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The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. CARTER of Georgia). 


EEE 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
May 20, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable EARL L. 
CARTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


EEE 


WOMEN ON 20s CAMPAIGN 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, the 
voting was going on for months spear- 
headed by the Women on 20s campaign. 
A nominee was announced last week. 
Women on 20s is a campaign that has 
been agitating to have a woman’s por- 
trait, the portrait of a great American 
woman, placed on the $20 bill by at 
least 2020, the 100th anniversary of the 
U.S. recognizing a woman’s right to 
vote. 

The Women on 20s campaign nar- 
rowed down their nominees for this 
honor to four women: Wilma 
Mankiller, a trailblazer and first 
woman chief of the Cherokees; Rosa 


Parks, credited with starting the 
Montgomery bus boycott by not relin- 
quishing her seat and sparking the 
modern civil rights movement in 1955; 
Harriet Tubman, an abolitionist born a 
slave who became one of the most 
noted conductors on the Underground 
Railroad; and Eleanor Roosevelt, who 
redefined the role of First Lady while 
being a noted civil rights and human 
rights activist in her own right. 

More than 600,000 votes were cast in 
an online poll, and the winner an- 
nounced with great fanfare last week is 
Harriet Tubman. I am overjoyed that 
this great American leader was se- 
lected. 

As the author of Put a Woman On the 
Twenty Act of 2015, H.R. 1910, I think 
matching a specific person with a spe- 
cific biography will sharpen the focus 
of this remarkable grassroots effort to 
put a woman’s face on our currency. 
My legislation does not limit the idea 
of putting a woman on our money to 
Harriet Tubman or any particular 
nominee. It instructs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to convene the citizen 
panel that will make recommendations 
and get it done. 

From my perspective, as we see 
women breaking barriers at every level 
of our society and as we see people of 
color breaking barriers at every level 
of our society, our money ought to 
more accurately reflect who we are as 
a nation in the 21st century. 

Iam not saying that Andrew Jackson 
or any of the men we honor on our 
money are not worthy. Many of our 
Founding Fathers made important con- 
tributions to this country which we 
continue to enjoy today in the United 
States and throughout the world by the 
spread of democracy. 

It is also true that part of our history 
includes the practices and decisions we 
certainly are not proud of as a nation. 
Let’s be straight: President Jackson 
was, for many, a war hero, a great de- 
fender of the young American Republic 
and, really, the first President and 
founder of the Democratic Party. He 
oversaw our Nation as it expanded 
west. It is the expansion of this Nation, 
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the manifest destiny that pushed set- 
tlers west, that pushed the institution 
of slavery west, and that pushed the 
extermination and forced migration of 
Native peoples west. 

That is precisely the nexus of Andrew 
Jackson and Harriet Tubman and illus- 
trates why putting a new face on our 
money makes so much sense. The 
forced removal of Native peoples from 
their lands so that we could expand the 
practice of slavery is at the heart of 
Andrew Jackson’s legacy. The landgrab 
and the Trail of Tears of the Cherokee 
people is key to contextualizing Presi- 
dent Jackson. 

It was when Harriet Tubman was 
about 6 years old that Jackson became 
President. She was born a slave in 
Maryland and eventually walked to 
freedom in Pennsylvania. She went 
back again and again, at least 19 times, 
telling more than 300 former slaves 
how to follow the Big Dipper constella- 
tion that pointed to the North Star and 
the way to freedom to the north. 

She was an agitator. She was a sub- 
versive. She used the tools of social 
change to improve America. She fought 
for the little guy against the strong 
guy. She was willing to put herself at 
great risk to ensure justice for others. 
She was a woman, and she was Black. 
In other words, she is an ideal Amer- 
ican. 

The other women honored as nomi- 
nees by the Women on 20s campaign 
were also great Americans. They were 
also subversive troublemakers, agi- 
tators, and, therefore, exactly the kind 
of people I think we need on our cur- 
rency. But Harriet Tubman, because 
she is a woman, because she is a 
woman of color, because she fought for 
freedom and for a better America in 
the face of this Nation’s greatest and, 
for many like me, still unresolved sin 
of slavery and racism, because she 
turned the tide of history for the bet- 
ter, she is very, very worthy of this 
great honor. 

In a few years, maybe in a few 
months, we will all wonder why it took 
so long to put an American woman on 
our $20 bill. Well, it shouldn’t take so 
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long. Members of this body, Mr. Speak- 
er, have the ability to do something 
about it and speed this process along. 
Cosponsor the Put a Woman on the 
Twenty Act of 2015. It is H.R. 1910. Join 
me in calling on the Secretary of the 
Treasury to do this, whether it is Har- 
riet Tubman or anyone else that a fair 
and open process arrives at. Let us 
stand as a Congress to put a great 
American woman on our money. 


—_ AA 


HOUSTON POLICE OFFICER— 
RICHARD MARTIN 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in 
the early morning hours of Monday, 
while most of the city was asleep, the 
diligent Houston Police Department re- 
sponded to a robbery call at an Exxon 
service station. 

The lawmen approach the scene, and 
they see a suspect speed off in what 
turned out to be a stolen U-Haul truck. 
The police follow the truck, and the 
high-speed chase is on. 

The outlaw abandons the truck, 
carjacks a woman, pushes her out of 
the minivan, and continues his flight. 
The outlaw fires shots at the police and 
keeps fleeing in the darkness of the 
morning hours. 

Houston Police Officer Richard Mar- 
tin, aware of the chase and ahead of it, 
jumps out of his patrol car and starts 
placing spike strips on the road to stop 
the approaching vehicle. The criminal 
sees Officer Martin and intentionally 
runs over him and kills him. Then the 
criminal continues on a 20-mile run 
from the law in the city of Houston. 

He is later cornered by the police in 
a standoff, and then he shoots himself 
and is taken to the hospital. As he lin- 
gered in the hospital, the district at- 
torney, Devon Anderson, prepared cap- 
ital murder charges against him, but 
the killer died, thus avoiding the hang- 
man. 

The outlaw had a long criminal his- 
tory. 

Officer Richard Martin was a Hous- 
ton police officer. He was 47 years of 
age. He had only been a peace officer 
for 4 years, and he worked at the 
Westside patrol division. 

Prior to being a police officer, he had 
been in private industry for 20 years. 
Officer Martin was also a veteran. He 
spent 4 years on Active Duty in the 
United States Air Force, then spent 8 
years as a reservist in the United 
States Air Force. 

Being a police officer was his ulti- 
mate goal, so in his early forties, he be- 
came a Houston police officer. In just 4 
short years, Officer Martin became a 
field officer. His captain said that he 
crammed 20 years of policing in the 4 
years that he served as a Houston po- 
lice officer. This speaks volume about 
his character as a lawman. 
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He was the father of two, a 22-year- 
old daughter and an 11-year-old son; 
and he loved being actively involved in 
his children's lives, including his son's 
baseball team. 

Mr. Speaker, just last week, our Na- 
tion celebrated National Police Week, 
honoring the daily sacrifices of peace 
officers like Officer Martin. 

Just across the way here, on the west 
side of the Capitol, last Friday, the 
families of those who had lost peace of- 
ficers were here, surrounded by thou- 
sands and thousands of other police of- 
ficers and the public to show their re- 
spect for those who are killed in the 
line of duty; and how quickly we are 
reminded, again, of their sacrifices. 

Officer Martin's life was callously 
and coldly robbed and stolen from us 
and his family, and the Houston com- 
munity is now in mourning. 

Our first responders are a special 
breed, those like Officer Richard Mar- 
tin. They work selflessly to maintain 
and restore order in communities and 
neighborhoods across America. While 
we sleep, those that wear the badge are 
vigilantly and always on patrol, pro- 
tecting us from the evil ones. 

For these remarkable men and 
women, their safety is never guaran- 
teed. While the badge and the uniform 
represents safety for citizens, it is a 
target for the unlawful. 

We do take comfort in the fact that 
as long as criminals walk and wander 
our streets looking to do mischief, re- 
fusing to follow the law, peace officers 
will always be there on patrol, officers 
like Richard Martin. 

Officer Martin was one of those offi- 
cers. He was one of Houston's finest. 
Friday, the city of Houston will lay to 
rest Officer Richard Martin. Peace offi- 
cers will wear the black cloth ribbon of 
sacrifice across their badges as they 
stand in silent mourning for one of 
their brothers in blue. 

The bagpipes will play “Amazing 
Grace,” and the flags will be lowered, 
as yet one more of our best is laid to 
rest for sacrificing his life for the rest 
of us. Peace officers wear the badge 
over their heart as a symbol of their 
willingness to put themselves between 
us and the lawless. 

Officer Martin was a noble citizen 
who represented everything that is 
good and right about our society. With 
heavy hearts, we send prayers and 
thoughts to his family and those of the 
thin blue line in the Houston Police 
Department. 

We thank Officer Martin for giving 
his life for our town. 

And that is just the way it is. 


—— A 


THE 100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. SCHIFF) for 5 minutes. 
Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, on April 
24, the 100th anniversary of the Arme- 
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nian genocide, runners and cyclists set 
out from Los Angeles on the Race for 
Recognition. I had the great pleasure 
of riding the first 28 miles of their jour- 
ney with them. On May 7, they com- 
pleted their 3,000-mile ride across the 
United States. 

They undertook their ride to raise 
awareness of the Armenian genocide 
and genocides all around the world and 
to commemorate and remember the 
victims. It is my honor to read a por- 
tion of the petition that they carried 
with them across the Nation and to 
enter the entirety into the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 

It provides: 

On this 100th anniversary of the Armenian 
genocide, LA2DC organizing committee 
members wish to recognize and honor the 
contributions of the following people and or- 
ganization: 

The American people, for setting the 
standard in the world for philanthropy, so- 
cial activism, human rights and prevention 
of crimes against humanity—in their first 
nationwide relief campaign from 1915 to 1930, 
Americans donated the equivalent of $2.7 bil- 
lion to help save over 1 million Christian Ar- 
menians, Greeks, Assyrians, and other mi- 
norities during the first mass atrocity of the 
20th century, when these minorities were 
targeted for extermination and deportation 
by the Ottoman Empire; 

Ambassador Henry Morgenthau, who, as 
the United States Ambassador to the Otto- 
man Empire, alerted the United States Gov- 
ernment and the rest of the world to the “de- 
struction of the Armenian race’’; 

The Near East Foundation, for providing 
relief to 1 million refugees and 132,000 orphan 
survivors of the atrocities perpetrated by the 
Ottoman Empire; 

The American Red Cross, for providing re- 
lief to survivors of genocides and mass atroc- 
ities for the past 100 years, starting with its 
first international assistance program in 1915 
that provided relief to survivors of the Arme- 
nian genocide; 

The Museum of Tolerance, for educating 
and enlightening more than 250,000 visitors 
per year since 1993 and challenging them to 
understand the Holocaust and genocides in 
both historic and contemporary contexts; 

Raphael Lemkin, for inventing the term 
“genocide” to describe atrocities that target 
groups for annihilation, and for working 
tirelessly to gain approval of the Convention 
on the Prevention and Punishment of the 
Crime of Genocide by the United Nations in 
1948; 

USC's Shoah Foundation and its founder, 
Mr. Steven Spielberg, for collecting nearly 
52,000 eyewitness testimonies of the Holo- 
caust, the Armenian genocide, and other 
genocide survivors; 

Facing History and Ourselves, for edu- 
cating over 10,000 teachers and, through 
them, hundreds of thousands of students on 
the history of prejudice and racism and the 
role they play in the events that lead to 
genocide; 

The International Committee of the Red 
Cross and the United Nations's Children's 
Fund, for starting a vast relief operation in 
1979 for the people of Cambodia, threatened 
by famine and disease in the aftermath of 
the Cambodian genocide, which claimed mil- 
lions of lives; 

United States Army Europe and United 
States Air Force Europe, for delivering hu- 
manitarian aid in 1995 and 1996 to the sur- 
vivors of the Bosnian genocide, during which 
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an estimate 100,000 Bosniaks were systemati- 
cally targeted and killed; 

Senator William Proxmire, for delivering a 
speech every day the U.S. Senate was in ses- 
sion in support of the ratification of Conven- 
tion for the Prevention and Punishment of 
the Crime of Genocide. After 20 years and 
3,211 speeches, the United States Senate rati- 
fied the convention on February 11, 1986; 

President Ronald Reagan, for signing the 
Genocide Convention Implementation Act of 
1987 into law; 

The International Rescue Committee, for 
providing relief to Rwandan genocide sur- 
vivors, when an estimated 800,000 mostly 
Tutsi minorities were massacred; 

Not On Our Watch and George Clooney, for 
using his public profile to raise awareness of 
the genocide in Darfur, where 300,000 civil- 
ians were targeted and murdered and 2 mil- 
lion displaced; 

U.N. Ambassador Samantha Power, for her 
groundbreaking book published in 2003, “A 
Problem from Hell,” which recounts the his- 
tory of genocide and offers a framework for 
policymakers that can help detect and pre- 
vent genocides; 

The Armenian National Committee of 
America, for advocating for the recognition 
of the Armenian genocide and raising aware- 
ness of genocides as crimes against human- 
ity. 
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Mr. Speaker, these riders carried this 
important message of truth and grati- 
tude with them across our great Na- 
tion. It is an honor to do my small part 
to make sure they are heard. 

Mr. Speaker, on April 24th, the 100th anni- 
versary of the Armenian Genocide, runners 
and cyclists set out from Los Angeles on a 
“Race for Recognition.” | had the great pleas- 
ure of riding the first 28 miles of their journey 
with them. And on May 7th, they completed 
their 3,000 mile ride across the United States. 
They undertook their ride to raise awareness 
of the Armenian Genocide, and Genocides 
around the world, and to commemorate and 
remember the victims. It is my honor to read 
a portion of the petition that they carried with 
them across the nation, and to enter the en- 
tirety into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

On this 100th anniversary of the Armenian 
Genocide, LA2DC organizing committee mem- 
bers wish to recognize and honor the contribu- 
tions of the following people and organiza- 
tions: 

In the past 100 years, over 100 millions 
lives have been lost in genocides and mass 
atrocities; 

During the same period, heroic American 
citizens, politicians, diplomats, faith based or- 
ganizations, and non-government organiza- 
tions have made it a part of their mission to 
raise awareness of genocides, help prevent 
genocides, and provide relief to survivors of 
genocides; 

Some of these citizens, relief organizations, 
diplomats, and politicians put their lives and 
treasure at risk by working in conflict zones to 
alert the world of impending genocides and 
genocides in progress, rescue genocide sur- 
vivors, and provide relief. 

On this 100th anniversary of the Armenian 
Genocide, and through this petition, LA2DC 
organizing committee members wish to recog- 
nize and honor the contributions of the fol- 
lowing people and organizations for their work 
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in raising awareness of genocides, providing 
relief to genocide survivors, and working to 
prevent genocides; 

The American People—for setting the stand- 
ard in the world for philanthropy, social activ- 
ism, human rights, justice, and prevention of 
crimes against humanity. In their first act of 
large scale, nationwide, organization and exe- 
cution of a relief campaign, from 1915 to 
1930, Americans donated more than $117 mil- 
lion—the equivalent of $2.7 billion in 2015 dol- 
lars—to relief organizations that saved over 1 
million Christian Armenians, Greeks, Assyr- 
ians, and other minorities during the first mass 
atrocity of the 20th century, when these mi- 
norities were targeted for extermination and 
deportation by the Ottoman Empire. Over the 
past 100 years, Americans continue to be in 
the front lines of helping to prevent genocides, 
and providing relief and hope to survivors of 
atrocities. 

Ambassador Henry Morgenthau—who as 
United States Ambassador to the Ottoman 
Empire, alerted the United States government 
of “Destruction of the Armenian Race. . .” 
and called on Americans to get organized to 
help the survivors. 

The Near East Foundation (formerly known 
as Near East Relief or NER)—for providing re- 
lief to 1 million refugees and 132,000 orphan 
survivors of the atrocities perpetrated by the 
Ottoman Empire from 1915-1923. During this 
period, NER raised the equivalent of $2.7 bil- 
lion in 2015 dollars, and mobilized over 1,000 
volunteers to help build 400 orphanages, food 
and clothing distribution centers, clinics and 
hospitals, and vocational training schools for 
the survivors. 

The American Red Cross—for providing re- 
lief to survivors of genocides and mass atroc- 
ities for the past 100 years, starting with its 
first international assistance program in 1915 
that provided relief to the survivors of the Ar- 
menian Genocide. 

The United States Holocaust Memorial Mu- 
seum—for leading national and international 
efforts to promote human dignity, confront ha- 
tred, and prevent the next genocide. 

The Museum of Tolerance—for educating 
and enlightening more than 250,000 visitors 
per year since 1993, and challenging them to 
understand the Holocaust and genocides in 
both historic and contemporary contexts and 
confront all forms of prejudice and discrimina- 
tion in our world today. 

Raphael Lemkin—for inventing the term 
“genocide” to describe the atrocities that tar- 
get groups for annihilation, and for working 
tirelessly to gain approval of Convention on 
the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime 
of Genocide by United Nations in 1948. 

University of Southern California’s Shoah 
Foundation and its founder, Mr. Steven 
Spielberg—for painstakingly collecting nearly 
52,000 eyewitness testimonies of the Holo- 
caust, the Armenian Genocide, and other 
genocide survivors, and using their first hand 
accounts to teach the world about the horrors 
of genocides and the importance of preventing 
them. 

Facing History and Ourselves—for edu- 
cating over ten thousand teachers in the 
United States and worldwide, and through 
them, hundreds of thousands of students, on 
the history of prejudice and racism, and the 
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role they play in the events that lead to geno- 
cide. Since 1976, Facing History has been en- 
gaged in genocide prevention work by pro- 
moting global citizenship and heightened 
awareness of genocides. 

The International Committee of The Red 
Cross and United Nations Children’s Fund for 
starting a vast relief operation in 1979 for the 
people of Cambodia threatened by famine and 
disease in the aftermath of the Cambodian 
Genocide, which claimed millions of lives. 

United State Army Europe and United 
States Air Force Europe—for delivering hu- 
manitarian aid in 1995 and 1996 to the sur- 
vivors of the Bosnian Genocide, during which 
an estimated 100,000 Bosniaks were system- 
atically targeted and killed. 

Senator William Proxmire—for following 
through his commitment to deliver a speech 
every day the United States Senate was in 
session in support of the ratification of United 
Nations Convention on the Prevention and 
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. After 
20 years and 3,211 speeches, the United 
States Senate ratified the convention on Feb- 
ruary 11, 1986. 

President Ronald Reagan—for signing the 
Genocide Implementation Act of 1987 into law, 
making genocide a Federal offense, and de- 
claring, “This legislation still represents a 
strong and clear statement by the United 
States that it will punish acts of genocide with 
the force of law and the righteousness of jus- 
tice.” 

The International Rescue Committee—for 
providing emergency supplies and restoring in- 
frastructure following the 1994 genocide in 
Rwanda, where an estimated 800,000 mostly 
Tutsi minorities were massacred. 

Not On Our Watch, and Messrs. George 
Clooney, Don Cheadle, Matt Damon, Brad 
Pitt, David Pressman, and Jerry Weintraub for 
using their public profiles to bring attention to 
atrocities around the world, and raising aware- 
ness of the genocide in Darfur, where 300,000 
civilians were targeted and murdered, and 2 
million displaced. 

United States Institute of Peace Genocide 
Prevention Task Force, and Co-Chairs Honor- 
able Madeleine K. Albright and Honorable Wil- 
liam S. Cohen—for developing a genocide 
prevention blueprint entitled, “Preventing 
Genocide: A Blueprint for U.S. Policymakers”, 
which affirmed that genocides are preventable, 
and issued 34 specific actionable rec- 
ommendations that United States can imple- 
ment to help detect and prevent genocides. 

Ambassador Samantha Power, the United 
States Ambassador to the United Nations—for 
her groundbreaking research documented in 
her book published in 2003, “A Problem from 
Hell”, which recounts the history of genocide 
and offers a framework for policy makers that 
can help detect and prevent genocides. 

Congressman ADAM SCHIFF—for being the 
leading voice in the United States Congress 
advocating for recognition of past genocides 
as an important step towards detecting and 
preventing future genocides and atrocities. 

The Armenian National Committee of Amer- 
ica—for advocating for the recognition of the 
Armenian Genocides and raising awareness of 
genocides as crimes against humanity. 

Countless other Americans and organiza- 
tions who have made it their mission to help 
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prevent the next genocide and promote 
peaceful resolution of conflicts. 
Í 


150TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
TOWN OF CLINTON, NEW JERSEY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. LANCE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate the 150th anniver- 
sary of the incorporation of the town of 
Clinton in Hunterdon County, New Jer- 
sey. Established as a separate munici- 
pality in 1865, Clinton has a rich his- 
tory and is known for its natural beau- 
ty and sense of community. 

The 2010 Census counted the town’s 
population at 2,719. 

As the recently deceased Clinton 
town historian and longtime mayor, 
Allie McGaheran, has written, the area 
was settled on the convergence of two 
rivers, the Spruce Run and the south 
branch of the Raritan, surrounded by 
excellent farmland, attracting English 
and German settlers. One of those set- 
tlers, David McKenny, built two mills 
directly across the river from each 
other. 

These treasured mills—the first dat- 
ing to 1810—now the Red Mill Museum 
Village and the Hunterdon Museum of 
Art, were owned by Daniel Hunt, the 
namesake of the town’s first moniker, 
Hunt’s Mill. These mills have been the 
center of Clinton’s economic and cul- 
tural life for two centuries. 

Later, mill owners John Taylor and 
John Bray championed renaming the 
town after DeWitt Clinton, the builder 
of the Erie Canal and Governor of New 
York. 

A limestone quarry, located imme- 
diately behind the Red Mill, brought 
another wave of settlers, including 
Irish immigrants crossing the ocean to 
establish a better life for themselves 
and their families in the new world. 

The present municipal building, a 
handsome Victorian structure, was the 
residence of John Leigh, a brick maker 
and farmer who served as the town’s 
second mayor. The Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road provided passenger and freight ac- 
cess, contributing greatly to the 
growth and wealth of the town in the 
19th century. 

Clinton has a large historic district 
that is on the State and national his- 
toric registers. There are five historic 
sites: the two mills; the music hall 
that entertained generations of resi- 
dents; the original Grandin Library, 
named for artist and philanthropist 
Elizabeth Grandin in the last century; 
and the quarry. 

The 150th anniversary of Clinton is 
being celebrated with parades, farmers’ 
markets, art displays, performances, 
and other community events. 

I thank and congratulate Megan 
Jones-Holt for her work as chair of the 
150th anniversary committee. She and 
her husband, former mayor and current 
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Hunterdon County Freeholder Matt 
Holt, do so very much for the town 
civically. 

Clinton is governed by the town form 
of government, with a mayor and six 
council members. Mayor Janice 
Kovach and the governing body of the 
town are greatly involved in the year- 
long festivities. Clinton is served by a 
dedicated volunteer fire company and 
rescue squad. Its beautiful and historic 
churches are an integral part of the 
community. 

The Clinton-Glen Gardner School 
District educates children through the 
eighth grade. High school students at- 
tend North Hunterdon High School in 
neighboring Clinton Township, one of 
our State’s strongest public elemen- 
tary and secondary schools. My twin 
brother, Jim, and I are proud graduates 
of the high school. 

My own family has been involved in 
the history of Clinton for many genera- 
tions. My great uncle was president of 
the local bank, and my father practiced 
law in the town for 70 years. 

In his essay, “The Inspiration of 
Clinton,” Stephen Shoeman notes: 
“Everybody in Clinton smiles. Every- 
body is friendly. America is beautiful 
because of Clinton, New Jersey, and 
the other towns and villages just like 
16.2% 

This year’s celebration comes 1 year 
after the tricentennial of Hunterdon 
County, a yearlong retelling of 
Hunterdon County’s storied founding 
and its 300-year journey in advance- 
ment from the English colonies in 
North America to its present-day sta- 
tus as one of America’s premier places 
to live and work. 

Clinton’s history is ingrained in the 
fabric of Hunterdon County. We have 
also just celebrated New Jersey’s 350th 
anniversary. 

Public-spirited residents have 
worked to keep Clinton beautiful and 
the epitome of small-town American 
life. Their efforts maintain a charming 
and vibrant merchant district, excel- 
lent public schools, meaningful cul- 
tural events, and significant engage- 
ment in public affairs. 

The town of Clinton thrives on neigh- 
borly camaraderie. I am deeply hon- 
ored to represent the town here in the 
House of Representatives. And all who 
love Clinton congratulate the town on 
its landmark celebration. 


— 


TRANS-PACIFIC PARTNERSHIP 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
the near hysteria over trade promotion 
authority and the pending Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership, the so-called TPP, is 
unfortunate because it is so misguided. 
The stakes are too high to get it 
wrong, and the negative arguments are 
unfortunate because they are so wrong. 
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Being against TPP, which has yet to 
be finished, is premature, at best. 
Being against the TPA is misguided be- 
cause those provisions guarantee peo- 
ple will actually know the details and 
have stronger tools to evaluate wheth- 
er it is worthy of support. 

The trade agenda and the role of 
America in the global economy has 
been front and center in Congress over 
the last few weeks, and well it should 
be. The United States has an oppor- 
tunity to make further inroads in 95 
percent of the markets that are outside 
our borders and to be able to gain that 
access under more favorable terms. 

Businesses large and small that want 
to sell their products overseas run into 
much more difficult barriers, proce- 
dures, and costs than people who sell 
their goods to America, which has one 
of the most open markets in the world. 

In Oregon, there are two competing 
narratives: those who are opposed to 
further competition for American 
goods in American markets, fearing a 
loss of business and jobs; and those who 
see significant opportunity selling 
goods and services abroad, creating 
more family-wage jobs at home. 

The people I talk to in Oregon who 
are in business overwhelmingly support 
that access. They feel they have far 
more to gain than they have to lose, 
selling more wine, bicycles, agricul- 
tural products, and small tools. They 
think they can compete overseas, cre- 
ating family-wage jobs at home, if that 
playing field is level. 

There are others who are deeply con- 
cerned that this perceived leveling of 
the playing field will not be achieved. 
They are concerned about a lack of 
labor and environmental standards 
overseas. 

Having spent time with the people 
who are negotiating the agreements, 
having reviewed documents myself, 
and working to reflect Oregon values 
and interests, these agreements, I am 
confident, hold promise for Oregon. But 
it is too soon to tell for sure because 
the agreement is still being negotiated, 
and people like me are still trying to 
influence it to make it stronger still. 
For instance, I have provisions I am 
working on in both the House and the 
Senate to provide an enforcement 
mechanism. 

As the agreement potentially enters 
its final stages, where there are some 
of the more difficult concessions with 
decisions yet to be made, the United 
States and other countries are reluc- 
tant to show their full hand while 
things are in flux. 

That is why the trade promotion au- 
thority that is working its way 
through the Senate—and may be in 
front of the House early in June—is so 


important. 
This trade promotion authority is a 
significant enhancement over any 


similar provision in the past. It guar- 
antees that the entire country—not 
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just Congress—will be able to examine 
all of the provisions 2 months before 
the President even signs the agreement 
and for months after that, before Con- 
gress votes. The authority also sets out 
provisions that speak to the concerns I 
have heard about for years about the 
weaknesses in NAFTA, not having en- 
forceable, strong provisions for envi- 
ronment and labor. 

That is why I thought it was impor- 
tant to vote to establish these rules 
which were significantly strengthened 
and made more transparent as a result 
of the tremendous efforts on behalf of 
my friend and colleague from Oregon, 
Senator RON WYDEN, in the Senate. 

If an agreement is reached under 
these new rules, we will have the 
strongest standards ever to evaluate a 
trade agreement, and everyone in 
America will be able to evaluate for 
themselves, not conjure up some sort 
of speculation. They will have months 
to do what I am going to do: see if this 
agreement is in the best interest of the 
people in Oregon who I represent. If it 
is, then they, like I, will support it. If 
it is not, then I will do, as I have some- 
times done in the past, and vote “no” 
on things I don’t think measure up. 

The time to draw the lines in the 
sand “yes” or “no” is after an agree- 
ment is reached, not before. And 
thanks to the new trade promotion au- 
thority, everyone will have an oppor- 
tunity to make that judgment for 
themselves well in advance of any deci- 
sion that Congress makes. 


EE 
SYRIA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. KINZINGER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I remember a few years ago 
visiting Israel, standing in the Golan 
Heights and looking to the border of 
Syria. At this time, our guide began 
talking about the peaceful protests in 
Syria, the beginning of an era of dis- 
content. 

As I looked into the seemingly peace- 
ful area, I never imagined the carnage 
that was to come: children who on that 
day attended school, filled with hope 
for the future and with dreams of be- 
coming a businessman, a policeman, an 
architect, or any of the host of things 
building in the minds of such a young 
person at that age; children and par- 
ents who did not know that in a few 
short years, their lives would be cut 
down by a ruthless dictator, bent on 
keeping power at all cost. 

As the peaceful protests built in 
strength, Bashar al-Assad responded in 
violence. And so began what history 
will likely judge to be the start of 
among the most brutal times in Middle 
East modern history. 

Bashar-al Assad began using barrel 
bombs indiscriminately against inno- 
cent people and infamously gassed 
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thousands who struggled to get that 
last breath of life, only to choke to 
death, completely aware that that 
breath would be their last. 

As family members died, others 
joined a group later dubbed the Free 
Syrian Army, a group the President re- 
ferred to as a bunch of pharmacists, 
lawyers, and businessmen, all standing 
up to reclaim what was theirs right- 
fully, which was a free Syria. And they 
fight bravely for a free Syria today. 

Through the carnage of this terrible 
war, a more nefarious group began to 
assemble, a group not concerned with 
human carnage but inspired by it; a 
group not fighting to protect life but 
fighting to cut it down; and a group not 
inspired by freedom of religion but in- 
spired by a hollow and a shallow world 
view. The group today is now known as 
ISIS. 


1030 


Mr. Speaker, before the world paid 
any attention, this group occupied not 
just parts of Syria, but also Fallujah, 
an area fought with American blood 
and treasure to bring peace and sta- 
bility to the people of Iraq. The border 
of Syria and Iraq was torn down, and 
the world continued to sleep. 

I called for America to lead air- 
strikes against this fledgling group at 
that time numbering in the low four 
figures. The reaction I received was not 
unexpected: people angry that I was in- 
terested in starting “Iraq War III.” Yet 
as this cancer continued to grow, the 
carnage became worse, and today we 
find ourselves engaged in limited ac- 
tion against a group growing in num- 
bers faster than they are being dis- 
patched by our airplanes. 

Americans feel saddened that the 
areas that our brave military members 
fought so hard to win was being thrown 
away to political expedience, and I am 
one of those people. I spent a little bit 
of time in Iraq, on behalf of the United 
States Air Force, flying airplanes, and 
I just saw a week ago or a few days ago 
that Ramadi, the capital of Anbar 
province, where we saw so much suc- 
cess in the Sunni awakening, has fallen 
to ISIS. 

Now, by the way, Anbar and Ramadi 
serve as a transportation center for 
getting goods from Jordan and Syria 
into Baghdad and are resupply routes 
for ISIS. So we are seeing not 
overmuch success in Iraq. But lest we 
think this fight is limited to just Iraq, 
all we have to do is look all over the 
world and all over the Middle East and 
see ISIS’ influence, from folks arrested 
near my district in the United States 
attempting to join and support ISIS, to 
the problems we see in Lebanon and in 
Saudi Arabia, and as we see ISIS grow 
and develop in Libya. This is some- 
thing that, Mr. Speaker, the President 
has got to get a control on and reassert 
American leadership. 

We also see that these terrorist 
groups, these jihadist groups, are com- 
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ing under the umbrella of ISIS, wheth- 
er it is al Shabaab, Boko Haram, or al 
Qaeda in Yemen, or we see the Taliban 
beginning to join under this supposedly 
successful group. 

What is it we need to do to push them 
back? In Iraq, I believe we need to use 
the number of troops and the amount 
of military force necessary to destroy 
ISIS and not just necessary to follow 
the President’s promise of no troops on 
the ground. I don’t think we need an- 
other 200,000 troops in Iraq, and I 
haven’t heard a single person actually 
ever suggest that, but we need to use 
what is necessary to push this back. 

By the way, the American military is 
fierce and desperate to do what needs 
to be done, and they are ready to do 
what the American people and the 
President calls on. 

Lastly, ISIS must be destroyed in 
Syria; and you can not destroy ISIS in 
Syria without destroying the incubator 
of ISIS, who is the evil dictator, 
Bashar al Assad. There are negotia- 
tions in progress now, but until the 
Syrian people know that the American 
people stand behind them through a 
no-fly zone and other means, ISIS will 
not be destroyed in Syria until that 
point. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for the Presi- 
dent to stand up. 


— A 


REESTABLISH THE GOLDEN 
FLEECE AWARD 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. HILL) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, at a time 
when our Nation is currently over $18 
trillion in debt, we must carefully scru- 
tinize our government programs to en- 
sure that we are funding essential pro- 


grams, policies, and projects while 
eliminating frivolous and wasteful 
spending. 


Every day in the news, Americans 
hear of government waste, fraud, 
abuse, and regulations that are hin- 
dering our small businesses and costing 
American taxpayers billions of dollars 
that could be better spent in creating 
jobs and boosting our economy. 

Today, I rise to establish the Golden 
Fleece Award to once again uncover 
and bring public attention to the 
wasteful spending across our Federal 
Government. The Golden Fleece Award 
will highlight some of the most egre- 
gious examples of government waste of 
hard-working taxpayers’ dollars and 
will shed new light on some of the 
rampant, unnecessary spending by our 
Federal agencies. 

The inspiration behind the Golden 
Fleece Award was pioneered by the 
Democratic U.S. Senator from Wis- 
consin, Bill Proxmire, in March 1975. 
For the next 13 years, Senator Prox- 
mire went on to issue bulletins an- 
nouncing a monthly Golden Fleece 
Award. The Golden Fleece Award be- 
came a staple in the U.S. Senate during 
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this time. Senator Robert Byrd once 
stated that the awards were ‘‘as much 
a part of the Senate as quorum calls 
and filibusters.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, the Golden Fleece 
Award will once again serve as an im- 
portant reminder that taxpayers need 
to watch, control, and provide the nec- 
essary reforms, through this Congress, 
about Federal spending and regula- 
tions. 

I will utilize social media and the 
Internet to provide a unique platform 
for my constituents to share with me 
examples that they spot, that they see, 
of waste of our Federal Government re- 
sources by using, 
#goldenfleeceoversight on Twitter, or 
emailing me at 
goldenfleece@mail.house.gov. I have 
also established a Web site that allows 
users to submit their recommendations 
for future Golden Fleece Awards at 
hill.house.gov/goldenfleece. 

Americans are crying out for ac- 
countability from our leaders, and I 
look forward to working with them and 
my colleagues to spot waste and find 
ways to effectively eliminate that kind 
of spending and regulatory overreach 
in Washington. 


SE 


DO UNTO OTHERS AS WE WOULD 
HAVE THEM DO UNTO US 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak- 
er, the great Mahalia Jackson was a 
gospel singer. The great singer and 
civil rights activist Mahalia Jackson, 
once proclaimed by Harry Belafonte to 
be the most powerful woman in Amer- 
ica, the great Mahalia Jackson gave us 
some words to live by, some words that 
can add meaning to life. She, in one of 
her songs, indicated that, and I shall 
paraphrase, if I can help somebody as I 
travel along, then my living shall not 
be in vain. Live not in vain; help some- 
body—that is the essence of the mes- 
sage that she presented. 

I am here today to speak of persons 
who are in harm’s way and who are suf- 
fering. The people of Nepal have had 
two earthquakes visited upon them: 
one a 7.8 magnitude, the other a 7.3 
magnitude. These two earthquakes 
have done great damage. More than 
8,000 people are dead. I am looking at 
the statistical information: more than 
16,000 injured, 8 million persons af- 
fected, nearly 500,000 homes destroyed, 
another 200,000-plus damaged. They are 
still in harm’s way, but there is some- 
thing we can do. We can do unto others 
as we would have them do to us if we 
had suffered a similar tragedy. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a great oppor- 
tunity for us to do something to help 
without actually expending a lot of 
American dollars, although we have 
spent quite a bit. I am proud to say 
that the United States has accorded 
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approximately $40 million to this ef- 
fort—$40 million. It will take a lot 
more, but the United States is involved 
in doing its part. We have had our res- 
cue teams there; and one of our rescue 
teams, unfortunately, suffered some 
tragedy. One of our military heli- 
copters went down. We have lost lives 
there. People have been there living 
not in vain, trying to do what they can 
to be of assistance, doing unto others 
as we would have them do for us under 
similar circumstances. 

One of the things that we can do is 
sign on to a bill that will allow those 
persons who are in this country from 
Nepal, who are here lawfully, to stay in 
this country for an extended period of 
time while their country is recovering. 
H.R. 2033 affords Nepalese who are in 
the United States of America to stay 
for a while longer. They will not have 
their status in the country change. 
They won’t become persons on a path- 
way to citizenship. They will simply 
have more time here. We will not send 
them back in harm’s way. We will do 
unto them what we would have them 
do unto us if we were in a similar cir- 
cumstance. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill has many per- 
sons who are supporting it. More than 
50 persons have supported this piece of 
legislation. I am proud to say that 
some of the persons who have sup- 
ported it are persons who have great 
Nepalese communities, and there are 
others who do not. They just want to 
be of help. 

I want to mention a few whose names 
I did not mention when I mentioned 
names previously, or I did not state 
them correctly. This is a chance for me 
to correct the RECORD: Congressman 
MIKE CAPUANO, Congressman TONY 
CARDENAS, Congressman JOE CROWLEY, 
Congressman MARK DESAULNIER, Con- 
gressman RAUL GRIJALVA, Congress- 
man LUIS GUTIERREZ, Congressman 
JARED POLIS, Congressman CHARLES 
RANGEL, Congressman CEDRIC RICH- 
MOND, Congresswoman LORETTA SAN- 
CHEZ, and Congresswoman LINDA 
SANCHEZ—all persons who are sup- 
portive, along with many others, near- 
ly 50. 

I am proud to say that the commu- 
nity in Houston, the Nepalese commu- 
nity has come together, and they have 
a goal of raising $100,000. They have ex- 
ceeded that goal, under the leadership 
of Mr. Ghimirey and Mr. Nepal. They 
have exceeded the goal of $100,000, and 
they are still raising additional funds. 

I believe that H.R. 2033 affords all of 
us to live not in vain. I think this is a 
great opportunity to do unto others as 
we would have them do unto us. I ask 
that we support H.R. 2033 and live not 
in vain. Help somebody as we travel 
along our way. 


— 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
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declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 41 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EE 
1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 


PRAYER 
Minister Michael Greene, Lehman 
Avenue Church of Christ, Bowling 


Green, Kentucky, offered the following 
prayer: 

Dear God, Our Creator and the One 
from whom we receive our unalienable 
rights, we give You our thanks for this 
day and for all the bountiful blessings 
You have poured out upon this great 
land, this country, and these peoples. 
We pray these blessings will continue 
through Your grace. 

We are thankful for the opportunity 
to serve wherein is found greatness. We 
pray for those assembled here today as 
they deliberate in this august body. We 
pray Your guiding hand be upon them. 

Bless them with wisdom. Bless them 
with courage to do the right as You 
have revealed the right. 

Help them to remember that what is 
being done in this place is not just an 
exercise in debate but will affect mil- 
lions of people. 

Help us, Father, to preserve our her- 
itage of freedom for future generations. 

This we pray on this 20th day of May 
in the year of our Lord. 

Amen. 


— 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentle- 
woman from New Hampshire (Ms. 
KUSTER) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. KUSTER led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EEE 


WELCOMING MINISTER MICHAEL 
GREENE 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
GUTHRIE) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to welcome Mr. Michael Greene 
to Washington. Mike is serving today 
as guest chaplain in the U.S. House of 
Representatives. 

Speaking just moments ago, Mike 
prayed for all of us serving this great 
institution and the work we do each 
and every day. I have been fortunate to 
know Mike as my minister in Bowling 
Green, Kentucky, and have always ap- 
preciated his prayers. 

Throughout his 44 years as a min- 
ister, Mike has served Churches of 
Christ in Kentucky, Tennessee, and 
Georgia. He also serves on the board of 
directors of Foundation Christian 
Academy in Bowling Green. 

I always enjoy having a little bit of 
Kentucky here in Washington. Today, I 
am proud to welcome you, Mike, to the 
U.S. Capitol. Thank you for your pray- 
ers and for taking the time to be with 
us in our Nation’s Capitol today. 


ee 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee). The Chair will 
entertain up to 15 further requests for 
1-minute speeches on each side of the 
aisle. 


EE 
VA ACCOUNTABILITY 


(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BOEHNER. My colleagues, next 
week marks the l-year anniversary 
since General Eric Shinseki resigned as 
the Secretary of the Veterans Affairs 
Department. 

At the time, the President promised 
reform. He said: “The number one pri- 
ority is making sure that problems get 
fixed.” 

Instead of a new day at the VA, the 
American people are still seeing more 
of the same. Last year, Congress gave 
the VA Secretary new authority to fire 
employees. While some 110 VA facili- 
ties kept secret lists to hide their wait 
times, just one person has been fired— 
one. 

What the hell happened to the rest of 
them? Some got to retire with their 
benefits, some got transfers, some got 
paid leave, some got a slap on the 
wrist. All of them went on collecting 
checks from taxpayers. If only the Vet- 
erans Administration did half as good a 
job of taking care of our veterans as 
they do the bureaucrats, we would be 
in a lot better shape. 

Congress also gave the VA more than 
$16 billion to improve care and to 
shorten waiting times, yet the number 
of patients facing long waits is about 
the same. The number of patients wait- 
ing more than 90 days has doubled. At 
this point, the VA can't even build a 
hospital. Just about every project ends 
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up years behind schedule and hundreds 
of millions, if not billions, over cost. 

Last week, the public learned that 
the VA is spending $6 billion a year il- 
legally. An internal report exposed ex- 
amples of overspending on conferences, 
improper gifts, ¡inappropriate pur- 
chases, and promotional items—again, 
if only VA bureaucrats did as good a 
job taking care of our veterans as they 
do themselves. 

The author of the report at the VA 
wrote, “doors are swung wide open for 
fraud, waste, and abuse,” and that 
these actions “may potentially result 
in serious harm or death to America's 
veterans.”” 

That is their own expert saying this. 

This isn't run-of-the-mill incom- 
petence. It is arrogance; and it is arro- 
gance that allows our veterans to be 
lied to, ignored, and, frankly, left to 
die. 

My colleagues, it is almost Memorial 
Day. This is when we slow down and re- 
flect on the debt of gratitude that we 
owe to our heroes. 

I commend Chairman MILLER and all 
of the members of the Veterans Affairs’ 
Committee for striving every day to 
fulfill this obligation. Congress will 
continue to pass legislation to hold the 
VA accountable, but only the adminis- 
tration can change the culture from 
within. 

The President owes the American 
people a real, long-term plan to fix the 
VA—not a promise, not a pledge, not 
rearranging the chairs on a deck—a 
real plan to clean up this mess. 

I will keep coming back to this po- 
dium until the administration produces 
such a plan. 


EEE 
VOLVO OCEAN RACE 


(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the city of New- 
port, Rhode Island, in my district, on 
hosting, this month, the Volvo Ocean 
Race, the world’s premier sailing race 
around the world. 

This 12-day event brought 125,000 visi- 
tors to Rhode Island, far exceeding 
even the most optimistic projections, 
as well as millions of dollars in eco- 
nomic activity that supported Rhode 
Island’s tourism industry and our 
small-business community. Most im- 
portantly, the success of this event of- 
fered an opportunity to tell our story 
about the great things that are hap- 
pening in Rhode Island today. 

I want to thank everyone who helped 
make the only North American stop- 
over for this year’s Volvo Ocean Race 
such an incredible success, including 
Sail Newport, Rhode Island’s Public 
Sailing Center, Discover Newport, the 
Rhode Island Department of Environ- 
mental Management, the Newport 
Chamber of Commerce, Senate Presi- 
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dent Teresa  Paiva-Weed, Speaker 
Mattiello, members of the general as- 
sembly, and Governor Gina Raimondo. 

I want to especially acknowledge 
Senator WHITEHOUSE for all of his work 
to bring this race to Rhode Island and 
his ongoing efforts to enhance our 
State’s position in the maritime indus- 
try. 

Congratulations to everyone who 
made this such a success. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO STAFF SERGEANT 
ROBERT H. DIETZ 


(Mr. GIBSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Staff Sergeant Rob- 
ert H. Dietz who was awarded the 
Medal of Honor for his courageous ac- 
tions during World War II. Sergeant 
Dietz hailed from Kingston, New York, 
a proud and historical city in New 
York’s 19th Congressional District. 

In March 1945, Sergeant Dietz led his 
squad on an attack of a heavily for- 
tified German position. Under heavy 
machine gun fire, Sergeant Dietz ad- 
vanced forward, clearing enemy obsta- 
cles, providing a path for the men of 
his squad and platoon. This selfless act 
enabled the success of this attack; but 
in the process, Sergeant Dietz lost his 
life. 

With strong local support, we sub- 
mitted a bill to rename the post office 
in Kingston for Sergeant Dietz. Yester- 
day that bill passed in the Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee. I 
thank Chairman CHAFFETZ, his com- 
mittee, and the entire New York dele- 
gation for their strong support; and I 
look forward to its passage in the full 
House soon. 

Mr. Speaker, aS we approach Memo- 
rial Day weekend, we pause to remem- 
ber Sergeant Dietz and all those men 
and women who lost their lives in de- 
fense of our freedoms. 


EEE 
BRING BACK OUR GIRLS 


(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
today I, along with many of my col- 
leagues—both women and men, Repub- 
licans and Democrats—wear red to 
pressure Nigerian President-elect 
Muhammadu Buhari into taking ag- 
gressive action against Boko Haram. 

Next week, as Nigeria welcomes the 
new President and celebrates Democ- 
racy Day, we here in Congress want to 
put a spotlight on the immense threat 
Boko Haram poses to Nigeria’s democ- 
racy and freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, we want President-elect 
Buhari to know we will hold him ac- 
countable, just as we held his prede- 
cessor accountable. We urge this new 
administration to bring with it a swift 
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and lasting change in attitude on this 
issue. We hope the new President will 
have a sense of urgency in finding the 
Chibok schoolgirls and defeating Boko 
Haram. 

Mr. Speaker, we expect the new 
President to find the girls, whether 
they have been married off against 
their will or not, are alive or in a mass 
grave. Wherever they are, we want to 
know. 

Until they are found, we will con- 


tinue to tweet, tweet, tweet 
#bringbackourgirls; tweet, tweet, 
tweet #joinrepwilson. 

SS 


21ST CENTURY CURES ACT 


(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to talk about the 21st Cen- 
tury Cures Act. This is legislation that 
we, at the Energy and Commerce Com- 
mittee, are working on in a bipartisan 
basis, and we look forward to moving it 
to the House floor and seeing this 
passed and signed into law. Why are we 
doing it? Because we want to put the 
focus on cures, real cures that will en- 
able people to live better lives. 

Let’s take just one disease, Alz- 
heimer’s. There are 5 million Ameri- 
cans that currently have Alzheimer’s. 
The cost to the Nation is $215 billion a 
year. When you look out several dec- 
ades to 2050, the cost is estimated to be 
$1 trillion a year for one disease. Yes, 
we need to focus on finding cures. 

And there are other disorders and 
diseases that need that attention. Take 
autism, diabetes, ALS, cancer, the list 
moves on. 

It is time for us to encourage and 
support young scientists, to put the 
focus on our most challenging health 
conditions, and we want the regulatory 
agencies to be there to encourage this 
effort, and I encourage support for the 
21st Century Cures Act. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING NHTI, CONCORD, 
NEW HAMPSHIRE’S COMMUNITY 
COLLEGE 


(Ms. KUSTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to underscore the importance of 
increasing access to higher education, 
including crucial workforce develop- 
ment programs that help our students 
gain the high-tech skills they need to 
succeed in our 21st century economy. 

In New Hampshire, we are blessed to 
have some of the very best community 
colleges in the country, and I am proud 
to have visited every single community 
college in my district. 

Today I would like to recognize one 
institution, the New Hampshire Tech- 
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nical Institute, the community college 
in our capital of Concord, which was 
just ranked number one in the country 
for value added by the Brookings Insti- 
tution. That means that NHTI students 
are meeting and surpassing expected 
outcomes after graduation, and many 
of them are going on to extremely suc- 
cessful careers. 

Every student should have access to 
this type of opportunity, and I am 
pushing for a number of initiatives 
that will help business partners join 
with community colleges to provide 
specific job training. Let’s all join to- 
gether to make sure that students 
across the country can access the kind 
of value-added programs offered at 
NHTI. And together, we can move for- 
ward so that every American can real- 
ize the American Dream. 


EE 
1215 


VETERAN HEALTH CARE, FIGHTER 
ACES 


(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, one of my top priorities is 
standing up for our servicemen and 
-women. That is why I am proud to re- 
introduce the Help Veterans Save for 
Health Care Act, because right now the 
IRS makes a veteran choose between 
receiving VA care or continuing to 
fund their health savings account. 
That is wrong. My bill fixes that. 

In addition to this bill, today Con- 
gress will recognize America’s fighter 
aces with its highest honor—the Con- 
gressional Gold Medal. Last year, Con- 
gress passed this resolution honoring 
these patriots who are simply the best 
of the best. 

We are the land of the free because of 
all our troops and veterans who have 
put their lives on the line for us, and I 
salute them today as we remember 
their sacrifices on this Memorial Day. 


EE 
DAVID LETTERMAN 


(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
take this occasion to thank David 
Letterman for 33 years of late-night 
television and giving his genius to 
America. I want to thank him on be- 
half of my friend Warren Zevon for 
being the best friend his music ever 
had, and for helping so many other mu- 
sicians get an opportunity to play for 
America; as a Memphian who attended 
the Andy Kaufman-Jerry Lawler 
match, for Dave giving Andy Kaufman 
the opportunity to give his zany sense 
of humor to America, and so many 
other comedians that he gave a forum 
to. 
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Dave was in the Ed Sullivan Theater, 
but he should have been in the Steve 
Allen Theater, Ed’s rival, because he 
was more like Steve Allen, the first 
late-night host. The “Man on the 
Street” interview with Steve Allen was 
like “Stupid Pet Tricks.” 

Dave Letterman was a genius. To- 
night I will be watching his last show— 
we all will—the 6,028th. We will all 
watch it. 

Dave, don't stay away. Come back. 
We thank you for all you have given 
us. 


— > 


HONORING MONTANA VETERANS 


(Mr. ZINKE asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
in honor of Montana veterans and all 
the men and women who have fallen in 
defense of our great Nation. 

I would like to recognize one in par- 
ticular, Private lst Class Nicholas 
Cook, from Hungry Horse, Montana, 
who was killed in action in Afghani- 
stan. He bravely sacrificed himself to 
save his fellow paratroopers by expos- 
ing his position, providing suppressive 
fire. His valor earned him the Silver 
Star. 

Mr. Speaker, no veteran should ever 
be forgotten. Today I would like to also 
recognize the following Montana vet- 
erans for their service to our Nation: 

James Diqhans, Carl Nordberg, Ken- 
neth and Christopher Bogner, George 


Lacher, Charles Pickard, Michael 
Kallas, James and Gary Jacobson, Ben- 
jamin  Balducke, Nicholas Cook, 
Williard Purkett, James and John 
Hantz, Robert Emrick, Dennis 


Morkert, and Edward Kinney. 
God bless the United States, and God 
bless the troops that defend her. 


———— 


CELEBRATING THE 50TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD START 


(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to celebrate the 50th anniversary 
of the Head Start program. 

Head Start is near and dear to my 
heart. I began my career as a Head 
Start teacher in the Chicago public 
schools. I have never forgotten how the 
program made a monumental dif- 
ference for its students, and this Con- 
gress should not forget those kids ei- 
ther. 

Since its inception, Head Start has 
served 32 million children in all 50 
States, the District of Columbia, Puer- 
to Rico, and the U.S. territories. Last 
year, in my home State of Illinois, 
there were 130 early Head Start and 
Head Start providers providing quality 
teachers. 

And there is an economic impact. 
Head Start accounted for more than 
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7,950 jobs in Illinois last year. Yet se- 
questration cuts have done serious 
damage to the programs in Illinois and 
around the Nation. In my State alone, 
more than $16.5 million in funding has 
been cut, 1,900 children went unserved, 
and 549 jobs were lost. 

Certainly none of us was elected to 
keep young children in need from get- 
ting an education. We should celebrate 
the 50th anniversary by fully funding 
Head Start and eliminating the seques- 
ter because every child in our country 
deserves a quality education and a 
good start. 


EE 


VETERANS DESERVE 
ACCOUNTABILITY 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, this week, an internal report 
from the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs revealed that the Department an- 
nually spends $6 billion on illegal con- 
tracts and out-of-control spending. 
This fraud is unacceptable, an insult to 
the men and women who have risked 
their lives in service to our country. 
Unfortunately, this lack of account- 
ability at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs is all too common under Presi- 
dent Obama's failed leadership. 

Our veterans deserve the best care, 
and I will continue working to give our 
veterans the treatment they have 
earned as promoted by Veterans’ Af- 
fairs Chairman JEFF MILLER of Florida. 
Congress has worked to promote 
change at the VA. For example, this 
week, we passed the Ensuring VA Ac- 
countability Act, sponsored by Con- 
gressman RYAN COSTELLO. This bipar- 
tisan effort clearly demonstrates 
meaningful reforms for our veterans 
and military families. 

I hope President Obama can live up 
to his commitment to end delays and 
denial of services to our veterans. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President by his actions 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 


—_ 


CELEBRATING THE 50TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD START 


(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I am proud to say 
that this week marks the 50-year anni- 
versary of the Head Start program, a 
momentous achievement in our Na- 
tion's fight to break the cycle of pov- 
erty and open the windows of oppor- 
tunity for low-income families and 
children. 

Now, I don’t want to date myself, ac- 
tually, but I was in the first class of 
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Head Start, and today I bring with me 
my original certificate of completion 
from that program. I am proud to say 
that, if it were not for Head Start, I 
wouldn’t be here today. You see, as the 
daughter of poor immigrants from 
Mexico, not many people would think I 
would graduate from high school, let 
alone college, or get my MBA and even- 
tually make my way to the House of 
Representatives. 

Head Start has served over 32 million 
children, and, more importantly, it has 
helped families know how to navigate 
the school system. My hat is off to the 
teachers, to the community volunteers, 
to the healthcare coordinators, and to 
so many who helped to implement 
Head Start programs in their commu- 
nities. Your work is transforming our 
Nation. It is giving that head start to 
our children because they are the fu- 
ture of this Nation. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I say today, “Happy 
birthday, Head Start.” 


EEE 
REMEMBERING CAPTAIN DUSTIN 
LUKASIEWICZ OF ALMA, NE- 


BRASKA 


(Mr. SMITH of Nebraska asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today in remembrance of 
Third District constituent Captain 
Dustin Lukasiewicz of Alma, Nebraska. 
He and five fellow marines were killed 
in a helicopter crash last week while 
providing humanitarian aid to earth- 
quake victims in Nepal. 

Captain Lukasiewicz made the ulti- 
mate sacrifice while trying to assist 
victims no one else could reach. His 
service reflects the goodness of Amer- 
ica, accepting the call to help those 
who need it most. 

When I spoke with the captain’s 
mother yesterday, she told me how her 
son called to wish her a happy Mother’s 
Day just days before the crash. His at- 
tention to loved ones is a reflection of 
his life of service and devoting himself 
to the care of others. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in pray- 
ing for the captain’s mother, father, 
wife, daughter, unborn child, and all 
others who lost loved ones in this ter- 
rible tragedy. As Memorial Day ap- 
proaches, we must make it our priority 
to honor and remember our military 
heroes, and Captain Lukasiewicz is cer- 
tainly one of our heroes. 


— 


CELEBRATING THE 50TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD START 


(Mr. NOLAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, Members 
of the House, as Congresswoman SCHA- 
KOWSKY and Congresswoman SANCHEZ 
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just pointed out their involvement in 
Head Start, I want you to know I di- 
rected a 19-unit Head Start program up 
in north central Minnesota in my 
youth, and so I am proud to join them 
in celebrating this 50th anniversary 
that served over 32 million children, 
because I was able to see firsthand how 
this impacted children’s lives. And 
what a testimonial it is to see one of 
the first participants go on to become 
a Member of the United States Con- 
gress and running for the United States 
Senate. 

Clearly, Head Start is so critical to 
our national commitment to every 
child, regardless of their circumstances 
at birth, to have an opportunity to suc- 
ceed in life, developing that wonderful 
spark for learning that sets kids up for 
success. 

So once again, hats off to the edu- 
cators, to the directors, to the faculty, 
and to the parents, all those who have 
made this program such a wonderful, 
great success for children all across 
America. 


ee 


NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH 


(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize May as National Foster Care 
Month. 

Today I would like to applaud the 
thousands of families who open their 
homes to foster children. It takes a 
special kind of caregiver to foster a 
child, someone who can drop every- 
thing on a moment’s notice and, with- 
out hesitation, bring a child into their 
home. 

In Pennsylvania alone, there are 
15,000 children in foster care. That 
means we have thousands of amazing 
families with hearts big enough to pro- 
vide love and care for children who 
need a place to call home. 

Mr. Speaker, foster children become 
an irreplaceable part of the family. In- 
deed, the most telling statistic is that 
in Pennsylvania 65 percent of families 
end up adopting their foster children. 
We need families willing to open their 
hearts and homes unconditionally to 
children who have been abused and re- 
moved from their homes. This is what 
so many dedicated foster families are 
able to provide. 

Mr. Speaker, during National Foster 
Care Month, I would like to celebrate 
the resiliency of foster children who 
overcome great obstacles at such a 
young age and recognize the dedicated 
foster families who support them. 


— > 


NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH 

(Mrs. LAWRENCE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, 
today I stand here to recognize May as 
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National Foster Care Month. More 
than 40,000 of our Nation’s youth are 
currently living in the child welfare 
system. More than 23,000 youth age out 
of the foster care system when they 
turn 18, putting them at risk for home- 
lessness, criminal exposure, and mental 
illness. These statistics paint a grim 
picture. 

Today I stand here to recognize a 
young woman who aged out of the fos- 
ter care system, Kamille Tynes, a suc- 
cess story. Kamille spent 5 years in the 
Michigan foster care system. Her expe- 
rience fostered a tireless advocacy for 
foster care and resources that our chil- 
dren need. She has been given awards 
and recognized for her amazing leader- 
ship, such as the foster care Out- 
standing Young Leaders Award. She is 
now creating her own consulting firm 
to address those needs. She is a grad- 
uate of the University of Michigan. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I ask my col- 
leagues to please continue to under- 
stand the importance of recognizing 
and funding our foster care program. 


ee 


NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize 
and celebrate May as National Foster 
Care Month and welcome many of the 
foster care youth who are visiting the 
House of Representatives today. 

This year’s theme is “Get to Know 
the Many Faces of Foster Care.’’ The 
goal of this special month is to cele- 
brate the experiences of the more than 
400,000 youth in the child welfare sys- 
tem and raise awareness about their 
needs. 

Mr. Speaker, the foster care system 
has and always will hold a special place 
in my heart. When I was 11 years old, 
my family welcomed a foster care 
child, Bob, into our home. Bob, 
throughout the years, has taught me so 
much and will be my brother for life. 

Today I have the honor of being shad- 
owed for the day by Nyeelah Innis of 
Newnan, Georgia. Nyeelah has been in 
foster care for 8 years, with her first 
foster care setting starting when she 
was 10 years old. Mr. Speaker, in just 
these few hours, Nyeelah has impressed 
me with her positive attitude and ea- 
gerness to learn about the legislative 
branch of our Federal Government. I 
know for certain that this young lady 
has a very bright future ahead, like so 
many other youth whom we will see 
through the Halls of Congress today. 


a 


1230 
CONGRESSIONAL FOSTER YOUTH 
SHADOW DAY 


(Ms. BASS asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 
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Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, I join my 
colleagues today in celebration of 63 
foster youth and 63 bipartisan Members 
of Congress who are participating in 
the fourth annual Congressional Cau- 
cus on Foster Youth Shadow Day expe- 
rience. 

The goal of this event is to give fos- 
ter youth the opportunity to share 
their unique experience with Members 
of Congress, as well as gain intimate 
insight into the legislative process. 

Far too often, we legislate from a 
glass tower, far removed from the peo- 
ple and places that our laws affect. 
Shadow Day was created to address 
this very issue, empowering foster 
youth from across the country to come 
to our Nation’s Capital and share their 
stories, while giving Members of Con- 
gress the opportunity to learn from the 
very young people whose lives we genu- 
inely want to improve. 

Shadowing me today is Briana, a 
beautiful young woman from my home- 
town of Los Angeles. Briana became an 
open case of the department of child 
and family services at the age of 15 due 
to abuse by her father. Multiple place- 
ments, neglect, and instability defined 
her foster care experience. 

As she pursues her bachelor’s degree 
in accounting at Dillard University in 
New Orleans, Briana strives to voice 
the real concerns of foster youth and 
give strength to her foster peers by 
moving towards change. Briana’s ulti- 
mate goal is to become a foster care 
advocate, encouraging other youth like 
her to stand up for themselves in the 
child welfare system. 

I look forward to hearing more about 
Briana’s experience and listening to 
her legislative recommendations. 
Thank you, Briana, for your resiliency 
and your commitment to reforming the 
child welfare system. 

In honor of Briana and the other 62 
foster youth here on the Hill, I invite 
my colleagues to join the Congres- 
sional Caucus on Foster Youth. 


EE 
NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH 


(Mr. MARINO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize May as National 
Foster Care Month. 

On September 30, 2012, there was an 
estimated 400,000 children in foster 
care. Sixty-five percent of foster chil- 
dren experience at least seven school 
changes while in care. Fifty percent of 
former foster and probation youth be- 
come homeless within the first 18 
months of emancipation. 

My foster shadow today is Damara. 
She is from Pennsylvania, and we are 
exchanging some great ideas about fos- 
ter care. 

All children deserve a safe, loving, 
and permanent home. Please become a 
foster care parent. My wife and I are 
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foster care parents and associated with 
working with children throughout my 
life. We have provided so much for 
them, but equally important, they 
have provided so much for us. 


EE 
GREEN SCHOOLS 


(Mr. ASHFORD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ASHFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to applaud several Nebraska 
schools for their nationally recognized 
roles in protecting the environment. 

Two Omaha _ schools—the Edward 
“Babe” Gomez Heritage Elementary 
School and the Wilson Focus School— 
along with the Lincoln School District, 
have been named 2015 Green Ribbon 
Schools by the U.S. Secretary of Edu- 
cation, Arne Duncan. 

These schools have been honored for 
their promising efforts to reduce nega- 
tive environmental impact, ensure en- 
vironmental education, promote better 
health, and cut utility costs. 

As Secretary Duncan has noted, 
these schools are ‘‘an inspiration and 
deserve the spotlight for embodying 
strong examples of innovative learning 
and civic engagement.”’ 

It is clear that the honorees are pow- 
erful examples of the ways in which 
schools can help students cut school 
costs, provide healthy learning envi- 
ronments, and prepare for the real 
world ahead. 

I also want to take this opportunity 
to honor my good and late friend, Sen- 
ator Ron Raikes from Ashland, Ne- 
braska, who with me developed the leg- 
islation for the focus schools in Ne- 


braska. He has been and is sorely 
missed. 
A 
FIX OUR MENTAL HEALTH 
SYSTEM 


(Mr. GUINTA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to advocate on behalf of a cause 
near and dear to my heart, fixing our 
mental health system. 

As some of you may know, I have a 
family member with a mental illness. 
This has allowed me to witness first- 
hand where our system fails those with 
a mental illness and to see where the 
opportunities are for improvement. 

As part of my effort to bring about 
change to New Hampshire's mental 
health system, I joined my colleague, 
Representative KUSTER, last week in 
hosting a mental health summit with 
local advocates, healthcare providers, 
and New Hampshire lawmakers. 

These experts are essential in the 
fight to reform and strengthen our 
mental health system. It is with their 
feedback, perspective, and opinion that 
myself, Representative KUSTER, and 
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my colleagues in Congress can devise 
bipartisan solutions to fix this very im- 
portant issue. 

Together, we can bring about real bi- 
partisan change for individuals and 
families affected by mental illness. We 
need to change this to a patient-cen- 
tered and metrics-driven environment 
to ensure that Granite State patients 
and their families are provided with 
the necessary care, support, and re- 
sources they deserve. 


EE 


ASIAN AMERICAN AND PACIFIC 
ISLANDERS HERITAGE MONTH 


(Ms. TITUS asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 


minute.) 
Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, Asian 
American and Pacific Islanders’ 


achievements in art, technology, busi- 
ness, and education serve as a reminder 
that our Nation’s success is built upon 
the foundation of diversity. 

This is particularly evident in my 
district, which is home to the largest 
AAPI community in Nevada. The Las 
Vegas Asian Chamber of Commerce fa- 
cilitated the reinvigoration of our 
economy after the 2008 crash. 

Chinatown Plaza on Spring Mountain 
Road is home to one of the country’s 
most popular Chinese New Year cele- 
brations. There is a thriving Filipino 
district along Maryland Parkway. Doz- 
ens of Thai, Japanese, Korean, and Vi- 
etnamese shops, restaurants, markets, 
and festivals enrich our society and 
strengthen our economy. 

As we celebrate AAPI Heritage 
Month, let us acknowledge the value 
immigrants bring to our lives and rec- 
ognize how much we all stand to gain 
from enacting comprehensive immigra- 
tion reform that honors our country’s 
legacy as the land of opportunity. 

We don’t simply benefit from the 
myriad contributions of immigrants; 
we thrive and flourish because of them. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING COLONEL ARTHUR 
JEFFREY 


(Mr. NEWHOUSE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, today, 
we present a Congressional Gold Medal, 
the highest civilian honor bestowed by 
Congress, to recognize the distin- 
guished service of the American Fight- 
er Aces. 

One of the Fighter Aces being hon- 
ored is Colonel Arthur Jeffrey, who was 
credited with shooting down 14 enemy 
aircraft during World War II. Colonel 
Jeffrey flew air cover missions during 
D-day. In December 1944, he was award- 
ed the Silver Star for his ‘‘courage, 
combat skills, and gallant leadership” 
while thwarting an enemy mission. 

Colonel Jeffrey ended his tour as 
commander of the 434th Fighter Squad- 
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ron. His service was recognized at the 
time with the Distinguished Flying 
Cross, with one oakleaf cluster, and the 
Air Medal, with 16 oakleaf clusters. 

Colonel Jeffrey passed away this 
April in Yakima, Washington, at the 
age of 95, regrettably before this honor 
was bestowed. 

Please join me in honoring the mem- 
ory of Colonel Arthur Jeffrey, a re- 


markable American, for his out- 
standing service defending our Nation. 
——— 


HEAD START 50TH ANNIVERSARY 


(Mr. CLYBURN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, this 
week marks the 50th anniversary of 
Head Start, a wonderful success story 
that empowered 32 million children in 
America. 

Unfortunately, the future of Head 
Start today stands in grave peril due to 
the misplaced priorities of the Repub- 
lican budget which cuts $759 billion 
from nondefense discretionary funds 
and will result in 35,000 fewer children 
participating in Head Start. 

House Democrats want to embrace 
the future by investing in early child- 
hood education and enacting universal 
prekindergarten. Democrats strongly 
support President Obama’s initiative 
to fully fund Head Start and expand 
the Early Head Start-Childcare Part- 
nerships. Research shows that high- 
quality early education is a great in- 
vestment in a child’s life and our Na- 
tion’s future. 

Mr. Speaker, our children are our fu- 
ture. As Head Starters across the coun- 
try plant rose bushes this week to com- 
memorate President Johnson's Rose 
Garden launching of Head Start, this 
Congress must reject the misplaced 
priorities of the Republican budget and 
embrace a brighter future for our chil- 
dren. 


EEE 
HONORING WARRIORS WEEKEND 


(Mr. FARENTHOLD asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, I 
am here today to pay tribute to our 
veterans and to the men and women of 
our Armed Forces who wake up every 
day, put on our Nation’s uniform, and 
don’t know if they are going to be 
home that evening safely with their 
families. 

Last weekend, volunteers came to- 
gether in Port O’Connor, Texas, to 
honor more than 900 veterans and cur- 
rent members of the Armed Forces for 
the ninth annual Warriors Weekend. 

Warriors Weekend brings together 
military members who have been 
wounded during combat in the global 
war on terror—and not just those who 
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are wounded physically, but also those 
with invisible scars, like PTSD and de- 
pression. 

Mr. Speaker, many of these current 
and former military members are still 
in recovery and physical rehabilita- 
tion, but the weekend event gives them 
the chance to build a support network 
and have a great time enjoying the 
Texas outdoors. 

Warriors Weekend was created in 
part by veterans who served during 
Vietnam. They knew all too well how 
it felt to return home from war and be 
looked down on. They wanted to make 
sure every member of the military is 
welcomed home properly, and they 
knew that our wounded veterans often- 
times have needs that are overlooked. 

I urge Members to support Warriors 
Weekend again next year. 


ES 


PASS A LONG-TERM PLAN TO FIX 
OUR NATION’S TRANSPORTATION 
INFRASTRUCTURE 


(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis- 
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, the House voted 
yesterday to approve a 2-month exten- 
sion of the highway trust fund. I am 
pleased we were able to pass a short- 
term fix, but it is time to stop kicking 
the can down the road. 

I urge my colleagues to use the next 
60 days to come up with a long-term 
plan to invest in our Nation’s transpor- 
tation infrastructure, a plan that will 
create jobs, strengthen American com- 
petitiveness, and lay the groundwork 
for future economic growth. 

I asked the Joint Economic Com- 
mittee staff to analyze the costs of 
U.S. underinvestment in infrastruc- 
ture, and this map tells an important 
part of the story. 

Across the country, one in four 
bridges are structurally deficient or 
functionally obsolete. That is scary, 
and it is a matter of public safety. 
Americans are taking tens of millions 
of trips every day over bridges that are 
in need of repair. 

As you can see on the map, in some 
States, over one-third of the bridges 
are failing. Here in the Nation's Cap- 
ital, 70 percent of our bridges are fail- 
ing. We should fix our crumbling infra- 
structure as a matter of public safety 
and as a matter of national pride. 

To see how your State is doing, you 
can download the map and the raw 
data behind it from the JEC, 
jec.senate.gov. 

I urge my colleagues to support in- 
frastructure. It is time to move beyond 
a 2-month extension and, instead, work 
on a long-term solution to this critical 
and important and economic develop- 
ment challenge. 


— A 


NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, as 
we celebrate National Foster Care 
Month, first recognized by President 
Ronald Reagan in 1988, I would like to 
thank the dedicated foster families, so- 
cial workers, and service providers for 
their commitment to help children. 

May is also a time to shed light on 
the plight of nearly 400,000 children and 
youth who are currently in our coun- 
try’s foster care system, and we call for 
safe and nurturing environments for 
these vulnerable members of our soci- 
ety. 

In an effort to give qualified adoptive 
and foster parents an opportunity to 
make a lasting difference in the lives 
of these children, I will be introducing 
bipartisan, bicameral legislation that 
would help ensure that more children 
have the opportunity to be raised in a 
loving and supportive home that they 
can call their own. 

The Every Child Deserves a Family 
Act would ensure that prejudices plays 
no part in adoption and foster care 
placements. A parent’s ability to care 
for a child should not be determined by 
any parent’s sexual orientation or gen- 
der identity, but by their love. 


EE 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2262, SPURRING PRIVATE 
AEROSPACE COMPETITIVENESS 
AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP ACT 
OF 2015; PROVIDING FOR CONSID- 
ERATION OF H.R. 880, AMERICAN 
RESEARCH AND COMPETITIVE- 
NESS ACT OF 2015; PROVIDING 
FOR CONSIDERATION OF MO- 
TIONS TO SUSPEND THE RULES; 
AND PROVIDING FOR PRO- 
CEEDINGS DURING THE PERIOD 
FROM MAY 22, 2015, THROUGH 
MAY 29, 2015 


Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 273 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 


H. Res. 273 


Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2262) to facili- 
tate a pro-growth environment for the devel- 
oping commercial space industry by encour- 
aging private sector investment and creating 
more stable and predictable regulatory con- 
ditions, and for other purposes. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived. General debate shall be 
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology or their respective designees. After 
general debate the bill shall be considered 
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for amendment under the five-minute rule. 
In lieu of the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute recommended by the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology now 
printed in the bill, it shall be in order to con- 
sider as an original bill for the purpose of 
amendment under the five-minute rule an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
consisting of the text of Rules Committee 
Print 114-17. That amendment in the nature 
of a substitute shall be considered as read. 
All points of order against that amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No 
amendment to that amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute shall be in order except 
those printed in part A of the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res- 
olution. Each such amendment may be of- 
fered only in the order printed in the report, 
may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub- 
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de- 
mand a separate vote in the House on any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute made in order as origi- 
nal text. The previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except one motion to recom- 
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House the 
bill (H.R. 880) to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to simplify and make permanent 
the research credit. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
The amendment in the nature of a substitute 
recommended by the Committee on Ways 
and Means now printed in the bill, modified 
by the amendment printed in part B of the 
report of the Committee on Rules accom- 
panying this resolution, shall be considered 
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill, as amended, 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend- 
ed, and on any further amendment thereto, 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi- 
nority member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means; and (2) one motion to recommit 
with or without instructions. 

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time on 
the legislative day of May 21, 2015, for the 
Speaker to entertain motions that the House 
suspend the rules as though under clause 1 of 
rule XV. The Speaker or his designee shall 
consult with the Minority Leader or her des- 
ignee on the designation of any matter for 
consideration pursuant to this section. 

SEC. 4. The Committee on Appropriations 
may, at any time before 5 p.m. on Wednes- 
day, May 27, 2015, file privileged reports to 
accompany measures making appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016. 

SEC. 5. On any legislative day during the 
period from May 22, 2015, through May 29, 
2015— 

(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the 
previous day shall be considered as approved; 
and 
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(b) the Chair may at any time declare the 
House adjourned to meet at a date and time, 
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti- 
cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by 
the Chair in declaring the adjournment. 

SEC. 6. The Speaker may appoint Members 
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du- 
ration of the period addressed by section 5 of 
this resolution as though under clause 8(a) of 
rule I. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re- 
vise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, on Tues- 
day, the Rules Committee met and re- 
ported a rule for two bills—H.R. 2262, 
the SPACE Act of 2015, and H.R. 880, 
the American Research and Competi- 
tiveness Act of 2015. House Resolution 
273 provides for a structured rule for 
the consideration of H.R. 2262 and a 
closed rule for the consideration of 
H.R. 880. 

The resolution provides for 1 hour of 
debate, equally divided between the 
chair and the ranking minority mem- 
ber of the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology, for H.R. 2262, 
and 1 hour of debate, equally divided 
between the chair and ranking minor- 
ity member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for H.R. 880. 

The resolution also provides for the 
consideration of seven amendments to 
H.R. 2262, and it provides for a motion 
to recommit for each bill. In addition, 
the rule provides for the normal recess 
authorities to allow the chair to man- 
age pro forma sessions; it provides for 
the Committee on Appropriations to 
have the opportunity to file reports 
during the district work period; and it 
provides for suspension authority for 
Thursday to provide flexibility on the 
last day prior to the district work pe- 
riod. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the resolution and the underlying 
legislation. 

Both of these bills represent critical 
investments in science and techno- 
logical innovation. On the floor this 
week, we have debated and passed sev- 
eral pieces of legislation to encourage 
the research and development of new 
technologies and ideas, moving our 
economy and our country forward and 
cementing our place in the world as the 
leader in scientific discovery. 
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These discoveries and the research 
they require will promote and create 
high-tech, high-paying jobs that can 
have untold benefits to our economy, 
benefiting all Americans. The rule and 
the underlying legislation we have 
under consideration today continues 
that objective, and I look forward to 
discussing these critical issues with 
our colleagues here in the House. 

H.R. 2262, the SPACE Act of 2015, is a 
package of four bills that will update 
the Commercial Space Launch Act. 
H.R. 2262, the SPACE Act, as intro- 
duced by the majority leader, the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. MCCAR- 
THY), will facilitate a progrowth envi- 
ronment for the commercial space in- 
dustry by encouraging private sector 
investment and by creating a more sta- 
ble and predictable regulatory environ- 
ment. 

H.R. 1508, the Space Resource Explo- 
ration and Utilization Act, introduced 
by the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
POSEY), will promote the development 
of a United States commercial space 
resource exploration and utilization in- 
dustry, and it will increase the explo- 
ration and utilization of resources in 
outer space. 

H.R. 2261, the Commercial Remote 
Sensing Act, introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE), will facilitate the con- 
tinued development of the commercial 
remote sensing industry and protect 
our national security. 

Finally, H.R. 2263, the Office of Space 
Commerce Act, proposed by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER), will rename the Office of 
Space Commercialization to the Office 
of Space Commerce, and it will seek to 
foster the conditions for the economic 
and technological growth of the United 
States space commerce industry. 

This package of bills will ensure 
American leadership in space by fos- 
tering a strong and vibrant commercial 
space industry. Without this legisla- 
tion, the commercial space industry 
may face a myriad of regulatory hur- 
dles that would threaten America’s 
continued exceptionalism in space ex- 
ploration. 

The other underlying bill in this rule, 
H.R. 880, addresses the research and de- 
velopment tax credit. In 1981, President 
Reagan signed into law a critical re- 
search and development tax credit, but 
Washington has let it expire and then 
has renewed it over a dozen times since 
then. 

As we discussed last month as to our 
tax credits, Mr. Speaker, the R&D tax 
credit was included in the package of 
retroactive bills and extenders that 
was signed by the President on Decem- 
ber 19 of last year, providing just 7 
business days of certainty for busi- 
nesses seeking to utilize this provision 
of our Tax Code. It, along with all of 
the others that expired again on De- 
cember 31 of last year, currently re- 
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main expired. The temporary nature of 
the now expired research credit limits 
its effectiveness, which prevents some 
businesses from having certainty on 
long-term investments in U.S.-based 
research and development. 

More research and development 
means more innovation, greater eco- 
nomic growth, and more American 
jobs. In 2012, American companies in- 
vested $302 billion in research and de- 
velopment. As of 2011, 1.47 million 
Americans worked directly in research 
and development. Increased certainty, 
combined with the simplification of 
our Tax Code, would lead to more re- 
search and more American jobs. 

Investment in research and develop- 
ment is the key to America remaining 
the world’s leader in innovation. The 
percentage of patents awarded by the 
U.S. Patent Office has increased each 
year, but the share awarded to U.S. 
innovators has declined. In the year 
2000, 54 percent of the patents awarded 
were of American origin. By 2014, the 
number fell to 48 percent. From 2001 to 
2011, America’s share of global research 
and development declined from 37 per- 
cent to just 30 percent. 

By making the research credit per- 
manent, researchers can stop worrying 
about whether Congress is going to ex- 
tend the tax credit and can, instead, 
focus on new discoveries that will help 
fuel our economy and grow jobs. 

I look forward to debating these bills 
with our House colleagues, and I urge 
support for the rule and the underlying 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I thank the gentleman from Ohio 
for yielding me the customary 30 min- 
utes for debate. 

I rise today in opposition to the rule 
and the underlying bills. 

Before I proceed, I did not speak dur- 
ing the 1 minutes, and I want to also 
take cognizance of this being the 50th 
anniversary of Head Start and, addi- 
tionally, this month of May as being 
Foster Care Month. Like many Mem- 
bers, I have a young person who has a 
more than compelling story about fos- 
ter care—Ke’Onda Johnson from Royal 
Palm, Florida—who is shadowing me 
today, and I am delighted that she and 
other youngsters have this oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule provides for 
the consideration of H.R. 880, the 
American Research and Competitive- 
ness Act of 2015, and H.R. 2262, the 
SPACE Act of 2015—two separate bills, 
wholly unrelated in content and pur- 
pose. 

As a first order of business, I believe 
it is critical that I take a moment to 
highlight the manner in which we are 
debating this rule today. The delibera- 
tion of multiple, unrelated bills under 
a single rule is a disturbing trend that 
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has ballooned under Republican leader- 
ship and is one that threatens the very 
foundation of the democratic process. 
Forcing several pieces of legislation 
into a single rule not only prevents 
Members of this Chamber from making 
informed judgments about the proper 
floor procedure for each measure, but 
it also leads to disjointed and often 
perplexing debates about an assort- 
ment of unconnected issues. 
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Votes on the House floor should re- 
flect where Members stand on the spe- 
cific questions at issue, not on a set of 
complex and unrelated procedures, 
some of which they support and others 
which they oppose. 

Indeed, just yesterday, the House 
considered H. Res. 271, a rule providing 
for consideration of three measures: 
the Highway and Transportation Fund- 
ing Act, the Legislative Branch Appro- 
priations Act, and the America COM- 
PETES Reauthorization bill. 

The debate on that rule vacillated 
from surface transportation projects, 
to funding for the legislative branch, to 
the prioritization of science research 
development. Such debate erodes the 
integrity of House proceedings by cre- 
ating confusing alternations in subject 
matter that eliminate the ability to re- 
inforce a line of reasoning or respond 
to opposing arguments. 

The grab-bag approach has sky- 
rocketed since Republicans assumed 
control of the House in 2011, with a 
record 49 grab-bag rules reported out 
during the 118th Congress. Even more 
disheartening, we are on schedule to 
shatter this record during the 114th 
Congress, having already approved an 
unconscionable 14 of these rules in less 
than 5 months. 

In fairness, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rules did say, in response to 
one of my colleagues and myself the 
day before, that this practice is not 
likely to continue at its present pace, 
and I await the opportunity for him to 
fulfill his view with reference to that 
matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand before you 
today for consideration of yet another 
grab-bag rule governing two bills of 
significant importance that, as a result 
of this rule, will undoubtedly escape 
the due consideration each deserves. 

H.R. 880, the American Research and 
Competitiveness Act of 2015, would 
make permanent a tax credit for quali- 
fied research expenses that expired at 
the end of last year. It is my strong be- 
lief that Democrats and Republicans, 
alike, support a tax credit that will 
help facilitate innovation and foster 
advancements in research, enabling 
American companies to grow and pros- 
per. Technological innovation stem- 
ming from research and development 
serves as an important engine to our 
Nation’s economic growth. 

My opposition to this piece of legisla- 
tion, therefore, comes in first part 
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from my Republican colleagues’ deci- 
sion to make this tax credit permanent 
in what I view as a fiscally irrespon- 
sible way. 

Mr. Speaker, my Republican friends 
have long touted themselves as the 
party of fiscal responsibility. For this 
reason, I find it a bit insincere that 
they now seek to implement a tax cred- 
it with no offsets for lost revenue. As a 
result, the Joint Committee on Tax- 
ation estimates that this bill would 
add almost $182 billion to the deficit 
over the next 10 years. I have stated 
time and time again that we cannot 
continue to provide tax cuts and cred- 
its without a mechanism to pay for 
them. It is comical to me that my Re- 
publican friends claim to be the party 
of fiscal responsibility while they, in 
the same breath, advocate a measure 
that would add nearly $200 billion to 
the Federal deficit. 

In addition to this legislation's reck- 
less budgetary impact, I disagree with 
the piecemeal approach the majority 
has taken in making these tax credits 
permanent. More than 50 tax provisions 
expired at the end of last year, many of 
them critical to the middle and work- 
ing class and, yes, poor families. And 
yet, instead of addressing the issues 
facing our Tax Code in a comprehen- 
sive, bipartisan way, the majority has 
decided to leave certain tax credits— 
ones that would directly improve the 
lives of hard-working American fami- 
lies, such as the work opportunity tax 
credit, the new markets tax credit, and 
renewable energy tax credit—to an un- 
certain fate. 

The American people expect, and I 
am sure that they deserve, a Tax Code 
that supports our shared priorities. 
Cherry-picking tax credits to extend, 
and then allowing those credits to dra- 
matically increase the deficit, is, in my 
view, a step in the wrong direction. It 
is an unacceptable step away from bi- 
partisan, comprehensive tax reform. 

I agree, as most of my colleagues 
likely do as well, that the research tax 
credit is critical for American innova- 
tion. That is why I am truly dis- 
appointed, although not surprised, that 
my Republican friends have again cho- 
sen to place partisan politicking above 
the needs of our constituents. 

This rule also provides for consider- 
ation of the SPACE Act of 2015, an- 
other piece of once bipartisan legisla- 
tion that has been distorted into an un- 
recognizable measure that panders to 
industry giants without regard for the 
safety of the American public or of 
spaceflight passengers. 

While the enticement of space travel 
hovers over the objectives of this legis- 
lation, we must address the reality of 
what this bill seeks to accomplish. 
First, this bill reads like a laundry list 
of commercial space launch industry 
requests, exempting it from needed 
safety regulations and providing essen- 
tially complete immunity for civil law- 
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suits by removing claims related to 
commercial space launches from State 
court and mandating that they be 
heard in Federal Court, where few ap- 
propriate legal remedies exist. In prac- 
tice, this measure will immunize com- 
mercial space companies from legal li- 
ability, even in cases of recklessness or 
intentional misconduct. 

Also troubling, this bill provides tre- 
mendous subsidies for insurance cov- 
erage—and that is kind of interesting— 
to protect wealthy recreational space- 
craft passengers. Why on earth, and 
there is no pun intended here, are we 
spending taxpayer dollars on individ- 
uals wealthy enough to travel into 
space for sport? 

While it is uncontested that the 
issues these bills seek to address are 
important, the partisan way in which 
they have been presented prevents a ro- 
bust deliberation, and I therefore op- 
pose both the rule and the underlying 
bills. 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to respond to some of the com- 
ments of the gentleman from Florida 
and remind him that each bill will be 
separately debated and that, obviously, 
this combined rule is a floor time man- 
agement technique that the chairman 
of the Committee on Rules yesterday 
said was an aberration. I take him at 
his word; and I think it is important to 
note that, during Democratic majori- 
ties, this was certainly not an unheard- 
of practice, either. 

I do want to make sure that I reit- 
erate that every bill will be separately 
debated; and I would remind the gen- 
tleman that, during the time we have 
to debate the rule, if we actually stick 
to the topics related to the bills and 
the rules, it will help us manage our 
floor time even better. 

With that, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. POSEY). 

Mr. POSEY. I thank the gentleman 
from Ohio for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the rule and the underlying legisla- 
tion. 

Despite some of the comments we 
have heard from across the aisle this 
morning, I remember my first 2 years, 
my first term here, and not one time 
was I allowed to even file a single 
amendment to a single bill here. All 
the rules were closed, and it was run 
like a king would run a kingdom, not a 
democratic republic. Here, today, I 
think the other side has already filed 
seven amendments on one of these 
bills. That is seven times more than I 
ever got to dream about filing when 
you ran this place. 

Another great thing about this bill, 
you actually get to read it before we 
pass it. We have done all our bills like 
that since we have taken control. You 
actually get to read the bills before 
they are passed. When you all were in 
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the majority, we had to pass them be- 
fore you read them. I think you re- 
member the famous quote. 

You refer to this as a grab bag. The 
only grab bag I see here is the litany of 
totally unrelated subjects rattled off, 
as if they somehow related to this bill. 
I mean, that doesn’t pass the straight 
face test. 

Now to the bill. I would like to thank 
the majority leader, KEVIN MCCARTHY, 
and Chairman LAMAR SMITH for their 
hard work on the SPACE Act. The 
SPACE Act will help ensure American 
leadership in space, facilitating the 
growth and stability of the commercial 
space industry. This is an important, 
historic, and exciting piece of legisla- 
tion. 

This legislation includes many im- 
portant provisions to update our laws 
and the oversight of the commercial 
space industry, including title 2 of the 
Space Resource Exploration and Utili- 
zation Act—historic, bipartisan, bi- 
cameral legislation introduced with 
my colleague from the State of Wash- 
ington, DEREK KILMER. 

I appreciate the support H.R. 1508, in- 
corporated herein, has received from 
many members of the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology and 
the thorough work and research of Sen- 
ators PATTY MURRAY and MARCO RUBIO, 
who introduced identical legislation in 
the United States Senate. 

The SPACE Act also includes a provi- 
sion which would streamline regula- 
tions and encourage cooperation be- 
tween government agencies’ commer- 
cial space activities to eliminate red 
tape and bureaucracy that are imped- 
ing development of America’s commer- 
cial space industry. 

The Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, the Department of Defense, the 
National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, and other agencies are 
all involved in overseeing many com- 
mercial space launches, and sometimes 
there are duplicative measures that 
could be streamlined, cutting costs to 
both the Federal Government and com- 
mercial companies and making the 
United States companies more com- 
petitive in the global marketplace. 

Let me add that this bill includes a 
provision requiring the FAA to provide 
direction for space support vehicles, 
also known as experimental aircraft. 
Unfortunately, for too long, the FAA 
has held off providing direction by 
means of a regulatory framework for 
these endeavors to safely support the 
United States commercial space en- 
deavors. In Florida, there is such an 
entity, approved by NASA and oper- 
ating out of the Kennedy Space Center, 
which the FAA grounded because they 
use experimental aircraft. This is a tes- 
tament that FAA needs serious reform 
and needs to be brought into the 21st 
century. 

In short, the SPACE Act is a critical 
piece of legislation to the future of our 
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commercial space industry, and it is 
important to our space exploration ef- 
forts as well. 

I thank my colleagues again for their 
work on the SPACE Act and urge all 
Members to support the rule today and 
passage of this important legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MARCHANT). Members are reminded to 
direct their remarks to the Chair and 
not to other Members in the second 
person. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), 
who is the ranking member on the 
Committee on Ways and Means and a 
good friend of mine. 

Mr. LEVIN. I thank Mr. HASTINGS for 
yielding me the time. 

Mr. Speaker, this debate is not about 
support for the R&D credit. Democrats 
have a long track record of supporting 
the R&D tax credit. Indeed, I have 
often been the author of legislation to 
strengthen it. 

This debate, purely and simply, is 
about fiscal responsibility, about tak- 
ing one tax provision and making it 
permanent without paying one dime 
for it. 

When former Chairman Camp un- 
veiled a tax reform proposal last year, 
he undertook a comprehensive consid- 
eration of the more than 50 tax provi- 
sions that expired at the end of last 
year, but in a fiscally responsible man- 
ner. 
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This bill does just the opposite. It 
continues a helter-skelter approach to- 
ward tax extenders, without any regard 
whatsoever for paying the hundreds of 
billions of dollars they cost to make 
them permanent. 

Last year, Ways and Means Repub- 
licans passed 14 permanent extensions 
at a cost of $825 billion. They went no- 
where because the President has made 
clear his opposition to this approach. 

With this bill, this year’s price tag 
has reached $586.3 billion. It is particu- 
larly glaring that the majority is pass- 
ing unpaid-for tax cuts the very same 
week that they once again put off a 
long-term extension of highway fund- 
ing because they are unable to find a 
revenue stream. 

There is no lack of support for the 
R&D credit among us Democrats. It is 
the approach Republicans are taking 
that we oppose and strongly so. It is 
fiscally irresponsible indeed, and it 
would leave behind vital provisions 
that help hard-working American fami- 
lies, like the expansion of the earned 
income tax credit, the child tax credit, 
and the American opportunity tax 
credit. 

We stand ready to work with the ma- 
jority on tax reform and on a long- 
term extension of highway funding. To- 
day’s R&D bill is tax reform in reverse. 
It makes talk of fiscal responsibility 
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hypocrisy and creates another big fi- 
nancial pothole standing in the way of 
long-term highway funding. 

Vote “no” on this rule, and vote 
“no” on the bill relating to R&D tax 
credits. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I stand 
steadfastly against not only the way in 
which we have been conducting busi- 
ness with regard to the way we report 
out rules, but also to both underlying 
bills for their partisan posturing and 
failure to address the important issues 
facing the middle class in this country. 

We cannot continue to provide tax 
credits without establishing a revenue 
offset, enact tax policies that favor a 
partisan agenda and push us further 
away from needed comprehensive tax 
reform, or offer legislative gifts to in- 
dustry giants at the expense of the 
American public. 

Mr. Speaker, Memorial Day is next 
Monday. If we defeat the previous ques- 
tion, Iam going to offer an amendment 
to the rule to bring up Representative 
BROWNLEY’s Help Hire Our Heroes Act, 
H.R. 607. 

H.R. 607 would reauthorize the Vet- 
erans Retraining Assistance Program, 
which expired in March 2014. That pro- 
gram paid for veterans to get training 
for high-demand occupations, and dur- 
ing its 3 years in existence, it helped 
more than 76,000 veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert the text of the amend- 
ment in the RECORD, along with extra- 
neous material, immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
my colleagues to vote “no” and defeat 
the previous question; vote “no”” on the 
underlying bills. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I appreciate the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Florida, but I would like 
to respond to a few of the comments. 

The R&D tax credit has been over- 
whelmingly supported for the last 16 
extensions, the last time garnering 378 
votes. Only 46 Members voted against 
the R&D tax credit. 

The R&D tax credit will be passed 
again. In fact, the gentleman from 
Michigan admitted, Mr. Speaker, that 
the vast majority of Democrats will 
vote to extend the R&D tax credit. In 
fact, they will do it every year for the 
next 10 years, like they have the last 
few years. When it is done every year, 
they don’t insist it is paid for. 

If you will do it for 10 years in a row 
without paying for it—the entire budg- 
et window—why don’t we just all cre- 
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ate some certainty for our businesses 
so we can invest in high-tech jobs and 
growing our economy, Mr. Speaker? 

Let’s create certainty for the Amer- 
ican people. Let’s pass the bill. Let’s 
pass the rule. Let’s pass the previous 
question. 

I think, unfortunately, the argu- 
ments from the gentleman from Flor- 
ida, Mr. Speaker, really encourage cliff 
politics—high-stakes, expiring legisla- 
tion that the American people don’t 
want. The American people want us to 
create certainty. They want us to sup- 
port jobs. They want us to support our 
technological innovation in this coun- 
try, Mr. Speaker. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup- 
port the rule and support the under- 
lying bills, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | support 
the Rule on H.R. 2262, the Spurring Private 
Aerospace Competitiveness and Entrepreneur- 
ship Act of 2015 (the SPACE Act of 2015). 
And | thank Majority Leader MCCARTHY for 
sponsoring this important legislation. The 
space community is well served having Leader 
MCCARTHY as a champion. 

This bill is the product of over three years 
of work. Congress solicited input from nearly 
every stakeholder group. That is reflected in 
the broad support that this bill has received. 

From industry, to education groups, to 
grassroots citizen advocacy groups, this bill 
has been praised by virtually every interested 
party. 

The process to getting here was inclusive 
and exhaustive. The Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee held numerous hear- 
ings on the topic over the last three years. 

On November 19, 2013, the Committee held 
a hearing on the commercial space industry. 
On February 14, 2014, the Committee held a 
hearing on updates to the Commercial Space 
Launch Act. On April 29, 2014, the Committee 
held a hearing on the Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration’s (FAA) space traffic management 
proposal and orbital debris. On February 27, 
2015, the Committee held a hearing on the 
Commercial Crew program. 

Last October, staff formally submitted a draft 
to the minority. Within the last two months, the 
majority and minority have worked to write 
many of the provisions in the underlying bill. 

For instance, Section 101, which deals with 
Consensus Standards, is the result of bipar- 
tisan negotiations. The same can be said for 
Section 102, which calls for an update to the 
maximum probable loss calculation under in- 
demnification. 

Section 103, which pertains to Launch Vehi- 
cle Flexibility, is identical to the bipartisan pro- 
vision sponsored by Senators HEINRICH and 
Ruslo that easily passed the Senate Com- 
merce Committee last year by voice vote. 

Section 104 clarifies the role of Government 
Astronauts and is almost identical to the provi- 
sion requested by the FAA and NASA. 

The minority also played a role in writing 
Section 108 on Orbital Traffic Management. 
Section 109 on State Commercial Spaceports 
also addressed bipartisan requests. 

Section 111 on the Streamlining of Com- 
mercial Space Launch Activities is similar to 
language already in the Senate’s bill, and Sec- 
tion 112 was the result of an amendment in 
Committee that earned bipartisan support. 
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Title 2 of the bill focuses on Space Re- 
source Exploration and Utilization. As a stand- 
alone bill, it was the subject of a hearing last 
September and it is cosponsored by both Re- 
publicans and Democrats. It even has a 
Democratic champion on the Senate side, 
Senator MURRAY. 

Title 3 of the bill addresses Commercial Re- 
mote Sensing and also benefits from bipar- 
tisan co-sponsorship. When it was marked up 
in Committee last week, it enjoyed unanimous 
support. The same can be said of Title 4 of 
the bill that pertains to the Office of Space 
Commerce. 

At the Committee’s recent markup, eight 
amendments to the provisions we are consid- 
ering today were adopted—three of which 
were amendments offered by Democrats. 

The Rule before us today allows for consid- 
eration of five Democratic amendments and 
two Republican amendments. The majority 
has gone out of its way to include the minority 
in this process. 

In fact, the Administration said in a state- 
ment that it, “does not oppose House passage 
of the bill’—a rarity for bills considered under 
a Rule. 

This bill facilitates a pro-growth environment 
for the developing commercial space industry 
by encouraging private sector investment, cre- 
ating more stable and predictable regulatory 
conditions, and improving safety. 

The Act ensures American leadership in 
space and fosters the development of ad- 
vanced technologies. | urge my colleagues to 
support this Rule as well as the underlying bill, 
and | thank the Majority Leader once again for 
his initiative on this legislation. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
speak on the rule for H.R. 2262, the SPACE 
Act of 2015. 

Article 1 Section 8 of the United States Con- 
stitution states that “The Congress shall have 
Power to promote the Progress of Science 
and useful Arts, by securing for limited Times 
to Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right 
to their respective Writings and Discoveries 


It does not say that the Congress shall have 
the right to ignore. 

The United States space program has ex- 
isted for over half a century and my commit- 
ment to providing NASA with the resources to 
carry the agency forward with its ambitious 
agenda of research, exploration, and dis- 
covery is unwavering. 

NASA continues to push the boundaries of 
what is possible, keeping our Nation on the 
forefront of innovation and exploration. 

It is the responsibility of this Congress to 
ensure that the future of space exploration re- 
mains a part of our national destiny. 

It inspires our children to look to the stars 
and dream of what they too, one day, may 
achieve. 

The Jackson Lee Amendments made in 
order by the Rules Committee are intended to 
improve the Space Act. 

My amendments are simple and will im- 
prove the bill. 

1. Jackson Lee Amendments to H.R. 2262 

This Jackson Lee Amendment Number 8, 
would facilitate the participation of HBCU, His- 
panic Serving Institutions, National Indian insti- 
tutions, in fellowships, work-study and employ- 
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ment opportunities in the emerging commer- 

cial space industry. 

My amendment would increase awareness 
among underrepresented groups in STEM em- 
ployment and education opportunities in the 
commercial space industry. 

One of the most enduring difficulties faced 
by underrepresented populations in the STEM 
field is a lack of awareness and understanding 
of the connection between STEM and employ- 
ment opportunities. 

In 2012, a survey found that despite the na- 
tion’s growing demand for more workers in 
science, technology, engineering, and math, 
the skills gap among the largest ethnic and ra- 
cial minorities groups remains stubbornly wide. 

Blacks and Latinos account for only 7 per- 
cent, of the STEM workforce despite rep- 
resenting 28 percent of the U.S. population. 

2. Jackson Lee Amendment on Minority and 
Women Owned Businesses 

The Jackson Lee Amendment requires that 
provisions of the bill that address future legis- 
lation also lay the foundation for the commer- 
cial space industry include work on how to ef- 
fectively conduct outreach to small business 
concerns owned and controlled by women and 
minorities. 

| have worked hard to help small business 
owners to fully realize their potential. 

That is why | support entrepreneurial devel- 
opment programs, including the Small Busi- 
ness Development Center and Women’s Busi- 
ness Center programs. 

These initiatives provide counseling in a va- 
riety of critical areas, including business plan 
development, finance, and marketing. 

Outreach is key to developing healthy and 
diverse small businesses. 

There are approximately 6 million minority 
owned businesses in the United States, rep- 
resenting a significant aspect of our economy. 

According to the most recent available Cen- 
sus data, minority owned businesses employ 
nearly 6 million Americans and generate $1 
trillion dollars in economic output. 

Women owned businesses have increased 
20% between 2002 and 2007, and currently 
total close to 8 million. 

My home city of Houston, Texas, the home 
of the Johnson Space Center, is also home to 
more than 60,000 women owned businesses, 
and more than 60,000 African American 
owned businesses. 

Final Jackson Lee Amendment Seeks Fund- 
ing To Continue Space Exploration R&D 

The taxpayer has invested in space explo- 
ration for decades. 

This investment is reaping benefits for the 
commercial space industry today. 

3. The Jackson Lee Amendment not included 
in the Rule would have provided revenue 
for research and development work to 
continue on challenges that hinder 
manned and unmanned space flight. 

Many of the startup companies entering the 
space industry have few resources to dedicate 
to basic research. 

There are still critical areas of research that 
must be done to make space flight as safe as 
commercial transportation systems are today. 

Although commercial transportation is not 
100 percent without risk, it is much safer than 
it would have been without dedicated and fo- 
cused basic and applied research to address 
safety issues. 
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While the government supports the aspira- 
tions of companies large and small to become 
part of the commercial space industry, it 
should still be the responsibility of NASA to 
pursue research that can save lives and im- 
prove space travel. 

If the future we envision is one where thou- 
sands of businesses will benefit from commer- 
cial and government space exploration and in- 
vestment efforts then investing today in tomor- 
row’s economy makes good sense. 

Although I believe the Jackson Lee Amend- 
ments will improve the Bill, there exist 
troubling aspects of the bill: 

First, it is regrettable that the SPACE Act 
will restrict the “learning period” of the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) regulation of 
spacecraft. 

This learning period should be extended for 
a shorter period than the ten-year extension 
through 2025 included in the bill. 

Second, a voluntary industry consensus 
standard would provide a strategy that im- 
proves the overall safety of the industry as op- 
posed to performance-based regulations. 

Finally, | have concerns about the ability of 
U.S. companies to move forward with innova- 
tive space initiatives without authority to en- 
sure continuing supervision of these initiatives 
as delineated in the Outer Space Treaty. 

Thus, | hope we can all work together in ad- 
dressing these troubling aspects of the bill. 

| ask my colleagues to vote for the Jackson 
Lee Amendments. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. HASTINGS is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 273 OFFERED BY 

MR. HASTINGS OF FLORIDA 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol- 
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 7. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 607) to amend the VOW 
to Hire Heroes Act of 2011 to extend the Vet- 
erans Retraining Assistant Program, and for 
other purposes. General debate shall be con- 
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. After gen- 
eral debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill 
are waived. At the conclusion of consider- 
ation of the bill for amendment the Com- 
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except one motion to recom- 
mit with or without instructions. If the 
Committee of the Whole rises and reports 
that it has come to no resolution on the bill, 
then on the next legislative day the House 
shall, immediately after the third daily 
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV, 
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for 
further consideration of the bill. 

Sec. 8. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 607. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 

IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
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merely a procedural vote. A vote against or- 
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de- 
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as “a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.” To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be- 
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition” 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of- 
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
“The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.” 

The Republican majority may say “the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im- 
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub- 
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here's 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al- 
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con- 
trolling the time will not yield for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment, the same re- 
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre- 
vious question on the rule. . . When the mo- 
tion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre- 
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend- 
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.” 

In Deschler's Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
“Amending Special Rules” states: “a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend- 
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec- 
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: “Upon re- 
jection of the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem- 
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de- 
bate thereon.” 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli- 
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major- 
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter- 
native views the opportunity to offer an al- 
ternative plan. 


Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 


The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of adoption of the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 241, nays 
183, not voting 8, as follows: 


[Roll No. 250] 


YEAS—241 
Abraham Gowdy Mooney (WV) 
Aderholt Granger Mullin 
Allen Graves (GA) Mulvaney 
Amash Graves (LA) Murphy (PA) 
Amodei Graves (MO) Neugebauer 
Babin Griffith Newhouse 
Barletta Grothman Noem 
Barr Guinta Nugent 
Barton Guthrie Nunes 
Benishek Hanna Olson 
Bilirakis Hardy Palazzo 
Bishop (MI) Harper Palmer 
Bishop (UT) Harris Paulsen 
Black Hartzler Pearce 
Blackburn Heck (NV) Perry 
Blum Hensarling Pittenger 
Bost Herrera Beutler Pitts 
Boustany Hice, Jody B. Poe (TX) 
Brady (TX) Hill Poliquin 
Brat Holding Pompeo 
Bridenstine Hudson Posey 
Brooks (AL) Huelskamp Price, Tom 
Brooks (IN) Huizenga (MI) Ratcliffe 
Buchanan Hultgren Reed 
Buck Hunter Reichert 
Bucshon Hurd (TX) Renacci 
Burgess Hurt (VA) Ribble 
Byrne Issa Rice (SC) 
Calvert Jenkins (KS) Rigell 
Carter (GA) Jenkins (WV) Roby 
Carter (TX) Johnson (OH) Roe (TN) 


Chabot Johnson, Sam Rogers (AL) 
Clawson (FL) Jolly Rogers (KY) 
Coffman Jones Rohrabacher 
Cole Jordan Rokita 
Collins (GA) Joyce Rooney (FL) 
Collins (NY) Katko Ros-Lehtinen 
Comstock Kelly (PA) Roskam 
Conaway King (IA) Ross 

Cook King (NY) Rothfus 
Costello (PA) Kinzinger (IL) Rouzer 
Cramer Kline Royce 
Crawford Knight Russell 
Crenshaw Labrador Ryan (WI) 
Culberson LaMalfa Salmon 
Davis, Rodney Lamborn Sanford 
Denham Lance Scalise 

Dent Latta Schweikert 
DeSantis LoBiondo Scott, Austin 
DesJarlais Long Sensenbrenner 
Diaz-Balart Loudermilk Sessions 
Dold Love Shimkus 
Duffy Lucas Shuster 
Duncan (SC) Luetkemeyer Simpson 
Duncan (TN) Lummis Smith (MO) 
Ellmers (NC) MacArthur Smith (NE) 
Emmer (MN) Marchant Smith (NJ) 
Farenthold Marino Smith (TX) 
Fincher Massie Stefanik 
Fitzpatrick McCarthy Stewart 
Fleischmann McCaul Stivers 
Fleming McClintock Stutzman 
Flores McHenry Thompson (PA) 
Forbes McKinley Thornberry 
Fortenberry McMorris Tiberi 

Foxx Rodgers Tipton 
Franks (AZ) McSally Trott 
Frelinghuysen Meadows Turner 
Garrett Meehan Upton 

Gibbs Messer Valadao 
Gibson Mica Wagner 
Gohmert Miller (FL) Walberg 
Goodlatte Miller (MD Walden 
Gosar Moolenaar Walker 
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Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 


Capps 
Chaffetz 
Curbelo (FL) 


Messrs. 
Mexico, 


Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 


NAYS—183 


Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 


NOT VOTING—8 


Donovan 
Frankel (FL) 
Larsen (WA) 
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Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Tsongas 
Wasserman 
Schultz 


BEN RAY LUJAN of New 
TAKAI, and RUSH changed 


their vote from “yea” to “nay.” 
So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
Stated against: 


Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on 
rollcall vote 250, | was not present because | 


was unavoidably detained. Had | 


been 


present, | would have voted “nay.” 
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(By unanimous consent, Mr. BRADY 
of Pennsylvania was allowed to speak 
out of order.) 

MOMENT OF SILENCE FOR THOSE LOST IN THE 

PHILADELPHIA TRAIN DERAILMENT 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, on Tuesday, May 12, we had a 
horrific train derailment crash in the 
city of Philadelphia. So first off, our 
thoughts and prayers are with the 
eight men and women who lost their 
lives and the over 200 who were injured. 

I have never been more proud of the 
men and women who live and work in 
the city of Philadelphia, the city of 
brotherly love and sisterly affection. 
We had this major catastrophe at 9:15 
at night. Within 4 minutes, our first re- 
sponders—our police, our fire, Police 
Commissioner Ramsey, Fire Commis- 
sioner Sawyer—were on the scene. 

The scene was in total darkness, and 
we had volunteers from the neighbor- 
hood who even joined in. Imagine, total 
darkness. The only light was flash- 
lights flashing back and forth. 

I stand here as proud as I could be of 
the mayor of the city of Philadelphia, 
Michael Nutter, who, from Tuesday 
until Sunday, was on that scene con- 
stantly, orchestrating the administra- 
tion people, moving them around, con- 
soling families, making sure that all 
were accounted for, and even making 
sure that their belongings were given 
back to them. 

I can’t be more proud of our hospitals 
and our universities. Universities 
opened their doors for loved ones to 
come. And our hospitals, the doctors, 
nurses, all the men and women who 
worked there—there were doctors who 
worked 30 hours and went back home 
and couldn’t sleep and came back to 
work another 12 hours. 

But most importantly, two things 
really struck me. Temple University 
Hospital in the city of Philadelphia had 
a lot of the injured people admitted to 
their hospital. The students who go to 
Temple University heard about it, 
jumped on their bicycles, and rode 
down to assist all those in the hospital, 
whether it be by pushing a gurney or 
whether it would be consoling a family 
member or putting a family member 
with a loved one. 

And the neighbors, the neighbors ran 
out—again, in total darkness. There 
were 200 people-plus injured. Neighbors 
ran through, helping out through all 
the soot, picking them up, pulling 
them out of the trains, bringing them 
into their house, bringing out water, 
going to a local store and buying 
water, bringing towels, wiping them 
down. 

One person said: 

I am sorry I am in your home. I am full of 
soot, and I am dirtying your rug and your 
couch. 

And in response, the lady said: 

That is okay. We can buy more couches, 
and we can buy more things, more whatever 
we need to buy. But you can’t buy your 


health back. So we want to be here to be able 
to help you in the best way we can. 

I am honored to be standing here 
with my colleagues from Pennsylvania 
and some others from throughout the 
country. Some lost a loved one. 

I am extremely proud to recognize 
Chairman JEFF DENHAM and Ranking 
Member MIKE CAPUANO, who assisted 
me and toured the site with me. I ap- 
preciate their concern, and I appreciate 
them being there. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the best way we can 
honor these men and women is to make 
sure this accident never again happens 
in the United States of America. 

With that, I ask for a moment of si- 
lence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con- 
tinue. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 240, noes 185, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 251] 


The 


AYES—240 

Abraham Denham Hill 
Aderholt Dent Holding 
Allen DeSantis Hudson 
Amodei DesJarlais Huelskamp 
Babin Diaz-Balart Huizenga (MI) 
Barletta Dold Hultgren 
Barr Duffy Hunter 
Barton Duncan (SC) Hurd (TX) 
Benishek Duncan (TN) Hurt (VA) 
Bilirakis Ellmers (NC) Issa 
Bishop (MI) Emmer (MN) Jenkins (KS) 
Bishop (UT) Farenthold Jenkins (WV) 
Black Fincher A Johnson (OH) 
Blackburn Fitzpatrick Johnson, Sam 
Blum Fleischmann Joly 
Bost Fleming Jordan 
Boustany Flores Joyce 
Brady (TX) Forbes Katko 
Brat Fortenberry 
Bridenstine Foxx Kelly (BA) 

King (IA) 
Brooks (AL) Franks (AZ) R s 
Brooks (IN) Frelinghuysen King (NY) 
Buchanan Garrett Kinzinger aL) 
Buck Gibbs Kline 
Bucshon Gibson Knight 
Burgess Gohmert Kuster 
Byrne Goodlatte Labrador 
Calvert Gosar LaMalfa 
Carter (GA) Gowdy Lamborn 
Carter (TX) Granger Lance 
Chabot Graves (GA) Latta 
Clawson (FL) Graves (LA) LoBiondo 
Coffman Graves (MO) Long 
Cole Griffith Loudermilk 
Collins (GA) Grothman Love 
Collins (NY) Guinta Lucas 
Comstock Guthrie Luetkemeyer 
Conaway Hanna Lummis 
Cook Hardy MacArthur 
Costello (PA) Harper Marchant 
Cramer Harris Marino 
Crawford Hartzler McCarthy 
Crenshaw Heck (NV) McCaul 
Culberson Hensarling McClintock 
Curbelo (FL) Herrera Beutler McHenry 
Davis, Rodney Hice, Jody B. McKinley 
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McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
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Renacci 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 


NOES—185 


Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 


Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
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Thompson (CA) Vargas Waters, Maxine 
Thompson (MS) Veasey Watson Coleman 
Titus Vela Welch 
Tonko Velazquez Wilson (FL) 
Torres Visclosky Yarmuth 
Van Hollen Walz 

NOT VOTING—7 
Capps Donovan Wasserman 
Chaffetz Hastings Schultz 
Deutch Tsongas 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


—— 


AMERICAN RESEARCH AND 
COMPETITIVENESS ACT OF 2015 


Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
pursuant to House Resolution 273, I 
call up the bill (H.R. 880) to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to sim- 
plify and make permanent the research 
credit, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL- 
LINS of Georgia). Pursuant to House 
Resolution 273, the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 
modified by the amendment printed in 
part B of House Report 114-127, is 
adopted, and the bill, as amended, is 
considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 880 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “American 
Research and Competitiveness Act of 2015”. 
SEC. 2. RESEARCH CREDIT SIMPLIFIED AND 

MADE PERMANENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 41(a) of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to read 
as follows: 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 
38, the research credit determined under this 
section for the taxable year shall be an 
amount equal to the sum of— 

““(1) 20 percent of so much of the qualified 
research expenses for the taxable year as ex- 
ceeds 50 percent of the average qualified re- 
search expenses for the 3 taxable years pre- 
ceding the taxable year for which the credit 
is being determined, 

‘(2) 20 percent of so much of the basic re- 
search payments for the taxable year as ex- 
ceeds 50 percent of the average basic re- 
search payments for the 3 taxable years pre- 
ceding the taxable year for which the credit 
is being determined, plus 

““(3) 20 percent of the amounts paid or in- 
curred by the taxpayer in carrying on any 
trade or business of the taxpayer during the 
taxable year (including as contributions) to 
an energy research consortium for energy re- 
search.”. 

(b) REPEAL OF TERMINATION.—Section 41 of 
such Code is amended by striking subsection 
(h). 

(c) CREDIT ALLOWED AGAINST ALTERNATIVE 
MINIMUM TAX IN CASE OF ELIGIBLE SMALL 
BUSINESS.—Section 38(c)(4)(B) of such Code is 
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amended by redesignating clauses (ii) 
through (ix) as clauses (iii) through (x), re- 
spectively, and by inserting after clause (i) 
the following new clause: 

““(ii) the credit determined under section 41 
for the taxable year with respect to an eligi- 
ble small business (as defined in paragraph 
(5)(C), after application of rules similar to 
the rules of paragraph (5)(D)),’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 41(c) of such Code is amended to 
read as follows: 

““(c) DETERMINATION OF AVERAGE RESEARCH 
EXPENSES FOR PRIOR YEARS.— 

““(1) SPECIAL RULE IN CASE OF NO QUALIFIED 
RESEARCH EXPENDITURES IN ANY OF 3 PRE- 
CEDING TAXABLE YEARS.—In any case in 
which the taxpayer has no qualified research 
expenses in any one of the 3 taxable years 
preceding the taxable year for which the 
credit is being determined, the amount de- 
termined under subsection (a)(1) for such 
taxable year shall be equal to 10 percent of 
the qualified research expenses for the tax- 
able year. 

“(2) CONSISTENT TREATMENT OF EXPENSES.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding wheth- 
er the period for filing a claim for credit or 
refund has expired for any taxable year 
taken into account in determining the aver- 
age qualified research expenses, or average 
basic research payments, taken into account 
under subsection (a), the qualified research 
expenses and basic research payments taken 
into account in determining such averages 
shall be determined on a basis consistent 
with the determination of qualified research 
expenses and basic research payments, re- 
spectively, for the credit year. 

“(B) PREVENTION OF DISTORTIONS.—The 
Secretary may prescribe regulations to pre- 
vent distortions in calculating a taxpayer’s 
qualified research expenses or basic research 
payments caused by a change in accounting 
methods used by such taxpayer between the 
current year and a year taken into account 
in determining the average qualified re- 
search expenses or average basic research 
payments taken into account under sub- 
section (a).”. 

(2) Section 41(e) of such Code is amended— 

(A) by striking all that precedes paragraph 
(6) and inserting the following: 

“(e) BASIC RESEARCH PAYMENTS.—For pur- 
poses of this section— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The term “basic research 
payment’ means, with respect to any taxable 
year, any amount paid in cash during such 
taxable year by a corporation to any quali- 
fied organization for basic research but only 
if— 

“(A) such payment is pursuant to a written 
agreement between such corporation and 
such qualified organization, and 

““(B) such basic research is to be performed 
by such qualified organization. 

‘“(2) EXCEPTION TO REQUIREMENT THAT RE- 
SEARCH BE PERFORMED BY THE ORGANIZA- 
TION.—In the case of a qualified organization 
described in subparagraph (C) or (D) of para- 
graph (3), subparagraph (B) of paragraph (1) 
shall not apply.”, 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively, and 

(C) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by 
striking subparagraphs (B) and (C) and by re- 
designating subparagraphs (D) and (E) as 
subparagraphs (B) and (C), respectively. 

(3) Section 41(f)(3) of such Code is amend- 
ed— 

(A)(i) by striking ‘‘, and the gross receipts”” 
in subparagraph (A)(i) and all that follows 
through “determined under clause (iii)”, 

(ii) by striking clause (iii) of subparagraph 
(A) and redesignating clauses (iv), (v), and 
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(vi), thereof, as clauses (iii), (iv), and (v), re- 
spectively, 

(iii) by striking “and (iv)” each place it ap- 
pears in subparagraph (A)(iv) (as so redesig- 
nated) and inserting “and (iii)”, 

(iv) by striking subclause (IV) of subpara- 
graph (A)(iv) (as so redesignated), by strik- 
ing “, and” at the end of subparagraph 
(A)(iv)CII) (as so redesignated) and inserting 
a period, and by adding “and” at the end of 
subparagraph (A)(iv)(II) (as so redesignated), 

(v) by striking ‘‘(A)(vi)’? in subparagraph 
(B) and inserting ‘‘(A)(v)’’, 

(vi) by striking “(AJ/GWAD” in subpara- 
graph (B)(i)(II) and inserting ‘‘(A)(Gii)(D’’, 

(B) by striking ‘‘, and the gross receipts of 
the predecessor,” in subparagraph (A)(iv)(II) 
(as so redesignated), 

(C) by striking ‘‘, and the gross receipts 
of,” in subparagraph (B), 

(D) by striking ‘‘, or gross receipts of,” in 
subparagraph (B)(i)(1), and 

(E) by striking subparagraph (C) and in- 
serting the following new subparagraph: 

‘(C) ADJUSTMENTS FOR BASIC RESEARCH 
PAYMENTS.—In the case of basic research 
payments, rules similar to the rules of sub- 
paragraph (A) and (B) shall apply.”. 

(4) Section 41(f)(4) of such Code is amended 
by striking “and gross receipts” and insert- 
ing “and basic research payments”. 

(5) Section 45C(b)(1) of such Code is amend- 
ed by striking subparagraph (D). 

(6) Section 45C(c)(2) of such Code is amend- 
ed— 

(A) by striking “base period research ex- 
penses” and inserting “average qualified re- 
search expenses”, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘BASE PERIOD RESEARCH EX- 
PENSES” in the heading and inserting ‘‘AVER- 
AGE QUALIFIED RESEARCH EXPENSES”. 

(7) Section 280C(c) of such Code is amend- 
ed— 

(A) by striking ‘‘basic research expenses 
(as defined in section 41(e)(2))” in paragraph 
(1) and inserting “basic research payments 
(as defined in section 41(e)(1))’’, and 

(B) by striking “basic research expenses” 
in paragraph (2)(B) and inserting “basic re- 
search payments”. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to taxable years begin- 
ning after December 31, 2014. 

(2) SUBSECTION (b).—The amendment made 
by subsection (b) shall apply to amounts paid 
or incurred after December 31, 2014. 

SEC. 3 BUDGETARY EFFECTS. 

The budgetary effects of this Act shall not 
be entered on either PAYGO scorecard main- 
tained pursuant to section 4(d) of the Statu- 
tory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) and 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
THOMPSON) each will control 30 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 880, the American Research and 
Competitiveness Act of 2015. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, this is really simple. We 
have had the research and development 
tax credit in law since 1981. It has peri- 
odic expirations in it. Every time the 
law expires, we renew the law. Why? 
Because we think this is a good policy, 
and on a bipartisan basis our votes 
have always reflected that. 

We believe that since we renew this 
specifically 1 year at a time, it does 
not do very well in giving businesses 
the time to plan and the ability to con- 
sider long-term investments. They 
need certainty. One of the problems 
plaguing this economy is the lack of 
certainty. So what this bill does is it 
makes it permanent. This is something 
that we think ought to be a permanent 
feature of our Tax Code. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the arguments 
you are going to hear is, well, this has 
to be paid for. I want people to under- 
stand what that means when people say 
that. They are saying that to keep 
taxes where they are, we need to go 
raise them on other people. To put it 
another way, the minority is telling us 
they want a permanent extension of 
tax credits from the stimulus bill 
which was temporary, but they are say- 
ing if we make permanent provisions 
that have bipartisan support that are 
extended on an annual basis, if we 
make them permanent, all of a sudden 
we have to go raise taxes on some 
other hard-working Americans just to 
keep these taxes in place. 

I think that is incorrect. We don’t 
think it jibes with reality. More impor- 
tantly, we think it is very important, 
to help unleash job creation, to keep 
research and development jobs in 
America, that we make the research 
and development tax credit permanent. 

PERMISSION TO POSTPONE PROCEEDINGS ON 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that the ques- 
tion of adopting a motion to recommit 
on H.R. 880 may be subject to postpone- 
ment as though under clause 8 of rule 
XX. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
at this time, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
BRADY), the author of H.R. 880 and a 
Ways and Means Committee member, 
manage and control the remaining 
time for the majority. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. With that, 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, I just want to start by 
clarifying one thing. My friend from 
Wisconsin talked about what it means 
when you say “paid for.” What it 
means when you say “paid for” is you 
pay for the bill. There is a certain cost 
associated with any legislation that we 
do, and if we don’t pay for it, then it is 
added on to our deficits. So when we 
raise concerns about whether or not 
this tax bill or any other bill that 
comes to the floor for debate is paid 
for, the concerns that we are raising 
are in direct correlation to the fact 
that it needs to be paid for, not it 
needs to be added to the deficit or it 
needs to be added to our national debt. 

There is no debate on the issue of the 
merits of the RéD credit. A majority 
of my Democratic colleagues and I, 
too, believe in and support the R&D 
credit. It has proven to facilitate ad- 
vancements in new technologies, 
sparked new innovations, and creates 
good-paying jobs for hard-working 
Americans, and it benefits hard-work- 
ing American families. And it is crit- 
ical to helping U.S. companies inno- 
vate and compete in a global market- 
place. 

However, what we do object to is the 
approach by which this is being done. 
As I said, it is unpaid for, and it is out- 
side of tax reform. 

Last year, the previous chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee, Chair- 
man Camp, unveiled a tax reform pro- 
posal that made the R&D credit perma- 
nent; but the cost of the provision was 
paid for. He did it responsibly. It was 
responsibly offset. This bill, like all 
the other individual tax bills we have 
considered thus far this year, does not 
pay for any of them; it does just the 
opposite. It continues a helter-skelter 
approach toward tax extenders without 
any regard for paying the hundreds of 
billions of dollars it costs to make 
them permanent. Moreover, it poisons 
the bipartisan process that is going to 
be critical if we are, in fact, going to 
get tax reform done. 

This political exercise that we are 
doing today shows the misplaced prior- 
ities of my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle. Not only did they recently 
vote to raise taxes and cut programs 
for millions of hardworking American 
families in their budget resolution, 
they are also leaving behind important 
provisions to help them, like the ex- 
pansion of the earned income tax cred- 
it, the child tax credit, and the Amer- 
ican opportunity tax credit. 

When it comes to corporations and 
the wealthy, cost doesn’t seem to be a 
problem. Yet programs vital to the 
well-being of hard-working families 
and communities are significantly cut 
or done away with. 

What is particularly glaring is that 
we can’t even pass a long-term trans- 
portation bill, which is, by far, more 
important to our national security, our 
economic growth, and our competitive- 
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ness. The reason we can’t pass it is be- 
cause the majority is unable to find a 
way to pay for it. 

Yet here we are taking up a bill that 
costs $181 billion. Add that to the other 
unpaid-for tax cut bills that this body 
has already passed this year, and we 
will have added $586 billion to the def- 
icit. That is almost half a trillion dol- 
lars. That is over half a trillion dollars. 

And what do we have to show for it? 
The President has already said that he 
is going to veto this bill, so what is the 
point? Why are we wasting the time 
and expense of debating this? It is 
going to be vetoed anyway. 

What we should be doing is working 
together to pass legislation that is 
vital to every congressional district’s 
long-term transportation bill and com- 
prehensive tax reform. 

Mr. Speaker, we stand ready to work 
with the majority on these important 
things. Today’s bill just takes us fur- 
ther away from that goal. Therefore, I 
ask that we vote “no” on this bill and 
make sure we vote for America. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

When it comes to research and devel- 
opment initiatives, America is rapidly 
falling behind our global competitors. 
Unless the U.S. remains the world’s 
leading innovator, our economy will 
suffer while middle class families and 
talented college graduates will see jobs 
and opportunities lost to foreign coun- 
tries. Making permanent the tax incen- 
tive for companies to invest in research 
and development right here in the 
United States will ensure lifesaving 
technologies, state-of-the-art computer 
systems, and breakthroughs in manu- 
facturing products. 

While America once led the world in 
R&D incentives, the U.S. has now 
dropped to—get this—27th among our 
global competitors. America’s share of 
global research and development, while 
it is still big, has dropped from 39 per- 
cent, before the turn of this new cen- 
tury, to 31 percent. 

So look at China. By contrast, Chi- 
na’s R&D spending has increased four- 
fold. It is poised to surpass that of 
America by 2022. 

Permanency provides certainty to 
U.S. innovators. It makes the Federal 
budget scorekeeping far more honest, 
and it removes the asterisk from this 
temporary provision so that progrowth 
tax reform can advance. 

This year, we have added a new pro- 
vision that will allow eligible small 
businesses to count the credit against 
the AMT, the alternative minimum 
tax. This is an important provision to 
enable America’s newest innovators to 
develop even more cutting-edge, mar- 
ket-dominating technologies. 

I am proud to have worked on this 
important tax incentive with my friend 
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JOHN LARSON, a Democrat from Con- 
necticut. The House passed this provi- 
sion with a strong bipartisan vote last 
year. 

While the economy is improving, 
there are millions of Americans still 
looking for full-time work and millions 
more middle class families whose pay- 
checks have been stagnant for years. If 
we want a permanently strong econ- 
omy, we need a permanent research 
and development tax credit. 

The time for excuses is over. Stand 
with innovation in America or stand 
with China and other countries with 
the R&D being shipped to the rest of 
the world. I say we stand with Amer- 
ica, our innovators, our college grad- 
uates, and our businesses. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. RANGEL), 
former chair of the committee and a 
strong proponent of responsible tax 
policy. 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I was lis- 
tening to the eloquent words of my 
friend from Texas about the impor- 
tance of research and development, and 
I can’t think of any member on our 
committee that could not agree with 
him more. 
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While he was eloquently speaking 
about how important it was to our 
great Nation, I was even thinking 
about our trade bill if this is packaged 
in such a way that we would have our 
workforce with the backup of research 
and development, a trade bill that 
would include in it educational possi- 
bilities for the workforce, that would 
have infrastructure there and would 
have America knowing that we just 
weren’t talking about success of the 
corporations, but for success of Amer- 
ica. 

Also, the part that he mentioned— 
continuity—so that our businesspeople 
would know exactly what they could 
depend on. I just can’t, for the life of 
me, see how they will know which part 
of the Tax Code or which week that we 
intend to bring up knowing it is going 
to be vetoed, if really in our hearts 
what we want is continuity. There is 
only one way to get continuity, and 
that is to review the Tax Code, to re- 
form the Tax Code. 

If you take out all of the gems just to 
get a “no” vote against it politically, 
you are really harming bipartisanship. 
That is what we need; that is what the 
Tax Code needs; that is what our coun- 
try needs, a Tax Code that eliminates 
all of the loopholes, and concentrate on 
those things our country needs. 

Of course, if politics is more impor- 
tant than policy, if all we are trying to 
do is play “I gotcha,” if all we want to 
say is we love research and develop- 
ment, but we know darn well politi- 
cally it is not going to pass, if we are 
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going to say that we all want reform, 
but now that we have both Houses Re- 
publican—House and the Senate—but 
we dare not talk about tax reform, 
well, I don’t think we want to play this 
political game. 

What we do want to do—and I want 
to agree with the majority—research 
and development is what keeps Amer- 
ica competitive. It should not be 
played with. It should not be 
politicalized. It should be a part of the 
tax reform bill. 

If you can’t do it when you have con- 
trol of the Finance Committee in the 
Senate and refuse to do it when you are 
in charge of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and have a President that is 
calling out for overall comprehensive 
fairness and equity and tax reform, it 
is painful to see how the eloquence of 
love for this country can be distorted 
by having votes on legislation that we 
know is never to become law. 

I say, as I take my seat, I am not giv- 
ing up on tax reform. I hope that the 
Republicans come together and have a 
meaningful bill not for our committee, 
but for our conscience. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 15 seconds. 

The President has threatened to veto 
this bill. The question is clear: Why is 
the President standing for those who 
would ship jobs overseas? Why isn’t he 
standing with Republicans and Demo- 
crats in Congress in this House to keep 
those jobs in research here in America? 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. HOLDING), a 
new member of the Ways and Means 
Committee, who understands research 
and development in the Triangle of 
North Carolina. 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank Chairman BRADy for offering 
this important piece of legislation. 

The research and development credit 
plays a crucial role in the continued 
economic growth of our Nation, spur- 
ring innovation and supporting high- 
skilled, high-paying jobs. 

Innovation has been a huge driver of 
growth in my district. Because of the 
breakthrough technologies coming out 
of Research Triangle Park, North Caro- 
lina has become a leader in American 
innovation. 

In and around my district, I have 
seen how important the R&D credit has 
been to our Nation’s innovative compa- 
nies, like Biogen, Cisco, GSK, SAS, 
UTC, and Siemens, amongst a host of 
others. I urge my colleagues to support 
such companies and their employees 
and the families of those employees by 
making this important credit perma- 
nent. 

Right now, Mr. Speaker, a growing 
number of foreign countries are in- 
creasing innovation and advancing 
manufacturing by providing generous 
and permanent R&D tax credits along 
with lower corporate tax rates. 

In fact, according to an OECD study, 
the U.S. ranks 22nd in research incen- 
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tives among industrialized countries. 
We owe our innovators better, and in 
order to remain a leader in the increas- 
ingly global economy, we must con- 
tinue to support and incentivize re- 
search and innovation here in the 
United States. 

Passage of this bill will provide com- 
panies and researchers with the cer- 
tainty and support they need to keep 
America and my district and North 
Carolina in the forefront of global in- 
novation and send a strong message 
that we stand behind the ground- 
breaking research being conducted by 
our Nation’s innovators. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this 
bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I just want to point out that the 
President is standing with those of us 
who support the R&D credit, but he 
wants it done responsibly. He wants it 
paid for, and he wants it part of tax re- 
form. Just like all of us, we support the 
R&D credit. We want it paid for, and 
we want it part of tax reform. 

To suggest that voting against this is 
standing with China, I find somewhat 
an ironic statement made by my friend 
from Texas, given the fact that China 
already holds so much of the U.S. debt. 
All this does is empower them more, 
give them more of our debt. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, there is 
one type of innovation in which these 
Republicans are truly unexcelled— 
there is no competition. And that is 
the innovation in names, in naming 
these bills. 

They salute climate deniers and The 
Flat Earth Society by slashing funding 
for earth science that is strongly op- 
posed by geophysicists and one aca- 
demic after another. What do they call 
it? The “America COMPETES Act.” 

On this measure, its companion, they 
borrow almost $200 billion from anyone 
who will lend it to us to give mostly to 
the largest corporations, largely for 
doing research that they would be 
doing, even if they weren’t rewarded. 
And they call that the ‘‘American Re- 
search and Competitiveness Act.” Now, 
that is true innovation. They don’t 
need a credit; they ought to get a prize 
for being contortionists when it comes 
to labeling these measures. 

This particular bill just digs us deep- 
er and deeper into debt, while adding 
very little to our research capability. 
That is truly unfortunate, since Amer- 
ica’s future competitiveness is in jeop- 
ardy. And that is outlined this very 
day in ‘‘Innovation Lies on Weak Foun- 
dation,”” a New York Times economic 
column. 

As Eduardo Porter notes, ‘‘Invest- 
ment in research and development has 
flatlined over the last several years as 
a share of the economy . . . other coun- 
tries are now leaving the United States 
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behind government budgets for 
basic research, the biggest source of fi- 
nancing for scientific inquiry .. . fell 
in 2013 to substantially below its level 
10 years earlier.” 

Indeed, the Republican budget makes 
significant cuts to research, including 
hundreds fewer research grants that 
the President sought at both the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health and the Na- 
tional Science Foundation. I think we 
need more than another Ice Bucket 
Challenge to fund research for cures for 
cancer and diabetes, ALS, AIDS, and 
the like. We need the resources to 
tackle problems that are touching 
every family in this country. 

Unfortunately, this R&D credit that 
is being made permanent without re- 
form has required American taxpayers 
to subsidize the development of elec- 
tronic cigarettes and other products to 
addict our children to nicotine, instead 
of using those dollars to fight those 
dreaded diseases to which nicotine con- 
tributes. 

Corporate research generally is fo- 
cused more and more on the next quar- 
ter’s reports to Wall Street to which 
excessive corporate compensation is 
tied, instead of focusing on basic re- 
search. Porter concludes in the same 
article that this particular bill is ‘‘un- 
likely to help much.” And he notes the 
conclusion of the Congressional Re- 
search Service, an objective source, 
that this regularly renewed credit ‘‘de- 
livered, at most, a modest stimulus to 
domestic business R&D investment 
from 2000-2010.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield 
the gentleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. DOGGETT. I support a perma- 
nent research and development credit 
to incentivize more research. The ques- 
tion is: How do we pay for it, and how 
do we ensure that it actually encour- 
ages more jobs, leads to more research 
and more economic development, in- 
stead of just giving a reward to those 
who are already doing something in 
this area to advance their product? 

Nothing, of course, prevents multi- 
nationals from taking the credit and 
then putting the patent or the copy- 
right in some foreign tax haven and 
avoiding paying their American taxes, 
another reform that is necessary. 

We should reject this proposal in 
favor of a strong research credit that 
actually incentivizes necessary re- 
search here in America and which is 
paid for, in part, by comprehensive re- 
form of this very credit. Surely, we 
don’t need any more research today to 
know that today’s bills are the wrong 
way to go for America. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
am proud to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN), 
one of our leaders of the Ways and 
Means Committee, who understands 
you can’t keep making excuses about 
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bringing R&D to America; you have to 
act. 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his leadership on 
this legislation and on the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Mr. Speaker and Members, America 
has long been a place where an idea 
that is thought up in a garage or in the 
backyard can become the next revolu- 
tion in manufacturing or the next life- 
saving technology. 

We need a Tax Code that promotes 
innovation, that promotes entrepre- 
neurship, that promotes growth. We 
need a Tax Code that allows the inven- 
tors and the dreamers with a good idea 
to be able to go out there and succeed. 

This is critical legislation that 
comes at a very critical time. Modern- 
izing and making the research and de- 
velopment tax credit permanent will 
ensure that the United States remains 
competitive in the global marketplace. 

It has been around since 1981; it has 
been renewed 16 times, but when you 
renew a credit for 1 year, for 2 years, or 
you make it retroactive, that doesn’t 
work very well for some companies 
that are allocating their capital for 5 
or 10 years on the horizon that want to 
invest in research and development. 

In Minnesota, we are the home to 400 
medical device companies. Research 
and development is their lifeblood, and 
these manufacturers use research and 
development to invent new devices, 
new techniques, new procedures. These 
companies are also a very essential 
component to our economy in Min- 
nesota and also around the United 
States. 

We should be making America the 
number one destination to create and 
grow a business. Making the research 
and development credit permanent will 
provide our Nation’s innovators that 
incentive and that certainty that they 
need to develop the next big idea and 
help America win the future. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER), a distinguished member of 
our Ways and Means Committee, from 
a district filled with innovators, all of 
whom would benefit from doing this 
policy the right way. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy. 

I was listening to my dear friend, the 
gentleman from Texas, who is man- 
aging the bill for our Republican 
friends, and I was struck for a moment 
when he talked about the disadvantage 
vis-a-vis China, how—in a few years— 
we are going to slip behind China in 
R&D development. 

He talked about the hundreds of 
thousands of jobs that could be made 
available if we were able to redouble 
our efforts in research and develop- 
ment and the concerns about the over- 
all slippage of the United States into 
the middle of the pack when it comes 
to research. 
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I was struck by those words. For a 
moment, I thought he was talking 
about the United States infrastructure 
because we don’t have to wait for 3 or 
4 or 5 years to slip behind China; we are 
already being overshown by their ef- 
forts. We are investing less than 2 per- 
cent of our gross domestic product in 
infrastructure; the Chinese are invest- 
ing 8 percent or more. 

The United States once had the fin- 
est infrastructure in the world—not 
anymore. Those international ratings 
that my good friend from Texas talked 
about are very much the case for our 
infrastructure. We have dropped from 
1st to 5th to 16th to 27th. 

I want to know where the alarm for 
my Republican friends is about our 
falling behind while America falls 
apart. 
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We are going to pass before the year 
is out the research and development 
credit. I hope we do it the right way, 
but we will do it. 

What we haven’t done in the 55 
months since the Republicans took 
control of the House of Representatives 
is we have not had a single hearing on 
how we are going to finance our crum- 
bling infrastructure—not one. In the 
meantime, we are told that this is off 
the table, that the gas tax is off the 
table. We are going to do some smoke 
and mirrors or something. We just 
passed the 33rd short-term extension of 
the surface transportation bill. 

What country became great in having 
built its infrastructure 9 months at a 
time? 

While my Republican friends refuse 
to even consider the gas tax that Ron- 
ald Reagan championed—in fact, urged 
and Congress more than doubled under 
his watch—in the last 6 months, we 
have had Georgia, Utah, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Idaho, and Iowa all raise 
their gas taxes, hoping that the Fed- 
eral Government will meet its obliga- 
tions and be a partner in rebuilding 
and in renewing America. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield 
the gentleman an additional 30 sec- 
onds. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Where is the 
sense of urgency for the cost to fami- 
lies who are having $300 a year or more 
in damage to their cars? The fact that 
we are not being able to move product 
because we are stuck in traffic? Then 
our ports, our airports, our roads, our 
rail—we just had an example of its in- 
stability—where is the urgency? 

I would, respectfully, suggest that we 
reject this wrongheaded approach and 
deal with real tax reform and the R&D 
tax credit. But in the meantime, 
maybe the Ways and Means Committee 
could find a week that we could spend 
working together to rebuild and renew 
America. 
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Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
am proud to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD), a new 
member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee who comes from a research- 
driven State. 

Mr. DOLD. I want to thank my good 
friend from Texas for his leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to just address 
my good friend from Oregon to say, as 
someone on this side of the aisle, I, too, 
sense an urgency on transportation and 
infrastructure. I know that we need to 
step up and do something about it so 
that we can have a robust economy, so 
that we can be moving our goods and 
services around. I do look forward to 
our working on tax reform, but, today, 
we are talking about research and de- 
velopment. 

As we talk about certainty, certainly 
we need certainty with regard to our 
transportation and infrastructure sys- 
tem, but we need certainty when it 
comes to research and development. 
Businesses all across our country, as 
they are looking to try to create that 
next new product, as they are looking 
to innovate, as they are looking to cre- 
ate that next new thing in order to im- 
prove the lives of individuals and to en- 
hance our Nation, they need to have 
that certainty to be able to look 
around the corner. 

We are moving forward on research 
and development a step at a time. We 
are reauthorizing it a year at a time. 
Sometimes we are doing it retro- 
actively, which means that those busi- 
nesses don’t have the ability to plan 
and oftentimes don’t. They are happy 
to take the tax relief, but they are not 
really willing to plan and invest in it, 
oftentimes having, year after year, pro- 
grams in which they are investing bil- 
lions of dollars, creating thousands of 
jobs. 

Innovation, Mr. Speaker, is some- 
thing that we should all be united be- 
hind. We want to innovate here in the 
United States. We want to create 
things here in the United States. We do 
not want to have a research and devel- 
opment situation which really fosters 
innovation outside of the United 
States. Yes, we have slipped behind, 
and Republicans and Democrats alike 
want to make sure that the United 
States is leading the charge. We need 
to be globally competitive. We are not 
in a domestic economy—we are in a 
global economy. If we want to be glob- 
ally competitive, we cannot be ranked 
22nd when it comes to research incen- 
tives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I come from 
a northern district in Illinois. We are 
the fourth-largest manufacturing dis- 
trict in the Nation. Yes, we rely on 
that infrastructure because we need to 
know how our raw materials come in, 
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how our finished product goes out, and 
how we move people around. We also 
realize that those manufacturers rely 
on that research and development tax 
credit in order to innovate, in order to 
create that next new thing, that next 
new innovation. If we don’t do it in the 
United States, they will be doing it 
elsewhere. 

Mr. Speaker, I just got back from 
Israel. One of the things that struck 
me as I swung by one of their compa- 
nies is that they had a sign out front 
that read: “Where Innovation Never 
Stops.” 

We either choose to innovate here, or 
they will do it elsewhere. This is a bi- 
partisan initiative, and I ask my col- 
leagues to support this initiative. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I just want to point out that my 
friend who just spoke said that he, too, 
believes in transportation, that we 
should be working on transportation 
and tax reform, but that, today, we are 
talking about the R&D credit. 

Mr. Speaker, the majority party sets 
the agenda. The reason we are not 
talking about transportation or tax re- 
form is that they don’t want to talk 
about it. They set the agenda. They are 
the ones who decided that today we 
were going to do this irresponsible tax 
bill rather than look at comprehensive 
tax reform or look at transportation 
funding for our crumbling infrastruc- 
ture. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. BECERRA), my colleague and 
friend and the chair of the Democratic 
Caucus. 

Mr. BECERRA. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s make sure we get 
something straight. I don’t think there 
is a Member here on the floor who 
doesn’t agree that we want to invest in 
research and development so that we 
keep that innovation here at home and 
create jobs that pay well here at home. 
We all want to incentivize that job cre- 
ation. We all want to make sure that 
the economy grows in the future. That 
is not what is at issue here. What is at 
issue is that this bill sends exactly the 
wrong message about our commitment 
to invest not just in our future but in 
our children and in what we call the 
middle class and the American Dream. 

See, there is a cost involved in doing 
research and development tax credits. 
That is a tax break. We are willing to 
give companies a tax break that the 
families who are up in this gallery 
won’t get. When they file their taxes, 
they won’t get to write off some of 
their costs for doing certain things be- 
cause they are not companies, and they 
are not doing research and develop- 
ment. 

We, as a community, as a country, 
are saying it is valuable to give a coun- 
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try a tax break to do that research 
that gives us the next invention. Great, 
but there is a cost. How much? $180 bil- 
lion. It ain’t free. We have got to pay 
for it. So it is not an issue of not sup- 
porting research and development; it is 
wanting to be responsible and wanting 
to be honest with the American people 
in saying let’s pay for it. Democrats 
are saying we can pay for it. Let’s close 
those tax breaks that are essentially 
tax loopholes that everyone in America 
would agree are not fair. Use the 
money you save from closing tax loop- 
holes to pay for something we all want, 
which is research and development tax 
credits. 

Now, this isn’t free. If we don’t pay 
for it, what happens? Guess what? You 
don’t want to pay for it? You know this 
is going to cost three times more than 
what we spend on our veterans. So we 
are going to say, Veterans, you 
shouldn’t get any services because we 
had to do this research and develop- 
ment tax credit, and we didn’t pay for 
it. 

Perhaps you want to tell that to all 
of those folks who are looking for the 
cure for cancer or for the cure for dia- 
betes. Guess what? We are spending 
about three times as much with this 
research and development tax credit— 
unpaid for—than what we pay for all of 
that medical research we do through 
the National Institutes of Health. This 
is not free. 

Student loans. How many folks have 
to worry about paying for their student 
loans for their kids to go to college? 
Guess what? The cost of this bill is 
about what it would cost to continue 
the programs that we have in place for 
our kids who go on to college so we can 
keep the cost of student loans low. You 
want to eliminate that so people have 
to pay a lot more—market rate inter- 
est rates—for those student loans? 
Guess what? That is what we would 
have to do. 

There are consequences. If we are 
going to get away from deficit spend- 
ing, you have got to pay for things. If 
you think it is a priority, then let’s 
pay for it, but don’t act like you can do 
these things for free. They cost money. 
All we are saying is let’s pay for what 
we all agree is important—a research 
and development tax credit for compa- 
nies that will do that research here in 
America. Let’s not try to hoodwink the 
American public. This is not free. It is 
the right thing to do. Just about every 
American family would say, Guess 
what? Maybe I have to pay a few more 
dollars in taxes, but I am keeping that 
American company here, investing in 
innovation here, creating jobs in Amer- 
ica. 

Priorities. Let’s make the tough 
choices. Let’s vote against this and 
vote for a bill that actually pays for 
the cost of something we want to do 
with the research and development tax 
credit. 
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Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
am proud to yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. MCCAR- 
THY), the majority leader of the United 
States House of Representatives. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
I want to take a moment to thank the 
gentleman from Texas for his leader- 
ship. 

Mr. Speaker, I have listened to a lot 
of speakers on this floor. What is the 
cost not to invest in the future? There 
are 4 out of 10 graduates out of college 
today who can’t find a job. How do you 
pay for that? 

You look towards the future. I will 
tell you many in this country have fol- 
lowed the innovators in our history. 
Mr. Speaker, one happened to be Ste- 
ven Jobs. Steven Jobs said that innova- 
tion distinguishes between a leader and 
a follower. 

That is true with people, and it is 
also true with countries. America leads 
because we take the principles of our 
past, and we apply them to a changing 
future. We are the pioneers who always 
look to the next frontier, ready to 
challenge what others believe is impos- 
sible. Innovation is key to our leader- 
ship and is essential to our economic 
prosperity in an increasingly competi- 
tive 21st century. What Washington 
needs to understand is that the great- 
est innovations don’t come from Wash- 
ington—they come from the people. 

It reminds me of what was going on 
in the early 1900s in this country. 
Washington wanted to figure out the 
invention of flight, so the wisdom of 
government said, ‘‘Let’s just pay Sam- 
uel Langley to discover how to fly,” 
but we all knew what came true. We 
watched two brothers who owned a bi- 
cycle store take to the skies from a 
small field in Kitty Hawk, trans- 
forming what we know of today. 

The R&D tax credit harnesses that 
American spirit. It makes space for the 
American people to lead us into the fu- 
ture. When Ronald Reagan first signed 
the R&D tax credit into law, he knew it 
would grow our economy and make 
America strong because it put our faith 
in the country’s greatest assets—its 
people and the future. 

Mr. Speaker, today, we are voting to 
make this tax credit permanent. I 
think that is very good policy. I also 
think it shows what our values are. It 
shows that it is everyday heroes who 
can lead us into the future of tomor- 
row. So I urge my colleagues to vote 
for this bill, and I urge my colleagues 
to give the American people the tools 
to move America forward. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI), 
the Democratic leader. 

Ms. PELOSI. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. I thank Mr. THOMPSON and 
the ranking member, Mr. LEVIN, and 
members of the committee for bringing 
clarity to this debate today. 
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Mr. Speaker, Democrats have always 
believed that innovation is what keeps 
America number one. I think that that 
is a view that is shared by all of us in 
the Congress. Our commitment on our 
side of the aisle, I know, is to science 
and to research and development, 
which create jobs, launch entire new 
industries, and give the miraculous 
power to cure. 

For Americans to continue to lead in 
the 21st century, for us to meet the 
challenges of our time, for us to secure 
a strong and sustainable future for 
America’s families and the next gen- 
eration, we must commit to fueling the 
engines of innovation. 

When President Kennedy challenged 
Americans to reach for the Moon, he 
reminded us that America must lead in 
innovation: 

The vows of this Nation can only be ful- 
filled if we are first, and, therefore, we in- 
tend to be first. Our leadership in science 
and in industry, our hopes for peace and se- 
curity, our obligations to ourselves as well 
as to others, all require us to make this ef- 
fort. 

However, according to the American 
Academy of Arts and Sciences, these 
days, the United States has dropped to 
10th place in national R&D investment 
as a percentage of the GDP. 

As their report makes clear: 

Unless basic research becomes a higher 
government priority than it has been in re- 
cent decades, the potential for fundamental 
scientific breakthroughs and future techno- 
logical advances will be severely con- 
strained. 

Instead of meeting this urgent need 
and challenge, Republicans are coming 
to the floor of this House today with 
not one but two bills that do violence 
to that aspiration. 
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First of all, we have the so-called Re- 
publican R&D bill, a completely un- 
paid-for, permanent, and deficit-ex- 
ploding tax extension. Democrats sup- 
port the R&D tax credit, and we will be 
offering a motion to recommit for a 2- 
year extension to give Congress— 
Democrats and Republicans—time to 
work together to pass comprehensive 
tax reform that closes loopholes and 
pays for making this tax credit perma- 
nent. 

With this bill alone, Republicans will 
explode the deficit by $182 billion. This 
is just a part of a larger package of per- 
manent, completely unpaid-for Repub- 
lican tax measures this year that will 
add almost $600 billion to the deficit— 
over half a trillion dollars added to the 
deficit—including this bill, their bill to 
hand $269 billion to the 5,400 richest 
families in America. 5,400 families, and 
their estate tax bill would be getting 
the benefit of $269 billion paid for by 
the middle class in our country, depriv- 
ing us of investments in our children’s 
future. 

The fact is that House Republicans 
have spent this entire Congress blow- 
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ing up the deficit with unpaid-for tax 
giveaways overwhelmingly tilted to- 
ward wealthy special interests. My col- 
leagues, hear this: it is worth noting 
that this bill on the floor has nothing 
to do with enterprising startups that 
are unable to claim the R&D tax cred- 
it. Some of you have said to me: Well, 
we have all these startups in my dis- 
trict. By and large, they cannot benefit 
from this bill the way it is written. 

We would like to have written our 
motion to recommit to go further, to 
do that, but the Parliamentarians say, 
because you prevent it in your base 
bill, we can’t go further. 

This is what is really stunning in the 
look of it all. On the same day as you 
are saying we are going to do a gotcha 
bill on R&D and challenge you all who 
support R&D not to vote for our ap- 
proach, on the very same day—lest 
anybody think that this is an over- 
whelming interest in R&D on the Re- 
publican side of the aisle—Republicans 
are bringing to the floor a COMPETES 
Act that completely undermines every- 
thing to do with science and innova- 
tion in our country. It completely up- 
sets our Innovation Agenda. 

In the 110th Congress we put forth 
the Innovation Agenda, a bill devel- 
oped in a totally nonpartisan way. 
ANNA ESHOO, ZOE LOFGREN, and George 
Miller took the lead going across the 
country, getting input, nonpartisan 
input, academic input, venture capital 
input, technological input, into an In- 
novation Agenda. That Innovation 
Agenda really calls for making perma- 
nent and modernizing the R&D tax 
credit. We see the relationship between 
science, technology, innovation, and 
progress to keep America number one 
with R&D tax credits, but not done this 
way as we do here. 

This is a trap in order to keep us 
from investing in Innovation Agenda, 
and that was something that Bart Gor- 
don, as chair of the Science and Tech- 
nology Committee, fought for and 
achieved. ARPA-E, you know that, to 
name one thing. But instead, today, 
Republicans are bringing a bill that to- 
tally does violence to all this. I hope 
Members will listen to and support the 
alternative presented by Congress- 
woman EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, our 
ranking member on the committee. 

But, anyway, the original COM- 
PETES Act by the Democratic Con- 
gress was supported by an over- 
whelming number of Republicans. A 
majority of the Republicans defied 
their leadership and voted for the COM- 
PETES Act in the 110th Congress, and 
that original bill passed in a bipartisan 
way. We laid the foundation for new in- 
dustries that provide jobs for our work- 
ers, that open new markets for Amer- 
ican products, that ensure that we con- 
tinue to “rise above the gathering 
storm.” Norm Augustine and others led 
the way to show what the gathering 
storm was unless we made those in- 
vestments in science and technology. 
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As I said, we created ARPA-E, so im- 
portant. 

This Republican bill betrays every- 
thing that the COMPETES Act did. 
The Republican bill betrays everything 
that the COMPETES Act did. It is an 
assault on science and a plan to sur- 
render American leadership on innova- 
tion. Instead of investing in research 
and development, their bill slashes 
funding for essential initiatives at the 
National Science Foundation, the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology, the Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy, the Department of En- 
ergy research. 

It cuts energy efficiency and renew- 
able energy R&D by $496 million. It is 
huge, half-a-billion-dollar cut, nearly 
30 percent below what was appropriated 
last year. It cuts ARPA-E by $140 mil- 
lion, 50 percent below the level in the 
Energy and Water Appropriations bill 
passed last week. 

Most insidiously, Republicans are at- 
tacking science they don’t even want 
to hear. Just because you don’t want to 
hear it doesn’t mean it isn’t true. In 
this COMPETES bill that they are pre- 
senting, they are trying to silence the 
climate, environmental, and social 
science they have consistently tried to 
ignore. The Republican bill goes so far 
as to forbid Federal agencies such as 
EPA and FERC from using any re- 
search funded or developed by DOE, a 
brazen attempt to divorce their deci- 
sions from scientific inquiry. 

So again, the very idea that, on this 
floor today, they come out with this 
masquerade of R&D tax credits, $182 
billion added to the deficit, with the 
impression that they care about R&D. 
R&D into what? R&D into nothing that 
is about innovation to keep America 
number one. These Republican bills 
represent a perfect manifestation of 
Republican trickle-down economics. 

The choice that our country has to 
make in the economy as we go forward 
is trickle-down economics versus mid- 
dle class economics. Trickle-down 
theories have not worked. They are 
what got us in trouble in 2008, and it is 
exactly what the Republicans are try- 
ing to take us back to. Today is one 
manifestation of that. 

Republicans are seeking to ransack 
our Nation’s investments in the future, 
our commitment to science, our com- 
mitment to our children’s education, 
our commitment to bigger paychecks, 
and our commitment to better infra- 
structure for every American family. 

We need to come together in a bipar- 
tisan way, and that is very possible. We 
did it with the COMPETES Act before. 
To pay for R&D tax credit extension, 
we need to reject this Republican as- 
sault on science that will happen later 
today. We need to invest in the future 
of innovation of our country, of hard- 
working American families. We need to 
reject failed trickle-down economic 
theories and accept that the success of 
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our Nation depends on bigger pay- 
checks for America’s working families. 
R&D tax credits made permanent and 
modernized are a significant part of 
that, but they are not a part of it if 
they take us deeper into debt, pre- 
venting us from making the invest- 
ments in the future. 

I urge my colleagues to vote “no” on 
this fiscally irresponsible R&D bill, 
“no” on their destructive COMPETES 
Act, and “yes” on the proposal made 
by Congresswoman EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON, who I thank for her great 
leadership for keeping America number 
one. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. ALLEN). 

Mr. ALLEN. I thank Mr. BRADY for 
yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind 
my colleagues on the other side that, 
under the leadership of the former pre- 
senter, almost a trillion dollars was 
spent on a stimulus package with noth- 
ing to show for it. 

I was in the business world then, and 
I have been in the business world 37 
years. The reason I ran for Congress 
was to bring real-world experience to 
this body. That is why I rise today in 
support of H.R. 880. The reason for that 
is because, when you invest and you in- 
vest properly, there is a return. Those 
families find jobs, and that is what this 
bill is about. 

H.R. 880 is to simplify and make per- 
manent the research and development 
tax credit. Despite the fact that the re- 
search tax credit has been extended 16 
times since its enactment, it remains a 
temporary measure. It is very difficult 
to plan based on temporary measures. 
Clearly, it is high time that we provide 
certainty for innovators in Georgia and 
across the Nation by making this tax 
credit permanent. 

Innovation is the lifeblood of the 
small-business community, which em- 
ploys over 70 percent of the workforce. 
Innovation in the private sector is es- 
sential to driving our economy forward 
and in fostering growth and creating 
jobs for Americans now and in the fu- 
ture. It is our duty in Congress to 
incentivize businesses so that 
innovators and entrepreneurs can do 
what they do best and fill the ever 
growing demand for jobs across our 
great Nation. 

We have so many capable men and 
women willing to work, so let’s get out 
of the way of the entrepreneurial 
American spirit and pass H.R. 880. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I just want to point out that 
small businesses and the startups are 
disadvantaged if this bill passes. They 
can’t take advantage of this real-world 
experience and business-world experi- 
ence. I am here to tell you, as a small- 
business person, if you don’t pay your 
bills, you go out of business. The leader 
had mentioned that this bill is going to 


“e 


7405 


cost $181 billion, but, Mr. Speaker and 
Members, if you add that $181 billion to 
everything else that the majority has 
passed in regard to unpaid-for tax cuts, 
that number jumps to $586.3 billion of 
unpaid-for tax policy. 

Now it is my pleasure to yield 3 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS), a distinguished 
member of our Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank the gen- 
tleman from California for yielding me 
time. I also want to thank Representa- 
tive BRADY for his characterization of 
my State, the State of Illinois, as being 
research driven, and indeed it is. I am 
also proud to know that, from the time 
I have been here, I have always been 
number one or number two in our dele- 
gation of supporting research, so I am 
research oriented. 

It amazes me how much doubletalk 
we engage in. We talk a great deal 
about deficit reduction and reducing 
spending, and yet, at the same time, we 
are passing a bill that is not paid for 
while we cut greatly needed programs 
and activities that could give balance 
to individuals all over the country who 
are just simply trying to survive and to 
make it, activities like Medicaid and 
SNAP. 

In my communities and in many oth- 
ers throughout America, we are strug- 
gling right now with the idea of how do 
you develop summer work opportuni- 
ties for young adults so that we could 
have a real attack on some of the rash 
of violence and activity that we see ap- 
proaching and being engaged in 
throughout urban America. 

I have always been in favor of re- 
search and development, and I have al- 
ways been in favor of using tax incen- 
tives as a way of spurring economic de- 
velopment and stimulating the econ- 
omy. But, you know, I am also inter- 
ested in passing credits. I am inter- 
ested in credits for businesses. We have 
talked about businesses. Well, let's 
pass some credits so that businesses 
can hire hard-to-employ individuals, so 
that they can hire these young people 
looking for summer jobs, for something 
to do. 

So I am in favor of credits, but I am 
not in favor of a bill that is not paid 
for, a bill that will not be comprehen- 
sive across the board, and a bill that 
will put more wealth in the pockets of 
the 1 percent and do nothing to aid the 
overall economy. 
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Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
am proud to yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. MOON- 
EY). 

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, President Ronald Reagan 
once observed that the government's 
view of the economy is pretty simple: 
“Tf it moves, tax it.” 
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Well, today, more than ever, Presi- 
dent Reagan’s words ring true. Taxes 
are prohibitively high. We can take a 
step in a new direction by passing H.R. 
880, the American Research and Com- 
petitiveness Act of 2015. This legisla- 
tion is simple; it will make the R&D 
tax credit permanent. By doing so, we 
reduce the amount of taxes that Amer- 
ica’s innovators pay by providing a 20 
percent credit on research expenses. 

According to a recent study, this pol- 
icy will increase overall investment in 
research by $33 billion and result in 
300,000 research-related jobs. In prac- 
tical terms, this means that a small 
business in the beautiful State of West 
Virginia—which I represent—or where 
you live that spends $5 million a year 
on research could be eligible for a 
$500,000 tax credit. 

That is enough money to hire 10 new 
employees at $50,000 a year. We are 
talking about 10 new, hard-working 
American taxpayers. We are talking 
about men and women who are given 
the dignity of work. They will pay 
taxes rather than possibly take govern- 
ment assistance. 

When I ran for office, I promised 
West Virginians that I would fight for 
policies that create jobs and bring eco- 
nomic freedom back to America. This 
bill takes us a step in that direction. I 
encourage my colleagues to vote for it. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, how much time do I have re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. THOMPSON) 
has 6 minutes remaining. The gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY) has 14 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support, as I 
said earlier, of the R&D tax credit. My 
colleagues on this side of the aisle sup- 
port the R&D tax credit. As we have 
been saying here today on the floor, it 
is an important credit that is vital to 
our global competitiveness, job and 
economic growth, and maintaining our 
position as the world’s leader in inno- 
vation. 

As I have also stated—and I will say 
it again—this bill isn’t paid for. The 
majority is adding $181 billion to the 
deficit with just this one bill. This is 
fiscally irresponsible. 

What I haven’t been able to under- 
stand—and I am having trouble today 
trying to figure it out—is how we can 
pass bills that help corporations and 
the wealthy, adding the cost of that to 
the deficit, but then turn around and 
try to balance the budget and close the 
deficit on the backs of hard-working 
American families. 

They are trying to do this by cutting 
the programs we need to grow our 
economy, like education and infra- 
structure. We have an infrastructure 
bill that we are still waiting for a hear- 
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ing on, which we are still waiting to 
see scheduled. 

It is a double standard; it is hypo- 
critical, and it is harmful to the people 
that all of us represent. We are ready 
and willing to work with the majority 
to strengthen the economy, including 
progrowth reforms that benefit busi- 
nesses and comprehensive tax reform 
that will benefit all of America, but 
this is the wrong approach, and we 
should not be party to this political 
gamesmanship that is taking place on 
the floor today. 

I urge my colleagues to vote “no” on 
this bill, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I think one of the big problems with 
Washington is that everyone finds ex- 
cuses not to do the right thing. The 
truth is we need research and develop- 
ment here in America, not overseas. 
We need the jobs that come with that 
here in America, not overseas. We 
need, frankly, the future of America 
here, rather than overseas. Republicans 
and Democrats both agree on that; 
both sincerely agree on that. Today, we 
heard excuses, and we will hear ex- 
cuses. 

We are told this doesn’t fund infra- 
structure. It doesn’t. This is about 
funding the infrastructure of research 
and development and innovation, but 
not through the government. This is 
through our entrepreneurs, like Apple 
and Microsoft, and all the new research 
and groundbreaking drugs and medical 
breakthroughs. That is how we are 
funding the infrastructure of our fu- 
ture. Roads and bridges, we will tackle 
in another bill. 

We are told this isn’t comprehensive 
tax reform. No, it is not. It is a critical 
step forward in that by taking a provi- 
sion that has been temporary far too 
long and making it a permanent part of 
our Tax Code so that we can invest in 
R&D with certainty, so we can have 
honest scorekeeping in our budget, and 
so we can take that first step toward 
real, comprehensive progrowth tax re- 
form. 

We are told today, as we have heard 
in the past, that it is not paid for, but 
in fact, to the extensions since 1981, 
these provisions haven’t been paid for. 
Our Democrat friends passed these bills 
and supported them. They weren’t paid 
for. We have done the same. It was 1 
year or 2 years at a time. To say this 
is fiscally irresponsible, when they 
voted so many times to do the same 
thing, seems to me to be another ex- 
cuse. 

The cost of doing this permanently is 
no more than the cost of doing it 1 or 
2 years at a time. To think otherwise is 
sort of in the line of saying: You know, 
that dessert doesn’t have calories if I 
eat it standing up. 

Well, the cost of R&D is the same, 
but the cost of not making it perma- 
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nent is very much not the same. We 
know the impact will be fewer jobs 
here in America, more R&D in China, 
and we will lose our lead in the world 
as the world’s innovator. 

No more excuses—what we are look- 
ing for today is a bipartisan effort to 
make sure those jobs are here in Amer- 
ica, that our companies have a chance 
to invest more and more and more each 
year. That is what we want them to do. 

We want to give college graduates 
hope. As the majority leader from Cali- 
fornia noted, 4 out of 10 college grad- 
uates either can’t find jobs, or they are 
working behind a cash register. Well, it 
is wrong. We ought to give them an op- 
portunity. We ought to give them some 
jobs and some hope. Those college 
graduates are skilled and talented, and 
they deserve to be part of America’s in- 
novative society. That is what they de- 
serve. That is what we are going to de- 
liver to them. 

While I am thrilled my Democrat 
friends are talking about the deficit, I 
wish they would have acted upon it 
earlier. The first year they took con- 
trol of this House under the former 
Speaker, they doubled the deficit. The 
second year, they tripled the deficit. 
The third year, they took it over a tril- 
lion dollars and a trillion dollars again, 
until the American public said enough. 

What we got for all that spending 
was the worst economic recovery in 
half a century. We are missing 6 mil- 
lion jobs from the American economy. 
We have fewer people working the 
workforce than we did before the recov- 
ery actually began. In some ways, we 
are going backwards, especially for our 
young people. 

Today, with this bill, this is research 
and development both parties support. 
The only reason we are hearing the ex- 
cuses is that it is a Republican bill this 
time. That is the only reason. 

Research and development is not a 
Republican proposal, it is not a Demo- 
crat proposal. It is an American pro- 
posal we all support. We think our 
economy ought to grow not in Wash- 
ington, but back home, and that inno- 
vation matters. The way we do that is 
to recapture America’s leadership in 
R&D. 

For all those reasons—and for the 
support of entrepreneurs, manufactur- 
ers, and technology companies back 
home all across America—I urge that 
we stop the excuses, we join together 
as Republicans and Democrats, we take 
back America’s leadership in innova- 
tion and create the jobs that our young 
people deserve. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in sup- 
port of the bipartisan bill H.R. 880 the Amer- 
ican Research and Competitiveness Act of 
2015 to make permanent and simplify an im- 
portant tax credit, which promotes job creation 
and economic growth. 

Unfortunately, Congress did not address this 
issue last year, so | applaud Mr. BRADY for 
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continuing to work on this important measure 
to bring certainty to an important sector of the 
U.S. economy. 

By simply enhancing and making permanent 
the now expired research tax credit, H.R. 880 
increases the ability of businesses to compete 
in an increasingly globalized marketplace by 
rewarding investments in innovation tech- 
nologies and manufacturing. These new tech- 
nologies provide the basis of new consumer 
products, increased scientific discovery, and 
technological improvements across numerous 
fields and disciplines. 

The common sense American Research 
and Competitiveness Act of 2015 lowers the 
cost of innovation, creates high wage jobs, 
and lays the foundation for a strong economy 
in the 21st century. The U.S. is facing increas- 
ing competition around the globe from coun- 
tries with more advantageous tax structures, 
so it is critical that Congress extend this credit 
to remain competitive in the future. 

As a cosponsor of the bipartisan H.R. 880, 
| urge my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to join me in support of this common 
sense legislation to provide the tools nec- 
essary to create jobs, promote economic 
growth, and create the innovations of tomor- 
row—right here in America. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in opposition to H.R. 
880—another unpaid-for permanent extension 
of an expired tax provision offered by the Ma- 
jority. 

| am privileged to represent many of our 
country's leading research institutions and in- 
novative researchers and entrepreneurs in 
New York's 12th District. Like many of my col- 
leagues, | believe that a permanent R&D cred- 
it will support critical research and create high- 
skilled, high-paying jobs throughout the coun- 
try. This bill makes important improvements to 
the credit, and | hope to work with my col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle to provide 
incentives for businesses to invest in research 
and development. 

However, | cannot support policies that ex- 
tend certain tax provisions while other critical 
tax credits, like those for higher education and 
the Earned Income Tax Credit, face an uncer- 
tain future. All told, the Majority's slate of un- 
paid-for permanent tax extensions would in- 
crease the deficit by nearly $600 billion, all 
while its budget proposes severe cuts to edu- 
cation, transportation, and critical safety net 
programs in the name of deficit reduction. 
Americans are not fooled by this double stand- 
ard, and Congress should reject this disingen- 
uous approach to tax policy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER). All time for debate has ex- 
pired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 273, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I have a mo- 
tion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 
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Mr. NEAL. I am opposed to the bill in 
its current form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Neal moves to recommit the bill H.R. 
880 to the Committee on Ways and Means 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House forthwith with the following 
amendment: 

Strike section 2 and insert the following: 


SEC. 2. NO INCREASE IN DEFICIT OR DELAY OF 
COMPREHENSIVE TAX REFORM. 
Nothing in this Act shall result in— 
(1) an increase in the deficit, or 
(2) a delay or weakening of efforts to adopt 
a permanent extension of the research credit 
in a fiscally responsible manner. 


SEC. 3. TWO-YEAR EXTENSION OF RESEARCH 
CREDIT. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 41(h) of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2014” and inserting 
“December 31, 2016”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2014. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min- 
utes in support of his motion. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I am op- 
posed to this bill in its current form, 
and I want to remind my colleagues 
that this will not kill the bill, nor will 
it send it back to committee. If adopt- 
ed, the bill will proceed immediately to 
final passage as amended. 

Well, we are 6 months into the new 
Congress; and what do we hear from 
the majority? It is more of the same, 
more of the same assurances: Trust us 
on tax reform; it is on the way. 

First, it was: Do not introduce tax 
bills. Trust us, tax reform is on the 
way. 

Then it was: If we make some extend- 
ers permanent, trust us, tax reform is 
just around the corner. 

The new refrain is: If we want to fix 
the highway trust fund, let’s do tax re- 
form at the same time. 

Mind you, we have just voted to ex- 
tend the highway trust fund for the 
33rd time, and in December, we will 
most likely vote to extend the R&D tax 
credit on another short-term basis. 
Let’s stop playing these games. 

By the way, when my friend from 
Texas talked about Democrats extend- 
ing the deficits, did he forget that Bill 
Clinton left us with four straight bal- 
anced budgets, and in 8 years, they 
wrecked the trajectory of those bal- 
anced budget with $2.3 trillion of tax 
cuts? That is the reality. When I heard 
him say the Democrats ran up the defi- 
cits, I guess they forgot there was a 
President George W. Bush in between. 

What do we do here? We do the estate 
tax repeal. That takes care of 5,400 
families in America. How universal is 
that? If we weren’t doing the estate tax 
bill—repealing it, by the way—then 
what we could have done was perhaps 
extend and agree upon a robust R&D 
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tax credit, which you all know I sup- 
port. How about, for 6, 7, 8, 9, or 10 
years, put it in line and let private in- 
vestment build around it? 

If you are from Massachusetts, obvi- 
ously, you are for a more robust R&D 
tax credit. Who in Massachusetts could 
be against that? World class univer- 
sities, hospitals, businesses, incuba- 
tors—we produce some of the highest 
and best tech advancements in the 
world. Kendall Square in Cambridge 
has the highest concentration of R&D 
in the whole world. 

We know this credit is vital to keep- 
ing America at the innovation fore- 
front, and we know that the start-and- 
stop nature of this credit has put a 
damper on the willingness of firms to 
invest because they don’t know if the 
credit is going to be gone tomorrow. 

Now, a chance to point something 
out that I think bears noting, as a per- 
cent of gross domestic product, re- 
search and development now is the low- 
est it has been in decades. Why is that? 
Because of the rejection of science on 
my Republican friend’s side, private 
sector R&D is way down. 

The encouragement in the Tax Code 
is simply to buy smaller companies, 
merge, and take advantage of the inno- 
vation they have done. There is the op- 
portunity here to build something 
around the R&D that we should be tak- 
ing advantage of here today, but we are 
not doing that because of the notion of 
having rejected this science. 

The fickle nature of Congress toward 
this credit is attributable to one fact: 
we have not reformed the Tax Code 
since 1986. Now, Congressman BRADY 
wasn’t even born the last time that we 
did tax reform 30-some odd years ago. 
He was but a wish in a couple’s eye. 
That is how dated this argument is. 

He said: Why can’t we agree on some 
things here? 

There are some things we can agree 
upon: Barack Obama was not born in 
Kenya; secondly, and just importantly, 
there is no imminent invasion of Texas 
that is being planned; And third, very 
simply, the tax cuts don’t pay for 
themselves. They have to score some 
place. 
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We are taking up the time today de- 
bating this extender—or extenders— 
when we should be talking about tax 
reform that works for the middle class, 
a tax reform that does not reward in- 
vestment; instead, we are doing this 
hodgepodge effort on tax extenders 
that really make no sense. Guess what, 
come December, we are going to be 
right back here on this floor tackling 
the R&D credit for another year or 
two. 

Now, before they say to me, Mr. 
NEAL, you are wrong, I certainly have 
been right in the last two cycles about 
what happened as to where we ended up 
with tax extenders. The President has 
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already said he would veto a perma- 
nent R&D at this point, and I under- 
stand the whole nature of why we need 
to do talking points. 

I would submit this to my friend, Mr. 
BRADY, and he is my friend, and we 
work together on many pieces of legis- 
lation. Why don’t we commit ourselves 
to building an R&D tax credit for 10 
years, so it can be built into the invest- 
ment code of the American entre- 
preneur, so they know precisely what 
is going to be out there, instead of tak- 
ing this tactic today that is never 
going to see the light of day as we go 
forward? 

This Congress could have been spend- 
ing its time today talking about in- 
come disparity, downward pressure on 
wages, robotics, and what is putting 
the American worker behind the curve 
of opportunity; but, no, we can’t do 
that. We spend our time instead on 
these sorts of arguments. 

I hope that we can send this back to 
committee and come up with some- 
thing that we can all live with. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in opposition to the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
this Democrat proposal does violence 
to America’s research infrastructure. 
It does violence to America’s economy, 
and it does violence to the future of 
our economy and to the hope of young 
people. 

We will not stand for this. Vote ‘‘no’’ 
on this motion to recommit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, on that I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of today, 
further proceedings on this question 
will be postponed. 


—_— > 


AMERICA COMPETES 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2015 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill, H.R. 1806. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENHAM). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 271 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 1806. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Kansas (Mr. YODER) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1806) to 
provide for technological innovation 
through the prioritization of Federal 
investment in basic research, funda- 
mental scientific discovery, and devel- 
opment to improve the competitive- 
ness of the United States, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. YODER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
SMITH) and the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) 
each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to spon- 
sor H.R. 1806, the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act of 2015, a pro- 
science, fiscally responsible bill that 
sets America on a path to remain the 
world’s leader in innovation. 

This bill reauthorizes civilian re- 
search programs at the National 
Science Foundation, the National In- 
stitute of Standards and Technology, 
the Department of Energy, and the Of- 
fice of Science and Technology Policy. 
H.R. 1806 prioritizes basic research and 
development, while staying within the 
caps set by the Budget Control Act. 

America’s businesses rely on govern- 
ment support for basic research to 
produce the scientific breakthroughs 
that spur technological innovation, 
jump-start new industries, and spur 
economic growth. Title I of the bill re- 
authorizes the National Science Foun- 
dation for 2 years and provides a 4.3 
percent increase for research and re- 
lated activities. 

The bill prioritizes funding for the 
Directorates of Biological Sciences, 
Computer and Information Science and 
Engineering, Engineering, and Mathe- 
matics and Physical Sciences and rec- 
ognizes the need to make strategic in- 
vestments in basic R&D for the U.S. to 
remain the global leader in science and 
innovation. The bill reprioritizes re- 
search spending at NSF by cutting 
funding for the Directorate for Social, 
Behavioral, and Economic Sciences and 
the Directorate for Geosciences. 

Federal budget restraints require all 
taxpayers’ dollars to be spent on high- 
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value science in the national interest. 
Unfortunately, NSF has funded a num- 
ber of projects that do not meet the 
highest standards of scientific merit, 
from climate change musicals, to eval- 
uating animal photographs in National 
Geographic, to studying human-set 
fires in New Zealand in the 1800s. There 
are dozens of other examples. 

The bill ensures accountability by re- 
storing the original intent of the 1950 
NSF Act and requiring that all grants 
serve the “national interest.” The NSF 
has endorsed this goal. 

Title II represents the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee’s 
commitment to enhancing STEM edu- 
cation programs. A healthy and viable 
STEM workforce is critical to Amer- 
ican industries and ensures our future 
economic prosperity. 

The definition of STEM is expanded 
to include computer science, which 
connects all STEM subjects. The bill 
also creates an advisory panel on 
STEM education to ensure outside 
stakeholders have a role in assessing 
the Federal STEM education portfolio. 

Title III includes three bipartisan 
bills the Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology Committee approved in March. 
Those bills, H.R. 1119, the Research and 
Development Efficiency Act; H.R. 1156, 
the International Science and Tech- 
nology Cooperation Act of 2015; and 
H.R. 1162, the Science Prize Competi- 
tions Act, passed the committee by 
voice vote. Two of these were spon- 
sored by the Democrats. 

Title IV supports the important 
measurement, standards, and tech- 
nology work taking place at the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology laboratories, the Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership program, and 
the recently authorized Network for 
Manufacturing Innovation. 

Measurement science conducted at 
NIST contributes to industrial com- 
petitiveness by supporting the tech- 
nical infrastructure and advancements 
for nanotechnology, global positioning 
systems, material sciences, cybersecu- 
rity, health information technology, 
and a variety of other fields. 

Title V reauthorizes the Department 
of Energy Office of Science for 2 years, 
at a 5.4 percent increase over fiscal 
year 2015. It prioritizes basic research 
that enables researchers in all 50 
States to have access to world-class 
user facilities, including supercom- 
puters and high-intensity light sources. 

This bill also prevents duplication 
and requires DOE to certify that its 
climate science work is unique and not 
being undertaken by another Federal 
agency. 

Title VI reauthorizes the DOE ap- 
plied research and development pro- 
grams and activities for fiscal year 2016 
and 2017. They include the Office of 
Electricity Delivery and Energy Reli- 
ability, the Office of Nuclear Energy, 
the Office of Energy Efficiency and Re- 
newable Energy, the Office of Fossil 
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Energy, and the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency-Energy. 

H.R. 1806 refocuses some spending on 
late-stage commercialization efforts 
within the Office of Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy to research and 
development efforts. 

The bill requires DOE to provide a 
regular strategic analysis of science 
and technology activities within the 
Department, identifying key areas for 
collaboration across science and ap- 
plied research programs. 

Title VII proposes to cut red tape and 
bureaucracy in the DOE technology 
transfer process. It allows contractor- 
operators at DOE national laboratories 
to work with the private sector more 
efficiently by delegating signature au- 
thority to the directors of the labs 
themselves, rather than to DOE con- 
tracting officers, for cooperative agree- 
ments valued at less than $1 million. 

This title also requires DOE to assess 
its capability to authorize, host, and 
oversee privately funded fusion re- 
search and the next generation fission 
reactor prototypes. Currently, the pri- 
vate sector has little incentive to build 
reactor prototypes due to regulatory 
uncertainty from the Nuclear Regu- 
latory Commission. 

In summary, Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1806 
sets the right priorities for Federal ci- 
vilian research, which enhances inno- 
vation and U.S. competitiveness with- 
out adding to the Federal deficit and 
debt. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Today, I must unfortunately rise in 
opposition to the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act. It is unfortunate 
because I was a strong supporter of 
both the original COMPETES Act, as 
well as the 2010 reauthorization. 

Both of those bills passed with bipar- 
tisan support, and both bills reflected 
the recommendations of the National 
Academy of Sciences’ groundbreaking 
2005 report, ‘‘Rising Above the Gath- 
ering Storm.” 

It is worth reflecting on what the Na- 
tional Academy’s panel found and why 
they made the recommendations they 
did. 

First, the panel that wrote the report 
was composed of a distinguished group 
of individuals from industry, academia, 
and science; and it was headed by the 
former Lockheed CEO Norm Augustine. 

The panel noted that much of Amer- 
ica’s economic growth and success in 
the decades following World War II was 
the direct result of our Nation’s sus- 
tained investment in research and de- 
velopment. However, they noted that a 
gathering storm was approaching. 
America’s economic and military com- 
petitors around the world had begun to 
catch up with our Nation’s techno- 
logical lead. 
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Moreover, research and development 
budgets in the United States were stag- 
nating. The panel determined that 
America was sorely in need of a recom- 
mitment to research and development 
in order to maintain our competitive 
edge. 

The Augustine panel gave specific 
recommendations that we increase 
R&D spending, revitalize STEM edu- 
cation across the country, and also cre- 
ate and support a new ARPA-E for 
breakthrough energy research modeled 
on the renowned DARPA program at 
the Department of Defense. 

The original COMPETES Act imple- 
mented these recommendations across 
the board. Supporting this bill was one 
of the highlights of my two decades of 
service here in Congress. 

I have highlighted this history be- 
cause it is important to understand 
what we are doing here today and why 
these issues are so important. Since 
2010, when we passed the last COM- 
PETES reauthorization, R&D spending 
in America has begun to stagnate 
again and, by some measures, even de- 
clined. 

In the meantime, our economic com- 
petitors have doubled down on their in- 
vestments in research and develop- 
ment. Over the past decade, China has 
averaged a 23 percent increase in R&D 
spending each year. Perhaps, not sur- 
prisingly, in 2014, China overtook the 
United States to become the world’s 
largest economic power. 

The crisis that the Augustine com- 
mittee warned us about in 2005 has now 
arrived. 
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What is the response of our majority 
to this crisis? Absolutely nothing. That 
is what is in H.R. 1806: absolutely noth- 


ing. 

H.R. 1806 completely abandons the 
recommendations of the Augustine 
committee and the original COM- 
PETES Act. It abandons the legacy of 
COMPETES by flat-funding R&D in- 
vestments. It abandons the legacy by 
slashing funding for the very ARPA-E 
program envisioned by this committee, 
the Augustine committee. It abandons 
that legacy by politicizing the sci- 
entific grant-making process and pit- 
ting different research disciplines 
against each other. 

I want to be clear about what it is 
that this majority is abandoning. They 
are abandoning our future. 

America is the greatest nation on 
Earth, but our greatness is not guaran- 
teed. We have to work for it. We have 
to do the things that are necessary to 
ensure a bright future for our country. 
That means making the same kinds of 
investments in science and technology 
that previous generations made. Our 
predecessors understood what was at 
stake. They made a commitment to in- 
vest in research and development and 
science education, and we still benefit 
from those past investments today. 
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The world is not standing still. If we 
do not recommit to our investments in 
science education, research, and devel- 
opment, we will be surpassed. 

The bill before us fails to secure our 
Nation’s future, and for that reason, I 
must strenuously oppose it. 

I am not alone in my opposition. We 
have received more than 40 letters or 
statements of concern or outright op- 
position from over 70 different groups, 
including the American Association for 
the Advancement of Science, the Asso- 
ciation of American Universities, the 
Association of Public and Land-grant 
Universities, the Business Council for 
Sustainable Energy, the Coalition for 
National Science Funding, the STEM 
Education Coalition, the Truman Na- 
tional Security Project, and many, 
many others. I will put the full list of 
these organizations in the RECORD at 
this time. 

15 ORGANIZATIONS IN OPPOSITION TO H.R. 1806, 
THE AMERICA COMPETES REAUTHORIZATION 
ACT OF 2015 
1. Alliance to Save Energy 
2. American Academy of Political and So- 

cial Science 

3. American Anthropological Association 

4. American Association for the Advance- 
ment of Science 

5. American Association of Petroleum Ge- 
ologists 

6. American Association of Physics Teach- 
ers 

7. American Educational Research Associa- 
tion 

8. American Geophysical Union 

9. American Geosciences Institute 

10. American Institute of Biological 
Sciences 

11. American Institute of Physics 

12. American Meteorological Society 

13. American Physical Society 

14. American Political Science Association 

15. American Psychological Association 

16. American Society for Microbiology 

17. American Sociological Association 

18. Association for Behavioral and Cog- 
nitive Therapies 

19. Association for the Sciences of Lim- 
nology and Oceanography 

20. Association of American Universities 

21. Association of Population Centers 

22. Association of Public and Land-grant 
Universities 

23. AVS: Science & Technology of Mate- 
rials, Interfaces, and Processing 

24. Biophysical Society 

25. Business Council for Sustainable En- 
ergy 

26. Center for Small Business and the Envi- 
ronment 

27. Clay Minerals Society 

28. Coalition for National Science Funding 

29. Computing Research Association 

30. Consortium for Ocean Leadership 

81. Consortium of Social Science Associa- 
tions 

32. Council of Undergraduate Research 

33. Department of Energy Secretary Ernest 
Moniz 

34. Earth Day Network 

35. Ecological Society of America 

36. Energy Sciences Coalition 

37. Environment America 

38. Environment and Energy Study Insti- 
tute 

39. Environmental Defense Fund 

40. Federation of American Societies for 
Experimental Biology 
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41. Federation of Associations in Behav- 
ioral and Brain Sciences 

42. Geological Society of America 

43. Incorporated Institutions 
mology 

44. Institute of Electrical and Electronics 
Engineers, Inc. 

45. Law and Society Association 

46. League of Conservation Voters 

47. Learning and Education Academic Re- 
search Network 

48. Michigan State University 

49. National Association of Geoscience 
Teachers 

50. National Association of Marine Labora- 
tories 

51. National Cave and Karst Research In- 
stitute 

52. National Ground Water Association 

53. Natural Resources Defense Council 

54. Nobel Laureates 

55. Ohio State University 

56. Paleontological Research Institution 

57. Pew 

58. Population Association of America 

59. Princeton University 

60. Research! America 

61. Seismological Society of America 

62. Sierra Club 

63. Society for Mining, Metallurgy, and Ex- 
ploration, Inc. 

64. Society of Independent Professional 
Earth Scientists 

65. Soil Science Society of America 

66. STEM Education Coalition 

67. Taskforce on American Innovation 

68. The Optical Society 

69. Truman National Security Project—Op- 
eration Free 

70. Union of Concerned Scientists 

71. United States Permafrost Association 

72. University Corporation for Atmospheric 
Research 

73. University of Colorado at Boulder 

74. University of Michigan 

75. Wayne State University. 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Again, I strongly, strongly op- 
pose this bill, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. WEBER), who is the chair- 
man of the Energy Subcommittee of 
the Science, Space, and Technology 
Committee. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. I thank Chair- 
man SMITH for yielding me time to 
speak on this important legislation 
that is on the floor today. 

Mr. Chair, H.R. 1806, the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 
2015, authorizes the science and energy 
research programs at the Department 
of Energy, providing funding for re- 
search and development conducted in 
our universities and national labs 
across the country. 

DOE is the largest Federal supporter 
of basic research in the physical 
sciences and provides user facilities for 
over 31,000 scientific researchers each 
year. 

The America COMPETES Act 
prioritizes funding for the Office of 
Science, which conducts critical re- 
search in high energy physics, ad- 
vanced scientific computing, biological 
and environmental research, nuclear 
physics, fusion energy sciences, and 
basic energy sciences. 


for Seis- 
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This basic R&D has broad applica- 
tions for our economy and for our na- 
tional security, providing tools and 
user facilities for researchers in all en- 
ergy fields. 

The America COMPETES Act also re- 
authorizes the Department’s applied 
energy programs in nuclear energy, 
fossil energy, energy efficiency and re- 
newable energy, and electricity re- 
search and development. 

By prioritizing research and develop- 
ment in these programs, we can maxi- 
mize Federal dollars and leave com- 
mercialization and deployment to the 
private sector, Mr. Chairman, which 
has the most incentive to bring new, 
cost-effective, and efficient tech- 
nologies to market. 

This legislation is fiscally respon- 
sible and cuts funding to lower-priority 
and duplicative programs like EERE, 
which has grown by almost 60 percent 
in the last decade. With our national 
debt of $18 trillion and rising, Congress 
must prioritize fundamental research 
to lay the foundation for the next tech- 
nological breakthrough. 

We simply cannot afford to spend 
limited Federal dollars on promoting 
today’s technology. This is so yester- 
day when we do that. Instead of dupli- 
cating work that could be done in the 
private sector, the America COM- 
PETES Act prioritizes basic research 
and development with broad applica- 
tion to all forms of energy and energy 
efficiencies. 

Mr. Chairman, over the past 5 
months, the Science Committee has 
held hearings on the Department of En- 
ergy research and development for ad- 
vanced nuclear reactors, high-perform- 
ance computing, energy efficiency and 
renewable energy, energy storage, and 
the Department of Energy budget pro- 
posal. With limited time, this Science 
Committee in this Congress has con- 
ducted five hearings in support of this 
legislation, prioritizing oversight of 
the DOE programs authorized in this 
bill. 

By supporting the America COM- 
PETES Act, Congress can promote fun- 
damental research, build a foundation 
for the private sector to bring innova- 
tive new technologies to market, and 
grow the American economy. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
America COMPETES Reauthorization 
Act. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS). 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, it is 
actually quite disappointing that we 
are here at this point today. And I join 
the ranking member and our colleagues 
on this side of the aisle in opposing 
this harmful antiscience bill, H.R. 1806. 

When I first came into Congress, I 
was excited because we were actually 
working on reauthorizing the COM- 
PETES Act. We were making invest- 
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ments in important research and devel- 
opment and technologies for the 21st 
century. And we were doing that in a 
bipartisan fashion based on bipartisan 
scientific and research-based rec- 
ommendations. But that is not where 
we are today. 

H.R. 1806 contains severe funding 
cuts to the Department of Energy, in- 
cluding cutting close to one-third of 
the budget of the Office of Energy Effi- 
ciency and Renewable Energy and half 
the budget of ARPA-E. In fact, you 
could argue that this is not an invest- 
ment in the 21st century at all: it is a 
throwback bill to the 20th century. 

These cuts are going to cripple our 
Nation’s research into high-impact 
technologies to generate, store, and use 
energy and will harm our ability to 
compete successfully with other coun- 
tries. 

The bill also contains many harmful 
provisions restricting the Department 
of Energy, such as a provision pre- 
venting the results of any Department 
of Energy-supported fossil fuel energy 
research and development from being 
“used for regulatory assessments or de- 
terminations by Federal regulatory au- 
thorities.” That would essentially bar 
the EPA or the Federal Energy Regu- 
latory Commission from using the 
most current research results when 
they set rules to protect our air, our 
land, and our water. 

How unfortunate that this anti- 
science bill also includes a misguided 
attempt to impose a level of political 
review on the National Science Foun- 
dation's gold-standard merit review 
system. 

This is the National Science Founda- 
tion, not a political organization. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle- 
woman has expired. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I yield the gentlewoman an ad- 
ditional 1 minute. 

Ms. EDWARDS. This is a dangerous 
proposal that would stifle the kind of 
high-risk, outside-the-box thinking 
that has put the United States on the 
cutting edge of scientific research. 

If this bill were to become law, it 
would eliminate valuable and scientif- 
ically sound research on climate 
change within the Department of En- 
ergy under the guise of a cost-cutting 
measure. 

After all, Mr. Chairman, isn’t that 
what this is about? It is about the 
other side just not believing in climate 
change, despite the science. 

In addition to all of the dangerous 
and harmful things that this bill does 
do, it lacks any substantively helpful 
provisions in a number of areas. 

I actually proposed an amendment 
that would simply look at our 21st cen- 
tury workforce by supporting research 
at minority-serving institutions, grow- 
ing STEM fields for young people who 
we know have to go into the 21st cen- 
tury workforce. It flat-funds the edu- 
cation directorate at the National 
Science Foundation. 
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I can’t think of anything more harm- 
ful than doing a COMPETES legisla- 
tion that is, at its core, the most anti- 
competitive legislation that could be 
put on this floor. It is a danger to the 
21st century. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCA- 
LISE), who is the majority whip. 

Mr. SCALISE. I thank my colleague, 
the chairman from Texas, for yielding 
and for his leadership in bringing the 
America COMPETES Act to the floor. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup- 
port of the America COMPETES Act. If 
you look at what we are trying to do 
here, we want America to maintain our 
competitive edge, to create good-pay- 
ing jobs here at home. But to do that, 
we need to invest wisely and respon- 
sibly in basic scientific research. 

After years of overspending and the 
administration expanding programs 
way beyond the core missions of the 
National Science Foundation and the 
Department of Energy, the COMPETES 
Act prioritizes taxpayer dollars to sup- 
port basic research in biology, chem- 
istry, math, engineering, and computer 
science. American taxpayers’ dollars 
are being spent on programs that do 
not meet the national interest or help 
invest in our future. 

I want to point out some of the 
wasteful spending that is being elimi- 
nated by this legislation, the America 
COMPETES Act. 

Mr. Chairman, $340,000 of taxpayer 
money is being spent to study human- 
set fires in New Zealand in the 1800s— 
taxpayer dollars here in America are 
being spent on that; $50,000 to study 
civil lawsuits in Peru from 1600 to 1700; 
$487,000 to study textiles and gender in 
Iceland from 874-1800, during the Vi- 
king era; $697,000 for “The Great Im- 
mensity,'? a musical about climate 
change. 

This is what taxpayer dollars are 
being spent on, Mr. Chairman, at a 
time when Americans are tightening 
their belts and are looking to Wash- 
ington to do what they are doing in 
being fiscally responsible. 

This refocuses what we are supposed 
to be trying to do to promote science, 
to promote computer science, as a 
computer scientist, the things that are 
going to help American workers be suc- 
cessful—not all of this foolishness that 
is wasting taxpayer money. It is a 
great bill that actually prioritizes the 
taxpayer dollars of this country. I urge 
my colleagues to pass it. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentle- 
woman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the COMPETES Reauthorization Act, 
which is an attempt to disinvest, in my 
view, in research, innovation, and edu- 
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cation at a time when we ought to be 
investing in those areas even more 
greatly. 

This bill places our competitiveness 
at a serious risk over the long term. 
The public must be awfully confused, I 
understand, by both sides claiming 
that they are enhancing research. 
Many interest groups, however, dis- 
agree with our Republican friends. 

I had hoped that this year’s COM- 
PETES legislation would have been 
written so that we could continue the 
tradition of the strong bipartisan sup- 
port that it received in 2007 and 2010. 
Overwhelmingly, Republicans voted for 
these bills initially and the reauthor- 
ization. 

Unfortunately, the severe cuts and 
partisan policy changes it makes pre- 
clude that from happening. The Repub- 
licans who wrote this legislation have 
decided that they know better than 
America’s scientists and innovators. 
They arbitrarily pick and choose re- 
search programs they like at the ex- 
pense of those they ideologically op- 
pose—in other words, not peer review 
but political review. And they cut key 
areas of research far below the levels 
appropriated for fiscal year 2015, in- 
cluding the Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership program and R&D for re- 
newable energy technologies. 

How ironic that we have an R&D bill 
on the floor and they are cutting R&D 
technology here. 

Furthermore, this bill would slash 
our investments in the cutting edge 
ARPA-E program by 50 percent, which 
funds high-risk and high-reward re- 
search in energy technologies that 
might not otherwise be pursued. 

Now, of course, if global warming is 
not an issue, who cares. 

This bill, though called the America 
COMPETES Act, really ought to be ti- 
tled the Everyone Else Competes Act 
because it will cause us to fall farther 
and farther behind our overseas com- 
petitors, who are already far outpacing 
us in how much they invest in science 
and technology research. 

Alongside this bill today, the House 
also is considering a bill that tries to 
do something many of us agree ought 
to be done but it does it in a fiscally ir- 
responsible way. I am opposing and 
urge my colleagues to oppose making 
the R&D tax credit permanent because 
we ought to pay for it, Mr. Chairman— 
not make our children and grand- 
children pay for it. 

Over and over and over again, the Re- 
publicans claim that the tax cuts that 
they are passing will pay for them- 
selves. I came here in 1981. That was 
the claim. Under President Reagan, we 
increased the debt 189 percent. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I yield the gentleman from 
Maryland an additional 1 minute. 
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Mr. HOYER. Now, Bush did better 
after 2001 and 2003. He only increased 
the deficit 87 percent, or almost three 
times that increased under President 
Clinton; and none of the tax cuts ended 
up paying for themselves, and Green- 
span said so. 

Since the beginning of this Congress, 
Republicans have brought to the floor 
and passed nine tax cuts. It is so easy 
to vote for tax cuts. It is so hard to pay 
for what we are buying. And that is 
why we have a deficit, because we do 
not pay for what we buy. 

Today the House is being asked to 
vote on another unpaid-for tax ex- 
tender that, on its own, would increase 
the deficit by $182 billion. That is a 
total of $586 billion—over half a trillion 
dollars—that Republicans are pro- 
posing to add to the deficit this year. 

We have heard Republicans argue 
that making the R&D tax credit per- 
manent would benefit the economy. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has again expired. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. HOYER. They are right about 
that, and I support the R&D being 
made permanent—if we pay for it. That 
is a principle the American public ex- 
pects us to pursue. Many Democrats 
agree as well. 

However, what will be an even great- 
er benefit to the economy is for Con- 
gress to set aside the misguided 
mantra that tax cuts pay for them- 
selves and, instead, put America’s fis- 
cal house in order. Let’s start a real 
conversation about fixing our broken 
Tax Code in a fiscally sustainable way. 
Passing this R&D tax credit will under- 
mine that effort. 

I am urging my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle who care deeply about 
fiscal sustainability, about tax reform, 
and about economic competitiveness to 
oppose these bills. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. KNIGHT) an active 
member of the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee. 

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the America COMPETES 
Act, and I would like to thank the 
chair for his leadership in this field. 

Mr. Chairman, today the Federal 
Government spends about $3 billion 
across STEM education efforts. This 
bill creates a new STEM education ad- 
visory panel to provide feedback and 
advise the President and Federal agen- 
cies with STEM programs to better in- 
form plans and budgets. The bill di- 
rects that STEM education efforts are 
to be coordinated across the Federal 
Government to limit duplication. In- 
dustry also recognizes the benefits of 
STEM. This is evidenced by its support 
of various STEM programs with equip- 
ment, facilities, and volunteers. 
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In my district alone, aerospace 
thrives with high-technical, high-pay- 
ing jobs. Without STEM, without 
reaching out with STEM education, we 
don’t get those folks to jump in there. 
We have to talk about other things like 
visas and bringing people in for these 
types of jobs instead of working with 
our kids to get them educated and 
moving toward a good career. 

This bill provides for grants for re- 
search on STEM programming that en- 
gages underrepresented students. 
Again, in my district, we have the Lan- 
caster Robotics Team. It started more 
than 10 years ago. When it started, it 
was about 2 percent women, or 2 per- 
cent girls; today it is over 40 percent. 
Forty percent of the Lancaster Robot- 
ics Team is girls working towards a 
STEM degree, working towards an en- 
gineering degree, a mathematics de- 
gree, and a computer science degree. 
Again, aerospace brings many of the 
highest paying and most technical jobs 
not just to my district, but to this 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, STEM education is 
not just a buzzword; it is something 
that actually works. STEM education 
is the lifeblood for what we do in a high 
technical society. If we don’t do it, 
someone else will. We should do it 
right here in America. I ask for an 
“aye” vote. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I yield 4 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. TONKO). 

Mr. TONKO. I thank the gentle- 
woman from Texas for yielding. 

Mr. Chair, I rise today in opposition 
to H.R. 1806, the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act. The original 
COMPETES Act was visionary in its 
commitment to increased R&D fund- 
ing, and I strongly believe we should 
continue to increase funding for worth- 
while investments in our Nation’s fu- 
ture. However, I have serious concerns 
with this bill that the majority has of- 
fered. 

In 2010, as a member of the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee, I 
had the opportunity to work on a truly 
bipartisan reauthorization of COM- 
PETES. We worked together and chose 
to make certain that we innovate and 
we made certain that we would com- 
pete. 

This year I returned to the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee, ex- 
cited to again work on a smart and tar- 
geted COMPETES reauthorization. Un- 
fortunately, there was no bipartisan 
process, and the result is a bill that 
does not live up to the original COM- 
PETES vision. It would be more appro- 
priately named the ‘‘America Con- 
cedes” bill. Why? Because at a time 
when the rest of the world is taking ex- 
traordinary steps to innovate, this bill 
would have America do the opposite. 
Its efforts are misguided, at the least. 
Major areas of research are not ade- 
quately funded, and the policy changes 
would take us in the wrong direction. 
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Mr. Chair, Iam concerned by the ma- 
jority’s fixation on allocating funding 
for NSF by directorate. This creates a 
dangerous precedent in denying NSF 
adequate flexibility and instead places 
political whims ahead of the need to 
independently foster true innovative 
research. I am also concerned by the ef- 
fort to impose political review on 
NSF’s gold-standard merit review sys- 
tem. The scientific community in our 
Nation and around the world agrees 
that NSF’s review system works, and 
works very well. So why would we 
make it more difficult to encourage 
high risk, high rewards research? 

Instead, we should be increasing re- 
search funding, providing NSF the ap- 
propriate flexibility to fund innovative 
research, and we should be investing in 
a sustained commitment to STEM edu- 
cation. My district needs and deserves 
STEM as an education process. It 
doesn’t want simple buzzwords. It 
wants a real STEM education effort. 

As a nation, we are woefully under- 
producing scientists and engineers. In 
order to remain a competitive global 
economic power in the 21st century, we 
must place a strong focus on STEM 
education. Instead, this bill provides 
flat funding for STEM education along 
with increased administrative burdens. 
That is not a commitment to STEM 
education. In practical terms, it is a 
decrease in funding. 

I am also concerned by the cuts in 
funding for the Manufacturing Exten- 
sion Partnership program and by the 
strike in funding for the National Net- 
work for Manufacturing Innovation, or 
NNMI. These initiatives are smart in- 
vestments and opportunities for our 
Nation to truly collaborate, to com- 
pete, and to be truly cutting-edge. This 
bill denies our American pioneer spirit. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. TONKO. This bill also makes 
huge cuts to funding for Energy Effi- 
ciency and Renewable Energy research 
and development as well as the funding 
for ARPA-E. These cuts ignore the re- 
ality that a modern society needs en- 
ergy, and the only way we are going to 
meet our energy challenge is through 
smart investments in research and de- 
velopment. 

Energy is essential to our economy, 
and if we pull back resources and do 
not invest, we will put our economic 
and national security at risk. We will 
also not meet the energy challenge if 
we blindly ignore existing research and 
refuse to access the most up-to-date in- 
formation. 

We also cannot solve our budget def- 
icit with these types of cuts. In fact, 
they are more likely to make the prob- 
lem worse. The best way to reduce our 
budget deficit is by fostering new busi- 
nesses and industries that generate 
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economic wealth, revenue, and jobs, 
and the fuel for that task is research 
and development. We are missing a 
golden opportunity with this measure. 
For these reasons I urge a “no” vote on 
this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this bill does not touch merit review. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BABIN), 
who is a valuable member of the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in strong support of H.R. 1806, 
the America COMPETES Act. 

Mr. Chairman, when the American 
people pay their taxes, they expect 
their tax dollars to be spent effectively 
and efficiently. Too often that has not 
been the case across government, and 
there is nothing worse than seeing 
taxes taken out of their paychecks and 
wasted. Not only is that fiscally irre- 
sponsible, it is insulting to the tax- 
payers. 

The bill before us is fiscally respon- 
sible and takes important steps to cut 
wasteful spending. Traditionally, when 
the National Science Foundation was 
mentioned, Americans thought of hard 
sciences—basic research, advanced 
technologies in biology, engineering, 
mathematics, and the physical 
sciences. It is investments in these 
fields that advance American tech- 
nology and help the United States 
maintain its competitive edge. 

Unfortunately, some recent National 
Science Foundation expenditures have 
brought widespread criticism to the 
NSF and its priorities. There was the 
expenditure, for example, of $856,000 on 
a grant to teach three captive moun- 
tain lions how to use a treadmill. NSF 
spent another $387,000 on a mechanical 
device that simulates Swedish mas- 
sages for rabbits. This is unquestion- 
ably a waste of taxpayer money, par- 
ticularly when we are over $18 trillion 
in debt. 

Our bill cuts spending on lower pri- 
ority government social and behavioral 
programs at the National Science 
Foundation by 45 percent, saving tax- 
payer dollars and setting a higher pri- 
ority on the harder sciences. The 
American people want Washington to 
be responsible with their money, and 
when Federal agencies get out of hand, 
they need to be reined in, and our bill 
does just that. 

I want to thank Chairman SMITH and 
his staff for their hard work and lead- 
ership on this bill, and I ask my col- 
leagues to join me in supporting it. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. CLARK). 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentlewoman 
from Texas for yielding. 

Bentley University is a renowned 
business school in my district, and 


May 20, 2015 


when a class from Bentley visited me 
just a few weeks ago, they were advo- 
cating for a critical underpinning of 
our economy. These students came to 
discuss the importance of funding the 
geosciences in the NSF. Why? Because 
it is good business. 

These students and the business com- 
munity understand the critical role 
that geoscience has in disaster resil- 
ience, helping us to address drought, 
looking at solar storms that can crip- 
ple our electric grid, impacts on fish- 
eries and ocean health, and in main- 
taining agriculture and in healthy soil. 

Business leaders know that extreme 
weather like hurricanes, droughts, tor- 
nadoes, and landslides result in billions 
of dollars in damage, and by using 
what we learn from geoscience, we can 
identify ways to mitigate these costs 
and save us money. Business leaders 
understand this connection, so why 
doesn’t Congress? 

Rather than support investment in 
geoscience research, this legislation 
specifically targets it for drastic cuts 
in funding. Climate change is real. 
Human activity contributes to it, and 
it is bad for the bottom line. It is irre- 
sponsible for us to cut funding for re- 
search that helps us understand what is 
happening and how to address it. 

Adequately funding geoscience re- 
search is critical to protecting and 
growing our economy and to the secu- 
rity of the American people. Let’s vote 
for our economy, let’s vote for our se- 
curity, and let’s reject this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 30 seconds. 

Mr. Chairman, as set forth in the re- 
port that accompanied the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee ap- 
proval of the America COMPETES Act, 
NSF will maintain full funding for re- 
search in the hard science areas of geo- 
science like deep-ocean drilling and ge- 
ological research to find new energy re- 
sources. What our bill does do is reduce 
funds that have been used by NSF to 
fund low priorities like a survey of 
Norwegian tourism, teaching TV mete- 
orologists about climate change, and 
creating climate change video games. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from ‘Texas (Mr. 
McCAUL), my colleague and the chair- 
man of the Homeland Security Com- 
mittee. 
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Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of reauthorization of 
the America COMPETES Act. In this 
tough budget environment, I applaud 
Chairman SMITH and the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee for 
crafting a bill that provides for much- 
needed investments in scientific re- 
search in a fiscally responsible manner. 
By setting priorities and eliminating 
duplicative activities, we are actually 
able to increase funding for new and 
promising research while keeping over- 
all spending constant. 
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This bill is designed to secure Amer- 
ica’s premier status in scientific and 
technological advancement in several 
ways. First, it improves our STEM edu- 
cation programs by adding computer 
sciences to the definition of STEM edu- 
cation, which will allow these pro- 
grams to be used to train the next gen- 
eration of high-tech workers and cyber- 
security professionals. As our high- 
tech sector continues to expand in 
places like my hometown of Austin, it 
is important to make sure that we are 
producing enough qualified workers to 
fill these jobs. 

Second, this bill also helps research- 
ers at our national labs commercialize 
their discoveries by removing bureau- 
cratic obstacles. This will bring inno- 
vative new products to market faster, 
encouraging job creation and private 
sector investment. 

Most importantly, the America COM- 
PETES Reauthorization Act provides a 
substantial increase in funding for re- 
search activities at the National 
Science Foundation, the National In- 
stitute of Standards and Technology, 
and the Department of Energy. This 
will allow the scientists at our univer- 
sities, such as the University of Texas, 
to advance our understanding of the 
physical world and provide the founda- 
tion for future innovations by business 
and new entrepreneurs. 

I urge strong support of this bill. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman. I yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TED LIEU). 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise today to oppose the 
America COMPETES Act in part be- 
cause it cuts over $62 million of fund- 
ing to the hard science of studying the 
effects of climate change. 

The effects of climate change are not 
a partisan issue. We know that our sea 
levels have risen by over 6.7 inches in 
the last century, and they have accel- 
erated in the last decade. Rising sea 
levels affect not just Democratic dis- 
tricts; it also affects Republican dis- 
tricts. 

We can measure with precision that 
we have had, over 20 years, the hottest 
records in terms of temperatures in re- 
corded history having occurred since 
1980. We know that, in 2012, over 19 
States broke the hottest records in 
their States. More extreme weather 
events and more weather uncertainty 
affect not just red States and blue 
States and purple States, it affects all 
of America. And that is why, last 
month, former Reagan Secretary of 
State George Shultz wrote an op-ed in 
The Washington Post saying: Climate 
change is happening. We need to take 
action on it, and we need to ensure our 
future against climate change. He 
called it the Reagan way. He said that 
is what President Reagan would have 
done. 

As you know, this America COM- 
PETES Act, the funding for the hard 
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science of the effects of climate 
change, was put in place under Presi- 
dent Bush in 2007. Just today, our 
President announced what the U.S. 
military is saying about climate 
change. 

I served on Active Duty in the United 
States Air Force. I am now 19 years in 
with the Reserves. One of the amazing 
strengths of America is that our mili- 
tary is nonpartisan, nonideological; 
and our military takes the world as it 
is, not as they hope it to be. Our mili- 
tary does not live in a fantasy world, 
and they understand that climate 
change is happening. They know it is a 
national security threat. They are tell- 
ing the American public we need to act 
on climate change now because we 
can’t have flooding of our bases; we 
can’t have droughts and more severe 
weather events that cause conflicts in 
all the parts of the world. 

So I ask the American public to trust 
former Reagan Secretary of State 
George Shultz, trust President Bush, 
trust our United States military who 
are saying climate change is a prob- 
lem. Keep in mind, our military relies 
on hard science and technology and all 
that makes this world possible. So 
trust our military, and trust everyone 
who has looked at it. Please reject the 
America COMPETES Act because we 
need to deal with climate change. We 
need to deal with it now. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. MOOLENAAR), who is a 
member of the Science Committee and 
also a vice chairman of the Research 
and Technology Subcommittee. 

Mr. MOOLENAAR. Mr. Chairman, 
the America COMPETES Act is good 
legislation that will help build a better 
future for our country. The COM- 
PETES Act expands the definition of 
STEM education to include computer 
science. 

According to the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics, for every computer science 
graduate between 2013 and 2023, there 
will be two jobs available. That is why 
programs in my district like Go IT, of- 
fered free of charge to middle and high 
school students, are so important to 
creating career awareness in computer 
science and other STEM fields. 

This legislation increases govern- 
ment accountability. It requires the 
National Science Foundation grants 
meet a national interest standard and 
to publicly justify why they should re- 
ceive taxpayer dollars. Requiring gov- 
ernment agencies to prioritize the na- 
tional interest is common sense. It en- 
hances accountability to the American 
people. 

I am proud to be a cosponsor of the 
America COMPETES Act, and I urge 
my colleagues to vote “yes.”” 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON. I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chair, I 
have no other speakers at this time as 
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well, so I will reserve the balance of my 

time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chair, I have no further requests for 
speaking. 

I just urge everyone to vote “no” on 
this bill, and I yield back the balance 
of time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Our colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle today would have you believe 
that the only way you can be pro- 
science is to spend more taxpayer 
money than the Budget Control Act al- 
lows. That is irresponsible. 

If everything is a priority, then noth- 
ing is. Real priorities require making 
real choices. 

If synthetic biology research at NSF 
is a priority, we should stop using the 
American people’s tax dollars to fund 
reviews of animal photographs in Na- 
tional Geographic magazine. If robotics 
and batteries are priorities, we should 
not continue to spend taxpayer dollars 
on climate change musicals. 

H.R. 1806 proves that we can set pri- 
orities, make tough choices, and still 
invest more in breakthrough research 
and innovation. 

I thank the members of the Science 
Committee who provided valuable 
input into H.R. 1806, the America COM- 
PETES Reauthorization Act of 2015; 
and that includes the cosponsors of the 
bill: Committee Vice Chairman FRANK 
LUCAS; all of our subcommittee chairs, 
BARBARA COMSTOCK, RANDY WEBER, 
BARRY LOUDERMILK, and JIM 
BRIDENSTINE; as well as Representa- 
tives STEVE PALAZZO, RANDY 
HULTGREN, STEVE KNIGHT, BRIAN 
BABIN, and JOHN MOOLENAAR. 

I urge the adoption of this pro- 
science, fiscally responsible bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to enter 
into the RECORD an exchange of letters 
between the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology and the Com- 
mittees on Education and the Work- 
force, Oversight and Government Re- 
form, and Energy and Commerce. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE 
WORKFORCE 

Washington, DC, May 4, 2015. 

Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 

Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to con- 
firm our mutual understanding with respect 
to H.R. 1806, the America COMPETES Reau- 
thorization Act of 2015. Thank you for con- 
sulting with the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce with regard to H.R. 1806 
on those matters within the Committee’s ju- 
risdiction. 

In the interest of expediting the House’s 
consideration of H.R. 1806, the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce will forgo fur- 
ther consideration of this bill. However, I do 
so only with the understanding this proce- 
dural route will not be construed to preju- 
dice my Committee’s jurisdictional interest 
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and prerogatives on this bill or any other 

similar legislation and will not be considered 

as precedent for consideration of matters of 
jurisdictional interest to my Committee in 
the future. 

I respectfully request your support for the 
appointment of outside conferees from the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce 
should this bill or a similar bill be consid- 
ered in a conference with the Senate. I also 
request you include our exchange of letters 
on this matter in the Committee Report on 
H.R. 1806 and in the Congressional Record 
during consideration of this bill on the house 
Floor. Thank you for your attention to these 
matters. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN KLINE, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY, 
Washington, DC, May 4, 2015. 

Hon. JOHN KLINE, 

Chairman, Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, Rayburn House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce's jurisdictional in- 
terest in H.R. 1806, the “America COM- 
PETES Reauthorization Act of 2015,” and 
your willingness to forego consideration of 
H.R. 1806 by your committee. 

I agree that the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce has a valid jurisdictional 
interest in certain provisions of H.R. 1806, 
and that the Committee’s jurisdiction will 
not be adversely affected by your decision to 
forego consideration of H.R. 1806. As you 
have requested, I will support your request 
for an appropriate appointment of outside 
conferees from your Committee in the event 
of a House-Senate conference on this or simi- 
lar legislation should such a conference be 
convened. 

Finally, I will include a copy of your letter 
and this response in the Committee Report 
and in the Congressional Record during the 
floor consideration of this bill. Thank you 
again for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOV- 
ERNMENT REFORM, 
Washington, DC, May 4, 2015. 

Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 

Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, Rayburn HOB, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write concerning 
H.R. 1806, the America COMPETES Reau- 
thorization Act of 2015. As you know, the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology received an original referral and the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform a secondary referral when the bill 
was introduced on April 15, 2015. I recognize 
and appreciate your desire to bring this leg- 
islation before the House of Representatives 
in an expeditious manner, and accordingly, 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform will forego action on the bill. 

The Committee takes this action with our 
mutual understanding that by foregoing con- 
sideration of H.R. 1806 at this time, we do 
not waive any jurisdiction over the subject 
matter contained in this or similar legisla- 
tion. Further, I request your support for the 
appointment of conferees from the Com- 
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mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
during any House-Senate conference con- 
vened on this or related legislation. 

Finally, I would ask that a copy of our ex- 
change of letters on this matter be included 
in the bill report filed by the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology, as well as in 
the Congressional Record during floor con- 


sideration, to memorialize our under- 
standing. 
Sincerely, 


JASON CHAFFETZ, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY, 
Washington, DC, May 4, 2015. 

Hon. JASON CHAFFETZ, 

Chairman, Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, Rayburn House Office Build- 
ing, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform’s jurisdictional in- 
terest in H.R. 1806, the ‘‘America COM- 
PETES Reauthorization Act of 2015,” and 
your willingness to forego consideration of 
H.R. 1806 by your committee. 

I agree that the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform has a valid jurisdic- 
tional interest in certain provisions of H.R. 
1806, and that the Committee’s jurisdiction 
will not be adversely affected by your deci- 
sion to forego consideration of H.R. 1806. As 
you have requested, I will support your re- 
quest for an appropriate appointment of out- 
side conferees from your Committee in the 
event of a House-Senate conference on this 
or similar legislation should such a con- 
ference be convened. 

Finally, I will include a copy of your letter 
and this response in the Committee Report 
and in the Congressional Record during the 
floor consideration of this bill. Thank you 
again for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY, 
Washington, DC, May 12, 2015. 

Hon. FRED UPTON, 

Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
Rayburn House Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce’s jurisdictional interest in 
H.R. 1806, the “America COMPETES Reau- 
thorization Act of 2015,” and your willing- 
ness to forego consideration of H.R. 1806 by 
your committee. 

I agree that the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce has a valid jurisdictional interest 
in certain provisions of H.R. 1806, and that 
the Committee’s jurisdiction will not be ad- 
versely affected by your decision to forego 
consideration of H.R. 1806. As you have re- 
quested, I will support your request for an 
appropriate appointment of outside con- 
ferees from your Committee in the event of 
a House-Senate conference on this or similar 
legislation should such a conference be con- 
vened. 

Finally, I will include a copy of your letter 
and this response in the Committee Report 
and in the Congressional Record during the 
floor consideration of this bill. Thank you 
again for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON ENERGY AND COM- 
MERCE, 

Washington, DC, May 11, 2015. 

Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 

Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, Rayburn House Office Build- 
ing, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: I write in regard to 
H.R. 1806, America COMPETES Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2015. As you are aware, the bill 
was referred to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology, but the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce has a jurisdic- 
tional interest in the bill. I wanted to notify 
you that the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce will forgo requesting a sequential re- 
ferral on the bill so that it may proceed ex- 
peditiously to the House floor for consider- 
ation. 

This is done with the understanding that 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce’s 
jurisdictional interests over this and similar 
legislation are in no way diminished or al- 
tered. In addition, the Committee reserves 
the right to seek conferees on H.R. 1806 and 
requests your support when such a request is 
made. 

I would appreciate your response con- 
firming this understanding with respect to 
H.R. 1806 and ask that a copy of our ex- 
change of letters on this matter be included 
in the Congressional Record during consider- 
ation of the bill on the House floor. 

Sincerely, 
FRED UPTON, 
Chairman. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chair, | would like to sub- 
mit for the RECORD my strong opposition to 
H.R. 1806, the America COMPETES Reau- 
thorization Act of 2015. 

This harmful bill undermines key invest- 
ments in science and innovation, as well as 
our nation’s commitment to world class re- 
search, including the research that is taking 
place in my congressional district on the Cen- 
tral Coast of California. 

Specifically, this bill cuts several important 
programs at NSF, including research and de- 
velopment related to climate science, natural 
hazards, and renewable energy. 

Furthermore, H.R. 1806 cripples support for 
international research collaborations—an in- 
strumental tool at UC Santa Barbara, which 
has led to groundbreaking research and pro- 
duced multiple Nobel Prize winners. 

As we move to affirm our nation's leader- 
ship in science and technology, we should be 
working in a bipartisan manner to strengthen 
our investments in scientific research—not 
weaken them. 

This bill is sadly a step backward for Amer- 
ican innovation, and | urge my colleagues to 
oppose H.R. 1806. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, in 2007, fol- 
lowing reports that the United States could 
lose its competitive edge in the global econ- 
omy, Congress came together on a bipartisan 
basis to boost federal research, spur American 
innovation, and maintain our strength in sci- 
entific and technological discovery. We reau- 
thorized that bill, again on a bipartisan basis, 
in 2010. 

Unfortunately, today we have a bill on the 
floor that abandons those bipartisan efforts, 
shortchanges critical research, and unaccept- 
ably interferes in decision-making at our sci- 
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entific institutions. lt makes particularly egre- 
gious cuts to climate change research and ef- 
forts to develop new energy efficiency and re- 
newable energy technologies for a cleaner en- 
ergy future. Climate change is real and we are 
already seeing its impacts across the country. 
But it also provides economic opportunity, if 
we invest in R&D to develop new renewable 
sources and efficiency technologies. This bill 
would jeopardize American innovation in this 
critical area. 

Today's bill also meddles in decision-making 
at our federal research institutions, decreasing 
funding at certain directorates at the National 
Science Foundation and imposing new re- 
quirements in the grant-making process. Our 
science agencies have a robust review proc- 
ess in place to fund the most critical research. 
Politics should have no part in that process. 

Unlike earlier America COMPETES bills that 
were built on broad consensus, HR 1806 is 
opposed by the vast majority of our nation’s 
scientific community. | urge my colleagues to 
listen to these scientists and bring forward a 
bill that invests in American innovation and 
supports the cutting-edge research necessary 
to maintain our leadership in the world. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. POE of 
Texas). All time for general debate has 
expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

In lieu of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, printed in the bill, it shall 
be in order to consider as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment 
under the 5-minute rule an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute consisting 
of the text of Rules Committee Print 
114-15. That amendment in the nature 
of a substitute shall be considered as 
read. 

The text of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute is as follows: 

H.R. 1806 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “America COMPETES Reauthorization Act 
of 2015”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 


Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definitions. 


TITLE I—NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 


Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 102. Findings. 

Sec. 103. Policy objectives. 

Sec. 104. Definitions. 

Sec. 105. Accountability and transparency. 

Sec. 106. Greater accountability in Federal 
funding for research. 

Obligation of major research equip- 
ment and facilities construction 
funds. 

Management and oversight of large fa- 
cilities. 

Whistleblower education. 

Graduate student support. 

Permissible support. 

Expanding STEM opportunities. 

Review of education programs. 


Sec. 107. 


Sec. 108. 
109. 
110. 
111. 
112. 
113. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
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Sec. 114. Recompetition of awards. 

Sec. 115. Sense of the Congress regarding indus- 
try investment in STEM edu- 
cation. 

Sec. 116. Misrepresentation of research results. 

Sec. 117. Research reproducibility and replica- 
tion. 

Sec. 118. Research grant conditions. 

Sec. 119. Computing resources study. 

Sec. 120. Scientific breakthrough prizes. 

Sec. 121. Rotating personnel. 

Sec. 122. Sense of Congress regarding Innova- 
tion Corps. 

Sec. 123. Brain Research through Advancing 
Innovative Neurotechnologies Ini- 
tiative. 

Sec. 124. Noyce scholarship program amend- 
ments. 

Sec. 125. Informal STEM education. 

Sec. 126. Experimental Program to Stimulate 


Competitive Research. 


TITLE II—SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, 
ENGINEERING, AND MATHEMATICS 
201. Findings; sense of Congress. 

202. STEM Education Advisory Panel. 

203. Committee on STEM Education. 

204. STEM Education Coordinating Office. 

TITLE III—OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND 

TECHNOLOGY POLICY 

Authorization of appropriations. 

Regulatory efficiency. 

Coordination of international science 
and technology partnerships. 

Alternative research funding models. 

Amendments to prize competitions. 

United States Chief Technology Offi- 
cer. 

National Research Council study on 
technology for emergency notifi- 
cations on university campuses. 

TITLE IV—NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 

STANDARDS AND TECHNOLOGY 
401. Authorization of appropriations. 
402. Standards and conformity assessment. 
403. Visiting Committee on Advanced Tech- 
nology. 

Police and security authority. 

Education and outreach. 

Programmatic planning report. 

Assessments by the National Research 
Council. 

Hollings Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership. 

Elimination of obsolete reports. 

Modifications to grants and coopera- 
tive agreements. 

Information systems standards con- 
sultation. 

412. United States-Israeli cooperation. 

TITLE V—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

SCIENCE 


Mission. 

Basic energy sciences. 

Advanced scientific 
search. 

High energy physics. 

Biological and environmental 
search. 

Fusion energy. 

Nuclear physics. 

Science laboratories 
program. 

Domestic manufacturing. 

Sec. 510. Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 511. Definitions. 

TITLE VI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
APPLIED RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
Subtitle A—Crosscutting Research and 
Development 
Sec. 601. Crosscutting research and develop- 

ment. 
Sec. 602. Strategic research portfolio analysis 
and coordination plan. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


301. 
302. 
303. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


304. 
305. 
306. 


Sec. 307. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


404. 
405. 
406. 
407. 
Sec. 408. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


409. 
410. 
Sec. 411. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


501. 
502. 
503. computing re- 
Sec. 
Sec. 


504. 
505. re- 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


506. 
507. 
508. infrastructure 


Sec. 509. 
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Sec. 603. Strategy for facilities and infrastruc- 
ture. 


Subtitle B—Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability Research and Development 


Sec. 611. Distributed energy and electric energy 
systems. 

Sec. 612. Electric transmission and distribution 
research and development. 


Subtitle C—Nuclear Energy Research and 
Development 


Objectives. 

Program objectives study. 

Nuclear energy research and develop- 
ment programs. 

Small modular reactor program. 

Fuel cycle research and development. 

Nuclear energy enabling technologies 
program. 

Technical standards collaboration. 

Sec. 628. Available facilities database. 

Sec. 629. Nuclear waste disposal. 


Subtitle D—Energy Efficiency and Renewable 
Energy Research and Development 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


621. 
622. 
623. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


624. 
625. 
626. 


Sec. 627. 


Sec. 641. Energy efficiency. 

Sec. 642. Next Generation Lighting Initiative. 

Sec. 643. Building standards. 

Sec. 644. Secondary electric vehicle battery use 
program. 

Sec. 645. Network for Manufacturing Innova- 
tion Program. 

Sec. 646. Advanced Energy Technology Trans- 
fer Centers. 

Sec. 647. Renewable energy. 

Sec. 648. Bioenergy program. 

Sec. 649. Concentrating solar power research 
program. 

Sec. 650. Renewable energy in public buildings. 
Subtitle E—Fossil Energy Research and 
Development 

Sec. 661. Fossil energy. 

Sec. 662. Coal research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial appli- 
cation programs. 

Sec. 663. High efficiency gas turbines research 


and development. 
Subtitle F—Advanced Research Projects 
Agency—Energy 
Sec. 671. ARPA-E amendments. 
Subtitle G—Authorization of Appropriations 
Sec. 681. Authorization of appropriations. 
Subtitle H—Definitions 
Sec. 691. Definitions. 


TITLE VII—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER 


Subtitle A—In General 


701. Definitions. 
702. Savings clause. 


Subtitle B—Innovation Management at 
Department of Energy 


Under Secretary for Science and En- 
ergy. 

Technology transfer and transitions 
assessment. 

Sec. 713. Sense of Congress. 

Sec. 714. Nuclear energy innovation. 


Subtitle C—Cross-Sector Partnerships and 
Grant Competitiveness 


Agreements for Commercializing Tech- 
nology pilot program. 

Public-private partnerships for com- 
mercialization. 

Inclusion of early-stage technology 
demonstration in authorized tech- 
nology transfer activities. 

Funding competitiveness for institu- 
tions of higher education and 
other nonprofit institutions. 

Participation in the Innovation Corps 
program. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 711. 


Sec. 712. 


Sec. 721. 
Sec. 722. 


Sec. 723. 


Sec. 724. 


Sec. 725. 
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Subtitle D—Assessment of Impact 
Sec. 731. Report by Government Accountability 
Office. 
TITLE VIII—SENSE OF CONGRESS 
Sec. 801. Sense of Congress. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 


In this Act— 

(1) the term “STEM” means the subjects of 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe- 
matics; 


(2) the term “STEM education”? means edu- 
cation in the subjects of STEM, including com- 
puter science; and 

(3) the term “Committee on STEM Education” 
means the Committee on Science, Technology, 
Engineering, and Mathematics Education estab- 
lished under section 101 of the America COM- 
PETES Reauthorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
6621). 


TITLE I—NATIONAL SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 
SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2016.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Foundation $7,597,140,000 
for fiscal year 2016. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $6,186,300,000 shall be made available to 
carry out research and related activities, includ- 
ing— 

(i) $834,800,000 for the Biological Science Di- 
rectorate; 

(ii) $1,050,000,000 for the Computer and Infor- 
mation Science and Engineering Directorate; 

(iii) $1,034,000,000 for the Engineering Direc- 
torate; 

(iv) $1,200,000,000 for the Geosciences Direc- 
torate; 

(v) $1,500,000,000 for the Mathematical and 
Physical Science Directorate; 

(vi) $150,000,000 for the Social, Behavioral, 
and Economics Directorate, of which $50,000,000 
shall be for the National Center for Science and 
Engineering Statistics; 

(vii) $38,520,000 for the Office of International 
Science and Engineering; 

(viii) $377,500,000 for Integrative Activities; 
and 

(ix) $1,480,000 for the United States Arctic 
Commission; 

(B) $866,000,000 shall be made available for 
education and human resources; 

(C) $200,310,000 shall be made available for 
major research equipment and facilities con- 
struction; 

(D) $325,000,000 shall be made available for 
agency operations and award management; 

(E) $4,370,000 shall be made available for the 
Office of the National Science Board; and 

(F) $15,160,000 shall be made available for the 
Office of Inspector General. 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2017.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Foundation $7,597,140,000 
for fiscal year 2017. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $6,186,300,000 shall be made available to 
carry out research and related activities, includ- 
ing— 

(i) $834,800,000 for the Biological Science Di- 
rectorate; 

(ii) $1,050,000,000 for the Computer and Infor- 
mation Science and Engineering Directorate; 

(iii) $1,034,000,000 for the Engineering Direc- 
torate; 

(iv) $1,200,000,000 for the Geosciences Direc- 
torate; 

(v) $1,500,000,000 for the Mathematical and 
Physical Science Directorate; 

(vi) $150,000,000 for the Social, Behavioral, 
and Economics Directorate, of which $50,000,000 
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shall be for the National Center for Science and 
Engineering Statistics; 

(vii) $38,520,000 for the Office of International 
Science and Engineering; 

(viii) $377,500,000 for Integrative Activities; 
and 

(ix) $1,480,000 for the United States Arctic 
Commission; 

(B) $866,000,000 shall be made available for 
education and human resources; 

(C) $200,310,000 shall be made available for 
major research equipment and facilities con- 
struction; 

(D) $325,000,000 shall be made available for 
agency operations and award management; 

(E) $4,370,000 shall be made available for the 
Office of the National Science Board; and 

(F) $15,160,000 shall be made available for the 
Office of Inspector General. 

SEC. 102. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) Taxpayer-supported research investments 
administered by the Foundation should serve 
the national interest. 

(2) The Foundation has made major contribu- 
tions for more than 60 years to strengthen and 
sustain the Nation's academic research enter- 
prise. 

(3) The economic strength and national secu- 
rity of the United States, and the quality of life 
of all Americans, are grounded in the Nation's 
scientific and technological capabilities. 

(4) Providing support for basic research is an 
investment in our Nation's future security and 
economic prosperity. 

(5) Congress applauds the Foundation's rec- 
ognition that wise stewardship of taxpayer dol- 
lars is necessary to maintain and ensure the 
public’s trust for funding of fundamental sci- 
entific and engineering research. 

(6) Other nations are increasing their public 
investments in basic research in the physical 
sciences in order to boost long-term economic 


growth. 

(7) Longstanding United States leadership in 
supercomputing, genomics, nanoscience, 
photonics, quantum physics, and other key 


technological areas is jeopardized if United 
States investments in basic research in the nat- 
ural sciences do not keep pace. 

(8) Redundant regulations and reporting re- 
quirements imposed by Federal agencies on re- 
search institutions and researchers increase 
costs by tens of millions of dollars annually. 

(9) The Foundation carries out important 
functions by supporting basic research in all 
science and engineering disciplines and in sup- 
porting STEM education at all levels. 

(10) The research and education activities of 
the Foundation promote the discovery, integra- 
tion, dissemination, and application of new 
knowledge in service to society and prepare fu- 
ture generations of scientists, mathematicians, 
and engineers who will be necessary to ensure 
America's leadership in the global marketplace. 

(11) Many of the complex problems and chal- 
lenges facing the Nation increasingly require 
the collaboration of multiple scientific dis- 
ciplines. The Foundation should continue to 
emphasize cross-directorate research collabora- 
tion and activities to address these issues and 
encourage interdisciplinary research. 

(12) The Foundation should meet the highest 
standards of efficiency, transparency, and ac- 
countability in its stewardship of public funds. 

(13) The Foundation is charged with the re- 
sponsibilities— 

(A) to develop and encourage the pursuit of a 
national policy for the promotion of basic re- 
search and education in the sciences; 

(B) to initiate, support, and conduct basic sci- 
entific research and to appraise the impact of 
research on industrial development and the gen- 
eral welfare; 


May 20, 2015 


(C) to initiate, support, and conduct scientific 
research activities in connection with matters 
relating to the national defense, at the request 
of the Secretary of Defense; 

(D) to award scholarships and graduate fel- 
lowships in the sciences; 

(E) to foster the interchange of scientific in- 
formation among scientists and across scientific 
disciplines; 

(F) to evaluate scientific research programs 
undertaken by agencies of the Federal Govern- 
ment, and to correlate the Foundation’s sci- 
entific research with that undertaken by indi- 
viduals and by public and private research 
groups; 

(G) to communicate effectively to American 
citizens the relevance of public investments in 
scientific discovery and technological innova- 
tion to the Nation’s security, prosperity, and 
welfare; and 

(H) to establish such special commissions as 
the Board considers necessary. 

(14) The emerging global economic, scientific, 
and technical environment challenges long 
standing assumptions about domestic and inter- 
national policy, requiring the Foundation to 
play a more proactive role in sustaining the 
competitive advantage of the United States 
through superior research capabilities. 

SEC. 103. POLICY OBJECTIVES. 

In allocating resources made available under 
this title, the Foundation shall have the fol- 
lowing policy objectives: 

(1) To renew and maintain the Nation’s inter- 
national leadership in science and technology 
by— 

(A) increasing the national investment in 
basic scientific research and increasing inter- 
disciplinary investment in strategic areas vital 
to the national interest; 

(B) balancing the Nation’s research portfolio 
among the life sciences, mathematics, the phys- 
ical sciences, computer and information science, 
geosciences, engineering, and social, behavioral, 
and economic sciences, all of which are impor- 
tant for the continued development of enabling 
technologies necessary for sustained economic 
competitiveness; 

(C) encouraging investments in potentially 
transformative scientific research to benefit our 
Nation and its citizens; 

(D) expanding the pool of scientists and engi- 
neers in the United States, including among seg- 
ments of the population that have been histori- 
cally underrepresented in STEM fields; and 

(E) modernizing the Nation’s research infra- 
structure and establishing and maintaining co- 
operative international relationships with pre- 
mier research institutions. 

(2) To increase overall workforce skills by— 

(A) improving the quality of STEM education 
and tools provided both inside and outside of 
the classroom, including in kindergarten 
through grade 12; and 

(B) expanding STEM training opportunities 
at institutions of higher education. 

(3) To strengthen innovation by expanding 
the focus of competitiveness and innovation at 
the regional and local level. 

SEC. 104. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) BOARD.—The term “Board” means the Na- 
tional Science Board. 


(2) DIRECTOR.—The term “Director”? means 
the Director of the Foundation. 
(3) FOUNDATION.—The term “Foundation” 


means the National Science Foundation estab- 
lished under section 2 of the National Science 
Foundation Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1861). 

(4) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term “institution of higher education” has the 
meaning given such term in section 101(a) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001(a)). 
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(5) STATE.—The term “State”? means one of 
the several States, the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Is- 
lands, Guam, American Samoa, the Common- 
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, or any 
other territory or possession of the United 
States. 

(6) UNITED STATES.—The term “United States”” 
means the several States, the District of Colum- 
bia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Vir- 
gin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, the Com- 
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, 
and any other territory or possession of the 
United States. 

SEC. 105. ACCOUNTABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) sustained, predictable Federal funding is 
essential to United States leadership in science 
and technology; 

(2) building understanding of and confidence 
in investments in basic research are essential to 
public support for sustained, predictable Federal 
funding; and 

(3) the Foundation should commit itself fully 
to transparency and accountability and to 
clear, consistent public communication regard- 
ing the national interest for each Foundation- 
awarded grant and cooperative agreement. 

SEC. 106. GREATER ACCOUNTABILITY IN FED- 
ERAL FUNDING FOR RESEARCH. 

(a) STANDARD FOR AWARD OF GRANTS.—The 
Foundation shall award Federal funding for 
basic research and education in the sciences 
through a new research grant or cooperative 
agreement only if an affirmative determination 
is made by the Foundation under subsection (b) 
and written justification relating thereto is pub- 
lished under subsection (c). 

(b) DETERMINATION.—A determination re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) is a justification by 
the responsible Foundation official as to how 
the research grant or cooperative agreement pro- 
motes the progress of science in the United 
States, consistent with the Foundation mission 
as established in the National Science Founda- 
tion Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1861 et seq.), and fur- 
ther— 

(1) is worthy of Federal funding; and 

(2) is in the national interest, as indicated by 
having the potential to achieve— 

(A) increased economic competitiveness in the 
United States; 

(B) advancement of the health and welfare of 
the American public; 

(C) development of an American STEM work- 
force that is globally competitive; 

(D) increased public scientific literacy and 
public engagement with science and technology 
in the United States; 

(E) increased partnerships between academia 
and industry in the United States; 

(F) support for the national defense of the 
United States; or 

(G) promotion of the progress of science in the 
United States. 

(c) WRITTEN JUSTIFICATION.—Public an- 
nouncement of each award of Federal funding 
described in subsection (a) shall include a writ- 
ten justification from the responsible Founda- 
tion official as to how a grant or cooperative 
agreement meets the requirements of subsection 
(b). 
(d) IMPLEMENTATION.—A determination under 
subsection (b) shall be made after a research 
grant or cooperative agreement proposal has 
satisfied the Foundation's reviews for Merit and 
Broader Impacts. Nothing in this section shall 
be construed as altering the Foundation’s intel- 
lectual merit or broader impacts criteria for 
evaluating grant applications. 

SEC. 107. OBLIGATION OF MAJOR RESEARCH 
EQUIPMENT AND FACILITIES CON- 
STRUCTION FUNDS. 

No funds may be obligated for a fiscal year for 
a construction project for the Foundation that 
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has not commenced before the date of enactment 
of this Act until 30 days after the report re- 
quired with respect to each such fiscal year 
under section 14(a)(2) of the National Science 
Foundation Authorization Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 
1862n-4(a)(2)) is transmitted to the Congress. 
SEC. 108. MANAGEMENT AND OVERSIGHT 
LARGE FACILITIES. 

(a) LARGE FACILITIES OFFICE.—The Director 
shall maintain a Large Facilities Office within 
the Office of the Director. The functions of the 
Large Facilities Office shall be to support the 
research directorates in the development, imple- 
mentation, and assessment of major multi-user 
research facilities, including by— 

(1) serving as the Foundation’s primary re- 
source for all policy or process issues related to 
the development and implementation of major 
multi-user research facilities; 

(2) serving as a Foundation-wide resource on 
project management, including providing expert 
assistance on nonscientific and nontechnical as- 
pects of project planning, budgeting, implemen- 
tation, management, and oversight; 

(3) coordinating and collaborating with re- 
search directorates to share best management 
practices and lessons learned from prior 
projects; and 

(4) assessing projects during preconstruction 
and construction phases for cost and schedule 
risk. 

(b) OVERSIGHT OF LARGE FACILITIES.—The Di- 
rector shall appoint a senior agency official 
within the Office of the Director whose primary 
responsibility is oversight of major multi-user re- 
search facilities. The duties of this official shall 
include— 

(1) oversight of the development, construction, 
and operation of major multi-user research fa- 
cilities across the Foundation; 

(2) in collaboration with the directors of the 
research directorates and other senior agency 
officials as appropriate, ensuring that the re- 
quirements of section 14(a) of the National 
Science Foundation Authorization Act of 2002 
are satisfied; 

(3) serving as a liaison to the National Science 
Board for approval and oversight of major 
multi-user research facilities; and 

(4) periodically reviewing and updating as 
necessary Foundation policies and guidelines 
for the development and construction of major 
multi-user research facilities. 

(c) POLICIES FOR LARGE FACILITY COSTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall ensure 
that the Foundation’s policies for developing 
and managing major multi-user research facility 
construction costs are consistent with the best 
practices described in the March 2009 Govern- 
ment Accountability Office Report GAO-09-3SP, 
or any successor report thereto. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 12 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Director 
shall submit to Congress the results of a study 
and a report reforming the Foundation’s policies 
on financial management of major multi-user re- 
search facilities, including a description of any 
aspects of the policies that diverge from the best 
practices recommended in Government Account- 
ability Office Report GAO-09-3SP and the Uni- 
form Guidance in 2 C.F.R. Part 200. 

(3) MANAGEMENT FEES.— 

(A) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the term 
“management fee’’ means a portion of an award 
made by the Foundation for the purpose of cov- 
ering ordinary and necessary business expenses 
necessary to maintain operational stability 
which are not otherwise allowable under Cost 
Principles Uniform Guidance in 2 C.F.R. part 
200, Subpart E, , or any successor regulation 
thereto. 

(B) LIMITATION.—The Foundation may pro- 
vide management fees under an award only if 
the awardee has demonstrated that it has lim- 
ited or no other financial resources for covering 


OF 


7418 


the expenses for which the management fees are 
sought. 

(C) FINANCIAL INFORMATION.—The Founda- 
tion shall require award applicants to provide 
income and financial information covering a pe- 
riod of no less than three prior years (or in the 
case of an entity established less than three 
years prior to the entity’s application date, the 
period beginning on the date of establishment 
and ending on the application date), including 
cash on hand and net asset information, in sup- 
port of a request for management fees. The 
Foundation shall also require awardees to re- 
port to the Foundation, within 30 days of re- 
ceipt, any sources of non-Federal funds received 
in excess of $50,000 during the award period. 

(D) EXPENSE REPORTING.—The Foundation 
shall require awardees to track and report to the 
Foundation annually all expenses reimbursed or 
otherwise paid for with management fee funds, 
in accordance with Federal accounting practices 
as established in Government Accountability Of- 
fice Report GAO-12-331G, or any successor re- 
port thereto. 

(E) AUDITS.—The Inspector General of the 
Foundation may audit any Foundation award 
for compliance with this paragraph. 

(F) PROHIBITED USES.—An awardee may not 
use management fees for— 

(i) costs allowable under Cost Principles Uni- 
form Guidance in 2 C.F.R. part 200, Subpart E, 
or any successor regulation thereto; 

(ii) alcoholic beverages; 

(iii) tickets to concerts, or sporting and other 
entertainment events; 

(iv) vacation or other travel for nonbusiness 
purposes; 

(v) charitable contributions; 

(vi) social or sporting club memberships; 

(vii) meals for nonbusiness purposes; 

(viii) luxury or personal items; 

(ix) lobbying, as described in the Uniform 
Guidance at 2 C.F.R. 200.450; or 

(x) any other purpose the Foundation deter- 
mines is inappropriate. 

(G) REVIEW.—The Foundation shall review 
management fee usage under each Foundation 
award on at least an annual basis for compli- 
ance with this paragraph and the Foundation’s 
Large Facilities Manual. 

(4) REPORT.—Not later than 12 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Director 
shall submit to Congress a report describing the 
Foundation’s policies for developing and man- 
aging major multi-user research facility con- 
struction costs, including a description of any 
aspects of the policies that diverge from the best 
practices recommended in Government Account- 
ability Office Report GAO-09-3SP, or any suc- 
cessor report thereto, and the Uniform Guidance 
in 2 C.F.R. part 200. 

SEC. 109. WHISTLEBLOWER EDUCATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Foundation shall be 
subject to section 4712 of title 41, United States 
Code. 

(b) EDUCATION AND TRAINING.—The Founda- 
tion shall provide education and training for 
Foundation managers and staff on the require- 
ments of such section 4712, and provide informa- 
tion on the law to all grantees, contractors, and 
employees of such grantees and contractors. 
SEC. 110. GRADUATE STUDENT SUPPORT. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the essential elements of the NSF 
Research Traineeship Program, formerly the In- 
tegrative Graduate Education and Research 
Traineeship program, (or any successor thereto) 
should be maintained, including— 

(1) collaborative research that transcends tra- 
ditional disciplinary boundaries to solve large 
and complex research problems of significant 
scientific and societal importance; and 

(2) providing students the opportunity to be- 
come leaders in the science and engineering of 
the future. 
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(b) MODELS FOR SUPPORT.—The Director shall 
enter into an agreement with the National Re- 
search Council to convene a workshop or round- 
table to examine models of Federal support for 
STEM graduate students, including the Foun- 
dation’s Graduate Research Fellowship program 
and comparable fellowship programs at other 
agencies, traineeship programs, and the re- 
search assistant model. 

(c) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the workshop or 
roundtable shall be to compare and evaluate the 
extent to which each of these models helps to 
prepare graduate students for diverse careers 
utilizing STEM degrees, including at diverse 
types of institutions of higher education, in in- 
dustry, and at government agencies and re- 
search laboratories, and to make recommenda- 
tions regarding— 

(1) how current Federal programs and models, 
including programs and models at the Founda- 
tion, can be improved; 

(2) the appropriateness of the current distribu- 
tion of funding among the different models at 
the Foundation and across the agencies; and 

(3) the appropriateness of creating a new edu- 
cation and training program for graduate stu- 
dents distinct from programs that provide direct 
financial support, including the grants author- 
ized in section 527 of the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 1862p-15). 

(d) CRITERIA.—At a minimum, in comparing 
programs and models, the workshop or round- 
table participants shall consider the capacity of 
such programs or models to provide students 
with knowledge and skills— 

(1) to become independent, creative, successful 
researchers; 

(2) to participate in large interdisciplinary re- 
search projects, including in an international 
context; 

(3) to adhere to the highest standards for re- 
search ethics; 

(4) to become high-quality teachers utilizing 
the most currently available evidence-based ped- 
agogy; 

(5) in oral and written communication, to both 
technical and nontechnical audiences; 

(6) in innovation, entrepreneurship, and busi- 
ness ethics; and 

(7) in program management. 

(e) GRADUATE STUDENT INPUT.—The partici- 
pants in the workshop or roundtable shall in- 
clude current or recent STEM graduate stu- 
dents. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the National Re- 
search Council shall submit to Congress a sum- 
mary report of the findings and recommenda- 
tions of the workshop or roundtable convened 
under this section. 

SEC. 111. PERMISSIBLE SUPPORT. 

A grant made by the Education and Human 
Resources Directorate to support informal edu- 
cation may be used— 

(1) to support the participation of underrep- 
resented students in nonprofit competitions, out- 
of-school activities, and field experiences related 
to STEM subjects (such as robotics, science re- 
search, invention, mathematics, and technology 
competitions), including— 

(A) the purchase of parts and supplies needed 
to participate in such competitions; and 

(B) incentives and stipends for teachers and 
instructional leaders who are involved in assist- 
ing students and preparing students for such 
competitions, if such activities fall outside the 
regular duties and responsibilities of such teach- 
ers and instructional leaders; and 

(2) to broaden underrepresented secondary 
school students” access to, and interest in, ca- 
reers that require academic preparation in 
STEM subjects. 

SEC. 112. EXPANDING STEM OPPORTUNITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Within the Directorate for 

Education and Human Resources (or any suc- 


May 20, 2015 


cessor thereto), under existing programs tar- 
geting broadening participation, the Director 
shall provide grants on a merit-reviewed, com- 
petitive basis for research on programming that 
engages underrepresented students in grades 
kindergarten through 8 in STEM. 

(b) USE OF FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Grants awarded under this 
section shall be used for research to advance the 
engagement of underrepresented students in 
grades kindergarten through 8 in STEM 
through the development and implementation of 
innovative before-school, after-school, out-of- 
school, or summer activities, including programs 
(if applicable to the target population) provided 
in a single-gender environment, that are de- 
signed to encourage interest, engagement, and 
skills development of underrepresented students 
in STEM. Such research shall be conducted in 
learning environments that actively provide pro- 
gramming to underrepresented students in 
grades kindergarten through 8 in STEM. 

(2) PERMITTED ACTIVITIES.—Such activities 
may include— 

(A) the development and implementation of 
programming described in subsection (a) for the 
purpose of research; 

(B) the use of a variety of engagement meth- 
ods, including cooperative and hands-on learn- 
ing; 

(C) exposure of underrepresented youth to role 
models in the fields of STEM, including re- 
searchers in the National Laboratories, and 
nearpeer mentors; 

(D) training of informal learning educators 
and youth-serving professionals using evidence- 
based methods consistent with the target stu- 
dent population being served; 

(E) education of students on the relevance 
and significance of STEM careers, provision of 
academic advice and assistance, and activities 
designed to help students make real-world con- 
nections to STEM content activities; 

(F) the attendance of underrepresented youth 
at events, competitions, and academic programs 
to provide content expertise and encourage ca- 
reer exposure in STEM; 

(G) activities designed to engage parents of 
underrepresented youth; 

(H) innovative strategies to engage underrep- 
resented youth, such as using leadership skill 
outcome measures to encourage youth with the 
confidence to pursue STEM coursework and 
academic study; 

(1) coordination with STEM-rich environ- 
ments, including other nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental organizations, classroom and out-of- 
classroom settings, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, vocational facilities, corporations, muse- 
ums, National Laboratories, or science centers; 
and 

(J) the acquisition of instructional materials 
or technology-based tools to conduct applicable 
grant activity. 

(C) APPLICATION.—An applicant seeking fund- 
ing under the section shall submit an applica- 
tion at such time, in such manner, and con- 
taining such information as may be required. 
The application shall include, at a minimum, 
the following: 

(1) A description of the target audience to be 
served by the program. 

(2) A description of the process for recruitment 
and selection of students, as appropriate. 

(3) A description of how such research activity 
may inform programming that engages under- 
represented students in grades kindergarten 
through 8 in STEM. 

(4) A description of how such research activity 
may inform programming that promotes student 
academic achievement in STEM. 

(5) An evaluation plan that includes, at a 
minimum, the use of outcome-oriented measures 
to determine the impact and efficacy of activi- 
ties being researched. 
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(d) AWARDS.—In awarding grants under this 
section, the Director shall give priority to appli- 
cants which, for the purpose of grant activity, 
include or partner with a nonprofit, nongovern- 
mental organization that has extensive experi- 
ence and expertise in increasing the participa- 
tion of underrepresented students in STEM. 

(e) ACCOUNTABILITY AND DISSEMINATION.— 

(1) EVALUATION REQUIRED.—Not later than 5 
years after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Director shall evaluate the grants provided 
under this section. In addition to evaluating the 
effectiveness of the grant activities, such eval- 
uation shall— 

(A) use a common set of benchmarks and as- 
sessment tools to identify best practices and ma- 
terials developed or demonstrated by the re- 
search; and 

(B) to the extent practicable, combine the re- 
search resulting from the grant activity with the 
current research on serving underrepresented 
students in grades kindergarten through 8. 

(2) REPORT ON EVALUATIONS.—Not later than 
180 days after the completion of the evaluation 
under paragraph (1), the Director shall submit 
to Congress and make widely available to the 
public a report that includes— 

(A) the results of the evaluation; and 

(B) any recommendations for administrative 
and legislative action that could optimize the ef- 
fectiveness of the program. 

(f) COORDINATION.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Director shall consult, cooperate, and 
coordinate, to enhance program effectiveness 
and to avoid duplication, with the programs 
and policies of other relevant Federal agencies. 
SEC. 113. REVIEW OF EDUCATION PROGRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall review 
the education programs of the Foundation that 
are in operation as of the date of enactment of 
this Act to determine— 

(1) whether any of such programs duplicate 
target groups, services provided, fields of focus, 
or objectives; and 

(2) how those programs are being evaluated 
and assessed for outcome-oriented effectiveness. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter as part of the annual budget submis- 
sion to Congress, the Director shall complete a 
report on the review carried out under this sec- 
tion and shall submit the report to the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives, and to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions, and the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate, and shall make the report widely 
available to the public. 

SEC. 114. RECOMPETITION OF AWARDS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that— 

(1) the merit-reviewed competition of grant 
and award proposals is a hallmark of the Foun- 
dation grant and award making process; 

(2) the majority of Foundation-funded multi- 
user research facilities have transitioned to five- 
year cooperative agreements, and every five 
years the program officer responsible for the fa- 
cility makes a recommendation to the National 
Science Board as to the renewal, recompetition, 
or termination of support for the facility; and 

(3) requiring the recompetition of expiring 
awards is based on the conviction that competi- 
tion is most likely to ensure the effective stew- 
ardship of Foundation funds for supporting re- 
search and education. 

(b) RECOMPETITION.—The Director shall en- 
sure that the system for recompetition of Main- 
tenance and Operations of facilities, equipment 
and instrumentation is fair, consistent, and 
transparent and is applied in a manner that re- 
news grants and awards in a timely manner. 
The Director shall periodically evaluate whether 
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the criteria of the system are being applied in a 

manner that is transparent, reliable, and valid. 

SEC. 115. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS REGARDING 
INDUSTRY INVESTMENT IN STEM 
EDUCATION. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) in order to bolster the STEM workforce 
pipeline, many industry sectors are becoming in- 
volved in K-12 initiatives and supporting under- 
graduate and graduate work in STEM subject 
areas and fields; 

(2) partnerships with education providers, 
STEM focused competitions, and other opportu- 
nities have become important aspects of private 
sector efforts to strengthen the STEM work- 
force; 

(3) understanding the work that private sector 
organizations are undertaking in STEM fields 
should inform the Federal Government’s role in 
STEM education; and 

(4) successful private sector STEM initiatives, 
as reflected by measurements of relevant out- 
comes, should be encouraged and supported by 
the Foundation. 

SEC. 116. MISREPRESENTATION 
RESULTS. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—The findings and conclu- 
sions of any article authored by a principal in- 
vestigator receiving a research grant from the 
Foundation, using the results of the research 
conducted under the grant, that is published in 
a peer-reviewed publication, otherwise made 
publicly available, or incorporated in an appli- 
cation for a research grant or grant extension 
from the Foundation may not contain any fal- 
sification, fabrication, or plagiarism, as estab- 
lished in the Foundation’s Research Misconduct 
regulation (45 C.F.R. 689). 

(b) PUBLICATION.—The Director shall make 
publicly available any finding that research 
misconduct (as defined in 45 C.F.R. 689) has 
been committed, including the name of the prin- 
cipal investigator, within 30 days of the final 
administration action of the Foundation. 

SEC. 117. RESEARCH REPRODUCIBILITY AND REP- 
LICATION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the gold standard of good science is the 
ability of a researcher or research lab to repro- 
duce a published method and finding; 

(2) there is growing concern that some pub- 
lished research findings cannot be reproduced or 
replicated, which can negatively affect the 
public’s trust in science; 

(3) there are a complex set of factors affecting 
reproducibility and replication; and 

(4) the increasing interdisciplinary nature and 
complexity of scientific research may be a con- 
tributing factor to issues with research repro- 
ducibility and replication. 

(b) REPORT.—The Director shall— 

(1) not later than 45 days after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, enter into an agreement 
with the National Research Council to provide, 
within 18 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act, a report to assess research and data re- 
producibility and replicability issues in inter- 
disciplinary research and to make recommenda- 
tions on how to improve rigor and transparency 
in scientific research; and 

(2) not later than 60 days after receiving the 
results of the assessment under paragraph (1), 
submit a report to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate on 
the findings of the assessment, together with the 
agreement or disagreement of the Director and 
Board with each of its findings and rec- 
ommendations. 

SEC. 118. RESEARCH GRANT CONDITIONS. 

The Foundation shall establish procedures to 

ensure that— 
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(1) a research grant awarded by the Founda- 
tion to a principal investigator supports a scope 
of work not otherwise being directly funded by 
grants provided by other Federal agencies; 

(2) a principal investigator includes in any 
application for a research grant awarded by the 
Foundation a list of all Federal research fund- 
ing received by the principal investigator, as 
well as any funding that is being requested as of 
that time; 

(3) unpublished research results used to sup- 
port a grant proposal made to the Foundation 
do not include any knowing misrepresentations 
of data; 

(4) principal investigators who receive Foun- 
dation research grant funding under more than 
one grant at the same time have sufficient re- 
sources to conduct the proposed research under 
each of those grants appropriately under the 
terms of the grant; and 

(5) barriers to early career and new investi- 
gator applicants are addressed, including taking 
into account the broader accomplishments and 
potential of the individual investigator in addi- 
tion to the potential impact of the project. 

SEC. 119. COMPUTING RESOURCES STUDY. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General shall 
transmit to the Congress a report detailing the 
results of a study on the use of scientific com- 
puting resources funded by the Foundation at 
institutions of higher education. Such study 
shall assess— 

(1) efficiencies that can be achieved by using 
shared scientific computing resources for 
projects that have similar scientific computing 
requirements or projects where specialized soft- 
ware solutions could be shared with other prac- 
titioners in the scientific community; 

(2) efficiencies that can be achieved by using 
shared hardware that can be cost effectively 
procured from cloud computing services; 

(3) efficiencies that can be achieved by using 
shared software from an open source repository 
or platform; and 

(4) cost savings that could be achieved by po- 
tential sharing of scientific computing resources 
across all Foundation grants. 

SEC. 120. SCIENTIFIC BREAKTHROUGH PRIZES. 

The Director shall place a high priority on de- 
signing and administering pilot programs for 
scientific breakthrough prizes, in conjunction 
with private entities, that are consistent with 
Office of Science and Technology Policy guide- 
lines. Breakthrough prizes shall center around 
technological breakthroughs that are of stra- 
tegic importance to the Nation, and have the ca- 
pacity to spur new economic growth. 

SEC. 121. ROTATING PERSONNEL. 

In order to control the costs to the Foundation 
of individuals employed pursuant to the Inter- 
governmental Personnel Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 
4701 note)— 

(1) the Foundation shall provide to Congress a 
written justification and waiver by the Deputy 
Director in instances in which such an indi- 
vidual is to be paid at a rate that exceeds the 
maximum rate of pay for the Senior Executive 
Service, including, if applicable, adjustment for 
the certified Senior Executive Service Perform- 
ance Appraisal System; 

(2) the Foundation shall provide to Congress a 
written justification and waiver by the Director 
in instances in which such an individual is to be 
paid at a rate that exceeds the annual salary 
rate of the Vice President of the United States; 
and 

(3) the Foundation shall provide an annual 
report to Congress on the costs to the Founda- 
tion of employing such individuals, including— 

(A) the timeliness and completeness of Foun- 
dation actions in response to recommendations 
and findings from the Office of Inspector Gen- 
eral related to the employment of such individ- 
uals; 
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(B) actions taken by the Foundation to reduce 
the cost to the Foundation of the employment of 
such individuals at pay levels that exceed the 
threshold described in paragraph (1); 

(C) the value to the Foundation of employing 
individuals pursuant to the Intergovernmental 
Personnel Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 4701 note) 
whose pay is set below the threshold described 
in paragraph (1); and 

(D) the value to the Foundation of employing 
individuals who are not permanent employees 
whose pay requires a justification and waiver 
under paragraph (1) or (2). 

SEC. 122. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING IN- 
NOVATION CORPS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) the Foundation’s Innovation Corps (I- 
Corps) was established to foster a national inno- 
vation ecosystem by encouraging institutions, 
scientists, engineers, and entrepreneurs to iden- 
tify and explore the innovation and commercial 
potential of Foundation-funded research well 
beyond the laboratory; 

(2) the Foundation’s I-Corps includes invest- 
ment in entrepreneurship and commercialization 
education, training, and mentoring, ultimately 
leading to the practical deployment of tech- 
nologies, products, processes, and services that 
improve the Nation’s competitiveness, promote 
economic growth, and benefit society; and 

(3) by building networks of entrepreneurs, 
educators, mentors, institutions, and collabora- 
tions, and supporting specialized education and 
training, I-Corps is at the leading edge of a 
strong, lasting foundation for an American in- 
novation ecosystem. 

SEC. 123. BRAIN RESEARCH THROUGH ADVANC- 
ING INNOVATIVE NEUROTECH- 
NOLOGIES INITIATIVE. 

The Foundation shall support research activi- 
ties related to the Brain Research through Ad- 
vancing Innovative Neurotechnologies Initia- 
tive. The Foundation is encouraged to work in 
conjunction with the Interagency Working 
Group on Neuroscience (IWGN) to determine 
how to use the data infrastructure of the Foun- 
dation and other applicable agencies to help 
neuroscientists collect, standardize, manage, 
and analyze the large amounts of data that will 
result from research attempting to understand 
how the brain functions. 

SEC. 124. NOYCE SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 
AMENDMENTS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 10A of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation Authorization Act of 
2002 (42 U.S.C. 1862n—1a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)(B), by inserting 
bachelor’s” after ‘‘master’s’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking “and” at the end of paragraph 
(2)(B); 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by inserting “for teachers with master’s de- 
grees in their field” after “Teaching Fellow- 
ships”; and 

(ii) by striking the period at the end of sub- 
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“*(4) in the case of National Science Founda- 
tion Master Teaching Fellowships for teachers 
with bachelor’s degrees in their field and work- 
ing toward a master’s degree— 

“(A) offering academic courses leading to a 
master’s degree and leadership training to pre- 
pare individuals to become master teachers in el- 
ementary and secondary schools; and 

“(B) offering programs both during and after 
matriculation in the program for which the fel- 
lowship is received to enable fellows to become 
highly effective mathematics and science teach- 
ers, including mentoring, training, induction, 
and professional development activities, to ful- 
fill the service requirements of this section, in- 
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cluding the requirements of subsection (e), and 
to exchange ideas with others in their fields.’’; 

(3) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘subsection 
(9)” and inserting ‘‘subsection (h)’’; 

(4) by redesignating subsections (g) through 
(i) as subsections (h) through (j), respectively; 
and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

“(g) SUPPORT FOR MASTER TEACHING FEL- 
LOWS WHILE ENROLLED IN A MASTER’S DEGREE 
PROGRAM.—A National Science Foundation 
Master Teacher Fellow may receive a maximum 
of 1 year of fellowship support while enrolled in 
a master’s degree program as described in sub- 
section (c)(4)(A), except that if such fellow is en- 
rolled in a part-time program, such amount 
shall be prorated according to the length of the 
program.””. 

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 10(i)(5) of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation Authorization Act of 
2002 (42 U.S.C. 1862n—1(i)(5)) is amended by in- 
serting “computer science,” after “means a 
science,””. 

SEC. 125. INFORMAL STEM EDUCATION. 

(a) GRANTS.—The Director, through the Direc- 
torate for Education and Human Resources, 
shall continue to award competitive, merit-re- 
viewed grants to support— 

(1) research and development of innovative 
out-of-school STEM learning and emerging 
STEM learning environments in order to im- 
prove STEM learning outcomes and engagement 
in STEM; and 

(2) research that advances the field of infor- 
mal STEM education. 

(b) USES OF FUNDS.—Activities supported by 
grants under this section may encompass a sin- 
gle STEM discipline, multiple STEM disciplines, 
or integrative STEM initiatives and shall in- 
clude— 

(1) research and development that improves 
our understanding of learning and engagement 
in informal environments, including the role of 
informal environments in broadening participa- 
tion in STEM; and 

(2) design and testing of innovative STEM 
learning models, programs, and other resources 
for informal learning environments to improve 
STEM learning outcomes and increase engage- 
ment for K-12 students, K-12 teachers, and the 
general public, including design and testing of 
the scalability of models, programs, and other 
resources. 

SEC. 126. EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM TO STIMU- 
LATE COMPETITIVE RESEARCH. 

The Foundation shall continue to operate a 
robust Experimental Program to Stimulate Com- 
petitive Research (EPSCoR). The EPSCoR pro- 
gram helps ensure that academic research insti- 
tutions in more than half the States develop a 
strong research infrastructure and participate 
fully in federally funded research activities. The 
program should be a high priority for the Foun- 
dation. 

TITLE II—SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, 
ENGINEERING, AND MATHEMATICS 
SEC. 201. FINDINGS; SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 

(1) According to the National Science Board’s 
Science and Engineering Indicators, the science 
and engineering workforce has shown sustained 
growth for more than half a century, and work- 
ers with science and engineering degrees tend to 
earn more than comparable workers in other 
fields. 

(2) According to the Program for International 
Student Assessment 2012 results, America lags 
behind many other nations in STEM education. 
American students rank 21st in science and 26th 
in mathematics. 

(3) Junior Achievement USA and ING found a 
decrease of 25 percent in the percentage of teen- 
age students interested in STEM careers. 
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(4) According to a 2007 report from the De- 
partment of Labor, industries and firms depend- 
ent on a strong science and mathematics work- 
force have launched a variety of programs that 
target K-12 students and undergraduate and 
graduate students in STEM fields. 

(5) The Federal Government spends nearly 83 
billion annually on STEM education related 
program and activities, but encouraging STEM 
education activities beyond the scope of the 
Federal Government, including privately spon- 
sored competitions and programs in our schools, 
is crucial to the future technical and economic 
competitiveness of the United States. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) more effective coordination and adoption 
of performance measurement based on objective 
outcomes for federally supported STEM pro- 
grams is needed; 

(2) leveraging private and nonprofit invest- 
ments in STEM education will be essential to 
strengthening the Federal STEM portfolio; 

(3) strengthening the Federal STEM portfolio 
may require program consolidations and termi- 
nations, but such changes should be based on 
evidence with stakeholder input; 

(4) coordinating STEM programs and activi- 
ties across the Federal Government in order to 
limit duplication and engage stakeholders in 
STEM programs and related activities for which 
objective outcomes can be measured will bolster 
results of Federal STEM education programs, 
improve the return on taxpayers’ investments in 
STEM education programs, and in turn 
strengthen the United States economy; and 

(5) as the Committee on STEM Education im- 
plements the 5-year Strategic Plan for Federal 
STEM education required under section 
101(b)(5) of the America COMPETES Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 6621(b)(5)), STEM 
education stakeholders must be engaged and 
outcome-based evaluation metrics should be con- 
sidered in the coordination and consolidation 
efforts for the Federal STEM portfolio. 

SEC. 202. STEM EDUCATION ADVISORY PANEL. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The President shall es- 
tablish or designate a STEM Education Advi- 
sory Panel that incorporates key stakeholders 
from the education and industry sectors. The 
co-chairs shall be members of the President’s 
Council of Advisors on Science and Technology. 

(b) QUALIFICATIONS.. The Advisory Panel es- 
tablished or designated by the President under 
subsection (a) shall consist primarily of members 
from academic institutions, nonprofit organiza- 
tions, and industry and shall include in-school, 
out-of-school, and informal educational practi- 
tioners. Members of the Advisory Panel shall be 
qualified to provide advice and information on 
STEM education research, development, train- 
ing, implementation, interventions, professional 
development, or workforce needs or concerns. In 
selecting or designating an Advisory Panel, the 
President may also seek and give consideration 
to recommendations from the Congress, indus- 
try, the scientific community (including the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences, scientific profes- 
sional societies, and academia), State and local 
governments, and other appropriate organiza- 
tions. 

(c) DUTIES.—The Advisory Panel shall advise 
the President, the Committee on STEM Edu- 
cation, and the STEM Education Coordinating 
Office established under section 204 on matters 
relating to STEM education, and shall each 
year provide general guidance to every Federal 
agency with STEM education programs or ac- 
tivities, including in the preparation of requests 
for appropriations for activities related to STEM 
education. The Advisory Panel shall also assess 
and develop recommendations for— 

(1) progress made in implementing the STEM 
education Strategic Plan required under section 
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101 of the America COMPETES Reauthorization 
Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 6621), and any needs or 
opportunities to update the strategic plan; 

(2) the management, coordination, and imple- 
mentation of STEM education programs and ac- 
tivities across the Federal Government; 

(3) the appropriateness of criteria used by 
Federal agencies to evaluate the effectiveness of 
Federal STEM education programs and activi- 
ties; 

(4) ways to leverage private and nonprofit 
STEM investments and encourage public-private 
partnerships to strengthen STEM education and 
help build the STEM workforce pipeline; 

(5) ways to incorporate workforce needs into 
Federal STEM education programs, particularly 
for specific fields of national interest and areas 
experiencing high unemployment rates; 

(6) ways to better vertically and horizontally 
integrate Federal STEM programs and activities 
from pre-K through graduate study and the 
workforce, and from in-school to out-of-school 
in order to improve transitions for students mov- 
ing through the STEM pipeline; 

(7) whether societal and workforce concerns 
are adequately addressed by current Federal 
STEM education programs and activities; 

(8) the extent to which Federal STEM edu- 
cation programs and activities are contributing 
to recruitment and retention of women and 
underrepresented students in the STEM edu- 
cation and workforce pipeline; and 

(9) ways to encourage geographic diversity in 
STEM education and the workforce pipeline. 

(d) REPORTS.—The Advisory Panel shall re- 
port, not less frequently than once every 3 fiscal 
years, to the President and Congress on its as- 
sessments under subsection (c) and its rec- 
ommendations for ways to improve Federal 
STEM education programs. The first report 
under this subsection shall be submitted within 
1 year after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(e) TRAVEL EXPENSES OF NON-FEDERAL MEM- 
BERS.—Non-Federal members of the Advisory 
Panel, while attending meetings of the Advisory 
Panel or while otherwise serving at the request 
of the head of the Advisory Panel away from 
their homes or regular places of business, may 
be allowed travel expenses, including per diem 
in lieu of subsistence, as authorized by section 
5703 of title 5, United States Code, for individ- 
uals in the Government serving without pay. 
Nothing in this subsection shall be construed to 
prohibit members of the Advisory Panel who are 
officers or employees of the United States from 
being allowed travel expenses, including per 
diem in lieu of subsistence, in accordance with 
existing law. 

SEC. 203. COMMITTEE ON STEM EDUCATION. 

Section 101 of the America COMPETES Reau- 
thorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 6621) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first subsection (b)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(6) as paragraphs (5) through (8), respectively; 

(B) dy inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing new paragraphs: 

“(3) collaborate with the STEM Education 
Advisory Panel established under section 202 of 
the America COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 
2015 and other outside stakeholders to ensure 
the engagement of the STEM education commu- 
nity; 

“*(4) review evaluation measures used for Fed- 
eral STEM education programs;’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (8), as so redesignated by 
subparagraph (A) of this paragraph, by striking 
“ periodically update,’’; and 

(2) in the second subsection (b) and in sub- 
section (c), by striking “subsection (b)(5)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subsection (b)(7)’’. 

SEC. 204. STEM EDUCATION COORDINATING OF- 
FICE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director of the Na- 

tional Science Foundation shall establish within 
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the Directorate for Education and Human Re- 
sources a STEM Education Coordinating Office, 
which shall have a Director and staff that shall 
include career employees detailed from Federal 
agencies that fund STEM education programs 
and activities. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The STEM Education 
Coordinating Office shall— 

(1) provide technical and administrative sup- 
port to— 

(A) the Committee on STEM Education, espe- 
cially in its coordination of Federal STEM pro- 
grams and strategic planning responsibilities; 

(B) the Advisory Panel established under sec- 
tion 202; and 

(C) Federal agencies with STEM education 
programs; 

(2) periodically update and maintain the in- 
ventory of federally sponsored STEM education 
programs and activities established under sec- 
tion 101(b)(8) of the America COMPETES Reau- 
thorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 6621); and 

(3) provide for dissemination of information 
on Federal STEM education programs and ac- 
tivities, as appropriate, to stakeholders in aca- 
demia, industry, nonprofit organizations with 
expertise in STEM education, State and local 
educational agencies, and other STEM stake- 
holders. 

(c) REPORT.—The Director of the STEM Edu- 
cation Coordinating Office shall transmit a re- 
port annually to Congress not later than 60 
days after the submission of the President’s 
budget request. The annual report shall in- 
clude— 

(1) any updates to the inventory required 
under subsection (b)(2); 

(2) a description of all consolidations and ter- 
minations of Federal STEM education programs 
implemented in the previous fiscal year, includ- 
ing an explanation of the reasons for consolida- 
tions and terminations; 

(3) recommendations for consolidations and 
terminations of STEM education programs or 
activities in the upcoming fiscal year; 

(4) a description of any significant new STEM 
Education public-private partnerships; and 

(5) description of the progress made in car- 
rying out the strategic plan required under sec- 
tion 101 of the America COMPETES Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 6621), including a 
description of the outcome of any program as- 
sessments completed in the previous year. 

(ad) RESPONSIBILITIES OF NSF.—The Director 
of the National Science Foundation shall en- 
courage and monitor the efforts of the STEM 
Education Coordinating Office to ensure that 
the Coordinating Office is carrying out its re- 
sponsibilities under subsection (b) appropriately. 

TITLE I1I—OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY POLICY 
SEC. 301. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
the Office of Science and Technology Policy— 

(1) $4,550,000 for fiscal year 2016; and 

(2) $4,550,000 for fiscal year 2017. 

SEC. 302. REGULATORY EFFICIENCY. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) high and increasing administrative bur- 
dens and costs in Federal research administra- 
tion, particularly in the higher education sector 
where most federally sponsored research is per- 
formed, are eroding funds available to carry out 
basic scientific research; 

(2) progress has been made over the last dec- 
ade in streamlining the pre-award grant appli- 
cation process through Grants.gov, the Federal 
Government's website portal; 

(3) post-award administrative costs have 
grown as Federal research agencies have contin- 
ued to impose agency-unique compliance and re- 
porting requirements on researchers and re- 
search institutions; 
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(4) facilities and administration costs at re- 
search universities can exceed 50 percent of the 
total value of Federal research grants, and it is 
estimated that nearly 30 percent of the funds in- 
vested annually in federally funded research is 
consumed by paperwork and other administra- 
tive processes required by Federal agencies; and 

(5) it is a matter of critical importance to 
American competitiveness that administrative 
costs of federally funded research be streamlined 
so that a higher proportion of taxpayer dollars 
flow into direct research activities. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy shall establish a 
working group under the authority of the Na- 
tional Science and Technology Council, to in- 
clude the Office of Management and Budget. 
The working group shall be responsible for re- 
viewing Federal regulations affecting research 
and research universities and making rec- 
ommendations on how to— 

(1) harmonize, streamline, and eliminate du- 
plicative Federal regulations and reporting re- 
quirements; 

(2) minimize the regulatory burden on United 
States institutions of higher education per- 
forming federally funded research while main- 
taining accountability for Federal tax dollars; 
and 

(3) identify and update specific regulations to 
refocus on performance-based goals rather than 
on process while still meeting the desired out- 
come. 

(c) STAKEHOLDER INPUT.—In carrying out the 
responsibilities under subsection (b), the work- 
ing group shall take into account input and rec- 
ommendations from non-Federal stakeholders, 
including federally funded and nonfederally 
funded researchers, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, scientific disciplinary societies and asso- 
ciations, nonprofit research institutions, indus- 
try, including small businesses, federally funded 
research and development centers, and others 
with a stake in ensuring effectiveness, effi- 
ciency, and accountability in the performance 
of scientific research. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter for 3 years, the Director shall report 
to the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation of the Senate on what steps have been 
taken to carry out the recommendations of the 
working group established under subsection (b). 
SEC. 303. COORDINATION OF INTERNATIONAL 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY PART- 
NERSHIPS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director of the Of- 
fice of Science and Technology Policy shall es- 
tablish a body under the National Science and 
Technology Council with the responsibility to 
identify and coordinate international science 
and technology cooperation that can strengthen 
the United States science and technology enter- 
prise, improve economic and national security, 
and support United States foreign policy goals. 

(b) NSTC BODY LEADERSHIP.—The body estab- 
lished under subsection (a) shall be co-chaired 
by senior level officials from the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy and the Depart- 
ment of State. 

(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The body established 
under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) plan and coordinate interagency inter- 
national science and technology cooperative re- 
search and training activities and partnerships 
supported or managed by Federal agencies and 
work with other National Science and Tech- 
nology Council committees to help plan and co- 
ordinate the international component of na- 
tional science and technology priorities; 

(2) establish Federal priorities and policies for 
aligning, as appropriate, international science 
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and technology cooperative research and train- 
ing activities and partnerships supported or 
managed by Federal agencies with the foreign 
policy goals of the United States; 

(3) identify opportunities for new inter- 
national science and technology cooperative re- 
search and training partnerships that advance 
both the science and technology and the foreign 
policy priorities of the United States; 

(4) in carrying out paragraph (3), solicit input 
and recommendations from non-Federal science 
and technology stakeholders, including univer- 
sities, scientific and professional societies, in- 
dustry, and relevant organizations and institu- 
tions; and 

(5) identify broad issues that influence the 
ability of United States scientists and engineers 
to collaborate with foreign counterparts, includ- 
ing barriers to collaboration and access to sci- 
entific information. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Director of 
the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
shall transmit a report, to be updated every 2 
years, to the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology and the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives, and to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation and the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate. The report shall also be made 
available to the public on the reporting agency’s 
website. The report shall contain a description 
of— 

(1) the priorities and policies established 
under subsection (c)(2); 

(2) the ongoing and new partnerships estab- 
lished since the last update to the report; 

(3) the means by which stakeholder input was 
received, as well as summary views of stake- 
holder input; and 

(4) the issues influencing the ability of United 
States scientists and engineers to collaborate 
with foreign counterparts. 

(e) ADDITIONAL REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—The 
Director of the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy shall transmit, not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act and an- 
nually thereafter, to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology and the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
and to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation and the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the Senate, a report that lists 
and describes all foreign travel by Office of 
Science and Technology Policy staff and 
detailees. Each report shall specify the dates of 
each trip, the purpose of the trip, Office of 
Science and Technology Policy participants on 
the trip, total Office of Science and Technology 
Policy costs associated with the trip, and details 
of all international meetings, including meeting 
participants and topics addressed. 

SEC. 304. ALTERNATIVE RESEARCH FUNDING 
MODELS. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM AUTHORITY.—The heads 
of Federal science agencies, in consultation with 
the Director of the Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy, shall conduct appropriate pilot 
programs to validate alternative research fund- 
ing models, including— 

(1) scientific breakthrough prize programs 
that are of strategic importance to the Nation 
and have the capacity to spur new economic 
growth; and 

(2) novel mechanisms of funding including ob- 
taining non-Federal funds through crowd 
source funding. 

(b) NON-FEDERAL PARTNERS.—A pilot program 
may be conducted under this section through an 
agreement, grant, or contractual relationship 
with a non-Federal entity regarding the design, 
administration, and funding of the program. 

(c) PRIZE COMPETITION JUDGES.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS.—Judges for a prize com- 
petition carried out under this section shall not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


be required to be Federal employees. An indi- 
vidual who serves as a judge for a prize competi- 
tion carried out under this section who is not a 
Federal employee shall be required to sign an 
agreement, developed by the Office of Science 
and Technology Policy, with respect to non- 
disclosure, conflict of interest, and judging code 
of conduct requirements. 

(2) DISCLOSURE OF PERSONAL FINANCIAL INTER- 
ESTS.—A judge for a prize competition with a 
total purse of $10,000 or more, or for an aggre- 
gate of prize competitions with a total purse of 
$50,000 or more, shall be required to disclose all 
personal financial interests. 

(3) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 30 
days after the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy completes development of an agreement 
under paragraph (1), it shall transmit a report 
to Congress describing the requirements of such 
agreement. 

(d) PUBLIC NOTICE.—The heads of Federal 
science agencies shall widely advertise prize 
competitions to be conducted under this section 
to ensure maximum participation. 

(e) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section, 
the term “Federal science agency” means— 

(1) the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration; 

(2) the National Science Foundation; 

(3) the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology; and 

(4) the National Weather Service. 

(f) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
annually thereafter as part of the annual budg- 
et submission to Congress, the Director of the 
Office of Science and Technology Policy shall 
transmit to the Congress a report on programs 
identified and conducted under subsection (a). 
SEC. 305. AMENDMENTS TO PRIZE COMPETI- 

TIONS. 

Section 24 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3719) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by inserting “competition” after ‘‘section, 
a prize”; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘types’’ after “following”; 
and 

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘prizes’’ and 
inserting ‘‘prize competitions””; 

(2) in subsection (f)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘in the Federal Register’’ and 
inserting “on a publicly accessible Government 
website, such as www.challenge.gov,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘prize’’ and 
inserting ‘‘cash prize purse””; 

(3) in subsection (g), by striking “prize”” and 
inserting ‘‘cash prize purse””; 

(4) in subsection (h), by inserting “prize”” be- 
fore “competition”” both places it appears; 

(5) in subsection (i)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by inserting “prize” 
before “competition””; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting “prize” 
before “competition” both places it appears; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(3) WAIVER.—An agency may waive the re- 
quirement under paragraph (2). The annual re- 
port under subsection (p) shall include a list of 
such waivers granted during the preceding fis- 
cal year, along with a detailed explanation of 
the reasons for granting the waivers.””; 

(6) in subsection (k)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting “prize” 
before “competition”; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘prize’’ be- 
fore “competitions”” both places it appears; 

(7) in subsection (1), by striking all after “may 
enter into” and inserting “a grant, contract, co- 
operative agreement, or other agreement with a 
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private sector for-profit or nonprofit entity to 
administer the prize competition, subject to the 
provisions of this section.””; 

(8) in subsection (m)— 

(A) by amending paragraph (1) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Support for a prize com- 
petition under this section, including financial 
support for the design and administration of a 
prize competition or funds for a cash prize 
purse, may consist of Federal appropriated 
funds and funds provided by private sector for- 
profit and nonprofit entities. The head of an 
agency may accept funds from other Federal 
agencies, private sector for-profit entities, and 
nonprofit entities to support such prize competi- 
tions. The head of an agency may not give any 
special consideration to any private sector for- 
profit or nonprofit entity in return for a dona- 
tion.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘prize 
awards” and inserting ‘‘cash prize purses””; 

(C) in paragraph (3)(A)— 

(i) by striking “No prize” and inserting 
prize competition”; and 

(ii) by striking “the prize” and inserting “the 
cash prize purse’’; 

(D) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking “a prize” 
and inserting “a cash prize purse’’; 

(E) in paragraph (3)(B)(i), by inserting ‘‘com- 
petition” after “prize””; 

(F) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking “a prize” 
and inserting “a cash prize purse”; and 

(G) in paragraph (4)(B), by striking ‘‘cash 
prizes” and inserting ‘‘cash prize purses’’; 

(9) in subsection (n), by inserting “for both 
for-profit and nonprofit entities,” after ‘‘con- 
tract vehicle’’; 

(10) in subsection (0)(1), by striking ‘‘or pro- 
viding a prize” and insert “a prize competition 
or providing a cash prize purse’’; and 

(11) in subsection (p)(2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘cash 
prizes?” both places it occurs and inserting 
“cash prize purses”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(G) PLAN.—A description of crosscutting top- 
ical areas and agency-specific mission needs 
that may be the strongest opportunities for prize 
competitions during the upcoming 2 fiscal 
years.”. 
SEC. 306. 


“No 


UNITED STATES CHIEF TECHNOLOGY 

OFFICER. 

Title II of the National Science and Tech- 
nology Policy, Organization, and Priorities Act 
of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 6611 et seq.) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 

“UNITED STATES CHIEF TECHNOLOGY OFFICER 

“SEC. 210. (a) APPOINTMENT.—The President 
may appoint a United States Chief Technology 
Officer. Not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of the America COMPETES Reau- 
thorization Act of 2015, such officer shall be one 
of the Associate Directors of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy. 

“(b) DUTIES.—The duties of the United States 
Chief Technology Officer should include— 

“(1) advising the President and the Director 
of the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
on Federal information systems, technology, 
data, and innovation policies and initiatives; 

“*(2) promoting an improved exchange of infor- 
mation among the Federal Government, the pub- 
lic, and Congress; 

“(3) promoting the use of innovative techno- 
logical approaches across the Federal Govern- 
ment to ensure a modern information technology 
infrastructure; 

“(4) working with the Chief Technology Offi- 
cers and Chief Information Officers of all Fed- 
eral agencies to ensure the use of best tech- 
nologies and security practices for information 
systems; 
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“(5) establishing a working group with such 
Officers to exchange best practices about infor- 
mation systems; 

“(6) promoting transparency and account- 
ability across the Federal Government for all 
technological implementation by working with 
agencies to ensure that each arm of the Federal 
Government, including the executive branch, 
makes its records open and accessible; 

“(7) promoting security and privacy protec- 
tion policies for all Federal information tech- 
nology systems that are consistent with Federal 
law, regulations, and current best practices; 

“(8) promoting technological interoperability 
of key Government functions; 

“*(9) in consultation with the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget, providing an annual re- 
port to the President, the Director of the Office 
of Science and Technology Policy, and Congress 
on the current state of information systems of 
all Federal agencies, including— 

“(A) the status of information systems, in- 
cluding potential technology and security con- 
cerns about these information systems in all 
Federal agencies; 

“(B) a review of all Federal websites with 
third-party embedded tools that— 

“*(1) identifies each embedded tool, who it be- 
longs to, and the data it collects; and 

“(ii) addresses effects on cybersecurity and 
consumer privacy, including whether each 
website provides prominent notice to consumers 
about the presence of the tool and whether the 
consumer may opt-out of the tool; 

“(C) the amount of money being spent on var- 
ious technologies; and 

“(D) technology recommendations and best 
practices; and 

“*(10) such other functions and activities as 
the President and Director of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy may assign. 

“(c) REPORT.—In the absence of a United 
States Chief Technology Officer, the Director of 
the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
shall be responsible for providing the report re- 
quired under subsection (b)(9).””. 

SEC. 307. NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL STUDY 
ON TECHNOLOGY FOR EMERGENCY 
NOTIFICATIONS ON UNIVERSITY 
CAMPUSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Director 
of the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
shall enter into an arrangement with the Na- 
tional Research Council to conduct and com- 
plete a study to identify and review technologies 
employed at institutions of higher education to 
provide notifications to students, faculty, and 
other personnel during emergency situations in 
accordance with the requirements of existing 
law. The study shall address— 

(1) the timeliness of notifications during emer- 
gency situations provided by various tech- 
nologies; 

(2) the durability of such technologies in de- 
livering such notifications to students, faculty, 
and other personnel; and 

(3) the limitations exhibited by such tech- 
nologies to successfully deliver notifications not 
more than 30 seconds after the institution of 
higher education transmits such notifications. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date on which the National Research 
Council enters into the arrangement required by 
subsection (a), the Director of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy shall submit to 
Congress a report on the study conducted under 
such subsection. 

TITLE IV—NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
STANDARDS AND TECHNOLOGY 

SEC. 401. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2016.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary of Commerce 
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$933,700,000 for the National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology for fiscal year 2016. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $744,700,000 shall be for scientific and 
technical research and services laboratory ac- 
tivities; 

(B) $59,000,000 shall be for the construction 
and maintenance of facilities; and 

(C) $130,000,000 shall be for industrial tech- 
nology services activities, of which $125,000,000 
shall be for the Manufacturing Extension Part- 
nership program under sections 25 and 26 of the 
National Institute of Standards and Technology 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278k and 2781) and $5,000,000 
shall be for the Network for Manufacturing In- 
novation Program under section 34 of the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278s). 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2017.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary of Commerce 
$933,700,000 for the National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology for fiscal year 2017. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $744,700,000 shall be for scientific and 
technical research and services laboratory ac- 
tivities; 

(B) $59,000,000 shall be for the construction 
and maintenance of facilities; and 

(C) $130,000,000 shall be for industrial tech- 
nology services activities, of which $125,000,000 
shall be for the Manufacturing Extension Part- 
nership program under sections 25 and 26 of the 
National Institute of Standards and Technology 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278k and 2781) and $5,000,000 
shall be for the Network for Manufacturing In- 
novation Program under section 34 of the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278s). 

SEC. 402. STANDARDS AND CONFORMITY ASSESS- 
MENT. 

Section 2 of the National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 272) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by 
striking “authorized to take” and inserting 
“authorized to serve as the President’s principal 
adviser on standards policy pertaining to the 
Nation’s technological competitiveness and in- 
novation ability and to take’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking “compare 
standards” and all that follows through ‘‘Fed- 
eral Government” and inserting “facilitate 
standards-related information sharing and co- 
operation between Federal agencies’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (13), by striking ‘‘Federal, 
State, and local” and all that follows through 
“private sector” and inserting “technical stand- 
ards activities and conformity assessment activi- 
ties of Federal, State, and local governments 
with private sector”; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (22), by striking “and” after 
the semicolon; 

(B) by redesignating paragraph (23) as para- 
graph (25); and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (22) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(23) participate in and support scientific and 
technical conferences; 

“(24) perform pre-competitive measurement 
science and technology research in partnership 
with institutions of higher education and indus- 
try to promote United States industrial competi- 
tiveness; and””. 

SEC. 403. VISITING COMMITTEE ON ADVANCED 
TECHNOLOGY. 

Section 10 of the National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
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(A) by striking “15 members” and inserting 
“not fewer than 11 members”; 

(B) by striking “at least 10” and inserting “at 
least two-thirds””; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: “The 
Committee may consult with the National Re- 
search Council in making recommendations re- 
garding general policy for the Institute.””; and 

(2) in subsection (h)(1), by striking ‘‘, includ- 
ing the Program established under section 28,””. 
SEC. 404. POLICE AND SECURITY AUTHORITY. 

Section 15 of the National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278e) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking “of the Government; and” and 
inserting “of the Government;””; and 

(2) dy striking “United States Code.” and in- 
serting “United States Code; and (i) the protec- 
tion of Institute buildings and other plant facili- 
ties, equipment, and property, and of employees, 
associates, visitors, or other persons located 
therein or associated therewith, notwith- 
standing any other provision of law.’’. 

SEC. 405. EDUCATION AND OUTREACH. 

The National Institute of Standards and 
Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 271 et seq.) is amend- 
ed by striking sections 18, 19, and 19A and in- 
serting the following: 

“SEC. 18. EDUCATION AND OUTREACH. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director may support, 
promote, and coordinate activities and efforts to 
enhance public awareness and understanding of 
measurement sciences, standards, and tech- 
nology by the general public, industry, and aca- 
demia in support of the Institute’s mission. 

“(b) RESEARCH FELLOWSHIPS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director may award 
research fellowships and other forms of finan- 
cial and logistical assistance, including direct 
stipend awards, to— 

“(A) students at institutions of higher edu- 
cation within the United States who show prom- 
ise as present or future contributors to the mis- 
sion of the Institute; and 

“(B) United States citizens for research and 
technical activities of the Institute. 

“(2) SELECTION.—The Director shall select 
persons to receive such fellowships and assist- 
ance on the basis of ability and of the relevance 
of the proposed work to the mission and pro- 
grams of the Institute. 

“(3) DEFINITION.—For the purposes of this 
subsection, financial and logistical assistance 
includes, notwithstanding section 1345 of title 
31, United States Code, or any contrary provi- 
sion of law, temporary housing and local trans- 
portation to and from the Institute facilities. 

“(c) POST-DOCTORAL FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM.— 
The Director shall establish and conduct a post- 
doctoral fellowship program, subject to the 
availability of appropriations, that shall include 
not fewer than 20 fellows per fiscal year. In 
evaluating applications for fellowships under 
this subsection, the Director shall give consider- 
ation to the goal of promoting the participation 
of underrepresented students in research areas 
supported by the Institute.’’. 

SEC. 406. PROGRAMMATIC PLANNING REPORT. 

Section 23(d) of the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 
278i(d)) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: “The 3-year programmatic planning 
document shall also describe how the Director is 
addressing recommendations from the Visiting 
Committee on Advanced Technology established 
under section 10.’’. 

SEC. 407. ASSESSMENTS BY THE NATIONAL RE- 
SEARCH COUNCIL. 

(a) NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES RE- 
VIEW.—Not later than 6 months after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Director of the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
shall enter into a contract with the National 
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Academy of Sciences to conduct a single, com- 
prehensive review of the Institute’s laboratory 
programs. The review shall— 

(1) assess the technical merits and scientific 
caliber of the research conducted at the labora- 
tories; 

(2) examine the strengths and weaknesses of 
the 2010 laboratory reorganization on the Insti- 
tute’s ability to fulfill its mission; 

(3) evaluate how cross-cutting research and 
development activities are planned, coordinated, 
and executed across the laboratories; and 

(4) assess how the laboratories are engaging 
industry, including the incorporation of indus- 
try need, into the research goals and objectives 
of the Institute. 

(b) ADDITIONAL ASSESSMENTS.—Section 24 of 
the National Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology Act (15 U.S.C. 278i) is amended to read 
as follows: 

“SEC. 24. ASSESSMENTS BY THE NATIONAL RE- 
SEARCH COUNCIL. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Institute shall con- 
tract with the National Research Council to per- 
form and report on assessments of the technical 
quality and impact of the work conducted at In- 
stitute laboratories. 

“(b) SCHEDULE.—Two laboratories shall be as- 
sessed under subsection (a) each year, and each 
laboratory shall be assessed at least once every 
3 years. 

“(c) SUMMARY REPORT.—Beginning in the 
year after the first assessment is conducted 
under subsection (a), and once every two years 
thereafter, the Institute shall contract with the 
National Research Council to prepare a report 
that summarizes the findings common across the 
individual assessment reports. 

“(d) ADDITIONAL ASSESSMENTS.—The Insti- 
tute, at the discretion of the Director, also may 
contract with the National Research Council to 
conduct additional assessments of Institute pro- 
grams and projects that involve collaboration 
across the Institute laboratories and centers and 
assessments of selected scientific and technical 
topics. 

“(e) CONSULTATION WITH VISITING COMMITTEE 
ON ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY.—The National Re- 
search Council may consult with the Visiting 
Committee on Advanced Technology established 
under section 10 in performing the assessments 
under this section. 

“(f) REPORTS.—Not later than 30 days after 
the completion of each assessment, the Institute 
shall transmit the report on such assessment to 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation of the Senate.’’. 

SEC. 408. HOLLINGS MANUFACTURING EXTEN- 
SION PARTNERSHIP. 

Section 25 of the National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278k) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 25. HOLLINGS MANUFACTURING EXTEN- 
SION PARTNERSHIP. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, through the 
Director and, if appropriate, through other offi- 
cials, shall provide assistance for the creation 
and support of manufacturing extension cen- 
ters, to be known as the ‘Hollings Manufac- 
turing Extension Centers’, for the transfer of 
manufacturing technology and best business 
practices (in this Act referred to as the ‘Cen- 
ters’). The program under this section shall be 
known as the ‘Hollings Manufacturing Exten- 
sion Partnership’. 

“(2) AFFILIATIONS.—Such Centers shall be af- 
filiated with any United States-based public or 
nonprofit institution or organization, or group 
thereof, that applies for and is awarded finan- 
cial assistance under this section. 

“(3) OBJECTIVE.—The objective of the Centers 
is to enhance competitiveness, productivity, and 
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technological performance in United States 
manufacturing through— 

“(A) the transfer of manufacturing tech- 
nology and techniques developed at the Insti- 
tute to Centers and, through them, to manufac- 
turing companies throughout the United States; 

“(B) the participation of individuals from in- 
dustry, institutions of higher education, State 
governments, other Federal agencies, and, when 
appropriate, the Institute in cooperative tech- 
nology transfer activities; 

“(C) efforts to make new manufacturing tech- 
nology and processes usable by United States- 
based small and medium-sized companies; 

“(D) the active dissemination of scientific, en- 
gineering, technical, and management informa- 
tion about manufacturing to industrial firms, 
including small and medium-sized manufac- 
turing companies; 

“(E) the utilization, when appropriate, of the 
expertise and capability that exists in Federal 
laboratories other than the Institute; 

“(F) the provision to community colleges and 
area career and technical education schools of 
information about the job skills needed in small 
and medium-sized manufacturing businesses in 
the regions they serve; and 

“(G) promoting and expanding certification 
systems offered through industry, associations, 
and local colleges, when appropriate. 

““(b) ACTIVITIES.—The activities of the Centers 
shall include— 

“*(1) the establishment of automated manufac- 
turing systems and other advanced production 
technologies, based on Institute-supported re- 
search, for the purpose of demonstrations and 
technology transfer; 

“*(2) the active transfer and dissemination of 
research findings and Center expertise to a wide 
range of companies and enterprises, particularly 
small and medium-sized manufacturers; and 

“(3) the facilitation of collaborations and 
partnerships between small and medium-sized 
manufacturing companies and community col- 
leges and area career and technical education 
schools to help such colleges and schools better 
understand the specific needs of manufacturers 
and to help manufacturers better understand 
the skill sets that students learn in the programs 
offered by such colleges and schools. 

““(c) OPERATIONS.— 

“(1) FINANCIAL SUPPORT.—The Secretary may 
provide financial support to any Center created 
under subsection (a). The Secretary may not 
provide to a Center more than 50 percent of the 
capital and annual operating and maintenance 
funds required to create and maintain such Cen- 
ter. 

“(2) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall im- 
plement, review, and update the sections of the 
Code of Federal Regulations related to this sec- 
tion at least once every 3 years. 

(3) APPLICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any nonprofit institution, 
or consortium thereof, or State or local govern- 
ment, may submit to the Secretary an applica- 
tion for financial support under this section, in 
accordance with the procedures established by 
the Secretary. 

“(B) COST SHARING.—In order to receive as- 
sistance under this section, an applicant for fi- 
nancial assistance under subparagraph (4) 
shall provide adequate assurances that non- 
Federal assets obtained from the applicant and 
the applicant's partnering organizations will be 
used as a funding source to meet not less than 
50 percent of the costs incurred. For purposes of 
the preceding sentence, the costs incurred means 
the costs incurred in connection with the activi- 
ties undertaken to improve the competitiveness, 
management, productivity, and technological 
performance of small and medium-sized manu- 
facturing companies. 

“(C) AGREEMENTS WITH OTHER ENTITIES.—In 
meeting the 50 percent requirement, it is antici- 
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pated that a Center will enter into agreements 
with other entities such as private industry, in- 
stitutions of higher education, and State gov- 
ernments to accomplish programmatic objectives 
and access new and existing resources that will 
further the impact of the Federal investment 
made on behalf of small and medium-sized man- 
ufacturing companies. 

“(D) LEGAL RIGHTS.—Each applicant under 
subparagraph (A) shall also submit a proposal 
for the allocation of the legal rights associated 
with any invention which may result from the 
proposed Center’s activities. 

“(4) MERIT REVIEW.—The Secretary shall sub- 
ject each such application to merit review. In 
making a decision whether to approve such ap- 
plication and provide financial support under 
this section, the Secretary shall consider, at a 
minimum, the following: 

“(A) The merits of the application, particu- 
larly those portions of the application regarding 
technology transfer, training and education, 
and adaptation of manufacturing technologies 
to the needs of particular industrial sectors. 

“(B) The quality of service to be provided. 

“(C) Geographical diversity and extent of 
service area. 

“(D) The percentage of funding and amount 
of in-kind commitment from other sources. 

“(5) EVALUATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Center that receives 
financial assistance under this section shall be 
evaluated during its third year of operation by 
an evaluation panel appointed by the Secretary. 

“(B) COMPOSITION.—Each such evaluation 
panel shall be composed of private experts, none 
of whom shall be connected with the involved 
Center, and Federal officials. 

“(C) CHAIR.—An official of the Institute shall 
chair the panel. 

“(D) PERFORMANCE  MEASUREMENT.—Each 
evaluation panel shall measure the involved 
Center's performance against the objectives 
specified in this section. 

““(E) POSITIVE EVALUATION.—If the evaluation 
is positive, the Secretary may provide continued 
funding through the sixth year. 

“(F) PROBATION.—The Secretary shall not 
provide funding unless the Center has received 
a positive evaluation. A Center that has not re- 
ceived a positive evaluation by the evaluation 
panel shall be notified by the panel of the defi- 
ciencies in its performance and shall be placed 
on probation for one year, after which time the 
panel shall reevaluate the Center. If the Center 
has not addressed the deficiencies identified by 
the panel, or shown a significant improvement 
in its performance, the Director shall conduct a 
new competition to select an operator for the 
Center or may close the Center. 

“(G) ADDITIONAL FINANCIAL SUPPORT.—After 
the sixth year, a Center may receive additional 
financial support under this section if it has re- 
ceived a positive evaluation through an inde- 
pendent review, under procedures established by 
the Institute. 

“(H) EIGHT-YEAR REVIEW.—A Center shall un- 
dergo an independent review in the 8th year of 
operation. Each evaluation panel shall measure 
the Center’s performance against the objectives 
specified in this section. A Center that has not 
received a positive evaluation as a result of an 
independent review shall be notified by the Pro- 
gram of the deficiencies in its performance and 
shall be placed on probation for one year, after 
which time the Program shall reevaluate the 
Center. If the Center has not addressed the defi- 
ciencies identified by the review, or shown a sig- 
nificant improvement in its performance, the Di- 
rector shall conduct a new competition to select 
an operator for the Center or may close the Cen- 
ter. 

**(I) RECOMPETITION.—If a recipient of a Cen- 
ter award has received financial assistance for 
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10 consecutive years, the Director shall conduct 
a new competition to select an operator for the 
Center consistent with the plan required in this 
Act. Incumbent Center operators in good stand- 
ing shall be eligible to compete for the new 
award. 

“(J) REPORTS.— 

“(i) PLAN.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of enactment of the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act of 2015, the Director shall 
transmit to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a plan as to how 
the Institute will conduct reviews, assessments, 
and reapplication competitions under this para- 
graph. 

““(it) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT.—The Director 
shall contract with an independent organization 
to perform an assessment of the implementation 
of the reapplication competition process under 
this paragraph within 3 years after the trans- 
mittal of the report under clause (i). The organi- 
zation conducting the assessment under this 
clause may consult with the MEP Advisory 
Board. 

“(iti) COMPARISON OF CENTERS.—Not later 
than 2 years after the date of enactment of the 
America COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 
2015, the Director shall transmit to the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report providing information on the 
first and second years of operations for centers 
operating from new competitions or recompeti- 
tion as compared to longstanding centers. The 
report shall provide detail on the engagement in 
services provided by Centers and the character- 
istics of services provided, including volume and 
type of services, so that the Committees can 
evaluate whether the cost-sharing ratio has an 
effect on the services provided at Centers. 

“(6) PATENT RIGHTS.—The provisions of chap- 
ter 18 of title 35, United States Code, shall 
apply, to the extent not inconsistent with this 
section, to the promotion of technology from re- 
search by Centers under this section except for 
contracts for such specific technology extension 
or transfer services as may be specified by stat- 
ute or by the Director. 

“(7) PROTECTION OF CENTER CLIENT CONFIDEN- 
TIAL INFORMATION.—Section 552 of title 5, 
United States Code, shall apply to the following 
information obtained by the Federal Govern- 
ment on a confidential basis in connection with 
the activities of any participant involved in the 
Hollings Manufacturing Extension Partnership: 

““(A) Information on the business operation of 
any participant in a Hollings Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership program or of a client of 
a Center. 

“(B) Trade secrets possessed by any client of 
a Center. 

“(8) ADVISORY BOARDS.—Each Center’s advi- 
sory boards shall institute a conflict of interest 
policy, approved by the Director, that ensures 
the Board represents local small and medium- 
sized manufacturers in the Center’s region. 
Board Members may not serve as a vendor or 
provide services to the Center, nor may they 
serve on more than one Center’s oversight board 
simultaneously. 

“(d) ACCEPTANCE OF FUNDS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to such sums as 
may be appropriated to the Secretary and Direc- 
tor to operate the Hollings Manufacturing Ex- 
tension Partnership, the Secretary and Director 
also may accept funds from other Federal de- 
partments and agencies and, under section 
2(c)(7), from the private sector for the purpose of 
strengthening United States manufacturing. 

“(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

“(A) FUNDS ACCEPTED FROM OTHER FEDERAL 
DEPARTMENTS OR AGENCIES.—The Director shall 
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determine whether funds accepted from other 
Federal departments or agencies shall be count- 
ed in the calculation of the Federal share of 
capital and annual operating and maintenance 
costs under subsection (c). 

“(B) FUNDS ACCEPTED FROM THE PRIVATE SEC- 
TOR.—Funds accepted from the private sector 
under section 2(c)(7), if allocated to a Center, 
may not be considered in the calculation of the 
Federal share under subsection (c) of this sec- 
tion. 

“(e) MEP ADVISORY BOARD.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Institute a Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership Advisory Board (in this subsection 
referred to as the ‘MEP Advisory Board”). 

“(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The MEP Advisory Board 
shall consist of not fewer than 10 members 
broadly representative of stakeholders, to be ap- 
pointed by the Director. At least 2 members shall 
be employed by or on an advisory board for the 
Centers, at least 1 member shall represent a com- 
munity college, and at least 5 other members 
shall be from United States small businesses in 
the manufacturing sector. No member shall be 
an employee of the Federal Government. 

“(B) TERM.—Except as provided in subpara- 
graph (C) or (D), the term of office of each mem- 
ber of the MEP Advisory Board shall be 3 years. 

“(C) VACANCIES.—Any member appointed to 
fill a vacancy occurring prior to the expiration 
of the term for which his predecessor was ap- 
pointed shall be appointed for the remainder of 
such term. 

“(D) SERVING CONSECUTIVE TERMS.—Any per- 
son who has completed two consecutive full 
terms of service on the MEP Advisory Board 
shall thereafter be ineligible for appointment 
during the one-year period following the expira- 
tion of the second such term. 

“(3) MEETINGS.—The MEP Advisory Board 
shall meet not less than 2 times annually and 
shall provide to the Director— 

“(A) advice on Hollings Manufacturing Ex- 
tension Partnership programs, plans, and poli- 
cies; 

“(B) assessments of the soundness of Hollings 
Manufacturing Extension Partnership plans 
and strategies; and 

(C) assessments of current performance 
against Hollings Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership program plans. 

“(4) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT AP- 
PLICABILITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—In discharging its duties 
under this subsection, the MEP Advisory Board 
shall function solely in an advisory capacity, in 
accordance with the Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act. 

“(B) EXCEPTION.—Section 14 of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act shall not apply to the 
MEP Advisory Board. 

“(5) REPORT.—The MEP Advisory Board shall 
transmit an annual report to the Secretary for 
transmittal to Congress within 30 days after the 
submission to Congress of the President's an- 
nual budget request in each year. Such report 
shall address the status of the program estab- 
lished pursuant to this section and comment on 
the relevant sections of the programmatic plan- 
ning document and updates thereto transmitted 
to Congress by the Director under subsections 
(c) and (d) of section 23. 

“(f) COMPETITIVE GRANT PROGRAM.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director shall es- 
tablish, within the Hollings Manufacturing Ex- 
tension Partnership, under this section and sec- 
tion 26, a program of competitive awards among 
participants described in paragraph (2) for the 
purposes described in paragraph (3). 

“(2) PARTICIPANTS.—Participants receiving 
awards under this subsection shall be the Cen- 
ters, or a consortium of such Centers. 
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“(3) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the program 
under this subsection is to add capabilities to 
the Hollings Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship, including the development of projects to 
solve new or emerging manufacturing problems 
as determined by the Director, in consultation 
with the Director of the Hollings Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership program, the MEP Advi- 
sory Board, and small and medium-sized manu- 
facturers. One or more themes for the competi- 
tion may be identified, which may vary from 
year to year, depending on the needs of manu- 
facturers and the success of previous competi- 
tions. Centers may be reimbursed for costs in- 
curred under the program. 

“(4) APPLICATIONS.—Applications for awards 
under this subsection shall be submitted in such 
manner, at such time, and containing such in- 
formation as the Director shall require, in con- 
sultation with the MEP Advisory Board. 

“*(5) SELECTION.—Awards under this sub- 
section shall be peer reviewed and competitively 
awarded. The Director shall endeavor to have 
broad geographic diversity among selected pro- 
posals. The Director shall select proposals to re- 
ceive awards that will— 

“(A) improve the competitiveness of industries 
in the region in which the Center or Centers are 
located; 

“*(B) create jobs or train newly hired employ- 
ees; and 

“(C) promote the transfer and commercializa- 
tion of research and technology from institu- 
tions of higher education, national laboratories, 
and nonprofit research institutes. 

“(6) PROGRAM CONTRIBUTION.—Recipients of 
awards under this subsection shall not be re- 
quired to provide a matching contribution. 

“(7) GLOBAL MARKETPLACE PROJECTS.—In 
making awards under this subsection, the Direc- 
tor, in consultation with the MEP Advisory 
Board and the Secretary, may take into consid- 
eration whether an application has significant 
potential for enhancing the competitiveness of 
small and medium-sized United States manufac- 
turers in the global marketplace. 

“(8) DURATION.—Awards under this 
section shall last no longer than 3 years. 

“(g) EVALUATION OF OBSTACLES UNIQUE TO 
SMALL MANUFACTURERS.—The Director shall— 

“(1) evaluate obstacles that are unique to 
small manufacturers that prevent such manu- 
facturers from effectively competing in the glob- 
al market; 

“(2) implement a comprehensive plan to train 
the Centers to address such obstacles; and 

“(3) facilitate improved communication be- 
tween the Centers to assist such manufacturers 
in implementing appropriate, targeted solutions 
to such obstacles. 

“(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“*(1) the term “area career and technical edu- 
cation school’ has the meaning given such term 
in section 3 of the Carl D. Perkins Career and 
Technical Education Improvement Act of 2006 
(20 U.S.C. 2302); and 

“(2) the term ‘community college’ means an 
institution of higher education (as defined 
under section 101(a) of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001(a))) at which the 
highest degree that is predominately awarded to 
students is an associate’s degree.””. 

SEC. 409. ELIMINATION OF OBSOLETE REPORTS. 

Section 28 of the National Institute of Stand- 
ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278n) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (g); and 

(2) in subsection (k)— 

(A) in paragraph (3), by inserting “and” after 
the semicolon at the end; 

(B) in paragraph (4)(B), by striking “$; 
at the end and inserting a period; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (5). 


sub- 


and” 
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SEC. 410. MODIFICATIONS TO GRANTS AND COOP- 
ERATIVE AGREEMENTS. 

Section 8(a) of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 
3706(4)) is amended by striking “The total 
amount of any such grant or cooperative agree- 
ment may not exceed 75 percent of the total cost 
of the program.”. 

SEC. 411. INFORMATION SYSTEMS STANDARDS 
CONSULTATION. 

Section 20(c)(1) of the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g— 
3(c)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘the National Se- 
curity Agency,’’. 

SEC. 412. UNITED STATES-ISRAELI COOPERATION. 

It is the Sense of Congress that— 

(1) partnerships that facilitate basic scientific 
research between the United States and Israel 
advance technology development, innovation, 
and commercialization leading to growth in var- 
ious sectors, including manufacturing, and cre- 
ating benefits for both nations; 

(2) joint research and development agreements 
carried out through government organizations 
like the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology support these efforts; 

(3) partnerships between the United States 
and Israel that further the basic scientific enter- 
prise should be encouraged; and 

(4) the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology should continue to facilitate sci- 
entific collaborations between Israel and United 
States’ technical agencies working in measure- 
ment science and standardization. 


TITLE V—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
SCIENCE 
SEC. 501. MISSION. 

Section 209 of the Department of Energy Or- 
ganization Act (42 U.S.C. 7139) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(c) MISSION.—The mission of the Office of 
Science shall be the delivery of scientific discov- 
eries, capabilities, and major scientific tools to 
transform the understanding of nature and to 
advance the energy, economic, and national se- 
curity of the United States. In support of this 
mission, the Director shall carry out programs 
on basic energy sciences, advanced scientific 
computing research, high energy physics, bio- 
logical and environmental research, fusion en- 
ergy sciences, and nuclear physics, including as 
provided under subtitle A of title V of the Amer- 
ica COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 2015, 
through activities focused on— 

“(1) fundamental scientific discoveries 
through the study of matter and energy; 

“*(2) science in the national interest, includ- 
ing— 

““(A) advancing an agenda for American en- 
ergy security through research on energy pro- 
duction, storage, transmission, efficiency, and 
use; and 

“(B) advancing our understanding of the 
Earth’s climate through research in atmospheric 
and environmental sciences; and 

“*(3) National Scientific User Facilities to de- 
liver the 21st century tools of science, engineer- 
ing, and technology and provide the Nation’s 
researchers with the most advanced tools of 
modern science including accelerators, colliders, 
supercomputers, light sources and neutron 
sources, and facilities for studying materials 
science. 

“(d) COORDINATION WITH OTHER DEPARTMENT 
OF ENERGY PROGRAMS.—The Under Secretary 
for Science and Energy shall ensure the coordi- 
nation of Office of Science activities and pro- 
grams with other activities of the Department.’’. 
SEC. 502. BASIC ENERGY SCIENCES. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Director shall carry out a 
program in basic energy sciences, including ma- 
terials sciences and engineering, chemical 
sciences, physical biosciences, and geosciences, 
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for the purpose of providing the scientific foun- 
dations for new energy technologies. 

(b) MISSION.—The mission of the program de- 
scribed in subsection (a) shall be to support fun- 
damental research to understand, predict, and 
ultimately control matter and energy at the elec- 
tronic, atomic, and molecular levels in order to 
provide the foundations for new energy tech- 
nologies and to support Department missions in 
energy, environment, and national security. 

(c) BASIC ENERGY SCIENCES USER FACILI- 
TIES.—The Director shall carry out a subpro- 
gram for the development, construction, oper- 
ation, and maintenance of national user facili- 
ties to support the program under this section. 
As practicable, these facilities shall serve the 
needs of the Department, industry, the academic 
community, and other relevant entities to create 
and examine new materials and chemical proc- 
esses for the purposes of advancing new energy 
technologies and improving the competitiveness 
of the United States. These facilities shall in- 
clude— 

(1) x-ray light sources; 

(2) neutron sources; 

(3) nanoscale science research centers; and 

(4) other facilities the Director considers ap- 
propriate, consistent with section 209 of the De- 
partment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7139). 

(d) LIGHT SOURCE LEADERSHIP INITIATIVE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—In support of the sub- 
program authorized in subsection (c), the Direc- 
tor shall establish an initiative to sustain and 
advance global leadership of light source user 
facilities. 

(2) LEADERSHIP STRATEGY.—Not later than 9 
months after the date of enactment of this Act, 
and biennially thereafter, the Director shall pre- 
pare, in consultation with relevant stake- 
holders, and submit to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate a light 
source leadership strategy that— 

(A) identifies, prioritizes, and describes plans 
for the development, construction, and oper- 
ation of light sources over the next decade; 

(B) describes plans for optimizing management 
and use of existing light source facilities; and 

(C) assesses the international outlook for light 
source user facilities and describes plans for 
United States cooperation in such projects. 

(3) ADVISORY COMMITTEE FEEDBACK AND REC- 
OMMENDATIONS.—Not later than 45 days after 
submission of the strategy described in para- 
graph (2), the Basic Energy Sciences Advisory 
Committee shall provide the Director, the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives, and the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate a 
report of the Advisory Committee’s analyses, 
findings, and recommendations for improving 
the strategy, including a review of the most re- 
cent budget request for the initiative. 

(4) PROPOSED BUDGET.—The Director shall 
transmit annually to Congress a proposed budg- 
et corresponding to the activities identified in 
the strategy. 

(e) ACCELERATOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT.—The Director shall carry out research 
and development on advanced accelerator and 
storage ring technologies relevant to the devel- 
opment of Basic Energy Sciences user facilities, 
in consultation with the Office of Science’s High 
Energy Physics and Nuclear Physics programs. 

(f) ENERGY FRONTIER RESEARCH CENTERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry out 
a program to provide awards, on a competitive, 
merit-reviewed basis, to multi-institutional col- 
laborations or other appropriate entities to con- 
duct fundamental and use-inspired energy re- 
search to accelerate scientific breakthroughs. 

(2) COLLABORATIONS.—A collaboration receiv- 
ing an award under this subsection may include 
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multiple types of institutions and private sector 
entities. 

(3) SELECTION AND DURATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A collaboration under this 
subsection shall be selected for a period of 5 
years. An Energy Frontier Research Center al- 
ready in existence and supported by the Direc- 
tor on the date of enactment of this Act may 
continue to receive support for a period of 5 
years beginning on the date of establishment of 
that center. 

(B) REAPPLICATION.—After the end of the pe- 
riod described in subparagraph (A), an awardee 
may reapply for selection for a second period of 
5 years on a competitive, merit-reviewed basis. 

(C) TERMINATION.—Consistent with the exist- 
ing authorities of the Department, the Director 
may terminate an underperforming center for 
cause during the performance period. 

(4) NO FUNDING FOR CONSTRUCTION.—No fund- 
ing provided pursuant to this subsection may be 
used for the construction of new buildings or fa- 
cilities. 

SEC. 503. ADVANCED SCIENTIFIC COMPUTING RE- 
SEARCH. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Director shall carry out a 
research, development, and demonstration pro- 
gram to advance computational and networking 
capabilities to analyze, model, simulate, and 
predict complex phenomena relevant to the de- 
velopment of new energy technologies and the 
competitiveness of the United States. 

(b) FACILITIES.—The Director, as part of the 
program described in subsection (a), shall de- 
velop and maintain world-class computing and 
network facilities for science and deliver critical 
research in applied mathematics, computer 
science, and advanced networking to support 
the Department’s missions. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the Department 
of Energy High-End Computing Revitalization 
Act of 2004 (15 U.S.C. 5541) is amended by strik- 
ing paragraphs (1) through (5) and inserting the 
following: 

“(1) CO-DESIGN.—The term ‘co-design’ means 
the joint development of application algorithms, 
models, and codes with computer technology ar- 
chitectures and operating systems to maximize 
effective use of high-end computing systems. 

“(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘Department’ 
means the Department of Energy. 

“(3) EXASCALE.—The term ‘exascale’ means 
computing system performance at or near 10 to 
the 18th power floating point operations per sec- 
ond. 

“(4) HIGH-END COMPUTING SYSTEM.—The term 
‘high-end computing system’ means a computing 
system with performance that substantially ex- 
ceeds that of systems that are commonly avail- 
able for advanced scientific and engineering ap- 
plications. 

“(5) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term “institution of higher education’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2 of the En- 
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801). 

“(6) LEADERSHIP SYSTEM.—The term “leader- 
ship system' means a high-end computing sys- 
tem that is among the most advanced in the 
world in terms of performance in solving sci- 
entific and engineering problems. 

“(7) NATIONAL LABORATORY.—The term ‘Na- 
tional Laboratory’ means any one of the seven- 
teen laboratories owned by the Department. 

“(8) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ means 
the Secretary of Energy. 

“(9) SOFTWARE TECHNOLOGY.—The term “soft- 
ware technology” includes optimal algorithms, 
programming environments, tools, languages, 
and operating systems for high-end computing 
systems.””. 

(d) DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY HIGH-END COM- 
PUTING RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 3 of the Department of Energy 
High-End Computing Revitalization Act of 2004 
(15 U.S.C. 5542) is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking “program” 
and inserting “coordinated program across the 
Department’’; 

(B) by striking “and” at the end of paragraph 
(1); 

(C) by striking the period at the end of para- 
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(3) partner with universities, National Lab- 
oratories, and industry to ensure the broadest 
possible application of the technology developed 
in this program to other challenges in science, 
engineering, medicine, and industry.””; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking “vector” 
and all that follows through “architectures”” 
and inserting ‘‘computer technologies that show 
promise of substantial reductions in power re- 
quirements and substantial gains in parallelism 
of multicore processors, concurrency, memory 
and storage, bandwidth, and reliability”; and 

(3) by striking subsection (d) and inserting the 
following: 

“(d) EXASCALE COMPUTING PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a coordinated research program to develop 
exascale computing systems to advance the mis- 
sions of the Department. 

“(2) EXECUTION.—The Secretary shall, 
through competitive merit review, establish two 
or more National Laboratory-industry-univer- 
sity partnerships to conduct integrated research, 
development, and engineering of multiple 
exascale architectures, and— 

“(A) conduct mission-related co-design activi- 
ties in developing such exascale platforms; 

“(B) develop those advancements in hardware 
and software technology required to fully real- 
ize the potential of an exascale production sys- 
tem in addressing Department target applica- 
tions and solving scientific problems involving 
predictive modeling and simulation and large- 
scale data analytics and management; and 

“(C) explore the use of exascale computing 
technologies to advance a broad range of science 
and engineering. 

“(3) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out this 
program, the Secretary shall— 

“(A) provide, on a competitive, merit-reviewed 
basis, access for researchers in United States in- 
dustry, institutions of higher education, Na- 
tional Laboratories, and other Federal agencies 
to these exascale systems, as appropriate; and 

“(B) conduct outreach programs to increase 
the readiness for the use of such platforms by 
domestic industries, including manufacturers. 

“(4) REPORTS.— 

“(A) INTEGRATED STRATEGY AND PROGRAM 
MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The Secretary shall submit 
to Congress, not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act of 2015, a report outlining 
an integrated strategy and program manage- 
ment plan, including target dates for 
prototypical and production exascale platforms, 
interim milestones to reaching these targets, 
functional requirements, roles and responsibil- 
ities of National Laboratories and industry, ac- 
quisition strategy, and estimated resources re- 
quired, to achieve this exascale system capa- 
bility. The report shall include the Secretary’s 
plan for Departmental organization to manage 
and execute the Exascale Computing Program, 
including definition of the roles and responsibil- 
ities within the Department to ensure an inte- 
grated program across the Department. The re- 
port shall also include a plan for ensuring bal- 
ance and prioritizing across ASCR subprograms 
in a flat or slow-growth budget environment. 

“(B) STATUS REPORTS.—At the time of the 
budget submission of the Department for each 
fiscal year, the Secretary shall submit a report 
to Congress that describes the status of mile- 
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stones and costs in achieving the objectives of 
the exascale computing program. 

“(C) EXASCALE MERIT REPORT.—At least 18 
months prior to the initiation of construction or 
installation of any exascale-class computing fa- 
cility, the Secretary shall transmit a plan to the 
Congress detailing— 

“(i) the proposed facility’s cost projections 
and capabilities to significantly accelerate the 
development of new energy technologies; 

“(ii) technical risks and challenges that must 
be overcome to achieve successful completion 
and operation of the facility; and 

“(i1i) an independent assessment of the sci- 
entific and technological advances expected 
from such a facility relative to those expected 
from a comparable investment in expanded re- 
search and applications at terascale-class and 
petascale-class computing facilities, including 
an evaluation of where investments should be 
made in the system software and algorithms to 
enable these advances.””. 

SEC. 504. HIGH ENERGY PHYSICS. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Director shall carry out a 
research program on the fundamental constitu- 
ents of matter and energy and the nature of 
space and time. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of the 
Congress that— 

(1) the Director should incorporate the find- 
ings and recommendations of the Particle Phys- 
ics Project Prioritization Panel's report entitled 
“Building for Discovery: Strategic Plan for U.S. 
Particle Physics in the Global Context”, into the 
Department's planning process as part of the 
program described in subsection (a); 

(2) the Director should prioritize domestically 
hosted research projects that will maintain the 
United States position as a global leader in par- 
ticle physics and attract the world's most tal- 
ented physicists and foreign investment for 
international collaboration; and 

(3) the nations that lead in particle physics by 
hosting international teams dedicated to a com- 
mon scientific goal attract the world's best tal- 
ent and inspire future generations of physicists 
and technologists. 

(c) NEUTRINO RESEARCH.—As part of the pro- 
gram described in subsection (a), the Director 
shall carry out research activities on rare decay 
processes and the nature of the neutrino, which 
may include collaborations with the National 
Science Foundation or international collabora- 
tions. 

(d) DARK ENERGY AND DARK MATTER RE- 
SEARCH.—As part of the program described in 
subsection (a), the Director shall carry out re- 
search activities on the nature of dark energy 
and dark matter, which may include collabora- 
tions with the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration or the National Science Founda- 
tion, or international collaborations. 

(e) ACCELERATOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT.—The Director shall carry out research 
and development in advanced accelerator con- 
cepts and technologies, including laser tech- 
nologies, to reduce the necessary scope and cost 
for the next generation of particle accelerators. 
The Director shall ensure access to national lab- 
oratory accelerator facilities, infrastructure, 
and technology for users and developers of ac- 
celerators that advance applications in energy 
and the environment, medicine, industry, na- 
tional security, and discovery science. 

(f) INTERNATIONAL COLLABORATION.—The Di- 
rector, as practicable and in coordination with 
other appropriate Federal agencies as necessary, 
shall ensure the access of United States re- 
searchers to the most advanced accelerator fa- 
cilities and research capabilities in the world, 
including the Large Hadron Collider. 

SEC. 505. BIOLOGICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RE- 
SEARCH. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Director shall carry out a 

program of research, development, and dem- 
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onstration in the areas of biological systems 
science and climate and environmental science 
to support the energy and environmental mis- 
sions of the Department. 

(b) PRIORITY RESEARCH.—In carrying out this 
section, the Director shall prioritize funda- 
mental research on biological systems and 
genomics science with the greatest potential to 
enable scientific discovery. 

(c) ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 12 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit a report to 
Congress identifying climate science-related ini- 
tiatives under this section that overlap or dupli- 
cate initiatives of other Federal agencies and 
the extent of such overlap or duplication. 

(ad) LIMITATION.—The Director shall not ap- 
prove new climate science-related initiatives to 
be carried out through the Office of Science 
without making a determination that such work 
is unique and not duplicative of work by other 
Federal agencies. Not later than 3 months after 
receiving the assessment required under sub- 
section (c), the Director shall cease those climate 
science-related initiatives identified in the as- 
sessment as overlapping or duplicative, unless 
the Director justifies that such work is critical 
to achieving American energy security. 

(e) LOW DOSE RADIATION RESEARCH PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Depart- 
ment of Energy Office of Science shall carry out 
a research program on low dose radiation. The 
purpose of the program is to enhance the sci- 
entific understanding of and reduce uncertain- 
ties associated with the effects of exposure to 
low dose radiation in order to inform improved 
risk management methods. 

(2) STUDY.—Not later than 60 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Director shall 
enter into an agreement with the National 
Academies to conduct a study assessing the cur- 
rent status and development of a long-term 
strategy for low dose radiation research. Such 
study shall be completed not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of this Act. 
The study shall be conducted in coordination 
with Federal agencies that perform ionizing ra- 
diation effects research and shall leverage the 
most current studies in this field. Such study 
shall— 

(A) identify current scientific challenges for 
understanding the long-term effects of ionizing 
radiation; 

(B) assess the status of current low dose radi- 
ation research in the United States and inter- 
nationally; 

(C) formulate overall scientific goals for the 
future of low-dose radiation research in the 
United States; 

(D) recommend a long-term strategic and 
prioritized research agenda to address scientific 
research goals for overcoming the identified sci- 
entific challenges in coordination with other re- 
search efforts; 

(E) define the essential components of a re- 
search program that would address this research 
agenda within the universities and the National 
Laboratories; and 

(F) assess the cost-benefit effectiveness of such 
a program. 

(3) RESEARCH PLAN.—Not later than 90 days 
after the completion of the study performed 
under paragraph (2) the Secretary of Energy 
shall deliver to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources of the Senate a 5-year research plan 
that responds to the study’s findings and rec- 
ommendations and identifies and prioritizes re- 
search needs. 

(4) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the term 
“low dose radiation’’ means a radiation dose of 
less than 100 millisieverts. 
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(5) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection shall be construed to subject any re- 
search carried out by the Director under the re- 
search program under this subsection to any 
limitations described in section 977(e) of the En- 
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16317(e)). 

SEC. 506. FUSION ENERGY. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Director shall carry out a 
fusion energy sciences research program to ex- 
pand the fundamental understanding of plas- 
mas and matter at very high temperatures and 
densities and to build the scientific foundation 
necessary to enable fusion power. 

(b) FUSION MATERIALS RESEARCH AND DEVEL- 
OPMENT.—As part of the activities authorized in 
section 978 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16318)— 

(1) the Director, in coordination with the As- 
sistant Secretary for Nuclear Energy of the De- 
partment, shall carry out research and develop- 
ment activities to identify, characterize, and 
demonstrate materials that can endure the neu- 
tron, plasma, and heat fluxes expected in a fu- 
sion power system; and 

(2) the Secretary shall— 

(A) provide an assessment of the need for a fa- 
cility or facilities that can examine and test po- 
tential fusion and next generation fission mate- 
rials and other enabling technologies relevant to 
the development of fusion power; and 

(B) provide an assessment of whether a single 
new facility that substantially addresses mag- 
netic fusion and next generation fission mate- 
rials research needs is feasible, in conjunction 
with the expected capabilities of facilities oper- 
ational as of the date of enactment of this Act. 

(c) TOKAMAK RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—AS part of the program de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Director shall sup- 
port research and development activities and fa- 
cility operations to optimize the tokamak ap- 
proach to fusion energy. 

(2) ITER.— 

(A) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report providing an 
assessment of— 

(i) the most recent schedule for ITER that has 
been approved by the ITER Council; and 

(ii) progress of the ITER Council and the 
ITER Director General toward implementation 
of the recommendations of the Third Biennial 
International Organization Management Assess- 
ment Report. 

(B) FAIRNESS IN COMPETITION FOR SOLICITA- 
TIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL PROJECT ACTIVITIES.— 
Section 33 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 
U.S.C. 2053) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: “For purposes of this section, 
with respect to international research projects, 
the term “private facilities or laboratories’ shall 
refer to facilities or laboratories located in the 
United States.’’. 

(C) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should support 
a robust, diverse fusion program. It is further 
the sense of Congress that developing the sci- 
entific basis for fusion, providing research re- 
sults key to the success of ITER, and training 
the next generation of fusion scientists are of 
critical importance to the United States and 
should in no way be diminished by participation 
of the United States in the ITER project. 

(d) INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a program of research and technology 
development in inertial fusion for energy appli- 
cations, including ion beam, laser, and pulsed 
power fusion systems. 

(e) ALTERNATIVE AND ENABLING CONCEPTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—AS part of the program de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Director shall sup- 
port research and development activities and fa- 
cility operations at United States universities, 
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national laboratories, and private facilities for a 
portfolio of alternative and enabling fusion en- 
ergy concepts that may provide solutions to sig- 
nificant challenges to the establishment of a 
commercial magnetic fusion power plant, 
prioritized based on the ability of the United 
States to play a leadership role in the inter- 
national fusion research community. Fusion en- 
ergy concepts and activities explored under this 
paragraph may include— 

(A) high magnetic field approaches facilitated 
by high temperature superconductors; 

(B) advanced stellarator concepts; 

(C) non-tokamak confinement configurations 
operating at low magnetic fields; 

(D) magnetized target fusion energy concepts; 

(E) liquid metals to address issues associated 
with fusion plasma interactions with the inner 
wall of the encasing device; 

(F) immersion blankets for heat management 
and fuel breeding; 

(G) advanced scientific computing activities; 
and 

(H) other promising fusion energy concepts 
identified by the Director. 

(2) COORDINATION WITH ARPA-E.—The Under 
Secretary and the Director shall coordinate with 
the Director of the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency—Energy (in this paragraph referred to as 
“ARPA-E”) to— 

(A) assess the potential for any fusion energy 
project supported by ARPA-E to represent a 
promising approach to a commercially viable fu- 
sion power plant; 

(B) determine whether the results of any fu- 
sion energy project supported by ARPA-E merit 
the support of follow-on research activities car- 
ried out by the Office of Science; and 

(C) avoid unintentional duplication of activi- 
ties. 

(f) GENERAL PLASMA SCIENCE AND APPLICA- 
TIONS.—Not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall pro- 
vide to Congress an assessment of opportunities 
in which the United States can provide world- 
leading contributions to advancing plasma 
science and non-fusion energy applications, and 
identify opportunities for partnering with other 
Federal agencies both within and outside of the 
Department of Energy. 

(g) IDENTIFICATION OF PRIORITIES.— 

(1) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall transmit to Congress a report on the De- 
partment’s proposed fusion energy research and 
development activities over the following 10 
years under at least 3 realistic budget scenarios, 
including a scenario based on 3 percent annual 
growth in the non-ITER portion of the budget 
for fusion energy research and development ac- 
tivities. The report shall— 

(A) identify specific areas of fusion energy re- 
search and enabling technology development in 
which the United States can and should estab- 
lish or solidify a lead in the global fusion energy 
development effort; 

(B) identify priorities for initiation of facility 
construction and facility decommissioning under 
each of those scenarios; and 

(C) assess the ability of the United States fu- 
sion workforce to carry out the activities identi- 
fied in subparagraphs (A) and (B), including 
the adequacy of college and university programs 
to train the leaders and workers of the next gen- 
eration of fusion energy researchers. 

(2) PROCESS.—In order to develop the report 
required under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall leverage best practices and lessons learned 
from the process used to develop the most recent 
report of the Particle Physics Project 
Prioritization Panel of the High Energy Physics 
Advisory Panel. No member of the Fusion En- 
ergy Sciences Advisory Committee shall be ex- 
cluded from participating in developing or vot- 
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ing on final approval of the report required 
under paragraph (1). 
SEC. 507. NUCLEAR PHYSICS. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Director shall carry out a 
program of experimental and theoretical re- 
search, and support associated facilities, to dis- 
cover, explore, and understand all forms of nu- 
clear matter. 

(b) ISOTOPE DEVELOPMENT AND PRODUCTION 
FOR RESEARCH APPLICATIONS.—The_ Director 
shall carry out a program for the production of 
isotopes, including the development of tech- 
niques to produce isotopes, that the Secretary 
determines are needed for research, medical, in- 
dustrial, or other purposes. In making this de- 
termination, the Secretary shall— 

(1) ensure that, as has been the policy of the 
United States since the publication in 1965 of 
Federal Register notice 30 Fed. Reg. 3247, iso- 
tope production activities do not compete with 
private industry unless critical national inter- 
ests necessitate the Federal Government’s in- 
volvement; 

(2) ensure that activities undertaken pursuant 
to this section, to the extent practicable, pro- 
mote the growth of a robust domestic isotope 
production industry; and 

(3) consider any relevant recommendations 
made by Federal advisory committees, the Na- 
tional Academies, and interagency working 
groups in which the Department participates. 
SEC. 508. SCIENCE LABORATORIES INFRASTRUC- 

TURE PROGRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Director shall carry out a 
program to improve the safety, efficiency, and 
mission readiness of infrastructure at Office of 
Science laboratories. The program shall include 
projects to— 

(1) renovate or replace space that does not 
meet research needs; 

(2) replace facilities that are no longer cost ef- 
fective to renovate or operate; 

(3) modernize utility systems to prevent fail- 
ures and ensure efficiency; 

(4) remove excess facilities to allow safe and 
efficient operations; and 

(5) construct modern facilities to conduct ad- 
vanced research in controlled environmental 
conditions. 

(b) APPROACH.—In carrying out this section, 
the Director shall utilize all available ap- 
proaches and mechanisms, including capital line 
items, minor construction projects, energy sav- 
ings performance contracts, utility energy serv- 
ice contracts, alternative financing, and expense 
funding, as appropriate. 

SEC. 509. DOMESTIC MANUFACTURING. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall transmit to 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate a report on the current ability of do- 
mestic manufacturers to meet the procurement 
requirements for major ongoing projects funded 
by the Office of Science of the Department, in- 
cluding a calculation of the percentage of equip- 
ment acquired from domestic manufacturers for 
this purpose. 

SEC. 510. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2016.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary for the Of- 
fice of Science for fiscal year 2016 $5,339,800,000, 
of which— 

(1) $1,850,000,000 shall be for Basic Energy 
Science; 

(2) $788,000,000 shall be for High Energy Phys- 
ics; 

(3) $550,000,000 shall be for Biological and En- 
vironmental Research; 

(4) $624,700,000 shall be for Nuclear Physics; 

(5) $621,000,000 shall be for Advanced Sci- 
entific Computing Research; 

(6) $488,000,000 shall be for Fusion Energy 
Sciences; 
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(7) $113,600,000 shall be for Science Labora- 
tories Infrastructure; 

(8) $181,000,000 shall be for Science Program 
Direction; 

(9) $103,000,000 shall be for Safeguards and 
Security; and 

(10) $20,500,000 shall be for Workforce Devel- 
opment for Teachers and Scientists. 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2017.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary for the Of- 
fice of Science for fiscal year 2017 $5,339,800,000, 
of which— 

(1) $1,850,000,000 shall be for Basic Energy 
Science; 

(2) $788,000,000 shall be for High Energy Phys- 


ics; 

(3) $550,000,000 shall be for Biological and En- 
vironmental Research; 

(4) $624,700,000 shall be for Nuclear Physics; 

(5) $621,000,000 shall be for Advanced Sci- 
entific Computing Research; 

(6) $488,000,000 shall be for Fusion Energy 
Sciences; 

(7) $113,600,000 shall be for Science Labora- 
tories Infrastructure; 

(8) $181,000,000 shall be for Science Program 
Direction; 

(9) $103,000,000 shall be for Safeguards and 
Security; and 

(10) $20,500,000 shall be for Workforce Devel- 
opment for Teachers and Scientists. 
SEC. 511. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title— 

(1) the term “Department” means the Depart- 
ment of Energy; 

(2) the term “Director”? means the Director of 
the Office of Science of the Department; and 

(3) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary 
of Energy. 

TITLE VI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

APPLIED RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 


Subtitle A—Crosscutting Research and 
Development 
SEC. 601. CROSSCUTTING RESEARCH AND DEVEL- 
OPMENT. 

(a) CROSSCUTTING RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT.—The Secretary shall, through the Under 
Secretary for Science and Energy, utilize the ca- 
pabilities of the Department to identify strategic 
opportunities for collaborative research, devel- 
opment, demonstration, and commercial applica- 
tion of innovative science and technologies for— 

(1) advancing the understanding of the en- 
ergy-water-land use nexus; 

(2) modernizing the electric grid by improving 
energy transmission and distribution systems se- 
curity and resiliency; 

(3) utilizing supercritical carbon dioxide in 
electric power generation; 

(4) subsurface technology and engineering; 

(5) high performance computing; 

(6) cybersecurity; and 

(7) critical challenges identified through com- 
prehensive energy studies, evaluations, and re- 
views. 

(b) CROSSCUTTING APPROACHES.—To the max- 
imum extent practicable, the Secretary shall 
seek to leverage existing programs, and consoli- 
date and coordinate activities, throughout the 
Department to promote collaboration and cross- 
cutting approaches within programs. 

(c) ADDITIONAL ACTIONS.—The 
shall— 

(1) prioritize activities that promote the utili- 
zation of all affordable domestic resources; 

(2) develop a rigorous and realistic planning, 
evaluation, and technical assessment framework 
for setting objective, long-term strategic goals 
and evaluating progress that ensures the integ- 
rity and independence to insulate planning from 
political influence and the flexibility to adapt to 
market dynamics; 

(3) ensure that activities shall be undertaken 
in a manner that does not duplicate other ac- 
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tivities within the Department or other Federal 
Government activities; and 

(4) identify programs that may be more effec- 
tively left to the States, industry, nongovern- 
mental organizations, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, or other stakeholders. 

SEC. 602. STRATEGIC RESEARCH PORTFOLIO 
ANALYSIS AND COORDINATION 
PLAN. 

Section 994 of Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16358) is amended to read as follows: 
“SEC. 994. STRATEGIC RESEARCH PORTFOLIO 

ANALYSIS AND COORDINATION 
PLAN. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall peri- 
odically review all of the science and technology 
activities of the Department in a strategic 
framework that takes into account the frontiers 
of science to which the Department can con- 
tribute, the national needs relevant to the De- 
partment’s statutory missions, and global energy 
dynamics. 

“(b) COORDINATION ANALYSIS AND PLAN.—AS 
part of the review under subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary shall develop a plan to improve coordina- 
tion and collaboration in research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application ac- 
tivities across Department organizational 
boundaries. 

“(c) PLAN CONTENTS.—The plan shall de- 
scribe— 

“(1) cross-cutting scientific and technical 
issues and research questions that span more 
than one program or major office of the Depart- 
ment; 

“(2) how the applied technology programs of 
the Department are coordinating their activities, 
and addressing those questions; 

“(3) ways in which the technical interchange 
within the Department, particularly between 
the Office of Science and the applied technology 
programs, can be enhanced, including limited 
ways in which the research agendas of the Of- 
fice of Science and the applied programs can 
better interact and assist each other; 

“(4) a description of how the Secretary will 
ensure that the Department's overall research 
agenda include, in addition to fundamental, cu- 
riosity-driven research, fundamental research 
related to topics of concern to the applied pro- 
grams, and applications in Departmental tech- 
nology programs of research results generated 
by fundamental, curiosity-driven research; 

“(5) critical assessments of any ongoing pro- 
grams that have experienced sub-par perform- 
ance or cost over-runs of 10 percent or more over 
one or more years; and 

“*(6) activities that may be more effectively left 
to the States, industry, nongovernmental orga- 
nizations, institutions of higher education, or 
other stakeholders. 

“(d) PLAN TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 2015, and 
every 4 years thereafter, the Secretary shall 
transmit to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources of the Senate the results of the review 
under subsection (a) and the coordination plan 
under subsection (b).’’. 

SEC. 603. STRATEGY FOR FACILITIES AND INFRA- 
STRUCTURE. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 993 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16357) is amended— 

(1) by amending the section heading to read 
as follows: “STRATEGY FOR FACILITIES 
AND INFRASTRUCTURE”; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘2008’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
item relating to section 993 in the table of con- 
tents of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 is amend- 
ed to read as follows: 
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“Sec. 993. Strategy for facilities and infrastruc- 
ture.”. 


Subtitle B—Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability Research and Development 
SEC. 611. DISTRIBUTED ENERGY AND ELECTRIC 

ENERGY SYSTEMS. 

Section 921 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16211) is amended to read as follows: 
“SEC. 921. DISTRIBUTED ENERGY AND ELECTRIC 

ENERGY SYSTEMS. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out programs of research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial application on dis- 
tributed energy resources and systems reliability 
and efficiency, to improve the reliability and ef- 
ficiency of distributed energy resources and sys- 
tems, integrating advanced energy technologies 
with grid connectivity, including activities de- 
scribed in this subtitle. The programs shall ad- 
dress advanced energy technologies and systems 
and advanced grid security, resiliency, and reli- 
ability technologies. 

“(b) OBJECTIVES.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the Secretary shall seek to— 

“*(1) leverage existing programs; 

“(2) consolidate and coordinate activities 
throughout the Department to promote collabo- 
ration and crosscutting approaches; 

“(3) ensure activities are undertaken in a 
manner that does not duplicate other activities 
within the Department or other Federal Govern- 
ment activities; and 

“*(4) identify programs that may be more effec- 
tively left to the States, industry, nongovern- 
mental organizations, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, or other stakeholders.””. 

SEC. 612. ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION AND DIS- 
TRIBUTION RESEARCH AND DEVEL- 
OPMENT. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 925 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16215) is amended— 

(1) by amending the section heading to read 
as follows: “ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION AND 
DISTRIBUTION RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT”; 

(2) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(a) PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall establish 
a comprehensive research, development, and 
demonstration program to ensure the reliability, 
efficiency, and environmental integrity of elec- 
trical transmission and distribution systems, 
which shall include innovations for— 

“(1) advanced energy delivery technologies, 
energy storage technologies, materials, and sys- 
tems; 

“(2) advanced grid reliability and efficiency 
technology development; 

**(3) technologies contributing to significant 
load reductions; 

“(4) advanced metering, 
and control technologies; 

“(5) technologies to enhance existing grid 
components; 

“*(6) the development and use of high-tempera- 
ture superconductors to— 

“(A) enhance the reliability, operational flexi- 
bility, or power-carrying capability of electric 
transmission or distribution systems; or 

“(B) increase the efficiency of electric energy 
generation, transmission, distribution, or stor- 
age systems; 

“(7) integration of power systems, including 
systems to deliver high-quality electric power, 
electric power reliability, and combined heat 
and power; 

“*(8) supply of electricity to the power grid by 
small scale, distributed, and residential-based 
power generators; 

“(9) the development and use of advanced 
grid design, operation, and planning tools; and 

“(10) any other infrastructure technologies, as 
appropriate.”; and 

(3) by amending subsection (c) to read as fol- 
lows: 


load management, 
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“(c) IMPLEMENTATION.— 

“(1) CONSORTIUM.—The Secretary shall con- 
sider implementing the program under this sec- 
tion using a consortium of participants from in- 
dustry, institutions of higher education, and 
National Laboratories. 

“(2) OBJECTIVES.—To the maximum extent 
practicable the Secretary shall seek to— 

“(A) leverage existing programs; 

“(B) consolidate and coordinate activities, 
throughout the Department to promote collabo- 
ration and crosscutting approaches; 

“(C) ensure activities are undertaken in a 
manner that does not duplicate other activities 
within the Department or other Federal Govern- 
ment activities; and 

“(D) identify programs that may be more ef- 
fectively left to the States, industry, nongovern- 
mental organizations, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, or other stakeholders.””. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
item relating to section 925 in the table of con- 
tents of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 is amend- 
ed to read as follows: 


“Sec. 925. Electric transmission and distribu- 
tion research and development.’’. 


Subtitle C—Nuclear Energy Research and 
Development 
SEC. 621. OBJECTIVES. 

Section 951 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16271) is amended— 

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct programs of civilian nuclear energy re- 
search, development, demonstration, and com- 
mercial application, including activities de- 
scribed in this subtitle. Such programs shall 
take into consideration the following objectives: 

“(1) Enhancing nuclear power's viability as 
part of the United States energy portfolio. 

“(2) Reducing used nuclear fuel and nuclear 
waste products generated by civilian nuclear en- 
ergy. 

“(3) Supporting technological advances in 
areas that industry by itself is not likely to un- 
dertake because of technical and financial un- 
certainty. 

“*(4) Providing the technical means to reduce 
the likelihood of nuclear proliferation. 

“(5) Maintaining a cadre of nuclear scientists 
and engineers. 

“(6) Maintaining National Laboratory and 
university nuclear programs, including their in- 
frastructure. 

“(7) Supporting both individual researchers 
and multidisciplinary teams of researchers to 
pioneer new approaches in nuclear energy, 
science, and technology. 

“(8) Developing, planning, constructing, ac- 
quiring, and operating special equipment and 
facilities for the use of researchers. 

“(9) Supporting technology transfer and other 
appropriate activities to assist the nuclear en- 
ergy industry, and other users of nuclear 
science and engineering, including activities ad- 
dressing reliability, availability, productivity, 
component aging, safety, and security of nu- 
clear power plants. 

“(10) Reducing the environmental impact of 
nuclear energy-related activities. 

“(11) Researching and developing technologies 
and processes to meet Federal and State require- 
ments and standards for nuclear power sys- 
tems.’’; 

(2) by striking subsections (b) through (d); 
and 

(3) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (b). 

SEC. 622. PROGRAM OBJECTIVES STUDY. 

Section 951 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16271) is further amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 
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“(c) PROGRAM OBJECTIVES STUDY.—In fur- 
therance of the program objectives listed in sub- 
section (a) of this section, the Government Ac- 
countability Office shall, within one year after 
the date of enactment of this subsection, trans- 
mit to the Congress a report on the results of a 
study on the scientific and technical merit of 
major Federal and State requirements and 
standards, including moratoria, that delay or 
impede the further development and commer- 
cialization of nuclear power, and how the De- 
partment can assist in overcoming such delays 
or impediments.””. 

SEC. 623. NUCLEAR ENERGY RESEARCH AND DE- 
VELOPMENT PROGRAMS. 

Section 952 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16272) is amended by striking sub- 
sections (c) through (e) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c) REACTOR CONCEPTS.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out a program of research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial application to ad- 
vance nuclear power systems as well as tech- 
nologies to sustain currently deployed systems. 

“(2) DESIGNS AND TECHNOLOGIES.—In con- 
ducting the program under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall examine advanced reactor de- 
signs and nuclear technologies, including those 
that— 

“(A) have higher efficiency, lower cost, and 
improved safety compared to reactors in oper- 
ation as of the date of enactment of the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 2015; 

“(B) utilize passive safety features; 

“(C) minimize proliferation risks; 

“(D) substantially reduce production of high- 
level waste per unit of output; 

“(E) increase the life and sustainability of re- 
actor systems currently deployed; 

“(F) use improved instrumentation; 

“(G) are capable of producing large-scale 
quantities of hydrogen or process heat; 

“(H) minimize water usage or use alternatives 
to water as a cooling mechanism; or 

(I) use nuclear energy as part of an inte- 
grated energy system. 

“(3) INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION.—In car- 
rying out the program under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall seek opportunities to enhance 
the progress of the program through inter- 
national cooperation through such organiza- 
tions as the Generation IV International Forum 
or any other international collaboration the 
Secretary considers appropriate. 

“*(4) EXCEPTIONS.—No funds authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out the activities de- 
scribed in this subsection shall be used to fund 
the activities authorized under sections 641 
through 645.’’. 

SEC. 624. SMALL MODULAR REACTOR PROGRAM. 

Section 952 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16272) is further amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

“(d) SMALL MODULAR REACTOR PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out a small modular reactor program to promote 
research, development, demonstration, and com- 
mercial application of small modular reactors, 
including through cost-shared projects for com- 
mercial application of reactor systems designs. 

“(2) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall con- 
sult with and utilize the expertise of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy in establishing and carrying 
out such program. 

“(3) ADDITIONAL ACTIVITIES.—Activities may 
also include development of advanced computer 
modeling and simulation tools, by Federal and 
non-Federal entities, which demonstrate and 
validate new design capabilities of innovative 
small modular reactor designs. 

“(4) DEFINITION.—For the purposes of this 
subsection, the term “small modular reactor” 
means a nuclear reactor meeting generally ac- 
cepted industry standards— 
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“(A) with a rated capacity of less than 300 
electrical megawatts; 

“(B) with respect to which most parts can be 
factory assembled and shipped as modules to a 
reactor plant site for assembly; and 

“(C) that can be constructed and operated in 
combination with similar reactors at a single 
site.””. 

SEC. 625. FUEL CYCLE RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 953 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16273) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading by striking “AD- 
VANCED FUEL CYCLE INITIATIVE” and in- 
serting “FUEL CYCLE RESEARCH AND DE- 
VELOPMENT’; 

(2) by striking subsection (a); 

(3) by redesignating subsections (b) through 
(d) as subsections (d) through (f), respectively; 
and 

(4) by inserting before subsection (d), as so re- 
designated by paragraph (3) of this subsection, 
the following new subsections: 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a fuel cycle research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial application program 
(referred to in this section as the ‘program’) on 
fuel cycle options that improve uranium re- 
source utilization, maximize energy generation, 
minimize nuclear waste creation, improve safe- 
ty, mitigate risk of proliferation, and improve 
waste management in support of a national 
strategy for spent nuclear fuel and the reactor 
concepts research, development, demonstration, 
and commercial application program under sec- 
tion 952(c). 

“(b) FUEL CYCLE OPTIONS.—Under this sec- 
tion the Secretary may consider implementing 
the following initiatives: 

“(1) OPEN CYCLE.—Developing fuels, includ- 
ing the use of nonuranium materials and alter- 
nate claddings, for use in reactors that increase 
energy generation, improve safety performance 
and margins, and minimize the amount of nu- 
clear waste produced in an open fuel cycle. 

“(2) RECYCLE.—Developing advanced recy- 
cling technologies, including advanced reactor 
concepts to improve resource utilization, reduce 
proliferation risks, and minimize radiotoxicity, 
decay heat, and mass and volume of nuclear 
waste to the greatest extent possible. 

“(3) ADVANCED STORAGE METHODS.—Devel- 
oping advanced storage technologies for both 
onsite and long-term storage that substantially 
prolong the effective life of current storage de- 
vices or that substantially improve upon existing 
nuclear waste storage technologies and methods, 
including repositories. 

““(4) FAST TEST REACTOR.—Investigating the 
potential research benefits of a fast test reactor 
user facility to conduct experiments on fuels 
and materials related to fuel forms and fuel cy- 
cles that will increase fuel utilization, reduce 
proliferation risks, and reduce nuclear waste 
products. 

“(5) ADVANCED REACTOR INNOVATION.—Devel- 
oping an advanced reactor innovation testbed 
where national laboratories, universities, and 
industry can address advanced reactor design 
challenges to enable construction and operation 
of privately funded reactor prototypes to resolve 
technical uncertainty for United States-based 
designs for future domestic and international 
markets. 

“(6) OTHER TECHNOLOGIES.—Developing any 
other technology or initiative that the Secretary 
determines is likely to advance the objectives of 
the program. 

“(c) ADDITIONAL ADVANCED RECYCLING AND 
CROSSCUTTING ACTIVITIES.—In addition to and 
in support of the specific initiatives described in 
paragraphs (1) through (5) of subsection (b), the 
Secretary may support the following activities: 

“(1) Development and testing of integrated 
process flow sheets for advanced nuclear fuel re- 
cycling processes. 
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“(2) Research to characterize the byproducts 
and waste streams resulting from fuel recycling 
processes. 

“(3) Research and development on reactor 
concepts or transmutation technologies that im- 
prove resource utilization or reduce the 
radiotoxicity of waste streams. 

“(4) Research and development on waste 
treatment processes and separations tech- 
nologies, advanced waste forms, and quantifica- 
tion of proliferation risks. 

“*(5) Identification and evaluation of test and 
experimental facilities necessary to successfully 
implement the advanced fuel cycle initiative. 

“*(6) Advancement of fuel cycle-related mod- 
eling and simulation capabilities. 

“(7) Research to understand the behavior of 
high-burnup fuels.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item re- 
lating to section 953 in the table of contents of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 is amended to read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 953. Fuel cycle research and develop- 
ment.’’. 
NUCLEAR ENERGY ENABLING TECH- 

NOLOGIES PROGRAM. 

(a) AMENDMENT.—Subtitle E of title LX of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16271 et 
seg.) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new section: 

“SEC. 958. NUCLEAR ENERGY ENABLING TECH- 
NOLOGIES. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a program to support the integration of ac- 
tivities undertaken through the reactor concepts 
research, development, demonstration, and com- 
mercial application program under section 952(c) 
and the fuel cycle research and development 
program under section 953, and support cross- 
cutting nuclear energy concepts. Activities com- 
menced under this section shall be concentrated 
on broadly applicable research and development 
focus areas. 

“(b) ACTIVITIES.—Activities conducted under 
this section may include research involving— 

“(1) advanced reactor materials; 

“*(2) advanced radiation mitigation methods; 

“(3) advanced proliferation and security risk 
assessment methods; 

“*(4) advanced sensors and instrumentation; 

“(5) high performance computation modeling, 
including multiphysics, multidimensional mod- 
eling simulation for nuclear energy systems, and 
continued development of advanced modeling 
simulation capabilities through national labora- 
tory, industry, and university partnerships for 
operations and safety performance improve- 
ments of light water reactors for currently de- 
ployed and near-term reactors and advanced re- 
actors and for the development of small modular 
reactors; and 

“*(6) any crosscutting technology or trans- 
formative concept aimed at establishing substan- 
tial and revolutionary enhancements in the per- 
formance of future nuclear energy systems that 
the Secretary considers relevant and appro- 
priate to the purpose of this section. 

“(c) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit, as 
part of the annual budget submission of the De- 
partment, a report on the activities of the pro- 
gram conducted under this section, which shall 
include a brief evaluation of each activity’s 
progress.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 is 
amended by adding at the end of the items for 
subtitle E of title IX the following new item: 


SEC. 626. 


“Sec. 958. Nuclear energy enabling tech- 
nologies.””. 
SEC. 627. TECHNICAL STANDARDS COLLABORA- 


TION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology shall es- 
tablish a nuclear energy standards committee 
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(in this section referred to as the “technical 
standards committee’’) to facilitate and support, 
consistent with the National Technology Trans- 
fer and Advancement Act of 1995, the develop- 
ment or revision of technical standards for new 
and existing nuclear power plants and ad- 
vanced nuclear technologies. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The technical standards 
committee shall include representatives from ap- 
propriate Federal agencies and the private sec- 
tor, and be open to materially affected organiza- 
tions involved in the development or application 
of nuclear energy-related standards. 

(2) CO-CHAIRS.—The technical standards com- 
mittee shall be co-chaired by a representative 
from the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology and a representative from a private 
sector standards organization. 

(c) DUTIES.—The technical standards com- 
mittee shall, in cooperation with appropriate 
Federal agencies— 

(1) perform a needs assessment to identify and 
evaluate the technical standards that are need- 
ed to support nuclear energy, including those 
needed to support new and existing nuclear 
power plants and advanced nuclear tech- 
nologies, including developing the technical 
basis for regulatory frameworks for advanced 
reactors; 

(2) formulate, coordinate, and recommend pri- 
orities for the development of new technical 
standards and the revision of existing technical 
standards to address the needs identified under 
paragraph (1); 

(3) facilitate and support collaboration and 
cooperation among standards developers to ad- 
dress the needs and priorities identified under 
paragraphs (1) and (2); 

(4) as appropriate, coordinate with other na- 
tional, regional, or international efforts on nu- 
clear energy-related technical standards in 
order to avoid conflict and duplication and to 
ensure global compatibility; and 

(5) promote the establishment and mainte- 
nance of a database of nuclear energy-related 
technical standards. 

(da) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—To 
the extent provided for in advance by appro- 
priations Acts, the Secretary may transfer to the 
Director of the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology not to exceed $1,000,000 for fis- 
cal year 2016 for the Secretary of Commerce to 
carry out this section from amounts appro- 
priated for nuclear energy research and devel- 
opment within the Nuclear Energy Enabling 
Technologies account for the Department. 

SEC. 628. AVAILABLE FACILITIES DATABASE. 

The Secretary shall prepare a database of 
non-Federal user facilities receiving Federal 
funds that may be used for unclassified nuclear 
energy research. The Secretary shall make this 
database accessible on the Department’s 
website. 

SEC. 629. NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL. 

To the extent consistent with the requirements 
of current law, the Department shall be respon- 
sible for disposal of high-level radioactive waste 
or spent nuclear fuel generated by reactors 
under the programs authorized in this subtitle, 
or the amendments made by this subtitle. 
Subtitle D—Energy Efficiency and Renewable 

Energy Research and Development 
SEC. 641. ENERGY EFFICIENCY. 

Section 911 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16191) is amended to read as follows: 
“SEC. 911. ENERGY EFFICIENCY. 

“(a) OBJECTIVES.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct programs of energy efficiency research, de- 
velopment, demonstration, and commercial ap- 
plication, including activities described in this 
subtitle. Such programs shall prioritize activities 
that industry by itself is not likely to undertake 
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because of technical challenges or regulatory 
uncertainty, and take into consideration the fol- 
lowing objectives: 

“*(1) Increasing energy efficiency. 

“(2) Reducing the cost of energy. 

“(3) Reducing the environmental impact of 
energy-related activities. 

“(b) PROGRAMS.—Programs under this subtitle 
shall include research, development, demonstra- 
tion, and commercial application of— 

“(1) innovative, affordable technologies to im- 
prove the energy efficiency and environmental 
performance of vehicles, including weight and 
drag reduction technologies, technologies, mod- 
eling, and simulation for increasing vehicle 
connectivity and automation, and whole-vehicle 
design optimization; 

“(2) cost-effective technologies, for new con- 
struction and retrofit, to improve the energy ef- 
ficiency and environmental performance of 
buildings, using a whole-buildings approach; 

“(3) advanced technologies to improve the en- 
ergy efficiency, environmental performance, and 
process efficiency of energy-intensive and 
waste-intensive industries; 

“*(4) technologies to improve the energy effi- 
ciency of appliances and mechanical systems for 
buildings in extreme climates, including cogen- 
eration, trigeneration, and  polygeneration 
units; 

“(5) advanced battery technologies; and 

**(6) fuel cell and hydrogen technologies. ””. 
SEC. 642. NEXT GENERATION LIGHTING INITIA- 

TIVE. 

Section 912 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16192) and the item relating thereto in 
the table of contents of that Act are repealed. 
SEC. 643. BUILDING STANDARDS. 

Section 914 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16194) is amended by striking sub- 
section (c). 

SEC. 644. SECONDARY ELECTRIC VEHICLE BAT- 
TERY USE PROGRAM. 

Section 915 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16195) and the item relating thereto in 
the table of contents of that Act are repealed. 
SEC. 645. NETWORK FOR MANUFACTURING INNO- 

VATION PROGRAM. 

To the extent provided for in advance by ap- 
propriations Acts, the Secretary may transfer to 
the National Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology up to $150,000,000 for the period encom- 
passing fiscal years 2015 through 2017 from 
amounts appropriated for advanced manufac- 
turing research and development under this sub- 
title (and the amendments made by this subtitle) 
for the Secretary of Commerce to carry out the 
Network for Manufacturing Innovation Pro- 
gram authorized under section 34 of the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278s). 

SEC. 646. ADVANCED ENERGY TECHNOLOGY 
TRANSFER CENTERS. 

Section 917 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16197) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by inserting “and” at the end of para- 
graph (2)(B); 

(B) by striking “; and” at the end of para- 
graph (3) and inserting a period; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (4); 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (1); 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 
(5) as paragraphs (1) through (4), respectively; 
and 

(C) by striking paragraph (6); 

(3) by amending subsection (g) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(g) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds award- 
ed under this section may be used for the con- 
struction of facilities or the deployment of com- 
mercially available technologies.’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (i). 
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SEC. 647. RENEWABLE ENERGY. 

Section 931 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16231) is amended to read as follows: 
“SEC. 931. RENEWABLE ENERGY. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.— 

“(1) OBJECTIVES.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct programs of renewable energy research, de- 
velopment, demonstration, and commercial ap- 
plication, including activities described in this 
subtitle. Such programs shall prioritize dis- 
covery research and development and take into 
consideration the following objectives: 

“(A) Increasing the conversion efficiency of 
all forms of renewable energy through improved 
technologies. 

“(B) Decreasing the cost of renewable energy 
generation and delivery. 

“(C) Promoting the diversity of the energy 
supply. 

“(D) Decreasing the dependence of the United 
States on foreign mineral resources. 

“(E) Decreasing the environmental impact of 
renewable energy-related activities. 

““(F) Increasing the export of renewable gen- 
eration technologies from the United States. 

“(2) PROGRAMS.— 

“(A) SOLAR ENERGY.—The Secretary shall 
conduct a program of research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application for 
solar energy, including innovations in— 

“*(1) photovoltaics; 

“(ii) solar heating; 

“(iti) concentrating solar power; 

“*(iv) lighting systems that integrate sunlight 
and electrical lighting in complement to each 
other; and 

“(v) development of technologies that can be 
easily integrated into new and existing build- 
ings. 

“(B) WIND ENERGY.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a program of research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial application for wind 
energy, including innovations in— 

“*(1) low speed wind energy; 

“(ii) testing and verification technologies; 

“(iti) distributed wind energy generation; and 

“*(iv) transformational technologies for har- 
nessing wind energy. 

“(C) GEOTHERMAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a program of research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial application for geo- 
thermal energy, including technologies for— 

“(i) improving detection of geothermal re- 
sources; 

“(ii) decreasing drilling costs; 

“(iti) decreasing maintenance costs through 
improved materials; 

“(iv) increasing the potential for other rev- 
enue sources, such as mineral production; and 

“*(v) increasing the understanding of reservoir 
life cycle and management. 

“(D) HYDROPOWER.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a program of research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial application for tech- 
nologies that enable the development of new 
and incremental hydropower capacity, includ- 
ing: 

“*(1) Advanced technologies to enhance envi- 
ronmental performance and yield greater energy 
efficiencies. 

“*(11) Ocean energy, including wave energy. 

“(E) MISCELLANEOUS PROJECTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application pro- 
grams for— 

“*(1) the combined use of renewable energy 
technologies with one another and with other 
energy technologies, including the combined use 
of renewable power and fossil technologies; 

“(ii) renewable energy technologies for cogen- 
eration of hydrogen and electricity; and 

“(iti) kinetic hydro turbines. 

“(b) RURAL DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—In 
carrying out this section, the Secretary, in con- 
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sultation with the Secretary of Agriculture, 
shall give priority to demonstrations that assist 
in delivering electricity to rural and remote lo- 
cations including— 

“(1) advanced renewable power technology, 
including combined use with fossil technologies; 

“*(2) biomass; and 

“*(3) geothermal energy systems. 

““(c) ANALYSIS AND EVALUATION.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct analysis and evaluation in support of the 
renewable energy programs under this subtitle. 
These activities shall be used to guide budget 
and program decisions, and shall include— 

“(A) economic and technical analysis of re- 
newable energy potential, including resource as- 
sessment; 

“(B) analysis of past program performance, 
both in terms of technical advances and in mar- 
ket introduction of renewable energy; 

“(C) assessment of domestic and international 
market drivers, including the impacts of any 
Federal, State, or local grants, loans, loan guar- 
antees, tax incentives, statutory or regulatory 
requirements, or other government initiatives; 
and 

“(D) any other analysis or evaluation that 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 

“(2) FUNDING.—The Secretary may designate 
up to 1 percent of the funds appropriated for 
carrying out this subtitle for analysis and eval- 
uation activities under this subsection. 

“(3) SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—This analysis 
and evaluation shall be submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate at 
least 30 days before each annual budget request 
is submitted to Congress.””. 

SEC. 648. BIOENERGY PROGRAM. 

Section 932 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16232) is amended to read as follows: 
“SEC. 932. BIOENERGY PROGRAM. 

“(a) PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall conduct 
a program of research, development, demonstra- 
tion, and commercial application for bioenergy, 
including innovations in— 

“*(1) biopower energy systems; 

“*(2) biofuels; 

“(3) bioproducts; 

“(4) integrated biorefineries that may produce 
biopower, biofuels, and bioproducts; and 

“(5) cross-cutting research and development 
in feedstocks. 

“(b) BIOFUELS AND BIOPRODUCTS.—The goals 
of the biofuels and bioproducts programs shall 
be to develop, in partnership with industry and 
institutions of higher education— 

“(1) advanced biochemical and thermo- 
chemical conversion technologies capable of 
making fuels from lignocellulosic feedstocks that 
are price-competitive with fossil-based fuels and 
fully compatible with either internal combustion 
engines or fuel cell-powered vehicles; 

(2) advanced conversion of biomass to 
biofuels and bioproducts as part of integrated 
biorefineries based on either biochemical proc- 
esses, thermochemical processes, or hybrids of 
these processes; and 

“*(3) other advanced processes that will enable 
the development of cost-effective bioproducts, 
including biofuels. 

“(c) RETROFIT TECHNOLOGIES FOR THE DEVEL- 
OPMENT OF ETHANOL FROM CELLULOSIC MATE- 
RIALS.—The Secretary shall establish a program 
of research, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application for technologies and 
processes to enable biorefineries that exclusively 
use corn grain or corn starch as a feedstock to 
produce ethanol to be retrofitted to accept a 
range of biomass, including lignocellulosic feed- 
stocks. 

““(d) LIMITATIONS.—None of the funds author- 
ized for carrying out this section may be used to 
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fund commercial biofuels production for defense 
purposes. 

“(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) BIOMASS.—The term ‘biomass’ means— 

“(A) any organic material grown for the pur- 
pose of being converted to energy; 

“(B) any organic byproduct of agriculture (in- 
cluding wastes from food production and proc- 
essing) that can be converted into energy; or 

“(C) any waste material that can be converted 
to energy, is segregated from other waste mate- 
rials, and is derived from— 

“*(1) any of the following forest-related re- 
sources: mill residues, precommercial thinnings, 
slash, brush, or otherwise nonmerchantable ma- 
terial; 

“(ii) wood waste materials, including waste 
pallets, crates, dunnage, manufacturing and 
construction wood wastes (other than pressure- 
treated, chemically treated, or painted wood 
wastes), and landscape or right-of-way tree 
trimmings, but not including municipal solid 
waste, gas derived from the biodegradation of 
municipal solid waste, or paper that is com- 
monly recycled; or 

“(iti) solids derived from waste water treat- 
ment processes. 

“(2) LIGNOCELLULOSIC FEEDSTOCK.—The term 
‘lignocellulosic feedstock’ means any portion of 
a plant or coproduct from conversion, including 
crops, trees, forest residues, grasses, and agri- 
cultural residues not specifically grown for food, 
including from barley grain, grapeseed, rice 
bran, rice hulls, rice straw, soybean matter, 
cornstover, and sugarcane bagasse.””. 

SEC. 649. CONCENTRATING SOLAR POWER RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM. 

Section 934 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16234) and the item relating thereto in 
the table of contents of that Act are repealed. 
SEC. 650. RENEWABLE ENERGY IN PUBLIC BUILD- 

INGS. 

Section 935 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16235) and the item relating thereto in 
the table of contents of that Act are repealed. 


Subtitle E—Fossil Energy Research and 
Development 
SEC. 661. FOSSIL ENERGY. 

Section 961 of Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16291) is amended to read as follows: 
“SEC. 961. FOSSIL ENERGY. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out research, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application programs in fossil en- 
ergy, including activities under this subtitle, 
with the goal of improving the efficiency, effec- 
tiveness, and environmental performance of fos- 
sil energy production, upgrading, conversion, 
and consumption. Such programs shall take into 
consideration the following objectives: 

“*(1) Increasing the energy conversion effi- 
ciency of all forms of fossil energy through im- 
proved technologies. 

“*(2) Decreasing the cost of all fossil energy 
production, generation, and delivery. 

“(3) Promoting diversity of energy supply. 

“*(4) Decreasing the dependence of the United 
States on foreign energy supplies. 

“(5) Decreasing the environmental impact of 
energy-related activities. 

“*(6) Increasing the export of fossil energy-re- 
lated equipment, technology, and services from 
the United States. 

“(b) OBJECTIVES.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the Secretary shall seek to— 

“(1) leverage existing programs; 

“(2) consolidate and coordinate activities 
throughout the Department to promote collabo- 
ration and crosscutting approaches; 

“(3) ensure activities are undertaken in a 
manner that does not duplicate other activities 
within the Department or other Federal Govern- 
ment activities; and 


May 20, 2015 


“*(4) identify programs that may be more effec- 
tively left to the States, industry, nongovern- 
mental organizations, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, or other stakeholders. 

“(c) LIMITATIONS.— 

“(1) USES.—None of the funds authorized for 
carrying out this section may be used for Fossil 
Energy Environmental Restoration. 

“*(2) INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—Not 
less than 20 percent of the funds appropriated 
for carrying out section 964 of this Act for each 
fiscal year shall be dedicated to research and 
development carried out at institutions of higher 
education. 

“(3) USE FOR REGULATORY ASSESSMENTS OR 
DETERMINATIONS.—The results of any research, 
development, demonstration, or commercial ap- 
plication projects or activities of the Department 
authorized under this subtitle may not be used 
for regulatory assessments or determinations by 
Federal regulatory authorities. 

“(d) ASSESSMENTS.— 

“(1) CONSTRAINTS AGAINST BRINGING RE- 
SOURCES TO MARKET.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 2015, the 
Secretary shall transmit to Congress an assess- 
ment of the technical, institutional, policy, and 
regulatory constraints to bringing new domestic 
fossil resources to market. 

“(2) TECHNOLOGY CAPABILITIES.—Not later 
than 2 years after the date of enactment of the 
America COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 
2015, the Secretary shall transmit to Congress a 
long-term assessment of existing and projected 
technological capabilities for expanded produc- 
tion from domestic unconventional oil, gas, and 
methane reserves.””. 

SEC. 662. COAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, DEM- 
ONSTRATION, AND COMMERCIAL AP- 
PLICATION PROGRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 962 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16292) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (10), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (11), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(12) specific additional programs to address 
water use and reuse; 

“(13) the testing, including the construction of 
testing facilities, of high temperature materials 
for use in advanced systems for combustion or 
use of coal; and 

“(14) innovations to application of existing 
coal conversion systems designed to increase ef- 
ficiency of conversion, flexibility of operation, 
and other modifications to address existing 
usage requirements.’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (b) through 
(d) as subsections (c) through (e), respectively; 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(b) TRANSFORMATIONAL COAL TECHNOLOGY 
PROGRAM.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—AS part of the program es- 
tablished under subsection (a), the Secretary 
may carry out a program designed to undertake 
research, development, demonstration, and com- 
mercial application of technologies, including 
the accelerated development of— 

“(A) chemical looping technology; 

“(B) supercritical carbon dioxide power gen- 
eration cycles; 

“(C) pressurized oxycombustion, 
new and retrofit technologies; and 

“(D) other technologies that are characterized 
by the use of— 

“*(1) alternative energy cycles; 

“*(11) thermionic devices using waste heat; 

““(i1i) fuel cells; 

“*(iv) replacement of chemical processes with 
biotechnology; 
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“(v) nanotechnology; 

“(vi) new materials in applications (other 
than extending cycles to higher temperature and 
pressure), such as membranes or ceramics; 

““(vii) carbon utilization, such as in construc- 
tion materials, using low quality energy to re- 
convert back to a fuel, or manufactured food; 

“(viti) advanced gas separation concepts; and 

“(ix) other technologies, including— 

(I) modular, manufactured components; and 

“(II) innovative production or research tech- 
niques, such as using 3-D printer systems, for 
the production of early research and develop- 
ment prototypes. 

“(2) COST SHARE.—In carrying out the pro- 
gram described in paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall enter into partnerships with private enti- 
ties to share the costs of carrying out the pro- 
gram. The Secretary may reduce the non-Fed- 
eral cost share requirement if the Secretary de- 
termines that the reduction is necessary and ap- 
propriate considering the technological risks in- 
volved in the project.’’; and 

(4) in subsection (c) (as so redesignated) by 
striking paragraph (1) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out programs 
authorized by this section, the Secretary shall 
identify cost and performance goals for coal- 
based technologies that would permit the con- 
tinued cost-competitive use of coal for the pro- 
duction of electricity, chemical feedstocks, 
transportation fuels, and other marketable 
products.’’. 

(b) ADVISORY COMMITTEE; AUTHORIZATION OF 
APPROPRIATIONS.—Section 963 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16293) is amended— 

(1) by amending paragraph (6) of subsection 
(c) to read as follows: 

(6) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the Secretary shall establish an advisory 
committee to undertake, not less frequently than 
once every 3 years, a review and prepare a re- 
port on the progress being made by the Depart- 
ment of Energy to achieve the goals described in 
subsections (a) and (b) of section 962 and sub- 
section (b) of this section. 

“(B) MEMBERSHIP REQUIREMENTS.—Members 
of the advisory committee established under sub- 
paragraph (A) shall be appointed by the Sec- 
retary.”; and 

(2) by amending subsection (d) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(d) STUDY OF CARBON DIOXIDE PIPELINES.— 
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of the America COMPETES Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2015, the Secretary shall transmit to 
Congress the results of a study to assess the cost 
and feasibility of engineering, permitting, build- 
ing, maintaining, regulating, and insuring a na- 
tional system of carbon dioxide pipelines.’’. 

SEC. 663. HIGH EFFICIENCY GAS TURBINES RE- 
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, through the 
Office of Fossil Energy, shall carry out a 
multiyear, multiphase program of research, de- 
velopment, demonstration, and commercial ap- 
plication to innovate technologies to maximize 
the efficiency of gas turbines used in power gen- 
eration systems. 

(b) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.—The program under 
this section shall— 

(1) support innovative engineering and de- 
tailed gas turbine design for megawatt-scale and 
utility-scale electric power generation, includ- 
ing— 

(A) high temperature materials, 
superalloys, coatings, and ceramics; 

(B) improved heat transfer capability; 

(C) manufacturing technology required to 
construct complex three-dimensional geometry 
parts with improved aerodynamic capability; 

(D) combustion technology to produce higher 
firing temperature while lowering nitrogen oxide 
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and carbon monoxide emissions per unit of out- 
put; 

(E) advanced controls and systems integra- 
tion; 

(F) advanced high performance compressor 
technology; and 

(G) validation facilities for the testing of com- 
ponents and subsystems; 

(2) include technology demonstration through 
component testing, subscale testing, and full 
scale testing in existing fleets; 

(3) include field demonstrations of the devel- 
oped technology elements so as to demonstrate 
technical and economic feasibility; and 

(4) assess overall combined cycle and simple 
cycle system performance. 

(c) PROGRAM GOALS.—The goals of the multi- 
phase program established under subsection (a) 
shall be— 

(1) in phase I— 

(A) to develop the conceptual design of ad- 
vanced high efficiency gas turbines that can 
achieve at least 62 percent combined cycle effi- 
ciency or 47 percent simple cycle efficiency on a 
lower heating value basis; and 

(B) to develop and demonstrate the technology 
required for advanced high efficiency gas tur- 
bines that can achieve at least 62 percent com- 
bined cycle efficiency or 47 percent simple cycle 
efficiency on a lower heating value basis; and 

(2) in phase II, to develop the conceptual de- 
sign for advanced high efficiency gas turbines 
that can achieve at least 65 percent combined 
cycle efficiency or 50 percent simple cycle effi- 
ciency on a lower heating value basis. 

(d) PROPOSALS.—Within 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall solicit grant and contract proposals from 
industry, small businesses, universities, and 
other appropriate parties for conducting activi- 
ties under this section. In selecting proposals, 
the Secretary shall emphasize— 

(1) the extent to which the proposal will stim- 
ulate the creation or increased retention of jobs 
in the United States; and 

(2) the extent to which the proposal will pro- 
mote and enhance United States technology 
leadership. 

(e) COMPETITIVE AWARDS.—The provision of 
funding under this section shall be on a com- 
petitive basis with an emphasis on technical 
merit. 

(f) COST SHARING.—Section 988 of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16352) shall apply 
to an award of financial assistance made under 
this section. 

Subtitle F—Advanced Research Projects 
Agency-Energy 
SEC. 671. ARPA-E AMENDMENTS. 

Section 5012 of the America COMPETES Act 
(42 U.S.C. 16538) is amended— 

(1) by amending paragraph (1) of subsection 
(c) to read as follows: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The goals of ARPA-E shall 
be to enhance the economic and energy security 
of the United States and to ensure that the 
United States maintains a technological lead 
through the development of advanced energy 
technologies.’’; 

(2) in subsection (i)(1), by inserting ‘‘ARPA-E 
shall not provide funding for a project unless 
the prospective grantee demonstrates sufficient 
attempts to secure private financing or indicates 
that the project is not independently commer- 
cially viable.” after “relevant research agen- 
cies.’’; 

(3) in subsection (1)(1), by inserting “and once 
every 6 years thereafter,” after “operation for 6 
years,”; and 

(4) by redesignating subsection (n) as sub- 
section (o) and inserting after subsection (m) the 
following new subsection: 

“(n) PROTECTION OF PROPRIETARY INFORMA- 
TION.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—The following categories of 
information collected by the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency-Energy from recipients of fi- 
nancial assistance awards shall be considered 
privileged and confidential and not subject to 
disclosure pursuant to section 552 of title 5, 
United States Code: 

“(A) Plans for commercialization of tech- 
nologies developed under the award, including 
business plans, technology to market plans, 
market studies, and cost and performance mod- 
els. 

“(B) Investments provided to an awardee from 
third parties, such as venture capital, hedge 
fund, or private equity firms, including amounts 
and percentage of ownership of the awardee 
provided in return for such investments. 

“(C) Additional financial support that the 
awardee plans to invest or has invested into the 
technology developed under the award, or that 
the awardee is seeking from third parties. 

“(D) Revenue from the licensing or sale of 
new products or services resulting from the re- 
search conducted under the award. 

“(2) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection affects— 

“(A) the authority of the Secretary to use in- 
formation without publicly disclosing such in- 
formation; or 

“(B) the responsibility of the Secretary to 
transmit information to Congress as required by 
law.”. 

Subtitle G—Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 681. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELI- 
ABILITY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—There 
are authorized to be appropriated to the Sec- 
retary for research, development, demonstration, 
and commercial application for electrical deliv- 
ery and energy reliability technology activities 
within the Office of Electricity $113,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2016 and 2017. 

(b) NUCLEAR ENERGY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary for research, de- 
velopment, demonstration, and commercial ap- 
plication for nuclear energy technology activi- 
ties within the Office of Nuclear Energy 
$504,600,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 and 
2017. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Any amounts made available 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
under paragraph (1) shall not be derived from 
the Nuclear Waste Fund established under sec- 
tion 302(c) of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 
1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(c)). 

(c) ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE EN- 
ERGY.—There are authorized to be appropriated 
to the Secretary for research, development, dem- 
onstration, and commercial application for en- 
ergy efficiency and renewable energy tech- 
nology activities within the Office of Energy Ef- 
ficiency and Renewable Energy $1,198,500,000 
for each of fiscal years 2016 and 2017. 

(d) FOSSIL ENERGY.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated to the Secretary for research, 
development, demonstration, and commercial 
application for fossil energy technology activi- 
ties within the Office of Fossil Energy 
$605,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 and 
2017. 

(e) ARPA-E.—There are authorized to be ap- 
propriated to the Secretary for the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency-Energy $140,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2016 and 2017. 

Subtitle H—Definitions 
SEC. 691. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title— 

(1) the term “Department” means the Depart- 
ment of Energy; and 

(2) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary 
of Energy. 
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TITLE VII—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER 
Subtitle A—In General 
SEC. 701. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) DEPARTMENT.—The term 
means the Department of Energy. 

(2) NATIONAL LABORATORY.—The term ‘‘Na- 
tional Laboratory” means a Department of En- 
ergy nonmilitary national laboratory, includ- 
ing— 

(A) Ames Laboratory; 

(B) Argonne National Laboratory; 

(C) Brookhaven National Laboratory; 

(D) Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory; 

(E) Idaho National Laboratory; 

(F) Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory; 

(G) National Energy Technology Laboratory; 

(H) National Renewable Energy Laboratory; 

(1) Oak Ridge National Laboratory; 

(J) Pacific Northwest National Laboratory; 

(K) Princeton Plasma Physics Laboratory; 

(L) Savannah River National Laboratory; 

(M) Stanford Linear Accelerator Center; 

(N) Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator 
Facility; and 

(O) any laboratory operated by the National 
Nuclear Security Administration, but only with 
respect to the civilian energy activities thereof. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of Energy. 

SEC. 702. SAVINGS CLAUSE. 

Nothing in this title or an amendment made 
by this title abrogates or otherwise affects the 
primary responsibilities of any National Labora- 
tory to the Department. 


Subtitle B—Innovation Management at 
Department of Energy 
SEC. 711. UNDER SECRETARY FOR SCIENCE AND 
ENERGY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 202(b) of the Depart- 
ment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7132(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking “Under Secretary for Science”” 
each place it appears and inserting “Under Sec- 
retary for Science and Energy”; and 

(2) in paragraph (4)— 

(A) in subparagraph (F), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (G), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (G) the 
following: 

“(H) establish appropriate linkages between 
offices under the jurisdiction of the Under Sec- 
retary; and 

“(I) perform such functions and duties as the 
Secretary shall prescribe, consistent with this 
section.””. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 3164(b)(1) of the Department of En- 
ergy Science Education Enhancement Act (42 
U.S.C. 7381a(b)(1)) is amended by striking 
“Under Secretary for Science” and inserting 
“Under Secretary for Science and Energy’’. 

(2) Section 641(h)(2) of the United States En- 
ergy Storage Competitiveness Act of 2007 (42 
U.S.C. 17231(h)(2)) is amended by striking 
“Under Secretary for Science” and inserting 
“Under Secretary for Science and Energy”. 

SEC. 712. TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AND TRANSI- 
TIONS ASSESSMENT. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, and annually thereafter, the 
Secretary shall transmit to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate a report 
which shall include— 

(1) an assessment of the Department's current 
ability to carry out the goals of section 1001 of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16391), 
including an assessment of the role and effec- 
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tiveness of the Director of the Office of Tech- 
nology Transitions; and 

(2) recommended departmental policy changes 
and legislative changes to section 1001 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16391) to 
improve the Department's ability to successfully 
transfer new energy technologies to the private 
sector. 

SEC. 713. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of the Congress that the Sec- 
retary should encourage the National Labora- 
tories and federally funded research and devel- 
opment centers to inform small businesses of the 
opportunities and resources that exist pursuant 
to this title. 

SEC. 714. NUCLEAR ENERGY INNOVATION. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary, in consulta- 
tion with the National Laboratories, relevant 
Federal agencies, and other stakeholders, shall 
transmit to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources of the Senate a report assessing the De- 
partment's capabilities to authorize, host, and 
oversee privately funded fusion and non-light 
water reactor prototypes and related demonstra- 
tion facilities at Department-owned sites. For 
purposes of this report, the Secretary shall con- 
sider the Department's capabilities to facilitate 
privately-funded prototypes up to 20 megawatts 
thermal output. The report shall address the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) The Department's safety review and over- 
sight capabilities. 

(2) Potential sites capable of hosting research, 
development, and demonstration of prototype 
reactors and related facilities for the purpose of 
reducing technical risk. 

(3) The Department's and National Labora- 
tories’ existing physical and technical capabili- 
ties relevant to research, development, and over- 
sight. 

(4) The efficacy of the Department's available 
contractual mechanisms, including cooperative 
research and development agreements, work for 
others agreements, and agreements for commer- 
cializing technology. 

(5) Potential cost structures related to phys- 
ical security, decommissioning, liability, and 
other long-term project costs. 

(6) Other challenges or considerations identi- 
fied by the Secretary, including issues related to 
potential cases of demonstration reactors up to 
2 gigawatts of thermal output. 


Subtitle C—Cross-Sector Partnerships and 
Grant Competitiveness 
SEC. 721. AGREEMENTS FOR COMMERCIALIZING 
TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the Agreements for Commercializing Tech- 
nology pilot program of the Department, as an- 
nounced by the Secretary on December 8, 2011, 
in accordance with this section. 

(b) TERMS.—Each agreement entered into pur- 
suant to the pilot program referred to in sub- 
section (a) shall provide to the contractor of the 
applicable National Laboratory, to the max- 
imum extent determined to be appropriate by the 
Secretary, increased authority to negotiate con- 
tract terms, such as intellectual property rights, 
payment structures, performance guarantees, 
and multiparty collaborations. 

(c) ELIGIBILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any director of a National 
Laboratory may enter into an agreement pursu- 
ant to the pilot program referred to in sub- 
section (a). 

(2) AGREEMENTS WITH NON-FEDERAL ENTI- 
TIES.—To carry out paragraph (1) and subject to 
paragraph (3), the Secretary shall permit the di- 
rectors of the National Laboratories to execute 
agreements with a non-Federal entity, including 


May 20, 2015 


a non-Federal entity already receiving Federal 
funding that will be used to support activities 
under agreements executed pursuant to para- 
graph (1), provided that such funding is solely 
used to carry out the purposes of the Federal 
award. 

(3) RESTRICTION.—The requirements of chap- 
ter 18 of title 35, United States Code (commonly 
known as the “Bayh-Dole Act’’) shall apply if— 

(A) the agreement is a funding agreement (as 
that term is defined in section 201 of that title); 
and 

(B) at least 1 of the parties to the funding 
agreement is eligible to receive rights under that 
chapter. 

(d) SUBMISSION TO SECRETARY.—Each affected 
director of a National Laboratory shall submit 
to the Secretary, with respect to each agreement 
entered into under this section— 

(1) a summary of information relating to the 
relevant project; 

(2) the total estimated costs of the project; 

(3) estimated commencement and completion 
dates of the project; and 

(4) other documentation determined to be ap- 
propriate by the Secretary. 

(e) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall re- 
quire the contractor of the affected National 
Laboratory to certify that each activity carried 
out under a project for which an agreement is 
entered into under this section— 

(1) is not in direct competition with the pri- 
vate sector; and 

(2) does not present, or minimizes, any appar- 
ent conflict of interest, and avoids or neutralizes 
any actual conflict of interest, as a result of the 
agreement under this section. 

(f) EXTENSION.—The pilot program referred to 
in subsection (a) shall be extended until October 
31, 2017. 

(g) REPORTS.— 

(1) OVERALL ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 60 
days after the date described in subsection (f), 
the Secretary, in coordination with directors of 
the National Laboratories, shall submit to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
a report that— 

(A) assesses the overall effectiveness of the 
pilot program referred to in subsection (a); 

(B) identifies opportunities to improve the ef- 
fectiveness of the pilot program; 

(C) assesses the potential for program activi- 
ties to interfere with the responsibilities of the 
National Laboratories to the Department; and 

(D) provides a recommendation regarding the 
future of the pilot program. 

(2) TRANSPARENCY.—The Secretary, in coordi- 
nation with directors of the National Labora- 
tories, shall submit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate an annual re- 
port that accounts for all incidences of, and 
provides a justification for, non-Federal entities 
using funds derived from a Federal contract or 
award to carry out agreements pursuant to this 
section. 

SEC. 722. PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS FOR 
COMMERCIALIZATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsections (b) 
and (c), the Secretary shall delegate to directors 
of the National Laboratories signature author- 
ity with respect to any agreement described in 
subsection (b) the total cost of which (including 
the National Laboratory contributions and 
project recipient cost share) is less than 
$1,000,000. 

(b) AGREEMENTS.—Subsection (a) applies to— 

(1) a cooperative research and development 
agreement; 

(2) a non-Federal work-for-others agreement; 
and 
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(3) any other agreement determined to be ap- 
propriate by the Secretary, in collaboration with 
the directors of the National Laboratories. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.— 

(1) ACCOUNTABILITY.—The director of the af- 
fected National Laboratory and the affected 
contractor shall carry out an agreement under 
this section in accordance with applicable poli- 
cies of the Department, including by ensuring 
that the agreement does not compromise any na- 
tional security, economic, or environmental in- 
terest of the United States. 

(2) CERTIFICATION.—The director of the af- 
fected National Laboratory and the affected 
contractor shall certify that each activity car- 
ried out under a project for which an agreement 
is entered into under this section does not 
present, or minimizes, any apparent conflict of 
interest, and avoids or neutralizes any actual 
conflict of interest, as a result of the agreement 
under this section. 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF RECORDS.—On entering 
an agreement under this section, the director of 
a National Laboratory shall submit to the Sec- 
retary for monitoring and review all records of 
the National Laboratory relating to the agree- 
ment. 

(4) RATES.—The director of a National Lab- 
oratory may charge higher rates for services per- 
formed under a partnership agreement entered 
into pursuant to this section, regardless of the 
full cost of recovery, if such funds are used ex- 
clusively to support further research and devel- 
opment activities at the respective National Lab- 
oratory. 

(d) EXCEPTION.—This section does not apply 
to any agreement with a majority foreign-owned 
company. 

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 12 of 
the Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innovation 
Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3710a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively, and 
indenting the subparagraphs appropriately; 

(B) by striking “Each Federal agency” and 
inserting the following: 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para- 
graph (2), each Federal agency””; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“(2) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding paragraph 
(1), in accordance with section 722(a) of the 
America COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 
2015, approval by the Secretary of Energy shall 
not be required for any technology transfer 
agreement proposed to be entered into by a Na- 
tional Laboratory of the Department of Energy, 
the total cost of which (including the National 
Laboratory contributions and project recipient 
cost share) is less than $1,000,000.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘subsection 
(a)(1)”’ each place it appears and inserting 
“subsection (a)(1)(A)”’. 

SEC. 723. INCLUSION OF EARLY-STAGE TECH- 
NOLOGY DEMONSTRATION IN AU- 
THORIZED TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER 
ACTIVITIES. 

Section 1001 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16391) is amended by— 

(1) redesignating subsection (g) as subsection 
(h); and 

(2) inserting after subsection (f) the following: 

“(g) EARLY-STAGE TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRA- 
TION.—The Secretary shall permit the directors 
of the National Laboratories to use funds au- 
thorized to support technology transfer within 
the Department to carry out early-stage and 
pre-commercial technology demonstration activi- 
ties to remove technology barriers that limit pri- 
vate sector interest and demonstrate potential 
commercial applications of any research and 
technologies arising from National Laboratory 
activities.’’. 
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SEC. 724. FUNDING COMPETITIVENESS FOR IN- 
STITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION 
AND OTHER NONPROFIT INSTITU- 
TIONS. 

Section 988(b) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16352(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “Except as 
provided in paragraphs (2) and (3)’’ and insert- 
ing “Except as provided in paragraphs (2), (3), 
and (4)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) EXEMPTION FOR INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER 
EDUCATION AND OTHER NONPROFIT INSTITU- 
TIONS.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to a research or development activity per- 
formed by an institution of higher education or 
nonprofit institution (as defined in section 4 of 
the Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innovation 
Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3703)). 

“(B) TERMINATION DATE.—The exemption 
under subparagraph (A) shall apply during the 
6-year period beginning on the date of enact- 
ment of this paragraph.’’. 

SEC. 725. PARTICIPATION IN THE INNOVATION 
CORPS PROGRAM. 

The Secretary may enter into an agreement 
with the Director of the National Science Foun- 
dation to enable researchers funded by the De- 
partment to participate in the National Science 
Foundation Innovation Corps program. 

Subtitle D—Assessment of Impact 
731. REPORT BY GOVERNMENT ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY OFFICE. 

Not later than 3 years after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit to Congress a re- 

ort— 

F (1) describing the results of the projects devel- 
oped under sections 721, 722, and 723, including 
information regarding— 

(A) partnerships initiated as a result of those 
projects and the potential linkages presented by 
those partnerships with respect to national pri- 
orities and other taxpayer-funded research; and 

(B) whether the activities carried out under 
those projects result in— 

(i) fiscal savings; 

(ii) expansion of National Laboratory capa- 
bilities; 

(iii) increased efficiency of technology trans- 
fers; or 

(iv) an increase in general efficiency of the 
National Laboratory system; and 

(2) assess the scale, scope, efficacy, and im- 
pact of the Department’s efforts to promote 
technology transfer and private sector engage- 
ment at the National Laboratories, and make 
recommendations on how the Department can 
improve these activities. 

TITLE VIII—SENSE OF CONGRESS 
SEC. 801. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that climate change 
is real. 

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to that amendment in the nature of a 
substitute shall be in order except 
those printed in part A of House Report 
114-120. Each such amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time speci- 
fied in the report equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op- 
ponent, shall not be subject to amend- 
ment, and shall not be subject to a de- 
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF 

TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 
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Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment made in order 
under the rule. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 5, line 18, strike ‘‘$834,800,000’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘$823,000,000’’. 

Page 5, line 15, strike ‘‘$1,050,000,000’’ and 
insert “$1,038,000,000”. 

Page 5, line 18, strike ‘‘$1,034,000,000’’ and 
insert “$1,010,000,000”. 

Page 6, line 6, strike *'$377,500,000”” and in- 
sert ‘‘$425,300,000’’. 

Page 7, line 6, strike **$834,800,000”” and in- 
sert *“$823,000,000”. 

Page 7, line 8, strike ‘‘$1,050,000,000’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘$1,038,000,000’’. 

Page 7, line 11, strike ‘‘$1,034,000,000’’ and 
insert “$1,010,000,000”. 

Page 7, line 24, strike “$377,500,000” and in- 
sert ‘‘$425,300,000’’. 

Page 20, line 19, insert “available” after 
“financial resources”. 

Page 21, lines 7 through 11, strike “The 
Foundation shall also require awardees to re- 
port the Foundation, within 30 days of re- 
ceipt, any sources of non-Federal funds re- 
ceived in excess of $50,000 during the award 
period.” and insert “The Foundation shall 
also require awardees seeking subsequent 
management fees to report to the Founda- 
tion, prior to the consideration of such a re- 
quest, any sources of non-Federal funds re- 
ceived in excess of $100,000. This reporting 
shall apply to the period following any ini- 
tial management fee award and for the con- 
sideration of any subsequent fee.”. 

Page 21, line 20, strike '*AUDITS” and insert 
“REVIEW”. 

Page 21, line 21, insert “or review” after 
“may audit”. 

Page 21, line 22, strike “paragraph” and in- 
sert “subsection”. 

Page 22, line 13, insert “or social activi- 
ties” after “meals”. 

Page 22, line 16, insert “or FAR 31.205-22” 
after “2 C.F.R. 200.450”. 

Page 29, line 20, strike “and”. 

Page 29, line 23, strike the period and in- 
sert “; and”. 

Page 29, after line 23, insert the following: 

(K) efforts to effectively expand, broaden, 
or scale-up existing activities or programs. 

Page 65, line 23, insert ‘‘, to be available to 
the extent provided by appropriations Acts,” 
after ‘‘nonprofit entities,”. 

Page 76, line 9, insert “government,” after 
“industry,”. 

Page 91, line 16, insert ‘‘, to be available to 
the extent provided by appropriations Acts,” 
after ‘‘sector,’’. 

Page 182, line 19, strike ‘‘and’’. 

Page 132, line 23, strike the period and in- 
sert ‘‘; and’’. 

Page 132, after line 23, insert the following: 

““(7) detailed proposals for innovation hubs, 
institutes, and research centers prior to es- 
tablishment or renewal by the Department, 
including— 

““(A) certification that all hubs, institutes, 
and research centers will advance the mis- 
sion of the Department, and prioritize re- 
search, development, and demonstration; 

““(B) certification that the establishment 
or renewal of hubs, institutes, or research 
centers will not diminish funds available for 
basic research and development within the 
Office of Science; and 

“(C) certification that all hubs, institutes, 
and research centers established or renewed 
within the Office of Science are consistent 
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with the mission of the Office of Science as 
described in section 209(c) of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7139(c)).’’. 

Page 136, line 14, strike ‘‘and’’ the end of 
paragraph (9). 

Page 136, line 15, redesignate paragraph (10) 
as paragraph (11). 

Page 136, after line 14, insert the following: 

‘“(10) technologies to enhance security for 
electrical transmission and distributions 
systems; and 

Page 151, lines 9 through 14, strike section 
629. 

Page 180, line 20, through page 182, line 3, 
strike section 711. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. SMITH) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this manager’s amendment makes 
some changes to improve the under- 
lying legislation. 

The amendment shifts $48 million in 
funding within the research and related 
activities account at the National 
Science Foundation. This is at the re- 
quest of Appropriations Commerce, 
Justice, Science and Related Agencies 
Subcommittee chairman, JOHN CUL- 
BERSON of Texas, and provides addi- 
tional funding for integrative activi- 
ties to keep it at the fiscal year °15 
level. 

This account includes the Graduate 
Research Fellowship Program and the 
Experimental Program to Stimulate 
Competitive Research, which will be 
fully funded at this level. 

The amendment directs the Depart- 
ment of Energy to develop technologies 
to enhance security for electrical 
transmission and distribution systems. 

The amendment includes additional 
direction on the development of hubs, 
innovation institutes, and research 
centers at the Department of Energy. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I claim the time 
in opposition to this amendment, al- 
though I do not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentlewoman is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

I appreciate that this amendment 
makes a few small improvements to 
the bill, so I will not oppose it. How- 
ever, I want to take a moment to re- 
flect on how this amendment dem- 
onstrates how flawed the process on 
the majority’s bill has been. 

In this amendment, the chairman re- 
stores an arbitrary 11 percent cut to 
the EPSCoR program, in addition to 
the prestigious NSF Graduate Research 
Fellowship Program, scientific instru- 
mentation for smaller institutions that 
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cannot afford their own, and inter- 
disciplinary research centers. 

Even our colleagues on Appropria- 
tions prioritized full funding for this 
account at NSF while they made steep 
cuts to other accounts. 

It just happens that EPSCoR States 
overall are represented by many more 
Republicans than Democrats; so, when 
the Science Committee Republicans 
proposed cutting funding for the 
EPSCoR program by 11 percent, their 
caucus took notice. 

If only the chairman had actually 
given the stakeholder community, his 
colleagues, and the research and devel- 
opment agencies an opportunity for a 
hearing or to see and respond or work 
in subcommittee on it and respond to 
this bill before introducing it, we 
wouldn’t have had to fix all of these 
very big mistakes today. 

Iam glad the chairman is now restor- 
ing the cut to EPSCoR and the other 
important programs in that account. I 
only wish he would have listened to an 
overwhelming call by the stakeholder 
community and even some of his own 
colleagues to restore the other arbi- 
trary and shortsighted cuts in this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
have no other speakers on this side, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON OF TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment at the desk as the designee of the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER). 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 15, line 13, through page 17, line 9, 
strike section 106. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON) and a Member opposed each will 
control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Texas. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I want to thank 
Mr. FOSTER for his leadership on this 
important issue. 

Section 106 exemplifies the major- 
ity’s efforts to impose their own per- 
sonal beliefs and ideologies on the 
process of scientific discovery. Col- 
leagues, science is not about belief; it 
is about discovery and the pursuit of 
questions about both the natural world 
and the human world. 

We should hold NSF accountable, and 
NSF should hold its grantees account- 
able. However, accountability should 
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be measured according to the trans- 
parency and integrity of the grant re- 
view process, not according to what 
types of science some of us believe in 
and some don’t. 

Had we imposed the section 106 re- 
quirement on NSF earlier, they may 
have never funded the grant that led to 
billions in revenue from the spectrum 
auction. They may never have funded 
the grant that the DOD now uses to 
help train our soldiers on the front 
lines to differentiate between friend 
and foe. They may never have funded 
the grant that led to the creation of 
Google. 

Chairman SMITH has been inves- 
tigating NSF grants he doesn’t like 
since he became chairman of this com- 
mittee. The entire purpose of section 
106 is to give him a bigger club to con- 
tinue his unfounded investigations in 
the future. 
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This is bad for NSF, and it is worse 
for the U.S. leadership in science and 
innovation. I urge my colleagues to 
think long and hard about the con- 
sequences of imposing our own polit- 
ical views and review on the NSF’s 
gold-standard scientific merit review 
process, and I urge the support of Mr. 
FOSTER’s amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition to this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
it is just inconceivable to me that any 
U.S. Representative would oppose re- 
quiring government grants funded by 
the U.S. taxpayer to be spent in the na- 
tional interest. 

Throughout its history, the National 
Science Foundation has played an inte- 
gral part in funding breakthrough dis- 
coveries in fields as diverse as mathe- 
matics, physics, chemistry, computer 
science, engineering, and biology. 

However, the NSF has approved a 
number of grants for which the sci- 
entific merits and national interest are 
not obvious, to put it politely. These 
include a climate change musical cost- 
ing $800,000, evaluating animal photo- 
graphs in National Geographic for at 
least $200,000, and studying early 
human-set fires in New Zealand, in the 
1800s, for several hundred thousand dol- 
lars. 

The section this amendment strikes 
ensures that the NSF is transparent 
and accountable to the taxpayers about 
how their hard-earned dollars are 
spent. The bill requires that every NSF 
public announcement of a grant award 
be accompanied by a nontechnical ex- 
planation of the project’s scientific 
merits and how it serves the national 
interest. 

The NSF itself has recognized the 
need for this transparency and ac- 
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countability. Last January, the NSF 
released a new policy that acknowl- 
edges that the NSF must communicate 
clearly and in nontechnical terms the 
research projects it funds. The policy 
emphasizes that the title abstract for 
each funded grant should explain how 
the project serves the national inter- 
est, a requirement first cited in the 
1950 legislation that created the Na- 
tional Science Foundation. Again, the 
national interest standard that the 
gentlewoman from Texas opposes was 
in the NSF’s first charter. 

The current Director of the NSF her- 
self has endorsed the national interest 
standard. In her testimony before the 
House Science, Space, and Technology 
Committee on February 25, NSF Direc- 
tor France Cordova spoke about the 
very section the gentlewoman seeks to 
eliminate. 

Dr. Cordova said: “It is very compat- 
ible with the new internal NSF guide- 
lines and with the mission statement 
of NSF.” 

The national interest standard does 
not interfere with the merit review 
process. The bill clearly states: “Noth- 
ing in this section shall be construed as 
altering the Foundation’s intellectual 
merit or broader impacts criteria for 
evaluating grant applications.”” 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment and to support the under- 
lying legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time 
as he may consume to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER), a physicist. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment, which I understand has 
been introduced, would strike section 
106 of the bill, which, in my view, adds 
a dangerous political filter to NSF’s 
gold-standard merit review process. 

I do not stand alone in this view. The 
overwhelming majority of my col- 
leagues in the scientific community 
are still quite uncomfortable with this 
language that would, as the American 
Society for Microbiology stated, “have 
an adverse impact on NSF’s peer re- 
view process, which is essential to 
funding meritorious research.” All of 
us here want to be good stewards of 
taxpayer money. 

This is also true of the National 
Science Foundation, which currently 
already requires that the NSF public 
award abstract consist of a nontech- 
nical component which will include “a 
public justification for NSF funding by 
articulating how the project serves the 
national interest,” as stated by NSF’s 
mission: to promote the progress of 
science; to advance the national 
health, prosperity, and welfare; or to 
secure the national defense. 

As the Biophysical Society has point- 
ed out: “NSF is committed to... of- 
fering the public a better under- 
standing of a research project’s intent, 
which will satisfy this section’s objec- 
tive.” 
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The whole intent of this mystifies me 
a little bit. I serve on two commit- 
tees—the Financial Services Com- 
mittee and the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee. On the Finan- 
cial Services Committee, there is a 
steady drumbeat of Republican pro- 
posals to remove duplicitous and re- 
dundant requirements that just waste 
everyone’s time; whereas, it seems to 
me that section 106 is exactly along 
this line. While it may just seem an in- 
nocuous waste of time to some, we 
know that for the past 2 years sci- 
entists have had their projects targeted 
as potentially wasteful or not ‘‘in the 
national interest,” often based on 
nothing but their titles. Not only is 
this wrong, it is blatantly political. 

It is easy to make cheap shots here. 
My parents, actually, both worked for 
Senator Bill Proxmire, who for years 
and years did the Golden Fleece 
Awards. He was a wonderful and 
thoughtful Senator, but on this one, he 
consistently missed the mark. It is 
easy to make fun of projects with 
funny sounding names or with strange 
topics, but the NSF is the gold stand- 
ard for a reason. 

Take, for example, anthropologist 
Dr. Scott Atran, who received funding 
from the NSF in 1994 for a study that 
was entitled, ‘‘Local Ecological Knowl- 
edge of Common-Pool Resources in 
Campeche, Mexico.” Dr. Atran subse- 
quently applied what he learned to 
questions of extremism in the Middle 
East and is now a Key national expert 
on countering extremism in the Middle 
East, valued as a consultant by the De- 
partment of Defense and the Depart- 
ment of State. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
will simply say to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. FOSTER) that I recognize 
and appreciate him. He is a smart, 
thoughtful, and well-motivated mem- 
ber of the Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology Committee, so I am really sorry 
he opposes this national interest stand- 
ard that, I think, is the right thing to 
do for America and for the American 
taxpayers. 

I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI), 
who is a very active and talented mem- 
ber of the Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology Committee. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to commend my good friend from Illi- 
nois for his strong commitment to ad- 
vocating for scientific research. I share 
many of his concerns about the under- 
lying bill, and I will be voting against 
this bill. However, I must also oppose 
this amendment. I agree with Mr. Fos- 
TER and I disagree with the chairman 
on some of the attacks on some past 
grants that have been granted by the 
NSF. I think section 106 helps to avoid 
that. 
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The first incarnation of what is now 
section 106 was the High Quality Re- 
search Act, which was unveiled nearly 
2 years ago. I strongly opposed that, as 
did the vast majority of the research 
community, and we set about getting 
that changed. Through a series of dis- 
cussions, the current language—vastly 
different and vastly improved from the 
original—was reached with a broad def- 
inition of national interest that does 
not do anything to undermine the gold- 
standard NSF peer review system. I in- 
vite all to read the section and decide 
for themselves, or to simply listen to 
the NSF and to the NSB, which over- 
sees the NSF. 

As the chairman said, NSF Director 
France Cordova stated her support for 
section 106 at a committee hearing in 
February, saying it is ‘‘very compat- 
ible with the NSF internal guidelines 
and with the mission statement of 
NSF.” 

I applaud NSF for these new guide- 
lines which explain to the public why 
each proposal is being funded and how 
it is in the national interest. This will 
help the NSF defend worthwhile grants 
that are attacked by critics who some- 
times misrepresent projects. In doing 
so, it will also protect the NSF. 

While the National Science Board 
does not formally endorse legislation, 
at the meeting 2 weeks ago, the board 
passed a resolution strongly endorsing 
the principle that all Foundation-fund- 
ed research must further the national 
interest by contributing to the Foun- 
dation’s mission. 

So, while I agree with my friend on 
almost everything related to science 
policy, I must reluctantly oppose this 
amendment. I wish we could have been 
able to have worked out a COMPETES 
bill we could all support. Regrettably, 
we did not, but let’s not throw out this 
language that was worked out and that 
will help the NSF defend its peer re- 
view process. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BER- 
NICE JOHNSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON 

LEE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 
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The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 29, line 20, strike “and”. 

Page 29, line 23, strike the period and in- 
sert a semicolon. 

Page 29, after line 23, insert the following: 

(K) creating State and regional workshops 
to train K-12 teachers in science and tech- 
nology project-based learning to provide in- 
struction in how to initiate robotics and 
other STEM competition team development 
programs; and 

(L) encouraging and supporting efforts led 
by institutions of higher education, busi- 
nesses, and local public and private edu- 
cational agencies to establish collaborative 
efforts to provide K-12 students residing in 
areas with unemployment rates that exceed 
the national average by 1 percent or more. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes 
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, let 
me take a moment to thank both of my 
fellow Texans and to acknowledge that 
I know that there is a difference of 
opinion, but no one can disagree with 
the crucialness of America's competi- 
tiveness and of the necessity for cre- 
ating a workforce that can compete. 

Allow me to acknowledge Congress- 
man JOHNSON for the steadfast commit- 
ment and service to the Science, Space, 
and Technology Committee. I had the 
privilege of serving with her in the 
early stages of my membership here in 
this august body, and I want to thank 
her personally for the great strides and 
successes that she has had in expand- 
ing opportunities for the most vulner- 
able in our community. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment 
speaks to this issue, and it continues 
to seek to address the STEM education 
gap for K-12 students. Jackson Lee 
amendment No. 3 creates State and re- 
gional workshops to train K-12 teach- 
ers in project-based science and tech- 
nology learning, which will allow them 
to provide instruction in initiating ro- 
botics and other STEM competition 
team development programs. 

I now serve on the Homeland Secu- 
rity Committee, and I note that the ex- 
tent of technology in securing this Na- 
tion is without comparison. It is nec- 
essary. It is crucial. This amendment 
also leverages the collaboration among 
higher education businesses and local 
and private/public education agencies 
to support STEM efforts at schools lo- 
cated in areas where unemployment is 
1 percent or more above the national 
rate. 

We want to get right to the core of 
the most vulnerable and the most 
needy students. Robotic competitions 
and other similar competitive opportu- 
nities have proven to be one of the 
most successful paths for engaging 
young minds in STEM education. I 
have held a robotics competition, and 
it is absolutely amazing to see the 
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young people's minds and hearts gather 
around it. My amendment has that ca- 
pacity to it. Of course, it responds to 
the fact that only 1 out of 10 high 
schools in the U.S. offers computer 
science programs, and it is estimated 
that the education systems in 25 States 
do not count computer science classes 
toward high school graduation. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
Jackson Lee amendment, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment, although I do not oppose 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would include teacher 
training for STEM competitions and 
collaborations as permitted activities 
under a program in the bill to encour- 
age engagement in STEM education ac- 
tivities. Supporting out-of-school ac- 
tivities, like competitions, is con- 
sistent with the underlying bill, so I 
accept the gentlewoman’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, 
how much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Texas has 2⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to focus just a little bit on com- 
petitions regarding this amendment, 
competitions such as FIRST, which is a 
national robotics competition that en- 
gages 400,000 students each year and 
that awards millions of dollars in 
scholarships, paving the way for future 
STEM success. 

I submit for the RECORD a document 
entitled, ‘‘Disparities in STEM Em- 
ployment by Sex, Race, and Hispanic 
Origin.” 

[From census.gov, Sept. 2013] 
DISPARITIES IN STEM EMPLOYMENT BY SEX, 
RACE, AND HISPANIC ORIGIN 
(By Liana Christin Landivar) 
AMERICAN COMMUNITY SURVEY REPORTS 

Introduction 

Industry, government, and academic lead- 
ers cite increasing the science, technology, 
engineering, and mathematics (STEM) work- 
force as a top concern. The National Acad- 
emy of Sciences, National Academy of Engi- 
neering, and the Institute of Medicine de- 
scribe STEM as “high-quality, knowledge-in- 
tensive jobs . . . that lead to discovery and 
new technology,” improving the U.S. econ- 
omy and standard of living. In 2007, Congress 
passed the America COMPETES Act, reau- 
thorized in 2010, to increase funding for 
STEM education and research. 

One focus area for increasing the STEM 
workforce has been to reduce disparities in 
STEM employment by sex, race, and His- 
panic origin. Historically, women, Blacks, 
and Hispanics have been underrepresented in 
STEM employment. Researchers find that 
women, Blacks, and Hispanics are less likely 
to be in a science or engineering major at 
the start of their college experience, and less 
likely to remain in these majors by its con- 
clusion. Because most STEM workers have a 
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science or engineering college degree, under- 
representation among science and engineer- 
ing majors could contribute to the underrep- 
resentation of women, Blacks, and Hispanics 
in STEM employment. 

This report details the historical demo- 
graphic composition of STEM occupations, 
followed by a detailed examination of cur- 
rent STEM employment by age and sex, pres- 
ence of children in the household, and race 
and Hispanic origin based on the 2011 Amer- 
ican Community Survey (ACS). The report 
concludes with an examination of the demo- 
graphic characteristics of science and engi- 
neering graduates who are currently em- 
ployed in a STEM occupation. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Specifically, the 
language says: “Industry, government, 
and academic leaders cite increasing 
the science, technology, engineering, 
and mathematics (STEM) workforce as 
a top concern.” 

This is in the American Community 
Survey Reports. 

“One focus area for increasing the 
STEM workforce has been to reduce 
disparities in STEM employment by 
sex, race, and Hispanic origin. Histori- 
cally, women, Blacks, and Hispanics 
have been underrepresented in STEM 
employment,” and it goes on to elabo- 
rate. 
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This amendment gives an added op- 
portunity to focus in, to hone in on 
teacher training and reaching out to 
those very hungry minds in the minor- 
ity communities who are eager to be 
part of the changing fabric of America 
that focuses on science, technology, en- 
gineering, and math. From financial 
services, to homeland security, to 
space and aeronautics, to manufac- 
turing, to the Silicon Valleys of the 
Nation, STEM is crucial. 

I would like to now acknowledge 
both the committee staff on the major- 
ity and minority who assisted us, and I 
would like to acknowledge my staff, 
Lillie Coney, for her excellent work on 
these matters. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I ask for 
support of the Jackson Lee amend- 
ment. 

| thank Chairman SMITH and Ranking Mem- 
ber JOHNSON for the opportunity to speak on 
my amendment to H.R. 1806, the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 2015. 

My amendment included in the Rule to H.R. 
1806 would improve the bill by addressing the 
STEM education gap for K-12 students. 

Jackson Lee Amendment #3, creates state 
and regional workshops to train K-12 teachers 
in project-based science and technology learn- 
ing, which will allow them to provide instruc- 
tion in initiating robotics and other STEM com- 
petition team development programs. 

This amendment also leverages the collabo- 
ration among higher education, businesses, 
local private and public education agencies to 
support STEM efforts at schools located in 
areas with unemployment is 1 percent or more 
above the national rate. 

Robotics competitions and other similar 
competitive opportunities have proven to be 
one of the most successful paths for engaging 
young minds in STEM education. 
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Competitions such as FIRST, a national ro- 
botics competition that engages 400,000 stu- 
dents each year and awards millions of dollars 
in scholarships are paving the way for future 
STEM success. 

This Jackson Lee amendment focuses on 
reducing the STEM gaps that currently exists 
between K-12 students attending schools in 
different geographic regions or who come from 
diverse socioeconomic backgrounds. 

Only 1 out of 10 high schools in the U.S. 
offer computer science programs. 

It is estimated that the education systems in 
25 states do not count computer science 
classes toward high school graduation. 

Both economists and business leaders have 
identified that the future of the American econ- 
omy will be in STEM fields, which the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics estimates will create more 
than 9 million jobs between 2012 and 2022. 

The STEM gap is more pronounced when 
considering minority groups. 

U.S. Census 2010 data from the National 
Science Foundation and the U.S. Census Bu- 
reau, showed that underrepresented minorities 
earned 18.6 percent of total undergraduate 
degrees from 4-year colleges, but only 16.4 
percent of the degrees in science fields and 
less than 13 percent of degrees in physical 
sciences and engineering. 

Many historically underrepresented groups, 
including low income urban, rural and Native 
American communities have difficulty access- 
ing STEM education and job training opportu- 
nities. 

Jackson Lee Amendment #17 would have 
increased awareness among  underrep- 
resented groups in STEM employment and 
education opportunities by providing informa- 
tion on certification, undergraduate and grad- 
uate STEM programs. 

One of the most enduring difficulties faced 
by underrepresented populations is a lack of 
awareness and understanding of the connec- 
tion between STEM and employment opportu- 
nities. 

In 2012, a survey found that despite the na- 
tion’s growing demand for more workers in 
science, technology, engineering, and math 
grows, the skills gap among the largest ethnic 
and racial minorities groups remain stubbornly 
wide. 

Blacks and Latinos account for only 7 per- 
cent, of the STEM workforce despite rep- 
resenting 28 percent of the U.S. population. 

Jackson Lee Amendment #18 would have 
made sure that the issue of reducing the skills 
and education gap of underrepresented 
groups in STEM degree programs is consid- 
ered as current STEM education federal pro- 
grams were reviewed. 

Jackson Lee Amendment #19 could have 
furthered the skills development and training 
of teachers who provide instruction in K-12 
STEM courses where 40 percent of the stu- 
dents are on free or reduced lunch programs 
or in areas where unemployment is 1 percent 
or more above the national average. 

Although most STEM specific education oc- 
curs in college and graduate school, interest in 
STEM fields must be fostered from a young 
age through successful K-12 programs. 

Many schools serving low-income students 
lack the resources to provide continuity of 
STEM K-12 education, and as a result, stu- 
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dents lose the opportunity to develop the skills 
that will prepare them for higher STEM edu- 
cation. 

Jackson Lee Amendment #21 was an effort 
to identify no-cost or low-cost summer and 
after school science and technology edu- 
cations programs and have that information 
broadly disseminated to the public. 

Throughout primary and secondary edu- 
cation, skills retention is one of the most 
pressing concerns facing underrepresented 
students. 

Without access to after-school and summer 
programs, even those students with a passion 
for STEM risk falling behind their peers. 

Jackson Lee Amendment #22 made grants 
available to local education agencies to sup- 
port training in STEM education methods to 
teachers to improve their instruction at schools 
serving neglected, delinquent, and migrant 
students, English learners, at-risk students, 
and Native Americans as determined by the 
director. 

Jackson Lee Amendment #23 establishes 
within the Directorate for Education and 
Human Resources an Office of STEM Edu- 
cation Gap Awareness with the duties of re- 
ducing the STEM gap in K-12 and post-sec- 
ondary education among underrepresented 
populations. 

The Jackson Lee amendments are intended 
to bridge the STEM gap in rural and urban 
areas where opportunities for training in STEM 
that can enhance the productivity of busi- 
nesses large and small are lacking. 

The Brookings’ Metropolitan Policy Pro- 
gram’s report “The Hidden STEM Economy,” 
reported that in 2011, 26 million jobs or 20 
percent of all occupations required knowledge 
in 1 or more STEM areas. 

Half of all STEM jobs are available to work- 
ers without a 4 year degree and these jobs 
pay on average $53,000 a year, which is 10 
percent higher than jobs with similar education 
requirements. 

There will be STEM winners and losers not 
because the skills needed are too difficult to 
obtain, but because people are not aware of 
the jobs that are going unfilled today nor do 
they know what education or training will cre- 
ate job security for the next 2 to 3 decades. 

| am very aware of the importance of STEM 
job training and education. 

A third of Houston jobs are in STEM-based 
fields. 

Houston has the second largest concentra- 
tions of engineers (22.4 for every 1,000 work- 
ers according to the Greater Houston Partner- 
ship). 

Houston has 59,070 engineers, the second 
largest populations in the nation. 

STEM jobs are at the core of Houston’s 
economic success, but what we have done 
with STEM innovation and job creation in the 
city of Houston is not enough to satisfy the re- 
gions demand for STEM trained workers. 

Houston anticipates that in the next 5 years 
the gap in the number of people with STEM 
skills and training will not keep up with the 
number of positions requiring those skills. 

This is not just true for Houston, Texas—it 
is true for every region of the nation—whether 
you live in a rural community or urban center. 

By 2018 the United States will need: 
710,000 Computing workers; 160,000 Engi- 
neers; 70,000 Physical Scientists; 40,000 Life 
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Science workers; 20,000 Mathematics work- 
ers. 

STEM Computing Jobs are critical to Amer- 
ica’s future: Software engineers; Computer 
networking workers; Systems analysis; Com- 
puter researcher or support workers. 

Types of STEM Engineering Jobs: Structural 
Engineers; Mechanical Engineers; Software 
Engineers; Electrical Engineers; Automotive 
Engineers; Aeronautical Engineers; Naval En- 
gineers; Architects. 

Types of STEM Physical Sciences Jobs: Bi- 
ologists; Zoologists; Agricultural; Food Sci- 
entists; Conservation Scientists; Medical Sci- 
entists; Climatologists. 

Types of STEM Life Scientists [PhDs]: Polit- 
ical Science; Economists; Anthropologists; Ar- 
chaeology; Cultural Researchers; Language 
Experts (Linguistic and Language Skills). 

Types of STEM Mathematics: Teachers; 
Physicists; Cryptographers; Statisticians; Ac- 
countants. 

In order to ensure that underserved popu- 
lations reach the level of STEM education and 
opportunity they choose to pursue, | believe it 
is integral to create an office that will focus on 
closing the STEM education gap. 

| ask that my colleagues from both sides of 
the aisle support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 41, line 7, strike “and” after ‘‘soci- 
ety;’’. 

Page 41, line 12, strike the period at the 
end and insert ‘‘; and’’. 

Page 41, after line 12, insert the following 
new paragraph: 

(4) I-Corps should continue to promote a 
strong innovation system by investing in 
and supporting female entrepreneurs, who 
are historically underrepresented in entre- 
preneurial fields, through mentorship, edu- 
cation, and training. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut (Ms. ESTY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Connecticut. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, my amend- 
ment would increase support for 
women in entrepreneurship at the Na- 
tional Science Foundation’s Innovation 
Corps, also known as the I-Corps. It has 
been an honor and privilege to meet 
with women across Connecticut who 
are creating and building their own 
startups and small businesses. 

In March I hosted a Women in 
Science, Technology, Engineering, and 
Math roundtable, bringing together 
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educators, innovators, and business 
owners to identify barriers that women 
face when looking to advance in the 
critical STEM and entrepreneurial 
fields. 

These local leaders all agreed that 
one of the biggest problems for women 
in the STEM fields is the lack of 
mentorship and support, and, quite 
simply, women do not have the same 
support and mentorship as their male 
counterparts because they are often 
the first women in leadership positions 
in their fields. 

In fact, our Smaller Manufacturers 
Association in Connecticut just elected 
their first female president, Anne 
Strobel, and she has already hit the 
ground running to build on our State's 
strong manufacturing tradition. 

National studies and experts echo the 
concerns women raised at the STEM 
roundtable in my own district. The 
Kauffman Foundation recently sur- 
veyed 350 female tech startup founders 
and found that the number one shared 
concern is a lack of role models and 
mentors for women thinking of going 
into business for themselves. 

Recent news reports have noted the 
chronic underrepresentation of women 
in the booming tech sector, including 
startups. In fact, women make up only 
30 percent of the tech workforce and 22 
percent of the leadership roles, despite 
being 60 percent of the workforce. It is 
clear that we must do more for women 
so they can build businesses and create 
good-paying jobs. 

My amendment would provide that 
support to women through the NSF’s 
Innovation Corps, known as the I- 
Corps, by expanding their mission to 
specifically include support for and in- 
vestment in female entrepreneurs 
through mentorship, education, and 
training. 

The I-Corps program fosters entre- 
preneurship by giving students the 
tools they need to move discoveries 
and technology from the research lab 
to the market. I-Corps is making a dif- 
ference in helping teach and support 
entrepreneurs across the country. 

In my own State, the University of 
Connecticut recently received I-Corps 
funding, and it is designated as an I- 
Corps site. Accelerate UConn will build 
on the investment the State of Con- 
necticut is already making to ensure 
that they remain a leader in our na- 
tional innovation ecosystem. 

Our competitiveness as a nation de- 
pends on robust research and tech- 
nology and on ensuring that we draw 
on the best and the brightest, whether 
they be men or women. By increasing 
the number of women entrepreneurs in 
the fields of science, technology, engi- 
neering, and math, we as a nation will 
all benefit from the innovation that 
comes from a diverse workforce. 

It is not only morally right, but eco- 
nomically smart to foster entrepre- 
neurship of women. I encourage all my 
colleagues to support my amendment. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment, though I don’t oppose the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would add a sense of 
Congress of Congress’ support for the 
NSF’s Innovation Corps program in the 
underlying bill. This language would 
include the promotion of a strong inno- 
vation system with investments and 
support for female entrepreneurs. I- 
Corps is an excellent program. I sup- 
port the gentlewoman’s amendment 
and appreciate her offering it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, may I in- 
quire how much time I have remain- 
ing? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Connecticut has 2 minutes re- 
maining. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1% 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. BEYER). 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my friend for yielding and for her lead- 
ership on this important issue. I espe- 
cially enjoy being on the same side of 
this issue with the chairman of the 
Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to add my 
voice to Representative ESTy’s voice in 
support of her amendment. I-Corps is a 
revolutionary partnership that helps 
maximize the economic impact of tax- 
payer-funded research by connecting 
the brilliant minds at NSF to the bril- 
liant minds in the private sector. 

This amendment offered by Rep- 
resentative ESTY today ensures that we 
foster all of the brilliant minds by sup- 
porting female entrepreneurs. Gender 
diversity makes good business sense. 
Research conducted by Dow Jones on 
venture-backed companies found that 
successful ones had twice the number 
of women on the founding teams, and 
there is more research that shows that 
women-owned firms outperformed 
those owned by male counterparts. De- 
spite this and despite the fact that 
women earn more college degrees than 
men, they comprise only 5 percent of 
Fortune 500 CEOs and only 19 percent 
of corporate board seats. Clearly, some- 
thing is wrong. 

For us to fully realize our economic 
potential, we have got to do a better 
job of supporting female entrepreneurs. 
That is why I strongly support her 
amendment and urge my colleagues to 
do the same. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
do not think I am going to disagree 
with what the gentlewoman from Con- 
necticut has to say during her remain- 
ing time, so I yield back the balance of 
my time. 
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Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, how much 
time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Connecticut has 1 minute remain- 
ing. 

Ms. ESTY. I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), 
the ranking member, with my thanks. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support 
of this amendment and want to thank 
the author for bringing it forward and 
thank the chairman of the committee 
for supporting it. 

Our support historically goes back to 
Congresswoman Connie Morella. The 
two of us did a study maybe 15 or 16 
years ago, and we both have been very, 
very supportive of women in the 
sciences and hope that we can get a 
better bill so that we can address get- 
ting them ready for these jobs. 

Ms. ESTY. I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. CROWLEY 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 45, after line 14, insert the following: 


SEC. 127. HISPANIC OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM IN 
EDUCATION AND SCIENCE. 


Not later than 120 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Director of the 
National Science Foundation shall establish 
the program described in section 7033 of the 
America COMPETES Act (42 U.S.C. 18620-12) 
for Hispanic-serving institutions (as defined 
in section 502 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1101a)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. CROWLEY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. 
yield myself 1⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, 8 years ago when the 
House first considered the America 
COMPETES Act, I offered an amend- 
ment with my then-colleague Gabby 
Giffords as well as Congressman JERRY 
MCNERNEY to correct a longstanding 
inequity at the National Science Foun- 
dation. Unlike their counterparts in 
higher education, Hispanic-Serving In- 
stitutions have not benefited from a 
specific program at the NSF to provide 
them with grants for research, cur- 
riculum, and infrastructure develop- 
ment. 

The amendment corrected this in- 
equity, requiring the NSF to create a 
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separate program for HSIs. It was 
adopted, and it became law. But to this 
day, the NSF has not implemented the 
program as codified in law. This bipar- 
tisan amendment would correct that 
and require the HSI program to finally 
be implemented within 4 months of the 
enactment of this measure. 

Hispanic-Serving Institutions serve 
the majority of nearly 2 million Latino 
students enrolled in college today. In 
my district alone, about 10,000 students 
attend Hispanic-Serving Institutions 
offering degrees in these fields of 
science. Without access to targeted 
grants, HSIs have difficulty increasing 
the ranks of Latinos in the STEM 
fields, where they have been histori- 
cally underrepresented. 

We must ensure that Latinos, the 
youngest and fastest growing ethnic 
group in our Nation, are prepared with 
the knowledge and skills that will con- 
tribute to our Nation’s future eco- 
nomic strength, security, and global 
leadership, because when education is 
available to everyone, our entire Na- 
tion is stronger. 

I want to thank my colleagues who 
worked with me on this issue: Mr. 
SERRANO, who has a stand-alone bill to 
make this fix permanent, and Mr. 
LUJÁN, Mr. HURD, as well as Mr. 
CURBELO, who have cosponsored this 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment, though I don't oppose the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would require NSF to 
establish a program originally author- 
ized in the 2007 COMPETES Act. I sup- 
port the gentleman’s amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ap- 
preciate the comments from the chair- 
man. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. SERRANO), my 
friend and a cosponsor of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SERRANO. I thank my colleague 
for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, as my colleague has 
said, in 2007 he added a provision to the 
original America COMPETES Act to 
give the NSF the discretion to estab- 
lish a dedicated grant program. How- 
ever, after years of persistence, the 
NSF has refused to act. That is why 
last month Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. LUJÁN, 
and myself introduced the HOPES Act. 

Today's amendment replicates the 
HOPES Act and requires the NSF to es- 
tablish an undergraduate grant pro- 
gram for Hispanic-Serving Institutions. 
Hispanics are underrepresented in the 
STEM fields, and more needs to be 
done to ensure that we are not missing 


7441 


the best and the brightest from all the 
parts of America in developing the next 
generation of scientists, engineers, and 
mathematicians. 

This amendment is a big step in the 
right direction. I thank Representative 
CROWLEY for his leadership on this 
issue. I thank the chairman for accept- 
ing the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. HURD). 

Mr. HURD of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of this amendment, 
which will benefit the students at sev- 
eral fine institutions in the 23rd Con- 
gressional District of Texas. 

One thing that everybody here wants 
is a healthy economy. We want the 
American economy to continue to be 
the strongest in the world, and if 
American businesses are going to com- 
pete and win in a global economy, we 
have to have the best trained and best 
equipped workforce possible. 

This means our institutions of higher 
learning need to be fully capable of of- 
fering their students the opportunities 
to learn the skills that are going to 
drive a 21st century economy, and that 
means STEM degrees must be a pri- 
ority for our colleges and universities. 
This amendment will allow institu- 
tions that are designated as Hispanic- 
Serving Institutions to have access to 
grant programs with the National 
Science Foundation that they have 
been limited from participating in in 
the past. 

There are 47 institutions like this in 
the State of Texas, and more than a 
dozen of them serve students in my dis- 
trict. This increased access to grants 
will help increase the recruitment, re- 
tention, and graduation rates of His- 
panic students pursuing degrees in 
STEM fields. That is good for these 
students; that is good for our univer- 
sities, our communities, our busi- 
nesses, and our economy. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. CROWLEY, for intro- 
ducing this amendment. I encourage 
my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank Mr. HURD for 
his comments. 

I want the RECORD to reflect that I 
was willing and expecting to be yield- 
ing the gentleman 1 minute. Since the 
cooperation is running so smoothly, 
Mr. Chairman, thank you for yielding 
the 2 minutes to Mr. HURD. 

With that, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. BEN 
RAY LUJÁN). $ 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of this amendment that I am proud to 
offer with my colleagues. 

I want to thank Congressman CROW- 
LEY for his leadership. I want to recog- 
nize Chairman SMITH for his responsi- 
bility in working and looking out for 
these students as well. 

In today’s world, science, technology, 
engineering, and math degrees trans- 
late into high-paying, in-demand jobs. 
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While we are still struggling with high 
unemployment in my home State of 
New Mexico, there are sectors, espe- 
cially in STEM, that are having dif- 
ficulty finding qualified workers. To 
help meet this demand, the National 
Science Foundation manages a number 
of programs at minority-serving insti- 
tutions, including Historically Black 
Colleges and Universities and Tribal 
Colleges and Universities. 
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These programs have filled an impor- 
tant void by preparing minority stu- 
dents for meaningful careers in STEM. 
However, there is no such program and, 
therefore, a lack of critical support for 
Hispanic Americans. This is also evi- 
dent in the fact that Hispanics are se- 
verely underrepresented in the STEM 
workforce. 

It is time that we fund the creation 
of a program for Hispanic-Serving In- 
stitutions to develop infrastructure, 
curriculum, and recruit Hispanic stu- 
dents into STEM fields. To do what is 
best for America, we need to invest and 
promote these programs. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
have no further speakers, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York (Mr. CROWLEY) has 1% 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON). 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, let me thank the 
gentleman and all of the persons who 
sponsored this amendment. I want to 
commend them. 

When Mr. LUJÁN was on the Science 
Committee, we actually developed that 
language that did pass in the last COM- 
PETES Act, so I fully support this 
amendment. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, let me 
just use the remaining time to thank 
Chairman SMITH for his cooperation 
and that of his staff, as well as the co- 
operation of Ms. JOHNSON and her staff. 

I do think that this amendment is 
the final tooth we need to make this 
law work and to drive the money and 
the resources to the people we intended 
for them to go to, and that is Latino or 
Hispanic young men and women who 
want to strive to succeed in the fields 
of science and medicine to help make 
our country an even better country. 

I thank you both again for your co- 
operation, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. GRIFFITH 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 
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Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 49, line 2, insert “The Advisory Panel 
shall consist of 15 members, with 3 members 
appointed by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and 2 members appointed by 
the Majority Leader of the Senate.” after 
“other appropriate organizations.”. 

Page 171, line 2, insert ‘‘, except that 3 
members shall be appointed by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives and 2 mem- 
bers shall be appointed by the Majority 
Leader of the Senate. The total number of 
members of the advisory committee shall be 
15.” after “by the Secretary”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. GRIFFITH) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would make a couple of 
slight changes to two new advisory 
boards created in this bill: the STEM 
education advisory panel and a new De- 
partment of Energy advisory com- 
mittee. 

My amendment sets the total number 
of members for these two new advisory 
boards at 15 each, and most impor- 
tantly, it ensures that five of the mem- 
bers on each board are chosen by Con- 
gress, three by the Speaker of the 
House and two by the Senate majority 
leader. 

The purpose of my amendment is to 
ensure that the advisory boards have 
congressional representation, that we 
have people on there who work with 
Congress. The legislative branch is a 
coequal branch of government, and I 
believe that, as an institution, Con- 
gress should more aggressively assert 
itself as a coequal branch. 

This amendment has nothing to do 
with which party controls the legisla- 
tive branch of government or which 
party, for that matter, controls the ex- 
ecutive branch at any given time, nor 
does it ask for a majority of the mem- 
bers of these new boards to be congres- 
sionally appointed. 

The amendment would simply ensure 
that the legislative branch is involved 
in these boards that it, the legislative 
branch, is creating and that we are in- 
volved in the process of creating the re- 
ports which both the legislative branch 
and executive branch will rely on to 
make important decisions for these 
United States. 

If Congress deems an issue important 
enough to warrant an advisory board 
that is included in a bill we are pass- 
ing, it just makes sense that we also 
appoint a portion of that board’s mem- 
bership. 

I hope we will do that as we go for- 
ward with many of our boards. I also 
think it will facilitate more conversa- 
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tion between the executive branch and 
the legislative branch as time goes for- 
ward. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I claim the time 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

This amendment allows the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives and 
the majority leader of the Senate to 
appoint members to two scientific ad- 
visory boards created in the bill. This 
amendment is the very definition of 
politicalizing science when we have 
politicians choosing who sits on sci- 
entific advisory boards. 

While my colleagues across the aisle 
suggest that this amendment ensures 
accountability, in reality, it only en- 
sures the political meddling in science. 
Unfortunately, this is consistent with 
many provisions in the underlying bill. 

Scientific advisory boards provide ex- 
pert scientific advice and make rec- 
ommendations on subject matter from 
STEM education to energy research 
and development. It is essential that 
advisory board members be qualified 
and nonpolitical to provide non- 
partisan advice and give appropriate 
recommendations that are free of bias, 
advice and recommendations based on 
the best available evidence, and advice 
and recommendations that will further 
science in the country, not inhibit it. 

In this amendment, the Speaker of 
the House would appoint three mem- 
bers, while the majority leader of the 
Senate would appoint two additional 
members to this advisory board. 

Some of these advisory boards have 
only 15 members. This amendment 
would allow Republican—and only Re- 
publican—leaders of Congress to ap- 
point one-third of these members. 

This amendment is clearly meant to 
politicize these advisory boards. While 
the sponsor of this amendment is mes- 
saging it as giving Congress a bigger 
voice, that is just not accurate, asked 
for, or necessary. Congress already has 
the biggest and final voice. We control 
the Federal budget. Congress writes au- 
thorization bills such as the one before 
us today. We do not lack influence. 

Let’s keep our scientific advisory 
boards free from political interference. 
If we choose to ignore the advice from 
our scientific advisory boards, as we 
are doing with H.R. 1806, that is our 
right. Congress doesn’t also have to put 
its fingerprints directly on the advice 
itself. We know by what has been said 
today that we are trying to take over 
the responsibility on this bill that Iam 
against, so that is one way you can do 
it. 

This amendment follows the under- 
lying attack on science in this bill, but 


May 20, 2015 


this amendment goes further. It gives 
Republican politicians a chance to di- 
rectly influence the scientific process 
in our country. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
amendment and the underlying bill, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, I feel 
so bad that the gentlewoman thinks 
this is politicizing this bill. That is the 
furthest thing from my intent. 

I know the gentlewoman does not 
know me and she does not know that, 
for 17 years, I served in the Virginia 
House of Delegates. In Virginia, any 
time we created a board or policy advi- 
sory group like this, we generally had 
legislative members on there. 

What we found when we did that was 
that, when an idea came from the ad- 
ministrative branch, whether it was of 
the party that I was in or of a different 
party, we generally found that, by hav- 
ing people that were familiar with both 
sides of the issue, but people who also 
relied on and came to talk to us on a 
regular basis in the legislature, we felt 
more comfortable with those rec- 
ommendations that had been made. We 
understood better what the background 
was. It made for better government. 

That is what this is intended to do. I 
didn’t ask for a majority. I didn’t say 
that Congress should have complete 
control. It just says there ought to be 
some members appointed by the Senate 
and appointed by the House. It doesn’t 
matter which party is in control of the 
House or Senate. Recently, that was di- 
vided. It doesn’t matter which party is 
in the executive branch. 

It just says this is a way to make 
sure that when you think it is impor- 
tant enough—when Congress thinks it 
is important enough to create an advi- 
sory board—that we both have some 
members, both the House and Senate, 
on that advisory board to make sure 
that there is interaction with us, as 
well as with the executive branch. 

Unless the belief is that the execu- 
tive branch wants to politicize it be- 
cause they get all the appointments, I 
don’t know why they would think these 
appointments would be politicizing it. 
It is just for informational purposes 
and to make sure that everybody is 
heard at the table and that those ideas 
are shared. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GRIFFITH. I yield to the gentle- 
woman. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I served in both the house and 
senate in Texas before coming here; I 
believe strongly in input, but this very 
bill and its structure has become so po- 
litical and so politically tainted in at- 
tempting to manipulate what is going 
on in our agencies, I just don’t trust 
your amendment. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Reclaiming my time, 
I would say that I don’t know the gen- 
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tlewoman’s concerns on this particular 
bill. I do believe, as a Congress, we 
ought to be working to make sure that 
we have input on all of these advisory 
committees, whether it is on this bill 
or any other bill. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time do I 
have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia has 1 minute remaining. 
Mr. GRIFFITH. I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH). 
Mr. SMITH of Texas. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Virginia for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I will be very brief. I 
support the gentleman’s amendment 
that will ensure that Congress has 
input on the composition of the new 
boards and panels created in the bill, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment as well. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GRIFFITH). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I demand a re- 
corded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. KELLY OF 

PENNSYLVANIA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 71, line 21, strike ““$933,700,000” and 
insert ‘‘$938,700,000’’. 

Page 72, line 6, strike ‘‘$130,000,000’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘$135,000,000’’. 

Page 72, line 8, strike ““$125,000,000” and in- 
sert “$130,000,000””. 

Page 72, line 19, strike ““$933,700,000” and 
insert ‘‘$938,700,000’’. 

Page 73, line 3, strike ““$130,000,000” and in- 
sert ‘‘$135,000,000’’. 

Page 73, line 5, strike ““$125,000,000” and in- 
sert “$130,000,000””. 

Page 178, line 4, strike ‘‘$1,198,500,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$1,193,500,000’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, my amendment increases 
the authorized funding for the Manu- 
facturing Extension Partnership by $5 
million and it offsets it by decreasing 
the authorized funding for the Office of 
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Energy Efficiency and Renewable En- 
ergy by $5 million, for level funding. 

If our goal is to create and retain 
more American jobs, there is no better 
program to fund that than the Manu- 
facturing Extension Partnership. Ad- 
ministered by the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, with cen- 
ters in every single State, for every $1 
of Federal investment, this public-pri- 
vate partnership generates nearly $21 
in new sales. As a result, this trans- 
lates into $2.5 billion annually. For 
every $2,001 of Federal investment, 
MEP creates or retains one American 
manufacturing job. 

The MEP programs provides our Na- 
tion's nearly 350,000 small manufactur- 
ers with services and access to re- 
sources that enhance growth, improve 
productivity, and expand capacity. 
This program is a win-win for our hard- 
working American taxpayers. Few, if 
any, other Federal programs can claim 
such a good return on our taxpayers’ 
investment. 

Considering this amendment author- 
izes the program at $130 million that 
helps small American manufacturers 
directly and at a 50 percent cost share, 
this gives taxpayers more bang for 
their buck. 

The Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy has a total budget 
of over $1 billion, so moving $5 million 
to this valuable program for small 
businesses is simply good economic 
policy. 

This program is not a government 
handout. Instead, it requires small 
manufacturers who partner with their 
local MEP to have skin in the game 
with a 50 percent cost share. That is 
good for our taxpayers; it is good for 
manufacturing sectors, and it is good 
for American jobs. 

Since 1988, MEP has worked with 
nearly 80,000 American manufacturers, 
leading to $88 billion in sales and 14 bil- 
lion in cost savings. It has helped cre- 
ate more than 729,000 American jobs. 

Last year alone, MEP projects cre- 
ated or retained nearly 64,000 American 
jobs, generated more than $6.7 billion 
in new and retained sales, and provided 
cost savings of more than $1.1 billion to 
small American manufacturers. 
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earning more than $77,000 a year in pay 
and benefits, these are exactly the 
types of jobs that policymakers need to 
be encouraging. And at a time when 
our economy is starting to recover, the 
MEP’s work is crucial in helping Amer- 
ica’s small manufacturers be stronger 
long-term competitors, both domesti- 
cally and internationally. 

In turn, this will allow them to cre- 
ate good-paying, high-skilled jobs for 
America’s workers across the country. 
A growing manufacturing sector in 
America means more well-paying jobs 
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for low- to moderate-income American 
families, reduced trade deficit and a ro- 
bust economy, and a flourishing inno- 
vation sector which can drive future 
growth. 

By supporting this amendment, Con- 
gress will be sending a clear signal to 
our small American manufacturers and 
our job creators that they will con- 
tinue to play a vital role in the reinvig- 
oration of our economy. 

MEP is currently appropriated at 
$130 million, and this amendment 
would simply ensure that this popular, 
bipartisan program continues to be au- 
thorized at its current funding level. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposi- 
tion to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

I strongly support the Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership program, or the 
MEP, at NIST. Since its establishment 
in 1988, the MEP program has gen- 
erated billions of dollars in new sales; 
it has saved MEP clients billions of 
dollars; and it has helped create more 
than 700,000 jobs. 

However, I cannot support this 
amendment because it increases the 
authorization for MEP by decreasing 
the authorization for the Office of En- 
ergy Efficiency and Renewable Energy 
at the Department of Energy. EERE 
conducts important research on energy 
efficiency and renewable energy tech- 
nologies, including critical advance 
manufacturing initiatives. 

Unfortunately, EERE has become a 
favorite target for my friends on the 
other side of the aisle. The underlying 
bill cuts this office by almost 30 per- 
cent, and this amendment would make 
that cut even larger. 

I supported an amendment that 
would have increased MEP authoriza- 
tion to $141 million for fiscal year 2016, 
at the President’s request, without cut- 
ting EERE. But the amendment was 
not made in order. 

I strongly believe in MEP and want 
to see this funding level increased. I 
think it is important to note that this 
bill is an authorization bill, not an ap- 
propriations bill. In authorization bills, 
Congress should be deciding authoriza- 
tion levels by determining what the 
program needs to accomplish its re- 
sponsibilities. 

Notwithstanding current Republican 
protocols, authorization bills should 
not have the same constraints as ap- 
propriation bills, including needing to 
offset any increases. This is a bizarre 
approach to legislating. 

Because of the unnecessary cut to 
EERE, I cannot support this amend- 
ment, and I urge my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to reject the false no- 
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tion of needing to offset authoriza- 
tions. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania for yielding me this time. 

I just simply want to say that I be- 
lieve his amendment restores current 
funding levels for the Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership program at the 
National Institute of Standards and 
Technology while offsetting those 
costs. It is a great amendment, and I 
urge my colleagues to support it. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I continue to re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I would just remark that if 
we are really trying to create jobs, if 
we are really trying to boost our econ- 
omy, if we are really trying to do all 
these things, if we are really trying to 
help small manufacturers, I don’t 
think that asking to transfer $15 mil- 
lion out of a $1 billion allotment is 
going to really have that much effect 
on that. 

This is not turning our back on some 
of the issues that you have, but this is 
looking forward to the future and say- 
ing we have got to help these people 
move forward. 

This is not a government handout. 
This is not a free amount of money. 
This is a 50 percent match. There are 
very few programs in our government 
that require that. 

This is something that just makes 
sense for America. It makes sense for 
all those folks that I represent and you 
represent back home. 

I have got to tell you something. 
Back in Western Pennsylvania, where I 
live, in Pennsylvania’s Third District, 
every morning, moms and dads get up 
and they throw their feet out over 
their bed and they go to work so that 
they can put a roof over the head for 
their children, food on their table, 
clothes on their back, and a promise 
for the future. 

This is a small investment. All we 
are doing is keeping it at $130 million. 
And in a government that spends tril- 
lions of dollars every year, I don’t 
know why we would quibble over $5 
million because it is going to help job 
creation and job retention. It allows us 
to compete in a global market in a way 
that we actually win. 

We don’t have to get political about 
this. What I want to do is, I want to 
think about all the people we represent 
and where those dollars go because 
every single dollar belongs to the 
American taxpayer. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
reminded to address all of his remarks 
to the Chair and not to other Members 
of the House. 
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate 
those remarks. He is describing my 
constituents as well. And if we had 
done as requested by the President, we 
would have left the authorization lev- 
els at the level he is trying to bring it 
to, and it would not have taken away 
from the other part of the research 
that is needed so badly in the other 
areas. 

I do not oppose what he is trying to 
do. What I oppose is how he is trying to 
do it. And for that, I still oppose the 
total amount because it is not treating 
the other program fairly. 

It is not that I oppose MEP. My con- 
stituents are no different than yours. 
They get up every day to work hard 
and need opportunities. I am sure 
many of yours get more opportunities 
than some of mine. And so I agree with 
that totally. 

I agreed with the President’s level of 
recommendation of where he wants to 
take it. What I disagree with is he is 
taking it out of another area when it is 
not necessary. 

We are not appropriations. We are to 
recommend authorizations. We can do 
the authorization for his level without 
taking away from an area they don’t 
like. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members are ad- 
vised to address their remarks to the 
Chair and not to each other. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. KELLY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. LOWENTHAL 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 114, line 23, through page 115, line 18, 
strike subsections (b) through (d). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LOWENTHAL) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

My amendment would do two impor- 
tant things. First, it would preserve 
the Energy Department’s ability to se- 
lect projects based on merit, and, sec- 
ond, it would preserve a very basic sci- 
entific tenet, the ability of the Depart- 
ment of Energy to replicate scientific 
results. 

Right now, the underlying bill man- 
dates the prioritization of certain sci- 
entific fields over others, and it termi- 
nates science initiatives that can vali- 
date or question the results of previous 
scientific research. 
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It is additionally unfortunate that in 
this formerly bipartisan bill, the ma- 
jority is again attempting to specifi- 
cally target and terminate the valuable 
research programs of some of our Na- 
tion’s brightest scientists if they study 
climate change. I think this is short- 
sighted, I think it is irresponsible, and 
I believe it is wrong. 

In order to ensure America’s energy 
security, we must understand the mul- 
tiplying risks to our energy infrastruc- 
ture due to a changing climate. In 
order to ensure America’s energy secu- 
rity, we must understand the lifecycle 
impacts of the fuels we use. And in 
order to ensure America’s energy secu- 
rity, we must lead the world in devel- 
oping clean renewable sources of en- 
ergy. 

For this vision to become a reality, 
the Department of Energy must sup- 
port sound scientific processes that in- 
clude selecting the most meritorious 
methods and questions that they wish 
to research and verifying those results 
through replication. 

H.R. 1806, as it is currently written, 
specifically targets the climate change 
research program in the Energy De- 
partment and instructs the director to 
cease “those climate science-related 
initiatives that are identified as over- 
lapping or duplicative.”” 

A basic tenet of science is that you 
have to reproduce scientific results. 
You don’t run an experiment once and 
go to the world and say, “It's true. 
We've figured it out.” 

No—science requires separate and 
independently verified results in order 
to draw conclusions. But now Congress 
is trying to legislate changes to the 
scientific method, and I think that is a 
shame. 

Science works best when multiple 
groups and agencies collaborate to find 
answers to important questions. And 
guess what? Congress has already cre- 
ated a way to coordinate among the 13 
Federal agencies to ensure that each 
agency is researching the causes and 
effects of global changes most relevant 
to their missions. And it is called the 
U.S. Global Change Research Program. 
The proposed requirements in section 
505 of H.R. 1806 are really just an at- 
tempt to create more roadblocks to 
studying climate change. 

My amendment preserves the sci- 
entific integrity of the Office of 
Science, the U.S. Global Change Re- 
search Program and, more impor- 
tantly, the scientific process. 

I urge a “yes” vote on the Lowenthal 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield as much time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
WESTERMAN), who is a member of the 
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Science, Space, and Technology Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today in opposition to the gentle- 
man's amendment and in support of 
the underlying reforms included in 
H.R. 1806, the America COMPETES Re- 
authorization Act of 2015. 

This amendment would remove im- 
portant measures that ensure greater 
transparency for the Federal Govern- 
ment's climate science initiative and 
require accountability for the Office of 
Science to justify the value of related 
work going forward. 

The gentleman's amendment would 
also remove underlying language in the 
America COMPETES Act that would 
require the Government Account- 
ability Office to identify duplicative 
climate science initiatives across the 
entire Federal Government. 

All Members of Congress should sup- 
port transparency in federally funded 
research. It is our core responsibility 
to provide oversight for Federal pro- 
grams and make sure American tax- 
payer dollars are being spent respon- 
sibly, not duplicating work that has al- 
ready been done. 

That said, the language in the Amer- 
ica COMPETES Act does not ban any 
particular area of science but, instead, 
requires that DOE justify the science’s 
merit and provide greater transparency 
if climate science work is intentionally 
duplicated. 

This provision in the America COM- 
PETES Act is simply good governance 
and is more important now than ever. 
The Obama administration has 
unapologetically pushed forward a po- 
liticized climate agenda through the 
Federal Government, prioritizing cli- 
mate change research above all else. 
Better transparency can help prevent 
wasteful spending and prioritize the 
most valuable research. 

H.R. 1806 authorizes the Office of 
Science within the Department of En- 
ergy to support basic research in the 
physical sciences, including research 
on Earth’s atmosphere. By including 
these good government measures, the 
America COMPETES Act gives Con- 
gress appropriate oversight, funds valu- 
able research, but does not provide a 
blank check for the President's climate 
agenda. 

This amendment would strike these 
important accountability measures 
from the America COMPETES Act re- 
search. For that reason, I oppose the 
amendment and encourage my col- 
leagues to do the same. 
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Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chairman, 
could you tell me how much time I 
have left. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California has 1142 minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. I yield 1 minute 
to the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON). 


7445 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I thank the gentleman for yield- 
ing. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not surprising 
that the Biological and Environmental 
Research program at DOE is targeted 
with harmful provisions in this bill. It 
is targeted because the program is a 
leader in advancing our understanding 
of the causes and impacts of climate 
change. 

Hiding our heads in the sand will not 
solve anything, and it certainly won't 
stop the Earth from warming. Allowing 
partisan politics to skew the scientific 
understanding of climate change is 
cynical and shortsighted. 

It is especially cynical considering 
that in the majority’s own bill, they 
state that climate change is happening. 
They just had to take the statement 
out that it is caused by human beings. 

The gentleman from  California's 
amendment would simply strike those 
harmful provisions so that scientists 
supported by BER can continue their 
important work without political in- 
terference. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
important amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
am prepared to close, so I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I re- 
peat: duplication is good science. Let 
me repeat that: duplication is good 
science. 

I urge a “yes”? vote on the Lowenthal 
amendment to maintain the Depart- 
ment of Energy’s ability to select sci- 
entific projects based upon scientific 
merit, that support the mission of the 
Department of Energy and the broader 
energy security of our country. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would strike good gov- 
ernment accountability measures with- 
in the COMPETES bill that require 
DOE’s Office of Science to prioritize bi- 
ological systems and genomic science. 
It would also strike reforms included in 
the America COMPETES Act that pre- 
vent duplication of research, which 
saves taxpayer dollars. 

I encourage Members to oppose the 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 9 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-120. 
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Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Page 133, before line 19, 
lowing new section: 
SEC. 604. ENERGY INNOVATION HUBS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall carry out a program to enhance the Na- 
tion’s economic, environmental, and energy 
security by making awards to consortia for 
establishing and operating Energy Innova- 
tion Hubs to conduct and support, whenever 
practicable at one centralized location, mul- 
tidisciplinary, collaborative research, devel- 
opment, and demonstration of advanced en- 
ergy technologies. 

(2) TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT FOCUS.—The 
Secretary shall designate for each Hub a 
unique advanced energy technology focus. 

(3) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall en- 
sure the coordination of, and avoid unneces- 
sary duplication of, the activities of Hubs 
with those of other Department of Energy 
research entities, including the National 
Laboratories, the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency-Energy, Energy Frontier 
Research Centers, and within industry. 

(b) CONSORTIA.— 

(1) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive 
an award under this section for the estab- 
lishment and operation of a Hub, a consor- 
tium shall— 

(A) be composed of no fewer than 2 quali- 
fying entities; and 

(B) operate subject to an agreement en- 
tered into by its members that documents— 

(i) the proposed partnership agreement, in- 
cluding the governance and management 
structure of the Hub; 

(ii) measures to enable cost-effective im- 
plementation of the program under this sec- 
tion; 

(iii) a proposed budget, including financial 
contributions from non-Federal sources; 

(iv) a plan for managing intellectual prop- 
erty rights; and 

(v) an accounting structure that enables 
the Secretary to ensure that the consortium 
has complied with the requirements of this 
section. 

(2) APPLICATION.—A consortium seeking to 
establish and operate a Hub under this sec- 
tion, acting through a prime applicant, shall 
transmit to the Secretary an application at 
such time, in such form, and accompanied by 
such information as the Secretary shall re- 
quire, including a detailed description of the 
elements of the consortium agreement re- 
quired under paragraph (1)(B). If the consor- 
tium members will not be located at one cen- 
tralized location, such application shall in- 
clude a communications plan that ensures 
close coordination and integration of the 
Hub’s activities. 

(c) SELECTION AND SCHEDULE.—The Sec- 
retary shall select consortia for awards for 
the establishment and operation of Hubs 
through competitive selection processes. In 
selecting consortia, the Secretary shall con- 
sider the information a consortium must dis- 
close according to subsection (b), as well as 
any existing facilities a consortium will pro- 
vide for Hub activities. Awards made to a 
Hub shall be for a period not to exceed 5 
years, subject to the availability of appro- 
priations, after which the award may be re- 
newed, subject to a rigorous merit review. A 
Hub already in existence on the date of en- 
actment of this Act may continue to receive 
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support for a period of 5 years, subject to the 
availability of appropriations, beginning on 
the date of establishment of that Hub. 

(d) HUB OPERATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Hub shall conduct or 
provide for multidisciplinary, collaborative 
research, development, and demonstration of 
advanced energy technologies within the 
technology development focus designated 
under subsection (a)(2). Each Hub shall— 

(A) encourage collaboration and commu- 
nication among the member qualifying enti- 
ties of the consortium and awardees by con- 
ducting activities whenever practicable at 
one centralized location; 

(B) develop and publish on the Department 
of Energy’s website proposed plans and pro- 
grams; 

(C) submit an annual report to the Sec- 
retary summarizing the Hub’s activities, in- 
cluding detailing organizational expendi- 
tures, and describing each project under- 
taken by the Hub; and 

(D) monitor project implementation and 
coordination. 

(2) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 

(A) PROCEDURES.—Hubs shall maintain 
conflict of interest procedures, consistent 
with those of the Department of Energy, to 
ensure that employees and consortia des- 
ignees for Hub activities who are in decision- 
making capacities disclose all material con- 
flicts of interest, and avoid such conflicts. 

(B) DISQUALIFICATION AND REVOCATION.— 
The Secretary may disqualify an application 
or revoke funds distributed to a Hub if the 
Secretary discovers a failure to comply with 
conflict of interest procedures established 
under subparagraph (A). 

(3) PROHIBITION ON CONSTRUCTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—No funds provided pursu- 
ant to this section may be used for construc- 
tion of new buildings or facilities for Hubs. 
Construction of new buildings or facilities 
shall not be considered as part of the non- 
Federal share of a Hub cost-sharing agree- 
ment. 

(B) TEST BED AND RENOVATION EXCEPTION.— 
Nothing in this subsection shall prohibit the 
use of funds provided pursuant to this sec- 
tion, or non-Federal cost share funds, for re- 
search or for the construction of a test bed 
or renovations to existing buildings or facili- 
ties for the purposes of research if the Sec- 
retary determines that the test bed or ren- 
ovations are limited to a scope and scale 
necessary for the research to be conducted. 

(e) TERMINATION.—Consistent with the ex- 
isting authorities of the Department, the 
Secretary may terminate an  underper- 
forming Hub for cause during the perform- 
ance period. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion: 

(1) ADVANCED ENERGY TECHNOLOGY.—The 
term “advanced energy technology” means— 

(A) an innovative technology— 

(i) that produces energy from solar, wind, 
geothermal, biomass, tidal, wave, ocean, or 
other renewable energy resources; 

(ii) that produces nuclear energy; 

(iii) for carbon capture and sequestration; 

(iv) that enables advanced vehicles, vehicle 
components, and related technologies that 
result in significant energy savings; 

(v) that generates, transmits, distributes, 
utilizes, or stores energy more efficiently 
than conventional technologies, including 
through Smart Grid technologies; or 

(vi) that enhances the energy independence 
and security of the United States by ena- 
bling improved or expanded supply and pro- 
duction of domestic energy resources, in- 
cluding coal, oil, and natural gas; 
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(B) research, development, and demonstra- 
tion activities necessary to ensure the long- 
term, secure, and sustainable supply of en- 
ergy critical elements; or 

(C) another innovative energy technology 
area identified by the Secretary. 

(2) HuB.—The term “Hub” means an En- 
ergy Innovation Hub established or oper- 
ating in accordance with this section, includ- 
ing any Energy Innovation Hub existing as 
of the date of enactment of this Act. 

(3) QUALIFYING ENTITY.—The term ‘‘quali- 
fying entity”? means— 

(A) an institution of higher education; 

(B) an appropriate State or Federal entity, 
including the Department of Energy Feder- 
ally Funded Research and Development Cen- 
ters; 

(C) a nongovernmental organization with 
expertise in advanced energy technology re- 
search, development, demonstration, or com- 
mercial application; or 

(D) any other relevant entity the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chair, this 
amendment seeks to authorize the En- 
ergy Innovation Hubs program within 
the Department of Energy. 

I would like to thank Chairman 
SMITH and his staff for working with 
me to craft this amendment. Because I 
know that the chairman supports the 
amendment, I will keep my remarks 
brief. 

Energy Innovation Hubs are collabo- 
rative research centers that bring to- 
gether teams of scientists and engi- 
neers from academia, industry, and na- 
tional laboratories in order to accel- 
erate scientific discoveries that ad- 
dress critical energy issues. They were 
created in 2010 and have received al- 
most $500 million in funding already. 

The four hubs currently focus on ev- 
erything from improving nuclear reac- 
tors through computer-based modeling 
to improving battery technology for 
transportation and the grid. 

The amendment before us would not 
only authorize this important research 
but would also provide critical guide- 
lines and accountability measures for 
the program. 

A rigorous merits-based renewal 
process would be implemented. The 
Secretary would be empowered to ter- 
minate underperforming hubs at any 
time, and funds would be prohibited 
from being used for the purpose of con- 
structing buildings so that every tax- 
payer dollar goes toward the research 
for which it is intended. 

Again, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas, Chairman SMITH, for his help 
and guidance in developing this amend- 
ment. I urge my colleagues to support 
it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment, though I do not oppose the 
amendment. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would authorize the 
Department of Energy Innovation 
Hubs. These integrated research plat- 
forms conduct fundamental research to 
address critical challenges in energy 
technology. 

Currently, DOE operates four hubs, 
which all focus on the critical energy 
issues. They include the Consortium 
for Advanced Simulation of Light 
Water Reactors, which uses high per- 
formance computation modeling to 
simulate and improve reactors. And it 
includes the Joint Center for Energy 
Storage Research, which focuses on de- 
veloping the next generation of battery 
technologies. 

My thanks go to the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. GRAYSON), a very active 
and alert member of the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee, for 
offering this amendment and for work- 
ing with us to develop this bipartisan 
amendment. I encourage Members to 
support it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAYSON. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MS. BONAMICI 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 10 printed 
in part A of House Report 114-120. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 162, lines 3 through 5, strike sub- 
section (d). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentlewoman 
from Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 


The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Oregon. 
Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I 


yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to address 
an issue of national security. 

The Department of Defense is the 
world’s largest institutional consumer 
of fuel. As a result, the volatility of oil 
prices directly affects military readi- 
ness. Every $10 increase on a barrel of 
oil costs the Department of Defense an 
additional $1.3 billion a year. 

To reduce our military’s and our Na- 
tion’s dependence on a single source of 
fuel, the Departments of Defense, En- 
ergy, and Agriculture have been work- 
ing closely over the past 4 years with 
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the private sector to scale up an ad- 
vanced “drop-in” biofuel production 
capability. 

One of those projects is in Lakeview, 
Oregon, where a forest biomass plant 
will produce fuel for the U.S. Navy and 
Marines. It is one of three companies 
selected by the Departments of De- 
fense, Energy, and Agriculture to 
produce cost-competitive drop-in mili- 
tary biofuels. Once at scale, these bio- 
refineries will have a combined capac- 
ity to produce 100 million gallons of 
fuel for military ships and planes while 
reducing their greenhouse gas emis- 
sions by 50 percent compared to con- 
ventional fuels. 

Our military and Nation are faced 
with a growing global demand for en- 
ergy. We need to have a greater empha- 
sis on renewable energy and energy-ef- 
ficient technologies. Yet, without any 
apparent logic, this bill would prohibit 
the Department of Energy—the lead 
agency with deep, technical expertise 
in this area—from partnering with the 
Department of Defense to develop 
biofuels. 

The amendment that I am offering 
strikes this prohibition and would 
allow the Departments of Energy and 
Defense to continue their efforts to 
learn from each other’s expertise. 

Mr. Chairman, I will include in the 
RECORD a letter opposing the prohibi- 
tion from the Truman National Secu- 
rity Project, where they note—these 
are retired military—that 4 years of 
partnership between the Departments 
of Defense, Energy, and Agriculture 
have seen impressive progress in the 
development of advanced drop-in 
biofuels that will allow the military to 
turn away from an outdated fuel 
source. Members of the military from 
every rank and service have spoken out 
in favor of the continued investment in 
biofuels for the reasons of cost and ca- 
pability. 

OPERATION FREE, 
April 21, 2015. 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Hon. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, 
House Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH AND RANKING MEM- 
BER JOHNSON: The American military is the 
greatest fighting force the world has ever 
seen. The United States Congress has the 
critical responsibility of empowering our 
military leaders by equipping that force with 
the tools they need to engage effectively in 
a world of ever-increasing security threats. 
Accordingly, we urge you to withdraw the 
America COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 
2015, which would bar the Department of En- 
ergy from continuing a four-year collabora- 
tion with the Departments of Defense and 
Agriculture to develop cost-effective ad- 
vanced biofuels. 

Time and again throughout our history, 
the military has chosen to innovate towards 
new solutions. While the advances resulting 
from these efforts have often benefited our 
nation as a whole, they are undertaken not 
for the sake of novelty or adventure but to 
fill a key operational or tactical need. Ad- 
vanced biofuels fills such a need: Reducing 
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the dangerous dependence of the U.S. mili- 
tary on fossil fuels. 

The Department of Defense is the world’s 
largest institutional consumer of fuel. With 
approximately $15 billion per year budgeted 
simply to maintain freedom of movement, 
the U.S. military is dangerously sensitive to 
the volatility of oil prices; a $10 change in 
the price per barrel of crude oil leaves the 
Department of Defense with a $1.3 billion 
shortfall and sees increased profits to coun- 
tries who oppose our interests around the 
world. And because oil is priced in a global 
market, no amount of domestic production 
can insulate the military from these effects. 

We have learned firsthand that oil truly is 
the Achilles’ heel of our military. With most 
of the world’s oil traveling through two or 
three major chokepoints, the military must 
allocate significant manpower and resources 
to keeping those sea lanes open and secure. 
Moreover, as the military transitions from 
large-scale land engagements in the Middle 
East and towards a broader engagement in 
the Asia-Pacific, the costs and logistical 
challenges associated with moving fuel over 
thousands of miles of ocean will only in- 
crease. 

The threat of oil dependence along with 
the need for energy security isn’t going away 
any time soon. And we shouldn’t impede 
progress of alternatives that are moving for- 
ward now. Four years of partnership between 
the Departments of Defense, Energy, and Ag- 
riculture have seen impressive progress in 
the development of advanced, “drop in” 
biofuels that will allow the military to turn 
away from an outdated fuel source. Top line 
military platforms as diverse as the super- 
sonic F/A-18 “Green Hornet,” the Air Force's 
F16 fighter jets, the MH-60S Seahawk heli- 
copter, the AV-8B Harrier, the Fire Scout 
unmanned vehicle, the Riverine Command 
Boat (RCB-X) and the frigate USS Ford have 
all operated at full capacity and with no 
averse side effects using American-made 
biofuels. 

Members of the military from every rank 
and service have spoken out in favor of the 
continued investment in biofuels for reasons 
of cost and capabilities alike. These voices, 
rather than political leanings or parochial 
interests, must steer national security pol- 
icy. Accordingly, we urge you to withdraw 
the America COMPETES Reauthorization 
Act of 2015 and to ensure that the U.S. mili- 
tary is free to pursue the fuel sources its 
leaders deign necessary for maximum oper- 
ational and tactical success. 

Respectfully, 
MICHAEL BREEN, 
Executive Director, 
Truman National Se- 
curity Project Army 
Captain (Fmr.). 
RADM LEENDERT “LEN” 
HERING, 
USN (Ret.). 
LT GEN NORMAN SEIP, 
USAF (Ret.). 

Ms. BONAMICI. I urge adoption of 
the amendment, and I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I yield 4 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
WEBER), who is the chairman of the En- 
ergy Subcommittee of the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee. 
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Mr. WEBER of Texas. I thank the 
gentleman from Texas for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. Chair, I rise today in opposition 
to the gentlewoman’s amendment and 
in support of the underlying reforms 


included in H.R. 1806, the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 
2015. 


This amendment would remove a 
limitation included in the underlying 
bill that prevents the Department of 
Energy from using funding authorized 
for the EERE Biofuels program to con- 
duct commercial production of biofuels 
for defense purposes. 

The fact is that EERE already spends 
too much of their current budget on de- 
ployment and commercialization of re- 
newable and energy efficient tech- 
nologies instead of research and devel- 
opment. 

The DOE’s ongoing effort to fund 
commercial-scale biofuels production 
for military purposes in cooperation 
with the Department of Defense and 
USDA is just one example. 

Redirecting funds from biofuels R&D 
is part of a broader problem. Depart- 
ment of Energy research and develop- 
ment programs should be focused on 
science, not creating a market for cer- 
tain types of fuels. The DOE should 
focus on a new idea for the market, not 
a market for the new idea. 

The Department of Defense spends 
billions annually on fuel costs, billions. 
When viable biofuels technology is able 
to compete with conventional fuels— 
trust me—the private sector can and 
will develop commercial-scale biofuels 
production to meet demand. It is just 
that simple, Mr. Chairman. 

And despite significant Federal pro- 
grams to support the use of biofuels, a 
recent GAO, Government Account- 
ability Office, study concluded that the 
long-term viability of alternative fuels 
is dependent on market factors, not 
Federal funds or mandates. That same 
study reported that the Department of 
Defense paid $150 per gallon for 1,500 
gallons of alternative jet fuel derived 
from algal oil. Taxpayers should be 
outraged. 

The other side may be, in fact, pro- 
moting their global warming theory 
because when taxpayers find out about 
this kind of waste, there are going to 
be a lot of them hot under the collar. 

The Department of Energy should 
focus on research and development, not 
commercial biofuels production. This 
limitation is consistent with the broad- 
er goals of the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act, which prioritizes 
research and development in all R&D 
program areas while cutting spending 
on deployment and commercialization. 

I am aghast, Mr. Chairman, that the 
other side somehow thinks Congress 
shouldn’t be paying attention to the 
way taxpayer dollars are spent. 

For these reasons, I encourage my 
colleagues to vote “no” on this amend- 
ment. 
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Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chair, may I 
please inquire as to the amount of time 
remaining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Oregon has 2% minutes remain- 
ing. 

Ms. BONAMICI. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
PETERS), a member of the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee. 

Mr. PETERS. I thank the gentle- 
woman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise as a cosponsor 
of this amendment, and I am glad to be 
working with Congresswoman 
BONAMICI and my colleague on the 
Armed Services Committee, Ranking 
Member ADAM SMITH. 

Our amendment simply allows the 
Department of Energy to continue its 
collaborative work with the Depart- 
ment of Defense to produce biofuels for 
the military. 

The Department of Defense is the 
single largest institutional consumer 
of fuel in the world, and this is all 
about saving money because our mili- 
tary spends about $20 billion a year on 
energy, $16 billion of which goes to oil 
fuels. 

As we have seen in recent years, 
global oil markets are volatile. And de- 
spite massive production increases in 
the United States, according to the En- 
ergy Information Administration, last 
year, our net imports of petroleum 
were 5 million barrels per day, with our 
top five suppliers being Canada, Saudi 
Arabia, Mexico, Venezuela, and Iraq. 
That reliance on a volatile, foreign- 
produced source of fuel puts our na- 
tional security at risk, particularly 
when we face dynamic, new threats 
from nonstate actors such as ISIS, al 
Qaeda, or individual terrorists who can 
disrupt oil production and supply lines 
in new and intimidating ways. 

The constraints of depending so heav- 
ily on a single source of fuel also puts 
our readiness at risk, a problem that 
will only increase as we are forced to 
respond to international incidents 
across the globe at a moment’s notice 
and as our military makes its strategic 
pivot toward the vast Pacific Ocean. 

Instead of standing idly by and wait- 
ing for a fuel-supply crisis that would 
endanger our ability to confront those 
wanting to harm our country, the De- 
partments of Defense, Energy, and Ag- 
riculture have been working with pri- 
vate sector innovators to develop re- 
newable biofuels that could be used by 
planes, tactical vehicles, and ships. 

The Navy already has innovative 
partnerships with algae producers and 
their high-skilled workers in my dis- 
trict in San Diego. 

Congress should be laying the 
groundwork for more strategic public- 
private partnerships to develop like 
those in San Diego, not mandating 
that they cannot exist. 

The military is not pursuing this fuel 
supply diversity because they are tree- 
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hugging environmentalists but because 
it is a national security imperative. 

Foolishly, today’s COMPETES Act 
would bar the Department of Defense 
from working with the Department of 
Energy on developing biofuels. Why 
would we undercut an effort that our 
military commanders are for and say 
will save lives? 
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Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. BEYER), a member of the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my dear friend, Ms. BONAMICI, for yield- 
ing and for her leadership on this im- 
portant issue. 

Mr. Chair, I rise in strong support of 
this commonsense amendment to allow 
the Department of Energy and the De- 
partment of Defense to continue work- 
ing together to develop biofuel options 
for our Nation's military. 

DOD's reliance on a single source of 
fuel deepens dependence on foreign oil, 
threatens our national security, and 
contributes significantly to spending. 
Why would we not want the Depart- 
ment of Energy with their deep tech- 
nical expertise in this area to assist 
DOD to create alternatives for petro- 
leum-based fuels? It makes no sense, 
and I urge my colleagues’ support. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
in closing, the gentlewoman's amend- 
ment would remove an important limi- 
tation from the underlying bill that 
prevents the Department of Energy 
from spending research dollars to fund 
commercial-scale biofuels development 
for defense purposes. DOE should focus 
on innovative research and develop- 
ment, not commercial production of 
any particular form of energy. 

For those reasons, Mr. Chairman, I 
encourage Members to oppose this 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Oregon will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. BEYER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 11 printed 
in part A of House Report 114-120. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk for Mr. 
DESAULNIER and myself. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 174, lines 18 through 24, strike para- 
graph (1). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BEYER) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to speak in 
support of our amendment, which 
would restore the ARPA-E goal of de- 
veloping energy technologies that re- 
sult in reductions in energy-related 
emissions, including greenhouse gases. 
I believe this is an important and ur- 
gent area of research and that it should 
remain explicitly stated in the statute 
as a goal for ARPA-E. 

When I look at the existing statute, 
it says: 

The goals of ARPA-E shall be reductions of 
imports of energy from foreign sources; re- 
ductions of energy-related emissions, includ- 
ing greenhouses gases; and improvement in 
the energy efficiency of all economic sectors. 

These are the three goals which have 
been removed from the current bill. 
Global carbon dioxide concentrations 
have risen more than 120 parts per mil- 
lion since preindustrial times, half of 
that arrived just since 1980. The burn- 
ing of coal, oil, and natural gas is driv- 
ing the acceleration of greenhouse gas 
concentrations in our atmosphere. Just 
2 weeks ago, NOAA reported that the 
monthly global average of concentra- 
tion of carbon dioxide has surpassed 400 
parts per million. The last time this 
happened was over 1 million years ago. 

We must look to develop alternative 
energy sources that will reduce man- 
made emissions. ARPA-E is a unique 
agency that can help us with this mis- 
sion. Since 2009, it has funded over 400 
potentially transformational energy 
technology projects. A number of these 
projects have spurred follow-on private 
sector funding, and a number of ARPA- 
E awardees have formed startup com- 
panies or partnered with other parts of 
the government and industry to ad- 
vance their technologies. 

Reducing energy-related emissions, 
including greenhouse gases, is an im- 
portant component to our Nation’s eco- 
nomic and energy security. Therefore, 
Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues to 
support our amendment to reinstate 
these three goals for ARPA-E, and I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
LOUDERMILK), who is also the chairman 
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of the Oversight Subcommittee of the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to oppose this amendment to H.R. 
1806 because I support research that 
will enhance both the economic secu- 
rity and the energy security of the 
United States. 

The original America COMPETES 
Act, which established the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency within the 
Department of Energy, ARPA-E, re- 
quired the agency to only pursue 
projects that reduce greenhouse gases. 
The bill before us today, the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act, al- 
lows any advanced energy technology 
that could enhance U.S. economic and 
energy security to compete for ARPA- 
E funding. This levels the playing field 
and ensures that ARPA-E funds re- 
search with the greatest potential to 
have a positive impact on the Amer- 
ican economy. 

The COMPETES Act provides a bal- 
anced approach to ARPA-E by 
reprioritizing funding towards innova- 
tive projects that are truly in need of 
Federal research dollars. The bill also 
removes restrictions that allow the ad- 
ministration to play favorites in the 
energy sector. However, this amend- 
ment would strike the language which 
expands the ARPA-E project eligi- 
bility. As a result, this amendment 
would then limit innovative research 
and development. 

With all of the national security 
challenges we face today, from ter- 
rorism, to cybersecurity breaches, to 
our skyrocketing national debt, we 
should focus our attention on broad- 
ening our energy base and achieving 
energy independence, not limiting our- 
selves to one small area of environ- 
mental science. I believe we must 
adopt an all-of-the-above energy strat- 
egy that improves our energy security 
and emphasizes all energy opportuni- 
ties, including those which reduce 
greenhouse gases. 

Congress should not put in place ar- 
bitrary limits on innovation that will 
prevent groundbreaking technologies 
from across the energy sector from par- 
ticipating in ARPA-E programs. I urge 
my colleagues to oppose this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chair, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas 
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), the 
ranking member of the Science, Space, 
and Technology Committee. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, it is deeply troubling 
to me that this amendment had to be 
offered. This amendment fixes a provi- 
sion in this bill that strips away a 
foundational component of the ARPA- 
E program. 

As virtually every preeminent cli- 
matologist in the world agrees, green- 
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house gas emissions are growing so 
rapidly and are a growing threat to our 
way of life. Why wouldn’t we want one 
of the most innovative agencies to de- 
velop technologies that could address 
this critical issue? 

ARPA-E has made good funding 
choices supporting valuable research, 
as proven by its impressive track 
record of successful projects since it 
was first authorized. I certainly see no 
value in changing something that no 
serious energy policy analyst believes 
is broken. 

Mr. DESAULNIER’s and Mr. BEYER's 
amendment sets this clearly misguided 
provision aside. I enthusiastically sup- 
port it and urge my colleagues to do so 
as well. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, 1 yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened with great 
interest to the rebuttal of the alter- 
native argument from my friend, Mr. 
LOUDERMILK, and I found myself agree- 
ing with almost everything that he 
said, but misunderstanding why retain- 
ing these three goals somehow played 
favorites, how they created arbitrary 
limits on innovation, and how they op- 
posed efforts to find our economic and 
energy security. The purpose of the 
amendment is to recognize that reduc- 
ing dependence on foreign oil, that try- 
ing to find ways to limit greenhouse 
gases, and improving the energy effi- 
ciency of all economic sectors are wor- 
thy goals. 

Perhaps what we need to do is add a 
fourth one, which I would be happy to 
place first if the chairman would agree, 
that says the goals will be, first, to de- 
velop any breakthroughs in innovation 
that help the economic and energy se- 
curity of the Nation so that there is no 
playing of favorites and there are no 
arbitrary limitations. If we could work 
that out, that would be great. Other- 
wise, Mr. Chairman, I urge my col- 
leagues to support the amendment as 
offered, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman's amendment would re- 
move key policy reforms to ARPA-E 
from the COMPETES bill and instead 
place limitations on the research and 
development conducted at ARPA-E. 
Federally funded research should in- 
clude innovative technologies for all 
forms of energy, not just the Presi- 
dent's personal preferences. So I en- 
courage Members to oppose the amend- 
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. BEYER). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MS. EDDIE 

BERNICE JOHNSON OF TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 12 printed 
in part A of House Report 114-120. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “America Competes Reauthorization Act 
of 2015”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
TITLE I—OSTP; GOVERNMENTWIDE 
SCIENCE 
Subtitle A—General Provisions 


101. Federal research and development 

funding. 

National Science and Technology 

Council amendments. 

Review of Federal regulations and 

reporting requirements. 

Amendments to prize competitions. 

Coordination of international 

science and technology partner- 
ships. 

Scientific 

ferences. 

Subtitle B—Reauthorization of the National 

Nanotechnology Initiative 

Short title. 

National Nanotechnology Program 

amendments. 

Societal dimensions of nanotech- 

nology. 

Nanotechnology education. 

Technology transfer. 

Signature initiatives in areas of na- 

tional importance. 

117. Nanomanufacturing research. 

118. Definitions. 

Subtitle C—Engineering Biology 

121. Short title. 

122. Findings. 

123. Definitions. 

124. National Engineering Biology Re- 
search and Development Pro- 
gram. 

125. Advisory Committee. 

126. External review of ethical, legal, 
environmental, and societal 
issues. 

127. Agency activities. 

TITLE II—STEM EDUCATION AND 

DIVERSITY 

Subtitle A—STEM Education and Workforce 

Sec. 201. Sense of Congress. 

Sec. 202. Coordination of Federal STEM edu- 

cation. 

Grand challenges in education re- 

search. 

National Research Council report 

on STEAM education. 

Engaging Federal scientists and en- 

gineers in STEM education. 

Subtitle B—Broadening Participation in 

STEM 


Sec. 211. Short title. 


Sec. 


Sec. 102. 


Sec. 103. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


104. 
105. 


Sec. 106. and technical con- 


111. 
112. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 113. 
114. 


115. 
116. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 203. 


Sec. 204. 


Sec. 205. 
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Sec. 212. Purpose. 

Sec. 213. Federal science agency policies for 
caregivers. 

Collection and reporting of data on 
Federal research grants. 

Policies for review of Federal re- 
search grants. 

Collection of data on demographics 
of faculty. 

Cultural and institutional barriers 
to expanding the academic and 
Federal STEM workforce. 

Research and dissemination at the 
National Science Foundation. 

Report to Congress. 

National Science Foundation sup- 
port for increasing diversity 
among STEM faculty at insti- 
tutions of higher education. 

National Science Foundation sup- 
port for broadening participa- 
tion in undergraduate STEM 
education. 

222. Definitions. 


TITLE ITII—NATIONAL SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 


Subtitle A—General Provisions 


301. Authorization of appropriations. 

302. Findings and sense of Congress on 
support for all fields of science 
and engineering. 

National Science Foundation merit 
review. 

Management and oversight of large 
facilities. 

Support for potentially 
formative research. 
Strengthening institutional 

search partnerships. 
307. Innovation Corps. 
308. Definitions. 


Subtitle B—STEM Education 


321. National Science Board report on 
consolidation of STEM edu- 
cation activities at the Founda- 
tion. 

Models for graduate student sup- 
port. 

Undergraduate STEM education re- 
form. 

Advanced 
cation. 

STEM education partnerships. 

Noyce scholarship program amend- 
ments. 

Informal STEM education. 

Research and development to sup- 
port improved K-12 learning. 


TITLE IV—NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
STANDARDS AND TECHNOLOGY 


Sec. 214. 


Sec. 215. 


Sec. 216. 


Sec. 217. 


Sec. 218. 


219. 
220. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 221. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 303. 


Sec. 304. 


Sec. 305. trans- 


Sec. 306. re- 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 322. 


Sec. 323. 


Sec. 324. manufacturing edu- 


325. 
326. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


327. 
328. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 401. Short title. 

Sec. 402. Authorization of appropriations. 

Sec. 403. Hollings Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership. 

Sec. 404. National Academies review. 

Sec. 405. Improving NIST collaboration with 
other agencies. 

Sec. 406. Miscellaneous provisions. 

TITLE V—INNOVATION 

Sec. 501. Office of Innovation and Entrepre- 
neurship. 

Sec. 502. Federal loan guarantees for innova- 
tive technologies in manufac- 
turing. 

Sec. 503. Innovation voucher pilot program. 

Sec. 504. Federal Acceleration of State 


Technology Commercialization 
Pilot Program. 


TITLE VI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Subtitle A—Office of Science 
Sec. 601. Short title. 
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Sec. 602. 
Sec. 603. 
Sec. 604. 
Sec. 605. 


Definitions. 

Mission of the Office of Science. 

Basic energy sciences program. 

Biological and environmental re- 
search. 

Advanced scientific computing re- 
search program. 

Fusion energy research. 

High energy physics program. 

Nuclear physics program. 

Science laboratories infrastructure 
program. 

Authorization of appropriations. 

Subtitle B—ARPA-E 
. 621. Short title. 

. 622. ARPA-E amendments. 

Subtitle C—Energy Innovation 
. 641. Energy Innovation Hubs. 
. 642. Participation in the Innovation 
Corps program. 

. 648. Technology transfer. 

. 644. Funding competitiveness for insti- 
tutions of higher education and 
other nonprofit institutions. 

Under Secretary for Science and 
Energy. 

Special hiring authority for sci- 
entific, engineering, and project 
management personnel. 

TITLE I—OSTP; GOVERNMENTWIDE 
SCIENCE 
Subtitle A—General Provisions 
SEC. 101. FEDERAL RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT FUNDING. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) The predominant driver of gross domes- 
tic product growth over the past half cen- 
tury has been scientific and technological 
advancement. 

(2) Investments in research and develop- 
ment have also delivered significant benefits 
for national security, health, energy secu- 
rity, education, and the personal well-being 
of all Americans. 

(3) Virtually every new technological prod- 
uct is traceable to a research discovery, 
often one pursued with no application in 
mind. 

(4) Nondefense Federal research and devel- 
opment accounts for only 1.7 percent of the 
Federal budget. Federal basic research ac- 
counts for only 1 percent of the budget. 

(5) There is a deficit between what America 
is investing and what it should be investing 
to remain competitive, not only in research 
but in technology transfer, innovation, and 
job creation, thereby causing America’s 
highly successful science and technology en- 
terprise to atrophy. 

(6) Many research and development initia- 
tives, due to the long time periods required 
to achieve completion, have benefited from 
stable and predictable investments and from 
multiyear financial planning. 

(7) The Federal science agencies should re- 
ceive sustained and steady growth in funding 
for research and development activities, in- 
cluding basic research, across a wide range of 
disciplines, including physical, geological, 
and life sciences, mathematics, engineering, 
and social, behavioral, and economic 
sciences. 

SEC. 102. NATIONAL SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 

COUNCIL AMENDMENTS. 

Section 401 of the National Science and 
Technology Policy, Organization, and Prior- 
ities Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 6651) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Federal 
Coordinating Council for Science, Engineer- 
ing, and Technology” and inserting ‘‘Na- 
tional Science and Technology Council’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘and En- 
ergy Research and Development Administra- 
tion” and inserting “Department of Energy, 


. 606. 
. 607. 
. 608. 
. 609. 
. 610. 


. 611. 


. 645. 


. 646. 
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and any other agency designated by the 
President””; and 

(3) in subsection (e)— 

(A) by striking “engineering, and tech- 
nology” and inserting “engineering, tech- 
nology, innovation, and STEM education”; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘engineer- 
ing, and technological” and inserting “engi- 
neering, technological, innovation, and 
STEM education”; 

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“*(3) address research needs identified under 
paragraph (2) through appropriate funding 
mechanisms, which may include solicita- 
tions involving 2 or more agencies and pub- 
lic-private partnerships;”. 

SEC. 103. REVIEW OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS 
AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director of the 
Office of Science and Technology Policy 
shall establish or designate a working group 
under the National Science and Technology 
Council with the responsibility of reviewing 
Federal regulatory and reporting require- 
ments across Federal agencies that affect 
the conduct of United States research in an 
effort to reduce regulatory burdens and to 
eliminate and harmonize duplicative regu- 
latory and reporting requirements. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The working group 
established or designated under subsection 
(a) shall— 

(1) periodically review all Federal regula- 
tions and reporting requirements that affect 
the conduct of United States research to— 

(A) identify ways to harmonize overlapping 
or duplicative research regulations and re- 
porting requirements across Federal agen- 
cies; 

(B) evaluate such regulations and report- 
ing requirements in relationship to the risks 
the requirements seek to address to deter- 
mine if the benefits of the requirements are 
commensurate with the costs to the progress 
of science or to the taxpayer; 

(C) identify any regulations that are ap- 
plied to scientific researchers or to research- 
performing institutions for which exemp- 
tions could be reasonably applied or for 
which adjustments could be made to better 
fit those regulations to diverse research en- 
vironments; and 

(D) identify any specific regulations which 
could be refocused on performance-based 
goals rather than on process while still 
meeting the desired outcome; 

(2) examine the extent to which agencies’ 
guidance documents adhere with the most 
recently updated version of the Office of 
Management and Budget’s Agency Good 
Guidance Practices bulletin; and 

(3) develop and update at least once every 
3 years a strategic plan for streamlining Fed- 
eral regulations and reporting requirements 
that affect the conduct of United States re- 
search that contains, at a minimum— 

(A) a priority list of research-related regu- 
lations, reporting requirements, and agency 
guidance to be harmonized, streamlined, up- 
dated, or eliminated; and 

(B) a plan, including a timeline, for imple- 
menting the regulatory and reporting re- 
forms identified in subparagraph (A). 

(c) STAKEHOLDER INPUT.—In carrying out 
the responsibilities under subsection (b), in- 
cluding the development of the strategic 
plan under subsection (b)(3), the working 
group established or designated under sub- 
section (a) shall take into account input and 
recommendations from non-Federal stake- 
holders, including federally funded and non- 
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federally funded researchers, institutions of 
higher education, scientific disciplinary soci- 
eties and associations, nonprofit research in- 
stitutions, industry, including small busi- 
nesses, federally funded research and devel- 
opment centers, and others with a stake in 
ensuring effectiveness, efficiency, and ac- 
countability in the performance of scientific 
research. 

(d) RESPONSIBILITIES OF OSTP.—The Direc- 
tor of the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy, in collaboration with the Office of 
Management and Budget Office of Informa- 
tion and Regulatory Affairs, shall encourage 
and monitor the efforts of the participating 
agencies to ensure that the strategic plan is 
developed under subsection (b)(3) and that 
appropriate steps are taken by the agencies 
to effectively implement the recommenda- 
tions, achieve the objectives, and to adhere 
to the timeline in the strategic plan. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc- 
tor of the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy shall transmit the priority list and 
strategic plan developed under subsection 
(b)(3) to the Congress. The Director shall fur- 
ther provide a report annually to the Con- 
gress, to be submitted not later than 60 days 
after the submission of the President’s an- 
nual budget request, on the progress toward 
implementation of the regulatory reforms 
outlined in the strategic plan. 

SEC. 104. AMENDMENTS TO PRIZE COMPETI- 
TIONS. 

Section 24 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3719) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by inserting “competition” after ‘‘sec- 
tion, a prize”; 

(B) by inserting “types” after “following”; 
and 

(C) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘prizes’’ 
and inserting ‘‘prize competitions”; 

(2) in subsection (f)— 

(A) by striking “in the Federal Register” 
and inserting ‘‘on a publicly accessible Gov- 
ernment website, such as 
www.challenge.gov,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘prize’’ 
and inserting ‘‘cash prize purse”; 

(3) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘prize’’ 
and inserting ‘‘cash prize purse”; 

(4) in subsection (h), by inserting ‘‘prize’’ 
before “competition” both places it appears; 

(5) in subsection (i)— 


(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by inserting 
““prize” before “competition”; 
(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting 


““prize” before “competition” both places it 
appears; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (4); and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(3) WAIVER.—An agency may waive the re- 
quirement under paragraph (2). The annual 
report under subsection (p) shall include a 
list of such waivers granted during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year, along with an explanation 
of the reasons for granting the waivers.””; 

(6) in subsection (j) by amending paragraph 
(2) to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY .— 

“(A) LICENSES.—The Federal Government 
may negotiate a license for the use of intel- 
lectual property developed by a participant 
for a prize competition. 

““(B) OTHER CONDITIONS.—A Federal agency 
or agencies in cooperation may require par- 
ticipants to agree in advance to a specific 
approach to intellectual property as a condi- 
tion for eligibility to participate in a prize 
competition.””; 
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(7) in subsection (k)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)(A), by 
““prize”” before “competition”; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘prize’’ 
before “competitions”” both places it ap- 
pears; 

(8) in subsection (1), by striking all after 
“may enter into” and inserting “a grant, 
contract, cooperative agreement, or other 
agreement with a private sector for-profit or 
nonprofit entity to administer the prize com- 
petition, subject to the provisions of this 
section.””; 

(9) in subsection (m)— 

(A) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Support for a prize com- 
petition under this section, including finan- 
cial support for the design and administra- 
tion of a prize competition or funds for a 
cash prize purse, may consist of Federal ap- 
propriated funds and funds provided by pri- 
vate sector for-profit and nonprofit entities. 
The head of an agency may accept funds 
from other Federal agencies, private sector 
for-profit entities, and nonprofit entities, to 
be available to the extent provided by appro- 
priations Acts, to support such prize com- 
petitions. The head of an agency may not 
give any special consideration to any private 
sector for-profit or nonprofit entity in return 
for a donation.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘prize 
awards” and inserting '““cash prize purses”; 

(C) in paragraph (3)(A)— 

(i) by striking “No prize” and inserting 
“No prize competition’’; and 

(ii) by striking “the prize” and inserting 
“the cash prize purse”; 

(D) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking 
prize” and inserting ‘‘a cash prize purse”; 

(E) in paragraph (8)(B)(i), by inserting 
“competition” after ‘‘prize’’; 

(F) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking “a 
prize” and inserting “a cash prize purse”; 
and 

(G) in paragraph (4)(B), by striking “cash 
prizes” and inserting ‘‘cash prize purses”; 

(10) in subsection (n), by inserting ‘‘for 
both for-profit and nonprofit entities,” after 
“contract vehicle”; 

(11) in subsection (0)(1), by striking “or 
providing a prize’’ and insert “a prize com- 
petition or providing a cash prize purse”; and 

(12) in subsection (p)— 

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘ ANNUAL 
REPORT” and inserting ‘‘BIENNIAL REPORT”; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘of each year” and inserting 
“of each odd-numbered year”; and 

(ii) by striking “preceding fiscal year” and 
inserting “preceding 2 fiscal years”; and 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (C), by striking “cash 
prizes”? both places it occurs and inserting 
“Cash prize purses”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(G) PLAN.—A description of crosscutting 
topical areas and agency-specific mission 
needs that may be the strongest opportuni- 
ties for prize competitions during the upcom- 
ing 2 fiscal years.”. 

SEC. 105. COORDINATION OF INTERNATIONAL 


SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY PART- 
NERSHIPS. 


inserting 


3 


a 


es 


(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “International Science and 
Technology Cooperation Act of 2015”. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director of the 
Office of Science and Technology Policy 
shall establish a body under the National 
Science and Technology Council (NSTC) 
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with the responsibility to identify and co- 
ordinate international science and tech- 
nology cooperation that can strengthen the 
United States science and technology enter- 
prise, improve economic and national secu- 
rity, and support United States foreign pol- 
icy goals. 

(c) NSTC BoDY LEADERSHIP.—The body es- 
tablished under subsection (b) shall be co- 
chaired by senior level officials from the Of- 
fice of Science and Technology Policy and 
the Department of State. 

(d) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The body estab- 
lished under subsection (b) shall— 

(1) plan and coordinate interagency inter- 
national science and technology cooperative 
research and training activities and partner- 
ships supported or managed by Federal agen- 
cies and work with other National Science 
and Technology Council committees to help 
plan and coordinate the international com- 
ponent of national science and technology 
priorities; 

(2) establish Federal priorities and policies 
for aligning, as appropriate, international 
science and technology cooperative research 
and training activities and partnerships sup- 
ported or managed by Federal agencies with 
the foreign policy goals of the United States; 

(3) identify opportunities for new inter- 
national science and technology cooperative 
research and training partnerships that ad- 
vance both the science and technology and 
the foreign policy priorities of the United 
States; 

(4) in carrying out paragraph (3), solicit 
input and recommendations from non-Fed- 
eral science and technology stakeholders, in- 
cluding universities, scientific and profes- 
sional societies, industry, and relevant orga- 
nizations and institutions; and 

(5) identify broad issues that influence the 
ability of United States scientists and engi- 
neers to collaborate with foreign counter- 
parts, including barriers to collaboration and 
access to scientific information. 

(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Director of 
the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
shall transmit a report, to be updated annu- 
ally, to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology and the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
and to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate. 
The report shall also be made available to 
the public on the reporting agency’s website. 
The report shall contain a description of— 

(1) the priorities and policies established 
under subsection (d)(2); 

(2) the ongoing and new partnerships estab- 
lished since the last update to the report; 

(3) the means by which stakeholder input 
was received, as well as summary views of 
stakeholder input; and 

(4) the issues influencing the ability of 
United States scientists and engineers to 
collaborate with foreign counterparts. 


SEC. 106. SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL CON- 
FERENCES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol- 

lowing: 


(1) Cooperative research and development 
activities, including collaboration between 
domestic and international government, in- 
dustry, and academic science and engineer- 
ing organizations, are important to pro- 
moting innovation and knowledge creation. 

(2) Scientific and technical conferences and 
trade events support the sharing of informa- 
tion, processes, and data within the sci- 
entific and engineering communities. 

(3) In hosting and attending scientific and 
technical conferences and trade events, Fed- 
eral agencies— 
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(A) gain greater access to top researchers 
and to new and potentially transformative 
ideas; 

(B) Keep abreast of developments relevant 
to their respective missions, as is relevant 
for future program planning; 

(C) help disseminate Federal research re- 
sults; 

(D) provide opportunities both for em- 
ployee professional development and for re- 
cruiting new employees; 

(E) participate in scientific peer review; 
and 

(F) support the reputation, visibility, and 
leadership both of the specific agency and of 
the United States. 

(4) For those Federal agencies that provide 
financial support for external research and 
development activities, participation in sci- 
entific and technical conferences can help 
ensure that funds are directed toward the 
most promising ideas, thereby maximizing 
the Federal investment. 

(b) Ponicy.—To the extent practicable 
given budget, security, and other con- 
straints, the National Science Foundation, 
the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology, and the Department of Energy, 
in addition to the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, should support Fed- 
eral employee and contractor attendance at 
scientific and technical conferences and 
trade events as relevant both to employee 
and contractor duties and to the agency’s 
mission. 

(c) OVERSIGHT.—Consistent with other rel- 
evant law, the Federal agencies, through ap- 
propriate oversight, shall aim to minimize 
the costs to the Federal Government related 
to conference and trade event attendance, 
through methods such as— 

(1) ensuring that related fees collected by 
the Federal agency help offset total costs to 
the Federal Government; 

(2) developing or maintaining procedures 
for investigating unexpected increases in re- 
lated costs; and 

(3) strengthening policies and training rel- 
evant to conference and trade event planning 
and participation. 

Subtitle B—Reauthorization of the National 

Nanotechnology Initiative 
SEC. 111. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Na- 
tional Nanotechnology Initiative Amend- 
ments Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 112. NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY PRO- 
GRAM AMENDMENTS. 

The 2lst Century Nanotechnology Re- 
search and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 7501 
et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 2— 

(A) in subsection (c), by amending para- 
graph (4) to read as follows: 

“(4) develop, and update every 3 years 
thereafter, a strategic plan to guide the ac- 
tivities described under subsection (b) that 
specifies near-term and long-term objectives 
for the Program, the anticipated timeframe 
for achieving the near-term objectives, and 
the metrics to be used for assessing progress 
toward the objectives, and that describes— 

“(A) how the Program will move results 
out of the laboratory and into applications 
for the benefit of society, including through 
cooperation and collaborations with nano- 
technology research, development, and tech- 
nology transition initiatives supported by 
the States; and 

““(B) proposed research in areas of national 
importance in accordance with the require- 
ments of section 116 of the National Nano- 
technology Initiative Amendments Act of 
2015;”; 
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(B) in subsection (d)— 

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(5) as paragraphs (2) through (6), respec- 
tively; 

(ii) by inserting before paragraph (2), as re- 
designated by clause (i), the following: 

““(1) the Program budget, for the previous 
fiscal year, for each agency that participates 
in the Program, and for each program com- 
ponent area;’’; and 

(iii) by amending paragraph (6), as redesig- 
nated by clause (i), to read as follows: 

“(6) an assessment of how Federal agencies 
are implementing the plan described in sub- 
section (c)(7) and a description of the amount 
of Small Business Innovative Research and 
Small Business Technology Transfer Re- 
search funds supporting the plan.”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 


“(e) STANDARDS SETTING.—The agencies 
participating in the Program shall support 
the activities of committees involved in the 
development of standards for nanotechnol- 
ogy and may reimburse the travel costs of 
scientists and engineers who participate in 
activities of such committees.’’; 

(2) in section 3— 

(A) by amending subsection (b)(1) to read 
as follows: 


““(b) FUNDING.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The operation of the Na- 
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office 
shall be supported by funds from each agency 
participating in the Program. 

“*(2) PROPORTION.—The portion of such Of- 
fice's total budget provided by each agency 
for each fiscal year shall be in the same pro- 
portion as the agency's share of the total 
budget for the Program for the previous fis- 
cal year, as specified in the report required 
under section 2(d)(1). 

“(3) EXCEPTION.—The Director of the Na- 
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office 
may establish a minimum contribution or 
other exception to the requirement in para- 
graph (2) for participating agencies whose 
share of the total budget for the Program is 
below a threshold level, to be set by the Di- 
rector.”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 


““(d) PUBLIC INFORMATION.— 

““(1) DATABASE.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The National Nanotech- 
nology Coordination Office shall develop and 
maintain a database accessible by the public 
of projects funded under at least the Envi- 
ronmental, Health, and Safety program com- 
ponent area, or any successor program com- 
ponent area, including, to the extent prac- 
ticable, a description of each project, its 
source of funding by agency, and its funding 
history. 

“(B) ORGANIZATION. —Projects shall be 
grouped by major objective as defined by the 
research plan required under section 113(b) of 
the National Nanotechnology Initiative 
Amendments Act of 2015. 

**(2) ACCESSIBLE FACILITIES.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The National Nanotech- 
nology Coordination Office shall develop, 
maintain, and publicize information on 
nanotechnology facilities supported under 
the Program, and may include information 
on nanotechnology facilities supported by 
the States, that are accessible for use by in- 
dividuals from academic institutions and 
from industry. 

“(B) WEBSITES.—The National Nanotech- 
nology Coordination Office shall maintain 
active web links to the websites for each of 
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these facilities and shall work with each fa- 
cility supported under the Program to en- 
sure that each facility publishes on its re- 
spective website updated information on the 
terms and conditions for the use of the facil- 
ity, a description of the capabilities of the 
instruments and equipment available for use 
at the facility, and a description of the tech- 
nical support available to assist users of the 
facility.””; 

(3) in section 4— 

(A) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following: “The co-chairs of the Advisory 
Panel shall meet the qualifications of Panel 
membership required in subsection (b) and 
may be members of the President's Council 
of Advisors on Science and Technology. The 
Advisory Panel shall include members hav- 
ing specific qualifications tailored to enable 
it to carry out the requirements of sub- 
section (c)(6).””; 

(B) in subsection (c)— 

(i) by striking paragraph (1); and 

Gi) by redesignating paragraphs (2) 
through (7) as paragraphs (1) through (6), re- 
spectively; and 

(C) by amending subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 

““(d) REPORTS.—The Advisory Panel shall 
report not less frequently than every 3 years, 
and, to the extent practicable, 1 year fol- 
lowing each of the National Research Coun- 
cil triennial reviews required under section 
5, to the President on its assessments under 
subsection (c) and its recommendations for 
ways to improve the Program. The Director 
of the Office of Science and Technology Pol- 
icy shall transmit a copy of each report 
under this subsection to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and other appropriate commit- 
tees of the Congress.””; 

(4) by amending section 5 to read as fol- 
lows: 

“SEC. 5. TRIENNIAL EXTERNAL REVIEW OF THE 
NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY PRO- 
GRAM. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na- 
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office 
shall enter into an arrangement with the Na- 
tional Research Council of the National 
Academy of Sciences to conduct a triennial 
review of the Program. The Director shall 
ensure that the arrangement with the Na- 
tional Research Council is concluded in 
order to allow sufficient time for the report- 
ing requirements of subsection (b) to be sat- 
isfied. Each triennial review shall include an 
evaluation of the— 

““(1) research priorities and technical con- 
tent of the Program, including whether the 
balance of funding among program compo- 
nent areas, as designated according to sec- 
tion 2(c)(2), is appropriate; 

“(2) Program’s scientific and technological 
accomplishments and its success in transfer- 
ring technology to the private sector; and 

““(3) adequacy of the Program’s activities 
addressing ethical, legal, environmental, and 
other appropriate societal concerns, includ- 
ing human health concerns. 

““(b) PRIORITY REPORTS.—If the Director of 
the National Nanotechnology Coordination 
Office, working with the National Research 
Council and with input from the Advisory 
Panel, determines that a more narrowly fo- 
cused review of the Program is in the best 
interests of the Program, the Director may 
enter into such an arrangement with the Na- 
tional Research Council in lieu of a full re- 
view as required under subsection (a), but 
not more often than every second triennial 
review. 
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““(c) EVALUATION To BE TRANSMITTED TO 
CONGRESS.—The National Research Council 
shall document the results of each triennial 
review carried out in accordance with this 
section in a report that includes any rec- 
ommendations for changes to the Program's 
objectives, technical content, or other policy 
or Program changes. Each report shall be 
submitted to the Director of the National 
Nanotechnology Coordination Office, who 
shall transmit it to the Advisory Panel, the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, and the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives.’’; and 

(5) in section 10— 

(A) by amending paragraph (2) to read as 
follows: 

**(2) NANOTECHNOLOGY.—The term ‘nano- 
technology’ means the science and tech- 
nology that will enable one to understand, 
measure, model, image, manipulate, and 
manufacture at the nanoscale, aimed at cre- 
ating materials, devices, and systems with 
fundamentally new properties or functions.””; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(T) NANOSCALE.—The term ‘nanoscale’ 
means one or more dimensions of between 
approximately 1 and 100 nanometers.”. 

SEC. 113. SOCIETAL DIMENSIONS OF NANOTECH- 
NOLOGY. 

(a) COORDINATOR FOR ENVIRONMENTAL, 
HEALTH, AND SAFETY RESEARCH.—The Direc- 
tor of the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy shall designate an associate director 
of the Office of Science and Technology Pol- 
icy or other appropriate senior government 
official as the Coordinator for Environ- 
mental, Health, and Safety Research. The 
Coordinator shall be responsible for over- 
sight of the coordination, planning, and 
budget prioritization of research and other 
activities related to environmental, health, 
safety, and other appropriate societal con- 
cerns related to nanotechnology. The respon- 
sibilities of the Coordinator shall include— 

(1) ensuring that a research plan for the 
environmental, health, and safety research 
activities required under subsection (b) is de- 
veloped, updated, and implemented and that 
the plan is responsive to the recommenda- 
tions of the Advisory Panel established 
under section 4(a) of the 21st Century Nano- 
technology Research and Development Act 
(15 U.S.C. 7503(a)); and 

(2) encouraging and monitoring the efforts 
of the agencies participating in the Program 
to allocate the level of resources and man- 
agement attention necessary to ensure that 
the environmental, health, safety, and other 
appropriate societal concerns related to 
nanotechnology are addressed under the Pro- 
gram. 

(b) RESEARCH PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Coordinator for Envi- 
ronmental, Health, and Safety Research 
shall convene and chair a panel comprised of 
representatives from the agencies funding 
research activities under the Environmental, 
Health, and Safety program component area 
of the Program, or any successor program 
component area, and from such other agen- 
cies as the Coordinator considers necessary 
to develop, periodically update, and coordi- 
nate the implementation of a research plan 
for this program component area. Such panel 
may be a subgroup of the Nanoscale Science, 
Engineering, and Technology Subcommittee 
of the National Science and Technology 
Council. In developing and updating the 
plan, the panel convened by the Coordinator 
shall solicit and be responsive to rec- 
ommendations and advice from— 
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(A) the Advisory Panel established under 
section 4(a) of the 21st Century Nanotechnol- 
ogy Research and Development Act (15 
U.S.C. 7503(a)); and 

(B) the agencies responsible for environ- 
mental, health, and safety regulations asso- 
ciated with the production, use, and disposal 
of nanoscale materials and products. 

(2) DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARDS.—The plan 
required under paragraph (1) shall include a 
description of how the Program will help to 
ensure the development of— 

(A) standards related to nomenclature as- 
sociated with engineered nanoscale mate- 
rials; 

(B) engineered nanoscale standard ref- 
erence materials for environmental, health, 
and safety testing; and 

(C) standards related to methods and pro- 
cedures for detecting, measuring, moni- 
toring, sampling, and testing engineered 
nanoscale materials for environmental, 
health, and safety impacts. 

(3) COMPONENTS OF PLAN.—The plan re- 
quired under paragraph (1) shall, with re- 
spect to activities described in paragraphs 
(1) and (2)— 

(A) specify near-term research objectives 
and long-term research objectives; 

(B) specify milestones associated with each 
near-term objective and the estimated time 
and resources required to reach each mile- 
stone; 

(C) with respect to subparagraphs (A) and 
(B), describe the role of each agency carrying 
out or sponsoring research in order to meet 
the objectives specified under subparagraph 
(A) and to achieve the milestones specified 
under subparagraph (B); and 

(D) specify the funding allocated to each 
major objective of the plan and the source of 
funding by agency for the current fiscal 
year. 

(4) TRANSMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than 6 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the plan required under paragraph 
(1) shall be transmitted to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate and the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

(5) UPDATING AND APPENDING TO REPORT.— 
The plan required under paragraph (1) shall 
be updated at least every 3 years and may be 
submitted as part of the report required 
under section 2(c)(4) of the 21st Century 
Nanotechnology Research and Development 
Act (15 U.S.C. 7501(c)(4)). 


SEC. 114. NANOTECHNOLOGY EDUCATION. 


(a) UNDERGRADUATE EDUCATION PRO- 
GRAMS.—The Program shall support efforts 
to introduce nanoscale science, engineering, 
and technology into undergraduate science 
and engineering education through a variety 
of interdisciplinary approaches. Activities 
supported may include— 

(1) development of courses of instruction or 
modules to existing courses; 

(2) faculty professional development; and 

(3) acquisition of equipment and instru- 
mentation suitable for undergraduate edu- 
cation and research in nanotechnology. 

(b) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION OF EDU- 
CATION.—The Committee established under 
section 2(c) of the 21st Century Nanotechnol- 
ogy Research and Development Act (15 
U.S.C. 7501(c)) shall coordinate, as appro- 
priate, with the Committee established 
under section 101 of the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 6621) 
to prioritize, plan, and assess the edu- 
cational activities supported under the Pro- 
gram. 
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(c) SOCIETAL DIMENSIONS IN NANOTECHNOL- 
OGY EDUCATION ACTIVITIES.—Activities sup- 
ported under the Education and Societal Di- 
mensions program component area, or any 
successor program component area, that in- 
volve informal, precollege, or undergraduate 
nanotechnology education shall include edu- 
cation regarding the environmental, health 


and safety, and other societal aspects of 
nanotechnology. 

(d) REMOTE ACCESS TO NANOTECHNOLOGY 
FACILITIES.— 


(1) IN GENERAL.—Agencies supporting nano- 
technology research facilities as part of the 
Program shall require the entities that oper- 
ate such facilities to allow access via the 
Internet, and support the costs associated 
with the provision of such access, by sec- 
ondary school students and teachers, to in- 
struments and equipment within such facili- 
ties for educational purposes. The agencies 
may waive this requirement for cases when 
particular facilities would be inappropriate 
for educational purposes or the costs for pro- 
viding such access would be prohibitive. 

(2) PROCEDURES.—The agencies identified 
in paragraph (1) shall require the entities 
that operate such nanotechnology research 
facilities to establish and publish proce- 
dures, guidelines, and conditions for the sub- 
mission and approval of applications for the 
use of the facilities for the purpose identified 
in paragraph (1) and shall authorize per- 
sonnel who operate the facilities to provide 
necessary technical support to students and 
teachers. 

SEC. 115. TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER. 

(a) PROTOTYPING.— 

(1) ACCESS TO FACILITIES.—In accordance 
with section 2(b)(7) of 21st Century Nano- 
technology Research and Development Act 
(15 U.S.C. 7501(b)(7)), the agencies supporting 
nanotechnology research facilities as part of 
the Program shall provide access to such fa- 
cilities to companies for the purpose of as- 
sisting the companies in the development of 
prototypes of nanoscale products, devices, or 
processes (or products, devices, or processes 
enabled by nanotechnology) for determining 
proof of concept. The agencies shall publicize 
the availability of these facilities and en- 
courage their use by companies as provided 
for in this section. The agencies may waive 
this requirement for academic facilities for 
which the costs of providing such access 
would be prohibitive. 

(2) PROCEDURES.—The agencies identified 
in paragraph (1)— 

(A) shall establish and publish procedures, 
guidelines, and conditions for the submission 
and approval of applications for use of nano- 
technology facilities; 

(B) shall publish descriptions of the capa- 
bilities of facilities available for use under 
this subsection, including the availability of 
technical support; and 

(C) may waive recovery, require full recov- 
ery, or require partial recovery of the costs 
associated with use of the facilities for 
projects under this subsection. 

(3) SELECTION AND CRITERIA.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In cases when less than 
full cost recovery is required pursuant to 
paragraph (2)(C), projects provided access to 
nanotechnology facilities in accordance with 
this subsection shall be selected through a 
competitive, merit-based process, and the 
criteria for the selection of such projects 
shall include at a minimum the readiness of 
the project for technology demonstration. 

(B) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION.—The agencies 
may give special consideration in selecting 
projects to applications that are relevant to 
important national needs or requirements. 
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(b) COLLABORATION WITH INDUSTRY.—The 
Program shall coordinate with industry from 
all industrial sectors that would benefit from 
applications of nanotechnology by— 

(1) enhancing communication of informa- 
tion related to nanotechnology innovation, 
including information about research, edu- 
cation and training, manufacturing issues, 
and market-driven needs; 

(2) advancing and accelerating the creation 
of new products and manufacturing processes 
derived from discovery at the nanoscale by 
working with industry, including small and 
medium-sized manufacturers; 

(8) developing innovative methods for 
transferring nanotechnology products and 
processes from Federal agencies to industry; 
and 

(4) facilitating industry-led partnerships 
between the Program and industry sectors, 
including regional partnerships. 

(c) COORDINATION WITH STATE, REGIONAL, 
AND LOCAL INITIATIVES.—Section 2(b)(5) of 
the 21st Century Nanotechnology Research 
and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 7501(b)(5)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

““(5) ensuring United States global leader- 
ship in the development and application of 
nanotechnology, including through the co- 
ordination and leveraging of Federal invest- 
ments with nanotechnology research, devel- 
opment, and technology transition initia- 
tives supported by the States and regions 
across the country;”. 

SEC. 116. SIGNATURE INITIATIVES IN AREAS OF 
NATIONAL IMPORTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Program shall in- 
clude support for nanotechnology research 
and development activities directed toward 
topical and application areas that have the 
potential for significant contributions to na- 
tional economic competitiveness and for 
other significant societal benefits. The ac- 
tivities supported shall be designed to ad- 
vance the development of research discov- 
eries by demonstrating technical solutions 
to important national challenges. The Advi- 
sory Panel shall make recommendations to 
the Program for candidate research and de- 
velopment areas for support under this sec- 
tion. 

(b) CHARACTERISTICS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Research and develop- 
ment activities under this section shall— 

(A) include projects selected on the basis of 
applications for support through a competi- 
tive, merit-based process; 

(B) involve collaborations among research- 
ers in academic institutions and industry, 
and may involve nonprofit research institu- 
tions and Federal laboratories, as appro- 
priate; 

(C) when possible, leverage Federal invest- 
ments through collaboration with related 
State initiatives; and 

(D) include a plan for fostering the transfer 
of research discoveries and the results of 
technology demonstration activities to in- 
dustry for commercial development. 

(2) JOINT SOLICITATIONS.—Projects sup- 
ported under this section shall include 
projects for which determination of the re- 
quirements for applications, review and se- 
lection of applications for support, and sub- 
sequent funding of projects shall be carried 
out by a collaboration of no fewer than 2 
agencies participating in the Program. In se- 
lecting applications for support, agencies 
may, as appropriate, give special consider- 
ation to projects that include cost sharing 
from non-Federal sources. 

(3) INTERDISCIPLINARY RESEARCH CENTERS.— 
Research and development activities under 
this section may be supported through inter- 
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disciplinary nanotechnology research cen- 
ters, as authorized by section 2(b)(4) of the 
21st Century Nanotechnology Research and 
Development Act (15 U.S.C. 7501(b)(4)), that 
are organized to investigate basic research 
questions and carry out technology dem- 
onstration activities in areas such as those 
identified in subsection (a). 

(c) REPORT.—Reports required under sec- 
tion 2(d) of the 21st Century Nanotechnology 
Research and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 
7501(d)) shall include a description of re- 
search and development areas supported in 
accordance with this section. 

SEC. 117. NANOMANUFACTURING RESEARCH. 

(a) RESEARCH AREAS.—The Program shall 
include research on— 

(1) the development of instrumentation 
and tools required for the rapid characteriza- 
tion of nanoscale materials and for moni- 
toring of nanoscale manufacturing processes; 
and 

(2) approaches and techniques for scaling 
the synthesis of new nanoscale materials to 
achieve industrial-level production rates. 

(b) GREEN NANOTECHNOLOGY.—Interdiscipli- 
nary research centers supported under the 
Program in accordance with section 2(b)(4) of 
the 21st Century Nanotechnology Research 
and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 7501(b)(4)) 
that are focused on nanomanufacturing re- 
search shall include as part of the activities 
of such centers— 

(1) research on methods and approaches to 
develop environmentally benign nanoscale 
products and nanoscale manufacturing proc- 
esses, taking into consideration relevant 
findings and results of research supported 
under the Environmental, Health, and Safety 
program component area, or any successor 
program component area; 

(2) fostering the transfer of the results of 
such research to industry; and 

(3) providing for the education of scientists 
and engineers through interdisciplinary 
studies in the principles and techniques for 
the design and development of environ- 
mentally benign nanoscale products and 
processes. 

SEC. 118. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle, terms that are defined in 
section 10 of the 21st Century Nanotechnol- 
ogy Research and Development Act (15 
U.S.C. 7509) have the meaning given those 
terms in that section. 

Subtitle C—Engineering Biology 
SEC. 121. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Engi- 
neering Biology Research and Development 
Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 122. FINDINGS. 

The Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) Cellular and molecular processes may 
be used, mimicked, or redesigned to develop 
new products, processes, and systems that 
improve societal well-being, strengthen na- 
tional security, and contribute to the econ- 
omy. 

(2) Engineering biology relies on scientists 
and engineers with a diverse and unique set 
of skills combining the biological, physical, 
and information sciences and engineering. 

(3) Long-term research and development is 
necessary to create breakthroughs in engi- 
neering biology. Such research and develop- 
ment requires government investment as the 
benefits are too distant or uncertain for in- 
dustry to support alone. 

(4) The Federal Government can play an 
important role by facilitating the develop- 
ment of tools and technologies to further ad- 
vance engineering biology, including mul- 
tiple user facilities that the Federal Govern- 
ment is uniquely able to support. 
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(5) Since other countries are investing sig- 
nificant resources in engineering biology, 
the United States is at risk of losing its com- 
petitive lead in this emerging area if it does 
not invest the necessary resources and have 
a national strategy. 

(6) A National Engineering Biology Initia- 
tive can serve to establish new research di- 
rections and technology goals, improve 
interagency coordination and planning proc- 
esses, drive technology transfer, and help en- 
sure optimal returns on the Federal invest- 
ment. 


SEC. 123. DEFINITIONS. 


In this subtitle— 

(1) the term “Advisory Committee” means 
the advisory committee designated under 
section 125; 

(2) the term “biomanufacturing” means 
the manufacturing of products using biologi- 
cal manufacturing technologies; 

(3) the term “engineering biology” means 
the science and engineering of cellular and 
molecular processes to advance fundamental 
understanding of complex natural systems 
and to develop new and advance existing 
products, processes, and systems that will 
contribute significantly to societal well- 
being, national security, and the economy; 

(4) the term “Interagency Committee” 
means the interagency committee des- 
ignated under section 124(e); and 

(5) the term “Program” means the Na- 
tional Engineering Biology Research and De- 
velopment Program established under sec- 
tion 124. 

SEC. 124. NATIONAL ENGINEERING BIOLOGY RE- 
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall im- 
plement a National Engineering Biology Re- 
search and Development Program to advance 
societal well-being, national security, and 
economic productivity and competitiveness 
through— 

(1) advancing areas of research at the 
intersection of the biological, physical, and 
information sciences and engineering; 

(2) supporting social science research that 
advances the field of engineering biology and 
contributes to the adoption of new products, 
processes, and technologies; 

(3) expanding the number of researchers, 
educators, and students with engineering bi- 
ology training; 

(4) accelerating the translation and com- 
mercialization of engineering biology re- 
search and development by the private sec- 
tor; and 

(5) improving the interagency planning and 
coordination of Federal Government activi- 
ties related to engineering biology. 

(b) PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.—The activities of 
the Program shall include— 

(1) sustained support for engineering biol- 
ogy research and development through— 

(A) grants to individual investigators and 
interdisciplinary teams of investigators; 

(B) projects funded under joint solicita- 
tions by a collaboration of no fewer than two 
agencies participating in the Program; and 

(C) interdisciplinary research centers that 
are organized to investigate basic research 
questions and carry out technology develop- 
ment and demonstration activities; 

(2) education and training of under- 
graduate and graduate students in research 
at the intersection of biological, physical, 
and information sciences and engineering; 

(3) activities to develop robust mechanisms 
for tracking and quantifying the outputs and 
economic benefits of engineering biology; 
and 
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(4) activities to accelerate the translation 
and commercialization of new products, 
processes, and technologies by— 

(A) identifying precompetitive research op- 
portunities; 

(B) facilitating public-private partnerships 
in engineering biology research and develop- 
ment; 

(C) connecting researchers, graduate stu- 
dents, and postdoctoral fellows with entre- 
preneurship education and training opportu- 
nities; and 

(D) supporting proof of concept activities 
and the formation of startup companies in- 
cluding through programs such as the Small 
Business Innovation Research Program and 
the Small Business Technology Transfer 
Program. 

(c) EXPANDING PARTICIPATION.—The Pro- 
gram shall include, to the maximum extent 
practicable, outreach to primarily under- 
graduate and minority-serving institutions 
about Program opportunities, and shall en- 
courage the development of research collabo- 
rations between research-intensive univer- 
sities and primarily undergraduate and mi- 
nority-serving institutions. 

(d) ETHICAL, LEGAL, ENVIRONMENTAL, AND 
SOCIETAL ISSUES.—Program activities shall 
take into account ethical, legal, environ- 
mental, and other appropriate societal 
issues, including the need for safeguards and 
monitoring systems to protect society 
against the unintended release of engineered 
materials produced, by— 

(1) supporting research, including in the 
social sciences, and other activities address- 
ing ethical, legal, environmental, and other 
appropriate societal issues related to engi- 
neering biology, including integrating re- 
search on these topics with the research and 
development in engineering biology, and en- 
suring that the results of such research are 
widely disseminated, including through 
interdisciplinary engineering biology re- 
search centers described in subsection 
(b)(1)(C); and 

(2) ensuring, through the agencies and de- 
partments that participate in the Program, 
that public input and outreach are inte- 
grated into the Program by the convening of 
regular and ongoing public discussions 
through mechanisms such as citizen panels, 
consensus conferences, and educational 
events, as appropriate. 

(e) INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE.—The Presi- 
dent shall designate an interagency com- 
mittee on engineering biology, which shall 
include representatives from the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy, the National 
Science Foundation, the Department of En- 
ergy, the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, and any other 
agency that the President considers appro- 
priate. The Director of the Office of Science 
and Technology Policy shall select a chair- 
person from among the members of the 
Interagency Committee. The Interagency 
Committee shall oversee the planning, man- 
agement, and coordination of the Program. 
The Interagency Committee shall— 

(1) provide for interagency coordination of 
Federal engineering biology research, devel- 
opment, and other activities undertaken pur- 
suant to the Program; 

(2) establish and periodically update goals 
and priorities for the Program; 

(3) develop, not later than 12 months after 
the date of enactment of this subtitle, and 
update every 5 years, a strategic plan to 
guide the activities of the Program and meet 
the goals and priorities established under 
paragraph (2) and describe— 
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(A) the Program’s support for long-term 
funding for interdisciplinary engineering bi- 
ology research and development; 

(B) the Program’s support for education 
and public outreach activities; 

(C) the Program’s support for research and 
other activities on ethical, legal, environ- 
mental, and other appropriate societal issues 
related to engineering biology; and 

(D) how the Program will move results out 
of the laboratory and into application for the 
benefit of society and United States com- 
petitiveness; 

(4) propose an annually coordinated inter- 
agency budget for the Program that will en- 
sure the maintenance of a robust engineering 
biology research and development portfolio 
and ensure that the balance of funding 
across the Program is sufficient to meet the 
goals and priorities established for the Pro- 
gram; 

(5) develop a plan to utilize Federal pro- 
grams, such as the Small Business Innova- 
tion Research Program and the Small Busi- 
ness Technology Transfer Program, in sup- 
port of the goals described in subsection 
(b)(4); and 

(6) in carrying out its responsibilities 
under this section, take into consideration 
the recommendations of the Advisory Com- 
mittee, the results of the workshop convened 
under section 126, existing reports on related 
topics, and the views of academic, State, in- 
dustry, and other appropriate groups. 

(f) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Interagency 
Committee shall prepare an annual report, 
to be submitted to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate not later than 90 days after sub- 
mission of the President’s annual budget re- 
quest, that includes— 

(1) the Program budget for the fiscal year 
to which such budget request applies, and for 
the then current fiscal year, including a 
breakout of spending for each agency par- 
ticipating in the Program, and for the devel- 
opment and acquisition of any research fa- 
cilities and instrumentation; and 

(2) an assessment of how Federal agencies 
are implementing the plan described in sub- 
section (e)(5), and a description of the 
amount and number of Small Business Inno- 
vation Research and Small Business Tech- 
nology Transfer awards made in support of 
the Program. 

SEC. 125. ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall des- 
ignate an advisory committee on engineer- 
ing biology research and development with 
at least 12 members, including representa- 
tives of research and academic institutions, 
industry, and nongovernmental entities, who 
are qualified to provide advice on the Pro- 
gram. 

(b) ASSESSMENT.—The Advisory Committee 
shall assess— 

(1) progress made in implementing the Pro- 
gram; 

(2) the need to revise the Program; 

(3) the balance of activities and funding 
across the Program; 

(4) whether the Program priorities and 
goals developed by the Interagency Com- 
mittee are helping to maintain United 
States leadership in engineering biology; 

(5) the management, coordination, imple- 
mentation, and activities of the Program; 
and 

(6) whether ethical, legal, environmental, 
and other appropriate societal issues are ade- 
quately addressed by the Program. 

(c) REPORTS.—The Advisory Committee 
shall report within 3 years after the date of 
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enactment of this Act, and thereafter not 
less frequently than once every 5 years, to 
the President, the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate, on its findings of the assessment car- 
ried out under this section and its rec- 
ommendations for ways to improve the Pro- 
gram. 

(d) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT AP- 
PLICATION.—Section 14 of the Federal Advi- 
sory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not 
apply to the Advisory Committee. 

SEC. 126. EXTERNAL REVIEW OF ETHICAL, 
LEGAL, ENVIRONMENTAL, AND SOCI- 
ETAL ISSUES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 12 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Director of the National Science Foundation 
shall enter into an agreement with the Na- 
tional Academies to convene a workshop to 
review the ethical, legal, environmental, and 
other appropriate societal issues related to 
engineering biology research and develop- 
ment. The goals of the workshop shall be 
to— 

(1) assess the current research on such 
issues; 

(2) evaluate the research gaps relating to 
such issues; and 

(3) provide recommendations on how the 
Program can address the research needs 
identified. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Director of the National Science 
Foundation shall transmit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a summary report containing 
the findings of the workshop convened under 
this section. 

SEC. 127. AGENCY ACTIVITIES. 

(a) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—AS 
part of the Program, the National Science 
Foundation shall— 

(1) support basic research at the intersec- 
tion of the biological, physical, and informa- 
tion sciences and engineering through indi- 
vidual grants and through interdisciplinary 
research centers; 

(2) support research on the environmental 
and social effects of engineering biology; 

(3) provide research instrumentation sup- 
port for engineering biology disciplines; and 

(4) award grants, on a competitive basis, to 
enable institutions to support graduate stu- 
dents and postdoctoral fellows who perform 
some of their engineering biology research in 
an industry setting. 

(b) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE.—As part of 
the Program, the Director of the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology 
shall— 

(1) establish a bioscience research program 
to advance the development of standard ref- 
erence materials and measurements and to 
create new data tools, techniques, and proc- 
esses necessary to advance engineering biol- 
ogy and biomanufacturing; 

(2) provide access to user facilities with ad- 
vanced or unique equipment, services, mate- 
rials, and other resources to industry, insti- 
tutions of higher education, nonprofit orga- 
nizations, and government agencies to per- 
form research and testing; and 

(3) provide technical expertise to inform 
the development of guidelines and safeguards 
for new products, processes, and systems of 
engineering biology. 

(c) DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.—As part of 
the Program, the Secretary of Energy shall— 
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(1) conduct and support basic research, de- 
velopment, demonstration, and commercial 
application activities in engineering biology 
disciplines, including in the areas of syn- 
thetic biology, advanced biofuel develop- 
ment, biobased materials, and environ- 
mental remediation; and 

(2) provide access to user facilities with ad- 
vanced or unique equipment, services, mate- 
rials, and other resources, as appropriate, to 
industry, institutions of higher education, 
nonprofit organizations, and government 
agencies to perform research and testing. 

(d) NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE AD- 
MINISTRATION.—AS part of the Program, the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion shall— 

(1) conduct and support basic and applied 
research in engineering biology fields, in- 
cluding in the field of synthetic biology, and 
related to Earth and space sciences, aero- 
nautics, space technology, and space explo- 
ration and experimentation, consistent with 
the priorities established in the National 
Academies’ decadal surveys; and 

(2) award grants, on a competitive basis, 
that enable institutions to support graduate 
students and postdoctoral fellows who per- 
form some of their engineering biology re- 
search in an industry setting. 

(e) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY.— 
As part of the Program, the Environmental 
Protection Agency shall support research on 
how products, processes, and systems of en- 
gineering biology will affect the environ- 
ment. 


TITLE II—STEM EDUCATION AND 
DIVERSITY 
Subtitle A—STEM Education and Workforce 
SEC. 201. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Na- 
tional Science and Technology Council’s 
Committee on STEM Education (CoSTEM), 
established under section 101 of the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 2010 (42 
U.S.C. 6621), has taken important initial 
steps toward developing and implementing a 
strategic plan for Federal investments in 
STEM education, but that more work must 
be done to solicit and take into account 
views and experience from stakeholders who 
help implement or are the beneficiaries of 
Federal STEM programs across the Nation. 
It is further the sense of Congress that 
science mission agencies such as the Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, and the Department of En- 
ergy are essential partners in contributing 
to the goals and implementation of a Federal 
STEM strategic plan because such agencies 
have unique scientific and technological fa- 
cilities as well as highly trained scientists 
who are eager and able to contribute to im- 
proved STEM learning outcomes in their 
own communities. 

SEC. 202. COORDINATION 
EDUCATION. 

Section 101 of America COMPETES Reau- 
thorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 6621) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(5)— 

(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) as subparagraphs (B) through 
(E), respectively; and 

(B) by inserting before subparagraph (B), 
as so redesigned by subparagraph (A) of this 
paragraph, the following new subparagraph: 

“(A) have as its primary goal to leverage 
the limited STEM education funding and 
other assets, including intellectual capital, 
invested by Federal STEM agencies for max- 
imum benefit to student learning;’’; 
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(2) by striking the second subsection (b); 

(3) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (f); 

(4) by inserting after subsection (b), the 
following new subsections: 

““(c) COORDINATOR FOR STEM EDUCATION.— 
The Director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy shall designate an asso- 
ciate director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy as the Coordinator for 
STEM Education. When an appropriate asso- 
ciate director is not available, the Director 
may designate another appropriate senior 
government official as the Coordinator for 
STEM Education. The Coordinator shall 
chair the committee established under sub- 
section (a). The Coordinator shall, with the 
assistance of appropriate senior officials 
from other Committee on STEM Education 
agencies, ensure that the requirements of 
this section are satisfied. 

““(d) STAKEHOLDER INPUT.— 

““(1) INTERAGENCY CONSOLIDATION.—For all 
agency proposals to consolidate or transfer 
budgets or functions for STEM education 
programs or activities between agencies, at 
the time of submission of such proposals to 
Congress, the Director shall report to Con- 
gress on activities undertaken by the Office 
of Science and Technology Policy or by rel- 
evant agencies to take into consideration 
relevant input from the STEM Education 
Advisory Panel established under subsection 
(e) and other relevant education stake- 
holders. 

‘(2) INTRAAGENCY CONSOLIDATION.—For all 
agency proposals to internally consolidate or 
terminate STEM education programs with 
budgets exceeding $10,000,000, at the time of 
submission of such proposals to Congress, 
the head of the relevant agency shall report 
to Congress on activities to solicit and take 
into consideration input on such proposals 
from the STEM Education Advisory Panel 
established under subsection (e) and other 
relevant education stakeholders. 

““(e) STEM EDUCATION ADVISORY PANEL.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall es- 
tablish or designate a STEM Education Advi- 
sory Panel. The cochairs of the Advisory 
Panel shall meet the qualifications of Panel 
membership required in paragraph (2) and 
may be members of the President's Council 
of Advisors on Science and Technology. 

““(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—The Advisory Panel 
established or designated by the President 
under this subsection shall consist of mem- 
bers from academic institutions, industry, 
informal education providers, nonprofit 
STEM education organizations, foundations, 
and local and State educational agencies. 
Members of the Advisory Panel shall be 
qualified to provide advice on Federal STEM 
education programs, best practices in STEM 
education, assessment of STEM education 
programs, STEM education standards, indus- 
try needs for STEM graduates, and public- 
private STEM education partnerships. 

‘(3) DUTIES.—The Advisory Panel shall ad- 
vise the President and the committee estab- 
lished under subsection (a) on implementing 
the Federal STEM education strategic plan 
required under subsection (b)(5) and coordi- 
nating Federal STEM programs with non- 
governmental STEM initiatives and State 
and local educational agencies. 

“(4) REPORT.—The Advisory Panel shall re- 
port, not more than 1 year after enactment 
of the America Competes Reauthorization 
Act of 2015, on options for evidence-based im- 
plementation of the Federal STEM strategic 
plan required under subsection (b)(5), includ- 
ing options for designating certain agencies 
as coordinating leads for different priority 
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investment areas, timelines for implementa- 
tion, and specific management, budget, pol- 
icy, or other steps that agencies must take 
to effectively implement the strategic plan. 

““(5) SUNSET.—The authorization for the 
Advisory Panel established under this sub- 
section shall expire 3 years after the date of 
enactment of the America Competes Reau- 
thorization Act of 2015.”; and 

(5) in subsection (f), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (8) of this section— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘progress made in imple- 
menting” after “describing””; 

(B) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively. 

SEC. 203. GRAND CHALLENGES IN EDUCATION 
RESEARCH. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation and the Secretary 
of Education shall collaborate in— 

(1) identifying, prioritizing, and developing 
strategies to address grand challenges in re- 
search and development, including assess- 
ment, on the teaching and learning of STEM 
at the pre-K-12 level, in formal and informal 
settings, for diverse learning populations, in- 
cluding individuals identified in section 33 or 
34 of the Science and Engineering Equal Op- 
portunities Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a or 1885b); and 

(2) ensuring the dissemination and pro- 
moting the utilization of the results of such 
research and development. 

(b) STAKEHOLDER INPUT.—In identifying the 
grand challenges under subsection (a), the 
Director and the Secretary shall— 

(1) take into consideration critical re- 
search gaps identified in existing reports, in- 
cluding reports by the National Academies, 
on the teaching and learning of STEM at the 
pre-K-12 level in formal and informal set- 
tings; and 

(2) solicit input from a wide range of stake- 
holders, including officials from State edu- 
cational agencies and local educational 
agencies, STEM teachers, STEM education 
researchers, scientific and engineering soci- 
eties, STEM faculty at institutions of higher 
education, informal STEM education pro- 
viders, businesses with a large STEM work- 
force, and other stakeholders in the teaching 
and learning of STEM at the pre-K-12 level, 
and may enter into an arrangement with the 
National Research Council for these pur- 
poses. 

(c) TOPICS To CONSIDER.—In identifying the 
grand challenges under subsection (a), the 
Director and the Secretary shall, at a min- 
imum, consider research and development 
on— 

(1) scalability, sustainability, and replica- 
tion of successful STEM activities, pro- 
grams, and models, in formal and informal 
environments; 

(2) model systems that support improved 
teaching and learning of STEM across entire 
local educational agencies and States, in- 
cluding rural areas, and encompassing and 
integrating the teaching and learning of 
STEM in formal and informal venues; 

(3) implementation of new State mathe- 
matics and science standards; 

(4) what makes a STEM teacher effective 
and STEM teacher professional development 
effective, including development of tools and 
methodologies to measure STEM teacher ef- 
fectiveness; 

(5) cyber-enabled and other technology 
tools for teaching and learning, including 
massive open online courses; 

(6) STEM teaching and learning in infor- 
mal environments, including development of 
tools and methodologies for assessing STEM 
teaching and learning in informal environ- 
ments; and 
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(7) how integrating engineering with math- 
ematics and science education may— 

(A) improve student learning of mathe- 
matics and science; 

(B) increase student interest and persist- 
ence in STEM; or 

(C) improve student understanding of engi- 
neering design principles and of the built 
world. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
12 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Director and the Secretary shall re- 
port to Congress with a description of— 

(1) the grand challenges identified pursu- 
ant to this section; 

(2) the role of each agency in supporting 
research and development activities to ad- 
dress the grand challenges; 

(3) the common metrics that will be used 
to assess progress toward meeting the grand 
challenges; 

(4) plans for periodically updating the 
grand challenges; 

(5) how the agencies will disseminate and 
promote the utilization of the results of re- 
search and development activities carried 
out under this section to STEM education 
practitioners, to other Federal agencies that 
support STEM programs and activities, and 
to non-Federal funders of STEM education; 
and 

(6) how the agencies will support imple- 
mentation of best practices identified by the 
research and development activities. 

SEC. 204. NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL RE- 
PORT ON STEAM EDUCATION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the Science, Technology, Engineering, 
and Mathematics (STEM) Talent Expansion 
Program set an important goal of increasing 
the number of students graduating with as- 
sociate or baccalaureate degrees in the 
STEM fields, and this should continue to be 
a focus of that program; 

(2) to further the goal of the STEM Talent 
Expansion Program, as well as STEM edu- 
cation promotion programs across the Fed- 
eral Government, innovative approaches are 
needed to enhance STEM education in the 
United States; 

(3) STEAM, which is the integration of arts 
and design, broadly defined, into Federal 
STEM programming, research, and innova- 
tion activities, is a method-validated ap- 
proach to maintaining the competitiveness 
of the United States in both workforce and 
innovation and to increasing and broadening 
students’ engagement in the STEM fields; 

(4) STEM graduates need more than tech- 
nical skills to thrive in the 21st century 
workforce; they also need to be creative, in- 
novative, collaborative, and able to think 
critically; 

(5) STEAM should be recognized as pro- 
viding value to STEM research and edu- 
cation programs across Federal agencies, 
without supplanting the focus on the tradi- 
tional STEM disciplines; 

(6) Federal agencies should work coopera- 
tively on interdisciplinary initiatives to sup- 
port the integration of arts and design into 
STEM, and current interdisciplinary pro- 
grams should be strengthened; 

(7) Federal agencies should allow for 
STEAM activities under current and future 
grant-making and other activities; and 

(8) Federal agencies should clarify that, 
where appropriate, data collection, surveys, 
and reporting on STEM activities and grant- 
making should examine activities that in- 
volve cross-disciplinary learning that inte- 
grates specialized skills and expertise from 
both art and science. 
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(b) NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL WORK- 
SHOP.—The National Science Foundation 
shall enter into an arrangement with the Na- 
tional Research Council to conduct a work- 
shop on the integration of arts and design 
with STEM education. The workshop shall 
include a discussion of— 

(1) how the perspectives and experience of 
artists and designers may contribute to the 
advancement of science, engineering, and in- 
novation, for example through the develop- 
ment of visualization aids for large experi- 
mental and computational data sets; 

(2) how arts and design-based education ex- 
periences might support formal and informal 
STEM education at the pre-K-12 level, par- 
ticularly in fostering creativity and risk 
taking, and encourage more students to pur- 
sue STEM studies, including students from 
groups historically underrepresented in 
STEM; 

(3) how the teaching of design principles 
can be better integrated into undergraduate 
engineering and other STEM curricula, in- 
cluding in the first two years of under- 
graduate studies, to enhance student capac- 
ity for creativity and innovation and im- 
prove student retention, including students 
from groups historically underrepresented in 
STEM; and 

(4) what additional steps, if any, Federal 
science agencies should take to promote the 
inclusion of arts and design principles in 
their respective STEM programs and activi- 
ties in order to improve student STEM learn- 
ing outcomes, increase the recruitment and 
retention of students into STEM studies and 
careers, and increase innovation in the 
United States. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
National Research Council shall submit a re- 
port to Congress providing a summary de- 
scription of the discussion and findings from 
the workshop required under subsection (b). 
SEC. 205. ENGAGING FEDERAL SCIENTISTS AND 

ENGINEERS IN STEM EDUCATION. 

The Director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy shall develop guidance for 
Federal agencies to increase opportunities 
and training, as appropriate, for Federal sci- 
entists and engineers to participate in STEM 
engagement activities through their respec- 
tive agencies and in their communities. 

Subtitle B—Broadening Participation in 

STEM 
SEC. 211. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the “STEM 
Opportunities Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 212. PURPOSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office 
of Science and Technology Policy, acting 
through the Federal science agencies, shall 
carry out programs and activities with the 
purpose of ensuring that Federal science 
agencies and institutions of higher education 
receiving Federal research and development 
funding are fully engaging their entire talent 
pool. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this sub- 
title are as follows: 

(1) To promote research on and increase 
understanding of the participation and tra- 
jectories of women and underrepresented mi- 
norities in STEM careers at institutions of 
higher education and Federal science agen- 
cies, including Federal laboratories. 

(2) To raise awareness within Federal 
science agencies, including Federal labora- 
tories, and institutions of higher education 
about cultural and institutional barriers 
limiting the recruitment, retention, pro- 
motion, and other indicators of participation 
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and achievement of women and underrep- 
resented minorities in academic and Govern- 
ment STEM research careers at all levels. 

(3) To identify, disseminate, and imple- 
ment best practices at Federal science agen- 
cies, including Federal laboratories, and at 
institutions of higher education to remove or 
reduce cultural and institutional barriers 
limiting the recruitment, retention, and suc- 
cess of women and underrepresented minori- 
ties in academic and Government STEM re- 
search careers. 

(4) To provide grants to institutions of 
higher education to recruit, retain, and ad- 
vance STEM faculty members from under- 
represented minority groups and to imple- 
ment or expand reforms in undergraduate 
STEM education in order to increase the 
number of students from underrepresented 
minority groups receiving degrees in these 
fields. 

SEC. 213. FEDERAL SCIENCE AGENCY POLICIES 
FOR CAREGIVERS. 

(a) OSTP GUIDANCE.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy shall provide guidance to 
Federal science agencies to establish policies 
that— 

(1) apply to all— 

(A) intramural and extramural research 
awards; and 

(B) primary investigators who have 
caregiving responsibilities, including care 
for a newborn or newly adopted child and 
care for an immediate family member who is 
sick or disabled; and 

(2) provide— 

(A) flexibility in timing for the initiation 
of approved research awards; 

(B) no-cost extensions of research awards; 

(C) grant supplements as appropriate to re- 
search awards for research technicians or 
equivalent to sustain research activities; and 

(D) any other appropriate accommodations 
at the discretion of the head of each agency. 

(b) UNIFORMITY OF GUIDANCE.—In providing 
such guidance, the Director of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy shall encour- 
age uniformity and consistency in the poli- 
cies across all agencies. 

(c) ESTABLISHMENT OF POLICIES.—Con- 
sistent with the guidance provided under 
this section, Federal science agencies shall 
maintain or develop and implement policies 
for caregivers and shall broadly disseminate 
such policies to current and potential grant- 
ees. 

(d) DATA ON USAGE.—Federal science agen- 
cies shall— 

(1) collect data on the usage of the policies 
under subsection (c), by gender, at both in- 
stitutions of higher education and Federal 
laboratories; and 

(2) report such data on an annual basis to 
the Director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy in such form as required 
by the Director. 

SEC. 214. COLLECTION AND REPORTING OF DATA 
ON FEDERAL RESEARCH GRANTS. 

(a) COLLECTION OF DATA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Federal science 
agency shall collect standardized record- 
level annual information on demographics, 
primary field, award type, budget request, 
funding outcome, and awarded budget for all 
applications for merit-reviewed research and 
development grants to institutions of higher 
education and Federal laboratories sup- 
ported by that agency. 

(2) UNIFORMITY AND STANDARDIZATION.—The 
Director of the Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy shall establish a policy to en- 
sure uniformity and standardization of the 
data collection required under paragraph (1). 
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(3) RECORD-LEVEL DATA.— 

(A) REQUIREMENT.—On an annual basis, be- 
ginning with the deadline under subpara- 
graph (C), each Federal science agency shall 
submit to the Director of the National 
Science Foundation record-level data col- 
lected under paragraph (1) in the form re- 
quired by such Director. 

(B) PREVIOUS DATA.—As part of the first 
submission under subparagraph (A), each 
Federal science agency, to the extent prac- 
ticable, shall also submit comparable record- 
level data for the 5 years preceding the dead- 
line under subparagraph (C). 

(C) DEADLINE.—The deadline under this 
paragraph is 2 years after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(b) REPORTING OF DATA.—The Director of 
the National Science Foundation shall pub- 
lish statistical summary data collected 
under this section, disaggregated and cross- 
tabulated by race, ethnicity, gender, age, 
and years since completion of doctoral de- 
gree, including in conjunction with the Na- 
tional Science Foundation’s report required 
by section 37 of the Science and Technology 
Equal Opportunities Act (42 U.S.C. 1885d; 
Public Law 96-516). 

SEC. 215. POLICIES FOR REVIEW OF FEDERAL RE- 
SEARCH GRANTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office 
of Science and Technology Policy, in col- 
laboration with the Director of the National 
Science Foundation, shall identify informa- 
tion and best practices useful for educating 
program officers and members of standing 
peer review committees at Federal science 
agencies about— 

(1) research on implicit bias based on gen- 
der, race, or ethnicity; and 

(2) methods to minimize the effect of such 
bias in the review of extramural and intra- 
mural Federal research grants. 

(b) GUIDANCE TO ALL FEDERAL SCIENCE 
AGENCIES.—The Director of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy shall dis- 
seminate the information and best practices 
identified in subsection (a) to all Federal 
science agencies and provide guidance as 
necessary on policies to implement such 
practices within each agency. 

(c) ESTABLISHMENT OF POLICIES.—Con- 
sistent with the guidance provided in sub- 
section (b), Federal science agencies shall 
maintain or develop and implement policies 
and practices to minimize the effects of im- 
plicit bias in the review of extramural and 
intramural Federal research grants. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy shall report to Congress 
on what steps all Federal science agencies 
have taken to implement policies and prac- 
tices to minimize the effects of bias in the 
review of extramural and intramural Federal 
research grants. 

SEC. 216. COLLECTION OF DATA 
GRAPHICS OF FACULTY. 

(a) COLLECTION OF DATA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
at least every 5 years thereafter, the Direc- 
tor of the National Science Foundation shall 
carry out a survey to collect institution- 
level data on the demographics of STEM fac- 
ulty, by broad fields of STEM, at different 
types of institutions of higher education. 

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—To the extent prac- 
ticable, the Director of the National Science 
Foundation shall consider, by gender, race, 
ethnicity, citizenship status, age, and years 
since completion of doctoral degree— 

(A) the number and percentage of faculty; 


ON DEMO- 


May 20, 2015 


(B) the number and percentage of faculty 
at each rank; 

(C) the number and percentage of faculty 
who are in nontenure-track positions, in- 
cluding teaching and research; 

(D) the number and percentage of faculty 
who are reviewed for promotion, including 
tenure, and the percentage of that number 
who are promoted, including being awarded 
tenure; 

(E) faculty years in rank; 

(F) the number and percentage of faculty 
to leave tenure-track positions; 

(G) the number and percentage of faculty 
hired, by rank; and 

(H) the number and percentage of faculty 
in leadership positions. 

(b) EXISTING SURVEYS.—The Director of the 
National Science Foundation— 

(1) may carry out the requirements under 
subsection (a) by collaborating with statis- 
tical centers at other Federal agencies to 
modify or expand, as necessary, existing Fed- 
eral surveys of higher education; or 

(2) may award a grant or contract to an in- 
stitution of higher education or other non- 
profit organization to design and carry out 
the requirements under subsection (a). 

(c) REPORTING DATA.—The Director of the 
National Science Foundation shall publish 
statistical summary data collected under 
this section, including as part of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation’s report required 
by section 37 of the Science and Technology 
Equal Opportunities Act (42 U.S.C. 1885d; 
Public Law 96-516). 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Director of the National Science Founda- 
tion $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 
through 2018 to develop and carry out the 
initial survey required in subsection (a). 

SEC. 217. CULTURAL AND INSTITUTIONAL BAR- 
RIERS TO EXPANDING THE ACA- 
DEMIC AND FEDERAL STEM WORK- 
FORCE. 

(a) BEST PRACTICES AT INSTITUTIONS OF 
HIGHER EDUCATION.— 

(1) DEVELOPMENT OF GUIDANCE.—Not later 
than 6 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Director of the National 
Science Foundation shall develop written 
guidance for institutions of higher education 
on the best practices for— 

(A) conducting periodic campus culture 
surveys of STEM departments, with a par- 
ticular focus on identifying any cultural or 
institutional barriers to or successful 
enablers for the recruitment, retention, pro- 
motion, and other indicators of participation 
and achievement, of women and underrep- 
resented minorities in STEM degree pro- 
grams and academic STEM careers; and 

(B) providing educational opportunities, 
including workshops as described in sub- 
section (c), for STEM faculty and adminis- 
trators to learn about current research on 
implicit bias in recruitment, evaluation, and 
promotion of faculty in STEM and recruit- 
ment and evaluation of undergraduate and 
graduate students in STEM degree programs. 

(2) EXISTING GUIDANCE.—In developing the 
guidance in paragraph (1), the Director of the 
National Science Foundation shall utilize 
guidance already developed by the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, the 
Department of Energy, and the Department 
of Education. 

(3) DISSEMINATION OF GUIDANCE.—The Di- 
rector of the National Science Foundation 
shall broadly disseminate the guidance de- 
veloped in paragraph (1) to institutions of 
higher education that receive Federal re- 
search funding. 
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(4) REPORTS TO THE NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUN- 
DATION.—The Director of the National 
Science Foundation shall develop a policy 
that— 

(A) applies to, at a minimum, the institu- 
tions classified under the Indiana University 
Center for Postsecondary Research Carnegie 
Classification on January 1, 2015, as a doc- 
torate-granting university with a very high 
level of research activity; and 

(B) requires each institution identified in 
subparagraph (A), not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, to 
report to the Director of the National 
Science Foundation on activities and poli- 
cies developed and implemented based on the 
guidance provided in paragraph (1). 

(b) BEST PRACTICES AT FEDERAL LABORA- 
TORIES.— 

(1) DEVELOPMENT OF GUIDANCE.—Not later 
than 6 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Director of the Office of Science 
and Technology Policy shall develop written 
guidance for Federal laboratories to develop 
and implement practices and policies to— 

(A) conduct periodic laboratorywide cul- 
ture surveys of research personnel at all lev- 
els, with a particular focus on identifying 
any cultural or institutional barriers to the 
recruitment, retention, and success of 
women and underrepresented minorities in 
STEM careers at Federal laboratories; and 

(B) provide educational opportunities, in- 
cluding workshops as described in subsection 
(c), for STEM research personnel to learn 
about current research in implicit bias in re- 
cruitment, evaluation, and promotion of re- 
search personnel at Federal laboratories. 

(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF  POLICIES.—Con- 
sistent with the guidance provided in para- 
graph (1), Federal science agencies with Fed- 
eral laboratories shall maintain or develop 
and implement policies for their respective 
Federal laboratories. 

(c) WORKSHOPS TO ADDRESS CULTURAL BAR- 
RIERS TO EXPANDING THE ACADEMIC AND FED- 
ERAL STEM WORKFORCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Director of the National Science Foundation 
shall recommend a uniform policy for Fed- 
eral science agencies to carry out a program 
of workshops that educate STEM depart- 
ment chairs at institutions of higher edu- 
cation, senior managers at Federal labora- 
tories, and other federally funded research- 
ers about methods that minimize the effects 
of implicit bias in the career advancement, 
including hiring, tenure, promotion, and se- 
lection for any honor based in part on the re- 
cipient’s research record, of academic and 
Federal STEM researchers. 

(2) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION.—The Direc- 
tor of the National Science Foundation shall 
ensure that workshops supported under this 
subsection are coordinated across Federal 
science agencies and jointly supported as ap- 
propriate. 

(3) MINIMIZING COSTS.—TO the extent prac- 
ticable, workshops shall be held in conjunc- 
tion with national or regional STEM dis- 
ciplinary meetings to minimize costs associ- 
ated with participant travel. 

(4) PRIORITY FIELDS FOR ACADEMIC PARTICI- 
PANTS.—In considering the participation of 
STEM department chairs and other aca- 
demic researchers, the Director of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation shall prioritize 
workshops for the broad fields of STEM in 
which the national rate of representation of 
women among tenured or tenure-track fac- 
ulty or non-faculty researchers at doctorate- 
granting institutions of higher education is 
less than 25 percent, according to the most 
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recent data available from the National Cen- 
ter for Science and Engineering Statistics. 

(5) ORGANIZATIONS ELIGIBLE TO CARRY OUT 
WORKSHOPS.—Federal science agencies may 
carry out the program of workshops under 
this subsection by making grants to eligible 
organizations. In addition to any other orga- 
nizations made eligible by the Federal 
science agencies, the following organizations 
are eligible for grants under this subsection: 

(A) Nonprofit scientific and professional 
societies and organizations that represent 
one or more STEM disciplines. 

(B) Nonprofit organizations that have the 
primary mission of advancing the participa- 
tion of women or underrepresented minori- 
ties in STEM. 

(6) CHARACTERISTICS OF WORKSHOPS.—The 
workshops shall have the following charac- 
teristics: 

(A) Invitees to workshops shall include at 
least— 

(i) the chairs of departments in the rel- 
evant STEM discipline or disciplines from at 
least the top 50 institutions of higher edu- 
cation, as determined by the amount of Fed- 
eral research and development funds obli- 
gated to each institution of higher education 
in the prior year based on data available 
from the National Science Foundation; and 

(ii) in the case of Federal laboratories, in- 
dividuals with personnel management re- 
sponsibilities comparable to those of an in- 
stitution of higher education department 
chair. 

(B) Activities at the workshops shall in- 
clude research presentations and interactive 
discussions or other activities that increase 
the awareness of the existence of implicit 
bias in recruitment, hiring, tenure review, 
promotion, and other forms of formal rec- 
ognition of individual achievement for fac- 
ulty and other federally funded STEM re- 
searchers and shall provide strategies to 
overcome such bias. 

(C) Research presentations and other work- 
shop programs, as appropriate, shall include 
a discussion of the unique challenges faced 
by underrepresented subgroups, including 
minority women, minority men, and first 
generation minority graduates in research. 

(D) Workshop programs shall include infor- 
mation on best practices for mentoring un- 
dergraduate and graduate women and under- 
represented minority students. 

(7) DATA ON WORKSHOPS.—Any proposal for 
funding by an organization seeking to carry 
out a workshop under this subsection shall 
include a description of how such organiza- 
tion will— 

(A) collect data on the rates of attendance 
by invitees in workshops, including informa- 
tion on the home institution and department 
of attendees, and the rank of faculty 
attendees; 

(B) conduct attitudinal surveys on work- 
shop attendees before and after the work- 
shops; and 

(C) collect follow-up data on any relevant 
institutional policy or practice changes re- 
ported by attendees not later than 1 year 
after attendance in such a workshop. 

(8) REPORT TO NSF.—Organizations receiv- 
ing funding to carry out workshops under 
this subsection shall report the data required 
in paragraph (7) to the Director of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation in such form as 
required by such Director. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 4 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Director of the National Science 
Foundation shall submit a report to Con- 
gress that includes— 

(1) a summary and analysis of the types 
and frequency of activities and policies de- 
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veloped and carried out under subsection (a) 
based on the reports submitted under para- 
graph (4) of such subsection; and 

(2) a description and evaluation of the sta- 
tus and effectiveness of the program of work- 
shops required under subsection (c), includ- 
ing a summary of any data reported under 
paragraph (8) of such subsection. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Director of the National Science Founda- 
tion $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 
through 2020 to carry out this section. 

SEC. 218. RESEARCH AND DISSEMINATION AT 
THE NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDA- 
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation shall award re- 
search grants and carry out dissemination 
activities consistent with the purposes of 
this subtitle, including— 

(1) research grants to analyze the record- 
level data collected under section 214 and 
section 216, consistent with policies to en- 
sure the privacy of individuals identifiable 
by such data; 

(2) research grants to study best practices 
for work-life accommodation; 

(3) research grants to study the impact of 
policies and practices that are implemented 
under this subtitle or that are otherwise con- 
sistent with the purposes of this subtitle; 

(4) collaboration with other Federal 
science agencies and professional associa- 
tions to exchange best practices, harmonize 
work-life accommodation policies and prac- 
tices, and overcome common barriers to 
work-life accommodation; and 

(5) collaboration with institutions of high- 
er education in order to clarify and catalyze 
the adoption of a coherent and consistent set 
of work-life accommodation policies and 
practices. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Director of the National Science Founda- 
tion $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 
through 2020 to carry out this section. 

SEC. 219. REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

Not later than 4 years after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Director of the Of- 
fice of Science and Technology Policy shall 
submit a report to Congress that includes— 

(1) a description and evaluation of the sta- 
tus and usage of caregiver policies at all 
Federal science agencies, including any rec- 
ommendations for revising or expanding 
such policies; 

(2) a description of any significant updates 
to the policies for review of Federal research 
grants required under section 215, and any 
evidence of the impact of such policies on 
the review or awarding of Federal research 
grants; and 

(3) a description and evaluation of the sta- 
tus of Federal laboratory policies and prac- 
tices required under section 217(b), including 
any recommendations for revising or expand- 
ing such policies. 

SEC. 220. NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION SUP- 
PORT FOR INCREASING DIVERSITY 
AMONG STEM FACULTY AT INSTITU- 
TIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION. 

(a) GRANTS.—The Director of the National 
Science Foundation shall award grants to in- 
stitutions of higher education (or consortia 
thereof) for the development of innovative 
reform efforts designed to increase the re- 
cruitment, retention, and advancement of in- 
dividuals from underrepresented minority 
groups in academic STEM careers. 

(b) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants 
shall be awarded under this section on a 
merit-reviewed, competitive basis. 
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(c) USE OF FUNDS.—Activities supported by 
grants under this section may include— 

(1) institutional assessment activities, 
such as data analyses and policy review, in 
order to identify and address specific issues 
in the recruitment, retention, and advance- 
ment of faculty members from underrep- 
resented minority groups; 

(2) implementation of institution-wide im- 
provements in workload distribution, such 
that faculty members from underrepresented 
minority groups are not disadvantaged in 
the amount of time available to focus on re- 
search, publishing papers, and engaging in 
other activities required to achieve tenure 
status and run a productive research pro- 
gram; 

(3) development and implementation of 
training courses for administrators and 
search committee members to ensure that 
candidates from underrepresented minority 
groups are not subject to implicit biases in 
the search and hiring process; 

(4) development and hosting of intra- or 
inter-institutional workshops to propagate 
best practices in recruiting, retaining, and 
advancing faculty members from underrep- 
resented minority groups; 

(5) professional development opportunities 
for faculty members from underrepresented 
minority groups; 

(6) activities aimed at making under- 
graduate STEM students from underrep- 
resented minority groups aware of opportu- 
nities for academic careers in STEM fields; 

(7) activities to identify and engage excep- 
tional graduate students from underrep- 
resented minority groups at various stages 
of their studies and to encourage them to 
enter academic careers; and 

(8) other activities consistent with sub- 
section (a), as determined by the Director of 
the National Science Foundation. 

(d) SELECTION PROCESS.— 

(1) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher 
education (or consortia thereof) seeking 
funding under this section shall submit an 
application to the Director of the National 
Science Foundation at such time, in such 
manner, and containing such information 
and assurances as such Director may require. 
The application shall include, at a minimum, 
a description of— 

(A) the reform effort that is being proposed 
for implementation by the institution of 
higher education; 

(B) any available evidence of specific dif- 
ficulties in the recruitment, retention, and 
advancement of faculty members from 
underrepresented minority groups in STEM 
academic careers within the institution of 
higher education submitting an application, 
and how the proposed reform effort would ad- 
dress such issues; 

(C) how the institution of higher education 
submitting an application plans to sustain 
the proposed reform effort beyond the dura- 
tion of the grant; and 

(D) how the success and effectiveness of 
the proposed reform effort will be evaluated 
and assessed in order to contribute to the na- 
tional knowledge base about models for cata- 
lyzing institutional change. 

(2) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In selecting 
grant recipients under this section, the Di- 
rector of the National Science Foundation 
shall consider, at a minimum— 

(A) the likelihood of success in under- 
taking the proposed reform effort at the in- 
stitution of higher education submitting the 
application, including the extent to which 
the administrators of the institution are 
committed to making the proposed reform 
effort a priority; 
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(B) the degree to which the proposed re- 
form effort will contribute to change in in- 
stitutional culture and policy such that 
greater value is placed on the recruitment, 
retention, and advancement of faculty mem- 
bers from underrepresented minority groups; 

(C) the likelihood that the institution of 
higher education will sustain or expand the 
proposed reform effort beyond the period of 
the grant; and 

(D) the degree to which evaluation and as- 
sessment plans are included in the design of 
the proposed reform effort. 

(3) GRANT DISTRIBUTION.—The Director of 
the National Science Foundation shall en- 
sure, to the extent practicable, that grants 
awarded under this section are made to a va- 
riety of types of institutions of higher edu- 
cation. 


(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Director of the National Science Founda- 
tion $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 
through 2020 to carry out this section. 

SEC. 221. NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION SUP- 
PORT FOR BROADENING PARTICIPA- 
TION IN UNDERGRADUATE STEM 
EDUCATION. 


(a) GRANTS.—The Director of the National 
Science Foundation shall award grants to in- 
stitutions of higher education (or consortia 
thereof) to implement or expand research- 
based reforms in undergraduate STEM edu- 
cation for the purpose of recruiting and re- 
taining students from minority groups who 
are underrepresented in STEM fields, with a 
priority focus on natural science and engi- 
neering fields. 

(b) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants 
shall be awarded under this section on a 
merit-reviewed, competitive basis. 


(c) USE OF FUNDS.—Activities supported by 
grants under this section may include— 

(1) implementation or expansion of innova- 
tive, research-based approaches to broaden 
participation of underrepresented minority 
groups in STEM fields; 

(2) implementation or expansion of bridge, 
cohort, tutoring, or mentoring programs de- 
signed to enhance the recruitment and reten- 
tion of students from underrepresented mi- 
nority groups in STEM fields; 

(3) implementation or expansion of out- 
reach programs linking institutions of high- 
er education and K-12 school systems in 
order to heighten awareness among pre-col- 
lege students from underrepresented minor- 
ity groups of opportunities in college-level 
STEM fields and STEM careers; 

(4) implementation or expansion of faculty 
development programs focused on improving 
retention of undergraduate STEM students 
from underrepresented minority groups; 

(5) implementation or expansion of mecha- 
nisms designed to recognize and reward fac- 
ulty members who demonstrate a commit- 
ment to increasing the participation of stu- 
dents from underrepresented minority 
groups in STEM fields; 

(6) expansion of successful reforms aimed 
at increasing the number of STEM students 
from underrepresented minority groups be- 
yond a single course or group of courses to 
achieve reform within an entire academic 
unit, or expansion of successful reform ef- 
forts beyond a single academic unit to other 
STEM academic units within an institution 
of higher education; 

(7) expansion of opportunities for students 
from underrepresented minority groups to 
conduct STEM research in industry, at Fed- 
eral laboratories, and at international re- 
search institutions or research sites; 
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(8) provision of stipends for students from 
underrepresented minority groups partici- 
pating in research; 

(9) development of research collaborations 
between research-intensive universities and 
primarily undergraduate minority-serving 
institutions; 

(10) support for graduate students and 
postdoctoral fellows from underrepresented 
minority groups to participate in instruc- 
tional or assessment activities at primarily 
undergraduate institutions, including pri- 
marily undergraduate minority-serving in- 
stitutions and two-year institutions of high- 
er education; and 

(11) other activities consistent with sub- 
section (a), as determined by the Director of 
the National Science Foundation. 

(d) SELECTION PROCESS.— 

(1) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher 
education (or consortium thereof) seeking a 
grant under this section shall submit an ap- 
plication to the Director of the National 
Science Foundation at such time, in such 
manner, and containing such information 
and assurances as such Director may require. 
The application shall include, at a min- 
imum— 

(A) a description of the proposed reform ef- 
fort; 

(B) a description of the research findings 
that will serve as the basis for the proposed 
reform effort or, in the case of applications 
that propose an expansion of a previously 
implemented reform, a description of the 
previously implemented reform effort, in- 
cluding data about the recruitment, reten- 
tion, and academic achievement of students 
from underrepresented minority groups; 

(C) evidence of an institutional commit- 
ment to, and support for, the proposed re- 
form effort, including a long-term commit- 
ment to implement successful strategies 
from the current reform beyond the aca- 
demic unit or units included in the grant 
proposal; 

(D) a description of existing or planned in- 
stitutional policies and practices regarding 
faculty hiring, promotion, tenure, and teach- 
ing assignment that reward faculty contribu- 
tions to improving the education of students 
from underrepresented minority groups in 
STEM; and 

(E) how the success and effectiveness of the 
proposed reform effort will be evaluated and 
assessed in order to contribute to the na- 
tional knowledge base about models for cata- 
lyzing institutional change. 

(2) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In selecting 
grant recipients under this section, the Di- 
rector of the National Science Foundation 
shall consider, at a minimum— 

(A) the likelihood of success of the pro- 
posed reform effort at the institution sub- 
mitting the application, including the extent 
to which the faculty, staff, and administra- 
tors of the institution are committed to 
making the proposed institutional reform a 
priority of the participating academic unit 
or units; 

(B) the degree to which the proposed re- 
form effort will contribute to change in in- 
stitutional culture and policy such that 
greater value is placed on faculty engage- 
ment in the retention of students from 
underrepresented minority groups; 

(C) the likelihood that the institution will 
sustain or expand the proposed reform effort 
beyond the period of the grant; and 

(D) the degree to which evaluation and as- 
sessment plans are included in the design of 
the proposed reform effort. 

(3) PRIORITY.—For applications that in- 
clude an expansion of existing reforms be- 
yond a single academic unit, the Director of 
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the National Science Foundation shall give 
priority to applications for which a senior 
institutional administrator, such as a dean 
or other administrator of equal or higher 
rank, serves as the principal investigator. 

(4) GRANT DISTRIBUTION.—The Director of 
the National Science Foundation shall en- 
sure, to the extent practicable, that grants 
awarded under this section are made to a va- 
riety of types of institutions of higher edu- 
cation, including two-year and minority- 
serving institutions of higher education. 

(e) EDUCATION RESEARCH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—All grants made under 
this section shall include an education re- 
search component that will support the de- 
sign and implementation of a system for 
data collection and evaluation of proposed 
reform efforts in order to build the knowl- 
edge base on promising models for increasing 
recruitment and retention of students from 
underrepresented minority groups in STEM 
education at the undergraduate level across 
a diverse set of institutions. 

(2) DISSEMINATION.—The Director of the 
National Science Foundation shall coordi- 
nate with relevant Federal agencies in dis- 
seminating the results of the research under 
this subsection to ensure that best practices 
in broadening participation in STEM edu- 
cation at the undergraduate level are made 
readily available to all institutions of higher 
education, other Federal agencies that sup- 
port STEM programs, non-Federal funders of 
STEM education, and the general public. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Director of the National Science Founda- 
tion $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 
through 2020 to carry out this section. 

SEC. 222. DEFINITIONS. 

(a) THIS SUBTITLE.—In this subtitle: 

(1) FEDERAL LABORATORY.—The term “Fed- 
eral laboratory”” has the meaning given such 
term in section 4 of the Stevenson-Wydler 
Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 
3703). 

(2) FEDERAL SCIENCE AGENCY.—The term 
“Federal science agency” means any Federal 
agency with at least $100,000,000 in research 
and development expenditures in fiscal year 
2014. 

(3) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term “institution of higher education” has 
the meaning given such term in section 
101(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001(a)). 

(4) STEM.—The term “STEM” means 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe- 
matics, including other academic subjects 
that build on these disciplines such as com- 
puter science. 

(b) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION AUTHOR- 
IZATION ACT OF 2002.—Section 4 of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation Authorization 
Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 1862n note) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (16) as para- 
graph (17); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (15) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

““(16) STEM.—The term ‘STEM’ means 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe- 
matics, including other academic subjects 
that build on these disciplines such as com- 
puter science.”. 

TITLE ITI—NATIONAL SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 
Subtitle A—General Provisions 
SEC. 301. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2016.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Foundation $7,723,550,000 
for fiscal year 2016. 
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(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized under paragraph (1)— 

(A) $6,186,300,000 shall be made available for 
research and related activities; 

(B) $962,570,000 shall be made available for 
education and human resources; 

(C) $200,310,000 shall be made available for 
major research equipment and facilities con- 
struction; 

(D) $354,840,000 shall be made available for 
agency operations and award management; 

(E) $4,370,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of the National Science Board, in- 
cluding salaries and compensation for mem- 
bers of the Board and staff appointed under 
section 4 of the National Science Foundation 
Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1863), travel and train- 
ing costs for members of the Board and such 
staff, general and Board operating expenses, 
representational expenses for the Board, 
honorary awards made by the Board, Board 
reports (other than the report entitled 
“Science and Engineering Indicators’’), and 
contracts; and 

(F) $15,160,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of Inspector General. 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2017.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Foundation $8,099,010,000 
for fiscal year 2017. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized under paragraph (1)— 

(A) $6,495,620,000 shall be made available for 
research and related activities; 

(B) $1,010,700,000 shall be made available for 
education and human resources; 

(C) $200,000,000 shall be made available for 
major research equipment and facilities con- 
struction; 

(D) $372,580,000 shall be made available for 
agency operations and award management; 

(E) $4,500,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of the National Science Board, in- 
cluding salaries and compensation for mem- 
bers of the Board and staff appointed under 
section 4 of the National Science Foundation 
Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1863), travel and train- 
ing costs for members of the Board and such 
staff, general and Board operating expenses, 
representational expenses for the Board, 
honorary awards made by the Board, Board 
reports (other than the report entitled 
“Science and Engineering Indicators’’), and 
contracts; and 

(F) $15,610,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of Inspector General. 

(c) FISCAL YEAR 2018.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Foundation $8,493,560,000 
for fiscal year 2018. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized under paragraph (1)— 

(A) $6,820,400,000 shall be made available for 
research and related activities; 

(B) $1,061,230,000 shall be made available for 
education and human resources; 

(C) $200,000,000 shall be made available for 
major research equipment and facilities con- 
struction; 

(D) $391,210,000 shall be made available for 
agency operations and award management; 

(E) $4,640,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of the National Science Board, in- 
cluding salaries and compensation for mem- 
bers of the Board and staff appointed under 
section 4 of the National Science Foundation 
Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1863), travel and train- 
ing costs for members of the Board and such 
staff, general and Board operating expenses, 
representational expenses for the Board, 
honorary awards made by the Board, Board 
reports (other than the report entitled 
“Science and Engineering Indicators’’), and 
contracts; and 
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(F) $16,080,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of Inspector General. 

(d) FISCAL YEAR 2019.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Foundation $8,907,820,000 
for fiscal year 2019. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized under paragraph (1)— 

(A) $7,161,420,000 shall be made available for 
research and related activities; 

(B) $1,114,300,000 shall be made available for 
education and human resources; 

(C) $200,000,000 shall be made available for 
major research equipment and facilities con- 
struction; 

(D) $410,770,000 shall be made available for 
agency operations and award management; 

(E) $4,780,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of the National Science Board, in- 
cluding salaries and compensation for mem- 
bers of the Board and staff appointed under 
section 4 of the National Science Foundation 
Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1863), travel and train- 
ing costs for members of the Board and such 
staff, general and Board operating expenses, 
representational expenses for the Board, 
honorary awards made by the Board, Board 
reports (other than the report entitled 
“Science and Engineering Indicators’’), and 
contracts; and 

(F) $16,570,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of Inspector General. 

(e) FISCAL YEAR 2020.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Foundation $9,342,790,000 
for fiscal year 2020. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized under paragraph (1)— 

(A) $7,519,490,000 shall be made available for 
research and related activities; 

(B) $1,170,010,000 shall be made available for 
education and human resources; 

(C) $200,000,000 shall be made available for 
major research equipment and facilities con- 
struction; 

(D) $431,310,000 shall be made available for 
agency operations and award management; 

(E) $4,920,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of the National Science Board, in- 
cluding salaries and compensation for mem- 
bers of the Board and staff appointed under 
section 4 of the National Science Foundation 
Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1863), travel and train- 
ing costs for members of the Board and such 
staff, general and Board operating expenses, 
representational expenses for the Board, 
honorary awards made by the Board, Board 
reports (other than the report entitled 
“Science and Engineering Indicators’’), and 
contracts; and 

(F) $17,060,000 shall be made available for 
the Office of Inspector General. 

SEC. 302. FINDINGS AND SENSE OF CONGRESS ON 
SUPPORT FOR ALL FIELDS OF 
SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that the 
Foundation’s investments in social, behav- 
ioral, and economic research have addressed 
challenges, including— 

(1) in medicine, matching organ donors to 
patients, leading to a dramatic growth in 
paired kidney transplants; 

(2) in policing, implementing predictive 
models that help to yield significant reduc- 
tions in crime; 

(3) in resource allocation, developing the 
theories underlying the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission spectrum auction, which 
has generated over $60,000,000,000 in revenue; 

(4) in disaster preparation and recovery, 
identifying barriers to effective disaster 
evacuation strategies; 

(5) in national defense, assisting United 
States troops in cross-cultural communica- 
tion and in identifying threats; and 
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(6) in areas such as economics, education, 
cybersecurity, transportation, and national 
defense, supporting informed decisionmaking 
in foreign and domestic policy. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that in order to achieve its mission 
“to promote the progress of science; to ad- 
vance the national health, prosperity, and 
welfare; to secure the national defense” the 
Foundation must continue to support unfet- 
tered, competitive, merit-reviewed basic re- 
search across all fields of science and engi- 
neering, including the social, behavioral, and 
economic sciences. 

SEC. 303. NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
MERIT REVIEW. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the Foundation's Intellectual Merit and 
Broader Impacts criteria remain appropriate 
for evaluating grant proposals, as concluded 
by the 2011 National Science Board Task 
Force on Merit Review; 

(2) evaluating proposals on the basis of the 
Foundation's Intellectual Merit and Broader 
Impacts criteria ensures that— 

(A) proposals funded by the Foundation are 
of high quality and advance scientific knowl- 
edge; and 

(B) the Foundation’s overall funding port- 
folio addresses societal needs through re- 
search findings or through related activities; 
and 

(3) as evidenced by the Foundation’s con- 
tributions to scientific advancement, eco- 
nomic development, human health, and na- 
tional security, its peer review and merit re- 
view processes have successfully identified 
and funded scientifically and societally rel- 
evant research, remain the gold standard for 
the world, and must be preserved. 

(b) CRITERIA.—The Foundation shall main- 
tain the Intellectual Merit and Broader Im- 
pacts criteria as the basis for evaluating 
grant proposals in the merit review process. 
SEC. 304. MANAGEMENT AND OVERSIGHT OF 

LARGE FACILITIES. 

(a) LARGE FACILITIES OFFICE.—The Direc- 
tor shall maintain a Large Facilities Office 
within the Foundation. The functions of the 
Large Facilities Office shall be to support 
the research directorates in the development 
and implementation of major research facili- 
ties, including by— 

(1) serving as the Foundation’s primary re- 
source for all policy or process issues related 
to the development and implementation of 
major research facilities; 

(2) serving as a Foundation-wide resource 
on project management, including providing 
expert assistance on nonscientific and non- 
technical aspects of project planning, budg- 
eting, implementation, management, and 
oversight; and 

(3) coordinating and collaborating with re- 
search directorates to share best manage- 
ment practices and lessons learned from 
prior projects. 

(b) OVERSIGHT OF LARGE FACILITIES.—The 
Director shall appoint a senior agency offi- 
cial within the Office of the Director whose 
primary responsibility is oversight of major 
research facilities. The duties of this official 
shall include— 

(1) oversight of the development, construc- 
tion, and operation of major research facili- 
ties across the Foundation; 

(2) in collaboration with the directors of 
the research directorates and other senior 
agency officials as appropriate, ensuring 
that the requirements of section 14(a) of the 
National Science Foundation Authorization 
Act of 2002 are satisfied; 
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(3) serving as a liaison to the National 
Science Board for approval and oversight of 
major research facilities; and 

(4) periodically reviewing and updating as 
necessary Foundation policies and guidelines 
for the development and construction of 
major research facilities. 

(c) POLICIES FOR COSTING LARGE FACILI- 
TIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall ensure 
that the Foundation’s policies for developing 
and managing major research facility con- 
struction costs are consistent with the best 
practices described in the March 2009 General 
Accountability Office Report GAO-09-3SP. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 12 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Director shall submit to Congress a report 
describing the Foundation’s policies for de- 
veloping and managing major research facil- 
ity construction costs, including a descrip- 
tion of any aspects of the policies that di- 
verge from the best practices recommended 
in General Accountability Office Report 
GAO-09-3SP. 

SEC. 305. SUPPORT FOR POTENTIALLY TRANS- 
FORMATIVE RESEARCH. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall estab- 
lish and periodically update grant solicita- 
tion, merit review, and funding policies and 
mechanisms designed to identify and provide 
support for high-risk, high-reward basic re- 
search proposals. 

(b) POLICIES AND MECHANISMS.—Such poli- 
cies and mechanisms may include— 

(1) development of solicitations specifi- 
cally for high-risk, high-reward basic re- 
search; 

(2) establishment of review panels for the 
primary purpose of selecting high-risk, high- 
reward proposals; 

(3) development of guidance to standard re- 
view panels to encourage the identification 
and consideration of high-risk, high-reward 
proposals; and 

(4) support for workshops and other con- 
ferences with the primary purpose of identi- 
fying new opportunities for high-risk, high- 
reward basic research, especially at inter- 
disciplinary interfaces. 

(c) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion, the term ‘high-risk, high-reward basic 
research” means research driven by ideas 
that have the potential to radically change 
our understanding of an important existing 
scientific or engineering concept, or leading 
to the creation of a new paradigm or field of 
science or engineering, and that is character- 
ized by its challenge to current under- 
standing or its pathway to new frontiers. 
SEC. 306. STRENGTHENING INSTITUTIONAL RE- 

SEARCH PARTNERSHIPS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For any Foundation re- 
search grant, in an amount greater than 
$5,000,000, to be carried out through a part- 
nership that includes one or more minority- 
serving institutions or predominantly under- 
graduate institutions and one or more insti- 
tutions described in subsection (b), the Di- 
rector shall award funds directly, according 
to the budget justification described in the 
grant proposal, to at least two of the institu- 
tions of higher education in the partnership, 
including at least one minority-serving in- 
stitution or one predominantly under- 
graduate institution, to ensure a strong and 
equitable partnership. 

(b) INSTITUTIONS.—The institutions re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) are institutions of 
higher education that are among the 100 in- 
stitutions receiving, over the 3-year period 
immediately preceding the awarding of 
grants, the highest amount of research fund- 
ing from the Foundation. 
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(c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc- 
tor shall provide a report to Congress on in- 
stitutional research partnerships identified 
in subsection (a) funded in the 2 previous fis- 
cal years and make any recommendations 
for how such partnerships can continue to be 
strengthened. 

SEC. 307. INNOVATION CORPS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the National Science Foundation’s In- 
novation Corps (I-Corps) was established to 
foster a national innovation ecosystem by 
encouraging institutions, scientists, engi- 
neers, and entrepreneurs to identify and ex- 
plore the innovation and commercial poten- 
tial of Foundation-funded research well be- 
yond the laboratory; 

(2) the Foundation’s I-Corps includes in- 
vestments in entrepreneurship and commer- 
cialization education, training, and men- 
toring, ultimately leading to the practical 
deployment of technologies, products, proc- 
esses, and services that improve the Nation's 
competitiveness, promote economic growth, 
and benefit society; and 

(3) by building networks of entrepreneurs, 
educators, mentors, institutions, and col- 
laborations, and supporting specialized edu- 
cation and training, I-Corps is at the leading 
edge of a strong, lasting foundation for an 
American innovation ecosystem. 

(b) PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry 
out a program to award grants for entrepre- 
neurship and commercialization education 
to Foundation-funded researchers to increase 
the economic and social impact of federally 
funded research. 

(2) PURPOSES.—The purpose of the program 
shall be to increase the capacity of STEM re- 
searchers and students to successfully en- 
gage in entrepreneurial activities and to 
help transition the results of federally fund- 
ed research into the marketplace by— 

(A) identifying STEM research that can 
lead to the practical deployment of tech- 
nologies, products, processes, and services 
that improve the Nation's economic com- 
petitiveness; 

(B) bringing STEM researchers and stu- 
dents together with entrepreneurs, venture 
capitalists, and other industry representa- 
tives experienced in commercialization of 
new technologies; 

(C) supporting entrepreneurship and com- 
mercialization education and training for 
faculty, students, postdoctoral fellows, and 
other STEM researchers; and 

(D) promoting the development of regional 
and national networks of entrepreneurs, ven- 
ture capitalists, and other industry rep- 
resentatives who can serve as mentors to re- 
searchers and students at Foundation-funded 
institutions across the country. 

(3) ADDITIONAL USE OF FUNDS.—Grants 
awarded under this subsection may be used 
to help support— 

(A) prototype and proof-of-concept devel- 
opment for the funded project; and 

(B) additional activities needed to build a 
national infrastructure for STEM entrepre- 
neurship. 

(4) OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.—The Direc- 
tor may establish agreements with other 
Federal agencies that fund scientific re- 
search to make researchers funded by those 
agencies eligible to participate in the Foun- 
dation’s Innovation Corps program. 

SEC. 308. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this title: 

(1) DIRECTOR.—The term “Director” means 
the Director of the Foundation. 
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(2) FOUNDATION.—The term “Foundation” 
means the National Science Foundation. 

(3) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term “institution of higher education” has 
the meaning given such term in section 
101(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001(a)). 

(4) STEM.—The term “STEM” means 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe- 
matics, including other academic subjects 
that build on these disciplines such as com- 
puter science. 

Subtitle B—STEM Education 
SEC. 321. NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD REPORT ON 
CONSOLIDATION OF STEM EDU- 
CATION ACTIVITIES AT THE FOUN- 
DATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The National Science 
Board shall review and evaluate the appro- 
priateness of the Foundation’s portfolio of 
STEM education programs and activities at 
the pre-K-12 and undergraduate levels, in- 
cluding informal education, taking into ac- 
count the mission of the Foundation and the 
2013 Federal STEM Education 5-Year Stra- 
tegic Plan. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Na- 
tional Science Board shall submit to Con- 
gress a report summarizing their findings 
and including— 

(1) an analysis of how well the Founda- 
tion’s portfolio of STEM education programs 
is contributing to the mission of the Founda- 
tion; 

(2) an analysis of how well STEM edu- 
cation programs and activities are coordi- 
nated and best practices are shared across 
the Foundation; 

(8) an analysis of how well the Founda- 
tion’s portfolio of STEM education programs 
is aligned with and contributes to priority 
STEM education investment areas described 
in the 2018 Federal STEM Education 5-Year 
Strategic Plan; 

(4) any Board recommendations regarding 
internal reorganization, including consolida- 
tion, of the Foundation’s STEM education 
programs and activities, taking into account 
both the mission of the Foundation and the 
2013 Federal STEM Education 5-Year Stra- 
tegic Plan; 

(5) any Board recommendations regarding 
the Foundation’s role in helping to imple- 
ment the Federal STEM Education 5-Year 
Strategic Plan, including opportunities for 
the Foundation to more effectively partner 
and collaborate with other Federal agencies; 
and 

(6) any additional Board recommendations 
regarding specific management, policy, 
budget, or other steps the Foundation should 
take to increase effectiveness and account- 
ability across its portfolio of STEM edu- 
cation programs and activities. 

SEC. 322. MODELS FOR GRADUATE STUDENT SUP- 
PORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall enter 
into an agreement with the National Re- 
search Council to convene a workshop or 
roundtable to examine models of Federal 
support for STEM graduate students, includ- 
ing the Foundation’s Graduate Research Fel- 
lowship program and comparable fellowship 
programs at other agencies, traineeship pro- 
grams, and the research assistant model. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the workshop 
or roundtable shall be to compare and evalu- 
ate the extent to which each of these models 
helps to prepare graduate students for di- 
verse careers utilizing STEM degrees, includ- 
ing at diverse types of institutions of higher 
education, in industry, and at government 
agencies and research laboratories, and to 
make recommendations regarding— 
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(1) how current Federal programs and mod- 
els, including programs and models at the 
Foundation, can be improved; 

(2) the appropriateness of the current dis- 
tribution of funding among the different 
models at the Foundation and across the 
agencies; and 

(3) the appropriateness of creating a new 
education and training program for graduate 
students distinct from programs that provide 
direct financial support, including the grants 
authorized in section 527 of the America 
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 2010 (42 
U.S.C. 1862p-15). 

(c) CRITERIA.—At a minimum, in com- 
paring programs and models, the workshop 
or roundtable participants shall consider the 
capacity of such programs or models to pro- 
vide students with knowledge and skills— 

(1) to become independent, creative, suc- 
cessful researchers; 

(2) to participate in large interdisciplinary 
research projects, including in an inter- 
national context; 

(8) to adhere to the highest standards for 
research ethics; 

(4) to become high-quality teachers uti- 
lizing the most currently available evidence- 
based pedagogy; 

(5) in oral and written communication, to 
both technical and nontechnical audiences; 

(6) in innovation, entrepreneurship, and 
business ethics; and 

(7) in program management. 

(d) GRADUATE STUDENT INPUT.—The par- 
ticipants in the workshop or roundtable 
shall include current or recent STEM grad- 
uate students. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Na- 
tional Research Council shall submit to Con- 
gress a summary report of the findings and 
recommendations of the workshop or round- 
table convened under this section. 

SEC. 323. UNDERGRADUATE STEM EDUCATION 
REFORM. 

Section 17 of the National Science Founda- 
tion Authorization Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 
1862n-6) is amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 17. UNDERGRADUATE STEM EDUCATION 
REFORM. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director, through 
the Directorate for Education and Human 
Resources, shall award grants, on a competi- 
tive, merit-reviewed basis, to institutions of 
higher education (or to consortia thereof) 
and to other eligible nonprofit organizations 
to reform undereraduate STEM education 
for the purpose of increasing the number and 
quality of students studying toward and 
completing baccalaureate degrees in STEM 
and improving the STEM learning outcomes 
for all undergraduate students. 

““(b) INTERDIRECTORATE WORKING GROUP ON 
UNDERGRADUATE STEM EDUCATION.—In car- 
rying out the requirements of this section, 
the Directorate for Education and Human 
Resources shall collaborate and coordinate 
with the Research Directorates, including 
through the establishment of an interdirec- 
torate working group on undergraduate 
STEM education reform, in order to identify 
and implement new and expanded opportuni- 
ties for collaboration between STEM dis- 
ciplinary researchers and education re- 
searchers on the reform of undergraduate 
STEM education. 

“(c) GRANTS.—Research and development 
supported by grants under this section may 
encompass a single discipline, multiple dis- 
ciplines, or interdisciplinary education at 
the undergraduate level, and may include— 

“*(1) research foundational to the improve- 
ment of teaching, learning, and retention; 
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“*(2) development, implementation, and as- 
sessment of innovative, research-based ap- 
proaches to transforming teaching, learning, 
and retention; and 

“(3) scaling of successful efforts on learn- 
ing and learning environments, broadening 
participation, workforce preparation, em- 
ploying emerging technologies, or other re- 
forms in STEM education, including expan- 
sion of successful STEM reform efforts be- 
yond a single course or group of courses to 
achieve reform within an entire academic 
unit, or expansion of successful reform ef- 
forts beyond a single academic unit to other 
STEM academic units within an institution 
or to comparable academic units at other in- 
stitutions. 

““(d) SELECTION PROCESS.— 

“(1) APPLICATIONS.—An institution of high- 
er education or other eligible nonprofit orga- 
nization seeking a grant under this section 
shall submit an application to the Director 
at such time, in such manner, and con- 
taining such information as the Director 
may require. In addition to a description of 
the proposed research, development, or scal- 
ing effort, including a description of the re- 
search findings that will serve as the basis 
for the proposed effort, applications shall in- 
clude, at a minimum— 

““(A) evidence of institutional support for, 
and commitment to, the proposed effort, in- 
cluding long-term commitment to imple- 
ment and scale successful strategies result- 
ing from the current effort; 

““(B) a description of existing or planned 
institutional policies and practices regarding 
faculty hiring, promotion, tenure, and teach- 
ing assignment that reward faculty contribu- 
tions to undergraduate STEM education; and 

““(C) a description of the plans for assess- 
ment and evaluation of the effort, including 
evidence of participation by individuals with 
experience in assessment and evaluation of 
teaching and learning programs. 

(2) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In selecting 
grant recipients for funding under this sec- 
tion, the Director shall consider, as appro- 
priate to the scale of the proposed effort— 

“(A) the likelihood of success in under- 
taking the proposed effort at the institution 
submitting the application, including the ex- 
tent to which the faculty, staff, and adminis- 
trators of the institution are committed to 
making undergraduate STEM education re- 
form a priority of the participating academic 
unit or units; 

““(B) the degree to which the proposed ef- 
fort will contribute to change in institu- 
tional culture and policy such that a greater 
value is placed on faculty engagement in un- 
dergraduate education; 

““(C) the likelihood that the institution 
will sustain or expand the effort beyond the 
period of the grant; and 

““(D) the degree to which the proposed ef- 
fort will contribute to the systematic accu- 
mulation of knowledge on STEM education. 

“*(3) PRIORITY.—The Director shall give pri- 
ority to proposals focused on the first 2 years 
of undergraduate education, including STEM 
education at 2-year institutions of higher 
education. 

‘(4) GRANT DISTRIBUTION.—The Director 
shall ensure, to the extent practicable, that 
grants awarded under this section are made 
to a variety of types of institutions of higher 
education.”. 

SEC. 324. ADVANCED MANUFACTURING EDU- 
CATION. 

Section 506(b) of the America COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 1862p- 
1(b)) is amended to read as follows: 

“(b) ADVANCED MANUFACTURING EDU- 
CATION.—The Director shall award grants, on 
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a competitive, merit reviewed basis, to com- 
munity colleges for the development and im- 
plementation of innovative advanced manu- 
facturing education reforms to ensure an 
adequate and well-trained advanced manu- 
facturing workforce. Activities supported by 
grants under this subsection may include— 

“(1) the development or expansion of edu- 
cational materials, courses, curricula, strat- 
egies, and methods that will lead to im- 
proved advanced manufacturing degree or 
certification programs, including the inte- 
gration of industry standards and workplace 
competencies into the curriculum; 

““(2) the development and implementation 
of faculty professional development pro- 
grams that enhance a faculty member's ca- 
pabilities and teaching skills in advanced 
manufacturing, including efforts to under- 
stand current advanced manufacturing tech- 
nologies and practices; 

“*(3) the establishment of centers that pro- 
vide models and leadership in advanced man- 
ufacturing education and serve as regional or 
national clearinghouses for educational ma- 
terials and methods, including in rural areas; 

“(4) activities to enhance the recruitment 
and retention of students into certification 
and degree programs in advanced manufac- 
turing, including the provision of improved 
mentoring and internship opportunities; 

““(5) the establishment of partnerships with 
private sector entities to ensure the develop- 
ment of an advanced manufacturing work- 
force with the skills necessary to meet re- 
gional economic needs; and 

““(6) other activities as determined appro- 
priate by the Director.”. 

SEC. 325. STEM EDUCATION PARTNERSHIPS. 

Section 9 of the National Science Founda- 
tion Authorization Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 
1862n) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
“MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE” and inserting 
“STEM’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘mathematics and science’’ 
each place it appears in subsections (a) and 
(b) and inserting ‘‘STEM”’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘mathematics or science’’ 
each place it appears in subsection (a)(3) and 
(4)(A) and inserting “STEM”; 

(4) by striking ‘‘mathematics, science, or 
engineering” in subsection (a)(2)(B) and in- 
serting “STEM”; 

(5) by striking ‘‘mathematics, science, and 
technology” in subsection (a(3BIGDAD and 
(8) and inserting “STEM”; 

(6) by striking ‘‘professional mathemati- 
cians, scientists, and engineers’? in sub- 
section (a)(3)(F) and inserting “STEM profes- 
sionals””; 

(7) by striking “mathematicians, sci- 
entists, and engineers” in subsection (a)(3)(J) 
and (M) and inserting “STEM professionals”; 

(8) by striking ‘‘scientists, technologists, 
engineers, or mathematicians” in subsection 
(a)(8) and inserting “STEM professionals”; 

(9) by striking ‘‘science, technology, engi- 
neering, and mathematics” each place it ap- 
pears in subsection (a)(8)(K) and (10) and in- 
serting “STEM”; 

(10) by striking “science, technology, engi- 
neering, or mathematics’ in subsection 
(a)(10)(A)Gi)UD and inserting “STEM”; 

(11) by striking “science, mathematics, en- 
gineering, and technology” each place it ap- 
pears in subsection (a)(5) and inserting 
“STEM”; 

(12) by striking ‘‘science, mathematics, en- 
gineering, or technology” in subsection (a)(5) 
and inserting “STEM”; 

(13) by striking ‘‘mathematics, science, en- 
gineering, and technology” in subsection 
(b)(1) and (2) and inserting “STEM”; and 
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(14) by striking subsection (d). 


SEC. 326. NOYCE SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 
AMENDMENTS. 


Section 10A of the National Science Foun- 
dation Authorization Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 
1862n-la) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)(B), by inserting ‘‘or 
bachelor’s” after ‘‘master’s’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking “and” at the end of para- 
graph (2)(B); 

(B) in paragraph (3), by— 

(i) inserting ‘‘for teachers with master’s 
degrees in their field” after “Teaching Fel- 
lowships’’; and 

(ii) by striking the period at the end of 
subparagraph (B) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(4) in the case of National Science Foun- 
dation Master Teaching Fellowships for 
teachers with bachelor’s degrees in their 
field— 

““(A) offering academic courses leading to a 
master's degree and leadership training to 
prepare individuals to become master teach- 
ers in elementary and secondary schools; and 

“(B) offering programs both during and 
after matriculation in the program for which 
the fellowship is received to enable fellows 
to become highly effective mathematics and 
science teachers, including mentoring, train- 
ing, induction, and professional development 
activities, to fulfill the service requirements 
of this section, including the requirements of 
subsection (e), and to exchange ideas with 
others in their fields.””; 

(3) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (g)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (h)’’; 
and 

(4) by adding after subsection (f) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 


““(g) SUPPORT FOR MASTER TEACHING FEL- 
LOWS WHILE ENROLLED IN A MASTER’S DEGREE 
PROGRAM.—A National Science Foundation 
Master Teacher Fellow may receive a max- 
imum of 1 year of fellowship support while 
enrolled in a master’s degree program as de- 
scribed in subsection (c)(4)(A), except that if 
such fellow is enrolled in a part-time pro- 
gram, such amount shall be prorated accord- 
ing to the length of the program.”. 


SEC. 327. INFORMAL STEM EDUCATION. 


(a) GRANTS.—The Director, through the Di- 
rectorate for Education and Human Re- 
sources, shall continue to award competi- 
tive, merit-reviewed grants to support— 

(1) research and development of innovative 
out-of-school STEM learning and emerging 
STEM learning environments in order to im- 
prove STEM learning outcomes and engage- 
ment in STEM; and 

(2) research that advances the field of in- 
formal STEM education. 


(b) USES OF FUNDS.—Activities supported 
by grants under this section may encompass 
a single STEM discipline, multiple STEM 
disciplines, or integrative STEM initiatives 
and shall include— 

(1) research and development that im- 
proves our understanding of learning and en- 
gagement in informal environments, includ- 
ing the role of informal environments in 
broadening participation in STEM; and 

(2) design and testing of innovative STEM 
learning models, programs, and other re- 
sources for informal learning environments 
to improve STEM learning outcomes and in- 
crease engagement for K-12 students, K-12 
teachers, and the general public, including 
design and testing of the scalability of mod- 
els, programs, and other resources. 
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SEC. 328. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT TO SUP- 
PORT IMPROVED K-12 LEARNING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director, acting 
through the Directorate for Education and 
Human Resources, shall award competitive, 
merit-reviewed grants to support research 
and development on alignment, implementa- 
tion, impact, and ongoing improvement of 
standards and equivalent learning expecta- 
tions used by States in mathematics, 
science, and, as appropriate, other State- 
based STEM standards. 

(b) RESEARCH AREAS.—In making awards 
under this section, the Director shall con- 
sider proposals for research and develop- 
ment, including, as appropriate, large-scale 
research and development, of— 

(1) resources, including virtual resources 
such as web portals, for content, professional 
development, and research results; 

(2) teacher education and professional de- 
velopment; 

(3) learning progressions; 

(4) assessments; 

(5) metrics for evaluating the impact of 
standards; and 

(6) other areas of research and development 
that are likely to contribute to the align- 
ment, implementation, impact, and ongoing 
improvement of standards in STEM subjects. 

TITLE IV—NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
STANDARDS AND TECHNOLOGY 
SEC. 401. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘National 
Institute of Standards and Technology Au- 
thorization Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 402. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2016.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary of Commerce 
$1,119,700,000 for the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology for fiscal year 
2016. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $754,700,000 shall be authorized for sci- 
entific and technical research and services 
laboratory activities; 

(B) $59,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
construction and maintenance of facilities; 
and 

(C) $306,000,000 shall be authorized for in- 
dustrial technology services activities, of 
which— 

(i) $141,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Hollings Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship under section 25 of the National Insti- 
tute of Standards and Technology Act (15 
U.S.C. 278k) and the program under section 
26 of such Act (15 U.S.C. 2781), of which not 
more than $20,000,000 shall be for the com- 
petitive grant program under section 25(f) of 
such Act; and 

(ii) $150,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Network for Manufacturing Innovation Pro- 
gram established under section 34 of such 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278s). 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2017.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary of Commerce 
$1,174,390,000 for the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology for fiscal year 
2017. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $792,440,000 shall be authorized for sci- 
entific and technical research and services 
laboratory activities; 

(B) $61,950,000 shall be authorized for the 
construction and maintenance of facilities; 
and 

(C) $320,000,000 shall be authorized for in- 
dustrial technology services activities, of 
which— 
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(i) $160,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Hollings Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship under section 25 of the National Insti- 
tute of Standards and Technology Act (15 
U.S.C. 278k) and the program under section 
26 of such Act (15 U.S.C. 2781), of which not 
more than $20,000,000 shall be for the com- 
petitive grant program under section 25(f) of 
such Act; and 

(ii) $150,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Network for Manufacturing Innovation Pro- 
gram established under section 34 of such 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278s). 

(c) FISCAL YEAR 2018.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary of Commerce 
$1,207,100,000 for the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology for fiscal year 
2018. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $832,060,000 shall be authorized for sci- 
entific and technical research and services 
laboratory activities; 

(B) $65,050,000 shall be authorized for the 
construction and maintenance of facilities; 
and 

(C) $310,000,000 shall be authorized for in- 
dustrial technology services activities, of 
which— 

(i) $160,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Hollings Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship under section 25 of the National Insti- 
tute of Standards and Technology Act (15 
U.S.C. 278k) and the program under section 
26 of such Act (15 U.S.C. 2781), of which not 
more than $20,000,000 shall be for the com- 
petitive grant program under section 25(f) of 
such Act; and 

(ii) $150,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Network for Manufacturing Innovation Pro- 
gram established under section 34 of such 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278s). 

(d) FISCAL YEAR 2019.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary of Commerce 
$1,251,960,000 for the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology for fiscal year 
2019. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $873,660,000 shall be authorized for sci- 
entific and technical research and services 
laboratory activities; 

(B) $68,300,000 shall be authorized for the 
construction and maintenance of facilities; 
and 

(C) $310,000,000 shall be authorized for in- 
dustrial technology services activities, of 
which— 

(i) $160,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Hollings Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship under section 25 of the National Insti- 
tute of Standards and Technology Act (15 
U.S.C. 278k) and the program under section 
26 of such Act (15 U.S.C. 2781), of which not 
more than $20,000,000 shall be for the com- 
petitive grant program under section 25(f) of 
such Act; and 

(ii) $150,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Network for Manufacturing Innovation Pro- 
gram established under section 34 of such 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278s). 

(e) FISCAL YEAR 2020.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary of Commerce 
$1,299,060,000 for the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology for fiscal year 
2020. 

(2) SPECIFIC ALLOCATIONS.—Of the amount 
authorized by paragraph (1)— 

(A) $917,340,000 shall be authorized for sci- 
entific and technical research and services 
laboratory activities; 
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(B) $71,710,000 shall be authorized for the 
construction and maintenance of facilities; 
and 

(C) $310,000,000 shall be authorized for in- 
dustrial technology services activities, of 
which— 

(i) $160,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Hollings Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship under section 25 of the National Insti- 
tute of Standards and Technology Act (15 
U.S.C. 278k) and the program under section 
26 of such Act (15 U.S.C. 2781), of which not 
more than $20,000,000 shall be for the com- 
petitive grant program under section 25(f) of 
such Act; and 

(ii) $150,000,000 shall be authorized for the 
Network for Manufacturing Innovation Pro- 
gram established under section 34 of such 
Act (15 U.S.C. 278s). 

SEC. 403. HOLLINGS MANUFACTURING EXTEN- 
SION PARTNERSHIP. 

Section 25 of the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 
278k) is amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 25. HOLLINGS MANUFACTURING EXTEN- 
SION PARTNERSHIP. 

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, through 
the Director shall provide assistance for the 
creation and support of regional manufac- 
turing extension centers for the transfer of 
manufacturing technology and best business 
practices. These centers shall be known as 
the ‘Hollings Manufacturing Extension Cen- 
ters’ (in this Act referred to as the ‘Cen- 
ters’). The program under this section shall 
be known as the ‘Hollings Manufacturing Ex- 
tension Partnership’. 

““(2) AFFILIATIONS.—Such Centers shall be 
affiliated with any United States-based pub- 
lic or nonprofit institution or organization, 
or group thereof, that applies for and is 
awarded financial assistance under this sec- 
tion. 

“*(3) OBJECTIVE.—The objective of the pro- 
gram is to enhance productivity, competi- 
tiveness, and technological performance in 
United States manufacturing through— 

““(A) the transfer of manufacturing tech- 
nology and techniques to Centers and, 
through them, to manufacturing companies 
throughout the United States; 

““(B) the participation of individuals from 
industry, institutions of higher education, 
State governments, other Federal agencies, 
and, when appropriate, the Institute in coop- 
erative technology transfer activities; 

““(C) efforts to make new manufacturing 
technology and processes usable by United 
States-based small and medium-sized compa- 
nies; 

““(D) the active dissemination of scientific, 
engineering, technical, and management in- 
formation about manufacturing to industrial 
firms, including small and medium-sized 
manufacturing companies; 

““(E) the development of new partnerships, 
networks, and services that will assist small 
and medium-sized manufacturing companies 
expand into new markets, including global 
markets; 

“(F) the utilization, when appropriate, of 
the expertise and capability that exists in 
Federal laboratories other than the Insti- 
tute; and 

“(G) the provision to community colleges 
and area career and technical education 
schools of information about the job skills 
needed in small and medium-sized manufac- 
turing businesses in the regions they serve. 

““(b) ACTIVITIES.—The activities of the Cen- 
ters shall include— 

““(1) the establishment of automated manu- 
facturing systems and other advanced pro- 
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duction technologies, based on research by 
the Institute and other entities, for the pur- 
pose of demonstrations and technology 
transfer; 

““(2) assistance to Federal agencies in sup- 
porting United States-based manufacturing 
by identifying and providing technical as- 
sistance to small and medium-sized manu- 
facturers to help them meet Federal agency 
procurement and acquisition needs; 

““(3) the active transfer and dissemination 
of research findings and Center expertise to 
a wide range of companies and enterprises, 
particularly small and medium-sized manu- 
facturers; and 

“(4) the facilitation of collaborations and 
partnerships between small and medium- 
sized manufacturing companies and commu- 
nity colleges and area career and technical 
education schools to help such colleges and 
schools better understand the specific needs 
of manufacturers and to help manufacturers 
better understand the skill sets that stu- 
dents learn in the programs offered by such 
colleges and schools. 

““(c) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE AND REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

““(1) FINANCIAL SUPPORT.—The Secretary 
may provide financial support to any Center 
created under subsection (a) for an initial pe- 
riod of 5 years, which may be renewed for an 
additional 5-year period. The Secretary may 
provide to a Center up to 50 percent of the 
capital and annual operating and mainte- 
nance funds required to create and maintain 
such Center. 

“(2) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
implement, review, and update the sections 
of the Code of Federal Regulations related to 
this section at least once every 5 years. 

(3) APPLICATION.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Any public or nonprofit 
institution, or consortium thereof, may sub- 
mit to the Secretary an application for fi- 
nancial support under this section, in ac- 
cordance with the procedures established by 
the Secretary. 

““(B) COST-SHARING.—In order to receive as- 
sistance under this section, an applicant for 
financial assistance under subparagraph (A) 
shall provide adequate assurances that non- 
Federal assets obtained from the applicant 
and the applicant's partnering organizations 
will be used as a funding source to meet not 
less than 50 percent of the costs incurred. 
For purposes of the preceding sentence, the 
costs incurred means the costs incurred in 
connection with the activities undertaken to 
improve the management, productivity, 
competitiveness, and technological perform- 
ance of small and medium-sized manufac- 
turing companies. 

““(C) AGREEMENTS WITH OTHER ENTITIES.—In 
meeting the 50-percent requirement, it is an- 
ticipated that a Center will enter into agree- 
ments with other entities such as private in- 
dustry, institutions of higher education, and 
State governments to accomplish pro- 
grammatic objectives and access new and ex- 
isting resources that will further the impact 
of the Federal investment made on behalf of 
small and medium-sized manufacturing com- 
panies. 

““(D) LEGAL RIGHTS.—Each applicant under 
subparagraph (A) shall submit a proposal for 
the allocation of the legal rights associated 
with any invention that may result from the 
proposed Center’s activities. 

““(4) MERIT REVIEW.—The Secretary shall 
subject each such application to merit re- 
view. In making a decision whether to ap- 
prove such application and provide financial 
support under this section, the Secretary 
shall consider, at a minimum, the following: 
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“(A) The merits of the application, par- 
ticularly those portions of the application 
regarding technology transfer, training and 
education, and adaptation of manufacturing 
technologies to the needs of particular indus- 
trial sectors. 

““(B) The quality of service to be provided. 

““(C) Geographical diversity and extent of 
service area. 

“(D) The percentage of funding and 
amount of in-kind commitment from other 
sources. 

““(5) EVALUATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Center that re- 
ceives financial assistance under this section 
shall be evaluated during its third year of 
operation by an evaluation panel appointed 
by the Secretary. 

““(B) COMPOSITION.—Each such evaluation 
panel shall be composed of independent ex- 
perts, none of whom shall be connected with 
the involved Center, and Federal officials. 

“(C) CHAIR.—An official of the Institute 
shall chair the panel. 

‘(D) PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT.—Each 
evaluation panel shall measure the involved 
Center's performance against the objectives 
specified in this section. 

““(E) POSITIVE EVALUATION.—If the evalua- 
tion is positive, the Secretary may provide 
continued funding through the fifth year. 

““(F) CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN.—The Sec- 
retary may not provide funding for the re- 
maining years of a Center’s operation unless 
the evaluation is positive. A Center that has 
not received a positive evaluation by the 
evaluation panel shall be notified by the 
panel of the deficiencies in its performance 
and shall be placed on a corrective action 
plan and provided the opportunity to address 
deficiencies unless immediate action is nec- 
essary to protect the public interest. The 
program shall re-evaluate the Center within 
one year and if the Center has not addressed 
the deficiencies identified by the panel, or 
shown a significant improvement in its per- 
formance, the Director shall conduct a new 
competition or may close the Center. 

‘(G) ADDITIONAL FINANCIAL SUPPORT.— 
After the fifth year, a Center may receive ad- 
ditional financial support under this section 
if it has received a positive evaluation 
through an independent review, under proce- 
dures established by the Institute. 

“(H) RECOMPETITION.—If a Center has re- 
ceived financial support for 10 consecutive 
years, the Director shall conduct a new com- 
petition. An existing Center may submit an 
application as part of the new competition. 

“(I) RECOMPETITION PLAN.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of the 
America Competes Reauthorization Act of 
2015, the Director shall submit a plan to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate detailing how 
the program will implement the new com- 
petitions required under subparagraph (H). 
The Director shall consult with the MEP Ad- 
visory Board established under subsection (f) 
in the development and implementation of 
the plan. 

‘*(6) OVERSIGHT BOARD.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each Center that re- 
ceives financial assistance under this section 
shall establish an oversight board that is 
broadly representative of regional stake- 
holders with a majority of board members 
drawn from local small and medium-sized 
manufacturing firms. 

‘(B) BYLAWS AND CONFLICT OF INTEREST.— 
Each board under subparagraph (A) shall 
adopt and submit to the Director bylaws to 
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govern the operation of the board, including 
a conflict of interest policy to ensure rel- 
evant relationships are disclosed and proper 
recusal procedures are in place. 

““(C) LIMITATION.—Board members may not 
serve simultaneously on more than one Cen- 
ter's oversight board or serve as a contractor 
providing services to a Center. 

““(T) PROTECTION OF CONFIDENTIAL INFORMA- 
TION.—The Secretary shall ensure that the 
following are not publically disclosed: 

““(A) Confidential information on the busi- 
ness operations of— 

““(j) a participant under the program; or 

““(ii) a client of a Center. 

““(B) Trade secrets possessed by any client 
of a Center. 

“(8) PATENT RIGHTS.—The provisions of 
chapter 18 of title 35, United States Code, 
shall apply, to the extent not inconsistent 
with this section, to the promotion of tech- 
nology from research by Centers under this 
section except for contracts for such specific 
technology extension or transfer services as 
may be specified by statute or by the Direc- 
tor. 

“(d) REPORTING AND AUDITING REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—The Director shall establish proce- 
dures regarding Center financial reporting 
and auditing to ensure that awards are used 
for the purposes specified in this section and 
are in accordance with sound accounting 
practices. 

““(e) ACCEPTANCE OF FUNDS.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to such sums 
as may be appropriated to the Secretary and 
Director to operate the Hollings Manufac- 
turing Extension Partnership, the Secretary 
and Director also may accept funds from 
other Federal departments and agencies and, 
under section 2(c)(7), from the private sector, 
to be available to the extent provided by ap- 
propriations Acts, for the purpose of 
strengthening United States manufacturing. 

“*(2) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

““(A) FUNDS ACCEPTED FROM OTHER FEDERAL 
DEPARTMENTS OR AGENCIES.—The Director 
shall determine whether funds accepted from 
other Federal departments or agencies shall 
be counted in the calculation of the Federal 
share of capital and annual operating and 
maintenance costs under subsection (c). 

““(B) FUNDS ACCEPTED FROM THE PRIVATE 
SECTOR.—Funds accepted from the private 
sector under section 2(c)(7), if allocated to a 
Center, may not be considered in the calcula- 
tion of the Federal share under subsection 
(c) of this section. 

““(f) MEP ADVISORY BOARD.— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the Institute a Manufacturing Exten- 
sion Partnership Advisory Board (in this 
subsection referred to as the ‘MEP Advisory 
Board’). 

‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The MEP Advisory 
Board shall consist of not fewer than 10 
members broadly representative of stake- 
holders, to be appointed by the Director. At 
least 2 members shall be employed by or on 
an advisory board for the Centers, at least 1 
member shall represent a community col- 
lege, and at least 5 other members shall be 
from United States small businesses in the 
manufacturing sector. No member shall be 
an employee of the Federal Government. 

““(B) TERM.—Except as provided in subpara- 
graph (C) or (D), the term of office of each 
member of the MEP Advisory Board shall be 
3 years. 

“(C) VACANCIES.—Any member appointed 
to fill a vacancy occurring prior to the expi- 
ration of the term for which his predecessor 
was appointed shall be appointed for the re- 
mainder of such term. 
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‘(D) SERVING CONSECUTIVE TERMS.—Any 
person who has completed two consecutive 
full terms of service on the MEP Advisory 
Board shall thereafter be ineligible for ap- 
pointment during the one-year period fol- 
lowing the expiration of the second such 
term. 

“(3) MEETINGS.—The MEP Advisory Board 
shall meet not less than 2 times annually 
and shall provide to the Director— 

““(A) advice on Hollings Manufacturing Ex- 
tension Partnership programs, plans, and 
policies; 

““(B) assessments of the soundness of Hol- 
lings Manufacturing Extension Partnership 
plans and strategies; and 

““(C) assessments of current performance 
against Hollings Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership program plans. 

‘(4) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT AP- 
PLICABILITY .— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—In discharging its duties 
under this subsection, the MEP Advisory 
Board shall function solely in an advisory 
capacity, in accordance with the Federal Ad- 
visory Committee Act. 

““(B) EXCEPTION.—Section 14 of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act shall not apply to 
the MEP Advisory Board. 

““(5) REPORT.—The MEP Advisory Board 
shall transmit an annual report to the Sec- 
retary for transmittal to Congress within 30 
days after the submission to Congress of the 
President’s annual budget request in each 
year. Such report shall address the status of 
the program established pursuant to this 
section and comment on the relevant sec- 
tions of the programmatic planning docu- 
ment and updates thereto transmitted to 
Congress by the Director under subsections 
(c) and (d) of section 23. 

““(g) COMPETITIVE GRANT PROGRAM.— 

““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director shall 
establish, within the Hollings Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership, a program of com- 
petitive awards among participants de- 
scribed in paragraph (2) for the purposes de- 
scribed in paragraph (8). 

““(2) PARTICIPANTS.—Participants receiving 
awards under this subsection shall be the 
Centers, or a consortium of such Centers. 

“*(3) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the program 
under this subsection is to add capabilities 
to the Hollings Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership, including the development of 
projects to solve new or emerging manufac- 
turing problems as determined by the Direc- 
tor, in consultation with the Director of the 
Hollings Manufacturing Extension Partner- 
ship, the MEP Advisory Board, and small 
and medium-sized manufacturers. 

“(4) THEMES.—One or more themes for the 
competition may be identified, which may 
vary from year to year, depending on the 
needs of manufacturers and the success of 
previous competitions. These themes may 
include— 

““(A) supply chain integration and quality 
management; 

““(B) the creation of partnerships to en- 
courage the development of a workforce with 
the skills necessary to meet the needs of a 
region, including the creation of apprentice- 
ship opportunities and the adoption of uni- 
versally recognized credential programs, as 
appropriate; 

“(C) energy efficiency, including efficient 
building technologies and environmentally 
friendly materials, products, and processes; 

‘(D) enhancing the competitiveness of 
small and medium-sized manufacturers in 
the global marketplace; 

““(E) the transfer of technology based on 
the technological needs of manufacturers 
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and available technologies from institutions 
of higher education, laboratories, and other 
technology producing entities; and 

“(F) areas that extend beyond traditional 
areas of manufacturing extension activities, 
including projects related to construction in- 
dustry modernization. 

““(5) REIMBURSEMENT.—Centers may be re- 
imbursed for costs incurred under the pro- 
gram under this subsection. 

““(6) APPLICATIONS.—Applications for 
awards under this subsection shall be sub- 
mitted in such manner, at such time, and 
containing such information as the Director 
shall require, in consultation with the MEP 
Advisory Board. 

““(7) SELECTION.—Awards under this sub- 
section shall be peer reviewed and competi- 
tively awarded. The Director shall endeavor 
to have broad geographic diversity among se- 
lected proposals. The Director shall select 
proposals to receive awards that will— 

““(A) utilize innovative or collaborative ap- 
proaches to solving the problem described in 
the competition; 

““(B) improve the competitiveness of indus- 
tries in the region in which the Center or 
Centers are located; and 

“(C) contribute to the long-term economic 
stability of that region, including the cre- 
ation of jobs or training employees. 

“*(8) PROGRAM CONTRIBUTION.—Recipients of 
awards under this subsection shall not be re- 
quired to provide a matching contribution. 

““(9) DURATION.—Awards under this sub- 
section shall last no longer than 5 years. 

““(h) INNOVATIVE SERVICES INITIATIVE.— 

““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director, in co- 
ordination with the Advanced Manufacturing 
Office of the Department of Energy, shall es- 
tablish, within the Hollings Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership, an innovative serv- 
ices initiative to assist small and medium- 
sized manufacturers in— 

“(A) reducing their energy usage, green- 
house gas emissions, and environmental 
waste to improve profitability; 

“(B) accelerating the domestic commer- 
cialization of new product technologies, in- 
cluding components for renewable energy 
and energy efficiency systems; and 

“(C) identifying and diversifying to new 
markets, including support for transitioning 
to the production of components for renew- 
able energy and energy efficiency systems. 

“(2) MARKET DEMAND.—The Director may 
not undertake any activity to accelerate the 
domestic commercialization of a new prod- 
uct technology under this subsection unless 
an analysis of market demand for the new 
product technology has been conducted. 

““(i) EXPORT ASSISTANCE TO SMALL AND ME- 
DIUM-SIZED MANUFACTURERS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall— 

““(A) evaluate obstacles that are unique to 
small and medium-sized manufacturers that 
prevent such manufacturers from effectively 
competing in the global market; 

““(B) implement a comprehensive export as- 
sistance initiative through the Centers to 
help small and medium-sized manufacturers 
address such obstacles; and 

“(C) to the maximum extent practicable, 
ensure that the activities carried out under 
this subsection are coordinated with, and do 
not duplicate the efforts of, other export as- 
sistance programs within the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

“*(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The initiative shall 
include— 

““(A) export assistance counseling; 

““(B) the development of partnerships that 
will provide small and medium-sized manu- 
facturers with greater access to and knowl- 
edge of global markets; and 
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“(C) improved communication between the 
Centers to assist such manufacturers in im- 
plementing appropriate, targeted solutions 
to such obstacles. 

“*(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) AREA CAREER AND TECHNICAL EDU- 
CATION SCHOOL.—The term ‘area career and 
technical education school’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 3 of the Carl D. 
Perkins Career and Technical Education Im- 
provement Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 2302). 

**(2) COMMUNITY COLLEGE.—The term ‘com- 
munity college’ means an institution of 
higher education (as defined under section 
101(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1001(a))) at which the highest degree 
that is predominately awarded to students is 
an associate's degree.”. 

SEC. 404. NATIONAL ACADEMIES REVIEW. 

Not later than 6 months after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Director of the 
National Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology shall enter into a contract with the 
National Academies to conduct a single, 
comprehensive review of the Institute's lab- 
oratory programs. The review shall— 

(1) assess the technical merits and sci- 
entific caliber of the research conducted at 
the laboratories; 

(2) examine the strengths and weaknesses 
of the 2010 laboratory reorganization on the 
Institute's ability to fulfill its mission; 

(3) evaluate how cross-cutting research and 
development activities are planned, coordi- 
nated, and executed across the laboratories; 
and 

(4) assess how the laboratories are engag- 
ing industry, including the incorporation of 
industry need, into the research goals and 
objectives of the Institute. 

SEC. 405. IMPROVING NIST COLLABORATION 
WITH OTHER AGENCIES. 

Section 8 of the National Bureau of Stand- 
ards Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1983 
(15 U.S.C. 275b) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
“AND WITH” after “PERFORMED FOR”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
“The Secretary may accept, apply for, use, 
and spend Federal, State, and non-govern- 
mental acquisition and assistance funds to 
further the mission of the Institute without 
regard to the source or the period of avail- 
ability of these funds as well as share per- 
sonnel, associates, facilities, and property 
with these partner organizations, with or 
without reimbursement, upon mutual agree- 
ment.”. 

SEC. 406. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

(a) FUNCTIONS AND ACTIVITIES. —Section 15 
of the of the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278e) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking “of the Government; and” 
and inserting “of the Government;’’; 

(2) by striking “transportation services for 
employees of the Institute” and inserting 
“transportation services for employees, asso- 
ciates, or fellows of the Institute’’; and 

(3) by striking “Code.” and inserting 
“Code; and (i) the protection of Institute 
buildings and other plant facilities, equip- 
ment, and property, and of employees, asso- 
ciates, visitors, or other persons located 
therein or associated therewith, notwith- 
standing any other provision of law.”. 

(b) PoOsT-DOCTORAL FELLOWSHIP PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 19 of the National Institute 
of Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 
278g-2) is amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 19. POST-DOCTORAL FELLOWSHIP PRO- 
GRAM. 

“The Director, in conjunction with the Na- 

tional Academy of Sciences, shall establish 
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and conduct a post-doctoral fellowship pro- 
gram that shall include not less than 20 new 
fellows per fiscal year. In evaluating applica- 
tions for fellowships under this section, the 
Director shall give consideration to the goal 
of promoting the participation of underrep- 
resented minorities in research areas sup- 
ported by the Institute.”. 
TITLE V—INNOVATION 
SEC. 501. OFFICE OF INNOVATION AND ENTRE- 
PRENEURSHIP. 

Section 25 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3720) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a) by inserting ‘‘with a 
Director and full-time staff” after ‘‘Office of 
Innovation and Entrepreneurship”; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by amending paragraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

“*(3) providing access to relevant data, re- 
search, and technical assistance on innova- 
tion and commercialization, including best 
practices for university-based incubators and 
accelerators;”; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively; and 

(C) by inserting the following after para- 
graph (3): 

“*(4) overseeing the implementation of the 
loan guarantee programs and the Regional 
Innovation Program established under sec- 
tions 26 and 27, respectively; 

““(5) developing, within 180 days after the 
date of enactment of the America Competes 
Reauthorization Act of 2015, and updating at 
least every 5 years, a strategic plan to guide 
the activities of the Office of Innovation and 
Entrepreneurship that shall— 

“(A) specify and prioritize near-term and 
long-term goals, objectives, and policies to 
accelerate innovation and advance the com- 
mercialization of research and development, 
including federally funded research and de- 
velopment, set forth the anticipated time for 
achieving the objectives, and identify 
metrics for use in assessing progress toward 
such objectives; 

““(B) describe how the Department of Com- 
merce is working in conjunction with other 
Federal agencies to foster innovation and 
commercialization across the United States; 
and 

““(C) provide a summary of the activities, 
including the development of metrics to 
evaluate regional innovation strategies un- 
dertaken through the Regional Innovation 
Research and Information Program estab- 
lished under section 27(e);’’; 

(3) by amending subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

““(c) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish or designate an advisory com- 
mittee, which shall meet at least twice each 
fiscal year, to provide advice to the Sec- 
retary on carrying out the duties and respon- 
sibilities of the Office of Innovation and En- 
trepreneurship. 

“*(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The advisory 
committee shall prepare a report, to be sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
every 3 years. The first report shall be sub- 
mitted not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of the America Competes Reau- 
thorization Act of 2015 and shall include— 

“(A) an assessment of the strategic plan 
developed under subsection (b)(5) and the 
progress made in implementing the plan and 
the duties of the Office of Innovation and En- 
trepreneurship; 
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““(B) an assessment of how the Office of In- 
novation and Entrepreneurship is working 
with other Federal agencies to meet the 
goals and duties of the office; and 

“(C) any recommendations for how the Of- 
fice of Innovation and Entrepreneurship 
could be improved.”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

““(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary $5,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2020 to carry out this sec- 
tion.”. 

SEC. 502. FEDERAL LOAN GUARANTEES FOR IN- 
NOVATIVE TECHNOLOGIES IN MANU- 
FACTURING. 

Section 26(t) of the Stevenson-Wydler 
Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 
3721(t)) is amended by striking “fiscal years 
2011 through 2013” and inserting “fiscal years 
2016 through 2020”. 

SEC. 503. INNOVATION VOUCHER PILOT PRO- 
GRAM. 

Section 25 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3720) 
as amended by section 501 of this Act, is fur- 
ther amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(e) 
GRAM.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting 
through the Office of Innovation and Entre- 
preneurship and in conjunction with the 
States, shall establish an innovation voucher 
pilot program to accelerate innovative ac- 
tivities and enhance the competitiveness of 
small and medium-sized manufacturers in 
the United States. The pilot program shall— 

“(A) foster collaborations between small 
and medium-sized manufacturers and re- 
search institutions; and 

““(B) enable small and medium-sized manu- 
facturers to access technical expertise and 
capabilities that will lead to the develop- 
ment of innovative products or manufac- 
turing processes, including through— 

““(i) research and development, including 
proof of concept, technical development, and 
compliance testing activities; 

““(ii) early-stage product development, in- 
cluding engineering design services; and 

“(iii) technology transfer and related ac- 
tivities. 

““(2) AWARD SIZE.—The Secretary shall 
competitively award vouchers worth up to 
$20,000 to small and medium-sized manufac- 
turers for use at eligible research institu- 
tions to acquire the services described in 
paragraph (1)(B). 

‘(3) STREAMLINED PROCEDURES.—The Sec- 
retary shall streamline and simplify the ap- 
plication, administrative, and reporting pro- 
cedures for vouchers administered under the 
program. 

“(4) REGULATIONS.—Prior to awarding any 
vouchers under the program, the Secretary 
shall promulgate regulations— 

““(A) establishing criteria for the selection 
of recipients of awards under this subsection; 

““(B) establishing procedures regarding fi- 
nancial reporting and auditing— 

“(i) to ensure that awards are used for the 
purposes of the program; and 

“(ii) that are in accordance with sound ac- 
counting practices; and 

““(C) describing any other policies, proce- 
dures, or information necessary to imple- 
ment this subsection, including those in- 
tended to streamline and simplify the pro- 
gram in accordance with paragraph (3). 

““(5) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
may transfer funds appropriated to the De- 
partment of Commerce to other Federal 
agencies for the performance of services au- 
thorized under this subsection. 
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““(6) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—All of the 
amounts appropriated to carry out this sub- 
section for a fiscal year shall be used for 
vouchers awarded under this subsection, ex- 
cept that the Secretary may set aside a per- 
centage of such amounts for eligible research 
institutions performing the services de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(B) to defray admin- 
istrative costs associated with the services. 
The Secretary shall establish a single, fixed 
percentage for such purposes that will apply 
to all eligible research institutions. 

““(7) OUTREACH.—The Secretary may use 
centers established under section 25 of the 
National Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology Act (15 U.S.C. 278k) to provide infor- 
mation about the program established under 
this subsection and to conduct outreach to 
potential applicants, as appropriate. 

“*(8) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.— 

“(A) PLAN.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of the America Com- 
petes Reauthorization Act of 2015, the Sec- 
retary shall transmit to Congress a plan that 
will serve as a guide for the activities of the 
program. The plan shall include a descrip- 
tion of the specific objectives of the program 
and the metrics that will be used in assess- 
ing progress toward those objectives. 

“(B) OUTCOMES.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of the America 
Competes Reauthorization Act of 2015, the 
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re- 
port containing— 

““(i) a summary of the activities carried 
out under this subsection; 

““(ii) an assessment of the impact of such 
activities on the innovative capacity of 
small and medium-sized manufacturers re- 
ceiving assistance under the pilot program; 
and 

““(iii) any recommendations for adminis- 
trative and legislative action that could op- 
timize the effectiveness of the pilot program. 

““(9) COORDINATION AND NONDUPLICATION.— 
To the maximum extent practicable, the 
Secretary shall ensure that the activities 
carried out under this subsection are coordi- 
nated with, and do not duplicate the efforts 
of, other programs within the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

““(10) ELIGIBLE RESEARCH INSTITUTIONS DE- 
FINED.—For the purposes of this subsection, 
the term ‘eligible research institution’ 
means— 

““(A) an institution of higher education, as 
such term is defined in section 101(a) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001(a)); 

““(B) a Federal laboratory; 

““(C) a federally funded research and devel- 
opment center; or 

““(D) a Hollings Manufacturing Extension 
Center established under section 25 of the 
National Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology Act (15 U.S.C. 278k). 

“*(11) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out the pilot program 
in this subsection $5,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2020.”. 

SEC. 504. FEDERAL ACCELERATION OF STATE 
TECHNOLOGY COMMERCIALIZATION 
PILOT PROGRAM. 

The Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innova- 
tion Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3701 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“SEC. 28. FEDERAL ACCELERATION OF STATE 

TECHNOLOGY COMMERCIALIZATION 
PILOT PROGRAM. 

“(a) AUTHORITY .— 

“(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a Federal Acceleration of State 
Technology Commercialization Pilot Pro- 
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gram or FAST Commercialization Pilot Pro- 
gram to award grants to States, or consortia 
thereof, for the purposes described in para- 
graph (2). Awards under this section shall be 
made through a competitive, merit-based 
process. 

“*(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the program 
under this section is to advance United 
States productivity and global competitive- 
ness by accelerating commercialization of 
innovative technology by leveraging Federal 
support for State commercialization efforts. 
The program shall provide matching funds to 
a State, or consortium thereof, for the accel- 
eration of commercialization activities and 
the promotion of small manufacturing enter- 
prises in the United States. 

““(b) APPLICATION.—Applications for awards 
under this section shall be submitted in such 
a manner, at such a time, and containing 
such information as the Secretary shall re- 
quire, including— 

“(1) a description of the current state of 
technology commercialization in the State 
or States, including successes and barriers to 
commercialization; and 

“*(2) a description of the State’s or consor- 
tium’s plan for increasing commercialization 
of new technologies, products, processes, and 
services. 

“(c) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall establish criteria for the selection of 
awardees, which shall consider at a min- 
imum a review of efforts during the fiscal 
year prior to submitting an application to— 

“(1) promote manufacturing; and 

““(2) commercialize new technologies, prod- 
ucts, processes, and services, including ac- 
tivities to translate federally funded re- 
search and technologies to small manufac- 
turing enterprises. 

““(d) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—A State or 
consortium receiving a grant under this sec- 
tion shall provide non-Federal cash contribu- 
tions in an amount equal to 50 percent of the 
total cost of the project for which the grant 
is provided. 

““(e) COORDINATION AND NONDUPLICATION.— 
In carrying out the program under this sec- 
tion, the Secretary shall ensure that grants 
made under the program are coordinated 
with, and do not duplicate, the efforts of 
other commercialization programs within 
the Federal Government. 

““(f) EVALUATION.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of the America 
Competes Reauthorization Act of 2015, the 
Secretary shall enter into a contract with an 
independent entity, such as the National 
Academy of Sciences, to conduct an evalua- 
tion of the program established under sub- 
section (a). 

“(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The 
shall— 

““(A) assess whether the program is achiev- 
ing its goals; 

““(B) include any recommendations for how 
the program may be improved; and 

“(C) include a recommendation as to 
whether the program should be continued or 
terminated. 

““(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“(1) the term ‘State’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 3 of the Public 
Works and Economic Development Act of 
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3122); and 

“*(2) the term ‘commercialization’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 9(e)(10) 
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
638(e)(10)). 

‘(h) DURATION.—Each award shall be for a 
5-year period. 

““(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
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the Secretary $50,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2018 to carry out this sec- 
tion.”. 
TITLE VI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Subtitle A—Office of Science 
SEC. 601. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Depart- 
ment of Energy Office of Science Authoriza- 
tion Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 602. DEFINITIONS. 

Except as otherwise provided, in this sub- 
title: 

(1) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Energy. 

(2) DIRECTOR.—The term “Director” means 
the Director of the Office of Science. 

(3) OFFICE OF SCIENCE.—The term “Office of 
Science” means the Department of Energy 
Office of Science. 

(4) UNDER SECRETARY.—The term “Under 
Secretary” means the Under Secretary for 
Science and Energy. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term 
means the Secretary of Energy. 
SEC. 603. MISSION OF THE OFFICE OF SCIENCE. 

Section 209 of the Department of Energy 
Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7139) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

““(c) MISSION.—The mission of the Office of 
Science shall be the delivery of scientific dis- 
coveries, capabilities, and major scientific 
tools to transform the understanding of na- 
ture and to advance the energy, economic, 
and national security of the United States. 

““(d) DUTIES.—In support of this mission, 
the Director shall carry out programs, in- 
cluding those in basic energy sciences, bio- 
logical and environmental research, ad- 
vanced scientific computing research, fusion 
energy sciences, high energy physics, and nu- 
clear physics, through activities focused on— 

““(1) Science for Discovery to unravel na- 
ture's mysteries through activities which 
range from the study of subatomic particles, 
atoms, and molecules that make up the ma- 
terials of our everyday world to the study of 
DNA, proteins, cells, and entire biological 
systems; 

“*(2) Science for National Need by— 

“(A) advancing a clean energy agenda 
through research on energy production, stor- 
age, transmission, efficiency, and use; and 

“(B) advancing our understanding of the 
Earth and its climate through research in at- 
mospheric and environmental sciences and 
climate change; and 

“(3) National Scientific User Facilities to 
deliver the 21st century tools of science, en- 
gineering, and technology and provide the 
Nation’s researchers with the most advanced 
tools of modern science including accelera- 
tors, colliders, supercomputers, light sources 
and neutron sources, and facilities for study- 
ing complex molecular systems and the 
nanoworld. 

““(e) SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES.—The activi- 
ties described in subsection (d) shall include 
providing for relevant facilities and infra- 
structure, programmatic analysis, inter- 
agency coordination, and workforce develop- 
ment and outreach activities. 

“(f) USER FACILITIES.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry 
out the construction, operation, and mainte- 
nance of user facilities, including under- 
ground research facilities, to support the ac- 
tivities described in subsection (d). As prac- 
ticable, these facilities shall serve the needs 
of the Department, industry, the academic 
community, and other relevant entities for 
the purposes of advancing the missions of 
the Department. 

“*(2) COORDINATION WITH OTHER FEDERAL 
AGENCIES.—The Director may form partner- 
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ships to enhance the utilization of and en- 
sure access to user facilities, including un- 
derground research facilities, by other Fed- 
eral agencies. 

““(g) OTHER AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—In ad- 
dition to the activities authorized under the 
Department of Energy Office of Science Au- 
thorization Act of 2015, the Office of Science 
shall carry out other such activities as it is 
authorized or required to carry out by law. 

“(h) COORDINATION AND JOINT ACTIVITIES 
WITH OTHER DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY PRO- 
GRAMS.—The Under Secretary shall ensure 
the coordination of activities under the De- 
partment of Energy Office of Science Au- 
thorization Act of 2015 with the other activi- 
ties of the Department, and shall support 
joint activities among the programs of the 
Department. 

““(i) DOMESTIC MANUFACTURING CAPABILITY 
FOR OFFICE OF SCIENCE FACILITIES REPORT.— 
Not later than one year after the date of en- 
actment of the Department of Energy Office 
of Science Authorization Act of 2015, the 
Secretary shall transmit a report to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources of the Senate. The report shall— 

““(1) assess the current ability of domestic 
manufacturers to meet the procurement re- 
quirements for major ongoing projects fund- 
ed by the Office of Science, including a cal- 
culation of the percentage of equipment ac- 
quired from domestic manufacturers for this 
purpose; and 

“*(2) identify steps that can be taken by the 
Federal Government and by private industry 
to increase the capability of domestic manu- 
facturers to meet procurement requirements 
of the Office of Science for major projects.”. 
SEC. 604. BASIC ENERGY SCIENCES PROGRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM.—As part of the activities au- 
thorized under the amendment made by sec- 
tion 603, the Director shall carry out a pro- 
gram in basic energy sciences, including ma- 
terials sciences and engineering, chemical 
sciences, physical biosciences, and geo- 
sciences, for the purpose of providing the sci- 
entific foundations for new energy tech- 
nologies and addressing scientific grand 
challenges. 

(b) BASIC ENERGY SCIENCES USER FACILI- 
TIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry 
out a subprogram to support and oversee the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of 
national user facilities that support the pro- 
gram under this section. As practicable, 
these facilities shall serve the needs of the 
Department, industry, the academic commu- 
nity, and other relevant entities to create 
and examine new materials and chemical 
processes for the purposes of advancing new 
energy technologies and improving the com- 
petitiveness of the United States. These fa- 
cilities shall include— 

(A) x-ray light sources; 

(B) neutron sources; 

(C) nanoscale science research centers; and 

(D) other facilities the Director considers 
appropriate, consistent with section 209(f) of 
the Department of Energy Organization Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7139(f)). 

(2) FACILITY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.— 
The Director shall carry out research and de- 
velopment on advanced accelerator and stor- 
age ring technologies relevant to the Basic 
Energy Sciences user facilities, in consulta- 
tion with the Office of Science’s High Energy 
Physics and Nuclear Physics programs. 

(3) FACILITY CONSTRUCTION AND UP- 
GRADES.—Consistent with the Office of 
Science’s project management practices, the 
Director shall support construction of— 
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(A) an upgrade of the Advanced Photon 
Source to optimize and enhance beam 
brightness; 

(B) a Second Target Station at the Spall- 
ation Neutron Source to double user capac- 
ity and expand the suite of instruments to 
meet new scientific challenges; 

(C) the Linac Coherent Light Source II to 
expand the x-ray wavelength range, incor- 
porate high repetition rate operation for soft 
and medium energy x-rays, and increase user 
capacity of the Linac Coherent Light Source; 
and 

(D) an upgrade to the Advanced Light 
Source to improve brightness and perform- 
ance. 

(c) ENERGY FRONTIER RESEARCH CENTERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry 
out a program to provide awards, on a com- 
petitive, merit-reviewed basis, to multi-in- 
stitutional collaborations or other appro- 
priate entities to conduct fundamental and 
use-inspired energy research to accelerate 
scientific breakthroughs related to needs 
identified in— 

(A) the Grand Challenges report of the De- 
partment’s Basic Energy Sciences Advisory 
Committee; 

(B) the report of the Department’s Basic 
Energy Sciences Advisory Committee enti- 
tled “From Quanta to the Continuum: Op- 
portunities for Mesoscale Science”; 

(C) the Basic Energy Sciences Basic Re- 
search Needs workshop report; or 

(D) other relevant reports identified by the 
Director. 

(2) COLLABORATIONS.—A collaboration re- 
ceiving an award under this subsection may 
include multiple types of institutions and 
private sector entities. 

(3) SELECTION AND DURATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A collaboration under 
this subsection shall be selected for a period 
of 5 years. An Energy Frontier Research Cen- 
ter already in existence and supported by the 
Director on the date of enactment of this 
Act may continue to receive support for a 
period of 5 years beginning on the date of es- 
tablishment of that center. 

(B) REAPPLICATION.—After the end of the 
period described in subparagraph (A), an 
awardee may reapply for selection for a sec- 
ond period of 5 years on a competitive, 
merit-reviewed basis. 

(C) TERMINATION.—Consistent with the ex- 
isting authorities of the Department, the Di- 
rector may terminate an underperforming 
center for cause during the performance pe- 
riod. 

(4) NO FUNDING FOR CONSTRUCTION.—No 
funding provided pursuant to this subsection 
may be used for the construction of new 
buildines or facilities. 

SEC. 605. BIOLOGICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RE- 
SEARCH. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the activities 
authorized under section 209 of the Depart- 
ment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7139), and coordinated with the activities au- 
thorized under section 604 and section 606, 
the Director shall carry out a program of re- 
search and development in the areas of bio- 
logical systems science and climate and en- 
vironmental science, including subsurface 
science, to support the energy and environ- 
mental missions of the Department. 

(b) BIOLOGICAL SYSTEMS SCIENCE ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

(1) ACTIVITIES.—As part of the activities 
authorized under subsection (a), the Director 
shall carry out research and development ac- 
tivities in fundamental, structural, com- 
putational, and systems biology to increase 
systems-level understanding of the complex 
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biological systems, which shall include ac- 
tivities to— 

(A) accelerate breakthroughs and new 
knowledge that will enable cost-effective 
sustainable production of— 

(i) biomass-based liquid transportation 
fuels; 

(ii) bioenergy; and 

(iii) biobased materials; 

(B) improve understanding of the global 
carbon cycle, including processes for remov- 
ing carbon dioxide from the atmosphere, 
through photosynthesis and other biological 
processes, for sequestration and storage; and 

(C) understand the biological mechanisms 
used to transform, immobilize, or remove 
contaminants from subsurface environments. 

(2) BIOENERGY RESEARCH CENTERS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out activities 
under paragraph (1), the Director shall sup- 
port at least 3 bioenergy research centers to 
accelerate advanced research and develop- 
ment of biomass-based liquid transportation 
fuels, bioenergy, or biobased materials that 
are produced from a variety of regionally di- 
verse feedstocks. 

(B) SELECTION AND DURATION.—A center es- 
tablished under subparagraph (A) shall be se- 
lected on a competitive, merit-reviewed 
basis for a period of 5 years beginning on the 
date of establishment of that center. A cen- 
ter already in existence on the date of enact- 
ment of this Act may continue to receive 
support for a period of 5 years beginning on 
the date of establishment of that center. 

(C) RENEWAL.—After the end of the period 
described in subparagraph (B), an awardee 
may apply for a second period of 5 years on 
a merit-reviewed basis. 

(D) TERMINATION.—Consistent with the ex- 
isting authorities of the Department, the Di- 
rector may terminate an underperforming 
center for cause during the performance pe- 
riod. 

(3) LOW DOSE RADIATION RESEARCH PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry 
out a research program on low dose radi- 
ation. The purpose of the program is to en- 
hance the scientific understanding of and re- 
duce uncertainties associated with the ef- 
fects of exposure to low dose radiation in 
order to inform improved risk management 
methods. 

(B) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term “low dose radiation” means a radiation 
dose of less than 100 millisieverts. 

(C) STUDY.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc- 
tor shall enter into an agreement with the 
National Academies to conduct a study as- 
sessing the current status and development 
of a long-term strategy for low dose radi- 
ation research. The study shall be conducted 
in coordination with Federal agencies that 
perform ionizing radiation effects research. 

(D) CONTENTS.—The study performed under 
subparagraph (C) shall— 

(i) identify current scientific challenges for 
understanding the long-term effects of ion- 
izing radiation; 

(ii) assess the status of current low dose 
radiation research in the United States and 
internationally; 

(iii) formulate overall scientific goals for 
the future of low-dose radiation research in 
the United States; 

(iv) recommend a long-term strategic and 
prioritized research agenda to address sci- 
entific research goals for overcoming the 
identified scientific challenges in coordina- 
tion with other research efforts; 

(v) define the essential components of a re- 
search program that would address this re- 
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search agenda within the universities and 
the National Laboratories; and 

(vi) assess the cost-benefit effectiveness of 
such a program. 

(E) 5-YEAR RESEARCH PLAN.—Not later than 
90 days after the completion of the assess- 
ment performed under subparagraph (C), the 
Secretary shall deliver to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
a five-year research plan that responds to 
the assessment’s findings and recommenda- 
tions and identifies and prioritizes research 
needs. 

(4) REPEAL.—Section 977 of the Energy Pol- 
icy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16317) is repealed. 

(c) CLIMATE AND ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE 
ACTIVITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As part of the activities 
authorized under subsection (a), and in co- 
ordination with activities carried out under 
subsection (b), the Director shall carry out 
climate and environmental science research, 
which shall include activities to— 

(A) understand, observe, and model the re- 
sponse of Earth’s atmosphere and biosphere 
to increased concentrations of greenhouse 
gas emissions and any associated changes in 
climate; 

(B) understand the processes for immo- 
bilization, or removal of, and understand the 
movement of, energy production-derived 
contaminants such as radionuclides and 
heavy metals, and understand the process of 
sequestration and transformation of carbon 
dioxide in subsurface environments; and 

(C) inform potential mitigation and adap- 
tation options for increased concentrations 
of greenhouse gas emissions and any associ- 
ated changes in climate. 

(2) SUBSURFACE BIOGEOCHEMICAL 
SEARCH.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—As part of the activities 
described in paragraph (1), the Director shall 
carry out research to advance a fundamental 
understanding of coupled physical, chemical, 
and biological processes for controlling the 
movement of sequestered carbon and sub- 
surface environmental contaminants. 

(B) COORDINATION.— 

(i) DIRECTOR.—The Director shall carry out 
activities under this paragraph in accord- 
ance with priorities established by the Under 
Secretary to support and accelerate the de- 
contamination of relevant facilities managed 
by the Department. 

(ii) UNDER SECRETARY.—The Under Sec- 
retary shall ensure the coordination of ac- 
tivities of the Department, including activi- 
ties under this paragraph, to support and ac- 
celerate the decontamination of relevant fa- 
cilities managed by the Department. 

(3) CLIMATE AND EARTH MODELING.—As part 
of the activities described in paragraph (1), 
the Director, in collaboration with the Ad- 
vanced Scientific Computing Research pro- 
gram described in section 606, shall carry out 
research to develop, evaluate, and use high- 
resolution regional climate, global climate, 
and Earth models to inform decisions on re- 
ducing the impacts of a changing climate. 
Such modeling shall include, among other 
critical elements, greenhouse gas emissions, 
land use, and interaction among human and 
Earth systems. 

SEC. 606. ADVANCED SCIENTIFIC COMPUTING RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the activities 
authorized under section 209 of the Depart- 
ment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7139), the Director shall carry out a research, 
development, demonstration, and commer- 
cial application program to advance com- 
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putational and networking capabilities for 
data-driven discovery and to analyze, model, 
simulate, and predict complex phenomena 
relevant to the development of new energy 
technologies and the competitiveness of the 
United States. 

(b) COORDINATION.—The Under Secretary 
shall ensure the coordination of the activi- 
ties of the Department, including activities 
under this section, to determine and meet 
the computational and networking research 
and facility needs of the Office of Science 
and all other relevant energy technology and 
energy efficiency programs within the De- 
partment. 

(c) RESEARCH TO SUPPORT ENERGY APPLICA- 
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As part of the activities 
authorized under subsection (a), the program 
shall support research in high-performance 
computing and networking relevant to en- 
ergy applications including modeling, sim- 
ulation, and advanced data analytics for 
basic and applied energy research programs 
carried out by the Secretary. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall transmit to the Congress a plan 
to integrate and leverage the expertise and 
capabilities of the program described in sub- 
section (a), as well as other relevant com- 
putational and networking research pro- 
grams and resources supported by the Fed- 
eral Government, to advance the missions of 
the Department’s applied energy and energy 
efficiency programs. 

(d) APPLIED MATHEMATICS AND SOFTWARE 
DEVELOPMENT FOR HIGH-END COMPUTING SYS- 
TEMS.—The Director shall carry out activi- 
ties to develop, test, and support mathe- 
matics, models, and algorithms for complex 
systems, as well as programming environ- 
ments, tools, languages, and operating sys- 
tems for high-end computing systems (as de- 
fined in section 2 of the Department of En- 
ergy High-End Computing Revitalization Act 
of 2004 (15 U.S.C. 5541)). 

(e) EXASCALE COMPUTING PROGRAM.—Sec- 
tion 3 of the Department of Energy High-End 
Computing Revitalization Act of 2004 (15 
U.S.C. 5542) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘pro- 
gram” and inserting ‘‘coordinated program 
across the Department”; 

(B) by striking “and” at the end of para- 
graph (1); 

(C) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (2) and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(3) partner with universities, National 
Laboratories, and industry to ensure the 
broadest possible application of the tech- 
nology developed in this program to other 
challenges in science, engineering, medicine, 
and industry.””; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘vec- 
tor” and all that follows through ‘‘architec- 
tures” and inserting ‘‘computer technologies 
that show promise of substantial reductions 
in power requirements and substantial gains 
in parallelism of multicore processors, con- 
currency, memory and storage, bandwidth, 
and reliability”; and 

(3) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

““(d) EXASCALE COMPUTING PROGRAM.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct a coordinated research program to de- 
velop exascale computing systems to ad- 
vance the missions of the Department. 

(2) EXECUTION.—The Secretary shall, 
through competitive merit review, establish 
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two or more National Laboratory-industry- 
university partnerships to conduct inte- 
grated research, development, and engineer- 
ing of multiple exascale architectures, and— 

““(A) conduct mission-related co-design ac- 
tivities in developing such exascale plat- 
forms; 

““(B) develop those advancements in hard- 
ware and software technology required to 
fully realize the potential of an exascale pro- 
duction system in addressing Department 
target applications and solving scientific 
problems involving predictive modeling and 
simulation and large-scale data analytics 
and management; and 

““(C) explore the use of exascale computing 
technologies to advance a broad range of 
science and engineering. 

(3) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out this 
program, the Secretary shall— 

““(A) provide, on a competitive, merit-re- 
viewed basis, access for researchers in United 
States industry, institutions of higher edu- 
cation, National Laboratories, and other 
Federal agencies to these exascale systems, 
as appropriate; and 

““(B) conduct outreach programs to in- 
crease the readiness for the use of such plat- 
forms by domestic industries, including 
manufacturers. 

‘*(4) REPORTS.— 

‘(A) INTEGRATED STRATEGY AND PROGRAM 
MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The Secretary shall 
submit to Congress, not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of the Depart- 
ment of Energy Office of Science Authoriza- 
tion Act of 2015, a report outlining an inte- 
grated strategy and program management 
plan, including target dates for prototypical 
and production exascale platforms, interim 
milestones to reaching these targets, func- 
tional requirements, roles and responsibil- 
ities of National Laboratories and industry, 
acquisition strategy, and estimated re- 
sources required, to achieve this exascale 
system capability. The report shall include 
the Secretary’s plan for Departmental orga- 
nization to manage and execute the Exascale 
Computing Program, including definition of 
the roles and responsibilities within the De- 
partment to ensure an integrated program 
across the Department. The report shall also 
include a plan for ensuring balance and 
prioritizing across ASCR subprograms in a 
flat or slow-growth budget environment. 

“(B) STATUS REPORTS.—At the time of the 
budget submission of the Department for 
each fiscal year, the Secretary shall submit 
a report to Congress that describes the sta- 
tus of milestones and costs in achieving the 
Objectives of the exascale computing pro- 
gram. 

““(C) EXASCALE MERIT REPORT.—At least 18 
months prior to the initiation of construc- 
tion or installation of any exascale-class 
computing facility, the Secretary shall 
transmit a plan to the Congress detailing— 

““(i) the proposed facility’s cost projections 
and capabilities to significantly accelerate 
the development of new energy technologies; 

“(ii) technical risks and challenges that 
must be overcome to achieve successful com- 
pletion and operation of the facility; and 

““(iii) an independent assessment of the sci- 
entific and technological advances expected 
from such a facility relative to those ex- 
pected from a comparable investment in ex- 
panded research and applications at 
terascale-class and petascale-class com- 
puting facilities, including an evaluation of 
where investments should be made in the 
system software and algorithms to enable 
these advances.”. 

(£) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the Depart- 
ment of Energy High-End Computing Revi- 
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talization Act of 2004 (15 U.S.C. 5541) is 
amended by striking paragraphs (1) through 
(5) and inserting the following: 

““(1) CO-DESIGN.—The term  “'co-design” 
means the joint development of application 
algorithms, models, and codes with computer 
technology architectures and operating sys- 
tems to maximize effective use of high-end 
computing systems. 

‘(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘Department’ 
means the Department of Energy. 

**(3) EXASCALE.—The term ‘exascale’ means 
computing system performance at or near 10 
to the 18th power floating point operations 
per second. 

““(4) HIGH-END COMPUTING SYSTEM.—The 
term ‘high-end computing system’ means a 
computing system with performance that 
substantially exceeds that of systems that 
are commonly available for advanced sci- 
entific and engineering applications. 

““(5) LEADERSHIP SYSTEM.—The term ‘Lead- 
ership System’ means a high-end computing 
system that is among the most advanced in 
the world in terms of performance in solving 
scientific and engineering problems. 

““(6) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.— 
The term ‘institution of higher education’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 2 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
15801). 

““(T) NATIONAL LABORATORY.—The term ‘Na- 
tional Laboratory’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 2 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15801). 

“(8) SECRETARY.—The term 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

““(9) SOFTWARE TECHNOLOGY.—The term 
‘software technology’ includes optimal algo- 
rithms, programming environments, tools, 
languages, and operating systems for high- 
end computing systems.”. 

SEC. 607. FUSION ENERGY RESEARCH. 

(a) PROGRAM.—As part of the activities au- 
thorized under section 209 of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7139) 
and section 972 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16312), the Director shall carry 
out a fusion energy sciences research and en- 
abling technology development program to 
effectively address the scientific and engi- 
neering challenges to building a cost-com- 
petitive fusion power plant and to establish 
a competitive fusion power industry in the 
United States. As part of this program, the 
Director shall carry out research activities 
to expand the fundamental understandings of 
plasmas and matter at very high tempera- 
tures and densities for fusion applications 
and for other plasma science applications. 

(b) TOKAMAK RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As part of the program de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Director shall 
support research and development activities 
and facility operations to— 

(A) optimize the tokamak approach to fu- 
sion energy; and 

(B) determine the viability of the tokamak 
approach to fusion energy to lead to a com- 
mercial fusion power plant. 

(2) ITER.— 

(A) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Director shall 
coordinate and carry out the responsibilities 
of the United States with respect to the 
ITER international fusion project pursuant 
to the Agreement on the Establishment of 
the International Fusion Energy Organiza- 
tion for the Joint Implementation of the 
ITER Project. 

(B) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to Congress a report pro- 
viding an assessment of— 
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(i) the most recent schedule for ITER that 
has been approved by the ITER Council; and 

(ii) progress of the ITER Council and the 
ITER Director-General toward implementa- 
tion of the recommendations of the Third Bi- 
ennial International Organization Manage- 
ment Assessment Report. 

(C) FAIRNESS IN COMPETITION FOR SOLICITA- 
TIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL PROJECT ACTIVI- 
TIES.—Section 33 of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2053) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: ‘‘For purposes of 
this section, with respect to international 
research projects, the term ‘private facilities 
or laboratories’ shall refer to facilities or 
laboratories located in the United States.”. 

(D) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should sup- 
port a robust, diverse program in addition to 
meeting its commitments to ITER. It is fur- 
ther the sense of Congress that developing 
the scientific basis for fusion, providing re- 
search results key to the success of ITER, 
and training the next generation of fusion 
scientists are of critical importance to the 
United States and should in no way be di- 
minished by participation of the United 
States in the ITER project. 


(c) INERTIAL FUSION ENERGY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.—The Secretary 
shall carry out a program of research and 
technology development in inertial fusion 
for energy applications, including ion beam, 
laser, and pulsed power fusion systems. 


(d) ALTERNATIVE AND ENABLING CON- 
CEPTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As part of the program de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Director shall 
support research and development activities 
and facility operations at United States uni- 
versities, national laboratories, and private 
facilities for a portfolio of alternative and 
enabling fusion energy concepts that may 
provide solutions to significant challenges to 
the establishment of a commercial magnetic 
fusion power plant, prioritized based on the 
ability of the United States to play a leader- 
ship role in the international fusion research 
community. Fusion energy concepts and ac- 
tivities explored under this paragraph may 
include— 

(A) high magnetic field approaches facili- 
tated by high temperature superconductors; 

(B) advanced stellarator concepts; 

(C) non-tokamak confinement configura- 
tions operating at low magnetic fields; 

(D) magnetized target fusion energy con- 
cepts; 

(E) liquid metals to address issues associ- 
ated with fusion plasma interactions with 
the inner wall of the encasing device; 

(F) immersion blankets for heat manage- 
ment and fuel breeding; 

(G) advanced scientific computing activi- 
ties: and 

(H) other promising fusion energy concepts 
identified by the Director. 

(2) COORDINATION WITH ARPA-E.—The Under 
Secretary and the Director shall coordinate 
with the Director of the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency-Energy (in this paragraph 
referred to as “ARPA-E””) to— 

(A) assess the potential for any fusion en- 
ergy project supported by ARPA-E to rep- 
resent a promising approach to a commer- 
cially viable fusion power plant; 

(B) determine whether the results of any 
fusion energy project supported by ARPA-E 
merit the support of follow-on research ac- 
tivities carried out by the Office of Science; 
and 

(C) avoid unintentional duplication of ac- 
tivities. 
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(e) FUSION MATERIALS RESEARCH AND DE- 
VELOPMENT.—As part of the activities au- 
thorized in section 978 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16318), the Director, in 
coordination with the Assistant Secretary 
for Nuclear Energy of the Department, shall 
carry out research and development activi- 
ties to identify, characterize, and create ma- 
terials that can endure the neutron, plasma, 
and heat fluxes expected in a commercial fu- 
sion power plant. As part of the activities 
authorized under subsection (g), the Sec- 
retary shall— 

(1) provide an assessment of the need for a 
facility or facilities that can examine and 
test potential fusion and next generation fis- 
sion reactor materials and other enabling 
technologies relevant to the development of 
commercial fusion power plants; and 

(2) provide an assessment of whether a sin- 
gle new facility that substantially addresses 
magnetic fusion, inertial fusion, and next 
generation fission materials research needs 
is feasible, in conjunction with the expected 
capabilities of facilities operational at the 
time of this assessment. 

(f) GENERAL PLASMA SCIENCE AND APPLICA- 
TIONS.—Not later than 2 years after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
provide to Congress an assessment of oppor- 
tunities in which the United States can pro- 
vide world-leading contributions to advanc- 
ing plasma science and non-fusion energy ap- 
plications, and identify opportunities for 
partnering with other Federal agencies both 
within and outside of the Department of En- 
ergy. 

(g) IDENTIFICATION OF PRIORITIES.— 

(1) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall transmit to Congress a report on 
the Department’s proposed fusion energy re- 
search and development activities over the 
following 10 years under at least 3 realistic 
budget scenarios, including a scenario based 
on 3 percent annual growth in the non-ITER 
portion of the budget for fusion energy re- 
search and development activities. The re- 
port shall— 

(A) identify specific areas of fusion energy 
research and enabling technology develop- 
ment in which the United States can and 
should establish or solidify a lead in the 
global fusion energy development effort; 

(B) identify priorities for initiation of fa- 
cility construction and facility decommis- 
sioning under each of those scenarios; 

(C) provide a roadmap addressing critical 
scientific challenges to ensure that within 10 
years after the date of enactment of this Act 
there is sufficient basis to justify and moti- 
vate the initiation of an applied fusion en- 
ergy development program; and 

(D) assess the ability of the United States 
fusion workforce to carry out the activities 
identified in subparagraphs (A) through (C), 
including the adequacy of college and uni- 
versity programs to train the leaders and 
workers of the next generation of fusion en- 
ergy researchers. 

(2) PROCESS.—In order to develop the re- 
port required under paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary shall leverage best practices and les- 
sons learned from the process used to de- 
velop the most recent report of the Particle 
Physics Project Prioritization Panel of the 
High Energy Physics Advisory Panel. No 
member of the Fusion Energy Sciences Advi- 
sory Committee shall be excluded from par- 
ticipating in developing or voting on final 
approval of the report required under para- 
graph (1). 

SEC. 608. HIGH ENERGY PHYSICS PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the activities 

authorized under section 209 of the Depart- 
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ment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 
7139), the Director shall carry out a research 
program on the elementary constituents of 
matter and energy and the nature of space 
and time. 

(b) ENERGY FRONTIER RESEARCH.—AS part 
of the program described in subsection (a), 
the Director shall carry out research using 
high energy accelerators and advanced de- 
tectors to create and study interactions of 
novel particles and investigate fundamental 
forces. 

(c) NEUTRINO RESEARCH.—As part of the 
program described in subsection (a), the Di- 
rector shall carry out research activities on 
rare decay processes and the nature of the 
neutrino, which may include collaborations 
with the National Science Foundation or 
international collaborations on relevant re- 
search projects. 

(d) DARK ENERGY AND DARK MATTER RE- 
SEARCH.—As part of the program described in 
subsection (a), the Director shall carry out 
research activities on the nature of dark en- 
ergy and dark matter. These activities shall 
be consistent with the research priorities 
identified by the High Energy Physics Advi- 
sory Panel or the National Academy of 
Sciences, and may include— 

(1) collaborations with the National Aero- 
nautics and Space Administration, the Na- 
tional Science Foundation, or international 
collaborations on relevant research projects; 
and 

(2) the development of space-based, land- 
based, and underground facilities and experi- 
ments. 

(e) FACILITY CONSTRUCTION AND MAJOR 
ITEMS OF EQUIPMENT.—Consistent with the 
Office of Science’s project management prac- 
tices, the Director shall support construc- 
tion or fabrication of— 

(1) an international Long-Baseline Neu- 
trino Facility based in the United States; 

(2) the Muon to Electron Conversion Exper- 
iment; 

(3) Second Generation Dark Matter experi- 
ments; 

(4) the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instru- 
ment; 

(5) the Large Synoptic Survey Telescope 
camera; 

(6) upgrades to components of the Large 
Hadron Collider; and 

(7) other high priority projects rec- 
ommended in the most recent report of the 
Particle Physics Project Prioritization 
Panel of the High Energy Physics Advisory 
Panel. 

(f) ACCELERATOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT.—As part of the program described in 
subsection (a), the Director shall carry out 
research and development in advanced accel- 
erator concepts and technologies, including 
laser technologies, to reduce the necessary 
scope and cost for the next generation of par- 
ticle accelerators, in coordination with the 
Office of Science’s Basic Energy Sciences 
and Nuclear Physics programs. 

(g) INTERNATIONAL COLLABORATION.—The 
Director, as practicable and in coordination 
with other appropriate Federal agencies as 
necessary, shall ensure the access of United 
States researchers to the most advanced ac- 
celerator facilities and research capabilities 
in the world, including the Large Hadron 
Collider. 

SEC. 609. NUCLEAR PHYSICS PROGRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM.—As part of the activities au- 
thorized under section 209 of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7139), 
the Director shall carry out a research pro- 
gram, and support relevant facilities, to dis- 
cover and understand various forms of nu- 
clear matter. 
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(b) FACILITY CONSTRUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with the Office 
of Science's project management practices, 
the Director shall continue to support the 
construction of the Facility for Rare Isotope 
Beams. 

(2) REPEAL.—Section 981 of the Energy Pol- 
icy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16321) is repealed. 

(c) ISOTOPE DEVELOPMENT AND PRODUCTION 
FOR RESEARCH APPLICATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall carry 
out a program for the production of isotopes 
that the Director determines are needed for 
research and applications, including— 

(A) the development of techniques to 
produce isotopes; and 

(B) support for infrastructure required for 
isotope research and production. 

(2) COORDINATION.—In making the deter- 
mination described in paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary shall— 

(A) ensure that isotope production activi- 
ties do not compete with private industry 
unless critical national interests necessitate 
the Federal Government’s involvement; and 

(B) consider any relevant recommenda- 
tions made by Federal advisory committees, 
the National Academies, and interagency 
working groups in which the Department 
participates. 

SEC. 610. SCIENCE LABORATORIES INFRASTRUC- 
TURE PROGRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM.—The Director shall carry out 
a program to improve the safety, efficiency, 
and mission readiness of infrastructure at 
Office of Science laboratories. The program 
shall include projects to— 

(1) renovate or replace space that does not 
meet research needs; 

(2) replace facilities that are no longer cost 
effective to renovate or operate; 

(3) modernize utility systems to prevent 
failures and ensure efficiency; 

(4) remove excess facilities to allow safe 
and efficient operations; and 

(5) construct modern facilities to conduct 
advanced research in controlled environ- 
mental conditions. 

(b) APPROACH.—In carrying out this sec- 
tion, the Director shall utilize all available 
approaches and mechanisms, including cap- 
ital line items, minor construction projects, 
energy savings performance contracts, util- 
ity energy service contracts, alternative fi- 


nancing, and expense funding, as appro- 
priate. 
(c) DEFINITION.—The term ‘Office of 


Science laboratory”? means a subset of Na- 
tional Laboratories as defined in section 2(3) 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
15801) consisting of subparagraphs (A), (B), 
(©), (D), (F), (K), (L), (M), (P), and (Q). 

SEC. 611. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary for the activities of the Office 
of Science— 

(1) $5,339,794,000 for fiscal year 2016; 

(2) $5,606,783,700 for fiscal year 2017; 

(3) $5,887,122,885 for fiscal year 2018; 

(4) $6,181,479,029 for fiscal year 2019; and 

(5) $6,490,552,981 for fiscal year 2020. 

Subtitle B—ARPA-E 
SEC. 621. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the “ARPA- 
E Reauthorization Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 622. ARPA-E AMENDMENTS. 

Section 5012 of the America COMPETES 
Act (42 U.S.C. 16538) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (n) as sub- 
section (o) and inserting after subsection (m) 
the following new subsection: 

““(n) PROTECTION OF PROPRIETARY INFORMA- 
TION.—The following categories of informa- 
tion collected by the Advanced Research 
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Projects Agency-Energy from recipients of 
financial assistance awards shall be consid- 
ered privileged and confidential and not sub- 
ject to disclosure pursuant to section 552 of 
title 5, United States Code: 

““(1) Plans for commercialization of tech- 
nologies developed under the award, includ- 
ing business plans, technology to market 
plans, market studies, and cost and perform- 
ance models. 

“*(2) Investments provided to an awardee 
from third parties, such as venture capital, 
hedge fund, or private equity firms, includ- 
ing amounts and percentage of ownership of 
the awardee provided in return for such in- 
vestments. 

““(3) Additional financial support that the 
awardee plans to invest or has invested into 
the technology developed under the award, 
or that the awardee is seeking from third 
parties. 

“(4) Revenue from the licensing or sale of 
new products or services resulting from the 
research conducted under the award.””; and 

(2) in paragraph (2) of subsection (0), as so 
redesignated by paragraph (1) of this section, 
by— 

(A) striking “and” at the end of subpara- 
graph (D); 

(B) striking the period at the end of sub- 
paragraph (E) and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) adding at the end the following: 

““(F) $325,000,000 for fiscal year 2016; 

““(G) $341,250,000 for fiscal year 2017; 

““(H) $358,312,500 for fiscal year 2018; 

“(D $376,228,125 for fiscal year 2019; and 

““( J) $395,039,531 for fiscal year 2020.”. 

Subtitle C—Energy Innovation 
SEC. 641. ENERGY INNOVATION HUBS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall carry out a program to enhance the Na- 
tion’s economic, environmental, and energy 
security by making awards to consortia for 
establishing and operating Energy Innova- 
tion Hubs to conduct and support, whenever 
practicable at one centralized location, mul- 
tidisciplinary, collaborative research, devel- 
opment, demonstration, and commercial ap- 
plication of advanced energy technologies. 

(2) TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT FOCUS.—The 
Secretary shall designate for each Hub a 
unique advanced energy technology focus. 

(3) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall en- 
sure the coordination of, and avoid unneces- 
sary duplication of, the activities of Hubs 
with those of other Department of Energy 
research entities, including the National 
Laboratories, the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency-Energy, Energy Frontier 
Research Centers, and within industry. 

(b) CONSORTIA.— 

(1) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive 
an award under this section for the estab- 
lishment and operation of a Hub, a consor- 
tium shall— 

(A) be composed of no fewer than 2 quali- 
fying entities; and 

(B) operate subject to an agreement en- 
tered into by its members that documents— 

(i) the proposed partnership agreement, in- 
cluding the governance and management 
structure of the Hub; 

(ii) measures to enable cost-effective im- 
plementation of the program under this sec- 
tion; 

(iii) a proposed budget, including financial 
contributions from non-Federal sources; 

(iv) a plan for managing intellectual prop- 
erty rights; and 

(v) an accounting structure that enables 
the Secretary to ensure that the consortium 
has complied with the requirements of this 
section. 
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(2) APPLICATION.—A consortium seeking to 
establish and operate a Hub under this sec- 
tion, acting through a prime applicant, shall 
transmit to the Secretary an application at 
such time, in such form, and accompanied by 
such information as the Secretary shall re- 
quire, including a detailed description of the 
elements of the consortium agreement re- 
quired under paragraph (1)(B). If the consor- 
tium members will not be located at one cen- 
tralized location, such application shall in- 
clude a communications plan that ensures 
close coordination and integration of the 
Hub’s activities. 

(c) SELECTION AND SCHEDULE.—The Sec- 
retary shall select consortia for awards for 
the establishment and operation of Hubs 
through competitive selection processes. In 
selecting consortia, the Secretary shall con- 
sider the information a consortium must dis- 
close according to subsection (b), as well as 
any existing facilities a consortium will pro- 
vide for Hub activities. Awards made to a 
Hub shall be for a period not to exceed 5 
years, after which the award may be re- 
newed, subject to a rigorous merit review. A 
Hub already in existence on the date of en- 
actment of this Act may continue to receive 
support for a period of 5 years beginning on 
the date of establishment of that Hub. 

(d) HUB OPERATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Hub shall conduct or 
provide for multidisciplinary, collaborative 
research, development, demonstration, and, 
where appropriate, commercial application 
of advanced energy technologies within the 
technology development focus designated 
under subsection (a)(2). Each Hub shall— 

(A) encourage collaboration and commu- 
nication among the member qualifying enti- 
ties of the consortium and awardees by con- 
ducting activities whenever practicable at 
one centralized location; 

(B) develop and publish on the Department 
of Energy’s website proposed plans and pro- 
grams; 

(C) submit an annual report to the Sec- 
retary summarizing the Hub's activities, in- 
cluding detailing organizational expendi- 
tures, and describing each project under- 
taken by the Hub; and 

(D) monitor project implementation and 
coordination. 

(2) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 

(A) PROCEDURES.—Hubs shall maintain 
conflict of interest procedures, consistent 
with those of the Department of Energy, to 
ensure that employees and consortia des- 
ignees for Hub activities who are in decision- 
making capacities disclose all material con- 
flicts of interest. 

(B) DISQUALIFICATION AND REVOCATION.— 
The Secretary may disqualify an application 
or revoke funds distributed to a Hub if the 
Secretary discovers a failure to comply with 
conflict of interest procedures established 
under subparagraph (A). 

(3) PROHIBITION ON CONSTRUCTION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—No funds provided pursu- 
ant to this section may be used for construc- 
tion of new buildings or facilities for Hubs. 
Construction of new buildings or facilities 
shall not be considered as part of the non- 
Federal share of a Hub cost-sharing agree- 
ment. 

(B) TEST BED AND RENOVATION EXCEPTION.— 
Nothing in this subsection shall prohibit the 
use of funds provided pursuant to this sec- 
tion, or non-Federal cost share funds, for re- 
search or for the construction of a test bed 
or renovations to existing buildings or facili- 
ties for the purposes of research if the Sec- 
retary determines that the test bed or ren- 
ovations are limited to a scope and scale 
necessary for the research to be conducted. 
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(e) TERMINATION.—Consistent with the ex- 
isting authorities of the Department, the 
Secretary may terminate an underper- 
forming Hub for cause during the perform- 
ance period. 

(£) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion: 

(1) ADVANCED ENERGY TECHNOLOGY.—The 
term “advanced energy technology” means— 

(A) an innovative technology— 

(i) that produces energy from solar, wind, 
geothermal, biomass, tidal, wave, ocean, or 
other renewable energy resources; 

(ii) that produces nuclear energy; 

(iii) for carbon capture and sequestration; 

(iv) that enables advanced vehicles, vehicle 
components, and related technologies that 
result in significant energy savings; 

(v) that generates, transmits, distributes, 
utilizes, or stores energy more efficiently 
than conventional technologies, including 
through Smart Grid technologies; or 

(vi) that enhances the energy independence 
and security of the United States by ena- 
bling improved or expanded supply and pro- 
duction of domestic energy resources, in- 
cluding coal, oil, and natural gas; 

(B) research, development, demonstration, 
and commercial application activities nec- 
essary to ensure the long-term, secure, and 
sustainable supply of energy critical ele- 
ments; or 

(C) another innovative energy technology 
area identified by the Secretary. 

(2) ENERGY CRITICAL ELEMENT.—The term 
“energy critical element”? means any of a 
class of chemical elements that have a high 
risk of a supply disruption and are critical to 
one or more new, energy-related tech- 
nologies such that a shortage of such ele- 
ment would significantly inhibit large-scale 
deployment of technologies that produce, 
transmit, store, or conserve energy. 

(3) HuB.—The term “Hub” means an En- 
ergy Innovation Hub established or oper- 
ating in accordance with this section, includ- 
ing any Energy Innovation Hub existing as 
of the date of enactment of this Act. 

(4) QUALIFYING ENTITY.—The term “quali- 
fying entity”? means— 

(A) an institution of higher education; 

(B) an appropriate State or Federal entity, 
including the Department of Energy Feder- 
ally Funded Research and Development Cen- 
ters; 

(C) a nongovernmental organization with 
expertise in advanced energy technology re- 
search, development, demonstration, or com- 
mercial application; or 

(D) any other relevant entity the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

SEC. 642. PARTICIPATION IN THE INNOVATION 
CORPS PROGRAM. 

(a) AGREEMENT.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall enter into an agreement with the Di- 
rector of the National Science Foundation to 
enable researchers funded by the Department 
of Energy to participate in the Innovation 
Corps program authorized by section 307. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary of En- 
ergy may also establish a Department of En- 
ergy Innovation Corps program, modeled 
after the National Science Foundation Inno- 
vation Corps program, to incorporate experts 
from the Department of Energy National 
Laboratories in the training curriculum of 
the program. 

SEC. 643. TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter, the Secretary of Energy 
shall transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Energy 
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and Natural Resources of the Senate a report 
which shall include— 

(1) an assessment of the Department’s cur- 
rent ability to carry out the goals of section 
1001 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16391), including an assessment of the 
role and effectiveness of the Director of the 
Office of Technology Transitions; and 

(2) recommended departmental policy 
changes and legislative changes to section 
1001 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 
U.S.C. 16391) to improve the Department’s 
ability to successfully transfer new energy 
technologies to the private sector. 

(b) AMENDMENTS.—Section 1001 of the En- 
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16391) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘for com- 
mercial purposes” and inserting “of any sort 
for commercial purposes, including energy 
technologies not currently supported by the 
Department of Energy”; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) 
as subsections (h) and (i), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing new subsections: 

“(f) AGREEMENTS FOR COMMERCIALIZING 
TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
carry out the Agreements for Commer- 
cializing Technology pilot program of the 
Department, as announced by the Secretary 
on December 8, 2011, in accordance with this 
subsection. 

“*(2) TERMS.—Each agreement entered into 
pursuant to the pilot program referred to in 
paragraph (1) shall provide to the contractor 
of the applicable National Laboratory, to the 
maximum extent determined to be appro- 
priate by the Secretary, increased authority 
to negotiate contract terms, such as intellec- 
tual property rights, payment structures, 
performance guarantees, and multiparty col- 
laborations. 

““(3) ELIGIBILITY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any director of a Na- 
tional Laboratory may enter into an agree- 
ment pursuant to the pilot program referred 
to in paragraph (1). 

““(B) AGREEMENTS WITH NON-FEDERAL ENTI- 
TIES.—To carry out subparagraph (A) and 
subject to subparagraph (C), the Secretary 
shall permit the directors of the National 
Laboratories to execute agreements with a 
non-Federal entity, including a non-Federal 
entity already receiving Federal funding 
that will be used to support activities under 
agreements executed pursuant to subpara- 
graph (A), provided that such funding is sole- 
ly used to carry out the purposes of the Fed- 
eral award. 

““(C) RESTRICTION.—The requirements of 
chapter 18 of title 35, United States Code 
(commonly known as the ‘Bayh-Dole Act’) 
shall apply if— 

““(i) the agreement is a funding agreement 
(as that term is defined in section 201 of that 
title); and 

““(ii) at least 1 of the parties to the funding 
agreement is eligible to receive rights under 
that chapter. 

‘(4) SUBMISSION TO SECRETARY.—Each af- 
fected director of a National Laboratory 
shall submit to the Secretary, with respect 
to each agreement entered into under this 
subsection— 

“(A) a summary of information relating to 
the relevant project; 

“(B) the total estimated costs of the 
project; 

“(C) estimated commencement and com- 
pletion dates of the project; and 

“(D) other documentation determined to 
be appropriate by the Secretary. 
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““(5) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
require the contractor of the affected Na- 
tional Laboratory to certify that each activ- 
ity carried out under a project for which an 
agreement is entered into under this sub- 
section— 

“(A) is not in direct competition with the 
private sector; and 

“(B) does not present, or minimizes, any 
apparent conflict of interest, and avoids or 
neutralizes any actual conflict of interest, as 
a result of the agreement under this sub- 
section. 

“(6) EXTENSION.—The pilot program re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1) shall be extended 
until October 31, 2017. 

““(T) REPORTS.— 

““(A) OVERALL ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 
60 days after the date described in paragraph 
(6), the Secretary, in coordination with di- 
rectors of the National Laboratories, shall 
submit to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources of the Senate a report that— 

““(i) assesses the overall effectiveness of 
the pilot program referred to in paragraph 
0); 

“Gi) identifies opportunities to improve 
the effectiveness of the pilot program; 

““(iii) assesses the potential for program ac- 
tivities to interfere with the responsibilities 
of the National Laboratories to the Depart- 
ment; and 

““(iv) provides a recommendation regarding 
the future of the pilot program. 

““(B) TRANSPARENCY.—The Secretary, in co- 
ordination with directors of the National 
Laboratories, shall submit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen- 
ate an annual report that accounts for all 
incidences of, and provides a justification 
for, non-Federal entities using funds derived 
from a Federal contract or award to carry 
out agreements pursuant to this subsection. 

““(g) INCLUSION OF TECHNOLOGY MATURATION 
IN AUTHORIZED TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AC- 
TIVITIES.—The Secretary shall permit the di- 
rectors of the National Laboratories to use 
funds authorized to support technology 
transfer, following the standard practices of 
the Department, to carry out technology 
maturation activities to identify and im- 
prove potential commercial application op- 
portunities and demonstrate applications of 
research and technologies arising from Na- 
tional Laboratory activities.”. 

(c) DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY FOR TECH- 
NOLOGY TRANSFER AGREEMENTS.— 

(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall delegate to directors of the National 
Laboratories signature authority for any 
technology transfer agreement with a total 
cost of not more than $500,000, including both 
National Laboratory contributions and the 
project recipient cost share contribution, if 
such an agreement falls within the scope of 
a strategic plan for the National Laboratory 
that has been approved by the Department. 

(2) AGREEMENTS INCLUDED.—The agree- 
ments to which this subsection applies in- 
clude— 

(A) Cooperative Research and Development 
Agreements; and 

(B) non-Federal Work for Others Agree- 
ments. 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF RECORDS.— 

(A) Not later than 7 days after the date on 
which the director of a National Laboratory 
enters into an agreement under this sub- 
section, such director shall submit to the 
Secretary of Energy for monitoring and re- 
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view all records of the National Laboratory 
relating to the agreement. 

(B) Not later than 30 days after the date on 
which the director of a specific National 
Laboratory enters into an agreement under 
this subsection, the Secretary may termi- 
nate the agreement and the authority of any 
director of such National Laboratory to 
enter into agreements under this subsection 
if— 

(i) all records of the National Laboratory 
relating to the agreement have not been 
transmitted to the Secretary in accordance 
with subparagraph (A); or 

(ii) the Secretary determines that this 
agreement is inconsistent with the mission 
of the Department. 

(4) LIMITATION.—This subsection does not 
apply to any agreement with a majority for- 
eign-owned company. 

(5) SUNSET.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—This subsection shall 
apply only during the 4-year period begin- 
ning on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(B) ASSESSMENT.—Not later than the date 
that is 180 days prior to the last day of the 
period described in subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
an assessment of the effectiveness of the au- 
thority provided to the directors of the Na- 
tional Laboratories under this subsection to 
accelerate the development of new tech- 
nologies, and an assessment of any 
incidences of potential misuse of this author- 
ity in the opinion of the Secretary. 


SEC. 644. FUNDING COMPETITIVENESS FOR IN- 
STITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION 
AND OTHER NONPROFIT INSTITU- 
TIONS. 


Section 988(b) of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16352(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Except as 
provided in paragraphs (2) and (3)” and in- 
serting “Except as provided in paragraphs 
(2), (3), and (4)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(4) EXEMPTION FOR INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER 
EDUCATION AND OTHER NONPROFIT INSTITU- 
TIONS.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to a research or development activity 
performed by an institution of higher edu- 
cation or nonprofit institution (as defined in 
section 4 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 
3703). 

‘(B) TERMINATION DATE.—The exemption 
under subparagraph (A) shall apply during 
the 6-year period beginning on the date of 
enactment of this paragraph.”. 


SEC. 645. UNDER SECRETARY FOR SCIENCE AND 
ENERGY. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 202(b) of the De- 
partment of Energy Organization Act (42 
U.S.C. 7132(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking “Under Secretary for 
Science” each place it appears and inserting 
“Under Secretary for Science and Energy””; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (4)— 

(A) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (G), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (G) the 
following: 

“(H) establish appropriate linkages be- 
tween offices under the jurisdiction of the 
Under Secretary; and 
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“(D perform such functions and duties as 
the Secretary shall prescribe, consistent 
with this section.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 3164(b)(1) of the Department of 
Energy Science Education Enhancement Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7381a(b)(1)) is amended by striking 
“Under Secretary for Science” and inserting 
“Under Secretary for Science and Energy”. 

(2) Section 641(h)(2) of the United States 
Energy Storage Competitiveness Act of 2007 
(42 U.S.C. 17231(h)(2)) is amended by striking 
“Under Secretary for Science” and inserting 
“Under Secretary for Science and Energy”. 
SEC. 646. SPECIAL HIRING AUTHORITY FOR SCI- 


ENTIFIC, ENGINEERING, AND 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT PER- 
SONNEL. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Under Secretary 
shall have the authority to— 

(1) make appointments of scientific, engi- 
neering, and professional personnel, without 
regard to civil service laws, to assist the De- 
partment in meeting specific project or re- 
search needs; 

(2) fix the basic pay of any employee ap- 
pointed under this section at a rate to be de- 
termined by the Under Secretary at rates 
not in excess of the Executive Schedule (EX- 
II) without regard to the civil service laws; 
and 

(3) pay any employee appointed under this 
section payments in addition to basic pay, 
except that the total amount of additional 
payments paid to an employee under this 
subsection for any 12-month period shall not 
exceed the least of the following amounts: 

(A) $25,000. 

(B) The amount equal to 25 percent of the 
annual rate of basic pay of that employee. 

(C) The amount of the limitation that is 
applicable for a calendar year under section 
5307(a)(1) of title 5, United States Code. 

(b) TERM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The term of any employee 
appointed under this section shall not exceed 
3 years. 

(2) TERMINATION.—The Under Secretary 
shall have the authority to terminate any 
employee appointed under this section at 
any time based on performance or changing 
project or research needs of the Department. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 271, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON) and a Member opposed each will 
control 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Texas. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, so much of today’s de- 
bate has been about how harmful the 
underlying legislation is for our Nation 
and how it violates every one of the 
principles of the original COMPETES 
bill. I am now pleased to be offering a 
positive way forward in the form of a 
substitute bill cosponsored by every 
Democratic member of the committee 
in addition to the minority leader, Mr. 
HOYER. 

I spoke earlier about the history of 
the COMPETES bill and the principles 
it has embodied since the Rising Above 
the Gathering Storm report set us on 
this path 10 years ago. The substitute 
amendment, which we introduced as 
H.R. 1898, stays true to one of these 
principles. 
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It sets targets that provide for steady 
and sustained real growth in funding 
for our research and development agen- 
cies. It makes a strong statement that 
the U.S. Congress sees funding for re- 
search across all fields of basic re- 
search as a top national priority. It 
does not include false and detrimental 
choices and tradeoffs among different 
fields of science and engineering. It en- 
sures that scientific experts, not politi- 
cians, continue to set priorities for 
funding within and among different 
fields of basic research and for indi- 
vidual grants. 

The principles embodied in my sub- 
stitute amendment continue a pact 
that the Federal Government made 
with our Nation’s great research uni- 
versities following our victory in World 
War II and the onset of the space race 
that led us to the creation of NSF and 
NASA. 

This pact is what has made NSF, the 
National Institute of Standards and 
Technology, or NIST, and the Depart- 
ment of Energy among the world’s 
greatest and most admired research 
agencies. 

Specifically, my amendment fully 
funds these agencies at the fiscal year 
2016 request level and continues to pro- 
vide 5 percent annual increases for 5 
years. This modest investment is al- 
ready a compromise, given the im- 
mense economic return on our basic re- 
search investments. The original Ris- 
ing Above the Gathering Storm report 
called for even greater increases. 

My amendment also reauthorizes and 
fully funds ARPA-E, which was created 
in the 2007 COMPETES Act and has ex- 
ceeded every expectation for creating 
innovative new energy technologies 
and spurring private sector follow-on 
investment. 

In addition, my amendment author- 
izes and funds important innovation 
programs at the Department of Com- 
merce, including an innovation vouch- 
er pilot program that will help small- 
and medium-sized manufacturers 
across the country grow their busi- 
nesses and create new jobs. 

My amendment fully funds the stand- 
ards work of NIST, in addition to their 
work to help accelerate growth in U.S. 
advanced manufacturing. We need to 
bring those manufacturing jobs back 
home, and we need to Make It In Amer- 
ica. NIST is an essential partner in this 
effort. 
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Finally, my amendment takes seri- 
ously the issue of STEM education, in- 
cluding broadening participation in 
STEM. Our STEM language is not just 
senses of Congress about how impor- 
tant STEM is and other filler provi- 
sions. 

Our language directs real important 
policy changes to help ensure that all 
U.S. students and researchers have the 
opportunity to fully develop their tal- 
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ents in STEM and pursue successful 
STEM careers. 

We are facing a demographic impera- 
tive. If we do not find a way to turn 
around the underrepresentation of 
women and minorities in STEM fields, 
our Nation will fall well short of the 
skilled workforce our industries de- 
mand. Our substitute puts our money 
before where our mouth is when it 
comes to STEM and corrects a glaring 
deficit in the underlying legislation. 

I am proud of my work that I have 
done on this committee for many years 
and of the contributions that many of 
my colleagues made to this substitute 
amendment. It truly is a COMPETES 
Reauthorization Act in every way. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to carefully consider the fork 
in the road before us. If you really 
want to do right by this great Nation 
and by our children and our grand- 
children, you will vote for the sub- 
stitute amendment and replace the un- 
derlying legislation with a positive 
path forward. 

This amendment will open the doors 
for innovation and education for our 
Nation’s future. It will not be trade, as 
many have said, that will cause us to 
lose these jobs; it will be our compa- 
nies searching around the world look- 
ing for talent and innovation. 

Look out for America’s future. Vote 
for this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
oppose the gentlewoman’s amendment. 

As I mentioned in my opening re- 
marks, I support a responsible and sus- 
tainable path forward for U.S. science, 
research, and development. We must 
prioritize the areas of basic research to 
ensure future U.S. economic competi- 
tiveness and spur private sector inno- 
vation. 

This amendment ignores the caps set 
by the Budget Control Act, which the 
ranking member herself supported, and 
ignores the tough choices that must be 
made to protect the American taxpayer 
and future generations from more debt. 
It is irresponsible not to adhere to the 
Budget Control Act, which was signed 
into law by President Obama. 

The Budget Control Act was a bipar- 
tisan agreement that 95 Democrats 
voted for, including the ranking mem- 
ber. Now, she wants to ignore that par- 
ticular law. Although many Members 
would like to see the Budget Control 
Act replaced, it is the law of the land, 
and we should abide by it. 

Of course, it is easy just to propose 
more spending, knowing it will sound 
good, even if it is irresponsible and 
against the law. In fiscal year 2016 
alone, this amendment would increase 
spending by $600 million over the cur- 
rent level and the underlying bill. The 
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amendment increases spending on 
later-stage research and technology, 
best done by the private sector. 

Since last Congress, we have worked 
hard to reach an agreement with the 
minority on numerous policy issues, 
and we have accepted many of their 
provisions and ideas to make this bill 
stronger. 

For example, we strengthened STEM 
provisions related to a new advisory 
panel and coordinating office. We also 
included language in support of NIST 
that passed the House floor on a bipar- 
tisan vote last year. 

Also, in title III of the bill are three 
pieces of bipartisan legislation that 
passed the Science Committee by voice 
vote in March. Two of those three 
pieces of legislation were sponsored by 
Democrats. 

I urge my colleagues to support a 
balanced approach of fiscal responsi- 
bility and targeted investments in pri- 
ority science and basic research and 
vote “no” on the Democratic sub- 
stitute. The Democratic substitute ig- 
nores the Budget Control Act and does 
not advance good science in America. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
LIPINSKI). 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank Ms. JOHNSON for yielding. 

I am proud to rise in support of Ms. 
JOHNSON’s amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, and I am also proud to co- 
sponsor H.R. 1898, which contains the 
same language, because this alter- 
native is much more in keeping with 
the principles of the original America 
COMPETES Act. 

Mr. Chairman, in 2007, I served on the 
conference committee that worked out 
the House-Senate compromise on the 
original COMPETES bill. In 2010, I 
wrote the NSF title on the reauthoriza- 
tion. These are two of my proudest mo- 
ments in Congress because those were 
bipartisan bills that set us on a path to 
continue leading the world in scientific 
research and innovation for the next 
generation. 

Sadly, in recent years, we have let 
that progress stall. Make no mistake, 
other nations are continuing to invest 
and are continuing to innovate. If we 
don't come together to send a strong 
message and provide strong support for 
scientific research, America will no 
longer be able to compete. 

The COMPETES bill is an investment 
bill. I understand the threat of our 
enormous Federal debt; but, without 
the types of investments that are made 
in the COMPETES bill, we will not pro- 
mote the economic growth that we 
need to end our deficits and pay down 
our debt. 

Ranking Member JOHNSON's alter- 
native makes those investments. Un- 
like the base bill, it does not make 
drastic cuts to Advanced Research 
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Projects Agency-Energy, which pro- 
motes and funds research and develop- 
ment of advanced energy technologies. 

It does not make drastic cuts to the 
Office of Energy Efficiency and Renew- 
able Energy that invests in high-risk, 
high-value research and development 
in the fields of energy efficiency and 
renewable energy technologies. It 
doesn’t cut the geosciences or make a 
more than 50 percent cut to research in 
the social, behavioral, and economic 
sciences. 

Some might think that last one is 
warranted; but, in the Science Com- 
mittee, we are constantly hearing from 
witnesses about how social science is 
vital to the work going on in other 
fields. Members of Congress have fre- 
quently relied on spectrum auctions, 
developed by NSF social science re- 
search, to raise billions of dollars. 

Social science is perhaps the most 
critical component to preventing cyber 
crimes. Considering that the majority 
of all cyber breaches occur because of 
social factors, like using easy-to-guess 
passwords or clicking on a link in a 
phishing attack, we should want to in- 
crease funding in these areas. 

Mr. Chairman, Ms. JOHNSON’s amend- 
ment provides robust support in all of 
these areas. I agree that the chair- 
man’s bill has gotten better and things 
have been added to the bill which have 
made it a better bill, but still, I think 
there is no question that Ms. JOHNSON’s 
substitute is a much better bill for 
making the types of investments we 
need in scientific research right now if 
we want to make sure that America 
still competes. This is critical to the 
future of our country; this is critical to 
innovation. 

I urge my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BABIN), who is a member of 
the Science, Space, and Technology 
Committee. 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 


opposition to the gentlewoman’s 
amendment. 
The gentlewoman’s amendment 


makes everything a priority so that 
nothing really is. This amendment 
rubberstamps the administration’s 
budget request, which fails to make 
choices, spreading a little bit of re- 
search funding around to try to please 
everyone. 

Compared to the gentlewoman’s pro- 
posal, H.R. 1806 funds 329 more new 
grants in biology next year, 398 more 
new grants in computer science, 457 
more new grants in engineering, and 
955 more new grants in math and the 
physical sciences. 

These are research grants that are 
going to universities and research in- 
stitutions across the country, fueling 
innovation and driving economic com- 
petitiveness in the United States. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, how much time 
do I have remaining? 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Texas has 1% minutes remaining. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute 
to the gentlewoman from Oregon (Ms. 
BONAMICI). 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding. 

I rise today in support of the sub- 
stitute amendment to H.R. 1806 and 
focus on one issue. The underlying bill 
would set a harmful new precedent by 
authorizing funding at the directorate 
level. 

Currently, funding levels for the Na- 
tional Science Foundation for each di- 
rectorate are based on strategic prior- 
ities and science-based recommenda- 
tions from the National Science Board. 
This is how it should be and how it re- 
mains under the substitute amend- 
ment. 

By setting authorization levels ac- 
cording to directorate, this bill would 
limit the flexibility NSF needs to set 
strategic priorities and adapt and cap- 
italize on unanticipated discoveries. 

I share the concerns of many experts 
that the underlying bill would reduce 
authorized funding levels for specific 
directorates: the Directorate for So- 
cial, Behavioral, and Economic 
Sciences and the Directorate for Geo- 
sciences. 

Some of this funding has been used, 
for example, for Oregon State Univer- 
sity to conduct research on ocean 
acidification. It has also been used 
critically to support the work in Or- 
egon to develop our understanding of 
the risks posed by a Cascadia 
subduction zone earthquake. Other ex- 
amples are around the country. 

In summary, the underlying bill di- 
minishes the ability of the National 
Science Foundation to make strategic 
science-based decisions. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting the substitute amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
we are prepared to close, so I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I simply will 
close by saying, aS we have been on 
this floor, we continue to get emails 
and letters from universities and sci- 
entists around this Nation. 

I am not presenting this substitute 
to be funny; I am presenting this sub- 
stitute to take us to the professional 
level that the research brought us 
when we first had America COM- 
PETES. It is not a picking and choos- 
ing; it is a professional approach to 
funding scientific projects. 

If we mean to look out for the future 
of the Nation, as we say we are, this is 
the legislation that will do it. 

I urge everyone to support it, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
the gentlewoman’s amendment ignores 
the law of the land. She and more than 
90 other Democrats supported the 
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Budget Control Act, which was signed 
into law by the President. This amend- 
ment ignores those budget caps. 

I support a responsible and sustain- 
able path forward for U.S. science, re- 
search, and development; but it is nei- 
ther responsible, nor sustainable, to 
spend more and more taxpayer dollars 
and increase the debt that future gen- 
erations will inherit. We must 
prioritize the areas of basic research to 
ensure future economic competitive- 
ness and spur private sector innova- 
tion. 

Since the last Congress, we have 
worked hard to reach an agreement 
with the minority on numerous policy 
issues, but we have been clear since the 
beginning that increases in spending 
need to have reasonable offsets. This 
amendment fails to include any offsets 
and openly ignores the Budget Control 
Act. 

I urge my colleagues to support a 
balanced approach of fiscal responsi- 
bility and targeted investments in pri- 
ority, science, and basic research. Vote 
“no” on the amendment and ‘‘yes’’ on 
the underlying bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BER- 
NICE JOHNSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I demand a re- 
corded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas will be 
postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in part A of House Report 114- 
120 on which further proceedings were 
postponed, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 2 by Ms. EDDIE BER- 
NICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. GRIFFITH of 
Virginia. 

Amendment No. 8 by Mr. LOWENTHAL 
of California. 

Amendment No. 10 by Ms. BONAMICI 
of Oregon. 

Amendment No. 11 by Mr. BEYER of 
Virginia. 

Amendment No. 12 by Ms. EDDIE BER- 
NICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON) on which further 
proceedings were postponed and on 
which the noes prevailed by voice vote. 


The 


redesignate 
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Clerk will 
amendment. 


the 


The Clerk redesignated the amend- 


ment. 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 177, noes 243, 
not voting 12, as follows: 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 


[Roll No. 252] 
AYES—177 


Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 


NOES—243 


Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 


Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
Te 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 

Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
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Denham King (IA) Roe (TN) 
Dent King (NY) Rogers (AL) 
DeSantis Kinzinger (IL) Rogers (KY) 
DesJarlais Kline Rohrabacher 
Diaz-Balart Knight Rokita 
Duffy LaMalfa Rooney (FL) 
Duncan (SC) Lamborn Ros-Lehtinen 
Duncan (TN) Lance Roskam 
Ellmers (NC) Latta Ross 
Emmer (MN) Lipinski 
Farenthold LoBiondo aos 
Fincher Long Royce 
Fitzpatrick Loudermilk Ruppersberger 
Fleischmann Love Russell 
Fleming Lucas 
Flores Luetkemeyer Ryan (WI) 
Forbes Lummis Salmon 
Fortenberry MacArthur Sanford 
Foxx Marchant Scalise 
Franks (AZ) Marino Schrader 
Frelinghuysen Massie Schweikert 
Garamendi McCarthy Scott, Austin 
Garrett McCaul Sensenbrenner 
Gibbs McClintock een 
Gibson McHenry imkus 
Gohmert McKinley Shuster 
Goodlatte McMorris Simpson 
Gosar Rodgers Sinema 
Gowdy McSally Smith (MO) 
Graham Meadows Smith (NE) 
Granger Meehan Smith (NJ) 
Graves (GA) Messer Smith (TX) 
Graves (LA) Mica Stefanik 
Graves (MO) Miller (FL) Stewart 
Griffith Miller (MI) Stutzman 
Grothman Moolenaar Thompson (PA) 
Guinta Mooney (WV) Thornberry 
Guthrie Mullin Tipton 
Hanna Mulvaney Trott 
Hardy Murphy (PA) Turner 
Harper Neugebauer Upton 
Harris Newhouse Valadao 
Hartzler Nugent Wagner 
Heck (NV) Nunes Walberg 
Hensarling Olson Walden 
Herrera Beutler Palazzo Walker 
Hice, Jody B. Palmer Walorski 
Hil Paulsen Walters, Mimi 
Holding Pearce Weber (TX) 
Hudson Perry Webster (FL) 
Huelskamp Peterson 
Huizenga (MI) Pittenger Wenstrup 
Hultgren Pitts Westerman 
Hunter Poe (TX) Westmoreland 
Hurd (TX) Poliquin Whitfield 
Hurt (VA) Pompeo Williams 
Issa Posey Wilson (SC) 
Jenkins (KS) Price, Tom Wittman 
Jenkins (WV) Ratcliffe Womack 
Johnson (OH) Reed Woodall 
Johnson, Sam Reichert Yoder 
Jolly Renacci Yoho 
Jones Ribble Young (AK) 
Jordan Rice (NY) Young (IA) 
Joyce Rice (SC) Young (IN) 
Katko Rigell Zeldin 
Kelly (PA) Roby Zinke 

NOT VOTING—12 
Bera Crawford Tsongas 
Capps Donovan Wasserman 
Carson (IN) Kirkpatrick Schultz 
Chaffetz Labrador 
Comstock Noem 
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Messrs. TIPTON, LUCAS, FORBES, 
McCLINTOCK, and STEWART changed 
their vote from “aye” to “no.” 

Mr. ASHFORD, Ms. DEGETTE, 
Messrs. STIVERS, YARMUTH, and 
DOLD changed their vote from “no” to 
“aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 
252, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “no.” 


7478 


AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. GRIFFITH 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GRIF- 
FITH) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 234, noes 183, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 253] 


is a 2- 


AYES—234 
Abraham Franks (AZ) McCaul 
Aderholt Frelinghuysen McClintock 
Allen Garrett McHenry 
Amash Gibbs McKinley 
Babin Gohmert McMorris 
Barletta Goodlatte Rodgers 
Barr Gosar McSally 
Barton Gowdy Meadows 
Benishek Granger Meehan 
Bilirakis Graves (GA) Messer 
Bishop (MI) Graves (LA) Mica 


Bishop (UT) Graves (MO) Miller (FL) 


Black Griffith Miller (MI) 
Blackburn Grothman Moolenaar 
Blum Guinta Mooney (WV) 
Bos Guthrie Mullin 
Boustany Hanna Mulvaney 
Brady (TX) Hardy Murphy (PA) 
Bra Harper Neugebauer 
Bridenstine Harris Newhouse 
Brooks (AL) Hartzler Nugent 
Brooks (IN) Heck (NV) Nunes 
Buchanan Hensarling Olson 

Buck Herrera Beutler Palazzo 
Bucshon Hice, Jody B. Palmer 
Burgess Hill Paulsen 
Byrne Holding Pearce 
Calvert Hudson Perry 
Carter (GA) Huelskamp Pittenger 
Carter (TX) Huizenga (MI) Pitts 

Chabot Hulteren Poe (TX) 
Clawson (FL) Hunter Poliquin 
Coffman Hurd (TX) Pompeo 
Cole Hurt (VA) Posey 
Collins (GA) Issa Price, Tom 
Collins (NY) Jenkins (KS) Ratcliffe 
Comstock Jenkins (WV) Reed 
Conaway Johnson (OH) Reichert 
Cook Johnson, Sam Renacci 
Costello (PA) Jolly Ribble 
Cramer Jordan Rice (SC) 
Crenshaw Joyce Rigell 
Culberson Katko Roby 
Curbelo (FL) Kelly (PA) Roe (TN) 
Davis, Rodney King (NY) Rogers (AL) 
Denham Kinzinger (IL) Rogers (KY) 
Dent Kline Rohrabacher 
DeSantis Knight Rooney (FL) 
DesJarlais Labrador Ros-Lehtinen 
Diaz-Balart LaMalfa Roskam 
Dold Lamborn Ross 

Duffy Lance Rothfus 
Duncan (SC) Latta Rouzer 
Duncan (TN) LoBiondo Royce 
Ellmers (NC) Long Russell 
Emmer (MN) Loudermilk Ryan (WI) 
Farenthold Love Salmon 
Fincher Lucas Sanford 
Fitzpatrick Luetkemeyer Scalise 
Fleischmann Lummis Schweikert 
Fleming MacArthur Scott, Austin 
Flores Marchant Sensenbrenner 
Forbes Marino Sessions 
Fortenberry Massie Shimkus 
Foxx McCarthy Shuster 


Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 


Amodei 
Becerra 
Bera 

Capps 
Carson (IN) 
Chaffetz 


Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 


NOES—183 


Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
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Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zinke 


Nadler 

Napolitano 

Neal 

Nolan 

Norcross 

O’Rourke 

Pallone 

Pascrell 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters 

Peterson 

Pingree 

Pocan 

Polis 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rangel 

Rice (NY) 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velázquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 

Zeldin 


NOT VOTING—15 


Crawford 
Doggett 
Donovan 
King (IA) 
Noem 
Rokita 


Schrader 

Tsongas 

Wasserman 
Schultz 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute remaining. 


1831 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


May 20, 2015 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. LOWENTHAL 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 187, noes 236, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 254] 


is a 2- 


AYES—187 

Adams Foster Meeks 
Aguilar Frankel (FL) Meng 
Ashford Fudge Moore 
Bass Gabbard Moulton 
Beatty Gallego Murphy (FL) 
Beyer Garamendi Nadler 
Bishop (GA) Gibson Napolitano 
Blumenauer Graham Neal 
Bonamici Grayson Nolan 
Boyle, Brendan Green, Al Norcross 

F. Green, Gene O’Rourke 
Brady (PA) Grijalva Pallone 
Brown (FL) Gutiérrez Pascrell 
Brownley (CA) Hahn Payne 
Bustos Hastings Pelosi 
Butterfield Heck (WA) Perlmutter 
Capuano Higgins Peters 
Cardenas Himes Pingree 
Carney Hinojosa Pocan 
Carson (IN) Honda Polis 
Cartwright Hoyer Price (NC) 
Castor (FL) Huffman Quigley 
Castro (TX) Israel Rangel 
Chu, Judy Jackson Lee Reichert 
Cicilline Jeffries Rice (NY) 
Clark (MA) Johnson (GA) Richmond 
Clarke (NY) Johnson, E. B. Ros-Lehtinen 
Clay Kaptur Roybal-Allard 
Cleaver Keating Ruiz 
Clyburn Kelly (IL) Ruppersberger 
Cohen Kennedy Rush 
Connolly Kildee Ryan (OH) 
Conyers Kilmer Sanchez, Linda 
Cooper Kind T. 
Costa Kirkpatrick Sanchez, Loretta 
Courtney Kuster Sarbanes 
Crowley Langevin Schakowsky 
Cuellar Larsen (WA) Schiff 
Cummings Larson (CT) Schrader 
Curbelo (FL) Lawrence Scott (VA) 
Davis (CA) Lee Scott, David 
Davis, Danny Levin Serrano 
DeFazio Lewis Sewell (AL) 
DeGette Lieu, Ted Sherman 
Delaney Lipinski Sinema 
DeLauro Loebsack Sires 
DelBene Lofgren Slaughter 
DeSaulnier Lowenthal Smith (WA) 
Deutch Lowey Speier 
Dingell Lujan Grisham Swalwell (CA) 
Doggett (NM) Takai 
Dold Lujan, Ben Ray Takano 
Doyle, Michael (NM) Thompson (CA) 

E, Lynch Thompson (MS) 
Duckworth Maloney, Titus 
Edwards Carolyn Tonko 
Ellison Maloney, Sean Torres 
Engel Matsui Van Hollen 
Eshoo McCollum Vargas 
Esty McDermott Veasey 
Farr McGovern Vela 
Fattah McNerney Velázquez 


May 20, 2015 


Visclosky Watson Coleman Yarmuth 
Walz Welch 
Waters, Maxine Wilson (FL) 
NOES—236 

Abraham Guthrie Perry 
Aderholt Hanna Peterson 
Allen Hardy Pittenger 
Amash Harper Pitts 
Amodei Harris Poe (TX) 
Babin Hartzler Poliquin 
Barletta Heck (NV) Pompeo 
Barr Hensarling Posey 
Barton Herrera Beutler Price, Tom 
Benishek Hice, Jody B. Ratcliffe 
Bilirakis Hill Reed 
Bishop (MI) Holding Renacci 
Bishop (UT) Hudson Ribble 
Black Huelskamp Rice (SC) 
Blackburn Huizenga (MI) Rigell 
Blum Hultgren Roby 
Bos Hunter Roe (TN) 
Boustany Hurd (TX) Rogers (AL) 
Brady (TX) Hurt (VA) Rogers (KY) 
Bra Issa Rohrabacher 
Bridenstine Jenkins (KS) Rokita 
Brooks (AL) Jenkins (WV) Rooney (FL) 
Brooks (IN) Johnson (OH) Roskam 
Buchanan Johnson, Sam Ross 
Buck Jolly Rothfus 
Bucshon Jones Rouzer 
Burgess Jordan Royce 
Byrne Joyce Russell 
Calvert Katko Ryan (WI) 
Carter (GA) Kelly (PA) Salmon 
Carter (TX) King (IA) Sanford 
Chabot King (NY) Scalise 
Clawson (FL) Kinzinger (IL) Schweikert 
Coffman Kline Scott, Austin 
Cole Knight Sensenbrenner 
Collins (GA) Labrador Sessions 
Collins (NY) LaMalfa Shimkus 
Comstock Lamborn Shuster 
Conaway Lance Simpson 
Cook Latta Smith (MO) 
Costello (PA) LoBiondo Smith (NE) 
Cramer Long Smith (NJ) 
Crenshaw Loudermilk Smith (TX) 
Culberson Love Stefanik 
Davis, Rodney Lucas Stewart 
Denham Luetkemeyer Stivers 
Dent Lummis Stutzman 
DeSantis MacArthur Thompson (PA) 
DesJarlais Marchant Thornberry 
Diaz-Balart Marino Tiberi 
Duffy Massie Tipton 
Duncan (SC) McCarthy Trott 
Duncan (TN) McCaul Turner 
Ellmers (NC) McClintock Upton 
Emmer (MN) McHenry Valadao 
Farenthold McKinley Wagner 
Fincher McMorris Walberg 
Fitzpatrick Rodgers Walden 
Fleischmann McSally Walker 
Fleming Meadows Walorski 
Flores Meehan Walters, Mimi 
Forbes Messer Weber (TX) 
Fortenberry Mica Webster (FL) 
Foxx Miller (FL) Wenstrup 
Franks (AZ) Miller (MI) Westerman 
Frelinghuysen Moolenaar Westmoreland 
Garrett Mooney (WV) Whitfield 
Gibbs Mullin Williams 
Gohmert Mulvaney Wilson (SC) 
Goodlatte Murphy (PA) Wittman 
Gosar Neugebauer Womack 
Gowdy Newhouse Woodall 
Granger Nugent Yoder 
Graves (GA) Nunes Yoho 
Graves (LA) Olson Young (AK) 
Graves (MO) Palazzo Young (IA) 
Griffith Palmer Young (IN) 
Grothman Paulsen Zeldin 
Guinta Pearce Zinke 

NOT VOTING—9 
Becerra Crawford Wasserman 
Bera Donovan Schultz 
Capps Noem 
Chaffetz Tsongas 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1835 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MS. BONAMICI 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Oregon (Ms. 
BONAMICI) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 208, noes 215, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 255] 


AYES—208 

Adams Ellison LoBiondo 
Aguilar Emmer (MN) Loebsack 
Ashford Engel Lofgren 
Bass Eshoo Lowenthal 
Beatty Esty Lowey 
Beyer Farr Lujan Grisham 
Bishop (GA) Fattah (NM) 
Blum Fitzpatrick Lujan, Ben Ray 
Blumenauer Fortenberry (NM) 
Bonamici Foster Lynch 
Bost Frankel (FL) Maloney, 
Boyle, Brendan Fudge Carolyn 

F. Gabbard Maloney, Sean 
Brady (PA) Gallego Matsui 
Brown (FL) Garamendi McCollum 
Brownley (CA) Gibson McDermott 
Bustos Graham McGovern 
Butterfield Grayson McMorris 
Capuano Green, Al Rodgers 
Cárdenas Green, Gene McNerney 
Carney Grijalva Meeks 
Carson (IN) Gutiérrez Meng 
Cartwright Hahn Moore 
Castor (FL) Hastings Moulton 
Castro (TX) Heck (WA) Murphy (FL) 
Chu, Judy Herrera Beutler Nadler 
Cicilline Higgins Napolitano 
Clark (MA) Himes Neal 
Clarke (NY) Hinojosa Newhouse 
Clay Honda Nolan 
Cleaver Hoyer Norcross 
Clyburn Huffman O’Rourke 
Cohen Israel Pallone 
Connolly Jackson Lee Pascrell 
Conyers Jeffries Payne 
Cooper Johnson (GA) Pelosi 
Costa Johnson, E. B. Perlmutter 
Courtney Jones Peters 
Crowley Kaptur Peterson 
Cuellar Keating Pingree 
Cummings Kelly (IL) Pocan 
Curbelo (FL) Kennedy Polis 
Davis (CA) Kildee Price (NC) 
Davis, Danny Kilmer Quigley 
Davis, Rodney Kind Rangel 
DeFazio King (IA) Reichert 
DeGette Kinzinger (IL) Rice (NY) 
Delaney Kirkpatrick Richmond 
DeLauro Kuster Rokita 
DelBene Lance Roybal-Allard 
DeSaulnier Langevin Ruiz 
Deutch Larsen (WA) Ruppersberger 
Dingell Larson (CT) Rush 
Doggett Lawrence Ryan (OH) 
Dold Lee Salmon 
Doyle, Michael Levin Sanchez, Linda 

F. Lewis T. 
Duckworth Lieu, Ted Sanchez, Loretta 
Edwards Lipinski Sarbanes 
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Schakowsky 
Schif: 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (WA) 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Denham 

Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 

Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 


Becerra 
Bera 
Capps 
Chaffetz 


Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 

Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 


NOES—215 


Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
King (NY) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 

Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 

Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Nugent 
Nunes 

Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 


NOT VOTING—9 


Crawford 
Donovan 
Noem 
Tsongas 
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Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 
Visclosky 

Walz 

Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 

Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Young (IA) 


Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Wasserman 
Schultz 
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Mr. EMMER of Minnesota and Ms. 
KAPTUR changed their vote from “no” 
to “aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. BEYER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. BEYER) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 190, noes 232, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 256] 


is a 2- 


AYES—190 

Adams Edwards Lowenthal 
Aguilar Ellison Lowey 
Ashford Engel Lujan Grisham 
Bass Eshoo (NM) 
Beatty Esty Lujan, Ben Ray 
Beyer Farr (NM) 
Bishop (GA) Fattah Lynch 
Blumenauer Foster Maloney, 
Bonamici Frankel (FL) Carolyn 
Boyle, Brendan Fudge Maloney, Sean 

F. Gabbard Matsui 
Brady (PA) Gallego McCollum 
Brown (FL) Garamendi McDermott 
Brownley (CA) Gibson McGovern 
Bustos Graham McNerney 
Butterfield Grayson Meeks 
Capuano Green, Al Meng 
Cardenas Green, Gene Moore 
Carney Grijalva Moulton 
Carson (IN) Gutiérrez Murphy (FL) 
Cartwright Hahn Nadler 
Castor (FL) Hastings Napolitano 
Castro (TX) Heck (WA) Neal 
Chu, Judy Higgins Nolan 
Cicilline Himes Norcross 
Clark (MA) Hinojosa O’Rourke 
Clarke (NY) Honda Pallone 
Clay Hoyer Pascrell 
Cleaver Huffman Payne 
Clyburn Israel Pelosi 
Cohen Jackson Lee Perlmutter 
Connolly Jeffries Peters 
Conyers Johnson (GA) Peterson 
Cooper Johnson, E. B. Pingree 
Costa Kaptur Pocan 
Courtney Katko Polis 
Crowley Keating Price (NC) 
Cuellar Kelly (IL) Quigley 
Cummings Kennedy Rangel 
Curbelo (FL) Kildee Rice (NY) 
Davis (CA) Kilmer Richmond 
Davis, Danny Kind Roybal-Allard 
DeFazio Kirkpatrick Ruiz 
DeGette Kuster Ruppersberger 
Delaney Langevin Rush 
DeLauro Larsen (WA) Ryan (OH) 
DelBene Larson (CT) Sánchez, Linda 
DeSaulnier Lawrence E: 
Deutch Lee Sanchez, Loretta 
Dingell Levin Sarbanes 
Doggett Lewis Schakowsky 
Dold Lieu, Ted Schiff 
Doyle, Michael Lipinski Schrader 

F. Loebsack Scott (VA) 
Duckworth Lofgren Scott, David 


Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Swalwell (CA) 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MD 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 


Takai 

Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 

Veasey 


NOES—232 


Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
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Vela 

Velazquez 
Visclosky 

Walz 

Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 

Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WD 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


May 20, 2015 


NOT VOTING—10 


Becerra Crawford Tsongas 
Bera Donovan Wasserman 
Capps Noem Schultz 
Chaffetz Stivers 

1844 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MS. EDDIE 

BERNICE JOHNSON OF TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON) on which further 
proceedings were postponed and on 
which the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 179, noes 239, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 257] 


is a 2- 


AYES—179 
Adams Edwards Lofgren 
Aguilar Ellison Lowenthal 
Bass Engel Lowey 
Beatty Eshoo Lujan Grisham 
Beyer Esty (NM) 
Bishop (GA) Farr Lujan, Ben Ray 
Blumenauer Fattah (NM) 
Bonamici Foster Lynch 
Boyle, Brendan Frankel (FL) Maloney, 

F. Fudge Carolyn 
Brady (PA) Gabbard Maloney, Sean 
Brown (FL) Gallego Matsui 
Brownley (CA) Garamendi McCollum 
Bustos Graham McDermott 
Butterfield Grayson McGovern 
Capuano Green, Al McNerney 
Cardenas Green, Gene Meeks 
Carney Grijalva Meng 
Carson (IN) Gutiérrez Moore 
Cartwright Hahn Moulton 
Castor (FL) Hastings Murphy (FL) 
Castro (TX) Heck (WA) Nadler 
Chu, Judy Higgins Napolitano 
Cicilline Himes Neal 
Clark (MA) Hinojosa Nolan 
Clarke (NY) Honda Norcross 
Clay Hoyer O’Rourke 
Cleaver Huffman Pallone 
Clyburn Israel Pascrell 
Cohen Jackson Lee Payne 
Connolly Jeffries Pelosi 
Conyers Johnson (GA) Perlmutter 
Cooper Johnson, E. B. Peters 
Costa Kaptur Peterson 
Courtney Keating Pingree 
Crowley Kelly (IL) Pocan 
Cuellar Kennedy Polis 
Cummings Kildee Price (NC) 
Davis (CA) Kilmer Quigley 
Davis, Danny Kind Rangel 
DeFazio Kirkpatrick Rice (NY) 
DeGette Kuster Richmond 
Delaney Langevin Ruiz 
DeLauro Larsen (WA) Ruppersberger 
DelBene Larson (CT) Ryan (OH) 
DeSaulnier Lawrence Sanchez, Linda 
Deutch Lee T: 

Dingell Levin Sanchez, Loretta 
Doggett Lewis Sarbanes 
Doyle, Michael Lieu, Ted Schakowsky 

F. Lipinski Schiff 

Duckworth Loebsack Schrader 


May 20, 2015 


Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sinema 

Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 


Takai 

Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 

Veasey 


NOES—239 


Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
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Vela 

Velazquez 
Visclosky 

Walz 

Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 

Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


NOT VOTING—14 


Ashford Crawford Sherman 

Becerra Donovan Tsongas 

Bera Noem Wasserman 

Capps Roybal-Allard Schultz 

Chaffetz Rush Woodall 
1848 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 
257, had | been present, | would have voted 
“yes.” 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. POE of Texas, Acting Chair 
of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 1806) to pro- 
vide for technological innovation 
through the prioritization of Federal 
investment in basic research, funda- 
mental scientific discovery, and devel- 
opment to improve the competitive- 
ness of the United States, and for other 
purposes, and, pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 271, he reported the bill back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a re- 
corded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, and the 
order of the House of today, this 5- 
minute vote on passage of the bill will 
be followed by 5-minute votes on the 
motion to recommit on H.R. 880, and 
passage of H.R. 880, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 217, noes 205, 
not voting 10, as follows: 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 


Adams 

Aguilar 

Amash 

Ashford 

Bass 

Beatty 

Beyer 

Bishop (GA) 

Blum 

Blumenauer 

Bonamici 

Boyle, Brendan 
F. 

Brady (PA) 

Brown (FL) 

Brownley (CA) 

Buck 


[Roll No. 258] 


AYES—217 


Guthrie 
Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jordan 

Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 


Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 


NOES—205 


Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 


7481 


Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zinke 


Conyers 
Cooper 

Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 


7482 


DeSaulnier Kilmer Pocan 
Deutch Kind Polis 
Dingell King (NY) Price (NC) 
Doggett Kirkpatrick Quigley 
Dold Kuster Rangel 
Doyle, Michael Langevin Rice (NY) 

F. Larsen (WA) Richmond 
Duckworth Larson (CT) Roybal-Allard 
Edwards Lawrence Ruiz 
Ellison Lee 
Engel Levin oe end 
Eshoo Lewis 
mety Tigu, Tod ares 
Farr Lipinski T ý 
Fattah LoBiondo Sanchoz Loretta 
Fortenberry Loebsack : 
Foster Lofgren Sarbanes 
Frankel (FL) Lowenthal Schakowsky 
Fudge Lowey Schiff 
Gabbard Lujan Grisham Schrader 
Gallego (NM) Scott (VA) 
Garamendi Luján, Ben Ray Scott, David 
Gibson (NM) Sensenbrenner 
Graham Lynch Serrano 
Grayson Maloney, Sewell (AL) 
Green, Al Carolyn Sherman 
Green, Gene Maloney, Sean Sinema 
Grijalva Matsui Sires 
Gutiérrez McClintock Slaughter 
Hahn McCollum Smith (WA) 
Hanna McDermott Speier 
Hastings McGovern Swalwell (CA) 
Heck (WA) McNerney Takai 
Higgins McSally Takano 
Himes Meehan Thompson (CA) 
Hinojosa Meeks Thompson (MS) 
ee Meng Thompson (PA) 

oyer Moore Titus 
Huelskamp Moulton Tonko 
Huffman Murphy (FL) 

Huizenga (MI) Nadler Torres 
Israel Napolitano Van Hollen 
Jackson Lee Neal Vargas 
Jeffries Nolan Veasey 
Jenkins (KS) Norcross Vela 
Johnson (GA) O’Rourke Velazquez 
Johnson, E. B. Pallone Visclosky 
Jones Pascrell Walz 
Joyce Payne Waters, Maxine 
Kaptur Pelosi Watson Coleman 
Keating Perlmutter Welch 
Kelly (IL) Peters Wilson (FL) 
Kennedy Peterson Yarmuth 
Kildee Pingree Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—10 
Becerra Cleaver Tsongas 
Bera Crawford Wasserman 
Capps Donovan Schultz 
Chaffetz Noem 

1858 


So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


ee 


MOMENT OF SILENCE IN HONOR 
OF THE MARINES WHO LOST 
THEIR LIVES ON MAY 12, 2015, IN 
NEPAL 


(Mr. MICA asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to- 
night to pay tribute to six United 
States Marines who lost their lives on 
May 12, 2015. They died not in combat 
but in a mission of mercy, aiding the 
people of Nepal, who, as we have read, 
have been devastated by a horrific and 
deadly earthquake. 

I would like to at this time yield to 
their Members of Congress to recognize 
each of the Marines who sacrificed 
their lives. 


First, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. POMPEO). 

Mr. POMPEO. Captain Christopher 
Lee Norgren, Wichita, Kansas, Kansas’ 
Fourth Congressional District. 

Mr. MICA. I yield to the gentleman 
from Nebraska (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Captain 
Dustin Ryan Lukasiewicz, Alma, Ne- 
braska, Nebraska’s Third Congres- 
sional District. 

Mr. MICA. I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. CALVERT). 

Mr. CALVERT. Sergeant Eric Mat- 
thew Seaman, United States Marine 
Corps, Wildomar, California, Califor- 
nia’s 42nd Congressional District. 

Mr. MICA. I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER). 

Mr. FOSTER. Corporal Sara Abigail 
Medina, Aurora, Illinois, Illinois’ 11th 
Congressional District. 

Mr. MICA. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS). 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Lance Cor- 
poral Jacob Andrew Hug, Phoenix, Ari- 
zona, Arizona’s Eighth Congressional 
District. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I will now 
read the name of the brave Marine 
from my district: 

Sergeant Ward Mark Johnson IV, 
Altamonte Springs, Florida, Florida’s 
Seventh Congressional District. 

Mr. Speaker, greater love hath no 
man than this, that a man lay down his 
life for his fellow man. 

We, the Members who represent those 
brave Marines, ask you to join us ina 
moment of silence. And we also ask, as 
we approach this Memorial Day, that 
we remember in our thoughts and in 
our prayers all those brave Americans 
and their families who have paid the 
ultimate price in service to our Nation. 


AMERICAN RESEARCH AND 
COMPETITIVENESS ACT OF 2015 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con- 
tinue. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on the mo- 
tion to recommit on the bill (H.R. 880) 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to simplify and make permanent 
the research credit, offered by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
NEAL), on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk will redesignate the mo- 
tion. 

The Clerk redesignated the motion 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 181, nays 
240, not voting 11, as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 


May 20, 2015 


[Roll No. 259] 
YEAS—181 


Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 


NAYS—240 


Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 


Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
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Guinta McClintock Russell 
Guthrie McHenry Ryan (WI) 
Hanna McKinley Salmon 
Hardy MeMorris Sanford 
Harper Rodgers Scalise 
Harris McSally Schweikert 
Hartzler Meadows Scott, Austin 
Heck (NV) Meehan Sensenbrenner 
Hensarling Messer Sessions 
Herrera Beutler Mica : 
Hice, Jody B. Miller (FL) ears 

a x uster 
Hill Miller (MI) Sim 

A pson 
Holding Moolenaar Smith (MO) 
Hudson Mooney (WV) Smith (NE) 
Huelskamp Mullin x 
Huizenga (MI) Mulvaney Smith (NJ) 
Hultgren Murphy (PA) Smith (TX) 
Hunter Neugebauer Stefanik 
Hurd (TX) Newhouse Stewart 
Hurt (VA) Nugent Stivers 
Issa Nunes Stutzman 
Jenkins (KS) Olson Thompson (PA) 
Jenkins (WV) Palazzo Thornberry 
Johnson (OH) Palmer Tiberi 
Johnson, Sam Paulsen Tipton 
Jolly Pearce Trott 
Jones Perry Turner 
Jordan Pittenger Upton 
Joyce Pitts Valadao 
Katko Poe (TX) Wagner 
Kelly (PA) Poliquin Walberg 
King (IA) Pompeo Walden 
King (NY) Posey Walker 
Kinzinger (IL) Price, Tom Walorski 
Kline Ratcliffe Walters, Mimi 
Knight Reed Weber (TX) 
Labrador Reichert Wi 
ebster (FL) 
LaMalfa Renacci Wenstru: 
Lamborn Ribble P 
Lance Rice (SC) Westerman 
Latta Rigell Westmoreland 
LoBiondo Roby Whitfield 
Long Roe (TN) Williams 
Loudermilk Rogers (AL) Wilson (SC) 
Love Rogers (KY) Wittman 
Lucas Rohrabacher Womack 
Luetkemeyer Rokita Woodall 
Lummis Rooney (FL) Yoder 
MacArthur Ros-Lehtinen Yoho 
Marchant Roskam Young (AK) 
Marino Ross Young (IA) 
Massie Rothfus Young (IN) 
McCarthy Rouzer Zeldin 
McCaul Royce Zinke 
NOT VOTING—11 
Adams Chaffetz Noem 
Becerra Cleaver Tsongas 
Bera Crawford Wasserman 
Capps Donovan Schultz 
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Mr. GARAMENDI changed his vote 
from “nay” to “yea.” 

So the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 274, nays 
145, not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 260] 


YEAS—274 
Abraham Amodei Barton 
Aderholt Ashford Benishek 
Aguilar Babin Bilirakis 
Allen Barletta Bishop (GA) 
Amash Barr Bishop (MI) 


Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clark (MA) 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 


Bass 

Beatty 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 


Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kilmer 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 


NAYS—145 


Boyle, Brendan 
F. 

Brady (PA) 

Brown (FL) 

Butterfield 

Cardenas 


Perry 

Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 

Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 

Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 

Ryan (WD 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Titus 
Tonko 
Trott 


Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Carney 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
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Clarke (NY) Huffman Pocan 

Clay Israel Polis 

Clyburn Jackson Lee Price (NC) 
Cohen Jeffries Quigley 
Conyers Johnson (GA) Rangel 

Cooper Johnson, E. B. Rice (NY) 
Costa Jones Richmond 
Crowley Kaptur 

Cummings Kelly (IL) Hae Allard 
Davis (CA) Kildee 

Davis, Danny Kind Ryan (OH) e 
DeFazio Kirkpatrick a Linda 
DeGette Langevin y 

DeLauro Larsen (WA) Sanchez, Loretta 
DeSaulnier Lawrence Sarbanes 
Deutch Lee Schakowsky 
Dingell Levin Schiff 

Doggett Lewis Schrader 
Doyle, Michael Lieu, Ted Scott (VA) 

E: Lipinski Scott, David 
Duckworth Lofgren Serrano 
Edwards Lowenthal Sewell (AL) 
Ellison Lowey Sherman 
Engel Luján, Ben Ray Sires 
Eshoo (NM) Slaughter 
Farr Maloney, Smith (WA) 
Fattah Carolyn Speier 
Foster Matsui Swalwell (CA) 
rea (FL) resem Takai 

udge cGovern Takano 
Gabbard McNerney Thompson (CA) 
Gallego Meeks Thom: MS) 
Garamendi Meng pson ( 

Torres 
Grayson Moore 
Green, Al Moulton Van Hollen 
Green, Gene Nadler Vargas 
Grijalva Napolitano Veasey 
Gutiérrez Norcross Vela 
Hahn O’Rourke Velazquez 
Hastings Pallone Visclosky 
Higgins Pascrell Waters, Maxine 
Himes Payne Watson Coleman 
Hinojosa Pelosi Welch 
Honda Perlmutter Wilson (FL) 
Hoyer Pingree Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—13 

Adams Cleaver Tipton 
Becerra Crawford Tsongas 
Bera Donovan Wasserman 
Capps Murphy (PA) Schultz 
Chaffetz Noem 
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So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1335, STRENGTHENING 


FISHING COMMUNITIES AND IN- 
CREASING FLEXIBILITY IN FISH- 
ERIES MANAGEMENT ACT 


Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 274 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 274 


Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1335) to amend 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act to provide flexibility 
for fishery managers and stability for fisher- 
men, and for other purposes. The first read- 
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. General debate shall be con- 
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
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chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Natural Resources. After gen- 
eral debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. In 
lieu of the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute recommended by the Committee 
on Natural Resources now printed in the bill, 
it shall be in order to consider as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment under the 
five-minute rule an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of 
Rules Committee Print 114-16. That amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against that amendment in the nature of a 
substitute are waived. No amendment to 
that amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute shall be in order except those printed 
in the report of the Committee on Rules ac- 
companying this resolution. Each such 
amendment may be offered only in the order 
printed in the report, may be offered only by 
a Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op- 
ponent, may be withdrawn by the proponent 
at any time before action thereon, shall not 
be subject to amendment, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the ques- 
tion in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de- 
mand a separate vote in the House on any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute made in order as origi- 
nal text. The previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except one motion to recom- 
mit with or without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YOUNG of Iowa). The gentleman from 
Alabama is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, House Res- 
olution 274 provides a structured rule 
for consideration of the Strengthening 
Fishing Communities and Increasing 
Flexibility in Fisheries Management 
Act. The rule makes in order eight 
amendments, five of which are from 
Democratic sponsors. One of the 
amendments is a Democrat substitute, 
which will be debated for twice as long 
as the other amendments. 

As someone who has lived his whole 
life on the Gulf Coast, I can tell you 
just how important this bill is. For 
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many people who live on our Nation's 
coast, this bill is about a way of life. 

This bill is for our Nation’s commer- 
cial fishermen, who depend on a reli- 
able fishing stock in order to make a 
living. This bill is also for our Nation's 
charter boat fleets, which are an im- 
portant source of tourism. That means 
jobs, Mr. Speaker, and all too often 
people in this town and government 
scientists seem not to care about that. 

Just as importantly, this bill is for 
our recreational fishermen and every- 
day anglers who just enjoy spending 
time on the waters. For my family, 
this is a lifelong tradition. I remember 
fishing with my dad on the Gulf of 
Mexico. I treasured opportunities to 
fish with my four children, and as a 
new grandfather, I look forward to fish- 
ing with my grandson. 

This is a good bill, and as a former 
member of the committee of jurisdic- 
tion, the Natural Resources Com- 
mittee, I can tell you that a great 
amount of time and effort have gone 
into this bill. This process started over 
2 years ago, and there was a lot of work 
to bring our parties together to get a 
bill that everyone can agree on. 

Unfortunately, as happens far too 
often here in Washington, my col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
have decided to make this into a par- 
tisan fight. President Obama has said 
he will veto this bill. All this despite 
real efforts to work together, across 
the aisle, to get a bill that works for 
everyone. 

Now I want to briefly talk about the 
idea of science that the President and 
my colleagues on the other side claim 
the bill undermines. All too often here 
in D.C., what passes for science is just 
political ideology dressed up with some 
technical language with no real basis 
in observable data. 

I don’t know if the gentleman from 
Colorado has ever been fishing for red 
snapper in the Gulf Coast—if he hasn’t, 
then I invite him to do so—but I can 
tell you that there are more red snap- 
per there than there has ever been be- 
fore. Despite that good news, NOAA 
and the Federal Government is consist- 
ently undercounting the number of fish 
in the Gulf of Mexico. 

Here is the craziest part of all: NOAA 
is not sampling for red snapper on 
reefs, despite the fact that the red 
snapper is a reef fish. That is simply 
absurd. If you look for red snapper 
somewhere other than the reefs, you 
are not going to find them because 
they live on reefs. 

Now, NOAA is also overestimating 
the number of red snapper caught each 
year. For example, last year the Fed- 
eral Government estimated that 
1,041,000 pounds of red snapper were 
caught off the coast of Alabama, where 
I am from. The Alabama red snapper 
reporting system, which is run by the 
State, only estimated a catch of 418,000 
pounds. That is a remarkable disparity. 
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So what has happened is a very dan- 
gerous combination of NOAA under- 
estimating how many fish are actually 
out there and overestimating the num- 
ber of fish caught each year. This has 
resulted in a dramatically shortened 
season for our red snapper fisherman. 
Last year's red snapper season was 
only 9 days. This year it has been in- 
creased to 10 days. That is simply un- 
acceptable. 

I support science-based management, 
and the committee supports science- 
based management, but I don't support 
and the committee doesn't support 
flawed science-based management. And 
this House shouldn't either. 

So that is why I get so frustrated 
when I hear my colleagues say that 
this bill undermines good science. 
Come tell that to my fishermen on the 
Gulf Coast. Come tell that to the ma- 
rine scientists on the Gulf Coast who 
have done extensive scientific research 
on this. 

This bill is important because it in- 
cludes real reforms that are designed 
to get some better science for all of our 
fisheries, not only as it relates to red 
snapper, but as it relates to the fish- 
eries all around the United States of 
America. Why don't we encourage 
stronger partnerships with local col- 
leges and universities that have done 
great work in the past? 

Mr. Speaker, I do want to touch on 
that red snapper issue a little more be- 
cause it is so important to the people I 
represent, and it is very important to 
debate on this bill. This bill includes 
three important reforms that local sci- 
entists, stakeholders, and I believe will 
get us a real red snapper season. Num- 
ber one, it repeals inflexible quotas 
that have been in place up to this 
point. Number two, it creates jurisdic- 
tional parity by expanding State 
waters out to 9 nautical miles gulfwide. 
Number three, it shifts the stock as- 
sessment and data collection respon- 
sibilities from the Federal Government 
and gives those responsibilities to the 
Gulf States so we can get some real 
science, not flawed science. 

Far too often people in Washington 
think we know best; people in Wash- 
ington think we have all the answers. 
This is an issue where that simply is 
not the case. This bill empowers our 
Nation’s fishing communities and gives 
them the flexibility they need. 

So regardless of whether or not you 
go fishing, this issue should matter to 
all Americans because this issue is 
about freedom and limiting the role of 
the Federal Government in areas where 
it just doesn’t belong. 

This is an extremely fair rule. I urge 
its support, Mr. Speaker, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. POLIS. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama said there are more red snapper 
than there have ever been before, and 
that would seem to indicate that the 
policies are working, and I don’t think 
it is a time to reverse course. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HUFFMAN), the ranking 
member of the Natural Resources Sub- 
committee on Water, Power, and 
Oceans and the author of the Demo- 
cratic substitute, which is a cleaner re- 
authorization. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Like the gentleman from Alabama, I 
do represent a coastal district, a fish- 
ing district. In fact, the Second Dis- 
trict of California includes about one- 
third of the California coastline and 
many working harbors and ports where 
fishing men and women have been 
catching fish with their families for 
many, many generations, as well as the 
Native American tribes that I rep- 
resent, who have been depending on 
healthy fisheries for hundreds, if not 
thousands, of years. 

So this is important to me. I share 
the gentleman’s concern that we con- 
tinue to make fishing available for our- 
selves and for future generations. We 
have some disagreements on how to get 
there, and we will talk about that. 

I think the thing that we have to rec- 
ognize at the outset of this debate is 
that the Magnuson-Stevens Act has 
been a great success by just about any 
measure. It succeeded initially in help- 
ing us protect and rebuild fisheries 
from the threat of foreign fleets that 
were coming into U.S. waters and over- 
fishing and harming our American fish- 
ing communities and fishing families. 
It then went on to succeed in pre- 
venting overfishing by U.S. fishermen 
by a number of mechanisms in the bill 
that we will talk about in a moment. 

The other way in which Magnuson- 
Stevens has been a huge success is that 
it has always been bipartisan. Both the 
original act and the subsequent reau- 
thorizations of Magnuson-Stevens have 
always been strongly bipartisan. And 
unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, we are de- 
parting from that positive history with 
the bill we have before us today, and 
we need to get it back on track. 


1930 


The keys to Magnuson-Stevens’ suc- 
cess have included strict rules on re- 
pbuilding of fishery stocks and also very 
strict fishery specific quotas, so that 
we can make sure that we prevent 
overfishing and ensure a sustainable 
fishery population. This is not so that 
we stop fishing, quite the contrary. 
The purpose of these mechanisms is so 
that we can continue to fish for future 
generations by maintaining sustain- 
able populations. 

Absent these mechanisms, these very 
successful provisions in Magnuson-Ste- 
vens’ history teaches us what would 
happen. We have a history that is 
played out over and over again in this 
country and, frankly, around the 
world—that, without strict protections 
for sustainable fish populations, we 
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will overfish them, we will deplete 
them. 

It puts us on a path where the trag- 
edy of the commons plays out over and 
over again, and the end result of that is 
fisheries closures. We are not helping 
the folks who want to fish. When we 
don’t manage these populations, we are 
actually hurting them in the long run. 

Now, Democrats have put forward a 
substitute amendment that is much 
closer to a clean reauthorization of 
Magnuson-Stevens. We think that is 
really the conversation we need to be 
having. What kind of clean reauthor- 
ization can we have? And are there 
consensus areas where we can actually 
improve Magnuson-Stevens? 

The gentleman from Alabama might 
be surprised to find Democrats strong- 
ly agreeing with him, that we could 
benefit from additional science, better 
science. There may be better data 
available on the red snapper in the 
Gulf. We are also working with Repub- 
licans to try to get that science and 
make it available to the decision- 
makers who set those rules for that 
fishery. 

There is also more than meets the 
eye, even for that red snapper fishery 
because, while you are talking about a 
small number of days for recreational 
fishermen in Federal waters, you have 
got a much greater number of days in 
State waters. 

You also can fish for red snapper and 
any other species just about any day 
you want. When you are in Federal 
waters, you can only keep them during 
those certain number of days. The rea- 
son for that is because approximately 
half the fish caught are reserved for 
commercial fishermen who have made 
their case to the regional council that 
it is only fair that about half the fish 
ought to be available to them and 
about half the fish are allocated to rec- 
reational fishermen. 

In those small number of days, be- 
lieve it or not, the recreational folks 
catch almost the same amount of fish 
that the commercial fishermen catch 
during a much greater number of days. 
There is always a little more than 
meets the eye. You hear sensational 
statistics perhaps about the very small 
number of days available. There is, 
frankly, much more to the story. 

Where we do agree is, if we can get 
better data, better science, better mon- 
itoring, all of this should be subject to 
discussion and revision in the councils. 
That is the flexibility of the Magnuson- 
Stevens Act, and that ought to be 
something that we can work on here 
together. 

Unfortunately, though, Mr. Speaker, 
we have a Republican bill that is tak- 
ing away some of the key provisions of 
the act that have actually been the 
very source of its great success over 
the years, so that heads in a wrong di- 
rection. 

Then, unfortunately, we have the 
obligatory runs at NEPA and various 
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environmental laws, including the An- 
tiquities Act. This is no place to be 
carrying out that endless assault on 
America’s environmental laws. 

Let’s get back to that point of con- 
sensus, sustainable management of our 
fisheries. If we can do that, I think we 
have something we can work on to- 
gether in this House. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s com- 
ments. It is very important that we try 
to find ways to try to work together 
when the form of this bill that we 
worked on in the committee last year, 
which is almost identical to the one 
that we adopted this year, was before 
the Natural Resources Committee. 

In Mr. DEFAZIO’s opening statement, 
he said: 

Thank you, Chairman, and I appreciate the 
changes that were negotiated on a number of 
provisions in the bill. 

Then he said: 

This has been traditionally a very bipar- 
tisan exercise, and this is, in good part, bi- 
partisan. 

Mr. PALLONE, same time, his opening 
statement in the committee last year 
on a virtually identical bill was: 

I do want to say that I do appreciate the 
fact that you reach out to us on the Demo- 
cratic side of the aisle; and many of the pro- 
visions, as you mentioned, that are in the 
bill did come from input from the Demo- 
cratic side. 

The gentleman referenced the sub- 
stitute: 

The substitute has been made in order and 
has given more time than anything else for 
us to debate. 

We have really leaned over back- 
wards, particularly when you consider 
that the majority of amendments that 
we have made in order in this rule are 
amendments offered by the Democrats. 

Now, I appreciate that the gentleman 
has a substitute—and we are going to 
give him an opportunity to talk about 
it—but if you look at his substitute, we 
might as well call his substitute “The 
Environmental Litigation and Fish- 
eries Disaster Creation Act of 2015” be- 
cause that is what it is going to do. 

This amendment would allow the 
Secretary of Commerce to accept out- 
side funds from NGOs to support coop- 
erative research projects. This gives 
the litigation community of the world 
an avenue to influence NOAA decision 
making. 

This amendment requires the Sec- 
retary of Commerce to ignore current 
procedure and forces the Secretary to 
retroactively declare a fishery disaster 
in California from a January 2004 emer- 
gency proclamation on California 
drought. 

Mr. HUFFMAN’s amendment seems to 
single out and blame the Central Val- 
ley Project for a fishery disaster. As we 
all know, there are many factors for 
fish declines, mainly including ocean 
conditions. 
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This amendment seeks to blame 
farmers for a fishery disaster. Above 
all, this amendment erases the flexi- 
bilities, transparency, and science im- 
provements made in the underlying 
bill, but we give him the opportunity 
to make his case before this House to 
show our willingness to work with 
them. 

I was greatly surprised when I read 
the Statement of Administration Pol- 
icy that we received from the adminis- 
tration when we were marking this bill 
up in Rules Committee yesterday, and 
I was most surprised at what they had 
to say about the snapper language. 
Now, that language came from me. I 
asked the committee to put it in the 
bill, and I am greatly appreciative of 
the fact that they did. 

Remember what I said about what 
the science has done to our fishery in 
the Gulf of Mexico. Here is what the 
administration says: 

H.R. 1335 would also severely undermine 
the authority of the Gulf of Mexico Regional 
Fishery Management Council by extending 
State jurisdiction over the recreational red 
snapper fishery to 9 miles in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico. We intend to give the States more au- 
thority by going out. 

Now, yes, that would give us some 
flexibility for the fishing out there, but 
a lot of the reefs that these red snap- 
pers grow on are further out than 9 
miles, so it doesn’t solve the whole 
problem. 

The administration goes on to say: 

This proposed extension of jurisdiction 
would create an untenable situation where 
recreational and commercial fishermen fish- 
ing side by side would be subject to different 
regulatory regimes. 

How do they know in advance what 
the States are going to do? Why do 
they presume that that is going to be 
the case? They do so because they have 
such an aversion to the States having 
any control, any input, in the way that 
this fishery is governed. 

They go on to say: 

Absent an agreement among the States as 
to how to allocate recreationally caught red 
snapper, the bill would encourage interstate 
conflict and jeopardize the sustainability of 
this gulfwide resource. 

No one has a greater stake in making 
sure we keep this fish stock healthy 
than those of us that live on the Gulf 
Coast do. Whether we are in commer- 
cial fishing, whether we are in charter 
boat fishing, whether we are in rec- 
reational fishing, if we overfish this 
stock, it is gone; I won’t get to fish it 
with my grandson. 

Future commercial fishermen won’t 
get to make money off of this and pro- 
vide jobs. Charter boat people won’t be 
able to come down to the beach and 
enjoy themselves. No one wants that to 
happen. 

The administration presumes that we 
are going to be so self-defeating that 
we would allow that to happen. I am 
greatly disappointed that, after all the 
work we did to solve this problem that 
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was created by the government sci- 
entists, that still the administration is 
attacking us, still they are trying to 
keep us from solving this problem. 

I appreciate what the gentleman had 
to say. I think we should try to work 
together on every bill we try to pass in 
this House; but, at some point, we have 
got to stand up for people who fish in 
this country. We have a right to fish in 
the waters of the United States, and 
the waters of the United States don’t 
belong to the government scientists; 
they belong to the people of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Here we are debating the gutting of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Act, which both 
sides agree has successfully helped re- 
store some of our counts of wild stock, 
including snapper. It hardly seems the 
time to reverse course without any sci- 
entific evidence that, somehow, we will 
get to a different place than we were 
when Congress wrote the Magnuson- 
Stevens Act to address the very issue, 
which it seems to be successfully ad- 
dressing. 

The gentleman from Alabama men- 
tioned some remarks from Mr. DEFA- 
zIo. I wanted to be clear that then- 
Ranking Member DEFAZIO opposed a 
similar bill, this similar bill, in the 
last Congress. I am not sure of the con- 
text of the remarks he made, but he 
stood here on the floor urging his col- 
leagues to oppose the bill. He opposed 
it as well in committee. 

He was not happy with the result last 
time; he is not happy with the result 
this time, nor is our new ranking mem- 
ber of either the subcommittee or the 
committee. I should add it passed out 
of committee without a single Demo- 
cratic vote. To be clear, there was not 
a bipartisan effort in committee to 
talk about the best policy with regard 
to fisheries. 

Now, before I jump into the debate 
about fish populations and fisheries in 
our oceans—something I have to admit, 
as representing the landlocked State of 
Colorado, I had to take a crash course 
on in the last few days—I want to talk 
about some of the events from the last 
week that I think should merit con- 
gressional attention. 

One item that happened in the last 
week is a 16-year-old student from the 
Atlanta Public School system in Geor- 
gia was attacked in his courtyard just 
because he was gay. A crowd sur- 
rounded to watch as 15 people beat this 
young person into a bloody pulp while 
yelling derogatory slurs at him. 

Again, we could be addressing that 
through passing the Student Non-Dis- 
crimination Act or the antibullying act 
from Representative SANCHEZ, but in- 
stead, we are talking about gutting 
Magnuson-Stevens’ protections of our 
fisheries. 

Also this week, a south Texas family 
detention facility, similar to facilities 
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in other parts of the country for immi- 
grants who were caught in the wrong 
place at the wrong time, testimony 
came out that women and children 
were severely punished, abused, and ne- 
glected. We could be pursuing deten- 
tion reform or immigration reform; 
but, again, we are not. 

This last week, Los Angeles raised its 
minimum wage to $15 an hour. Now, in 
LA, that puts families closer to a liv- 
ing wage, but the bad news is this Con- 
gress refuses to take up any minimum 
wage hike. Whether it is a $12 proposal, 
which Democrats put forward, whether 
it is a $10.10 proposal, whether it is 
even a $9 proposal, this Congress has 
not, instead of bringing forward a bill 
to increase the minimum wage—by the 
way, when somebody works full time at 
minimum wage, they earn about $14,500 
a year. I don’t know what we are say- 
ing to people where you work full time 
and we are forcing you to rely on gov- 
ernment programs to subsist. 

Republicans are keeping people on 
public housing, on food stamps, on wel- 
fare, rather than helping them support 
their own way and regaining their dig- 
nity in the process, which is what rais- 
ing the minimum wage would do; but, 
no, we are not talking about that here 
today. We are talking about gutting 
the Magnuson-Stevens Act. 

21,000 gallons of oil spilled in the Pa- 
cific Ocean off the coast of Santa Bar- 
bara County—that is probably not good 
for the fish there either—following the 
eruption of an 1l-mile long under- 
ground pipeline; but, instead of talking 
about a renewable energy future, in- 
stead of talking about ending our reli- 
ance on fossil fuels or a national re- 
newable energy portfolio standard, we 
are talking about gutting our fisheries 
protection and gutting the Magnuson- 
Stevens Act. 

Tragically, we had funerals for eight 
people who were killed in the derail- 
ment of the Amtrak train in Pennsyl- 
vania; our House observed a moment of 
silence earlier on that, but rather than 
discussing measures that can prevent 
future derailment accidents—and I un- 
derstand there is some technology 
that, when implemented, could have 
helped avoid this kind of accident— 
here we are again, discussing gutting 
the Magnuson-Stevens Act that has 
successfully protected our wild fish- 
eries and helped restore some of the 
stock so that precisely the recreational 
and charter fishermen and the gen- 
tleman from Alabama can continue to 
enjoy fishing. Absent the support of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Act, it is likely 
we would not be able to support the 
level of recreational and commercial 
fishing that we can today. 

Seven people were shot in Baltimore 
yesterday amid a recent spike in vio- 
lence following the death of Freddie 
Gray while in police custody; but, in- 
stead of addressing nonlethal use of 
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force or video cameras on police offi- 
cers, we are discussing gutting the 
Magnuson-Stevens Act. 

We all know that the Federal high- 
way reauthorization is running up 
against the May 31 deadline. The body 
of this Congress chose to renew it for 60 
days and just created another crisis in 
another 59 days; yet we are not dis- 
cussing what a deal would look like, a 
bipartisan deal, for a longer-term reau- 
thorization of the Federal highway 
trust fund. 
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One hundred eighty Democrats 
signed a discharge petition for a bill 
that seeks to renew the charter of the 
Export-Import Bank, a critical driver 
for job creation and American competi- 
tiveness, fully permissible under WTO 
rules, under proposed trade agreement 
rules. Other countries have these kinds 
of banks, and to unilaterally disarm 
would cost American jobs. But instead 
of talking about how Congress gets out 
of this political box on the Export-Im- 
port Bank, we are discussing gutting 
the Magnuson-Stevens fisheries protec- 
tion legislation. 

This Congress could do a lot better 
with regard to dealing with issues that 
I hear about from my constituents 
every day, day in and day out, whether 
that is fixing our broken immigration 
system, whether it is protecting our 
country from terrorism, whether it is 
preventing future Amtrak derailments. 
Those are the kinds of topics that, I 
think, the American people want to see 
us discussing here today rather than 
gutting an important piece of legisla- 
tion which many charter fishermen, 
recreational fishermen, and commer- 
cial fishermen applaud in having suc- 
cessfully sustained their livelihoods or 
their passions for the last generation. 

Let’s talk about fish. 

The bill we are looking at today 
would devastate our wild fisheries. It 
would make our waters much more of a 
“free for all.” Under the guise of flexi- 
bility, it would allow for the over- 
fishing of critical species, risking not 
only their sustainability and the future 
enjoyment of recreational fishermen 
but also the health of entire eco- 
systems that rely on the fish stocks 
that we are debating. 

It would set an alarming precedent 
for the circumvention of our bedrock 
environmental laws by allowing fishery 
management councils to supersede 
NEPA, the National Environmental 
Policy Act; the Endangered Species 
Act; the Antiquities Act; and the Na- 
tional Marine Sanctuaries Act. 

The Fishery Conservation and Man- 
agement Act was introduced in 1976 to 
stop unregulated fishing that had de- 
monstrably led to the depletion across 
a number of wild fisheries. In both 1996 
and 2007, the legislation was reauthor- 
ized—bipartisan bills again. This bill 
passed committee without a single 
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Democratic vote. Each time, through a 
comprehensive drafting process, good 
ideas from both sides of the aisle were 
put to paper. 

Ironically, the one thing that, I 
think, the gentleman from Alabama 
and I can agree on is that the 2007 au- 
thorization has been successful. We 
have shown the increased health of our 
wild fish stocks. So the question is: Do 
we want to reverse course and jeop- 
ardize that, or do we want to move for- 
ward with scientific-backed evidence? 

Unfortunately, the Republicans are 
trying to make sweeping changes to 
gut the Magnuson-Stevens Fisheries 
Protection Act. This iteration of the 
bill was drafted with almost no Demo- 
cratic input, and it passed out of com- 
mittee without a single Democratic 
vote. 

Look, if we want to go through this 
kind of exercise with a bill that the 
President has said he would veto—a 
bill that breaks with the proud bipar- 
tisan tradition of fisheries protection— 
why aren’t we spending time on some 
of the issues I mentioned earlier, like 
immigration reform, like protecting 
LGBT students from discrimination, 
like socioeconomic disparities in our 
country, how we can deal with mental 
health among returning veterans who 
fought overseas, or the risk of ter- 
rorism here at home? Let’s do that. 

If we are going to talk fish, Mr. 
Speaker, let’s at least bring up a bill 
that has been drafted by all stake- 
holders. Let’s at least bring up a bill 
that ensures that the fishing commu- 
nity will have an industry in 10 years, 
in 20 years, in 50 years—a bill that pro- 
tects the interests of our recreational 
fishermen and that preserves the 
health of our oceans for the enjoyment 
of all Americans and for the health of 
our planet now into the future. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

I was listening to the gentleman 
from Colorado speak. We heard about 
immigration, minimum wage, LGBT, 
renewable energy, highways, the Ex-Im 
Bank, and a little bit about fish. This 
is a bill about fish. It is not about all 
of that stuff. 

We have heard from our friends on 
the other side of the aisle that we in 
the majority are using too many com- 
bined rules, where you have more than 
one bill in the rule, which they say 
confuses the debate and distracts from 
the individual merits of each bill and 
the process by which it will be consid- 
ered. I have just got to tell you that it 
seems to me we had a lot of confusion 
and distraction with the interjection 
into this debate of a bunch of issues 
that have nothing to do with fishing. 
Today, we have one rule covering one 
bill; yet the gentleman just spent the 
majority of his time discussing issues 
not covered in the rule before us. 

Let me tell you that the people in my 
area are suffering. Charter boat people 
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have lost their boats. Dads who want to 
take their children fishing can’t take 
their children fishing. It is destroying 
a way of life for people. Iam not saying 
those other issues aren’t important, 
that they are not serious, but they are 
not covered by this rule, and they are 
not in this bill. We need to debate that. 

The gentleman said something about 
the 2007 act, that it was successful. Let 
me tell you what it has been successful 
in doing. It has taken a summer red 
snapper season and reduced it to 10 
days. That is what it has been success- 
ful in doing. It has been successful in 
almost decimating our charter boat 
fleets and in putting a lot of people out 
of work. I hear a lot from the other 
side about needing to put people to 
work. The people on these charter 
boats work. They lost their jobs be- 
cause of this. It was successful all 
right. It was successful in destroying 
something that worked for people for 
generations. 

I have great respect for my fellow 
colleague from Colorado who is on the 
Rules Committee. I know he doesn’t 
get to fish much in the Gulf of Mexico, 
but I extend an invitation to him. I 
will take him out there and let him 
catch some red snapper. I believe, Mr. 
Speaker, once he does that, he will be 
as enthusiastic for this bill as I am. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire if the gentleman has any 
further speakers or is prepared to 
close. 

Mr. BYRNE. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I am 
prepared to close. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 

I invite the gentleman from Alabama 
to come to Colorado to fish our won- 
derful mountain trout, which we have 
in our streams and rivers. Obviously, 
he is no stranger to a different kind of 
fisheries management policy where, of 
course, our economy in Colorado relies 
on fishing and sportsmen as well, and I 
certainly understand that driver of 
jobs locally. 

I think the disconnect here is that 
the gentleman talks about what the 
2007 Magnuson-Stevens bill has accom- 
plished in that it has reduced the num- 
ber of days that people can fish. That 
was the action that was taken. The ef- 
fect of that is that the wild stocks are 
up, so there are more snapper. I think 
both sides agree on that. I believe there 
is a direct causal link to the fact that 
there are more snapper because there 
have been fewer that have been taken 
out of the water. If we manage our fish- 
eries for the short term, if we throw 
caution to the wind, people might have 
a good season or two, but it simply 
won’t be there either for the future 
generation of recreationists or for 
those whose livelihoods depend on a 
viable commercial fishing stock. 

Now, this bill is about fish. If this 
rule allowed for the discussion of some 
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of the other bills I mentioned, I could 
support it. If this bill allowed a debate 
of #raisethewage, either to our Demo- 
cratic proposal of a $12 an hour min- 
imum wage or to whatever number the 
gentleman from Alabama would like— 
if he would like to propose $9 an hour, 
$8.50—I would be willing to support this 
rule, or if it even allowed 2 minutes of 
debate for raising the minimum wage. 

Mr. Speaker, I would support this bill 
if it allowed for us to consider our bi- 
partisan immigration reform measure. 
If we allowed that debate under this 
bill, I would do that. I would support 
this rule if it allowed debate about the 
Student Nondiscrimination Act to 
make sure that LGBT students don’t 
face bullying in our schools and so that 
it is a safe learning environment for all 
students. I would support this rule if it 
addressed what we have learned from 
the Amtrak derailment and prevented 
future derailments and saved lives. 

None of those items, along with 
countless others, are included under 
this rule. In fact, all of the amend- 
ments under this rule, as well as the 
underlying bill, are related to fish. 

No, I don’t know deny that fish are 
important. We might be discussing our 
mountain trout someday here on the 
floor of the House and defending the 
President’s efforts around clean water 
or on protecting some of our water- 
sheds in Colorado. We have a lot of in- 
terest in protecting our fishing stock 
as well. But I would be proud to be able 
to bring forth some of the priorities 
that I hear from my constituents that 
are so critical. 

Rather than continually bringing up 
bills that attack the integrity of our 
environment—in this case, a bill that 
would gut the fisheries protections 
that have been afforded under the Mag- 
nuson-Stevens Act and that both sides 
have acknowledged have successfully 
helped restore the red snapper popu- 
lation—I would hope that perhaps our 
next rule will allow us to raise the 
minimum wage, that perhaps our next 
rule will allow us to consider immigra- 
tion reform, that perhaps our next rule 
will help us deal with the bullying in 
schools, that perhaps our next rule will 
save lives and prevent future 
derailments, and so many other issues. 

I say to my colleagues that this par- 
ticular bill needs to go back to the 
drawing board. It needs to go back to 
the drawing board to have a bipartisan 
effort in a committee I serve on, the 
Natural Resources Committee, to in- 
clude priorities from both sides and 
good science and continue to build 
upon the legacy of success that the 2007 
bipartisan reauthorization of the Mag- 
nuson-Stevens Act has had in increas- 
ing the health of our wild fishing 
stocks. I encourage my colleagues to 
vote “no” on this rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self the balance of my time. 
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I was listening very carefully to the 
gentleman from Colorado, and I accept 
his invitation to go trout fishing. I 
would love to do that. Fishing of all 
kind is great for everybody to do, and 
I appreciate his invitation. 

The reason we have the problem we 
have today is not because the Federal 
Government knows how many fish are 
out there. It doesn’t. Remember what I 
said earlier—this is a reef fish, and 
they don’t sample for reef fish on reefs. 
So, if you don’t sample for reef fish on 
reefs, you are not going to find the 
fish. Now, we know there are so many 
fish out there because we haven’t been 
allowed to fish them and that snapper 
are not only eating other species but 
they are eating other snapper. 

What our scientists have done is they 
have actually gone out there with sub- 
mersible vehicles with high-def cam- 
eras, and they count the fish on the 
reef and sample them that way. They 
have a real number. They do a real 
sampling so they get accurate data, 
and these government scientists don’t. 

My friend said that we should go 
back to the drawing board. We have 
waited too long already. We should 
have done this last year so that we 
could have had a real snapper season 
this year. If we wait again, we won’t 
have a snapper season next year, and 
that is not acceptable. We have enough 
fish out there—and the science from 
our region has proven it—to have a real 
snapper season. It is not just about 
snapper. We have these problems in 
other areas of the fishery that need to 
be taken care of and taken care of in a 
responsible way. No one is more envi- 
ronmentally conscious than someone 
who hunts and fishes, because that is 
where we get our enjoyment, and we 
want it to be there for us and for our 
children and, now that I have a grand- 
son, for my grandchildren. 

I have appreciated this debate today. 
I always welcome the opportunity to 
draw attention to some of the real 
issues which are affecting my constitu- 
ents back on the Gulf Coast. To some 
people up here, this issue doesn’t mean 
much. To some people, they only listen 
to the political talking points put out 
by lobbyists or by political parties or 
by environmental groups. But to the 
small restaurant employees in Gulf 
Shores or to the charter boat captain 
in Orange Beach or to the gas station 
in Foley or to the condo owners on 
Dauphin Island or to the thousands of 
families who spend time fishing on the 
Gulf Coast and all around our country, 
this bill is critically important. This 
bill is about getting the Federal Gov- 
ernment off our backs so that we can 
fish. 

Let’s not fall back into another polit- 
ical debate. Let’s come together on be- 
half of our Nation’s coastal commu- 
nities. Let’s get some real relief for our 
fishermen. I encourage my colleagues 
to support this rule and to support this 
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commonsense bill and to support the 
people of America and their freedom to 
fish in our waters. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF 
CORPORAL SARA MEDINA 


(Mr. FOSTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, today it 
is with great sorrow that I rise to mark 
the loss of one of Aurora’s brightest 
lights. On May 12, 2015, while per- 
forming relief work following the 
Nepal earthquake, Corporal Sara Abi- 
gail Medina and five other marines 
tragically lost their lives in a heli- 
copter crash. 

Corporal Medina was from Aurora, Il- 
linois, and graduated from East Aurora 
High School in 2010. While still in high 
school, she decided to serve her coun- 
try by joining the Marines. 

In the face of such a tragedy, we 
often ask why; and to paraphrase the 
President, whenever a disaster strikes, 
the world looks to America to lead be- 
cause of our extraordinary people who 
rise to the challenge. 

As a father, I know that no words 
that I say on this floor will be able to 
fill the hole in the hearts of all those 
who knew and loved Sara, but still we 
must speak because all should know 
that Corporal Sara Medina gave her 
last full measure of devotion in service 
to her country, helping those who 
needed it most. 

For her sacrifice and for her family’s 
terrible loss, we offer our condolences 
and thanks of a grateful nation. 


ee 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
NEWHOUSE). The Chair will entertain 
Special Order speeches without preju- 
dice to the resumption of legislative 
business. 


Í 
TRANSPORTATION 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 


the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from 
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New Jersey (Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des- 
ignee of the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous material on the sub- 
ject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I am so pleased to join with 
my distinguished colleague, the gentle- 
woman from Florida, as we discuss an 
issue of great importance to my dis- 
trict and, quite frankly, to every Mem- 
ber of Congress: transportation infra- 
structure. 

Last week our Nation endured a ter- 
rible tragedy as Amtrak Northeast Re- 
gional train 188 derailed in Philadel- 
phia on its way to Trenton en route to 
New York. That accident killed eight 
Americans, including one of my con- 
stituents, injured more than 200, and 
disrupted service on the busiest rail 
corridor in the Nation for nearly a 
week. 

In the days since the accident, inves- 
tigators have indicated that high 
speeds may have played a significant 
role in the derailment, speeds that 
were more than double the limit in 
that stretch of the track. My col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
have used those details to deflect at- 
tention away from discussing our Na- 
tion’s investments, or the lack thereof, 
in rail and all of our other surface 
transportation infrastructure. 

Mr. Speaker, burying our heads in 
the sand and waiting until an accident 
indisputably caused by lack of funding 
or maintenance to discuss that funding 
is dangerous, irresponsible, and, frank- 
ly, unacceptable: dangerous because 
millions of Americans every day are 
driving across dilapidated bridges, 
riding on outdated trains, and stuck in 
endless traffic when traveling to work, 
to school, and medical care; irrespon- 
sible because news coverage and the 
looming highway trust fund depletion 
have made transportation infrastruc- 
ture a national focus; unacceptable be- 
cause transportation infrastructure 
has traditionally been a bipartisan 
issue that affects how every single one 
of our constituents gets where they 
need to go. Still we stand here today 
waiting for the House majority to 
bring forth a good-faith, comprehensive 
surface transportation reauthorization 
that makes investments to give us the 
transportation system—rail, car, air, 
and sea—that we need. 

Transportation infrastructure is crit- 
ical for the businesses and employers 
in our district that ship goods to con- 
sumers across the globe. Transpor- 
tation infrastructure creates good-pay- 
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ing jobs here, jobs that can’t be 
outsourced, and jobs that will actually 
give working Americans a chance to 
climb into the middle class and be- 
yond. 

But like I mentioned earlier, my col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
would rather have us wait until an ac- 
cident that we can attribute to infra- 
structure decay to invest in our roads, 
our bridges, and our railways. In fact, a 
Los Angeles Times report recently 
noted that the last time Congress sig- 
nificantly increased Amtrak funding 
was 2008, following the 2008 Union Pa- 
cific-Metrolink crash in California that 
killed 25 people. 

This year, the day following the 
Philadelphia crash, my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle voted to cut 
Amtrak funding by one-fifth. That is 
wrong; it is just plain wrong. It is in- 
sane, and it is out of touch. 

Earlier this year, my Congressional 
Progressive Caucus colleagues and I in- 
troduced the People's Budget, a budget 
that would fix our economy so that it 
will once again provide opportunity for 
everyday working class Americans. A 
key provision in the People's Budget 
was an investment of $820 billion to 
close our Nation's infrastructure gap, 
funded by raising the gas tax by just 15 
cents for the first time in more than 
two decades so that we can maintain 
and improve our Nation's infrastruc- 
ture. 

Unfortunately, instead of the Peo- 
ple’s Budget, Congress passed a far 
more dangerous Republican budget; 
and unfortunately, our infrastructure 
continues to crumble. Our roads are 
frequently congested, limiting produc- 
tivity for millions of American work- 
ers; our airports appear run down com- 
pared to their competitors in Europe 
and Asia; and rail speeds around the 
world have long eclipsed even Amtrak’s 
fastest trains. 

Our bridges continue to deteriorate 
and present real safety hazards, and 
our ports are in terrible disrepair, hav- 
ing negative economic impact. In fact, 
a report last week in The New York 
Times noted that while the train that 
derailed was traveling well above the 
speed limit, at 106 miles per hour, its 
speed was about half of the average 
speed of a French train from Paris to 
Marseille. 

Federal and State investments in in- 
frastructure have plunged in recent 
years, even as economists have re- 
peated over and over and over again 
that infrastructure spending would 
bring massive economic benefits and 
overhaul our transportation networks. 
This has to change before it is too late, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The Congressional Progressive Cau- 
cus is here on the floor today to im- 
plore our colleagues to put transpor- 
tation spending front and center. I 
know that the gentlewoman from Flor- 
ida (Ms. BROWN) agrees with me. I want 
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to thank her for her leadership as a 
member of the House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. NADLER), who shares our 
passion about the importance of fund- 
ing a comprehensive transportation 
bill. 

Mr. NADLER. I thank the gentle- 
woman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, for well over a decade 
we have failed to adequately invest in 
transportation infrastructure. Accord- 
ing to DOT, there is an $808 billion 
backlog of investment needs on high- 
ways and bridges, including $480 billion 
in critical repair work. Public transit 
has an $86 billion backlog of critical 
maintenance and repair needs, which 
increases by $2.5 billion each year as 
bus and rail infrastructure ages. 

The American Society of Civil Engi- 
neers has given U.S. infrastructure an 
overall grade of D-minus because 54 
percent of our major roads are rated 
poor or mediocre. One out of every four 
bridges in the United States, or 147,000 
bridges, is structurally deficient or 
functionally obsolete, and 45 percent of 
Americans do not have access to tran- 
sit. 

Federal land management agencies 
need over $11 billion to address deferred 
maintenance needs on our roads and 
bridges. The Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration estimates that the cost of up- 
grading and repairing our deteriorating 
bridges is over $106 billion. An invest- 
ment of $20 billion annually by all lev- 
els of government is needed through 
2030 to draw down the backlog. 

Bringing existing transit assets just 
up to a state of good repair will require 
an annualized investment level of $18.5 
billion through the year 2030, an 
amount far in excess of current funding 
levels. An additional $4.3 billion over 
current spending levels from all levels 
of government is needed annually to 
eliminate the current backlog by 2030. 

To accommodate future transit rider- 
ship growth and preserve transit sys- 
tems, aS much as $24.5 billion per year 
would need to be invested compared to 
only $14.2 billion currently invested, a 
gap of $10 billion a year. 

The cost to our economy of not meet- 
ing our infrastructure needs is great. 
According to the 2018 American Soci- 
ety of Civil Engineers report, 42 per- 
cent of America’s major urban high- 
ways remain congested. Congestion 
costs commuters $121 billion a year in 
wasted time and fuel, or an average of 
$818 per commuter. I would guarantee 
you each commuter would rather spend 
the equivalent amount in taxes than 
waste that money sitting on a clogged 
highway. 

In 2011, congestion caused urban 
Americans to travel 5.5 billion hours 
more and to purchase an extra 2.9 bil- 
lion gallons of unnecessary fuel. With- 
out existing transit services in place in 
2011, travelers would have suffered an 
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additional 865 million hours of delays 
and consumed 450 million more gallons 
of fuel. 

Despite the condition of our infra- 
structure system caused by years of 
underinvestment, we are spending way 
too little today on roads, bridges, tran- 
sit, and rail. The highway trust fund 
currently collects about $35 billion per 
year for the highway account and $5 
billion for the transit account. Accord- 
ing to CBO, the highway trust fund 
faces a shortfall of about $170 billion 
over the next 10 years. By 2020, the 
highway trust fund’s purchasing power 
will have dropped by nearly half since 
1990 because of inflation at a time when 
the country’s population will have in- 
creased 30 percent. 

We currently spend about $50 billion 
a year on highways and transit, and 
most of the recent fights over revenue 
for the transportation bill have been 
merely to fill the gap to maintain cur- 
rent funding levels. The discussion 
should be much broader. It should be 
about how we can fund the program at 
a higher level to eliminate the backlog, 
increase capacity, meet a state of good 
repair, and eliminate the congestion in 
this country. 

Today, this country spends about 1.7 
percent of GDP of the entire economy 
on infrastructure. We used to spend al- 
most 4 percent on infrastructure. Eu- 
rope is spending 4 to 5 percent, and 
China is spending 9 percent. Who do 
you think, 30 years from now, is going 
to have a competitive economic system 
which depends on adequate up-to-date 
competitive transportation infrastruc- 
ture and broadband? 

In particular, for example, we have 
been underinvesting in our rail infra- 
structure as well. The passenger rail 
system needs at least $52 billion, or $2.5 
billion per year for 20 years, just to 
meet ridership demands such as capac- 
ity improvements, such as tunnels to 
New York and to bring the system into 
a state of good repair. Of that amount, 
$21 billion is necessary for the backlog 
of projects on the Northeast corridor. 

The Northeast corridor serves 51 mil- 
lion people and is the major corridor 
for Amtrak in the country. The $21 bil- 
lion for the backlog of projects in- 
cludes $13.8 billion in major infrastruc- 
ture project backlog and $7.2 billion in 
basic infrastructure backlog. 
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Some of these major project needs in- 
clude $1.5 billion to replace the Balti- 
more and Potomac Tunnel, which dates 
back to 1873; $950 million to replace the 
Gunpowder and Bush River Bridges; 
$850 million to replace the Susque- 
hanna River Bridge; $350 million to re- 
place the Highline Bridge and add a 
fourth track between Newark and New 
York; $750 million to replace the Portal 
Bridge, which can stop the entire 
Northeast corridor if it should fail; $1 
billion for catenary, communication, 
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and signal upgrades and bridge replace- 
ments near New Haven; $2.8 billion in 
upgrades to other movable bridges; $1.8 
billion in additional catenary upgrades 
from Washington, D.C., to New York. 

All this is basic backlog, just to 
make sure that the current system 
continues to operate and doesn’t fail. 
Additional funding over and above the 
$21 billion backlog, for a total of $64 
billion, is needed for service improve- 
ments and projected increases in ca- 
pacity on the Northeast corridor; yet 
Amtrak gets just $1.4 billion in the an- 
nual appropriations bill—or less than 2 
percent of Federal transportation fund- 
ing. 

The Appropriations Committee rec- 
ommended the other day that this be 
reduced to $1.1 billion, with a $64 bil- 
lion backlog. 

The fiscal year 2016 transportation 
appropriations bill, just marked up in 
committee the day after the accident 
north of Philadelphia, cuts capital 
funding for Amtrak by $290 million, 
providing only $1.1 billion in FY 2016, 
$1 billion below the President’s re- 
quest. 

The President’s request for this 
year’s budget includes $5 billion for 
rail. Half of that is for Amtrak, to 
bring the system to a state of good re- 
pair, including $550 billion for the 
Northeast corridor. 

As we await the results of the full in- 
vestigation, the tragedy of Amtrak 
train 188 shows the importance of a re- 
liable rail system to the Northeast re- 
gion of this country. We cannot con- 
tinue the decades of neglect that have 
left our system desperately under- 
funded and resulted in a multibillion- 
dollar backlog to bring the system to a 
state of good repair. 

It should not require a tragedy to 
spur action to address the glaring defi- 
ciencies in our transportation and in- 
frastructure network. We should act 
before accidents occur. 

Rail safety is not a luxury; it is of 
fundamental importance to our citi- 
zens and our economy. Thousands of 
businesses and commuters in the 
Northeast depend on the rail for com- 
merce and transportation every day. 
Congress must finally provide the re- 
sources necessary for ensuring the safe- 
ty and reliability of our transportation 
and infrastructure system. 

While this Congress has failed to 
make transportation funding a pri- 
ority, the administration has taken the 
lead and proposed a long-term surface 
transportation reauthorization bill. 

The GROW AMERICA Act provides a 
total of $478 billion over 6 years, a 45 
percent increase for highways, bridges, 
public transportation, highway safety, 
and rail programs. It provides $317 bil- 
lion for programs under the Federal 
Highway Administration, an increase 
of 29 percent over current levels. It al- 
locates $18 billion for a new dedicated 
multimodal freight system. How is our 
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economy supposed to operate without 
an efficient freight transportation sys- 
tem? 

It provides $115 billion for programs 
under the Federal Transit Administra- 
tion, an increase of 76 percent over cur- 
rent levels, and significantly boosts 
New Starts funding. 

It provides $28 billion for programs 
under the Federal Railroad Adminis- 
tration, $6 billion for vehicle safety 
programs under the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, $4.7 bil- 
lion for truck and bus safety programs, 
and $16 billion for the Highway Safety 
Improvement Program. 

It provides $7.5 for TIGER grants and 
$6 billion for TIFIA that could support 
$60 billion in loans. It provides $3.5 bil- 
lion to leverage research and innova- 
tion to move people. 

Several of the members of the Trans- 
portation Committee just introduced 
the GROW AMERICA Act in the House. 
Not all of us agree with everything in 
that bill. 

For example, the Transportation 
Committee’s Special Panel on Freight, 
which I was the ranking Democrat on, 
made several unanimous bipartisan 
recommendations, including providing 
dedicated guaranteed funding for 
projects of national and regional sig- 
nificance. Reauthorizing this program 
is a top priority for many of us on the 
committee and should be included in 
any final bill. 

It is important to start moving a 
long-term bill, where we can have an 
opportunity to shape these policy pro- 
visions, and the GROW AMERICA Act 
would serve as a good starting point. 

The last surface transportation bill, 
MAP-21, expired last fall. The Presi- 
dent first proposed the GROW AMER- 
ICA Act last spring to provide an alter- 
native for MAP-21 before it expired. 

Unfortunately, we failed to reauthor- 
ize MAP-21 on time and passed an ex- 
tension until the end of this month, to 
give us more time to work on a long- 
term bill. We just passed another 2- 
month extension, the 33rd extension, to 
take us to the end of July. 

We have known for months that this 
day was coming; yet we have made no 
progress in finding a solution to fund- 
ing highways, transit, and other impor- 
tant surface transportation programs. 

MAP-21 itself was only a 2-year bill, 
breaking the tradition of Congress 
passing 5- or 6-year bills to provide the 
reliable funding necessary to complete 
long-term capital plans and projects 
that require a commitment beyond 1 
fiscal year. 

The last time we passed a long-term 
bill was 10 years ago, in 2005, in 
SAFETEA-LU. That bill was under- 
funded because of a resistance to rais- 
ing the gasoline tax and identifying 
new revenue sources. 

House and Senate leadership couldn’t 
come up with the additional $60 billion 
needed to fill the gap in the highway 
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trust fund just to do a long-term bill at 
current levels, but this week, they put 
on the floor a tax extender that will 
cost $182 billion over 10 years, com- 
pletely unpaid for. 

The priorities of this Congress are 
completely out of whack. Our infra- 
structure is crumbling around us, and 
the majority continues to spend hun- 
dreds of billions of dollars on tax cuts 
for corporations and the wealthy, while 
leaving transportation funding to with- 
er on the vine. 

I am concerned we will be back here 
in July having this same conversation. 
We must demand now that this Con- 
gress spend the next 2 months, once 
and for all, making transportation 
funding a priority. 

We must realize that what we have 
based our transportation program on 
since 1955, the gasoline tax, is a wast- 
ing asset. It is down 30 percent since 
1993 because of inflation, and every 
year, we use fewer gallons because of 
an intelligent policy of energy con- 
servation, of higher mileage per gallon; 
but that means fewer gallons of gaso- 
line. We must either raise the gasoline 
tax or bring in a new source of revenue 
or both. 

Finally, let me say that interest 
rates are at negative rates now. When 
interest rates are at negative rates, 
when you can borrow money and pay it 
back more cheaply, that is the time to 
borrow money to invest so that our 
children inherit not a great debt, but 
inherit an efficiently functioning econ- 
omy and an investment in the country 
that makes the economy function. 

We have always known this. The Re- 
publican Party and their precursor, the 
Whigs, have always known this. They 
were the party in the 19th century of 
the American systems. What was the 
American system? Henry Clay’s system 
to invest public funds in internal im- 
provements in roads and canals and 
bridges and railroads, rather than the 
European system of letting the private 
sector do it. 

Abraham Lincoln continued that tra- 
dition with the transcontinental rail- 
road at a time of civil war, and Dwight 
Eisenhower did the Interstate Highway 
System, which we are still living with. 
These were Republican Party projects. 
I only wish the Republican Party 
wasn’t completely turning its back on 
its own heritage. 

We have, for the last century, a bi- 
partisan heritage of funding our infra- 
structure so that the country can grow 
and the economy can prosper, but the 
Republican Party seems to have turned 
their back on this. I urge you to recon- 
sider. 

Stop turning your back. Join us in 
the Democratic Party in continuing 
our tradition of making this an econ- 
omy that can function for all our peo- 
ple, where people can move and not 
waste their time sitting in traffic jams, 
where goods can move and the econ- 
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omy can function, businesses can flour- 
ish. That is what is at stake. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. NADLER, 
first of all, I want to thank you for 
your comprehensive information about 
transportation infrastructure. 

In my home State of Florida, we 
bring many visitors to Florida through 
Amtrak through the Auto Train. We 
have colleagues on the other side that 
want to privatize that system, and I 
want to know how that will affect New 
York, privatizing that Northeast cor- 
ridor. 

Mr. NADLER. Well, you have to re- 
member the reason why Amtrak was 
created in the first place. We didn’t 
have public railroads in the 19th cen- 
tury. We didn’t have public railroads in 
the first half of the 20th century, but 
by 1960 and 1970, many of the freight 
railroads were going bankrupt, and cer- 
tainly, the passenger lines could no 
longer pay for themselves. They were 
all going bankrupt. 

Congress faced the reality in 1970 
that if it didn’t create something 
called Amtrak—it was named Am- 
trak—but something as a public cor- 
poration or publicly funded corpora- 
tion, there would be no passenger rail 
in the United States. 

The States did the same thing. What 
became various commuter rail agen- 
cies, like MTA in New York or SEPTA 
in Philadelphia and others, were cre- 
ated out of the bankrupt passenger op- 
erations of the private rail lines. No 
one could make money at it. 

Amtrak has survived and has flour- 
ished in the sense of attracting more 
and more passengers, and it now has 77 
percent of the market against the air- 
lines in the Northeast corridor; and, 
thank God, it saves energy and time 
and congestion, despite the fact that it 
has been grossly underfunded by Con- 
gress. 

The only section of Amtrak that 
makes money is the Northeast corridor 
from Washington to Boston. It sub- 
sidizes everything else. There would be 
no rail lines outside the Northeast cor- 
ridor—not to Florida, not to Chicago, 
not to Denver, not to any place outside 
the Washington to Boston corridor—if 
they had to pay for themselves. 

We, the Northeast corridor, subsidize 
the rest of Amtrak. From my point of 
view as a New Yorker, I would rather 
that weren’t the case; but I am an 
American. I think everybody ought to 
have the ability to travel and the abil- 
ity to have an economy that functions, 
and so we cross-subsidize. 

It would be better if Congress put 
money in and other sections of the 
country could become self-sustaining 
in rail, but the fact is the history is 
that is very difficult. 

I am not aware of any rail system or 
public transit system in the world that 
isn’t publicly subsidized. We subsidize 
every transportation system in this 
country. We subsidize the highway; we 
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subsidize the airlines with the air traf- 
fic control, and we do it because we 
know the country has to move. 

If we want an economy that gen- 
erates goods and services for people, it 
has to move. Freight has to move. It 
has to move by rail. It has to move by 
barge, by boat. We have to invest in it. 

If Amtrak stops funding the line to 
Florida, that line wouldn’t exist any- 
more; everything would be on the road. 
The roads would be more congested; 
people would waste more time. The one 
exception to that right now is the 
Northeast corridor. We are willing, be- 
cause we are Americans, to participate 
in a national system, and the rest of 
the country should be willing, too. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. NADLER, 
when I travel to different countries, 
they always ask us about our freight 
rail. We are the caboose when it comes 
to funding Amtrak, and we started the 
rail system, and they don’t use ca- 
booses any more. 

I don’t understand why it is that we, 
as Members of Congress, don’t under- 
stand the importance of having a safe, 
efficient transportation system. Rail 
has to be a part of it. 

When I think about Katrina and I 
think about over 3,000 people died be- 
cause they couldn’t move out of harm’s 
way, that is a reason why we need a 
comprehensive transportation system 
in this country. 

Our competition in Florida is not 
Georgia, Alabama, and Mississippi— 
nothing personal to the people here 
from Georgia. We are competing with 
people from other countries, and we 
must develop an efficient rail system 
in conjunction with all of our other 
transportation needs 

Mr. NADLER. You are obviously 
completely right, and that is why I 
quoted the figures I did earlier in my 
remarks. 

Prior to 1980, roughly, we used to 
spend about 4, 4% percent of GDP on 
infrastructure. Now, we are spending 
1.7 percent of GDP on infrastructure. 
Of course, we are underinvesting, and 
our infrastructure is decaying. By in- 
frastructure, I mean roads, highway, 
bridges, rail, airports, broadband—you 
name it. 

China is spending 9 percent of GDP 
on infrastructure. We are competing 
with China. We are competing with 
other countries. If they can move goods 
and people more efficiently, that 
means their economy is going to be 
more efficient; their economy is going 
to be more competitive; they are going 
to be able to sell things more cheaply, 
generate things more cheaply, and out- 
sell us. 

We have to compete in a world econ- 
omy. We can’t be insulated. If we are 
going to compete in a world economy 
and have an economy that can gen- 
erate the jobs, we can only compete if 
we have a transportation system. We 
also need an efficient energy system 
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and other things, too, but an efficient 
transportation system. We are eating 
our seed corn. We benefited from prior 
generations’ investment, and now, we 
are not doing that investment. 

I hear rhetoric on this floor all the 
time that we shouldn’t leave a debt. We 
have to have a balanced budget, and we 
shouldn’t leave a debt to our children. 

Frankly, I would rather leave a debt 
to our children if we use that debt to 
build up the investments in this coun- 
try so that there are roads for our chil- 
dren to travel on, rails to ride on, air- 
ports to land in, schools to attend. 
That is an investment. 
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We have to make a distinction. It is 
one thing to waste money or spend it 
on something ephemeral. But to invest 
it so that our children inherit a coun- 
try with a functioning economy and 
with assets that we give them that 
they can use to make a more func- 
tioning economy, that is worth it. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman for his contribution. 

Mr. Speaker, Congresswoman WAT- 
SON COLEMAN, and Members of the 
House, it amazes me that the House 
practices what I call “Reverse Robin 
Hood.” In other words, robbing from 
transportation to give tax breaks to 
their friends. 

Recently, they passed close to $300 
billion for tax breaks. But, yet, we 
can’t pass a comprehensive transpor- 
tation bill that will put people to work. 

Yesterday, in the House, we passed 
another extension of surface transpor- 
tation programs, once again, failing in 
our duties to provide a world-class 
transportation system for our country. 

Transportation programs are much 
too critical to our economy to be de- 
layed any longer. Unfortunately, the 
Republican leadership in Washington 
continue its long-running failure to 
fund surface transportation infrastruc- 
ture programs. 

While our international competition 
is investing heavily in transportation 
and infrastructure to move people, 
goods, and services, the leadership of 
this House is passing tax cuts for their 
wealthy contributors, while Congress 
sticks their heads in the sand and 
passed another continuing resolution. 

Just a few weeks ago, House Repub- 
licans passed a bill cutting taxes by 
$269 billion for the richest 1 percent of 
Americans, with no offsets. But we 
have failed to pass a real transpor- 
tation reauthorization bill since 2005 
because they can’t find the money. 

Clearly, this Nation’s transportation 
infrastructure is not a priority for the 
Republican leadership in this House. 

Transportation infrastructure fund- 
ing is absolutely critical to this Nation 
and, if properly funded, serves as a tre- 
mendous economic boost and job cre- 
ator. In fact, the Department of Trans- 
portation statistics show that for every 
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billion dollars that we invest in trans- 
portation infrastructure, it creates 
44,000 permanent jobs, along with $6.2 
billion in economic activity. 

Mr. Speaker, the traveling public is 
pleading with you to make transpor- 
tation infrastructure a priority. When 
this happens, we can put millions of 
hard-working Americans back to work 
fixing our Nation’s crumbling infra- 
structure, and preparing our country 
for the future. 

In the words of Transportation Sec- 
retary Anthony Foxx: “All of us have a 
role to play in shaping our Nation’s in- 
frastructure.” 

And as we saw during the last tragic 
train derailment in Philadelphia, Con- 
gress urgently needs to increase fund- 
ing for our Nation's passenger rail sys- 
tems to make them safe for the trav- 
eling public and prevent future trage- 
dies on our Nation’s rail system. 

Madam COLEMAN, I understand that 
the gentleman from New Jersey wants 
to join us. And as he joins us, I would 
like for him to answer that question, 
as he makes his remarks, How would 
prioritizing Amtrak affect New Jersey? 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Before the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PAYNE) begins, I really think I want to 
share something that I think is very 
germane to where the gentleman may 
be going. 

Both of us live on and travel the 
Northeast corridor on the train back 
and forth to New Jersey, and we depend 
upon an efficient and a safe train ride 
to get us back to our homes and to get 
us back down here to do the people’s 
business. 

I did mention that I lost a con- 
stituent because that train was on its 
way to Trenton, and it was letting off 
people in my district, and that train 
would have ultimately gone on up to 
Newark and then on to New York. 

I know that the Congressman has 
been tremendously impacted by the 
tragedy that took place, and knowing 
how important it is for us to be able to 
move back and forth efficiently, effec- 
tively, and safely in the Northeast cor- 
ridor. And I just wanted to sort of pref- 
ace the introduction of your coming to 
the microphone with sort of remem- 
bering that this is really close to home 
for you and me. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PAYNE.) 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from Florida and the 
gentlewoman from New Jersey for af- 
fording me this opportunity to discuss 
a tragedy, as the gentlewoman from 
New Jersey stated, that has hit very 
close to home. 

And the reason I say that is, as stat- 
ed by the gentlewoman from New Jer- 
sey, the Northeast corridor is the way 
we are able to travel back and forth 
from our home to Washington, D.C., to 
do the people’s business. And so it is 
not uncommon that I could have been 
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on train 188. I have taken it on numer- 
ous occasions. 

My thoughts and prayers are with 
the victims of this horrific Amtrak 
train derailment and their families at 
this difficult time. 

I am grateful for the first responders 
who put themselves in harm’s way to 
rescue passengers, and I wish all those 
injured a full and speedy recovery. 

This tragedy, as we stated, has hit so 
close to home. Sometimes weekly, I 
travel, as do many of my constituents 
and colleagues, on this rail line. I have 
taken Amtrak’s 188 and had my wife 
and children on that specific train 
leaving here going back home. 

As a Member of Congress, we have a 
responsibility to ensure and enhance 
the public safety. 

The derailment of Amtrak train 188 
serves as an important reminder that if 
we are to meet this responsibility, we 
need to invest in our infrastructure. 

There is no doubt that our Nation’s 
infrastructure is crumbling. The Amer- 
ican Society of Civil Engineers has 
rated it as a D-plus 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know all of us 
find education important. If you were 
given a D-plus on the work that you do, 
on the quality of your service, what 
would that say? 

There is no doubt that we are falling 
behind other nations in the quality of 
our infrastructure. Long-term invest- 
ments in our Nation’s infrastructure 
are essential for achieving economic 
growth and competitiveness through- 
out the world. 

Yet, Republicans refuse to address 
this very real crisis. This only com- 
pounds the problem, costing American 
jobs and undermining our economy. 

We don’t need shortsighted thinking. 
We need to stay competitive, boost 
commerce, invest in economic growth 
and job creation, and protect our com- 
munities. These are the benefits of 
modernizing our Nation’s infrastruc- 
ture. 

One day after the derailment of Am- 
trak train 188, my Republican col- 
leagues voted to cut Amtrak funding. 
While the Amtrak investigation re- 
mains ongoing, we know that slashing 
funding will hamper safety improve- 
ments and upgrades. 

We shouldn’t stand in the way of this 
wise infrastructure investment. Let’s 
commit to ensuring modern, safe, and 
reliable infrastructure that reflects the 
greatness of this Nation. 

And as I go to my seat, I just want 
to, once again, thank the gentlewomen 
from Florida and New Jersey respec- 
tively for giving me the opportunity to 
have several moments to discuss what 
is an issue that impacts the safety, the 
productiveness, the competitiveness of 
our Nation and our infrastructure. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to talk a little bit more about 
Amtrak, because I am the past chair 
and ranking member of the Railroads, 
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Pipelines, and Hazardous Materials 
Subcommittee, and I think Amtrak is 
more and more important. 

As more Americans are turning to 
rail as their preferred mode of trans- 
portation, Amtrak is building the in- 
frastructure and organization to meet 
that demand. 

Amtrak carried a record total of 31.6 
million passengers in 2013. Their rider- 
ship has been growing across the sys- 
tem for over a decade, with last year’s 
ridership being the largest in the his- 
tory. 

Currently, they serve more than 500 
destinations in 46 States and provide 
the only public transportation option 
for millions of people in rural areas. 

Let me repeat. Amtrak is the only 
mode of transportation for people in 
certain rural areas. 

Amtrak has increased their revenue, 
reduced debt, has new passengers, im- 
proved their infrastructure, and pur- 
chased trains that are built 100 percent 
in America. That is where those parts 
are made, 100 percent in America. 

Amtrak reduces congestion and im- 
proves our energy independence and 
plays a vital role in emergency prepa- 
ration. 

And I often talk about 9/11. Amtrak 
was moving. It was the only way people 
could move in this country. And 
Katrina. 

So Amtrak plays a very important 
part in making sure that we can con- 
tinue to move people, goods and serv- 
ices. 

Madam, I want to thank you for your 
leadership in this area. 

THIS IS OUR WATCH 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Before you 
close out, I want to mention something 
about veterans because we are getting 
ready to have a recess, and I have to 
thank all of the veterans for their serv- 
ice. 

This morning at 9 a.m. we went over 
to the Women’s Memorial Wall. And it 
is what we have done for 18 years to 
honor women veterans who have served 
in this country. 

I want to thank all who have served 
America. We have the freedoms be- 
cause of their service. I want to, once 
again, thank them. 

But I must mention the fact that on 
the 24th of this month, if the House 
does not move, the project in Denver 
will shut down, and it will cost over $20 
million to shut down. In addition, it 
will be $2 million a month. We are 
talking about the VA facility in Den- 
ver, Colorado. 

Now, we want to blame the VA, but 
this is our watch. The Denver hospital 
has been a political hot potato for over 
10 years; different secretaries, different 
administrations. 

But the point is, this is our watch, 
and it is unacceptable that we shut 
down this project. 

One of the slogans of the Army is, 
“Failure is not an option.” We need to 
get it done. 
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We appreciate the service that the 
men and women have provided for our 
freedom, but we need to do our part in 
making sure that we take care of them. 

I want to paraphrase the comments 
of the first President of the United 
States, George Washington. He said, No 
matter how justified we think a war 
may be, what is important is how we 
treat the veterans. 

Now, this is our watch. This is our re- 
sponsibility. And we have to make sure 
that we take care of the veterans. 

With that, I want to thank the gen- 
tlewoman from New Jersey for her 
leadership and for providing this oppor- 
tunity to discuss transportation infra- 
structure, Amtrak, and also to thank 
the veterans for their service. 

A lot of us talk the talk, but we need 
to walk the walk and roll the roll for 
the veterans. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. I thank 
the gentlewoman from Florida for ev- 
erything that she has brought before us 
this evening. I thank my colleagues for 
raising the issues regarding the signifi- 
cance, the importance of, and the eco- 
nomic benefits, as well as the safety 
and security needs, of an efficient, ef- 
fective, and safe transportation sys- 
tem. 

I want to also thank the gentle- 
woman for reminding us that we are 
having our Memorial Day holiday, and 
it gives us an opportunity to thank 
those who have made the ultimate sac- 
rifice to keep us safe and to keep the 
freedoms that we hold so dear. 

And at the end of this, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to take this opportunity to sim- 
ply remind us that the transportation 
needs of our community both represent 
safety and security that we hold very 
sacred in our communities, but it also 
provides an economic benefit that we 
all can benefit from. Irrespective of Re- 
publican or Democrat, rural, urban, or 
suburban, there is a benefit to a trans- 
portation system that moves people, 
goods, and supplies where they are 
needed. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, | thank my colleagues, Congress- 
woman BONNIE WATSON COLEMAN and Con- 
gresswoman CORRINE BROWN for organizing 
this Congressional Progressive Caucus Spe- 
cial Order Hour on Transportation Infrastruc- 
ture Spending. 

Last night, the House passed H.R. 2353 to 
extend the federal surface transportation pro- 
grams for two months, through July 31st. If 
these programs had been allowed to expire, 
all federal transportation funding to states and 
local governments would have stopped on 
May 31st, and numerous constructions jobs on 
highways, bridges and transit systems could 
have been cancelled. According to the Amer- 
ican Association of State Highway and Trans- 
portation Officials, this needless crisis brought 
uncertainty to 6,000 critical construction 
projects across the country, and left 660,000 
good-paying construction jobs hanging in the 
balance. 
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| voted for this bill, but | did so reluctantly 
because what we really need is a multi-year 
transportation bill that will bring our nation’s 
transportation system into the 21st century. A 
multi-year transportation bill with robust fund- 
ing for highway, bridge and transit construction 
will create thousands of good jobs and provide 
certainty to states and local governments. 

Federal investment in our nation’s transpor- 
tation system is essential. The American Soci- 
ety of Civil Engineers gave the public infra- 
structure of the United States a grade of “D+” 
in 2013 and estimated that we will need to in- 
vest $3.6 trillion by 2020 in order to improve 
the condition of our infrastructure. 

Rebuilding our nation’s transportation infra- 
structure creates jobs that are desperately 
needed throughout the country. The economy 
is still struggling to recover from the recession. 
The unemployment rate is 5.4 percent nation- 
wide and is significantly higher in some minor- 
ity and disadvantaged communities. Transpor- 
tation funding is clearly good for the economy. 

Congressional Republicans have had 
months to prepare a multi-year transportation 
bill. Unfortunately, all they did last night is punt 
the deadline two months deeper into the crit- 
ical summer construction season. | urge my 
Republican colleagues to work with us over 
the next two months so we can finally pass a 
multi-year transportation bill before the July 
31st deadline. 

Congressional Republicans are further jeop- 
ardizing our nation’s transportation system by 
slashing funding for TIGER. TIGER—formally 
known as Transportation Investment Gener- 
ating Economic Recovery—is a_ nationwide 
competitive grant program that creates jobs by 
funding investments in transportation infra- 
structure by states, local governments, and 
transit agencies. TIGER funds innovative 
projects that generate economic development 
and improve access to safe, reliable, and af- 
fordable transportation alternatives. 

Earlier this year, the President requested 
$1.25 billion for TIGER in fiscal year 2016, as 
part of an expanded TIGER program that 
would provide $7.5 billion for TIGER over 6 
years. This expanded TIGER program will cre- 
ate jobs, encourage innovation, and mod- 
ernize transportation infrastructure for the 21st 
century. 

| sent a letter to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee urging full funding of the President's 
$1.25 billion request for TIGER in FY 2016, 
and a total of 146 Members of Congress 
signed my letter. 

Nevertheless, the House Republicans’ 
version of the FY 2016 Transportation and 
Housing Appropriations (THUD) bill provides 
only $100 million for TIGER. That’s an 80 per- 
cent cut from FY 2015 and a small fraction of 
the President’s request. This kind of drastic 
cut in TIGER will needlessly cripple highway 
and transit construction plans that are already 
struggling due to the uncertainty surrounding 
the future of the transportation bill. 

We need more federal investment in trans- 
portation infrastructure, and we need it now! 
That is why | am introducing the TIGER 
Grants for Job Creation Act. This bill will pro- 
vide an emergency supplemental appropriation 
totaling $7.5 billion dollars over the next six 
years for job creation through investments in 
transportation infrastructure. This emergency 
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supplemental appropriation will fully fund the 
President's proposal for an expanded TIGER. 

Passage of an emergency supplemental ap- 
propriation will provide funding for TIGER free 
from sequestration and without reducing fund- 
ing for other important domestic priorities. It 
will also allow states, local governments, and 
transit agencies to begin immediately to plan 
projects and prepare grant applications. Thus, 
it will ensure an efficient use of funds and 
timely job creation. 

| urge all of my colleagues to support the 
TIGER Grants for Job Creation Act and fully 
fund the President’s request for TIGER, and | 
urge my colleagues to pass a multi-year trans- 
portation bill to bring our highways, bridges 
and public transit systems into the 21st cen- 
tury. 


— A 


HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia (during 
the Special Order of Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that when the House ad- 
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 10 
a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 


—_ A 


REAPPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE IN- 
STITUTE OF AMERICAN INDIAN 
AND ALASKA NATIVE CULTURE 
AND ARTS DEVELOPMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker's re- 
appointment, pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 
4412, and the order of the House of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, of the following Member 
on the part of the House to the Board 
of Trustees of the Institute of Amer- 
ican Indian and Alaska Native Culture 
and Arts Development: 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN, New Mexico 


—_ 


APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUALS 
TO COMMISSION ON CARE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speakers ap- 
pointment, pursuant to section 202(a) 
of the Veterans Access, Choice, and Ac- 
countability Act of 2014 (Public Law 
113-146), and the order of the House of 
January 6, 2015, of the following indi- 
viduals on the part of the House to the 
Commission on Care: 

Mr. David P. Blom, Columbus, Ohio 

Mr. Darin Selnick, Oceanside, Cali- 
fornia 

Dr. Toby Cosgrove, Cleveland, Ohio 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
MEXICO-UNITED STATES INTER- 
PARLIAMENTARY GROUP 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap- 
pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 276h 
and the order of the House of January 
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6, 2015, of the following Members on the 
part of the House to the Mexico-United 
States Interparliamentary Group: 

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ, California 

Mr. GENE GREEN, Texas 

Mr. PoLIs, Colorado 

Ms. JACKSON LEE, Texas 

Mrs. TORRES, California 


EEE 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I appear here tonight to talk about 
police and community relations 
throughout our country. The purpose 
of this Special Order is to talk about 
how the relationship between police 
and local communities can be repaired. 

Over the last year, we have witnessed 
tensions rise between local law en- 
forcement officers and local commu- 
nities. The events we have witnessed 
across the country have highlighted 
the need for mending the strained rela- 
tionships between police and commu- 
nities across the country. 

This week, the Judiciary Committee 
in the House held a hearing entitled, 
Policing Strategies for the 21st Cen- 
tury. The purpose of this hearing was 
to look at how law enforcement is 
trained and how it is received in our 
communities across the country. 

The Senate also held a hearing this 
week. Their focus was on the use of 
body cameras. 

I applaud my colleagues for holding 
hearings on criminal justice reform 
this week, but I hope that this is just 
the beginning and not the end of the 
hearings that need to be held on so 
many different and very important and 
fundamental issues on the topic of 
criminal justice reform. All of these 
issues scream out for public attention 
and for new solutions by this Congress. 

There are many conversations that 
need to be had about the best ways to 
improve policing practices, including 
ways to curb the use of excessive force, 
the use of body cameras, and mental 
health evaluations for law enforce- 
ment. The list goes on and on. 

I would like to start out by talking 
about three of my bills: the Grand Jury 
Reform Act, the Police Accountability 
Act, and the Stop Militarizing Law En- 
forcement Act. 

Police militarization is an important 
subject that President Obama even 
weighed in on yesterday with the 
issuance of an executive order that in- 
corporates my Stop Militarizing Law 
Enforcement Act. Both my bill and the 
President’s executive order call for a 
ban on the transfer of certain surplus 
military-grade weaponry and both im- 
pose strict oversight and transparency 
measures to ensure that the equipment 
that is transferred is used properly. 
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President Obama’s Law Enforcement 
Equipment Working Group called for 
law enforcement agencies to ‘‘embrace 
a guardian—rather than a warrior— 
mindset”” to build trust and legitimacy 
both within agencies and with the pub- 
lic. 

This statement is at the very core of 
what we need to change in our country. 
Military-grade weapons are made for 
one purpose, and that is to conduct 
war. 

When we see tanks and grenade 
launchers and this type of equipment 
being used by police, it enforces a mes- 
sage that we are at war in the streets 
of our very own country, the same way 
that we are at war in the streets of 
other countries. This has to change be- 
cause our streets are not war zones, 
and we should not allow the unbridled 
proliferation of military weaponry 
onto our streets. 

When we allow our streets to be 
flooded with surplus weaponry from 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, we 
set the stage for a military mindset to 
take hold throughout the law enforce- 
ment community. We should not allow 
things to get twisted. There is a big 
difference between the law enforce- 
ment mentality and the military 
mindset. 

The creed of an Army soldier is to 
“deploy, engage, and destroy the en- 
emies of the United States of America 
in close combat.” 

Conversely, the classic police motto 
is ‘‘to protect and serve.”” 

So when we start flooding our streets 
with military-grade weaponry, we start 
to allow the creeping in of a different 
mindset. And when we factor in the 
fact that many of our law enforcement 
officers have actually had to be de- 
ployed to war zones during the last 12 
or 13 years because the wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan have been fought by a vol- 
unteer Army, with a healthy dose of 
deployment of Reserve and National 
Guard units to the battle—when we 
consider that, we consider the fact that 
many law enforcement officers are also 
reservists or National Guardsmen or 
-women, and they have been deployed 
to war zones. Then they come back to 
their jobs in the Nation, and some- 
times they could get it twisted in 
terms of what their actual goal and 
mission should be. 

On the streets of America, the mis- 
sion is not to deploy and to engage the 
enemy and destroy the enemy in close 
combat. That is not what law enforce- 
ment officers should be about. And we 
don't need to let that mindset creep 
into law enforcement. 

When you have the experience and 
when you have the equipment and 
when you have inherent biases and 
prejudices that exist in the mindset of 
all Americans, regardless of whether or 
not it is law enforcement or civilian, 
then you get a situation where your 
minority communities can then be at 
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severe risk. And that, I am afraid, is 
what has occurred in this country be- 
cause so many of our young people 
have lost confidence in our police de- 
partments and in our law enforcement 
community. And that, ladies and gen- 
tlemen, is definitely unhealthy. It is 
not good for our democracy. We need to 
try to do something to change it. And 
we can’t make effective changes with- 
out understanding the problem. 

Now some would say that we need a 
military solution on the streets of 
America because the streets have be- 
come so lawless, but I would beg to dif- 
fer. I would beg to differ strongly, as a 
matter of fact. We are dealing with 
citizens who still need to be protected. 

By the way, most people in America 
are law-abiding citizens. There are 
some who become criminals, who stray 
and commit criminal acts. Sometimes 
those criminal acts actually place peo- 
ple’s lives at risk. And police and law 
enforcement are there to make sure 
that we keep people safe. 

All people want to be safe and secure 
in their homes and walking down the 
streets and in doing their business, in 
their life, work, and play pursuits. All 
of us want to be safe, and all of us real- 
ize that we must have law enforcement 
enforce the laws. All of us should have 
a responsibility to each other to stay 
within the boundaries of the law, and 
we are partners in that regard. We, the 
citizens, partner among ourselves; and 
then we must partner with our law en- 
forcement community to enable law 
enforcement to do the job that we need 
them to do. 

So it is a relationship that is built on 
trust, and it is built on communication 
because law enforcement can only be as 
effective in enforcing the law as it is 
with respect to the relationships that 
it has among people in the community. 

That is why community-oriented po- 
licing is so important, to get police of- 
ficers involved in the communities 
within which they serve; for them to 
get out of the car, go meet people, go 
develop relationships, and start the 
flow of dialogue. The citizens are who 
enable law enforcement to be most ef- 
fective because that is where they get 
most of their information. 

I will admit that people don’t com- 
municate with law enforcement as 
much as they should, and it hurts us 
all. The reasons for that are this break- 
down in trust, which is exacerbated by 
the military equipment and by the 
military mindset, both of those going 
hand in hand. 
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Now, how do we stop it? 

First, by stopping the flow of that 
free military equipment onto our 
streets. We must cap that. I am not 
here to say that law enforcement 
should not have what it needs in order 
to do what it is supposed to do, and 
that is to protect and serve, but it 
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should not have a pipeline directly be- 
tween the Department of Defense and 
law enforcement which supplies equip- 
ment to law enforcement, leaving out 
the civilian authority to make the de- 
termination of whether or not the 
equipment is needed. 

So that is what the 1033 program 
does. That is what President Obama’s 
executive order, which tracks the lan- 
guage of the Stop Militarizing Law En- 
forcement Act, does, and that is to stop 
that flow and return control of the 
process of acquisition of law enforce- 
ment equipment back to the hands of 
the civilian authority. So that is the 
first thing that we need to do. 

Mr. Speaker, the second thing we 
need to do is to ensure good analysis of 
the personnel that we have doing the 
law enforcement, because as I said, if 
you have been to a war zone, the statis- 
tics show that many of those who re- 
turn from the battle suffer from post- 
traumatic stress and other illnesses 
that affect the mental health of the 
people. So we must take better care of 
the mental health of our law enforce- 
ment personnel, having been deployed 
or not. Being involved in law enforce- 
ment is very stressful, and sometimes 
that mental health can break down and 
people start making bad decisions. So 
we really must get a handle on that in 
this country. 

Then once we get a handle on the 
militarization, there are some struc- 
tural issues that need to be dealt with. 
One is the loss of confidence in the 
criminal justice process, i.e., the grand 
jury, the secret grand jury process as it 
relates to law enforcement officers, be- 
cause what has become clear is that 
whenever there has been a killing of a 
civilian by law enforcement officer, it 
often results—or it most often re- 
sults—in a finding of justifiable homi- 
cide. Indeed, most killings by law en- 
forcement are justifiable; there is no 
question about that. But there is also 
no question about the fact that some of 
the killings are unjustifiable. When 
they are unjustifiable, they need to be 
dealt with in accordance with the law, 
which means prosecution. 

The problem that we get with law en- 
forcement officers who have acted out- 
side of the law and have committed a 
killing, what we get is a finding that 
the killing was justified despite the 
clear evidence to the contrary. I am 
not going to cite any specific cases, but 
I will say that these cases are well- 
known to the public. They appear on 
video. Even if your eyes deceive you 
and the killing was justified, you are 
certainly justified in not having con- 
fidence in the process by which the 
finding that the killing was justified 
was rendered through. Basically I am 
talking about a secret grand jury proc- 
ess. That is why I filed the Grand Jury 
Reform Act, to get at this secret grand 
jury process and to bring transparency 
into the process. 
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Now, what usually happens, or what 
is the course of conduct in a police 
killing case, is that the killing itself 
will be investigated first, and often- 
times only by the very law enforce- 
ment agency that employed the officer 
involved in the incident. So what you 
have are friends and coworkers inves- 
tigating each other. 

So when that happens, it tends to not 
be impartial. It tends to be biased in 
favor of the accused. What usually hap- 
pens is, despite what may be clear 
about the facts, the decision always 
comes down as a justifiable homicide 
by the law enforcement agency that is 
rendering the decision against its own. 

Then the case goes to the local grand 
jury or to the local prosecutor, who is 
well-known and knows well the law en- 
forcement agents involved who may be 
the subject of the investigation. They 
know each other. They work together 
regularly to bring cases before the 
grand jury. 

So when an officer is brought before 
the grand jury, often that officer is 
known to and by the district attorney. 
And even if not known, the fact that 
they are law enforcement gives them 
an inherent benefit; it gives them 
credibility; it gives them an edge, a 
positive edge, with the prosecution. 

So the prosecutor then takes the in- 
vestigation by the law enforcement 
agency that knows and loves the offi- 
cer, takes that investigation before a 
grand jury in a secret proceeding. No 
one is in there from the public to un- 
derstand the quality of the evidence 
being presented, whether or not there 
is any evidence being presented. We 
have to just simply rely on the result 
that comes out of the grand jury pro- 
ceeding because the grand jury pro- 
ceedings are secret by law. Nothing 
that happens inside can be revealed. 

So it is a process that usually results 
in what we all are awaiting, and that is 
an exoneration of the police officer de- 
spite the clear evidence to the con- 
trary. Once you have that determina- 
tion, it is a closed case. So when you 
have that happening repeatedly over 
and over again over the course of time, 
it erodes public confidence in the 
criminal justice process. 

So my legislation, the Grand Jury 
Reform Act, would simply mandate 
that whenever there is a killing during 
the course of a policeman’s use of his 
or her authority in the line of work, in 
the line of duty, whenever there is a 
killing, then there would have to be ap- 
pointed an independent law enforce- 
ment agency, the top law enforcement 
agency of that particular State, to 
take over the investigation and to per- 


form the investigation. That would 
give it a little more sense of being im- 
partial. 

Once that impartial investigation 


has concluded, then the matter would 
be presented to a judge in open court 
by a special prosecutor appointed by 
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the Governor, who would then be 
charged with presenting that inde- 
pendent investigation to a judge in a 
probable cause hearing in open court. 
And that judge could then make a de- 
termination of whether or not probable 
cause existed; and if it did or if it did 
not, that judge would then issue a writ- 
ten finding of fact and deliver the case 
back to the local prosecutor who would 
then, in accordance with existing State 
law, proceed through the secret grand 
jury process or whatever other process 
was available to that district attor- 
ney—who is elected by the people, by 
the way. 

So this probable cause hearing would 
enable there to be some transparency 
so that the public would understand, 
hear the evidence and see the evidence. 
Then there would be accountability 
that would be established on behalf of 
the people based on what the elected 
prosecutor decided to do with the case. 

So it is hard to hold a local pros- 
ecutor accountable after a secret grand 
jury process, and the only thing you 
can rely upon is the earnest presen- 
tation in a press conference by the 
prosecutor that we did our best, we 
presented the evidence, and the grand 
jury came back finding that the killing 
was justified. 

We need more than that. We saw that 
in the case of Michael Brown in Fer- 
guson where they did release the grand 
jury transcripts, and you could see 
where the evidence, a boatload or a 
truckload, a dump truck of evidence 
was just dumped on the confused grand 
jury members who were charged on a 
law that was not even applicable, given 
bad law upon which to decide the case. 

So we saw what happened in the 
grand jury proceeding in that case, and 
that, ladies and gentlemen, is not the 
only time I am sure that there has 
been abuse within the grand jury room. 
But we will never know because it is 
secret. 

Lastly, I have filed a bill which is 
called the Police Accountability Act. 
What it would do would be to provide 
another tool for Federal prosecutors to 
be able to prosecute law enforcement 
officers for the offense of murder and 
all of the lesser included offenses 
should it appear that the process with- 
in the State did not work. 

So those three bills I have discussed. 

Now I see my colleague has arrived, 
SHEILA JACKSON LEE, who, out of Hous- 
ton, Texas, has ascended to the top 
spot, the ranking membership on the 
Crime, Terrorism, Homeland Security, 
and Investigations Subcommittee of 
the Judiciary Committee, upon which I 
also serve along with her. So with that, 
I will yield to the gentlewoman from 
Houston. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let 
me thank the distinguished gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time is re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia has approxi- 
mately 4 minutes remaining. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Let me thank 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia. 

He is right. We serve on the Judici- 
ary Committee. He serves with great 
distinction as the ranking member on 
the Regulatory Reform, Commercial 
and Antitrust Law Subcommittee, and 
I have the privilege of working and 
serving with him on the Crime, Ter- 
rorism, Homeland Security, and Inves- 
tigations Subcommittee. 

Although we have been working on 
these issues for any number of years, 
he is a practicing lawyer, a graduate of 
the distinguished Thurgood Marshall 
School of Law, which I have the privi- 
lege of representing. We know that we 
are now in a significant moment of his- 
tory, and that is, if I might use lan- 
guage that is not particularly legisla- 
tive, we can’t fool around. 

There are issues that the American 
public, I believe, want remedies for, 
and that is persons who are civilians 
and persons who are law enforcement 
officers. 
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The police accountability hearing 
that we just held, Mr. Speaker, held in 
front of the Judiciary Committee on 
Tuesday—and we thanked Chairman 
GOODLATTE and we thanked Ranking 
Member CONYERS for heeding our 
voices asking for this hearing. It was a 
hearing of information, but I think it 
did evidence that there is a divide that 
must be bridged. 

Today, I stand on the floor to ac- 
knowledge and honor, Mr. Johnson, a 
fallen officer in my district. None of us 
want to consent to actions against law 
enforcement officers in the line of duty 
protecting our communities and our 
Nation. 

At the same time, I believe that we 
have the opportunity to confront seri- 
ous issues developing a roadmap for 
better police community relations. In 
addition to the legislation that I know 
Mr. JOHNSON has already elaborated 
on—and I support him in his efforts— 
we will be looking at legislation that 
deals with holding the standard matrix 
to provide a roadmap of training for 
police officers and law enforcement of- 
ficers from deescalation, to ideas of 
interaction with community, profes- 
sional training, educational training. 

We will also, hopefully, pass the 
CADET bill, which talks about gath- 
ering the appropriate data related to 
excessive force being used by civilians 
or police officers and using that mate- 
rial to be able to formulate the right 
kind of approach to protect all. 

In addition, I just introduced today 
the Private Prison Information Act, 
which indicates that the same require- 
ments for the Federal prison system 
should be for the private, nonpublic 
prison system providing reports of in- 
juries or behavior that should be re- 
ported, and we hope that bill will move 
quickly. 
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We have also introduced a good time, 
early release bill that argues for the 
early release dealing with incarcerated 
persons responding to mass incarcer- 
ation, which we believe is very impor- 
tant. This deals with a certain age. 

I am also introducing, Mr. JOHNSON, a 
bill that indicates 1 day for 1 day; if 
you have 54 days of good time, then 
you get 54 days. Now, it is not the case. 

Let me just say this, as I yield back 
to you, we will not pass legislation un- 
less we can all understand each other’s 
pain. The horrific pain of losing law en- 
forcement officers and them not going 
home to their families, I mourn—the 
horrific pain of a Michael Brown or 
Eric Garner and a Tamir Rice and a 
Walter Scott and any number of oth- 
ers—and, of course, Freddie Gray. 

What we need to do is, in under- 
standing that pain, not be accusatory 
and get bills before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to make our system the best 
justice system in the world. That is 
what I would like to see happen. I 
know that you, as a practicing lawyer 
and who have addressed these issues, 
would like to see that happen as well. 

I would like to join you on the floor 
over and over again for these kinds of 
Special Orders, to speak to our col- 
leagues about getting something done, 
passing comprehensive criminal re- 
form, getting it done to answer the 
pain of all Americans. 

We honor those who have lost their 
lives, and we honor the men and 
women in uniform who wear the uni- 
form on our behalf, to be able to walk 
alongside us in dignity. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 


— 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


—_ A 
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AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CURBELO of Florida) at 10 
p.m. 


Ee 


TO CORRECT THE ENROLLMENT 
OF $. 178 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
send to the desk a concurrent resolu- 
tion and ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con- 
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
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The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 
H. Con. RES. 47 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That in the enrollment of 
S. 178, an Act to provide justice for the vic- 
tims of trafficking, the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate shall— 

(1) in section 702(b)(2), insert ‘‘pilot pro- 
gram” after “identified by the”; and 

(2) strike section 1002 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1002. PROTECTIONS FOR HUMAN TRAF- 
FICKING SURVIVORS. 

Section 1701(c) of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3796dd(c)), as amended by section 
601 of this Act, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting “*; or”; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

“*(3) from an applicant in a State that has 
in effect a law— 

“(A) that— 

““(i) provides a process by which an indi- 
vidual who is a human trafficking survivor 
can move to vacate any arrest or conviction 
records for a non-violent offense committed 
as a direct result of human trafficking, in- 
cluding prostitution or lewdness; 

““(ii) establishes a rebuttable presumption 
that any arrest or conviction of an indi- 
vidual for an offense associated with human 
trafficking is a result of being trafficked, if 
the individual— 

“(D is a person granted nonimmigrant sta- 
tus pursuant to section 101(a)(15) (DG) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(15)(T)G)); 

“(ID is the subject of a certification by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services 
under section 107(b)(1)(E) of the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 
7105(b)(1)(B)); or 

“(III) has other similar documentation of 
trafficking, which has been issued by a Fed- 
eral, State, or local agency; and 

““(iii) protects the identity of individuals 
who are human trafficking survivors in pub- 
lic and court records; and 

““(B) that does not require an individual 
who is a human trafficking survivor to pro- 
vide official documentation as described in 
subclause (I), (II), or (III) of subparagraph 
(A)JGi) in order to receive protection under 
the law.”. 


The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


—— 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. COHEN (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for May 18 for the first vote. 


—— 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 1 minute p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad- 
journed until Thursday, May 21, 2015, 
at 10 a.m. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1529. A letter from the Chief Financial Offi- 
cer, Department of Energy, transmitting a 
report of a violation of the Antideficiency 
Act, as required by 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

1530. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of Admiral Samuel J. 
Locklear III, United States Navy, and his ad- 
vancement to the grade of Admiral on the re- 
tired list; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

1531. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De- 
fense, transmitting a letter on the approved 
retirement of Lieutenant General Charles T. 
Cleveland, United States Army, and his ad- 
vancement to the grade of lieutenant general 
on the retired list; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1532. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department's final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility; Iowa: 
Buchanan County, Unincorporated Areas 
[Docket ID: FEMA-2015-0001] [Internal Agen- 
cy Docket No.: FEMA-8383] received May 19, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

1533. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule — 
Benefits Payable in Terminated Single-Em- 
ployer Plans; Interest Assumptions for Pay- 
ing Benefits received May 19, 2015, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

1534. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting a report 
prepared by the Department of Commerce’s 
Bureau of Industry and Security on the na- 
tional emergency declared by Executive 
Order 13222 of August 17, 2001 and continued 
through August 7, 2014, to deal with the 
threat to the national security, foreign pol- 
icy, and economy of the United States 
caused by the lapse of the Export Adminis- 
tration Act of 1979, consistent with Sec. 
204(c) of the International Emergency Eco- 
nomic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1703(c)), Sec. 
401(c) of the National Emergencies Act (50 
U.S.C. 1641(c)), and Sec. 1(d) of Executive 
Order 18313 of July 31, 2003; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

1535. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report on gifts given by the 
United States to foreign individuals in FY 
2014, pursuant to 22 U.S.C.A. Sec. 2694; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1536. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a letter regarding commit- 
ments in the Joint Plan of Action, pursuant 
to the Iran Freedom and Counter-Prolifera- 
tion Act of 2012, the Iran Sanctions Act of 
1996, and Sec. 1245 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1537. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a certification, pursuant to 
Sec. 3(d) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
Transmittal No.: DDTC 15-004; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1538. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a certification, pursuant to 
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Sec. 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
Transmittal No.: DDTC 15-036; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1539. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a certification, pursuant to 
Sec. 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
Transmittal No.: DDTC 15-020; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1540. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a certification, pursuant to 
Sec. 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
Transmittal No.: DDTC 14-144; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1541. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a certification, pursuant to 
Sec. 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
Transmittal No.: DDTC 14-145; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1542. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a certification, pursuant to 
Sec. 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
Transmittal No.: DDTC 15-003; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1543. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a certification, pursuant to 
Sec. 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
Transmittal No.: DDTC 15-007; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1544. A letter from the Executive Analyst, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed- 
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998, Pub. L. 
105-277; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1545. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, General Law, Ethics, and Regula- 
tion, Department of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting two reports pursuant to the Federal Va- 
cancies Reform Act of 1998, Pub. L. 105-277; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

1546. A letter from the Federal Liaison Of- 
ficer, Patent and Trademark Office, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting the Depart- 
ment's final rule — Amendments to the 
Rules of Practice for Trials Before the Pat- 
ent Trial and Appeal Board [Docket No.: 
PTO-P-2015-0032] (RIN: 0651-AD00) received 
May 19, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 
1547. A letter from the Administrator, Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting a report on As- 
sistance Provided to Foreign Aviation Au- 
thorities for FY 2014, pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
40118(e)(4) and the FAA Modernization and 
Reform Act of 2012, Pub. L. 112-95; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1548. A letter from the Administrator, Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting a report on As- 
sistance Provided to Foreign Aviation Au- 
thorities for FY 2018, pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
401138(e)(4) and Sec. 207 of the FAA Mod- 
ernization and Reform Act of 2012, Pub. L. 
112-95; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIT, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. BURGESS (for himself, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN, and Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of 
California): 
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H.R. 2461. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve access to, 
and utilization of, bone mass measurement 
benefits under part B of the Medicare pro- 
gram by establishing a minimum payment 
amount under such part for bone mass meas- 
urement; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. DEFAZIO (for himself and Ms. 
SLAUGHTER): 

H.R. 2462. A bill to restore the application 
of the Federal antitrust laws to the business 
of health insurance to protect competition 
and consumers; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. BERA (for himself and Mr. ROE 
of Tennessee): 

H.R. 2463. A bill to authorize the Attorney 
General to provide grants for drug disposal 
sites; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BENISHEK (for himself and Ms. 
SINEMA): 

H.R. 2464. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the accountability 
of the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to the 
Inspector General of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JOLLY (for himself and Mr. 
LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 2465. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to make certain improvements 
to the monthly housing stipend payable 
under the Post-9/11 Educational Assistance 
Program of the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. ROONEY of Florida: 

H.R. 2466. A bill to require the President to 
submit a plan for resolving all outstanding 
claims relating to property confiscated by 
the Government of Cuba before taking action 
to ease restrictions on travel to or trade 
with Cuba, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARCE (for himself, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. GOSAR, 


Mr. HUDSON, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
WENSTRUP, Mr. POSEY, Mr. BROOKS of 
Alabama, Mr. FLEMING, and Mr. 
STEWART): 


H.R. 2467. A bill to clarify that the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security may undertake 
law enforcement and border security activi- 
ties within the Organ Mountains-Desert 
Peaks National Monument, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. RUSH: 

H.R. 2468. A bill to improve minority inclu- 
sion in clinical trials; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself, 
Ms. BONAMICI, and Mr. DEFAZIO): 

H.R. 2469. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to establish 
within the Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy a Columbia River Basin Restoration Pro- 
gram; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
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sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE (for herself, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. ScoTr of Virginia, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
COHEN, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illi- 
nois, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CUMMINGS, and 
Mr. CONYERS): 

H.R. 2470. A bill to require non-Federal 
prisons and detention facilities holding Fed- 
eral prisoners under a contract with the Fed- 
eral Government to make available to the 
public the same information pertaining to 
facility operations and to prisoners held in 
such facilities that Federal prisons and de- 
tention facilities are required to make avail- 
able; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 

H.R. 2471. A bill to cap noninterest Federal 
Spending as a percentage of potential GDP 
to right-size the government, grow the econ- 
omy, and balance the budget; to the Com- 
mittee on the Budget, and in addition to the 
Committee on Rules, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CLAY (for himself and Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri): 

H.R. 2472. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to establish a National 
Organ and Tissue Donor Registry Resource 
Center, to authorize grants for State organ 
and tissue donor registries, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CLAY (for himself and Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER): 

H.R. 2473. A bill to include credit unions as 
community financial institutions under the 
Federal Home Loan Bank Act; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS of California, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and 
Mr. HASTINGS): 

H.R. 2474. A bill to require the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission to impose fees 
and assessments to recover the cost of appro- 
priations to the Commission; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FINCHER (for himself and Mr. 
HECK of Washington): 

H.R. 2475. A bill to provide for a one-year 
extension of the extended period of protec- 
tions for members of uniformed services re- 
lating to mortgages, mortgage foreclosure, 
and eviction under the Servicemembers Civil 
Relief Act; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada: 

H.R. 2476. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to facilitate the transi- 
tion to Medicare for individuals enrolled in 
group health plans, to establish a 3-month 
open enrollment period under Medicare Ad- 
vantage, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. 
McHENRY, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. BLUM, 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. DELANEY, and Mr. ROYCE): 

H.R. 2477. A bill to amend securities, com- 
modities, and banking laws to make the in- 
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formation reported to financial regulatory 
agencies electronically searchable, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan- 
cial Services, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 
By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 2478. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to require that ITIN appli- 
cants submit their application in person at 
taxpayer assistance centers, and for other 


purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
By Mr. LONG: 


H.R. 2479. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide for 
the issuance of up-to-date regulations and 
guidance applying to the dissemination by 
means of the Internet of information about 
medical products; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 7 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico (for himself, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, and Mr. 
PEARCE): 

H.R. 2480. A bill to increase research, edu- 
cation, and treatment for cerebral cavernous 
malformations; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. MEEHAN (for himself and Mr. 
HOLDING): 

H.R. 2481. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to make certain contract 
research eligible for the research credit; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 2482. A bill to amend the Low-Income 
Housing Preservation and Resident Home- 
ownership Act of 1990; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 2483. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide standards for de- 
termining employment status, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER (for himself, 
Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. ZINKE, 
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. CAR- 
TER of Georgia, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 
GOSAR, and Mr. OLSON): 

H.R. 2484. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to provide that certain 
aliens who are pregnant are ineligible to re- 
ceive visas and ineligible to be admitted to 
the United States, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. TORRES (for herself, Mrs. 
BUSTOS, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO): 

H.R. 2485. A bill to establish in the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury an infrastructure ac- 
celerator program to facilitate investments 
in and financing of certain infrastructure 
projects, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself and Mr. 
GUTIERREZ): 

H.R. 2486. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to disallow deductions for 
the payment of compensatory and punitive 
damages to a government, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRAT: 

H.J. Res. 55. A joint resolution proposing a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 

H. Con. Res. 47. Concurrent resolution to 
correct the enrollment of S. 178; considered 
and agreed to. 
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By Mr. MILLER of Florida (for himself 
and Ms. BROWN of Florida): 

H. Con. Res. 48. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center for a ceremony to 
commemorate the 50th anniversary of the 
Vietnam War; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. GRAYSON (for himself, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Mr. RUSH, and Mr. LIPINSKI): 

H. Res. 279. A resolution urging respect for 
freedom of expression and human rights in 
Turkey; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 


EE 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

28. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Washington, 
relative to Senate Joint Memorial No. 8008, 
asking the Congress to support the Conver- 
sion of the 81st Armored Brigade Combat 
Team of the Washington National Guard into 
a Stryker Brigade Combat Team with bri- 
gade units stationed in Washington, Oregon, 
and California; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

29. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel- 
ative to House Resolution No. 29, memori- 
alizing the Congress to require the Depart- 
ment of Defense to ensure that replacement 
aircraft are assigned to Selfridge Air Na- 
tional Guard Base to compensate for the pro- 
posed elimination of the A-10 fleet; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

30. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Florida, relative to Senate Me- 
morial 866, expressing profound disagreement 
with the decision of the President of the 
United States to restore full diplomatic rela- 
tions with Cuba; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

31. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Wyoming, relative to House En- 
rolled Joint Resolution No. 3, requesting the 
Congress and federal agencies to adequately 
fund and support all efforts to manage free- 
roaming feral horses on rangelands in the 
West at the appropriate management level, 
utilizing all management and control meth- 
ods authorized by Sec. 3(d) of the Wild Free- 
Roaming Horses and Burros Act; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

32. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Maine, relative 
to Joint Resolution 933, requesting the Presi- 
dent and the Congress to direct the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service and the National Marine 
Fisheries Service to expand hatchery oper- 
ations to rivers in Maine by partnering with 
the State and with the many non-govern- 
ment organizations that are focused on re- 
storing Atlantic salmon to their historic 
natal rivers; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

33. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Wyoming, relative to House En- 
rolled Joint Resolution 5, requesting Con- 
gress to amend the United States Constitu- 
tion to authorize congressional votes to ap- 
prove or disapprove proposed federal regula- 
tions; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

34. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Washington, relative to Senate 
Joint Memorial No. 8018, requesting Congress 
expedite appropriation of funds to signifi- 
cantly enhance monitoring and prevention 
efforts and to implement the intent of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 
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35. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Wyoming, relative to House En- 
rolled Joint Resolution No. 2, urging Con- 
gress to lift the freeze on longer commercial 
vehicles for the affected Western states in 
order to take advantage of new transpor- 
tation strategies to improve highway effi- 
ciency; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 


EEE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 2461. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Congress’ 
legislative powers under Article I, Section 8, 
of the Constitution. Under this provision, 
Congress has the authority to regulate 
“commerce among the several states” and 
“To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises.” 

By Mr. DEFAZIO: 

H.R. 2462. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 (relating to 
the power to make all laws necessary and 
proper for carrying out the powers vested in 
Congress), and Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 
(relating to the power of Congress to dispose 
of and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States). 

By Mr. BERA: 

H.R. 2463. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Mr. BENISHEK: 

H.R. 2464. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. JOLLY: 

H.R. 2465. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. ROONEY of Florida: 

H.R. 2466. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 section 8—to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, among the several 
states with the Indian tribes. 

By Mr. PEARCE: 

H.R. 2467. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2 of the Con- 
stitution of the United States grants Con- 
gress the power to enact this law. 

By Mr. RUSH: 

H.R. 2468. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 

H.R. 2469. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitution of the United States pro- 
vides clear authority for Congress to pass 
legislation to provide for the general welfare 
of the United States. Article I of the Con- 
stitution, in detailing Congressional author- 
ity, provides that “Congress shall have 
Power to provide for the . . . general Welfare 
of the United States... .” This legislation is 
introduced pursuant to that grant of author- 
ity. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE: 

H.R. 2470. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 

H.R. 2471. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion, which gives Congress the authority to 
borrow money on the credit of the United 
States. 

By Mr. CLAY: 

H.R. 2472. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. CLAY: 

H.R. 2473. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Commerce Clause Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. DELAURO: 

H.R. 2474. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 3 and 18 of the 
United States Constitution 

By Mr. FINCHER: 

H.R. 2475. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. HECK of Nevada: 

H.R. 2476. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section VIII: ‘‘The Congress shall 
have Power to regulate Commerce with for- 
eign Nations, and among the several States.”” 

By Mr. ISSA: 

H.R. 2477. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 Clause 3 

The Congress shall have power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 2478. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. LONG: 

H.R. 2479. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con- 
stitution, which states “To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper in the 
Government of the United States or in any 
Department or Officer thereof” 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico: 

H.R. 2480. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section VIII. 
By Mr. MEEHAN: 

H.R. 2481. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 2482. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 2483. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER: 

H.R. 2484. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 of the Con- 
stitution of the United States 

By Mrs. TORRES: 

H.R. 2485. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. WELCH: 

H.R. 2486. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con- 
gress shall have Power To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. BRAT: 

H.J. Res. 55. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article V of the Constitution states that 
“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
Amendments to this Constitution . . .” This 
joint resolution is submitted for Congress to 
consider whether it is necessary to amend 
the Constitution to include it. 


—_ 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XIT, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 156: Mr. HOLDING. 

H.R. 160: Mr. CAPUANO. 

H.R. 167: Mr. PALAZZO. 

H.R. 232: Mr. PASCRELL. 

H.R. 271: Mrs. BLACK, Mrs. 
and Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 356: Mr. CARNEY. 

H.R. 358: Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 381: Mr. POCAN, Ms. BASS, and Ms. 
LOFGREN. 
. 425: 
. 467: 
. 512: 
. 540: 
. 546: 
. 550: 


NAPOLITANO, 


Mr. SARBANES. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 

Mr. BUCSHON and Mr. MEEHAN. 
Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. CUELLAR and Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 

. 578: Mr. RICE of South Carolina. 

H.R. 592: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. 
MULLIN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, and 
Mr. WOMACK. 

H.R. 605: Mr. WALZ. 

H.R. 632: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 
Mr. CLEAVER. 

H.R. 649: Mr. WELCH and Mrs. BEATTY. 
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H.R. 662: Mr. DOLD. 

H.R. 690: Mr. LONG. 

H.R. 699: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
CONAWAY, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. MILLER of Flor- 
ida, Mr. FLEMING, and Mr. MACARTHUR. 

H.R. 702: Mr. LONG, Mr. BRADY of Texas, 
Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS 
of Illinois, and Mr. PITTS. 

H.R. 721: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia, and Mr. COURTNEY. 

H.R. 766: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 
and Mr. UPTON. 

H.R. 767: Mr. HARRIS and Mr. PASCRELL. 

H.R. 784: Ms. HAHN and Ms. MENG. 

H.R. 787: Mr. MACARTHUR. 

H.R. 799: Mr. KILDEE. 

H.R. 800: Ms. PINGREE and Mr. WELCH. 

H.R. 825: Mr. ALLEN and Mr. RIGELL. 

H.R. 842: Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Mr. GROTHMAN, 
and Mr. DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 868: Mr. RUSH and Mr. DUNCAN of Ten- 
nessee. 

H.R. 915: Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 921: Mr. AMODEI, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
WALZ, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 923: Mr. PALMER. 

H.R. 985: Mr. GOODLATTE and Mr. BOosT. 

H.R. 986: Mr. BARTON, Mr. DESJARLAIS, and 
Mr. MARINO. 

H.R. 995: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1002: Mr. GROTHMAN and Mr. 
CLOSKY. 

H.R. 1019: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
CONYERS, and Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 

H.R. 1027: Mr. MCGOVERN and Ms. 
KOWSKY. 

H.R. 1057: Mr. JOYCE. 

H.R. 1062: Mr. SMITH of Missouri and Ms. 
ESTY. 

H.R. 1096: Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 1101: Mr. PERLMUTTER and Mr. KIL- 
MER. 

H.R. 1190: Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. BOST, 
and Mr. LOUDERMILK. 

H.R. 1211: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

H.R. 1233: Mr. NUGENT, Mr. POE of Texas, 
Mr. HURT of Virginia, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. LONG, 
Mr. YOHO, and Mrs. BLACK. 

H.R. 1247: Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 1266: Mr. ASHFORD. 

H.R. 1289: Mr. SWALWELL of California and 
Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 1299: Mr. BABIN, Mr. SMITH of Mis- 
souri, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 1300: Mr. GALLEGO. 

H.R. 1301: Mr. HINOJOSA. 

H.R. 1309: Mr. NUGENT, Mr. YOHO, and Mr. 
BUCSHON. 

H.R. 1331: Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 1344: Mr. RIGELL. 

H.R. 1378: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex- 
ico and Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 1389: Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. NUGENT, 
and Mr. JOLLY. 

H.R. 1399: Mr. MEEKS. 

H.R. 1427: Mr. LANGEVIN 
LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 1462: Mr. PIERLUISI and Mrs. BLACK. 

H.R. 1475: Ms. EDWARDS. 

H.R. 1486: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa and Mr. CREN- 
SHAW. 

H.R. 1555: Mr. PALAZZO, Mrs. 
RODGERS, and Mr. SIMPSON. 

H.R. 1567: Mr. DOLD and Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 1568: Mr. TONKO. 

H.R. 1599: Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 1600: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK and Mr. CREN- 
SHAW. 

H.R. 1602: Ms. NORTON and Mr. HASTINGS. 

H.R. 1608: Mr. PoLis, Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. NEAL, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Ms. LOFGREN, and Mr. RUIZ. 

H.R. 1610: Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 1624: Mr. TIBERI, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, 
Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. BOUSTANY, 
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Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. FARENTHOLD, and Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 1627: Mr. DEUTCH. 

H.R. 1635: Mr. HECK of Nevada and Mr. 
GROTHMAN. 

H.R. 1655: Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 1661: Mr. RIBBLE. 

H.R. 1674: Mr. VAN HOLLEN and Mr. 
JEFFRIES. 

H.R. 1684: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 1706: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 1721: Mr. MCNERNEY and Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1733: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 1734: Mr. NUGENT. 

H.R. 1787: Mr. VARGAS. 

H.R. 1739: Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, and Mr. 
SALMON. 

H.R. 1752: Mr. PALMER and Mr. MARCHANT. 

H.R. 1769: Mr. ELLISON and Ms. BORDALLO. 

H.R. 1817: Mr. FLEMING, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. 
PAULSEN, and Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 1853: Mr. FLORES, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. HANNA, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 1910: Ms. TSONGAS. 

H.R. 1932: Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. GIBBS, 
and Mr. Issa. 

H.R. 1935: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 

H.R. 1942: Ms. TITUS and Mr. JOYCE. 

H.R. 1943: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. BASS, and Mr. 
KENNEDY. 

H.R. 1964: Mr. ZELDIN and Ms. DELBENE. 

H.R. 1974: Mr. GALLEGO. 

H.R. 1976: Mr. LEWIS. 

H.R. 1986: Mr. ALLEN. 

H.R. 1989: Mr. HURD of Texas and Mr. 
MULVANEY. 

H.R. 1994: Mr. HILL and Mr. YoHo. 

H.R. 1996: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 

H.R. 2025: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 2031: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 2044: Mr. GRIFFITH. 

H.R. 2061: Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. GOWwDY, Mr. 
MCCAUL, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. GRIFFITH, and 
Mr. CONAWAY 

H.R. 2067: Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 
Mr. BENISHEK, and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

H.R. 2072: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. BEYER. 

H.R. 2109: Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 2111: Mr. ROE of Tennessee and Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina. 

H.R. 2114: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

H.R. 2132: Mr. HONDA, Mr. TED LIEU of Cali- 
fornia, and Miss RICE of New York. 

H.R. 2150: Mr. POLIS. 

HR. 2170: Mr. 
MCDERMOTT. 

H.R. 2191: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 2207: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H.R. 2213: Mr. POSEY, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
WALKER, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. 
BLUM, Mr. TROTT, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. 
WESTERMAN, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. PERRY, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, and Mr. BISHOP of 
Michigan. 

H.R. 2233: Mr. POLIS, Mr. O’ROURKE, and 
Mr. HONDA. 


KEATING and Mr. 


H.R. 2246: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 

H.R. 2247: Mr. WOMACK. 

H.R. 2258: Mr. PALMER. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. LAMBORN. 

H.R. 2306: Mr. MOOLENAAR and Mr. RIBBLE. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 


PERLMUTTER, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. LAMALFA, 
and Ms. DELBENE. 
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H.R. 2321: Ms. BORDALLO and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 2823: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 2330: Mr. FOSTER. 

H.R. 2331: Mr. GROTHMAN. 

H.R. 2350: Mr. KING of New York. 

H.R. 2393: Mr. TIBERI, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. 
LABRADOR, Mr. REED, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. 
MACARTHUR. 

H.R. 2400: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BURGESS, 
and Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 

H.R. 2403: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. 

H.R. 2404: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 

H.R. 2410: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
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H.R. 2412: Mr. HONDA and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 2429: Ms. DELBENE and Mr. COURTNEY. 

H.R. 2434: Mr. BEYER. 

H.R. 2450: Mrs. CAROLYN 
New York and Mr. HIMEs. 

H.J. Res. 25: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H. Con. Res. 17: Mr. AMODEI and Mr. 
VALADAO. 

H. Con. Res. 33: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H. Res. 12: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. CARSON 
of Indiana, and Mr. LEWIS. 

H. Res. 54: Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. KELLY of Il- 
linois, Mr. LYNCH, and Mrs. LUMMIS. 


B. MALONEY of 
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H. Res. 56: Mr. PERRY. 

H. . 154: Mr. COURTNEY. 

H. Res. 193: Mr. Cook and Mr. MCKINLEY. 

H . 207: Mr. SALMON and Mr. CICILLINE. 

H. . 208: Mr. JEFFRIES. 

H. Res. 209: Mr. WESTERMAN, Ms. BROWN of 
Florida, Mr. PERRY, and Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia. 

H. Res. 227: Mr. LEVIN, Ms. MENG, and Mr. 
CONNOLLY. 

H. Res. 256: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H. Res. 263: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
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SENATE—Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable RAND 
PAUL, a Senator from the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky. 


ee 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

O Lord, our rock, hear our praise 
today, for Your faithfulness endures to 
all generations. You hear our prayers 
and surround us with Your mercy. You 
are our strength and our shield. Listen 
to the melody of our gratitude, for You 
are the center of our joy. 

Lord, thank You for illuminating our 
paths with Your precepts, dispelling 
the darkness of doubt and fear. Today, 
guide our lawmakers. Be their shep- 
herd in these dangerous times. Give 
them eyes to see that You have not left 
Yourself without a witness in every liv- 
ing thing. Help them, Lord, to walk 
with reverence and sensitivity through 
all the days of their lives. 

We pray in Your Holy Name. Amen. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 
of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—_ A 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, May 20, 2015. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable RAND PAUL, a Senator 
from the Commonwealth of Kentucky, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

ORRIN G. HATCH, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. PAUL thereupon assumed the 

Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


JUSTICE FOR VICTIMS OF 
TRAFFICKING ACT 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, yes- 
terday’s House passage of the Justice 
for Victims of Trafficking Act rep- 
resents a vital ray of hope for the 
countless victims of modern slavery 
who need our help. Victims groups and 
advocates tell us that this human 
rights legislation would provide un- 
precedented support to domestic vic- 
tims of trafficking. They urged Con- 
gress to pass it. 

We can now say that we have passed 
it. We can now say that hope is on the 
way for the victims who suffer in the 
shadows. Unfortunately, the victims of 
modern-day slavery had to wait en- 
tirely too long for help. 

Last Congress, the House of Rep- 
resentatives did its job by passing sev- 
eral pieces of legislation, but the Sen- 
ate failed to bring any trafficking leg- 
islation to the floor. 

As a new majority, Senate Repub- 
licans were determined to make this 
matter a priority. Senator GRASSLEY 
promptly reported legislation out of 
the Judiciary Committee, and we 
quickly put it on the Senate floor. 

As we all know by now, there was an 
unforeseen—to put it mildly—impedi- 
ment to getting this bill done. But we 
were determined to see this legislation 
through to successful completion. Suc- 
cess was possible because the new ma- 
jority kept its focus on facts, sub- 
stance, and good policy for the people 
who remained our focus throughout the 
debate, and that is the victims of mod- 
ern slavery. 

I could not be more grateful to Sen- 
ator CORNYN for his outstanding work 
on this issue. I thank the House for 
passing such an important human 
rights bill yesterday. Now I urge the 
President to sign this legislation from 
the new Congress as quickly as pos- 
sible. The victims of such terrible 
abuse have had to wait entirely too 
long for Washington’s help. Let’s not 
make them wait a moment longer. 


EEE 
TRADE 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, yes- 
terday Senator WARNER, a Democrat, 
and Senator ERNST, a Republican, 
joined me in hosting a press conference 
with small business owners on the ben- 
efits of trade for entrepreneurs. I want 
to thank them both for coming. I 
thank Senator WARNER, in particular, 
for helping to lead his party on this 
issue. 

We were joined by small business 
owners with some pretty incredible 
stories. These Americans highlighted 


opportunities that knocking down un- 
fair overseas barriers to American 
products can provide to us here at 
home. 

My favorite, obviously, was Chase 
Robbins, a constituent of mine from 
Shelbyville. After Chase was medically 
discharged from the Army, he was able 
to scrape together $1,600 with a buddy 
and start the kind of business he had 
already dreamed of as early as 2010. It 
is a business that specializes in just the 
kind of thing you would expect a young 
guy such as Chase to be into—high-per- 
formance auto parts. And, thanks to 
trade, it is now both a business that ex- 
ports a percentage of its products and 
one that also employs fellow Kentuck- 
jans. 

His is a small business with just 
three employees for now—just three for 
now—but it is a small business that is 
allowing him to live his dreams and to 
help others live theirs, too. It is a story 
countless other Americans know all 
too well and one we should do every- 
thing to encourage. Yet, while Chase 
has achieved success thanks to trade, 
he knows there is still a lot more we 
should be doing if the aim is to help 
businesses grow, help his employees 
earn more, and help other Kentuckians 
live their dreams too. 

Here is what Chase said yesterday: 

As our business has grown internationally, 
we have been confronted with barriers that 
compromise global markets. It was not long 
after sending our first shipment overseas 
that we realized trade rules were outdated 
for our business. Most of the agreements and 
rules were written before small businesses 
like ours were able to fully utilize the inter- 
net to exploit the global market. Trade 
agreements offer the best chance to lower 
barriers and increase market access for 
small companies like mine. We see a bright 
future for. . . companies like ours in the ex- 
port market but we need new trade deals to 
get there. 

And this, Mr. President, is a business 
with three employees that is exporting 
products. 

So here was Chase’s solution: “Trade 
Promotion Authority is the first step 
towards modernizing trade agree- 
ments,” he said, “and I encourage Con- 
gress to pass TPA as soon as possible.”” 

Entrepreneurs such as Chase know 
that the United States does not have 
many trade barriers, but other coun- 
tries do. They know that many of these 
barriers are extremely unfair to Amer- 
ican workers and American products. 
They know that passing trade pro- 
motion authority is the way to address 
such an unfair situation. 

Our friends on the far left may try to 
cynically spin their war against the fu- 
ture of something other than what it 
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truly is, but we all know better. It is 
no wonder President Obama has called 
them “wrong” and suggested that they 
make stuff up. What happens if the far 
left actually succeeds in its apparent 
quest to retain foreign tariffs that un- 
fairly impact American workers and 
their paychecks? How is that good for 
us? 

It would mean lost opportunities for 
American risk takers such as Chase 
and the employees who entrepreneurs 
such as him care about. It would mean 
lost opportunities for American manu- 
facturers, lost opportunities for Ken- 
tucky farmers, and lost opportunities 
for more jobs, better wages, and a 
growing economy that can lift every- 
one up. 

Jobs and a better economy are the 
kinds of things I am going to continue 
to fight for. I think the legislation be- 
fore us represents a great opportunity 
to do so. President Obama agrees, as 
well. So I am going to keep working to 
get votes on amendments—both Repub- 
lican and Democrat amendments. 

There have been objections from the 
other side of the aisle. I would remind 
our colleagues that even with my 
strong support, the Senate cannot have 
a robust amendment process if every 
single amendment offered by Demo- 
crats or Republicans is objected to by 
our friends on the other side. 

Our bill managers, Senator HATCH 
and Senator WYDEN, are working hard. 
We hope to get past these objections so 
that more amendments can be consid- 
ered. But we will need cooperation. The 
Senate cannot vote on amendments 
that are being prevented. 

We hope to see more of that coopera- 
tion so we can pass good, fair, and en- 
forceable trade legislation that will 
benefit our country and so many of the 
people we represent. 


—_ A 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Democratic leader is recog- 
nized. 


Ee 


ISSUES FACING THE MIDDLE 
CLASS 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, at the end 
of this month, Republicans will have 
been in charge of the Senate for almost 
half a year. After all of this time, what 
have they done to address issues facing 
the middle class? Zero. 

Let’s take a quick look at what the 
Republican leadership has achieved 
this year. The Keystone Pipeline legis- 
lation took a month, a bill that was 
nothing more than a favor for billion- 
aires and special interests. It would 
allow foreign oil to be imported into 
the United States to be shipped to for- 
eign countries. It has spent almost an- 
other month on the shutdown of the 
Department of Homeland Security—the 
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shutdown of the Department of Home- 
land Security—during a time when 
ISIS is raging and all the other prob- 
lems around the world, and they—the 
Republicans—want to shut down the 
Federal Government as it relates to 
Homeland Security. 

We spent 3 weeks on a senseless delay 
over funding for victims of human traf- 
ficking, over an abortion issue that had 
nothing to do with human trafficking. 
I would respond to my friend, the ma- 
jority leader, we would have passed 
this last Congress, except that they ob- 
jected to it—short memory, I think. 

Now, here we are spending the last 
week considering trade legislation that 
has done nothing—nothing, not a sin- 
gle thing—to help working middle- 
class Americans. In fact, it causes huge 
job losses. As Hinstein said, if you keep 
doing the same thing over and over 
again and you expect a different result, 
that is the definition of insanity. 

We can look at these trade bills over 
the years. Every one of them, without 
exception, causes job losses to Amer- 
ican workers, millions of job losses. 
Yet they are going to try the same 
thing again and hope for a different re- 
sult. That is insanity. 

If the Senate is not actively advo- 
cating for the well-being of middle- 
class Americans, we are wasting our 
time. When the Republicans took over 
the Senate, the majority leader prom- 
ised to make the needs of Americans a 
priority. Here is what he said last No- 
vember: “Under a new majority, our 
focus would be on passing legislation 
that improves the economy, that 
makes it easier for Americans to find 
jobs, and that helps restore Americans’ 
confidence in their country and their 
government.”’ 

Why then have we not moved toward 
legislation that makes it easier for 
Americans to find jobs or reforms that 
help us restore Americans’ confidence 
in their government? 

A few months after November—actu- 
ally the beginning of this year—the 
majority leader reiterated a call for 
commonsense legislation that puts the 
middle class first. He said: “Let's pass 
legislation that focuses on jobs and the 
real concerns of the middle class.” 

But, again, what have the Senate Re- 
publicans done? They have stopped any 
effort made to help the middle class, 
whether it is minimum wage, equal pay 
for men and women, student debt, and 
on and on with things that would help 
the middle class. They have been ig- 
nored. We should be focusing on mak- 
ing it easier for Americans to find jobs, 
addressing the needs of the middle 
class and restoring Americans’ faith in 
our government. 

It is not enough for the majority 
leader to mouth these words that he 
supports jobs. His agenda must reflect 
it, aS well. But it does not. It does not 
do anything to help job creation. If we 
want to create jobs, why don’t we do 
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something with infrastructure, the sur- 
face transportation bill? 

To his credit, the Presiding Officer 
has an idea regarding how that should 
be paid for. I have worked with him 
and, whether his idea and my idea are 
perfect, at least it is an effort to figure 
out some way to do something about 
jobs. Jobs—we have to do something 
about surface transportation. Some 50 
percent of America’s roads are in dis- 
repair, and 64,000 bridges are struc- 
turally deficient. Our railroad systems 
are outdated, and we know that re- 
cently from the headlines we have seen 
with that devastating accident in 
Pennsylvania. Instead of working with 
Democrats to provide adequate, long- 
term investment into our country’s 
surface transportation, Republicans 
are advocating for short-term fix after 
short-term fix. 

Repairing our Nation’s roads and 
bridges through long-term investments 
could provide thousands of jobs for 
Americans. If the Republican leader 
truly has the interests of the middle 
class at heart, he should be leading the 
charge for these investments, but he is 
leading the charge against them. 

Today, the Senate will resume con- 
sideration of the trade legislation. Be- 
cause of Senate Democrats, that trade 
legislation includes vital programs 
that help America’s workers retrain 
and find new employment if they lose 
their jobs because of foreign trade. And 
they are going to lose jobs. Even 
though a majority of the Senators 
don’t support this trade legislation, we 
have tried hard to improve it, and this 
trade adjustment assistance is one way 
we can try to improve it. 

What was the Republican’s first 
amendment to the trade bill? It was an 
amendment to strike a program known 
as trade adjustment assistance, which I 
just talked about, from the bill. This 
program helps those who lose their jobs 
because of trade. And they will lose 
their jobs. 

As we talk about opening foreign 
markets to American products, surely 
we should do something so that Amer- 
ican companies have the tools to com- 
pete internationally. 

The Export-Import Bank is weeks 
away from expiring. If it expires, fi- 
nancing for billions of dollars of U.S. 
exports will disappear and thousands of 
American jobs will be in jeopardy. How 
much does it cost? Nothing. Zero. It is 
an ideological mindset that the Repub- 
licans have—they don’t like govern- 
ment programs. 

We are losing internationally. We are 
losing trade. I don’t think anyone can 
call the Boeing Company a leftwing 
liberal group, as the Republican leader 
refers to people who are complaining 
about what is going on here. Boeing 
thinks something should be done with 
the Export-Import Bank. Why? Because 
they can compete with Airbus and all 
of these other companies that build 
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airplanes. If we don’t have the Bank, 
they cannot compete. 

Mr. President, I could pick any State 
of the 50—I was given here this morn- 
ing the State of Virginia because the 
State of Virginia was mentioned in 
some of the remarks by the Republican 
leader. I have page after page—millions 
and millions of dollars that benefit 
businesses in Virginia. It is the same 
all over the country—in Nevada, Ken- 
tucky, everyplace. 

We have talked about trade that 
won’t work. Let’s talk about the Ex- 
port-Import Bank, which does work. I 
so admire and appreciate the persist- 
ence and advocacy of the Senator from 
Washington, Ms. CANTWELL. But for 
her, this issue would be lost. It would 
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be gone with all the other stuff that 
goes into the trash can because of the 
Republicans. 

The Republican leader has said over 
and over again that he is opposed to 
the Bank. Well, that is too bad. The 
American people certainly support it 
and American businesses support it. 
Last year, this vital program sustained 
165,000 jobs at no cost to the taxpayers. 
If we don’t reauthorize this program, 
American businesses will be at a com- 
petitive disadvantage. 

While the majority leader talks 
about restoring faith in government, 
he is standing in the way of reforming 
the National Security Agency’s illegal 
spying program. I did not make up the 
words “illegal spying program”; the 
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Second Circuit Court said it. It is an il- 
legal program. 

These are just a few areas where re- 
newed focus would create jobs and 
produce positive outcomes for middle- 
class Americans. The Republican lead- 
er should revisit his vision, which up to 
this point has only been words. There 
has been no action. The direction this 
Congress has taken so far has only fo- 
cused on the desires of a few at the ex- 
pense of many. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the numbers I referred to 
from the State of Virginia be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


VIRGINIA COMPANIES FINANCED BY EX-IM BANK FY07-FY15 


Source: Public Information; Ex-Im Bank Web Site 


Total insured shipments, 
Exporter City District Product guaranteed credit or Total exp value 
disbursed loan amount 
AbD INC. ................. South Boston .. 05 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . 97,428 75,030 
Aeroprobe Corporation Christiansburg 09 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. 24,960 24,960 
Alainn Lle ............... Arlington . 08 Administrative, Management and Support Services $285,008 285,008 
Alfa Laval Thermal Inc . Richmond 03 Fabricated Metal Product Manufacturing and Sales .. $327,015 397,159 
All American Business Consulting Llc Chantilly . 0 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equipment $93,760 93,760 
Alliant Techsystems Operations, Inc .. Radfor 02 Fabricated Metal Product Manufacturing and Sales $128,303 28,303 
Alpha Coal Sales Co., Lic . Bristol 09 Ore & Mineral Mining and Sales ................. $212,393,085 $212,393,085 
Altum, Incorporated ... Reston 1 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. $854,933 854,933 
American Biosystems, Inc. Roanoke .. 06 Chemical Manufacturing and Sales ... $1,734,990 $1,734,990 
American Hardwood Industries, Waynesboro . 06 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sa $18,000,000 $60,000,000 
American Hofmann Corporation . Lynchburg 06 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . $44,728 44,728 
Amscoglobal Lle ..................... Vienna 1 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . $192,236 92,236 
Aon International Space Brokers Rosslyn 08 Insurance ... $20,592,935 $24,169,936 
Aon International Space Brokers Rosslyn 08 Insurance ... $20,339,686 $23,310,434 
Aquamatic Inc ....... Roanoke .. 09 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . 66,129 66,129 
Augusta Lumber, Llc . Waynesboro . 06 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales . $278,849 278,849 
Bakery Holdings Llc ... Richmond 03 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . 3,600,000 $14,000,000 
Banner Aerospace Holding Company, Inc. . McLean 1 Transportation Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . $16,200,000 $72,000,000 
Banner Aerospace, Inc. .......... Ashburn .. 0 Transportation Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . $13,500,000 $40,000,000 
Beach Mold & Tool Virginia, Inc. Emporia .. 04 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . $65,225 65,225 
Birdsong Peanuts ............... Suffolk 04 Crop Production and Sales ............. $669,955 669,955 
Blue Ridge Mountain Resources, Llc Charlottesville 05 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sa $128,960 28,960 
Blue Ridge Numerics Inc Charlottesville 05 Professional, Scientific and Technica $450,000 $4,250,000 
Bone Doctors’ Bbq, Llc Charlottesville 05 Food Manufacturing and Sales ...... $45,158 45,158 
Bontex, Inc ......... Buena Vista 06 Chemical Manufacturing and Sales 6,748,307 $6,748,307 
Boss Lumber Corpora Galax . 09 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales . $72,936 72,936 
Brg Machinery Consulti Charlot! 05 Administrative, Management and Support Services $59,219 98,625 
Bristol Compressors | Bristol 09 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales .......... $162,000,000 $250,000,000 
Cableform Incorporated . TOY .... 07 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . 7,091,630 $7,091,630 
Cadence, Inc. ............. Staunton . 06 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equipment 5,953,034 $5,553,034 
Campofrio Food Group America Inc South Chesterfield .. 04 Food Manufacturing and Sales ................... 4,713,286 $4,713,286 
Catoctin Creek Distilling Co, Llc Purcellville .. 18 Beverage and Tobacco Product Mfg and Sales ... $35,74 35,741 
Commercial Lynks Inc. Alexandria 08 Food Manufacturing and Sales ................... $50,357,430 $83,947,430 
Delta Star, Inc ... Lynchbu 06 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . $106,705 $2,022,564 
Dexter W Estes .. Lyndhurst 06 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales .......... $10,062 10,062 
Dupont Teijin Films Chester 04 Plastics and Rubber Products Mfg and Sales $245,813 $245,813 
Dupont Teijin Films lopewel 04 Plastics and Rubber Products Mfg and Sales $373,93 Sites 
Dupont Teijin Films lopewel 04 Plastics and Rubber Products Mfg and Sales $297,603 297,603 
Eagle Paper Interna: , Inc. Virginia 02 Paper Manufacturing and Sales .................. $43,116,377 $43,116,377 
Earthwalk Communications Inc. Manassas ... 10 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equipmen $1,192 $1,192 
East Coast Impex, Llc Manassas 01 Crop Production and Sales . 1,129,413 $1,129,413 
Ekpac China Inc. ....... Arlington . 08 Other Service Providers .. $18,179,979 $21,388,210 
Erath Veneer Corporation of Virginia . Rocky Mount 05 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales . $10,443,22 $10,443,221 
F R Drake Company ou... Waynesboro 06 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . $303,025 $356,500 
Federal Pacific Transformer Company Bristol ..... 09 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . $55,248 55,248 
Ferguson Enterprises, Inc. ...... Newport News . 02 Fabricated Metal Product Manufacturing and Sales 4,269,75 $5,441,608 
Fitzgerald Lumber & Log Co., Inc. . Buena Vista 06 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales .......... $11,464,695 $11,464,695 
Fleshner & Kim Llp ... lerndon 1 Judicial Systems and Public Safety Institutions . $900,000 $3,000,000 
Flowserve Corporation Chesa 04 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . 5,733,476 $7,267,029 
Foley Material Handling Co., Inc Ashland .. 07 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . 2,160,000 $6,000,000 
Freightcar America Roanoke .. 06 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . 2,842,665 $3,326,300 
Gala Industries, Inc Eagle Rock . 06 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . $238,145 $279,810 
Gatekeeper, Inc. .. Sterling ... 0 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing an . 2,464,016 $2,464,016 
GeoScienceWorld Arlington 08 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. $27,797 $49,118 
Gigamedia Access Corporation .. lerndo! 1 Internet Content & Service Providers . $810,000 $1,000,000 
Global Food Connection, Inc. . anville .. 05 Food Manufacturing and Sales ...... $16,685,410 $16,685,410 
Good Harbor Consulting, L.L.C. Arlington . 08 Administrative, Management and Support Services 3,500,000 $3,500,000 
Group Logic Inc. ............ Arlington 08 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. 4,928,867 $4,928,867 
H Y International Corporation Great F 0 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales ..... $12,224,288 $12,224,288 
H2gen Innovations, Inc. Alexandria 08 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . 3,600,000 $12,000,000 
Harris Corporation ..... Lynch 06 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equipment 3,050,149 $3,588,411 
Honeywell International Inc. lopewell 04 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . $44,542,810 $44,542,810 
Independent Project Analysis . Ashburn 0 Professional, Scientific and Technica 1,179,672 $2,053,027 
Integrated Global Services, Inc. . Midlo' 07 Fabricated Metal Product Manufacturing an 2,250,000 $7,000,000 
International Intranco Inc. ...... McLean 1 Food Manufacturing and Sales .......... $58,058 $58,058 
International Veneer Company, Inc. South Hill 05 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sa $35,204 $35,204 
Interstate Resources, Inc. Arlington . 08 Paper Manufacturing and Sales .... $47,450,946 $47,450,946 
Intertape Polymer Corp. anville 05 Textile Mills, Products and Sales ... $219,378 $219,378 
K2m, Ine. ....... af eesbu 0 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Ca uipment $45,000,000 $68,000,000 
Longwall Associates, Inc Chilhowie 09 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales 4,649,120 $5,240,000 
M.I.C. Industries, Inc. Reston 1 Building Construction . 4,485,411 $4,485,411 
Maersk Line, Limited . Norfolk 03 Transportation Services .. 4,208,610 $5,665,164 
Meadwestvaco Corporation Richmond 03 Paper Manufacturing and Sa $10,906,229 $10,906,229 
Meadwestvaco Corporation Glen Allen 07 Paper Manufacturing and Sa $25,531,495 $25,531,495 
Microxact, Inc. ............... Blacksburg . 09 Other Misc Mfg and Sales o $282,699 $282,699 
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VIRGINIA COMPANIES FINANCED BY EX-IM BANK FY07-FY15—Continued 


Source: Public Information; Ex-Im Bank Web Site 


Total insured shipments, 


Exporter City District Product guaranteed credit or Total exp value 
disbursed loan amount 
Mitsubishi Plastics Composites America, Inc Chesapeake 04 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . $70,559,724 $70,559,724 
Monoflo Internationa Winchester .. 10 Plastics and Rubber Products Mfg and Sales ..... $192,596 192,596 
Moog Inc .... : Blacksburg . 26 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equipment $64,749 $74,448 
Mountain Lui Ruckersville 05 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales ......... $108,000 108,000 
Mpri, Inc. Alexandria 08 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . 5,687,287 $5,687,287 
Musser Lu Rural Retr 09 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales . $500,052 500,052 
New River Energetics ........ Radford ....... 09 Chemical Manufacturing and Sales ... $464,493 464,493 
Ngk-Locke Polymer Insulators Virginia Beac 02 Nonmetallic Mineral Product Mfg and Sales .. $353,142 404,420 
Ofic North America Inc ....... redericksburg 07 Petroleum and Coal Products Mfg and Sales .. 7,092,241 $7,092,241 
Ontario Hardwood Company, Inc. Keysville ... 05 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales ..... $978,099 978,099 
Optical Cable Corporation . Roanoke .. 09 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . $45,125,589 $45,125,589 
Orbital Sciences Corporation . ulles 10 Transportation Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . $198,098,585 $221,843,173 
Pipeline Research Council International alls Church 11 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. $115,189 215,694 
Potomac Supply Corporation .. Kinsale 01 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales . 4,549,757 $4,549,757 
Potomac Supply Llc ... Kinsale 01 Wood Product Manufacturing and Sales . 2,279,798 $2,279,798 
Qmt Associates, Inc. . Manassas Park 10 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equipment $774,329 774,329 
QubicaAMF Worldwide Mechanicsville 07 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equipment 1,036,184 $1,093,397 
Questel-Orbit, Incorpor: Alexandria 08 Internet Content & Service Providers .......... $3,482 $6,121 
Reynolds Consumer Products Inc Richmond 07 Plastics and Rubber Products Mfg and Sales $11,134,393 $11,134,393 
Rock Tools Inc. .............. Bristol 08 Not Identified ....................... TRA $1,950,000 $1,950,000 
Rowe Fine Furniture Elliston 09 Furniture Manufacturing and Sales 6,637,470 $6,637,470 
Rubatex International Bedfor: 05 Plastics and Rubber Products Mfg and Sales $97,118 97,118 
Sena Mining Product Alexandria 08 Administrative, Management and Support Services $347,452 347,452 
Sherr & Jiang Pllc ..... lerndon .. 1 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. $30,324 30,324 
Sherr & Vaughn, Pllc lerndon .. 1 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. 4,301,139 $4,301,139 
Simplimatic Engineering Holdings, Llc .. Evington . 05 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . 7,496,797 $7,496,797 
Spectra Quest, Inc. .... Richmond 07 Machinery Manufacturing and Sales . $24,204 42,308 
Strongwell Corporation Bristol 09 Plastics and Rubber Products Mfg and Sales $2,156 $2,733 
Sutron Corporation ... Sterling 0 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equ $738,000 750,000 
eam Askin Tec’ Fairfax 0 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. $31,749,708 $90,227,708 
elarix, Inc. ........ Vienna 1 Internet Content & Service Providers .......... $39,150,000 $144,767,956 
est Dynamics Inc Warrenton 05 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . 68,369 68,369 
etra airfax ... 1 Administrative, Management and Support Services $18,069,977 $25,648,305 
hom Richmond 03 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales $473,944 473,944 
ransprint Usa, Inc arrisonburg 06 Administrative, Management and Support Services $14,812,918 $14,812,918 
read Corporation .. Roanoke .. 06 Fabricated Metal Product Manufacturing and Sales $38,302,375 $93,588,729 
rex Company, Inc. Winchester .. 0 Plastics and Rubber Products Mfg and Sales ........ 39,143 39,143 
rinity Scientific, L.P. Sandston 03 Other Misc Mfg and Sales of Non Capital Equipment $269,567 269,567 
urkey Knob Growers, Inc. . imberville .. 06 Crop Production and Sales . $851,672 851,672 
urman-mercer Sawmills, Inc. illsville .. 09 Specialty Trade Contractors 2,297,171 $2,297,171 
niversal Dynamics, Inc. Woodbridge . 1 Machinery Manufacturing an a $3,201 $3,201 
s Cosmeceutechs, Lle . North Chesterfiel 04 Chemical Manufacturing and Sales ... 4,905,000 $7,000,000 
sa Hardwoods Llc ... Winchester .. 0 Administrative, Management and Support Services $172,076 72,076 
Virginia Transformer Corp . Roanoke .. 06 Electrical Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . 1,810,428 $2,566,663 
Vt Idirect, Inc. ... lerndon 1 Telecommunication Services ........................ 1,552,092 $1,552,092 
Williams & Lu Lice . Alexandria 08 Professional, Scientific and Technical Services .. 70,851 70,851 
Zamma Corporation Orange .... 07 Furniture Manufacturing and Sales ............ 3,185,044 $3,185,044 
Zenith Aviation, Inc. .. redericksburg 01 Transportation Equipment Manufacturing and Sales . $209,024 209,024 


Mr. REID. Will the Chair be kind 
enough to tell us what the business is 
today in the Senate? 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 


EE 


ENSURING TAX EXEMPT ORGANI- 
ZATIONS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL 
ACT 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
H.R. 1314, which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 1314) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a right to 
an administrative appeal relating to adverse 
determinations of tax-exempt status of cer- 
tain organizations. 

Pending: 

Hatch amendment No. 1221, in the nature 
of a substitute. 

Hatch (for Flake) amendment No. 1248 (to 
amendment No. 1221), to strike the extension 
of the trade adjustment assistance program. 

Hatch (for Inhofe/Coons) modified amend- 
ment No. 1312 (to amendment No. 1221), to 
amend the African Growth and Opportunity 
Act to require the development of a plan for 
each sub-Saharan African country for nego- 
tiating and entering into free trade agree- 
ments. 


Hatch (for McCain) amendment No. 1226 (to 
amendment No. 1221), to repeal a duplicative 
inspection and grading program. 

Stabenow (for Portman) amendment No. 
1299 (to amendment No. 1221), to make it a 
principal negotiating objective of the United 
States to address currency manipulation in 
trade agreements. 

Brown amendment No. 1251 (to amendment 
No. 1221), to require the approval of Congress 
before additional countries may join the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement. 

Wyden (for Shaheen) amendment No. 1227 
(to amendment No. 1221), to make trade 
agreements work for small businesses. 

Wyden (for Warren) amendment No. 1327 
(to amendment No. 1221), to prohibit the ap- 
plication of the trade authorities procedures 
to an implementing bill submitted with re- 
spect to a trade agreement that includes in- 
vestor-state dispute settlement. 

Hatch modified amendment No. 1411 (to the 
language proposed to be stricken by amend- 
ment No. 1299), of a perfecting nature. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I want to 
take some time today to talk about 
proposals to include a currency manip- 
ulation negotiating objective in trade 
negotiations and the impact this issue 
is having on the debate over renewing 
trade promotion authority, or TPA. 

Currency manipulation has, for 
many, become the primary issue in the 
TPA debate. It has certainly gotten the 
focus of the media and other outside 
observers. Indeed, I suspect that every- 


one who has an interest in the outcome 
of the TPA debate—both for and 
against—is watching closely to see how 
the Senate will address this particular 
matter. 

Let me begin by saying that I recog- 
nize the frustrations many have re- 
garding exchange rate policies of some 
of our trading partners, and I have 
committed to working with my col- 
leagues to arrive at ways to improve 
currency surveillance and mechanisms 
for responding to problems. However, I 
want to be as plain as I can on this 
issue. While currency manipulation is 
an important issue, it is inappropriate 
and counterproductive to try to solve 
this problem solely through free-trade 
agreements. 

Nonetheless, I do not believe we 
should ignore currency manipulation, 
which is why, for the very first time, 
our TPA bill would elevate currency 
practices to a principal negotiation ob- 
jective. Now, let’s get that. For the 
first time in any trade bill, we elevate 
currency practices to a principal nego- 
tiation objective. We thought that 
would solve the problem. It means that 
if the administration fails to make 
progress in achieving this or any other 
objectives laid out in the bill, then the 
relevant trade agreement is subject to 
a procedural disapproval resolution and 
other mechanisms that would remove 
procedural protections. 
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Of course, I understand that a num- 
ber of my colleagues want to see more 
prescriptive language which would 
limit the range of tools available and 
require that trade sanctions be used to 
keep monetary policies in line. 

Most notably, we have the Portman- 
Stabenow amendment, which would 
create a negotiating objective requir- 
ing enforceable currency standards 
among parties to a trade agreement. 
The amendment goes on to say that 
these standards must be subject to the 
same dispute settlement procedures 
and remedies as all other elements of 
the trade agreement. While this ap- 
proach may sound reasonable on the 
surface, there are a number of very se- 
rious and complex policy issues to con- 
sider. I will address those specific con- 
cerns in some detail in just a few min- 
utes, but first I think we need to step 
back and take a look at the big pic- 
ture. 

I think I can boil this very com- 
plicated issue down to a single point: 
The Portman-Stabenow amendment 
will kill TPA. I am not just saying 
that; it is at this point a verifiable 
fact. 

Yesterday, I received a letter from 
Treasury Secretary Lew outlining the 
Obama administration’s opposition to 
this amendment. The letter addresses a 
number of issues, some of which I will 
discuss later, but most importantly, at 
the end of the letter, Secretary Lew 
stated very plainly that he would rec- 
ommend that the President veto a TPA 
bill that included this amendment. 
That is pretty clear. It doesn’t leave 
much room for interpretation or specu- 
lation. No TPA bill that contains the 
language of the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment stands a chance of becom- 
ing law. 

I want to be clear. I have great re- 
spect for the authors of this amend- 
ment. They are my friends, and I be- 
lieve they are well-intentioned. They 
have spent a lot of time making their 
case on their amendment, and I respect 
their points of view. But at this point, 
it is difficult—very difficult, in fact— 
for anyone in this Chamber to claim 
they support TPA and still vote in 
favor of the Portman-Stabenow amend- 
ment. The two, as of yesterday, have 
officially become mutually exclusive. 

For me, this issue is pretty cut and 
dry. However, I do recognize that per- 
haps not everyone will view these de- 
velopments the same way I do. But re- 
gardless of what anyone may think of 
Secretary Lew’s letter, the Portman- 
Stabenow amendment raises enough 
substantive policy concerns to warrant 
opposition on its own. 

Offhand, I can think of four separate 
consequences we would run into if the 
Senate were to adopt this amendment, 
and all of them would have a negative 
impact on U.S. economic interests. 

First, the Portman-Stabenow negoti- 
ating objective would put the Trans- 
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Pacific Partnership—or TPP—Agree- 
ment at grave risk, meaning that our 
farmers, ranchers, and manufacturers, 
not to mention the workers they em- 
ploy, would not get access to these im- 
portant foreign markets, resulting in 
fewer good, high-paying jobs for Amer- 
ican workers, and I should say higher 
paying jobs at that. 

We know this is the case. Virtually 
all of our major negotiating partners— 
most notably Japan—have already 
made clear that they will not agree to 
an enforceable provision like the one 
required by the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment. No country I am aware of, 
including the United States, has ever 
shown the willingness to have their 
monetary policies subject to potential 
trade sanctions. 

Adopting this amendment will have, 
at best, an immediate chilling effect on 
the TPP negotiations, and at worst, it 
will stop them in their tracks. If you 
don’t believe me, then take a look at 
the letter we received from 26 leading 
food and agricultural organizations, 
from the American Farm Bureau, to 
the National Pork Producers Council, 
to the Western Growers Association, 
urging Congress to reject the Portman- 
Stabenow amendment because it will, 
in their words, ‘‘most likely kill the 
TPP negotiations.” 

Put simply, not only will this amend- 
ment kill TPA, it will very likely kill 
TPP—the Trans-Pacific Partnership— 
as well. 

Second, the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment would put at risk the Fed- 
eral Reserve’s independence in its abil- 
ity to formulate and execute monetary 
policies designed to protect and sta- 
bilize the U.S. economy. While some in 
this Chamber have made decrees that 
our domestic monetary policies do not 
constitute currency manipulation, we 
know that not all of our trading part- 
ners see it that way. 

Requiring the inclusion of enforce- 
able rules on currency manipulation 
and subsequent trade sanctions in our 
free-trade agreements would provide 
other countries with a template for 
targeting U.S. monetary policies, sub- 
jecting our own agencies and policies 
to trade disputes and adjudication in 
international trade tribunals. 

We have already heard accusations in 
international commentaries by foreign 
finance ministers and central bankers 
that our own Fed—Federal Reserve, 
that is—has manipulated the value of 
the dollar to gain trade advantage. If 
the Portman-Stabenow amendment is 
adopted into TPA and these rules be- 
come part of our trade agreements, 
how long do you think it will take for 
our trading partners to enter disputes 
and seek remedies against Federal Re- 
serve quantitative easing policies? Not 
long, I would imagine. 

If the Portman-Stabenow amendment 
objective becomes part of our trade 
agreements, we will undoubtedly see 
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formal actions to impose sanctions on 
U.S. trade under the guise that the 
Federal Reserve has manipulated our 
currency for trade advantage. We will 
also be hearing from other countries 
that Fed policy is causing instability 
in their financial markets and econo- 
mies, and unless the Fed takes a dif- 
ferent path, those countries could 
argue for relief or justify their own ex- 
change rate policies to gain some trade 
advantage for themselves. 

While we may not agree with those 
allegations, the point is that under the 
Portman-Stabenow formulation, judg- 
ments and verdicts on our policies will 
be taken out of our hands and, rather, 
can be rendered by international trade 
tribunals. I don’t know anybody who 
really wants that. 

I am well aware that in an attempt 
to address this concern, the latest 
version of the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment states that their enforce- 
able rules do not apply to ‘‘the exercise 
of domestic monetary policy.” But for 
those of us living here in the United 
States, that clarification does not pro- 
vide much comfort. After all, the U.S. 
dollar is the global currency—that is, 
currently the global currency. If we 
fail to pass this bill—we have already 
seen China start to move toward hav- 
ing the yuan become the global cur- 
rency. I will say again that the U.S. 
dollar is a global currency. In fact, it is 
the primary reserve currency in the 
world, and its value has an impact on 
markets everywhere. So for the United 
States, the question as to what is a do- 
mestic monetary policy and what is 
not is open to a lot of debate, and I 
don’t think any of us want those de- 
bates being resolved in some inter- 
national trade tribunal, which is what 
is going to happen. 

Moreover, contrary to what many of 
my colleagues seem to be arguing, no 
one in international trade—not the 
Treasury, not the IMF, not the G7, not 
the G20, not anyone in the world—has 
accurate tools in place to measure 
what is and what is not currency ma- 
nipulation or what is purely domestic 
policy and what is intended to be inter- 
national. Even if we demanded enforce- 
able currency standards in our trade 
agreements, this simple fact will not 
change. 

Basing trade sanctions on existing 
methods which have thus far proven to 
be unreliable is fraught with risks— 
risks we should not undertake. 

For example, IMF models recently 
showed that in 2013, Japan’s currency 
was anywhere between around 15 per- 
cent undervalued and 15 percent over- 
valued. Given that range, what is an 
international trade tribunal to do if 
asked to set trade sanctions based on 
allegations of currency manipulation? 
Who in the heck knows. But if we in- 
sert these standards into our trade 
agreements, we would not only subject 
our trading partners to possible trade 
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sanctions based on indefinite stand- 
ards, the United States would face 
similar risks. This is a recipe for trade 
and currency wars—a situation I think 
we would all like to avoid. 

Third, under this amendment—that 
is, the Portman-Stabenow amend- 
ment—the traditional role of the U.S. 
Treasury in setting U.S. exchange rate 
policies would be watered down and po- 
tentially overruled in international 
trade tribunals. Do we want that? 
Thus, adoption of the Portman-Stabe- 
now negotiating objective cedes inde- 
pendence and full authority over not 
only monetary policy for the Federal 
Reserve but also exchange rate policy 
for the Treasury. 

Fourth, the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment would create incentives for 
our trading partners to evade regular 
reporting and transparency of ex- 
change rate policies. If currency stand- 
ards become enforceable and imme- 
diately subject to sanctions under a 
trade agreement, the parties on that 
agreement would almost certainly 
start withholding full participation in 
reporting and monitoring mechanisms 
that would otherwise enable us to iden- 
tify exchange rate interventions and 
work against them. 

Put simply, we cannot enforce rules 
against unfair exchange rate practices. 
If we do not have information about 
them, we can’t enforce the rules. Under 
the Portman-Stabenow amendment, 
our trading partners are far more like- 
ly to engage in interventions in the 
shadows, hiding from detection out of 
fear that they could end up being sub- 
jected to trade sanctions. I don’t think 
anybody wants that, but that is what is 
going to happen. 

For these reasons and others, the 
Portman-Stabenow amendment is the 
wrong approach. Still, I do recognize 
that currency manipulation is a legiti- 
mate concern and one we need to ad- 
dress in a serious, thoughtful way. 

Toward that end, Senator WYDEN and 
I have filed an amendment that would 
expand on the currency negotiating ob- 
jective that is already in the TPA bill 
to give our country more tools to ad- 
dress currency manipulation without 
the problems and risks that would 
come part and parcel with the 
Portman-Stabenow amendment. 

The Portman-Stabenow amendment 
would provide a single tool to address 
currency manipulation: enforceable 
rules subject to sanctions. As I think I 
have demonstrated, this, for a variety 
of reasons, is a pretty blunt, unreli- 
able, and imprecise instrument, given 
the realities of the global economy. 

By contrast, the  Hatch-Wyden 
amendment would put a number of 
tools at our disposal. Specifically, the 
amendment calls for enhanced trans- 
parency, disclosure, reporting, moni- 
toring, cooperative mechanisms, as 
well as enforceable rules. Our amend- 
ment, which would provide maximum 
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flexibility, is a better alternative for 
addressing currency manipulation for a 
number of reasons. 

First, it would preserve the integrity 
of our current trade negotiations. Once 
again, if we insert an absolute require- 
ment for enforceable currency rules 
and required sanctions into the ongo- 
ing TPP negotiations, many, if not all, 
of our negotiating partners will almost 
certainly walk away. The Hatch-Wyden 
amendment would pose no threat to 
the TPP negotiations or any other 
trade deals. 

Second, our amendment would not 
threaten the independence of the Fed- 
eral Reserve or subject our own mone- 
tary and exchange rate policies to pos- 
sible sanctions based on indefinite 
standards. Unlike the Portman-Stabe- 
now amendment, it does not give other 
countries a roadmap to accuse the 
United States of using its policies in- 
tended for domestic growth and sta- 
bility as tools for currency manipula- 
tion. 

Third, it would increase transparency 
and accountability of our trading part- 
ners’ currency practices. This is abso- 
lutely crucial. Put simply, we cannot 
counteract practices that we cannot 
readily observe. The Portman-Stabe- 
now amendment would tell our trading 
partners that if you engage in full re- 
porting and transparency, you run the 
risk of having an international tri- 
bunal detect your actions in ways that 
will generate trade sanctions. The in- 
centive, then, is for countries not to be 
transparent and instead to put their 
currency policies further in the shad- 
ows, hiding away information that 
could end up being used in trade dis- 
putes. 

Our trade agreements should provide 
incentives for countries to go in the op- 
posite direction: full disclosure and ac- 
countability of currency practices. The 
Hatch-Wyden amendment would pro- 
vide a more effective incentive struc- 
ture. 

Finally, and in the current context, 
most importantly, the Hatch-Wyden 
amendment would not result in a veto 
of the TPA bill. It is, in fact, supported 
by the Obama administration, not to 
mention business and agriculture 
stakeholders across the country. 

I suppose one could say we have come 
full circle. After what I hope has been 
an interesting discussion of important 
policy considerations, we are back at 
the simple, uncomplicated truth. If 
nothing I have said here today about 
the complexities of currency and mone- 
tary policy has resonated with my col- 
leagues, this fact remains: A vote for 
the Portman-Stabenow amendment is a 
vote to kill TPA. 

I am sure that sounds good to some 
of my colleagues who are fundamen- 
tally opposed to what we are trying to 
do here, but for those who support free 
trade, open markets, and high-paying 
jobs for American workers, this truth 
is inescapable. 
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But, once again, this doesn’t mean 
we should stand by and do nothing 
about currency manipulation. The 
Hatch-Wyden amendment will provide 
an effective path to improve trans- 
parency, measurement, and monitoring 
of our trading partners’ currency prac- 
tices, and effective and transparent 
ways to counteract anyone seeking to 
manipulate currencies for unfair trade 
advantage. 

The Hatch-Wyden amendment will 
allow Congress to speak forcefully on 
the issue of currency manipulation 
without putting our trade agreements 
and domestic policies in limbo. 

For Senators who are sincerely con- 
cerned about currency manipulation— 
and I am one of those Senators—the 
Hatch-Wyden amendment would ad- 
dress these issues in a far more produc- 
tive way. 

So, at this point, the choice should 
be pretty clear. We have strong indica- 
tions that the House cannot pass a 
TPA bill with the Portman-Stabenow 
language. Even if it could pass the 
House, Secretary Lew has made it very 
clear that including that provision in 
our bill would compel President Obama 
to veto it. 

The Hatch-Wyden amendment, on the 
other hand, would strengthen our hand 
by providing a workable set of tools to 
counteract currency manipulation in a 
way that would protect our interests 
and achieve real results and, most im- 
portantly, it would preserve our ability 
to enact TPA so we can negotiate 
strong trade agreements that will help 
grow our economy and create jobs. 

That is the choice we face with these 
two amendments. I call on my col- 
leagues who support TPA to oppose the 
Portman-Stabenow currency amend- 
ment and support the Hatch-Wyden al- 
ternative. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, first of 
all, I wish for colleagues to know that 
I think Chairman HATCH has made 
some very important points with re- 
spect to the currency issue and for col- 
leagues to know that the approach of 
the chairman and me is to make sure 
we can have tough, enforceable cur- 
rency rules without doing damage to 
American monetary policy or the abil- 
ity to fight big economic challenges in 
the days ahead that we think would 
come about with the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Ohio, Mr. 
PORTMAN. 

By the way, I want colleagues to 
know that currency is going to be in 
the Customs conference. Chairman 
HATCH and I have discussed this point 
as well. We felt very strongly about 
making sure there is a Customs con- 
ference that goes right to the heart of 
the enforcement agenda. In that Cus- 
toms conference—and the chairman 
and I have been able to secure a com- 
mitment from the President and from 
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Chairman RYAN—that Customs con- 
ference is going to take place right 
when we get back. The President of the 
United States indicated last night that 
he wants us to get this done in June. 
So we are going to have a chance to 
tackle currency in that conference. 
Senator BENNET worked closely with 
the chairman and I so we got some- 
thing in the committee that we 
thought was a smart, practical step. 
The chairman and I are talking today 
about something that is also strong 
and enforceable that would not produce 
the downside I have outlined. 

So I want colleagues to understand 
there is an opportunity, particularly 
on the currency issue, very quickly, to 
put in place very tough, practical rules 
that get us the upside in terms of pro- 
tecting the American economy without 
some of the downsides I have outlined 
and that Chairman HATCH has de- 
scribed as well. 

What I want to do particularly this 
morning is, given yesterday, talk about 
some of the very positive developments 
we saw yesterday. I wish to express my 
appreciation to Chairman HATCH again 
for working closely with me on these 
issues. 

I will start by talking about Senator 
MENENDEZ. Senator MENENDEZ, as do 
many of us, feels very strongly about 
human trafficking, about compelled 
labor, about commercial sex. He has 
made it very clear he wants to stop 
trafficking and he wants us to come up 
with a fresh policy. So he offered an 
amendment in the Finance Committee 
and it passed. All over the press for the 
next few days—and Chairman HATCH 
remembers this—were accounts: Poison 
pill is going to end the possibility of 
finding a way forward on the trade pro- 
motion act. The headlines were every- 
where. The general view in the press 
was Western civilization was about to 
end because of the adoption of the 
Menendez amendment. 

Well, Senator MENENDEZ believes in 
legislating. He believes what we ought 
to be doing when there are important 
issues, contentious issues—that we 
need to find a way to bring everyone 
together. So what Senator MENENDEZ 
did—and I was very pleased to be able 
to play a modest role in this—is he 
brought together all of the groups. He 
brought together the administration, 
the U.S. Trade Representative, and 
outstanding organizations that fight 
trafficking and, without any headlines 
and without any drama, did the nuts- 
and-bolts work to make sure that now 
we are going to have a new process. We 
are going to have a new process that 
ensures that the President is going to 
report to the Congress on the concrete 
steps the country takes to crack down 
on trafficking. 

Now, it didn’t make headlines this 
morning. It doesn’t make headlines 
when you work with both sides and all 
the parties outside of the bright lights. 
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But today we now have an opportunity 
to move forward, in a bipartisan way, 
on an issue that a couple of weeks ago 
was described as a poison pill, the end 
of TPA, causing the entire Senate to be 
paralyzed because it wouldn’t be pos- 
sible to move forward. 

I bring this up only by way of saying 
that I hope today—and I am going to 
be here throughout the day trying to 
work with both sides to try to find a 
way to get amendments considered and 
to do as Senator MENENDEZ did over 
the last 10 days or so to actually solve 
a problem and make it possible for us 
to up the ante against this plague of 
trafficking but also make it possible to 
move forward on this legislation. 

I would also like to note that all this 
work went on when everyone under- 
stood that Senator MENENDEZ has been 
opposed to the legislation and Chair- 
man HATCH and I have been for it. But 
the idea was that both sides care about 
trying to fight trafficking. Both sides 
understood that if we worked together, 
there was an opportunity to really 
solve a problem. 

In my view, Senator MENENDEZ de- 
serves great credit for doing what is 
the most important work in the Sen- 
ate, legislating and trying to bring peo- 
ple together of disparate views. In 
doing so, what Senator MENENDEZ ac- 
complished was to show the country 
and the Senate that we can take an- 
other step for trade done right. 

Trade done right is my vision of 
where we ought to go. We have heard 
about free trade and fair trade. What 
we want is trade done right. Because 
Senator MENENDEZ was willing to put 
in all this time on his trafficking bill, 
we took, on a bipartisan basis, an issue 
that was a poison pill whenever it was 
discussed just about anywhere in the 
country and we turned it into a better 
approach to fight trafficking. We were 
able to advance the cause of being able 
to move forward, and I look forward to 
seeing that passed. 

A second area where we made a lot of 
progress yesterday was on enforcing 
our trade laws. Particularly important 
about this, because virtually every 
time I have ever talked about pro- 
moting trade—pretty important in my 
State where one out of five jobs de- 
pends on trade—I have said that pass- 
ing new trade agreements and doing a 
better job of enforcing the trade laws 
are two sides of the same coin. The rea- 
son I reached that judgment was be- 
cause of what a number of skeptics 
about this issue brought up—and I 
think it is a legitimate concern—which 
is: Why is everybody in Washington, 
DC, talking about new trade laws when 
they are not doing everything to en- 
force the laws we have on the books? 
Chairman HATCH and I talked about 
this many times and both of us agreed 
we needed a robust enforcement pack- 
age. 

We were able to get important meas- 
ures into our Finance bill—measures 
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that were sought by a number of our 
colleagues. Senator BROWN had a num- 
ber of provisions. I was particularly in- 
terested in what is called the EN- 
FORCE Act. This is something I devel- 
oped back when I was chair of the trade 
subcommittee. 

We had put together a sting oper- 
ation to catch scofflaws overseas who 
were trying to avoid our trade laws. In 
effect, what they were doing was mer- 
chandise laundering. They would be 
found to be in violation of our dumping 
or our trade rules in one country and 
they would just move to another and 
try to move it through another nation, 
and we caught them on it. Many par- 
ties responded to the sting operation 
saying: We are in. We are anxious to 
stop this merchandise laundering. So I 
don’t take a backseat to anybody in 
terms of enforcing our trade laws. 

So after Chairman HATCH and I got 
that through the Finance Committee, 
the second step was we had a separate 
vote in the Senate on a very strong 
Customs and Enforcement package. 
That was step No. 2. But at that time, 
a number of observers said: Well, noth- 
ing is going to happen. It got passed 
here in the Senate, but that bill is not 
going anywhere, not going to happen. 
That is the end of the topic. 

Chairman HATCH and I, working to- 
gether with Chairman RYAN, said: Of 
course we are going to have a con- 
ference. We feel very strongly about 
this. So we put out a statement earlier 
in this week saying: You bet there is 
going to be a conference in June, and 
we are committed to getting this done. 

Chairman RYAN has indicated that he 
is going to take each of the trade 
bills—all four of them—up on the same 
day in the other body. He is going to 
pass them all, and then we will have a 
conference. After that happened, I was 
told that, well, that sounds good, but 
we are still not going to have much. Is 
the administration going to be for it? 

So, yesterday, in consultation with 
Chairman HATCH and myself and oth- 
ers, the President put out a very strong 
statement explicitly stating what he 
wanted in that conference, and he 
wanted it in June. He talked again 
about Senator BROWN’s measures, 301, 
the level playing field, and the EN- 
FORCE Act. I was very pleased he men- 
tioned child labor. 

So a tough, strong enforcement pack- 
age is going to happen. I am going to 
insist on it. Chairman HATCH has 
pledged to me he is going to insist on 
it. It is going to happen. All of that was 
essentially nailed down in the last 24 
hours. 

So two big issues, two very signifi- 
cant issues, which were both consid- 
ered to be show-stoppers: The Menen- 
dez amendment, fixed. All the head- 
lines about poison pills, no longer 
valid. Senator MENENDEZ has fixed it. 

Chairman HATCH, to his credit, has 
been willing to work with me and with 
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the President. We are going to have a 
strong enforcement package and we are 
going to have it in June and it is going 
to become law as part of the Customs 
conference. 

The Senate spent a lot of time yes- 
terday debating an important issue, 
which is the future of the Export-Im- 
port Bank. I want to thank my Pacific 
Northwest colleague and friend Sen- 
ator CANTWELL for all of her leader- 
ship—all of her leadership over the 
years—in trying to renew the Export- 
Import Bank. She has been the one who 
has pointed out: If you have trade laws, 
which we are trying to promote with 
the trade promotion act, but you aren’t 
using the tools that you need to get the 
maximum value—wring the maximum 
value out of those new laws—you are 
missing opportunities that are impor- 
tant for our Nation. So I urge the ma- 
jority leader to work closely with Sen- 
ator CANTWELL to make that happen. 

Finally, I have been pleased to see a 
robust debate on a number of issues, 
particularly issues that have been im- 
portant to Senator WARREN and Sen- 
ator BROWN. What I have said from the 
very beginning and what I am going to 
be here all day working on is this: 
There are Senators who feel strongly 
about promoting the trade promotion 
act; there are Senators who are op- 
posed to it. I am obviously for the 
agreement, but every single day I am 
looking for opportunities for both sides 
to be heard and to be able to advance 
their ideas. It started long before we 
actually had votes in the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee, and it is going to 
continue every single day that I have 
the opportunity to serve in the Senate. 

These are important issues. I thought 
it was particularly important that Sen- 
ator WARREN’s investor-state provision 
be able to get a vote early on in the 
proceeding—obviously an issue that 
there has been great debate on—and 
there are many more important 
amendments to this package. 

So I want colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to know I am going to be here 
throughout the day—throughout the 
day—looking for ways that all Sen- 
ators, whether they are for the agree- 
ment or against the agreement, will 
have an opportunity to have their pri- 
orities considered on this trade legisla- 
tion. 

I will just wrap up, colleagues, by 
way of saying that the reason this 
issue is so important is we debate con- 
tinually about how to get more high- 
wage jobs in our country. Continually 
we debate that because we want higher 
wages for our constituents. The evi- 
dence is that trade jobs pay better than 
do the nontrade jobs. We need more of 
them. 

There was a report this morning that 
my State has a significant trade sur- 
plus, and we are very proud of that. 
There are other States that don’t. Let's 
promote legislation that allows us to 
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secure more exports, particularly in 
the developing world, where there are 
going to be a billion middle-class con- 
sumers in 2025. We want them to “Buy 
American,” because when they do, it 
creates the opportunity for us to have 
more of those export value-added, high- 
productivity jobs that pay our workers 
better wages and that strengthen our 
middle class. 

It is going to be a busy day, and I 
look forward to working, again, with 
both sides so Senators, whether they 
are for the TPA or whether they are 
against it, feel they have a chance to 
raise their issues and be treated fairly. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NATIONAL SECURITY 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, 
today, President Obama is heading to 
Connecticut, where I understand he is 
going to be addressing the graduates at 
the Coast Guard Academy. He plans to 
talk about threats to our national se- 
curity. 

I think many Americans would be as- 
tonished to learn the President’s 
planned discussion on national security 
is going to center on climate change. 
After all, Americans understand there 
are much more immediate threats fac- 
ing our Nation, such as the fall of 
Ramadi in Iraq and the brutal terrorist 
attacks by ISIS. These are clear exam- 
ples of the real threats that must be 
addressed by President Obama. 

I would encourage the President to 
spend this time today addressing 
America’s most pressing national secu- 
rity threats. The President and his na- 
tional security team must deliver 
strong leadership and an effective 
strategy to fight the terrorists who 
want to attack our country and kill 
more Americans. This should be the 
focus of the President’s speech today. 
This should be our most pressing na- 
tional security concern. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. President, I would also like to 
talk about an important issue that is 
facing Americans and they will soon 
need to be seeing, which is that next 
month the Supreme Court is expected 
to announce a decision in the case of 
King v. Burwell. This is a case that has 
been brought on behalf of millions of 
Americans who have been harmed by 
the President’s unlawful expansion of 
his unworkable and unaffordable 
health care law. 

Sometime before the end of June, the 
Court is going to announce if the law 
passed by Congress means what it says 
or if it means what the President wish- 
es it had said. The law, written by 
Democrats in Congress, written behind 
closed doors, only authorized insurance 
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subsidies for one group, and the Presi- 
dent had the IRS pay subsidies to an- 
other group. 

The President gave bureaucrats 
much more power to control the health 
care choices and decisions of people 
who never should have been caught 
under the law. The Supreme Court 
should strike down this alarming over- 
reach by the President. If it does, that 
will give Congress an opportunity to 
address some of the devastating prob- 
lems the health care law has caused. 

It seems like every week we see an- 
other headline about another damaging 
side effect of the President’s health 
care law. Here is one example from a 
story yesterday morning, the front 
page of Investor's Business Daily: 
“ObamaCare Rates Will Soar In 2016, 
Early Data Signal.” Average 18.16 per- 
cent hike proposed. It is an astonishing 
fact that people are facing—increasing 
rates, soaring again in 2016. 

Insurance companies that sell plans 
in the ObamaCare exchange are start- 
ing to set their rates for next year. 
There are a series of articles that con- 
tinue to come out. One says that the 
top ObamaCare exchange insurers in 
six different States where the 2016 rate 
requests have already been filed—and 
they will come in every State—are 
seeking rate changes that average 18.6 
percent just next year alone. Early re- 
ports range from an alarming 36-per- 
cent hike sought by the dominant in- 
surer in Tennessee to a hefty 23-per- 
cent average increase requested by Or- 
egon insurers. People across the coun- 
try saw these rates go up at the begin- 
ning of this year, and now they are fac- 
ing it again. They are starting to learn 
that it was not just a 1-year deal. 

There is another story that came out 
May 7 in the Connecticut Mirror. The 
article says that insurance companies 
selling health plans through the 
State’s health insurance exchange are 
seeking to raise rates next year, with 
an average increase somewhere be- 
tween 2 and nearly 14 percent. 

You take a look; it is outrageous. 

I know the Senator from Connecticut 
has come to the floor saying that we 
should be celebrating ObamaCare— 
celebrating it, he said. Well, with these 
rate increases for families in Con- 
necticut, it looks to me like the party 
is over. ObamaCare was supposed to 
bring costs down. That is what the 
President promised. He said premiums 
would go down by an average of $2,500 
per year, per family. It has not hap- 
pened. For an average family who gets 
coverage through their work, the pre- 
miums have gone up about $3,500 since 
the President took office in 2009. 

Why do we still see headlines about 
premiums going up by 14 percent or 
even 2 percent? Why are they going up 
at all? Why are the promises Demo- 
crats made about the health care law 
not coming true? Why are ObamaCare 
rates set to soar again in 2016? Why are 
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people in places like Connecticut still 
seeing headlines about their costs 
going up by 14 percent? 

A few weeks ago, the Democratic 
leader said on the floor that 
ObamaCare is a “smashing success.” 
He stood right over there and said it— 
it is a “smashing success.” Is there a 
Democrat who thinks that a 14-percent 
increase to families in Connecticut is a 
smashing success or that an 18.6-per- 
cent average across the country is a 
smashing success? 

We are going to see this same story 
about soaring insurance rates repeated 
all across America. And it is not just 
the ObamaCare premiums that are 
causing problems for families. Here is a 
headline from the Washington Post on 
Friday: “Insured, but still not able to 
afford care.” 

“For one in four who bought health 
coverage, some costs remained too 
high.” So they have insurance, but 
they are still not able to get care. Peo- 
ple who have insurance have been 
avoiding going to see the doctor. That 
is according to a new study by the lib- 
eral advocacy group called Families 
USA. This was an advocacy group who 
was a huge supporter of the President’s 
health care law and a huge supporter of 
the President. Even this group has to 
admit that coverage does not equal 
care. There is a difference. The group’s 
executive director is quoted in this ar- 
ticle in the Washington Post as saying, 
“The key culprit as to why people have 
been unable to afford medical care de- 
spite coverage is high deductibles.” 
Well, I agree. Many people’s 
deductibles are too high. The reason 
the deductibles have gotten so high and 
so out of hand all of a sudden is that 
the health care law included so many 
coverage mandates. 

Democrats who voted for this said 
they know better than the people at 
home what kind of insurance they 
need. That is what the President said. 
The President said: I know better than 
you do. I know what your family needs. 
You do not. That is why the 
deductibles are so high. Insurance had 
to raise their premiums to cover the 
cost of all these new Washington man- 
dates. They had to raise deductibles as 
well. This year, the average deductible 
for an ObamaCare Silver Plan is almost 
$3,000 for a single person and more than 
$6,000 for a family. 

People have Washington-mandated 
coverage, but they still cannot afford 
to get care. So people are putting off 
going to the doctor. They are skipping 
tests. They are skipping followup care 
because of the high deductibles and 
copays. Why are people across the 
country having to put off getting care? 
Because they cannot afford it. Is that 
what Democrats mean when they say 
the law has been a smashing success, 
when the minority leader comes to the 
floor and says it is a smashing success? 
All across the country, Americans are 
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struggling with the cost of health care 
under this health care law. 

There was a study out this morning. 
In the paper The Hill, Sarah Ferris 
writes: 

“Underinsured” population has doubled in 
the United States to 31 million. 

One-quarter of people with healthcare cov- 
erage are paying so much for deductibles and 
out-of-pocket expenses that they are consid- 
ered underinsured. 

Thirty-one million Americans. 

Rising deductibles—even under 
ObamaCare—are the biggest problem for 
most people who are considered under- 
insured. 

Doubled. The number of underinsured 
people under the health care law has 
now doubled. 

People are paying more as a result of 
the Democrats’ health care law, and 
they are going to be paying even more 
next year and the year after that until 
we are able to do something to stop it. 

Republicans are offering real solu- 
tions that will end these destructive 
and expensive ObamaCare side effects. 
That means giving Americans and giv- 
ing States the freedom, the choice, and 
the control over their health care deci- 
sions once again. Republicans under- 
stand that coverage does not equal 
care. Republicans understand what 
American families were asking for be- 
fore this health care law was ever 
passed. That is what they are still ask- 
ing for today. 

It is time for Democrats to admit 
that their health care law did not 
work—it did not work out the way they 
promised—and to start working with 
Republicans on reforms that will give 
people the care they need from a doctor 
they choose at lower costs. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, re- 
turning to the conversation about 
trade policy and its impact on Amer- 
ican workers and businesses, President 
Kennedy once said, ‘‘The trade of a na- 
tion expresses, in a very concrete way, 
its aim and its aspirations.” Well, what 
are our aims and aspirations in 
crafting a new trade structure? The 
President says that his aim and aspira- 
tion is to be the writer of rules for 
trade in Asia. I have a different aspira- 
tion. My aspiration is that we create 
trade that creates living-wage jobs in 
America, that puts people to work 
making things in America. If we don’t 
make things in America, we will not 
have a middle class in America. 

So as we contemplate a massive new 
trade deal, the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship, and the bill before us to fast- 
track consideration of that Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership, we should ask our- 
selves this question: Is this about our 
geostrategic goal of being the leader in 
writing the rules or is it about writing 
rules that actually work for working 
Americans? Because, you see, working 
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America has done very poorly under 
this goal of geostrategic influence. Oh, 
yeah, we had NAFTA, the North Amer- 
ican Free Trade Agreement. We had 
CAFTA, the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement. What was the result 
of that? Well, we lost 5 million jobs in 
America. We lost 5 million jobs. 

We lost 50,000 factories. If you go 
around Oregon, you can see those fac- 
tory sites. I recently visited the Blue 
Heron site. Just a few years ago, there 
were hundreds of workers at the Blue 
Heron paper factory, but under the 
structure of one trade agreement— 
WTO—those jobs went to China. Paper 
manufacturing went to China. The 
equipment was pulled up out of that 
factory, leaving a big hole, and shipped 
overseas. That is what happened. We 
lost our factories. We lost our jobs. 

There has been a lot of discussion 
that this is a new trade agreement, 
that it establishes enforceable stand- 
ards for labor. Well, perhaps the single 
most important standard is minimum 
wage. Minimum wage is about resisting 
the full exploitation of workers, the 
full race to the bottom. So, of course, 
I am sure the proponents would say: 
Well, of course we have addressed that. 
That is central. That is the central in- 
gredient, is to make sure that there is 
not a race to the bottom and that we 
address the fact that every nation that 
will be part of this agreement will have 
to have a minimum wage, a minimum 
wage that rises over time, a minimum 
wage that provides a basic standard of 
living so that we do not have condi- 
tions of full exploitation, miserable 
sweatshops, if you will, that are pro- 
ducing the goods we are buying here in 
America under this agreement. 

So it may come as a shock to people 
across America that this most funda- 
mental standard of minimum wage is 
not addressed in this agreement. 

What do we have right now? We have 
12 countries. We have two countries— 
Brunei and Singapore—with no min- 
imum-wage standard at all. Then we 
have Mexico at 66 cents and Vietnam— 
for Vietnam, they set a monthly min- 
imum wage and they set it regionally. 
So the number varies according to how 
you calculate it. Some would call it 57 
cents; others would say 74 cents. Let’s 
just put it this way: The minimum 
wage in Vietnam is way under $1 per 
hour. In Malaysia, it is $1.54; Peru, 
$1.55; Chile, $2.25. 

So does this Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship have a requirement that there be 
a minimum wage that will rise up 
workers and stop these sweatshops 
across the world so that we are not 
buying products from sweatshops with 
miserable, slave-like conditions? It 
does not. It has no such provision. It 
has no minimum wage, which leads us 
to another fundamental observation. 

What this trade agreement does is set 
up a dynamic between these very low 
wage countries and countries that are 
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developed and aspiring to create living- 
wage jobs here. But what happens when 
you have manufacturing in these high- 
wage countries, high-environmental- 
standard countries, high-labor-stand- 
ard countries and high-enforcement 
countries and the manufacturer looks 
out and sees a competitor, in a free- 
trade regime, in these very low-wage, 
low-labor, low-environmental, and low- 
enforcement countries? Well, it is obvi- 
ous: The manufacturing migrates to 
the place that is the cheapest. That is 
the way free enterprise works—it goes 
to where you can make the most profit. 

So it is not some absurd, unexpected 
result that NAFTA resulted in the loss 
of 5 million good-paying jobs in Amer- 
ica. It is not some unexpected result 
that we lost 50,000 factories. 

When he was campaigning for Presi- 
dent, Ross Perot said: If you adopt 
NAFTA, you will hear the sound of the 
jobs leaving America. 

Well, that is exactly what happened— 
exactly what happened. 

So is it a fact that this new-genera- 
tion trade agreement actually address 
this core problem? Well, the answer is, 
it does not. It does not do anything to 
address this disparity between very low 
wages and prosperous countries. This is 
going to be, as Ross Perot put it, an- 
other situation with a giant sucking 
sound of jobs leaving America. 

Proponents of this treaty say: Well, 
we have done something very signifi- 
cant. We have taken the labor and en- 
vironmental side agreements and we 
have put them in the center of the 
agreement. This is pretty much like 
moving deck chairs on the Titanic. You 
move them from one location to an- 
other location. How does that change 
the outcome? Well, it doesn’t. It just 
means they are printed in a different 
part of the text. That is not very good 
news, if you will, to workers across the 
United States of America who have 
been assured there is something fun- 
damentally different about this agree- 
ment. 

These labor standards and these envi- 
ronmental standards that are in the 
agreement—we have heard a lot about 
enforcement, and there is nothing new 
to enforce in these labor and environ- 
mental standards. 

I want to take a little detour here be- 
cause there are some important en- 
forcement standards that my col- 
leagues have put forward. My colleague 
from Oregon has put forward the EN- 
FORCE Act. This is important for en- 
forcing tariffs. This is important for 
enforcing the movement of goods ille- 
gally through third parties in order to 
bypass tariffs in the United States. 
That is a good step forward, but that 
does not address the core of this issue 
which is enforcement of the labor and 
environmental standards. 

Now, we have the same basic stand- 
ards in various trade agreements, and 
they are never enforced because there 
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is no effective mechanism for enforce- 
ment. Let me expand a little bit on 
what has gone on and then point out 
that nothing has been done to fix it. 
You essentially have a set of standards 
and these standards are the Inter- 
national Labor Organization standards, 
ILO standards. These ILO standards ad- 
dress a series of things. These ILO 
standards are things such as child 
labor. That is a bad idea. It should 
stop. It addresses that union orga- 
nizing should be allowed, and that is a 
good thing. So the standards them- 
selves are solid and respectable. 

But when a nation becomes part of 
the trade agreement, how do you have 
them enforce those standards. That is 
what is missing—no enforcement for 
these standards. 

There is a government-to-govern- 
ment process for consultations when 
the United States is upset that some- 
one is not enforcing. Ultimately, they 
can file a case. That case can take 
years and years and years to adju- 
dicate, and it never gets done. 

The number of labor standard en- 
forcement actions that have been com- 
pleted is zero. The number of environ- 
mental enforcement standards that 
have been completed is zero—zero, 
zero. So if we take a broken system 
from existing trade treaties and slip it 
into a new trade treaty, what is the ex- 
pected result? No enforcement of these 
standards. All the parties know that. 
They can put these laws on the books, 
but there is not going to be enforce- 
ment. 

There is one case—one case alone— 
that we have sought to proceed to en- 
force and that is with Guatemala. With 
Guatemala, they have massive labor 
violations. They are not making the 
slightest attempt to follow the ILO. We 
held consultations, more consultations, 
and more consultations, and finally 
filed a case. It has gone on and on and 
on and never gotten to a conclusion. So 
we still have zero, zero enforcement. 

Now, one reason it doesn’t get to a 
conclusion is because there is no en- 
thusiasm behind any form of enforce- 
ment, and why is that? First, our gov- 
ernment says: Well, if we try to enforce 
it, it will create ripples in the relation- 
ship. That country will be upset with 
us if we try to enforce a labor standard 
and an environmental standard. 

Then, second, they will say: No, there 
be will retaliation. They will file suits 
against us, and we will have to spend 
all this time responding, and what is 
the point of that. That is unproductive. 
We say they are not meeting it. They 
say we are not meeting it. 

Then, third, and very importantly, 
the companies that have invested 
under that trade agreement in that na- 
tion, they come out and tell the gov- 
ernment: What are you doing? The goal 
of the trade agreement was to create a 
stable environment for investments. 
You are destabilizing that by filing a 
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grievance against this country, so 
don’t do it. In the end, if you ever got 
to an enforcement action, well, that 
would hurt us because we put our fac- 
tory there, and now we would be sub- 
ject to tariffs. 

So this combination means that 
structure is completely dysfunctional, 
and that structure is exactly what is in 
TPP. So this is why we are coming for- 
ward and saying now is the time to 
fully debate how we tackle this prob- 
lem so we can stop pontificating about 
strong labor and environmental stand- 
ards and actually have a structure that 
creates that within the 12 nations that 
are considered being part of TPP. So 
that is the distinction. 

Significant, valuable attention is 
being paid to enforcement of tariffs 
and efforts to bypass through third- 
party shipments, our Customs struc- 
ture—and that is important. But the 
labor standards and the environmental 
standards, enforcement is zero, and 
that same broken system is being im- 
ported into the TPP. 

Yesterday, I came to the floor and I 
tried to pull up amendments. We are 
being told the leaders on this bill want 
to choose, pluck, and pick just the 
amendments they want to allow to be 
debated, unlike in the past, where we 
have had a situation where people have 
been invited to come to the floor and 
make their amendments pending, and 
then we worked through those amend- 
ments. So we spent time addressing the 
issues that Senators thought were im- 
portant. That is a robust and open 
process. 

But despite the promises of the ma- 
jority leader for an open and robust 
amendment process, we do not have 
that. We have a behind-the-scenes ne- 
gotiation with amendments picked and 
plucked according to what the pro- 
ponents of this deal want to have, and 
the rest of us are out in the cold. 

So I have these four amendments 
that I would be happy to pull up at any 
time that is allowed. I already tried 
yesterday, so I will not try to do it 
again, but let me tell you the types of 
things they address. One is it takes on 
the core deficiency in the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, which is that it does not 
have any minimum wage. So it simply 
says: 

FOR AGREEMENTS THAT SUBJECT 
UNITED STATES WORKERS TO UNFAIR 
COMPETITION ON THE BASIS OF 
WAGES.—The trade authorities procedures 
shall not apply to an implementing bill sub- 
mitted with respect to a trade agreement en- 
tered into under section 103(b) unless the 
agreement— 

(A) establishes a minimum wage that each 
party to the agreement is required to estab- 
lish and maintain before the trade agree- 
ment is implemented; and— 

So it is not something that is done 
down the road; it is done before it is 
implemented. Second— 

(B) stipulates that the minimum wage re- 
quired for each party to the agreement in- 
crease over time, to continuously reduce the 
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disparity between the lowest and highest 
minimum wages [in these very low countries 
and these very high countries]. 

Now, currently, the disparity of the 
minimum wage between the United 
States and Mexico is about tenfold. 
Here we are: Mexico at 66 cents, the 
United States at over $7. Mexico’s min- 
imum wage is 9 percent of our min- 
imum wage—one-tenth. 

So, of course, it made sense that fac- 
tories would be shipped from the 
United States to Mexico. Not only do 
you have poor enforcement, poor envi- 
ronmental standards that are not en- 
forced, but you have a minimum wage 
that is one-tenth of what it is in the 
United States. 

So I don’t specify in this amendment 
that the minimum wage has to be set 
at any particular level. That can be the 
subject of the negotiations. I don’t 
specify that it has to be raised by 10 
percent a year to narrow the difference 
between the very low countries and the 
higher countries so we reduce the dis- 
parity. 

This is like taking a playing field 
that is tilted 10 to 1 against the work- 
ers of the United States of America—10 
to 1. It is not close to a level playing 
field. The American minimum wage is 
more than 10 times the Mexican min- 
imum wage. It is a 10-to-1 disadvantage 
to American workers. 

That is what we are talking about— 
the proponents are talking about—em- 
bedding into this trade agreement. So I 
am suggesting: OK. At a minimum, the 
negotiated process, where that playing 
field is gradually brought to a more 
level situation, where the disparity is 
decreased, shouldn’t that be a primary 
negotiating objective of the United 
States in these agreements? Aren’t we 
right now talking about explaining to 
the administration what they should 
negotiate in this agreement? 

My colleague from Utah spoke ear- 
lier about the provision regarding cur- 
rency manipulation and explained why 
he thought it would be unproductive to 
have it here—while it is very impor- 
tant—unproductive to have the amend- 
ment that SHAHEEN and PORTMAN, my 
colleagues, are presenting. But that is 
the purpose of this debate on the floor, 
to allow that amendment to be called 
up, to hear the views for it, to hear the 
views against it, and to lay out our vi- 
sion to the administration. 

Now, my colleague has pointed out 
that the administration has said it will 
not accept establishing a goal of en- 
forceable currency manipulation provi- 
sions. Why is that? I can tell you be- 
cause the administration told me. They 
said, if we had put this on the table in 
the beginning, then we could probably 
raise it and have it be part of the con- 
versation. But, you see, we have al- 
ready negotiated this agreement. It is 
95 to 98 percent done, and so we can’t 
possibly introduce something new into 
this process. That would disrupt all the 
groundwork we have laid. 
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So this is where the cart came before 
the horse. The treaty was negotiated 
without consultation with Congress 
about what should be in it. We all un- 
derstand currency manipulation is a 
form of tariff. It is a form of tariff and 
subsidy. 

When I came into the Senate, China’s 
currency manipulation was calculated 
to be equal to a 25-percent tariff on 
American products going to China and 
a 25-percent subsidy to Chinese prod- 
ucts coming to the United States. Well, 
that is a huge tariff. Combine the two 
together—50 percent differential. That 
is not fair and appropriate in a trade 
agreement that was supposed to re- 
duce—under the WTO—barriers. No. So 
we know it is a problem. Why not fix 
it, why not address it, why not debate 
it, why not discuss it, and why not 
struggle to find a solution. That is 
what Senators SHAHEEN and PORTMAN 
are saying; that that is an important 
element related to this unbalanced sit- 
uation that is going to remove jobs 
from the United States. 

Now, I am pointing out another defi- 
ciency; that is, that there is no min- 
imum wage, that we are starting out 
with a 10-to-1 differential with Mexico, 
approximately a 10-to-1 differential 
with Vietnam, that there should be a 
minimum wage so we can stop the race 
to the bottom, and it should be gradu- 
ally raised to decrease the disparity. 

That is an issue worthy of debate, 
but I can’t get that debate onto this 
floor because the proponents don’t 
want to allow debates on these amend- 
ments. They just want to choose and 
pick the subjects that they want to 
allow to be debated rather than the 
ones the Senators want to allow to be 
debated. That is not a robust and open 
amendment process. 

Now, there is another flaw in this 
TPA, which is it has negotiating objec- 
tives. An objective is simply a wish, a 
hope, it is a desire, it is an inclination, 
but an objective is not an actual provi- 
sion. 

So we can say all the beautiful things 
we want about what our objectives 
should be, but instead we should be 
asking, What are the standards? What 
are the standards that need to be in a 
treaty that are brought back in order 
to benefit from fast-track? What are 
the actual standards that should be in 
an agreement that is brought back to 
the Senate under fast-track—because 
fast-track gets special privileges on the 
floor of the Senate. 

So setting an objective doesn’t do the 
work because it doesn’t define what 
will come back to this body under this 
special privilege. We should convert 
those objectives into actual require- 
ments. That is what one of my amend- 
ments does. 

Then we can turn to the situation 
where the TPA has another deep flaw 
that many have pointed out that hasn’t 
been addressed, and this deep flaw is it 


May 20, 2015 


sets up an international tribunal, an 
international tribunal that can essen- 
tially assess fines on our local govern- 
ment, it can assess fines on our State 
government, it can assess fines on the 
U.S. Government, unless our local gov- 
ernment or the State government or 
the Federal Government change their 
laws. 

Establishing a judicial organization 
with no accountability to the U.S. judi- 
ciary, that is a grant of sovereignty. 
That is our courts’ sovereignty being 
shipped to a tribunal of three corporate 
lawyers who get to decide whether 
there are massive fines levied against 
our local, State, and national govern- 
ments. Well, that is certainly some- 
thing that should be deeply concerning 
to us. 

Now, the goal of this was to have 
some sort of judicial process substitute 
in countries that have a dysfunctional 
judicial process, and thereby encourage 
international investment. So you could 
have a situation where Vietnam and 
Malaysia would say: We know our judi- 
cial organization is corrupt or dysfunc- 
tional, so we will opt in for this dispute 
resolution structure because we want 
investment to come to our country. 
But why would we give away U.S. judi- 
cial powers to an international tri- 
bunal of three corporate lawyers—cor- 
porate lawyers for whom there is no 
conflict of interest standard? They 
could be the advocates on one case and 
the judge on the next. That is really 
not in accordance with our norms of ju- 
dicial conduct. So we aren’t even re- 
quiring our norms of judicial conduct 
to be applied to this international tri- 
bunal. 

Furthermore, when we pass at the 
State or local or national level laws de- 
signed to protect the health and safety 
of our citizens, foreign investors are 
granted special privileges under this 
agreement because they can file and 
say: Your laws for consumer protection 
or the health and welfare of your citi- 
zens or to take on significant environ- 
mental hazards have hurt our invest- 
ment, and we want to be compensated. 

That is just wrong. Sure, if there was 
an unfair expropriation of someone's 
assets, that is judicable under Amer- 
ican law. It doesn't require an inter- 
national tribunal. 

But what about when something is 
done for the safety and wellness of our 
citizens? Take, for example, asbestos. 
We tried to regulate asbestos in 1991. It 
was the last time any toxic chemical 
was considered under the Toxic Chemi- 
cals Act. We have done nothing in the 
intervening years. But let's say we get 
over the hurdles that existed in 1991, 
and we have a new law, a new process, 
such as has been debated in the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works. That bill had bipartisan sup- 
port. If we create that structure and we 
regulate asbestos, now the foreign in- 
vestor says: Oh, we have an asbestos 
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factory so you have to compensate us. 
That is a privilege that the domestic— 
the United States; the red, white, and 
blue—investor would not have. 

Let’s say we regulate e-cigarettes— 
an effort by the tobacco company to 
addict our children to become lifetime 
users of nicotine and to do so through 
fancy flavors—chocolate, strawberry, 
cotton candy, and every candy flavor 
on Earth. You name it, they have a fla- 
vor of e-cigarette liquid designed to ad- 
dict our children. So let’s say we ban 
that, and the foreign investor gets spe- 
cial privileges because they say: Oh, 
well, I set up a factory, and I was going 
to make $1 billion over the next 20 
years, so I need $1 billion of compensa- 
tion. 

That is the type of structure that is 
embedded in here. So at a minimum, I 
think this international tribunal 
should be opt-in. If we want to attract 
investment and we have a poor judicial 
system, opt in to this substitute to en- 
courage investment. Maybe that is a 
win-win for a country with a poor judi- 
cial system and an investor who wants 
a strong way to make sure their rights 
are protected. But the United States 
would not opt in because we don’t have 
a dysfunctional judicial system. 

Here is an even more narrow provi- 
sion. This narrow provision talks about 
when we do laws at the local, State or 
Federal level that are about consumer 
protections and wealth-stripping preda- 
tory loans. For example, we ended 
those loans in the mortgage market. 
We don’t want a foreign investor say- 
ing: Well, our whole business was built 
on that; you owe us $1 billion. No, we 
are ending predatory wealth-stripping 
practices and replacing them with fair- 
er, 30-year amortizing mortgages with 
full disclosure and no kickbacks, which 
were allowed under the previous law. 
They were called steering payments. 
We ended steering payments. 

Or on this issue of e-cigarettes, we 
are ending an effort to directly addict 
our children, which is terrible for their 
health and certainly terrible for the 
cost of our health care system. It is a 
lose-lose. We should be regulating it. 
We passed a law to regulate it, but we 
just have never gotten the regulations 
done. The FDA has now completed 
those regulations. They have shipped 
them to OMB—Office of Management 
and Budget. We hope someday that reg- 
ulation will be in place. When it is in 
place, a foreign investor should not 
have special privileges to be com- 
pensated because we are protecting our 
citizens. 

Therefore, we should carve out and 
say that our laws related to the envi- 
ronment and public health and con- 
sumer protection cannot be the subject 
of ISDS—that is the name of the tri- 
bunal, ISDS—attacks. 

Then let us look at basic consumer 
information, such as the labeling of 
products. A lot of manufacturers don’t 
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like it when products are labeled. They 
consider that labeling might have in- 
formation that might be prejudicial be- 
cause consumers might prefer the con- 
tent of one product, when honestly la- 
beled, over the product of another. 

We had a law in Oregon that took on 
growth hormones in milk. The basic 
compromise was that we printed on 
every package of milk. If it had growth 
hormones, it had to say it contained 
growth hormones; and then there was a 
little clause saying it was not shown to 
have ill health effects. But consumers 
wanted to choose the milk that didn’t 
have the growth hormones in it. That 
was the value of labeling. It empowered 
choice by the consumer, by the individ- 
uals exercising their rights as to what 
they put into their body, their right as 
to what they feed their children. 

We have a very similar situation 
with regard to meat. Americans often 
want to know whether their meat was 
made or grown in America. So we have 
a law called COOL—country-of-origin 
labeling. Well, COOL is very well re- 
ceived. People like to choose meat 
grown in America. Not everyone cares, 
but some do. That is their right. They 
know there are different standards for 
how animals are treated overseas. 
There are different rules for what type 
of ingredients go into the feed in other 
nations. So wanting to support good 
practices, they might choose American 
meat. Wanting to support something 
healthy for their children, they might 
want to choose American meat. 

And what just happened this week? 

Well, one of these tribunals, in a dif- 
ferent trade agreement, struck down 
America’s country-of-origin labeling 
law. That is what I am talking about 
when I say we are giving the sov- 
ereignty of our judicial branch away to 
an international tribunal of corporate 
lawyers who can make decisions that 
affect our fundamental rights. That is 
simply wrong. We must fix this. 
So I have an amendment that I would 
like to hear debated on this floor. Oth- 
ers may disagree with me. We have 
been elected to carry our views for- 
ward. There will be people here saying: 
No, it is fine we strip consumers of the 
ability to know where their meat is 
grown. It is fine to strip consumers of 
the knowledge of what ingredients 
have gone into their milk, if milk is 
imported, and so on and so forth. But I 
fundamentally disagree. I want to see 
us debate. 

We are here to debate, so let us get 
these amendments up. Let us debate 
them, and let us quit stalling. Let us 
quit engaging in this process of trying 
to rush this through in a manner where 
these fundamental issues have not been 
addressed—fundamental issues such as 
the fact that there is no minimum 
wage in this agreement, and that the 
playing field is tilted deeply against 
manufacturing in America; funda- 
mental issues such as that there are 
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negotiating objectives that should be 
negotiating requirements for a bill to 
have the privilege of getting fast-track 
here on the floor of the Senate; funda- 
mental issues such as that we should 
not have our environmental, public 
health, and consumer laws subject to 
an international tribunal; fundamental 
issues such as Americans having the 
right to label their products the way 
they decide, according to their stat- 
utes, and not have that overruled by an 
international group. 

I would love to see this Senate func- 
tion and to actually debate these 
amendments. I hope that happens. And 
any effort to shove this bill through 
without having those types of debates 
is certainly not the open and robust 
amendment process that was promised 
by the majority leader. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN). The Senator from Iowa. 

RENEWABLE FUEL STANDARD 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, while 
reading through the pages of the Wall 
Street Journal last week, I was over- 
come with a sense of déja vu. As many 
of my colleagues have heard me speak 
on the Senate floor many times each 
year over the last several years about 
ethanol and about misconceptions 
about that, these misconceptions 
showed up in an op-ed piece in the Wall 
Street Journal last week. 

Once again, in this case it happens to 
be chain restaurants and chicken pro- 
ducers teaming up to smear home- 
grown biofuel producers at the expense 
of energy independence and cleaner air. 
It seems as if every couple of years 
food producers and grocery manufac- 
turers team up with Big Oil to try to 
undermine the extremely successful 
Renewable Fuel Standard Program. 

Here is a little history for everyone. 
In 2008, it was the big food producers 
led by the Grocery Manufacturers As- 
sociation, because, presumably, in our 
economy, in our society, grocery man- 
ufacturers have more prestige than Big 
Oil. In 2010 and 2012, it was global inte- 
grated meat producers, led by Smith- 
field Foods and the American Meat In- 
stitute, presumably because they have 
more prestige than Big Oil. 

The opinion piece I am referring to in 
the Wall Street Journal this time was 
written by the head of the National 
Chicken Council and the National 
Council of Chain Restaurants. And 
under these circumstances, compared 
to the other two instances I cited, 
there is really no difference. They have 
prestige that Big Oil doesn’t have. 

This article makes many of the same 
erroneous and intellectually dishonest 
claims we have heard dozens of times 
before, and I am going to take this op- 
portunity to do a simple fact-check of 
some of the most egregious claims. 

First, these two authors claim that 
since 2005, when the renewable fuel 
standard was first adopted, costs of 
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vital food commodities, including corn, 
grains, oilseeds, poultry, meat, eggs 
and dairy have risen dramatically. 

This is pure myth. The fact is con- 
sumer food prices have increased by an 
annual rate of 2.68 percent since 2005. 
In contrast, food prices increased by an 
average of 3.47 percent in the 25 years 
leading up to passage of the renewable 
fuel standard in 2005. Prices for chicken 
breasts have been nearly flat over the 
past 7 years, averaging $3.43 per pound 
in 2007 and just 3 pennies more, to $3.46 
per pound, in 2014. Corn prices are ex- 
pected to average $3.50 per bushel this 
year, according to the Department of 
Agriculture. This would be the lowest 
price in nearly 10 years and 17 percent 
below the average price of $4.20 a bush- 
el in 2007 when the renewable fuel 
standard was enacted. 

That is a fact. With ethanol produc- 
tion at record levels today, corn prices 
are lower now than they were in 2007. 
But I don’t Know how many times over 
the last several years I have listened to 
this business about ethanol causing 
corn prices to go up and food prices 
would go up. And food prices went up. 
But when corn is $3.50, we don’t see 
food prices come down. It has been 
proven time and again by the EPA, by 
the USDA, and others: There is no cor- 
relation between corn prices or ethanol 
production and retail food inflation or 
food prices. Once again, that is just a 
simple fact. 

Second, these authors claim that as a 
result of the renewable fuel standard, 
corn is being “diverted” from livestock 
feed to ethanol. Again, this claim is 
pure falsehood. Corn used for ethanol 
has come from the significant increase 
in corn production since 2005. In 2005, 
American farmers produced 11.1 billion 
bushels of corn. In 2014, they produced 
14.1 billion bushels of corn. Why? Be- 
cause the market responds and the 
farmers respond to the increased use of 
corn, and they will meet it whether it 
is for biofuels or anything else. 

Here is something very significant: 
One-third of the corn used for ethanol 
production is returned to the market 
as animal feed. The amount of corn and 
corn coproducts available for feed use 
is larger today than at any time in his- 
tory. So it is hardly being diverted. 
But time after time, a prestigious 
newspaper such as the Wall Street 
Journal continues to tell the people of 
this country that 40 percent of corn 
production goes to make ethanol. They 
are right—40 percent goes to the eth- 
anol plant. But out of a 56-pound bush- 
el of corn, 18 pounds is left over for ani- 
mal feed—and very efficient animal 
feed, let me say, badly in need and wel- 
comed by farmers. In fact, some of it is 
even exported. But does the Wall 
Street Journal ever make that clear, 
that it isn't 40 percent of corn that is 
used for ethanol; it is 26 percent or 27 
percent that is used for ethanol? So, 
just as I said, corn is not being di- 
verted. 
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The same can be said for their mis- 
leading claim that ethanol production 
has contributed to global food scarcity. 
In the 15 years prior to the enactment 
of the renewable fuel standard in 2005, 
U.S. corn exports averaged 1.8 billion 
bushels per year. In the 10 years since 
the renewable fuel standard's passage, 
corn exports have averaged yet more— 
not a whole lot more but 1.84 billion 
bushels. So with 14.33 billion gallons of 
corn ethanol, corn exports are slightly 
higher than they were prior to the re- 
newable fuel standard. 

Another fact-check: The authors of 
the opinion piece also claim that corn 
ethanol has resulted in a significant in- 
crease in the volatility of food costs, 
which has left prices higher, they say. 
So I looked into the average food infla- 
tion going back to 1970. During the 
1970s, food inflation averaged 7.8 per- 
cent. In the 1980s, it was 4.6 percent. In 
the 1990s, it was 2.8 percent. In the 
2000s, it was 2.9 percent. So far this dec- 
ade, it has been 2.2 percent—or the low- 
est rate of increase at the same time 
that we are producing record amounts 
of corn ethanol. 

Finally, these two writers for the 
chain restaurants and for the chicken 
people claim that the increases in feed 
cost have affected the American pro- 
duction of beef, pork, and chicken. 
They state that production had in- 
creased consistently over the past 30 
years but has now leveled off due to the 
higher cost of feed. 

Again, this is nowhere near reality. 
Let's check the facts. The reality is 
that the Department of Agriculture is 
projecting red meat and poultry pro- 
duction of 95.2 billion pounds this 
year—up 10 percent from 2005. More 
growth is yet expected. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture projects a produc- 
tion record of red meat and poultry in 
2016, with 96.8 billion pounds—up 12 
percent from 2005. 

Just a few years ago, when corn 
prices had peaked at more than $7.50 a 
bushel, grocers, food producers, and 
restaurants were claiming—as I said 
once before but let me emphasize—that 
food inflation would approach 10 per- 
cent because of the renewable fuel 
standard. They warned then that they 
would be forced to pass those higher 
costs on to consumers immediately. As 
I have hinted before, today the price of 
corn is $3.50—less than half of what it 
was; in fact, $1 below the cost of pro- 
duction. 

With lower corn prices, have con- 
sumers seen a dramatic reduction in 
retail food prices? In other words, are 
the benefits of lower grain prices being 
passed on to the consumer by Big 
Food? Obviously not. Ask any person 
shopping in the grocery stores. Corn 
prices have come down by more than 
half in the past 2⁄2 years, so why are 
food producers holding prices steady or 
even increasing them? We accuse Big 
Oil of gouging. Isn't it about time, with 
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$3.50 corn, that we accuse Big Food of 
price gouging? 

The fact is, domestic renewable fuel 
producers are feeding and fueling the 
world at the same time. The 14.3 billion 
gallons of ethanol that was produced in 
the United States could more than dis- 
place the gasoline refined from all of 
the oil imported from Saudi Arabia. 
And where would we rather get our en- 
ergy from—volatile parts of the Middle 
East or producers right here in the 
United States? And I say that not only 
for ethanol; I say that for oil, I say 
that for coal, I say that for nuclear, 
and I say that for all sorts of alter- 
native energy. 

We should be proud of our Nation’s 
farmers and biofuel producers. Effi- 
ciencies gained have allowed farmers 
to produce ever-increasing yields, with 
greater environmental stewardship, in- 
cluding using less water and less fer- 
tilizer. Ethanol production has also 
seen efficiency gains. 

These are facts: In 1982, 1 bushel of 
corn produced about 2.5 gallons of eth- 
anol. Today’s ethanol plants are pro- 
ducing more than 2.8 billion gallons of 
ethanol. We have a plant in Ida Coun- 
ty, IA, that can get almost 3 gallons of 
ethanol from 1 bushel of corn. 

According to the U.S. Energy Infor- 
mation Administration, if ethanol 
yields per bushel had remained at the 
1997 levels, it would have required 343 
million bushels—or 7 percent more—of 
corn to produce the same amount of 
fuel last year. That corn would have re- 
quired the use of 2.2 million additional 
acres—or approximately half the State 
of New Jersey—just to keep up when 
we had the more inefficient production 
of ethanol. 

Homegrown biofuels are extending 
our fuel supply and lowering prices at 
the pump for consumers. Biofuels ac- 
count for 10 percent of our transpor- 
tation fuel today. This economic activ- 
ity supports American farmers, rural 
economies, and keeps the money at 
home rather than sending it abroad. 

In recent years, our national security 
and economic well-being have been too 
dependent on oil imports—and from 
where? From tinhorn dictators and re- 
gimes that are always trying to harm 
Americans. We don’t need to put a 
Navy fleet in harm’s way to protect 
shipping lanes from the Middle East 
when we have biofuels that come right 
out of the Midwest of the United 
States. 

Our country needs a true “all of the 
above” energy policy, as we all talk 
about, and biofuels are an important 
component of that policy. 

Do you know what is really wrong 
with people who sometimes talk about 
“all of the above,” the way I see it, 
from different segments of energy? 
There are people who say they are for 
“all of the above,” but they are for 
none of the below the ground. And then 
there are people who say they are for 
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“all of the above,” but they are for all 
below the ground but not the things 
that come from above the ground, such 
as solar energy producing corn that 
produces ethanol, as an example, or 
wind. 

In 2005 and again in 2007, the Federal 
Government made a commitment to 
homegrown renewable energy when 
Congress passed the renewable fuel 
standard. The policy is working. I in- 
tend to defend all attacks against this 
successful program, whether they come 
from Big Oil, the EPA, Big Food, Big 
Restaurant, or others. 

Secondly, I tried to do some fact- 
checking by Mr. Brown and Mr. Green, 
who wrote that article, and I am not 
very good at saying exactly whether 
they ought to have one Pinocchio or 
four, but they ought to look at having 
a Pinocchio because they are wrong on 
so many instances. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD the 
article from the Wall Street Journal. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Wall Street Journal, May 15, 2015] 
PAYING FOR ETHANOL AT THE PUMP AND ON 
THE PLATE 
(By Mike Brown and Rob Green) 

What do a franchise owner of four chain 
restaurants in Virginia, a food service dis- 
tributor in Ohio and a poultry farmer in 
Kentucky have in common? They are all 
small-business owners who work in local 
communities and help Americans put food on 
the table. 

But they have also all felt the failure of 
the federal corn-ethanol mandate, known as 
the Renewable Fuel Standard. Congress 
doesn’t agree on much lately—but ending a 
failed policy that stymies small businesses, 
hurts the environment and increases food 
prices should be a bipartisan priority. 

Since the RFS was implemented in 2005, 
costs of vital food commodities, including 
corn, grains and oilseeds, poultry, meat, eggs 
and dairy, have risen dramatically. Here’s 
one major reason: The federal government’s 
corn-ethanol mandate requires that a per- 
centage of the nation’s corn crop be blended 
into gasoline each year as ethanol. Every 
year the percentage required increases, di- 
verting more of the nation’s corn supply into 
ethanol fuel. This harms the broader U.S. 
economy. 

Before it hit consumers so hard, the federal 
corn-ethanol mandate caused higher feed 
costs for poultry producers, cattle feeders, 
dairy farmers and others in the food chain. 
While food costs have always fluctuated due 
to unforeseeable factors like the weather, 
the demand artificially created by the RFS 
has resulted in a significant increase in vola- 
tility, which has left prices higher. 

Consider: Between 1973 and 2007, corn 
prices averaged $2.39 a bushel, according to 
the U.S. Agriculture Department. The aver- 
age price of corn jumped more than 110% be- 
tween 2008 and 2014, to $5.04 a bushel. Even 
though corn prices have recently declined 
thanks to fabulous weather that produced 
two consecutive bumper crops, prices are 
still more than 59% higher than the histor- 
ical average. Prices could surge even higher 
if the U.S. experiences anything less than 
ideal weather. 
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The resulting increases in feed costs have 
also affected the American production of 
beef, pork and chicken, which had increased 
consistently over the past 30 years but has 
now leveled off due to the higher cost of feed. 
As a result, a 2012 study by Pricewaterhouse 
Coopers estimates that the RFS costs chain 
restaurants $38.2 billion every year in in- 
creased food commodity costs. 

Then there are restaurants. Wholesale food 
prices have outpaced the consumer price 
index by more than a full percentage point 
since the implementation of the RFS. In 
many instances, especially in the restaurant 
sector, small business owners are not able to 
pass on higher retail prices to consumers be- 
cause of market competition—a concept that 
the corn-ethanol industry is unfamiliar with 
thanks to a government quota. 

As if this were not enough, ethanol produc- 
tion has contributed to global food scarcity 
and hunger. No country exports more corn 
than the U.S., but about 40% is ending up in 
gas tanks, not on the world market. So much 
corn has been blended into gasoline that the 
higher percentage levels routinely render 
boat engines, motorcycles, chain saws and 
older automobiles inoperable. 

Fortunately, lawmakers in Congress see 
the chicken producer, the food service dis- 
tributor, the restaurant owner and others in 
the food chain for what they are: major con- 
tributors to the U.S. economy. Legislation 
has been introduced in both the House and 
the Senate this year to repeal the RFS corn- 
ethanol mandate, with broad bipartisan sup- 
port. Congress should take up this legisla- 
tion and send it to the president’s desk. 

The food industry isn’t anti-ethanol. Re- 
pealing the fuel standard would simply re- 
quire the ethanol industry to compete in the 
marketplace just like restaurants, food dis- 
tributors and chicken farmers do every day— 
without a government mandate guaranteeing 
secure and growing sales. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority whip. 

THE PRESIDENT’S LEADERSHIP AND ISIL 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor today to talk about the 
latest example of President Obama’s 
failure to lead in the international 
arena, to the detriment of our national 
security and the security of our allies. 

Over the weekend, the Iraqi city of 
Ramadi in Anbar Province—which is 
about 70 miles from Baghdad—fell to 
ISIL. Once a hotbed of Al Qaeda activ- 
ity, Ramadi had been won back and 
pacified at great costs in 2006 and 2007. 
That accomplishment was made pos- 
sible due to the heroic efforts of some 
great Americans, such as Navy SEAL 
Chris Kyle, a Texan whom Al Qaeda 
called “the Devil of Ramadi’? and 
whose service was chronicled in the 
book and the movie ‘‘American Snip- 
er,” and LTG Sean McFarland, whose 
soldiers implemented a brilliant coun- 
terinsurgency strategy to win over the 
local population and drive out Al 
Qaeda in the process. 

By the way, we are proud to have 
General McFarland today serving as 
commanding general of III Corps at 
Fort Hood, TX. 

ISIL’s latest raid and capture of 
Ramadi is a significant setback for all 
of us who seek a stable and prosperous 
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Iraq, and it represents this terrorist 
army’s biggest military victory this 
year. 

Reports of the ISIL takeover of 
Ramadi are staggering. Faced with the 
oncoming ISIL forces, hundreds of 
Ramadi police and security officials 
fled the city, leaving behind American- 
made military equipment, including as 
many as 50 vehicles, now in the hands 
of our enemies. Those who managed to 
escape reported that many security of- 
ficials, government workers, and even 
civilians were quickly killed execution- 
style. 

In response, the Iraqi Government 
deployed its Shiite paramilitary troops 
to the province—a move that some ex- 
perts believe could lead to even more 
sectarian strife. The Iraqis are looking 
for support almost anywhere they can 
get it, and in the vacuum left by Presi- 
dent Obama’s poor leadership and inde- 
cision, Iran is more than happy to fill 
that vacuum and take up the slack. It 
should come as no surprise that on 
Monday, the day after the fall of 
Ramadi, Iran’s Defense Minister ar- 
rived in Baghdad to hold consultations 
with the Iraqi Ministry of Defense. 

Obviously, I am frustrated by the 
President’s lack of leadership and by 
the Obama administration’s failure to 
put together a strong and cohesive 
strategy to combat ISIL, but it is more 
serious than that. It is about what we 
have squandered in Iraq, what we 
bought with the blood of Americans 
and the money that came out of the 
pockets of American citizens. 

Since ISIL began taking large swaths 
of territory last summer, this adminis- 
tration has taken an approach of paral- 
ysis by analysis—in other words, doing 
nothing. When they do take action, it 
seems ad hoc and piecemeal and not 
driven by overarching objectives or any 
strategy that is apparent to me. 

I am not the only one who believes 
we do not have a strategy in the Middle 
East. This President’s own former Sec- 
retary of Defense, Bob Gates, said yes- 
terday: ‘‘We’re basically sort of playing 
this [instability in the Middle East] 
day to day.” After affirming his belief 
that we have enduring interests in the 
region, Secretary Gates then added: 
“But I certainly don’t think we have a 
strategy.” I could not agree more with 
him. 

Unfortunately, this takeover of 
Ramadi serves as just the latest exam- 
ple of a President whose policies are al- 
together rudderless in the Middle East, 
even as that region is riled with grow- 
ing instability and grotesque violence. 
We can trace that to what happened in 
the area just a few years ago. I alluded 
to this a moment ago. In 2011, after the 
President ended negotiations with the 
Iraqis on a status of forces agreement, 
the Obama administration proceeded 
with a misguided plan to pull the plug 
on American presence in that country. 
In doing so, he squandered the blood 
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and treasure of Americans who fought 
to give the people of Iraq a chance. 

While it is true that the Iraqis had 
not agreed to the U.S. conditions to an 
enduring American presence, including 
legal immunity for our troops, this ad- 
ministration gave up and failed to ex- 
pend the political capital necessary to 
secure a status of forces agreement and 
to preserve the security gains we had 
made together with our allies in Iraq. 
As a result, those security gains made 
in many areas of Iraq since the height 
of the violence in 2005 and 2006 have 
since evaporated. 

In 2012, as terrorist groups were 
flourishing in Syria, the President re- 
fused to initiate a program to arm vet- 
ted moderate Syrian rebels, dis- 
regarding the recommendations made 
by his most senior advisers, including 
then-CIA Director David Petraeus, 
then-Secretary of State Hillary Clin- 
ton, Joint Chiefs of Staff Martin 
Dempsey, and then-Secretary of De- 
fense Leon Panetta. He rejected the ad- 
vice from his most senior national se- 
curity adviser. Instead, the President 
publicly remarked in January of last 
year that ISIL was the JV team of ter- 
rorist groups. And just a few months 
ago, President Obama boldly said that 
ISIL was “on the defensive.” Let me 
repeat that. Just a few months ago, 
President Obama claimed ISIL was ‘‘on 
the defensive.” That is not exactly the 
case today, nor was it really then. That 
is not exactly the kind of leadership we 
need from our Commander in Chief. 

By giving our troops a difficult mis- 
sion to degrade and ultimately destroy 
ISIL but not providing them with the 
strategy and the resources they need to 
do so, the President is essentially mak- 
ing them operate with one more hand 
tied behind their back. We know we 
have the most capable military in the 
world, but we cannot win a fight with 
our hands tied behind our backs or 
with these constraints—politically cor- 
rect constraints—the President wants 
to make and not commit the resources 
and the strategy and the focus we need 
in order to win. So I hope the President 
will reconsider after this latest dra- 
matic setback in Ramadi. I hope Presi- 
dent Obama will provide us with a 
strategy to degrade and destroy ISIL. 

In Ramadi—a major city and capital 
of Iraq’s largest province—we see much 
more than just a symbolic setback, and 
I bet Chairman Dempsey wishes he 
could take those words back—he called 
it merely symbolic. 

We see a dangerous development and 
a great obstacle to a more stable Iraq 
and thus a more stable Middle East. 
But this is what gets to me: We had 
more than 1,000 brave American troops 
die in Anbar Province during combat 
operations since 2003. I do not want to 
see their lives having been given in 
vain and squandered. So I hope that 
this is a wake-up call to the Obama ad- 
ministration and that they will provide 
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the Congress and the American people 
and our troops a clear path forward to 
defeat ISIL and to rid the world of this 
terror army. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Washington. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, 4 
years ago, I joined my Republican col- 
leagues on the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee and voted to give the President 
of the United States trade promotion 
authority—4 years ago. I have been a 
supporter of trade promotion authority 
for a long time, but I also realize that 
when it comes to trade, there are 
issues on which we have to work on to- 
gether. 

We are at a juncture now where it is 
hard to move forward here in the Sen- 
ate. I would say to my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle that there 
are basic things about the future of 
America in a global economy—the 
American people want to be assured 
that there are going to be tools for 
them to compete. 

So the fact that the Finance Com- 
mittee and the negotiators of the trade 
promotion authority spent months and 
months on whether we were going to 
have TAA—which is a program that 
helps laid-off workers who are im- 
pacted by trade—because some House 
conservatives did not support trade ad- 
justment authority—workers being re- 
trained when they are affected by trade 
agreements—we spent months and 
months because some conservatives in 
the House do not believe in government 
and do not believe in this program that 
helps support laid-off workers. 

Then we had to spend weeks and 
weeks out here because people on the 
other side of the aisle—again at the be- 
hest of conservatives in the House—did 
not want to support enforcement. 

Now we are at this juncture because 
the same conservatives, because of an 
ideological belief by the Heritage 
Foundation—not something about 
business and labor, no; actually, busi- 
ness and labor support export tools, 
such as a credit agency that helps 
them sell their products. Again, this 
conservative group is holding up trade 
legislation because they do not think 
that it meets their political standards, 
as my colleague from South Carolina 
said, Senator GRAHAM, that it is all 
about some private organization they 
are trying to politically atone to. 

I say to my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle that I have been a sup- 
porter of TPA for a long time, but I do 
not plan to support a cloture motion 
and I do not plan to support moving 
ahead until we stop catering to this 
very minority group that does not sup- 
port the basic tools the American peo- 
ple want to see when it comes to trade. 
They want to know that if they lose 
their jobs, they can get retrained. They 
want to know that if export markets 
are open, they will have some ability 


May 20, 2015 


to sell their products to those devel- 
oping markets that may not have a 
bank there but can help get financial 
support from a bank in the United 
States with the help of a Federal ex- 
port credit agency. And yes, we have to 
have some basic tools on enforcement. 

So if the other side of the aisle wants 
to resolve these problems and move 
ahead on a trade agreement, they have 
to stop catering to the conservatives in 
the House—and probably some of them 
do not even support trade overall—and 
start working with the people who do 
support trade. 

As I said 4 years ago in the Finance 
Committee when I supported TPA, 
these policies are important tools for 
the U.S. economy. I feel strongly that 
in the developing world, trade can be a 
great asset in helping stabilize regions. 
I do not want to hold down other grow- 
ing middle classes around the globe. 
We do not want to lose jobs here in the 
United States because of it. 

So let’s have the tools that go along 
with trade, and let's get these bills 
passed. But if we are going to continue 
to cater to a group in the House who 
claims they do not want government, I 
do not see how, in this debate, we are 
going to give the American people the 
tools that will give them security. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, first, 
I would like to offer my great thank- 
you to the Senator from Washington 
for advancing this very important bi- 
partisan bill. 

We have worked long and hard in my 
office and with Senator KIRK to try to 
fashion a bill that addresses the vast 
majority of issues that so many people 
have or allege to have regarding the 
Export-Import Bank. At the same time 
we are stalling that critical piece of in- 
frastructure in our trade apparatus, 
China and India are pouring billions of 
dollars into their similar institution to 
recruit and to invest in other countries 
to make sure their manufacturers and 
make sure the jobs in their country are 
safe. We are unilaterally disarming, 
and we are taking huge chances by not 
moving forward on the Export-Import 
Bank. And I share my colleague’s com- 
ment: Who are we listening to? 

This is one of those rare moments 
and one of those rare issues where we 
have the American business commu- 
nity, the chamber of commerce, Amer- 
ican manufacturers—all the people on 
that side of the issue and American 
labor together. So what is the issue? 
The issue is scoring by conservative 
groups. The issue is that you might not 
get the checkmark behind your name if 
you actually support American work- 
ers, American jobs, and American man- 
ufacturing. 

This is an issue we are passionate 
about, and I stand with Senator CANT- 
WELL from Washington and support 
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her. Until we know there is a path for- 
ward and that the charter for the Ex- 
Im Bank will not expire, that we will 
not play chicken with our economy and 
with our exports—until we know there 
is a path forward, how can we really 
say we are protrade? How can we really 
stand on the floor here as we are dis- 
cussing trade and trade implications of 
TPA and TPP and all of the initials— 
TTIP, ISDS, and all of the things peo- 
ple might be listening to and saying: 
What are they talking about? These 
are important tools and an important 
apparatus and they represent a huge 
part of what we need to do when 95 per- 
cent of all consumers live outside this 
country, but we need to do it in a way 
that recognizes that American workers 
are part of this structure and that we 
have to have the tools other countries 
utilize in order to make sure we are 
moving forward. 

I give my great public thanks to Sen- 
ator CANTWELL for her brave fight and 
knowing that as the chief Democratic 
sponsor of the bill we are promoting, I 
stand with her. I stand with her today. 

Mr. President, I also want to talk 
today about an issue that is important 
to North Dakota. It is interesting that 
we are talking about eliminating trade 
barriers and improving opportunities 
for access to markets when we have a 
self-imposed access-to-market problem, 
and that is the trade embargo on Cuba. 
It is a barrier our government puts on 
our own farmers and ranchers, and it 
holds back their ability to export and 
hurts their bottom line. I am talking 
about the U.S. embargo with Cuba, of 
course, specifically on private—pri- 
vate, private, private—business activi- 
ties that could enhance the sale of our 
agricultural goods to Cuba. 

My great friend from Arkansas Sen- 
ator BOOZMAN and I filed an amend- 
ment which would free our exporters to 
provide private—private, private—cred- 
it with no risk to the government or 
taxpayers for exports of agricultural 
products to Cuba. We had a hearing on 
this in the agriculture committee, and 
I must say it was the single issue 
raised by all of the experts on how we 
could, in fact, open our markets to 
Cuba if we would allow private-spon- 
sored credit for these exports. This is a 
simple change to our regulation that 
will make our agricultural exporters 
more competitive against rice growers 
in Vietnam and corn growers in Brazil. 

We know we are the highest quality 
producer of agricultural products, and 
many of those products are grown in 
my great State of North Dakota. Yet 
we don’t have access to that market 
because Cuban purchasers don’t have 
access to credit. 

Unfortunately, under the current 
regulations, our government has erect- 
ed a trade barrier. While we talk about 
TPA, trade promotion authority, and 
increasing export opportunities, we 
need to look at what we can do to in- 
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crease opportunities for our own pro- 
ducers here right now. It does not take 
a long, drawn-out negotiation, costs no 
money, and just makes sense. 

I urge my colleagues to join with me 
and Senator BOOZMAN in this impor- 
tant effort to remove our self-imposed 
trade barriers on our agricultural pro- 
ducers and to allow a private invest- 
ment and sponsorship of the purchase 
of agricultural products in Cuba. With 
that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, this has 
been an interesting few days as we 
have seen the Senate operate the way 
it is probably designed to operate. It is 
not supposed to be the fastest legisla- 
tive body in the world. It is supposed to 
be one that goes over issues slowly and 
gives those issues full consideration. 

I am so pleased the bill before us has 
been through the committee process. It 
has been years since we have seen bills 
go through that committee process. 
Virtually all of the bills are coming 
through the committee process this 
year, and that means several hundred 
amendments have already been offered 
to this bill. A lot of them were consid- 
ered in committee, some of them were 
considered duplicative, of course, but it 
brought this bill to the floor, which is 
very important for the economy of the 
United States. 

I hope we can work through the proc- 
ess and get the bill finished. In fact, I 
am relatively certain we will. It is not 
the prettiest way of doing it, but it is 
the way it gets done and has been get- 
ting done for centuries in the United 
States. 

A BALANCED BUDGET 

Mr. President, what I really want to 
talk about today is the importance of a 
balanced budget. Over the past few 
weeks, we have seen America reacting 
to a Congress, and especially the Sen- 
ate, which is back to work doing the 
people’s business. The basic task of 
governing seems to have eluded this 
normal legislative body over the past 8 
years and has decimated the faith and 
trust of hard-working Americans who 
yearn for a government that is both ac- 
countable and effective, and that is 
why passing a balanced budget rep- 
resented an important step forward. 

Here are just a few of the headlines 
from around the Nation: ‘‘Senate 
passes first joint congressional budget 
in six years,” “Senate Passes Cost-Cut- 
ting Budget Plan,” “Budget ‘A Feat Of 
Considerable Importance,”” “Balanced 
Budget Will Focus on ‘Every Dollar 
Spent, ” “Balanced Budget, A Step 
Forward,” and “Congress approves the 
first 10-year balanced budget since 
2001.” 

We know passing a budget was impor- 
tant because it symbolizes a govern- 
ment that is back to work, but it is 
also important to understand why 
passing a balanced budget is so vital to 
our Nation. 
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What is the process? The Senate 
Budget Committee is tasked with the 
responsibility of setting spending 
goals. Congress has other committees 
that authorize government programs 
and are charged with overseeing their 
efficiency and effectiveness. We also 
have committees that allocate the 
exact dollars for these programs every 
year, but the Senate Budget Com- 
mittee sets the spending goals. In other 
words, we set limits. This is why pass- 
ing a budget is so important for our 
Nation. It lets the congressional pol- 
icymakers who actually allocate the 
dollars get to work immediately by fol- 
lowing our spending limit. This year, 
we are giving them an early start, and 
Leader MCCONNELL is committed to al- 
lowing the Senate to do its job, and 
that means debates and votes on all 12 
appropriations bills. 

What is the importance of a balanced 
budget? A balanced budget approved by 
Congress will play a crucial role to 
help make government live within its 
means and set spending limits for our 
Nation. 

A balanced budget will allow Ameri- 
cans to spend more time working hard 
to grow their businesses or to advance 
in their jobs instead of worrying about 
taxes and inefficient and ineffective 
regulations. Most importantly, it 
means every American who wants to 
find a good-paying job and fulfilling ca- 
reer has the opportunity to do just 
that. 

A balanced budget will also boost the 
Nation’s economic output, but first we 
must get our overspending under con- 
trol because Congress is already spend- 
ing more tax revenue than at any point 
in history. If we can do that, we can 
help boost the economy and expand op- 
portunity for each and every American. 

The big question is, What happens if 
interest rates go to their normal his- 
torical level? A balanced budget pro- 
vides Congress and the Nation with a 
fiscal blueprint that challenges law- 
makers to examine every dollar we 
spend. This is crucial because we cur- 
rently spend about $230 billion in inter- 
est on our debt every year, which is a 
historically low interest rate of 1.7 per- 
cent. The Congressional Budget Office 
tells us that for every 1 percentage 
point that our interest rates rise, it 
will increase America’s overspending 
by $1,745 billion over the next 10 years. 
That is a huge hit. 

To provide a clearer picture of how 
dire our Nation’s fiscal outlook is, we 
have a looming debt of $18 trillion, and 
it is on its way to $27 trillion. If the in- 
terest rate were to go to a modest 5 
percent, we would owe $875 billion a 
year just for interest, which does not 
buy us anything. That is more than we 
spend on defense; that is more than we 
spend on other government agencies. 

Interest on the debt could soon put 
America out of the business of funding 
defense, education, highways, and ev- 
erything else we do. It is time to get 
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serious. It is time both parties get seri- 
ous about addressing our Nation’s 
chronic overspending. 

In the budget, defense was given $90 
billion more than the budget caps and 
$38 billion more than the President re- 
quested. We know both sides want the 
caps from the Budget Control Act re- 
moved, but at what price for our Na- 
tion and its hard-working taxpayers? 

Our military leaders have already 
told us the debt is a threat to national 
security. Removing the threat of se- 
quester by raising these debt caps 
without increasing the debt in the 
short term would require raising taxes. 
When it comes to defense, we are lit- 
erally trying to outbid the President, 
who, with a Democratic Congress, 
raised taxes to get his budget to that 
level. 

Last year, Congress funded items the 
Department of Defense didn’t approve 
or ask for, and costs for major equip- 
ment exceeded approved amounts by 
billions—that is with a “b.” I know 
small businesses that were deprived of 
bids by companies that provided prod- 
ucts different from the specs with no 
consequences. That is not fair to our 
troops or to our taxpayers. We should 
get what we ordered, and somebody 
needs to make sure that happens. 

It is time for Congress to truly work 
together to tackle our overspending 
and achieve real results and real 
progress for American families who are 
counting on us. 

How do we boost economic growth? 
American families understand that you 
cannot spend what you don’t have and 
expect us to scrutinize every dollar we 
spend just like they have to and must 
do. In many ways, if the government 
would get out of the way, we could in- 
crease jobs by expanding the economy. 
A boost in economic growth means 
more real jobs from the private sector 
and small businesses across the Nation, 
not government “make work jobs.” In 
fact, the Congressional Budget Office 
tells us that if we were to increase the 
gross domestic product, which is the 
private sector growth, by 1 percent, 
that would provide an average of near- 
ly $300 billion in additional tax revenue 
every year. 

How do we do that? One way is to re- 
verse some of the many regulations 
that burden families and small busi- 
nesses that provide little or no benefit. 
For many of these policies and regula- 
tions, we need to return to common 
sense, and that is not being done today. 

When we continually overspend year 
after year, we have the opposite effect 
on private sector jobs and economic 
growth that can actually lead to more 
sales and more jobs. Expanding the 
economy is the best way to raise 
money for government services, not by 
raising more taxes. 

Another important way to help the 
growth of our economy is to make the 
government more effective. If govern- 
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ment programs are not delivering re- 
sults, they should be improved or, if 
they are not needed, they ought to be 
eliminated. We need to be looking at 
those. The government has to expect 
the same tough decisions hard-working 
taxpayers are making every day. 

This is Small Business Week, and I 
want to mention my appreciation for 
Craig Kerrigan of the Oregon Trail 
Bank in Wyoming for writing a little 
article about the real issues for small 
business. Small business is the motor 
that drives this economy. He said: 

If they can’t make a profit, no one bene- 
fits. This is the reality: They will tell you 
that the biggest threats and challenges they 
face in today’s economy are health care, 
taxes and excessive regulations. 

A regulation affects a small business 
much more than it does a big business 
because they don’t have a lot of people 
to spread the work over. 

Going back to Craig Kerrigan’s arti- 
cle: 

They want to provide competitive salaries 
and benefits, and in most cases they do. But 
any cost that is forced upon them they ei- 
ther pass on to the consumer or they go out 
of business. 

It is interesting to note that those 
who force these costs upon small busi- 
ness are not the ones paying for them, 
and it is always easier spending other 
people’s money. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the entire letter by Craig 
Kerrigan be printed in the RECORD at 
the conclusion of my remarks. 

How do we get a more effective gov- 
ernment? One of the first places Con- 
gress should start is by reviewing the 
260 programs whose authorization— 
that is their right to spend more 
money—has expired. Some of these pro- 
grams expired as long ago as 1983, but 
we are still spending money on them 
every year. That means we have been 
paying for these expired programs for 
more than 30 years. It is not just the 
length of time these programs have 
overstayed their welcome, the funds we 
allocated to them every year are more 
than what the law called for. In some 
cases, that means we are spending as 
much as four times what we should be. 
You have to take care of your own 
doorstep. 

Yesterday, I had an oversight hearing 
for the Congressional Budget Office, 
which comes under the direction of the 
Budget Committee. It was the first 
oversight hearing in 33 years. Every- 
body needs to take a look at the pro- 
grams they are in charge of and see if 
there are not some changes that ought 
to be made since the invention of the 
mobile phone, and, of course, that was 
a mobile phone about that big. 

The 260 programs that have expired 
are costing us $293 billion a year. That 
is over $2,935 billion—or $2.9 trillion— 
over 10 years. Eliminating these pro- 
grams alone would almost balance the 
budget. 
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In business, programs are reviewed 
every year or sometimes every week to 
see if they still contribute to the busi- 
ness and its strategic plan, and if there 
is not some improvement that will 
make things work better, they often 
look for small savings to help strength- 
en the organization and contribute to 
its bottom line. But in Washington, 
programs are not reviewed, let alone 
questioned, let alone scrutinized. Not 
even big amounts are questioned. 

Just think of how long it has been 
since we have taken a close examina- 
tion of what we are spending money on. 
In 1983, “The Return of the Jedi” was 
the top movie and Americans were ob- 
sessed with the Rubik’s Cube. 

Savings are usually found in the 
spending details, but Congress has not 
examined the details. It just has the 
big picture, which was painted long ago 
and has now expired. It is time for each 
committee to take a look at these pro- 
grams and decide if they are even 
worth funding anymore. After all, a 
project not worth doing at all would 
not be worth doing well or would not 
be worth continuing funding for it. But 
how would committees know if they 
have not looked at the program in 
years? How would they know if they 
don’t have a way to measure how well 
the programs are working? 

When I first came to the Senate, Yel- 
lowstone Park was going broke and 
threatening to shut down. Every year 
they said they were running out of 
money in August, and that is the prime 
time for the season. I checked the 
spending bill covering the park, and I 
found out it only lists how many em- 
ployees and the total millions of dol- 
lars to be spent there. I asked for the 
details. Both the spending committee 
and the Department of Interior told me 
that was as much detail as they had. I 
asked for a printout of how the money 
was spent in the previous year. They 
said it was not available. I heard about 
millions of dollars in delayed mainte- 
nance. I asked for a list of what that 
consisted of, and I was sent a list of 
new buildings they wanted to con- 
struct. That is not delayed mainte- 
nance. 

In 1999, the Park Service was cited by 
the Wyoming Department of Environ- 
mental Quality for raw sewage that 
was flowing into the Madison River, 
which prompted a request to Congress 
for emergency repair funds. I asked 
why that wasn’t taken out of the Na- 
tional Park Service emergency budget. 
There was an emergency fund with 
plenty of money available immediately 
for the problem at that time. I didn’t 
get an answer, but I found out that 
they got more by asking for additional 
funding at a time of crisis. That is not 
how government spending is supposed 
to be done. 

That is why we need to have a bal- 
anced budget. That is why we need to 
have people scrutinizing the items that 
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are under the jurisdiction of their com- 
mittees. 


A balanced budget amendment is 
what many of the States are working 
on. We better show taxpayers that Con- 
gress is committed to a balanced budg- 
et, to make it ever more effective, be- 
cause we are running out of time. It is 
not just because of the increase in the 
interest rates that are possible here, 
but currently, lawmakers in 27 States 
have passed applications for a Con- 
stitutional Convention to approve a 
balanced budget amendment, and there 
are new applications in nine other 
States that are close behind. If just 
seven of those nine States approve 
moving forward on the balanced budget 
issue, it would bring the total number 
of States to 34 States. That would meet 
the two-thirds requirement under arti- 
cle V of the Constitution and force 
Congress to take action on a balanced 
budget amendment. If this happened, 
one of the most important functions of 
Congress—the power of the purse— 
would be drastically curtailed, because 
there would be a new constitutional 
limit on what Congress would be al- 
lowed to borrow. 


Now, I mentioned before that I think 
we have been overspending. We are 
scheduled to overspend by $468 billion 
this year. How much do we get to actu- 
ally make decisions on? That amount 
is $1,100 billion. If we were to balance 
the budget right now, we would have to 
do a 50-percent cut in everything we 
do, and that is not even talking about 
an increase in interest rates. 


So, in conclusion, Americans are 
working harder than ever to make ends 
meet. Shouldn’t their elected officials 
be willing to work harder too? We need 
to pass a balanced budget as an impor- 
tant step, but that is just a first step 
and, unfortunately, that was the easy 
part. Congress has to get serious about 
tackling its addiction to overspending 
and once again become good fiscal 
stewards of the taxes paid by each and 
every hard-working American tax- 
payer. 


Earlier this month, on the 70th anni- 
versary of Victory in Europe Day—or 
V-E Day—our Nation’s Capital had the 
rare privilege of seeing and hearing 
World War II airplanes, our Arsenal of 
Democracy, fly over the National Mall 
and the U.S. Capitol Building. This 
flight and these planes remind us that 
as a nation, we rise together or we fall 
together. Those planes also remind us 
that when we work together, we suc- 
ceed together. 


Let us commit to work together to 
end our overspending and balance our 
budget. 


I yield the floor. 


There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
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[From the Wyoming Tribune-Eagle, 
May 19, 2015] 
FOCUS ON REAL ISSUES FOR SMALL 
BUSINESSES 
(By Craig Kerrigan) 

In recognition of Small Business Week, I 
thought it appropriate to share some 
thoughts about small businesses that are not 
discussed as much as I feel they should be. 

It is frustrating how many articles are 
written about our economy and the effects it 
has had on small businesses since the Great 
Recession, but they always seem to take an 
approach based on surveys, statistics, theo- 
ries, opinions, analysis and general assump- 
tions; almost illusory. 

Let me offer a suggestion. 

I am sure almost all of you have a family 
member, friend or acquaintance who owns a 
small business here in Cheyenne or Laramie 
County. 

JUST ASK THEM 


If you do, just ask them what is happening 
in their business and about the management 
decisions they have had to make to navigate 
the issues they face every day as they relate 
to our economic and political environment. 

No more theories as to what should be hap- 
pening, just a simple question as to what is 
really happening, simply put, where theory 
meets reality. 

For the purpose of this article, I will use 
businesses that employ between one and 50 
employees with gross receipts or sales up to 
$7.5 million, although the definition varies 
from industry to industry. 

They are the true backbone and lifeblood 
of our local and national economy as they 
create 70 percent of new jobs. They are what 
I call the forgotten many. 

You can find someone in almost all busi- 
ness sectors: retail, construction, real estate, 
manufacturing, professional services and 
food service, to name a few. 

Many of these small businesses are owned 
and operated by our friends and neighbors, 
people who go to work every day to provide 
a service that benefits our local economy. 
They have no set hours, no guaranteed bene- 
fits, no stock options and no perks. 

In almost all cases, they started their busi- 
ness with their hard-earned savings, conver- 
sion of retirement accounts from previous 
employment, gifts from family and credit 
from banks. They have pledged their homes, 
vehicles and other personal property just to 
find enough cash to start their business. 

Many have second jobs and take no salary 
from the business until it can be profitable. 

I have been blessed to have been a banker 
in Cheyenne for almost 40 years, and I have 
been given a unique perspective from being 
both a banker and also an owner of a small 
business aS many small community banks 
are privately and family-owned small busi- 
nesses. 

I have had the chance to be involved in 
helping to facilitate business startups, ex- 
pansions, restructures and unfortunately liq- 
uidating some that have had to close. 

Every business has unique characteristics 
with the type of product or service they sell, 
the experience of ownership and manage- 
ment and the demographics of employees. 

They are in business to make a profit, but 
more importantly, they have a passion for 
what they do. They drive economic growth 
through investment, innovation and entre- 
preneurship. They support not only them- 
selves and their families, but they are re- 
sponsible for the support of their employees 
and their families. 

BIGGEST THREATS 

If they can’t make a profit, no one bene- 

fits. This is the reality: They will tell you 
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that the biggest threats and challenges they 
face in today’s economy are heath care, 
taxes and excessive regulations. 

They want to provide competitive salaries 
and benefits, and in most cases they do. But 
any cost that is forced upon them they ei- 
ther pass on to the consumer or they go out 
of business. 

It is interesting to note that those who 
force these costs upon small businesses are 
not the ones paying for them, and it is al- 
ways easier spending other people’s money. 

The new health-care law affects decisions 
they have had to make as to the number of 
employees they can have and the type of 
benefits they can offer. Many are limiting 
full-time employees to less than 50 to avoid 
the costs of mandated health coverage. 

If they don’t know what the next surprise 
is going to be with our tax code, it is almost 
impossible to project income and expenses. 
And if they are forced to follow a new regula- 
tion, they have to hire non-income producing 
overhead just to make sure they don’t get 
fined or worse. 

Many regulations are needed; it is when 
they are inefficient, duplicative and applied 
based on a “one size fits all” approach that 
they become overwhelming and result in un- 
intended consequences. 

How do I know this? As a banker, you can- 
not be an effective partner in the success of 
any business unless you analyze financial in- 
formation and communicate with manage- 
ment throughout the year. 

Numbers can be interpreted differently, 
but they never lie, and they are not based on 
theories. You have to know the business of 
the business and make decisions to help 
them make the necessary adjustments. 

Sounds simple, but there are many dif- 
ferent business structures—sole proprietor- 
ships, corporations, partnerships and limited 
liability companies. These are businesses 
that do not have the luxury to staff human 
resources, compliance, legal or accounting 
departments. 

Small businesses must handle many of 
these internally, or hire third-party vendors, 
which is added expense. The common thread 
I see at this time is frustration, uncertainty 
and a feeling of failure due to costs beyond 
their control, and because of this they are 
reluctant to reinvest profits and hire more 
employees. 

So the next time you read an article about 
what should be happening, walk across the 
street or drive across town and talk with 
someone you know that owns a small busi- 
ness. 

THANK THEM 


The first thing you should do is thank 
them for everything they do to make our 
community a better place. Many of them are 
members of our Chamber of Commerce and 
unselfishly give of their time and money to 
support other small businesses. 

Don't be indifferent to our economic and 
political environment because the reality is 
you are paying for any increased costs to 
small businesses in the prices you pay. 

So at the end of your visit, you will most 
likely hear “welcome to the real world.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
ERNST). The Senator from Hawaii. 

Mr. SCHATZ. Madam President, I 
wish to join my colleagues in voicing 
my opposition to granting fast-track 
authority. I oppose the procedures con- 
tained in the bill, and I am seriously 
concerned about using fast-track to 
pass trade agreements that don’t re- 
flect the best interests of the American 
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people and can undermine the preroga- 
tives of the Congress. 

Some who support fast-track would 
have us believe that opposing this bill 
and TPP means opposition to a free 
market, to trade, and to commerce; but 
that is not true. Commerce is essential, 
and we should be promoting it. But 
corporate interests should not be the 
driving force for public policy decisions 
on public health, consumer safety, and 
the environment. 

Just this week, a WTO ruling on our 
country-of-origin food labeling law pro- 
vided a striking example of how what 
is called free trade can be used to erode 
consumer protection. The country-of- 
origin labeling law was passed by Con- 
gress, and it requires producers of meat 
and chicken to provide information to 
consumers on where the animal was 
raised and slaughtered. If we ask most 
people, they would say they want to 
know if their beef is from Texas or 
from Taiwan. And even if one isn’t par- 
ticularly passionate about that issue, I 
think most people would agree that it 
is squarely within the prerogatives and 
the constitutional duties of the U.S. 
Congress to decide. 

Consumers in the U.S. want to know 
where their food comes from. Through 
a legitimate, democratic process, we 
passed a law to provide consumers with 
this information. But no matter how 
we have revised the rule pursuant to 
the law, it is apparently still not in 
compliance with our WTO commit- 
ments. It seems that we will have to 
repeal the law to avoid trade sanctions. 

While our WTO obligations are not 
the same as our commitments under a 
free-trade agreement, it doesn’t require 
too much imagination to see how other 
U.S. laws will buckle under future 
trade agreements. This is why the deal- 
breaker for me is the investor-state 
dispute settlement, or ISDS for short. 

ISDS provides a special forum out- 
side of our well-established court sys- 
tem that is just for foreign investors. 
These investors are given the right to 
sue governments over laws and regula- 
tions that impact their businesses—a 
legal right not granted to anyone else. 
This forum is not available to anyone 
other than foreign investors. It is not 
open to domestic businesses. It is not 
open to labor unions, civil society 
groups or individuals that allege a vio- 
lation of a treaty obligation. The arbi- 
trators that preside over these cases 
are literally not accountable to any- 
one, and their decisions cannot be ap- 
pealed. To date, nearly 600 ISDS cases 
have been filed. Of the 274 cases that 
have been concluded, almost 60 percent 
have settled or have been decided in 
favor of the investor. 

It is true that when a tribunal rules 
in favor of the investor, the arbitrators 
can’t force the government to change 
its law, but they can order the govern- 
ment to pay the investor, which has 
the same effect. There is no limit to 
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what compensation foreign investors 
can demand. The largest award to date 
was more than $2 billion. 

For a developing country that must 
pay this award, sometimes it rep- 
resents up to a third of their GDP. 
Most governments cannot risk such a 
settlement and end up avoiding this 
kind of conflict altogether. The gov- 
ernment often agrees to change the law 
or regulation that is being challenged 
and still pays some compensation. The 
threat of a case can be enough to con- 
vince a government to back away from 
legitimate public health, safety or en- 
vironmental policies. 

ISDS cases cost millions of dollars to 
defend and take years to reach their 
final conclusion. The high profile cases 
filed by Philip Morris International 
challenging cigarette packaging laws 
have had a chilling effect around the 
world. Several countries have been in- 
timidated into holding off on passing 
their own laws to reduce smoking. 
Every year of delay is a victory for to- 
bacco companies. They get 1 more year 
to attract new, young smokers. In the 
case of tobacco, the cost of ISDS could 
be human life. 

I would hope that if we empower cor- 
porations to challenge democratically 
elected laws and regulations, that we 
would be doing so for an extremely 
compelling reason. But here is the 
thing: The rationale behind ISDS is ex- 
tremely thin. Advocates claim that in- 
vestor protections such as ISDS draw 
foreign investment into a country, but 
no one has actually been able to dem- 
onstrate that this link exists. Studies 
have not even been able to show a sig- 
nificant correlation between investor 
protections and the level of foreign in- 
vestment in that country. Instead of 
driving decisions to invest, ISDS provi- 
sions are being manipulated by multi- 
national corporations. 

Some companies seem to be setting 
up complex corporate structures ex- 
plicitly for the purpose of taking ad- 
vantage of existing ISDS provisions. 
This is what Australia is alleging that 
Philip Morris did to challenge Aus- 
tralia’s tobacco laws. The Philip Mor- 
ris Hong Kong entity bought shares in 
Philip Morris’s Australian company 
just 10 months after Australia an- 
nounced its cigarette plain packaging 
rules. It seems that Philip Morris did 
this for no other purpose than to gain 
access to the ISDS provision in the 
Hong Kong-Australia Bilateral Invest- 
ment Treaty. 

ISDS is just another arrow in the 
quiver of legal options available to 
multinational corporations and no 
other entity or person. The con- 
sequences for public health, safety, and 
the environment far outweigh any real 
or imagined benefit of ISDS. For these 
reasons, I oppose fast-track and any 
trade agreement that contains an ISDS 
provision. 

I yield the floor. 
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I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I 
spoke a little bit this morning about 
this whole issue—and a very serious 
issue it is—of currency manipulation. 
In effect, we are going to have two 
choices with respect to this issue, one 
offered by the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, Senator HATCH, and my- 
self, and one offered by Senator 
PORTMAN and others. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1299 

I wish to take a few minutes to raise 
what are my biggest concerns with re- 
spect to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio, Mr. PORTMAN, and 
try to put this issue in context. What is 
particularly troubling to me is it seems 
to me that the Portman amendment 
would outsource the question of the 
Federal Reserve’s intent in decision- 
making to the whims of an inter- 
national tribunal, and I think that is 
very troubling. That is why Chairman 
HATCH and I have thought to take a 
more flexible approach. 

I am going to outline how I have 
reached that judgment so that col- 
leagues, as we turn to this question of 
currency, have a bit more awareness of 
what is at stake. As I indicated already 
this morning, we will be discussing this 
particularly in the conference com- 
mittee that is going to take place next 
month when the House and the Senate 
get together to talk about currency 
and other critically important enforce- 
ment issues. 

I fully agree with my colleagues who 
have been saying this is a very impor- 
tant issue and our government must do 
more to target countries that harm our 
economy by artificially deflating their 
currency. What is at issue is making 
sure we proceed in a way that really re- 
dounds to the benefit of our country, 
our workers, and our business. 

In the process of taking aim at for- 
eign currency manipulators, it is espe- 
cially important to make sure that 
this Senate does not cause collateral 
damage to the Federal Reserve and our 
dollars. We all understand the Federal 
Reserve uses monetary policy as a tool 
to stabilize prices and boost employ- 
ment. The right solution is to make 
sure that our country gets the upside 
of going after those who manipulate 
currency and avoids the downside of re- 
stricting the tools that Janet Yellen 
and those in charge of monetary policy 
may want to use. 

The bipartisan trade promotion bill 
now before the Senate includes a first— 
many firsts but one in particular. For 
the first time currency will be a prin- 
cipal negotiating objective. What 
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Chairman HATCH and I have sought to 
do is to strengthen that and to take 
yet another step. We direct the admin- 
istration to hold our trading partners 
accountable when they manipulate cur- 
rencies by using the most effective 
tools available: enforceable rules, 
transparency, recording, monitoring, 
and a variety of cooperative mecha- 
nisms. My view is that what Chairman 
HATCH and I are seeking to do here 
strikes the right balance. We get the 
upside of confronting unfair currency 
manipulation, and we don’t pick up the 
downside, tying our hands with respect 
to policy options that are completely 
legitimate and important. 

One of those policy options that I feel 
especially strongly about is ensuring 
that the Fed has the ability to use poli- 
cies to strive towards full employment. 
So for me, this issue really comes down 
to making sure we have all the tools at 
the Fed and elsewhere for helping to 
create good jobs and economic sta- 
bility—jobs that pay higher wages and 
help our communities prosper. 

The Portman amendment is very dif- 
ferent than what I and Chairman 
HATCH have been talking about. Under 
the Portman amendment, our country 
would be subject to dispute settlement 
in an international tribunal, which 
means that there would be trade sanc- 
tions. Now, Federal Reserve Chair 
Janet Yellen has expressed serious con- 
cern that this type of provision could 
“hamper”—these are Janet Yellen's 
words—that this type of provision 
could ‘hamper or even hobble mone- 
tary policy.” The Chair's concern— 
Janet Yellen’s concern—is that because 
monetary policy can impact currency 
valuation, we could end up tying our 
hands and, in effect, taking one of the 
Fed's important tools out of their eco- 
nomic toolbox. 

For example, a number of countries 
have argued that the Fed's quan- 
titative easing policy unfairly values 
our dollar. Now, I want it understood 
that I think those countries are dead 
wrong—dead wrong—in making that 
argument. But we ought to realize that 
those countries that have sought to cry 
foul argue that what the Fed did to 
bring down the unemployment rate was 
in effect an unfair strategy for increas- 
ing exports. Colleagues, as we think 
about this currency issue, consider 
what could happen if the United States 
was subject to dispute settlement by 
an international tribunal on this issue. 

That is why I am concerned that tak- 
ing the path of the Portman amend- 
ment would, as I have described, 
outsource the question of the Federal 
Reserve’s intent in decisionmaking to 
an international tribunal. I think 
Americans are going to be very skep- 
tical of the idea that, in effect, we are 
going to have this international tri- 
bunal trying to divine essentially what 
the Federal Reserve's intent was. I per- 
sonally do not like the idea at all of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


outsourcing this judgment to an inter- 
national tribunal. I think it could have 
very detrimental consequences both to 
the cause of trade and to our economy. 

Just yesterday, Treasury Secretary 
Lew said he would recommend a veto of 
a TPA package that included this type 
of amendment, because he, too, 
thought it would threaten our Nation’s 
ability to respond to a financial crisis. 
So it is going to be important to get 
this right, to make sure that our trade 
agreements have the upside of being 
strong in the fight against currency 
manipulation, but to make sure that 
we also avoid the downside of restrict- 
ing our monetary policy tools. 

I hope my colleagues will think 
about the unintended consequences of 
the Portman amendment. If we were to 
have another unfortunate financial cri- 
sis—and no one wants that—we all 
want to make sure that the Federal 
Reserve has the full array of economic 
tools to get our economy moving again 
and to keep workers on the job. 

So we are going to be faced with this 
judgment, and I hope my colleagues 
will say that the approach Chairman 
HATCH and I have offered is one that 
will allow us to build on the first-ever 
negotiating objective for currency that 
is in the bill and accept our amend- 
ment and recognize that, as I stated 
earlier, we are going to have another 
bite at the apple when currency is cer- 
tain to be an important part of a Cus- 
toms conference between the House 
and the Senate in June. 

With that, I see my colleagues are 
here, and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, let 
me first say that I thank Senator 
WYDEN for his hard work. I am one of 
those who believe it is important for 
Congress to pass trade promotion au- 
thority. I don’t believe we can com- 
plete the TPP without trade promotion 
authority. I think TPP is an important 
strategic partnership for the United 
States as well as an economic partner- 
ship for the United States. 

Having said that, I listened carefully 
to Senator WYDEN where the adminis- 
tration has raised an objection to a 
particular amendment and saying if 
that gets on the bill, they would veto 
the trade promotion authority. I say 
that because many of us who support 
TPA have said: Look, let’s make sure 
we get it right. Let’s make sure that 
we have an open amendment process so 
that we can try to make this the 
strongest possible bill, because we 
don’t get that many opportunities to 
take up trade legislation. 

I just mention that because yes, I 
come to the floor to say that we need 
trade promotion authority. When you 
look at the fact that we are a democ- 
racy with separation of the branches of 
government, we cannot negotiate—535 
of us—with our trading partners and 
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enter into an agreement. We have to 
delegate that negotiating authority, 
and that is what TPA does. At the time 
we delegate that, we also must make it 
clear what our trade objectives are 
about, and we also must take advan- 
tage of that opportunity to protect 
workers’ rights legitimately and make 
sure we have a level playing field for 
American companies. I think that is 
our responsibility. 

In the discussion of this bill, I want 
to acknowledge that we do have part of 
this—the trade adjustment assistance. 
That is important to American work- 
ers. We have Customs legislation that I 
wish was in this bill, because I am con- 
cerned as to whether both will reach 
the finishing line. But it deals with 
strong enforcement, and ‘‘level the 
playing field’’ currency issues are all 
dealt with in a separate bill that we 
passed earlier. I guess last week we 
passed the legislation on the Customs. 

Let me just talk for a moment about 
trade promotion authority, and say 
that we have to be very clear about our 
expectations. I want to compliment 
Senator WYDEN and Senator HATCH and 
the Senate Finance Committee. In 
reading this legislation—and I hope 
you all had a chance to do it—you are 
going to find that this really does take 
our delegation of authority and our ex- 
pectations to a much higher level than 
we have ever done on areas that have 
not been traditionally as clear on Con- 
gress. 

I will just mention a few of those. 
Our overall trading objective is very 
clear to deal with labor standards. In 
quoting from the bill that is before us, 
on the overall negotiating objectives: 
“to promote respect of worker rights 
and the rights of children consistent 
with core labor standards of the ILO 
(as set out in section 11(7))’’—defined as 
the International Labour Organiza- 
tion—‘‘and an understanding of the re- 
lationship between trade and worker 
rights .. . to promote universal ratifi- 
cation and full compliance with ILO 
Convention No. 182 Concerning the Pro- 
hibition and Immediate Action for the 
Elimination of the Worst Forms of 
Child Labor...” 

That is in our overall objective. I 
want to talk a moment about the prin- 
cipal negotiating objectives, because 
there is greater consequence to the 
principal negotiating objectives. There 
are provisions included in the principal 
negotiating objectives that are dif- 
ferent from what we have done in any 
other TPA bill. 

First, yes, it does deal with the core 
labor rights. The principal negotiating 
objective that the administration must 
show us that they have done deals with 
the ‘‘adopts and maintains measures 
implementing internationally recog- 
nized core labor standards. . .” that is 
included in there. 

Included in the principal negotiating 
objectives is the requirement for envi- 
ronmental law: “its environmental 
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laws in a manner that [cannot weaken] 
or reduces protections afforded in those 
laws in a manner affecting trade or in- 
vestment between the United States 
and that party...” 

So what we have done is that we also 
put in there: “does not fail to effec- 
tively enforce its environmental or 
labor laws, through a sustained or re- 
curring course of action or inaction 


I read that into the record because I 
want to make it clear that if you be- 
lieve we should be negotiating trade 
agreements and you believe that it 
only can be done through the adminis- 
tration and can’t be done through 
Members of Congress individually ne- 
gotiating a trade agreement, and you 
believe you need to be clear as to what 
we expect, the principal negotiating 
objective is where you include that lan- 
guage. And we have been very clear in 
the principal negotiating objectives in 
regards to core labor standards and en- 
vironmental standards, because we 
know that to have a level playing 
field—the countries we are negotiating 
with do not have the same high stand- 
ards that we have for labor, do not 
have the same high standards we have 
for the environment—we want to make 
sure we are not placed at a disadvan- 
tage. So it is in the principal negoti- 
ating objectives. 

But we have gone further than that. 
In the principal negotiating objectives 
we put for the first time anticorruption 
provisions. That is in the principal ne- 
gotiating provisions: ‘‘to obtain high 
standards and effective domestic en- 
forcement mechanisms [to] pro- 
hibit such attempts to influence acts, 
decisions, or omissions of foreign gov- 
ernment officials or to secure any such 
improper advantage’’—these are 
anticorruption provisions—‘‘to ensure 
that such standards level the playing 
field for United States persons in inter- 
national trade and investment... .” 

Why is this important? Because in 
some countries, including those coun- 
tries with which we are negotiating, 
there are practices where companies 
that want to participate in government 
contracts have to deal with kickbacks 
or have to deal with bribery. 

Well, American companies cannot do 
that. We have laws that prohibit that, 
but there should not be anyone dealing 
with that. In the principal negotiating 
objectives, we instruct our negotiators 
to deal with these anticorruption 
issues. The administration must show 


we have made _ progress—not only 
progress, that we have enforceable 
standards against corruption that 


would disadvantage American compa- 
nies doing business in those countries. 

That is a huge step forward on our 
anticorruption issues, but we go fur- 
ther than that. I am very proud of an 
amendment I offered that was adopted 
to the trade promotion authority deal- 
ing with good governance, trans- 
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parency, the effective operation of 
legal regimes, and the rule of law of 
trading partners. This is, again, a prin- 
cipal negotiating objective which says 
we have to strengthen good govern- 
ance, transparency, the effective oper- 
ation of legal regimes and the rule of 
law of trading partners of the United 
States, through capacity building and 
other appropriate means, and create a 
more open Democratic society and—let 
me add this, this is in the bill—to pro- 
mote respect for internationally recog- 
nized human rights. 

That is a principal negotiating objec- 
tive. We are talking about freedom of 
speech, freedom of assembly, associa- 
tion, religious freedom. We have in- 
structed the administration—if they 
accept our bill and sign it into law— 
come back to us on how we have dealt 
with advancing good governance, 
transparency, and respect for inter- 
nationally recognized human rights in 
the trade agreement that we brought 
forward. 

This is the first time we have in- 
cluded anything similar to this in a 
trade promotion authority act. So this 
is a new level of expectation of what we 
expect to do in our trade agreements. I 
really want to emphasize that because 
we have not been bashful in the past 
using trade to promote human rights. 
We usually do it when we have a spe- 
cific opportunity. We did it well before 
our time in Congress when Jackson- 
Vanik was passed, dealing with Soviet 
Jewry being able to leave the former 
Soviet Union. 

We also used trade as a hammer to 
bring down the apartheid government 
of South Africa. Most recently, we used 
trade as a hammer when we needed to 
deal with normal trade relations with 
Russia in regard to a WTO issue— 
where we attached the Magnitsky law 
to it—that I was proud to work on with 
Senator McCAIN. I thank Senator 
MCCAIN for his strong leadership on the 
Magnitsky law. 

We used that opportunity, a trade 
bill, to advance international human 
rights issues in holding Russia ac- 
countable to its standards and what it 
did in regard to Sergei Magnitsky. So 
we should take advantage of the trade 
promotion authority act to advance 
basic human rights, particularly when 
we are dealing with countries that, 
quite frankly, are challenged in that 
regard. 

I want to read one other provision 
that is in the current bill dealing with 
trade promotion authority and dealing 
with the principle negotiating objec- 
tives. It spells out very clearly that it 
is a principal negotiating objective. We 
have enforcement in it. It says: 

To seek provisions that treat United 
States principal negotiating objectives 
equally with respect to the ability to resort 
to dispute settlement under the applicable 
agreement, the availability of equivalent 
settlement procedures, and the availability 
of equivalent remedies. 
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What does that mean? What that 
means is that this is not NAFTA agree- 
ment. In NAFTA, we did make ad- 
vances on labor and environment, but 
we did not include it in the core agree- 
ment. It was not effective. We had no 
enforcement. We had these sidebar 
agreements. We learned that was not 
the way to do it. Well, this TPA says 
that in regard to human rights and 
good governance, in regard to labor and 
the environment, that they are in the 
principal negotiating objectives and 
there will be trade sanctions in regard 
to violations—if there are violations. 
We hope there are not. We hope they 
will make the progress. But we have ef- 
fective ways of dealing with our prin- 
cipal negotiating objectives that in- 
clude the good governance issues that I 
think are critically important. 

I started my remarks by saying 
thank you to Senator WYDEN. I thank 
him very much because he has really 
done an incredible job in where we are 
today. He points out that we are not 
there yet. I agree. We need an open 
amendment process here. We need to 
take up more amendments on the floor 
of the Senate. I say that as one of 
those Members who have not been 
bashful about trying to change the 
rules of the Senate. 

I am told by people who have been 
here longer than I that the rules of the 
Senate work. You just have to be a lit- 
tle patient. OK. We will be a little pa- 
tient. But let’s figure out a way that 
we can have more votes on the floor of 
the Senate in regard to this bill. 

We do not get a chance to take up 
trade bills very often. I have an amend- 
ment that I want to see acted upon. I 
do not think it is controversial, but it 
is extremely important. What that 
amendment would do is require the 
President, before commencing negotia- 
tions with potential trading partners, 
to take into account whether that po- 
tential trading partner has engaged in 
a consistent pattern of gross violations 
of internationally recognized human 
rights. This amendment appropriately 
puts gross violations of human rights 
on par with prenegotiating require- 
ments of other principal negotiating 
objectives. So before we start picking 
countries with which we are going to 
do trade agreements, let’s make sure 
they are not gross violators of human 
rights. 

Now, so everybody does not get nerv- 
ous—because TPP is so far advanced— 
it would not be possible to have the 
free negotiating objectives certified by 
the President on TPP. I understand 
that. There is a blanket exemption in 
TPA in that regard, which applies also 
to the amendment I am offering. But I 
would hope our colleagues would agree 
that moving forward we would want 
the President to take that into consid- 
eration, to make sure we have a game 
plan, if we are dealing with a country 
that has violated human rights, as to 
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how we are going correct that activity 
through the opening of trade. 

Trade with our country is a benefit. 
It should be with countries that share 
our basic values. Lowering trade bar- 
riers should come with further commit- 
ments to our basic values, and that is 
what my amendment would do. I would 
urge my colleagues, at the appropriate 
time, to make sure this amendment is 
considered. I would ask their support 
on this amendment. 

Let’s continue to work through the 
process. Let’s continue to improve the 
bill. Hopefully, we can reach a point 
where we can send to the President the 
appropriate legislation. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, no 
more than 2 minutes. Before my col- 
league leaves the floor, I just want it 
understood in this body that Senator 
CARDIN has championed for decades the 
cause of labor rights, environmental 
rights, human rights. I so appreciate 
his leadership in this area. 

For the first time, as a result of Sen- 
ator CARDIN’s work, human rights will 
be a principle negotiating objective be- 
cause Senator CARDIN has been spot-on 
in saying trade must be about human 
rights. So that is No. 1. 

Point No. 2, my colleague was abso- 
lutely right in saying how important it 
is that we have more votes here. That 
is why I am going to be spending all 
day into the night trying to bring that 
about. I want my colleague to know I 
will also be very interested in working 
with him on this additional amend- 
ment he has to further build on what 
we have in the bill. I thank my col- 
leagues for their patience. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the Sen- 
ate as in morning business, and when 
the Senator from South Carolina ar- 
rives, to engage in a colloquy with the 
Senator from South Carolina, Mr. GRA- 
HAM. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FOREIGN POLICY AND ISIL 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, 
today, the black flags of ISIL fly over 
the city of Ramadi, the capital of 
Iraq’s Anbar Province. Anbar was once 
a symbol of Iraqis working together 
with brave young Americans in uni- 
form to defeat Al Qaeda. Today, it ap- 
pears to be a sad reminder of this ad- 
ministration’s indecisive air campaign 
in Iraq and Syria and a broader lack of 
strategy to achieve its stated objective 
of degrading and destroying ISIL. 

Equally disturbing, reports indicate 
over 75,000 Iranian-backed Shiite mili- 
tias are preparing to launch a counter- 
offensive in the larger Sunni province. 
Whatever the operational success Shi- 
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ite militias may have in Anbar would 
be far exceeded by the strategic dam- 
age caused by their violent sec- 
tarianism and the fear and suspicion it 
breeds among Iraqi Sunnis. 

Moreover, the prominent role of 
these militias continues to feed the 
perception of a Baghdad government 
unable or unwilling to protect Sunnis, 
which is devastating to the political 
reconciliation efforts that must be cen- 
tral to ensuring a united Iraq can rid 
itself of ISIL. Shiite militias and Ira- 
nian meddling will only foster the con- 
ditions that gave birth to ISIL in the 
first place. 

Liberating Ramadi and defeating 
ISIL requires empowering Sunnis who 
want to rise and fight ISIL themselves, 
including by integrating them into 
Iraqi security forces, providing more 
robust American military assistance. 
Indeed, the Obama administration and 
its spokesperson have tried to save face 
for its failed policies by diminishing 
the importance of Ramadi to the cam- 
paign against ISIL and the future of 
Iraq. As ISIL forces captured and 
sacked Ramadi, the Pentagon’s news 
page ran a story with the headline, 
“Strategy to Defeat ISIL is Working.” 
Secretary of State John Kerry said 
Ramadi was a mere “target of oppor- 
tunity.” 

White House Press Secretary Josh 
Earnest said yesterday we should not 
“light our hair on fire every time there 
is a setback in the campaign against 
ISIL.” Meanwhile, Ramadi, Iraq, and 
the region are on fire. How could any- 
one—how could anyone say we should 
not light our hair on fire when news re- 
ports clearly indicate there are burning 
bodies in the streets of Ramadi, that 
ISIL is going from house to house, 
seeking out people and executing them. 
Tens of thousands of people are refu- 
gees. What does the President’s spokes- 
man say? That we should not light our 
hair on fire every time there is a set- 
back. 

The Secretary of State of the United 
States of America said Ramadi was a 
mere “target of opportunity.” Have we 
completely lost—have we completely 
lost our sense of any moral caring and 
concern about thousands and thou- 
sands of people who are murdered, who 
are made refugees, who are dying as we 
speak—and the President’s Press Sec- 
retary says we should not light our 
hair on fire. 

What does the President have to say 
today? The President of the United 
States today says: Well, it is climate 
change that we have to worry about. I 
am worried about climate change. 

Do we give a damn about what is 
happening in the streets of Ramadi and 
the thousands of refugees and the peo- 
ple—innocent men, women, and chil- 
dren who are dying and being executed 
and their bodies burned in the streets? 

A few weeks ago, as ISIL closed in on 
Ramadi, the Chairman of the Joint 
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Chiefs of Staff said the city “is not 
symbolic in any way”” and is “not cen- 
tral to the future of Iraq,” the capital 
of the Anbar Province, the place where 
we lost the lives of some 400 brave 
Americans and some 1,000 in the first 
battle of Ramadi during the surge. 

These are quotes from the media re- 
ports: Bodies, some burned, littered the 
streets as local officials reported the 
militants carried out mass killing of 
Iraq security forces and civilians. 

Islamic state militants searched door-to- 
door for policemen and pro-government 
fighters and threw bodies in the Euphrates 
River in a bloody purge Monday after cap- 
turing the strategic city of Ramadi. ... 
Some 500 civilians and soldiers died in the 
extremist killing spree... . 

They said [ISIS] militants were going 
door-to-door with lists of government sym- 
pathizers and were breaking into the homes 
of policemen and pro-government tribesmen. 

So the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff said it is not symbolic in any 
way. It is not central to the future of 
Iraq. It was in response to those com- 
ments that Debbie Lee sent a letter to 
General Dempsey. Debbie’s son, Marc 
Alan Lee, was the first Navy SEAL 
killed in the Iraq war. For his bravery 
he was awarded the Silver Star and his 
comrades renamed their base in 
Ramadi “Camp Marc Alan Lee.” 

“T am shaking and tears are flowing 
down my cheeks as I watch the news 
and listen to the insensitive, pain-in- 
flicting comments made by you in re- 
gards to the fall of Ramadi’’ Debbie 
wrote General Dempsey. 

She continues: 

My son and many others gave their future 
in Ramadi. Ramadi mattered to them. Many 
military analysts say that as goes Ramadi so 
goes Iraq. 

Debbie Lee is right. Ramadi does 
matter. It matters to the families of 
the 187 brave Americans who gave their 
lives and another 1,150 who were 
wounded, some of them still residing at 
Walter Reed hospital, who were wound- 
ed fighting to rid Ramadi of Al Qaeda 
from August 2005 to March 2007. 

And it matters to the hundreds of 
thousands of Iraqis, mostly Sunnis, 
who call Ramadi home, who were 
forced to flee their homes, and feel 
their government cannot protect them 
against ISIL’s terror. 

Ramadi’s fall is a significant defeat, 
one that should lead our Nation’s lead- 
ers to reconsider an indecisive policy 
and a total lack of strategy that has 
done little to roll back ISIL and has 
strengthened the malign sectarian in- 
fluence of Iran. 

I wish to go back. Yesterday, as I 
mentioned, Press Secretary Josh Ear- 
nest said: ‘‘Are we going to light our 
hair on fire every time there is a set- 
back?” 

It is one of the more incredible state- 
ments I have ever heard a public figure 
make. Well, General Dempsey’s com- 
ments are equally as absurd. 

The New York Times headline: 
“Iraq’s Sunni Strategy Collapses in 
Ramadi Rout.” 
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The Washington Post: “Fall of 
Ramadi reflects failure of Iraq’s strat- 
egy against ISIS, analysts say.” 

Wall Street Journal: ‘‘US Rethinks 
Strategy to Battle Islamic State After 
Setback in Ramadi.”’ 

Associated Press: “Rout in Ramadi 
calls U.S. strategy into question.”’ 

Bloomberg: “Islamic State Victory 
Threatens to Unravel Obama's Iraq 
Strategy.” 

The only problem with that state- 
ment is there is no strategy to unravel. 

The Daily Beast: “ISIS Counterpunch 
Stuns U.S. and Iraq.” 

According to the Associated Press: 
“The United Nations says it is rushing 
aid to nearly 25,000 people fleeing for 
the second time in a month,” after the 
Islamic State group seized the key 
Iraqi city. 

The U.N. reported 114,000 people fled 
Ramadi in April. The U.N. reports it 
has helped more than 130,000 people 
over the past alone. 

Continuing: “Bodies, some burned, 
littered the streets as local officials re- 
ported the militants carried out mass 
killings of Iraq security forces and ci- 
vilians.”’ 

It goes on and on. 

Before I turn to my friend from 
South Carolina, I just want to point 
out, my friends, that this did not have 
to happen. This is the result of a failed, 
feckless policy that called for, against 
all reason, the total and complete 
withdrawal from Iraq after we had won 
with the enormous expenditure of 
American blood and treasure, including 
187 of them in the battle of Ramadi. 

In 2011, Senator Lieberman, GRAHAM, 
and I argued that the complete pullout 
from Iraq would ‘‘needlessly put at risk 
all of the hard-worn gains the United 
States has achieved there at enormous 
cost in blood and treasure,” and poten- 
tially be ‘‘a very serious foreign policy 
and national security mistake for our 
country.” 

We wrote a long article in the Wash- 
ington Post. In October, 2011, on the 
day President Obama announced a 
total withdrawal of troops from Iraq, 
Senator MCCAIN called the decision ‘‘a 
strategic victory for our enemies in the 
Middle East, especially the Iranian re- 
gime,” and warned that “I fear that all 
of the gains made possible by these 
brave Americans in Iraq, at such grave 
cost, are now at risk.” That was in 
2011. 

In December of 2011, Senators 
McCAIN and GRAHAM predicted that if 
Iraq slid back into sectarian violence 
due to U.S. pullout, ‘‘the consequences 
will be catastrophic for the Iraqi peo- 
ple and U.S. interests in the Middle 
East, and a clear victory for Al Qaeda 
and Iran.” 

It goes on and on. Time after time, 
Senator GRAHAM and I warned exactly 
what was going to happen in Iraq. It 
was not necessary to happen. It is be- 
cause of this President’s refusal to 
leave a force behind. 
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Now, my friends, before I turn to my 
friend from South Carolina, what was 
said at the same time that Senator 
GRAHAM, Senator Lieberman, and I 
were warning of this catastrophe? 
What was said at the same time? 

February 2010, Vice President BIDEN: 

I am very optimistic about Iraq. I think 
it’s going to be one of the great achieve- 
ments of this administration. You are going 
to see a stable government in Iraq that is ac- 
tually moving toward a representative gov- 
ernment. 

In December 2011, at a Fort Bragg 
event marking the end of Iraq war, 
President Obama said: 

But we are leaving behind a sovereign, sta- 
ble and self-reliant Iraq. This is an extraor- 
dinary achievement, nearly 9 years in the 
making. 

In March 2012—this is perhaps my fa- 
vorite—Tony Blinken, then national 
security adviser to Vice President 
BIDEN, stated: “Iraq today is less vio- 
lent, more democratic, and more pros- 
perous than at any time in recent his- 
tory.” 

This is November of 2012, and Presi- 
dent Obama on the Presidential cam- 
paign trail said: 

The war in Iraq is over, the war in Afghani- 
stan is winding down, al Qaeda has been deci- 
mated, Osama bin Laden is dead. The war in 
Iraq is over. The war in Afghanistan is wind- 
ing down. Al Qaeda has been decimated. 
Osama bin Laden is dead. 

So we have made real progress these 
last 4 years. 

In January 2014—I guess this is my 
favorite—President Obama on ISIS: 

The analogy we use around here some- 
times, and I think is accurate, is if a jayvee 
team puts on Lakers uniforms that doesn’t 
make them Kobe Bryant. 

He was talking about ISIS: 

The analogy we use around here some- 
times, and I think is accurate, is if a jayvee 
team puts on Lakers uniforms that doesn’t 
make them Kobe Bryant. 

We are seeing a dark chapter in 
American history, and it is getting 
darker. In response to a slaughter in 
Ramadi, the answer seems to be: ‘‘Let’s 
not set our hair on fire [over this].” 
That was by the President’s Press Sec- 
retary, and that Ramadi isn’t impor- 
tant at all, from the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. This is a ‘‘tem- 
porary setback.” This is, according to 
the Secretary of State, ‘‘a target of op- 
portunity.” 

Where is our morality? Where is our 
decency? Where is our concern about 
these thousands of people who are 
being slaughtered and displaced and 
their lives destroyed? And we shouldn’t 
set our hair on fire? Outrageous. 

I ask my friend, Senator GRAHAM, 
what we should do next. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Well, we should under- 
stand that the direct threat of the 
homeland is growing by the day. 

If you want to be indifferent to what 
is going on in Iraq and say that people 
are dying all over the world and that is 
no reason for us to care or get in- 
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volved, because we can’t be everywhere 
all the time doing everything for ev- 
erybody, I would suggest to you that 
ISIL in Syria and Iraq represents a 
growing threat to our homeland. But 
you don’t have to believe me. Ask our 
intelligence community. 

Over 10,000 foreign fighters have gone 
into Syria in support of ISIL over the 
last few months. Their goal is to hit 
the American homeland, so this JV 
team is becoming an existential 
threat—maybe not existential, maybe 
that is an overstatement—a real threat 
to the American homeland. 

Ramadi is a big victory for them. It 
is a recruiting tool. They have been 
able to take on the Iraqi Army. They 
have been able to stand up to constant 
air assault by the American forces. 
They are surviving, and they are thriv- 
ing. 

So if you want to stop the flow of for- 
eign fighters into the arms of ISIL, you 
have to deliver stinging defeats on the 
battlefield. Not only are they stronger 
today in Iraq and Syria than they have 
been in quite a while, but they are ex- 
panding their influence to Libya, Af- 
ghanistan, and throughout the region. 

All I can tell you is their agenda in- 
cludes three things—the purification of 
their religion, which means 3-year-old 
little girls are executed. Just hear 
what I said: They executed a 3-year-old 
little girl. They are enslaving women 
by the thousands as sex slaves under 
some twisted version of Islam. What 
they are doing to people we can’t really 
talk about on the floor, because I think 
it would be just beyond our ability to 
comprehend. 

The second thing they want to do is 
to drive out all Western influence and 
create a caliphate where our allies 
have no place. The King of Jordan 
would be deposed. All the friends of the 
United States and people who live in 
peace with Israel, they fall. And then 
their place becomes the most radical 
Islamic regime known in the history of 
the world, which will destroy Israel if 
they can—purify their religion, destroy 
Israel, and come after us. 

President Obama, President Bush 
made mistakes. He adjusted, you have 
not. President Bush had a defining mo- 
ment in his Presidency in 2006. The 
Iraq war was going very poorly. We had 
just gotten beaten on the Republican 
side, and the Iraq war was one of the 
reasons we lost at the ballot box. 

Mr. McCAIN. Could I interrupt my 
friend and point out that both of us, be- 
cause of our perception that we were 
losing in Iraq, under our Republican 
President, called for the resignation of 
the Secretary of Defense and a new 
strategy. We saw with our own party in 
the White House that we were failing 
in Iraq and we could not succeed. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Yes, I remember very 
vividly going to the White House after 
multiple visits to Iraq and telling 
President Bush: When your people tell 
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you this is just a few dead-enders, and 
this is the result of bad reporting by 
our media, they are wrong. 

Mr. McCAIN. And that stuff happens. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Yes, it wasn’t that 
stuff happens; it was that we had it 
wrong. The strategy we had in place up 
to 2006 was failing. And the way you 
know it was failing is that if you go 
there often enough—I remember the 
first trip we took in Iraq after Baghdad 
fell. We were in three SUVs. We went 
downtown, shopping, and met with 
some leaders. And every time we went 
thereafter, it was always a bit worse, 
to the point that we were inside of a 
tank, virtually, to go outside the wire. 

It was clear to anybody who was pay- 
ing attention at all in Iraq that it was 
not working. I remember talking to a 
sergeant at one of the mess halls and 
asking: Sergeant, how is it going over 
here? 

And his answer was: Well, not very 
well. We just drive around getting our 
ass shot off. 

About 1 year later, maybe 2 years 
later, we went back to the same unit, 
to a different sergeant, after the surge, 
and I asked another sergeant: How is it 
going? 

Sir, we are kicking their ass. 

So the bottom line here is that I 
think Senator MCCAIN and I have been 
more right than wrong. But we were 
willing to tell our own President it 
wasn’t working. He did make mistakes. 
We all have. It is not about the mis- 
takes you make. It is how you correct 
your own mistakes. 

This President—President Obama, 
you are at a defining moment in your 
Presidency. If you do not change your 
strategy regarding ISIL in Iraq and 
Syria—because it is one and the same— 
then this country is very likely to get 
attacked in another 9/11 fashion. You 
need to listen to the people in the in- 
telligence community and those who 
have been in the military in Iraq for a 
very long time. You are about to make 
a huge mistake if you don’t change 
your strategy. 

I know Americans are war weary, but 
let me just say this to the American 
people. The current strategy is going 
to fail, and one of the consequences of 
failure is the likelihood of our country 
or our allies getting hit and hit hard. 
We don’t have enough American forces 
in Iraq to change the tide of battle. We 
need American trainers, advisers, Spe- 
cial Forces units, and forward air con- 
trollers to make sure the Iraqi Army 
can win any engagement against ISIL. 
If we keep the configuration we have 
today, it is just going to result in more 
losses over time. 

Why do we need thousands of soldiers 
over there? To protect the millions of 
us here. And the only reason I would 
ever ask any soldier to go back over- 
seas for any purpose is if I believed it 
was important to protect our home- 
land—and I do. So this strategy that 
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we have in place is a complete failure 
inside of Syria, particularly, and it is 
not working inside of Iraq. 

We are on borrowed time, 
MCCAIN. 

President Obama, you need to listen 
to sound military advice. You need to 
build up the Iraqi military by having 
more of us on the ground to help them 
and turn the tide of battle before ISIL 
gets even stronger and they hit us here. 
If you don’t adjust, the price that we 
are going to pay as a nation is, I be- 
lieve, another attack on the homeland. 

So at the end of the day, you can 
blame Bush, you can blame Obama, 
you can blame me, and you can blame 
Senator MCCAIN. We are where we are. 
And I am convinced, if we had left a re- 
sidual force behind in Iraq, we would 
not be here today. 

President Bush, like every other 
leader in the world, had certain infor- 
mation—some of which proved to be 
faulty. He made his fair share of mis- 
takes, but he adjusted. 

President Obama had good, sound ad- 
vice in front of him to leave a residual 
force behind. He decided to go in a dif- 
ferent direction. When they tell you at 
the White House that the Iraqis didn’t 
want us to stay, that is a complete, ab- 
solute fabrication and a rewriting of 
history. President Obama, Vice Presi- 
dent BIDEN got the answer they want- 
ed. They made a campaign promise to 
end the war in Iraq. They fulfilled that 
promise, but what they have actually 
done is lost the war in Iraq. And the 
war in Iraq and what happens in Syria 
is directly tied to our own national se- 
curity. 

I hope the President will seize this 
opportunity to come up with a new 
strategy that will protect the home- 
land and reset order. Radical Islam is 
running wild in the Middle East, and as 
it runs wild over there, as they rape 
and murder, plunder and kill and cru- 
cify, to think those people will not 
eventually harm us I think is naive. 

The only way we are going to stop 
ISIL and people like ISIL is to come up 
with a strategy that will allow us to 
win. The strategy we have in place 
today will ensure the existence of ISIL 
as far as the eye can see, the fracturing 
of Iraq and Syria, and one day will in- 
evitably lead to an attack on this 
country. All of this is preventable with 
a new strategy. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, on 
behalf of Senator GRAHAM and me and 
many others, I have a message for 
Marc Alan Lee’s mother—the mother 
of the first Navy SEAL who was killed 
in the Iraq war and who, for bravery, 
was awarded the Silver Star—and 186 
other mothers who lost their sons in 
the battle for Ramadi: I will never 
stop. I will never stop until we have 
avenged their deaths. And we will bring 
freedom and democracy to Iraq. 

But more importantly than that is 
the threat this radical Islam and the 
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Iranians pose to our Nation and the 
young men and women who are serving 
in the military. 

As a result of this President’s feck- 
less policies, we have put the lives of 
the men and women who are serving in 
the military in much greater danger. 
My highest obligation is to do every- 
thing in my power to see that this situ- 
ation is reversed and that they get the 
support and the equipment they need 
and most of all that they get a policy 
and a strategy that will succeed and 
defeat ISIS and Iran in their hege- 
monic ambitions. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN). The Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor to support an amendment I 
filed with Senators MERKLEY, BALDWIN, 
and BLUMENTHAL. The amendment is 
simple. It says Congress shouldn’t 
make it easy to pass any trade deal 
that weakens our financial rules. 

In 2008, we suffered through the worst 
financial crisis in generations. Millions 
of families lost their homes. Millions of 
people lost their jobs. Millions lost 
their retirement savings. And they 
watched as the government spent hun- 
dreds of billions of their tax dollars to 
bail out the giant banks. 

In response, Congress passed some 
commonsense financial reforms—the 
Dodd-Frank act. These new rules 
cracked down on the cheating and 
lying in the financial marketplace. 
They required the big banks to raise 
more Capital so they wouldn't need a 
bailout if they started to stumble. 
They gave our regulators new tools to 
oversee the biggest banks to make sure 
the rules were followed. 

It is no surprise the giant banks 
don't like the new rules, so for 5 years 
now they have been on the attack. 
They have sent their armies of lobby- 
ists and lawyers and their Republican 
friends in Congress to try to roll back 
the rules and let the giants of Wall 
Street run free again. Democrats stood 
strong to fight off these attacks be- 
cause we knew that thoughtful rules 
can help stop the next financial crisis 
and protect our working families from 
another great recession. But now, if 
this fast-track bill passes, Democrats 
will be handing Republicans a powerful 
tool they can use to weaken our finan- 
cial rules. 

Here is how it works: This fast-track 
bill applies to any trade deal presented 
to Congress in the next 6 years, which 
is through the end of the Obama Presi- 
dency, through the entirety of the next 
Presidency, and into the Presidency 
after that. Fast-track prevents anyone 
in Congress from offering any amend- 
ments to a trade bill. And in the Sen- 
ate, with fast-track, a trade bill can 
pass with just 51 votes, not the 60 typi- 
cally required for major bills. 

What if we have a Republican Presi- 
dent in 2016 or 2020? Look, I hope that 
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will not be the case, but this is a de- 
mocracy and it is not up to me. Most 
Republicans—including ones currently 
running for President—are committed 
to rolling back financial reforms. With 
fast-track, they could weaken our fi- 
nancial rules in a trade deal and then 
ram it through Congress with just 51 
votes in the Senate. That is a lot easier 
than the 60 votes needed for a head-on 
attack on the financial rules through 
the normal legislative process. 

This is a real risk. We are already 
deep into negotiations with the Euro- 
pean Union over a massive trade agree- 
ment. The European negotiators are 
pressing hard to include financial re- 
forms as part of that trade deal. And 
lobbyists from the United States have 
recognized that the European trade 
deal is a great opportunity to weaken 
America’s financial reforms. 

Here is what a member of the Euro- 
pean Parliament said just a few 
months ago: “I have been approached 
by lobbyists that have clearly argued 
they want to have a weak European 
regulation, much weaker than Dodd- 
Frank, in order to use that afterwards 
as a level to undercut or undermine 
Dodd-Frank in the transatlantic nego- 
tiations.’’ 

The big banks on both sides of the 
Atlantic are pushing for changes, too. 
A letter from some of the largest finan- 
cial industry groups in Europe and the 
United States called for an ‘‘ambitious 
chapter” on financial regulations in 
the European trade deal. I don’t think 
they are looking to make our regula- 
tions stronger. 

Michael Barr, a former senior Obama 
official at the Treasury Department 
and one of the architects of Dodd- 
Frank, said that the risk to Dodd- 
Frank in a European trade deal is ‘real 
and meaningful and worth worrying 
about.” Barr has noted that European 
officials are “barnstorming the U.S., 
looking for support to include financial 
services as part of the talks on the pro- 
posed Transatlantic Trade and Invest- 
ment Partnership,” while the financial 
industry looks to use talks to “over- 
turn the pesky—and highly effective— 
rules being implemented in the U.S. 
under the Dodd-Frank act.” 

The Obama administration, to their 
credit, has stood strong against such 
attempts. Treasury Secretary Jack 
Lew noted in testimony before the 
House Financial Services Committee 
that there is “pressure to lower stand- 
ards” on things such as financial regu- 
lations in trade deals but that the ad- 
ministration believes that is “not ac- 
ceptable.” Our lead negotiator, U.S. 
Trade Representative Michael Froman, 
has said that the United States is ‘‘not 
open to creating any process designed 
to reopen, weaken, or undermine im- 
plementation’’ of Dodd-Frank. And 
President Obama’s administration says 
our trade deals should not include reg- 
ulation of financial services. I agree. 
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But this President won’t be President 
in 18 months, and there is nothing this 
President can do to stop the next 
President from reversing direction in 
the European negotiations. 

Senator MCCONNELL certainly knows 
this. That is why he is telling Repub- 
licans that ‘‘if we want the next Repub- 
lican President to have a chance to do 
trade agreements with the rest of the 
world, this bill is about that President 
as well as this one.” 

That is why I am proposing this 
amendment—to make sure no future 
President can fast-track a trade agree- 
ment that weakens our financial regu- 
lations. All of my colleagues who be- 
lieve in holding the big banks account- 
able and keeping our financial system 
safe should support this amendment. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I have 
come to the floor a number of times 
this week to talk about the trade issue, 
and we are now debating that legisla- 
tion. I have put up this sign because it 
is being used by folks on our side of the 
aisle to talk about the importance of 
this agreement. It talks about a free 
and fair trade agreement for a healthy 
economy. I agree that it needs to be 
fair, and I agree we need to expand ex- 
ports. 

I support for the first time in 7 years 
giving the U.S. Government the ability 
to knock down barriers to our farmers, 
our workers, and our service providers 
so we can get a fair shake, but we have 
to be sure it is fair. And so to my col- 
leagues who have put up this sign and 
then have opposed the amendment I am 
about to talk about, I hope they will 
focus on the fair part as well as the ex- 
pansion of trade to make sure it does 
indeed give our farmers and workers a 
fair shake. 

There has been a lot of debate about 
a particular amendment dealing with 
currency manipulation. It turns out ev- 
erybody is against currency manipula- 
tion. Maybe that has been an evo- 
lution, but everybody is now saying the 
same thing. The question is whether it 
should be enforceable. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1299 

There has been a lot of discussion on 
the floor here today about the amend- 
ment I am offering with Senator STA- 
BENOW, and frankly there has been 
some misinformation out here that I 
would like to clarify. 

First, I want to talk about what 
these two amendments do. They are 
very similar, with one exception. The 
amendment being offered by Senator 
HATCH and Senator WYDEN does not in- 
clude enforcement. So they say that 
this is terrible, that we ought not to 
have currency manipulation, but the 
amendment does not have the courage 
of its convictions. It doesn’t say we 
should do anything about it. 

Here is the language. First, both 
have basically the same definition— 
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targeting protracted and large-scale 
intervention in the exchange markets 
by a party to a trade agreement to gain 
an unfair advantage. What that basi- 
cally means is that people lower their 
currency deliberately by intervening in 
order to make their exports less expen- 
sive to the United States and make our 
exports to them more expensive. That 
is not fair. But basically we both iden- 
tify the same problem and ensure that 
we are focused on this issue of real cur- 
rency manipulation. 

Second, the amendment I am offering 
has a specific exemption for what we 
call macroeconomic policy or specifi- 
cally domestic monetary policy. In 
other words, QE1, 2, and 3 would not be 
affected by our amendment. Yet, even 
though the Hatch-Cornyn folks are 
saying they are concerned about that 
in our amendment, that it might affect 
domestic policy and monetary policy, 
they don’t have it in their amendment. 
We have it in ours. 

So we not only define currency ma- 
nipulation so that it is clear that it ap- 
plies to the kinds of standards the 
International Monetary Fund cur- 
rently requires—by the way, to all of 
the countries that might be signatory 
to the so-called Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship; all of them—but it also explicitly 
says in ours that this shall not be con- 
strued to restrict the exercise of do- 
mestic monetary policy. Therefore, 
ours is a stronger amendment with re- 
gard to that issue. 

I also noticed something about their 
amendment that is interesting. They 
say theirs has to be consistent with ex- 
isting obligations of the United States 
as a member of the IMF and the WTO— 
the World Trade Organization. Ours 
says the same thing, except consistent 
with existing principles and agree- 
ments, meaning the other countries 
have to live up to their agreements 
also. 

I am not quite sure why they don’t 
think other countries should have to 
live up to their obligations. When you 
sign up with the IMF and the WTO, you 
are required not to manipulate your 
currency. Yet, people do it because 
there is no enforcement. Their amend- 
ment doesn’t deal with this issue di- 
rectly. Ours does—have it be consistent 
with the obligations these countries 
have already undertaken. 

Finally and, of course, the most im- 
portant part is the enforceability. 
There were 60 Senators who in 2013 
signed a letter—and the letter went to 
the President—regarding trade agree- 
ments and currency manipulation. The 
letter said: We need to have enforce- 
able currency manipulation provisions. 
Sixty Senators. A number of those Sen- 
ators are still here in the Senate, of 
course. I think they were genuine in 
signing that letter. I was one of them, 
and I certainly was. I am also a signa- 
tory to other legislation and have been 
working on this issue for a long time. 


May 20, 2015 


Ten years ago, I testified in this Con- 
gress about this very issue. But I hope 
those 60 Senators understand that they 
said they wanted it to be enforceable. 
Ours is enforceable. It says it is to be 
enforceable just like anything else— 
like intellectual property protection, 
like what the tariff level ought to be, 
like labor and environment standards— 
and it is up to the administration to 
determine exactly how to proceed with 
that. That flexibility is in here. It isa 
trade negotiating objective, and that is 
appropriate, too, in my view. I am a 
former U.S. Trade Representative. I 
used to negotiate these agreements. 

The trade negotiation objectives are 
something we took seriously, but we 
were given some flexibility. This 
amendment provides that flexibility. 

Finally, there has been a lot of dis- 
cussion about poison pills. I have joked 
that this is more like a vitamin pill 
than a poison pill because this would 
actually help strengthen this under- 
lying agreement and help us get more 
support for trade. 

The polling data on this, by the way, 
is overwhelming. Nine out of ten Amer- 
icans agree that we have to deal with 
currency manipulation. Why? Because 
they think it is wrong. It is wrong. 

So I have heard it is a poison pill, 
first because it might hurt us here in 
the Senate. Just the opposite is true. 
There are Senators who have told me 
they would like to support trade pro- 
motion authority but they need some- 
thing on currency manipulation to help 
them get there. 

Is it a poison pill in the House? Well, 
the vote in the House apparently is 
tough to come by for TPA. I hope it 
does end up being a TPA that can pass 
the Senate and the House. As I said 
earlier, I think it is the right thing for 
the workers I represent to expand to 
markets overseas. But this will help, it 
won’t hurt, because this will give Re- 
publicans from my home State of Ohio 
and around the country the ability to 
go home and look their workers in the 
eye and say: You know what, we fo- 
cused on the fair part here. We focused 
on ensuring that if you work hard and 
play by the rules, you will have a 
chance to compete and a chance to win. 

Finally, they say: Well, it is a poison 
pill because of the White House, be- 
cause there was a veto threat rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury yesterday. Well, it was a rec- 
ommendation; it wasn’t a Statement of 
Administration Policy. 

I would just reference the President’s 
own statements on this. I know how he 
feels about it; he is against currency 
manipulation. In fact, he said that he 
wanted to be sure to work with col- 
leagues, “that any trade agreement 
brought before the Congress is meas- 
ured not against administration com- 
mitments but instead against the 
rights of Americans to protection from 
unfair trade practices, including cur- 
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rency manipulation.” He said he 
couldn’t vote for a trade agreement 
without enforceable practices on cur- 
rency manipulation—enforceable so 
that the rights of Americans could be 
protected. So I know where the Presi- 
dent stood on it, and I hope he will re- 
member that this is about expanding 
trade. And that is good. We need to do 
that but at the same time ensure that 
we have a more level playing field. 

People have said it is a poison pill be- 
cause some of our partners in TPP 
don’t want to have to live up to their 
obligations under the International 
Monetary Fund. To my colleagues I 
would just say that should concern us. 
The last thing we want to do is to com- 
plete an agreement called the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership and then find out 
after the fact that all these tariffs we 
reduced, all these nontariff barriers 
that got knocked down didn’t matter 
much because these same countries de- 
cided they were going to manipulate 
their currency, which undoes so much 
of the benefit of a trade agreement. 

Paul Volcker, former Fed Chair, has 
said it well: ““In five minutes, exchange 
rates can wipe out what it took trade 
negotiators ten years to accomplish.” 
So it should concern us if our trading 
partners aren’t interested. 

By the way, two of them—Japan and 
Malaysia—have engaged in currency 
manipulation in the past. Are they 
doing it now? In my view, no. In the 
IMF view, no. But they have. Japan 
hasn’t done it since 2012, but before 
that they did it over 300 times. 

Why the heck wouldn’t we want to 
have a provision in here that says: I 
know you are not doing it now, but 
now that we have come up with this 
great agreement to expand access for 
American farmers and American work- 
ers and American service providers to 
Japan, let’s be sure you don’t do it in 
the future and undo all those gains. 
And why would they be worried about 
that? Why would they not sign up for 
that kind of commitment? Why 
wouldn’t the United States sign up and 
all these other countries? Malaysia is 
the other country that has in the past 
manipulated its currency. Why 
wouldn’t they sign up for this? If they 
are refusing to do so, if this is consid- 
ered a poison pill for that reason, we 
should be worried about it. 

I thank the Presiding Officer for giv- 
ing me the time to clarify some of the 
statements made earlier on the floor 
today. I hope every Member of the Sen- 
ate will decide, as they talk about the 
need for more enforcement, that this is 
exactly what we are talking about and 
that they will ensure this trade pro- 
motion authority representing the 
views of the Congress includes real en- 
forcement and real help for the work- 
ers we represent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. 
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PATRIOT ACT 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, there 
comes a time in the history of nations 
when fear and complacency allow 
power to accumulate and liberty and 
privacy to suffer. That time is now. 
And I will not let the PATRIOT Act— 
the most unpatriotic of acts—go un- 
challenged. 

At the very least, we should debate. 
We should debate whether we are going 
to relinquish our rights or whether we 
are going to have a full and able debate 
over whether we can live within the 
Constitution or whether we have to go 
around the Constitution. 

The bulk collection of all Americans’ 
phone records all of the time is a direct 
violation of the Fourth Amendment. 
The Second Appeals Court has ruled it 
is illegal. 

The President began this program by 
Executive order. He should imme- 
diately end it through Executive order. 
For over a year now, he has said the 
program is illegal. Yet, he does noth- 
ing. He says: Well, Congress can get rid 
of the PATRIOT Act; Congress can get 
of the bulk collection. Yet, he has the 
power to do it at his fingertips. He 
began this illegal program. The court 
has informed him that the program is 
illegal. He has every power to stop it. 
Yet, the President does nothing. 

Justice Brandeis wrote that the right 
to be left alone is the most cherished of 
rights, most prized among civilized 
men. The Fourth Amendment incor- 
porates this right to privacy. The 
Fourth Amendment incorporates this 
right to be left alone. 

When we think about the bulk collec- 
tion of records, we might ask, well, 
maybe I am willing to give up my free- 
dom for security. Maybe if I just give 
up a little freedom, I will be more safe. 

Most of the information that comes 
on whether you are safe comes from 
people who have secret information 
you are not allowed to look at. So you 
have to trust the people—you have to 
trust those in our intelligence commu- 
nity that they are being honest with 
you, that when they tell you how im- 
portant these programs are and that 
you must give up your freedom, you 
must give up part of the Fourth 
Amendment—when they tell you this, 
you have to trust them. 

The problem is, we are having a great 
deal of difficulty trusting these people. 
When James Clapper, the head of the 
intelligence agency, the Director of 
National Intelligence, was asked point 
blank, are you collecting the phone 
records of Americans in bulk, he said 
no. It turns out that was dishonest. 
Yet, President Obama still has him in 
place. 

So when they say how important 
these programs are and how they are 
keeping us safe from terrorists, we are 
having to trust someone who lied to a 
congressional committee. It is a felony 
to lie to a congressional committee, 
and nothing has been done about this. 
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About a year ago, we began having 
this debate because a whistleblower 
came forward and said: Here is a war- 
rant for all of the phone records from 
Verizon. 

You say: Well, maybe they have evi- 
dence that people at Verizon were 
doing something wrong. 

There is no evidence. This is that 
they want everyone’s phone records. 

I don’t have a problem with going 
after terrorists and getting their 
records, but you should call a judge 
and you should say the name of the 
terrorist, and then you get their 
records as much as you want. 

If I am the judge and they ask me for 
the Tsarnaev boy’s records—the Boston 
Bomber—the Russians had investigated 
him. He had gone back to Chechnya. 
Yet, nobody asked for a warrant to 
look at his stuff. We didn’t even know 
he went back to Chechnya. And then 
we had the disaster at the Boston Mar- 
athon. 

I would make the argument that we 
spend so much time making the hay- 
stack bigger and bigger that we can’t 
find the needle because the haystack is 
too darned big. We keep making it big- 
ger and bigger, and we are taking re- 
sources away from the human analysts 
who should be looking and seeing when 
Tsarnaev travels outside of our coun- 
try. 

We recently had another terrorist 
travel from Phoenix to Texas. We had 
arrested him previously. My guess is 
there was sufficient cause—probable 
cause—for a real warrant to look at his 
activities, and we should. But I don’t 
think we are made any safer by looking 
at every American’s records. 

In fact, when this came up, the gov- 
ernment said: Well, we have captured 
52 terrorists because of this. But then 
when the President’s own privacy com- 
mission looked at all 52 of them, there 
was a debate about whether one had 
been aided but not found by these 
records and would have been found by 
other records. 

We have to decide as a country 
whether we value our Bill of Rights, 
whether we value our privacy, or 
whether we are willing to give that up 
to feel safer, because I am not even 
sure you really can argue that we are 
safer, but people will argue that they 
feel safer. But think about it. Is the 
standard to be that if you have nothing 
to hide, you have nothing to fear but 
that everything should be exposed to 
the government, that all of your 
records can be collected? 

Some will say these are just boring 
old business records. Why would you 
care if they could find out who you 
called and how long you spoke on the 
phone? Well, two Stanford students did 
a study on this. They got an app and 
they put the app on the phone—volun- 
tarily—of 500 people. These people then 
made phone calls. All they looked at 
was how long they spoke—metadata— 
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and whom they spoke to, the phone 
number to which they were connected. 
What they found was that without any 
other information, 85 percent of the 
time they could tell what their religion 
was; more than 70 percent of the time 
they could tell who their doctor was; 
they could tell what medications they 
took; they could tell what diseases 
they had. The government shouldn’t 
have the ability to get that informa- 
tion unless they have suspicion, unless 
they have probable cause that you 
committed a crime. 

When they looked at this, the appeals 
court was flabbergasted that the gov- 
ernment would make the argument 
that this was somehow relevant to an 
investigation—because that is what the 
standard is. Under the Constitution, 
the standard is probable cause, which 
means there is some evidence or sus- 
picion that you have done something 
illegal. But the standard now is rel- 
evance, which means, is it relevant to 
an investigation? But the court said 
that even that looser standard of rel- 
evance completely destroys any mean- 
ing of any words if we are going to say 
every American’s phone record in the 
whole country is somehow relevant to 
an investigation. 

But it gets worse. They don’t even 
have to prove it. The government says 
to the court that they think it is rel- 
evant, but there is no challenge and 
there is no debate. It is just taken at 
face value—or at least it was until this 
court ruling was appealed. So we now 
have the second appeals court that said 
this bulk collection of phone records is 
illegal. 

There are many different programs 
going on. This is the only one we know 
about where our government is col- 
lecting our records, and the only rea- 
son we know about it is not because 
the government was honest with you— 
the government was dishonest. The Di- 
rector of National Intelligence tried to 
basically lie to the American people 
and say it didn’t exist. So we know 
about this one, but what other pro- 
grams are out there? 

There is something called Executive 
Order 12333. There are some who be- 
lieve this is just the tip of the iceberg, 
the bulk collection; that there is an 
enormous amount of data being col- 
lected on people through this other 
program. 

One question is, if there is no Fourth 
Amendment protection to your 
records, are they collecting your credit 
card bills? I don’t know the truth of 
that. I would sure like to know. I don’t 
know whether to trust their answer if I 
asked them, if they will be honest with 
us and say are they collecting our cred- 
it card records. 

People might say: Well, your credit 
card records are just boring old busi- 
ness records. Why would you care? 

But think about it. If the govern- 
ment has your Visa bill, they can tell 
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whether you drink, whether you 
smoke, what restaurants you go to, 
what your reading material is, what 
magazines or books you read, what 
doctors you see, what medicines you 
buy? Do you buy medicine? Do you 
gamble? All of these things can be de- 
termined. 

Not only can they determine stuff di- 
rectly from your phone bill and di- 
rectly from your Visa bill, they now 
have the ability to merge all of this in- 
formation. Apparently, they have the 
ability to collect your contact lists, 
and sometimes they are collecting this 
in a way that is somewhat nefarious. 

We are supposed to be spying on for- 
eigners—foreigners who might attack 
us. Iam all for that. But what happens 
is there is a lot of data that goes in and 
out of the country. In fact, sometimes 
an e-mail from New Jersey to Colorado 
might go through a server in Brazil. 
Once it gets to a server in Brazil, they 
can not only look at your metadata— 
how long and whom you talked to—the 
content is now available. It all gets 
scooped up. It is all being analyzed. 
They are doing the social network of 
who your friends are. Some have said 
this could potentially have a chilling 
effect on the First Amendment. 

There was a time in our country not 
too long ago, in the lifetime of most of 
us, when if you called the NAACP, you 
might not want your neighbors to 
know or if you were a member of the 
NAACP, you might not want your 
neighbors to know or if you were call- 
ing the ACLU or a member of the 
ACLU, you might not want your neigh- 
bors to know. It can have a chilling ef- 
fects on your expression of your 
speech, whom you associate with, and 
whether you are fearful to have asso- 
ciation with people because you are 
fearful that knowledge might be known 
by the government. 

People say: Well, 
would never happen. 

During the civil rights era, many of 
the civil rights leaders were spied upon 
illegally by the government through il- 
legal wiretaps. 

Many Vietnam war protesters were 
also spied upon illegally by the govern- 
ment. The reason we have the Fourth 
Amendment is to have checks and bal- 
ances. Everything that is great about 
our country is checks and balances. 

Let's say we have a rapist or a mur- 
derer in Washington, DC, today. Let's 
say it is 3:00 in the morning and the po- 
lice come to the house. They think the 
rapist or murderer is inside. They do 
not just break the door down. If there 
is no commotion, no noise, no immi- 
nent danger, they stand outside and get 
on their cell phone and call a judge. Al- 
most always the judge grants a war- 
rant. Then the police go in. 

But why do you want that to happen? 
Sometimes people come up to me and 
they say “I am a policeman” or “I 
work for the FBI.” Many of my friends 


certainly that 


May 20, 2015 


are policemen and work for the FBI, 
and they say “Don't you trust us?” It 
is not about the individual. Laws are 
not about whether we trust one person 
or your brother is a policeman and 
your brother would never do anything 
wrong. It is not about your brother. It 
is not about your friend. It is about the 
potential for there to be a rotten apple, 
someone who would take that power 
and abuse that power. We have laws 
not for most of us. It is for the excep- 
tion. It is for something out of the or- 
dinary. But it is also to prevent sys- 
temic bias from entering into the situ- 
ation. For example, there was a time in 
the South when it might have been 
that a White person from the govern- 
ment might have decided they were 
going into the home of a Black person 
just because of racial bias. You get rid 
of bias by having checks and balances, 
by always saying you have to ask 
somebody else for permission. 

When we were leading up to the war 
for our independence in about 1761, I 
believe, James Otis was arguing before 
the courts. He was arguing against 
something called the writs of assist- 
ance. A writ of assistance was a type of 
warrant, but it was a generalized war- 
rant. No one’s name was on it; It just 
said: You are welcome to search any- 
body’s house to make sure they are 
paying the stamp tax. 

Do you wonder why the Colonists 
hated the stamp tax? It was not just 
the tax; it was the fact that the gov- 
ernment could break the door down, 
come in, and rifle through their papers. 
Writs of assistance were something 
called a general warrant. 

This same battle had gone on in com- 
mon law in England and developed as 
one of our precious rights that we actu- 
ally kept from the English tradition. 

John Adams wrote about James Otis 
fighting against these general war- 
rants, and he said it was the spark that 
led to the American Revolution. That 
is how important this is. 

The Fourth Amendment was a big 
deal to our Founders. The right to pri- 
vacy, as Justice Brandeis said, the 
most cherished of rights, is a big deal. 
We should not be so fearful that we are 
willing to relinquish our rights without 
a spirited debate. 

The debate over the PATRIOT Act, 
which enshrines all of this and got this 
started, goes on about every 3 years or 
so. It has a sunset provision. It is set to 
expire in the next few days. But we are 
mired in a debate over trade. There is 
another debate over the highway bill. 
And the word is that we will not get 
any time to actually debate whether 
we are going to abridge the Fourth 
Amendment, whether we are going to 
accept something that one of the high- 
est courts in our land has said is ille- 
gal. Are we going to accept that with- 
out any debate? 

I, for one, say there needs to be a 
thorough debate, a thorough and com- 
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plete debate about whether we should 
allow our government to collect all of 
our phone records all of the time. 

In England, about the time of James 
Otis, there was another man by the 
name of John Wilkes. I learned about 
this story in reading my colleague Sen- 
ator LEE’s book recently. John Wilkes 
was a rabble-rouser. He was a dis- 
senter. Some called him a libertine. I 
do not know about his morals, but I 
know he was not afraid of the King. 

The King was becoming more and 
more powerful at that time. That is 
one of the complaints we had as well. 
So John Wilkes began his own news- 
paper. It was called the North Briton, 
and he labeled it with numbers. The 
one at the time became the North Brit- 
on No. 45. It became so famous 
throughout England that it was also 
part of our idiom, part of our language 
in the United States. Everybody knew 
what 45 was if you mentioned it. But he 
wrote something about the King. He 
basically wrote what would be an op-ed 
in our day. He made the mistake of 
sort of saying that the King’s behavior 
or the Prime Minister’s behavior was 
equivalent to prostitution. That did 
not make the King very happy, so the 
King wrote out a warrant for the arrest 
of anybody who had to do with the 
writing of this North Briton No. 45. But 
the warrant did not have anybody’s 
name on it. It was a generalized war- 
rant. 

He said: Arrest anybody. 

So they broke down John Wilkes’ 
door. They rifled through and ruined 
the contents of his house, arrested him, 
put him in irons, and took him to the 
Tower of London. They did the same to 
49 other people. But John Wilkes was 
not about to take this lying down, so 
John Wilkes actually then decided that 
he would sue the King. 

I tried doing the same thing. I tried 
suing the President, and it has not 
gone so well. But the thing is that ev- 
erybody ought to think they have the 
ability and the equality to sue even 
their leaders. 

So he sued the King, and something 
remarkable happened. This was in the 
early the 1760s. When he sued the King, 
he actually won. I think the award was 
like 1,000 pounds, which would be a sig- 
nificant sum of money for us in today’s 
terms. It was a big victory. It was part 
of the discussion going on simulta- 
neously over here with James Otis. It 
was a big deal. 

So often my party does such a great 
job talking about the Second Amend- 
ment and the right to bear arms. I am 
all for that. But the thing is, I do not 
think you can adequately protect the 
Second Amendment unless you protect 
the Fourth Amendment, the right to 
privacy. Your house is your castle. The 
right to not have your castle invaded is 
so important. 

I will give an example. A lot of peo- 
ple think we will be safer if we collect 
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gun records. A few years ago, they col- 
lected all the gun records and they had 
them in Westchester County, near New 
York City. A newspaper decided they 
would publish them. They really did 
not think this through. But you can 
see the danger of what happens when 
the government has records and then 
releases them to everybody. 

Imagine a woman who has been 
abused or beaten by her husband and 
has left him. She lives in fear of him 
finding her. Now the registration 
comes out and says where she lives and 
that she has a gun or, worse yet, where 
she lives and that she does not have a 
gun. 

Think about prosecutors and our 
judges. I know many of them who put 
bad people away, and many of them 
have concealed carry. Many of them 
travel to work. The security meets 
them in the parking lot. They go to 
work, but they worry. We have had 
sheriffs and we have had prosecutors 
killed in Kentucky because the crimi- 
nals were angry that they were locked 
up. 

We do not want all of our records by 
the government to be put out there in 
public for everybody to know where we 
live and whether we have a gun. 

You can see the issue of privacy is 
not a small issue. It is a big issue. It 
was incredibly important to our 
Founding Fathers. 

Some have said it is too late to even 
get this back. There have been articles 
written in the last few weeks that say 
that whether or not the PATRIOT Act 
expires, the government will just keep 
on doing what they are doing. In fact, 
there is a provision in the PATRIOT 
Act that says any investigation al- 
ready begun before the deadline can go 
on in perpetuity. 

The other thing is that there are peo- 
ple now writing—John Napier Tye, who 
was the Internet watchdog for this pro- 
gram, wrote that he believes that Exec- 
utive Order 12333 is really allowing all 
this bulk collection under what the 
President says are article II authori- 
ties. 

Article II gives the President and the 
executive branch different powers, but 
these are not unlimited powers. Some 
think they are. Some say the President 
has the absolute power when it comes 
to war. Article II actually comes after 
article I. In article I, section 8, the 
President was told he does not get to 
initiate war. The most basic of powers 
with regard to war were not actually 
given to the President; they were given 
to Congress. 

What is sad about this, what is going 
on now is that Congress has not shown 
sufficient interest in what the execu- 
tive branch does on a host of things, 
whether it be regulation, whether it be 
the enormous bureaucracy, but really 
so much power has shifted and gone 
from Congress and wound up in the ex- 
ecutive. 
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It is the same way with intelligence. 
We have intelligence committees, but 
the question is, Are they asking suffi- 
cient questions? There are some. Sen- 
ator WYDEN has been a leader in this. 
He and I have worked together. He 
really has been the leader because he 
has been on the Intelligence Com- 
mittee. He has more information, real- 
ly, than the rest of us do, but he at 
times has been hamstrung because 
once you know information, if it is told 
to you in a classified setting, you are 
not allowed to talk about it. Some- 
times it actually makes sense, if you 
want to speak out, not to actually 
learn through the official channels but 
to read on the Internet because if you 
learn about it through official chan- 
nels, you cannot say anything about it 
even if the government is lying about 
it. 

We are talking about an enormous 
amount of information. We are talking 
about all of your phone records all of 
the time. 

Recently, there were some com- 
plaints by people in the newspaper. 
They said: Well, the government is 
really only getting one-third of your 
records; they are not getting enough of 
your records. Some want them to get 
more of your records. 

The objective evidence shows, 
though, that we really have never got- 
ten anyone independently; we have not 
found any terrorist independently of 
this. But still some people are so fear- 
ful, they are like: How can we get ter- 
rorists? We will be overrun with terror- 
ists, and ISIS will be in every drug- 
store and in every house in America if 
we do not get rid of the Constitution, if 
we do not let the Fourth Amendment 
lapse, and if we do not just let every- 
body pass out warrants. 

That is what we do under the PA- 
TRIOT Act. The PATRIOT Act allows 
the police to write their own warrants. 
This is one of the fundamental separa- 
tions we did with the Fourth Amend- 
ment. This was probably the most im- 
portant thing we did, to separate police 
power from the judiciary, to have a 
check and a balance so you would 
never get systemic bias, so you would 
never get political or religious or ra- 
cial bias in your judicial system. We 
separated these powers. 

We now let the police write their own 
warrants. It is a special form of police. 
It is the FBI, but they are domestic po- 
lice. The FBI is allowed to write their 
own warrants. These are called na- 
tional security letters. They do not 
have to be signed by a judge. There is 
no probable cause. If they come into 
your house, there is no ability for you 
to complain. In fact, sometimes they 
are now coming into our houses with- 
out us knowing about it. This is called 
a sneak-and-peek warrant. Like every- 
thing else, the government says we will 
be overrun with terrorists if we do not 
let the government quietly sneak into 
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our house when we are gone and put in 
listening devices, search through our 
papers and read all of our stuff while 
we are gone. 

They do not have to have probable 
cause necessarily for these. It is a 
lower standard. But we are letting the 
FBI write this without a judge review- 
ing it. 

I have a friend who is an FBI agent. 
I play golf with him. He is like: Don’t 
you trust me? I do trust him. I do not 
trust everybody. 

Madison said that if government was 
comprised of angels, we would not need 
restrictions, we would not need laws. 
Patrick Henry said that the Constitu- 
tion is about restraining the power of 
government. It is not about the vast 
majority of good people who work in 
government. It is about preventing the 
bad apple. It is about preventing the 
one bad person who might get into gov- 
ernment and decide to abuse the rights 
of individuals. 

Some say: Well, the NSA has never 
abused anyone’s rights. That may or 
may not be true. They are giving us 
the information. We do not get to inde- 
pendently look at the information. 
They are telling us. It is the same 
group who says they were not doing 
any bulk collection of data at all. But 
even if we presume they are telling us 
the truth, it is not really the end of the 
story because the story should be that 
we do not want to allow the abuse of 
power to happen. 

As the debate unfolded the first time 
for the PATRIOT Act, something oc- 
curred that happens frequently around 
here. There is not enough time. Hurry 
up, hurry up, there is not enough time. 
It is kind of like the debate right now. 

Unless we insert ourselves at this 
moment, I am not sure we will have 
any debate on the PATRIOT Act. It has 
been set to expire for 3 years. We have 
known it was coming, and the question 
is, Do we not have enough time because 
we just don’t care enough? Are we 
going to relinquish our rights or con- 
strict our rights to the Bill of Rights, 
even though we know it is coming up 
and that we have to do something else 
that occupies all of our time? 

Senator WYDEN and I have a series of 
amendments. Our amendments would 
try to reform some of this. Our amend- 
ments would say that NSLs, national 
security letters, cannot just be signed 
by the police, that they would have to 
go to a judge. 

People argue: Well, how would we 
catch terrorists? The same way we 
catch other people who are dangerous, 
such as murderers and rapists, anybody 
in our society. In fact, when you look 
at the criminal process for criminal 
warrants, warrants are almost never 
turned down. But just that simple 
check and balance of having the police 
call a judge is one of the fundamental 
aspects of our jurisprudence, and we 
gave it up so quickly on the heels of 
9/11 because of the fear. 
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The thing is, when the PATRIOT Act 
came forward, most people didn’t even 
read it. There was a committee bill and 
this and that and there was a last- 
minute substitution. It was given 
hours, and it was simply passed in a 
spate of fear. 

As we look at what happened at that 
time, I think we now have the ability 
to look backward and say: Is there an- 
other way? When we start with the doc- 
trine that a man’s house or a woman’s 
house is their castle, it was a very old 
notion, maybe even dating back to the 
times of Magna Carta. Our castle and 
our papers are a little bit different 
now, and the Supreme Court has not 
quite caught up to where we are tech- 
nologically. They are getting there, 
but this really needs to be debated and 
discussed at the Supreme Court level 
because the thing is we don’t keep our 
papers in our house anymore. In fact, 
we have gone to such a paperless soci- 
ety that 90 percent of your paper—or if 
you are under 30 years old, 100 percent 
of your paper—is held somewhere else. 

The question we have to ask is: Do 
you retain a privacy interest in your 
records? When the phone company 
holds your records, do they have an ob- 
ligation to keep them private? Do you 
retain a privacy interest? If the gov- 
ernment wants the records from the 
phone company, should they be allowed 
to write the name Verizon and get all 
of the records from Verizon? I, frankly, 
think that if John Smith has his phone 
service with Verizon and he is a ter- 
rorist, the warrant should say John 
Smith and go to Verizon, but it is an 
individualized warrant. I don’t think 
we should have generalized warrants. 

There are some who want to replace 
the bulk collection of records with a 
different system where the government 
doesn’t hold the records, but the phone 
companies hold the records. I am also 
concerned about this for one big rea- 
son: The recent court case has now said 
the PATRIOT Act does not justify the 
collection of records, that it is actually 
illegal. I am concerned that since the 
court is now saying section 215 doesn’t 
allow a bulk collection, that in trying 
to reform this, what is called the USA 
FREEDOM Act, we will actually be 
granting new power to section 215 that 
the court says is not there. The court 
is saying that it stands logic on its 
head to say relevance means nothing, 
that everybody’s records in the whole 
country could be relevant. 

We have even changed, over time, the 
investigations and whether there is a 
full-blown investigation at the begin- 
ning of an investigation. Who gets to 
decide or define what an investigation 
is? The bottom line is that we look at 
this, and as we move forward, we have 
to decide whether our fear is going to 
get the better of us. 

Once upon a time, we had a standard 
in our country that was innocent until 
proven guilty. We have given up on so 
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much. Now people are talking about a 
standard that is: If you have nothing to 
hide, you have nothing to fear. Think 
about it. Is that the standard we are 
willing to live under? Think about 
whether you believe you still have a 
privacy interest in the records that are 
held by the credit card companies, your 
bank or the phone company. 

In the PATRIOT Act, they did some- 
thing to make it easier to collect 
records and to override your privacy 
agreement. If you read the nitty-gritty 
of any of these agreements that you 
have when you use a search engine or 
when you are on the Internet, you do 
voluntarily say that your information 
will be shared in an anonymous way, 
but they promise they will not give 
your name to somebody. 

The phone company has the same 
sort of privacy agreement, but what 
has happened through the PATRIOT 
Act is that we have given them liabil- 
ity protection. At first blush, you 
might say we have too many damn law- 
suits. I am kind of that way. I am a 
physician. We have way too many law- 
suits. I am for cutting back on law- 
suits. But at the same time, if you give 
the phone, Internet or credit card com- 
pany immunity to ignore your privacy 
agreement, they will. 

Instead of the government storing 
billions and billions of records in Utah, 
the new system is still going to store 
billions and billions of records in the 
phone company, but still the question 
is: Will we access them in a general 
way? It says we are going to look at a 
specific person, but if you look at the 
way “person” is defined, a person could 
be a corporation. I don’t think you 
should have a warrant that says 
Verizon and gets all the records for all 
of their customers. 

The other thing that has been going 
on that they have not been completely 
honest with, and we may have some 
data on, is that the government is 
going inside of the software. They are 
asking companies such as Facebook or 
demanding that companies such as 
Facebook give them access through 
their source code so the government 
can get in. Now, to Facebook’s credit, 
they are fighting them, and I think 
more companies are now standing up 
and trying to fight against this. But in 
a nefarious way, the government is 
going into the code of Facebook and 
then inserting malware into other peo- 
ple’s Facebook and spreading it 
throughout the Internet. 

The government is also looking at 
communications between two nodes. 
Let’s say you communicate with 
Google and it is encrypted, but then 
when Google has a data center that 
talks to another data center which is 
nonencrypted, the government just 
hooks up to a cable and siphons off 
records. There is a danger that you will 
have no privacy left at the end of this. 

The Fourth Amendment is very spe- 
cific. The Fourth Amendment says you 
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have to individualize a warrant and put 
a name on the warrant. You have to 
say specifically what records you want, 
you have to say where they are lo- 
cated, and then you have to ask a judge 
for permission. 

The sneak-and-peek warrant I was 
talking about before is section 213. It is 
now permanent law. We don’t even get 
a chance to talk about it. We could re- 
peal it, and I will have an amendment 
to repeal it. This is where the govern- 
ment goes in secretly and says: Well, 
we need this lower standard because 
terrorists will get us if we don’t. Well, 
we have now had it on the books for a 
decade and do you know who they are 
getting? Drug people—people who are 
buying, selling or using drugs. That is 
a domestic problem, which also leads 
me to something else about the PA- 
TRIOT Act that really bothers me. 

When we first started talking about 
the standards of the PATRIOT Act and 
going from probable cause, which is 
what the Constitution has, to 
articulable suspicion, down to rel- 
evance, we said: Well, we are going to 
lower standards because we are going 
after foreigners. They are not Ameri- 
cans and they are not here. We are 
going to lower the standard, and really 
there could be some debate in favor of 
that. 

When we first did it, we said we could 
not use that information for a domes- 
tic crime. I will give an example. I 
asked one of the intelligence folks at 
one time to answer a question and was 
dissatisfied with the response. Let’s 
say the government comes in through a 
sneak-and-peek warrant. They don’t 
tell you that they are in your house. 
Guess what. They find out you are not 
a terrorist, but you have paint in your 
house which you bought through your 
office business expense, and you are 
painting your house, which is a tax vio- 
lation. It is a domestic crime, but they 
got into your house through false pre- 
tenses. They said you were a terrorist, 
but they were wrong. However, they 
found out you were not being perfectly 
honest with your taxes. They have got- 
ten in through a lower standard. 

Ultimately, if we let them collect all 
of your records and we let a domestic 
crime be prosecuted by this, we could 
have the government sifting through 
your credit card records because they 
say the Fourth Amendment doesn’t 
protect records, including your phone 
records—not the content, just all of 
this data. After they put it together 
and mesh it, they decide, by looking at 
your digital footprint, that maybe you 
are somebody who runs traffic lights. 

Now we are taking something that 
was intended to capture foreigners and 
we will capture people domestically 
and prosecute them for domestic 
crimes, the specific thing they prom- 
ised us they would never do. So things 
morph and get bigger and bigger. 

We could have a valid debate about 
whether we have gone too far, but we 
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should at least have a debate. 
Shouldn’t we get together and say: 
Let’s have a debate. Let’s devote all 
week to this. 

For a while, I have asked to have a 
full day and have five or six amend- 
ments that Senator WYDEN and I could 
put forward and have a full-fledged de- 
bate over whether the bulk collection 
of our records is something we should 
continue to do. 

I think if you look at this and say: 
Where are the American people on this, 
well, there has been poll after poll. 
Well over half the people—maybe well 
over 60 percent of the people—think 
the government has gone too far. But if 
you want an example of why the Sen- 
ate or Congress doesn’t represent the 
people very well or why we are maybe 
a decade behind, I would bet that 20 
percent of the people here would vote 
to just stop this—to truly just stop it— 
at the most; whereas, 60 to 70 percent 
of the public would stop these things. 

You are not well represented. What 
has happened is that I think the Con- 
gress is maybe a decade behind the peo- 
ple. I think this is an argument for why 
we should limit terms. I think it is an 
argument for why we should have more 
turnover in office because we get up 
here and stay too long and get sepa- 
rated from the people. The people don’t 
want the bulk collection of their 
records, and if we were listening, we 
would hear that. 

The vote in the House, while I don’t 
think the bill is perfect, and I think it 
may well continue bulk collection, was 
over 300 votes to end this program and 
to say we are no longer going to have 
bulk collection. Yet it looks like the 
majority in this body says we still need 
bulk collection. In fact, the biggest 
complaint from the majority of this 
body is that we are not collecting 
enough records and that we need to 
collect more records. 

Can we have security and liberty at 
the same time? 

I had breakfast with a high-ranking 
official from our intelligence commu- 
nity maybe 6 months ago, and I asked 
him: How much information do you get 
from metadata and how much do you 
end up getting from a warrant? He 
said, without question, you get more 
from a warrant. People talk about 
whether we can go one hop or two hops. 
That means if you are suspected of ter- 
rorism and you called 100 people—if we 
look at your records, that is one hop. If 
we look at the next 100 records, that is 
a second hop. As you go in, this pyr- 
amid gets bigger and bigger until you 
are talking about tens of thousands of 
people. 

As you get further and further away 
from the suspect, I see no reason you 
couldn’t keep getting warrants. If they 
say that warrants are slow and labo- 
rious and there is not a judge, put more 
judges on the court. If they say they 
need them at 3 in the morning, put the 
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judges on 24-hour alert and you can 
call them at 3 in the morning. We call 
judges for a warrant in the middle of 
the night all across America. I see no 
reason why you can’t have security and 
the Constitution at the same time. 

The President instituted the Privacy 
and Civil Rights Board. They went 
through a lot of this, and some of the 
things they came up with, I think, 
were truly astounding. The amount of 
information, I think, is mindboggling— 
of what is being sucked up in this. 
There is something called section 702 of 
FISA, and this has allowed them to 
collect information on Americans who 
might have been communicating with a 
foreigner. You say: Well, that Amer- 
ican is probably suspicious. Well, it 
goes out in ripples and it becomes this 
enormous amount of—cache of infor- 
mation. 

When they looked at some of this re- 
cently—the Washington Post looked at 
this—they found that 9 of 10 inter- 
cepted conversations were not the in- 
tended target. So I think there was one 
estimate that in the last year we had 
89,000 targets. If you multiply that and 
say it is only one-tenth of what we ac- 
tually take, you are now looking at 
900,000 records of people who had noth- 
ing to do with terrorism. They didn’t 
even really talk to the person. They in- 
cidentally talked to a person who 
talked to the person. It could be the 
terrorist called Papa John’s and you 
called Papa John’s, so now you are in 
the same phone tree network. That can 
ripple out in waves. That information 
should not be collected, it should not 
be put in a database, and it should not 
be stored. Ultimately, we are col- 
lecting so much information that it is 
all of your information. 

One thing that should concern us 
about simply going from a system 
where the government collects all of 
these records and stores them in Utah 
to one where the phone company does 
it—actually some people in the NSA 
are acquiescing and saying it is not so 
bad. That concerns me that the NSA is 
saying “not so bad.” It concerns me 
that we are still going to have bulk 
collection. 

The debate we really need to have is 
whether, if someone else is holding 
your records, if you still have any kind 
of privacy interest in your records. I 
personally think your phone records 
are still partially yours, in a way, or 
that you have a privacy interest in 
them. This is going to become very im- 
portant because your records ulti- 
mately—there probably will not even 
be any records in your house, they will 
be on your phone, and then your phone 
records are connected to the company. 
Who owns them? Do you have a right 
to privacy in those records? I think 
you can have security and freedom at 
the same time, but I think if we are 
not careful, this is going to get away 
from us. 
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When they found out that 9 out of 10 
intercepts were actually not the in- 
tended target, just ancillary informa- 
tion they picked up, they also found 
that 50 percent contained email ad- 
dresses that were U.S. citizens. So let's 
say you collect a million pieces of in- 
formation and you are just gathering 
this up and you are intending to go 
after foreign targets who might be ter- 
rorists, but over half of this informa- 
tion, much of it incidentally gained, is 
actually U.S. citizens. So this is sort of 
an end run—they call it backdoor 
searches—but it is sort of an end run 
that has gone around the Constitution, 
gone around the Fourth Amendment, 
to collect information that we have ac- 
tually said should be illegal to be col- 
lected that way, but we are doing it be- 
cause we have done an end run around. 

Also realize you can send an email 
from Virginia to South Carolina and it 
might go over a server in Brazil. If 
your email goes over a foreign server, 
all of a sudden, boom, everything is 
done. The Constitution is out the door. 
They can collect that, even the con- 
tent. It is never revealed to you; noth- 
ing is ever presented to you. It is all 
done within the executive branch, with 
no advocate on your side. 

There are several programs that 
came out through this that are being 
collected. It is not just the bulk collec- 
tion. There is a program called PRISM 
that has been out there for a while and 
there is another one called Upstream. 
In PRISM, it is a surveillance program 
that collects Internet communications 
of foreign nationals from at least nine 
major Internet companies. 

I think this wouldn't have happened 
if the Internet companies were not 
given liability protection. I think what 
would have happened is they would 
have said we are violating our obliga- 
tion to our customers and we are going 
to fight against this. But the PATRIOT 
Act even made it worse. The PATRIOT 
Act made it a crime to reveal that you 
had been served with a warrant. So we 
have gone way beyond any typical con- 
stitutional mechanisms. 

In the Upstream Program, a similar 
thing happened, but this is when the 
data is collected as it moves across 
U.S. junctions. The problem is not so 
much going after foreign communica- 
tions but going after incidental and 
collecting incidental communications 
that involve American citizens. 

John Napier Tye was a section chief 
for Internet freedom in the State De- 
partment’s Bureau of Democracy. He 
was going to give a speech—and I think 
this is very telling. This is reported in 
the Washington Post. He had written 
out his speech and he sent it for re- 
view. In his speech, he said: If U.S. citi- 
zens disagree with congressional and 
executive determinations about the 
proper scope of intelligence activities, 
they have the opportunity to change 
policy through democratic process. 
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And we think, Who could object to 
that? What would his censors say? How 
could he possibly say we don’t have the 
right through democratic process to 
change policies? They had him strike 
“through intelligence processes” be- 
cause I guess they apparently think we 
don’t have the democratic ability to 
change these things. The sad truth is it 
may be true because a lot of this is 
being done by Executive order. 

Executive Order No. 12333 has no con- 
gressional oversight. In fact, the ques- 
tion was asked recently of one of the 
Senate leaders, Will you investigate 
this? Now, there may well be a secret 
investigation going on, but there was 
some indication it was really outside of 
our purview. 

I don’t think anything the executive 
branch does should be outside of our 
purview. The whole idea of having co- 
equal branches was to have checks and 
balances. One of the biggest problems I 
find in Washington is that sometimes 
the opposition party—if we have a 
Democratic President and a Republican 
Congress, you will get a little bit of ad- 
versity and a little bit of pitting ambi- 
tion against ambition and check and 
balance. But the party that is the same 
party as the President just doesn’t 
tend to push back, probably for par- 
tisan reasons. Now, it is not just the 
other party; it happens when Repub- 
licans are in power also. What happens 
is the political party that is the same 
power as the President tends to sort of 
be open to letting things move on, just 
letting the President accumulate more 
power. But I think this should be tell- 
ing that when he said we could change 
things through democratic action, 
President Obama’s White House Coun- 
sel told him that, no, that wasn’t true. 
He was instructed to amend the line 
and make a general reference to our 
laws and policies but to leave out intel- 
ligence policies as if we don’t really get 
a say in what they do as far as what in- 
formation they collect on us. 

John Napier Tye goes on to warn us. 
He says: Unlike section 215, Executive 
Order No. 12333 authorizes collection of 
the content of communications, not 
just metadata, even for U.S. citizens. 

So quite often we are told—we were 
told for years—don’t worry, they are 
not collecting your data; they are just 
collecting the data of foreigners. It 
turns out that wasn’t true. 

Now, the big thing they tell us is, 
Well, we are not collecting the content, 
we are just collecting the numbers. But 
when we read John Napier Tye, he says 
the Executive order authorizes collec- 
tion of the content of the communica- 
tions also, not just metadata, and also 
for U.S. persons. 

So the question is, If we get rid of 
bulk collection, will the Executive con- 
tinue to do it anyway? 

The other question is, Why doesn’t 
the Executive stop this? It was started 
by Executive action and can be ended 
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by Executive action at any time. 
Where is the Executive? How come the 
press gives him a free pass just to say 
Congress needs to fix this? Sure, I 
messed it up, I broke it; I am doing 
something that the second appeals 
court said is illegal, and I am going to 
keep on doing it until Congress does 
something. Why don’t we see any ques- 
tions from the press? Why don’t we see 
anybody from the media saying, Mr. 
President, it is illegal. You started it. 
You were performing a program that is 
collecting all of the phone records from 
all Americans. It has been declared il- 
legal from the second highest court in 
the land. Why don’t you stop? I have 
not ever heard the question asked of 
him. 

With the Executive order, apparently 
because this, they say, is article II, and 
then article II to them means they can 
do whatever they want without any 
oversight by Congress, the conclusion 
by John Napier Tye is that there is 
nothing to prevent the NSA from col- 
lecting and storing all communica- 
tions. This concerns me. 

The President instituted or brought 
together a group called the Review 
Group on Intelligence and Communica- 
tion Technologies. In it, they came for- 
ward with some recommendations. 
Recommendation No. 12 was that all of 
this data—all of this incidental data 
that is becoming part of these data- 
bases that is collected under these au- 
thorities—the Executive order—should 
be immediately purged unless there is 
a foreign intelligence component to it. 
The Review Group further rec- 
ommended that a U.S. person’s inciden- 
tally collected data should never be 
used in a criminal proceeding against 
that person. 

So now we are back to what I was 
talking about earlier. If you are going 
to go away from the Constitution, if 
you are going to say to catch bad guys 
we can’t really have the Constitution, 
we are going to have to have a bar that 
is a lot easier to cross that allows us to 
do kind of what we want, wouldn’t you 
want to exclude American citizens 
from being convicted or put in jail for 
a crime under a lower standard? It is 
kind of like this: The question is, If the 
government can come in without a 
valid search warrant, without announc- 
ing they are in your house, collect all 
of your data, would you want them to 
have hours and hours in your house 
without any probable cause and then 
start arresting you for this? 

There are rumors we are doing this. 
There are rumors that intelligence 
warrants, which are nonconstitutional, 
which are a lower standard, are being 
used to get regular criminals. What 
they do is collect information through 
data, metadata analysis, all of this, 
they get enough to be convinced that 
you are a drug dealer, and then they 
arrest you by getting a traditional 
warrant, but they are using informa- 
tion they got illegally to get to you. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Section 213, this whole sneak-and- 
peak, where they go in without an- 
nouncing that they have been in your 
house, 99.5 percent of the people ar- 
rested are actually people who com- 
mitted a domestic crime. They are not 
terrorists. So we are told you have to 
have a PATRIOT Act to get terrorists. 
Yet what we really find is that they are 
using it in a way that is not honest. 
They are using a lower standard—a 
standard less than the Constitution— 
and they are using that standard then 
to arrest people for basic domestic 
crime. 

The President’s Review Commission 
in recommendation No. 12 rec- 
ommended that this incidentally col- 
lected data not be used criminally 
against anybody. They gave their rec- 
ommendations to the White House. The 
White House stated that the adoption 
of these recommendations they re- 
quested would require significant 
changes and indicated it had no plans 
to make any changes. So the Presi- 
dent's own review commission says 
there is great danger in using a lower, 
less-than-constitutional standard to 
collect great amounts of information 
that can be searched. There is great 
danger to privacy. There is also great 
danger to using information collected 
outside of the Constitution. There is 
great danger in then using that for do- 
mestic prosecution, and the President 
said he has no intention of any 
changes. 

When I think of this President, it is 
probably what disappoints me most. 
There were fleeting times when this 
President was in the U.S. Senate that 
he stood up for the Constitution. In 
fact, there is a quote from the Presi- 
dent when he was running for office— 
there are many quotes—but there was 
one quote saying that the warrants 
that are issued by police—national se- 
curity letters—should be signed by a 
judge. The very amendment that I will 
try to get a vote on he seemed to have 
supported, but now his administration 
is issuing hundreds of thousands—it 
starts out with a few, then 47, then a 
couple hundred, and now it is in the 
thousands. Any time you give power to 
government, they love it and they will 
accumulate more. Any time you give 
power to government and expect them 
to live within the confines of the 
power, they will not live within the 
confines of power unless you watch 
them like a hawk. You have to watch 
them. You have to have oversight. 

We are at a point now where we have 
enormous bulk collection, enormous 
collection of American citizens’ data; 
one program we know almost nothing 
about. Yet it goes on with no debate. 
The Executive order from 1981 has been 
transformed into a monster with tenta- 
cles that reach into every home in our 
country. The collection of records that 
is going on is beyond your imagination, 
and we need to know about it. There 
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needs to be a public debate. It has be- 
come even more pressing that we have 
this public debate because the problem 
is that we have the President and we 
have the Congress and we have the in- 
telligence community not being honest 
with us. So the fact that the Director 
of National Intelligence would come to 
Congress and lie and say they are not 
collecting this information, and then 
when they do admit to it say: Oh, by 
the way, it is working really well. We 
are capturing all kinds of terrorists— 
but they hold all the information, and 
we rely on them to be honest and to 
present truthful information to us. 
This is a big problem. 

Currently, the courts haven’t 
brought their rulings up to date. The 
debate has been going on for a long 
time. In 1928 there was the Olmstead 
case. The Olmstead case went against 
those of us who believe in privacy. I be- 
lieve that case still lingers on, even 
though it has been reversed. 

In the Olmstead case, Ray Olmstead 
was a bootlegger, and the government 
decided to eavesdrop on his conversa- 
tions, but they didn’t have a warrant. 
They could have gotten a warrant. Who 
knows why they didn’t get the warrant, 
but they didn’t get a warrant. But the 
Court ended up ruling that phone con- 
versations were not protected by the 
Fourth Amendment. This was a sad day 
in our history when this happened in 
1928. 

The dissent in that case was Justice 
Brandeis. As so often occurs in our his- 
tory, sometimes the dissent becomes 
the majority opinion and becomes pro- 
found because it was there at the time. 

Harlan’s opinion, the dissent in 
Plessy v. Ferguson, is what everybody 
refers to. Nobody refers to the majority 
in saying that separate is equal. They 
were wrong—the same as in the 
Olmstead case. People remember Jus- 
tice Brandeis. It is probably one of the 
most famous quotes in jurisprudence: 
“The right to be let alone is the most 
cherished of rights.” It is “the [right] 
most valued among civilized men.”” 

We have this debate still sometimes, 
though, because some conservatives 
say: There is no right to privacy. I 
don’t see it in the Constitution. And 
conservatives who argue that there is 
no right to privacy aren’t remembering 
the 9th and 10th Amendments very 
well, particularly the 9th Amendment. 

The Ninth Amendment says that all 
the rights aren’t listed, but those that 
aren’t listed are not to be disparaged. 
Even our Founding Fathers worried 
about this. Our Founding Fathers came 
forward and they at first thought we 
would just do the Constitution without 
the Bill of Rights. Some of them wor- 
ried. They said: If we do the Bill of 
Rights, people will think that is all we 
have. If we list ten different amend- 
ments, they will think that is all of our 
rights. So they finally convinced every- 
body to go along with it by saying: We 
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will put in the 9th and 10th amend- 
ment, with the 10th Amendment lim- 
iting the powers, saying only the pow- 
ers enumerated are given to the Fed- 
eral Government and everything else is 
left to the States and the people, re- 
spectively. But the Ninth Amendment, 
which is in many ways sort of the step- 
child of our amendments, hasn’t been 
adequately, I think, adhered to or rec- 
ognized. It says that those rights not 
listed are not to be disparaged. 

Sometimes we have this discussion 
because some people say it has to be 
enumerated. I agree completely if we 
are talking that the powers given to 
government should be enumerated. 
They are few—few and limited, the 
powers given to the government. But it 
is the opposite with your rights. Your 
rights are many and infinite. Your 
rights are unenumerated, and you do 
have a right to privacy. So while the 
word “privacy” is not in the Constitu- 
tion, in the Fourth Amendment, 
though, they do talk a lot about your 
privacy. It is about your home, that 
your home is your castle. 

The exact words of the Fourth 
Amendment are: 

The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, 
shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall 
issue, but upon probable cause, supported by 
Oath or affirmation, and particularly de- 
scribing the place to be searched, and the 
persons and things to be seized. 

The reason why we should worry 
about whether a warrant is individual- 
ized is we have had some tragic times 
in our history. During World War II we 
didn’t individualize the arrests of Japa- 
nese Americans. We didn’t say: That is 
so-and-so who lives in California, and 
we think they are communicating with 
Japan and telling our secrets. We indis- 
criminately rounded up all of the Japa- 
nese and incarcerated them. 

There have been times in our history 
when we haven’t acted in an individ- 
ualized manner. It happened through- 
out the South in the old Jim Crow 
South. We told people that we were 
going to relegate them to a certain sta- 
tus based on a general category. 

So when we talk about individ- 
ualizing warrants, we are talking about 
trying to prevent bias from occurring. 
Now, bias can occur for a lot of dif- 
ferent reasons. I tell people that you 
can be a minority because of the color 
of your skin or the shade of your ide- 
ology. You can be a minority because 
of your religion. You can be a minority 
because you are home-schooled. But 
the thing is, if you are a minority, if 
you are a dissenter, if you dissent from 
the majority, you need to be very, very 
aware of your constitutional rights. Be 
very, very aware of the Bill of Rights. 

The Bill of Rights isn’t so much for 
the prom queen. The Bill of Rights 
isn’t so much for the high school quar- 
terback. Many people in life always 
seem to be treated fairly. The Bill of 
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Rights is for those who are less fortu- 
nate, for those who might be a minor- 
ity of thought, deed or race. We have to 
be concerned about the individualiza- 
tion of our policies or we run the risk 
and the danger of people being treated 
in categories. 

Right now we are treating every 
American in one category. There is a 
general veil of suspicion that is placed 
on every American now. Every Amer- 
ican is somehow said to be under sus- 
picion, because we are collecting the 
records of every American. 

We talk about metadata and whether 
or how much it means or what the gov- 
ernment thinks it can determine from 
metadata. There are some people who 
say: Don’t worry. It is just your phone 
logs. It is no big deal. It is just boring 
old business records. We should be a 
little bit concerned by the words of one 
former intelligence officer who said, 
that ‘‘we kill people based on 
metadata.” He wasn’t referring to 
Americans. He was talking about ter- 
rorists. But we should be concerned 
that they are so confident of metadata 
that they would kill someone. 

Instead of our believing that 
metadata is no big deal and it just 
should be public information and any- 
body can have it, realize that your gov- 
ernment is so certain of metadata that 
they would kill an individual over it. 
That seems to me to make the point 
that metadata is incredibly important, 
if we would make a decision to kill 
someone based on their metadata. 

The Electronic Frontier Foundation 
has done a lot of work for privacy and 
deserves a lot of credit. Mark Jaycox 
writes in an issue from last year that 
“it is likely that the NSA conducts 
much more of its spying power under 
the President’s claimed ‘inherent’ pow- 
ers and only governed by a document 
originally approved by Executive 
order.” 

So while we are superficially having 
a debate over the bulk collection of 
records that some claim are authorized 
under the PATRIOT Act, section 215, 
there is a whole other section that 
some privacy advocates are worried 
about that is even bigger. 

I had a meeting recently with one of 
the founders of one of the huge social 
communication companies, and he told 
me that he thinks we are missing some 
of the debate here, because he says ev- 
erybody is talking about bulk collec- 
tion of your phone records. He is con- 
vinced that there is ever so much more 
being collected through backdoor chan- 
nels. These backdoor channels can 
occur in two ways. They can occur one 
way by going and looking at foreigners’ 
information and then coming through 
the backdoor back into our country 
and looking at Americans” informa- 
tion. That American's information has 
tentacles and spreads and it becomes 
this enormous grouping of incidental 
information. In fact, some have said 9 
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out of 10 pieces of data pulled in aren't 
about terrorists; they are just inci- 
dental stuff. 

What the President's review commis- 
sion says is we should delete that once 
we find it is not relevant to an inves- 
tigation. The amazing thing to me is 
that even people who support the PA- 
TRIOT Act—and I don't; I think the 
PATRIOT Act lowers the constitu- 
tional standards and risks all freedom 
and our liberty. But even for those who 
think the PATRIOT Act is fine, they 
said that the PATRIOT Act never was 
intended to do this. 

So if you want to ask yourself is the 
government overstepping, even the au- 
thors of the PATRIOT Act are now 
telling us that the overstepping is to 
such a degree that they think the PA- 
TRIOT Act doesn’t justify it. 

In fact, that is really what the court 
ruled recently. I had hoped the court 
would rule that the bulk collection— 
the grabbing up of all your records— 
was unconstitutional, but they actu- 
ally simply ruled that the PATRIOT 
Act does not sanction it. The PATRIOT 
Act does not give authority to the gov- 
ernment to do this. It is a pretty amaz- 
ing sort of set of circumstances—that 
the government has taken something 
that was intended in one way, com- 
pletely transformed it, and then when 
they are rebuked by the court, they are 
not chastened at all. 

I wonder why no one has had the guts 
or the wherewithal to ask the Presi- 
dent why he doesn’t stop this now. The 
President could today listen to this 
speech on the floor of the Senate, and 
he could change his mind. He could, 
this afternoon, with his pen—he says 
he has his pen and his cell phone—he 
can immediately stop the bulk collec- 
tion of data. In fact, all of the alter- 
natives he could continue and he could 
probably do now. He could also say he 
is going to collect the data with a war- 
rant. He has all of that power. 

Someone should ask the President: 
Mr. President, why do you keep doing 
something the court has said is illegal? 
Why do you continue doing this, and 
why won’t you stop? And how could we 
possibly think that it is a responsible 
answer to say: Oh, I will stop when 
they make me. His own privacy com- 
mission says that what he is doing is 
illegal and should stop. 

One of the things that people are 
worried about is that the government 
is forcing its way into the code source 
of different Facebook, Google, and dif- 
ferent Internet companies. There are a 
couple of things that are occurring be- 
cause of this. If you live in Europe, if 
you are Angela Merkel or if you are 
anybody in Europe, you might not 
want American stuff anymore. 

There are already rumors in discus- 
sion that billions of dollars—there has 
been some estimating of over $100 bil- 
lion—have been lost to where we have 
been a dynamic leader in software, in 
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hardware, in the Internet. People don’t 
want our stuff because they don’t trust 
us anymore. 

One of the reasons they don’t trust us 
is this. We have a group called the Tai- 
lored Access Operations that targets 
system administrators and installs 
malware while masquerading as 
Facebook servers. That is a little 
scary—that if you go on Facebook, 
somehow malware is getting into your 
computer and then searching and al- 
lowing them to know everything you 
are doing on your computer. If you 
have a warrant, to my mind you can do 
a host of these things, but do it to 
someone you have suspicion of. 

I think we have made the haystack 
so big that no one is ever getting 
through the haystack to find the nee- 
dle. What we really need to do is iso- 
late the haystack into a group of sus- 
picious people and spend enormous re- 
sources looking at suspicious people— 
people for whom we have probable 
cause. If you think of almost every in- 
stance—I mean, go back to 9/11. You 
will have people come forward with a 
ridiculous assumption that if we had 
the PATRIOT Act, we wouldn’t have 
had 9/11. We would have caught those 
two terrorists in San Diego. And I am 
like, you mean the two terrorists that 
were living with a confidential inform- 
ant for a year? 

We knew who these people were. 
These people were talking to each 
other. It wasn’t a lack of gathering in- 
formation. All of these incidentals and 
all of this grabbing up of bulk records 
isn’t what we needed. We needed the 
CIA to call the FBI. We needed further 
that FBI call Washington and for some- 
body to listen to them. 

The 20th hijacker, a guy named 
Moussaoui, was captured a month in 
advance. We got him in Minnesota. We 
got his computer. He was captured be- 
cause people said—he was from a for- 
eign country, and he was attempting to 
learn to take off planes but not land 
them. The FBI agent there ought to be 
given a Medal of Honor. Instead of giv- 
ing the Medal of Honor to the head of 
the FBI, we should have fired the head 
of the FBI and this FBI agent should 
have been made the head of the FBI. He 
wrote 70 letters to his superiors. He 
caught the 20th hijacker. He should be 
a well-known name to every American 
and a hero. He caught the 20th hi- 
jacker. He saved lives. But his superior 
got 70 letters and did squat. I have no 
idea what happened to his superior, but 
nobody was fired for 9/11. Instead of fir- 
ing the people who did not do a good 
job, we gave them medals. The guy who 
did a good job, I don’t know what hap- 
pened to him. 

(Mr. SCOTT assumed the Chair.) 

What we did is we decided we would 
just collect everybody’s information, 
that we would sort of scrap the Bill of 
Rights. 

I have met a lot of our wounded sol- 
diers. I have met young men who have 
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lost two, three arms, two, three limbs, 
sometimes four limbs. I have met peo- 
ple who are paralyzed. And to a person, 
when I ask them ‘‘What were you fight- 
ing for?’’ they tell me ‘‘The Constitu- 
tion.” They tell me “Our way of life”” 
or “Our Bill of Rights.” Don’t you 
think they would be disappointed to 
find out that they went over there and 
they risked life and limb and gave up 
part of their bodies and they came 
home, and while they were gone we 
gutted the Bill of Rights? 

Not only did we get it—we can have 
a difference of opinion on this, but not 
only did we gut it, we don’t have time 
to debate it. We just willy-nilly say: 
That is fine. We are not even going to 
have time to debate it. We have known 
for 3 years that this debate was coming 
up. Yet, we squashed a bunch of bills in 
the last week, and we have no time for 
debate, no time for amendments, no 
time to discuss whether we are willing 
to trade our liberty for security. 

Franklin said that those who trade 
their liberty for security may wind up 
with neither. 

This is a very important debate that 
we need to have in the public, in the 
open. We worry about—or some of us 
worry that just in discussion of bulk 
records, we may not get to other pro- 
grams the government just simply will 
not tell us about. A lot of them are 
written about, though. 

In another episode of the Electronic 
Frontier Foundation’s newsletter, they 
talk about a program called Muscular. 
Muscular is a program that is siphon- 
ing off the data between different data 
centers. Yahoo and Google sometimes 
have—at least did have communication 
between them that was not encrypted. 
Your information was encrypted going 
to the data center, but then between 
data centers, it was not encrypted, and 
the government is simply siphoning all 
this off through Executive order. I do 
not know whether it is foreign. I do not 
know whether there is incidental 
American. I do not know what is being 
collected. We have no oversight, no 
ability to vote on whether we continue 
this program or discontinue this pro- 
gram. The companies are sometimes 
not notified of the warrants or if they 
are notified of the warrants are told 
they cannot talk about them; they are 
gagged. This is the kind of stuff we 
need to have in the open. 

Some of the information people are 
talking about that the NSA collects on 
Americans is contacts from your ad- 
dress book, buddy lists, calling records, 
phone records, emails, and then they 
put it all into a data—I think the pro- 
gram is called SNAC. They put it all 
into this data program, and they de- 
velop a network of who you are and 
who your friends are through all of the 
interconnection of all of your contacts 
and friends. 

If you ask them “Is any of this pro- 
tected by the Fourth Amendment,”’ the 
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answer you will get is “The Fourth 
Amendment does not protect third- 
party records.” So, really, we are going 
to have this go to the Supreme Court. 

I said earlier that in the Olmstead 
case in 1928, Justice Brandeis was in 
the dissent. The vote was 6 to 3, I be- 
lieve. The Court ruled that phone con- 
versations have no protection. So we 
started out with a bad history. The 
phone was just coming around and be- 
coming commonplace. The Supreme 
Court said: Your conversations do not 
have any protection. 

This went on for 40-some-odd years 
until we hit the late 1960s—I think 
1968—and the Katz case. Then they say 
there is an expectation of privacy. So 
that was a big blow for those of us who 
believe in privacy, that we finally de- 
cided your phone conversations are pri- 
vate and that you have an expectation 
of privacy and that it should take a 
warrant with your name on it, individ- 
ualized, with probable cause. 

But we go another dozen years, 10, 12 
years, and we get another court case 
called Maryland v. Smith. Here, 
though, the Court ruled that your con- 
versation are protected from the gov- 
ernment, that the government has to 
have a valid warrant, but they end up 
saying that your records don’t and that 
the government is allowed to eavesdrop 
and pick up and accumulate records 
about your phone calls without a war- 
rant. I think that was a big mistake. 

The case in Maryland v. Smith, 
though, is one sort of petty criminal 
and a few records over a few-day pe- 
riod. The question that I would like to 
see before the Supreme Court would be, 
is that equivalent to all Americans’ 
phone records all the time? There was 
at least some kind of investigation 
going on of this person. They did not 
do it the right way. I think they should 
have gotten a warrant. 

But in this case, what the govern- 
ment is arguing is that every one of 
you is somehow relevant to an inves- 
tigation for terrorism. That is absurd. 

Finally, we get to the appellate court 
last week, and the appellate court says 
that. They say that, frankly, it is ab- 
surd to say that everybody in America 
is relevant to an investigation. Not 
only is it absurd, not only is it trifling 
with your privacy and your right to be 
left alone, but it takes our eye off the 
prize. 

Why do you think it is that there are 
not enough human analysts to know 
that Tsarnaev, the Boston Bomber, was 
plotting to bomb the Boston Mara- 
thon? Why did we not know he got on 
a plane to go to Chechnya? One of the 
things that we were told at least in the 
newspaper was that he had an alternate 
spelling of his name. So we have been 
15 years and we cannot figure out that 
sometimes these names are spelled a 
little differently and we did not know 
he flew back and was radicalized in an- 
other country. 
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I am for spending more money and 
more time on analysts to investigate 
and look at the data connected to peo- 
ple of suspicion. But I do not want to 
spend a penny on collecting all of the 
information from all of the innocent 
Americans and giving up who we are in 
the process. We have to fight against 
terrorism. We have to protect our- 
selves. But if we give up who we are in 
the process, has it been worth it? Are 
you really willing to give up your lib- 
erty for security? What if the security 
you are getting is not even real? They 
said the 52 people who were caught 
through the bulk collection program— 
the President’s own privacy group in- 
vestigated and said not one person was 
captured. There is a possibility of one, 
but they already had information on 
him from some other source. 

Under the Executive order, we are 
still not talking about the PATRIOT 
Act, we are talking about something 
that nobody knows much about at all. 
No common Member has been, to my 
knowledge, informed of what is going 
on in this program; none of those not 
on the Intelligence Committee. 

But they have something with this 
information called the special proce- 
dures governing communications 
metadata analysis. This is allowing the 
NSA to use your metadata—phone 
records, et cetera, who you call, how 
long you speak—under the PATRIOT 
Act and section 702 to create social 
networks of Americans. So not only 
are we collecting your data because the 
government says—and realize this; 
many of your elected officials are say- 
ing this: that you have no right to pri- 
vacy and the Constitution does not 
protect your records. They are col- 
lecting all of your records, some of it 
incidental, but they are creating these 
enormous databanks, but then they are 
connecting metadata to other 
metadata to create social networks of 
who you are. 

You should be alarmed. We should be 
in open rebellion saying: Enough is 
enough. We are not going to take it 
anymore. We should be in rebellion 
saying to our government that the 
Constitution that protects our free- 
doms must be obeyed. Where is the out- 
rage? 

I tend to think young people get it. 
Young people—you see them—their 
lives revolve around their cell phone. 
They realize that if I want to know 
about their lives, if I collect the data 
from their phones—not the content of 
their phone calls but the data from 
their phones—that I can know vir- 
tually everything about them. Do we 
want to live in a world where the gov- 
ernment knows everything about us? 
Do we want to live in a world where 
the government has us under constant 
surveillance? 

They will say: We are not looking at 
it; we are just keeping it in case we 
want to look at it. The danger is too 
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great to let the government collect 
your information. 

I think there is a valid question as to 
whether simply the collecting of your 
information is something that goes 
against the Constitution. 

One of the other areas where we are 
seeing collection of data—I mean, it 
would just boggle your mind. We are 
not just talking about one program; we 
are talking about dozens of programs 
the government has instituted to look 
at your stuff. 

There is another group called EPIC, 
the Electronic Privacy Information 
Center. They talk about suspicious ac- 
tivity reports. Those are reports your 
bank has to file whenever you deal in 
cash at the bank. There are certain 
dollar limits. They think, well, gosh, 
someone is probably a bad person if 
they are putting $9,500 in cash in the 
bank. Well, it turns out that a lot of 
honest, law-abiding people do that. 

Not too long ago, there was a Korean 
husband and wife. They owned a gro- 
cery store. They dealt with a lot of 
cash. They were very successful. Three 
times a day, they deposited over $9,000, 
$8 to $10,000. They tried to stay under 
$10,000 because there were all kinds of 
extra paperwork if you were over 
$10,000. So what the government said is, 
you are structuring your deposits to 
evade people. You must be guilty of 
something. 

The government then can accuse peo- 
ple of a crime and take their stuff. 
There is something called civil asset 
forfeiture. It does not require that you 
be convicted, does not even require 
that you be accused of something. 

There was a story not too long ago in 
Philadelphia—Christos Sourovelis. The 
teenager was selling drugs out of the 
back of the parents’ house. So they 
caught the kid and they were pun- 
ishing him, but they decided they 
would punish the parents, too. They 
confiscated the parents’ house and 
evicted the family. So the teenager 
makes a mistake by selling drugs, and 
what does the government do? They 
take the parents’ house. So you think 
that is going to help the kid or help 
anything get better in this situation by 
taking the house? But here is the rub: 
The kid did not even have to be con- 
victed of anything. The kid did not own 
the house; he was just their kid. 

If we allow all kinds of data to be out 
there to catch people and then we are 
not even going to require that you are 
convicted of a crime before we take 
your stuff—you can see the danger of 
allowing so much data to be collected. 
But we are currently convicting and 
taking people’s stuff or their money 
simply based on what they are using it 
for. 

The Washington Post did a series of 
articles on this. Turns out that most 
people having their stuff taken are 
poor, often African American, often 
Hispanic, but for the most part poor. 
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One guy was here in Washington and 
had $10,000. He was going to buy equip- 
ment, such as a refrigerator or a com- 
mercial oven or something, for his res- 
taurant. They just stopped him and 
took his money. It took him years to 
get it back. He only got it back be- 
cause the Institute for Justice defended 
him in getting it back. But it turns 
justice on its head because he was basi- 
cally considered to be guilty until he 
could prove himself innocent. 

Realize, then, that people like this 
are sometimes being picked up because 
of something called suspicious activity 
reports. Suspicious activity reports 
make your bank into a policeman or 
policewoman. When you deposit things, 
they are obligated to report you to the 
government. Does it sound something 
like ‘1984’? Does it sound like you 
have informants out there every- 
where—see something, say something; 
that your banker is going to call the 
government if you put cash into the 
bank? 

The burden should always be on the 
government to prove you are guilty of 
something. You should never be con- 
victed and you should never be pun- 
ished without there first being a trial, 
without there first being evidence, 
without there first being a trial with a 
lawyer, with a verdict. 

Some of this has gone into the war 
on drugs. The war on drugs has a lot of 
problems. But part of it has been the 
abuse of our civil liberties. Also, part 
of the war on drugs is that there has 
been a disparate racial outcome. What 
do I mean by that? There have been in- 
stances where—if you look at the sta- 
tistics, three out of four people in pris- 
on are Black or Brown and are there 
for nonviolent drug use. But if you 
look at the surveys and you ask your- 
selves: Are White kids using drugs the 
same as Black kids, it is equal. White 
kids are 80 percent of the public. How 
do we get the reverse for 80 percent of 
the population in jail is Black and 
Brown? It is a problem. If we can’t fig- 
ure it out, you are going to have to 
continue to realize why people are un- 
happy. 

If you want to know why there is un- 
happiness in some of our cities, you 
should read The New Yorker. About 3 
or 4 months ago they did a story about 
Kalief Browder. Kalief Browder was a 
16-year-old Black kid from the Bronx. 
He lives in a poor situation. His family 
had no money, and he had been in trou- 
ble before. 

But he was arrested, and he was sent 
to Rikers Island—16 years old, ar- 
rested, sent to Rikers Island. His bail 
was $3,000. His family couldn’t come up 
with $3,000. He was kept for 3 years 
without a trial. At least some of it was 
in solitary confinement. 

He tried to commit suicide. Can you 
imagine how he must feel? Can you 
imagine how his parents must feel? Can 
you imagine how his friends feel, the 
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kids he went to high school with. Do 
you think they think justice is occur- 
ring in our country? 

We have to be careful we don’t let 
slip away who we are in the process of 
all of this fight against terrorism, all 
of this fight against drugs, because 
what happens is people take things 
that are bad. Terrorism is bad, drugs 
are bad. But we take this fight about 
something that is bad, we forget about 
the process of law, we forget about the 
rule of law, and we forget who we are 
in the process. 

But if you want to know why people 
are unhappy in some of our big cities, 
you want to see that unhappiness in 
the street, it is because some people 
don’t think they are getting justice. I, 
frankly, agree with them. I think there 
isn’t justice in our country when this 
occurs. 

Originally, we had the Constitution. 
Then after 9/11 we got the PATRIOT 
Act. The biggest change between the 
Constitution, which provided protec- 
tion for us from people, bad people, for 
200 years or more—the biggest dif- 
ference is we changed the standard on 
how we would arrest people or how we 
would give out warrants. 

I remember having this debate about 
3 years ago when we talked about the 
PATRIOT Act. I was walking along 
talking to another Senator, and he was 
alarmed that the PATRIOT Act would 
expire at midnight. What would we do? 

And I was like: Couldn’t we, for just 
a couple of hours, you know, live under 
the Constitution? 

I mean we did for 200 years, for good- 
ness’ sake. We have all kinds of tools. 
There is almost no judge in the land 
that is going to turn down a warrant. 
The FISA warrants, the ones they give 
for security, 99.9 percent of them are 
approved. 

Couldn’t we give out warrants? They 
said it takes too long. Computers work 
in the blink of an eye. In the blink of 
an eye, if John Smith is thought to be 
a terrorist and he called 100 people, in 
the blink of an eye, I can look at the 
100 on the list and I can say: What is 
the evidence that some on the list look 
suspicious or any of them from a for- 
eign country or any of them on another 
list from somebody calling from a for- 
eign country. 

There are ways to look at this where 
we would simply then get a warrant for 
the next hop and the next hop and the 
next hop. There is no reason we can’t 
catch terrorists the same way we catch 
other bad people in society by using 
the Constitution. 

Initially, the government had to 
show evidence that you were an agent 
of a foreign power, but this is no longer 
true. Now all you have to do is make a 
broad assertion that the arrest is re- 
lated to an ongoing terrorism inves- 
tigation. 

The problem in the FISA Court is 
that when they take you to this court, 
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it is secret. You don’t get your own 
lawyer, and basically the government 
says to the FISA Court judge: Oh, yes, 
it is related to an investigation—but I 
don’t believe they are forced to show 
that it is relating to an investigation. 
In some ways, I think we have gone too 
far because what you end up having is 
you have people who are saying it is re- 
lated, but the question is, Is there any 
evidence that there is a relation to it 
and how could there be a relationship 
of everybody in America to an inves- 
tigation? 

We also often have given gag orders, 
and this is one of the big complaints of 
the Internet companies. They get order 
after order after order, a national secu- 
rity letter. They get all of these 
suspicionless warrants, and then they 
are told they can’t talk about it or 
they will go to jail. There are some 
people who got gag warrants who were 
librarians and for a decade or more 
were not allowed to talk to anybody to 
say that they had received this war- 
rant. 

The American Civil Liberties Union 
has written that the PATRIOT Act 
‘violates the Fourth Amendment,” 
which says the government cannot con- 
duct a search without obtaining a war- 
rant and showing probable cause to be- 
lieve that a person has committed or 
will commit a crime. 

The ACLU goes on to say that it 
“violates the First Amendment’s guar- 
antee of free speech by prohibiting the 
recipients of search orders from telling 
others [these are the gag orders] about 
those orders, even where there is no 
real need for secrecy.” 

These are the gag orders. They also 
say that it ‘‘violates the First Amend- 
ment by effectively authorizing the 
FBI to launch investigations of Amer- 
ican citizens in part for exercising 
their freedom of speech.’’ Now, they 
went back in and they wrote the rules 
and said: Oh, you are not supposed to 
do it if it violates someone’s freedom of 
speech. But the bottom line is that the 
opening we have given to the intel- 
ligence community is so wide that 
there are, for all practical purposes, no 
limitations on the gathering of your 
information. 

In the Maryland v. Smith case, we 
kind of get to the point where we have 
said that telephone conversations are 
protected, but we have said trace-and- 
trap and pen register, where they col- 
lect your data by phone calls, is not. 
The problem is—and this is a problem 
that needs to be corrected by the 
courts—at this point they are essen- 
tially nonexistent. There are no protec- 
tions in the court for any kind of war- 
rant that has to be gotten for any kind 
of metadata. 

The FBI need not show probable 
cause or even reasonable suspicion of 
criminal activity. It must only certify 
to a judge, without having to prove it, 
that such a warrant would be relevant 
to an ongoing investigation. 
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Also, typically in the past, when we 
gave warrants for wiretaps, they were 
sorted to entities. You kind of had to 
name the entities. But now we are giv- 
ing the ability to collect data, pen reg- 
ister, trace-and-trap data on your 
phone calls nationwide. This is a severe 
departure from what we had had in the 
past because typically warrants were 
given under a judge’s jurisdiction, so 
within a region. But now we have a 
blanket order that says we can collect 
any of your phone records, anywhere, 
anytime, across the whole country. 
This goes against the history of the 
way we have had jurisprudence. 

We talk a lot about phone data but 
your emails are in there too. Interest- 
ingly, your emails, after 6 months, 
have no protection at all. So any email 
you have on your computer, after 6 
months, has no protection at all. 

Up to 6 months, there is a little bit of 
protection, but the government is al- 
lowed to look at—without a probable 
cause warrant—is able to look at whom 
you are communicating with and the 
header on the subject line. The govern- 
ment is also able to look at, through 
metadata, the Web sites you visit. 

You can see how various groups 
would say that might be an infringe- 
ment of their First Amendment be- 
cause let’s say the government now 
knows I go to Electronic Frontier 
Foundation or I go to EPIC or I go to 
ACLU. I am concerned with civil lib- 
erties. Am I a potential problem to the 
government? I am concerned and I am 
a critic of the government. Is it a prob- 
lem the government now knows what 
Web sites I go to and that I am con- 
cerned with this? 

Now, if the government would hear— 
they would say: No, that is not what 
we are doing. 

But the other part of the question is 
maybe not yet, maybe not now, but 
you can also squelch and severely re- 
strict First Amendment practices if 
just simply the fear of the government 
looking at it might change my behav- 
ior. There is all the evidence, there 
have been surveys, saying that 20, 25 
percent of people doing things online 
are changing their behavior because 
they are afraid of the government. 

The government argues that the list 
of Web sites and Web site addresses is 
simply transactional data, but I think 
there is much more you can garner 
from this data. 

The PATRIOT Act that is due to ex- 
pire is just three sections. Interest- 
ingly, the complaints that I have are a 
lot over section 215, which the govern- 
ment claims is their justification for 
collecting all of your phone records. 
Now, the courts have said otherwise. 
The appeals court said last week that 
the business records do not give them 
the authority to collect your records. 
In fact, the courts have been very spe- 
cific that it is illegal. 

The President is currently ignoring 
the court, and the President continues 
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to collect your phone data, all of your 
phone data, all of the time, as much as 
they can get. They have not changed 
any of their behavior, that I know of, 
since it was declared to be illegal. 

Some of the changes—I would repeal 
the whole thing. I would repeal the 
whole PATRIOT Act. But some of the 
changes that I would favor, if we were 
allowed to change it, if we could get a 
consensus in this body that would mir- 
ror the consensus that I think is in 
America—once you get outside the 
beltway of Washington and you go 
back into America and you ask people 
are they for this, the vast majority of 
people think the government shouldn’t 
collect all of their phone records all of 
the time. 

But there are some changes we could 
make. I think the first thing we ought 
to do is not replace this system but ba- 
sically say we are not going to collect 
data in bulk, that we are not going to 
collect your phone records, your credit 
card information, your emails, and 
where you go on the Web. We are not 
going to collect that in bulk. 

I think we could change the PA- 
TRIOT Act to say we are only going to 
collect data that has to do with some- 
one who is suspicious, that we have 
presented some suspicion to a judge, 
and that the judge said: This is prob- 
able cause. 

The standard is not that hard. It is 
hard for me to imagine, in fact, a judge 
saying no. Judges always say yes. If at 
3 in the morning there is a murder 
somewhere inside a house in DC, what 
do you think the odds are that when 
the police call for the warrant that the 
judge will say no? Odds are most of us 
want the judge to give permission. But 
it is the checks and balances that we 
want so we don’t have police who oper- 
ate on bias or bigotry or religious dis- 
crimination. We want the people to be 
bound by the rule of law. 

It is kind of interesting, because you 
will hear Republicans sometimes give 
lip service to the rule of law. But in 
giving lip service to the rule of law, 
what happens is they seem to forget 
the whole idea of privacy. They are for 
it in economic transactions but not so 
much with regard to personal liberty. 

The New York Times has written and 
talked about some of the economic ef- 
fects of this. In an article by Scott 
Shane a couple of years ago, he talks 
about the idea that foreign citizens, 
many of whom rely on American com- 
panies for email Internet services, are 
concerned about their privacy. 

Now you can say you don’t care 
about foreigners, and they don’t get 
the same standard as we get, so you 
can understand maybe there is going to 
be a lower standard. But realize, if we 
are going to say the standard is quite a 
bit different and that there is no pro- 
tection for anybody’s data on the 
Internet, realize that standard is going 
to scare people in other countries away 
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from our stuff. It is going to scare peo- 
ple away from our email companies. It 
is going to scare people away from our 
search engines. 

I think if you would talk to any of 
these companies out there—and some 
of these companies are some of the 
greatest success stories in our coun- 
try—if you think of the Internet revo- 
lution and you think of how America 
has really led, America has been the 
leader. We have created hundreds of 
thousands of jobs, billions of dollars of 
profit. In our zealousness to grab up 
every bit of information and in our 
zealousness to ignore, basically, the 
Constitution, we are grabbing up so 
much stuff we are scaring people to 
death. There has already been billions 
of dollars lost to North American com- 
panies because of this, because Euro- 
peans, Asians, they don’t want our 
stuff anymore. They don’t want things 
with our hardware. They don’t want to 
deal with our services because they are 
fearful the U.S. Government is looking 
at all of their transactions. 

The government is pretty clueless 
over this. Recently, one of the mem- 
bers of President Obama’s administra- 
tion came out—in fact, several mem- 
bers—complaining about encryption. 
They are like: Well, you know, we are 
going to maybe have some laws to pre- 
vent these companies from encrypting 
things. It is like: Don’t you get it? 
Don’t you get why companies—the 
encryption is a response to govern- 
ment. The encryption is a response to a 
government that has run amok basi- 
cally collecting our information, col- 
lecting all of our information. So if you 
are an American Internet company, if 
you are an American search engine or 
an American email company, what do 
you think you are saying? You are say- 
ing: The only way I am getting Euro- 
peans back, the only way I am getting 
Asians back is to say I am going to 
protect them from my government. 

Isn’t that a sad state of affairs? 

People say: Well, how will you get 
terrorists if everything is encrypted? 

Edward Snowden was using an 
encrypted email server, and the com- 
pany that was housing him—that was 
specifically the genre of their business. 
They had a business that was 
encrypted because some people want to 
be private for a lot of different reasons, 
many of them legitimate—business, 
legal, personal reasons. But, anyway, 
when they came to get Edward 
Snowden’s email, they didn’t ask just 
to get his email; they said they wanted 
the encryption keys for the entire busi- 
ness. 

See, this is the problem. You have to 
realize there are zealots who don’t 
seem too concerned with your privacy 
rights. Imagine what they are going to 
do if they say to Apple: We don’t want 
just the encryption for you to let us in 
one time to see John Smith, who we 
think is a terrorist; we want you to let 
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us in all of your products. If they force 
a good company like Apple to do that, 
who in the world would want anything 
from Apple anywhere in the world? 
There is a danger that we will destroy 
great American companies by forcing 
this surveillance into their products. 

(Mr. TOOMEY assumed the Chair.) 

Senator WYDEN has also made a good 
point. If the government is going to 
mandate backdoor access to the code 
source and the government is going to 
say that Facebook or Google has to let 
them in a backdoor, that is a window, 
that is a breach of the wall, it is a 
breach of protection. 

Senator WYDEN and others have made 
a good point. He said: If you do that, 
you will be actually weakening these 
companies to attacks of cyber security 
because if somebody can get in, some- 
body else who is smart can get in as 
well. 

So there is a danger to letting the 
government in. 

There are dozens and dozens of these 
programs. The NSA has something 
called the Dishfire database. It stores 
years and years of text messages from 
around the world. That might be fine 
except for it ends up trapping people 
who are also American citizens as well. 
It ends up tracking and trapping purely 
domestic texts that are retransmitted 
outside the country. 

They have a program called Tracfin 
that collects and accumulates 
gigabytes of credit card purchases. I 
don’t know—for some reason, I am 
more appalled by the credit card pur- 
chases than I am the phone because I 
think of all the stuff you can buy with 
your credit card and what it indicates 
about you. 

With phones—you can find out a lot 
with people’s phone records. When the 
Stanford students looked at phone 
records, they found that 85 percent of 
the time they could tell your religion. 
The vast majority of the time, they 
could tell your doctors. The vast ma- 
jority of the time, they could tell what 
disease you had. The vast majority of 
the time, the government can then also 
connect you through social networking 
and tell an extraordinary amount 
about you. 

With a credit card, it is even more 
explicit than that. They can tell if you 
drink, if you smoke, and how much, 
what magazines you buy, what books 
you read, what medicines you take. All 
that is on your credit card. And we are 
more and more that type of society. We 
are less and less a society of cash and 
more and more a society where every- 
thing is on paper. That should worry 
us. It should worry us that the govern- 
ment has access to all of our records 
all of the time. It should concern us 
that the government also says, when 
you ask them—and this is an impor- 
tant point—that your records, when 
held by a third party, are not protected 
at all. It is debatable whether that is 
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true. I think it needs to be looked at 
again by the court, and I think there 
are those who will, in the court, say 
your third-party records are. The 
Maryland decision was 6 to 3. 

Justice Marshall felt your third- 
party records should be protected. He 
specifically mentioned that there was a 
potential stifling effect for association, 
there was a potential stifling effect for 
speech, and he was quite concerned 
that the government really should 
have a warrant to look at your records. 

My hope is that someday the Mary- 
land v. Smith case will be relegated to 
the dustbin of history, into the same 
dustbin in which we put Olmstead. In 
Olmstead, they said you couldn’t have 
any protection for your phone records. 
It went on for 40 years. I think we still 
live with some of that because we have 
trained and taught the phone compa- 
nies not to be great advocates for our 
privacy, and there doesn’t appear to be 
seen a great deal of fighting on the 
part of the phone companies in advo- 
cating for us. Some of the Internet 
companies have begun to step up. But I 
would like to see both phone companies 
and Internet companies stand up and 
say: We are not going to do it. We are 
not going to give you access to us, and 
you will have to take us all the way to 
the Supreme Court. 

If they did, if there was unified re- 
sistance among the consumer and 
among the companies to say ‘‘We are 
not going to let you have our data 
without a fight, and you are going to 
have to prove suspicion, and that you 
are going to have to get a specific war- 
rant,’’ I think then we might be able to 
get back to a more constitutional sce- 
nario. 

Within the NSA, there has also been 
evidence of installing filters in the fa- 
cilities of Internet and telecommuni- 
cation companies, serving them with 
court orders, and building backdoors 
into their software and acquiring keys 
to break their encryption. If this be- 
comes the norm, you can see how peo- 
ple will flee American products, and 
people will say: I am not going to use 
American things. There is an enor- 
mous, beyond-imagination economic 
punishment to our country that is oc- 
curring now and going to continue and 
worsen if we don’t wise up and send a 
signal. 

So for those in this body who say: We 
need to collect more information. We 
are not getting enough information. 
Warrants be damned. I don’t care what 
they do. Take all my information, get 
as much as you want—those people will 
have to explain why they are destroy- 
ing an American industry and why peo- 
ple around the world are going to say: 
We are alarmed at that, and we want 
some protection. If we are going to use 
American products, if we are going to 
use American email, we want to know 
there is not going to be indiscriminate 
collection of our information. 
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Bill Binney was probably or is prob- 
ably one of the highest ranking whis- 
tleblowers from the NSA. The things 
he has to say should disturb us because 
he probably knows more about this 
than any of us will ever know. Bill 
Binney said that without new leader- 
ship—this is in our intelligence agen- 
cies—new laws and top-to-bottom re- 
form, the NSA will represent a threat 
of turnkey totalitarianism. The capa- 
bility to turn its awesome power—now 
directed mainly against other coun- 
tries—will now be turned on the Amer- 
ican public. 

Originally, all of these intelligence 
forays were to get foreigners. We low- 
ered the standard, saying: Well, they 
do not live here. These are potentially 
terrorists, and so we are going to have 
a lower standard. 

They started out as foreign searches. 
In fact, the NSA was originally in- 
tended to search for foreigners and to 
search the information of foreigners. 
And I am not opposed to that. In fact, 
I was on one of the Sunday morning 
programs this week, and they asked: 
Well, are you for eliminating the NSA? 

I said: Of course not. I am for the 
NSA. I want the NSA to do surveil- 
lance that will help to protect us from 
attack. 

Not only am I for surveillance, I am 
for looking as deep as it takes. But I 
want some suspicion. I want suspicion 
that this person—that there is some 
evidence against this John Doe. You 
don’t have to prove they are guilty; 
you just have to have something that 
points toward them being suspicious. 
You then go to the judge, and the judge 
says: Here is a warrant. And if there is 
evidence the people he called is sus- 
picious, go back to the judge and get 
another warrant. Go deeper and deeper. 
There is no reason why this couldn’t be 
done nearly instantaneously. There is 
no reason why it couldn’t be done 24 
hours a day. And there is no reason 
why we can’t have security and the 
constitution as well. 

This battle has not been just about 
records; it has also been about another 
key part of the Bill of Rights, which is 
the right to a trial by jury, the right to 
due process, the right of habeas corpus. 
The Fifth and Sixth Amendments I see 
together as sort of the amendments 
that are with regard to your person and 
with regard to whether you are treated 
justly by your government. 

As we became fearful of terrorists, we 
said: Well, we are just going to capture 
people and we will just hold them in- 
definitely. It is one thing to catch 
someone on a battlefield in a foreign 
land shooting at us—and I have said re- 
peatedly that people in battle don’t get 
due process, but people outside of bat- 
tle, particularly American citizens, 
should. In some of these cases, we are 
talking about American citizens ac- 
cused of a crime—perhaps terrorism— 
who are caught in our country. Yet, we 
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are going to say: Well, they do not 
really deserve trials. They do not de- 
serve lawyers. 

In fact, and I find this really hard to 
believe, one Senator said recently: 
Well, when they ask you for a judge, 
just drone them. Ha-ha. 

The same guy said: Well, when they 
ask you for a lawyer, you just tell 
them to shut up. 

About 10 years ago, Richard Jewell 
was thought to be the Olympic Bomb- 
er. Everybody said he did it. The TV 
convicted him within minutes. Every- 
body said he was the Olympic Bomber. 
He fit the profile: He wore glasses, he 
was an introvert, he had a backpack, 
and he seemed very helpful. Somehow, 
that was the profile. Everybody said he 
did it. The only problem is, he didn’t do 
it. 

So here he was accused of being a ter- 
rorist, of exploding something, doing 
something terrible and killing inno- 
cent people. And I think to myself, if 
he had been a Black man in the South 
in 1920, what would have happened to 
him? Or if he had been any American in 
this century if the people who believe 
in no jurisprudence were really in 
charge. We should be afraid of ever let- 
ting these people get in charge of our 
government, because the thing is that 
Richard Jewell was innocent. 

People say: Well, these aren’t just 
American citizens, they are enemy 


combatants, and we don’t give any 
kind of jurisprudence—no judges or 
lawyers for these people. They are 


enemy combatants. 

Well, it kind of begs the question, 
doesn’t it? Who gets to decide who is 
an enemy combatant and who is an 
American citizen? Are we really so 
frightened and so easily frightened 
that we would give up a thousand-year 
history, the Magna Carta, even before 
we had juries—even in the Greek and 
Roman times, we had juries. Are we 
really willing to give that up and give 
people a classification that the govern- 
ment assesses them that cannot be 
challenged, where people don’t get a 
lawyer, they do not get presented to a 
judge and told why they are being held, 
and we would hold them forever? 

This was the debate over indefinite 
detention. The response I got during 
the debate was: Well, yeah, we would 
keep them. We would send them to 
Guantanamo Bay. 

An American citizen? 

Sure, if they are dangerous. 

Kind of begs the question, doesn’t it? 
Who gets to decide who is dangerous 
and who is not? 

When this finally made it to the Su- 
preme Court, though, whether you 
could hold an American citizen, the Su- 
preme Court rejected the administra- 
tion’s claim that those labeled ‘‘enemy 
combatants” were not entitled to judi- 
cial review. It took years and years to 
finally have the Supreme Court tell 
people that the Bill of Rights was still 
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in effect, that if you are an American 
citizen accused of a crime in our coun- 
try, no matter how heinous, you do 
have a right to a trial by jury, you do 
have a right to a lawyer, you do have 
the right of habeas corpus, you do have 
all of the rights of an American citizen. 
And no one can arbitrarily take those 
away from you. And if you don’t think 
that is potentially a problem, think of 
the South in the 1920s. Think of what 
would have happened if Richard Jewell 
were a Black man in the 1920s. He 
might not have lived the day. Think if 
Richard Jewell had been a Japanese 
American during World War II, when 
we decided that the right of habeas cor- 
pus didn’t apply to you if your parents 
were from Japan or if your grand- 
parents were from Japan. 

There was an experiment I remem- 
ber, I think in college—a psychology 
experiment. They put a person in a 
room, and they said: This person has 
information, and we are going to shock 
them just a little bit. Here is the dial. 
You get to decide. 

They wanted to ask how high people 
would turn up the dial. It was pretty 
scary—a good amount of people you 
would imagine are normal, respectable 
people—how high they would turn the 
dial to shock somebody or to torture 
somebody. So we think that wouldn’t 
happen, but it does. 

Any time we make an analogy to 
horrific people in history—to Mussolini 
or Hitler—people say: You are exag- 
gerating; it is a hyperbole. Maybe it is. 
Particularly, to accuse anybody of that 
is a horrific analogy, and I am not 
doing that. 

But what I would say is that if you 
are not concerned that democracy 
could produce bad people, I don’t think 
you are really thinking this through 
too much. And if you are not concerned 
about procedural protections—proce- 
dural protections are how evidence is 
gathered, how evidence is taken from 
your house, what rules the police have 
to obey. 

People don’t quite get this. We don’t 
have a mature discussion on this. Any 
time we try to say that this should 
stop and that someone could be a bad 
policeman, the media dumb it down 
and say that we are saying policemen 
are bad. No, it is the opposite. Some 98 
or 99 percent of the police are good. In 
fact, in the general public it is pretty 
close to that. 

The thing is that we have the rules in 
place for the exception to the rule. We 
have these procedures in place because 
maybe it isn’t tomorrow that we decide 
that we are going to round up all the 
Japanese Americans again and put 
them in internment camps, but maybe 
next time it is Arab Americans. So we 
have to be concerned with this because 
we don’t know who the next group is 
that is unpopular. 

The Bill of Rights isn’t for the prom 
queen. The Bill of Rights isn’t for the 
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high school quarterback. The Bill of 
Rights is for the least among us. The 
Bill of Rights is for minorities. The 
Bill of Rights is for those who have mi- 
nority opinions. The Bill of Rights is 
for those who are oddballs, those who 
aren’t accepted, those who have uncon- 
ventional thinking. 

If we are so frightened that we are 
going to throw all the rules out and we 
are just going to say that here is my 
liberty, take it, and here are my 
records; I didn’t do anything wrong, so 
I don’t mind if you look at all my 
records; if you say the standard will 
now be that if I have nothing to hide, 
I have nothing to fear and look at ev- 
erything I do, then there will be a time 
and there will be a danger that, in giv- 
ing up your freedom, in giving up your 
privacy, you will find that the world 
you live in is not the world you in- 
tended. 

There have been good folks within 
the National Security Agency who 
have talked about and have pointed out 
that we have gone too far. Bill Binney 
was one of those. He was a high-rank- 
ing NSA official who decided that they 
had gone too far. 

There was an interview—it has prob- 
ably been 1 year or 2 years ago—with 
Bill Binney that was in “Frontline.” 

One of the first questions was: 

What a lot of people in government will 
say is that you don’t understand; we're still 
at war. Remember we lost 3,000 people in 9/11. 
This is a very important program. 

They talk about the warrantless col- 
lection of all records: 

It has saved thousands of lives, as Cheney 
said at one point. There are multiple plots 
that have been stopped because of this pro- 
gram. You’ve got to be very careful about 
what you wish for, because if you do, you 
might have another attack, and you might 
have blood on your hands. 

Fear. 

What is your reaction to this question 
about the effectiveness of what all this has 
been? 

Binney replied: 

First of all, they like to lump it in as one 
program and say you can’t cancel the pro- 
gram. 

In fact, Binney was famous because 
he had been working on a program that 
did investigate terrorists but protected 


American information and deleted 
American information from incidental 
collection. 

So he said: 


That’s false to begin with. It’s multiple 
programs. The one program that dealt with 
domestic spying was called Stellar Wind. 


Stellar Wind was one that was also 
created by Executive order and was 
done without the permission of Con- 
gress before the PATRIOT Act. 

They had the other foreign ones; you men- 
tioned the names. There were other names 
that were listed in the PRISM program that 
was dealing with foreign intelligence. There 
were a whole bunch of those programs, not 
just one. 

So the point is you stop the intelligence, 
the domestic intelligence program, period. 
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So Binney’s opinion was—this is the 
guy who wrote a lot of the original pro- 
grams. Bill Binney said he would con- 
tinue gathering information on for- 
eigners. This is a guy who worked for 
30 years for the NSA. He is not some 
dove who doesn’t want to do anything 
about terrorists. Bill Binney worked 
for 30 years to develop the programs to 
help us catch terrorists, but he felt it 
wasn’t proper or constitutional to col- 
lect Americans’ records without a war- 


rant. He said if we get incidental 
records, destroy them; don’t collect 
them. 

He says: 


Eliminate them. [The records of Americans 
are] irrelevant to anything that— 

The incidental collection— 
is going on. All the terrorists would have 
been caught by the process that we put in 
place for ThinThread— 

ThinThread was a program they had 
before they went to the unconstitu- 
tional program— 
which was looking and focusing in on the 
groups of individuals that we already had 
identified and anybody in close proximity to 
them in the social graph, plus anybody—the 
other simple rules like anybody that was 
looking at jihadi advocating sites... . 

Et cetera. 

That would get them all, and you didn’t 
have to do the collection of all this other 
data that requires all that storage, transport 
of information to the storage, maintenance 
of it, interrogation programs, all of that 
added expense that they are incurring as a 
part of it over the last 10 years. You 
wouldn't have any of that... . 

Frontline then asks: 

This problem of haystacks, how big a prob- 
lem is that? Is that what we’ve done, is we’ve 
created a situation where the haystacks are 
bigger, and it’s almost impossible to find? 

This was Frontline’s question. It is a 
question I have been asking, also. If 
you collect all of Americans’ records 
all of the time, if we collect all of your 
phone records, can we possibly look at 
them? 

Now, computers are getting better, 
but still there has to be a human in- 
volved. I think we are overwhelmed 
with data. At one time about a year 
ago, I remember an article where I 
think they collected millions and mil- 
lions of audio hours. They had just 
been collecting. They were vacuuming 
up everything. And I think they had 
only been able to listen to about 25 per- 
cent of it. 

So the thing is that there is informa- 
tion that we need to get and we should 
get. 

When the Tsarnaev boy—the Boston 
Bomber—went to Chechnya, we needed 
to know that. We needed to continue to 
see if there was evidence that we could 
take to a judge to continue to inves- 
tigate him. So we do need surveillance. 
But what we don’t need is indiscrimi- 
nate surveillance, and we don’t need 
the haystack to get so big that we can 
never find the terrorist in the stack. 
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Binney responds: 

Well, what it simply means is if you use 
the traditional argument they say we’re try- 
ing to find a needle in a haystack, it doesn’t 
help to make the haystack orders of mag- 
nitude larger, because it makes it orders of 
magnitude more difficult to find that needle 
in the haystack. 

Frontline: 

And is that what they’ve done? 

Have we made that haystack so large that 
we are actually having more trouble catch- 
ing terrorists because we’re scooping up and 
swooping up all of America’s data? 

Binney: 

That’s what they’ve done. And now they’re 
looking at things like game playing and 
things like people doing that. I mean, this is 
ridiculous. How relevant is that to anything? 

Frontline: 

But they say there’re computers, and in 
Utah they’re going to be able to take all this 
stored data, and they’re going to be able to 
go through all of it, and they’re going to be 
able to connect the dots. Connect the dots— 
that’s what everybody wanted them to do 
after 9/11. 

Bill Binney, former senior NSA: 

See, that’s always been possible. Before 
9/11 we were doing that. That was already 
happening. We already had that program. 
That wasn’t an issue at all. That’s why we 
should have picked this out from the begin- 
ning. We should have implemented it, the 
ThinThread [program that they’d already 
been working, the] connect-the-dots program 
on everything in the world, but we didn’t. 
That’s why we failed. It wasn’t a matter of 
not having the program; it was a matter of 
not implementing the program we had. 

When 9/11 came, we gave medals to 
the heads of our intelligence agencies. 
No one was ever fired. Yet the 20th hi- 
jacker was caught a month in advance. 
Moussaoui was caught in Minnesota for 
trying to take off in planes but not 
land them. The FBI agent there wrote 
70 letters to his superior trying to get 
a warrant. It wasn’t that we had to 
dumb down and take away the proce- 
dural protections of warrants. The war- 
rant wasn’t denied. 

They would have a much stronger ar- 
gument if they could say: We tried to 
catch the terrorists, but the judges 
kept saying no to warrants. 

It is absolutely not true. They didn’t 
ask the judge for warrants. So the 70 
requests in Washington sat at FBI 
Headquarters and weren't requested. 

We also had another hijacker in Ari- 
zona training to take planes off. Once 
again, the FBI agent there was doing a 
great job in sending the information to 
Washington, and but people were not 
talking to each other. It had nothing 
to do with saying the Constitution is 
too strong, and we have to weaken the 
Constitution or we will never catch 
terrorists. It had nothing to do with 
that. But that is precisely the argu- 
ment we have. 

In the aftermath of 911, the PA- 
TRIOT Act was rushed to the floor— 
several hundred pages—and nobody 
read it. It didn’t come out of—there 
was one out of the committee. They 
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didn't use that. They rushed a sub- 
stitute to the floor, and no one had 
time to read it. But people voted be- 
cause they were fearful, and people said 
there could be another attack and 
Americans will blame me if I don’t 
vote on this. 

But we are now at a stage where we 
should say: Are we willing to give up 
our liberty for security? 

Can you not have both? Can you not 
have the Constitution and your secu- 
rity? I think you can. 

Several agents other than Bill 
Binney have also said—several national 
security officials—that the powers 
granted the NSA go far beyond the ex- 
panded counterterrorism powers grant- 
ed by Congress under the PATRIOT 
Act. 

The court now agrees with that. Any 
time someone tries to tell you that 
metadata is meaningless, don’t worry. 
It is just whom you call. It is just your 
phone records. It is not a big deal. Re- 
alize that we kill people based on 
metadata. So they must be pretty 
darned certain that they think they 
know something based on metadata. 

So these are ostensibly or presum- 
ably terrorists that are being killed. 
But what I would say is that if they are 
killing people based on metadata, I 
would think you would want your own 
metadata pretty well protected. 

To give you an example of how Rep- 
resentatives are sometimes getting it 
right, in the House of Representatives, 
they have seen and responded to the 
people. THOMAS MASSIE and Represent- 
ative LOFGREN introduced an amend- 
ment to the Defense appropriation bill 
last year. This amendment would have 
defunded the warrantless backdoor 
searches—what they are doing through 
702, which is an amendment to the 
FISA Act. This is where we say we are 
investigating a foreigner, but the for- 
eigner talks to an American who talks 
to other Americans, and it ripples out 
into enormous amounts of incidental 
information. The information from 702, 
when you analyze it—9 out of 10 bits of 
information that are collected—is not 
about the person we have targeted. 
They are incidentally collected about 
other individuals. 

But when Representative MASSIE and 
Representative LOFGREN introduced 
their amendment to defund the back- 
door searches and to tell the CIA and 
NSA that they cannot mandate that 
companies give a backdoor entry into 
their product, the amendment passed 
293 to 123. 

But just to show you that no good 
deed goes unpunished and just to show 
you the arrogance of the body—the 
vast majority of people do not want 
their phone records collected without 
warrant—what did they do when this 
passed 293 to 123? They stripped it out 
in secret in conference committee and 
it was gone. The reason it was gone is 
like everything else around here. You 
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wonder why your government is com- 
pletely broken. We lurch from deadline 
to deadline, and it is on purpose really. 
We do deadline to deadline because we 
have to go. It is spring break. We are 
going to be late for spring break. We 
have to go, so we have to finish this up 
before we go. 

It is how the budget is done. No one 
ever votes on whether we are going 
spend X or Y. They put the whole budg- 
et into 2,000 pages. Nobody reads it. It 
is placed on our desk that day. Nobody 
has any idea what is in it. None of your 
concerns about your Government are 
ever addressed. We just pass, boom, the 
whole thing and it is out the door. It is 
the same way with these kinds of 
things. Because there is a deadline— 
and this amendment was passed 293 to 
123, saying that we shouldn’t fund 
these illegal searches and that we 
should stop the bulk collection 
records—it is passed overwhelmingly. 
Yet, in secret, somehow it is taken 
back out of the bill and never becomes 
law. 

Now, while I don’t agree completely 
or really at all with the reform that 
has come forward out of the House, it 
is at least evident they are listening. 
They have a bill that would end the 
bulk collection of records to replace it 
with, I think, maybe another form of 
bulk collection, but it still passed over- 
whelmingly, 330-some-odd votes. But do 
you know what you hear when it gets 
over here? They say the Senate is 
distanced more from the people and not 
as responsive—absolutely true and 
sometimes to the detriment of the pub- 
lic. Because the thing is that while it is 
overwhelmingly popular with the 
American people that we should not be 
collecting your phone records without 
a warrant—without a warrant with 
your name on it, and the House has 
recognized this and passed something 
overwhelmingly to try to fix it—the 
first thing I hear over here from people 
is, Well, we are not collecting enough 
of your phone records. They are dis- 
appointed that the government isn't 
getting—they have access and they 
claim they can get it, they gain access 
to everything, but the Government 
really is not collecting all of it, so peo- 
ple are very disappointed; they want to 
collect more. 

The American people say: Enough is 
enough. We want our privacy pro- 
tected. We want the Government to 
take less of our records. Congress rec- 
ognizes that—the House of Representa- 
tives. Then it comes over to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate says: Oh, my good- 
ness. We want to collect more of your 
records. We do not think we are getting 
enough into your privacy. We do not 
think we have completely trashed the 
Bill of Rights enough; let's try to gain 
more of your records. 

One of the other things the Massie- 
Lofgren amendment did—that did pass 
over there—was to get rid of and say 
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that no funds would go to mandate or 
request that a person alter his product 
or service to permit electronic surveil- 
lance. 

This is what is going on. What is 
pretty nefarious and antithetical to 
freedom is that our Government is tell- 
ing companies like Facebook and 
Google and these other companies— 
they are forcing them to let the gov- 
ernment have access into their prod- 
ucts. 

Everybody knows this is going on. It 
is no secret, and it is killing these com- 
panies in their worldwide market be- 
cause non-Americans don’t want to use 
their email. They are afraid the gov- 
ernment has forced their way into all 
their transmissions. 

There is currently another bill in the 
House put in by Representative POCAN, 
Representative MASSIE, Representative 
GRAYSON, and Representative McGov- 
ERN that would repeal the entire thing. 
It repeals the PATRIOT Act and FISA 
amendments of 2008, permits the courts 
to appoint experts, permits the courts 
to have appeal. It basically tries to 
make our intelligence courts more like 
an American court or American juris- 
prudence. 

EPIC is the Electronic Privacy Infor- 
mation Center. They talk some about 
these national security letters I men- 
tioned earlier. There are now hundreds 
of thousands of national security let- 
ters. These are letters that are war- 
rants. They are not signed by judges. 
They are actually signed by the police. 
This goes against the fundamental pre- 
cept of our jurisprudence. The funda- 
mental aspect was that we divided po- 
lice from the judiciary. It is supposed 
to be a check and balance. In case the 
local policemen had some sort of bias, 
they always had to call somebody else. 
It is not perfect, but it is a lot better 
than not having a check and balance. 

When we got to NSL—this comes out 
of the PATRIOT Act—they start out 
with a few thousand, and they grow 
and grow. Now there are hundreds of 
thousands of them. But realize that the 
national security letter is similar to 
what we fought the Revolution over. 
We fought the Revolution over writs of 
assistance, which are basically general- 
ized warrants, but they were also writ- 
ten by British soldiers. We were of- 
fended that a soldier would come into 
our house with a self-written permit. 

A lot of the reaction and the reason 
we wrote the Bill of Rights the way we 
did is that we were concerned with 
British abuses. We were concerned with 
the idea of general warrants. So when 
we wrote the Fourth Amendment, we 
said that it had to be specific to an in- 
dividual. We said you had to name the 
individual. That is one of the real prob- 
lems with the bulk collection of 
records. They are not really based on 
suspicion of an individual because basi- 
cally the government is collecting all 
of your records, indiscriminately. 
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The government is not even obeying 
the loose restrictions they put in place. 
The Constitution says you have to 
have probable cause. You have to 
present some evidence to a judge. You 
don’t have to prove that they are 
guilty, but you have to have enough 
evidence that the judge says it looks 
like that person could be guilty of a 
crime. 

So with the PATRIOT Act we low- 
ered that standard and then lowered it 
again. For collecting information 
under the PATRIOT Act, all you have 
to do is say that the information you 
want is relevant to an investigation. 
When this got to the court, the court 
basically said this is absurd. So 2 
weeks ago, the court just below the Su- 
preme Court said it is absurd to say 
that every American’s phone record is 
somehow relevant to a terrorist inves- 
tigation. They said it takes the mean- 
ing of the word ‘‘relevant’’ and basi- 
cally destroys any concept that the 
word has meaning at all. 

The PATRIOT Act went to a much 
lower standard, not probable cause but 
just that it might be relevant to an in- 
vestigation. And even with that lower 
standard, the court said that is absurd. 

How does the President respond? The 
President responds by doing nothing. 
The President could end this program 
tomorrow. Every one of your phone 
records is being collected without sus- 
picion, without relevance. In con- 
tradiction to even what the PATRIOT 
Act says, your records are being col- 
lected. The second highest court in the 
land has said this is illegal, and the 
President does nothing. The President 
said to Congress, Oh, yes; I will do it if 
Congress will do it. 

It is a bit disingenuous. We did not 
start the program. The authors of the 
PATRIOT Act had no idea this was 
going on. The PATRIOT Act, according 
to the court, does not even justify this. 

We are looking at telephone records. 
We are looking at email records. EPIC, 
the Electronic Privacy Information 
Center, has another big complaint 
about this; that people were put for- 
ward and then told that they could not 
even talk about the fact that they had 
been given a warrant. They were 
threatened with 5 years in prison for 
even mentioning that they had been 
served a warrant. 

This, I think, is an obvious con- 
tradiction of the First Amendment. We 
have legislation that contradicts the 
Fourth and the First Amendments. 

The national security letters in 3 
years, from 2003 to 2005—these are the 
warrants that are written by FBI 
agents, not written by a judge—there 
were 143,000 warrants given out in our 
country to Americans with a warrant 
written by the police. 

The New York Times has talked 
about this, and Charlie Savage in a re- 
port last year reported that the Justice 
Department had to apologize to a Fed- 
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eral appeals court for providing inac- 
curate information about a central 
case Challenging the unconstitution- 
ality. 

Now, what is truth and what isn't 
truth. When you go to a court, it is like 
when your kids fight; there are two 
sides to everything. One child has one 
argument, and the other child has the 
other argument. The truth is listening 
to both sides and trying to figure out 
what the truth is. The court is no dif- 
ferent. But in these courts, you are 
only hearing one side and only the gov- 
ernment represents their case. 

The government says that we want 
all the phone records because they are 
relevant. No one stands up on the other 
side and says: I object. That is one of 
the reforms Senator WYDEN and I have 
talked about, having somebody rep- 
resent the accused, somebody to stand 
up and say maybe all the phone records 
in the country are not relevant, maybe 
they are not relevant to an investiga- 
tion. It would be absurd to say every 
Americans records would be relevant. 

Probably no one in America knows 
more about this subject than Senator 
WYDEN, who I see has come to the 
floor. Senator WYDEN knows more 
about this because he has been on the 
Intelligence Committee for several 
years. 

There are two tiers within Congress. 
There is a great deal of information 
that I have never been told. Even 
though I was elected to represent Ken- 
tucky, I am not allowed to know a lot 
of things that happen in the Intel- 
ligence Committee. The downside for 
Senator WYDEN is he is allowed to 
know more but then he is not allowed 
to talk about it, which makes it a 
problem. It is hard to have dissent in 
our country. If Iam not given informa- 
tion, how can I complain about it? And 
if the Senator from Oregon is given in- 
formation, he is not allowed to com- 
plain about it. 

These are the things we struggle with 
in trying to find truth. 

Mr. WYDEN. Will the Senator from 
Kentucky yield for a question, without 
losing his right to the floor? 

Mr. PAUL. Yes. 

Mr. WYDEN. I thank my colleague. 
It is good to be back on the floor with 
him once again on this topic. 

As we have indicated, this will not be 
the last time we are back on the floor. 

My colleague has made a number of 
very important points already. I was 
especially pleased when my colleague 
brought to light something that is lit- 
tle known; that the Attorney General 
of the United States is interested in— 
excuse me—the FBI Director is inter- 
ested in requiring companies to build 
weaknesses into their products. In 
other words, we have had companies in- 
terested in encryption, as my colleague 
mentioned. What happened as a result 
of that encryption, they had a chance 
to start getting back the confidence of 
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consumers, both in the United States 
and worldwide—and then the FBI Di- 
rector has been interested in, in effect, 
allowing companies to build a back- 
door into their systems. This, once 
again, kind of defies commonsense be- 
cause the keys will not just be out 
there for the good guys. They will also 
be available to the bad guys. 

I am very pleased that my colleague 
from Kentucky highlighted one par- 
ticular new development in this debate, 
and I have sought as a member of the 
Intelligence Committee for some time 
to come up with an approach that once 
again demonstrates that security and 
liberty are not mutually exclusive. But 
we are certainly not going to have 
both, as my colleague touched on in his 
statement, if the policy of the FBI Di- 
rector is to require companies to build 
a backdoor into their products—build 
weaknesses into their products. 

Now, the Senator from Kentucky is 
very much aware that my staff and a 
number of Senators are currently 
working through a number of issues 
and amendments related to the ques- 
tion of how we can pass trade legisla- 
tion and get more family wage jobs for 
our people through exports. A number 
of us, myself specifically, have been 
concerned that the majority leader and 
other supporters of business as usual 
on bulk collection of all of these phone 
records would somehow try to take ad- 
vantage of our current discussions and 
try to, in effect, sneak through a mo- 
tion to extend section 215 of the USA 
PATRIOT Act. As long as the Senator 
from Kentucky has the floor, that can- 
not happen. My hope is that once our 
colleagues have agreed on a path to go 
forward with job-creating, export-ori- 
ented trade legislation, it will be pos- 
sible to resume our work on that very 
important bill. 

In the meantime, my question for my 
colleague pertains to an issue that he 
noted I have been at for some time. As 
my colleague knows, I have been trying 
to end the bulk phone record collection 
program since 2006, and the reason I 
have is because this bulk phone record 
collection program is a Federal human 
relations database. 

When the Federal Government knows 
whom you have called, when you have 
called, and often where you have called 
from, which is certainly the case if 
somebody calls from a land line and 
someone has a phonebook, the govern- 
ment has a lot of private and intimate 
information about you. If the govern- 
ment knows that you called a psychia- 
trist three times, for example, in 36 
hours, twice after midnight, the gov- 
ernment doesn't have to be listening to 
that call. The government knows a 
whole lot about what most Americans 
would consider to be very private. 

This has been an important issue. My 
colleague from Kentucky has been an 
invaluable ally on this particular cause 
since he arrived in the Senate, and I 
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just want to give a little bit more 
background and then get my col- 
league's reaction to this question. 

I have seen several of my colleagues 
come to the floor of the Senate and 
talk about why we ought to keep a 
bulk phone record collection, and the 
statement has somehow been that this 
is absolutely key for strong counter- 
terror. That is a baffling assertion, I 
say to my colleague from Kentucky, 
because even the Director of National 
Intelligence and the Attorney General 
are saying it is not. So what we have 
are Members of the Senate saying that 
bulk collection—some of them—ought 
to be preserved in order to fight terror, 
and the Director of National Intel- 
ligence and the Attorney General, two 
individuals who are not exactly soft on 
terror, saying it is not. 

If Senators, and those who might be 
following this debate, are seeking a 
more detailed analysis, I hope they will 
check out the very lengthy report on 
surveillance that was issued by the 
President’s review group. This group’s 
members have some very impressive 
national security credentials. These 
are not people who are soft on fighting 
terror. One of them was the Senior 
Counterterror Adviser to both Presi- 
dent Clinton and President Bush and 
another served as Acting Director of 
the CIA, and this review group—a re- 
view group led by individuals with pris- 
tine antiterror credentials—said on 
page 104 of their report that ‘‘the infor- 
mation contributed to terrorist inves- 
tigations by the use of section 215 
[bulk] telephony meta-data was not es- 
sential to preventing attacks and could 
readily have been obtained in a timely 
manner using [individual] section 215 
orders.” 

What this distinguished group of ex- 
perts said supports what the Senator 
from Kentucky is saying and what I 
and others have been saying for some 
time. 

The Senator from Kentucky pointed 
out my service on the Intelligence 
Committee. I think Senator FEINSTEIN 
and I are two of the five longest serv- 
ing members in the committee’s his- 
tory. We didn’t find out about bulk col- 
lection until it had been underway for 
quite some time because it was con- 
cealed from most members of the Intel- 
ligence Committee for several years. 
But given the fact that we began to see 
in 2006 and early 2007 what is at stake, 
this has been a fight that has been 
going on for 8 years. 

An additional reason I appreciate the 
Senator from Kentucky being here now 
is that for these 8 years and multiple 
reauthorizations, it has always been 
the same pattern. It was almost like 
the night follows the day. Those who 
were in favor of dragnet surveillance 
and those who were in favor of the bulk 
collection program, in effect, wait 
until the very last minute and then 
they say: Oh, my goodness. It is a dan- 
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gerous world. We have to continue this 
program just the way it is. 

Well, I tell my colleague from Ken- 
tucky, and I know he shares my view 
on this, that there is no question that 
it is a very dangerous world. Anybody 
who has served on the Intelligence 
Committee, as I have for more than 14 
years, and goes into those classified 
meetings on a weekly basis, does not 
walk out of there without the judg- 
ment that it is a very dangerous world. 
But what doesn’t make sense is to be 
pursuing approaches that don’t make 
us safer and compromise our liberties. 
That is what doesn’t make sense. 

Last year, along with my colleagues 
Senator HEINRICH and Senator Mark 
Udall, I filed a brief in a case that was 
before the Court of Appeals for the Sec- 
ond Circuit. It is an important court. It 
is one of the highest courts in our 
country. 

In the brief, we said we “have re- 
viewed this surveillance extensively 
and have seen no evidence that the 
bulk collection of Americans’ phone 
records has provided any intelligence 
of value that could not have been gath- 
ered through means that caused far 
less harm to the privacy interests of 
millions of Americans.”” 

What we are talking about, in effect, 
are conventional approaches with re- 
spect to court orders and then there 
are emergency circumstances. So when 
the government believes it has to act 
to protect the American people, it can 
move quickly and then, in effect, come 
back and settle up later. 

The conclusion we reached after re- 
viewing bulk collection very carefully 
was based on 8 years” worth of work, 
and of course we recently had this 
court declare bulk collection to be ille- 
gal. 

My first question is, Does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky agree there is no 
evidence that dragnet surveillance now 
makes America any safer? 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, that is a 
great question, and I also think it is 
very difficult to prove these things one 
way or another sometimes. We are at a 
great disadvantage because a lot of 
times they hold all of the information. 
I think it was nothing short of miracu- 
lous that you and others were able to 
investigate this and show that in re- 
ality all of these folks who they allege 
could have been caught would have 
been caught through traditional sur- 
veillance and through traditional war- 
rants. 

I think this is a pretty important 
point because they want us to live in 
fear and give up the Fourth Amend- 
ment, but it turns out even the prac- 
tical argument is not an accurate one 
because it turns out that almost al- 
ways, if not always, the terrorists seem 
to be caught through sort of the nor- 
mal channels of human intelligence, 
suspicion, and finding out something 
about them that causes us to inves- 
tigate them. 
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I, like the Senator from Oregon, do 
want to catch terrorists and I also 
want to keep our freedom at the same 
time. I think it was a pretty important 
conclusion, not only by the review 
board but also by the Privacy and Civil 
Liberties Oversight Board as well, the 
review panel, two groups of folks from 
the administration. 

I am also interested in hearing the 
Senator from Oregon talk about an op- 
ed he wrote which appeared in the Los 
Angeles Times in December. Senator 
WYDEN wrote that building a backdoor 
into every cell phone, tablet or laptop 
means directly creating weaknesses 
that hackers and foreign governments 
can exploit. 

I would be interested in entertaining 
a question concerning that. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I apolo- 
gize to my colleague. I ask that my 
colleague restate his question. 

Mr. PAUL. This is on op-ed that was 
written by the Senator from Oregon 
and appeared in the LA Times in De- 
cember. The op-ed says that building a 
backdoor into every cell phone, tablet 
or laptop means deliberately creating 
weaknesses that hackers and foreign 
governments can exploit. 

I think expanding on that in the form 
of a question would help us to under- 
stand exactly what the Senator means 
by that. 

Mr. WYDEN. What the Senator is 
asking about is a statement made by 
the FBI Director, Mr. Comey. This is 
not some kind of hidden article. It was 
on the front pages of all of our papers 
and really deserves, as my colleague is 
suggesting, some consideration. 

In fact, one of the last things I did as 
chairman of the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee—I had a relatively short tenure 
there in 2014—was to hold a workshop 
in Silicon Valley on this issue. The 
problem stems from the fact that with 
the NSA overreach taking a huge toll 
on our companies and the confidence 
that consumers, both here and around 
the world, had in the privacy of their 
products, these companies said we have 
to figure out a way to make sure con- 
sumers here and around the world un- 
derstand that we are going to protect 
their privacy. So they decided to put in 
place products that had strong 
encryption. They felt that was impor- 
tant to be able to assure their con- 
sumers that when they sold something, 
their privacy rights were protected. In 
doing so, of course, they also made it 
clear, as has always been the case, that 
when the government believes an indi- 
vidual could put our Nation at risk, 
you get an individual court order, you 
use emergency circumstances, and you 
could still get access to information. 

The response by our government, 
which contributed mightily to the 
problem by the NSA’s overreach in the 
first place, was our government saying: 
Nope. You are not going to be able to 
use that encryption to bring back the 
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confidence that Americans and people 
around the world have in your prod- 
ucts. There were projections that these 
companies were already losing billions 
and billions of dollars in terms of the 
consequences of loss of privacy. 

The response of the government was 
to say: We are looking at requiring you 
to build weaknesses into your products 
and, in effect, create a backdoor so we 
can get easy entry. 

(Mr. GARDNER assumed the Chair.) 

I know at townhall meetings at home 
in Oregon, I have talked about the con- 
cept of our government requiring com- 
panies to build weaknesses into their 
products. People just slap their fore- 
heads. They say: What is that all 
about? It is your job to make sure we 
have policies that both secure our lib- 
erty and keep us safe. It is not your job 
to tell companies to build weaknesses 
into their products. 

In effect, you have to just throw up 
your hands when they say: We can’t do 
it, so the company ought to build 
weaknesses into the products. 

As my colleague said, I pointed out 
that once you do that, it will not just 
be the good guys who have the keys, it 
will be bad guys who have the keys at 
a time when we are so concerned about 
cyber security. 

I wish to ask my colleague one other 
question on one other topic he and I 
have spoken about at great length. Is 
the Senator from Kentucky troubled 
by the fact that a number of high-rank- 
ing intelligence officials have not been 
forthright in recent years with respect 
to this bulk collection and the col- 
lecting of data on millions or hundreds 
of millions of Americans? As my col- 
league knows, I have been particularly 
troubled by this. 

I ask the question because my col- 
league and I have pointed out that we 
have enormous admiration for the 
rank-and-file in the intelligence field. 
These are individuals who day in and 
day out get up in the morning and con- 
tribute enormously to the well-being of 
the American people, and we have 
enormous respect for them. We are 
grateful to them. They are patriots, 
and they serve us well every day. I per- 
sonally do not think they have been 
well-served by the fact that a host of 
high-level intelligence officials have 
not exactly been straight or forthright 
with the Congress and the American 
people on these issues. 

I would be interested in the views of 
my colleague on this subject because 
we have discussed this at some length. 
I am glad to be able to put it in the 
context of making sure that Americans 
know that the two of us greatly respect 
the thousands of people who work in 
the intelligence field and serve us well 
and do and have done the things nec- 
essary to apprehend and kill bin Laden 
but that we are concerned about the 
question of the veracity, the forth- 
rightness of some of the members of 
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the intelligence community at the 
highest levels. What is the reaction of 
my colleague to that? 

Mr. PAUL. I think the vast majority 
of the intelligence community, as are 
the vast majority of policemen, good 
people. They are trying to do what is 
best for the country. They are patriotic 
people, and they are really trying to do 
what is necessary within the confines 
of the law. 

The issue is that the intelligence 
community has such vast power, and a 
lot of it is secret power. So we have to 
have a great deal of trust in those who 
run the agency because we have en- 
trusted them with such enormous 
power to look through information. 
Then, when they come to us and say, 
“Well, you have to give up a little 
more liberty; you have to give up a lit- 
tle bit more in order to get security,” 
we have to trust the information be- 
cause they control all of the informa- 
tion they give us. And then we find— 
when we ask a high-ranking official in 
the committee whether they were 
doing bulk collection of data and the 
answer was not true—they said they 
weren’t doing something that they ob- 
viously were doing—it makes us dis- 
trust the whole apparatus. 

I agree with the Senator from Oregon 
that the vast majority of law enforce- 
ment and the intelligence community 
are good people. They are patriotic. 
They want to stop terrorism, as we all 
do. But what we are arguing about is 
the process and the law and the Con- 
stitution and trying to do it within the 
confines of the Constitution. But when 
we have someone at the very top who 
doesn’t tell the truth in an open hear- 
ing under oath, that is very troubling 
and makes it difficult. 

Mr. WYDEN. I appreciate my col- 
league’s assessment on that issue. He 
knows that it was very troubling that 
in 2012 and in 2013, we just weren’t able 
to get straight answers to this question 
of collecting data on millions or hun- 
dreds of millions of Americans. 

My colleague will recall that the 
former NSA Director said that—he had 
been to a conference—and that he was 
not involved in collecting ‘‘dossiers’’ 
on millions of Americans. Having been 
on the committee at that point for 
over a dozen years, I said: Gee, I am 
not exactly sure what a “dossier” 
means in that context. 

So we began to ask questions, both 
public ones, to the extent we could, and 
private ones, about exactly what that 
meant, and we couldn’t get answers to 
those questions. We just couldn’t get 
answers. 

The Intelligence Committee tradi- 
tionally doesn’t have many open hear- 
ings. By my calculus, we probably get 
to ask questions in an open hearing for 
maybe 20 minutes, maximum, a year. 
So after months and months of trying 
to find out exactly what was meant, we 
felt it was important to ask the Direc- 
tor of National Intelligence exactly 
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what was meant by these “dossiers”” 
and government collecting data and 
the like. So at our open hearing, I said: 
I am going to have to ask the Director 
of National Intelligence about this. 
And because I have long felt that it 
was important not to try to trick peo- 
ple or ambush them or anything of the 
sort, we sent the question in advance 
to the head of national intelligence. We 
sent the exact question: Does the gov- 
ernment collect any type of data at all 
on millions of Americans? We asked it 
so that he would have plenty of time to 
reflect on it. We waited to see if the Di- 
rector would get back to us and say: 
Please don’t ask it. There has always 
been a kind of informal tradition in the 
Intelligence Committee of being re- 
spectful of that. We didn’t get that re- 
quest, so I asked it. When I asked: Does 
the government collect any type of 
data at all on millions of Americans, 
the Director said no. I knew that 
wasn’t accurate. That was not a forth- 
right, straightforward, truthful an- 
swer, so we asked for a correction. We 
couldn’t get a correction. 

I would say to my colleague that 
since that time, the Director or his 
representatives have given five dif- 
ferent reasons why they responded as 
they did, further raising questions in 
my mind, not with respect to the rank- 
and-file in the intelligence commu- 
nity—the thousands and thousands of 
hard-working members of the intel- 
ligence community my colleague and I 
feel so strongly about and respect so 
greatly. 

I wish to ask just one other question 
with respect to where we are at this 
point and what is ahead. As long as the 
Senator from Kentucky holds the floor, 
no one will be able to offer a motion to 
consider an extension of the USA PA- 
TRIOT Act. But at some point in the 
near future, whether it is this weekend 
or next week or next month, my anal- 
ysis is the proponents of phone record 
collection are going to seek a vote in 
the Senate to continue what I consider 
to be this invasion of privacy of mil- 
lions and millions of law-abiding Amer- 
icans. When that happens, I intend to 
use every procedural tool available to 
me to block that extension. And if at 
least 41 Senators stand together, we 
can block that extension and block it 
indefinitely. If 41 Senators stick to- 
gether, there isn’t going to be any 
short-term extension, and finally, after 
something like 8 years of working on 
this issue, finally we will be saying no 
to bulk phone record collection. 

I am certain I know the answer to 
this question, but I think we both want 
to be on the RECORD on this matter. 
When that vote comes, the Senator is 
going to be one of the 41 Senators who 
are going to block that extension. I 
have appreciated his leadership. 

I would just like his reaction to our 
efforts to go forward once again when 
we have to do it with proponents of 
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mass surveillance seeking an actual 
vote to continue business as usual with 
respect to dragnet surveillance. 

Mr. PAUL. I think the American peo- 
ple are with us. I think the American 
people don’t like the idea of bulk col- 
lection. I think the American people 
are horrified. 

I think it will go down in history as 
one of the most important questions 
we have asked in a generation when 
the Senator from Oregon asked the Di- 
rector of National Intelligence: Are 
you gathering in bulk the phone 
records of Americans? And when he 
didn’t tell the truth and then when the 
President kept him in office and then 
how that led to this great debate we 
are having now—I think the American 
people are with us. 

I don’t think those inside Wash- 
ington are listening very well, so I 
think those inside Washington have 
not come to the conclusion yet. But I 
think the Senator from Oregon is 
right. There may be enough of us now 
to say: Hey, wait a minute, you are not 
going to steam roll through once again 
something that isn’t even doing what 
you said it is going to do. 

No one said at the time of the PA- 
TRIOT Act that it meant we could col- 
lect all records of all Americans all the 
time. In fact, in the House, one of the 
cosponsors of the bill, JAMES SENSEN- 
BRENNER, knew all about the PATRIOT 
Act. He was a proponent of the PA- 
TRIOT Act, and he said never in his 
wildest dreams did he think that what 
he voted for would say we could gather 
all the records all the time. 

But I am interested in another ques- 
tion, and that would be whether the 
Senator from Oregon has a question 
that will help us to better understand, 
if we were to stop bulk collection to- 
morrow, if we were to eliminate what 
is called section 215 of the PATRIOT 
Act, if we were to do that, is there still 
concern and worry about what is called 
Executive Order 12333? 

I am not aware of whether the Sen- 
ator can or can’t talk about this or 
what is public. From what I have read 
in public and from one of the insightful 
articles from John Napier Tye, the sec- 
tion chief for Internet freedom in the 
State Department, he has written that 
his concern is that this Executive order 
may well allow a lot of bulk collection 
that is not justified and not given sanc- 
tion under the PATRIOT Act. 

Does the Senator from Oregon have a 
question that might help the American 
public to understand that? 

Mr. WYDEN. I would just say to my 
colleague that we always have to be 
vigilant about secret law. And we have, 
in effect, found our way into this omi- 
nous cul-de-sac that the Senator from 
Kentucky and I have been describing 
here this afternoon really because of 
secret law. 

As I wrap up with this question and 
hearing the concern of my colleague— 
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because I think that is what is at the 
heart of his question, that “secret law” 
is what the interpretation is in the in- 
telligence community of the laws writ- 
ten by the Congress. Very often those 
secret interpretations are very dif- 
ferent from what an American will 
read if they use their iPad or their 
laptop. For example, on section 215, 
bulk phone records collection, I don’t 
think very many people in Kentucky or 
Oregon took out their laptop, read the 
PATRIOT Act, and said: Oh, that au- 


thorizes collecting all the phone 
records on millions of law-abiding 
Americans. 


There is nothing that even suggests 
something like that, but that was a se- 
cret interpretation. 

So I am very glad the Senator from 
Kentucky has chosen to have us wrap 
up at least this part of our discussion 
with the questions that we have di- 
rected to each other on this question of 
secret law because, aS my colleague 
from Kentucky and I have talked 
about, we both feel that operations of 
the intelligence community—what are 
called sources and methods—they abso- 
lutely have to be secret and classified 
because if they are not, Americans 
could die. Patriotic Americans who 
work in the intelligence community 
could suffer grievous harm if sources 
and methods and the actual operations 
were in some way leaked to the public. 
But the law should never be secret. The 
American people should always know 
what the law means. And yet, with re- 
spect to bulk collection and why that 
court decision was so important, what 
happened was that a program that had 
been kept secret, that had been 
propped up by secret law, was declared 
illegal by an important court. 

So I will just wrap up by way of say- 
ing that the Senator from Kentucky 
and I have always done a little kidding 
over the years about our informal Ben 
Franklin caucus. Ben Franklin was al- 
ways talking about how anybody who 
gave up their liberty to have security 
really deserves neither. 

I just want to tell my colleague that 
I am very appreciative of his involve- 
ment in this. From the time my col- 
league came to the Senate, he has been 
a very valuable ally in this effort. My 
colleague recognized this was not 
about balance. This is a program that 
doesn’t make us safer but compromises 
our liberty. It is not about balance. 
And at page 104, you can read that the 
President’s own advisers say that. 

So I am very pleased that the infor- 
mal Ben Franklin caucus is back in ac- 
tion this afternoon. I look forward to 
working closely with my colleagues on 
this. As I indicated by my question, I 
expect we will be back on the floor of 
this wonderful body before long having 
to once again tackle this question of 
whether it ought to be just business as 
usual and a re-up of a flawed law. My 
colleague and I aren’t going to accept 
that. 
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I thank him for his work today. 
These discussions and being on your 
feet hour after hour are not for the 
fainthearted. I appreciate my col- 
league’s leadership, and I once again 
yield the floor back to him. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I would 
like to thank the Senator from Oregon, 
and I would like to point out to the 
American people, to people who are al- 
ways crying out and saying ‘‘Why can’t 
you work together? Why can’t you 
work with the other side?” that I think 
we have a false understanding some- 
times of compromise. The Senator 
from Oregon is from the opposite 
party. We are in two opposite parties, 
and we don’t agree on every issue. But 
when it comes to privacy and the Bill 
of Rights and what we need to do to 
protect the Fourth Amendment, we are 
not splitting the difference to try to 
find a middle ground between us. We 
both believe in the Fourth Amend- 
ment. We both believe in protecting 
the Fourth Amendment and protecting 
your right to privacy. 

So bipartisanship can be about two 
people believing in the same thing but 
just being in different parties. It means 
we may not agree on 100 percent of 
issues, but on a few, we are exactly to- 
gether, and we don’t split the dif- 
ference. It isn’t always about splitting 
the difference. 

You can have true, healthy biparti- 
sanship, Republican, Democrat, Inde- 
pendent coming together on a constitu- 
tional principle, coming together on 
something that is important. 

I didn’t come to the floor today be- 
cause I want to get some money for one 
individual project for one person. I 
came because I want something for ev- 
erybody. I want freedom for everybody, 
and I want protection for the indi- 
vidual. I want protection against the 
government’s invasion of your privacy. 

I thank the Senator from Oregon for 
his insightful questions. 

One of the things we talked a little 
bit about as Senator WYDEN and I were 
going through a series of questions was 
some of the different boards that have 
been put in place by the President and 
have come out and said that the pro- 
gram—the Executive order—the Presi- 
dent put in place two panels, a review 
panel and another one called the Pri- 
vacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board, and, interestingly, both panels 
told him the same thing: that what he 
was doing was illegal and wrong and it 
ought to stop. Then the President came 
out and said “That is great,” but then 
he keeps doing it. 

I don't quite understand because I 
like the President and I take him at 
his word, and he says: Well, yes, I am 
balancing this and that, and they told 
me this, and if Congress stops it, I will 
obey Congress. It is like, we didn’t 
start this. The President started this 
program by himself. He didn’t tell us 
about it. Maybe one or two people 
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knew about it. Almost all of the rep- 
resentatives didn’t know about it, and 
no Americans knew about it. And then 
when we asked them about it, they lied 
to us and said they weren’t doing it. 

The President has two official panels, 
and they both said it is illegal and 
ought to stop. And the PATRIOT Act 
doesn’t justify what they are doing. 
And this was all created by Executive 
order. 

So what is the President’s response? 
He just keeps collecting your records. 
Does nobody in America think this is 
strange or unusual that the President 
will continue a program that his own 
advisers tell him is illegal and that the 
courts have now said is illegal, and he 
goes on. 

But this isn’t all one-sided. That is 
for one political party. But in my polit- 
ical party, there are people saying: I 
guess the President’s advisers say it is 
illegal, the court says it is illegal, but, 
man, they are not collecting enough. I 
just wish they were collecting more 
Americans’ records without a warrant. 

What a bizarre world, that people 
don’t seem to be listening to the 
courts, to the experts, or to the Con- 
stitution. 

The Privacy and Civil Liberties Over- 
sight Board, though, I think really had 
some insightful comments. They give a 
description, first of all, of collecting all 
of your phone records, and I like the 
way they put it. They said that an 
order was given so that the NSA is “to 
collect nearly all call detail records 
generated by certain telephone compa- 
nies in the United States... .” Some- 
times when you read a sentence, you 
don’t quite get to the importance. 
“Nearly all.” So we are not talking 
about 1,000 records. We are not talking 
about 1 million records. We are talking 
about nearly all of the records in the 
entire United States. There are prob- 
ably over 100 million phones, I am 
thinking, in the United States, so over 
100 million records. Every record has 
thousands of pieces of information in 
it, so we are talking about billions of 
bits of information that the govern- 
ment is collecting. 

I don’t have a problem if they want 
to collect the phone data of terrorists. 
In fact, I want them to. I don’t have a 
problem if they will go 100 hops into 
the data if they have a warrant. If John 
Doe has a warrant, look at all his 
phone records. Ask a judge to put his 
name on the warrant and look at all of 
his records. If there are 100 people he 
called and they are people you are sus- 
picion of, call them, too. Go to the next 
hop, go to the next hop, go to the next 
hop. There is no limit. But just do it 
appropriately. Do it appropriately with 
a warrant with somebody’s name on it. 
I see no reason why we can’t do this 
with the Constitution. 

We are now collecting the records of 
hundreds of millions of people without 
a warrant, and I think it needs to stop. 
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The President’s own commission says 
to stop. Here is what the commission 
says: “From 2001 through early 2006 the 
NSA collected bulk data based on a 
Presidential authorization.” 

So, interestingly—and this ought to 
scare you, too—they didn’t even use 
the PATRIOT Act in the beginning at 
all. The President just wrote a note to 
the head of the NSA and said: Just 
start collecting all their stuff, without 
any kind of warrant. And then later on 
they started saying: Well, maybe the 
PATRIOT Act justifies this. But for 5 
years they collected data with no war- 
rant and with no legal justification, 
and they do it through something they 
call the inherent powers of the Presi- 
dent, article II powers. 

Article II is the section of the Con- 
stitution that gives the President pow- 
ers. We designate what the President 
can do. Article I designates what we 
can do. Interestingly, our Framers put 
article I first, and those of us in Con- 
gress think that maybe they thought 
the powers of Congress were closer to 
the people and more important, and 
they gave delegated powers to us, and 
they were very specific. 

But what concerns me about the bulk 
collection is that for 5 years it wasn’t 
even done with regard to the PATRIOT 
Act. I am guessing it was done under 
the Executive order. 

As much as I don’t like the PATRIOT 
Act and would like to repeal the PA- 
TRIOT Act and simply use the Con- 
stitution, I am afraid that even if we 
repeal the PATRIOT Act, they would 
still do what they want. Your govern- 
ment has run amok. Things are run- 
away, and the government really is not 
paying attention to the rule of law. 

For the first time, in 2006, the court 
got involved. The intelligence court at 
that time finally heard the first order 
under section 215. So for 5 years they 
were collecting all the phone records 
with just a Presidential order. Now we 
do it under the PATRIOT Act. 

But the rule of law is about checks 
and balances. It is about balancing the 
executive branch and the legislative 
branch and the judiciary branch. It is 
about balancing the police in the judi- 
ciary. We talked about warrants and 
the police not writing warrants. 

I see on the floor one of the Nation’s 
leading experts in the Fourth Amend- 
ment and the Constitution, who has re- 
cently written a book on this, and I 
told him recently I have been stealing 
his story and at least half the time giv- 
ing him credit for it. But I talked ear- 
lier on the floor about the story of 
John Wilkes, and if the Senator from 
Utah is interested in telling us a little 
bit of the story, I would like to hear a 
little bit from his angle or in the form 
of a question or any other question he 
has. 

Mr. LEE. I would like to be clear at 
the outset that while the Senator from 
Kentucky and I come to different con- 
clusions with regard to the specific 
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question as to whether we should allow 
section 215 of the PATRIOT Act to ex- 
pire, I absolutely stand with the junior 
Senator from Kentucky and, more im- 
portantly, I stand with the American 
people. 

With regard to the need for a trans- 
parent, open amendment process and 
for an open, honest debate in front of 
the American people on the important 
issues facing our Nation, including this 
one—and I certainly agree with the 
Senator from Kentucky that the Amer- 
ican people deserve better than what 
they are getting, and, quite frankly, it 
is time that they expect more from the 
Senate. 

On issues as important as this one, 
on issues as important as the right to 
privacy of our citizens and our national 
security, this is not a time for more 
cliffs, more secrecy, and more elev- 
enth-hour backroom deals that are de- 
signed to mix conflict, mix crisis in a 
previously arranged time crunch in 
which the American people are pre- 
sented with something where they 
don’t really have any real options. 

It is time for the kind of bipartisan, 
bicameral consensus I believe is em- 
bodied in the USA FREEDOM Act. 
While I often criticize Congress for our 
economic deficits, our financial defi- 
cits, the core of this current challenge 
we face is centered around the 
Congress’s deficit of trust—in this par- 
ticular circumstance, the Senate’s def- 
icit of trust. Members of our body rou- 
tinely tell the American people to just 
trust us. Trust us, we will get it right. 
Just trust us, we will appropriately 
balance all the competing concerns. 

I think it is time that we trust the 
American people by having an honest 
discussion with them emanating from 
right here on the floor of the Senate. It 
is time to discuss and debate and to 
amend the House-passed USA FREE- 
DOM Act. 

I am confident that Senator PAUL 
and others among my colleagues who 
have different ideas from mine will be 
happy to offer and debate amendments 
to improve it and make it something 
perhaps that they could even support. 
In fact, as far as I am aware, Senator 
PAUL and others have amendments 
that they are eager and anxious and 
willing and ready to present and to 
have discussed here on the floor and 
voted on right here on the floor of the 
Senate. 

But first I am calling on my Repub- 
lican and Democratic colleagues to 
help repair the dysfunctional legisla- 
tive branch we have inherited, to re- 
build the Senate’s reputation as not 
only our Nation’s but the world’s 
greatest deliberative body, and, by ex- 
tension, slowly restore the public's 
confidence in who we are and what we 
are here to do here in the Senate. 

The greatest challenge to policy- 
making today is perhaps distrust. The 
American people distrust their govern- 
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ment. They distrust Congress in par- 
ticular. It is not without reason. For 
their part, Washington policymakers 
seem to distrust the people. 

Almost as pressing for the new ma- 
jority here in the Senate is that the 
distrust that now exists between grass- 
roots conservative activists and elect- 
ed Republican leaders can be particu- 
larly toxic. Leaders can respond to this 
kind of distrust in one of two ways. 
One option involves the bare-knuckles 
kind of partisanship that the previous 
Senate leadership exhibited over the 
last 8 years, twisting rules, blocking 
debate, and blocking amendments, 
while systematically disenfranchising 
hundreds of millions of Americans 
from meaningful political representa- 
tion right here in this Chamber. But 
this is no choice at all. Contempt for 
the American people and for the demo- 
cratic process is something Repub- 
licans should oppose in principle. In 
fact, it is something we oppose in prin- 
ciple. 

We should throw open the doors of 
Congress, throw open the doors of the 
Senate, and restore genuine represent- 
ative democracy to the American Re- 
public. What does this mean? Well, it 
means no more cliff crises, no more se- 
cret negotiations, no more “take it or 
leave it”” deadline deals, no more pass- 
ing bills without reading them, and no 
more procedural manipulation to block 
debate and compromise. These are the 
abuses that have created today’s status 
quo—the very same status quo that Re- 
publicans have been elected to correct. 

What too few in Washington appre- 
ciate and what this new Republican 
majority in Congress must appreciate 
if we hope to succeed is that the Amer- 
ican people's distrust of their public in- 
stitutions is totally justified. There is 
no misunderstanding here. Americans 
are fed up with Washington, and they 
have every right to be. The exploited 
status quo in Washington has cor- 
rupted America's economy and their 
government, and its entrenched defend- 
ers, powerful and sometimes rich in the 
process. This situation was created by 
both parties, but repairing it is now 
going to fall to those of us in this body 
right now. It is our job to win back the 
public's trust. That cannot be done 
simply by passing bills or even better 
bills. The only way to gain trust is to 
be trustworthy. I think that means 
that we have to invite the people back 
into the process, to give the bills we do 
pass the moral legitimacy that Con- 
gress alone no longer confers. 

In order to restore this trust, Mem- 
bers will have to expose themselves to 
inconvenient amendment votes, incon- 
venient debate and discussion, and 
scrutiny of legislation we are consid- 
ering. The result of some votes in the 
face of certain bills may, indeed, prove 
unpredictable, but the costs of an open 
source, transparent process are worth 
it for the benefits of greater inclusion 
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and more diverse voices and views and 
for the opportunity such a process 
would offer to rebuild the internal and 
the external trust needed to govern 
with legitimacy. 

My friend and colleague, the junior 
Senator from Kentucky, has referred to 
a story of which I have become quite 
fond, a story that I have written about 
and talked about in various venues 
throughout my State and throughout 
America. It relates to a lawmaker, a 
lawmaker who served several hundred 
years ago, a lawmaker named John 
Wilkes—not to be confused with John 
Wilkes Booth, Lincoln’s assassin. This 
John Wilkes served in the English Par- 
liament in the late 1700s. 

In 1763, John Wilkes found himself at 
the receiving end of anger and resent- 
ment by the administration of King 
George III. King George III and his 
ministers were angry with John 
Wilkes. 

At the time, there were these weekly 
news circulars, weekly news magazines 
that went out and would often just 
extol the virtues of King George III and 
his ministers. One of them was called 
the Briton. The Briton was written, 
produced, and published by those who 
were loyal to the King, and they would 
say only glowing things about the 
King. They would write things about 
the King saying: Oh, the King is fan- 
tastic. The King can do no wrong. Had 
sliced bread been invented as of 1763, I 
am sure the Briton would have re- 
ported that the King was the greatest 
thing since sliced bread. All they could 
say were nice things about the King be- 
cause they were written by the King’s 
people. 

Well, John Wilkes decided to buck 
that trend. He started his own weekly 
circular called the North Briton. The 
North Briton took a different angle. 
The North Briton took the angle that 
it was supposed to be in the interests of 
the people that he reported the news 
and that he made commentary. So in 
the North Briton John Wilkes would 
occasionally be so bold as to criticize 
or question King George III and the ac- 
tions of the King and of the King’s 
ministers. 

This proved problematic for some in 
the administration of King George III. 
The last straw seemed to come with 
the publication of the 45th edition of 
the North Briton, North Briton No. 45. 
When North Briton No. 45 was released, 
the King and his ministers went crazy. 
Before long, John Wilkes found himself 
arrested. John Wilkes found himself 
subjected to a very invasive search pur- 
suant to a particular type of warrant. 
It had become, unfortunately, all to 
common in that era, a type of warrant 
we will refer to as a general warrant. 
Rather than naming a particular place 
or a particular person where things 
would be searched and seized, this war- 
rant simply identified an offense and 
said: Go after anyone and everyone 
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who might in some way be involved in 
it. It gave unfettered, unlimited discre- 
tion to those executing and enforcing 
this warrant as to how and where and 
with respect to whom this warrant 
might be executed. 

So they went through his house even 
though he was not named in the war- 
rant, even though his home, his ad- 
dress, was not identified in the war- 
rant. They searched through every- 
thing. John Wilkes was, understand- 
ably, outraged by this, as were people 
throughout the city of London when 
they became aware of it. John Wilkes, 
while in jail, decided he was going to 
fight back. He fought in open court the 
terms and the conditions of his arrest. 
He ended up fighting against this gen- 
eral warrant. He eventually won his 
freedom. 

Over time, he was reelected repeat- 
edly to Parliament. In time, he also 
brought a civil suit against King 
George III’s ministers who were in- 
volved in the execution of this general 
warrant, and he won. He was awarded 
4,000 pounds, which was a very substan- 
tial sum of money at the time. The 
other people who were subjected to the 
same type of search under the same 
general warrant were also awarded a 
recovery under this same theory, to 
the point that in present-day terms, 
there were many millions of dollars 
that had to be paid out by King George 
III and his ministers to the plaintiffs 
who sued under this theory that they 
were unlawfully subjected to a search 
under a general warrant. 

In time, the number 45, in connection 
with the North Briton No. 45—the pub- 
lication that had sparked this whole 
inquiry—the number 45 became syn- 
onymous with the name John Wilkes, 
and then John Wilkes in turn became 
synonymous with the cause of liberty. 
People throughout Britain and 
throughout America would celebrate 
the cause of freedom by celebrating the 
number 45. It was not uncommon for 
people to buy drinks for their 45 closest 
friends. It was not uncommon to write 
the number 45 on the side of buildings, 
taverns, saloons. It was not uncommon 
for the number 45 to be raised in con- 
nection with cries for the cause of lib- 
erty. So the number 45, the name John 
Wilkes, and the cause of liberty all be- 
came wrapped up into one. 

It was against this backdrop that the 
United States was becoming its own 
Nation. When it did become its own Na- 
tion, when we adopted a Constitution, 
and when we decided shortly thereafter 
to adopt a Bill of Rights, one of the 
very first amendments we adopted was 
the Fourth Amendment. The Fourth 
Amendment responded to this par- 
ticular call for freedom by guaran- 
teeing that in the United States we 
would not have general warrants. The 
Fourth Amendment makes that clear. 
It contains a particularity requirement 
stating that any persons or things sub- 
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ject to search warrants would have to 
be described with particularity. The 
persons would have to be identified or 
at least an area or a set of objects 
would have to be identified rather than 
the government just saying: Go after 
anyone and everyone who might be 
connected with this offense or with 
this series of events. 

At that time, there were no such 
things as telephones. Those would not 
come along for a very long time. They 
certainly did not imagine, could not 
have imagined, the types of commu- 
nications devices we have today. Nev- 
ertheless, the principles that they em- 
braced at the time are still valid today, 
and they are still relevant today. The 
principles embodied in the Fourth 
Amendment are still very much appli- 
cable today. The freedom we embraced 
then is still embraced today by the 
American people, who, when they be- 
come aware of it, tend to be offended 
by the notion that the NSA can go out 
and get an order that requires the pro- 
viders of telephone services to just give 
up all of their data, give up all of their 
calling records, to give those over to a 
government agency that will then put 
them into a database and keep track of 
where everyone's telephone calls have 
gone. 

The idea behind this program is to 
build and maintain a database storing 
information regarding each call you 
have made and each call that has been 
made to you, what time each call oc- 
curred, and how long it lasted. This is 
an extraordinary amount of informa- 
tion, information that, while perhaps 
relatively innocuous in small pieces, 
when put together in a single data- 
base—one that includes potentially 
more than 300 million Americans, one 
that goes back 5 years at a time—can 
be used or could easily be abused in 
such a way that would allow the gov- 
ernment to paint a painfully clear por- 
trait, a silhouette of every American. 
Some researchers have suggested, for 
example, that through metadata alone, 
it could be ascertained how old you 
are, what your political views are, your 
religious affiliation, what activities 
you engage in, the condition of your 
health, and all other kinds of personal 
information. 

One of the reasons this is distressing 
is, that, unlike a program that would 
involve listening to the content of your 
telephone calls—which, of course, is 
not at issue with respect to this pro- 
gram—all of this can be done with a 
high degree of automation, such that 
those intent on abuses could do so with 
relative ease, with the type of ease 
that they would not have access to ab- 
sent this type of automation. 

Sometimes people are inclined to ask 
me: Where is the evidence that this 
particular program is being abused? 
What can you point to that suggests 
anyone has used this for a nefarious po- 
litical purpose or for some other ille- 
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gitimate purpose not connected with 
protecting American national security? 

I have a few responses to them. First 
and foremost, we do need to look to the 
Constitution, both to the letter and 
spirit of that founding document that 
has fostered the development of the 
greatest civilization the world has ever 
known. It isn’t important for its own 
sake simply because we have taken an 
oath to uphold, protect, and defend it 
as Members of this body. The Constitu- 
tion is an end unto itself. It is impor- 
tant that we follow it regardless of 
whether we can point to some par- 
ticular respect in which this particular 
program has been abused. 

Secondly, even if we assume, even if 
we stipulate for purposes of this discus- 
sion that no one within the NSA is cur- 
rently abusing this program for nefar- 
ious political purposes or otherwise, 
even if we assume no one within the 
NSA currently is even capable of abus- 
ing or has any inclination to abuse this 
program at any point in the future, I 
would ask the question: Can we say we 
are certain that will always be the 
case? Who is to say what might happen 
1 year from now, 2 years from now, 5 
years, 10 years or 15 years from now? 

We know how these things happen. 
We understand something about human 
nature. We understand what happens to 
human beings as soon as they get a lit- 
tle bit of power. They tend to abuse it. 

Remember the investigation brought 
about by Senator Frank Church in the 
1970s. Senator Frank Church, when he 
investigated wiretap abuses—abuses of 
technology that was still only a few 
decades old back in the 1970s when this 
occurred—the Church Committee con- 
cluded, among other things, that every 
Presidential administration from FDR 
through Richard Nixon had abused our 
Nation’s investigative and counter- 
intelligence agencies for partisan, po- 
litical purposes to engage in political 
espionage. Every single one of those 
administrations from FDR to Nixon 
had done that. 

In that sense, we have seen this 
movie before. We know how it ends. We 
know that even though the people 
working at the NSA today might well 
have only the noblest of intentions, 
over time these kinds of programs can 
be abused, and we know a lot of people 
in America understand the potential 
for this abuse. 

Thirdly, I have to point out that the 
NSA currently is collecting metadata 
only with respect to phone calls. But 
under the same reading of section 215 
of the PATRIOT Act that the NSA has 
used to collect this metadata—a read- 
ing with which I disagree and a reading 
with which the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Second Circuit disagreed in its 
thoughtful, well-written opinion just 
about 2 weeks ago—even though the 
NSA is currently collecting only tele- 
phone call metadata right now, there is 
nothing about the way the NSA reads 
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section 215 of the PATRIOT Act—which 
is incorrect, by the way, an incorrect 
reading—but there is nothing about 
that reading that would limit the NSA 
to collecting only metadata related to 
telephone calls. 

So who is to say the NSA might de- 
cide tomorrow or next year or a couple 
of years from now—if we reauthorize 
this—or at some point down the road 
during a period of reauthorization, that 
the NSA will not decide at that point 
to begin collecting other types of 
metadata, not just telephone call 
metadata but perhaps credit card 
metadata, metadata regarding people 
who reserve hotels online, regarding 
emails that people send or receive, re- 
garding Web sites that people visit on- 
line, regarding online transactions that 
occur. Those are all different types of 
metadata. 

Now, again, I disagree with the NSA’s 
legal interpretation of section 215 of 
the PATRIOT Act. I think they are 
abusing it. I think they are misusing 
it. I think they have dangerously mis- 
construed it, just as the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit con- 
cluded a few weeks ago. But this is 
their interpretation. And if we reau- 
thorize this, are we not reauthorizing, 
in some respects, or at least enabling 
them to continue this? I don’t think we 
are validating or ratifying what they 
are doing. 

Their interpretation of it is still 
wrong, but we are enabling them to en- 
gage in a continued ongoing practice of 
abuse of the plain language of section 
215, which requires that anything they 
collect be relevant to an investigation. 

Well, their interpretation of ‘‘rel- 
evant to the investigation” is we might 
at some point in the future deem this 
material relevant to what we might at 
some point in the future be inves- 
tigating. That cannot plausibly, under 
any interpretation of the word ““rel- 
evance,’’ be acceptable. And it was on 
that basis that the Second Circuit re- 
jected the NSA’s interpretation. 

In any event, that same interpreta- 
tion will still be the NSA’s interpreta- 
tion if, in fact, we reauthorize this. 

There is nothing stopping the NSA 
from using that same interpretation— 
mistaken interpretation but an inter- 
pretation nonetheless—of section 215 in 
a way that would allow—there is noth- 
ing stopping them from using that 
same misinterpretation of a statutory 
language for the purposes of gathering 
metadata on credit card usage, on on- 
line activity, on emails sent online and 
received. From that you can discern 
even more information about a per- 
son’s profile. You can come up with a 
very frighteningly accurate picture of 
anyone based on that kind of 
metadata, just as you can now, but 
that would give them an even bigger 
picture. That would be an even greater 
affront to the privacy interests of the 
American people. 
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All of this relates back to the idea 
that the government shouldn’t be able 
to go out and say: Here is a court 
order. We want all of your information. 
We want all of your data. Just give it 
to us because we might want it later. 

This type of dragnet operation is in- 
compatible with our legal system. It is 
incompatible with hundreds of years of 
Anglo-American legal precedence. It is 
incompatible with the spirit, if not the 
letter, of the U.S. Constitution, and it 
is not something we should embrace. 

At the end of the day, we need to do 
something with this program. Not ev- 
eryone in this Chamber agrees on what 
that something is, and not everyone in 
this Chamber who believes we need re- 
form or who believes the NSA’s pro- 
gram of bulk metadata collection is 
wrong agrees on the same solution. But 
the way for us to get to a solution 
must involve open, transparent debate 
and discussion, and it absolutely 
should involve an open amendment 
process. 

So if there are those who have con- 
cerns with the legislation passed by the 
House of Representatives last week by 
a vote of 338 to 88, I welcome their 
input. I welcome any amendments they 
may have. I welcome the opportunity 
to make the bill better, to make it 
more compatible with this or that in- 
terest, to make it do a better job of 
balancing the privacy and national se- 
curity interests at stake. 

But we have to have that debate and 
discussion, and we have to have that 
process in order for the American peo- 
ple to be well represented and well 
served. We cannot continue to function 
by cliff. 

Government-by-cliff is a recipe for 
disaster. Government-by-cliff results in 
a take-it-or-leave-it, one-size-fits-all 
binary set of choices that disserve the 
American people. Government-by-cliff 
all too frequently results in temporary 
extensions rather than some type of 
lasting legislative solution that can 
help the American people feel more 
comfortable that they are being well 
represented. 

So I would ask my distinguished col- 
league, my friend the junior Senator 
from Kentucky, if there are not ways 
in which we could come to an agree- 
ment, if we as a body couldn't come to 
an agreement on how best to resolve 
this difficult circumstance, if the cause 
of protecting American national secu- 
rity is irreconcilably in conflict with 
the privacy interests that are part of 
the Fourth Amendment and, most im- 
portantly, I would ask my friend from 
Kentucky if privacy isn't, in fact, part 
of our security rather than being in 
conflict with it. 

I would be interested in any thoughts 
my friend from Kentucky might have 
on that issue. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Utah makes a very good 
point and also asks some very good 
questions. 
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In saying that we tend to work 
against headlines here, I often say we 
lurch from deadline to deadline, and 
the American people wonder what the 
heck we are doing in between the dead- 
lines. 

The PATRIOT Act has been due to 
expire for 3 years. It is on a sunset of 
3 years. We knew 3 years ago that this 
debate was coming. There should be 
plenty of time and, I think, adequate 
time to discuss issues that affect the 
Bill of Rights, that affect rights that 
were encoded into our Constitution 
from the very beginning. 

So I think without question the issue 
is of great importance and then we 
should debate it. But too often budg- 
etary measures—or maybe this meas- 
ure—get so crowded up against dead- 
lines that people are like: Oh, we don’t 
have time for amendments. The prob- 
lem is, if you don’t have amendments, 
you are not really having debate. 

I think the Senator characterized 
very well that we both agree the bulk 
collection of data is wrong. We think 
that goes against the spirit and the let- 
ter of the Constitution. 

However, at least half of us that we 
would encounter in this body don’t 
even agree with that supposition. They 
believe, as many of them have pointed 
out, we are not collecting enough, and 
they don’t care how we collect it, let’s 
just collect more. 

So we are on different sides of opin- 
ion, two groups here. And then some of 
us aren’t exactly on the same page as 
to the solution, but we agree on the 
problem. I think you could work 
through to the solution if you all 
agreed it is a problem and that the 
American people think we have gone 
too far. 

I think that is what the purpose of 
some of this debate today is, hopefully 
to draw in the American public and 
have them call their legislators and 
say: Enough is enough. You shouldn’t 
be collecting my data unless you sus- 
pect me of a crime, unless my name is 
on the warrant. Unless you had a judge 
sign the warrant for me, you shouldn’t 
be collecting all the data of all Ameri- 
cans all the time. 

I think part of our problem is the 
deadlines, and part of the reason I am 
here today is that I have been working 
on five or six amendments for a year 
now with Senator WYDEN, so we have 
bipartisan support for a series of 
amendments. These are what we think 
would be best to fix this problem. Cer- 
tainly, when we have had 3 years to 
wait for this moment, we ought to have 
enough time to vote on five or six 
amendments. 

So that is really, I think, what we 
are asking of the leadership of both 
sides—is permission. Because, really, in 
this body, everybody has to agree to let 
you vote on something or no votes hap- 
pen. 

We have done a better job this year. 
We are voting on more amendments, 


7550 


but this is still one of those occasions 
where we are butting up against a 
deadline. My fear is that without ex- 
traordinary measures—which I am 
hopefully trying to do today—that we 
may not get a vote on amendments and 
we may not get adequate time to de- 
bate this, I think, important issue. 

Some of the amendments we have 
been interested in presenting as a way 
to fix this—so first you have to agree 
with what the problem is. We think the 
problem is that the government 
shouldn’t collect all of your phone 
records all of the time without putting 
your name on a warrant, without tell- 
ing a judge that they have suspicion 
that you have committed a crime. We 
think that collecting everyone’s phone 
records all of the time without sus- 
picion is sort of like a general warrant. 
It is like a writ of assistance, it is like 
what James Otis fought against, it is 
like what John Adams said was the 
spark that led to the American Revolu- 
tion. 

So we think the American people 
also believe this, that the American 
people believe their records shouldn’t 
be collected in bulk, that there should 
not be this enormous gathering of our 
records. 

What we need to do is get to a con- 
sensus where everybody agrees that is 
a problem. But the body is still divided. 
About half of the Senate believes we 
should collect more records, that we 
are not invading your privacy enough, 
that privacy doesn’t matter—that, by 
golly, let the government collect all of 
your records to be safe. 

Well, when the privacy commission 
looked at this, when Senator WYDEN 
looked at this, and when other people 
who have the intimate knowledge 
looked at this, their conclusion was 
that the bulk collection of our records, 
this invasion of privacy, isn’t even 
working, that we aren’t capturing ter- 
rorists we wouldn’t have caught other- 
wise by this information. So the prac- 
tical argument that says we will give 
up our privacy to keep us safe, even 
that argument is not a valid argument. 

But we have been looking at some of 
the possible solutions—and I see the 
Senator from New Mexico and would be 
pleased to entertain a question if he 
has a question. 

(Mr. LEE assumed the Chair.) 

Mr. HEINRICH. Yes. I thank my 
friend from Kentucky and ask him if he 
would yield for a question without los- 
ing his right to the floor. 

I want to start out by prefacing this 
for a few minutes, from my limited ex- 
perience—just over the past a little 
over 2 years, and I am on the Intel- 
ligence Committee now—by saying 
there is simply no question that our 
Nation’s intelligence professionals are 
incredibly dedicated, patriotic men and 
women who make real sacrifices to 
keep our country safe and free and, in 
that, they should be able to do their 
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job, secure in the knowledge that their 
agencies have the confidence of the 
American people. And Congress—those 
of us here—needs to preserve the abil- 
ity of those agencies to collect infor- 
mation that is truly necessary to guard 
against real threats to our national se- 
curity. 

The Framers of the Constitution, as 
my colleague from Kentucky knows, 
declared that government officials had 
no power—no power—to seize the 
records of individual Americans with- 
out evidence of wrongdoing. And it was 
so important that they literally en- 
shrined and embedded this principle in 
the Fourth Amendment to the Con- 
stitution. 

In my view, the bulk collection of 
Americans’ private telephone records 
by the NSA in this program clearly 
violates the spirit—if not the letter—of 
the intentions of the Framers here. 

Just 6 months after my first Senate 
intelligence briefing, former National 
Security Agency contractor Edward 
Snowden leaked documents that ex- 
posed the NSA’s massive collection of 
Americans’ cell phone and Internet 
data. And as my friend from Kentucky 
said, not just a few Americans but lit- 
erally millions of innocent Americans 
were caught up in what is effectively a 
dragnet program. 

It was made clear to the public that 
the government had convinced the 
FISA Court to accept a sweeping rein- 
terpretation of section 215 of the PA- 
TRIOT Act, which ignited, in my view, 
avery necessary and long overdue pub- 
lic conversation about the trade-offs 
made by our government between pro- 
tecting our Nation and respecting our 
constitutional liberties. 

I think well-intentioned leaders had, 
during the previous decade, come down 
decidedly on the side of national secu- 
rity with a willingness to sacrifice pri- 
vacy protections in the process. And 
what became obvious was that because 
of our continued lack of knowledge of 
Al Qaeda and other terrorist organiza- 
tions, some within our government be- 
lieved we still needed to collect every 
scrap of information available in order 
to ensure that, should we ever need it, 
we could query this information and 
track down U.S.-based threats. In 
doing so, the government ended up col- 
lecting billions of call data records, 
linked in case after case after case not 
to terrorists but to innocent Ameri- 
cans. 

Wisconsin Republican Congressman 
JIM SENSENBRENNER, who I served with 
in the House of Representatives, who 
was one of the authors of the original 
underlying legislation—the PATRIOT 
Act itself—said a couple of years ago: 
“The PATRIOT Act never would have 
passed . . . had there been any inclina- 
tion at all that it would have author- 
ized bulk collections.” 

As this debate increasingly moved to 
the public sphere, I joined my col- 
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leagues on the Select Committee on In- 
telligence—Senator WYDEN, who was 
just here on the floor a few minutes 
ago, and former Senator Mark Udall— 
in pressing the NSA and the Director of 
National Intelligence for some clear 
examples in which the bulk informa- 
tion collected under this metadata pro- 
gram, under section 215, was uniquely 
responsible for the capture of a ter- 
rorist or the thwarting of a terrorist 
plot. They could not provide any—not 
a single solitary example—nor could 
they make a case for why the govern- 
ment had to hold the data itself and 
why for so long. 

Thankfully, a review panel set up by 
President Obama agreed with us and 
recommended that the government end 
its bulk collection of telephone 
metadata. 

I will admit, however—and my friend 
from Kentucky has brought this up on 
several occasions already—that I am 
incredibly disappointed that the Presi- 
dent hasn’t simply used his existing 
authority to unilaterally roll back 
some of the unnecessary blanket 
metadata collection. Some have 
claimed this inaction is evidence that 
the President secretly supports main- 
taining the current program as is. 
That, however, is nonsense. 

The President has asked Congress to 
give him additional authorities so that 
he can carry out the program in an ef- 
fective manner, and the USA Freedom 
Act seeks to do just that. 

The Republican-led House of Rep- 
resentatives last week passed that 
bill—the USA Freedom Act—by a vote 
of 338 to 88, with large majorities from 
both parties. At a time when everyone 
believes we agree on nothing, large ma- 
jorities of Republicans and Democrats 
supported that piece of legislation. 

Further, the Second Circuit Court of 
Appeals ruling that the NSA is vio- 
lating the law by collecting millions of 
Americans’ phone records is even more 
proof that we have gone too far and 
need to recalibrate and, in my view, 
refocus our efforts. Why on Earth, I 
would ask, would we extend a law that 
this court has found to be illegal? 

Given the overwhelming evidence 
that the current bulk collection pro- 
gram is not only unnecessary but also 
illegal, I think we have reached a crit- 
ical turning point, and I want to thank 
my colleague from Kentucky for com- 
ing to the floor to force us all to have 
this conversation. We have kicked the 
can down the road too many times on 
this particular issue, and I believe it is 
time to finally end the bulk collection 
of these phone records and instead 
focus more narrowly on the records of 
actual terrorists. 

Americans value their independence. 
I know this is especially true in my 
home State of New Mexico. They cher- 
ish their right to privacy that is guar- 
anteed by our Constitution. But some 
of our colleagues still think it is OK for 
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the government to collect and hold 
millions of private records from inno- 
cent citizens and to search those 
records at will. 

The majority leader is asking us to 
act quickly to reauthorize. I believe it 
would be a grave mistake to reauthor- 
ize the existing PATRIOT Act, and I 
join my colleagues in blocking any ex- 
tension of the law that does not in- 
clude major reforms, including an end 
to bulk collection. 

I think we can and we must balance 
government’s need to keep our Nation 
safe with its sacred duty to protect our 
constitutionally guaranteed liberties. 
And I guess this brings me to my ques- 
tion for the Senator from Kentucky. 

How on Earth can you possibly 
square what the Fourth Amendment 
says, in terms of our papers and our 
ability to control our own effects with- 
out a warrant, with the government’s 
bulk collection of phone records of law- 
abiding American citizens? 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I thank the 
Senator from New Mexico for that 
great question. 

I think there is no way we can square 
this bulk collection with the Fourth 
Amendment. I think part of the prob- 
lem, though, is that we, over a long pe- 
riod of time, diminished the protec- 
tions of records held by third parties. 
And I think one of the debates we need 
to get hopefully to the Supreme Court 
sometime soon is whether you give up 
your privacy interest in records that 
are held by third parties. 

I think there will come a time that 
your papers, once held in your house— 
there are no papers in your house. 
There may not be paper. But there is 
still the concept of records. Records 
were traditionally on paper, and they 
were traditionally in your house. But 
now your most private papers are held 
digitally by your phone, and then by 
the people who are in charge of the dif- 
ferent organizations such as phone, 
email, et cetera. 

I think there has to be Fourth 
Amendment protection of these. Those 
who look at the court cases, and go 
back to probably the last important 
case, the Maryland v. Smith case, often 
say there is no Fourth Amendment 
protection at all for these records. In 
fact, the government will tell you they 
can do whatever they want with email, 
with text, and with all of these things. 
And I am not convinced they are not 
using other programs, such as this Ex- 
ecutive order program, to actually col- 
lect many other kinds of metadata 
other than phone calls. 

So I am very worried about it. I 
think we need help from the courts. 
But we need help from the legislative 
body to represent the will of the peo- 
ple. And I think the will of the people 
is very clear that the majority of peo- 
ple think we have gone too far and that 
we need to stop this indiscriminate 
vacuuming up of all Americans’ phone 
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records regardless of whether there is 
suspicion. 

Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, I 
would ask the Senator from Kentucky 
an additional question. I found it very 
helpful before I came to the floor 
today—and I want to thank my col- 
league again for raising these critical 
issues—to go back and read the Fourth 
Amendment, and I thought it would be 
worthwhile just to briefly read that 
once again here on the floor because I 
think it really puts you in the mind of 
some of the greatest Americans who 
ever lived. 

Our Framers wrote a constitution 
that has survived for well over 200 
years now. It has survived Republicans. 
It has survived Democrats. It has sur- 
vived political parties that came and 
went, and it has survived great con- 
flicts time and again. 

The Fourth Amendment says: “The 
right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and sei- 
zures, shall not be violated, and no 
Warrants shall issue, but upon probable 
cause, supported by Oath or affirma- 
tion, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized.”’ 

I would ask my friend from Kentucky 
his views on the resilience of this con- 
stitutional document and how he can 
possibly read the actual text of this 
Fourth Amendment without realizing 
that those Framers really meant for 
this to apply into the future to things 
that we hadn’t foreseen yet but using 
the broadest terminology available, 
such as words like effects and papers? 

I yield the floor and thank the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky once again. This is 
one of those issues that unite people on 
the left and the right, Republicans and 
Democrats, who care deeply about our 
national security but also care about 
our constitutional liberties. I think the 
time to fix this is upon us. And without 
shining a light on this, we certainly 
are not going to be able to make the 
progress we need. We have an oppor- 
tunity here, and we should seize it. 

I yield the floor to the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I thank the 
Senator from New Mexico for coming 
down and for being a great supporter of 
the Fourth Amendment. 

One of the things I think is inter- 
esting is that in our current culture we 
seem to devalue the Fourth Amend- 
ment. You go to—at least on our side— 
all kinds of groupings and gatherings, 
and there is a lot of talk of the Second 
Amendment, talk of the First Amend- 
ment, but there hasn’t been so much of 
the Fourth Amendment until we got to 
this point with the collection of data 
seeming to be running amok. 

One of our Founding Fathers was 
George Mason. He was considered to be 
an anti-Federalist. He was a guy who 
really stood on principle, but also he 
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was a guy who had the audacity to ac- 
tually not sign the Constitution, even 
though he was asked and he was there 
and could have. 

On September 17, 1787, he refused to 
sign the Constitution and returned to 
his native State as an outspoken oppo- 
nent of the ratification contest. His ob- 
jection to the proposed Constitution 
was that it lacked a declaration of 
rights. Mason felt that a declaration of 
rights—or what we call a bill of 
rights—was a necessity in order to curb 
Federal overreach. 

Mason, though, was also famous for 
being an author of the Virginia Dec- 
laration of Rights, which was written a 
decade or so before our Constitution 
and upon which many things were 
based. He wrote in the first paragraph 
of the U.S. Declaration of Independence 
something similar to what we hear in 
the Declaration of Independence: 

That all men are by nature equally free 
and independent, and have certain inherent 
rights, of which, when they enter into a state 
of society, they cannot by any compact de- 
prive or divest their posterity; namely, the 
enjoyment of life and liberty, with the 
means of acquiring and possessing property, 
and pursuing and obtaining happiness and 
safety. 

In the Declaration of Rights, which 
comes from 1776, for Virginia, he also 
was instrumental in including article 
IX. Article IX is basically the pre- 
cursor to the Fourth Amendment. In 
it, he wrote: 

That general warrants, whereby any officer 
or messenger may be commanded to search 
suspected places without evidence of a fact 
committed, or to seize any person or persons 
not named, or whose offence is not particu- 
larly described and supported by evidence, 
are grievous and oppressive, and ought not 
to be granted. 

So from the very beginning, the 
Fourth Amendment was a big deal. It 
was a big enough deal that the fact 
that it wasn’t included caused George 
Mason to say he couldn’t sign the Con- 
stitution. It was a big enough deal that 
this debate went on for a while, and fi- 
nally the resolution of getting the Con- 
stitution included that there would ul- 
timately be a Bill of Rights. Thomas 
Jefferson wrote about the Bill of 
Rights. He said: 

A bill of rights is what the people are enti- 
tled to against every government on earth, 
general or particular, and what no just gov- 
ernment should refuse, or rest on inferences. 

I like the way he put it: A Bill of 
Rights is what the people are entitled 
to against every government. It is a 
protection. 

Jefferson also described the Constitu- 
tion as the chains of the Constitution. 
The chains were to bind government 
and to prevent government from abus- 
ing its authority. 

When we have adhered to this, when 
we paid strict attention to it, we have 
maximized our freedom. When we have 
let our guard down, when we have al- 
lowed our guard to stray away, when 
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we have allowed the government to 
usurp authority to gain and grab and 
take more power, it has been at the ex- 
pense of freedom. 

I think we can be safe and have our 
freedom as well. I think we can obey 
the Constitution and catch terrorists 
at the same time. I think, in fact, 
frankly—strictly from a practical point 
of view—I think we gain more informa- 
tion by using the Constitution. By hav- 
ing less indiscriminate collection of 
data and by having more collection of 
discriminating data—data that is based 
on suspicion, data that is based on tips, 
data that is based on human intel- 
ligence, data that we can focus all of 
our human energy on—I think we actu- 
ally will catch more terrorists. I think 
there has been instance after instance 
after instance where we did have infor- 
mation on terrorists and we failed to 
act, perhaps because we are spending so 
much time and so much energy on the 
indiscriminate collection of data. 

William Brennan is one of our famous 
Justices, and he said of the Framers: 

The Framers of the Bill of Rights did not 
purport to “create” rights. Rather, they de- 
signed the Bill of Rights to prohibit our Gov- 
ernment from infringing rights and liberties 
presumed to be preexisting. 

We didn’t create the rights. Govern- 
ment didn't create your rights. Your 
rights come naturally to you. For 
those of us who believe in a Creator, 
they come from our Creator. But they 
are important to protect. They should 
be protected against all forms of even 
majority. It is why some of us think it 
very important to say that we are a 
Republic, we are not a democracy; that 
no majority should be able to take 
away our rights. That is why this is 
important. I think these questions ulti- 
mately get to the Supreme Court. Be- 
cause no matter what the majority 
says here, no matter what the majority 
of the legislature says, the Bill of 
Rights lists and codifies rights that 
cannot and should not be taken away 
by a majority: the rights that we have 
to be left alone—as Justice Brandeis 
said, the most cherished of rights, the 
right to be left alone. But this debate 
is a long and ongoing debate. For near- 
ly 100 years, from the Olmstead case in 
1928 to the present, we have had a dis- 
cussion and a struggle and a con- 
troversy over what parts of our con- 
versations are to be protected and what 
parts are not to be protected. 

I think a lot of our problems really 
originated with going the wrong way in 
1928 with the Olmstead case because we 
went for a long period of time—we 
went for two generations thinking that 
your phone calls were not private and 
that your phone calls were not pro- 
tected by the Fourth Amendment. 
Then, we finally got to the 1960s, and 
we reversed that and we said your con- 
versations are to be protected. But 
within a decade we made the wrong de- 
cision again and said that your records 
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are not to be protected—that your 
Fourth Amendment, your records once 
held by the phone company, aren't to 
be protected. I think that was a mis- 
take. 

I think it is also a mistake to think 
we are literally talking about paper in 
your house because there is quickly 
coming a time in which technology 
will be such that there will be no pa- 
pers. Papers will be another word for 
“records,” but your records will not be 
kept in your house. 

They already aren’t. There was a dis- 
cussion of this in whether we can 
search a person’s individual phone, and 
the Court did rule I think in an accu- 
rate way. The Court and one of the Jus- 
tices said that, basically, the informa- 
tion found on your phone is more per- 
sonal and more extensive than prob- 
ably any papers that were ever in any 
home in a time before electronics. So 
we are going to have to catch up to 
electronics, we are going to have to 
catch up to the digital age, and we are 
going to have to decide does the indi- 
vidual maintain a privacy interest and/ 
or a property interest. 

I, frankly, think that when the phone 
company holds my records, that they 
are partly mine; that there is a prop- 
erty interest and a privacy interest I 
haven’t relinquished. Unless I have 
given explicit permission, I don’t think 
I have given up my privacy. In fact, 
many times it is the opposite. 

Many times what we have actually 
said is, when I agree to do banking 
with you or I agree to have you hold 
my telephone calls or I agree to do 
Internet searches with you, I have an 
explicit agreement often. The agree- 
ment is so explicit to defend my pri- 
vacy that when they don’t, they are ac- 
tually fearful of being sued. And so all 
of this craziness, all of this overreach, 
all of this loss of our privacy comes 
with a little additional caveat that is 
written into all the laws and everybody 
is clamoring for and it is what they 
want now—liability protection. They 
want to be able to violate their privacy 
agreement. So we give them liability 
protection. They don’t want to be sued, 
but they realize they are violating and 
could be accused of violating our pri- 
vacy agreement. 

So as much as I hate and despise friv- 
olous lawsuits, the threat of suing 
somebody causes them to obey their 
contract. If they don’t have the 
threat—if you say: Well, we are going 
to have contracts, but we are not going 
to enforce them with the threat of a 
lawsuit, then contracts become mean- 
ingless. So it is really important that 
as we move forward, we try to say to 
people the privacy agreement you 
signed is a real document, it is a real 
contract, and it should be protected. 

When referring to the Bill of Rights, 
Gen. Smedley Butler, who was a two- 
time Medal of Honor winner and a Bre- 
vet Medal of Honor winner, said: 
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There are only two things we should fight 
for. One is the defense of our homes and the 
other is the Bill of Rights. 

When I have talked to the young men 
and women who have fought bravely 
for our country—young men and 
women who have lost limbs, families of 
those who have lost lives—that is what 
I hear from every one of them. I hear 
from them that they were fighting to 
defend the Bill of Rights. They were 
fighting to defend our Constitution. 

What saddens me is that while they 
were fighting for our Constitution, 
while they were fighting for our Bill of 
Rights, their legislators weren’t fight- 
ing for the Bill of Rights. Their legisla- 
tors were turning the other way. Their 
legislators were so fearful of attack 
that they gave up on the Bill of Rights 
and said: Here is my liberty, just give 
me security. This is a longstanding de- 
bate. Franklin had it right—those who 
are willing to give up their liberty may 
end up with neither. 

Now, some would ask: Why am I here 
today? What do I propose to get out of 
this? Is there an end point when I will 
go home and be quiet and quit talking 
about the Bill of Rights? 

I think there could be. I think if the 
leadership of both parties in the Senate 
would agree to have a debate on the 
PATRIOT Act, if they would agree to 
have amendments and have votes—and 
I will give some examples of some 
things that we think—most of these 
will ultimately be introduced in all 
likelihood by Senator WYDEN and I. I 
will start with the first one. This is 
based upon an amendment that he and 
I have worked on together. This 
amendment would prohibit mandates 
on companies that alter their products 
to enable government surveillance. So 
this amendment prohibits any man- 
dates from government agencies re- 
quiring private companies to alter 
their security features—their source 
code—to allow the government to get 
into their stuff and into your lives. 

This amendment would apply to com- 
puter services, hardware, software, and 
electronic devices made available to 
the general public. 

Currently, the government is requir- 
ing and sometimes telling companies 
they can’t even tell you this. They are 
requiring access to certain products. 
There have been stories of them insert- 
ing malware on Facebook, giving you 
access to Facebook, and then getting 
into your Facebook account through 
the Facebook code source. I know 
Facebook has objected to this and 
fought them on this, but our amend- 
ment would say that the government 
just can’t do this. The government can- 
not force different social networking 
sites and different Internet software 
cannot force them to give the govern- 
ment access indiscriminately. 

The question would be: Can the gov- 
ernment require things specifically? 
Absolutely, yes. Present evidence to 
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get a warrant, and realize that when 
they want to make you so afraid that 
you give up all your records, realize 
that warrants aren’t hard to get. The 
FISA warrants are almost without 
question agreed to, maybe to a fault. 
Ninety-nine percent-plus of all the war- 
rants ever requested are granted. I 
think it is not too much of a step to 
say we should ask and request war- 
rants. 

The second amendment we would 
consider putting forward, if we were al- 
lowed to and allowed to have votes on, 
would replace the PATRIOT Act exten- 
sion with comprehensive surveillance 
reform. We would replace the extension 
of expiring authorities with substantial 
reforms, as originally proposed by Sen- 
ators WYDEN and PAUL and others in 
the Intelligence Oversight and Surveil- 
lance Act of 2013. 

This amendment would end bulk col- 
lection and replace it with nothing. We 
would close the section 702 backdoor 
search loophole, which allows the gov- 
ernment to say they are searching for- 
eigners’ records but in reality gather 
up 90 percent of the records being 
American records and called inci- 
dental. We would close this backdoor 
loophole where actually American 
records are being collected, not foreign 
records. We would create a constitu- 
tional advocate to argue before the 
FISA Court, before the intelligence 
court. 

The reason I think this is necessary 
is that the court has somewhat become 
a rubberstamp for the government, and 
we aren’t allowing any kind of oppos- 
ing arguments and we really aren’t 
having any argument. For example, we 
have loosened the standard from the 
constitutional standard, which is prob- 
able cause, and we have said it is rel- 
evant. So we get to relevance. But 
when you come before the court, I 
don’t think anybody is debating or 
being asked to prove whether it is rel- 
evant. Certainly they must not because 
they are somehow approving the collec- 
tion of everybody’s records in the 
United States—which I don’t know of 
anybody who believes the word ““rel- 
evant” can include everybody. 

So if we had an advocate or we had 
someone to say this is the other side— 
I think it is really important. I am not 
a lawyer, but I understand they argue 
with each other all the time and you 
are supposed to figure out the truth. 
You argue and advocate for your side, 
and then somehow you apply the truth 
or people arbitrate what they think the 
truth is from this discussion. If only 
the government argues, you can't get 
even any sense or form of what truth 
is. 
So what we would argue in our sec- 
ond amendment is that you actually 
have an advocate that argues on that 
side. I would go further, though, and 
say that not only do you have an advo- 
cate, you should have an avenue for ap- 
peal. 
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I am with Senator WYDEN. I want to 
protect all the people doing this. I 
don’t want any names revealed. I don’t 
want any agents revealed. I don’t want 
to endanger the people who are risking 
their lives for our country to gain in- 
telligence. But I do think the law in 
general can be debated. Senator WYDEN 
talked about how the law doesn’t need 
to be secret; the operations need to be 
secret. 

So we can protect all of that. But I 
think the law should be debated. For 
example, the question now whether you 
have any privacy interest in your 
third-party-held records—whether the 
Fourth Amendment protects these at 
all, that is our constitutional question. 
That should not be decided in secret, 
and you really can’t have justice de- 
cided in secret. 

The other part of our amendment 
would give Americans spied on by the 
government standing to sue in court 
and end the practice of reverse tar- 
geting, under which the government 
targets the communication of an 
American without a warrant by tar- 
geting the non-U.S. person they speak 
to. By some reports, it is even worse 
than that. I mentioned earlier that an 
enormous amount of what the PA- 
TRIOT Act does—which is supposed to 
go after foreigners—is actually being 
used domestically for drug crimes. 

There have been reports that the in- 
formation is being gathered through an 
intelligence warrant, and then they go 
back with the traditional warrant after 
they have gotten information through 
a lower standard—through a nontradi- 
tional, nonconstitutional investiga- 
tion. Then they go back, and they get 
the warrant after using this informa- 
tion or they recreate the scenario in 
order to get the information they need. 
Then they do not tell the judges they 
got the information through the intel- 
ligence angle. 

Another amendment that we would 
like to ask the leadership of both sides 
if they would let us introduce it and if 
we were allowed to debate this and 
have an open amendment process 
would be that the warrantless crime 
could not be used against Americans in 
nonterror criminal cases. 

This was originally the way it was. 
This is why you have to worry about 
the slippery slope. Back in the 1970s, 
they said: OK, we are going to have a 
different standard to get foreign tar- 
iffs. Even I, who want to keep good 
standards, can accept a little bit of 
that—a slightly lower standard for peo- 
ple who do not live here and are not 
American citizens and are not part of 
our country. It has its dangers, but 
even I might be able to accept that. 
But what I cannot accept is that you 
lower the constitutional standard. You 
are going to use a terrorist warrant 
that has a lower procedural hurdle, and 
then you are going to use it for domes- 
tic crime. 
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That is exactly what is going on now. 
We should be appalled that they de- 
stroyed the Fourth Amendment for 
certain crimes and we did not do any- 
thing about it. 

Section 213 of the PATRIOT Act is 
called sneak-and-peek. The govern- 
ment can go into your house and never 
tell you they were there. They can look 
through all of your records. They can 
steal stuff. They can replace it. They 
can do all kinds of things and place lis- 
tening devices—all without ever telling 


you. 
This is in contradiction to what most 
people have accepted the Fourth 


Amendment to be. But if you look at 
who is being convicted with section 213, 
99.5 percent of the people are for drugs, 
for domestic crime. What we have done 
is that we have taken a domestic crime 
and we say the Constitution no longer 
applies. We basically got rid of the 
Fourth Amendment for these crimes. 

For about 11,000 people a year, the 
Constitution no longer applies to them. 
We are using a lower standard. If you 
want to make this even worse, think 
about who is being convicted of drug 
crimes in our country. Three out of 
four people being convicted of drug 
crimes in our country are Black or 
Brown. But if you ask who are the kids 
who are using drugs, equal numbers of 
White and Black kids are using drugs. 
But three out of four people in jail are 
Black or Brown. Then you find out that 
not only have we messed up the war on 
drugs such that it has a racial element 
to it, but we are now using a lower 
standard that is not the Constitution, 
and the end result is a racial outcome. 

This is an enormous problem. Re- 
lated to so much of what is going on in 
our country, so much of the anger you 
are seeing in our cities comes from this 
injustice. You now have people going 
to jail. You have people going to jail 
for 15, 20, 30 years. 

There is a woman by the name of 
Mary Martinson from Mason County, 
IA. Her mother just died recently. 
They let her out of prison for a couple 
of hours. Her dad is getting older, and 
she wishes she had been there to help 
her parents. She did mess up. She was 
a drug addict. Her boyfriend was a drug 
addict. They had guns in the home. 
They were selling the drugs. He was a 
meth addict. She was probably going to 
die if she stayed on the drugs, so it was 
good that she got off the drugs. She got 
caught. She got 15 years in prison. 

You can kill somebody in Kentucky 
and be out on parole in 12 years. Yet we 
put this woman in jail for an addiction. 
She had never been convicted of any 
other crime. No judge in their right 
mind would have ever given her 15 
years—nobody would have. The judges 
basically are telling the defendants and 
telling the press: I would never do this. 
This is the wrong thing to do, but I am 
forced to do this. Compound this with 
the fact that the war on drugs has had 
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a racial outcome. You put the two to- 
gether and you say: Well, we are no 
longer obeying the Constitution, and 
there is a racial outcome. 

Where is the hue and cry? 

Where is the President on this issue? 

I have talked to the President about 
criminal justice. I think he sincerely 
wants to help. But here is the thing. 
The President could today stop this 
program. He could stop collecting stuff 
through the sneak-and-peek. He can 
say we are no longer going to do the 
bulk collection. Most of these things 
originated out of Executive order. He 
could stop these any time he wanted 
to. We would stop it. We would say no 
more spying against Americans and no 
more use of this information for non- 
terror criminal cases. 

We have another amendment that 
goes to the heart of what I think 
should be decided by the Supreme 
Court. We call this the amendment 
that would protect the privacy of 
Americans’ records held by third par- 
ties. I think that your records do re- 
tain a privacy interest. This amend- 
ment—should the leadership agree to 
allow us to have amendments—would 
establish a clear principle consistent 
with the Fourth Amendment. As it re- 
lates to government collection, an in- 
dividual’s records, if given to a third 
party for a specific business purpose, 
are as equally secure in their person as 
those that remain in their possession, 
unless the third party informs the indi- 
vidual that it intends to share the in- 
formation. This amendment affirms 
that the government cannot cir- 
cumvent warrant requirements by tak- 
ing Americans’ records from third par- 
ties, and it protects the constitutional 
rights during engagement and regular 
communication and commerce. 

I think we had a vote on this a while 
back. I do not think we were that suc- 
cessful. I think we got four people to 
vote—to say that your records should 
be protected by the Fourth Amend- 
ment. Most people do not realize this. 
Most people have no idea that the gov- 
ernment’s position, and, currently, 
maybe the Supreme Court’s position, is 
that you do not have any right— 
Fourth Amendment right—in your 
records unless you have them in your 
house. 

I think this is something about 
which the more people understand and 
the more people are drawn to this 
issue, maybe people will demand that 
we have some justice here. We live in 
an era where ultimately no one is 
going to have paper records in their 
house. All of your records are going to 
be electronic. Because they are held 
and they are managed somehow by a 
third party, does that really mean we 
have given up our rights? The thing is 
that the government might say if your 
cell phone is in your house, then they 
do. But the cell phone is connected to 
someplace outside your house. Your 
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email is being served on some server 
somewhere. I see no way that it could 
be construed that you have given up 
your right to privacy because someone 
else is holding the records for you be- 
cause that is the way in the digital age 
we have come to hold records. 

We talked a little bit earlier about 
trust. I think trust is incredibly impor- 
tant. I do not discount that the vast 
majority of people who work in our in- 
telligence community are honest, 
trustworthy, and patriotic. I think we 
all want the same thing. We want to 
protect our country. We want to pro- 
tect our loved ones. We want to honor 
the memory of those who died on 9/11 
by capturing and stopping the people 
who would attack us. But the question 
is this: Can you catch more or less, or 
are we more or less effective, in catch- 
ing terrorists if we use the Constitu- 
tion, if we use traditional warrants? 

I think, without question, if you talk 
to people, they will tell you that they 
get a great deal more information and 
more specific information by using 
warrants. 

Let’s say tomorrow we elected a 
President who eliminated the bulk col- 
lection of data. Let’s just say it hap- 
pened. What do you think would hap- 
pen? People say: Oh, the sky would fall. 
We would be overrun with jihadists. 
Maybe we could rule on the Constitu- 
tion. Maybe we could get warrants. The 
information is out there. There are 
warrants. If you make the warrants 
specific, there is no limit to what you 
cannot get through a warrant. The 
warrants are given the vast majority of 
the time. 

People complain and say it would 
take too long; it would be inconven- 
ient. Make it better then. Put your 
judges on 24 hours a day. Appoint 24 
more judges. Put them on call all the 
time, and let’s do this. There is no rea- 
son why you cannot have security and 
liberty at the same time. 

Another amendment we have—should 
the leadership agree to allow us to 
have amendments and to have votes 
and to have a debate on this—is an 
amendment that would require the 
court to approve national security let- 
ters. In a 3-year period between 2003 
and 2006, 140,000 national security let- 
ters were given out. National security 
letters are warrants that are below the 
constitutional bar. They do not meet 
the constitutional bar because they are 
not being signed by a judge. They are 
being signed by the police. You got rid 
of one of the great protections we had, 
which was the check and balance that 
the police would always go to the judi- 
ciary. It was a different branch. 

The judge is sitting at home, hope- 
fully reading it in a reasoned fashion. 
The judge is not in hot pursuit. The 
judge is not letting their emotions— 
the judge was not just punched by one 
of the convicts. The judge is sitting at 
home in a reasoned fashion trying to 
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make a reasonable decision. But still, 
the vast majority of the time warrants 
are given. 


If there is a policeman outside the 
house of an alleged rapist, and they 
want to go in, they call on a cell phone. 
The judge almost always says yes. It is 
the same for murder. 


Does anybody imagine that there 
would be a judge in our country and 
that you call and say: John Doe—we 
have evidence that he traveled to 
Yemen last year. We have evidence 
that he talked to Joe Smith, and we 
have evidence that he is a terrorist, 
and we want a warrant to tap his 
phone. 


Look, I am the biggest privacy advo- 
cate in the world. I will sign the war- 
rant immediately. I do not know of 
anybody that will not sign warrants to 
allow searches to occur. But you have 
the check and balance so it does not 
get out of control. What happened and 
what is happening now is we let down 
our guard. We have no checks and bal- 
ances. So what does the government do 
when you are not watching? If you look 
away, the government will abuse their 
power. Lord Acton said: ‘‘Power cor- 
rupts, and absolute power corrupts ab- 
solutely.” The corollary to that would 
be: When you are not watching, power 
grows exponentially. 


They will do whatever they can get 
away with. They will do it in the name 
of patriotism. Actually, I do not even 
question their motives. They believe 
themselves to be patriotic, but they 
think we have to do anything it 
takes—no matter whether it con- 
travenes the Constitution or con- 
travenes the Bill of Rights. The people 
who do this—their motives are good, 
but they are confused in a sense, and 
they do not fully comprehend what we 
are giving up in the process. 

This amendment would require 
judges to sign national security letters. 
It would make them more like war- 
rants. In practice, national security 
letters have become warrants written 
by law enforcement without prior 
court review and approval, granting 
them almost unfettered access to indi- 
vidual email and phone communication 
data, as well as consumer information 
such as bank and credit records. 


Those subjected to the national secu- 
rity letters must also obey a gag order. 
Not only does the Government come to 
you with a less than constitutional 
permit or a less than constitutional 
warrant, but they then tell you that 
you cannot talk about it. You may go 
to jail for 5 years if you tell somebody 
you had a warrant served on you. 


This amendment would require that 
a government obtain approvals from a 
court prior to issuing an NSL to a pri- 
vate entity, thus forcing them to dem- 
onstrate a clear need for information 
as part of an investigation. 
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Amendment 6 would create a new 
channel for legal appeals for those sub- 
jected to government surveillance or- 
ders. This amendment would empower 
individuals or companies, ordered by 
the government to hand over informa- 
tion about users or customers, to make 
constitutional challenges that would 
be in order in the U.S. court of appeals. 

My understanding right now is that 
it is very difficult to appeal a FISA 
order. They are secret. You are not al- 
lowed to be in the court, so you are not 
allowed to participate in the process. I 
think, also, you can get outside of 
FISA by appealing, but I think you 
have to ask for something that is 
called a writ of certiorari. It is a spe- 
cial condition, and it is not so auto- 
matic. My understanding is that the 
court will grant these things, but they 
do not occur very often. They are an 
extraordinary thing. 

We would like to make it a little bit 
more of a facility of getting to a nor- 
mal appeal—the way a normal appeal 
would occur. We have been pushing to 
allow that there would be more of an 
automatic sort of appeal here. 

One of the other amendments would 
say there is no liability immunity for 
companies that break their agreements 
with users. Like I said, while I am not 
in favor of lawsuits and I do not like 
the idea of frivolous lawsuits, I think if 
you do not protect the contract and if 
you have a privacy agreement that 
says they are not going to share your 
information with anybody, the only 
way they will protect it is if there is 
the threat that they could be sued for 
not protecting it. I think the contracts 
become not worth the paper or the 
click “I agree to this” and become 
completely worthless if the companies 
are told they can go around it. The 
companies have all specifically re- 
quested this because I think they fear 
that every day the government is re- 
questing them to breach the privacy 
contract. So in order to enable the pri- 
vacy contract, I think we have to get 
to a point where people can sue if their 
privacy is violated. 

I think there can be a mixture of 
opinions on what Snowden did. I think 
we have to have secrecy and there has 
to be laws against revealing secrets, so 
I can’t say we should have everybody 
revealing secrets. At the same time, I 
think the law says that those who are 
reporting to Congress should tell the 
truth. 

So we have the intelligence director 
lying to us and saying the program 
doesn’t exist, and then we have some- 
one committing civil disobedience. 
When you commit civil disobedience, it 
isn’t that we change the law and say it 
is OK. What we do is say: You broke 
the law, and maybe you did it for a 
higher purpose, but it doesn’t mean we 
will get rid of all punishment for 
things like this. I think there is one 
way we can modify it. 
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Snowden was a contractor, and we 
don’t have very good rules for whistle- 
blowers who are contractors. I would 
extend the whistleblower statute to 
people who want to come in and want 
to tell an authority, an investigator 
general or somebody, if they want to 
reveal that they think something is 
being done illegally. 

For example, if Snowden knew that 
Clapper was lying, a felony has been 
committed. I would think that some- 
body who has evidence of a felony and 
tells the investigator general, “Look, I 
have seen this, and I have seen that 
they are collecting all the records of 
every American,” and he says they are 
not, then he has committed perjury 
and a felony, and there ought to be 
some sort of whistleblower statute for 
that. What we do in one of our amend- 
ments is to allow whistleblowers to be 
contractors as well. 

One of the things that has been going 
on—even predating the PATRIOT Act 
and goes back to probably the 1980s and 
1990s—is something called suspicious 
activity reports. These are now being 
done, I believe, by the millions. At one 
point I looked at it, and 5 million of 
these had been filed. Every year, hun- 
dreds of thousands of these are being 
filed, and if the banks don’t file them, 
the banks could have their licenses 
taken from them or there could be 
$100,000 fines issued to banks. 

What we would like to do is to make 
a suspicious activity report based on 
suspicion, not just based on a trans- 
action. It would make it more like a 
warrant where a judge would actually 
review it and see if there is suspicion 
to be reporting this activity instead of 
just reporting activity based on the 
way people do their transactions. 

The problem has been that we now 
have the IRS confiscating your money, 
your bank account, based on the way 
you do your transactions. It is not 
based on a conviction; it is based on, I 
guess, the presumption that you are 
guilty until you can prove yourself in- 
nocent. This is also going on with civil 
asset forfeiture. It is intertwined with 
records, and as we allow the govern- 
ment to collect our records in an un- 
constitutional manner, we have to be 
very careful that then those records 
are then being used with the presump- 
tion of guilt, not innocence. 

I have a great deal of questions about 
Executive Order 12333. John Napier Tye 
was with the State Department and 
oversaw some of the freedom of the 
Internet and government surveillance, 
and he put out an op-ed that shows a 
significant concern as far as whether 
this Executive order may be as big as 
bulk collection. 

I spoke with one of the founders of 
one of America’s larger Internet com- 
panies recently, and he told me that 
not only is he worried about bulk col- 
lection, but he is worried that bulk col- 
lection might be smaller—the collec- 
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tion of all the phone data might be 
smaller than the backdoor collection 
through 702 and the backdoor collec- 
tion through the government forcing 
companies to allow them into their 
software. 

Our concern is that we need to look 
more at the Executive order. I think it 
is being done in secret, but once again, 
an evaluation as to whether a law is 
constitutional or whether a law over- 
states its purpose should be done in the 
open. 

I see the Senator from Montana, and 
I will be happy to entertain a question 
without losing the floor. 

Mr. DAINES. Will the Senator from 
Kentucky yield for a question without 
losing his right to the floor? 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I will yield 
to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. DAINES. I thank my colleague 
for raising this important issue on the 
Senate floor today. It wasn’t all that 
long ago that I served as a House Mem- 
ber. I served one term in the House and 
then came over to the Senate this year. 
I came over to the Senate floor, and I 
stood in support of my colleague’s ef- 
forts to protect the American civil lib- 
erties and ensure drones are not being 
used to target American citizens on 
our own soil. 

In fact, I am grateful to see that in 
the Senate Chamber today, we have 
five House Members who are here 
standing with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky as he makes his very important 
point which relates to our Constitution 
and our freedom. 

Well, 2 years later, we are here again, 
and the threats to America’s civil lib- 
erties and constitutional freedoms re- 
main ever present. 

As my colleague from Kentucky is 
well aware, I spent more than 12 years 
in the technology sector before being 
elected to Congress. I know firsthand 
the power that Big Data holds. I also 
know the great risks that arise when 
that power is abused. 

There is a clear and direct threat to 
Americans’ civil liberties that comes 
from the mass collection of our per- 
sonal information in our phone records. 
I, like so many Montanans, am deeply 
concerned about the NSA's bulk 
metadata collection program and its 
impact on our constitutional rights. In 
fact, just last night, I hosted a tele- 
phone townhall meeting with thou- 
sands of Montanans, and one of the 
issues I heard most about was the 
NSA’s bulk data collection program 
and when is Congress finally going to 
put a stop to it. In fact, this is one of 
the issues I hear most about from my 
fellow Montanans. 

I brought down just a few of the 
thousands of letters I received from 
Montanans on the NSA's dangerous 
bulk metadata program. For example, 1 
have a letter from Adam, who lives in 
Missoula. Adam writes: 

I’m writing to ask you to allow Section 215 
of the PATRIOT Act to expire on June 1st of 
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this year. While it is only one provision of 
the larger problem...it would at least begin 
to curtail the surveillance of Americans. 

As Americans we should be free to commu- 
nicate without the threat of the government 
monitoring those communications. Wanting 
to keep your life private does not mean you 
have something to hide—only that your life 
isn’t any of the government’s business as 
long as you are not infringing on the liberty 
of others. 

At the end of the day, giving up our lib- 
erties because of the threat of terrorism 
truly is the definition of terrorism winning. 
To be free inherently means a person also in- 
curs risks. 

Even though he was speaking about taxes, 
I believe Benjamin Franklin would agree: 
“Those who would give up essential Liberty, 
to purchase a little temporary Safety, de- 
serve neither Liberty nor Safety.” 

Jes from my hometown of Bozeman, 
MT, wrote: 

Iam writing to you as your constituent. 

NSA spying needs a comprehensive over- 
haul. But in the meantime, I urge you to 
show that you care about the Constitution 
by voting against reauthorization of Section 
215 of the USA PATRIOT Act. Section 215 
has been used to invade the privacy of mil- 
lions of people. 

Although some in Congress and the NSA 
have argued that collecting call detail 
records (‘‘metadata’’) is not privacy inva- 
sion, the information collected by the gov- 
ernment is not just metadata—it paints an 
intimate portrait of the lives of millions of 
Americans. 

What’s more, the collection of call detail 
records isn’t even necessary to keep us safe. 

The President, the Privacy and Civil Lib- 
erties Oversight Board and the President’s 
Review Group have all admitted that collec- 
tion of call detail records is not necessary. 

PCLOB [Privacy and Civil Liberties Over- 
sight Board] went so far as to note that it 
could not identify a single time in which 
bulk collection under Section 215 made a 
concrete difference in the outcome of a coun- 
terterrorism investigation. 

That’s why I urge you to support reform by 
committing to a no vote on reauthorization 
of Section 215. 

A vote against reauthorization is a vote for 
the Constitution. Thank you for opposing 
unconstitutional surveillance and for sup- 
porting a free and secure Internet. 

Montanans are right to be concerned. 
This program is a direct threat to our 
constitutional rights. It has jeopard- 
ized our civil liberties with little prov- 
en effectiveness, and I am the son of a 
U.S. marine. 

Several weeks ago, I was with Leader 
McCONNELL and other Senators. When 
we went to Israel, we met with Prime 
Minister Netanyahu. When we went to 
Jordan, we met with King Abdallah. 
When we went to Iraq, we met with 
Prime Minister al-Abadi. When we were 
both in Baghdad, we went up to Erbil 
and met with the leaders of the Kurds, 
including Mr. Barzani. We then went to 
Afghanistan. We were in Kabul, and we 
were in Jalalabad. We met with Presi- 
dent Ghani. We heard directly from the 
leaders in the Middle East, we heard di- 
rectly from our U.S. military, and we 
heard directly from U.S. intelligence 
about what is going on in the Middle 
East. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


As the father of four and someone 
who strongly believes in a strong na- 
tional defense and the importance of 
protecting our homeland, I weigh these 
issues very deeply. These are heavy 
issues we must look at as we want to 
ensure we protect the homeland and, 
just as important, protect the Con- 
stitution and the constitutional rights 
of the American people. 

As my colleague is likely aware, a 
2014 report from the Privacy and Civil 
Liberties Oversight Board, which is a 
nonpartisan, independent privacy 
board, found that the NSA’s bulk data 
collection program said that it ‘‘con- 
tributed only minimal value when 
combating terrorism beyond what the 
government already achieves through 

. . other alternative means.”’ 

Like the New York-based Second Cir- 
cuit U.S. Court of Appeals recently 
unanimously confirmed, this oversight 
board found that section 215 of the PA- 
TRIOT Act does not provide authority 
for the NSA’s bulk metadata collection 
program. In fact, the report states: 

Under the Section 215 bulk telephone 
records collection program, the NSA ac- 
quires a massive number of calling records 
from telephone companies each day, poten- 
tially including the records of every call 
made across the nation. Yet Section 215 does 
not authorize the NSA to acquire anything 
at all. 

It is illegal, it is an overreach of 
power, and it is a direct threat to our 
First and Fourth Amendment rights. 

In fact, the report goes on to con- 
clude: 

The program lacks a viable legal founda- 
tion under Section 215, implicates constitu- 
tional concerns under the First and Fourth 
Amendments, raises serious threats to pri- 
vacy and civil liberties as a policy matter, 
and has shown only limited value. For these 
reasons, the government should end the pro- 
gram. 

I stand here today with the people of 
Montana. I stand here today with my 
colleague from Kentucky. I stand here 
today with five Members of the U.S. 
House who are seated in the back of 


the Senate Chamber: Congressman 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Congress- 
man BLUM of Iowa, Congressman 
MASSIE of Kentucky, Congressman 


LABRADOR of Idaho, and Congressman 
AMASH of Michigan. 

I think it is important that the Sen- 
ate recognize what the people’s House 
did last week when they passed the 
USA FREEDOM Act. That vote was 338 
to 88. To suggest that this is just a 
small minority of Congress men and 
women who support the USA FREE- 
DOM Act—this is the chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee, the chairman of 
the Intelligence Committee, the chair- 
man of the Armed Services Committee, 
and the chairman of the Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs Com- 
mittee, amongst many others, who 
want to make sure we strike the right 
balance between protecting the home- 
land and protecting our civil liberties. 


May 20, 2015 


The people of Montana, my colleague 
from Kentucky, the five Members from 
Congress who are here at this moment, 
and millions of Americans know I 
strongly agree with their view on the 
USA FREEDOM Act. 

Like all Americans, I understand the 
great risks that face our national secu- 
rity. The threats from ISIS, the 
threats from North Korea, and the 
threats from Iran grow stronger each 
and every day. We must be prepared. 
We must ensure our intelligence and 
law enforcement agencies have the 
tools they need to protect and defend 
our Nation. But these objectives—na- 
tional security and protection of our 
civil liberties—are not mutually exclu- 
sive. We can and we must achieve both. 
We must maintain a balance between 
protecting our Nation’s security while 
also maintaining our civil liberties and 
our constitutional rights. 

All of us standing here today took an 
oath to protect and defend the Con- 
stitution. I took that oath just a few 
steps away from where I am speaking 
here today, between myself and the 
Presiding Officer’s chair, occupied at 
the moment by the Senator from Utah, 
Mr. LEE. 

As all of us here today know, the 
fight to protect our Constitution and 
America’s civil liberties is far from 
over. We must remain vigilant and we 
must also ensure that we have robust 
and transparent debate about these 
programs and what reforms must be 
implemented to protect America’s civil 
liberties. That is why I support the 
USA FREEDOM Act, which would end 
the NSA’s bulk metadata collection 
program and why I strongly believe 
that Congress must engage in an open 
amendment process. The American 
people must have their voices heard, 
and an open amendment process will 
help ensure that happens. 

In light of all we have learned about 
the NSA’s unlawful bulk data collec- 
tion program, it is clear that reforms 
must happen. It is critical that Ameri- 
cans’ rights are protected against the 
overreach of their own government. 

So I ask the Senator from Kentucky, 
would he agree that the indiscriminate 
government collection of Americans’ 
phone records violates the Constitution 
and, according to two independent 
commissions, has not proven critical to 
our national security? 

(Mr. TILLIS assumed the Chair.) 

Mr. PAUL. I wish to thank the Sen- 
ator from Montana for that excellent 
synopsis of the issues as well as for the 
great question. 

I think the reports by the review 
committee and the privacy committee, 
both commissioned by the President, 
both nonpartisan, are incredibly power- 
ful because not only did they look at 
the constitutional issue of whether this 
is a bulk or a general warrant versus 
an individual warrant, they also saw 
practically that it wasn’t working, it 
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wasn’t adding anything to our intel- 
ligence. So I think we have sort of a 
dual reason now to say this is a big 
problem. 

One, there are constitutional ques- 
tions, which I think are very clear, but 
then the second practical question is 
that when we examine the evidence— 
and the privacy commission actually 
looked at classified evidence; they 
looked to see whether it was adding 
anything to this—I am thoroughly con- 
vinced that we can catch terrorists 
with traditional constitutional war- 
rants. 

When I have talked to former high- 
ranking heads of our security agencies, 
they freely admit they get more infor- 
mation with a warrant. It is a little 
more work. It has to be more specific. 
But I am also a believer in that be- 
cause we have generalized what we are 
looking for and it is indiscriminate, 
that maybe we are missing people be- 
cause we are overwhelmed with data. 
We are overwhelmed with things at the 
airports. I would much prefer that we 
have less indiscriminate searches at 
the airports and be more specific in 
looking at the manifests of who is fly- 
ing and trying to find out who are the 
risks. 

So I do think that, without question, 
this is not a constitutional program. It 
is not even legal under the PATRIOT 
Act. The courts have said it isn’t, and 
we should do everything we can to stop 
it. 

I appreciate the support of the Sen- 
ator from Montana. 

One of the things about this issue is 
that it really is a bipartisan issue. It is 
an issue where there are people who 
feel strongly on both sides of the aisle. 
The Senator from Oregon was here ear- 
lier and the Senator from New Mexico, 
and I now see the Senator from West 
Virginia, who is also a loud and con- 
sistent voice on this. 

Does the Senator from West Virginia 
have a question? 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Kentucky yield? 

Mr. PAUL. I will, without yielding 
the floor. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I know the Senator 
from Kentucky agrees with me that 
the defense of our country and the pro- 
tection of our civil liberties should be 
bipartisan and above politics. I know 
he agrees that we can and must protect 
our citizens without violating their 
civil liberties. Again, I don’t always 
agree with my good friend from Ken- 
tucky on every issue, but when it 
comes to this Nation’s intelligence 
gathering and security, we agree more 
than we don’t. 

As was he, I was deeply troubled by 
the revelation that our country was en- 
gaged in bulk collection—I think we all 
were surprised—and that millions of 
private citizens’ data was gathered un- 
knowingly and unjustifiably. 

In 2013, Edward Snowden revealed to 
the American public that NSA was en- 
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gaging in “bulk data collection,” in 
sweeping up virtually every cell phone 
record of an enormous number of 
Americans, again for no reason. The 
U.S. spying program did this by sys- 
tematically and indiscriminately col- 
lecting millions—I mean millions—of 
Americans’ phone records by simply 
digging up every phone record that 
came into its net even if it wasn’t re- 
motely related to a broad, general 
search. These are not searches that 
were relevant to a particular threat or 
an individual group; it was just a huge 
database of documenting what millions 
of law-abiding citizens were doing. 

That is not what this country was 
based on, and I think the Senator from 
Kentucky has made that very clear. I 
know the Senator from Kentucky be- 
lieves this was wrong, as I do. That is 
not just our opinion; national security 
experts, legal experts, the American 
public, and even several courts have 
said that the bulk collection of data is 
not only unconstitutional but also un- 
necessary to our national security. And 
my friend from Kentucky has con- 
firmed that the President’s review 
group has said that bulk data collec- 
tion is not essential to preventing at- 
tacks and that the program has not 
made a difference in a single instance. 

The bill the Senate will soon be con- 
sidering—the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015—will ensure that we restore im- 
portant privacy protections for Ameri- 
cans. 

The United States will always face 
security threats—I think we all know 
that—and we will for generations to 
come. That is just a reality. On that 
horrible day of September 11, 2001, we 
as a country were reminded of this fact 
and realized we must meet those 
threats with strong law enforcement 
and strong intelligence. However, we 
must also balance that necessity with 
our constitutional rights. 

The NSA bulk data collection pro- 
gram clearly did not strike that bal- 
ance, and the District Court of DC and 
the Court of Appeals of the Second Cir- 
cuit of the United States struck it 
down. The courts have made clear that 
this program is not legal, and I under- 
stand the frustration of Senator PAUL 
and Senator WYDEN with any sugges- 
tion that it be continued. 

I believe this bill, USA FREEDOM 
2015, moves us in a positive direction. 
It ends the bulk data collection pro- 
gram and ensures that the collection of 
data is related to a relevant, particular 
terrorist investigation. At the same 
time, it still protects this country. 

The USA FREEDOM Act of 2015 re- 
places indiscriminate bulk collection 
and allows the government to collect 
call detail records on a daily basis if it 
can demonstrate to the FISA Court a 
reasonable, articulable suspicion that 
its search term is associated with a for- 
eign terrorist organization. 

The bill provides greater trans- 
parency about surveillance activities. 
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It contains significant new government 
reporting requirements for FISA au- 
thorities to ensure its activities do not 
again break the law. It gives private 
companies increased options for report- 
ing to the public information about the 
number of FISA orders and national se- 
curity letters they receive. The bill re- 
quires declassification of FISA Court 
opinions containing significant legal 
interpretations. The bill requires the 
FISA Court to designate a panel to ap- 
point individuals to advise in par- 
ticular cases involving new or difficult 
legal issues. It expands the opportunity 
for the appellate review of FISA Court 
decisions. The bill strengthens the ju- 
dicial review process for gag orders, 
imposes new privacy protections for 
FISA pen registers, and limits the use 
of unlawfully obtained information. 

The bill also contains many provi- 
sions to protect our Nation’s security. 
It creates a new emergency authority 
to allow the government to obtain 
business records, including call detail 
records, without advance court author- 
ization if an emergency requires those 
records. It also adds a short-term emer- 
gency authority for continued 
transnational surveillance of foreign 
terrorists or spies who come into the 
United States before emergency au- 
thorization can be obtained from the 
Attorney General. It permits ongoing 
FISA surveillance of an agent of a for- 
eign power who temporarily leaves the 
United States. It clarifies that individ- 
uals can be subject to FISA surveil- 
lance if they are knowingly aiding, 
abetting, or conspiring with respect to 
the proliferation of WMD on behalf of a 
foreign power. 

Finally, the bill increases the statu- 
tory maximum penalty for material 
support of terrorism from 15 to 20 
years. 

I know the Senator from Kentucky 
does not think it goes far enough in 
protecting our privacy rights, but per- 
haps my good friend can remind us 
again of what provisions he would like 
to see changed or strengthened in the 
bill to satisfy his interests and the in- 
terests of Senator WYDEN and other 
people. 

I yield the floor back to the Senator 
from Kentucky to hear basically his 
concerns and how we can have some 
protections, and do we have any rights 
whatsoever to gather information when 
it is proven? I have heard the Senator 
from Kentucky say that if he thought 
we could prove it, there was a different 
concern we had and we could get the 
FISA Court involved and basically 
move forward from there. 

I thought this bill moved us in a posi- 
tive direction—the new bill before the 
Senate that we are about to consider. I 
would appreciate it if the Senator from 
Kentucky could explain to me his con- 
cerns about that and what we need to 
do. 

Mr. PAUL. Let me make sure I have 
the question correct. The Senator’s 
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question is on my concerns on the USA 
FREEDOM Act? 

Mr. MANCHIN. USA FREEDOM 2015. 

Mr. PAUL. I want to like it because 
it ends bulk collection, and I am all for 
ending bulk collection. So we all 
agree—the people for it agree with the 
problem; it is a question of the solu- 
tion. 

It says there have to be specific se- 
lector terms on U.S. persons. Part of 
my problem is that “persons” is still 
defined as corporations. My concern is 
that you could put the word “Verizon” 
in there, and the government wouldn't 
be collecting the records, but you still 
could get all records from Verizon. 
Does the Senator see what I mean? 
That is one of my concerns with the 
way it has been written. 

My other general concern is that we 
would still be having bulk collection. 
It wouldn't be bulk collection by the 
government, but it would still be bulk 
collection but through the phone com- 
panies. 

I don't like the liability protection 
because I think it makes it more likely 
than not that the privacy agreement 
won't be as respected if they cannot be 
sued for violating the privacy agree- 
ment. 

Those are a couple of concerns. I 
don’t know if they are insurmountable, 
but those are a couple of concerns. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I think we both agree 
and most of the people in this body 
agree that the bulk collection is wrong. 
It has been proven to be illegal, it 
shouldn’t have been done, and it should 
be stopped. I think we all agree on 
that. 

I think we still face considerable 
threats from around the world on a 
daily basis, if not even greater than 
that. We are looking to try to find a 
balance, and I think the Senator from 
Kentucky is valuable in helping us find 
that balance. That is what we are look- 
ing for. I know our colleague, Senator 
LEE from Utah, has made a gallant ef- 
fort in trying to find that balance and 
making sure that we don’t overstep. 

The private companies are collecting. 
They already have that information 
anyway. It is not just sweeping from 
NSA, as they had been doing. Basi- 
cally, I am understanding by this bill, 
the USA FREEDOM Act of 2015, that 
basically we would have to dem- 
onstrate to the FISA Court reasonable, 
articulate suspicion that its search 
term is associated with a foreign ter- 
rorist organization. They can’t even go 
into those records until that is shown. 
That is the way I understood it. I am 
not sure if there is something I am 
missing. 

Mr. PAUL. I guess the question I 
have is that we have some of those re- 
strictions now, but they seem to think 
that those restrictions don’t apply— 
the people interpreting what we have 
now are interpreting 215 to mean we 
can collect all of the American records 
in bulk. 
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If there were a circumstance where I 
was necessary to pass USA FREEDOM 
and if it were that close, if people were 
willing to look at the bill and say we 
would make a person, an individual— 
see, the big thing for me is that the 
warrant should be individualized. And I 
am worried that if we use the word 
‘“‘person’’ and if it can be replaced with 
the word “Verizon” and we still collect 
all the records, I would feel dis- 
appointed if we thought we got rid of 
bulk collection and a year or 2 from 
now, when they finally admit it, they 
admit: Oh, we are still doing the very 
same thing. We are doing Verizon. We 
are getting all of Verizon’s records. We 
are just making them process it, and 
we are paying them for it. 

That is what I fear. I want to make 
sure that doesn’t happen. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I guess we are caught 
in that Citizens United decision, it 
sounds like. 

Mr. PAUL. In a different way, we are 
talking about whether in the intel- 
ligence selector numbers a person is a 
corporation and whether can have a 
single warrant. 

I think if you want phone records 
from Verizon, it should say “Verizon” 
and we want the records of John Doe. 
It shouldn’t just say that we want all 
the records from Verizon. That is a 
general warrant. I am still fearful that 
the USA FREEDOM Act might not 
limit that. 

Mr. MANCHIN. If the FREEDOM Act 
goes away and the way they are doing 
bulk collection, which we agree should 
be done away with—and we don’t come 
to some agreement—are you concerned 
that we might be in more jeopardy by 
not having something in place where 
we are able to get the necessary intel- 
ligence we need? 

Mr. PAUL. I guess that is also where 
I probably differ. I think we are just as 
safe or safer with nothing, because the 
Constitution allows the searching of 
records. And I am all for it, but I would 
do it through warrants. 

The point is that in metadata, one 
can do a hop or two with these less- 
than-constitutional warrants or what- 
ever. But with a real warrant, we can 
go 100 hops into the data. I really 
would chase the rabbit down the hole. 
I would look very hard with suspicion, 
and I think warrants are generally 
easy to get. This is the point I don’t 
get about why we have to have war- 
rants with a lower constitutional 
standard, because I think the FISA 
warrants are almost never turned 
down, but neither are criminal war- 
rants. If you are a policeman standing 
in front of a house, you almost never 
get a no. But if you are a policeman 
saying, I want to search all my neigh- 
bors’ houses, then the judge is going to 
say no, and that is a good thing. So I 
think traditional warrants—I think 
people have somehow just convinced 
themselves that we can’t catch terror- 
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ists with traditional warrants, but I 
think you can go through a lot of data 
with traditional warrants, too. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Your sincere belief is 
that if this sunsets, this bulk collec- 
tion in the way the PATRIOT Act has 
been enforced before—if it sunsets and 
it goes away, which we agree that we 
are trying to replace that before the 
sunset—you believe the system we 
have had in place before the PATRIOT 
Act of 2001 gives us still the ability to 
keep the homeland safe, using the 
court system, as you say, following the 
rabbit down the hole using the court 
system? Because we know we have 
rapid fire coming at us from different 
directions and people trying to come 
into this country and do harm. Social 
media has blown up even since 2001, so 
we are much more vulnerable from 
that standpoint. 

What I am hearing you say also is 
that you are not really objectionable if 
you can find the right language—if you 
thought you could get protection of 
that individual without the interpreta- 
tion of the entire broadness of the cor- 
porations. 

Mr. PAUL. I think that also and 
within the context of—we have six or 
seven amendments that we would like 
to offer. I can’t guarantee that we 
could win any of them, but there is a 
chance maybe we could win another re- 
form. 

So for example, one of the reforms 
that some people think may be as im- 
portant as all the bulk collection is the 
ability of the government to tell an 
Internet provider that they have to 
create a backdoor to their product for 
the government to go through—and 
some of the backdoor stuff through 702. 

We think there are some other things 
that may well be as big as this. I also 
think there is the ability of the govern- 
ment to not only use traditional war- 
rants. They have some they are using 
under Executive order, as well, and we 
still have a host of other types of war- 
rants and subpoenas being used. But I 
would never be for this in a heartbeat 
if I thought it was going to put the 
country in danger. I think we will be 
safer because of it and so will our lib- 
erty. 

Mr. MANCHIN. It is a good point in 
the bill that we will be considering, the 
2015 FREEDOM Act. It expands the op- 
portunity for the appellate review of 
the FISA Court decisions, which I 
think the Senator has had a problem 
with, too, because it has been handed 
out, uncontested. Is that correct? 

Mr. PAUL. Say that again, please. 

Mr. MANCHIN. The bill that we will 
be considering is expanding the oppor- 
tunity for the appellate review of the 
FISA Court decisions. I think and I can 
understand that you are saying they 
can get a FISA order no matter what. 

Mr. PAUL. I am not sure I under- 
stand the question, but I do believe as 
to the court case right now, the way it 
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stands—if the USA FREEDOM Act had 
passed last year, I think there was a 
chance that it might have made the 
court case moot because it would have 
said that Congress has already acted 
and Congress now has given an author- 
ity for a variation of this and Congress 
already fixed the problem. So there is a 
part of me that would like to see the 
appellate court case go up to the Su- 
preme Court. It has been remanded to a 
lower court so I don’t know if it is ever 
getting there. But we ultimately have 
some questions in our country that 
won’t be decided until we have a Su- 
preme Court case. 

One of those questions is, Do papers 
have to be physical and in your house? 
What if they are digital and lodged 
somewhere else? Do you have any right 
of privacy, any Fourth Amendment 
protection at all for records that are 
held somewhere else? The current legal 
opinion doesn’t really give any protec- 
tion to third-party records. I think 
that needs to be fixed, because tech- 
nology has made it such that our 
records are no longer going to be real 
records that you can hold in your hand. 
I think almost all of our records will be 
virtual and held in space somewhere, 
and I think you still have to have a 
personal privacy protection in those. 

Mr. MANCHIN. So the bill that we 
have proposed before us, it is going to 
require declassification of FISA Court 
opinions containing significant legal 
interpretation, which is a positive 
thing. 

Mr. PAUL. There is a lot that I like 
in the bill. It is just a matter of wheth- 
er or not I can be convinced that it 
doesn’t allow bulk collection under an- 
other name. I am still worried about 
that. But I am open to it. 

Some of these things—this is a very 
important bill. I mean, we could have a 
week of discussion on this bill, and 
amendments and a process. The only 
reason we are getting a little bit of this 
is because I am kind of forcing the 
issue, but I would like to see the 
amendments voted on. All the other 
stuff we are doing around here is im- 
portant but has no deadline. We could 
have done it next week or 2 weeks from 
now—all the stuff we are doing right 
now. 

But anyway, that is what I am going 
to be asking for—the ability to present 
five or six amendments, vote on them, 
and then we will see. And I am more 
than willing to talk with the authors 
of the USA FREEDOM Act to see if 
there is a way, but it is going to have 
to involve some give and take to figure 
it out. 

Mr. MANCHIN. It sounds like we are 
not that far apart. I think we are all 
going down the same path, trying to 
keep the homeland as secure as pos- 
sible while protecting the rights of all 
Americans. I appreciate that. I hope 
that we do. These are important issues. 
It is a dangerous world that we live in. 
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It is a threatened world that our chil- 
dren are being raised in. We want to do 
everything we can to protect them, and 
I know you do, too. 

With that, I think we all came to an 
agreement that what was done before 
was wrong. So we all come unani- 
mously to that agreement, and finding 
a pathway forward is what we are 
working on now. So I appreciate your 
sincerity and your intent to try and 
reach out and find that. I hope you can 
find that comfort level so we can move 
forward and still have a protected 
country. 

Thank you. 

Mr. PAUL. I thank the Senator from 
West Virginia. I think he has made 
some really good points. I think a lot 
of us have come to the agreement that 
there is a problem with bulk collection. 
I don’t think we have everybody, but I 
think we have a significant number. 
The court agrees with us. So I think we 
are getting closer. 

One of the groups that we have 
talked about in looking at where we 
are, whether this is a constitutional or 
legal program—is it is pretty intrigu- 
ing to look at the report that comes 
from the Privacy and Civil Liberties 
Oversight Board. This is a bipartisan 
board. It is a board that was put in 
place, and I think the appointees are 
bipartisan appointees. 

When they met, they came to the 
conclusion, though, that the bulk col- 
lection of records is not warranted and 
not given sanction by the PATRIOT 
Act. They had four different reasons 
why they say that the telephone 
records program—the bulk collection 
of our records—does not comply even 
with the PATRIOT Act. The first rea- 
son they say is that there is no connec- 
tion to any specific FBI investigation 
at the time of the collection. So, basi- 
cally, when they collect your phone 
records, they are not even alleging that 
they are related to any investigation. 
But that is what the statute says. They 
are supposed to be relevant to an inves- 
tigation, but there is no evidence and 
nothing is even presented that there is 
any investigation even going on. The 
investigation actually starts after they 
have collected all of your records. 

So how can section 215 say that you 
can collect these records because they 
are relevant to an investigation that 
has not yet even begun? They use this 
big data case later on when they say 
there is going to be an investigation. 
So I think their No. 1 reason is pretty 
strong. There can’t be a connection or 
relevancy because there really is no in- 
vestigation when they collect your 
records. 

The second reason of the privacy 
commission was that the records are 
collected in bulk, potentially encom- 
passing all telephone calling records 
across the Nation. They cannot be re- 
garded as relevant to any investigation 
without redefining the word “relevant” 
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in a manner that is circular. Relevant 
sort of means that there is some sort of 
criteria that means that there is some 
pertinence, that there is something 
about the records or something about 
the investigation. 

For example, if there is someone in 
the northwest section of Washington, 
DC, and we saw something happen 
there. We are saying we want to look 
at the records there. Even though it 
might be bulk collection, it would be at 
least relevant to some sort of inves- 
tigation. There would be some perti- 
nent factor. But they are just col- 
lecting everybody’s records. It is com- 
pletely without any relevancy. And I 
love the way they put it—that this 
would not be relevant unless we rede- 
fine the word relevant in a manner 
that is circular, unlimited in scope, 
and out of step with case law from 
analogous legal context involving pro- 
duction of records. 

The third reason why the privacy 
board said that this program is not 
legal is that it operates by putting 
telephone companies under an obliga- 
tion to furnish new calling records on a 
daily basis as they are generated, in- 
stead of turning over records they al- 
ready have in their possession. This is 
an approach lacking foundation in the 
statute and one that is inconsistent 
with FISA as a whole. 

The final reason they say that this 
program is illegal—this is the Presi- 
dent’s own privacy commission—is 
that the statute permits only the FBI 
to obtain items for use in the inves- 
tigation. It does not authorize the NSA 
to do anything. So section 215 of the 
PATRIOT Act is what they are saying 
they are using as justification. It al- 
lows the FBI to collect records. It 
doesn’t allow the NSA at all. So they 
are using a statute that was intended 
for the FBI to say the NSA can do this. 
So I think the reasons are pretty 
clear—four specific reasons why the 
PATRIOT Act does not justify the col- 
lection of these records. 

The next thing the policy committee 
looked at was they looked at and they 
tried to decide whether there has been 
any practical effect. I know Senator 
LEAHY was a part of this, looking at 
whether any of these things actually 
did catch terrorists. But this is what 
they concluded, and they actually 
looked at the classified data. So the 
Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board looked at the data, looked at the 
classified data, and this is their conclu- 
sion: 

However, we conclude that the Section 215 
program, the bulk collection, has shown 
minimal value in safeguarding the nation 
from terrorism... . we have not identified a 
single instance involving a threat to the 
United States in which the [bulk collection] 
program made a concrete difference in the 
outcome of a counterterrorism investiga- 
tion. 

Those are pretty strong words. The 
Policy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
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Board commissioned by the President, 
which is bipartisan, looked at the clas- 
sified data and said it didn’t find a 
single incident—not one incident—in 
which it made a concrete difference in 
the outcome of a counterterrorism in- 
vestigation. 

Moreover, we are aware of no instance in 
which the program directly contributed to 
the discovery of a previously unknown ter- 
rorist.... 

What does this mean? We are not 
pushing a button and generating ter- 
rorists out of this. The terrorists are 
coming from real information. You 
have to realize that this misinforma- 
tion and this wrong-headed informa- 
tion has been used forever—for 15 
years—to justify the fact that we 
should give up on the Fourth Amend- 
ment and we should give up on protec- 
tions. 

Over and over people say that if we 
only had the PATRIOT Act, we 
wouldn’t have had 9/11. The two terror- 
ists they claim we would have gotten 
were in San Diego. We already knew 
about them. An informant lived with 
them for a year. The FBI wasn’t talk- 
ing to the CIA, they weren’t looking at 
lists, and they didn’t know they would 
come back. The CIA didn’t know. It 
had nothing to do with having bulk 
collection of our records. We knew 
about these people. It was crummy 
work. It was people not doing their job. 

I repeat: No one was ever fired. We 
gave rewards. We gave medals of honor 
to everybody in the intelligence com- 
munity and no one was ever fired. 
There were some true heroes—the FBI 
agent in Arizona and the FBI agent in 
Minnesota who actually discovered po- 
tential hijackers. The 20th hijacker 
was captured before 9/11. The 20th hi- 
jacker was captured a month before 
9/11. That is the person who should 
have gotten the Medal of Honor. The 
person who would not listen to him 
should have been fired. I have no un- 
derstanding or awareness that anybody 
was ever fired over 9/11. 

The Policy and Civil Liberties Board 
goes on to say that our review suggests 
that section 215 of the PATRIOT Act, 
the bulk collection of records, offers 
little unique value. They explore a lit- 
tle bit of whether there is a privacy 
problem with collecting all of these 
records and what are the implications 
of collecting all of these records. The 
government’s collection of a person’s 
entire telephone call history has a sig- 
nificant and detrimental effect on an 
individual’s privacy. 

Beyond such individual privacy in- 
trusions, permitting the government to 
routinely collect calling records of the 
entire Nation fundamentally shifts the 
balance of power between the State and 
its citizens. With its power of compul- 
sion and criminal prosecution, the gov- 
ernment possesses unique threats to 
privacy when it collects data on its 
own citizens. 
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Compound this with the fact that the 
government—you could say: Well, they 
are just collecting this data at a lower 
standard, but if you are not a terrorist 
you do not have to worry. But here is 
the problem. They are collecting this 
data with the lower standard, a less- 
than-constitutional standard, but then 
they are also prosecuting you for do- 
mestic crime. 

Section 215 of the PATRIOT Act is 
being used 99.5 percent of the time for 
domestic crime. We are putting drug 
dealers in jail. That is another ques- 
tion and another story. But then we 
should vote on it as a country. OK. For 
drug dealers, we are not going to have 
the Constitution anymore, we are 
going to have the PATRIOT Act for 
drug dealers. Let's be honest about it. 
The war on drugs has had a disparate 
impact, a disproportionate impact on 
people of color. So you have to admit 
to all the young Black men and all the 
young Brown men you put in prison 
that we are no longer using the Con- 
stitution to stick you in prison, we are 
using the PATRIOT Act to put you in 
prison. 

We need to be honest with people. If 
the PATRIOT Act is about terrorism, 
they should adopt my amendment that 
says you cannot be put in jail for a do- 
mestic crime under the PATRIOT Act. 
Why? Because the PATRIOT Act has 
dumbed down and loosened the stand- 
ards. We do not have probable cause, 
we have relevance. Realize that rel- 
evance, as they say in the Commission, 
has become completely circular and de- 
void of meaning, if you are saying that 
all the records in the country are 
somehow relevant to an investigation 
that has not yet begun. 

They make a great point here about 
the fact that not only does this stifle 
or invade your privacy, it may well sti- 
fle your speech and your association. If 
you are going to be associating with 
minority causes, unpopular causes, 
whether you are a kid from the North 
who went down to be in favor of civil 
rights, whether you are someone who 
belongs to the NAACP or the ACLU, 
they say: Yet, even though there is no 
evidence of abuse— 

And this is the big argument. Every- 
one says: Well, there has never been 
any abuse, so it is fine to keep doing 
this. 

Yet, while the danger of abuse may seem 
remote, given historical abuse of personal in- 
formation by the government during the 20th 
century, the risk is more than theoretical. 

I could not agree more. Moreover, the 
bulk collection of telephone records 
can be expected to have a chilling ef- 
fect on the free exercise of speech and 
association because individuals and 
groups engaged in sensitive or con- 
troversial work have less reason to 
trust in the confidentiality of their re- 
lationships as revealed by their calling 
patterns. 

Realize that they are taking your 
phone records, your calling lists, your 
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buddy lists, your ISP address, your 
email. They are integrating this into 
some network where they can pull your 
name up and find out who are all your 
buddies, who are all your friends, who 
are all your Facebook friends. 

Realize the potential danger of hav- 
ing so much information, so much of a 
dossier on every American citizen, even 
if they are not using it. But when you 
think that, well, this is fine because we 
are not doing it and good people are 
running these agencies, realize that the 
head of the Agency lied to us about 
this program at all. He said it did not 
exist. So when you get to be trusting 
these people to protect your individual 
information, realize that the most—at 
the very top of the intelligence com- 
munity, the most famous person in our 
country dealing with intelligence lied 
to a congressional committee and said 
that this program did not even exist. 

The report goes on to say that the in- 
ability to expect privacy, vis-a-vis the 
government and one’s telephone com- 
munications, means that people en- 
gaged in wholly lawful activities, but 
who for reasons justifiably do not wish 
the government to know about their 
communications, must either forgo 
such activities, reduce their frequency 
or take costly measures to hide them 
from the government surveillance. 

The telephone records program thus 
hinders the ability of advocacy organi- 
zations to communicate confidentially 
with members, donors, legislators, 
whistleblowers, members of the public. 

Initially, in the 1970s when we set up 
the surveillance court, the security 
court, the FISA Court, they were done 
with individualized warrants. They got 
information through individualized 
warrants. 

Beginning in 2004, though, the role of 
the security court changed when the 
government approached the court with 
its first request to approve a program 
involving what is now referred to as 
bulk collection. For the first several 
years, we did bulk collection—they just 
did it. They just said it was under the 
inherent authorities of the President. 
This should scare us because there are 
people who believe that the inherent 
authorities of the President are unlim- 
ited. That would not be a President. 
There would be another name for that. 

But if there are no limits to what the 
President can do, there is another 
name for it and it is not President. The 
Commission goes on to say that the 
judge’s decision—their decisionmaking 
would be clearly enhanced if they could 
hear opposing views. So the privacy 
commission advocates exactly what I 
am advocating for, that you should 
have a lawyer in there with you and 
that there should be an adversarial 
type of procedure. 

Because the thing is, is that it is like 
any other dispute. If you have ever 
heard two people arguing, figuring out 
the truth is listening to both sides and 
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trying to gather what the truth is. So 
I think that we get to the truth a lot 
more if we had someone asking ques- 
tions. Realize also that section 215 of 
the PATRIOT Act says that the infor- 
mation has to be relevant to an inves- 
tigation. 

Without having someone in there to 
argue your case, the court appears to 
have not really had a great deal of dis- 
cussion or, to my mind, thought about 
whether bulk collection is somehow 
relevant. You might argue that if there 
were opposing sides, as in a traditional 
court, that maybe someone would 
stand up and say to the judge: How can 
this be relevant? What investigation is 
it relevant to? 

See, I think the FISA Court became 
such a rubberstamp that you were not 
even having these questions asked be- 
cause how could you ask that question. 
If you are an advocate for someone who 
does not want to give up their informa- 
tion, how could you ask the question 
whether it is relevant to an investiga- 
tion, and then the government would 
say: Well, we are going to do it. It will 
be relevant when we do an investiga- 
tion. 

No court, you would think, would un- 
derstand or accept that, if it were an 
adversarial procedure where you have a 
lawyer on both sides. I don’t think you 
can truly have justice—I think you can 
have a court that meets in secret. I 
think courts can protect individual 
names and I want them to. I thought 
Senator WYDEN made a great point 
when he was out here. 

Intelligence activities, at their core, 
we have to protect the names of 
operatives. You do not want the code 
out there, like if we have a great code 
and we are stealing information from 
our enemies and we are eavesdropping 
on our enemies, we do not want the 
code out there that shows how smart 
we are and how our technology works. 
But if we are going to do something 
like collect the records of all Ameri- 
cans, that is a constitutional question. 

You can have opinions on both sides 
of it. I do not think there is much of a 
valid constitutional reason for believ- 
ing in this. But you can have an opin- 
ion. In a democratic Republic, we could 
argue these points back and forth. But 
you really would have to have the abil- 
ity to have a discussion over those 
things. Because I think without that, I 
do not think we can actually get to 
justice. 

Mr. COONS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kentucky yield for a 
question? 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I would 
yield for a question but not yield the 
floor. 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, I am won- 
dering whether the Senator from Ken- 
tucky would be good enough to confirm 
for me where I think the issue is that 
is before the Senate today. So if I 
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might, I will speak for a few minutes 
about what I think is the core issue be- 
fore us on the floor and then ask the 
Senator whether he would confirm that 
this is his understanding as well. 

At the outset, I will say it is rel- 
atively rare for my colleague from 
Kentucky and I to come to the floor in 
agreement on an issue, but it has hap- 
pened before on exactly this issue. I 
think it is important that it be clear to 
folks that there are concerns on both 
sides of the aisle on the critical under- 
lying issues about how we balance pri- 
vacy and liberty, security and our civil 
liberties. 

For nearly a decade, our government 
has operated a program that collects 
massive amounts of information from 
innocent Americans without any spe- 
cific suspicion they have done anything 
wrong. Let me put that another way. 
For years, any American’s communica- 
tion data could have been tracked and 
collected by the government, whether 
or not they were suspected of a crime. 

That program has been carried out 
under Section 215 of the PATRIOT Act 
based on flimsy or mistaken interpre- 
tations of the original law, all in the 
name of our national security. Yet the 
bulk collection program has had dis- 
puted and not arguably clear benefit to 
our national security. There is not one 
clear publicly confirmed instance of a 
plot being foiled because of this section 
215 program. I have long been con- 
cerned about the scope and the reach of 
our intelligence community’s bulk col- 
lection program. 

That is why in 2011 I voted, along 
with my colleague from Kentucky, 
against the straight reauthorization of 
the PATRIOT Act. I believed then, as I 
believe now, it would be irresponsible 
for Congress to continue reauthorizing 
the law without taking steps to address 
concerns about unlawful surveillance it 
has allowed, particularly given the fact 
that earlier this month a U.S. Federal 
circuit court specifically deemed this 
program illegal. 

Fortunately, we have an alternative, 
which I believe the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has been expounding on behalf 
of, the USA FREEDOM Act, a bipar- 
tisan bill passed by the House just last 
week by an overwhelming margin—I 
think it was 338 to 88. It would end 
bulk collection by only allowing the 
Federal Government to seek call 
records retained by the telecommuni- 
cations industry once it has estab- 
lished a record is relevant to an ongo- 
ing investigation. 

Records would no longer be stored by 
the government but would remain in 
the hands of telecommunications com- 
panies, which under FCC rules, in order 
to ensure that there is customer access 
to records in the case of a dispute, they 
are retained for 18 months. This bill 
strikes an important balance by pro- 
tecting American’s privacy and ensur- 
ing our government can still keep our 
Nation safe. 
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In fact, there are some who might 
argue that the USA FREEDOM Act 
would allow a stronger and more ro- 
bust and more effective series of ac- 
tions to keep our Nation safe. I urge 
my colleagues to support it. I know 
these are difficult decisions for us to 
make. I know we all have concerns 
about our Nation’s security, but we 
have to all have concerns about our 
Nation’s freedom. 

We fought for it from the very begin- 
ning of our country. I want to just 
thank and salute Members here, col- 
leagues, and in particular my colleague 
from Kentucky for being insistent that 
we have clarity about time. We were 
told 4 years ago, when the reauthoriza- 
tion fight was happening, that time 
had run out and that we needed to re- 
authorize it, without considering need- 
ed reforms that were discussed and de- 
bated in the Judiciary Committee. 

Two years ago, some of the core ele- 
ments of this were exposed to the 
world. A lot of my constituents raised 
legitimate and serious concerns about 
it. Whether we are being asked to ex- 
tend it for 2 weeks or 2 days or 2 hours, 
I think time has run out for us to even 
discuss reauthorizing a program that 
has explicitly been held illegal. We in- 
stead need to come together and take 
up and pass the USA FREEDOM Act. 

Would my colleague from Kentucky 
confirm that is the situation on the 
floor at the moment and on behalf of 
which he was speaking? 

Mr. PAUL. I think what is still un- 
clear to me is what will be taken up 
and what votes there will be on this. I 
believe that the debate is a very impor- 
tant one, that it is one we should en- 
gage in and have a significant time to 
talk about, and there should be amend- 
ments. As you know, sometimes the 
amendments get offered and then 
things sort of fall away. 

I want to ensure that on something 
this important that comes up only 
once every 3 years and on which the 
court just below the Supreme Court 
has said we are doing something ille- 
gal, that we don’t just gloss over and 
say we are going to keep on doing 
something the courts have said is ille- 
gal. 

As far as the end result of where it 
goes, I want to end bulk collection. So 
I agree with all of the people on the 
USA FREEDOM side. I am a little con- 
cerned that we might be transferring 
government bulk collection to pri- 
vately held bulk collection. 

In the selector terms they use in the 
USA FREEDOM Act, it says “person.” 
It says “specific person.” I think it de- 
fines ‘‘person,’’ though, as still includ- 
ing corporations. My concern is that 
you could write into specific person 
“Verizon” again, and we are back 
where we started. 

So if we could get to a point of, No. 
1, allowing some amendments to be 
voted on and maybe changing it such 
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that you can’t have—see, to me, the 
biggest issue here is a general versus a 
specific warrant. I don’t want warrants 
that you can get everybody’s records 
all at once or even one company’s. I 
want the warrant to say—and I am fine 
with getting terrorists. I want to get 
terrorists. If John Doe is a potential 
terrorist, put his name on it. You can 
go as deep as you want into the phone 
records, but do specific warrants. But I 
don’t like it if you just say: I want 
everybody’s records from a phone com- 
pany. 

So I am concerned that we are trad- 
ing one bulk collection for another 
form, and I need to be a little more as- 
sured on that. I think there might be 
room for it if people were open to dis- 
cussion on how we could figure out a 
way to get something through because 
it is going to be difficult, as you know, 
to get to 60. It is going to be hard ei- 
ther way. The other side wants the 
bulk collection, and if people want the 
bulk collection, they want more of it. 
And then there are at least half of us 
who think it is the wrong thing to do. 

I don’t know the outcome, but I was 
uncertain enough that I came today to 
come to try to draw attention to it. 
And if I had a request today, it would 
be the leadership to let amendments to 
go forward, that we agree on having a 
pretty free amendment process. 

This is only every 3 years, and it is a 
big deal. We don’t have much legisla- 
tion come before us where an activity 
has been said to be illegal by an appel- 
late court, we continue to do it, and 
then people want to advocate to con- 
tinue to do something that is illegal. 
But I am going to try to see what I can 
get. I am hoping to get an answer— 
maybe today—from leadership on 
whether they will allow amendments 
to this. I want to be pretty certain that 
is going to happen because they seem 
to fall away sometimes. 

Mr. TESTER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kentucky yield for a 
question? 

Mr. PAUL. I want to continue to 
keep the floor. I yield for a question 
without losing the floor. 

Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, first, I 
thank the Senator from Kentucky for 
what he is doing. I think this is very 
important, and I stand here today with 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to protect Americans’ privacy rights. 

I am very much concerned by the 
overreach we have seen in the name of 
national security, and I oppose efforts 
to reauthorize any piece of it without 
real reforms. 

Folks in Montana know I have been 
an opponent of the PATRIOT Act since 
it was signed into law. Why? Because 
the PATRIOT Act violates law-abiding 
citizens’ rights to privacy—something 
we hold dear in this country. We do 
need to make this country as secure as 
we possibly can, but we cannot do that 
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at the expense of our constitutional 
rights. 

It has been talked about here earlier 
today that a Federal court recently 
ruled that the NSA bulk data collec- 
tions are illegal, flat illegal. But keep 
in mind that the NSA used the PA- 
TRIOT Act to authorize those data col- 
lections. Yet, in the Senate, some of 
our colleagues think we should reau- 
thorize those expiring provisions with- 
out even having a debate on the merits. 
We have seen this before. It has hap- 
pened several times since I have been 
in the Senate. 

Trying to jam an extension of the 
PATRIOT Act through the Senate at 
the last minute is not fair to this body, 
and it is not fair at all to the American 
people. We deserve a real debate on pri- 
vacy and security in the Senate. It is 
too important of an issue not to. We 
have to put some sideboards on our na- 
tional intelligence agencies so that 
they can keep us safe without violating 
our constitutional rights. We need a 
real debate on this issue. 

Last week, the majority leader made 
a decision to deprive the Senate and 
the public of debate by taking up a 
trade bill which we could have passed 
in June. No doubt about it, we are ap- 
proaching the Memorial Day recess. 
Some folks are anxious to go home, but 
we have work to do. I will continue to 
work with my colleagues to ensure 
that we make real reforms to the PA- 
TRIOT Act. If the people in this body 
don’t know that this is important, they 
don’t know the Constitution. 

I thank everybody who spoke on the 
floor today. We need to have a debate. 
We need to have a debate on what the 
PATRIOT Act is about, how it is being 
utilized, and how we need to move for- 
ward. An extension is not acceptable. 

I yield the floor back to the Senator 
from Kentucky and thank him for the 
work he has done on this issue. 

Mr. PAUL. I thank the Senator from 
Montana, and I think that is further 
evidence that there is bipartisan sup- 
port for the Constitution. 

The PATRIOT Act went too far. We 
have heard from both Senators from 
Montana, from opposite parties, who 
both wanted to defend the individual, 
wanted to defend the Bill of Rights, 
and think that we have let the govern- 
ment go too far. I think the American 
people agree with this as well. 

I think without question—this is one 
of those things that are kind of per- 
plexing, if you think about it. If you 
ask most Americans, if you do a poll or 
a survey or ask most Americans 
“Should the government be allowed to 
look at your phone records without 
any suspicion that you have committed 
a crime?” I think there are a very low 
number who think that. But then when 
you get to Washington, it is almost the 
opposite. You have people in Wash- 
ington who have, I think, viewpoints 
that are really out of step with what 
the American people want. 
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I think the American people really 
have decided that the bulk collection 
of records is wrong, that it is unconsti- 
tutional. The second highest court in 
the land has said it is illegal. Yet, you 
still have a significant body of people 
in this country saying: Not only keep 
doing it, let’s do more of it. 

The problem is that if we are going 
to allow records to be collected with- 
out individualized suspicion, what we 
are doing is allowing something, when 
we talk about bulk collection, that has 
no sort of determinants for what sus- 
picion is. You can imagine what the 
danger of that is if you apply that to 
everything. 

Also, in an age where we have com- 
puters that can analyze and hold so 
much information—they are building 
them bigger and bigger and gathering 
more and more and processing this in- 
formation—there is great danger that 
could come from this. 

I wrote something about “1984” a 
couple of years ago, and I said when I 
read it the first time—and a new big 
brother, you know, was the danger of 
all these things. I thought, Oh, this is 
terrible. But I felt comforted. I read it 
probably in 1978. 

We didn’t have the technology to 
eavesdrop on everyone. We didn’t have 
the technology to know everyone’s 
whereabouts. We didn’t have the tech- 
nology to have cameras in every house. 

In the book, they talked about look- 
ing at people back and forth through 
two-way televisions and monitoring. 
Everybody, as you know, had to be 
careful where books were placed. You 
had to read in secret basically. But be- 
cause the technology didn’t exist when 
I read “1984,” I really wasn’t as con- 
cerned about it. But the thing is that 
you don’t lose your freedom in one fell 
swoop; you lose it a little bit at a time. 

People say: Well, the people doing 
this are good people. 

It is like the President said. When 
the President signed legislation a few 
years ago that said that an American 
citizen can be detained without a trial, 
he said: But I am a good man, and I 
won’t use this power. 

It is sort of a fundamental misunder- 
standing of law and the rule of law that 
you think that the goodness of yourself 
or the goodness of the individuals 
around you somehow is the protection 
of the law. The law is really to protect 
you against bad people. The law is to 
protect you when bad people get in of- 
fice. The law—and those who believe in 
the rule of law—is based on the fact 
that there is an understanding that in 
the time of history, people were demo- 
cratically elected who were bad people 
and that people, once given power, be- 
come addicted to it and they want 
more of it. 

Lincoln once wrote that any man can 
stand adversity, but if you want to 
truly challenge a man, give him power. 
That is what we are talking about. We 
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are talking about unlimited power. We 
are not even talking about power that 
is constrained by law at all. 

The whole idea that the PATRIOT 
Act has anything to do with the bulk 
collection is a farce. The President’s 
privacy commission has really put this 
in bold for us, that really there is noth- 
ing about the PATRIOT Act that has 
any resemblance to what we are doing 
with bulk collection. So that is not 
only the rule of law, that is people 
within government, within the execu- 
tive branch, who have made the deci- 
sion that they are going to do whatever 
they want. 

One of the things that worries me 
about this debate—and I think it is 
good that we are having the debate— 
there is apparently a section of the PA- 
TRIOT Act as we passed it the last 
time that says that if the PATRIOT 
Act is not extended, all things pre- 
viously being investigated before will 
continue. So we really kind of have a 
perpetual PATRIOT Act, if you will. 
That worries me a little bit, but then it 
worries me a little more that we are 
not even really paying attention to the 
PATRIOT Act; we are doing whatever 
we want. It is sort of a lawlessness that 
allows us to collect bulk records be- 
cause there is no relevance to an inves- 
tigation. As they said in the privacy 
commission, we are collecting the 
records before there is any investiga- 
tion. So there is no relevancy to an in- 
vestigation. The investigation hasn’t 
started yet, unless the investigation 
could be defined as everything. 

I like the way they put it. They said 
we would have to destroy the definition 
of “relevancy” to believe that there is 
any component of relevancy to these 
investigations. 

But we are collecting records of 
every American all of the time right 
now. It may not be just phone records; 
they say the biggest source of collec- 
tion now is probably actually through 
section 702 of FISA, the FISA amend- 
ments. We are not exactly clear who 
gets scooped up in that. 

Once again, if these are the records of 
foreigners, if these are the records of 
people bent upon attacking us, I am all 
for getting that. But the way they are 
collected—and by some allegations, in- 
tentionally so—we are sometimes tar- 
geting a foreigner, so we don’t have to 
use a Standard at all in order to get in- 
formation on an American. 

So let’s say they want information 
on you. I am not sure why, because 
some of this is being used for drug 
crimes and domestic crimes. So let’s 
say they want information on you and 
they don’t want to get a warrant or a 
judge says no. In fact, that sometimes 
happens, that the FISA Court judge 
says no and then they use one of these 
other end-around ways that don’t even 
require a FISA Court judge. 

The level of lawlessness is appalling. 
The level of lawlessness is astounding. 
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It disappoints me that the President, 
who was once considered by some to be 
somewhat of a civil libertarian, does 
nothing. When the President ran for of- 
fice, the President said that national 
security letters ought to be signed by 
judges. He was in the exact same place 
where I am on civil liberties with re- 
gard to these warrants, the national se- 
curity letters. Yet, his administration 
issues them by the hundreds of thou- 
sands. I don’t think they are even re- 
porting these anymore for us. I think 
they were reporting them for a few 
years, but we are no longer getting in- 
formation. 

But it disappoints me that the Presi- 
dent is not really willing to do any- 
thing about this. The President could 
end the bulk collection tomorrow. It is 
done by Executive order; it could be 
undone by Executive order. 

It is disingenuous, at the very least, 
that the President says: Oh, yes, we are 
going to balance liberty and security. 

Well, no, he is not. He is not bal- 
ancing anything. He is just continuing 
to collect all of our records without a 
warrant. He is continuing to do bulk or 
general collection of records without a 
warrant. 

I think the American people are 
ready for us to be done with this. My 
hope is that during today we will call 
attention to this and that the Amer- 
ican people will say: Who are these peo- 
ple who want to keep collecting our 
records without a warrant, and why do 
they still want to do this when the peo- 
ple who have investigated it have de- 
termined that no one has been cap- 
tured by this program, no one has been 
uniquely identified by this program? 

So there really is a consideration of 
whether we are going to listen to the 
American people. Are we going to wake 
up? Are we a representative body? 

This question is, Are we going to 
allow a debate on something that only 
comes around every 3 years or are we 
going to say “My goodness, it is the 
weekend, it is Memorial Day weekend, 
and we are up against a deadline, and 
we just don’t have time to listen to 
this. We don’t have time to talk about 
the Bill of Rights because we just don’t 
have time. I know it has been 3 years 
that we have known this date was com- 
ing up, but we don’t have time’’? 

I think at the very least we could 
make time, and that is my request 
today. My request of the leadership on 
both sides of the aisle is: Can we not 
make time? There are at least 10 or 15 
of us who will cosponsor about 5 or 6 
amendments that we want votes on. 
Frankly, I think with the mood of the 
country, we have a chance on a few of 
these. 

I would like to see how a vote would 
turn out on the idea, for example, that 
we are using a less-than-constitutional 
standard to gather information that we 
say is for terrorism, but then we put 
people in jail domestically for crimes 
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that are completely and entirely unre- 
lated to terrorism; that whether or not 
we can use information gathered in a 
nonconstitutional or a less-than-con- 
stitutional way is going to be used for 
domestic crime. 

If you believe that, it means we are 
carving out in our domestic laws an 
area where the Constitution doesn’t en- 
tirely apply. Section 213 allows the en- 
tering of the house in a nonconstitu- 
tional way—a way that, if it were done 
in a straight-up fashion, the courts 
would say it is illegally gathered infor- 
mation and wouldn’t be admissible in 
court. 

I think we ought to have a vote. Is 
the PATRIOT Act our less-than-con- 
stitutional means of gathering infor- 
mation to be used in domestic court? 

Here is the other question, if they 
will be honest with us: Are they using 
them in any other courts? Are there 
IRS investigations that begin as ter- 
rorist investigations but end up in IRS 
court? 

In some ways, I think yes is the an- 
swer. We have now the IRS basing in- 
vestigations of people maybe for polit- 
ical purposes but definitely for the pur- 
poses of whether individuals are doing 
transactions in certain ways or wheth- 
er their records are in a certain way. 
And because it is done this way, we are 
not really requiring convictions before 
we take their stuff. This is a separate 
but related problem because it has to 
do with using records to gain entrance 
to people and to then take their stuff 
without a conviction. 

I think that is an important ques- 
tion. Are we innocent until proven 
guilty? Are we really going to allow 
the government to take possession of 
your things, to take possession of your 
things without a conviction? I would 
think the presumption of innocence is 
an incredibly important doctrine that 
we shouldn’t so casually dismiss. 

This is a poll that was commissioned 
by the ACLU on Monday, and they 
asked a sample of 300 likely voters be- 
tween the ages of 18 and 39 a few ques- 
tions. 

It says: Which of the following state- 
ments about reauthorizing the PA- 
TRIOT Act do you agree with more? 

Some people say Congress should 
modify the PATRIOT Act to limit gov- 


ernment surveillance and protect 
Americans’ privacy. Sixty percent 
agreed. 


Other people say Congress should 
preserve the PATRIOT Act and make 
no changes because it has been effec- 
tive in keeping America safe from ter- 
rorists and other threats to national 
security, like ISIS or Al Qaeda. That 
was 34 percent. 

Those are the overall numbers. If you 
look at it by all parties—Democrats, 
Independents, and GOP—it is 58 per- 
cent or greater. In fact, Democrats and 
Republicans are pretty equal, which is 
interesting, with 59 percent of Demo- 
crats and 58 percent of Republicans 
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thinking we have gone too far in the 
PATRIOT Act and that Americans’ pri- 
vacy is being disturbed by the PA- 
TRIOT Act. 

If you look at Independents, it is 75 
percent among men who are Inde- 
pendent and 65 percent among women 
who are Independent. 

The survey asked people: Do you find 
it concerning the U.S. Government is 
collecting and storing your personal in- 
formation, like your phone records, 
emails, bank statements, and other 
communications? Eighty-two percent 
are concerned the government is stor- 
ing this information. 

Over three-quarters of voters found 
four different examples of government 
spying personally concerning to them: 
The government accessing personal 
communications, information or 
records without a judge’s permission— 
83 percent—using that information for 
things other than stopping terrorists, 
such as I mentioned, doing convictions 
for drugs, were the most compelling ex- 
amples for voters. 

With regard to whether the govern- 
ment accesses any of your personal 
communications, information or 
records you share with a company 
without a judge's permission, people 
were asked to tell them whether they 
were concerned with this issue. Eighty- 
three percent were concerned. 

When asked about the government 
using information collected without a 
warrant for things other than stopping 
terrorist attacks, 83 percent were con- 
cerned. 

When asked about the government 
allowing private companies to use pub- 
lic school technology programs to 
track online activities of school- 
children, 77 percent were concerned. 

When asked if the government per- 
forms instant wiretaps on any phone or 
other telecommunications devices lo- 
cated in the United States, 76 percent 
were concerned. 

From this ACLU study of young peo- 
ple—I believe they were all ages 18 to 
39—participants were asked whether or 
not these were conditions that would 
lead you to believe that Americans 
need more protections of their privacy: 
Local police and the FBI need a war- 
rant issued by an independent judge for 
a valid reason before they search your 
home or property without your permis- 
sion; the same should be true of your 
email and phone records. And 84 per- 
cent agreed. 

If you ask that question in Wash- 
ington, it is about a 10 or 15 percent 
question. Most people in Washington 
don’t think your email or your phone 
records should be protected by needing 
a warrant. But if you ask most Ameri- 
cans the question—particularly young 
Americans—should your email or your 
phone records be protected by a war- 
rant? Most people say yes. 

The government requires some com- 
panies to intentionally include secu- 
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rity loopholes in their services to make 
it easier for law enforcement to access 
your information. These are these 
backdoor things where they can insert 
malware. This makes the government 
less safe by leaving us vulnerable to 
terrorists and spies of foreign countries 
who want to harm the United States. 
Eighty-one percent were concerned 
with this and thought we should have 
more privacy. 

I think it is clear the American peo- 
ple are concerned about what we are 
doing. What isn't yet clear is whether 
the message has been transmitted to 
Washington; whether or not there is 
enough of a majority growing in Wash- 
ington to actually do something about 
this. But I think the numbers are grow- 
ing. 

Over 300 people in the House ac- 
knowledged there was a problem and 
passed legislation. I have mixed feel- 
ings on the legislation. I think, with- 
out question, I agree with those who 
voted for it that bulk collection of 
records is wrong and that it should end. 
I have been a little more in the camp, 
though, that we should just end the 
bulk collection of records and replace 
it not with a new program but with the 
Constitution. 

I personally think we could survive 
with the Constitution. I think we could 
also survive and catch terrorists with 
the Constitution. In fact, I think we 
can get more information with the 
Constitution. I think valid warrants 
are much more powerful. A valid war- 
rant allows a great deal more informa- 
tion and it is also specific. 

Once we are doing valid warrants, we 
are not doing this sort of dragnet. We 
are not doing this sort of vacuuming up 
of everything. We are not becoming 
overwhelmed with a lot of incidental 
data. We are specifically going to the 
heart of things. We are specifically 
going to the core of whether we can ac- 
tually get the people who are attacking 
us. 

When we look at the privacy report 
we have talked a little bit about—the 
Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board, a bipartisan board that basi- 
cally said very explicitly to the Presi- 
dent that what he was doing is illegal— 
it does still boggle my mind the Presi- 
dent was told by his own privacy board 
what he was doing was illegal and he 
just keeps doing it. It somewhat bog- 
gles the mind that he was told by the 
appellate court that what he is doing is 
illegal and yet he just keeps doing it. 

It is an incredible deflection. It is in- 
credibly disingenuous when the Presi- 
dent says: Well, we are going to bal- 
ance liberty and security, and I am just 
waiting for Congress to tell me what to 
do. Well, he didn’t wait for Congress to 
tell him to collect the phone records. 
In fact, we never did such a thing. 

Even the people intimately involved 
with passing the PATRIOT Act—those 
who were the cosponsors and authors of 
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the PATRIOT Act—have all said they 
never intended and don’t believe the 
PATRIOT Act gives any justification 
for bulk collection of records. So Con- 
gress never authorized the bulk collec- 
tion of records. 

Two different Commissions the Presi- 
dent has put forward—the privacy and 
civil liberties as well as the review 
commission—have both told him it is 
illegal. Yet he keeps going on. 

I have heard very little questioning 
of the President or his people about 
this. I kind of wonder why we don’t ask 
more questions, why we just sort of ac- 
cept that a program that is said to be 
illegal by the courts, a program that is 
said to be illegal by two different inde- 
pendent commissions—why wouldn’t 
we just stop it? Why does the President 
not have the wherewithal to stop it? It 
disappoints me. 

The program was actually begun 
even before the PATRIOT Act was fi- 
nalized. We did this for a couple of 
years simply by Presidential edict. 
This is another concerning develop- 
ment in our country; that more and 
more of our government is run by Ex- 
ecutive edict or by Executive order— 
thousands and thousands of Executive 
orders. 

In the 1950s, we had a discussion of 
Executive orders. I think it is the only 
time it has gone to the Supreme Court 
with the Youngstown Steel case. In 
that case, the Court came down and 
said there are three different kinds of 
Executive orders: There are Executive 
orders that are clearly in furtherance 
of legislative action, and those are per- 
fectly legal. There are Executive orders 
that are debatable, whether they fur- 
ther legislative action or not. But then 
there are some Executive orders that 
are clearly in defiance of what the leg- 
islature has done, and these are clearly 
illegal. And the Supreme Court struck 
down what Truman had done. 

I think we need to revisit that de- 
bate. Because what is happening in our 
country—and it may well be the big- 
gest problem in the country and is part 
of what is going on with this bulk col- 
lection but really is part of a bigger 
problem—is that power has drifted 
away from Congress or has been abdi- 
cated and given up. We gave the power 
to the Presidency, and we didn’t do it 
just in one fell swoop. It wasn’t just 
Republicans. It wasn’t just Democrats. 
It was a little bit of both, and it has 
been going on for probably over 100 
years now. I think it accelerated in the 
era of Wilson, but over decades it has 
gotten bigger and bigger and bigger. 
Under the New Deal, the executive 
branch grew an alarming amount, but 
more recently it continues to grow by 
leaps and bounds. 

It may well be that the No. 1 issue we 
face as a country is that we have had 
what some have described as a collapse 
in the separation of powers. Madison 
talked about that each branch would 
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have ambition to protect their own 
power; so we would pit ambition 
against ambition and then each would 
jealously guard their power, and, as 
such, power wouldn’t grow. Power 
would be checked. But power has 
grown. It has grown alarmingly so and 
mostly grown and gravitated to the ex- 
ecutive branch. 

In the short time I have been here, I 
have seen that in many ways the least 
of our bureaucrats are more powerful 
probably in some ways than the great- 
est of our legislators, and the most 
powerful of our legislators are some- 
what of less power than bureaucrats. 

Almost every constituent that comes 
to talk to me from Kentucky and has a 
problem with government—as we ex- 
plore the problem and explore the solu- 
tion, we discover that Congress didn’t 
pass their problem. Congress didn’t 
write the rule that is beleaguering 
them. Congress didn’t inflict the pun- 
ishment that is making it difficult for 
them to run their business. It was done 
by an unelected bureaucrat. 

This has grown, and sometimes it has 
grown from even when we had good in- 
tentions. We tried to do the right thing 
and it turned out wrong. Probably that 
is really the story of Washington as 
well. 

Take even the Clean Water Act. The 
Clean Water Act I support. I would 
have voted for it from 1974. It says you 
can’t discharge pollutants into a navi- 
gable stream. I agree with that. The 
problem is that over about a 40-year 
period we have come to define dirt as a 
pollutant and my backyard as a navi- 
gable stream. So, once again, we have 
taken our eye off the prize. 

The things we really ought to have 
the government involved with—big 
bodies of water, bodies of water be- 
tween the States, rivers, lakes, oceans, 
air—there is a role for the government 
to be involved. But because we have 
people abusing the rights of private 
property owners and saying, if you put 
dirt in your backyard, we will put you 
in jail, it has become sort of to the 
point of craziness. But it is all execu- 
tive branch overreach. 

There was a case that went to the Su- 
preme Court a few years ago in Idaho. 
A couple lived near a lake but about a 
mile from a lake. They didn’t live on 
the lake. It was on an incline, and 
there were houses on both sides of their 
property. So they bought their prop- 
erty and started doing what everybody 
else did—back-hoeing, creating a foot- 
print, filling it and putting down foot- 
ers. 

The EPA showed up and said: You are 
destroying a wetland, and we are going 
to fine you $37,000 a day. 

They were kind of like: Well, I 
thought if it were a wetland, there 
would be water or standing water or it 
would look like the Everglades or there 
would be some sort of evidence that it 
was wetlands. 
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The EPA said: Yes, there is evidence. 
If any one of 300 different species of 
plants grows in your backyard, we can 
define it as a wetland. If we can take 
leaves and flip the leaves over and they 
are black on the bottom, it indicates 
there is moisture on the leaves and you 
could be a wetland. 

This all came out of crazy executive 
overreach. We did not do any of that. 
Congress did not do one iota of this ex- 
pansion. It was done some by these law 
courts—these EPA courts—but it was 
done a lot by executive definition of 
what a wetland is. 

In the early 1990s, under a Republican 
President, we redefined wetlands. They 
commissioned a book—a 150-page book, 
200-page book—and they just redefined 
what a wetland was. By redefining 
what a wetland was, we doubled the 
amount of wetlands in the country 
overnight—not by preserving land but 
by redefining a lot of land that really 
is not a wetland. 

Now, through the waters of the 
United States, we are connecting ev- 
erybody to the ocean somehow and say- 
ing that every bit of land is somehow 
connected to navigable water. 

I was talking to one of the Senators 
from Idaho a year or so ago and I liked 
what he told me. He told me: In Idaho, 
we have a very precise definition of 
what a navigable stream is. You put a 
log in of a two-inch diameter, and it 
has to float 100 feet in a certain period 
of time. I just loved the definition of it 
because that sounds like a stream that 
is probably moving and there is water 
in it. But we now say a crevice in the 
side of a mountain, if when it rains 
water goes over, it is a stream. But as 
a consequence, we are shutting down 
America. 

People complain about jobs, but they 
are all for these regulations, and then 
they complain that they don’t have a 
job. 

One gentleman decided he was going 
to put dirt on his land in Southern Mis- 
sissippi. It was what he considered to 
be uplands. There were trees growing 
on it, so usually trees are not really a 
typical feature of wetlands. His daugh- 
ter was 43 at the time and he was 70. 
They were going to develop the lots 
and sell the lots, and so he dumped 
some dirt there. The EPA got involved 
and they convicted him using the RICO 
statutes. This is what you are supposed 
to get gangsters and drug dealers with. 
It was conspiracy. They got him for 
conspiracy to violate the Clean Water 
Act by putting clean dirt on his own 
land where there was no water to begin 
with. He was given 10 years in prison. 
He just got out of prison about a month 
ago. He is now 80 years old. That is 
what is happening in America. 

So if you wonder why some of us are 
worried about our records being 
snatched up, we are worried that our 
own government has run amok, that 
our own government is out of control, 
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and that our own government is not 
really paying attention to us. 

To put a 70-year-old man in prison 
for 10 years for putting clean dirt on 
his own land—the person who did that 
ought to go to jail. They ought to be 
put in a stockade, publicly flogged, and 
made to pay penance for a decade for 
doing something so stupid. 

But the thing is this is going on. 

A guy named John Pozsgai was a 
Hungarian immigrant. He came here 
from communism and he loved our 
country. He worked hard and he had a 
mechanic shop in Morristown, NJ. It 
wasn’t in the greatest part of town. It 
was a commercial part of town. Across 
the street from him was a dump. It did 
flood on occasion, but the reason it 
flooded was because the ditches were 
full of 7,000 tires. People were just 
throwing all kinds of crap there. There 
were all kinds of rotted-out auto- 
mobiles. It was a junkyard, so they had 
thrown all this stuff out there. 

He bought the land pretty cheaply 
because it was a junkyard, and he de- 
cided to clean it up. He picked up 7,000 
tires. He picked up all the rusted auto- 
mobiles. And, lo and behold, when he 
cleaned the drainage ditches, it no 
longer flooded. But he started putting 
some dirt on there and the government 
said he was breaking the law and that 
he was once again contaminating the 
wetlands. He was a Hungarian and he 
didn’t like to be told what to do, and I 
can understand the sentiment. So he 
just kept putting dirt on there. He de- 
cided to do it at night, and they caught 
him because they spent—I don’t 
know—a quarter million dollars on 
cameras and surveillance to catch a 
guy putting dirt on his own land. 

He was bankrupted. They put him in 
jail for 3 years, they fined him 200-and- 
some thousand dollars. They wiped him 
out so he couldn’t pay the taxes. They 
broke his spirit. I met his daughter. It 
is just a tragic case. 

So if you wonder why some of us are 
worried about the government having 
all of our records— 

I talked earlier about what happened 
in Westchester, and this is an appalling 
thing. This should make you concerned 
about having records. In Westchester— 
I think that is where the Clintons live. 
Anyway, they decided they would re- 
veal all the gun records. So in West- 
chester they revealed whether you had 
a gun or didn’t have a gun and where 
you lived. 

Can you imagine how that might be a 
problem? Let’s say you are a wife who 
has been beaten by your ex-husband 
and you live in fear of him and you ei- 
ther have a gun or you don’t have a 
gun. Hither way, you don’t want your 
ex-husband to know where you live. 
And particularly if you don’t have a 
gun, you don’t want your ex-husband 
who beat you to know you don’t have a 
gun. 
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Think if you are a prosecutor or a 
judge. They get threatened by the peo- 
ple they put in jail. Would you want 
your name in the paper with your ad- 
dress and that you have a gun or don’t 
have a gun? 

So you can see how privacy is kind of 
a big deal. Privacy can mean life and 
death in that kind of situation. 

I think we ought to be more cog- 
nizant of what a big deal this is and 
what a big deal the Bill of Rights is. 
We shouldn’t be so flippant that we are 
like: Oh, yes, whatever. We have to be 
safe. Maybe we catch a terrorist, 
maybe we don’t, but we have to do this 
and we just have to give up some of our 
freedom to be secure. 

It turns out, though, when we look at 
the objective evidence, it doesn’t ap- 
pear we are safer. It appears that when 
they have alleged that we are safer, 
what has happened is that it doesn’t 
look like we have gotten any unique 
intelligence from these things. 

I think there is probably nothing 
more important than discussing the 
Bill of Rights and talking about our 
civil liberties. I think we need to have 
an adequate debate. It is supposed to be 
what the Senate was famous for. 

My hope is that from drawing some 
attention to this issue today we will 
get an agreement, and that is the 
agreement we are going to ask for. We 
are going to ask for an agreement from 
both parties to allow amendments to 
the PATRIOT Act, and we could start 
any time they are ready. If somebody 
wants to send a message to the leader- 
ship that if they are ready to come out 
and allow debate and allow amend- 
ments on the PATRIOT Act or a prom- 
ise to do this before the expiration, we 
could probably get something moving. 

I think the American people are 
ready for that debate. We can look at 
the statistics, particularly among 
young people. It is a 70- to 80-percent 
issue, where young people are saying, 
for goodness’ sake, we don’t want our 
records scooped up and backed up by 
the government without any suspicion. 

I think also young people get this 
more than others because they are used 
to their records being digital, they are 
used to their records being on their 
phone. They are very aware that their 
records are stored on a server some- 
where, and they have grown to expect 
privacy. 

Some say, oh, that is crazy. Young 
people share their information all the 
time. Well, you do and you don’t. I 
share my information when I buy 
things online, but I am sharing it 
through an agreement. The people I 
share it with, the companies that then 
market other things to me, have 
agreed, through a privacy agreement, 
not to share my information, not to 
sell my information. I am to be anony- 
mous. They will market to me, but 
they promise to keep me anonymous. 
We are comforted by the fact that we 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


have a privacy agreement, and that if 
millions of people sued them, they 
couldn’t get away with revealing our 
information. 

What I don’t like about some of the 
different things we are doing—and this 
includes the USA Freedom Act—is that 
we give liability protection. When we 
give liability protection, I think it is 
an invitation to say: You know what. 
Your privacy agreement isn’t really 
that important, and if you breach it, 
nobody is allowed to sue you. So I 
think that is something we ought to be 
very careful with, and if we do end up 
having a debate on this and we do end 
up having amendments on this, that we 
consider taking out the liability pro- 
tection. 

I also think the most important 
thing is if we decide that bulk collec- 
tion is wrong, we need to understand 
how you get bulk collection. You get 
bulk collection because you have a 
nonspecific warrant. You don’t have an 
individualized warrant; you have a gen- 
eral warrant. 

This is what we have been fighting 
since the time of John Wilkes in 1760 in 
England, to James Otis in the 1760s 
here through John Adams. The debate 
and the thing that we found most egre- 
gious, the thing that we found most ob- 
jectionable was the idea that a warrant 
for your information wouldn’t have 
your name on it, it wouldn’t be individ- 
ualized or that it wouldn’t be without 
suspicion or that it would occur with- 
out a judge’s warrant. It really was one 
of the things that annoyed us more 
than anything else. One of the things 
that Adams said was the spark of our 
war for independence was just the 
sheer gall of British soldiers coming 
into our house without a warrant be- 
cause most of the records are in your 
house. We don’t see basically the phys- 
ical and abrupt entry into your house 
anymore, but it happens nonetheless. 
It happens in just less of a physical 
way because your records are virtual 
now. But how we let people come into 
our house is pretty important. 

On the issue of warrants—this isn’t 
specific to the PATRIOT Act, but it is 
a related issue. The issue is whether we 
should allow people to come into our 
house in the middle of the night with 
what is called a no-knock raid. The 
sneak-and-peek, they come in and 
leave. But the no-knock raid, you know 
they are there when they come. The 
problem is that people were being 
woken up in the middle of the night 
and they were grabbing their gun by 
their bedside. If they are in a high- 
crime neighborhood, they have a gun 
by their bedside and they are some- 
times shooting the police. Mostly they 
are looking for drugs. I hate drugs 
about as much as anybody. I have seen 
addiction to drugs, I have worked with 
people as a physician and I know what 
it is like. But the thing is that barging 
through doors in the middle of the 
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night leads to accidents in both ways: 
Police get shot; police accidentally 
shoot the victims sometimes. 

In Modesto, I think in 2002, they 
burst into a home at 1 or 2 in the morn- 
ing, yelled and screamed: Everybody 
get on the ground. There was an 11- 
year-old kid. He got on the ground, and 
the officer’s shotgun accidentally dis- 
charged. It was an accident, but it 
didn’t help the kid. He died. 

The thing is, do we really need that? 
Do we need to come in the middle of 
the night looking for marijuana or any 
kind of drug? Couldn’t we come in the 
daytime and knock on the door and 
say: We have a warrant. 

I know police work is not without 
risk and people do shoot back at them. 
So I understand where they are coming 
from, and I want to protect them and 
for them to be safe. I want to protect 
the police, but I actually think it pro- 
tects the police more if we go in the 
way we do with traditional warrants 
and not without unannounced war- 
rants. 

Of course, there are different cir- 
cumstances or exigencies. There are 
times when the police go in without 
any warrant at all. If there is some- 
thing imminent going on or some 
threat of a danger or situation inside, 
the police go in. I think, for the most 
part, we are better off if we do things 
and do them in the traditional way 
with warrants. 

When we talk about how warrants 
have changed, one of the changes is the 
standard for what the warrant is issued 
with. Even if it were individualized, if 
it says that you only have to say they 
are relevant to an investigation. That 
is a big step down from probable cause. 
People have defined “probable cause”” 
over time in different ways. 

This is from Ballentine's Law Dic- 
tionary. A common definition of ‘‘prob- 
able cause” is “a reasonable amount of 
suspicion, supported by circumstances 
sufficiently strong to justify a prudent 
and cautious person's belief that cer- 
tain facts are probably true.” 

Some lawyer must have written that. 
But you can kind of get a little bit of 
understanding that we are supposed to 
go through some kind of thought proc- 
ess and there is supposed to be evidence 
of suspicion. It is not the standard of 
proving guilt, proving beyond the pre- 
ponderance of the fact or any kind of 
doubt. It is a standard, and it is a 
standard we have had for a long time. 

The Oxford Companion to American 
Law defines “probable cause” as: ‘‘In- 
formation sufficient to warrant a pru- 
dent person’s belief that . . . evidence 
of a crime or contraband would be 
found in a search. ‘Probable cause” is a 
stronger standard of evidence than a 
reasonable suspicion, but weaker than 
what is required to secure a criminal 
conviction. Even hearsay can supply 
probable cause if it is from a reliable 
source or supported by other evi- 
dence.” 


May 20, 2015 


It is kind of interesting because peo- 
ple are so worried about getting a war- 
rant, even a warrant can be supported 
by someone making an accusation. It is 
not perfect. In fact, there are some peo- 
ple who complain warrants are too 
easy to get. But the thing is there is no 
evidence that it is really overly hard to 
get a warrant. If we went back to the 
Constitution—I had this debate years 
ago the last time I came up for re- 
newal, and I was walking along with 
one of the other Senators who sup- 
ported the PATRIOT Act. He acted as 
though, you know what, if it expires at 
midnight, what will we do? My re- 
sponse was maybe we could live with 
the Constitution at least for a while. 
We did for hundreds of years. 

Is there anything so unique about the 
times we live in that we could not still 
live under the Constitution? The 
Fourth Amendment has its origins in 
English common law. The saying that 
a man’s home is his castle, this is the 
idea that someone has the right to de- 
fend their castle or home from invasion 
from the government. 

Based on the castle doctrine in the 
1600s, landowners first recorded legal 
protection from casual searches from 
government. Some of the famous cases 
are actually in the 1760s, but even at 
least 100 years in advance of that, they 
were beginning to develop protections 
for people from the government. 

It is interesting to realize this is not 
a new phenomenon where we are talk- 
ing about protecting ourselves from 
government. We protect ourselves and 
government helps us protect ourselves 
from others who may be violent 
against us. But we have always—for 
hundreds and hundreds of years—been 
aware that government does bad things 
too. If you do not ration the amount of 
power you give to government, you can 
get to the point where the great abuse 
comes from government itself. So they 
began to use warrants. But in England 
the debate quickly developed over 
whether a general warrant was ade- 
quate or a specific warrant. This is 
where John Wilkes comes in. This is 
where James Otis comes in. 

One of the debates over the separa- 
tion of powers that we have—this is 
pretty commonly going on, although I 
think the people who believe in unlim- 
ited inherent powers are probably the 
majority of Washington. But there is a 
debate over what people call article II 
powers. The article II is where the Ex- 
ecutive is given powers under the Con- 
stitution, but there are people who sort 
of believe in this unlimited nature. 
There is really nothing that restrains 
it. In fact, some have said even in the 
debate over this, the Executive Order 
No. 1233 that is involved in some of this 
records production, it is really none of 
our business because it is article II. It 
is part of the inherent powers of the 
President to, in times of war or times 
of conflict, to do whatever they need to 
do. 
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I think that is a dangerous suppo- 
sition, to think that really there are 
times when there are no checks and 
balances. I personally think probably 
one of the most genius things we got 
out of our Founding Fathers was the 
checks and balances and the division of 
power. 

Montesquieu was one of the philoso- 
phers the Founding Fathers looked to 
and some say when we were setting up 
the separation of powers that he was 
probably where we got the example. 
Montesquieu said that when the Execu- 
tive begins to legislate, a form of tyr- 
anny will ensue because you have al- 
lowed too much power to gravitate to 
one body and you have not divided the 
power. The division of power was one of 
the—if not the most important—the 
most important things we got from our 
Founding Fathers. But we are having 
this collapse of the separation of pow- 
ers. It is getting to be where there is an 
ancillary body which is Congress, and 
then there is the executive branch, the 
behemoth, the leviathan. 

The executive branch is so large that 
really the most important laws in the 
land are being written by bureaucrats. 
No one elects and no one can unelect. 
In an average year, there are over 200 
regulations that will cost the economy 
$100 million apiece. We do not vote on 
any of them. We vote indirectly for the 
President, but I think that is so indi- 
rect that it is a real problem. 

I think what we have now is an exec- 
utive branch that legislates. The col- 
lapse of the separation of powers is a 
collapse of the equilibrium. This equi- 
librium is what kept power in check. 
When I think who is to blame for this, 
it is not one party; it is really both 
parties. 

When we have a Republican in office, 
Republicans tend to forgive the Repub- 
lican President and give them more 
power. When we have a Democrat in of- 
fice, the Democrats tend to forgive a 
Democrat and give the Democrat more 
power. 

A more honest sort of approach to 
this or a more statesman like approach 
to this would be that if we were able to 
have both parties stand up as a body 
and if there were pride in the institu- 
tion of Congress—pride such that we 
were jealous of our power, that we were 
pitting our ambition to keep our posi- 
tion against the President regardless of 
the President’s party affiliation—then 
we might have a chance. 

A lot of the things about collection 
of bulk data were not known for years 
and years but have been going on for a 
long time. One of the things I found 
most troubling in the John Napier Tye 
op-ed was that he said—he was giving a 
speech and he said: Well, the good news 
is that if the American people are 
upset, if they are upset about things, 
intelligence activities, and they think 
it is an overreach, they have every op- 
portunity to use the democratic proc- 
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ess to change things. This went 
through the White House censor and 
the White House censor—counsel, ad- 
viser, boss—decided they needed to 
take that out of his speech because 
they did not want to imply, really, 
that intelligence activities could be 
changed through democratic action, 
because they took the opinion appar- 
ently that the inherent powers of arti- 
cle II are not subject to democratic ac- 
tion. 

When I think of the people who say 
that the inherent powers are unlimited 
and the President has these powers 
that are not to be checked by Congress, 
I do not think of a Presidency. I think 
of a different word, and it is not 
“President.” 

I am very concerned about whether 
we are going to let this go on. There 
are some other side effects that come 
from this. As you allow the executive 
branch unlimited power and as you 
allow the bureaucracy to grow, a con- 
sequence or a side effect has been that 
the debt has grown to alarming propor- 
tions. We borrow about $1 million a 
minute. We have an $18 trillion debt. 
As the debt has grown larger and the 
executive branch has grown bigger, 
your Congress men and women have 
grown more ancillary and more periph- 
eral to the entire process. But I am one 
who believes there are limits. I think 
there is a limit to how much debt we 
can incur and how rapidly we can incur 
it. 

I think already we have seen sort of 
an anchor or a burden, an effect on the 
economy that pulls us down and causes 
growth to be less vibrant. Some say 1 
million jobs a year are being prevented 
from being created because of this. 

I think that if we are not careful, 
this collapse of the separation power, 
this collapse of equilibrium, as we let 
this get away from us, we are also get- 
ting away from the control over our fu- 
ture. We are letting the power accumu- 
late in such a rapid fashion that if you 
want to see how much power is accu- 
mulating, you can almost make the 
analogy of looking at the debt clock. If 
you go to debtclock.org and watch the 
debt spiraling out of control, as the 
debt grows larger and larger, you basi- 
cally are seeing a diminishment of a 
corresponding diminishment of your 
freedom. It is of concern. 

It is of concern how rapidly this is 
happening. There are two philosophic 
reasons we should be concerned about 
power. One is that power corrupts. 
More basic than that is that as power 
grows, there has to be a corresponding 
loss of your freedom. I call this the lib- 
erty argument for minimizing govern- 
ment. Thomas Payne made this argu- 
ment. Thomas Payne said that govern- 
ment is a necessary evil. What did he 
mean by that? I think what he meant 
by that is that you need government. 
We need government for a stabilizing 
force. There are things government 
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needs to do. But it is a necessary evil 
because you have to give up your lib- 
erty to have some government. How do 
you give up your liberty? You give up 
some of what you earn. Your liberty is 
who you are. Your liberty is what you 
produce with your hands, and your lib- 
erty is what people will pay you to do 
with your hands, what you do to 
produce. That is your income. That is 
you. That is your liberty. 

If we have 100 percent taxation, I 
would say you have no liberty. You are 
essentially a slave to the State. If you 
have 50 percent, you are only half 
slave, half free. The thing is that the 
smaller your government, the lower 
your taxation and the more free you 
are. But it is an argument for, if you 
are concerned about freedom, you 
would want as small a government as 
you possibly could have that still did 
the things that you think are nec- 
essary. 

The other argument I like for why 
you should keep your government 
small is what I call the efficiency argu- 
ment. The efficiency argument was 
best expounded by Milton Friedman, 
who said that nobody spends somebody 
else’s money as wisely as their own. 
There is sort of a truism to that. You 
think about it in your own life. If I ask 
you for $1,000 to invest in a business en- 
terprise, you will think: How long did 
it take me to earn $1,000. You will 
think: I had to pay taxes, I had to save, 
I had to pay all my expenses to get this 
$1,000. You will think how much you 
prize that, and you will not make the 
decision in an easy fashion. You will 
make your decision not perfectly, but 
if you compare your decision spending 
your money to a politician spending 
the money, it is just bound to be a 
wiser decision. It is a more heart- 
wrenching decision. It ends up typi- 
cally being a better decision. If you ask 
a politician for $1 million, that might 
be equivalent to $1,000 or it might not 
mean anything to him. You might ask 
him for $10 million. 

Think about it this way: We gave $500 
million to one of the richest guys in 
our country to build something that 
nobody seemed to want, and he lost all 
of the money. And you think to your- 
self, do you think the person in the De- 
partment of Energy that gave $500 mil- 
lion to one of the richest guys in the 
country to build something we didn’t 
want feels bad or doesn’t sleep well at 
night? No. I think they gave that per- 
son the money because that person was 
a big contributor. They were an activ- 
ist for their candidate, so when the 
candidate got in power, they used the 
Department of Energy as their own 
personal piggybank to pass out loans 
to their friends. Nobody feels bad about 
the fact that they lost the money be- 
cause it wasn’t their money. It is the 
efficiency argument for why you 
should think the government should be 
small. 
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Before the PATRIOT Act, there was 
something called Stellar Wind. This 
was a secret also, and we didn’t learn 
about this for many years, but this was 
started immediately after 9/11 and was 
revealed by Thomas Tamm at the New 
York Times in 2008. But it was basi- 
cally a prelude to the bulk collection 
we are having now. 

The amazing thing about bulk collec- 
tion is none of this is new. It has been 
going on now for 14 or 15 years. It 
doesn’t make it any less objectionable, 
but it is not new. We have now had 
bulk collection under two different ad- 
ministrations. One administration got 
a great deal of grief for this, and then 
the next party ran and said: We are 
going to change these things and do 
things differently. And they did them 
the same or more so. There really had 
not been any change, and I guess that 
is why some people are concerned as to 
whether we will truly get change. 

The program’s activities in Stellar 
Wind involve data mining of large 
databases of communications of Amer- 
ican citizens, including emails, tele- 
phone conversations, financial trans- 
actions, and Internet activity. William 
Binney, a retired leader within the 
NSA, became a whistleblower because 
he believed these programs to be un- 
constitutional. 

The intelligence community was also 
able to obtain from the Treasury De- 
partment suspicious activity reports. 
So we are back to these banking re- 
ports that are issued. 

If we decide to fix bulk records and 
try to do something about this injus- 
tice, the main thing is we should be 
aware that this is not the only pro- 
gram. There are probably a dozen pro- 
grams. There are probably another 
dozen we have not even heard of that 
they will not tell any of us about. And 
realize that they are not asking Con- 
gress for permission; they are doing 
whatever they want. 

We did not give them permission 
under the PATRIOT Act to do a bulk 
collection of phone records. They are 
doing it with no authority or inherent 
authority or some other authority be- 
cause the courts have already told 
them there is no authority under the 
PATRIOT Act. There is also no com- 
monsense logic that could explain—no 
commonsense logic that could say 
there is a relevancy to all the data of 
every American. 

When Stellar Wind came about, there 
were internal disputes within the Jus- 
tice Department about the legality of 
the program because the data was 
being collected for large numbers of 
people, not just the subjects of FISA 
warrants. The Stellar Wind cases were 
referred to by FBI agents as pizza cases 
because many seemingly suspicious 
cases turned out to be food takeout or- 
ders. Imagine also that if we are look- 
ing for interconnecting spots, a lot of 
people order pizza. 
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According to Mueller, approximately 
99 percent of the cases led nowhere. 
Nevertheless, internal counsel for the 
administration said that because the 
Nation had been thrust into an armed 
conflict by foreign attack, the Presi- 
dent has determined in his role as Com- 
mander in Chief that it is essential for 
defense against a further attack to use 
these wiretapping capabilities within 
the United States. He has inherent 
constitutional authority to order 
warrantless wiretapping. 

The memo goes one step further. It 
says that the President has the inher- 
ent constitutional authority to order 
warrantless wiretapping—we are talk- 
ing about warrantless, not any kind of 
a subpoena—an authority that Con- 
gress cannot curtail. 

If we really believe bulk collection is 
wrong and if we really believe we need 
to be a check and balance on the Presi- 
dent, we should just be getting started 
with reining him in on bulk collection 
because the President—this was the 
previous administration—says these 
authorities they are using cannot be 
curtailed by Congress. If you talk 
about a Presidency that has powers 
that are not checked by Congress, I 
don’t think you are talking about a 
Presidency here. There is another 
name for that kind of leader, but it is 
not “President.” 

The argument here is astounding. 
The argument here is that they can 
collect anything they want without a 
warrant because the President has the 
inherent constitutional authority to 
order warrantless wiretapping—an au- 
thority Congress cannot curtail. I 
think that is alarming. 

A few years later, the Office of Legal 
Counsel came back—this is also from 
the administration—and concluded 
that at least the email program was 
not legal, and then-Acting Attorney 
General James Comey refused to reau- 
thorize it. 

William Binney, a former NSA code 
breaker whom we have talked about 
and who is a whistleblower, talked 
about some of the activities of the NSA 
and said they have highly secured 
rooms that tap into major switches and 
satellite communications at both 
AT&T and Verizon. 

The article—I believe this was the 
New York Times—suggested that sup- 
posedly dispatched Stellar Wind—sup- 
posedly they were no longer doing 
this—continues as an active program. 
This conclusion was supported by the 
exposure of room 641A in AT&T's oper- 
ation center in San Francisco in 2006. 
It gets back to the trust factor. 

The Director of National Intelligence 
said they were not collecting any bulk 
data, but he wasn’t telling the truth. 
They tell us Stellar Wind ended back in 
2005 or 2006, but then we find a room at 
AT&T that is still hooked up directly 
to the NSA. 

I would like to see the phone compa- 
nies be better defenders of our privacy, 
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but with the PATRIOT Act, we gave 
them immunity. Even if there were 
some individuals in the phone compa- 
nies who cared about your privacy and 
thought your phone conversations 
should be protected, why do it? You 
can’t sue them. If you have a privacy 
agreement with your phone company, 
they don’t care. Nobody can sue them. 
You have no protection. You have no 
standing in the court to protect your- 
self. That is one of the problems with 
the USA FREEDOM Act, is that we are 
giving liability protection once again 
to the phone companies for something 
new. 

One question I would ask, if there 
was anybody who would actually tell 
me the answer, would be, if we already 
gave them liability protection under 
the PATRIOT Act, why are they get- 
ting it again under the USA FREEDOM 
Act unless we are asking them to do 
something new that they didn’t have 
permission for? 

The other thing about the USA 
FREEDOM Act is that if we think bulk 
collection is wrong, why do we need 
new authorities? Why are we giving 
them some kind of new authority? Are 
we restricting our authority in section 
215 of the PATRIOT Act on one hand 
and then expanding it on another? 

I think when people are dishonest 
with you, you are right to be doubtful 
and you are right to try to cir- 
cumscribe and to put their power in a 
box so you can watch them and make 
sure they are honest. 

In June of 2018, the Washington Post 
and the Guardian published an article 
from the Office of the Inspector Gen- 
eral—a draft report dated March of 2009 
that detailed the Stellar Wind Pro- 
gram. So in 2009, there was evidence 
that Stellar Wind was still going on. 
And realize that Stellar Wind is not 
what we are talking about. Stellar 
Wind would be other bits of informa- 
tion that are being collected beyond 
your phone records. 

I think if we had somebody here or if 
we had somebody who would honestly 
tell us, I would sure like to know if 
they absorb and collect all of our credit 
card information. I have a feeling it is 
probably done. I don’t know, and I have 
not been told, so I am not revealing a 
secret. I guess it is done. I am guessing 
all of your records are collected be- 
cause the thing is, we have the audac- 
ity of the executive branch saying they 
have inherent constitutional authority 
to do anything they want, to order 
warrantless wiretapping. According to 
the executive branch, they have an au- 
thority that Congress cannot curtail. 
That doesn’t sound like the Office of 
the Presidency to me; it sounds like a 
governmental official whom you have 
no control over. It sounds inconsistent 
or antithetical to a constitutional re- 
public. How can you have a Presidency 
that has unlimited power? That is what 
they are telling you. 
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They are telling you it is in the serv- 
ice of good. We are going to catch ter- 
rorists, and we are going to do good 
things. We are going to look at all of 
your information, but we are never 
going to abuse your privacy. 

During September 2014, the New York 
Times asserted, ‘‘Questions persist 
after the release of a newly declassified 
version of a legal memo approving the 
NSA Stellar Wind program, a set of 
warrantless surveillance and data col- 
lection activities secretly authorized 
after 2001.” The article addressed the 
release of a newly declassified version 
of the 2004 memo. Note was made that 
the bulk program—telephone, Internet, 
and email surveillance of American 
citizens—remained secret until the rev- 
elations by Edward Snowden and that 
to date, significant portions of the 
memo remain redacted in the newly re- 
leased version as well as that doubts 
and questions about its legality con- 
tinue to persist. 

When we go back to the Privacy and 
Civil Liberties Oversight Board, as 
they get closer to their conclusion, 
they talk once again about the idea 
that you are only hearing one side. I 
think that no matter how honest and 
no matter how patriotic people are, one 
side just won’t do it. You can’t find the 
whole truth when only the government 
presents their position. The Privacy 
and Civil Liberties Oversight Board 
said that the proceedings with only one 
side being presented raised concerns 
that the court does not take adequate 
account of positions other than those 
of the government. They recommended 
the creation of a panel of private attor- 
neys and special advocates who can be 
brought into cases involving novel and 
significant issues by FISA Court 
judges. 

I think this would be a step in the 
right direction, but I think also that 
what we need to do is we should really 
probably give you the ability to have 
your own attorney. If this is a court 
proceeding, I think you need your own 
attorney so you have somebody who 
works for you and is your advocate. 
But a special advocate would be better 
than what we have. 

The Board goes on to conclude that 
“transparency is one of the founda- 
tions of democratic governance. Our 
constitutional system of government 
relies upon the participation of an in- 
formed electorate. This in turn re- 
quires public access to information 
about the activities of the government. 
Transparency supports account- 
ability.” 

I could not agree more. It is even 
more important when we talk about 
the intelligence agency because of the 
extraordinary power we give to these 
people, the extraordinary power we 
give them to invade our privacy and to 
have tools to invade our privacy. We 
have to trust them, so there needs to 
be a degree of transparency. But trans- 
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parency doesn’t have to involve state 
secrets. It doesn’t have to involve 
codes or names. But the transparency 
needs to involve what they are doing. 
Do we think any terrorist in the world 
doesn’t realize that all of the informa- 
tion is being scarfed up? It is not a se- 
cret that they are doing this. 

So we should have an open debate in 
a free society about how it should be 
done and whether we can gather infor- 
mation in a way that is consistent with 
the Constitution. 

When we get to the Privacy and Civil 
Liberty Board’s recommendations, 
they have several good recommenda- 
tions. 

No. 1, the government should end its 
section 215 bulk telephone records pro- 
gram, period. They say that the pro- 
gram as it is constituted implicates 
constitutional concerns under the First 
and Fourth Amendments. This is the 
President’s Privacy and Civil Liberties 
Oversight Board. 

Without the current section 215 pro- 
gram, the government would still be 
able to seek telephone calling records 
directly from the communications pro- 
viders through other existing legal au- 
thorities. I think the other existing 
legal authorities could be the Constitu- 
tion. Could we not just call a judge and 
get a warrant and go down to the phone 
company and get what we want? I 
think there is a way we can do this 
that is still consistent with the Con- 
stitution. 

(Mr. GARDNER assumed the Chair.) 

The other recommendation they 
have, other than ending the program, 
is that when the bulk collection pro- 
gram is ended, the records should be 
purged so there is no chance that this 
can be abused again in the future. 

One of the arguments for the NSA 
has been that they collect the data, it 
is in a database, but it is only accessed 
when they have what they call reason- 
able, articulable suspicion. 

One of the recommendations of the 
privacy board, though, was that they 
not be given the ability to judge 
whether there is reasonable, 
articulable suspicion; that it would ac- 
tually go to an independent judge to 
determine that. So the recommenda- 
tion of the privacy board was that 
these should go to the review of the 
FISA Court before they are able to 
query the database. 

There are many different groups who 
have been fighting for our privacy in 
this country, and it is a coalition of 
people both from the right and from 
the left. We have seen it today as dif- 
ferent Senators have come to the floor. 
We have had Senators from the Repub- 
lican Party as well as from the Demo- 
cratic Party. We have had those from 
the right, from the left, conservatives, 
libertarians, and we have had progres- 
sives. There has been a combination of 
folks who also have one thing in com- 
mon, and that is the belief that the Bill 
of Rights should be protected. 
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Among the private groups who have 
done a good job with this is Electronic 
Frontier Foundation. They have been 
one of the groups who have done a good 
job. In one of their newsletters, they 
quote RON WYDEN, who says: We have 
not yet seen any evidence showing that 
the NSA’s dragnet collection of Amer- 
ica’s phone records has produced any 
uniquely valuable intelligence. 

Patrick Eddington writes for CATO. 
CATO is another group who has been a 
good supporter of privacy. In an article 
that talks about the upcoming battle 
from a couple of weeks ago, he writes— 
this is on the USA FREEDOM Act, and 
this is sort of the big debate because 
many people on both sides of the aisle 
think the bulk collection of records is 
not constitutional. We think it exceeds 
the government’s power and it exceeds 
the Constitution. But what many are 
proposing to replace it with is the USA 
FREEDOM Act. 

This is what Patrick Eddington 
writes: The USA FREEDOM Act claims 
to end the controversial telephone 
metadata program, but a close reading 
of the bill reveals that it actually 
leaves key PATRIOT Act definitions of 
“person” or “U.S. person” intact, so a 
person is defined as any individual, in- 
cluding officer or employee of the Fed- 
eral Government, or any group, entity, 
association, corporation, or foreign 
power. 

So the question I have is, it sounds 
good that we are going to make the 
definition of whose records we go after 
when we say it is going to be a specific 
U.S. person. The problem is that we 
then define “person” as “corporation.”” 
So we get back to the same argument: 
If we are going to search the database 
of all of a person's phone calls and we 
say that a person is Verizon, we are 
again stuck collecting everybody’s 
records. 

What I don’t want to have happen 
and what I won’t be able to support is 
a bill that becomes bulk collection of a 
person’s records, just under a different 
venue. I am not sure that one’s privacy 
has been protected more if it were now 
just asking the phone companies for 
bulk collection where we were taking 
their data, sourcing it, and getting it 
from the companies after they gave it 
to the government. I am just not sure 
if it is that much—distinctly different. 

In the USA FREEDOM Act, they talk 
about the idea that we will get special 
advocates, and I am for that. I think 
that is a good idea. But Patrick 
Eddington points out a flaw. He says 
that the FISA Court has sole discretion 
to appoint or not appoint these amicus 
curiae or these special advocates. So it 
could be that a FISA Court that really 
has not been too inquisitive, a FISA 
Court that has determined that all of 
your records are somehow relevant, 
may not be the most inquisitive to ap- 
point an advocate for you if they have 
been able to define ‘‘relevance’’ as 
meaning all of the records. 
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Another deficiency of the USA 
FREEDOM Act is that it does not ad- 
dress bulk collection under Executive 
Order 12333. The bill also fails to ad- 
dress bulk collection under section 702 
of the FISA Amendments Act. 

One could say: What are you com- 
plaining about? You are getting some 
improvement. You still have problems, 
but you are getting some improvement. 

I guess my point is that we are hav- 
ing this debate, and we don’t have it 
very often. We are having the debate 
every 3 years, and some people have 
tried to make this permanent, where 
we would never have any debate. Even 
though we are only having it every 3 
years, it is still uncertain whether I 
will be granted any amendments to 
this bill. 

So, yes, I would like to address ev- 
erything while we can. I think we 
ought to address section 702. I think we 
ought to—for goodness’ sake, why 
won’t we have some hearings on Execu- 
tive Order 12333? I think they may be 
having them in secret, but I go back to 
what Senator WYDEN said earlier. I 
think the principles of the law could be 
discussed in public. We don’t have to 
reveal how we do stuff. Do we think 
anybody in the world thinks we are not 
looking at their stuff? Why don’t we 
explore the legality and the law of how 
we are doing it as opposed to leaving it 
unsaid and unknown in secret? 

Part of our secrecy is sort of back- 
firing on us also because what is hap- 
pening is in keeping this secret, people 
believe the worst. Everybody around 
the world believes the worst about it. 
Everybody around the world believes 
that they are having all their stuff 
looked at, that their emails are being 
looked at. So if you are a businessper- 
son in Europe and you are trying to ne- 
gotiate a secure deal—a deal where you 
don’t want your competitors to know 
what you are offering to buy a certain 
company—I would think you probably 
wouldn’t use American email, and I 
would guess that is what is happening. 

American companies are starting to 
try to figure out a way around this, are 
trying to offer encryption. What does 
the government do? The President’s ad- 
ministration is all over the airwaves, 
all over Washington, all over the place 
talking about how the companies are 
somehow evil for wanting to encrypt 
their data. 

I saw the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security in my com- 
mittee the other day, and I said: You 
realize it is your fault. Is it the compa- 
nies’ fault that they are trying to pro- 
tect their information for their cus- 
tomers? They are trying to make a liv- 
ing. It is your fault for bullying them 
and stealing their information and 
stealing all of Americans’ information. 
We are simply reacting to the bully 
that you are. 

Most of the issues Patrick Eddington 
points out in his piece are issues that 
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we actually have amendments for that 
would make the bill stronger. So if 
there are arguments that maybe the 
USA FREEDOM Act could be made bet- 
ter—definitely reauthorizing it by 
itself is a big mistake, but if alter- 
natives are going to be offered, maybe 
we could try to offer alternatives that 
make the USA FREEDOM Act better. 

The other idea Patrick Eddington 
puts forward is that there is no bar on 
the government imposing backdoors 
being built into electronic devices. 
That is what we have talked about be- 
fore, that the government is mandating 
to different companies that they have 
to have access to their product. 

I think it is an under-discussed devel- 
opment that the companies are going 
to be more at risk for sabotage by for- 
eign countries, foreign governments, 
and sabotage from hackers if they 
build a portal. So if the government 
says ‘‘We need a portal to stick our big 
nose in your business and suck up all 
your information,’ my guess is that 
sophisticated hackers and sophisti- 
cated foreign governments will say 
that most of American software now 
has a flaw, and the American Govern- 
ment is getting into it. What do we 
think these people will do? They will 
develop programs to look for the flaws 
and churn through until they find our 
flaws. 

It is the opposite of what we should 
be doing. We should be trying to keep 
foreign governments, foreign snoopers, 
and foreign competitors out of our 
stuff, including the U.S. Government, 
but we are doing the opposite. 

There is a lot left to be desired with 
the USA FREEDOM Act. I try to be 
supportive of moving forward, but I 
can’t support it unless we are able to 
incorporate some of the other ideas I 
think are necessary. 

The people say we are just not doing 
enough. This week, many have come 
out and said: We have to collect more 
data. We are only collecting a third of 
the data. We have to get more data. 

The interesting thing is that we are 
spending $52 billion a year on intel- 
ligence in our country—$52 billion. We 
are spending $10 billion in the NSA 
alone. It is $167 per person in the 
United States. I think it is hard to 
argue we are not doing enough already. 
I think the argument can be made, 
though, that we are doing it in such a 
haphazard, all-collecting, all-con- 
suming, indiscriminate way that 
maybe we are not getting the best bang 
for our buck. 

There have been many groups out 
there. We mentioned Electronic Fron- 
tier Foundation, TechFreedom, Liberty 


Coalition, GenOpportunity, Competi- 
tive Enterprise Institute, 
FreedomWorks—a lot of different 


groups from right and left that are op- 

posed to this bulk collection of data. 
There is an interesting article re- 

cently written by Anthony Romero 
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with the ACLU, and the title of it is 
“The Sun Must Go Down on the PA- 
TRIOT Act.” In it he refers back to 
both of the review groups we talked 
about and the Privacy and Civil Lib- 
erties Oversight Board, and he says and 
reiterates a point that is incredibly im- 
portant, that “there was no evidence at 
all that the NSA’s massive surveillance 
program had ever played a pivotal role 
in any investigation.”’ 

I think we ought to be able to figure 
out something from this, and we ought 
to be able to learn that not only is 
there a constitutional question of this, 
there is also the question of whether 
practically it is doing anything to 
make us safer. If it is not making us 
safer, it is extraordinarily expensive 
and we are losing our freedom in the 
process. Why don’t we shut it down? 

Different advocacy groups for a vari- 
ety of opinions have put forward the 
idea that I think was represented in 
the NAACP v. Alabama. I believe this 
was back in the seventies, which set 
forth a First Amendment claim, and 
this claim is that there is a vital rela- 
tionship between freedom of associa- 
tion in privacy in one’s associations. 
The point is that sometimes when you 
are protesting either for or against 
something that is very unpopular, 
sometimes you even worry about your 
safety. There were people who lost 
their lives in the freedom movement, 
in the civil rights movement. There 
were people who lost their lives. And 
you can understand how in those days 
people might have been worried for 
anybody to know they belonged to the 
NAACP or they opposed the Jim Crow 
laws in the South. But it was an impor- 
tant case because it talks about how 
the fact is that information can be 
kept private and should be kept private 
for fear it will chill speech, for fear it 
will put a damper on who people would 
associate with, for fear that it would 
put a damper on dissent, which is a 
fundamental aspect of a Republic. 

In a letter from a couple weeks ago 
from some congressional leaders, they 
point out something that I think bears 
repeating. Mass surveillance, the bulk 
collection, harms our economy. Mass 
surveillance will cost the digital econ- 
omy up to $180 billion in lost revenue 
by 2016. 

We are not getting any new bad guys 
with this, we are abrogating privacy, 
and we are losing money. 

The Internet companies in our coun- 
try, the whole software world, the 
whole hardware, all of this, have been 
some of America’s greatest triumphs, 
some of America’s greatest ingenuity. 
Yet we are willing to squash all that in 
a battle that really is going to damage 
our privacy, isn’t helping us in the war 
against terrorism, and is going to 
make it such that nobody in the world 
is going to want to buy American prod- 
ucts. I think it is a disgrace and, once 
again, I don’t think it is purposeful. 
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Nobody wants to harm our companies, 
but I think it is just another unin- 
tended consequence—a bad policy not 
thought through. 

The ACLU commentary on the USA 
FREEDOM Act has come up with some 
ideas of things they think would make 
the bill stronger. One, they say the bill 
could be amended to prevent surveil- 
lance of individuals with no nexus to 
terrorism: 

The 2015 USA FREEDOM Act would au- 
thorize the collection of records and commu- 
nications identified by a “specific term”. 

. This would stop the government from 
conducting indiscriminate surveillance of 
virtually all citizens and from engaging in 
narrower but still-egregious forms of abuse, 
like the surveillance of everyone in an entire 
zip code or all those who use a given commu- 
nications provider, like Gmail. However, the 
current SST definition is still not strong 
enough to prevent “bulky” collection... . 

This is the point I have been making, 
and this is something you need to be 
very careful about in Washington, be- 
cause the minute you think you have 
won a battle, secretly you have been 
beaten. You just don’t know it yet. We 
may still get a reform like this and 
then find out we are still going to get 
bulky collection; that a corporation’s 
name can be put in the specific selector 
term, and—so we were worried about 
the government giving us all of 
Verizon’s records. Now we are just 
sending a warrant to Verizon that has 
their name in it and we are getting all 
of their records. 

The example they put here is that 
you could still end up having the sur- 
veillance of everyone in the entire ZIP 
Code or all of those who use a given 
communications provider like Gmail. 
So Gmail is a specific term. Are we not 
still back where we were and have we 
really fixed the problem? 

The ACLU goes on to say that the 
bill should be amended to narrow the 
SST definition—the selector term—to 
prevent this kind of bulky surveillance. 
The bill should also make crystal 
clear, consistent with the Second Cir- 
cuit—which has come out since this 
bill was written—that section 215 can- 
not be used to amass Americans’ 
records for open-ended data-mining 
purposes unmoored from any specific 
investigation. 

I think this is incredibly important. 
The USA FREEDOM Act wants to take 
a step forward, but we need to make 
sure the ruling from the Second Circuit 
that has already passed, that we don’t 
do something that either moots the 
case or we don’t do something that ac- 
tually expands the power of 215 when 
the court has already restricted the 
power of 215. 

The ACLU’s second recommendation 
is that we should include procedures to 
ensure that the government purges ir- 
relevant information. Right now the 
bill would allow the collection of irrel- 
evant information under 215 and other 
authorities without minimization pro- 
cedures. 


7571 


This kind of reminds me—if you want 
to know how much information we are 
grabbing up and how worried to be 
about it, there was an article in the 
Washington Post a couple of months 
ago, and it said the President had been 
minimized 1,227 times. We are col- 
lecting the President’s data, all right. 
You can say, well, we are being fair, we 
are getting everybody’s. For goodness’ 
sake, we should not be collecting the 
President’s information. In fact, you 
might inadvertently have somebody 
reading that who really shouldn’t be 
reading the President’s information. 
We should not be collecting the Presi- 
dent’s information. That is ridiculous. 
But we are minimizing the President, 
which means we are finding it and sort 
of whitening it out and hoping nobody 
has read it in the process. 

There were earlier versions of the 
USA FREEDOM Act that included 
some of these basic protections on get- 
ting rid of or minimizing irrelevant in- 
formation from bulky surveillance. 
This is sort of the problem. This bill 
started out pretty good in the House, 
got out of committee, got sort of eaten 
up on the floor, and wound up losing a 
lot of the better stuff that was in it. 

The third recommendation is what 
we mentioned a few minutes ago, which 
is to make sure there is a strong advo- 
cacy, a special advocate; that it is a 
strong advocate that goes before the 
FISA Court. As the Second Circuit 
Court decision observes, adversarial ju- 
dicial process is vital, especially on 
matters as critically important as the 
government’s authority to spy on its 
citizens. This is a really important 
point, the adversarial judicial process. 

There are some—Judge Napolitano 
has written on this—and I think he has 
made the point that without an adver- 
sarial process, you really can’t even 
have a judicial process. If you don’t 
have people on both sides arguing or 
advocating for a position, there really 
isn’t a court. It really is not a judicial 
proceeding that we can recognize as 
finding justice. But the FISA Court 
only hears from one side, the govern- 
ment. 

But the ACLU points out that these 
advocates participate solely at the dis- 
cretion of the court and can make ar- 
guments that do not advance privacy 
and civil liberties. 

Yet, if you are hired by the govern- 
ment, are you really going to be the 
best advocate for privacy? 

The fourth suggestion that the ACLU 
has to make the USA FREEDOM Act 
better is that we should limit addi- 
tional authorities that have been used 
to collect America’s records in bulk. 
We now know that the government has 
conducted bulk surveillance not only 
under 215 but also under a host of other 
statutes, including existing adminis- 
trative subpoena authorities. 

For example, for two decades, up 
until 2013, the Drug Enforcement Agen- 
cy operated a program that collected 
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the international call records of Amer- 
icans in bulk, reporting under existing 
administrative subpoena laws. So here 
is a real question: What other authori- 
ties are we operating under that are 
collecting bulk records? They are doing 
it under administrative subpoena laws. 
They are doing it for the DEA. I still 
think the more I learn about this, the 
more questions I have as to how many 
other authorities are still collecting 
things. I would still like to know, are 
they collecting all the credit card in- 
formation in the country? Are they 
doing that under Executive authority? 

Are we really living in a country now 
where nobody in the government ques- 
tions someone when they say that 
under article II authority the Presi- 
dent can do whatever he wants and 
that this can’t even be corrected or 
challenged at all by Congress? 

The fifth recommendation from the 
ACLU is to stop the government from 
using section 702 of FISA as a backdoor 
to conduct surveillance on Americans. 
This was one of our amendments that 
we also have. In fact, most of these are 
amendments that I would present, if we 
are allowed to present them, which is 
sort of the purpose for being here, for 
wearing my feet out and my voice 
today, is that we would like to find 
out, Will the leadership allow us to 
have amendments? 

We would like to know and have an 
agreement that we will specifically be 
allowed to offer these amendments we 
have worked on for 6 months to a year 
now. We have waited for 3 years for the 
opportunity. We would like to know, 
Will leadership let us have these 
amendments? Will leadership allow a 
free and open debate over how to fix 
this bulk collection program? 

The backdoor thing with 702 is a 
pretty important thing. It is collecting 
enormous amounts of data. Earlier 
today we talked about how this data, 
that 9 out of 10 pieces of data are not 
about the target, they are just inci- 
dental. I think there was one estimate 
that we have had 90,000 targets, but it 
means that we have really had 900,000 
bits of information on other individ- 
uals collected, but it all just gets stuck 
in a database. So the database keeps 
growing and growing and sometimes it 
is intentionally so, that we want to in- 
vestigate a guy here, but we don’t want 
to ask for a warrant, so we investigate 
a guy overseas that we know already 
talks to the guy over here, and now we 
are really investigating Americans 
without a warrant. So they rec- 
ommended we stop this backdoor ac- 
cess. This is something Senator WYDEN 
and I have also been in favor of as well. 

Another recommendation the ACLU 
has is that our current laws punish in- 
dividuals for providing material sup- 
port to terrorists. I have no problem 
with that, but they have been used ap- 
parently to prosecute people seeking to 
provide humanitarian assistance. The 
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USA FREEDOM Act should add an ex- 
plicit intent requirement to the mate- 
rial support law. 

There is another comment from the 
Sunlight Foundation by Sean Vitka, 
and the title is the “USA FREEDOM 
Act is about to pass through the 
House—is it a step backwards?” 

Sunlight and others have had major con- 
cerns about the USA FREEDOM Act for 
some time. Broadly speaking, it isn’t a satis- 
factory level of reform given what we've 
learned in the past two years about govern- 
ment surveillance and the immense secrecy 
that surrounds it. Until last week, it’s fair to 
say some considered the bill a net positive, 
some a net negative and that no one thought 
it was enough for reform. 

As time has progressed, we’ve seen what 
began in 2018 as a decent, if tunnel-visioned, 
compromise chipped away at, including the 
transparency and accountability provisions 


I think this is an important point, 
because the USA FREEDOM Act start- 
ed out pretty good. It got a little bit 
less good over time. But think about 
where we are right now. It passed over- 
whelmingly in the House. The majority 
in the Senate does not want it because 
they think it lessens the bulk collec- 
tion too much. So they are going to 
chip away at it again. So imagine 
where we are going to be in the end if 
that is what we are going to pass. I 
think it would be better to be done 
with bulk collection. Let’s be done 
with bulk collection. Let’s start over. 

But let’s not replace it with some- 
thing that may end up being just as 
bad. The sacrifices made in the bill in 
order to secure these modest reforms 
grew more dramatic. For instance, the 
USA FREEDOM Act was always a 
threat to court challenges and may 
have mooted the ACLU’S tremendous 
court win last week, if it had passed 
last year. This is the point I have been 
making. The luckiest thing we ever got 
is that we did not pass the USA FREE- 
DOM Act last year because the courts 
are probably going to do right now a 
better job than legislation. 

If fact, we might be better off not 
passing the USA FREEDOM Act and 
seeing what the courts will do for us on 
this because there is a danger it moots 
the case. But there is a danger also 
that it is seen as actually giving jus- 
tification for the program, which I 
guess is kind of mooting the case as 
well. The ruling in the appellate court 
could also—they are agreeing with 
what I just said—do more than USA 
FREEDOM aspired to do, because it in- 
terprets the word ‘‘relevance’’, saying 
it does not authorize bulk collection 
and that that word is not used in sec- 
tion 215. 

So I think that is a good point, that 
the court is saying that the word ‘‘rel- 
evance” does not authorize bulk collec- 
tion. So you have got bulk collecting 
going on, but there is no authorization 
from 215 on it. 

Here is the question: Is USA FREE- 
DOM going to allow bulky—perhaps 
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bulk—collection, and do we wind up ac- 
tually giving back more power to the 
intelligence community when we are 
trying to limit their power? I think we 
need to be very careful with what we 
do here. 

Sunlight goes on to say—Sean Vitka: 

It's unclear whether the primary goal of 
USA FREEDOM, the rewriting of Section 215 
to stop bulk collection, is already accom- 
plished and whether USA FREEDOM could 
open us all up to more secret interpretations 
and new venues of surveillance. 

I think that is an incredibly impor- 
tant question. Several groups that ini- 
tially supported USA FREEDOM have 
backed away from it. ACLU and EFF 
agree that the USA FREEDOM Act as 
it stands now is not worthy of support. 
I think some of these may be neutral 
on it, but they have backed away from 
some of their support. Some of the con- 
cerns that Sean Vitka talks about here 
are shortcomings in the USA Freedom 
Act. He says that it accepts the 
premise that mass surveillance under 
these programs is necessary, despite 
the findings of the congressional joint 
inquiry and the 9/11 Commission to the 
contrary, and also despite that the Pri- 
vacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board said it was not necessary. 

Sean Vitka goes on to say that one of 
his other concerns is that the USA 
FREEDOM Act effectively continues 
mass surveillance under section 215 of 
the PATRIOT Act through the use of 
multiple NSA-supplied selector terms. 
So you could say that we are only 
going to do individual terms, but then 
you do a bunch of them. By the time 
we do a bunch, are we really individ- 
ualizing or are we not growing it into 
bulk collection? 

They include the following among 
those selection terms—ones they are 
worried about: the Internet protocol 
address or cloud source accounts of en- 
tire organizations, in contravention of 
the Fourth Amendment's particular- 
ized probable-cause-based warrant. 

Additionally, Sunlight goes on to 
point out what I pointed out as well, 
that the term “person” is not defined 
as an individual natural person, and 
the bill does not alter the PATRIOT 
Act's original definition of person, 
which includes any individual, officer 
or employee of the Federal Govern- 
ment or any group, entity, association, 
corporation. 

You know, I really feel what we could 
be doing back here is—we think we 
won. We get the USA FREEDOM Act, 
and then 2 years from now, we find out 
they are plugging the name “Verizon” 
into their selection term and they are 
still collecting all the records from 
Verizon. So I think unless you can 
limit this to an individual, a natural 
person, I think really this is one of the 
biggest problems we have with the USA 
FREEDOM Act at this point. 

Sean Vitka goes on to say that there 
is a concern that it expands the cor- 
porate immunity. We have discussed 
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that as well today—that by removing 
that companies act in good faith, we 
also are going to pay the companies 
now to do this as well. 

Judge Napolitano wrote about this 
just the other day, May 14. He writes: 

A decision last week about NSA spying by 
a panel of judges on the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals in New York City sent shock waves 
through the government. The court ruled 
that a section of the PATRIOT Act that is 
due to expire at the end of this month, on 
which the government has relied as a basis 
for its bulk collection and acquisition of 
telephone data the past 14 years, does not 
authorize that acquisition. This may sound 
like legal mumbo-jumbo but it goes to the 
heart of the relationship between the people 
and their government and a free society. 

The PATRIOT Act is the centerpiece of the 
Federal Government’s false claim that by 
surrounding our personal liberties to it, it 
can somehow keep us safe. The liberty-for- 
safety offer has been around for millennia 
and was poignant at the time of the founding 
of the American Republic. 

The Framers addressed it in the Con- 
stitution itself, where they recognized 
the primacy of the rights to privacy 
and assured against its violation by 
government, by intentionally forcing it 
to jump through some difficult hoops 
before it can capture our thoughts, 
words, or private behavior. These hoops 
are the requirement of a search war- 
rant issued by a judge based on evi- 
dence called probate cause, dem- 
onstrating that it is more likely than 
not that the government will find what 
it is looking for from the person or 
place it is targeting. Only then may a 
judge issue a warrant which must spe- 
cifically describe the place to be 
searched, or specifically identify the 
person or thing to be seized. 

Napolitano goes on: 

None of this is new. It has been at the core 
of our system of government since the 1790s. 
It is embodied in the Fourth Amendment 
which is the heart of the Bill of Rights. It is 
quintessentially American. The PATRIOT 
Act has purported to do away with the 
search warrant requirement, by employing 
language so intentionally vague that the 
government can interpret it as it wishes. 
Add to this the secret venue for this inter- 
pretation, the FISA court, to which the PA- 
TRIOT Act directs that NSA applications for 
authority to spy on Americans are to be 
made, and you have the totalitarian stew 
that we have been force fed since 2001. 

Because the FISA court meets in secret, 
Americans did not know that the feds were 
spying on us all of the time and relying on 
their own unnatural reading of the words in 
the PATRIOT Act to justify it until Edward 
Snowden spilled the beans on his former em- 
ployer nearly 2 years ago. 

Here is another reason I think to 
question whether USA FREEDOM may 
be the best bill for us. There was an ar- 
ticle in the Daily Beast by Shane Har- 
ris the other day. The title of it is 
““Big Win’ for Big Brother: NSA Cele- 
brates the Bill That’s Designed to Cuff 
Them.” 

It was supposed to be the declawing of 
America's biggest spy service, but what no 
one wants to say out loud is that this is a big 
win for the NSA, one former top spook says. 
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Civil libertarians and privacy advocates 
were applauding yesterday after the House of 
Representatives overwhelmingly passed leg- 
islation to stop the NSA from collecting 
Americans’ phone records in bulk. But 
they’d best not break out the bubbly. 

The real big winner here is the NSA. Over 
at its headquarters in Fort Meade . . . intel- 
ligence officials are high-fiving, because they 
know things could have turned out much 
worse. “What no one wants to say out loud is 
that this is a big win for the NSA, and a huge 
nothing burger for the privacy community,” 
said a former senior intelligence official, one 
of half a dozen who spoke to The Daily Beast 
about the phone records program and efforts 
to Change it. 

Here's the dirty little secret that many 
spooks are loath to utter publicly, but have 
been admitting in private for the past two 
years: The program— 


The bulk collection program— 


which was exposed in documents leaked by 
Edward Snowden in 2013, is more trouble 
than it's worth. 

“It's very expensive and very cum- 
bersome,” the former official said. It re- 
quires the agency to maintain huge data- 
bases of all Americans” landline phone calls. 
But it doesn't contribute many leads on ter- 
rorists. It has helped prevent few—if any— 
attacks. And it's nowhere near the biggest 
contributor of information about terrorism 
that ends up on the President's desk or other 
senior decision makers. 

If, after the most significant public debate 
about balancing surveillance and govern- 
ment in a generation, this is the program 
that NSA has to give up, they're getting off 
easy. The bill that the House passed yester- 
day, called the USA FREEDOM Act, doesn't 
actually suspend the phone record program. 
Rather, it requires that phone companies, 
not the NSA, hold on to the records. 


That bears repeating. At least from 
the author’s perspective of this article, 
the USA FREEDOM Act does not actu- 
ally suspend the phone records pro- 
gram. Rather, it requires the phone 
companies, not the NSA, to hold onto 
the records. 

“Good! Let them take them. I’m tired of 
holding onto this,” a current senior U.S. offi- 
cial told The Daily Beast. It requires teams 
of lawyers and auditors to ensure that the 
NSA is complying with Section 215 of the 
PATRIOT Act, which authorizes the pro- 
gram, as well as the internal regulations on 
how records can and cannot be used. The 
phone records program has become a polit- 
ical lightning rod, the most controversial of 
all of the classified operations that Snowden 
exposed. If NSA can still get access to the 
records but not have to hold on to them 
itself, all the better, the senior official said. 

“It's a big win for common sense and for 
the country,” Joel Brenner, the NSA's 
former inspector general, told The Daily 
Beast. “NSA can get to do what it needs to 
do with a higher level of scrutiny and a little 
more trouble, but it can still do what it 
needs to do. At the same time, the govern- 
ment is not going to hold the bulk metadata 
of the American people.” 

“The NSA is coming out of this un- 
scathed,”” said the former official. If the USA 
FREEDOM Act passes the Senate—which is 
not a foregone conclusion—it will be signed 
by President Obama and create a more effi- 
cient and comprehensive tool for the NSA. 
That’s because under the current regime, 
only the logs of landline calls are kept. But 
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in the future, the NSA will be able to get the 
cell phone records from the companies, too. 

That bears repeating. This week, ev- 
erybody was talking about and saying: 
We are not getting enough. The people 
who want more surveillance are saying: 
We are not getting enough. We are only 
getting the landlines. We are only get- 
ting one-third of all of the records. 
Here is the allegation: Under the USA 
FREEDOM Act, they are going to get 
many more records. They are going to 
have access to all cell phone records. 
The question is, Are we going to really 
have less bulk collection or maybe the 
same? 

There is another irony—this is still 
according to Shane Harris at the Daily 
Beast: 

And there’s another irony. Before the 
Snowden leaks, the NSA was already looking 
for alternatives to storing huge amounts of 
phone records in the agency’s computers. 
And one of the ideas officials considered was 
asking Congress to require phone companies 
to hang onto that information for several 
years. The idea died, though, because NSA 
leaders thought that Congress would never 
agree, [current and former officials have 
said]. 

It is kind of ironic that the NSA al- 
ready thought of this idea, didn’t think 
we would be silly enough to do it, and 
now it is being promoted as the reform, 
that the reform is going to be what the 
NSA actually wanted in the first place. 

Suddenly, the NSA found itself under 
orders from the White House—this is 
after the revelations from Snowden—to 
come up with some alternative to the 
phone records program that preserved 
it, but also put more checks on how the 
records are used. Continuing: 

That’s when General Keith Alexander, then 
the agency’s director, dusted the old idea off 
the shelf and promoted it on Capitol Hill. 

That is right. 

“The USA Freedom Act’’—the supposed 
reining in of the NSA—‘‘was literally born 
from Alexander,” the former official said. 

So the NSA effectively got what it wanted. 
But that doesn't mean privacy activists got 
nothing, or that they’d count the law’s pas- 
sage as a loss. 

There is a large coalition, 50 maybe 
100 different groups, that have all been 
in favor of trying to end the bulk coali- 
tion. We have been working together 
on this. We have mentioned the Elec- 
tronic Frontier Foundation, the Elec- 
tronic Privacy Information Center, the 
ACLU, FreedomWorks, Bill of Rights 
Defense Committee, The Constitution 


Project—across the spectrum, right 
and left. 
The question is on encryption, 


whether the government will be able to 
break through the encryption that 
businesses are trying to devise to keep 
them out. 

There is an article in the New York 
Times, though this is from 1% years 
ago, saying: 

The National Security Agency is winning 
its long-running secret war on encryption, 
using supercomputers, technical trickery, 
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court orders and behind-the-scenes persua- 
sion to undermine the major tools protecting 
the privacy of everyday communications in 
an Internet age. ... The agency has cir- 
cumvented or cracked much of the 
encryption, or digital scrambling, that 
guards global commerce and banking sys- 
tems. 

Continuing: 

“For the past decade, N.S.A. has led an ag- 
gressive, multipronged effort to break widely 
used Internet encryption technologies,” said 
a 2010 memo describing a briefing about 
N.S.A. accomplishments for employees of its 
British counterpart. 

I think the encryption thing is a big 
deal and will continue to be something 
that is a bone of contention between 
the tech industry and the government. 

With regard to what we do in order to 
protect ourselves from the government, 
I think encryption will continue to 
take off. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Will the Senator 
yield for a question without losing the 
floor? 

Mr. 
floor. 

Ms. CANTWELL. I am so pleased to 
hear my colleague talk about 
encryption technology because it is 
clearly something very important in 
this privacy debate. I hear with inter- 
est, aS you cite that article, that one of 
the key things about the encryption 
debate is several years ago, those in- 
volved at the highest levels of govern- 
ment basically decided that instead of 
being able to break the encryption 
code, that maybe it would be a good 
idea to put an actual government chip 
in every computer. That was called the 
clipper chip. And the notion was that 
then the NSA and other people 
wouldn’t have to worry about breaking 
the code. They would just have a gov- 
ernment backdoor to our technology. 

In fact, there were many people—I 
kept saying you are going to say in- 
stead of “Intel inside” you are going to 
say “U.S. Government inside” of every 
computer. Is that what we were trying 
to do? 

So the clipper chip battle in the 1990s 
was a very famous debate about ex- 
actly how we were going to proceed on 
making sure that we were guaran- 
teeing privacy to U.S. citizens. So 
clearly we were successful in defeating 
the clipper chip, but it took a lot of 
time and a lot of energy. 

So I thank my colleague for con- 
tinuing to fight on these important 
issues. You mentioned many of the or- 
ganizations that were also involved in 
that battle. Are you saying that now 
you believe there are new government 
efforts to thwart our encryption capa- 
bilities? 

Mr. PAUL. I thank the Senator for 
that question. I think there is a new 
sort of political rhetoric attacking 
encryption, but I think there will be 
more efforts. This article is from about 
a year ago, but I think what is going to 
happen from this—and what I have 


PAUL. Yes, without losing the 
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been hearing from people—is there is 
ultimately going to be encryption that 
is not housed by any company. They 
are going to have encryption—the only 
way to get to the encryption is through 
the individual. This is being done be- 
cause the government has overplayed 
their hand. Because the government 
has been such a bully on this, compa- 
nies are going to continue to get fur- 
ther and further away. What they are 
going to do is the encryption will only 
be in control of the user. When that 
happens, the government is not getting 
any information at all. 

So they are taking a tool that prob- 
ably has been useful to a certain de- 
gree—and I don’t mind if we are doing 
it through warrants and specific extra- 
dition—but I think they are pushing 
companies so hard that I think 
encryption is going to be put in a place 
where even the company cannot get to 
it. 

Ms. CANTWELL. If I could ask an- 
other question of the Senator without 
losing him the right to the floor, this is 
a debate, as you were just saying. I 
think I understand your premises that 
there are three legs to the stool. There 
is a Federal Government that wants 
access, but they should go through the 
judiciary system, and there are sepa- 
rately the entities that have the actual 
records, which are the telecom compa- 
nies, and that keeping those separate, 
not blending them, not actually giving 
the telephone companies the right to 
keep all the data and information of in- 
dividuals is a critical distinction. 

You were just describing, I think I 
understood, that in this case the gov- 
ernment was just saying: Oh, keep all 
of that data and information, which is 
not exactly what the phone companies 
had acquired or kept for any business 
purposes, but it just puts personal data 
and information at risk. 

Am I understanding that correctly? 

Mr. PAUL. I think I understand that 
question. The phone companies aren’t 
excited about it, but they will do it if 
they are paid and told to do it, basi- 
cally. But the phone companies, I don’t 
know. I don’t how much objection they 
have had to the current system and the 
new system. They probably don’t want 
to have to hold all this. There are ru- 
mors that the people who want more 
will require them to. 

I don’t think, under the current USA 
FREEDOM Act, they are going to be 
required to hold the records, but they 
are going to be encouraged to and paid 
to hold the records. 

So I think the real question is, Is the 
USA FREEDOM an improvement or are 
we just going to have bulk collection 
done by another name, with phone 
companies holding the records. That is 
what my fear is. 

Ms. CANTWELL. I would say to the 
Senator or ask the Senator, in this de- 
bate, I think you raised an important 
question, if I understand it correctly, 
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which is, How much will the U.S. Gov- 
ernment spy on U.S. citizens? And 
that, combined with the question you 
were asking to the changes to the PA- 
TRIOT Act and the accumulation of 
business records, is when that indi- 
vidual could be a U.S. citizen. 

For example, you and I could be 
somewhere—you could be an individual 
of interest to one of these Federal 
agencies, but just because I happen to 
have a cup of coffee with you, now all 
of a sudden all of my business records, 
all of my personal information could be 
under investigation by the U.S. Gov- 
ernment, and I wouldn’t even know 
about it; is that the Senator’s under- 
standing? 

Mr. PAUL. Yes, I think that is a big 
concern. There are a couple of things 
that I think are alarming. Even two 
domestic emails could be routed 
through a server in another country, 
and they could use that to actually get 
access to two Americans who are com- 
municating from New Jersey to South 
Carolina. 

But also I think as Senator WYDEN 
has pointed out, it often or sometimes 
sounds like we are targeting a for- 
eigner simply to get access to an Amer- 
ican. 

Does the Senator have a question in 
that vein? 

Mr. WYDEN. I think my colleague 
has asked very good questions, and it is 
my intention to rejoin him here in a 
few minutes. 

But I think it is important—and I 
would be interested in your reaction— 
do people understand what is at stake 
here? 

We are talking about section 702 of 
the FISA Act and that involves a very 
important issue of making sure, when 
there is somebody dangerous overseas, 
that we can, in effect, go up on that 
person to get that kind of information 
that we have to have. 

But what we are seeing increas- 
ingly—and we have actually put it on 
our Web site—Americans are being 
swept up in those searches and their 
emails are being read. 

And what is especially troubling to 
me—and I would be interested in my 
colleague’s views with respect to this 
backdoor search loophole—this is a 
problem today, but it is only going to 
be a growing problem in the days ahead 
because increasingly communications 
systems around the globe are merging. 
They are becoming integrated. It is not 
as if the communications systems stop 
at a nation’s border. 

So I think this is a particularly im- 
portant issue. As we have talked about, 
the amendments we are interested in 
offering, I think this is a particularly 
important bipartisan effort. I don’t 
think people have known a whole lot 
about how the backdoor search loop- 
hole takes place. 

We have supported section 702, be- 
cause when there are dangerous threats 
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overseas, we want our government to 
be able to ensure it is taking steps to 
protect the American people. But hav- 
ing more and more Americans swept up 
in these searches, particularly the 
changing nature of a communications 
system being integrated, strikes me as 
avery big problem. 

Iam going to be back to join my col- 
league very shortly, but I would be 
very interested in my  colleague's 
thoughts on the importance of closing 
this backdoor search loophole. 

We have tried in the past. I think 
that now, particularly, when we have 
had a chance to walk this through in 
terms of what it really means, my hope 
is we can finally close it. 

What would my colleague's reaction 
be with respect to the importance of 
this? 

Mr. PAUL. I think it is a great ques- 
tion, and some are saying that through 
the backdoor of abusing 702, that if 
there were 90,000 people targeted last 
year through using this 702, that we 
collected the information on 900,000 in- 
dividuals who were incidental and were 
not the target at all. So for every one 
byte of data we are collecting on some- 
body, we are collecting nine bytes of 
data on somebody who is not the tar- 
get. 

But that becomes part of this enor- 
mous data center that we are building. 
And many of those people are Ameri- 
cans who were getting through the 
backdoor. 

But also why I am here today is I 
want the leadership to allow us to have 
our amendments. That is one of our 
amendments. That is a joint amend- 
ment we have worked on. We have been 
working on these things for months. 
This only comes up every 3 years. 
Should they not give us a day to have 
a vote on some of these amendments? 

Mr. WYDEN. I thank my colleague. I 
will be back to rejoin him in a few min- 
utes. I do so appreciate my colleague’s 
stamina and passion. 

I went to school on a basketball 
scholarship, and I think I have been 
able to stay in a little bit of shape, but 
my friend from Kentucky has sure 
shown both his commitment and his 
stamina. I am going to have to take a 
brief meeting on one of the issues pend- 
ing, but I intend to join my colleague 
here before too long. 

I thank the Senator. I will have addi- 
tional questions at that time. 

I return the floor to Senator PAUL. 

Mr. PAUL. I thank the Senator for 
that question. 

In the New York Times, in March of 
2014, Clara Miller writes about some of 
the costs on U.S. tech companies that 
are occurring from some of this: 

Microsoft has lost customers, including the 
government of Brazil. 

IBM is spending more than a billion dollars 
to build data centers overseas to reassure 
foreign customers that their information is 
safe from the prying eyes in the United 
States government. 
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And tech companies abroad, from Europe 
to South America, say they are gaining cus- 
tomers that are shunning U.S. providers, sus- 
picious because of the revelations by Edward 
J. Snowden that tied these providers to the 
National Security Agency’s vast surveillance 
program. 


The estimates are in the billions of 
dollars lost to American companies. 

Even as Washington grapples with the dip- 
lomatic and _ political fallout of Mr. 
Snowden’s leaks, the more urgent issue, 
companies and analysts say, is economic. 
Tech executives, including Mark Zuckerberg 
of Facebook, raised the issue when they went 
to the White House . . . for a meeting with 
President Obama. 

It is impossible to see now the full eco- 
nomic ramifications of the spying disclo- 
sures—in part because most companies are 
locked in multiyear contracts—but the 
pieces are beginning to add up as businesses 
question the trustworthiness of American 
technology products. 

The confirmation hearing last week for the 
new NSA chief, the video appearance of Mr. 
Snowden at a technology conference in 
Texas and the drip of new details about gov- 
ernment spying have kept attention focused 
on an issue that many tech executives hoped 
would go away. 

Despite the tech companies’ assertions 
that they provide information on their cus- 
tomers only when required under law—and 
not knowingly through a back door—the per- 
ception that they enabled the spying pro- 
gram has lingered. “It's clear to every single 
tech company that this is affecting their 
bottom line,’’ said Daniel Castro, a senior 
analyst at the Information Technology and 
Innovation Foundation, who predicted that 
the United States cloud computing industry 
would lose $35 billion by 2016. 

Forester Research, a technology research 
firm, said the losses could be as high as $180 
billion, or 25 percent of industry revenue, 
based on the size of the cloud computing, 
web hosting and outsourcing markets and 
the worst case for damages. 

The business effect of the disclosures about 
the NSA is felt most in the daily conversa- 
tions between tech companies with products 
to pitch and their wary customers. The topic 
of the surveillance, which rarely came up be- 
fore, is now ‘‘the new normal’’ in these con- 
versations, as one tech company executive 
described it. ‘‘We’re hearing from customers, 
especially global enterprise customers, that 
they care more than ever about where their 
content is stored and how it is used and se- 
cured,” said John E. Frank, deputy general 
counsel at Microsoft, which has been publi- 
cizing that it allows customers to store their 
data in Microsoft data centers in certain 
countries. 

Isn’t that sad? Isn’t it sad that a 
great American company is having to 
advertise that they are storing their 
information in other countries because 
in America we are not protecting your 
privacy? Isn’t that sad, that a great 
American company, in order to stay in 
business, is having to advertise to their 
customers that they are keeping their 
information in another country? 

At the same time, Mr. Castro said, compa- 
nies say they believe the Federal Govern- 
ment is only making a bad situation worse. 
“Most of the companies in this space are 
very frustrated because there hasn’t been 
any kind of response that’s made it so they 
can go back to their customers and say, ‘See, 
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this is what’s different now, you can trust us 
again, ” he said. 

In some cases, that has meant forgoing po- 
tential revenue. 

Though it is hard to quantify missed op- 
portunities, American businesses are being 
left off some requests for proposals from for- 
eign customers that previously would have 
included them, said James Staten, a cloud 
computing analyst at Forester who has read 
clients’ requests for proposals. There are 
German companies, Mr. Staten said, ‘‘explic- 
itly not inviting certain American compa- 
nies to join.” He added, “It's like, ‘Well, the 
very best vendor to do this is IBM, and you 
didn’t invite them.’”’ 

The result has been a boon for foreign 
countries. 

Runbox, a Norwegian email service that 
markets itself as an alternative to American 
services like Gmail and says it does not com- 
ply with foreign court orders seeking per- 
sonal information, reported a 34 percent an- 
nual increase in customers after news of the 
NSA surveillance. 

Brazil and the European Union, which had 
used American undersea cables for inter- 
continental communication, last month de- 
cided to build their own cables between 
Brazil and Portugal, and gave the contract 
to Brazilian and Spanish companies. Brazil 
also announced plans to abandon Microsoft 
Outlook for its own email system that uses 
Brazilian data centers. 


Anybody still think this bulk collec- 
tion is a good idea for America? 

Mark J. Barrenechea, chief executor of 
OpenText, Canada’s largest software com- 
pany, said an anti-American attitude took 
root after the passage of the PATRIOT Act, 
the counterterrorism law passed after 9/11 
that expanded the government’s surveillance 
powers. 


This is all coming from a New York 
Times article by Claire Miller from 
March of 2014. 

But “the volume of the discussion has 
risen significantly post-Snowden,”” he said. 
For instance, after the NSA surveillance was 
revealed, one of OpenText's clients, a global 
steel manufacturer based in Britain, de- 
manded that its data not cross U.S. orders. 
“Issues like privacy are more important 
than finding the cheapest price,” said 
Matthias Kunisch, a German software execu- 
tive who spurned U.S. cloud computing pro- 
viders for Deutsche Telekom. “Because of 
Snowden, our customers have the perception 
that American companies have connections 
to the NSA.” 

Security analysts say that ultimately the 
fallout from Mr. Snowden’s revelations could 
mimic what happened to Huawei, the Chi- 
nese technology and telecommunications 
company, which was forced to abandon 
major acquisitions and contracts when 
American lawmakers claimed that the com- 
pany’s products contained a backdoor for the 
People’s Liberation Army of China—even 
though this claim was never definitively 
verified. 

Silicon Valley companies have complained 
to government officials that Federal actions 
are hurting American technology businesses. 
But companies fall silent when it comes to 
specifics about economic harm, whether to 
avoid frightening shareholders or because it 
is too early to produce concrete evidence. 

“The companies need to keep the priority 
on the government to do something about it, 
but they don't have the evidence to go to the 
government and say billions of dollars are 
not coming to this country,” Mr. Staten 
said. 
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Some American companies say the busi- 
ness hit has been minor at most. John T. 
Chambers, the chief executive of Cisco Sys- 
tems, said in an interview that the NSA dis- 
closures had not affected Cisco’s sales ‘‘in a 
major way.” Although deals in Europe and 
Asia have been slower to close, he said, they 
are still being completed—an experience 
echoed by other. . . companies. 

Security analysts say tech companies have 
collectively spent millions and possibly bil- 
lions of dollars adding state-of-the-art 
encryption features to consumer services, 
like Google search and Microsoft Outlook, 
and to the cables that link data centers at 
Google, Yahoo and other companies. 

IBM said in January that it would spend 
$1.2 billion to build 15 new data centers, in- 
cluding in London, Hong Kong, and Sidney, 
Australia, to lure foreign customers that are 
sensitive about the location of their data. 

Isn't it sad that companies want to 
avoid being in America? They want to 
avoid having their information cross 
our borders. 

Salesforce.com announced similar plans 
this month. 

Germany and Brazil, where it was revealed 
that the NSA spied on government leaders, 
have been particularly adversarial towards 
American companies and the government. 
Lawmakers, including in Germany, are con- 
sidering legislation that would make it cost- 
ly or even technically impossible for Amer- 
ican tech companies to operate inside their 
borders. 

Yet some government officials say laws 
like this could have a motive other than pro- 
tecting privacy. Shutting out American com- 
panies ‘‘means more business for local com- 
panies,’’ Richard A. Clarke, a former White 
House counterterrorism adviser, said last 
month. 

This is an article that was published 
on NPR’s Web site. The headline is “As 
Congress Haggles over Patriot Act, We 
Answer 6 Basic Questions.”” 

Quoting from the article: 

A key section of the Patriot Act—a part of 
the law the White House uses to conduct 
mass surveillance on the call records of 
Americans—is set to expire June 1. That 
leaves legislators with a big decision to 
make: Rewrite the statute to outlaw or mod- 
ify the practice or extend the statute and let 
the National Security Agency continue with 
its work. 

I think it will be interesting to see 
how the debate ultimately plays out. 
You have what has been passed in the 
House—the USA FREEDOM Act—and 
passed in the House overwhelmingly. 
The majority here probably believes we 
are not collecting enough bulk data. 
They would prefer to collect more bulk 
phone data and aren’t too concerned 
that any privacy interests are being 
trampled upon. 

So you have two sort of contrary 
opinions in wondering which direction 
we go. Some who want more collection 
of data and say we are not collecting 
enough data say they might live with 
it if we add in and force the phone com- 
panies to keep the data. Right now, the 
bill doesn’t have them keeping the 
data. But the concern for some of those 
of us who believe in privacy is that we 
may just be trading one form of bulk 
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collection for another, that we may be 
trading a system where the govern- 
ment collects the data and there is a 
bulk collection for a system where the 
phone companies have the bulk collec- 
tion but you are still having the same 
sort of collection of data. 

My concern with the USA FREEDOM 
Act is that it still, I believe, may allow 
for a nonspecific warrant. It still may 
allow for bulk collection in the sense 
that it says you have to select a spe- 
cific person, but the specific person can 
be a corporation. So if you still have a 
corporation—the problem is that if we 
put the name “Verizon” in and you are 
getting all of Verizon’s customers and 
the only difference is the phone com- 
pany is holding the information and 
then divulging it versus the govern- 
ment holding it, I am not so sure we 
have had so much of an improvement. 

Some will say we just need to be safe, 
we just need to do whatever it takes, 
that it doesn’t matter if we give up any 
kinds of basic freedoms or privacy in 
the process. But I think we give up on 
who we are as a people if we say that 
basically, at all cost, regardless of 
what it takes, we are going to do this 
to keep ourselves safe. 

The thing is that even the Presi- 
dent’s privacy commission and the 
President’s review commission—two 
independent, nonpartisan bodies— 
ended up saying that they didn’t think 
anybody was independently captured, 
that there was no unique information 
that was actually gotten from either of 
these programs, that the bulk collec- 
tion of data hadn’t made us safer but it 
has infringed upon our privacy. 

I think if we don’t have a significant 
debate on this, if we continue to say 
“Well, we are up against a deadline, 
and because there is a deadline, we 
don’t have time for amendments,” I 
think we run a real risk with the 
American people. Congress has about a 
10-percent approval rating right now, 
and some argue that might be a little 
bit high considering how great a job we 
are doing—a 10-percent approval rat- 
ing. 

The vast majority of the American 
people think we have gone too far in 
the bulk collection of records. In the 
ACLU survey we looked at a little bit 
earlier, in the age group between 19 to 
39, over 80 percent of people think we 
have gone too far and we are not pro- 
tecting privacy. 

(Mr. SCOTT assumed the Chair.) 

We just read an article from the New 
York Times in which they talk about 
what kind of business is potentially 
being lost because people don’t want 
American products. I think it is kind of 
sad. Not only do they not want their 
data held in a center in our country, 
they don’t want their data crossing 
into our country. 

I don’t think we have to be that fear- 
ful of terrorism that we have to give up 
who we are in the process. 
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I have met some of our young sol- 
diers who have come back with missing 
limbs. I have met the parents of some 
who have died. And to a person, they 
say they were fighting for our Bill of 
Rights and they were fighting for our 
Constitution. It is difficult for me to 
understand how we can take into ac- 
count the sacrifice they made in war 
and at the same time, while we are 
here safe at home, we can’t even pro- 
tect the documents they are fighting 
for. 

I see no reason why we can’t rely on 
the Constitution. I see no reason why 
we can’t rely on traditional warrants. 
Warrants are not hard to get. Warrants 
are actually quite easy to get. War- 
rants are, if anything, very easy to get. 
On the FISA Court, turning down a 
warrant is almost nonexistent. So I see 
no reason why we can’t try using the 
Constitution for a while. 

I am concerned that the problem is 
bigger than just what we are talking 
about today. We are talking about the 
bulk collection of records supposedly 
under section 215 of the PATRIOT Act. 
If we stop that, how much have we 
stopped? How much is still in exist- 
ence? How much are we still doing 
through other venues? 

I think probably the most alarming 
thing we have come across as I have 
been talking today is the idea that 
some people believe the President has 
inherent powers that are not subject to 
Congress. That, to me, is very alarm- 
ing. 

It also means that I think that be- 
cause this opinion persists within the 
executive branch, there are in all like- 
lihood many programs like the bulk 
collection of data—many programs 
that we don’t know about, some that 
we have heard about. It is still not 
clear to me whether the Stellar Wind 
Program is completely gone, which in- 
volves more than just telephone data, 
email conversations, computer address- 
es, and credit cards. What is the gov- 
ernment collecting? How much is being 
collected and under what authority? 

It does concern me that there are 
people—some of them elected offi- 
cials—who believe in the inherent pow- 
ers of the Presidency that cannot be 
challenged even by Congress. We have a 
lot of work if that is really what we are 
up against. 

I think it would be a big step forward 
if we do something about the bulk col- 
lection of data. But I think, given the 
court case, it is concerning to me that 
we might actually make the court case 
or the future of it moot and that we ac- 
tually could make things worse. It 
wouldn’t be the first time we have 
made things worse, thinking we were 
fixing things and made it worse. 

From the opinion of the Second Cir- 
cuit Court, here are some quotes. 

The court writes: 

That telephone metadata do not directly 
reveal the content of telephone calls does 
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not vitiate the privacy concerns arising out 
of the government’s bulk collection of such 
data. ... the startling amount of detailed 
information metadata can reveal, informa- 
tion that could traditionally only be ob- 
tained by examining the contents... . 

I think this is a good point because 
many people want to downplay what 
metadata is or what you can determine 
from it. But here is the court acknowl- 
edging that you may actually get more 
detailed information from metadata 
than what you once got from obtaining 
the content. 

When we think about how true this 
is, think about if someone were just 
going to come into your house and 
take your papers. What could they 
find? How many people even have per- 
sonal letters anymore? People don’t 
have anything on paper that is per- 
sonal at all. A lot of people pay their 
bills online. But it is amazing, if you 
put the compilation of all the 
metadata together, what you can de- 
termine. 

Remember that a high-ranking intel- 
ligence official said that we kill people 
based on metadata. I presume he is 
talking about foreigners. But if we are 
killing people based on metadata, the 
assumption is that they can get an 
enormous amount of information from 
metadata, and we should be very care- 
ful about releasing this. 

They give an example of the sort of 
metadata and what it can determine: 

For example, a call to a single-purpose 
telephone number such as a “hotline” might 
reveal that an individual is: a victim of do- 
mestic violence or rape; a veteran; suffering 
from an addiction of one type or another; 
contemplating suicide; or reporting a crime. 

Metadata can reveal civil, political, or reli- 
gious affiliations; they can also reveal an in- 
dividual’s social status, or whether and when 
he or she is involved in intimate relation- 
ships. 

The more metadata the government col- 
lects and analyzes, furthermore, the greater 
the capacity for such metadata to reveal 
ever more private and previously 
unascertainable information about individ- 
uals. 

That is sort of interesting also about 
metadata. We have so much online and 
so much information on our phones 
that you could probably be in some- 
one’s house for a month and never find 
that in paper because so much of our 
lives revolve through the phone, 
through things we order and phone 
calls and all of that, that in the old 
days what could have been gotten 
through someone’s castle, through 
someone’s actual papers in their house, 
I think pales in comparison to what 
you can get simply through metadata 
even without content. 

They make another point, too: 

Finally, as appellants. . . point out, in to- 
day’s technologically based world, it is vir- 
tually impossible for an ordinary citizen to 
avoid creating metadata about himself [or 
herself] on a regular basis simply by con- 
ducting his ordinary affairs. 

The order thus requires Verizon to produce 
call detail records every day on all telephone 
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calls made through its systems or using its 
service where one or both ends of the phone 
call are located in the United States. 

It is hard for me to believe that there 
are people who don’t understand that 
what we are talking about here is a 
general warrant. This is what we 
fought the Revolution over. This is, as 
John Adams said, the spark that led to 
the Revolution. The spark that led to 
the Revolution was the whole worry 
and concern, one, that soldiers were 
writing the warrants, and the other 
concern was that in writing the war- 
rants, they weren’t specific to anyone, 
they were being written in a general 
fashion, and that by writing them gen- 
erally so, there could be an injustice in 
having an entire group who ends up 
being subject to a warrant that is not 
specific. 

From the appellate court, we also 
hear that the metadata has a reach far 
beyond almost imagination. 

In the article ‘‘As Congress Haggles 
over Patriot Act, We Answer 6 Basic 
Questions,’ which was published on 
npr.org, there are several questions 
they ask about the PATRIOT Act de- 
bate. 

Most of the talk has been about tele- 
phone surveillance, but the question is 
this: 

What about the NSA’s surveillance of 
email and other Internet activities? 

This congressional debate has nothing to 
do with any of NSA’s surveillance Internet 
activity. 

That’s mostly because of the fact that 
those programs are authorized by different 
laws. 

The PRISM program, for example, which 
collects a vast amount of Internet data... 
is covered under section 702 of the FISA 
Amendments Act. 

Some have said that the PRISM Pro- 
gram probably is collecting more infor- 
mation in many ways, maybe even 
dwarfing the bulk collection of the 
phone records. So if we don’t address 
section 702 in this debate, this is also 
what we were talking about earlier, is 
the backdoor, the ability to say: Well, 
we are investigating someone in a for- 
eign country, but really they are try- 
ing to get access to someone in our 
country through the backdoor. If we 
don’t address this, we may well not be 
addressing a significant part of the 
problem. 

This is one of the other questions: 

Is there anything else in the House bill we 
should know about? 

The bill [the USA FREEDOM Act] lifts the 
secrecy surrounding key decisions made by 
the secret Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court. Going forward, some will be made 
public. 

I think this is a step in the right di- 
rection. There are a lot of legal deci- 
sions, and I think we can discuss the 
pros and cons of the legal decision 
without having to know the specific de- 
tails. I think Senator WYDEN made a 
good point on this earlier when he said 
that it is not the operational details we 
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need to know, but when we are ques- 
tioning and debating the law, there is 
no reason why that shouldn’t be public 
knowledge. 

One of the reasons we would like to 
see the court rulings, too, is that the 
FISA Court found bulk data collection 
constitutional. I still find that some- 
what inconceivable, that a court that 
is anything less than a rubberstamp 
could find it somehow reasonable to 
say that collecting all of our records in 
advance really is relevant to an inves- 
tigation. I think it is a pretty signifi- 
cant point that they are not going to 
query the data until after they get it. 
So there is no investigation until they 
have already collected the data. 

The other point is that when they 
say it is relevant, is anybody really de- 
termining that arguing one way or the 
other or do we just accept what the 
NSA says, that the data is relevant? 

Nobody knows what will come of this 
debate. My hope in going on all day 
with this debate and trying to force the 
issue is to try to allow for some votes 
on some amendments to this. We 
shouldn’t have just an up-or-down vote 
on whether to extend the PATRIOT 
Act. I think that when we have 80 per- 
cent of the population in some cases 
but at least two-thirds of the entire 
population saying that the bulk collec- 
tion of all of our phone records all of 
the time without a warrant is some- 
thing that has gone too far and needs 
to stop, it is an insult to the American 
people to think that we are not going 
to have any vote at all, that we would 
just have a vote up or down on extend- 
ing this. 

I think we really do need to have a 
vote, and the vote needs to be on many 
different alternatives. It shouldn’t just 
be on one alternative. It needs to be on 
section 702 and the FISA amendments. 
It should be on a variety of things that 
could make this better—whether FBI 
agents should be able to write their 
own warrants or whether they should 
be signed by judges. There are a vari- 
ety of things we need to be talking 
about. The Senate could simply take 
up the House bill and pass the House 
bill, but I think that is unlikely. 

This is an interesting article from 
The Boston Globe, a while back. It 
says: ‘‘What your metadata says about 
you: From MIT’s Cesar Hidalgo, a new 
window on what your email habits re- 
veal.” 

The article is written by Abraham 
Rieseman. 

As recently as a few weeks ago, 
“metadata? was an obscure term known 
mainly to techies and academics. Broadly 
defined, metadata is data about other data. 
For the phone company, it might be the time 
and length of your calls, but not the con- 
versation itself; in the context of email, it 
means information such as the sender and 
recipients of a message—basically, every- 
thing except what the message actually says. 

We spoke earlier about the suspicious 
activity reports. These are reports that 
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the government requires that banks 
send in. It adds a cost to your banking, 
and it is a pretty significant intrusion 
into the banking affairs and also into 
an individual’s affairs. 

This is an article that was written by 
the ACLU about suspicious activity re- 
ports. 

Law enforcement agencies have long col- 
lected information about their routine inter- 
actions with members of the public. Some- 
times called “field interrogation reports” or 
“stop and frisk records,” this documenta- 
tion, on the one hand, provides a measure of 
accountability over police activity. But it 
also creates an opportunity for police to col- 
lect the personal data of innocent people and 
put it into criminal intelligence files with 
little or no evidence of wrongdoing. As police 
records increasingly become automated, law 
enforcement and intelligence agencies are 
increasingly seeking to mine this data. 

The Supreme Court established ‘‘reason- 
able suspicion” as the standard for police 
stops in Terry v. Ohio in 1968. This standard 
required suspicions supported by articulable 
facts suggesting criminal activity was afoot 


In the suspicious activity reports, 
though, these kinds of programs 
threaten this reasonable time-tested 
law enforcement standard by encour- 
aging the police and the public to re- 
port behaviors that do not rise to rea- 
sonable suspicion. So it is one thing to 
say that someone has done something 
that rises to reasonable suspicion, but 
it is another to say that activity that 
could be perfectly normal, like with- 
drawing $1,000 from the bank or put- 
ting $1,000 in the bank, somehow is sus- 
picion of a crime that we should be in- 
vestigating. 

A lot of this stuff has gotten really, 
really out of control. It is one of the 
things where actually the newspapers 
have done a pretty good job of report- 
ing some of the stuff—not necessarily 
the suspicious activity reports but on 
some of the other confiscations of peo- 
ple’s assets without really evidence of 
a crime but maybe evidence that they 
have cash. 

You can be driving down the road in 
DC and make an unsafe lane change 
and the government asks you if you 
have money. You then find that the 
government takes it or the government 
says: Well, you have $2,000. We will let 
you keep $1,000 if you sign a statement 
saying that you will not sue us to get 
the $1,000 back. 

Believe it or not, that is stuff that is 
still happening in our country. It is 
called civil asset forfeiture. To make it 
worse, we actually give a perverse in- 
centive. We say to the local officials 
that if you capture money from people, 
we will give you a percentage of it—so 
the more you take, the more you get. 

Some people have shown that people 
actually go after things that are paid 
off. There was a motel in New Jersey, 
the Motel Caswell. Local officials de- 
cided they would go after it because, 
they said, there had been some drug 
dealings at the motel. It turned out 
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there were 6 people in the motel selling 
drugs out of 180,000 visits or something 
ridiculous. 

It turned out there were other hotels 
that had a higher percentage of drug 
busts done at the hotel, but they owed 
money and the Motel Caswell was com- 
pletely paid off. It may have been part 
of the decisionmaking process, because 
when the government came and seized 
the hotel for illegal activity, they took 
the hotel and went sell it, but it has a 
lien against it. The bank owns it, and 
you do not get to sell it very easily. It 
was paid off. They were going to sell it. 
It is a $1.5 million hotel. And then, I 
guess, the local police forces would 
benefit by that. 

It is not just with our records that 
there is a problem. It is also with the 
concern for how we adjudicate justice 
in our country. As we see this moving 
forward, I think we need to be worried 
about not only the way our records are 
collected, but we need to be concerned 
about justice in general. 

As I have traveled around the coun- 
try, one of the things I have seen is 
what I call an undercurrent of unease 
in our country. I traveled to Ferguson. 
I have traveled to Detroit. I have been 
to Chicago. I have been to most of our 
major cities, and I have also been to 
some of the places where there has 
been this anger. 

I think people are angry because they 
do not feel that government is treating 
them justly. People do not like to be 
treated arbitrarily. In fact, there are 
some who have given the definition of 
what is acceptable, what is good gov- 
ernment and what is bad government, 
what is good law and what is bad law, 
what is just and what is unjust. But 
whether it is arbitrary or not, Hyack in 
“The Road to Serfdom” talks about 
that arbitrariness, not having the pre- 
dictability of knowing what the law 
will do. That the law does not do the 
same thing to all individuals is a defi- 
nition of the injustice that causes peo- 
ple to be unhappy about the way their 
government treats them. 

My fear is that this arbitrary nature 
of collecting bulk records, of collecting 
all of our records without a significant 
warrant—the problem here is going to 
be something that adds on to a sense of 
unease that is in our cities and in our 
country at-large. What happens is that 
everybody is not treated exactly equal. 
People do not have the same resources 
to try to escape the clutches of Big 
Brother when either data or informa- 
tion is used against them. 

One of the little-noticed sections in 
the USA FREEDOM Act deals with the 
safety of maritime navigation and nu- 
clear terrorists and conventions imple- 
mentation. Interestingly, there is a 
provision somehow in this for civil for- 
feiture. But I think the biggest prob- 
lem with civil forfeiture is that we 
allow it to occur without a conviction. 
I think no one should have their pos- 
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sessions taken from them. I think you 
should be innocent until proven guilty. 

I see that the Senator from Con- 
necticut has a question. I would be 
happy to entertain a question without 
losing the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague from Kentucky for 
giving me the opportunity to ask a 
question. In the preface to that ques- 
tion, I would like to make a couple of 
remarks if he will yield to me for that 
purpose. 

My colleague from Kentucky has 
taken the floor tonight in the highest 
traditions of the Senate to make a 
point that should be meaningful to all 
of us who care about our democracy. 
My colleagues, including the Senator 
from Kentucky, have made a number of 
important points about the dangers of 
mass surveillance and the harms 
caused by the bulk collection of Ameri- 
cans’ data. 

I agree with those who have pointed 
out that the USA FREEDOM Act is a 
strong compromise solution for pro- 
tecting Americans’ freedom and secu- 
rity at the same time as striking a bal- 
ance between preserving our security 
and protecting our precious rights. 

I want to highlight for the Senator 
from Kentucky, in his very insightful 
remarks, as well as for my colleagues 
and others who are interested in this 
topic, a particular part of that legisla- 
tion—the provisions that deal with the 
adversarial process in the FISA Court. 

The bulk collection program is a 
powerful example of why we need a 
stronger adversarial process. We know 
that bulk metadata collection is un- 
necessary. The President’s own review 
group has made that clear. We also 
know that bulk metadata collection is 
un-American. This country was found- 
ed by people who rightly abhorred the 
general warrant, and no general war- 
rant in our history has swept up as 
much information about innocent 
Americans as the orders permitting 
and enabling bulk collection. 

Last week, the Second Circuit Court 
of Appeals held that bulk collection is 
also unauthorized by the law. More 
than 9 years after the government 
began bulk collection, we are finally 
told by the highest court to consider 
the question that the bulk collection 
program was never authorized by Con- 
gress. 

How do we get here? How do we ar- 
rive at a place where one of the most 
respected courts of appeals in the 
United States says that the executive 
branch of our government has been col- 
lecting data on innocent Americans 
without legal authority to do so—in 
fact, breaking the law by invading 
Americans’ privacy? 

We got here because the FISA Court 
failed its most crucial test. In May of 
2006, the FISA Court was asked wheth- 
er the Federal Government could col- 
lect phone records of potentially every 
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single American. The argument hinged 
on the word ‘‘relevance”’ in the statute. 
Under the statute, the Federal Govern- 
ment can collect relevant information. 
The court had to decide whether ‘‘rel- 
evant information” means all informa- 
tion. 

That does not strike me as a difficult 
question. Does “relevant information” 
mean all information? It did not strike 
the Second Circuit Court of Appeals as 
a difficult question either. 

The Second Circuit held that the 
Federal Government’s interpretation is 
“unprecedented and unwarranted.” 
Those are strong words for a court nor- 
mally extraordinarily reserved and un- 
derstated in its characterization of il- 
legality by the executive branch. But 
the court said unequivocally and em- 
phatically that the Government was 
breaking the law. 

Never before in the history of the Na- 
tion had such a bizarre interpretation 
been entertained. At the very least, 
you would have thought the FISA 
Court would recognize that its May 
2006 decision was important. 

If this question had gone to a regular 
article III court, it would have been 
immediately recognized as a momen- 
tous decision, permitting bulk collec- 
tion of data on every American. Liti- 
gants on both sides would have, in ef- 
fect, pulled out all the stops in their 
arguments. Yet not only did the FISA 
Court get the question wrong in May of 
2006, it appears not even to have spot- 
ted the issue, not even to have raised it 
and addressed it in its opinion. Of 
course, nobody knew it at the time be- 
cause the opinion itself was kept se- 
cret, aS were all of the proceedings on 
this issue. 

The FISA Court upheld the govern- 
ment’s bulk collection program, and it 
did so without even writing an opinion 
explaining its legal reasoning. Not 
until the program was made public 
roughly 8 years later was an opinion 
written, and every opinion released so 
far has omitted key issues or ignored 
key precedent. 

If the court had written an opinion, 
at least Congress would have quickly 
known what the court had done, not to 
mention the American people would 
have known what the court had done, 
but the court wrote nothing. It chose 
to be silent and secret, and apparently 
it believed this issue merited no notice 
to the Congress. A court that could get 
such an important question so disas- 
trously and desperately wrong is fun- 
damentally broken. 

Let me be clear. I do not mean to 
denigrate the judges of the FISA Court. 
Any judge, no matter how wise and 
well attuned to legal issues, needs to 
hear both sides of an argument in order 
to avoid mistakes. Courts make better 
decisions when they hear both sides. 

In fact, during a hearing on this issue 
in the Senate Judiciary Committee, I 
had the opportunity to ask one of the 
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Nation’s foremost jurists whether she 
could do her job without hearing from 
both sides of an argument, and she was 
quite clear that she could not. Adver- 
sarial briefing, she explained, is essen- 
tial to good decisionmaking. 

We know as much from our own ev- 
eryday lives that we make better deci- 
sions when we know the argument 
against what we are going to do, what 
we are going to think, and what we are 
going to say. It is the genius of the 
American system of jurisprudence that 
judges listen to both sides in open 
court before they make a decision. 
Their rulings are public, and they 
themselves are evaluated and judged. 

Nine years after the FISA Court’s 
ruling in May of 2006, we continue to 
wrestle with the impact of the court’s 
grievous, egregious error, but we can- 
not simply fix the mistake without fix- 
ing the court. We cannot fix the system 
without remedying the process because 
that process is so broken, it will make 
more mistakes—not only predictable 
mistakes but inevitable mistakes. 

As technology evolves, we cannot say 
with certainty what the next big pri- 
vacy issue will be. In 2006, the FISA 
Court decided whether the government 
can collect all of our phone records. In 
2020, the government will have some 
new means of surveillance, and they 
will want to try it. In 2030, we will have 
another. 

We need a FISA Court that we can 
trust to get the question right. Trust, 
confidence, and the integrity of the ju- 
dicial system that authorizes the sur- 
veillance of Americans’ private lives is 
at issue here. 

We need a FISA Court that operates 
transparently, openly, and has ac- 
countability. A court that operates in 
secret and hears only the views of the 
government and faces only minimal ap- 
pellate reviews cannot be trusted to 
pass the next big test. 

The USA FREEDOM Act would fix 
this systemic problem. It would de- 
mand, under certain circumstances, 
that the FISA Court hear from both 
sides of the issue and explain why it is 
making a decision and also explain why 
it has decided not to hear both sides if 
it chooses to do so. That would bring 
transparency to the FISA Court deci- 
sion, requiring them to be released un- 
less there is good reason not to release 
them. It preserves the confidentiality 
of the court where necessary, but it 
also protects the fundamental, deeply 
rooted sense of American justice that 
an adversarial, open process is impor- 
tant—indeed, essential—to democracy. 
And it would provide some appellate 
review, some form of review by an ap- 
pellate court so that if mistakes are 
made, they are more likely to be 
caught and stopped before they result 
in fundamental invasion of private 
rights. 

In short, the USA FREEDOM Act 
will make the FISA Court look more 
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like the courts Americans deal with in 
other walks of life, more like the 
courts they know when they are liti- 
gants, when they are spectators, and 
more like the courts our Founders an- 
ticipated. 

What would they have thought about 
a court that hears cases in secret, 
makes secret decisions, operates in se- 
cret, and issues secret rulings? They 
would get it wrong. They would have 
thought that that sounds a lot like the 
Star Chamber, that sounds a lot like 
the so-called courts that caused our re- 
bellion. 

This change will help ensure that we 
are not back in this Chamber 9 years 
from now debating the next mass sur- 
veillance program that started without 
Congress actually authorizing it, as did 
metadata collection. It will help ensure 
that strictures of our Constitution are 
obeyed in spirit and letter. It will help 
ensure that programs designed to keep 
Americans safe can command the re- 
spect and trust they need to be effec- 
tive. We need those programs. National 
security must be preserved and pro- 
tected, but we need not sacrifice funda- 
mental rights in the process. 

Unless and until this essential reform 
is enacted, along with the other essen- 
tial reforms contained in the USA 
FREEDOM Act, I will oppose any reau- 
thorization of section 215. 

The question that I ask my colleague 
from Kentucky and the point that I 
think he has made so powerfully and 
eloquently relates to this essential fea- 
ture of our American jurisprudence 
system. Are not open adversarial 
courts essential to the trust and con- 
fidence of the American people, and do 
we not need that kind of fundamental 
reform in order to preserve our basic 
liberties? 

I ask this question of my colleague 
and friend from Kentucky because I 
think his debate on the floor of this 
Senate tonight raises fundamental 
issues that need to be discussed and ad- 
dressed. 

I thank the Senator from Kentucky 
for the opportunity to ask this ques- 
tion and address this body. 

I thank the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. PAUL. I thank the Senator from 
Connecticut for that question. 

I think one of the points my friend 
was making through the question had 
to do with the whole idea of relevance, 
which is sort of an amazing thing. 

I think the quote from the privacy 
and civil liberties commission really 
hits the nail on the head—that they 
cannot be regarded as relevant to any 
FBI investigations required by the 
statute without redefining the word 
“relevant”? in a manner that is cir- 
cular, unlimited in scope, and out of 
step with the case law. 

The interesting thing is that we want 
a body that works a little more like a 
court, and I know the Senator from 
Connecticut has been in favor of having 
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a special advocate and trying to make 
it more like a courtroom. I think you 
can only get the truth if you have peo- 
ple on both sides. If you have people on 
one side, it is an inevitability that the 
truth is going to be lost and you are 
going to list in one direction. 

I think that will be a huge step for- 
ward, but it does boggle the mind that 
we can have them arguing that this is 
relevant to an investigation that has 
not yet occurred because we are col- 
lecting data and then we are going to 
mine it at some other time for some in- 
vestigation. So it couldn’t be relevant 
to an investigation because there is not 
yet an investigation when they are col- 
lecting the data. And no FISA Court 
seemed to question that, so it concerns 
me as to whether it is a very good kind 
of undertaking at finding the truth. 

So I think the Senator is exactly 
right, and I believe there are things we 
can definitely do to make it better. I 
think the bottom line is that we should 
not collect bulk data on people who are 
not suspected of a crime. 

One of the sections of the PATRIOT 
Act that doesn’t get quite as much dis- 
cussion is section 213. That is the 
sneak-and-peek section and it is not up 
for renewal, but it is something that 
also shows how we have really gone 
awry on that. 

Radley Balko has written about this 
in the Washington Post, and it is how 
something starts out just a little bit at 
a time and grows bigger and bigger. 

From 2001 to 2003, law enforcement 
only did 47 sneak-and-peek searches. 
The 2010 report said it was up to 3,970, 
and 3 years later, in 2013, there were 
11,129 sneak-and-peek searches. That is 
an increase of over 7,000 requests. That 
is exactly what privacy advocates ar- 
gued in 2001 would happen. 

The interesting thing is that when 
you look to see who exactly we are ar- 
resting through these sneak-and-peek 
warrants that were intended to be a 
lower standard so we could catch ter- 
rorists, well, we are going after drug 
dealers. So, in essence, we have 
changed from a constitutional standard 
to catch drug dealers down to a ter- 
rorist standard, which is a lower stand- 
ard. 

To make matters worse, there are ac- 
cusations and implications from data 
that maybe the war on drugs has a dis- 
proportionate racial outcome. I think 
it is concerning that we are actually 
not using a constitutional standard but 
a lower standard. 

I have an article that was written by 
Radley Balko in 2014 that appeared in 
the Washington Post. He says: 

Washington establishment types are often 
dismissive and derisive of the idea that 
members of Congress should actually be re- 
quired to read legislation before voting on 
it—or at the very least be given the time to 
read it. There’s also a lot of Beltway scorn 
for demands that bills be concise, limited in 
scope and open for public comment in their 
final form for days or weeks before they’re 
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voted on. If you’re looking for evidence 
showing why the smug consensus is wrong, 
here is Exhibit A. 


He is talking about the sneak-and- 
peek and how if we had known what 
was in it, we would have known in ad- 
vance that it was not really going to 
end up being used for terrorists and in- 
stead end up being used for domestic 
crime. 

He says: 

This is also an argument against rashly 
legislating in a time of crisis. On Sept. 11, 
2001, the federal government failed in most 
important and basic responsibility—to pro- 
tect us from an attack. We responded by 
quickly giving the federal government a host 
of new powers. 


Assume that any power you grant to 
the Federal Government to fight ter- 
rorism will inevitably be used in other 
context. 

The article goes on: 


Assume that the primary “other context” 
will be to fight the war on drugs. (Here's an- 
other example just from this month.) I hap- 
pen to believe that the drug war is illegit- 
imate. I think fighting terrorism is an en- 
tirely legitimate function of government. I 
also think that, in theory, there are some 
powers the federal government should have 
for terrorism investigations that I’m not 
comfortable granting it in more traditional 
criminal investigations. But I have zero con- 
fidence that there’s any way to grant those 
powers in a way that will limit their use to 
terrorism. 

Law-and-order politicians and many (but 
not all) law enforcement and national secu- 
rity officials see the Bill of Rights not as the 
foundation of a free society but as an obsta- 
cle that prevents them from doing their jobs. 
Keep this in mind when they use a national 
emergency to argue for exceptions to those 
rights. 

When critics point out the ways a new law 
might be abused, supporters of the law often 
accuse those critics of being cynical—they 
say we should have more faith in the judg- 
ment and propriety of public officials. Al- 
ways assume that when a law grants new 
powers to the government, that law will be 
interpreted in the vaguest, most expansive, 
most pro-government manner imaginable. If 
that doesn’t happen, good. But why take the 
risk? Why leave open the possibility? Better 
to write laws narrowly, restrictively and 
with explicit safeguards against abuse. 

Of the 11,000 sneak-and-peek war- 
rants that were issued, 51 were used for 
terrorism. We lowered the constitu- 
tional standard, but we ended up using 
it for domestic crime, not for ter- 
rorism. 

This is happening in other forums. 
There is something that folks are call- 
ing parallel construction. This is an ar- 
ticle from the Electronic Frontier 
Foundation by Hanni Fakhoury enti- 
tled ‘‘DEA and NSA Team Up to Share 
Intelligence, Leading to Secret Use of 
Surveillance in Ordinary Domestic 
Crime.” 

Add the IRS to the list of Federal agencies 
obtaining information from NSA surveil- 
lance. Reuters reports that the IRS got in- 
telligence tips from DEA’s secret SOD unit 
and were also told to cover up the source of 
that information by coming up with their 
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own independent leads to recreate the infor- 
mation obtained from SOD. 

So let me explain what happens. We 
once again use a lower standard, a non- 
constitutional standard, the standard 
we are supposed to be using for terror- 
ists. We get information on people who 
are not terrorists, who may or may not 
be committing an IRS violation. We 
tell the IRS. They know it is illegally 
obtained information, so then they 
look for another way to prove that this 
information—other information that 
they can find—to prove the point that 
they only knew about it from legally 
obtained information. 

A startling new Reuters story shows one of 
the biggest dangers of the surveillance state: 
The unquenchable thirst for access to the 
NSA's trove of information by other law en- 
forcement agencies. 

As the NSA scoops up phone records and 
other forms of electronic evidence while in- 
vestigating national security and terrorism 
leads, they turn over “tips”? to a division of 
the Drug Enforcement Agency known as the 
Special Operations Division. FISA surveil- 
lance was originally supposed to be used only 
in specific authorized national security in- 
vestigations, but information sharing rules 
implemented after 9/11 allows the NSA to 
hand over information to traditional domes- 
tic law-enforcement agencies, without any 
connection to terrorism or national security 
investigations. 

But instead of being truthful with criminal 
defendants, judges, and even prosecutors 
about where the information came from, 
DEA agents are reportedly obscuring the 
source of these tips. 

For example, a law enforcement agent 
could receive a tip from foreign surveillance, 
and he could look for a specific car in a cer- 
tain place. 

But instead of relying solely on the tip, the 
agent would be instructed to find his or her 
own reason to stop and search the car. 

Agents are directed to keep SOD 
under wraps and not to mention in 
their reports where they got their in- 
formation. 

If we are going to use standards that 
are less than the Constitution for IRS 
investigations, for drug investigations, 
we ought to just be honest with people 
that we are no longer using the Con- 
stitution. If we are going to use the 
Constitution, then we shouldn't allow 
evidence obtained through foreign sur- 
veillance and through a lower standard 
to be used in domestic crime. 

(Mr. CRUZ assumed the Chair.) 

Parallel construction, which is basi- 
cally getting surveillance tips and then 
using them and reconstructing and try- 
ing to come up with a different reason 
for why law enforcement stopped some- 
one, is something that really—if we are 
not going to be honest about it, some- 
one has to do something to fix this. 

After an arrest was made, agents 
then pretended that their investigation 
began with the traffic stop, not with 
the tip they got from our foreign sur- 
veillance agencies. 

The training document reviewed by 
Reuters refers to this process as par- 
allel construction. 
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Senior DEA agents who spoke on be- 
half of the Agency but only on the con- 
dition of anonymity said the process is 
kept secret to protect sources and in- 
vestigative methods. Realize they are 
also keeping it secret from a judge, the 
defense lawyers, and the prosecution. 

Some have questioned the constitu- 
tionality, obviously, of this program. 

“That's outrageous,” said Tampa attorney 
James Felman, a vice chairman of the crimi- 
nal justice section of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation. ‘‘It strikes me as indefensible.”” 

Lawrence Lustberg, a New York defense 
lawyer, said any systematic government ef- 
fort to conceal the circumstances under 
which cases begin “would not only be alarm- 
ing, but pretty blatantly unconstitutional.” 

Former Federal prosecutor Henry 
Hockmeier wrote: “You shouldn't be 
allowed to game the system. You 
shouldn’t be allowed to create this sub- 
terfuge. These are drugs crimes, not 
national security cases. If you don’t 
draw the line here, where do you draw 
it?” 

This is an article from the Wash- 
ington Post by Brian Fung entitled 
“The NSA is Giving Your Phone 
Records to the DEA. And the DEA is 
Covering It Up.” 

A day after we learned of a draining turf 
battle between the NSA and other law en- 
forcement agencies over bulk surveillance 
data, it now appears that these same agen- 
cies are working together to cover up when 
those data get shared. 

The Drug Enforcement Agency has been 
the recipient of multiple tips from the NSA. 

Realize also that the NSA is supposed 
to be investigating foreign threats. The 
NSA was not supposed to be doing any- 
thing domestically. We now have them 
involved in bulk collection, but we also 
now have them involved in drug en- 
forcement. 

The article continues: 

DEA officials in a highly secret office 
called the Special Operations Division are 
assigned to handle these incoming tips, ac- 
cording to Reuters. Tips from the NSA are 
added to a DEA database that includes intel- 
ligence intercepts, wiretaps, informants, and 
a massive database of telephone records. 
This is problematic because it appears to 
break down the barrier between foreign 
counterterrorism investigations and ordi- 
nary domestic criminal investigations. 


Because the SOD’s work is classified, 
DEA cases that began as NSA leads 
can’t be seen to have originated from 
an NSA source. 

So what does the DEA do? It makes up a 
story of how the agency really came to the 
case in a process known as parallel construc- 
tion, Reuters explains. Some defense attor- 
neys and former prosecutors said that par- 
allel construction may be legal to establish 
probable cause for an arrest, but they said 
employing the practice as a means of dis- 
guising how an investigation began may vio- 
late pretrial discovery rules by burying evi- 
dence that could prove useful to criminal de- 
fendants. 


The report makes no explicit connec- 
tion between the DEA and the earlier 
NSA bulk phone surveillance uncov- 
ered by Snowden. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


In other words, we don’t know for 
sure if the DEA’s Special Operations 
Division is getting tips from the same 
database that has been the subject of 
multiple congressional hearings. We 
just know that a special outfit within 
the DEA sometimes gets tips from the 
NSA. 


There is another reason the DEA would 
rather not admit the involvement of NSA 
data in their investigations. It might lead to 
a constitutional challenge to the very law 
that gave rise to the evidence. 

Earlier this year, federal courts said that if 
law enforcement agencies wanted to use NSA 
data in court, they had to say so beforehand 
and give the defendant a chance to contest 
the legality of the surveillance. Lawyers for 
Adele Daoud, who was arrested in a federal 
sting operation and charged, suspect that he 
was identified using NSA information but 
were never told. 

Surveys show most people support the 
NSA’s bulk surveillance program strongly 
when the words “terrorism” or ‘‘courts’’ are 
included in the question. When pollsters 
draw no connection to terrorism, the support 
tends to wane. What will happen when the 
question makes clear that the intelligence 
not only isn’t being used for terrorism inves- 
tigations against foreign agents, but it is ac- 
tively being applied to criminal investiga- 
tions against Americans? 


Some of the companies have begun to 
push back on the backdoor mandates 
that are coming from government to 
get into our information. 


In one of the most public confrontations of 
a top U.S. intelligence official by Silicon 
Valley in recent years, a senior Yahoo Inc. 
official peppered [NSA] director, Adm. Mike 
Rogers, at a conference on Monday over dig- 
ital spying. 

The exchange came during a question and 
answer session at a daylong summit on cy- 
bersecurity.. . . Mr. Rogers spent an hour at 
the conference answering a range of ques- 
tions.... 

The tense exchange began when Alex 
Stamos, Yahoo’s chief information security 
officer, asked Mr. Rogers if Yahoo should ac- 
quiesce to requests from Saudi Arabia, 
China, Russia, France and other countries to 
build a “backdoor” in some of their systems 
that would allow the countries to spy on cer- 
tain users. 

“Tt sounds like you agree with [FBI Direc- 
tor] Comey that we should be building de- 
fects into the encryption in our products so 
that the US government can decrypt,” Mr. 
Stamos said... . 

“That would be your characterization,” 
Mr. Rogers said, cutting the Yahoo executive 
off. 

Mr. Stamos was trying to argue that if 
Yahoo gave the NSA access to this informa- 
tion, other countries could try and compel 
the company [to do the same]. 

Mr. Rogers said he believed that it “is 
achievable” to create a legal framework that 
allows the NSA to access encrypted informa- 
tion without upending corporate security 
programs. He declined to [be more specific]. 

“Well, do you believe we should build 
backdoors for other countries?” Mr. Stamos 
continued. 

“My position is—hey, look’’— 

This is from Mr. Rogers, 
Rogers— 


“I think that we're lying that this isn't 
technically feasible’... . 


Admiral 
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He said the framework would have to be 
worked out ahead of time by policymakers— 
not the NSA.... 

The back and forth came less than two 
weeks after Apple, Inc. chief executive Tim 
Cook leveled his own criticism of Wash- 
ington, saying at a White House cybersecu- 
rity conference in California that people in 
“positions of responsibility”? should do ev- 
erything they can to protect privacy, not 
steal information. 

Mr. Rogers attempted to parry the ques- 
tions but also signaled he welcomed the de- 
bate.... 

Still, Mr. Rogers did little to deflect recent 
accusations about the NSA activities. For 
example, he refused to comment on recent 
reports that the NSA and its U.K. counter- 
part stole information from Gemalto NV, a 
large Dutch firm that is the world's largest 
manufacturer of cellphone SIM cards. 

I think the accusations continue to 
mount. Everywhere we look, we see the 
anger beginning in our tech industry. 
We see them wondering about having 
backdoor mandates built into their 
product. 

I think the Senator from Oregon has 
been great at pointing this out and has 
written several op-eds talking about 
what the harm is of leaving basically a 
portal or an opening for our govern- 
ment but one that may well be ex- 
ploited by hackers and may well be ex- 
ploited by foreign governments. 

Does the Senator from Oregon have a 
question? 

Mr. WYDEN. I think my colleague 
has made the point with respect to our 
government—particularly the FBI Di- 
rector—actually arguing that compa- 
nies should build weaknesses into their 
systems. 

I note my colleague has been on his 
feet now for somewhere in the vicinity 
of 9 hours, so I think we are heading 
into the home stretch. For people who 
are listening, I think they really are 
first and foremost interested in how 
this Senate, on a bipartisan basis, can 
come up with policies that ensure that 
we both protect our privacy and our se- 
curity. As my colleague said, they are 
not mutually exclusive. 

So I think what I would like to do is 
wrap up my questioning tonight by 
talking about how this bulk phone 
record collection and related practices 
is an actual intrusion on liberty, and 
to start the conversation, you have to 
first and foremost get through this 
whole concept of metadata. We heard 
people say: What is the big deal about 
metadata? And for quite some time we 
had Senators saying: What is every- 
body upset about? This is just “inno- 
cent metadata.” 

Well, metadata, of course, is data 
about data, but it is not quite so inno- 
cent. If you know who someone calls, 
when that person calls, and for how 
long they talk, that reveals a lot of pri- 
vate information. Personal relation- 
ships, medical concerns, religious or 
political affiliations are just several of 
the possibilities. Most people that I 
talk to don't exactly like the govern- 
ment vacuuming up private informa- 
tion if those persons have done nothing 
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wrong. Now, this is especially true if 
the phone records include information 
about the location and movements of 
everyone with a cell phone. And we 
have not gotten into this in the course 
of this evening, but I want to take just 
a minute because I think, again, it 
highlights what the implications are. 

I have repeatedly pushed the intel- 
ligence agencies to publicly explain 
what they think the rules are for se- 
cretly turning American cell phones 
into tracking devices. They have now 
said that the NSA is not collecting 
that information today, but they also 
say the NSA may need to do so in the 
future. And General Alexander, in par- 
ticular, failed in a public hearing to 
give straight answers about what plans 
the NSA has made in the past. 

Now, to be clear, I don’t think the 
government should be electronically 
tracking Americans’ movements with- 
out a warrant. What is particularly 
troubling to me is there is nothing in 
the PATRIOT Act in addition that lim- 
its this sweeping bulk collection au- 
thority to phone records. Government 
officials can use the PATRIOT Act to 


collect, collate, and retain medical 
records, financial records, library 
records, gun purchase records—you 


name it. Collecting that information in 
bulk, in my view, would have a very 
substantial impact on the privacy of 
ordinary Americans. 

I want to be clear, I am not saying 
this is what is happening today, but I 
want to make equally clear this is 
what the government could do in the 
future. So my question, as my col- 
league, who has been on his feet for a 
long time, moves to begin to wrap up 
his comments this evening, I would 
like my colleague’s thoughts on the 
impact of NSA collection of bulk 
records on innocent Americans. I also 
would be interested in his views with 
respect to why we have not been able 
to get the government to give straight 
answers about the tracking of the loca- 
tion and movements of Americans with 
cell phones that took place in the past. 
I would be interested in my colleague’s 
thoughts on those two points. 

Mr. PAUL. Well, I want to thank the 
Senator from Oregon for the great 
questions and also for being supportive 
and really being the lead figure from 
the Intelligence Committee trying to 
make this better. 

I think so often our Intelligence 
Committees don’t have enough people 
who are really concerned with the Bill 
of Rights as well as national defense, 
so we get a one-sided view of things. I 
think over the years you have been 
able to continue this battle in a 
healthy way, understanding both sides 
of it, both with national security but 
also understanding that who we are as 
a people is important and that we not 
give that up—that we not give up our 
most basic of freedoms in doing this. 

I think that power tends to be some- 
thing people don’t give up on easily. So 
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when you have power that you give to 
people, you have to have oversight. It 
is incredibly important that we do 
have oversight on what we are giving 
up, but it is also important that we see 
what has gone wrong. The FISA Court 
model hasn’t worked to oversee and 
regulate the NSA, because when finally 
a real court looked at this, when fi- 
nally the appellate court looked at 
this, what we find is that the appellate 
court was aghast that basically they 
were maintaining that this was rel- 
evant to an investigation. 

Apparently, the way the process 
worked was the NSA said it was rel- 
evant, but there was no debate or dis- 
pute. It was just accepted at face value. 
I thought the privacy commission put 
it pretty well when they said: Well, 
how can it be relevant to an investiga- 
tion that hasn’t yet occurred? We are 
collecting all the bulk data and we are 
going to query it when we have an in- 
vestigation. You can’t argue that it is 
relevant to an investigation when 
there is no such investigation occur- 
ring while they are collecting the data. 
The privacy commission said that basi- 
cally we are turning words on its head 
if we are saying something like this is 
relevant. 

So I think the American people are 
ready for it to end. The American peo- 
ple think the bulk collection of our 
records with a generalized warrant is a 
mistake and ought to end. I think we 
are working very hard, and at this 
point our hope is that between your ac- 
tions and my actions, that hopefully 
leaders of your party and my party will 
agree to allow amendments to the PA- 
TRIOT Act. 

The goal of being here today has been 
to say not only to the American people 
but to say to the leadership on both 
sides and to all the Members that we 
want an open amendment process, that 
the discussion of the Fourth Amend- 
ment is an important discussion and 
that we shouldn’t run roughshod over 
this by saying there is a limit and a 
deadline and we don’t have time for de- 
bate and we are going to put it off yet 
again. 

I thank the Senator from Oregon for 
helping to make it happen, but my 
hope is that we can get an answer from 
the leadership of both parties that they 
are going to allow the amendments 
that your office and my office have 
been working on for 6 or 7 months now. 

Mr. WYDEN. My understanding of 
my colleague’s request—and that was 
my point of once again coming back to 
bulk collection of phone records, past 
practices with respect to tracking peo- 
ple on cell phones, and any policies 
that may be examined for the future— 
I think my colleague is saying it is 
time to ask some tough questions. 
Many of these amendments we have 
been working on are basically designed 
to address these issues where we 
haven’t been able to get answers in the 
past. 
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After 9/11, it was clear the people of 
our country were worried and there 
was just a sense that if you were told it 
was about security, you were supposed 
to say, OK. That is it. But that is not 
the kind of oversight the Congress— 
particularly after we had a time stamp 
on the PATRIOT Act, we all thought it 
was going to end, and then it was time 
to start asking the tough questions. 
And not enough tough questions have 
been asked. And my colleague in the 
amendments we are talking about real- 
ly seeks to get answers and use that in- 
formation to change practices on a lot 
of these areas that have really gotten 
short shrift in the past. I appreciate 
my colleague talking about the FISA 
Court in connection with this. This is, 
for listeners, the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act Court—certainly one 
of the most bizarre judicial bodies in 
our country’s history, created to apply 
commonly understood legal concepts, 
such as probable cause, to the govern- 
ment’s request for warrants to track 
terrorists and spies. But over the last 
decade, the FISA Court has been 
tasked with interpreting broad new 
surveillance laws and has been setting 
sweeping precedents about the govern- 
ment’s surveillance storing, all of it 
being done in secret. 

And I will say—and I would be inter- 
ested in my colleague’s thoughts on 
this—that it is time that the court’s 
significant legal interpretations be 
made public—be made public so there 
are no more secret laws; that the peo- 
ple of this country have the chance to 
engage in debate about laws that gov- 
ern them. I also think there ought to 
be somebody there who can say on 
these questions where there are major 
constitutional implications, there 
ought to be somebody there who can 
say: Look, there may be other consid- 
erations than the government’s point 
of view. But transparency here is crit- 
ical so that Congress and the courts 
can hold the intelligence community 
accountable. I want to mention, once 
again, we are talking about policies. 
We are not talking about matters that 
are going to reveal secret operations or 
sources and methods. We are talking 
about policy. 

So I think it would be helpful, again, 
as we move to wrap up, if my colleague 
from Kentucky could outline some of 
the reforms in the foreign intelligence 
court area that he thinks would be 
most helpful in terms of promoting 
transparency and accountability, that 
do not compromise sources and meth- 
ods—because I think my colleague has 
some good ideas in this area—and 
what, in my colleague’s view, would be 
most important with respect to getting 
reforms in this secret court in a way 
that would ensure more transparency 
for the public and still protect our val- 
iant intelligence officials who are in 
the field. 

Mr. PAUL. I think that is a good 
question, and the Senator’s office and 
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my office have worked for a while to 
try to come up with FISA reforms. One 
of them is sort of in the USA FREE- 
DOM Act but maybe could be better, 
saying that there ought to be a special 
advocate so there is an adversarial pro- 
ceeding. 

One of the problems in the USA 
FREEDOM Act, as it is written, is that 
the advocate is only appointed by the 
FISA Court and doesn’t have to be ap- 
pointed by the FISA Court. It may well 
be that a FISA Court that has given a 
rubberstamp to bulk collection may 
not be as inclined to give a special ad- 
vocate. 

I also think it is important, as the 
Senator mentioned many times, that 
we should get outside of a secret court 
to a real court, where you really have 
an advocate that is actually on your 
side, I think allowing for an escape 
hatch for people to appeal. 

For example, if you are being told by 
a FISA Court that bulk collection of 
all the phone data in our country is 
legal, you should have a route to an ap- 
pellate court, an automatic route out 
of FISA to an appellate court. I think 
the appellate courts are fully capable 
of redacting, going into closed session 
if they have to, but then you have a 
real trial, with a real advocate on both 
sides. I think that is important as well. 

I do have one question or a question 
that you may be able to reframe into a 
question; that is, can you give the pub- 
lic a general idea of what percentage of 
the overall problem of collecting Amer- 
icans’ data is in the form of bulk data 
and what percentage do you think is 
coming from Executive order and what 
do you think is coming from the 702 
backdoor collection of data. 

Mr. WYDEN. I would say that all of 
the matters we have talked about this 
afternoon, this evening, would be sig- 
nificant concerns with respect to en- 
suring the liberties of the American 
people are protected without compro- 
mising our safety. Let’s check them 
off: bulk phone collection, millions and 
millions of phone records of law-abid- 
ing Americans; the Executive order No. 
12333 that we talked about today, an- 
other very important area; and then 
section 702, the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act area, where a for- 
eigner is the target and the records of 
Americans are swept up. So I think we 
are addressing exactly one of the con- 
cerns that has come out in the last few 
days with respect to what Americans 
are concerned about. 

I know there has just been a brand- 
new major survey that has been done. 
My colleagues may have touched on it 
sometime in the course of the day. 
Americans particularly want to know 
what information about them is being 
collected and who is doing the col- 
lecting. In each of these three areas 
that I mentioned, there are substantial 
questions with respect to the privacy 
rights of Americans. 
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Mr. PAUL. Well, one of the com- 
ments that we went through tonight 
was an opinion by one of the attorneys 
in the Bush administration. They said, 
basically, that there were authorities 
that they were given that were inher- 
ent authorities under article II that 
gave them the right to collect data on 
Americans. But they also then con- 
cluded by saying that Congress had no 
business at all reviewing this data; 
that there was no authority—that they 
were basically powers given to the 
President and that Congress has no 
ability—I guess I would be interested, 
in the form of a question, if the Sen- 
ator can answer whether he believes 
there are article II powers of surveil- 
lance of American citizens that Con- 
gress has no business questioning? 

Mr. WYDEN. My colleague is—and I 
remember those days well—basically 
summing up the argument of the Bush 
administration. I and others pushed 
back and pushed back very hard, be- 
cause it would essentially, if taken to 
this kind of logical analysis, basically 
strip the legislative branch of its abil- 
ity to do vigorous oversight. 

So my colleague has summed up 
what was the position of the Bush Ad- 
ministration. But like so many other 
positions that were taken during that 
period of time, once there was an op- 
portunity to make sure people under- 
stood how sweeping it was—what my 
colleague has described is an extraor- 
dinary sweep of executive branch power 
basically relegating any role for con- 
gressional oversight to that much—and 
not on the central question. So my col- 
league has summed up what the Bush 
administration said in those early 
days. 

I had joined the Intelligence Com- 
mittee shortly before 9/11. I was struck, 
because this really was the first exam- 
ple I saw of just how some in the execu- 
tive branch would try to lay out a the- 
ory of executive branch power that 
really just takes your breath away. 

Mr. PAUL. I guess a followup to that 
would be this: Are those arguments 
still being floated from this adminis- 
tration that there are article II pow- 
ers? There is a debate going on over 
this Executive Order 12333. The ques- 
tion is whether people are still trying 
to maintain that Congress has no abil- 
ity to oversee or review it? 

But I have seen, at least in the lay 
press—I think they say in the lay press 
that there is some special investiga- 
tion. Without going into detail, is 
there some kind of investigation or 
evaluation of the Executive order being 
done by us or one of the congressional 
bodies? That was in the lay press. 

Mr. WYDEN. Yes, what I can tell you 
is that I think there have been some 
changes, some improvements. But it 
continues to be a challenge. The re- 
ality is you kind of look back from 
that period. In those early days, for ex- 
ample, John Poindexter made a pro- 


7583 


posal for something called Operation 
Total Information Awareness. It would 
have been the most sweeping invasion 
of privacy, in my view, in the country’s 
history. We decided, much like when 
my colleagues talked about those early 
interpretations in the Bush adminis- 
tration, that this was an unacceptable 
expansion of executive branch power. 

But it was not until a young intern 
who was in our office late one night 
found some of the true excesses of this 
project—in fact, this young intern 
found that the program would actually 
encourage, as part of an experiment, 
debate about assassinating foreign 
leaders. People just found that so out 
of the mainstream that when we 
brought it to light, Operation Total In- 
formation Awareness was gone within 
about 48 hours. 

So we have seen—my colleague high- 
lighted the Bush administration pro- 
posal to basically have unchecked ex- 
ecutive branch power in Operation 
Total Information Awareness. My col- 
league asked about 12333, which we 
have been reviewing. 

So, yes, it is going to remain an on- 
going concern, an ongoing challenge, 
because I think there is a sense that 
the executive branch is the only one 
that can really deal with this kind of 
information in a timely kind of fash- 
ion. Well, what we have seen, with re- 
spect to bulk phone record collection, 
is that this has been a program that 
has not been about timely access to 
relevant information. 

Experts with national security clear- 
ances—we talked about those individ- 
uals this afternoon—said this program 
does not make us safer, and we could 
get rid of it and obtain the information 
by conventional sources. So I think we 
have begun to reign in this unchecked 
executive branch power. I think a big 
part of it has been the very valuable 
work my colleague has done in terms 
of trying to highlight these kinds of 
practices and why I have appreciated 
the chance to work closely with my 
colleague since I came to the Senate. 

Mr. PAUL. I think one of the most 
exciting things probably is the court 
case—the Second Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals—and their ruling. My hope, 
though, had been that it would go to 
the Supreme Court. My understanding 
is it has been remanded to a lower 
court. I think one of the things that we 
really need is that we need a ruling 
that updates Maryland v. Smith. We 
need a ruling that talks about the fact 
that most people’s records are being 
held in a virtual fashion. I think there 
needs to be a ruling that comes from 
the Court that acknowledges that you 
still retain a privacy interest in your 
records, even when they are being held 
outside of your house. 

The idea of old fashioned papers in 
your house—the concept is good, that 
we should protect that privacy. But I 
think also the concept technologically 
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is that you know you will not have pa- 
pers in your house, but you will have 
private matters that will be held vir- 
tually outside the house—and whether 
or not the Fourth Amendment protects 
those. You often have advocates from 
the government who say that the 
fourth amendment does not apply to 
any records once they are outside your 
house or in other hands. I really think 
that you do not give up your privacy 
interest when you let someone else 
hold your records, that you still main- 
tain an interest in privacy even though 
someone else holds these records. 

Mr. WYDEN. I think my colleague 
has made an important point with re- 
spect to the Smith case. The Smith 
case was not made for the digital age. 
That is a big part of what we have 
sought to do throughout this debate, is 
to try to make sure that people really 
understand the implications in the dig- 
ital age of what these policies, you 
know, mean for their privacy. 

I see my colleagues are on the floor 
and I want to give them some time. 
But since you mentioned this question 
of the court cases, I think there was 
really striking language recently by 
Judge Leon of the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia, talking 
about what the scooping up of all of 
these records really means. Judge Leon 
said, ‘‘a few scattered tiles of informa- 
tion” when collected in mass, can “re- 
veal an entire mosaic” about a person 
including their religion, their sexual 
orientation, medical issues, and polit- 
ical affiliations. 

So you combine what the judge has 
described, I think correctly, as bulk 
collection, outdated court cases such 
as the Smith case, which really was 
not updated in terms of what we would 
be facing in the digital age, and I think 
this really combines to create policies 
that have a chilling effect on liberty 
and liberty for innocent law-abiding 
Americans. 

So I want to say it again to my col- 
league who is now approaching 10 hours 
on his feet. I very much appreciate his 
focusing on these issues. We have a lot 
of work to do because we know that 
there has been a pattern in the past 
where when we really get down to the 
final days—the last couple of days— 
there is always a lot of pressure to go 
along with some kind of short-term ex- 
tension. That has been the pattern 
year after year, every time there has 
been an expiration of the act. 

I think what has been shown today is 
that kind of business as usual is just 
not going to be acceptable any longer. 
You have made that point. I want it 
understood that we are going to be pur- 
suing the effort to make sure that this 
time we are not just going to re-up a 
bad law, re-up a flawed policy and say 
that it is OK to continue a program. 

This was reauthorized, in effect, by 
the President a few months ago. This is 
going to be the last extension. This has 
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got to be the last extension. I am com- 
mitted to working closely with the 
Senator and our colleagues to make 
sure that that is the case and to take 
the steps necessary to ensure this is fi- 
nally the last extension of a badly 
flawed law. I thank my colleague for 
his good work. 

Mr. PAUL. Thank you. I think the 
American public is ready to end bulk 
collection. I think there is a bipar- 
tisan, across-the-aisle approach that 
people want to end bulk collection. The 
time is now. We cannot keep extending 
this. 

I think probably the biggest deal is 
that the PATRIOT Act does not even 
justify this. This is a program that 
needs to end because even those who 
read the PATRIOT Act, even those who 
love the PATRIOT ACT, acknowledge 
that the PATRIOT Act does not even 
give permission for this. This is some- 
thing we are doing that there is no per- 
mission for. It has to end. I think the 
American people will be very dis- 
appointed in us as a body if it does not 
end. 

This is the time to do it. I agree with 
the Senator. We are going to do every- 
thing we can to stop it. I see the Sen- 
ator from Utah. Does the Senator from 
Utah have a question? 

Mr. LEE. I do. At the outset of my 
question, I would like to point out that 
while I disagree with you, Senator 
PAUL, with regard to the specific ques- 
tion of whether we should allow section 
215 of the PATRIOT Act to expire in its 
entirety, I don’t believe we need to do 
that. I would prefer that we pass the 
USA FREEDOM Act as passed by the 
House of Representatives by an over- 
whelming margin of 338 to 88 last week. 

While we disagree on that issue, I ab- 
solutely stand with you, Senator PAUL, 
and I believe with the American peo- 
ple, on the need for an open, trans- 
parent process and debate regarding 
this issue. I also stand with the Sen- 
ator with regard to the belief that bulk 
metadata collection is wrong. It is not 
something that we can support. It is 
not something that the American peo- 
ple feel comfortable with and that it is 
incompatible with the spirit if not the 
letter of the Fourth Amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States that 
we have all sworn an oath to uphold 
and protect and defend. 

Let’s remember the text of the 
Fourth Amendment. The text of this 
amendment, penned in 1789, ratified in 
1791, says: “The right of the people to 
be secure in their persons, houses, pa- 
pers, and effects, against unreasonable 
searches and seizures, shall not be vio- 
lated, and no Warrants shall issue, but 
upon probable cause, supported by 
Oath or affirmation, and particularly 
describing the place to be searched, and 
the persons or things to be seized. 

These are not idle words. They are 
not surplusage. They are not there just 
for ornamental purposes. They are 
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there to put important limitations on 
the power of government, to make sure 
that when government goes after 
things—things that are important to 
our personal lives, things that are part 
of our houses, things that are part of 
our papers, our personal effects—those 
things cannot just be grabbed ran- 
domly by government. 

Government has to have a reason for 
going after them, and government has 
to be constrained in some meaningful 
way in the way it goes after them. 

When the government relies on a 
warrant, the warrant needs to describe 
the things or the places to be searched 
with particularity. The people subject 
to them need to be identified with 
some particularity. 

And, you know, these words were 
meant to be flexible. They were meant 
to be molded from time to time in dif- 
ferent circumstances. They are not ab- 
solute in their terminology, and that is 
one of the reasons they have endured 
for well over two centuries and why 
they have been able to adapt to 
changes in technology. But there is not 
any reasonable construction of this 
language that I think can countenance 
what the NSA is doing and what we are 
talking about here, which is the bulk 
collection of telephone metadata. 

Now, what is happening is that the 
NSA is getting these orders, these or- 
ders from the Foreign Intelligence Sur- 
veillance Court, and these orders basi- 
cally tell the telephone service pro- 
viders: Give us all your data. Give us 
all your records, all of them. We don’t 
really care whether they are relevant 
to an ongoing investigation of a par- 
ticular person or of a particular ter- 
rorism ring or a particular foreign in- 
telligence group of activities. We want 
all of them. Send all of them to us. We 
are going to put them all in a database 
and we are going to search them when 
we feel like it. 

Now, I don’t dispute the claim made 
by the NSA that there are a limited 
number of people who have access to 
this database, nor do I dispute, at least 
for purposes of this discussion I am not 
going to dispute—and I have no basis 
for refuting—the assertion that the 
people who work at the NSA are well 
intentioned, that they have our na- 
tional security interests at heart, that 
they are there to protect us. 

But even if we don’t dispute any of 
those things, even if we accept all of 
those things as a given, we have to ac- 
knowledge the very real risk that the 
same people who work there now might 
not be—in fact, we are certain they 
will not be—the same people who work 
there 1 year from now or 2 years from 
now or 5 years or 10 years or 15 years 
from now. 

And we know something about 
human nature, which is that humans, 
when given power, will sometimes 
abuse that power. Sometimes they will 
abuse that power to the detriment of 
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others. Sometimes they will do it for 
personal financial gain. Sometimes 
they will do it for political gain. Some- 
times they will do it in order to further 
certain agendas. 

That is exactly why it is so impor- 
tant to put boundaries around the au- 
thority of government. That, of course, 
is what the Constitution is. This is our 
set of boundaries. This is our fence 
around government authority. It is 
there for a reason. It is there to make 
sure the American people are protected 
against government. 

So, first, the Founding Fathers put in 
place this structure that explained how 
government would work. It established 
the government, and then it carefully 
positioned this series of fences around 
the government to make sure power 
wasn’t abused against the people. 

It is interesting, when the PATRIOT 
Act was enacted and when it was subse- 
quently reauthorized several years 
later, Congress put in place a relevance 
requirement. Congress put in place—in 
section 215 of the PATRIOT Act—a re- 
quirement that the business records 
that were obtained by the NSA, pursu- 
ant to section 215 of the PATRIOT Act, 
had to be relevant to an investigation, 
relevant to some things they were 
doing. 

Here again, as with the language of 
the Fourth Amendment of the Con- 
stitution, there is some play in the 
joints of the term “relevance.” Some 
things might be relevant in one situa- 
tion and not another. Whether it is rel- 
evant is going to depend on a lot of 
facts and circumstances pertinent to 
the investigation in question, but it 
stretches the term “relevant” or the 
concept of relevance beyond its break- 
ing point, beyond any reasonable defi- 
nition. 

If you deem something to be rel- 
evant, so long as it might in some fu- 
ture investigation—one that has not 
yet arisen—become relevant, such that 
you had to gather every record of every 
phone call made in America, such that 
NSA wants to go after every record of 
every phone call made by every Amer- 
ican going back 5 years, storing that 
series of records in a single database 
that can be queried for up to 5 years in 
advance. 

Let’s just go through this exercise 
for a minute. Think to yourself, how 
many phone calls have I made in the 
last 5 years? How many distinct phone 
numbers have I called in the last 5 
years? 

Well, if somebody has called 1,000 
phone numbers—or, let’s say, made 
phone calls to 500 phone numbers and 
received phone calls from another 
group of 500 phone numbers, for a total 
of 1,000 phone numbers over the last 5 
years, then that is 1,000 numbers. Then 
the NSA goes out one hop beyond that 
and connects each person, each phone 
number with whom the original person 
had contact. Let’s assume that each of 
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those phone numbers had, in turn, con- 
tact with 1,000 phone numbers. You get 
to 1 million phone numbers pretty 
quickly. 

But each time the NSA collects these 
data points, each data point taken in 
isolation might not say much about 
that person. But as our friend and our 
colleague from Oregon noted a few 
minutes ago, it is by using that com- 
bination of data points, by aggregating 
all of those data points together, some- 
one can tell an awful lot about a per- 
son. 

In fact, there are researchers who, 
having used similar metadata and 
similar sets of metadata in their own 
databases, have concluded that they 
can tell what religion a person belongs 
to, what political party someone be- 
longs to, their degree of religiosity, 
and their degree of political activity. 

They can tell what someone’s hobbies 
are. They can tell whether they have 
children, whether they are married. 
They can tell how healthy they are, 
what physical ailments they might suf- 
fer from. In many instances, they can 
tell what medications they are on. And 
all of these things are made more effi- 
cient by virtue of the automation in 
this system. 

So while it is true people point out 
that under section 215 of the PATRIOT 
Act, under this particular program, the 
NSA is not listening to telephone con- 
versations. They are not listening to 
them. 

Interestingly enough, this is very 
often a straw man argument that is 
thrown out by those who want to make 
sure that section 215 of the PATRIOT 
Act is reauthorized without any re- 
forms. They claim that those who are 
opposed to this type of action are out 
there falsely claiming that the NSA is 
listening to phone calls over this pro- 
gram. 

Well, that accusation of falsehood is, 
itself, false. That accusation of false- 
hood is, itself, a straw man effort. It is 
a red herring. It is a lie. It is a lie in- 
tended to malign and mischaracterize 
those of us who have genuine, legiti- 
mate concerns with this very program, 
because the fact is we don’t make that 
argument. The argument we are mak- 
ing is that the NSA doesn’t even need 
to do that. The NSA can tell all kinds 
of things about people just by looking 
at that data. 

Because it is automated and because 
it is within a system that operates 
with a series of computers, they can 
tell very quickly it is a lot less human 
resource-intensive than it would be if 
they were having to listen to countless 
hours of phone conversations. It is a 
lot more efficient. 

Again, I want to be clear. I have no 
proof that the NSA is currently abus- 
ing this particular program. I am not 
aware of any evidence that such abuse 
is occurring. And I am willing to as- 
sume, for purposes of this discussion, 
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that is not occurring, that the men and 
women who work at the NSA have 
nothing but the best interests of the 
American people and American na- 
tional security at heart. 

But how long will this remain the 
case? And how safe, how fair is it of us 
to assume that will always be the case? 
We can scarcely afford—for the sake of 
our children, our grandchildren, and 
those who will come after them—we 
cannot afford to simply assume this 
will always be the case. 

We have to remember what happened 
a few decades ago when Senator Frank 
Church and his committee looked into 
wiretap abuses that had happened 
within the government. We have to re- 
member the Church report that was re- 
leased at the end of that investigation. 

That report concluded that every 
Presidential administration from FDR 
through Richard Nixon had utilized law 
enforcement and intelligence-gathering 
agencies within the Federal Govern- 
ment to go engage in political espio- 
nage. So that technology, which was 
then only a few decades old, had been 
abused. It had been abused for a long 
time. The abuse of this technology had 
gone, of course, unreported for many 
decades, but it had nonetheless been 
occurring. 

Again, I don’t know, I can’t prove it. 
I have no evidence that such abuse is 
going on right now. But I think all of 
us, in order to be honest with our- 
selves, would have to acknowledge that 
there is at least some risk that if it is 
not occurring now, at some point it 
will occur in the future. This tempta- 
tion is simply too strong for most mor- 
tals to resist, particularly in an area 
such as this where there is, with good 
reason, very little ability for the out- 
side world to observe what is going on 
inside that particular government 
agency. 

Now, that is exactly why I happen to 
support what was passed by the House 
of Representatives last week. What was 
passed by the House of Representatives 
last week in the form of the USA 
FREEDOM Act was something that 
would require the NSA to, instead of 
going out to all the telephone compa- 
nies and saying, send us all of your 
records, we want your calling records, 
just give us your records, we don't care 
whether it is relevant to a particular 
phone call, particular to a specific 
number that was itself involved in ter- 
rorist activity or foreign surveillance 
activity, we don’t care about that, just 
send it to us—far from doing that, what 
the USA FREEDOM Act would require 
is for the government to show that 
they needed records related to a tele- 
phone number that was itself involved 
in some kind of activity. They 
wouldn’t have the ability to go to all 
the phone companies and just say send 
us everything. 

They would instead have the power 
to get a court order, to get those 
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records of those phone calls that might 
well be connected to terrorism based 
on their contact with a phone number 
that was related to such activities or 
their contact with somebody else, with 
some other phone number that was, in 
turn, having some kind of communica- 
tion with someone involved in those 
activities. 

Not all of us agree on this and, Sen- 
ator PAUL, you and I don’t agree on 
this particular bill, but we do agree on 
the underlying issue. And we also agree 
that the Senate works best, that the 
Senate serves the American people well 
when it lives up to its self-described 
reputation as being the world’s great- 
est deliberative legislative body. We 
would all be better off if we were able 
to put this bill on the floor right now— 
if this bill were able to come to the 
floor and it were subjected to open, 
honest debate and discussion so the 
American people could see we were de- 
bating this and so that you, Senator 
PAUL, and some of our other colleagues 
who have ideas as to how we could 
make this legislation better would 
have the opportunity to introduce, in 
the form of an amendment, improve- 
ments to this legislation. 

I heard you outline quite articulately 
just a few hours ago some very 
thoughtful reforms, some very well- 
thought-through improvements, 
amendments that you would make to 
this legislation. I think we would all be 
better off if we took that kind of ap- 
proach. 

Now, we have seen in the last few 
months what can happen. When we 
came back in January, we saw that the 
desks in the Senate Chamber had been 
rearranged. Many of us were pleased. 
We didn’t shed a tear at the realign- 
ment of the desks, and we have noticed 
that this realignment of the desks re- 
flected a change in the political atti- 
tude among Americans. But, more im- 
portantly for us, it was the precursor 
to some very positive developments in 
the Senate. 

We saw that within just a few weeks 
after this shift in power had occurred, 
we had cast more votes on the floor of 
the Senate than we had in the entire 
previous year. Within a few months, we 
had cast more votes on the floor of the 
Senate than we had cast in the 2 years 
previous to that. This was a good sign. 

This is a good sign. It is not just be- 
cause we are here and we cast votes; it 
is because those votes represent some- 
thing—they represent the fact that we 
are actually debating and discussing 
and we are allowing each Senator to 
have his or her views heard. We are 
putting ourselves on record as to what 
we believe represents good policy and 
what does not. 

I think we would be in a much better 
position to address the national secu- 
rity needs of our great country if we 
had such an opportunity with respect 
to this legislation. That is one of the 
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reasons I came to the floor yesterday, 
along with one of our colleagues, the 
senior Senator from Vermont, and 
asked unanimous consent to bring this 
bill—the House-passed USA FREEDOM 
Act, H.R. 2048—to the floor and to have 
open debate and discussion and an open 
amendment process, with the under- 
standing we would turn back to the 
trade promotion authority bill as soon 
as we had properly disposed of this leg- 
islation, as soon as we had finished de- 
bating and discussing it, voting on 
amendments and voting on the legisla- 
tion. 

I am a big believer in free trade. I 
like free trade. I think free trade is 
good. I would like to see us get to both 
of these pieces of legislation. But im- 
portantly, H.R. 2048 is a piece of legis- 
lation that has kind of a fuse attached 
to it. Section 215 of the PATRIOT Act 
is set to expire at the end of this 
month, and many of us believe we 
ought to at least have a debate and dis- 
cussion before that happens, a debate 
and discussion about what, if anything, 
would take its place, about whether we 
need something to put in its place and 
if so, what that might look like. So 
that is why we made this request. This 
request we regarded as a very reason- 
able one was, unfortunately, one that 
drew an objection, so we were not able 
to bring it to the floor. 

The U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit, based in New York, re- 
cently addressed this issue of whether 
section 215 of the PATRIOT Act can ap- 
propriately be read to authorize the 
NSA to engage in this bulk metadata 
collection program. The U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit an- 
swered that question in the negative 
and concluded there is no statutory au- 
thority for the NSA to collect this type 
of metadata. It doesn’t have the au- 
thority. It cannot collect bulk 
metadata on this basis. 

As the Second Circuit concluded, the 
business records sought under that pro- 
vision have to be relevant. There has to 
be some relevance to something they 
are investigating. And of course their 
only relevance here, under this pro- 
gram, is that they exist; it is that they 
represent phone calls made by someone 
in the United States, that they were 
made under a telephone network in the 
United States. That can’t be the an- 
swer. That cannot reflect a proper un- 
derstanding of this concept of rel- 
evance that is in section 215 of the PA- 
TRIOT Act. It can’t, and it doesn’t. 

This court ruling is one of the many 
reasons why we need to be having this 
debate and why we shouldn’t be willing 
to simply reauthorize section 215 of the 
PATRIOT Act with the understanding 
that the NSA will continue operating 
this program as is if we reauthorize it. 

It is one of the reasons why I have 
been so insistent on having this discus- 
sion and so unwilling to support even a 
shorter term reauthorization of the 
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PATRIOT Act—because they are inter- 
preting section 215 in the PATRIOT 
Act beyond its logical breaking point. 

We have to remember that the Con- 
stitution is worth protecting. It is 
worth protecting even when we can’t 
point to anything bad that is hap- 
pening right now, even when we can’t 
point to any specific abuse that is oc- 
curring. 

Bulk data collection is itself a type 
of abuse. There is a type of constitu- 
tional injury even though we can’t 
point to anything secondary from that. 
We can’t point to any horrible sec- 
ondary effect from it; it is in and of 
itself wrong. 

The wrongness of this program can 
be illustrated when we take to its log- 
ical conclusion the very arguments 
presented by the NSA for this type of 
activity. Let me explain. The metadata 
that is collected by the NSA right now 
relates exclusively to telephone calls. 
The records they collect involve 
records of who you call, when you 
called them, who calls you, when they 
called you, and how long the phone call 
at issue lasted. That is it. 

But if the NSA is correct in its inter- 
pretation of section 215, which it is not, 
but if it were correct, there is abso- 
lutely no reason why the NSA could 
not also collect a number of other 
types of metadata—metadata records, 
for example, involving the use of your 
credit card, involving hotel reserva- 
tions, involving airplane reservations, 
metadata regarding emails you have 
either sent or received, who you sent 
them to and who you received them 
from, your Internet traffic, where you 
have purchased online, who has pur- 
chased something from you online, and 
all kinds of things. From that 
metadata, they could clearly paint a 
much more vivid picture of you, a pro- 
file built as a mosaic from a billion 
data points. They can tell everything 
about you from that type of metadata. 

Sure, the NSA is not collecting that 
type of metadata right now. They are 
not doing it right now. But if we reau- 
thorize this without limitation, if we 
reauthorize section 215 of the PA- 
TRIOT Act and we don’t include any 
kind of restriction on it, there is abso- 
lutely no reason why the NSA couldn’t 
conclude tomorrow or next week or a 
year from now or later that it wants to 
collect this kind of data as well. 

I would suspect nearly all Americans 
would be shocked and horrified to 
think the NSA could and would and 
might at some point in the future col- 
lect that kind of information on where 
you shop online, your credit card bills, 
your hotel reservations, things like 
that, things that could easily be con- 
nected back to an individual and easily 
give rise to abuse either for partisan 
political purposes or for some other ne- 
farious purpose. 

I also want to point out that those 
who are in favor of this program and 
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those who vigorously defend its con- 
stitutionality routinely rely on a deci- 
sion rendered by the Supreme Court in 
the late 1970s in a case called Smith v. 
Maryland. They point out that in 
Smith v. Maryland the Supreme Court 
upheld the constitutionality of some 
police activity that involved the col- 
lection of calling data. The Supreme 
Court concluded in that case that there 
was not a sufficiently significant ex- 
pectation of privacy in records of calls 
that somebody had made and received 
such that the collection of that data 
would require a search warrant. 

I am not altogether certain that 
Smith v. Maryland was decided cor- 
rectly, but let’s assume for a minute it 
was decided correctly and just address 
the fact that it is a decision that re- 
mains on the books. It is precedent 
that is followed throughout the courts 
of the United States. That is fine. Let’s 
just accept the fact that it is on the 
books. But it is very, very different— 
not just quantitatively different but 
also qualitatively different—when you 
are dealing not with one target of one 
single criminal investigation and not 
just with maybe a few weeks of calling 
records but when you are dealing with 
5 years of calling records not on one 
person, of one target in one criminal 
investigation by one group of law en- 
forcement officers, but 300 million peo- 
ple stretched out over 5 years. 

That calling data becomes more sig- 
nificant, moreover, when Americans 
become more attached to their tele- 
phones, when their telephone isn't 
something that is just plugged into the 
wall but something that is carried with 
them every moment of every day. This, 
by the way, adds to the potential list of 
metadata that could be collected be- 
cause of course many people now have 
telephones that track their location. I 
don’t see any reason why, based on the 
interpretation of section 215 of the PA- 
TRIOT Act and the interpretation of 
the Fourth Amendment that the NSA 
has put forward, they couldn’t start 
collecting the location data as well, 
which would further undermine privacy 
issues. 

So Smith v. Maryland, whether you 
like it or not, is precedent. It is prece- 
dent that is followed by the courts in 
America, but it is not the end of the 
story. It certainly doesn’t get you over 
the hump when it comes to this type of 
collection. Saying that what was cov- 
ered by Smith v. Maryland is the same 
thing as what the NSA is trying to do 
here is a little bit like comparing a 
pony ride to a ride to the Moon and 
back. They both involve some form of 
transportation, but they are worlds 
apart, drastically different, and so 
much so that they can’t really even be 
compared. 

Our technology has changed dramati- 
cally over the years—so much so that 
if we don’t stop and think about it, we 
might not even recognize it. 
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A few years ago when my son James 
was about 10 years old, he came up 
with a really good idea that he an- 
nounced to us. He said: You know, I 
have been thinking about it, and I am 
going to invent something. 

We said: What is that? 

He said: Well, I am going to invent a 
telephone that is attached to the wall. 
It will be attached to the wall so it 
can’t be removed. It will have a wire 
that runs into the wall, and that is how 
the telephone will work. 

We looked at him and wondered what 
gave him this idea and what gave him 
the idea that that was somehow 
unique. 

We said: Well, first of all, what 
makes you think that hasn’t already 
been invented? And secondly, why 
would you want to do that? 

He said: Well, I think it is a great 
idea because it is the only way you 
wouldn’t lose your phone. 

Only then did we realize what he was 
saying. Only then did we realize that 
what he was telling us was that during 
his lifetime, he had never seen in our 
home a phone that was attached to the 
wall. He had seen cell phones and he 
had seen cordless landline phones, and 
he had seen telephones get lost from 
time to time. 

So our technology does change, and 
as our technology changes, we have to 
take that into account. Well, our tech- 
nology has changed now to the point 
where our government can learn all 
kinds of personal facts about us 
through metadata, through the type of 
metadata involved here, and it is only 
getting more and more this way every 
single day as we transact more and 
more of our day-to-day business over 
our telephones and as our telephones 
become more sophisticated, more port- 
able, and more capable of processing 
more and more data. 

The text of the Fourth Amendment I 
quoted just a few minutes ago is still 
very relevant today. The fact that the 
Fourth Amendment refers specifically 
to the right of the people to be secure 
in their persons, their houses, and their 
papers and effects is still relevant 
today and should remind us of the fact 
that our persons, our houses, and our 
papers and effects more and more real- 
ly become a part of this—they really 
become a part of our telephones. 

Our papers are not always physical 
papers. More and more, they are not. 
Increasingly, we are even asked to sign 
documents that previously would have 
been physically signed on a hard copy, 
a stack of papers—increasingly you can 
do business transactions without ever 
handling a physical paper. Increas- 
ingly, you can do those things elec- 
tronically. People often prefer to do it 
that way. It saves time. It saves 
money. But aS more and more of our 
lives are played out on these portable 
digital devices, it becomes more and 
more important for us to be remember 
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there are Fourth Amendment ramifica- 
tions when the government wants to 
get involved in what we do on those 
same devices. 

That is why it is not really fair any 
more to simply rely reflexively on 
Smith v. Maryland to say this is all 
constitutional, nor is it fair to say that 
your phone company already has this 
record, so there is no reason why the 
government shouldn’t have it. I actu- 
ally don’t even see that comparison. 

Some people think this is somehow 
persuasive. I don’t find it persuasive at 
all. There is a world of difference be- 
tween allowing a private business with 
which you have voluntarily chosen to 
interact to have your business records, 
particularly when it is a private busi- 
ness that you want to have that infor- 
mation so that private business can 
keep track of how much you owe them 
or how much they owe you—there is a 
world of difference between a private 
business entity having those records 
and the government having those 
records. 

The worst thing that a private busi- 
ness can do is perhaps send you too 
many emails that you don’t want ask- 
ing you for more business or maybe it 
can give some of your personal data to 
somebody else who will in turn make 
phone calls you don’t want to receive 
or send you emails you don’t want to 
receive. 

That private business has no ability 
to put you in prison. That private busi- 
ness has no ability to levy taxes on 
you. That private business has no abil- 
ity to make your life a living hell in 
the same way that your government 
has the ability to do those things—not 
just the ability but, lately, with in- 
creasing frequency, with strong and 
seemingly irresistible inclination. 

This is not a victimless offense 
against the spirit and, arguably, the 
letter of the Constitution. These kinds 
of things have real-world ramifica- 
tions. They ought to be troubling to all 
of us, and we ought to want to do some- 
thing about them. 

So for these reasons, Senator PAUL, I 
would ask you, don’t you think it 
would be much better to put this bill 
on the floor now and allow for an open 
amendment process, one in which you 
and each of our other colleagues could 
have an opportunity to provide input, 
to try to improve the legislation, and 
to try to do something meaningful 
with this legislation, rather than just 
simply ignore it, pretend it didn’t 
exist, sweep it under the rug or wait 
until we are up against a cliff—this 
critical cliff between when the Senate, 
much to my chagrin and the chagrin of 
many of our colleagues, is set to ad- 
journ and leading up to the moments 
when this program is set to expire? 
Wouldn’t we be better off to take this 
up and debate this under the light of 
day, under the view of the American 
people? 
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Mr. PAUL. I think the Senator from 
Utah asked a great question, and I 
think he framed the debate over the 
Fourth Amendment very well. 

I think if we asked to put the bill on 
the floor at this hour, we may not be 
able to find anybody awake to ask per- 
mission to have the bill this evening. 
We haven’t been able to locate anyone 
to get the bill this evening, so I am 
afraid we will have to say no. 

But we have been asking for a full 
and open debate. Your solution, as well 
as mine, as well as Wyden’s, as well as 
other’s, is to have a full debate on the 
floor for this. 

There were a couple of things you 
said that I thought were particularly 
worth commenting on. 

People say that because there is no 
evidence that the program is being 
abused, there is no evidence that we 
are searching the records of certain 
people of certain race or religion or 
abusing people for some reason, that is 
proof somehow that no abuse is occur- 
ring. 

But I agree with you that the collec- 
tion alone is an abuse in and of itself. 
To me, the basic point and the biggest 
part of the point is that what we are 
dealing with is something that is a 
generalized warrant. 

There is nothing specific about col- 
lecting all of the records from all 
Americans all of the time. There is 
nothing specific about the name 
“Verizon.” I tell people that I don’t 
know anybody named Mr. Verizon. So 
that can’t be a specific individualized 
warrant. That is a general warrant. 
That is what we fought the Revolution 
over—to individualize warrants, to in- 
dividualize what we were requesting, 
and, above all, probable cause. 

We accepted a lower standard to go 
after foreigners, to go after terrorists. 
And part of me says that maybe we 
could do that just for terrorists. But 
now we are using it for domestic crime. 

One of the biggest things I would like 
to change is that nothing within the 
PATRIOT Act or any of this could be 
used to convict somebody in a domestic 
court. 

Section 213—sneak-and-peak—99.5 
percent of the time is used for domestic 
drug crime now. We have the NSA 
sharing data that is supposed to be col- 
lected on foreigners with the domestic 
DEA and then making up another sce- 
nario where they might have heard 
about this. But they didn’t really hear 
about this from the NSA. 

I think the public at large thinks we 
have gone way too far—way too far 
with the bulk collection records. It is 
not only what we have done, but it is 
just that there is absolutely—even in 
the PATRIOT Act, which I object to— 
no justification for collecting the 
records. The idea that records could be 
relevant to an investigation that has 
not yet occurred puts logic on its head, 
puts it topsy-turvy to where words 
don’t mean anything. 
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I am very concerned that there is a 
lot of surveillance that we don’t know 
about, not only through the PATRIOT 
Act justification but through Execu- 
tive order justification. It concerns me 
that there are still people who are ar- 
guing that article II gives unlimited 
authority to the President, that there 
is no congressional check and balance 
to the President with regard to surveil- 
lance. There are people making that 
argument—that there is no limitation 
to Presidential power. 

I think one of the best things our 
Founding Fathers gave us was this 
check and balance so we had coequal 
branches. I think it is a great thing 
with the Fourth Amendment that a 
warrant had to be signed by somebody 
who wasn’t a policeman, who wasn’t a 
soldier. 

This is one of the additional things I 
would like to do because we don’t get 
to talk about this very much. We have 
the ability, and we are talking about 
the bulk collection of records, but we 
should also talk about whether we 
should have hundreds of thousands of 
warrants written by policemen, by FBI 
agents. I think warrants should have a 
check and balance where you have a 
judge. 

There is something that is so civil- 
izing and something that levels the 
playing field and keeps abuse from hap- 
pening when a policeman tonight in 
DC, in front of a house, who wants to 
go in, is calling someone who is not in 
hot pursuit and who hasn’t just had a 
physical altercation with the people 
they are chasing—someone who is dis- 
passionate and unconnected to the heat 
of the crime—who is going to give per- 
mission for this policeman to go into a 
house. 

We say that a man’s house is his cas- 
tle, and he can defend it. That was the 
whole idea—that things within the cas- 
tle were the man’s or woman’s, we 
would say now. But it is not only that 
your records are in the castle anymore. 
They are in the cloud. And records are 
virtual. We have whole households that 
have no paper records. 

The amazing thing about records is 
they are now saying that with 
metadata records, they can discover 
more than we could have discovered in 
a lifetime of looking at your personal 
letters in your house, because so much 
information is there, so much can be 
connected between the dots between all 
of these things. 

I am still not convinced that we 
aren’t collecting data on credit cards, 
on emails. I think some of this is done 
through the Executive order that most 
of us are not privy to. The only people 
that know anything about Executive 
Order 12333 and what they are doing on 
it are people on the Intelligence Com- 
mittee. I am not convinced we aren’t 
collecting email data. 

They currently say that your email— 
this is the bill you promoted—after 6 
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months, your email has no protection. 
Before 6 months, I think the only pro- 
tection is to the content, not to the 
header, not to the addressee. 

We currently have the opinion. We 
desperately need the Supreme Court to 
rule on this. We have the Smith v. 
Maryland decision, which was in the 
premodern age, as far as data goes and 
as far as your papers being held. We 
desperately need a decision. 

My hope was that the appellate court 
decision would go to the Supreme 
Court. But my understanding—being 
just a doctor—is it went the other way. 
It has been remanded lower and may 
never make it to the Supreme Court. I 
don’t know that. But I think we do 
need something at the Supreme Court 
level. 

There have been many who are now 
arguing that the appellate court—this 
again from a physician, not a lawyer— 
is really binding and that there could 
eventually be some legal injunction 
against what the government is doing. 

But for goodness sake, it perplexes 
me that the President says: Oh, yes, we 
need a balanced approach, and I am lis- 
tening to my privacy commission. I am 
listening to the review board. Yet I cre- 
ated this out of whole cloth as an Exec- 
utive order, and I am unwilling to stop 
it even though the appellate court has 
told me it is illegal. 

He is unwilling to stop it. I think 
that sort of defines disingenuous—that 
he is going to stop it as soon as Con- 
gress stops it. 

It is so hard to get anything done 
here. We have had vast majorities—not 
only for the USA Freedom Act but for 
Thomas Massey’s act. We had a vast 
majority over there to defund it—for 
JUSTIN AMASH, for defunding things 
that we were doing—big majorities. It 
is another evidence that the Senate is 
further distanced from the people, that 
the House is closer. They are hearing 
the message stronger. 

I think the message is a strong one, 
and the message is that nobody—I 
mean, really, the vast majority of 
Americans are very unhappy with hav- 
ing all of their records collected. That 
really to me gets back to the whole 
idea of whether we should accept or 
validate general warrants. It is still 
part of my concern, a little bit, with 
the reform. I want the reform—it could 
go a long way if we no longer have the 
ability to put the word “corporate” in 
there and if it were specifically individ- 
uals. And I think we have a chance to 
go maybe even a little further than we 
have gone in the reform that is being 
offered to say that we shouldn’t be able 
to request all of the records from a cor- 
poration, because there is some re- 
tained privacy and there is some re- 
tained property interest even in your 
records. And I think there always has 
been. 

They talk about an expectation of 
privacy. I would think that if you have 
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a contract, when you sign the agree- 
ment, you are agreeing to a privacy 
contract with an Internet provider or a 
search provider or a telephone com- 
pany. I think that is indicating, as 
they talk about in the cases, an expec- 
tation of privacy. Well, I have signed 
an agreement with the company, and 
they promised me and I promised them. 
I would think that for certain is an ex- 
pectation of privacy in the eyes of the 
court. 

(Mr. RUBIO assumed the Chair.) 

So I don’t understand how they can 
argue we have completely given up our 
records, and that we have no ability at 
all to retain an interest in our records. 

I am very much convinced this is an 
important debate—that the Bill of 
Rights is something that we shouldn’t 
look at lightly; that we should, as we 
move forward, make sure we do protect 
the things that are important. We 
shouldn’t hurry up and have deadlines, 
and then say we are not going to have 
time to debate it. 

I see the Senator from Texas, who is 
also a defender of the Fourth Amend- 
ment, is here, and I would be happy to 
take a question without losing the 
floor. 

Mr. CRUZ. I thank the Senator from 
Kentucky. I would note that he and I 
agree on a great many issues, although 
we don’t agree entirely on this issue. 
But I want to take the opportunity to 
thank the Senator from Kentucky for 
his passionate defense of liberties. His 
is a voice this body needs to listen to. 

I would note that the Senator from 
Kentucky’s father spent decades in the 
House of Representatives as a pas- 
sionate advocate for liberty. Both his 
father’s voice and the Senator from 
Kentucky’s voice have altered the de- 
bate in this Chamber and have helped 
refocus the Congress and the American 
people on the critical importance of de- 
fending our liberty. 

I think protecting the Bill of Rights 
is a fundamental responsibility of the 
Federal Government. And it is heart- 
breaking that over the last 6 years we 
have seen a Federal Government that 
not only fails to protect the Bill of 
Rights but that routinely violates the 
constitutional liberties of American 
citizens and routinely violates the Bill 
of Rights. 

I listened to the learned remarks and 
questions from the Senator from Utah, 
where he noted that under the jus- 
tifications for the current bulk collec- 
tion of metadata, it is the position of 
the Federal Government that they 
have the full constitutional authority 
not only to collect metadata but to 
collect the positional location of every 
American. If any of us carry our cell 
phone, wherever we go, it is the posi- 
tion of the Obama administration that 
the Federal Government has the full 
constitutional authority to track the 
location of every American citizen no 
matter where we are. That is a breath- 
taking assertion of power. 
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I would note that we do not merely 
need to speculate that that is the 
Obama administration’s position. In- 
deed, in a recent case before the U.S. 
Supreme Court, the Obama administra- 
tion argues that law enforcement could 
place a GPS locator on the automobile 
of any and every law-abiding citizen in 
this country and track the location of 
your automobile and my automobile 
with no probable cause, no articulable 
suspicion, no nothing. 

The Obama administration argued 
that the Fourth Amendment and the 
Bill of Rights say nothing about the 
Federal Government placing a GPS lo- 
cator on the automobile of private law- 
abiding citizens. 

Thankfully, the U.S. Supreme Court 
rejected that position. It did not reject 
that position 5 to 4 or 6 to 3 or 7 to 2; 
the U.S. Supreme Court rejected that 
radical antiprivacy position of the 
Obama administration unanimously, 9 
to 0. 

I am entirely in agreement with my 
friend the Senator from Utah that the 
right resolution of the issue before this 
body is for the U.S. Senate to pass the 
USA FREEDOM Act. I am an original 
sponsor of that bipartisan legislation. 

The USA FREEDOM Act does two 
things: No. 1, it ends the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s bulk collection of phone 
metadata for law-abiding citizens. I am 
entirely in agreement with my friend, 
the Senator from Kentucky, that the 
Federal Government should not be col- 
lecting the data of millions of law- 
abiding citizens with no evidentiary 
basis to do so. It is long past time to 
end this program, and the USA FREE- 
DOM Act does that. 

At the same time, the USA FREE- 
DOM Act maintains the tools to target 
terrorists. We are living in a dangerous 
world with the rise of ISIS and Al 
Shabaab and Boko Haram, not to men- 
tion Al Qaeda and radical Islamic ter- 
rorism across the globe. The threat to 
the American homeland has never been 
greater. 

It is critical that law enforcement 
and national security maintain the 
tools so that if there is a credible basis 
to believe that a particular individual 
is planning a terrorist attack, we can 
intercept their communications and we 
can prevent that terrorist attack be- 
fore, God forbid, they murder innocent 
Americans in the homeland. Those 
critical words there are “particular in- 
dividual.” 

What the Fourth Amendment envi- 
sions is not that law enforcement’s 
hands are tied; law enforcement has 
tools to stop crimes. But as my friend 
the Senator from Kentucky has so pow- 
erfully observed, the Fourth Amend- 
ment was designed to prevent general 
warrants. It was designed to prevent 
the government from assuming that 
everyone in the country is automati- 
cally guilty and we will seize your in- 
formation. Rather, the tools of law en- 
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forcement and national security should 
be particularized based on the facts of 
the evidence. 

That is why I support the USA 
FREEDOM Act because it accomplishes 
both goals. It protects our privacy 
rights and the Bill of Rights of law- 
abiding citizens, but it ensures we have 
the tools to prevent acts of terrorists. 

I would note two points that are im- 
portant. There are a number of Mem- 
bers of this body, including a number 
of Members of my party and the party 
of this Senator from Kentucky, who 
argue that the PATRIOT Act should be 
reauthorized with no changes, and they 
argue to do anything else would jeop- 
ardize our national security. 

There are two facts that are critical 
to assess to responding to that argu- 
ment. No. 1, the Members of this body 
have received confidential classified 
briefings from the national security of- 
ficers of this administration. We are 
not at liberty to convey the specific de- 
tails of those briefings. But the Mem- 
bers of this body have been told, No. 1, 
the USA FREEDOM Act would provide 
effective tools so that we can prevent 
acts of terrorists. 

Indeed, they have gone further to say 
that it is entirely possible that under 
the USA FREEDOM Act, the national 
security team would have more effec- 
tive tools to stop actual terrorists than 
they do today under the bulk metadata 
collection of law-abiding citizens. That 
is worth underscoring. The national se- 
curity professionals advising this body 
have said the USA FREEDOM Act 
could well be more effective in pro- 
viding the tools to stop terrorists than 
the current status quo. That argument 
needs to sit in for everyone arguing 
that we have to maintain the status 
quo to stop terrorism. If it is the case, 
as we have been told, that the USA 
FREEDOM Act could be more effective, 
that argument suddenly falls to the 
ground. 

Secondly, I address my friends in the 
Republican Party who have preferred 
to reauthorize the PATRIOT Act. Even 
if that is their preference, it is abun- 
dantly, abundantly clear that a clean 
reauthorization to the PATRIOT Act 
“ain't” passing this body and it cer- 
tainly “ain't” passing the House of 
Representatives. I would note that the 
USA FREEDOM Act passed the House 
of Representatives 338 to 88. It was not 
a narrow victory. It was overwhelming. 
So even if Members of this body would 
prefer to reauthorize the PATRIOT Act 
in its entirety, the votes “ain't” there. 
So the choice they face is letting it ex- 
pire altogether, losing the tools we 
have to prevent real terrorists from 
carrying out acts of terrorism or ac- 
cepting a commonsense middle ground 
that vigorously protects the Bill of 
Rights while maintaining the tools to 
target the bad guys. 

I will say this: With my friend the 
Senator from Kentucky, I entirely 
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agree that he is fully entitled to intro- 
duce his amendments to that bill. This 
body should engage in a full and open 
debate considering amendments, and 
the Senator from Kentucky should be 
able to propose reasonable common- 
sense improvements to the USA FREE- 
DOM Act. 

We ought to debate them on the mer- 
its in a full and open process. There 
was a time not too long ago when this 
body was called the world’s greatest 
deliberative body. Debate is what we 
are supposed to do on the merits. 

If the defenders of the PATRIOT Act 
right now are so confident of their po- 
sition, they should be prepared to de- 
bate the Senator from Kentucky on the 
merits, to debate each of the Members 
of this body on the merits, and to ar- 
rive at the right policy that both pro- 
tects our constitutional rights and en- 
sures we have all the tools we need to 
protect the safety of American citizens 
against acts of terrorism. 

I will note standing here with the 
Senator from Kentucky and with the 
Senator from Utah at 11:40 p.m., I am 
reminded of the movie ‘‘The Blues 
Brothers” saying: Jake, we have got to 
get the band back together again. I am 
reminded of previous evenings standing 
here with this same band of brothers in 
the wee hours of the morning. I will 
make a couple of final observations in 
this question. The first is, the very 
first time I ever spoke on the Senate 
floor, when I was a brand-new freshman 
Senator, was during the last time the 
Senator from Kentucky was filibus- 
tering. Senator RAND PAUL was filibus- 
tering against the Obama administra- 
tion’s policy of uncontrolled drone 
strikes and the refusal of the Obama 
administration to acknowledge that 
the Constitution prohibits the Federal 
Government from using a drone to tar- 
get a U.S. citizen with lethal force if 
that citizen does not pose an imminent 
threat on U.S. soil. 

When the Senator from Kentucky 
began that filibuster that morning, he 
had asked if I might come out and sup- 
port him. I told him at the time, as a 
newbie in this body, that I wanted to 
respect the institutions of the Senate, 
which included the tradition that the 
freshman Senator should stay quiet for 
a number of months before speaking. 
So initially I said: No, I am not going 
to come down; it is not yet time for me 
to speak on the Senate floor. Yet he 
stood there and 1 hour and 2 hours 
passed. I could not stand back without 
joining him in the support in that epic 
fight. That time I am reminded it was 
an anniversary of the Battle of the 
Alamo. So I had the opportunity to 
read to my friend William Barret 
Travis’s letter from the Alamo and to 
give him the encouragement of Texans 
who gave their lives in defense of lib- 
erty and, indeed, at the time to read 
tweets that were sent in support of the 
Senator from Kentucky. I said many 
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times I will go to my grave in debt to 
Senator RAND PAUL for the first oppor- 
tunity I had to speak on the Senate 
floor which was his epic filibuster. 

I would also note that following that 
filibuster, Senator PAUL gave me two 
pieces of advice, both of which proved 
very helpful for a filibuster I was to do 
of my own several months later. Advice 
No. 1, he said, was wear comfortable 
shoes. I would note that I observed the 
last time Senator PAUL did that, he did 
not follow this advice. He had not 
planned to speak as long as he had. He 
told me his feet hurt for 2 weeks. I will 
confess, it was to my great shame that 
I am wearing today my argument 
boots, which I wear every day on the 
Senate floor. But when I filibustered on 
ObamaCare, I shamefully left my boots 
in the closet and went and purchased 
black tennis shoes. As the hours wore 
on, I was very grateful I had abided by 
Senator PAUL’s good advice and wore 
the tennis shoes. 

I would note, as I am sitting here 
today, that the good Senator is wear- 
ing tennis shoes today. So I am glad to 
see he follows his own advice, and I 
have no doubt that his calves and 
thighs will thank him tonight and in 
the morning. 

The second bit of advice Senator 
PAUL gave me was to drink very, very 
little water. That was advice he ac- 
knowledged likewise he had not fol- 
lowed in his own filibuster. I will note 
that not too long ago I was sitting in 
the President’s chair presiding, and the 
entire hour I was there, there was a 
glass of water on Senator PAUL’s desk, 
and he did not drink a sip of it. 

I will note that was advice I endeav- 
ored to follow. It was good advice, and 
I am glad to see my friend is following 
it as well. 

This is an exceptionally important 
issue that this body should be focused 
on, the responsibility to protect the 
Bill of Rights and the constitutional 
rights of every American. 

The question I would ask my friend 
the Senator from Kentucky is, is there 
any excuse for this body not taking se- 
riously our obligation to protect the 
Bill of Rights and the constitutional 
rights of privacy of every American? 

Mr. PAUL. I want to thank the Sen- 
ator from Texas for joining in the bat- 
tle to defend the Bill of Rights and the 
Fourth Amendment. I know he is sin- 
cere in that approach. There is abso- 
lutely no excuse, no excuse not to de- 
bate this and no excuse not to vote on 
a sufficient amount of amendments, to 
try to make this better, to try to make 
the bulk collection of records go away. 
That is what the American people 
want. It is what the Constitution de- 
mands. My voice is rapidly leaving. My 
bedtime has long since passed. I think 
it is time we summarize why we are 
here today and what my hope is for the 
future with this issue. 

We have had a dozen Senators come 
down from both parties, from right, 
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left, conservative, liberal, progressive, 
and Libertarian. We have had several 
friends come over from the House as 
well. There is a hunger in America for 
somebody to stand up, for all of us to 
stand up, for somebody to do the right 
thing, to say that the Bill of Rights 
needs to be defended, that the Bill of 
Rights is important. 

When I think of the Bill of Rights, I 
think it is not so much for the popular 
person, it is not so much for the high 
school quarterback or the prom queen; 
the Bill of Rights is for the least 
among us and the Bill of Rights is to 
try to prevent any kind of systemic 
bias from entering into the law for the 
way we treat people. People say: Well, 
we collect all this data, but we are not 
abusing anyone. We are doing it per- 
fectly in order. 

I agree with Senator LEE that just 
the collection of the data is the in- 
fringement in itself. The whole idea 
that we could put one name on a war- 
rant and collect 100 million records 
goes against everything we believe in. 
It goes against everything we fought 
for in the Revolution when we fought 
to be left alone. I think Justice Bran- 
deis put it best when he said that the 
right to be left alone is the most cher- 
ished of rights, the most prized among 
civilized men, to be left alone in our 
castle, or in today’s world, to be left 
alone in our cloud—the time has long 
since passed where we are going to 
have paper records—and that is going 
to be our exact home or exact castle 
that we are protecting. 

The time is now in the digital age 
that we need to protect our privacy 
when we loan out our records, and it is 
different to loan out your records and 
allow them to be held by a telephone 
company or by an Internet provider or 
in the cloud. It doesn’t mean you give 
up your right to privacy. I think you 
have an expectation of privacy with or 
without a contract, but often we have 
an explicit privacy agreement, an ex- 
plicit privacy contract that we actu- 
ally have with the phone company and 
Internet provider. They are supposed to 
protect our interests. It sends exactly 
the wrong signal to give liability pro- 
tection to these companies and say to 
them that they can run roughshod with 
us and that they can give their infor- 
mation out. 

The bulk collection must end, and I 
think we have the votes to do it now. 
We need to end the bulk collection of 
records, but that is not where this bat- 
tle ends. There is still a question as to 
whether the Executive is gathering a 
great deal of information through Ex- 
ecutive order. I think that has to be re- 
viewed, and it has to be reviewed in 
public. 

I agree with my friend Senator 
WYDEN that the specifics of intel- 
ligence—who the agents are, how we 
break code, how we technologically 
gather information—by all means does 
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not need to be discussed in public, but 
whether we should collect all Ameri- 
cans’ phone records all the time should 
be discussed in public. It should have 
been revealed in an honest way. 

The fact that the Director of our Na- 
tional Intelligence lied to us and said 
the program didn’t even exist I think is 
unforgivable and makes him unsuitable 
to lead our intelligence agency. We 
have to have trust. Because of this 
great and enormous power we allow our 
intelligence agencies to have, we have 
to have trust, and you cannot have 
trust when Congress is lied to. 

I think, as we move forward today, 
we have made great strides in pre- 
senting arguments in the debate for 
how we would make things better, how 
we would better circumscribe this 
great and ominous power, and how we 
would better make this power condu- 
cive to the Constitution. 

The ultimate success will be that we 
can actually change things, but part of 
the success will be that we have de- 
bated them today, and my hope is that 
the debate today will let the American 
public, as well as our leadership in the 
Senate, know that we are serious about 
this and that we want to vote on re- 
forms and that we want to vote on sev- 
eral different ways we can fix this 
issue. If this issue comes up every 3 
years, for goodness’ sake, can’t we 
spend a couple of days trying to amend 
this and make it better? 

I thank the Senate staff for coming 
in and staying. I don’t think they had 
much choice in the matter, but I thank 
them for staying and not throwing 
things. We will try not to do this but 
every couple of years or so. 

I thank my staff for their help in a 
long day, and I thank the American 
people for considering the arguments 
and for helping us to hopefully push 
this toward the reform where we all re- 
spect the Fourth Amendment and the 
Bill of Rights once again. 

I thank the Presiding Officer, and I 
relinquish the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi- 
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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END OF AERIAL DRUG 
FUMIGATION IN COLOMBIA 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I want to 
speak briefly about a recent decision of 
the Government of Colombia to end the 
aerial fumigation of coca. 

Since the beginning of Plan Colombia 
15 years ago, the United States, at huge 
cost, has financed a fleet of aircraft, 
fuel, herbicide, and pilots to spray coca 
fields in Colombia. When this first 
began we were told that in 5 years the 
spraying, along with billions of dollars 
in U.S. military and other aid, would 
cut by half the flow of cocaine coming 
to the United States. 

Fifteen years later, that goal re- 
mains elusive. While the cultivation of 
coca has been reduced, aerial fumiga- 
tion was never the solution to this 
problem. It is prohibitively expensive 
and unsustainable by the Government 
of Colombia. It also defies common 
sense. One Colombian official told me 
the cost of aerial fumigation is ap- 
proximately $7,000 per hectare, while 
the cost to purchase the coca produced 
in one hectare is $400. In other words, 
for one-fifteenth the cost of aerial fu- 
migation you could buy the coca and 
burn it. 

The process also ignores the reality 
of rural Colombia where most coca 
farmers are impoverished and have no 
comparable means of earning income. 
Absent viable economic alternatives 
they resort to the dangerous business 
of growing coca, often at the behest of 
the FARC rebels or other armed 
groups. 

The active ingredient in the herbi- 
cide used in the fumigation is 
glyphosate, a common weed killer. It is 
used by farmers and gardeners in the 
United States and other countries, in- 
cluding Colombia. 

But controversy has plagued the aer- 
ial fumigation since its inception. It is 
no surprise that Monsanto, which man- 
ufactures the chemical, insists that 
glyphosate poses no threat to humans. 
But some Colombian farmers, whose 
homes are often located next to their 
fields, have claimed that they or their 
children suffered skin rashes, difficulty 
breathing, and other health problems 
after their property was sprayed. Oth- 
ers have complained that the herbicide 
has drifted into and destroyed licit 
food crops. 

Scientists have studied glyphosate 
for many years and have differed about 
its safety. Some studies have concluded 
it is harmless. The Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency says it has “low acute 
toxicity.” Others have linked it to 
birth deformities in amphibians. Most 
recently, the International Agency for 
Research on Cancer, IARC, an affiliate 
of the World Health Organization, re- 
ported that glyphosate is ‘‘probably 
carcinogenic to humans,” and that 
there is “limited evidence” that it can 
cause non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma and 
lung cancer. 
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I have been concerned for years about 
aerial fumigation in Colombia. While I 
am no scientist, I have wondered how 
the people of my State would react to 
the repeated aerial spraying of a chem- 
ical herbicide in areas where they live, 
grow food, and raise animals. I have 
also noted the conflicting views in the 
scientific literature, and we are all 
aware of instances when manufacturers 
insisted that a product was safe only to 
discover years later—too late for some 
who were exposed—that it was not. 
And, of course, there have been times 
when companies knew of the risk and 
chose to either ignore it or cover it up, 
motivated by profit over the welfare of 
the public. 

It is for these reasons that I have in- 
cluded a provision in the annual De- 
partment of State and foreign oper- 
ations appropriations bill that requires 
the Secretary of State to certify that 
“the herbicides do not pose unreason- 
able risks or adverse effects to humans, 
including pregnant women and chil- 
dren, or the environment, including en- 
demic species.” Each year, the Sec- 
retary has made the certification. 

The IARC study changes things. Al- 
though glyphosate remains controver- 
sial and Monsanto points out that the 
IARC study is not based on new field 
research, President Santos has re- 
sponded in the only responsible way 
unless further research definitively 
contradicts it. It would simply be un- 
conscionable for the Government of Co- 
lombia to ignore a study by the World 
Health Organization that a chemical 
sprayed over inhabited areas is poten- 
tially carcinogenic. 

I commend President Santos for this 
decision. I am sure it was not an easy 
one, as it will inevitably be blamed for 
increases in coca cultivation. But any- 
one who thinks that spraying chemi- 
cals from the air is a solution to the il- 
legal drug trade is deluding them- 
selves. It is enormously expensive and 
not something U.S. taxpayers can or 
should pay for indefinitely. It has al- 
ready gone on for a decade and a half. 
And it does nothing to counter the eco- 
nomic incentive of coca farmers to sup- 
port their families. 

The Department of State reacted 
with the following statement: 

Any decision about the future of aerial 
eradication in Colombia is a sovereign deci- 
sion of the Colombian government, and we 
will respect that. The United States began 
eradication at the government's request and 
our collaboration has always been based on 
Colombia's willingness to deploy this useful 
tool. Given the recent suspension, we intend 
to redouble our efforts to use other tools 
such as enhanced manual eradication; inter- 
diction (both land and maritime); and im- 
proved methods to investigate, dismantle, 
and prosecute criminal organizations, in- 
cluding through anti-money laundering pro- 
grams. We will also continue our longer-term 
capacity building programs, especially those 
related to rule of law institutions, and con- 
tinue to help Colombia increase its govern- 
mental presence in the countryside as we 
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recognize those to be the real keys to perma- 
nent change. 

That was the right response. Presi- 
dent Santos has staked his legacy on 
negotiations to end the armed conflict 
in Colombia. After five decades of war 
that have uprooted millions of people 
and destroyed the lives of countless 
others, a peace agreement would fi- 
nally make it possible to address the 
lawlessness, injustice, and poverty that 
are at the root of the conflict. The 
United States should support him. 


— A 


TRIBUTE TO POLICE CHIEF 
MICHAEL SCHIRLING 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it is with 
great appreciation and a touch of sad- 
ness that I note the pending retirement 
of Michael Schirling, who has served as 
police chief of the city of Burlington, 
VT, with great distinction for the last 
7 years. 

His youthful appearance belies the 
fact that Chief Schirling has been with 
the department for more than 25 years, 
first serving as an auxiliary officer 
while still attending the University of 
Vermont. 

Chief Schirling has held many titles 
over those years: patrol officer, detec- 
tive, investigator, director, com- 
mander, deputy chief, and finally chief. 
In other words, this Burlington native 
rose through the ranks. And through- 
out this impressive career, Chief 
Schirling has always sought a better 
way to do the job. 

Earlier in his career, he co-founded 
the Vermont Internet Crimes Against 
Children Task Force, which recognized 
the potential for abuse as the Internet 
came of age. The task force has been 
critical to the investigation and pros- 
ecution of high-technology crimes that 
target those who are most vulnerable. 

After he took reins of the depart- 
ment, Chief Schirling grew concerned 
that officers were spending too much 
time on paperwork and data entry, 
taking precious time away from polic- 
ing. In response he designed his own 
dispatch and records management soft- 
ware system. The Valcour system— 
named after an island with historical 
significance on Lake Champlain—was 
launched in 2011. Not only has it proven 
more efficient, it has resulted in enor- 
mous cost savings for his department 
and others throughout Vermont that 
have since adopted it. 

But perhaps most important, Chief 
Schirling has been a leader in under- 
standing the importance of community 
policing. He stepped up foot patrols 
around the neighborhoods, stressing 
the importance of public engagement. 
He hosted community outreach events, 
including barbeques and monthly cof- 
fee sessions. He developed data-driven 
policing efforts to track the hot spots 
for crime. He implemented a street 
outreach program in coordination with 
the local mental health agency. The 
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list goes on, but it is fair to say that 
the work of Chief Schirling will leave 
its mark on our State’s largest city for 
many years to come. Chief Schirling 
recognized the value of 21st century po- 
licing long before we heard the term. 
For these reasons, I have often called 
on Chief Schirling to share his experi- 
ence and ideas in testimony before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. His guid- 
ance on issues of critical importance, 
including his support for the Bullet- 
proof Vest Partnership Program, has 
been invaluable over these years. 


Chief Schirling and the Burlington 
Police Department recently marked 
the 150th anniversary of the depart- 
ment, and I was grateful to be a part of 
that celebration. As he prepares for re- 
tirement, I have no doubt there is an- 
other chapter for Chief Schirling still 
to be written. I will eagerly await his 
next move. 


LGBT VETERANS MONUMENT AT 
LINCOLN NATIONAL CEMETERY 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this Me- 
morial Day weekend, as our country 
remembers and honors those who have 
served America, a national cemetery in 
Elwood, IL, will make a distinguished 
mark on our Nation’s history. Lincoln 
National Cemetery will become home 
to the Nation’s first monument hon- 
oring fallen Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, 
and Transgender, LGBT, veterans. 


A recognition of our fallen LGBT 
service members is long overdue. This 
monument serves as a testament to 
those members of our military who 
have shown devotion to their country 
in the eyes of discrimination. It is in 
their memory that we move toward a 
more just and equal future. 


The monument comes nearly 4 years 
after the repeal of Don’t Ask Don’t 
Tell. With repeal, our country took a 
step to move past the prejudices of the 
past and toward a day when all Ameri- 
cans can serve the country with hon- 
esty and pride. This monument recog- 
nizes that service with a fitting dedica- 
tion that reads: 


Gay, lesbian, bisexual and transgender peo- 
ple have served honorably and admirably in 
America’s Armed Forces. In their memory 
and appreciation of their selfless service and 
sacrifice this monument was dedicated. 


This monument serves as a reminder 
to all of us that it is our job to envi- 
sion and create a more just and equal 
nation where there are no prerequisites 
to serve your country. All of our 
servicemembers join the military to 
serve America and make the world a 
better place. We must honor that serv- 
ice by making sure we continue to up- 
hold those values of equality and jus- 
tice at home that they have fought for 
abroad. 


May 20, 2015 


COMMEMORATING NORTH CARO- 
LINA’S VETERANS AND 
SERVICEMEMBERS 


Mr. BURR. Mr. President, this Me- 
morial Day weekend is the 56th anni- 
versary of Charlotte Motor Speedway’s 
annual tribute that brings together 
more than 110,000 guests to celebrate 
our military patriots and reflect on 
their service and sacrifice. This event 
has remained one of the largest mili- 
tary recognition initiatives on Memo- 
rial Day weekend for more than five 
decades, honoring members of our 
armed services, veterans, Medal of 
Honor recipients, and remembering our 
fallen. This year’s celebration con- 
tinues their longstanding tribute by 
showcasing military aircraft in a patri- 
otic flyover, infantry and artillery ex- 
hibits, ground demonstrations of our 
Nation’s military strength, and a 21- 
gun salute to our fallen. 

Our servicemembers courageously 
stand between America and those who 
would do us harm, volunteering to 
make the ultimate sacrifice to preserve 
freedom. I commend all of those in the 
racing community for their continued 
support and annual tribute to our men 
and women in uniform. 


— 


RECOGNIZING HOMEFRONT 
HEROES 


Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, May 
is recognized as National Military Ap- 
preciation Month. In addition to a time 
when we honor the men and women 
who wear our Nation's uniform, we 
must also remember our military fami- 
lies who make tremendous sacrifices. 

These husbands and wives support 
our troops at home, during training 
missions and deployments. Military 
spouses are essential to the wellbeing 
of our service members and the 
strength of our national defense. We 
honor them with a special day hon- 
oring their role—National Military 
Spouse Appreciation Day. 

Arkansas is home to thousands of 
military personnel. Their spouses are 
the homefront heroes who serve our 
country out of uniform. I asked Arkan- 
sans to share the roles their spouses 
play in their military career. I want to 
highlight some of the ways Arkansas 
National Guard spouses support their 
partners’ call to service. 

MSG Tracy Onassis Hayes and her 
husband, Cedric, have been married 
just over 1 year. Master Sergeant 
Hayes says her husband had no idea 
what he was getting into when he mar- 
ried a soldier. He has had to deal with 
the early mornings, late nights, and 
long weeks of her being away from 
home all while taking care of their 15- 
year-old son Ke’cy and making certain 
he gets to school, practice and all his 
other events while Master Sergeant 
Hayes travels out-of-State for training. 
He also makes sure the family pets are 
well cared for all while maintaining a 
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traveling choir of over 30 children. 
Master Sergeant Hayes shared with 
me: 

He makes it look easy. My husband’s sup- 
port of the past year has made serving a 
whole lot less stressful. I am very thankful 
for his love and support. He is my hero. 
Thank you Cedric for your commitment. 

Naomi Howard is familiar with mili- 
tary life as the daughter of CW4 Arthur 
Troy. The military also paved the way 
for her love connection to her husband 
SFC James Howard. The couple met 
after James attended the Employer 
Support of the Guard and Reserve, 
ESGR, briefing given by Naomi upon 
his return from deployment to Egypt. 
The couple spent the first 14 months of 
their marriage apart while James was 
deployed with the HHC 39th IBCT to 
Iraq. 

In 2004, the couple settled into a rou- 
tine life in Cabot, AR, with James serv- 
ing on Active Guard/Reserve duty, and 
Naomi working as a civilian at the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau Professional Edu- 
cation Center. In 2007, James deployed 
to Iraq again and was away from home 
for more than 1 year. James told me: 

During this time Naomi did an amazing job 
raising four young children on her own. 
Since then, Naomi has continued working at 
the National Guard Bureau’s Professional 
Education Center and supporting me in my 
continued military service. Being in the 
military requires long hours and time away 
from home, yet my wife has continued to 
support me, more than I could have ever 
imagined. 

Not only is she a strong support for 
her husband and children, but she is 
doing this all while working and at- 
tending college as a full-time student. 
She was named to the Central Baptist 
College President’s List for Fall 2014 
for maintaining a 4.0 GPA. “She 
juggles more than I could ever imagine 
and she excels at doing so,” James 
said. 

Wanda Thomen has been married for 
28 years to Deputy Commander CPT 
Rex Thomen of the 61st CST/WMD and 
is a mother of two children, Myranda 
and Phelan. Wanda served as an active 
duty airman and was honorably dis- 
charged in March 1998. Her prior serv- 
ice experience helps her to understand 
both sides, as a servicemember and as a 
spouse. She previously served as presi- 
dent of the Auxiliary of the National 
Guard Association of Arkansas whose 
motto is ‘‘The Other Half.” She also 
worked as the 39th Infantry Brigade 
Combat Team Family Readiness Sup- 
port assistant. She has been supportive 
during deployments, injuries, illness, 
and everyday activities as her husband 
continues his military career and 
Wanda continues to give back to the 
troops and their families. 

Thank you to Cedric, Naomi, Wanda, 
and all of our military spouses for your 
support at home while your loved one 
is away defending our Nation. We 
thank you for your dedication and 
commitment to our Armed Forces, 
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your family and extended military 
family. 


HONORING WEST VIRGINIA 
VETERANS 


Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I wish 
to welcome some of West Virginia’s 
most outstanding citizens to Wash- 
ington. This week, as part of the fifth 
annual Always Free Honor Flight Pro- 
gram, we will recognize veterans from 
my home State for their dedicated 
commitment to our country. In light of 
West Virginia’s proud tradition of mili- 
tary service, it gives me great pleasure 
to honor these brave men and women 
who answered the call of duty during 
America’s hour of need. 

Since its inception, the Always Free 
Honor Flight Program has taken up 
the important task of thanking those 
to which we owe our deepest gratitude. 
As the daughter of a World War II vet- 
eran, this is something very near and 
dear to my heart. This year, we are 
joined by 29 Vietnam, Korea and World 
War II veterans from all across south- 
ern West Virginia. 

These brave patriots sacrificed the 
comforts of home to defend the cause 
of freedom in a foreign land. The perse- 
verance of our soldiers during these 
conflicts cannot be overstated. These 
individuals embody the extraordinary 
sacrifice exhibited by our service men 
and women throughout the greatest 
conflicts of the 20th century. 

One veteran on this year’s trip, SGT 
John M. Watson, Jr., who served with 
the renowned Tuskegee Airmen, will be 
honored with the Congressional Gold 
Medal for his service during World War 
II. 

In addition to Sergeant Watson, West 
Virginia veterans participating in this 
year’s Always Free Honor Flight Pro- 
gram include Joseph F. Graham, Blue- 
field, WWII; Staff Sergeant Robert Gra- 
ham, Hinton, WWII and Korean war; 
First Sergeant Melvin L. Grubb, Blue- 
field, WWII and Korean war; Staff Ser- 
geant Robert G. Kushner, Charleston, 
Korean war; Airman First Class Her- 
bert R. Dickerson, Beckley, Korean 
war; Corporal Billy G. Cooper, Milton, 
Korean war; Corporal James W. Ben- 
nett, Charleston, Korean war; Richard 
L. Graham, Beckley Korean war; Petty 
Officer Second Class William B. Sow- 
ers, Princeton, Korean war; Petty Offi- 
cer Third Class Charles E. Turley, 
Scott Depot, Korean war; Colonel Jack 
E. Fincham, Brenton, Vietnam war; 
Sergeant Philip Templeton, Milton, 
Vietnam war; Petty Officer Second 
Class John W. Fleming, Princeton, 
Vietnam war; Master Sergeant Edward 
F. Simmons, Bluefield, Vietnam war; 
Airman Second Class Nancy J. Sim- 
mons, Bluefield, Vietnam war; Ser- 
geant Fred R. Smith, Hurricane, Viet- 
nam war; Sergeant Marshall G. Mann, 
Princeton, Vietnam war; Sergeant 
James R. Bond, Midway, Vietnam war; 
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Senior Airman Allan D. Harbour, 
Princeton, Vietnam war; Sergeant 
First Class Andrew J. Thompson, Blue- 
field, Vietnam war; Captain Charles H. 
Mann, Athens, Vietnam war; Seaman 
Thomas E. Caruso, Lashmeet, Vietnam 
war; Sergeant Gordon L. Caldwell, Jr., 
Bluefield, Vietnam war; Lance Cor- 
poral Ricky D. Williams, Beckley, 
Vietnam war; Senior Airman Mary 
Byrd, Nitro, Vietnam war; Corporal 
Johnny L. Sanson, Cyclone, Vietnam 
war; Sergeant Dennis C. Hurley, Cy- 
clone, Vietnam war; Corporal William 
Cox, Bluefield, Vietnam war; and Cor- 
poral William L. Harry, Butler, TN, 
Korean war. 

Veterans participating in the Honor 
Flight as “guardians” include Com- 
mand Sergeant Major Kevin L. Harry 
from Milton; Sergeant First Class 
Mark A. Harry from St. Albans, and 
Specialist Selena K. Barker of Milton. 
These men and women are voluntarily 
dedicating their time to helping ensure 
that our veterans receive the thank- 
you they deserve. 

A great debt of gratitude is also owed 
to Dreama Denver, president of the 
Denver Foundation and Little Buddy 
Radio. These nonprofit organizations, 
which were founded by Dreama and her 
husband, Bob Denver, established the 
Always Free Honor Flight Network in 
West Virginia. 

Iam so proud of the service and sense 
of duty that defines the American peo- 
ple. As the beneficiaries of that serv- 
ice, one of the most sacred tasks we 
hold is properly honoring the dedica- 
tion of our veterans. In bringing them 
together with the symbols of their sac- 
rifice, we can express our unyielding 
gratitude while demonstrating our 
lasting commitment to preserving 
their memory. One of the greatest hon- 
ors of serving in the United States Sen- 
ate is representing citizens who have 
given so much to their country. I take 
seriously the duty of ensuring that 
their sacrifice is honored with the 
same steadfast conviction with which 
they defended the rights and freedoms 
of every American. Today, I ask my 
colleagues to join me in welcoming and 
thanking these exceptional West Vir- 
ginia veterans. 


a 
RECOGNIZING KAREN LOVE 


Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize Karen A. Love upon her 
retirement from the Department of De- 
fense, DOD, after over 36 years in civil 
service. 

Karen was born in Greenville, OH and 
later moved to Ansonia, OH. She spent 
most of her formative years in Celina, 
where she attended the Immaculate 
Conception School, Celina Junior High 
School and Celina High School. 

After graduating magna cum laude 
from college, Karen moved to Wash- 
ington, DC to begin her career. She 
first worked for the Senate Banking, 
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Housing, and Urban Affairs Committee 
and then moved to the Senate Armed 
Services Committee. While working for 
the Armed Services Committee, Karen 
had the privilege to work for chairmen 
on both sides of the aisle including 
John Stennis, John Tower, Barry Gold- 
water, and Sam Nunn. 

After 8 years as a staffer on Capitol 
Hill, Karen joined the Office of the As- 
sistant Secretary of Defense for Legis- 
lative Affairs, OASD LA. She subse- 
quently served as the personal and con- 
fidential assistant to six successive 
OASD LAs. As a result of her tenure in 
OASD LA, Karen was one of few DOD 
employees with significant institu- 
tional knowledge of both DOD and Con- 
gress. 

Because of her unique expertise, 
Karen was promoted to the position of 
Deputy for Legislative Operations in 
OASD LA, managing congressional 
committees’ questions and inserts for 
the RECORD, the congressional report- 
ing requirements, and the legislative 
appeals process for DOD. Karen’s last 
position with DOD was as the Deputy 
Director for Operations for the OASD 
LA, where she was instrumental in the 
oversight of the office’s operations in 
support of the DOD’s legislative mis- 
sion and was a critical participant in 
the legislative affairs consolidation ef- 
fort directed by the Deputy Secretary 
of Defense. 

During Karen’s distinguished career 
of over 28 years with DOD, she sup- 
ported eight Assistant Secretaries of 
Defense for Legislative Affairs and 
served under eleven Secretaries of De- 
fense. 

I am honored to recognize and thank 
Karen for her dedicated Federal service 
to the country and wish her the best as 
she begins the next chapter of her life. 


a 


SOUTH BEND, INDIANA 150TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I 
wish to honor the city of South Bend 
on its 150th anniversary and to recog- 
nize the many contributions of South 
Bend’s citizens to the great State of In- 
diana, to our country and the world. 

South Bend’s history stretches back 
to the 1600s, when the St. Joseph Pota- 
watomi settled along the future St. Jo- 
seph River. European settlers estab- 
lished fur trading posts in the early 
19th century. Soon after, Father Ed- 
ward Sorin arrived and founded the 
University of Notre Dame. Less than a 
decade later, in 1851, the first train 
passed through South Bend and devel- 
opment and economic growth soon fol- 
lowed. The town of South Bend became 
the city of South Bend on May 22, 1865, 
when it was granted a city charter. 

The city of South Bend quickly be- 
came a manufacturing leader and con- 
tinues to innovate to this day. In 1852, 
Henry and Clement Studebaker opened 
the H&C Studebaker blacksmith shop. 
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After the Studebakers’ younger broth- 
ers joined them, they became the Stu- 
debaker Brothers Manufacturing Com- 
pany. Studebaker became the world’s 
largest wagon and buggy manufacturer 
and then entered the automotive indus- 
try. The company had some famous 
customers, such as Thomas Edison, 
who purchased the second Studebaker 
electric car in 1902. The Studebaker 
Corporation would go on to bring op- 
portunity and hundreds of jobs to fami- 
lies across northern Indiana. 

As business boomed for the Stude- 
baker Corporation, new businesses 
opened and South Bend grew. In the 
early 1900s, the Bendix Corporation, 
Honeywell, the South Bend Toy Com- 
pany, AlliedSignal, and other well- 
known companies opened their doors. 
Like many communities across the 
country, South Bend changed with the 
times. Companies, like Studebaker, 
were forced to close their doors, but 
the innovative spirit of South Bend 
carried on. Now, South Bend is taking 
its manufacturing roots in a new direc- 
tion, creating a high-tech hub in north- 
ern Indiana. Transforming old factory 
grounds into the high-tech Ignition 
Park, the city has opened its doors to 
data centers and turbomachinery re- 
search. There are many exciting entre- 
preneurial efforts that will continue to 
create jobs and opportunities for South 
Bend residents. 

Today, South Bend is one of the larg- 
est cities in Indiana and has a popu- 
lation of more than 100,000 citizens. 
The city is not only critical to Indi- 
ana’s economy but also a top destina- 
tion for visitors to our State. Top at- 
tractions in the South Bend area in- 
clude Potawatomi Park Zoo, the Stu- 
debaker National Museum, South Bend 
Chocolate Company, and the nearby 
University of Notre Dame. 

A center of world-renowned academic 
excellence, the University of Notre 
Dame grew from a small school for 
boys founded by Father Sorin in 1842 to 
one of the most prestigious universities 
in the country. With excellent aca- 
demic and athletic programs, Notre 
Dame attracts students from around 
the Nation and about 90 different coun- 
tries. Important to our South Bend 
community, the university is the 
area’s largest employer and an active 
member of the community. Our com- 
munity is home to other outstanding 
higher education institutions, includ- 
ing, St. Mary’s College, Holy Cross Col- 
lege and Indiana University at South 
Bend, which draw the best and bright- 
est students from across the State. 

The city of South Bend also has a 
long history of outstanding public serv- 
ants. Vice President Schuyler Colfax 
was a South Bend native, serving as 
Congressman, then Speaker of the 
House during the Civil War, and finally 
as Vice President to Ulysses S. Grant. 
Former Indiana Governor Joe Kernan 
once led the city as mayor and con- 
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tinues to call South Bend home. 
Former Congressman John Brademas, 
a South Bend Central graduate, was an 
active participant in the civil rights 
movement, working hard to both inte- 
grate schools and increase their fund- 
ing across the entire country. 

Today, I also congratulate the cur- 
rent leaders of South Bend: mayor Pete 
Buttigieg, the members of the South 
Bend Common Council, and all of the 
other hardworking city officials for 
their many contributions to making 
this “21st Century City” the thriving 
city it is today. 

The city of South Bend reflects our 
Hoosier values, and its citizens serve as 
an example of how hard work and dedi- 
cation lead to success, opportunity, 
and prosperity. I came to South Bend 
as a student in 1972. I was privileged to 
have met my wife and raised our fam- 
ily here. And today, we continue to call 
the South Bend community our home. 

It is also a great honor to represent 
the city of South Bend in the Senate. 
On behalf of the State of Indiana, I 
congratulate each and every citizen of 
South Bend on the city’s 150th anniver- 
sary and wish you an equally bright 
and prosperous future. 


—— 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


HOPKINTON, NEW HAMPSHIRE 
250TH ANNIVERSARY 


e Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today I 
honor Hopkinton, NH—a town in 
Merrimack County that is celebrating 
the 250th anniversary of its founding. I 
am proud to join citizens across the 
Granite State in recognizing this spe- 
cial milestone. 

Hopkinton, previously known as New 
Hopkinton by the original settlers 
from Hopkinton, MA, was incorporated 
in 1765 by colonial Governor Benning 
Wentworth, and included the three 
communities of Hopkinton, 
Contoocook Village, and West 
Hopkinton. As a centrally located 
town, Hopkinton gained an influential 
reputation. Its farms thrived on fertile 
land fed by local bodies of water and 
businesses continued to prosper as 
State leaders and prominent business 
owners moved to the area to be closer 
to the center of activity. 

As the town’s influence grew, it came 
to be known as one of the most power- 
ful locations in the State. Coinciden- 
tally, the New Hampshire Legislature 
met in Hopkinton four times during 
the years of 1798 to 1807. The civic- 
minded residents of the town later pe- 
titioned for Hopkinton to become the 
State’s capital city, but the neigh- 
boring town of Concord eventually won 
the bid in 1814 and now houses the New 
Hampshire Legislature. 

Hopkinton is home to two historic 
covered bridges, including the Rowell’s 
Bridge that was built in 1835 and the 
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Contoocook Railroad Bridge that spans 
the beautiful Contoocook River and is 
the oldest covered bridge of its kind in 
existence. With 1290 acres of protected 
land, Hopkinton is rich in natural 
beauty with sprawling forests, numer- 
ous hiking and biking trails, as well as 
access to countless outdoor activities 
including canoeing, kayaking and cross 
country skiing. 

The town’s population has grown to 
over 5,500 residents, but their record of 
service is indicative of a much larger 
town. The people of Hopkinton have a 
strong commitment to the spirit of 
community and volunteerism, as evi- 
denced by the hard work and dedica- 
tion of its residents involved with the 
planning and celebration of the 100th 
anniversary of the renowned 
Hopkinton State Fair this coming Sep- 
tember and the town’s _ special 
sestercentennial anniversary. 

Hopkinton and its residents have 
greatly contributed to the life and 
growth of New Hampshire. I ask my 
colleagues to join me today in extend- 
ing congratulations to the people of 
Hopkinton as they celebrate the town’s 
250th anniversary.e 


— 


TRIBUTE TO DIANE 
JUERGENSMEYER 


e Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I wish to 
honor Diane Juergensmeyer of St. Eliz- 
abeth, MO, for her dedication and serv- 
ice to St. Elizabeth High School, her 
community, and the entire State of 
Missouri. From 1980 through 2010, 
Juergensmeyer coached St. Elizabeth 
High School’s women’s softball team to 
489 victories, including 358 fall cham- 
pionship wins, while also teaching 
reading skills, English, speech, and 
drama in the classroom. 

Overall, the St. Elizabeth Lady Hor- 
nets won eight conference titles under 
her leadership, not to mention three 
Class 1 State championship titles in 
1992, 1994, and 2002, and another as an 
assistant in 2011. 

As the daughter of Leonard and 
Marie Schanzmeyer, Juergensmeyer 
grew up in a large family on a farm 
where a fundamental respect for hard 
work and competition were instilled in 
her at a young age. She played on St. 
Elizabeth’s first softball team and has 
remained a key contributor to the 
growth of the sport’s popularity as it is 
seen in Missouri today. 

After graduating from St. Elizabeth 
High School in 1976, she attended Cen- 
tral Missouri University. Shortly after 
graduating from Central Missouri Uni- 
versity, she returned to her local high 
school to coach, teach, and even drive 
the bus. Her dedication to her commu- 
nity has remained constant and has re- 
mained a force in her efforts to make 
the St. Elizabeth Lady Hornets the re- 
spected softball program that it is 


today. 
In addition to her coaching and 
teaching careers, Juergensmeyer 
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served on the Missouri Softball Advi- 
sory Committee for 8 years and the Na- 
tional Federation Softball rules com- 
mittee for 4 years. She was also named 
the 115th District’s Outstanding Mis- 
sourian in 2004. 

Diane Juergensmeyer has played a 
major role in the success of the Lady 
Hornets and the St. Elizabeth commu- 
nity, and her legacy will continue to 
impact future generations through the 
foundations she helped put in place, so 
her induction into the Missouri Sports 
Hall of Fame comes as no surprise. I 
congratulate Coach Juergensmeyer on 
her many successes and wish her the 
best in her future endeavors.e 


EE 
RECOGNIZING ROD DANIELS 


e Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
recognize WBAL-TV 11 anchorman Rod 
Daniels for his career of journalistic 
service to the residents of the Greater 
Baltimore area. Mr. Daniels has been a 
trusted voice on WBAL-TV 11 for more 
than 30 years, and his steady and color- 
ful reporting has remained consistent 
and creative throughout that time. On 
the occasion of his final nightly broad- 
cast, which will occur this Friday, I 
would like to thank Mr. Daniels both 
for his years of service and his dedica- 
tion to bringing viewers the nightly 
news with a regular measure of hope. 

At the time of his retirement, Mr. 
Daniels will have distinguished himself 
as the longest continually serving 
nightly news anchor in the Baltimore 
media market, no small accomplish- 
ment against the backdrop of industry- 
wide newsroom downsizing that has 
characterized the media business dur- 
ing much of his career. Mr. Daniels 
came to Baltimore in 1984 and has been 
there for the city through tragedies 
like the 9/11 attacks and all-too-recent 
riots following the death of Freddie 
Gray. His exclusive coverage when the 
Roman Catholic Church elevated Balti- 
more archbishops to its College of Car- 
dinals rightly garnered national 
awards. So it was no surprise, then, 
that Baltimore turned to Mr. Daniels 
when it was time to host the welcome 
celebration for Pope John Paul II at 
Camden Yards, an enormous com- 
pliment and honor. 

Throughout his career, Mr. Daniels 
has shown an ongoing commitment to 
craft, charity, and community. He has 
spent countless hours speaking to 
school groups, serving on the boards of 
organizations like the National Aquar- 
ium in Baltimore, and hosting events 
to battle deadly diseases like cystic fi- 
brosis and cancer. Mr. Daniels even has 
taken the Polar Bear Plunge into the 
frigid waters of the Chesapeake Bay to 
help a worthy cause, while finding the 
time to film public service announce- 
ments against animal cruelty. 

Mr. Daniels began his career as a 
weekend sports anchor at WIS-TV in 
Columbia, SC. He then moved to 
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WTAE-TV in Pittsburgh as a weekend 
anchor and reporter, and then moved 
to WISN-TV in Milwaukee. Mr. Daniels 
is an alumnus of William Patterson 
University in Wayne, NJ, and received 
the Legacy Award for Distinguished 
Alumni from the William Patterson 
University Foundation in 2011. He also 
has completed enrichment programs 
through the Community Film Work- 
shop Council. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in ex- 
pressing sincere appreciation and con- 
gratulations to Mr. Daniels for his 
many contributions and accomplish- 
ments throughout his distinguished ca- 
reer.e 


— 


CONGRATULATING ESTHER B. 
NEWMAN 


e Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
recognize Esther B. Newman, the 
founder and chief executive officer of 
Leadership Montgomery, a not-for- 
profit community organization dedi- 
cated to public service and manage- 
ment training in Montgomery County, 
MD. Mrs. Newman’s vision of compas- 
sionate outreach, effective and inspira- 
tional leadership, and community im- 
provement have long nurtured the peo- 
ple of Montgomery County, effecting 
positive change for nearly 40 years. 

Ms. Newman was born and raised in 
Washington, DC. She began her sec- 
ondary education while balancing the 
responsibilities of motherhood. She 
graduated from Montgomery College, 
one of Maryland’s premier community 
colleges, with an associate’s degree in 
mental health in 1975. She later earned 
a B.A. in human service administration 
from Antioch University and an M.S. 
in applied behavioral science from 
Johns Hopkins University. 

The foundations of Ms. Newman's 
legacy of public service were estab- 
lished shortly after her graduation 
from Montgomery College when she es- 
tablished the Family Life Center of 
Montgomery County in 1976, where she 
served as director until 1979. She then 
transitioned into work at Olney, MD’s 
Montgomery General Hospital as a 
public relations consultant, simulta- 
neously contributing to the local Cou- 
rier-Gazette newspapers as a commu- 
nity correspondent and serving as an 
officer on the Upper Montgomery Com- 
munity Mental Health Center Citizens 
Advisory Committee. 

Throughout the 1980s, Ms. Newman 
continued to serve in an extensive ca- 
pacity across Montgomery County, en- 
compassing a diverse portfolio of 
health care focused outreach, volunteer 
service, and civic leadership positions. 
In 1981, Ms. Newman joined the Olney 
Chamber of Commerce and became a 
board member in 1984. By 1983, she had 
moved into a leadership role as the pro- 
gram director of the YWCA of Mont- 
gomery County and later joined the 


7596 


Montgomery County Chamber of Com- 
merce, where she held the role of exec- 
utive director from 1986 through 1988. 

As the decade drew to a close, Ms. 
Newman drew on her years of public 
service and leadership experience and 
formulated a curriculum of manage- 
ment training retreats, lectures, and 
educational guidelines. She worked 
with the late Larry Pignone of the 
United Way to establish Leadership 
Montgomery in 1989, where she has 
served as director ever since. The core 
program of Leadership Montgomery, 
which incorporates youth, business ex- 
ecutive, senior, and emerging leader 
training modules, is aimed at inspiring 
the next generation of business and 
civic leaders in Montgomery County 
and beyond. Above all, Leadership 
Montgomery strives to establish a 
more inclusive management commu- 
nity, comprised of leaders of diverse 
backgrounds and perspectives. 

In the 26 years since its founding, 
Leadership Montgomery has enriched 
and educated more than 2,000 grad- 
uates. The success of this mission is re- 
flected in the program’s accomplished 
alumni, with local Board of Education 
members, Circuit Court judges, mem- 
bers of both the Maryland Senate and 
House of Delegates, and Montgomery 
County Councilmembers among them. 

Throughout her career in public life, 
Esther Newman has also helped to 
raise more than $5 million in contribu- 
tions for scholarships and programs, in 
addition to nearly $3 million of in-kind 
donations. For her unparalleled com- 
mitment to service, generosity, and 
tireless devotion to the betterment of 
Montgomery County, she has been rec- 
ognized with numerous accolades, in- 
cluding Jewish Women International’s 
Women to Watch Community Leader- 
ship Award in 2011, the Corporate Vol- 
unteer Council President’s Award in 
2009, the Victims’ Rights Foundation’s 
Game Changer Award in 2014, and an 
honorary degree in public service from 
her alma mater Montgomery College in 
2002. 

Ms. Newman will be retiring from her 
position as director of Leadership 
Montgomery in September, after more 
than a quarter-century of education 
and guidance. Her compassionate spir- 
it, inspirational leadership, and unwav- 
ering devotion to civic improvement 
have long inspired the greater Mont- 
gomery County community. Many of 
the people Ms. Newman have touched 
have taken the lessons that they have 
learned at Leadership Montgomery 
into business and government. Though 
she will soon step down as a director, I 
have no doubt that Ms. Newman will 
continue to be involved in the commu- 
nity and will continue to inspire others 
to enter leadership roles. I ask my col- 
leagues to join me is wishing her all 
the best for a restful and fulfilling re- 
tirement.e 
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TRIBUTE TO DAVID G. BAKERIAN 


e Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, it is 
with great pleasure that I rise on be- 
half of the Delaware delegation to 
honor the service of David G. Bakerian 
upon his retirement as president, CEO 
and treasurer of the Delaware Bankers 
Association. David has dedicated the 
past 22 years of his life to helping lead 
the banking industry and keeping it 
alive and thriving in Delaware for the 
countless people it employs and serves. 

As president of the Delaware Bankers 
Association, David's priority has been 
to ensure that a significant part of 
America's banking industry—one of 
Delaware's top employers—maintained 
its home in in the First State and con- 
tinues to thrive while serving cus- 
tomers in the First State and around 
the world. Tens of thousands of Dela- 
wareans rely on the good jobs that our 
State’s financial services provide, jobs 
that have enhanced the lives of many. 
Dave is known for being honest, and 
even if someone didn’t always like the 
answer, they respected him for doing 
the right thing, not what was easy or 
expedient. He also is admired for his 
positive, can-do attitude regardless of 
the magnitude of the challenges he and 
the members of the Delaware Bankers 
Association have faced over the years. 

Over more than two decades, David 
has worked with three Governors and 
testified before and advised 11 separate 
Delaware General Assemblies on a vari- 
ety of banking legislative matters, in- 
cluding credit cards, trust administra- 
tion, interstate banking and branching, 
foreclosure mediation, and consumer 
protection. In 2001, David led the Dela- 
ware Bankers Association in a coopera- 
tive venture with the University of 
Delaware’s Center for Economic Edu- 
cation and Entrepreneurship, the Fed- 
eral Reserve Bank of Philadelphia, and 
the Consumer Credit Counseling Serv- 
ices of Delaware and Maryland to form 
Keys to Financial Success, a high 
school credit course focusing on finan- 
cial literacy. The program is still of- 
fered today in 28 high schools in Dela- 
ware with more than 4,200 students par- 
ticipating. In 2004, David was elected to 
a 1-year chairmanship of the State As- 
sociation Division of the American 
Bankers Association. In this role, he 
became the national spokesperson for 
the 50 State bankers associations and 
held a seat on the American Bankers 
Association board of directors. He is 
the only Delawarean ever to serve in 
this national leadership role. His serv- 
ice in that role is a source of pride to 
our State. 

While David is passionate about 
banking, he actually began his career 
in education and studied to become a 
college professor. He possesses a re- 
markable ability to write clearly and 
communicate effectively. Those skills 
have helped him go on to such a suc- 
cessful career in banking, in part be- 
cause of his ability to explain highly 
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complex issues to almost anyone and 
everyone. His passion for education can 
be seen in his own academic achieve- 
ments. After receiving his bachelor’s 
degree from Siena College in New 
York, he went on to receive a master’s 
degree from the University of West 
Florida and a postgraduate certificate 
in higher education administration 
from the University of Pennsylvania. 
Prior to his appointment at the Dela- 
ware Bankers Association, he served as 
executive director of the Delaware 
Chapter of the American Institute of 
Banking. He began his tenure at Dela- 
ware AIB in 1985 and oversaw the edu- 
cational unit. 

Through his tireless efforts, David 
Bakerian has made a positive dif- 
ference in not only the banking com- 
munity but the education community 
and the community writ large. I am de- 
lighted to salute David and thank him 
for his many years of service to Dela- 
ware and to congratulate him on a 
truly remarkable and distinguished ca- 
reer. I know he looks forward to spend- 
ing more time with his grandchildren 
in his garden and refining his culinary 
skills in the kitchen. In closing, on be- 
half of the people of Delaware, as well 
as on behalf of Senator COONS and Con- 
gressman CARNEY, I want to wish David 
and his wife Pam, his son Nick, and his 
daughters Alex and Catherine, along 
with his son-in-law Jeff and his grand- 
children Adam and Madeline, the very 
best in all that lies ahead.e 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO DEBORAH BLONG 


e Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I wish to 
commend Deborah Blong from Mis- 
soula, MT, who was recently recognized 
as the recipient of the American Net- 
work of Community Options and Re- 
sources 2015 Direct Support Profes- 
sional, DSP, of the Year Award for the 
State of Montana. 

This award recognizes Ms. Blong’s 
dedication and hard work every day in 
her efforts to support members of the 
Montana community with intellectual, 
developmental, and other significant 
disabilities. Ms. Blong’s selflessness is 
clear. In addition to taking care of her 
husband who suffers from Parkinson’s 
disease, she manages a home with eight 
residents—four have Prader-Willi syn- 
drome and three others struggle with 
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. 
She works 14-hour days, often 6 to 7 
days a week. 

Deborah Blong makes a difference 
each and every day for those whom she 
cares for. For 20 years, Ms. Blong has 
been a positive influence on those 
around her. For her efforts, Ms. Blong 
has earned the thanks of a grateful 
State.e 


EEE 
CONGRATULATING NOELLE 
VERHELST 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today, I 
wish to congratulate Noelle Verhelst 
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on being selected not only as Nevada’s 
Cherry Blossom Princess for the 2015 
Centennial Cherry Blossom Festival in 
Washington, DC, but also on being se- 
lected as U.S. Cherry Blossom Queen. 
Ms. Verhelst is the first Nevada Cherry 
Blossom Princess to be selected as U.S. 
Cherry Blossom Queen, a well-deserved 
accolade. 

Ms. Verhelst is a shining example of 
someone who truly cherishes the Silver 
State. She was raised in Las Vegas and 
attended the University of Nevada, Las 
Vegas, receiving her bachelor’s degree 
in political science. Prior to moving to 
Washington, DC, she worked in Gov- 
ernor Brian Sandoval’s Office of Eco- 
nomic Development. She currently 
works for Congressman JOE HECK (NV- 
3) as a legislative correspondent. Her 
dedication and service to the great 
State of Nevada are greatly appre- 
ciated. 

Ms. Verhelst was chosen in February 
by the Nevada State Society to rep- 
resent Nevada in the National Con- 
ference of State Societies and the 
Cherry Blossom Princess Program. Ne- 
vada is proud to support one of our own 
as she joins young women from across 
the Nation in community involvement 
and educational, leadership, and cul- 
tural activities throughout the year. In 
April, she was selected as U.S. Cherry 
Blossom Queen at the Official Cherry 
Blossom Grand Ball and Coronation of 
the United States Cherry Blossom 
Queen, a tradition that began in 1948. 
As U.S. Cherry Blossom Queen, Ms. 
Verhelst will have the opportunity to 
represent both the Silver State and the 
United States while she visits the 
Japan Prime Minister, Shinzo Abe, 
during her official United States Cher- 
ry Blossom Queen Goodwill Ambas- 
sador trip in May. 

I am proud to recognize Ms. Verhelst 
on her excellent representation of Ne- 
vada in her role as Nevada Cherry Blos- 
som Princess and U.S. Cherry Blossom 
Queen. She should be proud of her 
achievements. 

I join the citizens of Nevada in con- 
gratulating Ms. Verhelst on her accom- 
plishment and wish her all the best 
during her United States Cherry Blos- 
som Queen Goodwill Ambassador trip 
and in all of her future endeavors.e 


—_— AA 


CONGRATULATING DR. COLLEEN 
CRIPPS 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today, 1 
wish to congratulate Dr. Colleen Cripps 
on her retirement after serving the 
great State of Nevada for 25 years with 
the Nevada Division of Environmental 
Protection, NDEP. It gives me great 
pleasure to recognize her years of hard 
work and commitment to making the 
Silver State the best it can be. 

Dr. Cripps stands as a true example 
of someone who has spent many years 
dedicated to her home State. She was 
born in Ely, NV, and she received her 
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master of arts in public administration 
and her doctor of philosophy in bio- 
chemistry from the University of Ne- 
vada, Reno. Throughout her career 
with NDEP, Dr. Cripps served as chief 
of the Bureau of Air Quality; deputy 
administrator, responsible for the 
agency’s Air, Waste, and Federal Fa- 
cilities Bureau; and acting adminis- 
trator and administrator of NDEP. Her 
positive legacy in the department will 
be felt for years to come. 

Dr. Cripps’ commitment to her cause 
goes beyond her career. She served on 
numerous industry-related boards, 
such as the National Association of 
Clean Air Agencies, NACAA’s, execu- 
tive board from 2003 to 2009, serving as 
president, and the Western States Air 
Resources Council's board, serving on 
the executive committee and as vice 
president. She also represented Nevada 
in the Western Regional Air Partner- 
ship and was one of Nevada's observers 
in the Western Climate Initiative. Her 
years of service to the Silver State are 
invaluable. 

I am grateful for her dedication to 
the people of Nevada. She exemplifies 
the highest standards of leadership and 
service and should be proud of her long 
and meaningful career. Today, I ask all 
of my colleagues to join me in con- 
gratulating Dr. Cripps on her retire- 
ment, and I give my deepest apprecia- 
tion for all that she has done to make 
Nevada a better place. I offer her my 
best wishes for many fulfilling years to 
come.e 


EEE 
TRIBUTE TO JOE LOMBARDO 


e Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, it is an 
honor today to personally recognize 
Mr. Joe Lombardo, who will soon retire 
from Gulfstream Aerospace in Savan- 
nah, GA for his significant contribu- 
tions to the aviation industry. His fore- 
thought, leadership, and commitment 
to improving the industry are evi- 
denced in his 40 years of hard work. 

Beginning in 1975, Mr. Lombardo 
helped pave the way for the future of 
flight. He started at Douglas Aircraft, 
a division of McDonnell Douglas Cor- 
poration, working on the DC-10/MD-11 
Trijet program Mr. Lombardo was later 
responsible for the  MD-88/MD-90 
Twinjet production operation. 

In 1996, after 20 years at Douglas Air- 
craft, Mr. Lombardo joined Gulfstream 
Aerospace in Savannah. There he held 
positions as the vice president of co- 
production and the chief operating offi- 
cer. He also served as president from 
2007 to 2011 and as the executive vice 
president of the Aerospace Group for 
General Dynamics, Gulfstream’s parent 
company. 

During his tenure at Gulfstream, Mr. 
Lombardo was instrumental in the co- 
production of the Gulfstream IV-SP 
and Gulfstream GV and the develop- 
ment of the Gulfstream G650 and the 
Gulfstream G280. 
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Mr. Lombardo’s contributions extend 
to his community where he served on 
the Corporate Angel Network’s board 
of directors and as the chairman of the 
Board of Governors of Ocean Exchange. 
He is the recipient of the National 
Management Association’s Silver 
Knight Award and was awarded the 
Cliff Henderson Trophy by the National 
Aeronautic Association in 2012 for his 
aviation leadership. 

It is my pleasure to join Mr. 
Lombardo’s colleagues, family, and 
friends in celebrating his dedicated ca- 
reer and his many contributions to the 
aerospace industry and community.e 


REMEMBERING BOBBY ANDREW 


e Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
wish to recognize a man who was well 
known across my State, and in many 
circles across our Nation. Bobby An- 
drew, an Alaska Native Yupik leader, 
passed away on May 12 at the age of 73 
near Aleknagik in southwest Alaska. 

Aleknagik is 16 miles northwest of 
its hub community of Dillingham, a 
small town of about 2,500 residents, 
which sits at the confluence of the 
Nushagak River, an inlet of Alaska’s 
Bristol Bay. 

Bobby was seen as a leader by many 
Native and non-Native Alaskans. At a 
young age Bobby attended territorial 
and BIA schools in Southwest Alaska 
and then went off to Ohio to earn an 
accounting degree from Dyke Spen- 
cerian Business College, now known as 
Chancellor University in Cleveland. He 
then returned home to bring his edu- 
cation back to Alaska. 

Bobby was a lifelong subsistence hun- 
ter and fisherman who was respected 
by many across the State. He taught 
many of the importance of traditional 
knowledge and passing along impor- 
tant Alaska Native values. 

Bobby was a known advocate for land 
and water protection in Alaska. As a 
writer and public speaker Bobby took 
his advocacy across the State, Nation, 
and overseas. He often visited places 
like Juneau, Washington, DC, and Lon- 
don when asked to speak about Alaska. 
It was said about Bobby that “any- 
where he was needed, he would go... .” 

Bobby was once quoted saying, ‘‘I 
find myself fighting for the future of 
our renewable fish and wildlife re- 
sources. They are the central part of 
my culture,” he said. ‘‘We need to let 
the rest of the world know so we can 
all work together to protect the envi- 
ronment, air, water and lands that 
produce subsistence resources on which 
we depend.” 

Bobby loved Alaska, loved his fam- 
ily—especially his grandchildren—and 
he was an important voice for Alaska. 
He passed naturally at his cabin, a 
place he loved, where he went to rest 
after fishing. He will be missed.e 
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RECOGNIZING COLONEL KEVIN 
KENNEDY 


e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Colonel Kevin Kennedy, com- 
mander of the 28th Bomb Wing, Ells- 
worth Air Force Base, near Rapid City, 
SD. Colonel Kennedy has been the com- 
mander at Ellsworth for the past 2 
years, and has served in his position 
admirably. 

Colonel Kennedy began his career at 
the Air Force Academy in Colorado. He 
is a B-1 pilot who went on to serve at 
Ellsworth on multiple occasions, in- 
cluding as deputy commander of the 
28th Operations Group as recently as 
2010. During his career he also served 
as the vice commander of the 379th Air 
Expeditionary Wing in South West 
Asia and as the director of the Air 
Force Strategic Study Group at the 
Pentagon here in DC. 

When he came back to Ellsworth 2 
years ago as base commander, my of- 
fice was working with the Air Force on 
a 9-year project to expand the Powder 
River Training Complex, which is the 
primary training airspace for the B-1 
bombers based at Ellsworth, as well as 
the B-52 bombers based in Minot Air 
Force Base, ND. When Colonel Kennedy 
arrived at Ellsworth as base com- 
mander, he made the completion of the 
Powder River Training Complex one of 
his top priorities, and he assured me 
that this airspace expansion would be 
completed under his watch. This was 
not a pledge he took lightly. Be it em- 
phasizing the need for this airspace 
within the Air Force hierarchy or driv- 
ing out to Montana to meet with Na- 
tive American tribal leaders, Colonel 
Kennedy was willing to go the extra 
mile to bring this airspace home. 

As a result of his efforts, in January 
of this year the Air Force signed the 
Record of Decision for the Powder 
River Training Complex expansion, 
which was approved by the FAA a few 
months later. Once this airspace is 
charted and operational, Ellsworth Air 
Force Base will save up to $23 million 
a year by being able to train closer to 
home. In addition, other aircraft from 
around the Nation can come to South 
Dakota to utilize this training space, 
improving overall readiness. The ex- 
panded Powder River Training Complex 
is a national treasure. 

I want to thank Colonel Kennedy for 
his commitment to this project and for 
his service to our Nation. He really is 
a shining example of the dedication 
and leadership that makes America’s 
Air Force the greatest in the world.e 


— 


RECOGNIZING INNOGENOMICS 
TECHNOLOGIES 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, small 
businesses often have the unique abil- 
ity to pinpoint serious problems in 
their communities while working with 
local agencies and other small busi- 
nesses to get things done. Sometimes 
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these small businesses provide ground- 
breaking, innovative technological so- 
lutions to problems that have gone un- 
solved for decades. As we close out Na- 
tional Small Business Week, I am 
proud to recognize InnoGenomics Tech- 
nologies of New Orleans, LA. as a 
Small Business of the Day for National 
Small Business Week. 

In the wake of Hurricane Katrina's 
devastation, Dr. Sudhir Sinha, presi- 
dent and CEO of InnoGenomics Tech- 
nologies, had the idea to develop a new 
DNA marker system to aid in identi- 
fying victims of natural disasters. De- 
veloped with the support of National 
Science Foundation Small Business In- 
novation Research, SBIR, grants, 
InnoGenomics Technologies’ patented 
technology gives forensic scientists the 
ability to test the most challenging 
DNA submissions to solve crimes and 
save lives. Additionally, the 
InnoGenomics Technologies team is 
currently developing a new method to 
detect and monitor cancer—a liquid bi- 
opsy that can be conducted through a 
minimally invasive blood test. Com- 
bined, these two groundbreaking en- 
deavors are advancing and revolution- 
izing healthcare and forensic investiga- 
tions. 

Congratulations again to 
InnoGenomics Technologies for being 
selected as a Small Business of the Day 
for National Small Business Week. 
Thank you for your continued commit- 
ment to innovating DNA technologies 
to solve crimes and save lives right in 
the heart of Louisiana.e 


ES 


RECOGNIZING HARING CATFISH 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, small 
businesses often set a high standard for 
quality and service across the United 
States. Commitment to reaching these 
high thresholds is most important in 
our agriculture and food industries. 
One small business that has contin- 
ually held itself to the highest bar for 
quality and service is Haring Catfish, 
located in Wisner, LA—the Small Busi- 
ness of the Day for National Small 
Business Week. 

Louisiana is known for its fresh, 
high-quality, and delicious seafood. 
Opened in the early 1960s by Walter 
Carl “Pete” Haring, Sr., Haring Catfish 
has since grown to processing over 
300,000 pounds of catfish per week. 
Haring Catfish’s commitment to the 
highest quality catfish through 
healthy, high protein diets has ele- 
vated them to be one of the most-rec- 
ognized catfish farms in the United 
States. Haring Catfish has received nu- 
merous distinguished awards, including 
the Louisiana Catfish Farmer of the 
Year Award, Catfish Farmers of Amer- 
ica Award of Excellence, and the Small 
Business Person of the Year Award by 
the U.S. Small Business Administra- 
tion. 

Congratulations again to Haring Cat- 
fish for being selected as a Small Busi- 
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ness of the Day for National Small 
Business Week. Thank you for your 
continued commitment to providing 
the high-quality and delicious catfish 
in Louisiana.e 


EE 


RECOGNIZING RAISING CANE’S 
CHICKEN FINGERS 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, just as 
important as it is to recognize our 
small businesses, it is often important 
to also recognize our small business 
success stories—especially those that 
make a substantial impact in their in- 
dustries and in their communities. As a 
part of National Small Business Week, 
I am proud to recognize the Louisiana 
small business success story of Raising 
Cane’s Chicken Fingers. 

In the early 1990s, Todd Graves was 
inspired to open a chicken finger res- 
taurant. After the bank turned down 
the fresh-out-of-college graduate for a 
loan, Graves spent the next few years 
working various jobs to earn and save 
the money necessary to open Raising 
Cane’s in Baton Rouge, LA. in 1996. In 
the years since, Raising Cane’s Chicken 
Fingers has opened over 150 locations 
across the United States and has 
gained a fandom following. Raising 
Cane’s Chicken Fingers prides itself on 
their commitment to the absolute 
highest quality products and services— 
a model that has earned them numer- 
ous “Best Places to Work” awards 
from regions across the country. Never 
forgetting its small business roots, 
Raising Cane’s Chicken Fingers stays 
true to Louisiana and regularly gives 
back to the communities their estab- 
lishments serve. Todd Graves and the 
entire Raising Cane’s Chicken Fingers 
crew are an inspiring example of the 
hard work, courage, and dedication 
that go into running American small 
businesses. 

Congratulations again to Raising 
Cane’s Chicken Fingers for being rec- 
ognized as a small business success 
story during the 2015 National Small 
Business Week. Your commitment to 
giving back to your local communities 
and remembering your small business 
beginning is recognized and greatly ap- 
preciated.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO COLONEL WILLIAM P. 
DAVIS 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, today I 
honor the career of one of Louisiana’s 
heroes and most accomplished resi- 
dents, retired Marine Corps Col. Wil- 
liam P. Davis. Colonel Davis was born 
at Camp Pendleton, CA, the son of a 
career marine, and spent his youth fol- 
lowing his father’s military postings. 
He is a combat veteran of Operation 
Desert Storm, and subsequently as- 
signed as the supply, fiscal, and con- 
tracting officer for Landing Force 
Training Command Atlantic. In 1997, 
he was assigned to his first tour at the 
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Marines Forces Reserve in New Orle- 
ans, LA. During that period, he was a 
parent volunteer for the Young Ma- 
rines chapter in Slidell, LA, where he 
organized training events and tours to 
units and bases. In addition, he pro- 
vided classes for the annual regimental 
encampment as well as at recruit 
training events. 

Colonel Davis was operations officer 
for Joint Task Force Civil Support, a 
military organization under the U.S. 
Northern Command at Fort Monroe, 
VA, where he led a team of technical 
experts in planning post-incident re- 
covery from chemical, biological, radi- 
ological or nuclear incidents. He sup- 
ported planning for the 2006 Winter 
Olympics, 2006 Southeast Asian Games, 
and other exercises across the world. 
During Hurricane Katrina’s aftermath 
in 2005, he worked with Federal, mili- 
tary, State, and local authorities in 
support of response operations. 

Colonel Davis returned to New Orle- 
ans in 2006, becoming assistant chief of 
Staff at Marine Forces Reserve. He led 
a staff of 80 people charged with over- 
seeing construction, maintenance, and 
repairs of 187 reserve sites nationwide, 
including the construction of the 29- 
acre Marine Corps Support Facility in 
New Orleans. From 2011 until recently, 
Colonel Davis was the inaugural com- 
mandant of the New Orleans Military 
and Maritime Academy, a charter high 
school where all students are cadets of 
the Marine Corps Junior Reserve Offi- 
cers Training Corps Program and are 
focused on college preparation with an 
emphasis on science, technology, engi- 
neering, and math. In his job as com- 
mandant, Colonel Davis has helped 
positively shape the lives of several 
hundred cadets from the region. After 4 
years of operation, the academy has 
test results and student performance 
improvement ranked well above aver- 
ages by more established schools. Be- 
ginning in 2016, Colonel Davis will 
leave Louisiana to become the next na- 
tional executive director and CEO of 
the Young Marines. 

Colonel Davis is an accomplished ex- 
ecutive whose commitment to young 
people has always been fundamental 
during his career. He is highly regarded 
for strategic thinking, sound financial 
management, marketing expertise, and 
exceptional project management skills. 
He is a distinguished leader who will 
bring military expertise and business 
experience to the Young Marines. 

I am pleased to join with the Senate 
in honoring the career of retired Col. 
William P. Davis. We thank him for his 
service to our country and congratu- 
late him as he begins the next chapter 
of his career.e 


ee —— 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 9:49 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
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announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, without amendment: 


S. 178. An act to provide justice for the vic- 
tims of trafficking. 


The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bills, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 


H.R. 2250. An act making appropriations 
for the Legislative Branch for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2016, and for other pur- 
poses. 

H.R. 2353. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 

At 11:06 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 


H.R. 874. An act to amend the Department 
of Energy High-End Computing Revitaliza- 
tion Act of 2004 to improve the high-end 
computing research and development pro- 
gram of the Department of Energy, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 1119. An act to improve the efficiency 
of Federal research and development, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 1156. An act to authorize the estab- 
lishment or designation of a working group 
under the National Science and Technology 
Council to identify and coordinate inter- 
national science and technology cooperation 
opportunities. 

H.R. 1158. An act to improve management 
of the National Laboratories, enhance tech- 
nology commercialization, facilitate public- 
private partnerships, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1162. An act to make technical 
changes to provisions authorizing prize com- 
petitions under the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980. 

H.R. 1561. An act to improve the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration's 
weather research through a focused program 
of investment on affordable and attainable 
advances in observational, computing, and 
modeling capabilities to support substantial 
improvement in weather forecasting and pre- 
diction of high impact weather events, to ex- 
pand commercial opportunities for the provi- 
sion of weather data, and for other purposes. 


At 10:22 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has agreed to 
the following concurrent resolution, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 47. Concurrent resolution to 
correct the enrollment of $. 178. 


— 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 874. An act to amend the Department 
of Energy High-End Computing Revitaliza- 
tion Act of 2004 to improve the high-end 
computing research and development pro- 
gram of the Department of Energy, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 


7599 


H. R. 1119. An act to improve the efficiency 
of Federal research and development, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 1156. An act to authorize the estab- 
lishment or designation of a working group 
under the National Science and Technology 
Council to identify and coordinate inter- 
national science and technology cooperation 
opportunities; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

H.R. 1158. An act to improve management 
of the National Laboratories, enhance tech- 
nology commercialization, facilitate public- 
private partnerships, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 

H.R. 1162. An act to make technical 
changes to provisions authorizing prize com- 
petitions under the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

H.R. 1561. An act to improve the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration's 
weather research through a focused program 
of investment on affordable and attainable 
advances in observational, computing, and 
modeling capabilities to support substantial 
improvement in weather forecasting and pre- 
diction of high impact weather events, to ex- 
pand commercial opportunities for the provi- 
sion of weather data, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

H.R. 2250. An act making appropriations 
for the Legislative Branch for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2016, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 


— 


MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 


The following bill was read the first 
time: 

H.R. 2353. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 


—_ A 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. THUNE for the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

*Mario Cordero, of California, to be a Fed- 
eral Maritime Commissioner for the term ex- 
piring June 30, 2019. 

*Daniel R. Elliott III, of Ohio, to be a 
Member of the Surface Transportation Board 
for a term expiring December 31, 2018. 

*Coast Guard nomination of Rear Adm. 
Sandra L. Stosz, to be Vice Admiral. 

*Nomination was reported with rec- 
ommendation that it be confirmed sub- 
ject to the nominee's commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes- 
tify before any duly constituted com- 
mittee of the Senate. 


ee 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr. 
BENNET): 
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S. 1390. A bill to help provide relief to 
State education budgets during a recovering 
economy, to help fulfill the Federal mandate 
to provide higher educational opportunities 
for Native American Indians, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH): 

S. 1891. A bill to increase research, edu- 
cation, and treatment for cerebral cavernous 
malformations; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

S. 1892. A bill to require certain practi- 
tioners authorized to prescribe controlled 
substances to complete continuing edu- 
cation; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mrs. CAP- 
ITO, Mr. COTTON, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. 
FLAKE, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. LEE, and Mr. 
ROBERTS): 

S. 1393. A bill to require the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
include in each regulatory impact analysis 
for a proposed or final rule an analysis that 
does not include any other proposed or 
unimplemented rule; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 1394. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to establish within the 
Environmental Protection Agency a Colum- 
bia River Basin Restoration Program; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 1395. A bill to reinstate certain mining 
claims in the State of Alaska; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW): 

S. 1396. A bill to establish a demonstration 
program requiring the utilization of Value- 
Based Insurance Design in order to dem- 
onstrate that reducing the copayments or 
coinsurance charged to Medicare bene- 
ficiaries for selected high-value prescription 
medications and clinical services can in- 
crease their utilization and ultimately im- 
prove clinical outcomes, enhance beneficiary 
satisfaction, and lower health care expendi- 
tures; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CORNYN: 

S. 1897. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to require that ITIN appli- 
cants submit their application in person at 
taxpayer assistance centers, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, Mr. 
Coons, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Ms. CANT- 
WELL, Mr. GARDNER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, 
and Mr. HEINRICH): 

S. 1898. A bill to extend, improve, and con- 
solidate energy research and development 
programs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. BENNET: 

S. 1899. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend and 
increase expensing limitations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. DURBIN: 

S. 1400. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Act to direct the task force of the Office of 
Veterans Business Development to provide 
access to and manage the distribution of ex- 
cess or surplus property to veteran-owned 
small businesses; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mr. TILLIS (for himself and Mr. 
BURR): 
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S. 1401. A bill to provide for the annual des- 
ignation of cities in the United States as an 
“American World War II City’’; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr. 
GRASSLEY): 

S. 1402. A bill to allow acceleration certifi- 
cates awarded under the Patents for Human- 
ity Program to be transferable; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. 1403. A bill to amend the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act to promote sustainable conservation and 
management for the Gulf of Mexico and 
South Atlantic fisheries and the commu- 
nities that rely on them, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, Mr. ISAKSON, and Mr. COR- 
NYN): 

S. 1404. A bill to free States to spend gas 
taxes on their transportation priorities; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. FRANKEN: 

S. 1405. A bill to require a coordinated re- 
sponse to coal fuel supply emergencies that 
could impact electric power system ade- 
quacy or reliability; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 1406. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to 
pharmacy compounding; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. HELLER (for himself, Mr. 
RiscH, Mr. HEINRICH, and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 1407. A bill to promote the development 
of renewable energy on public land, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. 
ALEXANDER, and Ms. STABENOW): 

S. 1408. A bill to provide for a program of 
research, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application in vehicle tech- 
nologies at the Department of Energy; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 


EE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. ROUNDS (for himself, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. THUNE, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. HOEVEN, 
and Ms. COLLINS): 

S. Con. Res. 17. A concurrent resolution es- 
tablishing a joint select committee to ad- 
dress regulatory reform; to the Committee 
on Rules and Administration. 


— 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 85 
At the request of Mr. KING, the name 
of the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
MANCHIN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 85, a bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to establish a sim- 
plified income-driven repayment plan, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 127 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 


May 20, 2015 


kota (Mr. ROUNDS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 127, a bill to prohibit Fed- 
eral funding for motorcycle check- 
points, and for other purposes. 
S. 149 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
149, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise 
tax on medical devices. 
S. 356 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 
of the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 356, a bill to improve the provi- 
sions relating to the privacy of elec- 
tronic communications. 
S. 389 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 
names of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) and the Senator from 
Washington (Ms. CANTWELL) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 389, a bill to 
amend section 1111(h)(1)(C)(i) of the El- 
ementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to require that annual State 
report cards reflect the same race 
groups as the decennial census of popu- 
lation. 
S. 491 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 491, a bill to lift the trade 
embargo on Cuba. 
S. 524 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Utah 
(Mr. HATCH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 524, a bill to authorize the Attor- 
ney General to award grants to address 
the national epidemics of prescription 
opioid abuse and heroin use. 
S. 682 
At the request of Mr. DONNELLY, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 682, a bill to amend the Truth 
in Lending Act to modify the defini- 
tions of a mortgage originator and a 
high-cost mortgage. 
S. 711 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
711, a bill to amend section 520J of the 
Public Service Health Act to authorize 
grants for mental health first aid 
training programs. 
S. 713 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 713, a bill to prevent international 
violence against women, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 746 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the names of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Sen- 
ator from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 746, a bill to 
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provide for the establishment of a 
Commission to Accelerate the End of 
Breast Cancer. 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 746, supra. 

S. 796 

At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 796, a bill to incentivize State 
support for postsecondary education 
and to promote increased access and af- 
fordability for higher education for 
students, including Dreamer students. 

S. 802 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 802, a bill to authorize the 
Secretary of State and the Adminis- 
trator of the United States Agency for 
International Development to provide 
assistance to support the rights of 
women and girls in developing coun- 
tries, and for other purposes. 

S. 804 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 804, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
specify coverage of continuous glucose 
monitoring devices, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 862 

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
862, a bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to provide more 
effective remedies to victims of dis- 
crimination in the payment of wages 
on the basis of sex, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 950 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 950, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a 
refundable adoption tax credit. 

S. 974 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 974, a bill to amend the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 to prohibit 
employment of children in tobacco-re- 
lated agriculture by deeming such em- 
ployment as oppressive child labor. 

S. 1004 

At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Texas (Mr. COR- 
NYN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1004, a bill to amend title 36, United 
States Code, to encourage the nation- 
wide observance of two minutes of si- 
lence each Veterans Day. 

S. 1020 

At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
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COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
1020, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to ensure the con- 
tinued access of Medicare beneficiaries 
to diagnostic imaging services, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1040 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1040, a bill to direct the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission and the 
National Academy of Sciences to study 
the vehicle handling requirements pro- 
posed by the Commission for rec- 
reational off-highway vehicles and to 
prohibit the adoption of any such re- 
quirements until the completion of the 
study, and for other purposes. 
S. 1085 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1085, a bill to expand eligi- 
bility for the program of comprehen- 
sive assistance for family caregivers of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, to 
expand benefits available to partici- 
pants under such program, to enhance 
special compensation for members of 
the uniformed services who require as- 
sistance in everyday life, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1122 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of $. 1122, a bill to provide that 
chapter 1 of title 9 of the United States 
Code, relating to the enforcement of 
arbitration agreements, shall not apply 
to enrollment agreements made be- 
tween students and certain institutions 
of higher education, and to prohibit 
limitations on the ability of students 
to pursue claims against certain insti- 
tutions of higher education. 
S. 1123 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 
of the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
MENENDEZ) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1123, a bill to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1126 
At the request of Mr. Coons, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) and the Senator from 
Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1126, a bill to modify 
and extend the National Guard State 
Partnership Program. 
S. 1130 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) Was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1130, a bill to amend title 10, 
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United States Code, to improve proce- 
dures for legal justice for members of 
the Armed Forces, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1176 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1176, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to re- 
form the system of public financing for 
Presidential elections, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1214 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1214, a bill to pre- 
vent human health threats posed by 
the consumption of equines raised in 
the United States. 
S. 1239 
At the request of Mr. DONNELLY, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1239, a bill to amend the 
Clean Air Act with respect to the eth- 
anol waiver for the Reid vapor pressure 
limitations under that Act. 
S. 1800 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN), the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI), the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. CRUZ) and the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Ms. CANTWELL) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1300, a bill to amend 
the section 221 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act to provide relief for 
adoptive families from immigrant visa 
fees in certain situations. 
S. 1312 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1312, a bill to modernize Fed- 
eral policies regarding the supply and 
distribution of energy in the United 
States, and for other purposes. 
S. 1334 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1334, a bill to strengthen 
enforcement mechanisms to stop ille- 
gal, unreported, and unregulated fish- 
ing, to amend the Tuna Conventions 
Act of 1950 to implement the Antigua 
Convention, and for other purposes. 
S. 1345 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1345, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve access 
to diabetes self-management training 
by authorizing certified diabetes edu- 
cators to provide diabetes self-manage- 
ment training services, including as 
part of telehealth services, under part 
B of the Medicare program. 
S. 1377 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
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(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1877, a bill to amend title 18, 
United States Code, to clarify and ex- 
pand Federal criminal jurisdiction over 
Federal contractors and employees 
outside the United States, and for 
other purposes. 
S. RES. 143 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 
names of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER), the Senator from Min- 
nesota (Mr. FRANKEN) and the Senator 
from New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 143, a 
resolution supporting efforts to ensure 
that students have access to debt-free 
higher education. 
S. RES. 148 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. 
BOOZMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 148, a resolution condemning 
the Government of Iran’s state-spon- 
sored persecution of its Baha’i minor- 
ity and its continued violation of the 
International Covenants on Human 
Rights. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1227 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon- 
sor of amendment No. 1227 proposed to 
H.R. 1814, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a 
right to an administrative appeal relat- 
ing to adverse determinations of tax- 
exempt status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1299 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS), the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH), the Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY), the 
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL), 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) and the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. REED) were added as 
cosponsors of amendment No. 1299 pro- 
posed to H.R. 1314, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro- 
vide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1369 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ), the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN), the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) and the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1369 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
1314, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for a right 
to an administrative appeal relating to 
adverse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1370 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1370 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1314, a 
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bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide for a right to an 
administrative appeal relating to ad- 
verse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1390 

At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1390 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1314, a 
bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide for a right to an 
administrative appeal relating to ad- 
verse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1411 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN), the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER), the Senator from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. WARNER), the Senator from 
Virginia (Mr. KAINE), the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. BENNET), the Senator 
from Missouri (Mrs. MCCASKILL), the 
Senator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN), the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER), the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. CORKER), the Senator from Nevada 
(Mr. HELLER) and the Senator from In- 
diana (Mr. COATS) were added as co- 
sponsors of amendment No. 1411 pro- 
posed to H.R. 1314, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro- 
vide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations. 


—— > 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 

S. 1395. A bill to reinstate certain 
mining claims in the State of Alaska; 
to the Committee on Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to reintroduce legislation in 
a dramatically different form to rein- 
state two small miner’s claims, which 
have been taken from them because of 
an inequitable federal administrative 
process. 

Under revisions to the Federal Min- 
ing Law of 1872, 30 U.S.C. 28(f) holders 
of unpatented mineral claims must pay 
a claim maintenance fee originally set 
at $100 per claim by a deadline, set by 
regulation, of September 1 each year. 
Since 2004 that fee has risen to $140 per 
claim. But Congress also provided a 
claim maintenance fee waiver for 
“small”? miners, those who hold 10 or 
fewer claims, so that they do not have 
to submit the fee, but that they must 
file to renew their claims and submit 
an affidavit of annual labor, work con- 
ducted on the claim, each year, certi- 
fying that they had performed more 
than $100 of work on the claim in the 
preceding year, 30 U.S.C. 28f(d)(1). The 
waiver provision further states: “If a 
small miner waiver application is de- 
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termined to be defective for any rea- 
son, the claimant shall have a period of 
60 days after receipt of written notifi- 
cation of the defect or defects by the 
Bureau of Land Management to: (A) 
cure such defect or defects or (B) pay 
the .. . claim maintenance fee(s) due 
for such a period.” 


Since past revisions of the law, there 
have been a series of incidents where 
miners have argued that they sub- 
mitted their applications and affidavits 
of annual labor in a timely manner, 
but due to clerical error by U.S. Bu- 
reau of Land Management staff, mail- 
ing delays or for unexplained reasons, 
the applications or documents were not 
recorded as having been received in a 
timely fashion. In that case BLM has 
terminated the claims, deeming them 
null and void. While mining claim 
holders have argued that the law pro- 
vides them time to cure claim defects, 
BLM has argued that the cure only ap- 
plies when applications or fees have 
been received in a timely manner. 
Thus, there is no administrative rem- 
edy for miners who believe that cler- 
ical errors by BLM or mail issues re- 
sulted in loss or the late recording of 
claim extension applications and pa- 
perwork. 


There have been a number of cases 
where Congress has been asked to over- 
ride BLM determinations and reinstate 
mining claims simply because of the 
disputes over whether the claims had 
been filed in a timely manner. Con- 
gress in 2003 reinstated such claims in 
a previous Alaska case. Claims in two 
other incidents were reinstated fol- 
lowing a U.S. District Court case in the 
10th Circuit first in 2009 in the case of 
Miller v. United States and in a second 
Alaska case in 2013. Legislation to cor- 
rect the provision to prevent this prob- 
lem actually was approved by the Sen- 
ate in 2007, but did not ultimately be- 
come law. 


In the past three Congresses I have 
introduced legislation intended to 
short circuit continued litigation and 
pleas for claim reinstatement by clari- 
fying the intent of Congress that min- 
ers do have to be informed that their 
claims are in jeopardy of being voided 
and given 60 days of notice to cure de- 
fects, including giving them time to 
submit their applications and to sub- 
mit affidavits of annual labor, should 
their submittals not be received and 
processed by BLM officials on time. If 
all defects are not cured within 60 
days—the obvious intent of Congress in 
passing the original act—then claims 
should be subject to voidance. But this 
administration has opposed the legisla- 
tion arguing that it would be too ex- 
pensive to notify all small miners who 
fail to file their small miner waiver 
documents on time and giving them 
time to solve the defect prior to the 
loss of their claims. It has even been 
suggested that giving small miners 
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simple due process would just encour- 
age miners to ignore the deadline for 
filing of their fee waivers. 

I clearly find the cost argument 
unpersuasive. Many Federal depart- 
ments and agencies, the Federal Com- 
munication Commission, as one exam- 
ple, routinely sends out notices on per- 
mit and license applications. The FCC 
sends out hundreds of thousands of 
such notices to Americans who have 
small radio licenses expiring yearly, 
warning them that they need to file ap- 
plications for license renewal. The Bu- 
reau of Land Management certainly 
should be able to afford a few hundred 
stamps to perform a similar service. 
Given the value of claims placed at 
risk and the bother, inconvenience and 
fear of loss of claims, it is highly un- 
likely that miners would avoid filing 
their waiver paperwork on time just 
because a notification process was 
clearly in place before claims could be 
terminated. 

But after facing the clear opposition 
of this administration over 6 years to 
resolving this inequity, today I simply 
file legislation to remedy the injustices 
for two of my constituents who have 
lost their rights, in one case to nine 
mineral claims on the Kenai Peninsula, 
near Hope, Alaska, and in the second 
case to a single placer claim in the 
Fortymile District of northeast Alas- 
ka. The transition language proposed 
will reinstate claims for Mr. John 
Trautner, who has lost title to claims 
that he had held from 1982 to 2004. Mr. 
Trautner suffered this loss even though 
he had a consistent record of having 
paid the annual labor assessment fee 
for the previous 22 years. The local 
BLM office did have a _ time-date- 
stamped record that the maintenance 
fee waiver certification form had been 
filed weeks before the deadline, but 
just not a record that the affidavit of 
annual labor had arrived when he 
dropped it at the office in Anchorage at 
the same time. 

In the second case, it will reinstate a 
claim held by Mr. and Mrs. Vernon 
Thurneau, now of Wasilla, who lost 
their claim after mining it continu- 
ously for 38 years in 2009, simply be- 
cause of a holiday season error. In this 
case the Thurneau’s paid their fees on 
time, and turned in their proof of labor 
affidavit to the Fairbanks Recorders 
Office in December before the deadline. 
They received a time and date stamp 
that they produced the information in 
a timely manner. But because of the 
Christmas holidays they simply forgot 
to turn/mail in the form to the BLM 
Anchorage office until after Jan. 1, 
missing the BLM’s required Dec. 31 
deadline. Because of a holiday delay, 
they lost their claims and 38 years of 
work. 

This legislation, supported in the 
past by the Alaska Miners Association, 
will simply reinstate the two sets of 
claims, claims that have been held by 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


the government over the past decade. 
In response to complaints by the De- 
partment of the Interior that past 
versions of my legislation improperly 
would have resulted in the patenting of 
the claims by the granting of a first 
half final certificate in the Trautner 
case, I have modified this bill simply to 
reinstate the claims, but not to take 
steps to confirm patents. By this bill 
Mr. Trautner will have to wait like 
many other miners for Congress to re- 
consider the merits of the moratorium 
on patent issuance first imposed on the 
Mining Law of 1872 by Congress in 1995. 

It is simple justice that Mr. Trautner 
and the Thurneau family receive their 
claims back, since Congress clearly 
thought it was giving miners a guaran- 
teed opportunity to remedy claim de- 
fects when it created the small miner 
waiver provisions in 1993. Return of the 
claims will cost the government noth- 
ing and likely will result in added fed- 
eral revenues, hopefully preventing 
this bill from facing any procedural 
issues. I hope that justice will finally 
prevail in these cases this Congress, 
even though I regret that I see no 
means to fix the larger inequity in the 
interpretation of the small miner waiv- 
er statute for the foreseeable future. 


By Mr. CORNYN: 

S. 1397. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to require that 
ITIN applicants submit their applica- 
tion in person at taxpayer assistance 
centers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1397 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “ITIN Reform 
Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 2. REQUIREMENTS FOR THE ISSUANCE OF 
ITINS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6109 of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add- 
ing at the end the following: 

“(i) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO THE 
ISSUANCE OF ITINS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may issue 
an individual taxpayer identification number 
to an individual only if the requirements of 
paragraphs (2) and (3) are met. 

“*(2) IN-PERSON APPLICATION.—The require- 
ments of this paragraph are met if, with re- 
spect to an application for an individual tax- 
payer identification number— 

“(A) the applicant submits an application 
in person, using Form W-7 (or any successor 
thereof) and including the required docu- 
mentation, at a taxpayer assistance center 
of the Internal Revenue Service, or 

‘“(B) in the case of an applicant who resides 
outside of the United States, the applicant 
submits the application in person to an em- 
ployee of the Internal Revenue Service or a 
designee of the Secretary at a United States 
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diplomatic mission or consular post, to- 
gether with the required documentation. 

‘*(3) INITIAL ON-SITE VERIFICATION OF DOCU- 
MENTATION.—The requirements of this para- 
graph are met if, with respect to each appli- 
cation, an employee of the Internal Revenue 
Service at the taxpayer assistance center, or 
the employee or designee described in para- 
graph (2)(B), as the case may be, conducts an 
initial verification of the documentation 
supporting the application submitted under 
paragraph (2). 

“(4) REQUIRED DOCUMENTATION.—For pur- 
poses of this subsection— 

““(A) required documentation includes such 
documentation as the Secretary may require 
that proves the individual's identity and for- 
eign status, and 

““(B) the Secretary may only accept origi- 
nal documents. 

““(5) EXCEPTIONS.— 

“(A) MILITARY SPOUSES.—Paragraph (1) 
shall not apply to the spouse, or the depend- 
ents, without a social security number of a 
taxpayer who is a member of the Armed 
Forces of the United States. 

“(B) TREATY BENEFITS.—Paragraph (1) 
shall not apply to a nonresident alien apply- 
ing for an individual taxpayer identification 
number for the purpose of claiming tax trea- 
ty benefits. 

(6) TERM.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—An individual taxpayer 
identification number issued after the date 
of the enactment of this subsection shall be 
valid only for the 5-year period which in- 
cludes the taxable year of the individual for 
which such number is issued and the 4 suc- 
ceeding taxable years. 

“(B) RENEWAL OF ITIN.—Such number shall 
be valid for an additional 5-year period only 
if it is renewed through an application which 
satisfies the requirements under paragraphs 
(2) and (3). 

““(C) SPECIAL RULE FOR EXISTING ITINS.—In 
the case of an individual with an individual 
taxpayer identification number issued on or 
before the date of the enactment of this sub- 
section, such number shall not be valid after 
the earlier of— 

““(i) the end of the 3-year period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of this sub- 
section, or 

“(ii) the first taxable year beginning 
after— 

““(I) the date of the enactment of this sub- 
section, and 

“(JI) any taxable year for which the indi- 
vidual (or, if a dependent, on which the indi- 
vidual is included) did not make a return.”. 

(b) INTEREST.—Section 6611 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by redesig- 
nating subsection (h) as subsection (i) and by 
inserting after subsection (g) the following 
new subsection: 

“(h) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO ITINS.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
section, no interest shall be allowed or paid 
to or on behalf of an individual with respect 
to any overpayment until 45 days after an in- 
dividual taxpayer identification number is 
issued to the individual.”. 

(c) AUDIT BY TIGTA.—Not later than two 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and every 2 years thereafter, the Treas- 
ury Inspector General for Tax Administra- 
tion shall conduct an audit of the program of 
the Internal Revenue Service for the 
issuance of individual taxpayer identifica- 
tion numbers pursuant to section 6109(i) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. The re- 
port required by this subsection shall be sub- 
mitted to the Congress. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
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(1) SUBSECTION (a).—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply to requests for 
individual taxpayer identification numbers 
made after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) SUBSECTION (b).—The amendment made 
by subsection (b) shall apply to returns due, 
claims filed, and refunds paid after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 


By Mr. DURBIN: 

S. 1400. A bill to amend the Small 
Business Act to direct the task force of 
the Office of Veterans Business Devel- 
opment to provide access to and man- 
age the distribution of excess or sur- 
plus property to veteran-owned small 
businesses; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1400 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veterans 
Small Business Enhancement Act of 2015”. 
SEC. 2. ACCESS TO EXCESS OR SURPLUS PROP- 

ERTY FOR VETERAN-OWNED SMALL 
BUSINESSES. 

Section 32(c)(3)(B) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 657b(c)(3)(B)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and in- 
serting a semicolon; 

(2) in clause (vi), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

““(vii) providing access to and managing 
the distribution of excess or surplus property 
owned by the United States to small busi- 
ness concerns owned and controlled by vet- 
erans, pursuant to a memorandum of under- 
standing between the task force and the head 
of the applicable state agency (as defined in 
section 549 of title 40, United States Code).”. 


By Mr. TILLIS (for himself and 
Mr. BURR): 

S. 1401. A bill to provide for the an- 
nual designation of cities in the United 
States as an “American World War II 
City”; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to introduce legislation to di- 
rect the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
to designate one city each year as a 
World War II city, beginning with Wil- 
mington, NC, as America’s first World 
War II City. 

The names of the 10,000 Tarheels, who 
paid the ultimate price in World War II 
are memorialized on the bulkhead of 
the battleship USS North Carolina in 
downtown Wilmington. 

During World War II, the USS North 
Carolina, known affectionately 
throughout the Navy as the ‘‘Show- 
boat”, “participated in every major 
naval offensive in the Pacific area of 
operations and earned 15 battle stars. 
She steamed over 300,000 miles. Al- 
though Japanese radio claimed six 
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times that North Carolina had been 
sunk, she survived. 

After serving as a training vessel for 
midshipmen, North Carolina was decom- 
missioned June 27, 1947 and placed in 
the Inactive Reserve Fleet in Bayonne, 
New Jersey, for the next 14 years. In 
1958 the announcement of her impend- 
ing scrapping led to a statewide cam- 
paign by citizens of North Carolina to 
save the ship and bring her back to her 
home state. The Save Our Ship, SOS, 
campaign was successful and the bat- 
tleship arrived in her current berth on 
October 2, 1961. She was dedicated on 
April 29, 1962, as the State's memorial 
to its World War II veterans 

At home, North Carolina’s coast was 
a war zone. On April 13-14, 1942, the 
first U-boat, German U-85, was sunk off 
the North Carolina Coast. Mr. Presi- 
dent, 397 ships were sunk or damaged 
and nearly 5,000 people were killed 
within sight of our shores. For 6 
months at the beginning of America's 
war, 65 German U-boats hunted Allied 
merchant vessels practically unop- 
posed. The greatest concentration of 
these attacks came off North Carolina. 

During World War II, Wilmington 
was the home of the North Carolina 
Shipbuilding Company. The shipyard 
was created as part of the U.S. Govern- 
ment’s Emergency Shipbuilding Pro- 
gram. Workers built 243 ships in Wil- 
mington during the five years the com- 
pany operated. 

The city was the site of three pris- 
oner-of-war, POW, camps from Feb- 
ruary 1944 through April 1946. At their 
peak, the camps held 550 German pris- 
oners. The first camp was located on 
the corner of Shipyard Boulevard and 
Carolina Beach Road; the old Confed- 
erate post Fort Fisher housed German 
prisoners and also served as a training 
site for the Coastal Artillery and anti- 
aircraft units. A smaller contingent of 
prisoners was assigned to a smaller 
site, working in the officers’ mess and 
doing grounds keeping at Bluethenthal 
Army Air Field, which is now 
Wilmington International Airport. 
Bluethenthal Army Air Field was used 
by the United States Army Air Forces’ 
Third Air Force for antisubmarine pa- 
trols and training. 

I want to thank my colleague Sen- 
ator BURR for bringing this idea to es- 
tablish a process to recognize Wil- 
mington and other American cities for 
their efforts during the war years, to 
the Senate. But I also wish to single 
out Wilbur Jones, a Wilmington native 
and military historian who has poured 
so much of his time and soul into en- 
suring that the people of southeastern 
North Carolina never forget the con- 
tributions of our state to victory in the 
Atlantic and the Pacific. 


By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and 

Mr. GRASSLEY): 
S. 1402. A bill to allow acceleration 
certificates awarded under the Patents 
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for Humanity Program to be transfer- 
able; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the 
American intellectual property system 
is rightly held as the global standard 
for promoting innovation and driving 
economic growth. This is particularly 
true of our patent system. The funda- 
mental truth that our Founders recog- 
nized more than 200 years ago, that 
limited exclusive rights for inventors 
incentivize research and development, 
continues to benefit consumers and the 
American economy at large. 

A healthy patent system should do 
more than drive economic develop- 
ment; it should incentivize research 
and discoveries that advance humani- 
tarian needs. I have worked to promote 
policies that encourage intellectual 
property holders to apply their work to 
address global humanitarian chal- 
lenges. Today, I continue that effort by 
joining with Senator GRASSLEY to in- 
troduce the bipartisan Patents for Hu- 
manity Program Improvement Act. 

This bipartisan legislation strength- 
ens a program created by the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office, 
PTO, in 2012. The PTO’s Patents for 
Humanity Program provides rewards to 
selected patent holders who use their 
invention to address a humanitarian 
issue that significantly affects the pub- 
lic health or quality of life of an im- 
poverished population. Those who re- 
ceive the award are given a certificate 
to accelerate certain PTO processes, as 
described in the program rules. 

The innovations that have been rec- 
ognized by this program help under- 
served people throughout the world. 
Award winners have worked to improve 
the treatment and diagnosis of dev- 
astating diseases, improve nutrition 
and the environment, and combat the 
spread of dangerous counterfeit drugs. 
These are innovations that will make a 
real difference in the lives of people 
who are not always the beneficiaries of 
cutting-edge technology. 

Following a Judiciary Committee 
hearing in 2012, I asked then-PTO Di- 
rector Kappos whether the Patents for 
Humanity program would be more ef- 
fective, and more attractive to 
innovators, if the acceleration certifi- 
cates awarded were transferable to a 
third party. He responded that it 
would, and that it would be particu- 
larly beneficial to small businesses 
that win the award. Since that time, 
other small start-ups and global health 
groups have emphasized that making 
the certificates transferable would im- 
prove their usability and increase the 
incentives of the Patents for Humanity 
Award. The Patents for Humanity Pro- 
gram Improvement Act makes this en- 
hancement to the program. It is a 
straightforward, cost-neutral bill that 
will strengthen this award and encour- 
age innovations to be used for humani- 
tarian goods. 
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When Congress can establish policies 
that provide business incentives for hu- 
manitarian endeavors, it should not 
hesitate to act. I urge the Senate to 
work swiftly to pass this legislation. 


i—mar 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU- 
TION 17—ESTABLISHING A JOINT 
SELECT COMMITTEE TO AD- 
DRESS REGULATORY REFORM 


Mr. ROUNDS (for himself, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. THUNE, Mr. INHOFE, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. RISCH, Mr. HOEVEN, and 
Ms. COLLINS) submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration: 

S. CoN. RES. 17 


Whereas there are more than 3,500 rules 
issued every year by more than 50 Federal 
agencies; 

Whereas a rule is defined in section 551 of 
title 5, United States Code, as “the whole or 
part of an agency statement of general or 
particular applicability and future effect de- 
signed to implement, interpret, or prescribe 
law or policy”; 

Whereas subchapter II of chapter 5, and 
chapter 7, of title 5, United States Code 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Administrative 
Procedure Act”) established standards for 
the issuance of rules using formal rule- 
making and informal rulemaking proce- 
dures; 

Whereas informal rulemaking, also known 
as “notice and comment” rulemaking or 
“section 553” rulemaking, is the most com- 
mon type of rulemaking; 

Whereas in rulemaking proceedings, for- 
mal hearings must be held and interested 
parties must be given the chance to com- 
ment on the proposed rule or regulation, and 
once adopted, the rule or regulation is re- 
quired to be published in the Federal Reg- 
ister; 

Whereas, according to a 2005 study com- 
missioned by the Small Business Adminis- 
tration, the cost of all rules in effect was ap- 
proximately $1,100,000,000,000 per year, more 
than the people of the United States paid in 
Federal income taxes in 2009; 

Whereas, according to the 2014 Ten Thou- 
sand Commandments report by the Competi- 
tive Enterprise Institute, the top 6 Federal 
rulemaking agencies (which, in 2013, were 
the Departments of the Treasury, Commerce, 
Interior, Health and Human Services, and 
Transportation and the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency) account for 49.3 percent of 
all Federal rules; 

Whereas, according to the 2014 Ten Thou- 
sand Commandments report by the Competi- 
tive Enterprise Institute, small businesses 
pay more in per-employee regulatory costs, 
and firms with fewer than 20 employees pay 
an average of $10,585 per employee, compared 
to $7,755 for those with 500 or more employ- 
ees; 

Whereas, according to the 2014 Ten Thou- 
sand Commandments report by the Competi- 
tive Enterprise Institute, regulatory costs 
amount to an average of $14,974 per house- 
hold, which is 23 percent of the average 
household income of $65,596 and 29 percent of 
the expenditure budget of $51,442; 

Whereas, according to a 2011 study by the 
Weidenbaum Center at Washington Univer- 
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sity, it is estimated that the budgetary cost 
of administering and enforcing Federal regu- 
lations by Federal agencies for fiscal year 
2012 amounted to more than $57 billion (in 
2005 dollars), which represents a 10.5 percent 
increase in 2 years; 

Whereas chapter 8 of title 5, United States 
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Congres- 
sional Review Act’’) established a mecha- 
nism through which Congress could overturn 
Federal regulations by enacting a joint reso- 
lution of disapproval; 

Whereas the Congressional Review Act re- 
quires that rules that have a $100,000,000 ef- 
fect or more on the economy are submitted 
by agencies to both Houses of Congress and 
the Government Accountability Office and 
have a delayed effective date of not less than 
60 days to pass a resolution of disapproval re- 
jecting the rule, which must be approved by 
the President; and 

Whereas, since the enactment of the Con- 
gressional Review Act in 1996, the procedures 
under the Act have been used 1 time to over- 
turn a rule: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This resolution may be cited as the “Regu- 
lation Sensibility Through Oversight Res- 
toration Resolution of 2015” or the “RE- 
STORE Resolution of 2015”. 

SEC. 2. JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE ON REGU- 
LATORY REFORM. 

There is established a joint select com- 
mittee to be known as the Joint Select Com- 
mittee on Regulatory Reform (hereinafter in 
this concurrent resolution referred to as the 
“Joint Select Committee””). 

SEC. 3. DUTIES OF JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
“agency”? and “rule” have the meanings 
given those terms in section 551 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Joint Select Committee 
shall— 

(1) conduct a systematic review of the 
process by which rules are promulgated by 
agencies; 

(2) hold hearings on the effects of and how 
to reduce regulatory overreach in all sectors 
of the economy; 

(3) conduct a review of the Code of Federal 
Regulations to identify rules and sets of 
rules that should be repealed; and 

(4) submit to the Senate and the House of 
Representatives— 

(A) recommendations for legislation— 

(i) to create a process under which an agen- 
cy, before promulgating a rule, shall— 

(I) seek advice from Congress; 

(II) publish the proposed rule; 

(III) hold a public comment period on the 
proposed rule; 

(IV) seek advice from Congress based on 
the public comments; and 

(V) hold issuance of the rule until Congress 
can review the rule for a period of not more 
than 1 year; and 

(ii) to create a process to appropriately 
sunset as many rules as possible; 

(B) recommendations for ways to reduce 
the financial burden placed on the various 
sectors of the economy in order to comply 
with rules; 

(C) an analysis of the feasibility of the cre- 
ation of a permanent Joint Committee on 
Rules Review in accordance with subsection 
(c); 

(D) an analysis of the feasibility of requir- 
ing each agency to submit each proposed 
rule of the agency to the appropriate com- 
mittees of Congress for review in a similar 
manner as set forth for a permanent Joint 
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Committee on Rules Review under sub- 
section (c); and 

(E) a list of rules and sets of rules that the 
Joint Select Committee recommends should 
be repealed. 

(c) ANALYSIS OF PERMANENT JOINT COM- 
MITTEE ON RULES REVIEW.—The Joint Select 
Committee shall analyze the feasibility of 
the creation of a permanent Joint Com- 
mittee on Rules Review. The Joint Com- 
mittee on Rules Review would— 

(1) review each proposed rule that an agen- 
cy determines is likely to have an annual ef- 
fect on the economy of $50,000,000 or more be- 
fore the agency promulgates the final rule; 

(2) require each agency to submit to the 
Committee— 

(A) the text of each proposed rule of the 
agency described in paragraph (1); and 

(B) an analysis of the economic impact of 
the rule on the economy; 

(3) require each agency to revise a proposed 
rule submitted under paragraph (2) if the 
Committee determines that the proposed 
rule— 

(A) needs to be significantly rewritten to 
accomplish the intent of the agency or ad- 
dress the recommendations or objections of 
the Committee; 

(B) is not a valid exercise of delegated au- 
thority from Congress; 

(C) is not in proper form; 

(D) is inconsistent with the intent of Con- 
gress with respect to the provision of law 
that the proposed rule implements; or 

(E) is not a reasonable implementation of 
the law; 

(4) delay the effective date of a proposed 
rule for a period of not more than 1 year be- 
ginning on the date on which the agency sub- 
mits the proposed rule under paragraph (2); 

(5) allow an agency to promulgate a final 
rule without any delay in the effective date 
of the rule if the agency designates the rule 
as an emergency rule, unless the Committee 
by majority vote determines that the rule is 
not an emergency rule; and 

(6) if applicable, recommend that Congress 
should overturn a final rule promulgated by 
an agency by enacting a joint resolution of 
disapproval. 
SEC. 4. COMPOSITION OF JOINT SELECT COM- 
MITTEE. 

(a) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Joint Select Com- 
mittee shall be composed of 30 members, of 
whom— 

(A) 15 shall be appointed by the majority 
and the minority leaders of the Senate from 
among Members of the Senate in a manner 
that reflects the ratio of the number of Mem- 
bers of the Senate from the majority party 
to the number of Members of the Senate 
from the minority party on the date of en- 
actment of this Act; and 

(B) 15 shall be appointed by the Speaker 
and the minority leader of the House of Rep- 
resentatives among Members of the House of 
Representatives in a manner that reflects 
the ratio of the number of members of the 
House of Representatives from the majority 
party to the number of Members of the 
House of Representatives from the minority 
party on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) DATE.—The appointments of the mem- 
bers of the Joint Select Committee shall be 
made not later than 30 days after the date of 
adoption of this concurrent resolution. 

(b) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the Joint 
Select Committee shall not affect its powers, 
but shall be filled in the same manner as the 
original appointment. 

(c) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 
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(1) CHAIRPERSON.—The members of the 
Joint Select Committee shall elect a Chair- 
person for the Joint Select Committee by 
majority vote from each of— 

(A) the members of the majority party of 
the Senate; and 

(B) the members of the majority party of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) VICE CHAIRPERSON.—The members of the 
Joint Select Committee shall elect a Vice 
Chairperson for the Joint Select Committee 
by majority vote from each of— 

(A) the members of the minority party of 
the Senate; and 

(B) the members of the minority party of 
the House of Representatives. 

(d) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 
the Joint Select Committee each from the 
Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall constitute a quorum for the purpose of 
conducting the business of the Joint Select 
Committee. 

SEC. 5. RULES AND PROCEDURES. 

(a) GOVERNANCE UNDER STANDING RULES OF 
THE SENATE.—Except as otherwise specifi- 
cally provided in this resolution, the inves- 
tigations and hearings conducted by the 
Joint Select Committee shall be governed by 
the Standing Rules of the Senate. 

(b) ADDITIONAL RULES AND PROCEDURES.— 
The Joint Select Committee may adopt such 
additional rules or procedures if the Chair- 
person and Vice Chairperson agree, or if the 
Joint Select Committee by majority vote so 
decides, that such additional rules or proce- 
dures are necessary or advisable to conduct 
the duties of the Joint Select Committee. 
SEC. 6. AUTHORITY OF JOINT SELECT COM- 

MITTEE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Joint Select Com- 
mittee may exercise all of the powers and re- 
sponsibilities of a committee under rule 
XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Senate. 

(b) POWERS.—The Joint Select Committee 
may, for the purpose of carrying out this res- 
olution— 

(1) hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, take such testimony, re- 
ceive such evidence, and administer such 
oaths as the Joint Select Committee con- 
siders advisable; and 

(2) authorize and require, by issuance of 
subpoena or otherwise, the attendance and 
testimony of witnesses and the preservation 
and production of books, records, cor- 
respondence, memoranda, papers, docu- 
ments, tapes, and any other materials in 
whatever form the Joint Select Committee 
considers advisable. 

(c) SUBPOENAS.—Subpoenas authorized by 
the Joint Select Committee— 

(1) may be issued with the joint concur- 
rence of the Chairperson and Vice Chair- 
person; 

(2) shall bear the signature of the Chair- 
person and Vice Chairperson, or the designee 
of the Chairperson or Vice Chairperson; and 

(3) shall be served by any person or class of 
persons designated by the Chairperson and 
Vice Chairperson for that purpose anywhere 
within or without the borders of the United 
States to the full extent provided by law. 

(d) ACCESS TO INFORMATION.—The Joint Se- 
lect Committee shall have, to the fullest ex- 
tent permitted by law, access to any such in- 
formation or materials obtained by any 
other department or agency of the Federal 
Government or by any other governmental 
department, agency, or body investigating 
the matters described in section 3(b). 

(e) COOPERATION OF OTHER COMMITTEES.—In 
carrying out the duties of the Joint Select 
Committee, the Joint Select Committee may 
obtain the input and cooperation of any 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


other standing committee of the Senate or 
the House of Representatives. 
SEC. 7. REPORTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date on which the Joint Select 
Committee terminates, the Joint Select 
Committee shall submit to the Senate and 
the House of Representatives a report, which 
shall contain— 

(1) the results and findings of the reviews 
and hearings carried out by the Joint Select 
Committee pursuant to this resolution; and 

(2) any information required to be sub- 
mitted under section 3(b)(4). 

(b) INTERIM REPORTS.—The Joint Select 
Committee may submit to the Senate and 
the House of Representatives such interim 
reports as the Joint Select Committee con- 
siders appropriate. 

SEC. 8. ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS. 

(a) STAFF.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Joint Select Com- 
mittee may employ in accordance with para- 
graph (2) a staff composed of such clerical, 
investigatory, legal, technical, and other 
personnel as the Joint Select Committee 
considers necessary or appropriate. 

(2) APPOINTMENT OF STAFF.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Joint Select Com- 
mittee shall appoint a staff for the majority, 
a staff for the minority, and a nondesignated 
staff. 

(B) MAJORITY STAFF.—The majority staff 
shall be appointed, and may be removed, by 
the Chairperson and shall work under the 
general supervision and direction of the 
Chairperson. 

(C) MINORITY STAFF.—The minority staff 
shall be appointed, and may be removed, by 
the Vice Chairperson and shall work under 
the general supervision and direction of the 
Vice Chairperson. 

(D) NONDESIGNATED STAFF.—Nondesignated 
staff shall be appointed, and may be re- 
moved, jointly by the Chairperson and Vice 
Chairperson, and shall work under the joint 
general supervision and direction of the 
Chairperson and Vice Chairperson. 

(b) COMPENSATION.— 

(1) MAJORITY STAFF.—The Chairperson 
shall fix the compensation of all personnel of 
the majority staff of the Joint Select Com- 
mittee. 

(2) MINORITY STAFF.—The Vice Chairperson 
shall fix the compensation of all personnel of 
the minority staff of the Joint Select Com- 
mittee. 

(3) NONDESIGNATED STAFF.—The Chair- 
person and Vice Chairperson shall jointly fix 
the compensation of all nondesignated staff 
of the Joint Select Committee. 

(4) PAY AND BENEFITS.—All employees of 
the Joint Select Committee shall be treated 
as employees of the Senate for purposes of 
disbursing pay and processing benefits. 

(c) FACILITIES.—The Joint Select Com- 
mittee may use, with the prior consent of 
the chair of any other committee of the Sen- 
ate or the House of Representatives or the 
chair of any subcommittee of any committee 
of the Senate or the House of Representa- 
tives, the facilities of any other committee 
of the Senate or the House of Representa- 
tives, whenever the Joint Select Committee 
or the Chairperson and Vice Chairperson 
consider that such action is necessary or ap- 
propriate to enable the Joint Select Com- 
mittee to carry out the responsibilities, du- 
ties, or functions of the Joint Select Com- 
mittee under this resolution. 

(d) DETAIL OF EMPLOYEES.—The Joint Se- 
lect Committee may use on a reimbursable 
basis, with the prior consent of the head of 
the department or agency of the Federal 
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Government concerned and the approval of 
the Committee on Rules and Administration 
of the Senate, the services of personnel of 
the department or agency. 

(e) TEMPORARY AND INTERMITTENT SERV- 
IcES.—The Joint Select Committee may pro- 
cure the temporary or intermittent services 
of individual consultants or organizations. 

(f) ETHICS.—The Joint Select Committee 
shall establish ethical rules for the members 
and employees of the Joint Select Com- 
mittee, which shall, to the extent prac- 
ticable, be comparable to the ethical rules 
that apply to employees of the Senate. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
For the expenses of the Joint Select Com- 
mittee, there are authorized to be appro- 
priated $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2016, to re- 
main available until expended. 

SEC. 9. EFFECTIVE DATE; TERMINATION. 

(a) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This resolution shall 
take effect on the date of adoption of this 
concurrent resolution. 

(b) TERMINATION.—The Joint Select Com- 
mittee shall terminate on the date that is 1 
year after the appointment of the members 
of the Joint Select Committee. 

(c) DISPOSITION OF RECORDS.—Upon termi- 
nation of the Joint Select Committee, the 
records of the Joint Select Committee shall 
become the records of any committee or 
committees designated by the majority lead- 
er of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, with the concur- 
rence of the minority leader of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives. 


A 
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 
SA 1412. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 


amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a right to 
an administrative appeal relating to adverse 
determinations of tax-exempt status of cer- 
tain organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1413. Mr. MANCHIN (for himself and 
Ms. WARREN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 
proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1414. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1415. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1416. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1417. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1418. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1419. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 
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SA 1420. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1421. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself 
and Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 
proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1422. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1423. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1248 submitted by Ms. CANT- 
WELL and intended to be proposed to the 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1424. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1425. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1426. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1427. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1428. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1429. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1430. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1431. Mr. TILLIS submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1432. Mr. FRANKEN (for himself and 
Ms. STABENOW) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 
proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1433. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1312 submitted by Mr. INHOFE 
(for himself and Mr. Coons) to the amend- 
ment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the 
bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1434. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1251 submitted by Mr. BROWN (for him- 
self, Mr. PETERS, Mr. SCHUMER, Ms. STABE- 
NOW, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. CASEY) to the 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1435. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1327 submitted by Ms. WARREN (for her- 
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self, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. DUR- 
BIN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. PETERS, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. UDALL, and Mr. HEINRICH) to 
the amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


 —— A 


TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1412. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 45, strike line 10 and all 
that follows through page 49, line 20, and in- 
sert the following: 

(c) EXTENSION APPROVAL PROCESS FOR CON- 
GRESSIONAL TRADE AUTHORITIES PROCE- 
DURES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sec- 
tion 106(b)— 

(A) the trade authorities procedures apply 
to implementing bills submitted with re- 
spect to trade agreements entered into under 
subsection (b) before July 1, 2018; and 

(B) the trade authorities procedures shall 
be extended to implementing bills submitted 
with respect to trade agreements entered 
into under subsection (b) after June 30, 2018, 
and before July 1, 2021, if (and only if)— 

(i) the President requests such extension 
under paragraph (2); and 

(ii) an extension approval resolution is en- 
acted under paragraph (5) before July 1, 2018. 

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS BY THE PRESI- 
DENT.—If the President is of the opinion that 
the trade authorities procedures should be 
extended to implementing bills described in 
paragraph (1)(B), the President shall submit 
to Congress, not later than April 1, 2018, a 
written report that contains a request for 
such extension, together with— 

(A) a description of all trade agreements 
that have been negotiated under subsection 
(b) and the anticipated schedule for submit- 
ting such agreements to Congress for ap- 
proval; 

(B) a description of the progress that has 
been made in negotiations to achieve the 
purposes, policies, priorities, and objectives 
of this title, and a statement that such 
progress justifies the continuation of nego- 
tiations; and 

(C) a statement of the reasons why the ex- 
tension is needed to complete the negotia- 
tions. 

(3) OTHER REPORTS TO CONGRESS.— 

(A) REPORT BY THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 
The President shall promptly inform the Ad- 
visory Committee for Trade Policy and Ne- 
gotiations established under section 135 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2155) of the 
decision of the President to submit a report 
to Congress under paragraph (2). The Advi- 
sory Committee shall submit to Congress as 
soon as practicable, but not later than June 
1, 2018, a written report that contains— 

(i) its views regarding the progress that 
has been made in negotiations to achieve the 
purposes, policies, priorities, and objectives 
of this title; and 

(ii) a statement of its views, and the rea- 
sons therefor, regarding whether the exten- 
sion requested under paragraph (2) should be 
approved or disapproved. 
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(B) REPORT BY INTERNATIONAL TRADE COM- 
MISSION.—The President shall promptly in- 
form the United States International Trade 
Commission of the decision of the President 
to submit a report to Congress under para- 
graph (2). The International Trade Commis- 
sion shall submit to Congress as soon as 
practicable, but not later than June 1, 2018, 
a written report that contains a review and 
analysis of the economic impact on the 
United States of all trade agreements imple- 
mented between the date of the enactment of 
this Act and the date on which the President 
decides to seek an extension requested under 
paragraph (2). 

(4) STATUS OF REPORTS.—The reports sub- 
mitted to Congress under paragraphs (2) and 
(3), or any portion of such reports, may be 
classified to the extent the President deter- 
mines appropriate. 

(5) EXTENSION APPROVAL RESOLUTION.—(A) 
For purposes of paragraph (1), the term ‘‘ex- 
tension approval resolution” means a joint 
resolution the sole matter after the resolv- 
ing clause of which is as follows: ‘‘That Con- 
gress approves the request of the President 
for the extension, under section 
103(c)(1)(B)(i) of the Bipartisan Congressional 
Trade Priorities and Accountability Act of 
2015, of the trade authorities procedures 
under that Act to any implementing bill sub- 
mitted with respect to any trade agreement 
entered into under section 103(b) of that Act 
after June 30, 2018.”. 

(B) Extension approval resolutions— 

(i) may be introduced in either House of 
Congress by any member of such House; and 

(ii) shall be referred, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to the Committee on Ways and 
Means and, in addition, to the Committee on 
Rules. 

(C) The provisions of subsections (d) and (e) 
of section 152 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 
U.S.C. 2192) (relating to the floor consider- 
ation of certain resolutions in the House and 
Senate) apply to extension approval resolu- 
tions. 

(D) It is not in order for— 

(i) the House of Representatives to con- 
sider any extension approval resolution not 
reported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means and, in addition, by the Committee on 
Rules; 

(ii) the Senate to consider any extension 
approval resolution not reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance; or 

(iii) either House of Congress to consider 
an extension approval resolution after June 
30, 2018. 


SA 1413. Mr. MANCHIN (for himself 
and Ms. WARREN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 78, line 22, strike ‘‘as a whole” and 


insert ‘‘as a whole, on the economy of each 
State,”. 


SA 1414. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
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organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 44, strike line 10 and all 
that follows through page 45, line 9, and in- 
sert the following: 

(3) IMPLEMENTING BILLS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this Act, the President 
shall submit to Congress under section 
106(a)(1), with respect to each trade agree- 
ment entered into under this subsection, the 
following: 

(i) A bill providing for the approval of the 
trade agreement. 

(ii) A bill providing for the approval of the 
statement of administrative action, if any, 
proposed to implement the trade agreement. 

(iii) If changes in existing laws or new stat- 
utory authority are required to implement 
the trade agreement, a bill containing such 
provisions as are strictly necessary or appro- 
priate to implement the trade agreement, ei- 
ther repealing or amending existing laws or 
providing new statutory authority. 

(B) PROHIBITION ON CONSOLIDATING BILLS.— 
The President may not consolidate the bills 
described in clauses (i), (ii), and (iii) of sub- 
paragraph (A). 

(C) APPLICABILITY OF TRADE AUTHORITIES 
PROCEDURES.—The provisions of section 151 
of the Trade Act of 1974 (in this title referred 
to as “trade authorities procedures’’) apply 
to a bill described in subparagraph (A). Such 
a bill shall hereafter in this title be referred 
to as an “implementing bill”. 


SA 1415. Ms. CANTWELL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE ITI—MISCELLANEOUS 


SEC. 301. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY OF EXPORT- 
IMPORT BANK OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7 of the Export- 
Import Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C. 635f) is 
amended by striking “September 30, 2014” 
and inserting “December 31, 2015”. 

(b) DUAL-USE EXPORTS.—Section l(c) of 
Public Law 103-428 (12 U.S.C. 635 note) is 
amended by striking “September 30, 2014” 
and inserting “December 31, 2015”. 

(c) SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA ADVISORY COM- 
MITTEE.—Section 2(b)(9)(B)(iii) of the Export- 
Import Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C. 
635(b)(9)(B)(iii)) is amended by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2014” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2015”. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
earlier of the date of the enactment of this 
Act or June 30, 2015. 


SA 1416. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 109, add the fol- 
lowing: 
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(c) OUTREACH AND INPUT FROM SMALL BUSI- 
NESSES TO TRADE PROMOTION AUTHORITY.— 
Section 609 of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

““(f)(1) Not later than 30 days after the date 
on which the President submits the notifica- 
tion required under section 5(a) of the Bipar- 
tisan Congressional Trade Priorities and Ac- 
countability Act of 2015, the Chief Counsel 
for Advocacy of the Small Business Adminis- 
tration (in this subsection referred to as the 
‘Chief Counsel’) shall convene an Inter- 
agency Working Group (in this subsection re- 
ferred to as the ‘Working Group’), which 
shall consist of an employee from each of the 
following agencies, as selected by the head of 
the agency or an official delegated by the 
head of the agency: 

““(A) The Office of the United States Trade 
Representative. 

““(B) The Department of Commerce. 

““(C) The Department of Agriculture. 

“(D) Any other agency that the Chief 
Counsel, in consultation with the United 
States Trade Representative, determines to 
be relevant with respect to the subject of the 
trade agreement being negotiated pursuant 
to section 3(b) of the Bipartisan Congres- 
sional Trade Priorities and Accountability 
Act of 2015 (in this subsection referred to as 
the ‘covered trade agreement’). 

“*(2) Not later than 30 days after the date 
on which the Chief Counsel convenes the 
Working Group under paragraph (1), the 
Chief Counsel shall identify a diverse group 
of small entities, representatives of small 
entities, or a combination thereof, to provide 
to the Working Group the views of small 
businesses in the manufacturing, services, 
and agriculture industries on the potential 
economic effects of the covered trade agree- 
ment. 

““(3)(A) Not later than 180 days after the 
date on which the Chief Counsel convenes 
the Working Group under paragraph (1), the 
Chief Counsel shall submit to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneurship and 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate and 
the Committee on Small Business and the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives a report on the economic 
impacts of the covered trade agreement on 
small entities, which shall— 

““(i) identify the most important priorities, 
opportunities, and challenges to various in- 
dustries from the covered trade agreement; 

““(ii) assess the impact for new small enti- 
ties to start exporting, or increase their ex- 
ports, to markets in the covered trade agree- 
ment; 

““(iii) analyze the competitive position of 
industries likely to be significantly affected 
by the covered trade agreement; 

““(iv) identify— 

“(D any State-owned enterprises in each 
country pertaining to the covered trade 
agreement that could be pose a threat to 
small entities; and 

“(ID) any steps to take to create a level- 
playing field for those small entities; 

““(v) identify any rule of an agency that 
should be modified to become compliant 
with the covered trade agreement; and 

“(vi) include an overview of the method- 
ology used to develop the report, including 
the number of small entity participants by 
industry, how those small entities were se- 
lected, and any other factors that the Chief 
Counsel may determine appropriate. 

““(B) To ensure that negotiations for the 
covered trade agreement are not disrupted, 
the President may require that the Chief 
Counsel delay submission of the report under 
subparagraph (A) until after the negotiations 
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of the covered trade agreement are con- 
cluded, provided that the delay allows the 
Chief Counsel to submit the report to Con- 
gress not later than 45 days before the Sen- 
ate or the House of Representatives acts to 
approve or disapprove the covered trade 
agreement. 

““(C) The Chief Counsel shall, to the extent 
practicable, coordinate the submission of the 
report under this paragraph with the United 
States International Trade Commission, the 
United States Trade Representative, other 
agencies, and trade advisory committees to 
avoid unnecessary duplication of reporting 
requirements.”. 

(d) STATE TRADE EXPANSION PROGRAM.— 
Section 22 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 652) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (1) as sub- 
section (m); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (k) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(1) STATE TRADE EXPANSION PROGRAM.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection— 

“(A) the term ‘eligible small business con- 
cern' means a business concern that— 

““(i) is organized or incorporated in the 
United States; 

““(ii) is operating in the United States; 

““(iii) meets— 

“(D the applicable industry-based small 
business size standard established under sec- 
tion 3; or 

““(IT) the alternate size standard applicable 
to the program under section 7(a) of this Act 
and the loan programs under title V of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 (15 
U.S.C. 695 et seq.); 

““(iv) has been in business for not less than 
1 year, as of the date on which assistance 
using a grant under this subsection com- 
mences; and 

“(v) has access to sufficient resources to 
bear the costs associated with trade, includ- 
ing the costs of packing, shipping, freight 
forwarding, and customs brokers; 

““(B) the term ‘program’ means the State 
Trade Expansion Program established under 
paragraph (2); 

“(C) the term ‘rural small business con- 
cern’ means an eligible small business con- 
cern located in a rural area, as that term is 
defined in section 1393(a)(2) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; 

““(D) the term ‘socially and economically 
disadvantaged small business concern’ has 
the meaning given that term in section 
8(a)(4)(A) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 687(a)(4)(A)); and 

““(E) the term ‘State’ means each of the 
several States, the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin 
Islands, Guam, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, and American 
Samoa. 

‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The As- 
sociate Administrator shall establish a trade 
expansion program, to be known as the 
‘State Trade Expansion Program’, to make 
grants to States to carry out programs that 
assist eligible small business concerns in— 

“(A) a market expansion sales trip; 

““(B) a subscription to services provided by 
the Department of Commerce; 

““(C) the payment of website fees; 

““(D) the design of marketing media; 

““(E) a trade show exhibition; 

““(F) participation in training workshops; 

““(G) a reverse trade mission; 

““(H) procurement of consultancy services 
(after consultation with the Department of 
Commerce to avoid duplication); or 

“(D any other initiative determined appro- 
priate by the Associate Administrator. 


May 20, 2015 


““(3) GRANTS.— 

“(A) JOINT REVIEW.—In carrying out the 
program, the Associate Administrator may 
make a grant to a State to increase the num- 
ber of eligible small business concerns in the 
State exploring significant new trade oppor- 
tunities. 

““(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making grants 
under this subsection, the Associate Admin- 
istrator may give priority to an application 
by a State that proposes a program that— 

““(i) focuses on eligible small business con- 
cerns as part of a trade expansion program; 

““(ii) demonstrates intent to promote trade 
expansion by— 

“(T) socially and economically disadvan- 
taged small business concerns; 

“(ID) small business concerns owned or con- 
trolled by women; and 

““(TIT) rural small business concerns; and 

““(iii) includes— 

““(I) activities which have resulted in the 
highest return on investment based on the 
most recent year; and 

““(II) the adoption of shared best practices 
included in the annual report of the Admin- 
istration. 

““(C) LIMITATIONS.— 

“(i) SINGLE APPLICATION.—A State may not 
submit more than 1 application for a grant 
under the program in any 1 fiscal year. 

““(ii) PROPORTION OF AMOUNTS.—The total 
value of grants made under the program dur- 
ing a fiscal year to the 10 States with the 
highest percentage of eligible small business 
concerns, based upon the most recent data 
available from the Department of Commerce, 
shall be not more than 40 percent of the 
amounts appropriated for the program for 
that fiscal year. 

““(iii) DURATION.—The Associate Adminis- 
trator shall award a grant under this pro- 
gram for a period of not more than 2 years. 

““(D) APPLICATION.— 

““(i) IN GENERAL.—A State desiring a grant 
under the program shall submit an applica- 
tion at such time, in such manner, and ac- 
companied by such information as the Asso- 
ciate Administrator may establish. 

““(ii) CONSULTATION TO REDUCE DUPLICA- 
TION.—A State desiring a grant under the 
program shall— 

““(D before submitting an application under 
clause (i), consult with applicable trade 
agencies of the Federal Government on the 
scope and mission of the activities the State 
proposes to carry out using the grant, to en- 
sure proper coordination and reduce duplica- 
tion in services; and 

“(ID document the consultation conducted 
under subclause (I) in the application sub- 
mitted under clause (i). 

“(4) COMPETITIVE BASIS.—The Associate 
Administrator shall award grants under the 
program on a competitive basis. 

“(5) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of an trade expansion program car- 
ried out using a grant under the program 
shall be— 

“(A) for a State that has a high trade vol- 
ume, as determined by the Associate Admin- 
istrator, not more than 65 percent; and 

““(B) for a State that does not have a high 
trade volume, as determined by the Asso- 
ciate Administrator, not more than 75 per- 
cent. 

““(6) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal 
share of the cost of a trade expansion pro- 
gram carried out using a grant under the 
program shall be comprised of not less than 
50 percent cash and not more than 50 percent 
of indirect costs and in-kind contributions, 
except that no such costs or contributions 
may be derived from funds from any other 
Federal program. 
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““(7) REPORTS.— 

“(A) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, the Associate Administrator shall 
submit to the Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship of the Senate and the 
Committee on Small Business of the House 
of Representatives a report, which shall in- 
clude— 

““(i) a description of the structure of and 
procedures for the program; 

““(ii) a management plan for the program; 
and 

““(iii) a description of the merit-based re- 
view process to be used in the program. 

““(B) ANNUAL REPORTS.— 

““(i) IN GENERAL.—The Associate Adminis- 
trator shall publish on the website of the Ad- 
ministration an annual report regarding the 
program, which shall include— 

“(D) the number and amount of grants 
made under the program during the pre- 
ceding year; 

“(ID a list of the States receiving a grant 
under the program during the preceding 
year, including the activities being per- 
formed with each grant; 

““(TIT) the effect of each grant on the eligi- 
ble small business concerns in the State re- 
ceiving the grant; 

““(IV) the total return on investment for 
each State; and 

“(V) a description of best practices by 
States that showed high returns on invest- 
ment and significant progress in helping 
more eligible small business concerns. 

‘“(ii) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—On the date on 
which the Associate Administrator publishes 
a report under clause (i), the Associate Ad- 
ministrator shall notify the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship of the 
Senate and the Committee on Small Busi- 
ness of the House of Representatives that the 
report has been published. 

“*(8) REVIEWS BY INSPECTOR GENERAL.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Inspector General 
of the Administration shall conduct a review 
of— 

“(i) the extent to which recipients of 
grants under the program are measuring the 
performance of the activities being con- 
ducted and the results of the measurements; 
and 

““(ii) the overall management and effective- 
ness of the program. 

““(B) REPORTS.— 

““(i) PILOT PROGRAM.—Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of this 
subsection, the Inspector General of the Ad- 
ministration shall submit to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneurship of 
the Senate and the Committee on Small 
Business of the House of Representatives a 
report regarding the use of amounts made 
available under the State Trade and Export 
Promotion Grant Program under section 1207 
of the Small Business Jobs Act of 2010 (15 
U.S.C. 649b note). 

““(ii) NEW STEP PROGRAM.—Not later than 18 
months after the date on which the first 
grant is awarded under this subsection, the 
Inspector General of the Administration 
shall submit to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship of the Senate 
and the Committee on Small Business of the 
House of Representatives a report regarding 
the review conducted under subparagraph 
(A). 
““(9) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the program— 

““(A) $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2016; 

“*(B) $35,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; 

“*(C) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2018; 


7609 


““(D) $45,000,000 for fiscal year 2019; and 

““(E) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2020.”. 

(e) MEMBERSHIP OF REPRESENTATIVES OF 
STATE TRADE PROMOTION AGENCIES ON TRADE 
PROMOTION COORDINATING COMMITTEE.—Sec- 
tion 2312 of the Export Enhancement Act of 
1988 (15 U.S.C. 4727) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) REPRESENTATIVES FROM STATE TRADE 
PROMOTION AGENCIES.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The TPCC shall also in- 
clude 1 or more members appointed by the 
President, after consultation with associa- 
tions representing State trade promotion 
agencies, who are representatives of State 
trade promotion agencies. 

“(B) TERM.—A member appointed under 
subparagraph (A) shall be appointed for a 
term of 2 years. 

““(C) PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

““(i) NO COMPENSATION.—A member of the 
TPCC appointed under subparagraph (A) 
shall serve without compensation. 

“(i) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—A member of the 
TPCC appointed under subparagraph (A) 
shall be allowed travel expenses, including 
per diem in lieu of subsistence, at rates au- 
thorized for employees of agencies under sub- 
chapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, United 
States Code, while away from the homes or 
regular place of business of the member in 
the performance of services for the TPCC. 

““(iii) ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANCE.—The 
Secretary of Commerce, or the head of an- 
other agency, as appropriate, shall make 
available to a member of the TPCC ap- 
pointed under subparagraph (A) administra- 
tive services and assistance, including a se- 
curity clearance, as the member may reason- 
ably require to carry out services for the 
TPCC.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘(other than members described 
in subsection (d)(2))” after “Members of the 
TPCC”. 

(f) STATE AND FEDERAL EXPORT PROMOTION 
COORDINATION WORKING GROUP.—Subtitle C 
of the Export Enhancement Act of 1988 (15 
U.S.C. 4721 et seq.) is amended by inserting 
after section 2313 the following: 

“SEC. 2313A. STATE AND FEDERAL EXPORT PRO- 
MOTION COORDINATION WORKING 
GROUP. 

““(a) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It is the pol- 
icy of the United States to promote exports 
as an opportunity for small businesses. In ex- 
ercising their powers and functions in order 
to advance that policy, all Federal depart- 
ments and agencies shall work construc- 
tively with State and local agencies engaged 
in export promotion and export financing ac- 
tivities. 

““(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The President shall 
establish a State and Federal Export Pro- 
motion Coordination Working Group (in this 
section referred to as the ‘Working Group’) 
as a subcommittee of the Trade Promotion 
Coordination Committee (in this section re- 
ferred to as the ‘TPCC’). 

““(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Work- 
ing Group are— 

“(1) to identify issues related to the coordi- 
nation of Federal resources relating to ex- 
port promotion and export financing with 
such resources provided by State and local 
governments; 

“*(2) to identify ways to improve coordina- 
tion with respect to export promotion and 
export financing activities through the stra- 
tegic plan developed under section 2312(c); 
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“*(3) to develop a strategy for improving co- 
ordination of Federal and State resources re- 
lating to export promotion and export fi- 
nancing, including methods to eliminate du- 
plication of effort and overlapping functions; 
and 

“*(4) to develop a strategic plan for consid- 
ering and implementing the suggestions of 
the Working Group as part of the strategic 
plan developed under section 2312(c). 

““(d) MEMBERSHIP.—The Secretary of Com- 
merce shall select the members of the Work- 
ing Group, who shall include— 

“*(1) representatives from State trade agen- 
cies representing regionally diverse areas; 
and 

““(2) representatives of the departments 
and agencies that are represented on the 
TPCC, who are designated by the heads of 
their respective departments or agencies to 
advise the head on ways of promoting the ex- 
portation of United States goods and serv- 
ices.”. 

(2) REPORT ON IMPROVEMENTS TO EX- 
PORT.GOV AS A SINGLE WINDOW FOR EXPORT 
INFORMATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Associate Administrator for International 
Trade of the Small Business Administration 
shall, after consultation with the entities 
specified in paragraph (2), submit to the ap- 
propriate congressional committees a report 
that includes the recommendations of the 
Associate Administrator for improving the 
experience provided by the Internet website 
Export.gov (or a successor website) as— 

(A) a comprehensive resource for informa- 
tion about exporting articles from the 
United States; and 

(B) a single website for exporters to submit 
all information required by the Federal Gov- 
ernment with respect to the exportation of 
articles from the United States. 

(2) ENTITIES SPECIFIED.—The entities speci- 
fied in this paragraph are— 

(A) small business concerns (as defined in 
section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632)) that are exporters; and 

(B) the President's Export Council, State 
agencies with responsibility for export pro- 
motion or export financing, district export 
councils, and trade associations. 

(3) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Small Business and 
Entrepreneurship and the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Small Business and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 

(h) SMALL BUSINESS INTERAGENCY TASK 
FORCE ON EXPORT FINANCING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, the Export-Import 
Bank of the United States, and the Overseas 
Private Investment Corporation shall jointly 
establish a Small Business Inter-Agency 
Task Force on Export Financing to— 

(A) review and improve Federal export fi- 
nance programs for small business concerns; 
and 

(B) coordinate the activities of the Federal 
Government to assist small business con- 
cerns seeking to export. 

(2) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term “small business concern” has the 
meaning given that term in section 3 of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632). 

(i) AVAILABILITY OF STATE RESOURCES 
GUIDES ON EXPORT.GOV.—The Secretary of 
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Commerce shall make available on the Inter- 
net website Export.gov (or a successor 
website) information on the resources relat- 
ing to export promotion and export financing 
available in each State— 

(1) organized by State; and 

(2) including information on State agencies 
with responsibility for export promotion or 
export financing and district export councils 
and trade associations located in the State. 


SA 1417. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 14, after line 24, add the following: 

(v) procedures to ensure the independence 
and impartiality of arbitrators and to pre- 
vent actual and perceived conflicts of inter- 
est; 

(H) clarifying that, under the dispute set- 
tlement mechanism, the burden is on the in- 
vestor to establish each applicable element 
of the minimum standard of treatment, 
based on evidence of the general and con- 
sistent practices of the government; 

(I) preserving the right of parties to a 
trade agreement to regulate to protect le- 
gitimate public welfare objectives, such as 
public health, safety, and the environment; 
and 


SA 1418. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 102(b), add the fol- 
lowing: 

(21) PROTECTION OF INDIAN EXPORTS AND 
TREATY RIGHTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The principal negotiating 
objectives of the United States with respect 
to the protection of exports and treaty 
rights of Indian tribes are to ensure that— 

(i) goods of or for the benefit of Indian 
tribes may be exported through ports in the 
United States; 

(ii) treaty rights of Indian tribes are pro- 
tected; and 

(iii) goods of or for the benefit of Indian 
tribes have the opportunity to compete in 
the world market. 

(B) INDIAN TRIBE DEFINED.—In this para- 
graph, the term “Indian tribe” has the 
meaning given that term in section 4 of the 
Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 


SA 1419. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 
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On page 36, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

(21) ENERGY NEGOTIATIONS.—The principal 
negotiating objectives of the United States 
with respect to trade in energy products and 
natural resources, including hydrocarbons 
such as oil, gas, and coal, and mineral and 
timber resources, are to obtain competitive 
opportunities for United States exports of 
energy products and natural resources in for- 
eign markets substantially equivalent to the 
competitive opportunities afforded foreign 
exports of energy products and natural re- 
sources in United States markets and to 
achieve fairer and more open conditions of 
trade in energy products and natural re- 
sources. 


SA 1420. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 36, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

(21) FISHERIES NEGOTIATIONS.—The prin- 
cipal negotiating objectives of the United 
States with respect to trade in fish, seafood, 
and shellfish products are to obtain competi- 
tive opportunities for United States exports 
of fish, seafood, and shellfish products in for- 
eign markets substantially equivalent to the 
competitive opportunities afforded foreign 
exports of fish, seafood, and shellfish prod- 
ucts in United States markets and to achieve 
fairer and more open conditions of trade in 
fish, seafood, and shellfish products. 


SA 1421. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for 
himself and Mr. BROWN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

In section 102(b), add at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

(21) FOOD SAFETY.—The principal negoti- 
ating objectives of the United States with re- 
spect to food safety are— 

(A) to ensure that a trade agreement does 
not weaken or diminish food safety stand- 
ards that protect public health; 

(B) to promote strong food safety laws and 
regulations in the United States; and 

(C) to maintain and strengthen food safety 
inspection systems, including the inspection 
of meat, poultry, seafood, and egg products 
exported to the United States. 


SA 1422. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 116, beginning on line 4, strike 
“and occupational safety and health,” and 
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insert ‘‘occupational safety and health, com- 
pensation in cases of occupational injuries 
and illnesses, and social security and retire- 
ment,”. 


SA 1423. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1248 submitted by 
Ms. CANTWELL and intended to be pro- 
posed to the amendment SA 1221 pro- 
posed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 
1314, to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide for a right to an 
administrative appeal relating to ad- 
verse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol- 
lows: 

Beginning on page 17 of the amendment, 
strike line 14 and all that follows through 
page 18, line 11. 


SA 1424. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE ITI—TRADE PREFERENCES FOR 

NEPAL 
SEC. 301. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the 
Trade Preferences Act”. 

SEC. 302. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that it should be 
an objective of the United States to use 
trade policies and trade agreements to con- 
tribute to the reduction of poverty and the 
elimination of hunger. 

SEC. 303. ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President may au- 
thorize the provision of preferential treat- 
ment under this title to articles that are im- 
ported directly from Nepal into the customs 
territory of the United States pursuant to 
section 304 if the President determines— 

(1) that Nepal meets the requirements set 
forth in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of section 
104(a) of the African Growth and Opportunity 
Act (19 U.S.C. 3703(a)); and 

(2) after taking into account the factors 
set forth in paragraphs (1) through (7) of sub- 
section (c) of section 502 of the Trade Act of 
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2462), that Nepal meets the eli- 
gibility requirements of such section 502. 

(b) WITHDRAWAL, SUSPENSION, OR LIMITA- 
TION OF PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT; MANDA- 
TORY GRADUATION.—The provisions of sub- 
sections (d) and (e) of section 502 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2462) shall apply 
with respect to Nepal to the same extent and 
in the same manner as such provisions apply 
with respect to beneficiary developing coun- 
tries under title V of that Act (19 U.S.C. 2461 
et seq.). 

SEC. 304. ELIGIBLE ARTICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An article described in 
subsection (b) may enter the customs terri- 
tory of the United States free of duty. 

(b) ARTICLES DESCRIBED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An article is described in 
this subsection if— 

(A)(i) the article is the growth, product, or 
manufacture of Nepal; and 

(ii) in the case of a textile or apparel arti- 
cle, Nepal is the country of origin of the arti- 


“Nepal 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


cle, as determined under section 102.1 of title 
19, Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect 
on the day before the date of the enactment 
of this Act); 

(B) the article is imported directly from 
Nepal into the customs territory of the 
United States; 

(C) the article is classified under any of the 
following subheadings of the Harmonized 
Tariff Schedule of the United States (as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en- 
actment of this Act): 


4202.11.00 4202.22.60 4202.92.08 
4202.12.20 .. 4202.22.70 ... 4202.92.15 
4202.12.40 .. 4202.22.80 ... 4202.92.20 
4202.12.60 .. 4202.29.50 ... 4202.92.30 
4202.12.80 .. 4202.29.90 ... 4202.92.45 
4202.21.60 .. 4202.31.60 ... 4202.92.60 
4202.21.90 .. 4202.32.40 ... 4202.92.90 
4202.22.15 .. 4202.32.80 ... 4202.99.90 
4202.22.40 .. 4202.32.95 4203.29.50 
4202.22.45 4202.91.00 

5701.10.90 5702.91.30 5703.10.80 
5702.31.20 .. 5702.91.40 ... 5703.90.00 
5702.49.20 .. 5702.92.90 5705.00.20 
5702.50.40 .. 5702.99.15 

5702.50.59 5703.10.20 

6117.10.60 6214.20.00 6217.10.85 
6117.80.85 .. 6214.40.00 ... 6301.90.00 
6214.10.10 .. 6214.90.00 6308.00.00 
6214.10.20 6216.00.80 

6504.00.90 6505.00.30 6505.00.90 
6505.00.08 .. 6505.00.40 ... 6506.99.30 
6505.00.15 .. 6505.00.50 6506.99.60 
6505.00.20 .. 6505.00.60 


6505.00.25 6505.00.80 


(D) the President determines, after receiv- 
ing the advice of the United States Inter- 
national Trade Commission in accordance 
with section 503(e) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(19 U.S.C. 2463(e)), that the article is not im- 
port-sensitive in the context of imports from 
Nepal; and 

(E) subject to paragraph (3), the sum of the 
cost or value of the materials produced in, 
and the direct costs of processing operations 
performed in, Nepal or the customs territory 
of the United States is not less than 35 per- 
cent of the appraised value of the article at 
the time it is entered. 

(2) EXCLUSIONS.—An article shall not be 
treated as the growth, product, or manufac- 
ture of Nepal for purposes of paragraph 
(1)(A)Gi) by virtue of having merely under- 
gone— 

(A) simple combining or packaging oper- 
ations; or 

(B) mere dilution with water or mere dilu- 
tion with another substance that does not 
materially alter the characteristics of the 
article. 

(3) LIMITATION ON UNITED STATES COST.— 
For purposes of paragraph (1)(E), the cost or 
value of materials produced in, and the di- 
rect costs of processing operations performed 
in, the customs territory of the United 
States and attributed to the 35-percent re- 
quirement under that paragraph may not ex- 
ceed 15 percent of the appraised value of the 
article at the time it is entered. 

(c) VERIFICATION WITH RESPECT TO TRANS- 
SHIPMENT FOR TEXTILE AND APPAREL ARTI- 
CLES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than April 1, 
July 1, October 1, and January 1 of each 
year, the Commissioner responsible for U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection shall verify 
that textile and apparel articles imported 
from Nepal to which preferential treatment 
is extended under this title are not being un- 
lawfully transshipped into the United States. 

(2) REPORT TO PRESIDENT.—If the Commis- 
sioner determines pursuant to paragraph (1) 
that textile and apparel articles imported 
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from Nepal to which preferential treatment 

is extended under this title are being unlaw- 

fully transshipped into the United States, 

the Commissioner shall report that deter- 

mination to the President. 

SEC. 305. TRADE FACILITATION AND CAPACITY 
BUILDING. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) As a land-locked least-developed coun- 
try, Nepal has severe challenges reaching 
markets and developing capacity to export 
goods. As of 2015, exports from Nepal are ap- 
proximately $800,000,000 per year, with India 
the major market at $450,000,000 annually. 
The United States imports about $80,000,000 
worth of goods from Nepal, or 10 percent of 
the total goods exported from Nepal. 

(2) The World Bank has found evidence 
that the overall export competitiveness of 
Nepal has been declining since 2005. Indices 
compiled by the World Bank and the Organi- 
zation for Economic Co-operation and Devel- 
opment found that export costs in Nepal are 
high with respect to both air cargo and con- 
tainer shipments relative to other low-in- 
come countries. Such indices also identify 
particular weaknesses in Nepal with respect 
to automation of customs and other trade 
functions, involvement of local exporters 
and importers in preparing regulations and 
trade rules, and export finance. 

(3) Implementation by Nepal of the Agree- 
ment on Trade Facilitation of the World 
Trade Organization could directly address 
some of the weaknesses described in para- 
graph (2). 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRADE FACILITATION 
AND CAPACITY BUILDING PROGRAM.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the President shall, in consulta- 
tion with the Government of Nepal, establish 
a trade facilitation and capacity building 
program for Nepal— 

(1) to enhance the central export pro- 
motion agency of Nepal to support successful 
exporters and to build awareness among po- 
tential exporters in Nepal about opportuni- 
ties abroad and ways to manage trade docu- 
mentation and regulations in the United 
States and other countries; 

(2) to provide export finance training for fi- 
nancial institutions in Nepal and the Gov- 
ernment of Nepal; 

(3) to assist the Government of Nepal in 
maintaining publication of all trade regula- 
tions, forms for exporters and importers, tax 
and tariff rates, and other documentation re- 
lating to exporting goods on the Internet and 
developing a robust public-private dialogue, 
through its National Trade Facilitation 
Committee, for Nepal to identify timelines 
for implementation of key reforms and solu- 
tions, as provided for under the Agreement 
on Trade Facilitation of the World Trade Or- 
ganization; and 

(4) to increase access to guides for import- 
ers and exporters on the Internet, including 
rules and documentation for United States 
tariff preference programs. 

SEC. 306. REPORTING REQUIREMENT. 

Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter, the President shall monitor, re- 
view, and report to Congress on the imple- 
mentation of this title, the compliance of 
Nepal with section 303(a), and the trade and 
investment policy of the United States with 
respect to Nepal. 

SEC. 307. TERMINATION OF PREFERENTIAL 
TREATMENT. 

No preferential treatment extended under 
this title shall remain in effect after Decem- 
ber 31, 2025. 
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SEC. 308. EFFECTIVE DATE. 
The provisions of this title shall take ef- 
fect on January 1, 2016. 


SA 1425. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title II, add the following: 
SEC. 213. EXTENSION OF ADJUSTMENT ASSIST- 
ANCE TO TERRITORIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), during the period beginning 
on October 1, 2015, and ending on June 30, 
2021, workers, firms, and agricultural com- 
modity producers in American Samoa, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, Guam, or the Virgin Islands of the 
United States shall be eligible for adjust- 
ment assistance under chapters 2 through 6 
of title II of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 
2271 et seq.) to the same extent as workers, 
firms, and agricultural commodity producers 
in a State (as defined in section 247 of that 
Act (19 U.S.C. 2319)). 

(b) EXCEPTION.—Benefits under sections 231 
through 234 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 
U.S.C. 2291 through 2294) and under section 
246 of that Act (19 U.S.C. 2318) shall not be 
available to workers in American Samoa, 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands, Guam, or the Virgin Islands of the 
United States. 

(c) FORMULA FOR TRAINING FUNDS.—In 
making distributions of funds for a fiscal 
year to States under section 236(a)(2) of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2296(a)(2)), the 
Secretary of Labor shall distribute an 
amount equal to 1 percent of such funds 
among American Samoa, the Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, and 
the Virgin Islands of the United States, 
based on criteria established by the Sec- 
retary. 

(d) REGULATORY CHANGES.—The Secretary 
of Labor and the heads of other appropriate 
agencies shall make the necessary changes 
to the regulations of the Department of 
Labor and those other agencies in order to 
carry out this section. 


SA 1426. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1814, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 64, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 

(f) CONSULTATIONS WITH TRADE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 135 of the Trade 
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2155) is amended by 
striking subsection (m) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

““(m) CONGRESSIONAL CONSULTATIONS WITH 
ADVISORY COMMITTEES.— 

*“(1) CONSULTATIONS BY CONGRESSIONAL COM- 
MITTEES.—An appropriate congressional 
committee may request consultations with 
an advisory committee established under 
subsection (b) or (c) with respect to trade 
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agreements in effect or negotiations for 
trade agreements. 

“*(2) CONSULTATIONS BY MEMBERS OF CON- 
GRESS AND CONGRESSIONAL STAFF.—Members 
of Congress and staff of such Members with 
proper security clearances may consult with 
individual members of an advisory com- 
mittee established under subsection (b) or (c) 
with respect to negotiations for trade agree- 
ments in effect or negotiations for trade 
agreements. 

“(3) APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN FACA RE- 
QUIREMENTS.—The approval of the designated 
Federal officer for an advisory committee es- 
tablished under subsection (b) or (c) shall not 
be required with respect to consultations 
under paragraphs (1) and (2). 

“(n) REPORTS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An advisory committee 
established under subsection (b) or (c) may 
at any time submit to the President a report 
on matters being considered by the com- 
mittee without the approval of the des- 
ignated Federal officer for that committee. 

‘“(2) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—A report 
submitted to the President under paragraph 
(1), including any dissenting or minority 
views, shall be submitted to the appropriate 
congressional committees and Members of 
Congress and staff of such Members with 
proper security clearances. 

(3) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—If a report of an 
advisory committee submitted to the Presi- 
dent under paragraph (1) does not include 
any classified information, the advisory 
committee may request the designated Fed- 
eral officer for that committee to make the 
report available to the public. 

““(0) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘“(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “appropriate congressional 
committees’ means— 

““(A) the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives and the Com- 
mittee on Finance of the Senate; and 

““(B) any other committee of the House or 
the Senate with jurisdiction over laws that 
are or could be affected by a trade agree- 
ment. 

“(2) DESIGNATED FEDERAL OFFICER.—The 
term ‘designated Federal officer’ means an 
officer or employee of the Federal Govern- 
ment designated to chair or attend each 
meeting of each advisory committee under 
section 10(e) of the Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

“*(3) NON-FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—The term 
‘non-Federal government’ means— 

“(A) any State, territory, or possession of 
the United States, or the District of Colum- 
bia, or any political subdivision thereof; or 

““(B) any agency or instrumentality of any 
entity described in subparagraph (A). 

‘(4) PROPER SECURITY CLEARANCES.—The 
term ‘proper security clearances’ has the 
meaning of that term as used in section 104 
of the Bipartisan Congressional Trade Prior- 
ities and Accountability Act of 2015.”. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS FOR MEETINGS.—Section 
135 of such Act is amended— 

(A) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in paragraph (2), by striking the first 
sentence; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 

““(4) The committee shall meet as needed 
at the call of the chairman of the committee 
or at the call of one-third of the members of 
the committee. The designated Federal offi- 
cer shall be notified of any such meeting and 
shall provide notice of the meeting in ac- 
cordance with section 10 of the Federal Advi- 
sory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.), but, not- 
withstanding any provision of that Act, the 
attendance of such officer at the meeting is 
not required.’’; and 
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(B) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following: 

““(5) A committee established under para- 
graph (1), (2), or (8) shall meet as needed at 
the call of the chairman of the committee or 
at the call of one-third of the members of the 
committee. The designated Federal officer 
shall be notified of any such meeting and 
shall provide notice of the meeting in ac- 
cordance with section 10 of the Federal Advi- 
sory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.), but, not- 
withstanding any provision of that Act, the 
attendance of such officer at the meeting is 
not required.”. 


SA 1427. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 24, between lines 11 and 12, insert 
the following: 

(iv) adopts and maintains, in national 
laws, regulations, or measures, prohibitions 
against trading across borders in products 
harvested or exported in violation of na- 
tional laws that seek to protect wildlife, for- 
ests, or living marine resources, 


SA 1428. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 106(b), add the fol- 
lowing: 

(7) LIMITATIONS ON PROCEDURES WITH RE- 
SPECT TO AGREEMENTS WITH CERTAIN COUN- 
TRIES.—The trade authorities procedures 
shall not apply to any implementing bill sub- 
mitted with respect to a trade agreement or 
trade agreements entered into under section 
103(b) with a country with respect to which 
the United States has not yet promulgated 
import rules as required by section 804(b) of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 384(b)). 


SA 1429. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 106(b), add the fol- 
lowing: 

(7) LIMITATIONS ON PROCEDURES WITH RE- 
SPECT TO AGREEMENTS WITH CERTAIN COUN- 
TRIES.—The trade authorities procedures 
shall not apply to any implementing bill sub- 
mitted with respect to a trade agreement or 
trade agreements entered into under section 
103(b) with a country with respect to which 
the United States has not yet promulgated 
import rules regulating the importation of 
prescription drugs. 
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SA 1430. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 


On page 100, between lines 13 and 14, insert 
the following: 

(B) EXCEPTION.— 

(i) INVOKING EXCEPTION.—If the President 
submits to the appropriate congressional 
committees a letter stating that a country 
subject to subparagraph (A) has taken con- 
crete actions to implement the principal rec- 
ommendations in the most recent annual re- 
port on trafficking in persons, this para- 
graph shall not apply with respect to agree- 
ments with that country. 

(ii) CONTENT OF LETTER; PUBLIC AVAIL- 
ABILITY.—A letter submitted under clause (i) 
with respect to a country shall— 

(I) include a description of the concrete ac- 
tions that the country has taken to imple- 
ment the principal recommendations de- 
scribed in clause (i); and 

(II) be made available to the public. 

(iii) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subparagraph, the 
term “appropriate congressional commit- 
tees” means— 

(I) the Committee on Ways and Means and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(II) the Committee on Finance and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate. 


SA 1431. Mr. TILLIS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro- 
vide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . INFORMATION REGARDING H-2B VISA 
ISSUANCE. 

The Secretary of Homeland Security may 
not authorize any official of the Department 
of Homeland Security to travel to any con- 
ference or symposium until after the Sec- 
retary— 

(1) has submitted to Congress, and made 
publicly available— 

(A) the methodology used to determine 
when the numerical limitation on H-2B visas 
set forth in section 214(g)(1)(B) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1184(¢)(1)(B)) has been reached for each of fis- 
cal years 2012 through 2015, including the 
number of petitions for such status that had 
been accepted by U.S. Citizenship and Immi- 
gration Services at the time such determina- 
tion was made; and 

(B) the number of petitions for H-2B visas 
that had been received by U.S. Citizenship 
and Immigration Services for fiscal year 
2015— 

(i) on or before March 5, 2015; 

(ii) on or before March 17, 2015; and 

(iii) on or before March 26, 2015; 

(2) has conducted a study that confirms the 
efficacy of the methodology used by the De- 
partment of Homeland Security to deter- 
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mine whether the numerical limitation re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1) has been reached; 

(3) submits a report to Congress informa- 
tion that contains— 

(A) information about any investigations 
or lawsuits regarding the methodology de- 
scribed in paragraph (2); 

(B) any revisions made to such method- 
ology during the past 10 fiscal years; 

(C) contemporaneous work product estab- 
lishing how the numerical limitation re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1) was calculated dur- 
ing the past 10 fiscal years; 

(D) a complete statement of the method- 
ology for determining when the H-2B visa 
cap is reached for a fiscal year; and 

(E) the number of “target beneficiaries” 
for the first 6 months and for the last 6 
months of fiscal year 2015. 


SA 1432. Mr. FRANKEN (for himself 
and Ms. STABENOW) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. —_ _. COMMUNITY COLLEGE TO CAREER 
FUND. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “Community College to Career 
Fund Act”. 

(b) COMMUNITY COLLEGE TO CAREER FUND.— 
Title I of the Workforce Innovation and Op- 
portunity Act is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 


“Subtitle F—Community College to Career 
Fund 
“SEC. 199. COMMUNITY COLLEGE AND INDUSTRY 
PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM. 

““(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—From funds ap- 
propriated under section 199A, the Secretary 
of Labor (in coordination with the Secretary 
of Education and the Secretary of Com- 
merce) shall award competitive grants to eli- 
gible entities described in subsection (b) for 
the purpose of developing, offering, improv- 
ing, and providing educational or career 
training programs for workers. 

“(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.— 

“(1) PARTNERSHIPS WITH EMPLOYERS OR AN 
EMPLOYER OR INDUSTRY PARTNERSHIP.— 

“(A) GENERAL DEFINITION.—For purposes of 
this section, an ‘eligible entity’ means any of 
the entities described in subparagraph (B) (or 
a consortium of any of such entities) in part- 
nership with employers or an employer or in- 
dustry partnership representing multiple 
employers. 

“(B) DESCRIPTION OF ENTITIES.—The enti- 
ties described in this subparagraph are— 

“(i)a community college; 

“(ii) a 4-year public institution of higher 
education (as defined in section 101(a) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001(a))) that offers 2-year degrees, and that 
will use funds provided under this section for 
activities at the certificate and associate de- 
gree levels; 

““(iii) a Tribal College or University (as de- 
fined in section 316(b) of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1059c(b))); or 

““(iv) a private or nonprofit, 2-year institu- 
tion of higher education (as defined in sec- 
tion 102 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 
(20 U.S.C. 1002)) in the Commonwealth of 
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Puerto Rico, Guam, the United States Virgin 
Islands, American Samoa, the Common- 
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the 
Republic of the Marshall Islands, the Fed- 
erated States of Micronesia, or the Republic 
of Palau. 

(2) ADDITIONAL PARTNERS.— 

‘(A) AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL PART- 
NERS.—In addition to partnering with em- 
ployers or an employer or industry partner- 
ship representing multiple employers as de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(A), an entity de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) may include in the 
partnership described in paragraph (1) 1 or 
more of the organizations described in sub- 
paragraph (B). Each eligible entity that in- 
cludes 1 or more such organizations shall 
collaborate with the State or local board in 
the area served by the eligible entity. 

“(B) ORGANIZATIONS.—The organizations 
described in this subparagraph are as fol- 
lows: 

““(i) A provider of adult education (as de- 
fined in section 203) or an institution of high- 
er education (as defined in section 101 of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)). 

““(1i) A community-based organization. 

“(iii) A joint labor-management partner- 
ship. 

““(iv) A State or local board. 

“(v) Any other organization that the Sec- 
retaries consider appropriate. 


““(c) EDUCATIONAL OR CAREER TRAINING 
PROGRAM.—For purposes of this section, the 
Governor of the State in which at least 1 of 
the entities described in subsection (b)(1)(B) 
of an eligible entity is located shall establish 
criteria for an educational or career training 
program leading to a recognized postsec- 
ondary credential for which an eligible enti- 
ty submits a grant proposal under subsection 
(d). 


““(d) APPLICATION.—An eligible entity seek- 
ing a grant under this section shall submit 
an application containing a grant proposal, 
for an educational or career training pro- 
gram leading to a recognized postsecondary 
credential, to the Secretaries at such time 
and containing such information as the Sec- 
retaries determine is required, including a 
detailed description of— 

“(1) the extent to which the educational or 
career training program described in the 
grant proposal fits within an overall stra- 
tegic plan consisting of— 

““(A) the State plan described in section 102 
or 103, for the State involved; 

““(B) the local plan described in section 108, 
for each local area that comprises a signifi- 
cant portion of the area to be served by the 
eligible entity; and 

““(C) a strategic plan developed by the eli- 
gible entity; 

““(2) the extent to which the program will 
meet the needs of employers in the area for 
skilled workers in in-demand industry sec- 
tors and occupations; 

““(3) the extent to which the program will 
meet the educational or career training 
needs of workers in the area; 

““(4) the specific educational or career 
training program and how the program 
meets the criteria established under sub- 
section (e), including the manner in which 
the grant will be used to develop, offer, im- 
prove, and provide the educational or career 
training program; 

““(5) any previous experience of the eligible 
entity in providing educational or career 
training programs, the absence of which 
shall not automatically disqualify an eligi- 
ble institution from receiving a grant under 
this section; and 
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““(6) how the program leading to the cre- 
dential meets the criteria described in sub- 
section (c). 

““(e) CRITERIA FOR AWARD.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Grants under this sec- 
tion shall be awarded based on criteria estab- 
lished by the Secretaries, that include the 
following: 

“(A) A determination of the merits of the 
grant proposal submitted by the eligible en- 
tity involved to develop, offer, improve, and 
provide an educational or career training 
program to be made available to workers. 

““(B) An assessment of the likely employ- 
ment opportunities available in the area to 
individuals who complete an educational or 
career training program that the eligible en- 
tity proposes to develop, offer, improve, and 
provide. 

““(C) An assessment of prior demand for 
training programs by individuals eligible for 
training and served by the eligible entity, as 
well as availability and capacity of existing 
(as of the date of the assessment) training 
programs to meet future demand for training 
programs. 

“(2) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this section, the Secretaries shall give pri- 
ority to eligible entities that— 

““(A) include a partnership, with employers 
or an employer or industry partnership, 
that— 

““(i) pays a portion of the costs of edu- 
cational or career training programs; or 

““(ii) agrees to hire individuals who have 
attained a recognized postsecondary creden- 
tial resulting from the educational or career 
training program of the eligible entity; 

““(B) enter into a partnership with a labor 
organization or labor-management training 
program to provide, through the program, 
technical expertise for occupationally spe- 
cific education necessary for a recognized 
postsecondary credential leading to a skilled 
occupation in an in-demand industry sector; 

“(C) are focused on serving individuals 
with barriers to employment, low-income, 
non-traditional students, students who are 
dislocated workers, students who are vet- 
erans, or students who are long-term unem- 
ployed; 

““(D) include any eligible entities serving 
areas with high unemployment rates; 

““(E) are eligible entities that include an 
institution of higher education eligible for 
assistance under title III or V of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.; 
20 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.); and 

““(F) include a partnership, with employers 
or an employer or industry partnership, that 
increases domestic production of goods. 

““(f) USE OF FUNDS.—Grant funds awarded 
under this section shall be used for one or 
more of the following: 

““(1) The development, offering, improve- 
ment, and provision of educational or career 
training programs, that provide relevant job 
training for skilled occupations, that lead to 
recognized postsecondary credentials, that 
will meet the needs of employers in in-de- 
mand industry sectors, and that may include 
registered apprenticeship programs, on-the- 
job training programs, and programs that 
support employers in upgrading the skills of 
their workforce. 

‘“(2) The development and implementation 
of policies and programs to expand opportu- 
nities for students to earn a recognized post- 
secondary credential, including a degree, in 
in-demand industry sectors and occupations, 
including by— 

“(A) facilitating the transfer of academic 
credits between institutions of higher edu- 
cation, including the transfer of academic 
credits for courses in the same field of study; 
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“(B) expanding articulation agreements 
and policies that guarantee transfers be- 
tween such institutions, including through 
common course numbering and use of a gen- 
eral core curriculum; and 

“(C) developing or enhancing student sup- 
port services programs. 

“(3) The creation of career pathway pro- 
grams that provide a sequence of education 
and occupational training that leads to a 
recognized postsecondary credential, includ- 
ing a degree, including programs that— 

“(A) blend basic skills and occupational 
training; 

““(B) facilitate means of transitioning par- 
ticipants from non-credit occupational, basic 
skills, or developmental coursework to for- 
credit coursework within and across institu- 
tions; 

“(C) build or enhance linkages, including 
the development of dual enrollment pro- 
grams and early college high schools, be- 
tween secondary education or adult edu- 
cation programs (including programs estab- 
lished under the Carl D. Perkins Career and 
Technical Education Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 
2301 et seq.) and title II of this Act); 

“(D) are innovative programs designed to 
increase the provision of training for stu- 
dents, including students who are members 
of the National Guard or Reserves, to enter 
skilled occupations in in-demand industry 
sectors; and 

“(E) support paid internships that will 
allow students to simultaneously earn credit 
for work-based learning and gain relevant 
employment experience in an in- demand in- 
dustry sector or occupation, which shall in- 
clude opportunities that transition individ- 
uals into employment. 

“*(4) The development and implementation 
of— 

“(A) a Pay-for-Performance program that 
leads to a recognized postsecondary creden- 
tial, for which an eligible entity agrees to be 
reimbursed under the grant primarily on the 
basis of achievement of specified perform- 
ance outcomes and criteria agreed to by the 
Secretary; or 

““(B) a Pay-for-Success program that leads 
to a recognized postsecondary credential, for 
which an eligible entity— 

““(i) enters into a partnership with an in- 
vestor, such as a philanthropic organization 
that provides funding for a specific project to 
address a clear and measurable educational 
or career training need in the area to be 
served under the grant; and 

““(ii) agrees to be reimbursed under the 
grant only if the project achieves specified 
performance outcomes and criteria agreed to 
by the Secretary. 

“SEC. 199A. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA- 
TIONS. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 
be appropriated such sums as may be nec- 
essary to carry out the program established 
by section 199. 

““(b) ADMINISTRATIVE COST.—Not more than 
5 percent of the amounts made available 
under subsection (a) may be used by the Sec- 
retaries to administer the program described 
in that subsection, including providing tech- 
nical assistance and carrying out evalua- 
tions for the program described in that sub- 
section. 

“(c) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—The funds 
appropriated pursuant to subsection (a) for a 
fiscal year shall be available for Federal ob- 
ligation for that fiscal year and the suc- 
ceeding 2 fiscal years. 

“SEC. 199B. DEFINITION. 

“For purposes of this subtitle, the term 

‘community college’ has the meaning given 
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the term ‘junior or community college’ in 
section 312(f) of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1058(f)).’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Workforce Innovation and 
Opportunity Act is amended by inserting 
after the items relating to subtitle E of title 
I the following: 


“Subtitle F—Community College to Career 
Fund 


“Sec. 199. Community college and industry 
partnerships program. 

“Sec. 199A. Authorization of appropriations. 

“Sec. 199B. Definition.”. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section, includ- 
ing the amendments made by this section, 
take effect as if included in the Workforce 
Innovation and Opportunity Act. 


SA 1433. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1312 submitted by Mr. 
INHOFE (for himself and Mr. Coons) to 
the amendment SA 1221 proposed by 
Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide for a right to an admin- 
istrative appeal relating to adverse de- 
terminations of tax-exempt status of 
certain organizations; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of the amendment, add the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. __. TRANSSHIPMENT 
THERMAL PAPER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commissioner re- 
sponsible for U.S. Customs and Border Pro- 
tection (in this section referred to as the 
“Commissioner”) shall direct appropriate 
personnel and resources of U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection to address concerns that 
lightweight thermal paper is being imported 
into the United States in violation of the 
customs and trade laws of the United States. 

(b) DATABASE OF CHARACTERISTICS OF IM- 
PORTED LIGHTWEIGHT THERMAL PAPER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commissioner shall, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Com- 
merce, compile a database of the individual 
characteristics of lightweight thermal paper 
produced in foreign countries, especially 
lightweight thermal paper produced in the 
People's Republic of China, Malaysia, Tai- 
wan, South Korea, Spain, Finland, Japan, 
Thailand, and Germany, to facilitate the 
verification of country of origin markings of 
lightweight thermal paper imported into the 
United States. 

(2) ENGAGEMENT WITH FOREIGN GOVERN- 
MENTS.—The Commissioner shall seek to en- 
gage the customs agencies of foreign govern- 
ments for assistance in compiling the data- 
base described in paragraph (1). 

(3) CONSULTATION WITH INDUSTRY.—In com- 
piling the database described in paragraph 
(1), the Commissioner shall consult with en- 
tities in the lightweight thermal paper in- 
dustry regarding the development of indus- 
try standards for identification of light- 
weight thermal paper. 

(c) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Commissioner shall submit to Con- 
gress a report that— 

(1) describes and assesses the limitations in 
the existing analysis capabilities of labora- 
tories with respect to determining the coun- 
try of origin of samples of lightweight ther- 
mal paper; and 

(2) includes any recommendations of the 
Commissioner for improving such capabili- 
ties. 
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(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Commerce 
should promptly establish a national stand- 
ard of identity for lightweight thermal paper 
for the Commissioner to use to ensure that 
imports of lightweight thermal paper are— 

(1) classified accurately for purposes of as- 
sessing duties; and 

(2) denied entry into the United States if 
such imports pose a threat to the domestic 
lightweight thermal paper industry. 


SA 1434. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1251 submitted by Mr. 
BROWN (for himself, Mr. PETERS, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. MENEN- 
DEZ, and Mr. CASEY) to the amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the 
bill H.R. 1314, to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a 
right to an administrative appeal relat- 
ing to adverse determinations of tax- 
exempt status of certain organizations; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


Beginning on page 1 of the amendment, 
strike “ADDITIONAL COUNTRIES” on line 2 and 
all that follows and insert the following: 

PROCEDURES WITH RESPECT TO AGREEMENTS 
WITH COUNTRIES NOT IN COMPLIANCE WITH 
TRAFFICKING VICTIMS PROTECTION ACT OF 
2000.— 

(1) INVOKING EXCEPTION.—If the President 
submits to the appropriate congressional 
committees a letter stating that a country 
subject to paragraph (6) of section 106(b) has 
taken concrete actions to implement the 
principal recommendations in the most re- 
cent annual report on trafficking in persons 
described in that paragraph, that paragraph 
shall not apply with respect to agreements 
with that country. 

(2) CONTENT OF LETTER; PUBLIC AVAIL- 
ABILITY.—A letter submitted under para- 
graph (1) with respect to a country shall— 

(A) include a description of the concrete 
actions that the country has taken to imple- 
ment the principal recommendations de- 
scribed in paragraph (1); and 

(B) be made available to the public. 

(3) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Ways and Means and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Finance and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate. 


SA 1435. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1327 submitted by Ms. 
WARREN (for herself, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. MAR- 
KEY, Mr. PETERS, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. UDALL, and Mr. HEINRICH) 
to the amendment SA 1221 proposed by 
Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide for a right to an admin- 
istrative appeal relating to adverse de- 
terminations of tax-exempt status of 
certain organizations; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 
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Beginning on page 1 of the amendment, 
strike “FOR AGREEMENTS” on line 2 and all 
that follows and insert the following: 

ADDITIONAL OVERALL NEGOTIATING OBJEC- 
TIVE.—In addition to the objectives set forth 
in section 102(a), an overall negotiating ob- 
jective of the United States for trade agree- 
ments entered into under section 103 is to en- 
sure that such agreements do not require 
changes to the immigration laws of the 
United States. 


— 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
May 20, 2015, at 10:30 a.m., in room SR- 
253 of the Russell Senate Office Build- 
ing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 

TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
May 20, 2015, at 2:30 p.m., in room SR- 
253 of the Russell Senate Office Build- 
ing to conduct a Subcommittee hearing 
entitled ‘‘Improvements and Innova- 
tions in Fishery Management and Data 
Collection.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015, at 10 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing entitled “U.S. Cuban 
Relations—The Way Forward.”” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015, at 2:30 p.m., to 
conduct a hearing entitled “Nomina- 
tions.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR AND 

PENSIONS 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor 
and Pensions be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
May 20, 2015, at 10 a.m., in room SD-430 
of the Dirksen Senate Office Building 
to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Reau- 
thorizing the Higher Education Act: 
Exploring Institutional Risk-sharing.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen- 
ate on May 20, 2015, in room SD-628 of 
the Dirksen Senate Office Building, at 
2:15 p.m., to conduct a hearing entitled 
“Addressing the Needs of Native Com- 
munities Through Indian Water Rights 
Settlements.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015, at 10 a.m., in 
room SH-216 of the Hart Senate Office 
Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Special 
Committee on Aging be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on May 20, 2015, in room SD-562 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, at 2:15 
p.m., to conduct a hearing entitled 
“Challenging the Status Quo: Solu- 
tions to the Hospital Observation Stay 
Crisis.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE CONSTITUTION 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, Sub- 
committee on the Constitution, be au- 
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on May 20, 2015, at 2:30 p.m., 
in room SD-226 of the Dirksen Senate 
Office Building, to conduct a hearing 
entitled “Taking Sexual Assault Seri- 
ously: The Rape Kit Backlog and 
Human Rights.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON REGULATORY AFFAIRS AND 

FEDERAL MANAGEMENT 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Sub- 
committee on Regulatory Affairs and 
Federal Management of the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
May 20, 2015, at 10 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘2lst Century Ideas 
for the 20th Century Federal Civil 
Service.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON SUPERFUND, WASTE 
MANAGEMENT, AND REGULATORY OVERSIGHT 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Sub- 
committee on Superfund, Waste Man- 
agement, and Regulatory Oversight of 
the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
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May 20, 2015, at 9:30 a.m., in room SD- 
406 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build- 
ing, to conduct a hearing entitled, 
“Oversight of Scientific Advisory Pan- 
els and Processes at the Environmental 
Protection Agency.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


CORRECTING THE ENROLLMENT 
OF $. 178 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of H. Con. 
Res. 47, which is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 47) to 
correct the enrollment of S. 178. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the concurrent resolution be 
agreed to and the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table with no inter- 
vening action or debate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 47) was agreed to. 


MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—H.R. 2353 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand there is a bill at the desk and 
I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2353) to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I now ask for a second 
reading and, in order to place the bill 
on the calendar under the provisions of 
rule XIV, I object to my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
read for the second time on the next 
legislative day. 
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ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
MAY 21, 2015 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 9 a.m., Thursday, May 21; 
that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, and the time for the two lead- 
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day; that following leader remarks, 
the Senate then resume consideration 
of H.R. 1314, with the time until the 
cloture vote at 10 a.m. equally divided 
in the usual form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 


— A 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. CASSIDY. If there is no further 
business to come before the Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent that it stand 
adjourned under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 11:57 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
May 21, 2015, at 9 a.m. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


COMMEMORATING THE 240TH ANNI- 

VERSARY OF THE MECKLEN- 
BURG DECLARATION OF INDE- 
PENDENCE 


HON. RICHARD HUDSON 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride that | rise today to commemorate the 
240th anniversary of the Mecklenburg Dec- 
laration of Independence. 

Meck Dec Day marks a defining moment in 
our nation’s history when brave North Caro- 
linians—united by their common pursuit of 
freedom—stepped forward to become the very 
first Americans to declare independence from 
the tyrannical crown of Great Britain. 

This courageous act of defiance paved the 
way for the establishment of the United States 
of America and our great experiment in de- 
mocracy. 

North Carolina’s bold leaders and citizens 
resisted British occupation during the Revolu- 
tionary War, prompting British Commander 
General Cornwallis to describe our fearless 
city as “a hornet’s nest of rebellion.” 

It's in this spirit that our community con- 
tinues to stand for liberty, justice and freedom. 

| am so proud of our heritage and for the 
leadership that the State of North Carolina 
continues to provide this great nation. 

Mr. Speaker, on this historic anniversary, | 
want to congratulate the city of Charlotte and 
all North Carolinians. 

| welcome each and every one of my col- 
leagues to join us in celebrating this important 
moment in our history and the great North 
Carolinians who risked everything to lay claim 
to our rights and freedom. 


HONORING ARMY PRIVATE HENRY 
JOHNSON AND ARMY SERGEANT 
WILLIAM SHEMIN 


HON. JOHN KATKO 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the brave service of Army Private Henry 
Johnson and Army Sergeant William Shemin. 
Army Private Henry Johnson and Army Ser- 
geant William Shemin valiantly fought to de- 
fend our nation during World War |. 

Army Private Henry Johnson entered the 
Army on June 5, 1917. He served in Company 
C, the 15th New York Infantry Regiment, an 
all-black National Guard unit. In 1918, Army 
Private Henry Johnson’s unit, then the 369th 
Infantry Regiment, was ordered into battle in 
France and fought in front-line combat. Army 
Private Johnson courageously risked his life to 
defend those of his fellow soldiers. 


Army Sergeant William Shemin entered the 
Army on October 2, 1917. He served as a 
member of Company G, 2nd Battalion, 47th 
Infantry Regiment, 4th Division, American Ex- 
peditionary Forces, originally located in Syra- 
cuse, New York. In May of 1918, Army Ser- 
geant Shemin arrived in France to fight as a 
rifleman within his platoon. Army Sergeant 
Shemin not only put himself in danger to res- 
cue his wounded fellow soldiers, but also took 
command of his platoon following the death of 
his superior officers. 

Army Private Henry Johnson and Army Ser- 
geant William Shemin proudly served and rep- 
resented New York and our entire nation. 
Nearly 100 years after their service, Army Pri- 
vate Henry Johnson and Army Sergeant Wil- 
liam Shemin will be awarded the Medal of 
Honor by President Obama on June 2nd. It is 
a privilege to share in the recognition of these 
American heroes, Army Private Henry John- 
son and Army Sergeant William Shemin. 


EE 


HONORING ALIVIA DAVIS, WINNER 
OF THE 2015 FOURTH CONGRES- 
SIONAL DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 
ART COMPETITION 


HON. ANDER CRENSHAW 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to recognize Alivia Davis, winner of the 2015 
Fourth Congressional District of Florida Art 
Competition in my home town of Jacksonville, 
Florida. Nationally, the Congressional Art 
Competition recognizes some of the finest 
high school student artists, and there is no 
doubt that Alivia belongs among this illustrious 
group. Her drawing, titled “Magnif.eyed,” could 
not be a better representation of the artistic 
ability of Northeast Florida, and | am proud to 
recognize her on the House Floor today. 

Alivia recently completed her freshman year 
of high school at Stanton College Preparatory 
School, an academically renowned public high 
school in Jacksonville. Competing against 
thousands of high school students across the 
Fourth Congressional District, Alivia’s artistic 
ability and execution set her apart from the 
rest. Alivia’s “Magnif.eyed” depicts her young- 
er brothers face as seen beneath a magni- 
fying glass. The attention to detail is extraor- 
dinary; the hair is vivid and lifelike, the eyes 
incredibly vibrant, and the shading meticu- 
lously applied. Alivia shows artistic skills far 
beyond her years. 

Alivia comes from a large and loving family. 
Her proud father and mother, Daniel and Re- 
bekah, as well as her siblings Caroline, Chris- 
tian, and Gabe, have been a constant source 
of support throughout her life. Tony Wood, art 
teacher at Stanton College Preparatory 
School, and a renowned artist himself, has 


paintings displayed in various art galleries 
around Jacksonville. He mentored and encour- 
aged Alivia to submit her artwork for the com- 
petition, and | can only hope that in her up- 
coming years at Stanton, he will continue to 
guide Alivia in all of her artistic abilities. 

| am honored to recognize Alivia Davis as 
the winner of the Fourth Congressional District 
Art Competition, and | could not be happier to 
see her drawing hang in the halls of Congress 
over the next year, proudly representing 
Northeast Florida. Alivia has a bright future 
ahead of her. Regardless of what that future 
holds, whether that be to pursue her artistic 
talents or otherwise, | believe that she will al- 
ways find success. 


— A 


RECOGNIZING NACHA ON ENA- 
BLING UBIQUITOUS SAME-DAY 
PAYMENTS DURING DIRECT DE- 
POSIT AND DIRECT PAYMENT 
VIA ACH MONTH 


HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to rec- 
ognize May as the Direct Deposit and Direct 
Payment via Automated Clearing House 
(ACH) Month. NACHA—The Electronic Pay- 
ments Association serves as trustee of the 
ACH Network, enabling payments such as di- 
rect deposit and direct payment via ACH. An- 
nually, the network processes 23 billion ACH 
transactions valued at more than $40 trillion. 
As a self-governing, collaborative rule maker 
and educator, NACHA helps to expand and di- 
versify electronic payments, ensuring the Net- 
work remains universal and secure, creating 
value, and enabling innovation for all partici- 
pants. 

To coincide with this year’s recognition of 
Direct Deposit and Direct Payment via ACH 
Month, the NACHA membership has approved 
an Operating Rules change to enable same- 
day settlement capabilities for virtually any 
ACH transaction. The proposal received broad 
support from financial institutions, businesses, 
government agencies and regulators, con- 
sumer groups, and other interested parties. 
This new same-day service ACH allows the fi- 
nancial services industry to offer an option to 
consumers, businesses and governments, 
who want to move their money faster. 

| commend NACHA’s commitment to en- 
hancing the versatility and improving the 
strength of the ACH Network for consumers, 
governments, businesses, and financial institu- 
tions that rely on the network to move their 
money via ACH. This introduction of same-day 
ACH is an immediate action undertaken by fi- 
nancial institutions to modernize the payments 
system, and it creates a building block for a 
variety of innovative products and services. 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in recognizing NACHA—The Electronic 
Payments Association for its work to move 
payments safely and more efficiently through 
same-day ACH and in recognizing May as Di- 
rect Deposit and Direct Payment via ACH 
Month. 


EE 


AMERICAN COMMUNITY SURVEY 
ON THE WAY TO 3 MILLION HOMES 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it’s Friday 
night. You come home from work, tired and 
hungry for supper. 

There is a big stack of mail on the table you 
sift through, including one piece addressed to 
you from the government. 

You open the envelope only to find a sur- 
vey. The survey asks you a series of ques- 
tions like: How many toilets do you have in 
your house? When do you leave and return 
from work? Does anyone in your home suffer 
from mental illness? Does your house have a 
sink with a faucet? Do you have a refrig- 
erator? 

This government-mandated questionnaire is 
known as the American Community Survey. 
Three million Americans each year are “lucky” 
enough to be selected to answer this manda- 
tory survey. The American Community Survey 
is independent from the Census. This survey 
is more intrusive, more personal and more 
time consuming. Not to mention, it is 28 pages 
long and mandatory. 

Understandably, many people dismiss this 
survey, tossing it out or feeling too uncomfort- 
able to divulge such personal information. But 
throwing it away does not make it disappear. 

If you fail to answer the survey, the govern- 
ment will come after you. It begins with phone 
calls. If the calls go unanswered or the survey 
is incomplete, the calls will increase from 
weekly to daily. Then the eyes of the federal 
government are sent to houses of the unwill- 
ing, to ring the doorbell and peek in the win- 
dow. This is harassment. No one wants the 
government doing drop-ins to their home. 
Quite the opposite, the majority of Americans 
want the government to leave them alone. 
And on top of all the harassment and intimida- 
tion by Census Bureau emissaries, citizens 
who still choose not to answer, are threatened 
with a criminal penalty, and in some cases 
face up to a $5,000 fine. 

In an effort to help protect American’s pri- 
vacy, | reintroduced legislation that would 
make the American Community Survey vol- 
untary. This survey is another example of un- 
necessary and completely unwarranted gov- 
ernment intrusion. 

The federal government has no right to 
force Americans to divulge such private infor- 
mation, especially information that they are 
uncomfortable giving away. 

But this is happening all over America and 
even right here in Southeast Texas. | have 
had neighbors contact me for years com- 
plaining about this government harassment. 

According to the Constitution, article 1, sec- 
tion 2, a count of the nation’s population is re- 
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quired to be conducted every ten years. The 
purpose of the Census is to apportion con- 
gressional seats and levy direct taxes. But the 
American Community Survey achieves none 
of that, except information on American’s toilet 
flushing patterns. 

| believe in a limited government and will 
work to protect American citizens from govern- 
ment abuse and harassment. Bottom line, 
Americans should have the choice on whether 
they want to tell Washington how many toilets 
they have. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


EE 


CELEBRATING 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF HEAD START 


HON. G. K. BUTTERFIELD 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
congratulate and celebrate Head Start on its 
50th year of service to children and families. 
Fifty years ago yesterday, President Lyndon 
Johnson stood in the White House Rose Gar- 
den and announced the creation of Head 
Start. 

This pioneering federal program became a 
foundation of his historic anti-poverty plan. 
Head Start was designed to ensure that chil- 
dren from low-income families had access to 
a quality early childhood education. 

This program has long served as a catalyst 
for long-term educational achievement and is 
considered the nation’s premier school readi- 
ness program. 

Head Start recognizes that parents are the 
initial and most important educators in their 
child’s life and works to inspire and support af- 
firmative parental involvement with their chil- 
dren. 

In addition to building strong parent-child re- 
lationships, Head Start along with Early Head 
Start, provides extensive services to promote 
strong mental, social, and emotional develop- 
ment in children from birth to age five. 

Head Start also provides children and their 
families with health screenings and nutritional 
education, among other integral services. The 
services offered to our communities by Head 
Start are copious and invaluable. 

Evidence-based studies have shown Head 
Start to be tremendously effective at pro- 
moting academic success in school, avoiding 
crime, and fostering the development of pro- 
ductive, successful leaders. 

Head Start is one of the longest running 
programs in the United States whose mission 
is to address systemic poverty, and it has in- 
deed yielded impressive results. 

In just 2014, Head Start served over 20,000 
children and families in North Carolina alone, 
including nearly 5,000 in my congressional 
district. Since its creation 50 years ago, more 
than 32 million children and families have 
reaped the benefits of Head Start. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in congratulating Head Start for 50 years 
of service and enrichment to our nation’s chil- 
dren and their families. Its involvement in the 
lives of our young people is exceptionally sig- 
nificant and deserving of our sincere apprecia- 
tion. 


May 20, 2015 


IN HONOR OF LIFEGUARD THOMAS 
HOLT 


HON. JUAN VARGAS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Thomas Holt for the outstanding com- 
mitment and dedication he has demonstrated 
to the City of Imperial Beach. Mr. Holt started 
his public service as an ocean lifeguard in 
1967. During his 47 years of service, Thomas 
Holt made thousands of ocean rescues and 
provided medical aid to hundreds of beach 
visitors. 


On March 1, 2014, Mr. Holt officially retired 
at the age of 70. His service is a remarkable 
achievement in the ocean lifeguarding field. 
Mr. Holt is recognized by his lifeguard col- 
leagues and the community of Imperial Beach 
as a hardworking, reliable and dedicated men- 
tor. 


Mr. Holt has devoted his life to preserving 
the lives of others. His outstanding achieve- 
ments, his leadership and his commitment to 
the people of California’s 51st District, are an 
inspiration to us all. 


—— 


RECOGNIZING ST. JOHN’S-ST. AN- 
DREW’S CATHOLIC SCHOOL CEN- 
TENNIAL 


HON. TOM EMMER 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today in honor of St. John’s—St. Andrew’s 
Catholic School in Meire Grove, Minnesota, as 
it celebrates its centennial. 


Founded in 1915, the current schoolhouse 
was built to meet the growing needs of a thriv- 
ing Catholic community. After years of remod- 
eling and improvements, and a shift towards 
being a parochial school, St. John's-St. An- 
drew’s now consists of 40 families. An impres- 
sive growth, considering Catholic education in 
the area began with a deserted log church 
and 20 children. 


For a century, central Minnesotans have 
sent their sons and daughters to this historic 
school knowing that they will receive a sub- 
stantive education centered around Christ. For 
many, this Catholic tradition spans several 
generations. 


| pray that these children continue to grow 
in their faith and that they continue to follow 
Christ’s example of service and respect. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask that this body join me in 
congratulating St. John’s—St. Andrew’s Catho- 
lic School on 100 years, and thanking them for 
building such a strong Catholic-educated com- 
munity. May their success continue for dec- 
ades to come. 


May 20, 2015 


INTRODUCTION OF THE COLUMBIA 
RIVER BASIN RESTORATION ACT 


HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, | am 
pleased to introduce the Columbia River Basin 
Restoration Act, a bill that would bring much 
needed resources to clean up toxic pollution in 
the Columbia River Basin. The Columbia River 
is the largest river in the Pacific Northwest. 
The River and its tributaries provide significant 
ecological and economic benefits to the Pa- 
cific Northwest and the entire United States. 
Historically, the Columbia and its tributaries 
have constituted the largest salmon-producing 
river system in the world, with annual returns 
peaking at 16 million fish. 


The Columbia River was designated an Es- 
tuary of National Significance in 1995 and a 
Large Aquatic Ecosystem (LAE) by the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA) in 2006. 
Yet it remains the only LAE to receive zero 
Congressional funding pursuant to this des- 
ignation—despite a growing problem of toxic 
contamination throughout the River Basin. 


Toxic contaminants are present throughout 
the Columbia River Basin and are harmful to 
public health and ecosystem health. These 
contaminants make their way into fish tissues, 
which when consumed can be damaging to 
human health. Some of these toxics are 
known to increase cancer risks and have been 
linked with neurological, developmental and 
reproductive problems, including birth defects 
and learning disabilities. This concern is par- 
ticularly pressing for tribal populations, who 
rely on local fish as a dietary and cultural sta- 
ple and consume large quantities of resident 
fish. In wildlife, contaminants increase mor- 
tality and disease susceptibility and impair re- 
production and the ability of the fish to avoid 
predators. 


In 2013, the States of Oregon and Wash- 
ington issued fish advisories warning the pub- 
lic to protect itself against mercury and PCB 
contamination by limiting consumption of resi- 
dent fish species living in the 150 mile stretch 
of river between Bonneville and McNary 
Dams. 


This bill authorizes the EPA to establish a 
voluntary, competitive Columbia River Basin 
grants program to support projects aimed at 
reducing pollution, cleaning up contaminated 
sites, improving water quality, monitoring the 
Basin, and promoting citizen engagement. Eli- 
gible entities may include States, tribal and 
local governments, nonprofits, and private 
landowners. The legislation authorizes $50 
million per year for five years for this effort, 
which is estimated to create between 700 and 
1,000 family wage jobs per year in the region. 


The Columbia River is the lifeblood of the 
Pacific Northwest, but it has become dan- 
gerously polluted. It is time to clean up the 
Columbia River and improve water quality and 
river health for generations to come. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


IN RECOGNITION OF COL. ALFRED 
ROBERT FRENCH II 


HON. RUBEN GALLEGO 


OF ARIZONA 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
salute, congratulate and recognize Col. Alfred 
Robert French II, M.D., for his distinguished 
military career and years of dedicated service 
to our nation as we celebrate his upcoming 
89th birthday. 


Col. French II was raised in Bisbee, AZ and 
attended Bisbee High School, Wentworth Mili- 
tary Academy and Valley Forge Military Acad- 
emy, graduating in 1944. Upon graduation, 
Col. French sought immediate induction into 
the U.S. Army and his journey in the service 
of our nation began in a crowded ship that left 
Brooklyn, New York, bound for Le Havre, 
France. 


Upon arrival, Col. French Il was requi- 
sitioned by the 61st Signal Battalion of the 
Third Army and began his service as a driver 
and a courier in Eider Oberstein, Germany. 
On occasion, he would drive through Ger- 
many, the Netherlands, Belgium, Luxemburg 
and France, all in one day. He also spent time 
in the Saar Protectorate, and then moved to 
Neckersulm, Germany, where he served as a 
Guard in a Displaced Persons (DP) camp. 


Col. French was eventually transferred to 
Heidelberg, Germany and assigned to the 
79th field Artillery group. There, Col. French II 
had the honor of attending General Patton’s 
funeral service. 


Col. French Il returned to Phoenix, AZ, and 
studied at the University of Arizona. Soon 
after, however, he decided to continue his 
service to our country by reenlisting in the 
Army. He was deployed to Japan with the 
Army of Occupation and subsequently partici- 
pated in the first battle of the Korean War as 
part of Task Force Smith, the first U.S. ground 
maneuver unit to enter combat in Korea. 


Throughout his years of service, Col. French 
ll has won numerous awards and distinctions, 
including the Bronze Star Medal, the Combat 
Infantry Badge, the Korean Service Medal, 
and the UN Service Medal. 


After the war, Col. French Il returned to 
Phoenix, AZ, and utilized the G.I. Bill to re- 
ceive a B.S. from Arizona State University. He 
later graduated from Tulane Medical School 
with a specialty in Ophthalmology in 1959 and 
joined his father, Harry French, M.D., in pri- 
vate practice. Col. French Il joined the Army 
National Guard in 1976 and served until 1993. 


Mr. Speaker, Col. Alfred French ll is a proud 
member of the Greatest Generation. He fought 
for our freedom in two different wars and has 
lived a life defined by service and integrity. | 
am deeply honored to recognize all that Col. 
French Il has achieved and pleased to con- 
gratulate him as he celebrates his 89th birth- 
day. 
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HONORING COACH BILL 
GUTHRIDGE 


HON. DAVID E. PRICE 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, 
| come to the floor today to honor the memory 
of Bill Guthridge, long-time basketball coach at 
UNC-Chapel Hill, a skilled and dedicated men- 
tor and leader on and off the court. 

Bill is best remembered for his illustrious 
coaching career. He won two national cham- 
pionships in three decades alongside Coach 
Dean Smith, and he was an assistant coach 
on the gold medal-winning 1976 Olympic bas- 
ketball team. After Dean retired, Bill was 
named head coach of the Tar Heels and took 
Carolina to two Final Fours in three seasons. 
All told, he played or coached in more Final 
Fours than anyone else in NCAA history. 

Bill was content to operate behind the 
scenes, and he liked to tell the story that he 
and his wife Leesie enjoyed an anniversary 
dinner in Chapel Hill the night before he took 
over for Coach Smith without being recog- 
nized by a single student or basketball fan. 

But anyone who knew anything about Caro- 
lina basketball understood the critical contribu- 
tion that Bill made to the program, and his 
passing on May 12 has brought forth a torrent 
of fond memories and tributes. 

Those tributes include an appreciation for 
the remarkable role Bill and Leesie have 
played in the community of Chapel Hill since 
their arrival in 1967. | have personally appre- 
ciated their encouragement and counsel, and 
my wife and | have admired the generosity 
with which they have extended themselves to 
support numerous good and visionary causes. 
As a former UNC student, | particularly appre- 
ciate their efforts to renovate and modernize 
the Undergraduate Library through the cre- 
ation of the William W. and Elise P. Guthridge 
Library Fund. 

l am not alone in appreciating Bill 
Guthridge’s contribution to our community. Ask 
anyone who knew him—and many who 
didn’t—and you will hear about his quiet devo- 
tion to the students he coached, his loyalty to 
his colleagues and friends, and his commit- 
ment to community betterment. 

| feel very fortunate to have called Bill 
Guthridge a friend, and | am honored to pay 
tribute to his many contributions and the last- 
ing impact they have made on the University 
and the community. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BARBARA LEE 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | was not present for 
roll call votes 240 through 242. 

Had | been present, | would have voted yes 
on #240, yes on #241, and yes on #242. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF 2015 EASTERN 
AREA CONFERENCE OF THE 
LINKS, INCORPORATED 


HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, from April 22nd 
through April 26th, 2015, The Eastern Area of 
the Links, Incorporated hosted their 43rd East- 
ern Area Conference at the elegant Foxwoods 
Resort and Casino in Connecticut. This year’s 
conference theme “Leveraging the Legacy of 
Friendship and Service” is apropos as we 
congratulate the 2015 Eastern Area Con- 
ference Co-Chairs Sister Links Price and Wil- 
son for organizing this annual meeting. The 
Eastern Area of the Links is comprised of 73 
chapters in the states of Connecticut, Dela- 
ware, the District of Columbia, Maryland, Mas- 
sachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhode Island, and Virginia. 

As one of the nation’s oldest and largest 
volunteer service organizations of extraor- 
dinary women, the Links are committed to en- 
riching, sustaining and ensuring the culture 
and economic survival of African Americans 
and other persons of African ancestry. With a 
membership of 12,000 professional women of 
color, which also includes my beautiful wife 
Alma Rangel and my daughter Alicia, the 
Links Incorporated has established 274 chap- 
ters in forty-two states and in three sovereign 
nations. 

Throughout my public and political career, | 
have witnessed the astonishing work and out- 
standing community service provided by The 
Eastern Area of the Links, which has attracted 
hundreds of distinguished individual achievers 
and accomplished women of color, who con- 
tinue to make a difference for our most vulner- 
able communities in the Eastern States of our 
Nation. Today, under the leadership of East- 
ern Area Director Dianne S. Hardison, the out- 
standing programming of the Eastern Area of 
the Links, Incorporated has five facets which 
include Services to Youth, The Arts, National 
Trends and Services, International Trends and 
Services, and Health and Human Services. 

The Eastern Area of the Links initiated a 
Women's Issues Program, under the Chair- 
manship of Dr. Marcella Maxwell that evolved 
into a National Trends Facet Component. The 
focus of the Women’s Issues Program for 
2013-2015 was to honor and empower 
Women who have served in our Nation's 
Armed Forces as they transitioned from mili- 
tary life to civilian life. The Eastern Area Links 
initiated programs to mentor, educate, train, 
and employ women veterans as they 
transitioned from Combat to Corporate. 

Partnering with Dress For Success, FedEx, 
Citi Corporation, Home Depot, Macy’s, College 
and Universities; and veteran organizations 
such as the 369th Veterans’ Association, New 
York City Mayor’s Office of Military Affairs, 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, the American Le- 
gion, Temple University, Syracuse University, 
Philadelphia Community College, Medgar 
Evers College, York College, and the Borough 
of Manhattan College of the City University of 
New York, the Eastern Area of the Links Com- 
bat to Corporate program has successfully 
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given women veterans, many of whom are 
single mothers and homeless the opportunity 
to achieve the American dream and raise their 
families with dignity and resources. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my es- 
teemed colleagues of the great Eastern States 
of our Union join me in recognition of the 2015 
Eastern Area Conference of the Links, Incor- 
porated, which has focused its mission to sup- 
port Women Veterans From Combat to Cor- 
porate and Women in the Armed Forces that 
continue to serve our Country proudly and 
with distinction today. 


REMEMBERING MAURIE BERMAN 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
remember and honor the life of an important 
and respected member of the Chicago com- 
munity. 

On May 17th we lost a local legend. Mr. 
Maurie Berman, founder of the famous 
Superdawg passed away at the age of 89. 

After serving his nation in WWII, Mr. Ber- 
man returned to Chicago to serve his commu- 
nity. His vision was to serve delicious Chicago 
style hotdogs without customers even having 
to leave their cars. In May 1948, Maurie and 
his wife, Flaurie, opened the first Superdawg 
at the end of the streetcar line at Devon and 
Milwaukee Avenues in Chicago. It would be 
one of the first drive-in restaurants of its time 
with Flaurie as the first car-hop. 

Almost 60 years later, and countless hungry 
people fed, Superdawg has become a Chi- 
cago institution. The business has been 
passed down from generation to generation 
with Maurie’s great-granddaughter putting in 
her first shift just a few weeks ago. 

Mr. Berman was known not only for serving 
one of the best hotdogs, but also for being a 
truly caring person. He was a loving husband, 
father, grandfather, great-grandfather, friend 
as well as a highly respected member of his 
community. Maurie never missed an oppor- 
tunity to help his employees in times of need. 

| ask my fellow colleagues to join me in 
honoring and celebrating the life and accom- 
plishments of Mr. Maurie Berman. 


A 


IN HONOR OF THE 2014 FAIRFAX 
COUNTY LAND CONSERVATION 
AND TREE PRESERVATION 
AWARDEES 


HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to rec- 
ognize the recipients of Fairfax County 2014 
Land Conservation and Tree Preservation and 
Planting Awards. Fairfax County is considered 
one of the best counties in the nation in which 
to live, work, and raise a family. One reason 
for this designation is the innovative environ- 
mental protection policies that have been im- 


May 20, 2015 


plemented by the County and embraced by its 
business partners, and | was pleased to have 
led that effort during my tenure as Chairman 
of the Board of Supervisors. These awards 
recognize the following developers, designers, 
and site superintendents, who have excelled 
in their stewardship of the environment: 
LARGE COMMERCIAL: CINDER BED ROAD BUS 
DIVISION 


Owner: Washington Metropolitan Area 
Transit Authority 
Project Manager: Fred Robertson 
Superintendent: Denver Callahan 
Contractor: Strittmatter Contracting, LLC 
Engineer: Wendel 
Site Inspector: Jim Getts 
LARGE SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL: GAMBRILL 
POINTE 


Owner: Brookfield Ridge Road, LLC 

Project Manager: Scott Gookin & James T. 
Devine 

Superintendent: Donnie Stewart & Billy 
Huff 

Contractor: William A. Hazel, Inc. 

Engineer: Land Design Consultants, Inc. 

Site Inspector: Keith Anthony 

SMALL SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL: ABBOTS 

WOOD 


Owner: Palisades Development, LLC 

Project Manager: Mike Dropik 

Superintendent: Donnie Stewart é€ Billy 
Huff 

Contractor: William A. Hazel, Inc. 

Engineer: Walter L. Phillips, Inc. 

Site Inspector: Jim Getts 

INFILL LOT: 9022 FALLS RUN ROAD, MCLEAN 

Owner: Joe & Sarah Shamess 

Project Manager: Ross Richmond 

Superintendent: Rich Shaffer 

Contractor: Joy Custom Design Build, LLC 

Engineer: LS2 PC Engineering 

Site Inspector: Frank Degboe 


Outstanding Engineering Firms: Wendel 
(Cinder Bed Road Bus Division) 
Outstanding Superintendent: Clarke 


Newbill and Billy Huff (Gambrill Pointe) 

Outstanding Contractor: Strittmatter Con- 
tracting, LLC (Cinder Bed Road Bus Divi- 
sion) 

Outstanding Developer/Owner: Washington 
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (Cinder 
Bed Road Bus Division) 

Certificate of Voluntary Merit: Jackson 
Ayers, Member of Boy Scouts of America, 
Troop 1539, Eagle Scout Service Project 

Best Protected Environmentally Sensitive 
Site: Washington Metropolitan Area Transit 
Authority (Cinder Bed Road Bus Division) 

Outstanding E/S Inspectors of the Year: 
Frank Degboe (North Branch), Jorge Tagle 
(Central Branch), Jim Getts (South Branch) 

Outstanding E/S Plan Reviewers of the 
Year: Roshna Gafoor (North Branch), Jen- 
nifer Vargas (Central Branch), Ambachew 
Nigatu (South Branch) 


TREE PLANTING AWARDS: 


Project: Capital One—Rt. 123 Median and 
Tree Transplanting 

Developer: Capital One 

Design: William H. Gordon and Associates, 
Inc. 

Landscaper: Ruppert 
Davis/Gilford Construction 


Project: East Market at Fair Lake, Phase 
III 

Developer: Peterson Companies 

Design: Lewis Scully Gionet TWS Designs, 
Inc. 

Landscaper: KT Enterprises 


Project: Jennings Toyota 
Developer: Chesapeake Contracting Group 


Landscape, Inc. 
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Design: Walter L. Phillips, Inc. 

Landscaper: Live Green 

Project: Newington DVS Maintenance Fa- 
cility 

Developer: EE Reed Construction 

Design: Adtek Engineers 

Landscaper: Blake Landscapes 


TREE PRESERVATION AWARD RECIPIENTS: 

Project: National Library for the Study of 
George Washington 

Developer: Mount Vernon Ladies’ Associa- 
tion 

Engineer: Rummel Klepper & Kahl 

Tree Preservation Consultant: The Care of 
Trees 

Tree Preservation Contractor: 
Tree Experts 

Project: The Preserve at Scott’s Run 

Builder: Stanley Martin Homes 

Engineer: Land Design Consultants 

Tree Preservation Consultant: Zimar & As- 
sociates 

Project: Unitarian Universalist Congrega- 
tion of Fairfax 

Developer: UUCF 

Engineer: Bowman Consulting Group, Ltd 

Tree Preservation Consultant: Davey Re- 
source Group 

Tree Preservation Contractor: The Care of 
Trees 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating these honorees. Fairfax 
County and its residents have benefitted 
greatly from the collaborative spirit that is rep- 
resented by these awards today, and | thank 
each of the awardees for their efforts. 


SS 


IN SUPPORT OF THE TOM LANTOS 
FOUNDATION FOR HUMAN 
RIGHTS ANNUAL SOLIDARITY 
SABBATH 


Bartlett 


HON, ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
support of the Tom Lantos Foundation for 
Human Rights’ annual Solidarity Sabbath. 
Held on May 22, 2015, this trans-Atlantic 
event provides a timely and unique framework 
within which leaders here in the United States 
and Europe can express solidarity with the 
Jewish community at a time when acts of so- 
cial cohesion are more urgent than ever. 

The Solidarity Sabbath encourages leaders 
of all faiths, races, and backgrounds to band 
together in support of Jewish communities 
across North America and Europe by partici- 
pating in a range of Sabbath services and re- 
lated activities. In the current geo-political cli- 
mate, where we have seen the ugly resur- 
gence of anti-Semitism and Holocaust denial, 
particularly in Europe, it is imperative that we 
unite against intolerance and baseless hatred. 
| urge leaders both at home and abroad to 
participate in this important event and stand 
up for tolerance, peace and co-existence. 
When leaders of diverse backgrounds come 
together in defense of fundamental human 
rights, all of our communities are the bene- 
ficiaries. 

Indeed, this Solidarity Sabbath initiative is 
most timely. Sadly, in the past few months we 
have witnessed a dramatic surge in anti-Se- 
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mitic incidents across Europe, including the 
January murders of four Jewish customers at 
a kosher supermarket in Paris, and the murder 
of a Jewish man guarding a synagogue in Co- 
penhagen in February. Painful, vivid memories 
are being resurrected as Jewish communities 
around Europe are once again living under the 
cloud of social hostility, embarrassment and 
violent threats. 


It is imperative that we stand with the Jew- 
ish community and demand that our European 
allies work diligently and without delay to con- 
front and put an end to these heinous acts. 
Hatred and persecution based on race or reli- 
gion have no place in our world. Each and 
every one of us has the responsibility to make 
our own communities safer and more tolerant. 


For this very reason, | am pleased to have 
recently introduced a bipartisan resolution with 
Representative ROBERT DOLD of Illinois to 
combat the rise of anti-Semitism in Europe, 
which encourages our European friends to 
counter this disturbing trend while also com- 
mitting the United States to abetting this effort 
in every way possible. 


Mr. Speaker, the power of togetherness 
cannot be overemphasized. Indeed, it is the 
bond shared by those of us dedicated to love 
and tolerance that will form the basis upon 
which we will defeat bigotry and demagoguery 
in all of its forms. | urge my colleagues to 
stand with me in this important expression of 
tolerance and co-existence. 


—— A 


TRIBUTE TO SHERIFF MICHAEL 
“MIKE” SCROGGINS 


HON. LUKE MESSER 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of Sheriff Michael “Mike” 
Scroggins, a devoted civil servant and long- 
time political leader in Delaware County. 


Mike is a lifelong Hoosier and leaves behind 
a legacy of public service in our state. After 
nearly 30 years as a police officer, including 
11 years as a Uniform Division Commander, 
he ran successfully for Delaware County Sher- 
iff in both 2010 and 2014. He is also a proud 
graduate of the respected FBI National Acad- 
emy. 

He devoted his entire adult life to protecting 
and bettering his community and for that he 
will always be remembered. Sheriff Scroggins 
was a member of Whitney Lodge #229, the In- 
diana Sheriff's Association, and the Mt. Olive 
Community Church. He was also actively in- 
volved with the Delaware County Council, 
making public appearances regularly to advo- 
cate for his officers and his department. In his 
free time, Mike enjoyed fishing trips and 
spending time with his family. 

Today, it is my privilege to honor the life of 
Mike Scroggins. My thoughts and prayers go 
out to Mike’s family, and may God comfort 
those left behind with his peace and strength. 
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TRIBUTE TO VICTIMS OF THE 
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE 


HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
memorialize and record a courageous story of 
survival of the Armenian Genocide. The Arme- 
nian Genocide, perpetrated by the Ottoman 
Empire from 1915 to 1923, resulted in the 
death of 1.5 million Armenian men, women, 
and children. As the U.S. Ambassador to the 
Ottoman Empire, Henry Morgenthau docu- 
mented at the time, it was a campaign of 
“race extermination.” 


The campaign to annihilate the Armenian 
people failed, as illustrated by the proud Ar- 
menian nation and prosperous diaspora. It is 
difficult if not impossible to find an Armenian 
family not touched by the genocide, and while 
there are some survivors still with us, it is im- 
perative that we record their stories. Through 
the Armenian Genocide Congressional Record 
Project, | hope to document the harrowing sto- 
ries of the survivors in an effort to preserve 
their accounts and to help educate the Mem- 
bers of Congress now and in the future of the 
necessity of recognizing the Armenian Geno- 
cide. Below is one of those stories: 


FROM ARSHALOUS DARBINYAN, AN ARMENIAN 
WOMAN, ON BEHALF OF HER FATHER, 
BABKEN VARDANI DARBINYAN, AND GRAND- 
PARENTS, ARSHALOUS MARKARI DARBINYAN 
AND VARDAN SARKISI DARBINYAN 


Arshalous Markari Darbinyan was happily 
married to Vardan Sarkisi Darbinyan. The 
Darbinyans were one of the wealthy families 
of Van. They were well respected community 
intellectual leaders. In the spring of 1915, at 
the time of deportation and forced relocation 
Arshalous Darbinyan was an expectant 
mother. Andranik Zorava (a very close friend 
of the family) personally appointed one of 
his assistants to deliver a carriage to the 
Darbinyan residence. They left everything 
behind, the house and most of their belong- 
ings. In a chaotic rush they were forced to 
even bury their gold and most of the jewelry 
in their garden, and left behind the phar- 
macy they owned. The handmade carpets and 
rugs, and furniture were stuffed in the wine 
cellar, as they naively believed that once ev- 
erything settled they would return home. 


Unfortunately, when they were halfway 
there in the middle of the road the carriage 
flipped over. Arshalous was injured the most. 
She lost her baby. Also, she received several 
injuries on her face. Her husband, though in 
pain himself did his best to help cope with 
the situation. They suffered emotionally and 
physically, went through hardships, 
eyewitnessed the genocide and were lucky 
enough to survive. They were separated from 
their siblings, and the family was scattered 
around the world. Some of them ended up in 
Fresno, CA and the rest settled in Armenia. 
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CITATION TO RECOGNIZE BRIGA- 
DIER GENERAL DENNIS D. 
DOYLE, DEPUTY CHIEF OF 
STAFF, G-3/5/7, OFFICE OF THE 
SURGEON GENERAL, U.S. ARMY 


HON. MARCY KAPTUR 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, we cannot 
thank our public servants enough for the job 
that they do for this country day in and day 
out. The Federal Government simply cannot 
function properly without good leaders who 
are committed to the world and security of our 
Nation. 

BG Dennis Doyle distinguished himself by 
exceptionally meritorious service and superb 
achievements to the Office of the Surgeon 
General and the United States Army from 1 
November 2005 to 1 November 2015 while 
serving in a succession of several high posi- 
tions of great importance. His outstanding 
leadership, passionate pursuit of excellence, 
and tireless efforts greatly contributed to the 
overall readiness of the Army, the trans- 
formation of Army Medicine to a System for 
Health and the delivery of high quality health 
care to our Armed Forces. During his tenure 
as Commander of the 10th Combat Support 
Hospital (CSH) in Fort Carson, Colorado, BG 
Doyle was hand selected to also command 
the 43rd Area Support Group (Rear) while the 
4th Infantry Division deployed. He superbly 
commanded both organizations ensuring the 
Group sustained a high level of readiness in 
support of Fort Carson tenant units. He proved 
a staunch supporter to the installation, com- 
munity, and all post operations supporting de- 
ployed Fort Carson units in combat. While de- 
ployed with the 10th CSH, BG Doyle delivered 
world class combat health care for nearly 
40,000 patients, which included 4,000 admis- 
sions and over 8,500 operating room proce- 
dures with many of these involving the most 
difficult combat trauma cases in the world. His 
success in this tremendously challenging mis- 
sion was recognized as magnificent not only 
by his chain of command but also by the U.S. 
Ambassador, the Commander of Multinational 
Forces-lraq, the Commander of Multinational 
Coalition-lrag, the Iraqi Prime Minister, and 
many U.S. and Iraqi government officials. BG 
Doyle served as the Deputy Commander for 
Administration at Walter Reed Army Medical 
Center (WRAMC). During that time, Walter 
Reed was the largest military treatment facility 
in the Department of Defense and flagship for 
Army Medicine and Home of Warrior Care. 
During his tenure, BG Doyle’s results-oriented 
approach ensured the command's success in 
every facet of customer service, operations, 
personnel readiness, and adequacy of human 
and monetary capital. He oversaw the estab- 
lishment of a one stop welcome center to 
ease the logistical burden for our Warfighters 
and their Family Members. His keen adminis- 
trative acumen and innovative problem solving 
were the driving force in over $24M in facility 
renovations, $4M in housekeeping service en- 
hancements, improved logistics customer re- 
sponse times, and the establishment of a 
24/7 operations cell. 
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Following Walter Reed, BG Doyle was cen- 
trally selected to command the 30th Medical 
Command (MEDCOM) in Germany. Despite 
assuming command just nine days before de- 
ploying to Operation Enduring Freedom, Af- 
ghanistan, BG Doyle expertly led his team to 
quickly assume its critical role as the first The- 
ater Medical Command for Afghanistan, Task 
Force 30th MEDCOM. Combat seasoned, cre- 
ative, articulate, technically and tactically pro- 
ficient, and solution oriented, BG Doyle con- 
sistently provided sound, balanced operational 
advice as the medical Task Force Commander 
and USFOR-A Surgeon. His joint service 
command assessed the USFOR-A medical in- 
frastructure and organization and took action 
to ensure the finest care was provided for all 
U.S., Coalition, and Afghan forces by a delib- 
erate redistribution of scarce medical re- 
sources. He directed a comprehensive anal- 
ysis of health service support for Regional 
Command West expansion efforts resulting in 
the development of force request that met the 
regional commander's need. BG Doyle led a 
joint team that provided unmatched combat 
health service support across the Combined 
Joint Operations Area—Afghanistan and deliv- 
ered the highest war time survival rates up to 
that point in the conflict. A strategic thinker, 
BG Doyle also forged solid international rela- 
tions with ISAF medical partners and host Na- 
tion assets to ensure unity of effect and effort 
for all medical assets in the area of responsi- 
bility. After Europe, the Surgeon General hand 
selected BG Doyle to command the William 
Beaumont Medical Center (WBAMC) in Fort 
Bliss, Texas. During this period, he also 
served as the Deputy Commanding General 
(DCG)—Readiness for Western Regional 
Medical Command (WRMC) and Chief of the 
Medical Service Corps. BG Doyle quickly 
transformed the William Beaumont culture to 
fully support the Fort Bliss transition from a 
TRADOC installation to the Army’s largest and 
busiest FORSCOM power projection platform. 
He exploited partnering with the Veterans’ Af- 
fairs for a mutually efficient use of limited re- 
sources resulting in the award of the largest 
Fiscal Year 12 VA/DOD Joint Incentive Fund 
project valued at over $5M. His team also 
opened a new WTB campus, established a 
collocated Integrated Disability Evaluation Sys- 
tem site, and launched Embedded Behavioral 
Health, and Child and Family Assistance Cen- 
ters. The Surgeon General recognized BG 
Doyle as a transformational leader and once 
again hand picked him to command the Pa- 
cific Regional Medical Command knowing that 
he possessed all the skill sets required to di- 
rect and influence the right Army Medicine ca- 
pabilities in support of the Army’s and DoD’s 
rebalancing strategy. He was also designated 
as Commanding General, Tripler Army Med- 
ical Center, U.S. Army Pacific Surgeon, Chief, 
Medical Service Corps, and Manager for the 
Hawaii enhanced Multi-Service Market 
(eMSM). His overall performance and con- 
tributions were nothing short of stellar. 

Balancing five hats, he effective established 
connections, and strengthened and influenced 
strategic partnerships with PACOM countries 
including Korea, Japan, Philippines and Thai- 
land. His PRMC team provided unmatched 
support to USARPAC and USPACOM inter- 
ests in the Asia-Pacific. His strategic leader- 
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ship inspired trust in the health system 
throughout the Pacific achieving consistent pa- 
tient satisfaction rates of over 85 percent. In 
addition, PRMC’s Integrative Pain Manage- 
ment Center ranked as the best in the Army 
because of the close clinical collaboration with 
multiple disciplines and an emphasis on 
weaning Soldiers off their pain medication 
drugs. PRMC was recognized as one of the 
most productive Regional Medical Commands 
exceeding patient safety standards and quality 
measures as well as leading the way in an ex- 
ternal accreditation survey and Risk Manage- 
ment oversight spanning the entire PACOM 
area of responsibility with facilities in Korea, 
Japan, and Hawaii. The Surgeon General per- 
sonally selected BG Doyle to serve as her 
Deputy Chief of Staff, G-3/5/7 based on 
unequalled operational experience, strategic 
acumen and proven leadership. His trans- 
formative excellence was deemed an impera- 
tive during a period of significant cultural and 
organizational transformation. Upon assuming 
his role, BG Doyle was immediately faced with 
operationalizing The Surgeon General’s trans- 
formation from a healthcare system to a Sys- 
tem for Health. He infused irreversible mo- 
mentum in promoting the Performance Triad, 
the primary mechanism to influence readiness 
and health by targeting Sleep, Activity and Nu- 
trition behaviors for Soldiers, Family members 
and all 3.9 million beneficiaries. In the Total 
Army Force concept, BG Doyle has also been 
instrumental in driving toward COMPO 2 and 
implementation with full support from the Chief 
of the Army Reserve and Army National 
Guard. The nuances of implementation in the 
Reserve Components have been fully ex- 
plored to ensure that this is executable for our 
Citizen Soldiers. Furthermore, BG Doyle’s 
operational perspective was instrumental in 
ensuring the direct correlation of Army Medi- 
cine command structures with supported Army 
Corps and ASCC commanders. The decisions 
currently being enacted represent the largest 
organizational changes in the past few dec- 
ades and will ensure that MEDCOM is a bal- 
anced, agile and streamlined organization pos- 
tured to support Army Force 2025 and Beyond 
concepts. In parallel with the command’s de- 
liberate, strategic initiatives, BG Doyle served 
as the single mission command focal point 
synchronizing and integrating TSG/CG, 
MEDCOM command guidance for the com- 
mand despite geographic dispersion across 
five continents and supporting roles to 
COCOMs and ASCCs. This superb oper- 
ational coordination/synchronization was ac- 
complished through the Army's largest Direct 
Reporting Unit, a complex, integrated Army- 
wide health service system. BG Doyle's bold, 
transformational leadership was the driving 
force for the brilliant translation of command 
intent and communication throughout the staff 
and major subordinate commands and was af- 
fected in an extremely dynamic environment 
immediately following OTSG/MEDCOM 
OneStaff reorganization. His passionate desire 
to lead the preeminent healthcare force in the 
world: the best led, trained and equipped for 
without peer, has raised the collective skill 
level and efforts of the entire headquarters. As 
a result of tireless, direct engagement on the 
part of BG Doyle, the command now functions 
with superior efficiency in establishing core or 
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functional crisis action teams and integrated 
process action teams to respond to a wide 
array of complex problem sets. All of Army 
Medicine’s System for Health efforts are 
grounded in the imperative to optimize per- 
formance. Every provider to patient interaction 
will be viewed through the lens of improving 
the development, performance, resilience and 
accelerated rehabilitation of the Professional 
Soldier Athlete. Through his efforts BG Doyle 
has established the MEDCOM G-3/5/7 func- 
tion as the preeminent staff element of its kind 
in support of the Army’s largest direct report- 
ing unit. He has ensured the success of the 
MEDCOM through the essential task of syn- 
chronizing the efforts of the command and 
communicating the mission, vision and intent 
of the commander. His impact on this com- 
mand and the Army is immeasurable. BG 
Doyle represents the very best of Army and 
Nation. 


Brigadier General Doyle’s distinctive accom- 
plishments reflect the highest credit upon him- 
self and the Department of Defense.” 


m 


FORECLOSURE PROTECTION FOR 
MILITARY SERVICEMEMBERS 
LEGISLATION 


HON. STEPHEN LEE FINCHER 


OF TENNESEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. FINCHER. Mr. Speaker, as our econ- 
omy continues to recover, some military 
servicemembers, particularly those leaving ac- 
tive duty, are facing financial challenges, such 
as finding new employment, among other 
things. Additionally, a slow recovering real-es- 
tate market in some areas of the country can 
make it difficult for military members to sell 
their homes or purchase new ones upon re- 
ceiving new orders. 


That's why I’m introducing legislation today, 
with the gentleman from Washington, Mr. 
DENNY HECK, to provide a one year extension 
of foreclosure protection for military 
servicemembers leaving active duty. In 2014, 
Congress extended the Servicemembers Civil 
Relief Act protection against foreclosure for 
military personnel to a year post-military serv- 
ice to help give servicemembers time to get 
on their feet financially and avoid the stress of 
potentially losing their home. These financial 
challenges still exist for many service- 
members, particularly those reacclimating to 
civilian life after serving abroad. 


Our nation’s military personnel are the best 
in the world, willingly putting their lives on the 
lines to protect our freedoms every day. The 
least we can do for them is to ensure they 
have a home when they leave active duty 
service. 


The gentleman from Washington, Mr. HECK, 
and | are pleased to be introducing this bill 
today. | encourage my colleagues to join me 
in supporting this legislation. 
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TRIBUTE TO NORA TRAMPE 
HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Nora 
Trampe upon winning the Congressional Art 
Competition in the 3rd Congressional District 
of lowa. Nora, a senior at Roosevelt High 
School, is the daughter of Dr. Kate Garst of 
Des Moines, lowa. 

The Congressional Art Competition, “An Ar- 
tistic Discovery,” is open to high school stu- 
dents nationwide. Since 1982, the competition 
has been an opportunity for Members of Con- 
gress to encourage and recognize the artistic 
talents of their young constituents. The winner 
is selected by a panel of 16 judges, one from 
each county in lowa’s 3rd District. 

Nora’s piece, “100% Awesome,” was 
named the winner out of over 75 entries. It is 
a unique and creative piece that symbolizes 
all the things that make lowa such a special 
place. Nora’s creativity and dedication to her 
craft is admirable. The example set by this 
young woman demonstrates the rewards of 
harnessing one’s talents and sharing them 
with the world. “100% Awesome” will be dis- 
played in the halls of the Capitol for all to ad- 
mire and enjoy. 

| commend Nora for her artistic talents and 
| know that my colleagues in the United States 
Congress will join me in congratulating her for 
being chosen as the winner of the Congres- 
sional Art Competition in the 3rd Congres- 
sional District of lowa. It is an honor to serve 
lowans like Nora and | wish her the best of 
luck in her future academic and artistic en- 
deavors. 


— 


THANKS JIM CARR FOR YOUR 
YEARS OF SERVICE TO SPRING 
VALLEY LAKE 


HON. PAUL COOK 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
thank James H. Carr aka “Jim Carr’ who is 
being recognized for his many years of service 
to the Spring Valley Lake Community and the 
Spring Valley Lake Country Club. 

1980 was the beginning of the Carr family’s 
life at Spring Valley Lake and Spring Valley 
Lake Country Club. After completion of Jim’s 
“SVL weekender home” in 1980 the first 8 
years of weekends were like “mini-vacations” 
of fishing, and golf with little thought as to the 
ramifications of both national and local political 
decisions being made. 

Decisions made in 1988 would force Jim to 
become involved and protective of his “golf 
and fishing paradise” when it was learned 
George AFB would be closed. Then in 1990 
the Country Club lost more members with the 
departure of the “Wild Weasel” Air Force 
squadron from George AFB. 

Jim became concerned the Country Club 
would not survive and had several conversa- 
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tions with the new general manager Greg 
Davis. In one of the conversations Greg Davis 
stated his mission directed by Mr. Dedman Sr. 
was to turn the club around or it would be sold 
by ClubCorp. It was at that time Jim was 
asked to Chair the Board of Governors of the 
Club. 


In late 2002 Jim became more active in the 
Spring Valley Lake Home Owners Association 
when contacted by a small group of residents 
that had become aware of deficit spending by 
the Association. The only solution was to find 
and elect people to the Association Board with 
financial/business experience and the will to 
make tough financial decisions. It took several 
years, but with the help of many concerned 
citizens the Association became financially 
sound and well managed. 


| wish Jim the best in his retirement. The 
Eighth District of California and Spring Valley 
Lake are thankful for your service. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF JAMES T. POWELL 


HON. GEORGE HOLDING 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, we have all 
had teachers who were inspirations as well as 
educators. For twenty seven years, James T. 
Powell was that kind of teacher at my alma 
mater, Wake Forest University. | would like to 
pay personal tribute to Professor Powell—who 
is retiring this year. 

| can say, from personal experience, the 
years a young man or woman spends at 
Wake Forest shapes the rest of their lives— 
whether they’re recalling burning the midnight 
oil, pouring over the literature of “The An- 
cients,” or watching Rodney Rogers race 
down the basketball court. 


Back when | was a student, studying the 
“liad” and “Odyssey” were not the most pop- 
ular subjects on campus—but Professor Pow- 
ell always kept packed lecture halls. 


He was not only applauded and revered by 
his students and fellow professors—he was 
also formally recognized for his service, being 
awarded the Reid-Doyle Prize for Excellence 
in Teaching in 1996, the Award for Excellence 
in Advising in 2003, and the Kulynych Family 
Omicron Delta Kappa Award for Contributions 
to Student Life. 


Professor Powell was also a leader in many 
campus groups—Phi Beta Kappa, Secretary to 
the Faculty, the Judicial Council—where he 
served as Chairman—the Reynolds Scholar- 
ship Committee, the First-Year Seminar Com- 
mittee, Divinity School Accreditation Com- 
mittee and Dean of the College Search Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. Speaker, like many young men and 
women who attended Wake Forest, | am hon- 
ored and proud to say | studied under Pro- 
fessor James Powell. 
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H.R. 2408, THE USA FREEDOM ACT 


HON. BARBARA LEE 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposition to 
H.R. 2048, the USA Freedom Act. This bill 
makes important improvements to the PA- 
TRIOT Act, including to Section 2154, which is 
the underpinning of the National Security 
Agency’s (NSA) nationwide bulk collection pro- 
gram. 


Yet a ruling last week by the Second Circuit 
found that the bulk collection of phone records 
under this section violated the law. The right 
to privacy is a fundamental American value. 
And it is clear that the practice of unconstitu- 
tional bulk data collection endangers that right. 
Last week’s court decision underscores this— 
and makes clear that more robust surveillance 
reforms are needed. While the USA Freedom 
Act is a good step forward, it does not go far 
enough. And | recognize the hard work of my 
good friend and colleague, Ranking Member 
JOHN CONYERS, JR., on this important bill. 
More than thirteen years after the passage of 
the PATRIOT Act, Congress must do more to 
balance our national security with the protec- 
tion of our civil liberties. 


The USA Freedom Act should include more 
robust protections to prevent the surveillance 
of individuals with no nexus to terrorism or any 
specific investigation. This would ensure ade- 
quate protections against indiscriminate sur- 
veillance from the government and ensure that 
Section 215 cannot be used to collect Ameri- 
cans’ records unrelated to any specific inves- 
tigation. We should also be working for more 
robust minimization procedures to ensure that 
information collected under Section 215 is not 
stored in databases for years. This type of 
provision was included in a previous version of 
this bill and must be restored. We should also 
work to limit additional authorities outside of 
Section 215 that have been used to collect 
Americans’ records in bulk. We know that the 
government has used other authorities—such 
as administrative subpoena laws—to collect 
Americans’ records in bulk. And finally, H.R. 
2048 should be amended to ensure that the 
government does not use authorities under 
Section 702 as a backdoor to conduct surveil- 
lance on Americans. Section 702 allows the 
government to intercept contents of Ameri- 
cans’ electronic communications with individ- 
uals abroad—and stores them in a database— 
without a warrant. Reforms to Section 702 
should be included in this bill. 


Mr. Speaker, | applaud my colleagues for 
working in a bipartisan manner on this bill. Yet 
| believe that additional reforms were needed 
to adequately protect Americans” fundamental 
right to privacy. More than 13 years after the 
PATRIOT Act was first passed into law, it is 
time for Congress to let Section 215 expire 
and work toward serious and meaningful sur- 
veillance reform. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. STEVE COHEN 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, on May 18, 2015, 
my flight was delayed and | was unable to 
vote on H.R. 91. 


If present, | would have voted “yea” on H.R. 
91. 


EEE 


H.R. 36 


HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
in strong opposition to H.R. 36. This bill would 
ban abortions after 20 weeks without an ade- 
quate exception to protect a woman's health— 
a violation of Roe v. Wade—and would im- 
pose unreasonable burdens on rape and in- 
cest survivors. The legislation is the latest at- 
tack by House Republicans on women's 
health, and what's even more insulting is that 
they brought it to the floor during Women's 
Health Week. 


H.R. 36 would deny a woman the right to an 
abortion even if she is experiencing serious 
medical complications from pregnancy, or her 
physician is unable to diagnose her fetus with 
severe and lethal anomalies until after 20 
weeks. These anomalies frequently lead to 
fetal death before or shortly after birth. More- 
over, by imposing criminal penalties on physi- 
cians who provide abortion care, the bill would 
eventually lead to the deterioration of the crit- 
ical patient-doctor relationship. 


As you know, Republicans pulled an earlier 
version of this after a clash in their caucus 
over the exception for adult rape survivors 
which would require women to report the 
crime to law enforcement before they could 
get an abortion. That language has been 
modified to require rape survivors to seek and 
provide documentation of medical treatment or 
counseling 48 hours prior to an abortion. The 
bill also includes unfair reporting and docu- 
mentation requirements for minors who have 
survived rape and incest. Without a doubt 
these barriers are deliberately designed to re- 
strict a women's right to choose. 


I’m pleased to see a range of organizations 
voice strong opposition to this bill including the 
American College of Obstetricians and Gyne- 
cologists, American Nurses Association, Amer- 
ican Public Health Association, NARAL Pro- 
Choice American, Planned Parenthood Fed- 
eration of America, National Organization for 
Women, National Women’s Law Center, Na- 
tional Council of Jewish Women, and others. 


Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to stand 
up for women’s health and oppose this bill. 
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RECOGNIZING THE VOLUNTEERS 
OF THE SHEPHERD’S CENTER OF 
OAKTON-VIENNA 


HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to rec- 
ognize the volunteers of the Shepherd’s Cen- 
ter of Oakton-Vienna and to thank them for 
their many contributions to the Northern Vir- 
ginia community. Organized in 1997, the 
Shepherd’s Center of Oakton-Vienna (SCOV) 
is a non-profit that provides services to help 
older adults continue living independently, and 
it offers programs that supply opportunities for 
enrichment, learning, and socialization. 

Every year, approximately 200 volunteers 
support older residents who want to age in 
place in their homes and stay engaged in so- 
cial activities. Services are available free of 
charge to anyone age 50 or older who resides 
in the local community. 

Last year was a particularly successful year 
for SCOV. In 2014, drivers provided over 
1,100 round-trip rides for medical reasons and 
other errands. Volunteers made regular con- 
tact with individuals who may have limited 
interaction and may feel isolated in their 
homes. “Handy Helpers” made minor home 
repairs to help older adults keep their homes 
safe and livable. The Health Team provided 
individual health counseling, referral to com- 
munity resources, and blood pressure read- 
ings. Volunteers also run programs such as 
Lunch n’ Life, Adventures in Learning, trips 
and outings, special events, and caregivers’ 
support groups. All told, SCOV served more 
than 3,000 individuals in 2014. For these ac- 
complishments, SCOV was recognized as 
2014 Outstanding Volunteer Caregiving Pro- 
gram by the National Volunteer Caregiving 
Network. 

The services and programs offered by this 
extraordinary organization help to ensure that 
our seniors stay connected to the community 
through promotion of active lifestyles, ongoing 
social integration, and availability of resources 
for older residents to use their experience, 
training, and skills in significant roles in soci- 
ety. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join 
me in recognizing the Shepherd’s Center of 
Oakton-Vienna for its work to enable older 
adults in our community to age in place and 
enjoy their golden years with dignity and inde- 
pendence. | thank the many volunteers who 
generously dedicate their time and efforts to 
the welfare of our neighbors. The value of 
their contributions cannot be overstated and 
are deserving of our highest praise. 


—— 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF VIR- 
GINIA AIR NATIONAL GUARD 
BRIGADIER GENERAL WAYNE A. 
WRIGHT 


HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and thank Brigadier General Wayne 
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A. Wright for his 34 years of service to our na- 
tion and to congratulate him on his announced 
retirement. 

Brigadier General Wayne A. Wright retires 
as the Chief of Staff/Air Component Com- 
mander, Virginia Air National Guard, respon- 
sible for the command and control of 1,230 
Virginia Air National Guard members, rep- 
resenting five organizations. Provided to the 
Governor and Adjutant General of Virginia, Air 
Guard military forces protect and defend the 
Commonwealth, and when activated to federal 
military duty, provide those same forces to the 
President of the United States. 

General Wright entered the United States 
Air Force and received his commission in 
1981 after graduating from the University of 
South Carolina. He transitioned from active 
duty to the Georgia Air National Guard in 
1992. General Wright has held various leader- 
ship and command positions at the squadron, 
group, wing and major command levels. His 
assignments involved operations and formal 
training of United States Air Force and allied 
Command and Control personnel. He also 
worked in the developmental and operational 
testing arena. General Wright is a Master Air 
Battle Manager with qualifications in six 
ground-based Command and Control systems 
including joint and allied systems. 

General Wright has been awarded the Le- 
gion of Merit, Meritorious Service Medal (with 
2 Bronze Oak Leaf Clusters), Air Force Com- 
mendation Medal (with 2 Bronze Oak Leaf 
Clusters), Army Commendation Medal, Air 
Force Achievement Medal (with 1 Bronze Oak 
Leaf Cluster), Air Force Outstanding Unit 
Award (with 2 Bronze Oak Leaf Clusters), Air 
Force Organizational Excellence Award, Com- 
bat Readiness Medal, National Defense Serv- 
ice Medal (with 1 Bronze Service Star), Global 
War on Terrorism Service Medal, Humani- 
tarian Service Medal, Air Force Overseas Rib- 
bon Short Tour, Air Force Overseas Ribbon 
Long Tour, Air Force Longevity Service Award 
Ribbon (with 1 Silver and 1 Bronze Oak Leaf 
Cluster), and the Air Force Training Ribbon. 

Brigadier General Wright has excelled 
throughout his distinguished career and | am 
honored to pay tribute to this Airman. | thank 
Wayne’s wife, Jeanette, and their daughter, 
Jessica and Son in-law, Jeremy along with 
their children, Noah and Haley as well as their 
son Justin and his wife Caitlin and also Kelly 
and Dawson for the many years they have 
supported Wayne while he served his country. 
| wish Wayne and Jeanette Godspeed, and 
continued happiness as they start a new chap- 
ter in their lives. 


—— A 


AMERICA'S HEART AND SOUL 


HON. PETE SESSIONS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
remembrance and in honor of all of The Fallen 
and their families this Memorial Day. The Men 
and Women who have given that last full 
measure in the name of freedom. | submit this 
poem penned by Albert Carey Caswell. 
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On this Monday each year. 

As all across our Nation appears. 

Rows of flags in graveyards here. 

And far across the distant shores too re- 
vered! 

As we take the time as a Nation so clear. 

With memories of them in our hearts so 
dear. 

As the parade’s line the streets all across the 
towns. 

As throughout the Nation in graveyards 
planted flags are found. 

When, we as a Nation take the time to stop 
and pause. 

To remember and honor all of those patriot’s 
in their just cause. 

Because, Memorial Day represents America’s 
very Heart so clear. 

Her very soul all in what we hold dear! 

For on no other day do we as a Nation re- 
member and grieve so here. 

And shed such tears, 

as above all else this ranks each year. 

For all of those who now lie in soft cold 
quiet graves. 

Who over the decades have shown, 

how men and women of honor behave! 

I’m sorry but your son Johnny’s not coming 
home! 

But for the greater good their fine lives they 
gave! 

Because Freedom Is Not Free, 

but with only most precious lives bought and 
paid! 

A price so high and grave! 

Remember this, 

and remember them this Memorial Day! 

And give thanks to all of their families with 
tears upon their faces. 

Whose hearts on this and everyday so break 
in places! 

And thank all those heroes who came back 
from war. 

Without arms and legs and PTS the more! 

Who the rest of their young lives must en- 
dure. 

Memorial Day is our heart and soul, 

the one fine reason we have all that we be- 
hold! 

Our Freedom bought and paid for with the 
blood of human gold! 

The one’s who will never get that chance to 
grow old! 

Carry them in your hearts so, 

and give thanks and remember what to them 
you owe! 

Memorial Day is but, 

America’s Heart and Soul! 


— 


CONGRATULATING CORNELIA 
“CONNIE” BAER 


HON. JULIA BROWNLEY 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. Speaker, 
today | rise to recognize Cornelia “Connie” 
Baer, an exemplary civic servant, advocate, 
and community leader in Ventura County. 

Connie has embodied public service through 
her staunch leadership and advocacy, as well 
as steadfast dedication and continued commit- 
ment to our community. Over several dec- 
ades, Connie has generously given her time 
and energy as a valued and highly respected 
board member and representative for an array 
of organizations, including the Harbor Commu- 
nity Council, the National Women’s Political 
Caucus, and the League of Women Voters. 


7625 


Both locally and nationally, Connie has been a 
vocal advocate for equality. She was instru- 
mental in the founding of the Stonewall Demo- 
crats of Ventura County. In addition, she has 
played a significant role in the establishment 
and development of the Ventura County Wom- 
en’s Political Council, which encourages all 
women to actively engage and participate in 
the political process. 

Additionally, since earning her bachelor’s 
degree in International Relations, Connie has 
been an active alumnus of the University of 
Southern California (USC). Connie also at- 
tended the Southwestern University School of 
Law, where she received her Juris Doctor de- 
gree, and later embarked on a respected ca- 
reer in law in Ventura County. 

Connie’s dedication and outstanding vol- 
unteerism is best illustrated by her 19 years of 
service on the Ventura County Medical Re- 
source Foundation’s Board of Directors. 
Through her service and leadership, Connie 
has successfully assisted the organization in 
furthering its mission of supporting the medical 
needs of Ventura County’s under-served and 
vulnerable communities. 

From providing the life-saving medical 
equipment for premature infants to providing 
dental and vision care to children of low-in- 
come households to funding breast cancer 
prevention, early detection and treatment pro- 
grams, the Ventura County Medical Resource 
Foundation is ensuring that quality health care 
services are readily available and accessible 
to all of Ventura County’s residents. However, 
this outstanding organization could not offer 
these invaluable services if it were not for the 
remarkable generosity and commitment of in- 
dividuals such as Connie Baer. 

For these reasons, it is my sincere pleasure 
to join the Ventura County Medical Resource 
Foundation in recognizing Connie Baer with 
the 2015 Trailblazer Award for her extraor- 
dinary life of leadership and service to the en- 
tire Ventura County community. 


a 


HONORING THE LIFE OF JUDGE 
DAVID SILVA 


HON. FILEMON VELA 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. VELA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life of Judge David Silva. Born in 
Beeville, Texas, on May 26, 1944, to Marcos 
and Altagracia Silva, Judge Silva passed away 
on March 16, 2015, after losing a long battle 
with leukemia. 

Judge Silva's life exemplified the American 
Dream. He graduated from A.C. Jones High 
School in 1963, before joining the U.S. Air 
Force to faithfully serve his country. While in 
the Air Force, Silva attended Boise State Col- 
lege in Idaho and married Yolanda Olivares. 

One year after being honorably discharged 
from the U.S. Air Force, Silva graduated from 
Bee County College. He would go on to earn 
a Bachelor of Arts Degree in American History 
in 1975 and a Master of Arts Degree in Inter- 
disciplinary Studies: History, Psychology and 
Sociology from Texas A&M University in Cor- 
pus Christi, Texas. 
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Judge Silva understood how education 
would forever transform his life. From 1974 
until his passing, he taught at Beeville Col- 
lege, helping students realize their potential 
through education. 

In addition to his active role in educating 
citizens of Beeville, he was a church pastor, 
served on the Juvenile Board to help at-risk 
youth, provided guidance to the Local Emer- 
gency Planning Committee, and helped plan 
the future of Beeville. Silva’s contributions to 
his community are without equal. 

In 2004, Silva’s reputation for fairness, dedi- 
cation, and love for his community earned him 
an appointment to the Beeville Municipal 
Court. This moment in Silva’s life arrived after 
decades of dedicated effort and service to his 
community. He worked his way through high 
school as a janitor in the same courthouse 
where he would later serve as a judge. He 
lived a life defined by integrity, commitment 
and dedication. 

Silva would continue to be a pillar of the 
Beeville community during his later years. He 
found time to help lead community boards as 
he continued his passion for education. His 
capacity to perform at a high level was second 
to none. 

Our community suffered a tremendous loss 
with Judge Silva’s passing, but his legacy will 
be preserved by the positive change he made 
in his community and through the many stu- 
dents who had the privilege to learn from him 
in the classroom. 

Judge David Silva is survived by his be- 
loved wife of 44 years, Yolanda Olivares Silva; 
his daughters, Cassandra Dianne Silva (Casey 
Hawkins), and Cristianna Dawn Silva Meineke 
(Aaron Meineke); siblings, John Marks Silva, 
Amado Silva (Zenaida), and Grace Ramirez 
(Adolfo). He is also survived by a grand- 
daughter, Audria Nouvelle Diem Silva. 

On this day, | remember Judge David Silva. 
May he forever rest in peace. 


ES 


RECOGNIZING THE LIFE AND 
SERVICE OF BISHOP CURTIS E. 
MONTGOMERY 


HON. DEREK KILMER 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the life and service of Bishop Curtis 
Montgomery of Tacoma, WA. Curtis epito- 
mized the role that long-standing faith leaders 
play in their community. He was a tireless ad- 
vocate for the members of his congregation 
and the greater Tacoma community. 

Bishop Montgomery was a key leader who 
shepherded Tacoma’s Hilltop neighborhood 
through the civil rights struggles of the 1960s 
and the gang and drug violence of the 1980s. 
His steadfast leadership and staunch belief in 
the power of community involvement will be 
remembered in the revitalization of this histori- 
cally significant neighborhood. 

His contributions to the Hilltop include the 
establishment of Christ Temple Church in 
1959, which later became Greater Christ Tem- 
ple Church in 1977. Under his leadership, 
Greater Christ Temple Church has become 
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much more than a place for worship. Parish- 
ioners are community leaders, volunteers, and 
advocates for the work that Curtis has es- 
poused his entire life. 

One of his most esteemed accomplishments 
was the realization of the Oasis of Hope Cen- 
ter. This faith-based community outreach cen- 
ter was the culmination of Bishop Montgom- 
ery’s efforts and long-standing vision to pro- 
vide a safe and stable place for the commu- 
nity to serve their neighbors. Opened in 2004, 
the Oasis of Hope Center has operated feed- 
ing programs, a clothing bank, counseling 
services, youth programs, and donation drives. 

Mr. Speaker, last year there were over 500 
Hilltop community members served at the 
Centers annual Share the Harvest Thanks- 
giving Meal. | have been told there were more 
volunteers than they could possibly need for 
that dinner. This simple fact is just one piece 
of evidence representing his legacy and his vi- 
sion. Scripture tells us that God loves a cheer- 
ful giver. It’s safe to say God loves Curtis 
Montgomery and his parishioners—who have 
given so much, to so many, for so long. 

Bishop Curtis Montgomery was born in 
Selma, AL, which was central in the civil rights 
struggles of the 1950s and 1960s. He was 
raised to stamp out discrimination and racism. 
He built his church and developed a powerful 
message of tolerance and peace. Bishop 
Montgomery served his community in the 
steps of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., who he 
admired and followed from an early age. 

Mr. Speaker, | had the honor of visiting 
Selma on the 50th Anniversary of Bloody Sun- 
day and had the privilege to join leaders like 
Rep. JOHN LEWIS in commemoration of the 
struggle for equal rights. | am proud to have 
walked in the hometown of Bishop Curtis 
Montgomery with the knowledge that his con- 
tribution to a safer and more equitable society 
would not be forgotten—that his legacy was 
etched with his brothers and sisters in Selma, 
50 years later. 

On behalf of his congregation and the peo- 
ple of the Hilltop Neighborhood in Tacoma, 
WA, | stand today, proudly, to honor the life- 
time achievements of Bishop Curtis Mont- 
gomery of Greater Christ Temple Church in 
the Congress of the United States. 


HONORING MS. ANDREA JENKINS 


HON. KEITH ELLISON 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of Andrea Jenkins, who has been 
chosen to serve as Grand Marshal for the 
2015 Twin Cities Pride parade and festival be- 
cause of her distinguished contributions to the 
citizens of Minnesota in the form of art and ac- 
tivism. 

Ms. Jenkins has been among the Twin Cit- 
ies’ leading advocates for transgender equity, 
especially at the intersections of race and 
class. During her 12-year career as a policy 
aide for the Minneapolis City Council, Ms. Jen- 
kins was central in raising the profile of 
transgender issues among Minnesota’s most 
influential policymakers. Under her leadership, 
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the City of Minneapolis started the 
Transgender Issues Work Group, a roundtable 
dedicated to changing city ordinances to im- 
prove the lives of transgender citizens. Local 
and national media outlets have covered her 
efforts—raising the profile of an often-over- 
looked segment of the population. At a time 
when our nation is seeing an epidemic of vio- 
lence against transgender individuals—specifi- 
cally trans women of color—Ms. Jenkins’ work 
is critical. 

In addition to her work in the political realm, 
Ms. Jenkins is an award-winning poet and per- 
formance artist. Her work has been honored 
by the Jerome Foundation, Intermedia Arts, 
The Playwrights’ Center, the Walker Art Cen- 
ter, the Givens Foundation, the Loft Literary 
Center, and countless other arts organizations. 
In 2011, she was named a Bush Fellow. 

On top of crafting nuanced pieces that re- 
flect her identity as a trans woman of color, 
Ms. Jenkins serves on numerous boards and 
panels, including serving as the board chair of 
Intermedia Arts. This leadership has allowed 
Ms. Jenkins to create some of the Twin Cities’ 
most inclusive and boundary-pushing events, 
frequently centering the voices of those at “the 
margins of the margins.” One such event, the 
Queer Voices reading series, is the longest- 
running series of its kind in the country. 

Recently, Ms. Jenkins left her position with 
the City of Minneapolis to begin curating the 
Transgender Oral History Project, part of the 
University of Minnesotas Jean-Nickolaus 
Tretter Collection. In this role, she will travel 
throughout the upper Midwest to document the 
experiences of transgender people. This per- 
manent record will serve as one of the na- 
tion’s most comprehensive catalogs of con- 
temporary transgender life. 

At a time when the T in LGBT is often over- 
looked, Andrea Jenkins has helped move the 
spotlight to the trans community. Her work has 
sparked conversation, propagated knowledge 
and forged a path for future trans leaders. Her 
work in our community is inestimable and | 
congratulate her on being selected Grand 
Marshal. | am proud to call her a friend and 
ally. 


EE 


EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
HELP HIRE OUR HEROES ACT 


HON. JULIA BROWNLEY 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise to urge the House to bring to the floor 
my bill, the Help Hire our Heroes Act. 

My bill would renew the Vocational Rehabili- 
tation Assistance Program (VRAP) and permit 
additional veterans to participate in the pro- 
gram. As you may know, the VRAP program 
provides up to 12 months of re-training assist- 
ance to veterans in need of employment train- 
ing, but who are unable to participate in other 
VA programs because of their age and time 
since active duty service. 

Specifically, the program provided training 
assistance to unemployed veterans between 
the ages of 35 and 60 who are no longer eligi- 
ble for the Gl Bill. Veterans could use these 
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benefits at community colleges and technical 
schools in occupations that the Department of 
Labor identified as “high demand.” 

The VRAP program started in 2012, but 
funding for this program expired in March 
2014 and the VA has not been able to enroll 
new veterans in VRAP. 

In 2014, there were 573,000 unemployed 
veterans, 55 percent of whom were age 45 
and up. | simply do not understand why the 
Majority has allowed this important veterans’ 
job training program to lapse. It has resulted 
in thousands of older, qualified veterans being 
unable to access job training to help them find 
work. 

As we approach Memorial Day, Congress 
should be doing all it can to help unemployed 
veterans find work. Please bring my bill to the 
floor, so that we can renew the Veterans Re- 
training Assistance Program. 


ea 


HONORING COAST GUARD CAPTAIN 
SAMUEL DUKE WALKER 


HON. BRADLEY BYRNE 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the retirement of a great American 
and my dear friend, Coast Guard Captain 
Samuel Duke Walker. 

Captain Walker has served as Commander 
of Coast Guard Sector Mobile since July of 
2013. Before coming to Southwest Alabama, 
he served as Chief of Response for the Eighth 
Coast Guard District, where he also served as 
the Federal On-Scene Coordinator for the 
Deepwater Horizon Spill of National Signifi- 
cance Response. 

Captain Walker graduated from the U.S. 
Coast Guard Officer Candidate School in 
1987. He is a graduate of Rhode Island Col- 
lege with a degree in Electronic Design, and 
he also holds a Master of Business Adminis- 
tration degree from the University of South 
Alabama’s South of Business. 

During his time with the Coast Guard, Cap- 
tain Walker has earned many accolades. Cap- 
tain Walker was promoted to the rank of Cap- 
tain on July 1, 2008, and he served as Presi- 
dent of the Class of 2009 at the National War 
College. His decorations include the Legion of 
Merit, Bronze Star, Meritorious Service Medal, 
Coast Guard Commendation Medal, Coast 
Guard Achievement Medal, and Combat Ac- 
tion Ribbon. 

Captain Walker has been a leader in the 
Coast Guard, but he has also been a leader 
in the local community. Captain Walker has 
called Mobile home for much of his life, and 
he is a 2001 graduate and Class President of 
Leadership Mobile. During a recent boating 
tragedy in Mobile Bay, Captain Walker acted 
as a steady leader and reassuring voice to 
members of the community. It is safe to say 
that Captain Walker has truly become a mem- 
ber of the Southwest Alabama community. 

Mr. Speaker, | want to thank Captain Walk- 
er, his wife, and their three children for their 
dedicated service to the United States Coast 
Guard, the Gulf Coast, and the entire nation. 

So on behalf of the people of Alabama’s 
First Congressional District, | want to wish 
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Captain Walker all the best in his retirement. 
We will miss his service to the Coast Guard, 
but | am happy to know Captain Walker will 
continue to call Mobile home. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE MARIPOSA 
COUNTY HIGH SCHOOL GRIZZLY 
BAND FOR ITS ACHIEVEMENTS 
AND COMMITMENT TO VET- 
ERANS 


HON. TOM McCLINTOCK 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
honor to rise in recognition of the Mariposa 
County High School Grizzly Band, which will 
be performing in the upcoming National Me- 
morial Day Parade. 

The Mariposa Grizzly Band brings much 
pride to a small rural community in the Sierra 
Foothills; it serves this community by sup- 
porting American veterans at every possible 
opportunity. This commitment has led the 
band to perform patriotic music at every Me- 
morial Day service conducted by the local Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars Post 6042. 

lts participation in this years Memorial Day 
Parade is not the first time the Grizzly Band 
has travelled across the country to showcase 
its talent. The band’s impressive reputation af- 
forded it the opportunity to perform in New 
York City for the 92nd Annual Veterans Day 
Parade. 

During this school year alone, the Grizzly 
Band has received first-place recognition for 
its performance at four separate events. It is 
no wonder the Grizzlies are so beloved in the 
foothills—their talents have won a total of thir- 
ty-seven first-place awards in the last decade. 

Furthermore, the band was the recipient of 
the GRAMMY Foundation’s Signature Schools 
Enterprise Award. This growing list of accom- 
plishments is evidence of the hard work and 
dedication of these young men and women. 

Mr. Speaker, | am very pleased to welcome 
the Mariposa County High School Grizzly 
Band to Washington, DC, and | look forward 
to hearing of both their future accomplish- 
ments and their support of our local veteran 
community. 


EE 
IN RECOGNITION OF THE 2014-15 
DUBUQUE FIGHTING SAINTS 
SEASON 
HON. ROD BLUM 
OF IOWA 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, today | want to 
congratulate the Dubuque Fighting Saints of 
the United States Hockey League (USHL) on 
their successful 2014-2015 season. 

The Fighting Saints, led by head coach and 
general manager Matt Shaw, finished the reg- 
ular season 36-19-5, resulting in 3rd place in 
the Eastern Conference and earning them a 
berth in the playoffs. Goalie Jacob Nehama 
posted the second lowest GAA in the USHL 
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for the season at 2.31 and forward Brett Boe- 
ing completed the season in the top 10 in the 
league for goals scored with 28 for the year. 

The Fighting Saints won the “Cowbell Cup,” 
winning the head to head matchups among 
the three teams in eastern lowa, finishing one 
game ahead of the Waterloo Blackhawks and 
two games ahead of the Cedar Rapids Rough- 
Riders. 

The impact of the team extends outside the 
arena and into the greater Dubuque commu- 
nity. Through the “Live Like a Saint” initiative 
with Two by Two Character Development, the 
Saints visit local schools and teach empathy, 
kindness, respect, responsibility, teamwork, 
and the importance of physical education to 
young people. 

| would like to extend my sincerest con- 
gratulations to the 2014-15 Dubuque Fighting 
Saints on their successful season and thank 
them for their charity work in the Dubuque 
community. 

| look forward to cheering them on next year 
to a championship. 


EE 


CELEBRATING 65 YEARS OF 
EXCEPTIONAL MEDICAL CARE 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
thank OakBend Medical Center for providing 
quality healthcare for Fort Bend County for 65 
years. 

OakBend Medical Center is the largest full 
service healthcare facility in Fort Bend County. 
As Fort Bend County continues to grow, med- 
ical centers like this provide easy access to 
professional care. With the traffic congestion 
we experience as our region continues to 
grow, easy access to critical care is essential. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, thank you again to 
OakBend Medical Center for 65 years of serv- 
ice to the Fort Bend community. We look for- 
ward to many more years of exceptional med- 
ical care. 


FOSTER YOUTH SHADOW DAY 


HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise to talk 
a little bit about foster care. As many of my 
colleagues are aware, today is Foster Youth 
Shadow Day and this morning | had the pleas- 
ure of meeting with Dawna—a foster youth 
who spent 7 years in the foster care system 
of my home state of Washington. 

Fortunately for Dawna, she was adopted 
when aged out of care. But for many foster 
kids this is not the case. In 2013, over 23,000 
kids aged out without finding a forever family. 
And, even the kids that do find their forever 
families are often mistreated and even abused 
while in the system. Dawna was overpre- 
scribed psychotropic medications and forced 
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unnecessarily into an adolescent psychiatric 
hospital. Her story is not the only one like it. 
When | was Chairman of the Human Re- 
sources Subcommittee of the Ways and 
Means Committee we held a hearing on this 
very issue and heard many other similar sto- 
ries. This is a tragedy and it is unacceptable. 

We can do more to help our youth in foster 
care, they are our responsibility and we can- 
not let them down. | will continue to fight to 
provide youth in the foster system the best 
possible care, and to help them find forever 
families, and | urge the rest of this Congress 
to do the same. 


TRIBUTE TO ISAAC JOE 


HON. JAMES E. CLYBURN 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to Mr. Isaac C. Joe on the occa- 
sion of his upcoming 100th birthday. As a sol- 
dier, educator, and civic leader, Mr. Joe has 
devoted his life to public service, and | join 
many in his community in wishing him a happy 
birthday. 

Born on June 24, 1915, Mr. Joe grew up in 
Thomastown, South Carolina, a small town in 
Lee County. As an African American in the 
Jim Crow South, he had to walk five miles 
each way to a school that was only open 
seven months of the year, while the white 
schools remained in session for nine. He per- 
severed to work his way through Morris Col- 
lege, from which he graduated in 1940. Mr. 
Joe has been dedicated to his alma mater 
ever since, donating 83 acres of land to the 
college in 2013. 

Mr. Joe began his teaching career in Lee 
County immediately after college. But after just 
one year in the classroom, he put his teaching 
career on hold to serve in the United States 
Army. He was in basic training when Pearl 
Harbor was bombed and rose to the rank of 
Master Sergeant, working at regimental head- 
quarters. Although Mr. Joe’s six years in the 
Army took him away from his students, he put 
his teaching skills to good use, teaching some 
of his fellow soldiers how to read, write, and 
sign their names so that they could collect 
their paychecks. 

In 1954, seven years after Mr. Joe returned 
to the classroom, the United States Supreme 
Court issued its Brown v. Board of Education 
decision outlawing segregation in public 
schools. Inspired by this decision, Mr. Joe re- 
turned to school himself, earning his master’s 
degree from South Carolina State College in 
1956. He returned to the Lee County school 
system in 1957 as principal of the newly built 
Mount Pleasant High School in Elliott, where 
he served until his retirement in 1977. 

Mr. Joe's community involvement has con- 
tinued in the decades since his retirement. In 
1980, he was elected to a term in the South 
Carolina House of Representatives, serving 
from 1981 to 1983. He is an active member of 
St. Mark's Baptist Church in Bishopville where 
he has held various leadership roles and 
spearheaded numerous committees and 
projects. 
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Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my col- 
leagues join me in wishing Mr. Joe a very 
happy 100th birthday. It is a remarkable mile- 
stone befitting a remarkable man. | wish him 
good health and Godspeed. 


A 


HONORING DR. MARGARET “PEG” 
BURKE LEE 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize Dr. Margaret “Peg” Burke 
Lee for her distinct service to the people of the 
9th Congressional District of Illinois and 
Oakton Community College. Dr. Lee will be re- 
tiring in June of this year, and | would like to 
congratulate her on 30 years of commitment 
to our community. 

Since Dr. Lee became vice president of 
academic affairs at Oakton Community Col- 
lege in 1985, her achievements have captured 
national recognition for the College while serv- 
ing 450,000 residents in 16 municipalities—in- 
cluding a salute by The New York Times rec- 
ognizing Oakton as one of the top 10 commu- 
nity colleges in the nation. Dr. Lee’s commit- 
ment and contributions to education and 
Oakton are immeasurable. She has been rec- 
ognized by college staff members and com- 
munity members as a relationship builder in- 
side and outside of the college community, a 
legacy she is proud to share. 

Dr. Lee was named one of the “Most Pow- 
erful and Influential Women of Illinois” by the 
National Diversity Council in 2012. In March 
2011, Holy Family Medical Center honored her 
with its second annual C.A.R.E.S. Award for 
exemplifying Resurrection Health Care’s Core 
Values: compassion, accountability, respect, 
excellence and service. 

Dr. Lee has contributed to multiple edu- 
cational events across the world, including in 
China, Netherlands, Thailand, and Spain. She 
was part of a diplomatic delegation to India 
where she traveled with Under Secretary of 
State for Public Diplomacy and Public Affairs 
Karen Hughes and five other college and Uni- 
versity presidents to build bridges to American 
higher education through meetings with gov- 
ernment, university, and business leaders. In 
addition, Dr. Lee is the author of several 
monographs on global education in community 
colleges and the critical role of language 
learning in developing cultural competence. 

Dr. Lee holds a doctorate and a master’s 
degree in English language and literature from 
the University of Chicago, where she was a 
Ford Foundation Fellow in the Humanities and 
a Woodrow Wilson Dissertation Scholar in 
Women’s Studies. At the age of 17, she spent 
8 years as a nun, a perspective and experi- 
ence that she brought to her role as a college 
administrator. She has always taught with 
compassion and enthusiasm throughout her 
career to help those most in need. Dr. Lee is 
known to go above and beyond to improve the 
quality of life in the community and she has 
touched the lives of many people through her 
commitment to providing innovative edu- 
cational programs at the college. 
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In January, the Margaret Burke Lee Science 
and Health Careers Center opened on Oakton 
Community College’s Des Plaines campus. It 
is home to Oakton’s anatomy and physiology, 
biology, chemistry, earth science, medical lab- 
oratory technology, nursing, physics, and 
physical therapy assistant programs. Dr. Lee’s 
legacy will continue at Oakton not only 
through this new facility, but through the fabric 
of Oakton Community College. After she an- 
nounced her retirement, dozens of posts were 
made on Facebook demonstrating how much 
she is loved by the people she mentored over 
the past 30 years. 

| want to sincerely congratulate Dr. Lee for 
everything she has accomplished at Oakton 
Community College and for the people of the 
9th Congressional District of Illinois. Your leg- 
acy will live on and will never be forgotten. 
May you enjoy this new chapter in your life in- 
cluding additional time you can spend with 
your nine children and 14 grandchildren. 


Ee 


REMEMBERING AND HONORING 
MARINE SERGEANT WARD MARK 
JOHNSON IV 


HON. JOHN L. MICA 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Marine Sergeant Ward Mark Johnson 
IV, a fallen hero who died while on a mission 
of mercy in Nepal on May 12, 2015. Sgt. Ward 
spent time growing up in Central Florida 
where today our community remembers his 
service to our nation. 

Sgt. Johnson enlisted in the Marine Corps 
on March 23, 2009 after earning two degrees 
from Seminole State College of Florida. As- 
signed to the Marine Light Attack Helicopter 
Squadron (HMLA) 69, Johnson served dili- 
gently in Afghanistan with the 31st Marine Ex- 
peditionary Unit prior to being deployed to 
Nepal as a crew chief in charge of maintaining 
the helicopter. As a testament to his out- 
standing performance, Johnson has been 
awarded the Navy and Marine Corps Achieve- 
ment Medal, the Air Medal with Strike/Flight 
Numeral 5, the Marine Corps Good Conduct 
Medal and the Afghanistan Campaign Medal. 

Sgt. Ward Mark Johnson IV will always be 
remembered for the honor and courage with 
which he fulfilled his duties, and for the love 
and joy he gave his family and friends. This 
was his third deployment around the world 
and he never wavered in his commitment to 
his family, the Corps and his country. As you 
know, Mr. Speaker, our military deployed on a 
humanitarian mission to earthquake-ravaged 
Nepal, and Sgt. Johnson answered that call. 
With him were five other Marines who per- 
ished. We mourn their loss and extend our 
sympathy to their families. 

Sgt. Johnson was a patriot in every sense 
of the word and is remembered by a loving 
family and countless friends. He is survived by 
his wife Haley; their two young children, Na- 
than and Noah; and his parents, Mark and 
Shirley Johnson who reside in Florida’s 7th 
Congressional District. 
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Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in remembering and honoring Ma- 
rine Sergeant Ward Mark Johnson IV. We ex- 
tend the condolences of this Congress and the 
American people, who he served gallantly, 
epitomizing the very best of our nation. 


a 


RECOGNIZING BROOKWOOD 
ELEMENTARY’S NANCY 
BONNEAU WORTH 


HON. KEVIN YODER 


OF KANSAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the career of one of the most dedi- 
cated teachers of the Third Congressional Dis- 
trict in Kansas. 

Nancy Bonneau Worth is shutting the doors 
to her Brookwood Elementary classroom for 
summer break for the last time next week. 

She’s ending a thirty year career as an edu- 
cator, twenty of them at Brookwood. 

It began at Norman Rockwell Elementary 
School in her home state of Nebraska. 

She then moved to Great Bend, Kansas, 
where she worked for a short period at Barton 
County Community College before 
transitioning to a special education teacher in 
the Great Bend School District. 

Her Masters in Speech Pathology brought 
her to the Third District to teach at the Kansas 
School for the Deaf before moving on to Nall 
Hills Elementary, and eventually Brookwood. 

In fact, she integrated sign language into 
her teaching even after she left KSD by teach- 
ing her students to sign the Pledge of Alle- 
giance every morning before school. 

Hundreds of successful children, teenagers, 
and young adults throughout Kansas have 
called Mrs. Worth their teacher over the 
years—and are better people because of it. 

Congratulations on your retirement, Mrs. 
Worth and thank you for everything you have 
done for Kansans. 

Your impact on our district and state is im- 
measurable. 


ar 


IN RECOGNITION OF MAY AS 
NATIONAL HAMBURGER MONTH 


HON. ROD BLUM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, with summer ap- 
proaching, many lowans are firing up their 
barbecues. While hotdogs, bratwursts, and 
pork chops are all traditional family favorites, 
| rise today in special recognition of the ham- 
burger—a delicious staple of grilling season. 

May is National Hamburger Month which 
warrants special recognition in lowa. lowa’s 
beef products are considered some of the best 
in the world, supplying several well-known 
steakhouses around the U.S., including here 
in D.C. 

According to the lowa Beef Industry Council, 
lowa is home to over 26,000 cattle operations, 
with ranches in all 20 counties in my district. 
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Furthermore, the cattle industry in lowa sup- 
ports over 15,000 jobs and injects over $6 bil- 
lion into the economy. Additionally, the cattle 
industry supports corn growers in lowa by 
using corn as a feed source, consuming over 
148 million bushels of corn every year. 

lowa’s ranchers and packers play important 
roles in making sure consumers have safe 
and nutritious ground beef for our burgers. 

For great hamburger recipes, cooking tips, 
and beef safety information, | encourage all 
my constituents to visit www.iabeef.org. 


TITUS REMEMBERS GARY GRAY 


HON. DINA TITUS 


OF NEVADA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, Nevada lost a very 
good man when Gary Gray was killed recently 
in an automobile accident coming down from 
his beloved Mt. Charleston. 

Gary has been one of my best friends since 
he took a master’s class from me at UNLV in 
1977. And Tom and | have enjoyed many deli- 
cious dinners and lively conversations about 
politics and travel with Gary and his wife Chris 
Giunchigliani over the years. 

It is impossible to think of Gary in the past 
tense because he was larger than life. Who 
else would serve mountain oysters at a fancy 
dress party? Who else could turn an inexperi- 
enced group of freshman assemblymen (Jim 
Spinello, Matt Callister, Gene Porter, and 
Wendall Williams) into a political force the 
likes of which has not been seen since in Ne- 
vada politics? And who else would be brave 
enough to take on the indomitable Chris G? 

Life was always an adventure for Gary. No 
place was too dangerous to visit, no food too 
strange to eat, no person too threatening to 
strike up a conversation with. So | would 
never have been surprised to hear that some- 
thing had happened and he wasn’t coming 
home. But | expected him to be taken from us 
by an earthquake in Indonesia, an avalanche 
in the Alps, or perhaps a revolution in one of 
the ‘Stans, not by something so mundane as 
a car crash. It just doesn’t seem right. 

Gary truly changed the face of politics in 
Nevada: he elected candidates at every gov- 
ernmental level; he proudly pushed a progres- 
sive agenda; and he professionalized the cam- 
paign business. He was a civic activist, a pillar 
of the community, and a citizen of the world. 
He leaves a void that cannot be filled. 

Bon voyage, mon ami. 


EE 


TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING 


HON. BRENDA L. LAWRENCE 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, both sides 
of the aisle recognize the importance of our 
transportation network to remain globally com- 
petitive and to keep our roads, railways, and 
bridges safe. We all know that long-term 
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projects are more cost effective and provide 
good-paying jobs. 

In Michigan’s 14th District, we know the re- 
ality of driving on crumbling bridges and 
roads. The Federal Highway Administration 
says nearly 30 percent of our state’s bridges 
are structurally deficient or functionally obso- 
lete. What else needs to go wrong before we 
do what is right? We must have a long-term 
funding plan in place before this latest 60-day 
patch job ends. 

We have passed 32 short-term extensions 
in the past six years. This lack of long-term 
planning wastes money and resources. More 
importantly, it has cost lives. Lives that could 
have been saved or spared serious injury had 
we all taken this issue seriously. | do not want 
to attend one more funeral for the victim of a 
transportation disaster knowing that Congress 
failed to act on this problem. 


SEE 


HONORING RABBI HERMAN AND 
LOTTE SCHAALMAN 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor and celebrate Rabbi Herman 
and Lotte Schaalman, an internationally-re- 
nowned and beloved couple, on their 99th and 
100th birthdays. Rabbi Schaalman celebrated 
his 99th birthday on April 28, 2015 and Lotte 
Schaalman celebrated her 100th birthday on 
January 13, 2015. 

Rabbi Schaalman was the Senior Rabbi at 
Emanuel Congregation in Edgewater, in my 
district, for 32 years, and is in his 28th year as 
Rabbi Emeritus. The Schaalmans will be hon- 
ored at a special event on May 31, 2015 at 
Emanuel Congregation, which is establishing 
the Rabbi Herman and Lotte Schaalman Fund, 
to assure that their remarkable legacy of serv- 
ice will continue. 

Rabbi Herman and Lotte Schaalman have 
devoted their life for the good of their fellow 
Jews and for humanity. Rabbi Schaalman fled 
Nazi Germany in 1935. He became known as 
one of America's foremost leaders in Amer- 
ican Reform Judaism, serving as Rabbinical 
leader and President of the Reform Rabbis 
Association. Lotte Schaalman has exemplified 
the heart of Congregation Emanuel. Together 
the Schaalmans are the epitome of a thriving 
and wonderful life partnership. 

After his retirement as Senior Rabbi at 
Emanuel Congregation, Rabbi Schaalman 
continued his active involvement in many edu- 
cational, civic and religious organizations. He 
has participated in education programs at 
many institutions, including at Barat College, 
DePaul University, North Park Seminary, Gar- 
rett Evangelical Theological Seminary and 
Northwestern University. He served three 
terms on the Board of Directors of the Jewish 
Federation of Metropolitan Chicago, was 
President of both the Chicago Board of Rabbis 
and the Chicago Association of Reform Rab- 
bis, and was a member of the National Jewish 
Communal Affairs Committee. He was Presi- 
dent of the Jewish Council of Urban Affairs 
and served in leadership roles on the Council 
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of Religious Leaders of Metropolitan Chicago 
and the Edgewater Association of Clergy and 
Rabbis. 

Rabbi Schaalman also served as a member 
of the Education Committee of the National 
Holocaust Memorial in Washington, DC. As 
part of his commitment to interreligious under- 
standing and the promotion of a peaceful 
world, he has been a Trustee on the Board of 
the Millennium Institute and a member of the 
Executive Committee of the Council for the 
Parliament of World Religions. 

Rabbi Schaalman’s list of distinguished 
awards and honors is many pages long. His 
awards include the Julius Rosenwald Memo- 
rial Award from the Jewish Federation of Chi- 
cago, the Order of First Class Merit from Ger- 
many, the Order of Lincoln Award from the 
Lincoln Academy of Illinois, the Interfaith Gold 
Medallion from the International Council of 
Christians and Jews, being elected to the Hall 
of Fame for the Jewish Community Centers, 
and having a park on Sheridan Road in Chi- 
cago named “The Herman and Lotte 
Schaalman Park” in their honor. 

Rabbi Herman and Lotte Schaalman are a 
remarkable couple and | am proud to honor 
them today. 


EE 


HONORING MARGARET DAVIS FOR 
HER SERVICE TO THE REPUB- 
LICAN PARTY AND HER DEDICA- 
TION TO TUOLUMNE COUNTY 


HON. TOM McCLINTOCK 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, May 20, 2015 


Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
honor Margaret Davis for her many years of 
service to the Tuolumne County Republican 
Party, and for her unwavering efforts in sup- 
port of Republican ideals across California and 
our nation. 

For decades, Margaret has devoted her 
time to advancing conservative principles as a 
member of the Tuolumne County Republican 
Central Committee, the Tuolumne County Re- 
publican Women Federated, and the California 
Federated Republican Women’s Central Divi- 
sion. 

Margaret served multiple terms as President 
of the Tuolumne County Republican Women 
Federated. She has also held a variety of po- 
sitions within the organization, and tirelessly 
supports Republican candidates and values. 

In addition to her past contributions, Mar- 
garet currently serves as the ist Vice Presi- 
dent of the Tuolumne County Republican 
Women Federated, the 2nd Vice President of 
the California Federated Republican Women’s 
Central Division, and the Treasurer of the 
Tuolumne County Republican Central Com- 
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mittee. She does all of this while simulta- 
neously presiding as Chair of the Tuolumne 
Chamber of Commerce’s Governmental Affairs 
Committee. 

With all of these roles, it is clear that Mar- 
garet is a fundamental pillar in the local com- 
munity. On a personal level, Margaret is well- 
respected and known for her high moral char- 
acter. She’s regularly involved in events, but 
more than that, she is the first to volunteer in 
support of her state, and her community. 

Margaret balances her lifetime commitment 
to the Republican Party with her lifetime com- 
mitment to her family. Perhaps the only re- 
sponsibility she places above her dedication to 
Tuolumne is her role as a widowed mother. 
Margaret gives her free time to Republican ef- 
forts, but her primary focus remains caring for 
her adult daughter, who is suffering from ef- 
fects of a severe stroke. 

Mr. Speaker, Margaret Davis does not just 
stand for conservative values; she lives by 
them. Tuolumne County Republicans consider 
Margaret Davis a remarkable example. Cali- 
fornia will continue to benefit from her efforts 
for years to come, and | rise to express my 
profound gratitude for her tremendous service. 


— 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
May 21, 2015 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


JUNE 4 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


To hold hearings to examine S. 454, to 
amend the Department of Energy High- 
End Computing Revitalization Act of 
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2004 to improve the high-end com- 
puting research and development pro- 
gram of the Department of Energy, S. 
784, to direct the Secretary of Energy 
to establish microlabs to improve re- 
gional engagement with national lab- 
oratories, S. 1033, to amend the Depart- 
ment of Energy Organization Act to re- 
place the current requirement for a bi- 
ennial energy policy plan with a Quad- 
rennial Energy Review, S. 1054, to im- 
prove the productivity and energy effi- 
ciency of the manufacturing sector by 
directing the Secretary of Energy, in 
coordination with the National Acad- 
emies and other appropriate Federal 
agencies, to develop a national smart 
manufacturing plan and to provide as- 
sistance to small- and medium-sized 
manufacturers in implementing smart 
manufacturing programs, S. 1068, to 
amend the Federal Power Act to pro- 
tect the bulk-power system from cyber 
security threats, S. 1181, to expand the 
Advanced Technology Vehicle Manu- 
facturing Program to include commer- 
cial trucks and United States flagged 
vessels, to return unspent funds and 
loan proceeds to the United States 
Treasury to reduce the national debt, 
S. 1187, to improve management of the 
National Laboratories, enhance tech- 
nology commercialization, facilitate 
public-private partnerships, S. 1216, to 
amend the Natural Gas Act to modify a 
provision relating to civil penalties, S. 
1218, to establish an interagency co- 
ordination committee or subcommittee 
with the leadership of the Department 
of Energy and the Department of the 
Interior, focused on the nexus between 
energy and water production, use, and 
efficiency, S. 1221, to amend the Fed- 
eral Power Act to require periodic re- 
ports on electricity reliability and reli- 
ability impact statements for rules af- 
fecting the reliable operation of the 
bulk-power system, S. 1223, to amend 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 to im- 
prove the loan guarantee program for 
innovative technologies, S. 1229, to re- 
quire the Secretary of Energy to sub- 
mit a plan to implement recommenda- 
tions to improve interactions between 
the Department of Energy and Na- 
tional Laboratories, S. 1230, to direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to estab- 
lish a program under which the Direc- 
tor of the Bureau of Land Management 
shall enter into memoranda of under- 
standing with States providing for 
State oversight of oil and gas produc- 
tions activities, and S. 1241, to provide 
for the modernization, security, and re- 
siliency of the electric grid, to require 
the Secretary of Energy to carry out 
programs for research, development, 
demonstration, and information-shar- 
ing for cybersecurity for the energy 
sector. 

SD-366 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, May 21, 2015 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana). 


EE 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
May 21, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable GARRET 
GRAVES to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

We give You thanks, God of the Uni- 
verse, for giving us another day. 

As the various Members of this peo- 
ple’s House return to their home dis- 
tricts, we ask Your blessing upon each. 
Give each a discerning ear and the wis- 
dom and good judgment needed to give 
credit to the office they have been hon- 
ored by their constituents to fill. 

Bless the work of all who serve in 
their various capacities here in the 
United States Capitol. 

Bless all those who visit the Capitol 
today, be they American citizens or 
visitors to our Nation. May they be in- 
spired by this monument to the noble 
idea of human freedom and its guar- 
antee by the democratic experiment 
that is the United States. 

And as we take time this weekend to 
remember those who have died serving 
our country, God, bless America, and 
may all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EEE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. DOLD led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 


lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 21, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
May 21, 2015 at 9:39 a.m.: 

That the Senate agreed to without amend- 
ment H. Con. Res. 47. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


— 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to five requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 


EE 
MEMORIAL DAY 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, on Memorial Day, Americans 
will remember and honor those who 
have served this Nation to protect and 
defend the freedoms we cherish. As we 
reflect on the heroism and devotion of 
the brave servicemembers who have 
given their lives in defense of our Na- 
tion, we must never forget to thank 
and pray for their families. Let us take 
time to show our appreciation for the 
service and sacrifice of America’s he- 
roes. 

I especially appreciate Memorial 
Day. My father served our country as 
part of the Flying Tigers in India and 
China during World War II, which in- 
spired my military service, as well as 
the service of my four sons, who all 
currently are on military duty. 

This weekend, I am thankful for the 
opportunity to join County Council 
Chairman Ronnie Young in the Aiken 
Memorial Day parade. I am grateful to 
Councilwoman Gail Diggs for her role 
in the efforts to reinstate the parade 
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ably begun by the Marine Corps 
League, as well as Wes Jerrell and 
Betsy Davis with the Aiken Jaycees for 
their work to honor and support our 
Armed Forces and their families. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President by his actions 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 


— 


BOKO HARAM CRIMES 


(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis- 
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, press reports this 
week show that the reign of terror 
wrought by Boko Haram in north- 
eastern Nigeria has reached appalling 
new depths of depravity. They have 
chosen to use as a weapon of war wide- 
spread, organized sexual violence 
against young girls and women. Hun- 
dreds of women and girls as young as 11 
have been subjected to systematic, or- 
ganized rape. 

The terrorists have also used women 
and children to carry out suicide bomb- 
ings against civilian targets. 

These are crimes against humanity, 
which is why I am pleased to join Con- 
gresswoman BARBARA LEE in support of 
an International Criminal Court inves- 
tigation. 

I am also pleased that the House ap- 
proved an amendment that Representa- 
tive ED ROYCE and I offered to the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act that 
calls for continued U.S. support of 
international efforts to combat Boko 
Haram. 

History has taught us, to our ever- 
lasting sorrow, that when such horror 
arises in the world, the world cannot 
and should not stand idly by. 


— 


RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF 
RABBI CARL WOLKIN 


(Mr. DOLD asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Rabbi Carl Wolkin. He is 
retiring after 35 years of service to the 
Congregation Beth Shalom in North- 
brook, Illinois. He will be sorely missed 
by many in our community. 

Over the past 35 years, Rabbi Wolkin 
has served as the president of the 
Northbrook Clergy Association, the 
Chicago region of the Rabbinical As- 
sembly, the president of the Chicago 
Board of Rabbis, and he is also a mem- 
ber of the Jewish United Fund board. 
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In these roles, Mr. Speaker, he has 
worked tirelessly to support his fellow 
rabbis in making their congregations 
centers for worship and learning. 

In 2004, Rabbi Wolkin was in the first 
group of graduates of the Center for 
Rabbinic Enrichment of the Shalom 
Hartman Institute in Jerusalem. 

Rabbi Wolkin has been a tremendous 
asset to the Jewish community at 
large, as has his wife, Judy, who has 
enriched the lives of Jewish children by 
her teaching at the Solomon Schechter 
Day School for many years. 

I wish Rabbi Wolkin well on his re- 
tirement and the next chapter of his 
life. 


—_ 


REAUTHORIZE THE EXPORT- 
IMPORT BANK 


(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, Congress 
is engaged in a vigorous debate about 
national trade policy, but no matter 
where you stand on the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, the Export-Import Bank 
is one trade program that we should all 
get behind. 

After all, this is a Federal agency 
that operates at no cost to taxpayers 
and whose sole purpose is to create jobs 
by helping American manufacturers in- 
crease exports. 

The Export-Import Bank provides 
loans to help American businesses com- 
pete against foreign companies that re- 
ceive subsidies from their govern- 
ments, and it provides credit to facili- 
tate the sale of American goods abroad. 

Since 2009, the Export-Import Bank 
has helped dozens of businesses in west- 
ern New York export nearly $100 mil- 
lion in goods and has helped create or 
sustain 1.3 million jobs across this Na- 
tion. 

A number of local business leaders, 
including Barre Banks, the owner of 
Midland Machinery in Tonawanda, 
have reached out to my office to share 
their stories of success with the Bank 
and to warn against its expiration. 

I urge the majority to stand with 
American businesses, protect American 
jobs, and reauthorize the Export-Im- 
port Bank. 


Se 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF 
CORPORAL FRED WHITAKER, SR. 


(Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, as we approach Memorial 
Day, I wish to recognize our service- 
members who have so bravely answered 
the call to defend our great Nation. 

As the daughter of a U.S. Marine, I 
am eternally grateful for the service 
and sacrifice our troops make, all in 
the name of freedom. 
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Today, I wish to pay a special tribute 
to a hero that I have the honor of rep- 
resenting in Congress, Corporal Fred 
Whitaker, Sr. Corporal Whitaker, a 
World War II veteran, proudly served 
our Nation in the combat infantry 
from 1943 to 1946. He participated in 
several campaigns, including Saar, 
Rhineland, Central Europe, and the 
historic Battle of the Bulge. 

Corporal Whitaker received numer- 
ous awards for his honorable service, 
including the Distinguished Unit Cita- 
tion, the Combat Infantry Badge, the 
Bronze Star, the Purple Heart, the 
Good Conduct Medal, the European 
Theater Medal with four battle stars, 
and a World War II Victory Medal. 

I thank him for his sacrifice to our 
Nation and for the sacrifice all mili- 
tary personnel make to keep our coun- 
try safe and free. We are forever in- 
debted to this true hero of the Greatest 
Generation. 


— A 


COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF PROJECT HEAD 
START 


(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
this morning, I ask all my colleagues 
to join me in supporting H. Res. 92, 
commemorating the 50th anniversary 
of Project Head Start, launched in the 
White House Rose Garden on May 18, 
1965, as bold and audacious in its scope 
design and as a project to launch 
against those who lived in poverty. 

President Johnson said: ‘‘We set out 
to make’’—and to contain certain— 
“that poverty’s children would not be 
forevermore poverty’s captives.” This 
means that nearly half of the preschool 
children of poverty will get a head 
start on their future. These children 
will receive preschool training and pre- 
pare them for regular school in Sep- 
tember. They will get medical and den- 
tal attention that they badly need, and 
parents will receive counseling. 

Again, we have set out to make cer- 
tain that poverty’s children would not 
be forevermore poverty’s captives. 

Today, 160,000 enrolled in Early Head 
Start, 910,000 enrolled in Head Start, 
20,000 American Indian-Alaska Native 
children, 4,000 American Indians, 32,000 
migrant or seasonal workers, and 40,000 
homeless children. 

We must continue this infrastruc- 
ture, and I want to thank AVANCE and 
the Harris County School District in 
my district because they believe in 
helping children. 

Mr. Speaker, I conclude by thanking 
those who have fallen in battle for the 
United States of America as we memo- 
rialize them on Memorial Day. 


EEE 
CONGRATULATING MAJOR 
STEPHEN J. BONNER 


(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
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dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
my constituent, Major Stephen J. Bon- 
ner of the U.S. Air Force, who has 
earned the Congressional Gold Medal 
for his distinguished service as an 
American fighter pilot with the Flying 
Tigers squadron in World War II. 

Growing up in the 1930s and during 
World War I, Major Bonner had always 
dreamt of becoming an ace. When he 
graduated from flight school in 1948, 
his dream came true when he was as- 
signed to fly with the 76th Fighter 
Squadron in China, battling Japanese 
fighter pilots in his P-40 Warhawk. 

During his time with the Air Force, 
Major Bonner became a member of the 
American Fighter Aces, who have been 
renowned as our country’s most distin- 
guished fighter pilots. In both world 
wars, along with the Korean war and 
the Vietnam war, these individuals 
have not only courageously defended 
our Nation, but have also made out- 
standing achievements in aerial com- 
bat. 

Major Bonner, now 96, lives with his 
daughter Jane just outside Carlinville 
in my district in central Illinois. I am 
proud to congratulate Major Bonner 
for his outstanding accomplishments 
as an American Fighter Ace. 

The bravery and dedication he dis- 
played as a pilot in World War II make 
him a very deserving recipient of the 
Congressional Gold Medal, and I am 
proud and thankful to have such brave 
veterans like them in my district. 

Congratulations, Mr. Bonner. 


EE Ř 


THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD 
START 


(Ms. KELLY of Illinois asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
family income shouldn’t dictate a 
child’s educational outcome; but today, 
study after study shows that children 
from lower-income families face unique 
social, emotional, and financial chal- 
lenges that lead them to start school 
already behind their peers. 

We began addressing this problem in 
1965 when President Lyndon Johnson 
established the Head Start program. 
Fifty years later, over 30 million of our 
most vulnerable children have bene- 
fited from Head Start and a more level 
playing field. 

In Illinois today, there are 48 Head 
Start programs across the State. These 
programs not only provide opportuni- 
ties for more than 40,000 Illinois chil- 
dren and their families each year, but 
they also give tens of thousands of pas- 
sionate educators the chance to give 
our most needy children a shot at suc- 
cess. 

This week, as we celebrate the 50th 
anniversary of Head Start, I urge my 
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colleagues to stand with me in support 
of this vital program. I look forward to 
ensuring that all children can have an 
equal opportunity to succeed. 

I want to salute our troops, our vet- 
erans, and those who gave their lives as 
we move into Memorial Day. 


EEE 
1015 


PROBLEMS AT THE IRS CONTINUE 


(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, while it 
may feel like a case of deja vu, the sad 
fact of the matter is, we are once again 
talking about real problems at the IRS. 
This time, the Treasury inspector gen- 
eral reports that 1,600 IRS agents in a 
10-year period did not pay their taxes. 

While it is bad enough to think that 
those tasked with collecting our taxes 
can’t manage to pay their own, what 
makes this case worse is that a major- 
ity of these employees were given re- 
duced penalties instead of facing the 
full consequences of their actions. A 
number of these employees even re- 
ceived promotions and bonuses. 

Mr. Speaker, taxpayers deserve bet- 
ter than a government agency that 
can’t seem to follow the rules, and 
hard-working Americans should be 
treated with more respect. It is time 
for more oversight and more trans- 
parency at this agency and holding em- 
ployees accountable who break the 
rules. 


EE 


50TH ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD 
START 


(Ms. LEE asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to com- 
memorate the 50th anniversary of Head 
Start, which President Johnson an- 
nounced May 18, 1965. Head Start is our 
Nation's commitment that every 
child —regardless of their ZIP Code— 
has an opportunity to succeed. 

Since its creation, Head Start has 
prepared more than 30 million children 
for success in the classroom and be- 
yond. My former district director, a 
brilliant African American man, was a 
Head Start graduate. His story and 
millions of others demonstrate just 
how important early childhood edu- 
cation programs are. 

Yet nearly 57,000 children across the 
country have lost access because of 
draconian sequester cuts, and the 2016 
Republican budget makes it worse by 
removing another 35,000 children from 
the program, including 4,500 from my 
home State of California. 

Our children deserve better. How in 
the world will they compete with chil- 
dren throughout the world if we deny 
them an early start? 
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Mr. Speaker, we know high-quality, 
early childhood education is one of the 
best investments we can make. So on 
the 50th anniversary of Head Start, I 
urge my colleagues to fully support 
this critical program and leave no child 
behind. 

I, too, want to commemorate and re- 
member my dad, a veteran who served 
in two wars. And also, I want to com- 
memorate and thank our veterans, our 
young men and women on duty, and 
those who have paid a very serious 
price on behalf of this country. 


EE 


SPURRING PRIVATE AEROSPACE 
COMPETITIVENESS AND ENTRE- 
PRENEURSHIP ACT OF 2015 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill, H.R. 2262. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 273 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 2262. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 


1018 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2262) to 
facilitate a pro-growth environment 
for the developing commercial space 
industry by encouraging private sector 
investment and creating more stable 
and predictable regulatory conditions, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. 
GRAVES of Louisiana in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
McCARTHY) and the gentlewoman from 
Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS) each will con- 
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, when I was a child, I 
learned that there was more to our uni- 
verse than just my home and my town. 
There were people in great cities. 
There were buildings that stretched to 
the clouds. There were machines that 
could explore the character of atoms 
and telescopes that saw into distant 
galaxies. There is so much in the 
world. 

And in recent decades, we have grown 
accustomed to seeing it all. Entire con- 
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tinents and countries are a plane ride 
away. The Internet is a window to the 
world from the comfort of our homes. 
In this time of innovation, what was 
once unimaginable is now common, and 
what was once distant now feels so 
close. 

But we all know there is still so 
much left to learn. In my heart, I be- 
lieve man’s journey of exploration and 
discovery has barely begun. 

For generations, dating back to the 
dawn of humankind, every man, 
woman, and child has looked up to the 
stars in wonder. We imagined that the 
dots of light could reveal a glimpse of 
the future. And we thought that each 
night, we saw the whole heavens 
stretching above us. 

But as technology has given us new 
eyes to see the universe, we discovered 
that even on the clearest of nights, we 
can only see a fraction of the stars in 
one small section of our galaxy. 

I still look up at the stars with won- 
der. And I know that we are only at the 
start of our mission into this great 
frontier. 

You see, I spent time in school, just 
like every kid in America, learning 
about our first voyages into space and 
the Moon landing. I remember how 
much pride I felt, knowing that Amer- 
ica did it first and that our flag still 
flies up there today. 

But that is not where we were meant 
to stop. 

America has always led because it is 
in our nature to lead. We crossed over 
the mountains of Appalachia and into 
the Great Plains. We climbed the 
Rockies to the golden coast of Cali- 
fornia and beyond, creating a Nation in 
this land that has far surpassed all oth- 
ers in truth, hope, and liberty. 

We are a beacon of freedom and 
human dignity to every person that 
longs for the right to choose their own 
future, and we are a force for good un- 
like anything this world has ever 
known. 

And yet in space, we are losing our 
ability to lead. We once stood up to the 
challenge of the Soviet’s Sputnik and 
made it to the Moon. But today our as- 
tronauts use Russian rockets, and 
other nations are working to put peo- 
ple on Mars and beyond. 

But we must go beyond. We must 
face the great unknown with that 
American spirit of adventure and hope. 

To paraphrase President Kennedy, we 
must lead mankind into space—not be- 
cause it is easy, but because it is hard 
and because that goal brings out the 
very best of our Nation. 

There are people—scientists, engi- 
neers, astronauts, and entrepreneurs— 
out in the deserts of California who 
have a goal, the same goal so many 
Americans have had before them. It 
was our forefathers’ goal at the found- 
ing of this Nation conceived in liberty. 
It was our goal when two young bicycle 
repairmen rose above the sand and 
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waves of a North Carolina beach to fly. 
It was our goal when Chuck Yeager 
raced through the skies over California 
and broke the sound barrier. 

That goal is to make our dreams a 
reality. 

Today these 21st century explorers in 
California and across the Nation want 
to bring man above the clouds, above 
the Earth, and above the Moon, itself. 
And we should let them. 

Government has great power; that is 
true. But in America, we believe that 
power is limited. It cannot, should not, 
and will not be used to diminish our 
dreams. 

I stand here before you today, Mr. 
Chairman, presenting a bill. This bill 
asks us to make a decision: Do we con- 
cede our future to one of managed de- 
cline where others lead? Or do we make 
a future where America and her people 
guide us in our journey to the stars? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I rise in opposition to H.R. 2262, the 
SPACE Act of 2015. And I am actually 
quite saddened by that. It is not the 
outcome I had hoped for. Like the gen- 
tleman from California, I share in the 
enthusiasm and the wonder of space. 

I would note that the Commerce, 
Justice, Science, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Subcommittee has just 
cut $230 million from the President’s 
request for these activities. 

It was my sincere belief that the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com- 
mittee could have reached bipartisan 
agreement on a commercial space bill. 
Indeed, during the past few weeks, 
there was a concerted attempt on both 
sides of the committee to reach com- 
mon ground on tackling these issues 
and developing a bipartisan bill. 

However, with the backdrop of meet- 
ing the majority’s floor schedule as the 
top priority, there was insufficient 
time given to negotiate a compromise 
before last week’s full committee 
markup. 

Mr. Chairman, I think most of us on 
both sides of the aisle share in the ex- 
citement and enthusiasm about the 
commercial space industry, and we 
want it to succeed. Indeed, hundreds of 
millions of dollars have been paid by 
taxpayers into this industry to get it 
off the ground. American taxpayers 
have a lot of skin in the game when it 
comes to the success of commercial 
space. 

Since the very beginning, the Federal 
Government has supported the private 
space industry, at both the State and 
Federal level, with funding, data, and 
guidance with best practices. 

Since the Commercial Space Launch 
Act was passed in 1984, followed by the 
Commercial Space Launch Act Amend- 
ments of 1988 and 2004, it is clear that 
the commercial space industry has 
made significant strides. 
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Even in 2004, few would have pre- 
dicted that NASA would be relying 
today on commercial space transpor- 
tation to deliver critical supplies, 
spare parts, and research material to 
the International Space Station. 

Who knows what developments will 
occur in the commercial space arena in 
the coming years. What we do know is 
that it won’t just be commercial cargo 
transported into space; in fact, it will 
also be people. That is why it is up to 
Congress to develop responsible com- 
mercial space policies that both en- 
courage the commercial space industry 
and protect those who participate as 
the users of the industry’s services and 
activities. 

Sadly, this bill just doesn’t measure 
up to that responsibility. Instead, it 
takes a fundamentally unbalanced ap- 
proach to the issues facing the com- 
mercial space launch industry. 

Two key areas should concern all 
Members, Republicans and Democrats 
alike. 

The first area pertains to safety. A 
moratorium on the FAA’s authority to 
regulate the safety of crew and 
spaceflight participants was initially 
included in the Commercial Space 
Launch Act Amendments of 2004 in 
order to allow the commercial space 
industry the time to acquire experience 
and data that would inform the devel- 
opment of safety regulations. 

However, initial expectations of in- 
dustry progress simply were not real- 
ized. So in 2012, Congress extended the 
moratorium for 3 more years as part of 
the FAA Modernization and Reform 
Act of 2012. The end of that learning 
period is set to expire on September 30, 
2015. 

H.R. 2262, the bill in front of us, 
would extend the learning period to De- 
cember 31, 2025, a decade-long morato- 
rium on FAA’s ability to even start 
proposing a safety framework. 

This is very dangerous. This unprece- 
dented regulation-free period for a dec- 
ade for the commercial and human 
spaceflight industry puts no pressure 
on the industry to establish industry 
consensus standards, standards that 
could potentially be used as self-regu- 
lation measures for the industry. 

In addition to providing the industry 
with 10 years of no safety regulations, 
H.R. 2262 negatively affects the rights 
of individuals on important safety mat- 
ters by requiring spaceflight pas- 
sengers to waive liability against 
launch providers and other parties. 

What that means is that spaceflight 
participants have to waive their rights 
to sue the launch provider and related 
parties for claims, even if there is neg- 
ligence involved. 

Mr. Chair, H.R. 2262 puts policy in 
place that favors industry over policy 
that ensures balanced consideration for 
those people the industry will serve. 
That is a position that I and all of my 
Democratic colleagues on the com- 
mittee oppose. 
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Another area of concern pertains to 
space resource utilization, such as as- 
teroid mining. 

Mr. Chair, there is merit to posi- 
tioning ourselves to answer questions 
associated with space mining, the prop- 
erty rights that accrue from such ac- 
tivities, and the harmonization with 
our treaty obligations. 


However, establishing prescriptive 
policies, as H.R. 2262 would do, is sim- 
ply premature. 


To preclude the proverbial placement 
of the cart before the horse, it would be 
prudent to establish an interagency re- 
view to help identify appropriate roles 
and responsibilities and a proposed or- 
ganizational structure for the Federal 
Government’s oversight and licensing 
of commercial space resource explo- 
ration and utilization. 


And it would also be prudent, Mr. 
Chair, to hold hearings on these issues 
and on this legislation, as well as to 
have a subcommittee markup, what we 
sometimes refer to as regular order. 
H.R. 2262 skips these steps. 


Proponents of the space resources 
utilization provisions in H.R. 2262 
argue that the range of issues has been 
adequately vetted and reviewed by the 
executive branch. 
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Mr. Chairman, it is my under- 
standing that while several individuals 
in the executive branch have offered 
technical drafting comments in re- 
sponse to queries about the bill, no 
Federal agency has taken a position on 
the bill. 


Indeed, the administration says: 
“While the administration strongly 
supports the bill’s efforts to facilitate 
innovative new space activities by U.S. 
companies, such as the commercial ex- 
ploration and utilization of space re- 
sources to meet national needs, the ad- 
ministration is concerned about the 
ability of U.S. companies to move for- 
ward with these initiatives absent ad- 
ditional authority to ensure continuing 
supervision of these initiatives by the 
U.S. Government as required by the 
Outer Space Treaty.” 


In addition to these concerns, we 
have received a number of letters from 
legal scholars, consumer interest 
groups, and attorneys who have raised 
concerns or are opposed to H.R. 2262 as 
written. I am submitting for the 
RECORD letters from Professor Joanne 
Gabrynowicz, Director of the National 
Center for Remote Sensing, Air and 
Space Law; the American Association 
for Justice; the Center for Justice & 
Democracy; Consumer Watchdog; the 
National Consumers League; the Net- 
work for Environmental and Economic 
Responsibility of United Church of 
Christ; Protect All Children’s Environ- 
ment; and Public Citizen. 
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520 DEER CREEK DRIVE, 
Oxford, MS, May 12, 2015. 

Hon. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, 

Ranking Member, Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE JOHNSON: At the re- 
quest of Congressional Staff I am submitting 
this letter as a citizen expert for your con- 
sideration. I was requested to review H.R. 
1508 and provide a comment. I am currently 
Professor Emerita at the University of Mis- 
sissippi School of Law where I taught United 
States National Space Law, International 
Space Law, and Remote Sensing Law from 
2001 to 2013. Prior to that I taught similar 
courses in the Space Studies Department at 
the University of North Dakota Odegard 
School of Aerospace Sciences from 1987 to 
2001. I was the Editor-in-Chief of the Journal 
of Space Law from 2001-2018. My complete 
curriculum vitae is attached for your ref- 
erence. 

1. Outer Space Treaty Art. II prohibition of 
national appropriation by “any other 
means”. 

This comment addresses the most impor- 
tant issue raised by the Bill on its face. The 
Bill provides, “[a]ny asteroid resources ob- 
tained in outer space are the property of the 
entity that obtained such resources, which 
shall be entitled to all property rights there- 
to, consistent with applicable provisions of 
Federal law.” The Bill defines a “space re- 
source” as a “natural resource of any kind 
found in situ in outer space.” It further de- 
fines an “asteroid resource” as “found on or 
within an asteroid.” The bill is addressing 
unextracted resources. 

The United States is a State-Party to the 
Treaty on Principles Governing the Activi- 
ties of States in the Exploration and Use of 
Outer Space, Including the Moon and Other 
Celestial Bodies. It prohibits “national ap- 
propriation by claim of sovereignty, by 
means of use or occupation, or by any other 
means.” The Bill attempts to grant U.S. ju- 
risdiction over “any asteroid resource” in 
situ in order to authorize and require the 
“President . . . to facilitate the commercial 
exploration and utilization of space re- 
sources to meet national needs”. Making 
unextracted, in situ “asteroid resources” 
subject to U.S. Federal law and requiring the 
President “to meet national needs” is a form 
of national appropriation by “other means”. 

2. The Bill does not provide for any specific 
licensing regime. 

Unlicensed U.S. commercial space activi- 
ties are unprecedented in United States 
space law. All commercial space activities to 
date require appropriate licensing by an au- 
thorized agency. Specific statutes delegate 
licensing authority to specific agencies. For 
example, the Commercial Space Launch Act 
authorizes the FAA to license commercial 
launch activities. The 1992 Land Remote 
Sensing Policy Act authorizes the Depart- 
ment of Commerce to license commercial re- 
mote sensing systems. Licensing is how the 
U.S. meets its obligations to authorize and 
continually supervise the space activities of 
non-government entities under the Outer 
Space Treaty. 

In particular, it is important to note that 
the license requirement imposed on the li- 
censee that it maintain ‘operational con- 
trol,’ as the term is defined in Section 960.3, 
is an implementation of U.S. obligations 
under the United Nations Outer Space Trea- 
ty of 1967. That treaty provides that the U.S. 
Government, as a State party, will be held 
strictly liable for any U.S. private or govern- 
mental entity’s actions in outer-space. Con- 
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sequently, NOAA requires that licensees 
under this part to maintain ultimate control 
of their systems, in order to minimize the 
risk of such liability and assure that the na- 
tional security concerns, foreign policy and 
international obligations of the United 
States are protected. 

The lack of a specific licensing regime also 
fails to meet the State Department’s concern 
raised in a letter to Bigelow Aerospace from 
the FAA: the lack of a national regulatory 
framework with respect to private sector ac- 
tivities on celestial bodies. 

3. The Bill only provides for a report. 

The Bill requires the President to submit a 
report to recommend which Federal agencies 
will be necessary to meet U.S. international 
obligations. This may be sufficient. It is 
worth noting that reports are not the equiva- 
lent of licensing regulations that go through 
the Administrative Procedure Act process. 
However, this is a Federalism question, not a 
space law question so I will only point out 
the issue and note it is worth questioning 
and seeking the view of a relevant expert. 

Sincerely, 
JOANNE IRENE GABRYNOWICZ, 
Prof. Emerita. 
AMERICAN ASSOCIATION FOR JUSTICE, 
May 20, 2015. 
Re Support the Edwards Amendment to the 
SPACE Act of 2015 (H.R. 2262) 


Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 

Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 

Minority Leader, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER AND LEADER 
PELOSI: The American Association for Jus- 
tice (AAJ) supports the Edwards substitute 
amendment which substitutes the text of S. 
1297, a bipartisan Senate companion for the 
SPACE Act of 2015 the ‘‘Spurring Private 
Aerospace Competitiveness and Entrepre- 
neurship Act of 2015” or SPACE Act of 2015. 
The American Association for Justice (AAJ), 
formerly the Association of Trial Lawyers of 
America (ATLA) with members in United 
States, Canada and abroad, is the world’s 
largest trial bar. It was established in 1946 to 
safeguard victims’ rights, strengthen the 
civil justice system, promote injury preven- 
tion and foster public health and safety. AAJ 
is an advocate for a strong civil justice sys- 
tem in order to protect the health and 
wellbeing of all Americans. 

Commercial space travel is an emerging in- 
dustry that will allow for members of the 
general public to visit space for recreational 
or business purposes and AAJ recognizes the 
challenges of trying to give a new industry 
the flexibility to grow and innovate. How- 
ever, Section 8 of the SPACE Act of 2015 re- 
quires passengers on commercial spacecraft 
to waive any right to damages for personal 
injury, property damage or death resulting 
from commercial space travel. While it may 
be acceptable for businesses with equal foot- 
ing and negotiating power to execute cross 
waivers limiting their responsibility to each 
other, this waiver language should not ex- 
tend to passengers. This provision is unfair 
and harmful to individuals. As a result, AAJ 
is supporting the Edwards substitute amend- 
ment, which does not contain the harmful 
cross waiver provision. 

The SPACE Act of 2015 as introduced con- 
tains a provision which would provide the 
commercial space industry total immunity. 
This provision will be eliminated by the 
Manager’s Amendment to the bill. We ap- 
plaud Chairman Smith for protecting the 
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American public. As the commercial space 
travel industry grows, safety should be put 
first and foremost. Industry interests should 
not be valued over that of the passengers. 
Sincerely, 
LINDA LIPSEN, 
C.E.O. 


May 20, 2015. 
Re Opposition to H.R. 2262 the “Spurring Pri- 
vate Aerospace Competitiveness and En- 
trepreneurship Act of 2015” or SPACE 
Act. 


Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 

Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 

Minority Leader, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER AND LEADER 
PELOSI: The undersigned organizations are 
writing to express opposition to HR. 2262, the 
“Spurring Private Aerospace Competitive- 
ness and Entrepreneurship Act of 2015” or 
SPACE Act. While some of our organizations 
may have concerns about various parts of 
this legislation, this letter addresses two 
sections in particular: Sections 7 and 8. 

The sweeping immunity proposed by these 
provisions is alarming. The commercial 
space industry’s safety record has been shod- 
dy with normal rules in place. The last thing 
Congress should be doing is passing legisla- 
tion that removes this industry’s financial 
incentive to conduct safe commercial space 
operations. And it is particularly troubling 
that this legislation was passed out of the 
House Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology without a single hearing held. 

Section 7 of the bill states: ‘‘Any action or 
tort arising from a licensed launch or re- 
entry shall be the sole jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts and shall be decided under 
federal law.” Given that no federal tort law 
exists in such cases, this provision will im- 
munize the private space industry for any 
harm it causes. It wipes out any tort remedy 
for death, injuries or property damage suf- 
fered as a result of a negligent or reckless 
launch or reentry. And space passengers are 
not the only individuals covered by this lan- 
guage. Anyone, from innocent bystanders 
watching a rocket launch, to people who 
happen to be at the wrong place at the wrong 
time, suffering any harm, whether that be 
losing a house, limb, or life, will be left with- 
out recourse. Imagine the vast radioactive 
carnage that could result from an exploding 
nuclear rocket, which the industry is dis- 
cussing for future rocket propulsion. 

Section 8 of the SPACE Act requires both 
companies and passengers on commercial 
space flights to cross-waive liability claims. 
It is one thing for companies with equal bar- 
gaining power to establish liability agree- 
ments between them. However, it is unfair to 
force passengers into such agreements. This 
provision does not protect passengers—it 
strips away their rights. 

Supporters of the bill say immunity is 
needed to spur innovation and save jobs. 
This is nonsense. If the civil justice system 
were harming the industry in some way, this 
would already be evident. But according to 
the most recent Space Foundation report, 
“The global space economy grew to $314.17 
billion in commercial revenue and govern- 
ment budgets in 2013, reflecting growth of 4 
percent from the 2012 total of $302.22 billion. 
Commercial activity—space products and 
services and commercial infrastructure— 
drove much of this increase. From 2008 
through 2013, the total has grown by 27 per- 
cent.” 
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This industry should be subject to the 
same civil justice system that applies to 
every other dangerous industry in America. 
If a private space company is grossly neg- 
ligent and harms people, it should be ac- 
countable for the harm it causes. For these 
reasons, we strongly oppose H.R. 2262 the 
“Spurring Private Aerospace Competitive- 
ness and Entrepreneurship Act of 2015” or 
SPACE Act. 

Very sincerely, 

Alliance for Justice; Center for Justice & 
Democracy; Consumer Watchdog; Na- 
tional Consumers League; Network for 
Environmental & Economic Responsi- 
bility of United Church of Christ; Pro- 
tect All Children’s Environment; Pub- 
lic Citizen. 

Ms. EDWARDS. In closing, Mr. 
Chairman, H.R. 2262 is an unbalanced 
bill that simply doesn’t adequately 
protect the public’s interest, whether 
in matters pertaining to the safety of 
the general public or in matters per- 
taining to the safety of the future con- 
sumers and customers of the industry, 
and incorporates prescriptive provi- 
sions on space resource utilization that 
are indeed premature. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my fellow Mem- 
bers to oppose H.R. 2262, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill that comes 
before us today took some time in 
drafting. In over four hearings in a bi- 
partisan manner, this committee 
reached out to the minority in October 
of last year and gave them a draft of 
the bill. Unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, 
the minority party did not come back 
for 5 months. But we want to make 
clear that everybody understood the 
bill. 

We also want to make clear that peo- 
ple didn’t make misstatements be- 
cause, in this bill, the section provides 
FAA’s ability to regulate commercial 
human spaceflight in order to protect 
the uninvolved public, national secu- 
rity, public health and safety, safety of 
property, and foreign policy. It also 
preserves FAA’s ability to regulate 
spaceflight participant and crew safety 
as a result of an accident or unplanned 
event. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas, Chairman 
SMITH, the man who has led this com- 
mittee in a bipartisan manner. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from California 
for yielding, and our thanks go to Ma- 
jority Leader KEVIN MCCARTHY for in- 
troducing such an important piece of 
legislation. In fact, we have made him 
an honorary member of the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, space commercializa- 
tion, this bill, is the future of space. 
This bill will encourage the private 
sector to build rockets, to take risks, 
and to shoot for the heavens. H.R. 2262, 
the Spurring Private Aerospace Com- 
petitiveness and Entrepreneurship Act 
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of 2015, or SPACE Act, facilitates a 
progrowth environment for the devel- 
oping commercial space sector. It cre- 
ates more stable regulatory conditions 
and improves safety, which, in turn, at- 
tracts private investment. 

Members of Congress should know 
that earlier this week the administra- 
tion officially stated—and this is the 
most important thing in my view that 
the administration said, and it was, un- 
fortunately, omitted from the state- 
ment awhile ago that the ranking 
member quoted. Here is what the ad- 
ministration said: 

It does not oppose House passage of this 
bill. 

The SPACE Act secures American 
leadership in space and fosters the de- 
velopment of advanced space tech- 
nologies. The SPACE Act preserves the 
Federal Aviation Administration’s 
ability to regulate commercial human 
spaceflight in order to protect national 
security and public health and safety. 
The act preserves FAA’s ability to reg- 
ulate spaceflight participation and 
crew safety in the event of an accident. 

The bill calls for a progress report on 
the knowledge the industry and FAA 
have gained about the operation and 
licensing of commercial human 
spaceflight. This allows the commer- 
cial space industry to develop stand- 
ards and coordinate with the FAA so 
the industry can grow in a stable regu- 
latory environment without the threat 
of arbitrary regulations that would ad- 
versely impact their ability to inno- 
vate. 

Mr. Chairman, international law 
places liability for damages that result 
from space accidents on the launching 
nation. All spacefaring nations require 
some form of third-party liability in- 
surance for launching entities. 

The current U.S. risk-sharing struc- 
ture expires in 2016. This act extends 
indemnification to the year 2025 and re- 
quires an update on how the FAA cal- 
culates the maximum probable loss as- 
sociated with launches. Indemnifica- 
tion has never been utilized and is sub- 
ject to future appropriations. This pro- 
vision will prevent U.S. space compa- 
nies from going overseas where other 
nations have more favorable liability 
protection. 

The SPACE Act also closes a statu- 
tory loophole that negates an experi- 
mental permit once a launch license is 
issued for the same vehicle design. This 
fosters greater innovation and allows 
an experimental permit holder to con- 
tinue testing while a license holder 
conducts operations. Current law only 
allows for two categories of individuals 
carried within a spacecraft: crew and 
spaceflight participants. Now that 
NASA is allowing other astronauts ac- 
cess to the International Space Sta- 
tion, a new category is necessary to 
outline the roles, responsibilities, and 
protections for astronauts on a com- 
mercial human spaceflight launch. 
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This bill also closes a loophole that 
carved out an exception for spaceflight 
participants from indemnification cov- 
erage. By including these individuals in 
the indemnification provision, 
spaceflight participants who may par- 
ticipate in a launch as a result of a 
contest or for other reasons are not 
burdened with financial exposure above 
the limits. This bill also ensures that 
Federal courts review lawsuits that re- 
sult from accidents since the Federal 
Government is ultimately the respon- 
sible party, not the States. 

Current law requires that all parties 
involved in a launch waive claims 
against each other. This bill adds 
spaceflight participants to the cross- 
waiver requirement to ensure consist- 
ency and reinforce the informed con- 
sent requirements. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman an additional 1 
minute. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. All space com- 
munity stakeholders have expressed 
support for this bill. They include Blue 
Origin, Virgin Galactic, Mojave Air and 
Space Port, SpaceX, the National 
Space Society, and the Commercial 
Spaceflight Federation, which rep- 
resents more than 50 commercial space 
companies across the United States. 
The bill also includes many bipartisan 
provisions recently considered by the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com- 
mittee. 

The bill is the product of over 3 years 
of work, numerous committee hear- 
ings, and input from industry, edu- 
cation groups, and grassroots citizen 
advocacy groups. Virtually every 
stakeholder group, again, has sup- 
ported this bill. 

H.R. 2262 will keep America at the 
forefront of aerospace technology, pro- 
mote American jobs, reduce red tape, 
promote safety, and inspire the next 
generation of explorers. I urge my col- 
leagues to support this bill, and once 
again thank the majority leader for in- 
troducing it. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I would note, before 
yielding to the ranking member, that 
it should be no surprise that the entire 
commercial space industry is sup- 
porting the majority bill because it is 
incredibly generous to the industry 
without due consideration to the safety 
of the public and to spaceflight pas- 
sengers who also might travel on their 
vehicle. So it is not a surprise. 

I think all of us here want to see the 
support of the commercial space indus- 
try. We want a regulatory environment 
that respects their innovation but also 
protects United States taxpayers’ in- 
terest. As I have said, taxpayers have, 
to the tune of hundreds of millions of 
dollars, our skin in the game. It is up 
to us to act responsibly. 
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Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as 
she may consume to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON), the ranking member. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposi- 
tion to H.R. 2262, the SPACE Act of 
2015. 

This bill amends the Commercial 
Space Launch Act, which is one of the 
seminal achievements on this com- 
mittee. That act opened the doors to 
establishment on the commercial space 
industry, which is poised to become a 
major part of the 21st century econ- 
omy. 

I agree that both our committee and 
the Congress as a whole need to address 
the Commercial Space Launch Act. We 
haven’t comprehensively addressed 
these issues since 2004. I also want to 
be clear that I am a strong supporter of 
the commercial space industry. I think 
Members on both sides of the aisle 
want this industry to succeed because 
this industry’s success is good for our 
Nation. However, the issues being dealt 
with in this bill are not straight- 
forward. They are complex and require 
thoughtful consideration. 

Unfortunately, the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology hasn’t 
given these issues thoughtful consider- 
ation. We have not held any hearings 
so far this Congress to examine the 
issues being debated today. We also 
haven’t had a subcommittee markup to 
try to work through some of the under- 
lying issues in the legislation. That is 
really very unfortunate, because we 
could be considering a bipartisan piece 
of legislation today if the majority had 
simply laid the proper groundwork for 
moving complex legislation. Instead, 
we have rushed this bill to the floor to 
meet some arbitrary timetable estab- 
lished by somebody, perhaps the Re- 
publican leadership. 

So what does this bill do? In every 
possible measure, H.R. 2262 gives max- 
imum preference to the priorities of 
the commercial space launch indus- 
try—at the expense of the safety of the 
general public and the safety of the fu- 
ture customers of this very industry, 
and it does so at the expense of the 
American taxpayers. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to 
provide the commercial space launch 
industry with another decade—dec- 
ade—of regulation-free operations with 
respect to protecting the safety of 
spaceflight passengers. There won’t be 
any passengers when they find out that 
they have no protection. 

Some will state that the industry 
does not yet have enough experience to 
establish these regulations. That is 
rubbish. Both the United States and 
Russia have been launching humans 
into space for more than five decades. 
There has been literally hundreds of 
space launches on numerous different 
types of spacecraft during this time. 
The FAA has had more than enough 
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data to rely on to set commonsense 
regulations on spaceflight passenger 
safety. 

In addition, this bill also provides a 
lengthy 9-year extension of commercial 
space launch indemnification provi- 
sions. Congress has extended these pro- 
visions many times since they were 
originally crafted in 1988. Since 1988, 
the liability exposure of the U.S. Gov- 
ernment under this regime has grown 
each and every year. What began as an 
approximately $1 billion backstop for 
the industry has now grown to more 
than $2.5 billion, and this will continue 
to grow for 9 more years under this 
bill. I think this is something that de- 
serves a little more attention. Gen- 
erally, as an industry matures, you 
would think their reliance on the U.S. 
Government for subsidies would de- 
crease rather than increase. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, this bill 
takes steps into the uncharted waters 
involving space property rights. I am 
not against asteroid mining or space 
resource utilization. Those activities 
will come in time. However, I am for 
getting any legislation that addresses 
these areas right. 

We are not at all close to resolving 
the many unanswered questions and 
issues concerning space resource utili- 
zation and property rights. At the sin- 
gle hearing the majority held on this 
topic last Congress, several of the in- 
vited witnesses expressed their views 
that there were many unsettled issues 
with the majority’s draft legislation. 
Moving this legislation without really 
ever addressing these issues is, I be- 
lieve, negligent on the part of the Con- 
gress. 

Some on the other side of the aisle 
may point to the fact that the adminis- 
tration's Statement of Administration 
Policy did not include a veto threat 
against this bill. But I would note that 
the administration's statement also 
had serious concerns about sections of 
the bill and notably did not endorse the 
bill. 

With respect to the asteroid mining 
provisions, the statement noted: “the 
administration is concerned about the 
ability of U.S. companies to move for- 
ward with these initiatives absent ad- 
ditional authority to ensure continuing 
supervision of these initiatives by the 
U.S. Government as required by the 
Outer Space Treaty.” 

Mr. Chairman, Ms. EDWARDS will be 
offering an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute that I will speak on one 
more time later. It may not have ev- 
erything that industry desires, it may 
not reflect all of our priorities for com- 
mercial space launch policy, but it isa 
clear route to getting a balanced, bi- 
partisan, bicameral commercial space 
launch bill enacted into law, because 
ultimately that is what we are trying 
to do is get a bicameral agreement. 
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We can argue over differences, or we 
can just join together to pass bipar- 
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tisan, bicameral commercial space leg- 
islation. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose H.R. 
2262 in its present form and instead 
take a bipartisan approach to enacting 
commercial space launch legislation. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Before I yield, I do want it noted, 
1969, what all America felt when they 
watched America make a step on the 
Moon, on an American rocket and 
American ingenuity. Unfortunately, 
today, we pay Russia for an astronaut 
from America to ride on their rockets. 
Some may be content with that, but, 
Mr. Chairman, I am not. That is why 
this bill today allows us to have some 
change and growth to make that hap- 
pen. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 


the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HULTGREN). 
Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Chairman, I 


want to take a moment to thank the 
sponsor of this bill, Majority Leader 
MCCARTHY, for his great work. This is 
very important. 

I also want to thank our great chair- 
man, LAMAR SMITH, who has had an un- 
precedented week in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of passing bills of innova- 
tion, advancing science. Congratula- 
tions to him as well. 

The space industry represents hun- 
dreds of billions of dollars in economic 
investment and thousands of jobs 
across the United States, but it is not 
just large companies. 

Cain Tubular—a small, multigenera- 
tional, family-owned business in my 
district—is doing the innovative work 
necessary for safe, weld-free con- 
densing coils for the next generation of 
rocket engines. 

Scot Forge is another business in my 
district, working under an amazing em- 
ployee ownership model, that is forging 
the heavy metal parts and casings for 
multiple launch systems throughout 
the supply chain. 

The space industry is an engine of 
economic growth throughout the coun- 
try, and our opportunity to do this 
right is vitally necessary to maintain 
American competitiveness as other na- 
tions begin to catch up. 

That is why I rise today to urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 2262, the 
Spurring Private Aerospace Competi- 
tiveness and Entrepreneurship Act of 
2015. The SPACE Act facilitates a 
progrowth environment for the com- 
mercial space sector. It fosters a safety 
framework that will protect the Amer- 
ican public, while encouraging the de- 
velopment of new space technologies. 
This will ensure America’s exceptional 
role is maintained as the most innova- 
tive Nation in the world. 

This legislation also extends the cur- 
rent risk-sharing structure set to ex- 
pire next year and requires an update 
on how the FAA calculates maximum 
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probable loss associated with potential 
spaceflight accidents. This ensures 
that U.S. space companies won’t be 
forced to go overseas to compete. 

The SPACE Act also establishes a 
legal framework for government prop- 
erty rights of resources obtained from 
asteroids, giving U.S. companies the 
legal assurance they need to invest in 
and develop in situ space resource ex- 
ploration and utilization technologies. 
The successful exploration and use of 
in situ asteroid resources is an impor- 
tant step in humanity’s development 
and is in the national interest of the 
United States. 

The SPACE Act helps develop the 
commercial space industry, ensures 
commercial space lawsuits are treated 
fairly, and allows the commercial 
space industry to grow like never be- 
fore. 

For these reasons, I strongly rec- 
ommend my colleagues support com- 
mercial space with a vote for the 
SPACE Act of 2015. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, may I 
inquire as to how much time each side 
has remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from 
Maryland has 14 minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from California has 17 
minutes remaining. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I just want to, for the RECORD, be- 
cause I think it is important for the 
American people that we don’t mix ap- 
ples and oranges, the Bush administra- 
tion actually canceled the program 
that would have enabled us to make 
sure that we have American rocket ve- 
hicles going to the space station. 

In the interim period, those requests 
have been severely underfunded, so I 
think it is important for us to put into 
perspective what is happening in the 
space industry. 

Now, I—as somebody who long ago 
worked in the industry, worked at 
NASA—understand the importance of 
investing in science and research and 
funding the activities of NASA and 
supporting the industry. I also under- 
stand that we have put—this Congress, 
in fact—has placed burdens both on the 
industry and on the agency to perform 
without putting the money to do that. 

I would note that this SPACE Act 
doesn’t have any money that goes with 
it. In fact, on the appropriations side, 
as I stated earlier, $230 million has ac- 
tually been cut from the President’s re- 
quest. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN- 
SON), my colleague and the ranking 
member. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I simply wanted 
to respond to the statement that we 
have to rely on Russia. 

We are relying on Russia because we 
won’t pay for it in this country, but we 
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are willing to allow a private commer- 
cial spaceship to fly at the expense of 
the government and at the risk of 
every person who would hire a trip. We 
are paying them to take supplies to a 
space station because we refuse to fund 
space station flight for human flight 
from this country. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Today, we pay Russia $70 million for 
one astronaut to go to the Inter- 
national Space Station. As commercial 
space begins to grow, we watched oth- 
ers get into the market—SpaceX—so 
they could do it for much less. That is 
what this bill talks about, allowing the 
commercial space others to join in. 

I don’t think all the answers come 
from Washington. I think government 
should be limited, but we should not 
limit our ability to grow. Why should 
we complain if we can use private sec- 
tor money to even increase our capa- 
bilities to go higher into space? 

Mr. Chairman, the next person I am 
going to yield to knows a great deal 
about this. He represents aerospace 
corridor. He comes from a family that 
is renowned in the development of 
space in America. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
KNIGHT), the son of Mr. Pete Knight, 
who still holds the record for the fast- 
est man on Earth in an X-15. 

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the majority leader for bring- 
ing this forward. This is a vital piece of 
legislation. 

The majority leader brings up a sub- 
ject that is always very important to 
me. It happened on December 17, 1903. 
It happened in a little bicycle shop in 
Dayton, Ohio. Two innovators took 
their invention across part of the coun- 
try out to a little place in North Caro- 
lina in Kitty Hawk, and they flew a 
man-powered controllable aircraft for 
the first time. 

Now, why is that important? It is be- 
cause the government had thrown a 
$50,000 grant to get this done, and they 
couldn't get it done, but two 
innovators could get it done by nothing 
other than the brains that they had, 
the energy, and their two hands. 

America needs to ensure that it will 
continue to be the leader in the space 
industry. Business and innovation want 
stability, and this bill does just that, 
by extending the FAA learning period 
and duration of indemnification to 10 
years. 

When I speak to fifth graders—and I 
think we all do at least a couple times 
a year; I try to speak to at least 50 
schools a year—but when I talk to the 
fifth graders, I ask them how long it 
takes to fly from LA to Tokyo. There 
is always a 2-hour or a 20-hour or any- 
thing like that. 

I tell them it takes about 10% hours. 
I said: But in your lifetime, it is going 
to take about an hour and a half. 
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They said: Well, that is great. That is 
great. I would love to be in an airplane 
for just an hour and a half or a space- 
craft when, today, we have to do 10% 
hours. 

Well, do you know what, that will 
happen if we let it happen. Right now, 
it is happening. Innovation is flour- 
ishing. These things are happening. We 
are doing jousting programs that is dis- 
persing the supersonic wave which 
means, at some point, we will be able 
to fly over the continent at more than 
Mach 1. 

That means we will be able to fly 
home to California in an hour and a 
half. Now, I know all of us Californians 
would love to do that instead of the 514 
hours it takes today, just like it took 
in 1970. 

This bill allows the FAA to gather 
sufficient data to ensure the regula- 
tions will help foster growth in the in- 
dustry. I support this bill. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

We have been listening to this discus- 
sion, and I think, when the other side 
reclaims their time, it would be really 
helpful to explain why it is that, if this 
is so important and that it is so urgent, 
why it is that the majority has cut $230 
million from commercial crew. I will 
wait to hear the answer, as I am sure 
the American people are waiting. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman. 

I thank the managers of this bill, in- 
cluding the majority leader. 

I just want to say that I come from 
Space City. Houston, Texas, has as its 
motto—its defining moment besides 
railroads—is Space City. I served 12 
years on the Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology Committee, and I had a strong 
commitment and continue to have a 
strong commitment to human space 
exploration—in particular, the re- 
search that is garnered out of that 
mighty effort. 

I have traveled to most of the NASA 
centers across the Nation, and I have 
seen outstanding researchers. There is 
no reason for any of us, Democrats or 
Republicans, to oppose the idea of 
space exploration and, in this instance, 
commercial space exploration. 

What I will say to you, Mr. Chair- 
man, and to my good friend, the major- 
ity leader, let us walk step-by-step to- 
gether. 

Certainly, I am concerned as some- 
one who offered and wrote legislation 
to promote more safety on the Inter- 
national Space Station—proudly so— 
legislation that was ultimately passed 
and I believe has made the space sta- 
tion more enduring, to be able to sug- 
gest that this bill limits to a certain 
extent the safety requirements that I 
believe would make this industry a bet- 
ter industry, to say also that we are 
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highlighting or offering the commer- 
cial space industry over the investment 
in NASA, which I have great concern, 
as we look forward to the implementa- 
tion of the Orion and the opportunities 
for further space exploration. 

I would want to make sure that this 
legislation does not undermine our 
work with NASA and, frankly, that the 
safety elements that are so important, 
not only to the civilian population—be- 
cause I have commercial space entities 
in Texas just a few hundred miles away 
from Houston, Texas, but I also have 
the NASA Johnson Space Center—and I 
would want to know whether or not 
there is a conflict between the safety 
requirements that we have to imple- 
ment and the safety requirements and 
security requirements in commercial 
space exploration. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle- 
woman has expired. 

Ms. EDWARDS. I yield the gentle- 
woman an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. The other thing 
that I would offer to suggest, as this 
bill moves to the Senate, is the invest- 
ments that are made, the profits that 
may ultimately be made by commer- 
cial space exploration, it would be ap- 
propriate to use those moneys to invest 
in R&D and the Federal Government 
for it to continue its very important, 
unrestrained research that has been so 
mighty to helping so many different 
people under NASA. 

I want to thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding, but I would ask the question: 
Can we not provide a safety matrix for 
commercial space exploration as we 
have done in the public sector? 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BABIN). 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Chairman, several 
weeks ago, we passed a NASA author- 
ization bill that returns NASA to its 
core mission, human space flight. 

The bill before us, H.R. 2262, builds on 
that good work. We have many Amer- 
ican businesses employing thousands of 
American workers right now. These 
businesses are pursuing their own 
space missions, both orbital and sub- 
orbital. 

Some of these entrepreneurs have 
plans to reach below low Earth orbit, 
such as taking the first steps toward 
missions to mine asteroids for precious 
metals. This landmark legislation will 
do more to secure America as the home 
of commercial space exploration than 
any other legislation that Congress has 
considered. These endeavors are a great 
complement to Federal investments in 
civil and military space initiatives. 

Let’s face it, in any field, no Amer- 
ican entrepreneur is going to invest 
billions of dollars of their own money 
where there is regulatory uncertainty. 
The SPACE Act of 2015 creates a regu- 
latory framework and provides cer- 
tainty for these privately financed en- 
deavors to take the next steps. 
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This legislation will bolster thou- 
sands of high-tech American jobs, 


building a stronger economy, advanc- 
ing technological leadership, and 
strengthening our Nation’s industrial 
base. 

I want to recognize the hard work of 
our colleagues—Majority Leader KEVIN 
McCARTHY, BILL POSEY, DANA ROHR- 
ABACHER, and JIM BRIDENSTINE. These 
folks have worked hard for several 
years on key commercial space provi- 
sions that have been incorporated into 
this bill. Their efforts will create an 
environment for these private sector 
companies to flourish. 

I would also like to thank our chair- 
man, LAMAR SMITH, and Space Sub- 
committee chair STEVEN PALAZZO for 
their leadership in moving this legisla- 
tion through the committee and in 
bringing it to the House floor. 

America has always prospered be- 
cause we have not stood in the way of 
visionaries. Rather, we have found a 
way to enable them to take a chance 
and succeed on their own. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. BABIN. A vote for this bill is a 
vote to ignite the flame of commercial 
space and propel the American entre- 
preneurial spirit beyond our world and 
into the final frontier of space. Passing 
this bill tells the world that America is 
the home for commercial space. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I just want to be really, really clear 
with the American people because I 
think sometimes we talk about the 
commercial space industry as though it 
exists on its own. In fact, it exists be- 
cause the Federal Government and 
Federal taxpayers have been incredibly 
generous for this innovative, creative, 
and growing industry. It is because, as 
taxpayers, Mr. Chairman, we support 
the industry. 

$3 billion alone in inflation-adjusted 
dollars goes as a backstop for indem- 
nification, which is in case there is an 
accident or whatever—a $3 billion 
backstop by the Federal taxpayer. Bil- 
lions of dollars have gone into the de- 
velopment as the industry has grown. 
Indeed, some projections say that 9 of 
every 10 dollars that have gone into the 
development have actually come from 
the American taxpayer. Hundreds of 
millions of dollars support the infra- 
structure, the launch facilities that are 
maintained for the industry and—who 
knows?—countless dollars from State 
tax credits on down the line. 

It would be really inaccurate to say 
that any of us—Republicans or Demo- 
crats or any American taxpayer—does 
not support the commercial space in- 
dustry. We want it to be safe. We want 
to make sure that liability is taken 


7639 


care of. We want to make sure that, in 
fact, the skin in the game of the tax- 
payers is met with responsible public 
policy. To correct the record, it is $243 
million that the Republican majority 
has actually cut from Commercial 
Crew. 

Again, I would say, if you support the 
industry, then please explain why it is 
that you have also supported a cut to 
the very thing that would continue to 
grow the industry. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, may 
I inquire as to how much time is re- 
maining. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. STEWART). 
The gentleman from California has 11% 
minutes remaining. The gentlewoman 
from Maryland has 7 minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
let me note that the commercial space 
industry has not cost us taxpayers’ 
money. The commercial space industry 
has generated billions and billions of 
dollars worth of income to honest citi- 
zens who then pay their taxes—who 
wouldn't have jobs otherwise—not to 
mention, of course, the billions of dol- 
lars the commercial space industry has 
saved us simply by doing a more effi- 
cient job at launching satellites and at 
supplying the space station than could 
be done by the public sector—by NASA 
and other government employees. 

H.R. 2262, the SPACE Act of 2015, 
builds on the House Science, Space, 
and Technology’s bipartisan tradition 
of promoting economic growth in 
America. Today, we are talking about 
that economic growth in terms of an 
emerging, new, entrepreneurial indus- 
try that is tremendously beneficial to 
the bottom line of America—the bil- 
lions of dollars that it is creating with 
a new, innovative approach to an in- 
dustry that goes into space in order to 
accomplish its missions. The SPACE 
Act of 2015 specifically continues the 
streamlined regulatory regime that 
Congress put in place for commercial 
human spaceflight just a decade ago in 
the Commercial Space Launch Amend- 
ments Act of 2004. 

I am proud to have been the one to 
have authored that legislation, legisla- 
tion which passed in Congress with bi- 
partisan support. I would hope that bi- 
partisan support continues because, in 
2004, it was Bart Gordon of Tennessee 
and Nick Lampson of Texas—both 
Democrats—who made it possible for 
us to get this legislation passed as well 
as Silvestre Reyes from Texas. Of 
course, there are a lot of Texans here 
today involved in this debate because 
there are a lot of people in Texas who 
are hired and who have great jobs be- 
cause of what we did then. 
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When we talk about and when we 
hear that we have cut $243 million, no, 
no. We were willing to keep that in the 
budget. Republicans would have been 
willing if we had found other areas that 
had been less important. But the rea- 
son these things happen is that our col- 
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
cannot seem to prioritize. We prioritize 
this. 

Mr. Chairman, we prioritize launch- 
ing new industries, creating new jobs, 
saving billions of dollars in money that 
would be spent otherwise, because the 
commercial space industry, like 
SpaceX and other champions of space 
entrepreneurship, has done a great deal 
of benefit to the United States of 
America. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I just want to be very, very clear. I 
was not originally much of a supporter 
before I knew anything about the in- 
dustry. I didn’t know about the indus- 
try. Indeed, it was through the bipar- 
tisan work on the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee that I got to 
know the industry and to value the 
role that the commercial space indus- 
try plays. 

I, actually, don’t have a quibble with 
the American taxpayers in their pro- 
viding the kind of support in the devel- 
opment work and in resources that are 
available through NASA to support the 
industry. I, actually, think it is a good 
thing for us to do. But I don’t want to 
hide the fact that, given that and that 
kind of responsibility, it is also our re- 
sponsibility to provide an important 
safety framework for the industry to 
proceed, especially as we go into the 
future, imagining that we will have 
many other players. 

I would also say that I am concerned 
about what we do around liability— 
how we create both a safety regulatory 
regime but also place liability where it 
belongs. Although, in the manager’s 
amendment, the majority does try to 
deal with the question of Federal court 
jurisdiction, what we don’t deal with is 
this idea of cross-waivers. That is, if 
you are a passenger—you could be a re- 
searcher, not anyone who is particu- 
larly wealthy—and if something hap- 
pens, then you have waived all of your 
liability even in a case where there 
would be negligence involved. This, I 
think, ought to raise great concerns. 

The reality is that, at the end of the 
day, if there is any kind of cata- 
strophic accident, the American tax- 
payers will, of course, bear the respon- 
sibility as we always have for those ac- 
cidents. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

My friend on the other side makes a 
good point in that a lot of people may 
not know about spaceflight or commer- 
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cial spaceflight, and they may not 
know about this bill. That is why this 
is a great opportunity to explain, and 
that is why the majority on this side 
gave the bill to the minority last Octo- 
ber. Unfortunately, it was 5 months be- 
fore anything came back. 

There is one point that was brought 
up—indemnification. That has been ex- 
tended 9 times in the last 25 years, and 
it has never been used. The one thing 
that needs to be noted is that we are in 
competition with the rest of the world. 
We are more stringent in this than is 
any other country with their space. If 
we plan on being the leader, we need to 
have the legislation move forward. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
POSEY). 

Mr. POSEY. I thank the majority 
leader for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, earlier this morning, 
during debate, there have been a num- 
ber of letters—a litany of letters—by 
various organizations offered for the 
RECORD, so I thought it would be appro- 
priate, in the interest of intellectual 
honesty, actually, to enter a couple of 
records myself. 

Let me read from one of them here: 

On May 13, 2015, the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology conducted a markup 
of four critical space-related bills. Among 
the bills considered was H.R. 1508, the Space 
Resource Exploration and Utilization Act of 
2015. During the markup—I will leave the 
Member’s name out—submitted a letter for 
the record from Joanne Gabrynowicz, a 
former professor of space law at the Univer- 
sity of Mississippi. After reviewing the let- 
ter, we, the undersigned, feel it is important 
to clarify some errors in Ms. Gabrynowicz’ 
interpretation of H.R. 1508 and to highlight 
some constructive elements of the bill. 
There is a duplicate bill in the Senate co- 
sponsored by Senators Patty Murray and 
Marco Rubio. Our comments apply to both. 

The basic claims made in the letter rest on 
two issues: an allegation that the bill vio- 
lates article II of the Outer Space Treaty and 
an allegation that the U.S. Government has 
no licensing regime in place for commercial 
space activities envisioned by the bill. 

Both statements are based on a misreading 
of the intent and words of the bill. 

They go on with another four or five 
pages to clarify what was completely 
misleading there. This letter is signed 
by Henry R. Hertzfeld, Co-Chair of the 
American Branch, International Law 
Association, Research Professor of 
Space Policy and International Affairs, 
Elliott School of International Affairs 
and Adjunct Professor of Law, The 
George Washington University; by 
Matthew Schaefer, Law Alumni Pro- 
fessor of Law, Director—Space, Cyber 
and Telecommunications Law Pro- 
gram, University of Nebraska College 
of Law, Co-Chair, American Branch of 
International Law Association—Space 
Law Committee; by James C. Bennett, 
Consultant, Fort Collins, Colorado, 
Space Fellow, Economic Policy Centre, 
London; and by Mark J. Sundahl, Pro- 
fessor and Associate Dean for Adminis- 
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tration, Cleveland State University, 
Cleveland-Marshall College of Law. 
May 15, 2015. 

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER MCCARTHY, CHAIR- 
MAN SMITH, RANKING MEMBER JOHNSON, 
CHAIRMAN PALAZZO, AND RANKING MEMBER 
EDWARDS: On May 18, 2015, the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology conducted a 
markup of four critical space-related bills. 
Among the bills considered was H.R. 1508, the 
Space Resource Exploration and Utilization 
Act of 2015. During the markup Ranking 
Member Johnson submitted a letter for the 
record from Joanne Gabrynowicz, a former 
professor of space law at the University of 
Mississippi. After reviewing the letter we, 
the undersigned, feel it is important to clar- 
ify some errors in Ms. Gabrynowicz’s inter- 
pretation of H.R. 1508 and highlight some 
constructive elements of H.R. 1508. There is 
a duplicate bill in the Senate, S. 976, co-spon- 
sored by Senators Patty Murray and Marco 
Rubio. Our comments, below, apply to both 
H.R. 1508 and S. 976. 

The basic claims made in the letter com- 
menting on H.R. 1508 and, by extension, S. 
976 rest on two issues: 

1. An allegation that the bill violates Arti- 
cle II of the Outer Space Treaty (OST), and 

2. An allegation that the U.S. Government 
has no licensing regime in place for commer- 
cial space activities envisioned by the bill. 

Both statements are based on a misreading 
of the intent and words of the bill. 

1. With regard to the allegation that the 
bill violate the OST by enabling national ap- 
propriation: 

The bill does not grant U.S. jurisdiction to 
an asteroid or any asteroid resource. It does 
grant U.S. jurisdiction to companies that 
fall under U.S. jurisdiction as specifically de- 
fined in §51301 with the intent of adjudi- 
cating claims of “harmful interference” be- 
tween those companies if such allegations 
are made in the future. Protecting entities 
from “harmful interference” is consistent 
with, and indeed furthers, the purposes of 
the OST, that requires ‘‘due regard” be given 
to other’s space activities and requires ad- 
vance consultations if a proposed activity 
“would cause potentially harmful inter- 
ference.” 

The letter states that the bill is addressing 
“unextracted resources.” In fact, there are 
several steps: identifying the resources, ex- 
tracting resources, and then using/delivering 
them. The words of the bill are “resources 
obtained”, leaving the unknown technical 
details to be specified in the future when 
they can be better defined and a process can 
be developed for regulatory actions as need- 
ed. In any event, ‘‘obtained’’ is inconsistent 
with “unextracted.” 

The use of the word “in situ” in defining 
space resources simply means resources in 
place in outer space; but any such resource 
within or on an asteroid would need to be 
“obtained” in order to confer a property 
right. The use of the word “in situ” in mere- 
ly defining a space resource in the bill is not 
equivalent to claiming sovereignty or con- 
trol over celestial bodies or portions of 
space. Further, there is clear Congressional 
direction in the bill that the President is 
only to encourage space resources explo- 
ration and utilization, including lowering 
barriers to such activity, ‘‘consistent with” 
and “in accordance with” US international 
obligations—which precludes Ms. 
Grabynowicz’ interpretation of the impact of 
the term “in situ.” 

The bill does not, in any manner, claim 
sovereignty over a celestial body or portions 
of outer space; it only provides for rights for 
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private entities to use the resources on a ce- 
lestial body (specifically asteroids) just as 
States have in the past. Article I of the 
Outer Space Treaty states that “the Moon 
and other celestial bodies, shall be free for 
exploration and use by all States”. This Ar- 
ticle has been interpreted as allowing for the 
extraction of natural resources. 

Examples: return of Moon rocks and soil 
by U.S. and Russia (Soviet Union); return of 
asteroid materials by Japan. Each govern- 
ment has declared that these are their prop- 
erty and has enforced that action: 

United States Government has treated the 
theft of moon rocks as a criminal offense 

Russia has in the past put moon rocks up 
for a public auction 

Japan has put its asteroid materials in a 
Japanese museum. A customary inter- 
national law of the right to claim ownership 
over extracted natural resources has 
emerged due to the collections of moon 
rocks by the United States and the subse- 
quent gifting of these rocks to foreign na- 
tionals without any objections from any 
states. 

In the “One Lucite Ball” case, the United 
States District Court for the Southern Dis- 
trict of Florida, Miami Division, upheld the 
right of Honduras to assert ownership over a 
moon rock (unpublished Case No. 01-0116- 
CIV-JORDAN). The court discussed two sales 
of lunar rock samples involving private par- 
ties (one involving a slide of lunar dust sold 
at Sotheby’s auction and the second involv- 
ing the lunar sample and plaque given by the 
U.S. to Nicaragua that was purchased by a 
private buyer from the middle east). 

The NASA proposed Asteroid Recovery 
Mission involves similar technologies and 
the current proposal is to move a boulder 
from an asteroid to a lunar orbit. Some of 
these activities may be done in partnership 
with private entities in the United States. 

These activities, ranging from scientific 
missions to commercial sales have never 
been judged to be in violation of Article II of 
the OST. 

If governments and private companies are 
ever going to “use” space for benefits to all 
humankind, the extraction of resources from 
celestial bodies will have to be allowed, and 
this foreseeable future is provided for in the 
space treaties. There is no prohibition on 
private entities or profit-making entities 
performing these services either for them- 
selves or for their governments. 

However, government(s) are responsible for 
the continuing supervision of non-govern- 
ment activities in outer space (Art. VI of the 
OST), and the United States Government has 
the most complete and comprehensive set of 
regulations for space in the world. 

There already exist regulatory require- 
ments for commercial companies that want 
to get to space and to use space. The par- 
ticular U.S. regulatory mechanisms vary 
with each application but include launch 
payload reviews, spectrum/communications 
approvals, and, when appropriate, national 
security and export control approvals. 

Since there are a variety of related new 
proposed activities in outer space (e.g. on- 
orbit satellite servicing) proposing a specific 
licensing requirement for resource utiliza- 
tion alone in this bill would be inappropriate 
until all new activities are reviewed to- 
gether. 

The required report in the bill is the first 
step in developing new procedures and proc- 
esses for activities in outer space that have 
not been done before by private entities. 
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The criticism that this bill is to meet “na- 
tional needs” alone is incorrect. Those words 
are taken out of the context of §51302. That 
section focuses on what the Federal agencies 
should do to encourage private activities in 
space and refers to the economic incentives 
for those companies. The global needs and 
information obtained from the science and 
technology behind resource extraction and 
use may indeed benefit all humankind 
through knowledge, through the future glob- 
al provision of currently scarce minerals, 
and through expanded space exploration. 
Further, private foreign companies subject 
to the jurisdiction of the United States—and 
thus facing exposure to non-interference 
claims—also can be beneficiaries of non-in- 
terference rights under the bill. 

Last month the U.S. State Department 
made a statement at the United Nations 
Committee On the Peaceful Uses of Outer 
Space (COPUOS) that clearly outlines a re- 
sponsible path to balancing the requirements 
of our Treaty obligations with the needs of 
new commercial entities in space: 


“My Government sees great promise in pri- 
vate investment in path-breaking new ac- 
tivities to advance our understanding of the 
solar system and to unlock new space appli- 
cations that benefit all mankind. The his- 
tory of space exploration—and innovation— 
teaches us that it is difficult, if not impos- 
sible, to foresee the technological innova- 
tions, and downstream applications, arising 
from efforts to push the envelope of explo- 
ration—and that the benefits of these inno- 
vations and applications are enjoyed across 
the Earth. As the United States goes about 
encouraging private investment—from all 
nations—in the peaceful exploration and use 
of outer space, and evolves its national mecha- 
nisms for authorizing and supervising non-gov- 
ernmental space activities, we will continue to 
be guided by the four core, and widely ac- 
cepted, treaties on space—the Outer Space 
Treaty, the Rescue and Return Agreement, 
and the Liability and Registration Conven- 
tions. Under the legal framework of these 
treaties, the use of space by nations, inter- 
national organizations, and private entities 
has flourished. As a result, space technology 
and services contribute immeasurably to 
economic growth and improvements in the 
quality of life around the world.” [Emphasis 
added] 


The Space Resource Exploration and Utili- 
zation Act is in complete compliance with 
all existing international obligations of the 
United States. The bill further insists that 
actions taken pursuant to the bill, both by 
the Executive Branch and U.S. commercial 
space resource utilization entities (to benefit 
from non-interference rights), be consistent 
with international obligations of the United 
States. The bill also compliments and fur- 
thers the position of the Executive Branch. 
As Ms. Gabrynowicz notes in her letter re- 
garding the Presidential report requirement, 
“This may be sufficient.” Indeed, it is not 
only sufficient but the most pragmatic path 
forward for the U.S. Government to create a 
process, informed by industry and inter- 
national concerns, that creates the legal 
framework necessary to meet our existing 
international obligations. Creating such a 
legal framework right now would be short- 
sighted and likely hamper or destroy our 
growing space resource industry. Placing a 
legal framework in this bill is not needed to 
meet any current United States inter- 
national obligations. There are adequate in- 
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terim means of meeting those obligations 
through existing authorities should new ac- 
tivities in outer space begin before con- 
structing a new legal framework. 

The U.S., between 1980 and the effective 
date of the Commercial Space Launch Act, 
October 1984, set precedents for OST-compli- 
ant control in the absence of explicit legisla- 
tion or activity-specific regulation. Two sub- 
orbital launch vehicles were privately devel- 
oped and tested in the U.S. during that time 
period, Space Services Inc.'s Percheron (1980) 
and Arc Technologies’ (later Starstruck, 
Inc.’s) Dolphin (1983-84). The U.S. Govern- 
ment licensed both activities. In each case, 
the Government used existing regulatory re- 
quirements and mechanisms (FAA airspace 
control, FCC radio licenses, OMC export per- 
mits) to review the proposed activities and 
impose conditions such as liability insurance 
on the launch operators. Lessons learned 
from these licensing exercises were incor- 
porated in the drafting of the Commercial 
Space Launch Act. 

Therefore, there is U.S. precedent for con- 
trol of space activities, adequate to satisfy 
OST requirements for supervision and con- 
trol, even in the absence of specific statutory 
law or regulation describing the particulars 
of the activity in question. Using these in- 
terim mechanisms can serve to provide an 
experience base for crafting better legisla- 
tion subsequently. 

In summary, the bill is a necessary step to 
begin to address our obligations of con- 
tinuing supervision for commercial space ac- 
tivities and to fulfill our commitments 
under the terms of the OST. 

It is also important to note the many con- 
structive things that H.R. 1508 and S. 976 ac- 
complish: 

1. Advance U.S. Technology and Leader- 
ship 

a. H.R. 1508 and S. 976 provide a legal foun- 
dation that provides private U.S. companies 
to ability to raise funds, protect their invest- 
ments, employ aerospace professionals, and 
develop cutting edge aerospace technologies. 

b. Other nations, such as China and Russia, 
have stated an intent to recover resources 
from objects in space. H.R. 1508 and S. 976 
give U.S. industry a legal foundation that 
provides a head start to compete with these 
nations. 

2. Create Constructive Dialogue for Inter- 
national Frameworks for Commercial Space 
Resource Exploration and Utilization 

a. As stated by the U.S. delegate to 
COPUOS, the U.S. will need to develop a 
framework that meets existing international 
obligations and creates an environment in 
which all nations can benefit from space re- 
source exploration and utilization. H.R. 1508 
and S. 976 allow the U.S. to lead and direct 
this international discussion. 

A failure to pass H.R. 1508 and S. 976 will 
create uncertainty about the U.S. Govern- 
ment’s position on space resource explo- 
ration and utilization. This uncertainty 
would be extremely detrimental to our de- 
veloping space resource industry and it 
would provide encouragement for other na- 
tions to challenge our leadership in this 
area. 

It is apparent that considerable effort has 
gone into drafting H.R. 1508 and S. 976. These 
bills create a valid legal foundation to begin 
the processes necessary to create informed 
oversight mechanisms, which are required by 
the treaties, and are in compliance with all 
existing U.S. international obligations. 
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Sincerely, 
HENRY R. HERTZFELD, 
Co-Chair of the American Branch, 

International Law Association, Research 

Professor of Space Policy and International 

Affairs, Elliott School of International Affairs 
and Adjunct Professor of Law, The George 
Washington University. 

MATTHEW SCHAEFER, 

Law Alumni Professor of Law, Director— 
Space, Cyber and Telecommunications Law 
Program, University of Nebraska College of 

Law, Co-Chair, American Branch of 
International Law Assoc.—Space Law 
Committee. 

JAMES C. BENNETT, CONSULTANT, 
Fort Collins, Colorado, Space Fellow, 
Economic Policy Centre, London. 

MARK J. SUNDAHL, 
Professor and Associate Dean for 
Administration, Cleveland State University, 
Cleveland—Marshall College of Law. 

Mr. POSEY. There is a similar letter, 
and I will submit that also. It is by 
Dennis J. Burnett, District of Colum- 
bia Bar Association; J.D., University of 
Nebraska; LL.M., Georgetown Univer- 
sity; Adjunct Professor of Law, Univer- 
sity of Nebraska College of Law—U.S. 
Trade Law and Commercial Space Law; 
Vice Chairman, Advisory Board, Space, 
Cyber and Telecom Program, Univer- 
sity of Nebraska College of Law; Sec- 
retary and Director, International In- 
stitute of Space Law. 

May 16, 2015. 

DEAR MAJORITY LEADER MCCARTHY, CHAIR- 
MAN SMITH, RANKING MEMBER JOHNSON, 
CHAIRMAN PALAZZO, AND RANKING MEMBER 
EDWARDS: On May 18, 2015, the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology conducted a 
mark-up of four critical space-related bills. 
Among the bills considered was H.R. 1508, the 
Space Resource Exploration and Utilization 
Act of 2015. 

During the markup Ranking Member Eddie 
Bernice Johnson submitted a letter for the 
record from Joanne Gabrynowicz, Professor 
Emerita of space law at the University of 
Mississippi. After reviewing H.R. 1508 and 
Professor Gabrynowicz’s letter, I would like 
to comment on several issues of inter- 
national law related to the proposed legisla- 
tion. 

In particular, I will comment on the fol- 
lowing issues: (1) whether recognition of 
property rights in asteroid resources would 
result in a “national appropriation” in viola- 
tion of Article II of the Treaty on Principles 
Governing the Activities of States in the Ex- 
ploration and Use of Outer Space, Including 
the Moon and other Celestial Bodies (the 
“Outer Space Treaty”); and (2) whether the 
absence of the creation of a licensing regime 
by H.R. 1508 would result in a failure to au- 
thorize and supervise the activities of na- 
tionals of the United States in the explo- 
ration and use of outer space as is required 
by Article VI of the Outer Space Treaty. 

Is the use of asteroid resources and acqui- 
sition of property rights in asteroid re- 
sources is not a violation of Article II of the 
Outer Space Treaty? 

It should be clearly stated that there is no 
provision of the Outer Space Treaty that ex- 
plicitly prohibits the acquisition of property 
rights in asteroid resources. To the contrary, 
the Outer Space Treaty explicitly recognize 
the right of ‘‘exploration and use” of outer 
space, including the moon and other celes- 
tial bodies. A right of use is a well-recog- 
nized property right in both common law and 
civil law. 
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While it may be asserted that granting 
property rights in asteroid resources is a na- 
tional appropriation, this assertion is incon- 
sistent with state practice. For example, 
Moon rocks and soil returned to the Earth by 
U.S. and Russia (Soviet Union), and asteroid 
materials return to Earth by Japan have 
been treated as property of those govern- 
ments. The United States has prosecuted 
theft of moon rocks and Russia has auc- 
tioned moon rocks. These actions have never 
been judged to be in violation of Article II of 
the Outer Space Treaty. 

Does the absence of a licensing regime in 
H.R. 1508 result in a failure to authorize and 
supervise the activities of nationals of the 
United States in violation of Article VI of 
the Outer Space Treaty? 

It is quite clear that Article VI of the 
Outer Space Treaty requires the United 
States to authorize and supervise the activi- 
ties of its nationals in outer space. It also is 
clear that H.R. 1508 does not authorize any 
executive agency or any independent com- 
mission to regulate (i.e., authorize and su- 
pervise) the activities of U.S. nationals in 
outer space that are not already regulated. 

It is my understanding that there are a va- 
riety of new proposed activities in outer 
space (e.g. on-orbit satellite servicing, space 
tourism, moon habitation, solar satellites, 
etc.). It may be argued that these activities 
need appropriate authorization and super- 
vision by the United States if conducted by 
nationals of the United States. At this time 
it appears that there is no agreement on 
basic issues of what authority is required, 
which agency, if any, should authorize and 
supervise, which agency should have which 
responsibility and what resources would be 
required to implement those responsibilities. 

In lieu of imposing a solution when the 
problem is not fully understood, it is my un- 
derstanding that the drafters of H.R. 1508 
propose that the President prepare a report 
to Congress as the first step in developing 
new procedures and processes for activities 
in outer space for which there may be no ex- 
isting agency authority to authorize and su- 
pervise. It appears that the drafters are at- 
tempting to create a valid legal foundation 
to begin the processes necessary to create 
appropriate mechanisms for any authoriza- 
tion and supervision that may be required by 
the Outer Space Treaty and other existing 
U.S. international obligations. 

Very truly yours, 
DENNIS J. BURNETT. 


Mr. POSEY. I think that, clearly, 
they reflect that there has been some 
misleading information put forth in ob- 
jecting to this bill, and I urge my col- 
leagues to take that into consideration 
and to vote favorably for this badly 
needed historic and constructive legis- 
lation to make America’s space pro- 
gram and commercial space industry 
much better. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Just for the record, I would note that 
the letters that have been submitted 
by the majority are interesting. I 
would note that one of the authors, in 
fact, is paid by one of the companies 
that is involved in this legislation, so 
we should take that into consideration. 

I also want to point out that, with re- 
spect to indemnification, again, the 
United States in current—today’s—dol- 
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lars bears a responsibility for about $3 
billion in indemnification should there 
be an accident. 

Lastly, of course, it is really impor- 
tant for us to understand that these li- 
ability concerns are not small pota- 
toes. In fact, the Judiciary Committee 
should have taken a look at this when 
it came to looking at Federal court ju- 
risdiction. We should have had addi- 
tional hearings on this when it comes 
to looking at the impact on inter- 
national treaties. We have not had any 
hearings in that regard. I just think we 
ought to proceed more responsibly. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. LUCAS). 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to support H.R. 2262, the Spur- 
ring Private Aerospace Competitive- 
ness and Entrepreneurship Act of 2015, 
or the SPACE Act. 

Since 2004, when Congress last 
amended the Commercial Space 
Launch Act, commercial space compa- 
nies have made significant contribu- 
tions to space technology development 
and helped to strengthen American 
leadership in space. Congress must 
keep up with the changes in the indus- 
try, and the CSLA needs to be updated 
to ensure that the space sector can 
flourish in the years to come. 

Currently, all major spacefaring na- 
tions require some form of third-party 
liability insurance for launching enti- 
ties. The indemnification regime of the 
CSLA expires next year. The act would 
extend indemnification to 2025 in order 
to prevent U.S. launches from going 
overseas and taking high-tech Amer- 
ican jobs with them. 

In a letter praising the act’s exten- 
sion of the indemnification, Tom 
Stroup, president of the Satellite In- 
dustry Association, wisely stated that 
the act is ‘‘an important step in main- 
taining U.S. innovation and leadership 
in satellite launch and one that pro- 
motes overall access to space.” Several 
other groups, such as the Commercial 
Spaceflight Federation, have had simi- 
lar comments praising the extension. 

Moreover, this bill promotes stability 
and flexibility in the commercial space 
market through regulatory reform. By 
extending the learning period to 2025, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
and industry will have more time to 
collect information and develop a safe- 
ty framework for commercial space- 
flight. This will ensure that the grow- 
ing commercial space market will not 
be overburdened with uninformed regu- 
lations. 

Space-based technology has become a 
vital part of our economy. Americans 
rely on it every day, from GPS to 
weather forecasting to land remote 
sensing, in everything we do. 

The SPACE Act gives the private sec- 
tor a chance to expand this growing 
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portion of our economy by allowing 
commercial spaceflight companies to 
take passengers to and from space and 
by setting the groundwork for a com- 
prehensive safety framework that will 
guide future spacefaring activities. 

Now is not the time to turn our 
backs on the innovators and the entre- 
preneurs who have made this Nation 
great. If we care about American lead- 
ership in space and the American space 
economy, I urge you to support this 
important piece of legislation. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further speakers, and I yield myself 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise here today be- 
cause, aS I said in my opening remarks, 
that I think that most of us on both 
sides of the aisle share the excitement 
about the commercial space industry 
and we do indeed want it to succeed. 

We all work for the taxpayer; and the 
American taxpayer, as I have stated, 
has a vested interest in the commercial 
space industry because we have laid 
out hundreds of millions of dollars, bil- 
lions of dollars to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, the Senate yesterday 
marked up a bipartisan compromise 
bill with very few changes to it. On the 
other hand, this bill, if it passes the 
House unchanged, is going to be dead 
in the water. But if we pass the sub- 
stitute that we are considering later 
on, that I offer later today, we will 
have a great chance to do some real 
lawmaking. It will not have addressed 
all of the industry concerns. It will not 
have done anything to get in the way 
of the advance of commercial space. 

So I urge my fellow Members to sup- 
port a bipartisan process that began 
over in the Senate. Vote for the sub- 
stitute amendment later on and say, 
you know, we can start fresh here, not 
with something that just disadvan- 
tages consumers and taxpayers. Let’s 
try to be on the same page when it 
comes to the strong support that I 
think each side feels with respect to 
the commercial space industry. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I have one question for everyone 
here: Do you believe America is excep- 
tional? 

Fifty-four years ago, President Ken- 
nedy spoke to a joint session of Con- 
gress in this very Chamber, and he set 
forth an astounding goal: to put an 
American on the Moon before the end 
of the decade. 

Many doubted our ability to do that. 
But like America has done throughout 
our history, we proved them wrong. So 
on July 20, 1969, Neil Armstrong took 
one small step and changed the course 
of history. 

You see, President Kennedy’s vision 
is part of America’s fundamental char- 
acter. We are pioneers. We always 
move forward. We never back down 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


from a challenge, and beating the odds 
is in our DNA. 

This was the case for our very found- 
ing. We brought forth a new nation in 
pursuit of a more perfect union. With 
the winds of freedom at our back, we 
headed west to unchartered lands, rely- 
ing on the same spirit of adventure 
that endures in the Central Valley of 
California to this day. 

We watched as two bicycle repairmen 
flew above the sand and waves on a 
beach in North Carolina, not because of 
government grants or Washington con- 
nections, but because they had the au- 
dacity to make a dream a reality. 

Today, dorm room startups and tech 
entrepreneurs are connecting our en- 
tire world, paving the way to tomor- 
row. 

The world looks to America because 
we give them a reason to look to us. 
We show them a vision of the future, 
and we deliver. But we can’t take our 
global leadership and innovation for 
granted. Today we pay Russia $70 mil- 
lion for one seat on their rocket. 

Right now there is a new generation 
of pioneers. They want to embark on 
the next stage of space exploration, 
and we should not hold them back. The 
truth is Washington never comes up 
with the next big idea, but we can sup- 
port those innovators who do and cre- 
ate the best environment possible for 
them to succeed. 

Steve Jobs, one of America’s great 
innovators, once said “innovation dis- 
tinguishes between a leader and a fol- 
lower.” That is true for people and for 
a country. Those words carry special 
meaning for everyone who ever dared 
to venture off the beaten path. It 
means something to the small-business 
owners working at their kitchen tables 
and the inventors tinkering in the 
dorm rooms and garages. It means 
something to every kid who ever 
dreamed of space and who still dreams 
of leading us in a journey to the stars. 

So for all American pioneers, those 
who will lead our Nation through the 
21st century, I again ask: Do you be- 
lieve America is exceptional? Because I 
do. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr Chair, | voted for 
H.R. 2262, the Spurring Private Aerospace 
Competitiveness and Entrepreneurship 
(SPACE) Act of 2015 to promote continued 
American competitiveness and ingenuity in 
space exploration. | agree with many of my 
fellow Democrats that as this industry ma- 
tures, we should be regularly revisiting the 
issue of the “learning period,” and its related 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) regula- 
tions regarding spacecraft, as well as rules re- 
lating to indemnification. 

This is why | supported the Edwards 
amendment to the SPACE Act to shorten the 
extension of these provisions to five and four 
years, rather than continuing them through 
2025. Though that amendment failed, | voted 
to support the underlying bill because it is im- 
portant to encourage growth in this industry, 


7643 


considering the end of NASA’s space shuttle 
program in July 2011, and the rapid develop- 
ment of this industry internationally. 

As is now happening with our commercial 
drone industry, which can help us with every- 
thing from enforcing environmental protections 
to improving worker safety, a failure to move 
beyond outmoded federal regulations in the 
U.S. will mean other countries progress and 
we're left behind. A failure to reach agreement 
on these critical areas of emerging technology 
and the role of the federal government will un- 
dercut American’s ability to compete and lead 
in the 21st century. Research, innovation and 
investments are happening in the area across 
the globe. We must strike the right balance, 
but Congress ought not play a role by adding 
complexity and delay. 

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen- 
eral debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

In lieu of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, printed in the bill, it shall 
be in order to consider as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment 
under the 5-minute rule an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute consisting 
of the text of Rules Committee Print 
114-17. That amendment in the nature 
of a substitute shall be considered as 
read. 

The text of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute is as follows: 

H.R. 2262 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Spurring Private Aerospace Competitive- 
ness and Entrepreneurship Act of 2015” or the 
“SPACE Act of 2015”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I-COMMERCIAL SPACE LAUNCH 
Sec. 101. Consensus standards. 

Sec. 102. International launch competitiveness. 

Sec. 103. Launch license flexibility. 

Sec. 104. Government astronauts. 

Sec. 105. Indemnification for space flight par- 
ticipants. 

Federal jurisdiction. 

Cross-waivers. 

Orbital traffic management. 

State commercial launch facilities. 

Space support vehicles study. 

Streamline commercial space launch 
activities. 

Space Launch System update. 

TITLE II—SPACE RESOURCE 

EXPLORATION AND UTILIZATION 

201. Short title. 

202. Title 51 amendment. 

TITLE III—COMMERCIAL REMOTE 

SENSING 

Sec. 301. Annual reporting. 

Sec. 302. Statutory update report. 

TITLE IV—OFFICE OF SPACE COMMERCE 

Sec. 401. Renaming of Office of Space Commer- 
cialization. 

Sec. 402. Functions of the Office of Space Com- 
merce. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


106. 
107. 
108. 
109. 
110. 
111. 


Sec. 112. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
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TITLE I—COMMERCIAL SPACE LAUNCH 
SEC. 101. CONSENSUS STANDARDS. 

Section 50905(c) of title 51, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (3); 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (8); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(3) INTERIM INDUSTRY VOLUNTARY CONSENSUS 
STANDARDS REPORT.—The Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Commercial Space Transpor- 
tation Advisory Committee, or its successor or- 
ganization, shall provide a report to the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate on the progress of the commercial space 
transportation industry in developing voluntary 
consensus standards or any other construction 
that promotes best practices to improve the in- 
dustry. Such report shall include, at a min- 
imum— 

“(A) any voluntary industry consensus stand- 
ards or any other construction that have been 
accepted by the industry at large; 

“(B) the identification of areas that have the 
potential to become voluntary industry con- 
sensus standards or another potential construc- 
tion that are currently under consideration by 
the industry at large; 

“(C) an assessment from the Secretary on the 
general progress of the industry in adopting vol- 
untary consensus standards or any other con- 
struction; 

“(D) lessons learned about voluntary industry 
consensus standards or any other construction, 
best practices, and commercial space launch op- 
erations; 

“(E) any lessons learned associated with the 
development, potential application, and accept- 
ance of voluntary industry consensus standards 
or any other construction, best practices, and 
commercial space launch operations; and 

“(F) recommendations, findings, or observa- 

tions from the Commercial Space Transportation 
Advisory Committee, or its successor organiza- 
tion, on the progress of the industry in devel- 
oping industry consensus standards or any 
other construction. 
This report, with the appropriate updates in the 
intervening periods, shall be transmitted to such 
committees no later than December 31, 2016, De- 
cember 31, 2018, December 31, 2020, and Decem- 
ber 31, 2022. Each report shall describe and as- 
sess the progress achieved as of 6 months prior 
to the specified transmittal date. 

“(4) INTERIM REPORT ON KNOWLEDGE AND 
OPERATIONAL EXPERIENCE.—The Secretary shall 
provide a report to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the of the Senate 
on the status of the knowledge and operational 
experience acquired by the industry while pro- 
viding flight services for compensation or hire to 
support the development of a safety framework. 
Interim reports shall by transmitted to such 
committees no later than December 31, 2018, De- 
cember 31, 2020, and December 31, 2022. Each re- 
port shall describe and assess the progress 
achieved as of 6 months prior to the specified 
transmittal date. 

“*(5) INDEPENDENT REVIEW.—No later than De- 
cember 31, 2023, an independent, private systems 
engineering and technical assistance organiza- 
tion or standards development organization con- 
tracted by the Secretary shall provide to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate an assessment of the readiness of the 
commercial space industry and the Federal Gov- 
ernment to transition to a safety framework that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


may include regulations. As part of the review, 
the contracted organization shall evaluate— 

“(A) the progress of the commercial space in- 
dustry in adopting industry voluntary stand- 
ards or any other construction as reported by 
the Secretary in the interim assessments in- 
cluded in reports provided under paragraph (4); 
and 

“(B) the knowledge and operational experi- 
ence obtained by the commercial space industry 
while providing services for compensation or 
hire as reported by the Secretary in the interim 
knowledge and operational reports provided 
under paragraph (4). 

“(6) LEARNING PERIOD.—Beginning on Decem- 
ber 31, 2025, the Secretary may propose regula- 
tions under this subsection without regard to 
paragraph (2)(C) and (D). The development of 
any such regulations shall take into consider- 
ation the evolving standards of the commercial 
space flight industry as identified through the 
reports published under paragraphs (3) and (4). 

“(7) COMMUNICATION AND TRANSPARENCY.— 
Nothing in this subsection shall be construed to 
limit the authority of the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation to discuss potential approaches, potential 
performance standards, or any other topic re- 
lated to this subsection with the commercial 
space industry including observations, findings, 
and recommendations from the Commercial 
Space Transportation Advisory Committee, or its 
successor organization, prior to the issuance of 
a notice of proposed rulemaking. Such discus- 
sions shall not be construed to permit the Sec- 
retary to promulgate industry regulations except 
as otherwise provided in this section.’’. 

SEC. 102. INTERNATIONAL LAUNCH COMPETI- 
TIVENESS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section is 
to provide for updating the methodology used to 
calculate the maximum probable loss from claims 
under section 50914 of title 51, United States 
Code, with a validated risk profile approach to 
provide reasonable maximum probable loss val- 
ues associated with potential third party losses 
from commercially licensed launches. An appro- 
priately updated methodology will help ensure 
that the Federal Government is not exposed to 
greater financial risks than intended and that 
launch companies are not required to purchase 
more insurance coverage than necessary. 

(b) MAXIMUM PROBABLE LOSS PLAN.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of Transportation 
shall provide to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate a 
plan to update the methodology used to cal- 
culate maximum probable loss from claims under 
section 50914 of title 51, United States Code, 
through the use of a validated risk profile ap- 
proach. Such plan shall include, at a min- 
imum— 

(1) an evaluation of the reasonableness of the 
current single casualty estimate and, if needed, 
the steps the Secretary will take to update such 
estimate; 

(2) an evaluation, in consultation with the 
Administrator of the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration and the heads of other 
relevant executive agencies, of the reasonable- 
ness of the dollar value of the insurance re- 
quirement required by the Secretary for launch 
providers to cover damage to Government prop- 
erty resulting from a commercially licensed 
space launch activity, and recommendations as 
to a reasonable calculation if, as determined by 
the Secretary, the current statutory threshold is 
insufficient; 

(3) a schedule of when updates to the method- 
ology and calculations for the totality of the 
Maximum Probable Loss will be implemented, 
and a detailed explanation of any changes to 
the current calculation; and 
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(4) consideration of the impact of the cost of 
its implementation on the licensing process, both 
in terms of the cost to industry of collecting and 
providing the requisite data and cost to the Gov- 
ernment of analyzing the data. 

(c) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 
270 days after transmittal of the plan under sub- 
section (b), the Comptroller General shall pro- 
vide to the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate an assessment of— 

(1) the conclusions and analysis provided by 
the Secretary of Transportation in the plan re- 
quired under subsection (b); 

(2) the implementation schedule proposed by 
the Secretary in such plan; 

(3) the suitability of the plan for implementa- 
tion; and 

(4) any further actions needed to implement 
the plan or otherwise accomplish the purpose of 
this section. 

(d) LAUNCH LIABILITY EXTENSION.—Section 
50915(f) of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended by striking “December 31, 2016” and 
inserting “December 31, 2025”. 

SEC. 103. LAUNCH LICENSE FLEXIBILITY. 

Section 50906 of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), by striking “launched or 
reentered”” and inserting “launched or reentered 
under that permit’’; 

(2) by amending subsection (d)(1) to read as 
follows: 

“(1) research and development to test design 
concepts, equipment, or operating techniques;’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(3), by striking “prior to 
obtaining a license’’; 

(4) in subsection (e)(1), by striking “suborbital 
rocket design”” and inserting “suborbital rocket 
or rocket design’’; and 

(5) by amending subsection (g) to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(g) The Secretary may issue a permit under 
this section notwithstanding any license issued 
under this chapter. The issuance of a license 
under this chapter shall not invalidate a permit 
under this section.””. 

SEC. 104. GOVERNMENT ASTRONAUTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 50902 of title 51, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through 
(22) as paragraphs (5) through (23), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(4) ‘government astronaut’ means an indi- 
vidual designated as such by the Administrator 
of the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis- 
tration, pursuant requirements established by 
the Administrator, who— 

“(A) is an employee of— 

“*(1) the United States Government, including 
the United States Armed Forces; or 

“(ii) a foreign government that is a party to 
the Intergovernmental Agreement Among the 
Government of Canada, Governments of Member 
States of the European Space Agency, the Gov- 
ernment of Japan, the Government of the Rus- 
sian Federation, and the Government of the 
United States of America Concerning Coopera- 
tion on the Civil International Space Station, 
signed on January 29, 1998; and 

“(B) is carried within a launch vehicle or re- 
entry vehicle in the course of his or her employ- 
ment, which may include performance of activi- 
ties directly relating to the launch, reentry, or 
other operation of the launch vehicle or reentry 
vehicle.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (5), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting 
“government astronaut,” after “crew,”; 

(4) in paragraph (7)(A), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting 
“government astronaut,” after “(including crew 
training),’’; 
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(5) in paragraph (14), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting 
“government astronauts,” after “crew,””; 

(6) in paragraph (15)(A), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting 
“government astronaut,” after “(including crew 
training),’’; 

(7) by amending paragraph (18), as so redesig- 
nated by paragraph (1) of this subsection, to 
read as follows: 

“(18) ‘space flight participant’ means an indi- 
vidual, who is not crew or a government astro- 
naut, carried within a launch vehicle or reentry 
vehicle.’’; and 

(8) in paragraph (22)(E), as so redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting “‘, 
government astronauts,” after “crew”. 

(b) RESTRICTIONS ON LAUNCHES, OPERATIONS, 
AND REENTRIES; SINGLE LICENSE OR PERMIT.— 
Section 50904(d) of title 51, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘, government astro- 
nauts,” after “crew”. 

(c) LICENSE APPLICATIONS AND REQUIREMENTS; 
APPLICATIONS.—Section 50905 of title 51, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by striking “crews and 
space flight participants” and inserting “crew, 
government astronauts, and space flight partici- 
pants’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)(D), by inserting ‘‘, gov- 
ernment astronauts,” after “crew”; and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting “*, govern- 
ment astronauts,” after “crew”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking “to crew or 
space flight participants” each place it appears 
and inserting “to crew, government astronauts, 
or space flight participants”. 

(ad) MONITORING ACTIVITIES.—Section 50907(a) 
of title 51, United States Code, is amended by 
striking “crew or space flight participant train- 
ing” and inserting “crew, government astro- 
naut, or space flight participant training’’. 

(e) ADDITIONAL SUSPENSIONS.—Section 
50908(d)(1) of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘to crew or space flight 
participants’’ each place it appears and insert- 
ing “to crew, government astronauts, or space 
flight participants”. 

SEC. 105. INDEMNIFICATION FOR SPACE FLIGHT 
PARTICIPANTS. 

Chapter 509 of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in section 50914(a)(4), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“*(E) space flight participants.”; and 

(2) in section 50915(a)(1)— 

(A) by striking “or a contractor” and insert- 
ing “a contractor””; and 

(B) dy striking “but not against’’ and insert- 
ing “or”. 

SEC. 106. FEDERAL JURISDICTION. 

Section 50914 of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(g) FEDERAL JURISDICTION.—Any action or 
tort arising from a licensed launch or reentry 
shall be the sole jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts and shall be decided under Federal 
law.’’. 

SEC. 107. CROSS-WAIVERS. 

Section 50914(b)(1) of title 51, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: ‘‘(1) A 
launch or reentry license issued or transferred 
under this chapter shall contain a provision re- 
quiring the licensee or transferee to make a re- 
ciprocal waiver of claims with its contractors, 
subcontractors, and customers, the contractors 
and subcontractors of the customers, and any 
space flight participants, involved in launch 
services or reentry services or participating in a 
flight under which each party to the waiver 
agrees to be responsible for property damage or 
loss it or they sustain, or for personal injury to, 
death of, or property damage or loss sustained 
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by its own employees resulting from an activity 
carried out under the applicable license.””. 
SEC. 108. ORBITAL TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of the 
Congress that, as none currently exists, there 
may be a need for a framework that addresses 
space traffic management of United States Gov- 
ernment assets and United States private sector 
assets to minimize the proliferation of debris and 
decrease the congestion of the orbital environ- 
ment. 

(b) STUDY REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad- 
ministrator of the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration shall enter into an ar- 
rangement with an independent, private systems 
engineering and technical assistance organiza- 
tion to study frameworks for the management of 
space traffic and orbital activities. The study 
shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment of current regulations, Gov- 
ernment best practices, and industry standards 
that apply to space traffic management and or- 
bital debris mitigation. 

(2) An assessment of current statutory author- 
ity granted to the Federal Communications 
Commission, the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration and how those agencies utilize 
and coordinate those authorities. 

(3) A review of all space traffic management 
and orbital debris requirements under treaties 
and other international agreements to which the 
United States is a signatory, and other non- 
binding international arrangements in which 
the United States participates, and the manner 
in which the Federal Government complies with 
those requirements. 

(4) An assessment of existing Federal Govern- 
ment assets used to conduct space traffic man- 
agement and space situational awareness. 

(5) An assessment of the risk associated with 
smallsats as well as any necessary Government 
coordination for their launch and utilization. 

(6) An assessment of existing private sector in- 
formation sharing activities associated with 
space situational awareness and space traffic 
management. 

(7) Recommendations related to the framework 
for the protection of the health, safety, and wel- 
fare of the public and economic vitality of the 
space industry. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall provide to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen- 
ate the report required in subsection (b). 

(d) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AUTHORITIES.— 
Congress recognizes the vital and unique role 
played by the Department of Defense in pro- 
tecting national security assets in space. Noth- 
ing in this section shall be construed to amend 
authorities granted to the Department of De- 
fense to safeguard the national security. 

SEC. 109. STATE COMMERCIAL LAUNCH FACILI- 
TIES. 

It is the Sense of Congress that State involve- 
ment, development, ownership, and operation of 
launch facilities can help enable growth of the 
Nation’s commercial suborbital and orbital space 
endeavors and support both commercial and 
Government space programs. It is further the 
sense of Congress that State launch facilities 
and the people and property within the affected 
launch areas of those State facilities are subject 
to risks if the commercial launch vehicle fails or 
experiences an anomaly. To ensure the success 
of the commercial launch industry and the safe- 
ty of the people and property in the affected 
launch areas, it is the further sense of Congress 
that States and State launch facilities should 
seek to take proper measures to secure their in- 
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vestments and the safety of third parties from 
potential damages that could be suffered from 
commercial launch activities. 

SEC. 110. SPACE SUPPORT VEHICLES STUDY. 

Not less than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General shall 
submit to the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, a report on the 
use of space support vehicle services in the com- 
mercial space industry. This report shall in- 
clude— 

(1) the extent to which launch providers rely 
on such services as part of their business mod- 


S; 

(2) the statutory, regulatory, and market bar- 
riers to the use of such services; and 

(3) recommendations for legislative or regu- 
latory action that may be needed to ensure re- 
duced barriers to the use of such services if such 
use is a requirement of the industry. 

SEC. 111. STREAMLINE COMMERCIAL SPACE 
LAUNCH ACTIVITIES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that eliminating duplicative require- 
ments and approvals for commercial launch and 
reentry operations will promote and encourage 
the development of the commercial space sector. 

(b) REAFFIRMATION OF POLICY.—Congress re- 
affirms that the Secretary of Transportation, in 
overseeing and coordinating commercial launch 
and reentry operations, should— 

(1) promote commercial space launches and re- 
entries by the private sector; 

(2) facilitate Government, State, and private 
sector involvement in enhancing U.S. launch 
sites and facilities; 

(3) protect public health and safety, safety of 
property, national security interests, and for- 
eign policy interests of the United States; and 

(4) consult with the head of another executive 
agency, including the Secretary of Defense or 
the Administrator of the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, as necessary to pro- 
vide consistent application of licensing require- 
ments under chapter 509 of title 51, United 
States Code. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor- 
tation under section 50918 of title 51, United 
States Code, and subject to section 
50905(b)(2)(C) of that title, shall consult with 
the Secretary of Defense, the Administrator of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis- 
tration, and the heads of other executive agen- 
cies, as appropriate— 

(A) to identify all requirements that are im- 
posed to protect the public health and safety, 
safety of property, national security interests, 
and foreign policy interests of the United States 
relevant to any commercial launch of a launch 
vehicle or commercial reentry of a reentry vehi- 
cle; and 

(B) to evaluate the requirements identified in 
subparagraph (A) and, in coordination with the 
licensee or transferee and the heads of the rel- 
evant executive agencies— 

(i) determine whether the satisfaction of a re- 
quirement of one agency could result in the sat- 
isfaction of a requirement of another agency; 
and 

(ii) resolve any inconsistencies and remove 
any outmoded or duplicative requirements or 
approvals of the Federal Government relevant to 
any commercial launch of a launch vehicle or 
commercial reentry of a reentry vehicle. 

(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter until the Secretary of Transportation 
determines no outmoded or duplicative require- 
ments or approvals of the Federal Government 
exist, the Secretary of Transportation, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of Defense, the Ad- 
ministrator of the National Aeronautics and 


7646 


Space Administration, the commercial space sec- 
tor, and the heads of other executive agencies, 
as appropriate, shall submit to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate, the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology of the House of Representatives, 
and the congressional defense committees a re- 
port that includes the following: 

(A) A description of the process for the appli- 
cation for and approval of a permit or license 
under chapter 509 of title 51, United States 
Code, for the commercial launch of a launch ve- 
hicle or commercial reentry of a reentry vehicle, 
including the identification of— 

(i) any unique requirements for operating on 
a United States Government launch site, reentry 
site, or launch property; and 

(ii) any inconsistent, outmoded, or duplicative 
requirements or approvals. 

(B) A description of current efforts, if any, to 
coordinate and work across executive agencies 
to define interagency processes and procedures 
for sharing information, avoiding duplication of 
effort, and resolving common agency require- 
ments. 

(C) Recommendations for legislation that may 
further— 

(i) streamline requirements in order to improve 
efficiency, reduce unnecessary costs, resolve in- 
consistencies, remove duplication, and minimize 
unwarranted constraints; and 

(ii) consolidate or modify requirements across 
affected agencies into a single application set 
that satisfies the requirements identified in 
paragraph (1)(A). 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub- 
section— 

(A) any applicable definitions set forth in sec- 
tion 50902 of title 51, United States Code, shall 
apply; 

(B) the terms “launch”, “reenter”, and ‘‘re- 
entry” include landing of a launch vehicle or 
reentry vehicle; and 

(C) the terms “United States Government 
launch site” and “United States Government re- 
entry site” include any necessary facility, at 
that location, that is commercially operated on 
United States Government property. 

SEC. 112. SPACE LAUNCH SYSTEM UPDATE. 

(a) CHAPTER 701.— 

(1) AMENDMENT.—The chapter heading of 
chapter 701 of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended by striking “SPACE SHUTTLE” and 
inserting “SPACE LAUNCH SYSTEM”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item relat- 
ing to chapter 701 of title 51, United States 
Code, is amended by striking “Space Shuttle” 
and inserting “Space Launch System”. 

(b) SECTION 70101.— 

(1) AMENDMENTS.—Section 70101 of title 51, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in the section heading, by striking “space 
shuttle” and inserting “Space Launch Sys- 
tem”; and 

(B) by striking “space shuttle” and inserting 
“Space Launch System’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item relat- 
ing section 70101 in the table of sections for 
chapter 701 of title 51, United States Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘space shuttle” and insert- 
ing “Space Launch System”. 

(c) SECTION 70102.— 

(1) AMENDMENTS.—Section 70102 of title 51, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in the section heading, by striking “Space 
shuttle” and inserting “Space Launch Sys- 
tem”; 

(B) in subsection (a)(1)(A), by striking “space 
shuttle” both places it appears and inserting 
“Space Launch System’’; 

(C) in subsection (a)(1)(A)(i), by inserting ‘‘di- 
rectly to cis-lunar space and the regions of 
space beyond low-Earth orbit” after “human 
presence”; 
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(D) in subsection (a)(1)(B), by striking “a 
shuttle launch” and inserting “a launch of the 
Space Launch System”; 

(E) in subsection (a)(2), by striking “a space 
shuttle mission” and inserting ‘‘a mission of the 
Space Launch System”; 

(F) in subsection (b)— 

(i) by striking “space shuttle”? each place it 
appears and inserting ‘Space Launch System”; 
and 

(ii) by striking “from the shuttle’’ and insert- 
ing “from the Space Launch System’’; 

(G) in subsection (c), by striking “space shut- 
tle” and inserting “Space Launch System”; and 

(H) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘Space Launch System’ means the Space 
Launch System authorized under section 302 of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis- 
tration Authorization Act of 2010.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item relat- 
ing section 70102 in the table of sections for 
chapter 701 of title 51, United States Code is 
amended by striking “Space shuttle” and insert- 
ing “Space Launch System’’. 

(d) SECTION 70103.— 

(1) AMENDMENTS.—Section 70103 of title 51, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in the section heading, by striking ‘‘space 
shuttle” and inserting “Space Launch Sys- 
tem”; and 

(B) by striking “space shuttle”? each place it 
appears and inserting “Space Launch System”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item relat- 
ing section 70103 in the table of sections for 
chapter 701 of title 51, United States Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘space shuttle” and insert- 
ing “Space Launch System’’. 

TITLE II—SPACE RESOURCE 
EXPLORATION AND UTILIZATION 
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Space Resource 
Exploration and Utilization Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 202. TITLE 51 AMENDMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle V of title 51, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new chapter: 


“CHAPTER 513—SPACE RESOURCE 
EXPLORATION AND UTILIZATION 
“Sec. 
“51301. Definitions. 
“51302. Commercialization of space resource ex- 
ploration and utilization. 
“51303. Legal framework. 
“§ 51301. Definitions 

“In this chapter: 

“(1) SPACE RESOURCE.—The term ‘space re- 
source’ means a natural resource of any kind 
found in situ in outer space. 

“(2) ASTEROID RESOURCE.—The term ‘asteroid 
resource’ means a space resource found on or 
within a single asteroid. 

“(3) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means any of 
the several States, the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Is- 
lands, Guam, American Samoa, the Common- 
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, and 
any other commonwealth, territory, or posses- 
sion of the United States. 

“(4) UNITED STATES COMMERCIAL SPACE RE- 
SOURCE UTILIZATION ENTITY.—The term ‘United 
States commercial space resource utilization en- 
tity’ means an entity providing space resource 
exploration or utilization services, the control of 
which is held by persons other than a Federal, 
State, local, or foreign government, and that 
is— 

“(A) duly organized under the laws of a 
State; 

“(B) subject to the subject matter and per- 
sonal jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States; or 
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“(C) a foreign entity that has voluntarily sub- 
mitted to the subject matter and personal juris- 
diction of the courts of the United States. 
“$51302. Commercialization of space resource 

exploration and utilization 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The President, acting 
through appropriate Federal agencies, shall— 

“(1) facilitate the commercial exploration and 
utilization of space resources to meet national 
needs; 

“*(2) discourage government barriers to the de- 
velopment of economically viable, safe, and sta- 
ble industries for the exploration and utilization 
of space resources in manners consistent with 
the existing international obligations of the 
United States; and 

“(3) promote the right of United States com- 
mercial entities to explore outer space and uti- 
lize space resources, in accordance with the ex- 
isting international obligations of the United 
States, free from harmful interference, and to 
transfer or sell such resources. 

“(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this sec- 
tion, the President shall submit to Congress a 
report that contains recommendations for— 

“(1) the allocation of responsibilities relating 
to the exploration and utilization of space re- 
sources among Federal agencies; and 

“(2) any authorities necessary to meet the 
international obligations of the United States 
with respect to the exploration and utilization 
of space resources. 


“$51303. Legal framework 


“(a) PROPERTY RIGHTS.—Any asteroid re- 
sources obtained in outer space are the property 
of the entity that obtained such resources, 
which shall be entitled to all property rights 
thereto, consistent with applicable provisions of 
Federal law and existing international obliga- 
tions. 

“(b) SAFETY OF OPERATIONS.—A United States 
commercial space resource utilization entity 
shall avoid causing harmful interference in 
outer space. 

“(c) CIVIL ACTION FOR RELIEF FROM HARM- 
FUL INTERFERENCE.—A United States commer- 
cial space resource utilization entity may bring 
a civil action for appropriate legal or equitable 
relief, or both, under this chapter for any action 
by another entity subject to United States juris- 
diction causing harmful interference to its oper- 
ations with respect to an asteroid resource utili- 
zation activity in outer space. 

“(d) RULE OF DECISION.—In a civil action 
brought pursuant to subsection (c) with respect 
to an asteroid resource utilization activity in 
outer space, a court shall enter judgment in 
favor of the plaintiff if the court finds— 

“(1) the plaintiff— 

“(A) acted in accordance with all existing 
international obligations of the United States; 
and 

“(B) was first in time to conduct the activity; 
and 

“(2) the activity is reasonable for the explo- 
ration and utilization of asteroid resources. 

“(e) EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION.—The district 
courts of the United States shall have original 
jurisdiction over an action under this chapter 
without regard to the amount in controversy.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
chapters for title 51, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end of the items for 
subtitle V the following: 

“513. Space resource exploration and 
utilization 
TITLE MM COMMERCIAL REMOTE 
SENSING 
SEC. 301. ANNUAL REPORTING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter III of chapter 
601 of title 51, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
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“$ 60126. Annual reporting 

“The Secretary shall provide a report to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of the SPACE Act of 2015 and an- 
nually thereafter on— 

“*(1) the Secretary’s implementation of section 
60121, including— 

“(A) a list of all applications received in the 
previous calendar year; 

“(B) a list of all applications approved; 

“(C) a list of all applications denied; 

“(D) a list of all applications that required 
additional information; and 

“(E) a list of all applications whose disposi- 
tion exceeded the 120 day deadline established 
in section 60121(c), the total days overdue for 
applications that exceeded such deadline, and 
an explanation for the delay; 

“(2) all notifications and information pro- 
vided to the Secretary pursuant to section 60122; 
and 

“(3) all actions taken by the Secretary under 
the administrative authority granted by section 
60123(a)(4), (5), and (6).”. 

SEC. 302. STATUTORY UPDATE REPORT. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary, in consultation 
with other appropriate Federal agencies and the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion’s Advisory Committee on Commercial Re- 
mote Sensing, shall report to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen- 
ate on statutory updates necessary to protect 
national security, protect privacy (which is not 
to be taken as altering any condition or stand- 
ards for licensing), protect the United States in- 
dustrial base, and reflect the current state of the 
art of remote sensing systems, instruments, or 
technologies. 

TITLE IV—OFFICE OF SPACE COMMERCE 
SEC. 401. RENAMING OF OFFICE OF SPACE COM- 
MERCIALIZATION. 

(a) CHAPTER HEADING.— 

(1) AMENDMENT.—The chapter heading for 
chapter 507 of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended by striking “COMMERCIALIZA- 
TION” and inserting “Commerce”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item relat- 
ing to chapter 507 in the table chapters for title 
51, United States Code, is amended by striking 
“Commercialization’”’ and inserting ‘‘Com- 
merce”. 

(b) DEFINITION OF OFFICE.— Section 50701 of 
title 51, United States Code, is amended by strik- 
ing “Commercialization”” and inserting ‘‘Com- 
merce”. 

(c) RENAMING.—Section 50702(a) of title 51, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 


“Commercialization’’ and inserting ‘‘Com- 

merce”. 

SEC. 402. FUNCTIONS OF THE OFFICE OF SPACE 
COMMERCE. 


Section 50702(c) of title 51, United States Code, 
is amended by striking “Commerce.” and insert- 
ing “Commerce, including to— 

“(1) foster the conditions for the economic 
growth and technological advancement of the 
United States space commerce industry; 

“*(2) coordinate space commerce policy issues 
and actions within the Department of Com- 
merce; 

“(3) represent the Department of Commerce in 
the development of United States policies and in 
negotiations with foreign countries to promote 
United States space commerce; 

“(4) promote the advancement of United 
States geospatial technologies related to space 
commerce, in cooperation with relevant inter- 
agency working groups; and 
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“(5) provide support to Federal Government 
organizations working on Space-Based Posi- 
tioning Navigation, and Timing policy, includ- 
ing the National Coordination Office for Space- 
Based Position, Navigation, and Timing.””. 


The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute shall be in order except 
those printed in part A of House Report 
114-127. Each such amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and con- 
trolled by the proponent and an oppo- 
nent, shall not be subject to amend- 
ment, and shall not be subject to a de- 
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF 

TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-127. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment made in order 
under the rule. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 5, line 18, 
“(3)”, 

Page 14, lines 18 and 19, strike ‘‘and shall 
be decided under Federal law”. 

Page 15, line 18, insert ‘‘, in consultation 
with the Federal Aviation Administration, 
the Federal Communications Commission, 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration, and the Department of De- 
fense,”” after “National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration”. 

Page 17, line 18, insert “(a) SENSE OF CON- 
GRESS.—”’ before “It is the Sense”. 

Page 18, after line 8, insert the following: 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on the 
potential inclusion of all government prop- 
erty, including State and municipal prop- 
erty, in the existing indemnification regime 
established under section 50914 of title 51, 
United States Code. 

Page 23, line 19, insert “in the table of 
chapters” after “chapter 701”. 

Page 31, line 22, amend subparagraph (C) to 
read as follows: 

“(C) a list of all applications denied and an 
explanation of why each application was de- 
nied, including any information relevant to 
the interagency adjudication process of a li- 
censing request; 

Page 32, line 10, after paragraph (3), insert 
the following: 

Such report may include classified annexes 
as necessary to protect the disclosure of sen- 
sitive or classified information. 

Page 32, after line 10, insert the following: 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 601 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 60125 the following 
new item: 

“60126. Annual reporting.”. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 273, the gentleman 


strike “(4)” and insert 


7647 


from Texas (Mr. SMITH) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment contains minor correc- 
tions to the underlying bill and is gen- 
erally technical in nature. The amend- 
ment provides clarity to some of the 
reports in the bill on the learning pe- 
riod, orbital traffic management, com- 
mercial remote sensing, and the inclu- 
sion of classified annexes. 

Additionally, this amendment en- 
sures that Federal courts handling 
legal disputes will look to substantive 
State law to resolve claims that arise 
from a federally licensed launch. 

Finally, this amendment includes a 
reporting requirement from the Gov- 
ernment Accounting Office about the 
inclusion of State and municipal 
launch facilities in the indemnification 
regime. 

This technical amendment will im- 
prove the clarity of multiple sections 
of the bill and ensure continued sup- 
port for the growing commercial space 
industry. I urge my colleagues to sup- 
port the amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment, although I do not oppose 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentlewoman from Maryland 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

The amendment partially addresses 
the concerns that we have had with the 
Federal jurisdiction provision in H.R. 
2262. Maintaining ‘‘under Federal law’’ 
would have resulted in eliminating the 
rights of individuals to bring almost 
any type of legal action against compa- 
nies related to commercial spaceflight 
accidents due to the lack of any appli- 
cable Federal law. 

I would also like to highlight another 
change in the manager’s amendment 
that goes beyond a technical remedy or 
a simple clarification. The amendment 
adds a requirement for the Secretary of 
Commerce to provide an annual report 
on its review of applications for li- 
censes for commercial remote sensing. 
The manager’s amendment now makes 
accommodation for the inclusion of 
classified annexes as necessary. 

Mr. Chair, while this is a necessary 
addition to protect the disclosure of 
sensitive or classified information, it is 
only necessary because this amend- 
ment adds the requirement for the Sec- 
retary of Commerce to provide infor- 
mation related to the interagency ad- 
judication process of a commercial re- 
mote sensing licensing request. 

I highlight these two changes be- 
cause they demonstrate that the proc- 
ess of developing H.R. 2262 has, in fact, 


7648 


been rushed and not very well thought 
out. Had we taken the time to hold 
hearings and sort things out, we actu- 
ally could have had an opportunity to 
consider these changes as part of the 
committee process. 

That said, I support the chairman’s 
amendment to make some needed im- 
provements to the bill, though I firmly 
believe it still needs an awful lot more 
work. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-127. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 9, lines 18 through 20, amend para- 
graph (1) to read as follows: 

(1) in subsection (d), by striking “that will 
be launched or reentered” and inserting “or 
reusable launch vehicles that will be 
launched into a suborbital trajectory or re- 
entered under that permit”; 

Page 10, lines 1 and 2, amend paragraph (3) 
to read as follows: 

(3) in subsection (d)(3)— 

(A) by striking “prior to obtaining a li- 
cense”; and 

(B) by inserting “or vehicle” after “design 
of the rocket””; 

Page 10, line 5, insert ‘‘, or for a particular 
reusable launch vehicle or reusable launch 
vehicle design,” after ‘‘rocket design”. 

Page 10, line 5, strike “and”. 

Page 10, line 6, redesignate paragraph (5) as 
paragraph (6). 

Page 10, after line 5, insert the following 
new paragraph: 

(5) in subsection (e)(2), by inserting “or 
launch vehicle” after “the suborbital rock- 
et”; 

Page 10, line 11, strike the period at the 
end and insert ‘‘; and”. 

Page 10, after line 11, insert the following 
new paragraph: 

(7) in subsection (h), by inserting ‘‘or reus- 
able launch vehicle” after ‘‘suborbital rock- 
et”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 273, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, today 
I rise to offer an amendment to support 
and facilitate innovation in cutting- 
edge American enterprises. My amend- 
ment will expand the eligibility for ex- 
perimental permits for reusable rock- 
ets to include reusable launch vehicles. 

Experimental permits currently have 
three uses: the research and develop- 
ment of new test designs, concepts, 
equipment, or operating techniques; to 
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show compliance with requirements as 
part of the process for obtaining a li- 
cense; or to train crews before they re- 
ceive a license for launch or reentry. 
However, the FAA currently does not 
have the ability to grant experimental 
permits for launch vehicles. 
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Under current law, they are re- 
stricted to granting permits for reus- 
able suborbital rockets. This can re- 
quire industry and the Federal Govern- 
ment to go to extraordinary lengths to 
find ways to conduct tests. In some 
cases, there is no alternative for test- 
ing. 

Expanding access to these permits 
will help innovators develop new and 
important technologies right here in 
America. These permits will create 
new opportunities for American busi- 
nesses and will help harness the tre- 
mendous potential of our space explo- 
ration industry. 

I want to thank Chairman LAMAR 
SMITH, Ranking Member EDDIE BER- 
NICE JOHNSON, and their staffs for their 
assistance with this amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment, although I don’t oppose 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment ensures that the com- 
mercial space industry is not pigeon- 
holed into specific vehicle designs. By 
allowing different types of vehicles to 
be included in the launch license flexi- 
bility regime, we will allow the indus- 
try to grow, innovate, and continue to 
improve safety designs. 

This amendment is reasonable and 
consistent with the spirit of the license 
flexibility provisions of the underlying 
bill. I support the gentleman’s amend- 
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. 
ROHRABACHER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-127. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 14, after line 12, insert the following 
new section: 

SEC. 106. INDEPENDENT STUDY OF INDEMNIFICA- 
TION FOR SPACE FLIGHT PARTICI- 
PANTS. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en- 
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
shall provide to the Committee on Science, 
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Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report detailing the results of a 
study of the issues associated with space 
flight participants and potential third party 
claims that could arise from a potential ac- 
cident of a commercial licensed launch vehi- 
cle or reentry vehicle that is carrying space 
flight participants. The study shall— 

(1) identify the issues associated with 
space flight participants and third party li- 
ability; 

(2) identify options for addressing the 
18sues; 

(3) identify any potential unintended con- 
sequences and issues associated with each of 
the options; and 

(4) identify any potential costs to the Fed- 
eral Government for each of the options. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 273, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
my amendment calls for a study ana- 
lyzing our approach to third-party li- 
ability with regard to spaceflight par- 
ticipants. The study will identify 
issues, options to address those issues, 
consequences of those options, and the 
potential cost to the Federal Govern- 
ment for each option. 

I would note that the idea for this 
study was originally put forward by 
Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, someone 
whom I deeply admire and listen to 
when she makes her points. We heard 
her make her points during discussion 
with our committee, and I felt it was a 
very good idea, and I am moving for- 
ward with it today. 

The underlying bill includes a legis- 
lative fix for third-party liability and 
spaceflight participants. That is what 
our bill does. However, a study would 
see if there is even a better way or if 
we have covered all of our bases with 
the fix that is in this bill. 

Right now, a spaceflight participant 
is financially at risk if the vehicle they 
fly on has some kind of an incident. It 
doesn’t matter if you are a billionaire 
or someone who has scrimped for a 
long time to get one of these 
spaceflights, maybe a contest winner 
or a science teacher who wants to 
share his experience with students or a 
scientist accompanying their experi- 
ment. 

Right now, these folks aren’t just 
paying the fare; they are potentially 
risking everything that their family 
owns because they may be liable if 
something goes wrong. 

As I say, we have a fix about that in 
the current bill, but this study would 
see if there is a better way, along with 
some other things we can do, to make 
that fix better. There is no reason at 
this point to believe that this approach 
is any worse than the other ap- 
proaches, but let’s keep our minds 
open. 
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Right now, we have a hole in the 
bridge, and this bill puts a patch on 
that hole. Let’s see if there is a study 
to see if there is a better way to fix the 
bridge. In the meantime, we have got 
something in place in this bill—a 
study—to see if we can do a better job. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment, al- 
though I am not opposed to the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentlewoman from Maryland 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Ms. EDWARDS. I want to note for 
the record, though I am not in opposi- 
tion, I think the study is a good idea. 
Ideally, I would think that Congress 
would choose to study the thing before 
it actually passes the law, but that is 
not where we are today. I think it is a 
good idea to proceed forward with this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I thank the 
gentlewoman for giving us the idea for 
this study in the first place, and I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. SMITH), the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I thank my col- 
league from California (Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER), a member of the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee, for 
yielding me time. 

I simply want to say that this 
amendment requires an independent re- 
port about the inclusion of spaceflight 
participants in the indemnification re- 
gime. This is an important topic, and 
gathering additional information on 
this policy would be helpful for future 
legislation. 

Requiring this study is reasonable 
and consistent with the spirit and the 
policies of the underlying bill, so I sup- 
port it. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. CASTRO OF 
TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-127. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 15, line 19, insert ‘‘nonprofit,’’ after 
“independent,”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 273, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CASTRO) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 
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Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
first, I would like to thank my col- 
league from San Antonio, Chairman 
LAMAR SMITH, and also follow Texan 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, the ranking 
member, for their work on this bill and 
for consideration of my amendment. 

My amendment amends the section 
of the bill concerning the orbital traf- 
fic management study. The bill, as 
written, has the Administrator of 
NASA enter into an agreement with an 
independent private systems engineer- 
ing and technical assistance organiza- 
tion to study frameworks for the man- 
agement of space traffic and orbital ac- 
tivities. 

My amendment would include non- 
profits, so that nonprofit independent 
research organizations can contribute 
to this critical work. In addition to al- 
lowing for private contractors to be 
part of this discussion, my amendment 
would also allow for nonprofits to do 
the same. 

In Texas, we have become a hub for 
space research and exploration. Some 
of the private industries or private 
businesses doing work in this business 
include Lockheed and Boeing, but 
there are also wonderful nonprofits 
like the Southwest Research Institute, 
in our hometown of San Antonio, and 
the Universities Space Research Asso- 
ciation, which is based in Houston. My 
amendment would allow these non- 
profits to also be part of this work. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, although 
I am not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment requires the orbital 
traffic management study in the under- 
lying bill to be conducted by an inde- 
pendent, nonprofit, private systems en- 
gineering and technical assistance or- 
ganization. 

Requiring the study to be done by a 
nonprofit is reasonable and consistent 
with the spirit of the study require- 
ment in the underlying bill. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s amend- 
ment; I support the amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. CASTRO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON 
LEE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-127. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 
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Page 22, line 19, strike ‘‘and’’. 

Page 22, line 23, strike the period and in- 
sert ‘‘; and”. 

Page 22, after line 23, insert the following: 

(iii) facilitate outreach to minority- and 
women-owned businesses on business oppor- 
tunities in the commercial space industry. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 273, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Let me thank 
the manager of the bill, the chairman 
of the full committee, and the ranking 
member of the full committee for the 
hard work they do on issues that are 
important to our Nation and their 
service to this country. Let me also 
thank the gentlewoman from Maryland 
(Ms. EDWARDS) for her astute leader- 
ship on many of these issues. 

Let me as well indicate my commit- 
ment to space exploration. As I said 
earlier, I hope that we can work on a 
number of issues, but I hope we can 
work together on what I think is an 
important economic engine for the Na- 
tion, first starting with John F. Ken- 
nedy’s challenge to all of us and devel- 
oping, through President Johnson, the 
NASA centers across America, and the 
enormous research that has been done 
by NASA over the years. 

I remember debating this question of 
funding for NASA really in the 1990s 
and 2000s, talking about the research of 
heart disease, cancers, HIV/AIDS. 

I say that to say that, as we move 
into commercial space exploration, we 
certainly want to make sure that op- 
portunities are given to all of America. 
This is commercial, yes; but the provi- 
sions of commercial space work are en- 
hanced by the government in the re- 
sources that we have. 

My amendment is to provide that 
recognition and to conduct outreach to 
the small-, minority-, and women- 
owned business community. It requires 
that the provisions of the bill that ad- 
dress future legislation should include 
work on how to effectively conduct 
outreach to small business concerns 
owned and controlled by women and 
minorities. 

As we have all worked hard to en- 
courage small-business owners to 
produce jobs, this is a great entrepre- 
neurial effort, and therefore, I support 
the initiatives that would increase an 
outreach to small businesses and cre- 
ate more jobs. 

There are approximately 6 million 
minority-owned businesses in the 
United States—representing significant 
aspects of our economy—and many, 
many more women and small busi- 
nesses and other minority-owned busi- 
nesses. 

Mr. Chair, | thank Chairman SMITH and 
Ranking Member JOHNSON for their efforts to 
advance our nation’s space exploration hori- 
zon. 
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| am a firm believer that commercial and 
government unmanned and manned space ex- 
ploration complement each other. 

The Internet was initially a federal govern- 
ment research and development project that 
transitioned to a commercial and public re- 
source that has in less than 2 decades fueled 
economic opportunities for thousands of U.S. 
companies large and small. 

The transition to commercial space explo- 
ration will need the collaboration and support 
of the Federal government to be sure that it is 
inclusive, safe and profitable. 

The commercial space industry must yield 
opportunities for all U.S. businesses, which is 
why | am offering Jackson Lee Amendment 
Number 5. 

The Jackson Lee Amendment requires that 
the provisions of the bill that address future 
legislation also lay the foundation for the com- 
mercial space industry to include work on how 
to effectively conduct outreach to small busi- 
ness concerns owned and controlled by 
women and minorities. 

| have worked hard to help small business 
owners to fully realize their current and future 
potential. 

That is why | support entrepreneurial devel- 
opment programs, including the Small Busi- 
ness Development Center and Women’s Busi- 
ness Center programs. 

These initiatives provide counseling in a va- 
riety of critical areas, including business plan 
development, finance, and marketing. 

Outreach is key to developing healthy and 
diverse small businesses in all sectors of the 
economy. 

There are approximately 6 million minority 
owned businesses in the United States, rep- 
resenting a significant aspect of our economy. 

According to the most recent available Cen- 
sus data, minority owned businesses employ 
nearly 6 million Americans and generate $1 
trillion dollars in economic output. 

Women owned businesses have increased 
20% between 2002 and 2007, and currently 
total close to 8 million. 

My home city of Houston, Texas, the home 
of the Johnson Space Center, is also home to 
more than 60,000 women owned businesses, 
and more than 60,000 African American 
owned businesses. 

Just as the national highway system and 
rural electrification has led to opportunities for 
communities to participate in the national 
economy, so will federal investment in our na- 
tion’s infrastructure and capacity in space ex- 
ploration pave the way for a new era of eco- 
nomic growth and opportunity. 

| ask my colleagues to vote for the Jackson 
Lee Amendments. 

I would ask that my amendment be 
accepted, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment, although I don’t oppose it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment requires the launch li- 
cense streamlining report to include 
recommendations on how the FAA 
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should facilitate outreach to minority- 
and women-owned businesses about op- 
portunities in the commercial space in- 
dustry. I don’t object to the gentle- 
woman’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. May I inquire 
how much time is remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Texas has 2⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Let me conclude, 
Mr. Chairman, by saying that women- 
owned businesses have increased 20 per- 
cent between 2002 and 2007. They cur- 
rently total close to $8 million. Accord- 
ing to the most recent available Census 
data, minority-owned businesses em- 
ploy nearly 6 million Americans and 
generate $1 trillion in economic out- 
put. 

My home city of Houston, the home 
of the Johnson Space Center, is also 
home to more than 60,000 women-owned 
businesses, 60,000 African American- 
owned businesses, and multitudes of 
minority-owned businesses. 

I would offer to say that, if we can 
include this amendment, that outreach 
to these entities under this commercial 
space exploration legislation will be 
adding more jobs to the American 
economy. 

I ask for the support of the Jackson 
Lee amendment, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON 
LEE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-127. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 22, line 19, strike “and”. 

Page 22, line 23, strike the period and in- 
sert “; and”. 

Page 22, after line 23, insert the following: 

(iii) facilitate the participation of the 
Emerging Researchers National Conference 
in STEM, American Association for the Ad- 
vancement of Science, Louis Stokes Alli- 
ances for Minority Participation Program 
(LAMP), Historically Black Colleges and 
Universities Undergraduate Program (HBCU- 
UP) of the National Science Foundation, 
Emerging Researchers National Conference 
in Science, Technology, Engineering and 
Mathematics, the University of Florida's In- 
stitute for African-American Mentoring in 
Computing Sciences, the Hispanic Associa- 
tion of Colleges and Universities, the Na- 
tional Indian Education Association, and 
other institutions, organizations, or associa- 
tions as the Secretary of Transportation de- 
termines to be useful in investigating the 
feasibility of developing programs for fellow- 
ships, work-study, and employment opportu- 
nities for undergraduate and graduate stu- 
dents. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 273, the gentlewoman 
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from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Texas. 
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, my 
appreciation to all of those who are on 
the floor today. 

My amendment speaks to discussions 
that this Congress has had over many, 
many years on the question of science, 
technology, engineering, and math and, 
in particular, working with more vul- 
nerable communities. 

My amendment would facilitate the 
participation of HBCUs, Hispanic Serv- 
ing Institutions, National Indian Insti- 
tutions, in fellowships, work-study, 
and employment opportunities in the 
emerging commercial space industry. 

I remember some years ago that we 
developed a fellowship for graduate and 
Ph.D. candidates at Texas Southern 
University to interact at NASA John- 
son. It was a very effective effort, and 
certainly, well-received by those who 
were able to participate. 

That is, again, investing in univer- 
sities and colleges that interact, again, 
with vulnerable populations or do out- 
reach to minority students and expose 
them, again, at graduate level and un- 
dergraduate level to science, tech- 
nology, engineering, and math. 

For over two decades the Nation has 
known that the economy will be driv- 
en, not by the hammer and anvil, but 
by the ingenuity and hard work of our 
Nation. Therefore, the imagination 
that fuels invention is so valuable to 
the well-being of our Nation. 

My amendment would follow in that 
spirit by increasing awareness among 
underrepresented groups in STEM em- 
ployment and education opportunities 
and, 1 would hope, would create part- 
nerships between the commercial space 
industry and our HBCUs, our Native 
American Institutions, Hispanic Serv- 
ing, and allow work-study and employ- 
ment opportunities in this growing and 
emerging commercial space industry. 

I believe it would be an excellent 
partnership and would be an excellent 
contribution to the economic engine of 
this Nation. I ask my colleagues to 
support the Jackson Lee amendment. 

Mr. Chair, Article 1 Section 8 of the United 
States Constitution states that “The Congress 
shall have Power to promote the Progress of 
Science and useful Arts. . .” 

Too often the interpretation of these words 
are only about patents and inventions, but it 
extends to our nation's federal investment in 
areas of science that open up new avenues 
for economic and technological advance- 
ments. 

| thank Chairman SMITH and Ranking Mem- 
ber JOHNSON for their work to advance the sci- 
entific horizon of our nation. 

Jackson Lee Amendment Number 6, made 
in order by the Rules Committee, would facili- 
tate the participation of HBCU, Hispanic Serv- 
ing Institutions; National Indian institutions, in 
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fellowships, work-study and employment op- 
portunities in the emerging commercial space 
industry. 

For over 2 decades the nation has known 
that the economy will be driven by the ham- 
mer and the anvil, but by the ingenuity and 
hard work of our nation’s people. 

The imagination that fuels invention—is so 
valuable to the wellbeing of our nation that the 
founders placed it as a key responsibility of 
the legislative branch. 

My amendment would follow in this spirit by 
increasing awareness among underrep- 
resented groups in STEM employment and 
education opportunities in the commercial 
space industry. 

One of the most enduring difficulties faced 
by underrepresented populations in the STEM 
field is a lack of awareness and understanding 
of the connection between STEM and employ- 
ment opportunities. 

In 2012, a survey found that despite the na- 
tion’s growing demand for more workers in 
science, technology, engineering, and math 
grows, the skills gap among the largest ethnic 
and racial minorities groups remain stubbornly 
wide. 

Blacks and Latinos account for only 7 per- 
cent, of the STEM workforce despite rep- 
resenting 28 percent of the U.S. population. 

All of our nation’s citizens must be able to 
tap into, what has been described in the 
Brookings’ Metropolitan Policy Program Report 
as, “The Hidden STEM Economy.” 

This report stated that in 2011, 26 million 
jobs or 20 percent of all occupations required 
knowledge in 1 or more STEM areas. 

Half of all STEM jobs are available to work- 
ers without a 4 year degree, and these jobs 
pay on average $53,000 a year, which is 10 
percent higher than jobs with similar education 
requirements. 

Houston, Texas, the home of the Johnson 
Space Center, has the second highest con- 
centration of engineers (22.4 for every 1000 
workers according to the Greater Houston 
Partnership). 

Houston has 59,070 engineers, the second 
largest population in the nation. 

This Jackson Lee Amendment will open up 
an avenue to allow underrepresented groups 
in the STEM economy a means of learning 
about the commercial space industry through 
the development of fellowships, work study, 
and employment opportunities for under- 
graduate and graduate students. 

| ask my colleagues to vote for the Jackson 
Lee Amendments. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment, though I don’t oppose the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment requires the launch li- 
cense streamlining report in the under- 
lying bill to include recommendations 
on how the FAA might facilitate the 
participation of Historically Black Col- 
leges and Universities, Hispanic Serv- 
ing Institutions, and National Indian 
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Institutions in the emerging commer- 
cial space industry. I don’t object to 
this. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, I 
would like to thank the gentleman for 
his support for both of my amend- 
ments. And I, again, would indicate 
that every opportunity we have to 
grow the economy and expand to those 
populations not fully included, this 
Congress should take an opportunity to 
do. 

I see, in this amendment, oppor- 
tunity for jobs, for partnerships, and 
certainly opportunities for growing the 
engineers and other talented persons 
whom we need for, in essence, a new 
America with a new economy, techno- 
logically-based. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
Jackson Lee amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MS. EDWARDS 


The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
part A of House Report 114-127. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “U.S. Com- 
mercial Space Launch Competitiveness 
Act”. 

SEC. 2. REFERENCES TO TITLE 51, UNITED 
STATES CODE. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
wherever in this Act an amendment or repeal 
is expressed in terms of an amendment to, or 
repeal of, a section or other provision, the 
reference shall be considered to be made to a 
section or other provision of title 51, United 
States Code. 

SEC. 3. LIABILITY INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that it is in the public interest to 
update the methodology used to calculate 
the maximum probable loss from claims 
under section 50914 of title 51, United States 
Code, with a validated risk profile approach 
in order to consistently compute valid and 
reasonable maximum probable loss values. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation, in consultation with the commercial 
space sector and insurance providers, shall— 

(1) evaluate and, if necessary, develop a 
plan to update the methodology used to cal- 
culate the maximum probable loss from 
claims under section 50914 of title 51, United 
States Code; 

(2) in evaluating or developing a plan under 
paragraph (1)— 

(A) ensure that the Federal Government is 
not exposed to greater costs than intended 
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and that launch companies are not required 
to purchase more insurance coverage than 
necessary; and 

(B) consider the impact of the cost to both 
the industry and the Government of imple- 
menting an updated methodology; and 

(3) submit the evaluation, and any plan, to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives. 

SEC. 4. LAUNCH LIABILITY EXTENSION. 

Section 50915(f) is amended by striking 
“December 31, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Decem- 
ber 31, 2020”. 

SEC. 5. COMMERCIAL SPACE LAUNCH LICENSING 
AND EXPERIMENTAL PERMITS. 

Section 50906 is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), by striking “launched 
or reentered” and inserting “launched or re- 
entered under that permit’’; 

(2) by amending subsection (d)(1) to read as 
follows: 

““(1) research and development to test de- 
sign concepts, equipment, or operating tech- 
niques;”’; 

(3) in subsection (d)(3) by striking “prior to 
obtaining a license”; 

(4) in subsection (e)(1) by striking ‘‘sub- 
orbital rocket design” and inserting ‘‘sub- 
orbital rocket or suborbital rocket design”; 
and 

(5) by amending subsection (g) to read as 
follows: 

‘(g) The Secretary may issue a permit 
under this section notwithstanding any li- 
cense issued under this chapter. The issuance 
of a license under this chapter may not in- 
validate a permit issued under this section.”. 
SEC. 6. LICENSING REPORT. 

Not later than 120 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation of the Senate and the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives a report on approaches 
for streamlining the licensing and permit- 
ting process of launch vehicles, reentry vehi- 
cles, or components of launch or reentry ve- 
hicles, to enable non-launch flight oper- 
ations related to space transportation. The 
report shall include approaches to improve 
efficiency, reduce unnecessary costs, resolve 
inconsistencies, remove duplication, and 
minimize unwarranted constraints. 

SEC. 7. SPACE AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Director of the Office of Science and Tech- 
nology Policy, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary of State, the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation, the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, the 
heads of other relevant Federal agencies, and 
the commercial space sector, shall— 

(1) assess current, and proposed near-term, 
commercial non-governmental activities 
conducted in space; 

(2) identify appropriate oversight authori- 
ties for the activities described in paragraph 
a); 

(3) recommend an oversight approach that 
would prioritize safety, utilize existing au- 
thorities, minimize burdens, promote the 
U.S. commercial space sector, and meet the 
United States’ obligations under inter- 
national treaties; and 

(4) submit to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
and the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology of the House of Representatives 
a report on the assessment and recommended 
approaches. 
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(b) EXCEPTION.—Nothing in this section 
shall apply to the activities of the ISS na- 
tional laboratory as described in section 504 
of the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration Authorization Act of 2010 (42 
U.S.C. 18354), including any research or de- 
velopment projects utilizing the ISS na- 
tional laboratory. 

SEC. 8. SPACE SURVEILLANCE AND SITUATIONAL 
AWARENESS DATA. 

Not later than 120 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Transportation in concurrence with the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall— 

(1) in consultation with the heads of other 
relevant Federal agencies, study the feasi- 
bility of processing and releasing safety-re- 
lated space situational awareness data and 
information to any entity consistent with 
national security interests and public safety 
obligations of the United States; and 

(2) submit a report on the feasibility study 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate and the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology of the House of Representatives. 

SEC. 9. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN SAFETY REGULA- 
TION REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CERTAIN SAFETY REGULA- 
TION REQUIREMENTS.—Section 50905(c)(3) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Beginning on October 
1, 2015” and inserting “Beginning on October 
1, 2020”. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION.—Section  50905(c) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

““(5) Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed to limit the authority of the Sec- 
retary to discuss potential regulatory ap- 
proaches with the commercial space sector, 
including observations, findings, and rec- 
ommendations from the Commercial Space 
Transportation Advisory Committee, prior 
to the issuance of a notice of proposed rule- 
making.”. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 270 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation, in consultation 
with the commercial space sector, including 
the Commercial Space Transportation Advi- 
sory Committee, shall submit to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation of the Senate and the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representative a report specifying key in- 
dustry metrics that might indicate readiness 
of the commercial space sector and the De- 
partment of Transportation to transition to 
a regulatory approach “under section 
50905(c)(3) of title 51, United States Code, 
that considers space flight participant, gov- 
ernment astronaut, and crew safety. 

(d) BIENNIAL REPORT.—Beginning on De- 
cember 31, 2016, and biennially thereafter, 
the Secretary of Transportation, in consulta- 
tion and coordination with the commercial 
space sector, including the Commercial 
Space Transportation Advisory Committee, 
shall submit to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate and the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report that identifies the ac- 
tivities, described in subsections (c) and (d) 
of section 50905 of title 51, United States 
Code, most appropriate for regulatory ac- 
tion, if any, and a proposed transition plan 
for such regulations. 


SEC. 10. INDUSTRY VOLUNTARY CONSENSUS 
STANDARDS. 
(a) INDUSTRY VOLUNTARY CONSENSUS 


STANDARDS.—Section 50905(c), as amended in 
section 9 of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

““(6) The Secretary shall continue to work 
with the commercial space sector, including 
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the Commercial Space Transportation Advi- 
sory Committee, to facilitate the develop- 
ment of voluntary consensus standards based 
on recommended best practices to improve 
the safety of crew, government astronauts, 
and space flight participants as the commer- 
cial space sector continues to mature.”. 

(b) BIENNIAL REPORT.—Beginning on De- 
cember 31, 2016, and biennially thereafter, 
the Secretary of Transportation, in consulta- 
tion and coordination with the commercial 
space sector, including the Commercial 
Space Transportation Advisory Committee, 
shall submit to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate and the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report detailing progress on 
the development of industry voluntary con- 
sensus standards under section 50905(c)(6) of 
title 51, United States Code. 

SEC. 11. GOVERNMENT ASTRONAUTS. 

(a) FINDINGS AND  PURPOSE.—Section 
50901(15) is amended by inserting ‘‘, govern- 
ment astronauts,” after ‘‘crew’’ each place it 
appears. 

(b) DEFINITION OF GOVERNMENT ASTRO- 
NAUT.—Section 50902 is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through 
(22) as paragraphs (7) through (25), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing: 

“*(4) ‘government astronaut’ means an indi- 
vidual who— 

““(A) is either— 

““(i) an employee of the United States Gov- 
ernment, including the uniformed services, 
engaged in the performance of a Federal 
function under authority of law or an Execu- 
tive act; or 

““(ii) an international partner astronaut; 

““(B) is identified by the Administrator of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin- 
istration; 

““(C) is carried within a launch vehicle or 
reentry vehicle; and 

“(D) may perform or may not perform ac- 
tivities directly relating to the launch, re- 
entry, or other operation of the launch vehi- 
cle or reentry vehicle. 

“(5) ‘international partner astronaut’ 
means an individual designated under Arti- 
cle 11 of the International Space Station 
Intergovernmental Agreement, by a partner 
to that agreement other than the United 
States, as qualified to serve as an Inter- 
national Space Station crew member. 

“*(6) ‘International Space Station Intergov- 
ernmental Agreement’ means the Agreement 
Concerning Cooperation on the International 
Space Station, signed at Washington Janu- 
ary 29, 1998 (TIAS 12927).”. 

(c) DEFINITION OF LAUNCH.—Paragraph (7) 
of section 50902, as redesignated, is amended 
by striking ‘‘and any payload, crew, or space 
flight participant” and inserting “and any 
payload or human being”. 

(d) DEFINITION OF LAUNCH SERVICES.—Para- 
graph (9) of section 50902, as redesignated, is 
amended by striking ‘‘payload, crew (includ- 
ing crew training), or space flight partici- 
pant” and inserting “payload, crew (includ- 
ing crew training), government astronaut, or 
space flight participant”. 

(e) DEFINITION OF REENTER AND REENTRY.— 
Paragraph (16) of section 50902, as redesig- 
nated, is amended by striking “and its pay- 
load, crew, or space flight participants, if 
any,” and inserting “and its payload or 
human beings, if any,”. 

(f) DEFINITION OF REENTRY SERVICES.— 
Paragraph (17) of section 50902, as redesig- 
nated, is amended by striking ‘‘payload, crew 
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(including crew training), or space flight par- 
ticipant, if any,” and inserting ‘‘payload, 
crew (including crew training), government 
astronaut, or space flight participant, if 
any,”. 

(g) DEFINITION OF SPACE FLIGHT PARTICI- 
PANT.—Paragraph (20) of section 50902, as re- 
designated, is amended to read as follows: 

“*(20) ‘space flight participant’ means an in- 
dividual, who is not crew or a government 
astronaut, carried within a launch vehicle or 
reentry vehicle.”. 

(h) DEFINITION OF THIRD PARTY.—Para- 
graph (241(E) of section 50902, as redesig- 
nated, is amended by inserting ‘‘, govern- 
ment astronauts,” after “crew”. 

(i) RESTRICTIONS ON LAUNCHES, OPER- 
ATIONS, AND REENTRIES; SINGLE LICENSE OR 
PERMIT.—Section 50904(d) is amended by 
striking “activities involving crew or space 
flight participants” and inserting “activities 
involving crew, government astronauts, or 
space flight participants”. 

(j) LICENSE APPLICATIONS AND REQUIRE- 
MENTS; APPLICATIONS.—Section 50905 is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘crews 
and space flight participants” and inserting 
“crew, government astronauts, and space 
flight participants”; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)(D), by striking 
“crew or space flight participants” and in- 
serting “crew, government astronauts, or 
space flight participants”; and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘crew and 
space flight participants” and inserting 
“crew, government astronauts, and space 
flight participants””; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking “to crew 
or space flight participants”? each place it 
appears and inserting “to crew, government 
astronauts, or space flight participants”. 

(k) MONITORING ACTIVITIES.—Section 
50907(a) is amended by striking “crew or 
space flight participant training” and insert- 
ing “crew, government astronaut, or space 
flight participant training”. 

d) ADDITIONAL SUSPENSIONS.—Section 
50908(4)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘to crew or 
space flight participants” each place it ap- 
pears and inserting “to any human being”. 

(m) ENFORCEMENT AND PENALTY.—Section 
50917(b)(1)(D)(i) is amended by striking ‘‘crew 
or space flight participant training site,” 
and inserting ‘‘crew, government astronaut, 
or space flight participant training site,”. 

(n) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER EXECUTIVE 
AGENCIES, LAWS, AND INTERNATIONAL OBLIGA- 
TIONS; NONAPPLICATION.—Section 50919(g) is 
amended to read as follows: 

““(g) NONAPPLICATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—This chapter does not 
apply to— 

“(A) a launch, reentry, operation of a 
launch vehicle or reentry vehicle, operation 
of a launch site or reentry site, or other 
space activity the Government carries out 
for the Government; or 

““(B) planning or policies related to the 
launch, reentry, operation, or activity under 
subparagraph (A). 

“*(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The following 
activities are not space activities the Gov- 
ernment carries out for the Government 
under paragraph (1): 

“(A) A government astronaut being carried 
within a launch vehicle or reentry vehicle 
under this chapter. 

‘(B) A government astronaut performing 
activities directly relating to the launch, re- 
entry, or other operation of the launch vehi- 
cle or reentry vehicle under this chapter.”. 

(0) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act, or the amendments made by this 
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Act, may be construed to modify or affect 

any law relating to astronauts. 

SEC. 12. STREAMLINE COMMERCIAL SPACE 
LAUNCH ACTIVITIES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that eliminating duplicative re- 
quirements and approvals for commercial 
launch and reentry operations will promote 
and encourage the development of the com- 
mercial space sector. 

(b) REAFFIRMATION OF POLICY.—Congress 
reaffirms that the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation, in overseeing and coordinating com- 
mercial launch and reentry operations, 
should— 

(1) promote commercial space launches and 
reentries by the private sector; 

(2) facilitate Government, State, and pri- 
vate sector involvement in enhancing U.S. 
launch sites and facilities; 

(3) protect public health and safety, safety 
of property, national security interests, and 
foreign policy interests of the United States; 
and 

(4) consult with the head of another execu- 
tive agency, including the Secretary of De- 
fense or the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, as 
necessary to provide consistent application 
of licensing requirements under chapter 509 
of title 51, United States Code. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans- 
portation under section 50918 of title 51, 
United States Code, and subject to section 
50905(b)(2)(C) of that title, shall consult with 
the Secretary of Defense, the Administrator 
of the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, and the heads of other execu- 
tive agencies, as appropriate— 

(A) to identify all requirements that are 
imposed to protect the public health and 
safety, safety of property, national security 
interests, and foreign policy interests of the 
United States relevant to any commercial 
launch of a launch vehicle or commercial re- 
entry of a reentry vehicle; and 

(B) to evaluate the requirements identified 
in subparagraph (A) and, in coordination 
with the licensee or transferee and the heads 
of the relevant executive agencies— 

(i) determine whether the satisfaction of a 
requirement of one agency could result in 
the satisfaction of a requirement of another 
agency; and 

(ii) resolve any inconsistencies and remove 
any outmoded or duplicative requirements 
or approvals of the Federal Government rel- 
evant to any commercial launch of a launch 
vehicle or commercial reentry of a reentry 
vehicle. 

(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter until the Secretary of Trans- 
portation determines no outmoded or dupli- 
cative requirements or approvals of the Fed- 
eral Government exist, the Secretary of 
Transportation, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Defense, the Administrator of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin- 
istration, the commercial space sector, and 
the heads of other executive agencies, as ap- 
propriate, shall submit to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the congressional defense 
committees a report that includes the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A description of the process for the ap- 
plication for and approval of a permit or li- 
cense under chapter 509 of title 51, United 
States Code, for the commercial launch of a 
launch vehicle or commercial reentry of a 
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reentry vehicle, including the identification 
of— 

(i) any unique requirements for operating 
on a United States Government launch site, 
reentry site, or launch property; and 

(ii) any inconsistent, outmoded, or duplica- 
tive requirements or approvals. 

(B) A description of current efforts, if any, 
to coordinate and work across executive 
agencies to define interagency processes and 
procedures for sharing information, avoiding 
duplication of effort, and resolving common 
agency requirements. 

(C) Recommendations for legislation that 
may further— 

(i) streamline requirements in order to im- 
prove efficiency, reduce unnecessary costs, 
resolve inconsistencies, remove duplication, 
and minimize unwarranted constraints; and 

(ii) consolidate or modify requirements 
across affected agencies into a single appli- 
cation set that satisfies the requirements 
identified in paragraph (1)(A). 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub- 
section— 

(A) any applicable definitions set forth in 
section 50902 of title 51, United States Code, 
shall apply; 

(B) the terms “launch”, “reenter”, and 
“reentry” include landing of a launch vehi- 
cle or reentry vehicle; and 

(C) the terms “United States Government 
launch site” and “United States Government 
reentry site” include any necessary facility, 
at that location, that is commercially oper- 
ated on United States Government property. 
SEC. 13. OPERATION AND UTILIZATION OF THE 

ISS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) maximum utilization of partnerships, 
scientific research, commercial applications, 
and exploration test bed capabilities of the 
ISS is essential to ensuring the greatest re- 
turn on investments made by the United 
States and its international partners in the 
development, assembly, and operations of 
that unique facility; and 

(2) every effort should be made to ensure 
that decisions regarding the service life of 
the ISS are based on the station's projected 
capability to continue providing effective 
and productive research and exploration test 
bed capabilities. 

(b) CONTINUATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
SPACE STATION.— 

(1) MAINTAINING USE THROUGH AT LEAST 
2024.—Section 70907 is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“$70907. Maintaining use through at least 

2024 

““(a) POLICY.—The Administrator shall take 
all necessary steps to ensure that the Inter- 
national Space Station remains a viable and 
productive facility capable of potential 
United States utilization through at least 
September 30, 2024. 

“(b) NASA ACTIONS.—In furtherance of the 
policy under subsection (a), the Adminis- 
trator shall ensure, to the extent prac- 
ticable, that the International Space Sta- 
tion, as a designated national laboratory— 

“(1) remains viable as an element of over- 
all exploration and partnership strategies 
and approaches; 

**(2) is considered for use by all NASA mis- 
sion directorates, as appropriate, for tech- 
nically appropriate scientific data gathering 
or technology risk reduction demonstra- 
tions; and 

“(8) remains an effective, functional vehi- 
cle providing research and test bed capabili- 
ties for the United States through at least 
September 30, 2024.”. 
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(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of contents for chapter 709 
is amended by amending the item relating to 
section 70907 to read as follows: 

“70907. Maintaining use through at least 
2024.”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 273, the gentlewoman 
from Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 10 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Maryland. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I am offering this sub- 
stitute amendment because I think we 
have a unique opportunity this week to 
pass bipartisan commercial space legis- 
lation that actually stands a chance of 
becoming law. That is what we need to 
focus on this morning. 

The choice before us is really quite 
straightforward. We can spend the 
morning, as we have, fighting over the 
provisions of H.R. 2262, several of which 
were opposed by all of the Democratic 
members of the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee when its provi- 
sions were marked up just last week. 
And when we are done, Members can 
vote, largely on party lines, to pass the 
bill. 

But to what end, Mr. Chairman? 

The Senate has already made it clear 
that H.R. 2262 has the proverbial snow- 
ball’s chance of being adopted by the 
Senate. 

Pursuing House legislation, House 
passage of a bill that is going nowhere 
in the Senate seems to me to be the ul- 
timate exercise in futility, and one 
that does a real disservice to the com- 
mercial space launch industry that all 
of us are trying to help succeed. But we 
don’t have to go down that path. 

My amendment would replace the un- 
derlying text of H.R. 2262 with provi- 
sions of the bipartisan Senate commer- 
cial space bill, the one that was 
marked up in committee just yester- 
day. 

Let me repeat that. The language in 
the substitute amendment, in my 
amendment, already has garnered bi- 
partisan support in the Senate. It is 
language that is cosponsored by Sen- 
ators TED CRUZ, BILL NELSON, CORY 
GARDNER, and GARY PETERS, which is 
not something you can say about many 
other bills that we consider in the 
House. 

Now, the Senate bill doesn’t have ev- 
erything I would like to see in a com- 
mercial space bill. Iam sure that is the 
same for my Republican colleagues and 
for some in the industry. That is actu- 
ally how legislation is made. 

However, it has a core set of provi- 
sions that I think we and the industry 
can support, and that is what good 
compromises are all about. 

The amendment addresses key issues 
facing the industry. It extends the 
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“learning period” for another 5 years. 
It extends third-party liability and in- 
demnification of the entire regime for 
another 4 years. 

It provides commercial space launch 
licensing and experimental permit 
flexibility. It provides a NASA-sought 
definition of “Government Astronaut” 
and provides a path for streamlining 
commercial space launch activities. 

The Senate provisions also provide 
for a review of issues related to com- 
mercial activities in space, as well as 
matters related to space situational 
awareness data. 

They provide encouragement for the 
FAA and the industry to work together 
to facilitate the development of vol- 
untary consensus standards, and they 
also ensure the International Space 
Station can remain a viable and pro- 
ductive facility through 2024. 

Mr. Chairman, that is what my 
amendment does. It doesn’t give the 
commercial space industry anything or 
everything that some in the industry 
might want. 

But I would remind colleagues that 
the Senate bill has been endorsed by 
the Commercial Spaceflight Federa- 
tion, the National Space Society, Stu- 
dents for Exploration and Development 
of Space, SpaceX, Blue Origin, and Vir- 
gin Galactic, among others. That is the 
Senate bill. That is the substitute that 
is being offered. 

So Members today can feel perfectly 
comfortable that my amendment is one 
that the commercial space industry be- 
lieves meets its legitimate needs. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said in the begin- 
ning of my remarks, we have a clear 
choice today. We can maintain a coun- 
terproductive, partisan divide and hold 
out for provisions that won’t move this 
legislation even 1 inch closer to becom- 
ing law. 

Or we can step back, take a deep 
breath, and embrace the bipartisan 
compromise that our colleagues in the 
Senate have worked out. They have 
handed us a golden opportunity to 
move past partisan posturing and actu- 
ally deliver legislation that can meet 
the needs of the commercial space in- 
dustry and be enacted into law. 

Mr. Chairman, House Democrats sup- 
port the provisions of my amendment. 
Democrats and Republicans in the Sen- 
ate support the provisions of my 
amendment. 

If my Republican colleagues here 
today in the House can join us in sup- 
porting this substitute amendment, the 
provisions in the amendment, we can 
pass bipartisan legislation that could 
be on its way to the President for en- 
actment in a matter of weeks. 

I can think of no better way to end 
this week, and I urge Members to vote 
“yes” on the amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

This amendment seeks to strike and 
replace the entire underlying bill with 
Senate legislation which differs with 
the House bill in many respects. 

The Senate bill, S. 1297, is a work 
product of the Senate. It has not been 
negotiated with any Member of this 
Chamber. In fact, the Senate just 
marked up the bill yesterday. This 
amendment abdicates the House’s leg- 
islative responsibilities to the Senate. 

The SPACE Act paves the way for 
the next generation of explorers and 
innovators. This amendment prevents 
the House from providing any direction 
for the future of space exploration. 

We must consider what we will for- 
feit if we accept this amendment. The 
amendment significantly shortens the 
extension of the regulatory learning 
period and the extension of the indem- 
nification regime. 

These changes reduce certainty in 
the commercial launch market and 
could threaten the jobs of thousands of 
Americans. These are hard-working 
men and women who depend on the ex- 
tension of these laws for their jobs. 
They count on us to provide some cer- 
tainty for their industry. 

This amendment strikes all of the 
commonsense transparency provisions 
in the SPACE Act and significantly 
shortens the extension of the learning 
period. This extension is essential to 
the health of the commercial space in- 
dustry. 

Also, this amendment includes a sig- 
nificant reduction to the regulatory 
flexibility provided in the underlying 
bill. The underlying bill requires as- 
sessments from the FAA on the growth 
of the industry, constructive inter- 
actions between stakeholders and the 
FAA, a glide path to a safety frame- 
work that enables and encourages in- 
novations, and improvements in safety. 

These are all part of a development 
structure that combines lessons 
learned from the industry with the in- 
herent government function to protect 
the public. 

The underlying bill preserves FAA’s 
ability to regulate commercial human 
spaceflight in order to protect national 
security, public health, and safety. It 
also preserves FAA’s existing authori- 
ties to regulate spaceflight participant 
and crew safety. 

This amendment does not include 
any comparable benchmarking tools 
for Congress to monitor the growth of 
the industry. The amendment removes 
the ability of stakeholders to work 
with the FAA to develop safety stand- 
ards that will improve the industry as 
a whole. 

The amendment will have a chilling 
effect on the industry and put stake- 
holders on the defense against an on- 
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slaught of government intervention 
and possible lawsuits. This does not 
support a dynamic space economy or 
encourage innovation. 

This amendment assumes that the 
commercial space industry has not 
placed a priority on safety. It is unfor- 
tunate that the minority looks at the 
American entrepreneurial spirit in this 
way. 

Under the Senate bill, spaceflight 
participants would be exposed to sig- 
nificant financial risk and liability. 
This amendment strikes the vital pro- 
visions of the underlying bill which 
help ensure that human spaceflight is 
available to anyone who wants to par- 
ticipate. 

The minority talks a lot about safe- 
ty. I appreciate that. I think everyone 
involved in the space industry places a 
high priority on these endeavors being 
as safe as possible. I just wish the mi- 
nority had a higher opinion of the sci- 
entists, engineers, and technicians 
building these systems. 

Let’s be clear. Space is inherently 
risky. America’s memory is imprinted 
with tragic events such as the Apollo 1 
fire, Challenger, and Columbia. The ap- 
propriate way to improve safety sys- 
tems and reduce risk is to test, launch, 
learn, study, and repeat. 

The entire space industry is behind 
this bill. 

I do not oppose the gentlewoman’s 
amendment simply because the Senate 
bill has no good qualities. I oppose the 
gentlewoman’s amendment because it 
would abdicate the responsibilities of 
the House. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
amendment and not turn their backs 
on so many space companies. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
has 54 minutes remaining. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chair, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), 
the ranking member. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I want to thank 
the gentlewoman. 

I rise in strong support of Ms. 
EDWARDS’ amendment. This amend- 
ment offers the possibility of actually 
accomplishing something worthwhile 
today and is an amendment that 
should garner bipartisan support. 

Just last week, the Science, Space, 
and Technology Committee reported 
out H.R. 2262 and H.R. 1508 on party- 
line votes. Of course, we had moved to 
markup without any hearings on com- 
mercial space issues in the 114th Con- 
gress, nor a legislative hearing on ei- 
ther bill, nor a subcommittee markup. 
It is, thus, not surprising that they 
could not garner any significant bipar- 
tisan support for these bills. 

And yet, now here we are on the 
floor, with these same bills. If we take 
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the same path we took in yesterday’s 
consideration of the COMPETES legis- 
lation, we will get a similar result, a 
partisan vote, and a bill that will never 
become law. 

Ms. EDWARDS offers us another way 
forward. Just yesterday, the Senate 
Commerce Committee favorably re- 
ported out S. 1297, the Senate’s bipar- 
tisan commercial space bill, a bill in- 
troduced by Senators TED CRUZ and 
BILL NELSON. 
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As I said, it is a bipartisan bill that 
was endorsed by a large segment of the 
commercial space industry when it was 
introduced. The gentlewoman from 
Maryland’s (Ms. EDWARDS) amendment 
simply incorporates provisions of $. 
1297 into her amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, instead of engaging in 
a meaningful exercise, we could vote 
today to approve bipartisan legislation 
that Senate Democrats and Repub- 
licans are supporting. 

While the Senate bill is not the bill I 
would have written, it is a vast im- 
provement over the bill we have before 
us today. 

As the gentleman said earlier, Amer- 
ica is exceptional. And that is why we 
have a Congress. That is why we have 
committee structure. That is why we 
have subcommittees that examine 
issues and listen to witnesses. That is 
why we have committee work. It pro- 
vides really a means for us to come to- 
gether. 

The bill that is in the Senate pro- 
vides constructive updates to the Com- 
mercial Space Launch Act. 

I know that some Members want to 
go further than the Senate bill in some 
areas, but the reality is, there is no bi- 
partisan consensus to doing so. And if 
we proceed to pass H.R. 2262, we will 
have passed a bill that the Senate prob- 
ably will not take up. We did that with 
the COMPETES bill yesterday. Do we 
really want to continue to waste our 
time in the same way again this morn- 
ing? 

Holding out hope that somehow these 
contentious provisions will find favor 
in a House-Senate conference is also an 
exercise in futility. Time is not on our 
side in dealing with the two expiring 
authorities in this bill, and we know 
from experience that Congress can act 
to extend them without passing a com- 
mercial space bill. 

I think that outcome would be unfor- 
tunate, but I see little likelihood that 
the Senate will do anything with H.R. 
2262 in its current form. And in a con- 
ference, I think that House Democrats 
will be disinclined to support provi- 
sions that we are opposing today. 

Ms. EDWARDS’ amendment offers us 
an opportunity to avoid months of 
pointless back-and-forth between the 
two Chambers. We can pass legislation 
that we already know has bipartisan 
support in the Senate, and if we do, we 
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can look forward to seeing a bill head 
to the President’s desk within weeks. 
All it takes is my Republican col- 
leagues being willing to forgo the 
temptation to posture for that last 
extra bit of advantage and, instead, ac- 
cept a reasonable compromise bill that 
will do much to meet the legitimate 
needs of the commercial space launch 
industry. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. BRIDENSTINE), who is a 
member of the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee and is also the 
chairman of the Environment Sub- 
committee. 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. I thank the 
chairman of the Science Committee for 
yielding and for his strong leadership 
on working this bill through regular 
order so that all of the amendments 
that we have made, all the Members 
have had their voices heard in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the 
amendment of the gentlewoman from 
Maryland. 

The language she is proposing to in- 
sert into our House bill is authored by 
Senator CRUZ of Texas, and it does 
have bipartisan support with Senator 
NELSON of Florida. But there are provi- 
sions that we got included because of 
the open process that we went through 
that are not included in that bill. 

I would like to just run through a few 
of those that I, myself, got included 
into this bill, starting with section 110, 
which was an amendment I offered at 
markup that will require a GAO report 
to capture the role of space support ve- 
hicles—training vehicles, if you will— 
in the commercial space industry; reg- 
ulatory and statutory barriers to the 
services these vehicles offer and rec- 
ommendations for updates that will ad- 
dress these barriers. This is critically 
important in my neck of the woods. In 
the State of Oklahoma, we have a 
spaceport at Burns Flat. There are 
businesses there that are very inter- 
ested in doing training for commercial 
crew and commercial spaceflight par- 
ticipants. 

This was a provision of the bill that 
went through an open process. It was 
an amendment that was accepted in a 
very bipartisan way. And I am hopeful 
that when the full bill gets to the floor, 
it also will be accepted in a bipartisan 
way. 

Additionally, title III of this bill in- 
corporates H.R. 2261, the Commercial 
Remote Sensing Act, which was also 
bipartisan legislation that I introduced 
with my friend from Colorado (Mr. 
PERLMUTTER). This title sets metrics to 
give Congress a full picture of the 
workload facing the Department of 
Commerce when licensing remote sens- 
ing activities and what issues are pre- 
venting them from meeting statutory 
deadlines. 

Title III also recognizes the impor- 
tance of seeking input from the Advi- 
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sory Committee for Commercial Re- 
mote Sensing, which is largely made up 
of private sector representatives. This 
legislation will be crucial as industry 
expands beyond traditional remote 
sensing satellites and activities and as 
Congress looks to update the statutes 
governing these activities for the first 
time since the 1990s. 

My case for this being bipartisan is 
that I worked very hard with the other 
side on the amendments that I ulti- 
mately got into this bill. There were 
some amendments that maybe were 
not as bipartisan. But I would attest 
that there is support on the other side 
of the aisle for a lot of the provisions 
that we got into this bill. 

I look forward to taking a vote on 
this bill. I oppose the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. I encourage 
all my colleagues to pass the bill that 
went through regular order in the 
House of Representatives. I hear a lot 
of people talking about regular order. 
This was a very open process. Every- 
body had their voice heard. I encourage 
passage of the bill but not passage of 
the amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, as I 
have said before, we have offered my 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute because we are interested not 
just in making speeches here on the 
House floor, but we are interested in 
passing law and good policy that will 
be signed by the President, that will 
set the commercial space industry onto 
a pathway of continued innovation and 
success. 

As has been described, the Senate 
yesterday, out of committee, marked 
up a bill that is bipartisan in nature. 
And because of the negotiations, there 
are not going to be any changes. 

We want to make law for the indus- 
try, and we believe that this amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute is 
good policy. I urge a “yes” vote on the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
urge my colleagues to oppose this sub- 
stitute amendment and to support the 
underlying bill, which has significant 
improvements to the Senate bill, and 
that is why we should pass it. 

I will now enter into the RECORD an 
exchange of letters between the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure and the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology regard- 
ing H.R. 2262. 

May 18, 2015. 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: I write concerning 
H.R. 2262, the Spurring Private Aerospace 
Competitiveness and Entrepreneurship Act 
of 2015. This legislation includes matters 
that fall within the Rule X jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

In order to expedite floor consideration of 
H.R. 2262, the Committee on Transportation 
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and Infrastructure will forgo action on this 
bill. However, this is conditional on our mu- 
tual understanding that forgoing consider- 
ation of the bill does not prejudice the Com- 
mittee with respect to the appointment of 
conferees or to any future jurisdictional 
claim over the subject matters contained in 
the bill or similar legislation that fall within 
the Committee’s Rule X jurisdiction. I re- 
quest you urge the Speaker to name mem- 
bers of the Committee to any conference 
committee named to consider such provi- 
sions. 

Please place a copy of this letter and your 
response acknowledging our jurisdictional 
interest into the Congressional Record dur- 
ing consideration of the measure on the 
House floor. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 
Chairman. 


May 18, 2015. 

Hon. BILL SHUSTER, 

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure’s jurisdictional in- 
terest in H.R. 2262, the ‘‘Spurring Private 
Aerospace Competitiveness and Entrepre- 
neurship Act of 2015.” 

I agree that the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure has valid jurisdic- 
tional interests in matters pertaining to the 
Federal Aviation Administration and the Na- 
tional Transportation Safety Board, and 
that your Committee’s jurisdiction will not 
be adversely affected by your decision to 
forego consideration of H.R. 2262. As you 
have requested, I will support your request 
for an appropriate appointment of outside 
conferees from your Committee in the event 
of a House-Senate conference on this or simi- 
lar legislation, if in your jurisdiction, should 
such a conference be convened. 

Finally, I will include a copy of your letter 
and this response in the Congressional 
Record during the floor consideration of this 
bill. Thank you again for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman. 


Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Maryland (Ms. 
EDWARDS). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 173, noes 236, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 261] 


AYES—173 
Adams Bonamici Carney 
Aguilar Boyle, Brendan Carson (IN) 
Amash F. Cartwright 
Ashford Brady (PA) Castor (FL) 
Bass Brown (FL) Castro (TX) 
Beatty Brownley (CA) Chu, Judy 
Becerra Bustos Cicilline 
Bishop (GA) Capuano Clark (MA) 
Blumenauer Cárdenas Clarke (NY) 


Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 

Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
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Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Murphy (FL) 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 


NOES—236 


Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 


Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 

Lieu, Ted 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
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Marchant Posey Smith (TX) 
Marino Price, Tom Stefanik 
McCarthy Ratcliffe Stewart 
McCaul Reed Stivers 
McClintock Reichert Stutzman 
McHenry Renacci Thompson (PA) 
McKinley Ribble Thornberry 
McMorris Rice (SC) Tiberi 

Rodgers Rigell Tipton 
McSally Roby Trott 
Meadows Roe (TN) Turner 
Meehan Rogers (AL) Upton 
Messer Rogers (KY) Valadao 
Mica Rohrabacher Wagner 
Miller (FL) Rokita Walberg 
Miller (MI) Rooney (FL) Walden 
Moolenaar Ros-Lehtinen Walker 
Mooney (WV) Roskam Walorski 
Mullin Ross Walters, Mimi 
Mulvaney Rothfus Weber (TX) 
Murphy (PA) Rouzer Webster (FL) 
Neugebauer Royce Wenstrup 
Newhouse Russell Westerman 
Nugent Ryan (WI) Westmoreland 
Nunes Salmon Whitfield 
Olson Sanford Williams 
Palazzo Scalise Wilson (SC) 
Palmer Schweikert Wittman 
Paulsen Scott, Austin Womack 
Pearce Sensenbrenner Woodall 
Perry Sessions Yoder 
Pittenger Shimkus Yoho 
Pitts Shuster Young (AK) 
Poe (TX) Simpson Young (IA) 
Poliquin Smith (MO) Young (IN) 
Polis Smith (NE) Zeldin 
Pompeo Smith (NJ) Zinke 

NOT VOTING—23 
Allen Chaffetz Moulton 
Bera Clay Nadler 
Beyer Cleaver Napolitano 
Blackburn Conyers Noem 
Brat Crawford Rush 
Butterfield Davis, Danny Smith (WA) 
Capps Donovan Tsongas 
Carter (GA) Lewis 
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Messrs. GROTHMAN and TED LIEU 
of California changed their vote from 
“aye” to RO? 

Messrs. MASSIE, JONES, Ms. 
KUSTER, Messrs. DOGGETT and 
GENE GREEN of Texas changed their 
vote from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 261, 
had | been present, | would have voted “yes.” 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Thursday, 
May 21, 2015, | was absent during rollcall vote 
No. 261. Had | been present, | would have 
voted “aye” on the Edwards Amendment to 
H.R. 2262, Spurring Private Aerospace Com- 
petitiveness and Entrepreneurship Act of 
2015. 

Stated against: 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 261 | 
was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “no.” 

Mr. BRAT. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 261 | 
was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “no.” 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Chair, on roll- 
call No. 261 | was unavoidably detained. Had 
| been present, | would have voted “nay.” 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs. 
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BLACK) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
STEWART, Acting Chair of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com- 
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 2262) to facilitate a pro- 
growth environment for the developing 
commercial space industry by encour- 
aging private sector investment and 
creating more stable and predictable 
regulatory conditions, and for other 
purposes, and, pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 273, he reported the bill back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak- 
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on passage of the bill will 
be followed by a 5-minute vote on adop- 
tion of House Resolution 274. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 284, nays 
133, not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 262] 


YEAS—284 
Abraham Capuano Dold 
Aderholt Cardenas Duffy 
Aguilar Carney Duncan (SC) 
Allen Carter (GA) Duncan (TN) 
Amodei Carter (TX) Ellmers (NC) 
Ashford Castro (TX) Emmer (MN) 
Babin Chabot Farenthold 
Barletta Clawson (FL) Fattah 
Barr Coffman Fincher 
Barton Cole Fitzpatrick 
Benishek Collins (GA) Fleischmann 
Bilirakis Collins (NY) Fleming 
Bishop (MI) Comstock Flores 
Bishop (UT) Conaway Forbes 
Black Cook Fortenberry 
Blum Cooper Foxx 
Blumenauer Costa Franks (AZ) 
Bost Costello (PA) Frelinghuysen 
Boustany Cramer Garamendi 
Brady (TX) Crenshaw Garrett 
Brat Cuellar Gibbs 
Bridenstine Culberson Gibson 
Brooks (AL) Curbelo (FL) Gohmert 
Brooks (IN) Davis, Rodney Goodlatte 
Buchanan Delaney Gosar 
Buck DelBene Gowdy 
Bucshon Denham Graham 
Burgess Dent Granger 
Bustos DeSantis Graves (GA) 
Byrne DesJarlais Graves (LA) 
Calvert Diaz-Balart Graves (MO) 


Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 

Guthrie 

Hahn 

Hanna 

Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 

Hartzler 

Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 

Hill 

Himes 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 

Hurt (VA) 

Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
Kilmer 

Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Larsen (WA) 
Latta 

Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 


Adams 
Amash 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Butterfield 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 


Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 


NAYS—133 


DeGette 
DeLauro 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Grayson 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Hinojosa 
Honda 


Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 

Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 

Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 

Vela 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Jeffries 

Johnson (GA) 

Johnson, E. B. 

Jones 

Kaptur 

Keating 

Kelly (IL) 

Kennedy 

Kildee 

Kuster 

Langevin 

Larson (CT) 

Lawrence 

Lee 

Levin 

Lewis 

Loebsack 

Lofgren 

Lowey 

Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 

Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 

Lynch 

Maloney, 
Carolyn 

Massie 

Matsui 

McCollum 
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McDermott Richmond Takano 
McGovern Roybal-Allard Thompson (CA) 
McNerney Rush Thompson (MS) 
Meeks Ryan (OH) Titus 
Meng Sanchez, Linda Tonko 
Moore T. Torres 
Moulton Sanchez, Loretta Wan Hollen 
Neal Sarbanes 
Norcross Schakowsky he ae 
Pallone Scott (VA) Visclosky 
Pascrell Scott, David 
Payne Serrano Wasserman 
Pelosi Sewell (AL) Schultz 
Pingree Sherman Waters, Maxine 
Pocan Sires Watson Coleman 
Price (NC) Slaughter Welch 
Quigley Speier Wilson (FL) 
Rangel Takai Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 
Bera Cleaver Nadler 
Blackburn Conyers Napolitano 
Capps Crawford Noem 
Chaffetz Davis, Danny Smith (WA) 
Clay Donovan Tsongas 

1248 


Mr. MOULTON changed his vote from 
“yea” to “nay.” 

So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker, on 
Thursday, May 21st, 2015, | was absent dur- 
ing rollcall vote No. 262. Had | been present, 
| would have voted “nay” on passage of H.R. 
2262, Spurring Private Aerospace Competi- 
tiveness and Entrepreneurship Act of 2015. 


EE 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1335, STRENGTHENING 
FISHING COMMUNITIES AND IN- 
CREASING FLEXIBILITY IN FISH- 
ERIES MANAGEMENT ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the vote on adop- 
tion of the resolution (H. Res. 274) pro- 
viding for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 1335) to amend the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act to provide flexibility 
for fishery managers and stability for 
fishermen, and for other purposes, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
question is on the resolution. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays 
174, not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 263] 


The 


YEAS—237 
Abraham Blum Carter (GA) 
Aderholt Bost Carter (TX) 
Allen Boustany Chabot 
Amash Brady (TX) Clawson (FL) 
Amodei Brat Coffman 
Babin Bridenstine Cole 
Barletta Brooks (AL) Collins (GA) 
Barr Brooks (IN) Collins (NY) 
Barton Buchanan Comstock 
Benishek Buck Conaway 
Bilirakis Bucshon Cook 
Bishop (MI) Burgess Costello (PA) 
Bishop (UT) Byrne Cramer 
Black Calvert Crenshaw 
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Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 


Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 


NAYS—174 


Clarke (NY) 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Costa 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
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Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 

Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Farr 

Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 


Jones Meeks Schiff 
Kaptur Meng Schrader 
Keating Moore Scott (VA) 
Kelly (IL) Moulton Scott, David 
Kennedy Murphy (FL) Serrano 
Kildee Neal Sewell (AL) 
Kilmer Nolan Sherman 
Kirkpatrick Norcross Sires 
Kuster O’Rourke Slaucht 
; ghter 
Langevin Pallone Speier 
Larsen (WA) Pascrell peler 
Larson (CT) Payne Swalwell (CA) 
Lawrence Pelosi Takai 
Lee Perlmutter Takano 
Levin Peters Thompson (CA) 
Lewis Peterson Thompson (MS) 
Lieu, Ted Pingree Titus 
Lipinski Pocan Tonko 
Loebsack Polis Torres 
Lofgren Price (NC) Van Hollen 
Lowey Quigley Vargas 
Lujan Grisham Rangel Veasey 
(NM) Rice (NY) Vela 
Lujan, Ben Ray Richmond Velázquez 
(NM) Roybal-Allard Visclosky 
Lynch Ruiz Walz 
Maloney, Ruppersberger Wasserman 
Carolyn Rush s 
chultz 
Maloney, Sean Ryan (OH) F 
Matsui Sanchez, Linda Waters, Maxine 
McCollum T. Watson Coleman 
McDermott Sanchez, Loretta Welch 
McGovern Sarbanes Wilson (FL) 
McNerney Schakowsky Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—21 
Bera Courtney Lowenthal 
Blackburn Crawford Nadler 
Capps Davis, Danny Napolitano 
Chaffetz Donovan Noem 
Clay Duncan (TN) Russell 
Cleaver Hinojosa Smith (WA) 
Conyers Kind Tsongas 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker, on 
Thursday, May 21st, 2015, | was absent dur- 
ing rollcall vote No. 263. Had | been present, 
| would have voted “nay” on agreeing to the 
resolution H. Res. 274, Providing for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 1335) to amend the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act to provide flexibility for fish- 
ery managers and stability for fishermen, and 
for other purposes. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, | was not able to 
be present for the following rollcall votes on 
May 20 and May 21, 2015 and would like the 
record to reflect that | would have voted as fol- 


lows: rollcall No. 250: “no,” rollcall No. 251: 
“no,” rollcall No. 252: “yes,” rollcall No. 253: 
“no,” rollcall No. 254: “yes,” rollcall No. 255: 
“yes,” rollcall No. 256: “yes,” rollcall No. 257: 
“yes,” rollcall No. 258: “no,” rollcall No. 259: 
“yes,” rollcall No. 260: “yes,” rollcall No. 261: 
“yes,” rollcall No. 262: “yes,” rollcall No. 263: 


“no.” 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, | regrettably 
missed votes on May 20th and May 21st, 
2015. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“no” on rollcall No. 258, “yes” on rollcall No. 
259, “no” on rollcall No. 260, “yes” on rollcall 
No. 261, “no” on rollcall No. 262, and “no” on 
rollcall No. 263. 
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REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1622 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that Representa- 
tive ADAM SCHIFF be removed as a Co- 
sponsor of H.R. 1622. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROUZER). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 


EEE 


COMMUNICATION FROM CHAIR OF 
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPOR- 
TATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Chair of the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure; which was read and, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM- 
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, May 21, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

The Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: On May 20, 2015, pursu- 
ant to sections 3307 and 3315(b) of Title 40, 
United States Code, the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure met in 
open session to consider two building project 
survey resolutions and one resolution that 
amends a resolution approved by the Com- 
mittee on February 12, 2015, and which was 
included in the General Services Administra- 
tion’s (GSA) Fiscal Year 2015 Capital Invest- 
ment and Leasing Program. 

The Committee continues to work to cut 
waste and the cost of federal property and 
leases. The two building project surveys es- 
tablish clear timetables on reviews GSA is 
currently undertaking to address space 
emergencies. The amended resolution incor- 
porates additional information provided to 
the Committee by GSA with respect to 
leased space that will ultimately be released 
and consolidated into government-owned 
space. 

I have enclosed copies of the resolutions 
adopted by the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure on May 20, 2015. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 
Chairman. 
Enclosures. 


COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


BUILDING PROJECT SURVEY—UNITED STATES 
COURTHOUSE AND FEDERAL OFFICE BUILDING, 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FLORIDA 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that, pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 
§3315(b), the Administrator of General Serv- 
ices shall investigate the feasibility and need 
to construct or acquire a replacement facil- 
ity to house the United States District Court 
for the Southern District of Florida and 
other Federal agencies, located in Ft. Lau- 
derdale, Florida. The analysis shall include a 
full and complete evaluation including, but 
not limited to: (i) the identification and cost 
of potential sites and (ii) 30-year present 
value evaluations of all options, including 
Federal construction, exchange, purchase 
(including lease with an option to purchase 
or purchase contract), and lease. The Admin- 
istrator shall submit a report to Congress 
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within 120 days of the date of adoption of 
this resolution. 


COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 


BUILDING PROJECT SURVEY—U.S. DISTRICT 
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLOR- 
IDA, PENSACOLA, FLORIDA 


Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to Title 40 U.S.C. 
§3315(b), the Administrator of General Serv- 
ices shall investigate and identify a long- 
term space solution for the courthouse lo- 
cated at 1 N. Palafox Street in Pensacola, 
Florida to address the space emergency of 
the U.S. District Court for the Northern Dis- 
trict of Florida. The analysis shall include a 
full and complete evaluation including, but 
not limited to: (i) the identification and cost 
of potential options and (ii) 30 year present 
value evaluations of all options, including 
acceptance of the offer to donate the current 
building, repair and acquisition. The Admin- 
istrator shall submit a report to Congress 
within 120 days. 
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AMENDED COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
LEASE—FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, 85 
10TH AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. $3307, 
appropriations are authorized for lease ex- 
tensions of up to 168,000 rentable square feet 
of space for the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion Joint Terrorism Task Force currently 
located at 85 10th Avenue in New York, New 
York at a proposed total annual cost of 
$14,616,000 for a lease term of up to 5 years, 
a prospectus, as amended by this resolution, 
for which is attached to and included in this 
resolution. This resolution amends amounts 
authorized in the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure resolution of Feb- 
ruary 12, 2015. 

Approval of this prospectus constitutes au- 
thority to execute an interim lease for all 
tenants, if necessary, prior to the execution 
of the new lease. 

Provided that, the Administrator of General 
Services and tenant agencies agree to apply 
an overall utilization rate of 218 square feet 
or less per person. 

Provided that, except for interim leases as 
described above, the Administrator may not 
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enter into any leases that are below pro- 
spectus level for the purposes of meeting any 
of the requirements, or portions thereof, in- 
cluded in the prospectus that would result in 
an overall utilization rate of 218 square feet 
or higher per person. 

Provided that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the Administrator shall include 
in the lease contract(s) a purchase option 
that can be exercised at the conclusion of 
the firm term of the lease. 

Provided further, that the Administrator 
shall require that the delineated area of the 
procurement is identical to the delineated 
area included in the prospectus, except that, 
if the Administrator determines that the de- 
lineated area of the procurement should not 
be identical to the delineated area included 
in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives 
prior to exercising any lease authority pro- 
vided in this resolution. 

Provided further, that the General Services 
Administration shall not delegate to any 
other agency the authority granted by this 
resolution. 
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GSA PBS 


PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
85 10 AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 


Prospectus Number: PN'Y-02-NY15 
Congressional District: 8 


Executive Summary 
The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes lease extensions of up to five years for 


168,000 rentable square feet of space for the Federal Bureau of Investigation Joint Terrorism 
Task Force (FBI) currently located at 85 10" Avenue in New York, NY. FBI has occupied space 
in the building since 2005 under two leases that will expire January 17 and June 5, 2015. The 
long-term plan is to relocate FBI from 85 Tenth Avenue to government-owned space; a lease 
extension is needed as space is vacated and readied at the Government-owned location, GSA will 
attempt to secure flexibility and the right to terminate the entire lease periodically within the five 


year term. 


Extension of the current leases will enable FBI to provide continued housing for its personnel 
and meet its current mission requirements. FBI will maintain its current office utilization rate 
of 148 USF per person and its overall utilization rate of 21.8 USF per person. 


Description 


Occupants: Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Lease Type: Lease Extension 

Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF): 168,000 

Proposed Maximum RSF: 168,000 

Expansion/Reduction RSF; 0 


Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 218 
Proposed Usable Square Feet/Person: 218 


Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 5 

Expiration Date of Current Leases: 1/17/2015 and 6/5/ 2015 

Proposed Delineated Area: 85 Tenth Avenue New York, NY 

Number of Official Parking Spaces: 0 

Scoring: Operating Lease 

Maximum Proposed Rental Rate!: $ 68.00 per RSF 

Proposed Total Annual Cost’: $ 11,424,000 

Current Total Annual Cost: $ 7,589,152 (leases effective 1/18/2005 and 
6/06/2005) 


"This estimate is for fiscal year 2015 and may be escalated by 1.9 percent annually to the effective date of the lease to account for 
inflation, The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the 
Government, OSA will conduct the procurement using prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for negotiating this. tease 
extension to ensure that lease award is mado in the best interest of the government. Lease award shall not execed the maximum 


rental rate as specified in this prospectus, 
Any new lease may contain an aanval escalatión clause to provide for increases or decreases in real-esiate faxes and operating 
costs, 
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PROSPECTUS ~ LEASE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
85 107 AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 


Prospectus Number; PNY-02-NY15 
Congressional District: 8 


Justification . 

The leases at 85 10” Avenue will expire January 17 and June 5, 2015. FBI requires continued 
housing at this location to carry out its mission until it can relocate its personnel and operations 
to government-owned space. A five-year lease extension is needed to protect occupancy until 
such time as space is vacated and readied for PBI at a government-owned facility. 


Resolutions of Approval i 
Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and the 


Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will constitute 
approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the required rentable 
area. 


Interim Leasing 
GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued housing of 


the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the extension. It is in the best interest of the 
Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on sepbeaber: 42 70 


Recommended: i 
Commissioner, Public Buildings Service ~ 
Te ) E y 1 ga 
; wae EN i/ AAT ad 
Approved: Z 


Administrator, General Services Administration 
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Committee on Crangportation avd Infrastructure 

W.S. House of Representatives 
Bill Shuster Washington, AG 20915 Peter A, Ue Basia 
Chairman Ranking Member 


COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 
Christopher E, Bertram, Bull Director : Katherine W. erick, Deinacratic Kraf Director 
LEASE 
TEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
85 10 AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 
PNY-02-NY15 


Resolved by the Connnittee on Transportation aud Infrastructure of the US. House of Representatives, that 
pursuant to 40 U.S.C, §3307, appropriations are authorized for lease extensions of up to 168,000 rentable square 
feet of space for the Federal Bureau of Investigation Joint Terrorism Task Force currently located at 85 10" 
Avenue in New York, New York at a proposed total annual cost of $13,776,000 for a lease term of up to 5 years, 
a prospectus, as amended by this resolution, for which is attached to and included in this resolution. 


Approval of this prospectus constitutes authority to excoute an interim lease for all tenants, if necessary, prior to 
the execution of the new lease, 


Provided that, the Administrator of General Services and tenant agencies agree to apply an overall utilization rate 
of 218 square feet or Jess per person. 


Provided that, except for interim leases as described above, the Administrator may not enter into any leases that 
are below prospectus level for the purposes of meeting any of the requirements, or portions thereof, included in 
the prospectus that would result in an overall utilization rate of 218 square feet or higher per person, 


Provided that, to the maximum extent practicable, the Administrator shall include in the lease contract(s) a 
purchase option that can be exercised at the conclusion of the firm term of the lease, 


Provided further, that the Administrator shall require that the delineated area of the procurement is identical to the 
delineated area included in the prospectus, except that, ifthe Administrator determines that the delineated arca of 
the procurement should not be identical to the delineated area included in the prospectus, the Administrator shall 
provide an explanatory statement to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives prior to exercising any lease authority provided in this resolution. 


Provided further, that the General Services Administration shall not delegate to any other agency the authority 
granted by this resolution. 


Adopted: February 12, 2015 


a 


Bill Shuster, M,C. 
Chairman 
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PROSPECTUS — LEASE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
85 107 AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 
Prospectus Number: PNY-02-NY15 
Congressional District: 8 
Executive Summary 


The General Services Administration (GSA) proposes lease extensions of up to five years for 
168,000 rentable square feet of space for the Federal Bureau of Investigation Joint Terrorism 
Task Force (FBI) currently located at 85 10" Avenue in New York, NY. FBI has occupied space 
in the building since 2005 under two leases that will expire January 17 and June 5, 2015, The 
long-term plan is to relocate FBI from 85 Tenth Avenue to government-owned space; a lease 
extension is needed as space is vacated and readied at the Government-owned location, GSA will 
attempt to secure flexibility and the right to terminate the entire lease periodically within the five 
year term. 


Extension of the current leases will enable FBI to provide continued housing for its personnel 
and meet ifs current mission requirements, FBI will maintain its current office utilization rate 
of 148 USF per person and its overall utilization rate of 218 USF per person. 


Description 


_ Occupants: Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Lease Type: Lease Extension 
Current Rentable Square Feet (RSF): 168,000 
Proposed Maximum RSF; 168,000 
Expansion/Reduction RSF: 0 
Current Usable Square Feet/Person: 218 
Proposed Usable Square Feet/Person; 218 
Proposed Maximum Lease Term: 5 
Expiration Date of Current Leases; 1/17/2015 and 6/57 2015 
Proposed Delineated Area; 85 Tenth Avenue New York, NY 
Number of Official Parking Spaces: 0 
Scoring: Operating Lease 
Maximum Proposed Rental Rate!: $ 68.00 per RSF 
Proposed Total Annual Cost”: $ 11,424,000 


Current Total Annual Cost: 


$ 7,589,152 (leases effective 1/18/2005 and 
6/06/2005) 


"This estimate is for fiscal year 2015 and may be escalated by 1,9 percent annually to the effective date of the lease to account for 
inflation. The proposed rental rate is fully serviced including all operating expenses whether paid by the lessor or directly by the 
Government, GSA will conduct the procurement using. prevailing market rental rates as a benchmark for negotiating this lease 
extension to ensure that lease award is made in the best interest of the government, Lease award shall not exceed the maximum 
rental rateas specified in this prospectus, 

Any new lease may contain an annual escalation clause to provide for increases or decreases in real estate taxes and operating 
costs, 
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l PROSPECTUS -~ LEASE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
85 10°" AVENUE, NEW YORK, NY 


Prospectus Number: PNY-02-NY15 
Congressional District: 8 


Justification 

The leases at 85 10" Avenue will expire January 17 and June 5, 2015, FBI requires continued 
housing at this location to carry out its mission until it can relocate its personnel and operations 
to government-owned space. A five-year lease extension is needed to protect occupancy until 
such time as space is vacated and readied for FBI at a government-owned facility. 


Resolutions of Approval 
Resolutions adopted by the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure and the 


Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works approving this prospectus will constitute 
approval to make appropriations to lease space in a facility that will yield the required rentable 
area, 


Interim Leasing 
GSA will execute such interim leasing actions as are necessary to ensure continued housing of 


the tenant agency prior to the effective date of the extension. It is in the best interest of the 
Government to avert the financial risk of holdover tenancy. 


Certification of Need 


The proposed project is the best solution to meet a validated Government need. 


Submitted at Washington, DC, on Repremotr <M a 


Pi 


Fa i Poy e 
Recommended: __ YA a __ 


Commissioner, Public Buildings Service 


Ea 2 Sg eF A a 
y J E Q E A i Ma 
ie : 


ETA General Services Administration 


Approved: 
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There was no objection. 


HONORING BRAVE SOUTHERN ARI- 
ZONANS WHO MADE THE ULTI- 
MATE SACRIFICE IN SERVICE TO 
OUR COUNTRY 


(Ms. MCSALLY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. McSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the men and women 
from southern Arizona who have given 
their lives in service to our country. 

Countless southern Arizonans have 
bravely raised their right hands and 
volunteered to make the defense of our 
Nation their responsibility. Some have 
made the ultimate sacrifice. 

Their stories of bravery and selfless- 
ness are remembered every day by 
those who knew and loved them—sto- 
ries like that of U.S. Army Command 
Master Sergeant Martin R. Barreras, 
who graduated from Sunnyside High 
School and was killed in Afghanistan 
in 2014; or of U.S. Army Specialist 
Christian M. Adams, a native of Sierra 
Vista, who was killed in Afghanistan in 
2010; or of U.S. Air Force Senior Air- 
man Benjamin D. White, who was based 
at Davis-Monthan Air Force Base and 
was killed when his helicopter was shot 
down in Afghanistan in 2010. 

These are just some of the many sto- 
ries of brave southern Arizonans who 
fought and died to preserve our way of 
life. Their sacrifices remind us this 
weekend and every day that freedom is 
never free. 

Have a meaningful Memorial Day. 


i_n 


BRAIN TUMOR AWARENESS 
MONTH 


(Mr. KENNEDY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of Brain Tumor 
Awareness Month. 

Every single year, nearly 70,000 peo- 
ple in our country will be diagnosed 
with a brain tumor. Tragically, over 
4,000 of them will be children. By the 
end of this year, roughly 14,000 Ameri- 
cans will lose their lives due to a brain 
tumor. 

Like many others across this coun- 
try, my family has also been touched 
by this painful disease, but for patients 
and their loved ones, hope persists, 
whether through increased funding for 
NIH research, which just passed the 
Energy and Commerce Committee this 
morning, or through the tireless efforts 
of nonprofit organizations like the Na- 
tional Brain Tumor Society. 

We should not and cannot accept the 
notion that a brain tumor is untreat- 
able any longer. This month and every 
month, we must support the efforts of 
our scientists, doctors, and advocates 
as they search for new treatment op- 
tions to develop new cures. 
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HONORING OUR MEN AND WOMEN 
OF THE ARMED FORCES ON ME- 
MORIAL DAY 


(Mr. BISHOP of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to reflect on what Me- 
morial Day means to our country and 
to honor our men and women of the 
Armed Forces. 

Our Nation has always stood strong 
on its founding principle of freedom, 
but it has taken wars and generations 
of brave, selfless individuals to pre- 
serve and defend it. 

For their service, we are eternally 
grateful. We are especially mindful of 
those who have made the ultimate sac- 
rifice for our country and of the fact 
that freedom is not free. Their valiant 
acts in the line of duty have kept our 
families safe, both at home and abroad, 
and there are no words for the grati- 
tude we hold in our hearts today and 
always. 

As we spend time this weekend with 
our loved ones on this great American 
holiday, please keep our active and 
fallen servicemen and -women in your 
thoughts and prayers, and we pray for 
those currently serving that they re- 
turn home safely. 

Happy Memorial Day, and God bless 
the United States of America. 


EE 


1300 


CONGRATULATIONS TO FORT 
WORTH INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 
DISTRICT’S HUSBAND AND WIFE 
TEACHER OF THE YEAR 


(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Mario Pureco- 
Razo and Maria Ceron-Ponce, the first 
husband and wife to have ever been 
named as teachers of the year at their 
respective schools. Mario and Maria 
immigrated to the United States from 
Mexico to become bilingual educators. 

Maria, who teaches dual language for 
third grade at Glen Park Elementary 
School, and Mario, who teaches dual 
language pre-K at Mitchell Boulevard 
Elementary School, one of the many 
elementary schools I attended in Fort 
Worth ISD, have both proudly served 
the district for 7 years. 

While each present a different style 
of teaching in the classroom, both ex- 
emplify the dedication and passion 
needed to shape the minds and lives of 
our youngest members of society. 

Although we should recognize the 
hard work of all the teachers that per- 
form on behalf of their students each 
and every day, today I want to recog- 
nize Maria and Mario’s unique achieve- 
ment. 

It brings me great pride to represent 
the teachers of Texas’ 33rd Congres- 
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sional District, and I wish Mario and 
Maria continued success. 

Congratulations on this outstanding 
achievement. 


ete 
NATIONAL FOSTER CARE MONTH 


(Mr. ROONEY of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. ROONEY of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to recognize May as Na- 
tional Foster Care Month. 

Before I came to Congress, I was the 
CEO of a home for abused, neglected, 
and abandoned children called 
HomeSafe. In addition to providing a 
caring home for children in need, our 
staff and volunteers helped connect 
them with foster families, whom we 
also helped certify. 

I saw firsthand the struggles that 
children face when they don’t have a 
safe and permanent home. I saw what a 
remarkable difference it could make 
when they found a stable and loving 
family, and I saw the incredible joy 
that these children brought to the lives 
of their foster families, our staff and 
volunteers, and everyone who worked 
to support them. 

All children deserve a safe, loving, 
and permanent home. We must con- 
tinue to work together to make that 
goal a reality for the 400,000 children in 
our foster care system. 


Ee 


ON-THE-JOB TRAINING TAX 
CREDIT OF 2015 


(Mr. AGUILAR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, since 
taking office, my top priority has been 
to support policies that improve our 
economy and strengthen the Inland 
Empire’s middle class. 

Last month I released my jobs plan, 
summarizing what I have heard from 
small-business owners, job seekers, and 
community leaders throughout San 
Bernardino County. Among the many 
issues people face is the skills gap, the 
disconnect that exists between poten- 
tial employees and the available job 
market demands of those who possess 
specific or technical skills. That was 
one of the biggest problems that I 
heard. 

That is why yesterday I introduced 
the On-the-Job Training Tax Credit of 
2015, a bill that creates a temporary 
tax credit for employers to use to help 
pay for the costs of training new hires. 
This will enable local owners to expand 
their businesses and empower employ- 
ees with critical skills to help them 
succeed in the 21st century economy. 

Through apprenticeship programs, 
vocational schools, community col- 
leges, and more, job seekers who have 
been locked out of today’s economy 
will be retrained and brought back into 
the fold in the Inland Empire’s econ- 
omy. 
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Studies tell us that approximately 
3% million manufacturing jobs will be 
open over the next 10 years, but we will 
only be able to fill 2 million of them 
due to the skills gap. It is time to re- 
train our workforce and build up the 
middle class. This bill will help us do 
just that. 


—_ A 


CONGRESS MUST ADDRESS SEC- 
TION 702 OF THE FISA AMEND- 
MENTS ACT 


(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
PATRIOT Act was designed to protect 
us from terrorists abroad. Now we have 
learned that section 215 of the PA- 
TRIOT Act has been abused by the 
NSA, and it is spying on Americans, 
taking metadata. 

But there is more. There is another 
law. The FISA Amendments Act of 
2008, section 702, allows the seizure, 
without a warrant, of the content of 
emails, text messages, and phone calls 
by our government. Congress must ad- 
dress this, as it has addressed section 
215 of the PATRIOT Act. It also allows, 
under 702, the backdoor search; in 
other words, NSA can go into Google 
and seize information about Americans 
without a warrant. 

NSA cannot be trusted to protect and 
follow America's laws that protect our 
privacy. This Soviet-style surveillance 
on Americans has got to stop. The 
right of privacy is sacred. 

I have introduced, along with ZOE 
LOFGREN, a bipartisan bill to eliminate 
section 702 so that Americans are pro- 
tected. We cannot allow the bruising of 
the Fourth Amendment by the snoop- 
ing NSA under the false claim of na- 
tional security. If you have probable 
cause to seize that information, get a 
warrant under the Constitution of the 
United States. 

And that is just the way it is. 


— A 


COMMEMORATING THE 50TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD START 


(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to commemorate the 50th anni- 
versary of the Head Start program, 
which has served more than 30 million 
American children. 

As a former Head Start teacher, I 
know firsthand what access to edu- 
cation and a hearty breakfast can do 
for a child. Head Start has introduced 
millions of children to learning; and, as 
a result, many of them have gone on to 
earn college degrees and become teach- 
ers, lawyers, doctors, and even elected 
officials. 

Mr. Speaker, without Head Start, 
many children from low-income fami- 
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lies would not receive the nutritional 
and educational services that are so 
important to early childhood develop- 
ment. 

I stand with my colleagues in the 
House and on the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce calling for 
continued funding for this vital pro- 
gram, which has been crucial in im- 
proving the lives of countless deserving 
children across the country. 


EE 
RECOGNIZING PHILIP KIRKWOOD 


(Mr. JOLLY asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize a real American hero who 
risked his life to preserve the freedoms 
we all enjoy today. Yesterday, Navy 
Ace Commander Philip Kirkwood of 
Seminole, Florida, accepted the Con- 
gressional Gold Medal presented to our 
American Fighter Aces. 

Born in New Jersey, Mr. Kirkwood 
enlisted in the U.S. Navy in 1942. Earn- 
ing his Navy wings a year later, Mr. 
Kirkwood joined the VF-10 flying Hell- 
cats off of the USS Enterprise. Mr. 
Kirkwood recorded his first air victory 
over the Caroline Islands in 1944, but it 
would be far from his last. Over his dis- 
tinguished career, Commander Kirk- 
wood recorded 12 confirmed victories 
and 1 probable. 

One of fewer than 80 living fighter 
aces, Commander Kirkwood is deco- 
rated with the Navy Cross, the Distin- 
guished Flying Cross, and the Air 
Medal with five Gold Stars. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
thanking Commander Kirkwood for his 
years of service and his bravery. 

May God bless Philip Kirkwood, and 
may God bless each of our American 
Fighter Aces. 


eS 


RECOGNIZING THE LIFE OF 
BISHOP CURTIS MONTGOMERY 


(Mr. KILMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the life and service 
of Bishop Curtis Montgomery of Ta- 
coma, Washington. 

He was a key leader who shepherded 
Tacoma’s Hilltop neighborhood 
through civil rights struggles and trou- 
bled times. His steadfast leadership and 
staunch belief in the power of commu- 
nity involvement will be remembered 
in the revitalization of this historically 
significant neighborhood. 

His contributions to the Hilltop in- 
clude the establishment of Christ Tem- 
ple Church, which later became Great- 
er Christ Temple Church, and the Oasis 
of Hope Center, a faith-based commu- 
nity outreach center that was the cul- 
mination of Bishop Montgomery’s 
longstanding vision to provide a safe 
and stable place for the community. 
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Scripture tells us that God loves a 
cheerful giver, and it is safe to say that 
God loves Curtis Montgomery and his 
parishioners, who have given so much 
to so many. 

On behalf of his congregation and the 
people of the Hilltop neighborhood in 
Tacoma, Washington, I honor the life- 
time achievements of Bishop Curtis 
Montgomery of Greater Christ Temple 
Church in the Congress of the United 
States. 


EE 
HONORING OUR VETERANS 


(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. McCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, the way that we show grati- 
tude to those who have served in our 
military, the men and women, is to 
honor them, and we will join as a coun- 
try doing so on Memorial Day. 

But we also can show our gratitude 
by making sure that they get the care 
that they need. It has been over a year 
since the long waiting lists at the VA 
were exposed in alarming numbers all 
across the country. We have learned 
just this week that at least $6 billion in 
taxpayers’ money has been lost in ille- 
gal contracts at the VA and of VA em- 
ployees improperly receiving gifts, in- 
cluding room upgrades, meals, lim- 
ousine services, golf, spa, helicopter 
rides, tickets for the Rockets. 

This week the House passed six bills 
that give American veterans the sup- 
port they need, and demands account- 
ability at the VA. We must get an- 
swers, and I am committed to being a 
part of the solution. 

Next week, I will visit the Spokane 
Veterans Hospital and recognize those 
who do work hard to serve our vet- 
erans. Every day we are working to 
support veterans in eastern Wash- 
ington. This week my team attended 
the VA2K relay for homeless veterans 
with military and community and VA 
staff. We are going to continue to work 
with county leaders to address the 
needs of our veterans throughout east- 
ern Washington. 

May God bless all those who have 
served. 


EE 
FIRST COUNTY OF VETERANS 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, on Friday, May 29, I will 
have the privilege of attending a cere- 
mony and play in Warren County, 
Pennsylvania, titled, “Beyond Glory,” 
which will highlight the stories of 
eight Medal of Honor recipients in the 
wars of the 20th century. 

The theme of the evening is First 
County of Veterans, recognizing the 
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fact that Warren County, Pennsyl- 
vania, has the largest veteran popu- 
lation per capita of any county in 
Pennsylvania. I am looking forward to 
celebrating this special evening with 
local veterans who have sacrificed so 
much. 

Mr. Speaker, Memorial Day is right 
around the corner, and as the proud fa- 
ther of an Army soldier and a daugh- 
ter-in-law who is now a veteran, it is 
my privilege to serve our Nation’s vet- 
erans and my honor to recognize those 
who have lost their lives in service to 
our country. 

Memorial Day for many Americans 
has become the holiday that marks the 
start of the summer season, but for the 
men and women who have served in our 
Armed Forces, and in doing so gave 
their lives, we owe them our remem- 
brance and demonstrated appreciation. 

It is my sincere hope that you will 
pause this Memorial Day in remem- 
brance of our fallen soldiers, whose 
courage and bravery sustain our lib- 
erty. 


HONORING JASON KORTZ 


(Mr. COFFMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, Memo- 
rial Day is a day to honor those who 
have made the ultimate sacrifice in de- 
fense of our Nation. I can think of no 
better time to remember one of those 
brave, young men who made the ulti- 
mate sacrifice as he trained to protect 
the values that we as a nation hold so 
dear. 

An elite member of the Naval Special 
Warfare Group 1, Special Warfare Oper- 
ator 38rd Class Jason Kortz distin- 
guished himself consistently through- 
out his life and during his short mili- 
tary career. 

Hailing from Highlands Ranch, Colo- 
rado, he graduated from the University 
of Denver. Most recently, Jason set 
himself apart when he was selected as 
the honor man of his basic underwater 
demolition SEAL class. 

Tragically, this true patriot and con- 
summate professional gave his life in 
defense of our Nation when he died dur- 
ing a training accident on March 18, 
2015. 

On this Memorial Day, please join me 
and the family of Jason Kortz to pause 
and reflect on the ultimate sacrifices 
that warriors like Jason have made to 
uphold all that we value as a nation. 

a — 
1315 
ASTHMA AWARENESS MONTH 

(Mr. ENGEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 


Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, May is 
Asthma Awareness Month. As co-chair 
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of the Congressional Asthma and Al- 
lergy Caucus and a senior member of 
the House Committee on Energy and 
Commerce's Health Subcommittee, I 
want to take this opportunity to bring 
attention to the prevalence of asthma 
in the United States, as well as what 
must be done to control its growth. 

Asthma is one of the most serious 
chronic diseases in the country. It af- 
fects almost 26 million Americans and 
nearly 7 million children. It can cause 
shortness of breath, coughing, wheez- 
ing, chest pain, and even death. 

In my home State of New York, asth- 
ma takes a particularly heavy toll, es- 
pecially in my home county of the 
Bronx. About 390,000 children and 1.4 
million adults in New York have asth- 
ma. The total cost of asthma-related 
hospitalizations in New York in 2007 
was a staggering $535 million. 

I have been a strong supporter of the 
Centers for Disease Control’s National 
Asthma Control Program, which helps 
States implement systems to monitor 
and treat asthma. This program's work 
has resulted in $23.1 billion in asthma 
healthcare costs since 2001. 

We must continue to increase aware- 
ness and preventative measures to help 
people manage their disease. We must 
work collaboratively across sectors to 
address the burden that asthma cre- 
ates. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with my colleagues in a bipartisan 
fashion to ensure that adults and chil- 
dren across the United States can live 
healthier and more successful lives and 
that we can conquer the scourge of 
asthma. 


— 


TRIBUTE TO MAJOR GENERAL R. 
MARTIN UMBARGER 


(Mr. ROKITA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a distinguished Hoosier 
and American, Major General R. Mar- 
tin Umbarger, the Adjutant General of 
Indiana, who is retiring after 11 years 
as the leader of the Indiana Guard Re- 
serve and the Indiana Army and Air 
National Guard. 

Major General Umbarger’s distin- 
guished career in the military spans 
five decades and began when he en- 
listed as a soldier in the Indiana Army 
National Guard in 1969. 

As secretary of state, I had the privi- 
lege of working with Major General 
Umbarger to protect Hoosiers serving 
in the military, both out of State and 
overseas, by promoting and improving 
absentee voting processes. 

As Indiana’s Fourth District Rep- 
resentative, I have also worked with 
Major General Umbarger on legislation 
which would study the structure of our 
military and how Reserve components 
can be best utilized. 


7669 


In short, Major General Umbarger is 
one of the most accomplished adjutant 
generals in the country and a valuable 
leader in Indiana and the USA. He has 
led our National Guard and served our 
State and Nation with integrity and 
distinction over his 45-year military 
career. 

I would like to thank Major General 
Umbarger for his selfless service and 
wish him well in his retirement. 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO JOE GALUSKI 


(Mr. KATKO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to the life of Joe 
Galuski, a beloved central New York 
broadcaster who spent more than 25 
years on air on WSYR radio. 

Known for his ability to discuss with 
knowledge any topic presented to him, 
Joe faithfully kept our community up- 
dated on the latest local stories and 
provided us with news from around the 
Nation. 

A legend in central New York radio, 
Joe Galuski is fondly recognized by the 
thousands of listeners who tuned in re- 
ligiously on morning commutes and to 
hear him on SU football's pre- and 
postgame talk shows. 

Joe was more than a radio host; he 
had the power to communicate and en- 
tertain and became a large part of the 
lives of many of his listeners. He was a 
gracious and tough interviewer who 
was quick with a joke. His personality, 
sense of humor, and intelligence could 
always be heard in his voice. 

Joe Galuski was loved by central 
New York, a community he cared deep- 
ly about. His spirit as the voice of our 
community will not be forgotten by his 
family, friends, colleagues, and lis- 
teners. 


—_ A 


TRIBUTE TO WILLIAM THOMAS 
KIRCHHOFF, JR. 


(Mr. PERRY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, today, I 
pay homage to the legacy of a man who 
not only resided in Pennsylvania's 
Fourth Congressional District, but 
much more importantly, a man who 
served the Commonwealth and our Na- 
tion with pride, as an exemplary busi- 
nessman, phenomenal athlete, and true 
patriot. 

William Thomas Kirchhoff, Jr., was a 
standout quarterback for Lafayette 
College, eventually being inducted into 
their hall of fame. After college, Tom 
continued on to the NFL, being signed 
by the Philadelphia Eagles. 

While he is known in Pennsylvania as 
a great athlete, Tom is know by his 
family and community as a great man. 
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His fierce quest to live a full life and 
raise a happy family, despite his strug- 
gle with ALS, is beyond inspirational. 
In fact, his attitude and drive should 
inspire every citizen to live fully, com- 
pletely, and with a purpose, despite the 
challenges that may confront them. 

Tom physically may have left us on 
March 10, 2015, but his soul, spirit, and 
legacy will endure. To his devoted wife, 
Staci, and their four children—Tommy, 
Sam, Brynley, and Ty—on behalf of the 
Commonwealth and the Nation, thank 
you. Thank you for sharing Tom’s all 
too short but extremely meaningful 
life with us. 

I am truly honored and humbled to 
be even a small part of the recognition 
of a truly great American. 

Tom, we wish you Godspeed. 


EE 


CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 
AND CHOICE IMPROVEMENT ACT 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be dis- 
charged from further consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2496) to extend the au- 
thorization for the replacement of the 
existing Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs Medical Center in Denver, Colo- 
rado, to make certain improvements in 
the Veterans Access, Choice, and Ac- 
countability Act of 2014, and for other 
purposes, and ask for its immediate 
consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado (Mr. COFFMAN)? 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Reserving the 
right to object, I do not object, but I do 
want to thank my colleague from Colo- 
rado concerning what will be a short 
time to continue negotiations to finish 
our hospital in the Denver area. 

AS we come into this Memorial Day 
weekend, veterans in the Rocky Moun- 
tain West have waited 15 years for this 
hospital to be built. Substantial con- 
struction has taken place. Any further 
delay just delays delivering good serv- 
ices—great services—to our veterans. 

We need to continue to move this 
along. The fact that we are moving be- 
yond Memorial Day, keeping this 
project going forward, without 
mothballing it, is a step in the right di- 
rection; but, Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
majority and the Republican leadership 
to work with the VA to get this fin- 
ished, so that we can provide the best 
medical care possible, similar to what 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS was talking 
about at her hospital in Washington. 
We want that same thing in Denver, 
Colorado. 

We need to finish this hospital as 
soon as possible. 

I withdraw my reservation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman withdraws his reservation. 

Is there objection to the original re- 
quest of the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. COFFMAN)? 
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There was no objection. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 2496 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Construc- 
tion Authorization and Choice Improvement 
Act”. 

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION FOR 
MAJOR MEDICAL FACILITY CON- 
STRUCTION PROJECT PREVIOUSLY 
AUTHORIZED. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs may carry out the replacement 
of the existing Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs Medical Center in Denver, Colorado, in 
fiscal year 2015, in an amount not to exceed 
$900,000,000. 

(b) LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.— 
Notwithstanding section 8104(c) of title 38, 
United States Code, or any other provision of 
law, funds may not be obligated or expended 
for the project described in subsection (a) in 
an amount that would cause the total 
amount obligated for that project to exceed 
the amount specified in the law for that 
project (or would add to total obligations ex- 
ceeding such specified amount). 

SEC. 3. CLARIFICATION OF DISTANCE REQUIRE- 
MENT FOR EXPANDED AVAILABILITY 
OF HOSPITAL CARE AND MEDICAL 
SERVICES FOR VETERANS THROUGH 
THE USE OF AGREEMENTS WITH 
NON-DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS ENTITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 101(b)(2) of the 
Veterans Access, Choice, and Accountability 
Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-146; 38 U.S.C. 1701 
note) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘(as 
calculated based on distance traveled)” after 
‘40 miles”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (D)(ii), by striking sub- 
clause (II), and inserting the following new 
subclause (II): 

““(II) faces an unusual or excessive burden 
in traveling to such a medical facility of the 
Department based on— 

““(aa) geographical challenges; 

““(bb) environmental factors, such as roads 
that are not accessible to the general public, 
traffic, or hazardous weather; 

““(cc) a medical condition that impacts the 
ability to travel; or 

““(dd) other factors, as determined by the 
Secretary.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act and 
apply with respect to care or services pro- 
vided on or after such date. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 


EE 


HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 


EEE 
BENGHAZI ATTACK 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
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uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
nearly 3 years, on September 11 and 12, 
2012, the United States facilities in 
Benghazi, Libya, were the target of ter- 
rorist attacks. These attacks resulted 
in the deaths of four Americans: Sean 
Smith; Tyrone Woods; Glen Doherty; 
and the U.S. Ambassador to Libya, 
Chris Stevens, as well as two other 
Americans critically injured. 

It comes at a time close to Memorial 
Day, when this country can honor 
these individuals that gave their life 
and their service not just for this coun- 
try, but for the freedom and democracy 
around the world of others. 

The gravity of the attacks raise seri- 
ous questions regarding the U.S. pres- 
ence in Benghazi, Libya, particularly 
as those questions related to the poli- 
cies, decisions, and activities of the ad- 
ministration and relevant executive 
branch agencies before, during, and 
after the attacks. 

For nearly 2 years, Congress sought 
answers to these questions. However, 
the administration’s valid response has 
exposed the limits encountered by our 
standing committees. 
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These responses revealed a less than 
competent or transparent accounting 
about the attacks. Consequently, the 
House created, with the support of our 
Democratic colleagues, the Select 
Committee on the Events Surrounding 
the 2012 Terrorist Attacks in Benghazi, 
Libya. 

Everywhere I go, Mr. Speaker, I have 
people ask me: What is taking so long? 
What is taking so long for us to get 
the facts about what happened in 
Benghazi? 

We are going to do our best today to 
explain to the American people and to 
the public and to you, Mr. Speaker, 
why it has taken so long, why it is re- 
quiring us to continue to subpoena and 
beg and plead for the information that 
we need to be able to deliver this re- 
port to this body and to the American 
people. 

The Speaker appointed me and six of 
my Republican colleagues to this com- 
mittee. The minority leader appointed 
five of our Democratic colleagues. We 
have been directed by the House to 
conduct a complete investigation 
across the spectrum of all, A-L-L, all 
relevant executive branch agencies and 
issue a definitive final report on the 
events surrounding the September 11- 
12, 2012, terrorist attacks in Benghazi, 
Libya. 

Specifically, we are directed to inves- 
tigate and report on: all policies, deci- 
sions, and activities that contributed 
to the attacks on United States facili- 
ties in Benghazi, Libya, on September 
11 and 12, 2012, as well as those that af- 
fected the ability of the United States 
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to prepare for those attacks; number 
two, all policies, decisions, and activi- 
ties to respond to and repel the attacks 
on United States facilities in Benghazi, 
Libya, on September 11 and 12, 2012, in- 
cluding efforts to rescue United States 
personnel; number three, internal and 
public executive branch communica- 
tions about the attacks on the United 
States facility in Benghazi, Libya, on 
September 11 and 12, 2012; number four, 
accountability for policies and deci- 
sions relating to the security of facili- 
ties in Benghazi, Libya, and the re- 
sponse to the attacks, including indi- 
viduals and entities responsible for 
those policies and decisions; number 
five, executive branch authorities’ ef- 
forts to identify and bring to justice 
the perpetrators of these attacks on 
the U.S. facilities in Benghazi, Libya, 
September 11 and 12, 2012; number six, 
executive branch activities and efforts 
to comply with congressional inquiries 
into the attacks on the United States 
facilities in Benghazi, Libya, on Sep- 
tember 11 and 12, 2012; recommenda- 
tions for improving executive branch 
cooperation and compliance with con- 
gressional oversight investigations; in- 
formation related to lessons learned 
from the attacks and executive branch 
activities and efforts to protect United 
States facilities and personnel abroad; 
and any other relevant issues relating 
to the attacks, the response to the at- 
tacks, or the investigation by the 
House of Representatives into the at- 
tacks. 

I think that number nine is a par- 
ticularly relevant point. It says ‘‘all 
other relevant issues.” That is one of 
the questions that we have been receiv- 
ing: Are we stepping out of bounds on 
what this committee was supposed to 
do? The answer is absolutely not. 

Using these instructions as a guide, 
the committee requested and reviewed 
a substantial volume of information 
that was previously produced to the 
House, and new information never be- 
fore produced to Congress. 

The committee has reviewed more 
than 20,000 pages of emails and docu- 
ments produced by the State Depart- 
ment never before released to Congress. 
This new material includes emails that 
were sent to or received by the former 
Secretary of State relevant to 
Benghazi, as well as documents and 
emails that were part of the State De- 
partment's Accountability Review 
Board proceedings. 

In addition, hundreds of pages of 
emails never before seen by Congress 
have been produced by the White 
House. The Department of Justice and 
the intelligence community have also 
produced documents never before seen 
by Congress. 

Further, the committee has inter- 
viewed executive branch personnel, in- 
cluding survivors of the Benghazi ter- 
ror attacks, none of whom have ever 
been interviewed by previous commit- 
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tees. The committee has also inter- 
viewed others who have been able to 
provide indispensable firsthand details 
of the U.S. presence in Benghazi, 
Libya. 

We know that this is not a complete 
universe of information held by the ex- 
ecutive branch. Our investigation has 
uncovered new witnesses, new docu- 
ments, and new facts related to the 
Benghazi terror attacks. 

Tronically, the largest impediment to 
getting this investigation done in a 
timely manner and being able to write 
a final, definitive accounting of what 
happened before, during, and after the 
terrorist attacks in Benghazi is the ex- 
ecutive branch itself. 

The committee has issued letters, 
subpoenas, has threatened to hold and 
has held public compliance hearings, 
with slow to little to no action at all. 

Take the State Department, for ex- 
ample—the State Department is a nec- 
essary focus of this investigation; yet 
their compliance posture with the com- 
mittee and Congress has proved unpre- 
dictable at best. 

When this committee was formed 1 
year ago, the State Department had 
yet to fully comply with two out- 
standing subpoenas issued in 2013 by 
another committee. One subpoena 
dealt specifically with documents per- 
taining to the State Department's Ac- 
countability Review Board, known as 
the ARB. 

The other subpoena dealt with docu- 
ments that had previously undergone 
limited congressional review, where 
Members” access to the documents and 
information was restricted to certain 
dates and times set by the State De- 
partment. These subpoenas were still 
legally binding on the State Depart- 
ment when this committee was cre- 
ated; yet the Department had not ful- 
filled them. 

In an effort to expedite the Depart- 
ment’s fulfillment of these subpoenas, 
the select committee prioritized the 
Department’s production of documents 
under these two subpoenas, as opposed 
to issuing new requests. 

In addition, by directing the Depart- 
ment to identify documents under 
these existing subpoenas, the com- 
mittee was better positioned to receive 
new documents in a more expeditious 
manner while, at the same time, judi- 
ciously reviewing the work of past 
committees. 

These negotiations resulted in the 
State Department providing 15,000 
pages of new documents to the com- 
mittee in August and September of last 
year. This production also fulfilled the 
Department’s obligation for one of the 
two subpoenas. 

The review of these documents was 
enlightening, both in what it disclosed 
and what it did not. Here is what it did 
disclose. For the first time, the Depart- 
ment produced eight emails, eight to or 
from former Secretary Clinton. 
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Additionally, the committee became 
aware that former Secretary Clinton 
had used a private email account to 
conduct official State Department 
business. Importantly, the committee 
did not release the existence of the pri- 
vate email account because of its com- 
mitment to investigate all the facts in 
a fair and impartial manner. 

Here is what it didn’t disclose. From 
the review of the 15,000 pages, however, 
the committee recognized that there 
were significant omissions in the docu- 
ments. Notably, there were very few 
emails between and among former Sec- 
retary Clinton’s senior staff and the 
Secretary. 

As a result, last November, the com- 
mittee requested the State Department 
produce specific documents and emails 
related to Benghazi and Libya for the 
Secretary and 10 of her senior staff. In 
the 2 months following the commit- 
tee’s request, committee staff consist- 
ently relayed to the Department that 
its new top priority was all of Sec- 
retary Clinton’s emails. 

Almost 3 months later, on February 
18, 2015, the Department produced ap- 
proximately 300 emails to and from the 
former Secretary during her time as 
the head of the State Department. Re- 
member, these are emails of which the 
State Department never possessed and 
didn’t have to look for; yet it took that 
length of time. 

They didn’t produce a single docu- 
ment to the committee related to the 
remaining portions of the November re- 
quest. What was the State Department 
doing during the time the former Sec- 
retary was going through her emails? 

After they produced these emails, the 
State Department asked what our pri- 
ority was. We continued to inform 
them that the 10 senior officials identi- 
fied in the November request were our 
priority, including Cheryl Mills, Jake 
Sullivan, Huma Abedin, and Susan 
Rice. The State Department told com- 
mittee staff that this request was too 
broad and that it was unable to search 
for these documents. 

On March 4, 2015, the committee 
issued a subpoena for the documents 
and emails first requested in Novem- 
ber. This subpoena sought documents 
and emails for the 10 senior State De- 
partment officials, including those 
named previously. 

Despite the committee indicating 
emails and documents from the sub- 
poena were its top priority, the Depart- 
ment informed the committee that it 
would instead begin producing docu- 
ments pursuant to the outstanding 
ARB subpoena. Remember, this sub- 
poena was first issued in August of 2013 
and reissued on January 28, 2015, since 
it expired at the end of the previous 
Congress. 

I would also point out that the law 
requires that these records—and this is 
the records from the ARB—and, Mr. 
Speaker, it is very important that you 
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understand this, that the law says that 
these “records shall be separated from 
all other records of the Department of 
State and shall be maintained under 
appropriate safeguards to preserve the 
confidentiality and classification of in- 
formation.” 

This means the records should have 
been sitting on a shelf somewhere, eas- 
ily identifiable. Unfortunately, it took 
them 2 years to find where this ARB 
report was supposed to be segregated 
and put up. The committee continued 
to indicate that its priority was for the 
emails from the senior State Depart- 
ment personnel that were first re- 
quested in November. 

The Department's response: it could 
not search for these documents. In- 
stead, the Department ignored the 
committee’s request; and, on April 15, 
2015, nearly 2 years after Congress first 
issued a subpoena for the ARB’s docu- 
ments, the State Department finally 
produced more than 1,700 pages of docu- 
ments related to the ARB. 

Again, instead of responding to the 
committee’s request, on April 23, 2015, 
the Department produced an additional 
2,500 pages of documents related to the 
ARB. The Department has said that, 
with minor exceptions, it has now ful- 
filled the requirements of that sub- 
poena. 

Notwithstanding the ARB produc- 
tion, the committee continued to press 
the Department. Its top priority is the 
documents from the original November 
2014 request and the March subpoena. 

The State Department, however, has 
done little but talk about the breadth 
of the subpoena and the inability to 
adequately search for documents. 

The Department continues to state 
that it does not have the technical ca- 
pabilities to do such a wide search 
without specific search terms; yet the 
Department never used any search 
terms to conduct in its search, nor has 
the Department ever suggested any 
search terms to the committee. 

To help the committee better under- 
stand the Department’s technical capa- 
bilities—or lack thereof—the com- 
mittee has taken several different 
steps. We asked the State Department 
to bring its technology expert and its 
records officer to a meeting to discuss 
how records were kept, retrieved, and 
produced. 

Specifically, we requested a meeting 
“with the relevant people from within 
the State Department who can explain 
in detail how the State Department 
maintains its records and how it has 
researched for documents pursuant to 
this committee’s November request 
and further detail the limitations of 
the Department’s ability to fully re- 
spond to the Chairman’s document re- 
quest. These people would likely in- 
clude individuals from Legislative Af- 
fairs, Office of the Legal Adviser, Bu- 
reau of Information Resource Manage- 
ment, and possibly the records officer 
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and any other individual who will be 
able to answer detailed questions on 
the topic. This meeting will help us 
further sequence and prioritize the in- 
formation and issues in the commit- 
tee’s request, as you suggested we do in 
your letter of February 13 to Chairman 
Gowdy,’’ that the State Department 
sent us. 

We also included a list of 13 questions 
to the Department to help guide the 
discussion. Samples of these questions 
include ‘‘the size of the universe of po- 
tentially relevant hard copy and/or 
electronic field for each person from 
the data range period, keyword or 
phrase searches the Department plans 
to use for production,” and “any limi- 
tations imposed on the type of data to 
be searched.” 

These are some pretty 
forward questions. 


straight- 
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When the State Department appeared 
for the meeting, they did not only 
bring those subject matter experts 
with them, the staff they did bring 
could not answer these basic questions. 
In fact, it was during this meeting for 
the first time that the committee 
learned that the State Department was 
not in possession of the former Sec- 
retary's emails. However, there was no 
mention of her use of a private server. 

The committee again asked the De- 
partment to meet with these individ- 
uals. Again, the Department did not 
provide them. At an April 10 meeting 
between committee staff and the De- 
partment, the State Department 
brought in an individual. Yet when 
pressed by committee staff on these 
specific questions, the Department re- 
fused to provide the specific answers. 

Last week, we continued the pres- 
sure. We told the Department that 
members of the committee, including 
myself, would travel to the State De- 
partment to view firsthand how they 
search for documents and have a dis- 
cussion about the shortcomings they 
claim to have. 

But what did the Department do 
when we told them that we were com- 
ing? They scrambled and did every- 
thing possible to deter our visit. 

Earlier this week, however, we did 
learn more about the Department’s in- 
ternal process for identifying and re- 
viewing documents, but we didn’t get 
this information from the Department. 
Instead, we had to learn it from a law- 
suit. 

This past week, on May 18, the State 
Department’s Acting Director for its 
Information Programs and Services 
filed a sworn declaration in a FOIA 
lawsuit, the Freedom of Information 
lawsuit. That declaration outlined the 
steps the State Department had taken 
since it received approximately 55,000 
pages of emails from former Secretary 
Clinton in December of 2014 to review 
those documents for public release 
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under the Freedom of Information 
rules. 

Also, in that sworn statement, the 
State Department asserted that it had 
dedicated, on a full-time basis, a 
project manager, two case analysts, 
and nine Freedom of Information re- 
viewers to review all 55,000 pages of 
emails since April. These 12 individuals 
are precisely the 12 FTE positions that 
were recently funded by the State De- 
partment's $2.5 million reprogramming 
request. 

Let me say that again. The State De- 
partment repeatedly complained to the 
committee that a lack of staff and 
other resources prevented it from mak- 
ing more timely production of docu- 
ments to the committee, so the com- 
mittee supported a reallocation of 
funds to enable the State Department 
to hire additional staff to work on doc- 
ument production to provide to this 
committee. 

However, we continued to press the 
State Department for answers. Last 
month, we went so far as to put in 
writing 27 specific questions that the 
State Department needed to answer re- 
garding its ability to produce docu- 
ments to the committee and the use of 
the private email account by Secretary 
Clinton. 

These were simple questions that fell 
into three simple categories. These 
categories are: the State Department's 
initial approval, if any, of Secretary 
Clinton's email server arrangement; 
the State Department’s knowledge 
about this email server arrangement, 
its attempt to retrieve her email, and 
the lack of candor by the Department 
towards the committee about this, de- 
spite the committee's persistent re- 
quests for these emails; and number 3, 
details of the Department's review of 
her emails to ensure the Department is 
properly marshaling resources to re- 
spond to our requests. 

Yet here we are, more than 1 month 
later, and the Department hasn't even 
been able to answer a single one of the 
27 questions in writing. 

In addition, we have attempted on 
multiple occasions to direct the De- 
partment toward specific key docu- 
ments that we are after. We have 
prioritized our subpoena from 10 names 
down to 4 names, and then again down 
to 3 names. We have prioritized dates 
of documents from 2 years, down to 1 
year, down to 3 months. 

But again, here we are, 24% months 
after we issued a subpoena and 6 
months after we first sent the letter, 
and the Department has still not pro- 
duced any of these priority documents. 
First, we moved a foot, then we moved 
a yard, and now we have moved our po- 
sition one mile, but the State Depart- 
ment has not budged 1 inch. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to 
show a little chart that shows the non- 
compliance that the State Department 
has done so far: 
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On 11/18 of 2014: The committee re- 
quests from the Secretary 10 senior 
officials’ documents and emails—re- 
sponse, nothing. 

On 12/17, we got a response: Let’s 
meet. No documents produced. 

2/13/2015: State produced Clinton 
emails acquired from her attorney. 

3/4/2015: We subpoenaed the docu- 
ments and emails of the 10 senior offi- 
cials. 

The State Department response: 
Let’s meet. No documents produced. 

3/26/2015: Three outstanding requests, 
ARB documents, 10 senior official docu- 
ments and emails and server questions. 

4/10: Briefing on document retention 
policies and procedures. No documents 
produced. 

4/14: Compliance needed on both sub- 
poenas. 

4/15: Part of ARB documents pro- 
duced 2 years after requested. 

4/18: Two subpoenas outstanding. Full 
ARB compliance and documents. 
Emails of 10 senior officials. 

4/22: Subpoenas outstanding for full 
ARB compliance and documents and 
emails of 10 senior officials. 

State response: Just beginning to as- 
sess volume of emails. No documents 
produced. 

4/24/2015: Response, second part of 
ARB documents produced 2 years after 
requested. 

4/27/2015: Reminder of priority of 10 
senior officials. 

4/29: Response: Estimate given for 
volume of emails for 2 of the 10 senior 
officials. No documents produced. 

5/4/2015: Lack of compliance on docu- 
ment request is unacceptable. 

Response from the State Depart- 
ment: State responds but fails to iden- 
tify any steps taken to produce docu- 
ments. No documents produced. 

Mr. Speaker, we have done every- 
thing we know to do to get these docu- 
ments so we can finish this investiga- 
tion. I don’t know that anybody has 
any more right to know what has gone 
on than the American people and espe- 
cially those families of those four great 
Americans that lost their lives. 

The only thing holding us up from 
getting a definitive report of those ac- 
tions before, during, and after those at- 
tacks is this executive branch and 
their Department of State. We are beg- 
ging them. And as we have said before, 
we have moved an inch, we have moved 
a foot, we have moved a yard, we have 
moved a mile, and they have not moved 
one iota. 

So our request to them is to listen, 
to give us the documents and let us fin- 
ish this report. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


a 


CONGRESSIONAL ROLE IN TRADE 
POLICY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
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uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. LEVIN) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor- 
ity leader. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
over 12 years since the last debate over 
trade promotion authority, the last 
time we considered the role of Congress 


in trade negotiations. Much has 
changed since then: the world has 
changed; trade negotiations have 


changed; and the role of Congress in 
trade negotiations has changed. 

We all recognize that trade can be 
beneficial. The issue is not whether 
Congress could pass an Econ 101 class, 
as President George W. Bush’s chair of 
the Council of Economic Advisers, 
Gregory Mankiw, recently put it. The 
issue is whether we are going to face up 
to the fact that our trading system 
today is much more complex than the 
simplistic trade model presented in an 
Econ 101 class. 

A growing number of prominent 
economists today recognize those com- 
plexities, from Nobel Laureate econo- 
mists like Joseph Stiglitz and Paul 
Krugman, to Columbia professor Jef- 
frey Sachs, former IMF chief econo- 
mist Simon Johnson, and former White 
House adviser Jared Bernstein. But too 
many want to pretend the question of a 
trade agreement is a “no-brainer,” as 
Professor Mankiw suggests; or that the 
benefits of trade “flows from the clas- 
sic theory of trade gains first ex- 
pounded by David Ricardo in 1817’’— 
from a Council of Economic Advisers 
report in May 2015—because, as Charles 
Krauthammer recently wrote: ‘‘The 
law of comparative advantage has held 
up nicely for 198 years.”” 

What do David Ricardo and Adam 
Smith have to say about the inclusion 
of investor-state dispute settlement in 
our trade agreements? Nothing, to my 
knowledge. What do they have to say 
about providing a 12-year monopoly for 
the sale of biologic medicines? about 
the need to ensure that our trading 
partners meet basic labor and environ- 
mental standards? How about the issue 
of currency manipulation? What does 
the theory of comparative advantage 
have to say about those issues? Abso- 
lutely nothing. And yet those are the 
issues at the crux of the TPP negotia- 
tions today. 

So how do the old ideas on trade fall 
short? Let me mention a few examples: 

First, as Joseph Stiglitz pointed out 
recently, 19th century economics and 
the theory of comparative advantage 
assumed a fixed level of technology— 
no technological changes—and full em- 
ployment. Those assumptions don’t fit 
very well in today’s world. 

Second, one of the most critical eco- 
nomic issues facing our country today 
is growing inequality and a stagnant 
middle class. Many trade economists 
believe that trade contributes to that 
inequality. But some try to downplay 
that fact by pointing out that other 
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factors may contribute more to the 
problem, as if that means we should 
not worry about the impact trade is 
having. Consider this from Dani 
Rodrik, a Harvard University econo- 
mist: ‘‘The gains from trade look rath- 
er paltry compared to the redistribu- 
tion of income . . . In an economy like 
the U.S., where average tariffs are 
below 5 percent, a move to complete 
free trade would reshuffle more than 
$50 of income among different groups 
for each dollar of efficiency or ‘net’ 
gain created ... We are talking about 
$50 of redistribution for every $1 of ag- 
gregate gain. It is as if we give $51 to 
Adam, only to leave David $50 poorer.” 

David Rosnick of the Center for Eco- 
nomic and Policy Research expects 
TPP will have a very small but positive 
impact on U.S. economic growth—0.13 
percent of GDP by 2025. However, he 
notes that economists today generally 
agree that trade contributes to grow- 
ing economic inequality in the United 
States, with estimates ranging from 10 
to 50 percent of the total inequality 
growth. When he combines these two 
concepts, GDP growth but rising in- 
equality from trade, he concludes: 
“under any reasonable assumptions 
about the effect of trade on inequality, 
the median wage earner, and therefore 
the majority of workers, suffers a net 
loss as a result of these trade agree- 
ments.” In other words, the economic 
pie may grow slightly as a result of our 
trade agreements, but the average 
American worker gets a smaller slice 
of that pie. 

Similarly, in September The Brook- 
ings Institution published an economic 
research paper by three economists, 
two affiliated with the Federal Reserve 
system, that found that trade and 
globalization accounts for the vast ma- 
jority of labor’s declining share of in- 
come in the United States over the 
past 25 years. Specifically, they found 
that “increases in import exposure of 
U.S. businesses can explain about 3.3 
percentage points of the 3.9 percentage 
point decline in the U.S. payroll share 
over the past quarter century.” 

This underscores that the substance 
of the trade agreements, the inter- 
national rules, matter. Our trade 
agreements must be designed to shape 
trade, to spread its benefits more 
broadly. 

Third, we need to stop pretending 
that trade only has benefits and few 
costs. We need to stop talking exclu- 
sively about exports and downplaying 
the negative impact that some imports 
have, as the Council of Economic Ad- 
visers did in a recent paper. 


1400 
Of course, imports can help to lower 
prices for manufacturers and con- 


sumers. But lower prices don't do you 
much good if you have lost your job or 
seen your wage decline or stagnate. 
Again, as Jeff Sachs has said, “It is 
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true that the benefits outweigh the 
costs, leading to the argument that 
winners can compensate losers. But in 
America, winners rarely compensate 
losers; more often than not, the win- 
ners attempt to trounce the losers.”” 

Mr. Speaker, the old economics mod- 
els are based in part on trade between 
countries with similar economic struc- 
tures. This is no longer the case. 

The 12 parties involved in the TPP 
negotiations—accounting for 40 percent 
of the world GDP—include economies 
ranging from some of the world’s larg- 
est market-oriented economies to some 
of the smallest, least developed com- 
mand economies. We have never been 
able to establish a level playing field 
with Japan—after decades of trying, 
and multiple “agreements” to solve 
various problems—and the Japanese 
market stands virtually closed today 
in key areas like agriculture and auto- 
mobiles. We have never negotiated a 
free trade agreement with a communist 
country like Vietnam where state- 
owned enterprises are a major concern 
and the Communist Party and the once 
so-called labor union are one and the 
same. 

The issues involved in trade negotia- 
tions have also changed dramatically. 
We are no longer simply negotiating 
tariff levels. As Professor Jeff Sachs of 
Columbia University said recently, 
“Both TPP and TTIP would be better 
described as multinational business 
agreements involving three distinct 
areas: international trade, cross-border 
investment, and international business 
regulation. 

The TPP negotiations cover a range 
of subjects far beyond those negotiated 
in any previous multilateral negotia- 
tion, concerning everything from intel- 
lectual property and access to medi- 
cines, to financial regulations, food 
safety measures, basic labor and envi- 
ronmental standards, cross-border data 
flows, and state-owned enterprises. So 
the economics of trade have changed, 
and the trade negotiations themselves 
have changed, and so too has the con- 
gressional role. 

In recent years some of us have had 
to take it upon ourselves to rewrite the 
rules of trade negotiations. In 2006 
when the Democrats took the majority 
in the U.S. House, we made it clear to 
the Bush administration that we were 
not going to consider the Peru, Pan- 
ama, Colombia, and Korea Free Trade 
Agreements as negotiated. Each of 
them would need to be fixed. 

CHARLES RANGEL and I worked with 
our House Democratic colleagues to co- 
author what became known as the May 
10th Agreement on labor and environ- 
mental standards in trade agreements. 
For the first time, fully enforceable 
labor and environmental standards 
would be placed in our trade agree- 
ments on equal footing with every 
other commercial provision. The May 
10th Agreement also included impor- 
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tant provisions on medicines, invest- 
ment, and government procurement. 

After decades of leading the fight to 
include worker rights provisions in 
trade agreements, I considered at the 
time, and still do today, the May 10th 
Agreement to be a major break- 
through. In the case of our trade agree- 
ments with Peru, Panama, and Colom- 
bia, their labor laws were changed to 
come into compliance with ILO stand- 
ards before the Congress voted. 

Then in 2011, with the Korea FTA, 
working on a bipartisan basis with 
then-chairman Dave Camp, with Ford 
Motor, and the UAW, we urged the 
Obama administration to go back and 
renegotiate the specific automotive 
market opening measures with Korea. 
And they did so, helping to garner 
broad bipartisan support in Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, we established the foun- 
dation for progressive trade policy. We 
saw the value of intense congressional 
involvement to improve trade agree- 
ments. We want to make sure it is 
built upon, not eroded. 

Mr. Speaker, now we are facing the 
largest multilateral trade negotiations 
since the Uruguay Round. The TPP has 
the potential to raise standards and 
open new markets for U.S. businesses, 
workers, and farmers—or lock in weak 
standards, uncompetitive practices, 
and a system that does not spread the 
benefits of trade, affecting the pay- 
checks of American families. Once the 
U.S. lowers its own tariffs as broadly 
as contemplated in TPP, we will no 
longer have the leverage to bring about 
lasting change in other countries. 

In January, I described what I be- 
lieved to be an effective way to resolve 
outstanding issues in the TPP negotia- 
tions. I believed that achieving these 
outcomes could lead to a landmark 
TPP agreement worthy of major bipar- 
tisan support and mine. Unfortunately, 
in 4 months, none of these suggestions 
has been taken on by our negotiators. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, the 
Hatch-Wyden-Ryan trade promotion 
authority fails to put TPP on the right 
track or to help Congress do so. Chair- 
man RYAN and Senator CRUZ wrote an 
op-ed entitled, “Putting Congress in 
Charge on Trade.” Senator HATCH de- 
clared TPA to include “strict negoti- 
ating objectives” that give the Amer- 
ican people a voice on trade priorities. 
But saying it is so doesn’t make it so. 

On all the major issues in the nego- 
tiations, the negotiating objectives are 
obsolete or woefully inadequate. They 
are basically a wish list. And even 
worse, at the end of the negotiation, 
TPA allows the President to certify 
whether his own negotiators achieved 
the wish list. And the provisions relat- 
ing to congressional withdrawal of 
TPA are meaningless. They are never 
going to be used because they are unus- 
able. 

The Hatch-Wyden-Ryan TPA gives up 
congressional leverage at exactly the 
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wrong time. Instead of pressing USTR 
to get a better agreement or signaling 
to our negotiating partners that Con- 
gress will only accept an agreement 
that ensures reciprocity and helps to 
spread the benefits of trade, the Hatch- 
Wyden-Ryan TPA puts Congress in the 
backseat and greases the skids for an 
up-or-down vote after the fact. Real 
congressional power is not at the end 
of the process; it is right now, when the 
critical outstanding issues are being 
negotiated. 

Mr. Speaker, we must meaningfully 
address currency manipulation—pro- 
tracted, large-scale, official, one-way 
intervention in the currency markets 
to weaken a currency for the purpose 
of boosting exports and limiting im- 
ports. Currency manipulation has cost 
the U.S. millions of jobs over the past 
decade and a half. Many people had 
trouble finding new jobs or had to ac- 
cept jobs at lower wages. 

China manipulated its currency most 
dramatically in this time period, accu- 
mulating the largest stock of foreign 
exchange reserves the world has ever 
known. In earlier episodes, Japan, 
South Korea, and others manipulated 
their currencies on a protracted, grand 
scale. Japan’s currency manipulation 
and other trade-distorting practices 
kept its auto and other markets closed 
while Japan had access to a very open 
U.S. market. This one-way trade deci- 
mated the U.S. tool and die industry 
and seriously injured other segments of 
the auto industry, including U.S. auto- 
makers themselves. 

The International Monetary Fund 
has up-to-date guidelines that define 
currency manipulation and are in- 
tended to prevent it. There is nothing 
wrong with the spirit or even the letter 
of those guidelines. Unfortunately, the 
IMF cannot enforce those guidelines 
because currency manipulators are 
able to essentially stall action in that 
forum. 

Arguments that prohibiting currency 
manipulation in TPP is impossible, for 
technical or political reasons, remind 
us of previous claims about trade 
agreements not being able to help de- 
fend forests or discourage child labor. 
For example, some people—prominent 
people—have asserted that U.S. mone- 
tary policy would be put at risk if cur- 
rency is included in TPP. I responded 
to that argument in a highly detailed 
blog months ago. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to include 
that in the RECORD. 

[From the Huffington Post Blog Post, 
Feb. 6, 2015] 

THE NEED TO ADDRESS CURRENCY MANIPULA- 
TION IN TPP, AND WHY U.S. MONETARY POL- 
Icy Is NOT AT RISK 

(By Rep. Sander Levin) 

Over the past decade, currency manipula- 
tion by foreign governments has resulted in 
an increase in unfairly traded imports into 
the United States and has made it more dif- 
ficult for U.S. exporters to compete in for- 
eign markets. The practice has cost U.S. 
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workers between one million and five million 
jobs—and is responsible for as much as half 
of excess unemployment in the United 
States. It has contributed to stagnant wages 
and to inequality in the United States. And 
it contributed to the global financial crisis.* 

Bipartisan majorities in the House and the 
Senate have urged the Administration to in- 
clude strong and enforceable currency obli- 
gations in the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
(TPP), which includes a number of former 
currency manipulators, such as Japan. Other 
countries interested in joining TPP in the 
future—such as China, Korea, and Taiwan— 
are also current or former currency manipu- 
lators. 

The IMF already prohibits currency ma- 
nipulation and has developed guidelines to 
define when it occurs. The problem is that 
the IMF lacks an enforcement mechanism. 

I have proposed taking the existing IMF 
guidelines, building upon them, and estab- 
lishing an enforcement mechanism through 
the TPP. Other groups and economists, such 
as the American Automotive Policy Council 
(AAPC) and Fred Bergsten of the Peterson 
Institute, have tabled similar proposals. 
Economists on the right and left support in- 
cluding currency disciplines in TPP. And the 
Commission on Inclusive Prosperity recently 
stated: ‘‘New trade agreements should ex- 
plicitly include enforceable disciplines 
against currency manipulation that appro- 
priately tie mutual trade preferences to mu- 
tual recognition that exchange rates should 
not be allowed to subsidize one party’s ex- 
ports at the expense of others.” Currency 
manipulation must become a subject in the 
TPP negotiations. 

A chief concern about including strong and 
enforceable currency disciplines in TPP is 
that U.S. monetary policy could be success- 
fully challenged by our trading partners, 
given that our expansionary monetary policy 
(in the form of ‘quantitative easing’) may 
have had the secondary effect of weakening 
the dollar. What follows is a factual response 
to that concern. 

Again, my proposal is to take the IMF 
guidelines and make them enforceable. 
Under the IMF guidelines, currency manipu- 
lation is about government interventions in 
the foreign exchange markets, not about 
other policies that may have a secondary im- 
pact on foreign exchange rates. The IMF 
guidelines clearly distinguish between cur- 
rency manipulation—government interven- 
tion in foreign exchange markets—and mon- 
etary policy. 

Article IV of the IMF’s Articles of Agree- 
ment states that “each member shall... 
avoid manipulating exchange rates ... to 
gain an unfair competitive advantage over 
other members.” The IMF has gone on to 
provide seven factors in its Guidelines to de- 
termine whether a country is manipulating 
its currency. The following review of each 
factor identified in those guidelines dem- 
onstrates that U.S. monetary policy, includ- 
ing quantitative easing, cannot be described 
as a form of currency manipulation. 

Factor 1: Protracted Large-Scale Interven- 
tion, in One Direction, in Currency Markets. 

The United States intervenes in the cur- 
rency market less than almost any other 
country in the world. The United States has 
only intervened in the currency markets a 
total of three days since the late 1990s: June 
17, 1998 (during the Asian exchange rate/fi- 
nancial crisis); September 22, 2000 (after the 
euro was introduced and concerns grew over 
the euro's significant depreciation against 
the dollar); and March 18, 2011 (in connection 
with a Japanese earthquake and tsunami). 
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These three interventions over nearly 20 
years cannot be described as “protracted” 
interventions. Compare this record with, for 
example, China's interventions over the past 
decade, which have occurred almost daily, 
and almost always in the same direction, to 
weaken their currency. 

The circumstances surrounding these three 
interventions are consistent with the Fed- 
eral Reserve's Foreign Currency Directive: 
interventions “shall generally be directed at 
countering disorderly market conditions.” 
They are therefore not consistent with the 
objective of “gaining an unfair competitive 
advantage” over its trading partners, which 
is what currency manipulation is about. In 
fact, the IMF recommends and encourages 
members to intervene “to counter disorderly 
conditions.” It is also worth noting that in 
these three instances, the United States co- 
ordinated its intervention with the other 
countries involved, again demonstrating 
that the action was not taken to gain a com- 
petitive advantage. Indeed, in all three cases 
the other country requested the intervention 
of the United States. 

While the United States has a flexible ex- 
change rate (i.e., it lets the market deter- 
mine its value), it is also important to note 
that the IMF Guidelines do not prevent 
other countries from establishing a fixed or 
managed exchange rate. The Guidelines only 
provide that the rate cannot be set at a con- 
sistently artificially low level (i.e., countries 
may engage in “protracted, large scale” 
interventions, so long as all of these inter- 
ventions are not all in the same ‘‘direc- 
tion’’). 

Factor 2: Excessive Accumulation of For- 
eign Exchange Reserves. 

Despite the fact that the United States has 
the largest or second largest economy in the 
world, the United States holds fewer foreign 
exchange reserves than Thailand, Algeria, 
and Saudi Arabia, among others. Further, 
China has 25 times as many foreign exchange 
reserves (nearly $4 trillion) as the United 
States ($126 billion). 

Economists generally use four bench- 
marks, cited by Treasury in 2006 and 2014 re- 
ports, to determine whether a country’s re- 
serves are excessive. U.S. reserves are well 
below each benchmark: 

Benchmark #1—Reserves may be excessive 
if they exceed 100% of short-term external 
debt (commonly referred to as the “Guidotti- 
Greenspan Rule’’). U.S. reserves are equal to 
2% of its short-term external debt ($1.2 tril- 
lion). If only taking into account debt de- 
nominated in foreign currencies, U.S. re- 
serves would equal 38% of short-term debt. 
Note, however, that this benchmark was de- 
signed with emerging markets in mind, not 
the U.S. economy. 

By way of comparison, China’s reserves are 
about 700% (i.e., seven times greater than) 
its short-term external debt. 

Benchmark #2—Reserves are excessive if 
they exceed 5-20% of money supply, com- 
monly referred to as M2. U.S. reserves are 
1.1% of U.S. M2 ($11.7 trillion). China’s re- 
serves are 43% of its M2. 

Benchmark +3—Reserves are excessive if 
they exceed 20% of GDP. U.S. reserves are 
less than 1% of U.S. GDP (around $17 tril- 
lion). China’s reserves are 42% of its GDP. 

Benchmark #4—Reserves are excessive if 
they exceed 3-4 months of imports. U.S. re- 
serves equal less than a single month of U.S. 
imports (about $200 billion). China’s reserves 
equal 23 months of its imports. 

Factor 3: Restrictions on/Incentives for 
Transactions or Capital Flows for Balance of 
Payments Purposes. 
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The United States has one of the least re- 
strictive regulatory structures in the world 
concerning the free flow of capital. In fact, 
the World Economic Forum ranks the United 
States first in the world in terms of capital 
account liberalization and second in the 
world under a more general ‘financial devel- 
opment’ index. 

Factor 4: Encouragement of Capital Flows 
through Monetary Policy for Balance of Pay- 
ments Purposes. 

This is the only guideline that even men- 
tions monetary policy. And while the United 
States—and every other country in the 
world—does have a monetary policy, the pur- 
pose of U.S. monetary policy is neither to 
encourage capital flows nor to achieve a bal- 
ance in payments. The goals of U.S. mone- 
tary policy are spelled out in the Federal Re- 
serve Act, which specifies that the Board of 
Governors and the Federal Open Market 
Committee should seek ‘‘to promote effec- 
tively the goals of maximum employment, 
stable prices, and moderate long-term inter- 
est rates.” 

Indeed, the IMF has explicitly supported 
U.S. monetary policy (including each round 
of quantitative easing since the “Great Re- 
cession’’). As the IMF said in its most recent 
report “[IMF] Directors agreed that the cur- 
rent highly accommodative stance of mone- 
tary policy is appropriate, consistent with 
the Federal Reserve's objectives of max- 
imum employment and price stability.” The 
IMF has also noted that U.S. monetary pol- 
icy has been good for other nations (“positive 
spillover effects’) because it has helped to 
sustain global growth. Similarly, the G-20 
(which includes China, Japan, Korea, the 
United States, and three other TPP coun- 
tries) has distinguished between monetary 
policy and exchange rate policy—and has 
recognized “the support that has been pro- 
vided to the global economy in recent years 
from accommodative monetary policies, in- 
cluding unconventional monetary policies.” 

Factor 5: Fundamental Exchange Rate 
Misalignment. 

If anything, the U.S. dollar is properly val- 
ued or even overvalued, not undervalued, ac- 
cording to the most recent IMF data and es- 
timates. Further, given the continued weak- 
ening of the yen and euro, many expect the 
dollar to further strengthen in value in 2015. 

Factor 6: Long and Sustained Current Ac- 
count Surpluses. 

The United States has had just one current 
account surplus since 1981. In fact, the 
United States has been running large current 
account and trade deficits for almost four 
decades. Indeed, those imbalances are a 
major cause of concern to many econo- 
mists—and currency manipulation by other 
countries has contributed substantially to 
the U.S. trade deficits in recent years. 

Factor Me Large External Sector 
Vulnerabilities from Private Capital Flows. 

While the United States does have external 
sector vulnerabilities (i.e., private and public 
sector debt owed to foreigners), as reflected 
in the large current account deficit, much of 
those vulnerabilities stem from purchases of 
U.S. debt by foreign governments—not pri- 
vate capital flows. And much of those pur- 
chases by foreign governments are the result 
of foreign government intervention in the 
currency markets that result in the accumu- 
lation of foreign reserves. Thus, if anything, 
this factor, like Factor 6, tends to suggest 
that the United States is a casualty of other 
governments’ currency manipulation, not 
that it is manipulating itself. 

The IMF Guidelines demonstrate that the 
United States is not manipulating its cur- 
rency and would not be at risk of losing a 
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dispute. The far greater risk is that more 
middle class jobs will be lost in the United 
States as a result of foreign governments’ 
currency manipulation. We need strong and 
enforceable disciplines in TPP to help pre- 
vent that from happening. 

ENDNOTE 

*China’s currency manipulation “is argu- 
ably the most important cause of the finan- 
cial crisis. Starting around the middle of 
this decade, China’s cheap currency led it to 
run a massive trade surplus. The earnings 
from that surplus poured into the United 
States. The result was the mortgage bub- 
ble.” Sebastian Mallaby, “What OPEC 
Teaches China,” Washington Post op-ed 
(Jan. 2009). The Bush Administration White 
House also drew the connection: ‘‘the Presi- 
dent highlighted a factor that economists 
agree on: that the most significant factor 
leading to the housing crisis was cheap 
money flowing into the U.S. from the rest of 
the world, so that there was no natural re- 
straint on flush lenders to push loans on 
Americans in risky ways. This flow of funds 
into the U.S. was unprecedented.” State- 
ment by White House Press Secretary Dana 
Perino (Dec. 2008). Most of the cheap money 
flowing into the United States came from 
foreign governments (not the private sector) 
accumulating foreign exchange reserves and 
other official assets. See Joseph E. Gagnon, 
“Global Imbalances and Foreign Asset Ex- 
pansion by Developing-Economy Central 
Banks,” Peterson Institute for International 
Economics (Mar. 2012). 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I have seen 
no serious rebuttal of the points I made 
in that post or to similar and related 
points made by Simon Johnson, Fred 
Bergsten, and many other notable 
economists ranging from Art Laffer to 
Paul Krugman. Nevertheless, those 
who oppose currency disciplines con- 
tinue to raise this false argument. 

Mr. Speaker, TPP should address in- 
stances in which countries buy large 
amounts of foreign assets over long pe- 
riods of time to prevent an apprecia- 
tion of their exchange rate despite run- 
ning a large current account surplus. 
The Federal Reserve does not engage in 
such practices. That is why the U.S. al- 
ready agreed to and even insisted upon 
what is in the current IMF guidelines. 

And now there is the claim that in- 
cluding currency disciplines in TPP 
would be a poison pill and that our 
trading partners would walk away from 
the table. There is no way to accu- 
rately judge this issue until it is prop- 
erly brought to the negotiating table. 
To the contrary, the fact is that the 
administration says this only creates 
the risk of a self-fulfilling prophecy. 
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It is irresponsible to make this 
claim. Indeed, our trading partners in 
TPP would greatly benefit from these 
disciplines. Many of them are the vic- 
tims of manipulation in every bit as 
much as we are. 

A progressive trade agreement for 
workers and the middle class must ad- 
dress currency manipulation, which 
has caused millions of job losses and 
contributed to waste stagnation over 
the last decade. President Obama is 
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right that we should write the rules 
and not accept the status quo; but, if 
we fail to do address currency manipu- 
lation in TPP, we are essentially let- 
ting China write the rules and are ac- 
cepting an unacceptable status quo. 

It is vital that our trade agreements 
balance strong intellectual property 
rights and access to affordable, life- 
saving medicines. Absent a change in 
course, the final TPP text is likely to 
provide less access to affordable medi- 
cines than provided under the May 10 
agreement. My staff has just reviewed 
a new version of the text that raises 
some serious new questions; but even 
the last version of the text raised seri- 
ous concerns. 

For example, developing countries 
would likely be required to “graduate” 
to more restrictive intellectual prop- 
erty rights standards before they be- 
come developed, a clear inconsistency 
with May 10. There are also a number 
of concerns that the TPP agreement 
will restrict access to medicines in the 
U.S. and other developed countries, for 
example, by encouraging second pat- 
ents on similar products, by having 
long periods of data exclusivity for bio- 
logic medicines, by allowing drug com- 
panies to challenge government pricing 
and reimbursement decisions. 

Oxfam, a coalition of 17 international 
development organizations, recently 
said: 

TPP would do more to undermine access to 
affordable medicines than any previous U.S. 
trade agreement, and the intellectual prop- 
erty provisions in TPP reverse the positive 
step taken under the May 10 agreement in 


2007 . . . and thus are a step backwards for 
public health. 
And amFAR, the Foundation for 


AIDS Research, said this: 

Our gains in reducing global HIV infections 
would never have been realized if the pro- 
posed provisions under the TPP were the in- 
tellectual property standard in 2001. 

For most of the past 15 years, our 
trade deficit with Japan has been sec- 
ond only to our deficit with China, and 
over two-thirds of the current deficit is 
in automotive products. 

Japan has long had the most closed 
automotive market of any industri- 
alized country, despite repeated efforts 
by U.S. negotiators over decades to 
open it. At a minimum, the U.S. should 
not open its market further to Japa- 
nese imports, through the phaseout of 
tariffs, until we have time to see 
whether Japan has truly opened its 
market. 

The administration has not stated a 
specific period of time for when the 
phaseout in U.S. tariffs for autos, 
trucks, and auto parts would begin or 
when they would end. The parties are 
also still working to address certain 
nontariff barriers that Japan utilizes 
to close their market. 

The Hatch-Wyden-Ryan TPA bill 
broadly states that the U.S. should 
“expand competitive market opportu- 
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nities for export of goods.” Such a 
broad negotiating objective provides no 
guidance regarding how to truly open 
the Japanese automotive market. 

On the related issue of rules of ori- 
gin, there are a number of rules of ori- 
gin being negotiated in the TPP for dif- 
ferent products, including in the sen- 
sitive textile and apparel, agricultural, 
and automotive sectors. Some of the 
rules are largely settled while others, 
including the rules for automotive 
products, remain open and controver- 
sial. 

Rules of origin define the extent to 
which inputs from outside the TPP re- 
gion—for example, China—can be in- 
corporated into an end product for that 
product to still be entitled to pref- 
erential/duty-free treatment under the 
agreement. 

The rule should be restrictive enough 
to ensure that the benefits of the 
agreement accrue to the parties to the 
agreement. The automotive rule of ori- 
gin in TPP should be at least as strin- 
gent as the rule in NAFTA, given that 
TPP involves all three of the NAFTA 
countries, plus nine others. 

The Hatch-Wyden-Ryan TPA bill pro- 
vides no guidance whatsoever on any 
rule of origin on any product in the 
TPP negotiations. It appears that the 
U.S. and Japan will agree that Japan 
will reduce tariffs, but never eliminate 
them, on hundreds of agricultural prod- 
ucts, far more carve-outs than under 
any U.S. trade agreement in the past. 

Canada, on the other hand, has not 
put any offer on the table for dairy 
products, which is causing some con- 
cern in the dairy industry. 

The Hatch-Wyden-Ryan TPA bill has 
as its objective, “reducing or elimi- 
nating” tariffs on agricultural prod- 
ucts; thus even Japan's opening offer, 
to reduce but never eliminate tariffs on 
nearly 600 products, satisfied this ob- 
jective, demonstrating that it is mean- 
ingless. 

The TPP negotiations are taking a 
different approach on environment 
than we did in the May 10 agreement 
and in our FTAs with Peru, Panama, 
Colombia, and Korea, where we stated 
simply that each country was obligated 
to implement seven multilateral envi- 
ronment agreements. 

TPP negotiators are trying to build 
the same obligations from scratch, and 
we still do not know if they have suc- 
ceeded. Words like “endeavor” and 
“take steps to” are not going to lead to 
the revolutionary changes we have 
been told to expect. 

The President said at Nike recently 
that the TPP environmental chapter 
would “help us do things that haven't 
been done before.” Actually, we have 
done these things before. In May 10, 
Peru included a special annex on defor- 
estation. It needs more vigorous en- 
forcement. 

The Hatch-Wyden-Ryan TPA bill is 
obsolete in providing instructions since 
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the TPP is already taking a different 
approach. The TPA bill also does not 
address whether or how climate change 
issues should be handled in TPP, an 
issue raised by other countries in the 
TPP negotiations. 

There are now more cases of private 
investors challenging environmental, 
health, and other regulations in na- 
tions, even nations with strong and 
independent judicial systems and rule 
of law. 

Just last month—just last month—an 
investor won a NAFTA ISDS case in 
which the government of Nova Scotia 
denied a permit to develop a quarry in 
an environmentally sensitive area. 

Other investment disputes involve 
“plain packaging” of tobacco products 
in Australia aimed at protecting public 
health and pharmaceutical patent re- 
quirements in Canada. This issue is re- 
ceiving heightened scrutiny among ne- 
gotiators and from a broad range of in- 
terested parties. 

Some of our TPP partners do not 
support ISDS or are seeking safeguards 
to ensure that nations preserve their 
right to regulate. The Economist mag- 
azine, the Cato Institute, and the Gov- 
ernment of Germany—the birthplace of 
ISDS—have also recently expressed 
concerns with ISDS. 

As far back as 2007, when the May 10 
agreement was reached, we recognized 
growing concerns over investment and 
ISDS. We insisted that our trade agree- 
ments with Peru, Panama, Colombia, 
and Korea include new preambular lan- 
guage clarifying that the investment 
obligations in those agreements are 
not invented to provide foreign inves- 
tors with greater substantive rights 
than investors have under U.S. law. 

Over the past few years, our concerns 
over the investment text and ISDS 
have become even greater. Neverthe- 
less, our negotiators have refused to in- 
clude the May 10 preambular language 
in TPP, and the text of the investment 
chapter in TPP is basically the same 
model as adopted 10 years ago, even 
though conditions have changed dra- 
matically in the past 10 years and calls 
for changes to or elimination of the 
chapter have intensified. 

Despite proposals to include new 
safeguards in the ISDS mechanism, the 
administration has not made any at- 
tempts to incorporate them. 

The Hatch-Wyden-Ryan TPA invest- 
ment negotiating objective is the same 
as it was 12 years ago and, again, is ob- 
solete. 

TPP does not ensure compliance by 
TPP parties that have labor laws and 
practices that fall short of inter- 
national standards contained in the 
May 10 agreement, even though TPP is 
expected to include the May 10 lan- 
guage. 

Vietnam presents the greatest chal- 
lenge we have ever had in ensuring 
compliance. Workers there are prohib- 
ited from joining any union inde- 
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pendent of the Communist Party. 
While the administration is discussing 
these issues with Vietnam, Members of 
Congress and stakeholder advisers have 
not yet seen any proposal to address 
these critical areas. 

On a recent trip to Vietnam, I met a 
woman who had been thrown in jail for 
4 years for trying to organize workers 
into an independent union. We cannot 
simply have the right written obliga- 
tion in the agreement and expect that 
some future dispute settlement panel is 
going to ensure meaningful change on 
the ground for workers. 

The administration has not com- 
mitted to ensuring that all changes to 
laws and regulations are made before 
Congress votes, aS was true with Peru, 
Panama, and Colombia. 

The administration also does not 
make available to Members of Congress 
any ‘‘consistency plan” they are dis- 
cussing with Vietnam so that we can 
evaluate the changes to Vietnamese 
laws and practices they are seeking. 

From what I understand, any plan 
will fall far short of bringing Vietnam 
into compliance with basic ILO stand- 
ards, as required under the May 10 
agreement. For example, I am con- 
cerned Vietnam may refuse to allow in- 
dustrywide unions to form, a clear in- 
consistency with ILO standards. Our 
negotiators also have refused to accept 
our suggestion that an independent 
panel be established from the begin- 
ning to ensure compliance with the 
labor obligations and expedite a dis- 
pute. 

Without such a structure, future 
cases will need to be built from scratch 
by outside groups and submitted to the 
U.S. Government, a process which has 
taken several years for the Department 
of Labor to act on in Honduras and 
Guatemala. 

The President said recently that 
Vietnam ‘‘would even have to protect 
workers’ freedom to form unions, for 
the first time,” but the TPP that 
USTR is negotiating seems far from en- 
suring those words will become real. 
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Mexico also has a long way to go. 
Americans know that Mexico competes 
in manufacturing. According to Pro- 
fessor Harley Shaiken at UC Berkeley: 

“Under NAFTA, the auto industry in 
Mexico has grown rapidly, and it is in 
the midst of an unprecedented expan- 
sion. Mexico assembled over 3 million 
vehicles in 2013—more than Canada— 
and exported over 80 percent of them, 
mostly to the U.S. Global automakers 
plan to invest $6.8 billion in Mexico be- 
tween 2013 and 2015. As a result, Mexico 
is on track to become the leading 
source of imported vehicles for the U.S. 
market by 2015, surpassing both Can- 
ada and Mexico. Moreover, Mexico ex- 
ported $44.8 billion in auto parts to the 
U.S. last year, more than Japan, Korea, 
and Germany combined.”’ 
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The wage rate in Mexico is about 20 
percent of a comparable rate in the 
U.S. 

The administration likes to say that 
TPP will renegotiate NAFTA. I am all 
for that, but, again, words in the agree- 
ment are not enough. Mexico has to 
change their laws and their practices. 
For example, they have to get rid of so- 
called “protection contracts? that 
serve to block real representation in 
the workplace, and they need to fun- 
damentally reform or replace the con- 
ciliation and arbitration boards that 
are responsible for resolving disputes 
over workplace representation and 
other labor issues. This is vitally im- 
portant because U.S. workers compete 
directly with Mexican workers in crit- 
ical manufacturing and other sectors. 
While I understand the administration 
has started conversations with Mexico, 
I am not informed of any consistency 
plan that would detail the changes 
Mexico needs to make to their laws. 

TPP negotiators are also working on 
disciplines for state-owned enterprises, 
or SOEs. Countries that rely heavily on 
state-controlled and state-funded en- 
terprises are able to give those cham- 
pions an enormous and unfair advan- 
tage over private companies that com- 
pete against them in the marketplace. 

The TPP would include disciplines on 
SOEs that are expected in language to 
go beyond anything we have ever in- 
cluded in past agreements, but the ex- 
tent to which an SOE provision will 
help to level the playing field will be 
determined by the degree to which par- 
ties seek very broad, country-specific 
carve-outs for particular SOEs. As con- 
cerning, the definition of ‘‘SOEs’’ is too 
narrow, allowing enterprises that are 
effectively controlled by foreign gov- 
ernments—but where the government 
owns less than 50 percent of the 
shares—to circumvent the obligations. 

There are several other TPP issues 
that need to be addressed. Food safety 
is one of them. There is a very broad 
consensus that not enough resources 
are being devoted to ensure the safety 
of our imports. What are we going to 
do about this issue? It is a real issue in 
the debate. Unfortunately, specific por- 
tions of the negotiations and the short- 
comings in TPP are often difficult to 
discuss because the documents are 
classified. 

I have not argued that the entire ne- 
gotiations should be open to the public. 
I understand that, in a wide range of 
contexts, from peace negotiations to 
labor negotiations, it is widely as- 
sumed that negotiations at times need 
to be held behind closed doors, and at 
this point, I am not convinced that 
trade negotiations are different. The 
negotiators need to communicate fre- 
quently and effectively with stake- 
holders to ensure that they are seeking 
the right provisions in negotiations. In 
a number of respects, our negotiators 
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were not doing that when the TPP ne- 
gotiations were in the early or even 
not so early stages. 

Thanks to constant pressure from 
Members of Congress over the past sev- 
eral years, we have made some progress 
in this regard. For example, just a cou- 
ple of years ago, USTR refused to share 
the bracketed text—laying out the po- 
sitions of various parties—with any 
Member of Congress. We got them to 
change that. Much more recently, they 
refused to let staff from personal of- 
fices assist their Members with the 
text even where the staff member had a 
top secret security clearance. We got 
them to change that. 

Still, there remain unreasonable and 
burdensome restrictions on access to 
the text. For example, Congress cre- 
ated a system of stakeholder advisers 
many years ago to provide advice to 
our negotiators and to Congress on the 
negotiations, but those advisers still 
can only see U.S. negotiating pro- 
posals. They cannot see the proposals 
of our trading partners. It is very dif- 
ficult, if not impossible, for them to 
provide negotiating advice if they can’t 
know what the other side is seeking. 
Moreover, personal office staff with top 
secret security clearances still cannot 
see the negotiating text until the Mem- 
ber is present. 

Let me say a few more words about 
this. 

Iam not at all confident that our ne- 
gotiators are sharing with Members of 
Congress or the stakeholder advisers 
all of the texts that are being ex- 
changed with other TPP countries. For 
example, we know our negotiators, as I 
have said, have been discussing a labor 
consistency plan with Vietnam for 
many months now at least, but there is 
still no text for Members of Congress 
to review. This is one of the major out- 
standing issues in TPP, and yet there 
is no text to review despite the fact 
that USTR has told us for at least a 
year now that the negotiations were 
nearly complete. At a recent meeting 
to discuss Vietnam, it was classified so 
that the status of negotiations on this 
issue cannot be discussed publicly. 
Many of us left less confident that 
there has been any progress in the ne- 
gotiations. 

Or take currency manipulation. For 
years, literally, we have pressed what 
the administration’s position is on the 
issue given that majorities in both the 
House and the Senate have urged that 
strong and enforceable currency dis- 
ciplines be included in TPP. For years, 
the administration said it was still de- 
liberating on the issue and had no an- 
swer. Now, when pushed through the 
TPA debate in Congress, the adminis- 
tration claims that they could not pos- 
sibly include enforceable disciplines in 
TPP because they would be a poison 
pill. 

Finally, I do not understand why the 
administration is selectively able to 
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reveal to the public certain aspects 
that they think the public will like, 
but those of us who have concerns can- 
not reveal them. We have examples of 
officials revealing to the press very 
specific things from the negotiating 
text, like when tariffs will be elimi- 
nated on a particular product. In my 
view, as to the Environment Chapter, 
the problem with that chapter is that 
many of the verbs used in those obliga- 
tions—the essence of the commit- 
ments—are very weak, but I, presum- 
ably, can’t tell you what those verbs 
are. 

So one has a hard time under- 
standing the rationale for this process. 
The way it has been handled by the ad- 
ministration does not make Members 
and other key parties real participants 
with a meaningful role, understanding 
and impacting decisions undertaken in 
this important negotiation. 

Let me say a word regarding an issue 
that has come up recently. In addition 
to falling short in getting TPP on the 
right track, the TPA bill also presents 
dangers with other agreements. This 
TPA will be, essentially, in place for 6 
years. It gives the President a great 
deal of latitude in deciding which 
agreements to negotiate with whatever 
trading partners the President wants 
and covering whatever subject the 
President wants. 

Recently, Senator ELIZABETH WAR- 
REN drew heavy criticism for express- 
ing the concern that TPA could be used 
by a Republican President to under- 
mine Dodd-Frank. The concern was dis- 
missed as speculative and desperate, 
but as explained below, the concern is 
genuine and legitimate. 

In ongoing trade agreement negotia- 
tions to establish a TTIP, European of- 
ficials, U.S. and European banks, and 
some congressional Republicans have 
expressed an interest in harmonizing 
U.S. and EU financial services in a way 
that would water down U.S. laws and 
regulations. Similarly, some Repub- 
lican Presidential candidates have ex- 
pressed an interest in weakening or in 
repealing Dodd-Frank, although not 
simply through the TTIP negotiations. 
Of course, doing so through TTIP nego- 
tiations would give the President the 
excuse that agreeing to weaken Dodd- 
Frank was simply part of a quid pro 
quo to get something we wanted from 
Europe. 

According to an article from Polit- 
ico: ‘‘White House and pro-trade offi- 
cials on the Hill say that the fast-track 
bill currently before Congress includes 
language that expressly forbids chang- 
ing U.S. law without congressional ac- 
tion.” But this language is nothing 
new. Legislation to implement trade 
agreements typically includes similar 
language. The purpose of the language 
is simply to make clear that, under 
U.S. law, our trade agreements do not 
have “direct effect” and are not “self- 
executing,” meaning that domestic 
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laws and regulations need to be amend- 
ed to give effect to any obligation in an 
international agreement. 

Implementing bills typically make 
changes to U.S. tariff laws to comply 
with the tariff obligations of trade 
agreements, but some implementing 
bills make more substantial, behind- 
the-border changes to U.S. laws to 
comply with the obligations in our 
trade agreements. That has been true 
of changes to U.S. patent laws and 
changes to the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act. 

With all of these concerns in mind— 
and, above all, my determination to do 
everything I can to get TPP in shape to 
garner broad, bipartisan support in 
Congress—the Ways and Means Demo- 
crats offered a substitute amendment 
during the markup of the TPA bill. 
That amendment, the Right Track for 
TPP Act, includes negotiating instruc- 
tions, not merely “negotiating objec- 
tives” like the TPA bill, on each of the 
12 major outstanding issues, some of 
which I have described earlier. It pro- 
vides that the President will not get an 
up-or-down vote unless and until Con- 
gress determines that the instructions 
have been followed. It also includes 
real mechanisms to ensure that a poor- 
ly negotiated TPP agreement will not 
be placed on a fast track. 

Regrettably, our substitute amend- 
ment was blocked in committee based 
on a highly questionable procedural de- 
termination from the chair. In essence, 
while the Republican majority was free 
to mark up a bill that was in both the 
jurisdiction of our committee and the 
Rules Committee, we were denied the 
right to do the very same thing. Our 
chair was concerned about stepping on 
the jurisdiction of the Rules Com- 
mittee, and yet the Rules Committee 
has waived jurisdiction over the TPA 
bill. 

As is often the case with trade de- 
bates, they become about something 
they are not. This debate is not about 
being for TPP or against. I am for the 
right TPP, and that is why I want Con- 
gress to be in a position to press nego- 
tiators to secure a better outcome. 

This debate is not about letting 
China write the rules. I wrote the 
amendments to the bill granting China 
PNTR to try and ensure China did not 
write the rules when they entered the 
WTO. 
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This debate is not about isola- 
tionism. Neither I nor any colleague of 
mine is arguing that we should pull up 
the drawbridge and isolate ourselves. 
Indeed, most of us who currently op- 
pose TPA right now have demonstrated 
on a broad range of issues that we are 
internationalists, perhaps more so than 
those who support TPA. 

This debate is not about national se- 
curity or the pivot to Asia. I under- 
stand the national security issues. In- 
deed, what happened was years ago 
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Wilbur Mills said let’s take trade nego- 
tiations out of the State Department 
and put them in USTR in order to be 
sure that the economic advantages 
were not traded away for political ad- 
vantages. 

In the world today, I don’t see how a 
trade agreement can be in our national 
security interest if it isn’t in our eco- 
nomic interest. Fifty years ago, when 
the U.S. was an economic superpower, 
unlike any other nation in the world, 
maybe we could grant our trading part- 
ners disproportionate and nonrecip- 
rocal conditions in exchange for polit- 
ical advantages. That is what Wilbur 
Mills said. That is not the case today. 
Our economic security is critical to our 
national security. 

Proponents of TPA are trying to sell 
TPA by selling TPP itself. Unfortu- 
nately, that is the problem. TPP is not 
yet on the right track. It has not 
earned “the most progressive trade 
agreement in history”? moniker that 
the President has given it. The best 
course for Congress is to withhold fast 
track until we know TPP is on a better 
course, to press the administration to 
work with us and really respond to our 
concerns by changing the course of ne- 
gotiations, to send a signal to our ne- 
gotiating partners that the Congress 
has set a high bar for negotiations, 
that we are demanding the best deal; 
and, in a number of areas, I think these 
countries will welcome the improve- 
ments I have suggested. 

At the end of the day, the goal is to 
achieve a Trans-Pacific Partnership 
worthy of support, a TPP that spreads 
the benefits of trade to the broadest 
swath of the American public and ad- 
dresses trade’s negative impacts. That 
is really what this negotiation is all 
about. This is what really, really very 
much motivates my concern to get 
TPP right, not to give away our lever- 
age until TPP is correct. 

Voting now for TPA, when there is so 
much yet to be done to make TPP 
right, essentially gives away our lever- 
age, essentially is a kind of a blank 
check to the administration. I feel so 
deeply about the importance of trade, 
the importance of getting it right, that 
I really urge that should be our focus. 

So I urge my colleagues not to give 
away our leverage, not to vote for TPA 
until TPP is done correctly. That is 
the challenge before us. That is the 
challenge likely to be before the House 
of Representatives the week after next. 
That is a challenge that we must sur- 
mount. That is a challenge that we 
must meet. That is a reflection of the 
years of many of us in trying to make 
trade be put on the right track. 

That motivated us years ago when we 
put together the May 10 agreement; 
that motivated us when we negotiated 
the agreement with Peru, we who nego- 
tiated it. That is our dedication. We 
support trade when expanded trade is 
shaped so that all benefit. That is not 
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true today of this TPP, and therefore I 
hope my colleagues will join together 
in voting “no” on TPA until TPP is 
gotten right. That is our goal; that is 
our purpose—that is our only purpose— 
and I think that is our challenge, and I 
hope the week after next we are going 
to meet it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 


EE 


RELIGIOUS FREEDOM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RUSSELL). Under the Speaker’s an- 
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) for 30 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, America is a beacon of hope 
and opportunity to the world for a rea- 
son. Our military veterans, whom we 
honor this Monday during Memorial 
Day, put their lives on the line for our 
freedoms and constitutional rights. 
Our Founders put in place a Constitu- 
tion that is inspired by the funda- 
mental Judeo-Christian belief that 
men and women are created in God’s 
image, with the right to life, property, 
freedom to worship, and carry out their 
religious convictions without govern- 
ment interference or persecution. 

We may take this idea for granted 
today, with 250 years of history at our 
backs, but at the time of our Nation’s 
founding, the idea of religious freedom 
was radical. The world was a different 
place then. God-fearing, peaceful citi- 
zens around the world were commonly 
persecuted for their beliefs. They were 
tortured and thrown in prison without 
a fair hearing. In short, they did not 
have freedom. These are rights and 
freedoms that many in our country 
take for granted. They were denied 
what our Founders held to be basic 
human rights. 

So at a great risk to themselves and 
their families, but with deeply held op- 
timism for a new and better future, 
they sailed the Atlantic Ocean for the 
shores of the New World, for America. 

Here they planted a new society 
based on freedom. Centuries later, we 
in this legislative body, are the guard- 
ians of this legacy. We are here to ad- 
vance freedom and protect liberty. But 
we must be vigilant in this task. 

President Ronald Reagan once said: 

Freedom is never more than one genera- 
tion away from extinction. We didn’t pass it 
to our children in the bloodstream. It must 
be fought for, protected, and handed on for 
them to do the same, or one day we will 
spend our sunset years telling our children 
and our children’s children what it was once 
like in the United States where men were 
free. 

I agree with President Reagan, and 
that is why I rise today. Our basic free- 
doms are under attack. We must stand 
up and fight. We don’t need to search 
long to find the wreckage of a society 
that does not value freedom. 
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I recently met with a group of con- 
stituents, Syrian Americans who live 
in Charleston, West Virginia. Many of 
them have family members and loved 
ones in Syria. Their stories provide a 
strong warning to us. In Syria, a cruel 
and brutal dictator, al-Assad, is at- 
tempting to silence opposing views. He 
has resorted to chemical weapon at- 
tacks on his own people. He has gunned 
down his own citizens. He has bombed 
hospitals and apartment complexes full 
of women and children. We can learn 
an important lesson from Syria: once 
tyranny grabs hold, it will grow and 
expand its reach. And the consequences 
can be drastic. In Syria, 4 out of 5 peo- 
ple live in poverty, more than 200,000 
have been killed, a million wounded, 
and more than 3 million have fled the 
country. 

But we should not be so arrogant as 
to think that our liberties here at 
home in the United States are safe. 
The evidence that our basic freedoms 
are under siege is growing, and I would 
like to share just a few stories that 
have recently come to my attention. 
For example, an 8-year-old second 
grade student in a New Jersey public 
school wanted to sing ‘‘Awesome God” 
at her after-school talent show, but she 
was told she couldn’t because of the 
song’s religious lyrics. 

The Arizona Republic reported in 
July of 2012 that the pastor of a church 
in Phoenix, Arizona, was jailed and 
fined $12,000 for hosting a Bible study 
meeting in his private home. They out- 
rageously claimed it violated zoning 
and fire code ordinances. 

Five men in Richmond, Virginia, 
were threatened with arrest by local 
police officers for sharing their faith 
on a public sidewalk. 

The University of Missouri threat- 
ened to withhold a student’s diploma 
because she refused to participate in a 
class assignment that required her to 
write a letter to the Missouri legislator 
in support of homosexual adoption. 

In a New York hospital, a pro-life 
nurse was coerced into providing a 
late-term abortion, even though her 
workplace had agreed in writing to 
honor her religious beliefs. 

And in the beautiful Second Congres- 
sional District of West Virginia, which 
I have the honor of representing, Joe 
Holland, a businessowner, is currently 
being pushed to violate his religious 
views and values by an ObamaCare reg- 
ulation that requires him to provide 
abortifacient drugs to his employees as 
a part of so-called health care. A regu- 
lation commonly known as the HHS 
mandate requires him to provide the 
drugs or face a penalty of $100 per day 
per employee. For a company of 150 
employees, that is about $5.5 million a 
year, or about $36,000 per employee. 

These are just a few of the alarming 
stories about the religious freedoms of 
peaceful, God-fearing Americans being 
snatched away by a government that 
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has lost its way. It is no coincidence 
that the very First Amendment to the 
United States Constitution says: ‘‘Con- 
gress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohib- 
iting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of 
the press, or the right of the people 
peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
the government for a redress of griev- 
ances.”’ 

Religious freedom was protected in 
the First Amendment to the Constitu- 
tion. Our Forefathers valued that. 
They knew what could happen if we 
didn’t protect our religious freedom. 

We must take action and recommit 
ourselves to this basic right. Congress 
actually has taken action in the past 
on a bipartisan basis. In 1993, Congress 
passed the Religious Freedom Restora- 
tion Act, signed by President Clinton. 
The law says the government should 
not force anyone to violate their sin- 
cere religious beliefs, whether those be- 
liefs are considered widely shared or 
not. This legislation unanimously 
passed this Chamber, United States 
House of Representatives, and it passed 
the Senate by a vote of 97-3 on October 
27, 1993. 

The broad support is because the leg- 
islation simply affirms our constitu- 
tionally endowed rights. But now sup- 
port for this formerly bipartisan, wide- 
ly supported law is eroding to the point 
that it has come under attack around 
the country, the recent events in Indi- 
ana being the recent highest profile ex- 
ample. 

I believe that this Congress must be 
a Congress of action in defending reli- 
gious freedoms. I understand that my 
good friend and colleague from Idaho, 
Mr. LABRADOR, is working on a bill to 
protect institutions and individuals 
who believe that marriage is between 
one man and one woman. I support this 
effort, and I look forward to being an 
original cosponsor when he introduces 
the bill. 

I am also a proud cosponsor of the 
Child Welfare Provider Inclusion Act, 
which will ensure that adoption and 
foster care providers are not excluded 
by States for offering their services 
based on their religious beliefs. Unfor- 
tunately, some States have already 
begun punishing faith-based organiza- 
tions that provide these services be- 
cause of their religious beliefs. These 
religious freedom protections are need- 
ed now, and I hope they will be allowed 
a vote in this Chamber. 

We can’t do this alone. We do need 
the President, President Obama, to 
join with us to protect religious free- 
dom. The President said on June 26, 
2013, regarding the U.S. Supreme Court 
decision to strike down the Defense of 
Marriage Act the following about reli- 
gious freedom: “On an issue as sen- 
sitive as this, knowing that Americans 
hold a wide range of views based on 
deeply held beliefs, maintaining our 
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Nation’s commitment to religious free- 
dom is also vital.” 
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If the President really believes that 
religious freedom is “vital,” he must 
back his words up with action. That 
hasn't happened. In fact, just the oppo- 
site has occurred, with the administra- 
tion's attack on the Religious Freedom 
Restoration Act, which attacks those 
who believe in religious freedom, 
through its HHS mandate and its at- 
tack on the Defense of Marriage Act. 
He is not protecting religious freedom. 
We have to do that here. 

We have a sacred obligation to pass 
on to our children and grandchildren a 
country that has the same love for lib- 
erty and religious freedom as the one 
we inherited, but this won’t happen on 
its own. We need to stand up and fight 
with courage and conviction, fight 
right here and right now. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


EE 


HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 


Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns today, it ad- 
journ to meet at 2:30 p.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 


EE 


PAYING TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY 
OF ALBERT MELVIN MILLER 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. BEYER) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the remarkable life 
and accomplishments of Mr. Albert 
Melvin Miller, who passed away on 
Sunday, May 10, at Inova Alexandria 
Hospital. 

Melvin was a well-known political 
and community leader in the city of 
Alexandria, Virginia. One of his crown- 
ing achievements was his work with 
the Alexandria Redevelopment and 
Housing Authority, protecting and ex- 
panding affordable housing programs 
across the city. 

Mel was a civil rights advocate, a 
mentor, and a beloved father. He was 
also a character: kind, interested, ever 
present, honest, hard-working, inspira- 
tional, and—above all—witty. Mel Mil- 
ler was a person you wanted to spend 
time with. 

Mel grew up in Haddonfield, New Jer- 
sey, but his heart belonged to Raleigh, 
North Carolina, where his alma mater, 
Saint Augustine’s University, is lo- 
cated, and to his adopted hometown of 
Alexandria, Virginia. 

Graduating from Saint Aug’s in his- 
tory and political science, he remained 
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deeply involved with the school by 
serving on the board of trustees for 35 
years and encouraging Alexandria’s 
students to attend his beloved univer- 
sity. 

After earning his JD from Howard 
University School of Law, Melvin was 
admitted to the Virginia State Bar and 
moved to Alexandria in 1958. Early in 
his Alexandria life, Melvin begin his 
civil rights activism and community 
involvement by doing pro bono work on 
school desegregation issues. 

This work led him to join an under- 
ground association unofficially named 
the “Secret Seven,” which met to dis- 
cuss possible ways to discuss civil 
rights and liberties in Alexandria and 
the surrounding areas. This early local 
involvement led him to become a 
prominent figure in Alexandria’s edu- 
cation system and the authority and 
champion for affordable housing. 

Melvin’s work for the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development and 
the Alexandria Redevelopment and 
Housing Authority helped to provide 
housing for hundreds of Alexandria’s 
poor. His crowning achievement was a 
deal by Melvin between the city of Al- 
exandria and ARHA, which required 
any affordable housing that was de- 
stroyed to be matched one-for-one with 
new developments. That deal still 
stands largely untouched today. 

Mel was a tireless mentor of Alexan- 
dria’s students and an avid high school 
sports fan. He could often be seen and 
heard giving advice to local students 
and cheering at high school sporting 
events. He also served on the Alexan- 
dria school board from 1986 to 1993, 
serving as board chair from 1990 to 1992. 

Mel is survived by his daughter, 
Ericka Miller; his son, Marc Miller, 
and wife, Mary; his grandchildren, 
Max, Chris, Zachary, and Bennett Mil- 
ler; his daughter-in-law, Vicky 
McCauley; and a host of other relatives 
and many friends. 

Melvin was preceded in death by son, 
Eric. His wife of nearly 5 years, Eula 
Miller, passed away in 2011. Eula was 
also a tremendous advocate for edu- 
cation in northern Virginia, having 
helped create many programs sup- 
porting caregivers and young mothers 
in local high schools and Northern Vir- 
ginia Community College. 

I offer my condolences to his family 
and all the people who have been af- 
fected by the loss of this amazing man. 
Mr. Albert Melvin Miller is a shining 
example of the effect one person can 
have on so many local lives. I hope his 
memory lives as an inspiration for 
local leaders to come. 

At his funeral yesterday, former T.C. 
Williams High School legendary foot- 
ball coach Herman Boone ended his eu- 
logy with the call to ‘‘Remember the 
Titan,” Melvin Miller. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today. 


ae 


SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

S. 178. An act to provide justice for the vic- 
tims of trafficking. 


— A 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on May 18, 2015, she pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following 
bills: 

H.R. 1191. A bill to provide for congres- 
sional review and oversight of agreements 
relating to Iran’s nuclear program, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 606. To amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to exclude certain compensation 
received by public safety officers and their 
dependents from gross income. 

Karen L. Haas. Clerk of the House, 
further reported that on May 19, 2015, 
she presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol- 
lowing bill: 

H.R. 2252. To clarify the effective date of 
certain provisions of the Border Patrol 
Agent Pay Reform Act of 2014, and for other 
purposes. 


SS 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad- 
journed until tomorrow, Friday, May 
22, 2015, at 2:30 p.m. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. JEFFRIES: 

H.R. 2487. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend the Yellow Ribbon 
G.I. Education Enhancement Program to 
cover recipients of Marine Gunnery Sergeant 
John David Fry scholarship, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. ROTHFUS (for himself, Mr. 
SCHRADER, Mr. BRADY of Texas, and 
Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana): 

H.R. 2488. A bill to preserve Medicare bene- 
ficiary choice by restoring and expanding the 
Medicare open enrollment and disenrollment 
opportunities repealed by section 3204(a) of 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
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fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York (for himself and Mr. GIB- 
SON): 

H.R. 2489. A bill to amend the National 
Dam Safety Program Act to establish a pro- 
gram to provide grant assistance to States 
for the rehabilitation and repair of deficient 
dams, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

By Mr. BARLETTA (for himself, Mr. 
MARINO, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. PERRY, Mr. THOMPSON of Penn- 
sylvania, and Mr. SHUSTER): 

H.R. 2490. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure that the prohibition 
against interment or memorialization in the 
National Cemetery Administration or Ar- 
lington National Cemetery of persons com- 
mitting Federal or State capital crimes is 
consistently carried out, to direct the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs to disinter the re- 
mains of George E. Siple from Indiantown 
Gap National Cemetery, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
Armed Services, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. OLSON (for himself, Mr. SAN- 
FORD, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. CULBERSON, 
and Mr. MULLIN): 

H.R. 2491. A bill to amend the William Wil- 
berforce Trafficking Victims Protection Re- 
authorization Act of 2008 to require consulta- 
tion with State and local elected officials 
and a public hearing before awarding grants 
or contracts for housing facilities for unac- 
companied alien children; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. GRAHAM (for herself, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. MURPHY 
of Florida, Mr. JOLLY, Ms. FRANKEL 
of Florida, Ms. WILSON of Florida, 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. ROONEY of 
Florida, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CURBELO of 
Florida, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Mr. GRAYSON, Ms. BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. YoHO, Mr. Ross, and Mr. 
NUGENT): 

H.R. 2492. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Army to provide for modification of cer- 
tain Federal water resources development 
projects on the Apalachicola, Chattahoo- 
chee, and Flint Rivers, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. POCAN, Ms. CLARKE of 
New York, Ms. CLARK of Massachu- 
setts, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. NEAL, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. DELANEY, Ms. 
TITUS, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, and Mr. HONDA): 

H.R. 2493. A bill to establish a grant pro- 
gram to encourage the use of assistance dogs 
by certain members of the Armed Forces and 
veterans; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. ROYCE (for himself, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. BASS, Mr. 
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CRENSHAW, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. 
CUELLAR): 

H.R. 2494. A bill to support global anti- 
poaching efforts, strengthen the capacity of 
partner countries to counter wildlife traf- 
ficking, designate major wildlife trafficking 
countries, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in addi- 
tion to the Committees on the Judiciary, 
and Natural Resources, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
(for herself, Mr. COHEN, Ms. BASS, 
Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali- 


fornia, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. 


KEATING, Ms. LEE, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. RUSH, 
Mr. SIRES, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. WELCH, 
Mr. LEWIS, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. HIG- 
GINS, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. PINGREE, 
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
TAKANO, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. WALZ, 
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. 


SWALWELL of California, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. HAHN, 


Ms. PLASKETT, Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. TONKO, Mr. BRADY 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. HIMES, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. SCOTT of 
Virginia, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mr. CLAY, Mr. GARAMENDI, 
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. FUDGE, 
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. KIL- 
DEE, and Mrs. DINGELL): 

H.R. 2495. A bill making supplemental ap- 
propriations for fiscal year 2016 for the 
TIGER Discretionary Grant program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and in addition to the Committee 
on the Budget, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. COFFMAN: 

H.R. 2496. A bill to extend the authoriza- 
tion for the replacement of the existing De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
in Denver, Colorado, to make certain im- 
provements in the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. considered and passed. 

By Mr. DENHAM (for himself, Mrs. 
MIMI WALTERS of California, Mr. 
Cook, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. Issa, Mr. 


HUNTER, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Mr. Harpy, and Mr. 
NUNES): 


H.R. 2497. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Transportation to establish a program to 
eliminate duplicative environmental reviews 
and approvals under State and Federal law of 
rail and highway projects, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
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Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARNEY (for himself, Mr. 
RENACCI, Mr. QUIGLEY, Miss RICE of 
New York, and Mr. WEBSTER of Flor- 
ida): 

H.R. 2498. A bill to amend the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974 to require that the 
Congressional Budget Office prepare long- 
term estimates for reported bills and joint 
resolutions that would have significant fiscal 
impact, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on the Budget, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CHABOT (for himself, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. Bost, Mr. RICE of South 
Carolina, Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. GIBSON, 
and Mr. CURBELO of Florida): 

H.R. 2499. A bill to amend the Small Busi- 
ness Act to increase access to capital for vet- 
eran entrepreneurs, to help create jobs, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business. 

By Mr. ROKITA (for himself, Mrs. 
Rosy, and Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas): 

H.R. 2500. A bill to authorize the Depart- 
ment of Labor’s voluntary protection pro- 
gram; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER (for himself, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. CALVERT, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. Issa, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. SWALWELL of 
California, Mr. Cook, Mr. TED LIEU of 


California, Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, and Mr. 
GALLEGO): 


H.R. 2501. A bill to require certain States 
to retain the Congressional redistricting 
plans in effect as of the first day of the One 
Hundred Fourteenth Congress until such 
States carry out a redistricting plan in re- 
sponse to the apportionment of Representa- 
tives resulting from the regular decennial 
census conducted in 2020; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself and Mr. 
NEAL): 

H.R. 2502. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for bundled 
payments for certain episodes of care sur- 
rounding a hospitalization; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. REICHERT (for himself, Mr. 
BOUSTANY, and Mr. RENACCI): 

H.R. 2503. A bill to amend title III of the 
Social Security Act to prevent the payment 
of unemployment benefits to incarcerated 
individuals; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mrs. NOEM (for herself, Mr. SAM 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. CRAMER, and 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 2504. A bill to amend the Social Secu- 
rity Act to make certain revisions to provi- 
sions limiting payment of benefits to fugi- 
tive felons under titles II, VIII, and XVI of 
the Social Security Act; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 2505. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to require the annual re- 
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porting of data on enrollment in Medicare 
Advantage plans; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself, Mrs. 

BLACKBURN, and Mr. RANGEL): 

H.R. 2506. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to delay the authority 
to terminate Medicare Advantage contracts 
for MA plans failing to achieve minimum 
quality ratings; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. PITTS, and Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia): 

H.R. 2507. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to establish an annual 
rulemaking schedule for payment rates 
under Medicare Advantage; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois (for 
himself and Mr. ASHFORD): 

H.R. 2508. A bill to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act to pro- 
hibit further reductions in sodium levels and 
to reinstate the grain-rich requirements ap- 
plicable to the national school lunch and 
breakfast programs; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. RENACCI (for himself and Mr. 
CARNEY): 

H.R. 2509. A bill to amend certain provi- 
sions of the Social Security Act relating to 
demonstration projects designed to promote 
the reemployment of unemployed workers; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself, Mr. SMITH 
of Missouri, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. 
KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. REED, 
Mr. NUNES, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. BRADY of 
Texas, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. MEEHAN, 
Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. YOUNG of Indi- 
ana, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. RENACCI, Mrs. 
NOEM, Mr. DOLD, Mr. ROSKAM, Ms. 
JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. BOUSTANY, 
Mr. HOLDING, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. WALBERG, 
and Mr. MOOLENAAR): 

H.R. 2510. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify and make perma- 
nent bonus depreciation; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. BOU- 
STANY): 

H.R. 2511. A bill to condition the eligiblity 
of disabled children aged 16 or 17 for supple- 
mental security income benefits on school 
attendance; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 

H.R. 2512. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to make clear that Federal em- 
ployees who receive back pay for a period 
during which they are furloughed due to a 
lapse in appropriations may not also receive 
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unemployment compensation for the same 
period; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for 
himself and Mr. HINOJOSA): 

H.R. 2518. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act with respect to the 
treatment of hospitals under the Medicare 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for 
himself, Mr. THOMPSON of California, 
Mr. BABIN, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. 
COFFMAN, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
RusH, Mr. TAKAI, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. ZINKE, Ms. 
MCSALLY, and Mr. SABLAN): 

H.R. 2514. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to prevent veterans from 
being disqualified from contributing to 
health savings accounts by reason of receiv- 
ing medical care for service-connected dis- 
abilities under programs administered by the 
Department of Veterans Affairs; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself and Ms. 
Ros-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 2515. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act with respect to eating 
disorders, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committees on Education 
and the Workforce, and Ways and Means, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RANGEL (for himself, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
POCAN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. THOMP- 
SON of California, Mr. KELLY of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. RUSH, Mr. JONES, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. POLIS, 
Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr. MCDERMOTT): 

H.R. 2516. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the ability of health 
care professionals to treat veterans via tele- 
medicine; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself and Mr. KIND): 

H.R. 2517. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring 
energy tax incentives; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mrs. 
LOVE, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. GOWDY, Mr. 
RYAN of Wisconsin, and Mrs. DAVIS of 
California): 

H.R. 2518. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to update reporting re- 
quirements for institutions of higher edu- 
cation and provide for more accurate and 
complete data on student retention, gradua- 
tion, and earnings outcomes at all levels of 
postsecondary enrollment; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. JENKINS of Kansas (for herself 
and Mr. CARTWRIGHT): 

H.R. 2519. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for treatment 
of audiologists as physicians for purposes of 
furnishing audiology services under the 
Medicare program, to improve access to the 
audiology services available for coverage 
under the Medicare program and to enable 
beneficiaries to have their choice of a quali- 
fied audiologist to provide such services, and 
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for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana (for himself 
and Mr. YARMUTH): 

H.R. 2520. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to reduce the rate of excise 
tax on distilled spirits; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Ms. EDWARDS (for herself, Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. LEE, 
Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
LEWIS, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CARDENAS, 
Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, and Mr. HAs- 
TINGS): 

H.R. 2521. A bill to reinstate Federal Pell 
Grant eligibility for individuals incarcerated 
in Federal and State penal institutions, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. CON- 
YERS, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. VEASEY, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. HINO- 
JOSA, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. HAs- 
TINGS, Mr. RANGEL, and Ms. SPEIER): 

H.R. 2522. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to establish a pilot program 
to award grants for the provision of fur- 
niture, household items, and other assist- 
ance to homeless veterans to facilitate their 
transition into permanent housing, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BOST (for himself, Mr. RODNEY 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. VIS- 
CLOSKY, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. 
ROTHFUS, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. 


JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. ROUZER, 
Mr. BYRNE, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 


BARLETTA, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. PITTENGER, and 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 2523. A bill to make improvements to 
the antidumping and countervailing duty 
laws; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself, Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
RENACCI, Mr. KIND, Mr. THOMPSON of 
California, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. DOLD, Mr. 
NEAL, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. REED, and Mr. PASCRELL): 

H.R. 2524. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to increase the limitations 
for deductible new business expenditures and 
to consolidate provisions for start-up and or- 
ganizational expenditures; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. BUSTOS (for herself, Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, 
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. BECERRA, Ms. 
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. SIRES, Mr. CASTRO of 
Texas, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Mr. VELA, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. BEN 
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RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mr. HINO- 
JOSA, Mr. POCAN, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. 
TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. Ruiz, Mrs. DINGELL, 
Mr. Costa, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms. Lo- 
RETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. 
PIERLUISI, Mr. CURBELO of Florida, 
Mr. DIaz-BALART, Ms. HERRERA 
BEUTLER, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. WALZ, Mr. RODNEY 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. YODER, Mrs. 
ROBY, Mr. ASHFORD, Ms. EDWARDS, 
Ms. ADAMS, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, 
Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
HIGGINS, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. AL GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. JONES, Mrs. KIRK- 
PATRICK, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
NOLAN, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. BROOKS of 
Alabama, Mr. KILMER, Mrs. TORRES, 
Miss RICE of New York, Mr. PERL- 
MUTTER, Mr. SABLAN, Mr. Bost, and 
Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois): 

H.R. 2525. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in recognition 
and celebration of Hero Street USA; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. CAPUANO (for himself, Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER, Mr. GRIFFITH, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. NAPOLI- 
TANO, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. PETERSON, Ms. 
LOFGREN, and Mr. JORDAN): 

H.R. 2526. A bill to require automobile 
manufacturers to disclose to consumers the 
presence of event data recorders, or “black 
boxes”, on new automobiles, and to require 
manufacturers to provide the consumer with 
the option to enable and disable such devices 
on future automobiles; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY (for himself, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. SEAN PAT- 
RICK MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. CLARKE of 
New York, Ms. MENG, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
NADLER, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
of New York, Mr. ENGEL, and Mr. 
TONKO): 

H.R. 2527. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
7802 37th Avenue in Jackson Heights, New 
York, as the “Jeanne Sobelson Manford Post 
Office Building’’; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 

H.R. 2528. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Education to award grants to States to pay 
the Federal share of carrying out full-day 
prekindergarten programs; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO): 

H.R. 2529. A bill to establish limitations on 
the quantity of inorganic arsenic in rice and 
rice products under chapter IV of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on Agriculture, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself, Mr. 
TAKAI, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Ms. DELAURO, Mrs. 
BUSTOS, Ms. NORTON, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. KNIGHT, 
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Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. ROONEY of Flor- 
ida, and Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER): 

H.R. 2530. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to provide for private lactation 
areas in the terminals of large and medium 
hub airports, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself, Mr. 
RIGELL, Ms. TITUS, Ms. BORDALLO, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. RUSH, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. GALLEGO, 
Mr. Cook, Mr. TAKAI, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. 
DANNY K. Davis of Illinois, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. WALZ, Mr. GARAMENDI, 
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. KIND, Mr. GOH- 
MERT, Mr. WESTERMAN, and Ms. LOF- 
GREN): 

H.R. 2531. A bill to amend section 701 of the 
Veterans Access, Choice, and Accountability 
Act of 2014 to clarify the period of eligibility 
during which certain spouses are entitled to 
assistance under the Marine Gunnery Ser- 
geant John David Fry Scholarship; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. FLEISCHMANN: 

H.R. 2532. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to enhance the authority under 
which Federal agencies may pay cash awards 
to employees for making cost saving disclo- 
sures, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Ms. FRANKEL of Florida (for her- 
self and Mr. WEBER of Texas): 

H.R. 2533. A bill to amend the Foreign Re- 
lations Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1990 
and 1991 relating to local guard contracts 
abroad under the diplomatic security pro- 
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. HAHN: 

H.R. 2534. A bill to amend the Security and 
Accountability For Every Port Act of 2006 
(the SAFE PORT Act) to administer a pilot 
program for 100 percent scanning of cargo 
containers at domestic ports, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity. 

By Mr. HANNA (for himself, Mr. CART- 
WRIGHT, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
MEADOWS, Mr. POLIQUIN, and Mr. COL- 
LINS of Georgia): 

H.R. 2535. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow a $1,000 refundable 
credit for individuals who are bona fide vol- 
unteer members of volunteer firefighting and 
emergency medical service organizations; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HIGGINS (for himself, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. TONKO, and Mr. KATKO): 

H.R. 2536. A bill to provide access to medi- 
cation-assisted therapy, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. HIMES: 

H.R. 2537. A bill to provide for higher edu- 
cation reform; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. HUFFMAN (for himself and Mr. 
DENHAM): 

H.R. 2538. A bill to take lands in Sonoma 
County, California, into trust as part of the 
reservation of the Lytton Rancheria of Cali- 
fornia, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 

H.R. 2539. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for an increase in the 
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amount of monthly dependency and indem- 

nity compensation payable to surviving 

spouses by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LANCE (for himself, Ms. CAs- 

TOR of Florida, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 

MCKINLEY, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 


Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois, and Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD): 


H.R. 2540. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to raise awareness of, and 
to educate breast cancer patients antici- 
pating surgery, especially patients who are 
members of racial and ethnic minority 
groups, regarding the availability and cov- 
erage of breast reconstruction, prostheses, 
and other options; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself and 
Mr. CICILLINE): 

H.R. 2541. A bill to amend the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act to add Rhode Island to the Mid-At- 
lantic Fishery Management Council; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington: 

H.R. 2542. A bill to amend the Truth in 
Lending Act to establish requirements for 
releasing a cosigner from obligations of a 
private education loan, for the treatment of 
the loan upon the death or bankruptcy of a 
cosigner of the loan, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington (for 
himself and Mr. REICHERT): 

H.R. 2543. A bill to establish a State Trade 
and Export Promotion Grant Program; to 
the Committee on Small Business. 

By Mrs. LUMMIS (for herself, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. CUELLAR, and Mr. BUR- 
GESS): 

H.R. 2544. A bill to amend the USEC Pri- 
vatization Act to require the Secretary of 
Energy to issue a long-term Federal excess 
uranium inventory management plan, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Mr. BRENDAN 
F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
KING of New York): 

H.R. 2545. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Education to award grants to educational 
organizations to carry out educational pro- 
grams about the Holocaust; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Mr. LYNCH, 
Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts): 

H.R. 2546. A bill to prohibit the sale of a 
firearm to, and the purchase of a firearm by, 
a person who is not covered by appropriate 
liability insurance coverage; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 2547. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide for 
the development of accelerated approval de- 
velopment plans for investigational drugs 
and biological products; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 2548. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act with respect to a na- 
tional pediatric research network; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 2549. A bill to amend the HITECH Act 
with respect to accessing, sharing, and using 
health data for research purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 2550. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to provide Medicare pay- 
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ment incentives to transition from tradi- 
tional x-ray imaging to digital radiography, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. McSALLY (for herself, Ms. 
GABBARD, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
PETERS, Mrs. LOVE, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. YOHO, Mr. BLUM, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. Bost, Mr. WALZ, Mr. 
BABIN, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. ABRAHAM, 
Mrs. BLACK, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. HILL, Mr. 
SMITH of Missouri, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Mr. KATKO, Mr. GOSAR, Ms. 
STEFANIK, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California, and Mr. HURD of Texas): 

H.R. 2551. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure that veterans may at- 
tend pre-apprenticeship programs using cer- 
tain educational assistance provided by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. O’ROURKE (for himself, Mrs. 
ELLMERS of North Carolina, and Mr. 
SIRES): 

H.R. 2552. A bill to prohibit the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security from procuring 
certain items directly related to the na- 
tional security unless the items are grown, 
reprocessed, reused, or produced in the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security. 

By Ms. PINGREE (for herself, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. CURBELO of Florida, 
and Mr. CRENSHAW): 

H.R. 2553. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Commerce, acting through the Adminis- 
trator of the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration, to conduct coastal 
community vulnerability assessments re- 
lated to ocean acidification, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. POLIS: 

H.R. 2554. A bill to designate certain lands 
in the State of Colorado as components of 
the National Wilderness Preservation Sys- 
tem, to designate the Tenmile Recreation 
Management Area and Porcupine Gulch Pro- 
tection Area, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself and 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 2555. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to establish a pilot program 
to award grants to nonprofit veterans service 
organizations to upgrade the community fa- 
cilities of such organizations; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SALMON: 

H.R. 2556. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to repeal the 
authorization for program development and 
implementation grants for coastal recre- 
ation water quality monitoring and notifica- 
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

By Mr. SCALISE: 

H.R. 2557. A bill to promote new manufac- 
turing in the United States by providing for 
greater transparency and timeliness in ob- 
taining necessary permits, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 
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By Mr. SCHRADER (for himself and 
Ms. BONAMICI): 

H.R. 2558. A bill to authorize the provision 
of health care for certain individuals exposed 
to environmental hazards at Atsugi Naval 
Air Facility, to establish an advisory board 
to examine exposures to environmental haz- 
ards at such Air Facility, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services, 
and in addition to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. BABIN, Mr. BARTON, Mr. BRADY of 
Texas, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. CARTER of 
Texas, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. CON- 
AWAY, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. 
FLORES, Mr. GOHMERT, Ms. GRANGER, 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. HURD of Texas, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. MCCAUL, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
RATCLIFFE, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. THORN- 
BERRY, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. VELA, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, and Mr. WILLIAMS): 

H.R. 2559. A bill to designate the “PFC Mil- 
ton A. Lee Medal of Honor Memorial High- 
way” in the State of Texas; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

By Ms. STEFANIK (for herself and Mr. 
NEWHOUSE): 

H.R. 2560. A bill to authorize the Adminis- 
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to waive any emission standard or 
other requirement under section 112 of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7412) applicable to 
the control of asbestos emissions in the dem- 
olition or renovation of a condemned build- 
ing for which there is a reasonable expecta- 
tion of structural failure; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. STIVERS (for himself, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. LATTA, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. RENACCI, and 
Mr. TURNER): 

H.R. 2561. A bill to authorize the President 
to award the Medal of Honor posthumously 
to Paul A. Smithhisler for acts of valor in 
November 1918 during World War I; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Ms. TITUS: 

H.R. 2562. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to extend the special ex- 
pensing rules for certain film and television 
productions; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself and 
Mr. BEYER): 

H.R. 2568. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to allow States to regulate tow 
truck operations; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself and Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois): 

H.R. 2564. A bill to accelerate the adoption 
of smart building technologies in the private 
sector and key Federal agencies; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and Science, Space, and 
Technology, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
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consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. WESTERMAN: 

H.R. 2565. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to restore the regular 
Medicaid matching rate for newly eligible in- 
dividuals under the Affordable Care Act and 
to apply up to $15 billion of the savings each 
year to the Highway Trust Fund; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Iowa (for himself, 
Mr. WELCH, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. PETERSON, 
Mr. POCAN, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mr. 
NOLAN): 

H.R. 2566. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to ensure the integrity of 
voice communications and to prevent unjust 
or unreasonable discrimination among areas 
of the United States in the delivery of such 
communications; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. ZINKE (for himself, Mr. HUN- 
TER, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
LYNCH, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. DUNCAN of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. ROONEY of 
Florida, Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. SALM- 
ON, Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Ms. CLARK of Massachu- 
setts, Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, 
Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. HECK of Nevada, 
Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. WEBER of 
Texas, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. NUGENT, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. 
COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
KNIGHT): 

H.R. 2567. A bill to posthumously award 
the Congressional Gold Medal to each of 
Glen Doherty, Tyrone Woods, J. Christopher 
Stevens, and Sean Smith in recognition of 
their contributions to the Nation; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (for him- 
self, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. 
ROTHFUS, Mr. PITTS, Mr. STUTZMAN, 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
COLE, Mr. DOLD, Mr. CLAWSON of 
Florida, Mr. JoLLY, Mr. ZINKE, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, 
Mr. GOSAR, Mr. RIGELL, Ms. HERRERA 
BEUTLER, Mr. LANCE, Mr. BOUSTANY, 
Mr. BYRNE, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, 
Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. 
GRAVES of Louisiana, Mrs. LUMMIS, 
Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 
Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. Buck, Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. STEWART, 
Mr. WALKER, Mr. PEARCE, Mrs. ROBY, 
Mrs. BROOKs of Indiana, Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. FLEMING, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Ms. 
STEFANIK, Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. DUNCAN 
of South Carolina, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. 
MICA, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. MULLIN, 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
BURGESs, Mr. MARINO, Mr. KNIGHT, 
Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. SES- 
SIONS, Mr. YOHO, and Mr. Jopy B. 
HICE of Georgia): 

H. Con. Res. 49. Concurrent resolution rec- 
ognizing the daisy as the flower for military 
caregivers; to the Committee on Armed 
Services, and in addition to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
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quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. KEATING: 

H. Con. Res. 50. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of Congress that an appro- 
priate site in the Memorial Amphitheater in 
Arlington National Cemetery should be pro- 
vided for a memorial marker to honor the 
memory of those who have been awarded or 
are eligible for the Korean Defense Service 
Medal who are missing in action, are unac- 
counted for, or died in-theater; to the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in addition 
to the Committee on Armed Services, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ZELDIN (for himself, Mr. 
ENGEL, Ms. MENG, and Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey): 

H. Con. Res. 51. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of the House of Represent- 
atives regarding the execution-style murders 
of United States citizens Ylli, Agron, and 
Mehmet Bytyqi in the Republic of Serbia in 
July 1999; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Ms. JACKSON LEE (for herself, Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. 
RUSH): 

H. Res. 280. A resolution honoring the 
House music genre and its “Godfather”, the 
late Frankie Knuckles of Chicago, Illinois, 
for valuable and longstanding contributions 
to the culture of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. DUNCAN of 
Tennessee, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. RICE of 
South Carolina, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. WEBER 
of Texas, Mr. DUNCAN of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BARLETTA, 
and Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia): 

H. Res. 281. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives regard- 
ing the success of Operation Streamline and 
the importance of prosecuting first time ille- 
gal border crossers; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and in addition to the Committee 
on Homeland Security, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. GRI- 
JALVA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mrs. LAW- 
RENCE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. RUIZ, 
Mr. DENT, and Mr. DELANEY): 

H. Res. 282. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of May as ‘‘National Bladder 
Cancer Awareness Month”; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. JUDY CHU of California (for 
herself, Mr. BECERRA, Ms. BORDALLO, 
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Ms. LEE, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. 
MENG, Mr. TAKAI, Mr. SABLAN, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mr. PETERS, Ms. LINDA T. 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr. 
VARGAS, Mr. BERA, Mr. SCOTT of Vir- 
ginia, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. 
HONDA, and Mr. CONYERS): 
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H. Res. 283. A resolution recognizing the 
significance of Asian/Pacific American Herit- 
age Month in May as an important time to 
celebrate the significant contributions of 
Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders to the 
history of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Ms. LEE: 

H. Res. 284. A resolution recognizing the 
significance of National Caribbean American 
Heritage Month; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. LEWIS: 

H. Res. 285. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States should become an inter- 
national human rights leader by ratifying 
and implementing certain core international 
conventions; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 


— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Mr. JEFFRIES: 
H.R. 2487. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
“Clause 12, 13 or 14 of section 8 of article I 
of the Constititution”. 
By Mr. ROTHFUS: 
H.R. 2488. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 
H.R. 2489. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
By Mr. BARLETTA: 
H.R. 2490. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 
By Mr. OLSON: 
H.R. 2491. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 
By Ms. GRAHAM: 
H.R. 2492. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 
By Mr. MCGOVERN: 
H.R. 2493. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8: to provide for the Com- 
mon Defense 
By Mr. ROYCE: 
H.R. 2494. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 
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By Ms. 
fornia: 

H.R. 2495. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, clause 1 of the U.S. 
Constitution and 

Article 1, Section 9, clause 7 of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

By Mr. COFFMAN: 

H.R. 2496. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 18 (the nec- 
essary and proper clause). 

By Mr. DENHAM: 

H.R. 2497. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution, specifically Clause 1 (relating 
to providing for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States), Clause 
3 (related to regulation of Commerce among 
the several States), and Clause 18 (relating 
to the power to make all laws necessary and 
proper for carrying out the powers vested in 
Congress). 

By Mr. CARNEY: 

H.R. 2498. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution, the Taxing and Spend- 
ing Clause: ‘‘The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defence and general Welfare of 
the United States...” 

By Mr. CHABOT: 

H.R. 2499. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. ROKITA: 

H.R. 2500. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER: 

H.R. 2501. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to determine the 
boundaries of districts for the election of 
Representatives in Congress pursuant to the 
authority given to make or alter regulations 
of the times, places and manner of holding 
elections for Representatives by Article I, 
Section 4 of the Constitution. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 2502. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power To lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States. 

By Mr. REICHERT: 

H.R. 2503. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 1 (relating to pro- 
viding for the general welfare of the United 
States) and clause 18 (relating to the power 
to make all laws necessary and proper for 
carrying out the powers vested in Congress), 
and Article IV, section 3, clause 2 (relating 


MAXINE WATERS of Cali- 
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to the power of Congress to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory or other property be- 
longing to the United States).”’ 

By Mrs. NOEM: 

H.R. 2504. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: 

H.R. 2505. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Article I Section 8 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.R. 2506. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 

H.R. 2507. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois: 

H.R. 2508. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18. To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing pow- 
ers, and all other powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the government of the United 


States, or in any department or officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. RENACCI: 
H.R. 2509. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con- 
stitution— “The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defense and general Welfare of 
the United States... .” 

By Mr. TIBERI 

H.R. 2510. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 7 and Article 1, Section 
8 

By Mr. REED: 

H.R. 2511. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 

H.R. 2512. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution, to “provide for the com- 
mon Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States.” 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 2513. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have Power *** To regu- 
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In- 
dian Tribes. 
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By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 2514. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defense and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 2615, 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 3 and 18 of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 

H.R. 2516. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 12, 13, 14, and 
18 

The Congress shall have Power***to raise 
and support armies; to provide and maintain 
a navy; to make rules for the government 
and regulation of the land and naval forces; 
and to make all laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: 

H.R. 2517. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. he Congress en- 
acts this bill pursuant to Clause 1 of Section 
8 of Article I of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. HUNTER: 

H.R. 2518. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional Authority for the Act 
is derived from Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 
1 and 18. 

By Ms. JENKINS of Kansas: 

H.R. 2519. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8: 

The Congress shall have Power To lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defense and general Welfare of the United 
States. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana: 

H.R. 2520. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have the Power to lay 
and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Ex- 
cises, to pay the Debt and provide for the 
common Defense and general Welfare of the 
United States; but all Duties, Imposts and 
Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. 

By Ms. EDWARDS: 

H.R. 2521. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress is authorized to enact this legis- 
lation under the Commerce Clause, Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3, ‘‘to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.” Addi- 
tionally, Congress has the authority to enact 
this legislation pursuant to the Preamble of 
the Constitution, “to promote the general 
welfare.” 

By Mrs. BEATTY: 

H.R. 2522. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S 
Constitution 

By Mr. BOST: 

H.R. 2523. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8, of Article 1 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.R. 2524. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8. 
By Mrs. BUSTOS: 

H.R. 2525. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 

H.R. 2526. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 3 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: 

H.R. 2527. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 7: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have Power [. . .] To establish 
Post Offices and post roads;”’ 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 

H.R. 2528. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8. 

By Ms. DELAURO: 

H.R. 2529. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH: 

H.R. 2530. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section I of the Constitution of 
the United States of America: 

“All legislative Powers herein granted 
shall be vested in a Congress of the United 
States, which shall consist of a Senate and 
House of Representatives.” 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH: 

H.R. 2531. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority to enact this 
legislation can be found in: 

Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 sec. 8 
cl. 18) 

By Mr. FLEISCHMANN: 

H.R. 2532. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, clauses 1 & 18. 

By Ms. FRANKEL of Florida: 

H.R. 2533. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution, which allows the regu- 
lation of interstate and foreign commerce. 

By Ms. HAHN: 

H.R. 2534. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

According to Article 1: Section 8: Clause 
18: of the United States Constitution, seen 
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below, this bill falls within the Constitu- 
tional Authority of the United States Con- 
gress. 

Article 1: Section 8: Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof 
By Mr. HANNA: 
H.R. 2535. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority on which 
this bill rests is enumerated in Section 8 of 
Article I of the United States Constitution, 
which provides that ‘The Congress shall 
have the Power to lay and collect Taxes, Du- 
ties, Imports, and Excises, to pay the Debts 
and provide for the common Defence and 
general Welfare of the United States; but all 
Duties, Imports and Excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States.” 

By Mr. HIGGINS: 

H.R. 2536. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. HIMES: 

H.R. 2537. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States 

By Mr. HUFFMAN: 

H.R. 2538. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 
Section 8 which grants Congress the power 
to regulate Commerce with the Indian 
Tribes. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 

H.R. 2539. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8; Article IV, Section 3. 

By Mr. LANCE: 

H.R. 2540. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Sec. 8, Clause 1, of the United 
States Constitution 

This states that ‘‘Congress shall have 
power to... lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, to pay debts and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States.” 

By Mr. LANGEVIN: 

H.R. 2541. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States grants Congress the au- 
thority to enact this bill. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington: 

H.R. 2542. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

As described in Article 1, Section 1 “all 
legislative powers herein granted shall be 
vested in a Congress.”’ 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington: 

H.R. 2543. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

As described in Article 1, Section 1 “all 
legislative powers herein granted shall be 
vested in a Congress of the United States, 
which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives.” 
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By Mrs. LUMMIS: 

H.R. 2544. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 To regulate 
Commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian tribes 
and Article 1 Section 8, Clause 1 to provide 
for the common defense 


By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 
H.R. 2545. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Spending Authorization: 

Article I Section 8 Clause 3: ‘‘Congress 
shall have power... to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes;”’ 


By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 
H.R. 2546. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: ‘‘Congress 
shall have power... to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes’’; 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 2547. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority in which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg- 
ulate Commerce as enumerated by Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 as applied to providing 
for the general welfare of the United States 
through administering of the Federal Food, 
Drug and Cosmetic Act. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 2548. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority in which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg- 
ulate Commerce as enumerated by Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 as applied to providing 
for the general welfare of the United States 
through the administration of the National 
Institutes of Health under the Public Health 
Service Act. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 2549. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority in which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg- 
ulate Commerce as enumerated by Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 as applied to providing 
for the general welfare of the United States 
through the regulations and provisions under 
Title 42 of the United States Code. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 

H.R. 2550. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Constitutional authority in which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg- 
ulate Commerce as enumerated by Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 as applied to providing 
for the general welfare of the United States 
through administering of the Social Security 
Act. 

By Ms. McSALLY: 

H.R. 2551. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: “The Con- 
gress shall have Power To lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States” 
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Article 1, Section 8, Clasue 12; ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have the power to... raise and 
support armies... 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 13 “To provide 
and maintain a navy” And, 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18; ‘‘To make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution”’ 

By Mr. O’ROURKE: 

H.R. 2552. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

The Congress shall have Power * * * To 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore- 
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof. 

By Ms. PINGREE: 

H.R. 2553. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. POLIS: 

H.R. 2554. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution, specifically clause 1 relating to 
the power of Congress to provide for the gen- 
eral welfare of the United States) and clause 
18 (relating to the power to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying out the 
powers vested in Congress), and Article IV, 
section 3, clause 2 (relating to the power of 
Congress to dispose of and make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the terri- 
tory or other property belonging to the 
United States). 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 2555. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The above mentioned legislation is based 
upon the following Section 8 statement: 

To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest- 
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. SALMON: 

H.R. 2556. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 9, Clause 7—‘‘No Money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in 
Consequence of Appropriations made by Law; 
and a regular Statement and Account of the 
Receipts and Expenditures of all public 
Money shall be published from time to 
time.” 

By Mr. SCALISE: 

H.R. 2557. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. SCHRADER.: 

H.R. 2558. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under: 

U.S. Const. art. 1, §1; 

U.S. Const. art. 1, §8, cl. 12; 

U.S. Const. art. 1, §8, cl. 18; 

U.S. Const. art. 1, §8, cl. 14; and 

U.S. Const. art. 1, §8, cl. 18. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: 

H.R. 2559. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution; and Article I, section 8, clause 1 of 
the Constitution. 

By Ms. STEFANIK: 

H.R. 2560. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu- 
tion. 

By Mr. STIVERS: 

H.R. 2561. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14. To make 
Rules for the Government and Regulation of 
the land and naval Forces. 

By Ms. TITUS: 

H.R. 2562. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution, which gives Congress the 
“power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts and excises. . .” 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN: 

H.R. 2563. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Clause 3 of 
Section 8 of Article 1 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. WELCH: 

H.R. 2564. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con- 
gress shall have Power To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow- 
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United 


States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 
By Mr. WESTERMAN: 
H.R. 2565. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I Section VIII. Clause VII 

To establish post offices and post roads; 

By Mr. YOUNG of Iowa: 

H.R. 2566. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8: The Congress shall 
have Power to regulate Commerce among 
the several states. 

By Mr. ZINKE: 

H.R. 2567. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 


ES 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 12: Mr. BERA. 

H.R. 24: Mr. KATKO. 

H.R. 139: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 

H.R. 167: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. YOHO. 

H.R. 220: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H.R. 235: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. 
KATKO, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
Mr. MEEKs, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. BISHOP of 
Michigan, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. MICA, Mrs. LUM- 
MIS, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. WITTMAN, Ms. FUDGE, 
Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. RYAN of 
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Wisconsin, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GUINTA, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. FINCHER, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. 
DELANEY, Ms. ESTY, and Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 

H.R. 292: Miss RICE of New York. 

H.R. 381: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 
Mr. HASTINGS. 

H.R. 413: Mr. ASHFORD. 

H.R. 427: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 456: Mr. HECK of Nevada. 

H.R. 465: Mr. HECK of Nevada. 


H.R. 475: Mr. Heck of Nevada and Mrs. 
WALORSKI. 

H.R. 486: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 539: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. BRENDAN F. 


BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. HASTINGS, and 
Mr. BARTON. 
. 578: Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 
. 607: Ms. ESTY. 
. 616: Mr. JEFFRIES. 
. 627: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 628: Mr. GIBBS. 

H.R. 662: Mr. WEBER of Texas and Mr. 
EMMER of Minnesota. 

H.R. 703: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia and 
Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 721: Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 727: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 745: Mr. WHITFIELD and Mr. KING of 
New York. 

H.R. 765: Mr. BABIN. 

H.R. 766: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 

H.R. 768: Mr. JEFFRIES. 

H.R. 793: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, 
and Mr. LAMBORN. 

H.R. 815: Mr. BARTON. 

H.R. 828: Ms. NORTON, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and 
Mr. RENACCI. 

H.R. 837: Mr. WENSTRUP. 

H.R. 845: Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 864: Mr. BEYER. 

H.R. 879: Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. WALDEN, and 
Mr. HARDY. 
H.R. 893: Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. LATTA, 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. 
ADERHOLT, Mr. OLSON, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. COFFMAN, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. GRAYSON, 
Mr. GARRETT, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mr. NEAL, Ms. Bass, Mr. CON- 
NOLLY, Mr. HURD of Texas, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. BARTON, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. SHERMAN, and 
Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 913: Mr. TAKAI. 

H.R. 915: Mr. FATTAH, Mr. BRENDAN F. 
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 923: Mr. GUINTA. 

H.R. 970: Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 973: Mr. DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 985: Mr. TURNER, Mrs. ROBY, and Ms. 
SEWELL of Alabama. 

H.R. 986: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. BABIN, and Mrs. HARTZLER. 

H.R. 1089: Mr. KILMER and Mr. WALZ. 

H.R. 1141: Mr. HECK of Nevada. 

H.R. 1150: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE, and Mr. GROTHMAN. 

H.R. 1151: Mr. JONES, Mr. MARCHANT, and 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 1170: Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 

H.R. 1178: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 

H.R. 1192: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 1197: Ms. DUCKWORTH, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
Mr. Bost, and Mr. RIGELL. 

H.R. 1202: Mr. RIBBLE, Ms. EsTY, and Mr. 
PoE of Texas. 

H.R. 1211: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. LEVIN. 

H.R. 1214: Mr. SHIMKUS. 

H.R. 1218: Mr. WALZ. 

H.R. 1256: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 1270: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. 


May 21, 2015 


H.R. 1284: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H.R. 1800: Mr. GOODLATTE. 

H.R. 1809: Mr. FORBES. 

H.R. 1312: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois and 
Mr. DOLD. 

H.R. 1342: Mr. KATKO, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN 
of New Mexico, and Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 1401: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. TIPTON, and 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 

H.R. 1413: Mr. CURBELO of Florida and Mr. 
GIBBS. 

H.R. 1434: Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. ASHFORD, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. CARSON of Indi- 
ana, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CON- 
NOLLY, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. FARR, Mr. McDERMOTT, Mr. 
DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, and Ms. TITUS. 

H.R. 1482: Mr. ELLISON and Mr. SWALWELL 
of California. 

H.R. 1537: Mr. HASTINGS. 

H.R. 1550: Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 1559: Mr. VISCLOSKY and Mrs. DAVIS of 
California. 

H.R. 1565: Mr. FATTAH. 

H.R. 1567: Mr. PERRY, Ms. 
SCHULTZ, and Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

H.R. 1572: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. 

H.R. 1575: Ms. TITUS and Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 1576: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 

H.R. 1598: Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 1603: Mr. RoE of Tennessee. 

H.R. 1604: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 

H.R. 1608: Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
CICILLINE, and Ms. EsTY. 

H.R. 1611: Mr. POMPEO and Mr. CARTER of 
Georgia. 

H.R. 1644: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. 

H.R. 1655: Mr. REED. 

H.R. 1680: Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
Washington, and Mr. JEFFRIES. 

. 1692: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

. 1716: Mrs. BLACK. 

. 1717: Mr. KILMER and Mr. MEEKS. 

. 1718: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 

. 1734: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. 

. 1736: Mr. CRAMER. 

. 1737: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. MESSER, and Mr. 


WASSERMAN 


SMITH of 


. 1784: Mr. TIBERI. 

. 1786: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. JOLLY. 

H.R. 1801: Mr. CROWLEY. 

H.R. 1814: Mr. DELANEY, Mr. NEAL, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
McDERMOTT, Mr. NADLER, and Miss RICE of 
New York. 

H.R. 1830: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H.R. 1842: Mrs. NOEM and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H.R. 1858: Mr. JEFFRIES. 

H.R. 1859: Ms. VELAZQUEZ. 

H.R. 1877: Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 1893: Mr. FORBES, Mr. Gowpy, Mr. POE 
of Texas, Mr. STEWART, Mr. MESSER, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. GROTHMAN, and Mrs. COM- 
STOCK. 

H.R. 1905: Mr. 

H.R. 1908: Ms. 

H.R. 1910: Mr. 


DOLD. 
JACKSON LEE. 
MEEKS. 
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H.R. 1911: Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 1919: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 1924: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. 

H.R. 1942: Mr. DOLD. 


H.R. 1953: Mr. SANFORD and Mr. 
DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 1964: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio and Mr. 
RIBBLE. 


H.R. 1969: Mr. WELCH, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 


H.R. 1986: Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 

H.R. 1989: Mr. GOWDY and Mr. UPTON. 

H.R. 199: Mr. SENSENBRENNER and Mr. 
GIBBS. 

H.R. 1996: Mr. WILLIAMS. 

H.R. 2008: Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 2013: Mrs. BEATTY and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 2016: Mr. BEYER. 

H.R. 2017: Mr. SIRES and Mr. BARLETTA. 

H.R. 2025: Mr. SERRANO. 


H.R. 2042: Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. 
ROUZER, and Mr. FORBES. 

H.R. 2043: Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. 
ScHIFF, Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, and Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 2058: Mr. LONG, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, 
and Mr. VALADAO. 

H.R. 2061: Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. KILDEE, and Mr. ROHR- 


ABACHER. 

H.R. 2070: Mr. SHIMKUS. 

H.R. 2082: Ms. TITUS, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mr. VEASEY, and Ms. FUDGE. 

H.R. 2096: Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mr. 


MARCHANT, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS 
of Illinois, and Mr. GOODLATTE. 

H.R. 2100: Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. KNIGHT, 
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms. EsTY. 

H.R. 2123: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. KLINE, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. COLLINS 
of New York, Mr. MARINO, and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 2124: Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. HECK of Ne- 
vada, and Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. 

H.R. 2132: Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 2193: Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 2200: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 

H.R. 2205: Mr. KING of New York. 


H.R. 2213: Mr. Conaway, Mr. STUTZMAN, 
and Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 

H.R. 2218: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

H.R. 2221: Ms. ESTY, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. 


BROWN of Florida, and Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 2233: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, 
CAPUANO, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. JONES, 
CICILLINE, and Ms. EDWARDS. 

H.R. 2244: Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 2251: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 2259: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. PALAZZO, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. STEWART, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. RIBBLE, and 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 

H.R. 2280: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 2289: Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, and Mr. DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 2295: Mr. LUMMIS. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
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H.R. 2300: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. 
ALLEN, Mr. FORBES, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, and Mr. GIBBS. 

H.R. 2302: Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Mr. SERRANO, and Mr. CICILLINE. 

. 2304: Mr. FORBES. 

. 2318: Mr. NUGENT. 

. 2328: Mr. BARR and Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
. 2330: Mr. KENNEDY. 

. 2341: Mr. COSTA. 

. 2350: Mrs. COMSTOCK. 

. 2371: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

. 2379: Mr. RANGEL and Ms. LEE. 

. 2391: Mr. LEVIN. 

H.R. 2393: Mr. BRAT, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. FLO- 
RES, Mr. COLLINS of New York, and Mr. DENT. 

H.R. 2398: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 

H.R. 2403: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 2404: Mr. SIRES. 

H.R. 2407: Mr. POCAN, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. HANNA, and Mr. WELCH. 

H.R. 2410: Mr. WELCH, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. 
TONKO. 

H.R. 2429: Ms. EDWARDS and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 2449: Mr. POCAN, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. 
HECK of Washington, Ms. FUDGE, and Mr. 
ENGEL. 

H.R. 2481: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 

H.J. Res. 22: Ms. FUDGE and Mr. SIRES. 

H.J. Res. 25: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.J. Res. 47: Mr. CARNEY, Mr. YARMUTH, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New 
Mexico, and Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.J. Res. 51: Mr. FATTAH. 

H. Con. Res. 36: Mr. POLIS and Ms. NORTON. 

H. Res. 28: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. CARSON of 
Indiana, Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. SERRANO, and 
Mr. COURTNEY. 

H. Res. 54: Mr. MACARTHUR and Ms. MENG. 

H. Res. 230: Mrs. LAWRENCE, Ms. NORTON, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. HASTINGS, and Mr. 
SWALWELL of California. 

H. Res. 233: Ms. DELBENE, Mr. COOK, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. AUSTIN 
Scott of Georgia, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, 
Mr. JOLLY, Mr. HIMES, and Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina. 

H. Res. 262: Mr. TONKO and Ms. KAPTUR. 

H. Res. 268: Mr. RANGEL. 

H. Res. 279: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. DOGGETT, 
Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. PETERS, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. YOHO, Ms. MENG, Ms. BASS, 
Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. KILDEE, and Mr. TED 
LIEU of California. 


DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso- 
lutions, as follows: 

H.R. 1622: Mr. SCHIFF. 
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The Senate met at 9 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal Spirit, from generation to 
generation we will speak of Your great- 
ness. Your voice is full of majesty, and 
we sense Your glory in the thunder. 
You sit enthroned as King forever. 
Thank You for the strength You give 
to all who love You and for the bless- 
ings You bestow upon America. 

Lord, bless our Senators. Today, 
guide their thoughts and speech. Lead 
them on paths that will keep our Na- 
tion strong. May they conduct the 
work of freedom with justice and hu- 
mility. 

We pray in Your Holy Name. Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


-Á 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HELLER). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


— 


USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015— 
MOTION TO PROCEED 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to H.R. 2048. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 87, H.R. 
2048, a bill to reform the authorities of the 
Federal Government to require the produc- 
tion of certain business records, conduct 
electronic surveillance, use pen registers and 
trap and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign intel- 
ligence, counterterrorism, and criminal pur- 
poses, and for other purposes. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk for 
the motion to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo- 
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
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Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo- 
tion to proceed to H.R. 2048, an act to reform 
the authorities of the Federal Government 
to require the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveillance, use 
pen registers and trap and trace devises, and 
use other forms of information gathering for 
foreign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 
Mitch McConnell, Lamar Alexander, Mi- 
chael B. Enzi, David Vitter, John Cor- 
nyn, Johnny Isakson, Lisa Murkowski, 
John Barrasso, Richard Burr, Pat Rob- 
erts, Roy Blunt, Bob Corker, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Jerry Moran, Patrick J. 
Toomey, Mike Lee, Ted Cruz. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
withdraw the motion to proceed to 
H.R. 2048. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has that right. 

The motion is withdrawn. 


EEE 
EXTENDING AUTHORITY UNDER 
THE FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 


SURVEILLANCE ACT OF 1978—MO- 
TION TO PROCEED 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to S. 1857. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 86, S. 
1357, a bill to extend authority relating to 
roving surveillance, access to business 
records, and individual terrorists as agents 
of foreign powers under the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 until July 31, 
2015, and for other purposes. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk for 
the motion to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo- 
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 


We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo- 
tion to proceed to S. 1857, a bill to extend au- 
thority relating to roving surveillance, ac- 
cess to business records, and individual ter- 
rorists as agents of foreign powers under the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
until July 31, 2015, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Daniel 
Coats, Thom Tillis, Mike Rounds, Pat 
Roberts, Richard Burr, John Barrasso, 
Tom Cotton, Shelley Moore Capito, 
David Perdue, Lamar Alexander, Mi- 
chael B. Enzi, David Vitter, Johnny 
Isakson, Roy Blunt. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE 
Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man- 
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datory quorum call with respect to the 
cloture motion on the Hatch amend- 
ment, No. 1221, be waived. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. REID. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE CALENDAR—H.R. 2353 
Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
understand there is a bill at the desk 
that is due for a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2353) to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, in 
order to place the bill on the calendar 
under the provisions of rule XIV, I ob- 
ject to further proceeding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The bill will be placed on the cal- 
endar. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ate will shortly vote on cloture—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will suspend. 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


> 


ENSURING TAX EXEMPT ORGANI- 
ZATIONS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL 
ACT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of H.R. 1314, which 
the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1314) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a right to 
an administrative appeal relating to adverse 
determinations of tax-exempt status of cer- 
tain organizations. 


Pending: 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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Hatch amendment No. 1221, in the nature 
of a substitute. 

Hatch (for Flake) amendment No. 1248 (to 
amendment No. 1221), to strike the extension 
of the trade adjustment assistance program. 

Hatch (for Inhofe/Coons) modified amend- 
ment No. 1812 (to amendment No. 1221), to 
amend the African Growth and Opportunity 
Act to require the development of a plan for 
each sub-Saharan African country for nego- 
tiating and entering into free trade agree- 
ments. 

Hatch (for McCain) amendment No. 1226 (to 
amendment No. 1221), to repeal a duplicative 
inspection and grading program. 

Stabenow (for Portman) amendment No. 
1299 (to amendment No. 1221), to make it a 
principal negotiating objective of the United 
States to address currency manipulation in 
trade agreements. 

Brown amendment No. 1251 (to amendment 
No. 1221), to require the approval of Congress 
before additional countries may join the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement. 

Wyden (for Shaheen) amendment No. 1227 
(to amendment No. 1221), to make trade 
agreements work for small businesses. 

Wyden (for Warren) amendment No. 1327 
(to amendment No. 1221), to prohibit the ap- 
plication of the trade authorities procedures 
to an implementing bill submitted with re- 
spect to a trade agreement that includes in- 
vestor-state dispute settlement. 

Hatch modified amendment No. 1411 (to the 
language proposed to be stricken by amend- 
ment No. 1299), of a perfecting nature. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ate will shortly vote on cloture on the 
Hatch substitute amendment, legisla- 
tion to renew trade promotion author- 
ity and trade adjustment assistance. I 
know some of my colleagues have con- 
cerns about the process. Let me say 
that I also share those concerns. 

From the very beginning of our dis- 
cussions over 3 years ago on the re- 
newal of TPA, I have done all I could to 
listen to all of my colleagues and ad- 
dress their concerns. 

I first worked with Chairman Baucus 
to find a way to update TPA in a way 
that addresses many of the issues that 
have arisen since 2002, including con- 
cerns over labor and the environment. 

When Senator WYDEN became chair- 
man of the Finance Committee, I again 
went to the negotiating table to try to 
address many of the transparency and 
procedural issues he raised, and we 
again came to a bipartisan com- 
promise. 

When many of my Senate colleagues 
said renewal of TAA was a necessary 
component to passing TPA, I again did 
my best to meet those concerns, even 
though I myself have significant res- 
ervations about the program. 

Throughout the Finance Committee 
consideration, I tried to conduct an 
open and fair process, which allowed 
many Members of the committee, even 
those who opposed TPA, the oppor- 
tunity to be heard and to have their 
amendments adopted. As a result, the 
committee reported out four pieces of 
trade legislation, all with strong bipar- 
tisan support. 
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I will acknowledge that the process 
on the floor has not gone the way any 
of us would like. At the outset of this 
endeavor, I stated my commitment to 
a full, fair, and open debate over our 
TPA legislation. The majority leader 
made a similar commitment, and I 
know that was our intention. Indeed, 
from the very beginning, we had 
planned to hear everyone’s arguments 
and consider a number of amendments. 

This is how the Senate is supposed to 
function. Once again, we intended to 
let it function that way. Unfortu- 
nately, there were some who did not 
want to let that happen. They were, 
from the very beginning, committed to 
slow-walking this process and pre- 
venting regular order. That is just a 
fact. 

I know there are some who want to 
blame the majority leader for filing 
cloture and trying to move this process 
forward. I am sure some are thinking 
of voting against cloture this morning 
in protest. That would be a grave mis- 
take. 

Let me remind my colleagues that we 
tried to move to the bill at the begin- 
ning of last week. I know, after the 
many recent long days on the floor, 
that seems like a long time ago, but I 
think everyone here can recall what 
happened. 

We attempted to get on the bill, and 
we were prevented from doing so. After 
we found a way to address our col- 
leagues’ concerns, we were finally able 
to begin debate on the TPA bill, but 
even then the process was slow-going. 

As debate began, the majority leader 
attempted to keep the Senate open on 
Friday and into the weekend to allow 
Senators to debate and offer amend- 
ments. However, the Senate minority 
leader objected, which prevented the 
process from moving forward and set us 
back even further. 

Then, we came to this week and de- 
bate finally began in earnest. Shortly 
thereafter, a new strategy emerged, 
wholly supported by the opponents of 
TPA. The strategy has been simple: 
Prevent any amendments from being 
called up and object to any and all 
unanimous consent requests. 

I have been here on the floor all 
week, and I have witnessed firsthand 
the deployment of this plan to frus- 
trate the process and to prevent a full 
and fair debate on trade policy. Now 
here we are facing a cloture vote and 
the prospect of cutting off debate. It is 
unfortunate that it has come to this, 
but given the total lack of cooperation 
we faced and continue to face on this 
bill, this is really the only option left. 

Invoking cloture is not the end. If we 
can get agreement with our colleagues, 
I expect there will still be opportuni- 
ties to call up and vote on amend- 
ments, but we cannot just sit around 
and wait for solutions to come together 
on their own. 

If any Senator has a proposal for a 
path forward that will reasonably sat- 
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isfy the various demands and objec- 
tions that have been raised and allow 
us to break the logjam on amendments, 
I am all ears. Until then, our only 
choice is to press forward. We could ex- 
tend this debate forever and still not 
satisfy every demand; there is no ques- 
tion about that. But this bill is far too 
important. 

I have done all I can to address legiti- 
mate concerns, and as a result, the bill 
is supported by me, Chairman RYAN 
from the House Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, Ranking Member WYDEN from 
the Finance Committee, and, most im- 
portantly, the President of the United 
States. 

Let’s be real here. We need to get 
this bill passed. Just this morning, I 
read that a ministerial that was to 
begin this month has been canceled, in 
large part due to the fact that Congress 
has not approved this bill. 

Our Nation’s economic health and 
prestige are on the line here today. The 
TPA bill is the only way Congress can 
effectively assert its priorities in our 
ongoing trade negotiations. It is the 
only way we can ensure that our trade 
negotiators can reach good deals with 
our trading partners. It is the only way 
we can ensure that our pending trade 
agreements even have a shot at reach- 
ing the finish line. 

As I have stated many times here on 
the floor this week, I am well aware 
that some of our colleagues here in the 
Senate oppose this bill outright and 
will do everything in their power to 
keep it from passing. As much as I 
have tried to change hearts and minds 
on these issues, there is very little I 
can do about that. But I also know that 
there is a bipartisan majority of Sen- 
ators who support TPA and who, de- 
spite concerns about process, want to 
get this done. We are still in a position 
to reach a positive outcome on this 
bill. 

I said at the beginning of this debate 
that this was quite possibly the most 
important debate we will have this 
year in Congress. It is President 
Obama’s top legislative priority. It is a 
very high priority for many of us in 
Congress. On the substance, this is a 
good TPA bill, one Senators from both 
parties can support. It needs to pass. 
We need to pass it for the American 
workers who want good, high-paying 
jobs. We need to pass it for our farm- 
ers, ranchers, manufacturers, and en- 
trepreneurs who need access to foreign 
markets in order to compete. We need 
to pass it to maintain our standing in 
the world and continue to advance 
American values and interests on the 
world stage. We need to pass it to dem- 
onstrate to the American people that 
despite our many disagreements, their 
elected representatives are capable of 
addressing important issues and solv- 
ing real problems. 

There is a path forward here, one 
that will still allow us to be successful, 
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but in order to get there, we need Sen- 
ators to support cloture this morning. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
voting yes on cloture. It is crucial, it is 
of paramount concern, and it is some- 
thing very highly wished for by the 
President of the United States and by a 
bipartisan majority in this body. 

I hope we will vote yes on cloture 
here today. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the Presiding 
Officer for giving me the opportunity 
to share some remarks. 

I do believe Senator HATCH and Sen- 
ator WYDEN allowed a good debate in 
the committee. Unfortunately, we have 
not been able to have the kinds of 
amendments here on the floor that 
they allowed in the committee, so we 
are moving to this massive bill with 
very little debate, even on the fast- 
track policy. If that is adopted and 
TPP appears before us here on the 
floor, there will be no amendments on 
it. 

In a few moments, we will vote on 
whether to shut off debate on the fast- 
track authority legislation. I see no 
reason that we have to rush this. 

I will just note that we have the 
highway bill expiring, and we have the 
PATRIOT Act expiring. Those are cri- 
ses which need to be dealt with this 
week. This bill does not have to be 
done in that fashion. 

This will be a crucial vote. Fast- 
track is an affirmative decision by 
Congress to suspend several of its most 
basic powers for the next 6 years and to 
delegate those powers to the Chief Ex- 
ecutive. 

Under the fast-track procedure, the 
President, not Congress, writes imple- 
menting legislation for any yet-unseen 
global trade pact. That legislation, no 
matter its contents, cannot be amend- 
ed in any fashion. No individual Mem- 
ber of Congress can alter any line of 
text or remove a single provision that 
violates the will of Congress. That leg- 
islation, once called up, is guaranteed a 
speedy path forward—only 20 hours of 
debate—and the vote threshold is low- 
ered to a simple majority. No matter 
how far-reaching the global trade 
agreement, Congress cannot subject it 
to the 60 votes applied to important 
legislation before the Senate or the 67 
votes applied to treaties, as it really 
should be. Congress will have 
preapproved swift consideration of 
sweeping global pacts before the text 
has been made available and seen by a 
single Member of this body or the 
American people. 

As usual through these processes— 
and too often—amendments are being 
constricted and blocked through one 
maneuver or another. The net result is 
we are coming down to a cloture vote 
without any amendments having been 
voted on. 
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Mr. President, 2 weeks ago, I sent a 
letter to the President of the United 
States asking how fast-track and the 
vast Trans-Pacific Partnership would 
impact the jobs and wages of American 
workers. It is a simple question. Would 
it increase or reduce manufacturing 
jobs and wages in the United States? 
Shouldn’t we know that? Is that an im- 
proper question to ask? He has refused 
to answer. I think the reason he has re- 
fused to answer is because the answer 
is not good and will not be well re- 
ceived. They want us to shut off debate 
and move forward without having these 
fundamental questions answered. 

For too long, the United States has 
entered into trade deals on the promise 
of economic bounty, only to see work- 
ers impoverished and businesses dis- 
appear. Dan DiMicco, the chairman 
Emeritus of Nucor Steel, explains that 
this is because these free-trade deals 
have not been free-trade deals at all. 
Instead, they have been ‘‘unilateral 
trade disarmament,’’ where we lower 
our barriers to foreign imports but 
they retain their barriers to our ex- 
ports to those countries. This is what 
is fundamentally at stake here. A lot of 
people, in their religious view of free 
trade, don’t care whether other coun- 
tries have barriers. Their view is that 
we should welcome more imports. 
Mr. DiMicco has called this the 
“enablement of foreign mercantilism,”’ 
a philosophy of trade that is too often 
present around the world and certainly 
in the Asian sector. 

Consider this in the context of auto- 
mobiles. The Wall Street Journal pub- 
lished a story 2 days ago about how the 
American auto sector could be jeopard- 
ized by TPP. The Journal wrote: 

In the transportation sector, led by cars, 
the TPP could boost imports by an extra 
$30.8 billion by 2025, compared with an ex- 
ports gain of $7.8 billion. 

So the imports of automobiles would 
increase by $30.8 billion and our ex- 
ports would increase by only $7.8 bil- 
lion. That was a study written by Peter 
Petri, professor of international fi- 
nance at Brandeis University. 

Well, having dramatically more im- 
ports than exports is not going to add 
jobs. Perhaps that is why we cannot 
get an answer. In other words, job-kill- 
ing imports would vastly exceed any 
growth in foreign exports, thereby put- 
ting more Americans out of work. 

We have seen this story before. The 
South Korea trade deal—and I sup- 
ported that. I have great respect for 
the South Korean and the Japanese 
business acumen. But the South Ko- 
rean trade deal, which was supposed to 
boost our exports by more than $10 bil- 
lion, actually ended up increasing our 
exports less than $1 billion. If truth be 
known, it was $0.8 billion. Instead, the 
deal boosted South Korean imports to 
our country by more than $12 billion 
and nearly doubled the trade gap be- 
tween our two nations, which was al- 
ready large. 
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They say: Well, this time it is dif- 
ferent. Trust us. Give us 6 more years 
of executive authority to pass any 
global deal we like under fast-track. No 
deal has ever been blocked. 

Well, respectfully, the American peo- 
ple don’t trust you. Here is what the 
Pew Poll reported recently: Twenty 
percent of Americans think these trade 
agreements create jobs and 50 percent 
say it destroys jobs. 

Have we been adding jobs in manu- 
facturing or losing jobs in manufac- 
turing? We have been losing jobs in 
manufacturing. Are the American peo- 
ple so wrong in that conclusion? Forty- 
five percent of Americans think trade 
reduces wages; only 17 percent say it 
increases them. By contrast, 72 percent 
of Vietnamese believe this trade agree- 
ment would increase their salaries. 

Because TPP is a living agreement, it 
can be changed after adoption. It says 
in the language of the agreement where 
it has this living agreement language 
that this is unprecedented. This is the 
first time this has been put in a trade 
agreement. The Congressional Re- 
search Service tells us that, too. 

We are now creating a foreign inter- 
national entity—one more inter- 
national entity—with a commission 
that meets and votes and makes deci- 
sions that are binding on the United 
States of America. Frankly, I think 
this great Nation is exposing itself to 
too many of these agreements. Tying 
down the ability of the world’s greatest 
power and economic engine, the United 
States, is weakening our ability to 
function in a way that sovereignty 
should allow us to function. Dan- 
gerously, this agreement creates a new 
governing global authority that would 
add new members of their choice, 
change the terms of the agreement, 
and even subject U.S. citizens to its 
ruling—adjudicated in an international 
tribunal. 

It is time for Congress to defend its 
shareholders—our shareholders—the 
American people. It is time to return 
to the regular order and to the prin- 
ciples of sound governance and to as- 
sert, not surrender, the power of Con- 
gress to the overreaching Chief Execu- 
tive. I am therefore going to oppose 
shutting off debate that actually has 
not even begun. 

I am frustrated that two of my rea- 
sonable amendments that I think 
would have had a very good chance of 
passing have been blocked and appar- 
ently will not get a vote. I don’t think 
we have any need to shut off the debate 
today and to advance to a bill where we 
have had too few amendments and 
where we have had a steadfast refusal 
by the President of the United States, 
who is pushing every way he can to get 
this agreement adopted, until he an- 
swers the question: Will it improve 
manufacturing or further reduce manu- 
facturing, as our previous agreement 
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with South Korea did? It reduced man- 
ufacturing. Will it increase jobs or re- 
duce jobs? All they promised—and they 
promised this repeatedly—is that it 
will increase jobs in the export sector. 
They don’t say what it will do on net, 
when we have three, four times as 
many imports as we do exports, on net. 
As in the past, it appears this agree- 
ment will clearly reduce jobs and re- 
duce wages as well, and reduce manu- 
facturing. 

We can’t have a strong nation with- 
out a manufacturing sector—we just 
cannot. We can’t be a strong nation 
without a steel industry—we just can- 
not. We need to ensure in these trade 
agreements—when we open our mar- 
kets, what these countries want so des- 
perately is access to the U.S. market. 
That is something of great value. We 
should not give it away until they 
agree to open their markets. That is 
what a good deal is. That is not what is 
in this deal, and it will not be in the 
agreement. It will be like previous 
agreements. 

Mr. President, how much time is left 
on this side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
13 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I don’t see any oth- 
ers here. I will just discuss this a little 
bit more. 

When Mr. Damico, who has been in- 
volved in world trade competition for 
years, said we are enabling mer- 
cantilism, what he is saying is that our 
trading partners have a goal that we 
don’t seem to have, and that is to 
maximize their exports and minimize 
their imports. 

They want access to the U.S. market. 
They have a mercantilist philosophy, 
and that is what it is, really. That phi- 
losophy allows them to put up 
nontrade barriers, nontariff barriers, to 
use currency manipulation and other 
tactics to make it difficult for the 
United States to penetrate their mar- 
ket. They say they have signed a trade 
agreement, and they will agree on tar- 
iffs, for example, but they still, on net, 
don’t open their market as effectively 
as we open our markets. That is the re- 
ality. 

As a result, we have had a continual 
decline in manufacturing. We have 
seen a surge in our trade deficits. 
March was the highest trade deficit in 
almost a decade. The whole first quar- 
ter was horrible. Our trade deficits are 
increasing. 

If this agreement is passed, will it in- 
crease or decrease our trade deficits? 
Isn’t that a fair question to ask? Will it 
increase or decrease our trade deficits? 
They will not answer. Unfortunately, 
the answer is it is going to increase our 
trade deficits. We know that. If it were 
not true, they would be hollering about 
how it is going to greatly reduce our 
trade deficits. They would be saying, 
on net, we are going to have more jobs. 
They would say wages would go up. 
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The truth is we are not negotiating 
these agreements effectively, and the 
net result is it is going to weaken man- 
ufacturing, allow a reduction in jobs, 
and really put downward pressure on 
wages. 

I hate to have to oppose this legisla- 
tion at this time, but I have come to 
that conclusion. I have supported most 
of the trade agreements in the past. 

I understand that we are in a global 
economy, and we have trading partners 
around the world. There is no way we 
are going to reverse that. Globalism is 
here to stay. We need to be a part of it. 
But it is time for our Nation to protect 
our manufacturing and our workers 
from unfair competition. 

We cannot take the view, as some do 
and say openly, that if our competitors 
manipulate their currency to make 
their products cheaper and they pene- 
trate our market and close American 
businesses as a result—we cannot say: 
That is all right; we have cheaper prod- 
ucts. Don’t worry about it. In the long 
run, somewhere along the way, it will 
all work out. 

That is a guiding principle for the 
people pushing this legislation. They 
won’t admit it, at least the politicians 
won’t, publicly, but we know that is 
the guiding principle. I say that is a 
mistake. I say that is an extreme posi- 
tion. I say that we do have an interest 
in protecting our jobs, our manufac- 
turing, and the ability of the American 
people to have a good job, to have a re- 
tirement plan, to have an insurance 
policy. I think that is important. 

So I urge that we back off this agree- 
ment now. Let’s reevaluate it and have 
the President of the United States an- 
swer the question: Will we create high- 
er wages or lower wages? Will we in- 
crease manufacturing or reduce manu- 
facturing? Will we increase wages or 
not? 

I thank the Chair, and I reserve the 
remainder of the time on this side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I echo 
the words of Senator SESSIONS, my col- 
league from Alabama. 

These free-trade deals are not free 
trade. If they were free trade, they 
would be a couple of pages long that 
simply listed the tariffs that we are 
eliminating as incentives. Instead, 
these are a collection of special inter- 
est deals that take us somewhere else 
from where the proponents said they 
would. 

Senator SESSIONS said something in- 
teresting: This is really about jobs. 
They would be making claims about 
jobs. Instead, they make claims about 
geopolitics in China and all of that. 
That is fine, but there are certainly 
other ways to deal with that better 
than we have. 

We have seen big promises. We saw 
them from the first President Bush as 
he negotiated NAFTA. We saw them 
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from President Clinton when he pushed 
NAFTA through Congress. We saw 
them from President Clinton on PNTR 
with China, which was not a trade deal 
but certainly acted like one in many 
ways in terms of what happened with 
China then. We saw them with the sec- 
ond President Bush with the Central 
America Free Trade Agreement. And 
we are seeing them now with President 
Obama and South Korea. 

On South Korea, President Obama’s 
administration promised an increase of 
70,000 jobs and promised wages would 
go up. They always say more jobs, 
higher wages, but then we ended up los- 
ing 75,000 jobs under the South Korea 
Free Trade Agreement. 

Today we are voting on whether to 
end debate on the fast-track bill. If 
people are a little confused, it is very 
understandable. We are going to end 
debate, but we have barely begun it. 

Historically, when we do trade agree- 
ments in this town—as bad as they 
have turned out to be for the American 
public and working families in places 
such as Reno and Cleveland, and small- 
er towns such as Mansfield and Lima, 
and really small towns such as Jack- 
son, OH—when we passed these trade 
agreements, at least we have had open 
debate where we could offer amend- 
ments. The last time we did fast-track 
legislation on the Senate floor, there 
were 3 weeks of debate. This is about 3 
days. We considered 50 amendments. 
We have considered two so far. 

The majority leader came to the 
floor at the end of the first full day of 
debate and said we are filing cloture to 
shut down debate. At the end of the 
first full day of debate, they began the 
process of shutting down debate. The 
majority leader promised an open proc- 
ess. 

I don’t get it when my Democratic 
colleagues—I guess I get it with the 
free-trade fundamentalists here and 
people who are not as independent as 
Senator SESSIONS and the total party 
loyalists who will always vote with 
their leadership. But I don’t get it 
when Democrats in this body, who real- 
ly do genuinely care about workers, as 
do many Republicans—why they are 
willing to shut down debate because 
the majority leader says let’s shut 
down debate. 

We had two votes on Monday night 
and none since. Six amendments are 
pending, but votes for them haven’t 
been scheduled. Two hundred amend- 
ments have been filed. At least 30 Sen- 
ators have filed amendments and a 
number of Senators have filed multiple 
amendments. We have 200 amendments 
filed and 2 votes and 6 amendments 
pending, even though the 6 amend- 
ments that are pending don’t have any 
schedule on how they are going to be 
dealt with. At least one of them has 
been second-degreed, basically obvi- 
ating or taking away any ability to 
vote strictly on that amendment. We 
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had two votes on Monday night, no 
votes on this issue since, and as for the 
six amendments themselves, who 
knows how they are going to be dis- 
posed of. That is an open process? 

People on my side of the aisle are 
willing to vote to shut down debate 
when 25 of their Democratic colleagues 
and another—I don’t know, a half 
dozen; I don’t know how many Repub- 
licans—are also offering amendments. 
So 200 amendments have been filed 
by—I just found this. Forty-six Sen- 
ators have actually filed 200 amend- 
ments on an issue we haven’t consid- 
ered in 13 years, and we are going to 
shut down debate at the end of the first 
full day of consideration. 

We had a truly open legislative proc- 
ess the last time we did it. I think it 
was a Republican Senate at the time. 
It was a very closely divided Senate. 
We have been promised repeatedly that 
is what this underlying bill deserves. It 
is what the American people deserve. 

Keep in mind this fast-track legisla- 
tion means that we will be consid- 
ering—it opens the process, opens the 
door to two trade agreements that en- 
compass 60 percent of the world’s econ- 
omy. Forty percent of the world’s econ- 
omy is in the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship and an additional 20 percent with 
the United States and the European 
Union, the so-called TTIP agreement. 
Again, after two votes, the majority 
leader filed for cloture at the end of the 
first full day of debate. 

We are not being unreasonable. We 
have played this straight. We are sim- 
ply asking for the Senate to debate 
this important legislation. I really 
don’t understand how any Senator in 
either party, when half of the Senate 
has offered amendments—200 of them 
and counting and every day there are 
more amendments offered—how we can 
shut down debate when 200 amend- 
ments have been filed by 46 Senators. 
We are simply asking for votes on our 
amendments. I don’t care when we 
complete it. I don’t care if we right 
now defeat cloture and then come up 
with some kind of a UC to give us votes 
on 25 or 50 of these amendments with 
time scheduled so we can finish. I don’t 
care if we finish today or Friday or 
Saturday or Sunday or stay to Memo- 
rial Day or come back a week after Me- 
morial Day and finish. It really doesn’t 
matter about the time. I know a lot of 
my colleagues don’t want to go home 
this week and have people who are 
angry because they know these trade 
agreements don’t serve the public in- 
terest, and we know there are millions 
of Americans who have lost jobs be- 
cause of decisions we make here. 

We make decisions here that throw 
people out of work. Even the Wall 
Street Journal editorial page, the 
greatest cheerleader—the most vig- 
orous, vociferous cheerleader for free 
trade of any newspaper in the country, 
I believe—even they acknowledge that 
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people are thrown out of work from 
trade agreements because of the dis- 
location. We are going to leave here 
and vote on this without even having 
amendments on how to take care of 
those workers and how to do trade en- 
forcement. It simply doesn’t make 
sense. 

Amendments such as the Brown- 
Portman Leveling the Playing Field 
Act amendment include much-needed 
trade enforcement provisions in this 
trade promotion bill. It was for all in- 
tents and purposes unanimously ac- 
cepted in the Finance Committee. It 
has all kinds of Republican cosponsor- 
ships and all kinds of Democrat co- 
sponsorships. My colleagues in the 
leadership in both parties, even though 
the leadership in both parties doesn’t 
reflect the majority of the Members of 
both parties—that is the way it is 
sometimes—but we are asking for a 
vote on that. We haven’t been given 
that yet—an actual vote. There have 
been promises, but there has been 
nothing really substantive in the end. 

These provisions on a level playing 
field are supported by the White House 
and by House Republicans who have 
asked them to be included in fast- 
track. They are supported by numbers 
of U.S. industries that face an on- 
slaught of unfairly traded imports and 
need our trade remedy laws to be as 
strong as possible. 

We are not debating the Brown- 
Portman amendment. We are not de- 
bating any amendments. We are simply 
rushing to conclude consideration of 
this fast-track bill. 

We are fast-tracking this whole idea 
of a fast-track process. Why is that 
good for our country or our workers or 
our small manufacturers and the sup- 
ply chains of all of these big indus- 
tries? Why is that good for our commu- 
nities? 

We have waited 8 years, and this has 
to be done today. Hight years we have 
waited for this. We had one full day of 
debate. Then the majority leader shut 
down the debate, after one full day of 
debate. 

What we do in this fast-track bill will 
have implications for years to come. It 
will affect the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship and the Transatlantic Trade and 
Investment Partnership, both perma- 
nent trade agreements that represent 
more than half the world’s economy. 

I ask unanimous consent for 2 addi- 
tional minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. This will affect both 
TPP, 40 percent of the world’s econ- 
omy, and then a year or so later, TTIP, 
the Transatlantic Trade and Invest- 
ment Partnership, the United States- 
European Union agreement—both per- 
manent trade agreements. There is 40 
percent in TPP of the world’s economy, 
and 20 percent in TTIP of the world’s 
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economy. These are permanent trade 
agreements that represent a huge part 
of the world’s economy. 

This bill will affect global labor 
standards, it will affect global environ- 
mental standards, it will affect inter- 
national intellectual property stand- 
ards, and more and more and more. 
That is why Senator SESSIONS has spo- 
ken out so effectively against it. That 
is why people in both parties are insist- 
ing they get these amendments, that 
they are voting against cloture until 
they get these amendments—Members 
of this body who have supported clo- 
ture in the past for a whole host of 
things. 

Why we are rushing to end debate be- 
fore it has truly begun is mystifying. 
Regardless of whether they support or 
oppose the underlying bill, I hope my 
colleagues recognize the importance of 
getting fast-track legislation right— 
not getting it done by Memorial Day, 
some artificial deadline that somebody 
somewhere set but getting this trade 
legislation right. 

The Senate has not given the under- 
lying bill the attention and delibera- 
tion it deserves. It has not given the 
amendment process the ability to—let 
alone to work its way through but even 
to get off the ground. I urge my col- 
leagues to vote against cloture and en- 
sure that a reasonable number of 
amendments get considered. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I can re- 
port there has been an all-night effort 
to try to work out this issue to bring 
parties together, particularly around 
our colleagues being able to offer more 
amendments, and on the issue of the 
Export-Import Bank—something I 
favor very strongly, and Senator CANT- 
WELL makes a very important point 
that we have trade agreements, but it 
is also important to have financing 
tools, which is what the Export-Import 
Bank is all about. So we have been 
working throughout the night trying 
to address both of those issues, Export- 
Import Bank and the question of our 
colleagues being able to offer more 
amendments. 

When you hear the words “TPA” and 
“TPP,” it sounds like a company that 
has been through too many mergers, 
but the fact is these terms are enor- 
mously important to America’s eco- 
nomic future. Our markets are basi- 
cally open. Many countries hit us with 
double- and triple-digit tariffs on our 
exports. Export jobs often pay better 
than the nonexport jobs do because 
there is a lot of value added in the 
process. 

The vote today will begin the efforts 
to replace the outdated trade rules of 
the 1990s with a modern set of trade 
rules that can help America get more 
of those good-paying jobs. 

When you talk about international 
trade, the first thing you have to focus 
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on is the estimate is, in the developing 
world, there are going to be about 1 bil- 
lion middle-class consumers. Those are 
middle-class consumers with money— 
money in their pockets—and they can 
buy American goods and American 
services. They can buy our wonderful 
ag products like Oregon wine. They can 
buy helicopters and bicycles and planes 
and computers. There is enormous af- 
fection around the world for buying the 
American brand, for buying the Oregon 
brand. 

With modern trade rules, we can 
make sure our exporters are able to get 
the kinds of goods and services that 
those billion middle-class consumers 
are going to want to buy, and that is 
always what drives the modern econ- 
omy—middle-class consumers buying 
goods and services. One billion people 
in the developing world are going to be 
middle class in 2025. 

Chairman HATCH is with me on the 
floor. What we have sought to do for 
now about 7 months is replace the old 
1990s playbook on trade with a modern 
one. That is important because in the 
1990s nobody had iPhones, nobody was 
texting. We are talking about a very 
different time. 

Here is an example: Opponents have 
often, and I think with substantial le- 
gitimacy, talked about how there has 
been way too much secrecy associated 
with trade. If you believe deeply in 
trade, as I do, and you want more of it, 
why would you want to have all this se- 
crecy that just leaves the American 
people with the view that something is 
being hidden back in Washington, DC? 

So Chairman HATCH and I came to- 
gether and put in place the most trans- 
parent policies on trade in our coun- 
try’s history. For example, by law—by 
law—before the President of the United 
States signs the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship, that document has to be public 
for 60 days before the President signs 
it. On top of that, there are probably 
another 2 months that take place be- 
fore anybody in the Senate or anybody 
in the House on the floor of those bod- 
ies actually votes. What that means— 
and I want to give the opportunity to 
my colleague to make closing re- 
marks—what it means is, as part of the 
new day on trade policy—in the past a 
lot of Americans were in the dark 
about trade policy. Now they will be 
able to come to a townhall meeting of 
their elected officials, such as the ones 
I plan to hold in a few days at home. 
The American people will be able to 
come to a townhall meeting, and start- 
ing with the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
Agreement, have that document in 
their hands for close to 4 months before 
their elected representative has to 
vote. That is what Chairman HATCH 
and I have sought to do in terms of 
coming up with a modern trade policy. 

I think it is appropriate that my col- 
league—and I appreciate his partner- 
ship—will have a chance to wrap this 
up. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. I appreciate my partner 
and his kind comments and his intel- 
ligent comments here this morning. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
FISCHER). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to call up the fol- 
lowing amendments en bloc: 1, Boxer 
No. 1371; 2, Whitehouse No. 1387; 3, 
Brown No. 1252, to level the playing 
field; 4, Feinstein No. 1424; 5, Menendez 
No. 1430; 6, Paul No. 1383; 7, Paul No. 
1408; 8, Sullivan No. 1246; 9, Sessions 
No. 1233; 10, Cruz No. 1384; 11, Cardin 
No. 1230; 12, Paul No. 1408. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, re- 
serving the right to object, again, I ap- 
preciate the generosity of Senators 
HATCH and I think WYDEN on this. 
Some 200 amendments have been filed 
by 46 Senators. We have had two votes. 
We have six pending, but the six pend- 
ing—they have had some interesting 
adjustments in terms of second-degree 
amendments, in terms of not being ac- 
tually called for votes. Now we have an 
offer of nine more. That is a good step, 
but the majority leader came to the 
floor at the end of the first full day of 
debate to file cloture to shut down de- 
bate. We had only two votes all week. 

I would like to have more votes. I 
think all of us on all sides of the dis- 
cussion on this debate—the pro-free- 
trade Republicans and the anti-free- 
trade Republicans, the pro-free trade 
Democrats and the overwhelming ma- 
jority of Democrats who don’t like the 
way the rules are under TPA—would be 
willing to come together and pick out 
20 or so amendments of the 200 that 
have been offered by 46 different Sen- 
ators and have that debate with time 
limits. We should do all of that. 

Instead, we have nine amendments 
here. As I said—in case I didn’t say it 
three times—we have had only two 
votes so far. There are nine amend- 
ments here. Most of these amend- 
ments—including level the playing 
field, which seems to have unanimous 
support—level the playing field is non- 
germane. So if Senators vote for clo- 
ture now, then all of those nongermane 
amendments are dropped and most of 
these nine will not see the light of day. 

Madam President, I object to the UC. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Utah. 
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Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I just 
want to point out that we tried to 
bring this bill up Thursday, then Fri- 
day. It was objected to. Then we 
brought it up Monday. We only had two 
amendments. Then Tuesday, Wednes- 
day, and now today there have been 
logjams all the way through. 

Now, look, I have been as fair as any- 
body could be. I have tried to accom- 
modate my colleagues on the other 
side, and we were not making any 
headway. 

So I thought that by calling up these 
12 amendments, that would resolve it. 
But if not, we should proceed with the 
vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I 
would again reiterate our offer. I don’t 
know that I can do it exactly in a UC 
request. But I reiterate our offer that 
we sit down—that the leaders sit 
down—and discuss 15 amendments a 
side—15 Republican amendments, 15 
Democrat amendments—and that we 
have a serious negotiation without clo- 
ture hanging over our head that will 
drop all of these nongermane, very se- 
rious enforcement amendments. 

We had a vote last Tuesday where for 
the first time in 25 years a trade mo- 
tion was actually defeated. The whole 
point of that vote was that we wanted 
enforcement as part of TPA, TAA. 
That is what this has been all about. 

But in this UC request, most of the 
enforcement—for instance, level the 
playing field, but also some other 
things—will drop because they are non- 
germane. 

I offer to Senator HATCH if there is a 
way of having this discussion and real- 
ly moving forward—— 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, reg- 
ular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the Hatch 
amendment No. 1221 to H.R. 1314, an act to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative ap- 
peal relating to adverse determinations of 
tax-exempt status of certain organizations. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Daniel Coats, John Boozman, 
Thom Tillis, Mike Rounds, Pat Rob- 
erts, Richard Burr, John Barrasso, 
Mike Crapo, Jeff Flake, Tom Cotton, 
Shelley Moore Capito, David Perdue, 
Chuck Grassley, Dan Sullivan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan- 
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the substitute 
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amendment, No. 1221, offered by the 
Senator from Utah, Mr. HATCH, to H.R. 
1314, be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 62, 
nays 38, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 183 Leg.] 


YEAS—62 
Alexander Ernst Murkowski 
Ayotte Feinstein Murray 
Barrasso Fischer Nelson 
Bennet Flake Perdue 
Blunt Gardner Portman 
Boozman Graham Risch 
Burr Grassley Roberts 
Cantwell Hatch 
Capito Heitkamp ee 
ubio 
Carper Heller 
Cassidy Hoeven Sasse 
Coats Inhofe Scott 
Cochran Isakson Shaheen 
Coons Johnson Sullivan 
Corker Kaine Thune 
Cornyn Kirk Tillis 
Cotton Lankford Toomey 
Crapo McCain Vitter 
Cruz McCaskill Warner 
Daines McConnell Wicker 
Enzi Moran Wyden 
NAYS—38 

Baldwin Hirono Reed 
Blumenthal King Rei 
Booker Klobuchar Sanders 
Boxer Leahy Schatz 
Brown Lee Schumer 
Cardin Manchin Sessions 
Case, Marke: 
Collins Monendós = ae 
Donnelly Merkley Tester 
Durbin Mikulski 

Udall 
Franken Murphy Warren 
Gillibrand Paul $ 
Heinrich Peters Whitehouse 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 62, the nays are 38. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The majority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
Iam very happy the Senate has decided 
to take another step forward on this 
very important initiative not only of 
the President’s but of the majority par- 
ty’s as well, and I thank the folks on 
the other side who are also similarly 
inclined. 

Let me just make it clear. Senator 
HATCH and Senator WYDEN have done a 
terrific job. They are open to con- 
tinuing to try to get amendments. We 
still have the opportunity to do that. 
As everyone knows, it requires some 
level of cooperation because anybody 
can object to somebody else getting an 
amendment. But Senator HATCH and 
Senator WYDEN are anxious to do addi- 
tional business, to open it up for more 
amendments, and with everybody’s co- 
operation, that could be achieved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I think 
it would be appropriate—we have got- 
ten to where we are—that we have a 
quorum call so we can find out where 
we are on amendments. There is agree- 
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ment out there; we just have to see 
how we can get it arrived at. So I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, will 
the Senator withhold so I can make a 
short speech, less than a minute? 

Mr. REID. Of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. I thank my colleague 
from Nevada. 

Madam President, I thank all our 
colleagues for their support in helping 
us get this far. This last vote was a 
major step forward on this important 
legislation. We have a few more votes 
we are going to have to do, and we are 
getting very close to maybe doing this 
very important bill. I hope that now 
that we have taken this step, we can 
find a way to finish this legislation in 
short order, and I am willing to work 
with my colleagues to get us there. 

Once again, I thank everyone who 
supported this today. It means a lot to 
me personally. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
RUBIO). The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
FISCHER). Is there objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. NELSON per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 1430 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I thank 
the Chair for the time, and I yield the 
floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HOEVEN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, we are 
going to be voting, we hope, on an 
amendment that is called the 
antidocking amendment. It observes, 
by reading the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship, that there apparently is a path 
for the executive branch to allow an- 
other country to become part of the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership without a 
vote of Congress. 

In other words, as to the world ’s sec- 
ond largest economy, China, the ad- 
ministration, this President or the 
next President, could decide that, well, 
China should join the 12 countries al- 
ready part of TPP if we affirm this 
vote down the road with TPP. 
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If China could join—the second larg- 
est economy in the world—they would 
backdoor, if you will, because of the 
administration’s willingness to do it, 
with no input from the public, with no 
input from the Congress. 

Our amendment is really simple. It 
sets up a process over a 90-day period. 
If a President wants to bring a country 
into the Trans-Pacific Partnership, 
that country would have to meet cer- 
tain criteria, the same kinds of criteria 
that we have seen with these 12 coun- 
tries, including sex trafficking and 
some labor law and other things. 

Then Congress would actually vote. 
Congress would get 90 days to decide, 
up or down, whether a country can join 
TPP after it is up and running. The 
country that most concerns us, of 
course, is China. So when you hear this 
amendment discussed, you will hear 
China used as an example, because its 
economy, obviously, is so large. It 
passed Japan as the world’s second 
largest economy, I believe, a year or so 
ago. 

We just want to make sure that our 
integrity and the integrity of these 12 
countries—12 other countries—is pre- 
served. The way to do that and for the 
public to be heard is that Congress has 
to make the decision on whether an- 
other country can join. 

That is what our so-called docking 
amendment does. I know Senator 
FRANKEN is about to take the floor. I 
want to say a couple of other things. 
This amendment is in no way meant to 
kill TPP. It simply spells out the proc- 
ess for future countries to join. 

Here is exactly how the process 
would work. The President would no- 
tify Congress about an intent to enter 
negotiations. It would require certifi- 
cation from the two committees—Ways 
and Means in the House, Finance in the 
Senate. Then it would ultimately come 
to a Senate vote. That is how this 
would work to protect, I think, the 
public interest and to give the public 
input into what countries actually join 
the TPP. It makes sense, I think, for 
all countries involved. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

USA FREEDOM ACT 

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak in support of the USA 
FREEDOM Act of 2015. I am a proud co- 
sponsor of this bicameral, bipartisan 
bill which brings much-needed reform 
to the Federal Government's surveil- 
lance programs, including an end to 
the bulk data collection program that 
the intelligence community has said is 
not necessary, that the public has said 
they don't support, and that the Sec- 
ond Circuit has ruled as unlawful. 


May 21, 2015 


I am particularly proud to have de- 
veloped the bill’s transparency provi- 
sions with my friend Senator DEAN 
HELLER of Nevada. We are greatly in- 
debted to Senator LEE and to Senator 
LEAHY for their leadership and their 
tireless work. 

Americans understand, as I do, that 
our job here is to strike an appropriate 
balance, making sure, on the one hand, 
that we are safeguarding our national 
security, without trampling on our 
citizens’ fundamental privacy rights, 
on the other hand. But the public can- 
not know if we succeed in striking that 
balance if they do not even have the 
most basic information about our 
major surveillance programs. That is 
why my focus has been on trans- 
parency, because I want to make sure 
that the American people are able to 
decide for themselves whether we are 
getting this right. 

I support the USA FREEDOM Act be- 
cause it moves us in the right direction 
on all of these fronts. On June 1, sev- 
eral national security authorities will 
expire. The House acted responsibly 
and passed USA FREEDOM, a bill that 
reflects the combined efforts and 
agreement of Republicans and Demo- 
crats, members of the intelligence and 
law enforcement communities, and ad- 
vocates for privacy and civil liberties, 
as well as members of the tech sector 
and business communities. 

This legislation ensures that the nec- 
essary authorities continue in force 
through 2019, and it makes important 
reforms that will actually improve na- 
tional security. You do not need to 
take my word for that. The Director of 
National Intelligence and the Attorney 
General have told us, in no uncertain 
terms, that we ought to pass the USA 
FREEDOM Act and promptly. 

Yet some of my colleagues are at- 
tempting to present us with a choice 
between reauthorization of the soon-to- 
expire authorities with no reform 
whatsoever or complete expiration of 
those authorities. That is profoundly 
unfortunate, because we have a com- 
promise bill that has overwhelming 
support and was overwhelmingly ap- 
proved by the House of Representatives 
by a vote of 338 to 88. 

It draws broad-based support from 
business, from civil society, and within 
the government. I believe that the only 
thing that would stop this bill from 
garnering similar strong bipartisan 
support here in the Senate is if Repub- 
lican leaders who oppose this bill pres- 
sure my Republican colleagues to fili- 
buster. I really hope that does not hap- 
pen. I hope it does not happen because 
USA FREEDOM’s reforms represent 
real and meaningful progress. The bill 
ends the old program for the bulk col- 
lection of telephone metadata, which, 
according to reports discussed at a 
hearing last year, principally gathered 
call records from landlines. It replaces 
that program with a more targeted ap- 
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proach that permits the collection of 
call detail records, including prospec- 
tive collection of those records. You 
get a warrant, and you collect those 
prospectively, based on the govern- 
ment’s reasonable, articulable sus- 
picion of a link to international ter- 
rorism. 

Now, I believe that is a much more 
sensible approach. I know that some of 
my colleagues disagree. Last Novem- 
ber, one of my colleagues suggested 
that bulk collection is preferable to a 
targeted approach because Americans’ 
privacy would be at risk if the govern- 
ment were “going to have to go to 
those companies and ask for the data.” 

But of course, no matter what, we 
have to go to the companies and ask 
them for the data. The records at issue 
here are the phone company’s business 
records. That is what they are. I should 
also note that those companies have 
both legal and business reasons for why 
they retain and protect these records 
as they do, from the potential for bill- 
ing disputes to commercial analytics 
to regulatory concerns. 

The FCC regulations require them to 
hold on to telephone call records for 18 
months. None of that has changed. It 
bears emphasizing that the relation- 
ship USA FREEDOM calls for between 
phone companies and the government 
is nothing new. Our Nation’s law en- 
forcement and intelligence agencies 
have long worked with phone compa- 
nies to obtain specific records, either 
historic or prospective records, when 
conducting domestic criminal inves- 
tigations or carrying out sensitive na- 
tional security investigations such as 
FISA wiretaps. 

So we have been doing this for a long 
time. The intelligence community, na- 
tional security, law enforcement ex- 
perts, and American businesses, not to 
mention the House of Representatives, 
all understand that we have to strike 
the right balance. We need to safeguard 
our national security, but we need to 
do it in ways that do not unduly tread 
on privacy and civil liberties. 

Leaders across these different public 
and private sectors have managed to 
come together to strike that balance in 
the USA FREEDOM Act. That is where 
my work with Senator HELLER comes 
in. We recognized that when the public 
lacks even a rough sense of the scope of 
the government’s surveillance pro- 
grams, they have no way of knowing if 
the government is getting that balance 
right. So there needs to be more trans- 
parency. 

Since the Snowden revelations came 
to light 2 years ago, a steady stream of 
news reports has provided details about 
NSA programs that collect information 
about both foreign nationals and the 
American people. Despite these disclo- 
sures, it remains impossible for the 
American people to get even a basic 
sense of the real size and scope of these 
programs. Americans still don’t know 
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the number of people whose informa- 
tion has been collected under these 
programs. They have no sense of the 
extent to which U.S. persons are af- 
fected and, particularly, have no way 
of knowing how often the government 
has searched that information, such as 
call detail records of Americans. Sen- 
ator HELLER and I crafted transparency 
provisions to make sure Americans get 
that kind of information. That way the 
American people can better judge the 
government’s surveillance programs 
for themselves. 

Under USA FREEDOM, the govern- 
ment will be required to issue detailed 
annual reports for each of the surveil- 
lance authorities at issue. Importantly, 
the government will have to tell the 
public how many people have had their 
information collected, and for certain 
authorities—like those permitting the 
targeted collection of call detail 
records or the communications of for- 
eigners abroad—the government will 
also have to say how many times it has 
run searches for Americans’ data. 

The USA FREEDOM Act doesn’t just 
require the government to be more 
transparent. We also make it possible 
for American businesses to provide 
their customers with more information 
about what they are asked to turn over 
to the government. This is not only 
good for transparency, it is good for 
our economy. It has been estimated 
that the Snowden revelations are cost- 
ing American companies billions of 
dollars because people have lost trust 
in those companies, often assuming 
that all companies are handing over all 
of their information to the govern- 
ment. 

So by allowing companies to report 
the size and scope of the government’s 
requests, the public can get a better 
sense of what information is actually 
being turned over, and the bill makes 
clear that a company that has not re- 
ceived any national security requests 
from the government is free to say so. 

All of this will calm fears, both here 
and abroad, and allow American com- 
panies to better compete with their 
foreign counterparts. 

The provisions Senator HELLER and I 
wrote will expand the options that 
companies have to issue their own 
transparency reports and allow compa- 
nies to issue those reports more quick- 
ly. But we also listened to the intel- 
ligence community to make sure we 
were striking the right balance and en- 
suring that ongoing investigations are 
not jeopardized by additional trans- 
parency. 

Now, look, to get the broad, bipar- 
tisan support we needed, Senator HELL- 
ER and I had to compromise a great 
deal. We didn’t get everything we 
wanted when we initially negotiated 
our provisions last year, and we had to 
compromise further still this year, par- 
ticularly with regard to government 
reporting under section 702, which au- 
thorizes the collection, for intelligence 
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purposes, of communications of foreign 
persons abroad. I am disappointed the 
bill doesn’t include all of the require- 
ments we agreed on last year and that 
were included in the Senate bill last 
Congress, which had 58 votes. 

But I am committed to pressing my 
colleagues to revisit this issue in the 
future—hopefully before the sunset of 
section 702—in 2017. That, of course, is 
the Internet traffic of foreign persons 
abroad who are suspected of being ter- 
rorists. 

But in the meantime, the good news 
is that after all the give-and-take, our 
provisions that did get included in the 
bill will usher in a new era of trans- 
parency about our Nation’s surveil- 
lance agencies. They will allow the 
American public to see—on an annual 
basis—whether the government really 
makes good on its promise to end bulk 
collection, and they will give those of 
us in Congress important tools as we 
work to continually improve our coun- 
try’s laws. 

The transparency provisions are an 
essential part of USA FREEDOM, and 
the bill overall is a step in the right di- 
rection for reforming our Nation’s in- 
telligence laws. It is a step that the 
House has already taken on an over- 
whelmingly bipartisan basis. It is a 
step that the Senate should take as 
well. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I wish to 
speak briefly on an amendment I have 
filed regarding a crisis we are experi- 
encing in the H-2B visas. 

In North Carolina, we have a very 
large seafood industry, and we have a 
crisis that is shared by a number of 
other States that have the seafood in- 
dustry with respect to the availability 
of H-2B visas, and the busy time is just 
about to start in a couple of weeks. It 
is the worst possible time for this in- 
dustry. 

We literally have jobs that have been 
created by people such as Don Cross 
and his brother and their Pamlico 
Packing Company in Grantsboro, NC. 
They simply can't find workers to do 
this job. It is going to ruin their busi- 
ness, and it is unacceptable. These are 
jobs these folks have created, like the 
Crosses, and they can't be filled. The 
jobs are waiting to be filled. 

It is affecting other businesses we 
have in the shrimp and crab industries, 
but it is also affecting other busi- 
nesses—will affect other businesses— 
such as grocery stores, restaurants, 
and other industries, like tourism, 
across the country. 

The problem I have—and the nature 
of the amendment I will speak to brief- 
ly—but I have reached out to the De- 
partment of Homeland Security to ask 
a series of questions, and I simply 
haven't received answers. That is why I 
decided to offer an amendment—or to 
file the amendment. 
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DHS has refused to issue more work 
visas, even though the statutory cap of 
used visas has most likely not been 
reached. DHS claims the cap has been 
reached, and that is really odd because 
it is unusually early for them to take 
that position. 

This is what I think the real truth is. 
Not every business applying for these 
visas is using them. DHS normally ap- 
proves more visas so we make it more 
likely that we reach the cap, but we 
don't believe they have done that this 
year. 

That is why we have asked for an 
audit, to make sure we know how 
many applications were actually ap- 
proved, how many visas are actually 
used by the State, within the State, 
and how many of those visas are actu- 
ally putting legal, migrant, immigrant 
workers into these jobs. 

This year, they haven't even done an 
audit. We simply want to know why. 

I think DHS is playing games with 
the numbers, and I demand answers. 
DHS seems eager to help the illegal 
population get acclimated, but they 
don't seem to place a priority on Amer- 
ican businesses that need these people 
to come and work in our seafood proc- 
essing facilities, not only in North 
Carolina like Don Cross’s Pamlico 
Packing Company but packing compa- 
nies across the coast. 

I have had a discussion with a num- 
ber of Members on the other side of the 
aisle. They share our concerns, and we 
are all working trying to simply get 
the answers. 

So what my amendment does is— 
until we get the answers, until we solve 
the problem, we want to suspend the 
travel for all DHS employees to gov- 
ernment conferences and symposiums 
until the Agency provides more trans- 
parent data as to how the H-2B pro- 
gram is being administered for this fis- 
cal year and for the three previous fis- 
cal years. 

I want answers and I want action. We 
have businesses in North Carolina and 
across the country in the coastal 
States that need these workers, and we 
want answers now. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1381 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor and I, like my good friend 
the Senator from Massachusetts, am 
very concerned about the lack of trans- 
parency in this whole process of the 
trade agreement, very concerned. 

I saw the TPP text. I went down- 
stairs and I saw that. I have to say the 
whole process was extremely dis- 


May 21, 2015 


turbing to me. Members must go to a 
classified room. Now, we do go to clas- 
sified rooms, as a bipartisan group, on 
many issues that are very important to 
this country. I had gone down because 
I wanted to see for myself the tran- 
script of the TPP, what they have dealt 
with and how far they are along right 
now in the negotiations. 

The viewing of the documents that 
are very technical in nature, as we all 
know, is oftentimes without a trade 
staffer with appropriate clearance. So 
here I am, I am not able to take staff— 
or only staff who has had secured clear- 
ance, and it might not be the staff on 
my staff who has the expertise in this, 
so that takes that equation away. 

We are unable to take any notes to 
consider what we just saw unless we 
have a photographic memory. Unfortu- 
nately, I do not. I have tried the best I 
can to remember and look for things I 
knew I was looking for. But still yet, it 
is almost impossible to walk out of 
there having the ability to sit down 
and evaluate what you just saw, and 
then we are unable to talk to anyone 
about it—even to my staff, as I would 
like to get their input, since I have 
been, basically, looking at the details, 
and especially the public, too, has no 
idea about any issues that concern 
them. 

The secretive nature of the largest 
free-trade deal in America’s history 
truly just lacks common sense. Let me 
explain. In July of 2001, President Bush 
at that time released the draft text of 
the Free Trade Area of the Americas 
Agreement, the FTAA. He did this 
months before he was granted fast- 
track authority. He wasn’t afraid to let 
us see it. He wasn’t afraid to let the 
American public know what was in 
that. We were able to see it, and it 
didn’t squelch the deal. It didn’t harm 
anything. 

They released the text of the FTAA, 
the different positions of 34 countries 
in important areas such as intellectual 
property rights, investor-state dispute 
settlements, and antidumping duties— 
all very important to our country and 
the jobs we have in this country. 

Now we have a massive 12-country 
trade agreement that is currently 
being negotiated, and the President 
wants us to grant him the fast-track 
authority before not only the Amer- 
ican people have even seen the text but 
mostly even our staffs whom we dele- 
gate to work on these intricate docu- 
ments. 

Our bill that we will be asking con- 
sideration for would simply require the 
President to release the scrubbed, 
bracketed text of any trade agreement 
at least 60 days before Congress would 
grant the fast-track authority. This is 
pretty sensible, pretty reasonable. Just 
release the scrubbed document that 
you have agreed on so far 60 days be- 
fore you ask us to give the fast-track 
authority. 
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Before any Member of Congress is 
asked to vote on the most expansive 
bill in U.S. trade history, the American 
people deserve to see what is in the 
bill. That is why they elect us, to make 
sure we are able to confer with them, 
have a dialogue, and explain why we 
are or why we may not be for a certain 
piece of legislation, especially a trade 
agreement. 

If this bill is as good for the Amer- 
ican worker as proponents have 
claimed, then the administration and 
anybody else should not find it objec- 
tionable to see the details before Con- 
gress is forced to grant the President 
trade promotion authority. 

I want to say, in my beautiful little 
State of West Virginia, as I go through 
it and we look back through the trade 
agreements that have already been 
granted since NAFTA, we have not 
seen an uptick. In fact, we have lost 
31,000 manufacturing jobs. I, for one, 
am not willing to vote to put one more 
job in jeopardy in West Virginia. 

That is the concern we have. So what 
we are asking for is a very modest, 
very sensible, very reasonable, com- 
monsense approach to how we should 
do the job the people elect us to do and 
how it should be transparent. 

At this time I yield the floor to my 
friend, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I thank 
my good friend from West Virginia, 
Senator MANCHIN. I thank him for his 
leadership. I thank him for his inde- 
pendence. I thank him for his partner- 
ship as we push for greater trans- 
parency on this very important trade 
bill. 

In the past few weeks, the public has 
heard a lot about the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, a massive trade deal the 
United States is negotiating with 11 
other trade companies. The public has 
heard from supporters that it is the 
most progressive trade deal in his- 
tory—a deal that will benefit working 
families and small businesses—and 
they have heard from opponents that it 
will only tilt the playing field further 
in favor of multinational corporations 
and leave workers and everyone else 
behind. 

The public has heard a lot, but in all 
that time they have never actually 
seen the deal itself. In fact, the press 
hasn't seen the deal, economists 
haven’t seen the deal, legal experts 
haven’t seen the deal. Most everyone in 
America hasn’t seen the deal. Why? Be- 
cause the administration has classified 
the deal, making it illegal for any of 
those people to read it. 

Members of Congress, as Senator 
MANCHIN said, can read it so long as 
they go into a secret room and don’t 
leave with any notes. But even Mem- 
bers of Congress are prohibited from 
talking about the details in public or 
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discussing the details with the people 
they were sent to Washington to rep- 
resent. And yet, in the next day or two, 
the Senate is scheduled to vote on 
whether to grease the skids to make 
that secret trade deal—the TPP—the 
law of the land. 

This isn’t how democracy is supposed 
to work. One of our fundamental prin- 
ciples of representative government is 
transparency. Our government is sup- 
posed to keep things secret from the 
people only if it has a very good reason 
to do so. So why is this trade deal a se- 
cret? I just want to go over the answers 
I have heard so far, the reasons. 

Some say the administration can’t 
release the deal because the deal isn’t 
finished yet. OK, so maybe there are 
some unresolved issues, but everyone 
agrees the deal is nearly complete. It is 
close enough to being done that its 
supporters can confidently claim it is 
the most progressive trade deal in his- 
tory. If you are sure that is right, then 
show it to us. If some parts aren’t fin- 
ished, then show us the parts that are 
finished. Don’t keep every single word 
of the deal classified. 

Others say releasing the text now 
would be tipping our hand in con- 
tinuing negotiations, but that doesn’t 
make any sense either. Our govern- 
ment has already shared the details of 
our positions with the other TPP coun- 
tries, and those countries have shared 
details with us. That is how negotia- 
tions work. Publicly releasing what 
our negotiating partners have already 
seen couldn’t possibly undermine our 
negotiations because, by definition, our 
negotiating partners have already seen 
it. 

Here is another argument I have 
heard. Releasing the text of an unfin- 
ished international agreement simply 
isn’t done; it is a breach of protocol. 
Well, that is not true either. As Sen- 
ator MANCHIN pointed out, in 2001, 
President George W. Bush publicly re- 
leased the scrubbed bracketed text of 
the Free Trade Agreement of the 
Americas several months before seek- 
ing fast-track authority for that agree- 
ment. At the time, his U.S. Trade Rep- 
resentative said that releasing the text 
“would increase public awareness and 
support for the trade deal.” Guess 
what. Congress still approved that fast- 
track deal. Of course it can be done. It 
has been done, and it should be done. 

Still others say that publicly releas- 
ing the text would endanger state se- 
crets. Wow. But this agreement is not 
about nuclear weapons programs or 
military operations. There isn’t any 
national security information in this 
deal. This deal is about things such as 
copyright rules and labor standards. 
And I know the President doesn’t think 
there is any sensitive national security 
information in the deal. That is why he 
has already committed to publicly re- 
leasing the entire text. He just won’t 
do it until after Congress has already 
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voted to grease the skids to make it 
law. 

That brings us to the last justifica- 
tion—that we should all be satisfied 
that the administration will release 
the text of the deal a few months be- 
fore Congress has to vote on whether to 
approve it. But by then, Congress will 
have lost the ability to amend the deal, 
to stop the deal, or to slow it down. In 
other words, by the time you—the 
American public—can read the deal, 
your elected representatives will have 
lost the ability to use your input to 
help shape that deal. That sounds like 
a lousy arrangement to me. 

So if there are no good reasons for se- 
crecy here, that leaves only a bad rea- 
son, and believe it or not, it is a reason 
I have heard people give multiple 
times: We should keep the deal secret 
because if the details were made public 
now, the public would oppose it. Well, 
that is how our democracy is supposed 
to work. 

If the TPP is mostly done and the 
public wouldn’t support it if they could 
see it, then it shouldn’t become the 
law. That is why I have introduced a 
simple bill with my friend from West 
Virginia, Senator MANCHIN. This bill 
would require the President to publicly 
release the scrubbed bracketed text of 
a trade deal at least 60 days before Con- 
gress votes on any fast-track for that 
deal. That would give the public, the 
experts, and the press an opportunity 
to review the deal. It would allow for 
some honest public debate. It would 
give Congress a chance to actually step 
in and block any special deals and give- 
aways that are being proposed as part 
of this trade deal before Congress de- 
cides whether to grease the skids to 
make that deal the law. 

If this trade deal is so great, if it will 
work so well for America's workers and 
small businesses, then make it public. 
We should pass this bill today and give 
the American people some time to read 
the deal before we tie ourselves to fast- 
track. 

Whether you support fast-track or 
oppose it, whether you support TPP or 
oppose it, we should all agree that we 
should have a robust, informed debate 
on something that is this important. 
Anything less is a disservice to the 
people who sent us here to work for 
them. 

So I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
President, that the Committee on Fi- 
nance be discharged from further con- 
sideration of S. 1381, that the Senate 
proceed to its immediate consider- 
ation, the bill be read a third time and 
passed, and the motion to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de- 
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, one concern I have 
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heard from opponents of the trade pro- 
motion authority is that trade agree- 
ments currently under discussion have 
been negotiated behind closed doors 
and that by renewing TPA, Congress 
would be enabling and even encour- 
aging further secrecy. 

I am going to talk more on this in a 
minute, but there are 30 days before 
the President signs, 60 days after he 
signs where this will become well 
known. So I have to object to my dear 
colleagues’ bill—I guess it is a bill at 
this time. I just have to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I have 
heard this concern from opponents of 
trade promotion authority from time 
to time—that trade agreements cur- 
rently under discussion have been ne- 
gotiated behind closed doors and that 
by reviewing TPA, Congress would be 
enabling and even encouraging further 
secrecy. These arguments are particu- 
larly being made about the Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership, or TPP, which is not 
before us. Of course, we need to keep in 
mind that every Senator complaining 
about this supposed secrecy associated 
with TPP has had an opportunity to 
read through the current text of the 
agreement. And the agreement is not 
yet concluded. It won't be unless we 
pass TPA. 

At the same time, 1 would be very 
surprised if these same Senators decry- 
ing the secrecy of the TPP negotia- 
tions also believe that contract nego- 
tiations between unions and manage- 
ment should be made public or that it 
would be a wise negotiating tactic for a 
private citizen negotiating the sale of 
their home to post all the offers they 
have received on the Internet. 

My point is that in the midst of any 
high-stakes negotiation, some level of 
confidentiality is essential to getting a 
good deal, and especially in this case. 

That said, I certainly understand the 
concerns about transparency, particu- 
larly when our government is negoti- 
ating on behalf of our country. Fortu- 
nately, our TPA bill strikes a good bal- 
ance to address these very concerns. 
Our TPA bill goes further than any 
previous version of TPA to promote 
transparency and congressional over- 
sight of the whole trade negotiation 
process. 

First of all, under our bill, the full 
text of a completed trade agreement 
must be made public at least 60 days 
before the President can even sign it, 
giving the American people unprece- 
dented access and knowledge of all 
trade agreements before they are 
signed and well before they are sub- 
mitted to Congress. 

In addition, the President must sub- 
mit to Congress the legal text of a 
trade agreement and a statement of ad- 
ministrative action at least 30 days be- 
fore submitting an implementing bill. 
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On top of that, our bill ensures that 
any Member of Congress who wants ac- 
cess to the unredacted negotiated text 
at any time during the negotiations 
will get it. In addition, Members of 
Congress will—once again, at any time 
during the negotiations—be able to re- 
quest and receive a briefing from the 
U.S. Trade Representative’s office on 
the status of the negotiations. 

Our bill also creates in statute a 
transparency officer at USTR who will 
consult with Congress and advise the 
USTR on transparency policies. This 
will help ensure that there are con- 
sistent transparency policies across the 
Agency and promote greater public un- 
derstanding of trade negotiations. 

Now, let’s be clear. I, as well as other 
authors of this legislation, understand 
the concerns we have heard from both 
inside and outside Congress about the 
need for greater transparency in the 
trade negotiation process. We have 
really worked hard to address these 
concerns in this legislation, and in par- 
ticular the concerns of the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts, 
who is a good friend, whom I admire, 
and who I think has brought a certain 
dimension to this Senate that is very 
important. 

In short, any Member of Congress 
who is concerned about a lack of trans- 
parency in trade negotiations should be 
a cosponsor of this TPA bill—that is, of 
course, if they are also supporters of 
expanded markets for U.S. exporters 
and the creation of high-paying Amer- 
ican jobs. Those who oppose TPA and 
trade agreements outright will likely 
continue to use this supposed lack of 
transparency as an excuse to oppose 
the bill. 

Those with genuine concerns will see 
that this bill is the right approach. 
And we have tried to make it the right 
approach. I believe it is the right ap- 
proach. I believe the administration 
says it is the right approach. I know 
the Trade Representative says it is the 
right approach. He has bent over back- 
wards to inform us and to open his of- 
fice and to open matters into these 
not-yet-concluded agreements. 

There is plenty of time for us to look 
at those agreements—any agreement 
that comes—and make up our own de- 
terminations at that time. So I don’t 
believe the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts will be deprived of an 
ability to look into these matters, 
completely test the transparency, and 
look at these agreements in ways that 
I think would please any reasonable 
person. 

With that, I have had to object, but I 
hope we can pursue this bill and get it 
through as soon as we can because it 
will be a banner day for the President, 
I have to admit. He is my President, 
but he is not my party; yet, he is right 
on this. For the life of me, I can’t un- 
derstand why we are having so much 
difficulty with his and my friends on 
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the other side. We ought to be sup- 
porting a President who has bent over 
backwards, through his Trade Rep- 
resentative and those around him, to 
be as open as he possibly can on this 
matter, at least at this particular time 
and I believe afterwards as well. 

I always feel bad when I have to ob- 
ject to a person’s unanimous consent 
request, but I do object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Will my good friend 
the Senator from Utah yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HATCH. I will be glad to yield for 
a question. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Senator, I have the 
utmost respect for you and the job you 
do here every day for all of us. I appre- 
ciate that. But we have a difference 
here. My difference is that I have to 
look at the people in West Virginia— 
fewer than 2 million people—who de- 
pend on the opportunity to make a liv- 
ing for themselves, and they have hard, 
strong feelings about what we have 
done over the years in trade agree- 
ments. They haven’t seen an uptick in 
opportunity for themselves or their 
families. 

With that being said, what we have 
asked for here, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and I, is not something that 
has never been done before. I can’t ex- 
plain why President George W. Bush 
would have done this. Maybe it was on 
his own volition, saying: I am going to 
put out this agreement that has been 
scrubbed. Basically everything has 
been agreed on. We will let you see it 
and discuss it—the American people 
and the Senate and Congress that rep- 
resents those people—to see if we have 
total buy-in and support. If not, we can 
make some adjustments and changes. 

He did that. That is really what we 
have asked for here. I respect your 
right to object, and I understand the 
process here. But the American people 
don’t have input into this, and it has a 
5l-vote threshold from this day for- 
ward. So any of us who have any objec- 
tions or maybe have something that 
would enhance this bill don’t have that 
opportunity. That is the reason we 
have asked for this. 

I know the Senator was here and was 
very much involved in 2001. What was 
your position or your opinion when 
President Bush released a draft text of 
the Free Trade Area of the Americas, 
the FTAA? Do you recall, by any 
chance? 

Mr. HATCH. I don’t personally recall 
that at this time, other than that it did 
pass. 

Mr. MANCHIN. He let everybody see 
it months ahead of time before he was 
granted the fast-track authority. He 
never even asked for TPA until he re- 
leased it. And I am sure that you were 
in the majority at the time, and every- 
one had to support that position, I 
would think. 
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Mr. HATCH. If the Senator would 
yield—yes, we did. We supported the 
President’s position, if I recall cor- 
rectly. There is nothing that says the 
President can’t do that. But this bill 
says he must at least do certain things. 

Mr. MANCHIN. That is because he 
hasn’t offered it to us. 

Mr. HATCH. This is a 6-year bill. 

Mr. MANCHIN. It is a 3-8. You are 
right. 

Mr. HATCH. There is going to be an- 
other President in 2016, whether Repub- 
lican or Democrat or otherwise. 

So there is nothing that says the 
President can’t do that, but we are 
making sure he does do that. We have 
done it because of questions that have 
been raised by people such as the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts 
and you. We think we have put reason- 
able time constraints in there, espe- 
cially since you can review the TPP as 
it exists—although that may or may 
not be the final agreement. You can re- 
view that now, if you want, and that is 
well in advance of it. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Senator, again, I 
know you understand it. I am sure you 
probably have gone down into the se- 
cured room and maybe have looked 
through some parts yourself. But it is 
quite an onerous process. I couldn’t 
take my staff person who had expertise 
in that arena because he did not have 
that clearance. So I had to go in, and I 
couldn’t take notes out. Then on top of 
that, I couldn’t even speak to him 
about what I saw because he didn’t 
have that clearance. 

I have never been through something 
like this. For me to go home to West 
Virginia and say, with all full knowl- 
edge and my ability to make a decision 
on the facts I have in front of me, that 
I support or I do not support it for 
these reasons—I can’t really do that. I 
am not really sure if I could support it. 
Maybe I can support TPP. But I am 
really objectionable to TPA by not 
having that opportunity to have input 
in TPP. 

I think that is where I fall. And with 
a 51-vote threshold, I am not going to 
have any input to represent the people 
of West Virginia. With all due respect, 
that is where I am on this. 

Mr. HATCH. I understand the distin- 
guished Senator. Let me say that we 
all have to make our own individual 
decisions here. 

I would encourage you to reconsider 
because I think we have a good bill 
that is far better than it has been in 
the past. Frankly, it is your adminis- 
tration that is putting this forward, 
and I am doing everything I can to help 
this administration get this through. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I understand. 

Mr. HATCH. Remember that this is 
the procedural mechanism that gives 
Congress the right to really know what 
is going on and to really look at these 
matters. That is why we put in these 
particular provisions, which, as far as I 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


know, are better than they have ever 
been. So Members of Congress will have 
an opportunity to know what is in 
these bills. I don’t know fully what is 
in TPP, myself, and I am going to be 
one of the most interested people on 
Earth when that comes, if not the most 
interested, and when we finally agree. 
It is still not a completed agreement, 
as far as I know. 

All I can say is I think we provide 
enough time in this bill for anybody 
who is sincere enough and dedicated 
enough to look at it. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Senator, if you do see 
something, let’s say, as the bill unfolds 
and comes to its completion, that you 
really think is going to harm the peo- 
ple of Utah, you are not going to have 
any input to change that harm. And it 
is only going to take 51 votes to pass 
it, even if harm is in there for Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. We will have the ability 
to take this floor, and those in the 
House to take the House floor, and 
fight against it if you disagree with it 
and it starts to get 51 votes. 

The administration knows that. They 
know they can’t do a slovenly agree- 
ment. They have got to do a good 
agreement in order to get both sides up 
here to, in a bipartisan way, accept the 
agreement for our country. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I just feel very 
strongly that this most reasonable 
thing that we have asked for is some- 
thing that was done under President 
Bush. I think it was in his wisdom to 
put it out there before. There was 
nothing to hide. 

If we looked into their dialogue back 
at that period of time, they felt it was 
necessary, aS Senator WARREN men- 
tioned, to get the public’s buy-in, to 
get support from the public. So they 
were proud of what they put into it. 

I am not saying things in here aren’t 
good and won’t be good for this coun- 
try. But there might be some things 
that could be improved upon that 
would make it much better for this 
country. 

I have lost 31,000 manufacturing jobs 
since NAFTA. It is hard when I go 
through my State and I look at people 
struggling. The jobs have not returned. 
They have not come to our little State. 
We did not see the uptick. 

Iam not saying my State represents 
every State, but I am sure there are 
parts of every State that have been hit 
pretty hard by this, and we want to 
make sure we get this one right. That 
is all we have asked for. 

So I am sorry you had to object. I 
hope you understand our position on 
this. 

Mr. HATCH. I do, and I appreciate 
the distinguished Senator and his ef- 
forts to represent his State. I know he 
does a very good job. I know the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts is doing a 
very good job. We are friends. This 
isn’t going to change that. All I can 
say is that we disagree respectfully. I 
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think I have made this as palatable as 
we possibly could under the cir- 
cumstances. 

The point I have been making is that 
the agreement is available 60 days be- 
fore it is even signed. So it isn’t as if 
people will not have a chance to look 
at it or to fight against it or talk to 
the President—whoever that might be. 

The fact of the matter is that I am 
not sure that it should be longer than 
60 plus 60 plus, I think, another 60. 

So all I can say is that I have to ob- 
ject, as manager of this bill. I never 
feel good about objecting to something 
my colleagues want. I respect your de- 
sire to have as much information as 
you can. I respect the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Would the Senator be 
kind enough to yield for a question 
from the Senator from Massachusetts 
if I would yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. MANCHIN. I yield for the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts for the pur- 
pose of a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I just 
want to say to the Senator from Utah 
how much I respect his leadership in 
this Senate and his leadership on so 
many important issues. 

All I want to say about this is that 
we are just asking for the trade deal to 
be made public before we have this cru- 
cial vote about whether there will be 
any opportunity in the future to amend 
the trade deal, to slow down the trade 
deal or—as the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia says—if we really find objection- 
able parts, to be able to block it. We 
are just asking for some transparency 
before we have this crucial vote on the 
TPA. We don’t want to see fast-track 
until the American public can evaluate 
the deal. That is all we are asking for 
at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. I would like the floor. 
But I would yield the floor to Senator 
HATCH, and then ask my friends to stay 
on the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I thank 
the distinguished Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business until 4 
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, and 
that the time during morning business 
count postcloture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from California. 
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FAST-TRACK AUTHORITY 


Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleagues, Senators WARREN and 
MANCHIN, because what they tried to do 
here is to give to the American people 
the same opportunity they had when 
George W. Bush was President and a 
trade deal was being negotiated. Before 
fast-track came up, everybody saw the 
deal. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I be added as a cosponsor to 
their bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. BOXER. I appreciate that. I am 
proud to stand with them on this. And 
I do respect Senator HATCH. He is my 
dear friend. But let’s be clear. When 
you go down to that secret room—and 
I had the same experience as Senator 
MANCHIN. I couldn’t take the proper 
staffers because they didn’t have the 
clearance. 

This isn’t about fighting ISIS or the 
war in Syria or any other very high se- 
curity matter. It is about a trade deal 
that is supposed to be negotiated in the 
best interests of the people of this 
country. 

All my friends are saying is that be- 
fore we give this President the ability 
to fast-track this deal, let’s look at it. 
Here is what happens when he gets 
fast-track authority: Not one Member 
of this Senate and not one Member of 
the House can offer any amendment 
whatsoever. 

I think the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia was very clear on the point. What 
if we find out that there is something 
horrible in there for our State? 

The Senator from Massachusetts 
pointed out that there are whole parts 
of this deal—and I know I am not 
speaking out of turn here—where it 
just says that they are still being nego- 
tiated. So how the heck do we know 
what we are even voting on? And here 
we have given away the store in this 
last vote so that we will not have an 
opportunity to make it better. 

When my friend talked about how 
many jobs were lost in West Virginia 
after NAFTA, my heart sank. Those 
are a lot of jobs in a smaller State. My 
State is a large State. We lost about 
80,000-plus jobs. That is a lot. We are a 
larger State, though. 

Percentagewise, you had 2 million 
and at the time we had about 30 mil- 
lion. So in terms of percentages, your 
people suffered mightily. But we suf- 
fered mightily. More than 80,000 fami- 
lies lost their jobs. 

I don’t want to keep my colleagues 
on the floor, but I am only going to 
speak for 60 seconds more because my 
colleague from Delaware is such a pal 
and said I could go before him. 

I have a very simple amendment I am 
fighting to get a vote on. Listen to 
what it is. It simply says you cannot 
get fast-track authority to negotiate 
with any country that doesn’t pay at 
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least a $2 minimum wage. I ask the 
people who are watching this debate 
here and at home: Do you know that 
out of the 12 countries we are negoti- 
ating with, 7 of them have less than a 
$2 minimum wage? 

Let me be specific. Chile has a $1.91 
minimum wage. Malaysia has a $1.21 
minimum wage. Peru has a $1.15 min- 
imum wage. Mexico has an 80-cent min- 
imum wage. 

Do you remember NAFTA? Let’s do 
NAFTA. It is going to raise the stand- 
ard of living in Mexico, and the Mexi- 
can people won’t come across the bor- 
der. We had all those factory jobs 
leave. And in this, Mexico is part of 
this deal. 

How about Vietnam? 58 cents. And 
how about Brunei and Singapore? They 
have no minimum wage. 

What kind of a chance do our work- 
ers have? I don’t care how productive 
they are. We have the most productive 
workers. The people in these countries 
are very smart. They are terrific. 

Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to be added as a co- 
sponsor on that amendment. 

Mrs. BOXER. Absolutely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. WARREN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to be added as a cosponsor on that 
amendment. 

Mrs. BOXER. Absolutely, I am very 
proud to have Senator WARREN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. BOXER. What kind of chance do 
our workers have? Do you think a man- 
ufacturer in their right mind is going 
to stay here when they can go to Viet- 
nam and have some terrific people? 

I know the Vietnamese community 
in my home State is fantastic. They 
are fantastic leaders. They are fan- 
tastic workers. It is sad that the ones 
who are left behind earn 58 cents an 
hour. What chance do our workers 
have? 

Now, we have 12 million manufac- 
turing jobs left in this Nation of ours— 
this greatest of Nations. What kind of 
chance do they have? Do you know 
that I cannot get this amendment up 
for a vote? I think I know the reason. 
They do not want to have to vote 
against it. I am still hopeful. I am 
holding out hope. I am fighting for it. 
But it seems to me when you are say- 
ing to the American people: Do you 
want your Senator to have to go down- 
stairs to a secure room, give up your 
electronics to a clerk, be told that if 
you take notes you have to leave them 
behind so the clerk can read it, but 
your staff cannot read it, you cannot 
discuss it with the people who do not 
have top clearance for the trade agree- 
ment? 

Then, you have to have the amend- 
ment that Senators WARREN and 
MANCHIN have offered, which simply 
says: Make the trade agreement public 
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before we give exceptional fast-track 
authority to any President. I do not 
care who it is—Democrat or Repub- 
lican—this is not a partisan issue. 

I have voted for half of the trade 
agreements, so I have voted for many 
trade agreements but not with coun- 
tries that pay slave wages. Let’s be 
clear. 

This is a tough day for the U.S. Sen- 
ate. I know we have been split up every 
which way on this, but I think there 
are certain things we have learned 
from this debate: Secrecy is no good. I 
respect my President. I have talked to 
him. I know in his heart he is doing 
what he thinks is right, but when he 
says this is not secret and everyone has 
access to it, I say to my President and 
I say to my friend Senator HATCH: This 
is not an open process. 

The secrecy is ludicrous. It is ridicu- 
lous. It is against the interests of the 
people we represent. I represent close 
to 40 million people. As Senator 
MANCHIN said, those people count on 
us, but if we do not know what is in an 
agreement, how can we be wise about 
what we want to say about it and what 
we want to do about it? 

I want to thank my friends for com- 
ing down here this afternoon. I know 
this is hard on the Senate. We are 
going to probably be here a very long 
time. But the fact is that people de- 
pend on us, and I am proud to stand 
with them. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 


EE 


OUR COUNTRY’S TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM 


Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I have 
come to the floor to discuss the need to 
strengthen the transportation system 
of our country, our roads, our high- 
ways, our bridges—our transportation 
system. A long time ago, the question 
was asked: What is the role of govern- 
ment? If you ask 500 people, you prob- 
ably will not get 100 different answers, 
but you will get a lot of different an- 
swers. 

Abraham Lincoln was once asked: 
What is the role of government? This is 
what he said: The role of the govern- 
ment is to do for the people what they 
cannot do for themselves. Let me say 
that again. The role of government is 
to do for the people what they cannot 
do for themselves. 

Sometimes I go to schools and young 
students ask me: What do you do? The 
kids in elementary schools, third, 
fourth, fifth graders say: What do you 
do? 

I tell them I am a United States Sen- 
ator. 

They say: What do you do? 

I tell them I help make the rules for 
our country. We call them laws. I do 
that with 99 other Senators, 485 Rep- 
resentatives, the President, and the 
Vice President. 
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They say: Well, what else do you do? 

I tell them I help people. I help peo- 
ple. The best way to help somebody is 
to make sure they have a job—to make 
sure they have a job. 

I had the privilege of being Governor 
of Delaware for 8 years. I am told that 
in those 8 years, more jobs were cre- 
ated in Delaware than any 8 years in 
Delaware history. I did not create one 
of them. 

We have seen in the last 6-plus years 
in this country some 12 million jobs 
created. I did not create one of them. 
My colleagues did not create those 
jobs. The President and the Vice Presi- 
dent did not create those jobs. 

What we are responsible for doing 
here is to create a nurturing environ- 
ment for job creation, access to cap- 
ital—to money—for businesses that 
need to raise money, a world-class 
workforce, public safety, clean envi- 
ronment, public health, a Tax Code 
that is fair and reasonable, regulations 
that embody common sense and reflect 
common sense. 

We actually have, believe it or not, 
on each of our desks on the floor, a 
book. It is called the “Senate Manual.” 
We do not look at it that often, but if 
you go to one of the sections about 
two-thirds of the way through the 
book, you will find the Constitution. 
The Constitution lays out who is re- 
sponsible for what generally in our 
country, for different responsibilities 
that do fall on government. 

There is a section in the Constitu- 
tion—I am not going to read it, but 
Senator JIM INHOFE of Oklahoma has 
oftentimes referred to it—where it 
talks about the obligation and respon- 
sibility of the Federal Government to 
post roads—post roads. For years, that 
has been read and interpreted to mean 
to build some roads, some highways, 
and some bridges. 

As time goes by, we have more and 
more people to build transit systems as 
well. As it turns out, as we go along in 
time—after being a country for almost 
225 years or so, one of the most impor- 
tant things that we do in creating a 
nurturing environment for job creation 
and job preservation is to make sure 
our country has transportation sys- 
tems—roads, highways, bridges, transit 
systems—that are worthy of this great 
Nation that we are. 

As a former Governor—as I like to 
say, a recovering Governor—but as a 
former Governor, I have seen the im- 
pact roads, highways, bridges, and 
transit systems have on the economic 
growth and success in my State, the re- 
gion in which we live, and across this 
country. It is how we move people. It is 
how we move goods. It is the key to an 
efficient and growing economy. 

For more than a decade, however, we 
have faced funding shortfalls for the 
Federal highway trust fund. This stop- 
and-go funding and lack of uncertainty 
has undermined—has undermined—the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


potential for economic growth in 
America for years. That has to stop. 

In fact, since 2008, we had to transfer 
nearly $65 billion out of the general 
fund—nearly $65 billion out of the gen- 
eral fund—which is far from running a 
surplus, to patch holes in the highway 
trust fund. 

I like to use the example of the glass- 
es. We have glasses here that the pages 
are nice enough to fill with water and 
to bring for us from time to time. I 
would like for this glass to be the Fed- 
eral highway trust fund. It is empty. 
There is another glass here. This is the 
general fund of the United States. It is 
empty. We have another glass over 
here that is full. It is full. When the 
general fund is empty and the trans- 
portation fund, the highway fund are 
empty, what we do is we go to this 
glass over here and say: How about 
some water? How about some money? 

We borrow money all over the 
world—all over the world. One of the 
places we borrow a lot of it is China. 
When the Chinese lend us money, they 
do not want to be bothered when we 
feel they may have been manipulating 
their currency. 

They will say to us: We thought you 
wanted to borrow money, so leave us 
alone on currency manipulation. They 
may say: Leave us alone when it comes 
to taking unfair advantage in terms of 
trade. When the Chinese are pushing 
around the Vietnamese in the Phil- 
ippines in the South China Sea—where 
I used to fly as a flight officer—they 
would say: You cannot do that. 

And the Chinese might respond: Well, 
we thought you wanted to borrow our 
money. 

We find ourselves in a very difficult 
position to be obligated to a lender 
that is doing things that we think are 
inappropriate or wrong. 

Unfortunately, with the example like 
the one I have just given you, this ac- 
tually does happen. 

We have not had a transportation bill 
that lasts for more than 2 years for, I 
think, now 7 years. It used to be com- 
monplace that every 6 years we would 
pass a fund, a transportation bill, for 
our country. We call it the highway 
bill, but it was for roads, highways, and 
for transit systems—every 6 years, al- 
most like clockwork. 

The money provided by the Federal 
Government provides roughly one-half 
of all the money that is spent in the 
State highway budget, State highway 
transportation budget. Half of that 
money is Federal money appropriated 
by the Congress and approved by the 
President. 

Why we have not had a transpor- 
tation bill that lasted for more than 2 
years, since 2008—we have passed some 
short-term funding provisions and au- 
thorization provisions for transpor- 
tation that lasts as little as a few 
days—a few days. This undercuts Gov- 
ernors and undercuts mayors around 
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the country. It prevents them from 
making long-term investments in crit- 
ical transportation projects. 

Let me give a good example. State 
Route 1 Delaware runs from I-95 to the 
north, north-south, right past Dover, 
our State capital, passing Dover Air 
Force Base, and heads on down to the 
southern part of our State, where we 
raise more chickens and soybeans in 
Sussex County, DE, than any other 
county in America. It is a county that 
has more five-star beaches than any- 
where else in America. 

When I had the privilege of being 
Governor of Delaware, we actually 
built, modernized, and expanded State 
Route 1. We replaced about 40 traffic 
lights with a four- or five- or six-lane 
limited access highway that cuts not in 
half but greatly eliminates bottlenecks 
and expedites the flow of traffic in my 
State. It took over a decade—maybe a 
dozen years—from start to finish. 

Why did it take that long? It is be- 
cause these projects need some things. 
You have to take some time to plan 
the project. You have to take some 
time to fund the project. You have to 
take time to contract the project 
through competitive bids. You have to 
get the permits for the project. Some- 
times there is litigation to work 
through. It is part of what has to be 
done to build a major road, highway or 
bridge in a State. It does not take just 
a few weeks to do this. It does not take 
just a few months to do this. It can 
take years. 

In the case of State Route 1—in a lit- 
tle State—it took years, roughly a 
dozen of them. And without the cer- 
tainty in the future that the Federal 
funding will be there for a project that 
is almost impossible to do it well and, 
frankly, without that kind of cer- 
tainty, it is really expensive to do 
these projects. Stop-and-go. ‘‘Stop-and- 
go” means stop and pay lot more 
money for the projects we are trying to 
build. 

Yet even though we know our States, 
our counties, our cities, and our busi- 
nesses are counting on us in this body 
to do our jobs, we let them down time 
and time again. What is worse is that 
Congress has known about this prob- 
lem for just about a decade—for almost 
a decade. 

It was in 2005 that Congress included 
provisions in transportation legislation 
to create not one but two blue ribbon 
commissions. For what purpose? Will it 
help us to figure out how to pay for 
highways, bridges, and transit systems 
which we are not smart enough to fig- 
ure this out? Why don’t we put to- 
gether some commissions and let the 
experts come in and they can help us 
out? We received the reports and the 
recommendations. We just never acted 
on them. 

In 2008, these two Commissions deliv- 
ered reports summarizing the advice of 
countless experts and giving us a road- 
map to fixing the problems for good. 
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Among all of their recommendations, 
one idea was stressed above all the 
rest: gradually raise transportation 
user fees and then index them to infla- 
tion going forward. 

Despite understanding the problem 
and the smartest solutions for nearly a 
decade, we have only shirked our re- 
sponsibility to agree on a solution 
again and again. 

Rather than take advantage of those 
blue ribbon ideas, we have continued to 
kick the can down the road, continued 
to avoid doing what voters sent us here 
to do; that is, to make decisions, tough 
decisions, in the best interests of our 
country. 

I stand here today to say it is high 
time we finally take care of business 
and do the job the American people 
sent us here to do. 

My concern about this issue should 
come as no surprise to any of my col- 
leagues. For years I have been out- 
spoken about my desire to fully fund a 
multiyear transportation bill. 

Government does have a clear role in 
ensuring that our country has modern, 
high-quality roads, highways, bridges, 
and transit systems. That is why the 
Framers of our Constitution had the 
good sense to aS much as say so in that 
Constitution. Unfortunately, it seems 
to me that our courage and willingness 
to fulfill this responsibility continues 
to escape us. Instead, we avoid tough 
choices and simply do things such as 
smooth pensions or steal Customs fees. 
Sometimes we will steal Customs fees 
that are not due for maybe 6, 7, 8 years 
into the future, and we steal that fu- 
ture money and use it to pay for a cou- 
ple of months’ worth of road, highway, 
and bridge construction today. We bor- 
row mine safety funds. We apply other 
bandaids as well. 

The standard justification for each of 
these short-term patches has been that 
we need just a little more time to work 
out the details of a long-term plan. 
Just give us a little more time, and we 
will work this out. But, as usual, dur- 
ing the 10 months we gave ourselves 
when we passed the last short-term ex- 
tension, which, as I recall, was early 
last August—the 12th time we have 
done this in 6 years, in case anyone has 
lost count—we have come no closer to 
a solution. 

The Washington Post last summer 
may have put it best, and here is what 
they said: ‘‘Congress doesn’t need more 
time, Congress needs more spine.”” 

Albert Einstein once said that the 
definition of insanity is doing some- 
thing over and over again and expect- 
ing a different result. Today, I am ask- 
ing our colleagues to join me and oth- 
ers to help stop this insanity. If we 
work together, I know we can find a 
way to invest in the 21st-century trans- 
portation system our States, our cities, 
and our businesses deserve and need in 
order to compete in a global market- 
place. In an effort to do just that, Sen- 
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ator BOXER and I have introduced a 
measure that would at least get us 
started, taking a constructive step 
that would align the expiration of 
transportation programs with the fund- 
ing available in the highway trust 
fund. 

What we have right now is that at 
the end of this month, the authoriza- 
tion for spending Federal money for 
these roads, highways, bridges, and 
transit projects—the authorizations to 
spend that money expires, effectively 
stopping the use of Federal money for 
these purposes at the end of this 
month. We can't let that happen. 

The authorization ends at, we will 
say right here, the end of May, in 
about 10 days. Meanwhile, the actual 
funds in the transportation trust fund, 
the highway trust fund, are good until 
the end of July. So the legislation Sen- 
ator BOXER has joined me in intro- 
ducing says: At least, if we do nothing 
else, let's align the end of the author- 
ization—now May 31—to the end of the 
funding so that we can at least con- 
tinue the work that is being done in 
States across the country in the mean- 
time. If we work together, I know we 
can find a way forward. 

We have introduced this legislation, 
and this adjustment will keep the Con- 
gress from putting this issue, we hope, 
on the back burner yet again. 

We hope this will increase the likeli- 
hood that we can finally sit down and 
come to a long-term solution not this 
fall, not next year, but this summer. I 
know there are some who say: Well, 
let’s just push this off until December. 
We have done that before and we can 
do that again. I just say to my friends, 
we have a way of—we are getting to 
the elections. We are getting into the 
election cycle for President later this 
year. Maybe there are some who feel 
that will be helpful to us in finding a 
way to come together and funding a 
transportation project. I would beg to 
differ. I think if we don’t get it done 
sooner rather than later, if we don’t 
make those tough decisions now, we 
are not going to make them when the 
caucuses are gathered in Iowa and the 
primary voters are starting to get riled 
up in New Hampshire and South Caro- 
lina. That is not going to help us do 
our jobs. 

There is a friend of mine who likes to 
talk about stopgap funding and the 
need to make a long-term commitment 
to America’s growth and success. He 
says it is something like what we do 
now. It is something like taking a road 
trip—maybe a summer road trip across 
the country—stopping to fill up our 
cars, our trucks, our minivans with gas 
1 gallon at a time. Instead of filling up, 
we stop at a gas station and we get 1 
gallon, and then we go down the road 
and a little while later we stop at an- 
other gas station and we buy another 
gallon. It is wasteful. It wastes time. It 
wastes money. It is no way to take a 
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trip across the country with your fam- 
ily, and I can assure my colleagues it is 
no way to build a transportation sys- 
tem for a world-class power—America. 

In any event, as I said earlier, I took 
two or three ideas away from the elec- 
tions last year. No. 1, Americans want 
us to work together; No. 2, they want 
us to get things done; and No. 3, they 
want us to do everything we can to en- 
hance and strengthen our economic re- 
covery. 

Finally finding an agreement on a 
way to pass a fully funded 6-year trans- 
portation bill would help us do all 
three. We would demonstrate that we 
can work together. We would dem- 
onstrate that we can get things done 
for States and cities and counties 
across America. No. 3, we really would 
strengthen our economic recovery. We 
wouldn’t just put 600,000 or 700,000 peo- 
ple to work across America building 
roads, highways, bridges, and transit 
systems; we would do a lot more than 
that. That is important. A lot of jobs 
need to be filled, and a lot of people 
would love to have those jobs. 

As it turns out, the McKinsey Global 
Institute recently reported that mak- 
ing a major effort to repair and im- 
prove our roads, highways, bridges, and 
transit systems could add about 1.5 
percent to our annual GDP growth and 
create at least 1.8 million jobs. Let me 
say that again. Making a major effort 
to repair and improve our roads, high- 
ways, bridges, and transit systems 
could add about 1.5 percent to annual 
GDP growth. Keep in mind that GDP 
growth I think in the last quarter was 
only about 1 percent. This kind of in- 
vestment could add another 1.5 percent 
to annual GDP growth and create al- 
most 2 million jobs. 

By failing to pass a long-term trans- 
portation bill, we are sacrificing this 
potential growth and job creation. It is 
a little bit like leaving money on a 
table—in this case, a lot of it on a 
table. 

The Federal Government shares the 
responsibility with State governments 
to make investments in their aging in- 
frastructure. As I said earlier, the Fed- 
eral Government—when States spend 
money on roads, highways, bridges, and 
transit systems, whether it is in New 
Hampshire or Delaware, roughly half of 
that money is coming from the Federal 
Government. Our States are counting 
on us to be a partner in funding our 
transportation systems that the fami- 
lies and businesses we represent count 
on every day. When a Federal policy 
fails to plan for the future, we leave 
these people in the lurch. 

The highway trust fund has several 
dedicated revenue streams in the form 
of various user fees, as we know. These 
fees haven’t been adjusted in over two 
decades. During that time, the pur- 
chasing power of transportation has 
nearly been cut in half. There have 
been increases in the price of concrete, 
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asphalt, steel, and labor. The 18.3-cent 
Federal gas tax that we set up in 1993 
is now worth less than a dime. The 24- 
cent diesel tax is worth less than 15 
cents. 

The Congressional Budget Office put 
together the chart here on my left that 
shows the growing difference between 
the highway trust fund, the money we 
put out for transportation projects, 
and the money we take in from user 
fees. I would say we were doing reason- 
ably good from 1998 to 2014. Every 6 
years, we see it go up and then it drops 
down, and then it goes up and then it 
drops down. That is a 6-year transpor- 
tation authorization bill. 

Look what happened starting this 
year. 

I might add that over the last several 
years, a lot of this money was just 
transferred out of the general fund, not 
money we actually raised. Then we 
borrowed most of that money from 
around the world. 

But we get to the year 2015, and look 
what happens. At the end of the year, 
every year up through 2025, this will be 
the shortfall. I think it adds up to 
about $140 billion by 2020. One does not 
have to be an accountant to know we 
have a problem when what we are 
spending outpaces what we collect 
more and more each year. 

We need to find a long-term solution 
that we can agree on to fix this prob- 
lem, and we need to do it this summer. 
We don’t need to do it this fall. We 
don’t need to do it next winter. We 
need to do it this summer. Again, I 
talked about kicking the can into a 
Presidential election year. If we don’t 
do it this summer, my fear is we won’t 
do it at all—at least not a long-term 
bill. 

Many of my colleagues have said we 
must wait until we can enact com- 
prehensive tax reform that creates rev- 
enues to solve this problem. As a 
strong supporter of tax reform, I hope 
we can find a way to reform our Tax 
Code, find a way to generate some reve- 
nues that can be used to invest in the 
country’s roads, highways, bridges, and 
transit systems. As I understand, this 
idea has support from not only Presi- 
dent Obama but also from the House 
Ways and Means Committee Chairman 
PAUL RYAN, and that is encouraging. 

One thing I know for sure is that this 
idea is a lot better than kicking the 
can down the road. Let’s be honest—we 
have been talking about tax reform for 
years. It is one of the most complicated 
problems Congress is facing. We can’t 
just wait around letting our highways 
and transit systems that people count 
on deteriorate while we negotiate the 
incredibly tough decisions surrounding 
tax reform efforts. Furthermore, tax 
reform only offers one-time revenues 
that won’t fix the long-term problem 
with the highway trust fund. 

I believe we have to have a viable 
backup plan in case a bipartisan deal 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


on tax reform continues to elude the 
Congress. That is why I talked to lit- 
erally a dozen Members of the House 
and the Senate from both parties and I 
asked them to share with me their 
most thoughtful ideas of what I hope 
could become an “all of the above’’ 
transportation funding proposal that 
we expect to unveil at the beginning of 
next month. I urge any of my col- 
leagues with serious thoughts on how 
to shore up the highway trust fund to 
bring us their ideas and join this effort 
because I hope to present such a plan, 
as I said earlier, very soon and to make 
sure that we don't once again kick this 
can down the road. There is time to 
act. It is not next year. It is not around 
Christmastime. It is this summer. 

Gas prices this Memorial Day week- 
end will be lower than any Memorial 
Day in recent memory and are likely 
to stay that way for at least a while 
longer. The prediction is that they are 
actually going to start dropping again 
as we move into summer. 

There is an amazing coalition of 
stakeholders from all parts of the com- 
munity—frankly, all parts of our coun- 
try geographically—and throughout 
the business sector and our govern- 
ment as well, and they support a long- 
term transportation bill. They are 
businesses, labor groups, construction 
companies, transits, retail businesses, 
manufacturing businesses, and a lot of 
American families. Their message to us 
is the same: It is time to do the right 
thing. It is time for us to do our jobs. 
It is time for us to give America the 
roads, the highways, the bridges, and 
transit systems that we can be proud of 
and that will help our Nation to con- 
tinue to grow and to be great. 

Mr. President, thank you so much. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAs- 
SIDY). 

The Senator from New Hampshire. 


EE 
EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 


Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about a very important 
issue to my State of New Hampshire, 
and that is American trade and our 
ability to create more jobs in New 
Hampshire and in the United States of 
America by giving our businesses the 
opportunity to sell to consumers 
around the world since our businesses 
are creating the very best products and 
technology, and their ability to sell to 
those around the world is going to cre- 
ate more jobs in New Hampshire and in 
this country. 

I also wish to speak about an impor- 
tant financing mechanism to busi- 
nesses in New Hampshire and to busi- 
nesses in this country, and that is the 
Export-Import Bank. 

When traveling throughout New 
Hampshire and meeting with busi- 
nesses both small and large, what I 
hear most often is this: In Washington, 
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please make it easier, in terms of the 
regulatory environment and the tax 
environment, for us to do what we do 
best, and that is create jobs and put 
people to work. I have also heard we 
want more opportunities to sell what 
we produce to other countries in the 
world, and we also want opportunities 
to make sure financing is available to 
increase opportunities for New Hamp- 
shire businesses to export to other 
countries around the world. 

An important tool for New Hamp- 
shire businesses is the Export-Import 
Bank, which is set to expire next 
month, at the end of June, and that is 
why getting the bill pending on the 
floor is important. I fought to ensure 
that there is a way forward to secure a 
path for a vote on the Export-Import 
Bank reauthorization before it expires 
at the end of June. 

I thank our leader for committing to 
allow us an opportunity to extend this 
important financing mechanism to 
businesses in New Hampshire to ensure 
that mechanism is still available and 
that those New Hampshire jobs con- 
tinue and that we can continue to grow 
our economy. 

In New Hampshire, the Export-Im- 
port Bank supports $416 million in ex- 
ports and has helped 36 New Hampshire 
businesses over the last 7 years. Its 
continued existence is not only impor- 
tant to the Granite State economy, but 
it translates to over 2,300 jobs that are 
supported by the opportunity to have 
financing available through the Ex- 
port-Import Bank to New Hampshire. 

I met with New Hampshire exporters 
from around the State who have been 
able to grow their businesses and cre- 
ate more jobs by utilizing the Ex-Im fi- 
nancing to export goods and services 
overseas. In fact, in December I hosted 
a roundtable in New Hampshire at the 
Seaport International Forest Products 
in Noshua. In the past, they have been 
able to use Export-Import financing. 
They were gracious enough to hold a 
roundtable when Fred Hopper, the head 
of the Export-Import Bank, came to 
New Hampshire and met with busi- 
nesses in New Hampshire to allow them 
to give him feedback as to how the 
Bank was working and how important 
it was to their ability to obtain this fi- 
nancing and expand their exports over- 
seas. In fact, one of the participants in 
that roundtable, Jerry Boyle, who is 
the leader of Boyle Energy and Tech- 
nology Services in Concord, explained 
how he grew his business 75 percent in 
the past few years because of the op- 
portunity to use Ex-Im financing. 

Make no mistake—failure to renew 
the Bank’s charter would cause us to 
lose jobs in New Hampshire and lose 
jobs in this country and would hurt the 
economy at a time when we should be 
focusing on making it easier for busi- 
nesses to create jobs and making sure 
our businesses have opportunity and 
access to markets overseas to create 
more American trade. 
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I will continue to push this body to 
reauthorize Ex-Im so that New Hamp- 
shire businesses can continue to have 
access to this financing, can continue 
to grow their opportunities to create 
more jobs in New Hampshire by using 
this financing and to sell their goods 
and services overseas to create jobs. 

I want to address the critics of this 
Bank. I look at this and I wonder—we 
are competing in a global economy, 
and so many of our competitors are ac- 
tually offering even greater financing 
mechanisms for their businesses. So 
without this opportunity for our busi- 
nesses, we would be putting ourselves 
at a competitive disadvantage. In fact, 
the Ex-Im Bank actually has a lower 
default rate than commercial loans and 
returns money to the Treasury. 

If someone asked me about the Ex-Im 
Bank, I would tell them that it creates 
American jobs and returns money to 
the Treasury to help pay down our 
debt. If every Federal agency were 
asked that question, that would be an 
easy question to answer, wouldn’t it? 
We would probably be a lot farther 
along in dealing with our $18 trillion in 
debt. 

To me, this is a program that allows 
us to create more New Hampshire jobs 
and more American jobs. We have to 
get this done. I am glad we have a com- 
mitment to have a vote on it in this 
body to allow us to reauthorize it be- 
fore it expires. Again, it returns money 
to the Treasury and creates American 
jobs. Imagine if we could say that 
about every Federal program. 

I wish to talk about another issue 
that is very important to jobs in New 
Hampshire, and that is trade pro- 
motion authority, which we are cur- 
rently debating and which is pending 
on the Senate floor. This will have a 
real impact on New Hampshire's econ- 
omy and create thousands of jobs in 
my State. 

In 2014, New Hampshire exported $4.4 
billion worth of goods and services and 
exports and supported about 23,000 
good-paying New Hampshire jobs. Over 
the past decade, we have seen Granite 
State exports increase by 175 percent. 
As a testament to America’s entrepre- 
neurial spirit, almost 90 percent of New 
Hampshire’s exporters are small or me- 
dium-sized businesses. 

Last week, I had the opportunity to 
visit Mercury Systems, which designs 
and builds defense and commercial 
electronics in Hudson, NH. Since open- 
ing in Hudson in 2014, Mercury Systems 
has more than doubled its workforce 
from 70 employees to now 170 employ- 
ees—thanks in part to their oppor- 
tunity to export what they manufac- 
ture. 

In April, I visited Corfin Industries in 
Salem. Corfin provides robotic proc- 
essing services that are used by the de- 
fense, medical, and telecommunication 
industries. Corfin relies on exports and 
access to international markets, which 
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has helped to create 22 new jobs in New 
Hampshire, and now they see a growing 
portion of their sales going to ex- 
ports—American trade creating jobs. 

There are many other important 
companies in New Hampshire that sup- 
port trade promotion authority, and 
they view this as an opportunity to 
create more Granite-State jobs, includ- 
ing companies such as BAE Systems 
in Nashua; Bosch Thermotechnology 
in Londonderry; Elbit Systems in 
Merrimack; Globe Manufacturing Com- 
pany in Pittsfield; General Electric in 
Hooksett; Goss International Americas 
in Durham; Intel Corporation, which 
also has a facility in Merrimack; 
Medtronic in Portsmouth; and New 
Hampshire Ball Bearings in Lanconia. 
In fact, I had a chance to visit New 
Hampshire Ball Bearings and to talk to 
them about the importance of not only 
Ex-Im financing—as a supplier, this is 
important to them—but also the im- 
portance, obviously, of trade. Also, 
Osram Sylvania in Manchester, Hills- 
boro, and Exeter; Polartec in Hudson; 
Texas Instruments has a facility in 
Manchester; and Velcro USA is in Man- 
chester. These are just a few examples 
of the many Granite State companies 
that depend on American trade and an 
opportunity to sell the great products 
they produce overseas. 

Here is what I have heard from my 
constituents in New Hampshire about 
the pending bill on the floor when it 
comes to creating good-paying jobs in 
New Hampshire. 

Tony Giunta, a city counselor for 
Franklin’s Ward 1, wrote to me and 
said: 

Our community is working diligently to 
boost its economic development. Our pri- 
ority is jobs and attracting new businesses 
to our city. It is in that regard I am writing 
to ask for support on the pending trade vote 
in the U.S. Senate .. . Our President needs 
the flexibility to handle the details and 
present a full plan to Congress for final ap- 
proval. 

That precise system has worked for many 
years and I believe it should be extended for 
another 5 years. ... The Wall Street Jour- 
nal recently reported that our trade deficit 
rose to its highest level in nearly six and a 
half years and the trend line is headed in the 
wrong direction. We need to do all we can to 
boost free trade in this country. 

Our state's economy depends on it. My 
city’s future depends on it as well... . Con- 
sidering nearly one-quarter of our workforce 
provides goods and services that are exported 
abroad means this proposal will have a tre- 
mendous impact on our state's economy. 

Emily Heisig is senior vice president 
of the New England Council. This coun- 
cil is a very important council for em- 
ployers in New England and in New 
Hampshire. 

She wrote: 

While interstate commerce among the 
states remains a significant avenue for busi- 
ness prosperity, The New England Council 
believes that foreign markets must be cul- 
tivated to tap into the buying power of this 
vast and ever-burgeoning consumer base. In- 
deed, across New England, more than 24,000 
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companies export to foreign markets, and in 
2014, that supported nearly 265,000 export-re- 
lated jobs for our region. The value of goods 
exported from New England last year was 
$56.5 billion. 


Jim Roche is president of the New 
Hampshire Business and Industry Asso- 
ciation. The New Hampshire Business 
and Industry Association is a very im- 
portant group in New Hampshire and 
brings New Hampshire businesses to- 
gether. He wrote to me and said: 

Nearly 40 million American jobs depend on 
trade. This is especially true for New Hamp- 
shire where trade plays a big role in our 
economy. Trade supports more than 179,000 
jobs in the state and our exports of goods and 
services last year reached nearly $7 billion. 
Trade is especially important for New Hamp- 
shire’s small businesses, more than 2,200 of 
which are exporters. 


Pete McNamara, president of the 
New Hampshire Automobile Dealers 
Association, recently visited me in 
Washington. He also wrote to me and 
said: 

The New Hampshire Auto Dealers Associa- 
tion supports free trade. In this competitive 
world market, the U.S. needs the TPA. 
America drives the world economy, but out- 
side our borders are markets that represent 
80% of the world's purchasing power, 92% of 
its economic growth, and 95% of its con- 
sumers. 


Texas Instruments has a very good 
facility in Manchester. I had a chance 
to visit that facility and meet the 
workers in these great-paying jobs and 
also jobs that are very important, with 
expertise on technology. 

Mark Gary is the vice president and 
manager of the Manchester site. He 
said: 

Texas Instruments strongly supports TPA- 
2015 and urges its swift approval. Renewing 
TPA provides an opportunity for American 
companies and their workers to secure 21st 
century rules to govern international trade. 
Innovation is the Granite State’s greatest 
asset. New Hampshire’s high-tech companies, 
startups, and universities are generating 
breakthrough innovations and technologies. 
High tech companies now represent 8.6% of 
the state’s economy and pay 92% more than 
average wages. TI Manchester is the heart of 
the largest power management unit... TPA 
is critical for TI to secure market access, 
maintain a competitive global supply chain, 
and support our high value-added design jobs 
here in New Hampshire. 


I also heard from Sylvia Linares, di- 
rector of engineering and New Hamp- 
shire site leader at Intel in Merrimack, 
NH, which is also very important for 
New Hampshire jobs. 


Passing TPA will arm U.S. trade nego- 
tiators with a clear set of principles and ob- 
jectives that support our nation’s economic, 
social, and technological interests. These 
rules have never been more important. In 
Merrimack, NH we have a very specialized 
design team that stands to benefit from 
these rules—rules around intellectual prop- 
erty theft, forced technology transfer and 
compromised encryption standards. At Intel, 
we conduct roughly three quarters of Intel’s 
advanced manufacturing and R&D right in 
the U.S., investments which are supported 
by three quarters of our revenue from sales 
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elsewhere in the world. We are proud to be 
part of the New Hampshire tech community 
by spending more than $5 million annually 
with approximately 50 suppliers in the state. 

With 95 percent of the world’s cus- 
tomers and 80 percent of the world’s 
purchasing power outside of the United 
States, we have to do everything we 
can to ensure that we have more Amer- 
ican trade. American trade that sup- 
ports jobs here allows us to sell the 
great work we and our workers do here 
and the products we produce overseas. 
That is why the bill pending on the 
floor is so important to creating more 
American jobs. 

Since the 1930s, nearly every Presi- 
dent has used trade promotion author- 
ity to negotiate foreign trade policy. 
This bill contains the clearest outline 
of trade priorities in our Nation’s his- 
tory. It includes almost 150 ambitious, 
high-standard negotiating objectives 
that will direct our trade negotiators 
to break down barriers that hurt Amer- 
ican businesses and will allow Amer- 
ican businesses to have more American 
trade to create jobs here. 

The bottom line is that trade pro- 
motion authority will ensure that in 
the Granite State, New Hampshire 
businesses can create more jobs. In 
fact, the estimate in New Hampshire is 
that if you look at some of the agree- 
ments, such as the current trans- 
atlantic and transpacific trade negotia- 
tions, those could spur international 
investment in New Hampshire and cre- 
ate an estimated over 8,200 jobs in New 
Hampshire if the President is able to 
go forward and negotiate the right 
agreements that allow us to create 
American jobs. 

So there are two issues that I have 
talked about. We need to get the Ex-Im 
Bank reauthorized before it expires so 
that employers in New Hampshire that 
have been able to use this financing 
mechanism and the many suppliers 
that also support companies outside of 
New Hampshire but that create New 
Hampshire jobs can have an oppor- 
tunity to continue to use this financ- 
ing to put more people to work in New 
Hampshire. We also need to pass trade 
promotion authority that is pending on 
the floor. If you look at the list of New 
Hampshire businesses that will benefit 
from this opportunity to create more 
New Hampshire jobs and more Amer- 
ican jobs in the United States of Amer- 
ica, this is something we need to do to 
strengthen our economy in the Granite 
State and to strengthen our country to 
make sure there are more opportuni- 
ties for people to work in this country. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 


AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, shown 
in this picture I have in the Chamber is 
Christina from Stratford, CT. She is a 
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small business owner, and she has a 
story that is becoming pretty familiar 
all across the country. She left a job a 
couple of years ago that provided for 
employer-based health care, and she 
wanted to start her own business in 
Bridgeport, CT, right next to Stratford. 
So she stayed insured through COBRA 
for a period of time until it expired, 
and then she had to go out into the in- 
dividual market. She recalls having to 
fill out a 15-page questionnaire when 
she was applying for individual cov- 
erage. She said it asked about ‘‘any- 
thing that I had even remotely dis- 
cussed with my doctor.” Unfortunately 
for her, some of those things—pre- 
existing conditions—meant that she 
was denied health care coverage. 

So she had to go into Connecticut’s 
high-risk pool, which meant she was 
paying $1,200 per month. Anybody who 
has started up a small business from 
scratch knows that can be pretty pro- 
hibitive. Her salvation came through 
the Affordable Care Act. When it went 
into effect and Connecticut’s exchange 
was established, she was able to find a 
plan that cost her $430 per month, 
which is frankly on the high end of 
plans but it was much more affordable 
than the one she had. 

She said: “Im thankful that there 
was a solution for me to be able to 
keep my business [and] have affordable 
health insurance” that can’t be taken 
away. 

Similar stories can be told all over 
the country, but it is not just anec- 
dotes that we have to rely on any 
longer to talk about the success of the 
Affordable Care Act. 

I know that we are obsessed this 
week, appropriately so, with the PA- 
TRIOT Act, the transportation reau- 
thorization, and the free-trade agree- 
ment, or the fast-track agreement. But 
the Supreme Court is likely upon our 
return after the Memorial Day recess 
to rule on one of the most important 
cases that it has heard during most of 
our tenures, and that is the King v. 
Burwell case. It is important to spend 
some time before we break talking 
about the subject of that case, the Af- 
fordable Care Act. Christina’s story is 
miraculous—somebody who was able to 
start a business and keep that business 
open because of the Affordable Care 
Act. But she is one of 16.4 million peo- 
ple all across this country who now 
have health care because of the Afford- 
able Care Act—most through Federal 
and State exchanges but some because 
they were able to stay on their parents’ 
plan until age 26 or are able to access 
Medicaid. 

Last month’s Gallup poll showed that 
the uninsured rate in this country has 
declined by 35 percent over the course 
of the last year and a half, or since 
2013. That is a remarkable number. We 
shouldn’t hesitate from noting that it 
is just absolutely exceptional in the 
history of this country to have a one- 
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third reduction in the number of people 
who don’t have insurance in such a 
short period of time. The good news is 
that most of the folks who have insur- 
ance are satisfied, just as is Christina. 
Opponent after opponent of the ACA 
tells us this is going to be terrible 
health care and that there is no way 
the government could have anything to 
do with a health care plan that people 
want. Of course, it is not government- 
run health care. It is subsidized by tax 
credits from the government, but it is 
private health care insurance, with the 
exception of those Medicaid plans. 

J.D. Power surveyed thousands of 
ACA enrollees and found that they like 
their exchange plans more than people 
like their nonexchange plans. So 
health care on this exchange is more 
popular than health care off of the ex- 
change. 

The good news isn’t just about the 
number of people who have coverage; it 
is that costs are coming down. For the 
accountable care organizations, which 
are an innovation in the Affordable 
Care Act to try to build big integrated 
systems of care, the pilot program just 
came in with their savings numbers, 
and $384 million were saved just on this 
one innovation alone. That is $300 per 
patient. That is a big deal because it 
speaks to a larger trend line in which 
we are for the first time in a very long 
time able to control health care costs. 
On an annual basis, last year we saw 
the lowest increase in medical costs, 
the lowest medical inflation number in 
a generation. 

But costs are coming down in part 
because of things that we put into 
place through the Affordable Care Act. 
My colleague Senator BARRASSO was 
down here yesterday with a wonderful 
chart about Connecticut. I appreciate 
his giving Connecticut a little bit of 
extra publicity, but his speech really 
was a wonderful advertisement for the 
Affordable Care Act. He noted that sev- 
eral insurers in Connecticut just came 
out with rate increase requests, and he 
had the numbers up there. They were 8 
percent and 10 percent. They were sub- 
stantial increases. They were not unfa- 
miliar, because prior to the Affordable 
Care Act, that is what individuals and 
businesses were facing every single 
year. They were double-digit increases. 

The rate increases that Senator BAR- 
RASSO was referring to were completely 
in line with what those same insurance 
plans requested last year in Con- 
necticut. Last year Anthem Blue Cross 
Blue Shield requested a 12-percent rate 
increase. ConnectiCare requested 12 
percent. Because of the Affordable Care 
Act, which allows States to do reviews 
and amendments to those rate in- 
creases, Anthem’s request last year 
went from 12 percent to 0 percent, and 
ConnectiCare’s request went from 12 
percent to 3 percent. We had in Con- 
necticut one of the lowest increases in 
health care premiums on record be- 
cause of the Affordable Care Act. 
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So it is right that these health insur- 
ers are requesting big rate increases. 
But now, because of the law we passed, 
they don’t get those rate increases in 
States such as Connecticut. They actu- 
ally have their numbers vetted. They 
have their actuarial analysis reviewed, 
and they get a better number to the 
benefit of my constituents. 

But this Supreme Court case that is 
going to come up is important because 
it puts millions of Americans at risk 
for losing many of the protections that 
I just talked about. It basically says 
that the Affordable Care Act was de- 
signed in a way to only provide these 
subsidies to help people get insurance 
on State-based exchanges, and if they 
were on a Federal exchange, they, by 
design, weren’t supposed to get these 
subsidies. 

Well, a lot of people talk about what 
the intent of the law is, but you don’t 
even have to get into the intent of the 
law. On its face the text of the Afford- 
able Care Act is absolutely clear, be- 
cause, yes, there is a reference—one 
line to the fact that subsidies will flow 
to the State exchanges. But the plain- 
tiffs’ case completely ignores another 
section of the Affordable Care Act 
which gives the Secretary the power to 
establish exchanges in States that 
don’t do it themselves. That is what 
has happened by the substitution of 
Federal exchanges for State exchanges. 
And, of course, the text of the bill just 
does not work if you believe the plain- 
tiffs’ analysis. The plaintiffs say this is 
supposed to be a penalty. If you didn’t 
set up a State exchange, we are penal- 
izing your constituents by withholding 
subsidies. Well, there is not a single 
line in the Affordable Care Act that 
suggests that this is a penalty. And 
there is the fact that the Supreme 
Court has said that if you want to do 
that, you have to make it explicit and 
you can’t have guesswork involved as 
to the carrot-and-stick approach af- 
forded to a State. 

Doug Elmendorf, who was the head of 
CBO at the time said: 

I could remember no occasion on which 
anybody asked why we were expecting sub- 
sidies to be paid in all states regardless of 
whether they established their exchanges or 
not. And if people had not had this common 
understanding about what the law was going 
to do at the time, I’m sure we would have 
had a lot of questions about that aspect of 
our estimates. 

Finally, the bill doesn’t work on its 
face if you believe the plaintiffs’ argu- 
ment. Why? Because the insurance re- 
forms are national. And yet the sub- 
sidies, according to the plaintiffs, are 
only for States that established their 
own exchanges. Well, the insurance re- 
forms don’t work if everybody doesn’t 
have insurance in those States. You 
can’t say that folks who have pre- 
existing conditions can’t be discrimi- 
nated against if people in those States 
don’t all have insurance. That actuari- 
ally doesn’t work. So the whole bill 
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falls apart if you believe the plaintiffs’ 
case. 

I am, frankly, totally confident that 
the Supreme Court is going to find in 
favor of the government because there 
is no other way to read the Affordable 
Care Act other than to believe that 
subsidies go to both State and Federal 
exchanges. It is plain on the face of the 
statute, but certainly you have to get 
to it in the intent as well. 

We are starting to see that Repub- 
licans are thinking they are going to 
need to have an answer if—in the un- 
likely case, as I believe—the Supreme 
Court decides in favor of the plaintiffs. 

But this is a pretty good summary of 
what the Republicans’ plan is to re- 
spond to King v. Burwell. The Repub- 
licans’ plan, if King v. Burwell goes in 
favor of the plaintiffs, is essentially a 
shrug of the shoulders. 

The predominant bill on the Repub- 
lican side is offered by my friend Sen- 
ator JOHNSON from Wisconsin. He 
claims that this bill is going to fix the 
problems in the Affordable Care Act if 
the King v. Burwell decision is decided 
in favor of the plaintiffs. But it is noth- 
ing except for just another attempt to 
repeal the Affordable Care Act. It is 
disguised as a way to address King v. 
Burwell, but it is simply an effort to 
repeal the law. You don’t have to read 
too deeply in the bill to figure that 
out. It preserves the subsidies for about 
a year and a half, but after that period 
of time it ends subsidies in the Federal 
exchanges and then it also ends sub- 
sidies in the State exchanges. 

Let me say that again. The Johnson 
bill doesn’t just end the subsidies that 
the Court might rule unconstitutional; 
it also ends the subsidies in the ex- 
changes that the Court won’t rule as 
unconstitutional if King v. Burwell is 
decided in favor of the plaintiffs. Thus, 
it is a repeal of the bill. It goes well 
above and beyond what would be nec- 
essary to address an adverse decision. 

It then goes even further. The John- 
son bill then repeals the individual 
mandate. It repeals the employer man- 
date, and when you do that, the insur- 
ance reforms fall apart. Even Senator 
CRUZ on the floor during his filibuster 
conceded that you can’t protect people 
with preexisting conditions unless you 
also require people to get insurance. 

Lastly, the Johnson bill ends the es- 
sential-benefits packages. So this guar- 
antee, that if you buy insurance you 
are going to get a basic floor of serv- 
ices, is no longer. The Republican re- 
sponse to King v. Burwell is simply to 
repeal the Affordable Care Act, and I 
hope we never get to the point where 
we have to debate how we address an 
adverse decision in the King v. Burwell 
decision, but this is a nonstarter. Ev- 
eryone inside and outside of this build- 
ing should understand that. I don’t 
think it is coincidence at all that over 
30 cosponsors of the Johnson bill also 
support repealing the Affordable Care 
Act. 
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One cannot deny that it is working. 
From the New York Times to the 
Washington Post to the Wall Street 
Journal, people understand that the 
Affordable Care Act is changing peo- 
ple’s lives—16 million people with in- 
surance, health care costs stabilized for 
the first time in many of our lifetimes, 
and quality getting better. The Afford- 
able Care Act works, and I hope that 
our colleagues will come together, no 
matter the decision in King v. Burwell, 
to make sure that it continues to work 
for Americans all over this country. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 


———— 
EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 
Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I ask 


unanimous consent that morning busi- 
ness be extended until 5 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
AMENDMENT NO. 1243 


Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I want to 
talk about trade for a minute. Let me 
start by saying that I believe in free 
trade. I strongly support swift renewal 
of the trade promotion authority we 
are considering today. We all know the 
benefits of increased market access for 
U.S. goods and services are good for 
American consumers and businesses. 

Renewal of trade promotion author- 
ity will pave the way for future free- 
trade agreements between the United 
States and many other nations. Coun- 
tries around the world are not standing 
still on trade, and we cannot afford to 
sit idly by while they move ahead and 
engage with each other. History has 
shown that without trade promotion 
authority, there is virtually no chance 
that the United States will success- 
fully reach agreement to lower trade 
barriers with other countries. We have 
to have this authority. 

I am pleased to have the opportunity 
to participate in these deliberations, 
with a shared goal of making sure the 
trade legislation we are considering 
today ends up on the President’s desk. 
Toward that goal, I want to raise an 
amendment I filed that is currently 
pending. 

The proposal we are now debating 
will renew trade promotion authority 
for 6 years, but it will also renew trade 
adjustment assistance. This program 
will be expanded as well. The Flake 
amendment No. 1248 will strike the 
trade adjustment assistance title, or 
TAA, in its entirety from this package. 
It is unfortunate that Congress has 
grown accustomed to tying legislation 
that expands trade opening for U.S. 
businesses with this costly trade ad- 
justment assistance. 

I reject the notion that these trade- 
offs are necessary. When Congress 
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takes steps to embrace trade liberaliza- 
tion, it is a responsible reflection of 
the changing realities in the global 
marketplace. Almost 95 percent of the 
world’s consumers live outside of our 
borders. The export of U.S. goods and 
services has been and will continue to 
be a vital part of our economy. Adjust- 
ing and modernizing U.S. trade prior- 
ities to increase economic opportunity 
is a realization that there is a nec- 
essary shift in our economy. Changing 
economic trends and conditions are a 
recurring part of our country’s history. 
Look no further than the emergence of 
digital technology to see a familiar ex- 
ample. But it is only in the case of 
trade policy changes that the Federal 
Government is expected to layer on ad- 
ditional benefits for impacts to the 
workforce. 

When you look at this economy and 
you look at how we have grown and if 
you look at the shifts in the economy 
from the industrial age onward, there 
have been shifts and there have been 
dislocations, but this is the only area 
where we say: All right, we are going 
to try to account for that with adjust- 
ment assistance beyond what we al- 
ready have with the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Now taxpayers can at least breathe a 
sigh of relief that an amendment of- 
fered earlier this week that would have 
dramatically increased the program's 
authorized funding, this TAA funding, 
was handily defeated. 

If this program is approved, we can 
expect to see $450 million a year spent 
on training, employment, case manage- 
ment services and job search and relo- 
cation allowances alone. In fact, all 
told, TAA reauthorization will likely 
cost the U.S. taxpayers about $1.8 bil- 
lion. 

TAA benefits were expanded in the 
2009 stimulus bill. Those expanded ben- 
efits were, for the most part, continued 
from 2011 through 2014. Now, this reau- 
thorization will restore much of that 
benefit expansion from the manufac- 
turing sector to the service sector and 
will cover any jobs moved overseas, not 
just those related to countries with 
which we have free-trade agreements— 
this is despite the application criteria 
for Federal adjustment assistance hav- 
ing been notoriously lax, most notably 
when employees who were laid off after 
the Solyndra Federal loan guarantee 
debacle were awarded TAA benefits. 

To be clear, it is not as if those who 
claim to need trade adjustment assist- 
ance are somehow turned away from 
existing Federal unemployment bene- 
fits. These trade adjustment allowance 
benefits provide a weekly payment to 
those who have already received unem- 
ployment insurance benefits. Including 
unemployment benefits, these pay- 
ments can last as long as 130 weeks. 

Duplication in Federal job-training 
programs has been highlighted exten- 
sively in the past. According to a 2011 
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Government Accountability Office re- 
port, although some of these have been 
repealed, 79 Federal agencies spent $18 
billion to administer 47 programs in 
fiscal year 2009. Again, some $18 billion 
was spent to administer 47 programs in 
fiscal year 2009. 

Supporters of trade adjustment as- 
sistance claim that the needs of work- 
ers impacted by vibrant international 
trade are somehow special in nature, 
but when the price tag for all existing 
and newly authorized training pro- 
grams and funding reaches into the bil- 
lions, those arguments wear a bit thin. 

There have also been persistent ques- 
tions related to the program’s effec- 
tiveness, TAA’s effectiveness. 

The nonpartisan Congressional Re- 
search Service noted that “estimating 
the impact of the program, for example 
the differences in employment out- 
comes of TAA beneficiaries versus oth- 
erwise identical workers who did not 
participate in TAA, is extremely dif- 
ficult.” 

A 2012 study by Mathematica Policy 
Research commissioned by the Depart- 
ment of Labor did a comparison of TAA 
beneficiaries to those who were not re- 
ceiving them. They found that after 3 
years, TAA recipients actually had 
lower reemployment rates. However, 
after 4 years, employment rates for 
both groups were statistically the 
same. So, overall, TAA recipients 
ended up earning less annually. 

At best, the impact of TAA is a 
multibillion-dollar question mark. At 
worst, research says it is ineffective 
and even counterproductive. 

While trade adjustment assistance is 
of dubious value, we certainly know 
that renewing trade promotion author- 
ity is an incredible opportunity for the 
U.S. economy. It is my fervent hope 
that Congress will move forward in ap- 
proving legislation reauthorizing TPA. 
It is also my hope that one day we can 
recognize the benefits of trade and the 
fact that it lifts our economy. I hope 
we can advance a sound trade policy 
without these costly adjustment assist- 
ance programs. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Wyoming. 


EE 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor noting that my friend 
and colleague from Connecticut was 
just on the floor talking about the 
President’s health care law. It is inter- 
esting that he would do so at a time 
when we are seeing headline after head- 
line about ObamaCare plan premiums 
increasing again all over the country. 

Remember what the President said. 
He said: If you like your plan, you can 
keep your plan. If you like your doctor, 
you can Keep your doctor. 

He said premiums would go down by 
$2,500 for a family of four. What we 
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have seen is premiums go up across the 
country. Now my colleague from Con- 
necticut says—in spite of all the money 
being spent on the President’s health 
care law, premiums are still going up. 
In his home State of Connecticut, they 
are going up, and they are going up 
across the country. 

There is a headline in the Con- 
necticut Mirror: ‘‘Insurers seek rate 
hikes for 2016 ObamaCare plans.” That 
is in Connecticut. 

You know, it is interesting. I heard 
my colleague talking about the upcom- 
ing Supreme Court case of King v. 
Burwell, the implications of that case. 
He said the Republicans did not have a 
plan. Where is the President’s plan? He 
is the guy who made this mess. This is 
the President’s law. This is the law the 
Democrats voted for. 

You know, there is that old sign in 
the Pottery Barn: If you break it, you 
bought it. The President broke the 
health care system in this country. If 
the Supreme Court rules that he has 
acted illegally—he is the one who made 
the mess; he is the one who created the 
problem. 

When my colleague from Connecticut 
says ‘‘Where is the Republicans’ plan?” 
I say “Where is the President's plan?” 
It is interesting. The President does 
have a plan to protect the insurance 
companies, but he has no plans to pro- 
tect the American public, the Amer- 
ican taxpayers. He has a built-in plan 
for the insurance companies so that 
when they wrote the policies this year, 
there was a decision made by the White 
House that those policies could be can- 
celed by the insurance companies if the 
Supreme Court ruled that the Presi- 
dent acted illegally. Yet, there is no 
path, no safe path for those American 
taxpayers who thought they were obey- 
ing the law if the court rules the way 
I believe they should based on the read- 
ing of the law. 

So of course people around the coun- 
try are very concerned when they see 
once again that the insurance they are 
mandated to buy by President Obama 
and the Democrats, the insurance they 
are mandated to buy by the health care 
law is going to be even more expensive 
next year than this year. 

In Connecticut—the first paragraph 
of this article: “Insurance companies 
selling health plans through the state’s 
health insurance exchange are seeking 
to raise rates next year... .” 

It goes on to say: ‘‘Despite that, the 
carriers projected increased costs, cit- 


ing rising claims expenses and a 
planned reduction in protection 
against high-cost claims. . . .” Reduc- 


tion in protection against high-cost 
claims. Why? Well, it says “from a 
temporary federal program intended to 
provide stability for insurers during 
the initial years of the health law.” 
This was the bailout of the insurance 
companies that President Obama and 
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the Democrats built into the Presi- 
dent’s health care law to get them to 
go along. 

It says, “The rate filings are pro- 
posals, not actual changes.’’ Proposals, 
not changes. It says, “The insurance 
department will now analyze the pro- 
posals, accept public comments. .. .” 
This is the Connecticut Insurance De- 
partment. Well, you know, a lot of 
members of the public in Connecticut 
filed comments. I have them to share 
with the Presiding Officer and with our 
listeners today. These are the constitu- 
ents of the Senator from Connecticut, 
who comes here to the floor and says 
things are working great in Con- 
necticut. These are his constituents 
who say: 

I am barely making ends meet as it is. I 
was under the understanding that this was to 
be AFFORDABLE— 

With all the letters of ‘‘affordable’’ in 
capital letters— 

—healthcare. So far it has been nothing but 
a burden. 

This is a constituent in Con- 
necticut— nothing but a burden.” 

He said: 

I was happy with my previous plan... . 


Weren't so many Americans happy 
with their previous plan before the 
President, who told them if they liked 
it, they could keep it—well, that is 
why there is so much disappointment 
out there. And the President's state- 
ment was Called “the lie of the year.” 

This person was happy with his pre- 
vious plan, but it was eliminated as of 
January 1, 2015. “My health care,” he 
says, “went up $100 for less coverage.” 

People are paying more and getting 
less, and Democrats wonder why this 
health care law is not popular. All 
across the country, people are paying 
more, getting less, and the Democrats 
are clueless as to why this is so un- 
popular. 

““Please do not allow this increase.”” 

That is just one of the constituents 
who wrote to the Connecticut Insur- 
ance Department, a public comment. 
Here is another: 

Please no rate increase. I cannot afford the 
insurance now. I pay $594.00 a month for my- 
self, a 60 year old female in relatively good 
health. I have a $5,500 deductible. I cannot 
afford to have some testing done because I 
don't have the deductible amount. 

But we heard the Senator come to 
the floor and say all of these people 
have insurance. This person figures— 
well, she has insurance, but it is of no 
value to her with her $5,500 deductible. 
She can't afford to have testing be- 
cause of the deductible. She says: 

It is bad enough we have the big security 
breach and we have to worry about our per- 
sonal info stolen in the years to come and 
you now want to increase our rates. 

That is what we are seeing happening 
across the country, that is what we are 
seeing happening in Connecticut, and 
that is what the public is telling the 
Connecticut Insurance Department 
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dealing with these proposed health rate 
increases. 

This is another: 

Iam writing to you regarding the. . . rate 
increase filing in particular and the health 
insurance filings in general. I am an indi- 
vidual buyer who does not qualify for federal 
subsidies due to my income level. I have been 
buying my family plan since before the Af- 
fordable Care Act has been passed and imple- 
mented. 

They had insurance and do not qual- 
ify for a subsidy. Continuing: 

Since then— 


Since the Affordable Care Act was 
passed— 
buying a family health plan in CT has be- 
come almost financially impossible for me to 
buy as it has become a real financial burden 
for me. Currently, I am paying some 22% of 
my Federal AGI for a high deductible (family 
deductible of $11,000) HSA plan. 

Now, the Senator from Connecticut 
may say: Hey, great. This person has 
insurance, insurance they can’t afford 
and they cannot use because of the de- 
ductible. 

It says: 

As you are certainly well aware before the 
passing of the Care Act my premium for 
health care was much more affordable. 

Why is it? Well, it is because the 
President decided he wanted to trans- 
fer money from one group to another, 
and this individual who had insurance 
that he liked, the family liked, worked 
for them, they could afford, now can- 
not afford, cannot use because of the 
deductible. They are still insured, so I 
guess the Senator from Connecticut 
would call that a big win for one of his 
constituents who is clearly being hurt. 

This is another one that has come in 
from Connecticut: 

Are you nuts? This cannot go on. My “af- 
fordable”” insurance has already increased 
$200/mo and now you want more? My income 
doesn't even increase this much. 

Paying the penalty for no insurance is a 
better option than this. 

DO NOT INCREASE! Learn how to live 
within your means like the rest of us do. 

This is what we are seeing. Is this a 
surprise that this continues to be a 
very unpopular law. Should it surprise? 

It surprises the Democrats, obvi- 
ously, when they see that in poll after 
poll, month after month, the health 
care law is more unpopular than it is 
popular, and the reason is people don’t 
see it as a good deal for them. They 
feel, in terms of their own health, their 
own families, their own communities, 
this health care law has been a burden 
on them, in their lives, and has im- 
pacted them as a family. 

There is another one from Con- 
necticut: 

The ACA raised our health insurance ex- 
pense (both premiums and deductibles) by 
67% for similar coverage! 

Sixty-seven percent for similar cov- 
erage. Remember, the President told a 
lot of people that what they had cov- 
erage on wasn’t any good. It wasn’t 
good enough for the President—might 
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have been good enough for that family 
but not good enough for the President. 

So they had to buy, for similar cov- 
erage, premiums and deductibles up 
67%. 

Continuing: 

Please do not approve this additional in- 
crease. 

This person says they would be fine 
with their own policy, but they weren’t 
allowed to keep it because of the 
health care law. 

I could go on and on. It is astonishing 
what we are hearing from the Con- 
necticut Insurance Department, with a 
response, when they were asked, and 
put out the filings of the requests for 
higher rates. It is just interesting. 

Here is one more comment from 
Southbury, CT: 

The alleged purpose of this pool, and the 
affordable care act— 

Alleged purpose. Remember NANCY 
PELOSI: First, you have to pass it be- 
fore you get to find out what is in it. 

Continuing: 

The alleged purpose of this pool, and the 
affordable care act, was to get and keep 
health care costs under control. My (sub- 
sidized) monthly premium is more than dou- 
ble what I paid before being forced into this 
pool. .. . If the ACA is a failure, then why 
am I being penalized? 

People all across the country believe 
they are personally being penalized be- 
cause of the failure of the Obama 
health care plan and this administra- 
tion who chose to, with one party and 
one party alone, force a very expensive, 
unworkable, really unaffordable, un- 
manageable, unexplainable health care 
system down the throats of the Amer- 
ican public. 

So we will see what happens when 
the Supreme Court rules at the end of 
next month. Secretary of Health and 
Human Services Burwell said that the 
administration has no plan. The Presi- 
dent told me personally—and the White 
House earlier this year—he had no plan 
to deal with the Supreme Court ruling 
that says his actions were illegal, and 
he has no plan to deal with so many 
people who thought they were fol- 
lowing the law, who have been hurt by 
the law. 

But he has a plan to bail out the in- 
surance companies and to protect them 
because we know where the President 
is in terms of looking at this. And his 
proposal, his quintessential piece of 
legislation—the one named after him— 
has clearly done a significant amount 
of damage to families all across the 
country. 

I believe it has harmed the health 
care system, which has always been the 
best in the world. 

We needed health care reform in the 
country. We did not need what Presi- 
dent Obama forced down the throats of 
the American people with people across 
the country saying no. 

People knew what they wanted in 
health care reform. What they knew 
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they wanted was the care they need 
from a doctor they choose at lower 
cost, and they have not received that 
under the President’s health care law. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GARDNER). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


e 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE- 
MENT—EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 5 p.m. 
today, the Senate proceed to executive 
session to consider the following nomi- 
nations: Executive Calendar Nos. 25, 26, 
74, and 107; that the Senate proceed to 
vote without intervening action or de- 
bate on the nominations in the order 
listed; that following disposition of the 
nominations, the motions to reconsider 
be considered made and laid upon the 
table; that no further motions be in 
order to the nominations; that any 
statements related to the nominations 
be printed in the RECORD; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action, and the Senate 
then resume legislative session; fur- 
ther, that all time in executive session 
count postcloture on the TPA bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I will not 
object. I am pleased to see some judges 
finally moving forward. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, we 
expect some of these votes to be by 
voice vote. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 
15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
TRADE POLICY 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I lis- 
tened to some of the debate earlier this 
afternoon—in between the effort to 
make progress toward getting a fair 
array of amendments for both sides— 
about this whole question of secrecy 
surrounding trade policy. A number of 
Senators were discussing it, and so I 
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just wanted to take a minute to be 
very clear that I think they have a 
very valid point with respect to the se- 
crecy that has long accompanied these 
trade discussions. I would like to dis- 
cuss how I made it my paramount re- 
form to make sure we would have a 
new era of transparency, openness, and 
accountability in the discussion about 
making trade policy. 

I have always felt that if you believe 
deeply in international trade—the way 
I do—and you want more of it, why in 
the world would you be for all this se- 
crecy? That just makes Americans 
more cynical about the whole topic and 
makes them think that in Washington, 
DC, there is something to hide. 

I note my friend and partner in all 
this, Chairman HATCH, is on the floor, 
and he will recall when we began our 
discussions—and they went on really 
for close to 7 months in our effort to 
forge a bipartisan package—that I 
wanted to take a very fresh approach 
with respect to transparency, and I 
wanted us to be able to say that for the 
first time in the history of debating 
these policies, we would no longer have 
the country and elected officials in the 
dark with respect to really what is at 
issue in these discussions. 

So here is a short assessment of what 
really has changed. Of course, right 
now we are working on the rules for fu- 
ture trade agreements. We are working 
on the trade promotion act that sets 
out the rules for future agreements. 
Obviously, the first one will involve 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership—what is 
known as TPP—and there are a variety 
of others that are under discussion, 
particularly one with Europe. 

If the Congress—the Senate and the 
other body—adopts this package that 
Chairman HATCH and I, in conjunction 
with Chairman RYAN, have put to- 
gether over these many months, I 
think we will have achieved our goal of 
making sure everybody in the Congress 
and everybody in the United States 
who chooses to can have the informa- 
tion they need about trade agreements 
before a single vote is cast on the floor 
of the Senate or on the floor of the 
other body. 

Here is how the reform would work: 
First, it is required by law—in other 
words, this isn’t something that is dis- 
cretionary—that these trade agree- 
ments, starting with the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership, would be made public 60 
days before the President of the United 
States signs that agreement. That 
means if you want to come to a town- 
hall meeting in Colorado, held by the 
distinguished Presiding Officer of the 
Senate—even before the President 
signs it—a citizen in Colorado can 
come with the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship Agreement—the entire agree- 
ment—in their hands and ask questions 
of the Presiding Officer of the Senate 
or any one of our colleagues in the Sen- 
ate and the House. 
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After that 60-day period of sunshine 
and exposure, the President can sign it, 
and then there would be close to 2 addi- 
tional months—2 additional months— 
before the voting on the floor of the 
Senate and the House begins. 

So when I heard my colleagues—Sen- 
ators whom I respect greatly—talk ear- 
lier today about secrecy and that se- 
crecy was no good and why couldn’t 
this be changed and why couldn’t that 
be changed, it made me want to come 
to the floor—and I will do an overview 
of all of the progressive reforms that 
have been made to this package; re- 
forms I thought were important for a 
new era of what I call trade done 
right—to make sure we corrected the 
suggestion that somehow everybody is 
going to be in the dark before the Con- 
gress and the country saw voting begin 
in the Senate and the House. 

Chairman HATCH is here, and he re- 
members all of our negotiations on this 
point. It is really going to mean—with 
the 60-day requirement for sunlight be- 
fore the President signs the agreement 
and then probably 2 more months after 
it has been signed, before we start vot- 
ing—that a citizen can come to a town- 
hall meeting in Colorado, Utah or any 
part of the country and have that 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement 
in their hands in order to be able to 
ask questions about it. 

I certainly think that puts our trade 
negotiators and everybody else kind of 
on their toes because they know the 
American people and the Congress are 
going to have that document. That is 
going to start with the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership Agreement. 

Now, Chairman HATCH and I made a 
number of other changes. In the future, 
it would be possible for the discussion 
of negotiations—summaries of the ne- 
gotiations—to be made public so people 
would also have more information 
about the process as it was going for- 
ward. We have lifted a number of the 
restrictions in terms of Members hav- 
ing access to the materials and staff 
having access to the materials. 

Because the chairman is here, I want 
to express my thanks to him especially 
on this point. We spent a lot of time on 
a whole host of issues: How you could 
put the brakes on a flawed agreement. 
I am glad the chairman can smile 
about our discussions on that point 
today, but suffice it to say they were 
pretty spirited. We had discussions on 
a host of these topics. I am especially 
pleased we made these very substantial 
changes on the issue of sunlight, trans- 
parency, openness, and accountability 
because I think my colleagues—who 
discussed it on the floor and many oth- 
ers who have been concerned about se- 
crecy in the past with respect to these 
agreements—when they get a chance to 
actually see the details that are in the 
reforms Chairman HATCH, Chairman 
RYAN, and I put together, are going to 
see we have made some very dramatic 
changes. 
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Now, I think some specific changes 
here are areas that I would like to out- 
line. I am going to go to the question 
of major changes in workers’ rights 
and environmental protections because 
I know that a number of my col- 
leagues, when they talked earlier, were 
concerned about these issues as well. 

Suffice it to say, on workers’ rights 
and environmental protections, if we 
go back to the 1990s, back to the 
NAFTA era, these vital priorities basi- 
cally were just shunted to the side. It 
would be almost inflationary to say 
they got short shrift. They basically 
got no shrift. They just got shunted to 
the side. They were in unenforceable 
side deals, which meant that the 
United States in effect had to take it 
on blind faith that our partners would 
live up to their commitments. It was 
my view that many of my colleagues, 
particularly on the Democratic side of 
the aisle, were spot-on in saying that 
wasn’t good enough. 

This trade package will say in clear 
terms that the United States is done 
allowing labor and environmental pro- 
tections to be pushed aside and dis- 
regarded. Our partners will be required 
to adopt and maintain core inter- 
national labor standards. Core inter- 
national labor standards are going to 
be required of our trading partners. 
They will have to adopt them, and they 
will have to maintain them. That is 
not something that is to the side and is 
unenforceable. That is real. It has got 
teeth. 

Also, our partners would be required 
to adopt what are really common mul- 
tilateral environmental agreements, 
and these would be backed by the 
threat of trade sanctions. So these are 
major changes that certainly con- 
tribute to what I think makes the most 
progressive approach with respect to 
trade policy in the future. 

And for the first time, the President 
is directed under this piece of legisla- 
tion to make sure our trading partners 
adopt and maintain key laws. That is 
why, for example, I mentioned labor 
standards. And here is what those are: 
freedom of association, the effective 
recognition of the right to collective 
bargaining, the elimination of all 
forms of forced or compulsory labor, 
the effective abolition of child labor 
and a prohibition on the worst forms of 
child labor, and the elimination of dis- 
crimination with respect to employ- 
ment and occupation. 

Now, those are the keys with respect 
to the labor side. 

Here are the key protections on the 
environmental side, which I have again 
highlighted here at the outset. The 
bedrock protections here are that there 
has to be recognition to ensure that 
there is compliance with the Conven- 
tion on International Trade and Endan- 
gered Species Act, the Montreal Pro- 
tocol on Substances that Depletes the 
Ozone Layer, the Protocol on Preven- 
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tion of Pollution from Ships, the Con- 
vention on Wetlands, the Convention 
on the Conservation of Antarctic Ma- 
rine Resources, the Convention on 
Whaling, and the Tropical Tuna Con- 
vention. 

This, again, is not stuck in a side 
deal but is fully enforceable, and not 
just rearranging inadequate policies of 
the past, sort of rearranging sinking 
deck chairs. This is better than any- 
thing that has existed before—better 
than the North American Free Trade 
Agreement, better than the Central 
American Free Trade Agreement. 

With these changes, our country is 
saying that we will no longer take it 
on blind faith that other countries are 
going to adopt stronger standards for 
protecting workers and the environ- 
ment. This is the first time the United 
States is setting the standard and de- 
manding that trading partners hit that 
mark. That is very real progress. 

I will close with just this point. 
Many colleagues who have been skep- 
tical about trade agreements always 
raise the issue about whether trade is 
somehow going to be a race to the bot- 
tom. What I have just described is a 
concrete way to have a new force for 
raising standards up and getting the 
standards up, because my colleagues 
are right that they have been inad- 
equate in the past. 

So whether you are for this bill or 
not, I hope my colleagues will take a 
look at the new sunshine provisions, 
because the American people are not 
going to be in the dark about what is 
in a trade agreement before anybody 
votes on that agreement here in the 
Senate and the House. 

I hope my colleagues will especially 
look at the new provisions with respect 
to labor rights and environmental 
rights, because the day is over when 
those considerations are going to be 
shunted to the side. They are going to 
be front and center, and they are going 
to have teeth. And instead of a race to 
the bottom that my colleagues have 
been concerned about, the United 
States will be where it always is, where 
we are at our best—forcing standards 
up. 
I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I wish to 
personally thank the distinguished 
Senator from Oregon for the work he 
has done on this bill. It couldn’t have 
been done without him. A number of 
other people on his side have been very 
contributory and helpful. 

We are not there yet, but we are 
going to work at it. I just have to say 
how much I have enjoyed working with 
him on the floor so far. I just hope ev- 
erything will go smoothly so we can 
get this bill up and out and get the 
President what he needs to conclude 
these negotiations and also especially 
for our Trade Representative. Mr. 
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Froman has done a very good job, as 
far as I can see. We will have to see 
what the TPP is like, but we will all 
have a chance to look at it for a con- 
siderable period of time before we have 
to vote on anything regarding that. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


NOMINATION OF JILL N. PARRISH 
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
UTAH 


NOMINATION OF JOSE ROLANDO 

OLVERA, JR., TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 
TEXAS 


NOMINATION OF PATRICIA D. 
CAHILL TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF 
THE CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC 
BROADCASTING 


NOMINATION OF MARK SCARANO 
TO BE FEDERAL COCHAIR- 
PERSON OF THE NORTHERN BOR- 
DER REGIONAL COMMISSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro- 
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nominations, which the 
clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nominations of Jill N. Parrish, 
of Utah, to be United States District 
Judge for the District of Utah; Jose 
Rolando Olvera, Jr., of Texas, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Southern District of Texas; Patricia D. 
Cahill, of Missouri, to be a Member of 
the Board of Directors of the Corpora- 
tion for Public Broadcasting for a term 
expiring January 31, 2020; and Mark 
Scarano, of New Hampshire, to be Fed- 
eral Cochairperson of the Northern 
Border Regional Commission. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today, we 
are finally voting on the nomination of 
Jill Parrish to serve as a Federal dis- 
trict judge in the District of Utah and 
Jose Olvera to serve as a Federal dis- 
trict judge in the Southern District of 
Texas. Five and a half months into this 
new Congress, these are just the third 
and fourth judicial nominees that we 
will vote to confirm. That is simply un- 
acceptable. 
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Both of these individuals were nomi- 
nated last September—more than 8 
months ago. After receiving a hearing 
in January, they were voted out of the 
Judiciary Committee unanimously by 
voice vote in February. Their nomina- 
tions have now been on the Executive 
Calendar for nearly 3 months. There is 
no good reason why these nominees 
should have waited this long for a vote. 
The vacancy Jose Olvera will fill in the 
Southern District of Texas has been 
designated a judicial emergency. In 
fact, he will fill just one of six district 
court emergency vacancies in the State 
of Texas, which currently has a total of 
eight district court vacancies. 

The Senate has a duty to fill judicial 
vacancies no matter which party holds 
the majority. When I was chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee during the 
Bush administration, I worked quickly 
to schedule confirmation hearings for 
judicial nominees and moved them 
through the confirmation process with- 
out unnecessary delay. 

In the 17 months I chaired the Senate 
Judiciary Committee during President 
Bush’s first 2 years in office, the Sen- 
ate confirmed 100 Federal circuit and 
district court judges. I also served as 
chairman during the last 2 years of the 
Bush administration and continued to 
hold regular hearings on judges. We 
confirmed 68 district and circuit court 
judges in those last 2 years. 

Now, this Republican majority has 
taken 3 months to schedule a confirma- 
tion vote for a single district court 
judge, and after today’s votes only 4 
district court judges will have been 
confirmed this year. In contrast, when 
the Democrats were in an equivalent 
position in 2007, the seventh year of the 
Bush administration, we had confirmed 
18 circuit and district court judges 
after 5 months. That’s 18 judges under 
a Democratic majority compared to 4 
under the Republicans. 

Nevertheless, the Republican major- 
ity continues to make excuses for their 
continued obstruction and delay on 
confirming judicial nominees. Their ex- 
cuse is that the Democratic majority 
was only able to confirm those 18 
judges in 2007 because those nominees 
were held over from the previous year. 
What the Republicans failed to note is 
that half or nine of the judges con- 
firmed in the first 5 months of 2007, 
were not among those left pending on 
the Senate Executive Calendar at the 
end of 2006. 

The justifications offered by the Re- 
publican majority also miss the bigger 
picture. The Republican majority is 
simply holding up judicial nominations 
for no good reason. Since the beginning 
of 2015, the number of circuit and dis- 
trict court vacancies has jumped from 
40 to 51 vacancies after today’s con- 
firmations. The number of judicial 
emergencies has doubled, from 12 to 
now 24 after today’s confirmation of 
Judge Olvera. The Republican majority 
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is failing to govern responsibly and to 
fill judicial vacancies where they are 
needed. 

It is unfortunate that as we head into 
Memorial Day recess the Senate Re- 
publicans are allowing confirmations 
votes on only 2 of the 10 noncontrover- 
sial judicial nominees pending on the 
Senate Executive Calendar. There is 
nothing keeping the Senate from con- 
firming all 10 nominees—nothing, ex- 
cept for the mindset of delay for 
delay’s sake, which is unfortunately 
the hallmark of the majority’s leader- 
ship on nominations. 

There are nominees that remain 
pending on the calendar that will fill a 
vacancy on the Federal Circuit as well 
as a nominee to serve in the Western 
District of Missouri who were first 
nominated last year, had a hearing 
more than 2 months ago, and were re- 
ported favorably out of committee 1 
month ago by voice vote. 

In addition, there are five U.S. Court 
of Federal Claims nominees who were 
first nominated a year ago. These five 
CFC nominees had hearings 10 months 
ago, were favorably reported out of the 
Judiciary Committee unanimously by 
voice vote last Congress, and again ear- 
lier this year. We have heard no opposi- 
tion to any of these nominees, yet they 
have been in limbo for months and 
months. The CFC is where our citizens 
go to seek redress against the Federal 
Government for monetary claims. The 
cases this court hears include claims of 
unlawful takings of private land by the 
U.S. Government without proper com- 
pensation under the 5th Amendment, 
claims of veterans seeking disability 
benefits for combat related injuries, 
and vaccine compensation claims. 

We are debating trade policy in the 
Senate, yet the nomination to fill one 
of four current vacancies on the U.S. 
Court of International Trade has sat 
idle on the Senate Executive Calendar 
for months. Like the CFC nominees, 
the CIT nominee had a hearing last 
year, was favorably reported out of the 
Judiciary Committee unanimously by 
voice vote last Congress, and again ear- 
lier this year. 

I urge the Republican leadership to 
clear the Executive Calendar of the 
many consensus executive and judicial 
nominations before we break for the 
Memorial Day recess. Let us show re- 
spect for our co-equal branches of gov- 
ernment and put these nominees in 
place to get to work for the American 
people. 

PARRISH NOMINATION 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ate will soon be voting to confirm Jus- 
tice Jill Parrish’s nomination from the 
Utah Supreme Court to the U.S. Dis- 
trict Court for the District of Utah. 

Justice Parrish, who currently sits 
on the Utah Supreme Court, is extraor- 
dinarily well-prepared to fill this va- 
cancy, and I hope and expect that my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
will support her nomination. 
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Justice Parrish is a well-known and 
highly regarded leader in the Utah 
legal community, who has served with 
honor and distinction on the Supreme 
Court of Utah. Her sharp legal mind, 
breadth of experience, and impressive 
judicial temperament prepared her to 
serve on the Federal bench. I cannot 
think of a more qualified nominee to 
fill this vacancy at this time. I support 
Justice Parrish’s nomination in the 
strongest possible terms, and I urge my 
colleagues to do the same. 

As a former chairman of the Judici- 
ary Committee, I have long worked to 
secure confirmations for the most 
qualified judicial nominees. In fact, I 
have participated in the appointment 
of three-quarters of the judges who 
have ever served on the U.S. District 
Court for the District Utah. That expe- 
rience has given me a sense, both per- 
sonally and professionally, of the kind 
of individual who will serve well on the 
Federal bench. That experience gives 
me every reason to strongly rec- 
ommend Justice Parrish for this ap- 
pointment. 

Justice Parrish is a talented jurist 
with an impressive background. After 
graduating from Yale Law School, she 
distinguished herself in private prac- 
tice before appointment to the Utah 
Supreme Court. During her 30-year 
service, she has established a record of 
excellence both before and behind the 
bench, in both State and Federal 
courts, in both the private and public 
sector, and in both trial and appellate 
courts. 

The American Bar Association gave 
Justice Parrish a “well-qualified” rat- 
ing—a distinction the organization 
only awards to experienced nominees 
with the most remarkable legal ability 
and the highest reputation for integ- 
rity. Federal nominees who receive the 
“well-qualified” rating are also known 
for their breadth of experience, their 
success in the legal community, and 
their capacity for judicial tempera- 
ment. 

Not only does Justice Parrish match 
the ABA’s requirements, but in every 
respect, she exceeds them. The United 
States has the most respected judiciary 
in the world, and we expect our nomi- 
nees to the Federal bench to have a 
record of accomplishment in their cho- 
sen area of legal expertise. Justice Par- 
rish is remarkable in that she has not 
just one but multiple areas of exper- 
tise, bringing keen judgment to an ap- 
pointment that requires a broad range 
of experiences. 

I have every confidence that Justice 
Parrish will serve admirably as a dis- 
trict judge, just as she has served hon- 
orably on the Utah Supreme Court. I 
might say, in supporting her confirma- 
tion, I wish to thank Senator LEE, who 
is not only my colleague on the Judici- 
ary Committee but also my partner in 
representing our great State and in 
recommending the best candidate for 
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judicial appointment. We agree that 
Justice Parrish is a well-qualified 
nominee, and we strongly recommend 
her swift and unanimous confirmation. 
I call on my colleagues—Republicans 
and Democrats alike—to support her 
nomination. 

I know this woman personally. I 
know her very, very well. All of the 
qualities I have been speaking about I 
have personally observed. 

I think everybody here knows how 
seriously I take appointments to the 
Federal bench. In this particular case, 
I feel very, very good about this nomi- 
nation. I ask my colleagues to vote for 
her. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, we will have 
the opportunity in a few moments to 
vote on a friend and colleague, Jill Par- 
rish, who serves currently on the Utah 
Supreme Court. She has been nomi- 
nated by President Obama to serve on 
the U.S. District Court for the District 
of Utah, replacing Federal Judge Dee 
Benson, with whom I have clerked. 

I can think of no one better to re- 
place Judge Benson than Justice Par- 
rish. She is a friend, she is a respected 
jurist, and she is a dedicated citizen. 
She is a friend to all who know her. 

I am honored to have the opportunity 
to vote for her today, and I urge all of 
my colleagues to do the same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Jill N. 
Parrish, of Utah, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Utah? 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

The result was announced—yeas 100, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 184 Ex.] 


YEAS—100 
Alexander Donnelly Manchin 
Ayotte Durbin Markey 
Baldwin Enzi McCain 
Barrasso Ernst McCaskill 
Bennet Feinstein McConnell 
Blumenthal Fischer Menendez 
Blunt Flake Merkley 
Booker Franken Mikulski 
Boozman Gardner Moran 
Boxer Gillibrand Murkowski 
Brown Graham Murphy 
Burr Grassley Murray 
Cantwell Hatch Nelson 
Capito Heinrich Pau 
Cardin Heitkamp Perdue 
Carper Heller Peters 
Casey Hirono Portman 
Cassidy Hoeven Ree 
Coats Inhofe Reid 
Cochran Isakson Risch 
Collins Johnson Roberts 
Coons Kaine Rounds 
Corker King Rubio 
Cornyn Kirk Sanders 
Cotton Klobuchar Sasse 
Crapo Lankford Schatz 
Cruz Leahy Schumer 
Daines Lee Scott 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Sessions Thune Warren 
Shaheen Tillis Whitehouse 
Shelby Toomey Wicker 
Stabenow Udall Wyden 
Sullivan Vitter 

Tester Warner 


The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON OLVERA NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
nomination of Jose Rolando Olvera, 
Jr., of Texas, to be United States Dis- 
trict Judge for the Southern District of 
Texas? 
Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 100, 
nays 0, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 185 Ex.] 


YEAS—100 
Alexander Flake Nelson 
Ayotte Franken Paul 
Baldwin Gardner Perdue 
Barrasso Gillibrand Peters 
Bennet Graham Portman 
Blumenthal Grassley Reed 
Blunt Hatch Reid 
Booker Heinrich : 
Boozman Heitkamp Rea 3 
Boxer Heller Roanas 
Brown Hirono E 
Burr Hoeven Rubio 
Cantwell Inhofe Sanders 
Capito Isakson Sasse 
Cardin Johnson Schatz 
Carper Kaine Schumer 
Casey King Scott 
Cassidy Kirk Sessions 
Coats Klobuchar Shaheen 
Cochran Lankford Shelby 
Collins Leahy Stabenow 
Coons Lee Sullivan 
Corker Manchin Tester 
Cornyn Markey Thune 
Cotton McCain Tillis 
Crapo McCaskill Toomey 
Cruz McConnell Udall 
Daines Menendez Vitter 
Donnelly Merkley Warner 
Durbin Mikulski Warren 
Enzi Moran 
Ernst Murkowski Whitehouse 
Feinstein Murphy Wicker 
Fischer Murray Wyden 


The nomination was confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am sure everybody is interested in the 
state of play. Chairman HATCH and 
Senator WYDEN are meeting off the 
floor to try to identify a path forward. 
We would like to get more amendments 
pending and set some votes for later 
this evening. 

I hope we will have an update from 
the bill managers here shortly, but I 
want to remind everybody, we are 
going to finish this bill before we leave. 
We are going to deal with FISA and we 
are going to deal with highways. There 
is a path forward, if people want to 
take it, that could complete all of this 
work at a reasonable time—probably 
sometime tomorrow—or we could make 
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it difficult, but the end won’t change. 
So I would just encourage at least 
some level of cooperation here because 
we are doing TPA and we are doing 
FISA and we are doing highways. 
I yield the floor. 
VOTE ON CAHILL NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
nomination of Patricia D. Cahill, of 
Missouri, to be a Member of the Board 
of Directors of the Corporation for 
Public Broadcasting for a term expir- 
ing January 31, 2020? 

The nomination was confirmed. 

VOTE ON SCARANO NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
nomination of Mark Scarano, of New 
Hampshire, to be Federal Cochair- 
person of the Northern Border Regional 
Commission? 

The nomination was confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the motions to re- 
consider are considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 


— 


LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume legislative session. 


ENSURING TAX EXEMPT ORGANI- 
ZATIONS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL 
ACT—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, free 
trade is very important to our country 
and to our future economic prosperity. 
Anyone who does not believe that is in 
denial, in my opinion. We live in a 
global economy and we need to lead on 
the issue of free trade. 

We must not make excuses and cower 
away from the opportunity in front of 
us. 
The trade promotion authority legis- 
lation we are considering is a critical 
tool for the advancement of our eco- 
nomic interest throughout the world. 

This legislation is also proof that 
Congress and the administration can 
work together to increase economic op- 
portunity for Americans across all 50 
States. 

Chairman HATCH and Ranking Mem- 
ber WYDEN have worked for months to 
get us to this point. I commend them 
for this effort and I look forward to 
working with them to finish this proc- 
ess. 

We know that 80 percent of the pur- 
chasing power in the world is located 
outside the United States, along with 
95 percent of the world’s consumers. 

As the middle class expands in re- 
gions such as Asia, we have to make 
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sure our businesses and workers have 
the ability to take advantage of the op- 
portunity that growth presents. 

Some estimates predict the middle 
class in Asia is going to swell from half 
a billion people to over 3 billion people 
in just the next 15 years. Are we going 
to sit on the sidelines while other 
countries gain preferential access to 
those consumers? 

Governor Branstad of Iowa, recog- 
nizing the benefits of trade, sent a let- 
ter to me this week outlining his sup- 
port for trade promotion authority. 
The letter was signed by 74 other 
Iowans who represent businesses and 
associations that also believe it is crit- 
ical that Congress pass TPA. 

The letter states: 

Quite simply, international trade is impor- 
tant to Iowa’s businesses, workers and farm- 
ers. A vote for leveling the playing field in 
international trade is a vote for Iowa. 

I couldn’t agree more with Governor 
Branstad on that point. 

Last year, U.S. exports equaled $2.35 
trillion and supported nearly 12 million 
jobs. Can any of us imagine our unem- 
ployment rate without trade sup- 
porting 12 million jobs? 

In Iowa alone, 448,000 jobs are depend- 
ent on trade, according to the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce. And those jobs 
pay 18 percent higher wages on average 
because they are tied to trade. 

Americans know the benefits of 
trade. And we know that American 
businesses and workers are some of the 
most efficient and productive in the 
world. We just need to make sure they 
have the opportunity to succeed. 

That is why we are considering this 
bill—to expand economic opportunities 
for American businesses and workers. 

Free-trade agreements that lower 
trade barriers in other countries can do 
an amazing thing—they can stimulate 
our economy through exports without 
requiring additional spending. 

During testimony to the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee, Trade Representa- 
tive Froman pointed out that the U.S. 
is already an open marketplace with 
tariffs that average just 1.6 percent, 
some of the lowest in the world. Yet at 
the same time, our companies face very 
high tariffs in other markets. Some ag- 
ricultural products face tariffs up to 
400 percent, machinery can be up to 50 
percent. 

We cannot let the status quo on 
trade, where we have an open market- 
place while our businesses face ex- 
tremely high tariffs, continue. Trade 
agreements set the stage for long-term 
opportunity. The citizens in Iowa who 
may benefit the most from more trade 
with Pacific rim countries are probably 
still in school. We can help their future 
today. 

Iowa exported $15.1 billion in 2014. 
That represents a 135 percent increase 
compared to a decade earlier. $9 bil- 
lion, or 60 percent of the exports went 
to TPP countries under current trade 
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rules. Imagine what is possible just in 
Iowa if we reduce barriers in that re- 
gion. 

Roughly, $3.6 billion worth of ma- 
chinery assembled by Iowa workers 
alone was exported last year. The goal 
of the legislation before us is to in- 
crease that number. 

According to the Department of Agri- 
culture, fiscal years 2010-2014 represent 
the strongest 5 years of agricultural 
exports in the history of our country. 
We exported $675 billion worth of agri- 
cultural goods during that period. 

The Trans-Pacific Partnership would 
create more opportunities for our farm- 
ers and ranchers in a region of the 
world that represents 39 percent of 
global GDP. You heard me correctly, 
we have a chance to give our farmers, 
ranchers, and businesses better access 
to markets that represent over one- 
third of global GDP. 

And while I support and believe in 
the immense benefits of free trade, I 
also oppose countries tilting the field 
in their favor through actions like 
undervaluing their currency. An under- 
valued currency makes export goods 
cheaper from the country with the 
cheaper currency and also makes it 
harder for consumers in that country 
to purchase foreign goods, like our ag- 
ricultural products. 

I support addressing currency manip- 
ulation in our trade agreements. I have 
watched administrations of both par- 
ties put their heads in the sand on this 
issue. Everyone opposes currency ma- 
nipulation, yet little ever gets done. 

This TPA bill represents the modern 
realties we face from the global econ- 
omy that need to be addressed by our 
trade negotiators. 

The bill includes clear negotiating 
objectives for standards on sanitary 
and phytosanitary regulations that 
must be science-based. Having science- 
based standards will help limit disrup- 
tions to U.S. agricultural exports and 
even open up some new markets for our 
producers. 

Negotiating objectives are offered re- 
lated to digital trade in goods and 
cross-border dataflows that are new 
and unique issues for the time we now 
live in. 

Clear guidance from Congress is also 
given for localization barriers and in- 
tellectual property rights. More trans- 
parency and consultations are also re- 
quired of the administration. 

This is a good bill that we need to 
pass so we can finish the free trade 
agreements we have been working on 
for years. 

The Trans-Pacific Partnership and 
other trade agreements like the Trans- 
Atlantic Trade and Investment Part- 
nership, known as TTIP offer tremen- 
dous opportunity for our country and 
my home State of Iowa. 

Throughout the world, there are an 
estimated 260 preferential trade agree- 
ments, the United States is only in- 
volved in 20 of them. 
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We must embrace our role in the 
world as the competitive economic 
powerhouse that we are. America is a 
country that leads, we have a chance 
to enter into a trade agreement that 
will set new rules and standards for 
one-third of the global economy. 

Getting TPA through Congress and 
completing more free trade agreements 
in the future can unleash economic 
prosperity that leads to more jobs, 
more economic growth, and more op- 
portunity for our workers. 

I will end by asking what our alter- 
native is for future competiveness. 
Other countries are working on pref- 
erential agreements. Are we going to 
sit idly while other countries enter 
into strategic agreements? 

Should we let China start setting the 
rules of trade throughout the world? 

Should we allow other countries to 
continue blocking our agricultural 
products with nonscientific excuses? 

Should we watch the growing middle 
class in Asia get their food and prod- 
ucts from other countries without try- 
ing to compete for their business? 

The status quo on trade guarantees 
us a future with less economic oppor- 
tunity compared to passing TPA and 
new trade agreements. That is why we 
must pass TPA and then pass new trade 
agreements to help ensure America has 
a brighter economic future. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I want to 
take a few minutes today to talk once 
again about Congress’s role in advanc- 
ing our Nation’s trade policies and spe- 
cifically on the increasingly important 
issues of digital trade and intellectual 
property rights. 

Let’s keep in mind that the last time 
Congress passed TPA was in 2002. We 
live in a very different world than we 
did 13 years ago. Technology is vastly 
different. Commerce is vastly different. 
For example, in 2002, less than 700 mil- 
lion people worldwide had access to the 
Internet. Last year, that figure reached 
nearly 3 billion—with a ‘‘b’’— billion 
people. In 2002, e-commerce platforms 
such as Amazon and eBay were just be- 
ginning to gain widespread use. Special 
media sites and other platforms that 
today drive so much Internet traffic 
and user-generated content—sites such 
as Facebook, YouTube, and Twitter— 
did not even exist. 

In the last 13 years, an entirely new 
economy has developed based on these 
online platforms. Today, Facebook has 
around 1.4 billion—with a ‘‘b’’—active 
users, with approximately 83 percent 
living outside of the United States of 
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America and Canada. YouTube has 
more than 1 billion users, with local 
interfaces in 75 countries and compat- 
ibility with 61 different languages. 

Mobile technology has similarly been 
transformed since 2002, as the term 
“smart phone” has become part of our 
regular vocabulary. Mobile phones 
were big and clunky in 2002 and were 
not good for much more than making 
phone calls. Today, smart phones per- 
form a myriad of functions, including 
streaming video from the Internet, 
video calling, digital photography and 
videography, and GPS locating, just to 
mention a few. 

The growth of the Internet and mo- 
bile technologies has transformed our 
economy, the products and services we 
buy, and how we buy them. The ad- 
vances have significantly reduced the 
cost of moving products and services 
across borders and boosted produc- 
tivity in this country and around the 
world. 

Digitally traded goods and services 
are growing and are expected to con- 
tinue to grow. According to a recent 
study conducted by the International 
Trade Commission, in 2012, U.S. 
digitally intensive firms sold nearly $1 
trillion or nearly 6 percent of our total 
GDP in goods and services over the 
Internet. About one-quarter of those 
sales were small and medium-sized en- 
terprises. The people behind these 
numbers are everyday Americans just 
trying to compete in an increasingly 
competitive global marketplace. 

Fortunately, our TPA bill includes 
upgraded negotiating objectives that 
reflect the world in which we now live. 
To address this new digital economy, 
our bill for the first time recognizes 
the growing significance of the Inter- 
net as a trading platform in inter- 
national commerce. It would also ex- 
tensively update and expand the e-com- 
merce directives from the 2002 TPA bill 
to require U.S. negotiators to ensure 
that all trade agreement obligations, 
rules, disciplines, and commitments 
apply to digital trade and that 
digitally traded goods and services re- 
ceive no less favorable treatment than 
comparable goods and services and that 
they are classified to ensure the most 
liberal trade treatment possible. 

The free flow of data across borders 
is critical to facilitating digital trade, 
as it allows U.S. companies to identify 
market opportunities, innovate and de- 
velop new goods and services, maintain 
supply chains, and serve their cus- 
tomers around the world. Unfortu- 
nately, an increasing number of gov- 
ernments are considering or imposing 
restrictions on cross-border dataflows, 
including requirements that U.S. com- 
panies store and process data locally. 
Our bill directs U.S. negotiators to en- 
sure that our trading partners refrain 
from such restrictions and require- 
ments. 

It also includes several new and ex- 
panded negotiating objectives to ad- 
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dress common regulatory issues faced 
by U.S. companies in the digital econ- 
omy. For example, the bill directs U.S. 
negotiators to seek greater openness, 
transparency, and convergence of 
standards, development processes, and 
to encourage the use of international 
and interoperable standards. 

I would urge any of my colleagues 
who oppose this bill to explain how 
they plan to give American workers 
and businesses in the digital economy 
an opportunity to thrive in an increas- 
ingly competitive marketplace—global 
marketplace, really. They talk about 
wanting to preserve jobs and protect 
Americans, but existing trade rules 
were written for a time long since 
passed. 

Beyond transitioning our country 
into this increasingly competitive 
world of technological growth, our 
TPA bill also takes a bipartisanship, 
bicameral approach to improving intel- 
lectual property rights protections. 
Protecting intellectual property is 
critical to the development of the dig- 
ital economy, just as it is critical to 
overall economic growth. 

Our Founding Fathers believed intel- 
lectual property to be so fundamental 
to America’s future prosperity that 
they explicitly granted Congress the 
congressional authority to protect it. 
Since Jefferson’s moldboard plow and 
Eli Whitney’s cotton gin, American in- 
tellectual property has spurred on 
American job growth and prosperity, 
creating more competitive businesses 
here—right here in America. Intellec- 
tual property, be it for mechanical 
products, software, or semiconductors, 
creates value for individuals and Amer- 
ican businesses. In turn, these busi- 
nesses create jobs, spur economic 
growth, and enrich our culture. 

The simply truth is, the countries 
that strengthen intellectual property 
rights enjoy great economic benefits. 
They attract more investment, tech- 
nology transfers, increased immigra- 
tion, and ultimately more prosperity 
for their citizens. Yet, despite these 
fundamental truths, intellectual prop- 
erty protections around the globe are 
often fundamentally deteriorating and 
continually at risk. 

Our economic and strategic competi- 
tors are well aware that the United 
States leads the world in innovation, 
but all too often they fail to under- 
stand why. Instead of fostering policies 
to advance innovation, they seek 
shortcuts to undermine and even steal 
American intellectual property. The 
tools they employ are numerous and 
very sophisticated. Some of these tools 
include nontransparent reimbursement 
and licensing regimes, unfair standard 
setting, and burdensome regulations. 

All of these mechanisms are designed 
specifically to pry away some of the 
most innovative and productive parts 
of our economy, tearing away the com- 
petitive edge our American businesses 
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have worked so hard to create and 
stunting what could be a much more 
liberal playing field. If enacted, our bill 
would represent a significant step for- 
ward in strengthening the protection 
and enforcement of intellectual prop- 
erty rights around the world. 

It calls for robust intellectual prop- 
erty rules, building on the strong intel- 
lectual property standards found in the 
prior 2002 TPA law. This includes re- 
quiring that trade agreements meet 
the same high standards found in U.S. 
law. Our bill also requires countries to 
fully implement the TRIPS Agree- 
ment, particularly the enforcement ob- 
ligations. 

To address the challenges and oppor- 
tunities created by the digital econ- 
omy, our bill would ensure that right 
holders are able to keep pace with 
technological developments by control- 
ling and preventing unauthorized use 
of their works online. 

A growing problem around the world 
is that foreign governments are steal- 
ing valuable technology from U.S. busi- 
nesses. This type of trade-secret theft 
threatens to diminish U.S. competi- 
tiveness around the globe. It puts 
American jobs at risk and poses 
threats to U.S. national security. To 
address this problem, our bill calls for 
an end to government involvement in 
intellectual property rights violations, 
including piracy and cyber theft of 
trade secrets. 

The bill also ensures that govern- 
ments limit the unnecessary collection 
of trade-secret information and pro- 
tects any information they do collect 
from disclosure. This is the first time 
TPA legislation has addressed these 
issues—these very important issues. 

The bill also requires the elimination 
of the price controls and reference pric- 
ing, which are used by many countries 
to deny full market access to innova- 
tive pharmaceuticals and medical de- 
vices. 

The bill further includes a new provi- 
sion to direct the U.S. negotiators to 
ensure that regulatory reimbursement 
regimes that make pricing and reim- 
bursement decisions are transparent, 
provide procedural fairness, are non- 
discriminatory, and provide full-mar- 
ket access for innovative pharma- 
ceuticals and medical devices. 

Our bill also calls for the elimination 
of measures that require U.S. compa- 
nies to locate their intellectual prop- 
erty abroad as a market access or in- 
vestment condition. Finally, this legis- 
lation includes an expanded capacity- 
building objective, directing the ad- 
ministration to work with U.S. trading 
partners to strengthen not only their 
labor laws, as was provided for in 2002, 
but also their intellectual property 
rights laws. 

Once again, we live in an economic 
and technological environment that is 
very different from the one that ex- 
isted in 2002. Advances in Internet and 
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mobile technologies have transformed 
whole sectors of our economy. Our bill 
positions our country to take advan- 
tage of the opportunities and face the 
challenges presented by the 21st cen- 
tury economy, and that is one of the 
many reasons why it should pass. 

I urge each of my colleagues to work 
with me to help move this bill forward 
so we can negotiate strong trade agree- 
ments that serve today’s economy as 
well as set the stage for America’s next 
generation of entrepreneurs and 
innovators. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
FLAKE). The Senator from Nebraska. 

BUILD USA ACT 

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I rise 
this evening to speak about our Na- 
tion’s infrastructure. In just a few 
days, authorization for our Nation’s 
transportation programs will expire. 
By August, the highway trust fund will 
run out of money. Our States and citi- 
zens will face the consequences of inac- 
tion in Washington. 

Americans depend on our Nation’s 
roads every day as they travel to work, 
bring their children to school, and 
transport goods to consumers. Trans- 
portation infrastructure is an essential 
component of our daily lives and for 
the national economy. As such, it must 
be efficiently maintained. But today, 
all across America, our highways and 
bridges languish in disrepair. Our citi- 
zens are no strangers to potholes, road 
closures, and “expect delays” signs. 
Moreover, as America’s population con- 
tinues to grow, expansion projects for 
our crumbling highways remain caught 
in bureaucratic redtape. 

For decades, it has been apparent 
that excessive regulations, coupled 
with inadequate funding and financing, 
have delayed badly needed road 
projects. I have firsthand knowledge of 
the challenges facing our Nation’s 
transportation system. In my home 
State of Nebraska, roads and bridges 
connect vibrant, urban communities 
with our open country. 

Before arriving in the Senate, I 
served as chairman of the transpor- 
tation and telecommunications com- 
mittee in the Nebraska Legislature. 
And while there, I spearheaded a bill 
that eventually became law. 

What is now known as the Federal 
Funds Exchange Program provides the 
State of Nebraska with the ability to 
voluntarily exchange Federal transpor- 
tation funding for State transportation 
financing at 80 cents on the dollar. In 
exchange for giving up this Federal 
funding, counties and cities receive 
State transportation dollars with more 
reasonable regulatory requirements. 

This program has been a great suc- 
cess in my State of Nebraska. For ex- 
ample, in Buffalo County, federally ex- 
changed funding made a longstanding 
bridge replacement possible. A major 
arterial street in South Sioux City is 
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up and running because of the program. 
In Scottsbluff, a city in the Nebraska 
Panhandle, they are using our State 
program to conduct important mainte- 
nance on city streets, and the program 
has also enabled Adams County to con- 
struct several bridges and a large cul- 
vert project. 

Despite these accomplishments in 
Nebraska, States across the country 
suffer from very rigid, regulatory re- 
quirements and a shortage of transpor- 
tation funding options. Our current 
system is broken. States not only need 
more options, but they need some relief 
as well. 

In fact, the Congressional Research 
Service estimates that a lack of flexi- 
bility has caused major highway 
projects to take as many as 14 years to 
plan and to build. 

The time has come to bring success- 
ful practices from Nebraska to Wash- 
ington. 

For this reason, I have introduced 
the Build USA Act. This bill will create 
a new funding structure for State 
transportation projects. Specifically, 
the Build USA Act establishes the 
American Infrastructure Bank. The 
bank will allow States to remit Federal 
transportation dollars. 

States would then be able to receive 
90 percent of this money back and re- 
tain control over the environmental, 
construction, and design aspects of 
highway projects. This new strategy 
will infuse more dollars into our trans- 
portation system, and it is going to 
provide States with greater flexibility 
so they can build and maintain their 
roads. 

The revenues that are generated from 
State remittance agreements with this 
bank would also help fund other local 
infrastructure projects. Currently, the 
Federal Government only offers large- 
scale financing options for States seek- 
ing core infrastructure funding. So, as 
a result, smaller communities are 
often ineligible to receive Federal as- 
sistance for their projects, while major 
metropolitan areas benefit from easier 
access to financing. 

Under the Build USA Act, bank loans 
would not be subject to a minimum 
project cost or size. The revenue from 
these loans could help local govern- 
ments apply for core infrastructure fi- 
nancing at a rate that is going to be 
more competitive than the private sec- 
tor. 

The Build USA Act provides addi- 
tional funding flexibility for those im- 
mediate transportation needs that we 
see all across this country. And, what 
is more, it accomplishes it without 
raising taxes. 

Under this proposal, a voluntary 3- 
year repatriation holiday would be im- 
plemented to generate seed money for 
the bank’s revolving fund operations. 
Recent estimates by the Joint Com- 
mittee on Taxation suggest that the 
first 3 years of a similar repatriation 
plan could raise as much as $30 billion. 
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Although some Members of Congress 
wish to save these revenues for an 
overhaul of the Tax Code, most of us do 
acknowledge that tax reform is un- 
likely to come to fruition in the near 
future. Meanwhile, our Nation's trans- 
portation needs are immediate. We bet- 
ter address them now. These dollars 
should go toward solving problems that 
our citizens experience every single 
day. As such, revenue should help pro- 
vide a long-term solution to highway 
funding, not just a one-time jump-start 
or a shot in the arm, as some people 
have suggested. 

This proposal is a long-term solution. 
It is a solution to issues that have 
plagued our Nation’s roads for decades. 
Individual States must have the flexi- 
bility to address the unique needs of 
their local communities. 

In order to address the transpor- 
tation challenges facing our Nation, we 
need to have more options available. 
Although this plan does not address 
the immediate challenges facing the 
highway trust fund, it does represent a 
way to infuse new money into our Na- 
tion's transportation system, while it 
is offering States new solutions to get 
transportation projects up and run- 
ning. 

It looks to the future. This is a pro- 
posal for the long term. It is time that 
we start thinking outside the box. It is 
time to offer Nebraska’s best practices 
to help the Federal Government help 
itself. 

Our Nation needs to get moving, so I 
encourage all of my colleagues to look 
at this proposal, to consider this pro- 
posal, because it moves us forward into 
the future. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, we 
have been talking over the past several 
days about trade. I wish to add a little 
discussion here about some of the spe- 
cific amendments that may come up 
over the next day or two. I am hopeful 
that we will have a vote on some of 
these amendments later this evening. 

It is incredibly important for us to 
expand opportunities for our workers 
and our farmers by knocking down bar- 
riers to trade. That is why more export 
promotion is a good thing. These are 
not only more jobs for America, for my 
State of Ohio, for the Presiding Offi- 
cer’s State of Arizona, but these are 
better-paying jobs as well. There is no 
question that not having trade pro- 
motion authority over the last 7 years 
has been detrimental to us in terms of 
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losing market share for our workers 
and our farmers. 

Other countries are negotiating 
agreements. In fact, there have been 
well over 100 agreements negotiated 
without the United States being a 
party and that cuts us out. 

But as we do that, as we expand ex- 
ports—which is a good thing—we must 
be sure that playing field is also more 
level and fairer, so that our workers 
and our farmers, and our service pro- 
viders have the opportunity to com- 
pete. 

That is all we are asking for. 

There are a couple of amendments 
likely to come up again this afternoon 
and over the next couple of days. One is 
with regard to this issue of when some- 
body dumps a product or when a coun- 
try has a policy of subsidizing a prod- 
uct, there should be the ability for 
American companies to respond on be- 
half of their workers. 

When products are dumped or when 
there is a subsidy on an import, there 
is a process by which you go to the 
International Trade Commission and 
seek help, show that you were materi- 
ally injured, that damage was done to 
you, your company, and your workers 
because of these unfairly traded im- 
ports. You then go to the Commerce 
Department’s International Trade Ad- 
ministration and make the argument 
as to what the countervailing duty 
ought to be, what the tariff ought to be 
to combat this. The problem is that in 
that system today, it is so hard to 
show material injury and to get that 
relief that often by the time you can 
get that relief, it is too late. 

We certainly found this in Ohio with 
regard to many of our industries, and a 
lot of them, therefore, are very inter- 
ested in this amendment. One is steel. 
Right now, there is a lot of tube and 
pipe coming into this country from 
overseas. We believe some of it is being 
sold at below its cost here in America. 
That means it is being dumped. We be- 
lieve some is being subsidized. That 
means it should be subject to counter- 
vailing duties. Yet, by the time you 
can get that relief, find that remedy, 
often it is just too late. You have lost 
your market share. You have lost the 
American jobs. 

So this amendment, which is bipar- 
tisan and which is backed by over 80 
American companies and trade associa- 
tions and many companies in my home 
State of Ohio, such as U.S. Steel, 
Timken Steel, ArcelorMittal, is a com- 
monsense measure that says: Look, 
workers shouldn’t have to lose their 
jobs before they can get relief. 

Seventy-eight of our colleagues 
backed this amendment in the Customs 
bill last week. In fact, Senator HATCH, 
chairman of the committee, who has 
done a good job shepherding this proc- 
ess through, included this amendment 
in his mark in the Committee on Fi- 
nance, which demonstrates how much 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


support it has. However, we feel it is 
very important that it be in this legis- 
lation, in the trade promotion author- 
ity bill, which is the bill we are now de- 
bating on the floor. We can’t let it get 
left behind. 

It is interesting because other coun- 
tries do have provisions in their laws 
to keep our exports out if they believe 
they are unfairly traded or for other 
reasons. Let me give an example of this 
by going to AK Steel, which is a com- 
pany that is based in West Chester, OH. 
It has 4,000 workers in the State of 
Ohio. AK Steel produces a high-tech 
steel called grain-oriented electrical 
steel. It is a silicon alloy used in the 
power generation and transmission in- 
dustry and is more commonly referred 
to as GOES. GOES steel is a specialty 
steel. It is an incredibly important 
product for AK Steel because it is one 
they are able to export. They are so ef- 
ficient at producing it and it has such 
high value that they are exporting it to 
a number of countries around the 
world. They produce this steel with 250 
United Auto Workers—members of the 
UAW—in Zanesville, OH. 

Back in 2010, China imposed anti- 
dumping and countervailing duties on 
GOES from the United States, includ- 
ing this product from AK Steel made in 
Zanesville, OH. They claimed U.S. pro- 
ducers had received subsidies through 
the “Buy American” provisions in the 
stimulus bill. They didn’t, by the way, 
but that is what China claimed. It was 
really retaliation that had to do with 
some other products that had been 
coming from China to here—tubular 
products for the oil and gas industry— 
and they were retaliating. Anyway, 
that was China’s claim. 

So our company, AK Steel, said: 
Look, this is not accurate. But these 
duties were put in place anyway by 
China. It reduced the exports by 92 per- 
cent from Ohio to China. So the United 
States—rightfully so—took China to 
the World Trade Organization and won 
the case because the facts were on our 
side. We won the case, but China ap- 
pealed it—without removing the du- 
ties. 

So this all takes time. Meanwhile, 
you are losing market share. Instead of 
immediately removing the duties, 
when they lost the appeal, China chose 
to run out the clock, only dropping 
their tariff a couple weeks before the 
WTO forced them to do it. So Amer- 
ican-made GOES was kept out of China 
for 5 years. This process took 5 years 
and cost American workers millions of 
orders. 

Meanwhile, the U.S. domestic pro- 
ducer sought relief from their govern- 
ment by going to the ITC as well as the 
ITA—the International Trade Commis- 
sion and the International Trade Ad- 
ministration—and they found the do- 
mestic industry was not injured in a 
case against producers from several 
countries, including Japan, Germany, 
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China, and Poland, despite surging im- 
ports and dropping prices. So on the 
one hand, they were not able to sell in 
China for 5 years and lost a lot of mar- 
ket share and millions of dollars. On 
the other hand, when they went to 
their own government to ask for a lit- 
tle relief on this product coming in, 
they were not able to show injury de- 
spite surging imports and dropping 
prices. 

The provisions we have simply clar- 
ify that when a producer—a U.S. com- 
pany—is injured, when it is material 
injury as was defined in the statute, 
they shouldn’t have to wait until after 
the factory is closed and workers are 
laid off for us to stand up for our work- 
ers. 

By the way, just last month these 
GOES producers were cut out of an- 
other large international market. The 
European Union announced it would be 
imposing duties on this same electrical 
steel from the United States, again 
putting millions of dollars of exports at 
risk. 

So our provision is an attempt to 
help level this playing field. It is WTO- 
consistent; in other words, it doesn’t 
violate our international obligations. 
It simply clarifies what ‘‘material in- 
jury” means. It goes back to the origi- 
nal statutory language and makes it 
easier for American companies to seek 
the relief they deserve. This is going to 
help protect millions of American jobs 
that otherwise could be at risk because 
our trade laws haven’t kept up with 
international commerce. 

This is an example of one of the 
amendments we would very much like 
to offer on the floor. I know there is 
discussion right now in another room 
in this Capitol about whether we will 
be able to offer this amendment. It is 
an amendment by Senator BROWN and 
me. It is an example of what—if we in- 
cluded it in the trade promotion au- 
thority legislation—would make this a 
bill that is truly balanced, one that ex- 
pands exports, which is incredibly im- 
portant, as I said earlier, to the people 
I represent—our farmers, our workers— 
and to our State and our economy, but 
that also ensures that there is a more 
level playing field, that there is fair- 
ness in this underlying legislation. 

The second amendment we hope to 
offer is with regard to currency manip- 
ulation. We have talked a lot about 
this on the floor this week, and I would 
just say three things. 

One, this is something a lot of Mem- 
bers in this Chamber have already 
looked at because 60 Members of the 
Senate in 2013 sent a letter to the 
President of the United States saying 
that with regard to trade agreements, 
there should be enforceable currency 
manipulation prohibitions—60. Some of 
those Senators are still in this Cham- 
ber. Most of them are. I would hope we 
again would have a strong message 
from the Congress, which is what trade 
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promotion authority is, that in the 
context of trade negotiating objec- 
tives—and there are about 20 different 
trade negotiating objectives in TPA— 
one of them should be that we have a 
prohibition on currency manipulation, 
and it should be enforceable. 

Second, there will be an alternative 
amendment offered that agrees with 
our amendment in terms of the defini- 
tion of currency manipulation. Specifi- 
cally, it does not affect monetary pol- 
icy. It does not affect what the United 
States has been doing with QE2, QE3, 
QEL. 

By the way, for those who think that 
kind of monetary policy is export-ori- 
ented, look at the value of the dollar. 
It has certainly not been effective at 
lowering the price of our currency. In 
fact, our currency has gone up in value. 
It is about stimulus. We can argue 
about the merits or demerits of that 
monetary policy, but it is not affected 
at all by this amendment, and the 
amendment specifically clarifies that. 

So just to be clear, No. 1, 60 Senators 
have already signed this letter; No. 2, 
this is consistent with the Inter- 
national Monetary Fund definition, 
which says this is not about monetary 
policy. It is about real intervention. It 
is about intervention in currency mar- 
kets to be able to affect exports, to 
lower the price of exports unfairly and 
to increase the cost of our exports to 
other countries unfairly. 

Finally, I would just say this is about 
the balance we talked about earlier. 
The American people want to know 
that while we are expanding exports, 
we are also ensuring that we get a fair 
shake—our farmers, our workers, our 
service providers. 

There is a quote by a former Chair- 
man of the Federal Reserve, Paul 
Volcker, that I think is telling. As a 
former Chairman of the Federal Re- 
serve, he said that, ‘‘In five minutes, 
exchange rates can wipe out what it 
took trade negotiators ten years to ac- 
complish.” 

As a former U.S. Trade Representa- 
tive, I agree with that. Currency ma- 
nipulation takes away so much of the 
value of what we are trying to do on 
this floor. Those who support trade 
should be in favor of prohibitions on 
currency. This is a distortion. If you 
are a market-oriented fiscal conserv- 
ative, if you are someone who believes 
we ought to let markets work, then 
you should be against currency manip- 
ulation because it does distort the mar- 
ket. If you are someone who believes 
we should be expanding exports but it 
should be fair, you should be for this 
prohibition on currency manipulation 
and making it enforceable. And we 
should have the courage of our convic- 
tions. If we really do believe that, we 
should be sure there is some ability to 
make this enforceable. 

The countries of the Pacific region 
that are currently negotiating with us 
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on the Trans-Pacific Partnership do 
not currently manipulate their cur- 
rency, but a couple of them have in the 
past. Notably, Japan has over 300 times 
before 2012. Malaysia has. It doesn’t 
make sense to put in place this provi- 
sion to say: In the future—once we 
have completed this agreement with 
you, we have knocked down these trade 
barriers in the United States and in 
your country to enable us to have more 
trade—you would not be able to manip- 
ulate your currency under this agree- 
ment. 

There is some polling data out there 
that indicates 9 out of 10 Americans 
agree with that, by the way. And of 
course they do because it is just com- 
mon sense. All we are looking for is the 
ability to compete fairly. 

Wouldn’t it be great if we could do 
both of these things—expand exports 
but also be sure we are getting a fair 
shake for the people we represent, the 
AK Steels of the world that have their 
products blocked in China and their 
products blocked in the EU and yet 
can’t receive the relief here or the 
companies in my home State that work 
hard to bring some business back from 
China? 

In one case, there is a small manufac- 
turer in Cleveland, OH, that told me 
about this. It is a company that makes 
highly valuable steel products, and 
these are products that help hold up 
speakers at major concerts. They 
brought some of that business back 
from China. 

One day I was in their shop talking 
to them, and they said: Well, we are 
going to lose this order. Why? Currency 
manipulation. That made the Chinese 
imports into our country less expensive 
because they manipulated their cur- 
rency and lowered their value and 
made it much more difficult for them, 
therefore, to be competitive. They were 
concerned that they were going to lose 
that order despite the fact that they 
had done everything to make their 
plant more efficient and that the work- 
ers had made concessions. They had 
done everything right and played by 
the rules. That is what we are asking, 
that everybody be asked to play by the 
rules. 

So I hope the underlying legislation 
passes, but I hope it passes with these 
improvements to ensure that we do 
have a balance here; that we are able 
to tell our farmers and our workers and 
our service providers: You are going to 
have the opportunity now to access 95 
percent of the consumers who are out- 
side the borders of the United States of 
America. That is a good thing. It will 
mean more jobs and higher paying jobs, 
paying on average 15 to 18 percent 
more, and better benefits. But also, by 
entering into these agreements, we are 
going to have more fairness for you so 
you can get a fair shake and be able to 
do what you want to do, which is to be 
able to compete in this global market- 


7719 


place and be assured that competition 
will be fair. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alaska. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of the trade promotion au- 
thority bill which has been debated on 
the Senate floor the last few days. 

I begin, though, by complimenting 
my good friend and colleague from 
Ohio—one of the most well-respected 
Members of this body, I think an exam- 
ple of a true American statesman, and 
certainly one of our best U.S. Trade 
Representatives who knows a lot about 
the topic that we have been debating. 
So I thank him for his tremendous 
service for the people of Ohio and of 
our country. 

The TPA bill we have been debating 
is going to be good for the country. It 
will help move our country forward, 
provide tremendous opportunities for 
growth and expansion—for our farmers, 
ranchers, businesses, fishermen, work- 
ers, and those in the high-tech sector. 

As Senator PORTMAN mentioned, 95 
percent of all global consumers lie out- 
side of the United States—95 percent. 
What we need to do is access those con- 
sumers to have more opportunity. 

Currently, it is estimated that over 
38 million jobs in the United States are 
tied to trade. The trade agreements we 
are talking about on the Senate floor 
that would come after TPA will create 
hundreds of thousands of new jobs and 


new opportunities for Americans. 
These are good jobs, and we need more 
jobs. 


This has been one of the weakest re- 
coveries of any major recession in 
American history. We are barely grow- 
ing at 1.5 percent, 2 percent GDP 
growth. These are not traditional lev- 
els of American growth. Why? Why has 
our growth been so slow? 

Well, there are many reasons. But I 
think the overregulation of our econ- 
omy by the Federal Government clear- 
ly is one of the major reasons, and 
trade agreements are exactly the kind 
of boost we need. What do trade agree- 
ments do? They reduce regulations, 
they cut redtape, they reduce taxes on 
goods coming in to American families. 
We need this kind of policy, in terms of 
less regulation and more freedom for 
our domestic economy and internation- 
ally. That is how we are going to get 
moving again. That is how we are 
going to get this economy moving 
again. That is how we are going to get 
Americans working again. That is why 
TPA is so important to begin this proc- 
ess. But TPA is also about American 
leadership—bipartisan U.S. American 
leadership. 

Since the end of World War II, every 
administration—Democratic, Repub- 
lican, it doesn’t matter—has wanted to 
lead on trade, has wanted to obtain 
trade promotion authority, and that 
has been critical to American leader- 
ship, global leadership, and helping our 
businesses and workers. 
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It is also critical to make sure we 
have a seat at the table, to set the 
rules for the global trading regime as 
we have traditionally done—again, bi- 
partisan, Democrats and Republicans 
for decades have been doing this—and 
to help make sure we are leveling the 
playing field for our workers. 

The American workers—the Amer- 
ican fisherman, the American rancher, 
the American farmer—can compete 
against anyone in the world with a 
level playing field. We have done that 
for decades. That is the American way, 
but we have to be in the game. We need 
to be the country setting the rules. We 
need to be the country that lays out 
trade agreements that have strong in- 
tellectual property rights protection, 
that open markets, that get rid of 
state-owned enterprises, that have 
strong enforcement provisions—so 
when countries cheat in global trade, 
we have the ability to enforce rules and 
strike back if we need to, to protect 
our economy, our workers, our farm- 
ers, our fishermen. 

I wish to talk a little bit about free 
trade as it relates to my home State of 
Alaska. 

Here are some facts about trade in 
Alaska: Already, in my State of Alaska 
there are over 90,000 jobs tied to trade. 
That is more than one in five of all jobs 
in the Alaska economy tied to global 
trade, particularly trade to the Asia- 
Pacific region. 

We are also a huge recipient of for- 
eign direct investment—foreign direct 
investment that employs Alaskans. 
These are good jobs. Fourteen thou- 
sand Alaskans are directly employed 
by foreign companies, and there are 
tens of thousands more who are indi- 
rectly benefited. So many Alaskans 
count on these important jobs. 

In terms of exports, of course we are 
a very large State with a relatively 
small population—a little over 700,000 
citizens. But in 2013, the State of Alas- 
ka exported over $6 billion in goods and 
services. Per capita exports, we are a 
powerhouse. We are one of the strong- 
est exporters in the country. And in 
terms of fish and seafood, we are the 
superpower of exports—not per capita 
but absolute exports. In 2018, we ex- 
ported roughly $2.3 billion in seafood 
and fish. 

The fishing industry is a very impor- 
tant industry for a lot of States in our 
country, but more than half of all sea- 
food harvested in America comes from 
Alaska’s waters. It is also one of the 
biggest employers in my State. In fact, 
it is the biggest employer in my State, 
even more than some of the resource 
industries. There are 78,000 Alaskans 
employed in this industry, and these 
are the epitome of small businesses. 

Every fishing vessel, when you look 
at one, is a small business. What do 
they do? They take risks. I am sure 
some have seen “The Deadliest Catch.” 
A lot of times they are family-owned. 
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They work hard, and they produce a 
great product—a great product—king 
crab, fresh Alaska salmon—a great 
product. These are classic American 
small businesses, which brings me to 
my amendment. 

As my colleague from Ohio men- 
tioned, there are a lot of discussions 
right now. We sure hope Members of 
this body are going to have opportuni- 
ties to present amendments to make 
the TPA bill stronger. 

The amendment I have filed, that I 
want to offer, is a simple amendment 
to make a principal negotiating objec- 
tive under TPA focusing on making 
sure members of the fishing commu- 
nity—American Fish, American Sea- 
foods—have opportunities for more 
open markets overseas. This will ben- 
efit the hard-working fishing families 
all across America. 

This amendment will ensure that of 
the many TPA objectives, this one will 
be in there—more access to markets, 
more opportunities for these great 
American small businesses. 

As I mentioned, not only in terms of 
Alaska is this an important industry, 
this is a hugely important industry for 
the United States. In 2013, our country 
exported over $5.5 billion worth of fish 
and seafood. The commercial fishing 
industry in the United States in 2013 
employed over 1 million Americans, 
with an income of $32 billion. Let me 
repeat that: Over 1 million Americans 
in this industry nationwide and $32 bil- 
lion in income—and, again, most of 
these are classic American small busi- 
nesses. This is who TPA should be fo- 
cused on. 

As I mentioned, the current TPA bill 
has negotiating objectives for a lot of 
important industries in our great coun- 
try—textile, agriculture, services, 
manufactured goods. There are about 
20 specific trading negotiating objec- 
tives that the TPA bill directs the U.S. 
Trade Representative to get in terms of 
the free-trade agreements he will try 
to seek once TPA has been passed, and 
this is the way it should be. Those are 
all great sectors. Agriculture is hugely 
important to our country. But we 
should also have a similar negotiating 
objective for another very important 
industry in this country—our seafood 
industry, the fishing industry. 

This is a simple amendment. It asks 
that the U.S. trade negotiator focus as 
a principal objective to make sure this 
industry has opportunities just like all 
the other industries do and, impor- 
tantly, particularly as we are trying to 
work through this bill to see what 
amendments we can get on it, this is a 
very bipartisan amendment. 

Senator MARKEY of Massachusetts, 
on the other side, has a lot of hard- 
working fishing families. So from Alas- 
ka to Massachusetts, this is a very bi- 
partisan bill that will help small busi- 
nesses, and it help coastal communities 
that rely so much on fishing. 
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Finally, I want to talk about TPA 
and go back to the issue of American 
leadership. TPA, open trade, and free- 
trade agreements can work for Amer- 
ica. They can work for our workers, 
farmers, businesses, ranchers, fisher- 
men. I know. I have had the oppor- 
tunity of seeing this firsthand. 

I worked as an Assistant Secretary of 
State under Condoleezza Rice on eco- 
nomic issues, on trade issues, and a 
number of the free-trade agreements 
we currently have in force were ones I 
had an opportunity to work on with 
many members in the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Let me give two examples: the free- 
trade agreement we had with Singa- 
pore and the free-trade agreement we 
had with Australia. Once these were 
passed and the barriers to our exports 
came down, American exports sky- 
rocketed to these countries. As I men- 
tioned, American workers can compete 
with anyone. Give us a level playing 
field, and we will take advantage of it. 

U.S. exports, in terms of goods to 
Australia, rose 33 percent between 2004 
and 2009. U.S. goods exports to Singa- 
pore were up $21 billion—31 percent— 
from 2003 to 2009. 

I met with the Singapore Ambas- 
sador today. He reminded me that we 
actually have a trade surplus with 
Singapore, as I believe we do with Aus- 
tralia, because of these free-trade 
agreements. 

So free-trade agreements are a win- 
win for our country economically, but 
they also importantly deepen the eco- 
nomic ties that bind our country and 
our citizens to some of our most impor- 
tant friends and allies—such as the 
country of Singapore, such as the coun- 
try of Australia, and that is happening. 

Finally, though, trade is also about 
American leadership, it is about Amer- 
ican confidence, the ability to say: 
Open the markets and we can compete 
with anyone. We need that confidence 
back. 

For too long under this administra- 
tion we have been disengaged from the 
world. For too long we have allowed 
other countries to be in the driver’s 
seat globally—where we have not been 
driving events, we have been reacting 
to events internationally. For too long 
we have been withdrawing, for too long 
we have been leading from behind, and 
for too long we have not been showing 
confidence globally; we have been 
showing weakness. Weakness is provoc- 
ative, and you see that all over the 
world. 

Now, I have been critical of this ad- 
ministration’s approach to foreign pol- 
icy in a whole host of areas—its foreign 
policy of global disengagement, its 
lack of confidence, and American lead- 
ership in the world. But I applaud the 
President for what he is doing now. I 
applaud the President for his strategy 
of rebalancing the focus of military 
forces and trade in the Asia-Pacific. 
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I applaud the President for doing the 
hard work of seeking TPA. These are 
never easy votes. These are never easy 
votes. But we should support what he is 
doing because it means America is 
back. We are engaging again. We are 
not leading from behind. We are lead- 
ing the way countless administrations 
in the past have done with regard to 
global trade. 

This will enable us to determine our 
future, to drive it, not react to it. I 
urge my colleagues to vote for this 
TPA bill because it is a vote for Amer- 
ican leadership. 

I also urge my colleagues to vote for 
the amendment that is going to help 
many small businesses throughout the 
United States and coastal communities 
and our strong fishing communities. 

My amendment will strengthen the 
TPA bill, and I encourage all my col- 
leagues to support that amendment as 
well. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to enter into a col- 
loquy with Senator HATCH and Senator 
WYDEN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SMALL BUSINESS AND TRADE 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I appreciate the 
chairman’s leadership on the trade pro- 
motion authority, TPA, legislation. As 
he has said, this bill creates the proc- 
ess by which the administration can 
negotiate trade agreements that have 
the potential to enhance trade opportu- 
nities for American businesses. The 
ability to reach new markets is critical 
for ensuring that American businesses 
can compete in a global marketplace. 

Trade has become increasingly vital 
for small businesses looking to diver- 
sify and grow. And yet, even though 95 
percent of the world’s customers live 
overseas, less than 1 percent of small- 
and medium-sized businesses in the 
United States sell to global markets. 
By comparison, over 40 percent of large 
businesses sell their products overseas. 

As ranking member of the Small 
Business Committee, one of my prior- 
ities is narrowing that gap. I believe 
that, as we consider expanding trade 
relationships, we must make sure that 
small businesses have a seat at the 
table and the support they need to 
reach global markets and compete 
internationally. 

Does the chairman agree? 

Mr. HATCH. I thank the Senator 
from New Hampshire. Yes, I agree 
wholeheartedly. Small businesses are a 
vital part of promoting international 
trade. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I thank the chair- 
man. To that end, I have filed an 
amendment, amendment No. 1227, that 
would take a number of steps to ensure 
that our small businesses benefit from 
international trade and potential new 
trade agreements. 

Although I understand that we will 
not have an opportunity to amend the 
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TPA legislation, I hope to work with 
the chairman to ensure that this 
amendment is included in H.R. 644 or a 
similar bill as reported by a conference 
committee to reauthorize trade facili- 
tation and trade enforcement functions 
and activities. 

Mr. HATCH. The Senator has my 
commitment to work with her to do so. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I thank the chair- 
man. I appreciate his support for this 
amendment. 

Does the ranking member agree that 
we should ensure that small businesses 
are supported as part of our trade agen- 
da? 

Mr. WYDEN. I do, and I support the 
amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire that would make sure that 
we engage small businesses as part of 
our efforts on international trade. I 
also look forward to working with her 
to do everything possible to get this 
amendment included in H.R. 644. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I thank the ranking 
member. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SASSE). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


— 


MORNING BUSINESS 


TRIBUTE TO BOB SCHIEFFER 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
later this month, a man we have all be- 
come accustomed to welcoming into 
our living rooms will leave behind a 
decades-long journalistic career and 
embark on a new journey with his wife, 
Pat. 

Bob Lloyd Schieffer has been a Pen- 
tagon reporter. He has served as a 
State Department reporter. He has cov- 
ered the White House. And he has 
roamed the halls of the Capitol as a 
congressional reporter. 

It is rare to see any journalist serve 
in all four of the big DC national as- 
signments. But Bob Schieffer has. 

Bob has interviewed every President 
since Nixon. He has moderated debates 
between Kerry and Bush, between 
Obama and McCain, and most recently 
between Obama and Romney. He has 
won just about every award possible in 
broadcast journalism, including a few 
Emmys. And he has turned out chart- 
topping hits, like “TV Anchorman,” as 
the front man for a honky-tonk band. 

Perhaps that is the passion Bob will 
follow in retirement. We will see. 

But here is one thing we do know: 
Bob Schieffer is one of the most famous 
Horned Frogs ever to graduate from his 
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beloved TCU. It is no wonder Bob 
Schieffer’s alma mater elected to name 
its School of Journalism after the man 
who hosts CBS’ “Face the Nation” 
every Sunday. 

I have been a guest on his show many 
times. He can ask tough questions. But 
he is fair. 

The last time I appeared with Bob, 
we talked about the new majority’s 
drive to restore the Senate. He later 
shared his view on our efforts with his 
audience. 

“What's happening is by no means on 
the scale of an Old Testament mir- 
acle,” he said. 

“But,” he noted, “Every journey be- 
gins with a first step.” 

I agree with him. It is not like we are 
parting the Potomac. But we are get- 
ting the Senate moving again, debating 
again, amending again, and working 
again. I think it is good for our coun- 
try. 

Perhaps Bob might take some of his 
own advice as he looks to the future 
too. 

Because every journey does begin 
with a first step. 

So whatever it is Bob ultimately 
chooses to do in retirement, whether it 
is penning a memoir or cutting more 
honky-tonk hits, it all begins with that 
first step. He will take it on May 31, 
when he signs off for the last time. 

Iam sure it will be a bittersweet mo- 
ment for him. But it is a step he is 
likely to ultimately welcome after so 
many years in the spotlight. The Sen- 
ate wishes him all the best in retire- 
ment. 


EE 


CELEBRATING RABBI YOCHEVED 
MINTZ OF CONGREGATION P’NAI 
TIKVAH 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today 
in celebration of Rabbi Yocheved 
Mintz’ 10th anniversary with Congrega- 
tion P’nai Tikvah in Las Vegas, NV. 
Through her dedication to serving oth- 
ers, Rabbi Mintz has helped further 
Congregation P’nai Tikvah’s commit- 
ment to providing an inclusive and 
open environment for spiritual devel- 
opment. I am appreciative of her tre- 
mendous efforts on behalf of the Jewish 
community and the city of Las Vegas. 

Rabbi Mintz’ many leadership roles 
demonstrate the seriousness with 
which she takes her duties as a spir- 
itual leader, as well as her compassion 
and willingness to devote much of her 
time to helping others. Within the Jew- 
ish community, her responsibilities in- 
clude president of the Mintz Family 
Foundation for Creative Jewish Edu- 
cation and serving on numerous 
boards, such as the Jewish Family 
Services Agency and Rabbis for Reli- 
gious Freedom and Equality in Israel. 
Rabbi Mintz also brings her years of 
experience in Jewish education to the 
community through her work as found- 
ing board chair for the Florence A. 
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Melton School for Adult Jewish Edu- 
cation. As the first female president of 
the Las Vegas Board of Rabbis, Rabbi 
Mintz is an inspiration to many young 
Jewish girls and women who aspire to 
become Rabbis and leaders within their 
communities. In line with Congrega- 
tion P’nai Tikvah’s commitment to 
fostering a welcoming environment for 
religious life, Rabbi Mintz is a board 
member of the Interfaith Council of 
Southern Nevada and the Clark County 
Ministerial Association. 

For decades, Rabbi Mintz has pro- 
vided opportunities for religious edu- 
cation to Jews of all ages, and I am 
pleased to stand today in celebration of 
the 10 years she has devoted to Con- 
gregation P’nai Tikvah in Las Vegas. I 
congratulate Rabbi Mintz and Con- 
gregation P’nai Tikvah on this impor- 
tant anniversary. 


EE 


LEGISLATION PROTECTING VIC- 
TIMS OF SEXUAL VIOLENCE AND 
HUMAN TRAFFICKING 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, on the 
floor yesterday, the majority leader 
claimed that last Congress, Senate 
Democrats ‘‘failed to bring any traf- 
ficking legislation to the floor.” 

I do not normally do this, but I must 
correct the record. The facts are ex- 
actly the opposite, and the Senate’s 
history must be clear on this. 

Last Congress, despite the opposition 
of the majority of Senate Republicans, 
including Senators MCCONNELL and 
CORNYN, Senate Democrats reauthor- 
ized our Nation’s two cornerstone 
pieces of legislation that protect vic- 
tims of sexual violence and human 
trafficking—the Violence Against 
Women Act, VAWA, and the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act, TVPA. 
Combined, these two bills reauthorized 
nearly $1 billion a year in funding for 
survivors of these horrible crimes. As 
we updated and modernized these land- 
mark laws, we listened to the survivors 
and the advocates who work with them 
every day to make sure that our legis- 
lation responded to the real needs of 
real people. We were not looking for 
gimmicks or shortcuts. Instead, we 
dedicated hours of time learning about 
what was working and what needed to 
be improved in order to best meet the 
needs of survivors. 

The end result was two bills that did 
more to prevent sexual assault and 
human trafficking and to reach more 
victims than ever before. Because of 
our comprehensive and inclusive ap- 
proach, these bills had the strong and 
vocal support of more than 1,400 local, 
State and national organizations. 

In addition to the successful reau- 
thorization of the Violence Against 
Women Act and the Trafficking Vic- 
tims Protection Act last Congress, I 
later moved a comprehensive package 
of legislation to address the issue of 
human trafficking here in the United 
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States, which included critical support 
programs directed at runaway and 
homeless youth to prevent trafficking 
in the first place. Last year that pack- 
age, which included the Justice for Vic- 
tims of Trafficking Act, as well as the 
Runaway and Homeless Youth and 
Trafficking Prevention Act, the Bring- 
ing Missing Children Home Act, and 
the Combat Human Trafficking Act, 
was reported out of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, which I chaired. I then sought 
the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to pass that bipartisan package, and 
every single Democratic Senator 
agreed. But Republicans blocked it. 
They objected to it. Senator MCCON- 
NELL failed to mention any of this yes- 
terday. 

So if such assertions are going to be 
loosely made on this floor, let the 
record be clear about who, in fact, 
stood in the way of protections for 
trafficking victims last year. Look to 
see which Members voted against the 
reauthorizations of the Violence 
Against Women Act and the Traf- 
ficking Victims Protection Act. Those 
two laws were passed with the votes of 
every Senate Democrat. And last year, 
it was Republicans who obstructed pas- 
sage of the subsequent comprehensive 
domestic antitrafficking package, sup- 
ported by every Democrat, that in- 
cluded critical trafficking prevention 
legislation. On top of all that, under 
Democratic leadership of the Senate 
Appropriations Committee, total ap- 
propriations for trafficking victims’ 
services more than doubled in fiscal 
year 2015, rising from $28.1 million to 
$58 million. 

When we look at the facts, it is sim- 
ply outrageous and laughable to sug- 
gest Senate Democrats did not support 
antitrafficking efforts last Congress. 
These facts matter and I cannot allow 
revisionist history to muddy the ac- 
complishments we and so many advo- 
cates fought for in the last Congress. 

Regrettably, the newly empowered 
Senate Republicans have not continued 
the same survivor-led approach we 
took in the last Congress to pass 
VAWA and the TVPA. Instead they 
sought to use a new antitrafficking 
bill, the Justice for Victims of Traf- 
ficking Act, JVTA, to expand the reach 
of the Hyde amendment and its restric- 
tions on health care for these women 
who are survivors of trafficking crimes. 
In doing so, the same Senators who 
voted against VAWA and TVPA in the 
last Congress inserted unnecessary and 
destructive politics into what was oth- 
erwise a bipartisan antitrafficking bill. 
The result was to needlessly tie the 
Senate in knots for weeks over this 
legislation. More importantly, Senate 
Republicans’ effort to expand the Hyde 
amendment undermined what should 
be the very goal of antitrafficking leg- 
islation—to help return dignity and 
self-determination to the lives of sur- 
vivors of human trafficking. That was 
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certainly the goal of our successful ef- 
fort to expand the scope of VAWA and 
TVPA to reach all victims. 

It is also the goal behind the Run- 
away and Homeless Youth and Traf- 
ficking Prevention Act that I reintro- 
duced with Senator COLLINS this Con- 
gress. This bill, which was a critical 
part of the debate last Congress and 
should remain a critical part of the de- 
bate in this Congress, aims to prevent 
young people from becoming victims of 
trafficking in the first place. We know 
runaway and homeless children are ex- 
ceptionally vulnerable to human traf- 
fickers. These children literally have 
nowhere to go. And traffickers prey on 
this vulnerability. That is why Senator 
COLLINS and I fought so hard to add 
this legislation to the JVTA. The run- 
away and homeless youth programs 
supported by our bill keep kids safe, 
save lives, and prevent human traf- 
ficking in the first place. 

I was very disappointed when our 
amendment failed to pass by just four 
votes. What was most disheartening 
was that the principal objection was 
the inclusion of an important non- 
discrimination provision to ensure that 
no child, including those who identify 
as LGBT, faces discrimination by serv- 
ice providers. But I am not giving up. I 
will keep fighting to see this legisla- 
tion passed because it is so important. 
As the Polaris Project, a leading 
antitrafficking advocacy organization, 
recently told the New York Times: 

Successful efforts to combat modern slav- 
ery must address the root causes that make 
people vulnerable in the first place. . . Until 
critical funding is reauthorized through the 
Runaway and Homeless Youth [and] Traf- 
ficking Prevention Act to support critical 
services, such as shelter beds for homeless 
kids, this population will face increased risk. 

Senator MCCONNELL and I may differ 
in our opinions, but I think it is impor- 
tant to get it right when it comes to 
facts. To say that Senate Democrats 
failed to move antitrafficking legisla- 
tion last Congress rewrites history and 
does a tremendous disservice to all of 
those victims and advocates who so re- 
cently dedicated years of their lives to 
the successful reauthorization of the 
Violence Against Women Act and the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Act, 
and to crafting a bipartisan package of 
antitrafficking legislation that was ul- 
timately blocked by Senate Repub- 
licans. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE J. WARREN 
AND LOIS McCLURE FOUNDA- 
TION ON ITS 20TH ANNIVERSARY 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am hon- 
ored to recognize the J. Warren and 
Lois McClure Foundation on the cele- 
bration of its 20th anniversary. For two 
decades, the selfless philanthropy of 
the McClure family has allowed scores 
of deserving Vermonters to pursue fi- 
nancial stability and academic success. 
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Established in 1995, the foundation 
was built upon Lois and her late hus- 
band Mac’s concept of “giving with 
warm hands.” Inspired by the idea of 
collaborative philanthropy, the 
McClures set out to give with the hope 
it would encourage benevolence among 
future generations. 

For 20 years, the foundation has col- 
laborated with private and public part- 
ners to support low-income and first- 
generation students, adult learners, 
and veterans. From providing transi- 
tion services for homeless youth, to 
promoting single parents’ education 
programs and mental health services 
for veterans, there are no bounds to the 
McClure family’s encouragement of 
life-long success. 

Institutions such as the Vermont 
State Colleges, the American Red Cross 
of Vermont, the Vermont Department 
of Libraries, the Vermont Vet to Vet 
Program, and hundreds more have ex- 
panded innovative learning programs 
as a result of the foundation. From 
cancer patients to legislators, the foun- 
dation has touched countless lives, 
while inspiring those to follow their 
dreams. 

The foundation has also been instru- 
mental in supporting historical preser- 
vation projects at the Leahy Center 
for Lake Champlain and the Lake 
Champlain Maritime Museum. The 
McClures’ vision to inspire a lifelong 
cultural and historical education for 
all Vermonters, meanwhile maintain- 
ing a commitment to environmental 
sustainability, has enhanced multiple 
facets of our State’s diverse landscape 
for generations to come. 

As someone who has met many lead- 
ers and legends within public service, I 
am continually humbled by the 
McClure family’s boundless charity and 
true dedication to supporting the com- 
mon good. 

Marcelle and I are proud to call Lois 
our dear friend, and we were blessed 
and honored to know Mac. We are for- 
ever proud of the McClures’ undying 
commitment to Vermonters, and we 
are thrilled to congratulate the founda- 
tion on 20 wonderful years of extraor- 
dinary and selfless service. 


EE 


NATIONAL MENTAL HEALTH 
AWARENESS MONTH 


Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask my 
colleagues to join me in recognizing 
May as National Mental Health Aware- 
ness Month. Sadly, mental health is a 
subject that often does not receive the 
attention it deserves in our society, de- 
spite the fact that mental illness 
touches the lives of tens of millions of 
Americans each year. Nearly 50 percent 
of American adults will develop at 
least one mental illness in their life- 
times, and in a given year, one in four 
American adults, more than 60 million 
people, experiences some form of men- 
tal illness. Of that number, approxi- 
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mately 5.8 percent suffer from a serious 
mental disorder like schizophrenia, bi- 
polar disorder, or major depression. 

Mental illness can have a devastating 
impact on an individual's overall 
health and quality of life. Those suf- 
fering from serious mental illnesses are 
not only at increased risk for chronic 
medical conditions, but they also die, 
on average, 25 years earlier than other 
Americans, due in large part to treat- 
able medical conditions. Adults with 
severe mental disorders are also much 
more likely to be impoverished, further 
limiting their access to health care 
services needed to help manage their 
illnesses. A 2012 study published in the 
Journal of Mental Health Policy and 
Economics found that the presence of a 
household member with a severe men- 
tal illness was shown to increase the 
likelihood of poverty in a home by 
more than three times. 

Mental illness also has a significant 
impact on our country’s economy. Ac- 
cording to the CDC, the economic cost 
of mental illness in the United States 
was a staggering $300 billion in 2002. 

The good news is that high-quality, 
evidence-based treatment for mental 
illnesses can be very effective. How- 
ever, fewer than half of those in need 
receive any mental health care in the 
United States. This is simply unaccept- 
able. Stigma, cost, and other barriers, 
such as limited capacity in some areas 
to serve all those in need, prevent 
many individuals from receiving nec- 
essary mental health care. It is impera- 
tive that we act to improve access to 
high-quality, evidence-based mental 
health care services in our country. 

Several weeks ago, I had the oppor- 
tunity to attend the ribbon-cutting 
ceremony for the Mosaic Integrated 
Healthcare Center, a state-of-the-art 
facility in Baltimore that will provide 
essential mental health services, sub- 
stance abuse treatment, and primary 
care services to the community. Mo- 
saic Community Services is the largest 
community-based behavioral health 
service provider in Maryland, serving 
thousands of children, adolescents, and 
adults annually. The new Integrated 
Healthcare Center will allow full im- 
plementation of Mosaic’s integrated 
care model, which addresses patients’ 
physical and behavioral health needs in 
a comprehensive, coordinated, and 
cost-saving manner. A pilot program 
based on this model, supported by a 
2010 grant from Maryland’s Community 
Health Resources Commission, resulted 
in an impressive 78 percent reduction 
in emergency room visits and urgent 
inpatient care. Mosaic’s innovative 
system is a perfect example of the ways 
in which integrated care can improve 
quality of care, result in better health 
outcomes, and help generate long-term 
cost savings. 

I am also excited to be working on an 
initiative to improve access to, and 
quality of, mental health care in our 
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country by facilitating the integration 
of mental health care services into the 
primary care setting through the col- 
laborative care model, developed by 
the late Dr. Wayne Katon, at the AIMS 
Center at the University of Wash- 
ington. 

In the collaborative care model, pri- 
mary care providers treat patients 
with common mental health disorders, 
such as depression or anxiety, with 
help from a care manager and a psy- 
chiatrist who acts a consultant, re- 
viewing patients’ progress, making 
treatment recommendations and shar- 
ing his or her expertise with the pri- 
mary care provider and care manager. 
The collaborative care model not only 
improves patient care experiences and 
outcomes, it has also been shown to re- 
duce overall health care costs. One 
large trial, which focused on depression 
care in primary care clinics in five 
States, found substantial reductions in 
overall health costs, with an overall 
rate of return on investment of $6 in 
health care costs saved for each $1 
spent on depression care. 

Mental illness affects the lives of so 
many Americans. This May, in honor 
of National Mental Health Awareness 
Month, let us commit to working to- 
gether to improve mental health care 
in our country by building on the suc- 
cess of integrated care models like the 
collaborative care model and the inno- 
vative system at Mosaic’s Integrated 
Health Center. 


TRIBUTE TO LARRY ARFT 


Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize and salute Larry Arft, the 
city manager for Beloit, WI, on the oc- 
casion of his retirement. It has been 
my pleasure to work closely with 
Larry since he started in this role in 
2003. Throughout that time, he has 
been a tireless and effective leader of 
the community. He has been a model 
public servant, and his talent and pas- 
sion will be missed by all who have 
worked with him. 

A Missouri native, Larry served in 
the U.S. Army in Vietnam. Following 
his military service, he graduated 
magna cum laude from the University 
of Missouri—St. Louis. It was there 
that his interest in local government 
was sparked by an internship with a St. 
Louis-area municipality. Since then, 
Larry has served with distinction in 
multiple communities in three States 
for more than 40 years. 

As Beloit city manager, Larry Arft 
has been the driving force behind ex- 
tensive economic development. During 
his tenure, Beloit has experienced 
strong and sustained revitalization of 
its downtown, in the Gateway Business 
Park, and along its riverfront. He has 
always been an enthusiastic partner 
with the business community, and 
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Larry proved that Beloit was—and con- 
tinues to be—a good place to do busi- 
ness. He also engaged other govern- 
ment leaders in the area, around the 
State, and in the Federal Government. 
He set an example of how things should 
be done and how people could come to- 
gether to address challenges. 


I had the privilege of working closely 
with him in efforts to secure Federal 
funding for the construction and im- 
provement of local roads and bridges, 
allowing for safer and more rapid 
transport and economic development. 
In addition, I had the pleasure of work- 
ing with him as he led efforts to create 
good jobs and attract visitors to the 
area through the development of a Be- 
loit casino. 


Larry’s work extended well beyond 
the city limits. He actively engaged 
other communities in the region and 
served as the president of the Wis- 
consin League of Municipalities, advo- 
cating for issues important to cities 
and villages. 


I am grateful for Larry Arft’s con- 
tributions to the people of Beloit and 
to the people of Wisconsin, and I thank 
him for his service. I know his presence 
and personal commitment will be 
missed. I wish him and his wife Karen 
all the best in the years ahead. 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


NATIONAL SEERSUCKER DAY 


e Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, today I 
rise in appreciation of seersucker man- 
ufacturers and enthusiasts across the 
country. I extend a Happy Seersucker 
Day. This uniquely American fashion 
has a storied history dating back to 
1909. Louisiana is proud to have played 
an important part in introducing the 
country to seersucker apparel. The 
first seersucker suit was designed by 
Joseph Haspel at his Broad Street fa- 
cility in New Orleans, LA. 


This lightweight cotton fabric, 
known for its signature pucker has 
been enjoyed by Americans from all 
walks of life during our hot summer 
months. Mr. Haspel said it best, “hot is 
hot, no matter what you do for a liv- 
ing.’’ In the 1990s, Seersucker Day was 
established by members of this cham- 
ber to honor this unique American 
fashion. I proudly resumed this tradi- 
tion last year in the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives by designating Wednes- 
day, June 11 as National Seersucker 
Day. I wish to continue this tradition 
in the U.S. Senate by designating 
Thursday, June 11 as National Seer- 
sucker Day once again. I encourage ev- 
eryone to wear seersucker on this day 
to commemorate this iconic American 
clothing.e 
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RECOGNIZING THE OPENING OF 
THE UCI-FRED HUTCH CANCER 
CENTRE 


e Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, today 
I want to congratulate the Fred Hutch- 
inson Cancer Research Center and the 
Uganda Cancer Institute for officially 
opening the UCI-Fred Hutch Cancer 
Centre in Kampala, the first com- 
prehensive cancer center jointly con- 
structed by U.S. and African cancer in- 
stitutions in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

The 25,000-square-foot regional can- 
cer center is a state-of-the-art-facility 
that can treat up to 20,000 patients a 
year and includes an adult and pedi- 
atric outpatient clinic, a specimen re- 
pository, training center, conference 
rooms, and a pharmacy. 

Uganda has a substantial cancer bur- 
den, and 6 out of 10 of the most com- 
mon cancers there are caused by infec- 
tious diseases. To address this unique 
health need, Uganda has invested in 
cancer research, training, and clinical 
care. The UCI-Fred Hutch Cancer Cen- 
tre will significantly increase patient 
access to cancer diagnosis and treat- 
ment while furthering study of cancers 
in Uganda, particularly those that are 
infection related. 

This alliance brings together two 
international leaders in the field of on- 
cology care, training, and research and 
is ideally positioned to provide Amer- 
ican and Ugandan physician scientists 
with indepth training in the treatment 
of infection-related malignancies in 
both the United States and Sub-Saha- 
ran Africa. 

The relationship between Fred Hutch 
and the UCI dates back to 2004, and the 
UCI/Hutchinson Center Cancer Alliance 
was formally established in 2008. The 
program was formed to support the de- 
velopment of a strong biomedical infra- 
structure in Uganda that would con- 
tribute to the prevention, early detec- 
tion, diagnosis, and treatment of can- 
cer and related health concerns. 

In 2008, Uganda had just one 
oncologist who treated more than 
10,000 patients a year. In response, Fred 
Hutch spearheaded an extensive med- 
ical training program that has trained 
more than 300 Ugandans and Americans 
to date in the treatment of infection- 
related cancers, including physicians, 
nurses, laboratory technicians, phar- 
macists, data specialists, and experts 
in regulatory affairs and fiscal man- 
agement. Today, the number of prac- 
ticing oncologists in Uganda has in- 
creased twelvefold. 

The UCI-Fred Hutch Cancer Centre is 
funded in part by two grants for which 
I was proud to advocate totaling $1.4 
million from the U.S. Agency for Inter- 
national Development (through the 
American Schools and Hospitals 
Abroad Program), as well as an $8.6 
million investment from Fred Hutch. 
The Ugandan Government has sup- 
ported the collaboration through dona- 
tions of land, provision of funding for 
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personnel and equipment, and tech- 
nical support. 

I am proud to work with Fred Hutch 
in their effort to bring cutting-edge 
cancer care to patients and families all 
around the globe. This joint venture 
with UCI has the potential to dras- 
tically improve the lives of many peo- 
ple, both in Uganda and worldwide. I 
am proud that my State of Washington 
is home to Fred Hutch, and I applaud 
them and the Uganda Cancer Institute 
for their cross-national effort to effect 
this critical change.e 


— 


LEONARD SCHOOL OF MUSIC 70TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


e Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, 1 would 
like to congratulate and honor the 
Leonard School of Music in North 
Charleston, SC, for their 70th anniver- 
sary. In 1945, the Leonard School of 
Music was founded by Mr. Patrick 
Leonard, who became a Charlestonian 
early in his life. He was a tromobonist 
for the prestigious Armco Band and the 
Circus Corporation of America. After 
traveling to Charleston with the cir- 
cus, he fell in love with the city and ul- 
timately started the Leonard School of 
Music. Mr. Patrick Leonard eventually 
retired from his leadership role at the 
school and passed it on to his son, Dan 
Leonard. 

Mr. Dan Leonard is a recognized ex- 
pert in the field of music education. 
His work has received State, national, 
and international acclaim. He has 
taught and directed bands of all levels: 
elementary, junior high, high school, 
and college. Many of Mr. Leonard's stu- 
dents are accomplished musicians and 
teachers. His specialized rhythm ap- 
proach has inspired Leonard School in- 
structors’ teaching strategies. 

The Leonard School of Music became 
a nonprofit organization in 2010. The 
school’s mission is to provide solid 
music education for all Lowcountry 
youth regardless of race, creed, or fi- 
nancial standing. On May 23, 2015, the 
Leonard School of Music will celebrate 
70 years of music excellence. I applaud 
Patrick and Dan Leonard for their ex- 
pertise in music education, and there- 
fore recognize the Leonard School of 
Music’s accomplishment.e 


Ee 


REMEMBERING SID McDONALD 


e Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the life of Sid McDonald 
of Arab, AL, who passed away on May 
15, 2015. He will be remembered as a 
skilled businessman who was com- 
mitted to bettering his community and 
State through public service. 

Sid was born in Springfield, AL. He 
earned a degree from the School of 
Commerce and Business at the Univer- 
sity of Alabama in 1961. However, his 
time at the University of Alabama goes 
well beyond his days as a student. He 
was a member of the University of Ala- 
bama board of trustees from 1992 to 
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2008, and served as the pro tempore of 
the board from 1999 to 2002. 

Sid began his career in public service 
when he was named to the Alabama 
Commission on Higher Education in 
1970, the year that it was created. He 
had a passion for education and was in- 
strumental in establishing the Arab 
City School system where he became 
the first board chairman. Sid served 
the people of Marshall County in the 
Alabama House of Representatives for 
two terms and also served in the Ala- 
bama Senate from 1975 to 1979. He later 
served as Alabama’s finance director 
under Governor Fob James from 1980 to 
1982. 

After graduating from the University 
of Alabama, Sid began his successful 
business career. He became president of 
Brindlee Mountain Telephone Com- 
pany, which he managed until it was 
sold in 2000. In 1983, he founded 
DeltaCom, a statewide long-distance 
telephone company, serving as its 
chairman until it was sold in 1996. He 
was one of the first outside members of 
the board of directors of Intergraph 
Corporation from 1997 until 2006. Most 
recently, he led the start-up of CBX 
Holding, LLC (Cold Box), an Arab pro- 
ducer and marketer of temperature 
controlled cargo containers. In addi- 
tion to his many business adventures, 
he was very active in commercial and 
residential real estate development. 

Sid’s accomplishments and contribu- 
tions to the State of Alabama have not 
gone unnoticed. He was elected in 2001 
to the Alabama Academy of Honor’s 
One Hundred Living Alabamians and 
was elected to the Alabama Business 
Hall of Fame in 2010. The University of 
Alabama also dedicated a facility on 
campus in his honor, Sid McDonald 
Hall. 

I offer my deepest condolences to 
Sid’s wife Jane Plunkett McDonald, 
and to all of their loved ones as they 
celebrate his many life accomplish- 
ments and mourn this great loss.e 


a 


RECOGNIZING DOWNS 
ENTERPRISE, LLC 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, in order 
to pursue the American dream in to- 
day's regulatory climate, small busi- 
nesses owners and entrepreneurs re- 
quire a variety of administrative and 
support services. Often, they are able 
to offer a helping hand to each other, 
building important relationships and 
creating economic opportunity across 
the board. Small Business of the Week, 
Downs Enterprise of Bastrop, LA, is 
providing these crucial services to fel- 
low small businesses, entrepreneurs, 
and veterans throughout northeast 
Louisiana. 

Troy Downs, founder of Downs Enter- 
prise, LLC, has been assisting small 
business owners in northeast Louisiana 
for nearly 14 years. In 2001 Downs 
opened his namesake consulting busi- 
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ness, focusing on managing, con- 
sulting, and developing local small 
businesses through financial, real es- 
tate, and logistical services. After 
nearly 10 years of success, Downs vis- 
ited the Louisiana Small Business De- 
velopment Center, LSBDC, at the Uni- 
versity of Louisiana-Monroe, located in 
Monroe, LA, with a financial manage- 
ment and business development and ex- 
pansion plan. Downs took advantage of 
all the LSBDC had to offer, attending 
every seminar and networking event 
available to him, even if not directly 
related to his business. Downs believed 
that just his being there would put him 
in a position to learn, and it worked— 
a sentiment that he now passes along 
to the businesses he consults. Through 
Downs Enterprise, LLC, Troy and his 
team have assisted in starting and 
managing over 25 successful businesses, 
created 50 jobs, and counseled over 100 
individuals in the process of starting 
and maintaining a healthy business. 

After years of successfully guiding 
individuals through the hoops of start- 
ing and maintaining a business, Downs, 
a 25-year serviceman of the U.S. Army, 
saw the need for such a consulting 
service geared towards our Nation’s 
brave servicemen and women. After ex- 
periencing the difficulties servicemen 
and women have in adjusting back to a 
civilian lifestyle, the Downs Founda- 
tion was born. Today, the Downs Foun- 
dation continues their original goal of 
assisting veterans in small business de- 
velopment, while also providing serv- 
ices in credit restoration, preparation 
for jobs, and counseling services. 
Down’s work in northeast Louisiana 
has earned him the distinguished honor 
of being recognized as the 2015 Veteran 
Small Business Champion by Louisiana 
Economic Development and the U.S. 
Small Business Administration. 

Congratulations again to Downs En- 
terprise for being selected as Small 
Business of the Week. Thank you for 
your continued commitment not only 
to your community, but also to your 
fellow brothers and sisters of the mili- 
tary.e 


— 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


— A 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 
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MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 10:15 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 880. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to simplify and make 
permanent the research credit. 

H.R. 1806. An act to provide for techno- 
logical innovation through the prioritization 
of Federal investment in basic research, fun- 
damental scientific discovery, and develop- 
ment to improve the competitiveness of the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 202(a) of the Vet- 
erans Access, Choice, and Account- 
ability Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-146), 
and the order of the House of January 
6, 2015, the Speaker appoints the fol- 
lowing individuals on the part of the 
House of Representatives to the Com- 
mission on Care: Mr. David P. Blom of 
Columbus, Ohio, Mr. Darin Selnick of 
Oceanside, California, and Dr. Toby 
Cosgrove of Cleveland, Ohio. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 276h, and the 
order of the House of January 6, 2015, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Members of the House of Representa- 
tives to the Mexico-United States 
Interparliamentary Group: Ms. LINDA 
T. SANCHEZ of California, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. POLIS of Colorado, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, and Mrs. 
TORRES of California. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 4412, and the 
order of the House of January 6, 2015, 
the Speaker reappoints the following 
Member on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the Board of Trust- 
ees of the Institute of American Indian 
and Alaska Native Culture and Arts 
Development: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of 
New Mexico. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 1:05 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

S. 178. An act to provide justice for the vic- 
tims of trafficking. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. HATCH). 


At 2:36 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2496. An act to extend the authoriza- 
tion for the replacement of the existing De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
in Denver, Colorado, to make certain im- 
provements in the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014, and for other 
purposes. 


At 6:28 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
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Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 1735. An act to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 


SE 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 1806. An act to provide for techno- 
logical innovation through the prioritization 
of Federal investment in basic research, fun- 
damental scientific discovery, and develop- 
ment to improve the competitiveness of the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 


ee 


MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 


The following bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 2353. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 


The following bill was read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 1735. An act to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 


Se 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, May 21, 2015, she had 
presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled 
bill: 

S. 178. An act to provide justice for the vic- 
tims of trafficking. 


EE 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 

Special Report entitled ‘‘Report on the 
Legislative Activities of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation During the 113th Congress” (Rept. No. 
114-50). 

By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
without amendment: 

S. 143. A bill to allow for improvements to 
the United States Merchant Marine Acad- 
emy and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114- 
51). 

S. 808. A bill to establish the Surface 
Transportation Board as an independent es- 
tablishment, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 114-52). 
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By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute: 

H.R. 615. A bill to amend the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 to require the Under Sec- 
retary for Management of the Department of 
Homeland Security to take administrative 
action to achieve and maintain interoperable 
communications capabilities among the 
components of the Department of Homeland 
Security, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
114-53). 

By Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee 
on Appropriations, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute: 

H.R. 2028. A bill making appropriations for 
energy and water development and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 114-54). 

By Mr. COCHRAN, from the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

Special Report entitled ‘‘Allocation to 
Subcommittees of Budget Totals from the 
Concurrent Resolution for Fiscal Year 2016” 
(Rept. No. 114-55). 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute: 

S. 335. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to improve 529 plans (Rept. 
No. 114-56). 

By Mr. KIRK, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, with an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute: 

H.R. 2029. A bill making appropriations for 
military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 114-57). 

By Mr. CORKER, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, without amendment and 
with a preamble: 

S. Res. 87. A resolution to express the sense 
of the Senate regarding the rise of anti-Sem- 
itism in Europe and to encourage greater co- 
operation with the European governments, 
the European Union, and the Organization 
for Security and Co-operation in Europe in 
preventing and responding to anti-Semitism. 

By Mr. CORKER, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute: 

S. 802. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
State and the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment to provide assistance to support the 
rights of women and girls in developing 
countries, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, with- 
out amendment: 

S. 1417. An original bill to reauthorize the 
United States Grain Standards Act, and for 
other purposes. 


— 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. CORKER for the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

*Paul A. Folmsbee, of Oklahoma, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex- 
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Mali. 

Nominee: Paul A. Folmsbee. 

Post: Mali. 

The following is a list of all members of 
my Immediate family and their spouses. I 
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have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in- 
formation contained in this report is com- 
plete and accurate. 

Contributions; amount; date; and donee: 

Self: 0. 

Spouse: 0. 

Children and Spouses names: 0. 

Parents Names: 0. 

Grandparents Names: 0. 

Brothers and Spouses Names: 0. 

Sisters and Spouses Names: 0. 

*Cassandra Q. Butts, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to the Commonwealth of The Baha- 
mas. 

Nominee: Cassandra Q. Butts. 

Post: The Bahamas (Commonwealth). 

The following is a list of all members of 
my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in- 
formation contained in this report is com- 
plete and accurate. 

Contributions; amount; date; and donee: 

1. Self: $250.00; 2004; Barack Obama (Sen- 
ate); $250.00; 2006; DCCC. 

2. Spouse: N/A. 

3. Children and Spouses: N/A. 

4. Parents: Mae A. Karim: $500.00; 2008; 
Barack Obama (President). 

5. Grandparents: N/A. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: N/A. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: Deidra & Frank Ab- 
bott: $200.00; 2008; Barack Obama (President). 

*Stafford Fitzgerald Haney, of New Jersey, 
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of America 
to the Republic of Costa Rica. 

Nominee: Stafford Fitzgerald Haney. 

Post: U.S. Ambassador to Republic of 
Costa Rica. 

The following is a list of all members of 
my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in- 
formation contained in this report is com- 
plete and accurate. 

Contributions, Amount, Date, and Donee: 

1. Self: $5,200, 2014, Kaine for Virginia; 
$10,000, 2014, Democratic National Com- 
mittee; $2,600, 2014, Menendez for New Jer- 
sey; $49,000, 2013, Presidential Inaugural. 

Committee 2013: $2,000, 2012, Democratic 
Party of Virginia; $1,104, 2012, Democratic 
Party of Wisconsin; $644, 2012, Colorado 
Democratic Party; $1,380, 2012, Democratic 
Executive. 

Committee of Florida: $920, 2012, Iowa 
Democratic Party; $920, 2012, Nevada State 
Democratic Party; $276, 2012, New Hampshire 
Democratic. 

Party: $2,208, 2012, Ohio Democratic Party; 
$276, 2012, Pennsylvania Democratic Party; 


$40,000, 2012, Obama Victory Fund 2012; 
$30,800, 2012, Democratic National Com- 
mittee; $644, 2012, N Carolina Democratic 
Party; $2,500, 2012, Menendez for Senate; 


$5,000, 2011, Obama for America; $35,800, 2011, 
Obama Victory Fund 2012; $30,800, 2011, 
Democratic National Committee; $5,000, 2011, 
Gillibrand for Senate; $5,000, 2011, Kaine for 
Virginia; $2,500, 2011, Menendez for Senate; 
$30,400, 2010, Democratic National Com- 
mittee; $500, 2010, Ben Chandler for Congress. 

2. Spouse: Andrea R Haney: $5,000, 2011, 
Kaine for Virginia; $30,400, 2010, Democratic 
National Committee. 
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3. Children and Spouses: Asher D. Haney— 
none; Nava S. Haney—none; Eden N. Haney— 
none; Shaia A. Haney—none. 

4. Parents: Sandra Haney Hogan—deceased; 
William Chester Haney—deceased. 

5. Grandparents: Della Mae Scott—de- 
ceased; James D Brabson—deceased; Oliver 
Joseph Haney—deceased; Grace Tuggelle— 
deceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: 
Haney—deceased. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: None. 


Joseph M. 


*Charles C. Adams, Jr., of Maryland, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of America 
to the Republic of Finland. 

Nominee: Charies C. Adams, Jr. 

Post: Ambassador to the Republic of Fin- 
land. 

(The following is a list of all members of 
my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to Inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in- 
formation contained in this report is com- 
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 

1. Self: $32500, 2009, Democratic Nat'1 Com- 
mittee; $1000, 2009, Evan Bayh Committee; 
$500, 2009, Eric Massa for Congress; $30400, 
2010, Democratic Nat’l Committee; $1000, 
2010, Bennet for Colorado; $2400, 2010, Friends 
for Harry Reid; $30800, 2011, Democratic Nat'1 
Committee; $5000, 2011, Obama for America; 
$9200, 2011, Swing State Victory Fund; $5000, 
2011, Kaine for Virginia; $2500, 2011, Akin 
Gump PAC; $30800, 2012, Obama Victory 
Fund; $1000, 2012, Gillibrand for Senate; $600, 
2012, Clyde Williams for Congress; $5000, 2012, 
Akin Gump PAC; $1000, 2012, DSCC; $1000, 
2012, Andrei Cherny for Arizona; $1000, 2014, 
Mark Warner for Virginia; $2000, 2014, Com- 
mon Ground PAC; $500, 2014, Nunn for Geor- 
gia; $2600, 2014, Friends of Don Beyer; $1000, 
2014, Democrats Abroad; $1000, 2014, DSCC; 
$5000, 2014, Akin Gump PAC. 

2. Spouse: Vera Risteski-Adams: None. 

3. Children and Spouses: Matthew Andrew 
Adams: $5000, 2011, Kaine for Virginia; $1000, 
2011, Obama for America; $9000 2012 DNC; 
$13000, 2012, Obama Victory Fund; Maya 
Adrian Adams, None. 

4. Parents: Charles C. Adams: Deceased. 
Florence Adams: Deceased. 

5. Grandparents: Charles C. Adams: De- 
ceased. Nellie M. Adams: Deceased. David 
Schneider: Deceased. Mary Schneider, De- 
ceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: Andrew M. 
Adams: Deceased. Kenneth A. Adams: None. 
Joanne K. Adams: None. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: Adrian Adams Sow: 
Deceased. Diabé Sow: None. Christine 
Adams: None. Peter De Bolla: None. 

*Mary Catherine Phee, of Illinois, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex- 
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
South Sudan. 

(The financial disclosure information for 
Mary Catherine Phee may be found on page 
7832 of the May 22, 2015, Congressional 
Record.) 

*Matthew T. McGuire, of the District of 
Columbia, to be United States Executive Di- 
rector of the International Bank for Recon- 
struction and Development for a term of two 
years. 

*Gentry O. Smith, of North Carolina, a Ca- 
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Director of 
the Office of Foreign Missions, and to have 
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the rank of Ambassador during his tenure of 
service. 


Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Foreign Relations I re- 
port favorably the following nomina- 
tion lists which were printed in the 
RECORDS on the dates indicated, and 
ask unanimous consent, to save the ex- 
pense of reprinting on the Executive 
Calendar that these nominations lie at 
the Secretary’s desk for the informa- 
tion of Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Foreign Service nomination of Douglas A. 
Koneff. 

Foreign Service nomination of Judy R. 
Reinke. 

Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Brian C. Brisson and ending with Cath- 
erine M. Werner, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on March 4, 2015. 

Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Peter J. Olson and ending with Nicolas 
Rubio, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record on April 15, 2015. 

Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Craig A. Anderson and ending with 
Henry Kaminski, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on April 15, 2015. 

Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Anthony S. Amatos and ending with 
Elena Zlatnik, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on April 15, 2015. 

*Nomination was reported with rec- 
ommendation that it be confirmed sub- 
ject to the nominee's commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes- 
tify before any duly constituted com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


— A 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. DUR- 
BIN, and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 1409. A bill to amend title XIX of the So- 
cial Security Act to require States to sus- 
pend, rather than terminate, an individual's 
eligibility for medical assistance under the 
State Medicaid plan while such individual is 
an inmate of a public institution; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

S. 1410. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide grants to improve the 
treatment of substance use disorders; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mrs. ERNST (for herself, Mr. KIRK, 
and Mr. RUBIO): 

S. 1411. A bill to amend the Act of August 
25, 1958, commonly known as the “Former 
Presidents Act of 1958”, with respect to the 
monetary allowance payable to a former 
President, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANKEN (for himself, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. COLLINS, 
and Mr. KING): 
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S. 1412. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to qualify homeless youth 
and veterans who are full-time students for 
purposes of the low income housing tax cred- 
it; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. COATS (for himself and Mr. 
HATCH): 

S. 1413. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to improve compliance in 
higher education tax benefits; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 1414. A bill to amend the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act to add Rhode Island to the Mid-Atlantic 
Fishery Management Council; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

By Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself and Mr. 
KING): 

S. 1415. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify the definition of 
large employer for purposes of applying the 
employer mandate; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. FLAKE (for himself, 
McCAIN, Mr. LEE, and Mr. HATCH): 

S. 1416. A bill to amend title 54, United 
States Code, to limit the authority to re- 
serve water rights in designating a national 
monument; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: 

S. 1417. An original bill to reauthorize the 
United States Grain Standards Act, and for 
other purposes; from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry; placed on 
the calendar. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY: 

S. 1418. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to provide an Inspector General 
for the judicial branch, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. UDALL, Mr. HEINRICH, 
and Ms. HEITKAMP): 

S. 1419. A bill to promote the academic 
achievement of American Indian, Alaska Na- 
tive, and Native Hawaiian children with the 
establishment of a Native American lan- 
guage grant program; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Ms. CANTWELL: 

S. 1420. A bill to amend the Department of 
Energy Organization Act to provide for the 
collection of information on critical energy 
supplies, to establish a Working Group on 
Energy Markets, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 1421. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to authorize a 6- 
month extension of certain exclusivity peri- 
ods in the case of approved drugs that are 
subsequently approved for a new indication 
to prevent, diagnose, or treat a rare disease 
or condition, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and Mr. 
BOOKER): 

S. 1422. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Energy to establish a comprehensive pro- 
gram to improve education and training for 
energy- and manufacturing-related jobs to 
increase the number of skilled workers 
trained to work in energy and manufac- 
turing-related fields, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 

S. 1423. A bill to designate certain Federal 

lands in California as wilderness, and for 


Mr. 
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other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. KIRK, 
and Mr. PETERS): 

S. 1424. A bill to prohibit the sale or dis- 
tribution of cosmetics containing synthetic 
plastic microbeads; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. CAPITO: 

S. 1425. A bill to promote new manufac- 
turing in the United States by providing for 
greater transparency and timeliness in ob- 
taining necessary permits, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself and Mr. 
WICKER): 

S. 1426. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for the participation 
of physical therapists in the National Health 
Service Corps Loan Repayment Program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. STABENOW: 

S. 1427. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to facilitate increased 
coordination and alignment between the 
public and private sector with respect to 
quality and efficiency measures; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. HEIN- 
RICH): 

S. 1428. A bill to amend the USEC Privat- 
ization Act to require the Secretary of En- 
ergy to issue a long-term Federal excess ura- 
nium inventory management plan, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Ms. STABE- 
now, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. COCHRAN, and Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR): 

S. 1429. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the deduct- 
ibility of charitable contributions to agricul- 
tural research organizations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. NELSON (for himself and Mr. 
MARKEY): 

S. 1480. A bill to improve the ability of the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration, the Coast Guard, and coastal States 
to sustain healthy ocean and coastal eco- 
systems by maintaining and sustaining their 
capabilities relating to oil spill prepared- 
ness, prevention, response, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. MANCHIN (for himself, Mr. 
KING, and Mrs. CAPITO): 

S. 1481. A bill to provide for increased Fed- 
eral oversight of prescription opioid treat- 
ment and assistance to States in reducing 
opioid abuse, diversion, and deaths; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. CANTWELL: 

S. 1482. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Energy to conduct a study on the tech- 
nology, potential lifecycle energy savings, 
and economic impact of recycled carbon 
fiber, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
HOEVEN, Ms. MURKOWSKI, and Mr. 
BOOKER): 

S. 1433. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to improve highway safety and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. HEINRICH: 

S. 1434. A bill to amend the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 to establish 
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an energy storage portfolio standard, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CASEY: 

S. 1435. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to promote awareness of organ 
donation and the need to increase the pool of 
available organs; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
HELLER): 

S. 1486. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Interior to take land into trust for cer- 
tain Indian tribes, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. TILLIS, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. ENZI, and Mr. BURR): 

S. 1437. A bill to amend title 32, United 
States Code, to authorize and provide flexi- 
bility for the use of the National Guard for 
support of civilian firefighting activities; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Mr. GARD- 


NER, Mrs. ERNST, Mr. BURR, Mr. 
JOHNSON, Mr. TILLIS, and Mr. HELL- 
ER): 


S. 1488. A bill to allow women greater ac- 
cess to safe and effective contraception; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and 
Mr. REED): 

S. 1439. A bill to amend part E of title IV 
of the Social Security Act to allow States 
that provide foster care for children up to 
age 21 to serve former foster youths through 
age 23 under the John H. Chafee Foster Care 
Independence Program; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. WYDEN: 

S. 1440. A bill to amend the Federal Credit 
Union Act to exclude a loan secured by a 
non-owner occupied 1- to 4-family dwelling 
from the definition of a member business 
loan, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
SCHATZ): 

S. 1441. A bill to prevent the militarization 
of Federal, State, and local law enforcement 
by Federal excess property transfers and 
grant programs; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr. 
BOOKER): 

S. 1442. A bill to amend the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act to strike a provision relating 
to the budget neutrality of any renegotiated 
Standard Reinsurance Agreement; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1443. A bill to amend the Indian Employ- 
ment, Training and Related Services Dem- 
onstration Act of 1992 to facilitate the abil- 
ity of Indian tribes to integrate the employ- 
ment, training, and related services from di- 
verse Federal sources, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN, and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 1444. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to reduce the rate of tax re- 
garding the taxation of distilled spirits; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Ms. 
CANTWELL): 

S. 1445. A bill to improve the Microloan 
Program of the Small Business Administra- 
tion; to the Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship. 

By Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself and Ms. 
COLLINS): 
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S. 1446. A bill to establish the Stop, Ob- 
serve, Ask, and Respond to Health and 
Wellness Training pilot program to address 
human trafficking in the health care system; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. COONS (for himself and Ms. 
COLLINS): 

S. 1447. A bill to provide for the implemen- 
tation of a Sustainable Chemistry Program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 1448. A bill to designate the Frank 
Moore Wild Steelhead Sanctuary in the 
State of Oregon; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself and 
Mr. PETERS): 

S. 1449. A bill to amend the Energy Inde- 
pendence and Security Act of 2007 to add cer- 
tain medium-duty and heavy-duty vehicles 
to the advanced technology vehicles manu- 
facturing incentive program; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. HIRONO: 

S. 1450. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to allow the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs to modify the hours of employ- 
ment of physicians and physician assistants 
employed on a full-time basis by the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. HIRONO: 

S. 1451. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to adjudicate and pay sur- 
vivor’s benefits without requiring the filing 
of a formal claim, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. HIRONO: 

S. 1452. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to expand eligibility for reim- 
bursements for emergency medical treat- 
ment and to require that the Department of 
Veterans Affairs be treated as a partici- 
pating provider for the recovery of the costs 
of certain medical care, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 

S. 1453. A bill to amend part B of title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to apply 
deemed enrollment to residents of Puerto 
Rico and to provide a special enrollment pe- 
riod and a reduction in the late enrollment 
penalties for certain residents of Puerto 
Rico; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Mr. 
BLUNT): 

S. 1454. A bill to enhance interstate com- 
merce by creating a National Hiring Stand- 
ard for Motor Carriers; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 


ee 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, and Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. Res. 183. A resolution calling for suspen- 
sion of construction of artificial land forma- 
tions on islands, reefs, shoals, and other fea- 
tures of the Spratly Islands and for a peace- 
ful and multilateral resolution to the South 
China Sea territorial dispute; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. MARKEY, 
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Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. 
WARREN, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. UDALL, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. 
STABENOW, Mr. PETERS, Mr. CASEY, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
CARDIN, and Mr. DURBIN): 

S. Res. 184. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate that conversion therapy, 
including efforts by mental health practi- 
tioners to change the sexual orientation, 
gender identity, or gender expression of an 
individual, is dangerous and harmful and 
should be prohibited from being practiced on 
minors; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. REID, 
Mrs. MuRRAY, Mr. KAINE, Mr. KIRK, 
Mr. HELLER, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. CARDIN, 
Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. CASEY, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. MARKEY, and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. Res. 185. A resolution recognizing the 
significance of May 2015 as Asian/Pacific 
American Heritage Month and as an impor- 
tant time to celebrate the significant con- 
tributions of Asian Americans and Pacific Is- 
landers to the history of the United States; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER): 

S. Res. 186. A resolution designating the 
week of May 17 through May 23, 2015, as ‘‘Na- 
tional Public Works Week”; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
ISAKSON, and Mr. SCHATZ): 

S. Res. 187. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of the month of May 2015, 
as “National Bladder Cancer Awareness 
Month’’; considered and agreed to. 


a 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 171 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
171, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for coverage 
under the beneficiary travel program of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs of 
certain disabled veterans for travel in 
connection with certain special disabil- 
ities rehabilitation, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 197 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 197, a bill to amend the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 to award grants to States to im- 
prove delivery of high-quality assess- 
ments, and for other purposes. 

S. 241 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
241, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the pay- 
ment of temporary compensation to a 
surviving spouse of a veteran upon the 
death of the veteran, and for other pur- 
poses. 
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S. 280 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 280, a bill to improve the efficiency, 
management, and interagency coordi- 
nation of the Federal permitting proc- 
ess through reforms overseen by the 
Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, and for other purposes. 
S. 293 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
293, a bill to amend the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 to establish a proce- 
dure for approval of certain settle- 
ments. 
S. 352 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) Was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 352, a bill to amend section 50004 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide an additional religious exemp- 
tion from the individual health cov- 
erage mandate, and for other purposes. 
S. 423 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
423, a bill to amend the Gramm-Leach- 
Bliley Act to provide an exception to 
the annual written privacy notice re- 
quirement. 
S. 441 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 441, a bill to amend the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to 
clarify the Food and Drug Administra- 
tion’s jurisdiction over certain tobacco 
products, and to protect jobs and small 
businesses involved in the sale, manu- 
facturing and distribution of tradi- 
tional and premium cigars. 
S. 453 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 453, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide grants to 
States to streamline State require- 
ments and procedures for veterans with 
military emergency medical training 
to become civilian emergency medical 
technicians. 
S. 607 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 607, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to provide 
for a five-year extension of the rural 
community hospital demonstration 
program, and for other purposes. 
S. 626 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 626, a bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to cover physician 
services delivered by podiatric physi- 
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cians to ensure access by Medicaid 
beneficiaries to appropriate quality 
foot and ankle care, to amend title 
XVIII of such Act to modify the re- 
quirements for diabetic shoes to be in- 
cluded under Medicare, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 632 
At the request of Mr. Coons, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 632, a bill to strengthen the posi- 
tion of the United States as the world’s 
leading innovator by amending title 35, 
United States Code, to protect the 
property rights of the inventors that 
grow the country’s economy. 
S. 681 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Hawaii 
(Ms. HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 681, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to clarify presump- 
tions relating to the exposure of cer- 
tain veterans who served in the vicin- 
ity of the Republic of Vietnam, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 713 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 713, a bill to prevent inter- 
national violence against women, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 857 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
857, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for cov- 
erage under the Medicare program of 
an initial comprehensive care plan for 
Medicare beneficiaries newly diagnosed 
with Alzheimer's disease and related 
dementias, and for other purposes. 
S. 884 
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) Was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 884, a bill to improve access to 
emergency medical services, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 923 
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 923, a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services, 
acting through the Administrator of 
the Health Resources and Services Ad- 
ministration, to award grants on a 
competitive basis to public and private 
entities to provide qualified sexual risk 
avoidance education to youth and their 
parents. 
S. 1040 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1040, a bill to direct the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission and the 
National Academy of Sciences to study 
the vehicle handling requirements pro- 
posed by the Commission for rec- 
reational off- highway vehicles and to 
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prohibit the adoption of any such re- 
quirements until the completion of the 
study, and for other purposes. 
S. 1085 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1085, a bill to expand eligibility for the 
program of comprehensive assistance 
for family caregivers of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs, to expand 
benefits available to participants under 
such program, to enhance special com- 
pensation for members of the uni- 
formed services who require assistance 
in everyday life, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1110 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 
of the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 
BARRASSO) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1110, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture to publish in the Federal 
Register a strategy to significantly in- 
crease the role of volunteers and part- 
ners in National Forest System trail 
maintenance, and for other purposes. 
S. 1121 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING), the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) and the Senator from Ha- 
waii (Mr. SCHATZ) were added as co- 
sponsors of $. 1121, a bill to amend the 
Horse Protection Act to designate ad- 
ditional unlawful acts under the Act, 
strengthen penalties for violations of 
the Act, improve Department of Agri- 
culture enforcement of the Act, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1126 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 
names of the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. ISAKSON) and the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. GARDNER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1126, a bill to modify 
and extend the National Guard State 
Partnership Program. 
S. 1140 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1140, a bill to require the Secretary of 
the Army and the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency to 
propose a regulation revising the defi- 
nition of the term ‘‘waters of the 
United States’’, and for other purposes. 
S. 1183 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1183, a bill to increase 
the participation of women, girls, and 
underrepresented minorities in STEM 
fields, to encourage and support stu- 
dents from all economic backgrounds 
to pursue STEM career opportunities, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 1188 
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1188, a bill to provide for a temporary, 
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emergency authorization of defense ar- 
ticles, defense services, and related 
training directly to the Kurdistan Re- 
gional Government, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1214 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) and the Senator from 
New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1214, a bill to pre- 
vent human health threats posed by 
the consumption of equines raised in 
the United States. 
S. 1252 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1252, a bill to authorize a comprehen- 
sive strategic approach for United 
States foreign assistance to developing 
countries to reduce global poverty and 
hunger, achieve food and nutrition se- 
curity, promote inclusive, sustainable, 
agricultural-led economic growth, im- 
prove nutritional outcomes, especially 
for women and children, build resil- 
ience among vulnerable populations, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 1381 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, her 
name was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1381, a bill to require the President to 
make the text of trade agreements 
available to the public in order for 
those agreements to receive expedited 
consideration from Congress. 
S. 1382 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia (Mrs. BOXER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1382, a bill to prohibit dis- 
crimination in adoption or foster care 
placements based on the sexual ori- 
entation, gender identity, or marital 
status of any prospective adoptive or 
foster parent, or the sexual orientation 
or gender identity of the child in- 
volved. 
S. 1389 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) and the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1389, a bill to authorize 
exportation of consumer communica- 
tions devices to Cuba and the provision 
of telecommunications services to 
Cuba, and for other purposes. 
S. 1393 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1393, a bill to require the Adminis- 
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to include in each regulatory 
impact analysis for a proposed or final 
rule an analysis that does not include 
any other proposed or unimplemented 
rule. 
S. 1400 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
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of S. 1400, a bill to amend the Small 
Business Act to direct the task force of 
the Office of Veterans Business Devel- 
opment to provide access to and man- 
age the distribution of excess or sur- 
plus property to veteran-owned small 
businesses. 
S. CON. RES. 17 
At the request of Mr. ROUNDs, the 
name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Con. Res. 17, a concurrent 
resolution establishing a joint select 
committee to address regulatory re- 
form. 
S. RES. 143 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 143, a 
resolution supporting efforts to ensure 
that students have access to debt-free 
higher education. 
S. RES. 176 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 176, a resolution des- 
ignating September 2015 as ‘‘National 
Brain Aneurysm Awareness Month”. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1246 
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1246 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1314, a 
bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide for a right to an 
administrative appeal relating to ad- 
verse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1273 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1273 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1314, a 
bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide for a right to an 
administrative appeal relating to ad- 
verse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1299 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1299 proposed to H.R. 
1314, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for a right 
to an administrative appeal relating to 
adverse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1343 
At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW), the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), the Senator 
from Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) and the 
Senator from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) 
were added as cosponsors of amend- 
ment No. 1343 intended to be proposed 
to H.R. 1314, a bill to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for 
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a right to an administrative appeal re- 
lating to adverse determinations of 
tax-exempt status of certain organiza- 
tions. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1371 

At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1371 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1314, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro- 
vide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations. 

At the request of Ms. WARREN, her 
name was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1371 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1314, supra. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1387 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the names of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. WICKER) and the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1387 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
1314, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for a right 
to an administrative appeal relating to 
adverse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 


EE 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. REED (for himself and 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 1414. A bill to amend the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act to add Rhode Island 
to the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Manage- 
ment Council; to the Committee on 


Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today, 
along with my colleague Senator 
WHITEHOUSE, I am introducing the 


Rhode Island Fishermen’s Fairness Act 
of 2015. 

This legislation seeks to extend sim- 
ple fairness to our State’s fishermen by 
giving Rhode Island voting representa- 
tion on the Mid-Atlantic Fishery-Man- 
agement Council MAFMC. The council 
manages stocks, like squid, which are 
critically important to the fishing in- 
dustry in my State. Rhode Island’s 
commercial fishing industry depends 
more on MAFMC-managed stocks than 
those managed by the New England 
Fisheries Management Council, where 
Rhode Island is a member. More than 
that, Rhode Island has a larger stake 
in the Mid-Atlantic fishery than many 
of the states that currently hold seats 
on the MAFMC. 

This is not a new proposal, nor is it 
unprecedented. North Carolina was 
added to the MAFMC through an 
amendment to the Sustainable Fish- 
eries Act in 1996. In addition, the last 
reauthorization of the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens Fishery Conservation and Man- 
agement Act required a report on this 
issue. Now it is time to make this 
change. 
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I was pleased in the last Congress 
that this legislation was included in 
the Commerce Committee’s discussion 
draft for the reauthorization of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Act, as well as in 
the reauthorization bill introduced by 
then-Oceans Subcommittee Chairman 
Mark Begich at the end of last year. I 
hope that in this Congress we can take 
this commonsense step to bring fair- 
ness to Rhode Island’s fishermen. 


By Mr. GRASSLEY: 

S. 1418. A bill to amend title 28, 
United States Code, to provide an In- 
spector General for the judicial branch, 
and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today I am reintroducing the Judicial 
Transparency and Ethics Enhancement 
Act, a bill that would establish within 
the judicial branch an Office of Inspec- 
tor General to assist the Judiciary 
with its ethical obligations as well as 
to ensure taxpayer dollars are not lost 
to waste, fraud, or abuse. This bill will 
help ensure that our Federal judicial 
system remains free of corruption, 
bias, and hypocrisy. 

The facts demonstrate that the insti- 
tution of the Inspector General has 
been crucial in detecting, exposing and 
deterring problems within our govern- 
ment. The job of the Inspector General 
is to be the first line of defense against 
fraud, waste and abuse. In collabora- 
tion with whistleblowers, Inspectors 
General have been extremely effective 
in their efforts to expose and help cor- 
rect these wrongs. 

That is why, during my many years 
in Congress, I have worked hard to 
strengthen the oversight role of Inspec- 
tors General throughout the Federal 
government. I have come to rely on IGs 
and whistleblowers, to ensure that our 
tax dollars are spent according to the 
letter and spirit of the law. When that 
doesn’t happen, we in Congress need to 
know about it and take corrective ac- 
tion. 

During the past fiscal year, Congress 
appropriated nearly $7 billion in tax- 
payer money to the Federal judiciary. 
To put this in context, the Small Busi- 
ness Administration and the Corpora- 
tion for National and Community Serv- 
ice each received a similar or less 
amount than the judiciary. Yet both of 
these entities have an Office of Inspec- 
tor General. If we in Congress believed 
that these entities could use an Inspec- 
tor General, I cannot see why the Judi- 
ciary wouldn’t deserve the same assist- 
ance. 

But there is an additional reason why 
the Judiciary needs an Inspector Gen- 
eral. The fact remains that the current 
practice of self-regulation of judges 
with respect to ethics and the judicial 
code of conduct has time and time 
again proven inadequate. I would point 
out to my colleagues two recent events 
here in the Senate that support this 
conclusion. 
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In the past 6 years, the Senate re- 
ceived articles of impeachment for not 
one but two Federal judges. In the first 
case, former Judge Samuel B. Kent, al- 
though charged with multiple counts of 
sexual assault, pled guilty to obstruc- 
tion of justice. Who did he obstruct? 
Who did he lie to? He did this to his fel- 
low judges, who were assembled to in- 
vestigate the allegations of his obscene 
and criminal behavior. But it took a 
criminal investigation by the Depart- 
ment of Justice to uncover his false 
statements to his colleagues as well as 
substantiate the horrendous claims 
made against him. 

In the second case, the Senate found 
former Judge G. Thomas Porteous, Jr. 
guilty on multiple articles of impeach- 
ment, including accepting money from 
attorneys who had a case pending be- 
fore him in his court and committing 
perjury by falsifying his name on bank- 
ruptcy filings. Once again, this Judge’s 
misbehavior came to light through a 
Federal criminal investigation, after 
which another judicial committee had 
to be organized to investigate their fel- 
low judge. 

What’s more, in each case the dis- 
graced judge tried to game the system 
in order to retain his $174,000 salary. 
Rather than resign their commissions, 
each first tried to claim disability sta- 
tus that would allow each to continue 
to receive payment, even if in prison. 
Then both played chicken with Con- 
gress daring us to strip them of their 
pay by impeaching and convicting 
them. I am pleased that we put our 
foot down and said “No.” 

This bill would establish an Office of 
Inspector General for the judicial 
branch. The IG’s responsibilities would 
include conducting investigations of 
possible judicial misconduct, inves- 
tigating waste fraud and abuse, and 
recommending changes in laws and reg- 
ulations governing the federal judici- 
ary. The bill would require the IG to 
provide the Chief Justice and Congress 
with an annual report on its activities, 
as well as refer matters that may con- 
stitute a criminal violation to the De- 
partment of Justice. In addition, the 
bill establishes whistleblower protec- 
tions for judicial branch employees. 

Ensuring a fair and independent judi- 
ciary is critical to our Constitutional 
checks and balances. Judges are sup- 
posed to maintain impartiality. They 
are supposed to be free from conflicts 
of interest. An independent watchdog 
for the federal judiciary will help its 
members comply with the ethics rules 
and promote credibility within the ju- 
dicial branch of government. Whistle- 
blower protections for judiciary branch 
employees will help keep the judiciary 
accountable. The Judicial Trans- 
parency and Ethics Enhancement Act 
will not only help ensure continued 
public confidence in our Federal courts 
and keep them beyond reproach, it will 
strengthen our judicial branch. 
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1418 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Judicial 
Transparency and Ethics Enhancement Act 
of 2015”. 

SEC. 2. INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR THE JUDICIAL 
BRANCH. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND DUTIES.—Part III 
of title 28, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“CHAPTER 60—INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR 
THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 

“Sec. 

‘1021. 

‘1022. 


Establishment. 

Appointment, term, and removal of In- 
spector General. 

Duties. 

Powers. 

‘1025. Reports. 

‘1026. Whistleblower protection. 


“§ 1021. Establishment 


“There is established for the judicial 
branch of the Government the Office of In- 
spector General for the Judicial Branch (in 
this chapter referred to as the ‘Office’). 


“$1022. Appointment, term, and removal of 
Inspector General 


““(a) APPOINTMENT.—The head of the Office 
shall be the Inspector General, who shall be 
appointed by the Chief Justice of the United 
States after consultation with the majority 
and minority leaders of the Senate and the 
Speaker and minority leader of the House of 
Representatives. 

““(b) TERM.—The Inspector General shall 
serve for a term of 4 years and may be re- 
appointed by the Chief Justice of the United 
States for any number of additional terms. 

““(c) REMOVAL.—The Inspector General may 
be removed from office by the Chief Justice 
of the United States. The Chief Justice shall 
communicate the reasons for any such re- 
moval to both Houses of Congress. 


“$ 1023. Duties 


“With respect to the judicial branch, the 
Office shall— 

“(1) conduct investigations of alleged mis- 
conduct in the judicial branch (other than 
the United States Supreme Court) under 
chapter 16 that may require oversight or 
other action within the judicial branch or by 
Congress; 

“(2) conduct investigations of alleged mis- 
conduct in the United States Supreme Court 
that may require oversight or other action 
within the judicial branch or by Congress; 

““(3) conduct and supervise audits and in- 
vestigations; 

““(4) prevent and detect waste, fraud, and 
abuse; and 

“(5) recommend changes in laws or regula- 
tions governing the judicial branch. 


“§ 1024. Powers 


““(a) POWERS.—In carrying out the duties of 
the Office, the Inspector General shall have 
the power to— 

““(1) make investigations and reports; 

“(2) obtain information or assistance from 
any Federal, State, or local governmental 
agency, or other entity, or unit thereof, in- 
cluding all information kept in the course of 


“1023. 
“1024. 
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business by the Judicial Conference of the 
United States, the judicial councils of cir- 
cuits, the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, and the United States 
Sentencing Commission; 

“*(3) require, by subpoena or otherwise, the 
attendance and testimony of such witnesses, 
and the production of such books, records, 
correspondence, memoranda, papers, and 
documents, which subpoena, in the case of 
contumacy or refusal to obey, shall be en- 
forceable by civil action; 

“*(4) administer to or take from any person 
an oath, affirmation, or affidavit; 

“*(5) employ such officers and employees, 
subject to the provisions of title 5, governing 
appointments in the competitive service, and 
the provisions of chapter 51 and subchapter 
III of chapter 53 of such title relating to clas- 
sification and General Schedule pay rates; 

““(6) obtain services as authorized by sec- 
tion 3109 of title 5 at daily rates not to ex- 
ceed the equivalent rate for a position at 
level IV of the Executive Schedule under sec- 
tion 5315 of such title; and 

“(7) the extent and in such amounts as 
may be provided in advance by appropria- 
tions Acts, to enter into contracts and other 
arrangements for audits, studies, analyses, 
and other services with public agencies and 
with private persons, and to make such pay- 
ments aS may be necessary to carry out the 
duties of the Office. 

““(b) CHAPTER 16 MATTERS.—The Inspector 
General shall not commence an investiga- 
tion under section 1023(1) until the denial of 
a petition for review by the judicial council 
of the circuit under section 352(c) of this 
title or upon referral or certification to the 
Judicial Conference of the United States of 
any matter under section 354(b) of this title. 

‘“(¢) LIMITATION.—The Inspector General 
shall not have the authority to— 

““(1) investigate or review any matter that 
is directly related to the merits of a decision 
or procedural ruling by any judge, justice, or 
court; or 

“*(2) punish or discipline any judge, justice, 
or court. 

“§ 1025. Reports 


““(a) WHEN To BE MADE.—The Inspector 
General shall— 

“(1) make an annual report to the Chief 
Justice and to Congress relating to the ac- 
tivities of the Office; and 

“*(2) make prompt reports to the Chief Jus- 
tice and to Congress on matters that may re- 
quire action by the Chief Justice or Con- 
gress. 

““(b) SENSITIVE MATTER.—If a report con- 
tains sensitive matter, the Inspector General 
may so indicate and Congress may receive 
that report in closed session. 

“(c) DUTY To INFORM ATTORNEY GEN- 
ERAL.—In carrying out the duties of the Of- 
fice, the Inspector General shall report expe- 
ditiously to the Attorney General whenever 
the Inspector General has reasonable 
grounds to believe there has been a violation 
of Federal criminal law. 


“$1026. Whistleblower protection 


““(a) IN GENERAL.—No officer, employee, 
agent, contractor, or subcontractor in the 
judicial branch may discharge, demote, 
threaten, suspend, harass, or in any other 
manner discriminate against an employee in 
the terms and conditions of employment be- 
cause of any lawful act done by the employee 
to provide information, cause information to 
be provided, or otherwise assist in an inves- 
tigation regarding any possible violation of 
Federal law or regulation, or misconduct, by 
a judge, justice, or any other employee in 
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the judicial branch, which may assist the In- 
spector General in the performance of duties 
under this chapter. 

““(b) CIVIL ACTION.—An employee injured 
by a violation of subsection (a) may, in a 
civil action, obtain appropriate relief.”. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of chapters for part III of 
title 28, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 


“60. Inspector General for the judi- 
Glial prane b tacita 


By Mr. NELSON (for himself and 
Mr. MARKEY): 

S. 1430. A bill to improve the ability 
of the National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration, the Coast 
Guard, and costal States to sustain 
healthy ocean and coastal ecosystems 
by maintaining and sustaining their 
capabilities relating to oil spill pre- 
paredness, prevention, response, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, today 
the U.S. Coast Guard and the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion are responding to yet another oil- 
spill in the water. In a moment, I will 
bring out a photograph which shows 
the fresh crude oil on the beach of 
Refugio State Park in California. This 
oilspill brings back the images from 5 
years ago of the oil-coated pelicans and 
tar-stained beaches, which were once 
sugar white, covered with gooey mats 
of oil from the Deepwater Horizon oil- 
spill. Although the spill happened in 
2010, a lot of that oil is still sloshing 
around out there in the gulf. 

Last week, the Department of the In- 
terior told us that the oil leaking in 
the gulf since 2004 from Taylor Energy 
wells could continue for a century or 
more “if left unchecked.”” 

This is the oilspill that just happened 
in the last few days. It is fresh crude, 
and it is on the beach in California. Of 
course, when I see this kind of picture, 
it brings me back to that experience all 
of us on the gulf coast had 5 years ago, 
and we wouldn’t wish that upon any- 
body. Remember, to begin with, they 
said, Oh, it is just a few hundred bar- 
rels of oil, even though it was ruptured 
1 mile beneath the surface of the water. 
Then we got the streaming video. We 
actually put that video on my Web 
site. The chairman of the environment 
committee, Senator BOXER, put it up 
on her committee Web site. Once sci- 
entists could see how much was flow- 
ing, they could calculate, and then 
they saw that it wasn’t going to be a 
few hundred or even a thousand barrels 
of oil a day; it was approaching some- 
thing like 50 times that. 

We know what, in fact, happened. Al- 
most 5 million barrels of oil was 
spilled. The court in Louisiana—the 
Federal court that is hearing this case 
against BP—indeed has concluded that 
those who are going to be held respon- 
sible under the Oil Pollution Act of 
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1990 will be responsible for somewhere 
around 4 million barrels. That is court- 
decided. 

A lot of that oil is still out there. 
Yet, appallingly, today the economy 
and the environment of the State of 
Florida are again under attack. I have 
just been informed that Senators from 
Louisiana, Mississippi, and Texas are 
seeking to invite oil rigs within 50 
miles of Florida’s coastline. 

Now, of course, that goes against all 
logic. It is certainly not what the peo- 
ple of Florida want and it is not what 
the Department of the Interior has said 
is appropriate or necessary under the 
next 5-year leasing plan. 

Florida is a unique State. This is a 
photo of a dead dolphin covered with 
oil that is just another casualty of 
what we are seeing that is happening 
this week. 

The reason I am here today with 
these Senators who are threatening 
Florida is because in 2006, in a bipar- 
tisan way, the other Senator from 
Florida, Mr. Martinez, a Republican, 
and I, a Democrat, joined together to 
put in law that the Outer Continental 
Shelf off Florida is off-limits to oil 
drilling. We were successful in doing 
that, even though no other Outer Con- 
tinental Shelf off the United States is 
off-limits. In the administration’s 5- 
year plans, they have complied with 
that because the off-limits to oil drill- 
ing is until the year 2022. Therefore, in 
the next 5-year plan, from 2017 to 2022, 
the administration honored that. It is, 
after all, the law. 

But why is Florida different than 
others? Well, in the first place, there is 
no oil off of Florida. People think of 
where the oil is. It is off of Louisiana. 
The sediment came down the Mis- 
sissippi River for millions of years and 
was compacted by the Earth's crust, 
and that formed these oil deposits. 
There is a lot of oil in the central Gulf 
of Mexico and, indeed, that is what is 
happening. A lot of oil is being pro- 
duced there. That is the first reason. 
There is not oil off of Florida. 

But there are other reasons, not the 
least of which is of all the Gulf Coast 
States, Florida has the most beaches 
and, therefore, the economy is directly 
charged with the fact of having those 
pristine, sugary white beaches as such 
an attraction for our guests to come to 
Florida and enjoy nature’s seaside. 

Well, we found out, as a result of the 
gulf oilspill, that even though just a 
little oil reached Florida—Pensacola 
Beach was blackened, tar mats came 
into Pensacola Bay, Destin got oil on 
the beach, and some tar balls got as far 
east as Panama City Beach. So people 
saw those pictures of oil covering the 
beach and they thought that was the 
entire State of Florida and they didn’t 
come. For a whole season, the guests, 
the visitors, the tourists did not come. 
So the motels were not filled and the 
restaurants were not filled and the dry- 
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cleaners, and all the ancillary busi- 
nesses associated with a tourism econ- 
omy on the coast, they did not come. 

Now, there is also, obviously, the en- 
vironmental interests because we do 
have a lot of the bays and estuaries and 
marsh grasses where critters spawn so 
much of the marine life in the Gulf of 
Mexico, and it starts in these bays and 
estuaries. That is obviously a reason as 
well. But there is a special reason why 
we have kept oil off our shores. 
Bottlenose dolphins in the gulf have 
been dying at unprecedented rates over 
the last 5 years. This is one of those 
sick dolphins. So from the BP spill, 
science is showing, in fact, what we in- 
tuitively knew. And just yesterday, a 
team of scientists confirmed the Deep- 
water Horizon oilspill contributed to 
the highest number of dead bottlenose 
dolphin strandings on record in the 
northern Gulf of Mexico. 

So it certainly makes little sense 
that we would seek more drilling in 
even riskier areas when we are still 
picking up the pieces from the last 
major oilspill. 

Today, I am introducing legislation 
that implements many of the hard les- 
sons learned in the wake of the Deep- 
water Horizon BP oilspill. This legisla- 
tion is going to make sure that NOAA 
and the Coast Guard have the tools to 
prevent, to prepare for, and to respond 
to marine oilspills. 

The bill is going to give gulf coast 
communities a seat at the table in the 
decisions about oil drilling that affects 
their way of life. It will strengthen 
State-level planning for oilspills or 
seismic exploration. But, most impor- 
tantly, the bill will protect Florida 
from Big Oil’s reach by keeping the 
eastern Gulf of Mexico off-limits be- 
yond 2022 and in statute until 2027. 

Back in 2006, we passed the bipar- 
tisan Gulf of Mexico Energy Security 
Act. In that act, that is what we did in 
establishing this off-limits in law. But 
now, some of our neighboring States, 
at the behest of Big Oil, are trying to 
drill again and to drill off of Florida. 

We are going to do everything we can 
to make sure we don’t lose another 
tourism season. We are going to do ev- 
erything we can to make sure we don’t 
lose an entire year for our recreational 
fishermen, charter boat fishermen, as 
well as the commercial fishermen. 
Drilling off the coast is not what the 
people of Florida want. We want fish- 
ing vessels hauling in prize catches, 
not Coast Guard vessels skimming oil. 
We want dolphins rolling in the waves, 
not washing ashore, and we want sun- 
bathers on the beaches, not HAZMAT 
workers. 


By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
HELLER): 

S. 1486. A bill to require the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to take land into 
trust for certain Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the text of the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1436 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Nevada Na- 
tive Nations Land Act’’. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY. 

In this Act, the term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

SEC. 3. CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR CERTAIN INDIAN 
TRIBES. 

(a) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE FORT MCDERMITT PAIUTE AND 
SHOSHONE TRIBE.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection, 
the term “map” means the map entitled 
“Fort McDermitt Indian Reservation Expan- 
sion Act’’, dated February 21, 2013, and on 
file and available for public inspection in the 
appropriate offices of the Bureau of Land 
Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the land de- 
scribed in paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Fort McDermitt Paiute 
and Shoshone Tribe; and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Fort McDermitt Paiute and Shoshone Tribe. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi- 
mately 19,094 acres of land administered by 
the Bureau of Land Management as gen- 
erally depicted on the map as “Reservation 
Expansion Lands”. 

(b) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE SHOSHONE PAIUTE TRIBES.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection, 
the term “map” means the map entitled 
“Mountain City Administrative Site Pro- 
posed Acquisition”, dated July 29, 2013, and 
on file and available for public inspection in 
the appropriate offices of the Forest Service. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the land de- 
scribed in paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Shoshone Paiute Tribes of 
the Duck Valley Indian Reservation; and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Shoshone Paiute Tribes of the Duck Valley 
Indian Reservation. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi- 
mately 82 acres of land administered by the 
Forest Service as generally depicted on the 
map as “Proposed Acquisition Site”. 

(c) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE SUMMIT LAKE PAIUTE TRIBE.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this section, the 
term “map” means the map entitled “Sum- 
mit Lake Indian Reservation Conveyance”, 
dated February 28, 2013, and on file and avail- 
able for public inspection in the appropriate 
offices of the Bureau of Land Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the land de- 
scribed in paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Summit Lake Paiute 
Tribe; and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Summit Lake Paiute Tribe. 
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(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi- 
mately 941 acres of land administered by the 
Bureau of Land Management as generally de- 
picted on the map as “Reservation Convey- 
ance Lands”. 

(d) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE RENO-SPARKS INDIAN COL- 
ONY.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection, 
the term “map” means the map entitled 
“Reno-Sparks Indian Colony Expansion”, 
dated June 11, 2014, and on file and available 
for public inspection in the appropriate of- 
fices of the Bureau of Land Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the land de- 
scribed in paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Reno-Sparks Indian Col- 
ony; and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Reno-Sparks Indian Colony. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi- 
mately 13,434 acres of land administered by 
the Bureau of Land Management as gen- 
erally depicted on the map as “RSIC Amend- 
ed Boundary”. 

(e) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 
TRUST FOR THE PYRAMID LAKE PAIUTE 
TRIBE.— 

(1) MAP.—In this subsection, the term 
“map” means the map entitled “Pyramid 
Lake Indian Reservation Expansion”, dated 
April 13, 2015, and on file and available for 
public inspection in the appropriate offices 
of the Bureau of Land Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the land de- 
scribed in paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Pyramid Lake Paiute 
Tribe; and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi- 
mately 6,357 acres of land administered by 
the Bureau of Land Management as gen- 
erally depicted on the map as “Reservation 
Expansion Lands”. 

(f) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN 


TRUST FOR THE DUCKWATER SHOSHONE 
TRIBE.— 
(1) MAP.—In this subsection, the term 


“map” means the map entitled ‘‘Duckwater 
Reservation Expansion’’, dated January 12, 
2015, and on file and available for public in- 
spection in the appropriate offices of the Bu- 
reau of Land Management. 

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid 
existing rights, all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the land de- 
scribed in paragraph (3)— 

(A) is held in trust by the United States for 
the benefit of the Duckwater Shoshone 
Tribe; and 

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the 
Duckwater Shoshone Tribe. 

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re- 
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi- 
mately 31,269 acres of land administered by 
the Bureau of Land Management as gen- 
erally depicted on the map as “Reservation 
Expansion Lands”. 

SEC. 4. ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) SURVEY.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall complete a survey of the bound- 
ary lines to establish the boundaries of the 
land taken into trust for each Indian tribe 
under section 3. 
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(b) USE OF TRUST LAND.— 

(1) GAMING.—Land taken into trust under 
section 3 shall not be eligible, or considered 
to have been taken into trust, for class II 
gaming or class III gaming (as those terms 
are defined in section 4 of the Indian Gaming 
Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2703)). 

(2) THINNING; LANDSCAPE RESTORATION.— 
With respect to the land taken into trust 
under section 3, the Secretary, in consulta- 
tion and coordination with the applicable In- 
dian tribe, may carry out any fuel reduction 
and other landscape restoration activities, 
including restoration of sage grouse habitat, 
on the land that is beneficial to the Indian 
tribe and the Bureau of Land Management. 


By Mr. WYDEN: 

S. 1440. A bill to amend the Federal 
Credit Union Act to exclude a loan se- 
cured by a non-owner occupied 1- to 4- 
family dwelling from the definition of 
a member business loan, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, most of 
us have heard the metaphor that small 
businesses are the engines that power 
our economy. What we don’t hear peo- 
ple talk about as much is the fuel that 
feeds the engines: capital. Without cap- 
ital, entrepreneurs cannot see their 
ideas to fruition, successful business 
owners cannot expand to meet the 
needs of the market, and eager job 
seekers must take their skills else- 
where. Without capital, Main Street 
falters. 

Today, more than 7 years after the 
start of the Great Recession and many 
policy reforms later, access to capital 
remains a challenge that stands in the 
way of small business growth, eco- 
nomic development and job creation in 
Oregon and across the country. Despite 
this, government regulation continues 
to tie the hands of many potential 
lenders; namely, credit unions. Accord- 
ing to some estimates, credit unions 
could lend an additional $16 billion to 
small businesses, helping them create 
nearly 150,000 new jobs in just 1 year if 
Congress loosened restraints on credit 
union business lending. 

With this in mind, I am pleased to in- 
troduce today the Credit Union Resi- 
dential Loan Parity Act, which would 
increase access to capital by exempting 
certain loans from the member busi- 
ness lending cap imposed on credit 
unions. Currently, loans made for one- 
to four-person, non-owner occupied 
housing are treated as business loans 
when they are made by credit unions. 
As such, these types of loans count 
against a credit union’s business lend- 
ing cap, and thereby limit a credit 
union’s ability to provide loans to 
small businesses. My legislation would 
address this issue by allowing credit 
unions to treat these types of loans as 
residential loans—as they are when 
they are made by other financial insti- 
tutions—therefore exempting these 
loans from the business lending cap. In 
doing so, this legislation would in- 
crease the availability of business cap- 
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ital, providing greater opportunities 
for small businesses to receive credit 
union loans to help them continue to 
grow and expand, create jobs and sup- 
port our local economies. 

Iam hopeful that this legislation will 
be received by colleagues for what it is: 
a simple step to help ensure America’s 
small businesses have access to the fuel 
they need to power our economy. It is 
my hope that the Senate will pass this 
legislation swiftly. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1440 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Credit Union 
Residential Loan Parity Act’’. 

SEC. 2. TREATMENT OF A NON-OWNER OCCUPIED 
1- TO 4-FAMILY DWELLING. 

(a) REMOVAL FROM MEMBER BUSINESS LOAN 
LIMITATION.—Section 107A(c)(1)(B)(i) of the 
Federal Credit Union Act (12 U.S.C. 
1757a(c)(1)(B)(Gi)) is amended by striking 
“that is the primary residence of a member”. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act or the amendment made by this Act 
shall preclude the National Credit Union Ad- 
ministration from treating an extension of 
credit that is fully secured by a lien on a 1- 
to 4-family dwelling that is not the primary 
residence of a member as a member business 
loan for purposes other than the member 
business loan limitation requirements under 
section 107A of the Federal Credit Union Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1757a). 


By Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 1448. A bill to designate the Frank 
Moore Wild Steelhead Sanctuary in the 
State of Oregon; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing a bill to honor my 
friend Frank Moore, an Oregonian, 
World War II veteran, husband to 
Jeanne, father, avid fly fisherman, and 
tireless conservationist. 

Frank Moore can be found standing 
in the North Umpqua River in Oregon, 
wearing waders and casting his fly fish- 
ing reel, for hours. He is a legendary 
presence on the River, even at 91 years 
young. A pastime he picked up from his 
father, fly fishing has been a business 
and a hobby for Frank for nearly his 
entire life. Not only has he enjoyed the 
fishing and scenery on Oregon’s rivers 
for decades, Frank’s love of Oregon and 
his tireless work to conserve our 
state’s fish habitats and rivers adds up 
to a rich legacy that sets the standard 
for generations to come. Frank served 
on the State of Oregon Fish and Wild- 
life Commission and has received the 
National Wildlife Federation Conserva- 
tionist of the Year award and the Wild 
Steelhead Coalition Conservation 
Award. 
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Frank’s commitment to the health 
and vitality of Oregon’s rivers and fish 
habitat over the years is inspiring and 
he deserves countless thanks for his 
work and dedication. The Frank Moore 
Wild Steelhead Sanctuary will serve as 
a tribute to the many outstanding ac- 
complishments of Frank, both on and 
off the river. 

It is my honor to introduce this bill 
today with my colleague from Oregon 
Senator MERKLEY on behalf of this ex- 
traordinary Oregonian. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1448 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Frank 
Moore Wild Steelhead Sanctuary Designa- 
tion Act”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) Frank Moore has committed his life to 
family, friends, his country, and fly fishing; 

(2) Frank Moore is a World War II veteran 
who stormed the beaches of Normandy along 
with 150,000 troops during the D-Day Allied 
invasion and was awarded the Chevalier of 
the French Legion of Honor for his bravery; 

(3) Frank Moore returned home after the 
war, started a family, and pursued his pas- 
sion of fishing on the winding rivers in Or- 
egon; 

(4) as the proprietor of the Steamboat Inn 
along the North Umpqua River in Oregon for 
nearly 20 years, Frank Moore, along with his 
wife Jeanne, shared his love of fishing, the 
flowing river, and the great outdoors, with 
visitors from all over the United States and 
the world; 

(5) Frank Moore has spent most of his life 
fishing the vast rivers of Oregon, during 
which time he has contributed significantly 
to efforts to conserve fish habitats and pro- 
tect river health, including serving on the 
State of Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commis- 
sion; 

(6) Frank Moore has been recognized for 
his conservation work with the National 
Wildlife Federation Conservationist of the 
Year award, the Wild Steelhead Coalition 
Conservation Award, and his 2010 induction 
into the Fresh Water Fishing Hall of Fame; 
and 

(7) in honor of the many accomplishments 
of Frank Moore, both on and off the river, 
approximately 104,000 acres of Forest Service 
land in Oregon should be designated as the 
“Frank Moore Wild Steelhead Sanctuary”. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) MAP.—The term “Map” means the map 
entitled ‘“‘O&C Land Grant Act of 2014: Frank 
Moore Wild Steelhead Sanctuary” and dated 
November 3, 2014. 

(2) SANCTUARY.—The term “Sanctuary” 
means the Frank Moore Wild Steelhead 
Sanctuary designated by section 4(a). 

(8) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(4) STATE.—The term “State” means the 
State of Oregon. 
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SEC. 4. FRANK MOORE WILD STEELHEAD SANC- 
TUARY, OREGON. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The approximately 
104,000 acres of Forest Service land in the 
State, as generally depicted on the Map, is 
designated as the “Frank Moore Wild 
Steelhead Sanctuary”. 

(b) MAP; LEGAL DESCRIPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall prepare a map and legal de- 
scription of the Sanctuary. 

(2) FORCE OF LAW.—The map and legal de- 
scription prepared under paragraph (1) shall 
have the same force and effect as if included 
in this Act, except that the Secretary may 
correct clerical and typographical errors in 
the map and legal description. 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—The map and legal de- 
scription prepared under paragraph (1) shall 
be on file and available for public inspection 
in the appropriate offices of the Forest Serv- 
ice. 

(Cc) ADMINISTRATION.—Subject to valid ex- 
isting rights, the Sanctuary shall be admin- 
istered by the Secretary— 

(1) in accordance with all laws (including 
regulations) applicable to the National For- 
est System; and 

(2) in a manner that— 

(A) protects, preserves, and enhances the 
natural character, scientific use, and the bo- 
tanical, recreational, ecological, fish and 
wildlife, scenic, drinking water, and cultural 
values of the Sanctuary; 

(B) protects and seeks to enhance the wild 
salmonid resources of the Sanctuary; 

(C) maintains or enhances the watershed as 
a thermal refuge for wild salmonids; and 

(D) preserves opportunities for primitive 
recreation. 

(d) FISH AND WILDLIFE.—Nothing in this 
section affects the jurisdiction or respon- 
sibilities of the State with respect to fish 
and wildlife in the State. 

(e) ADJACENT MANAGEMENT.—Nothing in 
this section creates any protective perimeter 
or buffer zone around the Sanctuary. 

(f) PROTECTION OF TRIBAL RIGHTS.—Nothing 
in this section diminishes any treaty rights 
of an Indian tribe. 

(g) WITHDRAWAL.—Subject to valid existing 
rights, the Federal land within the bound- 
aries of the Sanctuary river segments des- 
ignated by subsection (a) is withdrawn from 
all forms of— 

(1) entry, appropriation, or disposal under 
the public land laws; 

(2) location, entry, and patent under the 
mining laws; and 

(3) disposition under all laws relating to 
mineral and geothermal leasing or mineral 
materials. 

(h) Uses.—The Secretary shall only allow 
uses of the Sanctuary that are consistent 
with the purposes and values for which the 
Sanctuary is established. 

(i) USE OF MOTORIZED VEHICLES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the use of motorized vehicles 
within the Sanctuary shall be limited to 
roads allowed by the Secretary for the use of 
motorized vehicles. 

(2) OFF-ROAD VEHICLE USE.—Notwith- 
standing paragraph (1), the Secretary may 
allow off-road vehicle use in designated por- 
tions of the Sanctuary if the use is con- 
sistent with the purposes and values for 
which the Sanctuary was designated. 

(j) ROADS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, to the 
maximum extent practicable, shall decrease 
the total mileage of system roads that are 
operational in the Sanctuary to a quantity 
less than the quantity of mileage in exist- 
ence on the date of enactment of this Act. 
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(2) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall 
prioritize decreasing the mileage of the road 
network in the Sanctuary to reduce impacts 
to water quality from sediment delivered to 
streams by forest roads. 

(3) TEMPORARY ROADS.—If the Secretary 
constructs a temporary road as part of a 
vegetation management project, the Sec- 
retary shall close and decommission the 
temporary road not later than the earlier 
of— 

(A) the date that is 2 years after the date 
on which the activity for which the tem- 
porary road was constructed is completed; 
and 

(B) the date that is 1 year after the date on 
which the vegetation management project is 
completed. 

(4) NO NEW ROADS.—The Secretary shall 
prohibit— 

(A) any new system or nonsystem road 
within the Sanctuary and key watersheds 
under the plan entitled “Northwest Forest 
Plan 1994 Record of Decision for Amend- 
ments to Forest Service and Bureau of Land 
Management Planning Documents Within 
the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl” 
after the date of enactment of this Act, ex- 
cept as the Secretary determines to be nec- 
essary, if the Secretary determines that no 
practicable alternative exists, and subject to 
the availability of appropriations; and 

(B) the construction of any new road in 
any roadless area in the Sanctuary. 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 183—CALL- 
ING FOR SUSPENSION OF CON- 
STRUCTION OF ARTIFICIAL LAND 
FORMATIONS ON ISLANDS, 
REEFS, SHOALS, AND OTHER 
FEATURES OF THE SPRATLY IS- 
LANDS AND FOR A PEACEFUL 
AND MULTILATERAL RESOLU- 
TION TO THE SOUTH CHINA SEA 
TERRITORIAL DISPUTE 


Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, and Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted 
the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. REs. 183 


Whereas the United States Government 
strongly supports the peaceful resolution of 
territorial, sovereignty, and jurisdictional 
disputes in the South China Sea; 

Whereas the South China Sea includes crit- 
ical sea lines of communication and com- 
merce between the Pacific and Indian 
oceans; 

Whereas the United States Government 
has a national interest in freedom of naviga- 
tion and overflight in the South China Sea, 
as provided for by customary principles of 
international law; 

Whereas the United States Government is 
also committed to upholding internationally 
lawful uses of the high seas and the Exclu- 
sive Economic Zones as well as to the related 
rights and freedoms in other maritime zones, 
including the rights of innocent passage, 
transit passage, and archipelagic sea lanes 
passage consistent with customary inter- 
national law; 

Whereas the United States has an interest 
in encouraging and supporting the nations of 
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the region to work collaboratively and dip- 
lomatically to resolve disputes without coer- 
cion, intimidation, threats, or the use of 
force; 

Whereas the United States further sup- 
ports the efforts of states to resolve their 
disputes in accordance with international 
law, including through internationally rec- 
ognized legal dispute settlement mecha- 
nisms, and urges the full implementation of 
any decisions rendered by the relevant 
courts and tribunals which are binding on 
them; 

Whereas the South China Sea potentially 
contains great natural resources, and their 
stewardship and responsible use offers im- 
mense potential benefit for generations to 
come; 

Whereas Brunei, Malaysia, China, Taiwan, 
Vietnam, and the Philippines have overlap- 
ping territorial, sovereignty, and jurisdic- 
tional claim to all or some of the Spratly Is- 
lands; 

Whereas, on January 23, 2013, the Phil- 
ippines launched an arbitration process 
under an existing international mechanism 
challenging China’s claim of a ‘nine dash 
line’ around the South China Sea; 

Whereas, although the United States does 
not take a position on competing territorial 
claims over land features and maritime 
boundaries of the Spratly Islands, it does 
have a strong and long-standing interest in 
the manner in which disputes in the South 
China Sea are addressed and in the conduct 
of the parties; 

Whereas, even while the Government of the 
People’s Republic of China has refused to 
participate in formal arbitration with the 
Government of the Philippines, it should 
comply with any international ruling on 
competing territorial claims with the Phil- 
ippines in the South China Sea; 

Whereas, in recent years, the Government 
of the People’s Republic of China has en- 
gaged in unilateral land reclamation and 
construction activities in the Spratly Islands 
that undermines regional stability and is 
counter to multilateral efforts for peaceful 
resolution of territorial, sovereignty, and ju- 
risdictional disputes in the South China Sea; 

Whereas, although other claimants to the 
Spratly Islands have built small outposts 
and have engaged in minor maintenance on 
features they already occupy, in less than 
one year the Government of the People’s Re- 
public of China has rapidly exceeded all pre- 
ceding activities and acted on a much larger 
scale; 

Whereas, on November 4, 2002, the govern- 
ments of the member states of the Associa- 
tion of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) 
and the Government of the People’s Republic 
of China signed a Declaration on the Conduct 
of Parties in the South China Sea that, 
among other things, declared, ‘‘The Parties 
undertake to exercise self-restraint in the 
conduct of activities that would complicate 
or escalate disputes and affect peace and sta- 
bility including, among others, refraining 
from action of inhabiting on the presently 
uninhabited islands, reefs, shoals, cays, and 
other features and to handle their differences 
in a constructive manner.”; 

Whereas China’s land reclamation is esti- 
mated to cost the region’s littoral states 
$100,000,000 a year due to damage to the eco- 
system and the degradation of fish stocks; 

Whereas, on March 23, 2015, satellite im- 
agery showed the Government of the Peo- 
ple’s Republic of China building a concrete 
runway on the Fiery Cross Reef that is ex- 
pected to be 10,000 feet long and give the Chi- 
nese military the capability to land fighter 
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jets and surveillance jets, which is desta- 
bilizing to regional peace and stability; 

Whereas satellite imagery also showed the 
Government of the People’s Republic of 
China unilaterally constructing island terri- 
tory on Subi Reef that, if connected, would 
support an additional airstrip; 

Whereas satellite imagery also showed 
that Woody Island and Duncan Island have 
grown significantly due to Chinese land rec- 
lamation activities; 

Whereas, a March 16, 2015, image published 
by the Center for Strategic and Inter- 
national Studies showed that the Govern- 
ment of the People’s Republic of China con- 
structed a chain of artificial land forma- 
tions, new structures, fortified sea walls, and 
construction equipment along Mischief Reef, 
an area claimed by the Philippines and with- 
in its Exclusive Economic Zone; 

Whereas, in April 2015, the United States 
Office of Naval Intelligence published a re- 
port on the Chinese People’s Liberation 
Army Navy showing that the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China has reclaimed 
hundreds of acres of land at the seven fea- 
tures it occupies in the Spratly Islands 
throughout 2014 and stated that China ‘‘ap- 
pears to be building much larger facilities 
that could support naval operations.””; 

Whereas, on April 6, 2015, Secretary of De- 
fense Ash Carter noted deep concerns regard- 
ing some of the activities of the Government 
of the People’s Republic of China, including 
‘its behavior in places like the East and 
South China Seas.’’; 

Whereas, on April 9, 2015, President Barack 
Obama stated, ‘‘Where [the United States 
gets] concerned with China is where it is not 
necessarily abiding by international norms 
and rules, and is using its size and muscle to 
force countries into subordinate positions. 
And that’s the concern we have around mari- 
time issues.””; 

Whereas, on April 16, 2015, the Commander 
of United States Pacific Command, Admiral 
Locklear, stated that Chinese land reclama- 
tion activities in the South China Sea 
“would give them de facto control in peace- 
time of much of the world’s most important 
waterways”; that China could place ‘‘long- 
range detection radars”? on the outposts in 
order to place more warships there; and that 
Southeast Asian nations are increasingly 
worried that China’s new capabilities will 
allow it take de facto control of the sur- 
rounding waters; 

Whereas adding a military dimension to 
the territorial dispute exacerbates the risks 
of misperceptions, accidents, and other dan- 
gerous incidents in the Spratly Islands; 

Whereas, on April 9, 2015, Chinese Foreign 
Ministry spokeswoman, Hua Chunying, was 
quoted as saying, ‘‘After the construction, 
the islands and reefs will be able to provide 
all-round and comprehensive services to 
meet various civilian demands besides satis- 
fying the need of necessary military de- 
fense.”; 

Whereas ASEAN has promoted multilat- 
eral talks on disputed areas without settling 
the issue of sovereignty, and committed with 
China in the 2002 Declaration on the Conduct 
of Parties in the South China Sea to “reaf- 
firm their respect for and commitment to 
the freedom of navigation in and over flight 
above the South China Sea as provided for by 
the universally recognized principles of 
international law” and to “resolve their ter- 
ritorial and jurisdictional disputes by peace- 
ful means, without resorting to the threat or 
use of force”; 

Whereas the reclamation activities of the 
Government of the People's Republic of 
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China threaten ASEAN unity and its multi- 
lateral efforts to promote peaceful reconcili- 
ation of territorial, sovereignty, and juris- 
dictional disputes in the Spratly Islands and 
the broader South China Sea; and 

Whereas, on January 28, 2015, Philippine 
Foreign Secretary Alberto del Rosario urged 
ASEAN “to consider reaching out to the 
international community to say to China 
that what it is doing is wrong—that it must 
stop its reclamation activities at once”: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) condemns the Government of the Peo- 
ple’s Republic of China’s unilateral construc- 
tion of artificial land formations in the dis- 
puted Spratly Islands; 

(2) strongly urges all parties to maritime 
and territorial disputes in the region to re- 
spect the status quo, exercise self-restraint 
in the conduct of activities that would un- 
dermine stability or complicate or escalate 
disputes, refrain from inhabiting or garri- 
soning presently uninhabited islands, reefs, 
shoals, and other features, and refrain from 
unilateral actions that cause permanent 
physical change to the marine environment 
in areas pending final delimitation; 

(3) urges the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China to clarify the meaning of 
its “nine dash line” claim and the maritime 
areas it claims within that space; 

(4) further urges the Government of the 
People’s Republic of China to clarify its in- 
tentions with respect to establishing ‘‘nec- 
essary military defense” on reclaimed fea- 
tures and condemns the militarization of dis- 
puted features; 

(5) supports efforts by parties to maritime 
and territorial disputes to handle their dif- 
ferences in a constructive manner and pur- 
sue their claims through peaceful, diplo- 
matic, and legitimate regional and inter- 
national arbitration mechanisms; 

(6) reaffirms the strong support of the 
United States for the member states of 
ASEAN as they seek to develop a code of 
conduct of parties in the South China Sea 
with the People’s Republic of China, and 
urges China to enter into such negotiations 
in a serious manner; 

(7) supports efforts to strengthen regional 
maritime domain awareness; 

(8) supports efforts to strengthen maritime 
partner capacity, including through the sale 
and transfer of technology that promotes 
maritime domain awareness; and 

(9) supports the continuation of operations 
by the United States Armed Forces in sup- 
port of freedom of navigation rights in inter- 
national waters and air space in the South 
China Sea. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 184—EX- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE THAT CONVERSION 
THERAPY, INCLUDING EFFORTS 
BY MENTAL HEALTH PRACTI- 
TIONERS TO CHANGE THE SEX- 
UAL ORIENTATION, GENDER 
IDENTITY, OR GENDER EXPRES- 
SION OF AN INDIVIDUAL, IS 
DANGEROUS AND HARMFUL AND 
SHOULD BE PROHIBITED FROM 
BEING PRACTICED ON MINORS 


Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. WAR- 
REN, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
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HEINRICH, Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. UDALL, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mr. PETERS, Mr. CASEY, Mr. SCHATZ, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. CARDIN, and Mr. 
DURBIN) submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions: 
S. RES. 184 


Whereas being lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, or gender nonconforming is not 
a disorder, disease, illness, deficiency, or 
shortcoming; 

Whereas the development of all children 
and adolescents into healthy and productive 
adults is a priority of the United States and 
ending prejudice and injustice based on sex- 
ual orientation, gender identity, and gender 
nonconformity is a human rights issue; 

Whereas the American Academy of Pediat- 
rics, the American Counseling Association, 
the American Psychiatric Association, the 
American Psychological Association, the 
American School Counselor Association, the 
National Association of School Psycholo- 
gists, and the National Association of Social 
Workers, together representing more than 
480,000 health and mental health profes- 
sionals, have all taken the position that ho- 
mosexuality is not a mental disorder and 
thus is not something that needs to be or can 
be “cured”; 

Whereas the American Psychological Asso- 
ciation, the American Psychiatric Associa- 
tion, the National Association of Social 
Workers, the American Counseling Associa- 
tion Governing Council, and the American 
Psychoanalytic Association have not found 
conversion therapy to be safe or effective; 

Whereas several States have enacted or are 
considering legislation and other measures 
to prohibit conversion therapy in children 
and adolescents; and 

Whereas enacted State legislation to pro- 
hibit conversion therapy in children and ado- 
lescents has been upheld as constitutional: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This resolution may be cited as the “Stop 
Harming Our Kids Resolution of 2015”. 

SEC. 2. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING CON- 
VERSION THERAPY DIRECTED AT 
MINORS. 

(a) CONVERSION THERAPY DEFINED.—In this 
resolution, the term “conversion therapy” — 

(1) means any practice by a licensed, cer- 
tified, or registered mental health provider, 
health care provider, or counselor that seeks 
or purports to impose change of the sexual 
orientation, gender identity, or gender ex- 
pression of an individual, including reducing 
or eliminating sexual or romantic attrac- 
tions or feelings toward an individual of the 
same gender and efforts to change behaviors, 
gender identity, or gender expression; and 

(2) does not include counseling— 

(A) that— 

(i) provides acceptance, support, and un- 
derstanding of an individual; 

(ii) facilitates the coping, social support, 
and identity exploration and development of 
an individual; 

(iii) provides developmentally appropriate 
counseling for an individual undergoing gen- 
der transition; or 

(iv) provides sexual orientation- and gen- 
der identity-neutral interventions to prevent 
or address unlawful conduct or unsafe sexual 
practices; and 

(B) that does not seek to change sexual ori- 
entation, gender identity, or gender expres- 
sion. 
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(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that conversion therapy di- 
rected at minors is discredited and ineffec- 
tive, has no legitimate therapeutic purpose, 
and is dangerous and harmful. 

(c) STATE ENCOURAGEMENT.—The Senate 
encourages each State to take steps to pro- 
tect minors from efforts that promote or 
promise to change sexual orientation, gender 
identity, or gender expression based on the 
premise that being lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, or gender nonconforming is a 
mental illness or developmental disorder 
that can or should be cured. 


> 


SENATE RESOLUTION 185—RECOG- 
NIZING THE SIGNIFICANCE OF 
MAY 2015 AS ASIAN/PACIFIC 
AMERICAN HERITAGE MONTH 
AND AS AN IMPORTANT TIME TO 
CELEBRATE THE SIGNIFICANT 
CONTRIBUTIONS OF ASIAN 
AMERICANS AND PACIFIC IS- 
LANDERS TO THE HISTORY OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. REID, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. KAINE, Mr. KIRK, Mr. 
HELLER, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. CASEY, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. MARKEY, and Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR) submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. REs. 185 


Whereas the people of the United States 
join together each May to pay tribute to the 
contributions of generations of Asian Ameri- 
cans and Pacific Islanders who have enriched 
the history of the United States; 

Whereas the history of Asian Americans 
and Pacific Islanders in the United States is 
inextricably tied to the story of the United 
States; 

Whereas the Asian American and Pacific 
Islander community is an inherently diverse 
population, comprised of more than 45 dis- 
tinct ethnicities and more than 100 language 
dialects; 

Whereas, according to the Bureau of the 
Census, the Asian American population grew 
at a faster rate than any other racial or eth- 
nic group in the United States during the 
last decade, surging nearly 46 percent be- 
tween 2000 and 2010, a growth rate that is 4 
times the rate of the total population of the 
United States; 

Whereas, according to the 2010 decennial 
census, there are approximately 17,300,000 
residents of the United States who identify 
themselves as Asian and approximately 
1,200,000 residents of the United States who 
identify themselves as Native Hawaiian or 
other Pacific Islander, making up approxi- 
mately 5.5 percent and 0.4 percent, respec- 
tively, of the total population of the United 
States; 

Whereas the month of May was selected for 
Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month be- 
cause the first immigrants from Japan ar- 
rived in the United States on May 7, 1848, 
and the first transcontinental railroad was 
completed on May 10, 1869, with substantial 
contributions from immigrants from China; 

Whereas section 102 of title 36, United 
States Code, officially designates May as 
Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month and 
requests that the President issue an annual 
proclamation calling on the people of the 
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United States to observe Asian/Pacific Amer- 
ican Heritage Month with appropriate pro- 
grams, ceremonies, and activities; 

Whereas Asian Americans and Pacific Is- 
landers, such as Daniel K. Inouye, a Medal of 
Honor and Presidential Medal of Freedom re- 
cipient who as President Pro Tempore of the 
Senate was the highest-ranking Asian Amer- 
ican government official in United States 
history, Dalip Singh Saund, the first Asian 
American Congressman, Patsy T. Mink, the 
first woman of color and the first Asian 
American woman to be elected to Congress, 
Hiram L. Fong, the first Asian American 
Senator, Daniel K. Akaka, the first Senator 
of Native Hawaiian ancestry, Norman Y. Mi- 
neta, the first Asian American member of a 
presidential cabinet, Elaine L. Chao, the 
first Asian American woman member of a 
presidential cabinet, and others have made 
significant contributions in both the Govern- 
ment and military of the United States; 

Whereas the year 2015 marks several im- 
portant milestones for the Asian American 
and Pacific Islander community, including 
the— 

(1) 50th anniversary of the passage of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act of 1965 
(Public Law 89-236), landmark legislation 
that reversed restrictive immigration poli- 
cies against immigrants from Asia; 

(2) 40th anniversary of the end of the Viet- 
nam War; 

(3) 40th anniversary of the Southeast Asian 
diasporic communities in the United States; 

(4) 30th anniversary of the mission aboard 
the Space Shuttle Discovery of Ellison Shoji 
Onizuka, the first Asian American in space; 
and 

(5) 25th anniversary of the date of enact- 
ment of Public Law 105-225, signed by Presi- 
dent George H. W. Bush, designating May to 
be Asian Pacific American Heritage Month; 


Whereas the actions of the Hmong in Laos 
in support of the United States during the 
Vietnam War saved the lives of countless 
people of the United States; 

Whereas as a result of Hmong support of 
the United States, the Hmong were forced to 
leave Laos when the new communist regime 
seized control of Laos; 

Whereas May 14, 2015, marks the 40th anni- 
versary of the forced exit from Laos of 
Hmong people, many of whom later resettled 
in the United States, following the with- 
drawal of United States troops from Viet- 
nam; 

Whereas, in 2015, the Congressional Asian 
Pacific American Caucus, a bicameral cau- 
cus of Members of Congress advocating on 
behalf of Asian Americans and Pacific Is- 
landers, is composed of 48 Members, includ- 
ing 13 Members of Asian or Pacific Islander 
descent; 

Whereas in 2015, Asian Americans and Pa- 
cific Islanders are serving in State and terri- 
torial legislatures across the United States 
in record numbers, including the States of 
Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Con- 
necticut, Georgia, Hawaii, Idaho, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Vir- 
ginia, Washington, West Virginia, and the 
territories of American Samoa, Guam, and 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands; 

Whereas the number of Federal judges who 
are Asian Americans or Pacific Islanders 
doubled between 2001 and 2008 and more than 
tripled between 2009 and 2015, reflecting a 
commitment to diversity in the Federal judi- 
ciary that has resulted in the confirmations 
of high-caliber Asian American and Pacific 
Islander judicial nominees; 
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Whereas there remains much to be done to 
ensure that Asian Americans and Pacific Is- 
landers have access to resources and a voice 
in the Government of the United States and 
continue to advance in the political land- 
scape of the United States; and 

Whereas celebrating Asian/Pacific Amer- 
ican Heritage Month provides the people of 
the United States with an opportunity to 
recognize the achievements, contributions, 
and history of Asian Americans and Pacific 
Islanders, and to appreciate the challenges 
faced by Asian Americans and Pacific Island- 
ers: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes the significance of May 2015 
as Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month 
and as an important time to celebrate the 
significant contributions of Asian Americans 
and Pacific Islanders to the history of the 
United States; and 

(2) recognizes that the Asian American and 
Pacific Islander community enhances the 
rich diversity of and strengthens the United 
States. 


EE 


SENATE RESOLUTION 186—DESIG- 
NATING THE WEEK OF MAY 17 
THROUGH MAY 23, 2015, AS “NA- 
TIONAL PUBLIC WORKS WEEK” 


Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER) submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. REs. 186 

Whereas public works infrastructure, fa- 
cilities, and services are of vital importance 
to the health, safety, and well-being of the 
people of the United States; 

Whereas the public works infrastructure, 
facilities, and services could not be provided 
without the dedicated efforts of public works 
professionals, including engineers and ad- 
ministrators, who represent State and local 
governments throughout the United States; 

Whereas public works professionals design, 
build, operate, and maintain the transpor- 
tation systems, water infrastructure, sewage 
and refuse disposal systems, public buildings, 
and other structures and facilities that are 
vital to the people and communities of the 
United States; and 

Whereas understanding the role that public 
infrastructure plays in protecting the envi- 
ronment, improving public health and safe- 
ty, contributing to economic vitality, and 
enhancing the quality of life of every com- 
munity of the United States is in the inter- 
est of the people of the United States: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates the week of May 17 through 
May 23, 2015, as “National Public Works 
Week”; 

(2) recognizes and celebrates the important 
contributions that public works profes- 
sionals make every day to improve— 

(A) the public infrastructure of the United 
States; and 

(B) the communities that public works pro- 
fessionals serve; and 

(3) urges individuals and communities 
throughout the United States to join with 
representatives of the Federal Government 
and the American Public Works Association 
in activities and ceremonies that are de- 
signed— 

(A) to pay tribute to the public works pro- 
fessionals of the United States; and 

(B) to recognize the substantial contribu- 
tions that public works professionals make 
to the United States. 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 187—EX- 
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF THE MONTH OF 
MAY 2015, AS “NATIONAL BLAD- 


DER CANCER AWARENESS 
MONTH” 
Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 


IsAKSON, and Mr. SCHATZ) submitted 
the following resolution; which was 
considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 187 


Whereas 500,000 families in the United 
States live with bladder cancer; 

Whereas more than 74,000 people are ex- 
pected to be diagnosed with bladder cancer 
and 16,000 will die due to the disease in 2015 
alone; 

Whereas bladder cancer affects people of 
all ages and backgrounds and is among the 
top 10 cancers with the highest incidence 
rates in the United States; 

Whereas bladder cancer is known as one of 
the most expensive cancers to treat on a per 
patient basis with a recurrence rate of ap- 
proximately 50 to 80 percent, requiring life- 
long surveillance; 

Whereas bladder cancer symptoms, such as 
blood in the urine, are easily recognized, 
however, many are unaware of the threat of 
bladder cancer, often prolonging the time to 
diagnosis; 

Whereas if diagnosed early, bladder cancer 
is treatable; 

Whereas military veterans are twice as 
likely as nonveterans to be diagnosed with 
bladder cancer; 

Whereas women are often diagnosed at a 
later stage in the development of bladder 
cancer, and when diagnosed at the same 
stage as men, women have a worse prognosis; 

Whereas if diagnosis and treatment are de- 
layed, the life expectancy of an individual 
with bladder cancer decreases; 

Whereas the quality of life of a person with 
bladder cancer will depend on future treat- 
ment and diagnosis developments, which will 
rely on research advancements; 

Whereas there have been no new treat- 
ments approved by the Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration for bladder cancer in over 10 
years; 

Whereas research advancements for blad- 
der cancer are limited by lack of awareness 
about the disease within the medical com- 
munity and general public; 

Whereas increased awareness will promote 
early diagnosis and increase the chances of 
survival; 

Whereas increased awareness will bolster 
public support of the disease and thus in- 
crease funding for innovative research and 
the development of new treatment options 
and diagnostic tools; 

Whereas traditionally on the first Satur- 
day in May each year, survivors, caregivers, 
and loved ones walk together throughout the 
United States to raise awareness of bladder 
cancer; 

Whereas the Bladder Cancer Advocacy Net- 
work and its community of patients, care- 
givers, and specialists seek— 

(1) to foster a community of hope and sup- 
port; 

(2) to fund and conduct research for inno- 
vative treatments and diagnostic tools; and 

(3) to increase public awareness and under- 
standing of bladder cancer; and 


Whereas May would be an appropriate 
month to designate as ‘‘National Bladder 
Cancer Awareness Month’’: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
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(1) supports the designation of May 2015, as 
“National Bladder Cancer Awareness 
Month’’; 

(2) supports the goals and ideals of Na- 
tional Bladder Cancer Awareness Month; and 

(3) calls on the people of the United States, 
interested groups, and affected persons— 

(A) to promote awareness of bladder cancer 
and to foster understanding of the impact of 
the disease on patients and their families 
and caregivers; 

(B) to take an active role in the fight to 
end bladder cancer; and 

(C) to observe National Bladder Cancer 
Awareness Month with appropriate cere- 
monies and activities. 


—_ 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 1436. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Mr. 
MURPHY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1221 pro- 
posed by Mr. HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative ap- 
peal relating to adverse determinations of 
tax-exempt status of certain organizations; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1437. Mr. PERDUE (for Mr. SCHATZ) pro- 
posed an amendment to the resolution S. 
Res. 109, acknowledging and honoring brave 
young men from Hawaii who enabled the 
United States to establish and maintain ju- 
risdiction in remote equatorial islands as 
prolonged conflict in the Pacific led to World 
War II. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1436. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the 
bill H.R. 1314, to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a 
right to an administrative appeal relat- 
ing to adverse determinations of tax- 
exempt status of certain organizations; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 44, line 9, insert before the end pe- 
riod the following: ‘‘, and does not violate 
the requirements of chapter 83 of title 41, 
United States Code (commonly known as the 
‘Buy American Act’) or section 313 of title 23, 
United States Code, or weaken or undermine 
those requirements by allowing for waivers 
that would cause the closure of a domestic 
manufacturer”. 


SA 1437. Mr. PERDUE (for Mr. 
SCHATZ) proposed an amendment to the 
resolution S. Res. 109, acknowledging 
and honoring brave young men from 
Hawaii who enabled the United States 
to establish and maintain jurisdiction 
in remote equatorial islands as pro- 
longed conflict in the Pacific led to 
World War II; as follows: 

The preamble is amended— 

(1) in the 10th whereas clause, by striking 
“March 30, 1935” and inserting “March 20, 
1935”; 

(2) in the 13th whereas clause, by striking 
“proclaimed” and inserting “established”; 

(3) in the 25th whereas clause, by striking 
“distracted by” and inserting “otherwise fo- 
cused on”; and 

(4) in the 27th whereas clause— 
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(A) by striking “Jarvis and Enderbury” 
and inserting ‘‘Enderbury and Jarvis”; and 

(B) by striking “on February 9” and insert- 
ing ‘‘ from February 7 to 9”. 


ES 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 
FORESTRY 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on May 21, 
2015, at 10 a.m., in room 328A of the 
Russell Senate Office Building. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on May 21, 2015, at 9:30 a.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 
AFFAIRS 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
May 21, 2015, at 10 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled “The Financial Regu- 
latory Improvement Act of 2015.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
May 21, 2015, at 10:15 a.m., in room SR- 
253 of the Russell Senate Office Build- 
ing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on May 21, 2015, at 9:15 a.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on May 21, 2015, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Understanding 
America’s Long-Term Fiscal Picture.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
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mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen- 
ate on May 21, 2015, at 10:15 a.m., in the 
President’s Room of the Capitol. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on May 21, 2015, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS, FORESTS, 

AND MINING 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources’ Subcommittee on Public 
Lands, Forests, and Mining be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on May 21, 2015, at 2:30 p.m., in 
room SD-366 of the Dirksen Senate Of- 
fice Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that my counsel 
detailee, Samantha Chaifetz, be grant- 
ed floor privileges for the remainder of 
this session of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Amanda Clin- 
ton, a fellow in my office, be granted 
floor privileges for the remainder of 
the calendar year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to executive session to con- 
sider the following nominations: Cal- 
endar Nos. 115 through 122, and all 
nominations placed on the Secretary’s 
desk in the Air Force, Army, Marine 
Corps, and Navy; that the nominations 
be confirmed; that the motions to re- 
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate; that no further motions 
be in order; that any statements re- 
lated to the nominations be printed in 
the Record; that the President be im- 
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac- 
tions, and the Senate then resume leg- 
islative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con- 
firmed are as follows: 

IN THE NAVY 

The following named officers for appoint- 
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 


7739 


To be rear admiral 


Rear Adm. (1h) John D. Alexander 
Rear Adm. (1h) Ronald A. Boxall 
Rear Adm. (1h) Robert P. Burke 
Rear Adm. (1h) Matthew J. Carter 
Rear Adm. (1h) Christopher W. Grady 
Rear Adm. (1h) Michael E. Jabaley, Jr. 
Rear Adm. (1h) Colin J. Kilrain 

Rear Adm. (1h) Andrew L. Lewis 
Rear Adm. (1h) DeWolfe H. Miller 
Rear Adm. (1h) John P. Neagley 
Rear Adm. (1h) Patrick A. Piercey 
Rear Adm. (1h) Charles A. Richard 
Rear Adm. (1h) Hugh D. Wetherald 
Rear Adm. (1h) Ricky L. Williamson 


The following named officers for appoint- 
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

Eugene H. Black, III 
Dell D. Bull 
William D. Byrne, Jr. 
Edward B. Cashman 
Moises Deltoro, III 
Stephen C. Evans 
Gregory J. Fenton 
John V. Fuller 
Michael P. Holland 
Hugh W. Howard, III 
Jeffrey W. Hughes 
Thomas E. Ishee 
Stephen T. Koehler 
Yancy B. Lindsey 
Francis D. Morley 
Cathal S. O'Connor 
Jeffrey E. Trussler 
William W. Wheeler, III 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Maj. Gen. Jeffrey G. Lofgren 
IN THE MARINE CORPS 


The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Marine Corps to 
the grade indicated while assigned to a posi- 
tion of importance and responsibility under 
title 10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 
Maj. Gen. Michael G. Dana 
IN THE ARMY 


The following Army National Guard of the 
United States officer for appointment in the 
Reserve of the Army to the grade indicated 
under title 10, U.S.C., sections 12203 and 
12211: 


Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 
Capt. 


To be major general 
Brig. Gen. Matthew P. Beevers 
IN THE NAVY 
The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 
To be vice admiral 
Rear Adm. John N. Christenson 
The following named officer for appoint- 
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 
To be rear admiral (lower half) 
Capt. Shoshana S. Chatfield 
The following named officer for appoint- 
ment as the Judge Advocate General of the 
Navy and for appointment in the United 
States Navy to the grade indicated while 
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serving as the Judge Advocate General under 
title 10, U.S.C., section 5148: 


To be vice admiral 
Rear Adm. James W. Crawford, III 


NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S 
DESK 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


PN95-2 AIR FORCE nomination of RHYS 
WILLIAM HUNT, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 26, 2015. 

PN248 AIR FORCE nominations (5) begin- 
ning JAMES D. BRANTINGHAM, and ending 
GEORGE T. YOUSTRA, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of March 4, 2015. 

PN249 AIR FORCE nominations (429) begin- 
ning RANDALL E. ACKERMAN, and ending 
CLINTON R. ZUMBRUNNEN, which nomina- 
tions were received by the Senate and ap- 
peared in the Congressional Record of March 
4, 2015. 

PN426 AIR FORCE nominations (2) begin- 
ning JOSHUA D. BURGESS, and ending 
JAMES R. CANTU, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of April 30, 2015. 

PN427 AIR FORCE nomination of Michael 
I. Etan, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 

IN THE ARMY 

PN428 ARMY nomination of Erik D. 
Masick, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 

PN429 ARMY nominations (3) beginning 
MUHAMMAD R. KHAWAJA, and ending 
NIKALESH REDDY, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of April 30, 2015. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 


PN80 MARINE CORPS nomination of 
Henry C. Bodden, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 18, 2015. 

PN82 MARINE CORPS nomination of Wil- 
liam E Lanham, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 18, 2015. 

PN115 MARINE CORPS nomination of Re- 
becca L. Wilkinson, which was received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of January 26, 2015. 

PN122 MARINE CORPS nominations (42) 
beginning MATTHEW F. AMIDON, and end- 
ing JOHN A. WRIGHT, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 26, 2015. 

PN151 MARINE CORPS nominations (6) be- 
ginning MICHAEL J. CORRADO, and ending 
CRAIG C. ULLMAN, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 29, 2015. 

PN152 MARINE CORPS nominations (211) 
beginning RORY L. ALDRIDGE, and ending 
MARK D. ZIMMER, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of January 29, 2015. 

IN THE NAVY 


PN110 NAVY nomination of Miriam 
Behpour, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
January 26, 2015. 

PN111 NAVY nomination of Thomas P. 
Murphy, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
January 26, 2015. 

PN147 NAVY nomination of Todd S. Le- 
vant, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of Jan- 
uary 29, 2015. 
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PN148 NAVY nomination of Jennifer L. 
Borstelmann, which was received by the Sen- 
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 29, 2015. 

PN150 NAVY nomination of Robert S. 
Thompson, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
January 29, 2015. 

PN181 NAVY nomination of Melissa C. 
Austin, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
February 5, 2015. 

PN438 NAVY nominations (50) beginning 
ANTHONY S. ARDITO, and ending ROD- 
ERICK D. WILSON, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of April 30, 2015. 

PN443 NAVY nomination of Garrett T. 
Pankow, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 

PN444 NAVY nomination of William M. 
Walker, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 

PN445 NAVY nomination of Christopher C. 
Meyer, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 

PN446 NAVY nominations (2) beginning 
JEFFREY G. BENTSON, and ending PAUL 
N. PORENSKY, which nominations were re- 
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of April 30, 2015. 

PN447 NAVY nomination of Kevin D. 
Clarida, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 

PN448 NAVY nomination of Brianna E. 
Jackson, which was received by the Senate 


and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 
PN449 NAVY nomination of Jared M. 


Spilka, which was received by the Senate 


and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 
PN450 NAVY nomination of Francine 


Segovia, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 

PN451 NAVY nomination of Todd W. Mal- 
lory, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 30, 2015. 


EE 
LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will now resume legislative session. 


En 
COURTHOUSE NAMING BILLS 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Environ- 
ment and Public Works Committee be 
discharged from further consideration 
of H.R. 1690 and the Senate proceed to 
its consideration and the consideration 
of Calendar No. 64, S. 261, and Calendar 
No. 65, S. 612, en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bills en bloc. 

Mr. PERDUE. I further ask unani- 
mous consent that the bills be read a 
third time and passed and the motions 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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JOSEPH F. WEIS JR. UNITED 
STATES COURTHOUSE 


The bill (H.R. 1690) to designate the 
United States courthouse located at 700 
Grant Street in Pittsburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania, as the “Joseph F. Weis Jr. 
United States Courthouse,” was or- 
dered to a third reading, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


— 


WILLIAM J. HOLLOWAY, JR. 
UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE 


The bill (S. 261) to designate the 
United States courthouse located at 200 
NW 4th Street in Oklahoma City, Okla- 
homa, as the William J. Holloway, Jr. 
United States Courthouse, was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed, as fol- 
lows: 

S. 261 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. WILLIAM J. HOLLOWAY, JR. UNITED 
STATES COURTHOUSE. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The United States court- 
house located at 200 NW 4th Street in Okla- 
homa City, Oklahoma, shall be known and 
designated as the “William J. Holloway, Jr. 
United States Courthouse’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the United 
States courthouse referred to in subsection 
(a) Shall be deemed to be a reference to the 


“William J. Holloway, Jr. United States 
Courthouse”. 

O A —— 
GEORGE P; KAZEN FEDERAL 


BUILDING AND UNITED STATES 
COURTHOUSE 


The bill (S. 612) to designate the Fed- 
eral building and United States court- 
house located at 1300 Victoria Street in 
Laredo, Texas, as the “George P. Kazen 
Federal Building and United States 
Courthouse,” was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 612 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. GEORGE P. KAZEN FEDERAL BUILD- 
ING AND UNITED STATES COURT- 
HOUSE. 

(a) DESIGNATION.. The Federal building 
and United States courthouse located at 1300 
Victoria Street in Laredo, Texas, shall be 
known and designated as the “George P. 
Kazen Federal Building and United States 
Courthouse”. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Federal 
building and United States courthouse re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the “George P. Kazen Fed- 
eral Building and United States Court- 
house”. 


EEE 


NEW MEXICO NAVAJO WATER SET- 
TLEMENT TECHNICAL CORREC- 
TIONS ACT 
Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
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proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 81, S. 501. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 501) to make technical correc- 
tions to the Navajo water rights settlement 
in the State of New Mexico, and for other 
purposes. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time and passed and the 
motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 501) was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 501 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘New Mexico 
Navajo Water Settlement Technical Correc- 
tions Act”. 

SEC. 2. NAVAJO WATER SETTLEMENT. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 10302 of the Om- 
nibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 
(43 U.S.C. 407 note; Public Law 111-11) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘“‘Arrellano’’ and inserting ‘‘Arellano’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (27), by striking ‘‘75-185”’ 
and inserting ‘‘75-184’’. 

(b) DELIVERY AND USE OF NAVAJO-GALLUP 
WATER SUPPLY PROJECT WATER.—Section 
10603(c)(2)(A) of the Omnibus Public Land 
Management Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11; 
123 Stat. 1385) is amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking “Article ITI(c)’’ 
and inserting “Articles ITI(c)’’; and 

(2) in clause (ii)(II), by striking “Article 
TIT(c)” and inserting “Articles ITI(c)’’. 

(c) PROJECT CONTRACTS.—Section 10604(f)(1) 
of the Omnibus Public Land Management 
Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11; 123 Stat. 1391) 
is amended by inserting ‘‘Project’’ before 
“water”. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 10609 of the Omnibus Public Land 
Management Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11; 
123 Stat. 1395) is amended— 

(1) in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection 
(b), by striking “construction or rehabilita- 
tion” each place it appears and inserting 
“planning, design, construction, rehabilita- 
tion,”; 

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by striking “2 per- 
cent” and inserting “4 percent”; and 

(3) in subsection (f)(1), by striking ‘‘4 per- 
cent” and inserting ‘‘2 percent”. 

(e) AGREEMENT.—Section 10701(e) of the 
Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 
2009 (Public Law 111-11; 123 Stat. 1400) is 
amended in paragraphs (2)(A), (2)(B), and 
(3)(A) by striking ‘‘and Contract” each place 
it appears. 


EEE 


RECOGNIZING NATIONAL FOSTER 
CARE MONTH AS AN _ OPPOR- 
TUNITY TO RAISE AWARENESS 
ABOUT THE CHALLENGES OF 
CHILDREN IN THE FOSTER CARE 
SYSTEM 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the HELP 
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Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of and the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
168. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 168) recognizing Na- 
tional Foster Care Month as an opportunity 
to raise awareness about the challenges of 
children in the foster care system, and en- 
couraging Congress to implement policy to 
improve the lives of children in the foster 
care system. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and the motions to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in the RECORD of May 5, 2015, 
under “Submitted Resolutions.””) 


— 


ACKNOWLEDGING AND HONORING 
BRAVE YOUNG MEN FROM HAWAII 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Judiciary 
Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of S. Res. 109 and the 
Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 109) acknowledging 
and honoring brave young men from Hawaii 
who enabled the United States to establish 
and maintain jurisdiction in remote equa- 
torial islands as prolonged conflict in the Pa- 
cific led to World War II. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to; the Schatz amendment to 
the preamble be agreed to; the pre- 
amble, as amended, be agreed to; and 
the motions to reconsider be consid- 
ered made and laid upon the table with 
no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 1437) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

(Purpose: To amend the preamble) 

The preamble is amended— 

(1) in the 10th whereas clause, by striking 
“March 30, 1935” and inserting “March 20, 
1935”; 

(2) in the 13th whereas clause, by striking 
“proclaimed” and inserting “established”; 


168) was 


109) was 
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(3) in the 25th whereas clause, by striking 
“distracted by” and inserting ‘‘otherwise fo- 
cused on’’; and 

(4) in the 27th whereas clause— 

(A) by striking “Jarvis and Enderbury” 
and inserting ‘‘Enderbury and Jarvis”; and 

(B) by striking “on February 9” and insert- 
ing ‘‘ from February 7 to 9”. 

The preamble, as 
agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, as 
amended, reads as follows: 

S. REs. 109 


Whereas in the mid-19th century, the 
Guano Islands Act (48 U.S.C. 1411 et seq.) en- 
abled companies from the United States to 
mine guano from a number of islands in the 
Equatorial Pacific; 

Whereas after several decades, when the 
guano was depleted, the companies aban- 
doned mining activities, and the control of 
the islands by the United States diminished 
and left the islands vulnerable to exploi- 
tation by other nations; 

Whereas the Far East during the late 19th 
century and early 20th century was charac- 
terized by colonial conflicts and Japanese 
expansionism; 

Whereas the 1930s marked the apex of the 
sphere of influence of Imperial Japan in the 
Far East; 

Whereas military and commercial interest 
in Central Pacific air routes between Aus- 
tralia and California led to a desire by the 
United States to claim the islands of 
Howland, Baker, and Jarvis, although the 
ownership of the islands was unclear; 

Whereas in 1935, a secret Department of 
Commerce colonization plan was instituted, 
aimed at placing citizens of the United 
States as colonists on the remote islands of 
Howland, Baker, and Jarvis; 

Whereas to avoid conflicts with inter- 
national law, which prevented colonization 
by active military personnel, the United 
States sought the participation of fur- 
loughed military personnel and Native Ha- 
waiian civilians in the colonization project; 

Whereas William T. Miller, Superintendent 
of Airways at the Department of Commerce, 
was appointed to lead the colonization 
project, traveled to Hawaii in February 1935, 
met with Albert F. Judd, Trustee of Kameha- 
meha Schools and the Bishop Museum, and 
agreed that recent graduates and students of 
the Kamehameha School for Boys would 
make ideal colonists for the project; 

Whereas the ideal Hawaiian candidates 
were candidates who could ‘‘fish in the na- 


amended, was 


tive manner, swim excellently, handle a 
boat, be disciplined, friendly, and unat- 
tached”; 


Whereas on March 20, 1935, the United 
States Coast Guard Cutter Itasca departed 
from Honolulu Harbor in great secrecy with 
6 young Hawaiian men aboard, all recent 
graduates of Kamehameha Schools, and 12 
furloughed Army personnel, whose purpose 
was to occupy the barren islands of Howland, 
Baker, and Jarvis in teams of 5 for 3 months; 

Whereas in June 1935, after a successful 
first tour, the furloughed Army personnel 
were ordered off the islands and replaced 
with additional Kamehameha Schools alum- 
ni, thus leaving the islands under the exclu- 
sive occupation of the 4 Native Hawaiians on 
each island; 

Whereas the duties of the colonists while 
on the island were to record weather condi- 
tions, cultivate plants, maintain a daily log, 
record the types of fish that were caught, ob- 
serve bird life, and collect specimens for the 
Bishop Museum; 
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Whereas the successful year-long occupa- 
tion by the colonists directly enabled Presi- 
dent Franklin D. Roosevelt to issue Execu- 
tive Order 7368 on May 13, 1936, which estab- 
lished that the islands of Howland, Baker, 
and Jarvis were under the jurisdiction of the 
United States; 

Whereas multiple Federal agencies vied for 
the right to administer the colonization 
project, including the Department of Com- 
merce, the Department of the Interior, and 
the Navy Department, but jurisdiction was 
ultimately granted to the Department of the 
Interior; 

Whereas under the Department of the Inte- 
rior, the colonization project emphasized 
weather data and radio communication, 
which brought about the recruitment of a 
number of Asian radiomen and aerologists; 

Whereas under the Department of the Inte- 
rior, the colonization project also expanded 
beyond the Kamehameha Schools to include 
Hawaiians and non-Hawaiians from other 
schools in Hawaii; 

Whereas in March of 1938 the United States 
also claimed and colonized the islands of 
Canton and Enderbury, maintaining that the 
colonization was in furtherance of commer- 
cial aviation and not for military purposes; 

Whereas the risk of living on the remote 
islands meant that emergency medical care 
was not less than 5 days away, and the dis- 
tance proved fatal for Carl Kahalewai, who 
died on October 8, 1938, en route to Honolulu 
after his appendix ruptured on Jarvis island; 

Whereas other life-threatening injuries oc- 
curred, including in 1939, when Manuel Pires 
had appendicitis, and in 1941, when an explo- 
sion severely burned Henry Knell and 
Dominic Zagara; 

Whereas in 1940, when the issue of dis- 
continuing the colonization project was 
raised, the Navy acknowledged that the is- 
lands were ‘‘probably worthless to commer- 
cial aviation” but advocated for “continued 
occupation’’ because the islands could serve 
as “bases from a military standpoint”; 

Whereas although military interests justi- 
fied continued occupation of the islands, the 
colonists were never informed of the true na- 
ture of the project, nor were the colonists 
provided with weapons or any other means of 
self-defense; 

Whereas in June of 1941, when much of Eu- 
rope was engaged in World War II and Impe- 
rial Japan was establishing itself in the Pa- 
cific, the Commandant of the 14th Naval Dis- 
trict recognized the ‘‘tension in the Western 
Pacific” and recommended the evacuation of 
the colonists, but his request was denied; 

Whereas on December 8, 1941, Howland Is- 
land was attacked by a fleet of Japanese 
twin-engine bombers, and the attack killed 
Hawaiian colonists Joseph Keliihananui and 
Richard Whaley; 

Whereas in the ensuing weeks, Japanese 
submarine and military aircraft continued to 
target the islands of Howland, Baker, and 
Jarvis, jeopardizing the lives of the remain- 
ing colonists; 

Whereas the United States Government 
was unaware of the attacks on the islands, 
and was otherwise focused on the entry of 
the United States into World War II; 

Whereas the colonists demonstrated great 
valor while awaiting retrieval; 

Whereas the 4 colonists from Baker and 
the 2 remaining colonists from Howland were 
rescued on January 31, 1942, and the 8 colo- 
nists from Enderbury and Jarvis were res- 
cued on February 7 to 9, 1942, 2 months after 
the initial attacks on Howland Island; 

Whereas on March 20, 1942, Harold L. Ickes, 
Secretary of the Interior, sent letters of con- 
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dolence to the Keliihananui and Whaley fam- 
ilies stating that “[iln your bereavement it 
must be considerable satisfaction to know 
that your brother died in the service of his 
country”; 

Whereas during the 7 years of colonization, 
more than 130 young men participated in the 
project, the majority of whom were Hawai- 
ian, and all of whom made numerous sac- 
rifices, endured hardships, and risked their 
lives to secure and maintain the islands of 
Howland, Baker, Jarvis, Canton, and 
Enderbury on behalf of the United States, 
and 3 young Hawaiian men made the ulti- 
mate sacrifice; 

Whereas none of the islands, except for 
Canton, were ever used for commercial avia- 
tion, but the islands were used for military 
purposes; 

Whereas in July 1943, a military base was 
established on Baker Island, and its forces, 
which numbered over 2,000 members, partici- 
pated in the Tarawa-Makin operation; 

Whereas in 1956, participants of the col- 
onization project established an organization 
called “Hui Panala’au’’, which was estab- 
lished to preserve the fellowship of the 
group, to provide scholarship assistance, and 
“to honor and esteem those who died as colo- 
nists of the Equatorial Islands”; 

Whereas in 1979, Canton and Enderbury be- 
came part of the Republic of Kiribati, but 
the islands of Jarvis, Howland, and Baker re- 
main possessions of the United States, hav- 
ing been designated as National Wildlife Ref- 
uges in 1974; 

Whereas the islands of Jarvis, Howland, 
and Baker are now part of the Pacific Re- 
mote Islands Marine National Monument; 

Whereas May 13, 2015, marks the 79th anni- 
versary of the issuance of the Executive 
order of President Franklin D. Roosevelt 
proclaiming United States jurisdiction over 
the islands of Howland, Baker, and Jarvis, is- 
lands that remain possessions of the United 
States; and 

Whereas the Federal Government has 
never fully recognized the contributions and 
sacrifices of the colonists, less than a hand- 
ful of whom are still alive today: Now, there- 
fore, be it 


Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) acknowledges the accomplishments and 
commends the service of the Hui Panala’au 
colonists; 

(2) acknowledges the local, national, and 
international significance of the 7-year col- 
onization project, which resulted in the 
United States extending sovereignty into the 
Equatorial Pacific; 

(8) recognizes the dedication to the United 
States and self-reliance demonstrated by the 
young men, the majority of whom were Na- 
tive Hawaiian, who left their homes and fam- 
ilies in Hawaii to participate in the Equa- 
torial Pacific colonization project; 

(4) extends condolences on behalf of the 
United States to the families of Carl 
Kahalewai, Joseph Keliihananui, and Rich- 
ard Whaley for the loss of their loved ones in 
the service of the United States; 

(5) honors the young men whose actions, 
sacrifices, and valor helped secure and main- 
tain the jurisdiction of the United States 
over equatorial islands in the Pacific Ocean 
during the years leading up to and the 
months immediately following the bombing 
of Pearl Harbor and the entry of the United 
States into World War II; and 

(6) extends to all of the colonists, and to 
the families of these exceptional young men, 
the deep appreciation of the people of the 
United States. 
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RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the en bloc consider- 
ation of the following Senate resolu- 
tions, which were submitted earlier 
today: S. Res. 185, S. Res. 186, and S. 
Res. 187. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tions be agreed to, the preambles be 
agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

The preambles were agreed to. 

(The resolutions, with their pre- 
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under “Submitted Resolutions.””) 


— > 


APPOINTMENTS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President, 
pursuant to 14 U.S.C. 194(a), as amend- 
ed by Public Law 101-595, and further 
amended by Public Law 113-281, and 
upon the recommendation of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation, appoints 
the following Senators to the Board of 
Visitors of the U.S. Coast Guard Acad- 
emy: the Honorable ROGER WICKER of 
Mississippi and the Honorable DAN 
SULLIVAN of Alaska. 

The Chair, on behalf of the majority 
leader, pursuant to the provisions of 
Public Law 113-146, appoints the fol- 
lowing individuals to serve as members 
of the Commission on Care: the Honor- 
able Tom Coburn of Oklahoma, Stuart 
Hickey of Pennsylvania, and Thomas 
Harvey of New York. 

The Chair, on behalf of the majority 
leader, pursuant to Public Law 96-114, 
as amended, appoints the following in- 
dividual to the Congressional Award 
Board: Chiling Tong of Maryland. 

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 4355(a), 
appoints the following Senator to the 
Board of Visitors of the U.S. Military 
Academy: the Honorable JONI ERNST of 
Iowa (designee of the chairman of the 
Committee on Armed Services). 

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, pursuant to the provisions 
of 20 U.S.C., sections 42 and 43, appoints 
the following Senators to the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion: the Honorable JOHN BOOZMAN of 
Arkansas and the Honorable DAVID 
PERDUE of Georgia. 

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 9355(a), 
appoints the following Senator to the 
Board of Visitors of the U.S. Air Force 
Academy: the Honorable CORY GARD- 
NER of Colorado (designee of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices). 
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The Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 6968(a), 
appoints the following Senator to the 
Board of Visitors of the U.S. Naval 
Academy: the Honorable DAN SULLIVAN 
of Alaska (designee of the chairman of 
the Committee on Armed Services). 


EE 


ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, MAY 22, 2015 


Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 9:30 a.m., Friday, May 22; 
that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, and the time for the two lead- 
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day; that following leader remarks, 
the Senate then resume consideration 
of H.R. 1314; finally, that all time dur- 
ing the adjournment of the Senate 
count postcloture on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


—_ A 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. PERDUE. If there is no further 
business to come before the Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent that it stand 
adjourned under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 8:16 p.m., adjourned until Friday, 
May 22, 2015, at 9:30 a.m. 


EE 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


STEPHEN C. HEDGER, OF NEW YORK, TO BE AN ASSIST- 
ANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, VICE ELIZABETH LEE 
KING, RESIGNED. 


INTER-AMERICAN FOUNDATION 


LUIS A. VIADA, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE INTER-AMERICAN FOUN- 
DATION FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 20, 2018, VICE 
JOHN P. SALAZAR, TERM EXPIRED. 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE 
HUMANITIES 


AKHIL REED AMAR, OF CONNECTICUT, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2020, VICE 
JAMSHEED K. CHOKSY, TERM EXPIRED. 

ROBERT P. ZIMMERMAN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEM- 
BER OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 
FOR A TERM EXPIRING JANUARY 26, 2018, VICE MANFREDI 
PICCOLOMINI, RESIGNED. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 


JESSICA ROSENWORCEL, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE FEDERAL COMMUNICA- 
TIONS COMMISSION FOR A TERM OF FIVE YEARS FROM 
JULY 1, 2015. (REAPPOINTMENT) 


PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORATION 


W. THOMAS REEDER, JR., OF VIRGINIA, TO BE DIREC- 
TOR OF THE PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY CORPORA- 
TION, VICE JOSHUA GOTBAUM, RESIGNED. 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
DENISE TURNER ROTH, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE 


ADMINISTRATOR OF GENERAL SERVICES, VICE DANIEL 
M. TANGHERLINI, RESIGNED. 


THE JUDICIARY 


EDWARD L. STANTON III, OF TENNESSEE, TO BE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN 
DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE, VICE SAMUEL H. MAYS, JR., 
RETIRING. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


ERIC STEVEN MILLER, OF VERMONT, TO BE UNITED 
STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF VERMONT FOR 
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THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE TRISTRAM J. COFFIN, 
RESIGNED. 

MICHAEL C. MCGOWAN, OF DELAWARE, TO BE UNITED 
STATES MARSHAL FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE, 
FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE JOSEPH ANTHONY 
PAPILI, RESIGNED. 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE VICE CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 
AND APPOINTMENT IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSI- 
TION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 601 AND 154: 


To be general 
GEN. PAUL J. SELVA 
IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE- 
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be brigadier general 
COL. CLIFFORD B. CHICK 
IN THE MARINE CORPS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF AND 
APPOINTMENT IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSI- 
TION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 152 AND 601: 


To be general 
GEN. JOSEPH F. DUNFORD, JR. 
IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 


To be colonel 
DANIEL A. LAPOSTOLE 
IN THE COAST GUARD 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS OF THE UNITED 
STATES COAST GUARD FOR APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS 
OF THE PERMANENT COMMISSIONED TEACHING STAFF 
AND APPOINTMENT IN THE GRADES INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 14, U.S.C., SECTION 188: 


To be commander 
ANNA W. HICKEY 

To be lieutenant 
KIMBERLY C. YOUNG-MCLEAR 


EE 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate May 21, 2015: 
THE JUDICIARY 


JILL N. PARRISH, OF UTAH, TO BE UNITED STATES DIS- 
TRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH. 

JOSE ROLANDO OLVERA, JR., OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF TEXAS. 


CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING 


PATRICIA D. CAHILL, OF MISSOURI, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CORPORATION 
FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING FOR A TERM EXPIRING JAN- 
UARY 31, 2020. 


NORTHERN BORDER REGIONAL COMMISSION 


MARK SCARANO, OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, TO BE FEDERAL 
COCHAIRPERSON OF THE NORTHERN BORDER REGIONAL 
COMMISSION. 


IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be rear admiral 


REAR ADM. (LH) JOHN D. ALEXANDER 
REAR ADM. (LH) RONALD A. BOXALL 
REAR ADM. (LH) ROBERT P. BURKE 
REAR ADM. (LH) MATTHEW J. CARTER 
REAR ADM. (LH) CHRISTOPHER W. GRADY 
REAR ADM. (LH) MICHAEL E. JABALEY, JR. 
REAR ADM. (LH) COLIN J. KILRAIN 
REAR ADM. (LH) ANDREW L. LEWIS 
REAR ADM. (LH) DEWOLFE H. MILLER 
REAR ADM. (LH) JOHN P. NEAGLEY 
REAR ADM. (LH) PATRICK A. PIERCEY 
REAR ADM. (LH) CHARLES A. RICHARD 
REAR ADM. (LH) HUGH D. WETHERALD 
REAR ADM. (LH) RICKY L. WILLIAMSON 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 
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To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. EUGENE H. BLACK III 
CAPT. DELL D. BULL 

CAPT. WILLIAM D. BYRNE, JR. 
CAPT. EDWARD B. CASHMAN 
CAPT. MOISES DELTORO III 
CAPT. STEPHEN C. EVANS 
CAPT. GREGORY J. FENTON 
CAPT. JOHN V. FULLER 

CAPT. MICHAEL P. HOLLAND 
CAPT. HUGH W. HOWARD III 
CAPT. JEFFREY W. HUGHES 
CAPT. THOMAS E. ISHEE 
CAPT. STEPHEN T. KOEHLER 
CAPT. YANCY B. LINDSEY 
CAPT. FRANCIS D. MORLEY 
CAPT. CATHAL S. O'CONNOR 
CAPT. JEFFREY E. TRUSSLER 
CAPT. WILLIAM W. WHEELER III 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 
MAJ. GEN. JEFFREY G. LOFGREN 
IN THE MARINE CORPS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR- 
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 
MAJ. GEN. MICHAEL G. DANA 
IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE- 
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be major general 
BRIG. GEN. MATTHEW P. BEEVERS 
IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be vice admiral 


REAR ADM. JOHN N. CHRISTENSON 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be rear admiral (lower half) 


CAPT. SHOSHANA S. CHATFIELD 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL OF THE NAVY AND 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO 
THE GRADE INDICATED WHILE SERVING AS THE JUDGE 
ADVOCATE GENERAL UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
5148: 


To be vice admiral 
REAR ADM. JAMES W. CRAWFORD III 
IN THE AIR FORCE 


AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF RHYS WILLIAM HUNT, TO 
BE COLONEL. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JAMES D. 
BRANTINGHAM AND ENDING WITH GEORGE T. YOUSTRA, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
MARCH 4, 2015. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RANDALL 
E. ACKERMAN AND ENDING WITH CLINTON R. 
ZUMBRUNNEN, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY 
THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON MARCH 4, 2015. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JOSHUA D. 
BURGESS AND ENDING WITH JAMES R. CANTU, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON APRIL 30, 
2015. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF MICHAEL I. ETAN, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 


IN THE ARMY 


ARMY NOMINATION OF ERIK D. MASICK, TO BE MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MUHAMMAD R. 
KHAWAJA AND ENDING WITH NIKALESH REDDY, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON APRIL 30, 
2015. 


IN THE MARINE CORPS 


MARINE CORPS NOMINATION OF HENRY C. BODDEN, TO 
BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATION OF WILLIAM E. LANHAM, 
TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 
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MARINE CORPS NOMINATION 
WILKINSON, TO BE MAJOR. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MAT- 
THEW F. AMIDON AND ENDING WITH JOHN A. WRIGHT, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 26, 2015. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MI- 
CHAEL J. CORRADO AND ENDING WITH CRAIG C. ULLMAN, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 29, 2015. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RORY 
L. ALDRIDGE AND ENDING WITH MARK D. ZIMMER, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 29, 2015. 


OF REBECCA L. 
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IN THE NAVY 


NAVY NOMINATION OF MIRIAM BEHPOUR, TO BE LIEU- 
TENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF THOMAS P. MURPHY, TO BE CAP- 
TAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF TODD S. LEVANT, TO BE COM- 
MANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF JENNIFER L. BORSTELMANN, TO 
BE LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF ROBERT S. THOMPSON, TO BE 
CAPTAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF MELISSA C. AUSTIN, TO BE COM- 
MANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ANTHONY S. 
ARDITO AND ENDING WITH RODERICK D. WILSON, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON APRIL 30, 
2015. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF GARRETT T. PANKOW, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 
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NAVY NOMINATION OF WILLIAM M. WALKER, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF CHRISTOPHER C. MEYER, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JEFFREY G. 
BENTSON AND ENDING WITH PAUL N. PORENSKY, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP- 
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON APRIL 30, 
2015. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF KEVIN D. CLARIDA, TO BE LIEU- 
TENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF BRIANNA E. JACKSON, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF JARED M. SPILKA, TO BE LIEU- 
TENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF FRANCINE SEGOVIA, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF TODD W. MALLORY, TO BE LIEU- 
TENANT COMMANDER. 


May 21, 2015 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


RECOGNIZING THE 90TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE TOWN AND COUN- 
TY CLUB 


HON. JOHN B. LARSON 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize the 90th anniversary of 
the Town and County Club in Hartford, Con- 
necticut. This club was originally founded on 
May 21, 1925 as a private women’s club and 
has continually flourished into an esteemed lo- 
cation for members to enjoy organized social, 
intellectual, and artistic gatherings. 

The first President of the club was Miss 
Anne Eliot Trumbull, and on the day of the 
first meeting of her Board, the Club had been 
incorporated with the assistance of attorney 
Barclay Robinson, under the name of ‘The 
Town and County Club, Incorporated’. The Ar- 
ticles of Association state the purposes for 
which the corporation was formed, and signed 
by the 16 subscribers present at the meeting. 
The Articles state: ‘For creating an organized 
center for women’s work, thought and action; 
advancing the interests of women; promoting 
science, literature, and art; providing an ac- 
cessible place of meeting for its members; 
promoting social intercourse by such means 
as the members of the corporation shall deem 
expedient and proper for that purpose, and for 
acquiring and maintaining and club house and 
grounds.’ 

In a time when the most private club mem- 
berships were restricted to men, these women 
represented the voice and action for change 
by creating one of their own. In just five years 
after women’s suffrage in 1920, women in the 
Hartford County area chose to congregate and 
soon created this popular club that would con- 
tinue on and today, celebrate its 90th anniver- 
sary. It is my honor to congratulate the Town 
and County Club in Hartford, Connecticut. 


a 


IN HONOR OF THE 2015 GRAD- 
UATES OF LEADERSHIP ROWAN 


HON. RICHARD HUDSON 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the graduates of the Leadership 
Rowan class of 2015. These graduates rep- 
resent a cross-section of leaders in Rowan 
County, North Carolina, who are dedicated to 
making their county and local communities a 
better place. 

Leadership Rowan is a nine month program 
designed to teach existing leaders and com- 
munity volunteers about important local 
issues, introduce them to new means of in- 


volvement, and connect them with other lead- 
ers in the community. For 23 years under the 
sponsorship of the Rowan County Chamber of 
Commerce, Leadership Rowan has graduated 
over 500 emerging leaders. 

As a graduate of Leadership Cabarrus and 
Leadership Montgomery, which are similar 
programs in other North Carolina counties, | 
understand the level of commitment necessary 
to complete this program. | commend each 
graduate for taking the time to learn more 
about the political, cultural, social, economic, 
and educational issues in Rowan County in 
order to better understand and improve our 
community. These 25 graduates completed 
courses in History and Power; Business and 
the Economy; Public Education; Human 
Needs; Government; Criminal Justice; Com- 
munications; and Quality of Life. 

Participants in this years Leadership Rowan 
class include: Keri Allman, D.J. Barksdale, 
Gary Blabon, Keith Bowersox, Wendy Brindle, 
Mary Burridge, Thomas Cobb, Heather 
Crawford, Victoria Curran, Teresa Dakins, 
Addison Davis, Benjamin Davis, Michelle Fish- 
er, Jon Folstad, Rori Godsey, Ashlee Hawkins, 
Deborah Johnson, Heather King, Glenwood 
Oats Jr., Ann Pressly, Laurie Ritchie, Janet 
Spriggs, Shane Valley, Curtis Walker, and 
Jeanette West. 

It is an honor today to congratulate the 
graduates of Leadership Rowan for completing 
this program and for their dedication to serving 
our community and the State of North Caro- 
lina. 


— 


HONORING RABBI ANCHELLE PERL 
AND THE WINNERS OF THE 
GOOD DEED AWARDS FOR LONG 
ISLAND TEENAGERS 


HON. KATHLEEN M. RICE 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the outstanding work of 
Rabbi Anchelle Perl of Chabad of Mineola and 
the winners of the prestigious Good Deed 
Awards for Long Island Teenagers. 

For over two decades, the National Com- 
mittee for the Furtherance of Jewish Education 
(NCFJE) has worked tirelessly to showcase 
and celebrate the tremendous achievements 
and service of our youth and to help our great- 
er community appreciate their work. 

The Good Deed Awards have helped pro- 
vide so many young men and women with the 
recognition, confidence and encouragement 
they need to continue on a path of public serv- 
ice and become the leaders of tomorrow. This 
organization instills in them a sense of pur- 
pose and pride and demonstrates the potential 
that our nation’s youth have for creating posi- 
tive change in their communities and improv- 
ing the lives of others. 


That is why | want to begin by congratu- 
lating this year’s winners. These 31 incredible 
young men and women come from over a 
dozen different high schools, represent a di- 
verse set of backgrounds and cultures, and 
were nominated by a variety of distinguished 
community members, including educators, reli- 
gious and community leaders, elected officials, 
and members of the local business commu- 
nity. Brought together by their commitment to 
public service and the desire to help others, 
this year’s winners truly embody the very best 
that our community has to offer. 

| also want to acknowledge Rabbi Anchelle 
Perl of Chabad of Mineola, who has graciously 
hosted the Good Deed Awards for the past 22 
years. Having had the honor of attending this 
event in the past, | know the crucial role that 
Rabbi Perl plays in guiding and encouraging 
these incredible young men and women, and 
in promoting community support for their work. 
Rabbi Perl has devoted his life to serving this 
community and | am truly proud to be his rep- 
resentative in Congress. 


HELEN GORDON DAVIS 


HON. KATHY CASTOR 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | am 
honored to recognize the outstanding work of 
a trailblazing public servant and one of the 
champions of the Florida equal rights and civil 
rights movements, the late Florida State Sen- 
ator Helen Gordon Davis, who represented the 
Tampa Bay area in the Florida Legislature 
from 1974 until 1992. 

Senator Davis devoted her public service 
career to confronting and changing the in- 
equalities in economic, legal and social status 
for women and African Americans. She was a 
true pioneer for pay equity for women. In 
1980, Mrs. Davis was presented with the Flor- 
ida ACLU Bill of Rights Award as a testament 
to her dedication for civil liberties for all. 

Senator Davis was elected to the Florida 
State House of Representatives in 1974 as 
the first woman from Hillsborough County to 
be elected to the Florida Legislature. She was 
subsequently re-elected six times. In 1988, 
Senator Davis successfully ran for the state 
Senate where she fought for economic equal- 
ity for women, and sponsored the first legisla- 
tion on sexual harassment. Among her many 
achievements, Mrs. Davis created the Mar- 
riage License Trust fund for Spouse Abuse 
Centers, Court Depositories for Child Support 
Payments, the Displaced Homemakers for Di- 
vorced Women Act, and doubled the penalties 
for hate crimes. 

With passion and courage, Mrs. Davis 
paved the way for future generations of 
Hillsborough County women in politics. 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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Before her time as an influential legislator, 
Mrs. Davis was president of the League of 
Women Voters of Hillsborough County from 
1966-1969. In 1971, Mrs. Davis founded Flor- 
ida’s first women’s center which sought to help 
women succeed in the workplace and helped 
many gain tangible professional and life skills. 
Mrs. Davis was the first recipient of the 
League of Women Voters of Hillsborough 
County’s Lifetime Achievement Award. 

Mrs. Davis was born on Christmas Day, 
1926 in Brooklyn, New York. Originally a stage 
actress, Mrs. Davis moved to Tampa in 1948 
with husband Gene Davis, where she was a 
high school drama teacher and regular fixture 
in the community theater. 

Although Mrs. Davis passed away on May 
18, 2015, her legacy will continue through her 
broad-based legislative accomplishments, the 
Women’s Centre in the Hyde Park community 
of Tampa, and the women she championed 
both professionally and personally. Mrs. Davis 
is survived by her daughters Stephanie and 
Karen, her son Gordon, her sister Jeanne, and 
her two grandchildren. On behalf of the 
Tampa community, | am proud to recognize 
Helen Gordon Davis for her dedication to 
Hillsborough County, the State of Florida, and 
to women everywhere. 


HONORING THE LIFE AND DEDI- 
CATED SERVICE OF NORTHWEST 
FLORIDA’S BELOVED JIM BRUCE 
GRANT, JR. 


HON. JEFF MILLER 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
to recognize the life and dedicated service of 
Northwest Florida’s beloved Jim Bruce Grant, 
Jr. Jim was a loving husband, father, grand- 
father, patriot, and friend, and his loss will be 
mourned by all those who knew him. 

A native of Gulf Breeze, Florida, Jim 
showed tremendous leadership and service 
qualities, earning Eagle Scout honors during 
high school, and he built on this success when 
he answered the call of duty, joining the Flor- 
ida Army National Guard in 1982. Jim also 
continued his education, earning multiple col- 
lege and post-graduate degrees including both 
a Bachelors of Science and an LL.M degree 
from the University of Florida, as well as a JD 
from the University of Alabama. 

After a civilian break in service, Jim rejoined 
the Alabama Army National Guard in 2004, 
serving as a Staff Judge Advocate with 62nd 
Troop Command, Montgomery, Alabama. Dur- 
ing Jim’s time in the Alabama Army National 
Guard, he served three tours of duty in sup- 
port of Operation Enduring Freedom and Op- 
eration Iraqi Freedom. During his first two 
tours, in 2006 and 2010, Jim was assigned as 
a Military Intelligence Advisor in Afghanistan, 
while his final tour was served supporting Spe- 
cial Forces in lraq as part of 1st Battalion, 
20th Special Forces Group, Huntsville, Ala- 
bama. In total, Jim served our Nation for more 
than 16 years with honor and distinction, earn- 
ing numerous awards including: two Meri- 
torious Service Medals, two Army Commenda- 
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tion Medals, Army Combat Action Badge, Af- 
ghan Campaign Medal with the number 2, and 
the Iraq Campaign Medal. 

In addition to his meritorious service as part 
of our Nation's Armed Forces, Jim also had a 
successful career as an attorney in the firm of 
Capell and Howard in Montgomery, Alabama, 
and he was a loving and devoted family man. 

To some Jim Grant will be remembered as 
a patriot and veteran, to others as a first-class 
attorney committed to our constitutional justice 
system, to his family and friends he will be for- 
ever be remembered as a husband, father and 
grandfather. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, | am privileged to recognize the life 
of Jim Bruce Grant, Jr. My wife Vicki and | ex- 
tend our heartfelt prayers and condolences to 
his wife, Jennifer; daughters, Amanda and 
Alicen; grandson, George; sisters, Janie and 
Diane; and the entire Grant family. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING DELBERT STEVENS 
FOR HIS HEROIC ACTIONS IN DE- 
FENSE OF HIS COUNTRY DURING 
WORLD WAR II 


HON. BILL SHUSTER 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Delbert Stevens, a native of Al- 
toona, for his heroic efforts and selfless serv- 
ice to his country in World War ll. Mr. Ste- 
vens, who grew up in Huntingdon County, will 
be deservingly honored at the upcoming Al- 
toona Memorial Day Parade. He joined the 
Marines in 1943 when he was 23. He fought 
for our nation at Iwo Jima, where American 
forces undertook a historically difficult mission 
to advance our position in the war. Though 
nearly 7,000 Americans perished and 20,000 
more were wounded in the siege, Mr. Stevens 
survived the long battle. 

Among the soldiers called upon to secure 
the island, Mr. Stevens, serving as a corporal 
in the 28th Marine Regiment, overcame some 
of the grisliest experiences of combat. In un- 
wavering service to his country and fellow Ma- 
rines, he contributed to a decisive victory that 
ultimately helped enable American victory in 
the Pacific in World War Il. 

It is my honor to recognize him, one of our 
nation’s many heroes, for his courageous 
service to our country. | would also like to 
thank all the other men and women like him 
who unselfishly promote and defend the Amer- 
ican cause so that the world may be a better 
place. 


— 


CONGRATULATING MACEDONIA 
MINISTRY BAPTIST CHURCH ON 
ITS 80TH ANNIVERSARY 


HON. DANIEL T. KILDEE 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, | ask the United 
States House of Representatives to join me in 
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recognizing the Macedonia Missionary Baptist 
Church on the occasion of their 80th anniver- 
sary. 

Macedonia Ministry Baptist Church has 
been described as being unique in the sense 
that many of the descendants of the founders 
and early leaders of the church are still active 
members today. 

On May 9, 1935, a council of 16 men and 
women came together to organize a new Mis- 
sionary Baptist church in the City of Flint. The 
first pastor was Rev. Joseph Mack. In the 
1940's, Rev. Ira Watkins led the congregation 
into a building fund campaign for the building 
of a new church. In 1953, they moved from 
their original storefront dwelling to their new 
building at 1116 Hickory Street. Rev. Watkins 
passed away in October of 1960, after serving 
20 years as pastor. 

In December of 1960, the congregation 
elected Dr. J.C. Curry as its third pastor. Dr. 
J.C. Curry would become the church’s longest 
serving pastor and was one of the original or- 
ganizers of the Church-Security-in-Ministry ini- 
tiative. After 41 years, Dr. Curry retired in 
2001. 

The fourth pastor was Rev. Alfred L. Harris 
who led the congregation from 2002 to 2011. 
In June 2012, Bishop Neal Roberson was 
named as the new pastor. Pastor Roberson 
was honored to accept the assignment, stating 
he was grateful for the opportunity. 

For eight decades, the Macedonia Mis- 
sionary Baptist Church has worked tirelessly 
to help those in the community most in need. 
Residents of the area have come to rely on 
the Macedonia Ministry Baptist Church for 
such blessings as food baskets given to the 
impoverished during the holidays, ministerial 
services offered to inmates of the Genesee 
County Jail, and the annual Free Food Give- 
Away. 

Mr. Speaker, | applaud the tenacity of the 
Macedonia Ministry Baptist Church and thank 
them for the service they have provided to the 
City of Flint and surrounding communities. 


HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF MR. FRED CURLS 


HON. EMANUEL CLEAVER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and to remember the late Mr. Fred 
Curls, a pioneer for civil and political rights 
and a resident of the Fifth District of Missouri, 
which | am honored to represent. On Friday, 
May 15, 2015, Mr. Curls passed away, after 
an incredible and inspiring ninety-six years of 
life. 

The silhouette of Mr. Curls now joins the al- 
ways growing shadow of little-celebrated Kan- 
sas Citians whose work will make a difference 
for generations as yet unborn. Young African- 
American elected officials may not realize that 
the very office they hold—or aspire to hold— 
is, in no small part, related to the political pio- 
neering of Mr. Curls. 

Mr. Curls was one of the original founders 
of Freedom Incorporated, an African-American 
political organization which at one time could 
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generate nearly 70,000 votes and remains in- 
fluential to this day. The organization was at 
the forefront in serving as a catalyst for 
change in civil rights, public accommodations, 
and the election of candidates at all levels of 
government. Freedom Inc.’s office has been 
visited by City Councilpersons, Jackson Coun- 
ty Executives, Mayors, Missouri State Sen- 
ators and Representatives, Governors, 
Congresspersons, Senators, Presidents, and 
those who have Presidential aspirations. 


For more than fifty years, Mr. Curls dedi- 
cated his life to the Greater Kansas City com- 
munity, promoting and improving political em- 
powerment and the civil rights of people of 
color. The ripples of his efforts are felt in our 
community and around the country. His chil- 
dren, grandchildren, and great grandchildren 
have followed in his footsteps in acknowl- 
edging their responsibility of giving back to the 
community. His son, State Senator Phil B. 
Curls, Sr. was the President of Freedom Inc. 
during a period when it was recognized as 
one of the most potent political organizations 
in the United States and brought about the 
election of the first African-American Con- 
gressman from the Fifth District of Missouri, 
U.S. Representative Alan Wheat. 


Since the mid-1950s, Fred Curls was in- 
volved in real estate sales and appraisals, 
most notably in the African-American commu- 
nity of Kansas City. He fought against “restric- 
tive covenants’ whereby residential homes 
could not be sold in certain areas to minori- 
ties. He was part of a class action lawsuit 
which resulted in the United States Supreme 
Court outlawing such covenants. 


In all of his activities, Mr. Curls dem- 
onstrated his dedication and commitment to 
the greater good of others. He was actively in- 
volved with his high school graduating class, 
the Class of 1937, which remained close even 
in recent years. He was honored by Jackson 
County, Missouri, as one of its “Legacy 
Awardees” for its 175th anniversary as a polit- 
ical subdivision. He was also honored by fel- 
low Missourian, U.S. Representative WILLIAM 
Lacy CLAY of St. Louis and myself as an 
awardee of the “Missouri Walk of Fame” des- 
ignation, as one of the pioneers of Kansas 
City’s African-American political struggle. 


Throughout his life, he believed in the say- 
ing “make it happen.” He put his principles 
into practice, and the results of his efforts 
“made it happen” throughout the Kansas City 
metropolitan area. 


For those reasons and more, it is indeed an 
honor and a privilege to honor and remember 
the life of Mr. Fred Curls. Mr. Speaker, please 
join me in expressing our sympathies to the 
family of Mr. Fred Curls, and our gratitude for 
his endless commitment to serving the resi- 
dents of Kansas City and the State of Mis- 
souri. Whatever we, as African-Americans, 
may attain in the political arena, Fred Curls 
and those who labored to act on our behalf as 
political pioneers have helped to change the 
course of history. He was a true role model 
not just to the African-American community in 
Missouri, but to the entire community at large. 
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CONGRATULATING JEFF 
HERMANSEN FOR HIS BRAVE 
ACT OF HEROISM ON THE JOB 


HON. CHERI BUSTOS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Jeff Hermansen for his heroic ac- 
tions on May 5, 2015. Mr. Hermansen self- 
lessly put himself in harm’s way in order to 
save the life of another. 

Jeff Hermansen, a UPS delivery driver, was 
following his usual route across the East State 
Street Bridge in Rockford, Illinois on Tuesday, 
May 5th when he noticed a man struggling in 
the Rock River. Without hesitating, 
Hermansen removed his shoes, swam into the 
unpredictable Rock River, and brought the 
stranger to safety. 

Mr. Hermansen’s selfless heroics are made 
even more impressive by his excellent char- 
acter. Following the incident, he declined any 
special treatment and went about his delivery 
route. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Hermansen’s harrowing 
actions and admirable display of character are 
the true embodiment of a hero. 


PATRICK MADDEN 


HON. STEVEN M. PALAZZO 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
take this opportunity to recognize Mr. Patrick 
Madden as a member of the United States Air 
Force Academy Class of 2015. 

Patrick will graduate from the U.S. Air Force 
Academy as a Second Lieutenant in the 
United States Air Force on May 28, 2015. 

His career in the service has just begun, but 
it is a testament to Patrick’s unselfish devotion 
to the people of this great nation. The chal- 
lenges will be many and the time, although it 
may seem like an eternity, will fly by almost 
unnoticed. 

The challenge for this young man will be to 
retain as much as possible, pass on what he 
learns to others, and live life for every mo- 
ment. 

South Mississippi is proud of Patrick and his 
accomplishments, and we look forward to him 
continuing to represent not only Mississippi, 
but the entire nation, as a United States Air 
Force officer. 

As Patrick embarks on a new chapter in life, 
it is my hope that he may always recall with 
a deep sense of pride and accomplishment 
graduating from a program as prestigious as 
the Air Force Academy. 

| would like to send Patrick my best wishes 
for continued success in his future endeavors, 
thank him for his service, and congratulate 
him on this momentous occasion. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF GREG COL- 
LINS, RECIPIENT OF THE GREAT- 
ER WILKES-BARRE SALVATION 
ARMY COMMUNITY SERVICE 
AWARD 


HON. MATT CARTWRIGHT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor Greg Collins, who is receiving 
the Community Service Award from the Great- 
er Wilkes-Barre Salvation Army. 

Mr. Collins is the Area President for Wells 
Fargo’s Northeast Pennsylvania market, which 
serves nine counties in northeast Pennsyl- 
vania. Prior to joining Wells Fargo in 1992, Mr. 
Collins was marketing manager for Bridon 
American Corporation. 

A native of northeastern Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Collins’ leadership and influence extends far 
beyond the workplace. He serves as a board 
member for several area organizations, includ- 
ing Misericordia University, the Greater 
Wilkes-Barre Chamber of Business and Indus- 
try, Leadership Wilkes-Barre, and the North- 
eastern Pennsylvania Council of the Boy 
Scouts of America. Mr. Collins is a Scranton 
Plan committee member as well as Chairman 
of the 2015 American Heart Association Gala 
for Northeastern Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Collins is a 2010 graduate of Leadership 
Wilkes-Barre’s Executive Leadership Program, 
as well as a 4th degree member of the 
Knights of Columbus. Earlier this year, he re- 
ceived the 2015 North Star Award from the 
Northeastern Pennsylvania Council of the Boy 
Scouts of America. This community service 
award recognizes individuals for their contribu- 
tions and dedication on behalf of humanity 
and the promotion of health and wellness for 
all. 

It is a distinct honor to honor Greg Collins 
on receiving the Greater Wilkes-Barre Salva- 
tion Army Community Service Award, and | 
commend him for the many years of dedicated 
service he provided to our local community. 
His work on behalf of others serves as an in- 
spiration for all of us. 


— 


RECOGNIZING HUNTINGTON HIGH 
SCHOOL AND HUNTINGTON MID- 
DLE SCHOOL STUDENTS FOR 
REPRESENTING WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE 2015 SCIENCE OLYMPIAD 
NATIONAL TOURNAMENT 


HON. EVAN H. JENKINS 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise to recognize a team of talented students 
from Huntington High School and Huntington 
Middle School in Huntington, West Virginia, for 
their participation in the 2015 Science Olym- 
piad National Tournament at the University of 
Nebraska-Lincoln May 15-16. Their participa- 
tion is a first for any school from West Virginia 
and is testament to the great accomplishments 
of West Virginia students in the subject areas 
of science, technology, engineering and math. 
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It is these students that are our future engi- 
neers, mathematicians, physicians, and if the 
results from this competition are any indica- 
tion, our future is in great hands. | also want 
to recognize the teachers and other volunteers 
that made this event possible to attend for the 
students. The knowledge and passion they 
convey to the students is certainly reflected in 
the impressive work that they do. 

In closing, | would like to list the names of 
those who represented the great state of West 
Virginia at the 2015 Science Olympiad Na- 
tional Tournament: 

Science Olympiad team members from Hun- 
tington Middle School include: Team Coach 
Leann Haines, Tess Anderson, Beth Bell, 
Khaled El-Shazly, Allyson Ey, Elena Ferguson, 
Shylah Johnson, Phillip Murphy, Kayla Patrick, 
Rankin Payne, Sam Pittman, Clara Poling, 
Perin Schray, Isaac Sutherland, Megan Wolf, 
Demetrios Svingos, Cassidy Woodrum. 

Science Olympiad team members from Hun- 
tington High School include: Team Coach Wil- 
liam Strait, Adam Cordingley, Sarah 
Cordingley, Denise Dawley, Omar Salem, 
Abdullah Hijazi, Alicia Bird, Zach Perry, Triston 
Poston, Will Frazier, Kyle Grimes, John Hol- 
brook, Phillip Murphy, Thad Taylor, Steven 
Richbart, Yazan Khader and Levi Parett. 


— 


IN HONOR OF THE HONORABLE 
WILLIAM HUFF III 


HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with a heavy heart and solemn remembrance 
that | rise today to pay tribute to a respected 
public servant and outstanding citizen, the 
Honorable William Huff Ill, Tax Commissioner 
of Talbot County, Georgia. Sadly, Mr. Huff 
passed away on Thursday, May 14, 2015. Fu- 
neral services to celebrate his life will be held 
on Tuesday, May 19, 2015 at 4:00 p.m. at the 
Central High School Gym in Talbotton, Geor- 
gia. 

A life-long resident of Talbot County, Geor- 
gia, William Huff was born on November 11, 
1945, the youngest of six children. After grad- 
uating from Ruth Carter High School in 
Talbotton in 1963, he enrolled in Fort Valley 
State University in Fort Valley, Georgia, where 
he became a member of Omega Psi Phi Fra- 
ternity, Inc. and was recognized in Who’s Who 
Among Colleges and Universities in 1966. He 
earned a Bachelor's degree in Social Sciences 
and a Master’s degree in Guidance and Coun- 
seling. 

Upon graduation, Mr. Huff returned to Talbot 
County and taught at Ruth Carter High School 
from 1968-1970. During this time, he also was 
a part-time car salesman at Meadows Motors 
in Manchester, Georgia. 

In 1971, Mr. Huff was elected to the Talbot 
County Commission at the young age of 26, 
launching a career in public service that would 
span more than 40 years. Moreover, Mr. 
Huff’s election to the Talbot County Commis- 
sion earned him a place in history as the first 
African American elected to office in Talbot 
County as well as the youngest African-Amer- 
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ican County Commissioner in the state of 
Georgia. In 1988, he became the first African- 
American Tax Commissioner in Talbot County. 
Not one to rest on his laurels, Mr. Huff also 
was a trailblazer in the business community, 
becoming the first African-American Ford deal- 
er in the state of Georgia in 1975. 


Further demonstrating his enduring commit- 
ment to his community, Mr. Huff served on nu- 
merous boards, including the Talbot County 
Planning Commission; Upson Technical Col- 
lege; the Independent Farming Association; 
and the Ford Motor Association. He was ap- 
pointed to the United States Selective Service 
System Board in 1998 and was also appointed 
to the Governor's Council on Aging by former 
Georgia Governor George Busbee. 


Maya Angelou once said, “A great soul 
serves everyone all the time. A great soul 
never dies.” William Huff is one such great 
soul, who served humanity in a special way. 
He devoted nearly four decades of dedicated 
service to the people of Talbot County through 
his meaningful contribution of energy, skill, 
and genuine passion. He was an honorable 
human being who loved deeply and, in return, 
was deeply loved. His impression on this earth 
extends beyond himself to the very wellbeing 
of Talbot County, and for it he will be remem- 
bered by the community for time to come. 


On a personal note, Mr. Huff was a dear 
friend of longstanding. | have truly been 
blessed by his friendship, counsel and inspira- 
tion throughout the years. 


William Huff is survived by his wife, Emma 
Jean; children, William Vincent, Reginald, and 
Jamie; eight wonderful grandchildren; and a 
host of other family members and friends. 


Mr. Speaker, my wife Vivian and |, along 
with the more than 730,000 people of the Sec- 
ond Congressional District salute Commis- 
sioner William Huff for his dedicated service 
and exceptional impact on Talbot County, 
Georgia. | ask my colleagues in the House of 
Representatives to join us in extending our 
deepest sympathies to Mr. Huff's family, 
friends and loved ones during this difficult 
time. We pray that they will be consoled and 
comforted by an abiding faith and the Holy 
Spirit in the days, weeks and months ahead. 


— A 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ALMA S. ADAMS 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, if | was present 
during the end of yesterday’s vote series, | 
would have voted “yea” on rollcall No. 259 
and “nay” on rollcall No. 260. 
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HONORING LAURA ELIZABETH 
ALLIAH PERKINS FOR ACHIEV- 
ING PERFECT ATTENDANCE 
WHILE ENROLLED IN THE 
BROWARD COUNTY SCHOOL SYS- 
TEM FROM KINDERGARTEN 
THROUGH HER SENIOR YEAR 


HON, ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, | am honored 
to rise today to recognize Ms. Laura Elizabeth 
Alliah Perkins, a recent graduate of Mcfatter 
Technical High School. Laura was honored at 
the Broward County Public Schools fourth an- 
nual Best-in-Class and Perfect Attendance 
Awards ceremony on Thursday, May 7, 2015, 
and again on Tuesday, May 19, 2015 at the 
Broward County School Board Meeting. 

The Best-in-Class Award is an accolade 
presented to students who have been continu- 
ously enrolled in Broward County Public 
Schools from kindergarten through 12th grade, 
who have perfect attendance. This is a re- 
markable achievement and it is an immense 
honor of mine to recognize Laura for her un- 
wavering devotion to education. 

Having never missed a single day of school 
for a total of 2,340 days is no small feat. Fur- 
thermore, in a show of appreciation, various 
community and business partners have joined 
together to provide Laura and fellow honorees 
with an assortment of gifts and supplies that 
will assist them as they continue their journey 
towards higher education. 

Mr. Speaker. | once again want to commend 
Ms. Laura Elizabeth Alliah Perkins for her 
dedication and commitment to education. She 
is a shining example of student success. | 
wish her all the very best as she begins study- 
ing at the University of South Florida this fall, 
and know that she will make her community 
and the state of Florida proud. 


TRIBUTE TO RACHEL JACOBS 
HON. SANDER M. LEVIN 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today with 
deep sadness to pay tribute to a remarkable 
person, Rachel Jacobs, who was among those 
who tragically lost their lives in the Amtrak ac- 
cident in Philadelphia last week. Rachel was 
the eldest daughter of my close friends, Gilda 
and John Jacobs, was the wife of Todd 
Waldman, and a loving mother to her young 
son, Jacob. 

The accident has been devastating for those 
who knew and loved Rachel Jacobs, and for 
the families of the other people who were 
killed or injured. Those families deserve to 
know exactly how this horrific accident hap- 
pened and to have confidence that it will never 
be repeated. They also deserve to know that 
those who bear responsibility for this tragedy 
are also held accountable. | will insist on an- 
swers, solutions, and accountability, and | trust 
that my colleagues will join me. 
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At her funeral service in Michigan on Mon- 
day, | and others had a chance to hear first- 
hand just how deeply Rachel had touched the 
lives of so many. There were common themes 
among those who spoke at the service and in 
several of the stories written about her in the 
media since the accident. She was a dedi- 
cated friend, always going out of her way to 
be there for those she was close to. At the 
service we heard about how during Hurricane 
Sandy, when Rachel was 40 weeks pregnant 
and coping without electrical power, she went 
to the hospital to support a friend who was 
giving birth. Rachel took great joy in her fam- 
ily, as a wife and partner to Todd and as a 
mother to Jacob. She was a leader and a 
team builder who inspired her colleagues at 
ApprenNet, the education technology startup 
where she served as CEO. And she was in- 
credibly smart, passionate and committed to 
social justice. As one of her friends told the 
Detroit Jewish News, “. . . she lit so many 
sparks. She was a visionary and a mobilizer. 
Pm amazed at how much she managed to fit 
into her 39 years.” 

Rachel was known not only for her vision, 
but as the speakers at the service stressed, 
for her willingness to do the hard work nec- 
essary to bring her ideas to life. Detroit Nation 
might be the most vivid example of this. Ra- 
chel and friends in New York who had grown 
up in the Detroit area talked about creating a 
way for Detroit area natives who now live 
elsewhere to stay connected to their home- 
town and to participate in its revitalization. Ra- 
chel took this idea, sparked by a discussion 
among friends at a Passover Seder, and 
founded Detroit Nation—a nonprofit organiza- 
tion which now has more than 7,000 members 
in Metro Detroit and throughout the country. 
Detroit Nation creates connections between 
former Detroiters with expertise in a variety of 
areas and entrepreneurs and nonprofit organi- 
zations in Detroit who can benefit from that 
expertise, while also promoting the energy and 
innovation taking place in Detroit to people in 
cities throughout the country. 

Mr. Speaker, Rachel Jacobs' mother, Gilda, 
perfectly described Rachel's most vital trait 
when she told the Detroit Jewish News that 
her daughter “. . . connected with the world.” 
This ability—to connect with the world and to 
create connections between other people to 
work together for a common good—has made 
a difference in the lives of many. May we all 
be inspired by Rachel, and | encourage my 
colleagues to join me in extending the deepest 
condolences to Rachel's husband, Todd 
Waldman and their son Jacob; to her parents, 
Gilda and John Jacobs; to her sister Jessica 


Steinhardt; and to all of Rachel’s family, 
friends, and colleagues. 
—— A 


IN HONOR OF MURRAY J. PEN- 
DLETON, CHIEF OF POLICE OF 
WATERFORD, CT POLICE DE- 
PARTMENT 


HON. JOE COURTNEY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, today | rise 
to recognize Chief Murray J. Pendleton of Wa- 
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terford, Connecticut upon his retirement from 
the Waterford Police Department. 

For 48 years, Mr. Pendleton has been a 
committed and active officer of the Waterford 
Police Department, serving for the past 23 as 
Chief of Police. Chief Pendleton has stead- 
fastly focused on the security of citizens in 
Waterford, and he is known in particular for 
his devotion to improving traffic safety pro- 
grams. Thanks to his tenacity and devotion, 
his tenure as Chief in Waterford has been rec- 
ognized nationally and has left a lasting im- 
pact on the community. 

Chief Pendleton’s impressive law enforce- 
ment career started in the United States Air 
Force as an Air Force Police Officer in 1962. 
In 1967, he joined the Waterford Police De- 
partment, serving in multiple specialized roles 
until his promotion to Deputy Chief in 1984, 
and Chief in 1991. 

Chief Pendleton has served as a valued re- 
source to my office throughout my time in 
Congress, and his absence will be felt in east- 
ern Connecticut. Chief Pendleton was not just 
a leader in Waterford and its outstanding de- 
partment, but in the entire state, advocating 
for safe roads and highways, regionalizing first 
responders and resources, and making police 
and fire communications interoperable. Any 
time | had a question, he always made himself 
available in person or on the phone and his 
responses were always direct and honest with 
no sugarcoating. 

Please join me in congratulating Chief Mur- 
ray Pendleton on a lifetime of service to his 
community, and wishing him a rewarding, and 
well-deserved retirement. 


A 


DEDICATION OF THE LGBT MONU- 
MENT IN ABRAHAM LINCOLN NA- 
TIONAL CEMETERY 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Chicago Chapter of American 
Veterans for Equal Rights, which will dedicate 
a monument for LGBT Veterans in Abraham 
Lincoln National Cemetery in Elmwood, IL on 
May 25, 2015. This is an historic day, as this 
is the first federally-approved monument hon- 
oring LGBT veterans to be dedicated in a Na- 
tional Cemetery in the United States. 

It is fitting that this monument is located in 
the Abraham Lincoln National Cemetery. 
President Lincoln was not only our 16th Presi- 
dent and from the great state of Illinois, but he 
was also the founder of the National Cemetery 
system. His Gettysburg Address of 1863 be- 
came a model of the principles of nationalism, 
republicanism, equal rights, liberty, and de- 
mocracy. 

l am grateful for the efforts of the American 
Veterans for Equal Rights (AVER) and their 
continued commitment and dedication to equal 
rights and equitable treatment for all present 
and former members of the United States 
Armed Forces. 

Thanks to Stanley J. Jenczyk and his col- 
leagues with the Chicago Chapter of AVER, 
the LGBT veteran community will have a last- 
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ing tribute honoring their achievements and 
sacrifices. This monument recognizes the in- 
numerable accomplishments of our military 
and forever commemorates their endeavors as 
servants of our great nation. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in celebrating this significant dedication with 
the Chicago Chapter of American Veterans for 
Equal Rights. | am honored to have such an 
exceptional organization in my district. 


— 


CONGRATULATING MILLEDGE- 
VILLE’S TRIUMPH 
AEROSTRUCTURES-VOUGH AIR- 
CRAFT DIVISION 


HON. JODY B. HICE 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to applaud Milledgeville’s Triumph 
Aerostructures-Vought Aircraft Division, an ex- 
ceptional manufacturer located in Baldwin 
County, Georgia that was recognized as the 
2015 “Large Manufacturer of the Year” by the 
Georgia Department of Economic Develop- 
ment. 

Today, | praise Triumph for their global vi- 
sion, their commitment to job creation, and for 
their extensive economic contribution through- 
out Middle Georgia. In my opinion, Mr. Speak- 
er, Triumph is more than a manufacturing 
company but also a place of business integrity 
and workforce excellence. And | am honored 
to have a business like Triumph in my home 
district. 

Mr. Speaker, Triumph is not only dedicated 
to business excellence but also determined to 
building a network of community leaders 
throughout their organization. Triumph’s man- 
agement established a tuition reimbursement 
program for its employees looking to further 
their education while dedicating countless vol- 
unteer hours to United Way, Relay For Life, 
and the American Red Cross. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pride that | con- 
gratulate Triumph on their outstanding eco- 
nomic and leadership achievements, and | 
look forward to their future endeavors in the 
10th district of Georgia. 


EE 


HONORING MARTHA HERM FOR 
HER WORK WITH THE CENTER 
FOR PREVENTION OF ABUSE 


HON. CHERI BUSTOS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Martha Herm for the more than two 
decades she spent as the Executive Director 
of the Center for Prevention of Abuse in Peo- 
ria, Illinois. 

Annually, the Center provides assistance to 
more than 5,000 victims of domestic, sexual 
and elder abuse in addition to providing pre- 
vention education to children, teens and adults 
across Central Illinois. 

On top of her decades of leadership with 
the Center, Martha has served her community 
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through other leadership roles with the Coali- 
tion Against Domestic Violence and the Illinois 
Certified Domestic Violence Professionals 
Board. As so many can attest to, Martha has 
been a true asset to the Peoria area. 

Mr. Speaker, Martha has spent her life dedi- 
cated to serving her community and the state 
of Illinois, and we are very gracious for all she 
has done. | wish her all the best going for- 
ward. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING HOLY CROSS LU- 
THERAN CHURCH ON ITS 125TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


HON. TOM EMMER 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor Holy Cross Lutheran 
Church of St. Cloud, Minnesota, for their 125th 
anniversary. 

In 1890, Holy Cross Lutheran Church 
opened its doors. The congregation wor- 
shipped near the St. Cloud State University 
campus until they outgrew their facilities and 
in 1996 relocated to Clearwater Road. 

For 125 years, generations of central Min- 
nesotans have gathered together to worship 
under this church’s roof. Today, more than 
1,000 people celebrate their faith and love of 
Christ in this vibrant and growing faith commu- 
nity. 

Mir. Speaker, | ask that this body join me in 
congratulating Holy Cross Lutheran Church on 
their anniversary. May they have many more 
fruitful years to come. 


SE 


COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF PROJECT HEAD 
START 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as the 
author of H. Res. 92 and the Co-Chair of the 
Congressional Children’s Caucus, it is with 
great pride and deep appreciation for the op- 
portunities this great nation affords to its citi- 
zens that | rise to commemorate the 50th an- 
niversary of Project Head Start, one of the sig- 
nal achievements of the Great Society and 
boldest initiatives launched by the nation in 
the War on Poverty. 

Launched in the White House Rose Garden 
on May 18, 1965, by President Lyndon Baines 
Johnson, the aim of Project Head Start was 
bold and audacious in its scope and design. 

As President Johnson stated in announcing 
the opening of a new front in the War on Pov- 
erty with the launch of Project Head Start: 

“We set out to make certain that poverty’s 
children would not be forevermore poverty’s 
captives... . 

“This means that nearly half the preschool 
children of poverty will get a head start on 
their future... . 

“These children will receive preschool train- 
ing to prepare them for regular school in Sep- 
tember... . 
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“They will get medical and dental attention 
that they badly need, and parents will receive 
counseling on improving the home environ- 
ment.” 

Conceived as an eight-week summer pro- 
gram designed to provide pre-school training 
not just to prepare 5 and 6 year-olds to enter 
regular school the following September, but 
also to give nearly half the preschool children 
living in poverty “a head start on their future.” 

At its launch, the Head Start Program, ad- 
ministered by the Office of Economic Oppor- 
tunity and wonderfully and skillfully led by its 
Director, Sargent Shriver, consisted of 2,500 
projects, covering 11,000 Child Development 
Centers, serving about 530,000 poor children 
in every state of the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, President Johnson recognized 
that the bleak future waiting for children 
trapped in poverty was not a phenomenon 
concentrated in the inner-cities of the large 
urban cities of the North but could be found in 
every region in every state in the nation. 

That is why the Head Start Program was 
launched not as a mere demonstration project 
limited to a handful of counties, but as a pro- 
gram national in scope serving every city, sub- 
urb, and rural area in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the Head Start Program pro- 
vided pre-school training to prepare poor chil- 
dren to enter regular school and help put them 
on an even footing with their classmates as 
they entered school. 

But it also had an even higher aim and 
loftier purpose, and that was to assist children 
prepare for the challenges they will face in life 
and to combat poverty’s great weapons—hun- 
ger and malnutrition; illness and poor health; 
ignorance and cultural deprivation. 

Project Head Start was from the start a na- 
tional undertaking, utilizing the services of 
41,000 professionals, including teachers, doc- 
tors, dentists, nurses, nutritionists, employing 
more than 47,000 persons, who were assisted 
by more than 500,000 volunteers. 

Based on its initial success as a summer 
program, the following year, in 1966, Head 
Start was funded as a primarily part day, 9 
month program, largely through existing com- 
munity action programs. 

In later years, the Head Start Program 
would be expanded to serve children with dis- 
abilities, Native Americans, homeless children, 
and to provide bilingual and bicultural migrant 
and seasonal programs serving 6,000 children 
in 21 states. 

Today, the Head Start Program serves 
nearly a million poor children, including: 
160,829 enrolled in Early Head Start for 3- 
year olds; 910,833 enrolled in Head Start; 
20,627 American Indian/Alaska Native children 
enrolled in Head Start; 4,722 American Indian/ 
Alaska Native children enrolled in Early Head 
Start; 32,082 children of migrant or seasonal 
workers enrolled in Head Start; and 40,853 
homeless children enrolled in Head Start. 

Additionally, the Head Start Program serves 
136,120 children with disabilities, 15,632 preg- 
nant women, and provides services to 771,840 
families. 

In my home state of Texas, the Head Start 
Program serves 661,000 poor children under 
the age of 5, including 2,471 homeless chil- 
dren, 8,370 children with disabilities, and pro- 
vides services to 53,333 families. 
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And in my home city of Houston, a remark- 
able organization called AVANCE has been 
serving the needs of low-income children and 
families since its founding in 1973. 

AVANCE offers Head Start, Early Head 
Start, Parenting, Healthy Marriage, Father- 
hood, and other programs designed to prepare 
and help low-income children, students, and 
families reach their potential. 

Mr. Speaker, not only has the Head Start 
Program been a great benefit to its direct 
beneficiaries, it has provided substantial eco- 
nomic and social benefits to the nation as a 
whole. 

Research studies have shown that for each 
dollar invested, the Head Start program yields 
a rate of return on investment (ROI) of 7-9 
percent and the program is responsible for the 
direct creation of 236,591 jobs, with an aver- 
age annual salary of about $31,000 for Head 
Start teachers with baccalaureate degrees. 

Mr. Speaker, another societal benefit of the 
Head Start Program is the improved health of 
the children and families it serves. 

Research has shown that the mortality rates 
for 5-9 year-old children who had attended 
Head Start are 33-50% lower than the rates 
for comparable children not enrolled in Head 
Start. 

Moreover, Head Start children are less likely 
to fall victim to childhood obesity and are at 
least 8% more likely to have had their immuni- 
zations than children who did not attend pre- 
school. 

Mr. Speaker, the Head Start Program has 
been an unqualified success for the more than 
31 million children and parents it has served 
since its inception in 1965. 

And so it is that we can look back with pride 
on the 50 year record of this bold and innova- 
tive program. 

But we cannot yet be satisfied because our 
work is not done and will not be done until 
every eligible child is afforded the opportunity 
to get a head start in life the program pro- 
vides. 

Today, only 42 percent of eligible low-in- 
come preschoolers are actually served by 
Head Start and less than 4 percent are in 
Early Head Start. 

But we should not let the fact that we have 
more work to do to strengthen the Head Start 
Program detract from the joy and happiness 
we are justified in deriving from its half century 
of success and its vindication of our optimistic 
belief in the capacity of Americans to solve 
pressing national problems when people of 
goodwill work together in the spirit of coopera- 
tion rather than conflict. 

The record of the Head Start Program 
shows that it can be done and that President 
Johnson was right—the Head Start Program 
was and is “one of the most constructive, and 
one of the most sensible, and also one of the 
most exciting programs that this Nation has 
ever undertaken.” 

And its reward for this bold act is the collec- 
tive service and contributions to the better- 
ment of society made by the 31 million chil- 
dren that have been served by the program 
over the past 50 years. 

| thank the 100 colleagues who co-spon- 
sored H. Res. 92, and especially the 65 mem- 
bers who joined me as original cosponsors of 
the resolution. 
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| also wish to express my thanks and appre- 
ciation to Chelsea Ukoha and Gregory Berry 
of my staff for their exceptional efforts and 
work on this wonderful tribute to a program 
that has contributed so much to the richness 
and vitality of our country. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. LORETTA SANCHEZ 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 
Speaker, | was unable to vote on H.R. 1191 
(Roll Call Vote 118), the Iran Nuclear Agree- 
ment Review Act of 2015 on May 15, 2015. | 
would like to reflect that if | had the oppor- 
tunity to vote on H.R. 1191, | would have 
voted Aye. 

| strongly support the lran Nuclear Agree- 
ment Review Act of 2015 and | believe we are 
at a critical point where Congress must be af- 
forded the opportunity to review any deal with 
Iran. Although | support the ongoing negotia- 
tions of the Iran Nuclear Framework, | strongly 
believe the United States must ensure Iran is 
denied any opportunities to further pursue its 
nuclear ambitions. It is critical that the final 
deal require a comprehensive inspection and 
verification vehicle, including the right to “any- 
time, anywhere” inspections. lran must also 
remove all its enriched uranium and comply 
with six United Nations Security Council reso- 
lutions to reveal the extent of its prior nuclear 
work. Most importantly, | believe we must ex- 
ercise extreme caution before lifting any exist- 
ing sanctions. Iran must demonstrate compli- 
ance with the deal before any sanctions are 
lifted. Furthermore, the United States must 
have a structure in place to immediately re-im- 
pose these sanctions if Iran is found violating 
any terms of the agreement. 

lran’s nuclear program remains a threat to 
the international community. A nuclear-armed 
Iran would pose enormous challenges to the 
national security of the United States and our 
allies including Israel. Signing a final deal will 
only be the first step—the United States and 
the international community must continue to 
work together to provide the necessary over- 
sight in order to prevent Iran from developing 
a nuclear weapon. 


Se 


INTRODUCTION OF FIREARM RISK 
PROTECTION ACT 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to introduce the Fire- 
arm Risk Protection Act, innovative legislation 
to promote safe gun ownership. 

Too often, our communities are left looking 
for answers after horrific tragedies inflicted 
with dangerous firearms. A requirement to 
carry liability insurance is a market-based so- 
lution that would hold gun owners responsible 
for the risk their firearms present, and create 
incentives for responsible gun safety practices. 
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The Firearm Risk Protection Act would har- 
ness the power of insurance markets to allow 
professional actuaries to determine the risk 
presented by each gun and gun owner. Just 
as with car insurance, higher-risk owners of 
firearms would face higher premiums, while 
responsible owners could qualify for reduced 
rates. 

As gun violence continues to inflict scars on 
American families and our communities, Con- 
gress should look for new ways to promote 
gun safety and prevent future tragedies. | 
hope my colleagues will join me to support 
this forward-thinking legislation. 


ee 


TRIBUTE TO MAJOR GENERAL R. 
MARTIN UMBARGER 


HON. TODD ROKITA 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor a distinguished Hoosier and American, 
Major General R. Martin Umbarger, the Adju- 
tant General of Indiana. Major General 
Umbarger is retiring after eleven years as the 
leader of the Indiana Army and Air National 
Guard, the Indiana Guard Reserve and sup- 
port staff totaling more than 15,800 personnel. 

Major General Umbarger began his career 
as an enlisted soldier for the Indiana Army Na- 
tional Guard in 1969. He was commissioned 
as a Second Lieutenant after graduating from 
the Indiana Military Academy as a distin- 
guished military graduate. He has served as 
the Deputy Commanding General for the Re- 
serve Component in the U.S. Army Forces 
Command, Assistant Division Commander for 
Training for the 38th Infantry Division, and as 
Commanding General of the 76th Infantry Bri- 
gade. 

Major General Umbarger earned a Bachelor 
of Science Degree in business from the Uni- 
versity of Evansville and attended the United 
States Command and General Staff College 
and United States Army War College. Major 
General Umbarger has directed the pre-mobi- 
lized training, deployment and redeployment of 
most of the Indiana Army and Air National 
Guard in support of the Global War on Ter- 
rorism. He has served as a member of the 
Secretary of the Army’s Reserve Forces Policy 
Committee and currently serves on the Sec- 
retary of Defense’s Reserve Forces Policy 
Board. 

As Secretary of State, | had the privilege of 
working with Major General Umbarger to pro- 
tect Hoosiers serving in the military, both out- 
of-state and overseas, by promoting and im- 
proving absentee voting processes. Major 
General Umbarger recognized the importance 
of ensuring that those fighting for our freedom 
had the opportunity to vote for those sending 
them into harm’s way. He truly values the 
rights of the men and women under his com- 
mand, and they know it. 

As Indiana's Fourth District Representative, 
| have also worked with Major General 
Umbarger on legislation which would study the 
structure of our military and how reserve com- 
ponents can be best utilized. 

Major General Umbarger is one of the most 
accomplished adjutant generals in the country 
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and a valuable leader in Indiana. He has led 
the Indiana National Guard and served our 
state and nation with integrity and distinction 
over his 45 year career in the Armed Forces. 
| wish him and his family the best of luck as 
they prepare for the next chapter of their lives. 


— 


THANKING MS. SHARON ANN POR- 
TER FOR HER SERVICE TO THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


HON. AL GREEN 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
today, | would like to thank Ms. Sharon Ann 
Porter for her more than fifteen years of out- 
standing service to the House of Representa- 
tives, in a number of administrative and sup- 
port roles. 

Ms. Porter began her career in the House in 
February 2000 as the Data Entry Specialist 
under the Chief Administrative Officer (CAO). 
Eager to learn and help carry out other duties, 
Ms. Porter was promoted to Financial Coun- 
selor in February 2001. As Financial Coun- 
selor she was responsible for the processing 
of payments as well as reimbursements re- 
quested by House offices, including Member, 
Committee, and Leadership offices. Ms. Porter 
worked diligently in all her roles, processing a 
large volume of payments on a daily basis, as 
well as forming long-lasting friendships with 
her customers and co-workers. 

Additionally, Ms. Porter has offered her ex- 
pertise during each House Service Fair, by 
volunteering extra time to assist with dissemi- 
nating valuable information to House employ- 
ees and customers. She was also instrumental 
in the transition to the new digital document 
management and electronic voucher submis- 
sion known as E-Voucher, which streamlines 
services to House offices. 

Ms. Porter’s work ethic, diligence, and dedi- 
cation have made her an invaluable asset to 
the CAO organization. She has consistently 
provided excellent customer service to Mem- 
bers and staff. Her outgoing personality, posi- 
tive attitude, and sense of humor have en- 
deared her to many colleagues and friends. 

Mr. Speaker, | congratulate Ms. Sharon Ann 
Porter and | ask my colleagues to join me in 
thanking her for her distinguished service to 
the House of Representatives as well as the 
nation it serves. | wish Ms. Porter and her 
family all the best as she begins this new 
chapter in her life. 


EE 
INTRODUCTION OF THE SCAN CON- 
TAINERS ABSOLUTELY NOW 
(SCAN) ACT 


HON. JANICE HAHN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, after the tragic at- 
tacks on 9/11, Congress strengthened aviation 
security, which was the nature of the attacks 
against our country. While our aviation system 
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is more secure—13 years later—we have not 
secured our nation’s ports. Our ports are vul- 
nerable to attacks. 

| represent the Port of Los Angeles and the 
communities that surround the port; | have the 
personal responsibility of keeping the people 
of my district safe. 

Top security experts recommend that ship- 
ping containers entering our nation’s ports be 
scanned for radiological and nuclear materials 
and other potentially dangerous cargo. In addi- 
tion, Congress passed laws requiring that 100 
percent of all cargo be scanned by 2012. 
Today, three years after the deadline, we are 
scanning only 3 percent of incoming cargo. 

| firmly believe that responding to ongoing 
terrorist threats and the risk of nuclear pro- 
liferation should remain top national security 
priorities. 

The detonation of a nuclear device or “dirty 
bomb” at a port such as the Port of Los Ange- 
les could cause a staggering loss of life. In ad- 
dition, it could result in a West Coast or na- 
tionwide shutdown of all ports, which would 
cost the United States economy billions of dol- 
lars each day. The economic impact of port 
closure on supply chains was clearly dem- 
onstrated in 2002 when port workers were 
locked out for 8 days at the West Coast Ports. 
That cost $1 billion per day. 

For these reasons, | am re-introducing the 
Scan Containers Absolutely Now (SCAN) Act. 
This bill would create a one-year pilot program 
at two United States ports to evaluate the 
process of 100 percent scanning of cargo con- 
tainers and its potential use at all domestic 
ports. 

| previously introduced this in the 113th 
Congress. This reintroduction includes several 
improvements to give ports who wish to apply, 
more flexibility on the management of the se- 
curity systems. 

We must take our responsibility to protect 
the nation seriously. We cannot allow incon- 
venience or shortsighted economic expediency 
to get in the way of keeping our nation’s ports 
and citizens safe. 


— 


RESTORING EDUCATION AND 
LEARNING (REAL) ACT 


HON. DONNA F. EDWARDS 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
introduce the Restoring Education and Learn- 
ing (REAL) Act, legislation that will curb our 
nation’s high incarceration rate through the av- 
enue of education. 

Joined by Reps. DAvis, LEE, SCOTT, 
DELAURO and RICHMOND, our legislation will 
reinstate Pell Grant eligibility to federal and 
state prisoners, which was allowed from 
1972-1995. A provision in the 1994 omnibus 
crime bill amended the 1965 Higher Education 
Act and reversed this rehabilitating and well 
invested policy. 

Back then, 350 postsecondary prison pro- 
grams in 37 states existed across the nation 
for incarcerated individuals. That ability to gain 
post-secondary education has been drastically 
reduced to about a dozen today. Subse- 
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quently, our state and federal population has 
increased by nearly 50 percent from 1 million 
to 1.5 million today. 


According to a recent Vera Institute study, it 
costs American taxpayers roughly $31,000 a 
year to house an inmate. In my home state of 
Maryland, it costs taxpayers more than 
$38,000 a year to house an inmate. Overall, 
our nation spends roughly $40 billion a year 
on correctional facilities. 


This comes despite a recent report by the 
RAND Corporation, which found that for every 
$1 investment in prison education programs 
there is a $4-5 dollar reduction in incarcer- 
ation costs during the first three years post-re- 
lease of a prisoner. 


Earlier this month, | visited the Maryland 
Correctional Institution in Jessup as an ob- 
server of Goucher College's Prison Education 
Partnership. | was inspired as | sat down with 
incarcerated men and women taking college 
courses and asking for the opportunity to bet- 
ter serve society once they are released. 


| urge my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to cosponsor this important and much 
needed piece of legislation. 


— 


SAVANNAH STAFFORD 


HON, STEVEN M. PALAZZO 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
take this opportunity to recognize Ms. Savan- 
nah Stafford as a member of the United 
States Naval Academy Class of 2015. 


Savannah graduated from the U.S. Naval 
Academy with a degree in Oceanography, and 
her service assignment is Surface Warfare. 
She received a commission as an Ensign in 
the United States Navy on May 22, 2015. 


Her career in the service has just begun, 
but it is a testament to Savannah’s unselfish 
devotion to the people of this great nation. 
The challenges will be many and the time, al- 
though it may seem like an eternity, will fly by 
almost unnoticed. 


The challenge for this young woman will be 
to retain as much as possible, pass on what 
she learns to others, and live life for every mo- 
ment. 


South Mississippi is proud of Savannah and 
her accomplishments, and we look forward to 
her continuing to represent not only Mis- 
sissippi, but the entire nation, as a United 
States Navy officer. 


As Savannah embarks on a new chapter in 
life, it is my hope that she may always recall 
with a deep sense of pride and accomplish- 
ment graduating from a program as pres- 
tigious as the Naval Academy. 


| would like to send Savannah my best 
wishes for continued success in her future en- 
deavors, thank her for her service, and con- 
gratulate her on this momentous occasion. 


May 21, 2015 


APPLAUDING MIKE WHITE FOR 
HIS BRAVE ACT OF HEROISM ON 
THE JOB 


HON. CHERI BUSTOS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mike White for the brave act of heroism 
he displayed while on the job this past No- 
vember of 2014. 

Mike works as a United States Postal Serv- 
ice mail carrier in the Peoria, Illinois branch. 

This past November, Mike was going about 
his regular route when he noticed a woman on 
her front porch having a severe asthma attack. 
Mike tried to get her an inhaler and called 911 
then did all he could to comfort the woman 
and care for her child while they waited for the 
ambulance to arrive. Thanks to his help, after 
a week of being hospitalized, the woman re- 
turned home in good health. 

On his next delivery to her home following 
the incident, the woman Mike aided ran over 
and gave him a hug, thanking him for all he 
had done to help her. 

Mr. Speaker, | commend Mike White and 
his willingness to go beyond the line of duty to 
help an individual in need. | thank Mike again 
for his service to our community. 


— 


TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF THE LIFE 
OF GASTON FRANCIS PERIAT 


HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor my constituent, dear friend and extraor- 
dinary American, Gaston Francis Periat. Gas- 
ton was born in San Francisco, California on 
September 19, 1922, and died peacefully in 
Santa Cruz, California, on December 11, 
2013, at the age of 91. 

Gaston was raised in San Mateo and grad- 
uated from San Mateo High School. He 
worked in his family’s Chrysler-Plymouth- 
Dodge dealership, Periat & Sons, until World 
War Il, when he entered the Army. Gaston 
was taught to speak French by his Swiss 
grandmother, and he spent much of the war in 
France where he acted as a liaison between 
the U.S. Army and French businesses. In Feb- 
ruary 1944, Gaston married Margaret (Peggy), 
and in 1946 the couple settled in San Mateo 
and began their family. 

In 1970, Gaston and Peggy moved to 
Pescadero where Gaston enjoyed riding the 
trails on his horse Yuckabuck. After selling the 
family business in San Mateo, the family 
moved to Gilroy, where Gaston bought 
Gavilan Chrysler-Plymouth-Dodge. Upon his 
retirement, he returned to Pescadero where 
he served on the Pescadero Municipal Advi- 
sory Committee. During his final years, Gaston 
lived in the retirement community of Domini- 
can Oaks in Santa Cruz. 

Gaston Periat was a golfer, a story teller, a 
member of the Elks Club, a Rotarian and a 
friend to an extraordinary number of people. 
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He was helpful to all in need and had the abil- 
ity to make every person feel special. | was 
privileged to work with Gaston Periat during 
my time on the San Mateo County Board of 
Supervisors. He was unfailingly polite, con- 
cerned, professional and prepared, and we 
continued to work together during my tenure in 
Congress. He was a great and good man who 
made extensive contributions to our commu- 
nity and he will always be missed by those 
who had the good fortune to know him. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask the entire House of Rep- 
resentatives to join me in extending our con- 
dolences to Gaston Periat’s wife of 69 years, 
Peggy, and to his daughter, Judy Periat; son 
Dan Periat and his wife, Andrea Periat; son 
Ken Periat and his wife, Kimberly Periat; 
daughter Janet Periat and her husband, Frank 
Higgins; granddaughter Adriana Goericke and 
her husband, Jan Goericke, and great-grand- 
daughter Mia Goericke; granddaughter Camile 
Steinmetz and her husband, Carl Steinmetz, 
and great-granddaughter Lola Steinmetz; 
granddaughters Renee Periat and Nadine 
Periat; grandson Aaron Periat and his wife, 
Kim Periat, and great-grandson Maximus 
Periat. 

May our tribute to Gaston, as well as our 
thoughts and prayers be a source of strength 
and comfort to his entire family. Our commu- 
nity and our country were made stronger and 
better by Gaston Periat. 


--—— 


HONORING LIEUTENANT GENERAL 
CHARLES ‘CHICK’ CLEVELAND 


HON. MARTHA ROBY 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Lieutenant General Charles ‘Chick’ 
Cleveland, one of our country’s great fighter 
pilots, an American hero, and a community 
leader in Montgomery, Alabama. 

Lieutenant General Charles Cleveland was 
born in Honolulu, Hawaii in 1927 and was ap- 
pointed for service at the U.S. Military Acad- 
emy in West Point, New York. After graduating 
in 1949, he began his service in what was 
then the Army Air Corps, eventually 
transitioning into service with the U.S. Air 
Force and serving overseas during the Korean 
War. Later, Gen. Cleveland earned his mas- 
ters degree in political science from Xavier 
University in Cincinnati, and completed the ad- 
vanced management program at Harvard Uni- 
versity in 1969. 

In his more than 35 years of service, Gen- 
eral Cleveland logged more than 4300 flying 
hours in military aircraft, including the F-86 
Sabre. General Cleveland demonstrated a 
rarely-matched level of combat expertise, be- 
coming one of our country’s distinguished 
fighter aces. General Cleveland was credited 
with shooting down five enemy MiG-15 air- 
craft in Korea, officially earning the designa- 
tion as an ‘ace.’ 

General Cleveland went on to a distin- 
guished career in the United States Air Force, 
holding several command positions including 
Commander of Air University at Maxwell Air 
Force Base in my hometown of Montgomery, 
Alabama. 
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Yesterday, the Congress awarded General 
Cleveland and all of the American Fighter 
Aces with the Congressional Gold Medal, the 
highest honor bestowed by Congress. | was 
honored to host General Cleveland in my of- 
fice prior to the ceremony. My staff and | were 
privileged to spend time with this American 
hero and hear stories from his distinguished 
military service. 

But General Cleveland's public service did 
not end with his retirement from military duty. 

Since his retirement, General Cleveland has 
continued to devote countless hours to efforts 
to better his community, state, and country. 
After making Montgomery his family's home, 
he served as Director of the United Way, and 
led the Montgomery Area Food Bank. In 1989, 
he was chosen as Commissioner of the Ala- 
bama Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices, serving through 1992. 

Most recently, his 17 years of service as the 
President of the Alabama World Affairs Coun- 
cil helped transform the institute into the larg- 
est organization of its kind in the South. 

The Alabama World Affairs Council is a fine 
organization which seeks to promote public 
awareness and understanding of international 
affairs as they relate to the political, economic, 
cultural, and military interests of the United 
States. The Alabama council is a member of 
the World Affairs Councils of America and is 
one of some 96 councils nationwide. Though 
General Cleveland is retiring from his position, 
he leaves an undeniable mark on the organi- 
zation and its members who have benefited 
from his service. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to recognize 
Lieutenant General  Cleveland—a distin- 
guished fighter pilot, a public servant, a com- 
munity leader, and an American hero. He has 
truly set an example for future generations of 
Americans to come, and it is my great honor 
to represent him here in Congress. 


AA 


A TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF THE 
LIFE OF DAVID BRUCE GOLDBERG 


HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay trib- 
ute to David Bruce Goldberg, who was born in 
Minnesota on October 2, 1967, and died trag- 
ically at age 47, on May 1, 2015, in Mexico. 
| had the privilege of representing him as a 
constituent residing in Menlo Park, California. 

Dave graduated from the Blake School in 
Minneapolis and earned a BA degree, magna 
cum laude, from Harvard University. After 
graduating from college, Dave worked for Bain 
and Company and Capitol Records. In 1994, 
he founded Launch Media which was later ac- 
quired by Yahoo in 2001. In 2007 he joined 
Benchmark Capital, and in 2009, joined 
SurveyMonkey, where he was CEO at the 
time of his death. 

Dave Goldberg was a successful entre- 
preneur, venture capitalist, and technology 
and music industry executive. He ran several 
online consumer businesses, and served as a 
director of many companies and organizations, 
but he was far more than the sum of his great 
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professional success. Dave has been praised 
as warm, humble and kind, and described as 
a genius, a leader and a man of courage. He 
was a sports fan, was passionate about edu- 
cation and children, and was lovingly de- 
scribed as a cross between a teddy bear and 
a tiger. 

Pve had the pleasure and privilege to work 
with Dave’s wife, Sheryl Sandberg and the fol- 
lowing are her poignant words expressed on 
the day of his funeral. They speak volumes 
about the goodness and greatness of this ex- 
traordinary man: 


“I want to thank all of our friends and 
family for the outpouring of love over the 
past few days. It has been extraordinary— 
and each story you have shared will help 
Keep Dave alive in our hearts and memories. 

I met Dave nearly 20 years ago when I first 
moved to LA. He became my best friend. He 
showed me the internet for the first time, 
planned fun outings, took me to temple for 
the Jewish holidays, introduced me to much 
cooler music than I had ever heard.” 

“We had 11 truly joyful years of the deep- 
est love, happiest marriage, and truest part- 
nership that I could imagine. . . He gave me 
the experience of being deeply understood, 
truly supported and completely and utterly 
loved—and I will carry that with me always. 
Most importantly, he gave me the two most 
amazing children in the world.’’ 

“Dave was my rock. When I got upset, he 
stayed calm. When I was worried, he said it 
would be ok. When I wasn’t sure what to do, 
he figured it out. He was completely dedi- 
cated to his children in every way—and their 
strength these past few days is the best sign 
I could have that Dave is still here with us 
in spirit.” 

“Dave and I did not get nearly enough 
time together. But as heartbroken as I am 
today, I am equally grateful. Even in these 
last few days of completely unexpected 
hell—the darkest and saddest moments of 
my life—I know how lucky I have been. If 
the day I walked down that aisle with Dave 
someone had told me that this would hap- 
pen—that he would be taken from us all in 
just 11 years—I would still have walked down 
that aisle. Because 11 years of being Dave 
Goldberg’s wife, and 10 years of being a par- 
ent with him is perhaps more luck and more 
happiness than I could have ever imagined. I 
am grateful for every minute we had.” 

“As we put the love of my life to rest 
today, we buried only his body. His spirit, his 
soul, his amazing ability to give is still with 
us. It lives on in the stories people are shar- 
ing of how he touched their lives, in the love 
that is visible in the eyes of our family and 
friends, in the spirit and resilience of our 
children. Things will never be the same—but 
the world is better for the years my beloved 
husband lived.” 

Mr. Speaker, | ask the entire House of Rep- 
resentatives to join me in extending our deep- 
est condolences to Dave's wife Sheryl 
Sandberg, to their children, his mother, brother 
and entire family and many friends. As Presi- 
dent Obama said in his message of condo- 
lence, “His skills as an entrepreneur created 
opportunity for many, his love for his family 
was a joy to behold, and his example as a 
husband and father was something we could 
all learn from. We’re heartbroken by him leav- 
ing us far too soon, but we celebrate a re- 
markable legacy.” 

Our community, our country and our world 
are stronger and better because of the life and 
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work of Dave Goldberg. May this tribute and 
the thoughts and prayers of countless others 
be a source of comfort and strength to his be- 
loved Sheryl, their children and all the family. 


ES 


HONORING MAJOR GENERAL R. 
MARTIN UMBARGER 


HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is an 
honor to recognize Major General R. Martin 
Umbarger and wish him well upon his retire- 
ment from the Indiana National Guard. Since 
his initial appointment on March 11, 2004, 
Major General Umbarger has undertaken 
great responsibility as Adjutant General of In- 
diana, commanding the Indiana Army and Air 
National Guard and the Indiana Guard Re- 
serve, as well as more than 15,800 state em- 
ployees. In recognition of his outstanding ac- 
complishments and distinguished career, a re- 
tirement reception in his honor will be held on 
Saturday, May 30, 2015, at JW Marriott in In- 
dianapolis, Indiana. 

Major General Umbarger began his remark- 
able military career with the Indiana Army Na- 
tional Guard in 1969. Upon graduating from 
the Indiana Military Academy in June 1971, 
where he earned the Distinguished Graduate 
Erickson Trophy, Major General Umbarger 
was commissioned as a second lieutenant, in- 
fantry branch. Prior to his present position, he 
served as deputy commanding general for the 
reserve component, United States Forces 
Command. Other significant assignments in- 
clude the assistant division commander for 
training, 38th Infantry Division (Mechanized), 
and commanding general of the 76th Infantry 
Brigade (Separate). 

Major General Umbarger is also a graduate 
of the University of Evansville, where he 
earned a Bachelor of Science degree in busi- 
ness. He also completed studies at the United 
States Command and General Staff College, 
as well as the United States Army War Col- 
lege. 

A testament to his commitment to his duties, 
Major General Umbarger has been honored 
with many prestigious awards and accolades. 
He is the recipient of the Legion of Merit (2nd 
Award), the Meritorious Service Medal (Oak 
Leaf Cluster), the Army Commendation Medal, 
the Army Achievement Medal, the Army Re- 
serve Components Achievement Medal (7th 
Award), the National Defense Service Medal, 
the Armed Forces Reserve Medal (with one 
hourglass device), the Army Service Ribbon, 
the Army Reserve Components Service Rib- 
bon, the Army Reserve Components Overseas 
Training Ribbon, the Army Staff Identification 
Badge, the Indiana Long Service Medal, the 
Indiana Emergency Service Medal, and the In- 
diana Distinguished Service Medal (Bronze 
Oak Leaf Cluster). In 2007, Major General 
Umbarger was also presented the Distin- 
guished Alumnus Award from his alma mater, 
the University of Evansville. 

Major General Umbarger has also exhibited 
his extraordinary leadership abilities in serving 
as a member of the Reserve Forces Policy 
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Board and the National Guard Association of 
the United States, which he chaired from 2006 
until 2008. He has also served as a principal 
member of the Army Reserve Forces Policy 
Committee and is a member of the Associa- 
tion of the United States Army, Indiana Chap- 
ter. 

Major General Umbarger's civilian achieve- 
ments are no less noteworthy. He is president 
of Roy Umbarger and Sons, a fourth genera- 
tion, family-owned and operated business lo- 
cated in central Indiana that provides custom 
services to the local agricultural community. In 
conjunction with his civilian career and pas- 
sion for his community, Major General 
Umbarger has participated on numerous 
boards within the community including the 
Johnson County Animal Shelter Advisory 
Board and the Indiana Feed and Grain Asso- 
ciation, for which he is a past director and 
chairman. He also currently serves on the 
Board of Trustees for both Johnson Memorial 
Hospital and Franklin College. 

Major General Umbarger’s exceptional mili- 
tary and civilian career and passionate dedica- 
tion to his community are exceeded only by 
his devotion to his family. The General and his 
loving wife of many years, Rowana, have one 
son, Jackson, two daughters, Erica and Trista, 
and eight beautiful grandchildren. 

| have been privileged to work with Marty 
over these many years. He is a man of unsur- 
passed talent who is guided by a strong moral 
compass and a profound sense of duty. His 
work has enriched each of us and | am doubly 
fortunate because he is also my friend. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, | ask that you and 
my other colleagues join me in honoring Major 
General R. Martin Umbarger for his out- 
standing contributions and unwavering dedica- 
tion to the State of Indiana. He has served the 
state with distinction, and for this he is to be 
commended. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. NIKI TSONGAS 


OF MASSACHUSETTS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, | was unable 
to cast votes from May 18-May 21st due to a 
family commitment. 

Had | been present, | would have voted 
against H.R. 2250, the Legislative Branch Ap- 
propriations Act. Republicans have chosen to 
fund the Department of Defense at higher 
funding levels at the expense of funding for 
other agencies already squeezed by strict se- 
questration rules. Although | support some of 
the provisions in this legislation, | oppose the 
manner with which Republicans have decided 
to prioritize spending for the country. 

| would have voted in favor of H.R. 2353, 
the Highway and Transportation Funding Act 
of 2015. The strength and vitality of our na- 
tion’s infrastructure is critical to our economic 
competitiveness. The Highway Trust Fund pro- 
vides federal support for transportation 
projects on the state level in order to maintain 
a modern, efficient, and reliable transportation 
infrastructure. These projects also support 
local job creation and economic development. 
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However, | am extremely dismayed that H.R. 
2353 only extends authorization for the High- 
way Trust Fund for two months and does not 
address long term funding challenges. Con- 
gress must pass a bipartisan, long-term fund- 
ing solution for the Highway Trust Fund. 

| would have voted against H.R. 1806, the 
America COMPETES Reauthorization Act. 
Since its enactment, the America COMPETES 
Act has bolstered our nation’s science and en- 
ergy competitiveness through increased in- 
vestment in research and development and 
STEM education. Unfortunately, instead of 
simply reauthorizing this bipartisan program, 
this bill undermines critical investments in 
science, technology, and research. 

| would have voted against H.R. 880, the 
American Research and Competitiveness Act. 
While | am a strong supporter of making the 
Research and Development tax credit perma- 
nent, | do not support this legislation because 
this unpaid-for tax measure would add an esti- 
mated $181.6 billion to the deficit over 10 
years. 

| would have voted against H.R. 2262, the 
SPACE Act of 2015. While | support the de- 
velopment of the commercial space industry, 
this legislation does not strike the appropriate 
balance between the needs of the industry 
and overall safety of the programs for the gen- 
eral public and future customers. 
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HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF CAPTAIN JOHN J. LEVULIS 


HON. JOHN KATKO 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life and service of Captain John J. 
Levulis. Captain Levulis proudly served our 
nation since 2012 in the U.S. Army, including 
one tour in Afghanistan. Nicknamed by his fel- 
low soldiers as “Captain America,” Captain 
Levulis epitomized the leadership, courage, 
and nobility of a true American hero. 

Captain Levulis was commissioned into the 
U.S. Army as a second lieutenant in 2012, fol- 
lowing his graduation from the Niagara Univer- 
sity ROTC program. He completed the Infantry 
Basic Officer course at Fort Benning, Georgia. 
Following basic training, Captain Levulis was 
reassigned to the 2nd Battalion, 87th Infantry 
Regiment at Fort Drum in New York, where he 
served as a heavy weapons platoon leader. 
He was deployed to Afghanistan in May of 
2013 as a platoon leader and returned in 
2014. After returning from Afghanistan, Cap- 
tain Levilus was again stationed at Fort Drum. 

Captain Levilus received numerous awards 
including the Bronze Star Medal, Meritorious 
Unit Commendation, National Defense Service 
Medal, Afghanistan Campaign Medal, Over- 
seas Service Medal, NATO Meritorious Serv- 
ice Medal, Combat Infantry Badge, and the 
Parachutist Badge. 

On May 1st, Captain Levilus tragically lost 
his life in a motor vehicle accident while on 
duty in New Jersey. He leaves behind his lov- 
ing wife, Julianne, mother, Barbara, father, 
Gary, and younger brother, James. My condo- 
lences go out to Captain Levilus’ entire family 
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and friends. New York State and our nation 
has lost a valiant soldier, honorable citizen, 
and first-rate man in Captain John J. Levulis. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO STAFF SERGEANT 
WILLIE C. JONES 


HON. RODNEY DAVIS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor my constituent, Staff 
Sergeant Willie C. Jones of the U.S. Army Re- 
serves, who was awarded the Purple Heart for 
his sacrifice for our country. 

After being born in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 
and growing up in Hawaii, Staff Sergeant 
Jones entered the Army in February 1994. He 
served in combat arms units on active duty for 
seven years before transferring to the Army 
Reserves. His first assignment in the Army 
Reserves was in the 100th Battalion, 442nd 
Infantry Regiment, the only infantry unit in the 
Army Reserves. 

Staff Sergeant Jones served in support of 
Operation Iraqi Freedom from November 2008 
to August 2009. In October 2012, he deployed 
to FOB Ghazni in Afghanistan as a Combat 
Sustainment Support Battalion Liaison NCO. 

While serving at FOB Ghazni, Staff Ser- 
geant Jones sustained significant injuries as a 
result of explosions due to enemy fire on June 
18, 2013. 

In addition to the Purple Heart, Staff Ser- 
geant Jones has received the Combat Action 
Badge, 6 Army Commendation Medals, 7 
Good Conduct Medals, 2 NATO Medals, 8 
Overseas Bars, Iraq and Afghanistan Cam- 
paign Medals, the Gold Recruiter Badge with 
three sapphires, and the Army Recruiting 
Ring. 

Staff Sergeant Jones currently resides in 
Decatur, Illinois, and works as a Movements 
Supervisor with the 236th Inland Cargo Trans- 
fer Company. I’m proud to honor him for re- 
ceiving the Purple Heart, and am humbled by 
his bravery, service and sacrifice for our na- 
tion. 


ee 


CONGRESSIONAL MOLDOVA CAU- 
CUS STATEMENT ON THE RIGA 
SUMMIT 


HON. JOSEPH R. PITTS 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my- 
self, the Honorable DAVID E. PRICE, and the 
Congressional Moldova Caucus, the Republic 
of Moldova is a friend of the United States of 
America, and a partner country of the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization. Like Ukraine and 
Georgia, Moldova is part of a strategically sig- 
nificant segment of Eastern Europe that looks 
toward Europe for a promising and prosperous 
future. 

The full integration of Moldova into the Eu- 
ropean Union is also in the strategic interest of 
the United States. As has been the case with 
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other Eastern European nations that fully inte- 
grated into the European Union, integration 
will help Moldova develop new economic op- 
portunities and contribute to the overall secu- 
rity and stability of the region. 


The Republic of Moldova signed an Asso- 
ciation Agreement with the European Union in 
2014 and is currently implementing its ambi- 
tious Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA). 
Moldova also reached a visa liberalization 
agreement with the EU. 


As the EU Summit in Riga convenes, we 
call on our allies in Europe to fully engage the 
Republic of Moldova and to chart out its bid 
for accession into the Union under the terms 
of the Lisbon Treaty. A failure to fully recog- 
nize the aspirations and legal rights of the Re- 
public of Moldova in its application only stands 
to promote the false narrative that Moldova, 
along with Ukraine and Georgia, falls into an 
‘exclusive sphere of Russian interests in Eu- 
rope’, and runs counter to the democratic val- 
ues of the United States and Europe. 


Congress and the Obama Administration 
should continue to support the Republic of 
Moldova in its statecraft, economic and secu- 
rity capabilities. Progress demonstrated by the 
Republic of Moldova on a sustained path to- 
wards Western integration should be recog- 
nized. For example, despite Moldova’s enter- 
ing into an Association Agreement with the 
European Union, the Russian Federation con- 
tinues to ban imports of Moldovan products, 
exert pressure on the Moldovan people, and 
disseminate propaganda to the Moldovan peo- 
ple. The Russian Federation continues to 
maintain a substantial military presence in 
Transnistria, in violation the Russian Federa- 
tion’s commitments at the Istanbul Summit. 
The Russian Federation continues to use this 
military presence—along with its fuel exports 
and intelligence assets within Moldovan terri- 
tory—to continually destabilize the region. 


Smaller and more fragile states across the 
globe face increasing pressure, destabilization 
and aggression from larger, totalitarian gov- 
ernments. These states are susceptible to fall- 
ing into ‘regional spheres of influence’ without 
sustained, consolidated efforts of support by 
the world’s democracies. Last Congress, the 
House and Senate both passed resolutions 
calling on the Obama Administration to sup- 
port the Republic of Moldova’s capabilities in 
reforming its judicial sector, fighting corruption, 
and reforming economic markets. In addition 
to continuing in these important reforms, we 
urge the Obama Administration to work in bi- 
lateral and multilateral forums to monitor 
human rights abuses in the region and help 
advance U.S. investment in Moldova’s energy 
markets to lessen its dependence on Russian 
sources. We are struck by the Moldovan peo- 
ple’s demonstrated commitments to free mar- 
kets, democracy, and the rule of law. The 
United States must continue to serve as a 
leader in the community of Western nations by 
supporting the people of Moldova in their com- 
mitment toward integration. 
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HIGHLIGHTING SUMMER MEAL 
PARTNERS INAUGURAL EVENT 
ON MAY 30, 2015 


HON. MARCY KAPTUR 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
bring much-needed attention to summer meal 
programs for food insecure families. A new 
collaboration of community organizations in 
Lucas County, Ohio called Summer Meal Part- 
ners is working to raise awareness and in- 
crease participation in summer meal programs 
in that county. This group can be a model for 
similar collaborative efforts supporting under- 
served communities around the country. Sum- 
mer Meal Partners will hold their official kickoff 
event on May 30th of this year. 

Today in Lucas County just eight percent of 
the 54,135 children that are eligible for free or 
reduced price school meals participate in 
readily-available summer meal support. This 
support could make a real difference in the 
lives of tens of thousands more families but a 
lack of awareness, transportation and enrich- 
ment programming have limited participation. 

Families without reliable access to sufficient 
affordable nutritious food face 
health, mental and behavioral issues. 

Hunger undermines a child’s ability to learn. 
Malnutrition and vitamin deficiencies also put 
children at risk for serious and permanent 
problems with attention, cognition and behav- 
ior. They undermine natural growth and devel- 
opment and lead to compromised immune 
systems. 

With most primary school students on 
break, the summer can be a challenging time 
for working parents. Relief is available in the 
form of summer meals but only a small frac- 
tion of eligible families take advantage of this 
important initiative. 

| congratulate Summer Meal Partners for 
their important work and for their upcoming 
kickoff on May 30, 2015. 


increased 


HONORING DR. ALLEN CHAN 
HON. SCOTT H. PETERS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, every May we 
celebrate Asian Pacific American Heritage 
Month, a time to commemorate the significant 
contributions of the AAPI communities to our 
country. 

This year, | am honored to recognize one of 
San Diego’s community leaders, Dr. Allen 
Chan. 

Dr. Chan was born in Hong Kong, and im- 
migrated to the United States more than 40 
years ago. 

He was a charter president of the San 
Diego United Lions Club, is an accomplished 
chiropractor, and is the owner of the renowned 
local institution Jasmine Seafood Restaurant, 
which has served as a cultural heart in San 
Diego’s Asian American community. 

Dr. Chan was recently awarded the pres- 
tigious, and highly selective, Ellis Island Medal 
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of Honor for his legacy of community service 
centered around preserving history, traditions, 
and values, and paying homage to the immi- 
grant experience as an integral part of Amer- 
ican culture. 

| want to congratulate Dr. Chan, and thank 
him for his leadership in the AAPI community 
and for helping make San Diego a better 
place to live. 


— 


CONGRATULATING THE SARCOXIE 
ARCHERY TEAMS ON THEIR 
STATE AND NATIONAL TITLES 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to con- 
gratulate the Sarcoxie High School Archery 
Team on another Missouri state champion- 
ship. This victory marks the Bears’ third 
straight state title. 

The Bears competed against 88 other 
schools from across Missouri with nearly 
1,400 contestants. The team took the high 
school division title with a total of 3,367 points. 
Sarcoxie’s archery program also added to 
their success this year with the middle school 
team placing 3rd in the middle school division. 
Sarcoxie competed against schools of all 
sizes, from the tiny and rural to the massive 
and urban. This small southwest Missouri 
school has proven again that size does not 
matter when it comes to talent, dedication and 
perseverance. 

Individually, Sarcoxie’s Zane White took 
second place in the state high school division 
with 293 points and Gavin Currey finished a 
close fourth with 290 points. Annika Johnson, 
Jordyn Kirby and Elizabeth Workman all fin- 
ished in the top 15, further helping shoot 
Sarcoxie to first place. 

Coaches Kaycia and David Woolsey de- 
serve praise for successfully aiming the team 
toward their bullseye—a first place finish. 
Much effort goes into teaching skills to go the 
distance. That shows especially this year, as 
many on the Sarcoxie team were first-year 
competing archers. Only five were on the pre- 
vious championship team. 

In addition, Sarcoxie had their first national 
archery champion this year at the National 
NASP IBO 3D Challenge. Fifth grader, Max 
Wangler was the national champion from 
among 483 elementary boys. Max’s team- 
mate, Drake Acheson, placed third. 

| urge my colleagues to join me in congratu- 
lating the Sarcoxie High School Archery Team 
on a job well done. | look forward to seeing 
their continued success. 


Se 


HONORING LIBRARIAN DIANE 
CHRISTIAN OF AURORA, ILLINOIS 


HON. BILL FOSTER 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the service of Diane Christian as 
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she prepares for retirement after more than 40 
years of service to the Aurora Public Library in 
Aurora, Illinois. 


Diane Christian is a cherished figure in the 
City of Aurora, who has fostered a love of 
books and learning for many generations of 
young people. Starting as a part-time librarian 
in 1974, Diane later became the library’s Chil- 
dren’s Department Coordinator where she has 
played a critical role in the intellectual devel- 
opment of children throughout the community. 
In 2002, Diane launched the Welcome to 
America program that offers family literacy 
services to refugees from around the world 
and has served over 850 parents and children. 


Diane is also an active volunteer in our 
community; she currently is a member of the 
Child Welfare Society and the Aurora Town- 
ship Youth Commission. During her retire- 
ment, Diane intends to continue volunteering 
for the Aurora Public Library and helping with 
the transition to its new location. 


| would like to thank Diane for her decades 
of commitment to the Aurora Public Library 
and wish her the best in her retirement. 


— A 


HONORING LEO FINNEGAN 


HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize a champion and leader from the 
State of Washington, Leo Finnegan. 


Whether it’s serving on community advisory 
boards, helping a parent navigate bureaucratic 
difficulties or organizing recreational activities 
for those with special needs, Leo Finnegan 
has been, and will continue to be, a deliberate 
and enthusiastic voice for the developmental 
disability community. 

Leo and his wife Rose first moved to Wash- 
ington State in 1975 with their five children, 
one of whom has special needs, Tim. When 
his son was unable to participate in Soap Box 
Derby Races with his other children, Leo took 
it upon himself to construct a two passenger 
car so the entire family could share in the fun 
together. This act sparked an idea to organize 
races for other children with special needs. He 
now organizes and oversees races every sum- 
mer throughout Washington State in Issaquah, 
Sammamish, Snoqualmie, Richland, Spokane, 
and Oak Harbor. My godson Kyle and | were 
able to participate in one race several years 
ago, which is one of the many times I’ve had 
the opportunity to see firsthand Leo’s work in 
our community. Leo also coaches the Special 
Olympics Basketball team in Washington. 
Through his work, Leo has touched thousands 
of lives, giving individuals with special needs 
recreational opportunities that enrich lives and 
strengthen families. 


Mr. Speaker, Leo’s actions embody the 
heart of a servant. | thank Leo for his pas- 
sionate commitment to serving those with spe- 
cial needs. 
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SUPPORTING THE PEOPLE OF 
NEPAL 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, after the 
massive earthquake shook Nepal, Eric Jean 
and Della Hoffman were stranded on a remote 
trail with a group of other backpackers. 
Friends of theirs from their time in college at 
Rice University, which is in my district, con- 
tacted my office for help. We worked with the 
State Department to set them free. Five days 
after the earthquake, Special Forces came to 
the village and rescued them. 

Ms. Hoffman would later recall, “I don't think 
we even knew what was happening until some 
of the villagers ran out of the hut and then, im- 
mediately after that, the boulders just started 
coming down from both sides of the canyon, 
including into the village and on top of the 
houses.” 

Six U.S. Marines and two Nepalese soldiers 
sacrificed their lives attempting to save others 
just like Eric and Della when their helicopter 
crashed. 

| stand with my colleagues in support of 
House Resolution 235, and urge the adminis- 
tration to work with the Nepal government and 
the international community to deliver aid 
quickly, easily, and with long-term rebuilding in 
mind. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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HONORING BUENA VISTA 
WINERY’S WINE TOOL MUSEUM 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to recognize Buena Vista Winery 
on the occasion of the opening of their new, 
first-of-its-kind Wine Tool Museum. The oldest 
premium winery in the United States, Buena 
Vista has been in operation since 1857 when 
a Hungarian immigrant, Count Agoston 
Haraszthy, established the vineyards and built 
the winery. Over the intervening years, the 
winery has had a colorful history, passing 
through many hands before ultimately being 
purchased by Jean-Charles Boisset in 2011. 
Boisset immediately hatched a plan to turn the 
property around that eventually culminated in 
the creation of the Wine Tool Museum, which 
officially opened to the public on March 24, 
2015. 

The Boisset family already had an impres- 
sive wine tool collection when Jean-Charles’s 
sister encountered a man in Burgundy looking 
for a buyer for his enormous thirty thousand 
item collection of wine tools. With the com- 
bination of Boisset family implements and the 
new acquisitions, the Museum’s collection en- 
compasses items as diverse as antique plows 
and blades, secateurs, and wine harvest bas- 
kets. 

Along with its impressive collection of tools, 
the Museum guides visitors through history 
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with an educational film that traces 
winemaking in the region from the early days 
of Haraszthy through the plague of phylloxera. 
The first of its kind museum tells the story of 
California’s wine community. People will not 
only be able see, but also learn about, the 
tools that brought wine from the vine to the 
bottle a century and a half ago. 

Mr. Speaker, it is fitting and proper that we 
honor Buena Vista Winery at this time. Its 
commitment to not only preserving viticultural 
history, but demonstrating the evolution of the 
profession, will help increase awareness and 
appreciation for California and Sonoma’s long 
history of winemaking. 
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RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF 
DEPUTY SHERIFF JOSE ALVA- 
RADO 


HON. JOHN KATKO 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the service of José “Joey” Alvarado 
to the community of Wayne County, New 
York. Deputy Sheriff Alvarado has given 30 
years of dedicated service to the Wayne 
County Sheriff's Office. In his role as Deputy 
Sheriff, he has played an essential role in 
safeguarding the rights and freedoms of the 
residents of his county. 

Throughout his 30 years of service to the 
Wayne County Sheriff's Office, Deputy Sheriff 
Joey Alvarado has consistently performed with 
professionalism and dedication, working to- 
wards the goal of making his community a 
safer place. 

Since 1985, Deputy Sheriff Joey Alvarado 
has served as a Jailor/Dispatcher, Correction 
Officer, and Deputy Sheriff. During his tenure 
as Deputy Sheriff, he was also assigned to the 
Sheriff's Office Special Investigation Unit. He 
has made an outstanding contribution through 
his career as Deputy Sheriff to the quality of 
life for all Wayne County residents. 

| commend Deputy Sheriff Alvarado’s sac- 
rifice and contribution to the Wayne County 
community and wish him the very best in his 
retirement. 


—_ A 


HONORING PENNSYLVANIA CYSTIC 
FIBROSIS, INC. (PACFI) 


HON. TOM MARINO 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
order to congratulate Pennsylvania Cystic Fi- 
brosis, Inc. (PACFI) for 30 years of work in 
raising Cystic Fibrosis awareness and funding 
Cystic Fibrosis research efforts. PACFI is an 
independent, non-profit, all volunteer organiza- 
tion that provides crucial services and much 
needed support for Pennsylvania families af- 
fected by Cystic Fibrosis. 

PACFI was founded on October 2, 1985. 
The PACFI organization is unique in that they 
do not have a paid staff and operate solely 
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with volunteers. This allows PACFI to use 
100% of donations they receive to provide 
benefits for Pennsylvania families such as 
paying for emergency and other medical ex- 
penses. 

PACFI also works to fund Cystic Fibrosis re- 
search around the country. To date, they have 
raised more than $565,000 for institutions and 
universities that are on the leading edge of 
Cystic Fibrosis research. These donations are 
helping to discover better treatment options 
and will hopefully lead to a cure. 

PACFI is doing excellent work in Pennsyl- 
vania on one of the most common and fatal 
genetic diseases. Cystic Fibrosis affects ap- 
proximately 1 in 2000 people and their life ex- 
pectancy is only 35 years. | commend PACFI 
for doing great work in the field of Cystic Fi- 
brosis research and supporting families that 
need assistance with the costs of Cystic Fibro- 
sis treatment. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING SOFIA VIC- 
TORIA DE LA PENA ON FOUNDING 
THE FIT KIDS DAY NON-PROFIT 


HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to congratulate Sofia Victoria de la Pena on 
her work founding Fit Kids Day, and estab- 
lishing the group in the South Florida commu- 
nity. 

Sofia Victoria was a ninth grader at 
Carrollton School of the Sacred Heart in Coco- 
nut Grove, FL when she recognized an in- 
creased need for health programs for children. 
She wanted to add to the work being done to 
combat childhood obesity, and came up with a 
plan. Her idea was an entire day focused on 
fitness, which became known as Fit Kids Day. 

To get the event started, Sofia Victoria 
reached out to leading students at other 
schools to be ambassadors for the program. 
The students walked throughout their neigh- 
borhoods, to spread awareness for the event 
and attract community support. Local busi- 
nesses chipped in to help with the first event, 
providing services and food to the participants, 
which were offered free of charge. Since the 
first Fit Kids Day, the program has expanded, 
and multiple cities have organized their own 
events. In these cities, mayors or city man- 
agers organize a day of activities that are pop- 
ular in their area. 

Fit Kids Day caught on as an event, and is 
now a nonprofit organization. The Presidential 
Fitness Counsel has since talked to Sofia Vic- 
toria about using the Fit Kids Day model for 
their organization. The event was created by 
kids, for kids, and offers many leadership op- 
portunities. In addition, the program has 
helped introduce fitness ideas and plans to 
less fortunate communities. 

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to congratulate 
Sofia Victoria de la Pena on her accomplish- 
ment, and | ask my colleagues to join me in 
recognizing her outstanding achievement. It is 
an honor to know a family that continues to 
work hard to improve their community every 
day. 
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HONORING DAVIESS COUNTY, KY, 
ON CELEBRATING ITS BICENTEN- 
NIAL 


HON. BRETT GUTHRIE 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Daviess County, Kentucky, on 
celebrating its bicentennial. 


Daviess County came into its existence on 
June 1, 1815, through an Act of the Kentucky 
General Assembly. But on May 30, 2015, 
Daviess County will begin to celebrate its 
200th birthday. 


Daviess County lies in the Western Ken- 
tucky Coalfield region and is also an oil pro- 
ducer. Bounded by the Ohio River, it serves 
as an important trade and transportation ar- 
tery—making it a major manufacturing center, 
transportation hub and U.S. Customs Port of 
Entry on the Ohio River. It is also a leader in 
health care, medical research and pharma- 
ceutical experimentation. 


The keystone celebration, on May 30th, in- 
cludes an early morning 5 k run/walk at the 
Mount Saint Joseph Motherhouse of the Ursu- 
line Sisters. Activities for people of all ages 
will take place around the Courthouse Square, 
and the day will end with a reception and the 
opening of a special Bicentennial Art Exhibit at 
the Owensboro Museum of Fine Art. 


Other activities will include honoring African 
Americans from Daviess County who served 
in the Union Army during the Civil War with 
the dedication of an historic highway marker 
on the Courthouse lawn. There will also be a 
series of Bicentennial-related programs at the 
Daviess County Public Library throughout the 
summer. 


A new history of Daviess County, Kentucky, 
Celebrating Our Heritage, has been published 
and highlights many aspects of daily life in the 
county. Among these topics is Daviess Coun- 
ty’s rich history in the agriculture industry—cit- 
ing corn, soybean and tobacco producers. 


Daviess County is the home to some of 
Kentucky’s great colleges and universities, in- 
cluding: Brescia University, Kentucky Wes- 
leyan College, a campus of the Kentucky 
Community and Technical College System 
and a branch of Western Kentucky University. 


It is important to also highlight the leader- 
ship in Daviess County and all their efforts to 
make this a successful and thriving commu- 
nity. Thank you for making Daviess County 
what it is today. 


| encourage everyone in Kentucky’s Second 
District to join in the festivities to celebrate the 
rich history and traditions of Daviess County. 
| congratulate all who live and serve the coun- 
ty and look forward to taking part in some of 
these celebrations myself. Here’s to many 
more years of success. 
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ADVANCING RESEARCH FOR 
HYDROCEPHALUS PATIENTS 


HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to call attention to legislation | intro- 
duced last week, the Advancing Research for 
Hydrocephalus Act, and urge my colleagues to 
cosponsor this important bill. My new legisla- 
tion—which is supported by the national Hy- 
drocephalus Association—will facilitate better 
research into this devastating condition by re- 
quiring the collection of demographic informa- 
tion on the hydrocephalus community. 

Hydrocephalus, which is defined as an ab- 
normal accumulation of cerebrospinal fluid 
(CSF) within cavities in the brain, can cause 
brain damage, vision issues, and extreme pain 
for those affected. 

One of those affected, Adrienne D'Oria, a 
22 year old from my Congressional District, 
has suffered from hydrocephalus since she 
was 10 months old. In addition to the excru- 
ciating pain, complications from shunt mal- 
functions, dozens of brain surgeries and hun- 
dreds of hospital visits have essentially elimi- 
nated any chance of a normal childhood. Hy- 
drocephalus continues to limit her options for 
the future: 

All of my friends, everyone I went to 
school with is graduating and starting the 
next stage in their life. I can't do that,” she 
said recently. “I had to withdraw from so 
many classes because of hospital admissions 
and all the surgeries. Even though I’ve been 
out of high school for four years I only have 
the credits of a freshman. My friends are 
graduating and I’m stuck in limbo. I can't 
control it. 

Unfortunately for Adrienne and thousands 
like her, the most common treatment for hy- 
drocephalus remains a  surgically-inserted 
shunt. Shunts drain the fluid from the brain 
through the neck and into other parts of the 
body. They frequently become blocked, mal- 
function, or cause infection. In almost half of 
all cases in children, the shunt fails within the 
first two years. When they do, patients must 
immediately locate a medical facility and a 
neurosurgeon who can correct the problem. 
This precarious situation is a constant source 
of fear for those who suffer from hydro- 
cephalus and their families. In fact, hydro- 
cephalus is the most common reason for brain 
surgery in children. 

The scientific and medical communities not 
only have very few resources that can help 
them in understanding this condition, they are 
not even aware of the true impact of this dis- 
order. Without better data and research, they 
cannot develop more effective treatments. 

Mr. Speaker, there are some estimates that 
this condition affects roughly one million Amer- 
icans. Yet given that hydrocephalus can occur 
either congenitally or be acquired, oftentimes 
through infection or traumatic brain injury, re- 
porting of hydrocephalus has been incon- 
sistent. Currently no mechanism exists to 
identify and track persons with hydrocephalus 
who develop the condition after birth. As a re- 
sult, we do not have a good grasp on the de- 
mographics of hydrocephalus patients. 
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My bill provides a remedy. The Advancing 
Research for Hydrocephalus Act will establish 
a National Hydrocephalus Surveillance System 
(NHSS) to collect information on the incidence 
and prevalence of hydrocephalus among a 
range of demographics, including changes in 
epidemiology over time. This surveillance sys- 
tem would provide a wealth of data for re- 
searchers. Better surveillance will facilitate 
better research and lead to better outcomes, 
treatment and care for the infants, children, 
and adults experiencing the agonizing pain of 
hydrocephalus. 

So | urge my colleagues to support my leg- 
islation to help provide assistance and raise 
the quality of life for individuals, like Adrienne, 
who are suffering from this condition. 


 — 


IN RECOGNITION OF EAST HAR- 
LEM COUNCIL FOR HUMAN SERV- 
ICES, CELEBRATING 50 YEARS OF 
SERVICE 


HON, CHARLES B. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker | rise today to 
give recognition to the East Harlem Council for 
Human Services, which is celebrating 50 
years of serving the local community. The 
work done by the Council has been vital to our 
community and has changed the lives of so 
many for decades. Groups like the Council 
and institutions like the Boriken Care Center 
are worth fighting for, and | will continue to 
make sure there are adequate resources 
available for them to continue to thrive and 
serve their community. 

| am proud to honor the East Harlem Coun- 
cil for Human Services which was incor- 
porated in 1965 though grass-roots efforts of 
local East Harlem residents committed to ad- 
dressing unmet needs in their community. The 
Council is a multi-service not-for-profit which 
coordinates an array of affordable and no cost 
services to more than 10,000 individuals each 
year without regard for an individual's ability to 
pay for services. The Board of Directors and 
more than almost 200 staff members are 
united in a commitment to the Council's mis- 
sion of providing the highest quality of com- 
prehensive, community-based, fully bilingual 
services to the East Harlem community. 

The Council is the largest grass-roots, multi- 
service not-for-profit in our East Harlem com- 
munity. By continuing its strong history of di- 
verse community-based leadership, and com- 
mitment to the self-determination of this insti- 
tution and the East Harlem community at 
large, the Council has positioned itself for con- 
tinued growth. The Council continuously re- 
news its commitment to the residents of El 
Barrio to ensure that the Boriken Neighbor- 
hood Health Center and its sister programs 
will continue to provide affordable quality com- 
prehensive services in East Harlem for many 
more decades. 

There’s no finer work than fighting to bring 
health and essential wellness to those strug- 
gling to make ends meet in underserved com- 
munities. Everyone deserves access to quality 
care within their community and we are proud 
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to have the East Harlem Council for Human 
Services serving us. 


CONGRATULATING REV. DR. MI- 
CHAEL L. PFLEGER ON HIS 40TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE PRIEST- 
HOOD 


HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise to express my congratulations to 
Rev. Dr. Michael Louis Pfleger, the Senior 
Pastor at Saint Sabina Church in Chicago on 
his 40th Anniversary of the priesthood. | am 
sincerely thankful for the forty years of his de- 
votion to community service and endless effort 
in fighting social injustice. 

Michael Louis Pfleger was ordained a 
Catholic Priest for the Roman Catholic Arch- 
diocese of Chicago on May 14, 1975 and 
since 1981 has been Pastor of the mostly Afri- 
can American Parish of Saint Sabina, a 
Catholic church in Chicago’s Auburn Gresham 
Neighborhood. His uninterrupted tenure in just 
one neighborhood is normally unheard of in a 
diocese where Pastors usually serve for only 
six to twelve years. When he was appointed to 
his present position, at the age of 31, he be- 
came the youngest Pastor in Chicago Arch- 
diocese. Under Pflegers leadership, Saint 
Sabina has established an outstanding social 
service program including job programs, con- 
flict resolution, Employment Resource Center, 
a Social Service Center, and also an elder 
home. 

Father Pfleger has adopted three sons, and 
led efforts to curb drug and alcohol use, espe- 
cially among teenagers. He has led protests of 
all kind, encourages people to register and 
vote, take positions on all kind of controversial 
issues, always on the side of the people. He 
has fought against the proliferation of hand 
guns and hold regular lecture series at Saint 
Sabina featuring individuals like Reverend 
Jesse Jackson, Reverend Al Sharpton, Rev- 
erend Jeremiah Wright, Dick Gregory, Minister 
Louis Farrakhan, Reverend Joseph Lowery, 
Harry Belafonte and others. He has called out 
disrespectful rappers, embraced salvation for 
prostitutes, defied the Cardinal and pushed for 
the Ordination of women as Priests. Michael 
Louis Pfleger, a man among men, a Priest 
among Priests, a force for good, a friend to 
humanity, my brother and a Servant of God. 


ASTHMA AWARENESS MONTH 


HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, May is Asthma 
Awareness Month. As co-chair of the Con- 
gressional Asthma and Allergy Caucus and a 
senior member of the House Committee on 
Energy and Commerce's Health Sub- 
committee, | want to take this opportunity to 
bring attention to asthma’s prevalence in the 
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United States, as well as what must be done 
to control its growth. 

Asthma is one of the most serious chronic 
diseases in the U.S., affecting almost 26 mil- 
lion Americans and nearly 7 million children. It 
can cause shortness of breath, coughing, 
wheezing, chest pain, and even death. 

In my home state of New York, asthma 
takes a particularly heavy toll—especially in 
my hometown of the Bronx. About 390,000 
children and 1.4 million adults in New York 
have asthma. The total cost of asthma-related 
hospitalizations in New York in 2007 was a 
staggering $535 million. The Bronx, where | 
was born and raised and am proud to rep- 
resent part of, has one of the highest rates of 
asthma-related emergency room visits in all of 
New York. 

These statistics are even more alarming 
when looking specifically at minority and low- 
income populations. Children from poor 
households are twice as likely as their more 
affluent peers to be diagnosed with asthma. In 
addition, asthma rates among African Amer- 
ican children increased by 50 percent between 
2001 and 2009. 

Asthma’s prevalence costs children and 
adults dearly with regard to quality of life. 
However, it carries an economic cost as well. 
The direct medical costs of asthma treatment, 
coupled with absences from work and school, 
result in losses of more than $56 billion annu- 
ally Children additionally suffer academically, 
as asthma causes about 14 million student ab- 
sences each year. 

While asthma can be treated and managed, 
it is too often not managed properly. Asthma 
sufferers require regular check-ups, asthma 
management plans, and access to both main- 
tenance and fast acting inhalers. People with 
persistent asthma must be tested for allergies 
so they can learn what triggers might cause 
an asthma attack. Furthermore, environmental 
triggers in homes and schools, such as mold, 
dust, animal dander, pests, toxic chemicals, 
and excessive moisture must be eliminated. 

Congress must also work to reduce asthma 
rates. A little over five years ago, Congress 
passed and President Obama signed into law 
the Affordable Care Act, which prohibited in- 
surance companies from denying coverage to 
people with pre-existing conditions, like asth- 
ma. While this was a terrific stride, more ef- 
forts are needed here in Washington. 

| have been a strong supporter of the Cen- 
ters for Disease Control’s National Asthma 
Control Program, which helps states imple- 
ment systems to monitor and treat asthma. 
This Program’s work has resulted in a $23.1 
billion decline in asthma health care costs 
since 2001. In addition, deaths related to asth- 
ma have dropped by 24 percent since the Pro- 
gram’s inception in 1999. Earlier this year, | 
wrote a letter asking appropriators to fund the 
National Asthma Control Program at $30.6 
million in Fiscal Year 2016. 

While financial support for this Program is 
vital, we cannot rely on funding alone to solve 
the problems that asthma causes. We must 
continue to increase awareness of preventa- 
tive measures to help people manage their 
disease. In addition, we must work collabo- 
ratively across sectors to address the burden 
that asthma creates. 

| look forward to continuing to work to en- 
sure that adults and children across the United 
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States can live healthier and more successful 
lives. 


CHRISTOPHER BOULANGER 
HON. STEVEN M. PALAZZO 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
take this opportunity to recognize Mr. Chris- 
topher Boulanger as a member of the United 
States Air Force Academy Class of 2015. 

Christopher will graduate from the U.S. Air 
Force Academy as a Second Lieutenant in the 
United States Air Force on May 28, 2015. 

His career in the service has just begun, but 
it is a testament to Christopher’s unselfish de- 
votion to the people of this great nation. The 
challenges will be many and the time, al- 
though it may seem like an eternity, will fly by 
almost unnoticed. 

The challenge for this young man will be to 
retain as much as possible, pass on what he 
learns to others, and live life for every mo- 
ment. 

South Mississippi is proud of Christopher 
and his accomplishments, and we look for- 
ward to him continuing to represent not only 
Mississippi, but the entire nation, as a United 
States Air Force officer. 

As Christopher embarks on a new chapter 
in life, it is my hope that he may always recall 
with a deep sense of pride and accomplish- 
ment graduating from a program as pres- 
tigious as the Air Force Academy. 

| would like to send Christopher my best 
wishes for continued success in his future en- 
deavors, thank him for his service, and con- 
gratulate him on this momentous occasion. 


i—i 


REMEMBERING THE SACRIFICES 
OF THE FALLEN HEROES ON ME- 
MORIAL DAY 


HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to remember all those brave and heroic 
men and women of the Armed Forces who 
gave the last full measure of devotion in de- 
fense of our country. 

Each May, veteran and service organiza- 
tions come together to hold events around the 
country to demonstrate their gratitude to cur- 
rent and former men and women in uniform 
and their families for their service to our coun- 
try. 

The month of May is a time when a grateful 
nation acknowledges and affirms the debt 
owed to those brave men and women who 
risked their lives to preserve the freedoms we 
too often take for granted. 

It is important that we recognize and cele- 
brate the tremendous role military personnel 
have played across the globe. 

Texas is home to more than 130,000 active 
military personnel and more than 1,600,000 
veterans, 30,000 of which are from the 18th 
Congressional District of Texas. 
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It has been an honor to represent these 
constituents and | am extremely proud of their 
service. 

As we acknowledge our former, current and 
future military men and women, it is essential 
that we provide them with the resources nec- 
essary to help wounded warriors, veterans, 
and their families’ transition to civilian life. 

That is why | was proud to cosponsor and 
help shepherd to passage H.R. 1344, Helping 
Heroes Fly Act, that was signed into law in 
2013 and which facilitates expedited pas- 
senger screening at airports for service mem- 
bers who are severely injured or disabled, 
along with their families. 

| also introduced H.R. 76, the “Helping to 
Encourage Real Opportunity for Veterans 
Transitioning from Battlespace to Workplace 
Act of 2015,” which provides strong incentives 
for employers to hire, retain, and employ vet- 
erans in positions that take maximum advan- 
tage of their skills and experience. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing | recognize by the 
name the 53 brave men and women from my 
home city of Houston, who served in Iraq and 
Afghanistan and gave the last full measure of 
devotion to their country. 

They are: Krystal Fitts, Jorge Luis 
Velasquez, Cody Norris, Jacob Molina, Pedro 
Maldonado, Edwardo Loredo, Matthew Catlett, 
Zarian Wood, Andrew Roughton, Edgar 
Heredia, Joshua Molina, Steven Candelo, 
Scott Mcintosh, Orlando Perez, Jeremy Ray, 
Benjamin Garrison, Rodney Johnson, Matthew 
Medlicott, Alan Austin, William Edwards, Eric 
Salinas, Danny Soto, Roy Jones, Terrence 
Dunn, Hector Leija, David Fraser, Benjamin 
Rosales, Kenneth Pugh, Alberto Sanchez, 
Walter Moss, Michael Robertson, Howard 
Babcock, Timothy Roark, Ivica Jerak, Phillip 
George, Keith Mariotti, Clinton Gertson, Dexter 
Kimble, Jesus Leon-Perez, Thomas Zapp, Eric 
Allton, Andrew Houghton, Juan Torres, Pedro 
Contreras, Adolfo Carballo, Scott Larson, 
Leroy Sandoval, Armando Soriano, Keelan 
Moss, A. Esparza-Gutierrez, Tomas Sotelo, 
Brian Matthew Kennedy, and Brian Craig. 

God bless them. And may God bless the 
United States. 


— A 


IN RECOGNITION OF MAJOR 
MORRIS SHEPHERD 


HON. PETE SESSIONS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize a remarkable individual for his dedi- 
cation to the State of Texas. | would like to 
congratulate and thank Major Morris Shepherd 
for his hard work and his passion for service. 
| would also like to applaud his retirement. 

Major Shepherd has diligently served as 
Deputy Director for the Dallas Independent 
School District’s Office of the Director of Army 
Instruction. His commitment spans many 
years, beginning with his commission as an 
Infantry Officer in 1974 from Prairie View A&M 
University. His service record reflects the hard 
work, resolve, and passion that he continues 
to embody and practice to this day. 

Since his initial commission, Major Shep- 
herd has progressed through the ranks. Fol- 
lowing his graduation as an Airborne Ranger 
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and a Distinguished Military Graduate he at- 
tended the United States Infantry Basic Offi- 
cers Course at Ft. Benning Georgia. He first 
served in the 1st Cavalry Division at Ft. Hood, 
Texas, and then served in the 2nd Infantry Di- 
vision in the Republic of Korea. Major Shep- 
herd also served as an Assistant Professor of 
Military Science at Alcorn State University, as 
a Project Officer, as a Director of Plans, Train- 
ing, and Mobilization, as a Logistical Planning 
Officer for the 1st Cavalry, as an Executive 
Officer 15th Forward Support Battalion for the 
1st Cavalry Division, and as a Director Resi- 
dent Training Detachment. He finally retired 
from the U.S. Army after more than 18 years 
of service. Following his first retirement, Major 
Shepherd joined the Dallas Independent 
School District in 1995 serving as the Senior 
Army Instructor for Franklin D. Roosevelt High 
School. During his tenure he has received 
many notable recognitions and awards. From 
serving the country to serving his community, 
Major Shepherd’s accomplishments have been 
well noted and appreciated. 

His passion and drive are commendable. In 
our rapidly shifting world and fast-paced life- 
styles it is always impressive to find someone 
like Major Shepherd that gives so generously 
of their time and effort to positively impact the 
lives of the people of Texas. 

As we reflect on all of Major Shepherd’s 
achievements, it is important to acknowledge 
that his belief in giving to those around him 
comes from the genuine patriotism and deter- 
mination of a remarkable man. | want to ex- 
press my heartiest congratulations and thanks 
to Major Morris Shepherd on his outstanding 
accomplishments, and for his immense con- 
tribution to our great country and to the State 
of Texas. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE 75TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE OLD DOMINION 
BAR ASSOCIATION 


HON. ROBERT C. “BOBBY” SCOTT 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the 75th Anniversary of the 
Old Dominion Bar Association (ODBA), of 
which | am proud to be a member. Members 
will be gathering next week in Glen Allen, Vir- 
ginia for their annual conference and to cele- 
brate this historic milestone. 

The ODBA traces its history to a December 
1940 incident where an African American law- 
yer was asked to move to another section of 
the law library of the Virginia Supreme Court 
of Appeals. Frederic Charles Carter, Esq. was 
working in the law library when he was or- 
dered to move to another section because of 
an alleged new Supreme Court policy limiting 
African American attorneys to a specific sec- 
tion of the law library. Carter refused to move 
and the head librarian summoned a police offi- 
cer to demand Carter see him in his office. 
Carter later inquired in a letter to the Chief 
Justice whether the court had indeed issued a 
new policy relegating African American law- 
yers to a special section of the law library. 

Several months passed with no response 
from the Court, so Carter began reaching out 
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to fellow African American Attorneys in the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, including R. H. 
Cooley, Jr. of Petersburg. Cooley also con- 
tacted colleagues in Norfolk, Newport News, 
and Portsmouth, as well as at the Howard 
University School of Law, to discuss the need 
to organize a bar association in Virginia spe- 
cifically for African American attorneys. 

Throughout 1941, Cooley and the following 
individuals met to organize the ODBA: J. 
Thomas Hewin, Sr., Roland D. Ealey, James 
T. Carter, Fredric Charles Carter, J. Byron 
Hopkins and Oliver W. Hill of Richmond; W. S. 
Duiguid of Lynchburg; Martin A. Martin of 
Danville; Thomas W. Young and J. Eugene 
Diggs of Norfolk; James Raby of Alexandria; 
and L. Marian Poe of Newport News. 

The organizational meeting for the ODBA 
was set for April 12, 1942 in Richmond. Twen- 
ty-five attorneys attended the organizational 
meeting where they elected their inaugural of- 
ficers: Oliver W. Hill, President; L. Marian Poe, 
Secretary; Martin A. Martin, Vice-President; 
and James M. Morris (of Staunton), Treasurer. 

On May 21, 1942, the new association met 
again to adopt their constitution and set an an- 
nual membership fee of $4.50. Some balked 
at the cost which prompted Oliver Hill to in- 
clude the following message on organization 
notices: “If you are very, very busy—we need 
you. If you don’t think you can afford it, you 
need us.” 

As America became increasingly involved in 
World War ll, many ODBA members, including 
its president Oliver W. Hill, entered military 
service to fight for our nation overseas. It was 
during this time that R. H. Cooley, Jr. became 
the organization’s acting president. Through- 
out the war, he urged all members to “keep 
abreast with service legislation in order to aid 
men and women in uniform and their families 
in matters pertaining to insurance, depend- 
ency allotments and any other phases nec- 
essary to solve their perplexing problems.” 
Cooley also urged association members to 
help returning veterans, including volunteering 
their legal services when necessary. 

By the wars end, there were forty-four ac- 
tive members of the association all across the 
Commonwealth, with local groups of ODBA 
members established in Richmond, on the Vir- 
ginia Peninsula, in South Hampton Roads, 
and in Northern Virginia. 

Originally organized to confront a discrimi- 
natory policy that offended the personal and 
professional dignity of members of the Virginia 
Bar, it has grown into an essential profes- 
sional organization for African American attor- 
neys practicing law in the Commonwealth of 
Virginia. It has not only provided positive pro- 
fessional relationships for its members and 
trained them to be effective advocates for their 
clients, but has also broken down barriers to 
membership and full participation for African 
American attorneys statewide and in the local 
bar associations and to their election as 
judges throughout Virginia. Moreover, its 
members have led the effort to desegregate 
America in all areas of public and private life, 
including education, employment, housing, 
and public accommodations. 

Today, the ODBA continues its strong leg- 
acy of pursuing justice and ensuring its mem- 
ber lawyers hold themselves to the highest 
level of professional skill and conduct. The as- 
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sociation holds numerous professional devel- 
opment seminars annually. And its members 
are very active in other national, state and 
local bar associations, as well as their local 
communities in general through community 
service and active civic engagement. 

Mr. Speaker, as the Old Dominion Bar As- 
sociation gathers in Glen Allen next week for 
its annual meeting, | wish to congratulate the 
association’s current president, Helivi L. Hol- 
land, Esq., and all its members, past and 
present, on this 75th anniversary and thank 
them for all that they have done and continue 
to do on behalf of the legal profession and the 
full participation of all in the life and bounties 
of the Commonwealth of Virginia and the na- 
tion as a whole. 


— 


HONORING CALIFORNIA’S 
GEOTHERMAL INDUSTRY 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to honor California’s Geothermal 
Industry as we celebrate Geothermal Aware- 
ness Month. It is important to recognize the 
success of existing geothermal facilities in 
California and the great value in promoting the 
development of new geothermal power, one of 
California’s greatest natural resources. 

Geothermal energy is an excellent source of 
clean, renewable energy that supports thou- 
sands of jobs across our district and state. Not 
only does the production of geothermal energy 
boost our economy and reduce our depend- 
ence on foreign oil, it provides counties with 
important royalty payments which they use to 
pay for important priorities like public safety, 
road maintenance and law enforcement. Fur- 
thermore, geothermal energy is critical to Cali- 
fornia’s renewable and low carbon energy 
goals. 

Geothermal energy is locally produced and 
boosts rural economies through jobs, royalties, 
tax payments and more. While in develop- 
ment, a geothermal power project will employ 
hundreds of individuals during construction 
and post-construction, more than most other 
renewable technologies. | am proud to rep- 
resent The Geysers, which lies beneath the 
surface of Lake and Sonoma Counties, em- 
ploys 300 full-time employees at Calpine, fifty 
full-time employees at the Northern California 
Power Agency’s two Geysers power plants 
and more than 150 contractors. The Geysers 
is also the largest taxpayer in both Sonoma 
and Lake Counties. 

Geothermal power benefits communities 
across the state, while providing important en- 
vironmental benefits. In the south, The Salton 
Sea Restoration and Renewable Energy Initia- 
tive, a plan to save an important source of 
water and minerals in the state, can add up to 
1,700 megawatts of low-impact, cost-competi- 
tive geothermal energy to the State’s power 
grid. In the north, the Geysers maximizes the 
economic and environmental benefits of the 
resource, and helps reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions to the equivalent of removing al- 
most half a million cars from the road, mean- 
ing cleaner air for local towns and cities. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is appropriate at this time 
that we recognize May 21, 2015 as Geo- 
thermal Awareness Day and honor California’s 
Geothermal Industry for ensuring that new and 
existing geothermal power is part of a diverse 
and sustainable energy mix now and in the fu- 
ture. 


Ee 


CELEBRATING THE PUBLIC 
SERVICE OF JOSEPH HOUCK 


HON. LEONARD LANCE 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the distinguished public service of Jo- 
seph Houck, who retires after 30 years with 
the Summit Fire Department including seven 
years as Fire Chief and Director. 


Chief Houck obtained an Associate in Ap- 
plied Science Degree in Fire Science Tech- 
nology from Union County College. He is a 
graduate of the National Fire Academy’s Exec- 
utive Fire Officer Program and also completed 
the New Jersey’s Certified Public Manager 
Program and received a Bachelor of the Arts 
Degree in Public Administration from Fairleigh 
Dickinson University. 


Chief Houck started with the Summit Fire 
Department in 1985 as a volunteer firefighter 
and became a career firefighter in 1987. Due 
to his dedication and skill he became a recog- 
nized leader in the department and was pro- 
moted to Lieutenant in 1995, Battalion Chief in 
2000, Deputy Chief in 2005 and Chief and Di- 
rector in 2008. In addition, Chief Houck served 
as a New Jersey State Fire Instructor and was 
the City of Summit’s Fire Official. 


During his accomplished tenure, Chief 
Houck achieved a number of significant ac- 
complishments in service to the City of Sum- 
mit and in the name public safety. The Summit 
Fire Department was accredited by the Center 
on Fire Accreditation International—the only 
Fire Department in the state to earn such rec- 
ognition—and the Department’s reputation for 
professional and timely service improved 
under his stewardship. He managed numerous 
disaster responses, including Hurricane 
Sandy, and was a vital part of the City’s emer- 
gency management team. His insight, guid- 
ance and experience proved extremely valu- 
able during challenging times. 


Chief Houck has also been a member of the 
New Jersey Career Fire Chiefs Association 
and has been its liaison to the New Jersey Of- 
fice of Homeland Security and Preparedness 
Emergency Services Sector, a member of the 
International Association of Fire Chiefs and 
served on its Emergency Management Com- 
mittee working on interstate mutual aid plans. 


| wish Chief Houck many years of happi- 
ness in his retirement spent with his wife, 
Irene, and his children. | thank him for his 
dedicated public service. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF BRUCE 
FARRIS 


HON. JIM COSTA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life and career of a local Fresno 
icon, Bruce Farris, who passed away on 
Wednesday, May 6, 2015 at the age of 88. 

Bruce was born on March 25, 1927, in 
Coldwater, Michigan, to Ross and Ruth Farris. 
At the age of four, with the Great Depression 
limiting jobs, the family gathered their belong- 
ing and drove to California in their Hudson 
Essex automobile. They settled in Reedley 
and three years later moved to Fresno. There, 
Bruce attended Daily Elementary School, 
Hamilton Junior High, and graduated from 
Fresno High School in 1945. At Fresno High, 
Bruce played baseball, basketball, and most 
importantly, during his senior year, he wrote 
for the Fresno High Owl. 

Following high school, Bruce attended Fres- 
no State College for two years where he 
played basketball and wrote for the Daily Col- 
legian as a reporter and an editor. After col- 
lege, he worked for the Fresno Guide and the 
St. Louis Cardinals organization. At the age of 
21, he was hired by the Fresno Bee. His ca- 
reer began by reporting on Fresno State ath- 
letics, and later expanded to a broader range 
of sporting events. What distinguished Mr. 
Farris from other reporters, and what made his 
career so impressive, was his enthusiasm for 
his job and his love for all sports. Additionally, 
Mr. Farris was unbiased and fair, making it a 
point to report objectively. 

While working at the Fresno Bee, Bruce 
worked with a secretary named Barbara Har- 
per, whom he married in 1955. Bruce and Bar- 
bara had three children, Greg, Nancy, and 
Sandra. They raised their children in a home 
on First Street, and opened their door to 
many, from people from church, to neighbor- 
hood kids, and friends, relatives, and foreign 
exchange students. Everyone was welcome in 
their home at any time. 

In 1997, Mr. Farris was inducted into the 
Fresno Athletic Hall of Fame after decades of 
covering Fresno State athletics. Afterwards, 
Mr. Farris went on to report for the Fresno 
Bee as the newspapers outdoors and golf 
writer. He worked at the Fresno Bee for 23 
years before retiring in December 2002. Bruce 
had a truly amazing 52 year long career. 

According to his daughter Nancy, Mr. Farris 
was defined by his faith, love of family, and 
love of sports, three things which led him to 
be such a great man. Mr. Farris’ loss is heart- 
breaking for Fresno, and his passing will be 
felt by the many friends that he has gained 
throughout the years. Everyone that knew Mr. 
Farris describes him as a kind man who truly 
cared for others, and who was respected by 
everyone who had the honor of knowing him. 

Mr. Farris’ wife, Barbara, died in 2007. He 
is survived by his one son, Greg, two daugh- 
ters, Nancy and Sandra, nine grandchildren, 
and one great-grandchild on the way. Mr. 
Speaker, it is with the utmost respect that | 
ask my colleagues to join me in honoring the 
wonderful life and distinguished career of 
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Bruce Farris. Mr. Farris’ passing is a loss to 
our community. While his presence will be 
greatly missed, his legacy will continue 
through his writing. 


MATTHEW GOELLNER 


HON. STEVEN M. PALAZZO 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
take this opportunity to recognize Mr. Matthew 
Goellner as a member of the United States Air 
Force Academy Class of 2015. 

Matthew will graduate from the U.S. Air 
Force Academy as a Second Lieutenant in the 
United States Air Force on May 28, 2015. 

His career in the service has just begun, but 
it is a testament to Matthew’s unselfish devo- 
tion to the people of this great nation. The 
challenges will be many and the time, al- 
though it may seem like an eternity, will fly by 
almost unnoticed. 

The challenge for this young man will be to 
retain as much as possible, pass on what he 
learns to others, and live life for every mo- 
ment. 

South Mississippi is proud of Matthew and 
his accomplishments, and we look forward to 
him continuing to represent not only Mis- 
sissippi, but the entire nation, as a United 
States Air Force officer. 

As Matthew embarks on a new chapter in 
life, it is my hope that he may always recall 
with a deep sense of pride and accomplish- 
ment graduating from a program as pres- 
tigious as the Air Force Academy. 

| would like to send Matthew my best wish- 
es for continued success in his future endeav- 
ors, thank him for his service, and congratu- 
late him on this momentous occasion. 


a 


TRIBUTE TO PUBLISHER DOROTHY 
LEAVELL AND THE CHICAGO 
CRUSADER NEWSPAPER ON ITS 
75TH YEAR ANNIVERSARY 


HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, the Chicago Crusader Newspaper is cele- 
brating its 75th year Anniversary with a festive 
gala on June 5th, 2015 at the Loews Chicago 
Hotel and | take this opportunity to commend 
and congratulate them for 75 years of plead- 
ing the cause for Black America. To maintain 
itself for 75 years as a free and independent 
Black oriented publication is indeed a great 
business accomplishment. 

The Chicago Crusaders mission has not 
changed since it was established by Mrs. 
Leavell's late husband, Balm M. Leavell and 
his late partner Mr. Joseph H. Jefferson. The 
Chicago Crusader was founded in 1940, was 
published in the Ida B. Wells Housing Devel- 
opment and financed with donations. 

Mrs. Dorothy Leavell has worked at the Cru- 
sader for more than fifty years and has been 
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editor and publisher, for forty-seven years 
since the death of her late husband. The Chi- 
cago Crusader Newspaper and Mrs. Dorothy 
Leavell affectionately known to “tell it like it 
is”. In 1941, the Chicago Crusader acquired 
the Gary Crusader and they are recognized as 
one of Chicago and Gary’s most successful 
Black owned business enterprises. 

The Chicago/Gary Crusader maintains its 
roots in the heart of the Black community with 
its headquarters being located in the 6400 
Block of South King Drive in Chicago. Mrs. 
Dorothy Leavell is a stalwart member and 
leader of the National Newspaper Publishers 
Association, has served as Chairman of the 
National Black Chamber of Commerce, is a 
patron of the Arts and a Crusader for Civil 
Rights, equal opportunity and equal justice for 
all. 

We salute you Chicago/Gary Crusader, we 
salute you Mrs. Dorothy Leavell, may you and 
the Crusader forever live. 


— A 


HONORING YOUNTVILLE 
CEMETERY ASSOCIATION 


HON. MIKE THOMPSON 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to recognize Lee Hart and the 
Yountville Cemetery Association, caretakers 
for the George C. Yount Pioneer Cemetery in 
Napa County. The cemetery is named after 
George C. Yount, an early settler, who was 
also the first person to plant grapevines in the 
Napa Valley. 

Yount himself was buried in the cemetery in 
1865 before it was purchased by his son-in- 
law to be preserved for future generations. 
The Yountville Cemetery Association was cre- 
ated in 1892, and took on the responsibility for 
its upkeep and preservation. By 1959, Cali- 
fornia recognized the cemetery as a state his- 
torical landmark. The cemetery is the final 
resting place for over one hundred of our na- 
tion’s veterans and their families, and also in- 
cludes historic Native American burial 
grounds. 

The association’s all-volunteer staff con- 
tinues to maintain the grounds year-round, 
along with responding to family requests and 
handling the few burials that still occur there 
each year. This year marks 150 years since 
Yount’s passing and 50 years since Lee Hart 
joined the Association Board as its President. 

Mr. Hart is a local historian and authority on 
Yount’s history and has been volunteering at 
the George C. Yount Cemetery and Ancient 
Burial Grounds for 50 years. In 1965, the or- 
ganization lacked organization and volunteers. 
Hart decided to help create a new board with 
by-laws and fifty years later continues volun- 
teering. Hart was just 25 years old when he 
lost his parents three months apart in 1965. 
His mother’s family, long time Yountville resi- 
dents, were buried in the Yountville Cemetery. 
As such, Hart made the decision to bury his 
parents in Yountville. 

Mr. Speaker, it is fitting and proper that we 
honor Lee Hart and the Yountville Cemetery 
Association at this time. Their commitment to 
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maintaining the George C. Yount Pioneer 
Cemetery has preserved an important part of 
Napa and California’s history. 


Eee 


THE UNITED STATES’ COMMIT- 
MENT TO FIGHT AGAINST VIO- 
LENT EXTREMISTS 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, April 2nd 
was expected to be just another day at 
Garissa University College in Kenya. But in 
the early morning hours, students awoke in 
terror as armed gunman stormed the campus. 
They claimed to be militants from Al-Qaeda’s 
offshoot—Al-Shabaab. 

The students’ fate was determined by their 
religion. The terrorists allowed Muslims to 
leave and kept an unknown number of Chris- 
tians hostage. After nearly 15 hours of fear, 
147 people were killed. 

Groups like Al-Shabaab, ISIS, Boko Haram, 
and many more allow for no compromise and 
are intent on spreading oppression and fear 
amongst those who do not share their ide- 
ology. 

| commend the first responders and ordinary 
Kenyans who showed tremendous heroism 
that day, and my deepest condolences go out 
to the families and victims of this senseless at- 
tack. 

H. Res. 213 reaffirms United States’ com- 
mitment to the multilateral, global fight against 
violent extremists. 

We must be vigilant in this fight, and we 
must allow for no compromise when there are 
threats to freedom. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


— 


HONORING GRANGER MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 


HON. BILL FOSTER 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Granger Middle School in Aurora, Il- 
linois, for being named an Illinois Horizon 
School to Watch by the Association of Illinois 
Middle-Grade Schools. 

The Association of Illinois Middle-Grade 
Schools recognizes educational programs that 
promote quality and fairness in order to pro- 
vide educators, parents, and students with the 
best learning environment possible. Alongside 
the National Forum to Accelerate Middle- 
Grade Reform, the Association of Illinois Mid- 
dle-Grade Schools designates certain institu- 
tions that fit these criteria as an Illinois Hori- 
zon School to Watch. 

Granger Middle School was included for the 
second time on this list because the faculty, 
staff, and students have consistently dem- 
onstrated outstanding academic achievement, 
sensitivity to the needs of their students, and 
a commitment to creating equal opportunity in 
the classroom. Additionally, Granger Middle 
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School’s dedicated faculty and involved par- 
ents make them one of the best middle 
schools in the state of Illinois. These qualities 
create not only a terrific educational experi- 
ence inside the classroom, but also produce a 
community that supports and encourages stu- 
dents long after their time at Granger is com- 
lete. 

i Congratulations to Granger Middle School 
for being named an Illinois Horizon School to 
Watch. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF SIMON 
WIESENTHAL HOLOCAUST EDU- 
CATION ASSISTANCE ACT 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | am proud to rise today to intro- 
duce the Simon Wiesenthal Holocaust Edu- 
cation Assistance Act. 

This important bill will support efforts around 
the country to increase awareness and under- 
standing of the Holocaust through educational 
programs. States across the country encour- 
age their schools to teach about the atrocities 
of the Holocaust, and this bill will enhance 
these efforts through targeted grants to non- 
profit educational organizations to support 
teacher training, student field trips, and the de- 
velopment of high-quality educational mate- 
rials. 

A Pew Research Center report published 
earlier this year found that the harassment of 
Jews worldwide reached a seven-year high in 
2013, and violent anti-Semitic attacks across 
Europe last year highlight that intolerance per- 
sists even in the 21st century. Programs sup- 
ported by this legislation will help students 
learn the consequences of intolerance to work 
towards unity and peace. 

| hope my colleagues will join me to support 
the Simon Wiesenthal Holocaust Education 
Assistance Act. 


— 


IN RECOGNITION OF BOBBIE 
STEEVER, RECIPIENT OF THE 
GREATER WILKES-BARRE SAL- 
VATION ARMY OTHERS AWARD 


HON. MATT CARTWRIGHT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor Bobbie Steever, who is receiv- 
ing the Greater Wilkes-Barre Salvation Army 
Others Award. 

Since retiring from Bell of America in 1991, 
Mrs. Steever refused to let retirement slow her 
down. She has worked for several companies 
and organizations including Trade Eastern, 
Inc., Lewith & Freeman Real Estate, and Penn 
State Wilkes-Barre. Following her time at 
Penn State, she spent 15 years with TRR & 
Associates as a professional consultant in 
fundraising, events planning, and public rela- 
tions. Today, she serves as the Executive Di- 
rector of Community Services for TFP Limited, 
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a real estate development and management 
company. 

Driven by a genuine passion to serve oth- 
ers, Mrs. Steever’s outreach to the community 
began many years ago serving as Chair of 
Bells Community Relations Service Team. 
She has served as chair, board member, so- 
licitor, and friend of several local non-profits, 
including the Osterhout Library, Back Moun- 
tain Memorial Library, Catherine McAuley 
House, Family Service Association of Wyo- 
ming Valley, Luzeme County Community Col- 
lege, Penn State Wilkes-Barre, Wyoming Val- 
ley United Way, Association for the Blind, 
American Heart Association, and the Salvation 
Army. In 2010, the Times Leader newspaper 
recognized Mrs. Steever as one of the Great 
Women of Northeast Pennsylvania for her ac- 
complishments in the workplace and in her 
community. 

Mrs. Steever also served with the Salvation 
Army’s Wilkes-Barre Corps for nine years, 
where she repeatedly proved her ability to ef- 
fectively orchestrate their Annual Community 
Award Dinners, raising approximately 
$1,300,000 for the Kirby Health Center Family 
House, a transitional housing program for 
homeless families. 

It is a distinct honor to congratulate Bobbie 
Steever on receiving the Greater Wilkes-Barre 
Salvation Army Others Award, and | commend 
her for the many years of dedicated service 
she provided to our local community. Her work 
on behalf of others serves as an inspiration for 
all of us. 


DEVELOPMENTS IN RWANDA 


HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, in 
1994, the east African nation of Rwanda expe- 
rienced one of the most horrific genocides in 
modern times. An estimated 800,000 
Rwandans—mostly ethnic Tutsis and mod- 
erates among the ethnic Hutus were brutally 
murdered in a state-backed extermination 
campaign that lasted for months. 

Hutu-Tutsi tensions date back to colonial 
times, when the Belgians created a superior 
class composed of Tutsis, shutting out Hutus 
from government jobs and higher education 
despite Hutus comprising about 85% of the 
population. In 1959 and 1960, tensions among 
the Hutus exploded in a campaign that left 
20,000 Tutsis dead and created 300,000 Tutsi 
refugees. 

As with this earlier genocide, the inter- 
national community watched largely from the 
sidelines during the 1994 genocide in Rwanda 
as the death toll rose from April until July of 
that year until the Rwandan Patriotic Front or 
RPF defeated the Hutu-led government mili- 
tary. More than two million mostly-Hutu refu- 
gees flooded into the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo, leading to continuing problems in 
that country. The RPF-led Rwandan govern- 
ment has criticized the United Nations for 
sheltering Hutu participants in the genocide 
and for allowing them to arm in refugee 
camps. 
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Over the years, the RPF has used the guilt 
of the international community as a shield to 
prevent criticism of its action. U.N. Ambas- 
sador Samantha Power referred to Ambas- 
sador Susan Rice and her colleagues in the 
Clinton administration in the 1990s as By- 
standers to Genocide. She quotes Rice in the 
2002 book as saying, “If we use the word 
‘genocide’ and are seen as doing nothing, 
what will be the effect on the November con- 
gressional election?” Part of Rice’s team dur- 
ing those years was Gayle Smith, current 
nominee to head the U.S. Agency for Inter- 
national Development. 

As far back as May 1998, | chaired a hear- 
ing that included testimony about the willful 
U.S. neglect in preventing the Rwandan geno- 
cide. As recounted in an issue of the New 
Yorker magazine at the time, a high-ranking 
Rwandan informant had warned the U.N. lead- 
ership, including Kofi Annan, and the United 
States about preparations for killings 3 months 
before they began. The recipients apparently 
did not act on that information. 

Furthermore, the United States has been 
accused not merely of inaction, but also of ob- 
structing preemptive multilateral efforts to quell 
the crisis. Some have alleged that, in the 
words of Refugees International president Lio- 
nel Rosenblatt, “The ball was not only 
dropped by the United States, it was blocked 
by the United States.” 

Paul Kagame, now President of Rwanda, 
was hailed as one of “Africa's new leaders” by 
Rice and her team during the 1990s, and 
there has been no apparent change in their 
high opinion of him since then despite what 
Deputy Assistant Secretary Robert Jackson 
describes as several public administration 
statements related to human rights concerns 
and ongoing dialogue with the Rwandan gov- 
ernment. 

Kagame has been considered a hero on the 
international stage, and has long been im- 
mune to public criticism. However, human 
rights reports about abuses in Rwanda have 
grown over the years. The most recent State 
Department human rights report about Rwan- 
da accuses the government of “targeting of 
political opponents and human rights advo- 
cates for harassment, arrest and abuse.” 
Many observers note the constraints on free- 
dom of expression that criminalizes public criti- 
cism of the RPF and its policies, as well as 
outlawing public discussion of ethnic issues. In 
that vein, the RPF has used charges of “geno- 
cide ideology” and “divisionism” as well as 
national security concerns, to justify prosecu- 
tion of opposition political figures and journal- 
ists and prevent human rights organizations 
from reporting on events in their country. 

In recent years, there are credible reports 
that the RPF government has commissioned 
assassins to kill dissidents living in exile who 
criticize the government or attempt to form po- 
litical associations or parties. 

Several years ago, our committee Chairman 
ED ROYCE was told by Paul Russessabegina 
of Hotel Rwanda fame that the Rwandan Gov- 
ernment had targeted him and was behind 
several attempts on his life in Belgium. 

In early 2014, former Rwandan intelligence 
chief Patrick Karegeya who had been living in 
exile in South Africa, was found murdered in 
his hotel room in Johannesburg. 
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Karegeya was one of two dissidents, one of 
the witnesses at a hearing | held yesterday— 
former Rwandan Major Robert Higiro—says 
he was asked to have killed. The assassina- 
tion plot he revealed was investigated and 
substantiated in a series of articles in Can- 
ada’s Globe and Mail newspaper, which inter- 
viewed Rwandan exiles in South Africa and 
Belgium. 

Since 2012, | have chaired a series of hear- 
ings on the violence perpetrated by various 
militias in eastern DRC. Perhaps the best 
known of them, the so-called M23, was sup- 
ported by Rwanda. This Congress has en- 
acted restrictions on some military assistance 
to Rwanda in response to its involvement in 
militia activity in the DRC and involvement in 
resource smuggling from that country, as un- 
covered in several U.N. reports. 

These charges of serious human rights and 
other abuses would be troubling in any case, 
but Rwanda is a country that has enjoyed sig- 
nificant U.S. and international support. By 
largely avoiding criticism of Rwandan human 
rights issues, the Bush and Obama adminis- 
trations raised appropriations to Rwanda from 
$39 million in FY2003 to $188 million in 
FY2014. This largely has involved funding of 
health, food security and other socioeconomic 
projects, as well as support for Rwandan par- 
ticipation in international peacekeeping. 

Rwanda is the sixth largest troop and police 
contributing country in the U.N., with more 
than 4,000 troops, more than 400 police, and 
13 military observers in seven U.N. missions, 
including: the African Union-United Nations 
Hybrid Operation in Darfur (UNAMID); the 
U.N. Mission in South Sudan (UNMISS); the 
U.N. Stabilization Mission in Haiti 
(MINUSTAH); the U.N. Mission in Liberia 
(UNMIL); the U.N. Interim Security Force in 
Abyei (UNISFA); the U.N. Operation in Cóte 
d'Ivoire (UNOCI), and the U.N. Integrated 
Peace-building Office in Guinea-Bissau 
(UNIOGBIS). 

Rwanda, due to donor aid, political stability 
and favorable investor policies, has grown by 
an average of 8% annually over the past dec- 
ade. It is considered one of the recipient coun- 
tries most able to achieve results from aid pro- 
grams. Yet donors began reducing or re- 
directing funds in 2012 because of Rwanda’s 
role in supporting M23. The growing reports of 
human rights abuses also are leading to great- 
er caution among donor nations about directly 
supporting the Rwandan Government. 


— A 


LONG TERM FUNDING FOR 
HIGHWAY TRUST FUND 


HON, TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, 
today, | rise in support of a long-term surface 
transportation bill. 

Right now Americans are looking to Con- 
gress for REAL bipartisan solutions to fund 
and upgrade our deteriorating infrastructure 
system. As hard as it may be, as uncomfort- 
able and contentious as the debates may be- 
come, it’s time to for us to move past the 
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senseless chatter and to stop kicking the can 
down the road. 


We must get serious about fixing America’s 
infrastructure and establishing long-term fund- 
ing for the Highway Trust Fund. This is not the 
time for partisan politics. We need to work to- 
gether for the benefit of the men and women 
who sent us here. 


Yesterday, the House passed a bill that was 
nothing more than another “Band-Aid” for a 
much larger problem. The American Society of 
Civil Engineers estimates that 1 out of every 
9 bridges in the U.S. is structurally deficient, 
and gave our overall infrastructure a “D—.” 


An alarming 54 percent of all major U.S. 
roads are in poor or mediocre condition, and 
these roads account for 1 in 3 fatal traffic acci- 
dents. In my home state of Alabama alone, 
driving on roads in need of repair cost motor- 
ists $1.2 billion a year. 


Now is the time for a lasting solution to this 
important issue. Yet, here we are, at the end 
of May, and we are no closer to crafting a 
long-term solution to invest in our roads, 
bridges, and rails than we were this time last 
year. 


The benefits to investing in our highways, 
bridges, railroads, and other transit systems 
are clear. By building the infrastructure of to- 
morrow, we would create thousands of good- 
paying jobs that help more hard-working 
Americans earn a living. 


A solid transportation system is necessary 
to quickly move goods, which will help further 
grow our economy. This is vital if America is 
to compete in the 21st century global market- 
place. 

| urge my colleagues to work together to de- 
velop a long-term plan that will improve our 
aging infrastructure, encourage job creation, 
and strengthen our nation’s economic devel- 
opment. 
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IN HONOR OF SSGT MICHAEL 
WAYNE SCHAFER 


HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, May 21, 2015 


Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of a real American Hero, SSGT Michael 
Schafer of the United States Army, 2nd BAT- 
TALION, 173 Airborne. Mike served in 
Kosovo, Iraq, and Afghanistan. He received 
the Bronze Star, the Purple Heart, and the Sil- 
ver Star. Michael was killed in Oruzgan in 
combat on July 25, 2005 as part of a quick re- 
sponse team while helping fellow soldiers 
under fire. He is survived by his wife Danielle, 
son Devin, his mother Karen and step-father 
Daniel Barr, his father Mark Schafer, retired 
Navy of Williamsburg, his sister Sarah, and 
two brothers, Mark Schafer and Timothy Barr. 
Today and every day let us all remember all 
of those selfless heroes like Michael and their 
families who give that last full measure in the 
name of freedom. Michael wanted to become 
a Ranger, but due to a loss of hearing in com- 
bat, was told he should retire. Instead, he 
chose to return to his brothers in combat and 
died on his last tour. Albert Caswell penned 
the following poem, “Our America’s Son”, in 
honor of Michael Schafer this Memorial Day. 
“Our, America’s Son 
this chosen one 
Of warm heart and steal, 
who to us all has so revealed 
How it is on earth, 
as it is in heaven as they will be done. 

Who so gave that full measure. 

The greatest of all possible treasures, 

as did America’s Son 

As now we all so weep 

As all in our heart’s Michael you we keep, 

oh so very deep. 

As we remember what to all of us what you’d 
so teach 
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About life and death, 

all in honor’s quest. . . for all your brothers 
in arms you’d seek... 

As you were a man of actions and deeds 

All else supersedes 

Could all our hearts as high yours exceed? 

But for the greater good, 

in all you could. 

Now all in our grief. 

Now all in our loss we seek. 

Of such cost it reaps. 

This pain to ease. 

As to us now all so speaks. 

For your life was Army Strong. 

For magnificent men like you Mike, 

all live ever after in history like a song. 

Whose courage forever rings loud and long. 

As but The Best of the Best. 

Because moments are all we have. 

Just minutes to turn good from bad. 

And now we lay your fine body down to 
sleep. 

All in our hearts now so very deep. 

And across Williamsburg tonight 

There comes a gentle rain 

Comes our Lord’s tears to so help to ease 
your families pain 

To wash down upon you to remain 

Until, once again up in Heaven you will all 
meet again, 

and you won’t have to cry no more 

And hush little baby don’t you cry, 

because one day up in heaven you will look 
into your father’s eyes 

And remember he is with you this day by 
your side. 

And you too Danielle his lovely wife, must 
somehow find the strength to start a 
new life 

And all of his family find peace all in his 
light. 

Now rest my son, 

your war is over on earth, is done. 

And rise up for your new battle begun. 

As an Angel in the Army of our Lord 

To watch over us ever more. 

For Michael you are now so one. 

At Ease, America’s Son!” 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, May 22, 2015 


The House met at 2:30 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. WOMACK). 


—_ A 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
May 22, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVE 
WOMACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Gracious God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

You have blessed us with all good 
gifts, and with thankful hearts we ex- 
press our gratitude. In this moment of 
prayer, please grant to the Members of 
this people’s House, as they meet with 
their respective constituents, the gifts 
of wisdom and discernment, that in 
their words and actions they will do 
justice, love with mercy, and walk 
humbly with You. 

On this weekend especially, we re- 
member those men and women who 
have given their lives in service to our 
country. Bless them with everlasting 
peace, and give consolation and peace 
to those who mourn them. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to section 5(a) of House Resolution 
273, the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings is approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. POLIS led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 
COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 


nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 22, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa- 
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
May 22, 2015 at 9:12 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 1690. 

Appointments: 

Board of Visitors of the U.S. Coast Guard 
Academy. 

Commission on Care. 

Congressional Award Board. 

Board of Visitors of the U.S. Military 
Academy. 

Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution. 

Board of Visitors of the U.S. Air Force 


Academy. 
Board of Visitors of the U.S. Naval Acad- 
emy. 
With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 


KAREN L. HAAS. 


EE 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 22, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa- 
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
May 22, 2015 at 9:43 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 261. 

That the Senate passed S. 612. 

That the Senate passed S. 501. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


EE 


PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 


STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT SPENDING LEVELS 
OF ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR 
FY 2015, 2016 AND THE 10-YEAR PERIOD FY 2016 
THROUGH FY 2025 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, 
Washington, DC, May 22, 2015. 

Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 

Speaker, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
to facilitate application of sections 302 and 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


311 of the Congressional Budget Act, I am 
transmitting an updated status report on the 
current levels of on-budget spending and rev- 
enues for fiscal years 2015, 2016, and for the 
10-year period of fiscal years 2016 through 
2025. This status report is current through 
May 15, 2015. The term ‘‘current level’’ refers 
to the amounts of spending and revenues es- 
timated for each fiscal year based on laws 
enacted or awaiting the President’s signa- 
ture. 

Table 1 in the report compares the current 
levels of total budget authority, outlays, and 
revenues to the overall limits, as adjusted, 
that were filed in the Congressional Record 
on April 29, 2014 for fiscal year 2015, and to 
those limits contained in the conference re- 
port on S. Con. Res. 11, as agreed to on May 
5, 2015, for fiscal year 2016 and for the 10-year 
period of fiscal years 2016 through 2025. This 
comparison is needed to implement section 
3ll(a) of the Congressional Budget Act, 
which creates a point of order against meas- 
ures that would breach the budget resolu- 
tion’s aggregate levels. The table does not 
show budget authority and outlays for years 
after fiscal year 2016 because appropriations 
for those years have not yet been considered. 

Table 2 compares the current levels of 
budget authority and outlays for legislative 
action completed by each authorizing com- 
mittee with the “section 302(a)” allocations 
filed on April 29, 2014 for fiscal year 2015, and 
to those limits contained in the conference 
report on S. Con. Res. 11, as agreed to on 
May 5, 2015, for fiscal year 2016 and for the 10- 
year period of fiscal years 2016 through 2025. 
For fiscal year 2015, ““legislative action” re- 
fers to legislation enacted after the adoption 
of the levels set forth in the Congressional 
Record on April 29, 2014. For fiscal year 2016 
and the 10-year period of fiscal years 2016 
through 2025, ‘‘legislative action” refers to 
legislation enacted after the adoption of the 
levels set forth in the conference agreement 
on S. Con. Res. 11. This comparison is needed 
to enforce section 302(f) of the Congressional 
Budget Act, which creates a point of order 
against measures that would breach the sec- 
tion 302(a) allocation of new budget author- 
ity for the committee that reported the 
measure. It is also needed to implement sec- 
tion 311(b), which exempts committees that 
comply with their allocations from the point 
of order under section 311(a). 

Tables 3 and 4 compare the current status 
of discretionary appropriations for fiscal 
years 2015 and 2016 with the “section 302(b)” 
suballocations of discretionary budget au- 
thority and outlays among Appropriations 
subcommittees. The comparison is needed to 
enforce section 302(f) of the Congressional 
Budget Act because the point of order under 
that section equally applies to measures that 
would breach the applicable section 302(b) 
suballocation The tables also provide supple- 
mentary information on spending in excess 
of the base discretionary spending caps al- 
lowed under section 251(b) of the Budget Con- 
trol Act. 

Table 5 compares the levels of changes to 
mandatory programs (CHIMPs) contained in 
appropriations acts with the permissible lim- 
its on CHIMPs as specified in sections 3103 
and 3104 of S. Con. Res. 11. The comparison is 
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needed to enforce a point of order established 
in S. Con. Res. 11 against fiscal year 2016 ap- 
propriations measures containing CHIMPs 
that would breach the permissible limits for 
fiscal year 2016. 

Tables 6 and 7 display the current level of 
advance appropriations for fiscal years 2016 
and 2017, respectively, of accounts identified 
for advance appropriations under section 601 
of H. Con. Res. 25 (118th Congress), in force 
and effect pursuant to H. Res. 5 (114th Con- 
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gress), and under section 3304 of S. Con. Res. 
11. These tables are needed to enforce a point 
of order against appropriations bills con- 
taining advance appropriations that are: (i) 
not identified in the statement of managers 
or (ii) would cause the aggregate amount of 
such appropriations to exceed the level spec- 
ified in the budget resolution. 

In addition, letters from the Congressional 
Budget Office are attached that summarize 
and compare the budget impact of enacted 
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legislation that occurred after adoption of 
the budget resolution against the budget res- 
olution aggregates in force. 


If you have any questions, please contact 
Jim Herz or Jim Bates at (202) 226-7270. 
Sincerely, 
Tom PRICE, M.D., 
Chairman. 


TABLE 1—REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2015, 2016, AND 2016-2025 CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET, REFLECTING 


ACTION COMPLETED AS OF MAY 15, 2015 


[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 


Fiscal Year Fiscal Year Fiscal Years 
20151 20162 2016-2025 
Appropriate Level: 
Budget Authori 3,033,319 3,039,215 n.a. 
Outlays ..... 3,027,686 3,091,442 n.a. 
Revenu 2,535,978 2,676,733 32,237,371 
Current Level: 
Budget 3,028,949 2,146,257 n.a. 
Outlays . 3,038,932 2,564,163 n.a. 
Revenu 2,454,602 2,676,733 32,237,371 
Current Level 
Appropriate Level 
Budget — 4,370 — 892,958 n.a. 
Outlays ..... +11,246 — 527,279 n.a. 
Revenues .. — 81,376 0 0 

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 2016 through 2024 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

1 Section 115(b) of the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013 (BBA) required the Chairman of the Committee on the Budget in the House of Representatives to file aggregate budgetary levels for fiscal year 2015 for purposes of enforcing sec- 
tion 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. The spending and revenue aggregates for fiscal year 2015 were filed on April 29, 2014. The current level for this report begins with the budgetary levels filed on April 29, 2014, as ad- 
justed, and makes changes to those levels for enacted legislation. 

2The FY2016 Concurrent Resolution on the Budget was agreed to in S. Con. Res. 11 and the accompanying report, H. Rept. 114-96. The current level for this report is measured relative to the on-budget levels filed in H. Rept. 114-96. 


TABLE 2—DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION COMPARISON OF AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE LEGISLATIVE ACTION WITH 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR BUDGET CHANGES, REFLECTING ACTION 


COMPLETED AS OF MAY 15, 2015 


[Fiscal Years, in millions of dollars] 


2015 2016 2016-2025 
House Committee 
BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 
Agriculture: 
302(a) Allocation .. 0 0 — 1,645 — 347 — 302,149 — 300,020 
Legislative +263 +238 0 0 0 0 
Differenc: +263 +238 +1,645 +347 +302,149 +300.020 
Armed Services 
302(a) Allocation .. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Legislative Action . —121 —104 0 0 0 0 
Difference ......... 121 — 104 0 0 0 0 
Education and the Workforce: 
302(a) Allocation .. 0 0 — 10.633 —5,017 — 249,574 — 229,658 
i 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 +10,633 +5,017 +249,574 +229.658 
0 0 — 54,654 — 49,173 — 1,379,704 — 1,369,488 
+6.935 +6,935 0 0 0 0 
da +6,938 +6,935 +54,654 +49,173 +1,379,704 +1,369,488 
302(a) Allocation 0 0 —7,334 —6,712 — 62,254 — 62,056 
islati +121 +121 0 0 0 0 
+121 +121 +7,334 +6,712 +62,254 +62,056 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
ss 0 0 0 0 0 0 
lomeland Security: 
0 0 — 180 — 180 — 19,470 — 19,470 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 +180 +180 +19,470 +19,470 
0 0 -31 —2 — 298 =53 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 +31 +2 +298 +53 
udiciary: 
0 0 — 14,419 — 868 — 24,949 — 23,055 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
sah 0 0 +14,419 +868 +24,949 +23,055 
302(a) Allocation 0 0 — 569 261 — 32,678 — 32,483 
Legislative Ac +98 +94 0 0 0 0 
Difference ......... +98 +94 +569 +261 +32,678 +32,483 
Oversight and Government Reform: 
302(a) Allocation .. 0 0 — 9,188 — 9,026 — 193,961 — 193,896 
Legislative Action . 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ......... 0 0 +9,188 +9,026 +193,961 +193,896 
Science, Space and Technology: 
302(a) Allocation .. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Legislative Action . 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ......... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Small Business: 
302(a) Allocation .. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Legislative Action . 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference ......... 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Transportation and Infrastructure: 
302(a) Allocation .. 0 0 — 12,114 0 — 197,706 0 
Legislative Action . 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Difference .... 0 0 +12,114 0 +197,706 0 
Veterans’ Affairs: 
302(a) Allocation 0 0 —31 -31 =1,925 — 1,925 
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TABLE 2—DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION COMPARISON OF AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE LEGISLATIVE ACTION WITH 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR BUDGET CHANGES, REFLECTING ACTION 
COMPLETED AS OF MAY 15, 2015—Continued 


[Fiscal Years, in millions of dollars] 


2015 2016 2016-2025 
House Committee 
BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 
Legislative Action . +1 +1 0 0 0 0 
Difference +1 +1 +31 +31 +1,925 +1,925 
Ways and Means: 
302(a) Allocation .. 0 +15 — 60,004 — 59,704 — 1,594,908 — 1,594,408 
Legislative Action . +330 +325 0 0 0 0 
Difference +330 +340 +60,004 +59,704 +1,594,908 +1.594,408 


TABLE 3—DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015— COMPARISON OF CURRENT STATUS WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND 
APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUB ALLOCATIONS AS OF MAY 15, 2015 


[Figures in Millions]? 


302(b) Allocations 302(b) for Current Status Current Status General Purpose GWOT 
H.Rept. 113-474 GWOT General Purpose ! GWOT less 302(b) less 302(b) 
BA OT BA OT BA OT BA OT BA OT BA OT 
Agriculture, Rural Development, FDA 20,880 21,716 0 0 20,666 21,603 0 0 —214 -113 0 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science 51,200 61,518 0 0 50,103 61,099 0 0 — 1,097 —419 0 0 
Defense: E A 490,944 522,774 79,445 36,839 490,194 520,271 64,000 30,476 —750 — 2,503 — 15,445 — 6,363 
Energy and Water Development . 34,010 37,831 0 0 34,202 38,061 0 0 +192 +230 0 0 
Financial Services and General Government .. 21,285 22,750 0 0 21,820 23,158 0 0 +535 +408 0 0 
Homeland Security .... 45,658 44,712 0 0 46,108 45,339 213 170 +450 +627 +213 +170 
Interior, Environment 30,220 30,191 0 0 30,416 32,308 0 0 +196 +2,117 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 155,702 159,922 0 0 158,247 169,426 0 0 +2,545 +9,504 0 0 
Legislative Branch... 4,258 4,219 0 0 4,300 4,235 0 0 +42 +16 0 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs 71,499 76,100 0 0 71,808 76,427 221 0 309 +327 +221 0 
State, Foreign Operations ...................... 42,381 42,319 5,912 3,142 40,007 44,149 9,258 2,233 2,374 +1,830 +3,346 —909 
Transportation, Housing & Urban Development . 52,029 118,732 0 0 53,770 119,039 0 0 +1,741 +307 0 0 
Full Committee Allowance n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 
Total A ETEEN EE AP 1,020,066 1,142,784 85,357 39,981 1,021,641 1,155,115 73,692 32,879 +1,575 +12,331 — 11,665 —7,102 
General Purpose GWOT 
Comparison of Total Appropriations and 302(a) allocation 
BA OT BA OT 
302(a) Allocation .. 1,021,641 1,144,101 85,357 39,981 
Total Appropriations .. 1,021,641 1,155,115 73,692 32,879 
TotalsAppropriations ‘vsi.302(4): Allocation: einan a A E EE daca th AA A bd id 0 +11,014 — 11,665 — 7,102 
Memorandum Amounts Emergency Disaster Program 
Assumed in 302(b) Requirements Funding Integrity 
Spending in Excess of Base Budget Control Act Caps for Sec. 251(b) Designated Categories BA OT BA OT BA OT BA OT 
Agriculture, Rural Development, FDA . 0 0 25 7 91 40 0 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Defense: cian aie 0 0 112 119 0 0 0 0 
Energy and Water Development . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Financial Services and General Government . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Homeland Security ..... 6,438 322 0 0 6,438 322 0 0 
Interior, Environment . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education .. 0 0 2,742 933 0 0 1,484 1,277 
Legislative Branch 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Military Construction ani 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
State, Foreign Operations ........................... 0 0 2,526 468 0 0 0 0 
Transportation, Housing & Urban Developm 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
A NS AAN 6,438 322 5,405 1,527 6,529 362 1,484 1,277 
1 Spending designated as emergency is not included in the current status of appropriations shown in this table. 
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TABLE 4—DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016—COMPARISON OF CURRENT STATUS WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND 
APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUB ALLOCATIONS AS OF MAY 15, 2015 


[Figures in Millions] 1 


302(b) Allocations 302(b) for Current Status Current Status General Purpose GWOT 
H. Rept. 114-118 GWOT General Purpose ! GWOT less 302(b) less 302(b) 
BA OT BA OT BA OT BA OT BA OT BA OT 
Agriculture, Rural Development, FDA 20,650 22,064 0 0 9 7,273 0 0 — 20,641 — 14,791 0 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science 51,378 62,400 0 0 0 21,769 0 0 — 51,378 — 40,631 0 0 
Defense aiaiai ian 490,235 519,579 88,421 46,849 4 204,172 0 0 —490,194  —315,407 — 88,421 — 46,849 
Energy and Water Development . 35,402 36,195 0 35,402 36,195 0 0 0 0 0 
Financial Services and General Government .. 20,249 22,092 0 0 4 5,337 0 0 — 20,208 — 16,755 0 0 
Homeland Security .... 39,320 44,716 0 0 9 19,009 0 0 — 39,311 — 25,707 0 0 
Interior, Environment 30,170 31,940 0 0 0 11,624 0 0 — 30,170 — 20,316 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education . 153,052 169,100 0 0 24,678 113,934 0 0 — 128,374 — 55,166 0 0 
Legislative Branch eee: 4,300 4,243 0 0 3,34 3,515 0 0 —959 —7128 0 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affai 76,056 78,242 532 2 76,056 78,242 532 2 0 0 0 0 
State, Foreign Operations ....................... 40,500 47,055 7,334 1,947 0 30,155 0 0 — 40,500 — 16,900 —7,334 — 1,947 
Transportation, Housing & Urban Development . 55,270 119,018 0 0 4,400 78,156 0 0 — 50,870 — 40,862 0 0 
Full Committee Allowance n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. 
TU AA E ANA AE, 1,016,582 1,156,644 96,287 48,798 143,977 609,381 532 2  —872/605 —547,263 — 95,755 — 48,796 
General Purpose GWOT 
Comparison of Total Appropriations and 302(a) allocation 
BA oT BA oT 
302(a) Allocation .. 1,016,582 1,156,644 96,287 48,798 
Total Appropriations .. 143,977 609,381 532 2 
Total ‘Appropriations: vSs302(a): Allocation: ¿a A A AA AA A E dead anida — 872,605 — 547,263 — 95,755 — 48,796 
Memorandum Amounts Emergency Disaster Program 
Assumed in 302(b) Requirements Funding Integrity 
Spending in Excess of Base Budget Control Act Caps for Sec. 251(b) Designated Categories BA OT BA OT BA OT BA OT 
Agriculture, Rural Development, FDA . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Defense oo... ae 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Energy and Water Development . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Financial Services and General Government . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Homeland Security . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Interior, Environment . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Labor, Health and Hum 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Legislative Branch ......... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Military Construction ani 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
State, Foreign Operations ........................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Transportation, Housing & Urban Development 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mislata tics 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 


1 Spending designate 


TABLE 5—CURRENT LEVEL OF FY 2016 CHIMPS SUBJECT 
TO S. CON. RES. 11, SECTION 3103 LIMITS (IN MIL- 
LIONS) AS OF MAY 15, 2015 


as emergency is not included in the current status of appropriations shown in this table. 


TABLE 6—2016 ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS PURSUANT TO 


SECTION 115(c) OF THE BIPARTISAN BUDGET ACT OF 
2013 AS OF MAY 15, 2015—Continued 
[Budget Authority] 


TABLE 7—2017 ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS AS AUTHOR- 
IZED BY S. CON. RES. 11 AS OF MAY 15, 2015—Con- 
tinued 

[Budget Authority, millions] 


Appropriations Bill prige 
y Section 601(d)(1) Limits 2016 Section 3304(c)(2) Limits 2017 
Pecera, Aura Development, ae ` Medical Support and Compliance 6,144,000,000 Subtotal, enacted advances ! 0 
Defense ... g 0 Medical Facilities .... 4,915,000,000 F aa 
Energy and Water Development . 0 Subtotal, enacted advances? ... 58,662,000,000 Enacted Advances vs. Section 601(d)(1) Limit .......... — 63,271 
Financial Services and General Government .. 0 E Section 3304(c)(1) Limits 2017 
Homeland Security ..... 0 Enacted Advances vs. Section 601(d)(1) Limit .... — 202,000 z 
Interior, Environment 0 Section 601(d)(2) Limits 2016 Appropriate Leve A e 28,852 
Labor, Health and Hum 0 z ds hee dey tified for Ad A 
Legislative Branch ..eccsscssussssesesesotenee O Appropriate Level conciso 28,781,000,000 iccounts Identified tor Advances: = 
Military Construction and Veterans Affai o Enacted Advances: Employmen Ea Training Aainistration 4 
State, Foreign Operations ....................... 0 Accounts Identified for Advances: S heal im or the ie vantage 0 
Transportation, Housing & Urban Development . 0 Postal Service ........ atte, 41,000,000 Serial polera rograms 0 
Employment and Training Administratio 1,772,000,000 Carey Technical and Adult Educati 0 
Total CHIMP’s Subject to Limit ..... 0 Education for the Disadvantaged . 10,841,000,000 enant-based Rental Assistance 0 
S. Con. Res. 11, Section 3103 Limit for FY 2016 19,100 Sonon provement Programs Ree Project-based Rental Assistance . 0 
Total CHIMP’s vs. Limit — 19,100 ecial Education ................ ,283,000, 1 ; 
Career, Technical and Adult Education 791,000,000 Subtotal, enacted advances 0 
Tenant-based Rental Assistance -. 4,000,000,000 Enacted Advances vs. Section 601(d)(2) Limit . — 28,852 
CURRENT LEVEL OF FY 2016 CRIME VICTIMS FUND CHIMP Subto Nor Assistance g 28 Bt Previously Enacted Advance Appropriations 2017 
SUBJECT TO S. CON. RES. 11, SECTION 3104 LIMIT (IN : ——— Corporation for Public Broadcasti 445,000,000 
MILLIONS) AS OF MAY 12. 2015 Enacted Advances vs. Section 601(d)(2) Limit .... +28,000,000 otal, enacted advances! . 445,000,000 
X z Previously Enacted Advance Appropriations 2016 : Š 
F E z 
Budget Corporation for Public Broadcasting 2 445,000,000 2 Fis coe mey Tota oF ee nde: 
Authority otal, enacted advances ! 87,916,000,000 
Crime Victims Fund CHIMP 0 l Line items may not add to total due to rounding. U.S. CONGRESS, 
S. Con. Res. 11, Section 3104 Limit for FY 2016 . 10,800 2Funds were appropriated in the Consolidated Appropriations Act 2014 CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 
Total CHIMP’s vs. Limit — 10,800 P.L. 113-76. 


TABLE 6—2016 ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS PURSUANT TO 
SECTION 115(c) OF THE BIPARTISAN BUDGET ACT OF 
2013 AS OF MAY 15, 2015 


TABLE 7—2017 ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS AS 
AUTHORIZED BY S. CON. RES. 11 AS OF MAY 15, 2015 


[Budget Authority, millions] 


[Budget Authority] Section 3304(c)(2) Limits 2017 
Section 601(d)(1) Limits 2016 Appropriate Level .......c...ccccsescssescsecsseecsseesssecsnecsssecsnscssessnees 63,271 
Enacted Advances: 
Appropriate Level APEA AE E A EEE NTA AET 58,662,202,000 Accounts Identified for Advances: 

Enacted Advances: Department of Veterans Affai 
Accounts Identified for Advances: Medical Services 0 
Department of Veterans Affairs: Medical Support and Compli 0 
Medical Services 47,603,000,000 Medical Facilities 0 


Washington, DC, May 21, 2015. 
Hon. ToM PRICE, M.D., 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, House of 
Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 
shows the effects of Congressional action on 
the fiscal year 2015 budget and is current 
through May 15, 2015. This report is sub- 
mitted under section 308(b) and in aid of sec- 
tion 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, as 
amended. 

The estimates of budget authority, out- 
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 


May 22, 2015 


allocations, aggregates, and other budgetary 
levels printed in the Congressional Record on 
April 29, 2014, pursuant to section 115 of the 
Bipartisan Budget Act (Public Law 118-67). 


Since our last letter dated November 14, 
2014, the Congress has cleared and the Presi- 
dent has signed the following acts that affect 
budget authority, outlays, or revenues for 
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To amend certain provisions of the FAA 
Modernization and Reform Act of 2012 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-243); 

Naval Vessel Transfer Act of 2013 (Public 
Law 113-276); 

Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
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established under State programs for the 
care of family members with disabilities, and 
for other purposes (Public Law 113-295); 
Terrorism Risk Insurance Program Reau- 
thorization Act of 2015 (Public Law 114-1); 
Department of Homeland Security Appro- 
priations Act, 2015 (Public Law 1144); and 


Medicare Access and CHIP Reauthorization 
Act of 2015 (Public Law 114-10) 


cal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291); 
An act to amend the Internal Revenue 


fiscal year 2015: Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring provi- Sincerely, 
Consolidated and Further Continuing Ap- sions and make technical corrections, to KEITH HALL, 
iati Act. 2015 (Public Law 113-235): amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to Director. 
PropTi&atlons Iet, (Public Law ); provide for the treatment of ABLE accounts Enclosure. 
FISCAL YEAR 2015 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT THROUGH MAY 15, 2015 
[In millions of dollars] 
Budget authority Outlays Revenues 

Previously Enacted: @ 

Revenues na. n.a. 2,533,388 

Permanents and other spending legislation . 1,882,631 1,805,294 n.a. 

Appropriation legislation 0 508,261 n.a. 

Offsetting receipts ........ — 735,195 — 734,481 n.a. 

Total; Previously @macted: siscssccssazedssdsscatssciceascanstessanaiSscaadeazsceddszaasszsaseasstsasadeasceuaSeoauisbsscoasasavebasdss¥edbassisuaes¥astscecoledssassasshe®czaistenaas¥astenetcata arani aandaa iiia 1,147,436 1,579,074 2,533,388 

Enacted Legislation: b 
Lake Hill Administrative Site Affordable Housing Act (P.L. 113-141) 0 -2 0 
ighway and Transportation Funding Act of 2014 (P.L. 113-159 0 —15 2,590 

Emergency Afghan Allies Extension Act of 2014 (P.L. 113-160) . 5 5 6 

Continuing Appropriations Resolution, 2015 (P.L. 113-164)< .. — 4,105 —180 0 

Preventing Sex Trafficking and Strengthening Families Act (P.L. 10 0 

MPACT Act of 2014 (P.L. 113-185) .. 22 22 0 

Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015 ó 1,878,696 1,424,582 —178 

o amend certain provisions of the FAA Modernization and Reform Act of 2012 (P.L. 113-243) A 0 0 —28 

Naval Vessel Transfer Act of 2013 (P.L. 113-276) » —20 —20 0 

Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (P.L. 113-291) . . -15 0 0 

An act to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring provisions and make technical corrections, to amend the Internal Rev- 

enue Code of 1986 to provide for the treatment of ABLE accounts established under State programs for the care of family members with disabil- 
ities, and for other purposes (P.L. 113-295) ... i 160 160 — 81,177 
errorism Risk Insurance Program Reauthorizati Ll 121 121 1 
Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2015 (P.L. 47,763 27,534 0 
Medicare Access and CHIP Reauthorization Act of 2015 (P.L. 114-10) ... 7,354 7,329 0 
Total, Enacted: NN ia a A its 1,929,381 1,459,546 — 18,186 
Entitlements and Mandatories: 

Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs . — 47,868 312 0 
Total Current Level .. 3,028,949 3,038,932 2,454,602 
Total House Resolution * 3,033,319 3,027,686 2,535,978 
Current Level Over House Resolution n.a. 11,246 n.a. 
Current Level Under House Resolution 4,370 n.a. 81,376 
Memorandum: 

Revenues, 2015-2024: 

House Current Level .. n.a. n.a. 31,169,364 

House Resolution © .... n.a. n,a. 31,206,399 

Current Level Over House Resolution n.a. n.a. n.a. 

Current Level Under House Resolution .. n.a. n.a.. 37,035 


Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 
a Includes the following acts that 
allocations and aggregates pursuant 
er Kids First Research Act (P.L. 113-94), an 


affect budget authority, outlays, or revenues, an 
to section 115 of the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013 (P.L. 113-67): the Agricultural Act of 2014 (P.L. 113-79), the Homeowner Flood Insurance Affordability Act of 2014 (P.L. 113-89), the Gabriella Mil- 
he Cooperative and Small Employer Ci 


were cleared by the Congress during the 2nd session of the 113th Congress but before publication in the Congressional Record of the statement of the 


arity Pension Flexibility Act (P.L. 113-97). 


> Pursuant to section 314(d) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, amounts designated as an emergency requirement pursuant to 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 shall not count for 
urposes of Title Ill and Title IV of the Congressional Budget Act. The amounts so designated for 2015, which are not included in the current level totals, are as follows: 
Budget authority Outlays Revenues 
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Resolution, 2014 0 75 0 
Veterans’ Access to Care through Choice, Accountability, and Transparency Act of 20 —1,331 6,619 —42 
Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015 5,405 1,452 0 
Total, amounts designated as emergency requirements 4,074 8,146 —42 
c Sections 136 and 137 of the Continuing Appropriations Resolution, 2015 (P.L. 113-164) provide $88 million to respond to the Ebola virus, which is available until September 30, 2015. Section 139 rescinds funds from the Children's 
ealth Insurance Program. Section 147 extends the authorization for the Export-Import Bank of the United States through June 30, 2015. 
4For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the House, the resolution, as approved by the House of Representatives, does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a 
result, current level does not include these items. 
e Periodically, the House Committee on the Budget revises the budgetary levels printed in the Congressional Record on April, 29, 2014, pursuant to section 115 of the Bipartisan Budget Act (Public Law 113-67): 
Budget authority Outlays Revenues 
Original HOUSE! RESOIILIOM AAA PP suterastadnadvessaatiedocteaied EA E E EN EELA E N 3,025,306 3,025,032 2,533,388 
Revisions: 
Adjustment for Disaster Designated Spending 6,438 322 0 
Pursuant to section 115(e) of the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013 0 1,030 0 
Adjustment for the Highway and Transportation Funding Act of 2014 0 -15 2,590 
Adjustment for Program Integrity Spending ............cccscssseessseecseceseee 1,484 1,277 0 
Adjustment for the Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2015 91 40 0 
Revised House Resolution .. A 3,033,319 3,027,686 2,535,978 
f Periodically, the House Committee on the Budget revises the 2015-2024 revenue totals printed in the Congressional Record on April, 29, 2014 pursuant to section 115 of the Bipartisan Budget Act (Public Law 113-67). 


U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 
Washington, DC, May 21, 2015. 

Hon. Tom PRICE, M.D., 

Chairman, Committee on the Budget, House of 
Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 
shows the effects of Congressional action on 


Con. Res. 11, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2016. 


This is CBO’s first current level report for 
fiscal year 2016. 


the fiscal year 2016 budget and is current 
through May 15, 2015. This report is sub- 
mitted under section 308(b) and in aid of sec- 
tion 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, as 
amended. 


The estimates of budget authority, out- Sincerely, 
lays, and revenues are consistent with the KEITH HALL. 
technical and economic assumptions of S. Enclosure. 
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May 22, 2015 


FISCAL YEAR 2016 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT THROUGH MAY 15, 2015 


[In millions of dollars] 


Budget authority Outlays Revenues 
Previously Enacted: a 

Revenues n.a. n.a. 2,676,733 

Permanents and other spending legislation .. 1,972,212 1,905,523 n.a. 

Appropriation legislation .. 0 500,825 n.a. 

Offsetting receipts ...... — 784,820 — 784,879 n.a. 

Total, ‘Previously: enacted: xiii A A AA A A A A A A AAAA, 1,187,392 1,621,469 2,676,733 
Entitlements and Mandatories: 

Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs 958,865 942,694 0 
Total Current Level? ... 2,146,257 2,564,163 2,676,733 
Total House Resolution 3.039,215 3,091,442 2,676,733 
Current Level Over House Resolution ..... n.a. n.a. n.a. 
Current Level Under House Resolution .. 892,958 527,279 n.a. 
Memorandum: 

Revenues, 2016-2025: 
ouse Current Level n.a. n.a. 32,237,371 
ouse Resolution .….. n.a. n.a. 32,237,371 
Current Level Over House Resolution ..... n.a. n.a. n.a. 


Current Level Under House Resolution .. 


na. n.a. n.a. 


Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 


a Includes the following acts that affect budget authority, outlays, or revenues, and were cleared by the Congress during this session, but before the adoption of S. Con. Res. 11, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 
2016: the Terrorism Risk Insurance Program Reauthorization Act of 2014 (P.L. 114-1); the Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2015 (P.L. 114-4) and the Medicare Access and CHIP Reauthorization Act of 2015 (P.L. 114— 


10) 


result, current level does not include these items. 


> For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the House, the resolution, as approved by the House of Representatives, does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a 


== —  Ñ___ _ —_—____ 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


Bills of the Senate of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 261. An act to designate the United 
States courthouse located at 200 NW 4th 
Street in Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, as the 
William J. Holloway, Jr. United States 
Courthouse; to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

S. 501. An act to make technical correc- 
tions to the Navajo water rights settlement 
in the State of New Mexico, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

S. 612. An act to designate the Federal 
building and United States courthouse lo- 
cated at 1800 Victoria Street in Laredo, 
Texas, as the “George P. Kazen Federal 
Building and United States Courthouse”; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 


ee 


ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to section 5(b) of House Resolution 
273, the House stands adjourned until 3 
p.m. on Tuesday, May 26, 2015. 

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 33 min- 
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Tuesday, May 
26, 2015, at 3 p.m. 


— A 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1549. A letter from the Acting Director, De- 
fense Procurement and Acquisition Policy, 
OUSD (AT&L) DPAP/DARS, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement: Past Performance Informa- 
tion Retrieval System-Statistical Reporting 
(PPIRS-SR) (DFARS Case 2014-D015) (RIN: 
0750-AI40) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 


1550. A letter from the Acting Director, De- 
fense Procurement and Acquisition Policy, 
OUSD (AT&L) DPAP/DARS, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement: Multiyear Contracts-Stat- 
utory References and Cancellation Ceiling 
Threshold (DFARS Case 2014-D019) (RIN: 
0750-AI87) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1551. A letter from the Acting Director, De- 
fense Procurement and Acquisition Policy, 
OUSD (AT&L) DPAP/DARS, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement: Advancing Small Business 
Growth (DFARS Case 2014-D009) (RIN: 0750- 
A142) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1552. A letter from the Acting Director, De- 
fense Procurement and Acquisition Policy, 
OUSD (AT&L) DPAP/DARS, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department's final 
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement: Appendix F-Energy Receiv- 
ing Reports (DFARS Case 2014-D024) (RIN: 
0750-AI46) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1553. A letter from the Acting Director, De- 
fense Procurement and Acquisition Policy, 
OUSD (AT&L) DPAP/DARS, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement: Approval Threshold for 
Time-and-Materials and Labor-Hour Con- 
tracts (DFARS Case 2014-D020) (RIN: 0750- 
AI56) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1554. A letter from the Regulatory Spe- 
cialist, LRA, Office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Integration of National Bank and Federal 
Savings Association Regulations: Licensing 
Rules [Docket ID: OCC-2014-0007] (RIN: 1557- 
AD80) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

1555. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
statement, pursuant to Sec. 2(b)(3) of the Ex- 


port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended, 
on a transaction involving Azerbaijan Air- 
lines of Baku, Azerbaijan; to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

1556. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy, 
Department of Energy, transmitting the 
“Annual Report to Congress on Federal Gov- 
ernment Energy Management and Conserva- 
tion Programs, Fiscal Year 2012’’, pursuant 
to the National Energy Conservation Policy 
Act, Pub. L. 95-619, as amended; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1557. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Wassenaar Arrangement 2014 Plenary Agree- 
ments Implementation and Country Policy 
Amendments [Docket No.: 150304217-5217-01] 
(RIN: 0694-AG44) received May 20, 2015, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

1558. A letter from the Federal Co-Chair, 
Appalachian Regional Commission, trans- 
mitting the semiannual report of the Inspec- 
tor General for the period of October 1, 2014 
through March 31, 2015, pursuant to Sec. 5(b) 
of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
amended; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1559. A letter from the Board Chairman and 
Chief Executive Officer, Farm Credit Admin- 
istration, transmitting the semiannual re- 
port prepared by the Inspector General of the 
Farm Credit Administration for the period of 
October 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015, pursu- 
ant to Sec. 5 of the Inspector General Act of 
1978, as amended; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

1560. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi- 
dent, Controller and Chief Accounting Offi- 
cer, Federal Home Loan Bank of Boston, 
transmitting the Federal Home Loan Bank 
of Boston 2014 management report, pursuant 
to the Chief Financial Officers Act of 1990; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

1561. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Affairs and Collaborative Action, 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Leasing of Osage Reservation 
Lands for Oil and Gas Mining (RIN: 1076- 
AF17) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 
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U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

1562. A letter from the Assistant Chief 
Counsel for Hazmat, PHMSA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s Major final rule — Hazardous Mate- 
rials: Enhanced Tank Car Standards and 
Operational Controls for High-Hazard Flam- 
mable Trains [Docket No.: PHMSA-2012-0082 
(HM-251)] (RIN: 2137-AE91) received May 20, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1563. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Authority 
Citation for Part 71: Designation of Class A, 
B, C, D, and E Airspace Areas; Air Traffic 
Service Routes; and Reporting Points, and 
Part 73: Special Use Airspace [Docket No.: 
FAA-2015-0924; Airspace Docket No.: 15-AWA- 
2] received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1564. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Re- 
stricted Area Boundary Descriptions; Joint 
Base Lewis-McChord, WA [Docket No.: FAA- 
2015-0618; Airspace Docket No.: 15-ANM-3] 
(RIN: 2120-A A66) received May 20, 2015, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1565. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; West Creek, NJ [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0662; Airspace Docket No.: 14-AEA-6] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1566. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Sonora, TX [Docket No.: FAA-2014- 
0247; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ASW-1] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1567. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Key Largo, FL [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0729; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ASO-10] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1568. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Edgeley, ND [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0537; Airspace Docket No.: 18-AGL-38] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1569. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 


Airspace; Cypress, TX [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0743; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ASW-2] 
May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 


801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1570. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
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Airspace; Cando, ND [Docket No.: FAA-2014- 
0746; Airspace Docket No.: 14-AGL-2] received 
May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1571. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace; Zephyrhills, FL [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0917; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ASO-14] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1572. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace; Baton Rouge, LA [Docket No.: 
FAA-2014-1072; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ASW- 
9] received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1573. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace; Manchester, NH [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0601; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ANE-7] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1574. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Alma, NE [Docket No.: FAA-2014- 
0745; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ACE-3] received 
May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1575. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace; Livingston, MT [Docket No.: FAA- 
2015-0518; Airspace Docket No.: 15-ANM-2] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1576. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Encinal, TX [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0741; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ASW-4] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1577. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Proposed Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Baltimore, MD [Docket 
No.: FAA-2015-0793; Airspace Docket No.: 15- 
AEA-3] received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1578. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Various Aircraft Equipped With Wing 
Lift Struts [Docket No.: FAA-2014-1083; Di- 
rectorate Identifier 2014-CE-036-AD; Amend- 
ment 39-18140; AD 2015-08-04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1579. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket 
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No.: FAA-2015-0830; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-024-AD; Amendment 39-18141; AD 
2015-08-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 20, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1580. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment's final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; ATR-GIE Avions de Transport Re- 
gional Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2015-0497; 
Directorate Identifier 2012-NM-192-AD; 
Amendment 39-18128; AD 2015-06-10] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1581. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2011-0475; Directorate Identifier 
2010-NM-199-AD; Amendment 39-18137; AD 
2015-08-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 20, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1582. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2014-0528; Directorate Identifier 
2014-NM-060-AD; Amendment 39-18139; AD 
2015-08-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received May 20, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1588. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0655; Directorate Identifier 2013-NM-070- 
AD; Amendment 39-18142; AD 2015-08-06] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1584. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2015-0930; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-040- 
AD; Amendment 39-18144; AD 2015-08-08] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1585. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulation Policy and Management, Office 
of the General Counsel (02REG), Veterans 
Health Administration, Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Health Care for Homeless Vet- 
erans Program (RIN: 2900-AO71/WP2012-028) 
received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

1586. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report describing how the 
Iraq Train and Equip Fund supports the 
broader regional strategy in Iraq, pursuant 
to Sec. 1236(b)(2) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act; jointly to the Committees 
on Foreign Affairs and Armed Services. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 
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By Mr. HOLDING (for himself and Mr. 
NUNES): 

H.R. 2568. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve the process 
of audits by recovery audit contractors and 
the recovery of overpayments under the 
Medicare program; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOHO (for himself, Ms. LEE, 
Mr. MASSIE, Mr. JONES, Mr. AMASH, 


Mr. CONYERS, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. 
LABRADOR, Mr. DELANEY, and Mr. 
GRAYSON): 


H.R. 2569. A bill to consolidate within the 
Department of Defense all executive author- 
ity regarding the use of armed unmanned 
aerial vehicles, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Armed Services, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Intelligence (Per- 
manent Select), for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, and Mrs. MCMORRIS ROD- 
GERS): 

H.R. 2570. A bill to establish a demonstra- 
tion program requiring the utilization of 
Value-Based Insurance Design to dem- 
onstrate that reducing the copayments or 
coinsurance charged to Medicare bene- 
ficiaries for selected high-value prescription 
medications and clinical services can in- 
crease their utilization and ultimately im- 
prove clinical outcomes and lower health 
care expenditures; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. BASS (for herself, Mr. ROYCE, 
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. CRENSHAW, and Mr. 
SMITH of Washington): 

H.R. 2571. A bill to amend the Millennium 
Challenge Act of 2003 to authorize concur- 
rent compacts for purposes of regional eco- 
nomic integration and cross-border collabo- 
rations, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself, Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas): 

H.R. 2572. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to prevent the extension of 
the tax collection period merely because the 
taxpayer is a member of the Armed Forces 
who is hospitalized as a result of combat 
zone injuries; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: 

H.R. 2573. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs to furnish headstones and 
markers for the graves of dependents of vet- 
erans buried in county, private, or other 
cemeteries; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for 
himself and Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of 
Pennsylvania) (both by request): 

H.J. Res. 56. A joint resolution providing 
for the approval of the Congress of the pro- 
posed Agreement for Cooperation Between 
the Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China Concerning Peaceful Uses 
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of Nuclear Energy transmitted on April 21, 
2015; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Ms. FRANKEL of Florida: 
H. Con. Res. 52. Concurrent resolution hon- 
oring American veterans disabled for life; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 


— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Mr. HOLDING: 

H.R. 2568. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. YOHO: 

H.R. 2569. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which grants 
Congress the Power “To make Rules for the 
Government and Regulation of the land and 
naval Forces.” 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 2570. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution which 
states, “(t)he Congress shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defence and general welfare of the 
United States.” 

By Ms. BASS: 

H.R. 2571. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
1. 

Article. I. 

Section 1. 

All legislative Powers herein granted shall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States, 
which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: 

H.R. 2572. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: 

H.R. 2573. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. Constitution. 
By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: 

H.J. Res. 56. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8, clauses 3 and 18 of the 
United States Constitution. 


— 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 6: Mr. BARTON, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mrs. 


CRAMER, Mr. 
BLACKBURN, 
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Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. BURGESS, Mrs. 
ELLMERS of North Carolina, Mr. GRIFFITH, 
Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. LANCE, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. MUR- 
PHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. WAL- 
DEN, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 
HANNA, Mr. MCCAUL, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. 
HARRIS, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Mr. TONKO, Ms. MOORE, Mr. VEASEY, 
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. SCHRADER, 
Mr. NOLAN, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. COHEN, Mr. DESAULNIER, 
Mr. LONG, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. CLARKE of 
New York, Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. RUSH, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. MCNER- 
NEY, and Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 204: Mr. DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 430: Ms. ESHOO. 

H.R. 546: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 600: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H.R. 605: Ms. DELBENE. 

H.R. 702: Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. 
GOSAR, and Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 

H.R. 820: Ms. McCoLLuM, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. WILLIAMS, 
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. ROGERS of Ken- 
tucky, and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 835: Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina. 

H.R. 932: Mr. RUIZ. 

H.R. 945: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 955: Mr. KILMER. 

H.R. 997: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina and 
Ms. Foxx. 

H.R. 1112: Mr. HULTGREN. 

H.R. 1130: Mr. POCAN, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 1174: Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. PAULSEN. 

H.R. 1274: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 1331: Mr. LANGEVIN and Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 1838: Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
HANNA, Ms. NORTON, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
NOLAN, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, and Mr. 
MEEKS. 

H.R. 1884: Mr. DOLD. 

H.R. 1479: Mr. LONG, Mrs. ROBY, and Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio. 

H.R. 1482: Ms. LEE and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 1534: Ms. JUDY CHU of California and 
Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 1618: 

H.R. 1650: 

H.R. 1670: 

H.R. 1701: 

H.R. 1726: 

H.R. 1769: 

H.R. 1964: 

H.R. 1986: 

H.R. 2025: 


Mr. FATTAH. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

Mr. MOULTON. 

Mr. HUDSON. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

Mrs. LOWEY. 

Mr. LOBIONDO. 

Mr. GOSAR. 

Mr. FATTAH and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2061: Mr. NEAL and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 2274: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2300: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio and Mr. 

WEBER of Texas. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. MOOLENAAR. 

H.R. 2383: Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. BABIN, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, and Mr. POSEY. 

H.R. 2412: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 2429: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mrs. LAW- 
RENCE. 

H.R. 2493: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 2497: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H.R. 2522: Mr. GALLEGO and Mr. SHERMAN. 

H.R. 2523: Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Mr. REED, Mr. MCKINLEY, and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 2525: Mr. DOLD, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. 
FOSTER, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. LIPINSKI, 
Mr. RoskaM, Mr. RUSH, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 2530: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 

H.R. 2531: Ms. BROWNLEY of California and 
Mr. CARNEY. 
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H.J. Res. 22: Mr. AGUILAR. 

H. Con. Res. 49: Mrs. HARTZLER and Mr. 
BARR. 

H. Res. 28: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, and Ms. SINEMA. 

H. Res. 220: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. SALMON, 
Mr. BILIRAKIS, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. 
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PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, and Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H. Res. 233: Mr. GOSAR, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. STIVERS, 
and Mrs. COMSTOCK. 

H. Res. 244: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. PERL- 
MUTTER, Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. JENKINS of Kan- 
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sas, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, and 
Mr. BEN Ray LUJAN of New Mexico. 

H. Res. 279: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. 
KELLY of Illinois, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. BEYER, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, and Mr. PERL- 
MUTTER. 
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SENATE—Friday, May 22, 2015 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To- 
day’s prayer will be offered by Pastor 
Leroy Gilbert of Mount Gilead Baptist 
Church in Washington, DC. 

The guest Chaplain offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Let us pray. 

O Lord, our God, restorer of the joy 
of those who find You. Lord, we praise 
Your Holy Name. Thank You for giving 
us lifetime favor and for Your unchang- 
ing faithfulness. Lord, You cloth us 
with gladness. 

Today, we pray for our Senators. 
Shine Your light of wisdom on them 
and be gracious to them. Remove from 
them contention and strife, as You in- 
fuse them with humility. Lord, keep 
Your arms of protection around them 
and their loved ones in these most 
challenging times. 

Rule in the midst of Your world, 
until the kingdom of Earth will ac- 
knowledge Your sovereignty. 

We pray in Your great, marvelous 
Name. Amen. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Thank you, pastor. 
-_——  — 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—_ 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
CAPITO). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


ee 


TRADE BILL AND BULK DATA 
PROGRAM 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I am glad the Senate voted yesterday 
to take another step forward on the 
important trade legislation that is be- 
fore us. This bill represents an oppor- 
tunity for Republicans and Democrats 
to stand together for the middle class, 
so I hope our friends across the aisle 
will allow us to seize this opportunity. 
I am optimistic. We all know that 
trade is important for American work- 
ers and American jobs. We all know 
that by passing this legislation, we can 
show we are serious about advancing 


new opportunities for bigger American 
paychecks, better American jobs, and a 
stronger American economy. 

We want to process as many amend- 
ments as we can. The Republican and 
Democratic bill managers, Senator 
HATCH and Senator WYDEN, have done a 
great job managing this bill in a bipar- 
tisan spirit thus far. My hope is that, 
with some cooperation from across the 
aisle, we can vote on some amendments 
today and complete our work on this 
trade legislation today. 

I appreciate all the hard work from 
both sides that got us to the point we 
are today. Let's keep the momentum 
going so we can finally pass a bill that 
Republicans, President Obama, and 
many Democrats all agree is good for 
the middle class, good for the economy, 
and good for our country. 

Let's also move forward in the same 
spirit to finish our work on the other 
two important issues on the Senate's 
to-do list. I will speak about one of 
them in a moment. But the point is, we 
have to get our work done, however 
long it takes. With bipartisan coopera- 
tion, we can get it done as soon as this 
afternoon. 

On the issue I mentioned, following 
the attacks of September 11, the 
United States improved its laws and 
legal authorities in an effort to better 
understand the terrorist threat and, 
rather than treat it as a crime to be 
handled by civilian prosecution, to 
combat it as a matter of warfare—not 
as a crime but as a matter of warfare. 
But that does not mean Al Qaeda and 
its affiliates stood still. The terrorist 
threat metastasized under regional af- 
filiates such as Al Qaeda in the Ara- 
bian Peninsula, al-Shabaab, Al Qaeda 
in Iraq, and AQIM. 

We have all seen the advance of the 
Islamic State in Iraq and the Levant, 
which, despite coalition air attacks 
and Iraqi military ground operations, 
actually seized Ramadi last weekend. 
Although ISIL has broken from core Al 
Qaeda, it is emblematic of how the 
threat continues to evolve. 

Last week, the Director of the FBI 
explained how ISIL, operating from 
safe havens within Syria, is now using 
social media to radicalize Americans 
by making contact through Twitter 
and then directing them to encrypted 
venues. Moreover, through the publica- 
tion of online magazines, Al Qaeda and 
ISIL are able to radicalize recruits and 
reveal the tactics needed for small- 
scale attacks here at home. These tac- 
tics, along with the information gained 
by terrorist networks from the unlaw- 
ful disclosure of classified information 
by Edward Snowden, challenge coun- 


terterrorism officials in their efforts to 
detect terrorist plots and terrorist 
communications. 

This all comes at a moment of ele- 
vated threats to the American people. 

Let me read something the L.A. 
Times recently reported. This is what 
the Times had to say: 

Alarmed about the growing threat from Is- 
lamic State, the Obama administration has 
dramatically stepped up warnings of poten- 
tial terrorist attacks on American soil after 
several years of relative calm. 

Behind the scenes, U.S. authorities have 
raised defenses at U.S. military bases, put 
local police forces on alert and increased sur- 
veillance at the nation’s airports, railroads, 
shopping malls, energy plants and other po- 
tential targets. Driving the unease are FBI 
arrests of at least 30 Americans on ter- 
rorism-related charges this year in an array 
of “lone wolf’? plots, none successful, but 
nearly all purportedly inspired by Islamic 
State propaganda or appeals. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
article printed in the RECORD at the 
conclusion of my remarks. 

We need to recognize that terrorist 
tactics and the nature of the threat 
have changed and that at a moment of 
elevated threat, it would be a mistake 
to take from our intelligence commu- 
nity any—any—of the valuable tools 
needed to build a complete picture of 
terrorist networks and their plans, 
such as the bulk data collection pro- 
gram of section 215. The intelligence 
community needs these tools to pro- 
tect us from these attacks. 

I would like to quote the observa- 
tions that someone intimately familiar 
with this program made in the after- 
math of the unauthorized leaks of clas- 
sified material by Edward Snowden. 

“This program does not involve the 
content of phone calls or the names of 
people making calls,” he said. ‘‘In- 
stead, it provides a record of phone 
numbers and the times and lengths of 
calls, metadata that can be queried if 
and when we have a reasonable sus- 
picion that a particular number is 
linked to a terrorist organization.” 

He then described why the program 
was necessary. 

“The program grew out of a desire to 
address a gap identified after 9/11,’’ he 
said. 

One of the 9/11 hijackers, Khalid A. 
Mihdhar, made a phone call from San Diego 
to a known Al Qaeda safe house in Yemen. 
NSA saw that call, but it could not see that 
the call was coming from an individual al- 
ready in the United States. The telephone 
metadata program under Section 215 was de- 
signed to map the communications of terror- 
ists, so we can see who they may be in con- 
tact with as quickly as possible. 

Let me say that again: ‘‘as quickly as 
possible.” 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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This capability could also prove valuable 
in a crisis. For example, if a bomb goes off in 
one of our cities and law enforcement is rac- 
ing to determine whether a network is poised 
to conduct additional attacks, time is of the 
essence. Being able to quickly review tele- 
phone connections to assess whether a net- 
work exists is critical to that effort. 

He concluded by noting this: 

The Review Group turned up no indication 
that this database has been intentionally 
abused. 

“[N]o indication that this database 
has been intentionally abused.”” 

And I believe it is important that the capa- 
bility that this program is designed to meet 
is preserved. 

The person who made those observa- 
tions I just quoted was President 
Obama, and he made them just last 
year—just last year. 

Unfortunately, there is now a huge 
gap between the capabilities the Presi- 
dent rightly recognized as being nec- 
essary for our intelligence profes- 
sionals and the legislation he is endors- 
ing today. The untried—and as of yet, 
nonexistent—bulk collection system 
envisioned under that bill would be 
slower and more cumbersome than the 
one that currently helps keep us safe. 
At worst, it might not work at all due 
to, among many other problems, the 
lack of a requirement for telecommuni- 
cations providers to retain the data to 
begin with—no requirement to retain 
the data. 

Last week, the Obama administra- 
tion briefed Senators on the current 
bulk data program under section 215. 
Senators were impressed with the safe- 
guards built into the current program, 
and they were impressed that there had 
not been one incident—not one—of 
abuse of the program. But many Sen- 
ators were disturbed by the adminis- 
tration’s inability to answer basic, yet 
critical, questions about the alternate 
bulk data system that would be set up 
at some point—at some point—under 
the legislation the administration now 
supports. The administration could not 
guarantee whether a new system would 
work as well as the current system, 
and the administration could not guar- 
antee whether there would be much, if 
any, data available to be analyzed 
under a new system given the lack of a 
data-retention requirement in the leg- 
islation. 

Despite what the administration told 
us just last week about its inability to 
guarantee that this nonexistent system 
could even be built in time, it did an 
about-face earlier this week—sort of. 
The administration had the Director of 
NSA write that the nonexistent system 
could be built in time if—if—the pro- 
viders cooperated in building it. And, 
of course, they are not required to. 

The problem, of course, is that the 
providers have made it abundantly 
clear that they will not commit to re- 
taining the data for any period of time 
as contemplated by the House-passed 
bill unless they are legally required to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


do so. There is no such requirement in 
the bill. For example, one provider said 
the following: “[We are] not prepared 
to commit to voluntarily retain docu- 
ments for any particular period of time 
pursuant to the proposed USA FREE- 
DOM Act if not otherwise required by 
law.” 

Far from addressing the concerns 
many have had about the USA FREE- 
DOM Act, the administration in its let- 
ter only underscored the problem. It 
said the only way this nonexistent sys- 
tem could even be built in time is if the 
providers cooperate. But the providers 
have made it abundantly clear they 
will not cooperate, and there is noth- 
ing—absolutely nothing—in the bill 
that would require them to do so. 

This is just as cynical as the letter 
from the Attorney General and the Di- 
rector of National Intelligence that as- 
sured us they would let us know about 
any problems after the current pro- 
gram was replaced with a nonexistent 
system. Let me say that again. This is 
just as cynical as the letter from the 
Attorney General and the Director of 
National Intelligence that assured us 
they would let us know about any prob- 
lems after the current program was re- 
placed with a nonexistent system. Boy, 
that is reassuring. 

This is beyond troubling. We should 
not establish an alternate system that 
contains a glaring hole in its ability to 
function—namely, the complete ab- 
sence of any requirement for data re- 
tention. 

I have begun the legislative process 
to advance a 60-day extension of sec- 
tion 215 and the other two authorities 
that will expire soon. This extension 
will allow for the Intelligence Com- 
mittee to continue its efforts to 
produce a compromise bill we can send 
to the House that does not destroy an 
important counterterrorism tool that 
is needed to protect American lives. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Los Angeles Times, May 19, 2015] 
WHITE HOUSE STEPS UP WARNINGS ABOUT 
TERRORISM ON U.S. SOIL 
(By Brian Bennett) 

Alarmed about the growing threat from Is- 
lamic State, the Obama administration has 
dramatically stepped up warnings of poten- 
tial terrorist attacks on American soil after 
several years of relative calm. 

Behind the scenes, U.S. authorities have 
raised defenses at U.S. military bases, put 
local police forces on alert and increased sur- 
veillance at the nation’s airports, railroads, 
shopping malls, energy plants and other po- 
tential targets. 

Driving the unease are FBI arrests of at 
least 30 Americans on terrorism-related 
charges this year in an array of ‘‘lone wolf” 
plots, none successful, but nearly all pur- 
portedly inspired by Islamic State propa- 
ganda or appeals. 

The group’s leader, Abu Bakr Baghdadi, 
drove home the danger in a 34-minute audio 
recording released online Thursday. He urged 
Muslims everywhere to ‘‘migrate to the Is- 
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lamic State or fight in his land, wherever 
that may be.” 

The audio was released with translations 
in English, French, German, Russian and 
Turkish, signaling the militants’ increas- 
ingly ambitious attempts to draw new re- 
cruits—and to spark violence—around the 
world. 

U.S. officials estimate the Sunni Muslim 
group has drawn 22,000 foreign fighters to 
Syria and Iraq, including about 3,700 from 
Western nations. About 180 Americans have 
gone, or tried to go. 

U.S. counter-terrorism officials initially 
viewed Islamic State as primarily a regional 
security threat, focused on expanding and 
protecting its self-proclaimed Islamist ca- 
liphate in Syria and Iraq, rather than 
launching attacks abroad. 

But the analysis has shifted sharply as 
gunmen inspired by the group, but not con- 
trolled or assisted by them, opened fire at 
the Parliament in Ottawa; at a cafe in Syd- 
ney, Australia; at a kosher grocery in Paris; 
and, on May 8, in Garland, Texas. 

In the Texas case, two would-be terrorists 
apparently prompted by Islamic State social 
media messages tried to shoot their way into 
a provocative contest for caricatures of the 
prophet Muhammad. Both gunmen were shot 
to death, and no one else was killed. Islamic 
State later claimed responsibility for the as- 
sault, the first time it has done so for an at- 
tack on U.S. soil. 

James B. Comey, the FBI director, warned 
this month that “hundreds, maybe thou- 
sands” of Americans are seeing recruitment 
pitches from Islamic State on Facebook, 
Twitter and other social media, as well as 
messages sent to smartphones of “disturbed 
people” who could be pushed to attack U.S. 
targets. 

“It's like the devil sitting on their shoul- 
ders saying, ‘Kill, kill, kill,” Comey told re- 
porters. 

The United States has entered a “new 
phase, in my view, in the global terrorist 
threat,” Jeh Johnson, director of Homeland 
Security, said Friday on MSNBC. 

“We have to be concerned about the inde- 
pendent actor, and the independent actor 
who is here in the homeland who may strike 
with little or no warning,” he said. ‘‘The na- 
ture of the global terrorist threat has 
evolved.” 

That poses a special challenge for U.S. in- 
telligence and law enforcement agencies, 
which spent years desperately trying to pen- 
etrate and understand Al Qaeda’s rigid hier- 
archy and top-down approach to terrorism. 

Now they are struggling to detect and pre- 
vent lethal attacks by individuals—such as 
the April 2013 bombing of the Boston Mara- 
thon by two Russian-born brothers—with lit- 
tle or no outside communication or support. 

The administration has sought to stiffen 
homeland defenses, and intelligence gath- 
ering, in response. 

This month, U.S. Northern Command 
boosted security at all bases in the United 
States. Officials cited the May 3 shooting in 
Texas, specific threats against military per- 
sonnel and the increasing number of Ameri- 
cans communicating with Islamic State sup- 
porters. 

In March, a group calling itself “Islamic 
State Hacking Division” posted online the 
names, home addresses and photos of 100 U.S. 
troops. The group wrote on Twitter that it 
was posting the apparent hit list ‘‘so that 
our brothers residing in America can deal 
with you.” 

More armed guards have been deployed at 
federal buildings across the country, and 
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Homeland Security officials have quietly 
urged more security at privately run facili- 
ties and infrastructure that could be tar- 
geted, including shopping malls, railroads, 
water treatment facilities and nuclear power 
generators. 

“Since last summer we have ramped up se- 
curity at federal installations across the 
country, and we have increased our outreach 
with critical infrastructure operators,” a 
senior Homeland Security official said in an 
interview. 

Authorities have urged companies to con- 
duct more “active shooter” drills to “height- 
en awareness and make sure people are lean- 
ing forward with security protocols,’ he 
said. The official was not authorized to pub- 
licly discuss internal communications and 
security measures. 

Defeating Islamic State will take not only 
the ongoing military operations in Iraq and 
Syria, U.S. officials said, but stronger inter- 
national efforts to block foreign recruits 
from joining and to cut the group’s financing 
networks. Officials acknowledge they also 
need better messaging to counter a barrage 
of polished videos, social media and Internet 
appeals from the militants. 

“Its a long-term challenge,” Brett 
McGurk, deputy assistant secretary of State 
for Near Eastern affairs, told CNN. ‘‘We have 
not seen this before. And it’s going to take a 
very long time to defeat them.”” 

Still, attacking Western targets is not the 
group’s top priority, as it was for Osama bin 
Laden, according to Seth Jones, a former 
U.S. counter-terrorism official now with 
Rand Corp., the Santa Monica-based think 
tank. The group is far more focused on the 
battleground in Iraq and Syria, and estab- 
lishing ties to terrorist groups in Libya, 
Yemen, Algeria and elsewhere. 

Without a strong hand to help direct and 
organize attacks abroad, they are “likely to 
be less sophisticated,’’ Jones said. “You ac- 
tually need a lot of training to conduct a 
Madrid-style attack or a London-style at- 
tack. Those kinds of bombs are hard to put 
together.” 

Most of the 30 Americans arrested this 
year were suspected of aiding or trying to 
join Islamic State. Many were approached on 
social media or on chat programs designed 
for cellphones. 

In March, for example, a 22-year-old Army 
National Guard specialist was arrested at 
Chicago Midway International Airport as he 
allegedly attempted to join Islamic State in 
Syria. The FBI said he had downloaded mili- 
tary training manuals to take with him and 
told an undercover agent he was prepared to 
“bring the flames of war” to the United 
States. 

That same month, a retired Air Force avi- 
onics instrument specialist was indicted in 
Brooklyn, N.Y., on suspicion of trying to 
travel to Syria to join the group. Prosecu- 
tors in Brooklyn also have charged three 
other men with seeking to link up with the 
militants. 

And on Thursday, the FBI arrested a 
former interpreter for the U.S. military in 
Iraq, now a naturalized American citizen, 
who had tried to travel to Syria from Texas. 
In June he had used Twitter to ‘‘pledge obe- 
dience” to Islamic State. 

“As a numbers game, it is pretty easy for 
ISIS to reach out to a very large number of 
people using a very robust social media pres- 
ence,” said J.M. Berger, a nonresident fellow 
at the Brookings Institution, using a com- 
mon acronym for Islamic State. 

“I suspect we should see more plots going 
forward,” he added. 
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RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 


HELPING THE MIDDLE CLASS 


Mr. REID. Madam President, I think 
everyone knows that I disagree with 
the reasoning for the trade bill. Based 
on my experience of looking at trade 
bills that have passed the Congress in 
years past, it is not going to help the 
people whom I want to help. 

I am happy that multinational cor- 
porations are doing well, but my first 
goal is not them. It is people who work 
for a living, middle-class Americans, 
who work so hard, first of all to find a 
job, and then once they find a job, they 
do everything they can to hang on to 
that job. The trade bill is another ex- 
ample of how we have ignored in this 
Congress the working men and women 
of this country. 

I so admire our ranking member of 
the banking committee, Senator 
BROWN of Ohio. He has done a remark- 
ably good job of pointing out what is 
wrong with the trade bill. It passed, 
and I accept this. The vast majority of 
Democrats opposed it, but there are 
some who didn’t. I respect them, and I 
respect their judgment. I am not here 
to criticize them. I am here to criticize 
the underlying legislation. This Repub- 
lican-led Senate has done nothing to 
help the middle class. It doesn’t matter 
what you look to—minimum wage, 
equal pay for men and women, the bur- 
den of student debt, and, of course, the 
tremendous lack of impetus to do 
something about our surface transpor- 
tation system, our highways. 

We have 64,000 bridges in America 
that are structurally deficient. Fifty 
percent of our highway roads are defi- 
cient, and we do nothing. Likely, what 
will happen here in the next day or two 
is that we will extend the highway au- 
thorization for 60 days. It should be 
pretty easy to do because we have done 
it 32 other times. 

Since the Republicans came to town 
and started flexing their muscles, we 
found a situation where they were un- 
willing to help middle-class Americans. 
Think about that. Our country has 
64,000 bridges that are structurally de- 
ficient. Does this really matter? Well, 
talk to the people of Minnesota. One of 
their bridges collapsed and 18 people 
died. Of course it matters, and we are 
ignoring it as a Congress, and that is 
not right. 

Ray LaHood, a Republican, who was 
Secretary of Transportation for Presi- 
dent Obama for a long time, said that 
our transportation system should be 
called the pothole because that is all 
the highways are anymore. 

The trade bill is an example of not 
helping the middle class, and it is an 
example of how we focus on multi- 
national corporations. 
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My friend the Republican leader 
talked about the FISA bill, the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act. The Re- 
publican leader and I are friends. We 
have served together for decades here 
in this body. But with all due respect 
to him, I think I will take the word and 
opinion of the head of the FBI, the At- 
torney General of the United States, 
and the man who is in charge of all of 
our intelligence, James Clapper, who 
has said, without any question, that 
the bill that passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives—by almost 390 votes—is 
what we should be doing here. 

Among other things, in a letter they 
wrote to Senators LEAHY and LEE, they 
say: 

The Intelligence Community believes that 
the bill preserves essential operational capa- 
bilities of the telephone metadata program 
and enhances other intelligence capabilities 
needed to protect our Nation and its part- 
ners. 

I repeat, the bill passed by a 4-to-1 
margin in the House of Representa- 
tives. My friend the Republican leader 
talks continually about bipartisanship. 
We have a piece of legislation out of 
the House. It was one of the rare times 
where bipartisan efforts were made and 
they worked. They passed this bill, and 
we should do the same before we leave 
here rather than extend this program. 

Efforts have been made to extend a 
program that has already been declared 
by the Second Circuit Court of Appeals 
of the United States as illegal. How can 
we extend an illegal act? That is what 
some of the talk is from the other side 
of the aisle. I think that is unfortu- 
nate, and I think we should make sure 
that before we leave here, we do what 
our intelligence community suggested 
to us, and in very strong words—that 
we simply move forward on the legisla- 
tion that has a name that maybe says 
it all, and that is the USA FREEDOM 
Act. That is what that legislation is, 
and we should pass that. 

We know there is work to be done on 
the trade legislation, and I am happy 
to work with Senator BROWN, Senator 
WYDEN, and anyone else who has a way 
of moving forward on that. 


Ee 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


— A 


ENSURING TAX EXEMPT ORGANI- 
ZATIONS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL 
ACT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of H.R. 1314, which 
the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1314) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a right to 
an administrative appeal relating to adverse 
determinations of tax-exempt status of cer- 
tain organizations. 
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Pending: 

Hatch amendment No. 1221, in the nature 
of a substitute. 

Hatch (for Flake) amendment No. 1248 (to 
amendment No. 1221), to strike the extension 
of the trade adjustment assistance program. 

Hatch (for Inhofe/Coons) modified amend- 
ment No. 1812 (to amendment No. 1221), to 
amend the African Growth and Opportunity 
Act to require the development of a plan for 
each sub-Saharan African country for nego- 
tiating and entering into free trade agree- 
ments. 

Hatch (for McCain) amendment No. 1226 (to 
amendment No. 1221), to repeal a duplicative 
inspection and grading program. 

Stabenow (for Portman) amendment No. 
1299 (to amendment No. 1221), to make it a 
principal negotiating objective of the United 
States to address currency manipulation in 
trade agreements. 

Brown amendment No. 1251 (to amendment 
No. 1221), to require the approval of Congress 
before additional countries may join the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement. 

Wyden (for Shaheen) amendment No. 1227 
(to amendment No. 1221), to make trade 
agreements work for small businesses. 

Wyden (for Warren) amendment No. 1327 
(to amendment No. 1221), to prohibit the ap- 
plication of the trade authorities procedures 
to an implementing bill submitted with re- 
spect to a trade agreement that includes in- 
vestor-state dispute settlement. 

Hatch modified amendment No. 1411 (to the 
language proposed to be stricken by amend- 
ment No. 1299), of a perfecting nature. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, as we 
resume the debate of our Nation’s 
trade policy, I want to take a few min- 
utes to provide an update about where 
things really are, where we are going, 
and the possibility of a path forward. 

We took a big step yesterday, and I 
thank all of my colleagues who voted 
for cloture, once again, for helping us 
to get closer to the finish. 

I am, of course, aware that a number 
of Senators have concerns about the 
process and amendments. I understand 
those concerns. As I said yesterday, I 
would have preferred a different path 
for moving this bill. It was always my 
preference to consider more amend- 
ments and have a fuller debate on these 
important issues. I know that is what 
the majority leader wanted, as well. 

Sadly, there were some who just did 
not want to cooperate, and instead of 
moving directly to the bill, we had to 
negotiate around a filibuster. Then, in- 
stead of bringing up and debating 
amendments, we spent a lot of time ad- 
dressing concerns and overcoming ob- 
jections. 

I am not going to point fingers or 
complain about anyone who chooses to 
exercise their rights under the Senate 
rules to slow down the debate. We are 
all well aware that a number of Sen- 
ators would love to prolong this debate 
forever to keep the TPA bill from pass- 
ing. But with a bill this important, we 
had to find a way forward, which led to 
a cloture motion and yesterday’s vote. 

But even now that cloture has been 
invoked, I am still working to try to 
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reach a reasonable accommodation to 
address Senators’ concerns. Both sides 
worked late into the night to try to 
come up with an agreement on time 
and amendments in order to give Sen- 
ators an opportunity to make their 
case. Up to now, no deal has been 
reached, which from my point of view 
is unfortunate. And keep in mind that 
under the rules, we don’t have an obli- 
gation to do that. We bent over back- 
wards to try to solve this problem, but 
so far, no deal has been reached. 

I am still willing to work with my 
colleagues to address their concerns, 
although it is becoming increasingly 
clear that some concerns are beyond 
accommodation. But I am always an 
optimist. As I said yesterday, if any of 
my colleagues have a reasonable pro- 
posal to solve this impasse and allow 
us to consider more amendments, I am 
all ears. But as of right now, cloture is 
invoked and only pending, germane 
amendments can be considered without 
an agreement. 

Until that time, however, one thing 
is clear: Absent an agreement on time 
and votes, the Senate will deal with 
pending amendments and vote on 
whether to invoke cloture on TPA this 
evening. I am, of course, more than 
willing to wait that long, but I am sure 
there are many in this Chamber who 
would prefer to see a solution come to- 
gether before then. 

Let’s work together. Let’s find a way 
to hear more amendments and address 
more issues. I hope people will be will- 
ing to work with us on a reasonable 
path forward, but if not, it appears that 
the clock, more than anything else, 
will determine how this debate will un- 
fold. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1299 

Mr. President, later today the Senate 
will vote on the Portman-Stabenow 
currency manipulation amendment. 

Up to now, we have all heard more 
than our fair share of arguments about 
this amendment. I want to take a few 
more minutes today to express my op- 
position to the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment and to explain to my col- 
leagues why they should vote against 
it. 

I want to reiterate that the Obama 
administration has made it abundantly 
clear that if this amendment gets 
adopted, President Obama will veto the 
TPA bill. As I have already said a num- 
ber of times, a vote for the Portman- 
Stabenow amendment is a vote to kill 
TPA. That would be, indeed, tragic. 

I know that all of my colleagues are 
aware of the statements made by Sec- 
retary Lew and the White House on 
this matter. I also know that a number 
of my colleagues who support 
Portman-Stabenow have said that they 
don’t believe the President would veto 
the TPA bill over this amendment. 

Well, let’s say, for the sake of argu- 
ment, that they are right—but only for 
the sake of argument. Let’s assume 
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that the administration is bluffing. 
Should we call that bluff? Should we 
pass the amendment and dare the 
President to make good on his veto 
threat? The answer to that question is 
an emphatic no. 

Even if we take veto threats and ad- 
ministration statements of opposition 
completely out of the equation, one 
fact still remains: The Portman-Stabe- 
now amendment is bad policy for 
America, and it is far too risky. 

Earlier this week, I laid out four sep- 
arate negative consequences that 
would result from the Portman-Stabe- 
now amendment, and I would like to 
reiterate those concerns here today. 

First, the Portman-Stabenow amend- 
ment would derail the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership. Once again, we know that 
this is the case. I have chatted with 
Japanese leaders, and they tell me this 
is the case. That is a very important 
aspect of what we are trying to do 
here. We are trying to get Japan, for 
the first time, to agree to a trade pol- 
icy that works. I think we have a new 
leadership there that wants to agree, 
and we ought to help them. 

None of our negotiating partners 
would sign a trade agreement that in- 
cluded the kinds of rules mandated by 
the Portman-Stabenow amendment. 
We have already heard from countries 
such as Japan that they would walk 
away from the agreement if the United 
States were making these types of de- 
mands. 

Furthermore, the United States 
would never agree to these types of de- 
mands, either. What country would 
willingly sign a trade agreement that 
would subject their monetary policies 
to potential trade sanctions? No coun- 
try that I am aware of. 

I heard some of my colleagues re- 
spond to these claims the same way 
they responded to the President’s veto 
threat. They don’t believe Japan when 
they say they will walk away from the 
TPP or they say that any country re- 
fusing to accede to these types of 
standards must be planning to manipu- 
late their currency. 

Now, I am all for healthy skepticism 
around here, but maybe—just maybe— 
if our government, as well as all of our 
negotiating partners, all say that 
Portman-Stabenow is bad policy that 
they cannot sign onto, there has to be 
something to those claims. 

Guess what. There is something to 
them, which brings me to the second 
negative consequence that we would 
see under the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment. It would put the Federal 
Reserve’s independence at risk and sub- 
ject our own monetary policies to trade 
disputes and possible sanctions. 

Once again, we have colleagues in the 
Senate who have simply decreed here 
on the floor that U.S. monetary policy 
is aimed at purely domestic objectives 
and that it is only other countries that 
manipulate their currencies to gain 
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trade advantage. But anyone who paid 
attention to these issues knows that 
not all of our trading partners share 
that assessment. Other countries have 
already accused the United States of 
currency manipulation, and the 
Portman-Stabenow amendment would 
set forth a clear and accessible process 
for turning those accusations into 
trade disputes subject to possible sanc- 
tions. 

We may not agree with those allega- 
tions against U.S. monetary policy. I 
certainly don’t. But the problem is 
that the Portman-Stabenow amend- 
ment would take those determinations 
out of our hands and give them over to 
international trade tribunals. So 
whether we agree or not, we are going 
to find ourselves in a mess no matter 
what happens, should that amendment 
be accepted. 

At this point, the proponents of this 
amendment will likely point out that 
they have included language to exempt 
“the exercise of domestic monetary 
policy”? from the enforceable rules 
mandated by the amendment. With all 
due respect to the authors of the 
amendment, that is a red herring. 

Keep in mind that the U.S. dollar is 
a global currency, the primary reserve 
currency in the world today. That 
being the case, our Nation’s monetary 
policies necessarily have a global im- 
pact, making it very difficult to deter- 
mine what constitutes purely domestic 
monetary policy and what is meant to 
be international. Once again, after this 
amendment, that extremely difficult 
determination will not be made here in 
the United States but by international 
trade tribunals. I don’t know about my 
colleagues, but I have to say that 
causes me great alarm. 

We also need to keep in mind that 
under currently available economic 
models and methodologies, it is vir- 
tually impossible to definitively meas- 
ure currency manipulation. There is no 
clear and obvious threshold at which 
anyone can, with certainty, declare 
that a country’s currency has been ma- 
nipulated. 

Most like to point to the standards 
set by the International Monetary 
Fund. However, even their formula- 
tions have been unable to determine 
currency manipulation with any level 
of specificity. 

For example, IMF models recently 
showed that in 2013, Japan’s currency 
was anywhere between around 15 per- 
cent undervalued and 15 percent over- 
valued. In other words, existing stand- 
ards for determining what is and what 
is not currency manipulation are flim- 
sy and ill-defined. It would be very dan- 
gerous to subject U.S. monetary poli- 
cies to enforceable rules based on these 
standards. Yet that is precisely what 
the Portman-Stabenow amendment 
would do. 

Third, under the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment, the traditional role of the 
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U.S. Treasury in setting U.S. exchange 
rate policies would be watered down 
and potentially overruled in inter- 
national trade tribunals. Thus, adop- 
tion of the Portman-Stabenow negoti- 
ating objective cedes independence and 
full authority over not only monetary 
policy for the Federal Reserve but also 
the exchange rate policy for the Treas- 
ury. 

Fourth, the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment would deal a serious set- 
back to ongoing efforts to fight cur- 
rency manipulation by encouraging our 
trading partners to evade regular re- 
porting and transparency of exchange 
rate policies. If currency standards be- 
come enforceable and immediately sub- 
ject to sanctions under a trade agree- 
ment, parties to that agreement would 
almost certainly start withholding full 
participation in reporting and moni- 
toring mechanisms that are designed 
to uncover and combat currency ma- 
nipulation. 

Put simply, we cannot enforce rules 
against unfair exchange rate practices 
if we do not have information about 
them. The Portman-Stabenow amend- 
ment would make it far more difficult 
to obtain that type of information. 
Their approach would push currency 
manipulation practices into the shad- 
ows as countries would fear being hit 
with trade sanctions if a trade tri- 
bunal—once again using ill-defined 
standards—deems their policies to be 
manipulative. 

As we can see, concerns about the 
Portman-Stabenow amendment extend 
well beyond the veto threats. Indeed, 
even if no veto threats had been 
issued—and make no mistake, they 
have definitely been issued—there are 
enough problems inherent in the ap- 
proach taken by this amendment to 
warrant opposition on its own. Can we 
take those chances? I don’t think so. 

Colleagues don’t have to take my 
word for it. Every living former U.S. 
Treasury Secretary, both Republicans 
and Democrats—every one—has ex- 
pressed opposition to the approach 
taken by the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment. During the Finance Com- 
mittee’s consideration of the TPA bill, 
Congress received a letter signed by 
Tim Geithner, Hank Paulson, John 
Snow, Paul O’Neill, Larry Summers, 
Robert Rubin, Nicholas Brady, James 
Baker, Michael Blumenthal, and 
George Shultz stating, among other 
things, that ““it is impossible to get 
agreement on provisions that subject 
currency manipulation to trade sanc- 
tions in a manner that both the United 
States and other countries would find 
acceptable.” 

It is “impossible.” 
word, not mine. 

We also received a letter from 14 
former chairs of the Council of Eco- 
nomic Advisers, again both Repub- 
licans and Democrats, expressing simi- 
lar views. The letter was signed by 
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Alan Greenspan, Ben Bernanke, 
Charles Schultze, Martin Feldstein, 
Laura D’Andrea Tyson, Martin Baily, 
Glenn Hubbard, Austan Goolsbee, Alan 


Krueger, Christina Romer, Edward 
Lazear, Harvey Rosen, and Greg 
Mankiw. 


All of these leaders—these experts in 
economic policy—have cautioned 
against requiring enforceable currency 
standards in our trade agreements that 
are subject to sanctions. They all noted 
such an approach, which would be re- 
quired under the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment, would hinder our own eco- 
nomic policies. 

Our current Secretary of Agriculture 
said much the same thing in a letter 
this week. In his letter, Secretary 
Vilsack stated: 

Enacting a TPA currency discipline that 
requires an enforceable negotiating objective 
would likely derail our efforts to complete 
the Trans Pacific Partnership and cause us 
to lose ground on holding countries account- 
able on currency. 

He continued, arguing: 

An enforceable currency provision in our 
trade agreements ... could give our train- 
ing partners the power to challenge legiti- 
mate U.S. monetary policies needed to en- 
sure strong employment and a healthy, ro- 
bust economy. 

We have also heard from leaders in 
the business community. In fact, we re- 
ceived letters signed by almost every 
major business association in this 
country, including the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, Business Roundtable, and 
countless others weighing in either 
against the Portman-Stabenow amend- 
ment, in favor of the Hatch-Wyden al- 
ternative or both. 

We have heard the same from agri- 
cultural organizations, including the 
American Farm Bureau, the National 
Pork Producers Council, and many oth- 
ers. 

In short, both the business and 
agricultural communities over- 
whelmingly—overwhelmingly—oppose 
Portman-Stabenow. This isn’t about 
politics, this is about sensible policy. 

Now, I am not arguing that we 
shouldn’t do anything about currency 
manipulation. Senator WYDEN and I 
have submitted an alternative amend- 
ment that would take a much more 
sensible and effective approach to deal 
with these issues. 

The Hatch-Wyden amendment would 
put a number of tools at our disposal to 
fight currency manipulation, including 
enhanced transparency, disclosure, re- 
porting, monitoring, cooperative mech- 
anisms, as well as enforceable rules— 
the only tool in the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment. The Portman-Stabenow 
amendment provides this single tool: 
enforceable rules, subject—and this is 
what a lot of people miss—subject to 
trade sanctions. This single tool is 
grossly unreliable and poses a serious 
threat to U.S. interests if we fail to 
monitor what is going on in inter- 
national tribunals against the United 
States. 
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The Hatch-Wyden amendment would 
give us maximum transparency and ef- 
fectiveness with the ability to specifi- 
cally tailor our efforts at addressing 
currency manipulation. 

The Portman-Stabenow amendment 
would tie our hands and give us no 
other option than to subject our trad- 
ing partners and ourselves to potential 
sanctions based on unreliable, indefi- 
nite standards. 

The Hatch-Wyden amendment would 
preserve the integrity of our current 
trade negotiations. It would pose no 
threats to the independence of the Fed- 
eral Reserve and would not subject our 
own monetary or exchange rate poli- 
cies to the whims of an international 
trade tribunal, and it would increase 
transparency and accountability of our 
trading partners’ currency practices. 

In pretty much every way, the 
Hatch-Wyden amendment provides a 
better approach to dealing with cur- 
rency manipulation than the one of- 
fered by the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment. 

So, once again, even if we think the 
President is blowing smoke when he 
said he would veto any TPA bill that 
includes Portman-Stabenow, that is no 
reason to vote in favor of the amend- 
ment—and I don’t believe he is blowing 
smoke. Our alternative approach rep- 
resents a better solution to a myriad of 
serious problems. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
Portman-Stabenow currency amend- 
ment and support the Hatch-Wyden al- 
ternative. I think my colleagues will be 
happy if they do that because I think I 
have made a very strong case this 
morning. There is more to be said, but 
this ought to cause everybody to think 
and to pause and to say, Should I real- 
ly take the chance of voting for this? Is 
it really possible the President might 
veto it? Is it really possible it will 
interfere with our Federal Reserve pol- 
icy? Is it really possible we could be 
subject to all kinds of international 
tribunals—over what? Something we 
could have avoided with the Hatch- 
Wyden amendment. 

I could go on and on. All I can say is 
I hope our colleagues will vote for 
Hatch-Wyden. It is not a matter of 
wanting to win on something. It is a 
matter of needing to win on something 
for the betterment of our country and 
its foreign policy. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at the conclu- 
sion of my remarks, Senator DURBIN, 
who has been very gracious to let me 
follow the Finance Committee chair- 
man, be allowed to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, and 
colleagues, Chairman HATCH has made 
a number of important points this 
morning. I wish to follow up and give a 
little bit of an update on where we are 
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and touch on one issue that has not 
been discussed. 

First, under Chairman HATCH’s lead- 
ership, both sides have been working 
together in good faith with respect to 
the amendments, and I think it would 
be fair to say the chairman and I are 
optimistic that we can have a good and 
fair list of amendments. That is No. 1. 
I wish to commend both the Democrats 
and the Republicans who were part of 
that amendment discussion. 

Second, with respect to the currency 
issue which Chairman HATCH has ad- 
dressed—and I certainly share his 
views—I would also sum it up by say- 
ing the Hatch-Wyden approach on cur- 
rency provides a wider array of tools to 
deal with the currency issue without 
undermining our monetary policy. 
That is really the heart of the Hatch- 
Wyden proposal. We wanted to come up 
with the widest possible array of tools 
but at the same time not undermine 
monetary policy. That is what Janet 
Yellen has been concerned about. She 
has always been concerned about what 
would happen if, Heaven forbid, we had 
another financial crisis. She doesn’t 
want her hands tied or the hands of the 
Fed tied in terms of being able to fight 
that challenge. 

We know that during that period of 
quantitative easing, a number of coun- 
tries said the United States was manip- 
ulating our currency. Now, of course, 
that was an outrageous assertion. 
Chairman HATCH and I certainly dis- 
agree with that, but that is what we 
are up against. To me, what we ought 
to be trying to do is to provide the 
widest array of tools to fight these cur- 
rency manipulation issues while at the 
same time not undermining our mone- 
tary policy. So those are two concerns. 

Now, I wish to provide an update 
from yesterday. Yesterday, I came to 
the floor because colleagues were talk- 
ing about excessive secrecy in the way 
trade policy has been made in the past. 
I made clear that I have very much 
shared that view, and I went through in 
considerable detail how we have put in 
place a new approach that I am calling 
the sunshine trade policy. In par- 
ticular, what it means is that before 
any Member of the Senate and the 
House vote on the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership or any other agreement—the 
American people will have that agree- 
ment in their hands for close to 4 
months before any Member of the Sen- 
ate or any Member of the House actu- 
ally votes on the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership. 

The way it works—and I thank Chair- 
man HATCH also for his efforts to build 
this sunshine trade policy—is that be- 
fore the President of the United States 
even signs the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship, that document has to be public 
for 60 days. On top of that, there are 
probably about another 2 months that 
the American people would have that 
document in their hands. 


7779 


I know the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate is here. We welcomed her to the 
Senate. What this means is that when 
my colleague from West Virginia has a 
community meeting—and certainly 
people in West Virginia, like the rest of 
our country, care greatly about trade— 
people would be able to come to a 
townhall meeting in West Virginia 
with the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
document in their hands for close to 4 
months before you or any other Mem- 
ber of Congress votes on it. So that is 
an awful lot of sunshine, Madam Presi- 
dent, and it is long overdue. I thank 
Chairman HATCH again for working 
closely with me on this matter. This is 
required by law. It is required by law 
that the President of the United States 
make public the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship for 60 days before it is signed. 

Beyond that, yesterday we talked 
about the labor and environmental 
issues. Once again, there is a very dra- 
matic set of changes, and that is why 
the President and I have said this is 
the most progressive trade policy in 
our country’s history. 

For example, during the 1990s—my 
friend from Illinois is here. We remem- 
ber all those fierce debates in the 1990s. 
One point that I think all Members 
now realize is that those labor and en- 
vironmental positions meant very lit- 
tle. They weren’t enforceable. They 
were off on the side. They were really 
shunted way out of real opportunities 
to affect the debate. That is different 
now because labor and environmental 
rights—I went through them in great 
detail yesterday—are now enforceable. 

On the labor issue, we are going to 
comply with the International Labor 
Organization standards, the ILO. So 
this is going to be a very different day, 
and it is why the President and I have 
both said this is the most progressive 
trade policy in our country’s history. 

To just touch on one other topic 
briefly, I want to address some of the 
misstatements about what this trade 
package will and will not do. We have 
heard suggested, for example, that it is 
a backdoor route for immigration re- 
form or action on climate change. We 
have heard some say that a future 
President could use trade deals to re- 
peal the Affordable Care Act or water 
down Wall Street reforms. These 
hypotheticals somehow just seem to be 
getting more and more far-fetched. My 
sense is that at the rate these 
hypotheticals are going, one is bound 
to hear that a future President work- 
ing on a trade deal might have second 
thoughts about the Louisiana Pur- 
chase. 

Now, to me, it is pretty important to 
keep this debate grounded in facts, and 
the fact is that the bipartisan legisla- 
tion passed by the Finance Committee 
says in clear terms that trade deals 
cannot change or override American 
laws or regulations. Let me repeat 
that. Trade deals cannot change or 
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override American laws or regulations. 
But there has been an awful lot of spin 
out there on this point, and I want to 
address some of those issues this morn- 
ing. 

Many of the hypotheticals are cen- 
tered on a common part of trade agree- 
ments called investor-state dispute set- 
tlement, also known as ISDS. Over the 
course of three decades with this ap- 
proach in our trade agreement, our 
country has never lost a single dispute 
settlement case or paid one dime in 
penalties. So I have heard all kinds of 
discussion about this. We never lost a 
single dispute settlement case. We 
have never paid a dime in penalties. In 
fact, our country has been sued 17 
times, and if you look at the number of 
years we have had it, it is not as if 
there is some kind of tidal wave of liti- 
gation. 

Some have said that even the mere 
threat of a lawsuit causes laws and reg- 
ulations to get watered down. Again, 
when you have gone 17-for-17 in dispute 
settlement in those cases, you have to 
put that upfront in this discussion. 

What we know is that our country 
has regulations challenged nearly 
every day in our own domestic court 
system, and there are thousands of 
lawsuits every year. This trade pro- 
motion legislation makes it clear that 
companies do not have greater rights 
under the investor-state dispute settle- 
ment approach than they do in U.S. 
courts. 

The fact is that our country is a safe 
and welcoming environment for invest- 
ment, but that sure hasn’t been the 
case all over the world. Property can 
be stolen, governments can dream up 
regulations designed to discriminate 
against our investors, or companies in 
fields such as renewable energy can be 
targeted and punished in unfair ways. 
Those are companies that we think are 
right at the heart of a vibrant econ- 
omy—renewable energy companies— 
and they have been targeted. 

In some places, unlike the United 
States, there is not a reliable court to 
turn to for help. This raises serious 
questions. What happens, for example, 
if a Malaysian judge decides to vote 
against an American company and it 
costs them millions? In another era, 
our country turned to gunboat diplo- 
macy to protect our economic inter- 
ests, but, in my view, the rule of law is 
a better option than military force. 

It is also important to recognize that 
there are an increasing number of cases 
brought by pro-environment plaintiffs. 
That looks to me like a positive trend, 
whether it is the renewable energy 
companies challenging a European 
Union state that has rolled back incen- 
tives for solar or wind energy or the 
ecotourism investors suing Barbados 
for the discharge of sewage in a wet- 
lands area. 

Skeptics have argued that the arbi- 
ters are invariably biased in favor of 
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corporations and that the panels that 
decide cases are rife with conflict. The 
numbers, however, tell a different 
story, which is that the overwhelming 
majority of cases are decided in favor 
of government. The record does not 
support the proposition that all of the 
arbiters are unprincipled individuals 
who allow corporations in those dis- 
pute settlements to get laws and regu- 
lations tossed out. 

Finally, I want it to be clear that I 
will only accept a plan for dispute set- 
tlement that uses a transparent proc- 
ess. What is true in trade negotiations 
overall has to be true with dispute set- 
tlement, too. America cannot be kept 
in the dark. The hearing briefs, the de- 
cisions—all of the important matters 
must be open to the public. 

My bottom line is this: The bipar- 
tisan trade legislation that is now be- 
fore the Senate will go further than 
ever before to protect American sov- 
ereignty and affirm the fact that only 
democratically elected leaders write 
the laws in our country. 

Done right, our trade policies help 
guarantee that American companies 
that have grown up here, invested here, 
and found opportunities to sell brand 
Oregon and brand America around the 
world are going to get the same fair 
treatment abroad that they get here at 
home. 

I thank my colleague, Senator DUR- 
BIN, for his patience. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I 
thank the Senator from Oregon and the 
Senator from Utah for their leadership 
on this important issue. Although we 
may disagree on some elements, they 
have really poured their hearts and 
souls into this debate, which is one of 
the most important ones we have 
faced. 

Thank you for your leadership on 
that. 

ISSUES BEFORE THE SENATE 

I would like to at this point kind of 
reflect on where we are in the Senate 
at this moment where we have three 
major issues facing us and say a word 
about each. I will address some aspects 
of the trade bill and questions about 
our national security that have been 
raised by the extension of FISA. 

Before I get into those elements, in 
respect to the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate from the great State of West 
Virginia, I would like to reflect for a 
moment on McColloch’s leap. 

Samuel McColloch was a major dur- 
ing the Revolutionary War, and he was 
given the assignment of keeping the 
western border frontier of the United 
States safe, which at that time focused 
on Fort Henry in what is now Wheel- 
ing, WV. Major McColloch had this fa- 
mous moment when he was turned 
away from the gates of Fort Henry and 
had to ride away with the Native 
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Americans—the Indians—in hot pur- 
suit. He rode up the side of this hill or 
mountain, and as he reached the top 
there were more Native Americans or 
Indians waiting for him. He was sur- 
rounded, in a desperate situation. As 
the story or legend goes, at that point, 
Major McColloch went to the edge and, 
on his horse, with his rifle in hand, 
leapt off the side of this mountain or 
hill. The Native Americans rushed to 
look down, feeling that he must have 
died, and looked down, as the legend 
goes, to see him ride away on his white 
horse. They say he made this 300-foot 
leap on a horse. I don’t know if he did 
or didn’t, but that is how the story 
goes. 

What does that have to do with what 
we are facing here in the Senate? It is 
personal, but I used to drive Route 40 
in those days between St. Louis and 
Washington, DC, when I went to col- 
lege here at Georgetown. I had a 1962 
red Volkswagen, and I used to drive it 
back and forth. No. 1, it was a long 
trip. It was a long trip because there 
were not many opportunities to avoid 
cities. You went right through the mid- 
dle of Indianapolis, right through the 
middle of Columbus, and right through 
the middle of Wheeling, WV. On the fa- 
mous hill or mountain of McColloch’s 
leap, traffic would slow to a crawl—so 
slow that although I never stopped, I 
was able to read the sign above 
McColloch’s leap because I was stuck 
in traffic and it was right in front of 
me. 

I always thought about that—well, 
someday I will go back and take a clos- 
er look at it. Well, I did get back to 
Wheeling and found out that the old 
Route 40 has changed a lot, and it 
doesn’t go through Wheeling, WV. I 
don’t get to see that sign on the side of 
the building, ‘‘Marsh Wheeling Sto- 
gies,’’ and all the places that used to be 
there, because of the interstates. 

There are amazing interstate oppor- 
tunities now around Wheeling, WV; 
around Columbus, OH; around Indian- 
apolis; around St. Louis; around Chi- 
cago, and it calls to mind one of the 
issues we are facing here at the close of 
this session: Why do we have such a 


great Interstate Highway System? 
Three words: Dwight David Eisen- 
hower, the President of the United 


States, the successful general who led 
the D-day invasion and our conquest in 
World War II. When he was President, 
he envisioned the creation of an inter- 
state highway system in America. 
Where did he get the idea? From Ger- 
many. He looked at their highway sys- 
tem and realized what an asset it was 
to that nation at war, that they could 
move people and supplies in such an ef- 
ficient manner on the autobahns. He 
had a vision that the same thing would 
be available for America. He called it 
the Interstate Highway System. He 
created it in the 1950s. 

Virtually everyone in America today 
would concede it was a brilliant idea. It 
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has created a backbone for commerce 
in America. In my State of Illinois, 
having an interstate near your town or 
passing through your town is really the 
best thing you could have for your 
economy except for one other thing— 
having the intersection of interstates 
nearby. Then you know what is going 
to happen. There is going to be a lot of 
retail, a lot of commerce, a lot of busi- 
ness opportunities. 

So here we have this Interstate High- 
way System which for almost 60 years 
has proven to be such a great success 
in America. 

Why do I dwell on this issue in the 
closing moments—we hope—of this ses- 
sion? There are Members of the Senate 
who have announced publicly that they 
want to put an end to this. They have 
said that from their political point of 
view, we have to put an end to this 
Federal, national highway transpor- 
tation system. They believe it should 
all be done by States and the localities. 
They think whatever we have done is 
fine, but from this point forward, the 
Federal Government should have no 
role, no voice. We should not collect 
the Federal gas tax and put it into the 
construction of highways and bridges 
and mass transit across America. 

That is their position. You would dis- 
miss it as just a marginal political po- 
sition, but it turns out they have power 
within the Republican Party. Add to 
that group those who believe we should 
not be collecting revenue—any more 
revenue—for the Federal highway trust 
fund. It explains where we are today. 

Because of the opposition of these 
two groups within the Republican 
Party, those who want to do away with 
the Federal highway program and 
those who are unwilling to talk about 
any revenue for the program, today we 
are going to be asked for the 38rd 
short-term extension of surface trans- 
portation programs. Just to put this in 
perspective, we used to pass laws that 
reauthorized the Federal highway trust 
fund, Federal transportation trust fund 
for 5 and 6 years. That makes sense, 
doesn’t it? If you are going to build a 
highway, it takes some time. It took a 
long time in Wheeling, WV, and Chi- 
cago and St. Louis. You need more 
than just a few months’ commitment, 
you need several years of commitment 
to make an investment that pays off 
for America. 

So we used to pass these transpor- 
tation bills when I was in the House, 
even in the Senate. It was the easiest 
political lift that we were assigned. 
Why was it so easy? Because Members 
of Congress could not wait to go home 
and announce that Federal highway 
funds were going to come back home 
and make a difference. I was one of 
them. I do not know how many shovels 
I have collected over the years from 
groundbreakings for highways or scis- 
sors for ribbon cutting. We do a lot of 
that as politicians. 
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This Federal highway trust fund was 
a mother lode of public relations op- 
portunities for Members of the House 
and Senate. Why? Because in my State 
75 to 80 percent of all the money spent 
in Illinois on highway construction 
comes from Washington. 

So if we can pass this bill, we can 
point to projects that make a dif- 
ference. When I was a Congressman, 
there was a stretch of interstate called 
the Central Illinois Expressway that 
starts on the eastern border of my 
State at Danville and goes all the way 
across Central Illinois to Quincy, 
which has dramatically improved the 
economy of that region—dramatically. 

I was happy to—every time we would 
complete a segment—be there for a 
photo and a press release. But then the 
argument started that maybe we 
should not do this and maybe we can- 
not afford to ask those who burn gaso- 
line to pay a tax to build new highways 
and to repair the old ones. 

Now we are stuck in this situation 
where we cannot pass a Federal high- 
way bill. Madam President, 32 times 
now—32 times—we have given short- 
term extensions of surface transpor- 
tation programs. This one is almost 
laughable. Listen to this: We are going 
to extend the Federal highway trust 
fund for 60 days. What can you build in 
60 days? Well, you can fill a pothole— 
maybe quite a few of them, as a matter 
of fact. But if you are going to repair a 
bridge, 60 days does not really give you 
much to work with. If you are going to 
build a new highway, that is out of the 
question. 

So what we are doing, limping along, 
extending the Federal highway trust 
fund for 60 days, 6 months, sadly, is ig- 
noring the obvious. There are darn few 
things you can point to with certainty 
that the government can do to help 
build the American economy, but one, 
Iam sure, is infrastructure, which used 
to be a bipartisan issue. Democrats and 
Republicans alike agreed: build the in- 
frastructure for business to keep busi- 
nesses, to attract businesses, and to 
create opportunities for jobs in Amer- 
ica—not anymore. 

Under the Republican leadership of 
the House and the Senate, they have 
refused to even schedule a hearing for a 
markup for the Federal highway trust 
fund. Nope, not going to do it. They 
want to extend this Federal highway 
trust fund for 60 days. They, I guess, 
believe that if you fill enough potholes 
you can build a highway. I don’t think 
so. They think America can patch its 
way to prosperity. I don’t think so. 

I think we have to look at the obvi- 
ous. If we are committed to this coun- 
try, to its future, to building the econ- 
omy and creating jobs and keeping 
them, if we want our children and 
grandchildren to have infrastructure 
that builds competition into the 21st 
century, you cannot do it with a 60-day 
highway bill. It cannot be done. I had a 
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long discussion with my Democratic 
caucus over the last several weeks and 
told them I think we are making a seri- 
ous mistake. I think this “go along, 
get along, 60 days, we are living for a 
week for Memorial Day” attitude has 
to come to an end. 

I think the Republican leadership in 
the House and Senate has to stand and 
accept responsibility. That means pass- 
ing a Federal highway bill, a Federal 
transportation bill. It is not just high- 
ways and bridges, as critically impor- 
tant as they are; it includes mass tran- 
sit. 

In the State I represent, Illinois, 
downstate we love our highways. You 
get up to the Chicago metropolitan 
area, we love our highways still, but 
without mass transit we could not 
move all the people we need to move to 
keep the economy humming in the 
Chicagoland area. Twenty percent of 
this Federal Transportation bill goes 
to mass transit. Now, I am all for it. I 
support that; more people in trains, 
more people in buses, fewer people on 
the highways, less congestion. 

I think we ought to look at the big 
picture, too, even beyond the Federal 
Transportation bill. Can you imagine 
when that tragedy occurred on Amtrak 
just a little over a week ago—I believe 
eight people lost their lives and hun- 
dreds were injured—that the very next 
day, the next day, the House of Rep- 
resentatives held a hearing and decided 
to cut the appropriations for Amtrak. 
It is a classic case of ‘‘what are they 
thinking?” We want Amtrak to be safe, 
reliable, efficient. The people of Amer- 
ica have told us they want it to grow. 

If you want to ride an Amtrak train 
in my State, coming into Chicago or 
going out of Chicago, you better get a 
reservation because those cars on Am- 
trak trains are packed. Sadly, most 
Amtrak rolling stock is about 30 years 
old, and we are not investing in Am- 
trak for our future. Where I live, Am- 
trak makes a big difference. Without 
Amtrak service out of Chicago, headed 
downstate in Illinois, I can tell you a 
lot of university presidents will tell 
you they will not have enough stu- 
dents. 

The students come from Chicago 
down to Champaign-Urbana to the Uni- 
versity of Illinois; to Charleston, at 
Eastern Illinois University; Carbondale 
for Southern Illinois. They take that 
west side of our State run on Amtrak 
down to Quincy University in Western 
Illinois, Knox College. 

Over and over again, Amtrak service 
is a critical part of our State and its 
economy. Yet those in leadership on 
the Republican side don’t believe in it. 
They want to see it go away, just like 
they want to see the Interstate High- 
way System come to an end. I think 
they are wrong. I think they are short- 
sighted. I think the public of this coun- 
try has to speak up. 

So I guess I am serving notice here. 
This 60-day extension will go through. 
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I understand that. But from this point 
forward, it is not going to be automatic 
anymore. It is not going to be: Well, we 
will do another 60 days and then we 
will do maybe 180 days. No. I think we 
need to have a moment in the Senate 
and in the House where this convenient 
extension, at the expense of America’s 
future, comes to an end. It is time for 
the Republican Speaker and the Repub- 
lican majority leader to lead, to call 
together their committees and to pass 
Federal highway trust fund. 

They have 60 days—60 days from the 
end of this month to get it done. That 
is enough. I hope they do it. Because if 
they don’t, many of us are not going to 
stand by again and say: Let’s just let 
this new approach of patchwork Amer- 
ica become the symbol of our future. 

The second issue which we still have 
not resolved, is what to do about the 
PATRIOT Act. It was 9/11/2001. I was in 
a meeting just off the Senate floor. We 
had just seen, on a small television in 
our room, the second plane crash into 
the New York Trade Towers. It was 
pretty clear at that moment this was 
not just an accident. This was done by 
design. 

It was not 15 minutes later that 
somebody broke into the room and 
said: Leave immediately. Get out. 
There is another plane on the way. We 
evacuated the United States Capitol 
Building. I have never seen anything 
like it in my life. Tourists everywhere 
ran out those doors and stood out on 
the grass and looked at one another 
and said: Where are we supposed to go? 
What are we supposed to do? It had 
never happened before. 

Because of that experience and the 
tragedy of losing 3,000 American lives, 
we came together as a nation and said: 
We are going to stop this from hap- 
pening again. We passed something 
called the PATRIOT Act, which em- 
powered our government to go further 
than it had ever gone to keep us safe. 
We put a sunset on it. That was a wise 
idea. We said: It is not permanent law. 
It is going to be reviewed in a matter 
of 2 or 3 years because we are acting 
now with this emotional feeling about 
what has happened to America. We 
think we are doing the right thing, but 
we want to reflect on it and revisit it 
on a regular basis. 

Why? Because we are dedicated to 
the safety of this country, No. 1—secu- 
rity and safety—but we are also dedi- 
cated to the rights of American citi- 
zens, our rights to privacy. So we want- 
ed to strike the right balance. We 
thought we did, but we would return to 
it. Now, we are returning again. 

Here is the basic question we face; 
that is, what will be the reach of our 
Federal Government in gathering in- 
formation to keep us safe? Specifically, 
in this case, we are talking about tele- 
phone records, not the substance of 
your phone conversations but your 
records. Whom did you call? How long 
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did the call last? Whom did that person 
call? How long did the call last? Maybe 
two or three generations of telephone 
information. 

“Bulk collection” is the term that is 
used. It means, basically, that if you 
suspect someone in my home 
downstate area code of 217 in Illinois, if 
you suspected someone in that area 
code of being involved in terrorism or 
connected with a terrorist, the Federal 
Government would have the power to 
reach in and gather all of that phone 
information from area code 217. 

You might say to yourself: Well, why 
would they want to take all of it? They 
certainly have a name or telephone 
number of the suspect. No, bulk collec- 
tion suggests gathering all of that in- 
formation. Many of us have questioned 
over the years whether that is needed 
or if it was too far. 

I have offered amendments in the 
past which were unsuccessful because 
we did not know details about what the 
government was doing, and I could not 
disclose it. It was classified at that 
time, how much we were gathering, 
how often we were gathering. So over 
the years, my amendments would not 
succeed, but the cause continued to 
grow, to the point where we now have 
a USA FREEDOM Act, which says, ba- 
sically, the Federal Government can 
reach into area code 217 to go after a 
suspect, that suspect’s phone records, 
and the people that suspect may be in 
touch with. 

So we are more or less localizing it, 
particularizing it, going to an indi- 
vidual rather than collecting all of this 
information, bulk collection. This is 
what USA FREEDOM Act does. It lim- 
its government reach. Now, we do not 
want to limit it to the point where it 
endangers us. So we went and asked 
the professional, the intelligence agen- 
cies and the Department of Justice: Is 
this new version of the law enough to 
keep America safe? 

They came back to us and they said 
yes. As a result, we have a bipartisan 
bill, which has passed the House of 
Representatives, Democrats and Re- 
publicans, supported by Speaker BOEH- 
NER, the Republican leader, passed 
overwhelmingly the USA FREEDOM 
Act, and it has now come over the Sen- 
ate. Why do we have to take this up 
now? Because at the end of May, the 
authority of the Federal Government 
to collect information on telephone 
records expires. The sunset I talked 
about recurs. 

So we have an obligation to do some- 
thing before the end of May. I believe 
we should call up the USA FREEDOM 
Act that passed in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and pass it here. We are 
told by the President, the Attorney 
General, the head of our intelligence 
agencies that this is enough authority 
to keep us safe and not go too far. I 
failed to add, a recent court case in the 
State of New York found that this bulk 
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collection of telephone records was il- 
legal. So we clearly have to act and do 
something. We can, but it is tied up in 
knots. This morning, the majority 
leader came to the floor and took ex- 
ception to some Members of his own 
party as well as my party and our posi- 
tion supporting the USA FREEDOM 
Act. I hope that he will give us a 
chance to pass that, and I hope there is 
a bipartisan majority to pass it. 

The last issue which I wish to address 
is the trade bill that is pending. It is a 
controversial measure. I will not go 
into any depth. I can’t add a great deal 
to what has been said by so many peo- 
ple on the floor about this legislation. 
But the currency question raises an in- 
teresting question for us. There are 
ways to have unfair trade practices 
that are not very obvious, and there 
are some that are. One of the obvious 
ways to deal unfairly in trade is to 
dump a product in another country. 

What does that mean? It means if 
you are going to create and fabricate a 
ton of steel in Brazil and then sell it in 
the United States for less than your 
cost of production, you are dumping it. 
That is exactly what happened to us 
about 12 years ago. Brazil, Japan, and 
Russia decided to dump steel in the 
United States. 

Why would any country want to sell 
steel at lower than the cost of produc- 
tion. They are going to lose money on 
it, right? They saw that in the short 
term, but in the long term they knew 
what would happen. U.S. steel pro- 
ducers couldn’t compete. They couldn’t 
sell at that price. So they kept dump- 
ing steel in the United States until 
more and more steel companies in 
America went out of business. 

Oh, they filed their grievances for un- 
fair trade practices, and therein lies 
the problem. Those grievances—those 
complaints—went to the International 
Trade Commission, which sat down to 
study the issue and make a decision on 
the issue. By the time they made a de- 
cision and found out that yes, there 
was dumping on, and yes, it was unfair 
to the United States, all of the U.S. 
steel companies that were affected had 
lost and gone out of business. 

So when you have a trade agreement, 
it isn’t just a matter of having provi- 
sions. They need to be enforceable in a 
timely fashion or we will lose business 
and we will lose jobs in America. 

We have two other issues before us 
now. One of them relates to currency. 
You can price a product by the value of 
your currency against another coun- 
try’s currency. China and Japan have 
developed quite a reputation in the 
world for their currency manipulation 
to make sure they always had an ad- 
vantage over the United States, no 
matter how good we were. 

So currency is an important issue 
that has been brought up in an amend- 
ment today, and it is an indication to 
everyone who follows this debate of the 
complexity of the debate on trade. 
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There is a second issue that was 
brought up by Senator WYDEN of Or- 
egon, who is the ranking member of 
the Senate Finance Committee, and 
that is the whole issue of what to do 
when you have a dispute with another 
country about a provision of law. 

Here is an illustration. Australia 
passed a law, which required warnings 
on their tobacco packaging so that peo- 
ple in Australia understood the health 
risk of using tobacco. That is not un- 
common. We do it in the United States. 
But Philip Morris, an international 
company that had offices in Hong 
Kong, protested to Australia that these 
labels, which discouraged people from 
buying their tobacco products, would 
cost them business. And they used this 
investor trade dispute mechanism, 
which meant they didn’t have to go 
through the courts of Australia. They 
went through this basic mechanism, 
this tribunal created by the trade 
agreement. The net result of it was 
that Australia faced this prospect: Hi- 
ther to remove the law requiring label- 
ing or to pay Philip Morris for the ef- 
fectiveness of that labeling on their 
profits. 

The argument for this separate tri- 
bunal is that you cannot always trust 
the courts of the country. I heard that 
from my friend from Oregon. But also, 
when you take this out of the court 
system and let it be decided by cor- 
porate leaders, it really puts you at 
risk. 

What is going to happen when some 
company protests in America about 
our environmental laws, about our ban- 
ning toxic chemicals, about our to- 
bacco warnings? That means in addi- 
tion to going through the courts of the 
United States, it may also go through 
a tribunal. I worry about that. Again, 
that is an aspect of trade which most 
people don’t think about, but it could 
affect each and every one of us very 
personally. 

We are likely to finish this session 
this weekend, I hope, and we have 
three important issues. We are prob- 
ably going to extend the highway trust 
fund for 60 days—and I hope that comes 
very soon. 

I see my friend from Tennessee on 
the floor. I want to say a word con- 
gratulating him for his leadership on 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee and bringing about an extraor- 
dinary bill which passed on the floor of 
the Senate related to the negotiations 
with Iran. It is one of the highlights, I 
might say to my friend from Ten- 
nessee, of what we have achieved this 
year. I thank him for that. 

I don’t know if he serves on any ap- 
propriate committee, but if he could 
take his skill and wisdom to create a 
bipartisan highway trust fund bill, we 
need it, and I hope we can do it. 

Secondly, I hope we can pass the USA 
FREEDOM Act. It is the right thing to 
do, striking a balance between security 
in America and privacy. 
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Finally, we are likely to complete 
this part of the trade debate. I hope we 
have a fulsome debate on the amend- 
ments, which raise some important 
issues, two of which I have spoken to 
this morning. It is important that we 
do this business and we do it right. A 
lot of people are counting on us. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, I 
rise today to speak on the matter be- 
fore us, which is the trade promotion 
authority that is so important to our 
Nation. 

I realize that whenever we deal with 
issues such as this, there are always 
parochial issues that people deal with 
in order to make sure their State’s in- 
terests are represented well. I realize, 
for instance, that issues such as the 
Ex-Im Bank are very important to var- 
ious people around our country based 
on manufacturing operations that hap- 
pen to be in their States, and I respect 
that. 

I appreciated yesterday that we were 
able to move beyond an issue that was 
holding us up and get to a place where 
we are going to be able to vote on some 
final amendments and, hopefully, move 
trade promotion authority into fru- 
ition. 

I know we have talked a lot about 
these parochial issues. I want to move 
back to those in just one moment, but 
I want to talk about the importance of 
trade promotion authority and an 
agreement that I hope will come to fru- 
ition after we pass this, which is TPP. 

I know that many in our country—es- 
pecially now as we see things on our 
television screen and in newspapers 
about unrest that is taking place 
around the world—have been concerned 
about our foreign policy. We have been 
concerned about the effectiveness of 
what we have been doing. 

One of the areas that our committee 
focused on this last week was much of 
what is happening in the South and 
East China Seas at present. Because of 
those activities, I was in Southeast 
Asia within the last 12 months. 

Let me just say that there are con- 
cerns there among friends, people who 
want to move more toward a Western- 
based value system in their countries. 
They are very concerned about many of 
the activities that are taking place in 
the South China Sea but also about the 
economic dominance that is occurring 
now in China as it continues to export 
not only its strength into the South 
China Sea but also its economic domi- 
nance. 

They have been very concerned about 
the fact that our pivot to Asia really 
hasn’t borne much fruit. They haven’t 
really been able to see anything very 
substantial taking place in that regard. 
I think people on both sides of the aisle 
have concerns about what is happening 
in that area. 
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But here we have an opportunity to 
do something that has nothing to do 
with military might, has nothing to do 
with things that could evolve down the 
road such as kinetic activity or any- 
thing along those lines. 

We have an opportunity now to 
hugely shape that part of the world by 
passage of this trade promotion agree- 
ment, which will allow the countries to 
finally put their last deal on the table. 
Without this, there is no way we are 
going to get to a final TPP agreement 
that will bring that region more close- 
ly aligned to the United States. 

It calls us to do much greater busi- 
ness with them, which will help people 
in Tennessee. It will help people in 
West Virginia. It will help people all 
across this country to be able to export 
goods to other places. But, impor- 
tantly, it will draw those countries 
more closely to the United States, and 
it will act as a buffer against the domi- 
nance that is taking place now with 
China. 

In meeting after meeting, constantly 
I was asked: Will the United States 
come together and deal with this issue 
in an appropriate way? Will the United 
States actually be our partner? Will 
the United States work with us to 
make sure that our economies expand 
as the United States’ economy ex- 
pands? Will we be able to count on the 
United States to enter into an agree- 
ment where we have a balance, where 
we have the opportunity not just to ex- 
port our goods to China and deal with 
China but also have the opportunity to 
deal with the United States? Can we 
count on the fact that the United 
States is going to promote free enter- 
prise, is going to promote the rule of 
law, is going to promote anticorrup- 
tion, is going to move away from state- 
owned enterprises, which in many 
cases is dominating that area? 

I just want to say that TPP—and pas- 
sage of TPA, in order to cause us to 
come to a final agreement on TPP—is 
in our national security interest. It is 
the best way for us to counter what is 
happening in the region that we con- 
sider to be a threat. It is the best way 
to promote American values. 

In the process, what we are doing is 
actually raising the standard of living 
of Americans. So this is a win-win. 
Again, I know we have a lot of paro- 
chial issues that people care about 
rightly—I don’t challenge that—and 
that could possibly get in the way. I 
hope that over the course of the next 
several hours, we will figure out a way 
to appropriately deal with amendments 
that allow people to voice concerns, es- 
pecially concerns that they have in 
their own respective States. But I 
hope, when we move beyond that, when 
we move beyond disposing of those 
amendments as a group, that we will 
come together and pass this TPA, 
which, more than anything else we can 
do now in the region, will cause us to 
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be a bulwark and will cause us to allow 
people to move toward the Western val- 
ues that we hold so dear. 

That brings me to an issue, first, on 
the national security front. We have a 
host of former Secretaries of Defense 
who have signed a letter—people on 
both sides of the aisle, former generals 
who have worked in the region. They 
know how important TPA is and TPP 
following on. They know how impor- 
tant they are to our national security 
interests. 

In addition, I think you know we 
have had 10 Treasury Secretaries who 
signed a letter talking about one of the 
amendments that may be on the floor 
dealing with currency. 

I don’t know what the office of the 
Presiding Officer is like right now, but 
we are being inundated with emails, es- 
pecially from the auto industry, re- 
garding this currency issue. During the 
crisis, I know the Presiding Officer was 
serving in the House of Representa- 
tives, and I was in the Senate. During 
the auto crisis, the Senate debated 
issues relative to the auto crisis. I 
know the House did the same. But dur- 
ing that crisis, President Bush, late in 
December, decided that he would use 
U.S. taxpayer monies to bail out the 
auto industry. And President Barack 
Obama, who was elected and came into 
office shortly thereafter, followed up 
on what President Bush had put in 
place. Through something called 
TARP, which was unexpectedly put in 
place to be utilized to bail out the fi- 
nancial industry—again, something 
that was regrettable and had to take 
place—the auto industry was bailed 
out. Taxpayers of the United States 
bailed out the auto industry to the 
tune of $80 billion. So $80 billion we in- 
vested in the auto industry. 

What that did was not just bail out 
the large entities that needed the 
money, but it bailed out the supply 
chain that worked to support what 
they did in their manufacturing oper- 
ations. And so the taxpayers of this 
country, in a massive way, in an un- 
precedented way, back in 2008 and 2009, 
injected taxpayer money—taxpayer 
money—into private enterprises to 
make sure they would survive. It was 
obviously controversial. Today, obvi- 
ously, many jobs have stayed in place 
as a result of that. People certainly 
have differing opinions about what 
should have happened during that 
time. 

I fear what is happening right now is 
that the auto industry is back and ask- 
ing for another bailout. In our office 
anyway, and I think other offices 
around the Capitol, we are hearing 
from the auto industry right now about 
a currency provision—a provision they 
want inserted in TPA in order to give 
them another bailout. They want to 
ensure, as we move into this agree- 
ment, that they will have a competi- 
tive advantage. 
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I think all of us understand that the 
President has said he would veto TPA 
if it has this currency provision in it. 
We have had Treasury Secretaries—10 
of them, highly respected on both sides 
of the aisle—who have told us we 
should not have currency provisions of 
this type in a TPA agreement. I think 
we understand the difficulties having 
these currency provisions in TPA will 
create in actually completing the TPP 
agreement, which again I have men- 
tioned before. Obviously, it is impor- 
tant to us economically, but it is 
hugely important to us from a national 
security standpoint and from our na- 
tional interest standpoint. 

So I know these currency issues 
sometimes are difficult to deal with. I 
think it is important certainly for Sen- 
ators to be able to express concerns 
about things that may happen in their 
own States, and I respect that. I re- 
spect that, but I hope as a body we will 
rise above giving another bailout to 
the auto industry because, if we do, it 
will greatly complicate our ability to 
enter into an agreement called TPP, 
which will be in our national interest, 
it will be in our economic interest, and 
it certainly is something Treasury Sec- 
retaries, Defense Secretaries, and oth- 
ers who know of the great national in- 
terest at stake oppose. 

I thank the chair for the time. I hope 
as a body we will do what is good for 
our Nation and not just for a small 
group of people; that we will do some- 
thing that will stand the test of time; 
we will do something that will increase 
the standard of living for these pages 
who sit before us today and cause them 
to be safer; that will cause American 
values to be more prolific and certainly 
benefit our Nation’s economy. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

HIGHWAY TRUST FUND 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, in 
just 10 days, authorization for the 
highway trust fund will expire. The 
fund will run out of money entirely by 
the end of July, which means transpor- 
tation projects in New Hampshire and 
across this country will grind to a halt. 

What is Congress’s response to this 
crisis? This week, leadership will bring 
to the floor yet another inadequate 
short-term extension of the highway 
trust fund authorization, and there is 
no plan whatsoever to address the in- 
solvency of the fund. In other words, 
once again, we are kicking the can 
down the road. But in this case the 
road is overwhelmed by traffic, badly 
in need of modernization, and filled 
with patches and potholes. For a coun- 
try that seeks to remain competitive 
in the 21st century global economy, 
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this is totally dysfunctional and unac- 
ceptable. 

I know my colleagues and the Pre- 
siding Officer travel around the city of 
Washington. Sometimes I feel like Iam 
in a Third World country when I travel 
along the roads in DC. There are few 
more basic and necessary functions of 
government than providing for modern- 
ized highways, bridges, and other infra- 
structure. Yet Congress is grossly ne- 
glecting this responsibility. China 
spends about 9 percent of their gross 
domestic product on infrastructure, 
Brazil spends about 8 percent, but in- 
frastructure spending in the United 
States has fallen to just 2 percent of 
our GDP. That is half of what we were 
spending in the 1960s. 

Our highways and bridges face a 
more than $800 billion backlog of in- 
vestment needs, including nearly one- 
half trillion dollars in critical repair 
work, and Americans spend a stag- 
gering 5.5 billion—that is billion not 
million—hours stuck in traffic each 
year. Yet earlier this month, the ma- 
jority party in Congress voted almost 
unanimously for a budget resolution 
that will slash Federal funding for 
transportation by 40 percent over the 
next decade. This is just irresponsible. 
This isn’t about cutting fat and extrav- 
agance from the transportation budget; 
this is about cutting the muscle, the 
sinew of our Nation’s critical transpor- 
tation infrastructure. 

Last week, I went with the mayor 
and the city manager to Concord—New 
Hampshire’s capital city—to inspect 
one of three bridges that are critical to 
the city of Concord. It is rusted out 
and it is now closed—the Sewalls Falls 
Bridge. Our office had worked with the 
city and U.S. DOT to get the approvals 
to replace this bridge. The city of Con- 
cord lined up all the permits—and then 
nothing. Because of uncertainty about 
Federal funding for the project, it was 
stopped dead in its tracks, until the 
city and State last week, when they re- 
alized we weren’t going to act, stepped 
in with short-term funding in anticipa- 
tion we would finally do the right 
thing. 

Well, thousands of other road and 
bridge projects across the country have 
been put in this same jeopardy and 
limbo because of our failure to do our 
job. This neglect is creating bottle- 
necks in our economy, it is hurting our 
global competitiveness, and it is kill- 
ing jobs, especially in the construction 
trades, where employment still has yet 
to recover from the recession. Accord- 
ing to a Duke University study, pro- 
viding Federal funding to meet the 
U.S. Department of Transportation’s 
infrastructure requests would create 
nearly 24% million jobs. 

Earlier this month, I joined with a 
bipartisan group of eight Senators who 
previously served as Governors: Sen- 
ators KING, ROUNDS, KAINE, HOEVEN, 
WARNER, CARPER, MANCHIN, and myself. 
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We sent a letter to our Senate col- 
leagues urging them to commit to fully 
funding national infrastructure prior- 
ities and putting a stop to the destruc- 
tive, dysfunctional short-term fixes 
that have become routine in recent 
years. 

Madam President, you are too young 
to remember, but I remember being in 
elementary school when Dwight Eisen- 
hower championed our great Interstate 
Highway System. That was a visionary 
move. I remember talking about it in 
class and being excited about it. The 
National Interstate and Defense High- 
ways Act of 1956 ensured dedicated Fed- 
eral funding to build a network that 
today encompasses more than 46,000 
miles of roadways. That system has 
transformed our economy and it has 
created countless millions of jobs, but 
it is now six decades old. Its dedicated 
funding mechanism—the highway trust 
fund—is in constant shortfall and 
today is just 2 months away from be- 
coming insolvent. 

So for Congress to pass yet another 
short-term extension is damaging and 
dysfunctional. It kicks the can down a 
road that is crumbling, congested, and 
increasingly uncompetitive. It is time 
for Congress to come together, on a bi- 
partisan basis, to break the cycle of 
patchwork fixes. It is time to pass a 5- 
to 6-year funding bill that will allow 
government at all levels to plan long- 
term capital investment projects and 
to build a 21st century transportation 
system that meets the needs of our 21st 
century economy. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

EXCITING NEWS ON CANCER 

Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, I 
rise to speak about an amazing presen- 
tation I have had the privilege of wit- 
nessing twice now in the past several 
months at the University of Pennsyl- 
vania, at the medical center there. I 
want to speak a little about the work 
some scientists and doctors are doing 
that is extremely exciting and has 
great implications for all of us. 

Let me start with a little background 
and some facts. In 2014, over 585,000 
Americans died from cancer. There 
were over 1.6 million new cases diag- 
nosed. I think it is fair to say that 
every one of us has a family member, a 
very close friend or we know somebody 
closely who has been afflicted with 
some form of this terrible disease. The 
fact is cancer is on the verge of over- 
taking heart disease as the leading 
cause of death in America. 

Now, we have made a lot of progress 
on many forms of cancer, but we still 
have a long way to go. I want to speak 
a little about a very exciting new ther- 
apy, but let’s start with talking about 
cancer a little bit itself. 

The fact is cancer cells have this pro- 
tective shield, if you will. It is a shield 
that allows the cancer cell to hide from 
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our immune system. If our immune 
system were able to function normally 
with respect to cancer cells, we 
wouldn’t have cancer. The immune sys- 
tem would destroy the harmful cells, 
but that doesn’t happen in cancer, and 
it is because of this protective shield. 
So imagine if we could develop a ther- 
apy that would penetrate that protec- 
tive shield and allow our immune sys- 
tem to break through and destroy the 
cancer cells. 

Astonishingly, the very viruses that 
have been responsible for killing mil- 
lions of people around the world—HIV, 
polio virus, measles—are now being 
used to create exactly this capability— 
this capability to break through can- 
cer’s protective shield. 

Researchers at the University of 
Pennsylvania—a team of researchers 
led by Dr. Carl June—have developed a 
process to harness the body’s immune 
system and enable it to identify, track 
down, attack, and destroy an impor- 
tant form of leukemia, a blood cancer 
that is most often found in children. In 
their trial, 90 percent of the patients 
with this relatively rare form of recur- 
rent leukemia went into remission 
after they got this groundbreaking 
treatment and their cancer has not re- 
turned. 

Dr. June and his colleagues don’t 
ever say this, but they may be on the 
verge of curing leukemia, and it is very 
exciting. So let me talk a little bit spe- 
cifically about this form of leukemia. 
Acute lymphoblastic leukemia is the 
most common cancer in children ages 1 
through 7. For young children, this is 
the most common form of cancer that 
afflicts them. There are 60,000 cases in 
the United States alone of acute 
lymphoblastic leukemia. It is hard to 
say, so it goes by ALL. This cancer re- 
sults when abnormal white blood cells 
accumulate in the bone marrow. The 
leukemia cells then are carried 
through the bloodstream to other or- 
gans and tissues, including the brain, 
liver, and other areas, where they con- 
tinue to grow and divide. 

Now, most ALL patients can be suc- 
cessfully treated with conventional 
chemotherapy, expensive and some- 
times dangerous bone marrow trans- 
plants, and stem cell transplants. 
These therapies have improved enor- 
mously, and they work in most cases. I 
think about 80 percent of ALL cases 
can be cured with these conventional 
treatments. But the recurrent ALL— 
those who don’t respond and are not 
cured by these conventional treat- 
ments—their prognosis is much worse. 
Approximately 3,000 pediatric patients 
relapse after the bone marrow trans- 
plant procedures, and most of these re- 
lapses are early relapses and, candidly, 
have a pretty dismal outcome—only a 
15- to 20-percent survival rate for chil- 
dren with these kinds of relapses. This 
is where this new therapy comes in. It 
is called chimeric antigen receptor—or 
CAR-cell therapy. 
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What happens is doctors remove T- 
cells from the cancer patient. T-cells 
are a type of white blood cell we all 
have as part of our immune system. 
They then take those T-cells and they 
insert new genes from an inactive, 
harmless component of the HIV virus. 
They actually use part of the HIV virus 
to get into the T-cells, which gives the 
T-cells a new capability. Specifically, 
they develop the capability to identify 
and link to a protein that is on the sur- 
face of the cancer cell. That is the 
shield that protects the cancer cell. 
This enables the T-cell, in turn, to then 
destroy that cancer cell. So that is the 
idea. The T-cell is taken out, it is 
modified with a component of the HIV 
virus, and it is then injected back into 
the patient, where it multiplies mas- 
sively and begins this wonderful 
search-and-destroy mission—searching 
for the cancer cells it has been pro- 
grammed to find and killing them. 

This treatment is specific to every 
individual patient and works in part 
because it works with a patient’s own 
T-cells. So that creates a whole set of 
protocols and challenges. You have to 
make sure that you are withdrawing a 
person’s T-cells. You can go through 
almost a manufacturing process where- 
by you transform them so that they 
can be used for this purpose. 

One of the most exciting things 
about this therapy is that after a pa- 
tient has been treated, after they have 
gotten their modified T-cells put back 
into their body and after the T-cells 
have served their purpose, they don’t 
just vanish; they remain in a person’s 
system. They remain as part of the im- 
mune system, sort of on standby, ready 
and able to attack if the cancer should 
emerge. 

They are still in the trial phase of 
this new process. Dr. June and his team 
were willing to take on the most dif- 
ficult cases. In fact, that is all they 
were allowed to take on initially. The 
first 30 patients they tried this therapy 
on had already undergone chemo- 
therapy several times and the chemo- 
therapy had failed. In fact, everything 
had failed for these patients. They had 
no treatment options left. By the time 
they got to Dr. Carl June and his team, 
these patients had weeks to live. 

In the first trial, 27 of the 30 patients 
were cancer free 1 month later—So 1 
month after receiving the treatment, 
no cancer—and 78 percent of the pa- 
tients were alive 6 months after the 
treatment. 

Now, 125 patients have received this 
personalized cellular therapy at the 
University of Pennsylvania for several 
kinds of leukemia. They have modified 
the treatment to address other forms 
of cancer, including non-Hodgkin’s 
lymphoma, for instance. In more than 
90 percent of the pediatric leukemia 
cases they treated, the patients are 
still in remission. Four out of five 
adults with non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma 
have had complete remissions. 
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This is amazing stuff. It is very excit- 
ing. Scientists, medical researchers, 
and doctors across the country who are 
following this have been blown away by 
the success, and they refer to it as “a 
major breakthrough,”” as ““phe- 
nomenal,’’ and it has been what “we've 
been. . . hoping for.” 

Just last year, the FDA agreed that 
the progress is so stunning that they 
granted what they call “breakthrough 
therapy” designation for this therapy, 
for this treatment, because of the suc- 
cess they have shown in the early 
trials. This designation is going to 
allow Dr. June's team to treat more 
patients more quickly who are in these 
very difficult circumstances. 

In fact, the University of Pennsyl- 
vania is already working with Novartis 
in anticipation of the time that they 
will be able to roll this out as a stand- 
ard treatment, where it will one day— 
hopefully soon—no longer be consid- 
ered experimental and no longer be the 
last resort for patients but an early re- 
sort. The conventional treatments— 
chemotherapy and bone marrow trans- 
plants and stem cell treatments—tend 
to have very unfortunate adverse side 
effects. It has been necessary because 
they can be successful. But one of the 
wonderful things about this therapy is 
there are no lingering side effects. 

So it is enormously encouraging. It is 
very exciting. One of the things that 
are most exciting about this is that 
this technique conceptually could very 
well apply to any number of cancers, 
maybe all cancers. It is not a small 
matter. It is a challenge. But these 
guys are meeting this challenge. The 
challenge is to design the trans- 
formation of the T-cell in a way that 
will pierce that shield, that unique 
shield for each form of cancer, and they 
are making remarkable progress. They 
have also made tremendous progress on 
fighting multiple myeloma, which is 
another blood cancer that is very seri- 
ous. 

I should point out that Dr. June and 
his team at the University of Pennsyl- 
vania are not alone in pursuing this 
general direction. MD Anderson in 
Texas is working to use the common 
cold virus—the virus that causes the 
common cold—to help fight brain tu- 
mors in a similar fashion. 

Penn researchers have already devel- 
oped a way to engineer immune cells in 
mice to fight a very dangerous form of 
brain cancer, and that has been so suc- 
cessful in the animal trials that this 
fall they will be able to begin human 
trials on this as well. This kind of 
brain cancer that they will be trying to 
treat affects over 22,000 Americans. It 
is called glioblastoma. People who are 
diagnosed with stage IV glioblastoma 
are in very dire circumstances. The 
mean survival rate is less than 18 
months. This is, in fact, the form of 
cancer that took the life of Senator 
Kennedy, a former colleague of so 
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many of us. This is extremely exciting. 
And ‘‘60 Minutes” did a profile on some 
doctors at Duke University who are 
using a reformulated version of the 
polio virus. Instead of HIV, they are 
using the polio virus in a similar fash- 
ion to enable our immune system to at- 
tack this brain cancer, glioblastoma. 

I am, frankly, fascinated and incred- 
ibly excited about the progress these 
scientists and these doctors are mak- 
ing. But along the way, to get there, it 
costs money, and there has been a 
struggle for the funds to get this done. 
Dr. June’s study has been supported by 
the NIH, by the Leukemia & 
Lymphoma Society’s Specialized Cen- 
ters of Research Grant Program, and a 
Stand Up To Cancer-St. Baldrick’s 
Dream Team translational research 
grant. 

In 2008, the NCI had originally denied 
funding because they thought this was 
perhaps too risky. Fortunately, the 
Leukemia & Lymphoma Society and 
the Alliance for Cancer Gene Therapy 
stepped in. 

After they treated the first several 
patients, despite their success, they 
ran out of money and they had to stop 
treating patients for over a year while 
additional funding was lined up. 

The fact is, this research funded by 
the NIH has given us tremendous 
strides in early detection and treat- 
ment methods and survival rates for a 
variety of cancers but especially for 
this work. 

I know my colleagues and I are com- 
mitted to continuing to fund the kind 
of research that makes these break- 
throughs possible in a responsible way. 
I wanted to come down to the floor 
today and talk about how important 
this is and how exciting this is. I per- 
sonally think we are in an extraor- 
dinarily exciting moment for health 
care for our whole society. Technology 
is producing spectacular break- 
throughs, and it seems to be happening 
on an accelerating basis. Some of the 
big, gigantic intellectual break- 
throughs of recent years—the Human 
Genome Project, the gene sequencing— 
the technology that is available now 
wasn’t even imagined a few years ago. 
The combination of these things is ena- 
bling us to make discoveries and break- 
throughs and treatments that were be- 
yond human imagination just a few 
years ago. So I think we could be on 
the threshold of some absolutely stun- 
ning and wonderful developments. Per- 
sonalized medicine is a big part of it. 
Understanding how our genes con- 
tribute to the health care problems we 
have but also can be used to combat 
these problems—I think this is all 
readily within reach. I am very excited 
about it. 

In closing, I guess my message is 
that when we think about where we are 
and how close we are to these stunning 
cures for some amazingly devastating 
diseases, I think we should set our goal 
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at curing these diseases. Our goal 
shouldn’t be to figure out how we treat 
this, how we extend life for a few 
months. We will do that for as long as 
we have to, but our goal should be to 
cure. Our goal should be to cure cancer. 
Our goal should be to cure heart dis- 
ease. Our goal should be to cure Alz- 
heimer’s. We are going to be able to do 
this. We should make this a goal. We 
should make this a priority. 

We have a lot of competing priorities 
for the limited resources available to 
the Federal Government. I can’t think 
of any that are higher than this ex- 
tremely noble effort, and I can’t think 
of any reason not to support it. It is 
within reach. The progress is stunning 
and exciting, and it is happening all 
across America and very much in 
Pennsylvania. I am proud of the work 
that is being done in Pennsylvania, and 
I look forward to seeing it continue. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 
am speaking today on the underlying 
bill, but I do want to indicate, sup- 
porting my friend from Pennsylvania, 
that there is incredible, exciting work 
being done with the National Institutes 
of Health that is focused on those 
cures. I think the challenge for us is 
that the budget that was passed will 
actually end up cutting NIH, and with 
this very bad policy of sequestration 
that I hope we are going to be able to 
fix—if that continues, then we will not 
only not have the ability to move for- 
ward on exciting cures, but we will ac- 
tually be seeing NIH cut, which I think 
would be foolish and devastating to all 
of us in the long run and, for a lot of 
reasons, going in the wrong direction. 
So I hope we can work together on a bi- 
partisan basis to fix that. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1299 

Madam President, let me first say, 
coming to the floor on the Portman- 
Stabenow amendment, that I ask unan- 
imous consent to add two more cospon- 
sors today: Senator TESTER and Sen- 
ator MARKEY. That brings us to a total 
of 30 bipartisan cosponsors on this very 
important, commonsense amendment 
outlining the importance of the biggest 
21st-century trade barrier, and that is 
currency manipulation. So I thank ev- 
eryone who has joined together to co- 
sponsor this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. STABENOW. I also know there 
has been a tremendous amount of en- 
ergy going on trying to defeat this 
amendment in the last day, and there 
are a lot of comments being made on 
the floor. I do want to first of all say in 
response to comments from someone 
whom I greatly respect, the Senator 
from Tennessee, who has played an in- 
credibly important role in moving for- 
ward on some important foreign policy 
issues, that I would caution that we 
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call support for manufacturing—wheth- 
er it be autos or others or supply 
chains or materials manufacturing— 
somehow a bailout when we are talking 
about protecting American jobs—I 
would point to the fact that there is a 
very important company, Alcoa, in 
Tennessee that just received an ad- 
vanced technology vehicle loan. I was 
proud to author that loan program 
back in 2007 in the Energy bill. They 
make aluminum, as we all know, and 
they are retooling to be able to benefit 
from Ford Motor Company’s policy of 
moving to aluminum to take 1700 
pounds out of the F-150 truck to make 
it more energy efficient. Alcoa is bene- 
fiting, a Tennessee company. I don’t 
consider that loan a bailout any more 
than I consider any other loan pro- 
grams we put together for manufac- 
turing a bailout. 

But I would suggest that we have lit- 
erally millions of jobs across our coun- 
try connected to the supply chain, 
whether it is autos, whether it is dish- 
washers, whatever it is that we are 
making. 

We have manufacturers—large and 
small—telling us that if we are going 
to move forward and give negotiating 
objectives to this administration to ne- 
gotiate a trade agreement with 40 per- 
cent of the global economy in Asia, we 
better understand that the No. 1 trad- 
ing barrier used by Asian companies is 
currency manipulation—No. 1. I find it 
astounding. It would almost be funny if 
it were not so crazy. There are these 
arguments, on the one hand, that 
somehow, setting up a negotiating 
principle and just saying that if you 
negotiate something on currency, we 
want it to be enforceable for the first 
time—not just words—we have a lot of 
words. We have years and years of lots 
of words about currency manipulation. 
But this time, if you actually negotiate 
something, we want it to be enforce- 
able. And somehow that is going to 
bring down the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship. If that is the case, then we have 
a lot more to be worried about than 
this amendment, in my judgment, in 
terms of what sounds like not a very 
good agreement overall. 

We are continually hearing, on the 
one hand, that things are getting bet- 
ter with China, that Japan does not do 
this anymore, and that the Bank of 
Japan does not do this anymore. But if 
they do not do this anymore, then why 
do they care? How can anyone with a 
straight face say they will walk away 
from a major Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship because we say to our negotiators, 
on the list of things we think are im- 
portant on behalf of American busi- 
nesses and workers, that we count cur- 
rency manipulation in that list. And by 
the way, if you do something—and we 
do not prescribe what it ought to be— 
it ought to be enforceable. 

I am astounded at the amount of en- 
ergy going into this to say this is a poi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


son pill. The reality is that in the 
House of Representatives this amend- 
ment would actually pick up votes, and 
there is going to be a lot of need to 
pick up votes in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

I do not Know anybody who says they 
are voting for this and that somehow 
because this is in here—or somebody 
who is not voting for it—they would 
not actually vote for the TPA. 

It is amazing to me, and it is amaz- 
ing to me that my partner in this is a 
former U.S. Trade Representative who 
sat at the negotiating table, who sup- 
ports TPA, who is saying that this is 
reasonable and will not interfere with 
the ability to negotiate. 

As I said before, I would like to go 
further. I would like to say that you do 
not get fast-track authority unless you 
do something on currency because this 
has cost us over 5 million jobs and 
counting. But that is what this amend- 
ment says. This creates maximum 
flexibility for the administration. It 
simply says on the list of things that 
are important that we care about 
wages, we care about the standard of 
living, we care about protecting the en- 
vironment, we care about intellectual 
property rights, and we care about cur- 
rency manipulation. And if you put 
something in there, it should be en- 
forceable under the international rules 
under the WTO and meet the definition 
of the IMF. We are not mandating the 
outcome of any particular negotiation. 
If simply having this in here means 
that Japan walks away, then there is 
something else going on here that we 
ought to all be very, very concerned 
about. 

We have also heard that this will af- 
fect countries to attack us on our do- 
mestic policy, including quantitative 
easing. Our amendment explicitly ex- 
empts domestic monetary policy. In 
fact, in the text of the amendment, it 
says: “Nothing in the previous sen- 
tence shall be construed to restrict the 
exercise of domestic monetary policy.”” 

In the side-by-side by the leaders of 
our Finance Committee—by the way, 
they have no such exemptions, which is 
interesting. Some have contended that 
by adopting our amendment, particu- 
larly Japan will walk away. They real- 
ly cannot have it both ways. Hither the 
Bank of Japan is or is not doing what 
they have done for 376 times in the last 
25 years—376 times, despite the fact 
that they signed on the dotted line 
with 188 countries, signed on the dotted 
line through the International Mone- 
tary Fund: We are part of the IMF, and 
we will not manipulate our currency. 
And they have done it 376 times. So if 
they are not going to do it anymore, 
why should they care that we put this 
in as a priority for the United States, 
for our workers and manufacturers? 
And if they care so much and if they 
would walk away just by our simply 
raising this and saying we ought to do 
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something enforceable, it is obvious 
there is going to be 377. And we ought 
to all be extremely concerned about 
that, because what does that mean? 
What are we really talking about? 

It means foreign products are cheap- 
er here and American products are 
more expensive there, and in a global 
economy, when our manufacturers are 
competing not to get into Japan but 
competing around the world with 
Japan, we have already seen the results 
at other points in time—anywhere 
from $6,000 to $11,000 more on the cost 
of one vehicle. Think about that. As a 
consumer, you are going to buy a car, 
and there is a $6,000, $8,000, $10,000, 
$11,000 difference in price. That is a big 
deal. That is a very big deal. I mean, 
for all of us who say we want a level 
playing field on trade, that our people 
are smart and competent and compete 
successfully with anybody, we ought to 
care about this—that when the Bank of 
Japan intervenes, we are seeing any- 
where from a $6,000 to $11,000 difference 
in the cost of an automobile. This has 
cost us over 5 million good-paying jobs 
in America. 

I thought that was supposed to be our 
priority. That was our job—to be fight- 
ing, but not for the Bank of Japan. In 
fact, Ford Motor Company says they 
will compete with anybody around the 
world, but they cannot compete with 
the Bank of Japan. So this is about a 
level playing field. 

Why does it matter? It is not just 
about selling in Japan. Unlike Amer- 
ica, the Japanese have a preference for 
buying their own vehicles as a matter 
of patriotism in their country. I wish 
we had the same. So it is not just about 
getting into Japan, the little, small is- 
lands of Japan. It is about competing 
with them on everything in between. It 
is about the 1.2 billion people who live 
in India, where we are trying to sell to 
them and Japan is trying to sell to 
them. If they can sell a vehicle for 
$6,000 or $10,000 less, what do you think 
is going to happen? It is about the 200 
million people in Brazil, whom we are 
trying to sell to and Japan is trying to 
sell to. 

They are fighting so much, even hav- 
ing a negotiating principle that says: If 
we put language in, it ought to be en- 
forceable. If they are fighting so much, 
it must be because they are really 
looking at those countries and saying: 
You know what; we want that $6,000 
difference. We want that $10,000 dif- 
ference. We do not want anything to 
get in the way of that. 

Frankly, protecting Japan, Japanese 
automakers and suppliers, and Japa- 
nese workers is not our job. It is not 
our job. Our job is to stand up for 
American workers and American busi- 
nesses, and that is what this amend- 
ment is all about. 

By the way, the issue of currency 
manipulation affects every part of the 
economy—agriculture, medicines, and 
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every part of the economy. All we are 
saying is to give us a shot here. Give 
American manufacturers and workers a 
shot, at least by saying in fast-track 
that we want something done on cur- 
rency. If you do it, it should be enforce- 
able. 

Countries have been signing up for 
years saying they will not manipulate 
their currency and nobody has ever en- 
forced it. No one has ever enforced it. 
All we are asking is if we negotiate 
something, it should have enforceable 
standards. It is not enough to have a 
handshake agreement anymore. 

How many years do we have to go on 
and how many millions of jobs do we 
have to lose, when all we get is good- 
faith assurances and handshakes? 

Let me say this. I hope when this de- 
bate is done, the intensity to defeat 
this amendment that our manufactur- 
ers promote—by the way, they always 
support free trade. These are folks who 
are in the global economy, and they 
want to trade. But if we are going to 
put aside American manufacturers, 
American suppliers, American workers, 
I hope the next thing we will do is to 
focus on fast-tracking the middle class 
and have as much intensity, as many 
late-night calls, and as many meetings 
together to make sure we have a min- 
imum wage in this country, to make 
sure we have a long-term investment in 
transportation that will not only deal 
with safety and fixing roads and 
bridges and transit and rail for our 
farmers but that creates millions of 
jobs. I hope we have as much intensity 
on that. 

I hope we have as much intensity on 
lowering the cost of college so kids 
have a fair shot to do what we want 
them to do, which is work hard, to get 
the grades, to go to college, and to go 
to work. I hope we have as much inten- 
sity around that. 

If we had more intensity around fast- 
tracking the middle class, we would 
not have to worry so much about what 
we are doing on trade agreements. 

I hope we have intensity about clos- 
ing loopholes that are allowing compa- 
nies to go overseas on paper while they 
still drive on our roads, breathe our 
air, drink our water, and send their 
kids to schools here but avoid paying 
their fair share because they moved on 
paper. 

I hope we have as much intensity 
around that. I hope we have as much 
intensity about making sure that in 
this global economy, we have a race up 
to increased standards of living, wages 
with which you can care for your fam- 
ily and send the kids to college and do 
all the things that we want to do for 
our families rather than having a race 
to the bottom where somebody is told 
if you just work for less and lose your 
pension and health care, we can be 
competitive. So let’s have fast-track. 
Let’s have fast-track about the things 
that really matter to people in this 
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country, which is getting back to hav- 
ing a middle class where you can stay 
in the middle class. 

While we are at it, let’s pass an 
amendment that makes it clear we get 
how important currency manipulation 
is—when we are giving up our right to 
amend a trade agreement, when we are 
giving up our right to be able to use a 
60-vote threshold on a trade agreement. 
And at least there ought to be a provi- 
sion in there that says: Do your best on 
currency. And, by the way, if you get 
some language, how about we make it 
enforceable this time? Five million 
jobs and counting—that is what we lost 
and that is enough. 

I hope my colleagues will come to- 
gether and support the Portman-Stabe- 
now amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

MEMORIAL DAY 

Mr. ISAKSON. Madam President, as 
Chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee in the Senate, and on the 
eve of Memorial Day, I think it is ap- 
propriate that we pause for a moment. 
We debate as Democrats and Repub- 
licans today on the floor of the Senate 
currency, trade, national security, 
fast-track, and the issues of the day in 
a contentious debate. We do so freely. 
We do so without fear of retribution. 
We do so when we go home tonight 
knowing we are at peace and comfort 
and knowing that we are in a safe na- 
tion. We are because of the men and 
women who have worn the uniform, 
sacrificed, and given their lives so 
America could exist today. 

I think it is only appropriate that 
each of us on the Senate floor take a 
moment to pause and give a prayer for 
our soldiers who risked their lives and 
gave their lives for our country. 

For me, as the Chairman of the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee, I make an 
effort to go to the American ceme- 
teries all over the world to make sure 
we are still taking care of them and 
honoring those who sacrificed the way 
they should be honored. 

I want to share with the Senate a 
brief story to point out how important 
Memorial Day really is. 

On Memorial Day in May of 2007, I 
went with Senator BURR and other 
Members of the Senate to the Amer- 
ican Cemetery in Margraten in the 
Netherlands where over 8,000 Ameri- 
cans are buried who fought in the Bat- 
tle of the Bulge to root the Nazis out of 
Germany and liberate the Jews from 
concentration camps. They were suc- 
cessful, but they died. 

I walked down the rows of crosses 
and Stars of David looking at each 
name—ostensibly looking for Geor- 
gians so I could say a brief prayer for 
them. I came to the end of row H, to- 
ward the back of the cemetery, the last 
cross in that cemetery, and it said the 
following: Roy C. Irwin, New Jersey, 
died December 28, 1944. A tear welled 
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up in my eye because that was the day 
I was born. 

Mr. President, 70 years later I have 
existed as a free person in a free soci- 
ety, been elected to the United States 
Senate, served in the military, raised a 
family, have had nine grandchildren, 
and have had all of the joys everybody 
in the Senate has had thanks to people 
like Roy C. Irwin, who on the day I was 
born died on the battlefield of the Bat- 
tle of the Bulge in the Netherlands 
while fighting for democracy, freedom, 
the liberation of Europe, and saving 
the Jewish people. 

No matter what we debate or how 
contentious it gets, we must remember 
what Memorial Day is all about. It is 
about those who made the ultimate 
sacrifice for you and me to engage in 
this debate and to move our country 
forward. 

One other point. We should say a spe- 
cial prayer for the parents of those 
young Americans who fought and died 
in Iraq and Afghanistan and the cur- 
rent wars today. We had a tragedy with 
the fall of Fallujah, and we had a trag- 
edy with the fall of Ramadi. We need 
those parents to know their sons and 
daughters did not die in vain; they died 
for a cause that ultimately will prevail 
because we, as Senators, will see to it 
that America does what America al- 
ways does, and that is liberate the op- 
pressed of the world and only ask for 
one thing when we leave, and that is a 
couple of acres to bury our dead who 
sacrificed for democracy, freedom, and 
liberty. 

On this Memorial Day, as chairman 
of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee, I 
say thank God for the American sol- 
diers who fought and died for our coun- 
try, and thank God for the United 
States of America. 

I yield back my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1299 

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 
appreciate the opportunity to share 
some remarks and show my support 
for the Portman-Stabenow currency 
amendment. 

I think we are at a point in world his- 
tory and world trade where our mer- 
cantilist trading partners have gotten 
to be very clever. On occasion, they use 
a variety of tools, some of which are 
used all of the time. Among these, we 
are seeing that we are unfairly sub- 
jecting American manufacturing to 
currency manipulation, and this is not 
free trade. It is not free trade. Cur- 
rency manipulation and other trade 
barriers are just as much of an obstacle 
to free and fair trade as are tariffs. 
That is one of the things that we have 
to get a handle on if we are going to 
protect our workers here in America. 

After the Korea trade agreement, 
which I voted for, the numbers did not 
materialize that were promised. In 
2010, before the trade agreement 
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passed, President Obama’s Web site 
said: 

... the U.S.-Korea trade agreement... 
[would] add an estimated 70,000 jobs from in- 
creased goods exports alone, with additional 
job potential from the further opening of Ko- 
rea’s large services market to American 
firms, and other measures. 

Well, that is what I had hoped would 
happen. He said it was an advancement 
of the idea of free and fair trade and so 
forth. 

His own Web site said that the U.S.- 
Korea trade agreement would increase 
exports of American goods by $10 bil- 
lion to $11 billion and that the agree- 
ment would help create 70,000. Well, I 
guess 4 or 5 years have passed now. 
Have we achieved a $10 billion increase 
in exports to our ally, our friend, our 
tough, smart trading partner Korea? 
Did we get that kind of improvement? 
The answer is no. We are at $0.8 billion, 
less than $1 billion. But what about Ko- 
rea’s imports to the United States? Did 
they go up or down? Korea’s imports to 
the United States during this time 
have increased by $12 billion. It almost 
doubled the trade deficit between our 
countries. 

I am saying this because it raises a 
fundamental question: What is hap- 
pening here? In this trade agreement, 
people have been pretty careful—the 
promoters of it. They have not prom- 
ised it would reduce the trade deficit, 
they have not promised it would create 
new jobs, and they have not promised 
it would increase wages. They suggest 
it. They say things like it will increase 
job prospects or wages in export indus- 
tries. Well, we only export 13 percent of 
what we make. So this has been the 
only promise that they made. 

I have asked the President—written 
him—and asked other colleagues: Tell 
me if you believe this agreement is 
going to increase jobs. Tell me what 
studies and documents you have that 
say it will increase wages. Tell me or 
show me any reports or data that 
would suggest this trade agreement we 
now have before us would in some way 
reduce our surging trade deficits, 
which hit a virtual record last month— 
or at least in March. They are not 
going give an answer, and I have to tell 
you why—because jobs are going down, 
not up, and the trade deficit is going up 
and not down, and that is not good. 

Well, why do they persist in this? I 
suggest that it is an ideology. I have 
suggested that it is almost a religion. 
We are for any trade agreement or any 
file or stack of papers that has ‘‘trade 
agreement” on it. Why? Well, I recall 
that back in the late 1990s, then-Fed- 
eral Reserve Chairman Alan Greenspan 
was before I believe the Budget Com- 
mittee, which I was a member of, and I 
asked him a question. The question 
was this: Mr. Greenspan, if we are trad- 
ing with a country and they stop buy- 
ing all products from the United States 
and block our sales to them but want 
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to sell products to the United States 
and want us to buy their products, 
should we buy them or not buy them? 
That is a pretty simple question, and I 
remember it well. Should we buy from 
them? What do you think his answer 
was? Yes. 

I believe that is an extreme idea. I 
think that is an idea that in theory 
could have some validity, but you have 
to know, colleagues and friends, it is 
out there. It is a fundamental part of 
the movement for trade agreements 
that people don’t really care whether 
they are reciprocal or not, and they are 
not worried about whether they shut 
down plants and facilities in your com- 
munity, whether people lose their jobs, 
because their theory is that you are 
getting a better product at a cheaper 
price, and that is the only thing that 
counts, that is the most important 
thing, and somehow this is going to all 
work out. 

The Wall Street guys who manage 
capital can move their capital to any- 
place in the world, and they think they 
will do fine. But nobody is thinking 
about what it is like in the real world 
where people’s jobs are at stake, where 
our steel industry is under stress and 
we are facing competition that is not 
fair. I just feel strongly about that. 

I am reversing, in a way, my position 
on trade. I believe it is time for this 
country and this Congress to begin to 
ask tougher questions about why we 
continue to have huge trade deficits, 
why we continue to have a decline in 
wages, a decline in median family in- 
come—$3,000 since 2009—and why all of 
these things are happening. Part of it 
is that we have been unwilling—unlike 
our trading competitors—to ask these 
kinds of questions. I think we are oper- 
ating on a religious view of trade. 

How do you deal with that? 

Mr. Dan DiMicco wrote a very impor- 
tant article in Forbes magazine a few 
months ago. The title of it is “Fast 
Track’ To Nowhere: Congress 
Shouldn’t Give Obama Power To Ram 
Through TPP.” He is a former CEO— 
actually, CEO emeritus, I think—of 
Nucor Steel. They have steel plants all 
over America, and they are in one of 
our most vibrant, competitive indus- 
tries. They deal with foreign competi- 
tion every day. He lives with it. Cur- 
rency and issues like that are critical 
to him and anybody in the steel indus- 
try, automobile industry, or manufac- 
turing industry. These things are real. 
It is not academic. It is not theory. It 
is real. 

He said a number of things in this 
very important article. He talked 
about the cheerleaders for trade and 
said they make a big mistake. 

That’s net trade—not gross trade. In other 
words, net exports increase our economic 
size while net imports shrink it. This is not 
a liberal plot, or a Tea Party plot, or a pro- 
tectionist plot. It is basic and 
uncontroversial economic math that the 
TPP cheerleaders either don’t understand or 
don’t want to. 
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He goes on to say: 

In 2013, the U.S. economy amounted to 
$16.8 trillion. Consumption was 68% of GDP. 
Investment was about 16%. Government pro- 
curement was about 19%. But net trade sub- 
tracted about 3% from our economy (because 
imports exceeded exports.) This shrinkage is 
cumulative, compounding year after year. 

America is the picture of an unbalanced 
economy, disproportionately relying upon 
unsustainable consumption. Investment is 
too small... Stated another way, we need 
to produce more of what we consume. 

Isn’t that true? So this theory—it 
doesn’t make any difference where 
products are made as long as they are 
cheaper? This is comparative advan- 
tage? People can manipulate their cur- 
rency, they can subsidize their indus- 
try so they can have more exports, 
more people working, and it makes no 
difference to us, and we can allow 
American businesses to fail? 

Then he talks about mercantilism. 
This is the strategy of most of our 
competitors. He said: ‘‘Free trade was 
crafted as an antidote to mercantilism, 
not an enabler of it.” So he says our 
trade policies have not confronted our 
competitors’ mercantilism and there- 
fore we have enabled them and have al- 
lowed them to continue. 

Then he quotes President Reagan. I 
know a lot of people say President 
Reagan believed in total free trade. He 
did not. He was a realist. 

This is what Mr. DiMicco says: 

President Reagan gave a speech that estab- 
lished the principle of “free and fair trade 
with free trade and fair traders.’’ More spe- 
cifically, he established the 3 R’s: Rules, 
Reciprocity, and Results. 

“Rules” mean that the trade must be rules 
based and every nation should follow them. 
“Reciprocity” meant that there will be re- 
ciprocal reduction in tariffs, quotas and 
other barriers rather than one-sized reduc- 
tion. “Results,” the point forgotten most, 
meant that America must gain a net benefit 
from trade arrangements rather than being 
taken advantage of. 

I believe it. My father always taught 
me that a good trading agreement, a 
good contract, a good business deal was 
when both parties received advantages. 

Another person who knew Ronald 
Reagan well was Clyde Prestowitz. 
Clyde was the President’s counselor to 
the Secretary of Commerce in Presi- 
dent Reagan’s administration and Vice 
Chairman of President Clinton’s Com- 
mission on Trade. He negotiated Asia 
trade agreements with Japan and oth- 
ers. He was there. In his article he 
makes a very harsh statement about 
President Obama’s statements. He said: 
Will the Japanese be driving Chevys in 
Tokyo? 

The President suggested we want to 
see more American-made cars being 
driven in Tokyo. He quoted the Presi- 
dent as saying: 

Why wouldn’t we want to rewrite those 
rules so there is some reciprocity and we can 
start opening up the Japanese market? That 
would be good for American workers. 

Mr. Prestowitz responded to the 
President’s statement saying: 
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Hearing that amazingly ignorant state- 
ment one could only wonder if there is no 
one in the White House to prevent the Presi- 
dent from embarrassing himself. Apparently 
he is unaware of the endless efforts of U.S. 
trade negotiators over the past 50 years to 
open up the Japanese market. As one of the 
Reagan administration’s lead negotiators 
with Japan and as the Vice Chairman of 
President Clinton’s Commission on Trade 
and Investment in the Asia-Pacific Region, I 
can assure the President that reciprocity in 
trade with Japan has been the aim of every 
agreement signed by both Republican and 
Democratic administrations for half a cen- 
tury. I can also say that virtually no former 
U.S. negotiator believes the TPP will 
achieve reciprocity with Japan. 

They have nontrade barriers that Mr. 
DiMicco lays out in his article; he 
names them. These are not allowing for 
free trade, reciprocal trade that pro- 
duces results that are beneficial to 
America. 

We can do better. We absolutely need 
more trade. We need to continue to ne- 
gotiate good trade agreements, but this 
creates a situation that is dangerous. 

What kind of numbers do we have 
about this agreement? Do we have any 
studies, anybody who says anything 
other than what I believe, which is 
that it is going to be a net negative to 
our balance of trade? 

Well, the Wall Street Journal, that 
usually support trade agreements, had 
an article by Mr. Mauldin that exam- 
ines a study by Mr. Peter Petri, pro- 
fessor of international finance at Bran- 
deis University. This was just released 
this week, May 18—or at least this arti- 
cle was. He talks about the auto sector. 
Mr. Petri has done this study—the only 
study I know of that has dealt with the 
question. 

The article says: In the transpor- 
tation sector, led by cars, the TPP 
could boost imports to the United 
States from Japan by $30.8 billion by 
2025, compared with export gains to 
Japan of $7.8 billion, according to Mr. 
Petri. That sounds like the Korea 
agreement. 

So we would export $7.8 billion more, 
but Japan would export $30.8 billion 
more to us. The result is what? Less 
American manufacturing on net, more 
cars being bought from abroad, and a 
greater detriment to our trade balance. 
That is just the way it is. 

So I believe we need to get away from 
the religious view of trade and we need 
to do what President Reagan said, 
which is to look at the results. Don’t 
tell me some theory. Let’s live in the 
real world. It is our duty to see our 
manufacturers, our workers get a fair 
chance to compete in the world mar- 
ketplace. We are not sufficiently there 
now. 

A part of this trade agreement that I 
have mentioned before and that I am 
very concerned about and that has got- 
ten very little discussion and that 
needs to be discussed, I will take a 
minute to discuss it. 

According to the Congressional Re- 
search Service—our own group—the 
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TPP’s “living agreement” provision is 
“unprecedented.” Indeed, I am one of 
the few, I think, who went to the secret 
room to read the secret document, and 
when it described the living agreement, 
it said it was unprecedented. I presume 
I will not be arrested for making that 
quote from the secret document. 

The United States Trade Representa- 
tive’s Web site is very candid about the 
purpose of this living agreement provi- 
sion. It is to “enable the updating of 
the agreement as appropriate to ad- 
dress trade issues that emerge in the 
future as well as new issues that arise 
with the expansion of the agreement to 
include new countries.”’ 

It creates a commission—another 
commission—consisting of representa- 
tives from each member nation, which 
has vast powers to govern the agree- 
ment and govern, to some degree, the 
countries that participate in it. Among 
the powers given to the Commission is 
the authority to consider any matter 
relating to implementation and oper- 
ation of the agreement and to consider 
amendments and modifications. 

What we have to understand is that 
this is a new entity, an international 
entity, of which we are a member, and 
it gets to meet and vote and set new 
behaviors unlike what we approved in 
the Senate. But it can be amended as 
time goes by. It is unprecedented. This 
has not been done before. 

While the TPP states that those 
amendments must be agreed to ‘‘in ac- 
cordance with the applicable legal pro- 
cedures of each party,” that phrase is 
not defined. The TPP “Chapter Sum- 
mary”—a book that is provided to 
Members when we go to the secret 
room—states that this amendment 
process would occur similar to the 
process that occurs under the WTO, the 
World Trade Organization. 

So it says how the—the procedure is 
being handled like WTO. But under 
WTO and its implementing legislation, 
changes to the agreement and the addi- 
tion of new parties are not to be ap- 
proved by Congress, and, more impor- 
tantly, not by consensus or a unani- 
mous vote. The “Chapter Summary” 
states that this process will be similar 
to the WTO under which the WTO can 
be—members can be added and certain 
amendments adopted by a two-thirds 
vote. 

So it gives the appearance of having 
consensus as the basis. 

In addition, new member nations 
under WTO can be added by only a two- 
thirds majority vote—that is pretty 
clear—and apparently would be cleared 
under this agreement. 

So we have asked the President: 
What does this mean? Can China be 
added by a simple majority vote? We 
vote no and it happens anyway? 

We asked the U.S. Trade Representa- 
tive staff about this situation. They 
didn't have an answer. This is a staff of 
the administration pushing for the bill. 
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They simply asserted that changes to 
the TPP affecting U.S. law would re- 
quire congressional approval. We asked 
whether USTR would agree to make 
that explicit in the TPP so we didn't 
have—wouldn't have any ambiguity, 
and they have declined to give us a 
reply. 

So if it is true that congressional ap- 
proval is required, then why shouldn’t 
they be willing to have it explicitly in 
the TPA and the TPP? In fact, there 
are already examples in the TPP of 
other countries making clear that cer- 
tain procedures must comply with 
their domestic law. Why don’t we make 
it ours? I have offered an amendment 
to that effect. Iam disappointed that it 
is apparently not going to be given a 
vote. 

While the TPA states no standard 
trade agreement that has not been leg- 
islatively implemented can trump ex- 
isting Federal, State or local law or 
prevent any Federal, State or local 
government from amending or modi- 
fying its law, the implementing legisla- 
tion of a trade agreement would do 
these things and could—and certainly 
will—in many areas. It will delegate 
congressional authority when we pass 
it to the new TPP Commission. 

So by voting for it, we have delegated 
authority, it will be contended and 
probably correctly, that we gave it to 
them to amend the law. This is espe- 
cially important because the whole 
purpose of fast-track is to implement 
and expedite this legislation. 

So I think these trade agreements 
need to be considered carefully by Con- 
gress and the American people before 
the United States cedes one iota more 
of American authority and sov- 
ereignty, and Congress must retain the 
power to carefully review and vote on 
all future changes to these trade agree- 
ments. 

So I have offered this amendment. As 
Mr. Mark Hendrickson recently wrote 
in Forbes magazine, discussing what I 
had said about this: TPP cannot be an 
“open-ended document” lest “the rule 
of law and republican government 
itself be lost.”” 

That is why TPA must provide strong 
and enforceable protections against 
this kind of overreach. 

We just have to be careful. The nor- 
mal process for treaties is a rigorous 
one. It requires, in the end, a two- 
thirds vote. So they have written this 
not as a treaty but as an agreement. It 
will be moved forward in a way so that 
when the final agreement hits the 
floor, it will be unamendable, it will be 
not subject to a 60-vote threshold to 
move forward, and it can be passed 
within 20 hours, without a single 
amendment, on a simple up-or-down 
vote. 

I really believe it is time for us, col- 
leagues, to move away from a religious 
view of trade to ask what is happening 
in the real world. If our businesses, our 
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manufacturers, and our American 
workers are not being treated fairly on 
the world stage, we should take action 
to ensure they are. I believe in trade, 
and I have supported it over the years. 
But I think it is time for us, in light of 
declining wages, a declining middle 
class, surging trade deficits, to ask 
ourselves: Can’t we do better with our 
trade agreements? Here we have this 
huge one, representing 40 percent of 
the world economy, creating a new 
commission with all kinds of powers to 
be able to add new members that we 
may not approve of, and we are just 
going to pass it, hardly without read- 
ing it. Very few Senators have been to 
the secret room to see what is in the 
document. 

Mr. President, I thank the Chair and 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PERDUE.) The Senator from Florida. 

ISSUES BEFORE THE SENATE 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I am 
going to speak on the three bills that 
are pending before the Senate: The 
trade bill, the highway bill, and the 
continuation of the PATRIOT Act. 

Every one of us is in love with our 
cars. America is in love with their cars. 
Every one of us can remember the first 
time we learned to drive. I started out 
on country roads in an International 
pickup truck with cow bodies on the 
side—those are the wooden slats that 
go out—so I could put my heifers on 
the little Ranch that I had, so I could 
haul them around. That is how I got to 
and from high school. Every one of us 
has a different story like that. America 
has been spoiled because of the auto- 
mobile. It has now become an excep- 
tionally creature-comfort room in 
which we can suddenly climb in and 
lose ourselves in beautiful music, com- 
fortable seats, while easily accessible 
in the cup holder is a cup of coffee. But 
America’s love affair with the auto- 
mobile will not do us any good if we 
don’t have any roads to drive on and 
especially if the roads are just filled 
with potholes or if you can’t go across 
the bridges because they are in danger 
of falling down. 

Of course, that leads us to the obvi- 
ous; that here in front of us is the high- 
way bill, a transportation bill which 
involves other things as well—trans- 
portation safety and considerable 
transportation enhancements in urban 
areas. But we can’t get together, even 
though probably every one of the Mem- 
bers of the Senate would agree we have 
to pass a highway bill. 

The problem is we can’t figure out 
how to fund it. It has to be funded with 
something called revenue. It either has 
to be taken out of the general revenues 
of the U.S. Government—and Lord 
knows those revenues are being cut 
back with this meat-cleaver approach 
across the board called the sequester, 
the results of which—for example, we 
have had the Joint Chiefs up here tell- 
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ing us this is going to severely hamper 
their ability to protect the national se- 
curity. We have had the head of NIH up 
here telling us about the consequences 
of the sequester in the past. A few 
years ago, when the sequester kicked 
in, he had to cancel 700 medical re- 
search grants, all of which almost all 
of us would support because of the ex- 
traordinary medical research successes 
that were going on. So general revenue 
out of the U.S. Treasury is going to be 
hard to come by to fund the highway 
bill. If we do this month, 2-month, 6- 
month extension, all that is saying is 
that we are going to pull that out of 
general revenue. 

Then, transportation companies, de- 
partments of transportation back in 
our respective States, can’t plan on 
building the roads because they have to 
have such lead times for the design and 
engineering and the eventual building 
of the roads. It is similar to building an 
aircraft carrier. Money cannot be ap- 
propriated for an aircraft carrier in 1 
year. It is going to take, in the case of 
an aircraft carrier, a decade to build. 
Well, it doesn’t take a decade to build 
most of our roads, but clearly one has 
to plan ahead to know the money is 
there so you can proceed. 

What good is America’s love affair 
with the automobile if we don’t have 
the efficient roads to drive on? Where 
is the money coming from? Well, some 
people have suggested a sales tax, oth- 
ers have suggested updating the gas 
tax, and others want to look to general 
revenue. It is time for us to come to- 
gether and determine what that should 
be. 

I can say to the Senate that this Sen- 
ator will consider anything that will 
give us the revenue so we can build this 
crumbling infrastructure, particularly 
roads and bridges. One of the things 
that immediately does is it creates all 
kinds of jobs. I have seen one com- 
mentary. I don’t know that this is ac- 
curate, but it illustrates the point. If 
you spend $1 billion in building roads, 
there is some huge number of thou- 
sands and thousands of construction 
jobs. 

So let’s get real. Let’s come up with 
the revenue. Now that is the Finance 
Committee. One place to start is the 
gas tax. The gas tax has not been up- 
dated. Also, when it is updated, it 
needs to be calculated for the increases 
in the cost of living over time. Since it 
is a user tax, it perhaps needs to be 
combined with other sources of revenue 
because we are going to have to face 
the music and come up with the rev- 
enue. One of the issues that is holding 
us up right here, right now, on a Friday 
afternoon just before Memorial Day 
weekend, is figuring out what we are 
going to do on continuing the highway 
bill authorization. 

Mr. President, one of the other issues 
in front of us is the trade bill. This 
Senator is one of the Democrats who 
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has voted for the trade bill known as 
fast-track, which is to enact a proce- 
dure that when the Pacific trade agree- 
ment is negotiated, finalized, and an- 
nounced, it can be considered by the 
Congress, after ample time for exam- 
ination, and it would then be consid- 
ered with an up-or-down vote, instead 
of the normal process where it would 
be subject to amendment. 

Put a trade bill together with an- 
other 11 nations in the Pacific region. 
If it were subject to the amendatory 
process in the Senate and the House, it 
would get pecked to death. It would 
never survive the legislative wars; 
thus, the need for this trade promotion 
authority, the TPA, that we have in 
front of us. 

I believe we will pass it, I believe it 
will be an overwhelmingly bipartisan 
vote, and I believe a big vote out of the 
Senate will send a significant message 
to the House, where there are some 
rumblings of a problem. At the end of 
the day, when the Joint Chiefs come in 
front of you and say that this is one of 
the most important things for them for 
the national security interests of the 
United States in that region of the 
world, the Pacific arena, then at the 
end of the day, it likely will pass, and 
in this Senator’s judgment it will be in 
the interests of our country. 

Mr. President, the third issue that is 
before the Senate is the PATRIOT Act. 
Now, every one of us, if we were here— 
whether you were here or not, you re- 
member exactly where you were on 
that fateful day of September 11, 2001. 
A number of us were in a room right off 
the floor, right over here on the west 
front. We were in a meeting with the 
Democratic leader, the majority lead- 
er, Senator Daschle. The meeting 
started at 9 a.m. We saw on this grainy 
black-and-white TV what had happened 
in New York. The human mind wants 
to play tricks and deny the reality of 
what was happening; that, in fact, it 
was no accident that two planes had 
flown into the two distinct towers of 
the World Trade Center, but all doubt 
was cast aside when suddenly someone 
burst into the room and said, ‘‘The 
Pentagon has been hit.” 

We leapt to the window overlooking 
the west side of the Mall and looked in 
the direction of the Pentagon, and sure 
enough there was the black smoke ris- 
ing where the third plane had hit. I im- 
mediately raced to a telephone to try 
to reach my wife because we had just 
moved into an apartment overlooking 
the southwest corner of the Pentagon. 
I wanted to tell her to get out of the 
apartment and move down into the 
basement. I couldn’t reach her. 

By the time I came back, the room 
was vacated. Out in the hallway, I saw 
security take the majority leader and 
the minority leader off in a different 
direction to a prearranged place for the 
congressional leadership in times of 
national security threats and national 
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attack. I will never forget going down 
those major stairs right out this door 
of the Senate Chamber, and at the bot- 
tom of the stairs the Capitol Police 
shouting at the top of their lungs: Get 
out of the building. Get out of the 
building. Run. Run. 

They had heard the reports that 
there was a fourth airplane inbound. 
That was a fateful day. 

I huddled up outside with Senator 
Rockefeller, trying to get hold of our 
staff to tell them to vacate. Later in 
the day, the Capitol Police told Sen- 
ator Rockefeller and me not to come 
back to the Capitol Complex. We ended 
up at Senator Rockefeller’s home. I 
was still desperately trying to get my 
wife on the telephone. I will never for- 
get the eerie silence over Washington 
because all air traffic had been 
stopped, and that silence was pierced 
by F-15s and F-16s as they were flying 
CAPs over the Nation’s Capitol. 

Well, because of that attack that 
killed some 3,000 Americans—the first 
time, by the way, that we were rudely 
awakened to the fact that our national 
security was not protected here at 
home by two big oceans; that an enemy 
could, in fact, attack and attack with- 
in—then how to go after them to pre- 
vent it in the future. 

That led to the PATRIOT Act. That 
led to trying to give our intelligence 
community and the NSA, the National 
Security Agency, the tools to, when 
the bad guys are planning—wherever 
they are, abroad or here—and we get 
some snippet of evidence that they are 
planning a dastardly deed, we can give 
our intelligence community and our 
law enforcement the tools to try to go 
after them. 

Now, let me give you an example. It 
used to be that if we would invade 
somebody’s privacy by going after 
their telephone, we would have to get a 
court order to be able to tap that tele- 
phone. Well, then came the present-day 
technology. The terrorist does not use 
just one telephone. The telephone they 
use now is multiple cell phones and, 
therefore, you had to update the law to 
allow you to be able to go after them 
and see whom they were calling—not 
from one telephone but from multiple 
telephones. 

That is just one example of how the 
law was updated. The law was also up- 
dated to allow the NSA to be able, at 
the request of the telephone compa- 
nies, to obtain the business records— 
not the private conversations but only 
the business records—which showed 
that on such and such a date this num- 
ber called this number and for how 
long. All the telephone companies did 
not comply. A lot of them did. 

The PATRIOT Act was enacted to 
allow a process whereby you would go 
to a special court classified for na- 
tional security information, called the 
FISA Court, and that court would give 
the appropriate legal authority for the 
NSA to obtain those records. 
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Now, this whole disagreement in 
front of the Senate is over how you 
hold those business records. It has been 
misstated on the floor of the Senate 
that this is obtaining private conversa- 
tions, invading privacy. This is just a 
question of how you hold those records. 

There will be an attempt to extend 
the current law, toward which I have 
some degree of positive attitude, and 
that is at the request of the NSA. 
Those records are held by NSA—the 
telephone business records. 

But the legislation that we are going 
to vote on, the USA FREEDOM Act, is 
a change—a slight change—of the cur- 
rent law. It says that those records 
would still be retained by the tele- 
phone companies; that they would have 
to retain those records and not destroy 
them for some period of time; that if 
the government suspects terrorist ac- 
tivity, it would go to get a court order 
to obtain the business records of a par- 
ticular number or person subject to a 
judge’s order, just as we do if law en- 
forcement or the FBI wants to go into 
our home and get evidence. They have 
to go to a court to show probable cause 
to the judge that, in fact, there may 
have been a crime committed. 

This is the same process. You go to 
the classified court that can handle the 
classified information. The court gives 
an order to obtain those business 
records. Why is that important? It is 
important because we might get a 
snippet of information about such and 
such a terrorist or such and such a 
number that has been used by the ter- 
rorist or someone suspected to have 
been talking to a terrorist. Then, in 
order to protect ourselves, the intel- 
ligence community and law enforce- 
ment are going to have to go and get 
the records so they can see where that 
call went and then, from that person or 
number, where it went one more hop, 
with a limit of two hops. 

This Senator prefers not to have 
those limitations. But that is not what 
is in front of us. So this Senator from 
Florida is going to support the USA 
FREEDOM Act because it is so nec- 
essary that by the end of this month 
the PATRIOT Act does not cease to 
exist because of all the other provi- 
sions in it that allow our intelligence 
community to try to get the informa- 
tion to protect us before the terrorists 
can strike. 

I can tell you, as a former member of 
the Intelligence Committee at the time 
that this PATRIOT Act was drawn up 
and later amended, and I can tell you 
as a senior member of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, it is my 
judgment that this is clearly in the na- 
tional security interest. We cannot 
take the risk to let the PATRIOT Act 
cease to exist so that we do not have 
the tools to protect ourselves. 

My final comment is that every day 
these bad guys are trying to do us in. 
Every day they are trying all kinds of 
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things to find what is the little flaw or 
what is the little defect in our de- 
fenses. If we do not continue this legis- 
lation, as I am suggesting it be amend- 
ed by the legislation in front of us, 
then, in fact, we are not giving just a 
little crack in the door for the terror- 
ists to get in, we are opening up the en- 
tire barn door. That clearly is not in 
the interests of the United States. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

THE MIDDLE EAST AND THE PRESIDENT’S 
LEADERSHIP 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak to the evolving situa- 
tion in the Middle East. I have grave 
concerns, as do a majority of Ameri- 
cans, with the President’s handling of 
the current situation in that region of 
the world. Under this President’s 
watch, the world has become increas- 
ingly unsafe. Under this President’s 
watch, despots have dug in, and the 
most horrific terrorist organization we 
have ever seen has risen to power and 
thrives. 

This week the reality of this failure 
was brought to the forefront of the 
world’s attention. The fall of Ramadi 
marks the capture of another major 
city. We lost more than 1,300 U.S. sol- 
diers in Anbar Province. Thousands 
more were wounded. We fought across 
every foot of Al Anbar and now a hand- 
ful of ISIS fighters have seized its Pro- 
vincial capital. For those in Ramadi, 
this was not just a setback; this cost 
them everything. Hundreds have al- 
ready been executed at the hands of 
ISIS. But the White House does not see 
it that way. The White House has tried 
to spin a different narrative, down- 
playing the significance of this defeat. 

When this narrative is challenged, 
the White House doubles down. The 
White House Press Secretary said: 
“Are we going to light our hair on fire 
every time that there is a setback in 
the campaign against ISIL?” Such 
comments are dumbfounding and dis- 
turbing. The Obama administration is 
not only demonstrating a complete 
lack of situational awareness but a 
total disconnect with how this conflict 
is being viewed by the rest of the 
world. 

In fact, this week, President Obama 
chose to lecture the graduating class of 
the Coast Guard Academy about cli- 
mate change while Ramadi burned. To 
ISIS combatants in Syria and Iraq, the 
fall of Ramadi was a definitive victory. 
Even if it hands Ramadi back tomor- 
row, ISIS has shown it still has the ca- 
pability to make major advances. To 
those living in Ramadi, ISIS has al- 
ready won. Regardless of what happens 
next, for many of those people, their 
lives have been destroyed. 

To potential recruits around the 
world, ISIS just won again, despite 
U.S. air strikes and 3,000 trainers for 
the Iraqi Army. However, according to 
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Secretary of State John Kerry, the fall 
of Ramadi was only ISIS taking advan- 
tage of “a target of opportunity.” 

Does the Obama administration not 
understand how terrorist organizations 
operate? ISIS is not going to line up 
and go toe-to-toe with the United 
States. It is going to seek out targets 
of opportunity wherever it can and 
avoid conflict where it knows it will 
lose. That is how it operates. That is 
how it has been operating since the be- 
ginning of this conflict, all the way 
back to January of 2014, when Presi- 
dent Obama referred to ISIS as the jun- 
ior varsity of terrorist organizations. 

Ramadi can be retaken. America can 
defeat ISIS. But we cannot beat ISIS 
with half measures while consistently 
underestimating its capabilities. This 
terrorist organization must be stomped 
out. It must be defeated. 

In Syria, ISIS is now in control of 
Palmyra, an ancient site with irre- 
placeable monuments that may soon be 
destroyed. Called the “Venice of the 
Sands,” this may be yet another his- 
torical scar left by ISIS that will never 
heal. 

President Obama often speaks of re- 
gional powers needing to step up and 
take the lead. Well, let’s just be honest 
here for a moment. The United States 
has the most powerful military in the 
history of the world. If our President 
does not show a little leadership, no 
one else is going to step up and lead. 

If we are not going to utilize our 
overwhelming technological superi- 
ority to fight this enemy, at the very 
least—at the very least—embedding 
spotters with Iraqi forces to make air 
strikes more effective, why would oth- 
ers want to contribute their far more 
limited resources? We need our Presi- 
dent to show absolute conviction that 
defeating ISIS is his No. 1 priority, not 
trying to reach a mediocre compromise 
on an Iranian nuclear deal, not having 
Secretary Kerry fly to Sochi to shake 
hands with Putin while he still occu- 
pies the territory of other countries, 
and not having a summit at Camp 
David to lecture our allies on what 
America thinks is in their best inter- 
ests. 

There is a terror organization killing 
people, as we speak, in a country that 
we fought to liberate from a brutal dic- 
tator. We had won in Iraq. We had de- 
feated this insurgency until it was de- 
termined, for political reasons, that we 
should pack up and go home. The 
President claims he does not want to 
get into another prolonged war. 

Well, unfortunately, that is exactly 
what he is doing. There is no way to de- 
feat ISIS with half measures. There is 
no way to negotiate with ISIS. Unless 
ISIS is defeated, it will grow and 
spread like a cancer. This President, 
throughout his administration, has 
shown himself to be crippled by indeci- 
sion. Against ISIS, we need decisive ac- 
tion. We need it now. 
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HONORING AMERICAN FIGHTER ACES 
Mr. President, I also want to speak 
today to recognize the tremendous and 
selfless service of America’s veterans. 
This week Congress honored American 
Fighter Aces, the 1,447 military pilots 
who have earned the special distinction 
of destroying five or more hostile air- 
craft in air-to-air combat, by awarding 
them the Congressional Gold Medal. 

Of these distinguished aviators, 10 
hailed from South Dakota. While they 
are no longer with us today, their her- 
oism and valor have not only built the 
foundation of the modern air superi- 
ority that our Armed Forces employ 
today but have shaped who we are as 
South Dakotans and Americans. 

Becoming an ace was no easy feat. In 
World War I, the pioneers of 
dogfighting faced perilous situations in 
wood and canvas biplanes that had lim- 
ited ranges and could barely top 100 
miles an hour. Still, these innovators 
refined the still-adolescent technology 
of flight and forever changed the na- 
ture of modern war. 

Decades later, American pilots 
proved invaluable in turning the tide of 
World War II. Fighters flew attack and 
bomber escort sorties over Europe and 
attack and fleet protection missions in 
the Pacific. Just 2 weeks ago, when 
America and the world celebrated the 
70th anniversary of V-E Day, 56 World 
War II-era aircraft in various forma- 
tions flew over the National World War 
II Memorial, the National Mall, and 
the U.S. Capitol in an impressive dis- 
play of the air power that helped se- 
cure victory for the allies. 

The aerial parade included an F6F 
Hellcat, which one of my heroes, my 
dad Harold, flew off the USS Intrepid in 
the Pacific theater. 

While my dad was one aerial victory 
short of achieving ace, his squadron 
mate and fellow South Dakotan, the 
late CAPT Cecil Harris, racked up 24 
victories. 

Harris, a farm boy from Cresbard, 
SD, ended the war as the second-high- 
est Navy ace. South Dakota also pro- 
duced the second-highest ace in the 
Marine Corps during World War II, 
Medal of Honor recipient Joe Foss. 
Foss earned the title of “ace” in just 1 
week in 1942 on his way to a total of 26 
air victories. 

Foss’s service and leadership contin- 
ued after the war. He helped organize 
the South Dakota Air Guard unit. He 
was recalled to duty in the Korean war. 
He went on to serve two terms as 
South Dakota’s Governor and even as 
the first commissioner of the American 
Football League. 

Our airport in Sioux Falls, Foss’s 
hometown, is home to the South Da- 
kota Air National Guard 114th Fighter 
Wing and is appropriately named Joe 
Foss Field. 

South Dakota is also proud and 
grateful for the service of our other 
eight aces: Clarence Johnson, from Ab- 
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erdeen, who was killed in action over 
Holland in 1944; Robert Graham from 
Beresford; Robert Buttke from 
Lemmon; LeRoy Grosshuesch from 
Menno; Leslie Clark, from Mitchell; 
Arthur Johnson, Jr., from New 
Effington; Gene Markham from 
Turton; and Robert “Duke” Hedman, 
from Webster, who achieved ace in a 
single day over Burma on Christmas 
Day in 1941. 

When you come from rural America, 
it can be hard sometimes to see how 
one might fit into the larger scheme of 
global events, let alone the defining 
moments in our history. Yet when the 
world erupted in chaos over the Second 
World War, these were 10 South Dako- 
tans in the thick of it. These are but 10 
heroic examples of the dedicated self- 
lessness South Dakotans have shown in 
conflicts past and present. South Dako- 
tans have always punched above their 
weight when it comes to military serv- 
ice. 


As the age of jets arrived and the ca- 
pabilities of aerial firepower and de- 
fense systems have increased, the title 
of “ace”? became even more elusive. 
Still, on Wednesday, we celebrated the 
40 American aces from the Korean war, 
as well as two pilots and three weapons 
systems officers from the Vietnam war. 


The maturation of our air combat ca- 
pabilities, from the origins of aerial 
combat in biplanes to the sophisticated 
airframes and advanced weapons sys- 
tems on which we rely today, rest 
heavily on the courage of American 
fighter aces. These aviators represent 
the best of our American Armed Forces 
and helped shape history with their 
courage. 


As we reflect on the gallant service 
of America’s fighter aces, may we also 
remember all those who answered the 
call to serve, all those who supported 
the effort on the homefront, and those 
to whom, I should say, we are forever 
indebted—those who made the ultimate 
sacrifice. 

This Memorial Day, as a free and 
grateful nation, may we remember 
those who have fought and died for this 
country. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I rise 
to talk and continue the conversation 
we were having in the Senate about 
trade and the need to pass trade pro- 
motion authority, all geared toward 
hopeful entry and final conclusion of a 
Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement 
that this Senate will be able to vote on 
to approve or disapprove, if it is not a 
good bargain, and eventual conclusion 
of a treaty with the European Union, 
TTIP, and what we can do to make 
sure we are fashioning a trade partner- 
ship in this country to truly grow our 
economy. 
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One of the things that have made me 
so passionate over the years about pub- 
lic service has been the economic cir- 
cumstance and the conditions of rural 
America, what happens to Main Streets 
across our great Nation that are suf- 
fering. They have more boarded-up 
storefronts than they have ever had at 
any other time in history. Perhaps one 
of the greatest things we could do right 
now to help Main Street, to help create 
new jobs and opportunities, is to pass 
trade promotion authority later today, 
tomorrow, whenever we get to it—to 
make sure it passes without provisions 
that could break up any future nego- 
tiations but do so in a way that allows 
agreements to be entered into like the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership—all bene- 
fiting rural America and particularly 
rural Colorado. 

To make rural America more suc- 
cessful, we have to find new ways to 
bring new value to those things we can 
produce in rural America, whether it is 
wheat crops, corn crops or a small 
manufacturing business. How do we 
add value to what is produced in and 
across rural America? 

According to a 2012 Peterson Insti- 
tute for International Economics 
study, it is estimated that industries 
across this country could see a 2-per- 
cent increase in added value as a result 
of a finalized Trans-Pacific Partnership 
Agreement. So when we talk about 
adding value to crops, and we talk 
about adding value to goods produced 
in rural America, this study shows that 
if we pass the trade promotion author- 
ity and move to the successful conclu- 
sion of TPP, it adds value to what we 
produce across this country, creating 
jobs and opportunity. 

There are a lot of people who are con- 
cerned about the trade promotion au- 
thority, people who are maybe opposed 
to it, people worried it may not create 
the kind of value others believe it will. 

But the conservative Heritage Foun- 
dation had a study that showed trade 
was adding $1.7 billion to our GDP in 
2013. In fact, this same study showed 
that, according to the Heritage Foun- 
dation, trade brings value to the aver- 
age American household of over $13,000 
per family. That is $13,000 per family 
added to income in a household, that 
they would be able to succeed with to 
achieve greater opportunity, to raise 
their value of life, to raise their qual- 
ity of life—all because of and possible 
through trade. 

Trade promotion authority is the 
first step we will take in this Chamber 
and across the hall to the House of 
Representatives to make sure we are 
giving the tools to our negotiators to 
develop the best, strongest, possible 
agreement. 

Now this agreement doesn’t just say 
do whatever you want, this agreement 
has sideboards on it, firewalls that cre- 
ate opportunities to enter into the best 
deal possible to direct our negotiators 
to tear down barriers. 
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Some of the concerns I hear from 
people who may be unsure about the 
passage of trade promotion authority 
seems to be: This is about big business, 
isn’t it? This is only going to benefit 
those corporations that are the biggest 
in the United States. 

But that is simply not true, because 
what free-trade agreements allow us to 
do is to tear down trade barriers. It al- 
lows us to break those barriers that are 
creating impediments to doing busi- 
ness. In fact, if you are in a big busi- 
ness, corporate welfare has become a 
common way that you are actually try- 
ing to succeed in this country. Cor- 
porate welfare, where you have a lob- 
byist you can pay—or a team of lobby- 
ists you can pay—to provide, to get or 
to gain a special tax preference or 
maybe there is a trade barrier you 
would like thrown up against some 
other nation that is importing goods 
into the United States, and this big 
corporation says, you know what, we 
think we can stop this through special 
interest favors—so what is an advan- 
tage in big business is corporate wel- 
fare. 

By entering into a free-trade agree- 
ment by passing trade promotion au- 
thority, allowing us to tear down those 
trade barriers like the TPP will, it ac- 
tually helps all businesses in this coun- 
try by eliminating corporate welfare, 
by taking out the advantage that a big 
business has to hire lobbyists to curry 
favor through legislation, giving small 
businesses an equal opportunity with 
that value that they added through a 
trade agreement to sell their goods 
around the world. 

So the Trans-Pacific Partnership, 
trade promotion authority, these are 
agreements that focus on sending 
goods from Main Street to Malaysia, 
what we can do to create economic op- 
portunity in Colorado and beyond, be- 
cause everybody in Colorado is benefit- 
ting right now from free markets and 
free trade; 265,000 Colorado jobs are 
supported by trade with nations that 
are represented in the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership. In fact 48 percent of all 
Colorado goods, 48 percent of the goods 
we create in Colorado, were exported to 
nations represented in the TPP, the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership. 

In a State that exported over $8.4 bil- 
lion worth of goods, we can see the 
kinds of jobs and economic opportunity 
that trade promotion authority will 
lead to. In fact, there have been econo- 
mists who have talked about pillars of 
our economy; one pillar being lower 
taxes, one pillar being spending re- 
straint, one pillar being lessening the 
regulatory burden on businesses 
around this country. But another pillar 
is trade, the ability to create goods in 
the United States to send them over- 
seas. That creates jobs and opportunity 
for all of us. Whether it is our agricul- 
tural commodities, whether it is manu- 
facturing in Colorado, aerospace or 
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technology, we know we will benefit 

from a strong agreement that tears 

down barriers giving big and small 

businesses alike the opportunity to 

enter into a promising economic oppor- 

tunity that we will all share in. 
MEMORIAL DAY 

Mr. President, I also rise to talk 
about this upcoming weekend. People 
and families across this country will be 
celebrating Memorial Day, sharing 
time with family and friends cele- 
brating the weekend. In Colorado, nor- 
mally you would be celebrating by pos- 
sibly going to the lake or going on a 
hike in the mountains or down the 
river, but unfortunately the weather 
may not be as nice as it has been in 
past years. We are receiving much 
needed rain and moisture, but it may 
not let up in time for a lot of the out- 
door activities that we would normally 
enjoy over Memorial Day. 

But one thing that will not be damp- 
ened, one thing that will not stop is 
the observation of Memorial Day and 
the tribute, the thoughts, the remem- 
brance that we pay to those who served 
our country. Now, it may be a little 
wetter than normal, there may be more 
tents than perhaps the jackets we usu- 
ally have, but Coloradans across the 
State will still go to the cemeteries 
paying their respects. They will still 
share stories with their families about 
the members of their family who have 
served this country, who have given so 
much and sacrificed so greatly for this 
country. 

It is 70 years ago this year that one 
of the Colorado Guard units was in- 
volved in World War II in the liberation 
of Dachau. Seventy years ago, Felix 
Sparks was one of the first to arrive on 
that atrocious scene. That is some- 
thing that will no doubt be on the 
minds of many veterans in this country 
and in Colorado this year, the sac- 
rifices they have given so people all 
around this world will be able to enjoy 
liberty, share in the democracy that 
free people have, and where we can con- 
tinue to provide opportunities to en- 
rich liberty, to promote democracy. 
That is what this Nation will continue 
to do thanks to the sacrifices of our 
veterans and the noble goals and ef- 
forts of those men and women in uni- 
form today. 

I wish the people in this country a 
very good Memorial Day. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado. 

ORDER FOR RECESS 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that following the 
remarks of Senator BLUMENTHAL for up 
to 5 minutes, the Senate recess today 
until 2 p.m., and that the time during 
recess count postcloture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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The Senator from Connecticut. 
MEMORIAL DAY 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
join my friend and colleague from Col- 
orado in celebrating and saluting on 
this historic day the service and sac- 
rifice of so many of our military men 
and women who have given their lives 
so we can enjoy the precious freedom 
all of us will benefit from over this 
weekend. The freedom to gather as we 
wish, speak as we please, worship, and 
gather together with friends—all of 
these freedoms are due to the service 
and sacrifice of the men and women 
whose lives we celebrate this weekend. 

IDENTITY THEFT OF VETERANS 

As it happens as well, my office is 
issuing a report that shows our vet- 
erans and servicemembers often are 
victims of practices around the dis- 
counts and promotions that will be of- 
fered this weekend. Many retailers will 
offer sales and discounts to our vet- 
erans and, in fact, our veterans are 
twice as likely as the ordinary popu- 
lation and the general public to be vic- 
tims of identity theft and fraud be- 
cause they are asked to provide infor- 
mation in connection with taking ad- 
vantage of these discounts. 

I am proposing reforms to be adopted 
by the Department of Defense under 
existing authority, and these reforms 
will save veterans from identity theft 
and fraud when retailers offer dis- 
counts but demand sensitive personal 
information. 

A national recognition of service 
card will honor our heroes and save 
them from scammers who may prey on 
them after they provide this informa- 
tion. Retailers who commendably—and 
I emphasize commendably—offer vet- 
erans discounts, especially around this 
holiday and others, should not put 
them at undue risk in verifying their 
status. 

As Memorial Day approaches and as 
we celebrate it today, the Department 
of Defense should adopt the rec- 
ommendations of the report I am offer- 
ing today. And I will offer legislation, 
if necessary, to compel these kinds of 
reforms. Our veterans and servicemem- 
bers need and deserve commonsense 
protections so discounts don’t become 
really bad deals. The reforms, such as 
the national recognition of service 
card, can guarantee privacy and pro- 
tection for our veterans and service- 
members, even as they take advantage 
of the discounts and promotions that 
will be offered to them over this Memo- 
rial Day weekend, and avoid disclosure 
of information to third parties who 
may not protect that information as 
they should. 

USA FREEDOM ACT 

I want to say a few words about the 
choice currently before this body in 
connection with the USA FREEDOM 
Act and the PATRIOT Act—words that 
come to mind over this Memorial Day 
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weekend so often and frequently on our 
lips. This issue before our body is a 
profoundly important one. It has been 
framed as a question of whether the 
Senate passes the USA FREEDOM Act 
or the short-term extension of the PA- 
TRIOT Act that authorities say is a 
compromise. 

There is supposedly a compromise be- 
fore this body, but let’s keep in mind 
that the USA FREEDOM Act is, in 
fact, a compromise. It reflects the 
views of hawks and doves, Democrats 
and Republicans, the House and the 
Senate, the Congress, the executive 
branch, and the judiciary. 

Many of us have made significant 
concessions to reach the USA FREE- 
DOM Act. In fact, I have wondered at 
times whether to walk away from this 
so-called compromise because it does 
too little in the way of reform and per- 
haps shortchanges the proposals I and 
others have made to protect privacy 
and balance that protection with the 
very profoundly important need to pre- 
serve our national security. 

A short-term extension is not a com- 
promise. The USA FREEDOM Act is, in 
fact, already a compromise, and that is 
why I have opposed and will continue 
to oppose a short-term extension, even 
when it is portrayed and depicted as a 
compromise, as has happened so far. 

Another important point here is that 
a short-term extension will not solve 
our problem. A short-term extension is 
simply an invitation for more uncer- 
tainty, more litigation, more expense, 
and, in fact, more compromise to our 
national security. 

The Second Circuit Court of Appeals 
has made it absolutely crystal clear 
that if Congress authorizes section 215, 
the Second Circuit will read it as dis- 
allowing bulk collection. That court 
held: “If Congress fails to reauthorize 
Section 215 itself, or reenacts Section 
215 without expanding it to authorize 
the telephone metadata program ... 
the program will end.” 

That means if Congress passes the so- 
called short-term reauthorization, 
phone companies in New York, Con- 
necticut, and Vermont will not be able 
to comply with a bulk collection order. 
Around the Nation, the court of ap- 
peal's ruling is the law of the land, or 
should be given that respect, and it 
will be unclear around the land and 
throughout this country what kind of 
order, in fact, is demanding of them. 
The result is likely to be legal uncer- 
tainty that will last long after Con- 
gress decides to act. 

The only way to avoid endless litiga- 
tion is to pass legislation that specifies 
what section 215 allows, what it does 
not allow, and the only proposal that 
does that task is the USA FREEDOM 
Act. 

I continue to believe that one of the 
central core provisions of the USA 
FREEDOM Act is that it requires 
transparency and the adversarial proc- 


7795 


ess, containing reforms that I proposed 
to make sure that this FISA Court is 
no longer a secret tribunal considering 
arguments in secret and issuing secret 
opinions—exactly the kind of court 
that prompted our rebellion from Eng- 
land. When it operates and when it 
hears arguments, it should hear both 
sides—it should hear from an adversary 
to the government that offers a dif- 
ferent point of view. Courts make bet- 
ter decisions when they hear both sides 
of the argument. That is why 1 pro- 
posed from the start a constitutional 
advocate who will make arguments 
against the government without com- 
promising the need for timely warrants 
and other surveillance and without in 
any way reducing the secrecy of this 
court where it is appropriate. 

I hope this body reaches a result that 
includes the USA FREEDOM Act. I 
hope we pass it. I urge my colleagues 
to join in supporting it. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. President, I withdraw my obser- 
vation about the absence of a quorum. 


— 


RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate at 1:07 p.m., 
recessed until 2 p.m. and reassembled 
when called to order by the Presiding 
Officer (Mr. PERDUE). 


—_ > 


ENSURING TAX EXEMPT ORGANI- 
ZATIONS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL 
ACT—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. LEAHY. Will the Senator with- 
hold? 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I withhold. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

USA FREEDOM ACT 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I have 
been having a lot of people ask me 
where we are on the USA Freedom Act 
of 2015, and we actually have a very in- 
teresting, easy choice: We can either 
pass the bipartisan bill the House of 
Representatives passed with a majority 
of Republicans and a majority of 
Democrats voting for it, or we can let 
the expiring provisions of the USA PA- 
TRIOT Act sunset at the end of the 
month. Some may prefer that. I think 
the House made a number of improve- 
ments which protect our freedoms and 
protect our security, and that is what 
we ought to pass. 

Some people have talked about short- 
term extensions. Well, we could have a 
2-day extension or we could have a 
5,000-year extension; we would be ex- 
tending something that doesn’t exist. 
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The fact is that the House gave us the 
USA FREEDOM Act in plenty of time 
to act upon it, to amend it if we want- 
ed to, to send it back and go to a con- 
ference. But now the House has ad- 
journed and gone on recess. If we don’t 
vote for their bill, we will end up at the 
end of the month with nothing. There 
will be nothing to extend. We could feel 
good about passing an extension, but 
we can’t extend something that is 
dead. 

I have worked for more than two 
years with Members of Congress from 
both parties and in both Chambers to 
develop the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015. It is a commonsense, balanced re- 
form bill that protects Americans’ pri- 
vacy, while also ensuring our national 
security. 

The bill doesn’t go nearly as far as 
the bill I first introduced in October of 
2013 with Congressman SENSEN- 
BRENNER. It doesn’t go as far as the 
USA FREEDOM Act that was filibus- 
tered last November by Senator 
MCCONNELL and others. At that time, 
the incoming majority leader wanted 
to wait and see how it would be with a 
Republican majority and was able to 
rally his Members to delay reform. But 
we shouldn’t delay it any further. 
Americans deserve to have their pri- 
vacy restored and their national secu- 
rity protected. There should be no 
more excuses. 

In the bill Senator LEE and I have in- 
troduced and supported, the USA 
FREEDOM Act of 2015—it has not just 
our support, it has the administra- 
tion’s support, it has the support of the 
Director of National Intelligence, the 
Attorney General, the FBI Director, a 
supermajority of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the technology industry, 
privacy and civil liberties groups, li- 
brarians, and the NRA. I mean, when 
are we ever going to find all these 
groups coming together? Well, they 
came together because they know the 
USA FREEDOM Act is a good bill, and 
the support for our bill continues to 
grow. 

Just yesterday, national security ex- 
perts at the conservative Heritage 
Foundation concluded that the USA 
FREEDOM Act “strikes a balance be- 
tween maintaining our national secu- 
rity capabilities and protecting privacy 
and civil liberties.” Why? Because it is 
a reasonable and responsible bill. When 
we get the civil liberties groups, the 
NRA, the Heritage Foundation and pri- 
vacy groups together, we have some- 
thing. 

I have been here 41 years. I have seen 
very few pieces of legislation where 
these diverse groups come together, 
and they did because the USA FREE- 
DOM Act is a responsible and reason- 
able bill. But even if they hadn't come 
together, it is the only option left for 
any Senator who wants to avoid a sun- 
set of the surveillance authorities at 
midnight on May 31. We won't be in 
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session. The other body won’t be in ses- 
sion. The one thing that will happen is 
our current authorities will sunset. 
They will go away. Wow. Can't you 
hear the cheers from some of our en- 
emies? 

Last year when the current Senate 
majority leader led the filibuster of the 
USA FREEDOM Act, we were told that 
the Senate needed more time to con- 
sider the issue and that the new Senate 
would take up the matter under new 
leadership. All right. We have known 
the sunsets were coming for years. 
That is why I brought up the bill last 
year. There has been nothing done on 
this urgent matter this year—no public 
hearings and no committee markups, 
unlike the six public hearings I held in 
the Judiciary Committee last year. 

In contrast, the House leadership has 
acted responsibly and decisively. They 
moved the USA FREEDOM Act of 2015 
through the Judiciary Committee and 
passed this bipartisan bill overwhelm- 
ingly. 

We had significant debate on this 
issue this week. I have heard Senators 
across the political spectrum who have 
spoken at length on the Senate floor 
about their views. Most of these Sen- 
ators have urged us to reform the gov- 
ernment's bulk collection program— 
which is, of course, the same way the 
vast majority of Americans feel. But 
there have also been voices urging 
more surveillance. We have heard the 
familiar fear-mongering and demands 
for a data-retention mandate on the 
private telecom companies. Well, I dis- 
agree with those Senators who voiced 
that perspective, but they have at least 
been heard. 

Unfortunately, the clock has been 
running. The House worked very hard, 
they completed their work, and they 
left. They are not coming back until 
after the surveillance authorities are 
set to expire. And the House leadership 
has made clear that they will not pass 
an extension. Even if they were in ses- 
sion and we passed an extension, they 
made it very clear to Republican and 
Democratic leadership that they will 
not take it up. 

So here is the choice. It is a very 
simple one. We can let the three provi- 
sions at issue expire—some may like 
that; frankly, I don’t—or we can pass 
the bipartisan and bicameral USA 
FREEDOM Act of 2015. 

We all know that the NSA has for 
years been using section 215 of the USA 
PATRIOT Act to sweep up phone 
records of innocent Americans without 
any connection to terrorism. I am sure 
innocent Americans who may be in the 
Chamber or who are hearing what we 
are saying have had their phone 
records swept up. Well, I don’t think 
anybody would feel very comfortable 
with that. 

We also know that the NSA used a 
similar legal theory for years to collect 
massive amounts of metadata related 
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to billions of emails sent to and from 
innocent Americans—a parent to a 
child asking, “how is my grand- 
daughter’s cold coming along?” or 
“How did my grandson do in school?” 
or somebody writing to a friend, back 
and forth. 

The American people oppose this in- 
discriminate dragnet collection of 
their records—not only that, the courts 
do, too. They found it to be unlawful. 
The House of Representatives listened 
to the American people, they listened 
to the courts, and they voted over- 
whelmingly to end this program 
through the USA FREEDOM Act and 
assumed, of course, that the Senate 
would do what the courts have said and 
what the vast majority of the Amer- 
ican people said. 

Last November, when Senator 
MCCONNELL convinced his caucus to 
block the USA FREEDOM Act, I 
warned that we would not have much 
time in the new Congress, and that the 
American people were demanding ac- 
tion. People should go back and see the 
number of letters and emails that came 
pouring in to the Capitol saying: We 
want this passed. Yet, here we are— 
Congress racing against the clock to 
act before the sunsets take effect next 
weekend. 

Well, this is a manufactured crisis. I 
think there are some who hope that 
enough Senators will be scared by the 
prospect of these authorities expiring 
that they will blindly vote in favor of 
a clean extension even though that will 
go nowhere. We have all seen this 
movie before. We know that opponents 
of the USA FREEDOM Act simply 
want to delay again. Well, I don’t 
frighten. 

Many Americans, especially my con- 
stituents, are wondering what oppo- 
nents of the USA FREEDOM Act have 
been doing for the past six months? 
They are rapidly approaching a sunset 
that has been on the books for years— 
the original sunset provision written 
by myself and Republican leader Dick 
Armey. It is not as though this dead- 
line suddenly snuck up on the leader- 
ship or the chairman of the Intel- 
ligence Committee, who is just now 
considering alternative proposals. 

Remember, we are just a few days 
away from the expiration date. But de- 
spite this urgency and the extensive 
debate we have been having for many 
months, the only bill that has been 
filed by the opponents of the USA 
FREEDOM Act is a 2-month 
rubberstamp of the USA PATRIOT Act 
provisions—a bill the Senate sponsors 
know cannot pass the House even if 
they were in session. And because they 
are not in session, if we were to pass it 
here, it would become a “nothing- 
burger” because there would be no law 
to extend. 

I read in the press that there may be 
an alternative proposal in the works. It 
may include a provision to keep the 
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bulk collection program in place for 
more than two years. But even if we 
could legally pass that, it is entirely 
unnecessary. 

Just this week, the NSA Director 
stated in a letter to Leaders MCCON- 
NELL and REID that the NSA only needs 
180 days to transition to the new tar- 
geted program established by the USA 
FREEDOM Act. Not 2 years. The 180- 
day transition has been part of the 
USA FREEDOM Act for more than a 
year. And during all the negotiations 
about the bill, neither the NSA nor the 
intelligence community ever raised a 
concern with me about this provision. 
In fact, we have on the record that 
they support it. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a copy of the 
May 20 letter from Admiral Rogers, the 
head of NSA. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 
Fort George G. Meade, MD, May 20 2015. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. HARRY REID, 
Minority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS MCCONNELL AND REID: The 
USA Freedom Act would establish a 180-day 
period for transitioning from the current 
bulk-collection program for telephone 
metadata to a model where queries would be 
carried out against business records held by 
telephone service providers. Several ques- 
tions have been raised about the feasibility 
of the 180-day deadline. 

Should the USA Freedom Act of 2015 be- 
come law, NSA assesses that the transition 
of the program to a query at the provider 
model is achievable within 180 days, with 
provider cooperation. We base this judgment 
on the analysis that we have undertaken on 
how to make this model work. Upon passage 
of the law, we will work with the companies 
that are expected to be subject to Orders 
under the law by providing them the tech- 
nical details, guidance, and compensation to 
create a fully operational query at the pro- 
vider model. We are aware of no technical or 
security reasons why this cannot be tested 
and brought on line within the 180-day pe- 
riod. 

We very much appreciate the time and at- 
tention the Senate continues to devote to 
this important issue. 

MICHAEL S. ROGERS, 
Admiral, U.S. Navy, Director, 
National Security Agency. 

Mr. LEAHY. We all know this last- 
ditch attempt at further delay is just 
too late. We have two options: Pass the 
USA FREEDOM Act or let the provi- 
sions expire. A growing majority of the 
Senate—a straight up-or-down vote— 
supports the USA FREEDOM Act. If we 
pass it today, the President can sign it 
today or tomorrow. 

Also, the intelligence community 
says: Is the law going to be here or is 
the law gone? By passing the USA 
FREEDOM Act, they can move forward 
with the certainty they need to protect 
the American people. 
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Senator LEE and I, along with a bi- 
partisan group of Senators ranging 
from Senator DURBIN, to Senator HELL- 
ER, to Senator SCHUMER, to Senator 
CRUZ—and that is going across the po- 
litical spectrum—are moving for a re- 
sponsible path forward. 

We have worked for 2 years on this 
bill to end the NSA bulk collection of 
Americans’ phone records. Republicans 
and Democrats have worked together 
for 2 years to end the NSA’s bulk col- 
lection of Americans’ phone records, 
something that every one of us, at a 
townhall meeting—I do not care what 
State you are in, if you ask Americans 
“Do you want a bulk collection of all 
your phone records?” you know what 
the answer would be: “Of course not.” 

The clock has run out, but there is a 
responsible choice before us. Let’s pass 
the USA FREEDOM Act today. Then 
we will have important reforms, we 
will keep America secure, and we will 
not have all of these authorities expire. 

Mr. President, I see other Senators 
on the floor. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 

Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for Senator DAINES 
and I to speak as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO CHUCK JOHNSON 

Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor a great Montana jour- 
nalist. I got to know Chuck Johnson 
some 16 years ago when I was running 
for the State senate, but his distin- 
guished career started long before that. 

While attending the University of 
Montana School of Journalism, Mr. 
Johnson was accepted to be a congres- 
sional intern here with the journalists 
in Washington, DC. That gave him a 
taste of political reporting. 

In 1972, Chuck Johnson was assigned 
to cover Montana’s Constitutional Con- 
vention for the Associated Press. Little 
did he know at that time that this as- 
signment would launch his professional 
career covering Montana politics, and 
little did he know that he would be 
writing history as he watched Mon- 
tanans draft one of the most progres- 
sive State constitutions in the coun- 
try. 

In his long career, Chuck Johnson 
covered 9 Governors, 9 U.S. Senators, 10 
Congressmen, and more legislative ses- 
sions than I can count, including the 
years I had the honor of serving the 
great State of Montana in Helena. He 
pushed for increased media access and 
stood up for more transparency and for 
a reporter’s right to be in the room. 
Thanks to Chuck, Montana now has a 
requirement that political caucuses are 
open to the press. 

Mr. Johnson and his colleague Mike 
Dennison worked hand in hand for 
years at the Lee State Bureau and 
wrote powerful stories that had sweep- 
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ing impacts across our great State. So 
when news broke yesterday that Lee 
Enterprises was closing its State Bu- 
reau and Mr. Johnson would be retir- 
ing, the world of politics was buzzing. 
While a few politicians might be re- 
lieved, many of us recognize what a 
loss for journalism and for Montana 
this will be. As Chuck leaves political 
journalism, he leaves a giant hole that 
will be difficult, if not impossible, to 
fill. 

In the day of a 24-hour news cycle 
and a demand for immediate informa- 
tion, the people of Montana still count 
on Chuck Johnson to present the facts. 
Even though he started writing his sto- 
ries on a typewriter, he has adapted 
with the times, learning how to tweet. 

Known as the “Dean of the Capitol 
Press Corps,” Mr. Johnson would take 
young reporters under his wing, teach 
them how to understand the govern- 
mental process, and share his vast 
knowledge of Montana politics. 

From his reporting on taxes and 
budgets, he has a way of making it 
easy to make sense to the average 
reader. But where his reporting really 
stands out is in his ability to track and 
understand campaign finance. He has 
been known to plow through election 
reports late on a Friday night when all 
of the other reporters have called it 
quits and gone to bed, digging for a 
story, holding elected leaders account- 
able, and reporting the facts. 

It is his integrity, his commitment 
to the truth, and fair reporting that 
have earned the respect of politicians 
and readers alike from both sides of the 
aisle. 

It is in that spirit that I would ask 
my colleague Senator DAINES to join 
me. 

I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I thank 
the senior Senator from the State of 
Montana, Mr. TESTER. 

I also rise today to recognize the ca- 
reer and service of Chuck Johnson, a 
longtime Montanan, a Montana re- 
porter who will be entering into a well- 
deserved retirement at the end of next 
week. 

Chuck’s career covering Montana 
politics began more than 40 years ago 
when he was asked to cover the Mon- 
tana Constitutional Convention for the 
Associated Press. Since then, he has 
covered nearly two dozen sessions of 
the Montana State Legislature and 
countless political conventions. 

I remember seeing Chuck late at 
night at conventions, giving up a lot of 
his personal time for the sake of cov- 
ering these stories across our State. He 
has covered hundreds of elected offi- 
cials and has been a steady presence on 
Montana’s campaign trail. 

Over the past two decades, Chuck has 
led political reporting for Lee News- 
papers, and he spent the past 10 years 
working alongside his fellow Lee State 
Bureau colleague Mike Dennison. 
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If it has to do with Montana politics, 
Chuck has probably covered it. I am 
told Chuck has the best political cam- 
paign button collection in all of Mon- 
tana. Chuck’s life has been spent in 
Montana. He grew up in Helena, and he 
went on to earn his degree in jour- 
nalism at the University of Montana. 

I can speak as a Montana State Bob- 
cat. I know that Chuck is a testament 
to the quality of journalists produced 
by the University of Montana School of 
Journalism. It goes without saying as a 
Bobcat, I do not always see eye to eye 
with Chuck on important issues, like 
who to cheer for during the Brawl of 
the Wild or which colors are better— 
blue and gold or maroon and silver. But 
I do know that Chuck took a fair 
amount of joy in seeing this Bobcat re- 
ceive a Montana Grizzlies shirt after a 
disappointing Cats loss during the 2013 
game. 

Setting aside our personal alle- 
giances, it has been a great privilege 
and tremendous honor to work with 
Chuck in my years representing Mon- 
tana and being involved in Montana 
politics. 

With Chuck’s retirement and the 
closing of the Lee State Bureau, Mon- 
tana is saying farewell to not only a 
talented and dedicated reporter but 
also a historian of our State and a 
mentor to countless young reporters 
looking to make their own mark in 
Montana’s news media. 

I thank Chuck personally for his 
years of service to Montana and his 
lifelong commitment to making our 
State’s government open and more ac- 
cessible to all Montanans. He has made 
a lasting mark on the State of Mon- 
tana. His depth of knowledge and his 
lifetime of experience will be difficult, 
if not impossible, to replace, and his 
byline on newspaper stories across 
Montana will be greatly missed. 

Chuck, congratulations on your re- 
tirement. We appreciate all you have 
done, and we wish you the very best. 

I would like to yield back to the sen- 
ior Senator from Montana, Mr. TESTER. 

Mr. TESTER. Thank you, Senator 
DAINES. It was a pleasure to share the 
Senate floor with you this afternoon. 

As Chuck Johnson retires and puts 
away his pen and his notebook, I want 
to say thank you to Chuck. In this 
body, we often think we are irreplace- 
able when we are not. I will say this 
about Chuck Johnson: It will be a long 
time before Montana sees someone as 
good as Chuck in the reporting corps. 
So, as a body, we honor Chuck John- 
son’s contributions to Montana, to our 
country, and to our democracy. 

Good luck, Chuck. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
HIGHWAY BILL 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I want to 
talk today about one of the things we 
need to do before we leave here—the 
extension of the highway bill. And no- 
body is satisfied with a short-term ex- 
tension of the highway bill. I would be 
among the group who would be least 
satisfied with that. But as we look at 
what has happened so far this year, we 
moved in a positive way in a number of 
areas. We don’t have time while we are 
here to do what we need to do to have 
a truly long-term highway bill. 

The last two bills under the two pre- 
vious Congresses—the two previous 
Senates—were very unhelpful and 
unsatisfying in many ways: a 6-month 
extension of the highway bill—you can- 
not build roads and bridges 6 months at 
a time. Not only can you not do the 
work 6 months at a time, you cannot 
get the kind of competitive bidding 
process and planning to do this work in 
the right way. Before that, we only had 
a 2-year bill. I will be very disappointed 
if we cannot beat both of those stand- 
ards. The reason to do the 2-month bill 
today will be the important reason 
that, one, we have enough money left, 
because of winter conditions, that we 
can do 2 months of further construc- 
tion with the money that is available, 
and that way we don’t do anything to 
slow down construction here at the 
best building time of the year. 

We need to work really hard in the 
next 2 months—and we should be work- 
ing right now, and I know we are work- 
ing right now—to come up with that 
long-term solution that lets us look at 
the transportation needs of the coun- 
try in a way that allows us to compete. 
So many great things are out there in 
the next few decades for our country, 
but they all involve a transportation 
system that works. 

I think the country is clearly ready 
to make things work again. I was so 
pleased in the last Congress that we 
were able to add the advanced manu- 
facturing bill to the arsenal of things 
we had. Senator BROWN and I worked 
together and passed that bill. Now we 
have the arsenal we need to be in the 
position of making things again. The 
right kind of energy policy can clearly 
get us to where we make things again. 

Certainly what is going to happen in 
agriculture, manufacturing, and health 
care technology—all great opportuni- 
ties with great potential, but we have 
to have a transportation system that 
works. We are the best located country 
in the world to deal in the commerce of 
the world. We are the best located 
country in the world to connect with 
the marketplace of the world, but we 
have to have a transportation system 
that allows us to do that. 

I hope we are working hard, and I be- 
lieve we are, to find what we need to do 
to fill that gap between what the cur- 
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rent gas tax creates—at the Federal 
level I don’t think there is any likeli- 
hood of increasing that tax in the next 
few years. We need to look at what 
that tax creates and what funding 
source is out there that helps us fill 
the gap between the gas tax and rea- 
sonable aspirations for our transpor- 
tation system. This is one of the areas 
the American people think the govern- 
ment address. 

There may be an argument about 
whether it should involve the Federal 
Government or the State government 
or how this works in terms of the gov- 
ernment, but we know this is some- 
thing we can’t do for ourselves. 

Since the very earliest days of the 
Congress, what the Federal Govern- 
ment could and should do regarding 
interstate commerce and transpor- 
tation—and the Constitution itself 
talks about building postal roads and it 
talks about interstate commerce. 

Hopefully, we will take this vote 
today or tomorrow or whenever we 
take this vote, to be sure that we con- 
tinue the construction already under- 
way, but don’t stop for a minute in 
working on this process until we get a 
highway and bridge and construction 
bill for transportation that allows us 
to move forward and to move forward 
for a significant future of what we need 
to do. 

We are going to lose the advantages 
we have if we don’t maintain and im- 
prove the transportation network we 
have. I look forward to seeing that hap- 
pen and encourage my colleagues to 
vote for that 2-month extension, but 
don’t give a moment’s relaxation seek- 
ing the multiyear highway bill—the 
multiyear transportation bill—that the 
country really needs. 

MEMORIAL DAY AND CHOICES FOR VETERANS 

Also, Mr. President, I wish to talk 
about one other subject before we take 
this work period for Memorial Day. 
This is an important time to honor 
those who have served, those who have 
sacrificed, people who have given their 
all for the country or even those who 
have served and were able to live a full 
life after service. We honor them on 
Memorial Day as well. 

As I am thinking about Memorial 
Day this year, I am continuing to be 
frustrated with how we treat our vet- 
erans. The Veterans’ Administration 
system is not what it should be, and it 
continues, it seems to me, that the 
Veterans’ Administration wants to 
focus on what is good for the Veterans’ 
Administration instead of what is good 
for veterans. I am tired of it. I think 
many people in the country are tired of 
it, and we need to do something about 
it. We got a report in our State this 
week about one of the St. Louis facili- 
ties—the John Cochran Hospital. This 
hospital has had seven acting directors 
in 2 years. It is a hospital with prob- 
lems. It is a hospital that is not serv- 
ing veterans the way it should, and it 
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has had seven acting directors in 2 
years. I cannot contact the same direc- 
tor twice before they are gone, and the 
new director is trying to figure out 
what the problems are. It seems to me, 
before they can figure out what the 
problems are, there is another new act- 
ing director. 

We just had an inspector general re- 
port on that hospital, and the inspector 
general report found 45 areas that 
needed improvement at a Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration hospital. These are issues 
such as dirty patient care areas, ex- 
pired medication, and inadequate staff 
training. We are not talking about hav- 
ing the most expensive or the best or 
the most up-to-date equipment; we are 
talking about getting the medicine off 
the shelf that is retired or having pa- 
tient care areas that are clean. Cer- 
tainly, like everywhere else at this fa- 
cility, just simply getting patients 
scheduled to come has been a problem. 

The Director of the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration, Mr. McDonald, needs to 
change the VA, not manage the VA. He 
came to this job with well-heralded 
management experiences, but this is 
not just a management job; this is a 
change job, and he needs to make those 
changes. There is no excuse for a 2-year 
vacancy in a troubled facility. There is 
no excuse for not looking at every way 
they can to provide more choices for 
veterans. 

It is clear the Congress wants to have 
more choices. Senator MORAN, from 
Kansas, has a bill I am proud to co- 
sponsor that emphasizes one more 
time—just in case we were not clear 
enough last year that we want veterans 
to have choices—that we want veterans 
to have choices. There is no reason for 
veterans to drive by a facility that 
could do a better job than a veterans 
facility only to stand in line at a vet- 
erans facility. 

There are a few things the VA system 
should be better at than anybody else. 
They should be better at dealing with 
post-traumatic stress and they should 
be better at prosthetics, the replace- 
ment of arms and legs. This is some- 
thing that—at least since before the 
Civil War—the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion has always been pretty good at be- 
cause they had a lot of tragic reasons 
to be good in this particular area. 

There is no reason to believe the Vet- 
erans’ Administration hospital is nec- 
essarily the best place to get your 
heart stent put in. There is no reason 
to believe the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion is necessarily the best place avail- 
able for you to have your cancer treat- 
ment. There is no reason to believe the 
Veterans’ Administration is the best 
place to go and have your kidney sur- 
gery. We ought to let veterans go to 
the best place. We ought to let vet- 
erans have more choices, particularly 
young veterans. 

Last year, I sponsored a bill called 
the Excellence in Mental Health Act. 
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By the way, we are launching that pro- 
gram right now and looking for the 
first eight States that are properly 
qualified facilities and want to treat 
mental health just as they do all phys- 
ical health. 

The Excellence in Mental Health Act 
brought forth the mental health com- 
munity and the law enforcement com- 
munity. Veterans group after veterans 
group—particularly young veterans— 
said they want to have more choices. 
They want to be able to go to places 
where they can take care of their 
health care problem in a way that 
works with their family and in a way 
that works with their work. 

These are important choices and Con- 
gress has spoken but apparently not 
quite loud enough. The Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration wants to say, if a veteran 
is within 45 miles of any facility, 
whether it provides the service they 
need or not—the most technical read- 
ing of the law would suggest it really 
doesn’t matter if they need a heart 
transplant. If they are within 45 miles 
of a facility where they can get their 
blood pressure checked, then they 
don’t qualify for the program that 
gives them more choices. That is a ri- 
diculous interpretation of the law. 

We will do our best to try to make 
the law clearer, but I think the Vet- 
erans’ Administration could make it 
clearer if they wanted to. They are 
afraid to compete, and we should won- 
der why they are afraid to compete. 

We looked at the problems at the 
Cochran Hospital and other facilities. 
We should understand why they are 
afraid to compete. This is not the way 
veterans should be treated. This is not 
the way we should be honoring our vet- 
erans. It is not the way we should be 
going home on Memorial Day, and I 
hope we commit ourselves to do a bet- 
ter job on this topic and, more impor- 
tantly, to force the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration to do the job it is supposed to 
do. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, at 
some point soon, I presume, the Senate 
is going to adjourn for the Memorial 
Day week break, and I want to say a 
few words on some of the important 
issues we are now confronting. 

I suspect later today there will be a 
vote on the TPP. I suspect that those 
who are for the TPP have the 60 votes 
necessary to pass it. I know there are a 
number of amendments that will be of- 
fered, and I will support the strongest 
of those amendments. But the bottom 
line is, in my view, that the TPP isa 
continuation of failed trade policy 
which has resulted in the loss of mil- 
lions of decent-paying jobs in this 
country, which has resulted in the loss 
of tens of thousands of manufacturing 
facilities as corporations have shut 
down in America and moved to China, 
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Mexico, and to other low-wage coun- 
tries. 

In my view, it is wrong to ask Amer- 
ican workers to compete against people 
in Vietnam, where the minimum wage 
is 56 cents an hour, to compete against 
people in Malaysia where, in some 
cases, you literally have indentured 
servitude, people who have lost their 
ability to leave the country and are 
working for incredibly low wages in 
horrendous working conditions. That is 
not what a trade policy should be. 

I hope our colleagues in the House 
have more resolve than we have had in 
the Senate, and I hope they stand up 
and say enough is enough. Current 
trade policies have failed. We need 
trade policies that work for the aver- 
age American and not just for the mul- 
tinational corporations. 

FREE COLLEGE FOR ALL ACT 

Mr. President, I also want to say a 
word on another issue that I know is of 
deep concern in the State of Vermont 
and I am quite confident is of concern 
in 49 other States as well. We are in a 
competitive global economy right now, 
and we have hundreds of thousands of 
bright, young people who want to go to 
college, get a higher education but 
today are unable to afford that higher 
education. 

Here we are desperately needing to 
have the best educated workforce in 
the world so we can compete effec- 
tively, and what we are saying to our 
bright, young people is, sorry, you are 
not going to be able to get the edu- 
cation you need in order to get the 
high-quality jobs that are available in 
this country. 

What we are saying to hundreds of 
thousands of those young people is, no, 
you are not going to be doctors, you 
are not going to be nurses, you are not 
going to be scientists, you are not 
going to become teachers, you are not 
going to be able to become employees 
in high-tech companies because you 
just don’t have the education. 

Frankly, I think that is absolutely 
absurd not only for the dreams of low- 
and moderate-income young people 
who want to make it into the middle 
class, but also it is absurd if we are 
talking about the future of this coun- 
try having a strong economy. 

Thirty years ago, the United States 
led the world in terms of the percent- 
age of our young people who had a col- 
lege degree. Today, we are in 12th 
place. We are in 12th place, and we are 
competing against countries all over 
the world that understand the impor- 
tance of their young people getting the 
education that is needed in this day 
and age. 

We are also facing a related problem 
in that we have millions of people— 
many of whom are no longer young— 
who are dealing with incredibly oppres- 
sive and large student debt. The aver- 
age graduate now of a 4-year college is 
approximately $29,000 in debt. That is 
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the average. So there are many more 
who are graduating $30,000 or $40,000 in 
debt. If a person goes to graduate 
school, that number goes much higher. 

I recall speaking some months ago to 
a young woman in Burlington, VT, 
whose crime was that she went to med- 
ical school and is now practicing pri- 
mary health care among low-income 
people, which is exactly what we need 
to see happening in this country. Yet 
she is saddled with a $300,000 debt. I 
talked to dentists who are also prac- 
ticing in community health centers, 
where we need them. We have a major 
dental crisis in this country. They are 
saddled with a $250,000 debt. 

Now, what is absurd about the cur- 
rent student debt situation is that ata 
time when a person can go out and get 
an auto loan for 1 percent or 2 percent, 
millions of our young and middle-aged 
people are paying interest rates on 
their student debt of 4, 5, 6, 7 percent, 
and even higher than that. So how does 
it happen that a person can go out and 
get an auto loan for 1 or 2 percent, how 
does it happen that a person can refi- 
nance their home mortgage to take ad- 
vantage of low interest rates, yet peo- 
ple are stuck with 5, 6, 7 percent in in- 
terest rates on their student loans? It 
makes no sense to me at all. 

The other part of that is that over a 
10-year period, the Federal Government 
now makes over $80 billion in profits 
from student loans. Frankly, I would 
rather see the Federal Government 
make that money than the private 
banks. But, in fact, the Federal Gov- 
ernment should not be profiting off of 
the loans that were needed by low- and 
moderate-income students and their 
families. That is not a way to make 
money. 

So I have introduced legislation 
called the Free College For All Act, 
and it is a very simple piece of legisla- 
tion. What it says is that, No. 1, we are 
going to make in this country tuition- 
free college for all public colleges and 
public universities in America—tui- 
tion-free. We are going to do that by 
establishing a matching grant program 
of 2 to 1 from the Federal Govern- 
ment—$1 for the State. When we do 
that, it will mean that every qualified 
young person in this country who 
wants to get a higher education will be 
able to go to their State colleges, their 
State University and do it tuition-free. 

Now, is that an expensive propo- 
sition? It is an expensive proposition. 
But I think long term, by having a 
well-educated society, by allowing 
young people today who cannot afford 
to go to college to get that education, 
from an economic point of view, we 
will gain significantly by this legisla- 
tion. 

This legislation is also paid for in a 
fair and progressive way. It says to the 
people on Wall Street who have made 
huge, huge sums of money by specu- 
lating in a whole lot of arcane and dan- 
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gerous financial tools that we are 
going to establish in this country a tax 
on stock transfer—a transfer-stock 
fee—of one-half of 1 percent. That will 
raise more than enough money to pro- 
vide a tuition-free education in our 
public colleges and universities. 

So this is an issue that I am going to 
pursue. I think it is important, if we 
want to deal with income inequality 
and if we want to make sure that ev- 
erybody in this country gets the edu- 
cation they need, regardless of the in- 
come of their families. 

USA PATRIOT ACT 

Mr. President, there is another issue 
I wish to very briefly touch on as well 
today. That issue deals with the USA 
PATRIOT Act and FISA and civil lib- 
erties in this country. Let me make a 
few basic points. 

There is nobody in the Senate, there 
is nobody in the House who does not 
understand that there are terrorist 
groups out there that want to attack 
the United States of America and our 
allies and that want to do us harm. 
There is nobody in the Senate or in the 
House or, I think, in the United States 
of America who does not believe that 
as a nation we have to do everything 
we Can to protect the people of our 
country from terrorist attacks. There 
is no debate on that. What the debate 
is about is how we protect the Amer- 
ican people without undermining the 
Constitution of the United States of 
America or undermining the privacy 
rights of the American people. 

I think everybody does understand 
and should understand that modern 
technology in all of its forms—from 
iPhones to a dozen or 100 different 
ways—has greatly outstripped public 
policy in terms of protecting privacy 
rights. By and large, the privacy rights 
we have on the books now were written 
years and years before the development 
of the technologies we see right now. 

It is absolutely imperative that as a 
nation we begin a serious conversation, 
which includes some of the most 
knowledgeable people in this country— 
people who know about what tech- 
nology can do today and what it can do 
tomorrow, people who are concerned 
about civil liberties and privacy rights, 
our law enforcement officials, our na- 
tional security people, and Members of 
Congress. What that discussion should 
be about is pretty simple: How do we 
protect our country against terrorism 
at the same time that we protect our 
privacy rights and our constitutional 
freedoms. 

As we consider whether to reauthor- 
ize parts of the PATRIOT Act, we must 
take stock of where we are today. It is 
no secret that NSA collects vast sums 
of information and at one point or an- 
other has collected information on vir- 
tually every person in this country 
who uses a telephone. That is no great 
secret. Since June 2013, we have 
learned that the NSA collects phone 
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call metadata, including the numbers 
of both parties, location, time, and du- 
ration. They collect text messages, 
email chat, and Internet browsing his- 
tory; smart phone app data, including 
Google Maps, which can pinpoint a per- 
son's location to within a few yards. 
They collect maps of people's social 
networks, bank and credit card trans- 
actions. This is just the tip of the ice- 
berg. There is undoubtedly much more 
being done that we simply don't know 
anything about. 

Further, local governments and other 
agencies are also collecting informa- 
tion about the movements and the hab- 
its of law-abiding Americans. When we 
drive down the street, there are cam- 
eras that can take pictures of license 
plates. There are cameras on street 
corners, cameras in private buildings. 
The government knows where we are 
traveling and how long we are gone. 
Let's be clear. While today we are fo- 
cusing appropriately on the role of the 
Federal Government in issues of civil 
liberties, we must also understand that 
it is not just the government that is 
collecting information on law-abiding 
Americans. In fact, the private sector’s 
collection of information is just as in- 
trusive and equally dangerous. Private 
companies, private corporations know 
a whole lot about what we do. Our 
every move can be tracked by a smart 
phone. Almost two-thirds of the Amer- 
ican people, by the way, have smart 
phones. 

Private companies can know what we 
read, what we are emailing about, what 
Web sites we visit. They know when we 
have purchased a ticket, and they 
know where that trip is taking us. 
They know whether we are going on a 
plane or a train or a bus. When we go 
to a grocery store, our discount card 
gets scanned and the grocery store 
knows exactly what we are eating. It is 
the same situation at the pharmacy. 
They know what kind of medicine we 
are buying, enabling people to make 
judgments about one’s health. They 
know when a woman is pregnant based 
on her purchases. In the name of fit- 
ness, people are wearing watches and 
Fitbits that record our heart rate and 
exercise pattern and how much we 
sleep. 

In the wrong hands, this information 
could prevent us from getting health 
insurance through our jobs. It could 
even prevent us from getting hired in 
the first place. In other words, enor- 
mous, enormous, undreamed of 
amounts of information are out there 
and, in the wrong hands, that could be 
a real danger to our country and to the 
lives of millions of innocent people. 

This is what the attack on privacy 
looks like. Someone can access our 
phone calls. They can access our credit 
card records. They can comb through 
our purchases. They can analyze our 
spending habits. They can access our 
emails and our contacts. They can 


May 22, 2015 


track our movements. Pretty much 
anything and everything we do these 
days can be tracked and recorded. 

Now, many of my colleagues come to 
the floor of the Senate and talk about 
America being a free country. Well, if 
somebody knows everything we are 
doing, maybe it is time to recognize 
that we are not quite as free as we 
think we are. I know that in response 
to the argument I am raising, people 
will say: Well, trust these large cor- 
porations; trust the government. They 
are honest people. By and large, many 
of them are. I am not suggesting other- 
wise. 

In terms of government policy, how- 
ever, let us not forget that 45 years ago 
we had a President of the United 
States named Richard Nixon. And what 
Richard Nixon believed was that any- 
thing the President of the United 
States did, by definition, was legal. 
The President can break into his or her 
opponent’s political headquarters—not 
a problem. He is the President. He can 
spy on people—not a problem. He is the 
President. 

So I ask my colleagues and the 
American people—and I do not suggest 
for one second that this is true of the 
Obama administration. But I ask the 
American people to think about what 
happens in the future if we have a 
President who really does believe that 
he or she is the law, that he or she can 
or should have access to the kinds of 
information that are out there. Think 
about the incredible power the admin- 
istration has, the potential for black- 
mail, the political advantages that ad- 
ministration has. 

People say: Well, it is a pretty crazy 
idea. It is never going to happen. 

Well, a lot of things have happened 
that we never thought could happen. 

It seems to me that now is the time 
for us as a nation, for us as elected offi- 
cials to have a very important con- 
versation about how we balance our 
need—of which there is no debate—to 
protect the American people against 
terrorist attacks while at the same 
time we respect the privacy rights and 
the constitutional rights of our people 
and how we maintain America as a free 
and open society. 

I got involved in this issue a number 
of years ago when I voted against the 
USA PATRIOT Act. I remember some 
librarians in the State of Vermont 
came to me and they said: You know, 
as a result of section 215 of the USA 
PATRIOT Act, law enforcement offi- 
cials—the FBI can come to a librarian 
and demand that the librarian provide 
information about the books people are 
borrowing from the library. 

Of course, section 215 goes a lot fur- 
ther than that. 

Do we want to be a nation in which 
we are looking over our shoulders and 
worrying about the books we are read- 
ing because somebody may say: Oh, 
well, you are reading a book about 
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Osama bin Laden; clearly, you must be 
a terrorist. Is that really the kind of 
fear we want to see established in this 
country? 

So I say to my colleagues, it is great 
to come to the floor and talk about 
freedom, but what freedom is about ul- 
timately is the right of people to do 
what they want to do in a law-abiding 
way without harming other people. 
That is called freedom. In my view, 
people have a right to make a tele- 
phone call today without that informa- 
tion being collected by the govern- 
ment. People have a right to go on the 
Internet and send an email with the ab- 
solute assurance that as law-abiding 
citizens their visits to a Web site or the 
emails they send will not be tracked by 
the government. People have a right to 
go to a grocery store and make pur- 
chases without somebody knowing 
what they are buying. 

I intend to introduce legislation 
shortly which will call for a com- 
prehensive review of data collection by 
public and private entities and the im- 
pact that data is having on the Amer- 
ican people. I don’t know if this is a 
progressive piece of legislation or a 
conservative piece of legislation, but I 
would hope this concept would have 
broad support across the political spec- 
trum from people who actually do be- 
lieve in a free society, that our young 
people should not be worried about the 
kinds of books they read or the Web 
sites they visit. 

We must bring together leaders in 
the technology world, people who not 
only know what technology today is 
doing as far as invading our privacy 
rights but what the future holds, be- 
cause I am quite certain that every sin- 
gle day, this technology is growing 
more and more sophisticated and more 
and more intrusive, and sitting down 
with people who are experts on tech- 
nology—we have to have civil libertar- 
ians, people who understand what the 
First Amendment is, what the Fourth 
Amendment is, what our Bill of Rights 
is about, what our Constitution is 
about, and, of course, involved in that 
discussion must be law enforcement 
and our security experts. The goal of 
all of this must be to create legislation 
which does everything we can to pro- 
tect the safety of the American people 
but also protects our privacy rights 
and our constitutional rights. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle on 
that legislation. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Thank you, 
President. 

I have been on the floor a number of 
times this week talking about the im- 
portance of trade and talking about the 
need for us to expand more exports 
around the world. The United States 
has not been in a position for 7 years to 
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do that. That is why trade promotion 
authority is incredibly important to 
our workers, our farmers, and the peo- 
ple we represent. By doing so, we will 
give people a shot at actually increas- 
ing their salary and their family’s in- 
come because trade jobs tend to pay 
better and have better benefits. 


In my home State of Ohio, 60 percent 
of our soybean crop is exported. We 
want to be sure those farmers have ac- 
cess to more markets. Twenty-five per- 
cent of our manufacturing jobs—fac- 
tory jobs—are now trade jobs. So these 
exports are very important. 


Unfortunately, what has happened 
over the last 7 years is that as we try 
to sell our products and our services to 
the 95 percent of the world outside of 
our borders, it is getting harder be- 
cause other countries are concluding 
trade agreements with each other. 


So during this time when the United 
States has basically been sitting on the 
sidelines, other countries have nego- 
tiated trade-opening agreements. This 
means lowering tariffs and nontariff 
barriers, actually taking market share 
away from us that we would otherwise 
have. So this is an important issue. If 
you are for jobs, you should be for ex- 
ports. You should be for the U.S. Gov- 
ernment helping our workers and help- 
ing us to be able to knock down these 
barriers. 


Other countries tend to have higher 
tariffs. They tend to have higher non- 
tariff barriers. So this is part of what 
we ought to be about in this body. I am 
glad we are finally taking this up. The 
administration now supports this. That 
is good. However, as we do that, we 
also have to be darn sure that the play- 
ing field is more level. 


What do I mean by that? Well, we 
know that other countries have higher 
tariffs than we do, on average. But 
they also do other things that make it 
harder for our workers to compete. One 
is that they subsidize their products. 
We know this because we have taken a 
number of these countries to court— 
meaning the World Trade Organiza- 
tion—about this very topic. 


Here in the United States, we have 
the ability, if a company is selling into 
our market with a subsidized product, 
to seek relief for that. We should. It is 
not fair. Second, some countries just 
want to dump their products here in 
the United States at below their cost. 
Why? It is kind of like what they say 
in business: This is a loss leader. They 
will take a loss on it, but they will get 
market share and knock out a U.S. 
competitor. That takes jobs away from 
us. That is also not fair. 


Again, there are international tribu- 
nals that deal with this, but also we 
have our laws here in this country that 
say: If you are dumping your product 
here in the United States, that is con- 
sidered unfair. A company can bring a 
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case. If they can prove they are materi- 
ally injured—that the company is ma- 
terially injured—they can find some re- 
lief there. 

So as we are expanding opportunities 
for trade all around the world, which is 
a good thing, we also have to be sure 
that our laws work to protect our 
workers who are not getting a fair 
shake. By the way, a lot of these work- 
ers are doing everything right, every- 
thing that is being asked of them. They 
are going through worker retraining to 
learn how to operate the most highly 
technical, sophisticated machines that 
are the most efficient. 

Frankly, that often results in fewer 
jobs, but it results also in very high 
quality U.S. products that are being 
made with the best technology. Some 
of these workers have been asked to 
make concessions in their pay or their 
benefits in order to be competitive. 
What they say to me is: ROB, you know 
we are in a global marketplace. We 
know we are going to have to compete. 
We know it is not just about competing 
with Indiana anymore; it is about com- 
peting with India, China, Japan, Brazil, 
and the European Union. So we are 
willing to become more competitive, to 
learn these skills, to play by these 
global rules. But once we do that, we 
want that playing field to be level. 

That is fair. That is the least that 
they should expect from us here in the 
Congress—to ensure that while they 
are making these changes to be more 
competitive that we are watching their 
back. That is what a lot of the debate 
has been about with regard to this 
trade promotion authority vote that 
we are having. 

This is the opportunity for Congress 
to express its will as to what these 
trade negotiations ought to look like. 
It is not about a specific negotiation, 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership or the 
TTIP negotiations with the EU or 
other bilateral relationships, it is 
about establishing what Congress be- 
lieves ought to be the right rules going 
forward. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1299 

I am very hopeful that today on the 
floor we will have the opportunity to 
vote on a couple of different amend- 
ments related to this. One that the 
Presiding Officer is very well aware of 
is a strong interest of mine. It is ensur- 
ing that other countries do not manip- 
ulate their currency so that their ex- 
ports are less expensive to us and our 
exports that we send to them are more 
expensive. That is not fair. 

When they intervene deliberately in 
their currency for that purpose and do 
it in a large-scale and protected way, 
that is called currency manipulation. 
There are rules against it. The Inter- 
national Monetary Fund has rules 
against it. As an example, every one of 
the partners in the trade agreement 
that is being negotiated now with the 
Pacific countries—every one of those 
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countries in the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship—has signed up to those obliga- 
tions already. 

So the amendment we will be voting 
on today simply says: Here is the 
standard that you have already agreed 
to. Let’s say that when you are negoti- 
ating a trade agreement with us to 
lower barriers—both here in the United 
States, to give them more access to our 
market, and to give us more access to 
their market, which, as I said earlier, 
is something we have to be doing to 
help our farmers and our workers—let’s 
be sure that those benefits cannot be 
undone by them going in and manipu- 
lating their currency, which is a mar- 
ket distortion. 

Most countries would say: We agree 
with that. We are not doing it. Cur- 
rently that is true. I don’t think any of 
the 12 countries we are talking about 
here are currently doing it. I will say 
that they have in the past. Since 2012, 
I do not believe Japan has been doing 
it. Don’t take my word for it. Listen to 
the International Monetary Fund and 
the Department of Treasury. They give 
us a report every year on this. 

But before that, they did it over 300 
times. It makes it a whole lot harder 
for us to compete. Again, our workers 
and our farmers are willing to be the 
most productive, the most efficient. 
They know they have to compete. We 
should applaud them for that. We 
should support them and help them. 
But they want to be sure that after 
they have done all of that and after we 
have reduced some of these barriers, 
the playing field does not tilt, making 
it easier for these other countries to 


send their products here, which 
outcompete ours because of currency 
manipulation. 


That is what that issue is all about. 
There will be two amendments, one of 
which will be offered by Senator HATCH 
and one offered by me and Senator 
STABENOW. The one that we are offer- 
ing is one that does have teeth in it. In 
other words, it seems to be an enforce- 
able provision. But it leaves the discre- 
tion within the Office of the U.S. Trade 
Representative to determine how that 
is done. This is an office that I had the 
honor of holding at one time. I had the 
great honor of representing our coun- 
try all around the world in negotiating 
agreements and talking about these 
very issues with other countries. 

I can tell you that sometimes other 
countries may not want to talk about 
it, but at the end of the day, they know 
that currency manipulation is bad for 
everybody. It is bad for the inter- 
national trading system. It is tempting 
to do because short term, it makes 
your exports less expensive. If you 
want to be an export-driven economy, 
as China is, that helps sometimes. 

But it is not ultimately in anybody’s 
best interests. So let’s have these dis- 
ciplines, but let’s make them enforce- 
able, so that there is some ability for 
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us to truly stop this manipulation, to 
discourage it, to have disciplines in 
place. That is what that amendment is 
going to be about. By the way, I know 
the administration has said they do 
not support this. It is interesting be- 
cause here is Secretary Lew’s letter 
this week to Congress: ‘‘Holding our 
trade partners accountable for their 
currency practices has always been im- 
portant to this administration.” 

Well, let’s hold them accountable. I 
agree with him. I agree with this let- 
ter. I do not agree with his rec- 
ommended veto threat to the Presi- 
dent, should we actually put account- 
able language into trade promotion au- 
thority. So I hope they will stick with 
this letter and not his recommendation 
to the President. The President himself 
has talked about this. 

He has talked about his opposition to 
currency manipulation, and, by the 
way, so have 60 Senators. This was in 
2013. They are not all currently serving 
in the Senate, but 60 Senators actually 
signed a letter saying: “In our trade 
agreements, we must have accountable, 
enforceable currency manipulation 
provisions.” 

So most of this body has been on 
record in the past. This is what the 
President said back in 2007. It was not 
this week, but it was 2007. He said he 
would work with his colleagues in the 
Senate to ensure that any trade agree- 
ment brought before this Congress is 
measured not against the administra- 
tion’s commitment—not just a com- 
mitment, but that we will do this—but 
instead against the rights of Americans 
to protection from unfair trade prac- 
tices, including currency manipula- 
tion. 

So the notion that the President 
might veto this because it has protec- 
tions against currency manipulation—I 
do not think so. I think he understands 
the importance of trade promotion au- 
thority. I certainly do. I think he 
knows that we need to get off the side- 
lines and get back in the business of 
negotiating agreements that make 
sense for our farmers, our workers, and 
our service providers. 

But I think in his heart, he also real- 
izes he has to have this discipline in 
place. The alternative, by the way, 
would be interesting. You could end up 
with lowering tariffs and nontariff bar- 
riers in this agreement. Then one of 
these countries that has previously 
been involved in currency manipula- 
tion, such as Malaysia or Japan could 
step in and do it again and undo so 
many of the benefits. That would be 
pretty tough to explain to our con- 
stituents. We had the opportunity to 
address this and chose not to. Some are 
concerned about this being a poison 
pill. I would just say the obvious. If 
you have more protections in here, it 
won’t be harder to pass this in the 
House of Representatives, because the 
concern, obviously, a lot of people have 
is that trade is somehow not fair. 
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I agree that we ought to pass trade 
promotion authority. It is incredibly 
important to the people I represent. It 
is incredibly important to our country. 
It is even a geopolitical issue now be- 
cause America’s footprint in that re- 
gion of the world, Asia-Pacific, should 
be greater. We are competing with 
China in so many respects. One is with 
regard to commerce. 

China is one of those countries that 
are negotiating agreements pretty rap- 
idly with countries all throughout the 
region. It is important that we get 
back in the business of establishing 
those trade ties. That is the geo- 
political issue. 

I would even say it is a national secu- 
rity issue and a strategic issue. But it 
is also just important to our economy. 
We all want to give this economy a 
shot in the arm. This weak recovery we 
are working through right now is 
weaker because we are not seeing the 
gains in exports we would otherwise 
see if we were opening up these mar- 
kets. By the way, we only have free 
trade agreements with 10 percent of the 
global GDP. 

If you think about it, we don’t have 
an agreement with the EU or with 
China or with Japan or with many 
other large economies, such as Brazil. 
But with about 10 percent of the world 
we do have trade agreements. We send 
47 percent of our exports to that 10 per- 
cent of the world. From Ohio, by the 
way, it is more than half. It is about 52 
percent of our exports. But again, as 
we do that, let’s be darn sure that we 
are leveling that playing field, that we 
are addressing these issues we all know 
exist, whether it is dumping products 
here or whether it is illegally sub- 
sidizing products or whether it is ma- 
nipulating currency. It seems to me 
that this is the right balance. It seems 
to me that this is something that Con- 
gress owes the people I represent—to 
watch their backs, to make sure they 
get a fair shake. 

The other amendment that I hope we 
will have the opportunity to vote on 
this afternoon is being discussed right 
now in another room off this Chamber. 
It is an amendment that ensures that 
you have a more level playing field 
with regard to being able to bring these 
cases against companies that sell their 
products in the United States unfairly 
because they sell them at below cost, 
they dump them or they subsidize 
them. 

There are governments that do a lot 
of subsidization. Again, that is another 
market distortion. We should fight 
against it. The rules that are currently 
in place have been there a long time. 
They are consistent with the World 
Trade Organization. Other countries 
have these rules in place as well. But I 
will tell you that the way in which 
companies seek relief and get relief 
right now is far from perfect, because 
so often, by the time a company can 
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show that they are materially in- 
jured—which is the standard—it is too 
late. The market share is gone. Many 
of the workers are gone. Sometimes 
the companies themselves are gone. 

This legislation is going to be offered 
by Senator BROWN, my colleague from 
Ohio, and me. Senator BROWN has been 
talking about this issue on the floor. 
He is passionate about it. When we 
travel around the State, both of us, to 
places such as Cleveland, Toledo, 
Youngstown, and Dayton, we hear 
about this issue. 

We hear: Yes, we can operate on a 
level playing field, but please help us 
to ensure that when we find a product 
that is subsidized and when we find a 
product that is being dumped here, we 
have the chance to be able to get the 
relief that we deserve. 

So this amendment enhances those 
protections for Ohio workers seeking 
relief from these illegally undersold or 
subsidized imports. By the way, the 
amendment is now backed by over 80 
trade associations and companies, in- 
cluding some great companies in Ohio: 
Nucor, ArcelorMittal, U.S. Steel, 
Timken, and others. It is a common- 
sense, bipartisan measure that basi- 
cally says that workers should not 
have to lose their jobs before their 
company can get relief from these ille- 
gal actions. And 78 out of 100 of my col- 
leagues here on the floor of the Senate 
recently backed a Customs bill that in- 
cluded this language. So there is a lot 
of support for this here on the floor. 

We would love to get this included in 
this legislation because this is the leg- 
islation that is the most likely to move 
through the House and to the Presi- 
dent. This is the legislation where it 
ought to be, given that we are talking 
about how to expand exports. That is 
good. But also ensure that we have 
more fairness in terms of international 
trade situations. 

Last night on the floor, I was talking 
about AK Steel, in West Chester, OH. 
They have 4,000 workers in the State of 
Ohio. I talked about their production 
facilities in Zanesville, OH. Some 250 
workers are there—UAW workers. They 
make grain-oriented electrical steel. It 
is a specialty steel. It is exported all 
over the world. 

I went through what happened to 
them. They were exporting it to China. 
China illegally shut out this kind of 
specialty steel. They lost 92 percent of 
their exports to China, even though it 
was illegal for China to do it. The U.S. 
Government took China to the World 
Trade Organization and won. China 
then appealed that. China used all the 
time they could to avoid complying 
with that order. By the time it was 
over, it was 5 or 6 years. They lost 92 
percent of their exports. So they lost 
hundreds of jobs in Ohio because they 
couldn’t get into that Chinese market. 

By the way, it is now happening in 
the European Union. For other pur- 
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poses—apparently because of concern 
about other products—the European 
Union is also now blocking some of this 
specialty steel made in my home State 
of Ohio. 

So it happens overseas; we know 
that. Yet, when this same company 
goes to our Commerce Department and 
our International Trade Commission to 
seek relief for illegally traded imports 
coming in—these are imports which are 
illegally traded—they have a hard time 
getting relief in time for it to be help- 
ful to them being able to get on their 
feet. So American products are shut 
out of China and the EU, but American 
workers cannot get the help they de- 
serve in a timely manner to keep ille- 
gally traded imports from flooding our 
market. 

This amendment would change that. 
This is the amendment we have been 
talking about. It is called the level the 
playing field amendment. It helps pro- 
tect thousands of American jobs that 
would otherwise be put at risk because 
our trade laws frankly haven’t kept up 
with the speed of international com- 
merce. 

I had some Ohio steel pipe and tube 
manufacturing companies in my office 
yesterday. As some of you know, Ohio 
is a leader in this part of the steel in- 
dustry, which is a growth industry for 
the most part because there are a lot 
more oil and gas wells, natural gas 
wells cropping up around the country. 
These companies employ thousands of 
workers across my State. 

Frankly, they are having a tough 
time because of the market—nothing 
to do with imports but the fact that 
the price of oil is such that it is harder 
to justify drilling new wells. So the 
fracking has slowed down and they 
have lost some business. 

But the other thing that has hap- 
pened is there has been a surge of for- 
eign imports. So there are now a record 
number of imports of pipe and tube 
products coming into this country at a 
time when our companies are already 
seeing kind of a soft market because of 
the lower price of oil and less activity 
in the oilfields and natural gas fields in 
Ohio and around the country. 

So there are companies, such as 
TimkenSteel, which has over 1,000 
workers in Canton, OH, that are con- 
tinuing to make investments in their 
plants so they can be updated, modern, 
and the most efficient plants in the 
world. 

They just made a $300 million invest- 
ment. Indeed, I was there recently. I 
was able to visit with them and see 
some of their new investments. It will 
be one of the most modern steel plants 
in the world. Their export products are 
very impressive. They send them all 
over the world. These are engineered 
steel products. Just yesterday, they 
told me they are now approaching 
about 50-percent capacity. That is 
barely breaking even for them. By the 
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way, they are at a higher capacity than 
most in the industry these days. Again, 
it is a combination of a soft market 
and a record number of imports of pipe 
and tube products. 

A little further east, in the Mahoning 
Valley, Vallourec in Youngstown also 
produces pipe and tube products. Some 
of you have followed Vallourec because 
it has been in the news. It is kind of a 
poster child for what American manu- 
facturers should be doing, which is in- 
vesting in plant and equipment. It is 
the first new steel mill in Mahoning 
Valley in probably a couple of genera- 
tions. It is very exciting. But, boy, 
they are having a tough time right 
now. Even though they have invested 
in their infrastructure and they are 
doing all the right things and they are 
becoming more competitive, they are 
having a tough time. 

Some of you may know about them 
because actually just a couple of years 
ago President Obama was in that fac- 
tory in Youngstown using it as a back- 
drop to tout our American manufac- 
turing comeback. 

A record level of import penetration 
is now causing incredible disruption in 
their production. These imports are en- 
tering our country at very low prices, 
and we all suspect this is the basis for 
a future trade remedy case. Again, it is 
either dumping, selling below cost, or a 
subsidized product. They want to make 
sure they have the ability to bring this 
case before it is too late. Our trade 
remedy laws haven’t kept up with the 
fast pace of the global economy. 
Vallourec had 1,200 workers in Youngs- 
town just a couple years ago. They 
have now had to furlough 300 workers, 
and I am told they are at about 20 per- 
cent capacity. 

Last week when I was on the floor, I 
talked about another company, 
Wheatland Tube, which is also in 
Mahoning Valley. I now have an email 
from one of the officials at Wheatland 
Tube, and this is what he said: 

As an individual employed in manufac- 
turing, I understand better than most that 
trade is a key component for economic 
growth. 

He starts off saying they know we 
need to trade. Then he says: 

However, it’s important for U.S. manufac- 
turers (i.e. steel pipe and tube producers) to 
have the tools to challenge unfair trade, and 
that’s why I believe that ANY and ALL fu- 
ture trade agreements considered must in- 
clude enforcement provisions to ensure that 
trade is conducted fairly. 

As a U.S. citizen who makes a living in 
manufacturing ... provisions included in 
the Leveling the Playing Field Act— 

That is the amendment I am talking 
about— 
will close loop holes in the trade laws to en- 
sure that companies can access these laws to 
challenge trade distorting practices. I also 
support language in the TPP that prevents 
currency manipulation and the “dumping” 
of foreign products in the U.S. 

It’s essential that provisions to close loop 
holes in trade laws are included in a final 
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trade bill. After all, there’s a huge difference 
between FAIR trade and FREE trade. JMC 
Steel Group— 

Which is the parent of his organiza- 
tion— 
relies on these laws, and has utilized them in 
recent years to challenge trade distorting 
practices that have injured our industry and 
our employees. Without laws to regulate un- 
fair trade, I know my job— 

“My job,” he says— 
and the jobs of thousands of other manufac- 
turing workers, is at risk. 

So to Mike Mack, who sent me this 
email from Wheatland Tube in Warren, 
OH, I appreciate your expressing your 
point of view, and I appreciate your 
supporting this amendment. I appre- 
ciate the fact that you understand that 
trade is important and that you have 
to be competitive. And that is not 
easy. It requires some concessions, and 
it requires some sacrifices. But once 
you do that, we have to be sure we have 
their back. 

When these American pipe and tube 
manufacturers were in my office yes- 
terday, they said one thing that really 
worried me. They said: If our trade 
remedy laws aren’t fixed and fixed 
quickly, one of us will not be at this 
table next year because we will be out 
of business. 

These are good companies. These are 
companies that are doing the right 
thing. And they are telling me: Look 
around the table. There are several of 
us here now. At least one of us may not 
be here next year. 

Because of these concerns we are 
hearing from workers and companies, 
we are offering a very simple and mod- 
est clarification of U.S. law regarding 
the definition of “material injury.” In 
fact, I believe it is actually exactly 
what Congress intended originally. 

The proposed legislation makes no 
changes to the definition of ‘‘material 
injury.’’ Instead, the legislation clari- 
fies that “the [International Trade] 
Commission shall not determine that 
there is no material injury or threat of 
material industry to a domestic indus- 
try merely because the domestic indus- 
try is profitable or because the per- 
formance of the domestic industry has 
recently improved.” I think this clari- 
fication underscores what the current 
language already shows. The definition 
of ‘‘material injury”” is not intended to 
be so burdensome on U.S. companies 
that they have to go under or at least 
see job loss before they can get the re- 
lief they deserve. 

I hope this amendment will be sup- 
ported, as it was in the Customs pack- 
age. I hope we can get it to the floor 
for a vote. I think it is incredibly im- 
portant that we make sure this goes 
along with something that is also very 
important, which is to expand our ex- 
ports all around the world. 

We want to be sure American compa- 
nies that are being harmed by illegal 
imports feel we are here to back them 
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up and know they won’t have to wait 
and watch as subsidized or dumped im- 
ports put them on the verge of going 
out of business and laying off hundreds, 
if not thousands, of workers. 

So the whole notion here is that be- 
fore companies are gravely or severely 
injured, they have the chance to make 
their case, that they can have con- 
fidence that the U.S. trade laws will be 
enforced as Congress originally in- 
tended them to and that they will be 
able to compete on this level playing 
field. 

Protecting workers and jobs is not a 
partisan issue; this is something both 
sides of the aisle believe in. It is about 
fairness. It is about ensuring that 
those factory workers and towns all 
across America understand that as we 
expand exports, aS we open trade be- 
tween countries, we are also looking 
out for them and ensuring it is done in 
a fair way. 

But if they are willing to work hard, 
play by the rules, they can indeed not 
just succeed but thrive here in this, the 
greatest country on the face of the 
Earth, the country that has this econ- 
omy that has been in the past the envy 
of the entire world, on the cutting 
edge. We need to get back to that. We 
need to continue making things in this 
country. We need to continue encour- 
aging innovation and creativity. In 
doing so, we will be able to have the 
kind of robust economic recovery all of 
us hope for. Part of this is trade, more 
exports, and being sure it is fair. Part 
of this is ensuring that in this body, we 
provide those rules of the road. If we do 
so, I believe we will not only be able to 
help the people we represent, as we 
should, but also begin to rebuild a con- 
sensus around the importance of trade. 

Some of you have probably followed 
what is going on in the House this 
week with regard to trade promotion 
authority. It is tough to find the votes, 
and I think that is reflective of the fact 
that a lot of our constituents back 
home are skeptical. They are skeptical 
about trade because they have seen too 
often, as I mentioned earlier, that 
other countries were not playing by 
the rules, and I gave the specific exam- 
ples of the U.S. steel company trying 
to sell its product in China or the EU 
and being blocked but not getting re- 
lief here. 

We can fix this. It is not a matter of 
changing our posture on trade. We are 
a country that is courageous. We be- 
lieve in trade. We are not going to 
shrink from it. But we are also a coun- 
try that believes in rules and believes 
in taking care of the people whom we 
represent so that they are not unfairly 
treated in the international market- 
place. That is what this debate is 
about. 

I hope we will have a good vote on 
the currency manipulation amendment 
we talked about. Whether or not we 
will be able to get up the other amend- 
ment is still a matter of debate, as I 
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understand it. I hope we will be able to 
work through that and offer this in- 
credibly important amendment, which 
is bipartisan, called level the playing 
field that I talked about. I think hav- 
ing votes on both of those strengthens 
trade promotion authority. Frankly, it 
makes it easier to get that legislation 
through the House and also, in the end, 
get America back in the business of 
helping the workers and farmers and 
the service providers whom we rep- 
resent. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

THE PATRIOT ACT 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, we 
will be talking about the PATRIOT Act 
and the USA FREEDOM Act that has 
been offered, and I think it is an impor- 
tant issue. I believe the PATRIOT Act 
provides critical tools that have helped 
protect America, and I believe it does 
so without any infringement on con- 
stitutional rights. 

Some say we have to compromise 
rights or balance rights against the 
threats. Maybe sometimes we have to 
do that. But when we wrote the PA- 
TRIOT Act in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee—of which I am a member, Sen- 
ator LEAHY is a strong libertarian, Sen- 
ator HATCH is a strong libertarian, Sen- 
ator HATCH was chairman, Senator 
LEAHY was ranking member, I had been 
a Federal prosecutor for 15 years; peo- 
ple like Jon Kyl and DIANNE FEINSTEIN 
and so many others worked on it for 
months—it wasn’t passed in a few days 
without thought. People talked about 
it. It was on the radio and television, 
we got letters, we had hearings with 
professors and constitutional scholars, 
law enforcement officers, some public 
and some classified briefings, and we 
tried to write a bill, and I believe did, 
that provided the Federal Government 
an expedited method to access phone 
call data, metadata as it is called, 
under section 215 of the act. 

Now, this data has no content—no 
phone communications at all. It is just 
phone numbers, even less than you get 
on your telephone bill when it comes to 
you in the mail every month. That 
data is maintained at the telephone 
companies in their records. Everybody 
who makes a phone call should know 
that, if they are alert to the world. So 
that record is not your personal record. 
That record is the telephone company’s 
record. 

Now, if you have documents at home, 
if you have records in your desk, 
records anywhere in your house, if you 
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have a gun or drugs that are illegal in 
your house, nobody can come in your 
house, they can’t go into your car, 
can’t go into your glove compartment 
or trunk without a court order because 
it is within your custody and you have 
a right, under the Fourth Amendment, 
to be free from an unreasonable search. 
The law enforcement officer has to get 
a court order, backed up by facts, be- 
fore they can breach that Fourth 
Amendment. 

Of course, the Fourth Amendment 
simply says that your right is against 
unreasonable search and seizure. It 
doesn’t say the government can never 
conduct a search. An unreasonable 
search and seizure is what the Con- 
stitution talks about. I would say, first 
and foremost, it is reasonable the gov- 
ernment be able to identify certain 
matters of evidence that could prevent 
a 9/11-type attack on America that 
could cause the deaths of thousands of 
Americans. 

So what is it that is provided for 
under this act? I am raising this be- 
cause I think my colleagues have mis- 
understood it, and they are more wor- 
ried about it than they should be. In 
fact, I think many of their worries are 
based on a false understanding of how 
the system works and a false under- 
standing of how law enforcement is 
conducted in America every day. 

So these telephone companies all 
maintain these records and they are 
accessible by law enforcement. And it 
does not take a court order, colleagues; 
it takes a subpoena. A subpoena is an 
order for production issued by an enti- 
ty empowered to issue subpoenas. 

The basic standard for a Drug En- 
forcement Administration agent to get 
people’s telephone records that are in 
the possession of a telephone company 
is the administrative subpoena. They 
do not have to go to a judge, they do 
not have to go to the U.S. attorney or 
any Federal prosecutor. They are em- 
powered if the documents are relevant 
to an investigation they are con- 
ducting because they are not an indi- 
vidual’s possession; they are the phone 
company’s records. This is done every 
day. 

Now, oddly, the FBI doesn’t have 
that power. The FBI is the Agency 
charged with the responsibility of in- 
vestigating and stopping terrorist at- 
tacks, but they have never been given 
this power. They have to issue their 
subpoenas simply by calling the Fed- 
eral prosecutor in the U.S. attorney’s 
office. I was a U.S. attorney for 12 
years, an assistant U.S. attorney for 
2%. I approved hundreds and hundreds, 
thousands of subpoenas. 

In almost every major investigation 
you want telephone toll records. You 
are investigating a drug dealer and you 
capture somebody and he starts pro- 
viding evidence. He says: I talked to 
the main drug dealer. How many 
times? Hundreds. Did you use a phone? 
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Yes. So you immediately subpoena the 
telephone records. Those come right in, 
and they can prove he is telling you 
the truth. He has made 50 or 100 phone 
calls to the main drug dealer. That cor- 
roborates his testimony and builds 
truth and power in the prosecution’s 
case that this person is indeed a drug 
dealer and this witness is telling the 
truth. 

Now, there are all sorts of reasons for 
getting documents. That is just one of 
them, but it is done every day by a sub- 
poena. As I said, a subpoena does not 
require a judge’s approval. 

So this all got stirred up in the PA- 
TRIOT Act, and we set up this proce- 
dure with judicial oversight where the 
phone companies’ phone data— 
metadata—is simply put in one secure 
system that is accessible by the Fed- 
eral Government. I don’t believe that 
violates any constitutional rights. It is 
just a mechanism by which to further 
the system. And before they can access 
it, the FBI, the National Security 
Agency, has to have more proof and 
put out more evidence and go through 
more hoops than the drug enforcement 
agent does to get your telephone 
records. Remember, these records have 
no names. They have nothing but a 
telephone number, the date the number 
was called, and how long the conversa- 
tion was. 

Nobody is accessing those records for 
personal gain. Only 30-some people in 
the United States have the ability to 
access this system. That is the way it 
works, and so I believe, colleagues, this 
does not in any way impact the integ- 
rity of the constitutional right to be 
free from unreasonable search and sei- 
zure under the Constitution. 

Somebody may say: Well, they could 
abuse that. Well, they could abuse it, 
that is true. But I have to tell you, I 
have seen this system. I have seen the 
people who operate it. They are not out 
there trying to corruptly spy on politi- 
cians or anyone else. I don’t know how 
they could use the system to do that 
anyway. Anybody who works at the 
telephone company can access your 
telephone toll records now. So how 
much security do you have in your 
telephone toll records, pray tell? 

But these people aren’t doing that. 
They are intensely focused. If they 
have information connecting a phone 
number to a foreign terrorist or ter- 
rorist organization and they can see 
other people have called that number. 
They can do some preliminary inves- 
tigations and if there is a hit and some 
information that coincides with other 
data they have, they may be able to in- 
vestigate it. That may lead to other in- 
formation that may stop an attack on 
the United States of America. 

These people are not after drug deal- 
ers, they are not after bank cheats, 
fraudsters or armed robbers; they are 
after terrorists. That is all they are au- 
thorized to use the system for. 
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I just have difficulty having the 
words to express how I feel about this. 

So this system can save this country 
from massive attacks. We know, and 
our officials are telling us, there are 
more threats out there than before. 

A lot of people watch these television 
programs, these CSI shows and things, 
and they get the false impression of the 
power of the American Government to 
conduct surveillance and the extent to 
which it is limited. I have worked with 
FBI agents, DEA and IRS agents. They 
are not risking their careers. They are 
not signing false statements. You see 
that sometimes on television. Even the 
heroes do things that violate the rules. 
In my experience, none of the Federal 
officers I dealt with violated the rules. 
If criminals walked, they walked. Even 
though they desperately needed some 
information, the agents do not lie, de- 
fraud or cheat. 

I will tell you, these people at the 
NSA aren’t doing that. They are patri- 
ots. They are the best kind of people 
you want to have serving in America. 
So I think this is an exaggerated thing. 

I hope, colleagues, we will spend 
more time identifying and looking 
through the challenges we face, the 
threats we face in America, and that 
we will examine this program and be 
sure we fully understand what is at 
stake and the advantages that it 
brings. The President has given us ex- 
amples of what will happen. Director 
Comey of the FBI said that losing 
these authorities would be a big prob- 
lem as the Agency uses section 215, the 
key section, in about 200 cases a year 
to get records through the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Court. 

By the way, colleagues, the Internal 
Revenue Service can issue an adminis- 
trative subpoena to get your bank 
records. I think they have the power to 
issue telephone toll records too—but, 
no, not here in this system. You have 
to go through the court process. 

We talk about the roving wiretap au- 
thority that would expire if we do not 
reauthorize these programs. That is 
used in counterespionage and counter- 
terrorism investigations and it allows 
the FBI to conduct surveillance on a 
person who may be using a burner 
phone. In other words, using a tele- 
phone and then throwing it away and 
switching to a new phone so they main- 
tain their ability to communicate 
without interception. 

This is important when you actually 
do get a warrant that allows a title III 
wiretap of a terrorist phone. You get 
this ability when you go to court. In 
the affidavits I have seen—in all 12 
years as a U.S. attorney, I think I had 
one or two wiretaps approved—they 
were hundreds of pages of affidavits. 
You have to monitor it all. It takes 
tremendous time, but if you are after a 
terrorist, a wiretap can be a decisive 
and important matter. 

Then, you face the problem of, well, 
you have a wiretap and it names the 
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phone and the number of it, but he 
throws that phone down and picks up 
another one. How do you deal with 
that? So this allows a roving wiretap 
and provides a mechanism for a person 
who changes phones, and it is con- 
sistent with the fundamental principle 
we use in drug cases and organized 
crime cases. 

In a Washington Times article pub- 
lished today, the President of the Law 
Enforcement Legal Defense Fund and 
former Assistant Director of the FBI, 
Ron Hosko, said: 

ISIS is singing a siren song calling people 
to their death to crash on the rocks—and it’s 
the rocks that ISIS will take credit for. 
They're looking for those who are dis- 
affected, disconnected and willing to commit 
murder. So if we’re willing to take away 
tools, OK, congressman, stand behind it 
[and] take the credit by putting the FBI in 
the dark. 

In other words, be sure we will be 
taking credit for shutting off the abil- 
ity of our investigators to protect 
America. 

President Obama said it is indeed 
helping protect America. Last year, he 
said: 

The program grew out of a desire to ad- 
dress a gap identified after 9/11. 
9/11 hijackers, Khalid al-Mihdhar, made a 
phone call from San Diego to a known al- 
Qaida safehouse in Yemen. NSA [the Na- 
tional Security Agency] saw that call, but 
could not see that the call was coming from 
an individual already in the United States. 

They didn’t have the legal ability or 
a system at that time that could do it. 

The President went on to say of the 
telephone metadata program: 

Section 215 was designed to map the com- 
munications of terrorists, so we can see who 
they may be in contact with as quickly as 
possible. 

Speed is critical. 

The President went on to say: 

This capability could also provide valuable 
information in a crisis. For example, if a 
bomb goes off in one of our cities and law en- 
forcement is racing to determine whether a 
network is poised to conduct additional at- 
tacks, time is of the essence. Being able to 
quickly review telephone connections to as- 
sess whether a network exists is critical to 
that effort. 

I think the President is right about 
that. We don’t have superhuman abili- 
ties in this country. We don’t monitor 
everybody’s phone calls. There is no 
way humanly possible Federal agents 
can do that. But once they identify 
someone who is being connected to a 
terrorist group, they can at least fol- 
low their phone number and whom 
they may be calling. 

Passing the House bill I believe is not 
the right thing. The bill would elimi- 
nate entirely the database through 
which our intelligence analysts are 
able to quickly access information to 
connect the dots. 

The bill ends these programs. It just 
does. It ends the metadata program, re- 
placing it with a nonexistent, untested 
system. It relies on the hope that pri- 
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vate telephone companies will agree to 
retain this data. But these companies 
have made it clear they will not com- 
mit, and flatly refuse to commit, to re- 
taining this telephone data in their 
computer systems for any period of 
time as contemplated by the House- 
passed bill, unless they are legally re- 
quired to do so—and the bill does not 
require them to do so. 

One provider said the following: 

[We are] not prepared to commit to volun- 
tarily retain documents for any particular 
period of time pursuant to the proposed 
[House bill] if not otherwise required by law. 

The House has refused to put that in. 

Colleagues, when I was prosecuting, 
phone companies kept the data 3 years, 
some phone companies more. One rural 
phone company never got rid of their 
data. It was amazing how often older 
phone calls helped connect the dots, 
improved facts that are critical in a 
prosecution. 

For example, somebody says: I never 
called John Jones, and then you find 50 
calls from their phone document to 
John Jones. These things have tremen- 
dous importance. When we are looking 
to prevent an attack on America, try- 
ing to produce intelligence to prevent 
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the fact that one individual is calling 
another individual who is known to be 
a terrorist is exceedingly valuable in- 
formation. My goodness, maybe it is an 
innocent call, but it is worthy of look- 
ing at and investigating. That is how 
investigation work. That is how crimes 
are solved. That is how attacks are 
stopped. One shred of evidence, one bit 
can lead to new bits that can lead to 
more and more evidence and reveals an 
entire organization poised to attack 
our country. 

Let me repeat. I don’t believe we 
have a violation of the Constitution. I 
am absolutely convinced the proce- 
dures utilized in this process are ut- 
terly consistent with the policies ap- 
proved by thousands of court cases na- 
tionwide that law enforcement uses on 
a daily basis to investigate tax cheats 
and drug dealers. And we can’t use 
these same tactics against terrorists 
who are enemies of the United States 
and seek to perhaps blow up and kill 
thousands of people? 

I think this is a mistake. I urge my 
colleagues to be careful about it. 

Yesterday, we received a letter from 
the Sergeants Benevolent Association. 
It pleads with us to do a short-term ex- 
tension of the program: Congress, do 
your duty. The letter says: 

With provisions of the USA PATRIOT Act 
set to expire in less than two weeks, the re- 
sponsible course is to pass a short-term ex- 
tension of the expiring authorities—includ- 
ing section 215. This will allow time for the 
Senate to undertake the kind of serious de- 
liberative process critical national security 
issues demand and that the American people 
expect of “the world’s greatest deliberative 
body.” 

I think we are doing that now. That 
is my opinion. I was present when the 


May 22, 2015 


law was drafted, and we tried to be sure 
we did that and I believe we did. Some 
of the concerns are real. A lot of good 
people are concerned about it. So I 
think it is time for us to slow down, go 
back to the basics, lay out this pro- 
gram, see what the complaints are, and 
then see if they are justified. If they 
are, the program will have to end. But 
I don’t believe it needs to end, and 
right now we are heading on a path 
that will end it. 

I thank the Presiding Officer and I 
yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BOOZMAN). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP IN CONGRESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, as I read 
this morning’s news, I was intrigued 
and struck by a Pew Research poll. 
Pew conducted a national survey to 
gauge Americans’ satisfaction with 
Congress. Unsurprisingly, Americans 
are disillusioned with the Senate and 
the House Republicans. 

I guess that is kind of an understate- 
ment, if you look at the content of the 
poll. Despite constant self-congratula- 
tions from the Republican leadership, 
the American people are rejecting the 
Republican leadership in Congress. 

Just listen to a few of these findings: 
Seventy-two percent of Americans dis- 
approve of the job being done by Re- 
publican leaders in Congress. That is 
an alltime high; just 4 percent of Amer- 
icans say Republicans in Congress have 
exceeded expectations—4 percent; even 
self-identifying Republicans object to 
how their party has governed; 55 per- 
cent of Republicans disapprove of Re- 
publican congressional leadership’s job 
performance; fewer than 4 in 10 Repub- 
licans say their party is doing a good 
job representing their views, but 
among the results of the Pew survey, 
there is an especially troubling trend. 
The survey found that 65 percent of 
Americans say Republicans have failed 
to live up to their campaign promises; 
only 27 percent of Republicans believe 
their party is keeping its campaign 
promises—not Independents, not Demo- 
crats but Republicans. 

“Integrity” is a simple word, but 
here in the Capitol it is everything. As 
elected officials, all we have to offer 
our constituents is our integrity. If we 
are not as good as our word, then we 
are no good for anything. 

It is appalling that 5 months into 
this new Congress, most Americans be- 
lieve the congressional Republicans 
cannot be trusted to keep their word. 

What were those promises Repub- 
licans made? How about this one from 
the majority leader: “Our focus would 
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be on passing legislation that improves 
the economy, that makes it easier for 
Americans to find jobs, and that helps 
restore Americans” confidence in their 
country and their Government.” 

That is what the majority leader said 
last year, but his record this year tells 
a completely different story. So far 
this year, Republicans have ignored the 
needs of their constituents. Just look 
at how Senate Republicans have spent 
their time so far this year: 

The Keystone Pipeline legislation, 
which is a handout to billionaires and 
certainly special interests, is a bill 
that brings foreign oil into our country 
and then ships it right back to the for- 
eign nations; a near shutdown of the 
Department of Homeland Security, 
even as ISIS and other terrorist groups 
were threatening our Nation; a sense- 
less delay over funding for victims of 
human trafficking took weeks to fi- 
nally finish; an unprecedented delay in 
the confirmation of the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States being held 
longer than any prospective Attorney 
General in the history of the country, 
not only of her but many, many judges, 
not even holding hearings for them and 
other Cabinet and sub-Cabinet offi- 
cers—not even holding hearings. 

Of course, there is nothing on the 
calendar because the committees are 
reporting nothing out of the commit- 
tees. 

They passed an immoral budget that 
cuts taxes for the wealthiest individ- 
uals and corporations, while attacking 
working families and seniors; a trade 
bill that is tantamount to aid for for- 
eign corporations and does nothing for 
the middle class; procrastinating a re- 
authorization of job creating legisla- 
tion such as the highway bill. 

We are going to be asked in the next 
few hours to extend the highway bill 
for the 33rd time—33rd time—for a cou- 
ple of months. What a shame, when we 
have 64,000 bridges that are struc- 
turally deficient, 50 percent of our 
highways and roads are in really bad 
need of repair. 

Now, 65 percent of Americans say 
yes, 53 percent of Republicans say so, 
too, that they are not living up to their 
campaign promises. So who can argue 
with that? 

One need only look at Senate Repub- 
licans’ legislative agenda to realize 
there is nothing on the horizon that 
helps working American families. At 
this rate, Congress will finish this year 
with nothing to show the middle 
class—nothing. 

This trade bill, as I mentioned this 
morning, is a handout to multinational 
corporations and does nothing for the 
middle class, except cause them to lose 
jobs that will be shipped overseas. But 
the wealthiest 1 percent have reaped 
benefits during this first 5 months of 
this Congress. That is why Americans— 
72 percent of Americans—disapprove of 
the way Republicans are leading Con- 
gress. 
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But there is still time to right the 
ship. There are many things we can do 
in the Senate to help boost the middle 
class. We can pass a highway bill that 
immediately injects jobs into our econ- 
omy, while ensuring that our busi- 
nesses and families have safe roadways, 
rails, and bridges to navigate. We can 
give American workers a livable wage 
and ensure that no full-time employee 
is living in poverty. 

We can address the mounting burden 
that student loan debt has on our econ- 
omy, which is worse than any other 
debt, more than credit card debt, more 
than anything else. There are many 
other things we can do for American 
families that have not been done. 

It is clear Republicans are not ac- 
complishing much on their own, so why 
not work with us? Democrats are will- 
ing. 

Together, we can all keep our word 
to our constituents. We can follow 
through on our commitment to help 
middle-class Americans and get them 
the help they need and deserve. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to enter into a col- 
loquy with the distinguished ranking 
member of the Finance Committee, 
Senator WYDEN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection it is so ordered. 

OUTSTANDING ISSUES IN THE TRADE DEBATE 

Mr. HATCH. First of all, I want to 
thank Senator WYDEN for his efforts in 
trying to accommodate the priorities 
of Members of the Senate during de- 
bate on this bill. We have been hard at 
work trying to address various con- 
cerns. Now, as we approach a final 
vote, we need to talk about some out- 
standing issues that we have not been 
able to resolve during this debate. 

Specifically, there are four issues 
that we are committed to addressing. 

First, during this debate we devel- 
oped language to address Member con- 
cerns about immigration policy, par- 
ticularly the concerns that trade nego- 
tiations could be used to alter U.S. im- 
migration law or policy. An amend- 
ment filed by Senator CRUZ during the 
floor debate clarified this issue. 

Second, one of the provisions of the 
TPA bill relates to forced labor and 
human trafficking. Senator MENENDEZ 
championed an effort to include these 
provisions in the bill reported by the 
Finance Committee. Since that time, 
Senator MENENDEZ worked with us to 
refine these provisions and to improve 
their operation. We supported an 
amendment filed by Senator MENENDEZ 
to make these refinements. 

There is also strong bipartisan inter- 
est in providing more robust direction 
for trade in the fishing industry. Sen- 
ator SULLIVAN has been a leader in this 
area. 

Finally, there were proposed amend- 
ments to strengthen U.S. trade remedy 
laws. Senators BROWN and PORTMAN 
were key leaders in this area and filed 
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an amendment to address this issue on 
the floor. We supported this amend- 
ment as well. 

I believe there was strong bipartisan 
consensus in favor of all four of these 
efforts. Unfortunately, we were unable 
to address them during consideration 
of the TPA bill on the floor. Going for- 
ward, I want to be clear that we are 
committed to address all four of these 
concerns in the context of the future 
conference of the Trade Facilitation 
and Trade Enforcement Act, which has 
already passed the Senate. I have a let- 
ter here from Chairman RYAN of the 
House Ways and Means Committee 
committing to work with us on these 
issues when that bill goes to con- 
ference. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
letter be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
Washington, DC, May 22, 2015. 
Hon. ORRIN G. HATCH, 
Chairman, Committee on Finance, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. RON WYDEN, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Finance, U.S. 
Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN HATCH AND RANKING MEM- 
BER WYDEN: As the Senate is considering the 
Bipartisan Congressional Trade Priorities 
and Accountability Act, I would like to con- 
vey that I intend to seek adoption of legisla- 
tive changes to H.R. 1907, the Trade Facilita- 
tion and Trade Enforcement Act of 2015, 
when it is considered in the House. These 
changes will include the following four pro- 
visions: 

Legislation sought by the House Congres- 
sional Steel Caucus (H.R. 2523), to make im- 
provements to the antidumping and counter- 
vailing duty laws; 

The text of Senate Amendment 1884, of- 
fered by Sen. Hatch and Senator Cruz, to en- 
sure that trade agreements do not require 
changes to U.S. immigration laws; 

The text of Senate Amendment 1480, of- 
fered by Senator Menendez, related to 
human trafficking; and 

The text of Senate Amendment 1246, of- 
fered by Senator Sullivan, related to oppor- 
tunities for trade in fish, seafood, and shell- 
fish. 

I look forward to continuing to work with 
you on this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 


PAUL RYAN. 

Mr. HATCH. I would ask Senator 
WYDEN if he is willing to work with me 
to address these issues in this fashion. 

Mr. WYDEN. I agree, that these are 
very important issues that we are com- 
mitted to addressing in the coming 
conference on the Trade Facilitation 
and Trade Enforcement Act. 

I will note that the Brown-Portman 
trade remedy legislation was included 
in the Senate version of the bill. I 
think it would be appropriate to try to 
address these other issues in that con- 
text as well, and I commit to working 
with Chairman HATCH to do so. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to enter into a 
colloquy with Senators HATCH and 
WYDEN. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
NEPALI EXPORTS 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Senators HATCH 
and WYDEN, I appreciate your work on 
the trade promotion authority and 
trade adjustment assistance legisla- 
tion. As you have said, this bill author- 
izes the President to conclude high- 
standard free-trade agreements, which 
are expected to tremendously benefit 
California and the Nation. It also reau- 
thorizes the Trade Adjustment Assist- 
ance Program to provide retraining 
and income support for workers dis- 
placed by international trade. In 2013, 
more than 7,000 Californians received 
assistance from this program. 

While I support H.R. 1314, I remain 
concerned that the United States must 
do more to help the people of Nepal re- 
cover from the earthquake and after- 
shocks that have devastated the coun- 
try. As you know, the earthquakes 
have killed nearly 10,000 people, dis- 
placed more than 2.8 million others, 
and damaged or destroyed more than 
500,000 homes. The U.S. Geological Sur- 
vey estimates losses could exceed Ne- 
pal’s $20 billion annual gross domestic 
product, which is a truly staggering 
figure for such a poor nation. 

While the international community 
has rushed to provide humanitarian 
aid, the United States can do more to 
assist Nepal’s long-term economic re- 
covery. 

Senator HATCH, do you agree that the 
United States should consider pro- 
viding preferential treatment to Nepali 
exports to help the country recover? 

Mr. HATCH. Thank you, Senator 
FEINSTEIN. Yes, I agree. The United 
States came to Haiti’s aid after it suf- 
fered a devastating earthquake in 2010. 
We should do the same for Nepal today. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Thank you, Sen- 
ator HATCH. To that end, I have filed an 
amendment, No. 1488, that would pro- 
vide nonsensitive Nepali exports duty- 
free treatment in the U.S. market. 
Doing so would be consistent with our 
response to Haiti’s devastating earth- 
quake in 2010 and would attract much 
needed international investment in 
Nepal during this time of need. 

While I understand that we will not 
have an opportunity to further amend 
H.R. 1314, I ask you to provide your 
commitment to work include my legis- 
lation in the Trade Facilitation and 
Trade Enforcement Act of 2015—also 
known as the Customs enforcement 
bill—or a similar bill as reported by a 
conference committee to reauthorize 
trade facilitation and trade enforce- 
ment functions and activities. 

Mr. HATCH. You have my commit- 
ment to do so. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Thank you, Sen- 
ator HATCH. I appreciate your commit- 
ment to assisting Nepal. 

Senator WYDEN, do you also commit 
to include my Nepal legislation in the 
Trade Facilitation and Trade Enforce- 
ment Act of 2015? 
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Mr. WYDEN. Yes, I also commit to 
include your Nepal legislation in the 
Customs enforcement bill. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Thank you, Sen- 
ator WYDEN. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ap- 
preciate Chairman HATCH and Ranking 
Member WYDEN’s work on this bill, and 
agree that this bill provides account- 
ability and transparency. On immigra- 
tion, I have expressed concerns every 
step of the way about the executive 
branch negotiating changes to immi- 
gration laws through trade agree- 
ments. Even before I became chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee—in fact, 
when I was chairman and ranking 
member of the Finance committee—I 
opposed previous administrations’ at- 
tempts to include immigration provi- 
sions in trade agreements. 

Because of that, I demanded that the 
Judiciary Committee be consulted on 
anything related to immigration. That 
has been done, and that has helped stop 
the administration in recent years 
from including provisions in trade 
agreements requiring changes to the 
immigration laws. 

During consideration of this bill in 
the Finance Committee this year, I 
asked USTR Ambassador Froman 
about this issue, and specifically if 
they were including anything on immi- 
gration in the next agreement, specifi- 
cally the Trans-Pacific Partnership. He 
gave us assurances that they were not. 
Ambassador Froman was clear that 
other countries are making offers to 
each other in the area of temporary 
entry, but that the U.S. has decided 
not to do so. 

Nevertheless, Chairman HATCH and I 
wrote him a letter after he testified, 
and he wrote back with more assur- 
ances. Ambassador Froman acknowl- 
edged that there is a chapter in the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership agreement 
on the temporary entry of persons, but 
that this chapter only includes ‘‘good 
governance provisions on transparency 
with respect to visa processing and co- 
operation on border security.’’ He also 
said that this chapter includes commit- 
ments of other Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship parties to make information on re- 
quirements for temporary entry pub- 
licly available. The U.S. already is 
very transparent about its visa applica- 
tion processes and eligibility require- 
ments, and already processes visas as 
expeditiously as possible. 

When the committee took up the bill, 
Chairman HATCH and Ranking Member 
WYDEN, at my request, included lan- 
guage in the accompanying report that 
would make it very clear that Congress 
will not tolerate changes to immigra- 
tion laws, policies, or practices. This 
language is very strong and sends a sig- 
nal to negotiators that trade agree- 
ments will not pass if they require 
changes to our immigration system, 
prevent us from changing our immigra- 
tion laws or policies or even just repeat 
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commitments we may have unfortu- 
nately made in previous trade agree- 
ments. 

I appreciate the Chairman and Rank- 
ing Member’s attention to this issue. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today in support of the trade legis- 
lation before the Senate. 

What we have done so far has been to 
consider: 

No. 1, the Trade Preferences Exten- 
sion Act of 2015. This bill extends a 
number of trade preference programs 
related to Africa and Haiti. It also re- 
authorizes the Generalized System of 
Preferences Program, which expired in 
2013. 

No. 2, the Trade Facilitation and 
Trade Enforcement Act of 2015. This 
bill includes new trade enforcement 
mechanisms to protect American work- 
ers from unfair trade practices. The 
legislation also includes a complete 
ban on importing goods created by 
child labor, which I strongly support. 

No. 3, trade adjustment assistance. 
This bill reauthorizes Federal assist- 
ance for worker retraining and income 
support to those displaced by trade. In 
fiscal year 2018, 7,609 Californians re- 
ceived training under the program, so I 
believe it is critical that we continue 
this assistance. 

No. 4, trade promotion authority. 
This bill authorizes the President to 
conclude free-trade agreements with 
our trading partners. In exchange, 
those agreements will receive an up-or- 
down vote in the Congress. 

I voted for these bills because they 
will update our trade policy in a smart, 
effective way. 

The process of considering these bills 
has enabled me to see the extraor- 
dinary importance of trade to Califor- 
nia’s economy. 

In 2013, California’s total gross do- 
mestic product was an estimated $2.2 
trillion. That makes it the eighth larg- 
est economy in the world, surpassing 
that of Russia and Italy and soon to 
overtake Brazil. The services indus- 
try—both high-skilled professional 
services and lower skilled jobs in ac- 
commodation, food and administra- 
tion—have lead California’s economic 
recovery since the 2008 recession. In 
fact, 66 percent of all new jobs in Cali- 
fornia created over the past year were 
in services. 

Trade is critical to sustaining this 
job growth. In 2013, California exported 
$114 billion in services, which was a 58- 
percent growth since 2006. California’s 
services exports substantially contrib- 
uted to the overall services trade sur- 
plus of the United States, which 
reached over $200 billion in 2013. 

The Trans-Pacific Partnership is ex- 
pected to boost services exports even 
more by prohibiting customs duties for 
digital products; applying the same 
nondiscrimination standards for digital 
goods as manufactured goods; prohib- 
iting countries from requiring compa- 
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nies to transfer their technology, busi- 
ness processes, or intellectual prop- 
erty; and requiring strong and enforce- 
able intellectual property rights. From 
Silicon Valley to Hollywood, these ex- 
pected provisions will continue to drive 
California’s services exports and our 
overall economy. 

In 2014, California exported $174.1 bil- 
lion in total merchandise goods, sup- 
porting more than 775,000 jobs. That is 
a near 11 percent increase in jobs since 
2009. 

Now, there is a common perception 
that only large businesses benefit from 
trade. That has not been the case in 
my State. Small and medium-sized 
businesses—and their employees—have 
led the way in merchandise exports in 
California. Some 75,175 companies ex- 
ported from California in 2013, of which 
95.8 percent—72,032—were small and 
medium-sized businesses. Increased 
trade could grant these firms with new 
opportunities to grow, and their em- 
ployees could see higher wages as a re- 
sult. According to an economist at 
Dartmouth’s Tuck School of Business, 
businesses that export pay wages on 
average 15 percent more than firms 
that do not. For a high-cost State like 
California, higher wages are a top pri- 
ority. Increasing our exports is a com- 
monsense means to that end. 

Iam confident that the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership will help California’s small 
and medium businesses and our overall 
economy because that has been my 
State’s experience with our existing 
free-trade partners. 

In 2014, of California’s total merchan- 
dise exports, $70.4 billion were to na- 
tions with which the United States al- 
ready has free-trade agreements. Over 
the past 10 years, exports from Cali- 
fornia to these free-trade partners grew 
by 50 percent. If the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership substantially reduces tar- 
iff barriers—as other agreements 
have—California’s exports will benefit 
substantially. 

Today, my State’s exports of com- 
puters and electronic products face tar- 
iffs as high as 35 percent; transpor- 
tation equipment face tariffs as high as 
70 percent; machinery face tariffs as 
high as 70 percent; and health products 
face tariffs as high as 30 percent. Re- 
ducing tariffs on these manufactured 
goods has proven to be a boon to Cali- 
fornia’s economy, and I hope we can 
keep moving in that direction. 

Finally, California agriculture relies 
on export markets. The State’s agricul- 
tural exports were valued $21.2 billion 
in 2013. That is far more than any other 
State. This trade has helped the state’s 
agricultural industry become the larg- 
est by value in the United States. In 
fact, the California Department of 
Food and Agriculture reports that Cali- 
fornia’s 77,900 farms produced $44.7 bil- 
lion in output in 2013. This is a massive 
sum, and it will only grow with trade. 

According to a U.S. Department of 
Agriculture study, under TPP nation- 
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wide agriculture exports are expected 
to increase 54 percent by 2025. 

For California’s products, reduced 
tariffs and scientific-based sanitary 
and phytosanitary standards will be 
key. For example, California dairy 
products face a tariff of up to 35 per- 
cent in Japan, while California walnuts 
face a tariff of 30 percent in Vietnam. 
In Australia, California beef has been 
blocked due in part to unfounded fears 
of mad cow disease. Reducing these 
trade barriers is expected to benefit 
dozens of agricultural commodities in 
my State—especially fruits, tree nuts, 
vegetables, dairy, beef, wine, confec- 
tions, rice and citrus exports. In fact, 
TPP can sustain the growth of Califor- 
nia’s agricultural exports to those 
countries, which from 2009 to 2013 in- 
creased in value from $4.8 billion to 
$7.5 billion. Overall, it is apparent that 
the Trans-Pacific Partnership will con- 
tinue to support the immense success 
of California’s farmers, ranchers, and 
producers. 

Mr. President, the fact is that Cali- 
fornia relies on trade. It has been crit- 
ical for our economic recovery and will 
be vital for sustaining our growth. 
Therefore, I am pleased to support pas- 
sage of trade promotion authority and 
trade adjustment assistance. With 
trade promotion authority in place, I 
hope the President can send to Con- 
gress strong and fair trade agreements. 

While the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
holds tremendous promise, it is my 
hope that the Obama administration 
concludes a final agreement that I can 
support. 

I look forward to reviewing the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership in the com- 
ing months. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, Inter- 
national trade is a vital part of our Na- 
tion’s economy. Nearly one-third of the 
country’s gross domestic product is 
supported by trade in goods and serv- 
ices and, indeed, my State of Rhode Is- 
land exported goods totaling $2.4 bil- 
lion in 2014. It is also a key component 
of our international partnerships and 
global security efforts. 

However, the question today is not 
whether we should engage in trade. It 
is about the bill before us, and whether 
trade promotion authority, TPA, so- 
called ‘‘fast-track,’’ is in our best in- 
terest. It remains my view that Con- 
gress has a critical role to play in thor- 
oughly vetting trade agreements. Pass- 
ing this legislation takes away this 
role, reducing Congressional approval 
to an up-or-down vote. The bill before 
us today would also prohibit amend- 
ments and limit debate to just 20 
hours. I believe that the scope and 
complexity of modern trade agree- 
ments demand more time for debate 
and a greater ability to contribute 
than this framework provides. 

Further, this bill allows for a 6-year 
grant of TPA, meaning that any trade 
agreement under any administration 
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over the next several years could re- 
ceive this expedited approval. A num- 
ber of trade agreements are currently 
being negotiated and it is impossible to 
know what additional trade deals may 
be pursued and what other factors, 
both here and abroad, may change over 
the course of the next several years. 
Given this, I do not think that Con- 
gress should vote to limit its own over- 
sight, particularly for such a long pe- 
riod of time. 

I also have concerns about the nego- 
tiating objectives set forth in this 
package. We need negotiating objec- 
tives that are enforceable. Without 
stronger and more concrete language 
on a number of key issues including 
currency manipulation, labor, and en- 
vironmental standards, these negoti- 
ating objectives are unlikely to make 
an impact or be seen as a critical com- 
ponent for reaching a deal by our part- 
ners. For this reason, I joined Senators 
PORTMAN and STABENOW and many of 
our colleagues in cosponsoring and vot- 
ing for amendment 1299, which, had it 
passed, would have established a nego- 
tiating objective that urges the admin- 
istration to press for rules against cur- 
rency manipulation that are enforce- 
able and consistent with IMF obliga- 
tions. Without strengthening this and 
other objectives within TPA, they be- 
come mere suggestions, failing to af- 
ford critical protection to American 
workers and interests. 

I commend the work of Chairman 
HATCH and Ranking Member WYDEN, 
along with Senator BROWN and other 
colleagues, to find a path forward for 
the customs and African Growth and 
Opportunity Act, AGOA, reauthoriza- 
tion bills that we passed last week, 
which I was pleased to join a majority 
of my colleagues in supporting. I am 
also pleased that a path forward has 
been found for Trade Adjustment As- 
sistance, TAA, which I have consist- 
ently supported. Most recently, I co- 
sponsored Senator BROWN’s amendment 
to raise TAA funding levels to better 
support workers who have been dis- 
placed by trade. We all know that trade 
is not a tide that equally lifts all boats, 
and, so while I am pleased that TAA 
appears to be moving forward at this 
time, Iam disappointed that the Brown 
amendment to enhance support for 
TAA did not pass. 

We need to set the highest bar for our 
trade policy. It needs to advance our 
strategic and national interests while 
ensuring that American workers are in 
the best position to compete in this 
global economy. They deserve nothing 
less, and, in my view, TPA simply does 
not do enough to protect workers in 
my State of Rhode Island and across 
the country. For these reasons, I must 
oppose this legislation. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, 
today I will vote to approve the Bipar- 
tisan Congressional Trade Priorities 
and Accountability Act, which will 
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grant the President trade promotion 
authority, TPA, through 2021. 

This was not an easy decision, but 
one I am confident is right for North 
Dakota. Exports are critical to the bot- 
tom line of our State’s agricultural 
producers as well as our manufactur- 
ers. 

Agricultural exports means jobs. In 
2013, North Dakota exported over $4 
billion in agricultural products ranging 
from beef to wheat to fresh vegetables. 
USDA estimates that in 2013, every $1 
billion in U.S. agricultural exports, 
7,580 American jobs are required. For 
North Dakota that translated into 
more than 30,000 jobs supported by ag- 
ricultural exports. We must do every- 
thing we can to expand agricultural ex- 
ports to support existing jobs and cre- 
ate new ones. 

In 2013, total North Dakota grain ex- 
ports totaled over $3.5 billion. North 
Dakota-grown hard red spring and 
durum wheat exports made us the No. 2 
wheat exporting State in the Nation, 
with exports valued at over $1.2 billion 
in 2013. North Dakota was also the No. 
2 exporting State for soybeans in 2014/ 
15, exporting 182 million bushels. These 
commodities are exported around the 
world, but especially to the Pacific 
Rim and Europe, where the United 
States is currently negotiating free 
trade agreements which will remove 
barriers which make us less competi- 
tive. 

North Dakota is also an important 
exporter of manufactured goods like 
farm machinery. CNH  Industrial's 
plant in Fargo exported nearly 35 per- 
cent of the Case IH and New Holland 
Agriculture 4wd tractors it manufac- 
tured in 2014. The plant is supported by 
23 North Dakota suppliers from across 
the State, among others. 

I continue to have concerns with sev- 
eral provisions of this bill and our 
overall trade policy, particularly as it 
relates to currency manipulation and 
investor-state dispute settlement. As 
we have heard time and again, cur- 
rency manipulation is one of the big- 
gest threats to U.S. competitiveness, 
costing us millions of jobs. I supported 
amendments which would strengthen 
our negotiating position relating to 
currency, and I will continue to fight 
for policies which put U.S. exporters 
and workers on an even playing field. 

Any trade package must also include 
strong enforcement provisions and as- 
sistance for workers whose jobs are im- 
pacted by trade. That is why I insisted 
the Senate vote on a Customs and en- 
forcement bill as a condition for my 
support for moving TPA forward. This 
TPA bill also includes an important ex- 
tension of trade adjustment assistance 
to make sure those negatively affected 
by new trade agreements receive the 
education and training they need to 
get new jobs and support their families. 

Additionally, I received a commit- 
ment from the U.S. Trade Representa- 
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tive that he will continue working to 
improve the integrity of the investor- 
state dispute settlement system. I will 
continue to work to ensure this process 
does not put foreign companies at an 
advantage over our American indus- 
tries or threaten the sovereignty of our 
States. 

I also fought for and secured a path 
forward for voting for the Export-Im- 
port Bank in June, before the bank’s 
charter expires, as part of my negotia- 
tions on TPA. When we talk about the 
United States’ trade policy, we cannot 
leave out important tools which help 
our small businesses export and thrive. 
That includes reauthorizing the Ex- 
port-Import Bank. 

Today’s vote is just the beginning of 
our work to open markets for our farm- 
ers, ranchers and workers. We live in a 
global economy. We can compete on a 
global playing field while also making 
sure we focus on building and sup- 
porting American jobs and businesses. I 
will continue to fight for North Dakota 
as we negotiate the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership Agreement and Transatlantic 
Trade and Investment Partnership to 
ensure that we not only have free 
trade, but fair trade. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— > 


ACCESS TO COMMUNITY CARE FOR 
VETERANS ACT OF 2015 


Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I wish to 
bring S. 1463 to the attention of my 
colleagues. 

The topic of the bill is one my col- 
leagues have heard me speak about nu- 
merous times before in the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, where I am a mem- 
ber. Just yesterday, I addressed this 
topic in the appropriations sub- 
committee markup of veterans and 
military construction, where I am a 
member and have many times on the 
Senate floor. The issue is the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs and its inter- 
pretation of the CHOICE Act. 

My colleagues will remember we 
passed the CHOICE Act back in August 
of last year. The important provision 
for today’s conversation is what that 
law says, which is, if a veteran lives 
more than 40 miles from a VA facility, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs 
must provide services, if the veteran 
chooses, at a location in his or her 
home community. 

Unfortunately, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs has interpreted it ina 
way that eliminates the opportunity 
for a veteran who happens to live with- 
in 40 miles of a facility from accessing 
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that care, even though that facility 
doesn’t provide the service the veteran 
needs. 

S. 1463 corrects that problem. It indi- 
cates that the 40-mile rule applies only 
in the circumstance where a veterans 
facility provides the service the vet- 
eran needs. The Senate has previously 
voted on this provision. In fact, in our 
budget, it was adopted 100 to 0 on a 
rollcall vote. 

I think what I am presenting is some- 
thing that is very noncontroversial. 
There is no fiscal consequence to the 
current spending. This is money that 
was appropriated in the CHOICE Act 
and should be something that can pass 
on a unanimous consent request, which 
I will make momentarily. 

The question may be why are you 
doing this? It is because it is important 
and needs to be corrected quickly. This 
bill, if adopted today by unanimous 
consent, will go to the House of Rep- 
resentatives where it can be consid- 
ered. 

I also hope what happens here is that 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
which I believe can correct this prob- 
lem on its own volition, will do so, and 
when they see the Senate pass this leg- 
islation, hopefully by unanimous con- 
sent, they will respond and solve this 
problem immediately. 

There is no reason this can’t be done 
by the Department, and I will outline 
the explanation of why that is true by 
reading the CHOICE Act and by the re- 
port that confirms our position. 

Before I ask unanimous consent, I 
also wish to thank a number of my col- 
leagues, but in particular I thank the 
chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs Com- 
mittee, who has worked side by side 
with me to make certain this legisla- 
tion ultimately becomes law. In fact, 
the chairman and the ranking member, 
the Senator from Connecticut, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, has committed to me 
that on every occasion, should the 
House not pass this bill—I will say it 
this way: Three options can occur. If 
we pass this by unanimous consent 
today, the House picks it up, passes it, 
sends it to the President, the President 
signs it, and that would be a great out- 
come. Secondly, we pass this bill, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs real- 
izes they can do this on their own, and 
that would be a great outcome. Third- 
ly, if neither one of those things hap- 
pens, the chairman has committed to 
me that he will work side by side with 
all of us on the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs and with other Senators 
to make sure, at every opportunity, 
the language included in this bill is in- 
cluded in every bill related to veterans 
affairs that is on its way to the White 
House. The chairman will work with 
me to make sure this language is en- 
acted into law. 

I ask, through the Chair, the Senator 
from Georgia, Mr. ISAKSON, if what I 
am indicating is accurate and have him 
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explain his thoughts on this topic in 
the few moments we have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, re- 
sponding through the Chair to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, his language is pre- 
cisely the language that was intro- 
duced by the committee in the Senate, 
which we were going to send to the 
House, but it got lost in the negotia- 
tions on the extension of the authoriza- 
tion in the House. A technical dif- 
ficulty is the only reason it wasn’t al- 
ready a part of it. 

I wholeheartedly endorse everything 
the Senator from Kansas said and 
pledge to him that if for some reason 
the House does not adopt the language, 
we will take it up immediately in the 
Senate when we have our next markup 
meeting in the Veterans’ Affairs Com- 
mittee and take care of it. 

I personally wish to acknowledge 
Senator BENNET and Senator GARDNER 
for all the work they have done. We 
went to Colorado together to visit the 
VA hospital, which is the genesis of 
where this motion comes from. They 
have been champions for this, and I am 
glad we are reaching a resolution in 
the motion that will be made shortly 
to adopt the House position on the au- 
thorization. We will see to it that the 
hospital in Denver remains open until 
we can solve the problems we have in 
the Denver hospital. 

I thank the Senator from Kansas for 
his cooperation, and I commend him on 
his language. I confirm everything he 
said as being accurate, true, and cor- 
rect. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I thank 
the chairman and very much appre- 
ciate his commitment to veterans. This 
is not about a specific piece of legisla- 
tion, it is about keeping our commit- 
ment to those who served our country, 
always, every day but especially in ad- 
vance of Memorial Day. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of S. 
1463, introduced earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1463) to amend the Veterans Ac- 
cess, Choice, and Accountability Act of 2014 
to modify the distance requirement for ex- 
panded availability of hospital care and med- 
ical services for veterans through the use of 
agreements with non-Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs entities. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time and passed, and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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The bill (S. 1463) was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 1463 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Access to 
Community Care for Veterans Act of 2015”. 
SEC. 2. MODIFICATION OF DISTANCE REQUIRE- 

MENT FOR EXPANDED AVAILABILITY 
OF HOSPITAL CARE AND MEDICAL 
SERVICES FOR VETERANS THROUGH 
THE USE OF AGREEMENTS WITH 
NON-DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS ENTITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec- 
tion 101(b)(2) of the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014 (Public Law 
113-146; 38 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended to 
read as follows: 

““(B) resides more than 40 miles (calculated 
based on distance traveled) from a medical 
facility of the Department, including a com- 
munity-based outpatient clinic, that is the 
closest such medical facility to the residence 
of the veteran that is able to provide to the 
veteran the hospital care or medical services 
that the veteran needs;”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date that is 60 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act and shall apply with 
respect to care and services provided under 
section 101 of the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014 (Public Law 
113-146; 38 U.S.C. 1701 note) on and after such 
effective date. 

(c) EMERGENCY DESIGNATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a) is designated as an emergency 
requirement pursuant to section 4(g) of the 
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 (2 
U.S.C. 933(8)). 

(2) DESIGNATION IN SENATE.—In the Senate, 
the amendment made by subsection (a) is 
designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution 
on the budget for fiscal year 2010. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor to the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado. 


ES 


CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 
AND CHOICE IMPROVEMENT ACT 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of H.R. 2496, which was received 
from the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2496) to extend the authoriza- 
tion for the replacement of the existing De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
in Denver, Colorado, to make certain im- 
provements in the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014, and for other 
purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read a third time. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate on the measure? 

If not, the bill having been read the 
third time, the question is, Shall the 
bill pass? 

The bill (H.R. 2496) was passed. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table, and any statements re- 
lating to the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I want 
to take this opportunity to thank my 
colleagues for lifting the authorization 
cap to allow construction to continue 
on the VA hospital in Aurora, CO. This 
project has been an absolutely shame- 
ful display of mismanagement from the 
very beginning. And the Colorado dele- 
gation has been screaming from the 
hilltops about a flawed strategy on the 
part of the VA for years now. But with 
the right accountability and trans- 
parency reforms, we have all concluded 
that the right thing to do is to move 
forward and complete this facility. And 
today, we have acknowledged that the 
worst possible thing we could do is to 
stop work on the construction site 
again. Doing so would add hundreds of 
millions of dollars in extra costs to the 
project and would be a grave disservice 
to veterans throughout Colorado. This 
is an important step, but we have a 
long way to go. 

The VA and Congress are going to 
have to work together to get this 
project back on track. And finding the 
money to do this will be painful, which 
is why we need to ensure strong ac- 
countability and that we protect crit- 
ical programs and services for our vet- 
erans. Failing to complete this hos- 
pital, though, simply is not an option. 
Having a half-finished hospital in Colo- 
rado would be a national disgrace. And 
the hundreds of thousands of veterans 
across the Rocky Mountain region that 
this hospital would service deserve bet- 
ter. 

I especially want to thank Chairman 
IsAKSON and Ranking Member 
BLUMENTHAL for their work on this 
project and for their commitment to 
finishing the hospital. And, I want to 
thank my colleague Senator GARDNER 
for his work—especially in the last 
hours—to avoid a shut down. 

Mr. President, before I turn this over 
to my colleague from Colorado, I thank 
Chairman ISAKSON for his extraor- 
dinary leadership in getting this done. 
It was very difficult to do. 

Senator ISAKSON and Senator 
BLUMENTHAL came to Colorado. They 
are both men of their word, and I have 
never doubted that for an instant. The 
chairman has set an incredible example 
for this body. 
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I also thank the Senator from Kansas 
for his work on this legislation. 

My colleague, Senator GARDNER, 
from Colorado, has been a true cham- 
pion for our veterans. He has helped us 
keep our delegation together as we 
have gone through a rough patch here 
and, through the Chair, I thank him for 
his leadership. 

I yield the floor to my colleague from 
Colorado. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I reit- 
erate the thanks my colleague from 
Colorado has given to Chairman ISAK- 
SON of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee 
as well as to the Senator from Kansas 
who worked closely with us to make 
sure we could all get behind two meas- 
ures we support, both of which would 
provide greater care and support for 
our veterans. 

To my colleague Senator BENNET 
from Colorado, through the Chair, I 
thank him for the work we have been 
able to do. This has been a tireless ef- 
fort in the hours leading up to Memo- 
rial Day to make sure we provide the 
resources necessary to continue a hos- 
pital project in Denver that has been, 
no doubt, beleaguered by problems, but 
something we must fulfill and must 
continue to fulfill to complete the 
project, to get this thing built, and to 
make sure it does not result in even 
higher costs than it has already under- 
taken. 

This is an effort that is going to take 
continued cooperation, not only by the 
Colorado delegation but by the Vet- 
erans’ Administration itself. Over the 
next 3 weeks, we have been given a re- 
prieve to make sure we can find the 
policies and a viable path forward to 
get this job done that results in a hos- 
pital that will complete and fulfill the 
promises we made to the veterans in 
Colorado. 

Through the Chair, I say to my col- 
league Senator BENNET great thanks 
for his leadership on all accounts, and 
I thank Chairman ISAKSON on behalf of 
veterans across Colorado for his leader- 
ship and work in making this happen. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
thank all of my colleagues for the 
progress we have been making on a 
very bipartisan basis. 

I particularly wish to thank the 
chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs Com- 
mittee for working so diligently on an 
immediate and temporary solution to 
advance the Aurora project and enable 
us to keep it going. Our visit out there 
illustrated to us the importance of this 
project which my two colleagues and 
friends from Colorado have described 
so well and eloquently. 

I thank my friend from the great 
State of Kansas. He and I have worked 
to make sure veterans are really served 
by the CHOICE program, along with 
the chairman, who has understood and 
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enabled us to work together on a bill 
which will be passed by unanimous 
consent, I hope, and will be passed by 
the House of Representatives, I hope, 
by unanimous consent. But if not, as I 
have committed to him, I will continue 
to work to make sure the 40-mile rule 
and choice mean veterans are served by 
a facility that can give them the care 
they need and deserve. Our heroes 
ought not to have to travel great dis- 
tances or wait an inordinate amount of 
time to receive medical care that is so 
vital and so well deserved by them. 
They have earned it, and they ought to 
have it. 

I thank my colleagues for working so 
well and diligently on this effort. 

I yield the floor. 


— > 


ENSURING TAX EXEMPT ORGANI- 
ZATIONS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL 
ACT—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a letter from Judge Ste- 
phen Schwebel, who is both a dispute 
arbitrator and president of the Inter- 
national Court of Justice. This letter 
provides a useful perspective on the in- 
vestment matters that have been dis- 
cussed this week. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


MAY 5, 2015. 
Senator RON WYDEN, 
Senate Finance Committee, Dirksen Senate Of- 
fice Building, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR WYDEN: I have been asked 
to comment on statements that have re- 
cently been circulated that oppose inclusion 
in the projected Trans-Pacific Partnership 
(TPP) of provision for investor-State dispute 
settlement (ISDS). Please permit me to note 
that I addressed criticism of ISDS a year ago 
at some length in a speech to the Congress of 
the International Council for Commercial 
Arbitration. A copy of that speech is at- 
tached. I believe that it is of current perti- 
nence. 

For my part, as a former Judge and Presi- 
dent of the International Court of Justice, 
with experience going back to 1954 in inter- 
national arbitration between States, be- 
tween corporations and States, and in inter- 
national commercial arbitration, I remain 
convinced that investor-State dispute settle- 
ment is a progressive development in inter- 
national law and relations that should be 
preserved and nurtured. It should certainly 
be included in the TPP and in the com- 
parable transatlantic treaty under negotia- 
tion as it has been in more than 3000 bilat- 
eral investment treaties, and in important 
multilateral treaties, notably NAFTA and 
the Energy Charter Treaty. 

A letter of April 30, 2015 written to leaders 
of the Senate and House by five distin- 
guished professors of law and economics and 
a former Circuit Court Judge criticizes ISDS 
because it allows foreign investors to avoid 
U.S. courts by resorting to arbitral tribu- 
nals. The letter fails to take account of the 
fundamental fact that treaties are recip- 
rocal. If the United States seeks to have dis- 
putes that arise between American investors 
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and foreign governments not resolved by for- 
eign courts, some of which may be less than 
objective in their treatment of foreign inves- 
tors; if the United States seeks to substitute 
the rule of law for its exercise of diplomatic 
protection which if and when episodically ex- 
tended is often ineffective; if the United 
States seeks to avoid the gunboat diplomacy 
of earlier era, then it must be ready to ex- 
tend to foreign investors investing in the 
United States the option of recourse to 
international arbitration which their gov- 
ernments reciprocally extend to U.S. inves- 
tors. It is of course true that U.S. courts gen- 
erally have high standards in their treat- 
ment of foreign parties. It is also true that 
the substantive provisions of treaties pro- 
viding for investor/State arbitration are con- 
sistent with U.S. Constitutional guarantees. 
In point of fact, few arbitral cases have been 
filed against the United States in ISDS pro- 
ceedings and so far the United States has 
won them all. 

A report of the Transnational Institute of 
2012 charges that a small group of arbitra- 
tors has decided a majority of investor/State 
disputes, that this group is “riven with con- 
flicts’’, and that they exhibit a “strong mar- 
ket orientation”. An example cited is that of 
Marc Lalonde ‘‘who has served on the board 
for energy and mining company Sherritt 
International’? while energy and mining 
cases “account for half of the 30 cases in 
which he has served as arbitrator’’. But in 
fact Mr. Lalonde earlier was a very senior of- 
ficial of the Government of Canada for some 
20 years, serving as a Minister of the Crown— 
a cabinet officer, in American parlance—for 
Health and Welfare, Status of Women, Fed- 
eral-Provincial Relations, Justice, Energy, 
Mines and Resources, and Finance. By parity 
of reasoning, he should exhibit not a strong 
market orientation but a strong pro-State 
orientation. In point of fact, Mr. Lalonde ex- 
hibits an impartial orientation and has the 
confidence of both governments and inves- 
tors, as his colleagues in the field do as well. 
If they did not, the system of investor/State 
arbitration would not have flourished as it 
has. 

Charges by groups and individuals that the 
ISDS process manifests ‘‘a serious pro-com- 
pany tilt” are contrary to fact. Of 144 pub- 
lically available arbitral awards, as of Janu- 
ary 2012, where arbitrators resolved a dispute 
arising under a treaty, States won 87 cases, 
and investors won 57. ICSID statistics show 
that of its disputes decided in 2013, jurisdic- 
tion was declined in 31%, the award dis- 
missed all claims in 32%, and an award up- 
holding claims in part or in fill issued in 
87%. These figures in the large hardly sup- 
port the allegation of a bias against States. 
If investment arbitrators were truly influ- 
enced by the prospects of remuneration for 
extended proceedings and for further ap- 
pointments, why would they terminate so 
many arbitral proceedings at the jurisdic- 
tional stage? Moreover, the large majority of 
international arbitral awards are unani- 
mous, a fact that suggests that arbitrators 
are not unduly responsive to the interests of 
the party that appointed them. 

In short, the integrity of ISDS is demon- 
strably high. 

Yours sincerely, 
STEPHEN M. SCHWEBEL. 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I am 
going to be brief because I know Chair- 
man HATCH and I are going to be pro- 
pounding some unanimous consent re- 
quests here in a moment. 

On this currency issue, I want it un- 
derstood that this is a serious, serious 
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issue, and it is absolutely essential 
that our trade laws include tough en- 
forceable currency rules and that we 
put in place those rules without doing 
damage to American monetary policy 
or to our ability to tackle the big eco- 
nomic challenges in the days ahead. 

The Senate has a choice between the 
amendment offered by Senator HATCH 
and me and the amendment offered by 
Senator PORTMAN and Senator STABE- 
now. My view is this. The Portman 
amendment could outsource the ques- 
tion of the Federal Reserve’s intent 
and decisionmaking to the whims of an 
international tribunal. This could take 
tools out of the economic toolbox that 
we could need—need greatly—during a 
potential financial crisis. We hope it 
will never happen, but the bottom line 
is the Congress must not set up the 
possibility of collateral damage for the 
Fed and our dollar. 

The right solution, which Chairman 
HATCH and I have worked to offer as an 
alternative, will make sure that Amer- 
ica gets the upside of cracking down on 
currency manipulators and avoids the 
downside of limiting the Federal Re- 
serve’s toolkit of monetary policy. Our 
view is that we strike the right bal- 
ance. We make sure that we are going 
to have the widest array of effective 
tools available, including strong, en- 
forceable rules. I think we ought to 
take that route. The alternative could 
subject our country to disputes over 
our own monetary policies. That 
means, as I indicated, that the alter- 
native—the Portman-Stabenow amend- 
ment—would, in effect, outsource ques- 
tions of the Federal Reserve’s intent to 
the whims of an international tribunal. 

Now, the Portman amendment tries 
to carve out domestic monetary policy. 
It sure sounds like a good idea. But 
when we have opened ourselves up to 
attack over our policies, other coun- 
tries will not have to take our word 
that our policies are on the up and up. 
Even with that carve-out, other coun- 
tries can still come after us. 

For example, many countries argued 
that our quantitative easing policy un- 
fairly devalued the dollar. They were 
dead wrong on that. But the Senate 
shouldn’t do anything that could 
strengthen the hand of those countries 
that want to attack our monetary poli- 
cies. 

Now that Chairman HATCH is here, I 
wish to propound a unanimous consent 
request. 

Over the past few days, Chairman 
HATCH and I have been working in a bi- 
partisan and cooperative fashion to 
come up with a balanced package of 
amendments that can be voted on. I 
very much appreciate the work of the 
chairman and his bipartisan leadership 
and particularly of my northwest col- 
league, Senator MURRAY. It appears re- 
grettable that we have come up short, 
but for the benefit of colleagues, I wish 
to propound a unanimous consent re- 
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quest that would be acceptable to our 
side. These are amendments that I be- 
lieve are important for the Senate to 
consider as part of this debate. 

I ask unanimous consent that it be in 
order for the following first-degree 
amendments to the Hatch substitute be 
made pending during today’s session of 
the Senate and that no other first-de- 
gree amendments be in order: 

Cruz-Grassley No. 1384 on immigra- 
tion; Menendez No. 1430 on trafficking; 
Sullivan No. 1246 on fish and shellfish; 
Warren No. 1328 on financial services; 
Daines No. 1418 on Indian tribes; Don- 
nelly No. 1406 on training programs; 
Sessions No. 1233 on congressional ap- 
proval; Boxer No. 1371 on minimum 
wage; Paul No. 1383 on bonuses for cost 
cutters; Manchin No. 1413 on State ef- 
fects; Paul No. 1408 on auditing the 
Fed; Cardin No. 1230 on human rights; 
Brown-Portman No. 1252 on leveling 
playing field; Whitehouse No. 1387 on 
unregulated fishing; Markey No. 1308 
on clean air and water; Merkley No. 
1404 on food information; Casey-Mur- 
phy No. 1436 on Buy American; Baldwin 
No. 1317 on trade remedy; Bennet No. 
1309 on poverty/hunger; 

Further, that the time until 5 p.m. 
today be equally divided in the usual 
form; that at 5 p.m. today the Senate 
vote in relation to the following 
amendments in the order listed: Hatch- 
Wyden No. 1411 on currency; Portman- 
Stabenow No. 1299 on currency; Warren 
No. 1327 on ISDS; Flake No. 1243 on 
striking TAA; Brown No. 1251 on China 
docking; Cruz-Grassley No. 1384 on im- 
migration; Menendez No. 1430 on traf- 
ficking; Sullivan No. 1246 on fish and 
shellfish; Warren No. 1328 on financial 
services; Daines No. 1418 on Indian 
tribes; Donnelly No. 1406 on training 
programs; Boxer No. 1371 on minimum 
wage; Manchin No. 1413 on State ef- 
fects; Cardin No. 1230 on human rights; 
Brown-Portman No. 1252 on level play- 
ing field; Whitehouse No. 1387 on un- 
regulated fishing; Markey No. 1308 on 
clean air and water; Merkley No. 1404 
on food information; Casey-Murphy No. 
1436 on Buy American; Baldwin No. 1317 
on trade remedy; Bennet No. 1309 on 
poverty/hunger; 

Further, that no second-degree 
amendments be in order to the amend- 
ments prior to the votes; that all after 
the Brown amendment No. 1251 be sub- 
ject to a 60-affirmative-vote threshold 
for adoption; that upon disposition of 
the Bennet amendment No. 1309, all 
other pending amendments, including 
Sessions No. 1233, Paul No. 1383, Paul 
No. 1408, Inhofe No. 1312, McCain No. 
1226, and Shaheen No. 1227, to the 
Hatch substitute be withdrawn; that 
all postcloture time be considered ex- 
pired; and the Senate vote on the adop- 
tion of the Hatch substitute amend- 
ment, as amended; finally, if cloture is 
invoked on H.R. 1314, all postcloture 
time be yielded back, the bill, as 
amended, be read a third time, and the 
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Senate vote on passage of the bill, as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, on behalf 
of our side, I have to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendments and call up the 
following amendments: Cruz No. 1384; 
Menendez No. 1430; and Brown-Portman 
No. 1252; further, that amendment No. 
1252 not be subject to any points of 
order under rule XXII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WYDEN. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon is recognized. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, on my 
reservation, I don’t have a problem 
with the Senate voting on the three 
amendments included in Chairman 
HATCH’s request, but there are a num- 
ber of other important amendments 
that are not included in that request 
that colleagues on my side feel very 
strongly about and want to have the 
Senate vote on. Because the chair- 
man’s request would not allow these 
important additional amendments to 
be considered, I must object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, as every- 
body should know, both the distin- 
guished Senator from Oregon and I 
have tried to work these amendments 
out, and we were unsuccessful. There 
were objections and, therefore, I apolo- 
gize that we weren’t able to do more. 
But cloture was invoked, and that is 
the rule, I guess. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1411, AS MODIFIED 

I wish to urge my colleagues to vote 
in favor of the Hatch-Wyden amend- 
ment No. 1411. If adopted, our amend- 
ment would strengthen the negotiating 
objective in the TPA bill relating to 
currency manipulation. Specifically, it 
would provide our country with a mul- 
titude of tools to address currency ma- 
nipulation in the context of free-trade 
agreements, including enhanced trans- 
parency, disclosure, reporting, moni- 
toring, and cooperative mechanisms, as 
well as enforceable rules. 

As we all know, this amendment is 
filed as an alternative to the Portman- 
Stabenow currency amendment, and it 
is superior in a number of ways. 

I know that many of my colleagues 
are sincerely concerned about currency 
manipulation and want to do some- 
thing to address this issue. I share 
those concerns, which is why Senator 
WYDEN and I introduced this alter- 
native currency amendment that pro- 
vides a more sensible approach—one 
that has been endorsed by leaders in 
the administration, the business com- 
munity, and elsewhere. 
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Unlike the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment, the Hatch-Wyden amend- 
ment would not derail the TPP nego- 
tiations. Unlike Portman-Stabenow, 
the Hatch-Wyden amendment poses no 
threat to America’s monetary inde- 
pendence. Unlike the Portman-Stabe- 
now amendment, the Hatch-Wyden 
amendment would prevent future trade 
and currency wars. And unlike 
Portman-Stabenow, the Hatch-Wyden 
amendment would promote greater 
monitoring and transparency of our 
trading partners’ currency practices 
and keep manipulation practices out of 
the shadows. And, probably most im- 
portantly, unlike Portman-Stabenow, 
the Hatch-Wyden amendment would 
not kill TPA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent 
for 1 more minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. In fact, 30 seconds will 
be fine. 

Indeed, of the two currency amend- 
ments that are now pending in the Sen- 
ate, the Hatch-Wyden amendment is 
the only one that stands a chance of 
ever becoming law. 

I urge my colleagues to support our 
amendment to allow us to more effec- 
tively address currency manipulation 
without killing the TPA bill. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
postcloture time has expired. 

The question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 1411, as modified, of- 
fered by the Senator from Utah, Mr. 
HATCH. 

Mr. WYDEN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BAR- 
RASSO). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 70, 
nays 29, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 186 Leg.] 


All 


YEAS—70 
Alexander Collins Gardner 
Ayotte Coons Grassley 
Barrasso Corker Hatch 
Bennet Cornyn Heitkamp 
Blumenthal Cotton Heller 
Booker Crapo Hoeven 
Boozman Cruz Inhofe 
Cantwell Daines Isakson 
Capito Donnelly Johnson 
Cardin Durbin Kaine 
Carper Ernst Kirk 
Cassidy Feinstein Klobuchar 
Coats Fischer Lankford 
Cochran Flake Leahy 
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Lee Paul Tester 
Manchin Perdue Thune 
McCain Risch Tillis 
McCaskill Roberts Toomey 
McConnell Rounds Vitter 
Mikulski Rubio Warner 
Moran Sasse Wicker 
Murkowski Scott 
Murray Shaheen Wyden 
Nelson Sullivan 
NAYS—29 

Baldwin Hirono Sanders 
Blunt King Schatz 
Boxer Markey Schumer 
Brown Menendez Sessions 
Burr Merkley Shelby 
Casey Murphy Stabenow 
Franken Peters Udall 
Gillibrand Portman 

Warren 
Graham Reed i 
Heinrich Reid Whitenouse 

NOT VOTING—1 
Enzi 


The amendment (No. 1411), as modi- 

fied, was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1299 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now occurs on amendment No. 
1299, offered by the Senator from 
Michigan, Ms. STABENOW, for herself 
and Mr. PORTMAN. 

The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to address just for 1 
minute, equally divided between Sen- 
ator STABENOW and myself, this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object—and I am not going 
to object—I think the Senator deserves 
a minute, but I would ask that I þe 
given a minute after he finishes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, we 
just adopted an amendment that puts 
this Senate squarely in opposition to 
currency manipulation. Now the ques- 
tion is whether we have the courage of 
our convictions. The only difference 
between the amendment we just voted 
and the one we are about to vote on is 
whether we actually have enforcement 
as part of that. 

I want you to be able to tell your 
workers that you not only disagree 
with currency manipulation but you 
want to be able to do something about 
it. 

I yield for my colleague. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, you 
have just heard a former U.S. Trade 
Representative who has led negotia- 
tions, a Senator who supports fast- 
track, tell you that this is a reasonable 
policy to include in TPA. Sixty Mem- 
bers signed a letter a year ago to the 
President of the United States saying 
any new trade agreement must include 
enforceable currency provisions. 

This amendment makes that letter 
mean something. Currency manipula- 
tion has cost us 5 million jobs and 
counting. Enough is enough. Please 
join us in supporting the amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise in 
opposition to the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment No. 1299. This is important 
to me. There has been a lot of debate 
and discussion on this amendment. 
Currency manipulation is a complex 
issue. But the fact is the vote on this 
amendment is not complex at all. A 
vote for the Portman-Stabenow amend- 
ment is a vote to kill TPA. We know 
that. The administration has made it 
abundantly clear that President Obama 
will veto any TPA bill that contains 
this amendment. 

A vote for the Portman-Stabenow 
amendment is also a vote to kill TPP. 
We know that as well. Many of our ne- 
gotiating partners have already indi- 
cated that they will not agree to stand- 
ards required by this amendment. 

The President of the United States 
opposes this amendment. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury opposes this 
amendment. The Secretary of Agri- 
culture opposes this amendment. All 
living former Treasury Secretaries, Re- 
publicans and Democrats alike, oppose 
the approach taken by this amend- 
ment. 

All I can say is, that being the case, 
I urge my colleagues to vote no on the 
Portman-Stabenow amendment. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 1299. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. Cornyn. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 51, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 187 Leg.] 


YEAS—48 
Ayotte Gillibrand Murphy 
Baldwin Graham Peters 
Blumenthal Grassley Portman 
Blunt Heinrich Reed 
Booker Heitkamp Rei 
Boxer Hirono Sanders 
Brown King Schatz 
Burr Klobuchar Schumer 
Capito Leahy Sessions 
Cardin Manchin Shaheen 
Casey Markey Shelby 
Collins McCaskill Stabenow 
Donnelly Menendez Tester 
Durbin Merkley Udall 
Ernst Mikulski Warren 
Franken Moran Whitehouse 

NAYS—51 
Alexander Coons Flake 
Barrasso Corker Gardner 
Bennet Cornyn Hatch 
Boozman Cotton Heller 
Cantwell Crapo Hoeven 
Carper Cruz Inhofe 
Cassidy Daines Isakson 
Coats Feinstein Johnson 
Cochran Fischer Kaine 
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Kirk Paul Sullivan 
Lankford Perdue Thune 
Lee Risch Tillis 
McCain Roberts Toomey 
McConnell Rounds Vitter 
Murkowski Rubio Warner 
Murray Sasse Wicker 
Nelson Scott Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Enzi 


The amendment (No. 1299) was re- 
jected. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1327 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now occurs on amendment No. 
1327, offered on behalf of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, Ms. WARREN. 

The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to be heard for 2 
minutes on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to also be heard for 
2 minutes in opposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, to- 
gether with Senator HEITKAMP, Sen- 
ator MANCHIN, and a dozen other Sen- 
ators, I propose a simple change to the 
fast-track bill. This amendment pro- 
tects America’s sovereignty and the 
rule of law by turning off fast-track for 
trade agreements that include inves- 
tor-state dispute resolution—ISDS. 
This is not a partisan issue. Experts on 
the left and the right agree that ISDS 
is a real threat. According to the direc- 
tor of trade policy at the Cato Insti- 
tute, purging both the TPP and the 
TTIP of ISDS makes sense economi- 
cally and politically. In a recent letter, 
more than 100 law professors wrote 
that ISDS threatens domestic sov- 
ereignty and weakens the rule of law. 
A provision to give corporations spe- 
cial rights to challenge our laws out- 
side of our legal system should not be 
part of our free-trade agreements. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I yield to Senator HEITKAMP. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I 
would like to take just a few minutes 
to say I want everyone to remember 
the day you voted on this amendment 
because in 10 years, when you look 
back and you see the mischief that will 
be created with ISDS without controls 
and without a broader framework for 
investor-state dispute settlements, you 
will be questioning why you did not 
support this amendment. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Colleagues, for three 
decades, our country has never lost an 
investor dispute case and never paid 
one dime in penalties. Let me repeat 
that. We have never lost an investor 
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dispute case and have never paid a 
dime in penalties. Here is our record: 17 
cases, 17 victories. 

These provisions are about raising 
the world to our economy’s level of 
safety for investment. Without these 
protections, our small businesses with 
investments abroad will have nowhere 
to turn if a corrupt government steals 
a factory or a crooked judge targets 
them unfairly. 

Each of our States has businesses 
that started in a garage, grew up, and 
looked abroad for new chances to ex- 
pand. Let’s make the world safer for 
the American brand. 

I urge rejection of this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to amendment 
No. 1327, offered by the Senator from 


Massachusetts, Ms. WARREN. 
Mr. CARDIN. I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec- 


ond. 


The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 
The result was announced—yeas 39, 
nays 60, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 188 Leg.] 


YEAS—39 
Baldwin Heinrich Paul 
Bennet Heitkamp Peters 
Blumenthal Hirono Reed 
Booker King Reid 
Boxer Klobuchar Sanders 
Brown Leahy Schatz 
Cantwell Manchin Schumer 
Cardin Markey Shaheen 
Casey Menendez Stabenow 
Donnelly Merkley Tester 
Durbin Mikulski Udall 
Franken Murphy Warren 
Gillibrand Murray Whitehouse 
NAYS—60 
Alexander Feinstein Murkowski 
Ayotte Fischer Nelson 
Barrasso Flake Perdue 
Blunt Gardner Portman 
Boozman Graham Risch 
Burr Grassley Roberts 
Capito Hatch Rounds 
Carper Heller Rubio 
Cassidy Hoeven Sasse 
Coats Inhofe Scott 
Cochran Isakson Sessions 
Collins Johnson Shelby 
Coons Kaine Sullivan 
Corker Kirk Thune 
Cornyn Lankford Tillis 
Cotton Lee Toomey 
Crapo McCain Vitter 
Cruz McCaskill Warner 
Daines McConnell Wicker 
Ernst Moran Wyden 
NOT VOTING—1 
Enzi 
The amendment (No. 1327) was re- 
jected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 1227 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I raise a 
point of order against the Shaheen 
amendment No. 1227, as it is not ger- 
mane to the substitute amendment. 

I also ask unanimous consent that 
the votes in this series be 10 minutes in 
length and that there be 2 minutes 
equally divided prior to each vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. I thank the Chair. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for 1 
minute on my small business amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is recognized. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand it is not germane, so we are 
not going to vote on it. But I think it 
is important, as we are thinking about 
trade, to keep in mind that 40 percent 
of large corporations are able to trade 
internationally, but among small and 
medium-sized businesses, it is only 1 
percent. Yet, 95 percent of markets are 
outside of the United States. What this 
amendment would do is it would allow 
small businesses to be able to get ac- 
cess to those international markets be- 
cause it would provide help for them in 
exporting. 

This is a program we passed with the 
Small Business Jobs Act. It worked 
very well. We need do this. 

There is no score to this amendment. 
The CBO said there is no cost, and this 
is something we can do. We can help 
our small businesses, where two-thirds 
of jobs are being created. I hope that 
my colleagues will consider this in the 
future and that we can get this passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I thank 
the distinguished Senator. We intend 
to work with her and see what we can 
do. I want to put that in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair sustains the point of order, and 
the amendment falls. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1251 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now occurs on amendment No. 
1251, offered by the Senator from Ohio, 
Mr. BROWN. 

There is 2 minutes equally divided. 

The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, before 
President Obama or President Hillary 
Clinton or President LINDSEY GRAHAM 
decides that China should be admitted 
to the Trans-Pacific Partnership, this 
amendment ensures that Congress play 
a role in that decision. A vote for this 
amendment is not a poison pill. It does 
not kill TPP or TPA. This amendment 
simply spells out a process for future 
countries to join the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership. It would require the 
President to notify Congress of intent 
to enter into negotiations, and it would 
require certification from Senate Fi- 
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nance and House Ways and Means and 
final approval by a vote of both Houses 
of Congress. 

It is pretty simple. Before the world’s 
second largest economy—the People’s 
Republic of China—becomes part of 
TPP, there should be vigorous public 
debate and there should be congres- 
sional approval. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise in 
opposition to the Brown amendment, 
No. 1251. I agree that it would not be 
advantageous for the United States to 
become part of a trade agreement that 
includes China—or any other country, 
for that matter—without adequate 
oversight and approval by Congress. 
However, all of our existing trade 
agreements require congressional ap- 
proval before new parties can be added 
after the agreement is signed. It is also 
required under our TPA bill. 

The very possibility of a trade agree- 
ment with the United States is a pow- 
erful incentive we can use to encourage 
other countries to raise their standards 
and institute reforms in order to meet 
the objectives of existing agreements. 
If we require a separate congressional 
vote before our negotiators can even 
talk to new countries, we will be giving 
up one of our best tools that we can use 
to spur reform and advance our coun- 
try’s values abroad. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
the Brown amendment. 

I yield the floor. 

I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 47, 
nays 52, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 189 Leg.] 


YEAS—47 

Ayotte Grassley Portman 
Baldwin Heinrich Reed 
Bennet Hirono Reid 
Blumenthal Kaine Sanders 
Booker King Schatz 
Boxer Klobuchar Schumer 
Eroma rl Sessions 
ardin anchin 

Shah 
Casey Markey ES 

: Shelby 

Collins Menendez 

Stabenow 
Coons Merkley Tester 
Donnelly Mikulski eu 
Durbin Moran Udall 
Franken Murphy Warner 
Gillibrand Paul Warren 
Graham Peters Whitehouse 

NAYS—52 

Alexander Blunt Burr 
Barrasso Boozman Cantwell 
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Capito Hatch Perdue 
Carper Heitkamp Risch 
Cassidy Heller Roberts 
Coats Hoeven Rounds 
Cochran Inhofe Rubio 
Corker Isakson Sasse 
Cornyn Johnson Scott 
Cotton Kirk : 
Crapo Lankford pees 
une 
Cruz Lee Tillis 
Daines McCain 
Ernst McCaskill Toomey 
Feinstein McConnell Vitter 
Fischer Murkowski Wicker 
Flake Murray Wyden 
Gardner Nelson 
NOT VOTING—1 
Enzi 


The amendment (No. 1251) was re- 
jected. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1226 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now occurs on amendment No. 
1226, offered on behalf of the Senator 
from Arizona, Mr. MCCAIN. 

The Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, this 
amendment is to try to repeal one of 
the great ripoffs in the history of this 
body. We waste $15 million a year on a 
catfish inspection office which is not 
only duplicative but disgraceful. This 
is a classic example of protectionism 
and the kind of thing we are trying to 
avoid with a free-trade agreement. It is 
an outrage. 

Nine times the Government Account- 
ability Office has said this is a waste of 
millions of taxpayer dollars. It is out- 
rageous, and I urge my colleagues to 
vote aye on the amendment, because it 
is an absolute outrage and disgrace. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I appre- 
ciate the distinguished Senator’s 
amendment, but I have to raise a point 
of order against McCain amendment 
No. 1226, as it is not germane to the 
substitute amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
point of order is sustained, and the 
amendment falls. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1312, AS MODIFIED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now ocurs on amendment No. 
1312, as modified, offered on behalf of 
the Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. 
INHOFE. 

There is 2 minutes of debate. 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I am 
afraid this may end up out of order. If 
we are going to pursue this further, it 
seems as though the forgotten con- 
tinent has always been, in our experi- 
ence, the African continent. So we are 
going to address equal trade with Afri- 
ca, and that is the upcoming area on 
which we need to be concentrating. Ten 
years from now, we will look back and 
see that those were the real, live 
economies, and we have to quit ignor- 
ing them. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 
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Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, it is with 
regret that I raise a point of order 
against Inhofe amendment No. 1312, as 
it is not germane to the substitute 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
point of order is sustained, and the 
amendment falls. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1243 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now occurs on amendment No. 
1248, offered on behalf of the Senator 
from Arizona, Mr. FLAKE. 

There is 2 minutes equally divided. 

If no one yields time, time will be 
charged equally to both sides. 

The Senator from Washington. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, 
speaking against the Flake amendment 
No. 1243, this amendment would strike 
the extension of the Trade Adjustment 
Assistance Act. I support trade, but I 
am not going to tie the hands of the 
American workers from getting re- 
trained or small businesses from get- 
ting Ex-Im support or making sure 
that we have enough people to do en- 
forcement. If we are going to have 
trade, we will also have to have the 
tools to do trade. 

I urge my colleagues to defeat the 
Flake amendment and keep TAA. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, this 
trade package is about bringing our 
policies into 2015. This amendment 
would throw us back into the 1950s. 

President Kennedy, who first pro- 
posed TAA, called it a program to af- 
ford time for American initiative, 
American adaptability, and American 
resiliency to assert itself. To me, those 
sound like sound bipartisan priorities. 

This package will expand TAA and 
help ensure workers are not knocked 
off stride in tough times. Let’s not turn 
our backs on this country’s workers. 
Let’s not break the bipartisan compact 
this bill represents. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to op- 
pose the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

The Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I urge 
support for the amendment. Time and 
time again when we do TAA, along 
with TPA, we find GAO—or whoever 
studies it—finds that it is duplicative 
and wasteful. There are other Federal 
programs that do the same thing. And 
we find that people are claiming that 
because the stipulations are so loose, 
people in jobs that have nothing to do 
with trade or nothing to do with dis- 
locations because of trade are actually 
claiming benefits because of it. 

It is a large bill, and it is duplicative 
and wasteful, and we ought to get rid 
of it. 

I yield back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to amendment 
No. 1248. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. HATCH (when his name was 
called). Present. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 36, 
nays 62, as follows: 

[Rollca11 Vote No. 190 Leg.] 


YEAS—36 
Alexander Gardner Risch 
Barrasso Grassley Roberts 
Boozman Inhofe Rounds 
Cassidy Isakson Rubio 
Cornyn Johnson Sasse 
Cotton Lankford Scott 
Crapo Lee Sessions 
Cruz McCain Shelby 
Daines McConnell Thune 
Ernst Moran Tillis 
Fischer Paul Vitter 
Flake Perdue Wicker 
NAYS—62 
Ayotte Feinstein Murphy 
Baldwin Franken Murray 
Bennet Gillibrand Nelson 
Blumenthal Graham Peters 
Blunt Heinrich Portman 
Booker Heitkamp Reed 
Boxer Heller Reid 
Brown Hirono Sanders 
Burr Hoeven s 
i chatz 
Cantwell Kaine 
$ 4 Schumer 
Capito King 
Cardin Kirk phaheon 
Carper Klobuchar Stabenow 
Casey Leahy Sullivan 
Coats Manchin Tester 
Cochran Markey Toomey 
Collins McCaskill Udall 
Coons Menendez Warner 
Corker Merkley Warren 
Donnelly Mikulski Whitehouse 
Durbin Murkowski Wyden 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”-—1 
Hatch 
NOT VOTING—1 
Enzi 


The amendment (No. 1243) was re- 
jected. 

CHANGE OF VOTE 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, on roll- 
call vote No. 190, 1 voted nay and in- 
tended to vote yea. Since it will not 
change the outcome of the vote, I ask 
unanimous consent that 1 be recorded 
as voting yea. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1221, AS AMENDED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now occurs on amendment No. 
1221, as amended, offered by the Sen- 
ator from Utah, Mr. HATCH. 

Under the previous order, there is 2 
minutes of debate, equally divided. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
yield back all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
ALEXANDER). Without objection, 
time is yielded back. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 


(Mr. 
all 
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Mr. BARRASSO. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 62, 
nays 37, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 191 Leg.] 


YEAS-—62 
Alexander Ernst Murkowski 
Ayotte Feinstein Murray 
Barrasso Fischer Nelson 
Bennet Flake Perdue 
Blunt Gardner Portman 
Boozman Graham Risch 
Burr Grassley Roberts 
Cantwell Hatch 
Capito Heitkamp e E 
Cardin Heller 
Carper Hoeven Sasse 
Cassidy Inhofe Scott 
Coats Isakson Shaheen 
Cochran Johnson Sullivan 
Coons Kaine Thune 
Corker Kirk Tillis 
Cornyn Lankford Toomey 
Cotton McCain Vitter 
Crapo McCaskill Warner 
Cruz McConnell Wicker 
Daines Moran Wyden 
NAYS—37 

Baldwin King Rei 
Blumenthal Klobuchar Sanders 
Booker Leahy Schatz 
Boxer Lee Schumer 
Brown Manchin Sessions 
Casey Markey Shelby 
Collins Menendez Stabenow 
Donnelly Merkley 
Durbin Mikulski ae bel 

all 
Franken Murphy Warren 
Gillibrand Paul A 
Heinrich Peters Whitehouse 
Hirono Reed 

NOT VOTING—1 
Enzi 


The amendment (No. 1221), as amend- 
ed, was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the manda- 
tory quorum call with respect to the 
cloture vote be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I don’t 
want to take too much time, but I do 
just say in advance of this next vote 
that I am very appreciative of my col- 
leagues who have worked with us to 
get to this point. This next vote is ob- 
viously a big one. I hope we can keep 
together. The bipartisan coalition of 
Senators who have helped get us this 
far has been important. I think we will 
once again. 

I just want to reiterate that this is a 
good bipartisan bill, one that reflects 
the priorities of Senators from both 
parties and in both Chambers of Con- 
gress. This next vote will take us one 
step closer to allowing Congress to set 


7818 


the terms of our trade negotiations and 
giving our negotiators the tools they 
need to get the best deals possible. This 
bill will do a lot of good for the Amer- 
ican economy, our workers, and our job 
creators looking to sell more of their 
products overseas. 

But we are not there yet. We need to 
get past this next hurdle. I urge my 
colleagues to vote yes on cloture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President and col- 
leagues, the Senate now has an oppor- 
tunity to throw the 1990s NAFTA play 
book into the dustbin of history and 
begin a new forward-thinking era in 
trade. This can be a momentous day for 
creating more economic opportunity 
for our people, transparency and sun- 
shine and the forward march of Amer- 
ican values. 

The legislation can help us pry open 
the booming markets for our exports. 
It will strengthen the American brand 
in the fight against trade cheats and 
bad actors who block our way. It will 
raise the bar for worker rights, envi- 
ronmental safeguards, and human 
rights. It will help strip out the exces- 
sive secrecy that makes people skep- 
tical about trade. Colleagues, in a sen- 
tence, this is how you begin to get 
trade done right. 

I yield the floor and urge support for 
cloture. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on H.R. 1314, 
an act to amend the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 to provide for a right to an adminis- 
trative appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain organi- 
zations. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Daniel Coats, John Boozman, 
Thom Tillis, Mike Rounds, Pat Rob- 
erts, Richard Burr, John Barrasso, 
Mike Crapo, Jeff Flake, Tom Cotton, 
Shelley Moore Capito, David Perdue, 
Chuck Grassley, Dan Sullivan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan- 
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on H.R. 1314, as 
amended, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 
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The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 61, 
nays 38, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 192 Leg.] 


YEAS—61 

Alexander Feinstein Murray 
Ayotte Fischer Nelson 
Barrasso Flake Perdue 
Bennet Gardner Portman 
Blunt Graham Risch 
Boozman Grassley Roberts 
él Heit o 

'antwe. eitkamp : 
Capito Heller ae 
Carper Hoeven Scott 
Cassidy Inhofe 
Coats Isakson Shaheen 
Cochran Johnson Sullivan 
Coons Kaine Thune 
Corker Kirk Tillis 
Cornyn Lankford Toomey 
Cotton McCain Vitter 
Crapo McCaskill Warner 
Cruz McConnell Wicker 
Daines Moran Wyden 
Ernst Murkowski 

NAYS—38 
Baldwin Hirono Reed 
Blumenthal King Reid 
Booker Klobuchar Sanders 
Boxer Leahy Schatz 
Brown Lee Schumer 
Cardin Manchin Sessions 
Case, Marke 
Collins Menondes da 
Donnelly Merkley T 
A y f ester 

Durbin Mikulski 
Franken Murphy Udall 

pa Warren 
Gillibrand Paul 7 
Heinrich Peters Whitehouse 

NOT VOTING—1 
Enzi 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 61, the nays are 38. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The Senator from Utah. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, soon the 
Senate will vote on final passage of the 
Bipartisan Congressional Trade Prior- 
ities Act of 2015. This is a historic piece 
of legislation that will renew trade pro- 
motion authority. 

As I have already said here on the 
floor many times, this bill has been a 
long time coming. I personally have 
been focused on this for the last 4 
years, but I know that for those whose 
lives and livelihoods revolve around 
American trade, the wait has been 
much longer. 

This is an important bill, no doubt 
about it, and likely the most impor- 
tant bill we will pass this year. It is 
important to President Obama, and I 
know it is important to many of us 
here in this Chamber. It shows that 
when the President is right, we will 
support him. 

From the beginning, TPA has been a 
bipartisan effort. Despite the difficul- 
ties we have faced here on the floor, I 
am glad it has remained that way 
throughout the process. 

I am very appreciative of all those 
who have put in so much time and ef- 
fort to get the bill to this point. 

Going back to last year, I want to 
thank the former chairmen, Max Bau- 
cus and Dave Camp, who helped get the 
ball rolling on this TPA bill. 
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I would especially like to thank the 
staff, who put in a great deal of time 
on the initial draft of this legislation, 
including Amber Cottel, former staff 
director of the Senate Committee on 
Finance; Bruce Hirsh, former chief 
trade counsel; and international trade 
counsel Lisa Pearlman. 

I want thank my colleagues on the 
Committee on Finance, whose input 
and support has been instrumental 
both in drafting and developing this 
legislation as well as helping it move 
forward. Most notably, I thank the 
ranking member on the Committee on 
Finance, the coauthor of this current 
legislation, Senator RON WYDEN. His 
commitment to his principles and con- 
stituents has been admirable. Although 
it has taken a lot of time for the two of 
us to get to this point, his efforts have 
undoubtedly improved the substance of 
the bill and helped broaden its support. 
I very much appreciate the efforts of 
Senator WYDEN in the drafting the bill 
and getting it through the committee 
and here on the floor. 

There are other Senators who played 
key roles in getting us to where we are. 
I want to thank our distinguished ma- 
jority leader and the majority whip. I 
also thank Senators CARPER and MUR- 
RAY. 

Obviously, every Senator who has 
voted and worked to get us to this 
point deserves thanks. I will thank you 
all individually as the clerk calls the 
roll for this last vote. 

Of course, I want to thank my staff 
on the Committee on Finance, who 
worked long hours for many months to 
get us here, and Senator WYDEN’s staff 
as well. On the Republican side, I par- 
ticularly want to thank Everett 
Eissenstat for leading the way, and his 
family, Janet, Alex, and Jacob 
Eissenstat, for lending him to us for so 
many hours. I want to thank the rest 
of the Republican trade staff: Shane 
Warren, Rebecca Eubank, Kevin Rosen- 
baum, Sahra Su, Andrew Rollo, and 
Kenneth Schmidt. I also want to thank 
my senior team: Chris Campbell, Mark 
Prater, Jay Khosla, Jeff Wrase, and 
Bryan Hickman. And of course I need 
to thank our communications team: 
Julia Lawless, Aaron Forbes, Amelia 
Breinig, and Joshua Blume. 

On the Democratic side of the com- 
mittee staff, I want to thank Josh 
Sheinkman, Jocelyn Moore, Mike 
Evans, Jayme White, and Elissa Alben 
for all their hard work, and others as 
well who worked on that side. 

I also thank the Senate Republican 
leadership staff, who put a lot of blood, 
sweat, and tears into this endeavor. 
From their staffs, I need to particu- 
larly thank Sharon Soderstrom, Hazen 
Marshall, Brendan Dunn, Terry Van 
Doren, Erica Suares, Antonio Ferrier, 
Russ Thomasson, and Johnny Slemrod. 
From the Republican cloakroom staff, 
I want to single out the efforts of 
Laura Dove, Robert Duncan and Megan 
Mercer. 
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Of course, we need to mention the ef- 
forts of our attorneys at the legislative 
counsel’s office, particularly Margaret 
Roth Warren and Thomas Haywood, 
who did a lot of heavy lifting in put- 
ting together the bill and the amend- 
ments. 

The Parliamentarian’s office has 
been immensely helpful as well. From 
their staff, I would like to thank Eliza- 
beth McDonough, Leigh Hildebrand, 
Thomas Cuffie, and Michael Beaver. 

Throughout this process, we received 
assistance from the United States 
Trade Representative. I thank Ambas- 
sador Froman and his staff for all their 
assistance in this effort. 

Really, the list of people I need to 
thank is too long to cover in a single 
floor speech. I just hope it is clear to 
everyone on both sides of the floor who 
worked on this bill just how appre- 
ciative I am. 

As far as the Senate is concerned, we 
have one more vote to go on this bill, 
but that is not the end for the bill. I 
am committed to working with my col- 
leagues in the House and with the ad- 
ministration to get this bill across the 
finish line. As I said earlier this week, 
for me, the work on TPA doesn’t finish 
until we have a bill on the President’s 
desk. 

I look forward to continuing this par- 
ticular effort and to working with my 
colleagues on whatever challenge 
comes next. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I will be 
brief. 

It would be an understatement to say 
there have been strong differences of 
opinion here in this Chamber and in 
our country with respect to this legis- 
lation. I have said from the very begin- 
ning that opponents of this effort— 
trade promotion authority—have a 
number of very valid points. 

There is no question in my mind, col- 
leagues, that there has been way too 
much secrecy in the past, so Senator 
HATCH and I set out to make some very 
significant changes in that. Now, start- 
ing with the TPP but with all other 
agreements, the American people will 
have that agreement in their hands for 
close to 4 months before anybody votes 
here in the Senate or in the House on 
TPP or a trade agreement. I think that 
is a step toward a sunshine trade pol- 
icy. 

Second, I thought opponents were 
spot-on with respect to their comments 
that we needed a completely new re- 
gime with respect to enforcing our 
trade laws. Again and again the Amer- 
ican people say: What are you talking 
about in terms of passing a new trade 
deal if you aren’t doing a better job of 
enforcing the laws on the books? So we 
set about to put in place a tough en- 
force act to go after cheats. We had 
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Senator BROWN’s leveling the playing 
field, which I think is a very important 
piece of legislation, and an early warn- 
ing system so that for the first time, 
rather than waiting until it is too late, 
businesses and labor unions and others 
would see what is coming. I think that 
is a significant step forward. 

Many skeptics said there isn’t an ag- 
gressive approach to protect labor and 
the environment. It essentially gets 
shunted to the side. Now we have en- 
forceable standards in this area. 

Because of the good work of Senator 
BEN CARDIN, for the first time, col- 
leagues, human rights will be a signifi- 
cant factor in trade legislation. 

Finally, we put in place a new proc- 
ess so that this body can put the 
brakes on a bad deal. We have always 
talked about fast-track because we 
want people to have an opportunity to 
consider a new agreement. We also 
ought to put the brakes on a bad deal. 

I will close with this point: At the 
end of the day, colleagues, we have al- 
ways known that one of the paths to 
more good-paying jobs in our country 
is exports. There are going to be 1 bil- 
lion middle-class people—1 billion—in 
the developing world in 2025. These will 
be people with money, colleagues. They 
are going to buy our wine, our com- 
puters, our helicopters, our planes, and 
all kinds of goods and services with the 
American brand. They are going to buy 
our products because they buy and use 
our products with great pride. We all 
ought to appreciate the opportunity for 
more exports. 

I know there are strong differences of 
opinion on this legislation. I want it 
understood that we tried especially 
hard—and I appreciate the help of 
Chairman HATCH—to address as many 
of those concerns as we possibly could. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. For the informa- 
tion of all Senators, we are using 
postcloture debate time now. No Sen- 
ator has to speak if he or she chooses 
not to. Any Senator who speaks will be 
limited to 1 hour. So this can go on for 
as long as Senators want or for as short 
a time as Senators prefer, provided no 
one is seeking recognition. But if any- 
one does seek recognition, they are 
limited to 1 hour, at which point the 
Chair puts the question. So I can’t tell 
you with specificity when the vote will 
occur, but it will occur when no one is 
seeking recognition. 

Once this bill is concluded later this 
evening, under the regular order, the 
cloture motions on the two FISA bills 
will ripen an hour after we convene to- 
morrow, which could be as early as 1 
a.m. tonight. 

So just to reiterate, if no Senators 
are seeking recognition, we would 
move to a vote shortly. If any Senator 
seeks recognition, they are limited to 1 
hour. At the end of that, if no other 
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Senator is seeking recognition, we will 
put the question and start the vote. 

So I know of no other debate on this 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I am 
seeking recognition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon is recognized. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I 
think it is important, at this point in 
time, for us to be reminded of the con- 
cerns of working people across our Na- 
tion. 

This has been an intense debate, be- 
cause so often, in the course of the 
trade agreements we have pursued, the 
balance on the other end has been sim- 
ply that millions of jobs have left this 
Nation. 

We have lost 5 million jobs and 50,000 
factories. That is a tremendous loss for 
workers across the States seeking for 
the foundation of successful families 
because there is no government pro- 
gram that can compare to the value of 
a living-wage job. 

What we have seen in the wake of 
NAFTA and the free-trade agreements 
that have followed is not only a tre- 
mendous loss of jobs but a tremendous 
increase in inequality in this Nation. 

Now, we have heard the opinion of 
some that this is a completely dif- 
ferent structure and that we should not 
be concerned about this being the re- 
sult of this particular agreement, this 
particular set of standards, that are 
going to be brought back to us in the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership. I disagree, 
and I disagree deeply, and I am going 
to tell you why. 

Let’s start with the most funda- 
mental issue on level playing field, 
which is wages that are roughly com- 
parable. 

The old agreements have no min- 
imum wage. This agreement has no 
minimum wage. We are creating a 
structure of a group of seven very poor 
nations with very low wages, five afflu- 
ent nations with higher wages. Think 
about the difference between running 
an operation in Vietnam or Malaysia 
or Mexico with a minimum wage of less 
than $2 per hour and in Vietnam a min- 
imum wage of only about 60 to 70 cents, 
depending on what part of the country 
you are in. 

Think of the difference between that 
and the minimum wage in the United 
States. It is a 10-to-1 differential. If 
you throw in the type of benefits and 
the labor standards and the environ- 
mental standards, it is a differential of 
probably at least 20 to 1. That is why 
we are losing jobs in manufacturing. 
Now, is there anything that puts a 
minimum wage into this agreement 
and addresses this key missing factor? 
There is not. 

Then let’s turn to the rest of the 
labor and the environmental objectives 
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that are embedded. We have heard a lot 
that we are now going to have enforce- 
able environmental standards and en- 
forceable labor standards. But the fun- 
damental structure disagreement is the 
same as agreements we have had be- 
fore. 

Now, I applaud my colleagues who 
are working to tighten the enforce- 
ment on cheating on tariffs. That is 
important. But those are not enforce- 
able labor standards and those are not 
enforceable environmental standards. 

Therefore, we can look back at the 
history of similar agreements and say: 
When did we ever bring any sort of ac- 
tion on environmental standards gov- 
ernment-to-government? 

The answer is: We have not. 

When did we ever bring a complaint 
on labor standards? 

The answer is: We have done it once. 
We did it in Guatemala. That was 7 
years ago. We still don’t have any reso- 
lution of that single complaint, that 
single challenge. 

So in order to have something that 
was fundamentally different, we would 
have to have something like snapback 
tariffs—a situation where a country 
deeply violated its promises on labor 
standards, deeply violated its stand- 
ards or promises on environmental 
standards, and that there be some sort 
of quick and certain reversal of the 
benefits of trade agreements, but there 
is nothing like that in this agreement. 
There is no change. 

So here we are, repeating the same 
basic structure that has existed in the 
other agreements, with no changes for 
America and therefore no improvement 
for the workers of the United States of 
America. 

Now, there are objectives that have 
been placed into fast-track, but those 
objectives require an agreement to 
come back with areas to be addressed, 
such as human rights and so forth that 
have been much vaunted. Those are ob- 
jectives. Those are not standards. 

If we were serious about saying what 
an agreement had to have in it to come 
and get the privileges of fast-track, we 
would have converted those objectives 
into standards. That was one of the 
amendments that we never debated on 
the floor of the Senate, so we never 
wrestled with this deep deficiency. 

Then, of course, we have the inves- 
tor-state dispute settlement portion of 
this, and we have been affirmed here 
that we normally win when we are 
challenged. And that is correct—we 
have mostly won when we are chal- 
lenged. We have won because we have 
out-lawyered the other side because, in 
general, we don’t expropriate. But we 
have not won under all the trade agree- 
ments. 

We lost a case on tuna that was dol- 
phin-free or dolphin-friendly tuna la- 
bels. Why did we lose it? Because under 
the WTO, Mexico challenged it. Under 
WTO, they challenged it and said: This 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


discriminates against the way we fish, 
and we lost. We lost on turtles. We lost 
on cotton. 

What happened last week? Well, we 
lost on the labeling of food grown in 
the United States of America. The 
WTO said we cannot label our beef as 
USA made or raised or born or har- 
vested. 

I tell you this. I want to live in a 
country where, if our legislators, at the 
local level, at the State level, at the 
Federal level, want to pass a law that 
informs every citizen about where food 
is grown because the citizens want to 
know, it should be possible to do so. 

We should not give away our sov- 
ereignty to international panels that 
can make decisions that wipe out our 
consumer laws or our environmental 
laws—and there was a proposal to 
make sure we did not end up with that 
in this agreement, and it was defeated. 

So we still have this substantial risk 
of losing future cases, just as we lost 
on dolphins, just as we lost on turtles, 
and just as we lost last week on the la- 
beling of food in the United States of 
America. 

This particular issue of labeling our 
food goes to the heart of who we are— 
free people who want to make decisions 
for the health and safety of our fami- 
lies. The way we do that is when we 
buy things, we find out information, 
and that information has to be on the 
label. 

I was reading here earlier an article 
about how shrimp is raised in Vietnam. 
It is farmed in pools, and it doesn’t 
meet any of the standards we would 
like, so they get artificial documenta- 
tion and it is shipped at high volumes 
into the United States. Consumer Re- 
ports came out with a report recently, 
and they said: Don’t buy shrimp unless 
it is produced in the United States, 
particularly don’t buy it if it comes 
from Vietnam. 

There is another example of why we 
should, if we want to be able to, have 
labels on our food that say “Made in 
America” or “Made in Vietnam.” Con- 
sumers should have a choice, so they 
can see Consumer Reports and find out 
that shrimp is full of deadly bacteria, 
when they receive Consumer Reports, 
and find out that shrimp is full of anti- 
biotics that are put in because of dead- 
ly bacteria, and they don't want their 
children exposed to those bacteria. If 
they don't want them exposed to bac- 
teria, they should be able to make that 
decision, but we can't do that if we 
give away our sovereignty to inter- 
national dispute resolution panels. 

So there are a host of problems in- 
herent in this trade agreement and in 
this fast-track that have not been re- 
solved. 

We have not addressed having a min- 
imum wage and steadily over time re- 
ducing the disparity between the low- 
est paid countries and the highest paid 
countries so our workers will not be at 
this massive disadvantage. 
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We have not addressed the enforce- 
ment of labor provisions because we 
have not developed anything different 
from what we have done before, and we 
are unable to enforce them. We have 
only tried once, and we are still out 
after 7 years with Guatemala. We 
haven’t even tried with the environ- 
mental side, it is so difficult. 


We have left intact an international 
panel of corporate lawyers who on one 
issue can be the advocate, on the next 
can be the judge. It is full of conflict of 
interest. We haven’t addressed that. 


So here is the bottom line: Do we 
want to live in an America where the 
middle class is going to be wiped out 
because we have pulled out all the bar- 
riers between very low-wage countries, 
low-enforcement countries, low-labor- 
standard countries, low environmental 
standards, and our economy—which 
then creates tremendous pressure for 
our own wages and standards to dimin- 
ish. Why does it create pressure? Be- 
cause companies say: You know what. 
If you push for higher wages or better 
working conditions, we are going to 
move our factory overseas or they say: 
You know what. We already have a fac- 
tory overseas. We are going to increase 
our production there and decrease our 
production here. That is the pressure 
here on wages and working conditions 
in the United States of America. 


What about the people overseas? This 
agreement is designed so companies 
who are producing in China—which will 
not be part of the agreement at this 
point in time—can say: If you raise 
your wages and your working condi- 
tions, we will go to Malaysia, and if 
Malaysia raises theirs, we will go to 
Vietnam. 


So it isn’t good for the foreign work- 
ers any more than it is for the Amer- 
ican workers. 


There was an article yesterday in the 
Washington Post. The columnist or the 
op-ed writer said: It is basically like 
this. This agreement is, like previous 
agreements, very good for the investor 
class. Because if companies can 
produce things at the lowest possible 
cost, that will raise their stock prices. 


However, he said, it is really bad for 
the working class because less and less 
will go to the workers under these 
types of competitive pressures between 
the United States or taking the work 
overseas or between one nation over- 
seas and another nation overseas. 


So I will conclude this simply by say- 
ing: This is why I voted against this 
fast-track, because this fast-track is 
deeply flawed. It does not address the 
fundamental issues that have been 
identified in previous agreements. 
Going down this track and bringing the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership to this 
Chamber, with no ability to mend it, 
no ability to extend debate because de- 
bate will be limited, no ability to hold 
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it to the normal standards in the Sen- 
ate in terms of closing the debate—be- 
cause of all that, this is simply the 
wrong direction to go. 

In this final effort, in this final set of 
time before we take the final vote, let’s 
recognize it is important that we, as 
Senators representing the citizens of 
the United States, not simply fight for 
the investor class; let’s fight to make 
work work for working Americans. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
FISCHER). The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I know of no further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
any further debate? 

If not, the question in on the engross- 
ment of the amendment and third read- 
ing of the bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
JOHNSON). Are there any other Sen- 
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 62, 
nays 37, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 193 Leg.] 


YEAS—62 

Alexander Ernst Murkowski 
Ayotte Feinstein Murray 
Barrasso Fischer Nelson 
Bennet Flake Perdue 
Blunt Gardner Portman 
Boozman Graham Risch 
Cantwell Hatch Bee 

antwe. ate: 
Capito Heitkamp nai il 
Cardin Heller Sage 
Carper Hoeven 
Cassidy Inhofe Scott 
Coats Isakson Shaheen 
Cochran Johnson Sullivan 
Coons Kaine Thune 
Corker Kirk Tillis 
Cornyn Lankford Toomey 
Cotton McCain Vitter 
Crapo McCaskill Warner 
Cruz McConnell Wicker 
Daines Moran Wyden 
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NAYS—37 
Baldwin King Reid 
Blumenthal Klobuchar Sanders 
Booker Leahy Schatz 
Boxer Lee Schumer 
Brown Manchin Sessions 
Casey Markey Shelby 
Collins Menendez Stabenow 
Donnelly Merkley Test 
Durbin Mikulski al 
Udall 

Franken Murphy 

vans Warren 
Gillibrand Paul Whiteh 
Heinrich Peters itehouse 
Hirono Reed 

NOT VOTING—1 
Enzi 

The bill (H.R. 1314), as amended, was 

passed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, for 
the benefit of all Senators, let me indi- 
cate where we are. Without reaching an 
agreement to go forward, which we 
have not reached at this point, the 
next vote will be at 1 a.m. If that 
changes, I will be the first to let every- 
one know. If it does, obviously we will 
try to expedite the process. But as of 
this moment, we will be voting at 1 
a.m. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ORDER FOR RECESS 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that following 
the remarks of Senator WYDEN for 5 
minutes, the Senate stand in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, as we 
bring this very dramatic chapter in 
U.S. trade policy to its conclusion in 
the Senate, I wish to take a few min- 
utes to acknowledge the many people 
who helped in ways large and small to 
bring about the passage of the Bipar- 
tisan Congressional Trade Priorities 
and Accountability Act. 

First and foremost, I thank Chair- 
man HATCH for his partnership 
throughout the process. I think Chair- 
man HATCH and I can smile a bit look- 
ing back on some very spirited debates 
in the process of getting to this point. 
I do want colleagues to understand 
that Chairman HATCH has been a true 
leader in this bipartisan effort in the 
Finance Committee and on the floor. I 
thank Chairman HATCH and his staff 
for all they have done. 

I think both Chairman HATCH and I 
also want to acknowledge our partner 
in the House, Chairman RYAN. All 
through the discussions, Chairman 
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HATCH, Chairman RYAN, and myself, all 
tried to make sure that we would have 
a bipartisan, bicameral collaborative 
effort. The three of us obviously don’t 
see eye to eye on everything, but we 
thought it was very important to try 
to come together and move an extraor- 
dinarily important and challenging 
economic policy forward for the coun- 
try. Chairman RYAN has been there 
every single step of the way, and we 
look forward to returning the favor as 
he moves this historic package through 
the House and on to the President’s 
desk. 

We also thank Leader MCCONNELL for 
his work in shepherding this package 
through the process. It has not been 
easy, but Leader MCCONNELL has had a 
single-minded focus in terms of getting 
this bill across the finish line. 

While we are on the subject of Senate 
leadership, I especially want to ac- 
knowledge the extraordinary contribu- 
tions of my Pacific Northwest col- 
league Senator MURRAY and her staff. 
Over the last few years, colleagues, we 
have seen time and time again Senator 
MURRAY demonstrate her extraor- 
dinary ability. She is a person of mod- 
est size, but she is sure good at getting 
big things done. This bill is no excep- 
tion, and it could not have happened 
without her leadership and help. 

Finally, I note Chairman HATCH and I 
wish to thank all the members of the 
Finance Committee because they had a 
lot of good ideas, and they were con- 
structive in terms of bringing this de- 
bate along, recognizing that we had 
strong differences. Every single mem- 
ber of the Finance Committee made a 
meaningful contribution, whether it 
was to the policy or to the process. 
Chairman HATCH and I want to say 
that when you look at a full recounting 
of all the great work done by Finance 
Committee members, if we were to do 
it all night, we would keep you all the 
way through the recess. 

I wrap up with a quick word of my 
thanks to my staff who have done an 
exceptional job putting the legislation 
together: Jayme White, Elissa Alben, 
Greta Peisch, Anderson Heiman, Keith 


Chu, Malcolm McGreary, Danielle 
Deraney, Kara Getz, and Juan 
Machado. 


I close by way of saying I think it is 
fair to say that there were a lot of ob- 
servers, both in and outside this body, 
who thought it would not be possible to 
move forward on an issue like this— 
which is going to affect 40 percent of 
the global economy—in a bipartisan 
fashion. We know there are going to be 
a billion middle-class consumers in the 
developing world in 2025, and they want 
to “Buy American.” They like our 
brand. 

With the extraordinary leadership of 
Chairman HATCH and many others who 
contributed to this effort, I think once 
again there is going to be a very sig- 
nificant array of economic opportuni- 
ties for the people we represent to get 
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high-skill, high-wage, export-related 
jobs with products and services that we 
sell to these countries. 

So I close this part of the debate to- 
night—again, as we began, I think, 7 
months ago, Chairman HATCH, by tell- 
ing you that this, to me, is what we are 
sent to do, tackle the big issues in a bi- 
partisan way. 

With that, I yield the floor. 


ee 


RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF 
THE CHAIR 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 9:36 p.m., 
recessed subject to the call of the Chair 
and reassembled at 11:13 p.m. when 
called to order by the Presiding Officer 
(Mr. SESSIONS). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 


EE 


USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015— 
MOTION TO PROCEED 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to H.R. 2048. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 87, H.R. 
2048, a bill to reform the authorities of the 
Federal Government to require the produc- 
tion of certain business records, conduct 
electronic surveillance, use pen registers and 
trap and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign intel- 
ligence, counterterrorism, and criminal pur- 
poses, and for other purposes. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


THE GRAND STAIRCASE- 
ESCALANTE NATIONAL MONU- 
MENT GRAZING PROTECTION 
ACT 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I have al- 
ways been proud of Utah’s rich herit- 
age. Utah is blessed with incredible 
natural resources, beautiful land- 
scapes, and breathtaking vistas. 
Utahns have always understood the im- 
portance of maintaining a responsible 
balance between the development of 
our abundant resources and the need to 
protect the unique natural features of 
our State. Today, though, the execu- 
tive branch threatens to disrupt that 
delicate balance. Countless rural com- 
munities in Utah are currently facing 
difficult challenges to their way of life 
as the Bureau of Land Management, 
BLM, increases restrictions on tradi- 
tional economic activities, such as 
ranching and grazing operations on 
Federal land. 

Under President Theodore Roo- 
sevelt’s leadership, Congress passed the 
Antiquities Act of 1906—a short, four- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


paragraph law that gave the President 
unilateral authority to designate areas 
as national monuments. Such designa- 
tions were intended to protect special 
areas in our country that have particu- 
larly significant natural, historical, or 
cultural features. Congress crafted 
these designations to be limited in 
scope and “confined to the smallest 
area compatible with proper care and 
management of the objects to be pro- 
tected.” At that time, the Antiquities 
Act was an essential tool to protect 
our Nation’s historical treasures 
against growing dangers, such as 
looters and vandals. Congress drafted 
this law after archaeologists noticed 
that America’s natural treasures were 
turning up in overseas museums and 
private collections. 

After President Roosevelt signed the 
Antiquities Act into law, he subse- 
quently set aside nearly 20 such nat- 
ural and cultural landmarks. These 
monument designations were limited 
in scope and designed to protect spe- 
cific locations rather than massive 
acreages. For example, the total area 
of our Nation’s first national monu- 
ment, Devil’s Tower in Wyoming, spans 
only about 2 square miles. Unfortu- 
nately, over time, the use of the Antiq- 
uities Act has evolved from protecting 
historic landmarks to restricting de- 
velopment across vast swaths of land 
without any meaningful local input. 
For example, on September 18, 1996, 
President Bill Clinton issued a procla- 
mation designating nearly 1.9 million 
acres in southern Utah as the Grand 
Staircase-Escalante National Monu- 
ment. Utah’s entire congressional dele- 
gation, the Utah State Legislature, and 
then-Governor Mike Leavitt all strong- 
ly opposed this proclamation. Presi- 
dent Clinton’s declaration was made 
without so much as a “by your leave” 
to the people of Utah. There were no 
consultations, no hearings, no townhall 
meetings, no TV or radio discussions, 
no input from Federal land managers, 
no maps, no boundaries—nothing. In 
fact, Utah’s elected representatives in 
Washington had to learn about the 
proclamation from the Washington 
Post. 

There are significant impacts on the 
ground when a monument is designated 
not only on Federal land but also on 
State and private land. Had President 
Clinton consulted with the State and 
the delegation, he would have learned 
that the designation would land-lock 
and render useless 200,000 acres of Utah 
School Trust Lands—lands held in 
trust for the education of Utah’s chil- 
dren. This designation deprived Utah 
schools of a significant revenue source. 
Fortunately, Utah’s congressional dele- 
gation was eventually able to pass leg- 
islation allowing these school trust 
lands to be swapped out of the monu- 
ment boundary. While this legislation 
helped the schools, much of the local 
population still lost their jobs because 
of the President’s declaration. 
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The only silver lining in this debacle 
was language written into the Presi- 
dent’s proclamation that protected 
livestock grazing on the monument. 
While the President blocked significant 
mineral development and other eco- 
nomic activity in the 1.9 million-acre 
area, he at least understood that block- 
ing traditional grazing in the area was 
untenable. Sadly, since the 1996 monu- 
ment designation, nearly 28 percent of 
the Federal livestock grazing animal 
unit-months, AUMs, have been sus- 
pended, according to the Utah Cattle- 
men’s Association. 

According to the 2015 Economic Re- 
port to the Governor prepared by the 
Utah Economic Council, ‘‘[o]f Utah’s 45 
million acres of rangeland, 33 million 
acres are owned and managed by the 
federal government, while only 8 mil- 
lion acres are privately owned.” With 
that in mind, most ranching operations 
in Utah must combine private grazing, 
feed importation, and access to the re- 
newable grasses and forage through 
Federal grazing leases in order to be 
economically viable. Unfortunately, 
since the late 1940s, the Utah Farm Bu- 
reau found that the BLM and the For- 
est Service have drastically cut or sus- 
pended Utah’s total livestock grazing 
AUMs from 5.4 million AUMs in 1949 to 
just over 2 million in 2012. 

With grazing on Federal land already 
in peril, grazing on the monument is at 
even greater risk. Currently, the BLM 
is considering an amendment to the 
Management Plan that would elimi- 
nate grazing on the monument alto- 
gether. If the BLM eliminates grazing 
on the monument, there would be sig- 
nificant negative economic impacts to 
the area. Consider the economic bene- 
fits grazing already brings to these 
rural counties in Utah. The Utah Farm 
Bureau reports that ‘‘around 11,500 
feeder cattle sold out of Kane and Gar- 
field County ranches brought in more 
than $16 million dollars and generated 
in excess of $25-$30 million based on 
a conservative economic multiplier. 
With about one-half of the calf crop 
coming from grazing allotments within 
the monument, of that total, about $8 
million in direct feeder cattle sales and 
between $12-$15 million in economic ac- 
tivity is tied directly back to cattle 
grazing on the monument.” 

Those ranching dollars create jobs in 
Utah’s rural counties. The money also 
contributes to local tax revenue and 
supports vital public services. Elimi- 
nating grazing on the monument would 
have disastrous implications for the 
local economy. 

The poor stewardship of the land pre- 
sents another risk even beyond its ef- 
fects on grazing and the local economy. 
The rangeland on the monument is 
being mismanaged. Even if the BLM 
decides to change course overnight and 
restore grazing to the historic levels 
that existed before the designation of 
the monument, the land in its current 
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state would not be able to sustain it. 
Over the last 20 years, we have wit- 
nessed a worrisome decline in range- 
land health. With this decline, live- 
stock carrying capacity has also de- 
creased. 

To protect rangeland health, I joined 
Senator MIKE LEE and Congressman 
CHRIS STEWART to introduce the Grand 
Staircase-Escalante National Monu- 
ment Grazing Protection Act. This bill 
would direct the BLM to create and im- 
plement a management program within 
the areas of the monument to improve 
rangeland conditions for wildlife and 
livestock carrying capacity. It would 
also restore livestock grazing to the 
historic levels that existed before the 
designation. There are many things 
BLM can and should be doing to re- 
store rangeland health. Improving the 
range would not only benefit ranchers 
and affected communities but also 
bring significant ecological and envi- 
ronmental benefits to the entire area. 
This legislation will direct the BLM in 
that effort. 

This is a commonsense bill that will 
restore Utah’s rangeland to health. I 
strongly urge my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 


Ee 


USA PATRIOT ACT 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today I 
wish to speak on a critical national se- 
curity issue: the importance of renew- 
ing the authority for essential anti-ter- 
rorism tools which is set to expire by 
the time Congress returns to Wash- 
ington after Memorial Day. 

Every single Member of this body re- 
members where he or she was on Sep- 
tember 11, 2001. I was here in the Sen- 
ate. I remember evacuating the Capitol 
and the office building. I remember 
standing on the lawn outside, won- 
dering if a plane was headed toward 
this very building. 

That terrible day gave us a taste of 
what terrorists want to visit upon our 
country. We realized that these fanat- 
ics would stop at nothing to kill inno- 
cent men, women, and children and to 
bring our country to its knees. 

Knowing the threat this country 
faced, we resolved not to let bureau- 
cratic red tape hinder the ability of our 
law enforcement and intelligence com- 
munities to keep us safe. As the rank- 
ing member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I joined with colleagues of both 
parties as well as the Bush administra- 
tion to craft the USA PATRIOT Act, 
which passed the Senate 98 to 1. The 
PATRIOT Act and its subsequent reau- 
thorizations have proven critical to our 
ability to investigate terrorist threats 
and prevent another mass-casualty at- 
tack on the homeland. 

Let me make one matter perfectly 
clear: we continue to face a very seri- 
ous terrorist threat. The evil that 
struck us on September 11 has metas- 
tasized and continues to present a clear 
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and present danger to the national se- 
curity of the United States. As the 
American people’s elected representa- 
tives, it is our primary duty to keep 
this country safe. Accordingly, we 
must continue to provide the necessary 
tools to the law enforcement and intel- 
ligence communities that have helped 
keep this Nation safe for the past 14 
years. 

Unfortunately, some of these tools 
have become quite controversial, de- 
spite the repeated showing of strong bi- 
partisan support for them. The collec- 
tion of telephone metadata under sec- 
tion 215 has drawn particular criti- 
cisms and worrisome calls for “re- 
form.” I find this development enor- 
mously concerning. 

Consider what President Obama him- 
self had to say about our need for such 
a capability: 

The program grew out of a desire to ad- 
dress a gap identified after 9/11. One of the 
9/11 hijackers, Khalid al-Mihdhar, made a 
phone call from San Diego to a known al- 
Qaeda safe house in Yemen. NSA saw that 
call, but it could not see that the call was 
coming from an individual already in the 
United States. The telephone metadata pro- 
gram under Section 215 was designed to map 
the communications of terrorists so we could 
see who they may be in contact with as 
quickly as possible. 

The President was absolutely right. 
The collection of telephone metadata 
in bulk facilitates our mapping of ter- 
rorist networks and our ability to dis- 
rupt terrorist plots. Contrary to the 
wild fantasies that critics frequently 
spout, this collection does not mean- 
ingfully intrude on our privacy. It does 
not involve the NSA listening in on 
anyone’s calls. It is simply a very im- 
portant means of finding a proverbial 
needle in a haystack. We should reau- 
thorize this authority without delay. 

A number of my colleagues have 
taken a different approach, taking up 
the cause of the so-called USA FREE- 
DOM Act to ‘‘reform’’ our counterter- 
rorism efforts. I find the name of this 
bill ironic, in the sense that their legis- 
lation aims to restore a freedom that 
was never under threat while sacri- 
ficing critical tools that secure our 
freedom. 

For instance, under this legislation, 
metadata would no longer be collected 
by the government but instead re- 
tained by private communications cor- 
porations. While this idea may seem 
initially appealing, I have strong res- 
ervations about such an approach. 
Their proposal contains no require- 
ment for these companies to maintain 
this data for any length of time. With- 
out such a requirement, the effective- 
ness of a search would obviously be 
compromised. 

This is hardly my only concern. Con- 
sider also the provision of the so-called 
FREEDOM Act that would create a 
body of outside experts to advise the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court on the government’s warrant ap- 
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plications. Such an unprecedented 
move would cause serious constitu- 
tional concerns and could undermine 
the adversarial system which is at the 
core of the judicial branch. 

For these and many other reasons, I 
cannot support the so-called FREE- 
DOM Act. While I would prefer to pass 
a long-term extension of our current 
authorities, I will support a short-term 
extension to facilitate the search for a 
long-term solution. I urge my col- 
leagues in both Houses to support this 
effort. 


— A 


TRIBUTE TO CHARLES E. BULLOCK 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise to congratulate and pay tribute to 
an honored Kentuckian, Mr. Charles E. 
Bullock. Mr. Bullock is a veteran of 
World War II who enlisted in the Army 
after the attack on Pearl Harbor on 
December 7, 1941. But Mr. Bullock was 
a student at the old Hazel Green High 
School at the time. He missed his sen- 
ior year because he was stationed in 
Europe fighting the Nazis. Mr. Bullock 
had gone from studying history to 
making it. 

More than 70 years after putting on 
his country’s uniform, Mr. Bullock re- 
ceived his high school diploma at long 
last from the Laurel County Board of 
Education at a meeting of that organi- 
zation. This proud veteran and recipi- 
ent of the Bronze Star received a 
warm, heartfelt round of applause from 
the assembled audience twice—once 
upon receiving his diploma, and again 
as he left the room. 

I want to congratulate Mr. Bullock, 
88, on receiving his diploma, and I 
thank him for his service to our Nation 
in uniform. This country owes him a 
debt that can never be truly repaid, for 
his valiant fight against the Axis Pow- 
ers during World War II. It is appro- 
priate as we approach Memorial Day 
that every American reflect on the 
freedoms we cherish and that Mr. Bul- 
lock fought to defend. I know my col- 
leagues join me when I extend my deep- 
est gratitude and appreciation to Mr. 
Charles E. Bullock in praise of his serv- 
ice. 

An article detailing Mr. Bullock’s re- 
ceipt of his high school diploma ap- 
peared in the area newspaper the Sen- 
tinel-Echo. I ask unanimous consent 
that said article be printed in the 
RECORD following my remarks. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

WORLD WAR II VETERAN RECEIVES HIGH 
SCHOOL DIPLOMA—BULLOCK JOINED ARMY IN 
WAKE OF PEARL HARBOR ATTACK 

(By R. Scott Belzer) 

Charles E. Bullock, 88, didn’t know he 
would not finish his senior year of high 
school at Hazel Green in 1942. He also didn’t 
know he would have to wait more than 70 
years to receive his high school diploma. 

Bullock—a World War II veteran—was hon- 
ored on Monday at the bi-weekly meeting of 
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the Laurel County Board of Education with 
an official Laurel County high school di- 
ploma, 73 years after enlistment and deploy- 
ment cut his high school career short. 

“After the attack on December 7, 1941, 
many young men enlisted in the armed serv- 
ices to soldier on behalf of their country,” 
said Dr. Doug Bennett, superintendent of 
Laurel County Schools. ‘‘Some of the young 
men were high school students aged 17 or 18 
who left their high school studies before 
graduation in order to enlist. We’re pleased 
to have one of those young men with us this 
evening.” 

Bennett went on to laud Bullock's choice 
to leave Hazel Green High School to fight in 
World War II, stating that Bullock chose to 
be a part of history rather than study it. 

“He was called to fight and protect the 
freedoms we enjoy today,” Bennett said. “No 
longer was he reading about history but be- 
came part of making history on the front 
lines.” 

Bennett said that Bullock represented the 
best and highest ideals of Laurel County and 
was glad to be a part of his formal recogni- 
tion. 

“I appreciate what you men have done,” 
Bullock said. “They took me out my senior 
year of Hazel Green High School because I 
wasn't in my second semester. They took six 
of us out of the high school and put us in the 
army. Three months later we were fighting 
in Belgium, France and Germany.” 

Bullock said he stayed in the army until 
the war was over in 1945. He was awarded a 
Bronze Star, a medal awarded for acts of her- 
oism, meritorious achievement or meri- 
torious service within a combat zone. The 
medal, unfortunately, was another thing he 
had to wait for. 

“T never got it when I came out,” said Bul- 
lock. “The dischargers said ‘You can wait 
and get your medals, it'11 only take 15 days,’ 
and I said, ‘I’m going home.’ About 70 years 
later I got so mad about some things going 
on and went before Congressman Hal Rogers 
and he said he’d help me and he did.” 

School board member Joe Schenkenfelder 
quoted Ronald Reagan in 1983 to end the 
presentation. 

“Tve been thinking about this all day and 
I finally found a quote—so often we don't 
know why we recognize our veterans or why 
we send men and women out to fight for our 
country,” said Schenkenfelder. “I thought 
this was very fitting: ‘Freedom is never more 
than one generation away from extinction. 
We didn't pass it to our children in the 
bloodstream. It must be fought for, protected 
and handed down for them to do the same, or 
one day we will spend our sunset years tell- 
ing our children and our children's children 
what it was once like in the United States 
where men were free.” ” 


— A 


RECOGNIZING THE ADVOCATE- 
MESSENGER 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, one 
of my home State's great newspapers, 
the Advocate-Messenger, is celebrating 
its 150th anniversary this year, and I 
want to congratulate the staff and pub- 
lishers of this venerable institution 
that is published out of Danville, Ky. 

The newspaper that would become 
the Advocate-Messenger was first pub- 
lished on June 24, 1865, as The Ken- 
tucky Advocate. Created by James L. 
Marrs, it was guided to considerable 
success by a trio of editors: G.W. 
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Doneghy, W. Vernon Richardson, and 
W.O. McIntyre. The paper became a 
daily in 1911 and a member of the Asso- 
ciated Press in 1914. 


In the meantime, a local merchant 
named Hubert McGoodwin founded the 
Danville Messenger in 1910 as a compet- 
itor of the Kentucky Advocate. This 
paper was purchased in 1918 by J. Cur- 
tis Alcock, an experienced editor and 
publisher, and he guided The Danville 
Messenger to considerable success in 
the ensuing decades while also serving 
as secretary-treasurer of the Kentucky 
Press Association from 1911 to 1942. 


In 1940, the two newspapers merged 
to become the Advocate-Messenger and 
published Monday through Friday 
under that name. The Kentucky Advo- 
cate became a Saturday afternoon 
paper for a decade before switching to 
a Sunday-only paper in 1950, con- 
tinuing to this day. 


Many able hands have steered the 
ship of the Advocate-Messenger over 
the years. Enos Swain, formerly the di- 
rector of Centre College's public rela- 
tions, became the Advocate-Mes- 
senger’s editor in 1944 and served the 
longest tenure of any editor, 34 years. 
In 1977 current owner Schurz Commu- 
nications bought the paper, and Mary 
Schurz became the editor and publisher 
in 1978 upon Enos Swain’s retirement. 


From 2006 to 2014, Scott Schurz, Jr., 
served as editor and publisher, and in 
July 2014, Larry Hensley was named 
president and publisher, posts he con- 
tinues to fill today. John Nelson is the 
executive editor. 


Under the supervision of Mr. Hensley, 
the Advocate-Messenger enjoys a 
healthy circulation throughout south- 
central Kentucky, with distribution 
primarily in Boyle, Lincoln, Casey, 
Mercer, and Garrard counties. Danville 
benefits from being recognized by Time 
magazine as one of 10 successful Main 
Street communities in the country and 
is the home of Centre College, one of 
the top liberal arts colleges in the re- 
gion. I can attest to my colleagues that 
Danville is a wonderful place, and I be- 
lieve the Advocate-Messenger truly has 
its finger on the pulse of the region. 


A strong and vigorous free press 
being vital to the freedoms of our coun- 
try, I wish to recognize the Advocate- 
Messenger as a newspaper that takes 
its dedication to journalism and to 
serving the people of its community se- 
riously. One hundred and fifty years in 
publication is quite an accomplishment 
that few newspapers can claim, and I 
know my colleagues join me when I say 
congratulations to the Advocate-Mes- 
senger on the occasion of its sesqui- 
centennial and best wishes for many 
more years of publication to come. And 
congratulations to the newspaper”s 
president and publisher, Larry Hensley, 
and its executive editor, John Nelson. 
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FOREIGN MEDICAL SCHOOL 
ACCOUNTABILITY FAIRNESS ACT 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, this 
week I was pleased to be joined by my 
Republican colleague from Louisiana, 
Senator BILL CASSIDY, to introduce the 
Foreign Medical School Accountability 
Fairness Act. 

I appreciate Senator CASSIDY’s lead- 
ership on this issue and his willingness 
to work across the aisle. We were 
joined across the Capitol by Represent- 
atives MICHAEL BURGESS and ELIJAH 
CUMMINGS, who introduced a House 
companion bill today. 

This bipartisan, common-sense bill 
fixes a loophole in Federal law used by 
for-profit medical schools in the Carib- 
bean to gain access to Federal edu- 
cation dollars without meeting the 
same requirements as other foreign 
medical schools. 

Under current law, a small number of 
medical schools—about six, four of 
which are for-profits—are exempt from 
meeting the same requirements to 
qualify for Title IV funding that all 
other medical schools outside of the 
U.S. and Canada must meet. 

This loophole allows these schools to 
enroll large percentages of American 
students—which means access to more 
federal dollars. 

The biggest of these schools are for- 
profits—St. George’s, Ross, and Amer- 
ican University of the Caribbean whose 
enrollments of Americans are 91 per- 
cent, 83 percent, and 86 percent respec- 
tively. Other schools are prohibited 
from having U.S. citizens or U.S. per- 
manent residents make up more than 
40 percent of enrollment. 

These for-profit schools have turned 
the idea of being a foreign school on its 
head—they are located outside of the 
U.S., but have majority-American en- 
rollments. 

They don’t have to meet the same 
high standards U.S. medical schools 
must meet, but also don’t have to meet 
the same requirements as schools lo- 
cated outside of the U.S. to access hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars of federal 
funding. It’s a pretty good deal for 
them. 

In fact in 2012, the three schools I 
mentioned earlier—St. George’s and 
Ross and American University of the 
Caribbean, both owned by DeVry, took 
in more than $450 million from the fed- 
eral government—from American tax- 
payers. That amounted to more than 
two-thirds of all Title IV funding that 
went to all foreign medical schools. 

To sum up—three schools, 2/3 of the 
Federal funding, exempt from the law. 

Not only are these three schools ex- 
empt from the enrollment require- 
ment, but they don't have to meet a 
minimum standard of success—having 
75 percent of their students pass the 
U.S. board exams—a requirement for 
any of its students to actually practice 
medicine in the United States. 

The University of Sydney, with its 
dozen or so American students, has to 
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meet this standard in order to receive 
Title IV dollars. But DeVry’s Ross Uni- 
versity, with 1,000 or more American 
students, does not. 

It doesn’t seem right to the Depart- 
ment of Education, which says there is 
no rationale for continuing the exemp- 
tion. And it doesn’t seem right to me 
either. 

Especially when you consider what 
students are getting for this Federal 
investment—more debt, higher rates of 
attrition, and lower residency match 
rates than U.S. medical schools. Trans- 
lation: More debt and less chance of be- 
coming a doctor. 

In September 2013, an article in 
Bloomberg by Janet Lorin entitled 
“DeVry Lures Medical School Rejects 
as Taxpayers Fund Debt’’ shined a 
bright light on the poor student out- 
comes of these schools. 

It is no secret that for-profit foreign 
medical schools prey on students who 
have been rejected by traditional U.S. 
medical schools. They promise to ful- 
fill the unrequited dreams for students 
who want to be doctors, but for one 
reason or another, did not make the 
cut in the U.S. 

On average, scores on the MCAT, the 
test required to enter medical school, 
of students attending these offshore 
for-profit schools are lower than those 
of students who are admitted to med- 
ical schools in the U.S. In 2012, stu- 
dents at U.S. medical schools scored an 
average of 31 out of 45 on the MCAT 
while students at DeVry’s Ross medical 
school scored an average of 24. 

The attrition rate at U.S. medical 
schools averaged 3 percent for the class 
beginning in 2009 while rates at for- 
profit foreign medical schools can be 
up to 26 percent or higher. More than a 
quarter of the students at some of 
these schools drop out. 

On average, students at for-profit 
medical schools operating outside of 
the United States and Canada amass 
more student debt than those at med- 
ical schools in the United States. For 
example, graduates of the American 
University of the Caribbean have a me- 
dian of $309,000 in Federal student debt 
versus $180,000 for graduates of U.S. 
medical schools. 

To add insult to injury, these for- 
eign-trained graduates are on average 
less competitive candidates for coveted 
U.S. residency positions. In 2015, resi- 
dency match rates for foreign-trained 
graduates averaged 53 percent com- 
pared to 94 percent for graduates of 
medical schools in the United States. 
They are even less likely to land a resi- 
dency position the second time around. 

According to the Bloomberg article I 
referenced earlier, one graduate of St. 
George’s University, Michael Uva, 
amassed almost $400,000 in medical 
school loans, but failed to land a resi- 
dency spot twice. Michael was forced to 
work at a blood donation clinic earning 
$30 an hour instead. Although he sac- 
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rificed years of his life training for it, 
without completing a residency, he will 
never get to practice medicine and this 
$400,000 debt will likely follow him 
throughout his life. 

Congress has failed taxpayers and 
students by subsidizing these Carib- 
bean schools with billions in Federal 
dollars for years without adequate ac- 
countability and oversight. 

This bill takes a first step at address- 
ing that failure—by ensuring these 
Caribbean schools must meet the same 
standards other schools outside of the 
United States and Canada must meet. 

This bill should send a message to 
those schools down in the sunny Carib- 
bean who may have thought they could 
continue to exploit taxpayers and stu- 
dents without anybody noticing. 

It has broad support among the U.S. 
medical school community—endorsed 
by medical school deans of more than 
60 venerable U.S. medical schools and 
the American Association of Colleges 
of Osteopathic Medicine. 

I look forward to working with Sen- 
ator CASSIDY as well as Chairman 
ALEXANDER and Ranking Member MUR- 
RAY to address this issue as the HELP 
Committee begins consideration of the 
Higher Education Act. 


EEE 
USA PATRIOT ACT 


Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
wish to explain why I support a short- 
term reauthorization of the national 
security authorities that expire on 
June 1, and why I will not vote for clo- 
ture on the latest version of the USA 
FREEDOM Act at this time. These au- 
thorities need to be reauthorized and 
reformed in a way that appropriately 
balances national security with the 
privacy and civil liberties of all Ameri- 
cans. I am hopeful that during the next 
few weeks we can do a better job of 
doing just that. 

I start with the premise that these 
are important national security tools 
that shouldn’t be permitted to expire. 
If that were to happen, there is little 
doubt that the country would be placed 
at greater risk of terrorist attack, at a 
time when we can least afford it. This 
isn’t exaggeration or hyperbole. 

We have recently witnessed the emer- 
gence of ISIS, a terrorist organization 
that controls large swaths of Iraq and 
Syria, including, as of just days ago, 
the capital of the largest province in 
Iraq. ISIS is beheading Americans and 
burning its captives alive for propa- 
ganda value. And fueled in part by 
black market oil sales, ISIS reportedly 
has at least $2 billion. 

The organization isn’t just sitting on 
that money. Members of ISIS and re- 
lated groups are actively recruiting 
would-be terrorists from around the 
world to come to Syria. They are in- 
spiring attacks, often using social 
media, in the West, from Paris, to Syd- 
ney, to Ottawa, and even here in the 
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United States, in places like New York 
City, Ohio, and Garland, TX. Director 
Comey has reported that the FBI has 
investigations of perhaps thousands of 
people in various stages of 
radicalization in all 50 States. 

So this isn’t the time to let these 
various authorities expire. This isn’t 
the time to terminate the govern- 
ment’s ability to conduct electronic 
surveillance of so-called ‘‘lone wolf” 
terrorists—people who are inspired by 
groups like ISIS but don’t have direct 
contact with them. And this isn’t the 
time to end the government’s ability to 
seek roving wiretaps against terrorists. 
After all, this is a tool that prosecutors 
have used in criminal investigations 
since the mid-1980s. 

Most of all, this isn’t the time to 
sunset the government’s ability to ac- 
quire records from businesses like ho- 
tels, car rental agencies, and supply 
companies, under section 215, in a tar- 
geted fashion. These kinds of records 
are routinely obtained by prosecutors 
in criminal investigations, though the 
use of grand jury subpoenas. It makes 
no sense for the government to be able 
to collect these records to investigate 
bank fraud, insider trading and public 
corruption, but not to help keep the 
country safe from terrorists. 

While we must reauthorize these au- 
thorities, however, it is equally impor- 
tant that we reform them. But we don’t 
yet have a reform bill that I am satis- 
fied with. 

The American people have made 
clear that they want the government 
to stop indiscriminately collecting 
their telephone metadata in bulk under 
section 215. They also want more trans- 
parency from the government and from 
the private sector about how section 
215 and other national security au- 
thorities are being used. They want 
real reform. 

I want to be clear that I emphati- 
cally agree with these goals. They can 
be achieved responsibly, and doing so 
will restore an important measure of 
trust in our intelligence community. 

I agree with these reforms because 
the civil liberties implications of the 
collection of this type of bulk tele- 
phone metadata are concerning. This is 
especially so, given the scope and na- 
ture of the metadata collected through 
this program. 

Now, there haven’t been any cases of 
this metadata being intentionally 
abused for political or other ends. That 
is good. I recognize that the over- 
whelming majority of those who work 
in the intelligence community are law- 
abiding American heroes to whom we 
owe a great debt for helping to keep us 
safe. 

But other national security authori- 
ties have been abused. Unfortunately, 
to paraphrase James Madison, all men 
aren’t angels. I’ve been critical, for ex- 
ample, of the Department of Justice’s 
handling of the so-called LOVEINT 
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cases uncovered by the NSA’s Inspector 
General. 

Given human nature, then, the mere 
potential for abuse makes the status 
quo concerning the bulk collection of 
telephone metadata under section 215 
unsustainable, especially when meas- 
ured against the real yet modest intel- 
ligence value the program has pro- 
vided. 

The USA FREEDOM Act would in 
some ways reauthorize and reform sec- 
tion 215 along these lines. It would end 
the bulk collection of telephone 
metadata in 6 months, and transition 
the program to a system where the 
phone companies hold the data for tar- 
geted searching by the government. 

But the bill’s serious flaws cause me 
to believe that we can do better. Let 
me discuss just a few. 

First, while the system to which the 
bill would transition the program 
sounds promising, it does not exist at 
present, and may well not exist in 6 
months. Intelligence community lead- 
ers don’t know for sure how long it will 
take to build. They don’t know for sure 
how fast it will be able to return search 
results to the government. They don’t 
know for sure whether the phone com- 
panies will voluntarily keep the 
metadata for later searching by the 
government. 

On this score, then, this bill feels like 
a leap into the dark when we can least 
afford it. While we need certainty that 
the bulk collection of telephone 
metadata under section 215 will end, we 
also need more certainty that the new 
system proposed will work and be ef- 
fective. 

Second, the bill contains reforms to 
the FISA Court that are unneeded and 
risky. I am strongly in favor of reform- 
ing the court to make clear that it can 
appoint a traditional amicus, or a 
friend of the court, to help it get the 
law right. This is a well understood 
legal concept. 

But this bill goes further—poten- 
tially dangerously so. Under certain 
circumstances, the bill directs the 
FISA Court to name a panel of outside 
experts who would, in the words of the 
New York Times, ‘‘challenge the gov- 
ernment’s pleadings” before the court. 

Especially when the bill already ends 
the kind of dragnet intelligence collec- 
tion under section 215 that affects so 
many innocent Americans, this is 
wholly unnecessary. And for this rea- 
son, the Administrative Office of the 
U.S. Courts sent a letter alerting Con- 
gress to its concerns that this outside 
advocate could ‘‘impede the court's 
work” by delaying the process and 
chilling the government's candor. 

In addition, this proposed advocate is 
contrary to our legal traditions, in 
which judges routinely make similar 
decisions on an ex parte basis, hearing 
only from the government. Mobsters 
don't get a public defender when the 
government seeks to wiretap their 
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phones. Crooked bankers don't get a 
public defender when the government 
seeks a search warrant for their offices. 
There is no need to give ISIS a public 
defender when the government seeks to 
spy on its terrorists to keep the coun- 
try safe. 

Third, the bill also contains language 
that amends the federal criminal code 
to implement a series of important and 
widely-supported treaties aimed at pre- 
venting nuclear terrorism and pro- 
liferation. However, the bill doesn’t au- 
thorize the death penalty for nuclear 
terrorists. Nor does it permit the gov- 
ernment to request authorization from 
a judge to wiretap the telephones of 
these terrorists or allow those who pro- 
vide them material support to be pros- 
ecuted. These common-sense provisions 
were requested by both the Bush and 
Obama Administrations, but for un- 
known reasons they were omitted from 
the bill. 

In fact, Senator WHITEHOUSE and I 
have introduced separate legislation, 
the Nuclear Terrorism Conventions Im- 
plementation and Safety of Maritime 
Navigation Act of 2015, which would 
implement these treaties with these 
provisions included. 

Recently, I have been heartened that 
there is a bipartisan group of members 
of the Judiciary and Intelligence Com- 
mittees who share these and other con- 
cerns. We have been discussing an al- 
ternative reform bill that would also 
end the bulk collection of telephone 
metadata under section 215. But it 
would also do a better job of ensuring 
that our national security is still pro- 
tected. 

So I support a short, temporary reau- 
thorization with the hope that an al- 
ternative reform bill can be crafted 
that addresses the core reform goals of 
the American people and that appro- 
priately balances national security 
with the privacy and civil liberties of 
all Americans. There is work ahead, 
but it is important that we get this re- 
form right. 


EE 
USA FREEDOM ACT 


Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to discuss the votes the Sen- 
ate will soon take relating to three ex- 
piring provisions in the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act. 

I will vote to support the USA FREE- 
DOM Act, the bill passed by the House 
last week by a vote of 338 to 88, and 
strongly urge my colleagues to do the 
same. In my view, this is the only ac- 
tion that we can take right now that 
will prevent important intelligence au- 
thorities from expiring at the end of 
next week. 

Let me describe the situation in a lit- 
tle more detail. 

On Monday morning at 12:01 a.m. on 
June 1, three separate sections of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, 
or FISA, will expire. Two of those pro- 
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visions were first added to FISA in 2001 
in the USA PATRIOT Act, shortly 
after the terrorist attacks of Sep- 
tember 11. They are the business 
records section, also known as section 
215, and the roving wiretap provision. 

The business records provision was 
originally intended to allow the gov- 
ernment to go to the FISA Court to get 
an order to be able to obtain a variety 
of records relevant to an investigation. 
The authority was, and remains, very 
important for the FBI. 

Since 2006, the business records au- 
thority in FISA has also been used by 
the NSA to get telephone metadata 
records from telephone companies—the 
records of the telephone numbers and 
the time and duration of a call. 
Metadata does not include the content 
or the location or names of the individ- 
uals on the phone. 

The roving wiretap provision allows 
the government to use surveillance au- 
thorities under FISA, pursuant to a 
court order, against an individual who 
seeks to evade surveillance by switch- 
ing communication devices. If a ter- 
rorist gets a new cell phone or changes 
an email address, the government can 
continue surveillance on that indi- 
vidual under the same probable cause 
warrant from the FISA court rather 
than having to go back to the Court for 
authority to collect information from 
each new phone number or email ad- 
dress. 

The third provision, the so-called 
“lone wolf”? provision, was added in 
2004 over concern that the intelligence 
community may not be able to gather 
information on a known terrorist if it 
could not demonstrate his membership 
in a specific terrorist group. Given the 
threat we face today from individuals 
inspired by ISIL, for example, that 
threat is even more real today than it 
was a decade ago. 

These provisions have been reviewed 
by the Intelligence and the Judiciary 
Committees for many years and have 
been subject to enormous public scru- 
tiny. 

For more than a year, there has been 
a strong desire by the American public, 
supported by the President and by the 
House of Representatives, to make a 
basic change in the use of the business 
records authority. That change is to 
end the bulk collection of phone 
records by the NSA and to replace it 
with a system for the government to 
get a FISA Court order to be able to 
obtain a much more specific set of 
records from the telecommunications 
providers when there is a ‘‘reasonable, 
articulable suspicion”? that a phone 
number is associated with a foreign 
terrorist group. 

The Director of National Intelligence 
and the Attorney General have written 
to the Senate to indicate their support 
for this change, which they state ‘‘pre- 
serves essential operational capabili- 
ties of the telephone metadata program 
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and enhances other intelligence capa- 
bilities needed to protect our nation 
and its partners.” 

I would also note that the USA 
FREEDOM Act will allow private com- 
panies that receive requests and orders 
from the government to produce infor- 
mation, at their own discretion, that 
allows them to be more transparent 
about those requests and orders from 
the government. I support this addi- 
tional transparency and thank the 
sponsors of the USA FREEDOM legisla- 
tion for including it. 

I have spoken to a number of tech- 
nology companies, including several 
founded and based in California, that 
believe that transparency is not only 
good policy but that it will help them 
show publicly that their products and 
services are secure and independent 
from government control. 

So the choice before the Senate 
today is a clear one: whether to vote 
for the only sure way to continue the 
use of important intelligence authori- 
ties in a way that has the support of 
the American people, the President, 
the intelligence community, and the 
Department of Justice or to hope that 
the authorities will be renewed for 2 
months despite clear communications 
from the House that it will not support 
such an extension. 

FBI Director Comey said earlier this 
week that the expiration of the busi- 
ness records and roving wiretap au- 
thorities would be a “huge problem,”” 
and I believe him. 

Given the wide range of threats fac- 
ing Americans, both at home and 
abroad—particularly from ISIL and Al 
Qaeda—we should not allow these valu- 
able authorities to expire. 

To me, this is an easy choice, and I 
will support the USA FREEDOM Act. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to engage in a col- 
loquy with Senator CORNYN and Sen- 
ator LEAHY, ranking member of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, regarding impor- 
tant aspects of S. 337, the FOIA Im- 
provement Act of 2015, that could af- 
fect the essential work of our financial 
regulators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
FOIA IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2015 


Mr. BROWN. I recognize the prin- 
ciples of this legislation, which seeks 
to increase government transparency, 
but as the ranking member of the Sen- 
ate Banking Committee, I also recog- 
nize the need for regulatory agencies to 
thoroughly fulfill their oversight and 
supervisory responsibilities over our 
Nation’s financial institutions and the 
health and welfare of our financial sys- 
tem. The financial regulatory agencies 
are responsible for ensuring the safety 
and soundness of the financial system, 
compliance with Federal consumer fi- 
nancial law, and promoting fair, or- 
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derly, and efficient financial markets. 
Effective regulation requires that fi- 
nancial regulators have full access to 
information from regulated entities, 
and regulated entities should be con- 
fident that regulators will be able to 
protect an entity’s confidential infor- 
mation from disclosure. Congress pro- 
vided for this important exchange of 
information in the Freedom of Infor- 
mation Act, FOIA, by protecting super- 
visory information specifically in 5 
U.S.C. §552(b)(8), commonly referred to 
as exemption 8, and more generally in 
other exemptions. Accordingly, I ap- 
preciate that S. 337 does not intend to 
limit the scope of the protections 
under exemption 8, or other exemp- 
tions relevant to financial regulators; 
nor does the bill intend to require re- 
lease of confidential information about 
individuals, or information that a fi- 
nancial institution may have, the re- 
lease of which could compromise the 
stability of the financial institution or 
the financial system, or undermine reg- 
ulators’ consumer protection efforts. 
Because the release of confidential or 
sensitive information relating to the 
supervision of regulated entities could 
cause harm to such entities, their cus- 
tomers, or the financial system, a fi- 
nancial regulatory agency could rea- 
sonably foresee that disclosure of such 
information requested under FOIA may 
harm an interest protected by exemp- 
tion 8. This is precisely why Congress 
continues to provide these statutory 
exemptions. 

Mr. LEAHY. I thank Senator BROWN 
for his interest and support for this 
legislation. I agree that the safety and 
soundness of our financial system and 
financial institutions depends on our 
financial regulators’ ability to perform 
effective oversight and supervision of 
financial institutions. I also agree that 
the free flow of information between 
regulators and financial institutions is 
important to this process. Exemption 8 
was intended by Congress, and has been 
interpreted by the courts, to be very 
broadly construed to ensure the secu- 
rity of financial institutions and to 
safeguard the relationship between fi- 
nancial institutions and their super- 
vising agencies. The proposed amend- 
ments to FOIA are not intended to un- 
dermine the broad protection in ex- 
emption 8 or to undermine the integ- 
rity of the supervisory examination 
process. In addition, I note that some 
information that the government may 
withhold under exemption 8 is also pro- 
tected under exemption 4, which ex- 
empts from disclosure commercial and 
financial information that is privileged 
or confidential. Exemption 4 covers in- 
formation prohibited from disclosure 
under the Trade Secrets Act and simi- 
lar laws, and as such does not provide 
for discretionary disclosure under 
FOIA. As with other exemptions that 
are based on separate legal restric- 
tions, it is understood that the foresee- 
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able harm standard will not apply to 
most of the information falling under 
exemption 4. I will continue to work 
with the banking committee and finan- 
cial regulatory agencies to clarify the 
scope of the bill as we move forward in 
the legislative process and address any 
remaining concerns. 

Mr. CORNYN. I, too, thank Senator 
BROWN for his remarks and for his in- 
terest and support for this legislation. 
I agree with Senator LEAHY that the 
important goals of this bill are not in- 
tended to impede regulatory agencies’ 
oversight and supervisory responsibil- 
ities, nor are they meant to hinder 
communication between financial reg- 
ulators and the institutions that they 
regulate. I agree that it is important to 
ensure that our financial regulators 
are able to do the work required to 
maintain the safety and soundness of 
our financial system. I will also work 
with the chair and ranking member of 
the banking committee and the finan- 
cial regulatory agencies to address any 
remaining concerns on this issue as we 
advance this very important piece of 
legislation. 

Mr. BROWN. I thank Senator CORNYN 
and Senator LEAHY for their work on 
this important legislation and for 
working with me to clarify the scope of 
this bill. I hope Senator CORNYN and 
Senator LEAHY continue to work on 
these issues with the financial regu- 
latory agencies, including if the bill is 
considered in any conference with the 
House of Representatives, to ensure 
that this new standard will not under- 
mine the broad protections currently 
afforded to confidential supervisory in- 
formation and in turn undermine the 
cooperative relationship between regu- 
lators and their supervised institu- 
tions. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING THE LEGACY OF 
THE HUI PANALAAU COLONISTS 


Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, I am 
deeply honored to represent Hawaii— 
my home State is second to none when 
it comes to patriotism, public service, 
and personal sacrifice. 

I thank the Senate for so swiftly 
passing S. Res. 109, a resolution I au- 
thored to acknowledge the deeds of 130 
brave young men from Hawaii who an- 
swered the call to serve our country at 
a perilous time in our Nation’s history. 

Passage of this resolution commemo- 
rates the 80th anniversary of the land- 
ing of the first Native Hawaiian colo- 
nists on remote equatorial islands in 
the Pacific. It also marks the 79th year 
since President Franklin D. Roosevelt 
issued an Executive order to proclaim 
the islands of Jarvis, Howland, and 
Baker under the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 

This was a 7-year colonization effort 
from 1935 to 1942 to secure and main- 
tain the islands under the jurisdiction 
of the United States. The vast majority 
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of the 130 individuals involved in col- 
onization efforts were Native Hawai- 
ian—many recent high school grad- 
uates of the Kamehameha Schools. 
Later colonists included those of Asian 
ancestry and recent graduates from 
high schools across Hawaii. 

These young men left their homes 
and families to be transported to bar- 
ren equatorial islands, and were then 
largely left to fend for themselves and 
each other. They caught fish, con- 
structed rudimentary lodgings, and 
throughout the years demonstrated 
great courage and self-reliance. What 
started as a dual purpose commercial 
and military venture, however, quickly 
evolved into a wartime strategy to ex- 
tend American jurisdiction into the 
equatorial Pacific, establish radio com- 
munications and monitoring outposts, 
and prevent further Japanese encroach- 
ment in the region. 

Three young men lost their lives and 
others sustained permanent injuries 
during their service. Jarvis, Howland, 
and Baker were distant from each 
other and located hundreds of miles 
away from any major landmass. One 
colonist died due to the lack of access 
to medical treatment. Two others were 
killed on December 8, 1941, when the is- 
lands came under attack by Japanese 
submarine and military aircraft. 

The islands were targeted by the Jap- 
anese military numerous times. The 
U.S. Navy, consumed by the bombing 
of Pearl Harbor and official entry into 
World War II, could not rescue the sur- 
viving colonists until 2 months after 
the initial onslaught of Japanese mili- 
tary attacks. 

Upon their arrival home, the colo- 
nists shared little about their experi- 
ences or the hardships they endured on 
those remote equatorial islands. They 
returned to Hawaii to enlist in the U.S. 
military, join the civilian workforce, 
pursue higher education, raise families, 
serve their communities, and live out 
their days in relative anonymity. In 
1956, participants of the colonization 
project established an organization in 
Hawaii called Hui Panalaau, in part to 
preserve “the fellowship of the group” 
and “to honor and esteem those who 
died as colonists.” Still, few outside of 
that group were even aware that colo- 
nists had served on equatorial islands 
in the Pacific in the years before and 
during the advent of World War II. 

A chance discovery of first source 
documents found in the possession of 
the Bernice Pauahi Bishop Museum, in- 
cluding handwritten journals and logs 
of colonists, led to an exhibition in 2002 
and later the release of a documentary 
in 2012, based in part on those discov- 
eries and supplemented with the per- 
sonal recollections of a number of sur- 
viving colonists. This film introduced 
the subject to many in Hawaii. People 
in our State and across the Nation 
learned about a significant but pre- 
viously unknown part of our history. 
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Last year, President Obama signed 
an Executive order expanding the Pa- 
cific Remote Islands Marine National 
Monument to include Jarvis, Howland, 
and Baker, and I worked to ensure that 
his proclamation cited the ‘‘notable 
bravery and sacrifice by a small num- 
ber of voluntary Hawaiian colonists, 
known as Hui Panalaau, who occupied 
the islands from 1935 to 1942 to help se- 
cure the U.S. territorial claim over the 
islands.”’ 

And now the Senate has taken the 
formal action to extend our Nation’s 
deep appreciation to the Hui Panalaau 
colonists as well as condolences to the 
families of the three men that lost 
their lives in service of their country. 
It is my hope that the story of the Hui 
Panalaau colonists will be shared even 
more widely in Hawaii. It is also my 
sincere hope that the sacrifices and 
valor of the 130 sons of Hawaii will be 
understood in the context of the broad- 
er geopolitical strategy of World War II 
and that their deeds will be more fully 
understood and appreciated by Ameri- 
cans across the Nation. 

I would like to thank the chairman 
and ranking member of the Judiciary 
Committee and the majority and mi- 
nority leaders of the Senate for their 
support of this resolution, and their ef- 
forts to expedite committee consider- 
ation and floor passage. 

I also want to thank the entire Ha- 
waii congressional delegation—Senator 
HIRONO, Representative TAKAI, and 
Representative GABBARD—for sup- 
porting this coordinated effort. 

The fact that the Senate chose to 
recognize the legacy of the Hui 
Panalaau colonists today, during the 
month of May—Asian American and 
Pacific Islander Heritage Month—holds 
great significance. May is a time of 
year we celebrate the vibrant diversity 
and rich heritage of Asian Americans, 
Native Hawaiians, and Pacific Island- 
ers and reflect on their contributions 
to our Nation’s progress, and their pro- 
spective role in America’s continuing 
promise. 


— 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


REMEMBERING GEORGE HALEY 


e Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor to honor the life of 
George Haley, a distinguished Ten- 
nessean and distinguished American 
who died at the age of 89 on May 13. 

President Clinton appointed George 
as Ambassador to Gambia, the country 
from which George’s ninth generation 
grandfather, Kunta Kinte, was cap- 
tured and brought to Annapolis, MD in 
the hold of a slave ship. George’s broth- 
er, Alex, wrote the Pulitzer Prize-win- 
ning book, “Roots,” about the Haley 
family history. 

Simon P. Haley, the father of George 
and Alex, was ‘‘wasted’’ when he was 
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growing up. This meant, as Alex told 
the story, that Simon was allowed to 
continue his education, ‘‘wasting’’ the 
opportunity for him to work in the cot- 
ton fields. Alex wrote the story of 
Simon P. Haley in the Reader’s Digest 
article, “The Man on the Train,” tell- 
ing how his father had become the first 
black graduate of Cornell's agriculture 
college, and then came to Jackson, TN 
to teach at Lane College. 

It was in the small West Tennessee 
town of Henning where Alex would sit 
by the front porch steps in the summer 
listening to his grandmother and great 
aunts tell the stories of Kunta Kinte 
that eventually became “Roots.” 

George Haley, after serving in the 
Air Force, entered The University of 
Arkansas Law School in 1949, where he 
was required to live and study in a 
cramped basement to separate him 
from the white students. “It was remi- 
niscent of a slave in the hold of a 
ship,” he once said, “I was the Kunta 
Kinte of the law school.” He stuck it 
out, graduating as a member of the law 
review. Alex wrote about him as well in 
the Reader's Digest, “The Man Who 
Wouldn’t Quit.” George had a remark- 
able and diverse career serving as a Re- 
publican state senator in Kansas and 
then between 1969 and his death, serv- 
ing in the administration of Presidents 
Nixon, Ford, Carter, Reagan, George 
H.W. Bush, Clinton and George W. 
Bush. 

I first met George when I was gov- 
ernor of Tennessee during the 1980s. He 
introduced me to Alex, who became one 
of our family’s closest friends. Few 
men or women have shown the intel- 
ligence, courage and sense of public re- 
sponsibility during their lifetimes that 
George Haley demonstrated. He was a 
kind man and a good friend. Honey and 
I offer our sympathies to his wife Doris 
and to other members of the Haley 
family. When remembering the life of 
George Haley, it is easy to do what his 
brother Alex always advised, “Find the 
Good and Praise It.” 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD “The Man on the 
Train” and “The Man Who Wouldn’t 
Quit,” by Alex Haley. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Reader’s Digest, Feb. 1991] 
THE MAN ON THE TRAIN 
(By Alex Haley) 

Though some people may attempt to live 
life from a purely selfish, self-centered per- 
spective, it is in giving of ourselves to others 
that we find our greatest sense of meaning. 
And so, as we search for meaning, one of the 
best places to look is outward—toward oth- 
ers—using the principle of charity. 

Too often the meaning of charity is re- 
duced to the act of giving alms or donating 
sums of money to those who are economi- 
cally disadvantaged. But charity in its 
purest forms involves so much more. 

It includes the giving of our hearts, our 
minds, and our talents in ways that enrich 
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the lives of all people—regardless of whether 
they are poor or rich. Charity is selflessness. 
It is love in work clothes. 

Alex Haley’s father, Simon Alexander 
Haley, worked his way through college and 
graduate school as a Pullman porter until he 
met The Man On The Train. Always, Haley 
seems to be telling us, opportunity awaits 
those who are prepared. 

A poignant example is found in the story of 
The Man On The Train. Recalled by distin- 
guished and Pulitzer Prize-winning author 
Alex Haley, it is the true story of a man Alex 
never met, but one to whom he came to give 
great honor and credit. 

In addition, Haley also shares why he 
broke down in tears when he first visited the 
offices of a famous newspaper. As you read 
his account, resist the temptation to reduce 
the story to that of a kind man offering a 
handout. 

Whenever my brothers, sister and I get to- 
gether we inevitably talk about Dad. We all 
owe our success in life to him—and to a mys- 
terious man he met one night on a train. Our 
father, Simon Alexander Haley, was born in 
1892 and reared in the small farming town of 
Savannah, Tennessee. He was the eighth 
child of Alec Haley—a tough-willed former 
slave and part-time sharecropper—and of a 
woman named Queen. 

Although sensitive and emotional, my 
grandmother could be tough-willed herself, 
especially when it came to her children. One 
of her ambitions was that my father be edu- 
cated. 

Back then in Savannah a boy was consid- 
ered “wasted” if he remained in school after 
he was big enough to do farm work. So when 
my father reached the sixth grade, Queen 
began massaging grandfather’s ego. 

“Since we have eight children,” she would 
argue, “wouldn't it be prestigious if we delib- 
erately wasted one and got him educated?’’ 
After many arguments, Grandfather let Dad 
finish the eighth grade. Still, he had to work 
in the fields after school. 

But Queen was not satisfied. As eighth 
grade ended, she began planting seeds, say- 
ing Grandfather’s image would reach new 
heights if their son went to high school. 

Her barrage worked. Stern old Alec Haley 
handed my father five hard-earned ten-dollar 
bills, told him never to ask for more and sent 
him off to high school. Traveling first by 
mule cart and then by train—the first train 
he had ever seen—Dad finally alighted in 
Jackson, Tennessee, where he enrolled in the 
preparatory department of Lane College. The 
black Methodist school offered courses up 
through junior college. 

Dad’s $50 was soon used up, and to continue 
in school, he worked as a waiter, a handy- 
man and a helper at a school for wayward 
boys. And when winter came, he’d arise at 4 
a.m., go into prosperous white families’ 
homes and make fires so the residents would 
awaken in comfort. Poor Simon became 
something of a campus joke with his one pair 
of pants and shoes, and his droopy eyes. 
Often he was found asleep with a textbook 
fallen into his lap. 

The constant struggle to earn money took 
its toll. Dad’s grades began to founder. But 
he pushed onward and completed senior high. 
Next he enrolled in A & T College in Greens- 
boro, North Carolina, a land-grant school 
where he struggled through freshman and 
sophomore years. One bleak afternoon at the 
close of his second year, Dad was called into 
a teacher’s office and told that he’d failed a 
course—one that required a textbook he’d 
been too poor to buy. 

A ponderous sense of defeat descended 
upon him. For years he’d given his utmost, 
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and now he felt he had accomplished noth- 
ing. Maybe he should return home to his 
original destiny of sharecropping. 

But days later, a letter came from the 
Pullman Company saying he was one of 24 
black college men selected from hundreds of 
applicants to be summertime sleeping-car 
porters. Dad was ecstatic. Here was a chance! 
He eagerly reported for duty and was as- 
signed a Buffalo-to-Pittsburgh train. 

The train was racketing along one morning 
about 2 a.m. when the porter’s buzzer sound- 
ed. Dad sprang up, jerked on his white jack- 
et, and made his way to the passenger 
berths. There, a distinguished-looking man 
said he and his wife were having trouble 
sleeping, and they both wanted glasses of 
warm milk. Dad brought milk and napkins 
on a silver tray. The man handed one glass 
through the lower-berth curtains to his wife 
and, sipping from his own glass, began to en- 
gage Dad in conversation. 

Pullman Company rules strictly prohibited 
any conversation beyond ‘‘Yes, sir’’ or ‘‘No, 
ma'am,” but this passenger kept asking 
questions. He even followed Dad back into 
the porter”s cubicle. 

“Where are you from?” 

“Savannah, Tennessee, sir.” 

“You speak quite well.” 

“Thank you, sir.” 

“What work did you do before this?” 

“Tm a student at A & T College in Greens- 
boro, sir.” Dad felt no need to add that he 
was considering returning home to 
sharecrop. 

The man looked at him keenly, finally 
wished him well and returned to his bunk. 

The next morning, the train reached Pitts- 
burgh. At a time when 50 cents was a good 
tip, the man gave five dollars to Simon 
Haley, who was profusely grateful. All sum- 
mer, he had been saving every tip he re- 
ceived, and when the job finally ended, he 
had accumulated enough to buy his own 
mule and plow. But he realized his savings 
could also pay for one full semester at 
A & T without his having to work a single 
odd job. 

Dad decided he deserved at least one se- 
mester free of outside work. Only that way 
would he know what grades he could truly 
achieve. 

He returned to Greensboro. But no sooner 
did he arrive on campus than he was sum- 
moned by the college president. Dad was full 
of apprehension as he seated himself before 
the great man. “I have a letter here, 
Simon,” the president said. 

“Yes, sir.” 

“You were a porter for Pullman this sum- 
mer?” 

“Yes, sir.” 

“Did you meet a certain man one night 
and bring him warm milk?” 

“Yes, sir.” 

“Well, his name is Mr. R.S.M. Boyce, and 
he's a retired executive of the Curtis Pub- 
lishing Company, which publishes The Satur- 
day Evening Post. He has donated $500 for 
your board, tuition and books for the entire 
school year.” 

My father was astonished. 

The surprise grant not only enabled dad to 
finish A & T, but to graduate first in his 
class. And the achievement earned him a full 
scholarship to Cornell University in Ithaca, 
New York. 

In 1920, Dad, then a newlywed, moved to 
Ithaca with his bride, Bertha. He entered 
Cornell to pursue his master's degree, and 
my mother enrolled at the Ithaca Conserv- 
atory of Music to study piano. I was born the 
following year. 
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One day decades later, editors of The Sat- 
urday Evening Post invited me to their edi- 
torial offices in New York to discuss the con- 
densation of my first book, The Autobiog- 
raphy of Malcolm X. I was so proud, so 
happy, to be sitting in those wood-paneled 
offices on Lexington Avenue. Suddenly I re- 
membered Mr. Boyce, and how it was his 
generosity that enabled me to be there amid 
those editors, as a writer. And then I began 
to cry. I just couldn’t help it. 

We children of Simon Haley often reflect 
on Mr. Boyce and his investment in a less 
fortunate human being. By the ripple effect 
of his generosity, we also benefited. Instead 
of being raised on a sharecrop farm, we grew 
up in a home with educated parents, shelves 
full of books, and with pride in ourselves, My 
brother George is chairman of the U.S. Post- 
al Rate Commission; Julius is an architect, 
Lois a music teacher; and I’m a writer. 

Mr. R.S.M. Boyce dropped like a blessing 
into my father’s life. What some may see as 
a chance encounter, I see as the working of 
a mysterious power for good. 

And I believe that each person blessed with 
success has an obligation to return part of 
that blessing. We must all live and act like 
the man on the train. 


THE MAN WHO WOULDN’T QUIT 
(By Alex Haley) 

In low tones, the dean was explaining to a 
prospective law student the conduct ex- 
pected of him. “We have fixed up a room in 
the basement for you to stay in between 
classes. You are not to wander about the 
campus. Books will be sent down to you from 
the law library. Bring sandwiches and eat 
lunch in your room. Always enter and leave 
the university by the back route I have 
traced on this map.” 

The dean felt no hostility toward this 
young man; along with the majority of the 
faculty and the trustees, he had approved the 
admission of 24-year-old George Haley to the 
University of Arkansas School of Law. But it 
was 1949, and this young Army Air Forces 
veteran was a Negro. The dean stressed that 
the key to avoiding violence in this South- 
ern school was maximum isolation. 

George was dismayed at the pattern of life 
laid out for him. He might have entered Har- 
vard Law School, where he would not have 
had to live the life of a pariah. Yet he had 
chosen this! A letter from his father had de- 
termined him. During his last semester at 
Morehouse College in Atlanta, he had opened 
the letter to read: ‘‘Segregation won’t end 
until we open beachheads wherever it exists. 
The governor of Arkansas and educational 
officials have decided upon a quiet tryout of 
university integration. You have the needed 
scholastic record and temperament, and I 
understand that Arkansas has one of the 
South’s best law schools. I can arrange your 
admission if you accept this challenge.”” 

George had great love and respect for his 
father, a college professor and pioneer in 
Negro education. He accepted the challenge. 

The first day of school, he went quickly to 
his basement room, put his sandwich on the 
table, and started upstairs for class. He 
found himself moving through wave upon 
wave of white faces that all mirrored the 
same emotions—shock, disbelief, then chok- 
ing, inarticulate rage. The lecture room was 
buzzing with conversation, but as he stepped 
through the door there was silence. He 
looked for his seat. It was on the side be- 
tween the other students and the instructor. 
When the lecture began, he tried desperately 
to concentrate on what the professor was 
saying, but the hate in that room seeped into 
his conscience and obliterated thought. 
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On the second day, he was greeted with 
open taunts and threats: “You, nigger, what 
are you doing here?” “Hey, nigger, go back 
to Africa.” He tried not to hear; to walk with 
an even pace, with dignity. 

The students devised new ways to harass 
him. Mornings when he came to his base- 
ment room, he found obscene and threat- 
ening notes shoved under the door. The trips 
from the campus back to his rented room in 
town became a test of nerve. One afternoon, 
at an intersection, a car full of students 
slowed down and waved him across. But the 
moment he stepped in front of the car they 
gunned the engine, making him scramble 
back and fall to his hands and knees in the 
gutter. As the car sped away he heard mock- 
ing laughter and the shouted taunt, “Hey, 
missing link, why don't you walk on your 
hind legs?” 

His basement room was near the editorial 
offices of the Law Review, a publication 
written and edited by 12 top honor students 
of the senior class. He had heard of their bit- 
terness that he had to share their toilet. One 
afternoon his door flew open, and he whirled 
around to catch in the face a paper bag of 
urine. After this incident, he was offered a 
key to the faculty toilet; he refused it. In- 
stead, he denied himself liquids during the 
day and used no toilet. 

He began to worry that his passive accept- 
ance of degrading treatment might be de- 
stroying him, killing something of his man- 
hood. Wouldn't it be better for him to hate 
back, to fight back? He took his problems to 
his father and brother in long, agonized let- 
ters. His father answered, “Always remem- 
ber that they act the way they do out of fear. 
They are afraid that your presence at the 
university will somehow hurt it, and thus 
their own education and chance in life. Be 
patient with them. Give them a chance to 
know you and to understand that you are no 
threat.” 

The day after this letter arrived, George 
found a noose dangling in the basement 
room. 

His brother wrote, “I know it is hard, but 
try to remember that all our people are with 
you in thought and prayer.” George read this 
with a wry smile. He wondered what his 
brother would say if he knew how the town 
Negroes uneasily avoided him. They knew he 
walked the thin edge of violence, and they 
didn't want to be near if an explosion oc- 
curred. Only a few gave him encouragement. 
A church deacon proffered a rumpled dollar 
bill to help with expenses, saying, “I work 
nights, son. Walkin’ home I see your studyin’ 
light.” 

Despite his “studyin” light,” George barely 
passed the first semester exams. His trouble 
was that in class he couldn't really think; all 
his nerve endings were alert to the hate that 
surrounded him. So the second semester, 
using a semi-shorthand he had learned in the 
Army Air Forces, George laboriously re- 
corded every word his professors said. Then 
at night he blotted out the day's harass- 
ments and studied the lectures until he could 
almost recite them. 

By the end of the year George had lost over 
28 pounds, and he went into the examina- 
tions exhausted, both physically and emo- 
tionally. Somehow he finished them without 
collapsing, but he had flunked, he thought. 
He had done his best, and now he could hon- 
orably leave. Some other Negro would have 
to do what he failed to do, some other man 
stronger and smarter. 

The afternoon the marks were due, he went 
to his basement room, dropped into the 
chair, and put his head on the table. There 
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was a knock on his door and he called, 
“Come in!” He could hardly believe what he 
saw. Into the room filed four of his class- 
mates, smiling at him. One said, ‘‘The marks 
were just posted and you made the highest A. 
We thought you'd want to know.” Then, em- 
barrassed, they backed out of the room. 

For a moment he was stunned, but then a 
turmoil of emotion flooded through him. 
Mostly he felt relief that he didn’t have to 
report failure to his father and friends. 

When George Haley returned for his next 
semester at Arkansas, there was a sharp de- 
crease in the hate mail under his door, and 
there was grudging respect for his scholastic 
accomplishments. But still, wherever he 
went, eyes looked at him as if he were a 
creature from a zoo. 

One day a letter arrived: ‘‘We are having a 
‘Race-Relations Sunday’ and would enjoy 
having you join our discussion.” It was 
signed by the secretary of the Westminster 
Presbyterian Student Foundation. His first 
reaction was anger. They wanted to discuss, 
did they? Where had all these do-gooders 
been all the time he’d been going through 
hell? Bitterly he tore up the invitation and 
threw it in the wastebasket. But that night 
he tossed restlessly. At last he got out of bed 
and wrote an acceptance. 

At the church, he was met by a group of 
young men and women. There were the too- 
hasty handclasps and the too-bright smiles. 
At last the chairman stood up to introduce 
George. He said, “We hope that Mr. Haley 
will tell us what we can do as a Christian 
body.” 

George got to his feet and moved stonily to 
the podium. Those introductory words re- 
leased something of a maelstrom of emo- 
tions. He forgot his carefully prepared 
speech. “What can you do?” he blurted out. 
“You can speak to me!” 

Suddenly, all that had been dammed up 
came pouring out. He told them what it was 
like to be treated like an enemy in your own 
country; what it did to the spirit to be 
hounded for no crime save that of skin color; 
what it did to the soul to begin to believe 
that Christ's teachings had no validity in 
this world. “I've begun to hate,” he con- 
fessed. “Tve drawn on every spiritual re- 
source I have to fight off this hatred, but I'm 
failing.’’ His eyes flooded with tears of anger, 
then of shame. He groped for his chair. 

The silence vanished in a roar of applause 
and cheers. When the chairman's gavel fi- 
nally restored order, George was unani- 
mously voted a member of the group. There- 
after he spent a part of each weekend at 
Westminster House, enjoying the simple 
pleasure of human companionship. 

A slight thaw also began to take place at 
the university. George's classmates gingerly 
began moments of shoptalk with him, dis- 
cussing cases. One day he overheard a group 
discussing a legal point, and one of them 
said, “Let's go down and ask Haley in the 
Noose Room.” He knew only a moment of in- 
dignation—then he smiled! It was an impor- 
tant change. 

Toward the end of his second year a senior 
asked him, with elaborate casualness, why 
he didn't write some articles for the Law Re- 
view. It was traditional that only the best 
students received such invitations, and he 
felt himself flushing with pride. 

It was only after he returned to school for 
the third and final year that he decided to go 
to the cafeteria. He didn't really want to go. 
In this last year he longed to relax, to let 
down his guard. But he was in this school for 
more than an education. 

He went and stood in the cafeteria line. 
The other students moved away from him in 
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both directions so that he moved in his own 
private air space. His tray was almost loaded 
when three hulking students ahead shouted, 
“Want to eat with us, nigger?” 

They jostled him, knocking his tray to the 
floor with a clatter of breaking dishes. As 
George stooped to retrieve it, his eyes blazed 
up at his tormentors and for the first time 
he shouted back. “You're adults!” he said. 
“Grow up!” They shrank from him in mock 
terror. 

Shaking, George replaced the dumped food 
and made his way over to a vacant table. He 
bent his head over the crockery. Suddenly, a 
balding student stopped beside him with his 
tray and drawled, “My name is Miller Wil- 
liams. Mind if I sit here?” George nodded. 
Now the two of them were the center of all 
eyes. Now the taunts were directed at the 
white student, the words “nigger lover.” 

Miller Williams was hardly that. “I was 
born in Hoxie, Arkansas,” he said, “and I 
have spent all my life in the South. But 
what's happening here just isn't right, and 
I’m taking my stand with you.” 

Later that day, Williams brought several 
students to George's room for a bull session, 
and they laid it on the line. “Don't all you 
niggers carry knives?” George emptied his 
pockets, no knife. “How often do you 
bathe?’’ Every day, George told him. ‘‘Don’t 
most of you lust after white girls?” George 
showed him snapshots of a pretty Negro girl 
he was dating in his hometown. 

Following this session, he wrote his broth- 
er: “Improving race relations is at least 50 
percent a matter of simple communication. 
Now that I’m able to talk to a few whites, I 
realize what terrible beliefs cause that preju- 
dice. I can see the emotional struggle they 
are going through just to see me as an equal 
human being.”’ 

Increasingly the last year became a time of 
triumph, not only for George but for white 
students who were able to discard their own 
preconceptions. When a student sidled up to 
him and said, ‘‘I wrote you a letter I’m sorry 
for,” George stuck out his hand and the stu- 
dent shook it. When another silently offered 
him a cigarette, George, who didn’t smoke, 
puffed away, knowing it was far more than a 
gesture. 

He was named to the Law Review staff, and 
his writing won an award from the Arkansas 
Law Review Corp. His winning paper rep- 
resented the university in a national com- 
petition. The faculty chose him as a moot- 
court defense attorney, and his Law Review 
colleagues picked him as comments editor— 
the man entrusted with the selection of arti- 
cles to print. 

School was drawing to a close, and he felt 
a deep satisfaction in having accomplished 
most of his goals. But then the old specter 
rose again. Each year, distinguished alumni 
returned for a faculty banquet to salute the 
Law Review staff. With a sinking feeling, 
George dreaded what would happen. And that 
evening when George entered the hotel ban- 
quet hall, the reaction was just what he 
feared. The moment the alumni saw him, a 
pall fell on the room. 

George felt sick. The food passed his lips 
untasted. It came time for speeches. The law 
school dean, Robert A. Leflar, welcomed the 
alumni and introduced the student editors, 
one at a time. There seemed an eternity of 
names, and George felt a frozen smile on his 
face. 

Dean Leflar said, “The next young man de- 
mands, and receives, as much if not more re- 
spect than any other person in our law 
school.” 

Eleven chairs scraped back, and 11 men 
stood up. They were the Law Review editors, 
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and they were looking at George and ap- 
plauding vigorously. Then the faculty stood 
up and added cheers to the applause. Finally 
the old grads got up, the judges, lawyers and 
politicians from the Deep South, and the 
ovation became thunderous. “Speech! 
Speech!” they shouted. George Haley pushed 
himself to his feet. He could say no word for 
he was unashamedly crying. But that was 
kind of a speech too. 

Today, ten years later, George is a re- 
spected lawyer in Kansas City, Kansas. He 
has been deputy city attorney since 1955. He 
is a steward in his church, has helped found 
a number of Negro business firms, and is vice 
president of the state Young Republicans. 

Dozens of old schoolmates are now 
George's close friends, but perhaps the most 
touching acceptance of him as a man came a 
few years ago when he received a telephone 
call from Miller Williams, who had sat with 
him in the cafeteria. Williams, now an in- 
structor of English at Louisiana State Uni- 
versity, called to announce the birth of a 
daughter. “Lucy and I were wondering,” he 
said, ‘‘whether you’d care to be her god- 
father?” 

This simple request made forever real the 
love and respect between two people. George 
knew that the long struggle and pain had 
been worthwhile. He knew, too, that his fa- 
ther had been right in saying, “Be patient 
with them. Give them a chance to know 
you.” 

I know it too. For I am George’s brother.e 


— A 


CONGRATULATING SAINT ANSELM 
COLLEGE ON ITS 125TH ANNIVER- 
SARY 


e Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, today 1 
honor a great institution of higher edu- 
cation in my home State of New Hamp- 
shire. This year Saint Anselm College 
will celebrate the 125th anniversary of 
its founding, and I am proud to recog- 
nize this historic event. 

Founded in 1889 by Abbot Hilary 
Pfrangle, a member of the order of 
Saint Benedict, the world’s oldest reli- 
gious order, the college’s mission is 
built on the credo of “faith seeking un- 
derstanding’’—the guiding principle of 
its namesake, Saint Anselm of Canter- 
bury. 

Located in Goffstown, the college’s 
picturesque campus is a perfect show- 
case for all the natural beauty New 
Hampshire has to offer. Since its incep- 
tion, Saint Anselm has continued in 
the proud tradition of a strong Catho- 
lic education, which has prepared 
nurses, police chiefs, scientists, and 
politicians for successful careers for 
over a century. The student body con- 
tinues to be comprised of highly moti- 
vated and gifted learners who are com- 
mitted to achieving a diverse and chal- 
lenging liberal arts education and are 
dedicated and enlightened members of 
the community. 

The college is also home to the New 
Hampshire Institute of Politics and Po- 
litical Library. As we prepare to cele- 
brate the 100th anniversary of New 
Hampshire’s first-in-the-Nation presi- 
dential primary, it is fitting that we 
also mark St. Anselm’s longstanding 
tradition of fostering citizenship, en- 
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gagement, and public service. Through 
the work of the institute, students 
have a front row seat to the political 
process. New  Hampshire's well-de- 
served reputation as a proving ground 
for Presidential hopefuls is due in large 
part to the hard work of institutions 
like Saint Anselm that encourage stu- 
dents to be active and inquisitive and 
provide forums for the community at 
large to participate in government. 

Saint Anselm has also fostered a long 
history of service. Named one of the 
country’s ‘‘Colleges with a Conscience’’ 
by The Princeton Review, Saint 
Anselm students, faculty, and staff log 
more than 16,000 community service 
hours yearly. The school actively en- 
courages its students to participate in 
service, both as a way to honor their 
faith and help those in need. Each year, 
over 200 students forego traditional 
spring-break activities to engage in 
service trips. From Costa Rica to 
Orland, ME, Anselmians spend their 
time and energy building homes, volun- 
teering in schools, and serving at soup 
kitchens. 

For over 100 years, Saint Anselm Col- 
lege’s continued success has been driv- 
en by its clarity of vision and the hard 
work and dedication of its students, 
alumni, parents, and talented faculty 
and staff who share a sense of family 
and community. 

I congratulate Saint Anselm College 
on 125 years of excellence in education, 
and wish the entire college community 
best of luck on 125 more years of pro- 
viding high-quality education in the 
Granite State.e 


EE 
RECOGNIZING AMARI WILLIAM 


e Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I ask 
my fellow colleagues to join me in rec- 
ognizing Mr. Amari Williams, a student 
from Camden Middle School in South 
Carolina, and his essay titled What 
Does Freedom Mean to My Family? 

I ask that the essay be printed in the 
RECORD. The essay follows. 

WHAT DOES FREEDOM MEAN TO My FAMILY? 


Freedom has many meanings. For my fam- 
ily, freedom is living without fear and re- 
strictions. Being fearless gives courage to 
make decisions that are not liked by every- 
one, but will help everyone. With no bound- 
aries, help can be given to the less fortunate, 
those in bondage, and those in need of some 
other assistance. Each day, my family prac- 
tices freedom by living in a neighborhood 
where we can fellowship with others no mat- 
ter what they look like, how they sound, or 
what they believe. My parents work to make 
a difference in the world for my sister and 
me. My sister and I are able to go to school 
and learn so that one day we can help change 
the world. Freedom allow my family to wor- 
ship God, be thankful for life, seek medical 
attention that helped save my life, and to be 
kind and patient with others. 

My family understands that freedom does 
not come without a cost. Bravery is an im- 
portant part of freedom. For freedom to be 
achieved, men and women put their lives and 
personal freedom at risk each day. Many of 
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my family members have served in the mili- 
tary and fought for this freedom. Facing 
dangerous situations to help stop those who 
try to take away the freedom and liberty of 
others, make the freedom we have more spe- 
cial. As I have lived and began to learn more 
about freedom, I know that no matter what 
someone does to me, my family, or country, 
I can still have freedom in my heart. For my 
family, freedom starts from within and goes 
outward. No one can take our freedom away. 
Each day it is important to try and help oth- 
ers get that same freedom.e 


EEE 


REMEMBERING FRED CURLS 


e Mrs. McCASKILL. Mr. President, I 
ask the Senate to join me today in 
honoring the life and achievements of 
Fred Curls, who passed away on May 
15, 2015. Fred was a dear friend and 
fought tirelessly to promote political 
and economic empowerment for Afri- 
can Americans. Fred was one of a kind, 
and will be remembered as a man com- 
mitted to improving the lives of others 
and his community. 

Fred was born in Kansas City, KS and 
grew up in both Kansas City and 
Norwata, OK. He was a member of the 
first class of graduates from Lincoln 
High School in Kansas City. In 1952, 
Fred began a career in real estate and 
opened his own business, Curls & Asso- 
ciates in 1954. He became the first Afri- 
can-American licensed real estate ap- 
praiser in Kansas City. 

Based on his own experiences with 
discrimination in the workplace, Fred 
wanted something better for himself 
and his children. He became a pioneer 
for civil and political rights and was 
the last surviving founder of Freedom, 
Inc., one of the oldest and most active 
political organizations in the country. 
In 1962, he and four other influential 
leaders in Kansas City founded the or- 
ganization with the belief that the pri- 
mary way to get equal treatment was 
through the ballot box and the incep- 
tion of a political party. The group 
helped give African Americans in Kan- 
sas City and throughout Missouri polit- 
ical power and strength by registering 
voters, backing civil rights efforts, and 
elevating candidates to elected office 
at the local, State and Federal level. 

Throughout his life, Fred received 
numerous awards and commendations. 
He most recently received the Legacy 
Award from Jackson County and was 
inducted into the Missouri Walk of 
Fame. Several of Fred’s own children 
and grandchildren have been involved 
in State and local politics including his 
late son Phil, who was a Missouri State 
senator, his daughter-in-law Melba who 
is a councilwoman in Kansas City, and 
his granddaughter Kiki, who is a Mis- 
souri State senator. 

Fred had seven children over two 
marriages to Velma Wagner Curls and 
Bernice Curls Church. Three of his chil- 
dren preceded him in death. Millicent 
Curls Sillimon, Garland Michael Curls, 
and Senator Phillip Burnell Curls. He 
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is survived by his children Janice Curls 
Parker, Darwin Lenard Curls, Dr. 
Karen Elaine Curls, Darrell Dwain 
Curls, 22 grandchildren, 32 great-grand- 
children and 4 great-great grand- 
children. 

To countless residents of my State 
and across the country, Fred Curls is a 
hero. He witnessed first-hand the harsh 
consequences of racial inequality and 
chose to devote his life to ending that 
injustice. Fred is an inspiration to so 
many Americans, across all racial 
lines, and to me personally. Because of 
leaders like him, who fought and sac- 
rificed but ultimately believed in our 
country’s ability to empathize and 
change, we are all better off and our 
lives more enriched. Fred left an indel- 
ible and permanent mark on Kansas 
City and will be fondly remembered 
and dearly missed. Fred’s life and com- 
mitment to empower black voters 
serves as an inspiration to me and to 
all Missourians. 

I ask that the Senate join me in hon- 
oring the life and legacy of Fred 
Curls.e 


— 


CELEBRATING GREEK-AMERICAN 
CULTURE 


e Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ex- 
tend my congratulations to the Na- 
tional Herald for 100 years of respected 
journalism celebrating Greek-Amer- 
ican culture and chronicling every 
minute of it, bringing vital news and 
analysis on issues of concern to the 
Greek-American community. 

Socrates said, “There is only one 
good, knowledge, and one evil, igno- 
rance.” For the last 100 years, the Na- 
tional Herald has provided the ‘‘one 
good”? and has proudly reflected the 
fundamental democratic principles 
that have become Greece’s gift to the 
world. 

The Greek-American community has 
had a profound effect on American cul- 
ture. Greek-Americans have been in- 
strumental in advancing medicine, 
business, art, and academics. But the 
greatest impact has been on govern- 
ance, and the continuation of the long 
history of democracy that began in 
Greece and continues today, as the 
gold-standard of governing principles. 
This year, I was proud to once again in- 
troduce and lead Senate passage of a 
resolution recognizing the anniversary 
of Greek independence and celebrating 
the long history of democracy that 
binds our two nations and I will con- 
tinue to support that relationship, our 
shared history, and the interests of 
Greece, Cyprus, and the Hellenic-Amer- 
ican community. 

The National Herald has always been 
a valuable source for the latest infor- 
mation on these issues, and I know it 
will continue its tradition of respected 
journalism that reaches far beyond the 
Greek-American community. 

I extend my deepest congratulations 
to the National Herald for 100 success- 
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ful years and offer my best wishes for 
many more. Keep up the good work.e 


Se 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 


At 10:18 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2262. An act to facilitate a pro-growth 
environment for the developing commercial 
space industry by encouraging private sector 
investment and creating more stable and 
predictable regulatory conditions, and for 
other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 5:44 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the Speaker pro tempore 
(Mr. MESSER) has signed the following 
enrolled bill: 


H.R. 2496. An act to extend the authoriza- 
tion for the replacement of the existing De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
in Denver, Colorado, to make certain im- 
provements in the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014, and for other 
purposes. 


The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. HATCH). 


EE 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 


H.R. 2262. An act to facilitate a pro-growth 
environment for the developing commercial 
space industry by encouraging private sector 
investment and creating more stable and 
predictable regulatory conditions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 


 — A 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 


By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute: 

S. 253. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to consolidate the reporting 
obligations of the Federal Communications 
Commission in order to improve congres- 
sional oversight and reduce reporting bur- 
dens (Rept. No. 114-58). 

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs, without amendment: 

S. 565. A bill to reduce the operation and 
maintenance costs associated with the Fed- 
eral fleet by encouraging the use of remanu- 
factured parts, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 114-59). 

By Mr. BARRASSO, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, without amendment: 

S. 286. A bill to amend the Indian Self-De- 
termination and Education Assistance Act 
to provide further self-governance by Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114- 
60). 
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EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive report of a 
nomination was submitted, Thursday, 
May 21, 2015: 


By Mr. CORKER for the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

*Mary Catherine Phee, of Illinois, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex- 
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
South Sudan. 

Nominee: Mary Catherine Phee. 

Post: U.S. Ambassador to South Sudan. 

(The following is a list of all members of 
my immediate family and their spouses. I 
have asked each of these persons to inform 
me of the pertinent contributions made by 
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in- 
formation contained in this report is com- 
plete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, and Donee: 

1. Self: None. 

2. Spouse: N/A. 

3. Children and Spouses: N/A. 

4. Parents: Mary Catherine Phee: N/A—de- 
ceased; Martin Joseph Phee: None. 

5. Grandparents: N/A—deceased. 

6. Brothers and Spouses: N/A. 

7. Sisters and Spouses: Sarah Marie Phee: 
None; Amy Maureen Phee: $250, 2/12/2013, 
Schatz for Senate; $208, 11/15/2012, Glover 
Park Group PAC; $1,000, 8/11/2010, Friends of 
Blanche Lincoln; $1,000, 7/28/2010, Friends of 
Schumer; $208, 4/30/2010, Glover Park Group 
PAC; $208, 3/31/2010, Glover Park Group PAC; 
Margaret Ellen Phee: None. 


EE 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. 
PAUL, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. DURBIN, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. BROWN, and Ms. 
BALDWIN): 

S. 1455. A bill to provide access to medica- 
tion-assisted therapy, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. CANTWELL (for herself, Mr. 
THUNE, and Mrs. MURRAY): 

S. 1456. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve the way 
beneficiaries are assigned under the Medi- 
care shared savings program by also basing 
such assignment on primary care services 
furnished by Federally qualified health cen- 
ters, rural health clinics, nurse practi- 
tioners, physician assistants, and clinical 
nurse specialists; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. TESTER: 

S. 1457. A bill to restore an opportunity for 
tribal economic development on terms that 
are equal and fair, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COATS (for himself, 
MANCHIN, and Mrs. CAPITO): 

S. 1458. A bill to amend the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 to en- 
sure scientific transparency in the develop- 
ment of environmental regulations and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. MERKLEY, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, and Mr. MANCHIN): 


Mr. 
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S. 1459. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify the types of 
wines taxed as hard cider; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
TILLIS): 

S. 1460. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend the Yellow Ribbon 
G.I. Education Enhancement Program to 
cover recipients of the Marine Gunnery Ser- 
geant John David Fry scholarship, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Ms. CANT- 
WELL, Mr. MORAN, and Mr. TESTER): 

S. 1461. A bill to provide for the extension 
of the enforcement instruction on super- 
vision requirements for outpatient thera- 
peutic services in critical access and small 
rural hospitals through 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mrs. 
BOXER, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN): 

S. 1462. A bill to improve the safety of oil 
shipments by rail and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. KING, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. 
HOEVEN): 

S. 1463. A bill to amend the Veterans Ac- 
cess, Choice, and Accountability Act of 2014 
to modify the distance requirement for ex- 
panded availability of hospital care and med- 
ical services for veterans through the use of 
agreements with non-Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs entities; considered and passed. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 

S. 1464. A bill to require all recreational 
vessels to have and to post passenger capac- 
ity limits and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. KIRK: 

S. 1465. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to expand access to 
stroke telehealth services under the Medi- 
care program; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. KIRK (for himself, Mr. MENEN- 
DEZ, Mr. BURR, Mr. SCHUMER, and Mr. 
CARPER): 

S. 1466. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to modify payment 
under the Medicare program for outpatient 
department procedures that utilize drugs as 
supplies, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. 
SCHATZ): 

S. 1467. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Transportation to establish new standards 
for automobile hoods and bumpers to reduce 
pedestrian injuries, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

By Mr. WARNER (for himself, Mr. 
McCAIN, and Mr. KAINE): 

S. 1468. A bill to designate the arboretum 
at the Hunter Holmes McGuire VA Medical 
Center in Richmond, Virginia, as the ‘‘Phyl- 
lis E. Galanti Arboretum””; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 


-a 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 192 
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 192, a bill to reauthorize the Older 
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Americans Act of 1965, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 303 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 303, a bill to amend title 
5, United States Code, to provide that 
individuals having seriously delinquent 
tax debts shall be ineligible for Federal 
employment. 
S. 311 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. REED), the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) and the Senator 
from Florida (Mr. NELSON) were added 
as cosponsors of $. 311, a bill to amend 
the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to address and take 
action to prevent bullying and harass- 
ment of students. 
S. 491 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 491, a bill to lift the trade embar- 
go on Cuba. 
S. 524 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 524, a bill to authorize 
the Attorney General to award grants 
to address the national epidemics of 
prescription opioid abuse and heroin 
use. 
S. 682 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
682, a bill to amend the Truth in Lend- 
ing Act to modify the definitions of a 
mortgage originator and a high-cost 
mortgage. 
S. 799 
At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 
the names of the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 799, a bill to 
combat the rise of prenatal opioid 
abuse and neonatal abstinence syn- 
drome. 
S. 802 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 802, a bill to authorize the Sec- 
retary of State and the Administrator 
of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development to provide as- 
sistance to support the rights of 
women and girls in developing coun- 
tries, and for other purposes. 
S. 925 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
925, a bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to convene a panel of citi- 
zens to make a recommendation to the 
Secretary regarding the likeness of a 
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woman on the twenty dollar bill, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 1020 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1020, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to ensure the 
continued access of Medicare bene- 
ficiaries to diagnostic imaging serv- 
ices, and for other purposes. 
S. 1081 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1081, a bill to end the use of body- 
gripping traps in the National Wildlife 
Refuge System. 
S. 1121 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1121, a bill to amend the Horse 
Protection Act to designate additional 
unlawful acts under the Act, strength- 
en penalties for violations of the Act, 
improve Department of Agriculture en- 
forcement of the Act, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1143 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1143, a bill to make the authority of 
States of Washington, Oregon, and 
California to manage Dungeness crab 
fishery permanent and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1148 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1148, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for the distribution of addi- 
tional residency positions, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1193 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of $. 1193, a bill to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to make per- 
manent and expand the temporary 
minimum credit rate for the low-in- 
come housing tax credit program. 
S. 1347 
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1347, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act with respect to 
the treatment of patient encounters in 
ambulatory surgical centers in deter- 
mining meaningful EHR use, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1369 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1369, a bill to allow funds 
under title II of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 to be 
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used to provide training to school per- 
sonnel regarding how to recognize child 
sexual abuse. 
S. 1378 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the 
names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) and the Senator from 
Montana (Mr. DAINES) were added as 
cosponsors of $. 1378, a bill to strength- 
en employee cost savings suggestions 
programs within the Federal Govern- 
ment. 
S. 1434 
At the request of Mr. HEINRICH, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1434, a bill to amend the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 to es- 
tablish an energy storage portfolio 
standard, and for other purposes. 
S. CON. RES. 12 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Con. Res. 12, a concurrent resolu- 
tion recognizing the need to improve 
physical access to many federally fund- 
ed facilities for all people of the United 
States, particularly people with dis- 
abilities. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1226 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of amendment No. 1226 proposed to 
H.R. 1314, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a 
right to an administrative appeal relat- 
ing to adverse determinations of tax- 
exempt status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1246 
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) and the Senator 
from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1246 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
1314, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide for a right 
to an administrative appeal relating to 
adverse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1252 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) and the Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) were added as 
cosponsors of amendment No. 1252 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1314, a 
bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide for a right to an 
administrative appeal relating to ad- 
verse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1299 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER), the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and the Senator 
from New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1299 proposed to H.R. 1314, a bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide for a right to an admin- 
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istrative appeal relating to adverse de- 
terminations of tax-exempt status of 
certain organizations. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1404 

At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1404 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1314, a 
bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide for a right to an 
administrative appeal relating to ad- 
verse determinations of tax-exempt 
status of certain organizations. 


— 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 1438. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH 
to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for a right to 
an administrative appeal relating to adverse 
determinations of tax-exempt status of cer- 
tain organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1439. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1221 proposed by Mr. HATCH to the bill 
H.R. 1314, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1440. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authori- 
ties of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business records, 
conduct electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering for for- 
eign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1438. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE III—TRADE PREFERENCES FOR 

NEPAL 
SEC. 301. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the 
Trade Preferences Act”. 

SEC. 302. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that it should be 
an objective of the United States to use 
trade policies and trade agreements to con- 
tribute to the reduction of poverty and the 
elimination of hunger. 

SEC. 303. ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President may au- 
thorize the provision of preferential treat- 
ment under this title to articles that are im- 
ported directly from Nepal into the customs 
territory of the United States pursuant to 
section 304 if the President determines— 

(1) that Nepal meets the requirements set 
forth in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of section 
104(a) of the African Growth and Opportunity 
Act (19 U.S.C. 3703(a)); and 
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(2) after taking into account the factors 
set forth in paragraphs (1) through (7) of sub- 
section (c) of section 502 of the Trade Act of 
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2462), that Nepal meets the eli- 
gibility requirements of such section 502. 

(b) WITHDRAWAL, SUSPENSION, OR LIMITA- 
TION OF PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT; MANDA- 
TORY GRADUATION.—The provisions of sub- 
sections (d) and (e) of section 502 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2462) shall apply 
with respect to Nepal to the same extent and 
in the same manner as such provisions apply 
with respect to beneficiary developing coun- 
tries under title V of that Act (19 U.S.C. 2461 
et seq.). 

SEC. 304. ELIGIBLE ARTICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An article described in 
subsection (b) may enter the customs terri- 
tory of the United States free of duty. 

(b) ARTICLES DESCRIBED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An article is described in 
this subsection if— 

(A)(i) the article is the growth, product, or 
manufacture of Nepal; and 

(ii) in the case of a textile or apparel arti- 
cle, Nepal is the country of origin of the arti- 
cle, as determined under section 102.21 of 
title 19, Code of Federal Regulations (as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en- 
actment of this Act); 

(B) the article is imported directly from 
Nepal into the customs territory of the 
United States; 

(C) the article is classified under any of the 
following subheadings of the Harmonized 
Tariff Schedule of the United States (as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en- 
actment of this Act): 


4202.11.00 4202.22.60 4202.92.08 
4202.12.20 ... 4202.22.70 .. 4202.92.15 
4202.12.40 ... 4202.22.80 .. 4202.92.20 
4202.12.60 ... 4202.29.50 .. 4202.92.30 
4202.12.80 ... 4202.29.90 .. 4202.92.45 
4202.21.60 ... 4202.31.60 .. 4202.92.60 
4202.21.90 ... 4202.32.40 .. 4202.92.90 
4202.22.15 ... 4202.32.80 .. 4202.99.90 
4202.22.40 ... 4202.32.95 4203.29.50 
4202.22.45 4202.91.00 

5701.10.90 5702.91.30 5703.10.80 
5702.31.20 ... 5702.91.40 .. 5703.90.00 
5702.49.20 ... 5702.92.90 5705.00.20 
5702.50.40 ... 5702.99.15 

5702.50.59 5703.10.20 

6117.10.60 6214.20.00 6217.10.85 
6117.80.85 ... 6214.40.00 .. 6301.90.00 
6214.10.10 ... 6214.90.00 .. 6308.00.00 
6214.10.20 6216.00.80 

6504.00.90 6505.00.30 6505.00.90 
6505.00.08 ... 6505.00.40 .. 6506.99.30 
6505.00.15 ... 6505.00.50 6506.99.60 
6505.00.20 ... 6505.00.60 


6505.00.25 6505.00.80 


(D) the President determines, after receiv- 
ing the advice of the United States Inter- 
national Trade Commission in accordance 
with section 503(e) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(19 U.S.C. 2463(e)), that the article is not im- 
port-sensitive in the context of imports from 
Nepal; and 

(E) subject to paragraph (3), the sum of the 
cost or value of the materials produced in, 
and the direct costs of processing operations 
performed in, Nepal or the customs territory 
of the United States is not less than 35 per- 
cent of the appraised value of the article at 
the time it is entered. 

(2) EXCLUSIONS.—An article shall not be 
treated as the growth, product, or manufac- 
ture of Nepal for purposes of paragraph 
(1)(A)(i) by virtue of having merely under- 
gone— 

(A) simple combining or packaging oper- 
ations; or 
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(B) mere dilution with water or mere dilu- 
tion with another substance that does not 
materially alter the characteristics of the 
article. 

(3) LIMITATION ON UNITED STATES COST.— 
For purposes of paragraph (1)(E), the cost or 
value of materials produced in, and the di- 
rect costs of processing operations performed 
in, the customs territory of the United 
States and attributed to the 35-percent re- 
quirement under that paragraph may not ex- 
ceed 15 percent of the appraised value of the 
article at the time it is entered. 

(c) VERIFICATION WITH RESPECT TO TRANS- 
SHIPMENT FOR TEXTILE AND APPAREL ARTI- 
CLES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than April 1, 
July 1, October 1, and January 1 of each 
year, the Commissioner responsible for U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection shall verify 
that textile and apparel articles imported 
from Nepal to which preferential treatment 
is extended under this title are not being un- 
lawfully transshipped into the United States. 

(2) REPORT TO PRESIDENT.—If the Commis- 
sioner determines pursuant to paragraph (1) 
that textile and apparel articles imported 
from Nepal to which preferential treatment 
is extended under this title are being unlaw- 
fully transshipped into the United States, 
the Commissioner shall report that deter- 
mination to the President. 

SEC. 305. TRADE FACILITATION AND CAPACITY 
BUILDING. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) As a land-locked least-developed coun- 
try, Nepal has severe challenges reaching 
markets and developing capacity to export 
goods. As of 2015, exports from Nepal are ap- 
proximately $800,000,000 per year, with India 
the major market at $450,000,000 annually. 
The United States imports about $80,000,000 
worth of goods from Nepal, or 10 percent of 
the total goods exported from Nepal. 

(2) The World Bank has found evidence 
that the overall export competitiveness of 
Nepal has been declining since 2005. Indices 
compiled by the World Bank and the Organi- 
zation for Economic Co-operation and Devel- 
opment found that export costs in Nepal are 
high with respect to both air cargo and con- 
tainer shipments relative to other low-in- 
come countries. Such indices also identify 
particular weaknesses in Nepal with respect 
to automation of customs and other trade 
functions, involvement of local exporters 
and importers in preparing regulations and 
trade rules, and export finance. 

(3) Implementation by Nepal of the Agree- 
ment on Trade Facilitation of the World 
Trade Organization could directly address 
some of the weaknesses described in para- 
graph (2). 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRADE FACILITATION 
AND CAPACITY BUILDING PROGRAM.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the President shall, in consulta- 
tion with the Government of Nepal, establish 
a trade facilitation and capacity building 
program for Nepal— 

(1) to enhance the central export pro- 
motion agency of Nepal to support successful 
exporters and to build awareness among po- 
tential exporters in Nepal about opportuni- 
ties abroad and ways to manage trade docu- 
mentation and regulations in the United 
States and other countries; 

(2) to provide export finance training for fi- 
nancial institutions in Nepal and the Gov- 
ernment of Nepal; 

(3) to assist the Government of Nepal in 
maintaining publication of all trade regula- 
tions, forms for exporters and importers, tax 
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and tariff rates, and other documentation re- 
lating to exporting goods on the Internet and 
developing a robust public-private dialogue, 
through its National Trade Facilitation 
Committee, for Nepal to identify timelines 
for implementation of key reforms and solu- 
tions, as provided for under the Agreement 
on Trade Facilitation of the World Trade Or- 
ganization; and 

(4) to increase access to guides for import- 
ers and exporters on the Internet, including 
rules and documentation for United States 
tariff preference programs. 

SEC. 306. REPORTING REQUIREMENT. 

Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter, the President shall monitor, re- 
view, and report to Congress on the imple- 
mentation of this title, the compliance of 
Nepal with section 303(a), and the trade and 
investment policy of the United States with 
respect to Nepal. 

SEC. 307. TERMINATION OF PREFERENTIAL 
TREATMENT. 

No preferential treatment extended under 
this title shall remain in effect after Decem- 
ber 31, 2025. 

SEC. 308. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The provisions of this title shall take ef- 

fect on January 1, 2016. 


SA 1439. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1221 proposed by Mr. 
HATCH to the bill H.R. 1314, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for a right to an administrative 
appeal relating to adverse determina- 
tions of tax-exempt status of certain 
organizations; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 102(b), add the fol- 
lowing: 

(21) PROTECTION OF INDIAN EXPORTS AND 
TREATY RIGHTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The principal negotiating 
objectives of the United States with respect 
to the protection of exports and treaty 
rights of Indian tribes are to ensure that— 

(i) goods of or for the benefit of Indian 
tribes may be exported through ports in the 
United States; 

(ii) treaty rights of Indian tribes are pro- 
tected; and 

(iii) goods of or for the benefit of Indian 
tribes have the opportunity to compete in 
the world market. 

(B) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 

(i) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term “Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given that term in section 
4 of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(ii) TREATY RIGHTS OF INDIAN TRIBES.—The 
term “treaty rights of Indian tribes” means 
rights pursuant to treaties between Indian 
tribes and the United States that confirm 
the rights and privileges of each Indian tribe 
and the United States. 


SA 1440. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2048, to reform the 
authorities of the Federal Government 
to require the production of certain 
business records, conduct electronic 
surveillance, use pen registers and trap 
and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign 
intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 
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At the end, add the following: 


TITLE IX—COMMISSION ON PRIVACY 
RIGHTS IN THE DIGITAL AGE 
SECTION 901. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Commis- 
sion on Privacy Rights in the Digital Age 
Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 902. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) Today, technology that did not exist 30 
years ago pervades every aspect of life in the 
United States. 

(2) Nearly % of adults in the United States 
own a smartphone, and 43 percent of adults 
in the United States rely solely on their cell 
phone for telephone use. 

(3) 84 percent of households in the United 
States own a computer and 73 percent of 
households in the United States have a com- 
puter with an Internet broadband connec- 
tion. 

(4) Federal policies on privacy protection 
have not kept pace with the rapid expansion 
of technology. 

(5) Innovations in technology have led to 
the exponential expansion of data collection 
by both the public and private sectors. 

(6) Consumers are often unaware of the col- 
lection of their data and how their informa- 
tion can be collected, bought, and sold by 
private companies. 

SEC. 903. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this title is to establish, for 
a 2-year period, a Commission on Privacy 
Rights in the Digital Age to— 

(1) examine— 

(A) the ways in which public agencies and 
private companies gather data on the people 
of the United States; and 

(B) the ways in which that data is utilized, 
either internally or externally; and 

(2) make recommendations concerning po- 
tential policy changes needed to safeguard 
the privacy of the people of the United 
States. 

SEC. 904. COMPOSITION OF THE COMMISSION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—To carry out the pur- 
pose of this title, there is established in the 
legislative branch a Commission on Privacy 
Rights in the Digital Age (in this title re- 
ferred to as the “Commission”). 

(b) COMPOSITION.—The Commission shall be 
composed of 12 members, as follows: 

(1) Four members appointed by the Presi- 
dent, of whom— 

(A) 2 shall be appointed from the executive 
branch of the Government; and 

(B) 2 shall be appointed from private life. 

(2) Two members appointed by the major- 
ity leader of the Senate, of whom— 

(A) 1 shall be a Member of the Senate; and 

(B) 1 shall be appointed from private life. 

(3) Two members appointed by the minor- 
ity leader of the Senate, of whom— 

(A) 1 shall be a Member of the Senate; and 

(B) 1 shall be appointed from private life. 

(4) Two members appointed by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, of whom— 

(A) 1 shall be a Member of the House; and 

(B) 1 shall be appointed from private life. 

(5) Two members appointed by the minor- 
ity leader of the House of Representatives, of 
whom— 

(A) 1 shall be a Member of the House; and 

(B) 1 shall be appointed from private life. 

(c) CHAIRPERSON.—The Commission shall 
elect a Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson 
from among its members. 

(d) MEETINGS; QUORUM; VACANCIES.— 

(1) MEETINGS.—After its initial meeting, 
the Commission shall meet upon the call of 
the Chairperson or a majority of its mem- 
bers. 
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(2) QUORUM.—Seven members of the Com- 
mission shall constitute a quorum. 

(3) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the Com- 
mission shall not affect its powers but shall 
be filled in the same manner in which the 
original appointment was made. 

(e) APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS; 
MEETING.— 

(1) APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS.—Each mem- 
ber of the Commission shall be appointed not 
later than 60 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(2) INITIAL MEETING.—On or after the date 
on which all members of the Commission 
have been appointed, and not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Commission shall hold its initial meet- 
ing. 

SEC. 905. DUTIES OF THE COMMISSION. 

The Commission shall— 

(1) conduct an investigation of relevant 
facts and circumstances relating to the ex- 
pansion of data collection practices in the 
public, private, and national security sec- 
tors, including implications for— 

(A) surveillance; 

(B) political, civil, and commercial rights 
of individuals and corporate entities; 

(C) employment practices, including hiring 
and firing; and 

(D) credit availability and reporting; and 

(2) submit to the President and Congress 
reports containing findings, conclusions, and 
recommendations for corrective measures re- 
lating to the facts and circumstances inves- 
tigated under paragraph (1), in accordance 
with section 911. 

SEC. 906. POWERS OF THE COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) HEARINGS AND EVIDENCE.—The Commis- 
sion or, at its direction, any subcommittee 
or member of the Commission, may, for the 
purpose of carrying out this title— 

(A) hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, take such testimony, re- 
ceive such evidence, and administer such 
oaths as the Commission or such sub- 
committee or member determines advisable; 
and 

(B) subject to paragraph (2)(A), require, by 
subpoena or otherwise, the attendance and 
testimony of such witnesses and the produc- 
tion of such books, records, correspondence, 
memoranda, papers, documents, tapes, and 
materials as the Commission or such sub- 
committee or member determines advisable. 

(2) SUBPOENAS.— 

(A) ISSUANCE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—A subpoena may be issued 
under paragraph (1) only— 

(I) by the agreement of the Chairperson 
and the Vice Chairperson; or 

(II) by the affirmative vote of 8 members of 
the Commission. 

(ii) SIGNATURE.—Subject to clause (i), a 
subpoena issued under paragraph (1) may— 

(I) be issued under the signature of— 

(aa) the Chairperson; or 

(bb) a member designated by a majority of 
the Commission; and 

(II) be served by— 

(aa) any person designated by the Chair- 
person; or 

(bb) a member designated by a majority of 
the Commission. 

(B) ENFORCEMENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of contumacy 
or failure to obey a subpoena issued under 
paragraph (1), the United States district 
court for the judicial district in which the 
subpoenaed person resides, is served, or may 
be found, or where the subpoena is return- 
able, may issue an order requiring such per- 
son to appear at any designated place to tes- 
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tify or to produce documentary or other evi- 
dence. 

(ii) CONTEMPT OF COURT.—Any failure to 
obey the order of the court under clause (i) 
may be punished by the court as a contempt 
of that court. 

(3) WITNESS ALLOWANCES AND FEES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 1821 of title 28, 
United States Code, shall apply to witnesses 
requested or subpoenaed to appear at any 
hearing of the Commission. 

(B) SOURCE OF FUNDS.—The per diem and 
mileage allowances for witnesses shall be 
paid from funds available to pay the ex- 
penses of the Commission. 

(b) CONTRACTING.—The Commission may, 
to such extent and in such amounts as are 
provided in appropriations Acts, enter into 
contracts to enable the Commission to dis- 
charge its duties under this title. 

(c) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGEN- 
CIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may se- 
cure directly from any Federal department 
or agency such information as the Commis- 
sion considers necessary to carry out this 
Act. 

(2) FURNISHING OF INFORMATION.—If the 
Chairperson, the chairperson of any sub- 
committee created by a majority of the 
Commission, or any member designated by a 
majority of the Commission submits to a 
Federal department or agency a request for 
information under paragraph (1), the head of 
the department or agency shall, to the ex- 
tent authorized by law, furnish the informa- 
tion directly to the Commission. 

(3) RECEIPT, HANDLING, STORAGE, AND DIS- 
SEMINATION.—Information furnished under 
paragraph (2) shall only be received, handled, 
stored, and disseminated by members of the 
Commission and its staff consistent with all 
applicable statutes, regulations, and execu- 
tive orders. 

(d) ASSISTANCE FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 

(1) GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION.— 
The Administrator of General Services shall 
provide to the Commission on a reimburs- 
able basis administrative support and other 
services for the performance of the Commis- 
sion's functions. 

(2) OTHER DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES.—In 
addition to the assistance provided under 
paragraph (1), departments and agencies of 
the United States may provide to the Com- 
mission such services, funds, facilities, staff, 
and other support services as the depart- 
ments and agencies may determine advisable 
and as authorized by law. 

(e) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission 
may use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as a 
department or agency of the United States. 
SEC. 907. NONAPPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVI- 

SORY COMMITTEE ACT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not 
apply to the Commission. 

(b) PUBLIC MEETINGS AND RELEASE OF PUB- 
LIC VERSIONS OF REPORTS.—The Commission 
shall— 

(1) hold public hearings and meetings to 
the extent appropriate; and 

(2) release public versions of the reports re- 
quired under subsections (a) and (b) of sec- 
tion 911. 

(c) PUBLIC HEARINGS.—Any public hearing 
of the Commission shall be conducted in a 
manner consistent with the protection of in- 
formation provided to or developed for or by 
the Commission as required by any applica- 
ble statute, regulation, or executive order. 
SEC. 908. STAFF OF COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
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(1) APPOINTMENT AND COMPENSATION.—The 
Chairperson, in consultation with the Vice 
Chairperson and in accordance with rules 
agreed upon by the Commission, may ap- 
point and fix the compensation of an execu- 
tive director and such other personnel as 
may be necessary to enable the Commission 
to carry out the functions of the Commis- 
sion, without regard to the provisions of 
title 5, United States Code, governing ap- 
pointments in the competitive service, and 
without regard to the provisions of chapter 
51 and subchapter III of chapter 53 of that 
title relating to classification and General 
Schedule pay rates, except that no rate of 
pay fixed under this paragraph may exceed 
the equivalent of that payable for a position 
at level V of the Executive Schedule under 
section 5316 of title 5, United States Code. 

(2) PERSONNEL AS FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The executive director 
and any personnel of the Commission who 
are employees shall be employees under sec- 
tion 2105 of title 5, United States Code, for 
purposes of chapters 63, 81, 83, 84, 85, 87, 89, 
89A, 89B, and 90 of that title. 

(B) MEMBERS OF COMMISSION.—Subpara- 
graph (A) shall not be construed to apply to 
members of the Commission. 

(b) DETAILEES.—Any Federal Government 
employee may be detailed to the Commission 
without reimbursement from the Commis- 
sion, and such detailee shall retain the 
rights, status, and privileges of his or her 
regular employment without interruption. 

(c) CONSULTANT SERVICES.—The Commis- 
sion may procure the services of experts and 
consultants in accordance with section 3109 
of title 5, United States Code, but at rates 
not to exceed the daily rate paid a person oc- 
cupying a position at level IV of the Execu- 
tive Schedule under section 5315 of that title. 
SEC. 909. COMPENSATION AND TRAVEL EX- 

PENSES. 

(a) COMPENSATION.—Each member of the 
Commission who is not an officer or em- 
ployee of the Federal Government may be 
compensated at not to exceed the daily 
equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay in 
effect for a position at level IV of the Execu- 
tive Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, 
United States Code, for each day during 
which that member is engaged in the actual 
performance of the duties of the Commis- 
sion. 

(b) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—While away from 
their homes or regular places of business in 
the performance of services for the Commis- 
sion, members of the Commission shall be al- 
lowed travel expenses, including per diem in 
lieu of subsistence, in the same manner as 
persons employed intermittently in the Gov- 
ernment service are allowed expenses under 
section 5703 of title 5, United States Code. 
SEC. 910. SECURITY CLEARANCES FOR COMMIS- 

SION MEMBERS AND STAFF. 

The appropriate departments or agencies 
of the Federal Government shall cooperate 
with the Commission in expeditiously pro- 
viding to the members and staff of the Com- 
mission appropriate security clearances to 
the extent possible under applicable proce- 
dures and requirements, and no person shall 
be provided with access to classified infor- 
mation under this title without the appro- 
priate security clearances. 

SEC. 911. REPORTS OF COMMISSION; TERMI- 
NATION. 

(a) INTERIM REPORTS.—The Commission 
shall submit to the President and Congress 
interim reports containing such findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations for cor- 
rective measures as have been agreed to by a 
majority of Commission members. 
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(b) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Commission shall submit to the President 
and Congress a final report containing such 
findings, conclusions, and recommendations 
for corrective measures as have been agreed 
to by a majority of Commission members. 

(c) CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—Each report 
submitted under subsection (a) or (b) shall be 
in unclassified form, but may include a clas- 
sified annex. 

(d) TERMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission, and all 
the authorities under this title, shall termi- 
nate 60 days after the date on which Com- 
mission submits the final report under sub- 
section (b). 

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITIES BEFORE TER- 
MINATION.—The Commission may use the 60- 
day period referred to in paragraph (1) for 
the purpose of concluding its activities, in- 
cluding providing testimony to committees 
of Congress concerning its reports and dis- 
seminating the final report. 

SEC. 912. FUNDING. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this title. 
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(b) DURATION OF AVAILABILITY.—Amounts 
made available to the Commission under 
subsection (a) shall remain available until 
the termination of the Commission. 


— 


RECESS UNTIL 12:01 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate stand in recess until 12:01 a.m. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 11:13 p.m., recessed until Saturday, 
May 23, 2015, at 12:01 a.m. 


—_— 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate May 23, 2015. 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


PETER LEVINE, OF MARYLAND, TO BE DEPUTY CHIEF 
MANAGEMENT OFFICER OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


PAUL A. FOLMSBEE, OF OKLAHOMA, A CAREER MEM- 
BER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICES, CLASS OF MIN- 
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ISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRADORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF 
MALI. 

STAFFORD FITZGERALD HANEY, OF NEW JERSEY, TO 
BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI- 
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE REPUBLIC OF COSTA RICA. 


FOREIGN SERVICE 


FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATION OF DOUGLAS A. 
KONEFF. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATION OF JUDY R. REINKE. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH 
BRIAN C. BRISSON AND ENDING WITH CATHERINE M. 
WERNER, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE 
SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON MARCH 4, 2015. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH 
PETER J. OLSON AND ENDING WITH NICOLAS RUBIO, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
APRIL 15, 2015. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH 
CRAIG A. ANDERSON AND ENDING WITH HENRY 
KAMINSKI, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY 
THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON APRIL 15, 2015. 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH AN- 
THONY S. AMATOS AND ENDING WITH ELENA ZLATNIK, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
APRIL 15, 2015. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


MEMORIAL DAY AND HONORING 
OUR FALLEN SERVICEMEMBERS 


HON. JOYCE BEATTY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 22, 2015 


Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, Memorial Day 
represents one of our nation’s most important 
holidays. 

Each year, our nation unites, regardless of 
political differences and ideology, to remember 
the heroes from all branches of military serv- 
ice who paid the ultimate sacrifice to defend 
the very freedoms we hold so dear. 

This Monday on Memorial Day, as we honor 
the courageous men and women in uniform 
who gave their lives to defend our country, we 
continue our nation’s long-held tradition of 
paying tribute to America’s fallen soldiers. 

On this day of remembrance, let us recall 
that these brave men and women left behind 
countless loved ones and family members 
who also deserve our collective gratitude. 

As we remember the remarkable lives of our 
nation’s fallen soldiers and their families on 
this Memorial Day, we must continue to honor 
them each day, as a single day of commemo- 
ration is far short of what they deserve. 


HONORING FALLEN VETERANS 
HON. STACEY E. PLASKETT 


OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 22, 2015 


Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the members of our armed forces who 
have given their lives in defense of our de- 
mocracy. The men and women whose dedica- 
tion has been to protect not just our land and 
people, but also the principles we hold so 
dear: the principles of life, liberty and the pur- 
suit of happiness. 

The veterans from my home district in the 
U.S. Virgin Islands have long been among the 
first to answer America’s call to duty. In some 
cases, even fighting in defense of this great 
nation before they were officially a part of it. 

Our territory had only been under the U.S. 
flag for a few months when America entered 
into World War |. Virgin Islanders had not yet 
been granted American Citizenship, but our 
people served—and they did so bravely, and 
with honor. 

In the fight to preserve our democracy all 
Virgin Island veterans have given, but there 
are some, like the nine brave Virgin Island 
souls, who gave the ultimate sacrifice in the 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

This Memorial Day, | ask that my colleagues 
join me in saluting the sacrifice and honoring 
the memory of these men. They are: 

Army SSG Kendall Thomas; Army PFC 
Jason Lynch; Marine Lance Cpl. Shane L. 


Goldman; Army SPC Jose Rosario; Army SSG 
Gregory Rivera-Santiago; Army LTC David C. 
Canegata; Army SFC Floyd Lake; Army SGT 
Jorge Scatliffe and Army SGT Errol James. 

This nation owes these men, and the count- 
less others who have paid the ultimate sac- 
rifice, a great debt; one which we can never 
really repay. Our resolve is that their sacrifice 
is not in vain as we rise up in their stead in 
the continuing fight for liberty and justice for 
all. 


CONGRATULATING PHIL LARUE 


HON. RON KIND 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 22, 2015 


Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to thank 
Phil LaRue for his many contributions to the 
New Democrat Coalition. Next month, Phil will 
be leaving the New Democrat Coalition to 
move back to Pennsylvania. 

The New Democrat Coalition, which | have 
the honor to Chair, is a group of 46 pro- 
growth, innovation focused Members of the 
House Democratic Caucus. New Dems sup- 
port policies to expand economic growth and 
foster the new economy; a fiscally responsible 
and efficient government; and a robust foreign 
policy that includes a pro-growth trade agen- 
da. 

Phil joined the New Dem staff as Commu- 
nications Director in June 2013. Since then, 
he has been a trusted advisor to me and 
many Members of the Coalition. Over his ten- 
ure, the New Democrat Coalition has been at 
the forefront of many issues important to our 
country including working to reopen govern- 
ment during the shutdown in the fall of 2013, 
introducing and advocating for Comprehensive 
Immigration Reform, advancing a competitive- 
ness agenda, building support for regulatory 
reform, and working to pass a pro-growth, pro- 
worker trade agenda. Phil’s work sharpening 
our message, interacting with the press, identi- 
fying opportunities, and coordinating key 
stakeholders has been critical to the Coali- 
tion’s success. 

In addition, Phil was a key architect in the 
New Democrat Coalition’s American Prosperity 
Agenda released in March 2015; the first com- 
prehensive policy agenda in the Coalition’s 18 
year history. The American Prosperity Agenda 
lays out a vision for policies Congress should 
prioritize in three key areas: 1. Grow the 
Economy in Every Town and City, 2. Give Ev- 
eryone a Shot at the American Dream, and 3. 
Make Government Work Better for the Middle 
Class. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Members of 
the New Democrat Coalition, thank you Phil. 


MAY AS NATIONAL FOSTER CARE 
MONTH 


HON. JOYCE BEATTY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 22, 2015 


Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, this month, | 
join my colleagues in recognizing May as Na- 
tional Foster Care Month. 

National Foster Care Month was established 
over 20 years ago to bring foster care issues 
to the forefront, highlight the importance of 
permanency for every child, and recognize the 
essential role that foster parents, social work- 
ers, and advocates have in the lives of chil- 
dren in foster care throughout the United 
States. 

The goal of this special month is to raise 
awareness about the experiences and needs 
of the more than 400,000 youth in the foster 
care system. 

It is also an opportunity to celebrate the 
thousands of dedicated foster families who 
care for these children as well as the social 
workers and service providers who support 
them. 

Pd like to share a few statistics that show- 
case the child welfare landscape. 

In 2013, there were an estimated 399,546 
children in foster care. 

In Ohio, there are about 14,000 children in 
foster care and 2,500 of these children are 
waiting for adoptive homes. 

We cannot allow these statistics to shape 
the reality of our nation’s foster youth. 

All children deserve safe, loving, and per- 
manent homes. 

We have a responsibility to continue to cre- 
ate policies that will improve outcomes and 
the overall well-being of foster youth and their 
families. 

While we have made progress, there is still 
much more to do. 

| look forward to working with my colleagues 
to enable every child in foster care can suc- 
ceed. 

Every child in our country deserves the op- 
portunity to succeed, and | hope that through- 
out the month of May, we'll be able to raise 
awareness to the needs of foster children 
across the United States. 


a 


COMMEMORATING THE 50-YEAR 
ANNIVERSARY OF HEAD START 


HON. STACEY E. PLASKETT 


OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 22, 2015 


Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the 50-year anniversary of 
Head Start in this country, and to honor the 
many professionals whose dedication to early 
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childhood education has kept the program 
going. 

But as we are celebrating the successes of 
Head Start, let us not overlook the fact that 
our commitment to early education and our ef- 
forts as a body to preserve the Head Start 
program are not exactly even-keeled. 

While Head Start has served more than 30 
million children and families in urban and rural 
areas across the country, in many cities, fami- 
lies see long waiting lists. 

In my home district in the U.S. Virgin Is- 
lands, the funded enrollment in Head Start is 
just under 900, but there are more than 750 
children on the waiting list—an increase from 
the 600 who were on the list the year before. 
This in part, comes as a result of funding con- 
straints that has prevented the expansion of 
Head Start. 

| don’t have to stress the importance of this 
program. Access to Head Start not only im- 
proves children’s preschool outcomes, but has 
been shown to positively impact high school 
graduation rates and even help families move 
out of poverty. 

It is my hope that this body continues to 
hold firm the commitment to providing quality 
early education for our children and work to- 
gether in closing the educational opportunity 
gap. 

Half a century later, President Lyndon John- 
son’s vision and words still hold true: this is, 
in fact, “one of the most constructive, and one 
of the most sensible, and also one of the most 
exciting programs that this nation has ever un- 
dertaken.” 

Let’s continue investing in our most valuable 
resource: our children. 


HONORING DIANA MAAS 


HON. RON KIND 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 22, 2015 


Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to thank 
Diana Maas for her many contributions to the 
House of Representatives and specifically to 
my office. Diana will be leaving my office to 
pursue opportunities back in her home state of 
Wisconsin. 

Diana first came to Capitol Hill as a Staff 
Assistant for Congressman Dave Obey. She 
joined the staff of Senator Herb Kohl in 2011. 
In 2011, she joined my staff as Legislative 
Correspondent. From day one in my office, 
Diana worked tirelessly on behalf of the citi- 
zens of western and central Wisconsin. As 
Diana moved up in my office, she became an 
integral part of the legislative team. She was 
particularly successful in working on awarding 
the Medal of Honor to Lieutenant Alonzo 
Cushing. One hundred and fifty years after his 
death at the Battle of Gettysburg. Lieutenant 
Cushing now has received his due recognition, 
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in part because of Diana’s commitment to 
navigating legislation down the often com- 
plicated path of awarding the Medal of Honor. 
While working to honor Lt. Cushing, Diana si- 
multaneously worked tirelessly on behalf of 
our veterans and students. 

Diana has returned to the great state of 
Wisconsin and has joined the Spooner School 
District as their Communications Specialist. 
While | am sorry to see her leave my staff 
after three years, | wish her the best of luck 
in her new role. Diana embodies the term pub- 
lic service and has worked tirelessly to make 
our nation a better place, which has not been 
easy given the current toxic environment. It is 
unfortunate that we are losing such a com- 
petent and dedicated public servant. 

Mr. Speaker, on my behalf; thank you to 
Diana for her service and dedication to not 
only the constituents of the Third District of 
Wisconsin, but to all Americans. 


STROKE AWARENESS MONTH 


HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 22, 2015 


Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, as co- 
chair of the Congressional Neuroscience Cau- 
cus, | rise today to recognize the month of 
May as Stroke Awareness Month. 

Stroke, an attack in which blood flow and 
oxygen to the brain are blocked, is the leading 
cause of long-term disability in the United 
States. Each year, more than 795,000 Ameri- 
cans suffer from stroke, and in my own home 
state of Oregon those numbers are above the 
national average. The health care expenses, 
including associated medications and missed 
days of work, cost the United States an esti- 
mated $34 billion each year. 

The human costs, however, are more dev- 
astating. In the United States alone, an annual 
average of 130,000 of those who have had a 
stroke die. Even those who survive often ex- 
perience a significant decrease in their quality 
of life. Over two-thirds of survivors must live 
with sometimes overwhelming long-term con- 
sequences, such as paralysis, motor activity, 
speech, and the ability to understand speech. 
Many of those survivors and their families also 
face financial repercussions. Some must even 
deplete their savings and sell their assets just 
to cover the costs associated with post-stroke 
care. 

As part of Stroke Awareness Month, we 
must ensure our constituents understand that 
stroke is treatable and preventable, as long as 
citizens arm themselves with the proper diag- 
nostic tools and health information. Common 
stroke symptoms include: crushing chest pain; 
sudden weakness of the face, arm, or leg; 
sudden confusion; trouble speaking or under- 
standing speech; sudden trouble walking or 
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seeing; loss of balance; and sudden, severe 
headache. The ability to recognize these 
symptoms and seek medical attention imme- 
diately is critical to surviving a stroke and mini- 
mizing long-term disability. 

Stroke affects people of all ages, but sev- 
eral underlying factors that put individuals at 
higher risk include unhealthy diets, tobacco 
use, and physical inactivity. Understanding the 
risks involved with certain lifestyle choices and 
making healthier choices can often help re- 
duce a person’s risk of stroke. 

The federal government needs to be a bet- 
ter partner with stroke survivors, and it is the 
aim of our Congressional Neuroscience Cau- 
cus to do just that. We must find ways to in- 
crease the effectiveness of the federal invest- 
ment in developing new treatments. In addi- 
tion, we have an obligation to work with sur- 
vivors and their families to make the path to 
recovery less arduous. Options we should 
consider include improving access to post- 
stroke therapy and finding ways to reduce the 
financial impact on survivors and their families. 
One important first step is recognize May as 
Stroke Awareness month in order to continue 
to educate Americans about stroke symptoms, 
prevention, and treatments. 


— 


50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
LAUNCH OF HEAD START 


HON. JOYCE BEATTY 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 22, 2015 


Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of the 50th Anniversary of the 
launch of Head Start. 

In 1965, President Lyndon B. Johnson start- 
ed Head Start and the program has since 
grown to provide children from low-income 
families access to comprehensive preschool 
programs and prepare them for kindergarten 
and a successful future. 

Head Start is a key component of our na- 
tional commitment to give every child, regard- 
less of circumstances at birth, an opportunity 
to succeed in school and in life. 

Access to Head Start clearly improves chil- 
dren’s preschool outcomes across develop- 
mental domains on multiple measures. 

There are 39,293 Head Start students in 
Ohio. 

Within my district, in Franklin County, Head 
Start serves 3,351 young students. 

| support the President’s budget request for 
Head Start, which increases funding by $1.5 
billion. 

| believe that we all should commit to sup- 
porting early childhood education, this crucial 
program, and work together, in a bipartisan 
way, to ensure that every child in America has 
an equal shot at success in school and be- 
yond. 
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SENATE—Saturday, May 23, 


The Senate met at 12:01 a.m., on the 
expiration of the recess, and was called 
to order by the Honorable JAMES 
LANKFORD, a Senator from the State of 
Oklahoma. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Presiding Officer offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Father, You are the One who forgives 
and restores in a place where pride 
comes really easy. I pray that You will 
give us the ability to humble ourselves 
so that we can encourage those who are 
broken and need help. Help us to speak 
with integrity in a day when this Na- 
tion needs role models. 

We understand full well that You are 
our protector and shield, so we ask You 
to watch over us. Take care of our Na- 
tion. Take care of those dedicated men 
and women around the world who also 
protect and serve us. 

We are grateful for Your wisdom, 
Your mercy, and Your loving kindness. 
Help us not to forget today that You 
are our Creator and You are the guide 
of this country, and we are Your serv- 
ants. God, help us today to live and 
speak like it. 

In the Name of Jesus, I pray. 

Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 
of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— > 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, May 23, 2015. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JAMES LANKFORD, a 
Senator from the State of Oklahoma, to per- 
form the duties of the Chair. 

ORRIN G. HATCH, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. LANKFORD thereupon assumed 
the Chair as Acting President pro tem- 
pore. 


(Legislative day of Friday, May 22, 2015) 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man- 
datory quorum calls with respect to 
the cloture votes on the motions to 
proceed to H.R. 2048 and S. 1357 be 
waived. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that notwith- 
standing rule XXII, the cloture vote on 
the motion to proceed to H.R. 2048 
start immediately, followed imme- 
diately by the second cloture vote if 
cloture is not invoked. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
CLOTURE MOTION 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the pending clo- 
ture motion, which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo- 
tion to proceed to H.R. 2048, an act to reform 
the authorities of the Federal Government 
to require the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveillance, use 
pen registers and trap and trace devises, and 
use other forms of information gathering for 
foreign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, Lamar Alexander, Mi- 
chael B. Enzi, David Vitter, John Cor- 
nyn, Johnny Isakson, Lisa Murkowski, 
John Barrasso, Richard Burr, Pat Rob- 
erts, Roy Blunt, Bob Corker, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Jerry Moran, Patrick J. 
Toomey, Mike Lee, Ted Cruz. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. By unanimous consent, the man- 
datory quorum call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 2048, an act to reform 
the authorities of the Federal Govern- 
ment to require the production of cer- 
tain business records, conduct elec- 
tronic surveillance, use pen registers 
and trap and trace devices, and use 
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other forms of information gathering 
for foreign intelligence, counterterror- 
ism, and criminal purposes, and for 
other purposes, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The ACTING OFFICER pro tempore. 
Are there any other Senators in the 
Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 57, 
nays 42, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 194 Leg.] 


YEAS—57 
Baldwin Gillibrand Murphy 
Bennet Heinrich Murray 
Blumenthal Heitkamp Nelson 
Booker Heller Peters 
Boxer Hirono Reed 
Brown Hoeven Rei 
Cantwell Johnson Sanders 
Cardin Kaine Schatz 
Carper Klobuchar Schumer 
Casey Lankford Scott 
Coons Leahy Shaheen 
Cruz Lee Stabenow 
Daines Manchin Sullivan 
Donnelly Markey Tester 
Durbin McCaskill Udall 
Feinstein Menendez Warner 
Flake Merkley Warren 
Franken Mikulski Whitehouse 
Gardner Murkowski Wyden 
NAYS—42 
Alexander Crapo Perdue 
Ayotte Ernst Portman 
Barrasso Fischer Risch 
Blunt Graham Roberts 
Boozman Grassley Rounds 
Burr Hatch Rubio 
Capito Inhofe Sasse 
Cassidy Isakson Sessions 
Coats King Shelby 
Cochran Kirk Thune 
Collins McCain Tillis 
Corker McConnell Toomey 
Cornyn Moran Vitter 
Cotton Paul Wicker 
NOT VOTING—1 
Enzi 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. On this vote, the yeas are 57, the 
nays are 42. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

The majority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
enter a motion to reconsider the vote. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The motion is entered. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
Senate has demonstrated that the 
House-passed bill lacks the support of 
60 Senators. I would urge a “yes” vote 
on the 2-month extension. Senator 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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BURR, the chairman of the Intelligence 
Committee, and Senator FEINSTEIN, the 
ranking member, as we all know, have 
been working on a proposal that they 
think would improve the version that 
the Senate has not accepted that the 
House sent over. It would allow the 
committee to work on this bill, refine 
it, and bring it before us for consider- 
ation. So the 2-month extension, it 
strikes me, would be in the best inter- 
est of getting an outcome that is ac- 
ceptable to both the Senate and the 
House and hopefully the President. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President. 

Mr. McCONNELL. So I would urge a 
“yes” vote. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from California. 


—— 


UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
H.R. 2048 


Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that since a strong 
bipartisan majority of the Senate 
voted to invoke cloture on the motion 
to proceed to the USA FREEDOM Act, 
that the motion to proceed be agreed 
to, that the bill then be read a third 
time, and the Senate vote on passage of 
the USA FREEDOM Act. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURR. Objection. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Objection is heard. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, let’s be 
clear what happened here. We tried 
with the majority—— 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Regular order. 

Mr. BURR. Regular order. 

Mrs. BOXER. To protect this coun- 
try, and the Republicans objected. 
Let’s be clear. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Regular order has been called for. 
Debate is not in order. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN 
Chair. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Debate is not in order. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, if I 
may a point of personal privilege. 

Mr. President, I would like to correct 
the majority leader, regretfully. I did 
not support the Burr bill. I do not be- 
lieve that is the way to go. I have 
taken a good look at this. For those 
who want reform and want to prevent 
the government from holding the data, 
the FREEDOM Act is the only way to 
do it. The House has passed it. The 
President wants it. All of the intel- 
ligence personnel have agreed to it, and 
I think not to pass that bill is really to 
throw the whole program—that whole 
section 215 as well as the whole busi- 
ness records, the ‘‘lone wolf,” the rov- 
ing wiretaps—into serious legal jeop- 
ardy. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Regular order, Mr. 
President. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Regular order. 


addressed the 
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CLOTURE MOTION 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the pending clo- 
ture motion, which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo- 
tion to proceed to S. 1857, a bill to extend au- 
thority relating to roving surveillance, ac- 
cess to business records, and individual ter- 
rorists as agents of foreign powers under the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
until July 31, 2015, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Daniel 
Coats, Thom Tillis, Mike Rounds, Pat 
Roberts, Richard Burr, John Barrasso, 
Tom Cotton, Shelley Moore Capito, 
David Perdue, Lamar Alexander, Mi- 
chael B. Enzi, David Vitter, Johnny 
Isakson, Roy Blunt. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. By unanimous consent, the man- 
datory quorum call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to $. 1357, a bill to extend au- 
thority relating to roving surveillance, 
access to business records, and indi- 
vidual terrorists as agents of foreign 
powers under the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 until July 31, 
2015, and for other purposes, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. ENZI). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 45, 
nays 54, as follows: 


[Rollcall Vote No. 195 Leg.] 


YEAS—45 
Alexander Ernst Portman 
Ayotte Fischer Risch 
Barrasso Flake Roberts 
Blunt Graham Rounds 
Boozman Grassley Rubio 
Burr Hatch Sasse 
Capito Hoeven Scott 
Cassidy Inhofe Sessions 
Coats Isakson Shelby 
Cochran Johnson Sullivan 
Collins Kirk Thune 
Corker Lankford Tillis 
Cornyn McCain Toomey 
Cotton Nelson Vitter 
Donnelly Perdue Wicker 

NAYS—54 
Baldwin Cruz King 
Bennet Daines Klobuchar 
Blumenthal Durbin Leahy 
Booker Feinstein Lee 
Boxer Franken Manchin 
Brown Gardner Markey 
Cantwell Gillibrand McCaskill 
Cardin Heinrich McConnell 
Carper Heitkamp Menendez 
Casey Heller Merkley 
Coons Hirono Mikulski 
Crapo Kaine Moran 
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Murkowski Reid Tester 
Murphy Sanders Udall 
Murray Schatz Warner 
Paul Schumer Warren 
Peters Shaheen Whitehouse 
Reed Stabenow Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Enzi 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 45, the nays are 54. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

The majority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
would say to my colleagues that it is 
clear there aren’t 60 votes in the Sen- 
ate for the House-passed bill, and there 
aren’t 60 votes for a 60-day extension. 

So I am going to propound a series of 
unanimous consent requests to see if 
we can avoid having the program ex- 
pire roughly 1 week from now. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS 

Therefore, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate now proceed to a bill 
to extend the expiring provisions until 
June 8, and that the bill be read a third 
time and passed with no intervening 
action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, we have entered into a momen- 
tous debate. This is a debate about 
whether or not a warrant with a single 
name of a single company can be used 
to collect all of the records—all of the 
phone records—of all of the people in 
our country with a single warrant. 

Our forefathers would be aghast. One 
of the things they despised was general 
warrants. This is a debate that should 
be had. The reason I am objecting is be- 
cause I have made a very simple re- 
quest—to have amendments, to have 
them voted on, and to have a guarantee 
that they are voted on. 

I started out the day with a request 
for six amendments. I am willing to 
compromise to have two amendments 
and a simple majority vote. 

I think that is a very reasonable po- 
sition. And if we can’t have that and 
we can’t have an extensive debate over 
something we have had 4 years to pre- 
pare for, I will object, and I do. 

I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
renew my unanimous consent request 
with an amendment to extend expiring 
authorities until June 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WYDEN. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The majority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
renew my unanimous consent request 
with an amendment to extend expiring 
authorities until June 3. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I will defer 
to the Senator from New Mexico if he 
wishes to make an objection. 

Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, I ob- 
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
renew my unanimous consent request 
with an amendment to extend expiring 
authorities until June 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The majority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
enter my motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo- 
tion is entered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

The legislative clerk continued with 
the call of the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
here is where we are. We are unable to 
clear any short-term extension, and 
the current law expires at midnight on 
Sunday. So the Senate will be back in 
session Sunday afternoon—a week from 
Sunday—on May 31, with one more op- 
portunity to act responsibly and not 
allow this program to expire. 

This is a high-threat period. We know 
what is going on overseas. We know 
what has been tried here at home. Do 
we really want this law to expire? 

We have 1 week to discuss it. We will 
have 1 day to do it. So we better be 
ready next Sunday afternoon to pre- 
vent the country from being in danger 
by the total expiration of the program 
we are all familiar with. 

Unless there is objection, and I un- 
derstand there is not an objection, we 
will pass the highway extension on a 
voice vote tonight and we will be back 
in session Sunday a week. 

Mr. REID. Will my friend yield for a 
question? 
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Mr. MCCONNELL. I yield for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. REID. We would be happy to co- 
operate in passing a surface transpor- 
tation bill by voice, but I do say this— 
and I mentioned this to my colleague 
away from the microphones. For those 
of us living in the West, we cannot get 
back on a Sunday afternoon. I think it 
is very difficult for us to get back here 
on a weekday before 5 o’clock, so I 
would hope on a Sunday we wouldn’t be 
expecting the Senate to come in ses- 
sion before 5 o’clock because we can’t 
get here. 

I am protecting the western part of 
my caucus, which is pretty big, but I 
am not going to agree to anything un- 
less we can come in at least after 5 
o’clock. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Well, as my friend 
the Democratic leader knows, I would 
be happy to work with him on that. He 
also knows I just tried to get a short- 
term extension of a variety of different 
lengths in order not to put us in this 
position, but we are left with this op- 
tion only. 

We will work with the Democratic 
leader about the actual time, but the 
law expires at midnight Sunday a 
week. I doubt if there are many of us 
comfortable with that—maybe a hand- 
ful—but we need to act responsibly 
here on behalf of the American people. 

Mr. REID. I agree. 


ES 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EEE 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am not sure I made it clear to everyone 
that there will be no more votes to- 
night. We will see you in a week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


 —— 


NATIONAL SECURITY 
LEGISLATION 
Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I 
wanted to speak earlier because I want- 
ed to encourage my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to come to a resolu- 
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tion on this problem. We cannot let 
this country go dark in terms of its 
ability to do its duty to defend the 
United States of America. We have to 
get off of what we are doing here and 
start getting down to the business of 
what we need to do. 

I have to believe that tonight the 
world is watching us and they are say- 
ing: There goes the United States Sen- 
ate, and there they go home, ha, ha, ha. 
They have a program that someone 
tried to render helpless in terms of our 
ability to protect ourselves. Edward 
Snowden literally tried to disgrace the 
United States. 

Now here we are working on a pro- 
gram that went through the respective 
committees, that has the sound and 
sensible solution, and we have rejected 
it. 

I am not here to talk about the pro- 
gram, but I will tell you whom I am 
ready to talk about—the thousands and 
thousands and thousands of people who 
work at the National Security Agency, 
and I want to talk about what they go 
through every day. They are out there 
working a 36-hour day trying to defend 
the United States of America, and they 
want to work under a law that is con- 
stitutional, is legal, is authorized, so 
they can do the necessary work to de- 
fend the United States of America. 
They thought they were doing that 
under the old FISA bill. They thought 
they were doing that. They were proud 
of what they were doing. They mus- 
tered everything they could give to 
this country. Then along comes Eric 
Snowden. Then along come the leaks. 
Then along comes the pontificating 
about “My, my, my, we have to worry 
about privacy.” 

I worry about privacy, too, but I also 
worry about the safety and security of 
the United States of America. And I 
watched the Nation vilify the men and 
women who work at this Agency. 

So now, as we work under the current 
law—which will expire; make no mis- 
take, it will expire—we don't have it 
together to pass a new law. So they 
have been vilified for what they have 
done. They have been vilified for what 
they have done, in many instances at- 
tacked by their neighbors, their chil- 
dren picked on and bullied because 
their parents work at this Agency. Mo- 
rale was at a low ebb. Finally, now we 
are trying to deal with and cope with 
that. They are proud of their work. 
And what are we doing? We can't even 
pass a law. We can't even pass a law. I 
think that is absolutely outrageous. 

I am so sorry we are going home. I 
am so sorry we are going home. So now 
we will come back next Sunday. I real- 
ly urge those people—who I know are 
of good will and well-intentioned—to 
really work to find a way that when we 
come back next Sunday, we will be able 
to vote and move forward and not end 
up in this ongoing parliamentary quag- 
mire. 


May 23, 2015 


I worry about our country, and I 
worry about our ability to govern. This 
is as serious as it gets. What is the role 
of a National Security Agency? To be 
able to operate and function in a way 
that is constitutional, legal, author- 
ized, and obviously of necessity. 

So I really feel very strongly about 
this. And I have watched all this go 
back and forth. So we spent hours and 
days and days and days on all of these 
amendments on trade. That is good. I 
am glad we did it. But I am not glad we 
took that long. We had this bill. We 
knew we had this bill. We waited until 
the last minute. We got ourselves into 
a jackpot. Now we really have to find 
our way out. 

I just cannot speak more forcibly and 
enough about this. Well, I will have 
more to say next week. But I really 
urge others to do their very best. I 
know there are people here, such as my 
colleague Senator FEINSTEIN and oth- 
ers, who have worked on this. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


HIGHWAY AND TRANSPORTATION 
FUNDING ACT OF 2015 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 89, H.R. 2353. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2353) to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

The Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, is there 
going to be a unanimous consent re- 
quest made at this point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair understands there will be. 

Mr. DURBIN. I will reserve the right 
to object at that point. 

Mr. President, in the interest of 
time—I know it is early in the morn- 
ing—I would like to make a statement. 
I am not going to object to proceeding 
to this measure, but I would like to 
make a matter of record what I am 
sure the Senator from South Dakota 
already knows: that absent our action 
at this moment, the Federal highway 
program authority will expire May 31. 

We have just spent the better part of 
the evening contemplating the expira- 
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tion of important law relative to our 
national security, and we have not re- 
solved it. 

What is happening here, of course, is 
a request for a 60-day extension of the 
Federal highway program. I might 
say—and I am sure the Senator from 
South Dakota is well aware of this— 
this is the 33rd short-term extension of 
our Federal highway program. 

I think all of us understand that the 
program that once was considered to be 
the centerpiece of America’s infra- 
structure and its economy has now de- 
teriorated to the point where we are 
extending it for 1 month, 2 months, and 
3 months at a time. Frankly, it does 
not serve our country and it doesn’t 
serve our economy. It is a reflection on 
the lack of leadership by those who 
have the authority in committees and 
in the House and Senate to propose a 
measure that becomes a long-term 
highway program. 

I just want to make it clear that in- 
stead of enacting a 6-year transpor- 
tation program worthy of our great Na- 
tion, this Congress continues to limp 
along down a political highway of ex- 
cuses. It is coming to an end. 

There have been lengthy discussions 
in our Democratic caucus that these 
continued short-term extensions are 
unacceptable in this great Nation. And 
I would just say that although we will 
agree to this 60-day extension, we are 
serving notice on the majority leader 
in the Senate as well as the Speaker to 
do their job and to enact a law that 
provides the kind of infrastructure 
that could build America’s economy. 

So I will not object to this request, 
but notice is given that in this 60 days, 
it is time for this Congress to act. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
the third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill (H.R. 2353) was passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the motion to 
reconsider be made and laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 
KING, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE) 

S. 1469. A bill to amend the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 


a 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


NOMINATION OF PETER LEVINE 
TO BE DEPUTY CHIEF MANAGE- 
MENT OFFICER OF THE DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE 


NOMINATION OF PAUL A. 
FOLMSBEE, A CAREER MEMBER 
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERV- 
ICH, CLASS OF MINISTER-COUN- 
SELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EX- 
TRAORDINARY AND PLENI- 
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE 
REPUBLIC OF MALI 


NOMINATION OF STAFFORD FITZ- 
GERALD HANEY TO BE AMBAS- 
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE REPUBLIC OF COSTA RICA 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to executive session to con- 
sider the following nominations: Exec- 
utive Calendar Nos. 83, 126, and 128, and 
that the Senate proceed to vote with- 
out intervening action or debate on the 
nominations in the order listed; that 
following disposition of the nomina- 
tions, the motions to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table; that no further motions be in 
order to the nominations; that any 
statements related to the nominations 
be printed in the RECORD; and that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the nomina- 
tions en bloc. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi- 
nations of Peter Levine, of Maryland, 
to be Deputy Chief Management Officer 
of the Department of Defense; Paul A. 
Folmsbee, of Oklahoma, a Career Mem- 
ber of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Am- 
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of Mali; and 
Stafford Fitzgerald Haney, of New Jer- 
sey, to be Ambassador Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to the Republic of 
Costa Rica. 
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VOTE ON LEVINE NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Peter Le- 
vine, of Maryland, to be Deputy Chief 
Management Officer of the Department 
of Defense? 
The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON FOLMSBEE NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Paul A. 
Folmsbee, of Oklahoma, a Career Mem- 
ber of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Am- 
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of Mali? 
The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON HANEY NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Stafford 
Fitzgerald Haney, of New Jersey, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of Costa Rica? 
The nomination was confirmed. 


EE 
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to consider all nominations 
placed on the Secretary’s desk in the 
Foreign Service; that the nominations 
be confirmed, the motions to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate; that no further motions be in 
order; that any statements related to 
the nominations be printed in the 
RECORD; that the President be imme- 
diately notified of the Senate’s actions, 
and the Senate then resume legislative 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con- 
firmed en bloc are as follows: 

NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S 

DESK 
IN THE FOREIGN SERVICE 

PN72-3 FOREIGN SERVICE nomination of 
Douglas A. Koneff, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of January 18, 2015. 

PN259 FOREIGN SERVICE nomination of 
Judy R. Reinke, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of March 4, 2015. 

PN260 FOREIGN SERVICE nominations 
(56) beginning Brian C. Brisson, and ending 
Catherine M. Werner, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of March 4, 2015. 

PN368 FOREIGN SERVICE nominations (3) 
beginning Peter J. Olson, and ending Nicolas 
Rubio, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres- 
sional Record of April 15, 2015. 

PN369 FOREIGN SERVICE nominations 
(346) beginning Craig A. Anderson, and end- 
ing Henry Kaminski, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of April 15, 2015. 

PN370 FOREIGN SERVICE nominations 
(212) beginning Anthony S. Amatos, and end- 
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ing Elena Zlatnik, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of April 15, 2015. 


EE 


LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will now resume legislative session. 


EE 


GIRLS COUNT ACT OF 2015 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 91, S. 802. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will report the bill by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 


A bill (S. 802) to authorize the Secretary of 
State and the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment to provide assistance to support the 
rights of women and girls in developing 
countries, and for other purposes. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with an amend- 
ment to strike all after the enacting 
clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Girls Count Act 
of 2015”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) According to the United States Census Bu- 
reau’s 2013 international figures, 1 person in 12, 
or close to 900,000,000 people, is a girl or young 
woman age 10 through 24. 

(2) The Census Bureau’s data also illustrates 
that young people are the fastest growing seg- 
ment of the population in developing countries. 

(3) Even though most countries do have birth 
registration laws, four out of ten babies born in 
2012 were not registered worldwide. Moreover, 
an estimated 36 percent of children under the 
age of five worldwide (about 230,000,000 chil- 
dren) do not possess a birth certificate. 

(4) A nationally recognized proof of birth sys- 
tem is important to determining a child’s citizen- 
ship, nationality, place of birth, parentage, and 
age. Without such a system, a passport, driver’s 
license, or other identification card is difficult 
to obtain. The lack of such documentation can 
prevent girls and women from officially partici- 
pating in and benefitting from the formal eco- 
nomic, legal, and political sectors in their coun- 
tries. 

(5) The lack of birth registration among girls 
worldwide is particularly concerning as it can 
exacerbate the disproportionate vulnerability of 
women to trafficking, child marriage, and lack 
of access to health and education services. 

(6) A lack of birth registration among women 
and girls can also aggravate what, in many 
places, amounts to an already reduced ability to 
seek employment, participate in civil society, or 
purchase or inherit land and other assets. 

(7) Girls undertake much of the domestic labor 
needed for poor families to survive: carrying 
water, harvesting crops, tending livestock, car- 
ing for younger children, and doing chores. 

(8) Accurate assessments of access to edu- 
cation, poverty levels, and overall census activi- 
ties are hampered by the lack of official infor- 
mation on women and girls. Without this rudi- 
mentary information, assessments of foreign as- 
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sistance and domestic social welfare programs 
are difficult to gauge. 

(9) To help ensure that women and girls are 
considered in United States foreign assistance 
policies and programs, that their needs are ad- 
dressed in the design, implementation, and eval- 
uation of foreign assistance programs, and that 
women and girls have the opportunity to suc- 
ceed, it is important that girls be counted and 
have access to birth certificates and other offi- 
cial documentation. 

SEC. 3. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States to— 

(1) encourage countries to support the rule of 
law and ensure girls and boys of all ages are 
able to fully participate in society, including by 
providing birth certifications and other official 
documentation; 

(2) enhance training and capacity-building in 
key developing countries, local nongovern- 
mental organizations, and other civil society or- 
ganizations, including faith-based organizations 
and organizations representing children and 
families in the design, implementation, and 
monitoring of programs under this Act, to effec- 
tively address the needs of birth registries in 
countries where girls are systematically under- 
counted; and 

(3) incorporate into the design, implementa- 
tion, and evaluation of policies and programs 
measures to evaluate the impact that such poli- 
cies and programs have on girls. 

SEC. 4. UNITED STATES ASSISTANCE TO SUPPORT 
COUNTING OF GIRLS IN THE DEVEL- 
OPING WORLD. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary and the 
Administrator are authorized to prioritize and 
advance ongoing efforts to— 

(1) support programs that will contribute to 
improved and sustainable Civil Registration and 
Vital Statistics Systems (CRVS) with a focus on 
birth registration; 

(2) support programs that build the capacity 
of developing countries’ national and local legal 
and policy frameworks to prevent discrimination 
against girls in gaining access to birth certifi- 
cates, particularly where this may help prevent 
exploitation, violence, and other abuse; and 

(3) support programs and key ministries, in- 
cluding, interior, youth, and education min- 
istries, to help increase property rights, social 
security, home ownership, land tenure security, 
inheritance rights, access to education, and eco- 
nomic and entrepreneurial opportunities, par- 
ticularly for women and girls. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH MULTILATERAL ORGA- 
NIZATIONS.—The Secretary and the Adminis- 
trator are authorized to coordinate with the 
World Bank, relevant United Nations agencies 
and programs, and other relevant organizations 
to encourage and work with countries to enact, 
implement, and enforce laws that specifically 
collect data on girls and establish registration 
programs to ensure girls are appropriately 
counted and have the opportunity to be active 
participants in the social, legal, and political 
sectors of society in their countries. 

(c) COORDINATION WITH PRIVATE SECTOR AND 
CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANIZATIONS.—The Secretary 
and the Administrator are authorized to work 
with the United States, international, and local 
private sector and civil society organizations to 
advocate for the registration and documentation 
of all girls and boys in developing countries, in 
order to help prevent exploitation, violence, and 
other abuses and to help provide economic and 
social opportunities. 

SEC. 5. REPORT. 

The Secretary and the Administrator shall in- 
clude in relevant evaluations and reports to 
Congress the following information: 

(1) To the extent practicable, a breakdown of 
United States foreign assistance beneficiaries by 
age, gender, marital status, location, and school 
enrollment status. 
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(2) A description, as appropriate, of how 
United States foreign assistance benefits girls. 

(3) Specific information, as appropriate, on 
programs that address the particular needs of 
girls. 

SEC. 6. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Development. 

(2) FOREIGN ASSISTANCE.—The term “foreign 
assistance” has the meaning given the term in 
section 634(b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2394(b)). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of State. 

SEC. 7. SUNSET. 

This Act shall expire on the date that is five 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the com- 
mittee-reported amendment be agreed 
to; the bill, as amended, be read a third 
time and passed; and the motion to re- 
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The committee-reported amendment 
in the nature of a substitute was 
agreed to. 

The bill (S. 802), as amended, was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, was read the third time, and 
passed. 


Ee 


NATIONAL PEDIATRIC STROKE 
AWARENESS MONTH 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the HELP 
Committee be discharged from further 
consideration of S. Res. 156 and the 
Senate proceed to its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 156) expressing the 
sense of the Senate with respect to childhood 
stroke and recognizing May 2015 as ‘‘Na- 
tional Pediatric Stroke Awareness Month.” 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I fur- 
ther ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution be agreed to, the preamble 
be agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in the RECORD of April 30, 2015, 
under “Submitted Resolutions.””) 


EEE 
APPOINTMENTS AUTHORITY 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that notwith- 
standing the upcoming adjournment of 
the Senate, the President of the Sen- 
ate, the President pro tempore, and the 
majority and minority leaders be au- 
thorized to make appointments to com- 
missions, committees, boards, con- 
ferences, or interparliamentary con- 
ferences authorized by law, by concur- 
rent action of the two Houses or by 
order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


156) was 


REPORTING AUTHORITY 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that notwith- 
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standing the adjournment of the Sen- 
ate, committees be allowed to report 
bills and reports on Tuesday, May 26, 
between the hours of 2 p.m. and 4 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— > 


ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, MAY 26 
THROUGH SUNDAY, MAY 31, 2015 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until the following dates and 
times to convene for pro forma session 
only, with no business being conducted; 
further, that following each pro forma 
session, the Senate adjourn until the 
next pro forma session: Tuesday, May 
26, 4 p.m., and Thursday, May 28, 8:30 
a.m.; further, that the Senate adjourn 
on May 28 until 4 p.m., Sunday, May 31; 
that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, and the time for the two lead- 
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day; that following leader remarks, 
the Senate resume consideration of the 
motion to proceed to H.R. 2048. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


—_ > 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TUESDAY, 
MAY 26, 2015, AT 4 P.M. 


Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it stand adjourned under the pre- 
vious order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 2 a.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
May 26, 2015, at 4 p.m. 
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SENATE—Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


The Senate met at 4:29 and 55 seconds 
p.m., and was called to order by the 
Honorable Roy BLUNT, a Senator from 
the State of Missouri. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the following letter: 
U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, May 26, 2015. 
To the Senate: 


Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable Roy BLUNT, a Senator 
from the State of Missouri, to perform the 
duties of the Chair. 

ORRIN G. HATCH, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. BLUNT thereupon assumed the 
Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


—_ A 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY, 
MAY 28, 2015, AT 8:30 A.M. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate stands adjourned until 8:30 a.m. 
on Thursday, May 28, 2015. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 4:30 and 23 
seconds p.m., adjourned until Thurs- 
day, May 28, 2015, at 8:30 a.m. 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


The House met at 3 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. HARRIS). 


ee 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
May 26, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ANDY HAR- 
RIS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


— A 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Eternal God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We thank You once again that we 
can come before You and ask guidance 
for the men and women of this assem- 
bly. Send Your spirit of peace, honesty, 
and fairness during this week of con- 
stituent visits. 

Bless the people of this great Nation 
with wisdom, knowledge, and under- 
standing, that they might responsibly 
participate in our American democ- 
racy. 

Please keep all who work for the peo- 
ple’s House in good health. We thank 
You for their generosity, and the tre- 
mendous job so many did this past 
weekend so that millions of Americans 
could enjoy a wonderful Capitol con- 
cert celebrating Memorial Day. 

Bless us this day and every day. May 
all that is done be for Your greater 
honor and glory. 

Amen. 


— 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to section 5(a) of House Resolution 
273, the Journal of the last day's pro- 
ceedings is approved. 


—— 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. AMASH) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. AMASH led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 22, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa- 
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
May 22, 2015 at 5:15 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 1463. 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 2496. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


—— 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 26, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa- 
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
May 26, 2015 at 9:54 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 802. 

That the Senate passed without amend- 
ment H.R. 2353. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


— AA 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the following 
enrolled bill was signed by Speaker pro 
tempore MESSER on Friday, May 22, 
2015: 

H.R. 2496, to extend the authorization 
for the replacement of the existing De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical 
Center in Denver, Colorado, to make 
certain improvements in the Veterans 
Access, Choice, and Accountability Act 
of 2014, and for other purposes. 


 — A 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 


This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 


table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 1463. An act to amend the Veterans Ac- 
cess, Choice, and Accountability Act of 2014 
to modify the distance requirement for ex- 
panded availability of hospital care and med- 
ical services for veterans through the use of 
agreements with non-Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs entities; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs; in addition, to the Com- 
mittee on the Budget for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 


— A 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MESSER, on 
Friday, May 22, 2015: 

H.R. 2496. An act to extend the authoriza- 
tion for the replacement of the existing De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center 
in Denver, Colorado, to make certain im- 
provements in the Veterans Access, Choice, 
and Accountability Act of 2014, and for other 
purposes. 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
further reported and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
HARRIS, on Tuesday, May 26, 2015: 

H.R. 1690. An act to designate the United 
States courthouse located at 700 Grant 
Street in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, as the 
“Joseph F. Weis Jr. United States Court- 
house”. 

H.R. 2353. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 


— A > 


ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to section 5(b) of House Resolution 
273, the House stands adjourned until 10 
a.m. on Friday, May 29, 2015. 

Thereupon, (at 3 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Friday, May 29, 
2015, at 10 a.m. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1587. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Acquisition, Technology and Logistics, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting the De- 
partment’s report on ‘‘Fiscal Year 2014 Pur- 
chases From Foreign Entities’’, pursuant to 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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41 U.S.C. 8305, Pub. Law 113-76, Sec. 8028; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

1588. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Logistics and Materiel Readiness, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting a notification 
that the Department will submit the report 
required by 10 U.S.C. 2466(d)(1) by September 
2015; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

1589. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
statement, pursuant to Sec. 2(b)(3) of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended, 
on a transaction involving Cargolux Airlines 
International, S.A. of Sandweiler, Luxem- 
bourg; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices. 

1590. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
statement, pursuant to Sec. 2(b)(3) of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended, 
on a transaction involving  Petroleos 
Mexicanos of Mexico City, Mexico; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

1591. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
statement, pursuant to Sec. 2(b)(3) of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended, 
on a transaction involving Emirates Airlines 
of Dubai, United Arab Emirates; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

1592. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
statement, pursuant to Sec. 2(b)(3) of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended, 
on a transaction involving Comair Limited 
of Bonagro Park, South Africa; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

1593. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulatory Services, Of- 
fice of the General Counsel, Department of 
Education, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Assistance to States for the 
Education of Children With Disabilities 
[Docket ID.: ED-2012-OSERS-0020] (RIN: 1820- 
AB65) received May 21, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

1594. A letter from the Acting Chief Admin- 
istrative Law Judge, Office of Administra- 
tive Law Judges, Department of Labor, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Rules of Practice and Procedure for Adminis- 
trative Hearings Before the Office of Admin- 
istrative Law Judges (RIN: 1290-AA26) re- 
ceived May 21, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

1595. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the “Fiscal 
Year 2012 Report on the Preventive Medicine 
and Public Health Training Grant and Inte- 
grative Medicine Programs’’, pursuant to 
Public Law 111-148, Sec. 10501(m)(1); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1596. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the FY 2012 
“Report to Congress on the Nurse Education, 
Practice, Quality and Retention Program”, 
pursuant to Secs. 831 and 831A of Title VIII 
of the Public Health Service Act; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1597. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Illi- 
nois; Emission Limit Infrastructure SIP Re- 
quirements for the 2008 Ozone, 2010 NO2, and 
2010 SO2 NAAQS [EPA-R05-OAR-2011-0969; 
EPA-R05-OAR-2012-0991; HPA-R05-OAR-2013- 
0435; FRL-9927-94-Region 5] received May 20, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 
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1598. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary- 
land; Determination of Attainment of the 
1997 8-Hour Ozone National Ambient Air 
Quality Standard for the Baltimore, Mary- 
land Serious Nonattainment Area [EPA-R03- 
OAR-2014-0883; FRL-9928-15-Region 3] re- 
ceived May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1599. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s direct final rule — Approval and Pro- 
mulgation of Air Quality Implementation 
Plans; Ohio; Removal of General Conformity 
Regulations [EPA-R05-OAR-2014-0659; FRL- 
9927-98-Region 5] received May 20, 2015, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1600. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s direct final rule — Approval and Pro- 
mulgation of Air Quality Implementation 
Plans; Virginia; Revisions to the Attainment 
Plans for the Commonwealth of Virginia 
Portion of the Washington, DC-MD-VA 1990 
1-Hour and 1997 8-Hour Ozone Nonattainment 
Areas and the Maintenance Plan for the 
Fredericksburg 1997 8-Hour Ozone Mainte- 
nance Area to Remove the Stage II Vapor 
Recovery Program [EPA-R03-OAR-2014-0422; 
FRL-9927-90-Region 3] received May 20, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1601. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; West 
Virginia; Permits for Construction and 
Major Modification of Major Stationary 
Sources Which Cause or Contribute to Non- 
attainment Areas [EPA-R03-OAR-2014-0792; 
FRL-9928-02-Region 3] received May 20, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1602. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; State of Colorado; 
Regional Haze State Implementation Plan 
[EPA-R08-OAR-2011-0770; FRL-9928-16-Region 
8] received May 20, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1603. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s direct final rule — Approval of Air Qual- 
ity Implementation Plans; Ohio: Cleveland 
and Delta; Determination of Attainment for 
the 2008 Lead Standard [EPA-R05-OAR-2015- 
0192; FRL-9927-96-Region 5] received May 20, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1604. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Sec. 73.622(i), Post- 
Transition Table of DTV Allotments, Tele- 
vision Broadcast Stations (Bend, Oregon) 
[MB Docket No.: 15-88] [RM-11747] received 
May 21, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1605. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting the termi- 
nation of the national emergency declared in 
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Executive Order 13617 of June 25, 2012, pursu- 
ant to 50 U.S.C. 1703(b); (H. Doc. No. 114—41); 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and or- 
dered to be printed. 

1606. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Office of Acquisition Policy, Gen- 
eral Services Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s final rule — General 
Services Administration Acquisition Regula- 
tion (GSAR); Unique Item Identification 
(UID) [GSAR Change 63; GSAR Case 2014- 
G504; Docket No.: 2015-0008; Sequence No. 1] 
(RIN: 3090-AJ53) received May 21, 2015, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

1607. A letter from the Inspector General, 
U.S. House of Representatives, transmitting 
the “United States House of Representatives 
Financial Audit Report’’ for the fiscal year 
ending on September 30, 2014; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration. 

1608. A letter from the Branch Chief, En- 
dangered Species Listing, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Threatened Species Status for Da- 
kota Skipper and Endangered Species Status 
for Poweshiek Skipperling [Docket No.: 
FWS-R3-ES-2013-0043; 4500030113] (RIN: 1018- 
AY01) received May 21, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

1609. A letter from the Chief, Branch of 
Permits and Regulations, Division of Migra- 
tory Bird Management, U.S. Fish and Wild- 
life Service, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Migratory Bird Permits; Removal of Yellow- 
billed Magpie and Other Revisions to Depre- 
dation Order [Docket No.: FWS-R9-MB-2012- 
0027; FF09M29000-145-FXMB12320900007 (RIN: 
1018-AY60) received May 21, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

1610. A letter from the Acting Chief, En- 
dangered Species Branch of Listing, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants; Designation of Critical 
Habitat for Neosho Mucket and Rabbitsfoot 
[Docket No.: FWS-R4-ES-2013-0007] (RIN: 
1018-AZ30) received May 21, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

1611. A letter from the Chief, Division of 
Policy and Programs, Wildlife and Sport 
Fish Restoration Program, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Boating Infrastructure Grant Program 
[Docket No.: FWS-R9-WSR-2011-0083; 
FVWF941009000007B-XXX-FF09W11000] (RIN 
1018-AW64) received May 21, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

1612. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s temporary rule 
— Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the Ber- 
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area [Docket No.: 131021878-4158-02] (RIN: 
0648-XD909) received May 21, 2015, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

1613. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Modification of the Des- 
ignations of the Caribbean Ocean Dredged 
Material Disposal Sites [EPA-R2-OW-2014- 
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0587; FRL-9928-04-Region 2] received May 20, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1614. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
ODRM, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department's 
final rule — Medicare and Medicaid Pro- 
grams: Revisions to Deeming Authority Sur- 
vey, Certification, and Enforcement Proce- 
dures [CMS-3255-F] (RIN: 0938-AQ33) received 
May 21, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the Committees on 
Energy and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

1615. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting certification to Congress under 
Sec. 609(b) of Pub. L. 101-162 “Regarding the 
Incidental Capture of Sea Turtles in Com- 
mercial Shrimping Operations”; jointly to 
the Committees on Natural Resources and 
Appropriations. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN: 

H.R. 2574. A bill to amend the Fair Min- 
imum Wage Act of 2007 to stop a scheduled 
increase in the minimum wage applicable to 
American Samoa and to provide that any fu- 
ture increases in such minimum wage shall 
be determined by the government of Amer- 
ican Samoa; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN: 

H.R. 2575. A bill to amend the Fair Min- 
imum Wage Act of 2007 to postpone a sched- 
uled increase in the minimum wage applica- 
ble to American Samoa; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SHIMKUS (for himself, Mr. 
UPTON, Mr. PALLONE, and Mr. TONKO): 

H.R. 2576. A bill to modernize the Toxic 
Substances Control Act, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Ms. FRANKEL of Florida (for her- 
self, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Ms. 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
JOLLY, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. MURPHY of 
Florida, Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Ms. 
Esty, Mr. JONES, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 
KILMER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. MCSALLY, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. SABLAN, Mr. KING 
of New York, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. LEWIS, 
Mr. Youo, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. DEUTCH, 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. BRENDAN F. 
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. SERRANO, 
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
CARTWRIGHT, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and 
Mr. ISRAEL): 
H. Con. Res. 53. Concurrent resolution hon- 
oring American veterans disabled for life; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 


— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN: 

H.R. 2574. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3—The Con- 
gress shall have power . . . to regulate com- 
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN: 

H.R. 2575. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3—The Con- 
gress shall have power . . . to regulate com- 
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. SHIMKUS: 

H.R. 2576. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 244: Mr. FORTENBERRY. 

H.R. 304: Mr. RUSH, Mr. FATTAH, and Mr. 
FARR. 

H.R. 590: Mr. BEYER. 

H.R. 605: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

H.R. 885: Ms. PINGREE. 

H.R. 969: Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. BRENDAN 
F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mrs. 
HARTZLER. 

H.R. 986: Mr. GIBBS and Mr. HURT of Vir- 
ginia. 
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. 1062: Mr. STEWART. 

. 1087: Mr. GOSAR. 

. 1197: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 

. 1198: Mr. PASCRELL. 

. 1385: Mr. LABRADOR. 

. 1399: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. 
LOWwEY, Ms. JACKSON LEE, and Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1516: Mr. NUNES, Mr. KILMER, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. BARTON, 
and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York. 

. 1650: 
. 1655: 
. 1718: 
. 1739: 


Mr. LANCE. 

Mr. COFFMAN and Ms. FUDGE. 
Mr. DENT and Mr. GUTHRIE. 
Mrs. WAGNER and Mr. WOMACK. 
. 1811: Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 2156: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

H.R. 2173: Mr. FARR, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. 
LEE, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. 
TAKANO. 

H.R. 2218: Miss RICE of New York and Mr. 
HIGGINS. 

. 2233: 
. 2300: 
. 2361: 
. 2405: 
. 2434: 


. ISSA and Mr. GOSAR. 
. FLORES and Mr. WESTERMAN. 
. GARAMENDI. 
. TIBERI. 
. WITTMAN. 
. 2441: . PEARCE and Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 2492: Mr. DESANTIS. 
H. Con. Res. 49: Mr. ISSA. 
H. Res. 12: Ms. SINEMA, Mr. ROE of Ten- 
nessee, and Mr. HECK of Washington. 
H. Res. 193: Mr. VEASEY and Mr. COLE. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 


9. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
Senator Terry Rice, State Capitol, Little 
Rock, Arkansas, relative to a letter regard- 
ing the Supreme Court ruling on King v. 
Burwell case challenging the legality of an 
Internal Revenue Service rule that distrib- 
utes taxpayer-funded subsidies to enrollees 
in health plans administered through feder- 
ally run insurance exchanges created by the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

10. Also, a petition of Senate Minority 
Whip Martin J. Quezada, State House, Phoe- 
nix, Arizona, relative to expressing support 
for House Resolution 1075, which would des- 
ignate the Douglas, Arizona Port of Entry as 
the “Raul Hector Castro Port of Entry” in 
honor of Arizona's first Hispanic governor; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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RECOGNIZING MAY AS PRE- 
ECLAMPSIA AWARENESS MONTH 


HON. KRISTI L. NOEM 


OF SOUTH DAKOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recog- 
nize May as Preeclampsia Awareness Month. 

Despite advances in treatment and tech- 
nology across the medical field, the disease of 
preeclampsia continues to affect mothers and 
infants across the country. As one of the lead- 
ing causes of premature birth, illness, and ma- 
ternal death, preeclampsia afflicts one in 12 
women, according to the Preeclampsia Foun- 
dation. 

Preeclampsia is characterized by high blood 
pressure, and its symptoms mimic common 
difficulties associated with pregnancy, like ab- 
dominal pain, the cause of headaches, vom- 
iting, and anxiety. Because they are so com- 
mon, many women may simply ignore these 
symptoms. Worse, little is known about 
preeclampsia. While current research sug- 
gests it is related to the placenta, we do not 
know why it occurs, we do not know how to 
cure it, and we are still learning about its long- 
term effects on mothers and their children. 

Our lack of understanding about 
preeclampsia is why | strongly support the 
work of groups like the Preeclampsia Founda- 
tion to educate women about the symptoms of 
preeclampsia and how they can find care. | 
also support the research being done at the 
National Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development. | am hopeful that research and 
support from NIH and the Preeclampsia Foun- 
dation will help us understand and address 
this disease. 


EE 


HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS 
WILLIAM JOSEPH OAKLEY 


HON. ELIZABETH H. ESTY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and remember Private First Class Wil- 
liam Joseph Oakley, the first casualty of the 
Vietnam War from Waterbury, Connecticut. 

At the age of 17, PFC Oakley enlisted in the 
United States Army. He was extremely proud 
to serve his country. On May 28, 1965, PFC 
Oakley was killed when two Army helicopters 
collided. He was only 18 years old and had 
served for less than a year. 

As we commemorate Memorial Day and re- 
member all those who lost their lives while in 
service to our country, let us pause to think of 
PFC Oakley on the 50th anniversary of his 
death. 


This year also marks the 50th anniversary 
of the ground offensive in Vietnam. Over 
58,000 names are written on the Vietnam Vet- 
erans Memorial Wall in Washington, DC. Thir- 
ty of these brave Americans, including PFC 
Oakley, called Waterbury home. 


The City of Waterbury and the Waterbury 
Veterans Memorial Committee will never for- 
get the service and sacrifice of the men and 
women who died while serving in our nation’s 
military throughout our history. | would like to 
take this opportunity to thank the Waterbury 
Veterans Memorial Committee for all they do 
to honor our veterans. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING KEVIN AND SIMA 
ZLOCK 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | am proud 
to join you today in recognition of Kevin and 
Sima Zlock for their efforts to advance and ex- 
pand the mission at Bucks County Community 
College. 


| am told, that Bucks County Community 
College will officially dedicate the new Kevin 
and Sima Zlock Performing Arts Center at the 
college’s Newtown, Bucks County campus 
today. 


This addition to an already amazing institu- 
tion will enhance the educational experience 
of every Bucks student who walks through the 
door a valuable venue for the college and re- 
gion’s thriving arts community. 

| consider myself so fortunate to be able to 
represent Bucks County, Pennsylvania here in 
the House, and to have grown up around the 
Community College. 


The kindness of individuals, businesses and 
civic groups across my district continue to as- 
tound me, and the Zlock’s commitment to 
Bucks County Community College is just the 
latest in a long line of residents investing in 
the success of our community. 


So, | thank Kevin and Sima Zlock for their 
continued support of Bucks County Commu- 
nity College and wish the best for the dedica- 
tion of the new Kevin and Sima Zlock Per- 
forming Arts Center. Have a great day, Bucks 
County. 


THE INTERNATIONAL DAY TO END 
OBSTETRIC FISTULA 


HON. ROSA L. DeLAURO 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, | rise in rec- 
ognition of the International Day to End Ob- 
stetric Fistula. 

Obstetric fistula, a debilitating condition, has 
left hundreds of thousands of women suffering 
in solitude and shame. It is perhaps one of the 
most telling examples of inequitable access to 
maternal health care and, until recently, one of 
the most hidden. 

Addressing this issue is not only a moral im- 
perative for the United States, but it is also in 
our best strategic interest. When women are 
pushed out of society, they cannot contribute. 
By treating and preventing this condition, we 
empower women to care for themselves and 
their families, and be active participants in so- 
ciety, reducing global poverty. 

Dr. Babatunde Osotimehin, United Nations 
Under-Secretary-General and Executive Direc- 
tor of UNFPA, the United Nations Population 
Fund, recently said, “Let us decide, as a glob- 
al community, that the world we want is one 
where fistula no longer exists. Let us, once 
and for all, put an end to this assault on wom- 
en’s and girls’ health and human rights, which 
steals from them their very dignity and de- 
stroys the most fundamental of human quali- 
ties: hope. Much of the world has already vir- 
tually eliminated fistula. It is time to finish the 
job. Let us all work together to wipe fistula off 
the map.” 

The International Day to End Obstetric Fis- 
tula is an important opportunity to raise aware- 
ness of a condition that is not well-understood, 
even in societies where it is prevalent. | urge 
everyone to use the day of recognition to help 
raise awareness and intensify actions towards 
ending obstetric fistula. 


EE 


HONORING JOSEPH STRZELCZYK, 
THE MAYOR OF SUMMIT, ILLINOIS 


HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Joseph Strzelczyk, the Mayor of Sum- 
mit, Illinois who passed away on May 17, 
2015 at the age of 75. Commonly known as 
“Mayor Joe” to residents of Summit, Joe 
Strzelczyk was recognized for his tremendous 
dedication to his town and its residents. 

Mayor Strzelczyk began his career in public 
service in 1978 when he worked as a special 
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recreation instructor for the Chicago Park Dis- 
trict. In 1990, he was elected as a Village 
Trustee in Summit, a position which he held 
until he was elected mayor. 


Joe Strzelczyk was originally elected mayor 
in 1997 and won reelection four times. Over 
almost two decades as mayor, he focused on 
improving and revitalizing Summit through 
grassroots efforts along with attracting busi- 
nesses and revenue to the city. Mayor 
Strzelczyk played a vital role in ensuring a 
revenue sharing agreement with the Rivers 
Casino in Des Plaines which brought in more 
than $604,000 to Summit in the first year 
alone. Mayor Strzelczyk was also active in or- 
ganizing village cleanups. 


Mayor Strzelczyk’s love of his community 
stretched into all facets of his life. An avid 
softball player, he coached in the North Amer- 
ican Pro Softball League and later hosted a 
local cable TV show in addition to being a 
sports commentator on radio. In 2012, he was 
inducted into the Chicago 16 Inch Softball Hall 
of Fame. 
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Today | ask my colleagues to join me in 
honoring Mayor Joseph Strzelczyk. A truly 
dedicated public servant, Joe Strzelczyk made 
Summit a great place to live. His leadership 
and dedication to his community was unparal- 
leled and will truly be missed. 


— A 


CELEBRATING THE 120TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF NEW HOPE BAP- 
TIST CHURCH 


HON. ELIZABETH H. ESTY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, May 26, 2015 


Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to cele- 
brate the 120th anniversary of New Hope Bap- 
tist Church in Danbury, Connecticut. 

This weekend, New Hope Baptist Church 
will celebrate over a century of visionary lead- 
ership and faithful service that has contributed 
to achieving a healthy, thriving community. In 
1895, Rev. Thomas Garnett founded the New 
Hope Baptist Church of Danbury with area 
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residents who were drawn together by faith 
and kinship. 

Eight pastors have led New Hope over the 
past 120 years, shepherding the parish 
through many periods of growth. Increasing 
membership throughout the decades also ne- 
cessitated expansions in church programs and 
services as well as physical additions to the 
church itself. This year, under the leadership 
of Rev. Leroy Parker, New Hope expanded its 
ministry to include services in Waterbury to 
reach even more individuals and families in 
western Connecticut. Rev. Parker is an inspir- 
ing preacher, and | was honored for him to 
join me at the National Prayer Breakfast in 
Washington, DC, earlier this year. 

New Hope Baptist Church is an outstanding 
example of what a faith community can ac- 
complish through ministry and fellowship. The 
parishioners are welcoming and eager to 
share their faith with community members and 
visitors alike. | enjoy worshiping at New Hope 
and cherish the friendships | have made. 

Congratulations to New Hope Baptist 
Church on its 120th anniversary. 
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SENATE—Thursday, May 28, 2015 


The Senate met at 8:35 and 55 seconds 
a.m. and was called to order by the 
Honorable Roy BLUNT, a Senator from 
the State of Missouri. 


EE 


APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


The legislative clerk read the fol- 
lowing letter: 
U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, May 28, 2015. 
To the Senate: 


Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable Roy BLUNT, a Senator 
from the State of Missouri, to perform the 
duties of the Chair. 

ORRIN G. HATCH, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. BLUNT thereupon assumed the 
Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 


—_— > 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL SUNDAY, 
MAY 31, 2015, AT 4 P.M. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate stands adjourned until 4 p.m., 
Sunday, May 31, 2015. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 8:36 and 25 
seconds a.m., adjourned until Sunday, 
May 31, 2015, at 4 p.m. 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Friday, May 29, 2015 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. MESSER). 


— A 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
May 29, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable LUKE 
MESSER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Eternal God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We ask Your blessing upon the men 
and women of this, the people’s House, 
during their time away from the Cap- 
itol. Keep them aware of Your presence 
as they face the tasks of this day, that 
no burden be too heavy, no duty too 
difficult, and no work too wearisome. 

Make this a glorious day in which all 
are glad to be alive, eager to work, and 
ready to serve You, our great Nation, 
and all our fellow brothers and sisters. 

May all that is done this day be done 
for Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


— A 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to section 5(a) of House Resolution 
273, the Journal of the last day's pro- 
ceedings is approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
MASSIE) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. MASSIE led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


EE 
ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to section 5(b) of House Resolution 
273, the House stands adjourned until 
noon, Monday, June 1, 2015, for morn- 
ing-hour debate and 2 p.m. for legisla- 
tive business. 


Thereupon (at 10 o’clock and 3 min- 
utes a.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, June 1, 
2015, at noon for morning-hour debate. 


— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1616. A letter from the Acting Director, De- 
fense Procurement and Acquisition Policy, 
OUSD (AT&L) DPAP/DARS, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department's final 
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement: Multiyear Contracts-Stat- 
utory References and Cancellation Ceiling 
Threshold (DFARS Case 2014-D019) (RIN: 
0750-AI87) received May 26, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1617. A letter from the Acting Director, De- 
fense Procurement and Acquisition Policy, 
OUSD (AT&L) DPAP/DARS, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula- 
tion Supplement: Advancing Small Business 
Growth (DFARS Case 2014-D009) (RIN: 0750- 
A142) received May 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1618. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Housing Finance Agency, transmit- 
ting the Agency’s final rule — Federal Home 
Loan Bank Community Support Program — 
Administrative Amendments (RIN: 2590- 
AA38) received May 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi- 
nancial Services. 

1619. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Housing Finance Agency, transmit- 
ting the Agency’s final rule — Minimum Re- 
quirements for Appraisal Management Com- 
panies (RIN: 2590-AA61) received May 28, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

1620. A letter from the Director, Direc- 
torate of Construction, Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration, Department of 
Labor, transmitting the Department’s Major 
final rule — Confined Spaces in Construction 
[Docket ID: OSHA-2007-0026] (RIN: 1218-AB47) 
received May 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

1621. A letter from the Chief, Planning and 
Regulatory Affairs Office, OPS, Food and 
Nutrition Service, Department of Agri- 
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Professional Standards for State and 
Local School Nutrition Programs Personnel 
as Required by the Healthy, Hunger-Free 
Kids Act of 2010 [FNS-2011-0030] (RIN: 0584- 
AE19) received May 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

1622. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the eighth re- 
port to Congress entitled ‘‘Fiscal Year 2014 
Annual Report on FDA Advisory Committee 
Vacancies and Public Disclosures”, pursuant 
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to Sec. 712(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

1623. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Alaska [EPA-R10- 
OAR-2014-0532; FRL-9928-17-Region 10] re- 
ceived May 22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1624. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy's final rule — State Implementation 
Plans: Response to Petition for Rulemaking; 
Restatement and Update of EPA’s SSM Pol- 
icy Applicable to SIPs; Findings of Substan- 
tial Inadequacy; and SIP Calls to Amend 
Provisions Applying to Excess Emissions 
During Periods of Startup, Shutdown and 
Malfunction [EPA-HQ-OAR-2012-0322; FRL- 
9924-05-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AR68) received May 
22, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1625. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Completion of Requirement 
to Promulgate Standards [EPA-HQ-OAR- 
2004-0505; FRL-9928-25-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AS42) 
received May 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1626. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; New York; Infra- 
structure SIP for the 2008 Lead NAAQS 
[EPA-R02-OAR-2014-0683, FRL-9928-39-Region 
2] received May 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1627. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary- 
land; Determination of Attainment of the 
2008 8-Hour Ozone National Ambient Air 
Quality Standard for the Baltimore, Mary- 
land Moderate Nonattainment Area [EPA- 
R03-OAR-2014-0884; FRL-9928-42-Region 3] re- 
ceived May 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1628. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Metconazole; Pesticide Tol- 
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2014-0230; FRL-9927-11 
received May 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1629. A letter from the Director, Regu- 
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen- 
cy’s final rule — Mesotrione; Pesticide Tol- 
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2014-0303; FRL-9927-75 
received May 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1630. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
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transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Coordination of the Scheduling Processes of 
Interstate Natural Gas Pipelines and Public 
Utilities [Docket No.: RM14-2-000; Order No.: 
809] received May 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

1631. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s final rules — Revisions to Rules of 
Practice received May 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

1632. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s ‘‘Report to Congress on Abnor- 
mal Occurrences: Fiscal Year 2014”, pursuant 
to Public Law 93-488, Sec. 208 and Public Law 
104-66; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

1633. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Security and 
Incident Response, Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Interim Staff Guidance Emer- 
gency Planning Exemption Requests for De- 
commissioning Nuclear Power Plants [NSIR/ 
DPR-ISG-02] received May 26, 2015, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

1634. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Research, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s withdrawal of rule — Net Posi- 
tive Suction Head for Emergency Core Cool- 
ing and Containment Heat Removal System 
Pumps [NRC-2015-0107] received May 26, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1635. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
reports for the second quarter of FY 2015, 
January 1, 2015-March 31, 2015, in accordance 
with Secs. 36(a) and 26(b) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, the March 24, 1979, Report by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs (H. Rept. 
96-70), and the July 31, 1981, Seventh Report 
by the Committee on Government Oper- 
ations (H. Rept. 97-214); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

1636. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting a report 
certifying that the export of the listed item 
to the People's Republic of China is not det- 
rimental to the U.S. space launch industry, 
pursuant to Sec. 1512 of the Strom Thurmond 
National Defense Authorization Act for FY 
1999 (Pub. L. 105-261), as amended by Sec. 146 
of the Omnibus Consolidated and Emergency 
Supplemental Appropriations Act for FY 1999 
(Pub. L. 105-277), and the President's Sep- 
tember 29, 2009 delegation of authority (74 
Fed. Reg. 50,913 (Oct. 2, 2009)); to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1637. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad- 
viser, Office of Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting a list of international 
agreements other than treaties entered into 
by the United States to be transmitted to 
Congress within sixty days in accordance 
with the Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1638. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department's final rule — 
Amendment to the International Traffic in 
Arms Regulations: Policy on Exports to the 
Republic of Fiji (RIN: 1400-AD77) received 
May 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

1639. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting pursuant 
to Sec. 401(c) of the National Emergencies 
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Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and Sec. 204(c) of the 
International Emergency Economic Powers 
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), the six-month periodic 
report on the national emergency with re- 
spect to North Korea that was declared in 
Executive Order 13466 of June 26, 2008; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1640. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting pursuant 
to Sec. 401(c) of the National Emergencies 
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and Sec. 204(c) of the 
International Emergency Economic Powers 
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and pursuant to Execu- 
tive Order 18313 of July 31, 2003, a six-month 
periodic report on the national emergency 
with respect to the Western Balkans that 
was declared in Executive Order 18219 of 
June 26, 2001; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

1641. A letter from the Assistant Director, 
Senior Executive Management Office, De- 
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998, Pub. L. 105-277; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

1642. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for General Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting a report 
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998, Pub. L. 105-277; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

1643. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
Federal Highway Administration, Depart- 
ment of Transportation, transmitting a re- 
port pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re- 
form Act of 1998, Pub. L. 105-277; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

1644. A letter from the President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Federal Home Loan Bank 
of Seattle, transmitting the Federal Home 
Loan Bank of Seattle 2014 management re- 
port, pursuant to the Chief Financial Offi- 
cers Act of 1990; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

1645. A letter from the Associate Adminis- 
trator for Legislative and Intergovernmental 
Affairs, National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, transmitting the Administra- 
tion’s FY 2014 annual report, pursuant to 
Sec. 203 of the Notification and Federal Em- 
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation 
Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act), Pub. L. 107-174; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

1646. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad- 
ministration, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed- 
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998, Pub. L. 
105-277; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1647. A letter from the Chair, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s semiannual report from the 
Office of Inspector General for the period Oc- 
tober 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015 along 
with a separate Management Report con- 
taining certain required information; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

1648. A letter from the Executive Director, 
United States Access Board, transmitting 
the Board’s FY 2014 annual report, pursuant 
to Sec. 203(a) of the Notification and Federal 
Employee Antidiscrimination and Retalia- 
tion Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act), Pub. L. 107- 
174; to the Committee on Oversight and Gov- 
ernment Reform. 

1649. A letter from the Chairman, United 
States Capitol Police Board, transmitting 
the Board's 2014 Year in Review which pro- 
vides a synopsis of the Board's many short- 
and long-term initiatives and highlights the 
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achievements of the Board; to the Com- 
mittee on House Administration. 

1650. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration's tem- 
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco- 
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch 
in the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Man- 
agement Area [Docket No.: 131021878-4158-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XD921) received May 26, 2015, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

1651. A letter from the Assistant Adminis- 
trator for Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration's final rule — 
Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fisheries 
of the Northeastern United States; North- 
east Multispecies Fishery; 2015 and 2016 Sec- 
tor Operations Plans and 2015 Contracts and 
Allocation of Northeast Multispecies Annual 
Catch Entitlements [Docket No.: 140821699- 
5361-02] (RIN: 0648-XD461) received May 21, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

1652. A letter from the Assistant Adminis- 
trator for Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s interim final 
rule — Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva- 
tion and Management Act Provisions; Fish- 
eries of the Northeastern United States; 
Northeast Groundfish Fishery; Fishing Year 
2015; Recreational Management Measures 
[Docket No.: 150305221-5221-01] (RIN: 0648- 
BE82) received May 21, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

1653. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis- 
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Carib- 
bean, Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; 
Reef Fish Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; Red 
Snapper Management Measures [Docket No.: 
150226189-5389-02] (RIN: 0648-BE91) received 
May 29, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

1654. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans- 
mitting the Administration’s temporary rule 
— Fisheries Off West Coast States; Coastal 
Pelagic Species Fisheries; Closure [Docket 
No.: 140417346-4575-02] (RIN: 0648-XD916) re- 
ceived May 29, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

1655. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, Office of Protected Resources, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Taking and Importing Marine Mam- 
mals; Taking Marine Mammals Incidental to 
U.S. Marine Corps Training Exercises at 
Brant Island Bombing Target and Piney Is- 
land Bombing Range, USMC Cherry Point 
Range Complex, North Carolina [Docket No.: 
181119976-5119-02] (RIN: 0648-BD79) received 
May 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

1656. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of Justice, transmitting the FY 
2014 report on the activities of the Commu- 
nity Relations Service, pursuant to Sec. 1004 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Pub. L. 88-352) 
and the Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1966, as 
revised by 28 C.F.R. 0.30(b); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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1657. A letter from the Associate Adminis- 
trator, Office of Congressional and Intergov- 
ernmental Affairs, General Services Admin- 
istration, transmitting a report to Congress 
identifying the 9-1-1 capabilities of the 
multi-line telephone system in use by all 
Federal agencies in all Federal buildings and 
properties, pursuant to Sec. 6504 of the Mid- 
dle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of 
2012; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

1658. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s Low Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program Report to Congress for FY 2010, pur- 
suant to Sec. 2610(a) of the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981, as amended, and 
the FY 2010 Low Income Home Energy As- 
sistance Program Home Energy Notebook; 
jointly to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce and Education and the Workforce. 

1659. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of Justice, transmitting a legisla- 
tive proposal that would ensure that Amer- 
ican Indian and Alaska Natives have access 
to at least one polling place in their commu- 
nities to cast their ballots; jointly to the 
Committees on House Administration and 
Natural Resources. 


= 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


[Pursuant to Sec. 4 of H. Res. 273, the following 
reports were filed on May 27, 2015] 


Mr. DIAZ-BALART: Committee on Appro- 
priations. H.R. 2577. A bill making appropria- 
tions for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, and re- 
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes (Rept. 
114-129). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CULBERSON: Committee on Appro- 
priations. H.R. 2578. A bill making appropria- 
tions for the Departments of Commerce and 
Justice, Science, and Related Agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and 
for other purposes (Rept. 114-130). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


[Submitted May 29, 2015] 


Mr. CONAWAY: Committee on Agri- 
culture. H.R. 2398. A bill to amend the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Act of 1946 to repeal 
country of origin labeling requirements with 
respect to beef, pork, and chicken, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114-131). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONAWAY: Committee on Agri- 
culture. H.R. 2051. A bill to amend the Agri- 
culture Marketing Act of 1946 to extend the 
livestock mandatory price reporting require- 
ments, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 114-182). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CONAWAY: Committee on Agri- 
culture. H.R. 2088. A bill to amend the United 
States Grain Standards Act to improve in- 
spection services performed at export ele- 
vators at export port locations, to reauthor- 
ize certain authorities of the Secretary of 
Agriculture under such Act, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 114-133). Referred to the 
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Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CONAWAY: Committee on Agri- 
culture. H.R. 2289. A bill to reauthorize the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commission, to 
better protect futures customers, to provide 
end-users with market certainty, to make 
basic reforms to ensure transparency and ac- 
countability at the Commission, to help 
farmers, ranchers, and end-users manage 
risks, to help keep consumer costs low, and 
for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. 114-134). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


> 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mrs. BLACK (for herself, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Mr. GUTHRIE, and Mr. 
LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 2579. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve the risk ad- 
justment under the Medicare Advantage pro- 
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY: 

H.R. 2580. A bill to provide for a technical 
change to the Medicare long-term care hos- 
pital moratorium exception, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 

H.R. 2581. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to establish a 3-year 
demonstration program to test the use of 
value-based insurance design methodologies 
under eligible Medicare Advantage plans, to 
preserve Medicare beneficiary choice under 
Medicare Advantage, to revise the treatment 
under the Medicare program of infusion 
drugs furnished through durable medical 
equipment, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. GUTH- 
RIE, and Mr. LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 2582. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve the risk ad- 
justment under the Medicare Advantage pro- 
gram, to delay the authority to terminate 
Medicare Advantage contracts for MA plans 
failing to achieve minimum quality ratings, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WALDEN (for himself and Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois): 

H.R. 2583. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to provide for greater trans- 
parency and efficiency in the procedures fol- 
lowed by the Federal Communications Com- 
mission, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. DIAZ-BALART: 

H.R. 2577. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The principal constitutional authority for 
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar- 
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: “No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria- 
tions made by Law. . ..” In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have the Power... to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States. 
...’ Together, these specific constitutional 
provisions establish the congressional power 
of the purse, granting Congress the author- 
ity to appropriate funds, to determine their 
purpose, amount, and period of availability, 
and to set forth terms and conditions gov- 
erning their use. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: 

H.R. 2578. 

Congress has the power, to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The principal constitutional authority for 
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar- 
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: “No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria- 
tions made by Law... .” In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have the Power... to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States. 
...’ Together, these specific constitutional 
provisions establish the congressional power 
of the purse, granting Congress the author- 
ity to appropriate funds, to determine their 
purpose, amount, and period of availability, 
and to set forth terms and conditions gov- 
erning their use. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 2579. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY: 

H.R. 2580. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 

H.R. 2581. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
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Article 1, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 
By Mr. BUCHANAN: 

H.R. 2582. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. WALDEN: 

H.R. 2583. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion (“The Congress shall have Power. . . To 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes’’). 


i—i 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 270: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 

H.R. 600: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 662: Mr. ZINKE. 

H.R. 721: Ms. DUCKWORTH and Ms. HAHN. 
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H.R. 784: Ms. SPEIER. 

H.R. 803: Mr. WENSTRUP. 

H.R. 932: Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

H.R. 978: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 985: Mr. HUNTER, Ms. JENKINS of Kan- 
sas, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. CARNEY, 
Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, 
and Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 1019: Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. ROGERS of 
Alabama. 

H.R. 1117: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 1188: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 1197: Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. VAN HOL- 
LEN, and Mr. WELCH. 

H.R. 1221: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Mr. JOLLY, and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 1323: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. 


H.R. 1356: Ms. DELBENE, Mr. JONES, Ms. 
ADAMS, Mr. SERRANO, and Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California. 


H.R. 1413: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 

H.R. 1466: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 1478: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. WEBSTER of Flor- 
ida, and Mr. JOYCE. 

H.R. 1556: Ms. BROWN of Florida. 

H.R. 1594: Ms. TITUS, Mr. JONES, Mr. MIL- 
LER of Florida, and Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 1603: Mr. FORTENBERRY. 

H.R. 1610: Mr. CONNOLLY. 

H.R. 1650: Mr. TIPTON. 

H.R. 1882: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania. 
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H.R. 1986: Mr. MESSER. 

H.R. 2036: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 

H.R. 2046: Ms. MOORE and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 2061: Mr. CLAY, Mr. ROYCE, Mrs. MIL- 
LER of Michigan, Mr. BERA, and Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 2079: Ms. SPEIER. 

H.R. 2100: Mr. CosTA, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, and 
Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 2216: Mr. FATTAH. 

H.R. 2246: Mr. JOLLY. 

H.R. 2272: Mr. YOHO. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 2309: Mr. VAN HOLLEN and Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. KILMER. 

H.R. 2334: Mr. BUCHANAN. 

H.R. 2393: Mr. GOSAR, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. 
VALADAO, and Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 2400: Mr. Gowby and Mr. 
DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 2410: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 2461: Mr. MEEHAN. 

H. Con. Res. 49: Mr. LEWIS, Mr. GRAVES of 
Georgia, and Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. 

H. Res. 177: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 


RODNEY 


H. Res. 210: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. SENSEN- 
BRENNER. 
H. Res. 220: Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. CON- 


NOLLY, Mr. WALDEN, and Ms. DELBENE. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


RECOGNIZING WKIP NEWS RADIO 
HON. CHRISTOPHER P. GIBSON 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 29, 2015 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize WKIP, a news radio station serving 
the residents of New York’s Hudson Valley. 
This year marks the station’s 75th anniversary 
of operations, and | congratulate them on 
reaching this impressive milestone. 

On Friday, June 5 WKIP will celebrate its 
anniversary with a live broadcast from the 
Henry A. Wallace Center at the Franklin D. 
Roosevelt Presidential Library and Museum in 
historic Hyde Park. As area residents gather 
for this special event, | want to take this op- 
portunity to express my gratitude to the staff, 
hosts, and management of WKIP for their 
commitment to our community. 

We rely on locally-operated media organiza- 
tions like WKIP to keep us informed of news 
and weather and to partner with our small 
businesses to help them grow. This radio sta- 
tion is an important component of the social 
fabric in our region, broadcasting announce- 
ments from government officials, emergency 
information, and valuable updates on public 
events, school activities, local sports, and 
ways that we can be helpful to our neighbors. 


WKIP programming helps bring people to- 
gether, and | am proud to recognize this orga- 
nization’s many contributions to community life 
and the economy in the Hudson Valley over 
the past 75 years. 

WKIP listeners are also provided a daily 
platform for the exchange of ideas, which is 
crucial to the health of our democracy. | am 
deeply grateful to WKIP for carrying out this 
mission and for inviting me to be a part of its 
programming as | endeavor to represent the 
residents of the 19th District of New York. 

Mr. Speaker, | want to send my best wishes 
to everyone assembled for the WKIP anniver- 
sary gala in Hyde Park. 


-aa 


DEDICATION OF THE LGBT MONU- 
MENT IN ABRAHAM LINCOLN NA- 
TIONAL CEMETERY 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Friday, May 29, 2015 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Chicago Chapter of American 
Veterans for Equal Rights, which dedicated a 
monument for LGBT Veterans in Abraham Lin- 
coln National Cemetery in Elwood, IL on May 
25, 2015. This is an historic day, as this is the 


first federally-approved monument honoring 
LGBT veterans to be dedicated in a National 
Cemetery in the United States. 


It is fitting that this monument is located in 
the Abraham Lincoln National Cemetery. 
President Lincoln was not only our 16th Presi- 
dent and from the great state of Illinois, but he 
was also the founder of the National Cemetery 
system. His Gettysburg Address of 1863 be- 
came a model of the principles of nationalism, 
republicanism, equal rights, liberty, and de- 
mocracy. 

| am grateful for the efforts of the American 
Veterans for Equal Rights (AVER) and their 
continued commitment and dedication to equal 
rights and equitable treatment for all present 
and former members of the United States 
Armed Forces. 


Thanks to Stanley J. Jenczyk and his col- 
leagues with the Chicago Chapter of AVER, 
the LGBT veteran community will have a last- 
ing tribute honoring their achievements and 
sacrifices. This monument recognizes the in- 
numerable accomplishments of our military 
and forever commemorates their endeavors as 
servants of our great nation. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in celebrating this significant dedication with 
the Chicago Chapter of American Veterans for 
Equal Rights. | am honored to have such an 
exceptional organization in my district. 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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SENATE—Sunday, May 31, 2015 


The Senate met at 4 p.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

O God, our rock and our fortress, 
thank You for guiding our lives. With- 
out the unfolding of Your loving provi- 
dence, we would miss life’s music. 
Lord, You have set our feet on solid 
ground and delivered us from our en- 
emies. You have kept us from sorrow 
and sighing for we trust You in life’s 
storms. 

Today, empower our lawmakers to be 
instruments of Your will. Remind them 
that their times are in Your hands as 
You save them in Your steadfast love. 
Give them serenity to accept what 
they cannot change and courage to 
change what they can. 

We pray in Your Holy Name. Amen. 


EE 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 


— 
REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
will have more to say about the Senate 
business before the Senate later, but at 
this time I wish to express my sincere 
condolences to the entire Biden family 
in their moment of such deep and pro- 
found loss. 

Beau Biden was known to many as a 
dedicated public servant, a loving fa- 
ther of two, and a devoted partner to 
the woman he loved, Hallie. 

I have known the Vice President for 
many years, and it is hard to think of 
anything more important to him than 
his faith and his family. I hope he will 
find comfort in the former as he 
grieves such a terrible loss. 

The Senate offers its Presiding Offi- 
cer and every member of his family our 
prayers and our sympathy. 


EE 
ORDER OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the time 


until 5 p.m. be equally divided in the 
usual form and that the Senate recess 
at 5 p.m. subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
minority leader is recognized. 


EE 
REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I join in my 
feelings about the JOE BIDEN family. I 
was saddened beyond words to hear of 
the passing of Beau. He was such a fine 
young man. He was a devoted husband, 
father, son, a dedicated servant to the 
people of Delaware, and a faithful, hon- 
orable veteran of the United States, 
having served in the Middle East in 
Iraq. 

I, of course, extend all of the sym- 
pathy I am capable of extending to his 
family during this very difficult time. 
Beau left us far too soon. He was only 
46 years old, but I am certain his fam- 
ily will take solace in knowing he lived 
a selfless, noble life. 

To my friend JOE BIDEN, whom I 
served with in Congress for so many 
years, I extend my deepest thoughts 
and condolences to you, JOE. 

There is a song ‘‘Man of Constant 
Sorrow” that certainly, if that ever ap- 
plied to someone, it would be our friend 
JOE BIDEN. Not having been sworn in to 
the Senate, he experienced the tragic 
loss of his wife and little girl. Then, as 
to his two sons, Beau and Hunter, he 
spent time on a train going back and 
forth to Delaware virtually every night 
so he could take care of those two fine 
young men until he was fortunate 
enough to meet Jill Biden, his beau- 
tiful wife. 

I am very sorry JOE has had to go 
through this terrible ordeal now of los- 
ing a son after having lost a daughter. 

But, I repeat, there is no question 
that Delaware is a better place because 
of Beau, our country is a better place 
because of Beau, and the world is bet- 
ter place because of Beau Biden. 

I, and the entire Senate family, as 
Senator MCCONNELL has indicated, 
send our deepest condolences as they 
grieve during this tragic time 


EE 


NATIONAL SECURITY 
LEGISLATION 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, we are here 
facing yet another manufactured crisis 
with the vitally important PATRIOT 


Act provision set to expire in a matter 
of hours. In fact, we have less than 8 
hours before the expiration of this crit- 
ical national security program. That is 
what we are faced with. 

Tonight’s deadline is certainly no 
surprise. As the junior Senator from 
Utah, a Republican, noted: ‘‘We’ve 
known for four years that this deadline 
was approaching.” 

Like so many other occasions in 
which brinksmanship has pushed the 
Senate and our Nation to the precipice, 
the dilemma we now face was com- 
pletely avoidable. The job of the leader 
is to have a plan. In this case, it is 
clear the majority leader simply didn’t 
have a plan. The majority leader had 5 
months to introduce a bill from com- 
mittee that would reform and extend 
the expiring PATRIOT Act provisions, 
but instead he bypassed the commit- 
tees altogether and brought this to the 
floor unilaterally, with no committee 
hearing—none. 

The majority leader recently said no 
more rule XIVs, but that pledge has 
not lasted very long, has it. The major- 
ity leader had, I repeat, 5 months. 

In fact, my friend, the ranking mem- 
ber of the Judiciary Committee and a 
dean of the Senate, said this could have 
passed so easily in the last 2 years. The 
majority leader had 5 months during 
the time he has been the majority lead- 
er to coordinate with the House, which 
passed FISA reform weeks ago, but in- 
stead he went it alone. 

In fact, it is as if the House and Sen- 
ate Republican leaders appear to be on 
different pages. Everyone saw this 
coming. Weeks ago, it was clear the 
Senate didn’t have adequate time to 
consider trade legislation, surveillance 
legislation, and, of course, the highway 
bill before the Memorial Day recess. I 
said that and others said that. 

Listen to what one Republican Con- 
gressman said. His name is REID 
RIBBLE. 

He could have handled it better by being 
more prepared in advance for it. They ran 
out the clock basically by working on trade 
first; he probably should have ran the clock 
out on [surveillance] instead. I don’t know 


what his strategy is here. I’m a little bit 
flummoxed. 


I say to my friend, Congressman 
RIBBLE, that he is not the only one who 
is flummoxed; so are we. 

The Senate majority leader set up a 
collision course with no plan on how to 
resolve it. It seems the only plan the 
majority leader had on FISA was to 
jam it through last Friday night; this, 
despite the fact that an overwhelming 
majority of House Members oppose an 
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extension, the President opposes an ex- 
tension, and a dozen Senate Repub- 
licans oppose an extension and so voted 
last Friday. 

Is it any wonder, then, that even the 
majority leader’s own Republican Sen- 
ators felt it necessary to take matters 
into their own hands? 

The majority leader was also caught 
off guard by a Member of his own Re- 
publican conference last week who re- 
fused to allow the Senate to extend the 
provisions for a program that the Sec- 
ond Circuit has determined is illegal. 

But, again, the junior Senator from 
Kentucky did not hide his thoughts. He 
was on the floor for 10 hours or so. I 
disagree with the junior Senator from 
Kentucky, but we are not in the mess 
today because of the junior Senator of 
Kentucky; we are in the mess we are 
today because of the majority leader. 

The majority leader should have seen 
this coming. Everyone else did, even 
those in his own party. Meanwhile, the 
Republican leader has repeatedly lec- 
tured this body as to how it should 
function, but his actions have helped 
the Senate to not function. 

We can do without more lectures and 
defiant statements. We can do with 
more strategy, planning, and open lines 
of communication because it is the ma- 
jority leader’s job to have a plan and to 
prioritize what must get done over 
what he would like to get done. 

In this case, my friend from Ken- 
tucky simply did not have a plan, and 
that is why we are here staring down 
the barrel of yet another unnecessary 
manufactured crisis that threatens our 
national security. 

We heard what the head of the CIA 
said today on a Sunday show. He said 
he is afraid something will happen 
when this act expires. That is not just 
my assessment of the situation. This is 
from the head of the CIA. Senate Re- 
publicans even feel the same way. 

The Republican junior Senator from 
Montana said yesterday: 

We could have done this a week ago. And 
this is the nature of Washington, D.C., al- 
ways managing by crisis. 

Fortunately, there is a clear way out: 
pass the USA FREEDOM Act, which 
the House overwhelmingly passed with 
338 votes on a totally bipartisan basis. 
All we need are a few more Republican 
Senators to vote with Democrats and 
the bill will pass. Just three, maybe 
four, maybe five—but a few Senators is 
all we need to bring this unnecessary 
crisis to a screaming halt. 

I am confident we can pass this bill if 
the majority leader will bring it to the 
floor for a fair vote. 

Now, procedurally, it is going to be 
extremely difficult to not have this 
bill—this law expire. This is not a bill; 
this is a law that is expiring. Any other 
course than just passing this bill would 
require the House to act before mid- 
night. They are not here, so it is not 
going to happen. There is not a quorum 
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of House Members, and there are House 
Members who will object to a unani- 
mous consent request anyway. 

Passing the USA FREEDOM Act is 
the only way I can foresee where the 
PATRIOT Act provisions do not expire. 
Now is the time for the majority leader 
to do what is right for the privacy and 
security of all Americans. 

I yield the floor. 


A 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


— 


USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015— 
MOTION TO PROCEED 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 2048, which the clerk 
will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 87, H.R. 
2048, a bill to reform the authorities of the 
Federal Government to require the produc- 
tion of certain business records, conduct 
electronic surveillance, use pen registers and 
trap and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign intel- 
ligence, counterterrorism, and criminal pur- 
poses, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
minority leader. 

Mr. LEAHY. I ask, through the 
Chair, if the Democratic leader will 
yield to me for a comment. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am happy 
to yield to the Senator for a comment. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I was 
struck by what the Democratic leader 
said. He laid out the history of this. We 
are here in a manufactured, unneces- 
sary crisis. It is a manufactured, un- 
necessary crisis 

Last year, by an overwhelming ma- 
jority, the Senate voted to make im- 
provements to the PATRIOT Act. The 
legislation made reforms to the provi- 
sions that have now been declared ille- 
gal. We did that but could not get past 
a filibuster. We had 58 votes. Normally, 
you think of 51 votes being enough to 
pass a bill. The Democratic leader will 
recall how hard he worked to try to get 
that bill through. The Republican lead- 
er said: No, we will wait until next 
year. Well, next year came. We have 
wasted so much time. There has not 
been a single public hearing. There has 
not been any action on an alternative 
to the USA FREEDOM Act. 

But, I say to my friend from Nevada, 
he is absolutely right when he says the 
House passed the USA FREEDOM Act 
by a 4 to 1 margin. It was an over- 
whelming vote, Republicans and Demo- 
crats together, to get rid of the illegal 
parts of the PATRIOT Act, to pass an 
improvement. We ought to just take up 
the USA FREEDOM Act and pass it. 


7859 


If we were allowed to have a straight 
up-or-down vote in this body, I guar- 
antee you, a majority of Senators— 
both parties—would vote for it. 

So I just wanted to say that while 
the leader was on the floor. 

I now ask for recognition in my own 
right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, before I 
begin my comments on the USA FREE- 
DOM Act, I am going to speak for a 
moment on a personal matter. 

REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 

Mr. President, Marcelle and I have 
known Beau Biden since he was a child. 
I am the longest serving Member of 
this Senate. When I came here, there 
was one Senator who was one term sen- 
ior to me; that was JOE BIDEN. I knew 
of the tragedy his family had gone 
through, and I cherished the times, 
with his office right near mine, when 
his sons Beau and Hunter would be 
there with him. I watched them grow 
up. I saw Beau Biden become the epit- 
ome of what a State’s attorney general 
should be. That is a model all attor- 
neys general throughout the country 
could have followed. Progressive, wor- 
ried about improving the law, improv- 
ing peoples’ lives—he did that. 

I know how much we appreciated it 
when we would see him and Hallie at 
an event, when Marcelle and I would 
get a chance to talk with them. It was 
like picking up a conversation that had 
ended just a few minutes before. 

I remember one thing especially 
about Beau. I was in Iraq during the 
war. It was a day when it was well over 
100 degrees outside. I was being 
brought to a place where there was 
going to be a briefing, being zipped into 
this building. There were a number of 
soldiers wearing T-shirts, shorts, and 
sidearms playing ball outside in this 
110-, 120-degree heat. As I went to the 
door, one of them turned around and 
gave me a big wave with his arm block- 
ing his face. I was not sure who it was. 
I kind of waved back. Pretty soon, he 
came to the door. It was Beau Biden. I 
remember we gave each other a big 
hug. He was there as a captain in the 
Delaware Reserves. He was decorated 
for his service. We talked about what 
he was doing. He was praising the men 
and women who worked there. Nothing 
about anything he might be doing; he 
was praising everybody else. It was 
such a refreshing moment being with 
him, and it was so typical of who he 
was as a person. 

I told him that I have a procedure 
that if I am in another country and I 
am with our military, that if there are 
Vermonters there, I always take their 
names and I ask them if they have fam- 
ily back home in Vermont. Most of 
them do. I get their phone number, and 
as soon as I get back, I call their moth- 
er or their father, their husband or 
their wife, brother or sister, whoever it 
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might be, and say: I saw a member of 
your family; here is what they are 
doing; they look well, and all that. 

So I told Beau, I said: Look, I have 
known you since you were a youngster. 
I will call your father as soon as I can 
and tell him you are behaving yourself, 
and you are doing a good job. We 
laughed at that. 

Shortly thereafter, I got on the 
phone we had available to us to go 
through the Whitehouse switchboard to 
reach the Vice President. Then I start- 
ed to talk about the procedure I have, 
and JOE BIDEN started to laugh. He 
said: I just got an email from Beau 
that he had seen you there and that I 
should be expecting a call from you. We 
talked about what a great job Beau was 
doing. You could hear the pride in his 
father’s voice. You could hear his 
pride. It was a pride that was deserved. 

I remember JOE saying, when we 
were first here in the Senate—the two 
of us—he would be going home every 
night on the train. Why? Not as much 
even that the kids needed him, but he 
needed them. 

Finally, when he met Jill, the boys 
were telling him: You should marry 
her. 

So I grieve for them. Marcelle and I 
sat there and cried last night when we 
heard the news. I think, what a won- 
derful family. I think about a life cut 
too short—far too short. 

Mr. President, I can and will say 
more later. 

Mr. President, on the matter the dis- 
tinguished Democratic leader was talk- 
ing about, the USA FREEDOM Act, 
let’s just take it up and pass it. Oppo- 
nents of this bipartisan, commonsense 
legislation have run out of excuses. I 
see this as a manufactured crisis, and 
it is. This matter should have been 
taken up and voted on up or down a 
month ago. There is only one viable 
and responsible path remaining: Pass 
the USA FREEDOM Act that passed 
overwhelmingly in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Pass it and send it to the 
President’s desk and he will sign it. If 
we do not pass it, then those parts of 
the PATRIOT Act that most of us 
agree on are going to expire at mid- 
night. 

The irony of it is that the USA 
FREEDOM Act of 2015 is a carefully 
crafted, bipartisan compromise that 
both protects Americans’ privacy and 
keeps this country safe. Before they 
were talking about, we are going to 
keep the country safe but Americans’ 
privacy—not so much. This is a bill 
that does both. 

The legislation would end the NSA’s 
bulk collection of Americans’ phone 
records. It adds significant new reforms 
to limit government surveillance. It in- 
creases transparency and also pro- 
motes greater accountability and over- 
sight—something the original PA- 
TRIOT Act did not have. 

The bill is the product of countless 
hours of painstaking negotiations with 
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key Members—both Republicans and 
Democrats—in the House and the Sen- 
ate, men and women I respect so much 
because they want to do what is best 
for the country. We have negotiated 
with the NSA, the FBI, the Justice De- 
partment, privacy and civil liberties 
groups, the technology industry, and 
other key stakeholders. We brought ev- 
erybody together. When we began, we 
wondered if that would be possible. We 
did it. That is why the USA FREEDOM 
Act has such strong support, including 
from groups as diverse as the National 
Rifle Association and the Center for 
American Progress. 

This broad consensus is what we saw 
by the overwhelming support it re- 
ceived in the House. They passed the 
USA FREEDOM Act by a vote of 338 to 
88. Some in this country say that no 
branch of government could have a 
vote that strong to say the Sun rises in 
the east. Certainly there has been no 
major piece of legislation in years 
where we have seen a vote such as 
that—338 to 88. 

But now a minority in the Senate has 
now twice blocked the USA FREEDOM 
Act from even getting a debate on the 
Senate floor. We were sent here not to 
vote maybe but to vote yes or no. 

Last November, even though we had 
had all kinds of committee hearings on 
this, we heard complaints that there 
had not been enough of a committee 
process on the bill and that the Senate 
should wait to address Section 215 
under the new Republican leadership. 
So the Republican leader led a success- 
ful filibuster against a bill which still 
had a majority of Members in this body 
voting for it. But what has happened in 
this Congress? Not a single public hear- 
ing on this issue; no committee proc- 
ess. And then last weekend, the Senate 
was blocked from even debating the 
House-passed bill and considering 
amendments. 

Opponents of reform have failed to 
introduce any legislative alternative to 
the bipartisan USA FREEDOM Act, the 
bill which reforms many problems of 
the PATRIOT Act. They have come up 
with no legislative alternative other 
than a clean extension, which we know 
has no chance of becoming law. Of 
course, it makes no difference because 
at midnight it stops being the law. 

The time for excuses and inaction 
has passed. The American people and 
the intelligence community profes- 
sionals who strive to protect them de- 
serve better. 

We have a few hours remaining to 
work things out and pass the USA 
FREEDOM Act, but there is no room 
for error. There is very little time. 
Again, I said it is a manufactured cri- 
sis. The deadline to act is midnight to- 
night. The House will not return to the 
Capitol until tomorrow, after the dead- 
line has passed. We could talk about 
passing a 100-year extension if we 
wanted; it makes no difference because 
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the time will have passed. So if the 
Senate does not pass the House-passed 
USA FREEDOM Act or if we amend it 
in any way, the authorities are going 
to expire. 

I have said repeatedly—and my co- 
sponsor of the USA FREEDOM Act, 
Senator LEE, agrees with me—that we 
would like to have a debate on our bill 
and consider amendments. Because op- 
ponents of reform have run out the 
clock and jammed the Senate, we are 
not left with very much time. 

Let’s get this done today. If we pass 
the USA FREEDOM Act, the President 
could sign it tonight and the intel- 
ligence community could move forward 
with the certainty it needs to protect 
the American people. 

Some may argue that if you had a 
short-term extension—which, of 
course, we do not have—they have said: 
Well, maybe we could work out some 
kind of a compromise bill. But let 
there be no misunderstanding: The 
USA FREEDOM Act is a solid, care- 
fully negotiated compromise. For all 
those Senators on either side of the 
aisle who have not spent the hours and 
hours and hours, as Senator LEE and I 
and our staffs have spent, maybe they 
do not know the work that went into 
this—again, how you get groups from 
the left to the right supporting it. 

It would be irresponsible to kick the 
can down the road once again, relying 
on the false hope that the House will 
agree to pass a short-term extension— 
something they said they will not do— 
and that we will somehow be able to 
agree on a half-baked alternative that 
has yet to be introduced in either body 
and most assuredly would not pass the 
House. 

So do not be fooled or tempted by the 
promise of a short-term extension. 
That would guarantee nothing. Well, 
wait a minute. I take that back. Pass- 
ing a short-term extension does guar- 
antee something: It guarantees the ex- 
piration of these authorities at mid- 
night tonight. It guarantees more un- 
certainty, more litigation, more risk 
for the intelligence community, and a 
repeat of the chaotic brinksmanship 
later on down the road with another 
manufactured crisis. 

I know there are some who worry 
that the bill does not go far enough 
when it comes to reform. Well, then 
where were they in coming up with a 
better idea? If this passes, the USA 
FREEDOM Act would be the most sig- 
nificant set of reforms to government 
surveillance since the PATRIOT Act 
was enacted. The reason we are here to 
even debate it is that then-majority 
leader Dick Armey in the House and I 
put in sunset provisions. So we will 
have to show responsibility and vote, 
as the House did by a 4-to-1 margin. 

Our bill—Senator LEE’s and my bill— 
would not just end the NSA’s bulk col- 
lection under Section 215, it would add 
new transparency and oversight re- 
forms to other surveillance authorities, 
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and it would be a solid foundation upon 
which we could build our future reform 
efforts. 

I have been in the Senate for more 
than 40 years. I have learned that when 
there is a chance to make real 
progress, we ought to seize it. But I 
also know we cannot let this be the end 
of our fight for greater privacy protec- 
tions, transparency, and account- 
ability. I remain committed to fighting 
that fight on behalf of Vermonters and 
all Americans. 

So the choices before us this evening 
are clear: Hither let these authorities 
expire completely or pass the USA 
FREEDOM Act. There is no more time 
for political maneuvering or fear- 
mongering or scare tactics. It is time 
for us to do our jobs—to debate and 
then to vote. Don’t duck the vote. Vote 
up or down on the bill the House gave 
us. Stand up and be counted either for 
or against it. As Senators, let’s have 
the courage to do that. 

The USA FREEDOM Act is a reason- 
able, responsible way forward, and we 
should pass it tonight. But don’t duck 
behind not doing anything and pretend 
that is a solution. I don’t think there is 
a single American, Republican or Dem- 
ocrat, who would believe that was a re- 
sponsible solution. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I am 
back here during an unprecedented 
Sunday session hoping we can avoid a 
totally unnecessary disaster tonight; 
hoping we will do what is right for the 
country: Pass the USA FREEDOM Act 
today. Right now. 

I will let others speak to the merits 
of the USA FREEDOM Act. It is our 
best opportunity to protect the Nation 
while balancing between privacy and 
constitutional surveillance. 

I do support reforming the PATRIOT 
Act, but I do not support unilateral 
disarmament of our Nation’s need to 
know what bad guys with predatory in- 
tent are planning against the United 
States of America. 

But my comments today are not 
about standing up for the USA FREE- 
DOM Act. 

I am here to stand up for the men and 
women working for the NSA, FBI, and 
other intelligence agencies essential to 
protecting our country against ter- 
rorist attacks—whether it is a “lone 
wolf? or state sponsored. These dedi- 
cated, patriotic intelligence profes- 
sionals want to operate under rule of 
law that is constitutional, legal, and 
authorized. 

They are ready to do their jobs, but 
Congress needs to do our job and pass a 
bill that is constitutional, legal, and 
authorized. 

Ever since Edward Snowden made his 
allegations, the men and women of our 
intelligence agencies have been vilified 
as if they were the enemy. They 
thought they were doing their jobs pro- 
tecting us against the enemy. 
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Let me tell you—the men and women 
of the NSA, FBI, and our other intel- 
ligence agencies are patriots who have 
been wrongly vilified by those who 
don’t bother to inform themselves 
about our national security structures 
and the vital functions they perform. 

Now a special word about the NSA, 
which is headquartered in my home 
State of Maryland. The 30,000 men and 
women in the NSA serve in silence— 
without public accolades. They protect 
us from cyber attacks. They protect us 
against terrorist attacks. They support 
our warfighters. They are Ph.D.s and 
scientists. They are linguists, cyber 
geeks, and whiz kids—the treasured 
human capital of this Nation. 

Remember that section 215 is such a 
small aspect of what the NSA, FBI, and 
other intelligence agencies do as they 
stand sentry in cyber space stopping 
attacks. People act like that is all NSA 
does. They haven’t even bothered to 
educate themselves as to legality and 
constitutionality. 

Congress passed the PATRIOT Act. 
President George W. Bush told us it 
was constitutional. We need good intel- 
ligence. In a world of ISIL, Nusra 
Front, and al Qaeda, the NSA is our 
front line of defense and the people of 
NSA make up that front line. 

There is no evidence of abuse by NSA 
employees. The men and women of 
NSA have adhered to the law. They 
have submitted to oversight, audits, 
checks and balances, and reviews from 
Congress and the courts. 

The employees of NSA know that ev- 
erything has to be constitutional, 
legal, and authorized. They thought 
they were implementing the law, but 
some in the media and even some in 
this body have made them feel like 
they were wrongdoers. I find this infu- 
riating and insulting. Morale has been 
devastated at NSA. Families have been 
harassed for working at the NSA and 
their kids are bullied at school. 

They have also been devastated by 
actions of their own government. First, 
by sequester—then, by the government 
shutdown. Now, by Congress's failure 
to reform national security authorities 
that help them keep our country safe. 

It is wrong. I want people to remem- 
ber that tonight as we discuss impor- 
tant reforms. Let us not let them 
down, once again, with our own failure 
to act. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, it is 
greatly disappointing that the Senate 
is in session today to reconsider a vote 
we took before the Memorial Day re- 
cess to extend the three expiring provi- 
sions of the Foreign Intelligence Sur- 
veillance Act. 

Instead of passing the USA FREE- 
DOM Act a week ago and sending it to 
the President, we are now poised to 
take the measure up this coming week, 
after the FISA authorities have ex- 
pired. The result is that our intel- 
ligence agencies will lose important 
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tools to protect against terrorist at- 
tacks. This is a self-inflicted harm, and 
one that was totally unnecessary. 

As I did a week ago, I will vote to in- 
voke cloture on the motion to proceed 
to the USA FREEDOM Act, and I in- 
tend to vote for the legislation through 
the upcoming procedural votes. The 
bill is not perfect, but it extends the 
business records, lone wolf, and roving 
wiretap provisions and it institutes 
some important reforms to FISA. 

Unfortunately, what we have on the 
floor of the Senate tonight is political 
gamesmanship at its worst. We should 
have had this debate weeks or months 
ago, not up against the deadline. Fail- 
ing that, the majority should not have 
defeated this motion last week when it 
is prepared today to pass it. 

We should skip the unnecessary delay 
of voting separately on the motion to 
proceed, cloture on the bill, and on the 
bill itself. Clearly there are 60 votes in 
this chamber to pass the USA FREE- 
DOM Act, whether we do it today or if 
we do it next week. 

So the question comes: why not pass 
this bill today, reform the business 
records provision of FISA, and keep 
important intelligence authorities in 
effect? Unfortunately, the answer is 
that one Senator is holding this proc- 
ess hostage for his own political ben- 
efit. It is a travesty, and it is uncon- 
scionable. 

We remain a nation under threat of 
terrorism. Our allies remain under 
threat of terrorism. 

This is not hypothetical. The Islamic 
State in Iraq and the Levant—ISIL—is 
seeking to recruit individuals to con- 
duct attacks against the United States. 
Tens of thousands of foreign fighters 
have entered Iraq and Syria to join 
ISIL. There are hundreds of people in- 
side the United States right now that 
ISIL is seeking to inspire, direct, and 
assist in carrying out an attack. 

Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula— 
AQAP—is developing non-metallic, 
undetectable bombs for use on U.S. air- 
liners and is teaching people how to 
make such devices themselves. These 
groups are competing to be worst of 
the worst in international terrorism 
and they are coming after us. 

We aren’t sending thousands of 
troops to confront ISIL in Iraq and 
Syria or to stop AQAP in Yemen. We 
aren’t going to diminish their threats 
through partnership with local govern- 
ments. 

The only way we are going to stop at- 
tacks against the United States and 
our people is by collecting good intel- 
ligence. To me, that means we need to 
do everything lawful and effective in 
intelligence to identify and thwart 
those attacks. 

The roving wiretap provision is im- 
portant. It says that the FBI doesn’t 
have to stop surveillance against a ter- 
rorist or a foreign spy when he buys a 
new cell phone or changes his email ac- 
count. Having to do so in today’s world 
would be ridiculous. 
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The ‘‘lone wolf”? provision is impor- 
tant. To be clear—it hasn’t been used. 
But to be equally clear, never before 
have we faced the exact threat that 
this provision was written to address: 
the threat of an individual, inside this 
country, plotting to kill Americans 
without traveling abroad and training 
with a terrorist group first. 

The business records provision is im- 
portant. It includes both routine re- 
quests for records—hotel bills, car 
rentals, travel information—that are 
regular parts of law enforcement and 
national security investigations. It 
also authorizes the NSA's phone 
metadata program. Under this provi- 
sion, the NSA gets information about 
phone calls to include the numbers on 
either end of the line, the time, and the 
duration of the call. It does not include 
the words that are spoken as part of 
the phone conversation, the identities 
of the people involved, or their loca- 
tion. 

What it does is help the Intelligence 
Community know more about people 
for whom there is a “reasonable 
articulable suspicion” of being tied to 
terrorist groups. If there is a terrorist 
in Syria talking to Americans at home, 
we want to know that. If a phone num- 
ber, for example, in Garland, TX, is in 
touch with an ISIL operations chief, we 
need to know. That information allows 
the FBI to go to a court for a probable 
cause warrant to conduct electronic 
and physical surveillance of a suspect. 

This program is conducted under 
strict oversight and operational limita- 
tions. The number of people at NSA 
with access to the data is small—it was 
22 in 2013. They have to get approval 
each time they do a query of the phone 
records; today that approval comes 
from the FISA Court. The query only 
returns information on what numbers 
were called by, and called, the phone 
number in question, and then a second 
hop from that number. There were 288 
phone numbers approved for queries in 
2012, and those queries led to 12 prob- 
able cause warrants by the FBI. 

The program is overseen within the 
NSA by multiple officials, including 
the inspector general and the privacy 
and civil liberties officer. It is overseen 
by the Department of Justice, which 
reviews every single query, and by the 
Office of the Director of National Intel- 
ligence. It is overseen by the Intel- 
ligence and Judiciary Committees of 
the House and the Senate, and it is 
overseen for compliance purposes by 
the FISA Court. 

So these are important tools that, 
because of Senate inaction and recal- 
citrance, will expire tonight. As a re- 
sult, we make ourselves more vulner- 
able. 

I very much regret this situation 
that the Senate has created, and I urge 
my colleagues to vote for cloture and 
to quickly enact the USA FREEDOM 
Act. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GRASSLEY). The Senator from Indiana 
is recognized. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I also re- 
gret that we are where we are. 

REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 

I would also like to defer for just a 
moment, before I make my remarks 
that I came to the floor to make, to 
add my condolences to Vice President 
BIDEN, his wife, and his family. I just 
learned the tragic news this morning. 
Some may have known that Beau was 
dealing with a form of cancer. I did not 
know that. It came as a shock to hear 
that information. 

Having served with the current Vice 
President in the U.S. Senate and hav- 
ing gotten to know him and his family, 
establishing a relationship—a profes- 
sional relationship as well as a friend- 
ship—I still cannot begin to com- 
prehend the grief that comes from the 
loss of a child. I know there are Mem- 
bers in this body who have experienced 
that. I am fortunate that Marsha and I 
have not experienced that. But any 
parent’s perhaps deepest fear is that 
they will outlive their children. That is 
not the natural order of things. It is 
not how we think. And the grief that 
comes from the death of a child, the 
death of a son or a daughter, is truly 
deep and has significant impact. 

It was impossible not to feel the emo- 
tion and shed tears early this morning 
in our home in Indianapolis when we 
heard the news. Our condolences and 
deep sharing of grief that we can’t even 
begin to fully comprehend because we 
haven’t had to deal with it—all of that 
comes across. I think every Member of 
this body reaches out to them with our 
thoughts and our prayers as they go 
through this very tragic situation. 

Mr. President, I am a little surprised 
to hear the Senator from Vermont 
talking about how the Senate ought to 
just completely concede to whatever 
the House sends to the Senate. The fact 
is that we had a very significant dis- 
cussion and debate on this issue all 
week before the Memorial Day break 
and it had gone on for months, if not 
years, before in the Intelligence Com- 
mittee on which I serve and among 
Members generally. 

This is one of the most important 
pieces of legislation we will have to 
deal with. It was drafted and spawned 
as a result of 9/11 when the American 
people said: Are we doing everything 
we possibly can to prevent something 
such as this from happening again? 

Congress debated extensively the PA- 
TRIOT Act and the tools the intel- 
ligence community suggested we give 
them the authority to use to try to 
prevent that catastrophe from ever 
happening again and doing everything 
we could to prevent terrorist attacks. 
Along the way, there have been modi- 
fications, and there have been changes. 

Recently, there has been significant 
national debate over whether one of 
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these many essential tools that help us 
gather the intelligence to try to pre- 
vent and to understand the nature of 
the threat should be used. There clear- 
ly is a difference of opinion among 
Members here in the Senate and even 
in the House of Representatives. Yes, 
the Senate did pass a reform measure 
that I think is flawed, personally. I 
think it diminishes—it doesn’t elimi- 
nate, but it diminishes and some even 
believe it eliminates the usefulness of 
this particular program. We went back 
and forth on that for a significant part 
of the week before we adjourned. 

The Senator from Vermont comes to 
the floor and basically says: Look, the 
House passed this; so therefore we 
ought to just go ahead and pass it. He 
said there was no other alternative pre- 
sented, but that is not the case. We had 
a procedural vote on the House bill, 
and we had a vote on the bill to extend 
this program, so we can come spend a 
little more time to try to figure out 
how best to deal with this issue. Nei- 
ther of those passed, indicating that 
the Senate did not have the same con- 
sensus the House reached, which was a 
partial consensus. That is what the 
Senate is all about. We are not just a 
rubberstamp for the House. 

What is really ironic is the fact that 
for 4 years, under Democratic leader- 
ship of this Senate, the House, under 
Republican leadership, sent us hun- 
dreds of pieces of legislation, and if we 
followed the admonition to us of the 
Senator from Vermont, we would have 
just rubberstamped those. The House 
passed it, so why wouldn’t we go for- 
ward? I don’t think that argument 
makes a lot of sense. 

Senators are here to address issues in 
the U.S. Senate. Are there many bills 
the House passes that I agree with? 
Yes. My party controls the House. Are 
there bills here that I don’t agree with 
that they have passed? Yes. We, as Sen- 
ators, use our prerogative in terms of 
where we stand, and ultimately we 
take a vote and we either win or we 
lose. Sometimes it coordinates with 
the House of Representatives and other 
times it doesn’t, so then we go to con- 
ference and we pass an alternative. But 
to say there hasn’t been debate relative 
to this program in the House-passed 
bill is simply not true. 

Unfortunately, there has been such a 
significant misrepresentation of what 
this program is and what this program 
isn’t, and that has caused a lot of angst 
which we are trying to deal with. Much 
of the public—at least some portion of 
the public—is convinced that the gov- 
ernment is listening to every phone 
call they make. It has been said on this 
floor that they are listening to all our 
phone calls, that they are collecting all 
kinds of data. They know everything 
about us. That is the furthest from the 
point of this program and the oper- 
ation of this program that we can con- 
ceive of. Yet, a portion of the public 
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has been led to believe that Big Gov- 
ernment is in their bedroom, in their 
house, in their car, in their phone, and 
tracks them wherever they go; that 
they are collecting everything about 
people, including what they buy at 
Costco and the movies people rent 
through Netflix. Private industry does 
collect that kind of stuff, but it is not 
the government. It is not done under 
this program. 

As a member of the Intelligence 
Committee, I can tell my colleagues 
that we have spent hundreds of hours 
dealing with this program to ensure 
that it doesn’t violate anyone’s pri- 
vacy. It has more oversight through all 
three branches of government. The ex- 
ecutive branch, the judicial branch, 
and the legislative branch oversee this 
program. There are six layers within 
NSA itself that it has to go through, 
that attorneys have to look at, that 
legal experts have to look at before 
they can even proceed to suspect and 
then take that suspicion to a court to 
have a judge say: Yes, you might have 
something here. 

It has been said and it is true that 
unless a person’s phone number is in 
communication with a foreign phone 
number that is at least strongly sus- 
pected of belonging to a terrorist orga- 
nization—and ultimately the court has 
to make that decision—a member of Al 
Qaeda, ISIS, or some group overseas 
that is attempting to do harm to the 
United States—why is this particular 
phone number—not the name of the 
person who owns the phone number— 
why is this particular phone number 
being called by someone in Yemen or 
being called by what we strongly sus- 
pect is a foreign operative through 
ISIS, Al Qaeda, Yemen, or other points 
where we know terrorist activity is 
rampant? 

There is a signal that comes up that 
matches phone numbers, and they say: 
We better look into this. But before 
they can look into it, it has to be vet- 
ted by a court. It has to be taken to a 
FISA Court or an intelligence court 
and judged by that court as something 
viable to pursue. At that point, it is 
similar to what a court would order if 
there were a warrant to go and find 
more information to see whether this 
suspicion actually is reality. 

We read about it every day and we 
watch it on television—‘‘Law and 
Order” and all the shows and so forth— 
about how law enforcement suspects 
that this particular activity is a crimi- 
nal organization or this is a drug house 
or they have reason to believe the per- 
petrator of the crime is this individual. 
They can’t go raiding their house. 
They can’t go downloading information 
about them until they go to a court 
and receive approval from a judge say- 
ing: Yes, here you are, here is your 
warrant. You can go and check this 
out. 

Well, this intelligence program is 
based on the same principle; that is, 
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nobody can collect any information on 
anybody unless that court approves 
that operation. Then it is turned over 
to the FBI, and they look to see if it is 
the real thing. It is a tool that has been 
of importance and has been a contribu- 
tion to our ability to address the po- 
tential of terrorist threats and to 
thwart them before they happen. It has 
always been used as a way of proving 
the negative; that is, no, this is OK, we 
don’t need to follow up on this. 

The best example is the Boston 
bombing. When the Tsarnaev brothers’ 
phone was accessed and it was run 
against the numbers, there was some 
suspicion that additional terrorist ac- 
tivity would take place in New York. It 
was proven that was not the case be- 
cause there were no connections made. 
So it became a valuable tool in that re- 
gard. Instead of shutting down New 
York, putting them on a high terrorist 
alert—perhaps the Nation’s largest 
economy in operation there—we were 
able to quickly determine that wasn’t 
the case. 

In response to those who basically 
say this has never stopped a terrorist 
attack, two things: No. 1, this is one of 
the many methods we use to collect 
the threads of intelligence that come 
from different sources to try to put to- 
gether a mosaic or a puzzle as to 
whether this is something we need to 
deal with and take seriously. It is a 
major piece of that puzzle we obtain 
from the 215 program, which is the col- 
lection of phone numbers. We do not 
collect the names of people who own 
those numbers. It is the collection of 
what is called metadata. It has been 
described as simply the same data that 
is on our telephone bills that the Su- 
preme Court has said is not a breach of 
the Fourth Amendment. It is not privi- 
leged for privacy purposes. It shows the 
date the call was made, the duration of 
the call, the number that was called, 
and that is it. And those numbers are 
put into a system whereby we can 
check against that a number that sus- 
piciously is talking to a foreign opera- 
tive in a foreign country. That then 
automatically triggers that you better 
look at this—it is kind of a ping—you 
better look at this one. Nobody has ac- 
cess, at this point, to any content re- 
lated to the name of the individual 
until it reaches a level of suspicion 
that is vetted through six layers of 
oversight and then is sent to a court 
that looks at it to say: We agree with 
you or we don’t agree with you. And if 
we agree with you, then it is the FBI 
who is alerted that they better look 
into this. 

Now, there has never been a time 
since 9/11 when we have dealt with a 
higher threshold than we currently are 
dealing with. You hear about it every 
day. You read about it every day. ISIS 
has recruited more than 20,000, it is es- 
timated—significantly more than that 
are those from 90 different foreign 
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countries. It has made a direct threat 
toward the United States and its citi- 
zens. It is sponsoring and encouraging 
individuals to not only come over and 
train and join ISIS and then come back 
here and wreak havoc on the American 
people; it is also inspiring those, saying 
if you don’t want to travel over here, 
just go out and kill somebody. Join the 
jihad from afar. You can be a part of 
what we are trying to accomplish sim- 
ply by doing your own thing. We saw 
that happen down in Texas. We will see 
that in other places as people are in- 
spired through ISIS, for whatever sick 
reason, to take up arms, to cause de- 
struction, and to randomly kill and 
wreak havoc on the American public. 

It has been offered that the House 
fix—the reform, which did have bipar- 
tisan support and did pass the House 
without a lot of debate—is the solution 
to this problem. Some agree it goes too 
far; some agree it doesn’t go far 
enough. But there are problems with 
that particular FREEDOM Act, which 
the Senator from Vermont says is the 
golden grail here and will solve all the 
problems. 

It is clear, and it is the testimony we 
have received from numerous officials 
in the counterterrorism business and in 
the intelligence business, that there 
are issues with this so-called FREE- 
DOM Act fix that could render—well, 
No. 1, that do render the program less 
effective and could render it totally in- 
operative. 

The fact that the NSA has not yet 
been able to come up with a program 
which would ensure that we could have 
the kind of collection we need in the 
timeframe we need it—some of this is 
urgent, some of this is pending, some of 
this is imminent, and it already goes 
through layers that delay coming to a 
conclusion and this adds more. 

Also, they have indicated the system 
is untested and exists in name only. We 
don’t know how the new program 
would be implemented and we don’t 
know how it would be operated. That is 
why many of us said: Look, for what- 
ever reason, yes, we are at this point, 
and, yes, it expires at midnight. What 
we were trying to do before we left was 
get a short-term extension. We were 
negotiating. We think it should have 
been for a significant amount of time, 
until NSA could test out its program, 
but we were willing to go much less 
than that so we could have an oppor- 
tunity to come back and debate this 
further and get to the bottom of some 
of the misrepresented information that 
has been sent out to the American peo- 
ple and have an opportunity to counter 
that and also work together to find 
ways, through working with the House 
of Representatives, to come up with a 
more effective bill that wouldn’t put 
the country in more jeopardy or, as 
some experts have said, would under- 
mine the entire program. 

We obviously will be less agile with 
the House bill. It requires an expansive 
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regulatory system to amass the level of 
oversight over the current program. I 
think the real problem is it requires no 
data retention mandate. The USA 
FREEDOM Act does not require com- 
panies to hold the data sought by the 
government. Therefore, the USA 
FREEDOM Act could be operationally 
useless as companies update their busi- 
ness model in response to changes in 
technology or market demand. The 
telephone companies—all 1,400 of 
them—many don’t want to go through 
the expensive process of the oversight 
they need to have in the process. They 
want to sell phones. And they are hear- 
ing a lot from customers who basically 
say: I don’t want to buy your phone if 
it is going to be subject to them listen- 
ing to everything I do and say—being 
collected. 

Well, first of all, that is factually 
wrong, but it is an error that has been 
said over and over on this floor by 
some Members. That is absolutely 
wrong. It is false. If we are going to go 
forward here, we need intellectual hon- 
esty about what the program is and 
what it isn’t, and it shouldn’t be la- 
beled as something it isn’t. I will ad- 
dress that at a later point in time. 

But the USA FREEDOM Act, by not 
allowing retention for a fixed period of 
time, also lessens our ability to make 
this program effective. So I have much 
more to say on this, and I know we are 
going into caucus as a party to see how 
we might go forward, given where we 
are. 

It was not necessary that we be here 
on a Sunday with the clock ticking to- 
ward midnight. We could have contin- 
ued or we could have gone forward 
without getting to this particular 
point in time. But now we will have the 
opportunity—and, unfortunately, what 
it looks like is we will have the oppor- 
tunity to debate this while the pro- 
gram expires. 

That is a bet I didn’t want to take— 
the bet being that nothing will happen 
if we don’t have this tool in the 
amount of time that is going to be 
taken to now address this. That is run- 
ning a risk I am not sure Members 
want to take. I don’t want to be part of 
somebody who says this isn’t impor- 
tant enough; therefore, we will let it 
expire and we will not extend it for a 
day or an hour or a month or a suffi- 
cient amount of time to come to a rea- 
sonable conclusion as to how we retain 
this very important intelligence-gath- 
ering tool to keep us safe from terror- 
ists. To go dark on this is a risk of 
Americans’ lives. It is a risk that we 
are taking, and we are going to be re- 
sponsible for our vote, whatever that 
vote is. I, personally, don’t want the 
responsibility of saying: Oh, don’t 
worry. Nothing is going to happen out 
there. The hundreds of hours that I 
spend in the Intelligence Committee 
tells me there is a lot that can happen 
out there. 
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Members have every right, if they are 
not on that committee—every right to 
access what we access. We have invited 
people to come down and see it for 
themselves, so they at least understand 
what it is and what it isn’t. To my 
knowledge, only two have taken us up 
on that. There may be more I have 
missed. But some of those who have 
stated this program in a totally false 
way have the siren song to the people 
out there who think Big Government is 
in their bedroom, Big Government is 
taking every piece of information they 
have about themselves, and Big Gov- 
ernment is storing this and ‘‘listening 
to all your phone calls.” That is a 
bunch of hokum and it is wrong. 

And for those who refuse to stand up 
and acknowledge that—because they 
have had access to the program and re- 
fused to take that access—have to bear 
the responsibility of sowing this wild 
theory and idea about Big Government 
in your bedroom and Big Government 
in your car and Big Government on 
your phone and Big Government col- 
lecting your emails and Big Govern- 
ment doing everything and storing it 
until the time that Big Government 
will come and take everything away 
from you. 

I didn’t come here to do that and this 
Senate isn’t here to do that and we will 
not do that. That is why this program 
has more oversight than any other pro- 
gram in the entire United States Gov- 
ernment, and we will put more over- 
sight on there if that is necessary. I 
will stay up all night and stand over at 
NSA and make sure they are not lis- 
tening to your phone calls. But it is 
irresponsible misrepresentation—irre- 
sponsible misrepresentation—to factu- 
ally state a falsity and not tell the 
truth. 

It is time we told the truth and it is 
time we stood up to this thing and 
make sure we are doing everything we 
can to protect Americans from threats 
of a lot of people and a lot of organiza- 
tions that want to kill us all, that 
would like to see our heads on the 
chopping block. This is real in our 
country, as people who are trained by 
ISIS not only flock back here from 
Syria, but they inspire people here to 
pick up weapons and do harm to the 
American people. 

I know the Senator from Arizona has 
a question. 

Mr. PAUL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. COATS. I have not yielded the 
floor. 

Mr. PAUL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask for 
the regular order, and I want to ask the 
Senator from Indiana a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. COATS. I would be happy to 
yield to the Senator from Arizona for a 
question. 

Mr. McCAIN. Maybe the Senator 
from Kentucky should know the rules 
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of the Senate, that the Senator from 
Indiana has the floor and the gen- 
tleman is open to respond to a ques- 
tion. 

My question to the Senator from In- 
diana—and I want to say that his words 
are powerful and accurate. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, how much 
time remains on the clock for the Re- 
publican side? 

Mr. McCAIN. I would ask the Senator 
from Indiana if he has seen— 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, how much 
time is remaining? 

Mr. McCAIN. I ask for the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I think 
the Chair has made very clear that the 
Senator from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I thank 
you. 

I know the Senator from Kentucky 
understands that when a Senator has 
the floor, they are entitled to speak be- 
cause he has used that rule himself. 

Mr. McCAIN. Twice the Senator from 
Kentucky has not observed the rules of 
the Senate. 

I would ask the Senator from Indi- 
ana, you have seen the events lately 
that are transpiring. ISIS has taken 
Palmyra. They are in the streets burn- 
ing bodies, killing people, going to de- 
stroy 2,000-year-old antiquities, and at 
the same time Ramadi has fallen with 
thousands of innocent men, women, 
and children being massacred. At this 
time, isn’t this program as critical as 
it has ever been since its inception, 
given the fact that the Middle East is 
literally on fire and we are losing ev- 
erywhere? 

Mr. COATS. It is more essential than 
ever, in response to the question from 
the Senator from Arizona. It is more 
necessary than ever, aS we have seen a 
higher threat level since 9/11. Of course, 
we didn’t know what the threat was in 
9/11, so I don’t know how far we have to 
go back. But our intelligence today, 
whether it is any aspect of any of our 
intelligence agencies, they are sound- 
ing the alarm that we need to be as 
vigilant as possible. We need to, within 
the law—and we are operating within 
the law—use every tool possible to try 
to stop an attack on the American peo- 
ple. What happened on 9/11 was a catas- 
trophe that none of us could have com- 
prehended. A 9/11 with the possession of 
nuclear, radioactive, biological or 
chemical weapons would make New 
York look like just a small incident. It 
would be 3 million people instead of 
3,000 people. I think we have an obliga- 
tion to do what we can without invad- 
ing anyone’s privacy. 

What we are trying to find is this 
balance between protecting privacy 
and protecting ourselves from terrorist 
attacks—protecting Americans from 
terrorist attacks. We have done this 
with this program. If what has been 
said about this program were true, if 
the falsehoods that have been said were 
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true, I would be the first to line up and 
say: No, we can’t breach the privacy of 
the American people by doing what 
they are doing. But the fact is none of 
it is true. There has not been one act of 
abuse of this program over the years it 
has been in place. It has more over- 
sight and layers of oversight. As 
former Attorney General Mukasey 
said: For the government to violate 
and bypass this, it would make Water- 
gate look like kindergarten activity. It 
would be a conspiracy that would in- 
clude hundreds of people, and they 
would all have to swear that they 
would not breach their conspiratorial 
process here—a program that is over- 
seen by the Judiciary Committee, by 
the Senate Intelligence Committee, the 
House Intelligence Committee, the 
body of the Senate has access to this 
and the body of the House—that is 535 
people—by the executive branch, a pro- 
gram that was endorsed by Barack 
Obama, until he changed his mind, ap- 
parently, because the public was going 
the other way based on false informa- 
tion. People are out here basically 
making the accusations that they are 
making to try to take this program 
down and all we are trying to do is 
work with the House to find a reason- 
able way of keeping this tool alive— 
keeping Americans safe. 

Mr. McCAIN. Will the Senator yield 
for a further question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Would 
the Senator suspend? 

Under the previous order, all time for 
debate has expired. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, my under- 
standing is there is still 5 minutes re- 
maining on the opposition side. I re- 
quest that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. McCAIN. I object. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, how can we 
have an objection when we already 
have a consent agreement that says we 
have 30 minutes of equally divided time 
and you still have 5 minutes remaining 
on the opposite side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
was divided in the usual form, and the 
time for debate has expired. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, the time 
could not have been divided equally, 
because apparently somebody must 
have given one side more time than the 
other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 5 
minutes of time that was allotted to 
the Democratic side was unused, and it 
was equally divided at 23 minutes 
apiece. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I was here 
for 30 minutes of the Republican side 
speaking. I sat at my seat for 30 min- 
utes. It was not 23 minutes of equally 
divided time. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, regular 
order—obviously people don’t know the 
rules of the Senate. Maybe they should 
learn them. 
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Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I request 
the remaining 5 minutes of time on the 
opposite side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. McCAIN. I object. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I challenge 
the ruling of the Chair and request the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is not a sufficient second. 

Mr. PAUL. I request a live quorum 
call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent to speak for 5 minutes— 
the 5 minutes that was remaining on 
the opposition side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, let us be 
very clear about why we are here this 
evening. We are here this evening be- 
cause this is an important debate. This 
is a debate over the Bill of Rights. This 
is a debate over the Fourth Amend- 
ment. This is a debate over your right 
to be left alone. Justice Brandeis said 
that the right to be left alone is the 
most cherished of rights. The right to 
be left alone is the most prized to civ- 
ilized men. 

Let us be clear. We are here tonight 
because the President continues to 
conduct an illegal program. The Presi- 
dent has been rebuked by the court. In 
explicit terms, the President has been 
told that the program he is conducting 
is illegal. Now, the President opines on 
television. The President wants to 
blame—he says: Anybody but me. 

But you know what. The President 
started this program without congres- 
sional permission. Even the authors of 
the PATRIOT Act say that the PA- 
TRIOT Act in no way gives authority 
to the President to collect all of your 
phone records all of the time. If there 
ever was a general warrant, if there 
ever was a generalized collection of in- 
formation from people about whom 
there is no suspicion, this is it. 

We are not collecting the informa- 
tion of spies. We are not collecting the 
information of terrorists. We are col- 
lecting all American citizens’ records 
all of the time. This is what we fought 
the Revolution over. Are we going to so 
blithely give up our freedom? Are we 
going to so blithely go along and just 
say: Take it. Well, I am not going to 
take it anymore. I do not think the 
American people are going to take it 
anymore. 

Eighty percent of those under 40 say 
we have gone too far—that this whole 
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collection of all of our records all the 
time is too much. The court has said: 
How can records be relevant to an in- 
vestigation that has not started? The 
court has said that even under these 
lower standards, even under these 
standards of saying that it would be 
relevant, all of the stuff they are col- 
lecting is precisely irrelevant. 


Now people say: Well, they are not 
looking at it. They are not listening to 
it. It is the tip of the iceberg, what we 
are talking about here. Realize that 
they were dishonest about the program 
until we caught them. They kept say- 
ing over and over: We are not doing 
this. We are not collecting your 
records. 


They were. The head of the intel- 
ligence agency lied to the American 
people, and he still works there. We 
should be upset. We should be march- 
ing in the streets and saying: He has to 
go. We cannot allow this. We cannot 
allow the rule of law to be so trod upon 
that we live in an arbitrary govern- 
mental world where they collect any- 
thing they want anytime they want. 


This is the tip of the iceberg. They 
are collecting records through Execu- 
tive order. They are collecting records 
through section 702. People say: How 
will we protect ourselves without these 
programs? What about using the Con- 
stitution? What about using judicial 
warrants? About the Tsarnaev boy, the 
Boston Bomber, they say: How will we 
look at his phone records? Get a war- 
rant. Put his name on it. You can get 
a warrant. There is no reason in the 
world—the guy had already bombed us. 
Do you think anybody was going to 
turn down a warrant? We should have 
gotten a warrant before. 


Get warrants on people we have sus- 
picion on. The Simpson guy that was 
shot in Garland had already been ar- 
rested. We had suspicion. 


Let’s hire 1,000 more FBI agents. 
Let’s hire people to do the investiga- 
tion and quit wasting time on innocent 
American people. Let’s be very clear 
why we are here: President Obama set 
up this program, the President Obama 
who once was against the PATRIOT 
Act. President Obama once said: You 
know what; we should have judges 
write warrants. 


President Obama, who once believed 
in the Fourth Amendment, is the 
President who is now scooping up all of 
your records illegally. Then he feigns 
concern and says: Oh, we need to pass 
this new bill. He could stop it now. 
Why won’t someone ask the President: 
Why do you continue? Why won’t you 
stop this program now? The President 
has every ability to do it. We have 
every ability to keep our Nation safe. I 
intend to protect the Constitution. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 
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RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 5:11 p.m., 
recessed subject to the call of the Chair 
and reassembled at 6:14 p.m. when 
called to order by the Presiding Officer 
(Mr. WICKER). 


—_ 


USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015— 
MOTION TO PROCEED—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, be- 
fore the recess, I tried to get a short- 
term extension of three provisions that 
will expire at midnight tonight: section 
215, business records; section 206, rov- 
ing wiretap authority; and the “lone 
wolf”? provision. Unfortunately, those 
efforts were unsuccessful. 

“Lone wolf”? and roving wiretap are 
not—I repeat, not—the subject of con- 
troversy with the House bill. So I 
would propose that we extend at least 
the “lone wolf” and the roving wiretap 
authorities while we continue to liti- 
gate the differing views on section 215. 
More specifically, I would propose that 
we extend those two provisions—‘‘lone 
wolf” and roving wiretaps—for up to 2 
weeks. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST 

Mr. President, having said that, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of a bill, which is at the desk, to 
extend the expiring provisions relating 
to “lone wolf” and roving wiretaps for 
2 weeks, and that the bill be read a 
third time and passed, and the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table with no intervening 
action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, one of the promises 
that was given when the PATRIOT Act 
was originally passed was that, in ex- 
change for allowing a less than con- 
stitutional standard, we would only use 
the actions against 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. PAUL. Terrorists and against 
foreigners. We found that 99 percent of 
the time, section 213 is used for domes- 
tic crime. I believe that no section of 
the PATRIOT Act should be passed un- 
less our targets are terrorists—not 
Americans. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky—— 

Mr. COTTON. Regular order. 

Mr. PAUL. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 
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Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, last 
week, I proposed giving the Intel- 
ligence Committee the time it would 
need to work toward the kind of bipar- 
tisan legislative compromise Ameri- 
cans deserve—a compromise that would 
preserve important counterterrorism 
tools necessary to protect American 
lives. That effort was blocked. 

Just now, I proposed an even nar- 
rower extension that would have only 
extended some of the least controver- 
sial—least controversial—but still crit- 
ical tools to ensure they do not lapse 
as Senators work toward a more com- 
prehensive legislative outcome. But 
even that very narrow offer was 
blocked. I think it should be worrying 
for our country because the nature of 
the threat we face is very serious. It is 
aggressive, it is sophisticated, it is geo- 
graphically dispersed, and it is not— 
not—going away. 

As the LA Times reported, ‘‘the 
Obama administration has dramati- 
cally stepped up warnings of potential 
terrorist attacks on American soil 
after several years of relative calm.” 
The paper reported that this is occur- 
ring in the wake of “FBI arrests of at 
least 30 Americans on terrorism-re- 
lated charges this year in an array of 
‘lone wolf” plots.” 

So these aren’t theoretical threats. 
They are not theoretical threats. They 
are with us every day. We have to face 
up to them. We shouldn’t be disarming 
unilaterally as our enemies grow more 
sophisticated and aggressive, and we 
certainly should not be doing so based 
on a campaign of demagoguery and 
disinformation launched in the wake 
of the unlawful actions of Edward 
Snowden, who was last seen in Russia. 

The opponents of this program have 
not been able to provide any—any—ex- 
amples of the NSA abusing the authori- 
ties provided under section 215. And the 
record will show that, in fact, there has 
not been one documented instance of 
abuse of it. 

I think it is also important to re- 
member that the contents of calls are 
not captured. That is the general view, 
but it is an incorrect one. I will say it 
again: The contents of calls are not 
captured. I say this to the American 
people: If you have been told that, that 
is not correct. That is what I mean 
about a campaign of disinformation. 
The only things in question are the 
number dialed, the number from which 
the call was made, the length of the 
call, and the date. That is it. That is it. 
Detailed oversight procedures have 
been put in place, too, in order to pro- 
tect the privacy of Americans. 

Now, I believe this is a program that 
strikes a critical balance between pri- 
vacy on the one hand and national se- 
curity on the other. That doesn’t mean 
the Senate still shouldn’t have the op- 
portunity to make some changes to it. 
That is precisely the outcome I had 
been hoping to facilitate by seeking 
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several short-term extensions. And 
considering all that has come to light 
about the House-passed bill in recent 
weeks, I believe this was more than 
reasonable. 

The administration’s inability to an- 
swer even the most basic questions 
about the alternate bulk data system 
it would have to build under that legis- 
lation is, to say the least, pretty trou- 
bling—pretty troubling. And that is 
not just my view. That is the view of 
many in this body, including col- 
leagues who have been favorably pre- 
disposed to the House bill. 

In particular, I know Senators from 
both parties have been disturbed by the 
administration’s continuing inability 
to guarantee whether the new system 
would work as well as the current one 
or whether there would even be any 
data available to analyze. While the 
administration has let it be known 
that this nonexistent system could 
only be built in time if telephone pro- 
viders cooperated in building it, pro- 
viders have made it abundantly clear 
that they are not going to commit to 
retaining the data. They are not going 
to commit to retaining the data for 
any period of time unless legally re- 
quired to do so, and there is no such re- 
quirement in the House-passed bill— 
none at all. 

Here is how one provider put it: “[We 
are] not prepared to commit to volun- 
tarily retain documents for any par- 
ticular period of time pursuant to the 
proposed USA Freedom Act if not re- 
quired by law’’—if not required by law. 

Now, these are just a few of the rea- 
sons I thought it prudent to try to give 
the Senate more space to advance bet- 
ter legislation through committee con- 
sideration and regular order, with 
input from both sides. But, my col- 
leagues, it is now clear that will not be 
possible in the face of a determined op- 
position from those who simply wish to 
end the counterterrorism program al- 
together. No time to try to improve 
the House-passed bill will be allowed 
because some would like to end the 
program altogether. 

So this is where we find ourselves. 
This is the reality. So it essentially 
leaves us with two options. Option one 
is to allow the program to expire alto- 
gether without attempting to replace 
it. That would mean disarming com- 
pletely and arbitrarily, based on a cam- 
paign of disinformation, in the face of 
growing, aggressive, and sophisticated 
threats—growing, aggressive, and so- 
phisticated threats. That is a totally 
unacceptable outcome—a completely 
and totally unacceptable outcome. So 
we won't be doing that. 

So we are left with option two, the 
House-passed bill. It is certainly not 
ideal. But along with votes on some 
modest amendments that attempt to 
ensure the program can actually work 
as promised, it is now the only realistic 
way forward. So I remain determined 
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to continue working toward the best 
outcome for the American people pos- 
sible under the circumstances. 

This is where we are, colleagues. We 
have the House-passed bill with some 
serious flaws and an inability to get a 
short-term extension to try to improve 
the House-passed bill in the way we 
normally do this—through some kind 
of consultative process. 

So bearing that in mind, I move to 
proceed to the motion to reconsider 
vote No. 194, the vote by which cloture 
was not invoked on the motion to pro- 
ceed to H.R. 2048. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to reconsider the motion to in- 
voke cloture on the motion to proceed 
to H.R. 2048. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo- 
tion to proceed to H.R. 2048, an act to reform 
the authorities of the Federal Government 
to require the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveillance, use 
pen registers and trap and trace devices, and 
use other forms of information gathering for 
foreign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, Lamar Alexander, Mi- 
chael B. Enzi, David Vitter, John Cor- 
nyn, Johnny Isakson, Lisa Murkowski, 
John Barrasso, Richard Burr, Pat Rob- 
erts, Roy Blunt, Bob Corker, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Jerry Moran, Patrick J. 
Toomey, Mike Lee, Ted Cruz. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan- 
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 2048, an act to reform 
the authorities of the Federal Govern- 
ment to require the production of cer- 
tain business records, conduct elec- 
tronic surveillance, use pen registers 
and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering 
for foreign intelligence, counterterror- 
ism, and criminal purposes, and for 
other purposes, shall be brought to a 
close, upon reconsideration? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI), the Senator 
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from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), 
and the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. 
SASSE). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN- 
DEZ), the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY), and the Senator from 
Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BAR- 
RASSO). Are there any Senators in the 
Chamber wishing to vote or to change 
their vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 17, 
nays 17, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 196 Leg.] 


YEAS—77 
Alexander Franken Murkowski 
Ayotte Gardner Murphy 
Baldwin Gillibrand Nelson 
Bennet Hatch Perdue 
Blumenthal Heinrich Peters 
Booker Heitkamp Portman 
Boozman Heller Reed 
Boxer Hirono Reid 
eer Hovor Rounds 

urr nhofe 
Cantwell Isakson oe 
Ñ chumer 

Capito Johnson Scott 
Cardin Kaine ee 

a Shaheen 
Carper King Stabenow 
Casey Kirk A 
Cassidy Klobuchar Sullivan 
Cochran Lankford Tester 
Coons Leahy Tillis 
Corker Lee Toomey 
Cornyn Manchin Udall 
Cruz Markey Vitter 
Daines McCain Warner 
Donnelly McCaskill Warren 
Durbin McConnell Whitehouse 
Feinstein Merkley Wicker 
Flake Mikulski Wyden 

NAYS—17 
Barrasso Ernst Roberts 
Blunt Fischer Rubio 
Coats Grassley Sessions 
Collins Moran Shelby 
Cotton Pau. Thune 
Crapo Risch 

NOT VOTING—6 

Enzi Menendez Sasse 
Graham Murray Schatz 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 77, the nays are 17. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, upon reconsideration, the 
motion is agreed to. 

The Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, could we 
have order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will be in order. 
Mr. PAUL. Will the Chair inform me 
when I have 5 minutes remaining? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will be so notified. 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, tonight be- 
gins the process of ending bulk collec- 
tion. The bill will ultimately pass. We 
always look for silver linings. I think 
the bill may be replacing one form of 
bulk collection with another, but the 
government, after this bill passes, will 
no longer collect our phone records. My 
concern is that the phone companies 
still may do the same thing. Currently, 
my understanding is the NSA is at the 
phone company sucking up the phone 
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records and sending them to Utah. My 
concern is—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order in 
the Senate, please. The Senator de- 
serves to be heard. 

Mr. PAUL. My concern is that under 
the new program, the records will still 
be sucked up into NSA computers, but 
the computers will be at the phone 
company, not in Utah. So the question 
is, Will it be a distinction without a 
difference? The question also will be, 
Will this be individualized? 

One of the issues about the Fourth 
Amendment that was the biggest part 
of the Fourth Amendment for our 
Founding Fathers was that a warrant 
should be individualized. General war- 
rants were what we fought the Revolu- 
tion over. James Otis fought a famous 
case in the 1760s, and he fought against 
the British soldiers writing their own 
warrants. 

What is interesting is that part of 
the PATRIOT Act allows our police to 
write their own warrants. We have 
something called national security let- 
ters. These have been done by the hun- 
dreds of thousands. Interestingly, when 
the President was in the Senate, he 
was opposed to national security let- 
ters and said that they should have ju- 
dicial warrants. Now, it is interesting 
that in this bill that will pass, it is 
supported by the President, supported 
by the Director of National Intel- 
ligence, and now supported in a wide 
bipartisan fashion. 

It concerns me whether or not—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will be in order. 

Will the Senator please suspend. 

The Senate will be in order. Please 
take your conversations out of the 
well, out of the Chamber. The Senator 
deserves to be heard. 

Mr. PAUL. It concerns me that the 
President, who supports the bulk data 
collection and has been performing it 
illegally for 6 years, now supports this 
bill. The devil is in the details. 

The question is, Will the new bill 
still allow bulk collection by the phone 
companies? Will they be able to put 
into the search engine not an indi- 
vidual about whom we have suspicion 
but an entire corporation? This is what 
was revealed when we saw the warrant 
that had Tsarnaev’s name on it. 

The Director of National Intelligence 
came before the American people, came 
before Congress and swore under oath 
that they weren’t doing this. Part of 
my problem with the intelligence-gath- 
ering in our country is it is hard for me 
to have trust. It is hard for me to have 
trust in the people to whom we are giv- 
ing great power. 

They also insist we won’t be able to 
catch terrorists. They insist the bulk 
collection allowed them to catch ter- 
rorists. But then it turned out, when it 
was investigated, when we looked at 
the classified documents, when the 
President’s bipartisan privacy and civil 
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liberties commission looked at this, 
when his review board looked at this, 
and then when the Department of Jus- 
tice inspector general looked at this, 
they all found that there was no unique 
data, there was no great discovery, 
there was no great breaking up of a 
terrorist ring. 

People have brought up the Boston 
Bomber, the Tsarnaev boy. They say: 
Well, we need this. We need the PA- 
TRIOT Act after the bombing to get 
his phone records. 

That is the most absurd thing I have 
ever heard. He has already committed 
a bombing. In fact, I think he was dead 
at that point, and they are saying we 
couldn’t get a warrant to look at his 
phone records? It is absolutely absurd. 

I had a meeting with somebody from 
the intelligence community about 6 
months ago, and I asked them this 
question: How do we get more informa- 
tion about terrorists—with a warrant 
with their name on it, where we can go 
as deep into the details as we want, or 
this metadata collection that uses a 
less-than-constitutional standard? And 
he said: Without question, we get more 
information with a warrant than we do 
through the metadata. 

When someone commits an act of 
atrocity, there is no question we would 
get a warrant, but I would go even fur- 
ther. I would say that I want to get 
more warrants on people before they 
blow up things. I would say that we 
need more money spent on FBI agents 
analyzing data and trying to find out 
whom we have suspicion about so we 
can investigate their records. I think 
we spend so much money on people 
about whom there is no suspicion that 
we don’t have enough time and money 
left to go after the people who would 
actually harm us. 

The people who argue that the world 
will end at midnight tonight—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will please suspend. 

Order in the Chamber. Please take 
your conversations off the floor. 

Mr. PAUL. The people who argue 
that the world will end and that we 
will be overrun by jihadists tonight are 
trying to use fear. They want to take 
just a little bit of our liberty, but they 
get it by making us afraid. They want 
us to fear and give up our liberty. They 
tell us that if we have nothing to hide, 
we have nothing to fear. That is a far 
cry from the standard we were founded 
upon—innocent until proven guilty. 

One of the objections I tried to bring 
forward earlier but was interrupted re- 
peatedly was that the PATRIOT Act 
was originally intended to go after for- 
eigners and terrorists. We allowed a 
less-than-constitutional standard. We 
didn’t ask for probable cause; we just 
said it had to be relevant, the informa- 
tion had to be relevant to an investiga- 
tion about terrorists. But here is the 
problem, and this is one of the big 
problems I have with the PATRIOT 
Act. 
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We now use parts of the PATRIOT 
Act to arrest people for domestic 
crime. Section 213, sneak-and-peek, 
where the government can come into 
your house, place listening devices, 
never announce they were ever in your 
house, and then leave and monitor 
your behavior and never let you know 
they were there, is being used 99.5 per- 
cent of the time for domestic crime. 

So, little by little, we have allowed 
our freedom to slip away. We allowed 
the Fourth Amendment to be dimin- 
ished. We allowed the narrowing loss of 
something called probable cause. 

People say: Well, how would we get 
terrorists with that? 

The vast majority of warrants are ap- 
proved in our country—the vast major- 
ity of warrants that are Fourth 
Amendment warrants where we indi- 
vidualized and put a name on it and 
asked probable cause. If tonight the po- 
lice are looking for a rapist or a mur- 
derer, they will go to the house, and if 
they suspect the person is inside but 
nothing is imminently happening, they 
will stand on the curb and they almost 
always get a warrant. 

Do you think there is a judge in this 
land who would not grant a warrant— 
particularly after the Boston bomb- 
ing—to look at the Tsarnaev brothers’ 
records? There is not a judge in the 
land who would say no. I would venture 
to say that in advance there is not 
much chance that a judge would say no 
if you went to them and said: The Rus- 
sians have given us indication and evi- 
dence that he has been radicalized and 
has associated overseas with people 
who are training to attack us. 

There is no reason why the Constitu- 
tion can’t be used. But we just have to 
not let those who are in power make us 
cower in fear. They use fear to take 
your freedom, and we have to be very, 
very careful of this. 

Now, some are saying I am misrepre- 
senting this, that I am saying the gov- 
ernment is listening to your phone 
calls. I am saying they are collecting 
your phone records. There are pro- 
grams, though, in which there may be 
looking at content—emails, for exam- 
ple. The current law says that after 6 
months even the content of your email 
has no protection. We have a very good 
piece of legislation to try to fix that. 
But realize that those who are loud, 
those who are really wanting you to 
give up your freedom, don’t believe the 
Fourth Amendment protects your 
records at all. 

And this is a big debate. We went to 
the court. The Second Circuit Court of 
Appeals—the highest court in the land 
just below the Supreme Court—said 
that what they are doing is illegal, but 
we don’t yet have a ruling on whether 
it is constitutional. 

One of my fears about the bill we are 
going to pass—the sort of in-between 
step some think may be better—is that 
it could moot the case. This means the 
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court case will never get heard by the 
Supreme Court. I have a court case 
against the NSA. There is another dis- 
trict court that has ruled against the 
NSA. We now have an appellate ruling 
against the NSA. The court may well 
look at the activity of the Senate and 
say: Well, you guys have fixed the 
problem. We don’t need to look at it 
anymore. It is no longer relevant. 

My other concern about this new bill 
that is going to pass is that the same 
people will judge it who judged the pre- 
vious system. These people are called 
the rubberstamp courtroom, also 
known as FISA. Realize that the FISA 
Court is the court that said the collec- 
tion of all Americans’ records is rel- 
evant. The appellate court basically 
laughed at this notion and said that it 
sort of destroys any meaning to the 
word “relevant? if you collect 
everybody’s records. It is not even a 
modifier. Instead of saying “relevant,” 
they should have said “You can have 
everyone’s records all the time.”’ 

One of my other concerns about the 
in-between solution we are going to 
choose is that some are conjecturing— 
and you have to be suspicious of a gov- 
ernment that often lies about their 
purpose—some are conjecturing that 
they are going to collect more phone 
data under the new system. One of the 
complaints last week, as there was dis- 
cussion about this—in the newspaper, 
it was reported that really they were 
only collecting about 20 to 30 percent 
of your cell phone data. They were try- 
ing to collect all of your land line data, 
but they weren’t for some reason col- 
lecting all of your cell phone data. One 
of my concerns is that as we go to this 
new system, they may actually be bet- 
ter at collecting our phone records and 
they may well be able to collect all of 
our cell phone data. 

Unless we go to a system where we 
individualize the warrants, unless we 
go to a system where a person’s name 
is on the warrant, I am going to be 
very, very concerned. 

Now, we will present amendments on 
this bill. We tried to negotiate to be al- 
lowed to present amendments, but 
there wasn’t a lot of negotiating that 
went on in the last week—in fact, there 
was none. We will still try. We will put 
amendments forward, and we will try 
to get amendments to make the bulk 
collection less bad when it does occur. 
One of the things we would like to do 
is to say that when they search the 
phone records, they can’t put the name 
of a corporation in there; they would 
have to put in an individual’s name. 

It is kind of tricky, the way these 
things are worded. The wording of this 
bill will say they can only put a U.S. 
person into the selector term to search 
all phone records. The problem is that 
they define “U.S. person” as also 
meaning corporation or association or 
grouping. So there is a little bit of 
looseness to the language. So if we are 
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still going to allow corporations, what 
is to stop them from going back and 
putting AT&T or Verizon in the selec- 
tion? Once again they will be looking 
at all the phone records, and all we will 
have done is transferred the phone 
records from government control in 
Utah to phone company control in an- 
other location. Will we be trading bulk 
collection in Utah for bulk collection 
under the phone companies? 

There are good people who believe 
this bill will reform, and I think they 
are well-intended. I think they are 
good people who really think that we 
will end bulk collection and that it 
won’t happen. My fear, though, is of 
the people who interpret this work at a 
place known as the rubberstamp fac- 
tory over at FISA. It is a secret court, 
and it is a court in which 99.5 percent 
of the time they approve warrants. 
Warrants are simply rubberstamped 
over there. In fact, they approved that 
“relevant” meant all of your records. 
So my question is, If they put AT&T as 
a selector item, will we have the same 
thing, just in a different location? 

I have several amendments I am in- 
terested in if we are able to amend the 
bill. 

One is that the search would have to 
be an individual. That is more con- 
sistent with the Fourth Amendment. 

Another one would change the stand- 
ard to the constitutional standard, 
which would be that there would have 
to be probable cause, which is a higher 
standard than simply saying it is rel- 
evant. Then we would actually be send- 
ing a new signal to the FISA Court. 

Another amendment I have, which I 
think would go a long way toward 
making the PATRIOT Act less bad—I 
think is the best way to put it—would 
be to say that any information gath- 
ered under a less-than-constitutional 
standard could only be used for for- 
eigners and terrorists. See, that was 
the promise. At the time, there were 
people who opposed the PATRIOT 
Act—not enough, but there were a 
few—and when they opposed the PA- 
TRIOT Act, they said their fear was 
that it would be used against American 
citizens. 

They said: No, no, we are only going 
after terrorists. But the law allows 
them to do it, and we now have sec- 
tions of the PATRIOT Act which 99.5 
percent of the time are being used for 
domestic crime. We have also seen that 
the Drug Enforcement Agency—it is al- 
leged—is using information gathered 
under the PATRIOT Act to then go 
back and recreate cases against people 
for domestic crime. 

The question we have to ask our- 
selves is, Are we so frightened that we 
are willing to give up our freedom? Are 
we really willing to trade liberty for 
security? 

I think the U.S. Court of Appeals had 
some great points that they made when 
they ruled against the government, and 
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I think what is important to know is 
that the President has continued to do 
this illegally. You have seen him on 
television. The President has been say- 
ing: Well, Congress is just getting in 
the way. If Congress would just do 
their job and get rid of this, everything 
would be OK. But the truth is that Con- 
gress never authorized this. Even the 
authors of the PATRIOT Act said this 
was not something Congress ever even 
contemplated. The court is now saying 
that as well. This was done by the ex- 
ecutive branch—admittedly, both a Re- 
publican executive branch and a Demo- 
cratic executive branch—but this 
wasn’t created by Congress. 

So when the President says “Well, 
Congress should just do this,” the ques- 
tion that has never been asked by any- 
one in the media is “Why doesn't he 
stop it?” Everybody who has given ad- 
vice has said he would, and he will 
come out and say he believes in a bal- 
anced solution, but he really is just ab- 
dicating the solution and has never dis- 
continued the program, even when he 
has been told explicitly by the court 
that the program is an illegal program. 

This is what the U.S. court of appeals 
said in the case ACLU v. Clapper: 

We agree with the appellants that such an 
expansive concept of “relevance” is unprece- 
dented and unwarranted. . . . The records de- 
manded are not those of suspects under in- 
vestigation, or of people or businesses that 
have contact with such subjects, or of people 
or businesses that have contact with others 
who are in contact with the subjects. 

So even two steps removed, we are 
gathering records that are completely 
irrelevant to the investigation. We are 
gathering up the phone records of inno- 
cent Americans. 

The other side will say: Well, we are 
not looking at them. 

So I have been thinking about this. 
Our Founders objected to the British 
soldiers writing warrants. They ob- 
jected to them coming into their house 
and grabbing their papers. Do you 
think our Framers would have been 
happy if the British Government said: 
OK, we are just breaking your door 
down, we are just getting your papers, 
but we are not going to look at them. 
Do you think that would have changed 
the mindset of the Framers? So the 
fact that they say they are not looking 
at our records—is that any comfort or 
should it be any comfort? The act of 
violation is in taking your records. The 
act of violation is in allowing the po- 
lice or a form of the police—the FBI— 
to write warrants that are not signed 
by a judge. 

The court goes on to say: “The inter- 
pretation that the government asks us 
to adopt defies any limiting principle.” 
The idea of a limiting principle when 
the court looks at things is that, the 
way I see it, is the difference between 
something being arbitrary, where there 
is no sort of principle that confines 
what would happen—if you have a law 
that has no limiting principle, it is es- 
sentially arbitrary. 
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This is what Hayek wrote about in 
“The Road to Serfdom.” Hayek talked 
about the difference between the rule 
of law and having an arbitrary inter- 
pretation of the law. 

The danger of having an arbitrary in- 
terpretation of the law and the danger 
of having general warrants is that they 
have been used in the past with bias. 
People have brought their own bias 
into this. In the sixties, the bias was 
against civil rights activists and 
against Vietnam war activists. In the 
forties, the bias was in incarcerating 
and interring Japanese Americans. But 
what was consistent in all of these cir- 
cumstances was that there was a gen- 
eralization—a generalization based on 
the color of your skin, whether you 
were Asian American or African Amer- 
ican, and also about the shade of your 
ideology. There is a danger in allowing 
the government to generalize without 
suspicion and to disobey the Fourth 
Amendment, and the danger comes 
that the government could one day 
generalize and bias could enter into 
things. 

We have on our records right now 
laws that allow an American citizen to 
be detained. It is not specifically a part 
of the PATRIOT Act, but it is along 
the same lines as this, that you are 
getting rid of the due process amend- 
ments and the ability of the Bill of 
Rights to protect an individual. When 
we allow an individual to be detained 
without a trial, what happens is that 
there is the possibility that someone 
could decide we don’t like “those” peo- 
ple. And when you say that could never 
happen, think about the times in our 
history when it has. 

Richard Jewell, everybody said he 
was the Olympic Bomber. He was con- 
victed on TV. Within hours, people 
said: Richard Jewell is guilty. Think 
about if he had been a Black man in 
1920 in the South what may have hap- 
pened to him. Think about the possi- 
bility for bias entering into our govern- 
ment. Think about what Madison said 
about government is—Madison said 
that we restrain government because 
we are worried that government may 
not be comprised of angels. If govern- 
ment were comprised of angels, we 
would not have to worry about re- 
straining government. 

Patrick Henry said that the Con- 
stitution was about restraining govern- 
ment, not the people. It is not enough 
for people to say: Oh, I am a good man 
or I am a good person or the NSA 
would never do this. The other problem 
that makes us doubtful is that the NSA 
has not been honest with us. If they 
want to develop trust again, the Presi- 
dent should have immediately let the 
person who lied to us go, the Director 
of National Intelligence. 

The appeals court concluded by say- 
ing that the government’s bulk collec- 
tion of telephone metadata exceeds the 
scope of what Congress has authorized 
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and therefore violates section 215 of the 
PATRIOT Act. Some will try to argue 
that this debate was not worth the 
time we took on it. I could not disagree 
more. I am like everybody else. You 
know, I prize my time with my family 
and being at home on the weekends. I 
wish we would have done this in a more 
sensitive way, where we would have 
had more time and had an open amend- 
ment process. 

But we waited until the end. We 
waited until the final deadline. This is 
a characteristic of government. It is a 
flaw in government, frankly. We lurch 
from deadline to deadline. People won- 
der why Congress is so unpopular. It is 
because we go from deadline to dead- 
line and then it is: Hurry up. We have 
no time to debate. We just must pass it 
as is. 

The biggest debate against amend- 
ments is—and it finally convinced peo- 
ple who did not like this. They so much 
dislike amendments and slowing down 
the process, they are just going to take 
it. Even though they don’t like it, they 
are going to pass what the House 
passed. It is unlikely any amendments 
will pass. 

But the thing is, we need to get away 
from lurching from deadline to dead- 
line. What happens, with budget or 
spending or any of these bills, is we are 
presented with thousand-page bills 
with only hours to go. About a year 
ago this came up. At that time, we 
were presented with a 1,000-page bill 
with 2 hours to go. I read the Senate 
rules. It said: We are supposed to be 
presented with the bill for 48 hours in 
advance. 

So I raised my hand and made a mo- 
tion. The motion I made was: Guys, we 
are breaking the rules here. Men and 
women, we are breaking the rules here. 
So they just voted to amend the rules 
for that bill and ignore the rules. This 
is why the American people are so frus- 
trated. People here in town think I am 
making a huge mistake. Some of them, 
I think, secretly want there to be an 
attack on the United States so they 
can blame it on me. One of the people 
in the media the other day came up to 
me and said: Oh, when there is a great 
attack, are you going to feel guilty 
that you caused this great attack? 

The people who attack us are respon- 
sible for attacks on us. Do we blame 
the police chief for the attack by the 
Boston Bombers? The thing is, is that 
there can be attacks even if we use the 
Constitution. But there have been at- 
tacks while collecting your bulk data. 
So the ones who say: Well, when an at- 
tack occurs, it is going to be all your 
fault, are any of them willing to accept 
the blame? We have bulk collection 
now. Are any of them willing to accept 
the blame for the Boston bombing, for 
the recent shooting in Garland? 

No, but they will be the first to point 
fingers and say: Oh, yes, it is all your 
fault. We never should have given up 
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on this great program. I am completely 
convinced that we can obey the Con- 
stitution, use the Fourth Amendment 
as intended, spirited letter of the law, 
and catch terrorists. When we look ob- 
jectively at this program, when they 
analyzed the classified information, 
they found that there was no unique 
data. We had to fight them tooth and 
nail because they started out saying 
that 52 cases were cracked by the bulk 
data program. 

But then when the President’s own 
bipartisan commission looked at it, it 
turned out that none of that was true. 
This gets back to the trust issue. If we 
are going to be lied to by the Director 
of National Intelligence, it is hard for 
us to believe them when they come for- 
ward and they say: Oh, this is pro- 
tecting us. We have to have it. But 
what we are hearing is information 
from someone who really did not think 
it was a big deal to lie to us about 
whether the program even existed. 

Mark my words, the battle is not 
over. There are some—and I talked 
with one of the, I would say, smarter 
people in Silicon Valley, somebody who 
knows this from an intimate level, how 
things work, and how the codes and 
programs work. 

He maintains that the bulk collec- 
tion of phone data is the tip of the ice- 
berg, that there is more information in 
other data pools that are classified. 
Some of this is done through an Execu- 
tive order called 12333. I am not sure I 
know everything in it. I have had no 
briefings on it. So anything I will tell 
you is from the newspaper alone. But 
the thing is, is that I would like to 
know: Are we also collecting your cred- 
it card information? Are we collecting 
your texts? Are we collecting your 
emails? 

They have already told us the Fourth 
Amendment does not protect your 
emails, even the content, after 6 
months. In fact, really they have told 
you, the Fourth Amendment does not 
apply to your records at all. So be very 
careful about the people who say: Trust 
us. We will never violate your freedom. 
We will never take advantage of things. 
The President’s Privacy and Civil Lib- 
erties Oversight Board’s conclusion 
was that: 

Section 215 of the PATRIOT Act has shown 
minimal value in safeguarding the Nation 
from terrorism. We have not identified any 
single instance involving a threat to the 
United States in which the program made a 
concrete difference in the outcome. 

The President’s privacy board went 
on to say: 

The government’s collection of a person’s 
entire telephone calling history has a signifi- 
cant and detrimental effect on individual 
privacy. 

When they talked about whether the 
phone records were relevant to an in- 
vestigation, the President’s Commis- 
sion said this: 

First, the telephone records acquired under 
the program have no connection to any spe- 
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cific FBI investigation at the time of their 
collection. Second, because the records are 
collected in bulk, potentially encompassing 
all telephone calling records across the Na- 
tion, they cannot be regarded as relevant to 
any FBI investigation. 

Here is the continuing danger to us, 
though: It is, I think, maybe a minor 
success that we are going to prevent 
the government from collecting these 
records. But realize that the interpre- 
tation of this will still occur in secret 
in the FISA Court. This is the FISA 
Court that said that collecting every- 
one’s records was relevant. 

It completely destroys the notion 
that the word “relevant” has any 
meaning at all. This will be the ques- 
tion: Whether we can trust the FISA 
Court to make an interpretation that 
is at a higher degree of discernment 
than the one in which they said ‘‘rel- 
evant” can mean anything. The origi- 
nal USA FREEDOM Act, as passed 
originally by the House committee, 
was a better bill. It was gradually wa- 
tered down until even the Director of 
National Intelligence, the one who lied 
about the program, now supports it, 
which gives me some misgivings. 

But the records that will be col- 
lected—the question is, How will we 
have an interpretation by the FISA 
Court? The original bill had an advo- 
cate. I thought this was a good part of 
the original bill. There would be a judi- 
cial advocate who would argue on the 
side of those who were having their 
records taken. So there would be an ad- 
versarial court, lawyers on both sides. 

Many people who write about juris- 
prudence and trying to find justice say 
that one of the essential functions of a 
court system, in order to find justice, 
is that there has to be a lawyer on both 
sides. There has to be an advocate on 
both sides. The truth is not always 
easy to find. The truth is presentation 
of facts by one side, presentation of 
contrary facts by the other side, and 
someone has to figure out which facts 
are more believable or which facts 
trump other facts. 

So I think a judicial advocate would 
have been good. They are still going to 
have it. They call it by a different 
name now, but it will be optional at 
the discretion of the FISA Court. So 
the court that ruled that all of your 
records are relevant now will have a 
choice as to whether to give you an ad- 
vocate. That does not give me a great 
deal of comfort. 

There are other ways we could do 
this. We occasionally do look at ter- 
rorism cases in regular Federal court. 
When names come up that could jeop- 
ardize someone’s safety at our intel- 
ligence agency or a secret, Federal 
courts can go into secret session. I 
have heard the Senator from Oregon 
often mention this. I think it is a great 
point that no one wants to reveal the 
names of anyone or the code or the se- 
crets of how we do this. But if we are 
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talking about constitutional prin- 
ciples, we want to do it in the open. 
Laws should not be discussed in secret. 

As we move forward, the PATRIOT 
Act will expire tonight. It will only be 
temporary. They will ultimately get 
their way. But I think the majority of 
the American people actually do be- 
lieve the government has gone too far. 
In Washington, it is the opposite, but I 
think Washington is out of touch. 
There will be 80 votes, you know, to 
say: Continue the PATRIOT Act— 
maybe more. 

But if you go into the general public, 
if you get outside the beltway and visit 
America, you find it is completely the 
opposite. There was a poll a couple of 
weeks ago that said: Over 80 percent of 
people under age 40—over 80 percent of 
them—think that the government col- 
lecting your phone records is wrong 
and should not occur. So I think really 
this will be useful. People say: You are 
destroying yourself. You should have 
never done this. The American people 
will not side with you. 

People wished me harm and wished 
that this would be unsuccessful. But 
you know what, I came here to defend 
the Bill of Rights and to defend the 
Constitution, popular or not. But I 
frankly think that the Bill of Rights 
and the Constitution are very popular, 
very important, and I will continue, as 
long as I have breath and as long as I 
am here to defend them. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, before he 
leaves the floor, I just want to make 
sure, having worked with Senator PAUL 
for many, many months now, that I es- 
pecially appreciate his efforts in the 
last few days in this week to try to ac- 
commodate this body with respect to 
amendments. My colleague has said re- 
peatedly that he was very interested in 
a short list of amendments, that he 
hoped to have some modest time that 
would be available for these amend- 
ments. 

He and I have worked together on a 
number of them. I think it is a reflec- 
tion, as people think about this debate 
and on a topic that is of such enormous 
importance, that my colleague from 
Kentucky, especially with respect to 
this amendment issue, has tried con- 
tinually to be reasonable and to be ac- 
commodating to this body. 

Until just a few hours ago, I was at 
home in Oregon having townhall meet- 
ings, flew all night to be here for this 
extremely important session. Of 
course, the topic we discussed this 
evening was front and center in terms 
of my constituents. 

The message from Oregonians at 
these townhall meetings was very 
clear. The people whom I have the 
honor to represent in the Senate want 
policies that advance their security 
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and protect their liberties. The pro- 
gram we have been talking about to- 
night in the Senate really does not de- 
liver either. It does not make us safer. 
It chips away at our liberties. 

I am going to spend a little bit of 
time this evening making the case for 
those kinds of arguments and laying 
out the challenge for the days ahead. 

Now, with respect to this safety 
issue, all of us understand—particu- 
larly the Presiding Officer, who has 
been on the Intelligence Committee, as 
I have, for over 14 years—that it is a 
dangerous world. Anyone who serves on 
the Intelligence Committee knows that 
beyond any kind of debate. 

So we want policies that really de- 
liver both security and liberty. This is 
what the President’s own experts had 
to say with respect to this program 
that involves collecting millions and 
millions of phone records on law-abid- 
ing Americans. This was a group that 
was appointed and spent a considerable 
amount of time looking at the bulk 
phone records collection program. 
They issued a report, and will I just 
paraphrase what is the central finding, 
on page 104 of their report: As to infor- 
mation contributed to terrorist inves- 
tigations by the use of section 215 te- 
lephony metadata—that is the col- 
lecting all of these millions and mil- 
lions of phone records—these experts 
say that “could readily have been ob- 
tained in a timely manner using con- 
ventional Section 215 orders.”” 

Now, the reason that is important is 
it spells out and recognizes that those 
who signed this report are individuals 
with some of the most pristine 
antiterror credentials in this country— 
Mike Morell, for example, the former 
Acting Director of the CIA; Richard 
Clarke, who held an extremely impor- 
tant position in two administrations 
and served with both Republicans and 
Democrats. Both of them are signato- 
ries to this important report. 

Beyond that—and it has not received 
much attention—the reality is that our 
government, on top of everything else, 
has emergency authorities so that 
when those who are charged with pro- 
tecting our country believe there is a 
threat to the Nation, they are allowed 
to issue an emergency authorization to 
get the information they need right 
away, and then they can go back and 
get the warrant approved after the 
fact. 

Nobody is talking about eliminating 
that emergency authority. So what we 
have is a program that the most au- 
thoritative antiterror experts in the 
country believe does not make our Na- 
tion any safer. I read the most signifi- 
cant finding in their report. 

On top of that, as I just indicated, 
emergency authorities are still pre- 
served. In fact, I have indicated to our 
President and to those who work in the 
intelligence agencies that if at any 
point the executive branch and, par- 
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ticularly, the intelligence agencies feel 
that their emergency authorities are 
inadequate to protect the country, I 
personally would be willing to support 
efforts to ensure that those emergency 
capabilities are reformed and our coun- 
try can take the steps it needs when it 
is necessary. 

On top of this question, with respect 
to the issue of our safety, I want to 
talk about what I heard at some length 
earlier today with respect to how the 
program worked. I heard a number of 
Senators say that nobody in govern- 
ment is listening to these calls. That 
was repeated a number of times on the 
floor of this body. 

When the government, under this 
program, knows whom you Called, 
when you called, and where you called 
from, in many instances the govern- 
ment doesn't need to be listening. If 
the government knows, under this pro- 
gram, that a person called a psychia- 
trist 3 times in 36 hours—twice after 
midnight—that is a lot of private and 
personal information. The government 
doesn't need to be listening to that 
call. 

So as to this notion that some who 
have wanted to make sure that our 
country would have both security and 
liberty are saying that it is a fantasy 
that the government is listening to 
calls, I could tell you that those who 
have been trying to reform the pro- 
gram have said, in effect, that the gov- 
ernment doesn't need to listen to those 
calls. If the government has that 
amount of private and personal infor- 
mation, the government knows a lot 
about you, and it really doesn't need to 
listen. Certainly, if you are talking 
about a land line, then the government 
knows where you are calling from if 
they have a phone book. 

So with respect to this question of 
the government listening, I want it 
particularly understood that a program 
such as this, when the government has 
this kind of information, I believe, rep- 
resents a threat to our liberty. The 
reason why I think so is that hardly a 
week goes by when databases aren't 
violated. No. 1, we see that reported 
regularly in the press. No. 2, we have 
known about unfortunate times in our 
history—J. Edgar Hoover comes to 
mind—when this kind of information 
could be used. And, No. 3, I have been 
very concerned, given what our former 
colleague, Senator Udall, and I had to 
do with respect to bulk phone record 
collection of email. We battled to end 
this. Of course, this was email that 
could be read by government agencies. 
We battled with various intelligence 
leaders saying that we felt this was a 
violation of people’s rights and it 
wasn’t effective. They asserted for 
months and months that it was. Fi- 
nally, one day they woke up and said 
the program wasn’t needed any more. 

None of this would have even hap- 
pened had not Senator Udall and I 
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made that case repeatedly. The intel- 
ligence leadership knew that we were 
not going to give it up, but that is 
what goes on if there isn’t a check on 
some of these kinds of procedures. 

Senator PAUL made mention of the 
fact that the intelligence leadership 
has not exactly been straight with the 
American people on these issues. I em- 
phasize that we are not talking about 
the thousands and thousands of law- 
abiding patriotic, dedicated, wonderful 
people who work in the intelligence 
field. Day in and day out they do so 
much for our country. We are so appre- 
ciative of all they do. They are the 
ones who do the hard work, for exam- 
ple, to capture Bin Laden and day in 
and day out to make us safer. But the 
intelligence leadership, on the other 
hand, as noted by our colleague from 
Kentucky, has not always been 
straight with the American people. I 
spent many months trying to decipher 
what the former NSA Director meant 
when he said the government doesn’t 
collect any dossiers on millions of 
Americans. 

I pointed out I had been on the Intel- 
ligence Committee for a long time and 
I had never heard the term “dossier”” 
used. So I tried to learn more about it, 
used private opportunities and public 
opportunities, and just couldn't get the 
information. So, finally, I said: I have 
to ask this question in public. 

On the Intelligence Committee you 
don’t get but perhaps 20 or 25 minutes 
a year to ask questions in public, to 
hold intelligence leaders accountable 
on policy matters—not secret oper- 
ations, because secret operations have 
to stay secret, but policy matters. 

So, after being stonewalled for many 
months—many months—I finally said I 
have to ask this question in public. So 
to make sure no one would feel am- 
bushed, I sent the question to the Di- 
rector of National Intelligence, Mr. 
Clapper. I sent it a day ahead of time. 

Then I didn't hear anything about its 
being inappropriate or in violation of 
classification rules. So I asked in pub- 
lic: Does the government collect any 
type of data at all on millions or hun- 
dreds of millions of Americans? I was 
told no, and that answer was obviously 
false. I tried to get it corrected, and we 
still couldn’t get it corrected. 

Of course, then Mr. Snowden spoke 
out publicly and pointed that out. 
Since that time, the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence and his representa- 
tives have given these five different ex- 
planations for why that answer was 
given. So that is why you have to ask 
the hard questions. You have to ask 
the hard questions about these issues. 

I see my friend and colleague Senator 
HEINRICH has joined us tonight. I am so 
pleased that he has joined the Intel- 
ligence Committee. Senator HEINRICH 
is one of those Senators who subscribes 
to that view that I just mentioned— 
that it is our job to ask the hard ques- 
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tions. It may be uncomfortable. It is 
not designed in any way to convey dis- 
respect. We see it as our job to ask the 
hard questions. 

I would be interested in my col- 
league’s thoughts with respect to this 
issue and to have him be given a 
chance to participate in this colloquy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
JOHNSON). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. HEINRICH. First, I thank my 
friend from Oregon and I recognize the 
substantial leadership he has shown on 
this issue over the years. Long before I 
came to the Intelligence Committee 
and long before Edward Snowden began 
to steal documents, Senator WYDEN, 
along with Senator Mark Udall and 
others, were doing everything they 
could—without disclosing classified in- 
formation—to shine a light on the fact 
that the U.S. Government was col- 
lecting massive volumes of data on 
millions of law-abiding American citi- 
zens. My friend from Oregon deserves 
our thanks for that leadership. 

Now, after the bulk call data collec- 
tion program was revealed to the pub- 
lic, the government, frankly, defended 
it and defended it vigorously. It took a 
number of months for the intelligence 
community and the rest of the admin- 
istration to take a deep breath and 
really assess whether bulk metadata 
collection was necessary, whether it 
was effective, and to consider whether 
there were other less intrusive, more 
constitutionally grounded ways to ac- 
complish these same goals. 

Starting with the President's Review 
Group on Intelligence and Communica- 
tions Technologies, the administration 
began to agree that ‘‘some of the au- 
thorities that were expanded or created 
in the aftermath of September 11 un- 
duly sacrifice fundamental interests in 
individual liberty, personal privacy, 
and democratic governance.” And they 
recommended changing those authori- 
ties in order to “strike a better balance 
between the competing interests and 
providing for the common defense and 
securing 'the Blessings of Liberty to 
ourselves and our Posterity.” ” 

Following that, multiple efforts have 
been made to update and reform FISA 
and to update and reform the USA PA- 
TRIOT Act. None of those have been 
successful. But now we are forced to 
come to a resolution through a com- 
bination of, frankly, procrastination, 
and, I think, misguided hope that the 
American people would look the other 
way while the government continued 
to vacuum up and store their personal 
information and data as part of a pro- 
gram that even the intelligence com- 
munity acknowledges can be accom- 
plished through less intrusive means. 

I will be honest. The current USA 
FREEDOM Act isn't what I consider 
perfect. For example, I prefer that it 
include strong reform of section 702 
collection, but I accept that cir- 
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cumstances require us to be pragmatic, 
require us to govern and move forward 
and to work with one another in both 
parties to find compromise. That is 
what the USA FREEDOM Act is. It isa 
product of bipartisan compromise. 

That is why it passed the House of 
Representatives by a vote of 338 to 88. 
And let’s be blunt, many of those who 
voted against it didn’t do so because 
they support bulk collection. They did 
so because they want to see section 215 
wither and die in its entirety. That is 
the political reality we face today, and 
we need to accept it rather than de- 
manding a continuation of a program 
that the appeals court has determined 
is illegal. 

Mr. WYDEN. I thank my colleague 
for his statements and would just want 
to explore this a little bit further. I 
hope that those who are following this 
debate understand that my colleague 
from New Mexico is a real rising star in 
the Senate. He and I would like the 
USA FREEDOM Act to go further, and 
we both worked together on legislation 
that would make additional reforms. 
Certainly, our colleagues on the Intel- 
ligence Committee and here in the Sen- 
ate can expect to see us continuing to 
work together to advance these addi- 
tional reforms over the coming months 
and years. For now, the two of us are 
saying we ought to support the USA 
FREEDOM Act and then move on— 
move on to other critical areas. 

I particularly want to see closed 
what is called the backdoor search 
loophole, which my colleague from 
New Mexico talked about. What this 
means, colleagues, is that when you 
are engaged in a lawful search of some- 
one who is a threat overseas, pursuant 
to section 702 of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act, very often 
law-abiding Americans can get swept 
up in this search and have their emails 
looked at. 

This is a problem today, and my view 
is it is likely to be a growing concern 
in the future because, increasingly, 
communications systems around the 
world are becoming globally inte- 
grated, so the amount of emails that 
are reviewed of Americans is likely to 
grow. But we can’t get that change 
here tonight. So, as my colleague from 
New Mexico has mentioned, the USA 
FREEDOM Act would make several 
worthwhile reforms, such as increasing 
transparency, reducing the govern- 
ment's reliance on secret laws. But 
from my perspective, the centerpiece of 
it is ending the bulk collection of 
Americans” information under the PA- 
TRIOT Act. 

I have been trying to close this par- 
ticular loophole for close to a decade 
now. Some of our colleagues have said 
the bulk collection has never been 
abused; that no one's rights have been 
violated. My own view is—and I will 
ask what my colleague thinks—that 
vacuuming up all this information, 
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particularly when databases get vio- 
lated all the time—we have seen his- 
torically instances where there has 
been improper conduct by the govern- 
ment. I believe dragnet surveillance 
violates the rights of millions of our 
people every day. 

Vacuuming up the private phone 
records of millions of Americans with 
no connection to wrongdoing is simply 
a violation of their rights. 

And vacuuming up Americans’ email 
records, which I pointed out before my 
colleague came to the floor—which he 
and our former colleague Senator Udall 
and I battled—is surely a violation of 
the rights of Americans as well. Col- 
leagues, that wouldn’t have been point- 
ed out at all—it wouldn’t have been 
pointed out at all—unless Senator 
Udall and I, with the help of our friend 
from New Mexico, hadn’t been pushing 
back on it. Finally, one day the gov- 
ernment said: Well, we will get rid of it 
because it wasn’t effective. They got 
rid of it because they saw they were 
going to get hard questions, the kinds 
of questions my friend from New Mex- 
ico has been asking. 

Now, with respect to the legality of 
this program, I know my colleague and 
I actually filed a legal brief, along with 
our former colleague Mark Udall, when 
the Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit was examining that program. 
In our brief, it was argued that we were 
able to debunk many of the claims that 
had been made about the effectiveness 
of the program. 

I think it would be helpful if my col- 
league from New Mexico laid out some 
of that analysis here tonight. I would 
ask the Senator from New Mexico to 
begin, and I would encourage him to 
start by addressing the claim that the 
bulk collection of Americans’ phone 
records is essential for stopping ter- 
rorist attacks. My question to my col- 
league is, Is there any evidence, any 
real concrete evidence, to support that 
claim? 

Mr. HEINRICH. I thank my friend 
from Oregon and begin by saying that 
despite what we may have heard from 
talking heads on the Sunday shows and 
on the cable news networks, the answer 
is no. There is simply no evidence to 
support those claims. 

When this mass surveillance was first 
revealed to the public 2 years ago, the 
executive branch initially responded to 
questions like this by claiming that 
various post-9/11 authorities had re- 
sulted in the thwarting of approxi- 
mately ‘‘54 terrorist events in the U.S. 
homeland and abroad.” 

Now, a number of us, including my 
friend from Oregon and my former col- 
league from Colorado, Senator Udall, 
began to pull on that thread to really 
parse down and see just what the exec- 
utive branch was talking about. First, 
of those 54 terrorist events, it turned 
out that only 13 were actually focused 
in the United States. But more impor- 
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tantly, those numbers conflated mul- 
tiple different programs, including au- 
thorities under section 215 and dif- 
ferent authorities under section 702. 

On June 19, 2013, my colleague from 
Oregon and Senator Udall pointed out 
that “it appears that the bulk phone 
records collection program under sec- 
tion 215 of the USA PATRIOT Act 
played little or no role in most of these 
disruptions. Saying that ‘these pro- 
grams’ have disrupted ‘dozens of poten- 
tial terrorist plots’ is misleading if the 
bulk phone records collection program 
is actually providing little or no 
unique value.” 

Of the original 54 instances the exec- 
utive branch pointed to, every one of 
them crumbled under scrutiny. None of 
them actually justified the continued 
existence of the bulk collection pro- 
gram. 

Let me take a moment, with the in- 
dulgence of our colleagues, and read 
what was written by Judge Leon of the 
District Court for the District of Co- 
lumbia, when he ruled in the Klayman 
v. Obama case. This is a little long, but 
I think it is important this be part of 
the official record of this debate. 

Judge Leon writes: 

[T]he Government does not cite a single in- 
stance in which analysis of the NSA's bulk 
metadata collection actually stopped an im- 
minent attack, or otherwise aided the Gov- 
ernment in achieving any objective that was 
time-sensitive in nature. In fact, none of the 
three “recent episodes” cited by the Govern- 
ment that supposedly ‘‘illustrate the role 
that telephony metadata analysis can play 
in preventing and protecting against ter- 
rorist attack” involved any apparent ur- 
gency. 

He continues to write that: 

[In the first example, the FBI learned of a 
terrorist plot still ““in its early stages” and 
investigated that plot before turning to the 
metadata “to ensure that all potential con- 
nections were identified.” []Assistant Direc- 
tor Holley does not say that the metadata 
revealed any new information—much less 
time-sensitive information—that had not al- 
ready come to light in the investigation up 
to that point. 


The judge continues: 


[In the second example, it appears that 
the metadata analysis was used only after 
the terrorist was arrested ‘‘to establish [his] 
foreign ties and put them in context with his 
U.S. based planning efforts.” [JAnd in the 
third, the metadata analysis “revealed a pre- 
viously unknown number for [a] co-con- 
spirator . . . and corroborated his connection 
to [the target of the investigation] as well as 
to other U.S.-based extremists.” 

Continuing to quote Judge Leon: 

[JAgain, there is no indication that these 
revelations were immediately useful or that 
they prevented an impending attack. Assist- 
ant Director Holley even concedes that bulk 
metadata analysis only ‘‘sometimes provides 
information earlier than the FBI’s other in- 
vestigative methods and techniques.”’ 


Finally, Judge Leon writes: 


[Given the limited record before me at 
this point in the litigation—most notably, 
the utter lack of evidence that a terrorist at- 
tack has ever been prevented because of 
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searching the NSA database was faster than 
other investigative tactics—I have serious 
doubts about the efficacy of the metadata 
collection program as a means of conducting 
time-sensitive investigations in cases involv- 
ing imminent threats of terrorism. 

That is where the judge leaves off. 
And I will turn back to the Senator 
from Oregon to address the three cases 
we discussed in more detail in our ami- 
cus brief to the Second Circuit. 

Mr. WYDEN. I thank my colleague. 
The first of these examples—and they 
really are kind of overblown examples 
about the effectiveness of bulk collec- 
tion—is the case of an individual 
named Najibullah Zazi. Mr. Zazi was a 
known terrorism suspect, and a num- 
ber of people have suggested that bulk 
phone records collection was somehow 
essential to stopping him because a 
query of the bulk phone records data- 
base for numbers linked to Mr. Zazi re- 
turned a previously unknown number 
belonging to another terrorism sus- 
pect. 

However, since the government had 
already identified Zazi as a terrorism 
suspect prior to querying the bulk 
phone records database, it had all the 
evidence it needed to obtain the phone 
records of Zazi and his associates using 
an individualized section 215 order or 
other legal authorities. 

In the second case, some have point- 
ed to Mr. Moalin, the San Diego man 
convicted of sending $8,500 to support 
al-Shabaab in Somalia. The intel- 
ligence community has indicated that 
information from the bulk phone 
records database “established a con- 
nection between a phone number 
known to be used by an extremist over- 
seas ... and an unknown San Diego- 
based number” that belonged to Mr. 
Moalin. Yet there are ample existing 
authorities under which the United 
States can conduct surveillance on a 
phone number known to be used by ex- 
tremists overseas and other phone 
numbers in contact with that phone 
number. 

The argument that Mr. Moalin's case 
is an example of a unique value of bulk 
phone records collection is just not ac- 
curate. My view is this is yet another 
case that offers a misleading exaggera- 
tion with respect to the effectiveness of 
bulk phone records collection. 

Finally, several supporters of the 
bulk metadata program have claimed 
that “[ilf we had had [the bulk phone- 
records] program in place at the time 
[of the September 11, 2001 attacks,] we 
would have been able to identify” the 
phone number of one of the hijackers, 
Khalid al-Mihdhar. 

Just as in these other cases, however, 
the record indicates that Mr. Mihdhar’s 
phone number could also have been ob- 
tained by the government using a vari- 
ety of alternate means. Before Sep- 
tember 11, the government was 
surveilling a safe house in Yemen but 
failed to realize that Mr. Mihdhar, who 
was in contact with the safe house, was 
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actually inside the United States. The 
government could have used any num- 
ber of authorities to determine wheth- 
er anyone in our country was in con- 
tact with the safe house it was already 
targeting. It didn't need a record of 
every Americans’ phone calls to estab- 
lish that simple connection. 

Mr. HEINRICH. I wish to expound on 
that point a bit, about the many other 
ways the government can legitimately 
acquire phone records of terrorism sus- 
pects, because I think this is a very im- 
portant point to understand the tools 
that already exist that have been very 
effective and have proven themselves 
over time. 

There are actually a number of legal 
authorities that can get the same in- 
formation without the government col- 
lecting billions of call records—billions 
of call records that, in large part, be- 
long to innocent Americans. 

For example, the Stored Communica- 
tions Act permits the government to 
obtain precisely the same call records 
that are now acquired through bulk 
collection under section 215 when they 
are “relevant and material to an ongo- 
ing criminal investigation.”’ 

Additionally, national security let- 
ters, which I point out do not require a 
court order, can also be used by the 
government to obtain call records for 
intelligence purposes. 

Further, the government can also ac- 
quire telephony metadata on a real- 
time basis by obtaining orders from ei- 
ther regular Federal courts or the FISC 
for the installation of pen registers or 
trap-and-trace devices. 

Finally, individualized orders for 
phone records, as opposed to orders au- 
thorizing broad bulk collection, can 
also be obtained under section 215. 

I think those of us early in this de- 
bate thought that was what was going 
to occur under the PATRIOT Act in the 
first place. But that is what the USA 
FREEDOM Act seeks to require while 
prohibiting the bulk collection of mil- 
lions of personal records. It even in- 
cludes emergency authorization au- 
thority for the government to get 
records prior to getting court approval, 
subject to later court approval, in an 
emergency. 

The government can use any of these 
authorities without any more evidence 
than what is currently required to use 
the bulk phone records database, with 
less impact, I would point out, on the 
privacy interests of millions of inno- 
cent Americans. 

I think at this point the Senator 
from Oregon and I have laid out our 
case as to why this dragnet bulk sur- 
veillance program fails to make our 
country measurably safer and why it 
should end. I am pleased to say that a 
number of people have finally come 
around to our way of thinking on this. 

Mr. WYDEN. I thank my colleague. I 
will wrap up and then give the last 
word to my friend from New Mexico on 
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the subject. He is absolutely right that 
some of the most authoritative leaders 
in our country—experts on terror— 
have reached the same judgment we 
have. I made mention of the Presi- 
dent’s Review Group on Intelligence 
and Communications Technologies, 
and I really would encourage col- 
leagues who are following this debate 
and citizens across the country—that 
report is available online, and it is 
available in our office. Page 104 of that 
report is very explicit. It says that the 
information that would otherwise be 
obtained in collecting all of these 
phone records—millions of phone 
records of law-abiding Americans, peo- 
ple such as Mike Morell, former Acting 
Director of the CIA, and Richard Clark, 
who served in two administrations— 
they said it could have been obtained 
through conventional processes. 

This is a program that is not making 
us safer. And it is not my judgment 
that ought to be the last word; it 
should be that of people like those I 
just quoted. 

The Privacy and Civil Liberties Over- 
sight Board’s report on the telephone 
records program said pretty much the 
same thing: 

[T]he Section 215 program has shown mini- 
mal value in safeguarding the nation from 
terrorism. Based on the information pro- 
vided to the Board, including classified brief- 
ings and documentation, we have not identi- 
fied a single instance involving a threat to 
the United States in which the program 
made a concrete difference in the outcome of 
a counterterrorism investigation. 

I will close by way of saying—and I 
touched on this before my friend from 
New Mexico arrived—I would like to do 
a lot more than I believe is likely to 
happen here quickly in the Senate. I do 
want to see us finally throw in the 
dustbin of history this bulk phone 
records collection program because it 
doesn’t make us safer and it com- 
promises our liberty. But, as I indi- 
cated to my friend from New Mexico, I 
would also like to close this backdoor 
search loophole in the FISA Act, which 
is going to be a bigger problem in the 
days ahead given the evolution of com- 
munications systems and how they 
have become globally integrated. 

I will close by saying that one of the 
most important issues we are going to 
have to tackle in the days ahead is 
going to deal with encryption. 
Encryption, of course, is the encoding 
of data and messages so that they can- 
not be easily read. The reason this will 
be an enormously important issue—and 
my colleague and I have talked about 
this—is because of the NSA overreach, 
the collection of all these phone 
records of law-abiding people. A lot of 
our most innovative, cutting-edge com- 
panies have found their customers rais- 
ing real questions about whether their 
products can be used safely, and a lot 
of the purchasers who buy their prod- 
ucts around the world are saying: 
Maybe we shouldn’t trust them. Maybe 
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we should try to start taking control 
over their servers and have local stor- 
age requirements and that sort of 
thing. So what our companies did, be- 
cause they saw the effect of the over- 
reach by the NSA, was they started to 
use encryption to protect the data and 
messages of the consumers who buy 
their products. 

Most recently, the head of the FBI, 
Mr. Comey, rather than try to come 
back with a solution that protected 
both our privacy and our security, he 
said he was interested in requiring 
companies to build weaknesses into 
their products. Just think about that— 
requiring companies to build weak- 
nesses into their products. So the gov- 
ernment—which, in effect, caused this 
problem with the overreach—in effect, 
rather than trying to find a solution 
that worked for both security and lib- 
erty, said: We will start talking about 
requiring companies to actually build 
weaknesses into their products. 

I and others have pointed out that 
once you do that, hang on to your hat. 
When the good guys have the keys, 
that is one thing, but when companies 
are required to build weaknesses into 
their products, the bad guys are going 
to get the keys in a hurry, too. And 
with all the cyber hacking and the 
risks we already have, we ought to be 
really careful about going where Mr. 
Comey, our FBI Director, has proposed 
to go. 

But that is not for tonight. Tonight 
is not an occasion where we will be 
able to, on a bipartisan basis, close the 
backdoor-search loophole or where we 
will be able to come up with a sensible 
policy with respect to encryption rath- 
er than requiring companies to actu- 
ally build weaknesses in their prod- 
ucts. We will not be able to do that to- 
night. But we will now have a chance 
here in the Senate to take steps that 
have been bipartisan both here in the 
Senate and in the other body, in the 
House of Representatives, to end the 
bulk phone records collection program 
because it doesn’t make us safer and it 
threatens our liberties. 

I always like to close by thinking 
about Ben Franklin, who said that any- 
body who gives up their liberty to have 
security really doesn’t deserve either. 

I am so pleased to have a chance to 
serve with my colleague from New 
Mexico on the Intelligence Committee, 
who is going to be a thoughtful advo- 
cate for these kinds of policies, in my 
view, for many years to come. I thank 
him for his involvement tonight and 
would be happy to give him the last 
word of our colloquy at this time. 

I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. HEINRICH. I thank my friend 
from Oregon. I think he could not have 
chosen a more appropriate way to end 
than to reference what Ben Franklin 
said so many years ago, that great 
quote that “those who would give up 
essential Liberty, to purchase a little 
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temporary Safety, deserve neither Lib- 
erty nor Safety.” 

While many reforms still lie in front 
of us, I think, as we move forward to 
approving the USA FREEDOM Act, we 
move a lot closer to the balance that 
Ben Franklin articulated so well over 
200 years ago. I look forward to work- 
ing with my colleague from Oregon and 
all of our colleagues in achieving that 
balance and standing up for our con- 
stituents. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, we did 
not have to end up here, just hours 
away from the midnight expiration of 
three surveillance authorities, and hav- 
ing just moved to proceed to the USA 
FREEDOM Act. 

I have tried since last year to move 
legislation through the Senate to ad- 
dress these sunsets. In November, Sen- 
ator REID brought the USA FREEDOM 
Act to the floor but the Republican 
leadership of the Senate blocked de- 
bate on it. When they took over the 
Senate, they assured us that they 
would send bills—including this one— 
through appropriate committee proc- 
ess. There were promises that the new 
leadership would not fill the amend- 
ment tree, and would use a transparent 
legislative process. But not one of 
those promises has been fulfilled with 
respect to any legislation dealing with 
the upcoming sunsets. 

Once again this year, I proposed with 
Senator LEE a new version of the USA 
FREEDOM Act. That bill had signifi- 
cant process in the House, where it 
passed by an overwhelming margin ear- 
lier this month. And once again, the bi- 
partisan coalition here in the Senate 
tried to get the bill passed. Two Fri- 
days ago, the Senate Republican lead- 
ership did not allow us to debate the 
bill. 

Tonight, the Senate did the right 
thing by invoking cloture on the mo- 
tion to proceed to the USA FREEDOM 
Act. I am glad to see several Repub- 
licans switched their votes. This is sig- 
nificant progress, but it is late in com- 
ing. 

We should have proceeded to this bill 
two Fridays ago. Had we done so, we 
could have stayed here to do our work, 
considered amendments, and passed the 
bill well in advance of tonight’s sunset. 
Instead, we are hours away from expi- 
ration and just now considering legisla- 
tion that many of us have been work- 
ing on for years. Our intelligence com- 
munity needs predictability and cer- 
tainty, not a manufactured crisis. 

If all Senators cooperate, we can fin- 
ish this bill tonight. We can consider a 
handful of amendments under a time 
agreement, and pass this bill before 
midnight. That would be the respon- 
sible thing to do. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 
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The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
CAPITO). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I know of no further debate on the mo- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion 
to proceed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2048) to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require the 
production of certain business records, con- 
duct electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering for for- 
eign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1449 
(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I have a substitute amendment at the 
desk that I ask the clerk to report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCon- 
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 
1449. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the reading of the amend- 
ment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.””) 

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1450 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1449 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCon- 
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 1450 
to amendment No. 1449. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the amendment be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Strike Sec. 110(a) and insert the following: 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
sections 101 through 103 shall take effect on 
the date that is 12 months after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
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Mr. McCONNELL. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1451 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1450 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I have a second-de- 
gree amendment at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCon- 
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 1451 
to amendment No. 1450. 

The amendment is as follows: 

(Purpose: To improve the amendment) 

At the end, add the following: 

(b) NONEFFECT OF CERTAIN PROVISIONS.— 
Section 401 of this Act, relating to appoint- 
ment of amicus curiae, shall have no force or 
effect. 

SEC. 110A. APPOINTMENT OF AMICUS CURIAE. 

Section 103 (50 U.S.C. 1803) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
sections: 

““(i) AMICUS CURIAE.— 

““(1) AUTHORIZATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) is authorized, con- 
sistent with the requirement of subsection 
(c) and any other statutory requirement that 
the court act expeditiously or within a stat- 
ed time— 

““(A) to appoint amicus curiae to— 

“(i) assist the court in the consideration of 
any application for an order or review that, 
in the opinion of the court, presents a novel 
or significant interpretation of the law; or 

““(ii) provide technical expertise in any in- 
stance the court considers appropriate; or 

““(B) upon motion, to permit an individual 
or organization leave to file an amicus cu- 
riae brief. 

“*(2) DESIGNATION.—The courts established 
by subsection (a) and (b) shall each designate 
1 or more individuals who may be appointed 
to serve as amicus curiae and who are deter- 
mined to be eligible for access to classified 
national security information necessary to 
participate in matters before such courts (if 
such access is necessary for participation in 
the matters for which they may be ap- 
pointed). In appointing an amicus curiae pur- 
suant to paragraph (1), the court may choose 
from among those so designated. 

‘(3) EXPERTISE.—An individual appointed 
as an amicus curiae under paragraph (1) may 
be an individual who possesses expertise on 
privacy and civil liberties, intelligence col- 
lection, communications technology, or any 
other area that may lend legal or technical 
expertise to the court. 

‘(4) DUTIES.—An amicus curiae appointed 
under paragraph (1) to assist with the consid- 
eration of a covered matter shall carry out 
the duties assigned by the appointing court. 
That court may authorize the amicus curiae 
to review any application, certification, peti- 
tion, motion, or other submission that the 
court determines is relevant to the duties as- 
signed by the court. 

‘(5) NOTIFICATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) shall notify the 
Attorney General of each exercise of the au- 
thority to appoint an amicus curiae under 
paragraph (1). 

““(6) ASSISTANCE.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may request and 
receive (including on a non-reimbursable 
basis) the assistance of the executive branch 
in the implementation of this subsection. 
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““(7) ADMINISTRATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may provide for 
the designation, appointment, removal, 
training, or other support of an amicus cu- 
riae appointed under paragraph (1) in a man- 
ner that is not inconsistent with this sub- 
section. 

‘(j) REVIEW OF FISA COURT DECISIONS.— 
Following issuance of an order under this 
Act, a court established under subsection (a) 
shall certify for review to the court estab- 
lished under subsection (b) any question of 
law that may affect resolution of the matter 
in controversy that the court determines 
warrants such review because of a need for 
uniformity or because consideration by the 
court established under subsection (b) would 
serve the interests of justice. Upon certifi- 
cation of a question of law under this sub- 
section, the court established under sub- 
section (b) may give binding instructions or 
require the entire record to be sent up for de- 
cision of the entire matter in controversy. 

““(k) REVIEW OF FISA COURT OF REVIEW DE- 
CISIONS.— 

““(1) CERTIFICATION.—For purposes of sec- 
tion 1254(2) of title 28, United States Code, 
the court of review established under sub- 
section (b) shall be considered to be a court 
of appeals. 

‘(2) AMICUS CURIAE BRIEFING.—Upon cer- 
tification of an application under paragraph 
(1), the Supreme Court of the United States 
may appoint an amicus curiae designated 
under subsection (i)(3), or any other person, 
to provide briefing or other assistance.”. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1452 

Mr. McCONNELL. I have an amend- 
ment to the text proposed to be strick- 
en. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCon- 
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 1452 
to the language proposed to be stricken by 
amendment No. 1449. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under “Text of Amendments.””) 

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1453 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1452 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I have a second-de- 
gree amendment at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCon- 
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 1453 
to amendment No. 1452. 

The amendment is as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol- 
lowing: 

“This Act shall take effect 1 day after the 
date of enactment.” 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I have a cloture motion at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo- 
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
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Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on H.R. 2048, 
an act to reform the authorities of the Fed- 
eral Government to require the production of 
certain business records, conduct electronic 
surveillance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of infor- 
mation gathering for foreign intelligence, 
counterterrorism, and criminal purposes, 
and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Ron 
Johnson, Dean Heller, Steve Daines, 
Cory Gardner, Johnny Isakson, Richard 
Burr, Tim Scott, James Lankford, Jeff 
Flake, Mike Lee, Lisa Murkowski, 
John Barrasso, Thom Tillis, Chuck 
Grassley, Richard C. Shelby. 


EE 


NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2016—MOTION TO PROCEED 


Mr. McCONNELL. I move to proceed 
to H.R. 1735. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 99, H.R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and 
for other purposes. 

CLOTURE MOTION 


Mr. McCONNELL. I send a cloture 
motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo- 
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo- 
tion to proceed to H.R. 1785, an act to au- 
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and for de- 
fense activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, John McCain, Lindsey 
Graham, Kelly Ayotte, Jeff Sessions, 
Shelley Moore Capito, Joni Ernst, Deb 
Fischer, Thom Tillis, Roger F. Wicker, 
Tom Cotton, Dan Sullivan, Mike 
Rounds, James M. Inhofe, John Cor- 
nyn, Mike Lee, Cory Gardner. 


EE 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 


Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, my 
heart and the hearts of my entire fam- 
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ily go out to Vice President JOE BIDEN 
and his family on the tragic loss of his 
son, Beau Biden. 

As a mother of children about Beau’s 
age I know that this is the age when 
our children are coming fully into their 
own and Beau Biden was already there. 

He was a skilled attorney general, a 
promising candidate for Governor, and 
above all an extraordinarily loving 
family member. 

The Vice President has suffered too 
many losses in his lifetime and each 
one has cut deep. I hope he knows that 
all of us who love him are praying that 
his faith and the deep love of his family 
will see him through this tragic loss. 

I know the people of California join 
me in sending the deepest condolences 
to the Biden family. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


TRIBUTE TO C. EDWARD BROWN 


e Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
wish to recognize C. Edward “Ed” 
Brown, FACHE, on his election to the 
American Medical Group Association’s 
Policy Hall of Fame. Ed has a long 
track record in Iowa and Washington 
as a leading advocate in health care 
policy reform. He also served in numer- 
ous leadership roles at the American 
Medical Group Association, chairing 
its public policy committee for 4 years 
and serving as chairman of its board. 

Mr. Brown has had a distinguished 
career in health care in Iowa, where he 
has served for the last 21 years as chief 
executive officer of the Iowa Clinic, a 
multispecialty group practice in Des 
Moines. The Iowa Clinic is the largest 
physician-owned multispecialty group 
in central Iowa, with nearly 200 physi- 
cians and health care providers prac- 
ticing in 40 specialties. The clinic 
serves a population area of 1.1 million, 
averaging 400,000 patient visits each 
year. 

Ed has a long list of achievements in 
delivering cutting edge, quality-fo- 
cused health care to the benefit of 
Iowans, and his achievements include 
the Iowa Clinic’s adoption of electronic 
medical records and information tech- 
nology systems. He holds a bachelor’s 
degree in nursing from the University 
of Evansville and a master’s degree in 
health administration from Wash- 
ington University in St. Louis. Also, he 
is a fellow of the American College of 
Healthcare Executives, with more than 
30 years of experience in executive and 
senior levels of health care manage- 
ment. 

As an advocate for multispecialty 
medical groups and AMGA, Ed has been 
a leader in promoting a model of care 
delivery and an organization that rep- 
resents some of the Nation’s highest 
quality and most prestigious health 
care delivery systems. It is wonderful 
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to see someone with such a distin- 
guished health care record in Iowa rec- 
ognized at the national level as a dedi- 
cated leader who is committed to im- 
proving health care at such an impor- 
tant time for our Nation’s health care 
delivery system. 

Ed’s voice has been an invaluable 
contribution to the health care debate 
in this country, and I congratulate him 
on this deserved recognition for his 
countless achievements in the public 
policy realm. e 


ee 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURMENT 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate on January 6, 2015, the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, on May 26, 2015, 
during the adjournment of the Senate, 
received a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing that the 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. HARRIS) has 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

H.R. 1690. An act to designate the United 
States courthouse located at 700 Grant 
Street in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, as the 
“Joseph F. Weis Jr. United States Court- 
house”. 

H.R. 2353. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 

The enrolled bills were subsequently 
signed by the acting President pro tem- 
pore (Mr. BLUNT). 


— A 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. VITTER: 

S. 1470. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Act to provide additional assistance to small 
business concerns for disaster recovery, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 


Ee 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. COL- 
LINS, Ms. CANTWELL, and Ms. 
AYOTTE): 

S. Res. 188. A resolution expressing appre- 
ciation of the goals of American Craft Beer 
Week and commending the small and inde- 
pendent craft brewers of the United States; 
considered and agreed to. 


— 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 188—EX- 
PRESSING APPRECIATION OF 
THE GOALS OF AMERICAN 


CRAFT BEER WEEK AND COM- 
MENDING THE SMALL AND INDE- 
PENDENT CRAFT BREWERS OF 
THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Ms. CoOL- 
LINS, Ms. CANTWELL, and Ms. AYOTTE) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 
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S. RES. 188 


Whereas American Craft Beer Week is cele- 
brated annually in breweries, brew pubs, res- 
taurants, and beer stores by craft brewers, 
home brewers, and beer enthusiasts nation- 
wide; 

Whereas in 2015, American Craft Beer Week 
is celebrated from May 11 to May 17; 

Whereas craft brewers are a vibrant affir- 
mation and expression of the entrepreneurial 
traditions of the United States, operating as 
community-based small businesses, pro- 
viding employment for 115,000 full- and part- 
time workers, and generating annually more 
than $3,000,000,000 in wages and benefits; 

Whereas the United States has craft brew- 
ers in every State and more than 3,500 craft 
breweries nationwide, each producing fewer 
than 6,000,000 barrels of beer annually; 

Whereas in 2014, 615 new breweries opened 
in the United States, creating jobs and im- 
proving economic conditions in communities 
across the United States; 

Whereas in 2014, craft breweries in the 
United States produced more than 22,000,000 
barrels of beer, which is 3,300,000 more bar- 
rels than craft breweries produced in 2013; 

Whereas the craft brewers of the United 
States now export more than 383,000 barrels 
of beer and are establishing new markets 
abroad, which creates more domestic jobs to 
meet the growing international demand for 
craft beer from the United States; 

Whereas the craft brewers of the United 
States support United States agriculture by 
purchasing barley, malt, and hops that are 
grown, processed, and distributed in the 
United States; 

Whereas the craft brewers of the United 
States produce more than 100 distinct styles 
of flavorful beers, including many sought- 
after new and unique styles ranging from 
smoked porters to pumpkin peach ales that— 

(1) contribute to a favorable balance of 
trade by reducing United States dependence 
on imported beers; 

(2) support United States exports; and 

(3) promote United States tourism; 

Whereas craft beers from the United States 
consistently win international quality and 
taste awards; 

Whereas the craft brewers of the United 
States strive to educate the people of the 
United States who are of legal drinking age 
about the differences in beer flavor, aroma, 
color, alcohol content, body, and other com- 
plex variables, the gastronomic qualities of 
beer, beer history, and historical brewing 
traditions dating back to colonial times and 
earlier; 

Whereas the craft brewers of the United 
States champion the message of responsible 
enjoyment to their customers and work 
within their communities and the industry 
to prevent alcohol abuse and underage drink- 
ing; 

Whereas the craft brewers of the United 
States are frequently involved in local com- 
munities through philanthropy, vol- 
unteerism, and sponsorship opportunities, 
including parent-teacher associations, Jun- 
ior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps 
(JROTC), hospitals for children, chambers of 
commerce, humane societies, rescue squads, 
athletic teams, and disease research; 

Whereas the craft brewers of the United 
States are fully vested in the future success, 
health, welfare, and vitality of their commu- 
nities as local employers who provide a di- 
verse array of quality local jobs that will not 
be outsourced, who contribute to the local 
tax base; and who keep money in the United 
States by reinvesting in their businesses; 
and 
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Whereas increased Federal, State, and 
local support of craft brewing is important 
to fostering the continued growth of an in- 
dustry of the United States that creates 
jobs, greatly benefits local economies, and 
brings international accolades to small busi- 
nesses in the United States: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the United States Senate— 

(1) appreciates the goals of American Craft 
Beer Week, established by the Brewers Asso- 
ciation, which represents the small craft 
brewers of the United States; 

(2) recognizes the significant contributions 
of the craft brewers of the United States to 
the economy and to the communities in 
which the craft brewers are located; and 

(3) commends the craft brewers of the 
United States for providing jobs, supporting 
United States agriculture, improving the 
balance of trade, and educating the people of 
the United States and beer lovers around the 
world about the history and culture of beer 
while promoting the legal and responsible 
consumption of beer. 


Se 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 1441. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
to reform the authorities of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to require the production of certain 
business records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and trace 
devices, and use other forms of information 
gathering for foreign intelligence, counter- 
terrorism, and criminal purposes, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1442. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1448. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1444. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1445. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1446. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1447. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1448. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1449. Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself and 
Mr. BURR) proposed an amendment to the 
bill H.R. 2048, supra. 

SA 1450. Mr. McCONNELL proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 1449 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself and Mr. 
BURR) to the bill H.R. 2048, supra. 

SA 1451. Mr. MCCONNELL proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 1450 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL to the amendment SA 
1449 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself 
and Mr. BURR) to the bill H.R. 2048, supra. 

SA 1452. Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself and 
Mr. BURR) proposed an amendment to the 
bill H.R. 2048, supra. 
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SA 1453. Mr. MCCONNELL proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 1452 proposed 
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself and Mr. 
BURR) to the bill H.R. 2048, supra. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1441. Mr. PAUL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 4, strike line 20 and all that fol- 
lows through page 5, line 4, and insert the 
following: 
protect against international terrorism, a 
statement of facts showing that there is 
probable cause to believe that— 

““(i) the call detail records sought to be 
produced based on the specific selection term 
required under subparagraph (A) are relevant 
to such investigation; and 

““(ii) such specific selection term 


SA 1442. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2048, to reform the 
authorities of the Federal Government 
to require the production of certain 
business records, conduct electronic 
surveillance, use pen registers and trap 
and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 29, line 6, strike the quotation 
marks and the second period and insert the 
following: 

“(iii) LIMITATION TO ACTS OF TERRORISM 
AND ESPIONAGE.—Notwithstanding clauses (i) 
and (ii), no information obtained or evidence 
derived from a part of certification or proce- 
dure relating to which the Court orders a 
correction of a deficiency under subpara- 
graph (B) shall be disclosed in a criminal 
case by the Government unless the defendant 
is charged with an act of espionage under 
chapter 37 of title 18, United States Code, or 
an act of terrorism (as defined under section 
3077 of title 18, United States Code).”. 


SA 1443. Mr. PAUL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
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SEC. 


. REQUIREMENT OF NOTICE TO DE- 

FENDANTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE.—Section 106 
(50 U.S.C. 1806) is amended by striking sub- 
sections (c) and (d) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c)I1) Whenever the Government initiates 
a proceeding in or before any court, depart- 
ment, officer, agency, regulatory body, or 
other authority of the United States against 
a person, the Government shall notify the 
person and the court or authority of— 

““(A) each title of this Act the Government 
relied on to obtain the communications of 
the person or information about the commu- 
nications or activities of the person, which 
contributed in any manner to the investiga- 
tion of the person; and 

““(B) each type of communication or infor- 
mation obtained under this Act, as described 
in the order or directive relied upon to ob- 
tain the communication or information. 

(2) The Government shall provide the no- 
tification required under paragraph (1) be- 
fore or within a reasonable time after the 
commencement of the proceeding. 

“(d) The notification requirement under 
subsection (c) shall apply to any State or po- 
litical subdivision thereof whenever the 
State or political subdivision initiates a pro- 
ceeding in or before any court, department, 
officer, agency, regulatory body, or other au- 
thority of the State or political subdivision 
against a person, in the same manner such 
subsection applies to the Government in con- 
nection with a proceeding against a person.”. 

(2) PHYSICAL SEARCHES.—Section 305 (50 
U.S.C. 1825) is amended by striking sub- 
sections (d) and (e) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(d)(1) Whenever the Government initiates 
a proceeding in or before any court, depart- 
ment, officer, agency, regulatory body, or 
other authority of the United States against 
a person, the Government shall notify the 
person and the court or authority of— 

““(A) each title of this Act the Government 
relied on to obtain the communications of 
the person or information about the commu- 
nications or activities of the person, which 
contributed in any manner to the investiga- 
tion of the person; and 

““(B) each type of communication or infor- 
mation obtained under this Act, as described 
in the order or directive relied upon to ob- 
tain the communication or information. 

“*(2) The Government shall provide the no- 
tification required under paragraph (1) be- 
fore or within a reasonable time after the 
commencement of the proceeding. 

““(e) The notification requirement under 
subsection (d) shall apply to any State or po- 
litical subdivision thereof whenever the 
State or political subdivision initiates a pro- 
ceeding in or before any court, department, 
officer, agency, regulatory body, or other au- 
thority of the State or political subdivision 
against a person, in the same manner such 
subsection applies to the Government in con- 
nection with a proceeding against a person.”. 

(3) PEN REGISTER AND TRAP AND TRACE DE- 
VICES.—Section 405 (50 U.S.C. 1845) is amend- 
ed by striking subsections (c) and (d) and in- 
serting the following: 

“(c)I1) Whenever the Government initiates 
a proceeding in or before any court, depart- 
ment, officer, agency, regulatory body, or 
other authority of the United States against 
a person, the Government shall notify the 
person and the court or authority of— 

““(A) each title of this Act the Government 
relied on to obtain the communications of 
the person or information about the commu- 
nications or activities of the person, which 
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contributed in any manner to the investiga- 
tion of the person; and 

““(B) each type of communication or infor- 
mation obtained under this Act, as described 
in the order or directive relied upon to ob- 
tain the communication or information. 

“*(2) The Government shall provide the no- 
tification required under paragraph (1) be- 
fore or within a reasonable time after the 
commencement of the proceeding. 

‘“(d) The notification requirement under 
subsection (c) shall apply to any State or po- 
litical subdivision thereof whenever the 
State or political subdivision initiates a pro- 
ceeding in or before any court, department, 
officer, agency, regulatory body, or other au- 
thority of the State or political subdivision 
against a person, in the same manner such 
subsection applies to the Government in con- 
nection with a proceeding against a person.”. 

(b) TANGIBLE THINGS.—Section 501 (50 
U.S.C. 1861), as amended by section 107 of 
this Act, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘*(1) SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE.— 

‘*(1) MOTION TO SUPPRESS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Any person against 
whom evidence obtained or derived from the 
production of tangible things under this title 
is to be, or has been, introduced or otherwise 
used or disclosed in any trial, hearing, or 
other proceeding in or before any court, de- 
partment, officer, agency, regulatory body, 
or other authority of the United States, a 
State, or a political subdivision thereof, may 
move to suppress the evidence obtained or 
derived from the production of the commu- 
nications of the person or information about 
the communications or activities of the per- 
son on the grounds that— 

““(i) the information was unlawfully ac- 
quired; or 

““(ii) the production was not made in ac- 
cordance with an order of authorization or 
approval. 

““(B) TIMING.—A motion described in sub- 
paragraph (A) shall be made before the trial, 
hearing, or other proceeding commences, un- 
less there was no opportunity to make such 
a motion or the person was not aware of the 
grounds of the motion. 

“*(2) IN CAMERA AND EX PARTE REVIEW BY 
COURT.— 

“(A) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘covered circumstance’ means— 

“(i) that— 

““(D) a court or authority receives a notice 
under subsection (c) or (d) of section 106, sub- 
section (d) or (e) of section 305, or subsection 
(c) or (d) of section 405 that relates to the 
production of tangible things under this 
title; 

““(II) a motion is made under paragraph (1) 
of this subsection; or 

“(III) a motion or request is made by a per- 
son under any other statute or rule of the 
United States or any State before a court or 
authority of the United States or any State 
to— 

““(aa) discover or obtain applications or or- 
ders or other materials relating to the pro- 
duction of tangible things under this title; or 

““(bb) discover, obtain, or suppress evidence 
or information obtained or derived from the 
production of tangible things under this 
title; and 

“(ii) that the Attorney General files an af- 
fidavit under oath that disclosure or an ad- 
versary hearing would harm the national se- 
curity of the United States. 

“(B) AUTHORITY.—In a covered cir- 
cumstance, the applicable district court of 
the United States, or if notice is given to or 
the motion is made before another author- 
ity, the district court of the United States in 
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the same judicial district as the authority, 
shall review in camera and ex parte the ap- 
plication, order, and such other materials re- 
lating to the production of tangible things 
under this title as may be necessary to de- 
termine whether the production was lawfully 
authorized and conducted. 

““(C) DISCLOSURE.—In making a determina- 
tion under subparagraph (B), the court may 
disclose to the applicable person, under ap- 
propriate security procedures and protective 
orders, portions of the application, order, or 
other materials relating to the production 
only if such disclosure would aid the court in 
making an accurate determination of the le- 
gality of the surveillance. 

(3) SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE; DENIAL OF 
MOTION.—If a district court of the United 
States determines under paragraph (2) that 
the production of tangible things under this 
title was not lawfully authorized or con- 
ducted, the court shall, in accordance with 
the requirements of law, suppress the evi- 
dence which was unlawfully obtained or de- 
rived from the production or otherwise grant 
the motion of the movant. If the court deter- 
mines that the production was lawfully au- 
thorized and conducted, it shall deny the mo- 
tion of the movant except to the extent that 
due process requires discovery or disclosure. 

“(4) FINALITY OF ORDERS.—An order grant- 
ing a motion or request under paragraph (3), 
a determination under this subsection that 
the production of tangible things under this 
title was not lawfully authorized or con- 
ducted, and an order of a district court of the 
United States requiring review or granting 
disclosure of an application, order, or other 
material relating to the production of tan- 
gible things under this title shall be a final 
order and binding upon all courts of the 
United States and the several States, except 
a United States court of appeals and the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

““(5) DESTRUCTION OF UNLAWFULLY OBTAINED 
EVIDENCE.—If a district court of the United 
States determines under paragraph (2) that 
the production of tangible things under this 
title was not lawfully authorized or con- 
ducted, the determination is a final order 
under paragraph (4), and the district court 
finds there is no reason to believe that de- 
struction may endanger the national secu- 
rity of the United States, interfere with a 
criminal, counterterrorism, or counterintel- 
ligence investigation, interfere with diplo- 
matic relations, or endanger the life or phys- 
ical safety of any person, the Government 
shall destroy all copies of the tangible things 
produced under this title in the possession of 
the Government by not later than 30 days 
after the date of issuance of the final court 
order.”. 


SA 1444. Mr. PAUL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 17, line 4, strike “an electronic” 
and all that follows through “Code)” on line 
9 and insert “a corporation or other legal en- 
tity”. 
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SA 1445. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2048, to reform the 
authorities of the Federal Government 
to require the production of certain 
business records, conduct electronic 
surveillance, use pen registers and trap 
and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign 
intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC.  . COURT APPROVAL FOR NATIONAL SE- 
CURITY LETTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2709(b) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“REQUIRED CERTIFICATION” and inserting 
“REQUEST UPON AUTHORIZATION BY COURT”; 
and 

(2) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “The Director” and inserting “If 
authorized by an order of a Federal court 
(other than the court established under sec- 
tion 103(a) of the Foreign Intelligence Sur- 
veillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1803(a))), the 
Director”. 

(b) RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 
1978.—Section 1114(a)(5)(A) of the Right to 
Financial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 
3414(a)(5)(A)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: ‘‘A certification may only 
be made under this subparagraph if author- 
ized by an order of a Federal court (other 
than the court established under section 
103(a) of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1803(a,))).”. 

(c) FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT.—The Fair 
Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681 et seq.) 
is amended— 

(1) in section 626 (15 U.S.C. 1681u)— 

(A) in subsection (a), in the second sen- 
tence, by inserting “if authorized by an 
order of a Federal court (other than the 
court established under section 103(a) of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1803(a))) and” after “The Director 
or the Director's designee may make such a 
certification only”; and 

(B) in subsection (b), in the second sen- 
tence, by inserting ‘“‘if authorized by an 
order of a Federal court (other than the 
court established under section 103(a) of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1803(a))) and” after “The Director 
or the Director’s designee may make such a 
certification only””; and 

(2) in section 627(b) (15 U.S.C. 1681v(b))— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“FORM OF” and inserting “REQUIREMENTS 
FOR”; and 

(B) by striking “described in subsection (a) 
shall be signed” and inserting the following: 
“described in subsection (a)— 

“(1) may only be made if authorized by an 
order of a Federal court (other than the 
court established under section 103(a) of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1808(a))); and 

**(2) shall be signed”. 


SA 1446. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 2048, to reform the 
authorities of the Federal Government 
to require the production of certain 
business records, conduct electronic 
surveillance, use pen registers and trap 
and trace devices, and use other forms 
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of information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 


SEC. . FOURTH AMENDMENT PRESERVA- 


TION AND PROTECTION. 


(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “Fourth Amendment Preserva- 
tion and Protection Act of 2015”. 


(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that the 
right under the Fourth Amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States of the peo- 
ple to be secure in their persons, houses, pa- 
pers, and effects against unreasonable 
searches and seizures is violated when the 
Federal Government or a State or local gov- 
ernment acquires information voluntarily 
relinquished by a person to another party for 
a limited business purpose without the ex- 
press informed consent of the person to the 
specific request by the Federal Government 
or a State or local government or a warrant, 
upon probable cause, supported by oath or 
affirmation, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
“system of records” means any group of 
records from which information is retrieved 
by the name of the individual or by some 
identifying number, symbol, or other identi- 
fying particular associated with the indi- 
vidual. 


(d) PROHIBITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the Federal Government and a 
State or local government may not obtain or 
seek to obtain information relating to an in- 
dividual or group of individuals held by a 
third party in a system of records, and no 
such information shall be admissible in a 
criminal prosecution in a court of law. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—The Federal Government 
or a State or local government may obtain, 
and a court may admit, information relating 
to an individual held by a third party in a 
system of records if— 

(A) the individual whose name or identi- 
fication information the Federal Govern- 
ment or State or local government is using 
to access the information provides express 
and informed consent to the search; or 

(B) the Federal Government or State or 
local government obtains a warrant, upon 
probable cause, supported by oath or affir- 
mation, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


SA 1447. Mr. PAUL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
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SEC. . CLARIFICATION ON PROHIBITION ON 
SEARCHING OF COLLECTIONS OF 
COMMUNICATIONS TO CONDUCT 
WARRANTLESS SEARCHES FOR THE 
COMMUNICATIONS OF UNITED 
STATES PERSONS. 

Section 702(b) of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1881a(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E), respec- 
tively, and indenting such subparagraphs, as 
so redesignated, an additional two ems from 
the left margin; 

(2) by striking “An acquisition” and in- 
serting the following: 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An acquisition”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) CLARIFICATION ON PROHIBITION ON 
SEARCHING OF COLLECTIONS OF COMMUNICA- 
TIONS OF UNITED STATES PERSONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), no officer or employee of 
the United States may conduct a search of a 
collection of communications acquired under 
this section in an effort to find communica- 
tions of a particular United States person 
(other than a corporation). 

““(B) CONCURRENT AUTHORIZATION AND EX- 
CEPTION FOR EMERGENCY SITUATIONS.—Sub- 
paragraph (A) shall not apply to a search for 
communications related to a particular 
United States person if— 

““(i) such United States person is the sub- 
ject of an order or emergency authorization 
authorizing electronic surveillance or phys- 
ical search under section 105, 304, 703, 704, or 
705 of this Act, or under title 18, United 
States Code, for the effective period of that 
order; 

““(1i) the entity carrying out the search has 
a reasonable belief that the life or safety of 
such United States person is threatened and 
the information is sought for the purpose of 
assisting that person; or 

““(iii) such United States person has con- 
sented to the search.”. 


SA 1448. Mr. PAUL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . PROHIBITION ON DATA SECURITY VUL- 
NERABILITY MANDATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), no agency may mandate that 
a manufacturer, developer, or seller of cov- 
ered products design or alter the security 
functions in its product or service to allow 
the surveillance of any user of such product 
or service, or to allow the physical search of 
such product, by any agency. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to mandates authorized under the 
Communications Assistance for Law En- 
forcement Act (47 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.). 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

(1) the term “agency” has the meaning 
given the term in section 3502 of title 44, 
United States Code; and 

(2) the term “covered product” means any 
computer hardware, computer software, or 
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electronic device that is made available to 
the general public. 


SA 1449. Mr. MCCONNELL (for him- 
self and Mr. BURR) proposed an amend- 
ment to the bill H.R. 2048, to reform 
the authorities of the Federal Govern- 
ment to require the production of cer- 
tain business records, conduct elec- 
tronic surveillance, use pen registers 
and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering 
for foreign intelligence, counterter- 
rorism, and criminal purposes, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the “Uniting and Strengthening America by 

Fulfilling Rights and Ensuring Effective Dis- 

cipline Over Monitoring Act of 2015” or the 

“USA FREEDOM Act of 2015”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

1. Short title; table of contents. 

2. Amendments to the Foreign Intelligence 

Surveillance Act of 1978. 

TITLE I—FISA BUSINESS RECORDS 
REFORMS 

Additional requirements for call detail 
records. 

Emergency authority. 

Prohibition on bulk collection of tan- 
gible things. 

Judicial review. 

Liability protection. 

Compensation for assistance. 

Notice to the Attorney General on 
changes in retention of call de- 
tail records. 

Definitions. 

Inspector General reports on business 
records orders. 

110. Effective date. 

111. Rule of construction. 

TITLE II—FISA PEN REGISTER AND 
TRAP AND TRACE DEVICE REFORM 

201. Prohibition on bulk collection. 

202. Privacy procedures. 

TITLE IN—FISA ACQUISITIONS TAR- 
GETING PERSONS OUTSIDE THE 
UNITED STATES REFORMS 

301. Limits on use of unlawfully obtained in- 
formation. 

TITLE IV—FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
SURVEILLANCE COURT REFORMS 

401. Appointment of amicus curiae. 

402. Declassification of decisions, orders, and 
opinions. 

TITLE V—NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER 

REFORM 

501. Prohibition on bulk collection. 

502. Limitations on disclosure of national se- 
curity letters. 

503. Judicial review. 

TITLE VI—FISA TRANSPARENCY AND 

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

601. Additional reporting on orders requiring 
production of business records; 
business records compliance re- 
ports to Congress. 

602. Annual reports by the Government. 

603. Public reporting by persons subject to 
FISA orders. 

604. Reporting requirements for decisions, or- 
ders, and opinions of the For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court and the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Court of 
Review. 

605. Submission of reports under FISA. 


101. 


102. 
103. 


104. 
105. 
106. 
107. 


108. 
109. 


May 31, 2015 


TITLE VII—ENHANCED NATIONAL 
SECURITY PROVISIONS 
Emergencies involving non-United 
States persons. 
702. Preservation of treatment of non-United 
States persons traveling out- 
side the United States as agents 
of foreign powers. 
703. Improvement to investigations of inter- 
national proliferation of weap- 
ons of mass destruction. 
704. Increase in penalties for material sup- 
port of foreign terrorist organi- 
zations. 
705. Sunsets. 
TITLE VIN—SAFETY OF MARITIME NAVI- 
GATION AND NUCLEAR TERRORISM 
CONVENTIONS IMPLEMENTATION 
Subtitle A—Safety of Maritime Navigation 
801. Amendment to section 2280 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

New section 2280a of title 18, United 
States Code. 

Amendments to section 2281 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

New section 228la of title 18, United 
States Code. 

805. Ancillary measure. 

Subtitle B—Prevention of Nuclear Terrorism 

811. New section 2332i of title 18, United 
States Code. 

812. Amendment to section 831 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE FOREIGN INTEL- 

LIGENCE SURVEILLANCE ACT OF 
1978. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or re- 
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or a repeal of, a section or other provi- 
sion, the reference shall be considered to be 
made to a section or other provision of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

TITLE I—FISA BUSINESS RECORDS 
REFORMS 
SEC. 101. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CALL 
DETAIL RECORDS. 

(a) APPLICATION. —Section 
U.S.C. 1861(b)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 

(A) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 
striking “a statement” and inserting ‘‘in the 
case of an application other than an applica- 
tion described in subparagraph (C) (including 
an application for the production of call de- 
tail records other than in the manner de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C)), a statement”; 
and 

(B) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (D), respec- 
tively; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) (as 
so redesignated) the following new subpara- 
graph: 

““(C) in the case of an application for the 
production on an ongoing basis of call detail 
records created before, on, or after the date 
of the application relating to an authorized 
investigation (other than a threat assess- 
ment) conducted in accordance with sub- 
section (a)(2) to protect against inter- 
national terrorism, a statement of facts 
showing that— 

“(i) there are reasonable grounds to believe 
that the call detail records sought to be pro- 
duced based on the specific selection term 
required under subparagraph (A) are relevant 
to such investigation; and 

“(ii) there is a reasonable, articulable sus- 
picion that such specific selection term is as- 
sociated with a foreign power engaged in 


701. 


802. 
803. 
804. 


501(b)(2) (50 
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international terrorism or activities in prep- 
aration therefor, or an agent of a foreign 
power engaged in international terrorism or 
activities in preparation therefor; and’’. 

(b) ORDER.—Section 501(c)(2) (50 U.S.C. 
1861(c)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘“(F) in the case of an application described 
in subsection (b)(2)(C), shall— 

““(i) authorize the production on a daily 
basis of call detail records for a period not to 
exceed 180 days; 

““(ii) provide that an order for such produc- 
tion may be extended upon application under 
subsection (b) and the judicial finding under 
paragraph (1) of this subsection; 

““(iii) provide that the Government may re- 
quire the prompt production of a first set of 
call detail records using the specific selec- 
tion term that satisfies the standard re- 
quired under subsection (b)(2)(C)(ii); 

““(iv) provide that the Government may re- 
quire the prompt production of a second set 
of call detail records using session-identi- 
fying information or a telephone calling card 
number identified by the specific selection 
term used to produce call detail records 
under clause (iii); 

““(v) provide that, when produced, such 
records be in a form that will be useful to 
the Government; 

““(vi) direct each person the Government 
directs to produce call detail records under 
the order to furnish the Government forth- 
with all information, facilities, or technical 
assistance necessary to accomplish the pro- 
duction in such a manner as will protect the 
secrecy of the production and produce a min- 
imum of interference with the services that 
such person is providing to each subject of 
the production; and 

““(vii) direct the Government to— 

“(D adopt minimization procedures that 
require the prompt destruction of all call de- 
tail records produced under the order that 
the Government determines are not foreign 
intelligence information; and 

“(II) destroy all call detail records pro- 
duced under the order as prescribed by such 
procedures.”. 

SEC. 102. EMERGENCY AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(i) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY FOR PRODUC- 
TION OF TANGIBLE THINGS.— 

“(1) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this section, the Attorney General may re- 
quire the emergency production of tangible 
things if the Attorney General— 

““(A) reasonably determines that an emer- 
gency situation requires the production of 
tangible things before an order authorizing 
such production can with due diligence be 
obtained; 

““(B) reasonably determines that the fac- 
tual basis for the issuance of an order under 
this section to approve such production of 
tangible things exists; 

““(C) informs, either personally or through 
a designee, a judge having jurisdiction under 
this section at the time the Attorney Gen- 
eral requires the emergency production of 
tangible things that the decision has been 
made to employ the authority under this 
subsection; and 

““(D) makes an application in accordance 
with this section to a judge having jurisdic- 
tion under this section as soon as prac- 
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ticable, but not later than 7 days after the 
Attorney General requires the emergency 
production of tangible things under this sub- 
section. 

“(2) If the Attorney General requires the 
emergency production of tangible things 
under paragraph (1), the Attorney General 
shall require that the minimization proce- 
dures required by this section for the 
issuance of a judicial order be followed. 

“*(3) In the absence of a judicial order ap- 
proving the production of tangible things 
under this subsection, the production shall 
terminate when the information sought is 
obtained, when the application for the order 
is denied, or after the expiration of 7 days 
from the time the Attorney General begins 
requiring the emergency production of such 
tangible things, whichever is earliest. 

“*(4) A denial of the application made under 
this subsection may be reviewed as provided 
in section 103. 

“*(5) If such application for approval is de- 
nied, or in any other case where the produc- 
tion of tangible things is terminated and no 
order is issued approving the production, no 
information obtained or evidence derived 
from such production shall be received in 
evidence or otherwise disclosed in any trial, 
hearing, or other proceeding in or before any 
court, grand jury, department, office, agen- 
cy, regulatory body, legislative committee, 
or other authority of the United States, a 
State, or a political subdivision thereof, and 
no ¡information concerning any United 
States person acquired from such production 
shall subsequently be used or disclosed in 
any other manner by Federal officers or em- 
ployees without the consent of such person, 
except with the approval of the Attorney 
General if the information indicates a threat 
of death or serious bodily harm to any per- 
son. 

““(6) The Attorney General shall assess 
compliance with the requirements of para- 
graph (5).”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
501(d) (50 U.S.C. 1861(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘pursuant to an order” and 
inserting ‘‘pursuant to an order issued or an 
emergency production required”; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking “such 
order” and inserting “such order or such 
emergency production”; and 

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking “the 
order” and inserting “the order or the emer- 
gency production”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking “an 
order” and inserting “an order or emergency 
production”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking “an 
order” and inserting “an order or emergency 
production”. 

SEC. 103. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION 
OF TANGIBLE THINGS. 

(a) APPLICATION.—Section 501(b)(2) (50 
U.S.C. 1861(b)(2)), as amended by section 
101(a) of this Act, is further amended by in- 
serting before subparagraph (B), as redesig- 
nated by such section 101(a) of this Act, the 
following new subparagraph: 

“(A) a specific selection term to be used as 
the basis for the production of the tangible 
things sought;””. 

(b) ORDER.—Section  501(c) 
1861(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking the 
semicolon and inserting “, including each 
specific selection term to be used as the 
basis for the production;”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 
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(3) No order issued under this subsection 
may authorize the collection of tangible 
things without the use of a specific selection 
term that meets the requirements of sub- 
section (b)(2).”. 

SEC. 104. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) MINIMIZATION PROCEDURES.— 

(1) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Section 501(c)(1) (50 
U.S.C. 1861(c)(1)) is amended by inserting 
after ‘‘subsections (a) and (b)” the following: 
“and that the minimization procedures sub- 
mitted in accordance with subsection 
(b)(2)(D) meet the definition of minimization 
procedures under subsection (g)’’. 

(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Section 501(g) 
(50 U.S.C. 1861(g)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

“(8) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection shall limit the authority of 
the court established under section 103(a) to 
impose additional, particularized minimiza- 
tion procedures with regard to the produc- 
tion, retention, or dissemination of nonpub- 
licly available information concerning 
unconsenting United States persons, includ- 
ing additional, particularized procedures re- 
lated to the destruction of information with- 
in a reasonable time period.”. 

(3) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—Section 501(g)(1) (50 U.S.C. 1861(g)(1)) 
is amended— 

(A) by striking “Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of the USA 
PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization 
Act of 2005, the” and inserting “The”; and 

(B) by inserting after “adopt” the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘, and update as appropriate,”. 

(b) ORDERS.—Section 501(f)(2) (50 U.S.C. 
1861(f)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(i)— 

(A) by striking “that order” and inserting 
“the production order or any nondisclosure 
order imposed in connection with the pro- 
duction order’’; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence; and 

(2) in subparagraph (C)— 

(A) by striking clause (ii); and 

(B) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause 
(ii). 

SEC. 105. LIABILITY PROTECTION. 

Section 501(e) (50 U.S.C. 1861(e)) is amended 
to read as follows: 

“(e)(1) No cause of action shall lie in any 
court against a person who— 

““(A) produces tangible things or provides 
information, facilities, or technical assist- 
ance in accordance with an order issued or 
an emergency production required under this 
section; or 

‘(B) otherwise provides technical assist- 
ance to the Government under this section 
or to implement the amendments made to 
this section by the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015. 

“*(2) A production or provision of informa- 
tion, facilities, or technical assistance de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) shall not be deemed 
to constitute a waiver of any privilege in any 
other proceeding or context.”. 

SEC. 106. COMPENSATION FOR ASSISTANCE. 

Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861), as amended by 
section 102 of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

‘*(j) COMPENSATION.—The Government shall 
compensate a person for reasonable expenses 
incurred for— 

“(1) producing tangible things or providing 
information, facilities, or assistance in ac- 
cordance with an order issued with respect 
to an application described in subsection 
(b)(2)(C) or an emergency production under 
subsection (i) that, to comply with sub- 
section (i)(1)(D), requires an application de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(2)(C); or 
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““(2) otherwise providing technical assist- 
ance to the Government under this section 
or to implement the amendments made to 
this section by the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015.”. 

SEC. 107. NOTICE TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
ON CHANGES IN RETENTION OF 
CALL DETAIL RECORDS. 

Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861), as amended by 
section 106 of this Act, is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

“(k) PROSPECTIVE CHANGES TO EXISTING 
PRACTICES RELATED TO CALL DETAIL 
RECORDS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with sub- 
section (c)(2)(F), an electronic communica- 
tion service provider that has been issued an 
order to produce call detail records pursuant 
to an order under subsection (c) shall notify 
the Attorney General if that service provider 
intends to retain its call detail records for a 
period less than 18 months. 

“(2) TIMING OF NOTICE.—A notification 
under paragraph (1) shall be made not less 
than 180 days prior to the date such elec- 
tronic communications service provider in- 
tends to implement a policy to retain such 
records for a period less than 18 months.”. 
SEC. 108. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861), as amended by 
section 107 of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The terms ‘foreign 
power’, ‘agent of a foreign power’, ‘inter- 
national terrorism’, ‘foreign intelligence in- 
formation’, ‘Attorney General’, ‘United 
States person’, ‘United States’, ‘person’, and 
‘State’ have the meanings provided those 
terms in section 101. 

“*(2) ADDRESS.—The term ‘address’ means a 
physical address or electronic address, such 
as an electronic mail address or temporarily 
assigned network address (including an 
Internet protocol address). 

“(3) CALL DETAIL RECORD.—The term ‘call 
detail record’— 

“(A) means session-identifying informa- 
tion (including an originating or terminating 
telephone number, an International Mobile 
Subscriber Identity number, or an Inter- 
national Mobile Station Equipment Identity 
number), a telephone calling card number, or 
the time or duration of a call; and 

““(B) does not include— 

““(i) the contents (as defined in section 
2510(8) of title 18, United States Code) of any 
communication; 

““(ii) the name, address, or financial infor- 
mation of a subscriber or customer; or 

“(iii) cell site location or global posi- 
tioning system information. 

‘*(4) SPECIFIC SELECTION TERM.— 

““(A) TANGIBLE THINGS.— 

““(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), a ‘specific selection 
term’— 

“(D is a term that specifically identifies a 
person, account, address, or personal device, 
or any other specific identifier; and 

“(ID is used to limit, to the greatest extent 
reasonably practicable, the scope of tangible 
things sought consistent with the purpose 
for seeking the tangible things. 

““(ii) LIMITATION.—A specific selection term 
under clause (i) does not include an identi- 
fier that does not limit, to the greatest ex- 
tent reasonably practicable, the scope of tan- 
gible things sought consistent with the pur- 
pose for seeking the tangible things, such as 
an identifier that— 

“(D) identifies an electronic communica- 
tion service provider (as that term is defined 
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in section 701) or a provider of remote com- 
puting service (as that term is defined in sec- 
tion 2711 of title 18, United States Code), 
when not used as part of a specific identifier 
as described in clause (i), unless the provider 
is itself a subject of an authorized investiga- 
tion for which the specific selection term is 
used as the basis for the production; or 

“(II) identifies a broad geographic region, 
including the United States, a city, a coun- 
ty, a State, a zip code, or an area code, when 
not used as part of a specific identifier as de- 
scribed in clause (i). 

“Gii) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this paragraph shall be construed to preclude 
the use of multiple terms or identifiers to 
meet the requirements of clause (i). 

“(B) CALL DETAIL RECORD APPLICATIONS.— 
For purposes of an application submitted 
under subsection (b)(2)(C), the term ‘specific 
selection term’ means a term that specifi- 
cally identifies an individual, account, or 
personal device.”. 

SEC. 109. INSPECTOR GENERAL REPORTS ON 
BUSINESS RECORDS ORDERS. 

Section 106A of the USA PATRIOT Im- 
provement and Reauthorization Act of 2005 
(Public Law 109-177; 120 Stat. 200) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and cal- 
endar years 2012 through 2014” after ‘‘2006’’; 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (8); 

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(D) in paragraph (8) (as so redesignated)— 

(i) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert- 
ing the following new subparagraph: 

“(C) with respect to calendar years 2012 
through 2014, an examination of the mini- 
mization procedures used in relation to or- 
ders under section 501 of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861) and whether the minimization proce- 
dures adequately protect the constitutional 
rights of United States persons;””; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking “(as 
such term is defined in section 3(4) of the Na- 
tional Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
401a(4)))”’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘(3) CALENDAR YEARS 2012 THROUGH 2014.— 
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of the USA FREEDOM Act of 2015, the 
Inspector General of the Department of Jus- 
tice shall submit to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Select Committee on In- 
telligence of the Senate and the Committee 
on the Judiciary and the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the House of 
Representatives a report containing the re- 
sults of the audit conducted under sub- 
section (a) for calendar years 2012 through 
2014.”; 

(3) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) INTELLIGENCE ASSESSMENT.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—For the period beginning 
on January 1, 2012, and ending on December 
31, 2014, the Inspector General of the Intel- 
ligence Community shall assess— 

““(A) the importance of the information ac- 
quired under title V of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861 et seq.) to the activities of the intel- 
ligence community; 

““(B) the manner in which that information 
was collected, retained, analyzed, and dis- 
seminated by the intelligence community; 

“(C) the minimization procedures used by 
elements of the intelligence community 
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under such title and whether the minimiza- 
tion procedures adequately protect the con- 
stitutional rights of United States persons; 
and 

“(D) any minimization procedures pro- 
posed by an element of the intelligence com- 
munity under such title that were modified 
or denied by the court established under sec- 
tion 103(a) of such Act (50 U.S.C. 1803(a)). 

‘(2) SUBMISSION DATE FOR ASSESSMENT.— 
Not later than 180 days after the date on 
which the Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment of Justice submits the report required 
under subsection (c)(8), the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Intelligence Community shall 
submit to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate and the Committee on the Judici- 
ary and the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence of the House of Representatives 
a report containing the results of the assess- 
ment for calendar years 2012 through 2014.”; 

(5) in subsection (e), as redesignated by 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘a report under subsection 
(c)(1) or (c)(2)” and inserting “any report 
under subsection (c) or (d)”; and 

(ii) by striking “Inspector General of the 
Department of Justice” and inserting ‘‘In- 
spector General of the Department of Jus- 
tice, the Inspector General of the Intel- 
ligence Community, and any Inspector Gen- 
eral of an element of the intelligence com- 
munity that prepares a report to assist the 
Inspector General of the Department of Jus- 
tice or the Inspector General of the Intel- 
ligence Community in complying with the 
requirements of this section”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the re- 
ports submitted under subsections (c)(1) and 
(c)(2)’? and inserting “any report submitted 
under subsection (c) or (d)’’; 

(6) in subsection (f), as redesignated by 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) by striking “The reports submitted 
under subsections (c)(1) and (c)(2)’’ and in- 
serting “Each report submitted under sub- 
section (c)”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (d)(2)” and in- 
serting ‘‘subsection (e)(2)”; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘intelligence community’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 3 of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003). 

‘(2) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term 
‘United States person’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 101 of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1801).”. 

SEC. 110. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
sections 101 through 103 shall take effect on 
the date that is 180 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) REVIEW AND CERTIFICATION.—The Direc- 
tor of National Intelligence shall— 

(1) review the implementation of the tran- 
sition from the existing procedures for the 
production of call detail records under title 
V of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), as in effect 
prior to the effective date for the amend- 
ments made by sections 101 through 103 of 
this Act, to the new procedures pursuant to 
the amendments made by sections 101 
through 103 of this Act; and 

(2) not later than 30 days before the effec- 
tive date specified in subsection (a), certify 
to Congress in writing that— 

(A) the implementation of the transition 
described in paragraph (1) is operationally 
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effective to allow the timely retrieval of for- 
eign intelligence information from recipients 
of an order issued under section 501(c)(2)(F) 
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
of 1978, as amended by section 101 of this Act; 
and 

(B) the implementation of the amendments 
made by section 101 through 103 of this Act— 

(i) will not harm the national security of 
the United States; and 

(ii) will ensure the protection of classified 
information and classified intelligence 
sources and methods related to such produc- 
tion of call detail records. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act shall be construed to alter or elimi- 
nate the authority of the Government to ob- 
tain an order under title V of the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861 et seq.) as in effect prior to the effective 
date described in subsection (a) during the 
period ending on such effective date. 

SEC. 111. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to 
authorize the production of the contents (as 
such term is defined in section 2510(8) of title 
18, United States Code) of any electronic 
communication from an electronic commu- 
nication service provider (as such term is de- 
fined in section 701(b)(4) of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1881(b)(4))) under title V of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861 et seq.). 

TITLE II—FISA PEN REGISTER AND TRAP 
AND TRACE DEVICE REFORM 
SEC. 201. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—Section 402(c) (50 U.S.C. 
1842(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“*(3) a specific selection term to be used as 
the basis for the use of the pen register or 
trap and trace device.”. 

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 401 (50 U.S.C. 1841) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(4)1(A) The term ‘specific selection term’— 

““(i) is a term that specifically identifies a 
person, account, address, or personal device, 
or any other specific identifier; and 

“(ii) is used to limit, to the greatest extent 
reasonably practicable, the scope of informa- 
tion sought, consistent with the purpose for 
seeking the use of the pen register or trap 
and trace device. 

“(B) A specific selection term under sub- 
paragraph (A) does not include an identifier 
that does not limit, to the greatest extent 
reasonably practicable, the scope of informa- 
tion sought, consistent with the purpose for 
seeking the use of the pen register or trap 
and trace device, such as an identifier that— 

““(i) identifies an electronic communica- 
tion service provider (as that term is defined 
in section 701) or a provider of remote com- 
puting service (as that term is defined in sec- 
tion 2711 of title 18, United States Code), 
when not used as part of a specific identifier 
as described in subparagraph (A), unless the 
provider is itself a subject of an authorized 
investigation for which the specific selection 
term is used as the basis for the use; or 

““(ii) identifies a broad geographic region, 
including the United States, a city, a coun- 
ty, a State, a zip code, or an area code, when 
not used as part of a specific identifier as de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

‘(C) For purposes of subparagraph (A), the 
term ‘address’ means a physical address or 
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electronic address, such as an electronic 
mail address or temporarily assigned net- 
work address (including an Internet protocol 
address). 

““(D) Nothing in this paragraph shall be 
construed to preclude the use of multiple 
terms or identifiers to meet the require- 
ments of subparagraph (A).”. 


SEC. 202. PRIVACY PROCEDURES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 402 (50 U.S.C. 
1842) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(h) PRIVACY PROCEDURES.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
shall ensure that appropriate policies and 
procedures are in place to safeguard nonpub- 
licly available information concerning 
United States persons that is collected 
through the use of a pen register or trap and 
trace device installed under this section. 
Such policies and procedures shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable and consistent 
with the need to protect national security, 
include privacy protections that apply to the 
collection, retention, and use of information 
concerning United States persons. 

“(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection limits the authority of the 
court established under section 103(a) or of 
the Attorney General to impose additional 
privacy or minimization procedures with re- 
gard to the installation or use of a pen reg- 
ister or trap and trace device.”. 

(b) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY.—Section 403 (50 
U.S.C. 1843) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

“(d) PRIVACY PROCEDURES.—Information 
collected through the use of a pen register or 
trap and trace device installed under this 
section shall be subject to the policies and 
procedures required under section 402(h).”. 


TITLE III—FISA ACQUISITIONS TAR- 
GETING PERSONS OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES REFORMS 


SEC. 301. LIMITS ON USE OF UNLAWFULLY OB- 
TAINED INFORMATION. 

Section 702(11(3) (50 U.S.C. 1881a(i)(3)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

““(D) LIMITATION ON USE OF INFORMATION.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), if the Court orders a correction of 
a deficiency in a certification or procedures 
under subparagraph (B), no information ob- 
tained or evidence derived pursuant to the 
part of the certification or procedures that 
has been identified by the Court as deficient 
concerning any United States person shall be 
received in evidence or otherwise disclosed 
in any trial, hearing, or other proceeding in 
or before any court, grand jury, department, 
office, agency, regulatory body, legislative 
committee, or other authority of the United 
States, a State, or political subdivision 
thereof, and no information concerning any 
United States person acquired pursuant to 
such part of such certification or procedures 
shall subsequently be used or disclosed in 
any other manner by Federal officers or em- 
ployees without the consent of the United 
States person, except with the approval of 
the Attorney General if the information in- 
dicates a threat of death or serious bodily 
harm to any person. 

““(ii) EXCEPTION.—If the Government cor- 
rects any deficiency identified by the order 
of the Court under subparagraph (B), the 
Court may permit the use or disclosure of in- 
formation obtained before the date of the 
correction under such minimization proce- 
dures as the Court may approve for purposes 
of this clause.”. 
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TITLE IV—FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
SURVEILLANCE COURT REFORMS 


SEC. 401. APPOINTMENT OF AMICUS CURIAE. 


Section 103 (50 U.S.C. 1803) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
sections: 

““(1) AMICUS CURIAE.— 

“*(1) DESIGNATION.—The presiding judges of 
the courts established under subsections (a) 
and (b) shall, not later than 180 days after 
the enactment of this subsection, jointly 
designate not fewer than 5 individuals to be 
eligible to serve as amicus curiae, who shall 
serve pursuant to rules the presiding judges 
may establish. In designating such individ- 
uals, the presiding judges may consider indi- 
viduals recommended by any source, includ- 
ing members of the Privacy and Civil Lib- 
erties Oversight Board, the judges determine 
appropriate. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b), consistent with 
the requirement of subsection (c) and any 
other statutory requirement that the court 
act expeditiously or within a stated time— 

“(A) shall appoint an individual who has 
been designated under paragraph (1) to serve 
as amicus curiae to assist such court in the 
consideration of any application for an order 
or review that, in the opinion of the court, 
presents a novel or significant interpretation 
of the law, unless the court issues a finding 
that such appointment is not appropriate; 
and 

““(B) may appoint an individual or organi- 
zation to serve aS amicus curiae, including 
to provide technical expertise, in any in- 
stance as such court deems appropriate or, 
upon motion, permit an individual or organi- 
zation leave to file an amicus curiae brief. 

**(3) QUALIFICATIONS OF AMICUS CURIAE.— 

“(A) EXPERTISE.—Individuals designated 
under paragraph (1) shall be persons who pos- 
sess expertise in privacy and civil liberties, 
intelligence collection, communications 
technology, or any other area that may lend 
legal or technical expertise to a court estab- 
lished under subsection (a) or (b). 

“(B) SECURITY  CLEARANCE.—Individuals 
designated pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be 
persons who are determined to be eligible for 
access to classified information necessary to 
participate in matters before the courts. 
Amicus curiae appointed by the court pursu- 
ant to paragraph (2) shall be persons who are 
determined to be eligible for access to classi- 
fied information, if such access is necessary 
to participate in the matters in which they 
may be appointed. 

“(4) DUTIES.—If a court established under 
subsection (a) or (b) appoints an amicus cu- 
riae under paragraph (2)(A), the amicus cu- 
riae shall provide to the court, as appro- 
priate— 

““(A) legal arguments that advance the pro- 
tection of individual privacy and civil lib- 
erties; 

““(B) information related to intelligence 
collection or communications technology; or 

“(C) legal arguments or information re- 
garding any other area relevant to the issue 
presented to the court. 

““(5) ASSISTANCE.—An amicus curiae ap- 
pointed under paragraph (2)(A) may request 
that the court designate or appoint addi- 
tional amici curiae pursuant to paragraph (1) 
or paragraph (2), to be available to assist the 
amicus curiae. 

‘*(6) ACCESS TO INFORMATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) appoints an ami- 
cus curiae under paragraph (2), the amicus 
curiae— 
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““(i) shall have access to any legal prece- 
dent, application, certification, petition, mo- 
tion, or such other materials that the court 
determines are relevant to the duties of the 
amicus curiae; and 

“(ii) may, if the court determines that it is 
relevant to the duties of the amicus curiae, 
consult with any other individuals des- 
ignated pursuant to paragraph (1) regarding 
information relevant to any assigned pro- 
ceeding. 

‘“(B) BRIEFINGS.—The Attorney General 
may periodically brief or provide relevant 
materials to individuals designated pursuant 
to paragraph (1) regarding constructions and 
interpretations of this Act and legal, techno- 
logical, and other issues related to actions 
authorized by this Act. 

‘(C) CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—An amicus 
curiae designated or appointed by the court 
may have access to classified documents, in- 
formation, and other materials or pro- 
ceedings only if that individual is eligible for 
access to classified information and to the 
extent consistent with the national security 
of the United States. 

“(D) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to require the 
Government to provide information to an 
amicus curiae appointed by the court that is 
privileged from disclosure. 

‘('7) NOTIFICATION.—A presiding judge of a 
court established under subsection (a) or (b) 
shall notify the Attorney General of each ex- 
ercise of the authority to appoint an indi- 
vidual to serve as amicus curiae under para- 
graph (2). 

(8) ASSISTANCE.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may request and 
receive (including on a nonreimbursable 
basis) the assistance of the executive branch 
in the implementation of this subsection. 

““(9) ADMINISTRATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may provide for 
the designation, appointment, removal, 
training, or other support for an individual 
designated to serve as amicus curiae under 
paragraph (1) or appointed to serve as amicus 
curiae under paragraph (2) in a manner that 
is not inconsistent with this subsection. 

“*(10) RECEIPT OF INFORMATION.—Nothing in 
this subsection shall limit the ability of a 
court established under subsection (a) or (b) 
to request or receive information or mate- 
rials from, or otherwise communicate with, 
the Government or amicus curiae appointed 
under paragraph (2) on an ex parte basis, nor 
limit any special or heightened obligation in 
any ex parte communication or proceeding. 

“(j) REVIEW OF FISA COURT DECISIONS.— 
Following issuance of an order under this 
Act, a court established under subsection (a) 
shall certify for review to the court estab- 
lished under subsection (b) any question of 
law that may affect resolution of the matter 
in controversy that the court determines 
warrants such review because of a need for 
uniformity or because consideration by the 
court established under subsection (b) would 
serve the interests of justice. Upon certifi- 
cation of a question of law under this sub- 
section, the court established under sub- 
section (b) may give binding instructions or 
require the entire record to be sent up for de- 
cision of the entire matter in controversy. 

‘(k) REVIEW OF FISA COURT OF REVIEW DE- 
CISIONS.— 

““(1) CERTIFICATION.—For purposes of sec- 
tion 1254(2) of title 28, United States Code, 
the court of review established under sub- 
section (b) shall be considered to be a court 
of appeals. 

(2) AMICUS CURIAE BRIEFING.—Upon cer- 
tification of an application under paragraph 
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(1), the Supreme Court of the United States 

may appoint an amicus curiae designated 

under subsection (i)(1), or any other person, 

to provide briefing or other assistance.”. 

SEC. 402. DECLASSIFICATION OF DECISIONS, OR- 
DERS, AND OPINIONS. 

(a) DECLASSIFICATION.—Title VI (50 U.S.C. 
1871 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in the heading, by striking “REPORT- 
ING REQUIREMENT” and inserting “OVER- 
SIGHT”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
section: 

“SEC. 602. DECLASSIFICATION OF SIGNIFICANT 
DECISIONS, ORDERS, AND OPINIONS. 

“(a) DECLASSIFICATION REQUIRED.—Subject 
to subsection (b), the Director of National 
Intelligence, in consultation with the Attor- 
ney General, shall conduct a declassification 
review of each decision, order, or opinion 
issued by the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court or the Foreign Intelligence Sur- 
veillance Court of Review (as defined in sec- 
tion 601(e)) that includes a significant con- 
struction or interpretation of any provision 
of law, including any novel or significant 
construction or interpretation of the term 
“specific selection term”, and, consistent 
with that review, make publicly available to 
the greatest extent practicable each such de- 
cision, order, or opinion. 

““(b) REDACTED FORM.—The Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence, in consultation with the 
Attorney General, may satisfy the require- 
ment under subsection (a) to make a deci- 
sion, order, or opinion described in such sub- 
section publicly available to the greatest ex- 
tent practicable by making such decision, 
order, or opinion publicly available in re- 
dacted form. 

““(c) NATIONAL SECURITY WAIVER.—The Di- 
rector of National Intelligence, in consulta- 
tion with the Attorney General, may waive 
the requirement to declassify and make pub- 
licly available a particular decision, order, 
or opinion under subsection (a), if— 

“(1) the Director of National Intelligence, 
in consultation with the Attorney General, 
determines that a waiver of such require- 
ment is necessary to protect the national se- 
curity of the United States or properly clas- 
sified intelligence sources or methods; and 

‘“(2) the Director of National Intelligence 
makes publicly available an unclassified 
statement prepared by the Attorney General, 
in consultation with the Director of National 
Intelligence— 

““(A) summarizing the significant construc- 
tion or interpretation of any provision of 
law, which shall include, to the extent con- 
sistent with national security, a description 
of the context in which the matter arises and 
any significant construction or interpreta- 
tion of any statute, constitutional provision, 
or other legal authority relied on by the de- 
cision; and 

““(B) that specifies that the statement has 
been prepared by the Attorney General and 
constitutes no part of the opinion of the For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance Court or the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court of 
Review.”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENTS.—The 
table of contents in the first section is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the item relating to title VI 
and inserting the following new item: 

“TITLE VI—OVERSIGHT”; 
and 

(2) by inserting after the item relating to 
section 601 the following new item: 

“Sec. 602. Declassification of significant de- 
cisions, orders, and opinions.”. 
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TITLE V—NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER 
REFORM 
SEC. 501. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION. 

(a) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO TELE- 
PHONE TOLL AND TRANSACTIONAL RECORDS.— 
Section 2709(b) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended in the matter preceding 
paragraph (1) by striking “may” and insert- 
ing “may, using a term that specifically 
identifies a person, entity, telephone num- 
ber, or account as the basis for a request”. 

(b) ACCESS TO FINANCIAL RECORDS FOR CER- 
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AND PROTECTIVE PUR- 
POSES.—Section 1114(a)(2) of the Right to Fi- 
nancial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 
3414(a)(2)) is amended by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘and a term that specifically 
identifies a customer, entity, or account to 
be used as the basis for the production and 
disclosure of financial records.”. 

(c) DISCLOSURES TO FBI OF CERTAIN CON- 
SUMER RECORDS FOR COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 
PURPOSES.—Section 626 of the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘that in- 
formation,’’ and inserting ‘‘that information 
that includes a term that specifically identi- 
fies a consumer or account to be used as the 
basis for the production of that informa- 
tion,”; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking “written 
request,” and inserting “written request 
that includes a term that specifically identi- 
fies a consumer or account to be used as the 
basis for the production of that informa- 
tion,”; and 

(3) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘, which 
shall include a term that specifically identi- 
fies a consumer or account to be used as the 
basis for the production of the information,” 
after “issue an order ex parte”. 

(d) DISCLOSURES TO GOVERNMENTAL AGEN- 
CIES FOR COUNTERTERRORISM PURPOSES OF 
CONSUMER REPORTS.—Section 627(a) of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v(a)) 
is amended by striking “analysis.” and in- 
serting “analysis and that includes a term 
that specifically identifies a consumer or ac- 
count to be used as the basis for the produc- 
tion of such information.”. 

SEC. 502. LIMITATIONS ON DISCLOSURE OF NA- 
TIONAL SECURITY LETTERS. 

(a) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO TELE- 
PHONE TOLL AND TRANSACTIONAL RECORDS.— 
Section 2709 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (c) and in- 
serting the following new subsection: 

*“(c) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

““(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(d) is provided, no wire or electronic commu- 
nication service provider that receives a re- 
quest under subsection (b), or officer, em- 
ployee, or agent thereof, shall disclose to 
any person that the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation has sought or obtained access to in- 
formation or records under this section. 

““(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the Director 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, or a 
designee of the Director whose rank shall be 
no lower than Deputy Assistant Director at 
Bureau headquarters or a Special Agent in 
Charge of a Bureau field office, certifies that 
the absence of a prohibition of disclosure 
under this subsection may result in— 

““(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

“(ii) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

““(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 
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““(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A wire or electronic 
communication service provider that re- 
ceives a request under subsection (b), or offi- 
cer, employee, or agent thereof, may disclose 
information otherwise subject to any appli- 
cable nondisclosure requirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 

““(iii) other persons as permitted by the Di- 
rector of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
or the designee of the Director. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request is 
issued under subsection (b) in the same man- 
ner as the person to whom the request is 
issued. 

““(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall notify the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 

‘(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des- 
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under clause 
(i) or (iii) of subparagraph (A) shall identify 
to the Director or such designee the person 
to whom such disclosure will be made or to 
whom such disclosure was made prior to the 
request.”. 

(b) ACCESS TO FINANCIAL RECORDS FOR CER- 
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AND PROTECTIVE PUR- 
POSES.—Section 1114 of the Right to Finan- 
cial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(5), by striking sub- 
paragraph (D); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““«(c) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

‘*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(d) is provided, no financial institution that 
receives a request under subsection (a), or of- 
ficer, employee, or agent thereof, shall dis- 
close to any person that the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation has sought or obtained ac- 
cess to information or records under sub- 
section (a). 

““(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the Director 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, or a 
designee of the Director whose rank shall be 
no lower than Deputy Assistant Director at 
Bureau headquarters or a Special Agent in 
Charge of a Bureau field office, certifies that 
the absence of a prohibition of disclosure 
under this subsection may result in— 

“(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(1i) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

“(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A financial institution 
that receives a request under subsection (a), 
or officer, employee, or agent thereof, may 
disclose information otherwise subject to 
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any applicable nondisclosure requirement 
to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 

““(iii) other persons as permitted by the Di- 
rector of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
or the designee of the Director. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request is 
issued under subsection (a) in the same man- 
ner as the person to whom the request is 
issued. 

“(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall inform the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 

““(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des- 
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under clause 
(i) or (iii) of subparagraph (A) shall identify 
to the Director or such designee the person 
to whom such disclosure will be made or to 
whom such disclosure was made prior to the 
request.”. 


(c) IDENTITY OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
AND CREDIT REPORTS.—Section 626 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u) is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following new subsection: 


““(d) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

“*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(e) is provided, no consumer reporting agen- 
cy that receives a request under subsection 
(a) or (b) or an order under subsection (c), or 
officer, employee, or agent thereof, shall dis- 
close or specify in any consumer report, that 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation has 
sought or obtained access to information or 
records under subsection (a), (b), or (c). 

““(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the Director 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, or a 
designee of the Director whose rank shall be 
no lower than Deputy Assistant Director at 
Bureau headquarters or a Special Agent in 
Charge of a Bureau field office, certifies that 
the absence of a prohibition of disclosure 
under this subsection may result in— 

““(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(ii) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

“(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

“(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

“*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A consumer reporting 
agency that receives a request under sub- 
section (a) or (b) or an order under sub- 
section (c), or officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, may disclose information otherwise 
subject to any applicable nondisclosure re- 
quirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 
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““(iii) other persons as permitted by the Di- 
rector of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
or the designee of the Director. 

‘(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request 
under subsection (a) or (b) or an order under 
subsection (c) is issued in the same manner 
as the person to whom the request is issued. 

““(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall inform the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 

‘(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des- 
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under clause 
(i) or (iii) of subparagraph (A) shall identify 
to the Director or such designee the person 
to whom such disclosure will be made or to 
whom such disclosure was made prior to the 
request.”. 

(d) CONSUMER REPORTS.—Section 627 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v) is 
amended by striking subsection (c) and in- 
serting the following new subsection: 

““«(c) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

‘*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(d) is provided, no consumer reporting agen- 
cy that receives a request under subsection 
(a), or officer, employee, or agent thereof, 
shall disclose or specify in any consumer re- 
port, that a government agency described in 
subsection (a) has sought or obtained access 
to information or records under subsection 
(a). 

‘(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the head of 
the government agency described in sub- 
section (a), or a designee, certifies that the 
absence of a prohibition of disclosure under 
this subsection may result in— 

““(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

“(ii) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

“(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A consumer reporting 
agency that receives a request under sub- 
section (a), or officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, may disclose information otherwise 
subject to any applicable nondisclosure re- 
quirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 

“(iii) other persons as permitted by the 
head of the government agency described in 
subsection (a) or a designee. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request 
under subsection (a) is issued in the same 
manner as the person to whom the request is 
issued. 

““(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall inform the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 
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‘(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the head of the gov- 
ernment agency described in subsection (a) 
or a designee, any person making or intend- 
ing to make a disclosure under clause (i) or 
(iii) of subparagraph (A) shall identify to the 
head or such designee the person to whom 
such disclosure will be made or to whom 
such disclosure was made prior to the re- 
quest.”. 

(e) INVESTIGATIONS OF PERSONS WITH AC- 
CESS TO CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—Section 
802 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 
U.S.C. 3162) is amended by striking sub- 
section (b) and inserting the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(b) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

‘*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(c) is provided, no governmental or private 
entity that receives a request under sub- 
section (a), or officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, shall disclose to any person that an 
authorized investigative agency described in 
subsection (a) has sought or obtained access 
to information under subsection (a). 

““(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the head of 
an authorized investigative agency described 
in subsection (a), or a designee, certifies that 
the absence of a prohibition of disclosure 
under this subsection may result in— 

““(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

“(ii) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

““(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—A governmental or pri- 
vate entity that receives a request under 
subsection (a), or officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, may disclose information otherwise 
subject to any applicable nondisclosure re- 
quirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 

““(iii) other persons as permitted by the 
head of the authorized investigative agency 
described in subsection (a) or a designee. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request is 
issued under subsection (a) in the same man- 
ner as the person to whom the request is 
issued. 

““(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall inform the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 

““(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the head of an au- 
thorized investigative agency described in 
subsection (a), or a designee, any person 
making or intending to make a disclosure 
under clause (i) or (iii) of subparagraph (A) 
shall identify to the head of the authorized 
investigative agency or such designee the 
person to whom such disclosure will be made 
or to whom such disclosure was made prior 
to the request.”. 

(f) TERMINATION PROCEDURES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
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Attorney General shall adopt procedures 
with respect to nondisclosure requirements 
issued pursuant to section 2709 of title 18, 
United States Code, section 626 or 627 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 168lu 
and 1681v), section 1114 of the Right to Fi- 
nancial Privacy Act (12 U.S.C. 3414), or sec- 
tion 802 of the National Security Act of 1947 
(50 U.S.C. 3162), as amended by this Act, to 
require— 

(A) the review at appropriate intervals of 
such a nondisclosure requirement to assess 
whether the facts supporting nondisclosure 
continue to exist; 

(B) the termination of such a nondisclosure 
requirement if the facts no longer support 
nondisclosure; and 

(C) appropriate notice to the recipient of 
the national security letter, or officer, em- 
ployee, or agent thereof, subject to the non- 
disclosure requirement, and the applicable 
court as appropriate, that the nondisclosure 
requirement has been terminated. 

(2) REPORTING.—Upon adopting the proce- 
dures required under paragraph (1), the At- 
torney General shall submit the procedures 
to the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate and the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the House of Representatives. 

(g) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Section 3511 of title 
18, United States Code, is amended by strik- 
ing subsection (b) and inserting the following 
new subsection: 

““(b) NONDISCLOSURE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— 

“(A) NOTICE.—If a recipient of a request or 
order for a report, records, or other informa- 
tion under section 2709 of this title, section 
626 or 627 of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 1681u and 1681v), section 1114 of the 
Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 
U.S.C. 3414), or section 802 of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3162), wishes 
to have a court review a nondisclosure re- 
quirement imposed in connection with the 
request or order, the recipient may notify 
the Government or file a petition for judicial 
review in any court described in subsection 
(a). 

““(B) APPLICATION.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of receipt of a notification 
under subparagraph (A), the Government 
shall apply for an order prohibiting the dis- 
closure of the existence or contents of the 
relevant request or order. An application 
under this subparagraph may be filed in the 
district court of the United States for the ju- 
dicial district in which the recipient of the 
order is doing business or in the district 
court of the United States for any judicial 
district within which the authorized inves- 
tigation that is the basis for the request is 
being conducted. The applicable nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall remain in effect dur- 
ing the pendency of proceedings relating to 
the requirement. 

““(C) CONSIDERATION.—A district court of 
the United States that receives a petition 
under subparagraph (A) or an application 
under subparagraph (B) should rule expedi- 
tiously, and shall, subject to paragraph (3), 
issue a nondisclosure order that includes 
conditions appropriate to the circumstances. 

“(2) APPLICATION CONTENTS.—An applica- 
tion for a nondisclosure order or extension 
thereof or a response to a petition filed 
under paragraph (1) shall include a certifi- 
cation from the Attorney General, Deputy 
Attorney General, an Assistant Attorney 
General, or the Director of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation, or a designee in a posi- 
tion not lower than Deputy Assistant Direc- 
tor at Bureau headquarters or a Special 
Agent in Charge in a Bureau field office des- 
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ignated by the Director, or in the case of a 
request by a department, agency, or instru- 
mentality of the Federal Government other 
than the Department of Justice, the head or 
deputy head of the department, agency, or 
instrumentality, containing a statement of 
specific facts indicating that the absence of 
a prohibition of disclosure under this sub- 
section may result in— 

“(A) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(B) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

‘(C) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(D) danger to the life or physical safety of 
any person. 

““(3) STANDARD.—A district court of the 
United States shall issue a nondisclosure 
order or extension thereof under this sub- 
section if the court determines that there is 
reason to believe that disclosure of the infor- 
mation subject to the nondisclosure require- 
ment during the applicable time period may 
result in— 

“(A) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(B) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

‘(C) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(D) danger to the life or physical safety of 
any person.”. 

SEC. 503. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 


(a) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO TELE- 
PHONE TOLL AND TRANSACTIONAL RECORDS.— 
Section 2709 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), 
and (f) as subsections (e), (f), and (g), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (b) or a nondisclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (c) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511. 

‘(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(b) shall include notice of the availability of 
judicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

(b) ACCESS TO FINANCIAL RECORDS FOR CER- 
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AND PROTECTIVE PUR- 
POSES.—Section 1114 of the Right to Finan- 
cial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (a) or a nondisclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (c) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

‘(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(a) shall include notice of the availability of 
judicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

(c) IDENTITY OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
AND CREDIT REPORTS.—Section 626 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u) is 
amended— 

(1) by  redesignating subsections (e) 
through (m) as subsections (f) through (n), 
respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

‘(e) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (a) or (b) or an order under sub- 
section (c) or a non-disclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (d) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

‘(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(a) or (b) or an order under subsection (c) 
shall include notice of the availability of ju- 
dicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

(d) IDENTITY OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
AND CREDIT REPORTS.—Section 627 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), 
and (f) as subsections (e), (f), and (g), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (a) or a non-disclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (c) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

“*(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(a) shall include notice of the availability of 
judicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

(e) INVESTIGATIONS OF PERSONS WITH AC- 
CESS TO CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—Section 
802 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 
U.S.C. 3162) is amended— 

(1) by  redesignating subsections (c) 
through (f) as subsections (d) through (g), re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(c) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (a) or a nondisclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (b) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

“*(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(a) shall include notice of the availability of 
judicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

TITLE VI—FISA TRANSPARENCY AND 
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 
SEC. 601. ADDITIONAL REPORTING ON ORDERS 
REQUIRING PRODUCTION OF BUSI- 
NESS RECORDS; BUSINESS RECORDS 
COMPLIANCE REPORTS TO CON- 
GRESS. 

(a) REPORTS SUBMITTED TO COMMITTEES.— 
Section 502(b) (50 U.S.C. 1862(b)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and 
(3) as paragraphs (6), (7), and (8), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting before paragraph (6) (as so 
redesignated) the following new paragraphs: 

““(1) a summary of all compliance reviews 
conducted by the Government for the pro- 
duction of tangible things under section 501; 

““(2) the total number of applications de- 
scribed in section 501(b)(2)(B) made for orders 
approving requests for the production of tan- 
gible things; 

“*(3) the total number of such orders either 
granted, modified, or denied; 

““(4) the total number of applications de- 
scribed in section 501(b)(2)(C) made for orders 
approving requests for the production of call 
detail records; 

“(5) the total number of such orders either 
granted, modified, or denied;”. 

(b) REPORTING ON CERTAIN TYPES OF PRO- 
DUCTION.—Section 502(c)(1) (50 U.S.C. 
1862(c)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 
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(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

“(C) the total number of applications made 
for orders approving requests for the produc- 
tion of tangible things under section 501 in 
which the specific selection term does not 
specifically identify an individual, account, 
or personal device; 

““(D) the total number of orders described 
in subparagraph (C) either granted, modified, 
or denied; and 

“(E) with respect to orders described in 
subparagraph (D) that have been granted or 
modified, whether the court established 
under section 103 has directed additional, 
particularized minimization procedures be- 
yond those adopted pursuant to section 
501(g).”. 

SEC. 602. ANNUAL REPORTS BY THE GOVERN- 
MENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI (50 U.S.C. 1871 et 
seq.), as amended by section 402 of this Act, 
is further amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 

“SEC. 603. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

““(a) REPORT BY DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES 
COURTS.— 

““(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Director of 
the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts shall annually submit to the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate, sub- 
ject to a declassification review by the At- 
torney General and the Director of National 
Intelligence, a report that includes— 

““(A) the number of applications or certifi- 
cations for orders submitted under each of 
sections 105, 304, 402, 501, 702, 703, and 704; 

““(B) the number of such orders granted 
under each of those sections; 

““(C) the number of orders modified under 
each of those sections; 

“(D) the number of applications or certifi- 
cations denied under each of those sections; 

““(E) the number of appointments of an in- 
dividual to serve as amicus curiae under sec- 
tion 103, including the name of each indi- 
vidual appointed to serve as amicus curiae; 
and 

““(F) the number of findings issued under 
section 103(i) that such appointment is not 
appropriate and the text of any such find- 
ings. 

“(2) PUBLICATION.—The Director shall 
make the report required under paragraph (1) 
publicly available on an Internet Web site, 
except that the Director shall not make pub- 
licly available on an Internet Web site the 
findings described in subparagraph (F) of 
paragraph (1). 

““(b) MANDATORY REPORTING BY DIRECTOR 
OF NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE.—Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (d), the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence shall annually make pub- 
licly available on an Internet Web site a re- 
port that identifies, for the preceding 12- 
month period— 

“*(1) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to titles I and III and sections 703 and 
704 and a good faith estimate of the number 
of targets of such orders; 

““(2) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to section 702 and a good faith esti- 
mate of— 

“(A) the number of search terms con- 
cerning a known United States person used 
to retrieve the unminimized contents of elec- 
tronic communications or wire communica- 
tions obtained through acquisitions author- 
ized under such section, excluding the num- 
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ber of search terms used to prevent the re- 
turn of information concerning a United 
States person; and 

““(B) the number of queries concerning a 
known United States person of unminimized 
noncontents information relating to elec- 
tronic communications or wire communica- 
tions obtained through acquisitions author- 
ized under such section, excluding the num- 
ber of queries containing information used to 
prevent the return of information concerning 
a United States person; 

“*(3) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to title IV and a good faith estimate 
of— 

““(A) the number of targets of such orders; 
and 

““(B) the number of unique identifiers used 
to communicate information collected pur- 
suant to such orders; 

“*(4) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to applications made under section 
501(b)(2)(B) and a good faith estimate of— 

““(A) the number of targets of such orders; 
and 

““(B) the number of unique identifiers used 
to communicate information collected pur- 
suant to such orders; 

““(5) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to applications made under section 
501(b)(2)(C) and a good faith estimate of— 

““(A) the number of targets of such orders; 

““(B) the number of unique identifiers used 
to communicate information collected pur- 
suant to such orders; and 

“(C) the number of search terms that in- 
cluded information concerning a United 
States person that were used to query any 
database of call detail records obtained 
through the use of such orders; and 

““(6) the total number of national security 
letters issued and the number of requests for 
information contained within such national 
security letters. 

““(c) TIMING.—The annual reports required 
by subsections (a) and (b) shall be made pub- 
licly available during April of each year and 
include information relating to the previous 
calendar year. 

““(d) EXCEPTIONS.— 

““(1) STATEMENT OF NUMERICAL RANGE.—If a 
good faith estimate required to be reported 
under subparagraph (B) of any of paragraphs 
(3), (4), or (5) of subsection (b) is fewer than 
500, it shall be expressed as a numerical 
range of ‘fewer than 500’ and shall not be ex- 
pressed as an individual number. 

(2) NONAPPLICABILITY TO CERTAIN INFOR- 
MATION.— 

““(A) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION.— 
Paragraphs (2)(A), (2)(B), and (5)(C) of sub- 
section (b) shall not apply to information or 
records held by, or queries conducted by, the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

““(B) ELECTRONIC MAIL ADDRESS AND TELE- 
PHONE NUMBERS.—Paragraph (3)(B) of sub- 
section (b) shall not apply to orders resulting 
in the acquisition of information by the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation that does not 
include electronic mail addresses or tele- 
phone numbers. 

**(3) CERTIFICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence concludes that a good 
faith estimate required to be reported under 
subsection (b)(2)(B) cannot be determined ac- 
curately because some but not all of the rel- 
evant elements of the intelligence commu- 
nity are able to provide such good faith esti- 
mate, the Director shall— 

““(i) certify that conclusion in writing to 
the Select Committee on Intelligence and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
ate and the Permanent Select Committee on 
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Intelligence and the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of the House of Representatives; 

“(ii) report the good faith estimate for 
those relevant elements able to provide such 
good faith estimate; 

““(iii) explain when it is reasonably antici- 
pated that such an estimate will be able to 
be determined fully and accurately; and 

“(iv) make such certification publicly 
available on an Internet Web site. 

“(B) FORM.—A certification described in 
subparagraph (A) shall be prepared in unclas- 
sified form, but may contain a classified 
annex. 

“(C) TIMING.—If the Director of National 
Intelligence continues to conclude that the 
good faith estimates described in this para- 
graph cannot be determined accurately, the 
Director shall annually submit a certifi- 
cation in accordance with this paragraph. 

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) CONTENTS.—The term ‘contents’ has 
the meaning given that term under section 
2510 of title 18, United States Code. 

(2) ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION.—The 
term ‘electronic communication’ has the 
meaning given that term under section 2510 
of title 18, United States Code. 

(3) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER.—The term 
‘national security letter’ means a request for 
a report, records, or other information 
under— 

““(A) section 2709 of title 18, United States 
Code; 

““(B) section 1114(a)(5)(A) of the Right to 
Financial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 
3414(a)(5)(A)); 

““(C) subsection (a) or (b) of section 626 of 
the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 
1681u(a), 1681u(b)); or 

““(D) section 627(a) of the Fair Credit Re- 
porting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v(a)). 

‘(4) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term 
‘United States person’ means a citizen of the 
United States or an alien lawfully admitted 
for permanent residence (as defined in sec- 
tion 101(a) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a))). 

““(5) WIRE COMMUNICATION.—The term ‘wire 
communication’ has the meaning given that 
term under section 2510 of title 18, United 
States Code.”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents, as amended by section 402 
of this Act, is further amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 602, as 
added by section 402 of this Act, the fol- 
lowing new item: 

“Sec. 603. Annual reports.”. 

(c) PUBLIC REPORTING ON NATIONAL SECU- 
RITY LETTERS.—Section 118(c) of the USA 
PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (18 U.S.C. 3511 note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “United States”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘, ex- 
cluding the number of requests for subscriber 
information”; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

(2) CONTENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), each report required under 
this subsection shall include a good faith es- 
timate of the total number of requests de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) requiring disclosure 
of information concerning— 

“(i) United States persons; and 

““(ii) persons who are not United States 
persons. 

““(B) EXCEPTION.—With respect to the num- 
ber of requests for subscriber information 
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under section 2709 of title 18, United States 
Code, a report required under this subsection 
need not separate the number of requests 
into each of the categories described in sub- 
paragraph (A).”. 

(d) STORED COMMUNICATIONS.—Section 
2702(d) of title 18, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(3) the number of accounts from which 
the Department of Justice has received vol- 
untary disclosures under subsection (c)(4).”. 
SEC. 603. PUBLIC REPORTING BY PERSONS SUB- 

JECT TO FISA ORDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI (50 U.S.C. 1871 et 
seq.), as amended by sections 402 and 602 of 
this Act, is further amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 

“SEC. 604. PUBLIC REPORTING BY PERSONS SUB- 
JECT TO ORDERS. 

““(a) REPORTING.—A person subject to a 
nondisclosure requirement accompanying an 
order or directive under this Act or a na- 
tional security letter may, with respect to 
such order, directive, or national security 
letter, publicly report the following informa- 
tion using one of the following structures: 

“(1) A semiannual report that aggregates 
the number of orders, directives, or national 
security letters with which the person was 
required to comply into separate categories 
of— 

““(A) the number of national security let- 
ters received, reported in bands of 1000 start- 
ing with 0-999; 

““(B) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted by national security letters, reported 
in bands of 1000 starting with 0-999; 

““(C) the number of orders or directives re- 
ceived, combined, under this Act for con- 
tents, reported in bands of 1000 starting with 
0-999; 

““(D) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted under orders or directives received, 
combined, under this Act for contents re- 
ported in bands of 1000 starting with 0-999; 

““(E) the number of orders received under 
this Act for noncontents, reported in bands 
of 1000 starting with 0-999; and 

““(F) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted under orders under this Act for non- 
contents, reported in bands of 1000 starting 
with 0-999, pursuant to— 

“(i) title IV; 

“(ii) title V with respect to applications 
described in section 501(b)(2)(B); and 

“(iii) title V with respect to applications 
described in section 501(b)(2)(C). 

(2) A semiannual report that aggregates 
the number of orders, directives, or national 
security letters with which the person was 
required to comply into separate categories 
of— 

““(A) the number of national security let- 
ters received, reported in bands of 500 start- 
ing with 0-499; 

““(B) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted by national security letters, reported 
in bands of 500 starting with 0-499; 

““(C) the number of orders or directives re- 
ceived, combined, under this Act for con- 
tents, reported in bands of 500 starting with 
0-499; 

““(D) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted under orders or directives received, 
combined, under this Act for contents, re- 
ported in bands of 500 starting with 0-499; 

““(E) the number of orders received under 
this Act for noncontents, reported in bands 
of 500 starting with 0-499; and 
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““(F) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted under orders received under this Act 
for noncontents, reported in bands of 500 
starting with 0-499. 

““(3) A semiannual report that aggregates 
the number of orders, directives, or national 
security letters with which the person was 
required to comply in the into separate cat- 
egories of— 

““(A) the total number of all national secu- 
rity process received, including all national 
security letters, and orders or directives 
under this Act, combined, reported in bands 
of 250 starting with 0-249; and 

“(B) the total number of customer selec- 
tors targeted under all national security 
process received, including all national secu- 
rity letters, and orders or directives under 
this Act, combined, reported in bands of 250 
starting with 0-249. 

“(4) An annual report that aggregates the 
number of orders, directives, and national se- 
curity letters the person was required to 
comply with into separate categories of— 

““(A) the total number of all national secu- 
rity process received, including all national 
security letters, and orders or directives 
under this Act, combined, reported in bands 
of 100 starting with 0-99; and 

“(B) the total number of customer selec- 
tors targeted under all national security 
process received, including all national secu- 
rity letters, and orders or directives under 
this Act, combined, reported in bands of 100 
starting with 0-99. 

“(b) PERIOD OF TIME COVERED BY RE- 
PORTS.— 

““(1) A report described in paragraph (1) or 
(2) of subsection (a) shall include only infor- 
mation— 

““(A) relating to national security letters 
for the previous 180 days; and 

““(B) relating to authorities under this Act 
for the 180-day period of time ending on the 
date that is not less than 180 days prior to 
the date of the publication of such report, 
except that with respect to a platform, prod- 
uct, or service for which a person did not 
previously receive an order or directive (not 
including an enhancement to or iteration of 
an existing publicly available platform, 
product, or service) such report shall not in- 
clude any information relating to such new 
order or directive until 540 days after the 
date on which such new order or directive is 
received. 

“*(2) A report described in paragraph (3) of 
subsection (a) shall include only information 
relating to the previous 180 days. 

“*(3) A report described in paragraph (4) of 
subsection (a) shall include only information 
for the l-year period of time ending on the 
date that is not less than 1 year prior to the 
date of the publication of such report. 

““(c) OTHER FORMS OF AGREED TO PUBLICA- 
TION.—Nothing in this section prohibits the 
Government and any person from jointly 
agreeing to the publication of information 
referred to in this subsection in a time, form, 
or manner other than as described in this 
section. 

““(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) CONTENTS.—The term ‘contents’ has 
the meaning given that term under section 
2510 of title 18, United States Code. 

**(2) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER.—The term 
‘national security letter’ has the meaning 
given that term under section 603.”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents, as amended by sections 402 
and 602 of this Act, is further amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 603, 
as added by section 602 of this Act, the fol- 
lowing new item: 
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“Sec. 604. Public reporting by persons sub- 
ject to orders.’’. 

SEC. 604. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR DECI- 
SIONS, ORDERS, AND OPINIONS OF 
THE FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE SUR- 
VEILLANCE COURT AND THE FOR- 
EIGN INTELLIGENCE SURVEILLANCE 
COURT OF REVIEW. 

Section 601(c)(1) (50 U.S.C. 
amended to read as follows: 

“(1) not later than 45 days after the date on 
which the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court or the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court of Review issues a decision, 
order, or opinion, including any denial or 
modification of an application under this 
Act, that includes significant construction 
or interpretation of any provision of law or 
results in a change of application of any pro- 
vision of this Act or a novel application of 
any provision of this Act, a copy of such de- 
cision, order, or opinion and any pleadings, 
applications, or memoranda of law associ- 
ated with such decision, order, or opinion; 
and’’. 

SEC. 605. SUBMISSION OF REPORTS UNDER FISA. 

(a) ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE.—Section 
108(a)(1) (50 U.S.C. 1808(a)(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘the House Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence and the Senate Select 
Committee on Intelligence, and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate,” and 
inserting “the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence and the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the House of Representatives 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate”. 

(b) PHYSICAL SEARCHES.—The matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1) of section 306 (50 U.S.C. 
1826) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the Senate, 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate,” and inserting “Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Select Committee on 
Intelligence and the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of the Senate”; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking “and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives”. 

(c) PEN REGISTERS AND TRAP AND TRACE 
DEVICES.—Section 406(b) (50 U.S.C. 1846(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

““(4) each department or agency on behalf 
of which the Attorney General or a des- 
ignated attorney for the Government has 
made an application for an order authorizing 
or approving the installation and use of a 
pen register or trap and trace device under 
this title; and 

““(5) for each department or agency de- 
scribed in paragraph (4), each number de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3).”. 

(d) ACCESS TO CERTAIN BUSINESS RECORDS 
AND OTHER TANGIBLE THINGS.—Section 502(a) 
(50 U.S.C. 1862(a)) is amended by striking 
“Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence of the House of Representatives and 
the Select Committee on Intelligence and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
ate” and inserting ‘‘Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence and the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Select Committee on Intel- 
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ligence and the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the Senate”. 
TITLE VII—ENHANCED NATIONAL 
SECURITY PROVISIONS 
SEC. 701. EMERGENCIES INVOLVING NON-UNITED 
STATES PERSONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 105 (50 U.S.C. 
1805) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (f), (g), (h), 
and (i) as subsections (g), (h), (i), and (j), re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(f)(1) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of this Act, the lawfully authorized tar- 
geting of a non-United States person pre- 
viously believed to be located outside the 
United States for the acquisition of foreign 
intelligence information may continue for a 
period not to exceed 72 hours from the time 
that the non-United States person is reason- 
ably believed to be located inside the United 
States and the acquisition is subject to this 
title or to title III of this Act, provided that 
the head of an element of the intelligence 
community— 

““(A) reasonably determines that a lapse in 
the targeting of such non-United States per- 
son poses a threat of death or serious bodily 
harm to any person; 

“(B) promptly notifies the Attorney Gen- 
eral of a determination under subparagraph 
(A); and 

“(C) requests, as soon as practicable, the 
employment of emergency electronic surveil- 
lance under subsection (e) or the employ- 
ment of an emergency physical search pursu- 
ant to section 304(e), as warranted. 

“*(2) The authority under this subsection to 
continue the acquisition of foreign intel- 
ligence information is limited to a period 
not to exceed 72 hours and shall cease upon 
the earlier of the following: 

“(A) The employment of emergency elec- 
tronic surveillance under subsection (e) or 
the employment of an emergency physical 
search pursuant to section 304(e). 

““(B) An issuance of a court order under 
this title or title TIT of this Act. 

“(C) The Attorney General provides direc- 
tion that the acquisition be terminated. 

““(D) The head of the element of the intel- 
ligence community conducting the acquisi- 
tion determines that a request under para- 
graph (1)(C) is not warranted. 

““(E) When the threat of death or serious 
bodily harm to any person is no longer rea- 
sonably believed to exist. 

(3) Nonpublicly available information 
concerning unconsenting United States per- 
sons acquired under this subsection shall not 
be disseminated during the 72 hour time pe- 
riod under paragraph (1) unless necessary to 
investigate, reduce, or eliminate the threat 
of death or serious bodily harm to any per- 
son. 

“*(4) If the Attorney General declines to au- 
thorize the employment of emergency elec- 
tronic surveillance under subsection (e) or 
the employment of an emergency physical 
search pursuant to section 304(e), or a court 
order is not obtained under this title or title 
III of this Act, information obtained during 
the 72 hour acquisition time period under 
paragraph (1) shall not be retained, except 
with the approval of the Attorney General if 
the information indicates a threat of death 
or serious bodily harm to any person. 

“*(5) Paragraphs (5) and (6) of subsection (e) 
shall apply to this subsection.”. 

(b) NOTIFICATION OF EMERGENCY EMPLOY- 
MENT OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE.—Section 
106(j) (50 U.S.C. 1806(j)) is amended by strik- 
ing “section 105(e)” and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section (e) or (f) of section 105”. 
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(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Section 108(a)(2) 
(50 U.S.C. 1808(a)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) the total number of authorizations 
under section 105(f) and the total number of 
subsequent emergency employments of elec- 
tronic surveillance under section 105(e) or 
emergency physical searches pursuant to 
section 301(e).”. 

SEC. 702. PRESERVATION OF TREATMENT OF 
NON-UNITED STATES PERSONS 
TRAVELING OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES AS AGENTS OF FOREIGN 
POWERS. 

Section 101(b)(1) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting before 
the semicolon at the end the following: “*, ir- 
respective of whether the person is inside the 
United States”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘of such person’s presence 
in the United States”; and 

(B) by striking “such activities in the 
United States” and inserting “such activi- 
ties”. 

SEC. 703. IMPROVEMENT TO INVESTIGATIONS OF 


INTERNATIONAL PROLIFERATION 
OF WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUC- 
TION. 


Section 101(b)(1) is further amended by 
striking subparagraph (E) and inserting the 
following new subparagraph (E): 

““(E) engages in the international prolifera- 
tion of weapons of mass destruction, or ac- 
tivities in preparation therefor, for or on be- 
half of a foreign power, or knowingly aids or 
abets any person in the conduct of such pro- 
liferation or activities in preparation there- 
for, or knowingly conspires with any person 
to engage in such proliferation or activities 
in preparation therefor; or”. 

SEC. 704. INCREASE IN PENALTIES FOR MATE- 
RIAL SUPPORT OF FOREIGN TER- 
RORIST ORGANIZATIONS. 

Section 2839B(a)(1) of title 18, 
States Code, is amended by striking 
years” and inserting ‘‘20 years”. 

SEC. 705. SUNSETS. 

(a) USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT AND RE- 
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2005.—Section 102(b)(1) 
of the USA PATRIOT Improvement and Re- 
authorization Act of 2005 (50 U.S.C. 1805 note) 
is amended by striking “June 1, 2015” and in- 
serting ‘‘December 15, 2019”. 

(b) INTELLIGENCE REFORM AND TERRORISM 
PREVENTION ACT OF 2004.—Section 6001(b)(1) 
of the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism 
Prevention Act of 2004 (50 U.S.C. 1801 note) is 
amended by striking “June 1, 2015” and in- 
serting ‘‘December 15, 2019”. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
102(b)(1) of the USA PATRIOT Improvement 
and Reauthorization Act of 2005 (50 U.S.C. 
1805 note), as amended by subsection (a), is 
further amended by striking ‘‘sections 501, 
502, and” and inserting “title V and section”. 
TITLE VIMI—SAFETY OF MARITIME NAVI- 

GATION AND NUCLEAR TERRORISM 

CONVENTIONS IMPLEMENTATION 

Subtitle A—Safety of Maritime Navigation 
SEC. 801. AMENDMENT TO SECTION 2280 OF 

TITLE 18, UNITED STATES CODE. 

Section 2280 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A)(i), by striking “a 
ship flying the flag of the United States” and 
inserting ‘‘a vessel of the United States or a 
vessel subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States (as defined in section 70502 of 
title 46)”; 
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(B) in paragraph (1)(A)(ii), by inserting ‘‘, 
including the territorial seas” after “in the 
United States””; and 

(C) in paragraph (1)(A)(iii), by inserting ““, 
by a United States corporation or legal enti- 
ty,” after “by a national of the United 
States””; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking “section 
2(c)” and inserting “section 13(c)””; 

(3) by striking subsection (d); 

(4) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
after subsection (c) the following: 

““(d) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section, 
section 2280a, section 2281, and section 228la, 
the term— 

““(1) ‘applicable treaty’ means— 

““(A) the Convention for the Suppression of 
Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft, done at The 
Hague on 16 December 1970; 

““(B) the Convention for the Suppression of 
Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Civil 
Aviation, done at Montreal on 23 September 
1971; 

““(C) the Convention on the Prevention and 
Punishment of Crimes against Internation- 
ally Protected Persons, including Diplomatic 
Agents, adopted by the General Assembly of 
the United Nations on 14 December 1973; 

““(D) International Convention against the 
Taking of Hostages, adopted by the General 
Assembly of the United Nations on 17 De- 
cember 1979; 

““(E) the Convention on the Physical Pro- 
tection of Nuclear Material, done at Vienna 
on 26 October 1979; 

““(F) the Protocol for the Suppression of 
Unlawful Acts of Violence at Airports Serv- 
ing International Civil Aviation, supple- 
mentary to the Convention for the Suppres- 
sion of Unlawful Acts against the Safety of 
Civil Aviation, done at Montreal on 24 Feb- 
ruary 1988; 

“(G) the Protocol for the Suppression of 
Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Fixed 
Platforms Located on the Continental Shelf, 
done at Rome on 10 March 1988; 

““(H) International Convention for the Sup- 
pression of Terrorist Bombings, adopted by 
the General Assembly of the United Nations 
on 15 December 1997; and 

““(D) International Convention for the Sup- 
pression of the Financing of Terrorism, 
adopted by the General Assembly of the 
United Nations on 9 December 1999; 

“*(2) ‘armed conflict’ does not include inter- 
nal disturbances and tensions, such as riots, 
isolated and sporadic acts of violence, and 
other acts of a similar nature; 

“*(3) ‘biological weapon’ means— 

““(A) microbial or other biological agents, 
or toxins whatever their origin or method of 
production, of types and in quantities that 
have no justification for prophylactic, pro- 
tective, or other peaceful purposes; or 

““(B) weapons, equipment, or means of de- 
livery designed to use such agents or toxins 
for hostile purposes or in armed conflict; 

“*(4) ‘chemical weapon’ means, together or 
separately— 

““(A) toxic chemicals and their precursors, 
except where intended for— 

“(i) industrial, agricultural, research, med- 
ical, pharmaceutical, or other peaceful pur- 
poses; 

““(ii) protective purposes, namely those 
purposes directly related to protection 
against toxic chemicals and to protection 
against chemical weapons; 

““(iii) military purposes not connected with 
the use of chemical weapons and not depend- 
ent on the use of the toxic properties of 
chemicals as a method of warfare; or 

“(iv) law enforcement including domestic 
riot control purposes, 
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as long as the types and quantities are con- 
sistent with such purposes; 

‘“(B) munitions and devices, specifically de- 
signed to cause death or other harm through 
the toxic properties of those toxic chemicals 
specified in subparagraph (A), which would 
be released as a result of the employment of 
such munitions and devices; and 

“(C) any equipment specifically designed 
for use directly in connection with the em- 
ployment of munitions and devices specified 
in subparagraph (B); 

“(5) ‘covered ship’ means a ship that is 
navigating or is scheduled to navigate into, 
through or from waters beyond the outer 
limit of the territorial sea of a single coun- 
try or a lateral limit of that country’s terri- 
torial sea with an adjacent country; 

“*(6) ‘explosive material’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 841(c) and includes 
explosive as defined in section 844(j) of this 
title; 

“(7) ‘infrastructure facility’ has the mean- 
ing given the term in section 2332f(e)(5) of 
this title; 

“(8) “international organization’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 831(£1(3) of 
this title; 

““(9) ‘military forces of a state’ means the 
armed forces of a state which are organized, 
trained, and equipped under its internal law 
for the primary purpose of national defense 
or security, and persons acting in support of 
those armed forces who are under their for- 
mal command, control, and responsibility; 

‘“(10) ‘national of the United States’ has 
the meaning stated in section 101(a)(22) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(22)); 

“(11) ‘Non-Proliferation Treaty’ means the 
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons, done at Washington, London, and 
Moscow on 1 July 1968; 

“(12) ‘Non-Proliferation Treaty State 
Party’ means any State Party to the Non- 
Proliferation Treaty, to include Taiwan, 
which shall be considered to have the obliga- 
tions under the Non-Proliferation Treaty of 
a party to that treaty other than a Nuclear 
Weapon State Party to the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty; 

“*(13) Nuclear Weapon State Party to the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty’ means a State 
Party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty that 
is a nuclear-weapon State, as that term is 
defined in Article IX(3) of the Non-Prolifera- 
tion Treaty; 

“*(14) ‘place of public use’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 2332f(e)(6) of this 
title; 

“*(15) ‘precursor’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 229F(6)(A) of this title; 

““(16) “public transport system’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2332f(e)(7) 
of this title; 

“*(17) ‘serious injury or damage’ means— 

“(A) serious bodily injury, 

“(B) extensive destruction of a place of 
public use, State or government facility, in- 
frastructure facility, or public transpor- 
tation system, resulting in major economic 
loss, or 

“(C) substantial damage to the environ- 
ment, including air, soil, water, fauna, or 
flora; 

“(18) ‘ship’ means a vessel of any type 
whatsoever not permanently attached to the 
sea-bed, including dynamically supported 
craft, submersibles, or any other floating 
craft, but does not include a warship, a ship 
owned or operated by a government when 
being used as a naval auxiliary or for cus- 
toms or police purposes, or a ship which has 
been withdrawn from navigation or laid up; 


May 31, 2015 


““(19) ‘source material’ has the meaning 
given that term in the International Atomic 
Energy Agency Statute, done at New York 
on 26 October 1956; 

‘(20) ‘special fissionable material’ has the 
meaning given that term in the Inter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency Statute, 
done at New York on 26 October 1956; 

“(21) ‘territorial sea of the United States’ 
means all waters extending seaward to 12 
nautical miles from the baselines of the 
United States determined in accordance with 
international law; 

“*(22) ‘toxic chemical’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 229F(8)(A) of this 
title; 

(23) ‘transport’ means to initiate, arrange 
or exercise effective control, including deci- 
sionmaking authority, over the movement of 
a person or item; and 

“(24) ‘United States’, when used in a geo- 
graphical sense, includes the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, and all territories 
and possessions of the United States.”; and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (d) (as 
added by paragraph (4) of this section) the 
following: 

““(e) EXCEPTIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties. 


““(f) DELIVERY OF SUSPECTED OFFENDER.— 
The master of a covered ship flying the flag 
of the United States who has reasonable 
grounds to believe that there is on board 
that ship any person who has committed an 
offense under section 2280 or section 2280a 
may deliver such person to the authorities of 
a country that is a party to the Convention 
for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts against 
the Safety of Maritime Navigation. Before 
delivering such person to the authorities of 
another country, the master shall notify in 
an appropriate manner the Attorney General 
of the United States of the alleged offense 
and await instructions from the Attorney 
General as to what action to take. When de- 
livering the person to a country which is a 
state party to the Convention, the master 
shall, whenever practicable, and if possible 
before entering the territorial sea of such 
country, notify the authorities of such coun- 
try of the master's intention to deliver such 
person and the reasons therefor. If the mas- 
ter delivers such person, the master shall 
furnish to the authorities of such country 
the evidence in the master’s possession that 
pertains to the alleged offense. 


“(g)(1) CIVIL FORFEITURE.—Any real or per- 
sonal property used or intended to be used to 
commit or to facilitate the commission of a 
violation of this section, the gross proceeds 
of such violation, and any real or personal 
property traceable to such property or pro- 
ceeds, shall be subject to forfeiture. 


‘(2) APPLICABLE PROCEDURES.—Seizures 
and forfeitures under this section shall be 
governed by the provisions of chapter 46 of 
title 18, United States Code, relating to civil 
forfeitures, except that such duties as are 
imposed upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
under the customs laws described in section 
981(d) shall be performed by such officers, 
agents, and other persons as may be des- 
ignated for that purpose by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, the Attorney General, 
or the Secretary of Defense.”. 
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SEC. 802. NEW SECTION 2280A OF TITLE 18, 


UNITED STATES CODE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 111 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
after section 2280 the following new section: 


“$2280a. Violence against maritime naviga- 
tion and maritime transport involving 
weapons of mass destruction 


““(a) OFFENSES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the excep- 
tions in subsection (c), a person who unlaw- 
fully and intentionally— 

““(A) when the purpose of the act, by its na- 
ture or context, is to intimidate a popu- 
lation, or to compel a government or an 
international organization to do or to ab- 
stain from doing any act— 

““(i) uses against or on a ship or discharges 
from a ship any explosive or radioactive ma- 
terial, biological, chemical, or nuclear weap- 
on or other nuclear explosive device in a 
manner that causes or is likely to cause 
death to any person or serious injury or 
damage; 

“(ii) discharges from a ship oil, liquefied 
natural gas, or another hazardous or noxious 
substance that is not covered by clause (i), in 
such quantity or concentration that causes 
or is likely to cause death to any person or 
serious injury or damage; or 

“(iii) uses a ship in a manner that causes 
death to any person or serious injury or 
damage; 

““(B) transports on board a ship— 

““(i) any explosive or radioactive material, 
knowing that it is intended to be used to 
cause, or in a threat to cause, death to any 
person or serious injury or damage for the 
purpose of intimidating a population, or 
compelling a government or an international 
organization to do or to abstain from doing 
any act; 

““(ii) any biological, chemical, or nuclear 
weapon or other nuclear explosive device, 
knowing it to be a biological, chemical, or 
nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive 
device; 

“(iii) any source material, special fission- 
able material, or equipment or material es- 
pecially designed or prepared for the proc- 
essing, use, or production of special fission- 
able material, knowing that it is intended to 
be used in a nuclear explosive activity or in 
any other nuclear activity not under safe- 
guards pursuant to an International Atomic 
Energy Agency comprehensive safeguards 
agreement, except where— 

““(D such item is transported to or from the 
territory of, or otherwise under the control 
of, a Non-Proliferation Treaty State Party; 
and 

“(II) the resulting transfer or receipt (in- 
cluding internal to a country) is not con- 
trary to the obligations under the Non-Pro- 
liferation Treaty of the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty State Party from which, to the terri- 
tory of which, or otherwise under the control 
of which such item is transferred; 

“(iv) any equipment, materials, or soft- 
ware or related technology that significantly 
contributes to the design or manufacture of 
a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive 
device, with the intention that it will be 
used for such purpose, except where— 

““(I) the country to the territory of which 
or under the control of which such item is 
transferred is a Nuclear Weapon State Party 
to the Non-Proliferation Treaty; and 

“(IT) the resulting transfer or receipt (in- 
cluding internal to a country) is not con- 
trary to the obligations under the Non-Pro- 
liferation Treaty of a Non-Proliferation 
Treaty State Party from which, to the terri- 
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tory of which, or otherwise under the control 
of which such item is transferred; 

“(v) any equipment, materials, or software 
or related technology that significantly con- 
tributes to the delivery of a nuclear weapon 
or other nuclear explosive device, with the 
intention that it will be used for such pur- 
pose, except where— 

““(D) such item is transported to or from the 
territory of, or otherwise under the control 
of, a Non-Proliferation Treaty State Party; 
and 

“(ID) such item is intended for the delivery 
system of a nuclear weapon or other nuclear 
explosive device of a Nuclear Weapon State 
Party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty; or 

“(vi) any equipment, materials, or soft- 
ware or related technology that significantly 
contributes to the design, manufacture, or 
delivery of a biological or chemical weapon, 
with the intention that it will be used for 
such purpose; 

“(C) transports another person on board a 
ship knowing that the person has committed 
an act that constitutes an offense under sec- 
tion 2280 or subparagraph (A), (B), (D), or (E) 
of this section or an offense set forth in an 
applicable treaty, as specified in section 
2280(d)(1), and intending to assist that person 
to evade criminal prosecution; 

“(D) injures or kills any person in connec- 
tion with the commission or the attempted 
commission of any of the offenses set forth 
in subparagraphs (A) through (C), or sub- 
section (a)(2), to the extent that the sub- 
section (a)(2) offense pertains to subpara- 
graph (A); or 

““(E) attempts to do any act prohibited 
under subparagraph (A), (B) or (D), or con- 
spires to do any act prohibited by subpara- 
graphs (A) through (E) or subsection (a)(2), 
shall be fined under this title, imprisoned 
not more than 20 years, or both; and if the 
death of any person results from conduct 
prohibited by this paragraph, shall be im- 
prisoned for any term of years or for life. 

“(2) THREATS.—A person who threatens, 
with apparent determination and will to 
carry the threat into execution, to do any 
act prohibited under paragraph (1)(A) shall 
be fined under this title, imprisoned not 
more than 5 years, or both. 

““(b) JURISDICTION.—There is jurisdiction 
over the activity prohibited in subsection 
(a)— 

“*(1) in the case of a covered ship, if— 

““(A) such activity is committed— 

““(i) against or on board a vessel of the 
United States or a vessel subject to the juris- 
diction of the United States (as defined in 
section 70502 of title 46) at the time the pro- 
hibited activity is committed; 

“(ii) in the United States, including the 
territorial seas; or 

““(iii) by a national of the United States, by 
a United States corporation or legal entity, 
or by a stateless person whose habitual resi- 
dence is in the United States; 

““(B) during the commission of such activ- 
ity, a national of the United States is seized, 
threatened, injured, or killed; or 

““(C) the offender is later found in the 
United States after such activity is com- 
mitted; 

“*(2) in the case of a ship navigating or 
scheduled to navigate solely within the terri- 
torial sea or internal waters of a country 
other than the United States, if the offender 
is later found in the United States after such 
activity is committed; or 

‘“(3) in the case of any vessel, if such activ- 
ity is committed in an attempt to compel 
the United States to do or abstain from 
doing any act. 
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““(c) EXCEPTIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties. 

“(d)(1) CIVIL FORFEITURE.—Any real or per- 
sonal property used or intended to be used to 
commit or to facilitate the commission of a 
violation of this section, the gross proceeds 
of such violation, and any real or personal 
property traceable to such property or pro- 
ceeds, shall be subject to forfeiture. 

‘(2) APPLICABLE PROCEDURES.—Seizures 
and forfeitures under this section shall be 
governed by the provisions of chapter 46 of 
title 18, United States Code, relating to civil 
forfeitures, except that such duties as are 
imposed upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
under the customs laws described in section 
981(d) shall be performed by such officers, 
agents, and other persons as may be des- 
ignated for that purpose by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, the Attorney General, 
or the Secretary of Defense.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 111 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding after the item relating to section 2280 
the following new item: 


“22804. Violence against maritime naviga- 
tion and maritime transport in- 
volving weapons of mass de- 
struction.”. 

SEC. 803. AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 2281 OF 

TITLE 18, UNITED STATES CODE. 

Section 2281 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c), by striking “section 
2(c)” and inserting “section 13(c)””; 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking the defini- 
tions of “national of the United States,” 
“territorial sea of the United States,” and 
“United States”; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(e) EXCEPTIONS.—This section does not 
apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties.”. 

SEC. 804. NEW SECTION 2281A OF TITLE 18, 

UNITED STATES CODE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 111 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
after section 2281 the following new section: 


“§ 2281a. Additional offenses against maritime 
fixed platforms 


““(a) OFFENSES.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who unlawfully 
and intentionally— 

““(A) when the purpose of the act, by its na- 
ture or context, is to intimidate a popu- 
lation, or to compel a government or an 
international organization to do or to ab- 
stain from doing any act— 

““(i) uses against or on a fixed platform or 
discharges from a fixed platform any explo- 
sive or radioactive material, biological, 
chemical, or nuclear weapon in a manner 
that causes or is likely to cause death or se- 
rious injury or damage; or 

“(ii) discharges from a fixed platform oil, 
liquefied natural gas, or another hazardous 
or noxious substance that is not covered by 
clause (i), in such quantity or concentration 
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that causes or is likely to cause death or se- 
rious injury or damage; 

““(B) injures or kills any person in connec- 
tion with the commission or the attempted 
commission of any of the offenses set forth 
in subparagraph (A); or 

““(C) attempts or conspires to do anything 
prohibited under subparagraph (A) or (B), 
shall be fined under this title, imprisoned 
not more than 20 years, or both; and if death 
results to any person from conduct prohib- 
ited by this paragraph, shall be imprisoned 
for any term of years or for life. 

‘(2) THREAT TO SAFETY.—A person who 
threatens, with apparent determination and 
will to carry the threat into execution, to do 
any act prohibited under paragraph (XA), 
shall be fined under this title, imprisoned 
not more than 5 years, or both. 

““(b) JURISDICTION.—There is jurisdiction 
over the activity prohibited in subsection (a) 
if— 

“(1) such activity is committed against or 
on board a fixed platform— 

“(A) that is located on the continental 
shelf of the United States; 

“(B) that is located on the continental 
shelf of another country, by a national of the 
United States or by a stateless person whose 
habitual residence is in the United States; or 

““(C) in an attempt to compel the United 
States to do or abstain from doing any act; 

“(2) during the commission of such activ- 
ity against or on board a fixed platform lo- 
cated on a continental shelf, a national of 
the United States is seized, threatened, in- 
jured, or killed; or 

““(3) such activity is committed against or 
on board a fixed platform located outside the 
United States and beyond the continental 
shelf of the United States and the offender is 
later found in the United States. 

““(c) EXCEPTIONS.—This section does not 
apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

““(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties. 

““(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“*(1) ‘continental shelf’ means the sea-bed 
and subsoil of the submarine areas that ex- 
tend beyond a country’s territorial sea to 
the limits provided by customary inter- 
national law as reflected in Article 76 of the 
1982 Convention on the Law of the Sea; and 

‘(2) ‘fixed platform’ means an artificial is- 
land, installation, or structure permanently 
attached to the sea-bed for the purpose of ex- 
ploration or exploitation of resources or for 
other economic purposes.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 111 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding after the item relating to section 2281 
the following new item: 

“9281a. Additional offenses against maritime 
fixed platforms.”. 
SEC. 805. ANCILLARY MEASURE. 

Section 2332b(g)(5)(B) of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘2280a 
(relating to maritime safety),’’ before “2281”, 
and by striking ‘‘2281’’ and inserting ‘‘2281 
through 2281a’’. 

Subtitle B—Prevention of Nuclear Terrorism 
SEC. 811. NEW SECTION 23321 OF TITLE 18, 
UNITED STATES CODE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 113B of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
after section 2332h the following: 

“§ 2332i. Acts of nuclear terrorism 

““(a) OFFENSES.— 
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““(1) IN GENERAL.—Whoever knowingly and 
unlawfully— 

“(A) possesses radioactive material or 
makes or possesses a device— 

““(i) with the intent to cause death or seri- 
ous bodily injury; or 

““(ii) with the intent to cause substantial 
damage to property or the environment; or 

““(B) uses in any way radioactive material 
or a device, or uses or damages or interferes 
with the operation of a nuclear facility in a 
manner that causes the release of or in- 
creases the risk of the release of radioactive 
material, or causes radioactive contamina- 
tion or exposure to radiation— 

““(i) with the intent to cause death or seri- 
ous bodily injury or with the knowledge that 
such act is likely to cause death or serious 
bodily injury; 

““(ii) with the intent to cause substantial 
damage to property or the environment or 
with the knowledge that such act is likely to 
cause substantial damage to property or the 
environment; or 

“(iii) with the intent to compel a person, 
an international organization or a country 
to do or refrain from doing an act, 
shall be punished as prescribed in subsection 
(c). 

“(2) THREATS.—Whoever, under cir- 
cumstances in which the threat may reason- 
ably be believed, threatens to commit an of- 
fense under paragraph (1) shall be punished 
as prescribed in subsection (c). Whoever de- 
mands possession of or access to radioactive 
material, a device or a nuclear facility by 
threat or by use of force shall be punished as 
prescribed in subsection (c). 

‘“(3) ATTEMPTS AND CONSPIRACIES.—Who- 
ever attempts to commit an offense under 
paragraph (1) or conspires to commit an of- 
fense under paragraph (1) or (2) shall be pun- 
ished as prescribed in subsection (c). 

““(b) JURISDICTION.—Conduct prohibited by 
subsection (a) is within the jurisdiction of 
the United States if— 

“(1) the prohibited conduct takes place in 
the United States or the special aircraft ju- 
risdiction of the United States; 

(2) the prohibited conduct takes place 
outside of the United States and— 

“(A) is committed by a national of the 
United States, a United States corporation 
or legal entity or a stateless person whose 
habitual residence is in the United States; 

““(B) is committed on board a vessel of the 
United States or a vessel subject to the juris- 
diction of the United States (as defined in 
section 70502 of title 46) or on board an air- 
craft that is registered under United States 
law, at the time the offense is committed; or 

“(C) is committed in an attempt to compel 
the United States to do or abstain from 
doing any act, or constitutes a threat di- 
rected at the United States; 

(3) the prohibited conduct takes place 
outside of the United States and a victim or 
an intended victim is a national of the 
United States or a United States corporation 
or legal entity, or the offense is committed 
against any state or government facility of 
the United States; or 

“(4) a perpetrator of the prohibited con- 
duct is found in the United States. 

“(c) PENALTIES.—Whoever violates this 
section shall be fined not more than 
$2,000,000 and shall be imprisoned for any 
term of years or for life. 

““(d) NONAPPLICABILITY.—This section does 
not apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 
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“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties. 

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section, 
the term— 

“(1) ‘armed conflict’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 2332f(e)(11) of this title; 

“*(2) ‘device’ means: 

““(A) any nuclear explosive device; or 

““(B) any radioactive material dispersal or 
radiation-emitting device that may, owing 
to its radiological properties, cause death, 
serious bodily injury or substantial damage 
to property or the environment; 

““(3) “international organization’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 831(f)(3) 
of this title; 

“(4) ‘military forces of a state’ means the 
armed forces of a country that are organized, 
trained and equipped under its internal law 
for the primary purpose of national defense 
or security and persons acting in support of 
those armed forces who are under their for- 
mal command, control and responsibility; 

“(5) ‘national of the United States’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 101(a)(22) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(22)); 

“(6) ‘nuclear facility’ means: 

“(A) any nuclear reactor, including reac- 
tors on vessels, vehicles, aircraft or space ob- 
jects for use as an energy source in order to 
propel such vessels, vehicles, aircraft or 
space objects or for any other purpose; 

‘(B) any plant or conveyance being used 
for the production, storage, processing or 
transport of radioactive material; or 

“(C) a facility (including associated build- 
ings and equipment) in which nuclear mate- 
rial is produced, processed, used, handled, 
stored or disposed of, if damage to or inter- 
ference with such facility could lead to the 
release of significant amounts of radiation or 
radioactive material; 

“(7) ‘nuclear material’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 831(f)(1) of this 
title; 

“(8) ‘radioactive material’ means nuclear 
material and other radioactive substances 
that contain nuclides that undergo sponta- 
neous disintegration (a process accompanied 
by emission of one or more types of ionizing 
radiation, such as alpha-, beta-, neutron par- 
ticles and gamma rays) and that may, owing 
to their radiological or fissile properties, 
cause death, serious bodily injury or sub- 
stantial damage to property or to the envi- 
ronment; 

‘(9) ‘serious bodily injury’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 831(f)(4) of this 
title; 

““(10) ‘state’ has the same meaning as that 
term has under international law, and in- 
cludes all political subdivisions thereof; 

“(11) ‘state or government facility’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 
2332f(e)(3) of this title; 

“*(12) ‘United States corporation or legal 
entity’ means any corporation or other enti- 
ty organized under the laws of the United 
States or any State, Commonwealth, terri- 
tory, possession or district of the United 
States; 

““(13) ‘vessel’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 1502(19) of title 33; and 

“(14) ‘vessel of the United States’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 70502 of 
title 46.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 113B of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
2332h the following: 


‘*2332i. Acts of nuclear terrorism.”. 
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(c) DISCLAIMER.—Nothing contained in this 
section is intended to affect the applicability 
of any other Federal or State law that might 
pertain to the underlying conduct. 

(d) INCLUSION IN DEFINITION OF FEDERAL 
CRIMES OF TERRORISM.—Section 
2332b(g)(5)(B) of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘2332i (relating to 
acts of nuclear terrorism),”” before ‘‘2339 (re- 
lating to harboring terrorists)”. 

SEC. 812. AMENDMENT TO SECTION 831 OF TITLE 
18, UNITED STATES CODE. 

Section 831 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(a) in subsection (a)— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(8) as paragraphs (4) through (9); 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(3) without lawful authority, inten- 
tionally carries, sends or moves nuclear ma- 
terial into or out of a country;”’; 

(3) in paragraph (8), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘an offense under paragraph (1), (2), 
(3), or (4)” and inserting “any act prohibited 
under paragraphs (1) through (5)’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (9), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘an offense under paragraph (1), (2), 
(3), or (4)” and inserting “any act prohibited 
under paragraphs (1) through (7)”; 

(b) in subsection (b)— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “(7)” and 
inserting ‘‘(8)’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking “(8)” and 
inserting ‘‘(9)’’; 

(c) in subsection (c)— 

(1) in subparagraph (2)(A), by adding after 
“United States” the following: “or a state- 
less person whose habitual residence is in the 
United States””; 

(2) by striking paragraph (5); 

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (4), the fol- 
lowing: 

““(5) the offense is committed on board a 
vessel of the United States or a vessel sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the United States 
(as defined in section 70502 of title 46) or on 
board an aircraft that is registered under 
United States law, at the time the offense is 
committed; 

““(6) the offense is committed outside the 
United States and against any state or gov- 
ernment facility of the United States; or 

“(T) the offense is committed in an attempt 
to compel the United States to do or abstain 
from doing any act, or constitutes a threat 
directed at the United States.’’; 

(d) by redesignating subsections 
through (f) as (e) through (g), respectively; 

(e) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(d) NONAPPLICABILITY.—This section does 
not apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties.’’; and 

(f) in subsection (g), as redesignated— 

(1) in paragraph (6), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (7), the fol- 
lowing: 

“(8) the term ‘armed conflict’ 
meaning given that term in 
2332f(e)(11) of this title; 

““(9) the term ‘military forces of a state’ 
means the armed forces of a country that are 


(d) 


has the 
section 
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organized, trained and equipped under its in- 
ternal law for the primary purpose of na- 
tional defense or security and persons acting 
in support of those armed forces who are 
under their formal command, control and re- 
sponsibility; 

““(10) the term ‘state’ has the same mean- 
ing as that term has under international 
law, and includes all political subdivisions 
thereof; 

“(11) the term ‘state or government facil- 
ity’ has the meaning given that term in sec- 
tion 2332f(e)(3) of this title; and 

**(12) the term ‘vessel of the United States’ 
has the meaning given that term in section 
70502 of title 46.”. 


SA 1450. Mr. MCCONNELL proposed 
an amendment to amendment SA 1449 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for him- 
self and Mr. BURR) to the bill H.R. 2048, 
to reform the authorities of the Fed- 
eral Government to require the produc- 
tion of certain business records, con- 
duct electronic surveillance, use pen 
registers and trap and trace devices, 
and use other forms of information 
gathering for foreign intelligence, 
counterterrorism, and criminal pur- 
poses, and for other purposes; as fol- 
lows: 

Strike Sec. 110(a) and insert the following: 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
sections 101 through 103 shall take effect on 
the date that is 12 months after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1451. Mr. MCCONNELL proposed 
an amendment to amendment SA 1450 
proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL to the 
amendment SA 1449 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for himself and Mr. BURR) 
to the bill H.R. 2048, to reform the au- 
thorities of the Federal Government to 
require the production of certain busi- 
ness records, conduct electronic sur- 
veillance, use pen registers and trap 
and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign 
intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

(b) NONEFFECT OF CERTAIN PROVISIONS.— 
Section 401 of this Act, relating to appoint- 
ment of amicus curiae, shall have no force or 
effect. 

SEC. 110A. APPOINTMENT OF AMICUS CURIAE. 

Section 103 (50 U.S.C. 1803) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
sections: 

“(i) AMICUS CURIAE.— 

““(1) AUTHORIZATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) is authorized, con- 
sistent with the requirement of subsection 
(c) and any other statutory requirement that 
the court act expeditiously or within a stat- 
ed time— 

“(A) to appoint amicus curiae to— 

““(i) assist the court in the consideration of 
any application for an order or review that, 
in the opinion of the court, presents a novel 
or significant interpretation of the law; or 

““(ii) provide technical expertise in any in- 
stance the court considers appropriate; or 

“(B) upon motion, to permit an individual 
or organization leave to file an amicus cu- 
riae brief. 

**(2) DESIGNATION.—The courts established 
by subsection (a) and (b) shall each designate 


7893 


1 or more individuals who may be appointed 
to serve as amicus curiae and who are deter- 
mined to be eligible for access to classified 
national security information necessary to 
participate in matters before such courts (if 
such access is necessary for participation in 
the matters for which they may be ap- 
pointed). In appointing an amicus curiae pur- 
suant to paragraph (1), the court may choose 
from among those so designated. 

(3) EXPERTISE.—An individual appointed 
as an amicus curiae under paragraph (1) may 
be an individual who possesses expertise on 
privacy and civil liberties, intelligence col- 
lection, communications technology, or any 
other area that may lend legal or technical 
expertise to the court. 

(4) DUTIES.—An amicus curiae appointed 
under paragraph (1) to assist with the consid- 
eration of a covered matter shall carry out 
the duties assigned by the appointing court. 
That court may authorize the amicus curiae 
to review any application, certification, peti- 
tion, motion, or other submission that the 
court determines is relevant to the duties as- 
signed by the court. 

“(5) NOTIFICATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) shall notify the 
Attorney General of each exercise of the au- 
thority to appoint an amicus curiae under 
paragraph (1). 

““(6) ASSISTANCE.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may request and 
receive (including on a non-reimbursable 
basis) the assistance of the executive branch 
in the implementation of this subsection. 

““(7) ADMINISTRATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may provide for 
the designation, appointment, removal, 
training, or other support of an amicus cu- 
riae appointed under paragraph (1) in a man- 
ner that is not inconsistent with this sub- 
section. 


‘(j) REVIEW OF FISA COURT DECISIONS.— 
Following issuance of an order under this 
Act, a court established under subsection (a) 
shall certify for review to the court estab- 
lished under subsection (b) any question of 
law that may affect resolution of the matter 
in controversy that the court determines 
warrants such review because of a need for 
uniformity or because consideration by the 
court established under subsection (b) would 
serve the interests of justice. Upon certifi- 
cation of a question of law under this sub- 
section, the court established under sub- 
section (b) may give binding instructions or 
require the entire record to be sent up for de- 
cision of the entire matter in controversy. 


““(k) REVIEW OF FISA COURT OF REVIEW DE- 
CISIONS.— 

““(1) CERTIFICATION.—For purposes of sec- 
tion 1254(2) of title 28, United States Code, 
the court of review established under sub- 
section (b) shall be considered to be a court 
of appeals. 

‘(2) AMICUS CURIAE BRIEFING.—Upon cer- 
tification of an application under paragraph 
(1), the Supreme Court of the United States 
may appoint an amicus curiae designated 
under subsection (i)(3), or any other person, 
to provide briefing or other assistance.”. 


SA 1452. Mr. MCCONNELL (for him- 
self and Mr. BURR) proposed an amend- 
ment to the bill H.R. 2048, to reform 
the authorities of the Federal Govern- 
ment to require the production of cer- 
tain business records, conduct elec- 
tronic surveillance, use pen registers 
and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering 
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for foreign intelligence, counterter- 

rorism, and criminal purposes, and for 

other purposes; as follows: 

Strike all after the first word and insert 
the following: 

1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Uniting and Strengthening America by 
Fulfilling Rights and Ensuring Effective Dis- 
cipline Over Monitoring Act of 2015” or the 
“USA FREEDOM Act of 2015”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Actis as follows: 

1. Short title; table of contents. 

2. Amendments to the Foreign Intelligence 

Surveillance Act of 1978. 

TITLE I—FISA BUSINESS RECORDS 

REFORMS 

Additional requirements for call detail 
records. 

Emergency authority. 

Prohibition on bulk collection of tan- 
gible things. 

Judicial review. 

Liability protection. 

Compensation for assistance. 

Notice to the Attorney General on 
changes in retention of call de- 
tail records. 

Definitions. 

Inspector General reports on business 
records orders. 

110. Effective date. 

111. Rule of construction. 

TITLE II—FISA PEN REGISTER AND 
TRAP AND TRACE DEVICE REFORM 

201. Prohibition on bulk collection. 

202. Privacy procedures. 

TITLE II—FISA ACQUISITIONS TAR- 
GETING PERSONS OUTSIDE THE 
UNITED STATES REFORMS 

301. Limits on use of unlawfully obtained in- 

formation. 
TITLE IV—FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
SURVEILLANCE COURT REFORMS 
401. Appointment of amicus curiae. 
TITLE V—NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER 
REFORM 

601. Prohibition on bulk collection. 

502. Limitations on disclosure of national se- 

curity letters. 

503. Judicial review. 

TITLE VI—FISA TRANSPARENCY AND 

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 
601. Additional reporting on orders requiring 
production of business records; 
business records compliance re- 
ports to Congress. 
Annual reports by the Government. 


101. 


102. 
103. 


104. 
105. 
106. 
107. 


108. 
109. 


602. 


603. Public reporting by persons subject to 
FISA orders. 
604. Reporting requirements for decisions, or- 


ders, and opinions of the For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court and the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Court of 
Review. 
Submission of reports under FISA. 
TITLE VII—ENHANCED NATIONAL 
SECURITY PROVISIONS 


605. 


701. Emergencies involving non-United 
States persons. 
702. Preservation of treatment of non-United 


States persons traveling out- 
side the United States as agents 
of foreign powers. 

Improvement to investigations of inter- 
national proliferation of weap- 
ons of mass destruction. 

Increase in penalties for material sup- 
port of foreign terrorist organi- 
zations. 


703. 


704. 


705. Sunsets. 
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TITLE VITI—SAFETY OF MARITIME NAVI- 
GATION AND NUCLEAR TERRORISM 
CONVENTIONS IMPLEMENTATION 


Subtitle A—Safety of Maritime Navigation 


801. Amendment to section 2280 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

802. New section 2280a of title 18, United 
States Code. 

803. Amendments to section 2281 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

804. New section 228la of title 18, United 


States Code. 
805. Ancillary measure. 
Subtitle B—Prevention of Nuclear Terrorism 
811. New section 2332i of title 18, United 
States Code. 
812. Amendment to section 831 of title 18, 
United States Code. 
SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE FOREIGN INTEL- 
LIGENCE SURVEILLANCE ACT OF 
1978. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or re- 
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or a repeal of, a section or other provi- 
sion, the reference shall be considered to be 
made to a section or other provision of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

TITLE I—FISA BUSINESS RECORDS 
REFORMS 
SEC. 101. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CALL 
DETAIL RECORDS. 

(a) APPLICATION.—Section 
U.S.C. 1861(b)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 

(A) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 
striking “a statement” and inserting ‘‘in the 
case of an application other than an applica- 
tion described in subparagraph (C) (including 
an application for the production of call de- 
tail records other than in the manner de- 
scribed in subparagraph (C)), a statement’’; 
and 

(B) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (D), respec- 
tively; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) (as 
so redesignated) the following new subpara- 
graph: 

“(C) in the case of an application for the 
production on an ongoing basis of call detail 
records created before, on, or after the date 
of the application relating to an authorized 
investigation (other than a threat assess- 
ment) conducted in accordance with sub- 
section (a)(2) to protect against inter- 
national terrorism, a statement of facts 
showing that— 

‘“(i) there are reasonable grounds to believe 
that the call detail records sought to be pro- 
duced based on the specific selection term 
required under subparagraph (A) are relevant 
to such investigation; and 

““(ii) there is a reasonable, articulable sus- 
picion that such specific selection term is as- 
sociated with a foreign power engaged in 
international terrorism or activities in prep- 
aration therefor, or an agent of a foreign 
power engaged in international terrorism or 
activities in preparation therefor; and’’. 

(b) ORDER.—Section 501(c)(2) (50 U.S.C. 
1861(c)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘; and” 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘“(F) in the case of an application described 
in subsection (b)(2)(C), shall— 
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““(i) authorize the production on a daily 
basis of call detail records for a period not to 
exceed 180 days; 

““(ii) provide that an order for such produc- 
tion may be extended upon application under 
subsection (b) and the judicial finding under 
paragraph (1) of this subsection; 

““(iii) provide that the Government may re- 
quire the prompt production of a first set of 
call detail records using the specific selec- 
tion term that satisfies the standard re- 
quired under subsection (b)(2)(C)(ii); 

““(iv) provide that the Government may re- 
quire the prompt production of a second set 
of call detail records using session-identi- 
fying information or a telephone calling card 
number identified by the specific selection 
term used to produce call detail records 
under clause (iii); 

““(v) provide that, when produced, such 
records be in a form that will be useful to 
the Government; 

““(vi) direct each person the Government 
directs to produce call detail records under 
the order to furnish the Government forth- 
with all information, facilities, or technical 
assistance necessary to accomplish the pro- 
duction in such a manner as will protect the 
secrecy of the production and produce a min- 
imum of interference with the services that 
such person is providing to each subject of 
the production; and 

““(vii) direct the Government to— 

“(D adopt minimization procedures that 
require the prompt destruction of all call de- 
tail records produced under the order that 
the Government determines are not foreign 
intelligence information; and 

“(II) destroy all call detail records pro- 
duced under the order as prescribed by such 
procedures.”. 

SEC. 102. EMERGENCY AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(i) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY FOR PRODUC- 
TION OF TANGIBLE THINGS.— 

“(1) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this section, the Attorney General may re- 
quire the emergency production of tangible 
things if the Attorney General— 

““(A) reasonably determines that an emer- 
gency situation requires the production of 
tangible things before an order authorizing 
such production can with due diligence be 
obtained; 

““(B) reasonably determines that the fac- 
tual basis for the issuance of an order under 
this section to approve such production of 
tangible things exists; 

““(C) informs, either personally or through 
a designee, a judge having jurisdiction under 
this section at the time the Attorney Gen- 
eral requires the emergency production of 
tangible things that the decision has been 
made to employ the authority under this 
subsection; and 

““(D) makes an application in accordance 
with this section to a judge having jurisdic- 
tion under this section as soon as prac- 
ticable, but not later than 7 days after the 
Attorney General requires the emergency 
production of tangible things under this sub- 
section. 

““(2) If the Attorney General requires the 
emergency production of tangible things 
under paragraph (1), the Attorney General 
shall require that the minimization proce- 
dures required by this section for the 
issuance of a judicial order be followed. 

“*(3) In the absence of a judicial order ap- 
proving the production of tangible things 
under this subsection, the production shall 
terminate when the information sought is 
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obtained, when the application for the order 
is denied, or after the expiration of 7 days 
from the time the Attorney General begins 
requiring the emergency production of such 
tangible things, whichever is earliest. 

“(4) A denial of the application made under 
this subsection may be reviewed as provided 
in section 103. 

““(5) If such application for approval is de- 
nied, or in any other case where the produc- 
tion of tangible things is terminated and no 
order is issued approving the production, no 
information obtained or evidence derived 
from such production shall be received in 
evidence or otherwise disclosed in any trial, 
hearing, or other proceeding in or before any 
court, grand jury, department, office, agen- 
cy, regulatory body, legislative committee, 
or other authority of the United States, a 
State, or a political subdivision thereof, and 
no information concerning any United 
States person acquired from such production 
shall subsequently be used or disclosed in 
any other manner by Federal officers or em- 
ployees without the consent of such person, 
except with the approval of the Attorney 
General if the information indicates a threat 
of death or serious bodily harm to any per- 
son. 

““(6) The Attorney General shall assess 
compliance with the requirements of para- 
graph (5).”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
501(d) (50 U.S.C. 1861(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “pursuant to an order” and 
inserting ‘‘pursuant to an order issued or an 
emergency production required”’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘such 
order” and inserting “such order or such 
emergency production”; and 

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking “the 
order” and inserting “the order or the emer- 
gency production”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking “an 
order” and inserting ‘‘an order or emergency 
production’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking “an 
order” and inserting ‘‘an order or emergency 
production”. 

SEC. 103. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION 
OF TANGIBLE THINGS. 

(a) APPLICATION.—Section 501(b)(2) (50 
U.S.C. 1861(b)(2)), as amended by section 
101(a) of this Act, is further amended by in- 
serting before subparagraph (B), as redesig- 
nated by such section 101(a) of this Act, the 
following new subparagraph: 

“(A) a specific selection term to be used as 
the basis for the production of the tangible 
things sought;”. 

(b) ORDER.—Section 
1861(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking the 
semicolon and inserting “, including each 
specific selection term to be used as the 
basis for the production;”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“*(3) No order issued under this subsection 
may authorize the collection of tangible 
things without the use of a specific selection 
term that meets the requirements of sub- 
section (b)(2).”. 

SEC. 104. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) MINIMIZATION PROCEDURES.— 

(1) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Section 501(c)(1) (50 
U.S.C. 1861(c)(1)) is amended by inserting 
after ‘‘subsections (a) and (b)” the following: 
“and that the minimization procedures sub- 
mitted in accordance with subsection 
(b)(2)(D) meet the definition of minimization 
procedures under subsection (g)’’. 
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(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Section 501(g) 
(50 U.S.C. 1861(g)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

“(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection shall limit the authority of 
the court established under section 103(a) to 
impose additional, particularized minimiza- 
tion procedures with regard to the produc- 
tion, retention, or dissemination of nonpub- 
licly available information concerning 
unconsenting United States persons, includ- 
ing additional, particularized procedures re- 
lated to the destruction of information with- 
in a reasonable time period.”. 

(3) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—Section 501(g)(1) (50 U.S.C. 1861(g)(1)) 
is amended— 

(A) by striking “Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of the USA 
PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization 
Act of 2005, the” and inserting ‘‘The’’; and 

(B) by inserting after “adopt” the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘, and update as appropriate,”. 

(b) ORDERS.—Section 501(f)(2) (50 U.S.C. 
1861(f)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(ij— 

(A) by striking “that order” and inserting 
“the production order or any nondisclosure 
order imposed in connection with the pro- 
duction order’’; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence; and 

(2) in subparagraph (C)— 

(A) by striking clause (ii); and 

(B) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause 
(ii). 

SEC. 105. LIABILITY PROTECTION. 

Section 501(e) (50 U.S.C. 1861(e)) is amended 
to read as follows: 

“(e)(1) No cause of action shall lie in any 
court against a person who— 

“(A) produces tangible things or provides 
information, facilities, or technical assist- 
ance in accordance with an order issued or 
an emergency production required under this 
section; or 

“(B) otherwise provides technical assist- 
ance to the Government under this section 
or to implement the amendments made to 
this section by the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015. 

(2) A production or provision of informa- 
tion, facilities, or technical assistance de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) shall not be deemed 
to constitute a waiver of any privilege in any 
other proceeding or context.’’. 

SEC. 106. COMPENSATION FOR ASSISTANCE. 

Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861), as amended by 
section 102 of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

““(j) COMPENSATION.—The Government shall 
compensate a person for reasonable expenses 
incurred for— 

“*(1) producing tangible things or providing 
information, facilities, or assistance in ac- 
cordance with an order issued with respect 
to an application described in subsection 
(b)(2)(C) or an emergency production under 
subsection (i) that, to comply with sub- 
section (i)(1)(D), requires an application de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(2)(C); or 

“(2) otherwise providing technical assist- 
ance to the Government under this section 
or to implement the amendments made to 
this section by the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015.”. 

SEC. 107. NOTICE TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
ON CHANGES IN RETENTION OF 
CALL DETAIL RECORDS. 

Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861), as amended by 
section 106 of this Act, is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

“(k) PROSPECTIVE CHANGES TO EXISTING 
PRACTICES RELATED TO CALL DETAIL 
RECORDS.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with sub- 
section (c)(2)(F), an electronic communica- 
tion service provider that has been issued an 
order to produce call detail records pursuant 
to an order under subsection (c) shall notify 
the Attorney General if that service provider 
intends to retain its call detail records for a 
period less than 18 months. 

“(2) TIMING OF NOTICE.—A notification 
under paragraph (1) shall be made not less 
than 180 days prior to the date such elec- 
tronic communications service provider in- 
tends to implement a policy to retain such 
records for a period less than 18 months.”. 
SEC. 108. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861), as amended by 
section 107 of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

“*(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The terms ‘foreign 
power’, ‘agent of a foreign power’, ‘inter- 
national terrorism’, ‘foreign intelligence in- 
formation’, ‘Attorney General’, ‘United 
States person’, ‘United States’, ‘person’, and 
‘State’ have the meanings provided those 
terms in section 101. 

“*(2) ADDRESS.—The term ‘address’ means a 
physical address or electronic address, such 
as an electronic mail address or temporarily 
assigned network address (including an 
Internet protocol address). 

“*(3) CALL DETAIL RECORD.—The term ‘call 
detail record’— 

“(A) means session-identifying informa- 
tion (including an originating or terminating 
telephone number, an International Mobile 
Subscriber Identity number, or an Inter- 
national Mobile Station Equipment Identity 
number), a telephone calling card number, or 
the time or duration of a call; and 

““(B) does not include— 

““(i) the contents (as defined in section 
2510(8) of title 18, United States Code) of any 
communication; 

“(ii) the name, address, or financial infor- 
mation of a subscriber or customer; or 

“(iii) cell site location or global posi- 
tioning system information. 

‘*(4) SPECIFIC SELECTION TERM.— 

““(A) TANGIBLE THINGS.— 

““(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), a “specific selection 
term— 

“(D is a term that specifically identifies a 
person, account, address, or personal device, 
or any other specific identifier; and 

“(ID is used to limit, to the greatest extent 
reasonably practicable, the scope of tangible 
things sought consistent with the purpose 
for seeking the tangible things. 

““(ii) LIMITATION.—A specific selection term 
under clause (i) does not include an identi- 
fier that does not limit, to the greatest ex- 
tent reasonably practicable, the scope of tan- 
gible things sought consistent with the pur- 
pose for seeking the tangible things, such as 
an identifier that— 

“(D) identifies an electronic communica- 
tion service provider (as that term is defined 
in section 701) or a provider of remote com- 
puting service (as that term is defined in sec- 
tion 2711 of title 18, United States Code), 
when not used as part of a specific identifier 
as described in clause (i), unless the provider 
is itself a subject of an authorized investiga- 
tion for which the specific selection term is 
used as the basis for the production; or 

““(II) identifies a broad geographic region, 
including the United States, a city, a coun- 
ty, a State, a zip code, or an area code, when 
not used as part of a specific identifier as de- 
scribed in clause (i). 

““(iii) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this paragraph shall be construed to preclude 
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the use of multiple terms or identifiers to 
meet the requirements of clause (i). 

‘(B) CALL DETAIL RECORD APPLICATIONS.— 
For purposes of an application submitted 
under subsection (b)(2)(C), the term ‘specific 
selection term’ means a term that specifi- 
cally identifies an individual, account, or 
personal device.”. 

SEC. 109. INSPECTOR GENERAL REPORTS ON 
BUSINESS RECORDS ORDERS. 

Section 106A of the USA PATRIOT Im- 
provement and Reauthorization Act of 2005 
(Public Law 109-177; 120 Stat. 200) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and cal- 
endar years 2012 through 2014” after “2006”; 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (8); 

(C) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(D) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated)— 

(i) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert- 
ing the following new subparagraph: 

““(C) with respect to calendar years 2012 
through 2014, an examination of the mini- 
mization procedures used in relation to or- 
ders under section 501 of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861) and whether the minimization proce- 
dures adequately protect the constitutional 
rights of United States persons;””; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking “(as 
such term is defined in section 3(4) of the Na- 
tional Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
401a(4)))”’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

“*(3) CALENDAR YEARS 2012 THROUGH 2014.— 
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of the USA FREEDOM Act of 2015, the 
Inspector General of the Department of Jus- 
tice shall submit to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Select Committee on In- 
telligence of the Senate and the Committee 
on the Judiciary and the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the House of 
Representatives a report containing the re- 
sults of the audit conducted under sub- 
section (a) for calendar years 2012 through 
2014.”; 

(3) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) INTELLIGENCE ASSESSMENT.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—For the period beginning 
on January 1, 2012, and ending on December 
31, 2014, the Inspector General of the Intel- 
ligence Community shall assess— 

““(A) the importance of the information ac- 
quired under title V of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861 et seq.) to the activities of the intel- 
ligence community; 

““(B) the manner in which that information 
was collected, retained, analyzed, and dis- 
seminated by the intelligence community; 

““(C) the minimization procedures used by 
elements of the intelligence community 
under such title and whether the minimiza- 
tion procedures adequately protect the con- 
stitutional rights of United States persons; 
and 

“(D) any minimization procedures pro- 
posed by an element of the intelligence com- 
munity under such title that were modified 
or denied by the court established under sec- 
tion 103(a) of such Act (50 U.S.C. 1803(a)). 

(2) SUBMISSION DATE FOR ASSESSMENT.— 
Not later than 180 days after the date on 
which the Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment of Justice submits the report required 
under subsection (c)(8), the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Intelligence Community shall 
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submit to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate and the Committee on the Judici- 
ary and the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence of the House of Representatives 
a report containing the results of the assess- 
ment for calendar years 2012 through 2014.”; 

(5) in subsection (e), as redesignated by 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘a report under subsection 
(c)(1) or (c)2)” and inserting “any report 
under subsection (c) or (d)’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Inspector General of the 
Department of Justice” and inserting ‘‘In- 
spector General of the Department of Jus- 
tice, the Inspector General of the Intel- 
ligence Community, and any Inspector Gen- 
eral of an element of the intelligence com- 
munity that prepares a report to assist the 
Inspector General of the Department of Jus- 
tice or the Inspector General of the Intel- 
ligence Community in complying with the 
requirements of this section’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the re- 
ports submitted under subsections (c)(1) and 
(c)(2)” and inserting “any report submitted 
under subsection (c) or (d)’’; 

(6) in subsection (f), as redesignated by 
paragraph (3)— 

(A) by striking “The reports submitted 
under subsections (c)(1) and (c)(2)° and in- 
serting “Each report submitted under sub- 
section (c)’’; and 

(B) by striking “subsection (d)(2)” and in- 
serting “subsection (e)(2)”; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY.—The term 
“intelligence community” has the meaning 
given that term in section 3 of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003). 

“(2) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term 
“United States person” has the meaning given 
that term in section 101 of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1801).”. 

SEC. 110. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
sections 101 through 103 shall take effect on 
the date that is 1 year after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) REVIEW AND CERTIFICATION.—The Direc- 
tor of National Intelligence shall— 

(1) review the implementation of the tran- 
sition from the existing procedures for the 
production of call detail records under title 
V of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), as in effect 
prior to the effective date for the amend- 
ments made by sections 101 through 103 of 
this Act, to the new procedures pursuant to 
the amendments made by sections 101 
through 103 of this Act; and 

(2) not later than 30 days before the effec- 
tive date specified in subsection (a), certify 
to Congress in writing that— 

(A) the implementation of the transition 
described in paragraph (1) is operationally 
effective to allow the timely retrieval of for- 
eign intelligence information from recipients 
of an order issued under section 501(c)(2)(F) 
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
of 1978, as amended by section 101 of this Act; 
and 

(B) the implementation of the amendments 
made by section 101 through 103 of this Act— 

(i) will not harm the national security of 
the United States; and 

(ii) will ensure the protection of classified 
information and classified intelligence 
sources and methods related to such produc- 
tion of call detail records. 
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(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act shall be construed to alter or elimi- 
nate the authority of the Government to ob- 
tain an order under title V of the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861 et seq.) as in effect prior to the effective 
date described in subsection (a) during the 
period ending on such effective date. 

SEC. 111. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to 
authorize the production of the contents (as 
such term is defined in section 2510(8) of title 
18, United States Code) of any electronic 
communication from an electronic commu- 
nication service provider (as such term is de- 
fined in section 701(b)(4) of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1881(b)(4))) under title V of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861 et seq.). 


TITLE II—FISA PEN REGISTER AND TRAP 
AND TRACE DEVICE REFORM 
SEC. 201. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—Section 402(c) (50 U.S.C. 
1842(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“*(3) a specific selection term to be used as 
the basis for the use of the pen register or 
trap and trace device.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 401 (50 U.S.C. 1841) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(4)1(A) The term “specific selection term’— 

““(i) is a term that specifically identifies a 
person, account, address, or personal device, 
or any other specific identifier; and 

“(ii) is used to limit, to the greatest extent 
reasonably practicable, the scope of informa- 
tion sought, consistent with the purpose for 
seeking the use of the pen register or trap 
and trace device. 

““(B) A specific selection term under sub- 
paragraph (A) does not include an identifier 
that does not limit, to the greatest extent 
reasonably practicable, the scope of informa- 
tion sought, consistent with the purpose for 
seeking the use of the pen register or trap 
and trace device, such as an identifier that— 

““(i) identifies an electronic communica- 
tion service provider (as that term is defined 
in section 701) or a provider of remote com- 
puting service (as that term is defined in sec- 
tion 2711 of title 18, United States Code), 
when not used as part of a specific identifier 
as described in subparagraph (A), unless the 
provider is itself a subject of an authorized 
investigation for which the specific selection 
term is used as the basis for the use; or 

““(ii) identifies a broad geographic region, 
including the United States, a city, a coun- 
ty, a State, a zip code, or an area code, when 
not used as part of a specific identifier as de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

““(C) For purposes of subparagraph (A), the 
term ‘address’ means a physical address or 
electronic address, such as an electronic 
mail address or temporarily assigned net- 
work address (including an Internet protocol 
address). 

‘(D) Nothing in this paragraph shall be 
construed to preclude the use of multiple 
terms or identifiers to meet the require- 
ments of subparagraph (A).”. 

SEC. 202. PRIVACY PROCEDURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 402 (50 U.S.C. 
1842) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

‘(h) PRIVACY PROCEDURES.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
shall ensure that appropriate policies and 
procedures are in place to safeguard nonpub- 
licly available information concerning 
United States persons that is collected 
through the use of a pen register or trap and 
trace device installed under this section. 
Such policies and procedures shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable and consistent 
with the need to protect national security, 
include privacy protections that apply to the 
collection, retention, and use of information 
concerning United States persons. 

‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection limits the authority of the 
court established under section 103(a) or of 
the Attorney General to impose additional 
privacy or minimization procedures with re- 
gard to the installation or use of a pen reg- 
ister or trap and trace device.”. 

(b) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY.—Section 403 (50 
U.S.C. 1843) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

“(d) PRIVACY PROCEDURES.—Information 
collected through the use of a pen register or 
trap and trace device installed under this 
section shall be subject to the policies and 
procedures required under section 402(h).”. 


TITLE II—FISA ACQUISITIONS TAR- 
GETING PERSONS OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES REFORMS 

SEC. 301. LIMITS ON USE OF UNLAWFULLY OB- 

TAINED INFORMATION. 

Section 702(11(3) (50 U.S.C. 1881a(i)(3)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘(D) LIMITATION ON USE OF INFORMATION.— 

““(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), if the Court orders a correction of 
a deficiency in a certification or procedures 
under subparagraph (B), no information ob- 
tained or evidence derived pursuant to the 
part of the certification or procedures that 
has been identified by the Court as deficient 
concerning any United States person shall be 
received in evidence or otherwise disclosed 
in any trial, hearing, or other proceeding in 
or before any court, grand jury, department, 
office, agency, regulatory body, legislative 
committee, or other authority of the United 
States, a State, or political subdivision 
thereof, and no information concerning any 
United States person acquired pursuant to 
such part of such certification or procedures 
shall subsequently be used or disclosed in 
any other manner by Federal officers or em- 
ployees without the consent of the United 
States person, except with the approval of 
the Attorney General if the information in- 
dicates a threat of death or serious bodily 
harm to any person. 

““(1i) EXCEPTION.—If the Government cor- 
rects any deficiency identified by the order 
of the Court under subparagraph (B), the 
Court may permit the use or disclosure of in- 
formation obtained before the date of the 
correction under such minimization proce- 
dures as the Court may approve for purposes 
of this clause.”. 


TITLE IV—FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
SURVEILLANCE COURT REFORMS 
SEC. 401. APPOINTMENT OF AMICUS CURIAE. 

Section 103 (50 U.S.C. 1803) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
sections: 

““(1) AMICUS CURIAE.— 

““(1) AUTHORIZATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) is authorized, con- 
sistent with the requirement of subsection 
(c) and any other statutory requirement that 
the court act expeditiously or within a stat- 
ed time— 

““(A) to appoint amicus curiae to— 
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““(i) assist the court in the consideration of 
any application for an order or review that, 
in the opinion of the court, presents a novel 
or significant interpretation of the law; or 

“(i) provide technical expertise in any in- 
stance the court considers appropriate; or 

“(B) upon motion, to permit an individual 
or organization leave to file an amicus cu- 
riae brief. 

“*(2) DESIGNATION.—The courts established 
by subsection (a) and (b) shall each designate 
1 or more individuals who may be appointed 
to serve as amicus curiae and who are deter- 
mined to be eligible for access to classified 
national security information necessary to 
participate in matters before such courts (if 
such access is necessary for participation in 
the matters for which they may be ap- 
pointed). In appointing an amicus curiae pur- 
suant to paragraph (1), the court may choose 
from among those so designated. 

““(3) EXPERTISE.—An individual appointed 
as an amicus curiae under paragraph (1) may 
be an individual who possesses expertise on 
privacy and civil liberties, intelligence col- 
lection, communications technology, or any 
other area that may lend legal or technical 
expertise to the court. 

““(4) DUTIES.—An amicus curiae appointed 
under paragraph (1) to assist with the consid- 
eration of a covered matter shall carry out 
the duties assigned by the appointing court. 
That court may authorize the amicus curiae 
to review any application, certification, peti- 
tion, motion, or other submission that the 
court determines is relevant to the duties as- 
signed by the court. 

““(5) NOTIFICATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) shall notify the 
Attorney General of each exercise of the au- 
thority to appoint an amicus curiae under 
paragraph (1). 

““(6) ASSISTANCE.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may request and 
receive (including on a non-reimbursable 
basis) the assistance of the executive branch 
in the implementation of this subsection. 

“(7) ADMINISTRATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may provide for 
the designation, appointment, removal, 
training, or other support of an amicus cu- 
riae appointed under paragraph (1) in a man- 
ner that is not inconsistent with this sub- 
section. 


“(j) REVIEW OF FISA COURT DECISIONS.— 
Following issuance of an order under this 
Act, a court established under subsection (a) 
shall certify for review to the court estab- 
lished under subsection (b) any question of 
law that may affect resolution of the matter 
in controversy that the court determines 
warrants such review because of a need for 
uniformity or because consideration by the 
court established under subsection (b) would 
serve the interests of justice. Upon certifi- 
cation of a question of law under this sub- 
section, the court established under sub- 
section (b) may give binding instructions or 
require the entire record to be sent up for de- 
cision of the entire matter in controversy. 


“(k) REVIEW OF FISA COURT OF REVIEW DE- 
CISIONS.— 

“*(1) CERTIFICATION.—For purposes of sec- 
tion 1254(2) of title 28, United States Code, 
the court of review established under sub- 
section (b) shall be considered to be a court 
of appeals. 

“(2) AMICUS CURIAE BRIEFING.—Upon cer- 
tification of an application under paragraph 
(1), the Supreme Court of the United States 
may appoint an amicus curiae designated 
under subsection (i)(3), or any other person, 
to provide briefing or other assistance.”. 
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TITLE V—NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER 
REFORM 
SEC. 501. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION. 

(a) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO TELE- 
PHONE TOLL AND TRANSACTIONAL RECORDS.— 
Section 2709(b) of title 18, United States 
Code, is amended in the matter preceding 
paragraph (1) by striking “may” and insert- 
ing “may, using a term that specifically 
identifies a person, entity, telephone num- 
ber, or account as the basis for a request”. 

(b) ACCESS TO FINANCIAL RECORDS FOR CER- 
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AND PROTECTIVE PUR- 
POSES.—Section 1114(a)(2) of the Right to Fi- 
nancial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 
3414(a)(2)) is amended by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘and a term that specifically 
identifies a customer, entity, or account to 
be used as the basis for the production and 
disclosure of financial records.”. 

(c) DISCLOSURES TO FBI OF CERTAIN CON- 
SUMER RECORDS FOR COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 
PURPOSES.—Section 626 of the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘that in- 
formation,” and inserting “that information 
that includes a term that specifically identi- 
fies a consumer or account to be used as the 
basis for the production of that informa- 
tion,”; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking “written 
request,” and inserting ‘‘written request 
that includes a term that specifically identi- 
fies a consumer or account to be used as the 
basis for the production of that informa- 
tion,”; and 

(3) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘, which 
shall include a term that specifically identi- 
fies a consumer or account to be used as the 
basis for the production of the information,” 
after “issue an order ex parte”. 

(d) DISCLOSURES TO GOVERNMENTAL AGEN- 
CIES FOR COUNTERTERRORISM PURPOSES OF 
CONSUMER REPORTS.—Section 627(a) of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v(a)) 
is amended by striking “analysis.” and in- 
serting ‘‘analysis and that includes a term 
that specifically identifies a consumer or ac- 
count to be used as the basis for the produc- 
tion of such information.”. 

SEC. 502. LIMITATIONS ON DISCLOSURE OF NA- 
TIONAL SECURITY LETTERS. 

(a) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO TELE- 
PHONE TOLL AND TRANSACTIONAL RECORDS.— 
Section 2709 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (c) and in- 
serting the following new subsection: 

*““(c) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

‘*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(d) is provided, no wire or electronic commu- 
nication service provider that receives a re- 
quest under subsection (b), or officer, em- 
ployee, or agent thereof, shall disclose to 
any person that the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation has sought or obtained access to in- 
formation or records under this section. 

““(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the Director 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, or a 
designee of the Director whose rank shall be 
no lower than Deputy Assistant Director at 
Bureau headquarters or a Special Agent in 
Charge of a Bureau field office, certifies that 
the absence of a prohibition of disclosure 
under this subsection may result in— 

““(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(1i) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

“(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 
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““(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A wire or electronic 
communication service provider that re- 
ceives a request under subsection (b), or offi- 
cer, employee, or agent thereof, may disclose 
information otherwise subject to any appli- 
cable nondisclosure requirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 

““(iii) other persons as permitted by the Di- 
rector of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
or the designee of the Director. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request is 
issued under subsection (b) in the same man- 
ner as the person to whom the request is 
issued. 

““(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall notify the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 

‘(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des- 
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under clause 
(i) or (iii) of subparagraph (A) shall identify 
to the Director or such designee the person 
to whom such disclosure will be made or to 
whom such disclosure was made prior to the 
request.”. 

(b) ACCESS TO FINANCIAL RECORDS FOR CER- 
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AND PROTECTIVE PUR- 
POSES.—Section 1114 of the Right to Finan- 
cial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(5), by striking sub- 
paragraph (D); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““«(c) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

‘*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(d) is provided, no financial institution that 
receives a request under subsection (a), or of- 
ficer, employee, or agent thereof, shall dis- 
close to any person that the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation has sought or obtained ac- 
cess to information or records under sub- 
section (a). 

““(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the Director 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, or a 
designee of the Director whose rank shall be 
no lower than Deputy Assistant Director at 
Bureau headquarters or a Special Agent in 
Charge of a Bureau field office, certifies that 
the absence of a prohibition of disclosure 
under this subsection may result in— 

“(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(1i) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

“(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A financial institution 
that receives a request under subsection (a), 
or officer, employee, or agent thereof, may 
disclose information otherwise subject to 
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any applicable nondisclosure requirement 
to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 

““(iii) other persons as permitted by the Di- 
rector of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
or the designee of the Director. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request is 
issued under subsection (a) in the same man- 
ner as the person to whom the request is 
issued. 

“(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall inform the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 

““(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des- 
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under clause 
(i) or (iii) of subparagraph (A) shall identify 
to the Director or such designee the person 
to whom such disclosure will be made or to 
whom such disclosure was made prior to the 
request.”. 


(c) IDENTITY OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
AND CREDIT REPORTS.—Section 626 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u) is 
amended by striking subsection (d) and in- 
serting the following new subsection: 


““(d) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

“*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(e) is provided, no consumer reporting agen- 
cy that receives a request under subsection 
(a) or (b) or an order under subsection (c), or 
officer, employee, or agent thereof, shall dis- 
close or specify in any consumer report, that 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation has 
sought or obtained access to information or 
records under subsection (a), (b), or (c). 

““(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the Director 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, or a 
designee of the Director whose rank shall be 
no lower than Deputy Assistant Director at 
Bureau headquarters or a Special Agent in 
Charge of a Bureau field office, certifies that 
the absence of a prohibition of disclosure 
under this subsection may result in— 

““(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(ii) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

“(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

“(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

“*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A consumer reporting 
agency that receives a request under sub- 
section (a) or (b) or an order under sub- 
section (c), or officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, may disclose information otherwise 
subject to any applicable nondisclosure re- 
quirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 
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““(iii) other persons as permitted by the Di- 
rector of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
or the designee of the Director. 

‘(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request 
under subsection (a) or (b) or an order under 
subsection (c) is issued in the same manner 
as the person to whom the request is issued. 

““(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall inform the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 

‘(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation or the des- 
ignee of the Director, any person making or 
intending to make a disclosure under clause 
(i) or (iii) of subparagraph (A) shall identify 
to the Director or such designee the person 
to whom such disclosure will be made or to 
whom such disclosure was made prior to the 
request.”. 

(d) CONSUMER REPORTS.—Section 627 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v) is 
amended by striking subsection (c) and in- 
serting the following new subsection: 

““«(c) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

‘*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(d) is provided, no consumer reporting agen- 
cy that receives a request under subsection 
(a), or officer, employee, or agent thereof, 
shall disclose or specify in any consumer re- 
port, that a government agency described in 
subsection (a) has sought or obtained access 
to information or records under subsection 
(a). 

‘(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the head of 
the government agency described in sub- 
section (a), or a designee, certifies that the 
absence of a prohibition of disclosure under 
this subsection may result in— 

““(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

“(ii) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

“(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A consumer reporting 
agency that receives a request under sub- 
section (a), or officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, may disclose information otherwise 
subject to any applicable nondisclosure re- 
quirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 

“(iii) other persons as permitted by the 
head of the government agency described in 
subsection (a) or a designee. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request 
under subsection (a) is issued in the same 
manner as the person to whom the request is 
issued. 

““(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall inform the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 
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‘(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the head of the gov- 
ernment agency described in subsection (a) 
or a designee, any person making or intend- 
ing to make a disclosure under clause (i) or 
(iii) of subparagraph (A) shall identify to the 
head or such designee the person to whom 
such disclosure will be made or to whom 
such disclosure was made prior to the re- 
quest.”. 

(e) INVESTIGATIONS OF PERSONS WITH AC- 
CESS TO CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—Section 
802 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 
U.S.C. 3162) is amended by striking sub- 
section (b) and inserting the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(b) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DISCLOSURE.— 

‘*(1) PROHIBITION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a certification is 
issued under subparagraph (B) and notice of 
the right to judicial review under subsection 
(c) is provided, no governmental or private 
entity that receives a request under sub- 
section (a), or officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, shall disclose to any person that an 
authorized investigative agency described in 
subsection (a) has sought or obtained access 
to information under subsection (a). 

““(B) CERTIFICATION.—The requirements of 
subparagraph (A) shall apply if the head of 
an authorized investigative agency described 
in subsection (a), or a designee, certifies that 
the absence of a prohibition of disclosure 
under this subsection may result in— 

““(i) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

“(ii) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

““(iii) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(iv) danger to the life or physical safety 
of any person. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—A governmental or pri- 
vate entity that receives a request under 
subsection (a), or officer, employee, or agent 
thereof, may disclose information otherwise 
subject to any applicable nondisclosure re- 
quirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with the re- 
quest; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the request; 
or 

““(iii) other persons as permitted by the 
head of the authorized investigative agency 
described in subsection (a) or a designee. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom a request is 
issued under subsection (a) in the same man- 
ner as the person to whom the request is 
issued. 

““(C) NOTICE.—Any recipient that discloses 
to a person described in subparagraph (A) in- 
formation otherwise subject to a nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall inform the person of 
the applicable nondisclosure requirement. 

““(D) IDENTIFICATION OF DISCLOSURE RECIPI- 
ENTS.—At the request of the head of an au- 
thorized investigative agency described in 
subsection (a), or a designee, any person 
making or intending to make a disclosure 
under clause (i) or (iii) of subparagraph (A) 
shall identify to the head of the authorized 
investigative agency or such designee the 
person to whom such disclosure will be made 
or to whom such disclosure was made prior 
to the request.”. 

(f) TERMINATION PROCEDURES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
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Attorney General shall adopt procedures 
with respect to nondisclosure requirements 
issued pursuant to section 2709 of title 18, 
United States Code, section 626 or 627 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 168lu 
and 1681v), section 1114 of the Right to Fi- 
nancial Privacy Act (12 U.S.C. 3414), or sec- 
tion 802 of the National Security Act of 1947 
(50 U.S.C. 3162), as amended by this Act, to 
require— 

(A) the review at appropriate intervals of 
such a nondisclosure requirement to assess 
whether the facts supporting nondisclosure 
continue to exist; 

(B) the termination of such a nondisclosure 
requirement if the facts no longer support 
nondisclosure; and 

(C) appropriate notice to the recipient of 
the national security letter, or officer, em- 
ployee, or agent thereof, subject to the non- 
disclosure requirement, and the applicable 
court as appropriate, that the nondisclosure 
requirement has been terminated. 

(2) REPORTING.—Upon adopting the proce- 
dures required under paragraph (1), the At- 
torney General shall submit the procedures 
to the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate and the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the House of Representatives. 

(g) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Section 3511 of title 
18, United States Code, is amended by strik- 
ing subsection (b) and inserting the following 
new subsection: 

““(b) NONDISCLOSURE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— 

“(A) NOTICE.—If a recipient of a request or 
order for a report, records, or other informa- 
tion under section 2709 of this title, section 
626 or 627 of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 1681u and 1681v), section 1114 of the 
Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 
U.S.C. 3414), or section 802 of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3162), wishes 
to have a court review a nondisclosure re- 
quirement imposed in connection with the 
request or order, the recipient may notify 
the Government or file a petition for judicial 
review in any court described in subsection 
(a). 

““(B) APPLICATION.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of receipt of a notification 
under subparagraph (A), the Government 
shall apply for an order prohibiting the dis- 
closure of the existence or contents of the 
relevant request or order. An application 
under this subparagraph may be filed in the 
district court of the United States for the ju- 
dicial district in which the recipient of the 
order is doing business or in the district 
court of the United States for any judicial 
district within which the authorized inves- 
tigation that is the basis for the request is 
being conducted. The applicable nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall remain in effect dur- 
ing the pendency of proceedings relating to 
the requirement. 

““(C) CONSIDERATION.—A district court of 
the United States that receives a petition 
under subparagraph (A) or an application 
under subparagraph (B) should rule expedi- 
tiously, and shall, subject to paragraph (3), 
issue a nondisclosure order that includes 
conditions appropriate to the circumstances. 

“(2) APPLICATION CONTENTS.—An applica- 
tion for a nondisclosure order or extension 
thereof or a response to a petition filed 
under paragraph (1) shall include a certifi- 
cation from the Attorney General, Deputy 
Attorney General, an Assistant Attorney 
General, or the Director of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation, or a designee in a posi- 
tion not lower than Deputy Assistant Direc- 
tor at Bureau headquarters or a Special 
Agent in Charge in a Bureau field office des- 
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ignated by the Director, or in the case of a 
request by a department, agency, or instru- 
mentality of the Federal Government other 
than the Department of Justice, the head or 
deputy head of the department, agency, or 
instrumentality, containing a statement of 
specific facts indicating that the absence of 
a prohibition of disclosure under this sub- 
section may result in— 

“(A) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(B) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

‘(C) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(D) danger to the life or physical safety of 
any person. 

““(3) STANDARD.—A district court of the 
United States shall issue a nondisclosure 
order or extension thereof under this sub- 
section if the court determines that there is 
reason to believe that disclosure of the infor- 
mation subject to the nondisclosure require- 
ment during the applicable time period may 
result in— 

“(A) a danger to the national security of 
the United States; 

““(B) interference with a criminal, counter- 
terrorism, or counterintelligence investiga- 
tion; 

‘(C) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(D) danger to the life or physical safety of 
any person.”. 

SEC. 503. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 


(a) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO TELE- 
PHONE TOLL AND TRANSACTIONAL RECORDS.— 
Section 2709 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), 
and (f) as subsections (e), (f), and (g), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (b) or a nondisclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (c) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511. 

‘(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(b) shall include notice of the availability of 
judicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

(b) ACCESS TO FINANCIAL RECORDS FOR CER- 
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AND PROTECTIVE PUR- 
POSES.—Section 1114 of the Right to Finan- 
cial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (a) or a nondisclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (c) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

‘(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(a) shall include notice of the availability of 
judicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

(c) IDENTITY OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
AND CREDIT REPORTS.—Section 626 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u) is 
amended— 

(1) by  redesignating subsections (e) 
through (m) as subsections (f) through (n), 
respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

‘(e) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 
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“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (a) or (b) or an order under sub- 
section (c) or a non-disclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (d) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

‘(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(a) or (b) or an order under subsection (c) 
shall include notice of the availability of ju- 
dicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

(d) IDENTITY OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
AND CREDIT REPORTS.—Section 627 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), 
and (f) as subsections (e), (f), and (g), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (a) or a non-disclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (c) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

“*(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(a) shall include notice of the availability of 
judicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

(e) INVESTIGATIONS OF PERSONS WITH AC- 
CESS TO CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—Section 
802 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 
U.S.C. 3162) is amended— 

(1) by  redesignating subsections (c) 
through (f) as subsections (d) through (g), re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(c) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A request under sub- 
section (a) or a nondisclosure requirement 
imposed in connection with such request 
under subsection (b) shall be subject to judi- 
cial review under section 3511 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

“*(2) NOTICE.—A request under subsection 
(a) shall include notice of the availability of 
judicial review described in paragraph (1).”. 

TITLE VI—FISA TRANSPARENCY AND 
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 
SEC. 601. ADDITIONAL REPORTING ON ORDERS 
REQUIRING PRODUCTION OF BUSI- 
NESS RECORDS; BUSINESS RECORDS 
COMPLIANCE REPORTS TO CON- 
GRESS. 

(a) REPORTS SUBMITTED TO COMMITTEES.— 
Section 502(b) (50 U.S.C. 1862(b)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and 
(3) as paragraphs (6), (7), and (8), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting before paragraph (6) (as so 
redesignated) the following new paragraphs: 

““(1) a summary of all compliance reviews 
conducted by the Government for the pro- 
duction of tangible things under section 501; 

““(2) the total number of applications de- 
scribed in section 501(b)(2)(B) made for orders 
approving requests for the production of tan- 
gible things; 

“*(3) the total number of such orders either 
granted, modified, or denied; 

““(4) the total number of applications de- 
scribed in section 501(b)(2)(C) made for orders 
approving requests for the production of call 
detail records; 

“(5) the total number of such orders either 
granted, modified, or denied;”. 

(b) REPORTING ON CERTAIN TYPES OF PRO- 
DUCTION.—Section 502(c)(1) (50 U.S.C. 
1862(c)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 
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(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

“(C) the total number of applications made 
for orders approving requests for the produc- 
tion of tangible things under section 501 in 
which the specific selection term does not 
specifically identify an individual, account, 
or personal device; 

““(D) the total number of orders described 
in subparagraph (C) either granted, modified, 
or denied; and 

“(E) with respect to orders described in 
subparagraph (D) that have been granted or 
modified, whether the court established 
under section 103 has directed additional, 
particularized minimization procedures be- 
yond those adopted pursuant to section 
501(g).”. 

SEC. 602. ANNUAL REPORTS BY THE GOVERN- 
MENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI (50 U.S.C. 1871 et 
seq.), as amended by section 402 of this Act, 
is further amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 

“SEC. 603. ANNUAL REPORTS. 

““(a) REPORT BY DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES 
COURTS.— 

““(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Director of 
the Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts shall annually submit to the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate, sub- 
ject to a declassification review by the At- 
torney General and the Director of National 
Intelligence, a report that includes— 

““(A) the number of applications or certifi- 
cations for orders submitted under each of 
sections 105, 304, 402, 501, 702, 703, and 704; 

““(B) the number of such orders granted 
under each of those sections; 

““(C) the number of orders modified under 
each of those sections; 

“(D) the number of applications or certifi- 
cations denied under each of those sections; 

““(E) the number of appointments of an in- 
dividual to serve as amicus curiae under sec- 
tion 103, including the name of each indi- 
vidual appointed to serve as amicus curiae; 
and 

““(F) the number of findings issued under 
section 103(i) that such appointment is not 
appropriate and the text of any such find- 
ings. 

“(2) PUBLICATION.—The Director shall 
make the report required under paragraph (1) 
publicly available on an Internet Web site, 
except that the Director shall not make pub- 
licly available on an Internet Web site the 
findings described in subparagraph (F) of 
paragraph (1). 

““(b) MANDATORY REPORTING BY DIRECTOR 
OF NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE.—Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (d), the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence shall annually make pub- 
licly available on an Internet Web site a re- 
port that identifies, for the preceding 12- 
month period— 

“*(1) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to titles I and III and sections 703 and 
704 and a good faith estimate of the number 
of targets of such orders; 

““(2) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to section 702 and a good faith esti- 
mate of— 

“(A) the number of search terms con- 
cerning a known United States person used 
to retrieve the unminimized contents of elec- 
tronic communications or wire communica- 
tions obtained through acquisitions author- 
ized under such section, excluding the num- 
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ber of search terms used to prevent the re- 
turn of information concerning a United 
States person; and 

““(B) the number of queries concerning a 
known United States person of unminimized 
noncontents information relating to elec- 
tronic communications or wire communica- 
tions obtained through acquisitions author- 
ized under such section, excluding the num- 
ber of queries containing information used to 
prevent the return of information concerning 
a United States person; 

“*(3) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to title IV and a good faith estimate 
of— 

““(A) the number of targets of such orders; 
and 

““(B) the number of unique identifiers used 
to communicate information collected pur- 
suant to such orders; 

“*(4) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to applications made under section 
501(b)(2)(B) and a good faith estimate of— 

““(A) the number of targets of such orders; 
and 

““(B) the number of unique identifiers used 
to communicate information collected pur- 
suant to such orders; 

““(5) the total number of orders issued pur- 
suant to applications made under section 
501(b)(2)(C) and a good faith estimate of— 

““(A) the number of targets of such orders; 

““(B) the number of unique identifiers used 
to communicate information collected pur- 
suant to such orders; and 

“(C) the number of search terms that in- 
cluded information concerning a United 
States person that were used to query any 
database of call detail records obtained 
through the use of such orders; and 

““(6) the total number of national security 
letters issued and the number of requests for 
information contained within such national 
security letters. 

““(c) TIMING.—The annual reports required 
by subsections (a) and (b) shall be made pub- 
licly available during April of each year and 
include information relating to the previous 
calendar year. 

““(d) EXCEPTIONS.— 

““(1) STATEMENT OF NUMERICAL RANGE.—If a 
good faith estimate required to be reported 
under subparagraph (B) of any of paragraphs 
(3), (4), or (5) of subsection (b) is fewer than 
500, it shall be expressed as a numerical 
range of ‘fewer than 500’ and shall not be ex- 
pressed as an individual number. 

(2) NONAPPLICABILITY TO CERTAIN INFOR- 
MATION.— 

““(A) FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION.— 
Paragraphs (2)(A), (2)(B), and (5)(C) of sub- 
section (b) shall not apply to information or 
records held by, or queries conducted by, the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

““(B) ELECTRONIC MAIL ADDRESS AND TELE- 
PHONE NUMBERS.—Paragraph (3)(B) of sub- 
section (b) shall not apply to orders resulting 
in the acquisition of information by the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation that does not 
include electronic mail addresses or tele- 
phone numbers. 

**(3) CERTIFICATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence concludes that a good 
faith estimate required to be reported under 
subsection (b)(2)(B) cannot be determined ac- 
curately because some but not all of the rel- 
evant elements of the intelligence commu- 
nity are able to provide such good faith esti- 
mate, the Director shall— 

““(i) certify that conclusion in writing to 
the Select Committee on Intelligence and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
ate and the Permanent Select Committee on 
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Intelligence and the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of the House of Representatives; 

“(ii) report the good faith estimate for 
those relevant elements able to provide such 
good faith estimate; 

““(iii) explain when it is reasonably antici- 
pated that such an estimate will be able to 
be determined fully and accurately; and 

“(iv) make such certification publicly 
available on an Internet Web site. 

“(B) FORM.—A certification described in 
subparagraph (A) shall be prepared in unclas- 
sified form, but may contain a classified 
annex. 

“(C) TIMING.—If the Director of National 
Intelligence continues to conclude that the 
good faith estimates described in this para- 
graph cannot be determined accurately, the 
Director shall annually submit a certifi- 
cation in accordance with this paragraph. 

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) CONTENTS.—The term ‘contents’ has 
the meaning given that term under section 
2510 of title 18, United States Code. 

(2) ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION.—The 
term ‘electronic communication’ has the 
meaning given that term under section 2510 
of title 18, United States Code. 

(3) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER.—The term 
‘national security letter’ means a request for 
a report, records, or other information 
under— 

““(A) section 2709 of title 18, United States 
Code; 

““(B) section 1114(a)(5)(A) of the Right to 
Financial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 
3414(a)(5)(A)); 

““(C) subsection (a) or (b) of section 626 of 
the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 
1681u(a), 1681u(b)); or 

““(D) section 627(a) of the Fair Credit Re- 
porting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v(a)). 

‘(4) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term 
‘United States person’ means a citizen of the 
United States or an alien lawfully admitted 
for permanent residence (as defined in sec- 
tion 101(a) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a))). 

““(5) WIRE COMMUNICATION.—The term ‘wire 
communication’ has the meaning given that 
term under section 2510 of title 18, United 
States Code.”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents, as amended by section 402 
of this Act, is further amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 602, as 
added by section 402 of this Act, the fol- 
lowing new item: 

“Sec. 603. Annual reports.”. 

(c) PUBLIC REPORTING ON NATIONAL SECU- 
RITY LETTERS.—Section 118(c) of the USA 
PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (18 U.S.C. 3511 note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “United States”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘, ex- 
cluding the number of requests for subscriber 
information”; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

(2) CONTENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), each report required under 
this subsection shall include a good faith es- 
timate of the total number of requests de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) requiring disclosure 
of information concerning— 

“(i) United States persons; and 

““(ii) persons who are not United States 
persons. 

““(B) EXCEPTION.—With respect to the num- 
ber of requests for subscriber information 
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under section 2709 of title 18, United States 
Code, a report required under this subsection 
need not separate the number of requests 
into each of the categories described in sub- 
paragraph (A).”. 

(d) STORED COMMUNICATIONS.—Section 
2702(d) of title 18, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(3) the number of accounts from which 
the Department of Justice has received vol- 
untary disclosures under subsection (c)(4).”. 
SEC. 603. PUBLIC REPORTING BY PERSONS SUB- 

JECT TO FISA ORDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI (50 U.S.C. 1871 et 
seq.), as amended by sections 402 and 602 of 
this Act, is further amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 

“SEC. 604. PUBLIC REPORTING BY PERSONS SUB- 
JECT TO ORDERS. 

““(a) REPORTING.—A person subject to a 
nondisclosure requirement accompanying an 
order or directive under this Act or a na- 
tional security letter may, with respect to 
such order, directive, or national security 
letter, publicly report the following informa- 
tion using one of the following structures: 

“(1) A semiannual report that aggregates 
the number of orders, directives, or national 
security letters with which the person was 
required to comply into separate categories 
of— 

““(A) the number of national security let- 
ters received, reported in bands of 1000 start- 
ing with 0-999; 

““(B) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted by national security letters, reported 
in bands of 1000 starting with 0-999; 

““(C) the number of orders or directives re- 
ceived, combined, under this Act for con- 
tents, reported in bands of 1000 starting with 
0-999; 

““(D) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted under orders or directives received, 
combined, under this Act for contents re- 
ported in bands of 1000 starting with 0-999; 

““(E) the number of orders received under 
this Act for noncontents, reported in bands 
of 1000 starting with 0-999; and 

““(F) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted under orders under this Act for non- 
contents, reported in bands of 1000 starting 
with 0-999, pursuant to— 

“(i) title IV; 

“(ii) title V with respect to applications 
described in section 501(b)(2)(B); and 

“(iii) title V with respect to applications 
described in section 501(b)(2)(C). 

(2) A semiannual report that aggregates 
the number of orders, directives, or national 
security letters with which the person was 
required to comply into separate categories 
of— 

““(A) the number of national security let- 
ters received, reported in bands of 500 start- 
ing with 0-499; 

““(B) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted by national security letters, reported 
in bands of 500 starting with 0-499; 

““(C) the number of orders or directives re- 
ceived, combined, under this Act for con- 
tents, reported in bands of 500 starting with 
0-499; 

““(D) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted under orders or directives received, 
combined, under this Act for contents, re- 
ported in bands of 500 starting with 0-499; 

““(E) the number of orders received under 
this Act for noncontents, reported in bands 
of 500 starting with 0-499; and 
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““(F) the number of customer selectors tar- 
geted under orders received under this Act 
for noncontents, reported in bands of 500 
starting with 0-499. 

““(3) A semiannual report that aggregates 
the number of orders, directives, or national 
security letters with which the person was 
required to comply in the into separate cat- 
egories of— 

““(A) the total number of all national secu- 
rity process received, including all national 
security letters, and orders or directives 
under this Act, combined, reported in bands 
of 250 starting with 0-249; and 

“(B) the total number of customer selec- 
tors targeted under all national security 
process received, including all national secu- 
rity letters, and orders or directives under 
this Act, combined, reported in bands of 250 
starting with 0-249. 

“(4) An annual report that aggregates the 
number of orders, directives, and national se- 
curity letters the person was required to 
comply with into separate categories of— 

““(A) the total number of all national secu- 
rity process received, including all national 
security letters, and orders or directives 
under this Act, combined, reported in bands 
of 100 starting with 0-99; and 

“(B) the total number of customer selec- 
tors targeted under all national security 
process received, including all national secu- 
rity letters, and orders or directives under 
this Act, combined, reported in bands of 100 
starting with 0-99. 

“(b) PERIOD OF TIME COVERED BY RE- 
PORTS.— 

““(1) A report described in paragraph (1) or 
(2) of subsection (a) shall include only infor- 
mation— 

““(A) relating to national security letters 
for the previous 180 days; and 

““(B) relating to authorities under this Act 
for the 180-day period of time ending on the 
date that is not less than 180 days prior to 
the date of the publication of such report, 
except that with respect to a platform, prod- 
uct, or service for which a person did not 
previously receive an order or directive (not 
including an enhancement to or iteration of 
an existing publicly available platform, 
product, or service) such report shall not in- 
clude any information relating to such new 
order or directive until 540 days after the 
date on which such new order or directive is 
received. 

“*(2) A report described in paragraph (3) of 
subsection (a) shall include only information 
relating to the previous 180 days. 

“*(3) A report described in paragraph (4) of 
subsection (a) shall include only information 
for the l-year period of time ending on the 
date that is not less than 1 year prior to the 
date of the publication of such report. 

““(c) OTHER FORMS OF AGREED TO PUBLICA- 
TION.—Nothing in this section prohibits the 
Government and any person from jointly 
agreeing to the publication of information 
referred to in this subsection in a time, form, 
or manner other than as described in this 
section. 

““(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) CONTENTS.—The term ‘contents’ has 
the meaning given that term under section 
2510 of title 18, United States Code. 

**(2) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER.—The term 
‘national security letter’ has the meaning 
given that term under section 603.”. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents, as amended by sections 402 
and 602 of this Act, is further amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 603, 
as added by section 602 of this Act, the fol- 
lowing new item: 
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“Sec. 604. Public reporting by persons sub- 
ject to orders.””. 

SEC. 604. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR DECI- 
SIONS, ORDERS, AND OPINIONS OF 
THE FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE SUR- 
VEILLANCE COURT AND THE FOR- 
EIGN INTELLIGENCE SURVEILLANCE 
COURT OF REVIEW. 

Section 601(c)(1) (50 U.S.C. 
amended to read as follows: 

“(1) not later than 45 days after the date on 
which the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court or the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court of Review issues a decision, 
order, or opinion, including any denial or 
modification of an application under this 
Act, that includes significant construction 
or interpretation of any provision of law or 
results in a change of application of any pro- 
vision of this Act or a novel application of 
any provision of this Act, a copy of such de- 
cision, order, or opinion and any pleadings, 
applications, or memoranda of law associ- 
ated with such decision, order, or opinion; 
and’’. 

SEC. 605. SUBMISSION OF REPORTS UNDER FISA. 

(a) ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE.—Section 
108(a)(1) (50 U.S.C. 1808(a)(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘the House Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence and the Senate Select 
Committee on Intelligence, and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate,” and 
inserting “the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence and the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the House of Representatives 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate”. 

(b) PHYSICAL SEARCHES.—The matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1) of section 306 (50 U.S.C. 
1826) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the Senate, 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate,” and inserting “Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence and the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Select Committee on 
Intelligence and the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of the Senate”; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking “and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives”. 

(c) PEN REGISTERS AND TRAP AND TRACE 
DEVICES.—Section 406(b) (50 U.S.C. 1846(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

““(4) each department or agency on behalf 
of which the Attorney General or a des- 
ignated attorney for the Government has 
made an application for an order authorizing 
or approving the installation and use of a 
pen register or trap and trace device under 
this title; and 

““(5) for each department or agency de- 
scribed in paragraph (4), each number de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3).”. 

(d) ACCESS TO CERTAIN BUSINESS RECORDS 
AND OTHER TANGIBLE THINGS.—Section 502(a) 
(50 U.S.C. 1862(a)) is amended by striking 
“Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence of the House of Representatives and 
the Select Committee on Intelligence and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
ate” and inserting ‘‘Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence and the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Select Committee on Intel- 
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ligence and the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the Senate”. 
TITLE VII—ENHANCED NATIONAL 
SECURITY PROVISIONS 
SEC. 701. EMERGENCIES INVOLVING NON-UNITED 
STATES PERSONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 105 (50 U.S.C. 
1805) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (f), (g), (h), 
and (i) as subsections (g), (h), (i), and (j), re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(f)(1) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of this Act, the lawfully authorized tar- 
geting of a non-United States person pre- 
viously believed to be located outside the 
United States for the acquisition of foreign 
intelligence information may continue for a 
period not to exceed 72 hours from the time 
that the non-United States person is reason- 
ably believed to be located inside the United 
States and the acquisition is subject to this 
title or to title III of this Act, provided that 
the head of an element of the intelligence 
community— 

““(A) reasonably determines that a lapse in 
the targeting of such non-United States per- 
son poses a threat of death or serious bodily 
harm to any person; 

“(B) promptly notifies the Attorney Gen- 
eral of a determination under subparagraph 
(A); and 

“(C) requests, as soon as practicable, the 
employment of emergency electronic surveil- 
lance under subsection (e) or the employ- 
ment of an emergency physical search pursu- 
ant to section 304(e), as warranted. 

“*(2) The authority under this subsection to 
continue the acquisition of foreign intel- 
ligence information is limited to a period 
not to exceed 72 hours and shall cease upon 
the earlier of the following: 

“(A) The employment of emergency elec- 
tronic surveillance under subsection (e) or 
the employment of an emergency physical 
search pursuant to section 304(e). 

““(B) An issuance of a court order under 
this title or title TIT of this Act. 

“(C) The Attorney General provides direc- 
tion that the acquisition be terminated. 

““(D) The head of the element of the intel- 
ligence community conducting the acquisi- 
tion determines that a request under para- 
graph (1)(C) is not warranted. 

““(E) When the threat of death or serious 
bodily harm to any person is no longer rea- 
sonably believed to exist. 

(3) Nonpublicly available information 
concerning unconsenting United States per- 
sons acquired under this subsection shall not 
be disseminated during the 72 hour time pe- 
riod under paragraph (1) unless necessary to 
investigate, reduce, or eliminate the threat 
of death or serious bodily harm to any per- 
son. 

“*(4) If the Attorney General declines to au- 
thorize the employment of emergency elec- 
tronic surveillance under subsection (e) or 
the employment of an emergency physical 
search pursuant to section 304(e), or a court 
order is not obtained under this title or title 
III of this Act, information obtained during 
the 72 hour acquisition time period under 
paragraph (1) shall not be retained, except 
with the approval of the Attorney General if 
the information indicates a threat of death 
or serious bodily harm to any person. 

“*(5) Paragraphs (5) and (6) of subsection (e) 
shall apply to this subsection.”. 

(b) NOTIFICATION OF EMERGENCY EMPLOY- 
MENT OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE.—Section 
106(j) (50 U.S.C. 1806(j)) is amended by strik- 
ing “section 105(e)” and inserting ‘‘sub- 
section (e) or (f) of section 105”. 
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(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Section 108(a)(2) 
(50 U.S.C. 1808(a)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) the total number of authorizations 
under section 105(f) and the total number of 
subsequent emergency employments of elec- 
tronic surveillance under section 105(e) or 
emergency physical searches pursuant to 
section 301(e).”. 

SEC. 702. PRESERVATION OF TREATMENT OF 
NON-UNITED STATES PERSONS 
TRAVELING OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES AS AGENTS OF FOREIGN 
POWERS. 

Section 101(b)(1) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting before 
the semicolon at the end the following: “*, ir- 
respective of whether the person is inside the 
United States”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘of such person’s presence 
in the United States”; and 

(B) by striking “such activities in the 
United States” and inserting “such activi- 
ties”. 

SEC. 703. IMPROVEMENT TO INVESTIGATIONS OF 


INTERNATIONAL PROLIFERATION 
OF WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUC- 
TION. 


Section 101(b)(1) is further amended by 
striking subparagraph (E) and inserting the 
following new subparagraph (E): 

““(E) engages in the international prolifera- 
tion of weapons of mass destruction, or ac- 
tivities in preparation therefor, for or on be- 
half of a foreign power, or knowingly aids or 
abets any person in the conduct of such pro- 
liferation or activities in preparation there- 
for, or knowingly conspires with any person 
to engage in such proliferation or activities 
in preparation therefor; or”. 

SEC. 704. INCREASE IN PENALTIES FOR MATE- 
RIAL SUPPORT OF FOREIGN TER- 
RORIST ORGANIZATIONS. 

Section 2839B(a)(1) of title 18, 
States Code, is amended by striking 
years” and inserting ‘‘20 years”. 

SEC. 705. SUNSETS. 

(a) USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT AND RE- 
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2005.—Section 102(b)(1) 
of the USA PATRIOT Improvement and Re- 
authorization Act of 2005 (50 U.S.C. 1805 note) 
is amended by striking “June 1, 2015” and in- 
serting ‘‘December 15, 2019”. 

(b) INTELLIGENCE REFORM AND TERRORISM 
PREVENTION ACT OF 2004.—Section 6001(b)(1) 
of the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism 
Prevention Act of 2004 (50 U.S.C. 1801 note) is 
amended by striking “June 1, 2015” and in- 
serting ‘‘December 15, 2019”. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
102(b)(1) of the USA PATRIOT Improvement 
and Reauthorization Act of 2005 (50 U.S.C. 
1805 note), as amended by subsection (a), is 
further amended by striking ‘‘sections 501, 
502, and” and inserting “title V and section”. 
TITLE VIMI—SAFETY OF MARITIME NAVI- 

GATION AND NUCLEAR TERRORISM 

CONVENTIONS IMPLEMENTATION 

Subtitle A—Safety of Maritime Navigation 
SEC. 801. AMENDMENT TO SECTION 2280 OF 

TITLE 18, UNITED STATES CODE. 

Section 2280 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A)(i), by striking “a 
ship flying the flag of the United States” and 
inserting ‘‘a vessel of the United States or a 
vessel subject to the jurisdiction of the 
United States (as defined in section 70502 of 
title 46)”; 
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(B) in paragraph (1)(A)(ii), by inserting ‘‘, 
including the territorial seas” after “in the 
United States”; and 

(C) in paragraph (1)(A)(iii), by inserting ‘‘, 
by a United States corporation or legal enti- 
ty,” after “by a national of the United 
States””; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking “section 
2(c)” and inserting “section 13(c)””; 

(3) by striking subsection (d); 

(4) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
after subsection (c) the following: 

““(d) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section, 
section 2280a, section 2281, and section 228la, 
the term— 

““(1) ‘applicable treaty’ means— 

““(A) the Convention for the Suppression of 
Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft, done at The 
Hague on 16 December 1970; 

““(B) the Convention for the Suppression of 
Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Civil 
Aviation, done at Montreal on 23 September 
1971; 

““(C) the Convention on the Prevention and 
Punishment of Crimes against Internation- 
ally Protected Persons, including Diplomatic 
Agents, adopted by the General Assembly of 
the United Nations on 14 December 1973; 

““(D) International Convention against the 
Taking of Hostages, adopted by the General 
Assembly of the United Nations on 17 De- 
cember 1979; 

““(E) the Convention on the Physical Pro- 
tection of Nuclear Material, done at Vienna 
on 26 October 1979; 

““(F) the Protocol for the Suppression of 
Unlawful Acts of Violence at Airports Serv- 
ing International Civil Aviation, supple- 
mentary to the Convention for the Suppres- 
sion of Unlawful Acts against the Safety of 
Civil Aviation, done at Montreal on 24 Feb- 
ruary 1988; 

“(G) the Protocol for the Suppression of 
Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Fixed 
Platforms Located on the Continental Shelf, 
done at Rome on 10 March 1988; 

““(H) International Convention for the Sup- 
pression of Terrorist Bombings, adopted by 
the General Assembly of the United Nations 
on 15 December 1997; and 

““(D) International Convention for the Sup- 
pression of the Financing of Terrorism, 
adopted by the General Assembly of the 
United Nations on 9 December 1999; 

“*(2) ‘armed conflict’ does not include inter- 
nal disturbances and tensions, such as riots, 
isolated and sporadic acts of violence, and 
other acts of a similar nature; 

“*(3) ‘biological weapon’ means— 

““(A) microbial or other biological agents, 
or toxins whatever their origin or method of 
production, of types and in quantities that 
have no justification for prophylactic, pro- 
tective, or other peaceful purposes; or 

““(B) weapons, equipment, or means of de- 
livery designed to use such agents or toxins 
for hostile purposes or in armed conflict; 

“*(4) ‘chemical weapon’ means, together or 
separately— 

““(A) toxic chemicals and their precursors, 
except where intended for— 

“(i) industrial, agricultural, research, med- 
ical, pharmaceutical, or other peaceful pur- 
poses; 

““(ii) protective purposes, namely those 
purposes directly related to protection 
against toxic chemicals and to protection 
against chemical weapons; 

““(iii) military purposes not connected with 
the use of chemical weapons and not depend- 
ent on the use of the toxic properties of 
chemicals as a method of warfare; or 

“(iv) law enforcement including domestic 
riot control purposes, 
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as long as the types and quantities are con- 
sistent with such purposes; 

‘“(B) munitions and devices, specifically de- 
signed to cause death or other harm through 
the toxic properties of those toxic chemicals 
specified in subparagraph (A), which would 
be released as a result of the employment of 
such munitions and devices; and 

“(C) any equipment specifically designed 
for use directly in connection with the em- 
ployment of munitions and devices specified 
in subparagraph (B); 

“(5) ‘covered ship’ means a ship that is 
navigating or is scheduled to navigate into, 
through or from waters beyond the outer 
limit of the territorial sea of a single coun- 
try or a lateral limit of that country’s terri- 
torial sea with an adjacent country; 

“*(6) ‘explosive material’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 841(c) and includes 
explosive as defined in section 844(j) of this 
title; 

“(7) ‘infrastructure facility’ has the mean- 
ing given the term in section 2332f(e)(5) of 
this title; 

“(8) “international organization’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 831(£1(3) of 
this title; 

““(9) ‘military forces of a state’ means the 
armed forces of a state which are organized, 
trained, and equipped under its internal law 
for the primary purpose of national defense 
or security, and persons acting in support of 
those armed forces who are under their for- 
mal command, control, and responsibility; 

‘“(10) ‘national of the United States’ has 
the meaning stated in section 101(a)(22) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(22)); 

“(11) ‘Non-Proliferation Treaty’ means the 
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons, done at Washington, London, and 
Moscow on 1 July 1968; 

“(12) ‘Non-Proliferation Treaty State 
Party’ means any State Party to the Non- 
Proliferation Treaty, to include Taiwan, 
which shall be considered to have the obliga- 
tions under the Non-Proliferation Treaty of 
a party to that treaty other than a Nuclear 
Weapon State Party to the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty; 

“*(13) Nuclear Weapon State Party to the 
Non-Proliferation Treaty’ means a State 
Party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty that 
is a nuclear-weapon State, as that term is 
defined in Article IX(3) of the Non-Prolifera- 
tion Treaty; 

“*(14) ‘place of public use’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 2332f(e)(6) of this 
title; 

“*(15) ‘precursor’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 229F(6)(A) of this title; 

““(16) “public transport system’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2332f(e)(7) 
of this title; 

“*(17) ‘serious injury or damage’ means— 

“(A) serious bodily injury, 

“(B) extensive destruction of a place of 
public use, State or government facility, in- 
frastructure facility, or public transpor- 
tation system, resulting in major economic 
loss, or 

“(C) substantial damage to the environ- 
ment, including air, soil, water, fauna, or 
flora; 

“(18) ‘ship’ means a vessel of any type 
whatsoever not permanently attached to the 
sea-bed, including dynamically supported 
craft, submersibles, or any other floating 
craft, but does not include a warship, a ship 
owned or operated by a government when 
being used as a naval auxiliary or for cus- 
toms or police purposes, or a ship which has 
been withdrawn from navigation or laid up; 
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““(19) ‘source material’ has the meaning 
given that term in the International Atomic 
Energy Agency Statute, done at New York 
on 26 October 1956; 

“*(20) ‘special fissionable material’ has the 
meaning given that term in the Inter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency Statute, 
done at New York on 26 October 1956; 

“(21) ‘territorial sea of the United States’ 
means all waters extending seaward to 12 
nautical miles from the baselines of the 
United States determined in accordance with 
international law; 

“*(22) ‘toxic chemical’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 229F(8)(A) of this 
title; 

(23) ‘transport’ means to initiate, arrange 
or exercise effective control, including deci- 
sionmaking authority, over the movement of 
a person or item; and 

“(24) ‘United States’, when used in a geo- 
graphical sense, includes the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, and all territories 
and possessions of the United States.”; and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (d) (as 
added by paragraph (4) of this section) the 
following: 

““(e) EXCEPTIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties. 


““(f) DELIVERY OF SUSPECTED OFFENDER.— 
The master of a covered ship flying the flag 
of the United States who has reasonable 
grounds to believe that there is on board 
that ship any person who has committed an 
offense under section 2280 or section 2280a 
may deliver such person to the authorities of 
a country that is a party to the Convention 
for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts against 
the Safety of Maritime Navigation. Before 
delivering such person to the authorities of 
another country, the master shall notify in 
an appropriate manner the Attorney General 
of the United States of the alleged offense 
and await instructions from the Attorney 
General as to what action to take. When de- 
livering the person to a country which is a 
state party to the Convention, the master 
shall, whenever practicable, and if possible 
before entering the territorial sea of such 
country, notify the authorities of such coun- 
try of the master's intention to deliver such 
person and the reasons therefor. If the mas- 
ter delivers such person, the master shall 
furnish to the authorities of such country 
the evidence in the master’s possession that 
pertains to the alleged offense. 


“(g)(1) CIVIL FORFEITURE.—Any real or per- 
sonal property used or intended to be used to 
commit or to facilitate the commission of a 
violation of this section, the gross proceeds 
of such violation, and any real or personal 
property traceable to such property or pro- 
ceeds, shall be subject to forfeiture. 


‘(2) APPLICABLE PROCEDURES.—Seizures 
and forfeitures under this section shall be 
governed by the provisions of chapter 46 of 
title 18, United States Code, relating to civil 
forfeitures, except that such duties as are 
imposed upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
under the customs laws described in section 
981(d) shall be performed by such officers, 
agents, and other persons as may be des- 
ignated for that purpose by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, the Attorney General, 
or the Secretary of Defense.”. 
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SEC. 802. NEW SECTION 2280A OF TITLE 18, 


UNITED STATES CODE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 111 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
after section 2280 the following new section: 


“$2280a. Violence against maritime naviga- 
tion and maritime transport involving 
weapons of mass destruction 


““(a) OFFENSES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the excep- 
tions in subsection (c), a person who unlaw- 
fully and intentionally— 

““(A) when the purpose of the act, by its na- 
ture or context, is to intimidate a popu- 
lation, or to compel a government or an 
international organization to do or to ab- 
stain from doing any act— 

““(i) uses against or on a ship or discharges 
from a ship any explosive or radioactive ma- 
terial, biological, chemical, or nuclear weap- 
on or other nuclear explosive device in a 
manner that causes or is likely to cause 
death to any person or serious injury or 
damage; 

“(ii) discharges from a ship oil, liquefied 
natural gas, or another hazardous or noxious 
substance that is not covered by clause (i), in 
such quantity or concentration that causes 
or is likely to cause death to any person or 
serious injury or damage; or 

“(iii) uses a ship in a manner that causes 
death to any person or serious injury or 
damage; 

““(B) transports on board a ship— 

““(i) any explosive or radioactive material, 
knowing that it is intended to be used to 
cause, or in a threat to cause, death to any 
person or serious injury or damage for the 
purpose of intimidating a population, or 
compelling a government or an international 
organization to do or to abstain from doing 
any act; 

““(ii) any biological, chemical, or nuclear 
weapon or other nuclear explosive device, 
knowing it to be a biological, chemical, or 
nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive 
device; 

“(iii) any source material, special fission- 
able material, or equipment or material es- 
pecially designed or prepared for the proc- 
essing, use, or production of special fission- 
able material, knowing that it is intended to 
be used in a nuclear explosive activity or in 
any other nuclear activity not under safe- 
guards pursuant to an International Atomic 
Energy Agency comprehensive safeguards 
agreement, except where— 

““(D such item is transported to or from the 
territory of, or otherwise under the control 
of, a Non-Proliferation Treaty State Party; 
and 

“(II) the resulting transfer or receipt (in- 
cluding internal to a country) is not con- 
trary to the obligations under the Non-Pro- 
liferation Treaty of the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty State Party from which, to the terri- 
tory of which, or otherwise under the control 
of which such item is transferred; 

“(iv) any equipment, materials, or soft- 
ware or related technology that significantly 
contributes to the design or manufacture of 
a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive 
device, with the intention that it will be 
used for such purpose, except where— 

““(I) the country to the territory of which 
or under the control of which such item is 
transferred is a Nuclear Weapon State Party 
to the Non-Proliferation Treaty; and 

“(IT) the resulting transfer or receipt (in- 
cluding internal to a country) is not con- 
trary to the obligations under the Non-Pro- 
liferation Treaty of a Non-Proliferation 
Treaty State Party from which, to the terri- 
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tory of which, or otherwise under the control 
of which such item is transferred; 

“(v) any equipment, materials, or software 
or related technology that significantly con- 
tributes to the delivery of a nuclear weapon 
or other nuclear explosive device, with the 
intention that it will be used for such pur- 
pose, except where— 

““(D) such item is transported to or from the 
territory of, or otherwise under the control 
of, a Non-Proliferation Treaty State Party; 
and 

“(ID) such item is intended for the delivery 
system of a nuclear weapon or other nuclear 
explosive device of a Nuclear Weapon State 
Party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty; or 

“(vi) any equipment, materials, or soft- 
ware or related technology that significantly 
contributes to the design, manufacture, or 
delivery of a biological or chemical weapon, 
with the intention that it will be used for 
such purpose; 

“(C) transports another person on board a 
ship knowing that the person has committed 
an act that constitutes an offense under sec- 
tion 2280 or subparagraph (A), (B), (D), or (E) 
of this section or an offense set forth in an 
applicable treaty, as specified in section 
2280(d)(1), and intending to assist that person 
to evade criminal prosecution; 

“(D) injures or kills any person in connec- 
tion with the commission or the attempted 
commission of any of the offenses set forth 
in subparagraphs (A) through (C), or sub- 
section (a)(2), to the extent that the sub- 
section (a)(2) offense pertains to subpara- 
graph (A); or 

““(E) attempts to do any act prohibited 
under subparagraph (A), (B) or (D), or con- 
spires to do any act prohibited by subpara- 
graphs (A) through (E) or subsection (a)(2), 
shall be fined under this title, imprisoned 
not more than 20 years, or both; and if the 
death of any person results from conduct 
prohibited by this paragraph, shall be im- 
prisoned for any term of years or for life. 

“(2) THREATS.—A person who threatens, 
with apparent determination and will to 
carry the threat into execution, to do any 
act prohibited under paragraph (1)(A) shall 
be fined under this title, imprisoned not 
more than 5 years, or both. 

““(b) JURISDICTION.—There is jurisdiction 
over the activity prohibited in subsection 
(a)— 

“*(1) in the case of a covered ship, if— 

““(A) such activity is committed— 

““(i) against or on board a vessel of the 
United States or a vessel subject to the juris- 
diction of the United States (as defined in 
section 70502 of title 46) at the time the pro- 
hibited activity is committed; 

“(ii) in the United States, including the 
territorial seas; or 

““(iii) by a national of the United States, by 
a United States corporation or legal entity, 
or by a stateless person whose habitual resi- 
dence is in the United States; 

““(B) during the commission of such activ- 
ity, a national of the United States is seized, 
threatened, injured, or killed; or 

““(C) the offender is later found in the 
United States after such activity is com- 
mitted; 

“*(2) in the case of a ship navigating or 
scheduled to navigate solely within the terri- 
torial sea or internal waters of a country 
other than the United States, if the offender 
is later found in the United States after such 
activity is committed; or 

‘“(3) in the case of any vessel, if such activ- 
ity is committed in an attempt to compel 
the United States to do or abstain from 
doing any act. 
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““(c) EXCEPTIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties. 

“(d)(1) CIVIL FORFEITURE.—Any real or per- 
sonal property used or intended to be used to 
commit or to facilitate the commission of a 
violation of this section, the gross proceeds 
of such violation, and any real or personal 
property traceable to such property or pro- 
ceeds, shall be subject to forfeiture. 

‘(2) APPLICABLE PROCEDURES.—Seizures 
and forfeitures under this section shall be 
governed by the provisions of chapter 46 of 
title 18, United States Code, relating to civil 
forfeitures, except that such duties as are 
imposed upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
under the customs laws described in section 
981(d) shall be performed by such officers, 
agents, and other persons as may be des- 
ignated for that purpose by the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, the Attorney General, 
or the Secretary of Defense.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 111 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding after the item relating to section 2280 
the following new item: 


“22804. Violence against maritime naviga- 
tion and maritime transport in- 
volving weapons of mass de- 
struction.”. 

SEC. 803. AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 2281 OF 

TITLE 18, UNITED STATES CODE. 

Section 2281 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c), by striking “section 
2(c)” and inserting “section 13(c)””; 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking the defini- 
tions of “national of the United States,” 
“territorial sea of the United States,” and 
“United States”; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(e) EXCEPTIONS.—This section does not 
apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties.”. 

SEC. 804. NEW SECTION 2281A OF TITLE 18, 

UNITED STATES CODE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 111 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
after section 2281 the following new section: 


“§ 2281a. Additional offenses against maritime 
fixed platforms 


““(a) OFFENSES.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who unlawfully 
and intentionally— 

““(A) when the purpose of the act, by its na- 
ture or context, is to intimidate a popu- 
lation, or to compel a government or an 
international organization to do or to ab- 
stain from doing any act— 

““(i) uses against or on a fixed platform or 
discharges from a fixed platform any explo- 
sive or radioactive material, biological, 
chemical, or nuclear weapon in a manner 
that causes or is likely to cause death or se- 
rious injury or damage; or 

“(ii) discharges from a fixed platform oil, 
liquefied natural gas, or another hazardous 
or noxious substance that is not covered by 
clause (i), in such quantity or concentration 
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that causes or is likely to cause death or se- 
rious injury or damage; 

““(B) injures or kills any person in connec- 
tion with the commission or the attempted 
commission of any of the offenses set forth 
in subparagraph (A); or 

““(C) attempts or conspires to do anything 
prohibited under subparagraph (A) or (B), 
shall be fined under this title, imprisoned 
not more than 20 years, or both; and if death 
results to any person from conduct prohib- 
ited by this paragraph, shall be imprisoned 
for any term of years or for life. 

‘(2) THREAT TO SAFETY.—A person who 
threatens, with apparent determination and 
will to carry the threat into execution, to do 
any act prohibited under paragraph (XA), 
shall be fined under this title, imprisoned 
not more than 5 years, or both. 

““(b) JURISDICTION.—There is jurisdiction 
over the activity prohibited in subsection (a) 
if— 

“(1) such activity is committed against or 
on board a fixed platform— 

“(A) that is located on the continental 
shelf of the United States; 

“(B) that is located on the continental 
shelf of another country, by a national of the 
United States or by a stateless person whose 
habitual residence is in the United States; or 

““(C) in an attempt to compel the United 
States to do or abstain from doing any act; 

“(2) during the commission of such activ- 
ity against or on board a fixed platform lo- 
cated on a continental shelf, a national of 
the United States is seized, threatened, in- 
jured, or killed; or 

““(3) such activity is committed against or 
on board a fixed platform located outside the 
United States and beyond the continental 
shelf of the United States and the offender is 
later found in the United States. 

““(c) EXCEPTIONS.—This section does not 
apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

““(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties. 

““(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“*(1) ‘continental shelf’ means the sea-bed 
and subsoil of the submarine areas that ex- 
tend beyond a country’s territorial sea to 
the limits provided by customary inter- 
national law as reflected in Article 76 of the 
1982 Convention on the Law of the Sea; and 

‘(2) ‘fixed platform’ means an artificial is- 
land, installation, or structure permanently 
attached to the sea-bed for the purpose of ex- 
ploration or exploitation of resources or for 
other economic purposes.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 111 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
adding after the item relating to section 2281 
the following new item: 

“9281a. Additional offenses against maritime 
fixed platforms.”. 
SEC. 805. ANCILLARY MEASURE. 

Section 2332b(g)(5)(B) of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘2280a 
(relating to maritime safety),’’ before “2281”, 
and by striking ‘‘2281’’ and inserting ‘‘2281 
through 2281a’’. 

Subtitle B—Prevention of Nuclear Terrorism 
SEC. 811. NEW SECTION 23321 OF TITLE 18, 
UNITED STATES CODE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 113B of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
after section 2332h the following: 

“§ 2332i. Acts of nuclear terrorism 

““(a) OFFENSES.— 
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““(1) IN GENERAL.—Whoever knowingly and 
unlawfully— 

“(A) possesses radioactive material or 
makes or possesses a device— 

““(i) with the intent to cause death or seri- 
ous bodily injury; or 

““(ii) with the intent to cause substantial 
damage to property or the environment; or 

““(B) uses in any way radioactive material 
or a device, or uses or damages or interferes 
with the operation of a nuclear facility in a 
manner that causes the release of or in- 
creases the risk of the release of radioactive 
material, or causes radioactive contamina- 
tion or exposure to radiation— 

““(i) with the intent to cause death or seri- 
ous bodily injury or with the knowledge that 
such act is likely to cause death or serious 
bodily injury; 

““(ii) with the intent to cause substantial 
damage to property or the environment or 
with the knowledge that such act is likely to 
cause substantial damage to property or the 
environment; or 

“(iii) with the intent to compel a person, 
an international organization or a country 
to do or refrain from doing an act, 
shall be punished as prescribed in subsection 
(c). 

“(2) THREATS.—Whoever, under cir- 
cumstances in which the threat may reason- 
ably be believed, threatens to commit an of- 
fense under paragraph (1) shall be punished 
as prescribed in subsection (c). Whoever de- 
mands possession of or access to radioactive 
material, a device or a nuclear facility by 
threat or by use of force shall be punished as 
prescribed in subsection (c). 

‘“(3) ATTEMPTS AND CONSPIRACIES.—Who- 
ever attempts to commit an offense under 
paragraph (1) or conspires to commit an of- 
fense under paragraph (1) or (2) shall be pun- 
ished as prescribed in subsection (c). 

““(b) JURISDICTION.—Conduct prohibited by 
subsection (a) is within the jurisdiction of 
the United States if— 

“(1) the prohibited conduct takes place in 
the United States or the special aircraft ju- 
risdiction of the United States; 

(2) the prohibited conduct takes place 
outside of the United States and— 

“(A) is committed by a national of the 
United States, a United States corporation 
or legal entity or a stateless person whose 
habitual residence is in the United States; 

““(B) is committed on board a vessel of the 
United States or a vessel subject to the juris- 
diction of the United States (as defined in 
section 70502 of title 46) or on board an air- 
craft that is registered under United States 
law, at the time the offense is committed; or 

“(C) is committed in an attempt to compel 
the United States to do or abstain from 
doing any act, or constitutes a threat di- 
rected at the United States; 

(3) the prohibited conduct takes place 
outside of the United States and a victim or 
an intended victim is a national of the 
United States or a United States corporation 
or legal entity, or the offense is committed 
against any state or government facility of 
the United States; or 

“(4) a perpetrator of the prohibited con- 
duct is found in the United States. 

“(c) PENALTIES.—Whoever violates this 
section shall be fined not more than 
$2,000,000 and shall be imprisoned for any 
term of years or for life. 

““(d) NONAPPLICABILITY.—This section does 
not apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 
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“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties. 

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section, 
the term— 

“(1) ‘armed conflict’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 2332f(e)(11) of this title; 

“*(2) ‘device’ means: 

““(A) any nuclear explosive device; or 

““(B) any radioactive material dispersal or 
radiation-emitting device that may, owing 
to its radiological properties, cause death, 
serious bodily injury or substantial damage 
to property or the environment; 

““(3) “international organization’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 831(f)(3) 
of this title; 

“(4) ‘military forces of a state’ means the 
armed forces of a country that are organized, 
trained and equipped under its internal law 
for the primary purpose of national defense 
or security and persons acting in support of 
those armed forces who are under their for- 
mal command, control and responsibility; 

“(5) ‘national of the United States’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 101(a)(22) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(22)); 

“(6) ‘nuclear facility’ means: 

“(A) any nuclear reactor, including reac- 
tors on vessels, vehicles, aircraft or space ob- 
jects for use as an energy source in order to 
propel such vessels, vehicles, aircraft or 
space objects or for any other purpose; 

‘(B) any plant or conveyance being used 
for the production, storage, processing or 
transport of radioactive material; or 

“(C) a facility (including associated build- 
ings and equipment) in which nuclear mate- 
rial is produced, processed, used, handled, 
stored or disposed of, if damage to or inter- 
ference with such facility could lead to the 
release of significant amounts of radiation or 
radioactive material; 

“(7) ‘nuclear material’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 831(f)(1) of this 
title; 

“(8) ‘radioactive material’ means nuclear 
material and other radioactive substances 
that contain nuclides that undergo sponta- 
neous disintegration (a process accompanied 
by emission of one or more types of ionizing 
radiation, such as alpha-, beta-, neutron par- 
ticles and gamma rays) and that may, owing 
to their radiological or fissile properties, 
cause death, serious bodily injury or sub- 
stantial damage to property or to the envi- 
ronment; 

‘(9) ‘serious bodily injury’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 831(f)(4) of this 
title; 

““(10) ‘state’ has the same meaning as that 
term has under international law, and in- 
cludes all political subdivisions thereof; 

“(11) ‘state or government facility’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 
2332f(e)(3) of this title; 

“*(12) ‘United States corporation or legal 
entity’ means any corporation or other enti- 
ty organized under the laws of the United 
States or any State, Commonwealth, terri- 
tory, possession or district of the United 
States; 

““(13) ‘vessel’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 1502(19) of title 33; and 

“(14) ‘vessel of the United States’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 70502 of 
title 46.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 113B of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
2332h the following: 


‘*2332i. Acts of nuclear terrorism.”. 
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(c) DISCLAIMER.—Nothing contained in this 
section is intended to affect the applicability 
of any other Federal or State law that might 
pertain to the underlying conduct. 

(d) INCLUSION IN DEFINITION OF FEDERAL 
CRIMES OF TERRORISM.—Section 
2332b(g)(5)(B) of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting ‘‘2332i (relating to 
acts of nuclear terrorism),”” before ‘‘2339 (re- 
lating to harboring terrorists)”. 

SEC. 812. AMENDMENT TO SECTION 831 OF TITLE 
18, UNITED STATES CODE. 

Section 831 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(a) in subsection (a)— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(8) as paragraphs (4) through (9); 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(3) without lawful authority, inten- 
tionally carries, sends or moves nuclear ma- 
terial into or out of a country;”’; 

(3) in paragraph (8), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘an offense under paragraph (1), (2), 
(3), or (4)” and inserting “any act prohibited 
under paragraphs (1) through (5)’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (9), as redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘an offense under paragraph (1), (2), 
(3), or (4)” and inserting “any act prohibited 
under paragraphs (1) through (7)”; 

(b) in subsection (b)— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “(7)” and 
inserting ‘‘(8)’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking “(8)” and 
inserting ‘‘(9)’’; 

(c) in subsection (c)— 

(1) in subparagraph (2)(A), by adding after 
“United States” the following: “or a state- 
less person whose habitual residence is in the 
United States””; 

(2) by striking paragraph (5); 

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (4), the fol- 
lowing: 

““(5) the offense is committed on board a 
vessel of the United States or a vessel sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the United States 
(as defined in section 70502 of title 46) or on 
board an aircraft that is registered under 
United States law, at the time the offense is 
committed; 

““(6) the offense is committed outside the 
United States and against any state or gov- 
ernment facility of the United States; or 

““(7) the offense is committed in an attempt 
to compel the United States to do or abstain 
from doing any act, or constitutes a threat 
directed at the United States.’’; 

(d) by redesignating subsections 
through (f) as (e) through (g), respectively; 

(e) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(d) NONAPPLICABILITY.—This section does 
not apply to— 

““(1) the activities of armed forces during 
an armed conflict, as those terms are under- 
stood under the law of war, which are gov- 
erned by that law; or 

“(2) activities undertaken by military 
forces of a state in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties.’’; and 

(f) in subsection (g), as redesignated— 

(1) in paragraph (6), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (7), the fol- 
lowing: 

“(8) the term ‘armed conflict’ 
meaning given that term in 
2332f(e)(11) of this title; 

““(9) the term ‘military forces of a state’ 
means the armed forces of a country that are 


(d) 


has the 
section 
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organized, trained and equipped under its in- 
ternal law for the primary purpose of na- 
tional defense or security and persons acting 
in support of those armed forces who are 
under their formal command, control and re- 
sponsibility; 

““(10) the term ‘state’ has the same mean- 
ing as that term has under international 
law, and includes all political subdivisions 
thereof; 

“(11) the term ‘state or government facil- 
ity’ has the meaning given that term in sec- 
tion 2332f(e)(3) of this title; and 

**(12) the term ‘vessel of the United States’ 
has the meaning given that term in section 
70502 of title 46.”. 


SA 1453. Mr. MCCONNELL proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 1452 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself 
and Mr. BURR) to the bill H.R. 2048, to 
reform the authorities of the Federal 
Government to require the production 
of certain business records, conduct 
electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and 
use other forms of information gath- 
ering for foreign intelligence, counter- 
terrorism, and criminal purposes, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol- 
lowing: 

“This Act shall take effect 1 day after the 
date of enactment.” 


EEE 
EXPRESSING APPRECIATION OF 
THE GOALS OF AMERICAN 


CRAFT BEER WEEK 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of S. Res. 188, submitted earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 188) expressing appre- 
ciation of the goals of American Craft Beer 
Week and commending the small and inde- 
pendent craft brewers of the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be made and laid upon the table 
with no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


EE 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


188) was 


EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to executive session to con- 
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sider the following nominations en 
bloc: Calendar Nos. 95 and 125; that the 
nominations be confirmed, the motions 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table with no intervening 
action or debate; that no further mo- 
tions be in order; that any statements 
related to the nominations be printed 
in the RECORD; that the President be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
actions, and the Senate then resume 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con- 
firmed en bloc are as follows: 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named officer for appoint- 
ment as Vice Chief of Staff, United States 
Air Force, and appointment in the United 
States Air Force to the grade indicated while 
assigned to a position of importance and re- 
sponsibility under title 10, U.S.C., sections 
8034 and 601: 

To be general 
Lt. Gen. David L. Goldfein 
IN THE COAST GUARD 

The following officer for appointment in 
the United States Coast Guard to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im- 
portance and responsibility as Deputy Com- 
mandant for Mission Support under title 14, 
U.S.C., section 50: 

To be vice admiral 

Rear Adm. Sandra L. Stosz 


—_ > 


LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will now resume legislative session. 


—_ > 


ORDERS FOR MONDAY, JUNE 1, 
2015 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 12 noon on Monday, June 
1; that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, and the time for the two lead- 
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day; that following leader remarks, 
the Senate be in a period of morning 
business for 1 hour, with Senators per- 
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each; finally, that following 
morning business, the Senate then re- 
sume consideration of H.R. 2048. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TOMORROW 


Mr. McCONNELL. If there is no fur- 
ther business to come before the Sen- 
ate, I ask unanimous consent that it 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 9:44 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
June 1, 2015, at 12 noon. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate May 31, 2015: 
IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS VICE CHIEF OF STAFF, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE, 
AND APPOINTMENT IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
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TO THE GRADE INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSI- 
TION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 8034 AND 601: 


To be general 
LT. GEN. DAVID L. GOLDFEIN 
IN THE COAST GUARD 


THE FOLLOWING OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE 
UNITED STATES COAST GUARD TO THE GRADE INDI- 
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CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY AS DEPUTY COMMANDANT FOR 
MISSION SUPPORT UNDER TITLE 14, U.S.C., SECTION 50: 


To be vice admiral 
REAR ADM. SANDRA L. STOSZ 
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SENATE—Monday, June 1, 2015 


The Senate met at 12 noon and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

God of all mercies, in whose love and 
wisdom lies all our hope, still our anx- 
ious hearts as we bring our weakness to 
Your might, our failure to Your perfec- 
tion, and our smallness to Your great- 
ness. From a world with its tragedies 
and setbacks, we turn for this hallowed 
moment to be still and know that You 
are God. 

Continue to sustain our lawmakers. 
Save them from the dangers that lurk 
in a flawed judgment of confused reck- 
oning and a narrow outlook. Bless the 
members of their staffs who labor with 
them to keep our Nation strong. 

And, Lord, comfort the Biden family 
and all those who are grieving the loss 
of Beau Biden. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


SE 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HELLER). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


EE 


USA FREEDOM ACT 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, last 
night the Senate voted to advance the 
House-passed FISA bill. We will have a 
vote on that legislation as soon as we 
can. On our way there, we should take 
some commonsense steps to ensure the 
new system envisioned by that legisla- 
tion—a system we would soon have to 
rely upon to keep our country safe— 
will, in fact, actually work. The 
amendments filed last night would help 
do just that. 

For example, one amendment would 
ensure that there is adequate time to 
build and test a system that doesn’t 
yet exist. One amendment would en- 
sure that there is adequate time to 
build and test a system that doesn’t 
even exist yet. Another would require 
that once the new system is actually 


built, the Director of National Intel- 
ligence reviews it and certifies that it 
actually works. I will say that again. 
The second amendment would require 
that once the new system is actually 
built, the Director of National Intel- 
ligence reviews the new system and 
certifies that it will actually work. 
Amendment No. 3 would require simple 
notification if the providers decide to 
change their data-retention policies. It 
will just require them to notify us if 
the providers decide to change their 
data-retention policies. Three amend- 
ments to improve the bill. 

These fixes are common sense, and 
whatever one thinks of the proposed 
new system, there needs to be basic as- 
surance that it will function as its pro- 
ponents say it will. The Senate should 
adopt these basic safeguards. 

I had hoped to see committees work- 
ing hard to advance bipartisan, com- 
promise FISA legislation this week, 
which is why I had offered several tem- 
porary extensions of the existing pro- 
gram to allow the space for that to 
occur. But these proposed short-term 
extensions were either voted down or 
objected to, including a very narrow 
extension of some of the least con- 
troversial tools contained within the 
program that we are considering. 

So this is where we are. It now falls 
on all of us to work diligently and re- 
sponsibly to get the American people 
the best outcome that can be reason- 
ably expected in this reality with 
which we are confronted. That is my 
commitment, and I know many of my 
colleagues share it as well. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GARDNER). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

—— A 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

JOHNSON). Under the previous order, 
the leadership time is reserved. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business for 1 
hour, with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The Senator from Florida. 


REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I wish 
to speak about the FISA bill, but be- 
fore I do, I want to express what is in 
every one of our hearts—our grieving 
with the JOE BIDEN family. That family 
has had more than its share of tragedy, 
but what it has produced is, in the case 
of Beau Biden, an extraordinary public 
servant who served his country not 
only by elected office but by serving in 
uniform as well. 

Most of us in this Chamber know the 
Biden family. The dad and the now 
mom, JOE and Jill, are extraordinary 
human beings who have contributed so 
much. It is not necessarily easy to be 
in public service as long as the Vice 
President has been and still raise a 
family that is so extraordinarily ac- 
complished and contributes so much. 
Then to have that eldest son taken 
from him is like a dagger into our 
hearts. 

So we grieve with the family. We 
grieve for them and with the Nation. I 
just wish to put that on the record. 


— 


NATIONAL SECURITY 
LEGISLATION 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, we are 
here because the Senate is not func- 
tioning. We were here last night be- 
cause the Senate is not functioning. 
Oh, it is functioning according to the 
rules, which say that you have to go 
through this arcane procedure of clo- 
ture on the motion to proceed and get 
60 votes before you can ever get to the 
bill. Once you get to the bill, then you 
file another motion for cloture. The 
Senate rules say that there are 30 
hours that have to run unless, as has 
been typical of Senate business, there 
is comity, there is understanding, and 
there is bipartisanship. But one Sen- 
ator can withhold unanimous consent, 
and that has been done—so the 30 
hours. 

Now, normally that may be standard 
procedure for the Senate, but it is get- 
ting in the way of our national secu- 
rity. At midnight last night the law 
that allows our intelligence commu- 
nity to track the emails and the phone 
calls of the terrorists evaporated. It 
won't be reenacted until sometime 
later this week because of the lack of 
unanimous consent. 

But this Senator from Florida is not 
putting it at the feet of just the one 
Senator who is withholding the unani- 
mous consent. This Senator from Flor- 
ida is saying that this should have been 
planned on over a week ago. This Sen- 
ator is saying that we should have gone 
through the laborious procedures—not 
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assuming that we were going to have 
the votes last night, not assuming that 
there was going to have comity and 
unanimous consent. This Senator 
thinks that we should have done this 
because of the urgency of national se- 
curity. 

It is interesting that this Senator 
from Florida comes to the floor with 
mixed feelings. I voted for the Leahy 
bill, which is identical to the House 
bill, but I did that because we didn’t 
have any other choice. When I had an- 
other choice, I voted for Senator 
BURR’s—the chairman of the Senate In- 
telligence Committee—version, which 
was to continue existing law. I did so 
because I clearly thought that was in 
the interests of our national security. 

But since that is not the prevailing 
vote of the Senate, we need to get on 
with it and pass the House bill. Then I 
would urge the chairman of the Intel- 
ligence Committee, who is on the floor, 
that—down the line—the 6-month tran- 
sitional period from the old law to the 
new law be extended with a greater 
transition time to 12 or 18 months. I 
would further urge the chairman of the 
Intelligence Committee that as to a 
major flaw in the bill passed by the 
House, which we will eventually pass 
this week, we add to it a requirement 
for a certain amount of time that the 
telephone companies would have to 
keep those telephone business records, 
so that if there is an urgency of na- 
tional security going through the FISA 
Court, those records would be available 
to the intelligence community to trace 
the telephone calls of the terrorists. 
That would be my recommendation, 
and I see the chairman nodding in 
somewhat agreement. 

I hope we will get on. I hope better 
hearts and minds will prevail and that 
we can collapse this period of darkness 
where there is no law governing emails, 
phone calls, cell phones, et cetera, as 
we try to protect ourselves from the 
terrorists. 

I would hope that this would be col- 
lapsed into a much shorter time in- 
stead of having to wait until late Tues- 
day or Wednesday or Thursday of this 
week. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE 
Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that all morning busi- 
ness time be yielded back and the Sen- 
ate resume consideration of H.R. 2048. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 
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USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of H.R. 2048, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2048) to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require the 
production of certain business records, con- 
duct electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering for for- 


eign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 
Pending: 


McConnell/Burr amendment No. 1449, in 
the nature of a substitute. 

McConnell amendment No. 1450 (to amend- 
ment No. 1449), of a perfecting nature. 

McConnell amendment No. 1451 (to amend- 
ment No. 1450), relating to appointment of 
amicus curlae. 

McConnell/Burr amendment No. 1452 (to 
the language proposed to be stricken by 
amendment No. 1449), of a perfecting nature. 

McConnell amendment No. 1453 (to amend- 
ment No. 1452), to change the enactment 
date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I rise while 
my good friend from Florida is on the 
floor to say that I wish I could have a 
magic wand with which I could collapse 
this time. But as he knows, under Sen- 
ate rules, one Member can demand for 
the full 30 hours, and we are in a proc- 
ess like that. My hope is that there 
will be accommodation as we go 
through this because I think most 
Members would like to resolve this. 

Let me say specifically to his two 
points that there is a substitute 
amendment that has the USA FREE- 
DOM language with two additional 
pieces. Those two pieces are a 6-month 
notification to NSA by any telecom 
company that intends to change its re- 
tention program. As my good friend 
from Florida knows, in part, trying to 
move a bill is making sure we move a 
bill that can be passed and accepted by 
the House of Representatives. Manda- 
tory retention right now does not meet 
that threshold. But I hope they will ac- 
cept this requirement of notification of 
any change in their retention program, 
as well as a DNI certification at the 
end of whatever the transition period 
is 


Now, there will be a first-degree and 
a second-degree amendment, in addi- 
tion to that, made in order and ger- 
mane. The first-degree amendment will 
be to extend the transition period to 12 
months. So we would go from 6 
months—not to 2 years, as my col- 
league from Florida and I would prefer, 
and not to 18 but to 12. I think that is 
a happy spot for us to agree upon. 

Then there will be a second-degree 
amendment to that to address some 
language that is in the bill that makes 
it mandatory on the part of the Justice 
Department that they get a panel of 
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amicus individuals. What we have 
heard from the Justice Department and 
gotten a recommendation on is that 
that be voluntary on the part of the 
courts. We will second-degree that 
first-degree amendment with that lan- 
guage provided to us by the courts. 

I would like to tell my colleague that 
by tomorrow afternoon, I hope, we can 
have this complete and send it to the 
House, and by the time we go to bed to- 
morrow night this might all be back in 
place. 

I remind my colleagues that any law 
enforcement case that was in progress 
is not affected by the suspension of the 
roving or ‘‘lone-wolf’’ provisions. They 
are grandfathered in so those inves- 
tigations can continue. But for the 48 
hours we might be closed, it means 
they are going to delay the start of an 
investigation, if in fact they need those 
two tools. 

From the standpoint of the bulk data 
program, it means that is frozen. It 
can’t be queried for the period of time, 
but it hasn’t gone away. Immediately, 
as we reinstitute the authorities in 
this program, that additional data will 
be brought in and the process that NSA 
would go through to query the data 
would, in fact, be available to the Na- 
tional Security Agency only—as is cur- 
rent law—once a FISA Court provides 
the authority for them to do it. 

I think there are a lot of 
misstatements that have been made on 
this floor. Let me just state for my col- 
leagues what is collected. What is 
metadata? It is a telephone number, it 
is a date, it is the time the call was 
made, and it is the duration of the 
phone call. 

Now, I am not sure how we have in- 
vaded anybody’s privacy by getting a 
telephone number that is deidentified. 
We don’t know who it belongs to, and 
we would never know who it belongs to 
until it is turned over to law enforce- 
ment to investigate because it has now 
been connected to a known foreign ter- 
rorist’s telephone number. 

Stop and think about this. The 
CFPB—a government agency—collects 
financial transactions on every Amer- 
ican. There is nobody down here trying 
to eliminate the CFPB. I would love to 
eliminate the CFPB tomorrow. But 
there is no outrage over it, and they 
collect a ton more information that is 
not deidentified. It is identified. 

Every American has a discount card 
for their grocery store. You go in and 
you get a discount every time you use 
it. Your grocery store collects 20 times 
the amount of data the NSA does—all 
identified with you. There is a big dif- 
ference between the NSA and your gro- 
cery store: We don’t sell your data at 
the NSA; your grocery store does. 

Now, I am for outrage, but let’s make 
it equal. Let’s understand we are in a 
society where data is transferred auto- 
matically. The fact is, No. 1, this is a 
program authorized by law, overseen 
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by the Congress—House and Senate— 
and the executive branch at the White 
House. It is a program that has never 
had—never, never had—a privacy viola- 
tion, not one, in the time it has been in 
place. 

Now, I am all for, if the American 
people say this is not a function we be- 
lieve government should be in—and I 
think that is what we have heard—and 
we are transferring this data over to 
the telecom companies, where no 
longer are there going to be a limited 
number of people who can access that 
information. We are going to open it up 
to the telecom companies to search it 
in some way, shape or form. Whether 
they are trained or untrained or how 
exactly they are going to do it, it is 
going to delay the amount of time it 
will take us to connect a dot to an- 
other dot. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. BURR. I will be happy to yield. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this is a 
good example of the chairman of the 
intel committee, a Republican, and 
this Senator from Florida, a Democrat 
and a former member of the intel com- 
mittee, agreeing and being so frus- 
trated—as was just exemplified by the 
Senator from North Carolina—that 
there is so much misunderstanding of 
what this legislation does. 

The fact is, as the chairman has just 
said, ‘‘metadata’—a fancy term—is 
nothing more than business records of 
the telephone company. A telephone 
number is made to another telephone 
number on such and such a date, at 
such and such a time, for such and such 
duration. That is all. We don’t know 
whom the call was from or to. It is 
when there is the suspicion, through 
other things that are authorized by 
court order, that the analyst can get in 
and open up as to what the content is 
in order to protect us. 

Would the Senator from North Caro- 
lina agree there is so much misunder- 
standing in the press, as has been re- 
ported, about how this is an invasion of 
privacy, as if the conversations were 
the ones that were being held by the 
National Security Agency? Would the 
Senator agree with that statement? 

Mr. BURR. I would agree exactly 
with that statement. The collection 
has nothing to do with the content of a 
call. To do that would take an inves- 
tigation into an individual and an addi- 
tional court process that would prob- 
ably be pursued by the FBI, not the 
NSA, to look at the content. 

I think when the American people see 
this thing dissected, in reality, they 
will see that my telephone number 
without my name isn’t really an intru- 
sion, the time the call was made really 
isn’t an intrusion, the duration of the 
call really isn’t an intrusion, and now 
I know they are not collecting any- 
thing that was said, that there is no 
content in it and that this metadata 
base is only telephone numbers. 
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There is a legitimate question the 
American people ask: Why did we cre- 
ate this program? Well, it was created 
in the Department of Defense. It was 
transferred over to the intelligence 
community. The purpose of it was in 
real time to be able to search or query 
a massive amount of data. 

A few weeks ago, we, the United 
States, went into Syria and we got a 
bad guy. And we got hard drives and we 
got telephones and we got a lot of SIM 
cards. Those telephone numbers now, 
hopefully—don’t know but hopefully— 
we are testing them in the metadata 
base to see if those phones talked to 
anybody in the United States. Why? I 
think the American people want us to 
know if terrorists are talking to some- 
body in this country. I think they real- 
ly do want us to know that. 

What we have tried to do since 9/11 is 
to structure something that lives with- 
in the law or a Presidential directive 
that gives us that head start in identi- 
fying who that individual is. But we 
only do it through telephone numbers, 
the date of the call, and the length of 
the call. We don’t do it through listen- 
ing to content. 

That is why I think it is healthy for 
us to have this debate. I think my good 
friend from Florida shares my frustra- 
tion. We are changing a program that 
didn’t have a problem and didn’t need 
to be changed, and we are accepting a 
lower threshold of our ability to inter- 
cept that individual in the United 
States who might have the intention of 
carrying out some type of an attack. 

Now, I would only say this. I don’t 
believe the threat level has dropped to 
a point where we can remove some of 
the tools. If anything, the threat level 
has gotten higher, and one would think 
we would be talking about an expan- 
sion of tools. But I accept the fact that 
this debate has gotten to a point where 
a bulk data storage capacity within the 
government is not going to be contin- 
ued long term. 

I would say to my good friend, who I 
think agrees with me, that although I 
believe 24 months is a safer transition 
period, hopefully our friends in the 
House will see 12 months as a good 
agreement between the two bodies. 
That 12-month agreement I think 
would give me confidence knowing we 
have taken care of the technology 
needed for the telecoms to search in 
real time their numbers. 

Now, make no mistake, this will be a 
delay from where we currently are. I 
can’t get into the classified nature of 
how long it takes us to query a data- 
base, given the way we do it, but there 
is no question this will lengthen the 
amount of time it takes us to connect 
the dots. Therefore, for something that 
might be in an operational mode, we 
may or may not hit that. That is a con- 
cern. But this is certainly something 
we can go back and look at as time 
goes on. 
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Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will further yield. 

Mr. BURR. Absolutely. 

Mr. NELSON. Has the Senator heard 
many times from the press: Well, no- 
body has come forward and shown us 
one case in which the holding of these 
telephone business bulk records has 
paid off. Has the Senator heard that 
statement by the press? 

Mr. BURR. The Senator has heard 
that statement by the press and has 
heard it made by Members of this body. 

Mr. NELSON. Has the Senator come 
to the conclusion that with regard to 
the holding of that data and the many 
cases that are classified, that that data 
has protected this country from terror- 
ists by virtue of just the example he 
gave of terrorist records apprehended 
in the raid in Syria a couple of weeks 
ago and that those telephone numbers 
may well be like mining gold in finding 
other terrorists who want to hit us? 

Mr. BURR. The Senator hits on a 
great point, and let me state it this 
way. Would any Member of the Intel- 
ligence Committee be on the floor bat- 
tling to keep this program, if, in fact, 
in our oversight capacity, we had 
looked at a program that was abso- 
lutely worthless? Would we expend any 
capital to do that? The answer is, no, 
we wouldn’t. 

We are down here battling on the 
floor, those of us either on the com- 
mittee or who have been on the com- 
mittee since 9/11, because we have seen 
the impact of this program. We know 
what it has enabled us to do and we 
know what happens when we get a 
trove of technology in our hands that 
gives us the ability to see whether it 
was tied to somebody—whether we 
knew about them or we didn’t. 

The fact is, when you have groups 
such as ISIL today, that are saying on 
social media: Don’t come to Syria, stay 
in the United States, stay in Europe, 
go buy a gun, here are 100 law enforce- 
ment officers, here are 100 military 
folks, that is how you can carry out 
the jihad, it makes the use of the tool 
we are talking about even more impor- 
tant because no longer do we get to 
look at no-fly lists, no longer do we get 
to look at individuals who have trav- 
eled or who intend to travel to Syria. 
It is individuals who grew up in neigh- 
borhoods that we never worried about. 
And the only way we will be able to 
find out about them is if we connect 
the conversation they have had or just 
the fact that a conversation took 
place, and then law enforcement can 
begin to peel the onion back with the 
proper authorities—the proper court 
order—to begin to look at whether this 
is a person we need to worry about. 

The Senator from Florida is 100 per- 
cent correct that this is invaluable to 
the overall defense of this country. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will further yield, and I will 
conclude with this. 
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The American people need to under- 
stand there is so much agreement be- 
hind the closed doors on the Intel- 
ligence Committee, as they are in- 
vested with the oversight of what is 
going on in order to protect our blessed 
country. My plea now is we would get 
to the point that as the chairman has 
suggested, even by waiting until to- 
morrow, we can collapse this time and 
get on to passing this by sending down 
some minor modifications to the House 
that they can accept, then get it to the 
President so this important program 
that tries to protect us from terrorists 
can continue. 

I thank the Senator for yielding. 

Mr. BURR. I thank my good friend 
from Florida for his willingness to 
come to the floor and talk facts. 

I see my good friend from Arizona 
here. Before I yield, let me just restate 
what the Senator from Florida asked 
me, which was, geez, we need a longer 
transition period and we need some- 
thing addressed on the data that is 
held. 

I say for my colleagues that there 
will be three votes at some point. One 
will be on a substitute amendment. It 
has the exact same language as the 
USA FREEDOM bill. It makes two 
changes to the USA FREEDOM bill. It 
has a requirement that the telecoms 
notify the government 6 months in ad- 
vance of any change in the retention 
program for their data, which I think 
is very reasonable. The second would 
be that it requires the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence to certify, on what- 
ever the transition date is, that the 
software that needs to be provided to 
the telecoms has been provided so that 
search can go through. 

In addition to that, there will be two 
other amendments. The first will deal 
with expanding the transition period 
from the current 6 months in the USA 
FREEDOM bill to 12 months. Again, I 
would have preferred 24 months. We 
have settled on 12 months. The last 
thing is that it would change the cur- 
rent amicus language in the bill to re- 
flect something provided to us by the 
courts. It was the court’s recommenda- 
tion that we change it. This would be 
easier to fit within a program that has 
a time sensitivity to it. 

So as we go through the debate 
today, as we go through tomorrow, 
hopefully we will have three amend- 
ments that pass, and we can report this 
bill out shortly after lunch tomorrow if 
everything works well. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the Sen- 
ate as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO BOB SCHIEFFER 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I wish to 

pay tribute today to CBS broadcaster 
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Bob Schieffer, who retired yesterday as 
the moderator of the most watched 
Sunday news show, “Face the Nation,” 
after a career in journalism that lasted 
more than half a century. Bob reported 
from Dallas that terrible weekend 
President Kennedy was assassinated. 
At that time, he was with the Fort 
Worth Star Telegram. He was CBS’s 
Pentagon correspondent, congressional 
correspondent, White House cor- 
respondent, and chief Washington cor- 
respondent. He anchored the “CBS 
Evening News” at a time of transition 
and turmoil at the network. For 24 
years he moderated ‘‘Face the Nation,”’ 
which became more popular every year 
Bob ran the show. He tried to retire be- 
fore, several times. CBS begged him to 
stay. That is an impressive run by any- 
one’s standards, all the more so consid- 
ering Bob is probably the most re- 
spected and popular reporter in the 
country. 

Familiarity might not always breed 
contempt, but it is certainly not a 
guarantee of enduring public admira- 
tion—except in Bob’s case. The public’s 
regard for Bob Schieffer never seemed 
to waver or even level off. He grew in 
stature the longer his career lasted. 
Not many of us can say that. The se- 
cret to his success, I suspect, is pretty 
simple: Americans just like Bob 
Schieffer. They like him a lot and trust 
him. That is pretty rare in his profes- 
sion, which, like ours, has fallen pre- 
cipitously in recent years in the es- 
teem of the American people. I think it 
is attributable to the personal and pro- 
fessional values he honestly and seem- 
ingly effortlessly represented, old-fash- 
ioned values that in this modern com- 
munications age make him stand out. 

Bob is courteous and respectful to 
the people he reports on and inter- 
views. There are people in his profes- 
sion who disdain that approach to jour- 
nalism, but I doubt they will ever be as 
good at the job as Bob Schieffer was. 
He looked to get answers to questions 
the public had a right and a need to 
have answered. He was dogged in pur- 
suit of those answers, and more often 
than not he succeeded. But he wasn't 
sarcastic or cynical. He wasn't rude. He 
didn’t show off. He didn’t do “gotcha”” 
journalism. He was fair, he was honest, 
and he was very good at his job. He 
asked good questions, and he kept ask- 
ing them until he got answers. He was 
determined to get at the truth not for 
the sake of one-upping you or embar- 
rassing you but because that was a 
journalist's responsibility in a free so- 
ciety. If he caught someone being eva- 
sive or dishonest or pompous, he would 
persist long enough for them to expose 
themselves. He didn’t yell or talk over 
them or insult them. He didn't need to. 

I don’t know how he votes. Most peo- 
ple in his profession have political 
views to the left of my party, and it 
wouldn't surprise me if Bob does, too. 
Almost all reporters claim they keep 
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their personal views out of their re- 
porting, but not many do it success- 
fully, be they liberal or conservative. 
The best do, and Bob Schieffer is the 
best. I never once felt I had been treat- 
ed unfairly by him because he dis- 
agreed with me. I think most Repub- 
licans Bob interviewed would say the 
same. 

He moderated Presidential debates 
without receiving any criticism—or at 
least any deserved criticism—for load- 
ing his questions with his own views or 
mediating exchanges between can- 
didates to favor one over the other. He 
was the model of a successful moder- 
ator, intent on informing the elec- 
torate, not drawing attention to him- 
self. That is not to say he didn’t make 
an impression on his audience. He did. 
He impressed them, as he always did, 
with his fairness, his honesty, and his 
restraint. 

It is no secret that I have made an 
occasional appearance on a Sunday 
morning show. No doubt I have enjoyed 
those experiences more than some of 
my colleagues have enjoyed watching 
them. Some people might think I 
should take up golf or find something 
else to do with my Sunday mornings. I 
may have to now that Bob has retired. 

I have appeared on ‘‘Face the Na- 
tion”? over 100 times—more than any 
other guest. I acknowledge there are 
viewers who would prefer to see some- 
one else claim that distinction. Too 
bad. I have the record, and I think I 
will have it for a while. I am kidding— 
sort of. But Iam not kidding about my 
appreciation for Bob Schieffer and the 
opportunity he gave me and everyone 
who appeared on his show to commu- 
nicate our views on issues without a 
third party editing or misconstruing 
them and to have those views tested by 
a capable, probing, and fair inter- 
viewer, which Bob Schieffer certainly 
was. 

He is something else, too, in addition 
to being a very good and very fair re- 
porter. He is a good guy. And there are 
never enough of those around. I am 
going to miss spending the occasional 
Sunday morning with him. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I gath- 
ered Saturday night in Springfield, IL, 
with my wife and a group of close 
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friends at the retirement party of Ann 
Dougherty, who served me so well here 
in the Senate office and in the congres- 
sional office in Springfield. It was a 
great night with a lot of enjoyment. 
That was interrupted by the sad news 
of the passing of Beau Biden. One of my 
other staffers came up and said that 
Beau Biden had passed away here in 
Washington on Saturday evening. 

Beau, of course, the oldest son of 
Vice President JOE BIDEN, had been 
suffering from a serious cancer ill- 
ness—brain cancer—for some period of 
time. Most of us knew there was some- 
thing terribly wrong when we ap- 
proached the Vice President about his 
son's illness, and JOE—the Vice Presi- 
dent—in very hushed terms would say, 
“Pray for him.” 

We knew he was in a life struggle, 
but the fact that he would lose his life 
Saturday evening at age 46 is a per- 
sonal and family tragedy. It is a trag- 
edy which is compounded by the ex- 
traordinary person Beau Biden was. 
This young, 46-year-old man had 
achieved so many things in life. First 
and foremost, he had married Hallie—a 
wonderful marriage, two beautiful chil- 
dren. He was part of that expanded and 
warm Biden family. 

He was known to most people around 
America by his introduction of his fa- 
ther at the Democratic National Con- 
vention. It was not a customary polit- 
ical introduction; it was an introduc- 
tion of love by a son who truly loved 
his father. Beau Biden told the story of 
his mother’s untimely death in an auto 
accident with his sister and how he and 
his brother Hunter had survived and 
drew closer to their father as they grew 
up. 

Jill Biden married JOE at a later 
date, and the family expanded. As you 
watched this family in the world of pol- 
itics, they were just different. They 
were so close and loving of one another 
that you knew there was an extraor- 
dinary bond there. 

Beau Biden made his father proud 
and all of us proud in the contributions 
he made, first as attorney general in 
Delaware and then in his service with 
the Delaware National Guard, actually 
being posted overseas in harm’s way 
and earning a Bronze Star for the ex- 
traordinary service he gave to our 
country. That is why his loss is felt on 
so many different levels. This life was 
cut short—a life which could have led 
to so many great things in public serv- 
ice beyond his service to the State of 
Delaware. But, in a way, it is a mo- 
ment to reflect on this family, this 
Biden family. 

I have been in politics for a long 
time, and I have met a lot of great peo- 
ple in both political parties, extraor- 
dinary people. I have never met some- 
one quite like Vice President JOE 
BIDEN. 

A friend of mine, a colleague from Il- 
linois, Marty Russo, served in the U.S. 
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House of Representatives for several 
decades. He was a friend of JOE BIDEN’s. 
When Marty Russo’s son was diagnosed 
with leukemia, Marty Russo called JOE 
BIDEN, who was then a Senator from 
Delaware. JOE BIDEN not only called 
Marty Russo’s son but continued to 
call and visit him on a regular basis. 

His empathy and caring for other 
people is so extraordinary. I don’t 
know that there is another person 
quite like him in public life. The only 
one I can think of who rivaled him was 
Ted Kennedy, who had the same empa- 
thy. And, as I reflect on it, both of 
them had in their lives examples of 
personal tragedy and family tragedy, 
which I am sure made them more sen- 
sitive to the losses and suffering of oth- 
ers. 

JOE BIDEN is the kind of person who 
does things in politics that really are 
so unusual in the level of compassion 
he shows. I can recall one time a year 
or two ago when we were setting out on 
a trip together that was canceled at 
the last minute. I called him and said: 
I am sorry we can’t go together. I had 
hoped during the course of that trip to 
ask you to make a special phone call to 
the mother of one of my staffers who 
was celebrating her 90th birthday. 

She was the wife of a disabled World 
War II veteran who had raised a large 
Irish Catholic family, the Hoolihan 
family, and I wanted JOE BIDEN to wish 
her a happy birthday. 

Well, we didn’t make the trip and I 
didn’t get a chance to hand him the 
phone, but he took down the informa- 
tion, and as soon as he hung up the 
phone from talking to me, he called 
her. 

He was on the phone with her for 30 
minutes, talking about her family, his 
family, and thanking her for making 
such a great contribution to this coun- 
try. It is the kind of person JOE BIDEN 
is and Jill, his wife, the same. How 
many times in my life and in others 
has she stepped forward to show a car- 
ing heart at a moment when it really, 
really counted. 

The loss of Beau Biden is the loss of 
a young man who was destined for even 
greater things in public life, but it is 
another test of a great family, the 
Biden family, a test which I am sure 
they will pass and endure, not without 
a hole in their hearts for the loss of 
this great young man but with a grow- 
ing strength that brings them together 
and inspires the rest of us to remember 
the real priorities in life—love of fam- 
ily and love of those who need a caring 
heart at an important moment. 

UKRAINE, LITHUANIA, AND POLAND 

Mr. President, I just returned from a 
visit to Ukraine, Lithuania, and Po- 
land this last week. I went there to as- 
sess the ongoing Russian threat to our 
friends and NATO partners in Eastern 
Europe. What I saw was uplifting but 
deeply disturbing. 

Most urgently is the so-called Minsk 
II treaty agreement reached in Feb- 
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ruary between Russia, Ukraine, Ger- 
many, and France to bring an end to 
the fighting in Eastern Europe. This 
agreement was supposed to end the 
bloodshed in Ukraine, allow for the re- 
turn of prisoners, ensure a pullback of 
heavy weapons, begin preparations for 
local elections, and return control of 
Ukraine’s borders to the Ukraine. 

I am sorry to report that this agree- 
ment has not lived up to its promise. 
The blame rests squarely, and not sur- 
prisingly, with the invading forces of 
Russia. Not only does fighting continue 
in Ukraine on a regular basis but Reu- 
ters recently reported that Russia is 
amassing troops and hundreds of pieces 
of weaponry, including mobile rocket 
launchers, tanks and artillery at a 
makeshift base near the Ukrainian bor- 
der. 

The equipment, along with Russian 
military personnel, had identifying 
marks and insignia that the Russians 
tried to remove to try to hide their 
real culpability. At this point, perhaps 
the only people in the world who do not 
believe Russia is behind the mayhem, 
human suffering, and displacement of 
innocent people in eastern Ukraine are 
the Russian people who have been lied 
to over and over again about what is 
actually going on with this invasion of 
Ukraine. 

President Putin has repeatedly lied 
to his own people about Russian sol- 
diers fighting in Ukraine. He has lied 
to them about what started this con- 
flict, and he has lied to them about the 
treatment of ethnic Russians outside of 
Russia’s borders. Yet, aS more and 
more Russian soldiers have been killed 
in fighting, Putin has struggled to ex- 
plain this dangerous and cynical ca- 
nard to the families of those killed in 
the war. 

Most recently, last week, he even 
went so far as to make it illegal in 
Russia to report war deaths—incred- 
ible. 

Yet, while I was there—as if anyone 
needed proof—two Russian soldiers 
were captured deep inside of eastern 
Ukraine. They had killed at least one 
Ukrainian soldier, and when it ap- 
peared they were about to be caught— 
listen to this—when it appeared they 
were about to be captured by the 
Ukrainians, they were fired upon by 
their own Russian forces, an effort to 
kill them before they could be cap- 
tured. These soldiers have disclosed 
that they are in the Russian military 
and carried ample evidence on their 
persons to support the now obvious 
truth that Russia is squarely behind 
perpetuating this invasion and conflict. 

Mr. Putin, if you are going to drag 
your country into war to perpetuate 
your own political power, you ought to 
at least have the honesty to tell the 
Russian people the truth about that 
war, particularly those families of Rus- 
sian soldiers most affected by this con- 
flict. Going back to the old Soviet 
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playbook of lies and disinformation is 
an insult to the Russian families whose 
young men are being sent into your 
war. 

So it is clear the Minsk agreement is 
in jeopardy. It is critical that the Eu- 
ropean Union now renew its sanctions 
in response to Russia’s illegal aggres- 
sion. We in the United States should 
continue to work with our key NATO 
allies to ensure that Ukraine succeeds 
as a free democratic state and that 
NATO members are protected against 
Russian provocations—more on that in 
a moment. 

Not everything in Ukraine is nega- 
tive. The new government coalition is 
working tirelessly to reform the nation 
and provide a model of free market de- 
mocracy on Russia's borders. Perhaps 
that is why Putin is trying so hard to 
undermine Ukraine. Decades of corrup- 
tion, bribery, inefficiency, and þu- 
reaucracy are being tackled by this 
new government. Security services are 
being reformed. Ukrainians are start- 
ing to free themselves from the stran- 
glehold of dependence on Russian nat- 
ural gas. 

Keep in mind all of this is occurring 
while Russia has largely destroyed a 
key industrial section in Ukraine. Try 
to imagine rebuilding a neglected and 
corrupted economy in the midst of 
fighting a war against one of the 
world’s superpowers, Russia, and losing 
key engines of a nation’s economy. 
That is what the Ukrainians are up 
against. They have risked so much for 
a better future; one that is open and 
connected to the rest of the free world. 
Why this was and is such a threat to 
Russia I will never fully understand. 

I will say one thing that Mr. Putin 
did not count on. His invasion of 
Ukraine has unified that country in a 
way that I could not have imagined 
even last year. You see, there was a 
question which direction Ukraine 
would go, West or East. The people of 
Ukraine stopped the former Prime 
Minister, Yanukovych, in his efforts to 
move toward Moscow believing that 
their future should be in the West, but 
there was divided opinion even within 
Ukraine until Vladimir Putin invaded. 
At that point, the people of Ukraine re- 
alized their future was in the West. 
They looked to the West, to the Euro- 
pean Union, to America, not only for 
support in this conflict but for inspira- 
tion as to what their future may hold. 

I was proud to see what our Nation 
has been doing in Ukraine. Under 
President Obama, we have provided sig- 
nificant nonlethal supplies and assist- 
ance to Ukraine and its military. In 
fact, we lead the world in supporting 
Ukraine’s efforts to revitalize their 
economy and to strengthen their mili- 
tary. We have led that fight on estab- 
lishing sanctions on Russia and mak- 
ing sure they are not lifted until Rus- 
sia stops this invasion. 

In the town of Lviv, in western 
Ukraine, we have 300 U.S. Army per- 
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sonnel training Ukrainian National 
Guardsmen. I had the privilege of 
meeting with our forces, our American 
forces, these trainers and the trainees. 
I must say it was amazing. 

Now, listen, some of these Ukrainian 
National Guardsmen whom we are 
training had just returned from battle 
in the eastern part of Ukraine. One had 
been captured by the Russians for 5 
days. They had been under gunfire and 
fighting in combat against the Rus- 
sians and their skilled military who 
are being sent into an area called the 
Donbass. 

After they were relieved from that 
responsibility in the east, they were 
brought back west to this training 
camp with America’s best in terms of 
our Army leadership. It turns out the 
basic training these Ukrainians should 
have had before they went into battle 
was never given to them. So now, com- 
ing back from battle, our soldiers were 
trying to give them the basic training 
to make sure they could survive if sent 
to battle again and bring home their 
comrades in the process. They were 
deeply, deeply grateful for that train- 
ing, and our men and women working 
there to train them were so proud to be 
part of this effort. I commend this ef- 
fort. I thank the President for extend- 
ing America’s hand to help the Ukrain- 
ian military be trained so they can sur- 
vive and repel this Russian aggression. 

I went on to Lithuania and Poland. It 
was also clear the Russian bullying and 
aggression is not limited to Ukraine. In 
both Lithuania and Poland, these 
frontline NATO partners face a steady 
stream of Russian vitriol and military 
threats. Russian planes recklessly buzz 
NATO airspace, Russian leaders make 
threats of capturing cities like Vilnius, 
the capital of Lithuania, and dangerous 
missiles were moved into the Russian 
region of Kaliningrad, bordering both 
Lithuania and Poland. All the while, a 
steady stream of sophisticated yet 
crude Russian propaganda flows from 
its state-run media services. 

I happened to be in Berlin at an 
Aspen conference not that long ago— 
just a few months ago—when we were 
moving NATO equipment and forces in 
a parade—a scheduled parade—of our 
military in NATO through Poland and 
the Baltics. There was a cable channel 
called RT, which stands for Russia 
Today, that was broadcasting what 
they called protesters protesting the 
presence of NATO soldiers and equip- 
ment. RT reported that these pro- 
testers were holding signs—and they 
showed small groups of them—saying, 
“NATO, stop your invasion of the Bal- 
tics.” 

Well, it turns out that was a phony. 
When I went there, I got the real story. 
In every town these NATO forces went 
through with their equipment, they 
were welcomed like conquering heroes. 
Women were holding out flowers and 
candy, and children were applauding as 
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they went by, holding flags of Poland 
and of the United States. But RT, the 
Russia Today cable channel, was trying 
to twist the story and make it look as 
if the U.S. presence there was resented, 
when in fact it was welcomed. 

The stakes here are very high. Putin 
is pumping Russian language incite- 
ment into areas of Europe where ethnic 
Russian populations live. He is pro- 
moting a message of victimhood and 
trying to justify further belligerence. 
What an insult to the talented and 
proud and outstanding Russian people. 

I was pleased to see that the U.S. and 
NATO forces are maintaining regular 
rotations in these frontline nations. We 
are boosting our Baltic Air Patrol to 
protect the airspace and working with 
NATO allies to boost their own de- 
fenses. 

One of the most amazing things in 
both Lithuania and Poland was the un- 
equivocal request of the governments 
in those countries for the United 
States to have an even larger military 
presence in those countries. They are 
worried. They want to make sure 
NATO is there if they need it, and they 
think as long as the United States is 
there, they have more confidence about 
their future. 

I had to tell them we are having our 
budget issues here. We are not talking 
about expanding U.S. military bases 
anywhere in the world at this point. 
We are trying to maintain our own 
military. It was heartwarming to think 
that they still believe in the United 
States as the one 911 number in the 
world that you want to call if you ever 
have a challenge. 

It is a dangerous and tragic state of 
affairs in this part of the world. I was 
glad to see it firsthand and to reassure 
those leaders in Poland, Lithuania, and 
Ukraine that the United States shares 
their values and cares for their future. 

What we have seen is an effort by 
Putin to undermine decades of security 
arrangements in Europe while perpet- 
uating an insulting image of 
victimhood. He has challenged the en- 
tire West and its democratic systems. 
We cannot let him succeed, for 
Ukraine, for NATO, even for his own 
people. Despite our disagreements in 
Congress, I hope we can continue to 
provide strong funding for support to 
Ukraine and NATO. 

I met with a group of eight members 
of the Parliament in Ukraine. Their 
Parliament is called the Rada. Of these 
eight members, at least six of them— 
maybe seven—were brand new to this 
business. They had come out of the 
protests in the Maidan—which is a 
large square in downtown Kiev, 
Ukraine—where the protesters had 
ousted the former government, in- 
stalled a new government, and risked 
their lives to do it. Some lost their 
lives in the process. There were so 
many of those young people sitting 
across the table from me who 6 or 8 
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months ago had nothing to do with pol- 
itics. They had jobs and they were art- 
ists and they were involved in their 
community, but they were so inspired 
by what they saw in the Maidan that 
they decided to run for Parliament. 
Now these young people are tackling 
the toughest issues that any govern- 
ment can tackle: ending the corrup- 
tion, reforming their government, sav- 
ing their economy, fighting the Rus- 
sians on the eastern border. 

It humbled me in a way. I have given 
so much of my life to Congress and the 
legislative process, and I thought how 
many times we find ourselves tied up 
in knots, just as we are today, with lit- 
tle or nothing happening on this floor 
of the U.S. Senate when there are so 
many challenges we face across this 
Nation. I thought about them, sitting 
in Kiev not knowing if tomorrow or the 
day after or a week after they would 
have to face an invasion of the Rus- 
sians coming across their country try- 
ing to capture it. Yet they have the 
courage and determination to press on, 
to try to build a better country for the 
future, inspired by their own people 
who took to the streets to reclaim 
their nation. 

Well, I left with some inspiration on 
my own part. I hope to encourage this 
administration to show even more sup- 
port for the Ukrainians and to make it 
clear to our NATO allies that we will 
stand with them, as we have for so 
many decades, in the pursuit of demo- 
cratic values. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I rise to ad- 
dress the bill before us, the USA FREE- 
DOM Act, and its predecessor, the PA- 
TRIOT Act. Before talking about the 
specifics of those bills, I will try to ad- 
dress the historical context of what it 
is we are wrestling with and why it is 
so hard. 

What we are really trying to do in 
this body this week is to balance two 
critical constitutional provisions. The 
first is in the preamble, which is to 
provide for the common defense and 
ensure domestic tranquility. That is a 
fundamental purpose of this govern- 
ment. It is a fundamental purpose of 
any government—to provide for the 
common defense and ensure domestic 
tranquility. That is national security, 
and it is in the very core preamble to 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Of course, the other provisions are 
found in the Bill of Rights, particularly 
in the Fourth Amendment, which talks 
about the rights of the people to be se- 
cure in their persons and papers from 
unreasonable searches and seizures. 
“Unreasonable” is a key word. The 
people who drafted our Constitution 
were geniuses and every word counts. 
The word was “unreasonable.” So there 
is no absolute right to privacy, just as 
there is no absolute right to national 
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security. We have to try to find the 
right balance, and that is what we have 
to do year in and year out, decade in 
and decade out, in relation to develop- 
ments in technology and developments 
in terms of the threats which we face. 
It is a calibration that we have to con- 
tinue to try to make. 

Now, I have been concerned, as a 
member of the Intelligence Committee, 
about the retention of large quantities 
of telephone data by the government. I 
think the program under which that 
data has been analyzed is important, 
and I will talk about that in a few min- 
utes. I share the concern of many in 
this body who feel that simply having 
and retaining all of that information in 
government computers, even though it 
was hedged about with various protec- 
tions and even though there were re- 
quirements for how it was to be 
accessed—and the level of attention to 
the detail of that access was impor- 
tant—and there is no evidence that it 
had ever been abused, was a danger to 
the liberty of our country. I feel the 
same as many of the Members of this 
body who have expressed that concern. 
Therefore, the USA FREEDOM Act, 
which we have before us now, proposes 
to move to leave the data with the 
phone companies. Instead of the gov- 
ernment collecting and having it in the 
government’s hands, the data will be in 
the phone companies. If it is necessary 
to access that information for national 
security purposes, the government will 
have to go through the process of going 
through the Justice Department and 
the court in order to get permission to 
access that data. 

Why shouldn’t the government sim- 
ply hold it? I am a subscriber to Lord 
Acton’s famous maxim that ‘‘power 
tends to corrupt, and absolute power 
corrupts absolutely.”” 

While the current administration or 
the prior administration may have no 
inclination to misuse that data, we 
have no idea what may come in the fu- 
ture, what pressures there may be, 
what political pressures there may be. 
Therefore, it struck me as sensible to 
get it out of government’s hands. 

The trouble I have had with the USA 
FREEDOM Act is that I felt it went too 
far in the other direction because there 
was no requirement in the bill, as it 
passed the House, that the phone com- 
panies retain and hold the data for any 
particular period of time. They now 
hold it, as a matter of business prac- 
tice, for 18 months to 2 years, which is 
all that is necessary in order to have 
the data available for a national secu- 
rity search if necessary. The problem is 
that there is no requirement that they 
maintain that level of retention. 

In fact, in an open hearing, one of the 
vice presidents of one of the carriers 
said categorically: We will not accept a 
limitation on how long we have to hold 
the data. I think that is a glaring 
weakness in the USA FREEDOM Act, 
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and, in fact, it led me to vote against 
the consideration of the motion to pro- 
ceed when it came up last week. 

Today or tomorrow—whenever the 
timing works out—there will be a se- 
ries of amendments proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina, the chair 
of the Intelligence Committee, de- 
signed to deal with several of these 
technical but very important aspects of 
this program. One of those amend- 
ments would require the carriers—if 
they decide to hold the data for a 
shorter period of time—to notify the 
government, notify the Congress, and 
we could then make a decision as to 
whether we thought that some addi- 
tional required period of retention 
would be necessary in order to ade- 
quately protect our national security. 
Another amendment that I understand 
is going to be proposed is that the tran- 
sition period from the current program 
to the private carriers holding the data 
will be extended from 6 months to 1 
year, simply because this is a major, 
Herculean technical task to develop 
the software to be sure that this infor- 
mation will be available for national 
security purposes on a timely basis. 

Now, the final question, and the one 
we have been debating and discussing 
here is this: Is it an important pro- 
gram? Is it worth maintaining? There 
has been a lot of argument that if you 
can’t point to a specific plot that was 
specifically foiled by this narrow provi- 
sion, then we don’t need it at all. I 
don’t buy that. It is part of our na- 
tional security toolkit. 

It is interesting to talk about the 
history of this provision. It came into 
being shortly after September 11, be- 
cause a gap in our security analysis 
ability was identified at that time, and 
that was that we could not track phone 
connections—not content, and I will 
talk about that in a minute—between 
the people who were preparing for the 
September 11 attack. For that reason, 
the section 215 program was invented. 

I want to stop for just a moment and 
make clear to the American people 
that this program does not collect or 
listen to or otherwise have anything to 
do with the content of phone calls. 

As I talked to people in Maine and 
they approached me about this, they 
said: We don’t want the government 
listening to all of our phone calls. The 
answer is: They don’t. This program 
does not convey and has not conveyed 
any such authority. We are talking 
about a much more narrow ability to 
determine whether a particular phone 
number called another phone number, 
the duration and date of that phone 
call, and that is it. 

An example of its usefulness was at 
the Boston Marathon bombing. The 
two brothers perpetrated that horren- 
dous attack in Boston in April of 2013. 
This program allowed the authorities 
to check their phone numbers to see if 
they were in touch with other people in 
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the country so they could determine 
whether this was a nationwide plot or 
whether it was simply these two guys 
in Boston. That, I will submit, is an 
important and—some would say—crit- 
ical piece of information. It turned out 
that they were acting on their own, but 
had there been connections with other 
similarly inclined people in the coun- 
try at that time, that would have been 
important information for us to know, 
and that is the way this program is 
used. 

Is it absolutely critical and indispen- 
sable in solving these cases? I don’t 
think anybody can argue that that is 
the case. Is it important and useful as 
a part of the national security toolkit? 
Yes, particularly when the invasion of 
privacy, if you will, is so limited and 
really so narrowly defined. I liken it to 
a notebook that a police officer carries 
at the scene of a crime. A detective 
goes to the scene of a crime, takes out 
his notebook, and writes some notes. If 
we said that detectives can no longer 
carry notebooks, would it eliminate 
law enforcement’s ability to solve 
crimes? No, but would it limit a tool 
that was helpful to them in solving 
that crime or another crime? The an- 
swer, I think, would be yes. 

We should not take a tool away that 
is useful and important unless there is 
some compelling argument on the 
other side. Since we are not talking 
about the content of the phone con- 
versations—we are simply talking 
about which number called which other 
number, and it can only be accessed 
through a process that involves the 
Justice Department and then permis- 
sion from the court—I think it is a pro- 
gram that is worthy of protection and 
useful to this country, and I think it is 
particularly important now. 

It is ironic that we are talking about, 
in effect, unilaterally disarming to this 
extent at a time when the threat to 
this country has never been greater 
and the nature of the threat is chang- 
ing. September 11 is what I would call 
terrorism 1.0, a plot that was hatched 
abroad. The people who perpetrated it 
were smuggled into the country in var- 
ious ways. They had a specific target 
and a specific plot that they were 
working on. That is terrorism 1.0, Sep- 
tember 11. Terrorism 2.0 is a plot that 
is hatched abroad but communicated 
directly to people in the United States 
who are part of the jihadist group. But 
now we are on to terrorism 3.0, which is 
ISIS sending out what amounts to a 
terrorist APB to no particular person 
but to anyone in this country who has 
been radicalized by themselves or by 
the Internet. There is no direct connec- 
tion between them and ISIS. It might 
be a Facebook post. That person then 
takes up arms and tries to kill Ameri- 
cans, and that is what their intent is. 
That is the hardest situation for us to 
counteract, and that is a situation 
where this ability to track numbers 
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calling numbers can be extremely use- 
ful. In fact, it might be the only useful 
tool because we are not going to have 
the kind of specific plotting that we 
have seen in the past. 

This is the most dangerous threat 
that I think we face today. To throw 
aside a protection or a safeguard that I 
believe passes constitutional and legal 
muster and goes the extra mile to pro- 
tect the privacy rights of Americans by 
getting this data out of the hands of 
the government and that is worthy of 
the support and the active work in this 
Chamber to find that balance—the bal- 
ance between the imperative, the most 
solemn responsibility we have in this 
body, which is to provide for the com- 
mon defense and ensure domestic tran- 
quility, and to protect the safety and 
security of the people of this country 
in light of the constitutional limita- 
tions in the Bill of Rights that protect 
our individual liberties that make us 
who we are—we can do both things. 
There is never going to be a final an- 
swer to this question. But what we 
have to do is just what we are doing 
this week, and that is to assess the 
threats, assess the technology develop- 
ments, and try to find the right cali- 
bration and the right balance that will 
allow us to meet that most solemn of 
our responsibilities. 

I look forward, hopefully, to the con- 
sideration of amendments later either 
today or tomorrow and look forward to 
what I hope will be a quick passage of 
this legislation in the next 24 to 48 
hours so we can look our constituents 
and the people of this country in the 
eyes and say: We took the responsi- 
bility to protect your security seri- 
ously, and we also took seriously your 
rights, your liberty, and your under- 
standing that the government is not 
going to impinge unreasonably in any 
way in violation of the principles of 
this Constitution. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I thank my 
good friend, the Senator from Maine, a 
committed member of the Committee 
on Intelligence, and one who has been 
vitally involved in the oversight of sec- 
tion 215. 

I think what has been left out of the 
debate is that 15 Members of the U.S. 
Senate have actively carried out over- 
sight. This is probably one of the most 
looked at programs that exists within 
the jurisdiction of the Intelligence 
Committee. There are a couple more 
that probably get more constant atten- 
tion, but this is not a program that is 
used that frequently. I think that is 
the key point. 

I wish to reiterate some of the issues 
Senator KING brought up. We are not 
listening to people’s phone calls. There 
is no content collected. 

This program expired last night at 
midnight. That means the database 
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cannot be queried, regardless of if we 
find a terrorist telephone number. I 
think it is important to remind my col- 
leagues and the American people that 
this is all triggered by a nonterrorist 
number outside of the United States. 

Now, in the case of the Tsarnaev 
brothers, we had the telephone number 
outside the country, and we wanted to 
see whether the connection had been 
made, so there was direction in that 
case. But this is triggered by not just 
going through the database and look- 
ing at who Americans are calling and 
trying to figure something out, it is 
triggered by a known foreign terror- 
ist’s telephone number, and we 
searched to see whom they may have 
contacted in the United States. 

Now, the FISA Court only allows this 
data to be queried when there is a rea- 
sonable articulable suspicion—or RAS, 
as we call it—based on specific facts; 
that the basis for the query is associ- 
ated with a foreign terrorist or ter- 
rorist organization. If the NSA can’t 
make that case to the courts, that RAS 
is never authorized to go forward. The 
NSA is not searching through records 
to see whom ordinary Americans are 
calling; they are only looking for the 
terrorist links based upon the connec- 
tion to a phone number known to be a 
terrorist phone number. 

Now, my good friend, the Senator 
from Maine, spoke about the Boston 
bombings. Let me go back to some 
comments the Director of the FBI, Di- 
rector Mueller, made earlier last year. 
He testified in the House that had the 
program been in place before Sep- 
tember 11, 2001, those attacks might 
have been derailed. Why? Well, accord- 
ing to the Director of the FBI, before 
9/11, the intelligence community lost 
track of al-Mihdhar. Al-Mihdhar was 
one of the two who lived in San Diego, 
and he was tied to a terrorist group in 
Yemen. We lost track of al-Mihdhar, 
but we knew the terrorist organization 
in Yemen. So if we would have had this 
program in place, we could have tar- 
geted the telephone numbers out of the 
cell in Yemen to see if they were con- 
tacting anybody in the United States— 
and they were contacting al-Mihdhar— 
and we could have put the connection 
together and found al-Mihdhar after we 
lost him in flight to the United States. 

I think Director Mueller said we saw 
on 9/11 what happens when the right in- 
formation is not put together. If this 
program had been in place, then it 
could have provided the necessary link 
between the safe house in Yemen and 
al-Mihdhar in San Diego. 

For those who claim this program 
served no purpose prior to 9/11, here is 
the Director of the FBI saying it would 
have. Then we have the Boston Mara- 
thon bombing, and the program told us 
there was no terrorist link. 

Then we come to the 2009 New York 
City subway bombing plot. In early 
September 2009, while monitoring the 
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activities of an Al Qaeda terrorist 
group in Pakistan, NSA noted contact 
from an individual in the United States 
who the FBI subsequently identified as 
Colorado-based Najibullah Zazi. Sec- 
tion 215 provided important lead infor- 
mation that helped thwart this plot. 

I wish to say this one more time to 
my colleagues: This program works. It 
has worked. It has stopped attacks be- 
cause we have been able to identify an 
individual before they carried out the 
attack. 

Now, the threshold for my colleagues 
who say this program has not served 
any useful purpose, meaning we have 
to have an attack to be able to prove 
we thwarted an attack—that is not 
why we have this program in place. We 
are trying to get ahead of the terrorist 
act. In the case of the subway bomb- 
ings in New York, we did that in 2009. 

There was a Chicago terrorist inves- 
tigation in 2009. David Coleman 
Headley, a Chicago businessman and 
dual U.S. and Pakistan citizen, was ar- 
rested by the FBI as he tried to depart 
Chicago O’Hare Airport to go to Eu- 
rope. At the time of his arrest, Headley 
and his colleagues, at the behest of Al 
Qaeda, were plotting to attack the 
Danish newspaper that published the 
unflattering cartoons of Prophet Mo- 
hammed. Section 215 metadata anal- 
ysis was used along with other FBI au- 
thorities to investigate Headley’s over- 
seas associates and their involvement 
in Headley’s activities. 

I am not sure how it gets any clearer 
than this. We have an individual who is 
radicalized, who intends to carry out 
an act, who has overseas connections 
that we never would have understood 
without section 215. I think that as my 
good friend from Maine knows, when 
we connect one dot, typically it leads 
to another dot and that leads to an- 
other dot. To say to law enforcement, 
to say to our intelligence community 
that we are not going to give you the 
tools to connect these dots is to basi- 
cally stand up in front of the American 
people and say that we are supposed to 
keep you safe, but we are not going to 
do that. 

So I thank my good friend, the Sen- 
ator from Maine, for his support. 

I say to my colleagues, I hope we are 
going to be able to reinstitute this pro- 
gram shortly after lunch tomorrow. 
Hopefully, we will be able to do it with 
three amendment votes and a final pas- 
sage vote. One will be a substitute to 
the full bill. It has all the USA FREE- 
DOM Act language, with two changes. 
It would require the telecom compa- 
nies to provide 6 months’ notification 
of any change in the retention program 
of their company. That language was 
the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maine, and it works extremely well. 

The second piece of the substitute 
amendment will deal with the certifi- 
cation of the Director of National In- 
telligence that we have made the tech- 
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nological changes necessary for the 
telecom companies to actually query 
that data they are holding. 


There will be two additional amend- 
ments. The first one will be to change 
the transition period from 6 months to 
12 months, and I think the Senator 
from Maine would agree with me that— 
I would like to see it longer—anything 
longer than 6 months is beneficial as 
we talk about the safety and security 
of the American people. 


The last amendment is the change in 
the amicus language or the friend of 
the court language. I will get into that 
in a little while. The current bill says 
the courts shall—‘‘shall’’ means they 
will do it. The administrator of the 
court has provided us with language 
that they think will allow the court 
the flexibility, when they need a friend 
of the court, to solicit a friend of the 
court in FISA Court but not require 
them, with the word “shall,” to always 
have a friend of the court. 


Again, I think, as my good friend 
from Maine knows, the process we go 
through in section 215 through the 
FISA Court in many cases is an accel- 
erated process. Any delay can defeat 
the purpose of what we are doing; that 
is, trying to be in front of an attack 
versus in the back of an attack. I say 
one last time for my colleagues, NSA, 
under the metadata program, collects a 
few things: They collect the telephone 
number, they collect a date, they col- 
lect the duration of time that the call 
took place. They don’t get content. 
They don’t get the person’s name. They 
have no idea whose number it is. Were 
they to tie a domestic number to a for- 
eign terrorist number, that then goes 
directly to the FBI because they say to 
the Bureau: We have a suspicious 
American because they have commu- 
nicated with a terrorist, at which time 
it is out of the 215 program for the pur- 
poses of investigation of the individual. 
If there was ever a need to find out 
whose telephone number it was or if 
there was a need to see content, that 
would be sought by the FBI under an 
investigation through the normal court 
processes that are not part of the 215 
program. Section 215 is limited to a 
telephone number, with no identifier 
for whose number it is, the collection 
of the date, and the duration of the 
call. 


I think the Senator from Maine 
would agree with me. I would just as 
soon see the program stay at NSA, but 
that decision is a fait accompli. It is 
going to transition out. We would just 
like to make sure we have enough time 
so this can seamlessly happen versus 
an artificial date of 6 months and not 
knowing whether it can happen. 


I thank the Senator from Maine. 
Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
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NATIVE AMERICAN CHILDREN’S 
SAFETY ACT 


ALYCE SPOTTED BEAR AND WAL- 
TER SOBOLEFF COMMISSION ON 
NATIVE CHILDREN ACT 


Mr. HOEVEN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the following bills en 
bloc: Calendar No. 77, S. 184, and Cal- 
endar No. 79, S. 246. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bills by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 184) to amend the Indian Child 
Protection and Family Violence Prevention 
Act to require background checks before fos- 
ter care placements are ordered in tribal 
court proceedings, and for other purposes. 

A bill (S. 246) to establish the Alyce Spot- 
ted Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission on 
Native Children, and for other purposes. 


There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, S. 184. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, S. 246, 
which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, with an 
amendment to strike all after the en- 
acting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

S. 246 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Alyce Spotted 
Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission on Native 
Children Act”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 

(1) the United States has a distinct legal, trea- 
ty, and trust obligation to provide for the edu- 
cation, health care, safety, social welfare, and 
other needs of Native children; 

(2) chronic underfunding of Federal programs 
to fulfill the longstanding Federal trust obliga- 
tion has resulted in limited access to critical 
services for the more than 2,100,000 Native chil- 
dren under the age of 24 living in the United 
States; 

(3) Native children are the most at-risk popu- 
lation in the United States, confronting serious 
disparities in education, health, and safety, 
with 37 percent living in poverty; 

(4) 17 percent of Native children have no 
health insurance coverage, and child mortality 
has increased 15 percent among Native children 
aged 1 to 14, while the overall rate of child mor- 
tality in the United States decreased by 9 per- 
cent; 

(5) suicide is the second leading cause of 
death in Native children aged 15 through 24, a 
rate that is 2.5 times the national average, and 
violence, including intentional injuries, homi- 
cide, and suicide, account for 75 percent of the 
deaths of Native children aged 12 through 20; 

(6) 58 percent of 3- and 4-year-old Native chil- 
dren are not attending any form of preschool, 15 
percent of Native children are not in school and 
not working, and the graduation rate for Native 
high school students is 50 percent; 

(7) 22.9 percent of Native children aged 12 and 
older report alcohol use, 16 percent report sub- 
stance dependence or abuse, 35.8 percent report 
tobacco use, and 12.5 percent report illicit drug 
use; 

(8) Native children disproportionately enter 
foster care at a rate more than 2.1 times the gen- 
eral population and have the third highest rate 
of victimization; and 

(9) there is no resource that is more vital to 
the continued existence and integrity of Native 
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communities than Native children, and the 
United States has a direct interest, as trustee, in 
protecting Native children. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) COMMISSION.—The term “Commission” 
means the Alyce Spotted Bear and Walter 
Soboleff Commission on Native Children estab- 
lished by section 4. 

(2) INDIAN.—The term “Indian” has the mean- 
ing given the term in section 4 of the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assistance 
Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(3) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term “Indian tribe” 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 of 
the Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(4) NATIVE CHILD.—The term “Native child” 
means— 

(4) an Indian child, as that term is defined in 
section 4 of the Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978 
(25 U.S.C. 1903); 

(B) an Indian who is between the ages of 18 
and 24 years old; and 

(C) a Native Hawaiian who is not older than 
24 years old. 

(5) NATIVE HAWAUAN.—The term “Native Ha- 
waiian’’ has the meaning given the term in sec- 
tion 7207 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7517). 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(7) TRIBAL COLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY.—The term 
“Tribal College or University” has the meaning 
given the term in section 316(b) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1059c(b)). 

SEC. 4. COMMISSION ON NATIVE CHILDREN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established a com- 
mission in the Office of Tribal Justice of the De- 
partment of Justice, to be known as the “Alyce 
Spotted Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission 
on Native Children”. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall be 
composed of 11 members, of whom— 

(A) 3 shall be appointed by the President, in 
consultation with— 

(i) the Attorney General; 

(ii) the Secretary; 

(iii) the Secretary of Education; and 

(iv) the Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
ices; 

(B) 3 shall be appointed by the Majority Lead- 
er of the Senate, in consultation with the Chair- 
person of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate; 

(C) 1 shall be appointed by the Minority Lead- 
er of the Senate, in consultation with the Vice 
Chairperson of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
of the Senate; 

(D) 3 shall be appointed by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, in consultation with 
the Chairperson of the Committee on Natural 
Resources of the House of Representatives; and 

(E) 1 shall be appointed by the Minority Lead- 
er of the House of Representatives, in consulta- 
tion with the Ranking Member of the Committee 
on Natural Resources of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS FOR ELIGIBILITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), each member of the Commission shall have 
significant experience and expertise in— 

(i) Indian affairs; and 

(ii) matters to be studied by the Commission, 
including— 

(1) health care issues facing Native children, 
including mental health, physical health, and 
nutrition; 

(ID) Indian education, including experience 
with Bureau of Indian Education schools and 
public schools, tribally operated schools, tribal 
colleges or universities, early childhood edu- 
cation programs, and the development of extra- 
curricular programs; 
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(III) juvenile justice programs relating to pre- 
vention and reducing incarceration and rates of 
recidivism; and 

(IV) social service programs that are used by 
Native children and designed to address basic 
needs, such as food, shelter, and safety, includ- 
ing child protective services, group homes, and 
shelters. 

(B) EXPERTS.— 

(i) NATIVE CHILDREN.—1 member of the Com- 
mission shall— 

(I) meet the requirements of subparagraph 
(A); and 

(II) be responsible for providing the Commis- 
sion with insight into and input from Native 
children on the matters studied by the Commis- 
sion. 

(ii) RESEARCH.—1 member of the Commission 
shall— 

(I) meet the requirements of subparagraph 
(A); and 

(II) have extensive experience in statistics or 
social science research. 

(3) TERMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each member of the Com- 
mission shall be appointed for the life of the 
Commission. 

(B) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Commission 
shall be filled in the manner in which the origi- 
nal appointment was made. 

(c) OPERATION.— 

(1) CHAIRPERSON.—Not later than 15 days 
after the date on which all members of the Com- 
mission have been appointed, the Commission 
shall select 1 member to serve as Chairperson of 
the Commission. 

(2) MEETINGS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall meet 
at the call of the Chairperson. 

(B) INITIAL MEETING.—The initial meeting of 
the Commission shall take place not later than 
30 days after the date described in paragraph 
(1). 

(3) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of 
the Commission shall constitute a quorum, but a 
lesser number of members may hold hearings. 

(4) RULES.—The Commission may establish, by 
majority vote, any rules for the conduct of Com- 
mission business, in accordance with this Act 
and other applicable law. 

(d) NATIVE ADVISORY COMMITTEE.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Commission shall 
establish a committee, to be known as the “Na- 
tive Advisory Committee’’. 

(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(A) COMPOSITION.—The Native Advisory Com- 
mittee shall consist of— 

(i) 1 representative of Indian tribes from each 
region of the Bureau of Indian Affairs who is 25 
years of age or older; and 

(ii) 1 Native Hawaiian who is 25 years of age 
or older. 

(B) QUALIFICATIONS.—Each member of the Na- 
tive Advisory Committee shall have experience 
relating to matters to be studied by the Commis- 
sion. 

(3) DUTIES.—The Native Advisory Committee 
shall— 

(A) serve as an advisory body to the Commis- 
sion; and 

(B) provide to the Commission advice and rec- 
ommendations, submit materials, documents, 
testimony, and such other information as the 
Commission determines to be necessary to carry 
out the duties of the Commission under this sec- 
tion. 

(4) NATIVE CHILDREN SUBCOMMITTEE.—The 
Native Advisory Committee shall establish a sub- 
committee that shall consist of at least 1 member 
from each region of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs and 1 Native Hawaiian, each of whom 
shall be a Native child, and have experience 
serving on the council of a tribal, regional, or 
national youth organization. 
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(e) COMPREHENSIVE STUDY OF NATIVE CHIL- 
DREN ISSUES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall con- 
duct a comprehensive study of Federal, State, 
local, and tribal programs that serve Native 
children, including an evaluation of— 

(A) the impact of concurrent jurisdiction on 
child welfare systems; 

(B) the barriers Indian tribes and Native Ha- 
waiians face in applying, reporting on, and 
using existing public and private grant re- 
sources, including identification of any Federal 
cost-sharing requirements; 

(C) the obstacles to nongovernmental finan- 
cial support, such as from private foundations 
and corporate charities, for programs benefit- 
ting Native children; 

(D) the issues relating to data collection, such 
as small sample sizes, large margins of error, or 
other issues related to the validity and statis- 
tical significance of data on Native children; 

(E) the barriers to the development of sustain- 
able, multidisciplinary programs designed to as- 
sist high-risk Native children and families of 
those high-risk Native children; 

(F) cultural or socioeconomic challenges in 
communities of Native children; 

(G) any examples of successful program mod- 
els and use of best practices in programs that 
serve children and families; 

(H) the barriers to interagency coordination 
on programs benefitting Native children; and 

(I) the use of memoranda of agreement or 
interagency agreements to facilitate or improve 
agency coordination, including the effects of ex- 
isting memoranda or interagency agreements on 
program service delivery and efficiency. 

(2) COORDINATION.—In conducting the study 
under paragraph (1), the Commission shall, to 
the maximum extent practicable— 

(A) to avoid duplication of efforts, collaborate 
with other workgroups focused on similar issues, 
such as the Task Force on American Indian/ 
Alaska Native Children Exposed to Violence of 
the Attorney General; and 

(B) to improve coordination and reduce travel 
costs, use available technology. 

(3) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Taking into consid- 
eration the results of the study under paragraph 
(1) and the analysis of any existing data relat- 
ing to Native children received from Federal 
agencies, the Commission shall— 

(A) develop recommendations for goals, and 
plans for achieving those goals, for Federal pol- 
icy relating to Native children in the short-, 
mid-, and long-term, which shall be informed by 
the development of accurate child well-being 
measures, except that the Commission shall not 
consider or recommend the recognition or the es- 
tablishment of a government-to-government re- 
lationship with— 

(i) any entity not recognized on or before the 
date of enactment of this Act by the Federal 
Government through an Act of Congress, Execu- 
tive action, judicial decree, or any other action; 
or 

(ii) any entity not included in the list author- 
ized pursuant to the Federally Recognized In- 
dian Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 479a et 
seq.); 

(B) make recommendations on necessary modi- 
fications and improvements to programs that 
serve Native children at the Federal, State, and 
tribal levels, on the condition that the rec- 
ommendations recognize the diversity in cul- 
tural values, integrate the cultural strengths of 
the communities of the Native children, and will 
result in— 

(i) improvements to the child welfare system 
that— 

(1) reduce the disproportionate rate at which 
Native children enter child protective services 
and the period of time spent in the foster sys- 
tem; 
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(II) increase coordination among social work- 
ers, police, and foster families assisting Native 
children while in the foster system to result in 
the increased safety of Native children while in 
the foster system; 

(III) encourage the hiring and retention of li- 
censed social workers in Native communities; 

(IV) address the lack of available foster homes 
in Native communities; and 

(V) reduce truancy and improve the academic 
proficiency and graduation rates of Native chil- 
dren in the foster system; 

(ii) improvements to the mental and physical 
health of Native children, taking into consider- 
ation the rates of suicide, substance abuse, and 
access to nutrition and health care, including— 

(1) an analysis of the increased access of Na- 
tive children to Medicaid under the Patient Pro- 
tection and Affordable Care Act (Public Law 
111409148) and the effect of that increase on the 
ability of Indian tribes and Native Hawaiians to 
develop sustainable health programs; and 

(II) an evaluation of the effects of a lack of 
public sanitation infrastructure, including in- 
home sewer and water, on the health status of 
Native children; 

(iii) improvements to educational and voca- 
tional opportunities for Native children that will 
lead to— 

(1) increased school attendance, performance, 
and graduation rates for Native children across 
all educational levels, including early edu- 
cation, post-secondary, and graduate school; 

(II) localized strategies developed by edu- 
cators, tribal and community leaders, and law 
enforcement to prevent and reduce truancy 
among Native children; 

(111) scholarship opportunities at a Tribal Col- 
lege or University and other public and private 
postsecondary institutions; 

(IV) increased participation of the immediate 
families of Native children; 

(V) coordination among schools and Indian 
tribes that serve Native children, including in 
the areas of data sharing and student tracking; 

(VI) accurate identification of students as Na- 
tive children; and 

(VII) increased school counseling services, im- 
proved access to quality nutrition at school, and 
safe student transportation; 

(iv) improved policies and practices by local 
school districts that would result in improved 
academic proficiency for Native children; 

(v) increased access to extracurricular activi- 
ties for Native children that are designed to in- 
crease self-esteem, promote community engage- 
ment, and support academic excellence while 
also serving to prevent unplanned pregnancy, 
membership in gangs, drug and alcohol abuse, 
and suicide, including activities that incor- 
porate traditional language and cultural prac- 
tices of Indians and Native Hawaiians; 

(vi) taking into consideration the report of the 
Indian Law and Order Commission issued pur- 
suant to section 15(f) of the Indian Law En- 
forcement Reform Act (25 U.S.C. 2812(f)), im- 
provements to Federal, State, and tribal juvenile 
justice systems and detention programs— 

(1) to provide greater access to educational op- 
portunities and social services for incarcerated 
Native children; 

(II) to promote prevention and reduce incar- 
ceration and recidivism rates among Native chil- 
dren; 

(III) to identify intervention approaches and 
alternatives to incarceration of Native children; 

(IV) to incorporate families and the tradi- 
tional cultures of Indians and Native Hawaiians 
in the juvenile justice process, including 
through the development of a family court for 
juvenile offenses; and 

(V) to prevent unnecessary detentions and 
identify successful reentry programs; 

(vii) expanded access to a continuum of early 
development and learning services for Native 
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children from prenatal to age 5 that are cul- 
turally competent, support Native language 
preservation, and comprehensively promote the 
health, well-being, learning, and development of 
Native children, such as— 

(1) high quality early care and learning pro- 
grams for children starting from birth, including 
Early Head Start, Head Start, child care, and 
preschool programs; 

(II) programs, including home visiting and 
family resource and support programs, that in- 
crease the capacity of parents to support the 
learning and development of the children of the 
parents, beginning prenatally, and connect the 
parents with necessary resources; 

(III) early intervention and preschool services 
for infants, toddlers, and preschool-aged chil- 
dren with developmental delays or disabilities; 
and 

(IV) professional development opportunities 
for Native providers of early development and 
learning services; 

(viii) the development of a system that delivers 
wrap-around services to Native children in a 
way that is comprehensive and sustainable, in- 
cluding through increased coordination among 
Indian tribes, schools, law enforcement, health 
care providers, social workers, and families; 

(ix) more flexible use of existing Federal pro- 
grams, such as by— 

(1) providing Indians and Native Hawaiians 
with more flexibility to carry out programs, 
while maintaining accountability, minimizing 
administrative time, cost, and expense and re- 
ducing the burden of Federal paperwork re- 
quirements; and 

(II) allowing unexpended Federal funds to be 
used flexibly to support programs benefitting 
Native children, while taking into account— 

(aa) the Indian Employment, Training and 
Related Services Demonstration Act of 1992 (25 
U.S.C. 3401 note; 106 Stat. 2302); 

(bb) the Coordinated Tribal Assistance Solici- 
tation program of the Department of Justice; 

(cc) the Federal policy of self-determination; 
and 

(dd) any consolidated grant programs; and 

(x) solutions to other issues that, as deter- 
mined by the Commission, would improve the 
health, safety, and well-being of Native chil- 
dren; 

(C) make recommendations for improving data 
collection methods that consider— 

(i) the adoption of standard definitions and 
compatible systems platforms to allow for great- 
er linkage of data sets across Federal agencies; 

(ii) the appropriateness of existing data cat- 
egories for comparative purposes; 

(iii) the development of quality data and 
measures, such as by ensuring sufficient sample 
sizes and frequency of sampling, for Federal, 
State, and tribal programs that serve Native 
children; 

(iv) the collection and measurement of data 
that are useful to Indian tribes and Native Ha- 
waiians; 

(v) the inclusion of Native children in longitu- 
dinal studies; and 

(vi) tribal access to data gathered by Federal, 
State, and local governmental agencies; and 

(D) identify models of successful Federal, 
State, and tribal programs in the areas studied 
by the Commission. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after the 
date on which all members of the Commission 
are appointed and amounts are made available 
to carry out this Act, the Commission shall sub- 
mit to the President, Congress, and the White 
House Council on Native American Affairs a re- 
port that contains— 

(1) a detailed statement of the findings and 
conclusions of the Commission; and 

(2) the recommendations of the Commission for 
such legislative and administrative actions as 
the Commission considers to be appropriate. 
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(g) POWERS.— 

(1) HEARINGS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may hold 
such hearings, meet and act at such times and 
places, take such testimony, and receive such 
evidence as the Commission considers to be ad- 
visable to carry out the duties of the Commission 
under this section, except that the Commission 
shall hold not less than 5 hearings in Native 
communities. 

(B) PUBLIC REQUIREMENT.—The hearings of 
the Commission under this paragraph shall be 
open to the public. 

(2) WITNESS EXPENSES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A witness requested to ap- 
pear before the Commission shall be paid the 
same fees and allowances as are paid to wit- 
nesses under section 1821 of title 28, United 
States Code. 

(B) PER DIEM AND MILEAGE.—The fees and al- 
lowances for a witness shall be paid from funds 
made available to the Commission. 

(3) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL, TRIBAL, AND 
STATE AGENCIES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may secure 
directly from a Federal agency such information 
as the Commission considers to be necessary to 
carry out this section. 

(B) TRIBAL AND STATE AGENCIES.—The Com- 
mission may request the head of any tribal or 
State agency to provide to the Commission such 
information as the Commission considers to be 
necessary to carry out this Act. 

(4) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission may 
use the United States mails in the same manner 
and under the same conditions as other agencies 
of the Federal Government. 

(5) GIFTS.—The Commission may accept, use, 
and dispose of gifts or donations of services or 
property related to the purpose of the Commis- 
sion. 

(h) COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.— 

(1) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—A member of the Com- 
mission shall be allowed travel expenses, includ- 
ing per diem in lieu of subsistence, at rates au- 
thorized for an employee of an agency under 
subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, United 
States Code, while away from the home or reg- 
ular place of business of the member in the per- 
formance of the duties of the Commission. 

(2) DETAIL OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—On the affirmative vote of Y 
of the members of the Commission— 

(i) the Attorney General, the Secretary, the 
Secretary of Education, and the Secretary of the 
Health and Human Services shall each detail, 
without reimbursement, 1 or more employees of 
the Department of Justice, the Department of 
the Interior, the Department of Education, and 
the Department of Health and Human Services; 
and 

(ii) with the approval of the appropriate Fed- 
eral agency head, an employee of any other 
Federal agency may be, without reimbursement, 
detailed to the Commission. 

(B) EFFECT ON DETAILEES.—Detail under this 
paragraph shall be without interruption or loss 
of civil service status, benefits, or privileges. 

(3) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND INTER- 
MITTENT SERVICES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—On request of the Commis- 
sion, the Attorney General shall provide to the 
Commission, on a reimbursable basis, reasonable 
and appropriate office space, supplies, and ad- 
ministrative assistance. 

(B) NO REQUIREMENT FOR PHYSICAL FACILI- 
TIES.—The Administrator of General Services 
shall not be required to locate a permanent, 
physical office space for the operation of the 
Commission. 

(4) MEMBERS NOT FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—No 
member of the Commission, the Native Advisory 
Committee, or the Native Children Subcommittee 
shall be considered to be a Federal employee. 
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(i) TERMINATION OF COMMISSION.—The Com- 
mission shall terminate 90 days after the date on 
which the Commission submits the report under 
subsection (f). 

(j) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall 
not apply to the Commission, the Native Advi- 
sory Committee, or the Native Children Sub- 
committee. 

(k) EFFECT.—This Act shall not be construed 
to recognize or establish a government-to-gov- 
ernment relationship with— 

(1) any entity not recognized on or before the 
date of enactment of this Act by the Federal 
Government through an Act of Congress, Execu- 
tive action, judicial decree, or any other action; 
or 

(2) any entity not included in the list author- 
ized pursuant to the Federally Recognized In- 
dian Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 U.S.C. 479a et 
seq.). 

(1) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated to carry out this Act $2,000,000. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the committee-reported sub- 
stitute amendment to S. 246 be agreed 
to, the bills be read a third time and 
passed en bloc, and the motions to re- 
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 184) was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 184 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the 
American Children’s Safety Act’’. 
SEC. 2. CRIMINAL RECORDS CHECKS. 

Section 408 of the Indian Child Protection 
and Family Violence Prevention Act (25 
U.S.C. 3207) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(d) BY TRIBAL SOCIAL SERVICES AGENCY 
FOR FOSTER CARE PLACEMENTS IN TRIBAL 
COURT PROCEEDINGS.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

““(A) COVERED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘cov- 
ered individual’ includes— 

““(i) any individual 18 years of age or older; 
and 

“(ii) any individual who the tribal social 
services agency determines is subject to a 
criminal records check under paragraph 
(2)(A). 

““(B) FOSTER CARE PLACEMENT.—The term 
‘foster care placement’ means any action re- 
moving an Indian child from a parent or In- 
dian custodian for temporary placement in a 
foster home or institution or the home of a 
guardian or conservator if— 

““(i) the parent or Indian custodian cannot 
have the child returned on demand; and 

“(ii)() parental rights have not been ter- 
minated; or 

““(II) parental rights have been terminated 
but the child has not been permanently 
placed. 

““(C) INDIAN CUSTODIAN.—The term ‘Indian 
custodian’ means any Indian— 

““(i) who has legal custody of an Indian 
child under tribal law or custom or under 
State law; or 

“(ii) to whom temporary physical care, 
custody, and control has been transferred by 
the parent of the child. 

““(D) PARENT.—The term ‘parent’ means— 
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“(i) any biological parent of an Indian 
child; or 

“Gi) any Indian who has lawfully adopted 
an Indian child, including adoptions under 
tribal law or custom. 

““(E) TRIBAL COURT.—The term 
court’ means a court— 

“(i) with jurisdiction over foster care 
placements; and 

“(ii) that is— 

““(D) a Court of Indian Offenses; 

“(ID a court established and operated 
under the code or custom of an Indian tribe; 
or 

(III) any other administrative body of an 
Indian tribe that is vested with authority 
over foster care placements. 

“(F) TRIBAL SOCIAL SERVICES AGENCY.—The 
term ‘tribal social services agency’ means 
the agency of an Indian tribe that has the 
primary responsibility for carrying out fos- 
ter care licensing or approval (as of the date 
on which the proceeding described in para- 
graph (2)(A) commences) for the Indian tribe. 

“*(2) CRIMINAL RECORDS CHECK BEFORE FOS- 
TER CARE PLACEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), no foster care placement shall 
be finally approved and no foster care license 
shall be issued until the tribal social services 
agency— 

“G) completes a criminal records check of 
each covered individual who resides in the 
household or is employed at the institution 
in which the foster care placement will be 
made; and 

““(ii) concludes that each covered indi- 
vidual described in clause (i) meets such 
standards as the Indian tribe shall establish 
in accordance with subparagraph (B). 

“(B) STANDARDS OF PLACEMENT.—The 
standards described in subparagraph (A)(ii) 
shall include— 

“G) requirements that each tribal social 
services agency described in subparagraph 
(A)— 

“(D perform criminal records checks, in- 
cluding fingerprint-based checks of national 
crime information databases (as defined in 
section 5384(f)(3) of title 28, United States 
Code); 

““(II) check any abuse registries main- 
tained by the Indian tribe; and 

“(TIT) check any child abuse and neglect 
registry maintained by the State in which 
the covered individual resides for informa- 
tion on the covered individual, and request 
any other State in which the covered indi- 
vidual resided in the preceding 5 years, to en- 
able the tribal social services agency to 
check any child abuse and neglect registry 
maintained by that State for such informa- 
tion; and 

““(ii) any other additional requirement that 
the Indian tribe determines is necessary and 
permissible within the existing authority of 
the Indian tribe, such as the creation of vol- 
untary agreements with State entities in 
order to facilitate the sharing of information 
related to the performance of criminal 
records checks. 

“(C) RESULTS.—Except as provided in para- 
graph (3), no foster care placement shall be 
ordered in any proceeding described in sub- 
paragraph (A) if an investigation described 
in clause (i) of that subparagraph reveals 
that a covered individual described in that 
clause has been found by a Federal, State, or 
tribal court to have committed any crime 
listed in clause (i) or (ii) of section 
471(a)(20)(A) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 671(a)(20)(A)). 

“(3) EMERGENCY PLACEMENT.—Paragraph 
(2) shall not apply to an emergency foster 
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care placement, as determined by a tribal so- 
cial services agency. 

‘(4) RECERTIFICATION OF FOSTER HOMES OR 
INSTITUTIONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, each Indian tribe shall establish pro- 
cedures to recertify homes or institutions in 
which foster care placements are made. 

““(B) CONTENTS.—The procedures described 
in subparagraph (A) shall include, at a min- 
imum, periodic intervals at which the home 
or institution shall be subject to recertifi- 
cation to ensure— 

““(i) the safety of the home or institution 
for the Indian child; and 

““(ii) that each covered individual who re- 
sides in the home or is employed at the insti- 
tution is subject to a criminal records check 
in accordance with this subsection, including 
any covered individual who— 

““(D resides in the home or is employed at 
the institution on the date on which the pro- 
cedures established under subparagraph (A) 
commences; and 

“(ID did not reside in the home or was not 
employed at the institution on the date on 
which the investigation described in para- 
graph (2)(A)(i) was completed. 

““(C) GUIDANCE ISSUED BY THE SECRETARY.— 
The procedures established under subpara- 
graph (A) shall be subject to any regulation 
or guidance issued by the Secretary that is 
in accordance with the purpose of this sub- 
section. 

““(5) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section and after consultation with Indian 
tribes, the Secretary shall issue guidance re- 
garding— 

“(A) procedures for a criminal records 
check of any covered individual who— 

““(i) resides in the home or is employed at 
the institution in which the foster care 
placement is made after the date on which 
the investigation described in paragraph 
(2XA)(i) is completed; and 

““(ii) was not the subject of an investiga- 
tion described in paragraph (2)(A)(i) before 
the foster care placement was made; 

““(B) self-reporting requirements for foster 
care homes or institutions in which any cov- 
ered individual described in subparagraph 
(A) resides if the head of the household or 
the operator of the institution has knowl- 
edge that the covered individual— 

““(i) has been found by a Federal, State, or 
tribal court to have committed any crime 
listed in clause (i) or (ii) of section 
471(a)(20)(A) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 671(a)(20)(A)); or 

“(ii) is listed on a registry described in 
clause (II) or (III) of paragraph (2)(B)(i); 

““(C) promising practices used by Indian 
tribes to address emergency foster care 
placement procedures under paragraph (3); 
and 

““(D) procedures for certifying compliance 
with this Act.”. 


The committee-reported amendment 
to S. 246 in the nature of a substitute 
was agreed to. 

The bill (S. 246), as amended, was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak about the Native American Chil- 
dren’s Safety Act, S. 184. This legisla- 
tion, which I have introduced along 
with Senator TESTER, is about one 
thing: making sure that foster children 
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in Native American communities are 
placed in safe homes. 

Without this legislation, there will 
continue to be inconsistent rules guid- 
ing the placement of Native American 
children in foster care. At this time, 
Native American tribes and their tribal 
courts use procedures and guidelines 
when placing a Native American child 
in a foster home that vary signifi- 
cantly from tribe to tribe. 

S. 184 addresses this problem by cre- 
ating a transparent pathway for the 
Federal Government and the tribes to 
partner together to establish safety 
standards and policies to ensure the 
safety of Native American foster care 
children. Moreover, this bill will 
strengthen the governance of the tribes 
and create safeguards for their foster 
care placement programs and the indi- 
viduals those programs serve. 

The Native American Children’s 
Safety Act specifically includes the fol- 
lowing reforms: It requires that all pro- 
spective foster care parents and adults 
living in the home undergo a back- 
ground check prior to the placement of 
a Native American foster child in that 
home; it requires that background 
checks include checking for criminal 
activity as well as State and tribal 
child abuse and neglect registries; it 
requires adults who join the household 
after the foster care child has been 
placed there also undergo background 
checks; and, it requires that foster care 
homes undergo recertification periodi- 
cally to ensure they remain safe for 
foster care children. 

We worked on this legislation with 
the tribes, with the National Indian 
Child Welfare Association, with the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs, and the U.S. De- 
partment of Health and Human Serv- 
ices Administration for Children and 
Families. The reforms are just com- 
monsense measures designed to protect 
those Native American children who 
are in need of a good, safe home. In 
fact, S. 184 has been endorsed by the 
National Indian Child Welfare Associa- 
tion as well as the Spirit Lake and 
Turtle Mountain tribes in my home 
State of North Dakota. 

This bill has undergone many 
thoughtful efforts on the part of many 
people and plenty of thoughtful consid- 
eration, and it has gone through reg- 
ular order in the Senate. It passed 
unanimously out of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs on February 4, 
2015. I am pleased this bill now has 
passed the full Senate so these children 
can receive the protection they de- 
serve. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I 
today can say that I am elated that the 
Senate unanimously passed my legisla- 
tion that would create a commission 
on the status of Native American chil- 
dren. 

This bipartisan bill, which was first 
introduced when I came to the Sen- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


ate—in fact, it was my first bill—will 
study the challenges facing Native 
American kids, including poverty, 
crime, high unemployment, substance 
abuse, domestic violence, and dire eco- 
nomic opportunities, as well as making 
recommendations on how to make sure 
Native American youth receive the 
tools and educational resources they 
need to thrive. 

This is not a new issue for me. This 
is an issue I worked on when I was 
North Dakota’s attorney general and I 
saw the challenges for so many of our 
children living in Indian Country. I saw 
that sometimes they are the most for- 
gotten children in America. I fought 
for Native families all during my time 
as North Dakota’s attorney general, 
pledging to improve the lives of Native 
American youth once I was positioned 
to do so. 

So this is truly an important day for 
tribes and Native communities, as well 
as Native children and their families. 
But we can’t stop the momentum. I 
look forward to working with my col- 
leagues in the House of Representa- 
tives to uphold the Federal Govern- 
ment’s trust responsibility to Indian 
tribes and to pass this bill, because 
standing up for Native children is an 
issue on which we should all agree. 

The Commission on Native Children 
will work to identify complex chal- 
lenges faced by Native kids in North 
Dakota and across the United States. 
The comprehensive and first-of-its- 
kind commission would conduct an in- 
tensive study on issues affecting Na- 
tive American youth. 

The 11-member commission will issue 
a report to provide recommendations 
ensuring Native kids have access to 
sustainable wraparound systems, as 
well as the protection, economic re- 
sources, and educational tools nec- 
essary for success in both academia 
and in their careers. 

In addition to the Commission on Na- 
tive Children, the subcommittee will 
also provide advice in order to ensure 
that those in Washington don't lose 
sight of these children. 

I thank all of my colleagues who 
have joined me in this effort, but I par- 
ticularly want to single out Senator 
LISA MURKOWSKI from Alaska. She has 
been a cochampion and a copartner. 
She sees the same issues among Alaska 
Natives as I see among the Plains Indi- 
ans in my State. And we have named 
this bill after two great educational 
and spiritual leaders of our States. 

In my case, my bill is named after 
Alyce Spotted Bear, former tribal 
chairwoman of the Mandan, Hidatsa, 
and Arikara Nation in North Dakota. 
Alyce was a passionate advocate for 
Native children and a recognized leader 
in education. Unfortunately, she passed 
away much too soon, but I know her 
spirit is here in this bill. 

I look forward to getting this bill 
passed in the House of Representatives. 
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I look forward to the report, and I look 
forward to all of us pulling in the same 
direction to make sure all of our chil- 
dren are protected, all of our children 
are loved, and all of our children are 
given equal opportunity, including 
those children in Native American 
homes and those children in Indian 
Country. 
I yield the floor. 


— A 


USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015— 
Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I would 
ask the Senate’s indulgence. I actually 
have three topics that I need to discuss 
here today. One topic involves the his- 
toric flooding that we have experienced 
in Texas and the consequences of that, 
also the President’s signing the Justice 
for Victims of Trafficking Act, and 
lastly, the bill that is before us on the 
floor today, which is another tool in 
the toolbox of the national security ap- 
paratus in this country to help keep 
Americans safe. 

TEXAS FLOODS 

First, Mr. President, let me talk 
about the flooding and storm damage 
that has affected Texas this last week 
or so. Over the course of a month, 
Texas has faced a deluge of storms and 
rain, and according to Texas A&M cli- 
matologists, May was the wettest 
month on record. Texas has been in a 
drought for a number of years now, and 
we are glad to get the rain, but we just 
wish that Mother Nature had spread it 
out over a longer period of time. The 
National Weather Service reported yes- 
terday that in May Texas skies shed 
37.3 trillion gallons of water, which 
translates into almost 8 inches of 
water covering the entire State—a 
state more than 268,000 square miles 
large. 

Unfortunately, this historic volume 
of water quickly turned into tragedy 
and massive destruction. Many Texans 
have experienced great loss. Some have 
lost their homes as the rivers came 
down without any warning and washed 
their houses from their foundation. 
But, of course, losing your home does 
not compare to the heartbreak of los- 
ing a loved one, and tragically, at least 
24 people have lost their lives in the 
floods. 

As usual, despite the direst of cir- 
cumstances, the Texas spirit remains 
alive, and we see many volunteers con- 
tinuing to dedicate their time and ef- 
forts to lend a helping hand. In 
Wimberley, in central Texas, a town 
hit particularly hard by flooding and 
the overflowing Blanco River, a group 
of students and adults helped to orga- 
nize a makeshift market in the high 
school gym. This same group helped 
consolidate and coordinate donations 
to give to those most in need. Locals in 
the town of about 2,500 people have 
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come to refer to 
“Wimberley Walmart.” 

Fortunately, stories such as these of 
Texans helping one another are not iso- 
lated—far from it, in fact. Commu- 
nities across the State are organizing 
donation drives to help those who have 
lost all their material possessions, and 
many individuals have selflessly risked 
their own lives to help rescue strangers 
from the floodwaters and the rubble. 
To these volunteers, and to the many 
first responders who are working tire- 
lessly, we all thank you from the bot- 
tom of our heart. During these hard 
times, you not only provided relief but 
you also provided perhaps something 
more important, and that is hope. 

I spoke to several local officials over 
the last couple of days, including Nim 
Kidd, who is chief of the Texas Depart- 
ment of Emergency Management. Nim 
is doing a terrific job in this very dif- 
ficult position, and he is performing 
like the experienced public servant 
that you would come to expect, par- 
ticularly in dealing with disasters such 
as this. Nim has said there is a lot of 
work to be done. He told me that the 
rivers may not actually be within their 
banks for 2 more weeks, assuming that 
we don’t get more rain. 

This weekend, with recovery efforts 
in full swing and Texans beginning the 
painstakingly slow process of answer- 
ing the painful question of what now, 
several Texas rivers remain at flood 
stage in more than 100 different loca- 
tions. So as we start to recover, we are 
reminded that we need to remain vigi- 
lant. 

I was encouraged to hear Nim’s re- 
port that the assistance of FEMA and 
other Federal agencies has been mak- 
ing a big difference. He was highly 
complimentary of their contributions. 
FEMA, as just one example, has rap- 
idly deployed resources to help assess 
the damage done in local communities, 
and we were both glad to see the Presi- 
dent quickly grant Governor Abbott’s 
request for a major disaster declara- 
tion on Friday night, which will help 
Texans get the resources they need. I 
promised Nim and others I spoke to 
that I would continue to work with 
Governor Abbott and our State’s con- 
gressional delegation to make sure 
that the Federal Government provides 
all the help Texans deserve during this 
difficult time. 

So, to those suffering today, I want 
to offer my deepest condolences and 
prayers. We will continue to do every- 
thing we can here in Washington, in 
Austin, and in local communities that 
have been so severely affected, to give 
Texans the help they need. We have no 
time to lose in getting these commu- 
nities back on their feet. I know the 
people of Texas will continue to help 
their neighbors across the State during 
their time of need to ensure that each 
affected community will make the full- 
est and fastest recovery possible. 


this as the 
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JUSTICE FOR VICTIMS OF TRAFFICKING ACT 

Mr. President, on the second topic, 
on Friday, the President signed into 
law the Justice for Victims of Traf- 
ficking Act. I know I speak for all 
those involved in the long journey on 
which this legislation has led us when 
I say that I am thrilled that we are 
able to mark this milestone. This is a 
perfect example of Congress working 
together in a bipartisan way along 
with the President to try to do some- 
thing to help the most vulnerable peo- 
ple in our society—the victims of 
human trafficking. This is an impor- 
tant day, as it shows to both the vic- 
tims of human trafficking as well as to 
the predators who exploit them that 
Congress, on both sides of the Capitol 
and on both sides of the aisle, takes 
this issue seriously. 

I want to express my gratitude to the 
organizations and the people who have 
helped get this done, lending countless 
hours and endless expertise to this 
cause. Without their advocacy and 
their determination, this would not 
have been possible. I thank in par- 
ticular groups such as Rights4Girls, 
Shared Hope International, the Na- 
tional Association to Protect Children, 
the Coalition Against Trafficking 
Women, and End Child Prostitution 
and Trafficking. 

It is also important to remember 
whom this bill is for, and of course, it 
is for the victims—typically, a young 
girl between the ages of 12 and 14 who 
may have left home expecting some ad- 
venture or something else other than 
what they ultimately experienced. 
Many of them find themselves victims 
of modern day slavery and victims of 
habitual sexual abuse. This is for 
women such as Melissa Woodward, 
whom I have met. She is from the Dal- 
las-Fort Worth area. At just 12 years 
old, Melissa was sold into the sex trade 
by a family member—as hard as that is 
to conceive of. Her life became a pris- 
on. She was chained to a bed in a ware- 
house and endured regular beatings and 
was raped. She was forced to sexually 
serve between 5 and 30 men every day. 
Melissa said that at one point she 
wished she was dead. As heartbreaking 
as her story is—and it is heart- 
breaking—it is good to know that 
strong people such as Melissa—along 
with the help we can give and others 
who care for them can give and with 
those who can help them from living a 
life of victimhood—can be transformed 
by their experience and regain a new 
and productive life. So with this law we 
begin to provide for people such as Me- 
lissa the help they need to heal, and, 
importantly, to treat her and others as 
the victims they are and not as crimi- 
nals. While I am thankful for what will 
be accomplished through this legisla- 
tion, my hope is that we continue to 
fight the scourge of human trafficking 
using this law as the first step of 
many. 
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Mr. President, I want to speak about 
the effort to reauthorize the critical 
provisions of the PATRIOT Act that 
expired at midnight last night. 

As others have observed, there has 
been a lot of misleading rhetoric and 
downright demagoguery about this 
topic. The issue is pretty straight- 
forward and simple. This is about how 
we use all of the tools available to us 
to keep our Nation safe amidst perva- 
sive and growing threats, while at the 
same time preserving our essential lib- 
erties. This is not about trading one for 
the other. This is about how we achieve 
the correct balance. 

Despite our efforts last night, this 
Chamber was unable to come up with 
even a short-term solution to ensure 
that the key provisions—including sec- 
tion 215—of the PATRIOT Act did not 
expire. We know that any single Sen- 
ator could object to this extension that 
would allow us to continue our work 
without allowing this program to ex- 
pire. Unfortunately, three of our col- 
leagues chose to object to the common- 
sense unanimous consent request to 
allow those temporary extensions 
while the Senate and the House contin- 
ued their work. 

It is important to remember that 
these provisions of the law were cre- 
ated after September 11 and were de- 
signed to equip those investigating ter- 
rorism with the basic tools used by or- 
dinary law enforcement. Why in the 
world would we want to deny law en- 
forcement the investigatory tools they 
need to keep America safe from ter- 
rorist attacks? That is what section 215 
did and does and will do again once we 
resurrect it. 

Before it expired at midnight, these 
provisions helped our intelligence and 
law enforcement officials keep the 
country safe. As I think about this, and 
in discussing it with Chairman BURR 
and others who are very concerned 
about the safety and security of our 
country and who are determined to 
protect the country by making sure 
that our counterterrorism efforts 
maintain every available legal tool 
consistent with our civil liberties, I 
think what has happened is we have 
fallen victim again to the pre-9/11 men- 
tality of considering counterterrorism 
efforts to be a law enforcement matter 
alone. Of course, the Fourth Amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which pro- 
hibits unreasonable searches and sei- 
zures, was designed primarily in a 
criminal law enforcement context to 
make sure that American citizens’ pri- 
vacy was protected. But what many of 
those who object to using these provi- 
sions fail to acknowledge is that our 
intelligence community has to be able 
to investigate and detect threats to the 
American homeland before they occur. 

After 9/11, where almost 3,000 people 
lost their lives, there was plenty of 
time to do a criminal investigation and 
law enforcement action, but we had 
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failed in our most essential obligation, 
which is to detect these threats ahead 
of time and to prevent them from ever 
occurring. 

Importantly, as we discussed the 
week before last, section 215 in par- 
ticular included vigorous oversight 
measures. It is important for people to 
understand that the executive branch— 
in other words, the White House—and 
the legislative branch, which is both 
Houses of Congress, and the courts are 
all very much engaged in the vigorous 
oversight of these tools used to protect 
the American people. By taking this 
tool away from those investigating the 
constant threat stream to American 
citizens, we have unfortunately given 
terrorists an advantage right here in 
our own backyard. 

As we have reiterated over and over 
that these threats to our homeland are 
real and they are growing. Why in the 
world would we take time to gamble 
with our national security? 

Secretary of Homeland Security Jeh 
Johnson said that our country has en- 
tered ‘‘a new phase in the global ter- 
rorism threat” as the so-called Islamic 
State or ISIL continues to encourage 
people right here at home to take up 
the cause of global jihad. Perhaps, to 
me, the best and most concrete exam- 
ples are events such as what happened 
in Garland, TX, just a few weeks ago, 
when two people who had been commu- 
nicating overseas with representatives 
of the Islamic State were incited to 
take up arms against their fellow citi- 
zens here in the United States of Amer- 
ica. Why in the world would we want to 
deny our law enforcement and intel- 
ligence authorities lawful tools avail- 
able to them to be able to identify peo- 
ple plotting threats against the home- 
land and to prevent those threats from 
actually being carried out? 

Thank goodness, due to the vigilance 
of local police and other law enforce- 
ment authorities, what could have been 
a bloodbath in Garland, TX, was avert- 
ed. Why in the world would we want to 
take away a tool available to our intel- 
ligence and law enforcement authori- 
ties and raise the risk that an attack 
here in the homeland be successful 
rather than thwarted? 

This is not just something that hap- 
pened in Garland. A few weeks ago, FBI 
Director James Comey described the 
widespread nature of the threats—so 
widespread, in fact, that he said all 56 
field divisions of the FBI have opened 
inquiries regarding suspected cases of 
homegrown terrorism. So let me re- 
peat. Every FBI field division in the 
country is currently investigating at 
least one suspected case of homegrown 
terrorism. 

As my colleagues must know, we do 
not have to go very far to find other 
examples like the one I mentioned that 
manifested itself in Garland. We read 
about examples regularly. Just 2 weeks 
ago, also in my home State of Texas, 
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the FBI arrested a man who had re- 
portedly pledged his allegiance to the 
leader of ISIL. According to the FBI, 
he is but one of hundreds of ISIL sym- 
pathizers here in the United States, 
which ought to alarm all of us, ought 
to be a call to vigilance and to make 
sure we maintain every available legal 
tool consistent with civil liberties to 
protect our citizens. 

So I think it is obvious that section 
215 and the two noncontroversial na- 
tional security provisions at issue 
should not have been allowed to expire, 
but unfortunately they were, and now 
it is our responsibility to fill that gap 
by passing this legislation and taking 
up the important amendments, which 
will actually strengthen the House bill. 

We know our country and our people 
are the target of terrorists again, and 
we need to do everything we can to 
stop them. Well, my initial preference 
was to extend these portions of the PA- 
TRIOT Act for a short period of time so 
we could begin the debate and discuss 
the next best move to address these 
issues without giving the terrorist any 
advantage by handicapping the men 
and women committed to protecting 
our homeland. 

At a time when the threats to our 
country are increasing, we should be 
enabling our intelligence officials and 
law enforcement with the tools they 
need and not stripping them of the au- 
thorities they require in order to pro- 
tect us. Clearly a full extension of sec- 
tion 215, which was easily extended in 
2011, is not possible at this time. But 
the last thing any one of us should do 
is allow this program to continue to re- 
main dark. 

I encourage our colleagues to join me 
in quickly working together to reau- 
thorize these critical provisions. Every 
day we allow these authorities to re- 
main expired, our intelligence officials 
are forced to act with one hand tied be- 
hind their back. 

We plan to make minor improve- 
ments to the House-passed bill, and I 
think they make a lot of sense, things 
such as actually getting a certification 
by the Director of National Intel- 
ligence and this plan to let the 
telecoms continue to hold this infor- 
mation and then, after a court order is 
provided, allow that search. But cer- 
tainly we should want to know whether 
this actually will work in a way that is 
consistent with our national security. 

So, essentially, the House provisions 
are the base bill here, but I think 
Chairman BURR and others on the In- 
telligence Committee have rec- 
ommended some very positive, com- 
monsense improvements which will 
make this bill better. Working to- 
gether, the Senate and the House, I 
think we can make sure these nec- 
essary authorities are restored. 

As elected representatives of the 
American people, it is our duty to 
make sure the balance between phys- 
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ical safety and civil liberties is struck. 
We will do that again. We can do that 
responsibly by extending these authori- 
ties and coming together to find a 
long-term solution that keeps these in- 
valuable tools in place. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I thank 
the majority whip for his comments 
and for his support of the extension of 
215 and for what I think are some very 
reasonable changes to it. Some of what 
the Senator from Texas said took me 
back to some of the hearings I know 
the Presiding Officer was in where in- 
telligence officials were asked about 
this transition. They were asked very 
simply ‘‘Will it work?” and the answer 
they gave was “I think so.” To an in- 
stitution such as Congress, where our 
No. 1 responsibility is the defense of 
the country, ‘‘I think so” is not the an- 
swer on which you base the change of a 
program. Therefore, that is why there 
is a debate in Washington right now— 
now in the Senate, soon to be with the 
House—as to whether 6 months is suffi- 
cient time to be able to address it. 

I know the Presiding Officer of the 
Senate heard individuals from the Jus- 
tice Department say: Well, if this does 
not work, we will get back to you on 
changes. 

One of the reasons this tool is in 
place is because we identified short- 
comings in our capability to identify 
terrorists post-9/11. 

Let me revert back—and I hate to go 
to history, but on 9/11, as the majority 
whip said, there was the loss of almost 
3,000 lives, American and international 
lives. Washington, New York—could 
have been this building had some brave 
passengers not found out what they 
were up to and stopped them. 

I remember those days and weeks and 
months right after 9/11 as a member of 
the House Intelligence Committee. 
There are not many of us left who were 
here. I think only 40 percent of the 
Senate was here on 9/11. What were the 
questions that went through our 
minds? Who did this? Why did they do 
it? How wide was the plan to attack us? 
We had to start from a dead stop and 
try to figure out the answer to all of 
those questions. It is amazing that ina 
very short period of time we were able 
to construct tools that made sure that 
America would never be faced with 
questions such as those again and that 
if we were, it would be a very short pe- 
riod of time, not weeks and months and 
in some cases years to connect the dots 
and try to figure out how to keep this 
from happening again. Section 215 was 
one of the tools that was created as a 
result of 9/11. 

I revert back to the Director of the 
FBI, who said last year that had sec- 
tion 215 been in place prior to Sep- 
tember 11, the likelihood is that we 
could have connected the dots between 
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a known terrorist we lost track of by 
the name of Al Mihdhar, who traveled 
from Kuala Lumpur to San Diego be- 
fore we had a no-fly list, who commu- 
nicated via cell phone with a terrorist 
cell operating out of Yemen—we had 
the numbers out of Yemen; we just did 
not have the number of Al Mihdhar. 
Had 215 been in place, we could have 
tested the terrorist cell phones against 
the database we had. The FBI Direc- 
tor’s own words: We probably would 
have stopped that component of 9/11. 

Al Mihdhar and his roommate, I be- 
lieve, were the two who flew the plane 
into the Pentagon. Would it have cap- 
tured everybody? Possibly not. Would 
identifying two individuals incor- 
porated in a cell inside the United 
States have allowed the FBI to work 
through traditional means of investiga- 
tion and find the rest of that cell, those 
planes directed—two planes toward 
New York and that fourth plane di- 
rected to the Capitol? Maybe. Maybe it 
would have. 

Maybe when you are trying to stop 
something, it is good, but when you are 
talking about eliminating something, 
“I think we can do it’’ does not meet 
my test. That is why one of the amend- 
ments I will ask my colleagues to vote 
on is an amendment to make the tran- 
sition period not 6 months but 12 
months. It is to make sure we have al- 
lowed the NSA a sufficient amount of 
time to technologically prepare the 
telephone companies to be able to 
search their data in a timeframe that 
we need to get in front of an attack 
versus in back of an attack. 

It is very simple: If it happens in 
front, it is intelligence. If it happens in 
back, it is an investigation. It is a legal 
investigation. It has already happened. 
We are trying to make sure we stay in 
front. 

I would like to take a moment to go 
over some myths about the PATRIOT 
Act. 

Here is myth No. 9: The President put 
in place two panels—a review panel and 
another one called the Privacy and 
Civil Liberties Oversight Board—and, 
interestingly, both panels told him the 
same thing: that what he was doing 
was illegal. 

Fact: President Obama’s review panel 
never opined on the legality of the 
metadata program. It said the question 
of the program’s legality under the 
Fourth Amendment “is not before us,” 
and it is not the review panel’s job to 
resolve these questions of whether the 
program was statutorily authorized. 

Myth. Fact. 

Myth No. 8: The national security 
letter is similar to what we fought the 
Revolution over. 

Iam not a lawyer, but given what we 
have been faced with since September 
11, I think it would have been easier to 
go to law school than to try to figure 
out some of these things. The national 
security letter, despite its ominous- 
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sounding name, is nothing more than 
an administrative subpoena. It has the 
authority equivalent to the authority 
postal inspectors employ to investigate 
mail fraud or IRS agents use to inves- 
tigate tax fraud. Postal inspectors and 
IRS agents do not need judicial author- 
ization to issue an administrative sub- 
poena. Our Framers would likely be 
embarrassed if the post office had more 
authority to investigate postal fraud 
than the Federal Government had to 
protect us from terrorism. 

Before 215, the FBI would issue a na- 
tional security letter that gave them 
expansive investigatory tools. Now, 
they could not do it in a timely fash- 
ion, but eventually they could not only 
get to a search of telephone numbers, 
they could search financial records, 
and they could search anything about 
an individual. 

Let me remind my colleagues that 
what we are talking about in section 
215, the metadata program—we have 
never identified an American. All we 
have is a pool of telephone numbers 
with no person’s name attached to 
them, and we collect the date the call 
was made, the duration of the call, and 
the telephone number that it talked to. 
The only time that information can be 
queried is when we have a foreign tele- 
phone number that we know to be the 
telephone number of a terrorist. Where 
we were before was much more expan- 
sive with a national security letter, 
but it was not timely, and if you want 
to be in front of an act, you have to be 
timely. That is how 215 was created. 

Myth No. 7: NSA collects your ad- 
dress book, buddy lists, call records, et 
cetera, and then they put them into a 
data—I think the program is called 
SNAC—they put it all into this data 
program and they develop a network of 
who you are and who your friends are. 

Myth. 

Here is fact: SNAC is the National 
Security Agency Systems and Network 
Attack Center, which, among other 
things, publishes a configuration guide 
to assist entities in protecting their 
networks from intrusion. Its work 
could not be further from the allega- 
tion made. 

Myth No. 6: Executive Order 12333 has 
no congressional oversight. 

Boy, that is a strange one to the In- 
telligence Committee, which spends a 
lot of time on oversight of 12333. It is 
simply wrong. S. Res. 400 of the 94th 
Congress created the Select Committee 
on Intelligence. CRS—the Congres- 
sional Research Service—points out 
that the President has a statutory re- 
sponsibility to ‘‘ensure that the intel- 
ligence committees are kept fully and 
currently informed of the intelligence 
activities of the United States.’’ The 
committee routinely receives reports 
on such matters, including reports on 
NSA activities under Executive Order 
12333. It is a part of the committee’s 
mandate that we do successful over- 
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sight, and it is a requirement of any 
President that they make sure their 
administration fully cooperates and re- 
ports to both the Senate select com- 
mittee and the House select com- 
mittee. 

Myth No. 5: The President started 
this program by himself. He did not 
tell us about it. Maybe one or two peo- 
ple knew about it. 

Again, that is factually incorrect. 
Every Senator was put on notice of the 
program’s existence in 2010 and again 
in 2011. My gosh, it has been a na- 
tional—international debate over the 
last several weeks. 

Myth No. 4: The PATRIOT Act goes 
from probable cause, which is what the 
Constitution had, to articulable sus- 
picion, down to relevance. 

This statement conflates issues. 
Articulable suspicion and relevance are 
not two different standards for the 
same thing. They both must be 
present—both must be present—in the 
metadata program. 

FISA, as amended by section 215 of 
the PATRIOT Act, allows the govern- 
ment to seek a court order requiring 
the production of “tangible things” 
upon a statement—articulation—of 
facts showing “there are reasonable 
grounds to believe” those things are 
“relevant” to an authorized investiga- 
tion. This allows the government to 
seek call records from telecommuni- 
cations companies. Then, when those 
records have been compiled into a 
database, that database can only be 
queried upon a reasonable articulable 
suspicion that the number to be 
queried is associated with a particular 
foreign terrorist organization. 

We keep getting back to this, and of 
all the conversations that are had on 
this floor about intrusion into pri- 
vacy—one, let me state the obvious 
fact again. It is hard for me to believe 
we have invaded anyone’s privacy when 
we have done nothing but grab a tele- 
phone number and we have no earthly 
idea to whom it belongs. And the only 
reason we would be concerned with 
that telephone number is if we pull a 
foreign terrorist telephone number and 
we search it and find somebody in 
America they have talked to. That is 
it. That is the entirety of the program, 
and it is all predicated on the fact that 
we don't search any—we don't query 
any data unless we have a foreign ter- 
rorist telephone number known, and 
that is what triggers the program to 
begin to meet the threshold of the 
court for a query of the information. 

Myth No. 3: The FISA Court has 
somewhat become a rubberstamp for 
the government. 

First, if that characterization is cor- 
rect, then the Federal criminal wiretap 
process is even more of a rubberstamp 
for the government. The approval rate 
for title III criminal wiretaps is higher 
than the approval rate for FISA appli- 
cations. 
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Second, this claim does a disservice 
to the practice of the FISA Court, 
where there is often a back-and-forth 
between the government as applicant 
and the court. Again, this is not unlike 
the criminal wiretap process. The gov- 
ernment often proposes to make an ap- 
plication before making its final appli- 
cation. The chief judge of the FISA 
Court has said it returns or demands 
modifications on these proposed appli- 
cations 25 percent of the time. In this 
respect, the high approval rate of FISA 
applications does not ‘‘reflect the fact 
that many applications are altered 
prior to final submission or even with- 
held from final submission entirely, 
often after an indication that a judge 
would not approve them” because it 
had not met the threshold. 

Third, the government has every in- 
terest in self-selecting only meri- 
torious applications to bring to the 
court. The government is a repeat 
player at the FISA Court. It has a well- 
earned reputation as a broker of candor 
before the court, and there would be 
significant reputational costs to bring- 
ing nonmeritorious applications to the 
court. 

Let me sort of put in layman’s terms 
what that is. The current wiretap 
standard—equivalent to going to a 
FISA Court—approves at a 25-percent 
higher rate than the FISA Court. And 
the FISA Court is the court that expe- 
dites time-sensitive investigations and 
time-sensitive intelligence requests. 

Myth No. 2: The problem in the FISA 
Court is that when they take you to 
this court, it is secret. 

True, it is secret, but so are any 
other judicial hearings where classified 
information is before to the court, and 
that court shuts down and goes into a 
nonpublic setting, just the way this in- 
stitution does. We will do it as we get 
into the appropriations bills, and when 
we get into classified, sensitive appro- 
priations, these doors will shut, the 
Gallery will be cleared, the TVs will be 
cut off, and we will do our business on 
secret, classified information. 

It is only realistic to believe that the 
court—especially the court that hears 
the most sensitive cases—would only 
hear those cases in secret because the 
cases cannot be presented in public. 

The last, No. 1: The bulk collection of 
all Americans’ phone records all of the 
time is a direct violation of the Fourth 
Amendment. 

The Fourth Amendment protects 
against unreasonable’ searches. A 
search occurs when the government in- 
trudes upon “a reasonable expectation 
of privacy.” The Supreme Court has 
noted “that a person has no legitimate 
expectation of privacy in information 
he voluntarily turns over to third par- 
ties.” 

The Court has also squarely deter- 
mined that a person does not have a 
Fourth Amendment-protected privacy 
interest in the numbers he dialed on 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


his phone. Telephone companies keep 
call records for billing purposes. When 
the government obtains those records 
from a third-party telecommunications 
provider, a search has not taken place 
for constitutional purposes, and there- 
fore a warrant is not required. 

This program has been approved over 
40 times by the FISA Court to exist. 
The program was instituted by the ex- 
ecutive branch. The executive branch 
could end the program today. Why 
don't they? They don't because this 
program is effective. This program has 
thwarted attacks here and abroad. 

I know individuals have come on the 
floor and they have said: There is abso- 
lutely nothing that shows that section 
215 has contributed to the safety of 
America. 

I can only say that they are factually 
challenged in that. You would not have 
the majority of the Intelligence Com- 
mittee on floor lobbying for this pro- 
gram to continue in its current form. 
Now we know that is not going to hap- 
pen, so we are trying to reach a modi- 
fication of the current language so, in 
fact, we have a greater comfort level 
that the intelligence community can 
be in front of attacks and not behind 
them. 

I remind my colleagues that hope- 
fully tomorrow afternoon we will be at 
a point where we are ready to vote on 
amendments. There will be three 
amendments to the USA FREEDOM 
Act. 

The first one will be a full substitute. 
It will take all the identical language 
of USA FREEDOM with two changes: 

One, it will require the telephone 
companies to notify the U.S. Govern- 
ment 6 months in advance of any 
change they make in their retention 
policy of the data, the telephone num- 
bers. I think it is a very reasonable re- 
quest that they give us 6 months’ no- 
tice if, in fact, they are going to reduce 
the amount of time they keep that 
data. 

The second piece is that we direct the 
Director of National Intelligence to 
certify at the end of the transition pe- 
riod that we can successfully make the 
transition and that the technology is 
in place at the telephone companies, 
provided by the government, that they 
can query those numbers—in other 
words, that they can search it and take 
a foreign terrorist telephone number 
and figure out whether they talked to 
an American. 

In addition to that substitute amend- 
ment, there will be two additional 
amendments. 

The first one will take the transition 
period that is currently 6 months in 
the bill and will simply make it 12 
months. If I had my preference, it 
would be 24 months, but I think this is 
a fair compromise. And my hope is 
that, matched with the certification of 
the DNI, we will be prepared to trans- 
fer this data but to continue the pro- 
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gram in a seamless fashion, although it 
will add some time—yet to be deter- 
mined—to how quickly we can make 
the identification of any connection of 
dots. 

The second amendment very specifi- 
cally will be addressing the amicus 
provision in the USA FREEDOM Act. I 
am going to talk about amicus a little 
later, but let me just say for my col- 
leagues that in the USA FREEDOM 
Act, in numerous places, it says that 
the courts shall provide a friend of the 
court. 

I am not a lawyer, but my under- 
standing from those who are lawyers is 
that “shall” is an indication of “you 
must.” The courts have told us that 
will be cumbersome and difficult and 
delay the ability of this process to 
move forward. So the courts have pro- 
vided for us language that changes it 
to where the FISA Court can access a 
friend of the court when they feel it is 
necessary but not be required to have a 
friend of the court regardless of what 
their determination is. 

We will talk about that over the next 
just shy of a day, but it is my hope to 
all the Members that all three of these 
amendments can be dealt with before 
24 hours is up and that passage of the 
USA FREEDOM Act as amended by the 
Senate can be passed to the House for 
quick action by the U.S. House and 
hopefully by the end of business tomor- 
row can be signed by the President and 
these very important programs can be 
back in place. 

I would make one last note—that I 
am sure Americans find it troubling 
that this program is going to be sus- 
pended for roughly 48 hours. In the case 
of investigations that are currently un- 
derway, they are grandfathered and the 
“lone wolf’? and roving wiretap can 
still be used, but new investigations 
have to wait for the reauthorization of 
this bill. From the standpoint of the 
metadata program, last night at 8 
o’clock it could no longer be queried, 
and it won’t be able to be queried until 
this is reauthorized. 

There is time sensitivity on us pass- 
ing this, just as there is time sensi- 
tivity in getting the language of this 
bill correct so that, in fact, we can 
query it, we can connect the dots, and 
we can get in front of an attack prior 
to the attack happening. 

I urge my colleagues in the Senate to 
spend the next 24 hours understanding 
what is in the USA FREEDOM Act. 
Look at the amendments. They are 
reasonable. They don’t blow up this 
piece of legislation. They provide us 
the assurance that we can make this 
transition and that after we make the 
transition, the program will still work. 

I urge my colleagues to support all 
three amendments. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
ERNST). The clerk will call the roll. 
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The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
it is time to get the job done on FISA. 
It is time to get the job done. 

From the beginning of this debate, I 
had aimed to give Senators a chance to 
advance bipartisan compromise legisla- 
tion through the regular order. That is 
why I offered extension proposals that 
sought to create the space needed to do 
that. But as we all know, by now, every 
effort to temporarily extend important 
counterterrorism tools—even non- 
controversial ones—was either voted 
down or objected to. 

So here is where we are. We find our- 
selves in a circumstance where impor- 
tant tools have already lapsed. We need 
to work quickly to remedy this situa- 
tion. Everyone has had ample oppor- 
tunity to say their piece at this point. 
Now is the time for action. 

That is why, in just a moment, I will 
ask for unanimous consent to allow the 
Senate to consider cloture on the 
House-passed FISA bill, along with 
amendments to improve it, today—not 
tomorrow but today. 

There is no point in letting another 
day lapse when the endgame is clear to 
absolutely everyone—we know how 
this is going to end—when we have 
seen such a robust debate already, a 
big debate, not only in the Senate but 
across the country, and when the need 
to act expeditiously could not be more 
apparent. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that at 6 p.m. today, the Sen- 
ate vote on the pending cloture motion 
on H.R. 2048, the U.S. FREEDOM Act, 
and that if cloture is invoked, that all 
postcloture time be yielded back and 
the Senate proceed to vote on the pend- 
ing amendments under the regular 
order; that upon disposition of the 
amendments, the bill be read a third 
time, as amended, if amended, and the 
Senate proceed to vote on passage of 
the bill, as amended, if amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. PAUL. Madam President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I would be 
happy to agree to dispensing with the 
time and having a vote at the soonest 
possibility, if we were allowed to ac- 
commodate amendments for those of us 
who object to the bill. I think the bill 
would be made much better with 
amendments. If we can come to an ar- 
rangement to allow amendments to be 
voted on, I would be happy to allow my 
consent. But at this point, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
without consent to speed things up, the 
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cloture vote will occur an hour after 
the Senate convenes tomorrow, on 
Tuesday. Therefore, Senators should 
expect the cloture vote at 11 a.m. to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BURR. Madam President, before 
the recess, there was an attempt to try 
to bring finality before this bill ex- 
pired. At that time, I reached out to 
my friend and colleague from Ken- 
tucky, Senator PAUL, and offered him 
my assurance, aS manager of the bill, 
that we would take up his amend- 
ments. But as the President of the Sen- 
ate knows, if any one Senator objects 
to a vote, then a vote does not happen. 
I consented at that time that I would 
initiate a tabling of his amendment so 
that there could actually be a vote. 
There has been every attempt to try to 
accommodate amendments. I think 
that given the short time that we are 
dealing with, where we are trying to 
make sure that the expiration of these 
needed tools is as limited as we can, 
the leader is exactly right. You cannot 
go outside of the processes that were 
already triggered prior to this. 

I think we have made every attempt 
to try to accommodate the current 
Senate rules, but unfortunately, there 
were objections to that as we departed 
town over a week ago, and we are 
where we are. 

For my colleagues’ sake, let me re- 
state where we are. We have had the 
expiration as of midnight last night of 
section 215. Section 215 has many 
pieces to it, but there are three that 
are highlighted. One is the ‘‘lone wolf” 
provision, an individual who has no di- 
rect tie to a terrorist organization but 
could be radicalized in some type of 
communication, and ‘‘lone wolf”? pro- 
vides us the ability to target them 
without a direct association to a ter- 
rorist group. And roving wiretaps are 
the ability to target an individual and 
not a specific phone. 

These two are noncontentious, and 
there was a request by unanimous con- 
sent yesterday before the expiration to 
extend those two pieces. There was an 
objection. The Senate operates by 
rules. When one Senator objects, every- 
thing stops. For that reason, those two 
provisions expired last night. 

Let me say for the benefit of my col- 
leagues and for the American people 
that any investigation that was cur- 
rently under way as of 12 o’clock last 
night can continue to use those two 
tools. What is affected while we are in 
this expiration period is that you can- 
not open a new investigation and use 
those two tools to investigate that in- 
dividual. So we are limited on anything 
that might have opened since 12:01 this 
morning. 

My hope is that the Senate will dis- 
pose of all of the 215 provisions by 3 
o’clock tomorrow. We can turn the fau- 
cet back on, and law enforcement can 
use those two tools. 
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But the third piece has been the 
focus of contention in the Senate and 
in the country, and it deals with a pro- 
gram called the metadata program. It 
is a scary word. Let me explain what 
the metadata program is. 

The NSA receives from telephone 
companies a telephone number with no 
identity whatsoever. We refer to it as a 
deidentified number. They put all of 
that into one big database. The purpose 
of it is that when we find a known ter- 
rorist outside of the country and we 
have his telephone number, then we 
want the ability to query or search 
that big database to see if that known 
terrorist talked to anybody in the 
United States. We actually have to go 
to court—to the FISA Court—to get 
permission, and we have to have ar- 
ticulate, reasonable suspicion that 
there is a connection, that that known 
terrorist’s telephone number can be 
tested against this database. We collect 
the telephone number, we collect the 
date the call was made, and we collect 
the duration of time of the call. There 
is absolutely zero—zero—content. 
There is zero identifier. There is not a 
person’s name to it. People have ques- 
tioned whether the program is legal. It 
is legal because the Supreme Court has 
said that when we turn over our data 
to a third party, we have no reason to 
believe there is a privacy protection. 
Therefore, when we get that telephone 
number from a telephone company, we 
throw it into a pool, and the only per- 
son who should ever be worried is 
somebody who is in that pool that ac- 
tually carried on a conversation with a 
terrorist. And if we connect those two 
dots—a person in America and a known 
terrorist abroad—and they commu- 
nicate, then it is immediately turned 
over to the FBI for an investigation. It 
is a person of suspicion. We turn it over 
to law enforcement. Law enforcement 
then goes through whatever court pro- 
cedures they need to do to investigate 
that individual. 

That is the metadata program. That 
is the contentious thing that has 
bogged this institution down to where 
we have let it expire—in most cases be- 
cause people have suggested it is some- 
thing other than what I have just de- 
scribed. 

I have read a lot of the myths. Let 
me just go back through some of them 
again. I think it is important. 

Myth No. 1: The NSA listens to 
Americans’ phone calls and tracks 
their movement. 

The NSA does not and cannot indis- 
criminately listen to Americans’ phone 
calls, read their emails or track their 
movement. The NSA is not targeting 
or conducting surveillance of Ameri- 
cans. Under the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court—FISA Court— 
order, the only information acquired 
by the government from telephone 
companies is the time of call, the 
length of call, and the phone number 
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involved in the call. The government 
does not listen to the call. It does not 
acquire the personal information of the 
caller or the person who is called, 
which is obtained only through a sepa- 
rate legal process including, if nec- 
essary, a warrant based on probable 
cause, which is the highest standard 
that the judicial system has. 

Frankly, there is more information 
available in a U.S. phonebook than 
what the NSA puts in the metadata 
base. There is more privacy informa- 
tion that Americans share with their 
grocery store when they use their dis- 
count card to get groceries. There is 
more data that is collected at the 
CFPB on the American people than the 
NSA ever dreamed about, but there is 
nobody down here trying to eliminate 
the CFPB, although I would love to do 
it tomorrow. But the fact is, if this is 
about privacy, how can we intrude on 
anybody’s privacy when we do not 
know who the individuals are of the 
phone numbers that we have? And 
there is the fact that the Supreme 
Court has said that when you relin- 
quish that information to your phone 
company, you have no right of privacy. 

Myth No. 2: The NSA program is ille- 
gal. 

There have been some who have come 
to the floor and said that. The Supreme 
Court held in Smith v. Maryland and in 
U.S. v. Miller that there is no reason- 
able expectation of privacy in tele- 
phone call records, such as those ob- 
tained under section 215. Those records 
are not protected by the Fourth 
Amendment. 

Under the current 215 program, the 
judges of the FISA Court must approve 
any request by the FBI to obtain infor- 
mation from the telephone companies. 
Congress has reauthorized the PA- 
TRIOT Act seven times. The FISA 
Court reviews the act in an application 
every 90 days, and the FISA Court has 
approved the reauthorization of those 
90-day extensions over 41 times. 

This is not a car on cruise control. 
This is a program that every 90 days 
the court looks at and assesses whether 
for another 90 days we have the right 
to run the program. Put on top of that, 
the congressional oversight of the pro- 
gram is probably the second-most or 
third-most looked at program by the 
Senate and House Intelligence Com- 
mittees of any program within our in- 
telligence community. 

Myth No. 3: The NSA dragnet repeat- 
edly abuses government authority. 

The government does not acquire 
content or personal information of 
Americans under the section 215 pro- 
gram. The names linked to the tele- 
phone numbers are not available unless 
the government obtains authorization 
through a separate legal process, in- 
cluding, if necessary, a warrant based 
on probable cause. 

Careful oversight of the program re- 
veals no pattern of government abuse 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


whatsoever. In fact, after more than a 
decade, critics cannot cite a single case 
of intentional abuse associated with 
FISA authorities. That is a far cry 
from the debate that we have listened 
to and, I might say, that has been cov- 
ered on some of the national media. 

Myth No. 4: The government stopped 
only one plot using section 215. 

For anybody that was listening ear- 
lier to me, I described four specific 
things that I can talk about in public. 
There were four plots. A plot is some- 
thing that you get to before an act is 
done. 

We even talked about the Tsarnaev 
brothers, who committed a violent act 
that killed and maimed a number of 
people in the Boston Marathon. We had 
the ability because we had a foreign 
telephone number that we thought was 
tied to the Tsarnaevs, and even after 
the fact, we were able to go back and 
use 215 to see if there was a foreign 
nexus to an act that had already been 
committed. In this case, we could not 
find that nexus, but we had the tools 
available so that law enforcement 
could responsibly look at the American 
people and say we have done every- 
thing to make sure that there are not 
additional participants in this act who 
might carry it out at the next mara- 
thon or the next race or the next fes- 
tival. That is what our ability is sup- 
posed to be if, in fact, our oath of office 
as a Member of Congress is to defend 
the country, number one. 

Myth No. 5: The FISA Court is a 
rubberstamp. 

Despite all the claims that the FISA 
Court approves 99 percent of the gov- 
ernment’s applications, the FISA Court 
often returns or demands modifications 
to about 25 percent of the applications 
before they are even filed with the 
court. According to the FISA Court 
chief judge, the 99-percent figure does 
not reflect—does not reflect—the fact 
that many applications are altered 
prior to the final submission or even 
withheld from final submission en- 
tirely, often after an indication that a 
judge would not approve them. 

Let me put this in perspective. Twen- 
ty-five percent more of the wiretap ap- 
plications are approved than of FISA. I 
mean, that says enough right there. In 
comparison to Federal court docu- 
ments which include wiretap applica- 
tions as instructed, of the 13,593 wire- 
tap applications filed from 2008 to 2012, 
the Federal district court approved 
99.6. 

The only reason that FISA is at 99 
percent is because when the govern- 
ment sees that they are not going to be 
approved, they withdraw the applica- 
tion. That seldom happens in wiretap 
applications. 

Myth No. 6: There is no oversight of 
the NSA. 

The NSA conducts these programs 
under the strict oversight of three 
branches of government, including a 
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judicial process overseen by Senate- 
confirmed judges appointed to the 
FISA Court and a chief judge of the 
United States. Republicans and Demo- 
crats in Congress together review, 
audit, and authorize all activities 
under FISA. There are few issues that 
garner more oversight attention by 
congressional Intelligence Committees 
than this program, as well as the re- 
sponsibilities imposed on the executive 
branch to make sure that the Federal 
agencies in a timely fashion share all 
information with the select commit- 
tees in the Senate and the House for 
the purposes of oversight of our intel- 
ligence community. Now, some have 
suggested that because the Director of 
the NSA says we think we can do this, 
we should just trust them. Please un- 
derstand that the reason we are having 
this debate is because some have sug- 
gested that the NSA cannot be trusted. 

Once again, I will state for my col- 
leagues that we are going to do every- 
thing we can to wrap this up by 3 p.m. 
tomorrow. The debate about whether 
the data is going to transfer from the 
metadata program at NSA to the tele- 
phone companies has been decided. It 
will transfer. Over the next 24 hours, 
we will attempt to take up the USA 
FREEDOM Act—the exact language 
that was passed by the House—with a 
substitute amendment that embraces 
all of the House language with the ex- 
ception of two issues. We will make 
two changes. One of the changes will 
require the telephone companies to 
provide a 6-month notice of any change 
in their data retention policy. In other 
words, if one telephone company has an 
18-month retention program currently 
in place and they decide they are only 
going to hold the data for 12 months, 
they have to notify the Federal Gov- 
ernment 6 months in advance of that 
change. 

The second change will require the 
Director of National Intelligence to 
certify that on the transition date, 
that the government has provided the 
technology for the telephone compa- 
nies to be able to search the data in a 
timely fashion for us to stay in front of 
attacks. 

In addition to that substitute amend- 
ment, which I hope my colleagues will 
support because there are minimal 
changes, there will be two amendments 
to the bill. 

The first amendment will change the 
transition period from 6 months to 12 
months. So when the Director of the 
NSA says “I think we can do it in 6 
months,” to the Intelligence Com- 
mittee, “I think we can do it” is not a 
good answer. So what we are asking is 
that we go from 6 months to 12 months 
so we can make sure the technology is 
in place for this program to continue. 

The last piece is a change in the ami- 
cus language of the bill or the friend- 
of-the-court language in the bill. The 
bill itself uses the words that the 
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courts shall—which means must—have 
a friend of the court, and that is not 
needed in all cases. If that is applied to 
all cases, it will put in place a very 
cumbersome and untimely process. 

When we are dealing with trying to 
get in front of an attack and dealing 
with individuals who are linked to 
known terrorists abroad, we want to 
have a way to query that data, to 
search that data as quickly as we pos- 
sibly can with the approval of the 
court. So what we have done is taken 
language that has already passed out of 
the Intelligence Committee and has 
been signed off by the courts that 
changes “shall” to ‘‘must.’’ It basically 
says that the court has the oppor- 
tunity, anytime they need a friend of 
the court’s advice, to turn to it and to 
get it, but it doesn’t require that they 
have a panel set up that automatically 
sits in on every consideration, because 
a judge doesn’t always need that. 

As the Presiding Officer of the Sen- 
ate knows, the FISA Court operates in 
secret, which is another criticism of 
many people. Well, I don’t want to 
share any secrets, but sometimes the 
Senate operates in secret. Most of the 
time, the Intelligence Committee oper- 
ates in secret. Believe it or not, some 
titans of the courts in our country op- 
erate in secret. They have the author- 
ity to do it anytime there is secret or 
classified information that can’t be 
shared publicly. 

Well, that is all the FISA Court does. 
That is the reason it is in secret. It is 
not because we don’t want the Amer- 
ican people to know that there is a 
FISA Court or that there is an applica- 
tion or a decision made by the FISA 
Court, but everything the FISA Court 
takes up is secret or classified, so it 
has to be done in secret, just like some 
of the budgets and some of the author- 
izations we do in the Senate that are 
classified. We shut these doors, we 
empty the Gallery, we cut off the TV, 
we hash out our differences, we come 
together, and we have a piece of legis- 
lation that only those people who are 
cleared can read. That is part of func- 
tioning. And part of functioning from a 
standpoint of getting in front of ter- 
rorism is to make sure the tools are in 
place to allow not only intelligence but 
law enforcement to do their job. 

I think when the American people 
understand how simple this program 
is—we take the telephone numbers, we 
take the date the call was made, we 
take the duration of the call, and if it 
connects to a known foreign terrorist 
number, then we turn it over to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and 
they go to court to figure out whether 
this is an individual they need to look 
at. It is no longer a part of the intel- 
ligence community. It is a valuable 
tool. It has helped us to thwart attacks 
in the past. My hope is that after we 
get through with business tomorrow at 
about 3 p.m., that this will continue to 
be a useful tool. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


I urge my colleagues to expeditiously 
consider not only the base language 
but the substitute and both amend- 
ments. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 
rise to speak about where we are as we 
debate the various aspects of the USA 
FREEDOM Act. However, before I pro- 
ceed with my statement on the current 
issue before the Senate, I really wish to 
note the very sad passing of our Vice 
President’s son, Beau Biden, who 
passed away at age 46 of brain cancer. 

Of course, the world knows this now 
because of the news announcement. 
Standing on the Senate floor, where I 
served with the Vice President when he 
was a U.S. Senator, I just personally 
want to express my condolences to him 
on behalf of myself, his friend in the 
U.S. Senate and his colleague on so 
many issues, aS well as the people of 
Maryland. 

Once the news broke over the week- 
end, many people asked me in my home 
State: Did you know him? Had you 
ever met him? There is just a general 
outpouring of sadness for his family, 
his wife, his two children, and, of 
course, the Vice President and his step- 
mother Jill. So, Mr. Vice President, if 
you have the opportunity to listen, 
know that the U.S. Senate is sending 
our thoughts and our prayers to you 
during this difficult time. 

Madam President, I wish to speak 
now about where we are in terms of our 
parliamentary situation. Once again, 
here we are in the Senate where, when 
all is said and done, more is getting 
said than is getting done. I am a very 
strong proponent of the oath I took to 
defend the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies. By that I 
mean we have to be able to protect this 
country. We need to have a sense of ur- 
gency about it. 

I am not only disappointed, I am 
deeply, deeply, deeply frustrated that 
the key authorities of the PATRIOT 
Act expired last night, when we had a 
path forward on legislation that would 
be constitutionally sound, would be 
legal, and would be authorized. But 
what did we do? We got ourselves into 
a parliamentary quagmire with the fil- 
ibuster of one individual, which now 
has left us exposed in the world’s eyes. 

Major authorities were given to our 
intelligence community to be able to 
pursue the surveillance of potential 
terrorists, and they have expired. 
Those authorities included ‘‘lone wolf,” 
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the roving wiretap, and some other as- 
pects involving surveillance, and we 
have just let them expire at midnight. 
Right now, I hope we do what we can to 
pass the USA FREEDOM Act without 
delay. We need to get these authorities 
restored. Do we need reform? Abso- 
lutely. But let’s not delay. Let’s get it 
going. 

Others are going to speak later on 
today on the merits of the USA FREE- 
DOM Act. I believe it is our best oppor- 
tunity to protect the Nation, while bal- 
ancing privacy and constitutionally ap- 
proved surveillance. I do support re- 
forming the PATRIOT Act, but I don’t 
support unilateral disarmament. I 
don’t want to throw the PATRIOT Act 
away. I don’t want to throw away our 
ability to place potential terrorists 
under surveillance. I don’t want to give 
in under the guise of some false pre- 
tense about privacy where we say, 
Well, gee, I worry about my privacy, so 
the terrorists don’t need to worry 
about us being able to pursue them. 

Our Nation needs to know that when 
bad guys with predatory intent are 
plotting against the United States of 
America, we are going to know about it 
and we are going to stop it. We are 
going to know about it because we 
have the legal authority to track them, 
put them under surveillance, and we 
are going to stop them before they do 
very bad things to our country. 

The purpose of my comments today 
is to stand up not only for the ability 
to have a law but also for the men and 
women who are working for the intel 
agencies—for the people who work at 
the National Security Agency in my 
own State, the FBI, and other agencies 
within our intel community who are 
essential to protecting our country 
against terrorist attacks, whether it is 
a “lone wolf”? or State-sponsored ter- 
rorism. 

These dedicated, patriotic, intel- 
ligence professionals want to operate 
under a rule of law. They want to oper- 
ate under a rule of law that is constitu- 
tional, that is legal, and that is author- 
ized by the U.S. Congress. They are 
ready to do their job, but they are won- 
dering when we are going to do our job. 

Congress needs to pass a bill, as 
promptly as it can, that is constitu- 
tional, legal, and authorized. 

We on the Intelligence Committee 
have worked long and hard on such a 
legislative framework. We have cooper- 
ated with members of the Judiciary 
Committee, including Senators GRASS- 
LEY of Iowa and LEAHY of Vermont, 
who have also worked on this. We 
worked together putting our best ideas 
forward, doing the targeted reform 
that was essential, not pursuing unilat- 
eral disarmament, and we now have 
legislation called the USA FREEDOM 
Act. Is it a perfect bill? No, it is not 
perfect, but it is constitutional. If we 
pass it, it will be legal, and it will be 
authorized. 
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I know the Presiding Officer is a 
military veteran and I support her for 
her service. The Presiding Officer 
knows what it is like when people try 
to trash America. 

Ever since Eric Snowden made his al- 
legations, the wrong people have been 
vilified. The men and women of our in- 
telligence agencies have been vilified 
as if they were the enemy or the bad 
guys. 

I have the great honor to be able to 
represent the men and women who 
work at the National Security Agency 
and some other key intelligence agen- 
cies located in my State. They work a 
36-hour day. Many times they have 
worked a 10-day week. When others 
have been eating turkey or acting like 
turkeys, they were on their job, doing 
their job, trying to protect America. 

Let me tell my colleagues, these peo- 
ple who work for the National Security 
Agency, for the FBI, and other intel- 
ligence agencies are patriots. They are 
deserving of our respect, and one way 
to respect them is to pass the law 
under which they can then operate in a 
way that is again appropriate. At 
times, these men and women, ever 
since Eric Snowden, have been wrongly 
vilified by those who don’t bother to 
inform themselves about national secu- 
rity structures and the vital functions 
they perform. Good one-liners and 
snarky comments have been the order 
of the day. 

Now, the National Security Agency 
is located in my State, but I am not 
here because it is in my State. I am 
here because it is located in the United 
States of America. Thousands of men 
and women serve in silence without 
public accolades, protecting us from 
cyber attacks, against terrorist at- 
tacks, as well as supporting our war 
fighters. I wish the Presiding Officer 
would have the opportunity to come 
with me to meet them sometime. They 
are linguists. They are Ph.D.s. The Na- 
tional Security Agency is the largest 
employer of mathematicians in Amer- 
ica. They are the cyber geeks. Many of 
them are whiz kids. They are the treas- 
ured human capital of this Nation. If 
they had chosen to go to work in dot- 
com agencies, they would have stock 
options and time off and financial re- 
wards far beyond what government 
service can offer. We need to be able to 
support them, again, by providing 
them with the legal authority nec- 
essary. 

Remember, that section 215 is such a 
small aspect of what these intelligence 
agencies do as they stand sentry in 
cyber space protecting us. People act 
as though that is all NSA does. They 
haven’t even bothered to educate them- 
selves as to the legality and constitu- 
tionality of where we are. 

Now, let’s say where we are and let’s 
say where we have been. Much has been 
said about the PATRIOT Act. It has 
been sharply criticized. There has been 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


no doubt that it does require reform. 
That is why the Congress, in its wis- 
dom, when it passed the bill right after 
9/11, put in the safeguard of periodic 
sunsets so we could take a breather 
and reexamine the law to make sure 
what we did was appropriate and nec- 
essary. 

Congress did pass the PATRIOT Act 
so the men and women at the intel- 
ligence agencies worked under what 
they thought was the rule of law that 
Congress supported. President George 
Bush also told us and his legal advisors 
told us that it was constitutional, so 
people believed it. Those men and 
women at the intelligence agencies 
thought they were working under legis- 
lation that was constitutional, legal, 
and authorized because we passed it. 
Well, now others say it wasn’t. Others 
even want to filibuster about it. They 
want to quote the Founding Fathers. 
Well, I don’t know about the Founding 
Fathers, but I know what the ‘‘found- 
ing mothers” would have said. The 
“founding mothers” would have said 
get off the dime and let's pass this leg- 
islation. 

We do need good intelligence in a 
world of ISIL, al-Nusra Front, and Al 
Qaeda. NSA is one of our key agencies 
on the frontline of defense, and the 
people of the National Security Agency 
make up the frontline. As they looked 
at audits, checks and balances, and 
oversight, there was no evidence ever 
of any abuse of inappropriate surveil- 
lance on American citizens. We need to 
know that and we need to recognize 
that. Those employees thought they 
were implementing a law, but some in 
the media—and even some in this 
body—have made them feel as though 
they were the wrongdoers. I find this 
insulting and demeaning. 

The morale at the National Security 
Agency was devastated for a long time. 
People were vilified, families were har- 
assed for even working at the NSA, 
and, in some instances, I heard even 
their children were bullied in school. 
This isn’t the way it should be. They 
thought they were patriots working for 
America. When the actions of our own 
government have placed these workers 
where they feel under attack—they 
were attacked by sequester and they 
felt under attack by a government 
shutdown because many of them were 
civilian employees at DOD—they were 
not paid—and now Congress’s failure to 
reform national security has further 
then said: We can take our time. What 
you are doing is important, but we 
have to talk some more. 

Gee, we have to talk some more. 
What do you mean we have to talk 
some more? The only person in the 
Chamber is my very distinguished col- 
league, the distinguished colleague 
from Indiana, whom I work with in 
such a wonderfully cooperative way on 
the Intelligence Committee. You know 
we are not bipartisan, we are non- 
partisan for the good of the country. 
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Where is everybody who wanted to 
speak? Do we see 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 Sen- 
ators lined up waiting to speak? No. We 
have to kill time. I don’t want to kill 
time. I am afraid Americans will be 
killed. We have to get on this legisla- 
tion and we have to get our act to- 
gether and we have to pass it. I want 
the people to know we cannot let them 
down by our failure to act and to act 
promptly. 

I come to the floor to say let’s pass 
the USA FREEDOM Act and let’s do it 
as soon as we can. I know a vote has 
been set for 11 o'clock tomorrow. That 
means that it will be almost 35 or 36 
hours since the authorities expired, 
and then it has to go over to the House. 
So let’s move it and let’s keep our 
country safe and let’s get our self-re- 
spect back. 

For those who looked at our country, 
there were three attitudes toward 
America: One was great respect for who 
we are, our rule of law; the other was 
our fear, because we were once the ar- 
senal of democracy; and, third, the 
yearning to be in a country that 
worked under a Constitution, a Con- 
gress that worked to solve the prob- 
lems of our Nation. Can we get back to 
that? I know the Presiding Officer 
wants to get back to that. I know my 
colleague here wants to be part of that. 

Let’s get back together, where shoul- 
der to shoulder we shoulder our respon- 
sibilities, pass the legislation we need 
to, protect our country, respect the 
men and women who work there, and 
say to any foe in the world that the 
United States of America stands united 
and is willing to protect us, and to the 
men and women who work for us in na- 
tional security, we will support you by 
passing legislation promptly that is 
constitutional, legal, and authorized. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I 
want to thank my colleague from 
Maryland, a member of the Senate In- 
telligence Committee. It is obvious 
this is a bipartisan effort in dealing 
with the security of the American peo- 
ple. The Senator from Maryland is not 
from my party. Together, we serve on 
the Intelligence Committee. We have 
served hundreds of hours on that com- 
mittee together doing everything we 
can to provide our country with the op- 
portunity to protect Americans from 
harm. 

The threat to Americans today has 
never been greater. We are dealing with 
fires raging in the Middle East and ter- 
rorist groups forming as we speak, tar- 
geting the United States and Ameri- 
cans, and inspiring Americans to take 
up arms against their fellow citizens 
for whatever jihadist cause they are 
using as the basis for the brutality that 
is spreading throughout the Middle 
East and that can happen here if they 
respond to these inspirational social 
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media requests from organizations 
such as ISIS, Al Qaeda, and many oth- 
ers. 

I understand Americans’ frustrations 
and concerns about their civil liberties 
and privacy. Those concerns have been 
bolstered by acts of government that 
can hardly be explained. Look at what 
has taken place with the IRS. Talk 
about targeting people, invading their 
privacy and civil rights and using the 
organization of government for polit- 
ical purposes is outrageous. Of course, 
people are up in arms about all of this, 
the debacle of Benghazi and Fast and 
Furious and on and on over the years. 
One can go into what has happened to 
instill distrust in the minds of the 
American people. 

When a program such as this comes 
along and, unfortunately, the Amer- 
ican people are told by Members of this 
Congress falsehoods as to what this 
program is and what it isn’t, it just 
feeds the narrative that Washington is 
in their bedroom, Washington is in 
their home, it is in their phone, it is 
listening to their calls—Washington is 
monitoring everything they do—their 
locations. 

This simply is not true. We have an 
organization and tools put in place 
with that organization, the National 
Security Agency, following the tragic 
events of 9/11 that the American people 
insisted on putting in place. Let’s use 
the tools that we can to try to prevent 
another 9/11 from happening, to try to 
identify terrorist attacks before they 
happen, not to clean up after they hap- 
pen. 

The frustration for those of us on the 
Intelligence Committee is we are not 
able to come down and refute state- 
ments that are false that are made 
here without breaching our oath not to 
release classified information. We have 
had briefings with all of our Members. 
Some don’t choose to attend, and 
therefore their narrative continues 
without any ability to publicly chal- 
lenge what is being said. It has been 
said on this floor that Big Government 
is listening to everyone’s phone calls. 
That is patently false. 

First of all, it is impossible. There 
are trillions of phone calls made every 
day throughout the world. The calcula- 
tion is that it would take 330 million 
employees sitting there monitoring 
Americans’ phone calls to be able to 
listen to everyone’s phone calls. It is 
an impossibility, No. 1. 

No. 2, it is guaranteed that this is not 
happening because the authorities 
given to the National Security Agency 
prevent that from happening. There are 
layers and layers of attorneys and oth- 
ers who oversee this process, including 
those of us in the Intelligence Commit- 
tees in the Senate and the House, the 
Justice Department, and the executive 
branch. All three branches of govern- 
ment are so concerned that this pro- 
gram could potentially be abused that 
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the oversight is such that it would 
take a monumental conspiracy, involv- 
ing hundreds and hundreds of people, to 
all agree that, yes, let’s do this and 
breach the law. 

If what has been said on this floor 
about the nature of this program was 
correct, I would be the first to line up 
and say I am here to defend the lib- 
erties that are being abused by the gov- 
ernment. I guarantee to my constitu- 
ents that this is a high priority for me, 
that I do not support anything that 
would violate their civil rights or vio- 
late their privacy. That is true of those 
of us on the Intelligence Committee, 
whether we are a Democrat or Repub- 
lican. 

We have heard today from Senator 
KING, who is on the committee. We 
have heard from Senator MIKULSKI of 
Maryland, who spoke. We heard from 
Senator NELSON, who was formerly on 
the committee on the Democratic side. 
On the Republican side, our leader of 
the committee, Senator BURR, has laid 
out in great detail how this works. 

The tragedy is that in being forced to 
describe what the program is and what 
it isn’t, we have had to declassify infor- 
mation. Guess who is listening. 

I hope a lot of the American people 
are listening because they need to un- 
derstand that much of what they have 
heard is simply a falsity. It is factually 
incorrect. 

I am not going to go into why this 
has happened, why some Members 
choose to say things like—and I am 
stating what has been said on this 
floor—‘‘Big Government is looking at 
every American’s records, all Ameri- 
cans’ phone records all the time. They 
have said the NSA collects Americans’ 
contacts from address books, buddy 
lists, calling records, phone records, 
emails, and do we want to live in a 
world where the government has us 
under constant surveillance?” 

None of us want to live in that kind 
of world. That is why we live in Amer- 
ica. That is why America is what it is. 
This is not Stasi Germany. This is not 
a Communist regime. This is not a to- 
talitarian society. We would not allow 
that here. Our Constitution guarantees 
privacy and we cherish that privacy 
and we protect that privacy. But to 
come down to this floor and make 
statements such as those is irrespon- 
sible, and it is a narrative that is just 
not the case. 

Poor Ben Franklin has been dragged 
into this because the quote that has 
been attributed to Franklin that 
should drive our decision on this point 
was: “Those who would give up essen- 
tial Liberty to purchase a little tem- 
porary Safety deserve neither Liberty 
nor Safety.” 

I agree with that, but the key word 
here is “essential.” This matter has 
come before the Supreme Court, and 
the Supreme Court has said that what 
the NSA is doing in storing phone num- 
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bers only—not names, not collecting 
information—is not essential to lib- 
erty. They have declared it as a nec- 
essary, effective tool that is open. The 
only information that is in your phone 
record is the date of the call, the num- 
ber called, the duration, and the time 
of the call—nothing more than that. 

Why is this done? It is done so that 
when we determine the phone number 
of a known terrorist in a foreign coun- 
try, we can go into that haystack of 
phone numbers and say, Was that 
phone number connected to a phone 
number held by someone in America? 

In fact, the former Director of the 
CIA said that we likely would have pre- 
vented 9/11 because we now know that a 
phone number in America was con- 
nected to a phone number of a terrorist 
group—Al Qaeda—and we could have 
taken that information to the FISA 
Court or to a court and gotten permis- 
sion to check into that to see if that 
was leading to some kind of terror at- 
tacks. 

It doesn't take much to recall the 
images of what happened on 9/11, where 
we were, what horror we stood and 
watched coming over the airwaves, and 
the tragedy and the loss of life that 
took place, changing the face of Amer- 
ica. 

So it is important that we tell the 
American people what it is and what it 
isn't. It is important that Members 
take responsibility to understand this 
is an issue that rises above politics. 
This is an issue that cannot be used 
and should not be used for political 
gain, whether it is monetary gain or 
whether it is feeding a base of support 
that responds to the scare tactics of 
America listening to all of your calls, 
Big Government in all of your business. 

This is too important an issue. This 
is about the safety of America. This is 
about preventing us from terrorist at- 
tacks. The threat is real, and it is more 
real than it has been in a long, long 
time. 

So I talked yesterday about the ex- 
isting program, what it was and what 
it isn't. It has been talked about by my 
colleagues on the floor. We have moved 
to a point where we have to choose be- 
tween the better of two bad choices. 

One choice is that we eliminate the 
program. One of our Members in the 
Senate has publicly indicated that is 
what he wants to do. He claims it is 
unconstitutional. Unfortunately, he 
doesn't have the support of the Su- 
preme Court that has dealt with this 
issue, nor the constitutional lawyers. 
That is a case that just simply cannot 
be made because it doesn't impede on 
anyone's liberty. 

Again, I would say, if it did impede 
on Americans’ liberty, I would be the 
first in line to state that and to fight 
against it. But it is a solution to some- 
thing that is not a problem. 

But secondly, because one individual 
would not grant even the shortest of 
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extensions, even an extension on two 
noncontroversial parts of this program 
that no one has challenged, to allow 
that to go forward so that we could 
keep something in place to address a 
potential threat that could happen— 
even that was denied us last evening as 
the clock was ticking toward midnight, 
and the program expired. Someone who 
is so determined to eliminate this en- 
tire program, who has misrepresented 
this program to the American people, 
so determined to stay with his nar- 
rative that he would not even allow an 
hour, not even allow a day, not even 
allow minutes for us to try to reconcile 
the differences here with the House of 
Representatives—and those differences 
are pretty small. 

Senator BURR has been in negotia- 
tions with the House and with Mem- 
bers of the Senate relative to some 
changes and modifications in the USA 
FREEDOM Act, which was supported 
by a significant bipartisan majority in 
the House of Representatives. I think 
that is a step in the right direction. It 
does not solve all of the problems. My 
concern with the FREEDOM Act is a 
concern of many; that is, the act has 
some major flaws, some of which I 
thought were fatal. But I have to meas- 
ure that against nothing. 

Thanks to the procedural maneu- 
vering by one Member here, we have 
been left with only two choices. The 
Senate majority leader laid those out 
with some clarity yesterday and today. 
The choices are completely eliminate 
the program, go completely dark, take 
away this tool, and put Americans 
more at risk—thanks very much, but it 
is over and try something else—or a 
provision that has been passed by the 
House of Representatives that moves 
collection of the phone numbers from 
NSA to the telephone companies. The 
problem with the bill is that it does 
not mandate that movement. It is a 
voluntary act that the phone compa- 
nies are most likely not going to want 
to adhere to, primarily because they 
now have to set up a situation where 
they potentially could be liable for 
breaches of the people who are over- 
seeing their program. 

There are 1,400 telephone companies 
in the United States. Many of them are 
small. But to move this program, 
which has six layers of oversight at 
NSA, which has the oversight of the 
Senate Intelligence Committee and the 
House Intelligence Committee, which 
has the oversight of the Department of 
Justice and the administration, and 
which has the oversight of the Federal 
intelligence court called FISA—all of 
that security oversight—to make sure 
there is no breach will now get trans- 
ferred over to up to 1,400 telephone 
companies. 

The people who oversee this pro- 
gram—it is a very small number at 
NSA who operate this program—have 
had intensive background checks and 
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security clearances. They have proven 
their commitment to make sure—to do 
everything possible not to abuse this 
program. There has never been a docu- 
mented case, never one case of an 
abuse of this program—again, a solu- 
tion to something that is not a prob- 
lem. 

All of a sudden, now we will have doz- 
ens, if not hundreds, if not more than 
1,000 phone companies all putting their 
own programs in place. This is not 
something they would like to do, No. 1, 
because it is going to be very costly, 
and, No. 2, they cannot guarantee that 
every one of their people is going to 
have the same kind of background 
check and security check NSA has. 
They will not have the oversight of the 
Intelligence Committees, of the Justice 
Department, of the executive branch. 

We are trusting a private entity to do 
the kinds of things that multiple agen- 
cies do. And you can just count on 
probably some breaches of security 
there as people want to use the capa- 
bility to abuse that program for what- 
ever reason—maybe checking up on 
their wife or their girlfriend or their 
business partner or who knows for 
what possible reasons they could use it. 
So it really does not add privacy pro- 
tections; it detracts from privacy pro- 
tections. 

Secondly, the retention of records is 
voluntary. Now, if we have some 
amendments that are passed by this 
body and accepted by the House, we 
will get notification if a company does 
not want to retain those records. But 
there is no retention authority granted 
here to us to ensure that those compa- 
nies will keep any phone numbers, and 
then the capability of the program will 
be significantly reduced. 

We are having to look at a very so- 
phisticated program that the NSA 
says: We are not sure it is going to 
work. We are not sure if this process 
that the FREEDOM Act requires to re- 
place what we have now is going to be 
effective. 

It is going to take many months to 
determine if that is the case. So it is 
an untested program that we are put- 
ting a bet on that this is going to work. 
It would be nice to know we had some- 
thing in place we can easily replace 
this with. So we are going from the 
known to the unknown. We are making 
a bet that this is going to be more ef- 
fective and provide more privacy for 
the American people. It is a diminish- 
ment and a significant degradation of 
the current program. It will not be as 
effective as the program that is cur- 
rently in place. Nevertheless, we have 
to weigh this against nothing. That is 
the position we have been put in be- 
cause one Senator would not allow an 
extension of time for us to have a more 
lengthy debate and reasonable negotia- 
tion in consultation with the House of 
Representatives to arrive at something 
that will give us more assurance that 
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we have a program in place that does 
not breach privacy but allows us to de- 
tect potential terrorist attacks and 
stop those attacks before they take 
place. 

Having had to go through all of this 
and raise these kinds of issues here and 
talk about a fellow colleague is not 
fun. It is not something I hoped I would 
ever have to do. But I could not stand 
by and watch a program that is helping 
protect American people from known 
terrorist threats and let their safety be 
jeopardized by falsehoods that are 
being said about what this program is 
and is not. 

It looks like we are coming together 
on something that is far from what we 
need, that is going to significantly de- 
grade our capability, but it is the only 
choice that we have. We are going to 
have to weigh that decision. Is some- 
thing that is far less better than noth- 
ing? Ultimately, given the fact that 
these threats have never been greater, 
something—even if it is not what we 
now have—something is better than 
nothing. 

But we have been put in this situa- 
tion unnecessarily by misrepresenta- 
tions and a public that has not been in- 
formed. It is not their fault. We have 
not been able to because so much of 
this has been classified. Now, much of 
it is. Our adversaries, the terrorist 
groups, know a lot about the program 
they did not know about before. 
Thanks to Edward Snowden and thanks 
to some misrepresentations, we are left 
with the devil’s bargain, and that is to 
choose the best of the worst. 

We will talk this through today. We 
will have a vote tomorrow. In my 
mind, it is absolutely essential that 
the modifications that are being made, 
that are being presented—I will not go 
into depth about those. It has already 
been talked about here. It is essential 
that those be passed by this body. It is, 
of course, essential that the House ac- 
cept them. I know a lot of negotiation 
has gone on back and forth, and it will 
continue. But it is the only way to 
keep a program in place. Even as de- 
graded as it is, even as compromised as 
it is, it is the only way to keep a pro- 
gram in place. 

So I will be supporting those tweaks, 
those changes, even though I think 
they are far short of what we need to 
do to fix the issue that was rushed 
through the House without much delib- 
eration. But to make it stronger, to 
put it in a better position, I will sup- 
port those. If those amendments can be 
passed, then I will reluctantly choose 
to vote for something that is better 
than nothing, as degraded as it is, in 
order to keep this program as one of 
the essential tools—one of many—as 
we collect information, keep that in 
place. 

I know my colleague from Ohio has 
been seeking the floor for some time. I 
apologize for taking too long. 
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I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that following my 
remarks, Senator BLUMENTHAL be rec- 
ognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CONDOLENCES TO THE BIDEN FAMILY 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, first, 
I want to offer my deepest sympathy 
and condolences to Vice President 
BIDEN and the entire Biden family. The 
Vice President has been met with more 
personal tragedy than any person 
should have to endure in any lifetime. 
He has faced it all with remarkable 
grace. He has persevered to accomplish 
so much good for his family, for his 
State, and now for his country. We are 
all indebted to him for that. I know he 
and Jill and the whole family are in 
our thoughts and prayers today. 

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 

Madam President, turning to the 
business before the Senate this 
month—business that should be in 
front of the Senate this month—the 
Senate banking committee will hold 
two hearings beginning tomorrow on 
the Export-Import Bank. It is urgent 
that the Senate move to reauthorize 
the Ex-Im Bank before the charter ex- 
pires on June 30. 

Frankly, I find it both curious and 
alarming and also troubling that we 
seem to be doing this over and over. We 
do a transportation bill only for a few 
weeks or a few months. We do the Ex- 
Im Bank for only a few weeks or a few 
months. When we act that way, it is 
wasteful, it is alarming to many, and it 
makes it almost impossible for compa- 
nies and State departments of trans- 
portation and State development agen- 
cies to plan. It means that far too 
many companies simply cannot attract 
the investment they need because of 
the uncertainty. 

When I hear people complain in this 
body about the uncertainty of govern- 
ment and of government acting, and 
then it is those same people who so 
often block the Export-Import Bank, 
who want to stumble along for a few 
weeks of reauthorization or block a 
transportation bill—that clearly under- 
mines the ability for our economy to 
grow and clearly undermines and 
erodes any kind of investment and 
planning we should be doing. 

In today’s global economy, we should 
provide American businesses with pre- 
dictability and support to sell their 
products around the globe. This should 
not be controversial. Like the Trans- 
portation bill, the Export-Import 
Bank—at least it used to be this way— 
there was almost unanimity. There was 
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consensus. For instance, in 2006 the Ex- 
port-Import Bank was passed by unani- 
mous consent. For those obviously not 
necessarily conversant with Senate- 
speak, unanimous consent means no- 
body comes to the floor and objects. 
That means unanimous. It means that 
we move together as one to try to do 
something which obviously adds to our 
GDP, helps our workers, and helps our 
community. 

In places such as Columbia and in 
Mahoning County in Ohio, in places 
such as Dayton and Toledo, I know 
what globalization has done for our 
economy. I know that when we can do 
some things like the Export-Import 
Bank and a long-term transportation 
bill and actual planning, it helps the 
economy grow. 

I know what the plant closings in 
those communities have meant to 
places such as Mansfield and Gallopolis 
and Lima and Hamilton. When a plant 
closes, it not just hurts that family or 
the employee, it hurts the business, it 
hurts the community, and it hurts the 
local hardware store and everybody 
else. 

We know the Ex-Im Bank supports 
thousands of businesses, large and 
small, and hundreds of thousands of 
American jobs. According to the Ex-Im 
Bank’s estimates, it supported $27 bil- 
lion in exports and 160,000 American 
jobs. It is supporting $250 million in 
deals in just Ohio alone, my State, 60 
percent of which went to small busi- 
ness. 

Opponents who like to talk about 
corporate welfare—the same people 
who by and large vote for trade agree- 
ments and tax cuts for the wealthy and 
trickle-down economics—those same 
people say this is corporate welfare. 

No, really, it isn’t. Our government 
actually makes money on this, and it 
is aimed primarily at small businesses. 
The Ex-Im Bank fills gaps in private 
export plans. It charges fees, and it 
charges interest on loan rate-related 
transactions. The Ex-Im Bank covers 
its operating costs and its loan costs. 
Last year, Ex-Im returned $600-plus 
million to our Treasury. So it doesn’t 
cost taxpayers; it actually brings 
money to our country—money that 
otherwise might go to foreign imports. 
If we don’t have a big enough trade def- 
icit, this would make it worse. 

We know that our competitors have 
their own export-import banks. There 
are some 60 of these around the world. 
Why should we unilaterally disarm and 
put our manufacturers and exporters at 
a competitive disadvantage? That is 
what we will do if the Bank’s author- 
ization expires at the end of this 
month. We need to give our companies, 
our businesses, and our workers the 
same leg up as they compete around 
the world. This should be about as ob- 
vious as it gets. 

Leader MCCONNELL is committed to 
giving us a vote on Ex-Im reauthoriza- 
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tion before it expires. I hope that he 
can manage it better than he managed 
the PATRIOT Act, FISA, the most re- 
cent issue, the NSA, which has been in 
front of the Senate, and better than he 
managed the trade bill that pushed all 
of this into this week and, as Senator 
COATsS said rightly, caused this law to 
expire, which was a mistake. 

We should be planning here better. 
We should be coming together on issues 
where we can come together. We could 
have come together earlier on NSA. We 
could have come together earlier on 
trade a little bit better. We can cer- 
tainly come together on a transpor- 
tation bill and an Ex-Im Bank bill. 

I urge my colleagues in the House to 
act to reauthorize the Bank. Sup- 
porting U.S. exports should be a cause 
we all get behind. We have seen too 
many issues come out of this Senate 
with bipartisan support, only to watch 
them die a partisan death in the House. 
We can’t let that happen with the Ex- 
port-Import Bank. 

Once again, I hope my colleagues will 
join in pressing our counterparts in the 
House to get this done. We need to do 
it. The House needs to do it. We need to 
provide American workers the support 
they need to sell our products around 
the globe. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
COATS). The Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
feel my speaking at this moment is ap- 
propriate because much of what I have 
to say follows logically from the last 
words of the Presiding Officer when he 
spoke recently on the USA FREEDOM 
Act because I agree with the Presiding 
Officer when he said we need a bill. We 
need to move forward and approve re- 
forms and changes in the law that are 
contained in the USA FREEDOM Act. 
We may be in disagreement about some 
of the specifics. We may be in conten- 
tion about the extent of the changes 
made. But there is a general consensus 
that this decade-and-a-half old law is 
in some need of revision. 

The USA FREEDOM Act contains 
many important and genuinely worth- 
while changes in the rules that will 
apply as the United States helps to 
protect our security but also to safe- 
guard and preserve essential rights and 
liberties. That is the balance which 
needs to be struck. It is a difficult bal- 
ance in a democracy, one of the most 
difficult in an area where secrecy has 
to be maintained because surveillance 
is more useful if it is done in secret, 
but at the same time, rights need to be 
protected in an open society that 
prides itself on transparent and acces- 
sible courts. 

Changes in the rules are welcome, 
such as the end to the present system 
of bulk collection of phone data. We 
may disagree on that point. Changes in 
the rules that I support may not be 
supported by many of my colleagues. I 
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believe the USA FREEDOM Act goes in 
the right direction on bulk collection 
of phone data by ending the current 
practice in its present form. 

What brings me to the floor is not so 
much a discussion about the rules as 
the method of enforcing those rules 
and implementing and assuring that 
they are faithfully executed, which is 
the role and the responsibility of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court in the first instance. There are 
means of appeal from that court, but, 
as with many courts in our system, 
that one is likely to be the end destina- 
tion on most issues, particularly since 
it operates in secret. 

The USA FREEDOM Act goes in the 
right direction by making it more 
transparent and requiring the disclo- 
sure of significant decisions and opin- 
ions when it is appropriate to do so and 
under circumstances that in no way 
should involve compromising our na- 
tional security—striking, again, a good 
balance. 

But this Court, we have to recognize, 
is an anomaly in an open, democratic 
system. Its secrecy makes it an anom- 
aly. It works in secret, it hears argu- 
ments in secret, and it issues opinions 
in secret. Its decisions are almost 
never reviewable. It is, unlike most of 
our institutions, opaque and unac- 
countable—understandably so because 
it deals with classified, sensitive infor- 
mation, protecting our national secu- 
rity against threats that cannot be dis- 
closed when they are thwarted in many 
instances. The success of actions re- 
sulting from the FISA Court are most 
valuable when they are known to most 
American people. 

So this court is special. It is dif- 
ferent. But let’s not forget that if we 
were to say to the Founders of this 
country that there will be a court that 
works in secret, has hearings in secret, 
issues opinions that are kept secret, 
and its decisions will have sweeping 
consequences in constitutional rights 
and liberties, they would say: That 
sounds a lot like the courts that were 
abhorrent to us, so much so that we re- 
belled against the Crown, who said in 
the Star Chamber, in courts that Eng- 
land had at the time, that there was no 
need for two sides to be represented or 
for openness. Secret, one-sided courts 
were one of the reasons we rebelled. 
Men and women laid their lives on the 
line. They lost their homes, treasures, 
families, and paid a price for open and 
democratic institutions. 

So we should be careful about this 
anomalous court. It may be necessary, 
but we should try to make it work bet- 
ter, and we have. 

Transparency in the issuance of opin- 
ions is very much a step in the right di- 
rection where the issues are significant 
and the transparency of those decisions 
is consistent with our security at the 
moment. There may be a delay, but we 
should remember that the bulk collec- 
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tion of phone data, which the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 
said was illegal, persisted for so many 
years because the decision itself was 
never made known to the American 
people. 

There is another reform that I think 
is equally if not more significant. 
Courts that are secret and one-sided 
are likely to be less accessible not only 
because they are secret but because 
they are one-sided. So as a part of this 
reform, I have worked hard and pro- 
posed, in fact, for the first time a bill 
that would create an adversarial proc- 
ess—two sides represented before the 
court. 

A bill that I sponsored in 2013 to re- 
form the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court was joined by 18 cospon- 
sors. I thanked them for their support, 
both sides of the aisle. The basic struc- 
tures that I proposed are reflected in 
the USA FREEDOM Act today. 

Colleagues worked with me—and 
have since—on formulating that bill 
and in arriving at this moment where 
the central goals would be accom- 
plished by section 401 of the USA 
FREEDOM Act, which provides for the 
appointment of individuals to serve as 
amicus curiae—friends of the court—in 
cases involving a novel or significant 
interpretation of the law. 

That provision would be egregiously 
undercut—in fact, gutted—by McCon- 
nell amendment No. 1451 because it 
would prevent these lawyers—the ami- 
cus curiae who would be selected by 
the court—from obtaining the informa- 
tion and taking the actions they need 
to advance and protect the strongest 
and most accurate legal arguments, 
and that is really eviscerating the ef- 
fectiveness of this provision as a pro- 
tection. It is a protection of our rights 
and liberties because these amicus cu- 
riae would be public advocates pro- 
tecting public constitutional rights, 
and they would help safeguard essen- 
tial liberties not just for the individ- 
uals who might be subjects of surveil- 
lance, whether it be by wiretap or by 
other means, but for all of us, because 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court is a court. Its decisions have the 
force of law. Its members are article III 
judges selected to be on that court, 
sworn to uphold the law, both constitu- 
tional law and statutory law. 

So this provision, in my view, is fun- 
damental to the court as a matter of 
concept and constitutional integrity. 
That integrity is important because it 
is a court, but it is also important to 
the trust and confidence the people 
have in this institution. 

I was a law clerk to the U.S. Supreme 
Court—specifically to Justice Black- 
mun—and I well recall one of the Jus- 
tices saying to me: You know, we don’t 
have armies; we don't have police 
forces; we don't have even the ability 
to hold press conferences. What we 
have is our credibility and the trust 
and confidence of the American people. 
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That is so fundamental to the courts 
of this Nation that consist of judges 
appointed for life, without any real di- 
rect accountability, as we can be held 
to through the election process. 

The Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court has taken a hit in public 
trust and confidence. There is a ques- 
tion about whether the American peo- 
ple will continue to have trust and con- 
fidence and whether that sense of legit- 
imacy and credibility will continue. 
The best way to ensure it is, is to make 
the court's process as effective as pos- 
sible not just in the way it operates 
but in the way it is seen and perceived 
to operate, the way the American peo- 
ple know it should operate, and the 
way they can be assured that their 
rights are protected before the court by 
an advocate, an amicus curiae who will 
protect those rights of privacy and lib- 
erty that are integral to our Constitu- 
tion—and the reason why the Founders 
rebelled against the English. 

But there is another reason an advo- 
cate presenting the side opposing the 
government is important to the For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance Court; 
that is, everybody makes better deci- 
sions when they hear both sides of the 
argument. Judges testified at our hear- 
ings in the Judiciary Committee about 
the importance of hearing both sides of 
the argument, whether it is a routine 
contract case or a criminal trial— 
where, by the way, often a judge’s 
worst nightmare is to have the defend- 
ant represent himself because the judge 
is deprived, and so is the jury, of an ef- 
fective argument on the other side of 
the government. And so, too, here we 
were told again and again and again by 
the judicial officers who testified be- 
fore our committee—and I have heard 
it again and again and again as I have 
litigated over the last 40 years—that 
judges and courts work best when they 
hear both sides. 

I have no doubt the judges of the 
FISA Court believe as strongly in con- 
stitutional rights and implementation 
of the Constitution as anyone in this 
body, including myself. I have no doubt 
government litigators who appear be- 
fore the court representing the intel- 
ligence agencies seeking warrants or 
other actions and approval by the 
court have a commitment no less than 
anybody in the United States Senate, 
including myself, to those essential 
values and ideals. But courts are con- 
tentious. They are places where people 
argue, where sides—different sides—are 
represented with different views of 
complex questions, and these issues be- 
fore the court are extraordinarily com- 
plex. They also involve technology that 
is fast changing and often difficult to 
explain and comprehend and is easily 
minimized in the consequences that 
may flow from approval of them. 

So the USA FREEDOM Act would 
provide for, in effect, a panel of advo- 
cates and experts with proper security 
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clearances that the court can call upon 
to give independent, informed opinions 
and advocacy in cases involving a novel 
or significant interpretation of law, 
not in every case, not every argument 
but where there is, for example, the 
issue of whether the statute authorizes 
the bulk collection of phone records. 

I tend to think the outcome would 
have been different in that case if the 
court had been given the opposing side 
of the argument, the argument that 
eventually prevailed in the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Second Circuit by a 
unanimous bench. 

So the court really deserves this ex- 
pertise. It deserves the other side and 
it deserves to hear both sides of the ar- 
gument. Just to clarify, those two 
sides of the argument should not be in 
any way given so as to detract from 
the time necessary. If it is an urgency, 
the warrant should be issued and the 
arguments heard later, just as they are 
in criminal court. When there is an exi- 
gency of time—and I have done it my- 
self as a prosecutor—the government’s 
lawyer should go to the judge, be given 
approval for whatever is necessary to 
protect the public or gain access to 
records that may be destroyed or oth- 
erwise safeguard security, public safe- 
ty, and that should be the rule here 
too. 

Now, in the normal criminal setting, 
at some point, a significant issue of 
law is going to be litigated if the evi- 
dence is ever used, and that is the basic 
principle here too. If there is a novel or 
significant issue of law, it should be 
litigated at some point, and that is 
where the amicus curiae would be in- 
volved. Security clearance is essential, 
timing is important, and there should 
be no compromise to our national secu- 
rity in the court hearing the argument 
that the advocate may present on the 
other side. It can only make for better 
decisions. In fact, it will benefit all of 
our rights. 

These provisions were written in con- 
sultation with the Department of Jus- 
tice attorneys who advocate before the 
FISA Court. They are supported by the 
Attorney General and the National Di- 
rector of Intelligence. They reflect the 
balance and compromise that appear 
throughout the USA FREEDOM Act. 
Amendment No. 1451 would upset this 
balance. It would strike the current 
provisions providing for the appoint- 
ment of a panel of amicus curiae—the 
provisions that represent a carefully 
crafted balance—and it would com- 
promise those provisions in a way that 
need not be done because this balance 
has the support of numerous stake- 
holders, from civil liberties groups to 
the intelligence community, and it 
would replace this balance, this insti- 
tution, with an ineffective, far less val- 
uable advocate. 

There is no need to water down and 
undercut and eviscerate the role of the 
independent experts by removing re- 
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quirements for the court to appoint a 
panel of experts to be on call, for the 
experts to receive briefings on relevant 
issues, and significantly to provide 
those experts with access to relevant 
information. Those provisions are un- 
necessary and unwise and, therefore, I 
oppose strongly amendment No. 1451 
because it does unnecessarily and un- 
wisely weaken the role of these experts 
and amicus curiae. 

Equally important, amendment No. 
1451 would limit access and signifi- 
cantly restrict the experts in their 
going to legal precedents, petitions, 
motions or other materials that are 
crucial to making a well-reasoned ar- 
gument. It would restrict their access 
unnecessarily and unwisely; thereby, 
endangering those rights and liberties 
the public advocates are there to pro- 
tect. It would also restrict their ability 
to consult with one another and share 
insights they may have gained from re- 
lated cases aS government attorneys 
are currently able to do. 

By undercutting these essential abili- 
ties and authorities, this amendment 
would hamstring any independence, 
both in reality and in perception; 
thereby, also undercutting the trust 
and confidence this act is designed to 
bolster and sustain. 

In short, I know many people of good 
conscience may disagree over the best 
way to reform this law. I accept and I 
welcome that fact. I welcome also my 
colleagues’ recognition that an amicus 
curiae procedure in some form would 
benefit this court, but I urge my col- 
leagues to reject an amendment that 
would lessen its constructive and bene- 
ficial impact. 

We have already delayed long 
enough. This amendment would not 
only weaken the bill, it would exacer- 
bate the delay by sending this bill back 
to the House. We all want to avoid a 
very potentially troubling delay in ap- 
proving this measure. I have been dis- 
mayed by the divisions and delays that 
have prevented us from finally approv- 
ing the USA FREEDOM Act before the 
existing law expires. We should move 
now. We should act decisively. We 
should adopt the USA FREEDOM Act 
without amendment No. 1451, which 
would simply further erode the trust 
and confidence, the legitimacy, and 
credibility of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
voting against this amendment, pass- 
ing the USA FREEDOM Act in its cur- 
rent form, avoiding the delay of send- 
ing it back to the House and then po- 
tentially having it come back to the 
Senate, so we can tell the American 
people we are protecting the strongest, 
greatest country in the history of the 
world from some of the most pernicious 
and perilous terrorist forces ever in the 
world’s history. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the 
Senator will withhold his request, we 
may have a Member who would like to 
seek the floor. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I will withhold 
my request, and I will just add, while 
we are waiting for my colleague to 
take the floor, that I want to join a 
number of my colleagues and speak on 
another matter. 

REMEMBERING BEAU BIDEN 

Mr. President, I join many of my col- 
leagues in our feelings and expressing 
deep sadness on the loss of Beau Biden, 
one of our Nation’s greatest public 
servants, one whom I was privileged to 
join in serving with as attorney gen- 
eral—he as the attorney general of 
Delaware and I of Connecticut. 

I knew Beau Biden well and, in fact, 
sat next to him at many of our meet- 
ings of the National Association of At- 
torneys General. There was no one I 
met as attorney general who was more 
dedicated to the rule of law, to pro- 
tecting people from threats to public 
safety, and respecting their rights and 
liberties in doing so. 

His loss is really a loss to our Nation 
as well as to the Vice President’s fam- 
ily and my heart and prayers go out to 
them. I know how deeply the Vice 
President loved Beau Biden and how 
much, as a dad, his death will unspeak- 
ably and unimaginably affect him. 

So, again, I want to express, on be- 
half of Cynthia and myself, our 
thoughts and prayers which are with 
the Vice President and his family at 
this time. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

ARTIFACTS TO HONOR NORTH DAKOTA SOLDIERS 
WHO LOST THEIR LIVES IN VIETNAM 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, since 
March, I have been speaking on the 
Senate floor about the 198 North Dako- 
tans who died while serving in the 
Vietnam war. But today I want to talk 
about something a little different. I 
want to talk about projects that were 
made by the Bismarck High School 
juniors in commemoration of these 
servicemen who gave the ultimate sac- 
rifice in Vietnam. 

Three Bismarck High teachers, Laura 
Forde, Sara Rinas, and Allison Wendle, 
are working with their history and 
English class students to research the 
lives and deaths of North Dakota’s fall- 
en servicemen in Vietnam. I am 
partnering with these high school stu- 
dents to learn about and to honor these 
men. 

In addition to conducting research, 
contacting families, and writing essays 
about these North Dakotans who died 
in Vietnam, the Bismarck High stu- 
dents took this information and cre- 
ated artifacts to further honor these 
men. It is their goal to place these arti- 
facts by the soldiers’ names at the 
Vietnam Memorial wall when these 
students come to Washington, DC, this 
fall. 
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Over 150 students worked in groups or 
individually to create some truly 
amazing artifacts. It was difficult to 
single out a few to share with you 
today on the Senate floor but know 
that the artifacts I describe today are 
truly examples of this wonderful 
project that has connected these young 
students with the stories and the fami- 
lies of the young men who gave their 
lives for our country almost 50 years 
ago. 

The first artifact I will show you is 
for John Lundin. 

McKenzie Rittel, Emily Schmid, 
Brittany Hawkinson, and Shelby 
Wittenberg are Bismarck High School 
juniors who reached out to John 
Lundin’s son and daughter-in-law, Ray 
and Cheri Lundin. The girls learned 
that John wanted to be a farmer after 
completing his Army service and paint- 
ed a farm scene on the scoop of a shov- 
el. On the shovel’s handle, they wrote 
John’s dates of birth and death in pur- 
ple to represent his Purple Heart 
Medal. Also on the handle, they paint- 
ed a Bronze Star and a Silver Star— 
medals that John earned while in serv- 
ice. 

John’s family worked with the stu- 
dents to commemorate John’s service. 
They mailed the students soil from the 
Kansas land where John intended to 
farm and a small John Deere tractor. 
The students placed the Kansas soil in 
a jar with North Dakota soil and put 
the tractor on the lid. 

If it works out, John’s son and 
daughter-in-law may try to join the 
students in visiting the Vietnam Vet- 
erans Memorial wall in November to 
place these artifacts by John’s name. 

Hunter Lauer and Kyra Wetzel paired 
up to research the life and death of Roy 
Wagner, who was a student at Bis- 
marck High School about 50 years be- 
fore them. 

In high school, Roy was a lineman on 
the football team and wore No. 62. Hun- 
ter and Kyra decorated a Bismarck 
High School football jersey with Roy’s 
last name and wrote his dates of birth, 
deployment, and death in the numeral 
“6” and the medals received for his 
service and sacrifice in the numeral 
“2.” Hunter and Kyra compared Roy’s 
football position as a guard to his 
Army position on the battlefield pro- 
tecting his comrades and his friends. 

Hoping that his tribute to Navy sea- 
man Mitchell Hansey will last a long 
time, Bismarck High School student 
Logan Mollman decided to carve 
Mitchell’s name into a piece of wood. 
Learning that Mitchell served on the 
Navy APL 30 barge during his entire 
tour, Logan hand-carved the full APL 
30 emblem into the wood and then pro- 
tected the project with a coat of lac- 
quer. The emblem consists of the Stars 
and Stripes on the left, three bars on 
the right, and an apple in the middle 
for APL, or Auxiliary Personnel Light- 
er. Logan is looking forward to the 
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placement of his project in honor of 
Mitchell at the Vietnam Veterans Me- 
morial wall. 

Ashley Erickson, Kaleb Conitz, and 
Sam Stewart are the three students 
who researched the life and death of 
Marine Corps Capt. Ernest Bartolina. 

Ernest was flying a Chinook heli- 
copter on a medevac mission when his 
helicopter was shot down and he was 
killed. To honor him, the students 
placed a small Purple Heart Medal on a 
model Chinook helicopter. They deco- 
rated the board that holds the heli- 
copter with music notes, because Er- 
nest played the French horn, and with 
the Marine Corps and Purple Foxes em- 
blems to represent that he belonged to 
the HMM-364 Squadron. 

Kadon Freeman also created an arti- 
fact to commemorate the life of Ernest 
Bartolina. Kadon drew Ernest’s Chi- 
nook medevac helicopter and a jungle 
setting of Vietnam. In the helicopter, 
he incorporated photos of men who 
served in Vietnam, stating: 

The reason I made this CH-46 collage of 
soldiers in Vietnam was to represent Ernest 
Bartolina and the fallen heroes of the war 
with the medevac which he died in. I think 
that this is a good representation of him be- 
cause he volunteered to be in the war. 

Bismarck High School student 
Shaydee Pretends Eagle and PFC 
Roger Alberts are both from the Spirit 
Lake Sioux Reservation in North Da- 
kota. It is this connection that led 
Shaydee to research Roger’s life and 
decide to make by hand a ‘‘God’s eye’’ 
for a lost son of the Sioux Tribe. She 
hand-wove the yarn of her God’s eye in 
red and yellow. She hand-beaded ‘‘37H,”’ 
the panel location of Roger’s name on 
the Vietnam Veterans Memorial wall, 
in black and white. These four colors 
are the colors of the medicine wheel— 
very important colors to the Native 
American culture. 

Let me read what Shaydee said in her 
own words about honoring Private 
First Class Alberts: 

I decided to make a God’s Eye because as 
Native Americans, we believe that every- 
thing belongs to the Creator; the land, the 
animals, the food we eat, and ourselves. We 
believe that this life on earth is only tem- 
porary. We believe we were put here to grow, 
love and learn, and then we return home. Our 
culture has made most Natives artists. Some 
of the things we do consist of bead work, 
feather work, quill work, cloth work, buck- 
skin work, painting and dentalium work. All 
is made by hand, which means whatever we 
decide to make, we put our mind, heart, and 
time into. Our elders say, ‘‘always do things 
with a good heart,’’ because the energy and 
vibes we have at the time stay with what- 
ever we are making, which is why I hope I 
put my best into the God’s Eye. 

Taylor Anderson, Austin Wentz, and 
Miriah Leier are 11th graders who cre- 
ated a large F4D Phantom plane to 
leave at the Vietnam Veterans Memo- 
rial wall in honor of Air Force Lt. Col. 
Wendell Keller. 

The students contacted Wendell’s 
family, who shared mementos and 
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photos of Wendell and told them about 
Wendell’s life, the 1969 plane crash, and 
the 2012 identification of his remains. 
The family even mailed the students 
items recovered from Wendell’s crash 
site, including pieces of a zipper and air 
tube. 

Taylor, Austin, and Miriah built and 
decorated the plane with images of 
Wendell and the medals he was award- 
ed in recognition of his extraordinary 
service. The students named the plane 
the Carol II, in honor of Wendell’s wife. 

Brenna Gilje and Courtney Hirvela 
learned that CPT Thomas Alderson was 
a multisport athlete and lettered in 
tennis, basketball, and track when he 
was a student at Grand Forks Central 
High School. 

Brenna and Courtney contacted the 
school to obtain the school letters and 
had a dog tag made with Tom’s infor- 
mation on it. In their report, these 
girls noted: 

This letter represents Alderson’s high 
school years and it can easily be related to a 
lot of teenage boys today. The letter with 
the dog tag shows how quickly he had to 
grow up and mature in such a short amount 
of time. As Alderson joined the military, he 
turned in his letter, along with his child- 
hood, for a dog tag. 

When McKayla Boehm began her 
project, she looked at different sol- 
diers’ names to find the right person to 
research. She noticed one of the killed- 
in-action had the same last name as 
hers, and she started to look into the 
soldier’s family tree and her own fam- 
ily tree. McKayla found that Army 
SGT Richard Boehm was a cousin to 
her grandfather. McKayla decided to 
draw a family tree to show how she was 
related to Sergeant Boehm. This con- 
nection made the project that much 
more meaningful to McKayla. She had 
no idea she was related to a soldier who 
was killed in action in Vietnam. 

McKayla added some information 
about Richard by his name on her fam- 
ily tree and wrote a note to him, 
thanking him for his service and ex- 
pressing her desire that he were still 
with us so she could have gotten to 
know him. This project also empha- 
sized for McKayla the importance of 
appreciating family and friends be- 
cause you never know when the people 
who are closest to you may be taken 


away. 
Nicole Holmgren, Tiffani Friesz, 
Brandi Bieber, and Georgia Marion 


looked for Gerald “Gerry” Klein's fam- 
ily members and spoke on the phone 
with Gerry's brother Bob. 

Bob told the students about Gerry’s 
life growing up in rural North Dakota, 
about being the oldest of five kids and 
working on the family farm. In fact, 
Bob explained to the girls that Gerry 
made the farm his priority, choosing to 
spend all of his free time there. 

The four students created a farm 
complete with grass, tractors, rocks, 
and farm animals to represent the 
place where Gerry felt happiest—on the 
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farm where he planned to return and 
make his life with his fiancee after 
serving in the Army. 

Jaycee Walter and Kambri Schaner 
decorated a fishing hat to commemo- 
rate Thomas Welker, a staff sergeant 
who served in Vietnam in the Army. 

The students learned that prior to 
being drafted, Thomas enjoyed spend- 
ing his free time fishing with his young 
family. On the fishing hat, Jaycee and 
Kambri wrote Thomas’ name and dates 
of birth and death. On eight fishing 
lures they hung from the hat, they 
wrote the names of Thomas’ family 
members and the awards he received 
during his service to our country. 

Bailee McEvers, Teagan McIntyre, 
Shandi Taix and Maisie Patzner filled a 
fishing tackle box with items that were 
important to Michael Meyhoff who 
served in the Army during the Vietnam 
war. 

These four students communicated 
with Michael’s family, who described 
Michael’s interest in baseball, rock col- 
lecting, hunting, and fishing. The stu- 
dents filled the tackle box with a base- 
ball, rocks, shotgun shells, and fishing 
lures to represent his hobbies. They 
also decorated the box with pictures of 
Michael and the baseball field in Cen- 
ter, ND, that is named after him. 

Finally, the final photo I will show 
you today is of a young man who was 
impacted in a very meaningful way in 
his research. Zach Bohlin is a talented 
student who carved a piece of wood 
into the shape of North Dakota. Zach 
added a peace sign, the soldier’s name, 
and then expressed his own feelings 
about the sacrifice made by the Viet- 
nam soldier he researched. 

I would like to share the beautiful 
sentiment expressed by Zach through 
his project at Bismarck High School. 
The empty chair, 

The absence of one voice in the air. 
Emotions take over with fear. 

You’re all I can’t hear. 

Damn the opinions of the world, 

It’s only filled with selfish words. 
Scream and never be heard, 

Keep quiet, carry on Sir. 

Bring with you your heartfelt rhymes, 
From the uncharted waters of your mind. 
Take your wounded skin and fly, 

It takes true love to sacrifice your life. 

This project has meant so much to 
the families of the soldiers who have 
been researched. This project has 
meant so much to these young stu- 
dents who are connected in a way 
where, without these three great teach- 
ers, they would never have been con- 
nected to those who were killed in ac- 
tion in Vietnam. They would never 
have appreciated the sacrifice, and, in 
many ways, these soldiers would never 
be remembered. 

I can’t say how proud I am, as their 
Senator, of the wonderful students of 
Bismarck High School and the great 
teachers who have taken on this 
project. It has meant so much to me, it 
has meant so much to the families, and 
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I think it has really meant so much to 
so many of the Vietnam veterans of my 
State who are still with us, who see 
this period of commemoration—as dic- 
tated by the President—as an impor- 
tant time to heal the wounds of Viet- 
nam. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

COMMENDING SENATOR GRAHAM 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
understand that the majority leader is 
on his way here to close out the Senate 
very shortly. I want to take 1 minute 
to recognize a significant milestone in 
the life of one of our colleagues here on 
the floor. That colleague is our friend 
Senator LINDSEY GRAHAM, and that 
milestone is his retirement from the 
U.S. Air Force and Reserve, which he 
has served for more than 30 years. I 
think that 30 years of service—particu- 
larly 30 years of service overlapping 
with the responsibilities of being a U.S. 
Senator—is something that is worth a 
kind word. 

The quality of Senator GRAHAM's 
service was impeccable. He has been 
awarded the Bronze Star Medal for his 
service. He has been recognized for his 
loyalty to the Air Force by being ap- 
pointed to the U.S. Air Force Academy 
Board of Visitors. Clearly, his con- 
tribution to the U.S. Air Force has 
been real. But I think Senator GRAHAM 
would also be the first one to say that 
he believes the U.S. Air Force made 
more of a contribution to him than he 
did to the U.S. Air Force. I think that 
is one of the reasons he was such a 
good U.S. Air Force and Reserve offi- 
cer, and it is also one of the reasons 
that we have such affection for him 
here in the Senate. 

I have to say that I disagree with 
Senator GRAHAM about a great number 
of things. He is a very, very conserv- 
ative Member of the Senate. But we get 
to know one another in this body. I 
like Senator GRAHAM. I respect Senator 
GRAHAM, and I am pleased to come to 
the floor today to commend Senator 
GRAHAM for what must be a somewhat 
emotional milestone as he steps down 
from the uniform that he has now worn 
for more than 30 years for our country. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


REMEMBERING GEORGE HALEY 


e Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
recently paid tribute to George Haley, 
a distinguished Tennessean and distin- 
guished American who died at the age 
of 89 on May 13. 

I ask unanimous consent that the ar- 
ticle “George Haley, the Giant Who 
Never Quit,” by Bankole Thompson, 
published in the Michigan Chronicle 
and a copy of a resolution passed by 
the Kansas Senate honoring George 
Haley be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Michigan Chronicle, May 18, 2015] 
GEORGE HALEY, THE GIANT WHO NEVER QUIT 
(By Bankole Thompson) 


Malcolm X, in “The Autobiography of Mal- 
colm X: As Told to Alex Haley,” described by 
Time magazine as one of the 10 best non-fic- 
tion books of the century, told Alex Haley to 
remind his younger brother, George Haley, 
not to forget that it was because of Malcolm 
and others raising hell in the streets as 
fighters for racial democracy that George 
was able to make it in Kansas where he be- 
came the first Black state senator in 1964. 

Eight years ago in the basement of his Sil- 
ver Spring home in Maryland, I asked George 
what he thought of Malcolm’s remarks about 
him in that seminal book. He looked at me 
and laughed and called it “a rather inter- 
esting distinction.” I smiled back and we 
continued looking over materials he wanted 
to share with me including letters Alex 
wrote to him as he traveled around the coun- 
try and the world. From the correspondences 
I deduced that he was Alex’s secret weapon. 

Last week, George Haley, the man known 
to many as “Ambassador Haley” died May 13 
at his home at the age of 89 following an ill- 
ness. No man has had a bigger impact on my 
life growing up than George Haley. He was 
an accomplished lawyer, a United States 
Ambassador, a veteran of the U.S. Air Force, 
a son of the South, a family man, a More- 
house man, a thinker of the Black experience 
and a person who did not allow Jim Crow to 
subdue him when he became the second 
Black to earn a law degree at the University 
of Arkansas. As he would explain later, he 
was living in a basement and would go up- 
stairs to take his classes. He would go on to 
serve six U.S. presidents. 

I met George when I was a teenager look- 
ing to explore the possibilities of the world 
and how to better myself living in a father- 
less home. Being raised by a grandmother 
who was doing her best, I had the good for- 
tune one day of meeting Ambassador Haley, 
who instantly took interest in me. He treas- 
ured my grandmother and congratulated her 
on many occasions for her efforts in raising 
a Black boy. Not knowing what the future 
would hold for me as a teenager because I did 
not have the typical structure of parental 
support, George entered my life, enamored 
by my germinating skills as a budding writ- 
er. AS a mentor, he told me the world was 
my oyster and shared stories of his life with 
me. 
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One day, during one of my regular visits to 
his office, he started asking pointed ques- 
tions about the unexplained absence of my 
dad. I told him the stories my grandmother 
shared with me about my father not being at 
home. He looked at me closely, tense and 
upset. He shook his head and told me never 
to feel bad about that because “the man up- 
stairs” was in control. He was not an absent 
father. He was a present father who loved 
and always talked about his kids. 

No doubt, having someone of his stature 
say that to a lad who was at a crucial stage 
in life was reassuring. Many young men 
today, especially Black boys, need the con- 
fidence and support of accomplished men 
who have crossed every Rubicon with grace 
and dignity, to tell them that their world is 
not going to fall apart and support them in 
ensuring that they too can be meaningfully 
and productively engaged and become 
change makers. 

We developed a father-son relationship. He 
told me about Dr. Benjamin Elijah Mays, the 
former president of Morehouse College and 
the man who mentored him and Dr. Martin 
Luther King Jr. and others. His favorite 
phrase from Dr. Mays that he left me with 
was, “The man who out thinks you, rules 
you.” 

He talked about the need for critical 
thinkers in the Black community, and said 
we owed it to ourselves to provide an atmos- 
phere that would illuminate the brilliance of 
Black boys and allow them to grow into 
manhood and find a sense of achievement. 

He talked about the responsibilities of 
writers having the ability and power to nar- 
rate and shape history. Black writers in par- 
ticular, he believed, should never fail to ar- 
ticulate the Black experience and tell stories 
that often could otherwise go missing. He 
referenced many times the book “Roots,” 
written by Alex and how it impacted the 
world. I still kept a copy of “Roots” in my 
study which he autographed for me as a 
birthday gift. We discussed on numerous 
times the importance of preserving a bibliog- 
raphy of Black writers of the last century. 

As a Morehouse graduate of the class of 
1949, the same time Dr. King was at More- 
house, he believed in the philosophy of Dr. 
Mays and what he did in training and pre- 
paring generations of Black men like him 
and others at Morehouse who would go on to 
change the world and better their commu- 
nities. 

George Haley was a first-rate gentleman of 
the era before and after Jim Crow. In 1963, 
Alex Haley wrote in Readers Digest, “George 
Haley: The Man Who Wouldn’t Quit,” an ar- 
ticle that chronicled the persistent racial 
humiliation he underwent at the University 
of Arkansas. 

“The first day of school, he went quickly 
to his basement room, put his sandwich on 
the table, and headed upstairs for class. He 
found himself moving through wave upon 
wave of White faces that all mirrored the 
same emotions—shock, disbelief, then chok- 
ing, inarticulate rage. The lecture room was 
buzzing with conversation, but as he stepped 
through the door there was silence. He 
looked for his seat. It was on the side be- 
tween the other students and the instructor. 
When the lecture began, he tried desperately 
to concentrate on what the professor was 
saying, but the hate in that room seeped into 
his conscience and obliterated thought. On 
the second day, he was greeted with open 
taunts and threats: “You, nigger, what are 
you doing here?” “Hey, nigger, go back to 
Africa.” He tried not to hear, to walk with 
an even pace, with dignity,” Alex wrote 
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about George in a piece that was a classic ex- 
hibit of the Jim Crow era. 

When Dr. King appeared at Kansas State 
University (KSU) in January of 1968, George 
came with him. Decades later, the university 
would invite him to return in 2011 to hear 
the rediscovered recordings of King’s re- 
marks. What was also discovered was an- 
other piece of history: After King’s assas- 
sination, a handwritten note with George’s 
name on it was found in his coat pocket. 

In 2010, during one of his shuttle visits to 
Michigan, he asked me to meet him for lunch 
at the Westin Hotel in Southfield. There I 
asked him about the note found in King’s 
jacket. He said he was happy the new infor- 
mation would allow the university to do 
more around race and justice and went on to 
explain how it happened. 

King scribbled down names of individuals, 
including George, that he needed to recog- 
nize before speaking at KSU. George and 
three other university officials, including 
then KSU President McCain, had chartered a 
plane to pick King up in Manhattan, Kansas 
so he could come speak at the university. 

George Haley believed in education and his 
life was shaped by seminal events. When he 
came out of law school, he joined the law 
firm of Stevens Jackson in Kansas, which 
provided work in the Brown v. Board of Edu- 
cation case in Topeka. 

I treasured his mentorship. I cherished the 
father figure he was to me. I was honored to 
have known and spent a significant amount 
of time with him. I accompanied him to 
events he wanted me to be at. 

For instance, when his close friend Simeon 
Booker, whose groundbreaking coverage of 
the Emmett Till murder trial made him one 
of the most iconic Black journalists of all 
time, celebrated his 50 years as Washington 
Bureau chief for Jet magazine, George asked 
me to accompany him to the celebration. 
The event was a Who’s Who of the Black 
writers world. 

His lasting impact on me would never wane 
with passage of time. 

Before he became ill, I always expected an 
interrogating call from him at the office in 
a sagely voice wanting to know what the lat- 
est update was with me, especially if he 
didn’t hear from me for a month or two. If 
his call went to voice mail, our receptionist 
Pauline Leatherwood, would leave a note to 
say that George Haley called from Maryland. 

When my son was born he was excited. He 
sent a Christmas gift for him every year. It 
was always predictable—something to keep 
him warm in the winter. We talked about fa- 
therhood and the challenges and opportuni- 
ties that come with such responsibility, 


highlighted in Dr. Curtis Ivery’s book 
“Black Fatherhood: Reclaiming Our Leg- 
acy.” 


He would remind me sometimes of the first 
day we met and the impression I made on 
him, and how life, often punctuated by chal- 
lenges, has a way of taking us to places un- 
thinkable. 

George Williford Boyce Haley, born in 
Henning, Tennessee, will be missed by his 
wife, Doris Haley, a retired Washington, D.C. 
educator, and his children attorney Anne- 
Haley Brown, who works in the Los Angeles 
City Attorney’s Office, and son David Haley, 
a Kansas state senator and his beloved 
grandchildren. 

When I think about George Haley’s demise, 
I think about the adage that, “Those who 
have lived a good life do not fear death, but 
meet it calmly, and even long for it in the 
face of great suffering. But those who do not 
have a peaceful conscience dread death as 
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though life means nothing but physical tor- 
ment. The challenge is to live our life so that 
we will be prepared for death when it 
comes.” 

George Haley lived a full life and he will 
continue to live on in the lives of those he 
helped and mentored. 

He was a man of mark, and the giant who 
never quit. 


SENATE RESOLUTION No. 1707 

A Resolution recognizing 50 years of black 

state senators in Kansas and honoring 

George W. Haley, the first elected black 

state senator in Kansas 

Whereas, February of each year is des- 
ignated “Black History Month” in the 
United States, and, in Kansas, Governor Sam 
Brownback has also designated the same, 
urging all Kansans to recognize accomplish- 
ments and contributions to Kansas made by 
people of color; and 

Whereas, The 1965 session of the Kansas 
State Legislature was the first time in his- 
tory that blacks would serve in the Kansas 
Senate, a legislative body that first com- 
menced upon Statehood in 1861; and 

Whereas, George Williford Boyce Haley 
was born on August 28, 1925, in Henning, Ten- 
nessee. After serving in World War II in the 
U.S. Air Force, George Haley attended More- 
house College with fellow student Martin Lu- 
ther King, Jr. and became one of the first Af- 
rican-Americans to graduate from the Uni- 
versity of Arkansas School of Law. George 
Williford Boyce Haley, a Republican Kansas 
City attorney and resident of Wyandotte 
County, and Democrat Curtis McClinton, Sr., 
a realtor from Wichita and member of the 
Kansas House of Representatives, were both 
elected to the Kansas Senate in the general 
election held in November, 1964. Haley was 
officially accorded first-elected status be- 
cause his district number, 11, numerically 
preceded McClinton’s district number, 26. 
Haley’s last name alphabetically precedes 
McClinton’s and Wyandotte County election 
officials reported election results to the Sec- 
retary of State’s office before Sedgwick 
County election officials reported results; 
and 

Whereas, Haley joined the firm of Stevens, 
Jackson and Davis in Kansas City, Kansas, 
who provided legal assistance in the land- 
mark civil rights case, Brown v. Board of 
Education in Topeka, Kansas. Haley then 
served as Deputy City Attorney in Kansas 
City, Kansas; and 

Whereas, In the Kansas Legislature, Sen- 
ator George Haley was an advocate for per- 
sonal liberties and social equity, and a vi- 
sionary for inclusion. He was often not sup- 
ported by fellow members of the Kansas Sen- 
ate, including members from his own polit- 
ical party. A noted example of putting prin- 
ciples above partisan or popular politics was 
his near-solo support for fair and equal hous- 
ing; and 

Whereas, Haley went on to serve in six 
United States presidential administrations. 
He served as Chief Counsel of the Federal 
Transportation Administration under Presi- 
dent Nixon, Associate Director for the Equal 
Employment Opportunity Commission at the 
U.S. Information Agency and General Coun- 
sel and Congressional Liaison under Presi- 
dent Ford, Senior Advisor to the U.S. delega- 
tion of the United Nations Educational, Sci- 
entific and Cultural Organization under 
President Reagan, Chairman of the Postal 
Rate Commission under President George 
H.W. Bush and, under President Clinton, as 
the U.S. Ambassador to the Republic of The 
Gambia in West Africa, from whence Haley’s 
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forefather Kuntah Kinteh was brought to 
America; and 

Whereas, Haley now lives in Silver Spring, 
Maryland, with his wife of 60 years, Doris; 
and 

Whereas, Over the last 50 years, beginning 
with George W. Haley, only eight other black 
people have served in the Kansas State Sen- 
ate: Curtis R. McClinton; Bill McCray; Eu- 
gene Anderson; U.L. “Rip” Gooch; Sherman 
J. Jones; David B. Haley; Donald Betts Jr.; 
and Oletha Faust-Goudeau. Edward Sexton 
Jr. held the honorary title of Kansas State 
Senator, but did not serve: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Kansas, 
That we do hereby honor and recognize the 
half century of elected Afri-Kansans in this 
Chamber, cognizant during Black History 
Month of their contributions to the great- 
ness of our state. We especially acknowledge 
the accomplishments of our first elected 
black member, George W. Haley, who, 
through determination, hard work and the 
grace of God, broke numerous barriers to be- 
come a distinguished and inspiring American 
statesman, and be it further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
shall send two enrolled copies of this resolu- 
tion to Ambassador George W. Haley.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO SALOME RAHEIM 


e Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
would like to pay tribute to one of my 
constituents, who has recently an- 
nounced that she will be resigning from 
her position as dean of the University 
of Connecticut School of Social Work. 
Dr. Salome Raheim has served in this 
leadership position for 7 exemplary 
years, and she will return as a faculty 
member during July of this year. 

Dr. Raheim has dedicated her career 
to advancing diversity and cultural 
competence across the board in areas 
from higher education to health and 
human services. During her time as 
dean, she has established numerous ini- 
tiatives that have strengthened her de- 
partment and contributed immensely 
to the future success of her students. 
Her tireless efforts and contributions 
as dean will be remembered fondly and 
will be missed by many. 

Under Dr. Raheim’s leadership, the 
school has developed a campus-wide 
Just Community initiative, which ad- 
vocates for a safer, more diverse com- 
munity that is both equal and inclu- 
sive. The school has also expanded en- 
gagement between private and public 
agencies, in order to better provide for 
local communities and  underrep- 
resented populations. Dr. Raheim has 
also aided in fostering international 
partnerships with universities in Ger- 
many and Armenia, to the West Indies 
and Jamaica. All of these efforts have 
been a part in the overall establish- 
ment of this department as a nation- 
ally-recognized faculty of experts. 

As the first African-American woman 
to hold a deanship at UConn, and as a 
nationally recognized leader in the 
field of social work education, Dr. 
Raheim has undoubtedly left her mark 
on the UConn School of Social Work. 
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My wife Cynthia and I are honored to 
celebrate Dr. Raheim’s achievements, 
and we wish her all the best as she be- 
gins the next chapter of her life. I 
know that many across the State of 
Connecticut will join me in congratu- 
lating her on this laudable occasion.e 


-u 


CONCORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE 250TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


e Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, New 
Hampshire’s capital city, Concord, is 
celebrating its 250th anniversary this 
year. To be exact, this is the anniver- 
sary of the city’s being rechristened as 
Concord in recognition of a peaceful 
agreement that resolved a boundary 
dispute with the adjacent town of Bow 
in 1765. 

The city’s beginnings go back to 1725, 
when the Province of Massachusetts 
Bay established the area as the Planta- 
tion of Penacook, borrowing an 
Abenaki Native American word mean- 
ing “crooked place,” which refers to 
the serpentine bends of the Merrimack 
River just east of the city. Since 1808, 
when Concord became our capital city, 
it has been the civic and cultural heart 
of the Granite State. Along with its 
central place in New Hampshire geog- 
raphy and history, Concord has re- 
tained the friendliness and charm of a 
classic New England community. 

In a sense, it was in Concord that the 
United States of America was born as a 
constitutional republic. In June 21, 
1788, in the city’s Old North Meeting 
House, deputies from across the State 
approved the new federal constitution. 
And because New Hampshire was the 
decisive ninth of the original 13 States 
to approve the document, the Constitu- 
tion was declared ratified and became 
the law of the land. 

Likewise, it was men from Concord 
who were in the forefront of defending 
the Constitution during the Civil War. 
Following the bombardment of Fort 
Sumter, President Lincoln called for 
75,000 troops. In Concord, a recruiting 
station was set up near the Statehouse, 
and 50 volunteers enlisted by the end of 
the first day. The first to volunteer 
was Concord police constable Edward 
Sturtevant, who 20 months later made 
the ultimate sacrifice at the Battle of 
Fredericksburg. It is said that the 
First New Hampshire Volunteer Regi- 
ment, mustered in Concord, was the 
first fully equipped regiment of volun- 
teers to go to the front in 1861. Today, 
prominently displayed in the State 
capitol building in Concord, are the 
tattered, bloodstained regimental flags 
carried by Granite State soldiers at 
Bull Run, Antietam, Gettysburg, and 
other Civil War battlefields. 

The magnificent gold-domed State- 
house, at the center of Main Street, 
was completed in 1819, and is the oldest 
State capitol in which both houses of 
the legislature meet in their original 
chambers. The house of representatives 
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consists of 400 members and is the 
third largest legislative body in the 
English-speaking world, exceeded only 
by the U.S. House and the British 
House of Commons. 

For two centuries, Concord has been 
a commercial center and transpor- 
tation hub, connected first by canal 
and later by railway and highway with 
Boston. In the first half of the 19th cen- 
tury, the city’s Abbot Downing car- 
riage manufacturer was known world- 
wide for its Concord Stagecoach, famed 
as “the coach that won the West.” 

Since the late 1800s and continuing 
today, the city has been famous for its 
granite quarries. The local granite 
type, Concord granite, is prized for its 
fine texture and absence of discoloring 
oxides and minerals. It has been used 
in the construction of countless Civil 
War monuments, the Library of Con- 
gress, the Brooklyn Bridge, and the 
Pentagon, including portions of the 
Pentagon lost on 9/11. 

Concord has been home to many peo- 
ple of renown, including Franklin 
Pierce, our Nation’s 14th President. As 
a former public school teacher, my per- 
sonal hero is Christa McAuliffe, a Con- 
cord High School social studies teacher 
who was selected by NASA from more 
than 11,000 applicants to become the 
first teacher in space. Tragically, she 
perished aboard the Space Shuttle 
Challenger, but she is memorialized in 
Concord at the Christa McAuliffe 
School and the McAuliffe-Shephard 
Discover Center. 

From my 6 years as Governor, I can 
testify that Concord’s greatest assets 
are the everyday people of the city, 
who are unfailingly gracious and 
friendly. And, though I am far from ob- 
jective, I think that Concord’s Main 
Street is one of the very best in New 
England. It takes its character not 
only from the historic architecture, 
but also from the stores, cafes, and res- 
taurants—places where people know 
your name, and where the small busi- 
ness owners are right there, every day. 

Concord is marking its 250th anniver- 
sary, this year, with multiple events 
and festivities, including a week-long 
celebration in August. And the city is 
also looking to the future, with an am- 
bitious project to renew the city’s cen- 
ter. Mayor Jim Bouley and the people 
of Concord are determined to preserve 
the historic character and charm of 
downtown, while also creating a 21st 
century Main Street. I salute their 
city’s rich past and present, and I look 
forward to joining in the anniversary 
celebrations in the near future.e 


— 


RECOGNIZING DISTRICT 
DONUTS.SLIDERS.BREWS. 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, small 
businesses are often on the front lines 
of partnering with local organizations 
and non-profits to fight for change in 
their communities. I am proud to an- 
nounce District Donuts.Sliders.Brews. 
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of New Orleans, LA, as Small Business 
of the Week. 

Opened on the iconic Magazine Street 
in October 2013, District Donuts 
.Sliders.Brews., District D.S.B., has 
quickly become a Garden District sta- 
ple. This establishment is not an ordi- 
nary doughnut shop. One can expect to 
find an ever-changing variety of treats 
ranging in selection from peanut but- 
ter chocolate raspberry to spicy maple 
praline to whiskey ginger. In addition 
to over 100 doughnut options, District 
D.S.B. also offers a variety of made-to- 
order sliders. The only brews one will 
find at District D.S.B. consist of the 
coffee variety. One of District D.S.B.’s 
most popular beverages is their cold 
pressed coffee, which has been nitrogen 
brewed for nearly 30 hours. 

In addition to offering a diverse se- 
lection of doughnuts, sliders, and 
brews, District D.S.B. is also well- 
known for partnering with local com- 
munity organizations and non-profits. 
Most recently, District D.S.B. em- 
barked on a partnership with Cross- 
roads NOLA—a nonprofit organization 
for the development of a citywide fos- 
ter care and adoption initiative. To- 
gether, the two aim to educate and en- 
gage adults in the greater New Orleans 
community of Louisiana's foster care 
system through their campaign 
WeDon’tServeKids. The details of this 


innovative initiative touch at the 
heart of the Louisiana spirit. 
WeDon’tServeKids targets Louisian- 


ians’ generosity, southern hospitality, 
love of food, and appreciation for tradi- 
tion through the creation of their 
Streatcar food truck. On any given 
night, one can find District D.S.B.’s 
Streatcar catering weddings, recep- 
tions, parties, and events across the 
greater New Orleans area. One hundred 
percent of the profits from the 
Streatcar go to support Crossroads 
NOLA—aiding children in foster care 
and families across the State through a 
variety of services the organization of- 
fers. 

Congratulations again to District 
Donuts.Sliders.Brews. for being se- 
lected as Small Business of the Week. 
Thank you for your continued commit- 
ment to serving kids and families in 
your community—effectively improv- 
ing the lives of young folks in Lou- 
isiana for generations to come.e 


— AA 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC-1661. A communication from the Chief 
of the Planning and Regulatory Affairs 
Branch, Food and Nutrition Service, Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Profes- 
sional Standards for State and Local School 
Nutrition Programs Personnel as Required 
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by the Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act of 
2010” (RIN0584-AE19) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC-1662. A communication from the Acting 
Director of Defense Procurement and Acqui- 
sition Policy, Department of Defense, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regu- 
lation Supplement: Past Performance Infor- 
mation Retrieval System—Statistical Re- 
porting (PPIRS-SR)” ((RINO750-ATI40) 
(DFARS Case 2014-D015)) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-1663. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Acquisition, Tech- 
nology and Logistics), transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report entitled “Report to Con- 
gress on Department of Defense Fiscal Year 
2014 Purchases from Foreign Entities”; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-1664. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director, Senior Executive Management 
Office, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va- 
cancy in the position of Assistant Secretary 
of the Air Force (Manpower and Reserve Af- 
fairs), Department of the Air Force, received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-1665. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Director, Senior Executive Management 
Office, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va- 
cancy in the position of Under Secretary of 
Defense (Intelligence), Department of De- 
fense, received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC-1666. A communication from the Asso- 
ciate General Counsel for Legislation and 
Regulations, Office of the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled “Final Affordability Deter- 
mination—Energy Efficiency Standards” 
(RIN2501-ZA01) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 13, 2015; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-1667. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to a transaction involving U.S. 
exports to Azerbaijan; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1668. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the export to the 
People's Republic of China of items not det- 
rimental to the U.S. space launch industry; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-1669. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Wassenaar Arrangement 2014 Plenary 
Agreements Implementation and Country 
Policy Amendments.” (RIN0694-AG44) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1670. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to a transaction involving U.S. 
exports to Luxembourg; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1671. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
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Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to a transaction involving U.S. 
exports to the United Arab Emirates; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC-1672. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to a transaction involving U.S. 
exports to South Africa; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1673. A communication from the Chair- 
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port relative to a transaction involving U.S. 
exports to Mexico; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1674. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Energy Efficiency and Renew- 
able Energy, Department of Energy, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“Annual Report to Congress on Federal Gov- 
ernment Energy Management and Conserva- 
tion Programs, Fiscal Year 2012”; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-1675. A communication from the Chief 
of the Branch of Permits and Regulations, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Migratory Bird 
Permits; Removal of Yellow-billed Magpie 
and Other Revisions to Depredation Order” 
(RIN1018-AY60) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 21, 2015; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-1676. A communication from the Chief 
of the Endangered Species Listing Branch, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Threatened 
Species Status for Dakota Skipper and En- 
dangered Species Status for Poweshiek 
Skipperling’’ (RIN1018-AY01) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
21, 2015; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC-1677. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu- 
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Net 
Positive Suction Head for Emergency Core 
Cooling and Containment Heat Removal Sys- 
tem Pumps” (NRC-2015-0107) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC-1678. A communication from the Chief 
of the Division of Policy and Programs, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled “Boating Infrastruc- 
ture Grant Program’’ (RIN1018-AW64) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 21, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1679. A communication from the Acting 
Chief of the Endangered Species Branch of 
Listing, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart- 
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan- 
gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; 
Designation of Critical Habitat for Neosho 
Mucket and Rabbitsfoot” (RIN1018-AZ30) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 21, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1680. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Director, Centers for Medicare and Med- 
icaid Services, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Medicare 
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and Medicaid Program; Revisions to Deem- 
ing Authority Survey, Certification, and En- 
forcement Procedures” ((RIN0938-A Q33) 
(CMS-8255-F)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 21, 2015; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC-1681. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Foreign Claims Settlement Com- 
mission of the United States, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Commission’s an- 
nual report for 2014; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC-1682. A communication from the Acting 
Chief Administrative Law Judge, Office of 
Administrative Law Judges, Department of 
Labor, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules of Practice and 
Procedure for Administrative Hearings Be- 
fore the Office of Administrative Law 
Judges” (RIN1290-AA26) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on May 19, 
2015; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1683. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal 
Year 2012 Report on the Preventive Medicine 
and Public Health Training Grant and Inte- 
grative Medicine Programs”; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-1684. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Department’s fiscal 
year 2012 report on the Nurse Education, 
Practice, Quality, and Retention Program; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1685. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor- 
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Benefits Payable in 
Terminated Single-Employer Plans; Interest 
Assumptions for Valuing and Paying Bene- 
fits” (29 CFR Part 4022) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1686. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant General Counsel for Regulatory 
Services, Office of the General Counsel, De- 
partment of Education, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘As- 
sistance to States for the Education of Chil- 
dren With Disabilities’? (RIN1820-AB65) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 21, 2015; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1687. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Illinois; 
Emission Limit Infrastructure SIP Require- 
ments for the 2008 Ozone, 2010 NO2, and 2010 
SO2 NAAQS” (FRL No. 9927-94-Region 5) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1688. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Determination of Attainment of the 1997 8- 
Hour Ozone National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard for the Baltimore, Maryland Seri- 
ous Nonattainment Area” (FRL No. 9928-15- 
Region 8) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the 
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Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-1689. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Ohio; Re- 
moval of General Conformity Regulations’’ 
(FRL No. 9927-98-Region 5) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC-1690. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Virginia; Re- 
visions to the Attainment Plans for the 
Commonwealth of Virginia Portion of the 
Washington, DC-MD-VA 1990 1-Hour and the 
1997 8-Hour Ozone Nonattainment Areas and 
the Maintenance Plan for the Fredericksburg 
1997 8-Hour Ozone Maintenance Area to Re- 
move the Stage II Vapor Recovery Program” 
(FRL No. 9927-90-Region 3) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC-1691. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; West Vir- 
ginia; Permits for Construction and Major 
Modification of Major Stationary Sources 
Which Cause or Contribute to Nonattain- 
ment Areas” (FRL No. 9928-02-Region 3) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1692. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; State of Colorado; Re- 
gional Haze State Implementation Plan” 
(FRL No. 9928-16-Region 8) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC-1693. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval of Air Quality Implementa- 
tion Plans; Ohio: Cleveland and Delta; Deter- 
mination of Attainment for the 2008 Lead 
Standard” (FRL No. 9927-96-Region 5) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1694. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Modification of the Designations of 
the Caribbean Ocean Dredged Material Dis- 
posal Sites” (FRL No. 9928-04-Region 2) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1695. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled “Final Flood Elevation Deter- 
minations” ((44 CFR Part 67) (Docket No. 
FEMA-2015-0001)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 19, 2015; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 
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EC-1696. A communication from the Board 
Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, Farm 
Credit Administration, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Administration's Semi-An- 
nual Report of the Inspector General for the 
period from October 1, 2014 through March 
31, 2015 and the Management Response; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1697. A communication from the Senior 
Procurement Executive, Office of Acquisi- 
tion Policy, General Services Administra- 
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled “General Services Ad- 
ministration Acquisition Regulation 
(GSAR); Unique Item Identification (UID)” 
(RIN3090-AJ53) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1698. A communication from the Fed- 
eral Co-Chair, Appalachian Regional Com- 
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Commission's Semiannual Report of the In- 
spector General for the period from October 
1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-1699. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, Office of General 
Counsel, Federal Trade Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Revisions to Rules of Practice” (16 
CFR Parts 3 and 4) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-1700. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Amend- 
ment of Section 173.622(i1), Post-Transition 
Table of DTV Allotments, Television Broad- 
cast Stations (Bend, Oregon)” (MB Docket 
No. 15-88, DA 15-584) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-1701. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va- 
cancy in the position of Administrator, Fed- 
eral Highway Administration, Department of 
Transportation, received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1702. A communication from the Asso- 
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De- 
partment of Homeland Security, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a 
vacancy in the position of Assistant Sec- 
retary/Administrator, Transportation Secu- 
rity Administration, Department of Home- 
land Security, received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1703. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va- 
cancy in the position of Administrator, Pipe- 
line and Hazardous Materials Safety Admin- 
istration, Department of Transportation, re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1704. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; Coastal 
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Pelagic Species Fisheries; Closure” 
(RIN0648-XD916) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1705. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, 
and South Atlantic; Reef Fish Fishery of the 
Gulf of Mexico; Red Snapper Management 
Measures” (RIN0648-BE91) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1706. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Administrator for Fisheries, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, Department of Com- 
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled “Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
Provisions; Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Northeast Groundfish Fish- 
ery; Framework Adjustment 53” (RIN0648— 
BD93) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-1707. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Administrator for Fisheries, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, Department of Com- 
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled “Magnuson-Stevens 
Act Provisions; Northeast Multispecies Fish- 
ery; 2015 and 2016 Sector Operations Plans 
and 2015 Contracts and Allocation of North- 
east Multispecies Annual Catch Entitle- 
ments” (RIN0648-XD461) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1708. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Administrator for Fisheries, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, Department of Com- 
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled “Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
Provisions; Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Northeast Groundfish Fish- 
ery; Fishing Year 2015; Recreational Manage- 
ment Measures” (RIN0648-BE82) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 20, 2015; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1709. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Groundfish Fishery by Non- 
Rockfish Program Catcher Vessels Using 
Trawl Gear in the Western and Central Regu- 
latory Area of the Gulf of Alaska” (RIN0648— 
XD929) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-1710. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the Ber- 
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area” (RIN0648-XD909) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1711. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
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“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the Ber- 
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area” (RIN0648-XD918) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1712. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the Ber- 
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area” (RIN0648-XD921) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1713. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Trawl Catcher 
Vessels in the Central Regulatory Area of 
the Gulf of Alaska” (RIN0648-XD910) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1714. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe- 
cial Local Regulations and Safety Zones; 
Marine Events Held in the Sector Long Is- 
land Sound Captain of the Port Zone” 
((RIN1625-AA08 and RIN1625-AA00) (Docket 
No. USCG-2015-0125)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-1715. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe- 
cial Local Regulation and Safety Zones; Re- 
curring Marine Events Held in the Coast 
Guard Sector Northern New England Captain 
of the Port Zone” ((RIN1625-AA08 and 
RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2014-0865)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1716. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Se- 
curity Zone, U.S. Open Golf Championship, 
South Puget Sound; University Place, WA” 
((RIN1625-AA87) (Docket No. USCG-2014- 
1075)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-1717. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Agat Marina, Agat, Guam” 
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2015- 
0300)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-1718. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Marine Safety Unit Savannah 
Safety Zone for Heavy Weather and Other 
Natural Disasters, Savannah Captain of the 
Port Zone, Savannah, GA” ((RIN1625-AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG-2014-1017)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
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20, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1719. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zones and Regulated Navigation 
Area; Shell Arctic Drilling/Exploration Ves- 
sels and Associate Voluntary First Amend- 
ment Area, Puget Sound, WA” ((RIN1625— 
AA00 and RIN 1625-AA11) (Docket No. USCG- 
2015-0295)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1720. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Southern Branch Elizabeth 
River; Chesapeake, VA” ((RIN1625-AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG-2015-0117)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1721. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Floating Construction Plat- 
form, Chicago River, Chicago, IL” ((RIN1625— 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2015-0333)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1722. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Apra Outer Harbor and Adja- 
cent Waters, Guam” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Dock- 
et No. USCG-2015-0304)) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1723. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Monongahela River Mile 68.0- 
68.8; Rices Landing, PA” ((RIN1625-AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG-2015-0284)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1724. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Pamlico River; Washington, 
NC” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG- 
2015-0287)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1725. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; Portland Dragon Boat Races, 
Portland, OR” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG-2014-0492)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1726. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Safety Zone; 24 Mile Tampa Bay Marathon 
Swim, Tampa Bay; Tampa, FL” ((RIN1625- 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2015-0071)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 
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EC-1727. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 


“Drawbridge Operation Regulation; 
Manitowoc River, Manitowoc, WI” 
((RIN1625-AA09) (Docket No. USCG-2015- 


0132)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-1728. A communication from the Attor- 
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Drawbridge Operation Regulation; St. 
Marks River, Newport, FL” ((RIN1625-AA09) 
(Docket No. USCG-2015-0120)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1729. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Amend- 
ment of Authority Citation for Part 71: Des- 
ignation of Class A, B, C, D, and E Airspace 
Areas; Air Traffic Service Routes; and Re- 
porting Points, and Part 73: Special Use Air- 
space” (RIN2120-AA66) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 20, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1730. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Amend- 
ment of Restricted Area Boundary Descrip- 
tions; Joint Base Lewis-McChord, WA” 
(RIN2120-AA66) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1731. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Zephyrhills, FL” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0917)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1732. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Cando, ND” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0746)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1733. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Livingston, MT” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2015-0518)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1734. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Alma, NE” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0745)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 
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EC-1735. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Encinal, TX” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0741)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1736. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Cypress, TX” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0743)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1737. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Edgeley, ND” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0537)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1738. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Key Largo, FL” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0729)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1739. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; West Creek, NJ” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0662)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1740. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Manchester, NH” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0601)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1741. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Baton Rouge, LA” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-1072)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1742. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Baltimore, MD” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2015-0793)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1743. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
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law, the report of a rule entitled “Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2015-0930)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1744. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Airbus Airplanes” ((RIN2120— 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0655)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1745. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes” 
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0528)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1746. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Amend- 
ment of Class E Airspace; Sonora, TX” 
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2014-0427)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1747. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Airworthi- 
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2011-0475)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1748. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Airworthi- 
ness Directives; ATR-GIE Avions de Trans- 
port Regional Airplanes” ((RIN2120-AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA-2015-0497)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1749. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled “Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Dassault Aviation Air- 
planes” ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA- 
2015-0830)) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1750. A communication from the Man- 
agement and Program Analyst, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi- 
ness Directives; Various Aircraft Equipped 
With Wing Lift Struts” ((RIN2120-AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA-2014-1083)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on May 
20, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1751. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Chief Counsel for Hazmat, Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Administration, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
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pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Hazardous Materials: Enhanced Tank Car 
Standards and Operational Controls for 
High-Hazard Flammable Trains” (RIN2137- 
AE91) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 20, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 


— 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. WYDEN, 
and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 1471. A bill to require declassification of 
certain redacted information from the Joint 
Inquiry into Intelligence Community Activi- 
ties Before and After the Terrorist Attacks 
of September 2001 and for other purposes; to 
the Select Committee on Intelligence. 

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. MARKEY, 
Ms. WARREN, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 1472. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to reform and modernize the 
Universal Service Fund Lifeline Assistance 
Program; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 


—— 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself and 
Mr. MCCAIN): 

S. Res. 189. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate regarding the 25th anni- 
versary of democracy in Mongolia; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


—— 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 139 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
139, a bill to permanently allow an ex- 
clusion under the Supplemental Secu- 
rity Income program and the Medicaid 
program for compensation provided to 
individuals who participate in clinical 
trials for rare diseases or conditions. 

S. 223 

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
223, a bill to require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to establish a pilot 
program on awarding grants for provi- 
sion of furniture, household items, and 
other assistance to homeless veterans 
to facilitate their transition into per- 
manent housing, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 248 

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 248, a bill to clarify the rights 
of Indians and Indian tribes on Indian 
lands under the National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. 
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S. 257 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 257, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act with 
respect to physician supervision of 
therapeutic hospital outpatient serv- 
ices. 
S. 275 
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 275, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to provide 
for the coverage of home as a site of 
care for infusion therapy under the 
Medicare program. 
S. 289 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
289, a bill to prioritize funding for an 
expanded and sustained national in- 
vestment in biomedical research. 
S. 311 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN), the Senator from New 
York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and the Sen- 
ator from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) were 
added as cosponsors of $. 311, a bill to 
amend the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 to address and 
take action to prevent bullying and 
harassment of students. 
S. 317 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 317, a bill to improve early edu- 
cation. 
S. 335 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 335, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to im- 
prove 529 plans. 
S. 439 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 439, a bill to end discrimination 
based on actual or perceived sexual ori- 
entation or gender identity in public 
schools, and for other purposes. 
S. 553 
At the request of Mr. CORKER, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
553, a bill to marshal resources to un- 
dertake a concerted, transformative ef- 
fort that seeks to bring an end to mod- 
ern slavery, and for other purposes. 
S. 559 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 
of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) 
was added as a cosponsor of $. 559, a 
bill to prohibit the Secretary of Edu- 
cation from engaging in regulatory 
overreach with regard to institutional 
eligibility under title IV of the Higher 
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Education Act of 1965, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 637 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 637, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend and 
modify the railroad track maintenance 
credit. 
S. 681 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 681, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to clarify presump- 
tions relating to the exposure of cer- 
tain veterans who served in the vicin- 
ity of the Republic of Vietnam, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 682 
At the request of Mr. DONNELLY, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 682, a bill to amend the 
Truth in Lending Act to modify the 
definitions of a mortgage originator 
and a high-cost mortgage. 
S. 683 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) and the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. UDALL) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 683, a bill to extend the 
principle of federalism to State drug 
policy, provide access to medical mari- 
juana, and enable research into the me- 
dicinal properties of marijuana. 
S. 713 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 713, a bill to prevent international 
violence against women, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 740 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 740, a bill to improve the co- 
ordination and use of geospatial data. 
S. 797 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 797, a bill to amend the Railroad 
Revitalization and Regulatory Reform 
Act of 1976, and for other purposes. 
S. 799 
At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 
the name of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana (Mr. VITTER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 799, a bill to combat the 
rise of prenatal opioid abuse and neo- 
natal abstinence syndrome. 
S. 890 


At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 890, a bill to amend title 54, United 
States Code, to provide consistent and 
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reliable authority for, and for the fund- 
ing of, the Land and Water Conserva- 
tion Fund to maximize the effective- 
ness of the Fund for future genera- 
tions, and for other purposes. 
S. 928 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 928, a bill to reauthorize the 
World Trade Center Health Program 
and the September 11th Victim Com- 
pensation Fund of 2001, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1056 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1056, a bill to eliminate racial 
profiling by law enforcement, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1126 
At the request of Mr. Coons, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of $. 1126, a bill to modify and 
extend the National Guard State Part- 
nership Program. 
S. 1130 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1130, a bill to amend title 
10, United States Code, to improve pro- 
cedures for legal justice for members of 
the Armed Forces, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1239 
At the request of Mr. DONNELLY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1239, a bill to amend the Clean Air Act 
with respect to the ethanol waiver for 
the Reid vapor pressure limitations 
under that Act. 
S. 1250 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1250, a bill to encourage States 
to require the installation of residen- 
tial carbon monoxide detectors in 
homes, and for other purposes. 
S. 1260 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1260, a bill to direct the 
Federal Communications Commission 
to revise and update its sponsorship 
identification rules applicable to com- 
mercial and political advertising. 
S. 1297 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1297, a bill to update the Commercial 
Space Launch Act by amending title 
51, United States Code, to promote 
competitiveness of the U.S. commer- 
cial space sector, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1800 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
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(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1300, a bill to amend the sec- 
tion 221 of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act to provide relief for adop- 
tive families from immigrant visa fees 
in certain situations. 
S. 1344 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1344, a bill to clarify that non- 
profit organizations such as Habitat for 
Humanity can accept donated mort- 
gage appraisals, and for other purposes. 
S. 1364 
At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1364, a bill to amend title 
XIX of the Social Security Act to re- 
quire the payment of an additional re- 
bate to the State Medicaid plan in the 
case of increase in the price of a ge- 
neric drug at a rate that is greater 
than the rate of inflation. 
S. 1380 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1380, a bill to support early learn- 
ing. 
S. 1382 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1382, a bill to prohibit discrimina- 
tion in adoption or foster care place- 
ments based on the sexual orientation, 
gender identity, or marital status of 
any prospective adoptive or foster par- 
ent, or the sexual orientation or gender 
identity of the child involved. 
S. 1393 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1393, a bill to require the 
Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency to include in each 
regulatory impact analysis for a pro- 
posed or final rule an analysis that 
does not include any other proposed or 
unimplemented rule. 
S. CON. RES. 17 
At the request of Mr. ROUNDS, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Con. Res. 17, a concurrent 
resolution establishing a joint select 
committee to address regulatory re- 
form. 
S. RES. 148 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
PETERS) was added as a cosponsor of 8S. 
Res. 148, a resolution condemning the 
Government of Iran’s state-sponsored 
persecution of its Baha’i minority and 
its continued violation of the Inter- 
national Covenants on Human Rights. 
S. RES. 176 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
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shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 176, a resolution des- 
ignating September 2015 as ‘‘National 
Brain Aneurysm Awareness Month”. 

S. RES. 184 


At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of $. 
Res. 184, a resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate that conversion 
therapy, including efforts by mental 
health practitioners to change the sex- 
ual orientation, gender identity, or 
gender expression of an individual, is 
dangerous and harmful and should be 
prohibited from being practiced on mi- 
nors. 

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 184, supra. 


EE 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 189—EX- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE REGARDING THE 25TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF DEMOCRACY 
IN MONGOLIA 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself and 
Mr. MCCAIN) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 189 


Whereas the United States Government es- 
tablished diplomatic relations with the Gov- 
ernment of Mongolia in January 1987; 

Whereas, in 1990, the Government of Mon- 
golia declared an end to a one-party, author- 
itarian, Communist political system and 
adopted a lasting, multiparty democracy and 
free market reforms; 

Whereas the Government of Mongolia has 
demonstrated a commitment to democracy 
and continues to strengthen democratic in- 
stitutions in Mongolia; 

Whereas the Government of Mongolia is an 
important leader in, and model for, the suc- 
cessful and peaceful transition to democ- 
racy; 

Whereas Mongolia successfully chaired the 
Community of Democracies, which was held 
in Ulaanbaatar in 2013, and sponsored a 
United Nations General Assembly resolution 
entitled “Education for Democracy” (United 
Nations General Assembly Resolution 69/268 
(2015)) to promote democratic institutions, 
civic life, and human rights; 

Whereas President Tsakhiagiin Elbegdorj 
has stated that Mongolia is willing to serve 
as “a center of democracy education, a life 
model for challenges and opportunities of 
freedom”; 

Whereas Mongolia is committed to free- 
dom of expression and other basic human 
rights, becoming the first country in Asia to 
Chair the Freedom Online Coalition and 
hosting the annual Freedom Online con- 
ference in Ulaanbaatar in May 2015; 

Whereas Mongolia will host the 11th Asia- 
Europe Meeting (ASEM) Summit in 2016 in 
Ulaanbaatar, which will bring together Euro- 
pean and Asian countries in an informal dia- 
logue to address political, economic, social, 
cultural, and educational issues, with the ob- 
jective of strengthening the relationship be- 
tween the two regions in a spirit of mutual 
respect and equal partnership; 
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Whereas the Government of Mongolia es- 
tablished an International Cooperation Fund 
to share experiences and to support the ad- 
vance of democracy and democratic values in 
other emerging nations, including 
Kyrgyzstan, Afghanistan, and Burma; and 

Whereas the United States Government 
has a longstanding commitment, because of 
the interests and values of the United 
States, to encourage economic and political 
reforms in Mongolia: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) congratulates the people and the Gov- 
ernment of Mongolia on the 25th anniversary 
of the first democratic elections in Mon- 
golia, which will be celebrated on July 29, 
2015; 

(2) commends Mongolia for a peaceful and 
successful democratic transition; 

(3) expresses support for the continued ef- 
forts of the Government of Mongolia to pro- 
mote democracy, transparency, rule of law, 
and other shared values between Mongolia 
and the United States; 

(4) acknowledges the shared interest of the 
United States Government and the Govern- 
ment of Mongolia in promoting peace and 
stability in Northeast and Central Asia; 

(5) recognizes the role of Mongolia as a 
global leader for emerging democracies; 

(6) recognizes that the United States 
should continue to support actions taken by 
the Government of Mongolia to— 

(A) further develop democratic institu- 
tions; and 

(B) promote transparency, accountability, 
and community engagement; and 

(7) recommends that the United States 
Government expand academic, cultural, and 
other people-to-people partnerships between 
Mongolia and the United States. 


— 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 1454. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
PAUL) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, to 
reform the authorities of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to require the production of certain 
business records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and trace 
devices, and use other forms of information 
gathering for foreign intelligence, counter- 
terrorism, and criminal purposes, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1455. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
PAUL) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1456. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1457. Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
to reform the authorities of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to require the production of certain 
business records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and trace 
devices, and use other forms of information 
gathering for foreign intelligence, counter- 
terrorism, and criminal purposes, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1458. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
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to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1459. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1460. Mr. PAUL (for himself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2048, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1461. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1462. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


EEE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1454. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. PAUL) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC.  . PROHIBITION ON DATA SECURITY VUL- 
NERABILITY MANDATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), no agency may mandate that 
a manufacturer, developer, or seller of cov- 
ered products design or alter the security 
functions in its product or service to allow 
the surveillance of any user of such product 
or service, or to allow the physical search of 
such product, by any agency. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to mandates authorized under the 
Communications Assistance for Law En- 
forcement Act (47 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.). 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

(1) the term “agency” has the meaning 
given the term in section 3502 of title 44, 
United States Code; and 

(2) the term “covered product” means any 
computer hardware, computer software, or 
electronic device that is made available to 
the general public. 


SA 1455. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. PAUL) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 
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At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . CLARIFICATION ON PROHIBITION ON 
SEARCHING OF COLLECTIONS OF 
COMMUNICATIONS TO CONDUCT 
WARRANTLESS SEARCHES FOR THE 
COMMUNICATIONS OF UNITED 
STATES PERSONS. 

Section 702(b) of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1881a(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E), respec- 
tively, and indenting such subparagraphs, as 
so redesignated, an additional two ems from 
the left margin; 

(2) by striking “An acquisition” and in- 
serting the following: 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An acquisition”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) CLARIFICATION ON PROHIBITION ON 
SEARCHING OF COLLECTIONS OF COMMUNICA- 
TIONS OF UNITED STATES PERSONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), no officer or employee of 
the United States may conduct a search of a 
collection of communications acquired under 
this section in an effort to find communica- 
tions of a particular United States person 
(other than a corporation). 

‘(B) CONCURRENT AUTHORIZATION AND EX- 
CEPTION FOR EMERGENCY SITUATIONS.—Sub- 
paragraph (A) shall not apply to a search for 
communications related to a particular 
United States person if— 

““(i) such United States person is the sub- 
ject of an order or emergency authorization 
authorizing electronic surveillance or phys- 
ical search under section 105, 304, 703, 704, or 
705 of this Act, or under title 18, United 
States Code, for the effective period of that 
order; 

““(1i) the entity carrying out the search has 
a reasonable belief that the life or safety of 
such United States person is threatened and 
the information is sought for the purpose of 
assisting that person; or 

““(iii) such United States person has con- 
sented to the search.”. 


SA 1456. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUP- 
PORTING LONG-RANGE PLANS FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF NAVAL VESSELS. 

Section 231(b)(2)(C) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting “by 
ship class in both graphical and tabular 
form” after “The estimated levels of annual 
funding”. 


SA 1457. Mr. UDALL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 


June 1, 2015 


criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 

TITLE IX—PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES 
OVERSIGHT BOARD REFORM 
SEC. 901. SHORT TITLES. 

This title may be cited as the “Strength- 
ening Privacy, Oversight, and Transparency 
Act” or the “SPOT Act”. 

SEC. 902. INCLUSION OF FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
ACTIVITIES IN OVERSIGHT AUTHOR- 
ITY OF THE PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIB- 
ERTIES OVERSIGHT BOARD. 

Section 1061 of the Intelligence Reform and 
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 
2000ee) is amended by inserting ‘‘and conduct 
foreign intelligence activities’ after ‘‘ter- 
rorism” in the following provisions: 

(1) Paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (c). 

(2) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of subsection 
(du). 

(3) Subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of sub- 
section (d)(2). 

SEC. 903. SUBMISSION OF WHISTLEBLOWER COM- 
PLAINTS TO THE PRIVACY AND 
CIVIL LIBERTIES OVERSIGHT 
BOARD. 

Section 1061 of the Intelligence Reform and 
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 
2000ee), as amended by section 902, is further 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

(5) WHISTLEBLOWER COMPLAINTS.— 

““(A) SUBMISSION TO BOARD.—An employee 
of, or contractor or detailee to, an element 
of the intelligence community may submit 
to the Board a complaint or information 
that such employee, contractor, or detailee 
believes relates to a privacy or civil liberties 
concern. 

““(B) AUTHORITY OF BOARD.—The Board may 
take such action as the Board considers ap- 
propriate with respect to investigating a 
complaint or information submitted under 
subparagraph (A) or transmitting such com- 
plaint or information to any other Executive 
agency or the congressional intelligence 
committees. 

““(C) RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING LAWS.—The 
authority under subparagraph (A) of an em- 
ployee, contractor, or detailee to submit to 
the Board a complaint or information shall 
be in addition to any other authority under 
another provision of law to submit a com- 
plaint or information. Any action taken 
under any other provision of law by the re- 
cipient of a complaint or information shall 
not preclude the Board from taking action 
relating to the same complaint or informa- 
tion. 

‘(D) RELATIONSHIP TO ACTIONS TAKEN 
UNDER OTHER LAWS.—Nothing in this para- 
graph shall prevent— 

““(i) any individual from submitting a com- 
plaint or information to any authorized re- 
cipient of the complaint or information; or 

““(ii) the recipient of a complaint or infor- 
mation from taking independent action on 
the complaint or information.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(n) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the 
terms ‘congressional intelligence commit- 
tees’ and ‘intelligence community’ have the 
meaning given such terms in section 3 of the 
National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
3003).”. 

SEC. 904. PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVER- 
SIGHT BOARD SUBPOENA POWER. 

Section 1061(g) of the Intelligence Reform 
and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (42 
U.S.C. 2000ee(g)) is amended— 
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(1) in paragraph (DO), by striking “submit 
a written request to the Attorney General of 
the United States that the Attorney Gen- 
eral”; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2); and 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively. 

SEC. 905. APPOINTMENT OF STAFF OF THE PRI- 
VACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVER- 
SIGHT BOARD. 

Section 1061(j) of the Intelligence Reform 
and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (42 
U.S.C. 2000ee(j)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“(2) APPOINTMENT IN ABSENCE OF CHAIR- 
MAN.—If the position of chairman of the 
Board is vacant, during the period of the va- 
cancy the Board, at the direction of the ma- 
jority of the members of the Board, may ex- 
ercise the authority of the chairman under 
paragraph (1).”. 

SEC. 906. PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVER- 
SIGHT BOARD. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1061 of the Intel- 
ligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention 
Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 2000ee), as amended by 
sections 902 and 903, is further amended— 

(1) in subsection (h)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘full- 
time” after ‘‘4 additional”; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)(B), by striking ‘‘, ex- 
cept that” and all that follows through the 
end and inserting a period; 

(2) in subsection (i)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘level 
III of the Executive Schedule under section 
5314” and inserting “level II of the Executive 
Schedule under section 5313”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘level 
IV of the Executive Schedule” and all that 
follows through the end and inserting ‘‘level 
III of the Executive Schedule under section 
5314 of title 5, United States Code.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (j)(1), by striking “level V 
of the Executive Schedule under section 
5316” and inserting “level IV of the Execu- 
tive Schedule under section 5315”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
subsection (a) shall— 

(A) take effect on the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(B) except as provided in paragraph (2), 
apply to any appointment to a position as a 
member of the Privacy and Civil Liberties 
Oversight Board made on or after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(2) EXCEPTIONS.— 

(A) COMPENSATION CHANGES.—The amend- 
ments made by paragraphs (2)(A) and (3) of 
subsection (a) shall take effect on the first 
day of the first pay period beginning after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(B) ELECTION TO SERVE FULL TIME BY INCUM- 
BENTS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An individual serving as a 
member of the Privacy and Civil Liberties 
Oversight Board on the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, including a member con- 
tinuing to serve as a member under section 
1061(h)(4)(B) of the Intelligence Reform and 
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 
2000ee(h)(4)(B)), (in this subparagraph re- 
ferred to as a “current member”) may make 
an election to— 

(I) serve as a member of the Privacy and 
Civil Liberties Oversight Board on a full- 
time basis and in accordance with section 
1061 of the Intelligence Reform and Ter- 
rorism Prevention Act of 2004 (42 U.S.C. 
2000ee), as amended by this Act; or 
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(II) serve as a member of the Privacy and 
Civil Liberties Oversight Board on a part- 
time basis in accordance with such section 
1061, as in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of this Act, including the limi- 
tation on service after the expiration of the 
term of the member under subsection 
(h)(4)(B) of such section, as in effect on the 
day before the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(ii) ELECTION TO SERVE FULL TIME.—A cur- 
rent member making an election under 
clause (i)(I) shall begin serving as a member 
of the Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board on a full-time basis on the first day of 
the first pay period beginning not less than 
60 days after the date on which the current 
member makes the election. 

SEC. 907. PROVISION OF INFORMATION ABOUT 
GOVERNMENT ACTIVITIES UNDER 
THE FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE SUR- 
VEILLANCE ACT OF 1978 TO THE PRI- 
VACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVER- 
SIGHT BOARD. 

The Attorney General should fully inform 
the Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board about any activities carried out by the 
Government under the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et 
seq.), including by providing to the Board— 

(1) copies of each detailed report submitted 
to a committee of Congress under such Act; 
and 

(2) copies of each decision, order, and opin- 
ion of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court or the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court of Review required to be in- 
cluded in the report under section 601(a) of 
such Act (50 U.S.C. 1871(a)). 


SA 1458. Mr. PAUL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _. PROHIBITION ON DATA SECURITY VUL- 
NERABILITY MANDATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), no agency may mandate that 
a manufacturer, developer, or seller of cov- 
ered products design or alter the security 
functions in its product or service to allow 
the surveillance of any user of such product 
or service, or to allow the physical search of 
such product, by any agency. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to mandates authorized under the 
Communications Assistance for Law En- 
forcement Act (47 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.). 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

(1) the term “agency” has the meaning 
given the term in section 3502 of title 44, 
United States Code; and 

(2) the term ‘‘covered product” means any 
computer hardware, computer software, or 
electronic device that is made available to 
the general public. 


SA 1459. Mr. PAUL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
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of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . CLARIFICATION ON PROHIBITION ON 
SEARCHING OF COLLECTIONS OF 
COMMUNICATIONS TO CONDUCT 
WARRANTLESS SEARCHES FOR THE 
COMMUNICATIONS OF UNITED 
STATES PERSONS. 

Section 702(b) of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1881a(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E), respec- 
tively, and indenting such subparagraphs, as 
so redesignated, an additional two ems from 
the left margin; 

(2) by striking “An acquisition” and in- 
serting the following: 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An acquisition”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“*(2) CLARIFICATION ON PROHIBITION ON 
SEARCHING OF COLLECTIONS OF COMMUNICA- 
TIONS OF UNITED STATES PERSONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), no officer or employee of 
the United States may conduct a search of a 
collection of communications acquired under 
this section in an effort to find communica- 
tions of a particular United States person 
(other than a corporation). 

““(B) CONCURRENT AUTHORIZATION AND EX- 
CEPTION FOR EMERGENCY SITUATIONS.—Sub- 
paragraph (A) shall not apply to a search for 
communications related to a particular 
United States person if— 

““(i) such United States person is the sub- 
ject of an order or emergency authorization 
authorizing electronic surveillance or phys- 
ical search under section 105, 304, 703, 704, or 
705 of this Act, or under title 18, United 
States Code, for the effective period of that 
order; 

““(1i) the entity carrying out the search has 
a reasonable belief that the life or safety of 
such United States person is threatened and 
the information is sought for the purpose of 
assisting that person; or 

““(iii) such United States person has con- 
sented to the search.”. 


SA 1460. Mr. PAUL (for himself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2048, to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require 
the production of certain business 
records, conduct electronic surveil- 
lance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of 
information gathering for foreign in- 
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the “Intelligence Oversight and Surveillance 
Reform Act”. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—ACCESS TO CERTAIN BUSINESS 
RECORDS FOR FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
AND INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM IN- 
VESTIGATIONS 

Sec. 101. End of government bulk collection 

of business records. 

Sec. 102. Emergency authority for access to 

call data records. 

Sec. 103. Challenges to government surveil- 

lance. 

TITLE II—PRIVACY PROTECTIONS FOR 
PEN REGISTERS AND TRAP AND TRACE 
DEVICES 

Sec. 201. Privacy protections for pen reg- 

isters and trap and trace de- 
vices. 

TITLE III—PROCEDURES FOR TAR- 
GETING CERTAIN PERSONS OUTSIDE 
THE UNITED STATES OTHER THAN 
UNITED STATES PERSONS 

Sec. 301. Clarification on prohibition on 
searching of collections of com- 
munications to conduct 
warrantless searches for the 
communications of United 
States persons. 

Protection against collection of 
wholly domestic communica- 
tions not concerning terrorism 
under FISA Amendments Act. 

Prohibition on reverse targeting 
under FISA Amendments Act. 

Limits on use of unlawfully ob- 
tained information under FISA 
Amendments Act. 

Challenges to Government surveil- 
lance. 

TITLE IV—FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 

SURVEILLANCE COURT REFORMS 


Sec. 401. Definitions. 


Sec. 302. 


Sec. 303. 


Sec. 304. 


Sec. 305. 


Sec. 402. Office of the Constitutional Advo- 
cate. 

Sec. 403. Advocacy before the FISA Court. 

Sec. 404. Advocacy before the petition re- 
view pool. 

Sec. 405. Appellate review. 

Sec. 406. Disclosure. 

Sec. 407. Annual report to Congress. 

Sec. 408. Preservation of rights. 


TITLE V—NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER 
REFORMS 
Sec. 501. National security letter authority. 
Sec. 502. Public reporting on National Secu- 
rity Letters. 

TITLE VI—REPORTING FISA ORDERS 
AND NATIONAL SECURITY LETTERS 
Sec. 601. Third-party reporting of FISA or- 

ders and National Security Let- 
ters. 
Sec. 602. Government reporting of FISA or- 
ders. 
TITLE VII—OTHER MATTERS 


Sec. 701. Privacy and Civil Liberties Over- 
sight Board subpoena author- 


ity. 

Sec. 702. Scope of liability protection for 
providing assistance to the 
Government. 

TITLE I—ACCESS TO CERTAIN BUSINESS 
RECORDS FOR FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
AND INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM IN- 
VESTIGATIONS 

SEC. 101. END OF GOVERNMENT BULK COLLEC- 

TION OF BUSINESS RECORDS. 
(a) PRIVACY PROTECTIONS FOR SECTION 215 

BUSINESS RECORDS ORDERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 501(b) of the For- 

eign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 

U.S.C. 1861(b)) is amended— 
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(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking “and” 
at the end; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara- 
graphs (A) and (B) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“(A) a statement of facts showing that 
there are reasonable grounds to believe that 
the records or other things sought— 

““(i) are relevant to an authorized inves- 
tigation (other than a threat assessment) 
conducted in accordance with subsection 
(a)(2) to obtain foreign intelligence informa- 
tion not concerning a United States person 
or to protect against international terrorism 
or clandestine intelligence activities; and 

““(ii) pertain to— 

“(D a foreign power or an agent of a for- 
eign power; 

“(IT) the activities of a suspected agent of 
a foreign power who is the subject of such 
authorized investigation; or 

“(JIT) an individual in contact with, or 
known to, a suspected agent of a foreign 
power; and 

““(B) a statement of proposed minimization 
procedures; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

“*(3) if the applicant is seeking a nondisclo- 
sure requirement described in subsection (d), 
shall include— 

“(A) a statement of specific and 
articulable facts providing reason to believe 
that disclosure of particular information 
about the existence or contents of the order 
requiring the production of tangible things 
under this section during the applicable time 
period will result in— 

““(i) endangering the life or physical safety 
of any person; 

““(ii) flight from prosecution; 

““(iii) destruction of or tampering with evi- 
dence; 

““(iv) intimidation of potential witnesses; 

“(v) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(vi) otherwise seriously endangering the 
national security of the United States by 
alerting a target, an associate of a target, or 
the foreign power of which the target is an 
agent, of the interest of the Government in 
the target; 

““(B) an explanation of how the harm iden- 
tified under subparagraph (A) is related to 
the authorized investigation to which the 
tangible things sought are relevant; 

““(C) an explanation of how the nondisclo- 
sure requirement is narrowly tailored to ad- 
dress the specific harm identified under sub- 
paragraph (A); and 

‘(D) the time period during which the Gov- 
ernment believes the nondisclosure require- 
ment should apply.”. 

(2) ORDER.—Section 501(c) of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1861(c)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by striking “subsections (a) and (b),” 
and inserting ‘‘subsection (a) and paragraphs 
(1) and (2) of subsection (b) and that the pro- 
posed minimization procedures meet the def- 
inition of minimization procedures under 
subsection (g),’’; and 

(ii) by striking the last sentence and in- 
serting the following: “If the judge finds that 
the requirements of subsection (b)(3) have 
been met, such order shall include a non- 
disclosure requirement, which may apply for 
not longer than 1 year, unless the facts jus- 
tify a longer period of nondisclosure, subject 
to the principles and procedures described in 
subsection (d).’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘(d);’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(d), if applicable;”; 
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(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(iii) in subparagraph (E), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

“(F) shall direct that the minimization 
procedures be followed.”. 

(3) NONDISCLOSURE.—Section 501(d) of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1861(d)) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

““(d) NONDISCLOSURE.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—No person who receives 
an order under subsection (c) that contains a 
nondisclosure requirement shall disclose to 
any person the particular information speci- 
fied in the nondisclosure requirement during 
the time period to which the requirement ap- 
plies. 

‘*(2) EXCEPTION.— 

“(A) DISCLOSURE.—A person who receives 
an order under subsection (c) that contains a 
nondisclosure requirement may disclose in- 
formation otherwise subject to any applica- 
ble nondisclosure requirement to— 

““(i) those persons to whom disclosure is 
necessary in order to comply with an order 
under this section; 

““(ii) an attorney in order to obtain legal 
advice or assistance regarding the order; or 

““(iii) other persons as permitted by the Di- 
rector of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
or the designee of the Director. 

““(B) APPLICATION.—A person to whom dis- 
closure is made under subparagraph (A) shall 
be subject to the nondisclosure requirements 
applicable to a person to whom an order is 
directed under this section in the same man- 
ner as the person to whom the order is di- 
rected. 

““(C) NOTIFICATION.—Any person who dis- 
closes to a person described in subparagraph 
(A) information otherwise subject to a non- 
disclosure requirement shall notify the per- 
son of the applicable nondisclosure require- 
ment. 

(3) EXTENSION.—The Director of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, or a designee of 
the Director (whose rank shall be no lower 
than Assistant Special Agent in Charge), 
may apply for renewals of the prohibition on 
disclosure of particular information about 
the existence or contents of an order requir- 
ing the production of tangible things under 
this section for additional periods of not 
longer than 1 year, unless the facts justify a 
longer period of nondisclosure. A nondisclo- 
sure requirement shall be renewed if a court 
having jurisdiction under paragraph (4) de- 
termines that the application meets the re- 
quirements of subsection (b)(3). 

‘“(4) JURISDICTION.—An application for a re- 
newal under this subsection shall be made 
to— 

“(A) a judge of the court established under 
section 103(a); or 

“(B) a United States Magistrate Judge 
under chapter 43 of title 28, United States 
Code, who is publicly designated by the Chief 
Justice of the United States to have the 
power to hear applications and grant orders 
for the production of tangible things under 
this section on behalf of a judge of the court 
established under section 103(a).”. 

(4) MINIMIZATION.—Section 50l(g) of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1861(g)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Not later 
than” and all that follows and inserting ‘‘At 
or before the end of the period of time for the 
production of tangible things under an order 
approved under this section or at any time 
after the production of tangible things under 
an order approved under this section, a judge 
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may assess compliance with the minimiza- 
tion procedures by reviewing the cir- 
cumstances under which information con- 
cerning United States persons was acquired, 
retained, or disseminated.”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2(A), by inserting 
quisition and” after “to minimize the”. 

(b) JUDICIAL REVIEW OF SECTION 215 OR- 
DERS.—Section 501(f)(2) of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861(f)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(i)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘that order’’ and inserting 
“such production order or any nondisclosure 
order imposed in connection with such pro- 
duction order’’; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence; 

(2) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert- 
ing the following new subparagraph: 

“(C) A judge considering a petition to mod- 
ify or set aside a nondisclosure order shall 
grant such petition unless the court deter- 
mines that— 

““(i) there is reason to believe that disclo- 
sure of the information subject to the non- 
disclosure requirement during the applicable 
time period will result in— 

“(D) endangering the life or physical safety 
of any person; 

“(ID flight from prosecution; 

“(IIT) destruction of or tampering with evi- 
dence; 

“(IV) intimidation of potential witnesses; 

“(V) interference with diplomatic rela- 
tions; or 

““(VI) otherwise seriously endangering the 
national security of the United States by 
alerting a target, an associate of a target, or 
the foreign power of which the target is an 
agent, of the interest of the Government in 
the target; 

““(ii) the harm identified under clause (i) 
relates to the authorized investigation to 
which the tangible things sought are rel- 
evant; and 

“(ii) the nondisclosure requirement is nar- 
rowly tailored to address the specific harm 
identified under clause (i).’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(E) If a judge denies a petition to modify 
or set aside a nondisclosure order under this 
paragraph, no person may file another peti- 
tion to modify or set aside such nondisclo- 
sure order until the date that is one year 
after the date on which such judge issues the 
denial of such petition.”. 

SEC. 102. EMERGENCY AUTHORITY FOR ACCESS 
TO CALL DATA RECORDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 403 of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1843) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(e)(1) Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of this subsection, the Attorney General 
may require the production of call data 
records by the provider of a wire or elec- 
tronic communication service on an emer- 
gency basis if— 

““(A) such records— 

““(i) are relevant to an authorized inves- 
tigation (other than a threat assessment) 
conducted in accordance with section 402 or 
501, as appropriate, to obtain foreign intel- 
ligence information not concerning a United 
States person or to protect against inter- 
national terrorism or clandestine intel- 
ligence activities; and 

““(ii) pertain to— 

“(D a foreign power or an agent of a for- 
eign power; 

“(II) the activities of a suspected agent of 
a foreign power who is the subject of such 
authorized investigation; or 


“ac- 
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“(IID) an individual in contact with, or 
known to, a suspected agent of a foreign 
power; 

““(B) the Attorney General reasonably de- 
termines— 

““(i) an emergency requires the production 
of such records before an order requiring 
such production can with due diligence be 
obtained under section 402 or 501, as appro- 
priate; and 

“(ii) the factual basis for issuance of an 
order under section 402 or 501, as appropriate, 
to require the production of such records ex- 
ists; 

““(C) a judge referred to in section 402(b) or 
501(b)(1), as appropriate, is informed by the 
Attorney General at the time of the required 
production of such records that the decision 
has been made to require such production on 
an emergency basis; and 

““(D) an application in accordance with sec- 
tion 402 or 501, as appropriate, is made to 
such judge as soon as practicable, but not 
more than 7 days after the date on which the 
Attorney General requires the production of 
such records under this subsection. 

“(2I(A) In the absence of an order issued 
under section 402 or 501, as appropriate, to 
approve the emergency required production 
of call data records under paragraph (1), the 
authority to require the production of such 
records shall terminate at the earlier of— 

““(i) when the information sought is ob- 
tained; 

““(ii) when the application for the order is 
denied under section 402 or 501, as appro- 
priate; or 

“(iii) 7 days after the time of the author- 
ization by the Attorney General. 

““(B) If an application for an order applied 
for under section 402 or 501, as appropriate, 
for the production of call data records re- 
quired to be produced pursuant to paragraph 
(1) is denied, or in any other case where the 
emergency production of call data records 
under this section is terminated and no order 
under section 402 or 501, as appropriate, is 
issued approving the required production of 
such records, no information obtained or evi- 
dence derived from such records shall be re- 
ceived in evidence or otherwise disclosed in 
any trial, hearing, or other proceeding in or 
before any court, grand jury, department, of- 
fice, agency, regulatory body, legislative 
committee, or other authority of the United 
States, a State, or political subdivision 
thereof, and no information concerning any 
United States person acquired from such 
records shall subsequently be used or dis- 
closed in any other manner by Federal offi- 
cers or employees without the consent of 
such person, except with the approval of the 
Attorney General if the information indi- 
cates a threat of death or serious bodily 
harm to any person.”. 

(b) TERMINATION OF SECTION 501 REF- 
ERENCES.—On the date that section 102(b)(1) 
of the USA PATRIOT Improvement and Re- 
authorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-177; 
50 U.S.C. 1805 note) takes effect, subsection 
(e) of section 403 of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1848), as 
added by paragraph (1), is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or section 501, as appro- 
priate,” each place that term appears; 

(2) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘or 
501, as appropriate;’’ and by inserting a semi- 
colon; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘or 
501(b)(1), as appropriate,’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (2)(A)(ii), by striking “or 
501, as appropriate;’’ and by inserting a semi- 
colon. 
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SEC. 103. CHALLENGES TO GOVERNMENT SUR- 
VEILLANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title V of the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1861 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 


“SEC. 503. CHALLENGES TO ORDERS TO 
PRODUCE CERTAIN BUSINESS 
RECORDS. 

“(a) APPEAL.— 


““(1) IN GENERAL.—A person who is required 
to produce any tangible thing pursuant to an 
order issued under section 501 may appeal 
the order to a United States court of appeals 
on the basis that the order violates the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

‘(2) VENUE.—An appeal filed pursuant to 
paragraph (1) may be filed— 

““(A) in the United States court of appeals 
for a circuit embracing a judicial district in 
which venue would be proper for a civil ac- 
tion under section 1391 of title 28, United 
States Code; or 

““(B) United States Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia. 

““(b) SUPREME COURT REVIEW.—A person 
may seek a writ of certiorari from the Su- 
preme Court of the United States for review 
of a decision of an appeal filed under sub- 
section (a)(1).’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents in the first section of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
is amended by adding after the item relating 
to section 502 the following: 

“Sec. 503. Challenges to orders to produce 
certain business records.”. 
TITLE II—PRIVACY PROTECTIONS FOR 

PEN REGISTERS AND TRAP AND TRACE 

DEVICES 
SEC. 201. PRIVACY PROTECTIONS FOR PEN REG- 

ISTERS AND TRAP AND TRACE DE- 
VICES. 

(a) APPLICATION. —Section 402(c) of the For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1842(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “and” at 
the end; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following new paragraphs: 

“(2) a statement of facts showing that 
there are reasonable grounds to believe that 
the records sought— 

“(A) are relevant to an authorized inves- 
tigation to obtain foreign intelligence infor- 
mation not concerning a United States per- 
son or to protect against international ter- 
rorism or clandestine intelligence activities 
(other than a threat assessment), provided 
that such investigation of a United States 
person is not conducted solely upon the basis 
of activities protected by the first amend- 
ment to the Constitution; and 

““(B) pertain to— 

““(i) a foreign power or an agent of a for- 
eign power; 

““(ii) the activities of a suspected agent of 
a foreign power who is the subject of such 
authorized investigation; or 

“(iii) an individual in contact with, or 
known to, a suspected agent of a foreign 
power; and 

““(3) a statement of proposed minimization 
procedures.”. 

(b) MINIMIZATION.— 

(1) DEFINITION.—Section 401 of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1841) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

““(4) The term ‘minimization procedures’ 
means— 

““(A) specific procedures that are reason- 
ably designed in light of the purpose and 
technique of an order for the installation and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


use of a pen register or trap and trace device, 
to minimize the acquisition and retention, 
and prohibit the dissemination, of nonpub- 
licly available information concerning 
unconsenting United States persons con- 
sistent with the need of the United States to 
obtain, produce, and disseminate foreign in- 
telligence information; 

“(B) procedures that require that nonpub- 
licly available information, which is not for- 
eien intelligence information, as defined in 
section 101(e)(1), shall not be disseminated in 
a manner that identifies any United States 
person, without such person's consent, unless 
such person's identity is necessary to under- 
stand foreign intelligence information or as- 
sess its importance; and 

“(C) notwithstanding subparagraphs (A) 
and (B), procedures that allow for the reten- 
tion and dissemination of information that 
is evidence of a crime which has been, is 
being, or is about to be committed and that 
is to be retained or disseminated for law en- 
forcement purposes.”. 

(2) PEN REGISTERS AND TRAP AND TRACE DE- 
VICES.—Section 402 of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1842) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (d)— 

(i) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, and 
that the proposed minimization procedures 
meet the definition of minimization proce- 
dures under this title’’ before the period at 
the end; and 

(ii) in paragraph (2)(B)— 

(D) in clause (ii)(II), by striking “and” after 
the semicolon; and 

(II) by adding at the end the following: 

“(iv) the minimization procedures be fol- 
lowed; and’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

““(h) At or before the end of the period of 
time for which the installation and use of a 
pen register or trap and trace device is ap- 
proved under an order or an extension under 
this section, the judge may assess compli- 
ance with the minimization procedures by 
reviewing the circumstances under which in- 
formation concerning United States persons 
was acquired, retained, or disseminated.”. 

(3) EMERGENCIES.—Section 403 of the For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1843), as amended by section 102(a), is 
further amended— 

(A) by redesignating subsection (c) as (d); 
and 

(B) by inserting after subsection (b) the 
following: 

““(c) If the Attorney General authorizes the 
emergency installation and use of a pen reg- 
ister or trap and trace device under this sec- 
tion, the Attorney General shall require that 
minimization procedures required by this 
title for the issuance of a judicial order be 
followed.”. 

(4) USE OF INFORMATION.—Section 405(a)(1) 
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1845(a)(1)) is amended by 
striking the period at the end and inserting 
“and the minimization procedures required 
under the order approving such pen register 
or trap and trace device.”. 

TITLE ITI—PROCEDURES FOR TARGETING 
CERTAIN PERSONS OUTSIDE THE 
UNITED STATES OTHER THAN UNITED 
STATES PERSONS 

SEC. 301. CLARIFICATION ON PROHIBITION ON 

SEARCHING OF COLLECTIONS OF 
COMMUNICATIONS TO CONDUCT 
WARRANTLESS SEARCHES FOR THE 
COMMUNICATIONS OF UNITED 
STATES PERSONS. 

Section 702(b) of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1881a(b)) is 
amended— 
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(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E), respec- 
tively, and indenting such subparagraphs, as 
so redesignated, an additional two ems from 
the left margin; 

(2) by striking “An acquisition” and in- 
serting the following: 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An acquisition”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) CLARIFICATION ON PROHIBITION ON 
SEARCHING OF COLLECTIONS OF COMMUNICA- 
TIONS OF UNITED STATES PERSONS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), no officer or employee of 
the United States may conduct a search of a 
collection of communications acquired under 
this section in an effort to find communica- 
tions of a particular United States person 
(other than a corporation). 

‘(B) CONCURRENT AUTHORIZATION AND EX- 
CEPTION FOR EMERGENCY SITUATIONS.—Sub- 
paragraph (A) shall not apply to a search for 
communications related to a particular 
United States person if— 

““(i) such United States person is the sub- 
ject of an order or emergency authorization 
authorizing electronic surveillance or phys- 
ical search under section 105, 304, 703, 704, or 
705 of this Act, or under title 18, United 
States Code, for the effective period of that 
order; 

““(1i) the entity carrying out the search has 
a reasonable belief that the life or safety of 
such United States person is threatened and 
the information is sought for the purpose of 
assisting that person; or 

““(iii) such United States person has con- 
sented to the search.”. 

SEC. 302. PROTECTION AGAINST COLLECTION OF 
WHOLLY DOMESTIC COMMUNICA- 
TIONS NOT CONCERNING TER- 
RORISM UNDER FISA AMENDMENTS 
ACT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 702 of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1881a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(C) limit the acquisition of the contents 
of any communication to communications to 
which any party is a target of the acquisi- 
tion or communications that refer to the 
target of the acquisition, if such communica- 
tions are acquired to protect against inter- 
national terrorism.”; and 

(2) in subsection (i)(2)(B)— 

(A) in clause (i), by striking “and” at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

““(iii) limit the acquisition of the contents 
of any communication to communications to 
which any party is a target of the acquisi- 
tion or communications that refer to the 
target of the acquisition, if such communica- 
tions are acquired to protect against inter- 
national terrorism.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
701(a) of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1881(a)) is amend- 
ed by inserting ‘“ ‘international terrorism’,’’ 
after “ ‘foreign power”,”. 

SEC. 303. PROHIBITION ON REVERSE TARGETING 
UNDER FISA AMENDMENTS ACT. 

Section 702 of the Foreign Intelligence Sur- 
veillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 188la), as 
amended by sections 301 and 302 of this Act, 
is further amended— 
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(1) in paragraph (1)(B) of subsection (b), as 
redesignated by section 301, by striking ‘‘the 
purpose” and inserting “a significant pur- 
pose”; 

(2) in subsection (d)(1)(A)— 

(A) by striking “ensure that” and inserting 
the following: “ensure— 

““(i) that”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(ii) that an application is filed under title 
I, if otherwise required, when a significant 
purpose of an acquisition authorized under 
subsection (a) is to acquire the communica- 
tions of a particular, known person reason- 
ably believed to be located in the United 
States; and’’; 

(3) in subsection (g)(2)(A)(i)(I)— 

(A) by striking “ensure that” and inserting 
the following: “ensure— 

“(aa) that”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

““(bb) that an application is filed under 
title I, if otherwise required, when a signifi- 
cant purpose of an acquisition authorized 
under subsection (a) is to acquire the com- 
munications of a particular, known person 
reasonably believed to be located in the 
United States; and”; and 

(4) in subsection (i)(2)(B)(i)— 

(A) by striking “ensure that” and inserting 
the following: ‘‘ensure— 

“(I) that”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

““(IT) that an application is filed under title 
I, if otherwise required, when a significant 
purpose of an acquisition authorized under 
subsection (a) is to acquire the communica- 
tions of a particular, known person reason- 
ably believed to be located in the United 
States; and”. 

SEC. 304. LIMITS ON USE OF UNLAWFULLY OB- 
TAINED INFORMATION UNDER FISA 
AMENDMENTS ACT. 

Section 702(i)(3) of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1881a(1)(3)) 
is amended by striking subparagraph (B) and 
inserting the following: 

““(B) CORRECTION OF DEFICIENCIES.— 

““(i) IN GENERAL.—If the Court finds that a 
certification required by subsection (g) does 
not contain all of the required elements, or 
that the procedures required by subsections 
(d) and (e) are not consistent with the re- 
quirements of those subsections or the 
fourth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, the Court shall issue an order 
directing the Government to, at the Govern- 
ment's election and to the extent required by 
the order of the Court— 

““(I) correct any deficiency identified by 
the order of the Court not later than 30 days 
after the date on which the Court issues the 
order; or 

““(II) cease, or not begin, the implementa- 
tion of the authorization for which such cer- 
tification was submitted. 

““(ii) LIMITATION ON USE OF INFORMATION.— 

“(D IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subclause (II), no information obtained or 
evidence derived from an acquisition pursu- 
ant to a certification or targeting or mini- 
mization procedures subject to an order 
under clause (i) concerning any United 
States person shall be received in evidence 
or otherwise disclosed in any trial, hearing, 
or other proceeding in or before any court, 
grand jury, department, office, agency, regu- 
latory body, legislative committee, or other 
authority of the United States, a State, or 
political subdivision thereof, and no infor- 
mation concerning any United States person 
acquired from the acquisition shall subse- 
quently be used or disclosed in any other 
manner by Federal officers or employees 
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without the consent of the United States 
person, except with the approval of the At- 
torney General if the information indicates a 
threat of death or serious bodily harm to any 
person. 

“(ID) EXCEPTION.—If the Government cor- 
rects any deficiency identified by the order 
of the Court under clause (i), the Court may 
permit the use or disclosure of information 
acquired before the date of the correction 
under such minimization procedures as the 
Court shall establish for purposes of this 
clause.”. 

SEC. 305. CHALLENGES TO GOVERNMENT SUR- 
VEILLANCE. 

Section 702 of the Foreign Intelligence Sur- 
veillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 188la), as 
amended by this title, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

“(m) CHALLENGES TO GOVERNMENT SUR- 
VEILLANCE.— 

““(1) INJURY IN FACT.—In any claim in a 
civil action brought in a court of the United 
States relating to surveillance conducted 
under this section, the person asserting the 
claim has suffered an injury in fact if the 
person— 

““(A) has a reasonable basis to believe that 
the person's communications will be ac- 
quired under this section; and 

““(B) has taken objectively reasonable steps 
to avoid surveillance under this section. 

“*(2) REASONABLE BASIS.—A person shall be 
presumed to have demonstrated a reasonable 
basis to believe that the communications of 
the person will be acquired under this sec- 
tion if the profession of the person requires 
the person regularly to communicate foreign 
intelligence information with persons who— 

“(A) are not United States persons; and 

““(B) are located outside the United States. 

“*(3) OBJECTIVE STEPS.—A person shall be 
presumed to have taken objectively reason- 
able steps to avoid surveillance under this 
section if the person demonstrates that the 
steps were taken in reasonable response to 
rules of professional conduct or analogous 
professional rules.”. 


TITLE IV—FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
SURVEILLANCE COURT REFORMS 
SEC. 401. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) CONSTITUTIONAL ADVOCATE.—The term 
“Constitutional Advocate” means the Con- 
stitutional Advocate appointed under section 
402(b). 

(2) DECISION.—The term “decision” means 
a decision, order, or opinion issued by the 
FISA Court or the FISA Court of Review. 

(3) FISA.—The term “FISA” means the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

(4) FISA COURT.—The term “FISA Court” 
means the court established under section 
103(a) of FISA (50 U.S.C. 1803(a)). 

(5) FISA COURT OF REVIEW.—The term 
“FISA Court of Review” means the court of 
review established under section 103(b) of 
FISA (50 U.S.C. 1803(b)). 

(6) OFFICE.—The term “Office”? means the 
Office of the Constitutional Advocate estab- 
lished under section 402(a). 

(7) PETITION REVIEW POOL.—The term ‘‘peti- 
tion review pool” means the petition review 
pool established by section 103(e) of FISA (50 
U.S.C. 1803(e)) or any member of that pool. 

(8) SIGNIFICANT CONSTRUCTION OR INTERPRE- 
TATION OF LAW.—The term “significant con- 
struction or interpretation of law” means a 
significant construction or interpretation of 
a provision, as that term is construed under 
section 601(c) of FISA (50 U.S.C. 1871(c)). 
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SEC. 402. OFFICE OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL AD- 
VOCATE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
within the judicial branch of the United 
States an Office of the Constitutional Advo- 
cate. 

(b) CONSTITUTIONAL ADVOCATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of the Office is 
the Constitutional Advocate. 

(2) APPOINTMENT AND TERM.— 

(A) APPOINTMENT.—The Chief Justice of 
the United States shall appoint the Constitu- 
tional Advocate from the list of candidates 
submitted under subparagraph (B). 

(B) CANDIDATES.— 

(i) LIST OF CANDIDATES.—The Privacy and 
Civil Liberties Oversight Board shall submit 
to the Chief Justice a list of not less than 5 
qualified candidates to serve as a Constitu- 
tional Advocate. 

(ii) SELECTION OF CANDIDATES.—In pre- 
paring a list described in clause (i), the Pri- 
vacy and Civil Liberties Oversight Board 
shall select candidates the Board believes 
will be zealous and effective advocates in de- 
fense of civil liberties and consider each po- 
tential candidate’s— 

(I) litigation and other professional experi- 
ence; 

(II) experience with the areas of law the 
Constitutional Advocate is likely to encoun- 
ter in the course of the Advocate’s duties; 
and 

(III) demonstrated commitment to civil 
liberties. 

(C) SECURITY CLEARANCE.—An individual 
may be appointed Constitutional Advocate 
without regard to whether the individual 
possesses a security clearance on the date of 
the appointment. 

(D) TERM AND DISMISSAL.—A Constitutional 
Advocate shall be appointed for a term of 3 
years and may be fired only for good cause 
shown, including the demonstrated inability 
to qualify for an adequate security clear- 
ance. 

(E) REAPPOINTMENT.—There shall be no 
limit to the number of consecutive terms 
served by a Constitutional Advocate. The re- 
appointment of a Constitutional Advocate 
shall be made in the same manner as ap- 
pointment of a Constitutional Advocate. 

(F) ACTING CONSTITUTIONAL ADVOCATE.—If 
the position of Constitutional Advocate is 
vacant, the Chief Justice may appoint an 
Acting Constitutional Advocate from among 
the qualified employees of the Office. If there 
are no such qualified employees, the Chief 
Justice may appoint an Acting Constitu- 
tional Advocate from the most recent list of 
candidates provided by the Privacy and Civil 
Liberties Oversight Board pursuant to sub- 
paragraph (B). The Acting Constitutional 
Advocate shall have all of the powers of a 
Constitutional Advocate and shall serve 
until a Constitutional Advocate is appointed. 

(3) EMPLOYEES.—The Constitutional Advo- 
cate is authorized, without regard to the 
civil service laws and regulations, to appoint 
and terminate employees of the Office. 

(c) SECURITY CLEARANCES.—The appro- 
priate departments, agencies, and elements 
of the executive branch shall cooperate with 
the Office, to the extent possible under exist- 
ing procedures and requirements, to expedi- 
tiously provide the Constitutional Advocate 
and appropriate employees of the Office with 
the security clearances necessary to carry 
out the duties of the Constitutional Advo- 
cate. 

(d) DUTIES AND AUTHORITIES OF THE CON- 
STITUTIONAL ADVOCATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Constitutional Advo- 
cate— 
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(A) shall review each application to the 
FISA Court by the Attorney General; 

(B) shall review each decision of the FISA 
Court, the petition review pool, or the FISA 
Court of Review issued after the date of the 
enactment of this Act and all documents and 
other material relevant to such decision in a 
complete, unredacted form; 

(C) may participate in a proceeding before 
the petition review pool if such participation 
is requested by a party in such a proceeding 
or by the petition review pool; 

(D) shall consider any request from a pro- 
vider who has been served with an order, cer- 
tification, or directive compelling the pro- 
vider to provide assistance to the Govern- 
ment or to release customer information to 
assist that provider in a proceeding before 
the FISA Court or the petition review pool, 
including a request— 

(i) to oppose the Government on behalf of 
the private party in such a proceeding; or 

(ii) to provide guidance to the private 
party if the private party is considering com- 
pliance with an order of the FISA Court; 

(E) shall participate in a proceeding before 
the FISA Court if appointed to participate 
by the FISA Court under section 403(a) and 
may participate in a proceeding before the 
petition review pool if authorized under sec- 
tion 404(a); 

(F) may request to participate in a pro- 
ceeding before the FISA Court or the peti- 
tion review pool; 

(G) shall participate in such a proceeding if 
such request is granted; 

(H) may request reconsideration of a deci- 
sion of the FISA Court under section 403(b); 

(I) may appeal or seek review of a decision 
of the FISA Court, the petition review pool, 
or the FISA Court of Review, as permitted 
by this title; and 

(J) shall participate in such appeal or re- 
view. 

(2) ADVocacY.—The Constitutional Advo- 
cate shall protect individual rights by vigor- 
ously advocating before the FISA Court, the 
petition review pool, or the FISA Court of 
Review, as appropriate, in support of legal 
interpretations that minimize the scope of 
surveillance and the extent of data collec- 
tion and retention. 

(3) UTILIZATION OF OUTSIDE COUNSEL.—The 
Constitutional Advocate— 

(A) may delegate to a competent outside 
counsel any duty or responsibility of the 
Constitutional Advocate with respect to par- 
ticipation in a matter before the FISA 
Court, the FISA Court of Review, or the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; and 

(B) may not delegate to outside counsel 
any duty or authority set out in subpara- 
graph (A), (B), (D), (F), (H), or (I) of para- 
graph (1). 

(4) AVAILABILITY OF DOCUMENTS AND MATE- 
RIAL.—The FISA Court, the petition review 
pool, or the FISA Court of Review, as appro- 
priate, shall order any agency, department, 
or entity to make available to the Constitu- 
tional Advocate, or appropriate outside 
counsel if utilized by the Constitutional Ad- 
vocate under paragraph (3), any documents 
or other material necessary to carry out the 
duties described in paragraph (1). 


SEC. 403. ADVOCACY BEFORE THE FISA COURT. 


(a) APPOINTMENT TO PARTICIPATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The FISA Court may ap- 
point the Constitutional Advocate to partici- 
pate in a FISA Court proceeding. 

(2) STANDING.—If the Constitutional Advo- 
cate is appointed to participate in a FISA 
Court proceeding pursuant to paragraph (1), 
the Constitutional Advocate shall have 
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standing as a party before the FISA Court in 
that proceeding. 

(b) RECONSIDERATION OF A FISA COURT DE- 
CISION.— 

(1) AUTHORITY TO MOVE FOR RECONSIDER- 
ATION.—The Constitutional Advocate may 
move the FISA Court to reconsider any deci- 
sion of the FISA Court made after the date 
of the enactment of this Act by petitioning 
the FISA Court not later than 30 days after 
the date on which all documents and mate- 
rials relevant to the decision are made avail- 
able to the Constitutional Advocate. 

(2) DISCRETION OF THE FISA COURT.—The 
FISA Court shall have discretion to grant or 
deny a motion for reconsideration made pur- 
suant to paragraph (1). 

(c) AMICUS CURIAE PARTICIPATION.— 

(1) MOTION BY THE CONSTITUTIONAL ADVO- 
CATE.—The Constitutional Advocate may file 
a motion with the FISA Court to permit and 
facilitate participation of amicus curiae, in- 
cluding participation in oral argument if ap- 
propriate, in any proceeding. The FISA 
Court shall have the discretion to grant or 
deny such a motion. 

(2) FACILITATION BY THE FISA COURT.—The 
FISA Court may, sua sponte, permit and fa- 
cilitate participation by amicus curiae, in- 
cluding participation in oral argument if ap- 
propriate, in proceedings before the FISA 
Court. 

(3) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the FISA Court shall promulgate rules to 
provide the public with information suffi- 
cient to allow interested parties to partici- 
pate as amicus curiae. 

SEC. 404. ADVOCACY BEFORE THE PETITION RE- 
VIEW POOL. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PARTICIPATE.—The peti- 
tion review pool or any party to a proceeding 
before the petition review pool may author- 
ize the Constitutional Advocate to partici- 
pate in a petition review pool proceeding. 

(b) RECONSIDERATION OF A PETITION REVIEW 
POOL DECISION.— 

(1) AUTHORITY TO MOVE FOR RECONSIDER- 
ATION.—The Constitutional Advocate may 
move the petition review pool to reconsider 
any decision of the petition review pool 
made after the date of the enactment of this 
Act by petitioning the petition review pool 
not later than 30 days after the date on 
which all documents and materials relevant 
to the decision are made available to the 
Constitutional Advocate. 

(2) DISCRETION OF THE PETITION REVIEW 
POOL.—The petition review pool shall have 
discretion to grant or deny a motion for re- 
consideration made pursuant to paragraph 
(1). 
(c) AMICUS CURIAE PARTICIPATION.— 

(1) MOTION BY THE CONSTITUTIONAL ADVO- 
CATE.—The Constitutional Advocate may file 
a motion with the petition review pool to 
permit and facilitate participation of amicus 
curiae, including participation in oral argu- 
ment if appropriate, in any proceeding. The 
petition review pool shall have the discre- 
tion to grant or deny such a motion. 

(2) FACILITATION BY THE FISA COURT.—The 
petition review pool may, sua sponte, permit 
and facilitate participation by amicus cu- 
riae, including participation in oral argu- 
ment if appropriate, in proceedings before 
the petition review pool. 

(3) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the petition review pool shall promulgate 
rules to provide the public with information 
sufficient to allow interested parties to par- 
ticipate as amicus curiae. 

SEC. 405. APPELLATE REVIEW. 
(a) APPEAL OF FISA COURT DECISIONS.— 


June 1, 2015 


(1) AUTHORITY TO APPEAL.—The Constitu- 
tional Advocate may appeal any decision of 
the FISA Court or the petition review pool 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
Act not later than 90 days after the date the 
decision is issued, unless it would be appar- 
ent to all reasonable jurists that such deci- 
sion is dictated by statute or by precedent 
handed down after such date of enactment. 

(2) STANDING AS APPELLANT.—If the Con- 
stitutional Advocate appeals a decision of 
the FISA Court or the petition review pool 
pursuant to paragraph (1), the Constitutional 
Advocate shall have standing as a party be- 
fore the FISA Court of Review in such ap- 
peal. 

(3) MANDATORY REVIEW.—The FISA Court 
of Review shall review any FISA Court or pe- 
tition review pool decision appealed by the 
Constitutional Advocate and issue a decision 
in such appeal. 

(4) STANDARD OF REVIEW.—The standards 
for a mandatory review of a FISA Court or 
petition review pool decision pursuant to 
paragraph (3) shall be— 

(A) de novo with respect to issues of law; 
and 

(B) clearly erroneous with respect to deter- 
mination of facts. 

(5) AMICUS CURIAE PARTICIPATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The FISA Court of Re- 
view shall accept amicus curiae briefs from 
interested parties in all mandatory reviews 
pursuant to paragraph (3) and shall provide 
for amicus curiae participation in oral argu- 
ment if appropriate. 

(B) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the FISA Court of Review shall promulgate 
rules to provide the public with information 
sufficient to allow interested parties to par- 
ticipate as amicus curiae. 

(b) REVIEW OF FISA COURT OF REVIEW DECI- 
SIONS.— 

(1) AUTHORITY.—The Constitutional Advo- 
cate may seek a writ of certiorari from the 
Supreme Court of the United States for re- 
view of any decision of the FISA Court of Re- 
view. 

(2) STANDING.—In any proceedings before 
the Supreme Court of the United States re- 
lating to a petition of certiorari filed under 
paragraph (1) and any proceedings in a mat- 
ter for which certiorari is granted, the Con- 
stitutional Advocate shall have standing as a 
party. 

SEC. 406. DISCLOSURE. 

(a) REQUIREMENT TO DISCLOSE.—The Attor- 
ney General shall publicly disclose— 

(1) all decisions issued by the FISA Court, 
the petition review pool, or the FISA Court 
of Review after July 10, 2003, that include a 
significant construction or interpretation of 
law; 

(2) any decision of the FISA Court or the 
petition review pool appealed by the Con- 
stitutional Advocate pursuant to this title; 
and 

(3) any FISA Court of Review decision that 
is issued after an appeal by the Constitu- 
tional Advocate. 

(b) DISCLOSURE DESCRIBED.—For each dis- 
closure required by subsection (a) with re- 
spect to a decision, the Attorney General 
shall make available to the public docu- 
ments sufficient— 

(1) to identify with particularity each legal 
question addressed by the decision and how 
such question was resolved; 

(2) to describe in general terms the context 
in which the matter arises; 

(3) to describe the construction or interpre- 
tation of any statute, constitutional provi- 
sion, or other legal authority relied on by 
the decision; and 
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(4) to indicate whether the decision de- 
parted from any prior decision of the FISA 
Court, the petition review pool, or the FISA 
Court of Review. 

(c) DOCUMENTS DESCRIBED.—The Attorney 
General shall satisfy the disclosure require- 
ments in subsection (b) by— 

(1) releasing a FISA Court, petition review 
pool, or FISA Court of Review decision in its 
entirety or as redacted; 

(2) releasing a summary of a FISA Court, 
petition review pool, or FISA Court of Re- 
view decision; or 

(3) releasing an application made to the 
FISA Court, a petition made to the petition 
review pool, briefs filed before the FISA 
Court, the petition review pool, or the FISA 
Court of Review, or other materials, in full 
or as redacted. 

(d) EXTENSIVE DISCLOSURE.—The Attorney 
General shall release as much information 
regarding the facts and analysis contained in 
a decision described in subsection (a) or doc- 
uments described in subsection (c) as is con- 
sistent with legitimate national security 
concerns. 

(e) TIMING OF DISCLOSURE.— 

(1) DECISIONS ISSUED PRIOR TO ENACT- 
MENT.—A decision issued prior to the date of 
the enactment of this Act that is required to 
be disclosed under subsection (a)(1) shall be 
disclosed not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) FISA COURT AND PETITION REVIEW POOL 
DECISIONS.—The Attorney General shall re- 
lease FISA Court or petition review pool de- 
cisions appealed by the Constitutional Advo- 
cate not later than 30 days after the date the 
appeal is filed. 

(3) FISA COURT OF REVIEW DECISIONS.—The 
Attorney General shall release FISA Court 
of Review decisions appealed by the Con- 
stitutional Advocate not later than 90 days 
after the date the appeal is filed. 

(f) PETITION BY THE CONSTITUTIONAL ADVO- 
CATE.— 

(1) AUTHORITY TO PETITION.—The Constitu- 
tional Advocate may petition the FISA 
Court, the petition review pool, or the FISA 
Court of Review to order— 

(A) the public disclosure of a decision of 
such a Court or review pool, and documents 
or other material relevant to such a deci- 
sion, previously designated as classified in- 
formation; or 

(B) the release of an unclassified summary 
of such decisions and documents. 

(2) CONTENTS OF PETITION.—Each petition 
filed under paragraph (1) shall contain a de- 
tailed declassification proposal or a sum- 
mary of the decision and documents that the 
Constitutional Advocate proposes to have re- 
leased publicly. 

(3) ROLE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL.— 

(A) COPY OF PETITION.—The Constitutional 
Advocate shall provide to the Attorney Gen- 
eral a copy of each petition filed under para- 
graph (1). 

(B) OPPOSITION.—The Attorney General 
may oppose a petition filed under paragraph 
(1) by submitting any objections in writing 
to the FISA Court, the petition review pool, 
or the FISA Court of Review, as appropriate, 
not later than 90 days after the date such pe- 
tition was submitted. 

(4) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Not less than 91 
days after receiving a petition under para- 
graph (1), and taking into account any objec- 
tions from the Attorney General made under 
paragraph (3)(B), the FISA Court, the peti- 
tion review pool, or the FISA Court of Re- 
view, as appropriate, shall declassify and 
make readily available to the public any de- 
cision, document, or other material re- 
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quested in such petition, to the greatest ex- 
tent possible, consistent with legitimate na- 
tional security considerations. 

(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Constitutional 
Advocate may not file a petition under para- 
graph (1) until 181 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, except with respect to 
a decision appealed by the Constitutional 
Advocate. 

SEC. 407. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR ANNUAL REPORT.— 
The Constitutional Advocate shall submit to 
Congress an annual report on the implemen- 
tation of this title. 

(b) CONTENTS.—Each annual report sub- 
mitted under subsection (a) shall— 

(1) detail the activities of the Office; 

(2) provide an assessment of the effective- 
ness of this title; and 

(3) propose any new legislation to improve 
the functioning of the Office or the operation 
of the FISA Court, the petition review pool, 
or the FISA Court of Review. 

SEC. 408. PRESERVATION OF RIGHTS. 

Nothing in this title shall be construed— 

(1) to provide the Attorney General with 
authority to prevent the FISA Court, the pe- 
tition review pool, or the FISA Court of Re- 
view from declassifying decisions or releas- 
ing information pursuant to this title; and 

(2) to eliminate the public's ability to se- 
cure information under section 552 of title 5, 
United States Code (commonly known as the 
“Freedom of Information Act’’) or any other 
provision of law. 


TITLE V—NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER 
REFORMS 
SEC. 501. NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER AUTHOR- 
ITY. 

(a) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER AUTHORITY 
FOR COMMUNICATIONS SUBSCRIBER RECORDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2709(b) of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by amending 
paragraphs (1) and (2) to read as follows: 

“(1) request the name, address, length of 
service, and local and long distance toll bill- 
ing records of a person or entity if the Direc- 
tor (or the Director’s designee) certifies in 
writing to the wire or electronic communica- 
tion service provider to which the request is 
made that— 

““(A) the name, address, length of service, 
and toll billing records sought are relevant 
to an authorized investigation to protect 
against international terrorism or clandes- 
tine intelligence activities, provided that 
such an investigation of a United States per- 
son is not conducted solely on the basis of 
activities protected by the first amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; and 

““(B) there are specific and articulable facts 
showing that there are reasonable grounds to 
believe that the name, address, length of 
service, and toll billing records sought— 

“(i) pertain to a foreign power or agent of 
a foreign power; 

““(ii) are relevant to the activities of a sus- 
pected agent of a foreign power who is the 
subject of such authorized investigation; or 

““(iii) pertain to an individual in contact 
with, or known to, a suspected agent; and 

““(2) request the name, address, and length 
of service of a person or entity if the Direc- 
tor (or the Director’s designee) certifies in 
writing to the wire or electronic communica- 
tion service provider to which the request is 
made that— 

““(A) the information sought is relevant to 
an authorized investigation to protect 
against international terrorism or clandes- 
tine intelligence activities, provided that 
such an investigation of a United States per- 
son is not conducted solely upon the basis of 
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activities protected by the first amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; and 

‘(B) there are specific and articulable facts 
showing that there are reasonable grounds to 
believe that the information sought pertains 
to— 

““(i) a foreign power or agent of a foreign 
power; 

““(ii) the activities of a suspected agent of 
a foreign power who is the subject of such 
authorized investigation; or 

“(iii) an individual in contact with, or 
known to, a suspected agent.”. 

(b) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER AUTHORITY 
FOR CERTAIN FINANCIAL RECORDS.—Section 
1114 of the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 
1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“SEC. 1114. NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER FOR 
CERTAIN FINANCIAL RECORDS. 

““(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, or a designee of 
the Director whose rank shall be no lower 
than Deputy Assistant Director at Bureau 
headquarters or Special Agent in Charge in a 
Bureau field office, or the Director of the 
United States Secret Service may issue in 
writing and cause to be served on a financial 
institution, a National Security Letter re- 
quiring the production of— 

““(A) the name of a customer of the finan- 
cial institution; 

““(B) the address of a customer of the finan- 
cial institution; 

““(C) the length of time during which a per- 
son has been, or was, a customer of the fi- 
nancial institution (including the start date) 
and the type of service provided by the insti- 
tution to the customer; and 

““(D) any account number or other unique 
identifier associated with a customer of the 
financial institution. 

“*(2) LIMITATION.—A National Security Let- 
ter issued under this subsection may not re- 
quire the production of records or informa- 
tion not listed in paragraph (1). 

““(b) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—A National Security Let- 
ter issued under subsection (a) shall— 

““(A) be subject to the requirements of sub- 
sections (b) through (f) of section 2709 of title 
18, United States Code, in the same manner 
and to the same extent as those provisions 
apply with respect to a request under section 
2709(b) of title 18, United States Code, to a 
wire or electronic communication service 
provider; 

“(B)(i) in the case of a National Security 
Letter issued by the Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation or the Director’s 
designee, include a statement of facts show- 
ing that there are reasonable grounds to be- 
lieve that the records or other things 
sought— 

“(I) are relevant to an authorized inves- 
tigation (other than a threat assessment) to 
obtain foreign intelligence information not 
concerning a United States person or to pro- 
tect against international terrorism or clan- 
destine intelligence activities; and 

“(IT) pertain to— 

““(aa) a foreign power or an agent of a for- 
eign power; 

““(bb) the activities of a suspected agent of 
a foreign power who is the subject of such 
authorized investigation; or 

“(cc) an individual in contact with, or 
Known to, a suspected agent of a foreign 
power; and 

“(ii) in the case of a National Security Let- 
ter issued by the Director of the United 
States Secret Service, include a statement of 
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facts showing that there are reasonable 
grounds to believe that the records or other 
things sought are relevant to the conduct of 
the protective functions of the United States 
Secret Service. 

“*(2) REPORTING.—On a semiannual basis 
the Director of the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation and the Director of the United 
States Secret Service shall fully inform the 
Select Committee on Intelligence, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of 
the Senate and the Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence, the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and the Committee on Finan- 
cial Services of the House of Representa- 
tives, concerning all requests made under 
subsection (a). 

“*(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, the terms ‘agent of a foreign power”, 
“international terrorism’, ‘foreign intel- 
ligence information’, and ‘United States per- 
son’ have the same meanings as in section 
101 of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801). 

““(c) DEFINITION OF “FINANCIAL INSTITU- 
TION”.—For purposes of this section (and sec- 
tions 1115 and 1117, insofar as the sections re- 
late to the operation of this section), the 
term ‘financial institution’ has the same 
meaning as in subsections (a)(2) and (c)(1) of 
section 5312 of title 31, United States Code, 
except that the term shall include only a fi- 
nancial institution any part of which is lo- 
cated inside any State or territory of the 
United States, the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, or the United States Virgin Islands.”. 

(c) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER AUTHORITY 
FOR CERTAIN CONSUMER REPORT RECORDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 626 of the Fair 
Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681lu) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking the section heading and in- 
serting the following: 

“$626. National Security Letters for certain 
consumer report records”; 

(B) by striking subsections (a) through (d) 
and inserting the following: 

““(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, or a designee of 
the Director whose rank shall be no lower 
than Deputy Assistant Director at Bureau 
headquarters or Special Agent in Charge in a 
Bureau field office, may issue in writing and 
cause to be served on a consumer reporting 
agency a National Security Letter requiring 
the production of— 

““(A) the name of a consumer; 

““(B) the current and former address of a 
consumer; 

““(C) the current and former places of em- 
ployment of a consumer; and 

““(D) the name and address of any financial 
institution (as that term is defined in sec- 
tion 1101 of the Right to Financial Privacy 
Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3401)) at which a con- 
sumer maintains or has maintained an ac- 
count, to the extent that the information is 
in the files of the consumer reporting agen- 
cy. 
‘(2) LIMITATION.—A National Security Let- 
ter issued under this subsection may not re- 
quire the production of a consumer report. 

““(b) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—A National Security Let- 
ter issued under subsection (a) shall— 

““(A) be subject to the requirements of sub- 
sections (b) through (f) of section 2709 of title 
18, United States Code, in the same manner 
and to the same extent as those provisions 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


apply with respect to a request under section 
2709(b) of title 18, United States Code, to a 
wire or electronic communication service 
provider; and 

““(B) include a statement of facts showing 
that there are reasonable grounds to believe 
that the records or other things sought— 

““(i) are relevant to an authorized inves- 
tigation (other than a threat assessment) to 
obtain foreign intelligence information not 
concerning a United States person or to pro- 
tect against international terrorism or clan- 
destine intelligence activities; and 

““(ii) pertain to— 

“(D a foreign power or an agent of a for- 
eign power; 

“(II) the activities of a suspected agent of 
a foreign power who is the subject of such 
authorized investigation; or 

“(JIT) an individual in contact with, or 
known to, a suspected agent of a foreign 
power. 

“*(2) REPORTING.—On a semiannual basis 
the Director of the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation shall fully inform the Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence, the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and the Committee on Bank- 
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Sen- 
ate and the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence, the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, and the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices of the House of Representatives, con- 
cerning all requests made under subsection 
(a). 

“*(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, the terms ‘agent of a foreign power’, 
‘international terrorism’, ‘foreign intel- 
ligence information’, and ‘United States per- 
son’ have the same meanings as in section 
101 of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801).””; 

(C) by striking subsections (f) through (h); 
and 

(D) by redesignating subsections (e) and (i) 
through (m) as subsections (c) through (h), 
respectively. 

(2) REPEAL.—Section 627 of the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v) is repealed. 

(d) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.— 

(1) TABLE OF SECTIONS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of sections for the Fair Credit Report- 
ing Act (15 U.S.C. 1681 et seq.) is amended by 
striking the items relating to sections 626 
and 627 and inserting the following: 


‘626. National Security Letters for certain 
consumer report records. 


‘627. [Repealed].”. 


(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) NOTICE REQUIREMENTS.—Section 1109 of 
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 
(12 U.S.C. 3409) is amended by striking sub- 
section (c). 

(B) TITLE 18, UNITED STATES CODE.—Title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(i) in section 1510(e), by striking “section 
626(d)(1) or 627(c)(1) of the Fair Credit Re- 
porting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681lu(d)(1) or 
1681v(c)(1)), section 1114(a)(8)(A) or 
1114(a)(5)(D)(i) of the Right to Financial Pri- 
vacy Act (12 U.S.C. 3414(a)(8)(A) or 
3414(a)(5)(D)(i)),’’ and inserting “section 626 
of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 
1681u), section 1114 of the Right to Financial 
Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414),”; and 

(ii) in section 3511— 

(1) by striking “section 1114(a)(5)(A) of the 
Right to Financial Privacy Act,” each place 
that term appears and inserting ‘‘section 
1114 of the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 
1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414),”’; and 

(I) by striking “or section 627(a)” each 
place that term appears. 
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(C) NATIONAL SECURITY ACT OF 1947.—Sec- 
tion 507(b) of the National Security Act of 
1947 (50 U.S.C. 3106(b)) is amended— 

(i) in paragraph (2), by striking “section 
626(h)(2) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 168lu(h)(2)).” and inserting “section 
626(b)(2) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 1681u(b)(2)).”’; and 

(ii) in paragraph (3), by striking “section 
1114(a)(5)(C) of the Right to Financial Pri- 
vacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414(a)(5)(C)).”’ and 
inserting “section 1114(b)(2) of the Right to 
Financial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 
3414(b)(2)).”’. 

(D) USA PATRIOT ACT.— 

(i) SECTION 118.—Section 118 of the USA PA- 
TRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-177; 18 U.S.C. 3511 
note) is amended— 

(I) in subsection (c)(1)— 

(aa) in subparagraph (C), 
“and” at the end; 

(bb) in subparagraph (D), by striking ““; 
and” and inserting a period; and 

(cc) by striking subparagraph (E); and 

(II) in subsection (d)— 

(aa) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘Section 
1114(a)(5)(A) of the Right to Financial Pri- 
vacy Act (12 U.S.C. 3414(a)(5)(A))’’ and insert- 
ing “Section 1114 of the Right to Financial 
Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414)”; and 

(bb) by striking paragraph (5). 

(ii) SECTION 119.—Section 119(g) of the USA 
PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization 
Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-177; 120 Stat. 219) 
is amended— 

(I) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘Section 
1114(a)(5)(A) of the Right to Financial Pri- 
vacy Act (12 U.S.C. 3414(a)(5)1(A))” and insert- 
ing “Section 1114 of the Right to Financial 
Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414)”; and 

(ID by striking paragraph (5). 


by inserting 


SEC. 502. PUBLIC REPORTING ON NATIONAL SE- 
CURITY LETTERS. 


Section 118(c) of the USA PATRIOT Im- 
provement and Reauthorization Act of 2005 
(Public Law 109-177; 18 U.S.C. 3511 note), as 
amended by section 501(d)(2)(D)(i), is further 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘concerning different United 
States persons”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘, ex- 
cluding the number of requests for subscriber 
information”; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(2) CONTENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), each report required under 
this subsection shall include the total num- 
ber of requests described in paragraph (1) re- 
quiring disclosure of information con- 
cerning— 

““(i) United States persons; 

““(ii) persons who are not United States 
persons; 

““(iii) persons who are the subjects of au- 
thorized national security investigations; or 

““(iv) persons who are not the subjects of 
authorized national security investigations. 

““(B) EXCEPTION.—With respect to the num- 
ber of requests for subscriber information 
under section 2709 of title 18, United States 
Code, a report required under this subsection 
need not provide information separated into 
each of the categories described in subpara- 
graph (A).”. 
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TITLE VI—REPORTING FISA ORDERS AND 
NATIONAL SECURITY LETTERS 
SEC. 601. THIRD-PARTY REPORTING OF FISA OR- 
DERS AND NATIONAL SECURITY LET- 
TERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Each electronic service 
provider may report information to the pub- 
lic in accordance with this section about re- 
quests and demands for information made by 
any Government entity under a surveillance 
law, and is exempt in accordance with sub- 
section (d) from liability with respect to that 
report, even if such provider would otherwise 
be prohibited by a surveillance law from re- 
porting that information. 

(b) PERIODIC AGGREGATE REPORTS.—An 
electronic service provider may report such 
information not more often than quarterly 
and only to the following extent: 

(1) ESTIMATE OF NUMBERS OF DEMANDS AND 
REQUESTS MADE.—The report may reveal an 
estimate of the number of such demands and 
requests made during the period to which the 
report pertains. 

(2) ESTIMATE OF NUMBERS OF DEMANDS AND 
REQUESTS COMPLIED WITH.—The report may 
reveal an estimate of the numbers of such 
demands and requests the service provider 
complied with during the period to which the 
report pertains, regardless of when the de- 
mands or requests were made. 

(3) ESTIMATE OF NUMBER OF USERS OR AC- 
COUNTS.—The report may reveal an estimate 
of the numbers of users or accounts, or both, 
of the service provider, for which informa- 
tion was demanded, requested, or provided 
during the period to which the report per- 
tains. 

(c) SPECIAL RULES FOR REPORTS.— 

(1) LEVEL OF DETAIL BY AUTHORIZING SUR- 
VEILLANCE LAW.—Any estimate disclosed 
under this section may be an overall esti- 
mate or broken down by categories of au- 
thorizing surveillance laws or by provisions 
of authorizing surveillance laws. 

(2) LEVEL OF DETAIL BY NUMERICAL RANGE.— 
Each estimate disclosed under this section 
shall be rounded to the nearest 100. If an es- 
timate is zero, an electronic service provider 
may report the estimate as zero. 

(3) REPORT MAY BE BROKEN DOWN BY PERI- 
ODS NOT LESS THAN CALENDAR QUARTERS.—For 
any reporting period, the provider may break 
down the report by calendar quarters or any 
other time periods greater than a calendar 
quarter. 

(d) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY.—An elec- 
tronic service provider making a report that 
the provider reasonably believes in good 
faith is authorized by this section is not 
criminally or civilly liable in any court for 
making that report. 

(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to prohibit 
disclosures other than those authorized by 
this section. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “electronic service provider” 
means a provider of an electronic commu- 
nications service (as that term is defined in 
section 2510 of title 18, United States Code) 
or a provider of a remote computing service 
(as that term is defined in section 2711 of 
title 18, United States Code). 

(2) The term “surveillance law” means any 
provision of any of the following: 

(A) The Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

(B) Section 802(a) of the National Security 
Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3162(a)). 

(C) Section 2709 of title 18, United States 
Code. 

(D) Section 1114 of the Right to Financial 
Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414). 
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(E) Subsections (a) or (b) of section 626 of 
the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 
1681u). 

SEC. 602. GOVERNMENT REPORTING OF FISA OR- 
DERS. 

(a) ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE.—Section 107 
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1807) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (a) and (b) 
as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively; 

(2) in the matter preceding paragraph (1) 
(as redesignated by paragraph (1) of this sub- 
section)— 

(A) by striking “In April” and inserting 
““(a) In April”; and 

(B) by striking “Congress” and inserting 
“the Select Committee on Intelligence and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Sen- 
ate and the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence and the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of the House of Representatives””; 

(3) in subsection (a) (as designated by para- 
graph (2) of this subsection)— 

(A) in paragraph (1) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection), by striking 
“and” at the end; 

(B) in paragraph (2) (as so redesignated), by 
striking the period at the end and inserting 
a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

““(3) the total number of individuals who 
were subject to electronic surveillance con- 
ducted under an order entered under this 
title, rounded to the nearest 100; and 

“*(4) the total number of United States per- 
sons who were subject to electronic surveil- 
lance conducted under an order entered 
under this title, rounded to the nearest 100.””; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(b)(1) Each report required under sub- 
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form. 

“*(2) Not later than 7 days after a report is 
submitted under subsection (a), the Attorney 
General shall make such report publicly 
available.”. 

(b) PEN REGISTER AND TRAP AND TRACE DE- 
VICES.—Section 406 of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1846) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

““(4) a good faith estimate of the total num- 
ber of individuals whose electronic or wire 
communications information was obtained 
through the use of pen register or trap and 
trace devices authorized under an order en- 
tered under this title, rounded to the nearest 
100; and 

““(5) a good faith estimate of the total num- 
ber of United States persons whose elec- 
tronic or wire communications information 
was obtained through the use of a pen reg- 
ister or trap and trace devices authorized 
under an order entered under this title, 
rounded to the nearest 100.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(c)(1) Each report required under sub- 
section (b) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form. 

“*(2) Not later than 7 days after a report is 
submitted under subsection (b), the Attorney 
General shall make such report publicly 
available.”. 

(c) ACCESS TO CERTAIN BUSINESS 
RECORDS.—Section 502 of the Foreign Intel- 
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ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1862) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(8), by adding at the 
end the following new subparagraphs: 

““(F) Records concerning electronic com- 
munications. 

“(G) Records concerning wire communica- 
tions.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

“(C) a good faith estimate of the total 
number of individuals whose tangible things 
were produced under an order entered under 
section 501, rounded to the nearest 100; and 

“(D) a good faith estimate of the total 
number of United States persons whose tan- 
gible things were produced under an order 
entered under section 501, rounded to the 
nearest 100.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“*(3) Not later than 7 days after the date on 
which a report is submitted under paragraph 
(1), the Attorney General shall make such re- 
port publicly available.’’. 

(d) ADDITIONAL PROCEDURES REGARDING 
CERTAIN PERSONS OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES.—Section 707 of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1881f) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

““(c) ADDITIONAL ANNUAL REPORT.— 

‘1) REPORT REQUIRED.—In April of each 
year, the Attorney General shall submit to 
the congressional intelligence committees 
and the Committees on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a 
report setting forth with respect to the pre- 
ceding year— 

““(A) the total number of— 

““(i) directives issued under section 702; 

“(ii) orders granted under section 703; and 

““(iii) orders granted under section 704; 

““(B) good faith estimates of the total num- 
ber of individuals, rounded to the nearest 
100, whose electronic or wire communica- 
tions or communications records were col- 
lected pursuant to— 

““(i) an order granted under section 703; and 

“(ii) an order granted under section 704; 
and 

““(C) good faith estimates of the total num- 
ber, rounded to the nearest 100, of United 
States persons whose electronic or wire com- 
munications or communications records 
were collected pursuant to— 

““(i) an order granted under section 703; and 

““(ii) an order granted under section 704. 

“*(2) FORM.—Each report required under 
paragraph (1) shall be submitted in unclassi- 
fied form. 

(3) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Not later than 7 
days after the date on which a report is sub- 
mitted under paragraph (1), the Attorney 
General shall make such report publicly 
available.”. 

TITLE VII—OTHER MATTERS 


SEC. 701. PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVER- 
SIGHT BOARD SUBPOENA AUTHOR- 
ITY. 

Section 1061(g) of the Intelligence Reform 
and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (42 
U.S.C. 2000ee(g)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(D), by striking ‘‘submit 
a written request to the Attorney General of 
the United States that the Attorney Gen- 
eral’’; 
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(2) by striking paragraph (2); and 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3). 

SEC. 702. SCOPE OF LIABILITY PROTECTION FOR 
PROVIDING ASSISTANCE TO THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

Section 802 of the Foreign Intelligence Sur- 
veillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1885a) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting “and ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (j),”” after 
“law,”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(j) VIOLATION OF USER AGREEMENTS.—Sub- 
section (a) shall not apply to assistance pro- 
vided by a person if the provision of assist- 
ance violates a user agreement, including 
any privacy policy associated with the user 
agreement, in effect at the time the assist- 
ance is provided between the person and the 
person relating to whom the assistance was 
provided.”. 


SA 1461. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
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year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

In section 113(b), strike “The Secretary 
shall” and insert “Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall”. 


SA 1462. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

In section 112(b), strike “The Secretary 
shall” and insert “Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall”. 


 — 


ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JUNE 2, 
2015 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, June 
2; that following the prayer and pledge, 
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the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, and the time for the two lead- 
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day; that following leader remarks, 
the Senate then resume consideration 
of H.R. 2048; and finally, that the filing 
deadline for all second-degree amend- 
ments to H.R. 2048 be at 10 a.m. tomor- 
row. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


PROGRAM 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
under the regular order, the cloture 
vote will occur at 10:30 in the morning. 


— Ss 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 5:51 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
June 2, 2015, at 9:30 a.m. 


June 1, 2015 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, June 1, 2015 


The House met at noon and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. WOMACK). 


a 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 1, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVE 
WOMACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EEE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 


a 


PATRIOT ACT REAUTHORIZATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I am here 
today because last night, at midnight, 
a wonderful thing happened. In what 
seems like a constant flow, a tide that 
has been washing away our liberties 
since the founding of this country, we 
experienced something unique. 

The tide reversed, thanks to one Sen- 
ator, Senator RAND PAUL of Kentucky, 
and now, we have some of our civil lib- 
erties restored. If only but for a brief 
second in history, they are restored. It 
may register only as an eddy current, 
but clearly, we changed the tide last 
night. 

Now, what happened? The PATRIOT 
Act expired. How does a law expire, do 
you say? Why do we allow them to ex- 
pire? It is because, when we enact laws, 
we know that we don’t have the fore- 
sight to see how they will be carried 
out. We don’t know everything that is 
going to happen as time transpires. It 
is important that we revisit these laws. 
In this case, this law expired. 

I would like to pretend that, if I were 
here when the PATRIOT Act passed 


after the attacks on our country, that 
I wouldn’t have voted for it, but I can’t 
say that. I am not going to pass judg- 
ment on my colleagues that were here 
when it did pass. I can barely imagine 
the incredible pressure they were under 
from their constituents, from every- 
body, to do something—to do some- 
thing to protect our country, and so 
they passed the PATRIOT Act. I don’t 
blame them. I wasn’t here. I might 
have done the same thing. 

We have new facts today, so we re- 
visit this law; we revisit the PATRIOT 
Act. What are the new facts? What are 
the things that have changed since it 
was issued? Let me list them. 

First of all, our Director of National 
Intelligence lied to us, lied to Congress 
about how the law was being imple- 
mented. In fact, he said, “I said the 
least untruthful thing I could,” when 
he testified. Those were his words. He 
said the least untruthful thing he 
could. 

That is not good enough. He is in 
charge of all of our intelligence, and 
you are spying on Americans, and you 
lied to Congress about it, so that has 
changed. 

What else changed? The NSA broke 
the law. How do we know this? The sec- 
ond highest court in the land said they 
broke the law. Just a few weeks ago, 
they ruled this. Surely, we can’t trust 
them to enforce the laws that we are 
giving them now without some major 
reform. 

What is the next thing that has 
changed since the PATRIOT Act first 
passed? The Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence failed us. The 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence is privy to information that the 
rest of Congress cannot have, and I un- 
derstand that. It would be hard to keep 
a secret if 435 Members knew about it, 
so we entrust some of our Members to 
know the Nations most important se- 
crets. 

What do we trust them with? Over- 
sight, oversight over the intelligence 
community to make sure that the laws 
that all 435 of us vote on are being im- 
plemented in the way that we intended 
them to be implemented—and that was 
not the case, so that has changed. 

What is the fourth thing that has 
changed since the first PATRIOT Act 
was issued and the last time it was re- 
authorized? The FISA court, this is the 
secret court that issues the secret war- 
rants, if you will—if you would call 
them warrants. I would not call them 
warrants. 

They issued the mother of all general 
warrants. What are general warrants? 
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These are warrants that are not spe- 
cific. The warrant they issued would 
make King George III blush. Think 
about this: a warrant that covers 
every—every—American. 

Let me read the Fourth Amendment 
to our Constitution here, and this is 
specifically about your right to pri- 
vacy: “The right of the people to be se- 
cure in their persons, houses, papers, 
and effects, against unreasonable 
searches and seizures, shall not be vio- 
lated, and no warrants shall issue, but 
upon probable cause, supported by oath 
or affirmation, and particularly de- 
scribing the place to be searched, and 
the persons or things to be seized.”’ 

The warrant that they issued, the 
one that went to Verizon which author- 
ized the collection of everybody’s 
phone records, was not constitutional; 
yet we trusted them with the over- 
sight, and they betrayed us. They be- 
trayed that trust. 

Since 1979, there have been 34,000 sur- 
veillance orders requested of the FISA 
court by the intelligence community; 
12 of the 34,000 have been denied. 

Mr. Speaker, things have changed. I 
urge my colleagues not to reauthorize 
the PATRIOT Act. The Freedom Act 
does not go far enough. 


—_ > 


MEDICAL MARIJUANA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
there is a quiet revolution taking place 
across America to reform and mod- 
ernize our marijuana laws. For over 
half a century, the official position has 
been one of prohibition, of incarcer- 
ation, of obfuscation, and willful igno- 
rance; yet almost 20 million Americans 
use marijuana every month. 

A majority of the public now thinks 
that that should be legal, and an even 
larger majority thinks that, whatever 
their personal opinion about marijuana 
is, that the Federal Government should 
not interfere with what the States do, 
just like how we regulate alcohol. 

In the vanguard of the reform move- 
ment has been medical marijuana since 
1996, when California was the first 
State to legalize it. It has been fol- 
lowed now where almost three-quarters 
of the States provide some form of ac- 
cess to medical marijuana, and most of 
those decisions were made by a vote of 
the people. Well over 200 million Amer- 
icans live where they have access to 
medical marijuana. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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There have been many positive bene- 
fits achieved for our veterans, who suf- 
fer from a wide range of medical prob- 
lems, many of which stem from their 
years of service: chronic pain, PTSD, 
controlling the symptoms of multiple 
sclerosis, or dealing with violent nau- 
sea aS a result of chemotherapy; yet 
our veterans are discriminated against 
because, even in States where it is 
legal, their VA doctors are discouraged 
from working with them to see if med- 
ical marijuana is right for them or if it 
is not. 

I am pleased to see some change tak- 
ing place in Congress. We almost 
passed my amendment last month 
which would have given veterans fair 
treatment, enabling their primary doc- 
tor to consult with them. Just this last 
week in the Senate, there was approved 
in committee essentially the same 
amendment, and it is on its way to the 
Senate floor to give equal rights to vet- 
erans for medical marijuana. 

This is the latest step in the evo- 
lution that we have seen now where 
four States and the District of Colum- 
bia have declared adult use legal, and 
we are seeing further progress at the 
local level. 

The tide is building. We are turning 
away from a failed program of prohib- 
iting; arresting; and, in some cases, in- 
carcerating, while denying the science. 

We as a Nation are turning to ap- 
proaches that are more honest and 
workable, that tax and regulate to 
allow for important research and pub- 
lic education that will allow people to 
make informed choices about the use of 
these substances or not. 

We are already seeing the social, eco- 
nomic, and law enforcement advan- 
tages in this shift at the State level, 
and we should capitalize on this move- 
ment at the national level as well. 

It is exciting to see a bipartisan 
group of legislators in a sea of legisla- 
tive dysfunction coming together to 
promote bringing this country into the 
21st century in terms of marijuana 
policies, doing it right. 

This week, during consideration of 
the Commerce, Justice, Science, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations bill, 
we are likely to see numerous amend- 
ments dealing with research, hemp, 
medical marijuana, cultivation, en- 
forcement, and respecting States’ laws. 

This is an exciting and encouraging 
development to be able to make the 
Federal Government a full partner 
with the evolution that is taking place 
on the State and local level. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in such 
a way that respects the will of the peo- 
ple and the rights of States to forge 
these new policies. 


—_— A 


FISHING IN THE GULF OF MEXICO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT) for 5 min- 
utes. 
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Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today on behalf of the 
American recreational fishermen that, 
like myself and my family, used to 
have the opportunity to fish for red 
snapper in the Federal waters of the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

I can’t help but think how sad it is 
that we have people in here articu- 
lating why illegal drugs should be 
made legal while we continue to allow 
Federal agencies to take away the 
rights of the American sportsmen and 
the men and the women who just want 
to take their kids fishing. 

Maybe if we spent more time out- 
doors fishing and hunting, we wouldn’t 
have the problems that we have in this 
country with drugs. 

Now, technically, Mr. Speaker, we 
still have the right to fish in the Gulf 
of Mexico in the Federal waters, as 
long as you can do it in the crumb of 
the season that has been left for the 
recreational fishermen. 

Dr. Roy Crabtree and the National 
Marine Fisheries Services have left a 
10-day season for the not-for-hire rec- 
reational angler who just wants to 
take his or her kid fishing, 10 days. 

In 2007, Mr. Speaker—if you want to 
know how fast this has gone downhill— 
we got to fish 194 days; so, in the short 
span of about 8 years, they have taken 
95 percent of the opportunity of the 
American sportsmen to fish in the Gulf 
of Mexico’s Federal waters for red 
snapper away from them. 

When they started the reductions, 
they promised that, as soon as the 
stock was restored, the season would 
be restored. Now, they give us the ex- 
cuse: Well, because there are so many 
of them and they are so much bigger, 
you are catching that many that much 
faster. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, this makes no 
sense. The commercial fishermen, 
ships, long lines and winches, and their 
powerful lobbyists, they get to fish 
year round for the same species. Dr. 
Roy Crabtree and the others at the Na- 
tional Marine Fisheries Services again 
virtually eliminated the fishing season 
for the recreational angler, reducing it 
to 10 days. 

Now, I support the commercial fish- 
ing industry. I like to buy a piece of 
red snapper at the restaurant. I like to 
buy it at the grocery store. There is 
plenty of fish out there for all of us. 

The 10 days that we have as rec- 
reational anglers—if it is bad weather, 
well, that is just too bad. If you have 
got to work that day, well, that is just 
too bad. You see, they pick the days. 
You don’t get to pick the days, Mr. 
Speaker; and, if you can’t fish on that 
day, that is just too bad for you. If you 
can afford it, the charter boat season 
now is 45 days. 

Now, I will just tell you, I have never 
seen this much bias in anything I have 
ever done, especially in the rulemaking 
process, unless someone is being bribed 
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or blackmailed or had a personal finan- 
cial interest in the rulemaking, which 
brings me to the next point. 

The vote to split the recreational 
season at the expense of the American 
angler, who just wants to fish with 
their family—not being forced to hire a 
charter boat—this was done by the 
Gulf Council on a split vote of 7 to 10 in 
which, according to news sources, 3 of 
the members that voted to do this 
didn’t disclose that they sit on the 
board of a group that lobbies for the 
charter boat industry. 

Again, I support the charter boat in- 
dustry, but the idea that someone 
could sit there and vote to make a sea- 
son for themselves 45 days as long as 
you can you pay them to take you, but 
10 days if you don’t pay them—Mr. 
Speaker, to be quite honest, Federal 
law stipulates those with a conflict 
must disclose it and shall not vote on 
those issues where a conflict exists. 

The conduct of the National Marine 
Fisheries Services in allowing that 
vote is in direct contrast to the rights 
of the Americans who just want to fish 
in the Gulf of Mexico. 

I, for one, am not going to sit back 
and let this continue; and, when the 
CJS appropriations act is on the floor, 
Mr. Speaker, I hope that we have the 
opportunity to correct what I believe 
to be illegal actions by the National 
Marine Fisheries Services and Dr. Roy 
Crabtree. 


1215 


CELEBRATING THE 50TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF ODESSA PERMIAN HIGH 


SCHOOL FOOTBALL TEAM'S 
FIRST STATE CHAMPIONSHIP 
TITLE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to commemorate the 50th anni- 
versary of Odessa Permian High School 
football team's first State champion- 
ship title. As a member of that team, I 
am especially excited to gather with 
my teammates this weekend to look 
back over the 50 years. 

They say everything is bigger in 
Texas, and high school football is no 
different. 

Mr. Speaker, when our team earned 
the title that bitterly cold December 
day, it was the start of one of the most 
storied high school football dynasties 
in Texas. We were led by the Texas 
coaching legend, Gene Mayfield, who 
was as tough as his reputation sug- 
gests. He was known for his motiva- 
tional skills, and he could motivate. 
Coach Mayfield and the coaching staff 
did not inherit a State-championship- 
caliber team that year; rather, through 
his influence and direction, he molded 
our team into something that many 
doubted we could ever become. 

His emphasis on preparation, com- 
petition, and expectation to win drove 
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our team to demand more of each 
other. We suffered during his notori- 
ously tough workouts. You could find 
our team running in the sandhills of 
Monahans Sandhills State Park or 
challenging each other with bicycle 
races, wrestling matches, or any of the 
other various events that he could find 
that would hone our competitive spirit 
and build a drive to win and a spirit to 
never quit. 

Mr. Speaker, unbeknownst to us as 
kids, the values Coach Mayfield was in- 
stilling in us that year would carry 
with us for the rest of our lives. He was 
teaching us more than how to be good 
football players; he was teaching us 
how to become men. I personally view 
Coach Mayfield as one of the most in- 
fluential men in my life, and I believe 
that my teammates would say the 
same. 

It was through our shared experi- 
ences that our team bonded together. 
In 1965, it drove us to win, and we were 
seeing the fruits of our labors with 
each game night. Those experiences 
created relationships that have en- 
dured over five decades. 

This Friday, my teammates and I 
will gather to renew those bonds and 
reminisce, but also to become the re- 
cipients of this year’s Odessa Permian 
High School Black Shirt Award. Every 
year, this award is given to a school or- 
ganization, individual, or group that 
have achieved a standard of excellence 
and inspired a passion in the Permian 
High School alumni and student body. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to have been 
a part of that historic season and to 
have played with some of the best 
teammates you could ever ask for. 


—_ A 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 17 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EEE 
1400 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DENHAM) at 2 p.m. 


—_ > 


PRAYER 


Reverend Thomas More Garrett, OP, 
St. Pius V Catholic Church, Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island, offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Hear us O God, we pray, that we may 
begin these summer months refreshed 
and renewed. Give new vigor to our ef- 
forts. Help us to be always mindful of 
the guiding hand of providence as we 
seek to better our country and the 
world at large. 
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Let us remember that we are not al- 
ways the best arbiters of our own good, 
that we can be wrong about what is 
best for us, and that our own desires 
can sometimes bring us harm. Con- 
fident in Your assistance, we turn to 
You for Your protection and ask You 
to save us from the difficulties that we 
bring upon ourselves. 

Amen. 


Ea 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


— 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. KILDEE led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— 


COMMEMORATING THE SAMOAN 
EXILES 


(Mr. SABLAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, this 
month, 72 Samoans who were exiled to 
my home, the Northern Mariana Is- 
lands, will receive the ceremonial fare- 
well they were never given—100 years 
late. 

In 1909, the 72 Samoans were exiled to 
the Mariana Islands by the Governor of 
German Samoa, Wilhelm Solf. Their 
crime: the chiefs had tried to reinstate 
traditional Samoan practices outlawed 
by the German colonial regime. The 
Samoans remained in the Marianas 
until 1915, when they were repatriated 
by another colonial power—Japan. 

Their story was almost lost in time. 
But thanks to the work of the North- 
ern Marianas Humanities Council, the 
history of these exiles has now been 
documented. 


ES 


RECOGNIZING OUR AMERICAN 
MANUFACTURERS 


(Mr. TIBERI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize our American man- 
ufacturers. AS we work to knock down 
trade  barriers—barriers abroad—so 
American exporters can sell their prod- 
ucts overseas, many opponents of free 
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trade are spreading outright lies: lies 
about the impact of American trade 
agreements on American manufactur- 
ers. 

Whirlpool is a great example, an ex- 
ample that continues to be cited as an 
American company that has virtually 
shut down its plants in America be- 
cause of trade. It is astounding because 
it is not true. 

There are 22,000 American Whirlpool 
workers. They are makers of iconic 
brands like Whirlpool, Maytag, and 
KitchenAid. More than 80 percent of 
Whirlpool products sold in the United 
States are made in the United States. 
Their products come from Ohio com- 
munities like Clyde, Marion, Green- 
ville, Ottawa, and Findlay, Ohio, not to 


mention Whirlpool plants in other 
States. 
Believe the numbers, Mr. Speaker. 


One in every five jobs in Ohio depends 
on trade. With new trade agreements, 
barriers abroad will be removed so 
Whirlpool and other manufacturers 
have the opportunity to sell their 
American-made products overseas. 
Let’s spread the truth: trade supports 
American jobs, and increased trade will 
build a healthy American economy. 


— 


PASS A LONG-TERM HIGHWAY 
AND TRANSIT TRUST FUND BILL 


(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, Michigan, 
of all States, knows that we need to fix 
our crumbling roads and bridges if we 
are going to remain competitive as a 
nation. 

It is long past time, long overdue, for 
this Congress to rebuild our infrastruc- 
ture, to pass legislation to fully fund, 
on an extended basis, the highway and 
transit trust fund bill. Unfortunately, 
instead of working on a big infrastruc- 
ture bill, last month Congress passed a 
mere 2-month extension, an extension 
that gets us no further in repairing our 
Nations crumbling infrastructure. 

Mr. Speaker, my constituents are fed 
up with more delays instead of real ac- 
tion on road funding. No city and no 
State is going to move forward on 
major projects because Congress ex- 
tended this fund by 60 days. 

No more temporary extensions. No 
more delays. Let’s get to work on a bi- 
partisan, long-term plan to invest in 
our Nation’s roads, our bridges, and our 
ports. We have to believe in ourselves. 
We have to bet on the American work- 
er and on American business. If we in- 
vest in infrastructure, they will pay us 
back with productivity. 

a 
RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 


declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 3 p.m. today. 
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Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 6 min- 
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 


a 
1500 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of New York) at 
3 p.m. 


a 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 


— 


AUTHORIZING EARLY REPAYMENT 
OF CONSTRUCTION COSTS TO BU- 
REAU OF RECLAMATION 


Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 404) to authorize early repay- 
ment of obligations to the Bureau of 
Reclamation within the Northport Irri- 
gation District in the State of Ne- 
braska. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 404 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. EARLY REPAYMENT OF CONSTRUC- 
TION COSTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
213 of the Reclamation Reform Act of 1982 (43 
U.S.C. 390mm), any landowner within the 
Northport Irrigation District in the State of 
Nebraska (referred to in this section as the 
‘“District’’) may repay, at any time, the con- 
struction costs of project facilities allocated 
to the landowner’s land within the District. 

(b) APPLICABILITY OF FULL-COST PRICING 
LIMITATIONS.—On discharge, in full, of the 
obligation for repayment of all construction 
costs described in subsection (a) that are al- 
located to all land the landowner owns in the 
District in question, the parcels of land shall 
not be subject to the ownership and full-cost 
pricing limitations under Federal reclama- 
tion law (the Act of June 17, 1902, 32 Stat. 
388, chapter 1093), and Acts supplemental to 
and amendatory of that Act (48 U.S.C. 371 et 
seq.), including the Reclamation Reform Act 
of 1982 (18 U.S.C. 390aa et seq.). 

(c) CERTIFICATION.—On request of a land- 
owner that has repaid, in full, the construc- 
tion costs described in subsection (a), the 
Secretary of the Interior shall provide to the 
landowner a certificate described in section 
21304) of the Reclamation Reform Act of 
1982 (43 U.S.C. 390mm(b)(1)). 

(d) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section— 

(1) modifies any contractual rights under, 
or amends or reopens, the reclamation con- 
tract between the District and the United 
States; or 

(2) modifies any rights, obligations, or re- 
lationships between the District and land- 
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owners in the District under Nebraska State 
law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP) and the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BEYER) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

As we begin the debate on this par- 
ticular bill, I am pleased that the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. SMITH) is 
here with us to introduce this very ef- 
fective and important bill. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
SMITH) to explain his legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. I thank my 
colleague from Utah for yielding. 

Under Federal reclamation law, irri- 
gation districts which receive water 
from a Bureau of Reclamation facility 
typically repay their portion of the 
capital costs of water projects under 
long-term contracts. 

Under its current contract and cur- 
rent law, Northport is exempt from an- 
nual capital repayment if this carriage 
fee exceeds $8,000 per year. Given that 
the carriage fee has greatly exceeded 
this amount every year since the 1950s, 
Northport’s capital repayment debt has 
been stagnant at over $923,000 since 
1952. 

So long as the debt endures, land- 
owners are subject to burdensome re- 
porting requirements and acreage limi- 
tations, and no leverage is generated 
for the Federal Government. 

I introduced this bill to provide 
members of the Northport Irrigation 
District early repayment authority 
under their dated reclamation con- 
tract. 

Allowing producers within the 
Northport Irrigation District to pay off 
their portion of the contract means the 
government will receive funds other- 
wise uncollected, and landowners will 
be relieved of costly constraints which 
threaten family-owned operations. 

For example, at a Water, Power, and 
Oceans Subcommittee hearing last 
year, one member of the Northport dis- 
trict testified that acreage limitations 
will prohibit parents who own land in 
the district from passing down or even 
selling farmland to sons and daughters 
who also own land in the same district. 

As the chairman mentioned, similar 
legislation has passed under bipartisan 
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majorities and, according to the CBO, 
could generate as much as $440,000 in 
Federal revenue. 

This is a very simple bill which 
would make a big difference to some 
family farmers in western Nebraska. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 404 would author- 
ize landowners served by the Northport 
Irrigation District to prepay the re- 
maining portion of construction costs 
allocated to them for the North Platte 
project. In exchange, the landowners 
who pay will no longer be subject to 
acreage limitations and other require- 
ments associated with the Reclamation 
Reform Act. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
support of this good bill, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

This bill is an excellent piece of leg- 
islation that solves a problem that 
should never have existed in the first 
place. 

It is curious that in many cases 
throughout the West, the current Fed- 
eral law does not allow a landowner to 
make an early repayment on Federal 
irrigation projects. It is an outdated 
law and a hurdle that is silly. It is 
similar to a bank prohibiting a home- 
owner from paying off his or her mort- 
gage early. 

Congressman SMITH’s bill removes 
the Federal Bureau of Reclamation re- 
payment prohibition for individual 
landowners within the Northport Irri- 
gation District. In return for those 
payments, though, these farmers will 
no longer be subject to the acreage lim- 
itation and the paperwork require- 
ments imposed by the Reclamation Re- 
form Act. 

This bill will accelerate revenue com- 
ing into the Treasury. It is based on 
two recent precedents that passed in 
both Republican- and Democrat-con- 
trolled Houses. Today, we are trying to 
continue those efforts by adopting this 
particular bill. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 404. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— A 


NATIVE AMERICAN CHILDREN’S 
SAFETY ACT 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1168) to amend the Indian 
Child Protection and Family Violence 
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Prevention Act to require background 
checks before foster care placements 
are ordered in tribal court proceedings, 
and for other purposes. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 1168 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the 
American Children’s Safety Act’’. 
SEC. 2. CRIMINAL RECORDS CHECKS. 

Section 408 of the Indian Child Protection 
and Family Violence Prevention Act (25 
U.S.C. 3207) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

““(d) BY TRIBAL SOCIAL SERVICES AGENCY 
FOR FOSTER CARE PLACEMENTS IN TRIBAL 
COURT PROCEEDINGS.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

““(A) COVERED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘cov- 
ered individual’ includes— 

““(i) any individual 18 years of age or older; 
and 

“(i) any individual who the tribal social 
services agency determines is subject to a 
criminal records check under paragraph 
(2)(A). 

““(B) FOSTER CARE PLACEMENT.—The term 
‘foster care placement’ means any action re- 
moving an Indian child from a parent or In- 
dian custodian for temporary placement in a 
foster home or institution or the home of a 
guardian or conservator if— 

““(i) the parent or Indian custodian cannot 
have the child returned on demand; and 

“(ii)() parental rights have not been ter- 
minated; or 

““(II) parental rights have been terminated 
but the child has not been permanently 
placed. 

““(C) INDIAN CUSTODIAN.—The term ‘Indian 
custodian’ means any Indian— 

““(i) who has legal custody of an Indian 
child under tribal law or custom or under 
State law; or 

“(ii) to whom temporary physical care, 
custody, and control has been transferred by 
the parent of the child. 

““(D) PARENT.—The term ‘parent’ means— 

“(i) any biological parent of an Indian 
child; or 

““(ii) any Indian who has lawfully adopted 
an Indian child, including adoptions under 
tribal law or custom. 

“(E) TRIBAL COURT.—The 
court’ means a court— 

“(i) with jurisdiction over foster care 
placements; and 

““(1i) that is— 

“(I) a Court of Indian Offenses; 

“(II) a court established and operated 
under the code or custom of an Indian tribe; 
or 

“(JIT) any other administrative body of an 
Indian tribe that is vested with authority 
over foster care placements. 

““(F) TRIBAL SOCIAL SERVICES AGENCY.—The 
term ‘tribal social services agency’ means 
the agency of an Indian tribe that has the 
primary responsibility for carrying out fos- 
ter care licensing or approval (as of the date 
on which the proceeding described in para- 
graph (2)(A) commences) for the Indian tribe. 

‘(2) CRIMINAL RECORDS CHECK BEFORE FOS- 
TER CARE PLACEMENT.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), no foster care placement shall 
be finally approved and no foster care license 
shall be issued until the tribal social services 
agency— 
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term “tribal 
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“G) completes a criminal records check of 
each covered individual who resides in the 
household or is employed at the institution 
in which the foster care placement will be 
made; and 

““(ii) concludes that each covered indi- 
vidual described in clause (i) meets such 
standards as the Indian tribe shall establish 
in accordance with subparagraph (B). 

“(B) STANDARDS OF PLACEMENT.—The 
standards described in subparagraph (A)(ii) 
shall include— 

“G) requirements that each tribal social 
services agency described in subparagraph 
(A)— 

“(D perform criminal records checks, in- 
cluding fingerprint-based checks of national 
crime information databases (as defined in 
section 534(f)(8) of title 28, United States 
Code); 

“(II) check any abuse registries main- 
tained by the Indian tribe; and 

“(TIT) check any child abuse and neglect 
registry maintained by the State in which 
the covered individual resides for informa- 
tion on the covered individual, and request 
any other State in which the covered indi- 
vidual resided in the preceding 5 years, to en- 
able the tribal social services agency to 
check any child abuse and neglect registry 
maintained by that State for such informa- 
tion; and 

““(ii) any other additional requirement that 
the Indian tribe determines is necessary and 
permissible within the existing authority of 
the Indian tribe, such as the creation of vol- 
untary agreements with State entities in 
order to facilitate the sharing of information 
related to the performance of criminal 
records checks. 

““(C) RESULTS.—Except as provided in para- 
graph (3), no foster care placement shall be 
ordered in any proceeding described in sub- 
paragraph (A) if an investigation described 
in clause (i) of that subparagraph reveals 
that a covered individual described in that 
clause has been found by a Federal, State, or 
tribal court to have committed any crime 
listed in clause (i) or (ii) of section 
471(a)(20)(A) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 671(a)(20)(A)). 

“(3) EMERGENCY PLACEMENT.—Paragraph 
(2) shall not apply to an emergency foster 
care placement, as determined by a tribal so- 
cial services agency. 

“(4) RECERTIFICATION OF FOSTER HOMES OR 
INSTITUTIONS.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section, each Indian tribe shall establish pro- 
cedures to recertify homes or institutions in 
which foster care placements are made. 

“(B) CONTENTS.—The procedures described 
in subparagraph (A) shall include, at a min- 
imum, periodic intervals at which the home 
or institution shall be subject to recertifi- 
cation to ensure— 

““(i) the safety of the home or institution 
for the Indian child; and 

““(ii) that each covered individual who re- 
sides in the home or is employed at the insti- 
tution is subject to a criminal records check 
in accordance with this subsection, including 
any covered individual who— 

““(D resides in the home or is employed at 
the institution on the date on which the pro- 
cedures established under subparagraph (A) 
commences; and 

“(ID did not reside in the home or was not 
employed at the institution on the date on 
which the investigation described in para- 
graph (2)(A)(i) was completed. 

““(C) GUIDANCE ISSUED BY THE SECRETARY.— 
The procedures established under subpara- 
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graph (A) shall be subject to any regulation 
or guidance issued by the Secretary that is 
in accordance with the purpose of this sub- 
section. 

““(5) GUIDANCE .—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this sub- 
section and after consultation with Indian 
tribes, the Secretary shall issue guidance re- 
garding— 

“(A) procedures for a criminal records 
check of any covered individual who— 

“(i) resides in the home or is employed at 
the institution in which the foster care 
placement is made after the date on which 
the investigation described in paragraph 
(244) is completed; and 

““(ii) was not the subject of an investiga- 
tion described in paragraph (2)(A)(i) before 
the foster care placement was made; 

““(B) self-reporting requirements for foster 
care homes or institutions in which any cov- 
ered individual described in subparagraph 
(A) resides if the head of the household or 
the operator of the institution has knowl- 
edge that the covered individual— 

““(i) has been found by a Federal, State, or 
tribal court to have committed any crime 
listed in clause (i) or (ii) of section 
471(a)(20)(A) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 671(a)(20)(A)); or 

“(ii) is listed on a registry described in 
clause (II) or (III) of paragraph (2)(B)(i); 

‘(C) promising practices used by Indian 
tribes to address emergency foster care 
placement procedures under paragraph (3); 
and 

‘(D) procedures for certifying compliance 
with this Act.”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP) and the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BEYER) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from North Dakota (Mr. 
CRAMER), the sponsor of this excellent 
piece of legislation, to explain his bill. 

Mr. CRAMER. I thank the chairman 
for yielding and for his good work on 
this important legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, during the last Con- 
gress, while I served on the Natural Re- 
sources Committee, we held an over- 
sight hearing regarding the child pro- 
tection crisis on the Spirit Lake Indian 
Reservation in North Dakota in re- 
sponse to the numerous child deaths, 
as well as whistleblower reports that 
were detailing unsafe tribal placement 
of almost 40 foster children in abusive 
homes, many of which were headed by 
known convicted child sex offenders. 

In an effort to protect these children 
and children around the country, I in- 
troduced the Native American Chil- 
dren’s Safety Act, a bill that Senator 
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JOHN HOEVEN of North Dakota has also 
introduced in the United States Sen- 
ate. 

This bill implements across-the- 
board minimum protections for chil- 
dren placed in foster care at the direc- 
tion of a tribal court. These standards, 
Mr. Speaker, mirror existing national 
requirements for nontribal foster care 
placements, ensuring that tribal chil- 
dren receive at least the same, if not 
higher, standards of foster care as non- 
tribal children placed in foster care. 

This bill is bipartisan. I believe it is 
noncontroversial. It was reported out 
of the Natural Resources Committee in 
both this Congress and the last Con- 
gress with unanimous consent. 

I also want to take the time to thank 
several members of the administration, 
particularly the BIA, as well as Health 
and Human Services, for their assist- 
ance in refining the bill. I also want to 
thank the National Indian Child Wel- 
fare Association, which assisted in re- 
fining the bill, as well as the National 
Congress of American Indians. 

All of these refinements to the bill 
help make the bill better. More impor- 
tantly, it provides flexibility to the 
tribes in fulfilling the obligations of 
the bill, and I think it makes it a much 
better bill. 

I thank everybody who was involved, 
as well as my colleagues, and hope that 
we can pass it without objection today. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Currently, Native America tribes and 
their tribal courts use procedures and 
guidelines that vary significantly from 
tribe to tribe when placing a Native 
American child in a foster home. 

Current law does not require that the 
Federal Government or Indian tribe 
perform vigorous background checks 
on foster parents or foster homes in 
order to ensure the safety, health, and 
protection of Native children. 

Consequently, there have been ap- 
palling cases of Native American chil- 
dren ending up in dangerous and unsafe 
living conditions because they were 
placed in an overburdened foster care 
system that failed to ensure sufficient 
background checks of placement 
homes. We critically need background 
checks of individuals and institutions 
selected to foster Native youth. 

H.R. 1168 strengthens background 
checks on prospective foster care par- 
ents prior to placement of Native chil- 
dren into foster homes and sets forth a 
uniform manner in which Federal and 
tribal agencies serving tribes may con- 
duct such checks. 

I ask my colleagues to stand with me 
in support of Native American children 
by supporting passage of Mr. CRAMER’S 
bill, H.R. 1168, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, this has been fully ex- 
plained. To protect Indian foster chil- 
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dren and provide these background 
checks is a wonderful thing. It is well 
overdue. I appreciate and commend the 
gentleman from North Dakota, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1168. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— 


REVOCATION OF MIAMI TRIBE OF 
OKLAHOMA CHARTER 


Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 533) to revoke the charter of 
incorporation of the Miami Tribe of 
Oklahoma at the request of that tribe, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 533 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 


SECTION 1. REVOCATION OF CHARTER OF IN- 
CORPORATION. 


The request of the Miami Tribe of Okla- 
homa to surrender the charter of incorpora- 
tion issued to that tribe and ratified by its 
members on June 1, 1940, pursuant to the Act 
of June 26, 1936 (25 U.S.C. 501 et seq.; com- 
monly known as the “Oklahoma Welfare 
Act”), is hereby accepted and that charter of 
incorporation is hereby revoked. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP) and the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BEYER) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, we have another piece 
of legislation that does wonderful 
things. It should have been done earlier 
than this, but this time we are going to 
get it all the way through the system. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
MULLIN) to explain his legislation. 

Mr. MULLIN. I thank the chairman 
for yielding. 

The Miami Tribe’s current charter of 
incorporation is an outdated governing 
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structure that harms business and eco- 
nomic development. We wrote this bill 
because these charters can only be re- 
moved literally by an act of Congress. 

The Miami Tribe has said that the 
outdated charter is inoperable. It im- 
poses restrictions on business oper- 
ations that are unmanageable and un- 
necessary. 

Oklahoma is known for its entrepre- 
neurial spirit, especially among our 
State's tribes. It is important that 
Congress remove these hurdles for in- 
vestors, business partners, and poten- 
tial customers. 

As lawmakers, it is our job in Con- 
gress to foster an atmosphere that pro- 
motes economic growth across the 
country. I take this responsibility very 
seriously, and I hope that you will join 
me today in eliminating a needless eco- 
nomic burden on the Miami Tribe in 
my home State of Oklahoma. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, at the request of the 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma, H.R. 533 
simply revokes a corporate charter 
issued to it by the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Under the Oklahoma Indian Welfare 
Act and the Indian Reorganization Act, 
many tribes were issued corporate 
charters in the 1930s and 1940s that 
were aimed at enabling them to better 
manage their own affairs and pursue 
business relationships with private en- 
tities. 

For some tribes, these corporate 
charters have proven unnecessary and 
end up hindering their business oppor- 
tunities, as they will inevitably come 
up in negotiations with private entities 
and are looked upon with suspicion. 

The charter must be revoked by an 
act of Congress, and Mr. MULLIN, on be- 
half of his constituents, is simply being 
a good Congressman and complying 
with the tribe’s request through this 
bill. 

Similar legislation has passed over 
the years without event, and I ask my 
colleagues to stand with me in support 
of Mr. MULLIN’s noncontroversial bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Let me say just a few words about 
this particular piece legislation by my- 
self. It is a one-page piece of legislation 
that should be easy to read—and those 
are always dangerous because they are 
easy to read—that grants the request 
from the Miami Tribe of Oklahoma to 
revoke a charter of incorporation 
which was issued back in the New Deal 
era—a 1936 law that was implemented 
in 1940. And as we know, any of those 
pieces of legislation that age that well 
have got to be reviewed at a specific 
period of time. 

Right now, we have a situation in 
which this tribe funds itself in a cum- 
bersome situation with an outdated 
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document that puts on limitations and 
uncertainty in the tribe business when 
they don’t have to, because they are 
dealing instead with the business ac- 
tivities that come through their tribal 
constitution. 

They are doing it the right way. And 
unfortunately, it requires an act of 
Congress to allow them to do what 
they ought to be doing and are doing in 
the first place and just clean up this 
act. So only we can do that. 

It is in accordance with the tribal 
wishes, and it is in accordance with 
Congressman MULLIN, who represents 
this particular tribe in the House. He 
has sponsored this. This is a good bill. 
The Department of the Interior does 
not object to this piece of legislation. 
An identical version passed in the 
House in the 113th Congress by a voice 
vote. I would hope we would do it 
again, and this time make sure we go 
all the way through the system and do 
what is right for this particular tribe. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. BEYER. I yield back the balance 
of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
am going to speak very slowly as I am 
waiting for someone else to show up on 
the next bill and would, therefore, 
yield as much time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
MULLIN) for another couple of anec- 
dotes as to why this piece of legislation 
is needed. I will tug on the gentleman’s 
coat when he shows up and he can quit. 

Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Speaker, you 
know, this is a piece of legislation that 
unfortunately we have tried 2⁄2 years, 
way too long, to try to get through this 
body; but it also opens an important 
conversation about taking a look at all 
of these charters. 

Why is it that Congress has to come 
together to pass commonsense legisla- 
tion that should be up to the tribes 
themselves to make the decision? 
When they are hindering the businesses 
and the atmosphere that these tribes 
are able to operate under, they are not 
able to go out and provide jobs to not 
just their members but, also, to the 
communities which they live in and 
they thrive in. 

Miami Tribe is a large employer of 
the city of Miami. The city of Miami 
has been in a situation where they 
have lost two major employers, and 
they look to these tribes like this in 
the community to create not just jobs 
at a casino, but manufacturing jobs, 
jobs that help our national defense. Yet 
they are hindered constantly by the ef- 
fect that they can’t simply do the work 
without asking Congress’ permission. 

They are a sovereign nation. Why is 
it that they would have to continue to 
come back on something that isn’t 
needed, something that dates all the 
way back to the 1930s? Unfortunately, 
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this is exactly where we find ourselves 
today. 

Iam so glad that this is actually one 
of those things that is a bipartisan ap- 
proach. Common sense does prevail in 
these Halls sometimes when we can 
come together and we can work at 
something that is noncontroversial. 
Even at that, we started this in the 
118th Congress; and now we are in the 
114th Congress, and we are still talking 
about it. We are 6 months into the 
114th Congress, and we are trying to 
get a commonsense piece of legislation 
passed. 

If I remember correctly, last year, 
when we tried to put this through, 
there was only one “no” vote. If that is 
not bipartisanship, then, what is? This 
should have been on the President’s 
desk already. 

So I join my colleagues in supporting 
this bill, but I also want to thank them 
for their patience, for the city of 
Miami and the tribe of Miami for their 
patience and the opportunity to bring 
this up again. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
certainly don’t want to break any pro- 
tocols we may have. So, therefore, I 
want to echo what the gentleman from 
Oklahoma so brilliantly and so fluently 
and obviously not slowly enough said. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, once again, 
we will go through this concept that 
hopefully—does the gentleman from 
Virginia, even though I realize he has 
yielded back, would the gentleman like 
some of my time? 

Mr. BEYER. I would be happy to take 
some if the chairman wouldn’t mind. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Bless you. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
BEYER). 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
extend my gratitude to the Congress- 
man from Oklahoma for teaching me 
how to say “Miami.” I have been mis- 
pronouncing “Miami” all through my 
short presentation. I also want to 
thank him for his leadership and being 
so responsive. 

I think that there are perhaps many 
other laws on the books that we should 
look at in a very simple way to revoke 
the charters, as necessary. 

I would also like to offer my help to 
the Congressman from Miami with our 
two Virginia Senators. It sounds like, 
if it passed this House with only one 
negative vote last year, that perhaps 
the Senate is the place where this is 
being held up. If we can provide some 
support to him in his moving this 
through the Senate side, I would be de- 
lighted to do that. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
may I inquire how much time I have? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman has 124% minutes remaining. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield such 
time as he may consume to the gen- 
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG). 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 
this bill is a good piece of legislation. 
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I want to thank Mr. MULLIN for bring- 
ing it up. 

While we are on the subject, I would 
like to talk about the necessity of 
ICWA, the Child Welfare Act of this 
Congress past which I was a sponsor of. 

The gentleman is here. So we won't 
talk about ICWA today. We will just 
let Mr. MCCLINTOCK get in here and 
make his statement. Eventually, Mr. 
Speaker, I will talk about the foster 
care homes, the need for volunteers, so 
we don’t have 300 children in my State 
staying with State supervision instead 
of adopted. So we will talk about that 
later. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
with great appreciation to my good 
friends from Oklahoma and Virginia 
and Alaska, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 533. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— 


DESIGNATING A MOUNTAIN IN 
THE JOHN MUIR WILDERNESS AS 
SKY POINT 


Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 979) to designate a mountain 
in the John Muir Wilderness of the Si- 
erra National Forest as ‘‘Sky Point”. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 979 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) Staff Sergeant Sky Mote, USMC, grew 
up in El Dorado, California. 

(2) Staff Sergeant Mote graduated from 
Union Mine High School. 

(3) Upon graduation, Staff Sergeant Mote 
promptly enlisted in the Marine Corps. 

(4) Staff Sergeant Mote spent 9 years serv- 
ing his country in the United States Marine 
Corps, including a deployment to Iraq and 
two deployments to Afghanistan. 

(5) By his decisive actions, heroic initia- 
tive, and resolute dedication to duty, Staff 
Sergeant Mote gave his life to protect fellow 
Marines on August 10, 2012, by gallantly 
rushing into action during an attack by a 
rogue Afghan policeman inside the base pe- 
rimeter in Helmand province. 

(6) Staff Sergeant Mote was awarded the 
Navy Cross, a Purple Heart, the Navy-Marine 
Corps Commendation Medal, a Navy-Marine 
Corps Achievement Medal, 2 Combat Action 
Ribbons and 3 Good Conduct Medals. 

(7) The Congress of the United States, in 
acknowledgment of this debt that cannot be 
repaid, honors Staff Sergeant Mote for his 
ultimate sacrifice and recognizes his service 
to his country, faithfully executed to his 
last, full measure of devotion. 
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(8) A presently unnamed peak in the center 
of Humphrey Basin holds special meaning to 
the friends and family of Sky Mote, as their 
annual hunting trips set up camp beneath 
this point; under the stars, the memories 
made beneath this rounded peak will be cher- 
ished forever. 

SEC. 2. SKY POINT. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The mountain in the 
John Muir Wilderness of the Sierra National 
Forest in California, located at 
37%15'16.10091”N  118%43'39.54102"W, shall be 
known and designated as ‘‘Sky Point’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, record, or other 
paper of the United States to the mountain 
described in subsection (a) shall be consid- 
ered to be a reference to “Sky Point”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP) and the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BEYER) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days to re- 
vise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

There are some times when we can do 
nothing to repay the sacrifice that our 
fellow men have done for us; but, in 
some small way, we can try to show 
our gratitude. This is one bill that does 
that. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK), the sponsor of this piece 
of legislation. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman, the chairman of 
the Committee on Natural Resources, 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, Marine Staff Sergeant 
Sky Mote cared about a lot of things— 
his fellow Marines, his country, his 
family, his community—but his father, 
Russell, recalled, “He never cared 
about medals. He never showed them to 
us. Once,” he said, ‘‘I found one in his 
laundry.”’ 

The irony is that Staff Sergeant Sky 
Mote received the second highest 
medal that our country can bestow 
upon a Marine, the Navy Cross, for his 
heroism in defending his fellow Ma- 
rines on the last day of his life, August 
10, 2012. 

The Navy Cross is in addition to the 
Purple Heart, the Navy and Marine 
Corps Commendation Medal, the Navy 
and Marine Corps Achievement Medal, 
two Combat Action Ribbons, and three 
Good Conduct Medals that he earned 
during his 9 years of exemplary service 
to our Nation. 
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In the U.S. Marine Corps, that prides 
itself on maintaining the highest 
standards of the American military 
tradition, Staff Sergeant Sky Mote 
stands conspicuously above and be- 
yond. 

On that day, that last day of his life, 
Sergeant Mote was at his post in the 
tactical operations center of the 1st 
Marine Special Operations Battalion in 
Helmand province. On that day, a so- 
called Afghan police officer opened fire 
on the Marines who had come there to 
help that country. 

When the attack broke out, Sergeant 
Mote was in an adjoining room. He 
could have easily escaped to safety. Ac- 
cording to the Navy’s citation, ‘‘He in- 
stead grabbed his M4 rifle and entered 
the operations room, courageously ex- 
posing himself to a hail of gunfire in 
order to protect his fellow Marines. In 
his final act of bravery, he boldly en- 
gaged the gunman, now less than 5 me- 
ters in front of him, until falling mor- 
tally wounded.”” 

According to the citation, it was 
Mote’s actions that stopped the attack 
and forced the attacker to flee. It was 
this heroism for which he received the 
Navy Cross. 

We know that he didn’t care much 
about medals, but he cared so deeply 
about his Marine Corps brothers that 
he gave his life for them. Many who 
would have perished that day will go 
on to lead long and productive and 
prosperous lives because Sky Mote sac- 
rificed his own for them, as did Captain 
Matthew Manoukian of Los Altos Hills, 
California, who also gave his life to de- 
fend his fellow Marines that day. 

Staff Sergeant Mote and his unit had 
been in the thick of the fighting in Af- 
ghanistan, often functioning as a com- 
mando force. During their tour in 
Puzeh, he and his unit were often en- 
gaged in daylong firefights, and Mote 
in particular had often exposed himself 
to grave danger. 

His family didn’t know a lot of this 
at the time. His stepmother, Marcia, 
said: ‘‘He’d always say, ‘I’m going to be 
on a camping trip’ or ‘I’m going to go 
on a hike.’ He didn’t want to give us 
any reason to worry.”’ 

His father said that, although his son 
was indifferent to medals, he was in- 
tentionally proud of his EOD badge 
designating his service as an explosive 
ordnance disposal technician. 

Russell Mote explained: ‘‘He was just 
a humble person doing his job, and his 
job was to protect his team. He was not 
like a gung ho military person. You 
wouldn’t know he was in the Special 
Forces.”’ 

To the EOD technicians, bombs are 
not something to be avoided, but some- 
thing to be sought out and disarmed. 
On one such day, Mote defused two 
IEDs; crawled through a heavily seeded 
minefield to save the life of his team 
leader, who had been severely wounded 
by a third; and then directed the evacu- 
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ation of his unit. On that day, Sergeant 
Mote had earned a Navy and Marine 
Corps Commendation Medal with a V 
for valor. 

On another very different day nearly 
3 years ago, Sergeant Mote returned 
home for the last time. Thousands of 
his countrymen stretched out more 
than a mile on El Dorado Hills Boule- 
vard to silently express their gratitude 
and respect for this hometown hero. 

Hundreds more lined overpasses to 
pay their respects along the motorcade 
route. Still more stood silent vigil in 
front of Silva Valley Elementary 
School and Rolling Hills Middle 
School, where he had attended, as the 
procession passed by. A thousand more 
waited for him at the church. 

Many knew him by his deeds; a fortu- 
nate few knew him as a person and re- 
counted stories of his growing up in 
that community. His father recalled: 
“Sky loved life, family, and friends, 
and he loved being a Marine. He loved 
to surf. He loved to hunt and hike in 
the Sierra.” 

Marcia perhaps put it best when she 
said: ““He was just everybody’s friend, 
and he would do anything for any- 
body.” 

Sky Mote was 27 on that fateful day 
in Afghanistan. He was born June 6, 
1985, in Bishop, California. When he 
was still young, his parents divorced, 
and his father brought his children to 
El Dorado. He married Marcia, and 
there, they raised Sky and their four 
other sons. 

There, Sky joined the 4-H. He raised 
pigs and rode horses. He joined the 
Civil Air Patrol. At Union Mine High 
School, he lettered in track and cross 
country. He camped and biked and 
hiked with his family throughout the 
Sierra. 

From the time he was a child, he 
spoke of some day joining the military 
and defending his country. Right after 
graduation in 2003, he did just that. 
Nine years later, he returned home to 
be laid to rest by a country that honors 
him, a hometown that remembers him, 
and a family that misses him. 

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to share a lit- 
tle of what I learned about Marine 
Staff Sergeant Sky Mote because it 
helps to answer the question that 
James Michener first asked: “Where do 
we get such men?”” 

Well, we get them from the heart and 
soul of America. We get them from 
good and decent families like the 
Motes. We get them from little towns 
like El Dorado, California. 

We come here today, to the Hall of 
the House of Representatives, to try to 
honor a hero who didn't care much 
about medals. Lincoln, at Gettysburg, 
noted our difficulty in doing so when 
he looked over the quiet battlefield and 
noted that ‘‘in a larger sense, we can- 
not dedicate, we cannot consecrate, we 
cannot hallow this ground. The brave 
men, living and dead, who struggled 
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here have consecrated it far beyond our 
poor power to add or detract.”” 
1530 

But nevertheless, we try. 

Lincoln was right: we cannot add to 
the honor of his deeds. We come, in- 
stead, to draw inspiration from them. 
We reflect on a young life, with all the 
hopes and joys and aspirations of a 
long and productive lifetime ahead, all 
sacrificed for a country that, to this 
day, represents what Lincoln called the 
“last best hope of mankind.” 

We come in gratitude to know that in 
every generation, there are such heroes 
among us who will step forth from the 
safety of hearth and home and into 
mortal peril to protect their fellow 
citizens. Patton put it best when he 
said: “It is foolish and wrong to mourn 
the men who died. Rather, we should 
thank God that such men lived.”” 

We come out of recognition that al- 
though the suffering of these fallen he- 
roes has ended, the suffering of their 
families goes on day in and day out. 
There are Gold Star families among us 
who spend their Memorial Days not at 
barbecues and beach parties but in sol- 
emn ceremonies and quiet vigils 
around honored graves. We honor their 
loved ones in hopes that in some small 
way, we can help fortify them against 
the loss that they bear every day of 
their lives. 

But most of all, we come in recogni- 
tion of Shakespeare’s plea that ‘‘this 
story shall the good man teach his 
son.” 

A few years ago, I had the honor to 
visit members of the 3rd United States 
Infantry Old Guard who tend the Tomb 
of the Unknown Soldier at Arlington 
Cemetery. They are meticulously 
dressed and painstakingly drilled as 
they honor the memory of our fallen 
warriors. 

It is quite an impressive sight. And 
on a warm spring day like this, thou- 
sands of tourists will show up to watch 
and to join the Old Guard for a moment 
to honor the sacrifices memorialized at 
the tomb. 

Tourists don't often show up during 
hurricanes or in driving snowstorms or 
at 2 o’clock in the morning in sleet and 
hail, but the Old Guard does. They 
commit 2 years of their lives to this 
service, under the strictest of condi- 
tions. 

I asked this young sergeant, “Why? 
Why do you do this?” 

His answer was simple and direct: 
“Because, sir, we want to demonstrate 
to our fellow Americans that we will 
never forget.” 

For that reason, Mr. Speaker, I bring 
this bill to the House today with the 
unanimous support of the entire Cali- 
fornia congressional delegation. We do 
so to ensure that our fellow Americans 
never forget Marine Staff Sergeant 
Sky Mote. 

In consultation with his family, we 
have identified a mountain in the John 
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Muir Wilderness of the Sierra National 
Forest overlooking where Sky Mote 
and his family often camped and hiked. 
This bill proposes that it forever more 
be known as Sky Point as a token of 
our Nation's respect of his heroism, its 
appreciation of his sacrifice, its sym- 
pathy for his family, and of its solemn 
pledge that succeeding generations of 
his countrymen will never forget him. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 979 will designate a 
mountain peak in the John Muir Wil- 
derness of the Sierra National Forest 
in California as Sky Point in recogni- 
tion of fallen Marine Corps Staff Ser- 
geant Sky Mote. 

Sky served our country honorably as 
a U.S. marine for 9 years. He had one 
tour of duty in Iraq and two in Afghan- 
istan. As a member of the 1st Marine 
Special Operations Battalion, he was 
deployed to Afghanistan as part of Op- 
eration Enduring Freedom. However, 
on August 10, 2012, Sky’s battalion re- 
ceived heavy gunfire from an attacker 
dressed as an Afghan police officer. 

Jumping into action, Sky exposed 
himself to the gunfire in order to dis- 
tract the shooter and draw his atten- 
tion away from his fellow Marines. In 
his final act of valor, he engaged the 
attacker in the open, allowing his com- 
rades to find safety. 

For his heroic actions, Sky received 
the Navy Cross, a Purple Heart, the 
Navy-Marine Corps Commendation 
Medal, a Navy-Marine Corps Achieve- 
ment Medal, two Combat Action Rib- 
bons, and three Good Conduct Medals. 

The mountain peak this bill seeks to 
name in his honor was very special to 
him. Every year, creating lasting 
memories, Staff Sergeant Mote and his 
family would set up camp beneath its 
point on hunting trips to the area. By 
designating that mountain peak “Sky 
Point,” we will honor Sky Mote’s 
memory and ensure his selfless sac- 
rifice for his country and fellow Ma- 
rines is not forgotten. 

I just hope that the many hunters, 
mountaineers, and backpackers who 
visit Sky Point have an opportunity to 
learn of the man for whom the peak is 
named. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
we can name this unnamed peak as a 
small measure of our Nation’s grati- 
tude to this noble soldier, noble war- 
rior, Staff Sergeant Sky Mote, for all 
he has done for us on our behalf. It is 
a fitting tribute, and it is the least 
that we can do for him and his family. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 979. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
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rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


— 


STRENGTHENING FISHING COMMU- 
NITIES AND INCREASING FLEXI- 
BILITY IN FISHERIES MANAGE- 
MENT ACT 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and include extraneous mate- 
rials on H.R. 1335. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 274 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 1335. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. COLLINS) to pre- 
side over the Committee of the Whole. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1835) to 
amend the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act to 
provide flexibility for fishery managers 
and stability for fishermen, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. COLLINS of 
New York in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
BISHOP) and the gentleman from Ari- 
zona (Mr. GRIJALVA) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1335 makes a de- 
cent Federal law a better Federal law, 
and I commend the gentleman from 
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) for his leadership 
and his dedication to strengthening 
and updating our Federal fisheries 
laws. 

The bill that we have before us today 
on the floor represents years of hard 
work on a comprehensive reauthoriza- 
tion of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act. 
That is why this bill was given such a 
high priority by our committee and 
was such a major effort of trying to 
make this one of the first bills we 
brought out. 

This bill was originally passed in 
1976, was updated in 1996 and again in 
2006, and illustrates the same principle: 
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that all bills age. And though prin- 
ciples of government may be eternal, 
specific administrative laws are in 
need of constant review by a legislative 
body. That is our job. This bill does 
that. It is a good bill for our economy. 
It is a good bill for our jobs. 

In 2012, the seafood industry had a 
sales impact of $141 billion, $59 billion 
in value-added impacts, and supported 
1.3 million jobs earning $39 billion in 
income. 

The U.S. commercial fishermen di- 
rectly contributed with 9.6 billion 
pounds of fish and shellfish harvested, 
earning another $5.1 billion in revenue 
from their catches. There are 11 mil- 
lion recreational saltwater anglers, 
spending $25 billion on trips and gear in 
2012, generating $58 billion in sales im- 
pacts and supporting 300,000 to 400,000 
U.S. jobs. 

Commercial and recreational fisher- 
men and the seafood industry that 
manages how the fish get from the boat 
to our table, they support this legisla- 
tion. I want to reemphasize that that is 
perhaps unique. For the first time, all 
three elements—commercial, seafood 
industry, recreational fishermen—are 
all in support of updating this law in 
this particular fashion. 

This bill provides flexibility, and it is 
a bill for the entire Nation. So it pro- 
vides the flexibility that is essential 
for the fishing community in New Eng- 
land. It provides and incorporates 
State and local data on making fish 
population assessments, which is sig- 
nificant for the fish community in the 
Gulf of Mexico. It provides greater 
transparency as to how management 
decisions are made in a very open way, 
which is what it is supposed to be doing 
in the first place. 

The proposed changes were not devel- 
oped overnight. The Natural Resources 
Committee held 10 hearings, heard 
more than 80 witnesses over the last 4 
years in deliberating over the changes 
that are needed to this particular law. 
That is why I am very pleased with the 
positive statements that have been 
made by both sides of the aisle on this 
legislation. 

During the last Congress, the rank- 
ing member at that time said ‘‘the 
changes that were negotiated on a 
number of provisions of the bill’’ were 
something for which he thanked the 
majority. 

Another one of the minority mem- 
bers was quoted also as saying: “I do 
appreciate the fact that you reached 
out to us on the Democratic side of the 
aisle and many of the provisions, as 
you mentioned, that are in the bill did 
come from input from the Democratic 
side.” 

Those words speak for themselves. 
This bill is the product of years of 
work, having reached out to Members 
on both sides of the aisle, having 
reached out to Members in different re- 
gions of our country, reached out to 
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stakeholders of varying perspectives, 
and we reached out to the agency to 
craft a reauthorization that improves 
the process. We have done that. 

It is unfortunate in my mind the ad- 
ministration recently announced oppo- 
sition to this bill. Rather than giving 
you my thoughts on that—or maybe 
that is a reason why you would support 
it in the first place—let me simply 
quote the New Bedford Standard- 
Times. They did an editorial in their 
paper in that bastion of conservatism, 
Massachusetts. They disagreed with 
the White House’s opposition to the 
bill, and they ended by saying: ‘‘Look- 
ing at the bill and its accomplishment 
of making management more respon- 
sive to science, and contrasting it with 
the empty arguments of the White 
House policy statement, it seems very 
clear where politics fits into this.”” 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is a win for 
consumers. It is a win for the industry 
that puts food on our tables. It is a win 
for the restaurants. It is a win for the 
recreational fishermen. It is a win for 
better and more transparent science. It 
is a win for our environment. It is a 
win for the American taxpayers. There 
is no significant increase in the cost, 
but there is a significant increase in 
the solutions in this area, which is, 
once again, why all the major players 
who were involved in this—both the 
commercial side, recreational side—are 
in common agreement that this is the 
way we need to go forward. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Last year, the Natural Resources 
Committee reported a bill almost iden- 
tical to this one with only one Demo- 
cratic Member voting in favor. Dubbed 
the “Empty Oceans Act” by fishermen 
and conservationists across the coun- 
try, the bill met stiff opposition both 
on and off Capitol Hill, and the Repub- 
lican leadership did not bring it up for 
consideration by the full House. That 
showed remarkable restraint and good 
judgment. 

Fast forward 1 year to today’s debate 
and the vote on legislation that has the 
same flaws and has drawn the same op- 
position. The only real difference is 
this time around, not a single com- 
mittee Democrat voted to report the 
bill. Committee Republicans did not 
reach out to us to discuss changes that 
might have made this a bipartisan ef- 
fort, even though the original Magnu- 
son-Stevens Act and the 1996 and 2006 
reauthorizations were bipartisan and 
passed both Houses of Congress with 
virtually no opposition. 

Those efforts made necessary, legiti- 
mate, and incremental changes to U.S. 
fisheries law that have moved us closer 
and closer to achieving the goal of sus- 
tainable, profitable fisheries. We had 
an opportunity to reauthorize Magnu- 
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son and continue moving in the right 
direction, but once again, House Re- 
publicans have let partisanship get in 
the way of progress. 

Instead of working with us to craft 
thoughtful, targeted legislation to up- 
date Magnuson, Republicans have 
taken this as an opportunity to assault 
bedrock conservation laws while at the 
same time taking us back to fisheries 
management policies that we know 
have failed fishing communities in the 
past. 

As Chairman BISHOP said himself, 
when testifying before the Rules Com- 
mittee last month, these are ‘‘not just 
modest amendments, these are major 
amendments.” I could not agree more. 
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Provisions in the bill which will end 
successful efforts to rebuild overfished 
stocks and coastal economy are major 
amendments. Short-circuiting public 
review under NEPA is a major amend- 
ment. Overriding the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act, the Antiquities Act, and the 
National Marine Sanctuaries Act laws 
that have made fisheries more sustain- 
able and productive by protecting vul- 
nerable sea life and valuable ocean 
habitat are major, major amendments. 

These amendments are also unneces- 
sary. NOAA recently announced that 
the value of U.S. fisheries has reached 
an all-time high, while the number of 
overfished stock has reached an all- 
time low. We should celebrate these 
gains, but also recognize we have room 
for improvement. 

Not all fisheries have received the 
benefit of the transition to the sustain- 
able harvest levels because transition 
is still underway. For example, over- 
fishing of Atlantic cod in New England 
waters occurred in 2013 and 2014, de- 
spite the Magnuson mandate to end 
overfishing. The science-based con- 
servation measures in the law will end 
this overfishing, rebuild the stocks, but 
not if the bill before us were to become 
law. 

We must stay the course: fully re- 
build fisheries that can contribute and 
will contribute $31 billion to the econ- 
omy and support half a million new 
jobs. We cannot afford to go back to 
the bad old days where politics 
trumped science in fishery manage- 
ment. Instead, let’s go back to the 
drawing board and work together on a 
bill to reauthorize Magnuson-Stevens 
and keep improving on our fisheries. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The CHAIR. The Committee will rise 
informally. 

The Speaker pro tempore 
MCCLINTOCK) assumed the chair. 


— 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed bills of the 


(Mr. 
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following titles in which the concur- 
rence of the House is requested: 

S. 184. An act to amend the Indian Child 
Protection and Family Violence Prevention 
Act to require background checks before fos- 
ter care placements are ordered in tribal 
court proceedings, and for other purposes. 

S. 246. An act to establish the Alyce Spot- 
ted Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission on 
Native Children, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Committee will resume its sitting. 


The 
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STRENGTHENING FISHING COMMU- 
NITIES AND INCREASING FLEXI- 
BILITY IN FISHERIES MANAGE- 
MENT ACT 


The Committee resumed its sitting. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I am pleased to yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG), 
the sponsor of this piece of legislation. 
He is the senior member of our com- 
mittee, as well as someone who knows 
more about this issue than probably 
anyone else on the floor. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Thank you to 
the chairman of the full committee. 

Mr. Chairman, history is a wonderful 
thing. People who went through the 
same experiences see things dif- 
ferently. For the record, I would like to 
correct the ranking member. While he 
is correct that the Magnuson bill that 
eventually became public law, H.R. 
4946, passed the House under suspension 
of the rules, the original bill which 
passed the Natural Resources Com- 
mittee, H.R. 5018, passed after a very 
long markup, with a vote of 26-15, with 
only four Democrats voting in favor of 
the bill. The gentleman from Arizona 
voted against the bill and signed dis- 
senting views with six other Demo- 
crats. So this point that the previous 
reauthorization acts were non- 
controversial and nonpartisan is not 
true. I think whoever wrote that for 
the gentleman ought to, again, do a lit- 
tle correct history. 

Mr. Chairman, as one who sponsored 
this bill way back in 1975, and it be- 
came law in 1976, it is probably the 
most successful legislation that ever 
passed this House to create a sustain- 
able yield of fisheries for the United 
States of America. And to have some- 
one try to hijack this legislation by in- 
terest groups when all those involved— 
the fishermen, the recreational, the 
commercial, the restaurants, the con- 
servationists that know fisheries, the 
State of Alaska and all other States— 
support the Magnuson Act and the im- 
provements we have made in this bill— 
yes, we have some flexibility. 

The bill would amend the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fisheries Conservation Act, 
the premier law, as I mentioned before. 
It allows for regional management of 
fisheries. The law gives guidance 
through its national standards and cre- 
ates the process that allows the coun- 
cils to develop fishery management 
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plans. The councils provide a regional 
or constituent-based approach. 

Remember, this is not about the gov- 
ernment. This bill was written by this 
Congress for the people, not NOAA, not 
NMSA, not the State Department, not 
the Sierra Club, and not the Pew 
group. It was written for fishermen for 
sustainable yields of fish for the com- 
munities. It provides a regional con- 
cept. It is critical to the protection of 
coastal economies and for allowing the 
stakeholders to be part of the manage- 
ment of the fisheries. 

To address the ever-changing needs 
of fisheries and fishing communities— 
and I have been through this thing four 
times from the original to today—the 
Congress has passed various amend- 
ments to this act. Changes were based 
on knowledge of the times gained 
through experience, improvements in 
science, and better management tech- 
niques. 

In the mid-1990s, Congress addressed 
overfishing, included protections for 
habitat, improvements for fisheries 
science, and reductions in bycatch. 
These were the issues of the time, and 
they were addressed as needed. A factor 
of that time also included the lack of 
resources to fund stock assessments to 
provide needed data to the regional 
fishery management councils, some- 
thing that continues to be an issue 
today. 

Mr. Chairman, a lot of decisions are 
made without science. The act was last 
amended in 2007. Congress included 
measures to set science-based annual 
catch limits to prevent overfishing, in- 
cluding a requirement to end over- 
fishing within 2 years. Accountability 
measures were adopted, which meant 
harvest reductions if harvest levels 
were exceeded. According to the Na- 
tional Marine Fisheries Service, we 
have now reached the point where over- 
fishing has effectively ended in this 
country. 

H.R. 1335 started being developed 4 
years ago. The committee held over a 
dozen hearings, with testimony from 
over 100 witnesses. As with past reau- 
thorizations and in line with a main 
purpose of the act—to balance con- 
servation with economic use of the re- 
source—H.R. 1335 follows a middle 
road. 

While many today may complain the 
bill’s flexibility rolls back scientific 
protections, that is just not accurate. 
The flexibility in the bill is based on 
science. Rebuilding of fish stocks will 
be based on the biology of fish stock. 
Harvest levels will still be based on 
science and at levels where overfishing 
will not occur. The regional councils 
will continue to follow recommenda- 
tions of their Science and Statistical 
Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, during every reau- 
thorization cycle, the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens Act is updated to be closely in 
sync with current-day science, manage- 
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ment techniques, and knowledge. As 
the fishermen, communities, the coun- 
cils, and fishery managers develop bet- 
ter techniques and learn lessons from 
implementing the law, Congress can 
take that knowledge to improve that 
law. 

Flexibility is cornerstone of the law. 
The Magnuson-Stevens Act promotes 
regional flexibility recognizing dif- 
fering ocean conditions, variations in 
regional fisheries, different harvesting 
methods and management techniques, 
and distinct community impacts. 

Again, I want to stress this, Mr. 
Chairman. This bill was written for 
fish and communities, not all these 
other interest groups. As I said in the 
Rules Committee, I will not stand by 
and watch other interest groups hijack 
this piece of legislation, taking away 
the sustainable concept of our fisheries 
and the healthy concept of our fish- 
eries and the healthy concept of our 
communities for other reasons and 
other causes. If you want to do that, do 
it in an independent legislation. We 
don’t need any ocean antiquity acts. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield the gentleman an additional 1 
minute. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair- 
man, we don’t need any sanctuaries in 
this bill. We don’t need some outside 
groups telling the fishermen, the com- 
munities, and the scientists—it is our 
belief—when they know little about it. 

I happen to have the largest coastline 
in the whole of the United States all 
put together, and we have done the job 
we should be able to do. This bill 
makes this job easier for the United 
States of America for giving us the 
ability to have a sustainable yield of 
fish and the communities to be taken 
care of. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I strongly 
urge the passage of this legislation. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I agree with the dis- 
tinguished chairman, Mr. YOUNG, that 
the Magnuson Act is working and that 
we should leave it alone and allow it to 
work. The inclusion of previous reau- 
thorizations of the Alaskan model, 
science-based, has been a key reason 
why it continues to work. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2% minutes to 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS), my colleague. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my colleague for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong 
opposition to H.R. 1335, which would 
undermine the proven and effective 
management of our Nation’s fisheries. 
For nearly 40 years, the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens Fishery Conservation and Man- 
agement Act, MSA, has worked to pro- 
tect America’s fisheries and coastal 
economies. In more recent years, it has 
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established programs to protect and re- 
store depleted fish stocks, ensuring 
these resources will be around for years 
to come. And, Mr. Chairman, these pro- 
grams are working. In fact, last year 
marked the lowest number of fishery 
stocks subject to overfishing or over- 
fished. 

Ensuring that fish stocks are healthy 
is essential to the long-term success of 
the fishing industry and to food and job 
security. But protecting and restoring 
these stocks require that we both ac- 
knowledge the need to manage our 
fisheries and fund the science nec- 
essary to properly assess their health. 
Unfortunately, H.R. 1335 does just the 
opposite. 

Instead of working in a bipartisan 
manner to improve and modernize 
MSA, H.R. 1335 would dismiss and roll 
back existing effective management ef- 
forts. It would weaken proven manage- 
ment standards. It would reduce the ef- 
ficacy of fish stock rebuilding pro- 
grams, and it will undermine existing 
laws that work in concert with MSA to 
protect our fisheries. And it would cre- 
ate gaping loopholes that allow for 
overfishing and mismanagement under 
the guise of increasing flexibility. 
These misguided provisions would 
threaten the viability of an entire in- 
dustry and harm the health of our 
oceans simply to benefit a few special 
interests. 

Mr. Chairman, effective fishery man- 
agement ensures a sustainable industry 
by accounting for uncertainty and en- 
vironmental change. And MSA works 
hand in hand with other environmental 
legislation to ensure the long-term via- 
bility of fishery resources. Yet H.R. 
1335 needlessly unravels this well-bal- 
anced system by undercutting other 
existing protections under key long- 
standing laws like the National Marine 
Sanctuaries Act, like the Endangered 
Species Act and the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act. 

Mr. Chairman, there is bipartisan 
agreement on the need to protect and 
promote America's fishermen and the 
fishing industry, but rather than build- 
ing on what is already working under 
current law, this bill would gut the 
proven management system that is 
currently in place. 

We should work together and be 
striving to enhance smart, effective 
management and provide the resources 
our Nation's fishing communities are 
asking for. H.R. 1335 is shortsighted 
and counterproductive, and I urge all 
my colleagues to oppose it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN) to further 
speak about a position or an issue that 
has the support of the recreation com- 
munity and the industry at the same 
time, which is unique. He is one of the 
senior members of our committee. 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Chairman, as co- 
chairman of the Congressional Sports- 
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men's Caucus, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 1335, the Strengthening Fishing 
Communities and Increasing Flexi- 
bility in Fisheries Management Act, 
and would like to thank my colleagues, 
Chairman KROB BISHOP and Sub- 
committee Chairman DON YOUNG, for 
all their efforts to bring this important 
piece of legislation to the House floor 
for a vote. 

Mr. Chairman, according to the lat- 
est report released by the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, in 2012, the U.S. domestic seafood 
industry had a sales impact of $141 bil- 
lion and supported approximately 1.3 
million jobs. H.R. 1335 makes the nec- 
essary reforms to support these jobs 
and our fishermen by promoting better 
science and requiring State and local 
data to be considered in Federal deci- 
sionmaking about fisheries. 

Last year I spoke with commercial 
fishermen from the Pacific Coast, At- 
lantic Coast, and the Gulf of Mexico, 
and the common theme in our discus- 
sions was the need for better data and 
scientific analysis to improve manage- 
ment. 

The U.S. has a long and profitable 
heritage in fishing. To continue that 
heritage, we need to have quality, di- 
verse data and scientific analysis to fa- 
cilitate educated decisionmaking on 
fishery management. H.R. 1335 allows 
for just that. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill increases 
transparency and provides much-need- 
ed flexibility in the law for fishery 
managers to properly consider the en- 
vironmental and economic impacts of 
decisions affecting fishing commu- 
nities. And it is important to note that 
H.R. 1335 makes all of these key re- 
forms to fisheries management without 
authorizing any new additional Federal 
spending. We can do the job with the 
existing resources. 

This bill also makes great strides in 
the saltwater recreational fisheries. 
Saltwater recreational fishing alone 
has a $70 billion impact on our Nation’s 
economy and supports over 454,000 jobs. 
Marinas, grocery stores, restaurants, 
motels, lodges, tackle shops, boat deal- 
erships, clothing manufacturers, gas 
stations, and a host of other businesses 
and entities benefit from the money 
spent by recreational anglers. 
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This industry does not just impact 
coastal communities but enables job 
creation and robust economic develop- 
ment in a variety of regions across the 
country. 

Improving recreational data collec- 
tion and a transparent review of alloca- 
tions in the Southeast are all great 
tools that H.R. 1335 gives NOAA to ef- 
fectively manage a recreational indus- 
try that is a significant economic play- 
er in the United States economy. 

H.R. 1335 is widely supported by a co- 
alition of sportsmen and conservation 
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groups, including the Congressional 
Sportsmen’s Foundation and the Cen- 
ter for Coastal Conservation. 

I urge my colleagues to vote “yes” 
on H.R. 1335 in support of access to our 
Nation’s resources and the 1.3 million 
jobs that are supported by fishing. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

In addition to more than 100 commer- 
cial and recreational fishing groups 
and related businesses that have all op- 
posed this legislation from the Atlantic 
Coast, Pacific Coast, the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, and related fishery and commer- 
cial areas, John Sackton, Seafood 
News, a respected market analyst for 
seafood, said that this act is a “recipe 
for overfishing, unsustainability, and 
would move U.S. world-class fisheries 
management backwards.” 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL), ranking 
member of the Oversight and Investiga- 
tions Subcommittee for the Natural 
Resources Committee. 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague for yielding. 

I rise in opposition to H.R. 1335, legis- 
lation that is very important to reau- 
thorize the historically bipartisan 
Magnuson-Stevens Act. 

While I have nothing but the utmost 
respect for my colleague from Alaska 
(Mr. YOUNG), I am afraid that I fear 
that this legislation would take our 
fisheries management system in the 
wrong direction. 

The bottom line is Magnuson-Stevens 
is working today. U.S. fisheries have 
been remarkably successful since the 
last reauthorization in 2007, and if it 
isn’t broken, why should we try to fix 
it? 

According to NOAA, 37 important 
fish stocks have been rebuilt to 
healthy population levels since 2000, 
and the number of stocks subject to 
overfishing has been cut nearly in half 
since 2006. 

H.R. 1335 would eliminate critical 
conservation tools that have been es- 
sential to our recent success and would 
also undermine critical environmental 
laws like the National Environmental 
Policy Act and the Endangered Species 
Act. I hope that we can work towards a 
compromise so that Magnuson-Stevens 
can be reauthorized in a bipartisan 
manner, as the last two bills were. 
Until then, I urge my colleagues to join 
me in opposing H.R. 1335. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I am happy to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY B. 
HICE), another great worker and a 
member of our committee. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 1335, the Strengthening Fishing 
Communities and Increasing Flexi- 
bility in Fisheries Management Act. 

Mr. Chairman, I would, first of all, 
like to thank the bill's sponsor, our 
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colleague from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG), for 
his continued leadership on this impor- 
tant issue. Additionally, I commend 
Chairman BISHOP for ensuring that this 
bill has gone through regular order 
while being considered by the Natural 
Resources Committee. 

H.R. 1335 makes necessary improve- 
ments to the Magnuson-Stevens Act. 
As you know, Mr. Chairman, our U.S. 
commercial fishermen generated $5.1 
billion in revenue between 2012 and 
2014, and I know that with these nec- 
essary changes and improvements our 
fishermen will be able to contribute 
even more to our economy. 

In addition to the impact that H.R. 
1335 has had on our commercial fishing 
industry, this legislation also has a 
strong impact on the recreational side 
of the industry. For an industry that 
generates $58 billion in sales while sup- 
porting nearly 400,000 jobs, H.R. 1335 
encourages our local professionals to 
have a more active role in determining 
regulatory measures rather than the 
one-size-fits-all management approach 
that has been used in the past. 

Furthermore, H.R. 1335 will also ad- 
just the method of counting red snap- 
per mortality. This is an important 
issue for the recreational fishermen be- 
cause it will increase access to the 
waters in the Gulf of Mexico so that 
our Nation’s sportsmen have the abil- 
ity to enjoy our natural resources 
while making valuable contributions to 
the economy at the same time. 

Mr. Chairman, this legislation has 
been crafted in a delicate way to en- 
sure the necessary balance between our 
commercial and recreational fisher- 
men. Both sides of the fishing industry 
will benefit from this bill and provide 
our States with more input. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
1835. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE). 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to H.R. 1335, the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Act reauthorization before 
us today. 

Management of fisheries in the 
United States is extremely important, 
especially in my home State of New 
Jersey, where the fishing industry is an 
important economic driver of the 
State’s economy, generating billions of 
dollars a year in revenue and sup- 
porting tens of thousands of jobs. 

This bill passed out of the House Nat- 
ural Resources Committee without a 
single Democratic vote, and President 
Obama has threatened to veto it. This 
doesn’t need to be a partisan issue. We 
should be working together in a bipar- 
tisan fashion to make commonsense re- 
forms to Magnuson-Stevens. 

There are important fishery manage- 
ment reforms in this bill that I strong- 
ly support, such as the flexibility lan- 
guage and modifications to the annual 
catch limit requirements. However, I 
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am troubled by the language in the bill 
that makes unnecessary changes to 
NEPA, the Endangered Species Act, 
the National Marine Sanctuaries Act, 
and the Antiquities Act. 

This bill would vest much of the au- 
thority over these statutes in the fish- 
ery management councils instead of 
with the appropriate Federal agency. It 
is not appropriate to vest regulatory 
authority for these purposes in a body 
like a fishery management council. 

Fishery managers play an important 
role in crafting fishery management 
measures in consultation with NOAA 
fisheries. Yet, they lack the expertise 
to appropriately review and analyze 
the impacts and requirements of NEPA 
or the Endangered Species Act. 

The legislation, Mr. Chairman, does 
include specific language I authored on 
recreational data collection, and I 
would like to thank the authors for in- 
cluding this important section. The 
goal of this language is to ensure the 
fishery management councils are col- 
lecting the best information possible 
about recreational fishing. It would im- 
plement a grant program to allow 
States to improve recreational data 
collection and require the National Re- 
search Council to issue a report on im- 
provements that have been made and 
need to be made with recreational fish- 
ing data collection and surveying. This 
will help us understand what is actu- 
ally happening with fishing in any 
given year and ensure that we aren’t 
needlessly closing healthy fisheries. 

Mr. Chairman, there are positive re- 
forms to Magnuson-Stevens in this leg- 
islation, but unfortunately it weakens 
important environmental laws such as 
NEPA and the ESA in the process. I 
think that is unfortunate. I wish we 
could have had a bipartisan bill that 
actually reforms Magnuson-Stevens in 
a preferable way. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I appreciate the gentleman from New 
Jersey joining us here. I have to admit 
in somewhat chagrin, I quoted you ear- 
lier in my speech when you were saying 
something very positive about this bill 
last time around. But I would also like 
to state for the record the concept of 
the Garden State Seafood Association, 
which is from your home State of New 
Jersey and which also supports this 
bill, as they had said simply that it ad- 
justs “certain specific problematic reg- 
ulations that have not proven to func- 
tion as intended since they were added 
or amended in the last reauthorization 
a decade ago.” 

There are problems with the status 
quo this bill fixes. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN), 
also a farm worker of our committee, 
and with appreciation for an amend- 
ment that he added in committee that 
made a significant impact, especially 
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for the recreational fisheries of Amer- 
ica. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to thank the chair- 
man of the committee. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 1335, 
the Strengthening Fishing Commu- 
nities and Increasing Flexibility in 
Fisheries Management Act. 

I want to thank my colleagues on the 
Natural Resources Committee for in- 
cluding my amendment in support of 
the findings of the Morris-Deal Com- 
mission. 

One of the top priorities of the Mor- 
ris-Deal Commission was requiring a 
review, and adjustment if warranted, of 
the allocations of mixed-sector fish- 
eries. 

Despite the tremendous importance 
that allocation decisions have in maxi- 
mizing the benefits that our fisheries 
provide to the Nation, Federal fisheries 
managers have refused to revisit allo- 
cations—most of which were deter- 
mined decades ago—primarily because 
ofa lack of clear guidance on how deci- 
sions should be made and because these 
decisions are inherently difficult. 

My amendment included in the com- 
mittee text would prompt the develop- 
ment of criteria that should be consid- 
ered in allocation decisions and require 
periodic allocation reviews. The lan- 
guage does not prescribe any specific 
shifts in existing allocations but rather 
a science-based review and potential 
adjustment if needed. 

Recognizing the high number of im- 
portant recreational fisheries in the re- 
gion, the geographic scope of this pro- 
vision is limited to just the South At- 
lantic and the Gulf of Mexico. 

You see the poster beside me. As vice 
chairman of the Congressional Sports- 
men's Caucus, I represent 1.3 million 
anglers in the organizations on this 
poster that they belong to that support 
this bill. 

Let us be clear: the goal here 
allow more fishermen, whether 
are commercial fishermen or rec- 
reational anglers, to be able to take 
more fish in a responsible manner. We 
want policy based on sound science 
compatible with the facts in the water, 
not the uninformed opinions of an 
agenda-driven desk jockey bureaucrat 
in Washington, D.C. 

This provision was in the MSA reau- 
thorization bills introduced by Sen- 
ators RUBIO and Begich in the 113th 
Congress. 

Again, I want to thank my colleagues 
on the Natural Resources Committee 
for helping include this language, and I 
urge passage of the final bill. This is 
common sense to reauthorize Magnu- 
son-Stevens. The gentleman from Alas- 
ka has done a tremendous job on this, 
and I urge passage. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Maine (Ms. PINGREE). 

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank Mr. GRIJALVA for the time. 


is to 
they 
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I rise to support the reauthorization 
of the Magnuson-Stevens Act, but not 
the bill we have before us today. 

Like many of my colleagues here in 
Congress who represent coastal States, 
I know the importance of a vibrant 
fishery and the importance of Federal 
policy in this area that keeps our Na- 
tion’s fisheries moving forward. I live 
on a small offshore island, and many of 
my neighbors make their living as fish- 
ermen, as do many of my constituents. 

The most lucrative fishery in my 
area is for lobsters, and it is one of the 
most successful and sustainable fish- 
eries in America because lobstermen 
and -women have taken the long-term 
view. 

It is so successful and so sustainable 
because it has been carefully regulated 
for decades. Strict rules have led to 
bigger and bigger catches and rising in- 
come for fishermen. 

This fishery is proof that building a 
strong fishery happens first by ensur- 
ing there is a resource for fishermen to 
harvest. 

Iconic species like haddock and pol- 
lock have been devastated by over- 
fishing. They can still make a come- 
back, but not if we turn our backs on 
them and the fishermen who depend on 
them. 

The collapse of many of these fish- 
eries has taken its toll on fishing fami- 
lies and fishing communities, but slow- 
ly rebuilding these species is rebuilding 
our hope for the future. 

Now is not the time to abandon these 
efforts. Now is not the time to give up 
on the progress we have already made. 

The only way to guarantee healthy 
fishing communities over the long 
term is to rebuild the fish stocks using 
science-based methods, and I would ask 
my colleagues to support more funding 
for science. 

The future of many coastal commu- 
nities is based on sustainable fisheries, 
not rolling back management systems 
that give just a few fishermen a short- 
term boost. 

I urge my colleagues to support 
many of the amendments that will be 
on the floor this afternoon that will 
try to improve this legislation, and I 
urge a “no” vote on the underlying 
bill. 
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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. MAc- 
ARTHUR), another hard-working mem- 
ber of our committee. 

Mr. MACARTHUR. Mr. Chairman, 
there are probably almost as many 
boats as people in my district, and that 
is because I represent one of the most 
beautiful stretches of the Atlantic 
Ocean, from north to south, the south- 
ern part of the Jersey Shore. 

I have thousands of charter and com- 
mercial fishermen and tens of thou- 
sands of recreational fishermen who ei- 
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ther make their living from the sea or 
get some respite and go out and do 
some recreational fishing. 

I hear from them all the time that 
the current Magnuson-Stevens Act is 
simply not working any more for them. 
It is outdated. It is arbitrary. We are 
continuing to protect fish stocks that 
have been completely rebuilt, and it is 
based on knee jerk, not sound science 
today. It is desperately in need of re- 
form. 

The economic impact in my State 
alone is $1.3 billion from the rec- 
reational side and over $2 billion from 
the commercial side. It is 30,000 jobs. 
There is nobody who lives along the 
coast who wants to go back to the Wild 
West days when anyone can catch 
whatever they want and destroy the 
fish stocks. Nobody wants that, but the 
current system is not working, and it 
needs to be reformed. This is a good 
bill that offers real solutions. 

It preserves fish stocks; yet it recog- 
nizes the needs of our fishermen, and it 
relies on fact-based science. An amend- 
ment that I proposed and I am particu- 
larly pleased with is that it encourages 
marine students to be involved in the 
data collection, and it requires the gov- 
ernment to look to them for that. We 
can do it at a lower cost and with bet- 
ter results. 

I encourage my colleagues not to let 
the perfect become the enemy of the 
good. It is a good bill, and it deserves 
to be approved. I urge my colleagues to 
stand behind it. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. GRAHAM). 

Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, in the 
panhandle of north Florida, red snap- 
per is a way of life. Thousands of com- 
mercial fishermen and charter boat 
captains depend on a healthy catch to 
make a living. 

Tens of thousands of recreational 
fishermen spend their free time and are 
personally invested in fishing, and hun- 
dreds of restaurants serve red snapper 
to hundreds of thousands of visitors to 
the area every year. Seafood is a $7 bil- 
lion industry the Gulf, and red snapper 
is a big part of it. 

Like any valuable asset, we need to 
preserve our fisheries for future gen- 
erations. I applaud the chairman and 
the ranking member for opening this 
dialogue about how we can improve 
current law, protect our ocean re- 
sources, and best serve our constitu- 
ents. Unfortunately, I think this bill 
falls short in its current form. 

My constituents tell me there are 
more red snapper in the Gulf than 
there have been in a long time. I think 
that shows, at least in part, that this 
law is working, but I also hear of wide- 
spread distrust of the system and of 
the data that the system produces. In 
that regard, Magnuson isn’t working 
nearly as well as it could, and I want to 
recognize some of the healthy reforms 
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in this bill that could improve the situ- 
ation. 

It is an extraordinary challenge to 
count all of the fish in the sea—it is 
nearly as hard to count how many fish 
are being caught—but I think we could 
do both better by getting the States 
and stakeholders more involved and by 
promoting modern electronic moni- 
toring technologies as this bill does. 

Despite those good provisions, Flor- 
ida would not be Florida without ample 
opportunities for recreational fishing 
and a robust commercial fishing sector. 
While current law isn’t perfect, I think 
the contentious nature of this floor de- 
bate is a good indication that this bill 
isn’t going to do anything to narrow 
the divisions between sectors. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle- 
woman has expired. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I yield the gentle- 
woman an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. GRAHAM. The better alternative 
is to keep doing what is working and to 
improve data collection techniques 
where they are lacking. 

To that end, Iam proud to support an 
increase of $10 million, included in the 
CJS appropriations bill, aimed at im- 
proving the stock assessments and re- 
search needs for Gulf of Mexico fish 
stocks. These are the kinds of efforts 
that build real confidence in the fish- 
ery. I look forward to a meaningful 
conversation about how we can work 
together going forward. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I appreciate the courtesy you gave to 
the gentlewoman from Florida in al- 
lowing her to finish her statement. She 
illustrates very clearly how the prob- 
lems that exist are structural problems 
that can’t simply be solved if we just 
add more money to the situation. 

To further that issue, I yield 4 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
WEBER). 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the gentlewoman from Florida 
for her comments. 

In Texas, we have a great snapper 
fishing industry as well—anglers, rec- 
reational. We have charter boat cap- 
tains. We have a lot of commercial in- 
dustry as well. By the way, my daugh- 
ter and first three grandchildren live in 
Florida, so Florida is my second home. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to talk about 
H.R. 1335 and a proposed amendment by 
the gentleman from Louisiana, my 
great friend, GARRET GRAVES, to 
change the snapper fishing system. 

The problem is that the plan that has 
been developed in his amendment is ac- 
tually a plan that was developed by 
five people in secrecy who want to 
change the way NOAA does things and 
turn it over to the five States. That is 
a bad idea, and I will tell you why for 
just a whole bunch of reasons. 

The current plan has been working 
since 2007, which actually doubled the 
population of snapper. Indeed, it has 
provided a 30 percent increase in the 
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quota this very season. Businesses have 
been working all along the Texas coast 
and—to my gentlewoman friend from 
Florida—the Florida coast and the 
whole Gulf Coast area to develop last- 
ing fisheries because their livelihoods 
depend on it. 

Mr. Chairman, I am an air condi- 
tioning contractor. We have an air con- 
ditioning commission there in Texas 
that regulates us. We want people on 
that commission who understand the 
HVAC industry. We do everything in 
the industry to promote the industry, 
to make sure that we have a good, sta- 
ble industry that takes care of cus- 
tomers in Texas. 

I have to know and believe that it is 
the same way about the fishing indus- 
try. They want the fisheries to last. 
Restaurants depend on it. Americans 
depend on it. It is not just the anglers 
but those who want to go eat at some 
of the restaurants the gentlewoman 
from Florida referenced. There are a 
lot of groups opposed to Mr. GRAVES’ 
amendment—the National Restaurant 
Association, the Texas Restaurant As- 
sociation. Mr. Chairman, I have a list 
of 42 others. 

Gulf red snapper is an American 
treasure, and it should be accessible to 
all, not just to those who can get a 
boat and a trailer and go fish for them- 
selves. They ought to be available to 
all of the restaurants. We have heard 
the facts and figures about the number 
of jobs and the amount of revenue that 
have been brought in and how big that 
industry is. 

My good friend from Louisiana, Dr. 
JOHN FLEMING, who is a member of the 
committee, has publicly stated that 
some tweaking is needed, but by all 
three groups of stakeholders: charter 
boat fishing, the commercial fishing 
industry, and the individual anglers. I 
heard with my own ears the chairman 
of the Natural Resources Committee 
state his willingness to work with all 
three groups in the coming days. 

Mr. Chairman, government should 
not be in the business of picking win- 
ners and losers. To allow the group of 
five States to implement a plan—an 
unknown plan, I might add—would 
only put pressure on those individual 
States to outsupply the other States 
with a longer fishing season to attract 
anglers, tourists, and their money to 
outcompete the other States. 

Fisheries would be devastated, and 
the livelihoods, jobs, and markets that 
are supplying red snapper to res- 
taurants all across the country would 
be gone. Ultimately, it is the American 
consumers, who have come to like the 
local seafood, who would be disenfran- 
chised, not to mention the businesses 
that supply them. 

Let’s not throw the baby out with 
the bathwater or, dare I say, the fish 
with the saltwater. Let’s bring all par- 
ties together in a thoughtful, delib- 
erate, meaningful discussion that bene- 
fits all involved, not just a few. 
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For this reason, Mr. Chairman, I urge 
my colleagues to vote against the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana’s amendment, 
well intentioned though it may be. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, may I 
inquire as to how much time remains? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ari- 
zona has 14 minutes remaining. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to my esteemed col- 
league from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL), a member of the Natural 
Resources Committee. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chairman, if 
gutting the successful conservation 
provisions of Magnuson were not 
enough, the problem also is that this 
bill will also weaken other bedrock en- 
vironmental laws. 

First, it makes Magnuson then in 
this reauthorization the controlling 
statute in the case of any kind of con- 
flict with the Antiquities Act or the 
National Marine Sanctuaries Act. 

If we think about this, there is no ra- 
tionale for giving the councils that are 
authorized in Magnuson the authority 
to regulate fishing in marine sanc- 
tuaries or in monuments. Those areas 
represent just a tiny fraction of U.S. 
waters, and now, they are managed by 
scientists and other staff who consider 
more than just fishing interests. 

We are really here to understand how 
do we balance fishing with the other 
purposes in order to protect vulnerable 
species and habitats. For the same rea- 
son that we don’t allow State fish and 
game departments to make decisions 
about hunting in national parks or 
monuments on land, which we don’t 
allow, these councils should not make 
decisions about fishing in our parks, 
our national marine sanctuaries, or in 
our national monuments at sea, but 
that is not enough. 

The bill also takes a swipe at the En- 
dangered Species Act by requiring 
these councils, not Federal agencies 
which are now responsible for the re- 
covery of species, to implement the 
fishery restrictions necessary for En- 
dangered Species compliance. These 
councils lack expertise, and they lack 
the resources to implement the Endan- 
gered Species Act. 

What are we going to end up with? 
We are going to end up with recoveries 
that are going to be delayed, and the 
negative impacts to fishing commu- 
nities are going to be prolonged, just 
the very thing that we wish not to hap- 


pen. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman an additional 1 
minute. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. As I said before, 
these assaults on key conservation 
laws are far outside the scope of a fish- 
eries bill. We are really talking about a 
fisheries bill. We should not be talking 
about gutting key conservation laws. 

It is unfortunate that an historically 
bipartisan effort like the Magnuson re- 
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authorization has now become the sub- 
ject of an antienvironmental crusade. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT), who 
will address an issue that will be part 
of this bill and the discussion as it 
comes up. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. I 
thank the chairman, and I would also 
like to thank DON YOUNG for helping 
those of us recreational anglers as we 
try to remedy an injustice that has 
been done to the American sportsmen 
of the Gulf of Mexico. 

I have listened to some of my col- 
leagues say we should be fair and peo- 
ple should come to the table. Let me 
tell you what is happening at the table. 

Mr. Chairman, the commercial fish- 
ermen get to fish 365 days a year for 
red snapper in the Gulf of Mexico. They 
get to use long lines and winches; yet 
the National Marine Fisheries Services 
and Dr. Roy Crabtree, through the Gulf 
Council, have chosen to limit to 10 
days the man and the woman who just 
want to take their kid fishing, 10 days. 

They think, by expanding the rec- 
reational season back to where it was 
before, that somehow that would hurt 
the fish in the Gulf of Mexico. 
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Now they tell us that the reason they 
have had to cut us to 10 days is because 
there are so many more fish today and 
they are so much larger today that the 
recreational fishermen simply catch 
them much faster. 

Well, in 2007, the recreational angler 
had 194 days to fish with their families 
in the Gulf of Mexico—194 days. In 8 
years, they have taken the American 
family, the American sportsman, down 
to simply 10 days. It is proof that the 
American sportsman doesn’t have a 
chance with the Federal Government 
in charge of the rulemaking process in 
the Gulf of Mexico with regard to the 
recreational snapper season. 

The Garrett amendment, which I sup- 
port, as I support the chairman’s main 
piece of legislation, would simply give 
the States the right to set, based on 
science—not some arbitrary number, 
but based on science—the recreational 
seasons and bag limits for the rec- 
reational angler in the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the only way— 
that is the only way—that the rec- 
reational season will be restored as we, 
the recreational anglers, were promised 
it would be restored when the stocks 
came back. 

Now, one of the things I think we 
also need to discuss as we go forward 
with regard to snapper is who do the 
snapper belong to. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield an addi- 
tional 30 seconds to the gentleman. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, there are about 300 people 
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that are currently allocated about 50 
percent of the fish, the red snapper, in 
the Gulf of Mexico. When the commer- 
cial quota goes up, they automatically 
get an increase. Those fish belong to 
the public, and I think it is time to dis- 
cuss whether or not any increase in the 
commercial quota should actually 
come and be auctioned as any other 
public resource would be when we made 
those additional resources available. 

For now, the Garrett amendment 
goes a long way towards restoring the 
rights of the American angler, and I 
certainly hope that this House will 
support it. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

In closing, Congress first enacted the 
Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act in 1976, and the primary goals were 
two: to end the unregulated fishing by 
foreign fleets in U.S. waters, and to de- 
velop our domestic fleets that could 
reap the economic benefits of all the 
fishery resources, considerable re- 
sources that our Nation had. 

The law worked. Foreign fishing was 
phased out and investments in domes- 
tic fleets were increased. Unfortu- 
nately, this capitalization worked so 
well that domestic fishing soon re- 
placed foreign fleets in overexploiting 
U.S. fisheries. 

In 1996 to 2007, the reauthorizations 
were enacted to end overfishing, pe- 
riod, promote rebuilding of overfished 
stocks, protect fish habitats, improve 
fisheries and habitats, and minimize 
bycatch. These changes ended over- 
fishing in nearly all fisheries and put 
overfished stocks on a path to rebuild- 
ing. Most important, they insulated 
fishery management councils from 
pressure to make politically driven de- 
cisions that hurt fishing communities 
in the long run. 

Contrary to those previous reauthor- 
izations, H.R. 1335 was developed with 
very little input from Democrats and 
was ordered reported on a party line. I 
should note, at the last reauthoriza- 
tion, the other body made significant 
changes to the House-passed legislation 
and created a more bipartisan template 
that many of us could support. 

The supporters of this bill will argue 
that the requirement to rebuild over- 
fished stocks needs more flexibility, 
but the Magnuson Act has already 
proven to be plenty flexible. The law 
allows councils to delay rebuilding 
when the biology of the stock environ- 
mental conditions or international 
management considerations present 
challenges. Because of these broad but 
fair exemptions, more than 50 percent 
of all overfished stocks have rebuilding 
plans longer than a 10-year baseline in 
the act. 

Further, current law gives councils 2 
years to put a rebuilding plan in place 
and an additional year to reduce, rath- 
er than end, overfishing. That is 3 
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years of lead time before significant 
harvest restrictions go into effect. 

What is more, the act only requires a 
rebuilding plan to have a 50 percent 
likelihood of success. If a council loses 
this coin flip, it does not have to shut 
down the fishery; instead, it has to 
start over. This is exactly how things 
have played out over the past few years 
with Atlantic cod in New England, 
where many argue the act has been too 
flexible. 

History shows us that when councils 
have an excuse to delay rebuilding 
overfished stocks, the job will never 
get done. This bill makes up the fol- 
lowing excuses that allow councils to 
avoid rebuilding: 

It is too hard to work with other 
countries that may be impacting the 
stock of the fish, so we should just 
catch more, too, and deplete the stock 
faster; 

The stock of the fish cannot be re- 
built by only limited fishing, so there 
is no point to trying to limit fishing if 
the effort is 99 percent of the problem; 

It is inconvenient to rebuild the over- 
fished stocks that swim with healthy 
stocks, so we should just keep catching 
the weak ones until they are listed 
under the Endangered Species Act; 

And my personal favorite, there are 
unusual events that make rebuilding 
more difficult. 

These excuses are each bad enough 
alone, but together they would render 
the rebuilding requirements of Magnu- 
son completely meaningless. This bill 
would not give the Magnuson Act more 
flexibility; it would break it. With 
that, I urge a “no” vote on the legisla- 
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

There are some agencies of govern- 
ment that, if a bird were to fly over the 
Capitol, they would claim credit for it. 
That, perhaps, is one of the situations 
in which we find ourselves today. The 
problem is the status quo is not effec- 
tive; it is not working. 

Those who work and live in this area 
deal with this industry. They recognize 
that there is something that needs to 
be changed. That is why, as I stated 
earlier, the Garden State Seafood Asso- 
ciation said there are problematic reg- 
ulations that have not proven to func- 
tion as intended—that is, in the status 
quo—while the National Fisheries In- 
stitute, another group that actually 
supports this bill, wants to do so be- 
cause it would more effectively coordi- 
nate with the councils who are cur- 
rently there. 

We have a situation right now in 
which Southerners have spoken here— 
the gentleman from Texas, the gentle- 
woman from Florida—about problems 
that exist within the status quo. We 
are presenting, now, a bill that is sup- 
ported by those who are working in the 
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industry, supported by those who are 
commercial fishermen, and it is also 
supported by all the groups that rep- 
resent the recreational fishers. They 
realize that this bill needs more flexi- 
bility. 

To have a standard 10-year plan for 
every species when some of those spe- 
cies don’t last 10 years is silly; it lacks 
common sense. We need to do that. 
There needs to be transparency, as 
some decisions are made behind closed 
doors. This bill mandates that that 
would not be the case. It needs to make 
sure that scientific data from all 
sources is used and recognized. That is 
not happening in the status quo. There 
needs to be the ability of cutting red 
tape. 

Some people have talked about the 
change of NEPA without recognizing 
first that the law already mandates a 
similar process to NEPA, which has the 
exact same information. Requiring all 
these agencies to go through their 
process and then go through NEPA 
does not add to effectiveness or effi- 
ciency but does add to the opportunity 
of greater litigation costs. 

All those issues are addressed in this 
particular bill. It needs to be reauthor- 
ized. We need to move forward. This is 
one of the bills that has taken a long 
time. It is 4 years in the process, with 
lots of discussion, lots of amendments. 
We are now moving this bill forward so 
it can go to the Senate. They can work 
their will. We can come back to a con- 
ference if necessary, but we must move 
forward in this for the benefit of the 
communities that use this area as their 
livelihood as well as this area as their 
recreation. The present system has 
flaws that need to be fixed. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Chair, | 
rise today in opposition to H.R. 1335, the 
Strengthening Fishing Communities and In- 
creasing Flexibility in Fisheries Management 
Act. This short-sighted legislation undermines 
the longterm sustainability of fish populations 
putting fish stocks, coastal communities, and 
our nation’s economy at risk. 

In California, we are fortunate to have ac- 
cess to one of the world’s most productive 
marine ecosystems. The California Current 
system drives highly productive fisheries that 
support 158,000 jobs and more than $25 bil- 
lion annually in commercial and recreational 
sales impacts. Nationwide, fisheries generated 
$199 billion in sales impacts in 2012 and pro- 
vided 1.7 million jobs. Commercial and rec- 
reational fisheries are a critical part of this na- 
tion's economy whose continued prosperity 
depends on getting fisheries management 
right. 

In 2015, California entered its fourth year of 
extreme drought. This winters snowpack lev- 
els were the lowest since 1950 and precipita- 
tion levels are at critical lows. That spells bad 
news for California salmon. High water tem- 
peratures lead to poor survival and low flows 
leave salmon stranded in drying pools. Unfor- 
tunately, this is not the first time we have 
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faced this problem. In 2008, low flows and 
high in-stream temperatures coupled with low 
ocean productivity caused a crash in salmon 
populations, and for the first time since 1848, 
the California salmon fishery was closed and 
declared a federal fishery disaster. The Pacific 
Fishery Management Council had already pre- 
pared a fishery management plan for salmon, 
in accordance with the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
(MSA) guidelines, that prompted the fishery 
closure and set strict limits on harvest while 
the stock was rebuilding. Since the closure, 
salmon fisheries have rebounded, due in no 
small part to the swift action of the Council 
under the fishery management plan and re- 
building guidelines established by the MSA. 

While we cannot make it rain in California, 
we can ensure that well-informed manage- 
ment of offshore salmon fisheries do not jeop- 
ardize the sustainability of this commercially- 
valuable species. The more fish we conserve 
in the ocean, the more return to streams to 
spawn, increasing our chances of making it 
through this drought with a salmon fishery in- 
tact. 

The fact is, MSA is working. The implemen- 
tation of stock rebuilding plans and annual 
catch limits have resulted in the recovery of 37 
fish stocks since 2000. NOAA’s 2014 Status of 
Stocks report indicates that fish stocks that 
are overfished or subject to overfishing are at 
an all-time low. This is a far cry from the over- 
exploited, overcapitalized fisheries of the past. 
We should be moving forward to build on 
those successes, not rolling them back. Since 
2006, commercial fisheries revenue has risen 
43 percent, and the rebuilding of all U.S. fish 
stocks would provide an additional $31 billion 
in annual sales impacts and support 500,000 
new jobs. Instead, H.R. 1335 would delay re- 
building timelines and allow exemptions to 
continue overfishing on depleted stocks, which 
is both ecologically and economically irrespon- 
sible. Current MSA provisions have proven 
their effectiveness in rebuilding stocks and 
provide the way forward for realizing our fish- 
eries’ full economic potential. There’s some- 
thing to be said for the old adage, “If it’s not 
broken, don't fix it.” 

That’s not to say that fisheries management 
should remain stagnant. Just as scientific data 
collection and fisheries science is changing 
and improving, our fisheries management stat- 
ute should also change to reflect the best 
available science. Fisheries managers and sci- 
entists have acknowledged that there are 
areas for improvement, including providing 
more clarity and flexibility within the current 
statutory limits. To that end, NOAA’s National 
Marine Fisheries Service is currently under- 
taking a revision of the National Standard 1 
guidelines, the regulations that govern fish- 
eries management objectives and stock re- 
building timelines, to provide greater clarity on 
which fish stocks require rebuilding plans, 
greater flexibility for rebuilding timelines, and 
to incorporate the latest in ecosystem-based 
fisheries management. The proposed revisions 
would address many of the concerns outlined 
in this bill without undermining the critical con- 
servation measures that have led to MSA’s 
success. The determination on how to best 
manage fish stocks for a sustainable, profit- 
able future is best left to the scientists, not 
Members of Congress. 
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Our oceans are increasingly under threat 
from climate change and ocean acidification, 
making strong, effective fisheries management 
more critical than ever. Unfortunately, H.R. 
1335 does not deliver and | urge a NO vote 
on H.R. 1335. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chair, | rise today 
deeply disappointed that the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens reauthorization before us does not follow 
in its long-held tradition of thoughtful biparti- 
sanship. 

The bill before us would roll back protec- 
tions our citizens enjoy under the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act, the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act, the National Marine Sanctuaries Act, 
and the Antiquities Act. This bill would remove 
requirements that prevent overfishing, thereby 
preventing us from enjoying the benefits of 
healthy fisheries. We cannot simply wish for 
more fish in the ocean, we must create the 
conditions that make it possible. 

Magnuson should promote innovation and 
responsible flexibility, while ensuring we have 
the resources to obtain the best data possible 
to make informed decisions about one of our 
most precious economic and food resources— 
our fisheries. 

This is the kind of flexibility my bill, the 
Rhode Island Fishermen’s Fairness Act, would 
provide. My bill would create two new spots 
for Rhode Island on the Mid-Atlantic Fisheries 
Management Council. 

Rhode Island lands more Mid-Atlantic-regu- 
lated species than any other state in the Mid- 
Atlantic region besides New Jersey. Our cir- 
cumstance parallels that of Florida and North 
Carolina, which each have voting membership 
on two different fishery management councils. 

The decisions of the Mid-Atlantic Council di- 
rectly affect the success of Rhode Island’s 
fishing industry and the ability of our fishermen 
to maintain their businesses, and they deserve 
a say in how those resources are managed. 

We all believe that Magnuson can be im- 
proved. The last Magnuson reauthorization 
was a bipartisan and widely supported bill. | 
am sorry to say that this bill does not follow 
the same path, and it is not a bill | can sup- 
port. 

| look forward to working with Mr. GRIJALVA 
and my Republican colleagues on a bipartisan 
product which includes provisions our fisher- 
men need and support, like H.R. 2541, the 
Rhode Island Fishermen’s Fairness Act. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de- 
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

In lieu of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Natural Resources, 
printed in the bill, it shall be in order 
to consider as an original bill for the 
purpose of amendment under the 5- 
minute rule an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute consisting of the 
text of Rules Committee Print 114-16. 
That amendment in the nature of a 
substitute shall be considered as read. 

The text of the amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute is as follows: 

H.R. 1335 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Strengthening 
Fishing Communities and Increasing Flexibility 
in Fisheries Management Act’’. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act, any term used that is defined in 
section 3 of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Con- 
servation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1802) 
shall have the same meaning such term has 
under that section. 

SEC. 3. REFERENCES. 

Except as otherwise specifically provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or repeal is 
expressed in terms of an amendment to, or re- 
peal of, a provision, the reference shall be con- 
sidered to be made to a provision of the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

SEC. 4. FLEXIBILITY IN REBUILDING FISH 
STOCKS. 

(a) GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.—Section 304(e) 
(16 U.S.C. 1854(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (4)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)(i), by striking ‘‘pos- 
sible” and inserting ‘‘practicable’’; 

(B) by amending subparagraph (A)(ii) to read 
as follows: 

“(ii) may not exceed the time the stock would 
be rebuilt without fishing occurring plus one 
mean generation, except in a case in which— 

“*(I) the biology of the stock of fish, other en- 
vironmental conditions, or management meas- 
ures under an international agreement in which 
the United States participates dictate otherwise; 

“(ID the Secretary determines that the cause 
of the stock being depleted is outside the juris- 
diction of the Council or the rebuilding program 
cannot be effective only by limiting fishing ac- 
tivities; 

““(III) the Secretary determines that one or 
more components of a mixed-stock fishery is de- 
pleted but cannot be rebuilt within that time- 
frame without significant economic harm to the 
fishery, or cannot be rebuilt without causing 
another component of the mixed-stock fishery to 
approach a depleted status; 

“(IV) the Secretary determines that recruit- 
ment, distribution, or life history of, or fishing 
activities for, the stock are affected by informal 
transboundary agreements under which man- 
agement activities outside the exclusive eco- 
nomic zone by another country may hinder con- 
servation and management efforts by United 
States fishermen; and 

“(V) the Secretary determines that the stock 
has been affected by unusual events that make 
rebuilding within the specified time period im- 
probable without significant economic harm to 
fishing communities;’’; 

(C) by striking “and” after the semicolon at 
the end of subparagraph (B), by redesignating 
subparagraphs (B) and (C) as subparagraphs 
(C) and (D), and by inserting after subpara- 
graph (A) the following: 

“(B) take into account environmental condi- 
tion including predator/prey relationships;’’; 
and 

(D) dy striking the period at the end of sub- 
paragraph (D) (as so redesignated) and insert- 
ing “; and’’, and by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(E) specify a schedule for reviewing the re- 
building targets, evaluating environmental im- 
pacts on rebuilding progress, and evaluating 
progress being made toward reaching rebuilding 
targets.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(8) A fishery management plan, plan amend- 
ment, or proposed regulations may use alter- 
native rebuilding strategies, including harvest 
control rules and fishing mortality-rate targets 
to the extent they are in compliance with the re- 
quirements of this Act. 

“(9) A Council may terminate the application 
of paragraph (3) to a fishery if the Council’s sci- 
entific and statistical committee determines and 
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the Secretary concurs that the original deter- 
mination that the fishery was depleted was erro- 
neous, either— 

“(A) within the 2-year period beginning on 
the effective date a fishery management plan, 
plan amendment, or proposed regulation for a 
fishery under this subsection takes effect; or 

“(B) within 90 days after the completion of 
the next stock assessment after such determina- 
tion.”. 

(b) EMERGENCY REGULATIONS AND INTERIM 
MEASURES.—Section  305(c)(3)(B) (16 U.S.C. 
1855(c)(3)(B)) is amended by striking ‘‘180 days 
after” and all that follows through “provided” 
and inserting “1 year after the date of publica- 
tion, and may be extended by publication in the 
Federal Register for one additional period of not 
more than 1 year, if”. 

SEC. 5. MODIFICATIONS TO THE ANNUAL CATCH 
LIMIT REQUIREMENT. 

Section 302 (16 U.S.C. 1852) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(m) CONSIDERATIONS FOR MODIFICATIONS TO 
ANNUAL CATCH LIMIT REQUIREMENTS.— 

“*(1) CONSIDERATION OF ECOSYSTEM AND ECO- 
NOMIC IMPACTS.—In establishing annual catch 
limits a Council may, consistent with section 
302(h)(6), consider changes in an ecosystem and 
the economic needs of the fishing communities. 

“(2) LIMITATIONS TO ANNUAL CATCH LIMIT RE- 
QUIREMENT FOR SPECIAL FISHERIES.—Notwith- 
standing subsection (h)(6), a Council is not re- 
quired to develop an annual catch limit for— 

“(A) an ecosystem component species; 

“(B) a fishery for a species that has a life 
cycle of approximately 1 year, unless the Sec- 
retary has determined the fishery is subject to 
overfishing; or 

“(C) a stock for which— 

“(i) more than half of a single-year class will 
complete their life cycle in less than 18 months; 
and 

“(ii) fishing mortality will have little impact 
on the stock. 

“*(3) RELATIONSHIP TO INTERNATIONAL FISHERY 
EFFORTS.—Each annual catch limit may, con- 
sistent with section 302(h)(6), take into ac- 
count— 

“(A) management measures under inter- 
national agreements in which the United States 
participates; 

“(B) informal transboundary agreements 
under which fishery management activities by 
another country outside the exclusive economic 
zone may hinder conservation efforts by United 
States fishermen for a fish species for which any 
of the recruitment, distribution, life history, or 
fishing activities are transboundary; and 

“(C) in instances in which no transboundary 
agreement exists, activities by another country 
outside the exclusive economic zone that may 
hinder conservation efforts by United States 
fisherman for a fish species for which any of the 
recruitment, distribution, life history, or fishing 
activities are transboundary. 

“(4) AUTHORIZATION FOR MULTISPECIES COM- 
PLEXES AND MULTIYEAR ANNUAL CATCH LIMITS.— 
For purposes of subsection (h)(6), a Council may 
establish— 

“(A) an annual catch limit for a stock com- 
plex; or 

“(B) annual catch limits for each year in any 
continuous period that is not more than three 
years in duration. 

“(5) ECOSYSTEM COMPONENT SPECIES DE- 
FINED.—In this subsection the term ‘ecosystem 
component species’ means a stock of fish that is 
a nontarget, incidentally harvested stock of fish 
in a fishery, or a nontarget, incidentally har- 
vested stock of fish that a Council or the Sec- 
retary has determined— 

“(A) is not subject to overfishing, approaching 
a depleted condition or depleted; and 

“(B) is not likely to become subject to over- 
fishing or depleted in the absence of conserva- 
tion and management measures.””. 
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SEC. 6. DISTINGUISHING BETWEEN OVERFISHED 
AND DEPLETED. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 3 (16 U.S.C. 1802) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (34), by striking “The terms 
‘overfishing’ and ‘overfished’ mean” and insert- 
ing “The term ‘overfishing’ means””; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(84) The term ‘depleted’ means, with respect 
to a stock of fish or stock complex, that the 
stock or stock complex has a biomass that has 
declined below a level that jeopardizes the ca- 
pacity of the stock or stock complex to produce 
maximum sustainable yield on a continuing 
dasis.””. 

(b) SUBSTITUTION OF TERM.—The Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seg.) is amended— 

(1) in the heading of section 304(e), by striking 
“OVERFISHED”” and inserting “DEPLETED”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘overfished’’ each place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘depleted’’. 

(c) CLARITY IN ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 
304(e)(1) (16 U.S.C. 1854(e)(1)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: “The report 
shall distinguish between fisheries that are de- 
pleted (or approaching that condition) as a re- 
sult of fishing and fisheries that are depleted (or 
approaching that condition) as a result of fac- 
tors other than fishing. The report shall state, 
for each fishery identified as depleted or ap- 
proaching that condition, whether the fishery is 
the target of directed fishing.””. 

SEC. 7. TRANSPARENCY AND PUBLIC PROCESS. 

(a) ADVICE.—Section 302(g)(1)(B) (16 U.S.C. 
1852(g)(1)(B)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: ‘‘Each scientific and statistical 
committee shall develop such advice in a trans- 
parent manner and allow for public involvement 
in the process.””. 

(b) MEETINGS.—Section 302(i)(2) (16 U.S.C. 
1852(i)(2)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(G) Each Council shall make available on 
the Internet Web site of the Council— 

“(i) to the extent practicable, a Webcast, an 
audio recording, or a live broadcast of each 
meeting of the Council, and of the Council Co- 
ordination Committee established under sub- 
section (1), that is not closed in accordance with 
paragraph (3); and 

“(1i) audio, video (if the meeting was in per- 
son or by video conference), or a searchable 
audio or written transcript of each meeting of 
the Council and of the meetings of committees 
referred to in section 302(g)(1)(B) of the Council 
by not later than 30 days after the conclusion of 
the meeting. 

“(H) The Secretary shall maintain and make 
available to the public an archive of Council 
and scientific and statistical committee meeting 
audios, videos, and transcripts made available 
under clauses (i) and (ii) of subparagraph (G).”. 

(c) FISHERY IMPACT STATEMENTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENT.—Section 303 (16 U.S.C. 
1853) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph 
(9) and redesignating paragraphs (10) through 
(15) as paragraphs (9) through (14), respectively; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(d) FISHERY IMPACT STATEMENT.— 

“(1) Any fishery management plan (or fishery 
management plan amendment) prepared by any 
Council or by the Secretary pursuant to sub- 
section (a) or (b), or proposed regulations 
deemed necessary pursuant to subsection (c), 
shall include a fishery impact statement which 
shall assess, specify and analyze the likely ef- 
fects and impact of the proposed action on the 
quality of the human environment. 

“(2) The fishery impact statement shall de- 
scribe— 
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“(A) a purpose of the proposed action; 

“(B) the environmental impact of the pro- 
posed action; 

“(C) any adverse environmental effects which 
cannot be avoided should the proposed action be 
implemented; 

“(D) a reasonable range of alternatives to the 
proposed action; 

“(E) the relationship between short-term use 
of fishery resources and the enhancement of 
long-term productivity; 

““(F) the cumulative conservation and man- 
agement effects; and 

“(G) economic, and social impacts of the pro- 
posed action on— 

“*(1) participants in the fisheries and fishing 
communities affected by the proposed action; 

“(ii) participants in the fisheries conducted in 
adjacent areas under the authority of another 
Council, after consultation with such Council 
and representatives of those participants; and 

“(iti) the safety of human life at sea, includ- 
ing whether and to what extent such measures 
may affect the safety of participants in the fish- 
ery. 
“(3) A substantially complete fishery impact 
statement, which may be in draft form, shall be 
available not less than 14 days before the begin- 
ning of the meeting at which a Council makes 
its final decision on the proposal (for plans, 
plan amendments, or proposed regulations pre- 
pared by a Council pursuant to subsection (a) or 
(c)). Availability of this fishery impact state- 
ment will be announced by the methods used by 
the council to disseminate public information 
and the public and relevant government agen- 
cies will be invited to comment on the fishery 
impact statement. 

“(4) The completed fishery impact statement 
shall accompany the transmittal of a fishery 
management plan or plan amendment as speci- 
fied in section 304(a), as well as the transmittal 
of proposed regulations as specified in section 
304(b). 

“(5) The Councils shall, subject to approval 
by the Secretary, establish criteria to determine 
actions or classes of action of minor significance 
regarding subparagraphs (A), (B), (D), (E), and 
(F) of paragraph (2), for which preparation of a 
fishery impact statement is unnecessary and 
categorically excluded from the requirements of 
this section, and the documentation required to 
establish the exclusion. 

“(6) The Councils shall, subject to approval 
by the Secretary, prepare procedures for compli- 
ance with this section that provide for timely, 
clear, and concise analysis that is useful to deci- 
sionmakers and the public, reduce extraneous 
paperwork and effectively involve the public, in- 
cluding— 

“(A) using Council meetings to determine the 
scope of issues to be addressed and identifying 
significant issues related to the proposed action; 

“(B) integration of the fishery impact state- 
ment development process with preliminary and 
final Council decisionmaking in a manner that 
provides opportunity for comment from the pub- 
lic and relevant government agencies prior to 
these decision points; and 

“(C) providing scientific, technical, and legal 
advice at an early stage of the development of 
the fishery impact statement to ensure timely 
transmittal and Secretarial review of the pro- 
posed fishery management plan, plan amend- 
ment, or regulations to the Secretary. 

“(7) Actions taken in accordance with this 
section are deemed to fulfill the requirements of 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and all related imple- 
menting regulations.’’. 

(2) EVALUATION OF ADEQUACY.—Section 
304(a)(2) (16 U.S.C. 1854(a)(2)) is amended by 
striking “and” after the semicolon at the end of 
subparagraph (B), striking the period at the end 
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of subparagraph (C) and inserting ‘‘; and”, and 
by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) evaluate the adequacy of the accom- 
panying fishery impact statement as basis for 
fully considering the environmental impacts of 
implementing the fishery management plan or 
plan amendment.’’. 

(3) REVIEW OF REGULATIONS.—Section 304(b) 
(16 U.S.C. 1854(b)) is amended by striking so 
much as precedes subparagraph (A) of para- 
graph (1) and inserting the following: 

“(b) REVIEW OF REGULATIONS.— 

“(1) Upon transmittal by the Council to the 
Secretary of proposed regulations prepared 
under section 303(c), the Secretary shall imme- 
diately initiate an evaluation of the proposed 
regulations to determine whether they are con- 
sistent with the fishery management plan, plan 
amendment, this Act and other applicable law. 
The Secretary shall also immediately initiate an 
evaluation of the accompanying fishery impact 
statement as a basis for fully considering the en- 
vironmental impacts of implementing the pro- 
posed regulations. Within 15 days of initiating 
such evaluation the Secretary shall make a de- 
termination and—’’. 

(4) EFFECT ON TIME REQUIREMENTS.—Section 
305(e) (16 U.S.C. 1855(e)) is amended by inserting 
“the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.),” after “the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),’’. 

SEC. 8. LIMITATION ON FUTURE CATCH SHARE 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) CATCH SHARE DEFINED.—Section 3 (16 
U.S.C. 1802) is amended by inserting after para- 
graph (2) the following: 

“(2a) The term ‘catch share’ means any fish- 
ery management program that allocates a spe- 
cific percentage of the total allowable catch for 
a fishery, or a specific fishing area, to an indi- 
vidual, cooperative, community, processor, rep- 
resentative of a commercial sector, or regional 
fishery association established in accordance 
with section 303A(c)(4), or other entity.’’. 

(b) CATCH SHARE REFERENDUM PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 303A(c)(6)(D) (16 
U.S.C. 1853a(c)(6)(D)) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(D) CATCH SHARE REFERENDUM PILOT PRO- 
GRAM.— 

“(1) The New England, Mid-Atlantic, South 
Atlantic, and Gulf of Mexico Councils may not 
submit a fishery management plan or amend- 
ment that creates a catch share program for a 
fishery, and the Secretary may not approve or 
implement such a plan or amendment submitted 
by such a Council or a secretarial plan or 
amendment under section 304(c) that creates 
such a program, unless the final program has 
been approved, in a referendum in accordance 
with this subparagraph, by a majority of the 
permit holders eligible to participate in the fish- 
ery. For multispecies permits in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, any permit holder with landings from with- 
in the sector of the fishery being considered for 
the catch share program within the 5-year pe- 
riod preceding the date of the referendum and 
still active in fishing in the fishery shall be eligi- 
ble to participate in such a referendum. If a 
catch share program is not approved by the req- 
uisite number of permit holders, it may be re- 
vised and submitted for approval in a subse- 
quent referendum. 

““(11) The Secretary may, at the request of the 
New England Fishery Management Council, 
allow participation in such a referendum for a 
fishery under the Council’s authority, by fish- 
ing vessel crewmembers who derive a significant 
portion of their livelihood from such fishing. 

“(iti) The Secretary shall conduct a ref- 
erendum under this subparagraph, including 
notifying all permit holders eligible to partici- 
pate in the referendum and making available to 
them— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


“(D) a copy of the proposed program; 

“(II) an estimate of the costs of the program, 
including costs to participants; 

“(III) an estimate of the amount of fish or 
percentage of quota each permit holder would be 
allocated; and 

“(IV) information concerning the schedule, 
procedures, and eligibility requirements for the 
referendum process. 

“(iv) For the purposes of this subparagraph, 
the term ‘permit holder eligible to participate’ 
only includes the holder of a permit for a fish- 
ery under which fishing has occurred in 3 of the 
5 years preceding a referendum for the fishery, 
unless sickness, injury, or other unavoidable 
hardship prevented the permit holder from en- 
gaging in such fishing. 

“(v) The Secretary may not implement any 
catch share program for any fishery managed 
exclusively by the Secretary unless first peti- 
tioned by a majority of those permit holders eli- 
gible to participate in the fishery.’’. 

(2) LIMITATION ON APPLICATION.—The amend- 
ment made by paragraph (1) shall not apply to 
a catch share program that is submitted to, or 
proposed by, the Secretary of Commerce before 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

(3) REGULATIONS.—Before conducting a ref- 
erendum under the amendment made by para- 
graph (1), the Secretary of Commerce shall issue 
regulations implementing such amendment after 
providing an opportunity for submission by the 
public of comments on the regulations. 

SEC. 9. REPORT ON FEE. 

Section 304(d)(2) (16 U.S.C. 1854(d)(2)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(D) The Secretary shall report annually on 
the amount collected under this paragraph from 
each fishery and detail how the funds were 
spent in the prior year on a fishery-by-fishery 
basis, to— 

“*(1) Congress; and 

“(ii) each Council from whose fisheries the fee 
under this paragraph were collected.’’. 

SEC. 10. DATA COLLECTION AND DATA CON- 
FIDENTIALITY. 

(a) ELECTRONIC MONITORING.— 

(1) ISSUANCE OF REGULATIONS.— 

(A) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall issue 
regulations governing the use of electronic mon- 
itoring for the purposes of monitoring fisheries 
that are subject to the Magnuson-Stevens Fish- 
ery Conservation and Management Act (16 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

(B) CONTENT.—The regulations shall— 

(i) distinguish between monitoring for data 
collection and research purposes and monitoring 
for compliance and enforcement purposes; and 

(ii) include minimum criteria, objectives, or 
performance standards for electronic moni- 
toring. 

(C) PROCESS.—In issuing the regulations the 
Secretary shall— 

(i) consult with the Councils and fishery man- 
agement commissions; 

(ii) publish the proposed regulations; and 

(iii) provide an opportunity for the submission 
by the public of comments on the proposed regu- 
lations. 

(2) IMPLEMENTATION OF MONITORING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), and after the issuance of the final regula- 
tions, a Council, or the Secretary for fisheries 
referred to in section 302(a)(3) of the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1852(a)(3)), may, in accordance 
with the regulations, on a fishery-by-fishery 
basis and consistent with the existing objectives 
and management goals of a fishery management 
plan and the Act for a fishery issued by the 
Council or the Secretary, respectively, amend 
such plan— 

(i) to incorporate electronic monitoring as an 
alternative tool for data collection and moni- 
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toring purposes or for compliance and enforce- 
ment purposes (or both); and 

(ii) to allow for the replacement of a percent- 
age of on-board observers with electronic moni- 
toring. 

(B) COMPARABILITY.—Subparagraph (A) shall 
apply to a fishery only if the Council or Sec- 
retary, respectively, determines that such moni- 
toring will yield comparable data collection and 
compliance results. 

(3) PILOT PROJECTS.—Before the issuance of 
final regulations, a Council, or the Secretary for 
fisheries referred to in section 302(a)(3), may, 
subject to the requirements of the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act, on a fishery-by-fishery basis, and con- 
sistent with the existing objectives and manage- 
ment goals of a fishery management plan for a 
fishery issued by the Council or the Secretary, 
respectively, conduct a pilot project for the use 
of electronic monitoring for the fishery. 

(4) DEADLINE.—The Secretary shall issue final 
regulations under this subsection by not later 
than 12 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) VIDEO AND ACOUSTIC SURVEY TECH- 
NOLOGIES.—The Secretary shall work with the 
Regional Fishery Management Councils and 
nongovernmental entities to develop and imple- 
ment the use pursuant to the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) of video survey technologies 
and expanded use of acoustic survey tech- 
nologies. 

(c) CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 402(b) (16 U.S.C. 
1881a(b)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) by amending subparagraph (B) to read as 
follows: 

“(B) to State or Marine Fisheries Commission 
employees as necessary for achievement of the 
purposes of this Act, subject to a confidentiality 
agreement between the State or Commission, re- 
spectively, and the Secretary that prohibits pub- 
lic disclosure of the identity of any person and 
of confidential information,’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘limited 
access” and inserting “catch share”; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (G), by striking “limited 
access” and inserting ‘‘catch share”; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), 
by inserting “, and information obtained 
through a vessel monitoring system or other 
technology used onboard a fishing vessel for en- 
forcement or data collection purposes,” after 
“information”; 

(ii) by striking “or” after the semicolon at the 
end of subparagraph (B); and 

(iii) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert- 
ing the following: 

“(C) as authorized by any regulations issued 
under paragraph (6) allowing the collection of 
observer information, pursuant to a confiden- 
tiality agreement between the observers, ob- 
server employers, and the Secretary prohibiting 
disclosure of the information by the observers or 
observer employers, in order— 

“*(1) to allow the sharing of observer informa- 
tion among observers and between observers and 
observer employers as necessary to train and 
prepare observers for deployments on specific 
vessels; or 

“(ii) to validate the accuracy of the observer 
information collected; or 

“(D) to other persons if the Secretary has ob- 
tained written authorization from the person 
who submitted such information or from the per- 
son on whose vessel the information was col- 
lected, to release such information for reasons 
not otherwise provided for in this subsection.””; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (6); and 
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(D) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(3) Any information submitted to the Sec- 
retary, a State fisheries management agency, or 
a Marine Fisheries Commission by any person in 
compliance with the requirements of this Act, 
including confidential information, may only be 
used for purposes of fisheries management and 
monitoring and enforcement under this Act. 

“(4) The Secretary may enter into a memo- 
randum of understanding with the heads of 
other Federal agencies for the sharing of con- 
fidential information to ensure safety of life at 
sea or for fisheries enforcement purposes, in- 
cluding information obtained through a vessel 
monitoring system or other electronic enforce- 
ment and monitoring systems, if— 

““(A) the Secretary determines there is a com- 
pelling need to do so; and 

“(B) the heads of the other Federal agencies 
agree— 

“*(1) to maintain the confidentiality of the in- 
formation in accordance with the requirements 
that apply to the Secretary under this section; 
and 

“(ii) to use the information only for the pur- 
poses for which it was shared with the agencies. 

“(5) The Secretary may not provide any ves- 
sel-specific or aggregate vessel information from 
a fishery that is collected for monitoring and en- 
forcement purposes to any person for the pur- 
poses of coastal and marine spatial planning 
under Executive Order 13547, unless the Sec- 
retary determines that providing such informa- 
tion is important for maintaining or enhancing 
national security or for ensuring fishermen con- 
tinued access to fishing grounds.””. 

(2) CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION DEFINED.— 
Section 3 (16 U.S.C. 1802) is further amended by 
inserting after paragraph (4) the following: 

“(4a) The term ‘confidential information’ 
means— 

“(A) trade secrets; 

“(B) proprietary information; 

“(C) observer information; and 

“(D) commercial or financial information the 
disclosure of which is likely to result in harm to 
the competitive position of the person that sub- 
mitted the information to the Secretary.””. 

(d) INCREASED DATA COLLECTION AND ACTIONS 
TO ADDRESS DATA-POOR FISHERIES.—Section 
404 (16 U.S.C. 1881c) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“(e) USE OF THE ASSET FORFEITURE FUND FOR 
FISHERY INDEPENDENT DATA COLLECTION.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.— 

“(A) The Secretary, subject to appropriations, 
may obligate for data collection purposes in ac- 
cordance with prioritizations under paragraph 
(3) a portion of amounts received by the United 
States as fisheries enforcement penalties. 

“(B) Amounts may be obligated under this 
paragraph only in the fishery management re- 
gion with respect to which they are collected. 

“(2) INCLUDED PURPOSES.—The purposes re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1) include— 

“(A) the use of State personnel and resources, 
including fishery survey vessels owned and 
maintained by States to survey or assess data- 
poor fisheries for which fishery management 
plans are in effect under this Act; and 

“(B) cooperative research activities authorized 
under section 318 to improve or enhance the 
fishery independent data used in fishery stock 
assessments. 

“(3) DATA-POOR FISHERIES PRIORITY LISTS.— 
Each Council shall— 

“(A) identify those fisheries in its region con- 
sidered to be data-poor fisheries; 

“(B) prioritize those fisheries based on the 
need of each fishery for up-to-date information; 
and 

“(C) provide those priorities to the Secretary. 

“(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
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“(A) The term ‘data-poor fishery’ means a 
fishery— 

“(G) that has not been surveyed in the pre- 
ceding 5-year period; 

“(11) for which a fishery stock assessment has 
not been performed within the preceding 5-year 
period; or 

“(iit) for which limited information on the sta- 
tus of the fishery is available for management 
purposes. 

“(B) The term ‘fisheries enforcement pen- 
alties’ means any fine or penalty imposed, or 
proceeds of any property seized, for a violation 
of this Act or of any other marine resource law 
enforced by the Secretary. 

“(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary for each fiscal year to carry out this 
subsection up to 80 percent of the fisheries en- 
forcement penalties collected during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year.”. 

SEC. 11. COOPERATIVE RESEARCH AND MANAGE- 
MENT PROGRAM. 

Section 318 (16 U.S.C. 1867) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting “(1)” before 
the first sentence, and by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(2) Within one year after the date of enact- 
ment of the Strengthening Fishing Communities 
and Increasing Flexibility in Fisheries Manage- 
ment Act, and after consultation with the Coun- 
cils, the Secretary shall publish a plan for im- 
plementing and conducting the program estab- 
lished in paragraph (1). Such plan shall identify 
and describe critical regional fishery manage- 
ment and research needs, possible projects that 
may address those needs, and estimated costs for 
such projects. The plan shall be revised and up- 
dated every 5 years, and updated plans shall in- 
clude a brief description of projects that were 
funded in the prior 5-year period and the re- 
search and management needs that were ad- 
dressed by those projects.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the heading, by striking “FUNDING” 
and inserting ‘‘PRIORITIES’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking all after ‘‘in- 
cluding” and inserting an em dash, followed on 
the next line by the following: 

“(A) the use of fishing vessels or acoustic or 
other marine technology; 

“(B) expanding the use of electronic catch re- 
porting programs and technology; and 

“(C) improving monitoring and observer cov- 
erage through the expanded use of electronic 
monitoring devices.””. 

SEC. 12. COUNCIL JURISDICTION FOR OVERLAP- 
PING FISHERIES. 

Section 302(a)(1) (16 U.S.C. 1852(a)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), in the second sen- 
tence— 

(A) by striking ‘‘18’’ and inserting ‘‘19’’; and 

(B) by inserting before the period at the end 
“and a liaison who is a member of the Mid-At- 
lantic Fishery Management Council to represent 
the interests of fisheries under the jurisdiction 
of such Council”; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), in the second sen- 
tence— 

(A) by striking “21” and inserting “22”; and 

(B) by inserting before the period at the end 
“and a liaison who is a member of the New Eng- 
land Fishery Management Council to represent 
the interests of fisheries under the jurisdiction 
of such Council”. 

SEC. 13. GULF OF MEXICO FISHERIES COOPERA- 
TIVE RESEARCH AND RED SNAPPER 
MANAGEMENT. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 407 (16 U.S.C. 1883), and 
the item relating to such section in the table of 
contents in the first section, are repealed. 

(b) REPORTING AND DATA COLLECTION PRO- 
GRAM.—The Secretary of Commerce shall— 
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(1) in conjunction with the States, the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council, and the 
recreational fishing sectors, develop and imple- 
ment a real-time reporting and data collection 
program for the Gulf of Mexico red snapper fish- 
ery using available technology; and 

(2) make implementation of this subsection a 
priority for funds received by the Secretary and 
allocated to this region under section 2 of the 
Act of August 11, 1939 (commonly known as the 
“Saltonstall-Kennedy Act”) (15 U.S.C. 713c-3). 

(c) FISHERIES COOPERATIVE RESEARCH PRO- 
GRAM.—The Secretary of Commerce— 

(1) shall, in conjunction with the States, the 
Gulf States Marine Fisheries Commission and 
the Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commis- 
sion, the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic 
Fishery Management Councils, and the commer- 
cial, charter, and recreational fishing sectors, 
develop and implement a cooperative research 
program authorized under section 318 for the 
fisheries of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlan- 
tic regions, giving priority to those fisheries that 
are considered data-poor; and 

(2) may, subject to the availability of appro- 
priations, use funds received by the Secretary 
under section 2 of the Act of August 11, 1939 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Saltonstall-Kennedy 
Act”) (15 U.S.C. 713c-3) to implement this sub- 
section. 

(d) STOCK SURVEYS AND STOCK ASSESS- 
MENTS.—The Secretary of Commerce, acting 
through the National Marine Fisheries Service 
Regional Administrator of the Southeast Re- 
gional Office, shall for purposes of the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.)— 

(1) develop a schedule of stock surveys and 
stock assessments for the Gulf of Mexico Region 
and the South Atlantic Region for the 5-year pe- 
riod beginning on the date of the enactment of 
this Act and for every 5-year period thereafter; 

(2) direct the Southeast Science Center Direc- 
tor to implement such schedule; and 

(3) in such development and implementation— 

(A) give priority to those stocks that are com- 
mercially or recreationally important; and 

(B) ensure that each such important stock is 
surveyed at least every 5 years. 

(e) USE OF FISHERIES INFORMATION IN STOCK 
ASSESSMENTS.—The Southeast Science Center 
Director shall ensure that fisheries information 
made available through fisheries programs fund- 
ed under Public Law 112-141 is incorporated as 
soon as possible into any fisheries stock assess- 
ments conducted after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(f) STATE FISHERIES MANAGEMENT IN THE 
GULF OF MEXICO WITH RESPECT TO RED SNAP- 
PER.—Section 306(b) (16 U.S.C. 1856(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) Notwithstanding section 3(11), for the 
purposes of managing the recreational sector of 
the Gulf of Mexico red snapper fishery, the sea- 
ward boundary of a coastal State in the Gulf of 
Mexico is a line 9 miles seaward from the base- 
line from which the territorial sea of the United 
States is measured.””. 

(9) FUNDING OF STOCK ASSESSMENTS.—The 
Secretary of Commerce and the Secretary of the 
Interior, acting through the Bureau of Ocean 
Energy Management, shall enter into a coopera- 
tive agreement for the funding of stock assess- 
ments that are necessitated by any action by the 
Bureau with respect to offshore oil rigs in the 
Gulf of Mexico that adversely impacts red snap- 
per. 

SEC. 14. NORTH PACIFIC FISHERY MANAGEMENT 
CLARIFICATION. 

Section 306(a)(3)(C) (16 U.S.C. 1856(a)(3)(C)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking “was no” and inserting “is 
no”; and 

(2) by striking “on August 1, 1996”. 
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SEC. 15. ENSURING CONSISTENT MANAGEMENT 
FOR FISHERIES THROUGHOUT 
THEIR RANGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) is amended by inserting after 
section 4 the following: 

“SEC. 5. ENSURING CONSISTENT FISHERIES MAN- 
AGEMENT UNDER CERTAIN OTHER 
FEDERAL LAWS. 

“(a) NATIONAL MARINE SANCTUARIES ACT AND 
ANTIQUITIES ACT OF 1906.—In any case of a con- 
flict between this Act and the National Marine 
Sanctuaries Act (16 U.S.C. 1431 et seq.) or the 
Antiquities Act of 1906 (16 U.S.C. 431 et seq.), 
this Act shall control. 

“(b) FISHERIES RESTRICTIONS UNDER ENDAN- 
GERED SPECIES ACT OF 1973.—To ensure trans- 
parency and consistent management of fisheries 
throughout their range, any restriction on the 
management of fish in the exclusive economic 
zone that is necessary to implement a recovery 
plan under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 
(16 U.S.C. 1531 et seg.) shall be implemented— 

“(1) using authority under this Act; and 

“(2) in accordance with processes and time 
schedules required under this Act.””. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of con- 
tents in the first section is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 3 the following: 


“Sec. 4. Authorization of appropriations. 

“Sec. 5. Ensuring consistent fisheries manage- 
ment under certain other Federal 
laws.’’. 

SEC. 16. LIMITATION ON HARVEST IN NORTH PA- 

CIFIC DIRECTED POLLOCK FISHERY. 

Section 210(e)(1) of the American Fisheries Act 
(title II of division C of Public Law 105-277; 16 
U.S.C. 1851 note) is amended to read as follows: 

“(1) HARVESTING.— 

“(A) LIMITATION.—No particular individual, 
corporation, or other entity may harvest, 
through a fishery cooperative or otherwise, a 
percentage of the pollock available to be har- 
vested in the directed pollock fishery that ex- 
ceeds the percentage established for purposes of 
this paragraph by the North Pacific Council. 

“(B) MAXIMUM PERCENTAGE.—The percentage 
established by the North Pacific Council shall 
not exceed 24 percent of the pollock available to 
be harvested in the directed pollock fishery.’’. 
SEC. 17. RECREATIONAL FISHING DATA. 

(a) RECREATIONAL DATA COLLECTION.—Sec- 
tion 401(g) (16 U.S.C. 1881(g)) is amended by re- 
designating paragraph (4) as paragraph (5), and 
by inserting after paragraph (3) the following: 

““(4) FEDERAL-STATE PARTNERSHIPS.— 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish partnerships with States to develop best 
practices for implementation of State programs 
established pursuant to paragraph (2). 

“(B) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall develop 
guidance, in cooperation with the States, that 
details best practices for administering State 
programs pursuant to paragraph (2), and pro- 
vide such guidance to the States. 

“(C) BIENNIAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall 
submit to the Congress and publish biennial re- 
ports that include— 

“(i) the estimated accuracy of the registry 
program established under paragraph (1) and of 
State programs that are exempted under para- 
graph (2); 

“(ii) priorities for improving recreational fish- 
ing data collection; and 

“(iii) an explanation of any use of informa- 
tion collected by such State programs and by the 
Secretary, including a description of any con- 
sideration given to the information by the Sec- 
retary. 

“(D) STATES GRANT PROGRAM.—The Secretary 
shall make grants to States to improve imple- 
mentation of State programs consistent with this 
subsection. The Secretary shall prioritize such 
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grants based on the ability of the grant to im- 
prove the quality and accuracy of such pro- 
grams.”. 

(b) STUDY ON RECREATIONAL FISHERIES 
DATA.—Section 401(g) (16 U.S.C. 1881(g)) is fur- 
ther amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(6) STUDY ON PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the enactment of this paragraph, the Sec- 
retary shall enter into an agreement with the 
National Research Council of the National 
Academy of Sciences to study the implementa- 
tion of the programs described in this section. 
The study shall— 

“(i) provide an updated assessment of rec- 
reational survey methods established or im- 
proved since the publication of the Council's re- 
port ‘Review of Recreational Fisheries Survey 
Methods (2006)’; 

“(ii) evaluate the extent to which the rec- 
ommendations made in that report were imple- 
mented pursuant to paragraph (3)(B); and 

“(iii) examine any limitations of the Marine 
Recreational Fishery Statistics Survey and the 
Marine Recreational Information Program es- 
tablished under paragraph (1). 

“(B) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after en- 
tering into an agreement under subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary shall submit a report to Con- 
gress on the results of the study under subpara- 
graph (A).’’. 

SEC. 18. STOCK ASSESSMENTS USED FOR FISH- 
ERIES MANAGED UNDER GULF OF 
MEXICO COUNCIL’S REEF FISH MAN- 
AGEMENT PLAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title IV (16 U.S.C. 1881 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 409. STOCK ASSESSMENTS USED FOR FISH- 
ERIES MANAGED UNDER GULF OF 
MEXICO COUNCIL’S REEF FISH MAN- 
AGEMENT PLAN. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Gulf States Marine 
Fisheries Commission shall conduct all fishery 
stock assessments used for management pur- 
poses by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Manage- 
ment Council for the fisheries managed under 
the Council’s Reef Fish Management Plan. 

“(b) USE OF OTHER INFORMATION AND AS- 
SETS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Such fishery assessments 
shall— 

“(A) incorporate fisheries survey information 
collected by university researchers; and 

“(B) to the extent practicable, use State, uni- 
versity, and private assets to conduct fisheries 
surveys. 

“(2) SURVEYS AT ARTIFICIAL REEFS.—Any such 
fishery stock assessment conducted after the 
date of the enactment of the Strengthening 
Fishing Communities and Increasing Flexibility 
in Fisheries Management Act shall incorporate 
fishery surveys conducted, and other relevant 
fisheries information collected, on and around 
natural and artificial reefs. 

“(c) CONSTITUENT AND STAKEHOLDER PARTICI- 
PATION.—Each such fishery assessment shall— 

“(1) emphasize constituent and stakeholder 
participation in the development of the assess- 
ment; 

“*(2) contain all of the raw data used in the 
assessment and a description of the methods 
used to collect that data; and 

“(3) employ an assessment process that is 
transparent and includes— 

“(A) includes a rigorous and independent sci- 
entific review of the completed fishery stock as- 
sessment; and 

“(B) a panel of independent experts to review 
the data and assessment and make recommenda- 
tions on the most appropriate values of critical 
population and management quantities.””. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of con- 
tents in the first section is amended by adding 
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at the end of the items relating to title IV the 

following: 

“Sec. 408. Deep sea coral research and tech- 

nology program. 

“Sec. 409. Stock assessments used for fisheries 

managed under Gulf of Mexico 
Council’s Reef Fish Management 
Plan.”. 

SEC. 19. ESTIMATION OF COST OF RECOVERY 
FROM FISHERY RESOURCE DIS- 
ASTER. 

Section 312(a)(1) (16 U.S.C. 
amended— 

(1) by inserting “(A)” after “(1)”; 

(2) by redesignating existing subparagraphs 
(A) through (C) as clauses (i) through (iii), re- 
spectively, of subparagraph (A) (as designated 
by the amendment made by paragraph (1)); and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“(B) The Secretary shall publish the estimated 
cost of recovery from a fishery resource disaster 
no later than 30 days after the Secretary makes 
the determination under subparagraph (A) with 
respect to such disaster.””. 

SEC. 20. DEADLINE FOR ACTION ON REQUEST BY 
GOVERNOR FOR DETERMINATION 
REGARDING FISHERY RESOURCE 
DISASTER. 

Section 312(a) (16 U.S.C. 1861a(a)) is amended 
by redesignating paragraphs (2) through (4) as 
paragraphs (3) through (5), and by inserting 
after paragraph (1) the following: 

“(2) The Secretary shall make a decision re- 
garding a request from a Governor under para- 
graph (1) within 90 days after receiving an esti- 
mate of the economic impact of the fishery re- 
source disaster from the entity requesting the re- 
lief.’’. 

SEC. 21. PROHIBITION ON CONSIDERING RED 
SNAPPER KILLED DURING REMOVAL 
OF OIL RIGS. 

Any red snapper that are killed during the re- 
moval of any offshore oil rig in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico shall not be considered in determining under 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) 
whether the total allowable catch for red snap- 
per has been reached. 

SEC. 22. PROHIBITION ON CONSIDERING FISH 
SEIZED FROM FOREIGN FISHING. 

Any fish that are seized from a foreign vessel 
engaged in illegal fishing activities in the Exclu- 
sive Economic Zone shall not be considered in 
determining under the Magnuson-Stevens Fish- 
ery Conservation and Management Act (16 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) the total allowable catch for 
that fishery. 

SEC. 23. SUBSISTENCE FISHING. 

(a) DEFINITION.—Section 3 (16 U.S.C. 1802) is 
amended by inserting after paragraph (43) the 
following: 

““(43a)(A) The term ‘subsistence fishing’ means 
fishing in which the fish harvested are intended 
for customary and traditional uses, including 
for direct personal or family consumption as 
food or clothing; for the making or selling of 
handicraft articles out of nonedible byproducts 
taken for personal or family consumption, for 
barter, or sharing for personal or family con- 
sumption; and for customary trade. 

“(B) In this paragraph— 

“*(1) the term ‘family’ means all persons re- 
lated by blood, marriage, or adoption, or any 
person living within the household on a perma- 
nent basis; and 

“(ii) the term ‘barter’ means the exchange of 
a fish or fish part— 

“(D) for another fish or fish part; or 

“(ID for other food or for nonedible items 
other than money if the exchange is of a limited 
and noncommercial nature.””. 

(b) COUNCIL SEAT.—Section 302(b)(2) (16 
U.S.C. 1852(b)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking “or rec- 
reational’’ and inserting ‘‘, recreational, or sub- 
sistence fishing’’; and 
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(2) in subparagraph (C), in the second sen- 
tence, by inserting “, and in the case of the 
Governor of Alaska with the subsistence fishing 
interests of the State,’’ after ‘‘interests of the 
State”. 

(c) PURPOSE.—Section 2(b)(3) (16 U.S.C. 
1801(b)(3)) is amended by striking “and rec- 
reational’’ and inserting ‘‘, recreational, and 
subsistence”. 

SEC. 24. INTER-SECTOR TRADING OF COMMER- 
CIAL CATCH SHARE ALLOCATIONS IN 
THE GULF OF MEXICO. 

Section 301 (16 U.S.C. 1851) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(c) INTER-SECTOR TRADING OF COMMERCIAL 
CATCH SHARE ALLOCATIONS IN THE GULF OF 
MEXICO.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this Act, any commercial fishing catch share 
allocation in a fishery in the Gulf of Mexico 
may only be traded by sale or lease within the 
same commercial fishing sector.””. 

SEC. 25. ARCTIC COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
QUOTA. 

Section 313 (16 U.S.C. 1862) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(k) ARCTIC COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
QUOTA.—If the North Pacific Fishery Manage- 
ment Council issues a fishery management plan 
for the exclusive economic zone in the Arctic 
Ocean, or an amendment to the Fishery Man- 
agement Plan for Fish Resources of the Arctic 
Management Area issued by such Council, that 
makes available to commercial fishing, and es- 
tablishes a sustainable harvest level, for any 
part of such zone, the Council shall set aside 
not less than 10 percent of the total allowable 
catch therein as a community development 
quota for coastal villages located north and east 
of the Bering Strait.’’. 

SEC. 26. PREFERENCE FOR STUDENTS STUDYING 
WATER RESOURCE ISSUES. 

Section 402(e) (16 U.S.C. 1881a(e)) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) The Secretary shall require that in the 
hiring of individuals to collect information re- 
garding marine recreational fishing under this 
subsection, preference shall be given to individ- 
uals who are students studying water resource 
issues at an institution of higher education.”. 
SEC. 27. PROCESS FOR ALLOCATION REVIEW FOR 

SOUTH ATLANTIC AND GULF OF 
MEXICO MIXED-USE FISHERIES. 

(a) STUDY OF ALLOCATIONS IN MIXED-USE 
FISHERIES.—Not later than 60 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Commerce shall enter into an arrangement 
with the National Academy of Sciences to con- 
duct a study of the South Atlantic and Gulf of 
Mexico mixed-use fisheries— 

(1) to provide guidance to Regional Fishery 
Management Councils established under section 
302 of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva- 
tion and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1852) on 
criteria that could be used for allocating fishing 
privileges, including consideration of the con- 
servation and socioeconomic benefits of the com- 
mercial, recreational, and charter components of 
a fishery, in the preparation of a fishery man- 
agement plan under that Act; 

(2) to identify sources of information that 
could reasonably support the use of such cri- 
teria in allocation decisions; and 

(3) to develop procedures for allocation re- 
views and potential adjustments in allocations 
based on the guidelines and requirements estab- 
lished by this section. 

(b) PROCESS FOR ALLOCATION REVIEW AND ES- 
TABLISHMENT.—The South Atlantic Fishery 
Management Council and the Gulf of Mexico 
Fishery Management Council shall— 

(1) within 2 years after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, review the allocations of all 
mixed-use fisheries in the Councils’ respective 
jurisdictions; and 
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(2) every 3 years thereafter, perform subse- 
quent reviews of such allocations; and 

(3) consider the conservation and socio- 
economic benefits of each sector in any alloca- 
tion decisions for such fisheries. 

SEC. 28. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 4 (16 U.S.C. 1803) is amended— 

(1) by striking “this Act” and all that follows 
through “(7)” and inserting “this Act”; and 

(2) by striking “fiscal year 2013” and inserting 
“each of fiscal years 2015 through 2019”. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to the 
amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute shall be in order except those 
printed in House Report 114-128. Each 
such amendment may be offered only 
in the order printed in the report, by a 
Member designated in the report, shall 
be considered read, shall be debatable 
for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the 
proponent and an opponent, may be 
withdrawn by the proponent at any 
time before action thereon, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the 
question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MRS. DINGELL 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con- 
sider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 114-128. 

Mrs. DINGELL. I have an amend- 
ment at the desk, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Beginning at page 14, strike line 15 and all 
that follows through page 16, line 3 and in- 
sert closing quotation marks and a following 
period. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 274, the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Michigan. 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, the 
National Environmental Policy Act, 
also called NEPA, is a critically impor- 
tant law, not only for protecting the 
environment, but also for protecting 
the people’s right to participate in gov- 
ernment decisionmaking. Sadly, H.R. 
1335, the bill we are considering today, 
would short-circuit public review and 
comment on fisheries management de- 
cisions, casting NEPA aside in favor of 
an inadequate, poorly defined process 
that would make regional fishery man- 
agement councils the ultimate arbiters 
of whether or not their own decisions 
would impact coastal communities and 
ocean ecosystems. 

Forcing important NEPA analysis to 
be fast-tracked onto a  council's 
timeline would eliminate crucial over- 
sight steps that provide stakeholders 
an opportunity to impact the public 
policy. While I know my colleagues had 
good intentions, the practical impact 
of this language means that local com- 
munities and businesses will not have 
the same opportunity to comment and 
have input on decisions that will im- 
pact their livelihood. 
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I don't think my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle really want to 
limit public participation in this man- 
ner. My amendment simply strikes the 
harmful language from the bill that 
undermines NEPA because limiting 
transparency and accountability is not 
the right thing to do. 

NEPA has a simple premise: look be- 
fore you leap. For decades, NEPA has 
improved our environment and fostered 
fairness in our communities by ensur- 
ing that government remains account- 
able to the people. The NEPA process 
requires Federal agencies to review 
their proposed actions in light of their 
potential impacts on the human envi- 
ronment: the places where we all live, 
work, and play. 

Most importantly, NEPA gives the 
public an opportunity to review and 
comment on actions proposed by the 
government, adding unique perspec- 
tives to the evaluation process that 
highly specialized, mission-driven 
agencies might otherwise ignore. In 
that way, NEPA is the ultimate check 
on Big Government, a uniquely Amer- 
ican and quintessentially democratic— 
small D—law written and executed to 
help people protect their rights and 
freedoms. Our Founding Fathers would 
certainly be proud. 

I hope that my colleagues will agree 
that existing NEPA protections should 
be preserved, and I ask that you vote in 
favor of my amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I claim time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
in response to the amendment, I simply 
have to say no, it does not assume the 
system. 

We do have a problem with trans- 
parency in the process that we have. 
The underlying bill changes that by re- 
quiring these decisions to be made pub- 
lic and made openly, but the specific 
issue that dealing with NEPA misses a 
step, misses an important point here. 

Current law requires fishery manage- 
ment plans contain a fishery impact 
statement. That is required by law 
now, required by the bill as well. That 
is in line with everything you go 
through to do an environmental impact 
statement under NEPA. 

What this amendment would do is 
simply require the process to do every- 
thing twice. You do a fishery impact 
statement first, and then you restate 
and redo the same business with the 
same cost attached to it for the NEPA 
analysis. That is simply red tape. 
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It is an unnecessary delay. It makes 
some of the scientific information ob- 
solete before they are done. It burdens 
the management and the resource 
council, which is why those, once 
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again, who work in this system have 
said this is an unnecessary part and 
one of the reasons they like the effi- 
ciency that has been added by the 
basic, underlying bill. 

The most important reason, though, 
why you don’t want to accept this 
amendment is, if you add two different 
approaches, two different statements 
that have to be made, you give attor- 
neys two different opportunities to liti- 
gate. You give more opportunities to 
litigate, more opportunities to delay, 
and that is ridiculous. It lacks common 
sense because you are doing the same 
thing in both processes. Cut the red 
tape, cut the litigation opportunity, 
cut the delays, and help us move for- 
ward. 

I reject this amendment, and I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from 
Michigan has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mrs. DINGELL. I yield 1 minute to 
the gentlewoman from Maine (Ms. PIN- 
GREE). 

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to support the Dingell amend- 
ment. 

As many of us in Congress know, our 
Nation’s fisheries do not work on arti- 
ficial timelines. If we want to be sure 
that fishery plans are getting the crit- 
ical National Environmental Policy 
Act analysis that conserve and pre- 
serve our resources, we can’t force 
these NEPA studies to be fast-tracked. 

The underlying bill would force im- 
portant environmental analyses to be 
rushed and, therefore, cut stakeholders 
out of the process due to rapid 
timelines. 

At a time when we are trying to 
make sure that we keep stakeholders 
engaged in the process, they would ac- 
tually get less consideration under the 
bill that we have on the floor today. 

We need to ensure that our commu- 
nities are given a chance to weigh in on 
these plans, and in that process that we 
take a thorough look at the environ- 
mental impacts of these plans. 

My colleague has said that her 
amendment would restore common 
sense and requires us to look before we 
leap. I couldn’t agree more. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose artifi- 
cial timelines for environmental re- 
views, and I urge my colleagues to sup- 
port the Dingell amendment. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to quickly respond to some of the 
comments made by the other side. 

Federal agency responsibility for 
NEPA is effectively being eliminated 
by this law and an alternative, unde- 
fined process is being established hin- 
dering the public’s ability to influence 
policies and protect their rights. 

Stakeholders, including businesses 
and individuals, would get less consid- 
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eration in the council process and 
would not have a way of voicing their 
concerns and influencing the directions 
of plans or projects that could threaten 
the environment or the livelihoods of 
these people. It is simply common 
sense that plans to manage our valu- 
able resources be properly assessed be- 
fore resources are harvested. 

I urge adoption of my amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from Alaska (Mr. 
YOUNG), the sponsor of the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I would just, 
again, like to remind my colleagues 
this was requested by the communities 
so there wouldn’t be a delay. We are 
not eliminating NEPA. There is al- 
ready a process in the Magnuson Act 
which was not there in the original act, 
I will say that, and I did support it 
when it went in. But to duplicate it 
and to require outside interests that 
they cannot respect those in the com- 
munity—which is really what her 
amendment would do. It lets other out- 
side interest groups get involved in 
this issue of sustainable fisheries. 

This has always been a fishery com- 
munity bill, not an outside bill or in- 
terest groups getting into the issues of 
sustainability and community activity 
through transparency. What you do is 
you start a duplication of the process. 
It is not necessary. We are not elimi- 
nating NEPA. We are just adding to it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Let me close by 
simply saying this. The environ- 
mentally friendly approach would be 
not to accept this amendment because 
think of all the trees you are going to 
save from reprinting an extra report 
that says the same thing over again. 

We are already doing this process in 
the law. Requiring NEPA plus the fish- 
ery statement is simply a replication 
of the process that is already there. It 
does not need to be there. You are not 
cutting anyone out, as has been said. It 
is simply one of those things that you 
need to do it the first time and do it 
right the first time, and you don’t have 
to redo it a second time to allow law- 
yers to then come up with another 
chance to litigate one more time. 

I reject the amendment. I urge its re- 
jection. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentle- 
woman from Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentle- 
woman from Michigan will be post- 
poned. 

The Chair understands that amend- 
ment No. 2 will not be offered. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. KEATING 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con- 
sider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 114-128. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chair, I rise to 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 28, line 7, strike ‘‘and’’. 

Page 28, line 11, strike the period and in- 
sert ‘‘; and”. 

Page 28, after line 11, insert the following: 

“(C) fishery research and independent 
stock assessments, conservation gear engi- 
neering, at-sea and shoreside monitoring, 
fishery impact statements, and other prior- 
ities established by the Council as necessary 
to rebuild or maintain sustainable fisheries, 
ensure healthy ecosystems, and maintain 
fishing communities.”. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 274, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. KEATING) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment builds off of years of ef- 
forts to reform the use of the asset for- 
feiture fund. During this time, NOAA 
has conducted internal reviews and au- 
dits for the use of asset forfeiture mon- 
ies. Yet I believe it is important that 
we authorize specific uses to help our 
struggling fishermen and, at the same 
time, promote sustainable fishing. 

My amendment would ensure that 
forfeiture funds are used for five 
things: first, enhancing fishery re- 
search and stock assessments. This bill 
authorizes the use of State personnel 
and resources, things like cooperative 
research between industry and public 
science and use of vessels to serve a 
data-poor fisheries. My amendment ex- 
pands beyond data-poor fisheries by au- 
thorizing broader use of forfeiture 
funds for research and independent 
stock assessments. 

This is particularly important in the 
Northeast, where timely information 
may be the difference between the suc- 
cess or failure of a small fishing busi- 
ness. 

Secondly, it deals with at-sea and 
shoreside monitoring. If there is one 
concern that I have heard consistently 
voiced from fishermen from New Bed- 
ford to the South Shore to 
Provincetown in Massachusetts, it is 
the transition of funding for moni- 
toring from NOAA to fishermen. 

It has been nearly 3 years since the 
Department of Commerce declared a 
fishing disaster in the Northeast. As 
the fishing industry continues to face 
the long-term challenges coming back 
from this disaster, this is no time to 
switch the burden of the cost of moni- 
toring onto them. 

Third, it advances conservation gear 
engineering. Additional funds will help 
fishermen develop and adopt new gear 
and technology to improve efficiency, 
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reduce the impact on the marine envi- 
ronment, and promote sustainable fish- 
ing for future generations. 

Commercial and recreational fisher- 
men use an array of gear to target 
their catch. An unfortunate and fatal 
consequence is the inclusion of 
untargeted fish, turtles, and marine 
mammals as bycatch. Fortunately, 
there have been efforts underway na- 
tionwide to promote sustainable means 
of fishing, like scallopers in New Bed- 
ford developing the turtle dredge to 
protect sea turtles from interaction 
during scalloping, and the New Eng- 
land Aquarium collaborative that has 
developed acoustic pingers that suc- 
cessfully warn marine mammals away 
from gill nets. 

Fourth, the amendment will help 
with additional research for fishery im- 
pact statements. Under the bill, coun- 
cils are required to develop fishery im- 
pact statements that take into account 
the purpose of a proposed management 
plan and its potential impact on fish- 
eries and fishing communities. In doing 
so, the bill shifts the responsibility 
from NEPA to the councils. And while 
I have concerns about how this will be 
implemented, I do believe it is critical 
that we provide councils with adequate 
resources. 

Finally, the bill and the amendment 
will help funding priorities of the re- 
gional fishery management councils, 
like efforts to rebuild or maintain sus- 
tainable fisheries and ensure healthy 
ecosystems. 

There is no doubt that additional 
funding for these efforts is a win for 
fishermen on all coasts of our country. 

With that, I yield the balance of my 
time to my colleague from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MOULTON). 

Mr. MOULTON. I would like to thank 
my colleague and friend from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. KEATING) for the time, 
and for all the work that he has done, 
along with Mr. LYNCH, on behalf of our 
Commonwealth’s fishing communities. 

I rise in strong support of this 
amendment, which clarifies the uses of 
NOAA’s asset forfeiture fund so we can 
make smart investments in scientific 
research and preserve an economically 
viable fishing industry. 

This amendment will provide our 
fishermen, shoreside businesses, and 
fishing communities with the assur- 
ance that the money in NOAA’s asset 
forfeiture fund will go towards improv- 
ing the science behind sustainable fish- 
ery management practices. 

Additionally, the amendment offers 
fisheries councils the resources they 
need to better serve our fisheries and 
fishing communities. 

At the end of the day, both the fish- 
ermen and the environmentalists want 
the same thing: healthy and sustain- 
able fisheries. I believe that the 
amendment will help achieve this ob- 
jective through meaningful and tar- 
geted uses of NOAA’s asset forfeiture 
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fund. I urge a 
amendment. 

Mr. KEATING. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment, 
although I am not opposed to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. In 2010, the De- 
partment of Commerce inspector gen- 
eral reported that NOAA was misusing 
these funds for all sorts of purposes not 
actually helping the fishing commu- 
nity. That is one of the reasons why we 
are clearly saying the status quo has 
problems, and this bill needs to go for- 
ward. 

This bill recognized that these funds 
should not be used to add to the bu- 
reaucracy, and therefore in the base 
bill we actually put in provisions to 
allow up to 80 percent of these enforce- 
ment funds to be used for collection 
and data and science. 

What Mr. KEATING and others have 
done, though, is take the process one 
step further in something I think is a 
very commonsense solution to a prob- 
lem that we do have in the status quo. 
I appreciate what you are doing, and I 
support this amendment. 

I urge everyone to vote “yes,” and I 
yield back balance of my time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chair, | rise in strong sup- 
port of the Keating-Lynch-Moulton amendment 
to allow monies from the asset forfeiture fund 
to be available for expanded uses. | want to 
commend my colleagues from Massachusetts 
for their continued efforts on behalf of our fish- 
ing industry. 

Massachusetts has a long and proud fishing 
history. in fact, the “sacred cod”, a nearly five 
foot long woodcarving of an atlantic codfish, 
has hung in the Massachusetts House of Rep- 
resentatives since 1794, representing the im- 
portance of the cod fishery to the common- 
wealth. 

We all know the state of the fishing industry 
today. Depleted stocks and the policies put in 
place to rebuild those stocks have exacted a 
heavy toll. And we have all heard the stories 
of fishing families struggling to make ends 
meet and keep their generations-long family 
businesses alive. Our amendment is a com- 
mon sense amendment which, if adopted, will 
build on and improve the systems put in place 
to assess and rebuild stocks while also pro- 
viding some financial relief to the men and 
women who continue to earn a living at sea. 

Our amendment, if adopted, will provide the 
funding necessary for fisheries councils to un- 
dertake certain reporting requirements of the 
underlying bill. Our amendment will also pro- 
vide funding for independent research and 
stock assessments and for the development 
and implementation of gear that will reduce 
the impact on the marine environment and 
promote sustainable fishing for future genera- 
tions. And, importantly, this amendment will 
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also provide a funding stream to pay for at- 
sea and shore-side monitoring, a financial bur- 
den that fishermen simply cannot bear. 

We simply cannot allow the money in the 
NOAA's asset forfeiture fund to be wasted 
when fishermen stand to benefit from targeted 
scientific research and resources dedicated to 
the fishing industry. 

The health of the resource is the basic 
building block upon which all industry depend- 
ents rely. And it is critical that all parties; fish- 
ermen, fisheries councils, researchers and 
conservationists work cooperatively and also 
strike an appropriate balance towards sustain- 
ability. Our amendment provides the financial 
support to help all stakeholders further invest 
in and maximize the outcomes of their piece 
of the larger puzzle. 

| urge my colleagues to support the Keating- 
Lynch-Moulton Amendment. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. KEATING). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. LOWENTHAL 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con- 
sider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 114-128. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of section 13 (page 34, after line 
22), add the following: 

(h) PROCESS FOR DECOMMISSIONING OIL AND 
GAS PLATFORMS AND DRILLING RIGS.—The 
National Ocean Council, operating under Ex- 
ecutive Order 18547, shall convene a meeting 
of representatives of the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, the Bu- 
reau of Safety and Environmental Enforce- 
ment, the States represented on the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council, and 
stakeholders, to develop a process for decom- 
missioning oil and gas platforms and drilling 
rigs that eliminates harm to the Gulf of 
Mexico red snapper stock of fish and en- 
hances conservation of habitat of such stock. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 274, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. LOWENTHAL) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, unfortunately, the bill 
before us, H.R. 1335, undermines nearly 
two decades of progress making U.S. 
fisheries profitable and sustainable. 

A few weeks ago, NOAA reported that 
overfishing has hit an all-time low, and 
the number of rebuilt stocks has hit an 
all-time high, largely because of the 
success of the Magnuson-Stevens Act 
reforms of both 1996 and 2007—the same 
reforms that this bill today before us 
would undercut. 

In an attempt to add some good pol- 
icy to an otherwise unproductive bill, I 
am offering an amendment to improve 
the management of one important fish 
stock: the Gulf of Mexico red snapper. 
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Last year, during a series of Natural 
Resources Committee hearings on fish- 
eries policies, we heard from members 
and witnesses who were irate over the 
fact that the Interior Department was 
allowing offshore oil platforms and 
drilling rigs in the Gulf of Mexico to be 
decommissioned in a way that was kill- 
ing red snapper and destroying impor- 
tant snapper habitat. After intense 
questioning, it became clear that in 
the current process for decommission 
rigs, NOAA, which is part of the De- 
partment of Commerce, is not regu- 
larly consulted by Interior agencies. 
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As a result, NOAA does not even con- 
duct surveys to determine if the De- 
partment of the Interior is about to 
dismantle a productive artificial reef 
teeming with red snapper and other 
fish. 

Mr. Chair, I agree with my colleagues 
from the Gulf States who feel this is ri- 
diculous and needs to stop; but how do 
we do it? Then I remembered that we 
already have a mechanism in place for 
resolving exactly this kind of multi- 
stakeholder conflict at sea. It is called 
the National Ocean Policy. 

Through the National Ocean Policy, 
the National Ocean Council facilitates 
commonsense governance of public re- 
sources. Like air traffic control for the 
seas, the council coordinates all of the 
users of our oceans and helps them de- 
termine safer, less contentious, and 
more efficient utilization of ocean re- 
sources. 

My amendment would direct the 
agencies responsible for implementing 
the National Ocean Policy to work 
with the Gulf States and other stake- 
holders to develop a transparent proc- 
ess that would preserve red snapper 
habitat during rig decommissioning. 

A vote for this amendment is a vote 
for more recreational fishing opportu- 
nities in the Gulf of Mexico and a vote 
for a bipartisan solution to promoting 
red snapper habitat. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on the Lowenthal amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I claim time in opposition to the 
amendment 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) on this particular 
amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair- 
man, this same amendment was offered 
in committee; it failed. It is my under- 
standing that rigs and platforms are al- 
ready required to eliminate harm 
under their leases. In fact, most of the 
fishermen I talk to on the Gulf say the 
platforms are really manmade reefs, 
and the red snapper love them. 

Overall, I don’t support giving the 
National Ocean Council any authori- 
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ties. The council is created by execu- 
tive action, and until the Congress 
passes legislation regarding the Na- 
tional Ocean Policy, Congress should 
not implement measures to support it. 

This is not an action of Congress. 
This is an action by executive order. 
Remember, this bill originally was sus- 
tainable yield, sustainable commu- 
nities, nothing to do with an ocean 
council deciding what is going to hap- 
pen to override the Magnuson-Stevens 
Act. 

This is a bad amendment, and I op- 
pose the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chairman, 
how much time do I have remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 2 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. As you just heard 
from the other side of the aisle, Mr. 
Chair, they agree with me that there 
needs to be more coordination amongst 
all the stakeholders to make smart de- 
cisions about rig decommissioning in 
red snapper habitat; but they refuse to 
move forward with this proposal sim- 
ply because they oppose the National 
Ocean Policy which incidentally, as we 
all know in this room, that its prede- 
cessor was the U.S. Commission on 
Ocean Policy, which was first estab- 
lished by President Bush. 

They oppose the National Ocean Pol- 
icy on the grounds that it is a program 
that is authorized by an executive ac- 
tion or an executive order of a Presi- 
dent that they don’t like. This seems 
to me to be pretty petty. 

Why would we create now a new 
group to bring together the stake- 
holders to address just this one issue, 
when we already have a council and a 
policy that can do exactly what every- 
one wants to be done? 

National Ocean Policy is not a failed 
policy like some suggest, nor is it an 
instance of executive overreach. It is 
merely a commonsense way to facili- 
tate multistakeholder collaboration on 
complex ocean issues. 

Mr. Chair, my amendment directs 
agencies and stakeholders to work to- 
gether to come up with solutions to de- 
commission rigs that work for every- 
one involved. This is a commonsense 
solution that promotes red snapper 
habitat and more recreational fishing 
opportunities. 

I urge a “yes” vote on the Lowenthal 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chair, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES). 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to thank the gen- 
tleman from California for offering this 
amendment. We had the opportunity to 
discuss this in committee. 

I am very sensitive to the fact that 
we do things in a manner that sustains 
all of our fisheries and protects our 
ecosystem. 

However, as we discussed in com- 
mittee, I did request of you, number 
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one, that if you let us get together as 
Gulf States, continue to work together 
with the Department of the Interior— 
as I mentioned in committee, we have 
even larger concerns about the way 
that some of this important reef struc- 
ture, such as rigs and reefs programs 
and others, have been handled by the 
Federal Government. 

I respect the gentleman for offering 
this amendment, but I am going to 
vote in opposition, giving us time to 
work together with industry, work to- 
gether with the fisherman, and find the 
right way to do this to ensure that we 
protect the species. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
allow me to conclude the debate, if I 
may. 

Last year, in Congress, we had a 
hearing where we saw a huge number of 
red snappers who were killed by the re- 
moval of a decommissioned oil plat- 
form that had been authorized by the 
Department of the Interior. This 
amendment does not really change 
that. 

What this amendment would do is an 
attempt—hopefully, futile attempt—to 
basically give validity to the adminis- 
tration’s National Ocean Policy, a pol- 
icy that was done without trans- 
parency, almost in the cover of dark- 
ness, and implemented by executive 
order. 

What we are talking about is not 
something that is an executive action, 
but, as properly said by the last two 
speakers from our side, it is a legisla- 
tive action, and this bill takes that leg- 
islative responsibility and does it the 
right way. 

We do not need a nontransparent ex- 
ecutive order to be enforced here. What 
we need to do is allow the agencies of 
jurisdiction to actually do their job, 
defend their rules, and allow the legis- 
lative branch to work its will. 

I urge a “no” vote on this amend- 
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LOWENTHAL). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG OF 

ALASKA 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DUNCAN of 
Tennessee). It is now in order to con- 
sider amendment No. 5 printed in 
House Report 114-128. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 
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Page 46, strike lines 5 through 9 and insert 
the following: 

““(4) The Secretary shall, to the extent 
practicable, when hiring individuals to col- 
lect information regarding marine rec- 
reational fishing under this subsection, give 
preference to students studying fisheries 
conservation and management, water re- 
source issues, or other relevant subjects at 
an institution of higher education in the 
United States.”. 

Page 46, beginning at line 19, strike ‘‘Re- 
gional Fishery” and all that follows through 
line 22 and insert “the South Atlantic Fish- 
ery Management Council and Gulf of Mexico 
Fishery Management Council on criteria 
that’’. 

Page 47, after line 22, insert the following: 


SEC. _. REQUIREMENTS FOR LIMITED ACCESS 
PRIVILEGES. 
Section 3303A(c)(1)(G) (16 U.S.C. 


1858a(c)(1)(G)) is amended to read as follows: 

““(G) include provisions for a formal and de- 
tailed review 5 years after the implementa- 
tion of the program, and thereafter the reg- 
ular monitoring and review by the Council 
and the Secretary of the operations and im- 
pacts of the program, to coincide with sched- 
uled Council review of the relevant fishery 
management plan (but no less frequently 
than once every 7 years) including— 

““(i) determining progress in meeting the 
goals of the program and this Act; 

““(ii) delineating the positive and negative 
economic effects of the program on fisher- 
men and processors who are part of the pro- 
gram and the coastal communities in which 
they reside; and 

““(iii) any necessary modification of the 
program to meet those goals, including a for- 
mal schedule for action to be taken within 2 
years;”. 

SEC. _ . HEALTHY FISHERIES THROUGH BET- 
TER SCIENCE. 

(a) DEFINITION OF STOCK ASSESSMENT.— 
Section 3 (16 U.S.C. 1802), as amended by sec- 
tion 23(a) of this Act, is further amended by 
redesignating the paragraphs after para- 
graph (42) in order as paragraphs (44) through 
(53), and by inserting after paragraph (42) the 
following: 

(43) The term ‘stock assessment’ means 
an evaluation of the past, present, and future 
status of a stock of fish, that includes— 

“(A) a range of life history characteristics 
for such stock, including— 

““(i) the geographical boundaries of such 
stock; and 

“(ii) information on age, growth, natural 
mortality, sexual maturity and reproduc- 
tion, feeding habits, and habitat preferences 
of such stock; and 

““(B) fishing for the stock.”. 

(b) STOCK ASSESSMENT PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 404 (16 U.S.C. 
1881c), as amended by section 10(d) of this 
Act, is further amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

““(f) STOCK ASSESSMENT PLAN.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop and publish in the Federal Register, on 
the same schedule as required for the stra- 
tegic plan required under subsection (b) of 
this section, a plan to conduct stock assess- 
ments for all stocks of fish for which a fish- 
ery management plan is in effect under this 
Act. 

“*(2) CONTENTS.—The plan shall— 

“(A) for each stock of fish for which a 
stock assessment has previously been con- 
ducted— 

““(i) establish a schedule for updating the 
stock assessment that is reasonable given 
the biology and characteristics of the stock; 
and 
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“(ii) subject to the availability of appro- 
priations, require completion of a new stock 
assessment, or an update of the most recent 
stock assessment— 

“(I) every 5 years; or 

“(II) within such other time period speci- 
fied and justified by the Secretary in the 
plan; 

““(B) for each stock of fish for which a 
stock assessment has not previously been 
conducted— 

““(i) establish a schedule for conducting an 
initial stock assessment that is reasonable 
given the biology and characteristics of the 
stock; and 

““(ii) subject to the availability of appro- 
priations, require completion of the initial 
stock assessment within 3 years after the 
plan is published in the Federal Register un- 
less another time period is specified and jus- 
tified by the Secretary in the plan; and 

“(C) identify data and analysis, especially 
concerning recreational fishing, that, if 
available, would reduce uncertainty in and 
improve the accuracy of future stock assess- 
ments, including whether such data and 
analysis could be provided by fishermen, 
fishing communities, universities, and re- 
search institutions. 

“*(3) WAIVER OF STOCK ASSESSMENT REQUIRE- 
MENT.—Notwithstanding subparagraphs 
(Ai) and (B)(ii), a stock assessment is not 
required for a stock of fish in the plan if the 
Secretary determines that such a stock as- 
sessment is not necessary and justifies such 
determination in the Federal Register notice 
required by this subsection.”. 

(2) DEADLINE.—Notwithstanding paragraph 
(1) of section 404(f) of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act, 
as amended by this section, the Secretary of 
Commerce shall issue the first stock assess- 
ment plan under such section by not later 
than 2 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) IMPROVING SCIENCE.— 

(1) INCORPORATION OF INFORMATION FROM 
WIDE VARIETY OF SOURCES.—Section 2(a)(8) of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
“Fisheries management is most effective 
when it incorporates information provided 
by governmental and nongovernmental 
sources, including State and Federal agency 
staff, fishermen, fishing communities, uni- 
versities, and research institutions. As ap- 
propriate, such information should be con- 
sidered the best scientific information avail- 
able and form the basis of conservation and 
management measures as required by this 
Act.”. 

(2) IMPROVING DATA COLLECTION AND ANAL- 
YsIs.—Section 404 (16 U.S.C. 1881c), as amend- 
ed by this section, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“(g) IMPROVING DATA COLLECTION AND 
ANALYSIS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Councils acting in reli- 
ance on their science and statistical commit- 
tees established under section 302(g), shall 
develop and publish in the Federal Register 
guidelines that will facilitate greater incor- 
poration of data, analysis, and stock assess- 
ments from nongovernmental sources, in- 
cluding fishermen, fishing communities, uni- 
versities, and research institutions, into 
fisheries management decisions. 

**(2) CONTENT.—The guidelines shall— 

“(A) identify types of data and analysis, 
especially concerning recreational fishing, 
that can be reliably used as the basis for es- 
tablishing conservation and management 
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measures as required by section 303(a)(1), in- 
cluding setting standards for the collection 
and use of such data and analysis in stock 
assessments and for other purposes; and 

‘(B) provide specific guidance for col- 
lecting data and performing analyses identi- 
fied as necessary to reduce the uncertainty 
referred to in section 404(f)(2)(C). 

“(3) ACCEPTANCE AND USE OF DATA AND 
ANALYSES.—The Secretary and Regional 
Fishery Management Councils shall— 

“(A) use all data and analyses that meet 
the guidelines published under paragraph (1) 
as the best scientific information available 
for purposes of this Act in fisheries manage- 
ment decisions, unless otherwise determined 
by the science and statistical committee of 
the Councils established pursuant to section 
302(g) of the Act; and 

““(B) explain in the Federal Register notice 
announcing the fishery management deci- 
sion how such data and analyses have been 
used to establish conservation and manage- 
ment measures.”. 

(3) DEADLINE.—The Secretary of Commerce 
shall develop and publish guidelines under 
the amendment made by paragraph (2) by 
not later than 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(d) CosT REDUCTION REPORT.—Within 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Commerce, in consultation 
with the Regional Fishery Management 
Councils, shall submit a report to Congress 
that, with respect to each fishery governed 
by a fishery management plan in effect 
under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Con- 
servation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 
1801 et seq.)— 

(1) identifies the goals of the applicable 
programs governing monitoring and enforce- 
ment of fishing that is subject to such plan; 

(2) identifies methods to accomplish those 
goals, including human observers, electronic 
monitoring, and vessel monitoring systems; 

(3) certifies which such methods are most 
cost-effective for fishing that is subject to 
such plan; and 

(4) explains why such most-cost-effective 
methods are not required, if applicable. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 274, the gentleman 
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alaska. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment I am 
offering today makes a few clarifica- 
tions to the underlying bill. 

It modifies language in the bill al- 
lowing for the use of graduate students 
in the collection of recreational fishing 
data. The fields of science the graduate 
students are studying is expanded, and 
when the students can be used is clari- 
fied. 

The amendment also clarifies that 
guidance prepared by the National 
Academy of Sciences regarding the 
economic benefits of commercial and 
recreational fishing within the mixed- 
use fisheries is to be given to the south 
Atlantic and the Gulf of Mexico coun- 
cils. 

The amendment will also modify the 
provisions in law regarding the council 
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review of limited access programs to 
include not only the benefits of the 
program, but also any adverse impacts. 

Lastly, the amendment includes lan- 
guage to allow stock assessments to in- 
clude information from universities, 
fishermen, fishing communities, and 
research institutions, in addition to 
State and Federal fisheries data. 

It will also require a schedule for 
when stock assessments should occur 
and allows for a waiver if certain 
stocks don’t need assessments. 

These are good additions to the legis- 
lation, and I urge the Members to sup- 
port the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. The catch share re- 
porting requirements and stock assess- 
ment mandates in this amendment 
would impose significant new costs on 
NOAA, but the amendment provides no 
additional funding. 

The majority already complains that 
NOAA does not conduct stock assess- 
ments frequently or quickly enough. 
This unfunded mandate would further 
slow that process. 

Further, these concepts have not 
been vetted by the Natural Resources 
Committee. We have not had an oppor- 
tunity to get feedback on the legisla- 
tion from NOAA, the agency that 
would inevitably be responsible for im- 
plementing it. 

We need to hear from the administra- 
tion about any potential costs or unin- 
tended consequences of this amend- 
ment. 

In particular, the rigid requirements 
of the guidelines envisioned in this bill 
would take away the discretion of ex- 
pert scientists and undermine an ongo- 
ing effort NOAA is conducting to im- 
prove stock assessments across re- 
gions. 

Further, the mandates, deadlines, 
and reports would likely cost money 
that is not authorized to be appro- 
priated. 

I would like to have additional input 
on the requirements this bill imposes 
with respect to developing and fol- 
lowing new guidelines on data collec- 
tion and on cost recovery by the agen- 
cy. 

For these reasons, I urge a “no” vote 
on the amendment, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
claim the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Alaska? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair- 
man, I disagree with the gentleman 
from New Mexico’s comments on this. 
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This does not add an additional cost, 
and why people say that, I don’t know. 

All this does is very simple, and I ex- 
plained it when I explained my amend- 
ment, and I urge the passage of the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. My good friend, Mr. 
YOUNG, is perpetually trying to move 
me to New Mexico. I still love Arizona 
and will remain in Arizona. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the 
reasons of opposition have not changed 
to the amendment. The unintended 
consequences, the lack of full informa- 
tion as to what the data collection will 
be, any impending costs that would be 
secured that NOAA would have to un- 
dertake, and feedback both by the 
agency that would be responsible, feed- 
back from the Natural Resources Com- 
mittee, and feedback by the adminis- 
tration to this amendment would be, I 
think, important additions in order for 
this House to be able to make an in- 
formed decision on the amendment. 

Lacking that information, I remain 
urging a “no” vote on the amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. GRAVES OF 
LOUISIANA 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
House Report 114-128. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment made 
in order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end the following: 

SEC. 29. TRANSFER TO STATES OF MANAGEMENT 

OF RED SNAPPER FISHERIES IN THE 
GULF OF MEXICO. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
(16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

“TITLE V—TRANSFER TO STATES OF MAN- 
AGEMENT OF RED SNAPPER FISHERIES 
IN THE GULF OF MEXICO 

“SEC. 501. SHORT TITLE. 

“This title may be cited as the ‘Gulf States 
Red Snapper Management Authority Act’. 
“SEC. 502. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this title: 

“(1) COASTAL WATERS.—The term ‘coastal 
waters’ means all waters of the Gulf of Mex- 
1co— 

“(A) shoreward of the baseline from which 
the territorial sea of the United States is 
measured; and 

““(B) seaward from the baseline described 
in subparagraph (A) to the outer boundary of 
the exclusive economic zone. 

(2) GULF COASTAL STATES.—The term ‘Gulf 
coastal State’ means each of the following 
States: 

“(A) Alabama. 

““(B) Florida. 

““(C) Louisiana. 
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“(D) Mississippi. 

““(E) Texas. 

(3) GULF OF MEXICO FISHERY MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL.—The term ‘Gulf of Mexico Fishery 
Management Council? means the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council estab- 
lished under section 302(a). 

‘(4) GULF OF MEXICO RED SNAPPER.—The 
term ‘Gulf of Mexico red snapper’ means 
members of stocks or populations of the spe- 
cies Lutjanus campechanus, which ordinarily 
are found within the waters of the exclusive 
economic zone and adjacent territorial 
waters of the Gulf of Mexico. 

‘(5) GULF STATES RED SNAPPER MANAGE- 
MENT AUTHORITY.—The term ‘Gulf States Red 
Snapper Management Authority’ and 
‘GSRSMA’, means the Gulf States Red Snap- 
per Management Authority established 
under section 503(a). 

“(6) RED SNAPPER FISHERY MANAGEMENT 
PLAN.—The term ‘red snapper fishery man- 
agement plan’ means a plan created by one 
or more Gulf coastal States to manage Gulf 
of Mexico red snapper in the coastal waters 
adjacent to such State or States, respec- 
tively. 

‘(7) REEF FISH FEDERAL FISHERY MANAGE- 
MENT PLAN.—The term ‘Reef Fish Federal 
fishery management plan” means the Fish- 
ery Management Plan for the Reef Fish Re- 
sources of the Gulf of Mexico, as amended, 
prepared by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Man- 
agement Council pursuant to title III and 
implemented under part 622 of title 50, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or similar successor 
regulation). 

‘(8) STATE TERRITORIAL WATERS.—The term 
‘State territorial waters’, with respect to a 
Gulf coastal State, means the waters adja- 
cent to such State seaward to the line three 
marine leagues seaward from the baseline 
from which of the territorial sea of the 
United States is measured. 

“SEC. 503. MANAGEMENT OF GULF OF MEXICO 
RED SNAPPER. 

““(a) GULF STATES RED SNAPPER MANAGE- 
MENT AUTHORITY.— 

‘*(1) REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH.—Not later 
than 60 days after the date of the enactment 
of this title, the Secretary shall establish a 
Gulf States Red Snapper Management Au- 
thority that consists of the principal fish- 
eries manager of each of the Gulf coastal 
States. 

“(2) DUTIES.—The duties of the GSRSMA 
are as follows: 

“(A) To review and approve red snapper 
fishery management plans, as set out in the 
Act. 

‘(B) To provide standards for each Gulf 
coastal State to use in developing fishery 
management measures to sustainably man- 
age Gulf of Mexico red snapper in the coastal 
waters adjacent to such State. 

““(C) To the maximum extent practicable, 
make scientific data, stock assessments and 
other scientific information upon which fish- 
ery management plans are based available to 
the public for inspection prior to meetings 
described in paragraph (c)(2). 

““(b) REQUIREMENT FOR PLANS.— 

““(1) DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF PLANS.— 
The GSRSMA shall establish a deadline for 
each Gulf coastal State to submit to the 
GSRSMA a red snapper fishery management 
plan for such State. 

“*(2) CONSISTENCY WITH FEDERAL FISHERY 
MANAGEMENT PLANS.—To the extent prac- 
ticable, the Gulf Coastal States fishery man- 
agement plans shall be consistent with the 
requirements in section 303(a) of the Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act of 1976 (16 
U.S.C. 1853(a)). 
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““(c) REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF PLANS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of the enactment of this title 
and not more than 60 days after one or more 
Gulf coastal States submits a red snapper 
fishery management plan and annually 
thereafter, the GSRSMA shall review and ap- 
prove by majority vote the red snapper fish- 
ery management plan if such plan meets the 
requirements of this title. 

‘(2) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—Prior to ap- 
proving a red snapper fishery management 
plan submitted by one or more Gulf coastal 
States, the GSRSMA shall provide an ade- 
quate opportunity for public participation, 
including— 

“(A) at least 1 public hearing held in each 
respective Gulf coastal State; and 

‘(B) procedures for submitting written 
comments to GSRSMA on the fishery man- 
agement plan. 

““(3) PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—A red snapper 
fishery management plan submitted by one 
or more Gulf coastal States shall— 

““(A) contain standards and procedures for 
the long-term sustainability of Gulf of Mex- 
ico red snapper based on the best available 
science; 

““(B) comply with the standards described 
in subsection (a)(2)(B); and 

““(C) determine quotas for the red snapper 
fishery in the coastal waters adjacent to 
such Gulf coastal State or States, respec- 
tively, based on stock assessments, and— 

“(i) any recommendation by the GSRSMA 
to reduce quota apportioned to the commer- 
cial sector by more than 10 percent shall be 
reviewed and approved by the Gulf Fishery 
Management Council; 

““(ii) during the 3-year period beginning on 
the date of enactment of this title and con- 
sistent with subsection (d), the GSRSMA 
shall not determine a quota apportioned to 
the commercial sector; and 

“(iii) nothing in this Act shall be con- 
strued to change the individual quota shares 
currently in place in the commercial sector 
of the Gulf of Mexico red snapper fishery 

‘“(4) REVIEW AND APPROVAL.—Not later than 
60 days after the date the GSRSMA receives 
a red snapper fishery management plan from 
one or more Gulf coastal State or States, the 
GSRSMA shall review and approve such plan 
if such plan satisfies the requirements of 
subsection (b). 


““(d) CONTINUED MANAGEMENT BY THE SEC- 
RETARY.—During the 3-year period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of this title, 
the Secretary, in coordination with the Gulf 
of Mexico Fishery Management Council, 
shall continue to manage the commercial 
sector of the Gulf of Mexico red snapper fish- 
ery. 


““(e) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(1) REPORTS BY GULF COASTAL STATES.— 
Each Gulf coastal State shall submit to the 
GSRSMA an annual report on the status of 
the Gulf of Mexico red snapper fishery in 
coastal waters adjacent to such State. 

‘(2) REPORT BY THE GSRSMA.—Not less 
often than once every 5 years, the GSRSMA 
shall use the information submitted in the 
annual reports required by paragraph (1) to 
prepare and submit to the Secretary a report 
on the status of the Gulf of Mexico red snap- 
per fishery. 

‘(3) ANNUAL REPORT BY NATIONAL OCEANIC 
AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION.—The Ad- 
ministrator of the National Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Administration shall submit to 
Congress an annual report on the implemen- 
tation of this title. 
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“SEC. 504. STATE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RED 
SNAPPER FISHERY MANAGEMENT 
PLANS. 

“(a) ALLOCATION OF MANAGEMENT TO THE 
GULF STATES.— 

“(1) CERTIFICATION OF APPROVED PLANS.— 
The GSRSMA shall certify to the Secretary 
that a red snapper fishery management plan 
is approved under section 503 for each of the 
Gulf coastal States. 

“(2) TRANSFER OF MANAGEMENT.—Upon re- 
ceipt of the certification described in para- 
graph (1) and subject to section 503 (d), the 
Secretary shall— 

“(A) publish a notice in the Federal Reg- 
ister revoking the regulations and portions 
of the Reef Fish Federal fishery management 
plan that are in conflict with any red snap- 
per fishery management plan approved by 
the GSRSMA; and 

““(B) transfer management of Gulf of Mex- 
ico red snapper to the GSRSMA. 

“(b) IMPLEMENTATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon the transfer of 
management described in subsection (a)(2)(B) 
and subject to section 503 (d), each Gulf 
coastal State shall implement and enforce 
the red snapper fishery management plans 
approved under section 503 for the Gulf of 
Mexico red snapper fishery in the coastal 
waters adjacent to each Gulf coastal State. 

‘(2) FAILURE TO TRANSFER MANAGEMENT.— 
If the certification described in subsection 
(a)(1) is not made the transfer of manage- 
ment described in subsection (a)(2)(B) may 
not be accomplished and the Secretary shall 
remain responsible for management of the 
Gulf of Mexico red snapper. 

“SEC. 505. OVERSIGHT OF GULF OF MEXICO RED 
SNAPPER MANAGEMENT. 

“(a) IMPLEMENTATION AND ENFORCEMENT OF 
FISHERY MANAGEMENT PLANS.—Not later 
than December 1 of the year following the 
transfer of management described in section 
504(a)(2), and at any other time the GSRSMA 
considers appropriate after that date, the 
GSRSMA shall determine if— 

“(1) each Gulf coastal State has fully 
adopted and implemented the red snapper 
fishery management plan approved under 
section 503 for such State; 

“*(2) each such plan continues to be in com- 
pliance with the standards for sustainability 
provided by the GSRSMA pursuant to sec- 
tion 503(a)(2); and 

“*(3) the enforcement of the plan by each 
Gulf coastal State is satisfactory to main- 
tain the long-term sustainability and abun- 
dance of Gulf of Mexico red snapper. 

““(b) OVERFISHING AND REBUILDING PLANS.— 

““(1) CERTIFICATION.—If the Gulf of Mexico 
red snapper in the coastal waters adjacent to 
a Gulf coastal State is experiencing over- 
fishing or is subject to a rebuilding plan, 
such Gulf coastal State shall submit a cer- 
tification to the GSRSMA showing that such 
State— 

“(A) has implemented the necessary meas- 
ures to end overfishing or rebuild the fish- 
ery; and 

“(B) in consultation with the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
has implemented a program to provide for 
data collection adequate to monitor the har- 
vest of Gulf of Mexico red snapper by such 
State. 

“*(2) NOTIFICATION TO SECRETARY.—If, after 
such time as determined by the GSRSMA, a 
Gulf coastal State that submitted a certifi- 
cation under paragraph (1) has not imple- 
mented the measures and requirements de- 
scribed in subparagraphs (A) and (B) of such 
paragraph, the GSRSMA shall vote on 
whether to notify the Secretary of a rec- 
ommendation of closure of the red snapper 
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fishery in the waters adjacent to the State 
territorial waters of the Gulf coastal State. 

““(c) CLOSURE OF THE GULF OF MEXICO RED 
SNAPPER FISHERY.— 

‘(1) CONDITIONS FOR CLOSURE.—Not later 
than 60 days after the receipt of a notice 
under subsection (b)(2) for a Gulf coastal 
State, the Secretary may declare a closure of 
the Gulf of Mexico red snapper fishery within 
the waters adjacent to the State territorial 
waters of the Gulf coastal State. 

“*(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—Prior to making a 
declaration under paragraph (2), the Sec- 
retary shall consider the comments of such 
Gulf coastal State and the GSRSMA. 

‘*(3) ACTIONS PROHIBITED DURING CLOSURE.— 
During a closure of the Gulf of Mexico red 
snapper fishery under paragraph (1), it is un- 
lawful for any person— 

““(A) to engage in fishing for Gulf of Mexico 
red snapper within the waters adjacent to 
the State territorial waters of the Gulf 
coastal State covered by the closure; 

““(B) to land, or attempt to land, the Gulf 
of Mexico red snapper in the area of the clo- 
sure; or 

“(C) to fail to return to the water any Gulf 
of Mexico red snapper caught in the area of 
the closure that are incidental to commer- 
cial harvest or in the recreational fisheries. 

“(4) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this sub- 
section shall be construed to allow the Sec- 
retary to close the red snapper fishery in the 
State territorial waters of a Gulf coastal 
State. 

“SEC. 506. GULF STATES MARINE FISHERIES 
COMMISSION. 

““(a) FUNDING TO THE GULF STATES MARINE 
FISHERIES COMMISSION.—The Secretary shall 
provide all Federal funding to the Gulf 
States Marine Fisheries Commission for all 
necessary stock assessments, research, and 
management for the red snapper fishery. 

“(b) FUNDING TO THE GULF COASTAL 
STATES.—The Gulf States Marine Fisheries 
Commission shall be responsible for admin- 
istering the Federal funds referred to in 
paragraph (1) to each of the Gulf coastal 
States for proper management of the red 
snapper fishery. 

““(c) NO ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATIONS AU- 
THORIZED.—Nothing in this section may be 
construed to increase the amount of Federal 
funds authorized to be appropriated for Gulf 
of Mexico red snapper fishery management. 
“SEC. 507. NO EFFECT ON MANAGEMENT OF 

SHRIMP FISHERIES IN FEDERAL 
WATERS. 

““(a) BYCATCH REDUCTION DEVICES.—Noth- 
ing in this title may be construed to effect 
any requirement related to the use of Gulf of 
Mexico red snapper bycatch reduction de- 
vices in the course of shrimp trawl fishing 
activity. 

““(b) BYCATCH OF RED SNAPPER.—Nothing in 
this title shall be construed to apply to or af- 
fect in any manner the Federal management 
of commercial shrimp fisheries in the Gulf of 
Mexico as in effect on the date of the enact- 
ment of this section, including any inci- 
dental catch of red snapper”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) DATA COLLECTION.—Section 401(g)(3)(C) 
of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva- 
tion and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 
1881(¢)(8)(G)) is amended by striking “and” 
after the semicolon at the end of clause (iv), 
by striking the period at the end of clause (v) 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’, and by adding at the 
end the following: 

““(vi) in the case of each fishery in the Gulf 
of Mexico, taking into consideration all data 
collection activities related to fishery effort 
that are undertaken by the marine resources 
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division of each relevant State of the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council.’’. 

(2) GULF STATE TERRITORIAL WATERS.—Sec- 
tion 306(b) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 
1856(b)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(4) Notwithstanding section 3(11) and sub- 
section (a) of this section, for purposes of 
managing fisheries in the Gulf of Mexico, the 
seaward boundary of a coastal State in the 
Gulf of Mexico is a line three marine leagues 
seaward from the baseline from which the 
territorial sea of the United States is meas- 
ured.”. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in the first section of such Act is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 


“TITLE V—TRANSFER TO STATES OF 
MANAGEMENT OF RED SNAPPER FISH- 
ERIES IN THE GULF OF MEXICO 


“Sec. 501. Short title. 

“Sec. 502. Definitions. 

“Sec. 503. Management of Gulf of Mexico red 
snapper. 

“Sec. 504. State implementation of the red 
snapper fishery management 
plans. 

“Sec. 505. Oversight of Gulf of Mexico red 
snapper management. 

“Sec. 506. Gulf States Marine Fisheries 
Commission. 

“Sec. 507. No effect on management of 
shrimp fisheries in Federal 
waters.”. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 274, the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. 
Chairman, I yield myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, when I was a child 
growing up in south Louisiana, rec- 
reational fishing for red snapper, we 
were allowed to go out all year round. 
All year long, we could go out and go 
enjoy fishing with our family and ac- 
cess the bounties of the Gulf of Mexico. 

As a matter of fact, the Gulf of Mex- 
ico is so productive, we don't just have 
great recreational fishing in south 
Louisiana; we have great commercial 
as well. We have some of the best res- 
taurants in the Nation. 

We have a very robust commercial 
fishing industry. In fact, Mr. Chair- 
man, it is the second biggest commer- 
cial fishing industry only to the State 
of Alaska, which I think is unfair be- 
cause they get to weigh their crab 
shells. 

Mr. Chairman, the reality is that we 
have seen the National Marine Fish- 
eries Service, over the last several 
years, continue to use science that is 
not as robust as what the States are 
using to manage their fisheries. 
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Mr. Chairman, access for the rec- 
reational fishermen went down from 
year round when I was a child. Even in 
the 1990s, it was nearly 200 days, down 
to this year, where the National Ma- 
rine Fisheries Service says that it is 
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limited to only 10 days for recreational 
fishing. Parents and their children can 
go out for 10 days. 

Meanwhile, for the first time ever, 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
has split up the charter for hire and 
the recreational to allow the charter 
for hire to go out for 45 days and effec- 
tively allow the commercial fishermen 
to go out year round. 

I want to be clear, Mr. Chairman. 
This isn't about pitting the different 
fishing sectors against one another. 
What this is about is ensuring that we 
are using the best science and ensuring 
that we are providing access to all fish- 
ers—the recreational, the charter for 
hire, and the commercial. It needs to 
be based upon the best science. We can 
have much better management of that 
resource by ensuring consistency be- 
tween State waters and Federal waters. 

The five Gulf States have come up 
with a plan. Unanimously, the five Gulf 
States have come up with a plan to 
manage those fisheries by the five fish 
and game agencies among the five Gulf 
States. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment sim- 
ply codifies that agreement of the five 
Gulf States and allows those States to 
manage the red snapper fishery iden- 
tical to how the striped bass fishery is 
managed on the Atlantic coast. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I am 
disappointed to see this amendment 
back again after it failed to pass in 
committee. 

I understand that recreational fisher- 
men in the Gulf of Mexico want to be 
able to keep more of the red snapper 
they catch, but the solution is not to 
steal fish from a responsibly managed 
and accountable commercial sector 
that provides millions of Americans 
the opportunity to choose healthy, 
fresh, sustainable Gulf red snapper at 
stores and restaurants; nor is it the so- 
lution to hand management over to 
Gulf States before they have developed 
a plan for managing the resource that 
consists of more than just “trust us.” 

Simple arithmetic shows that there 
are too many people putting too much 
pressure on the red snapper stock just 
to sustain a recreational fishing season 
that lasts for more than a few days. To 
address that problem, private boat an- 
glers will need to present creative solu- 
tions such as those that the commer- 
cial and charter for hire sectors have 
developed. 

NOAA is doing an incredible job re- 
building this stock under Magnuson, 
and the Gulf Council has the ability to 
debate and adopt a regional manage- 
ment approach or other alternative 
management strategies without inter- 
ference from Washington. 
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I urge a “no” vote on the amend- 
ment, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG). 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair- 
man, I understand the concern of the 
gentleman from Louisiana on the cur- 
rent status of red snapper management 
in the Gulf of Mexico and your interest 
to support actions taken by the Gulf 
States that are supported by many of 
your constituents. 

The amendment being offered today 
is a start in the process, but I respect- 
fully suggest it needs further discus- 
sion. I support regional solutions but 
have concerns with proposals that will 
take the red snapper fishery outside of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Act manage- 
ment process. 

I am willing to continue to work 
with the gentleman from Louisiana, 
Chairman BISHOP, and other Members, 
as well as fishing groups involved, to 
try to find a resolution to the manage- 
ment issues impacting the red snapper 
fishery. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Chairman, this amendment is sup- 
ported by the American Sportfishing 
Association; the Billfish Foundation; 
CCA, the Coastal Conservation Asso- 
ciation; the Center for Coastal Con- 
servation; the Congressional Sports- 
men’s Foundation; the International 
Game Fish Association; National Ma- 
rine Manufacturers Association; Guy 
Harvey Ocean Foundation; Rec- 
reational Fishing Alliance; and the 
Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Part- 
nership. 

Mr. Chairman, I am struggling with 
understanding the concerns that I re- 
cently heard expressed by the other 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, this is identical to 
how the Atlantic striped bass is man- 
aged on our East Coast. Why is there 
not an amendment to withdraw that 
authority if it is so problematic to 
have the five Gulf States consistently 
manage the natural resources in their 
State waters, as they do today, and in 
the adjacent Federal waters? 

It has been proven through various 
hearings that the committee has had 
that the science being used by the 
States is much better than the science 
that is being used by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I will 
continue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. I yield 
myself 30 seconds. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to include 
in the RECORD a one-pager that was re- 
leased by the various groups that I 
cited, and I would also like to include 
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in the RECORD a document that was 
written in March of this year by the 
five Gulf States that explains the man- 
agement. 
THE STATE-BASED SOLUTION TO GULF OF 
MEXICO RED SNAPPER 


In March 2015, the directors of the state 
fish and wildlife agencies from Alabama, 
Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi and Texas an- 
nounced an agreement for state-based man- 
agement of Gulf of Mexico red snapper, 
which in recent years has experienced in- 
creasing privatization of this public resource 
and decreasing recreational fishing opportu- 
nities. 

Gulf of Mexico red snapper is presently 
managed by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Man- 
agement Council, under the National Marine 
Fisheries Service. The states’ agreement, 
which is predicated on transferring manage- 
ment authority away from the Council, de- 
scribes the key elements of a plan in which 
the five Gulf states would coordinate man- 
agement of red snapper throughout the Gulf 
of Mexico through the proposed Gulf States 
Red Snapper Management Authority. 

Numerous regional and national fisheries 
organizations have come out in support of 
the states’ plan. The recreational fishing 
community has long had a strong relation- 
ship with state fish and wildlife agencies be- 
cause of their ability to manage fisheries re- 
sources in a way that allows for healthy pop- 
ulations and public access. Most all of the 
nation’s most popular saltwater recreational 
fisheries are managed by the states. Rarely, 
if ever, does overfishing occur in state-man- 
aged recreational fisheries. 

States are also tremendously successful at 
managing commercial fisheries. Nothing in 
the Gulf states’ plan proposes to change how 
the commercial red snapper fishery is man- 
aged. 

It has become abundantly clear that the 
current Gulf red snapper management sys- 
tem cannot produce successful outcomes for 
recreational fishermen. Somewhere along 
the way of rebuilding the fishery, to where 
it’s now at an abundance level beyond any- 
one’s expectations, management went off the 
tracks. A new path forward is needed, the 
states’ are to be commended for their will- 
ingness to take on this task. 

Representatives Garret Graves of Lou- 
isiana and Jeff Miller of Florida are cham- 
pioning this plan. They are working to en- 
sure congressional action on this issue aligns 
with the five Gulf states. 

MARCH 13, 2015. 

To WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: Management of 
the red snapper fishery in the Gulf of Mexico 
continues to be a major challenge with in- 
creasing dissatisfaction among anglers and 
serious calls for restructuring the Gulf red 
snapper management system. As a result, a 
number of proposals and various drafts of 
legislation for changing this system have 
emerged. Recognizing that significant 
changes are being considered, the marine 
fisheries directors from the five Gulf States 
have been engaged in an effort to develop 
and document an alternative to the current 
management strategy that has mutual 
agreement and support. Together, we have 
developed a framework for cooperative state- 
based management of Gulf red snapper; the 
enclosed document outlines the conceptual 
elements of that plan. 

Under this alternative concept, the Gulf 
States would coordinate management of red 
snapper throughout the Gulf of Mexico 
through a new, independent body called the 
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Gulf States Red Snapper Management Au- 
thority (GSRSMA). The GSRSMA would be 
comprised of the principle marine fisheries 
managers from each Gulf States, and the 
management authority for Gulf-red snapper 
would no longer reside within the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council. 

The GSRSMA framework outlines a 
straightforward process that would allow 
states to use flexible management ap- 
proaches to manage red snapper to meet 
local needs as well as Gulf-wide conservation 
goals. Each state would be responsible for all 
management of red snapper in their respec- 
tive state and adjacent federal waters. The 
GSRSMA would approve each state’s man- 
agement plan, coordinate population assess- 
ments, provide consistent accountability 
measures, and distribute federal funding for 
research, assessment, and management. 

Each state fisheries management agency 
places great value in working together in 
partnership and collaboration to ensure we 
have a robust, sustainable, and accessible red 
snapper fishery in the Gulf. The states recog- 
nize the importance of the red snapper fish- 
ery to the fabric and identity of local com- 
munities throughout the Gulf as well as the 
tremendous economic impact that it pro- 
vides each state. 

Thank you for the opportunity to present 
to you the GSRSMA concept agreed upon by 
each state. If there are any questions or 
comments about the concept, please do not 
hesitate to contact any of us directly. 

Sincerely, 
ROBIN RIECHERS, 
Director of Coastal 
Fisheries, Texas 
Parks and Wildlife 
Department. 
RANDY PAUSINA, 
Assistant Secretary, 
Office of Fisheries, 
Louisiana Depart- 
ment of Wildlife and 
Fisheries. 
JAMIE MILLER, 
Executive Director, 
Mississippi Depart- 
ment of Marine Re- 
sources. 
CHRIS BLANKENSHIP, 
Director, Marine Re- 
sources Division, 
Alabama Depart- 
ment of Conserva- 
tion and Natural Re- 
sources. 
JESSICA MCCAWLEY, 
Director, Division of 
Marine Fisheries 
Management, Flor- 
ida Fish and Wild- 
life Conservation 
Commission. 
Enclosure. 


GULF STATES RED SNAPPER MANAGEMENT 
AUTHORITY (GSRSMA) 


This document outlines elements of a plan 
in which the Gulf States would coordinate 
management of red snapper throughout the 
Gulf of Mexico through the Gulf States Red 
Snapper Management Authority (GSRSMA). 

MANAGEMENT 


The governing body of GSRSMA would be 
comprised of the principal fisheries manager 
(or his/her proxy) from each of the five Gulf 
States. There would be a rotating chair serv- 
ing a two-year term. All actions of GSRSMA 
would be by majority vote. The primary 
function of the GSRSMA would be approval 
of each state’s or group of states’ Red Snap- 
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per Fisheries Management Plan (hereafter 
referred to as the Plan) which would address 
all components (commercial and rec- 
reational) of the Gulf States red snapper 
fishery. The Plan may extend to multiple 
years with annual review of specific compo- 
nents to include, but not limited to: assess- 
ment methodology, data collection, annual 
management measures and timelines. 

The Plan would include an initial three- 
year prohibition on any actions that might 
affect individual fishing quotas or manage- 
ment structure of the commercial fishery, 
effective from date of adoption by GSRSMA. 
During this period, NOAA Fisheries through 
the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management 
Council would continue to manage the com- 
mercial fishery under existing regulations. 

Each state would be responsible for the 
management of the fishery in their respec- 
tive state territorial sea and adjacent exclu- 
sive economic zone (EEZ) water using the 
best available science and information. The 
states would be required to ensure over- 
fishing will not occur through the full range 
of management and assessment strategies 
available to each state or group of states 
acting in concert. These strategies would not 
be limited to those based on total allowable 
catch. The GSRSMA, as a whole would annu- 
ally review and approve the red snapper 
management actions of an individual state 
or groups of states acting in concert. If the 
status of the fishery in each state is in equi- 
librium or expanding, no change in manage- 
ment actions may be required. If the status 
of the fishery is below equilibrium or declin- 
ing, the responsible state or states would be 
required to take appropriate action to revise 
existing management actions to establish 
equilibrium, and those actions would have to 
be approved by the GSRSMA. 

The GSRSMA or each state would be re- 
quired to prepare an annual report on the 
status of the fishery based on the individual 
states (or states acting in concert) manage- 
ment strategies and assessment methodolo- 
gies. The GSRSMA will conduct a periodic 
gulf-wide population review of red snapper 
on a schedule not to exceed every 5 years. 

ASSESSMENT 

Each individual state or group of states 
would conduct an assessment of the status of 
red snapper populations within their adja- 
cent waters. The full range of assessment 
methodologies would be available to each 
state or group of states using the best avail- 
able science to inform management actions. 

Assessments would be conducted periodi- 
cally on a timeline determined by the 
GSRSMA. Assessment methodologies and 
data collection strategies for both fisheries 
dependent and independent data would be ap- 
proved by the GSRSMA. The GSRSMA would 
be required to conduct a periodic and Gulf- 
wide population review of the health of the 
fishery and status of red snapper on a sched- 
ule not to exceed five years between such as- 
sessments. 

ACCOUNTABILITY 

Each Gulf state would formally agree to 
comply fully with management measures de- 
veloped through the GSRSMA-approved Plan 
under a memorandum of agreement. The 
GSRSMA could request additional account- 
ability actions through the Secretary of 
Commerce if a Gulf state or group of Gulf 
states adopted management measures or reg- 
ulations significantly inconsistent from the 
red snapper management framework identi- 
fied in the Plan when such inconsistent 
measures could negatively impact the inter- 
ests of other Gulf states with regard to red 
snapper management. 
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The procedures established as part of the 
Striped Bass Act, Sec. 5153—Monitoring of 
Implementation and Enforcement by Coastal 
States would serve as a model for developing 
procedures for action through the Secretary 
of Commerce specific to the red snapper fish- 
ery in the Gulf of Mexico. Federal action to 
provide accountability and ensure consist- 
ency would be limited to the federal waters 
adjacent to the state(s) that adopted incon- 
sistent management measures or actions. 
Under no circumstances would federal au- 
thority or action supersede that of an indi- 
vidual state within designated state waters. 
The following link provides greater detail on 
the procedures used by the Atlantic States 
Marine Fisheries Commission in regards to 
management of striped bass: http:// 
www.asmfc.org/uploads/file/ 
Striped Bass  Act.pdf 

State regulation of red snapper would ex- 
tend seaward from a state’s shoreline to the 
200 mile limit (Figure 1). Individual states 
would enforce regulations within their 
boundaries under licensing to that state or 
with agreement and appropriate licensing in 
other adjacent states. State regulations re- 
lated to red snapper under the Plan would 
apply to all fishing activities associated with 
red snapper landed in a given state, not just 
state registered vessels. 

State waters for all Gulf States would ex- 
tend to nine nautical miles for the purpose of 
uniform enforcement and management ac- 
tions related to red snapper. 

FUNDING 

Federal funding specific to red snapper now 
going to federal research, assessment and 
management would be appropriated to the 
Gulf States Marine Fisheries Commission 
and passed through to the states for use and 
distribution under the GSRSMA. 

Federal funding of enforcement that is cur- 
rently provided to the Gulf States for fish- 
eries enforcement shall not be reduced be- 
cause of transfer of red snapper management 
to GSRSMA. Federal agents will work in 
concert with deputized state agents to en- 
force state regulations approved by the 
GSRSMA. 

The National Marine Fisheries Service will 
continue to provide access to all fisheries 
data and services available before transfer of 
red snapper management under the same ar- 
rangements and conditions after the transfer 
of management authority to GSRSMA. 

Figure 1. Jurisdictional boundaries des- 
ignated for enforcement purposes at a state 
level. These boundaries may be adjusted 
based on state(s) exercising the option to 
work in concert on regulations with each 
other. 

STATUTORY PROVISIONS 

In order to establish the GSRSMA, the 
management of red snapper must be vacated 
from the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Manage- 
ment Council Reef Fish Fishery Manage- 
ment Plan and any provisions that have been 
established for red snapper with that plan or 
any amendments to that plan. 

Additionally, this Act and any provisions 
of this Act regarding management and en- 
forcement of any regulations and manage- 
ment provisions to the extent that there is 
any conflict will take precedence over the 
MSA and any portions of the Gulf of Mexico 
Fishery Management Council’s Reef Fish 
Fishery Management Plan. 


KEY PROVISIONS 
GULF STATES RED SNAPPER MANAGEMENT 
AUTHORITY (GSRSMA) 
This document provides a summary of the 
key elements of a plan in which the Gulf 
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states would coordinate management of red 
snapper throughout the Gulf of Mexico 
through the proposed Gulf States Red Snap- 
per Management Authority (GSRSMA). 
MANAGEMENT & ASSESSMENT 


The governing body for the GSRSMA 
would be comprised of the principal fisheries 
manager (or his/her proxy) from each of the 
five Gulf States. 

Primary function of the GSRSMA would be 
approval of each state's Red Snapper Fish- 
eries Management Plan which would address 
all components of the fishery. 

Within each Plan there would be an initial 
three year prohibition on actions affecting 
individual fishing quotas. 

Using the best available science, each state 
would be responsible for the management of 
the fishery in their respective state terri- 
torial sea and adjacent exclusive economic 
zone (EEZ) waters to ensure that overfishing 
would not occur. 

Reporting requirements will include an an- 
nual report on the status of the fishery from 
each state(s) and a gulf-wide population re- 
view will be conducted at least every 5 years. 

ACCOUNTABILITY 

Each state would formally agree to comply 
fully with management measures developed 
through the GSRSMA-approved Plan. 

The GSRSMA could request additional ac- 
countability actions through the Secretary 
of Commerce if a Gulf state or group of Gulf 
states adopted management measures or reg- 
ulations significantly inconsistent with the 
Plan. 

Any accountability action based on a re- 
quest to the Secretary of Commerce would 
be limited to federal waters adjacent to the 
state or states that adopted measures incon- 
sistent with the Plan. 

State regulations and enforcement of those 
regulations for red snapper would extend sea- 
ward from a states shoreline to the 200 mile 
limit. 

State waters for all Gulf States would ex- 
tend to nine nautical miles for the purpose of 
uniform enforcement and management ac- 
tions related to red snapper. 

FUNDING 

Federal funding for research, assessment 
and management of red snapper would be ap- 
propriated to the Gulf States Marine Fish- 
eries Commission and passed to the states. 

Federal funding for fisheries enforcement 
shall continue at current levels and NMFS 
will continue to share fisheries data and 
other data necessary for management after 
transfer of authority. 

STATUTORY PROVISIONS 


Provisions of this Act will take precedence 
over the MSA and any portions of the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council Reef 
Fish Fishery Management Plan. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP), the 
distinguished chairman. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
in the same way Federal lands must be 
accessible to sportsmen and -women, so 
must our Federal waters as well. 

I concur with the gentleman that 
there is an access problem with the red 
snapper. The underlying bill extends 
the Gulf State coastal waters to 9 
miles, requires fish to be counted 
around reefs, and requires the incorpo- 
ration of State and local data on red 
snapper management so that the red 
snapper population will be counted. 
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Almost everyone agrees that the pop- 
ulation is undercounted, but counting 
more fish does not guarantee that rec- 
reational fishermen will have more 
days in Federal waters. 

I want to work with the gentleman 
from Louisiana, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
and any other coastal States Rep- 
resentatives to have hearings and move 
along other bills that may come about. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Chairman, in closing, I just want to 
say that I appreciate Chairman 
BISHOP’s offer to move legislation that 
the distinguished chairman of the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee and I will be 
introducing soon that pertains to this 
exact issue and to have hearings on 
this as well. 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chair, in Louisiana, we 
fish—whether that’s enjoying a Saturday on 
the water for fun or making a living as a com- 
mercial or charter fisherman. 

That’s why | stand with my Louisiana col- 
league, GARRET GRAVES, in support of this 
common-sense amendment. 

As an expert on policies affecting our Gulf 
Coast, Congressman GRAVES knows it is rare 
for all 5 Gulf states to agree when it comes to 
ocean management and conservation policy. 

So its remarkable when these 5 states 
come together on a proposal to transfer Red 
Snapper management in the Gulf of Mexico 
away from the federally managed program 
that continues to fail recreational anglers. 

That's all this common-sense amendment 
does—make this existing management agree- 
ment into law. 

| believe as Representative GRAVES does 
when states come together to present a work- 
ing proposal to Congress, we as their Rep- 
resentatives should listen. 

| urge my colleagues to support states’ 
rights and support this amendment. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. 
that, I withdraw the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. WITTMAN 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
House Report 114-128. 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 


SEC. 29. AUTHORITY TO USE ALTERNATIVE FISH- 
ERY MANAGEMENT MEASURES. 

Section 302(h) (16 U.S.C. 1852(h)) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para- 
graph (9); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (7), the fol- 
lowing: 

“(8) have the authority to use alternative 
fishery management measures in a rec- 
reational fishery (or the recreational compo- 
nent of a mixed-use fishery), including ex- 
traction rates, fishing mortality targets, and 
harvest control rules, in developing a fishery 
management plan, plan amendment, or pro- 
posed regulations.”. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 274, the gentleman 


With 
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from Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would give the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, NOAA, Fisheries the authority to 
implement management practices bet- 
ter suited to the nature and scope of 
recreational fishing. 

I hope we can all agree that commer- 
cial and recreational fisheries are fun- 
damentally different activities, with 
dissimilar harvest data collection sys- 
tems that can benefit from different 
management techniques. 

Commercial fisheries are managed 
for yield. Commercial landings can 
usually be counted or weighed in 
realtime; thus, quotas can be enforced 
in realtime. This allows managers to 
close a fishery well before the allow- 
able catch is exceeded. In short, a com- 
mercial fishery’s catch can be managed 
in realtime based on data from verified 
landings. 

Recreational fisheries are different 
and should be managed for expectation, 
as opposed to yield. Anglers fish for a 
variety of reasons, but a lack of fish 
will make them go less frequently or 
stop altogether. Anglers and fishermen 
need to believe they will have oppor- 
tunity to encounter fish, with the 
hopes they may catch some, possibly 
including some large enough to take 
home. 

Instead of yield, abundance and age 
structure are key elements to rec- 
reational fisheries since those factors 
govern both the rate of encounters and 
the size of fish caught. Maximizing 
yield has little meaning in most rec- 
reational fisheries. That is why 
NOAA’s National Marine Fisheries 
Service should manage recreational 
fisheries based on expected long-term 
harvest rates, not strictly on yield or 
poundage-based quotas. 

This strategy has been successfully 
used by State fisheries managers in our 
freshwater and coastal fisheries, pro- 
viding exceptional recreational fishing 
opportunities while ensuring sustain- 
able fish populations. 

By managing the recreational sector 
based on harvest rate as opposed to a 
poundage-based quota, managers have 
been able to provide predictability in 
regulations while also sustaining a 
healthy population. 

While the Magnuson-Stevens Act 
does not specifically prohibit such an 
approach, it should specifically direct 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
and regional councils to consider alter- 
native strategies to commercial man- 
agement for appropriate recreationally 
valuable fisheries. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment that provides additional 
flexibility to improve the management 
of important recreational fisheries. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I un- 
derstand and appreciate the motivation 
behind the gentleman’s amendment. 
Recreational fisheries are inherently 
different from commercial fisheries. 
The language is similar to the alter- 
native rebuilding strategy section in 
the underlying bill, one of the few 
parts that does not harm conservation 
efforts. 

However, that provision states clear- 
ly that the alternative strategies must 
be in compliance with the require- 
ments of the Magnuson-Stevens Act, 
including ending overfishing, setting 
science-based catch limits, and stick- 
ing to rebuilding timelines. 

This amendment does not include 
those safeguards and, therefore, could 
be construed as to allow overfishing or 
delay the rebuilding of overfished 
stock. We have made too much 
progress in managing fisheries to back- 
track now. 

I urge a “no” vote on the amendment 
and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
would tell the gentleman from Arizona 
that this amendment does not in any 
way stop National Marine Fisheries 
Service or the councils from pre- 
venting overfishing and making the 
needed changes to management. 

This bill purely provides them the 
flexibility and adaptability to properly 
manage recreational fisheries which, as 
the gentleman from Arizona said, we 
all know are different than those com- 
mercial fisheries. 

I want to make sure that they have 
the opportunity to manage the fish- 
eries properly and especially in light of 
recreational fishermen and the local 
economies that depend on viable, sus- 
tainable recreational fisheries. 

We know that we have to make sure 
we are making good resource decisions, 
and we do that by providing that flexi- 
bility and adaptability. This amend- 
ment allows us to do that. 

It allows recreational fisheries and 
the management thereof to be treated 
different than commercial fisheries 
which we have all seen through time 
we must do if we are to manage them 
in the best interest not only of the re- 
source itself—that is the fish—but to 
manage it in the best interest of our 
recreational fishermen and the econo- 
mies that depend on them. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, with- 
out the safeguards that are included in 
the Magnuson-Stevens Act being part 
of this amendment, we continue to rec- 
ommend a “no” vote on the amend- 
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. HUFFMAN 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in 
House Report 114-128. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 


Strike all and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the 
Economy Improvement Act”. 

SEC. 2. REFERENCES. 

Except as otherwise specifically provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or re- 
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or repeal of, a provision, the reference 
shall be considered to be made to a provision 
of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva- 
tion and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et 
seq.). 

SEC. 3. AMENDMENTS TO DEFINITIONS. 

Section 3 (16 U.S.C. 1802) is amended— 

(1) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(la) The term ‘artisanal fishing’ means 
subsistence or small scale traditional fishing 
involving fishing households (as opposed to 
commercial companies)— 

“(A) using a relatively small amount of 
capital and energy and relatively small fish- 
ing vessels (if any); 

““(B) making short fishing trips, close to 
shore; and 

““(C) mainly for local consumption.””; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (27) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘(27a) The term ‘marine aquaculture’ 
means the propagation and rearing of aquat- 
ic species in controlled or selected environ- 
ments in the exclusive economic zone.”; and 

(3) in paragraph (16), by adding at the end 
the following: “Such term does not include 
marine aquaculture.”. 

SEC. 4. TRANSPARENCY AND PUBLIC PROCESS. 

(a) ADVICE.—Section 302(g)(1)(B) (16 U.S.C. 
1852(¢)(1)(B)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: “Each scientific and statis- 
tical committee shall develop such advice in 
a transparent manner and allow for public 
involvement in the process.”. 

(b) MEETINGS.—Section 302(i)(2) (16 U.S.C. 
1852(i)(2)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(G) Each Council shall make available on 
the Internet website of the Council— 

““(i) to the extent practicable, a Web cast 
or a live audio or video broadcast of each 
meeting of the Council, and of the Council 
Coordination Committee established under 
subsection (1), that is not closed in accord- 
ance with paragraph (3); and 

“(ii) an audio or video recording (if the 
meeting was in person or by video con- 
ference), or a searchable audio recording or 
written transcript, of each meeting of the 
Council and of the meetings of committees 
referred to in section 302(g¢)(1)(B) of the 
Council, by not later than 30 days after the 
conclusion of the meeting. 

“(H) The Secretary shall maintain and 
make available to the public an archive of 
Council and scientific and statistical com- 
mittee meeting audios, videos, and tran- 
scripts made available under clauses (i) and 
(ii) subparagraph (G).’’. 
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SEC. 5. INCLUSION OF ARTISANAL FISHING SEC- 
TORS IN FISHERY MANAGEMENT 
PLANS. 

Section 303(a)(13) (16 U.S.C. 1853(a)(13)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘artisanal,’’ after ‘‘in- 
clude a description of the commercial, rec- 
reational,”. 

SEC. 6. IMPROVING FISHERIES 
TION. 

(a) ELECTRONIC MONITORING.— 

(1) ISSUANCE OF GUIDANCE.— 

(A) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of Com- 
merce shall issue guidance regarding the use 
of electronic monitoring for the purposes of 
monitoring fisheries that are subject to the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

(B) CONTENT.—The guidance shall— 

(i) distinguish between monitoring for data 
collection and research purposes and moni- 
toring for compliance and enforcement pur- 
poses; and 

(ii) include minimum criteria, objectives, 
or performance standards for electronic 
monitoring. 

(C) PROcESS.—In issuing the guidance the 
Secretary shall— 

(i) consult with the Regional Fishery Man- 
agement Councils and interstate fishery 
management commissions; 

(ii) publish the proposed guidance; and 

(iii) provide an opportunity for the submis- 
sion by the public of comments on the pro- 
posed guidance. 

(2) IMPLEMENTATION OF MONITORING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), and after the issuance of the final guid- 
ance, a Council, or the Secretary for fish- 
eries referred to in section 302(a)(8) of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1852(a)(8)), may, 
in accordance with the guidance, on a fish- 
ery-by-fishery basis and consistent with the 
existing objectives and management goals of 
a fishery management plan and the Act for a 
fishery issued by the Council or the Sec- 
retary, respectively, amend such plan— 

(i) to incorporate electronic monitoring as 
an alternative tool for data collection and 
monitoring purposes or for compliance and 
enforcement purposes (or both); and 

(ii) to allow for the replacement of a per- 
centage of on-board observers with elec- 
tronic monitoring. 

(B)  COMPARABILITY.—Subparagraph (A) 
shall apply to a fishery only if the Council or 
Secretary, respectively, determines that 
such monitoring will yield comparable data 
collection and compliance results. 

(3) PILOT PROJECTS.—Before the issuance of 
final guidance, a Council, or the Secretary 
for fisheries referred to in section 302(a)(3) of 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1852(a)(3)), 
may, subject to the requirements of such 
Act, on a fishery-by-fishery basis, and con- 
sistent with the existing objectives and man- 
agement goals of a fishery management plan 
for a fishery issued by the Council or the 
Secretary, respectively, conduct a pilot 
project for the use of electronic monitoring 
for the fishery. 

(4) DEADLINE.—The Secretary shall issue 
final guidance under this subsection by not 
later than 12 months after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(b) VIDEO AND ACOUSTIC SURVEY TECH- 
NOLOGIES.—The Secretary shall work with 
the Regional Fishery Management Councils 
and nongovernmental entities to develop and 
implement the use pursuant to the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Man- 
agement Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) of video 
survey technologies and expanded use of 
acoustic survey technologies. 


DATA COLLEC- 
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SEC. 7. COOPERATIVE RESEARCH AND MANAGE- 
MENT PROGRAM. 

(a) PLAN.—Section 318 (16 U.S.C. 1867) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting “(1)” be- 
fore the first sentence, and by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘“(2) Not later than one year after the date 
of enactment of the Fishing Economy Im- 
provement Act, and after consultation with 
the Councils, the Secretary shall publish a 
plan for implementing and conducting the 
program established in paragraph (1). Such 
plan shall identify and describe critical re- 
gional fishery management and research 
needs, including for data-poor stocks for 
which limited scientific or commercial infor- 
mation is available, possible projects that 
may address those needs, and estimated 
costs for such projects. The plan shall be re- 
vised and updated every 5 years, and updated 
plans shall include a brief description of 
projects that were funded in the prior 5-year 
period and the research and management 
needs that were addressed by those 
projects.”; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘in con- 
sultation with the Secretary.” and inserting 
“*, Each Council shall provide a list of such 
needs to the Secretary on an annual basis, 
identifying and prioritizing such needs.”; 
and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FUNDING’’ 
and inserting ‘‘PRIORITIES’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking all after 
“including” and inserting an em dash, fol- 
lowed on the next line by the following: 

““(A) the use of fishing vessels or acoustic 
or other marine technology; 

““(B) expanding the use of electronic catch 
reporting programs and technology; and 

“(C) improving monitoring and observer 
coverage through the expanded use of elec- 
tronic monitoring devices and satellite 
tracking systems such as vessel monitoring 
systems (VMS) on small vessels.’’. 

(b) ZEKE GRADER FISHERIES CONSERVATION 
AND MANAGEMENT FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 208 of the Magnu- 
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Man- 
agement Reauthorization Act of 2006 (16 
U.S.C. 1891b) is amended— 

(A) in the section heading, by inserting 
“ZEKE GRADER” before ‘‘FISHERIES CONSERVA- 
TION AND MANAGEMENT FUND””; 

(B) in subsection (a), by inserting “Zeke 
Grader” before “Fisheries Conservation and 
Management Fund”; and 

(C) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘Fishery 
Conservation and Management Fund” each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘Zeke Grader 
Fisheries Conservation and Management 
Fund’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents is amended by striking the item re- 
lating to section 208 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“Sec. 208. Zeke Grader Fisheries Conserva- 

tion and Management Fund.”. 

(3) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the ‘‘Fisheries 
Conservation and Management Fund” is 
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘Zeke Grad- 
er Fisheries Conservation and Management 
Fund’’. 

SEC. 8. GULF OF MEXICO FISHERIES COOPERA- 
TIVE RESEARCH AND RED SNAPPER 
MANAGEMENT. 

(a) REPORTING AND DATA COLLECTION PRO- 
GRAM.—The Secretary of Commerce shall— 

(1) in conjunction with the States, the Gulf 
of Mexico Fishery Management Council, and 
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the recreational fishing sectors, develop and 
implement a real-time reporting and data 
collection program for the Gulf of Mexico 
red snapper fishery using available tech- 
nology; and 

(2) make implementation of this sub- 
section a priority for funds received by the 
Secretary and allocated to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico region under section 2 of the Act of Au- 
gust 11, 1939 (commonly known as the 
“Saltonstall-Kennedy Act”) (15 U.S.C. 713c- 
8). 
(b) STOCK SURVEYS AND STOCK ASSESS- 
MENTS.—The Secretary of Commerce, acting 
through the National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice Regional Administrator of the Southeast 
Regional Office, shall for purposes of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.)— 

(1) develop a schedule of stock surveys and 
stock assessments for the Gulf of Mexico Re- 
gion and the South Atlantic Region for the 
5-year period beginning on the date of the 
enactment of this Act and for every 5-year 
period thereafter; 

(2) direct the Southeast Science Center Di- 
rector to implement such schedule; and 

(3) in such development and implementa- 
tion— 

(A) give priority to those stocks that are 
commercially or recreationally important; 
and 

(B) ensure that each such important stock 
is surveyed at least every 5 years. 

(c) USE OF FISHERIES INFORMATION IN STOCK 
ASSESSMENTS.—The Southeast Science Cen- 
ter Director shall ensure that fisheries infor- 
mation made available through fisheries pro- 
grams funded under Public Law 112-141 is in- 
corporated as soon as possible into any fish- 
eries stock assessments conducted after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 9. RECREATIONAL FISHING DATA. 

(a) RECREATIONAL DATA COLLECTION.—Sec- 
tion 401(g) (16 U.S.C. 1881(g)) is amended by 
redesignating paragraph (4) as paragraph (5), 
and by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(4) FEDERAL-STATE PARTNERSHIPS.— 

“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish partnerships with States to develop 
best practices for implementation of State 
programs that are exempted under paragraph 
(2). 

“(B) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall de- 
velop guidance, in cooperation with the 
States, that details best practices for admin- 
istering State programs that are exempted 
under paragraph (2), and provide such guid- 
ance to the States. 

““(C) BIENNIAL REPORT.—The Secretary 
shall submit to the Congress and publish bi- 
ennial reports that include— 

““(i) the estimated accuracy of the registry 
program established under paragraph (1) and 
of State programs that are exempted under 
paragraph (2); 

““(ii) priorities for improving recreational 
fishing data collection; and 

““(iii) an explanation of any use of informa- 
tion collected by such State programs and by 
the Secretary, including a description of any 
consideration given to the information by 
the Secretary. 

“(D) STATE GRANT PROGRAM.—The Sec- 
retary shall make grants to States to im- 
prove implementation of State programs 
consistent with this subsection. The Sec- 
retary shall prioritize such grants based on 
the ability of the grant to improve the qual- 
ity and accuracy of such programs.”. 

(b) STUDY OF RECREATIONAL FISHERIES 
DATA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
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the Secretary of Commerce shall enter into 
an agreement with the National Research 
Council of the National Academy of Sciences 
to study the implementation of the programs 
described in section 401 of the Magnuson-Ste- 
vens Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1881). The study shall— 

(A) provide an updated assessment of rec- 
reational survey methods established or im- 
proved since the publication of the Council’s 
report entitled “Review of Recreational 
Fisheries Survey Methods (2006)’’; 

(B) evaluate the extent to which the rec- 
ommendations made in that report were im- 
plemented pursuant to subsection (g)(3)(B) of 
that section; and 

(C) examine any limitations of the Marine 
Recreational Fishery Statistics Survey and 
the marine recreational information pro- 
gram established under subsection (g)(8)(A) 
of that section. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after en- 
tering into an agreement under paragraph (1) 
the Secretary shall submit a report to Con- 
gress on the results of the study under para- 
graph (1). 

SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 4 (16 U.S.C. 1803) is amended— 

(1) by striking “this Act” and all that fol- 
lows through “(7)” and inserting “this Act””; 
and 

(2) by striking “fiscal year 2013” and in- 
serting “each of fiscal years 2016 through 
2021”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 274, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. HUFFMAN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 10 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I rise in support of our amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 

I do want to express my respect and 
appreciation for the gentleman from 
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and his commit- 
ment to fisheries management issues 
over the years. I know many Members, 
including myself, are very concerned 
about the sustainability of the fishing 
industry in our own districts. 

I represent about a third of the Cali- 
fornia coast, including many working 
coastal communities; and the impor- 
tance of marine fisheries to my district 
and, I would say, to our country cannot 
be overstated. 

U.S. fisheries have not only shaped 
the cultural identity of coastal com- 
munities, such as those I represent and 
our country, but they have also con- 
tributed economically in a very signifi- 
cant way, nearly $90 billion and 1.5 mil- 
lion jobs. 
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Recreational fishing provides impor- 
tant opportunities to bring families 
and communities together, and, of 
course, subsistence fishing is a cul- 
turally significant tradition that pro- 
vides an important food source for 
many people. 

However, I do not believe that H.R. 
1335 represents a constructive approach 
to ensuring abundant resources for cur- 
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rent and future generations of fisher- 
men. This bill would take us backward 
in many respects. It would roll back 
important elements of the Magnuson 
Act that are critical to making fish- 
eries and the fishing industry in the 
United States economically and envi- 
ronmentally sustainable. I also don't 
believe that successful fisheries man- 
agement has to include taking potshots 
at bedrock environmental laws like the 
Endangered Species Act, the Antiq- 
uities Act, and NEPA, as this bill seeks 
to do. For these reasons, I can’t sup- 
port it. 

Congress first enacted the Magnuson- 
Stevens Act in 1976, with two main 
goals: first, to put an end to unregu- 
lated fishing by foreign fleets in U.S. 
waters, and, second, to develop domes- 
tic fleets that could reap the economic 
benefit of our considerable fisheries re- 
sources. It worked, and it worked so 
well that domestic fishing soon re- 
placed foreign fleets in overexploiting 
U.S. fisheries. 

The 1996 reauthorization required re- 
gional fisheries management councils, 
for the first time, to end domestic 
overfishing and to develop rebuilding 
plans, and then the 2007 reauthoriza- 
tion added an important timeline for 
rebuilding plans and also enforced 
catch limits. The original law, together 
with these amendments, established a 
fisheries management system in the 
United States that is now a model for 
the rest of the world. 

The important point here is that all 
three of these acts were bipartisan 
bills, developed and approved by Re- 
publicans and Democrats alike, be- 
cause everybody recognized the need to 
maintain sustainable fish stocks and to 
support domestic commercial and rec- 
reational fishing. Now, these were also 
effective progressive endeavors that 
drastically improved the fisheries in 
our country. In fact, our Federal fish- 
eries today have the lowest ever num- 
ber of stocks that are overfished or 
subject to overfishing, and a total of 37 
stocks have been rebuilt. This is evi- 
dence that our science-based approach 
to determining stock status and the 
managing for sustainability is work- 
ing. 

But contrary to previous bipartisan 
acts of Congress, this bill was devel- 
oped with very little input from Demo- 
crats. Subsequently, it was passed out 
of committee on a strict party-line 
vote—no Democrats voting in favor 
and not a single Democratic amend- 
ment accepted. Every witness at each 
hearing that the committee held on 
this topic in the last Congress agreed 
on one thing: the Magnuson-Stevens 
Act was largely working. 

This is not a situation where we 
should be overhauling the law in a 
wholesale way. It is a situation where 
we should be making small improve- 
ments so that the law can continue to 
work well into the future. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, we want to have 
meaningful discussions with our Re- 
publican colleagues and develop bipar- 
tisan legislation in the spirit of pre- 
vious successful Magnuson Act author- 
izations. To this end, I introduced the 
Fishing Economy Improvement Act 
with my friend, Mr. SABLAN, and we are 
offering a germane version as a sub- 
stitute amendment that would reau- 
thorize Magnuson and leave intact the 
core conservation and management 
provisions, including the requirements 
to rebuild overfished stocks and set an- 
nual catch limits. 

The substitute amendment would 
also make improvements to the act. It 
would prioritize cooperation between 
scientists and fishermen on research ef- 
forts, a collaboration that produces 
useful information, breeds confidence 
in the system, and improves manage- 
ment outcomes. It infuses new funding 
into cooperative research, allowing the 
agency to accept outside funding, and 
it modernizes fishery collection and 
management by encouraging the use of 
electronic monitoring. 

The amendment makes improve- 
ments to the operations of the regional 
fishery management councils, as well, 
by increasing transparency and public 
participation in the process; and it re- 
quires that the councils consider the 
interests of Native Alaskans, Pacific 
Islanders, and American Indians, who 
often depend on fish for their liveli- 
hoods, in fishery management plans. 

Our hope is that we can use this reau- 
thorization process to start a thought- 
ful, constructive, and bipartisan con- 
versation about fisheries management 
in the United States. At a time when 
our oceans face many stressors, includ- 
ing the combined effects of pollution, 
acidification, and ocean warming, it is 
essential that we reauthorize Magnu- 
son and build on the act’s legacy of 
successful science-based management. 

Mr. Chairman, the fishermen and 
coastal communities I represent and 
those whom my colleagues represent 
deserve that conversation; and, more 
importantly, they deserve a bill that 
honors the decades of work that have 
gone into making American fishery 
management more sustainable, both 
economically and ecologically. I urge 
my colleagues to support our sub- 
stitute amendment, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I claim the 
time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the 
amendment that has been presented by 
the gentleman from California. It is a 
much better amendment than was pre- 
sented in the committee in which there 
were elements that were in there that 
dealt with the California drought, that 
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dealt with NGOs being able to con- 
tribute that should never have been a 
part of it, and I appreciate his not put- 
ting those in this particular amend- 
ment that is on the floor. But at the 
same time, it does roll back all the 
flexibility that was significant and im- 
portant here. It rolls back the trans- 
parency that needs to be in effect. 

The underlying bill specifically re- 
quires the scientific and statistical 
committees to develop the scientific 
advice provided to the councils in a 
transparent manner and allows them 
to allow for public involvement in the 
process. It requires councils to provide 
Webcasts or audio of each council 
meeting and posting such recordings on 
their Web site within 30 days of that 
particular meeting, and it requires an 
opportunity for public comment or pro- 
posals that are relating to the use of 
electronic monitoring technology. 
Those would also not be included if this 
amendment were to take place. 

Some of the “bedrock” laws that are 
referred to here are indeed not taken 
out of the process. That was handled in 
one of the other debates we had on a 
different amendment, which simply 
says what we are trying to do is avoid 
just going through the motions a sec- 
ond time, to try and cut the red tape 
for more efficiency so that a NEPA law 
or fish management act, they are the 
same thing, why do it twice when once 
is sufficient? Why waste the time, en- 
ergy, and effort of public bodies to do 
that? And all those, once again, would 
be reinstated, that double effort would 
be reinstated at the same time. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, this bill, as 
a 4-year process, not a recent process, 
goes back to several other times. And 
in my opening statement, I did quote 
from the leadership of the minority 
party at the time 2 years ago, in that 
committee, how much they were grate- 
ful for the input they had on this bill 
and for taking ideas from the Demo- 
crat side that were incorporated, and 
those ideas are still in the base bill. 

It is one of the concepts here that I 
would love to have a bipartisan bill. 
But more importantly, I want to have 
a good bill, a bill that solves the prob- 
lems. You have heard speeches from 
both sides of the aisle that simply the 
status quo is not working. There are 
too many problems that need to be 
solved. That is one of the reasons why 
the underlying bill is still being sup- 
ported by all the people who are in- 
volved in the industry—by the com- 
mercial side, by the charter fishing 
side, and by the recreation people—and 
the first time that has ever happened. 

So I commend the gentleman from 
Alaska for having done a good process, 
and I would say go with the underlying 
bill. It has a better chance of moving 
us forward to provide better progress 
and better significance in the future. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Maine (Ms. PINGREE), a district 
that certainly understands the impor- 
tance of sustainable commercial and 
recreational fisheries. 

Ms. PINGREE. I thank Mr. HUFFMAN 
for giving this opportunity and for car- 
ing so deeply about our coastal com- 
munities and our fisheries. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to support 
the Huffman-Sablan amendment be- 
cause it would update the process we 
use to manage our Nation’s fisheries 
without throwing away core programs. 
In particular, the Huffman-Sablan 
amendment would modernize fishery 
data collection by using electronic 
monitoring and fisheries survey tech- 
nologies. These are the technologies 
that our fishermen need to update the 
current program, and they are the 
wave of the future—no pun intended. 

I think it is helpful for all of us to 
recognize the fact that NOAA’s budget 
for the so-called wetside programs has 
been facing devastating cuts as well as 
the sequester cuts over the past several 
years. As a result, now more than ever, 
we need to look at about how we can 
make our dollars do more with our 
fisheries. Electronic monitoring is a 
place where we can make an invest- 
ment in the future that will help our 
fishermen today. 

Also, the substitute amendment will 
ensure that we leave intact conserva- 
tion programs that have been helping 
us to address overfished stocks. In the 
Gulf of Maine, we have seen the crisis 
in our fisheries firsthand, and we want 
to make sure that we are not forget- 
ting all the work that our men and 
women who make their livings on the 
water have done. We do not want to 
roll back important conservation and 
management guidelines. 

So again, Mr. Chairman, I support 
the Huffman-Sablan amendment. I ap- 
preciate my colleagues for working on 
this, and I urge all of my other col- 
leagues to do the same. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG), the sponsor 
of the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair- 
man, the gentleman’s amendment, I 
am pleased to report he has accepted 
some portion of our bill, but there is 
some question about the Endangered 
Species Act. We had a case in Alaska 
where NOAA, which I don’t know how 
it happened, they put the Steller sea 
lion on endangered species because of 
fishing. There was no real connection 
between the fishing and the so-called 
decline in the Steller sea lions, and 
they killed a community with no 
science. We come to find out the 
Steller sea lion had moved away from 
the area where there was more abun- 
dant food, not from fishing. The fishing 
hadn’t caused any problem at all, but 
it killed that community. 
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I argue that in this case, if any of the 
fishing is endangered, that is okay, the 
fish itself. But when you have a species 
hurt the fishing community and it 
didn’t affect the sustainable yield, you 
see why I think this amendment is in- 
correct. 

I think you have to consider, again, 
the purposes of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Act, which originated in the House, 
was for sustainable fisheries and sus- 
tainable communities. When you have 
another act interfere with that, that 
doesn’t have any science, then I think 
it is incorrect. 

So I understand what the gentleman 
is saying. Electronically monitoring 
fisheries is good. The gentlewoman 
from Maine mentioned that. It is in the 
bill. There is a lot in this bill that is in 
the Sablan amendment. But what you 
are trying to suggest, you roll back the 
transparency and, I think, the commu- 
nity activity, which hurts the original 
base bill, which is the bill that I spon- 
sored. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
would just note that the process for 
listing under the Endangered Species 
Act requires best available science. It 
is a very rigorous and public process, 
and it is subject to being challenged in 
various ways. So we think it is robust 
and has proven itself. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. BEYER), who also represents 
a coastal State that understands the 
importance of sustainably managing 
our fisheries. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
Mr. HUFFMAN. 

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to speak in 
support of the Huffman-Sablan sub- 
stitute amendment. This amendment 
would complement, rather than over- 
haul, the fishery management process 
in place under the Magnuson-Stevens 
Act, MSA. 

While the current MSA may not be 
perfect, we have heard from many 
groups again and again that it works. 
We have made incredible gains since 
the last reauthorization in 2007. 

In its annual report issued in April, 
NOAA reported that the number of do- 
mestic fish stocks listed as overfished 
or subject to overfishing has dropped to 
an all-time low since 1997. Three more 
fish stocks were rebuilt to target levels 
in 2014, bringing the total number of 
rebuilt U.S. marine fish stocks to 37 
since 2000. This amazing progress is a 
result of the combined efforts of NOAA, 
the regional fishery management coun- 
cils, the fishing industry, and other 
stakeholders. 

NOAA currently has pending pro- 
posals to tweak the implementation of 
MSA. That process should be allowed 
to continue. What is needed now are 
updates to the MSA that address spe- 
cific issues that keep the law current, 
not a weakening of the law and roll- 
back of conservation measures such as 
those proposed in H.R. 1335. 
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H.R. 1335 would undermine the great 
improvements we have made to make 
our fisheries economically and environ- 
mentally sustainable, without address- 
ing some important factors impacting 
our fisheries today. For example, I had 
hoped to offer an amendment to H.R. 
1335 that would have product councils 
with a way of taking the effects of cli- 
mate change into account when estab- 
lishing annual catch limits and re- 
building timelines, but the Rules Com- 
mittee declined to allow me to offer it 
on the floor today, despite the critical 
need for us to deal with the very real 
impacts that climate change is already 
having on our oceans and our fisheries. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support the Huffman-Sablan amend- 
ment, which would modernize the data 
collection and management of fisheries 
data, improve recreational fisheries 
data collection and reporting, and pro- 
vide a way for NOAA to accept outside 
funding to support cooperative re- 
search efforts between scientists and 
fishermen. 
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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have nothing further, and I urge an 
“aye” vote on the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I appreciate the opportunity of going 
through all these amendments. This is 
one amendment that does not nec- 
essarily move us forward in the proc- 
ess. I wish it did. It did not. Sometimes 
there are even little tiny bits and 
pieces that happen to be in there that 
are one of the reasons why, if we were 
starting from scratch again, I would 
ask to be removed. 

For example, Mr. HUFFMAN does 
name one of the funds in here—the 
fisheries conservation and manage- 
ment fund—after a gentleman whose 
association’s members have been party 
to more than 20 Federal cases brought 
against the Federal agency since 2007. 
Much of that litigation has been aimed 
at the Bureau of Reclamation water 
projects and farmers and ranchers who 
serve by them. Congress should not be 
rewarding such serial litigation. That 
is one of the things I would have asked 
to have been removed had we started 
from scratch in this process. 

But above all, the amendment simply 
erases the flexibility, erases the trans- 
parency, and erases the science im- 
provements that are part of the under- 
lying bill that are so essential; that the 
elements of those people who live in 
these communities, who recreate in 
these areas, who use the commercial 
side, the fishing side, have all said we 
are not doing what we need to do; that 
the present system does have flaws in 
it and needs to be changed, and we need 
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to move forward on that bill. The un- 
derlying bill does that. This amend- 
ment does not do that. 

I urge a “no” vote on this particular 
amendment and urge us to move for- 
ward with the bill as written. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Chair, | am offering an 
Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute for 
H.R. 1335, which was submitted to the Rules 
Committee by my colleague Mr. HUFFMAN. 

Mr. Chair, the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act is a ster- 
ling example of good federal policy and has 
helped make the United States the world lead- 
er in sustainable fisheries management. 

When we last reauthorized Magnuson-Ste- 
vens in 2007, we required the use of annual 
catch limits to end and prevent overfishing. 

Using this management tool—annual catch 
limits—we have increased the number of 
American fish stocks with populations suffi- 
ciently large that we can count on their ability 
to continue reproducing. 

Using annual catch limits as our guide, we 
have reduced the number of stocks being 
fished in excess of maximum sustainable 
yield—to an all-time low. 

Magnuson-Stevens has proven to be effec- 
tive environmental policy. 

It is also good economic policy. 

U.S. fisheries contributed nearly $90 billion 
and 1.5 million jobs to the economy in 2012. 
And the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration estimates that, when we have 
fully rebuilt our fisheries, they will add another 
$31 billion to our national economy and 
produce 500,000 new jobs. 

Of course, we learn as we go; and there are 
ways that Magnuson-Stevens could be made 
even more effective as environmental and 
economic policy. The Huffman-Sablan amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute provides 
some of that fine-tuning. 

And our amendment does that without un- 
dermining the annual catch limits regime and 
other core principles that have made Magnu- 
son-Stevens so effective. 

H.R. 1335, on the other hand, risks back- 
sliding on the progress we have made. 

| recognize that some of these issues are 
technical in nature, but bear with me. 

H.R. 1335 would allow non-target stocks in 
a fishery to be defined as ecosystem compo- 
nent species, which are not subject to annual 
catch limits, even if these non-target stocks 
are depleted or overfished. For instance, H.R. 
1335 would allow Atlantic halibut to be reclas- 
sified as an ecosystem component species, no 
longer subject to an annual catch limit. Yet, 
Atlantic halibut today are finally rebuilding after 
decades of decline. H.R. 1335 would put that 
progress at risk. 

Another problem with H.R. 1335 is that it 
tries to conform the timelines in the National 
Environmental Policy Act with timelines in 
Magnuson-Stevens. This could force the Sec- 
retary of Commerce to approve fishery man- 
agement plans that have not had the full ben- 
efit of National Environmental Policy Act anal- 
ysis—particularly, by reducing the amount of 
time that the public has to comment on federal 
action. | do not think we want to be cutting the 
public out of this important decision-making 
process. 
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A third problem area for H.R. 1335 is that it 
prohibits information sharing. Fisheries data 
collected by NOAA in the process of admin- 
istering Magnuson-Stevens could not be used 
in the management of other marine resources 
managed under the Marine Mammal Protec- 
tion Act, the National Marine Sanctuaries Act, 
the Antiquities Act, the Endangered Species 
Act, and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Nor 
could the Magnuson-Stevens fisheries data be 
used in managing offshore energy exploration 
and development, or water pollution, or coast- 
al resources. That does not really make much 
sense. 

The substitute amendment Mr. HUFFMAN 
and | are offering avoids these pitfalls. We 
simply want to improve fisheries research and 
management to benefit fishermen and fishing 
communities. 

How does our amendment do that? 

By implementing electronic monitoring to 
lower costs for the fishing fleet; 

By improving the collection of fisheries data, 
which we all agree is lacking; 

By increasing cooperative research and 
management efforts between scientists and 
fishermen; 

By making the operations of the Regional 
Fishery Management Councils more trans- 
parent and open to public participation; 

By allowing the Councils to select individ- 
uals who have expertise on subsistence fish- 
ing practices, so we incorporate the interests 
and expertise of Alaska Natives, Pacific Is- 
landers, and Indian Tribes; and 

By recognizing the subsistence fishing may 
encompass more than personal consumption, 
but also includes some small-scale, low tech- 
nology, commercial fishing. 

And our amendment makes these improve- 
ments in Magnuson-Stevens without under- 
mining core policies that have made the Act 
so effective. 

Magnuson-Stevens is passed due for reau- 
thorization. But let us do so in a way that does 
not jeopardize the progress we have made, so 
we can keep building more sustainable and 
more profitable fisheries for today and for our 
nation’s future. 

| ask my colleagues to support the Huffman- 
Sablan amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. HUFFMAN). 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I move that the Committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
LOBIONDO) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Acting Chair 
of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 1335) to amend 
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Con- 
servation and Management Act to pro- 
vide flexibility for fishery managers 
and stability for fishermen, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 
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CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN FED- 
ERAL PROPERTY TO MUNICI- 
PALITY OF ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 


Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 336) to direct the Adminis- 
trator of General Services, on behalf of 
the Archivist of the United States, to 
convey certain Federal property lo- 
cated in the State of Alaska to the Mu- 
nicipality of Anchorage, Alaska. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 336 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. REAL PROPERTY CONVEYANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—AS soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act and 
after completion of the survey and appraisal 
described in this section, the Administrator 
of General Services, on behalf of the Archi- 
vist of the United States, shall convey to the 
City by quitclaim deed for the consideration 
described in subsection (c), all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and toa 
parcel of real property described in sub- 
section (b). 

(b) LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The parcel to be conveyed 
under subsection (a) consists of approxi- 
mately 9 acres and improvements located at 
400 East Fortieth Avenue in the City that is 
administered by the National Archives and 
Records Administration. 

(2) SURVEY REQUIRED.—As soon as prac- 
ticable after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the exact acreage and legal description 
of the real property to be conveyed under 
subsection (a) shall be determined by a sur- 
vey, paid for by the City, that is satisfactory 
to the Archivist. 

(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 

(1) CONSIDERATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—As consideration for the 
conveyance of the property under subsection 
(a), the City shall pay to the Archivist an 
amount not less than the fair market value 
of the conveyed property, to be determined 
as provided in subparagraph (B). 

(B) APPRAISAL.—The fair market value of 
the property to be conveyed under sub- 
section (a) shall be determined based on an 
appraisal that— 

(i) is conducted by a licensed, independent 
appraiser that is approved by the Archivist 
and the City; 

(ii) is based on the highest and best use of 
the property; 

(iii) is approved by the Archivist; and 

(iv) is paid for by the City. 

(2) PRECONVEYANCE ENTRY.—The Archivist, 
on terms and conditions the Archivist deter- 
mines to be appropriate, may authorize the 
City to enter the property at no charge for 
preconstruction and construction activities. 

(3) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
The Archivist may require additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the con- 
veyance under subsection (a) as the Archi- 
vist considers appropriate to protect the in- 
terests of the United States. 

(d) CITY DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term “City” means the Municipality of An- 
chorage, Alaska. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) each 
will control 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alaska. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re- 
marks and to include extraneous mate- 
rial on H.R. 336. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alaska? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 336 would direct 
the General Services Administration 
on behalf of the National Archives to 
convey property in Alaska to the city 
of Anchorage. 

I am pleased to be the sponsor of this 
legislation, which will bring savings to 
the taxpayer. The National Archives 
has determined that it no longer needs 
the property to be conveyed in the bill 
and wants to sell it as part of its ef- 
forts to shrink its space footprint and 
reduce costs to the taxpayer. 

The bill will require fair market 
value for the property based on an 
independent appraisal. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
passage of this legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to support H.R. 
336 which directs the General Services 
Administration, the GSA, on behalf of 
the Archivist of the U.S., to convey 9 
acres of property in Anchorage, Alas- 
ka, to the local municipality in ex- 
change for its fair market value. 

The Archivist and GSA has reported 
this property as underutilized and that 
there is no need to keep this property 
in the Federal real estate inventory. 
This sale is consistent with the policy 
supported by the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure, which 
has directed GSA to help other Federal 
agencies identify and dispose of 
unneeded property. 

As a result, I encourage my col- 
leagues to support this legislation, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr. 
YOUNG) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 336. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
NATIONAL ESTUARY PROGRAM 
REAUTHORIZATION 


Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
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(H.R. 944) to reauthorize the National 
Estuary Program, and for other pur- 
poses. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 944 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. COMPETITIVE AWARDS. 

Section 320(g) of the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1330(g)) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘*(4) COMPETITIVE AWARDS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Using the amounts 
made available under subsection (i)(2)(B), the 
Administrator shall make competitive 
awards under this paragraph. 

““(B) APPLICATION FOR AWARDS.—The Ad- 
ministrator shall solicit applications for 
awards under this paragraph from State, 
interstate, and regional water pollution con- 
trol agencies and entities, State coastal zone 
management agencies, interstate agencies, 
other public or nonprofit private agencies, 
institutions, organizations, and individuals. 

““(C) SELECTION OF RECIPIENTS.—In select- 
ing award recipients under this paragraph, 
the Administrator shall select recipients 
that are best able to address urgent and 
challenging issues that threaten the ecologi- 
cal and economic well-being of coastal areas. 
Such issues shall include— 

““(i) extensive seagrass habitat losses re- 
sulting in significant impacts on fisheries 
and water quality; 

“(ii) recurring harmful algae blooms; 

“(iii) unusual marine mammal mortalities; 

“(iv) invasive exotic species that may 
threaten wastewater systems and cause 
other damage; 

“(v) jellyfish proliferation limiting com- 
munity access to water during peak tourism 
seasons; 

“(vi) flooding that may be related to sea 
level rise or wetland degradation or loss; and 

“(vii) low dissolved oxygen conditions in 
estuarine waters and related nutrient man- 
agement.”. 

SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 320 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1330) is amended by 
striking subsection (i) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

*“(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to the Administrator $27,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2016 through 2020 for— 

““(A) expenses relating to the administra- 
tion of grants or awards by the Adminis- 
trator under this section, including the 
award and oversight of grants and awards, 
except that such expenses may not exceed 5 
percent of the amount appropriated under 
this subsection for a fiscal year; and 

““(B) making grants and awards under sub- 
section (g). 

““(2) ALLOCATIONS.— 

“(A) CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT 
PLANS.—Not less than 80 percent of the 
amount made available under this sub- 
section for a fiscal year shall be used by the 
Administrator for the development, imple- 
mentation, and monitoring of each of the 
conservation and management plans eligible 
for grant assistance under subsection (g)(2). 

““(B) COMPETITIVE AWARDS.—Not less than 
15 percent of the amount made available 
under this subsection for a fiscal year shall 
be used by the Administrator for making 
competitive awards described in subsection 
(DE).”. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. GIBBS) and the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

H.R. 944, introduced by my colleague, 
Representative LOBIONDO, reauthorizes 
the National Estuary Program found in 
section 320 of the Clean Water Act. Es- 
tuaries are unique and highly produc- 
tive waters that are important to the 
ecological and economic basis of our 
Nation. 

Congress first authorized the Na- 
tional Estuary Program in 1987, amend- 
ments to the Clean Water Act to pro- 
mote the protection of the national 
significant estuaries in the United 
States that are deemed to be threat- 
ened by pollution, development, or 
overuse. 

Unlike many of the programs under 
the Clean Water Act, the National Es- 
tuary Program is a nonregulatory pro- 
gram. Instead, it is designed to support 
collaborative, voluntary efforts of Fed- 
eral, State, and local stakeholders to 
restore degraded estuaries. 

Using consensus building in a col- 
laborative decisionmaking process in- 
stead of a top-down regulatory ap- 
proach, the National Estuary Program 
has been effective at promoting locally 
based involvement. In addition, it 
leverages non-Federal money for res- 
toration activities by providing fund- 
ing for the program. 

In reauthorization of the National 
Estuary Program, H.R. 944 makes pru- 
dent fiscal adjustments. The bill reau- 
thorizes section 320 of the Clean Water 
Act through 2018 in the amount of $27 
million a year. This amount is con- 
sistent with appropriations over the 
past 5 years, and, in recognition of the 
fiscal realities of today, decreases the 
authorized level of funding by $8 mil- 
lion a year. 

H.R. 944 also directs more funds to 
where they need to be in the individual 
estuaries in the program. The Dill 
achieves this by reducing the amount 
of discretionary funds made available 
to the EPA. 

Finally, the bill allocates a portion 
of eligible program funds for competi- 
tive awards to Federal, State, and local 
stakeholders to address certain high 
priority estuary needs, including algae 
blooms, hypoxia, flooding, and invasive 
species. This is identical to a bill that 
passed the House by voice vote in the 
last Congress. 

I urge all Members to support H.R. 
944, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
944. 
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Iam pleased the House is considering 
H.R. 944, a bill that I introduced along 
with Congressman LOBIONDO and Con- 
gressman MURPHY to reauthorize the 
National Estuary Program through 
2020. 

I want to thank my colleagues for 
their hard work in pulling this legisla- 
tion together. 

Estuaries are critically important to 
the health of our Nation’s environment 
and our economy. Their waters are a 
unique mixture of freshwater, drainage 
from the land, and salty seawater. Es- 
tuaries provide vital nesting and feed- 
ing areas for many aquatic plants and 
animals. They also help maintain 
healthy ocean environments by fil- 
tering out sediment and pollutants 
from rivers and streams before they 
flow into the ocean. 

In addition to improving habitat for 
critical wildlife like salmon, restoring 
estuaries can have important carbon 
sequestration effects. 

For example, a report last year on 
the Snohomish Estuary in my district 
found that currently planned and in- 
progress restoration projects will re- 
sult in at least 2.55 million tons of CO2 
sequestered from the atmosphere over 
the next 100 years. That is the equiva- 
lent of a year’s worth of emissions 
from a half a million automobiles. 

Over half of the U.S. population lives 
in coastal areas, including along the 
shores of estuaries. These areas pro- 
vided 69 million jobs and contributed 
$7.9 trillion to the economy recently. 
These gains come from commercial and 
recreational fishing, as well as tourism 
and other forms of regulation recre- 
ation. By one estimate, restoring our 
estuary areas could create more than 
30 jobs for every $1 million invested. 

In the Pacific Northwest and across 
the country, healthy estuaries like the 
Puget Sound support fish, birds, and 
other wildlife, and sustain important 
economic and recreational activities 
like trade, fishing, tourism, and many 
other forms of outdoor recreation. 

Estuaries in the Pacific Northwest 
also serve as habitat and spawning 
areas for salmon, another critical driv- 
er for our regional economy. 

Unfortunately, human activities 
have led to a decline in the health of 
estuaries, threatening them in many 
coastal parts of the country. Popu- 
lation growth in areas abutting estu- 
aries have led to an increase in storm 
water runoff and sewage discharges, ul- 
timately polluting the waters with tox- 
ins. 

Fortunately, the National Estuary 
Program, which would be authorized by 
H.R. 944, is an important part of rem- 
edying these problems facing our Na- 
tion’s estuaries. Since 1987, the pro- 
gram has operated successfully at the 
EPA in partnership with other State 
and local entities and has fostered in- 
novative solutions to local water qual- 
ity programs. 
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Funding from the program helps cre- 
ate solutions to nurture estuaries back 
to health, like the comprehensive plan 
we have for the Puget Sound recovery. 

This bipartisan legislation that we 
have today will ensure that local orga- 
nizations across the country, in part- 
nership with the EPA, can protect and 
restore estuaries for the benefit of fu- 
ture generations. 

I support this legislation, and I urge 
my colleagues to support it as well. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker I yield such 
time as he may consume to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. LOBI- 
ONDO). 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, first, I 
would like to thank Chairman GIBBS 
and Chairman SHUSTER and Ranking 
Members DEFAZIO and NAPOLITANO for 
helping bring H.R. 944, the National Es- 
tuary Program Reauthorization, to the 
floor. 

I would also like to thank my col- 
leagues Mr. POSEY and Mr. MURPHY of 
Florida, and especially Mr. LARSEN, 
who has been great to work with on a 
number of issues. 

This version of the National Estuary 
Program Reauthorization is fiscally re- 
sponsible by reducing the authoriza- 
tion levels by $8 million while ulti- 
mately increasing the amount of 
money each estuary program will re- 
ceive. It is a very commonsense ap- 
proach that helps get the job done. 

This reauthorization will detail just 
how the EPA is to spend the authorized 
and appropriated money. 

Unlike many of the programs under 
the Clean Water Act, the National Es- 
tuary Program is a nonregulatory pro- 
gram. That was mentioned before, but 
I think it bears repeating: it is a non- 
regulatory program. 

Instead, it is designed to support col- 
laborative, voluntary efforts of Fed- 
eral, State, and local stakeholders to 
restore degraded estuaries. I think this 
is exactly the approach that will get 
results, and an approach that will en- 
courage people to be working together 
for something that really can actually 
see a very positive result with our es- 
tuaries. 

Unfortunately, the National Estuary 
Program has been losing money due to 
EPA administrative costs. By setting 
limits of 5 percent for administrative 
costs for the EPA, we can guarantee 80 
percent of the funding goes to the end 
user, the NEP, and not bureaucratic 
salaries and red tape. 
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In this year’s reauthorization, we 
have set aside 15 percent of the funding 
for a competitive award program. This 
program will seek applications meant 
to deal with urgent and challenging 
issues that threaten the ecological and 
economic well-being of coastal areas. 

By structuring how the money is 
spent and lowering authorization lev- 
els, this legislation strikes the right 
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balance of fiscal and environmental re- 
sponsibility. 

I urge all Members to support H.R. 
944. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, we have no further speakers, 
so I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
944. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I urge sup- 
port for H.R. 944, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 944. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


—— AA 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap- 
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 1 
minute p.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


—— A 
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AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. MILLER of Florida) at 6 
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m. 


--Á—— 


STRENGTHENING FISHING COMMU- 
NITIES AND INCREASING FLEXI- 
BILITY IN FISHERIES MANAGE- 
MENT ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 274 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1335. 

Will the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS) kindly take the chair. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
1335) to amend the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act to provide flexibility for fishery 
managers and stability for fishermen, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. ROD- 
NEY DAVIS of Illinois (Acting Chair) in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
amendment No. 8 printed in House Re- 
port 114-128 offered by the gentleman 


from California (Mr. 
been disposed of. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 114-128 on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mrs. DINGELL of 
Michigan. 

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. LOWENTHAL 
of California. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MRS. DINGELL 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs. DIN- 
GELL) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


HUFFMAN) had 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 155, noes 223, 
not voting 54, as follows: 

[Roll No. 264] 


AYES—155 

Adams Doggett Lowenthal 
Aguilar Duckworth Lowey 
Ashford Edwards Luján, Ben Ray 
Bass Ellison (NM) 
Beatty Engel Lynch 
Bera Eshoo Matsui 
Beyer Esty McCollum 
Blumenauer Farr McDermott 
Bonamici Fattah McGovern 
Boyle, Brendan Foster McNerney 

F. Frankel (FL) Meeks 
Brady (PA) Fudge Moulton 
Brown (FL) Gabbard Murphy (FL) 
Brownley (CA) Gallego Nadler 
Bustos Garamendi Neal 
Butterfield Graham Norcross 
Capps Grayson O’Rourke 
Capuano Grijalva Pallone 
Cardenas Hahn Pascrell 
Carney Hastings Payne 
Carson (IN) Heck (WA) Pelosi 
Cartwright Higgins Perlmutter 
Castro (TX) Himes Peters 
Chu, Judy Honda Pingree 
Cicilline Hoyer Price (NC) 
Clark (MA) Huffman Quigley 
Clarke (NY) Israel Rangel 
Clay Jeffries Rice (NY) 
Cleaver Johnson (GA) Roybal-Allard 
Cohen Johnson, E. B. Ruiz 
Connolly Keating Ruppersberger 
Conyers Kelly (IL) Ryan (OH) 
Cooper Kennedy Sanchez, Linda 
Costa Kildee T; 
Courtney Kilmer Sarbanes 
Cummings Kirkpatrick Schakowsky 
Davis (CA) Kuster Schiff 
Davis, Danny Langevin Schrader 
DeFazio Larsen (WA) Scott (VA) 
DeGette Larson (CT) Scott, David 
Delaney Lawrence Serrano 
DeLauro Lee Sewell (AL) 
DelBene Levin Sherman 
DeSaulnier Lieu, Ted Sinema 
Deutch Loebsack Sires 
Dingell Lofgren Slaughter 
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Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Titus 

Tonko 


Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 


Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 

Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 


Aderholt 
Becerra 
Bishop (GA) 
Castor (FL) 
Clyburn 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Curbelo (FL) 


Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 


NOES—223 


Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pearce 
Perry 
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Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Yarmuth 


Peterson 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


NOT VOTING—54 


Dold 

Doyle, Michael 
F. 

Duífy 

Ellmers (NC) 

Farenthold 

Fincher 

Fitzpatrick 

Gowdy 


Granger 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutiérrez 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Jackson Lee 
Jolly 

Kaptur 
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Kind Napolitano Roe (TN) 
Lewis Noem Rush 
Lipinski Nolan Sanchez, Loretta 
Lujan Grisham Nugent Shimkus 

(NM) Paulsen Takai 
Maloney, Pittenger Thompson (MS) 

Carolyn Pocan Waters, Maxine 
Maloney, Sean Poe (TX) Wilson (FL) 
Meng Polis Wilson (SC) 
Moore Richmond Yoder 

1902 
Messrs. LATTA, McKINLEY, 


PEARCE, and DIAZ-BALART changed 
their vote from “aye” to “no.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Monday, 
June 1st, 2015, | was absent during rollcall 
vote No. 264. Had | been present, | would 
have voted “yea” on the Dingell Amendment 
to H.R. 1335—Strengthening Fishing Commu- 
nities and Increasing Flexibility in Fisheries 
Management Act. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. WITTMAN 
was allowed to speak out of order.) 

SPORTSMEN’S TROPHY PRESENTATION 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Chairman, re- 
cently, the Congressional Sportsmen’s 
Caucus held its annual Member shoot- 
out, where Members get together from 
the Republican and Democrat sides and 
shoot a round of sporting clays, skeets, 
and trap. It is a friendly day where we 
get together and have some great com- 
petition. It is in the interest of the 
shooting sports and of our outdoor ef- 
forts there. And it was a great privilege 
to be there with the other Members. 

We had a record turnout this year of 
Members from both sides of the aisle. 
We are blessed that Team Republican 
will retain the shoot-out trophy this 
year but by a narrow margin, with a 
winning score of 235-227. 

It is a real honor for me to serve as 
the co-chair of the Congressional 
Sportsmen’s Foundation. I have Con- 
gressman JEFF DUNCAN of South Caro- 
lina here, who is our co-vice chairman; 
and we also have Congressman TIM 
WALZ, who is our other co-chairman. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield to 
the gentleman from the great State of 
Minnesota (Mr. WALZ), the co-chair of 
our caucus. 

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my friend, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia for yielding. 

Congratulations to the gentleman 
and his team and to everyone who par- 
ticipated. 

Congratulations to Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, who was the Repub- 
lican top gun, and to MIKE THOMPSON 
of California, who was the overall top 
gun. Congratulations to them. 

As the gentleman said, this is the 
largest bipartisan caucus in the Con- 
gress. The Congressional Sportsmen’s 
Foundation—the folks who are out 
there protecting our hunting, fishing, 
and outdoor heritage—thank you to all 
of them and to all the sponsors who 
made this possible. 


It is great day for a great cause, and 
it shows that there are many things 
that bind us together. 

So I congratulate the gentlemen, and 
we look forward to a friendly competi- 
tion again next year. 


AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. LOWENTHAL 


The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, 2-minute voting will continue. 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
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Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 


Bos 
Bou 


stany 


Brady (TX) 


Bra 


the noes prevailed by voice vote. 


The 


ment. 


Clerk will 
amendment. 
The Clerk redesignated the amend- 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 


has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 149, noes 227, 


not voting 56, as follows: 


[Roll No. 265] 


redesignate 


AYES—149 

Adams Fattah Neal 
Aguilar Foster Norcross 
Bass Frankel (FL) O’Rourke 
Beatty Fudge Pallone 
Bera Gabbard Pascrell 
Beyer Gallego Payne 
Blumenauer Garamendi Pelosi 
Bonamici Graham Peters 
Boyle, Brendan Grayson Pingree 

F. Grijalva Price (NC) 
Brady (PA) Hahn Quigley 
Brown (FL) Hastings Rangel 
Brownley (CA) Heck (WA) Rice (NY) 
Bustos Higgins Roybal-Allard 
Butterfield Himes Ruiz 
Capps Honda Ruppersberger 
Capuano Hoyer Ryan (OH) 
Cárdenas Huffman Sánchez, Linda 
Carney Israel TE 
Carson (IN) Jeffries Sarbanes 
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. Schakowsky 
Castro (TX) Keating Schiff 
Chu, Judy Kelly (IL) Schrader 
Cicilline Kennedy Scott (VA) 
Clark (MA) Kildee Scott, David 
Clarke (NY) Kilmer Serrano 
Clay Kirkpatrick Sewell (AL) 
Cleaver Kuster Sherman 
Cohen Langevin Sires 
Connolly Larsen (WA) Slaughter 
Conyers Larson (CT) Smith (WA) 
Cooper Lawrence Speier 
Courtney Lee Swalwell (CA) 
Cummings Levin Takano 
Davis (CA) Lieu, Ted Thompson (CA) 
Davis, Danny Loebsack Titus 
DeFazio Lofgren Tonko 
DeGette Lowenthal Torres 
DeLauro Lowey Tsongas 
DelBene Luján, Ben Ray Van Hollen 
DeSaulnier (NM) Vargas 
Deutch Lynch Veasey 
Dingell Matsui Vela 
Doggett McCollum Velazquez 
Duckworth McDermott Visclosky 
Edwards McGovern Walz 
Ellison McNerney Wasserman 
Engel Meeks Schultz 
Eshoo Moulton Watson Coleman 
Esty Murphy (FL) Welch 
Farr Nadler Yarmuth 


the 


Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 

Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 

Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 


Aderholt 
Becerra 
Bishop (GA) 
Castor (FL) 
Clyburn 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Curbelo (FL) 
Delaney 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farenthold 
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NOES—227 


Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 


Perry 
Peterson 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


NOT VOTING—56 


Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Gutiérrez 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Jolly 

Kaptur 

Kind 

Lewis 
Lipinski 


Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 

Maloney, 
Carolyn 

Maloney, Sean 

Meng 

Moore 

Napolitano 

Noem 

Nolan 

Nugent 

Paulsen 

Pittenger 

Pocan 

Poe (TX) 

Polis 
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Richmond Shimkus Wilson (FL) 
Roe (TN) Takai Wilson (SC) 
Rush Thompson (MS) Yoder 


Sanchez, Loretta Waters, Maxine 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, on Monday, 
June 1st, 2015, | was absent during rollcall 
vote No. 265. Had | been present, | would 
have voted “yea” on the Lowenthal Amend- 
ment to H.R. 1335—Strengthening Fishing 
Communities and Increasing Flexibility in Fish- 
eries Management Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, 
Acting Chair of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
1335) to amend the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management 
Act to provide flexibility for fishery 
managers and stability for fishermen, 
and for other purposes, and, pursuant 
to House Resolution 274, he reported 
the bill back to the House with an 
amendment adopted in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
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MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois). Is the gen- 
tleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. PETERS. I am opposed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Peters moves to recommit the bill H.R. 
1335 to the Committee on Natural Resources 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House forthwith with the following 
amendment: 

Add at the end the following: 
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SEC. . PROTECTING FISHING COMMUNITIES 


FROM TOXIC POLLUTION. 

In the aftermath of an oil or hazardous ma- 
terials spill none of the amendments to fish- 
ery conservation requirements made by sec- 
tions 4, 5, 7, 10, 13, and 15 of this Act shall 
apply to any fishery impacted by such spill 
until— 

(1) the relevant Regional Fishery Manage- 
ment Council has fully assessed the impacts 
of the spill to stocks of fish, fishing commu- 
nities, and the marine environment; 

(2) the polluter has paid for any cleanup or 
removal of pollution related to the spill in 
the marine environment that impacts a fish- 
ery, restored such fisheries to limit the long- 
term impact on stocks of fish, and provided 
compensation for the economic and job loss 
to the United States fishing industry and 
communities; and 

(3) the polluter has paid for testing of fish 
to ensure that consumers are protected from 
toxins that have entered the food chain, and 
for testing of water quality to help fisher- 
men avoid areas of pollution and find the 
safest areas to fish. 

Mr. PETERS (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from California is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the final amendment to the bill, which 
will not kill the bill or send it back to 
committee. If adopted, the bill will 
proceed immediately to final passage, 
as amended. 

Mr. Speaker, preserving our beaches 
and bays and our coastal communities 
for future generations has to be a bi- 
partisan endeavor. Congress passed 
landmark fisheries legislation in 1976 
and reauthorized it in 1996 and 2006 
with broad support from both parties. 

Unfortunately, today’s bill is a par- 
tisan one that will undermine our four- 
decade history of responsible and suc- 
cessful fisheries management. It cre- 
ates loopholes and lessens trans- 
parency and accountability, which can 
only harm our coastal communities. 

My amendment today is simple: give 
communities and regional experts at 
fishery management councils input, 
and increase the ability of local agen- 
cies to hold polluters more accountable 
after a spill. 

Just a few weeks ago, on the Cali- 
fornia coast north of Santa Barbara, a 
pipeline ruptured beneath a coastal 
cliff, spilling 105,000 gallons of crude oil 
onto the beach and tidelands and into 
the Pacific Ocean. Despite rapid clean- 
up efforts from environmental officials 
and volunteers from across the State, 
the leak killed abundant marine life, 
including lobsters, seals, kelp bass, and 
local fish populations. It also forced 
the closure of local State beaches dur- 
ing the Memorial Day weekend, depriv- 
ing local businesses of revenue from 
visitors coming to enjoy the scenic 
California coast. 
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Now, the short-term harm has been 
evident, but the long-term damage to 
the marine life, coastal ecosystems, 
and biodiversity, including fisheries 
and food stocks that are part of the re- 
gion’s economy, that damage won’t be 
known for some time. 

What is clear is that coastal commu- 
nities deal with the harm from a spill 
long after the initial cleanup ends, and 
they deserve greater oversight over 
those who caused the damage. 

My amendment addresses this issue 
in three ways: first, it directs the re- 
gional fishery management council to 
conduct a full environmental assess- 
ment of the spill; second, it requires 
the responsible party to pay for any 
pollution cleanup and restoration of 
the harmed fishers, and to provide 
compensation for economic and job 
losses due to the spill; and third, it pro- 
tects public safety and food quality by 
requiring that polluters pay for testing 
of toxins in fish and in local waters to 
help fishermen determine the safest 
areas for fishing. 

These provisions are necessary be- 
cause, as we have seen from past clean- 
ups, the long-term direct and indirect 
environmental damage is not always 
immediately apparent, particularly on 
fish and wildlife populations and ma- 
rine biodiversity. This is our experi- 
ence. 

For example, despite massive cleanup 
efforts following the infamous Exxon 
Valdez oil spill in 1989, a 2007 study 
conducted by NOAA found that 26,000 
gallons of oil from the Exxon Valdez 
were still trapped in the sand along the 
shoreline of Alaska. Those thousands 
of gallons of oil that remain decades 
later continue to damage fragile ma- 
rine ecosystems and wildlife habitat 
and breeding grounds. 

That 1989 spill caused more than $300 
million in economic harm to more than 
32,000 Alaskans whose livelihoods de- 
pended on commercial fishing in that 
region. And in Santa Barbara, where 
last month's spill occurred, tourism, 
both on- and offshore, are central to 
the regional economy and will un- 
doubtedly be harmed by this pollution. 

Mr. Speaker, I represent San Diego, 
California, where the marine industry, 
the maritime industry, and our large 
natural harbor are key to the region’s 
tourism economy which supports 
158,000 local jobs and $18.3 billion in 
economic impact. A spill like this 
could devastate our local economy and 
irreparably harm our delicate eco- 
system. 

It is imperative that Congress hold 
responsible parties accountable in the 
case of a destructive oil spill. We 
should all agree that supporting coast- 
al communities and the businesses that 
depend on rivers, bays, lakes, beaches, 
and oceans deserve support and 
shouldn’t be forced to pay for the mis- 
takes of polluters. 
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Join me in supporting our local 
economies, protecting our coastal envi- 
ronments, ensuring public safety for 
consumers, and setting a higher stand- 
ard for accountability. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote for this motion to recommit, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in opposition to the motion to re- 
commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, on 
the policy level, this stuff is already 
covered in the Oil Pollution Act, the 
Superfund covers it, and if you are 
really serious about doing this, lines 8 
and 9 would be changed to “NOAA,” as 
they are in the current statute. They 
have the expertise and the money to 
actually accomplish it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if I could say to all 
of you, with apologies to those who 
have been sending emails and dear col- 
leagues around here, this amendment, 
you should simply throw it back. It is 
not a keeper. This is simply a fish 
story that is based on a big whopper. 
This amendment would actually take 
the bill, and it would gut it, clean it, 
and filet it. So, please, do not fall for 
this hook, line, and sinker. 

I am not fishing for compliments 
here. But we have been floundering to 
find a solution for a long time, and 
that is why the underlying bill has a 
boatload of support for it. 

I realize this is as good as it gets. I 
am okay, but those involved in the 
fishing community recognize that the 
status quo is not working as it was in- 
tended to work and needs to be fixed in 
some particular way. That is why, on 
the underlying bill, the commercial in- 
dustry, the fishing industry, and the 
recreationists already are in support 
and have publicly said that. That is the 
first time all three groups have actu- 
ally gotten together on this particular 
bill. 

They realize there needs to be change 
in the status quo. They realize there 
needs to be transparency, which the 
underlying bill gives and is not there in 
the status quo. They realize that the 
science that has been used under the 
status quo is crappy and that this man- 
dates multiple sources, better sources 
being used to make these final deci- 
sions. 

So, just for the halibut—and I had 
one for ‘‘bass,’’ but I have already 
censored it myself—vote “no” on the 
amendment and support the underlying 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 
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Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on the motion to recom- 
mit will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
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on passage of the bill, if ordered. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 155, nays 


233, not voting 54, as follows: 


[Roll No. 266] 


YEAS—155 

Adams Fattah Norcross 
Aguilar Foster O’Rourke 
Ashford Frankel (FL) Pallone 
Bass Fudge Pascrell 
Beatty Gabbard Payne 
Bera Gallego Pelosi 
Beyer Garamendi Perlmutter 
Blumenauer Graham Peters 
Bonamici Grayson Peterson 
Boyle, Brendan Grijalva Pingree 

F. Hahn Price (NC) 
Brady (PA) Hastings Quigley 
Brown (FL) Heck (WA) Rangel 
Brownley (CA) Higgins Rice (NY) 
Bustos Himes Roybal-Allard 
Butterfield Honda Ruiz 
Capps Hoyer Ruppersberger 
Capuano Huffman Ryan (OH) 
Cardenas Israel Sanchez, Linda 
Carney Jeffries Ty 
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) Sarbanes 
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. Schakowsky 
Castro (TX) Keating Schiff 
Chu, Judy Kelly (IL) Schrader 
Cicilline Kennedy Scott (VA) 
Clark (MA) Kildee Scott, David 
Clarke (NY) Kilmer Serrano 
Clay Kirkpatrick Sewell (AL) 
Cleaver Kuster Sherman 
Cohen Langevin Sinema 
Connolly Larsen (WA) Sires 
Conyers Larson (CT) Slaughter 
Cooper Lawrence Smith (WA) 
Costa Lee Speier 
Courtney Levin Swalwell (CA) 
Cummings Lieu, Ted Takano 
Davis (CA) Loebsack Thompson (CA) 
Davis, Danny Lofgren Titus 
DeFazio Lowenthal Tonko 
DeGette Lowey Torres 
DeLauro Lujan, Ben Ray Tsongas 
DelBene (NM) Van Hollen 
DeSaulnier Lynch Vargas 
Deutch Matsui Veasey 
Dingell McCollum Vela 
Doggett McDermott Velazquez 
Duckworth McGovern Visclosky 
Edwards McNerney Walz 
Ellison Meeks Wasserman 
Engel Moulton Schultz 
Eshoo Murphy (FL) Watson Coleman 
Esty Nadler Welch 
Farr Neal Yarmuth 

NAYS—223 

Abraham Buck Dent 
Allen Bucshon DeSantis 
Amash Burgess DesJarlais 
Amodei Byrne Diaz-Balart 
Babin Calvert Donovan 
Barletta Carter (GA) Duncan (SC) 
Barr Carter (TX) Duncan (TN) 
Barton Chabot Emmer (MN) 
Benishek Chaffetz Fleischmann 
Bilirakis Clawson (FL) Fleming 
Bishop (MI) Coffman Flores 
Bishop (UT) Cole Forbes 
Black Collins (GA) Fortenberry 
Blackburn Collins (NY) Foxx 
Blum Comstock Franks (AZ) 
Bost Conaway Frelinghuysen 
Boustany Cook Garrett 
Brady (TX) Costello (PA) Gibbs 
Brat Cramer Gibson 
Bridenstine Crenshaw Gohmert 
Brooks (AL) Culberson Goodlatte 
Brooks (IN) Davis, Rodney Gosar 
Buchanan Denham Graves (GA) 


Graves (LA) Marchant Rouzer 
Graves (MO) Marino Royce 
Griffith Massie Russell 
Grothman McCarthy Ryan (WD 
Guinta McCaul Salmon 
Guthrie McClintock Sanford 
Hanna McHenry Scalise 
Hardy McKinley Schweikert 
Harper McMorris Scott, Austin 
Harris Rodgers Sensenbrenner 
Hartzler McSally Sessions 
Heck (NV) Meadows Shuster 
Hensarling Meehan Simpson 
Herrera Beutler Messer : 
Hice, Jody B. Mica ses NE. 
Hill Miller (FL) Smith (NJ) 
Holding Miller (MI) Smith (TX) 
Hudson Moolenaar Stefanik 
Huelskamp Mooney (WV) Stewart 
Huizenga (MI) Mullin Stivers 
Hultgren Mulvaney 
Hunter Murphy (PA) Stutzman 
Hurd (TX) Neugebauer Thompson (PA) 
Hurt (VA) Newhouse Thornberry 
Issa Nunes Tiberi 
Jenkins (KS) Olson Tipton 
Jenkins (WV) Palazzo Trott 
Johnson (OH) Palmer Turner 
Johnson, Sam Pearce Upton 
Jones Perry Valadao 
Jordan Pitts Wagner 
Joyce Poliquin Walberg 
Katko Pompeo Walden 
Kelly (PA) Posey Walker . 
King (IA) Price, Tom Walorski S 
King (NY) Ratcliffe Walters, Mimi 
Kinzinger (IL) Reed Weber (TX) 
Kline Reichert Webster (FL) 
Knight Renacci Wenstrup 
Labrador Ribble Westerman 
LaMalfa Rice (SC) Westmoreland 
Lamborn Rigell bb aie 
Lance Roby 1lliams 
Latta Rogers (AL) Wittman 
LoBiondo Rogers (KY) Womack 
Long Rohrabacher Woodall 
Loudermilk Rokita Yoho 
Love Rooney (FL) Young (AK) 
Lucas Ros-Lehtinen Young (IA) 
Luetkemeyer Roskam Young (IN) 
Lummis Ross Zeldin 
MacArthur Rothfus Zinke 
NOT VOTING—54 

Aderholt Granger Noem 
Becerra Green, Al Nolan 
Bishop (GA) Green, Gene Nugent 
Castor (FL) Gutierrez Paulsen 
Clyburn Hinojosa Pittenger 
Crawford Jackson Lee Pocan 
Crowley Jolly Poe (TX) 
Cuellar Kaptur Polis 
Curbelo (FL) Kind Richmond 
Delaney Lewis Roe (TN) 
Dold Lipinski Rush 
Doyle, Michael Lujan Grisham Sanchez, Loretta 

F. (NM) Shimkus 
Duffy Maloney, Takai 
Ellmers (NC) Carolyn Thompson (MS) 
Farenthold Maloney, Sean Waters, Maxine 
Fincher Meng Wilson (FL) 
Fitzpatrick Moore Wilson (SC) 
Gowdy Napolitano Yoder 
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So the motion to recommit was re- 


jected. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


Stated for: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on Mon- 
day, June 1st, 2015, | was absent during roll- 
call vote No. 266. Had | been present, | would 
have voted “yea” on the Democratic Motion to 
Recommit H.R. 1335—Strengthening Fishing 
Communities and Increasing Flexibility in Fish- 
eries Management Act. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 264, 
265, 266, | was unavoidably detained by 
American Airlines on the tarmac at Ronald 
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Reagan National Airport in Washington, D.C. 
Had | been present, | would have voted "nay” 
on all three rollcall votes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 


Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 225, noes 152, 
not voting 55, as follows: 


[Roll No. 267] 


AYES—225 
Abraham Graves (MO) Mooney (WV) 
Allen Griffith Moulton 
Amash Grothman Mullin 
Amodei Guinta Mulvaney 
Babin Guthrie Murphy (PA) 
Barletta Hardy Neugebauer 
Barr Harper Newhouse 
Barton Harris Nunes 
Benishek Hartzler Olson 
Bilirakis Heck (NV) Palazzo 
Bishop (MI) Hensarling Palmer 
Bishop (UT) Herrera Beutler Pearce 
Black Hice, Jody B. Perry 
Blackburn Hill Peterson 
Blum Holding Pitts 
Bos Hudson Poliquin 
Boustany Huelskamp Pompeo 
Brady (TX) Huizenga (MI) Posey 
Bra Hultgren Price, Tom 
Bridenstine Hunter Ratcliffe 
Brooks (AL) Hurd (TX) Reed 
Brooks (IN) Hurt (VA) Reichert 
Buchanan Issa Renacci 
Buck Jenkins (KS) Ribble 
Bucshon Jenkins (WV) Rice (SC) 
Burgess Johnson (OH) Rigell 
Byrne Johnson, Sam Roby 
Calvert Jones Rogers (AL) 
Carter (GA) Jordan Rogers (KY) 
Carter (TX) Joyce Rohrabacher 
Chabot Katko Rokita 
Chaffetz Keating Rooney (FL) 
Clawson (FL) Kelly (PA) Ros-Lehtinen 
Coffman King (IA) Roskam 
Cole King (NY) Ross 
Collins (GA) Kinzinger (IL) Rothfus 
Collins (NY) Kline Rouzer 
Comstock Knight Royce 
Conaway Labrador Russell 
Cook LaMalfa Ryan (WI) 
Costello (PA) Lamborn Salmon 
Courtney Lance Sanford 
Cramer Latta Scalise 
Crenshaw LoBiondo Schweikert 
Culberson Long Scott, Austin 
Davis, Rodney Loudermilk Sensenbrenner 
Denham Love Sessions 
Dent Lucas Shuster 
DeSantis Luetkemeyer Simpson 
DesJarlais Lummis Smith (MO) 
Diaz-Balart Lynch Smith (NE) 
Donovan MacArthur Smith (NJ) 
Duncan (SC) Marchant Smith (TX) 
Duncan (TN) Marino Stefanik 
Emmer (MN) Massie Stewart 
Fleischmann McCarthy Stivers 
Fleming McCaul Stutzman 
Flores McClintock Thompson (PA) 
Forbes McHenry Thornberry 
Fortenberry McKinley Tiberi 
Foxx McMorris Tipton 
Franks (AZ) Rodgers Trott 
Frelinghuysen McSally Turner 
Garrett Meadows Upton 
Gibbs Meehan Valadao 
Gohmert Messer Wagner 
Goodlatte Mica Walberg 
Gosar Miller (FL) Walden 
Graves (GA) Miller (MI) Walker 
Graves (LA) Moolenaar Walorski 


Walters, Mimi 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 


Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 


Aderholt 
Becerra 
Bishop (GA) 
Castor (FL) 
Clyburn 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Curbelo (FL) 
Delaney 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duífy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Gowdy 
Granger 


Williams 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 


NOES—152 


Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lieu, Ted 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
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Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rice (NY) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T; 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Welch 
Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—55 


Green, Al 

Green, Gene 

Gutiérrez 

Hinojosa 

Jackson Lee 

Jolly 

Kaptur 

Kind 

Lewis 

Lipinski 

Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 

Maloney, 
Carolyn 

Maloney, Sean 

Meng 

Moore 

Napolitano 

Noem 

Nolan 


1941 


So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 


the table. 


Stated for: 
Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 267, 
| was unavoidably detained due to weather. 
Had | been present, | would have voted “aye.” 


Nugent 
Paulsen 
Pittenger 
Pocan 

Poe (TX) 

Polis 

Rangel 
Richmond 

Roe (TN) 

Rush 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Shimkus 

Takai 
Thompson (MS) 
Waters, Maxine 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Yoder 


7997 


Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
267 on passage of the Strengthening Fishing 
Communities and Increasing Flexibility in Fish- 
eries Management Act (H.R. 1335), | am not 
recorded because of prior commitments in my 
Congressional District. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “aye.” 

Stated against: 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on Mon- 
day, June 1st, 2015, | was absent during roll- 
call vote No. 267. Had | been present, | would 
have voted “nay” on the final passage of H.R. 
1335—Strengthening Fishing Communities 
and Increasing Flexibility in Fisheries Manage- 
ment Act. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
today | missed the following votes: Dingell 
Amendment. Had | been present, | would have 
voted “yes” on this bill; Lowenthal Amend- 
ment. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“yes” on this bill; Democratic Motion to Re- 
commit H.R. 1335. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “yes” on this bill; Final Pas- 
sage of H.R. 1335. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “no” on this bill. 


——— 
AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN- 
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 1335, 
STRENGTHENING FISHING COM- 
MUNITIES AND INCREASING 


FLEXIBILITY IN FISHERIES MAN- 
AGEMENT ACT 


Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Clerk 
be authorized to make technical cor- 
rections in the engrossment of H.R. 
1335, to correct section numbers, punc- 
tuation, and cross-references, and to 
make such other technical and con- 
forming changes as may be necessary 
to accurately reflect the actions of the 
House, including in section 15 (page 35, 
beginning on line 10), striking ‘‘The 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conserva- 
tion and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 
1801 et seq.)” and inserting “The Act”. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 


—_ 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2577, TRANSPORTATION, 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP- 
MENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2016, AND 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 


OF H.R. 2578, COMMERCE, JUS- 
TICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2016 


Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114-135) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 287) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2577) making appropria- 
tions for the Departments of Transpor- 
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment, and related agencies for the 
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fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 
and for other purposes, and providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2578) 
making appropriations for the Depart- 
ments of Commerce and Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 
and for other purposes, which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar and or- 
dered to be printed. 


re 


AUTHORIZING THE USE OF EMAN- 
CIPATION HALL IN THE CAPITOL 
VISITOR CENTER FOR A CERE- 
MONY TO COMMEMORATE THE 
50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
VIETNAM WAR 


Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on House Administration be dis- 
charged from further consideration of 
House Concurrent Resolution 48, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con- 
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
STEFANIK). Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. Con. RES. 48 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 

Senate concurring), 


SECTION 1. USE OF EMANCIPATION HALL FOR 
CEREMONY TO COMMEMORATE 50TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE VIETNAM 
WAR. 


(a) AUTHORIZATION.—Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center is authorized to be 
used on July 8, 2015, for a ceremony to com- 
memorate the 50th anniversary of the Viet- 
nam War. 

(b) PREPARATIONS.—Physical preparations 
for the conduct of the ceremony described in 
subsection (a) shall be carried out in accord- 
ance with such conditions as may be pre- 
scribed by the Architect of the Capitol. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
1945 


REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2036 


Mr. POSEY. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that Congressman 
BROOKS from Alabama be removed as a 
cosponsor of H.R. 2036. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 


———— 


GIRLS COUNT ACT OF 2015 
Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 802) to authorize the Secretary 
of State and the Administrator of the 
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United States Agency for International 
Development to provide assistance to 
support the rights of women and girls 
in developing countries, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 802 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “Girls Count 
Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) According to the United States Census 
Bureau's 2013 international figures, 1 person 
in 12, or close to 900,000,000 people, is a girl or 
young woman age 10 through 24. 

(2) The Census Bureau’s data also illus- 
trates that young people are the fastest 
growing segment of the population in devel- 
oping countries. 

(3) Even though most countries do have 
birth registration laws, four out of ten ba- 
bies born in 2012 were not registered world- 
wide. Moreover, an estimated 36 percent of 
children under the age of five worldwide 
(about 230,000,000 children) do not possess a 
birth certificate. 

(4) A nationally recognized proof of birth 
system is important to determining a child's 
citizenship, nationality, place of birth, par- 
entage, and age. Without such a system, a 
passport, driver’s license, or other identifica- 
tion card is difficult to obtain. The lack of 
such documentation can prevent girls and 
women from officially participating in and 
benefitting from the formal economic, legal, 
and political sectors in their countries. 

(5) The lack of birth registration among 
girls worldwide is particularly concerning as 
it can exacerbate the disproportionate vul- 
nerability of women to trafficking, child 
marriage, and lack of access to health and 
education services. 

(6) A lack of birth registration among 
women and girls can also aggravate what, in 
many places, amounts to an already reduced 
ability to seek employment, participate in 
civil society, or purchase or inherit land and 
other assets. 

(7) Girls undertake much of the domestic 
labor needed for poor families to survive: 
carrying water, harvesting crops, tending 
livestock, caring for younger children, and 
doing chores. 

(8) Accurate assessments of access to edu- 
cation, poverty levels, and overall census ac- 
tivities are hampered by the lack of official 
information on women and girls. Without 
this rudimentary information, assessments 
of foreign assistance and domestic social 
welfare programs are difficult to gauge. 

(9) To help ensure that women and girls are 
considered in United States foreien assist- 
ance policies and programs, that their needs 
are addressed in the design, implementation, 
and evaluation of foreign assistance pro- 
grams, and that women and girls have the 
opportunity to succeed, it is important that 
girls be counted and have access to birth cer- 
tificates and other official documentation. 
SEC. 3. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States to— 

(1) encourage countries to support the rule 
of law and ensure girls and boys of all ages 
are able to fully participate in society, in- 
cluding by providing birth certifications and 
other official documentation; 

(2) enhance training and capacity-building 
in key developing countries, local non- 
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governmental organizations, and other civil 
society organizations, including faith-based 
organizations and organizations representing 
children and families in the design, imple- 
mentation, and monitoring of programs 
under this Act, to effectively address the 
needs of birth registries in countries where 
girls are systematically undercounted; and 

(3) incorporate into the design, implemen- 
tation, and evaluation of policies and pro- 
grams measures to evaluate the impact that 
such policies and programs have on girls. 
SEC. 4. UNITED STATES ASSISTANCE TO SUP- 

PORT COUNTING OF GIRLS IN THE 
DEVELOPING WORLD. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary and the 
Administrator are authorized to prioritize 
and advance ongoing efforts to— 

(1) support programs that will contribute 
to improved and sustainable Civil Registra- 
tion and Vital Statistics Systems (CRVS) 
with a focus on birth registration; 

(2) support programs that build the capac- 
ity of developing countries’ national and 
local legal and policy frameworks to prevent 
discrimination against girls in gaining ac- 
cess to birth certificates, particularly where 
this may help prevent exploitation, violence, 
and other abuse; and 

(3) support programs and key ministries, 
including, interior, youth, and education 
ministries, to help increase property rights, 
social security, home ownership, land tenure 
security, inheritance rights, access to edu- 
cation, and economic and entrepreneurial 
opportunities, particularly for women and 
girls. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH MULTILATERAL OR- 
GANIZATIONS.—The Secretary and the Admin- 
istrator are authorized to coordinate with 
the World Bank, relevant United Nations 
agencies and programs, and other relevant 
organizations to encourage and work with 
countries to enact, implement, and enforce 
laws that specifically collect data on girls 
and establish registration programs to en- 
sure girls are appropriately counted and 
have the opportunity to be active partici- 
pants in the social, legal, and political sec- 
tors of society in their countries. 

(c) COORDINATION WITH PRIVATE SECTOR 
AND CIVIL SOCIETY ORGANIZATIONS.—The Sec- 
retary and the Administrator are authorized 
to work with the United States, inter- 
national, and local private sector and civil 
society organizations to advocate for the 
registration and documentation of all girls 
and boys in developing countries, in order to 
help prevent exploitation, violence, and 
other abuses and to help provide economic 
and social opportunities. 

SEC. 5. REPORT. 

The Secretary and the Administrator shall 
include in relevant evaluations and reports 
to Congress the following information: 

(1) To the extent practicable, a breakdown 
of United States foreign assistance bene- 
ficiaries by age, gender, marital status, loca- 
tion, and school enrollment status. 

(2) A description, as appropriate, of how 
United States foreign assistance benefits 
girls. 

(3) Specific information, as appropriate, on 
programs that address the particular needs 
of girls. 

SEC. 6. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis- 
trator” means the Administrator of the 
United States Agency for International De- 
velopment. 

(2) FOREIGN ASSISTANCE.—The term ‘‘for- 
eign assistance” has the meaning given the 
term in section 634(b) of the Foreign Assist- 
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2394(b)). 
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(3) SECRETARY.—The term 
means the Secretary of State. 
SEC. 7. SUNSET. 

This Act shall expire on the date that is 
five years after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) and the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ENGEL) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 


“Secretary” 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in- 
clude extraneous material on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I rise today in support of S. 802, the 
Girls Count Act of 2015. It is identical 
to H.R. 2100, the House version of the 
bill, which my staff has worked on for 
3 years now. 

I want to thank Senator MARCO 
RUBIO and his staff for moving this bill 
through the Senate so we can soon get 
this important piece of legislation to 
the President’s desk. 

Madam Speaker, the Girls Count Act 
of 2015 is an important measure be- 
cause what many people don’t realize is 
that approximately 51 million children 
around the world are not registered at 
their births. That is one-third of all 
children under the age of 5 worldwide. 

What does this mean? It means that 
these children lack a birth certificate, 
preventing them, oftentimes, from hav- 
ing access to fundamental rights which 
we here in the United States take for 
granted. It means they have no proof of 
their ages, parentage, or even of their 
citizenship. They are essentially non- 
people, oftentimes, in the eyes of the 
law. 

For girls in particular, the lack of a 
birth registration certificate increases 
their vulnerability to trafficking and 
exploitation. These girls grow up fac- 
ing high barriers to work, education, 
and political participation. Tragically, 
too often, these girls are treated in 
their own countries as if they really 
don’t exist, as if they really don’t 
count at all. 

All of this is happening in places 
where we need women and girls to ac- 
tively shape their countries’ futures 
because, indeed, women serve as the 
backbone of stable, healthy societies 
all around the world. They are bread- 
winners and caregivers and peace- 
makers and the educators of the next 
generation. 

For these reasons, I introduced and 
authored the Girls Count Act to direct 
the Department of State and the U.S. 
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Agency for International Development 
to support efforts aimed at improving 
birth registry-birth certificate pro- 
grams in developing countries and oth- 
ers. 

This step, which actually seems quite 
simple, will ensure that every child 
gets access to voting rights, land ten- 
ure rights, health services, and an edu- 
cation. Critically, Girls Count author- 
izes the State Department and USAID 
to support programs to protect girls’ 
legal rights, particularly economic and 
property rights, and to build legal and 
policy frameworks to prevent discrimi- 
nation against women and girls. 

Your support of the Girls Count Act 
of 2015—those who have supported this 
legislation—will not only help to pre- 
vent human and sex trafficking in de- 
veloping countries by aiding in identi- 
fying displaced persons and inter- 
national adoption cases, but it will 
give girls and women around the world 
access to the fundamental rights that 
they so rightly deserve. 

I want to thank Congresswoman 
McCOLLUM and Congressmen SMITH and 
SHERMAN for their support in intro- 
ducing this legislation in the House, as 
well as to thank the 44 other bipartisan 
Members—this is a Republican and a 
Democratic bill—who have given their 
support. 

I also want to thank my colleagues 
in the Senate, especially Senator 
MARCO RUBIO, for backing this legisla- 
tion. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise in strong support of S. 802, the 
Girls Count Act of 2015. 

I want to thank Representatives 
CHABOT and MCCOLLUM for introducing 
the House companion to this bill. 

Madam Speaker, around the world, 
over a third of children under the age 
of 5 have no registration of their 
births. Most of these children are girls. 

I remember my grandmother—my 
mother’s mother—who came to this 
country before World War I from East- 
ern Europe. She didn’t have a certifi- 
cate and didn’t really know for sure 
what year she was born or what time 
she was born. 

She knew it was December—she 
thought it was December—but she 
didn’t have it, I remember. Here we are 
now, many, many years later, and we 
have the same problem in many areas 
around the world. 

Not existing on paper can shatter a 
person's life. With official documenta- 
tion comes certain protections, and 
without those protections a person be- 
comes an easy target for child labor, 
human trafficking, and child marriage. 
Down the line, many of these children 
will be unable to inherit land or 
money, to start a business, or even to 
open a bank account. 

This sort of marginalization often 
hits women the hardest. Unregistered 
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women are more likely to be confined 
to their homes and to be invisible to 
the outside world. They enjoy only lim- 
ited choices and opportunities, and 
their marginalization drags down the 
prosperity of their communities. 

Birth registration has most recently 
become an acute problem in Syria. The 
ongoing civil war has caused countless 
internally displaced and refugee chil- 
dren to go unregistered. As a result, 
these children face a high risk of enter- 
ing into early or illegal marriages, of 
being sex trafficked, of being forced 
into child labor, or of being recruited 
by terrorist groups. 

S. 802 will ramp up efforts to get 
more children registered around the 
world. It authorizes the State Depart- 
ment and USAID to work with local 
governments to ensure equal access to 
registration programs. It uses existing 
funding to more effectively address 
this increasingly serious problem. 

This bill would complement the work 
of organizations around the world en- 
gaged in the important work of pro- 
tecting vulnerable children, and it 
would put pressure on other govern- 
ments to act. 

While improving birth registration 
systems helps the most vulnerable pop- 
ulations, it has positive ripple effects 
across a society. Governments with 
better records can provide better serv- 
ices, tailor more effective policies, and 
bring more people into full participa- 
tion in their economies. This basic 
practice can help make entire coun- 
tries stronger. 

Getting children registered at birth 
helps get them off to a good start, and 
this bill will help make that happen. 
Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues 
to support this important legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, it is 
now my great pleasure to yield 2 min- 
utes to the gentlewoman from Min- 
nesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM), one of the co- 
authors of this bill and someone who 
has worked endlessly to make sure this 
bill passes. 

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Speaker, 
today, I rise to support the Girls Count 
Act. 

I want to thank Mr. CHABOT and his 
staff for working alongside my office 
on this important bill. I want to thank 
Mr. ROYCE and, of course, Mr. ENGEL 
for their support in moving this bill 
forward. 

Madam Speaker, we can all agree 
that every child deserves to have his 
birth, name, and identity recognized by 
his government. Every child deserves 
access to an education and to health 
services. Without a recognized iden- 
tity, that is just not possible. Unfortu- 
nately, UNICEF estimates that 230 mil- 
lion children under the age of 5—and 
that is mostly girls—do not have birth 
certificates. 
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Without this piece of paper, they are 
effectively invisible to their govern- 
ments, invisible to the world. These in- 
visible girls are likely not to be able to 
attend school or to access the needed 
health services. It would be difficult, if 
not impossible, for a girl to inherit, to 
vote, or to simply be a full and active 
member of her community. 

This girl would be at high risk of 
being confined to her home, of being 
forced into early marriage, or of being 
sold into human trafficking. Without a 
birth certificate, she will likely face a 
bleak future. None of us would want 
this for her. 

The Girls Count Act is exactly what 
the title says; it helps ensure that all 
girls and boys are counted by their 
governments. The bill helps support 
the efforts of the Secretary of State 
and the Administrator of USAID to 
work with international organizations 
and NGOs to improve birth registration 
for all children. Every child deserves to 
have his birth recognized, and it de- 
serves to be recognized by his govern- 
ment. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I re- 
serve the balance of my time and my 
right to close. 

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 

Once again, let me say that getting 
children registered at birth helps get 
them off to a good start. This bill en- 
courages governments to enact laws 
and policies that give all children, in- 
cluding girls, a chance at being full 
participants in society. I strongly sup- 
port this bill, and I urge my colleagues 
to do so as well. 

I want to again compliment Ms. 
McCoLLuM and Mr. CHABOT for their 
hard work on this very important piece 
of legislation. This should be a unani- 
mous “yes.” I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

I would like to thank Congress- 
woman MCCOLLUM and also the ranking 
member, Mr. ENGEL, for their leader- 
ship on this issue. Both of them have 
been very important parts of seeing 
this through the House. It went 
through the other body recently as 
well, so it is working its way to the 
President’s desk, and we are very en- 
couraged by that. 

Madam Speaker, many of us are 
deeply concerned by the appalling acts 
of injustice that are committed against 
women and girls around the world on a 
daily basis. The headlines are, often- 
times, hard to believe—acid attacks in 
Iran, death at the hands of a savage 
mob in Afghanistan, the kidnapping of 
schoolgirls in Nigeria—yet the dis- 
enfranchisement of women and girls 
around the world is not just an human- 
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itarian issue; it is a development issue, 
and it is a security issue as well. 

How can a nation thrive when half of 
its citizens are oftentimes denied their 
most basic human rights? The Girls 
Count Act—this act, the one that we 
are talking about this evening—recog- 
nizes the suffering and aims to em- 
power those who have been cast into 
the shadows of their societies. 

Birth registration is one of the first 
steps in the fight to preserve an indi- 
vidual’s basic rights under the law in 
that particular country. It is also a 
critical means to ensuring the full par- 
ticipation of women and girls in their 
communities. Whether it is voting or 
owning property or employment or 
health care or a whole range of things. 
Let’s help girls count. 

Agai2n, I want to thank the House 
for supporting the passage of this 
measure. This will be the second year 
now—2 years in a row—that this House, 
I believe, will support it, and I encour- 
age all of my colleagues to support it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Madam Speaker, as we 
pass the bipartisan Girls Count Act of 2015, 
Pd like to emphasize the importance of ad- 
vancing women’s rights around the world. In 
2015, it is completely unacceptable that 
women still do not possess the same rights as 
men. 

My grandmother raised her family and put 
food on the table to ensure that her children 
and grandchildren received the education and 
care they deserved. | am incredibly proud of 
my grandmother and all women like her who 
are the rocks of their families. | am fighting for 
women’s rights because it is each generation's 
obligation’s to ensure that the next generation 
is better off than the previous. | fight for my 
daughter and granddaughter, who | hope will 
one day live in a world where there is true 
gender equality. 

In a time where women should be equal to 
men, there are unspeakable atrocities being 
committed all over the world. For example, 
Boko Haram kidnapped over 300 school girls, 
drawing the ire of global activists. By passing 
this legislation, we will become leaders in the 
worldwide fight against misogyny. This bill re- 
quires countries around the world to develop 
civil registration and statistical programs to 
better trace women’s information. In addition, 
it prevents governments from discriminating 
against women, while creating a policy frame- 
work to improve access to economic and 
property ownership. | sincerely hope that gov- 
ernments draft strong legislation that changes 
the current policy. 

| am grateful that our chamber has taken 
this important step to ensure that countries 
around the world recognize the need to im- 
prove women’s access to basic rights. | want 
to thank my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle for supporting women’s rights. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam Speaker, 
| would like to begin by thanking my good 
friend and colleague Congressman STEVE 
CHABOT for his leadership and hard work in 
shepherding the Girls Count Act as it makes 
its way to the President’s desk. It is important 
legislation that will make an impact in the lives 
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of so many girls and young women around the 
world. 

Like last year, | am an original co-sponsor 
of the House version of the Girls Count Act, 
and | think that the version introduced in both 
Houses this Congress is even better than the 
one that the House passed last year, as it ex- 
plicitly recognizes the great work that so many 
faith-based organizations do around the globe. 

There is a need for the legislation, because 
in too many parts of the world, girls are dis- 
criminated against simply for being a girl. In- 
deed, this disregard for the value of the girl 
child often begins in the womb, in countries 
such as India and China, where we see the 
horrific practice of sex-selective abortion. This 
cruel practice in turn has led to a gender im- 
balance which has fed other crimes against 
women, such as sex trafficking, bride selling 
and prostitution. 

| chaired a hearing two years ago on the 
problem of “India’s Missing Girls,” which ad- 
dressed the problem of violence against the 
girl child in India. Sex-selective abortion and 
female infanticide have led to lopsided sex ra- 
tios: in parts of India, for example, 126 boys 
are born for every 100 girls. Perhaps the best 
figures we have concerning the magnitude of 
the problem come from India’s 2011 census 
figures, which find that there are approxi- 
mately 37 million more men than women in 
India. 

In China, too, we see the brutal effects of a 
one-child policy that causes baby girls to be 
killed before birth; where only one child per 
couple is permitted in a society that has a tra- 
ditional preference for sons, the predictable re- 
sult is that a disproportionate number of girls 
will be killed in the womb. 

As Mara Hvistendahl recounted in a book | 
recommend to all of my colleagues, Unnatural 
Selection: Choosing Boys Over Girls, and the 
Consequences of a World Full of Men, in Asia 
alone, there are 160 million missing girls, 
roughly the same amount of women and girls 
as there are in the United States. The result 
of this sex-imbalance is a world where there is 
greater political instability, with violence inside 
the womb begetting violence outside as well. 

Today’s legislation, which seeks to have 
every girl counted and registered, marks a 
small but important step toward a world where 
every child, boy or girl, is equally valued and 
cherished for her or his inherent, God-given 
dignity from the moment of conception. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, as 
the Chair of the Congressional Children’s Cau- 
cus and a senior member of the Judiciary and 
Homeland Security Committees, | rise in 
strong support of S. 802, the “Girls Count Act 
of 2015.” 

| support this legislation which authorizes 
the Secretary of State and the Administrator of 
the U.S. Agency for International development 
to: (1) support programs that will contribute 
improved civil registration and vital statistics 
systems with a focus on birth registration; and 
(2) promote programs that build the capacity 
of developing countries’ national and local 
legal and policy framework to prevent discrimi- 
nation against girls, and help increase prop- 
erty rights, social security, land tenure, and in- 
heritance rights for women. 

In addition, this bill authorizes the Secretary 
and the U.S. AID Administrator to cooperate 
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with multilateral organizations to promote such 
programs. 

As co-chair of the Pakistan, Afghanistan, 
and Algeria Caucuses, | have long advocated 
for the rights for women around the world. In 
the current Congress, | introduced H.R. 69 
and H.R. 57, two bills that promote women’s 
rights. 

H.R. 69 is a bill awarding a Congressional 
Gold Medal to Malala Yousafzai, the Nobel 
Laureate for Peace, in recognition of her de- 
voted service to education, justice, and equal- 
ity. 

Malala Yousafzai is an inspiration to young 
people in the United States and children who 
must struggle to receive an education. 

In a speech before the United Nations, she 
called for a global struggle against literacy, 
poverty and terrorism. 

She closed her remarks by saying “One 
child, one teacher, one pen, and one book can 
change the world.” 

The Taliban remains unrepentant while she 
remains defiant and said that the day she was 
shot “weakness, fear and hopelessness died.” 

While her road to recovery proved to be 
amazing and complete, she has not been de- 
terred in pursuing her goal of education rights 
for young girls in her native land and for this, 
her life continues to be threatened by the 
Taliban. 

H.R. 57 requires that activities carried out 
by the United States in South Sudan relating 
to governance, post-conflict reconstruction and 
development, police and military training, and 
refugee relief and assistance support the 
human rights of women and their full political, 
social, and economic participation. 

According to the United States Census Bu- 
reau’s 2013 international figures, 1 person in 
12, or close to 900 million people, is a girl or 
woman age 10 through 24. 

The Census Bureau’s data also illustrates 
that young people are the fastest growing seg- 
ment of the population in developing countries. 

Even though most countries have birth reg- 
istration laws, four out of ten babies born in 
2012 were not registered worldwide. 

Moreover, an estimated 36 percent of chil- 
dren under the age of five worldwide (about 
230,000,000 children) do not possess a birth 
certificate. 

A nationally recognized proof of birth system 
is important to determining a child’s citizen- 
ship, nationality, place of birth, parentage, and 
age. 

Without such a system, a passport, driver’s 
license or other identification card is difficult to 
obtain. 

The lack of such documentation can prevent 
girls and women from officially participating in 
and contributing to the formal economic, legal, 
and political sectors in their country. 

The lack of birth registration among girls 
worldwide is particularly concerning as it can 
exacerbate the disproportionate vulnerability of 
women to trafficking, child marriage, and lack 
of access to health and education services. 

A lack of birth registration among women 
and girls can also aggravate what, in many 
places, amounts to an already reduced ability 
to seek employment, participate in civil soci- 
ety, or purchase or inherit land and other as- 
sets. 

Girls undertake much of the domestic labor 
needed for poor families to survive: carrying 
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water, harvesting crops, tending livestock, car- 
ing for younger children, and doing chores. 

Mr. Speaker, to help ensure that women 
and girls are considered in United States for- 
eign assistance policies and programs, that 
their needs are addressed in the design, im- 
plementation, and evaluation of foreign assist- 
ance programs, and that women and girls 
have the opportunity to succeed, it is impor- 
tant that girls be counted and have access to 
birth certificates and other official documenta- 
tion. 

| urge all of my colleagues to join me in 
strong support for S. 802. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, S. 802. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


PROTECT AND PRESERVE INTER- 
NATIONAL CULTURAL PROPERTY 
ACT 


Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1493) to protect and preserve 
international cultural property at risk 
due to political instability, armed con- 
flict, or natural or other disasters, and 
for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1493 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protect and 
Preserve International Cultural Property 
Act”. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITION. 

In this Act: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “appropriate congressional 
committees’? means the Committee on For- 
eien Affairs, the Committee on Ways and 
Means, the Committee on Armed Services, 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, the Committee on Fi- 
nance, the Committee on Armed Services, 
and the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate. 

(2) CULTURAL PROPERTY.—The term ‘‘cul- 
tural property” includes property covered 
under— 

(A) the Hague Convention for the Protec- 
tion of Cultural Property in the Event of 
Armed Conflict, concluded at The Hague on 
May 14, 1954 (Treaty Doc. 106-1(A)); 

(B) Article 1 of the Convention Concerning 
the Protection of the World's Cultural and 
Natural Heritage, adopted by UNESCO on 
November 23, 1972 (commonly referred to as 
the “1972 Convention”); or 

(C) Article 1 of the Convention on the 
Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the Il- 
licit Import, Export, and Transfer of Owner- 
ship of Cultural Property, adopted by 
UNESCO on November 14, 1970 (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘1970 UNESCO Convention”). 
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SEC. 3. FINDINGS AND STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Over the years, international cultural 
property has been looted, trafficked, lost, 
damaged, or destroyed due to political insta- 
bility, armed conflict, natural disasters, and 
other threats. 

(2) During China’s Cultural Revolution, 
many antiques were destroyed, including a 
large portion of old Beijing, and Chinese au- 
thorities are now attempting to rebuild por- 
tions of China’s lost architectural heritage. 

(8) In 1975, the Khmer Rouge, after seizing 
power in Cambodia, systematically de- 
stroyed mosques and nearly every Catholic 
church in the country, along with many Bud- 


dhist temples, statues, and Buddhist lit- 
erature. 
(4) In 2001, the Taliban destroyed the 


Bamiyan Buddhas, ancient statues carved 
into a cliffside in central Afghanistan, lead- 
ing to worldwide condemnation. 

(5) After the fall of Saddam Hussein, 
thieves looted the Iraq Museum in Baghdad, 
resulting in the loss of approximately 15,000 
items, including ancient amulets, sculptures, 
ivories, and cylinder seals. Many of these 
items remain unrecovered. 

(6) The 2004 Indian Ocean earthquake and 
tsunami not only affected 11 countries, caus- 
ing massive loss of life, but also damaged or 
destroyed libraries, archives, and World Her- 
itage Sites such as the Mahabalipuram in 
India, the Sun Temple of Koranak on the 
Bay of Bengal, and the Old Town of Galle 
and its fortifications in Sri Lanka. 

(7) In Haiti, the 2010 earthquake destroyed 
art, artifacts, and archives, and partially de- 
stroyed the 17th century Haitian city of 
Jacmel. 

(8) In Mali, the Al-Qaeda affiliated ter- 
rorist group Ansar Dine destroyed tombs and 
shrines in the ancient city of Timbuktu—a 
major center for trade, scholarship, and 
Islam in the 15th and 16th centuries—and 
threatened collections of ancient manu- 
scripts. 

(9) In Egypt, recent political instability 
has led to the ransacking of museums, re- 
sulting in the destruction of countless an- 
cient artifacts that will forever leave gaps in 
humanity’s record of the ancient Egyptian 
civilization. 

(10) In Syria, the ongoing civil war has re- 
sulted in the shelling of medieval cities, 
damage to five World Heritage Sites, and the 
looting of museums containing artifacts that 
date back more than six millennia and in- 
clude some of the earliest examples of writ- 
ing. 

(11) In Iraq and Syria, the militant group 
ISIL has destroyed numerous cultural sites 
and artifacts, such as the Tomb of Jonah in 
July 2014, in an effort to eradicate ethnic and 
religious minorities from contested terri- 
tories. Concurrently, cultural antiquities 
that escape demolition are looted and traf- 
ficked to help fund ISIL’s militant oper- 
ations. 

(12) On February 12, 2015, the United Na- 
tions Security Council unanimously adopted 
resolution 2199 (2015), which “[rl]eaffirms its 
decision in paragraph 7 of resolution 1483 
(2003) and decides that all Member States 
shall take appropriate steps to prevent the 
trade in Iraqi and Syrian cultural property 
and other items of archaeological, historical, 
cultural, rare scientific, and religious impor- 
tance illegally removed from Iraq since 6 Au- 
gust 1990 and from Syria since 15 March 2011, 
including by prohibiting cross-border trade 
in such items, thereby allowing for their 
eventual safe return to the Iraqi and Syrian 
people.”. 
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(13) United Nations Security Council reso- 
lution 2199 (2015) also warns that ISIL and 
other extremist groups are trafficking cul- 
tural heritage items from Iraq and Syria to 
fund their recruitment efforts and carry out 
terrorist attacks. 

(14) The destruction of cultural property 
represents an irreparable loss of humanity’s 
common cultural heritage and is therefore a 
loss for all Americans. 

(15) Protecting international cultural prop- 
erty is a vital part of United States cultural 
diplomacy, showing the respect of the United 
States for other cultures and the common 
heritage of humanity. 

(16) The United States Armed Forces have 
played important roles in preserving and 
protecting cultural property. In 1948, Presi- 
dent Franklin D. Roosevelt established a 
commission to advise the United States mili- 
tary on the protection of cultural property. 
The commission formed teams of individuals 
known as the “Monuments Men” who are 
credited with securing, cataloguing, and re- 
turning hundreds of thousands of works of 
art stolen by the Nazis during World War II. 

(17) The Department of State, in response 
to the Convention on Cultural Property Im- 
plementation Act, noted that ‘‘the legisla- 
tion is important to our foreign relations, in- 
cluding our international cultural relations. 
The expanding worldwide trade in objects of 
archaeological and ethnological interest has 
led to wholesale depredations in some coun- 
tries, resulting in the mutilation of ceremo- 
nial centers and archaeological complexes of 
ancient civilizations and the removal of 
stone sculptures and reliefs.”. The Depart- 
ment further noted that “[t]he United States 
considers that on grounds of principle, good 
foreign relations, and concern for the preser- 
vation of the cultural heritage of mankind, 
it should render assistance in these situa- 
tions.”. 

(18) The U.S. Committee of the Blue Shield 
was founded in 2006 to support the implemen- 
tation of the 1954 Hague Convention for the 
Protection of Cultural Property in the Event 
of Armed Conflict and to coordinate with the 
United States military, other branches of 
the United States Government, and other 
cultural heritage nongovernmental organiza- 
tions in preserving international cultural 
property threatened by political instability, 
armed conflict, or natural or other disasters. 

(b) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It shall be the 
policy of the United States to— 

(1) protect and preserve international cul- 
tural property at risk of looting, trafficking, 
and destruction due to political instability, 
armed conflict, or natural or other disasters; 

(2) protect international cultural property 
pursuant to its obligations under inter- 
national treaties to which the United States 
is a party; 

(3) prevent, in accordance with existing 
laws, importation of cultural property pil- 
laged, looted, stolen, or trafficked at all 
times, including during political instability, 
armed conflict, or natural or other disasters; 
and 

(4) ensure that existing laws and regula- 
tions, including import restrictions imposed 
through the Office of Foreign Asset Control 
(OFAC) of the Department of the Treasury, 
are fully implemented to prevent trafficking 
in stolen or looted cultural property. 

SEC. 4. UNITED STATES COORDINATOR FOR 
INTERNATIONAL CULTURAL PROP- 
ERTY PROTECTION. 

The Secretary of State shall designate a 
Department of State employee at the Assist- 
ant Secretary level or above to serve concur- 
rently as the United States Coordinator for 
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International Cultural Property Protection. 

The Coordinator shall— 

(1) coordinate and promote efforts to pro- 
tect international cultural property, espe- 
cially activities that involve multiple Fed- 
eral agencies; 

(2) act as Chair of the Coordinating Com- 
mittee on International Cultural Property 
Protection established under section 5; 

(3) resolve interagency differences; 

(4) develop strategies to reduce illegal 
trade and trafficking in international cul- 
tural property in the United States and 
abroad, including by reducing consumer de- 
mand for such trade; 

(5) support activities to assist countries 
that are the principle sources of trafficked 
cultural property to protect cultural herit- 
age sites and to prevent cultural property 
looting and theft; 

(6) work with and consult domestic and 
international actors such as foreign govern- 
ments, intergovernmental organizations, 
nongovernmental organizations, museums, 
educational institutions, and research insti- 
tutions to protect international cultural 
property; and 

(7) submit to the appropriate congressional 
committees the annual report required under 
section 6. 

SEC. 5. COORDINATING COMMITTEE ON INTER- 
NATIONAL CULTURAL PROPERTY 
PROTECTION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
Coordinating Committee on International 
Cultural Property Protection (in this section 
referred to as the “Committee””). 

(b) FUNCTIONS.—The full Committee shall 
meet not less often than annually to coordi- 
nate and inform Federal efforts to protect 
international cultural property and to facili- 
tate the work of the United States Coordi- 
nator for International Cultural Property 
Protection designated under section 4. 

(c) MEMBERSHIP.—The Committee shall be 
composed of the United States Coordinator 
for International Cultural Property Protec- 
tion, who shall act as Chair, and representa- 
tives of the following: 

(1) The Department of State. 

(2) The Department of Defense. 

(3) The Department of Homeland Security, 
including U.S. Immigration and Customs En- 
forcement and U.S. Customs and Border Pro- 
tection. 

(4) The Department of the Interior. 

(5) The Department of Justice, including 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

(6) The United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development. 

(7) The Smithsonian Institution. 

(8) Such other entities as the Chair deter- 
mines appropriate. 

(d) SUBCOMMITTEES.—The Committee may 
include such subcommittees and taskforces 
as the Chair determines appropriate. Such 
subcommittees or taskforces may be com- 
prised of a subset of the Committee members 
or of such other members as the Chair deter- 
mines appropriate. At the discretion of the 
Chair, the provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) and section 
552b of title 5 of the United States Code (re- 
lating to open meetings) shall not apply to 
activities of such subcommittees or 
taskforces. 

(e) CONSULTATION.—The Committee shall 
consult with governmental and nongovern- 
mental organizations, including the U.S. 
Committee of the Blue Shield, museums, 
educational institutions, and research insti- 
tutions on efforts to promote and protect 
international cultural property. 
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SEC. 6. REPORTS ON ACTIVITIES TO PROTECT 
INTERNATIONAL CULTURAL PROP- 
ERTY. 

Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act and annually 
thereafter for the next six years, the Sec- 
retary of State, acting through the United 
States Coordinator for International Cul- 
tural Property Protection, and in consulta- 
tion with the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment, the Secretary of Defense, the Attorney 
General, and the Secretary of Homeland Se- 
curity, as appropriate, shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re- 
port that includes information on activities 
of— 

(1) the United States Coordinator and the 
Coordinating Committee on International 
Cultural Property Protection to protect 
international cultural property; 

(2) the Department of State to protect 
international cultural property, including 
activities undertaken pursuant to the Hague 
Convention for the Protection of Cultural 
Property in the Event of Armed Conflict, and 
other statutes, international agreements, 
and policies, including— 

(A) procedures the Department has insti- 
tuted to protect international cultural prop- 
erty at risk of destruction due to political 
instability, armed conflict, or natural or 
other disasters; and 

(B) actions the Department has taken to 
protect international cultural property in 
conflicts to which the United States is a 
party; 

(3) the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development (USAID) to protect 
international cultural property, including 
activities and coordination with other Fed- 
eral agencies, international organizations, 
and nongovernmental organizations regard- 
ing the protection of international cultural 
property at risk due to political unrest, 
armed conflict, natural or other disasters, 
and USAID development programs; 

(4) the Department of Defense to protect 
international cultural property, including 
activities undertaken pursuant to the Hague 
Convention for the Protection of Cultural 
Property in the Event of Armed Conflict and 
other cultural property protection statutes 
and international agreements, including— 

(A) directives, policies, and regulations the 
Department has instituted to protect inter- 
national cultural property at risk of destruc- 
tion due to political instability, armed con- 
flict, or natural or other disasters; and 

(B) actions the Department has taken to 
avoid damage to cultural property through 
construction activities abroad; and 

(5) the Department of Homeland Security 
and the Department of Justice, including the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, to protect 
both international cultural property abroad 
and international cultural property located 
in, or attempted to be imported into, the 
United States, including activities under- 
taken pursuant to statutes and international 
agreements, including— 

(A) statutes and regulations the Depart- 
ment has employed in criminal, civil, and 
civil forfeiture actions to prevent and inter- 
dict trafficking in stolen and smuggled cul- 
tural property, including investigations into 
transnational organized crime and smug- 
gling networks; and 

(B) actions the Department has taken in 
order to ensure the consistent and effective 
application of law in cases relating to both 
international cultural property abroad and 
international cultural property located in, or 
attempted to be imported into, the United 
States. 
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SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION FOR FEDERAL AGEN- 
CIES TO ENGAGE IN INTER- 
NATIONAL CULTURAL PROPERTY 
PROTECTION ACTIVITIES WITH THE 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, any agency that is involved in inter- 
national cultural property protection activi- 
ties is authorized to enter into agreements 
or memoranda of understanding with the 
Smithsonian Institution to temporarily en- 
gage personnel from the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution for the purposes of furthering such 
international cultural property protection 
activities. 

SEC. 8. EMERGENCY PROTECTION FOR SYRIAN 
CULTURAL PROPERTY. 

(a) PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATION.—Not- 
withstanding subsection (b) of section 304 of 
the Convention on Cultural Property Imple- 
mentation Act (19 U.S.C. 2603) (relating to a 
Presidential determination that an emer- 
gency condition applies with respect to any 
archaeological or ethnological material of 
any State Party to the Convention), the 
President shall apply the import restrictions 
referred to in such section 304 with respect 
to any archaeological or ethnological mate- 
rial of Syria, except that subsection (c) of 
such section 304 shall not apply. Such import 
restrictions shall take effect not later than 
120 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) ANNUAL DETERMINATION REGARDING 
CERTIFICATION.— 

(1) DETERMINATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall, not 
less often than annually, determine whether 
at least one of the conditions specified in 
subparagraph (B) is met, and shall notify the 
appropriate congressional committees of 
such determination. 

(B) CONDITIONS.—The conditions referred to 
in subparagraph (A) are the following: 

(i) The Government of Syria is incapable, 
at the time a determination under such sub- 
paragraph is made, of fulfilling the require- 
ments to request an agreement under section 
303 of the Convention on Cultural Property 
Implementation Act (19 U.S.C. 2602). 

(ii) It would be against the United States 
national interest to enter into such an agree- 
ment. 

(2) TERMINATION OF RESTRICTIONS.—The im- 
port restrictions referred to in subsection (a) 
shall terminate on the date that is five years 
after the date on which the President deter- 
mines that neither of the conditions speci- 
fied in paragraph (1)(B) are met, unless be- 
fore such termination date Syria requests to 
enter into an agreement with the United 
States pursuant to section 303 of the Conven- 
tion on Cultural Property Implementation 
Act, in which case such import restrictions 
may remain in effect until the earliest of ei- 
ther— 

(A) the date that is three years after the 
date on which Syria makes such a request; 
or 

(B) the date on which the United States 
and Syria enter into such an agreement. 

(c) WAIVER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President may waive 
the import restrictions referred to in sub- 
section (a) for specified cultural property if 
the President certifies to the appropriate 
congressional committees that the condi- 
tions described in paragraph (2) are met. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—The conditions referred to 
in paragraph (1) are the following: 

(A) The foreign owner or custodian of the 
specified cultural property has requested 
such property be temporarily located in the 
United States for protection purposes. 
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(B) Such property shall be returned to the 
foreign owner or custodian when requested 
by such foreign owner or custodian. 

(C) Granting a waiver under this sub- 
section will not contribute to illegal traf- 
ficking in cultural property or financing of 
criminal or terrorist activities. 

(8) ACTION.—If the President grants a waiv- 
er under this subsection, the specified cul- 
tural property that is the subject of such 
waiver shall be placed in the temporary cus- 
tody of the United States Government or in 
the temporary custody of a cultural or edu- 
cational institution within the United States 
for the purpose of protection, restoration, 
conservation, study, or exhibition, without 
profit. 

(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
Act shall prevent application of the Act to 
render immune from seizure under judicial 
process certain objects of cultural signifi- 
cance imported into the United States for 
temporary display or exhibition, and for 
other purposes (22 U.S.C. 2459; Public Law 89%- 
259) with respect to archaeological or ethno- 
logical material of Syria. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

(1) the term ‘‘archaeological or ethno- 
logical material of Syria” means cultural 
property of Syria and other items of archae- 
ological, historical, cultural, rare scientific, 
or religious importance unlawfully removed 
from Syria on or after March 15, 2011; and 

(2) the term “State Party” has the mean- 
ing given such term in section 302 of the Con- 
vention on Cultural Property Implementa- 
tion Act (19 U.S.C. 2601). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) and the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ENGEL) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in- 
clude extraneous material on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Madam Speaker, the history of civili- 
zation is under attack. The Islamic 
State, also known as ISIS, continues to 
wreak havoc throughout Iraq and 
Syria, laying a path of death and de- 
struction in order to establish and ex- 
pand its caliphate. 


2000 
No offense is more appalling than the 
terrorists’ complete disregard for 


human life. ISIS has unleashed a cam- 
paign of sickening violence against 
Shi’a Muslims and fellow Sunnis who 
do not share their radical beliefs, as 
well as against vulnerable religious and 
ethnic minorities. This includes its 
public beheadings and executions and 
the selling of women and girls into sex- 
ual slavery. 

Besides the human toll of ISIS’ de- 
plorable acts, we also mourn the loss of 
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society’s cultural heritage, as the ex- 
tremists loot and destroy their way 
through ancient sites in the territories 
they conquer. We have seen heart- 
breaking footage of ISIS drilling their 
way through priceless artifacts in 
Mosul and bulldozing magnificent 
Mesopotamian ruins in the 3000-year- 
old city of Nimrud. ISIS claims the an- 
nihilation of cultural sites is meant to 
counter idolatry, but clearly these ter- 
rorists have another goal: to remove 
all traces of the region’s rich and di- 
verse religious and cultural past. By 
eliminating all evidence of humanity’s 
common heritage, they are paving the 
way for their own horrifying brand of 
Islamist extremism. 


What we are witnessing is a cultural 
genocide. For ISIS, however, this 
looting of antiquities is big business. 
Some reports indicate that they are 
earning as much as $100 million annu- 
ally from the sale of stolen artifacts, 
which they often sell to middlemen 
who can peddle these treasures in old- 
fashioned markets or online. 


Earlier this year, the United Nations 
Security Council adopted a resolution 
that urged member states to take steps 
to prevent the trafficking of Iraqi and 
Syrian cultural properties, and just 
last week, all 193 U.N. members agreed 
to step up the prosecution of those en- 
gaged in this illegal trade. 


I want to commend the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs’ ranking member, 
Eliot Engel, for introducing this bipar- 
tisan bill that we have before us this 
evening and for his continued leader- 
ship on this critical issue. This bill, the 
Protect and Preserve International 
Cultural Property Act, will help the 
U.S. do its part to counter the smug- 
gling and sale of stolen Syrian antiq- 
uities. 

Specifically, the bill will improve co- 
ordination of U.S. efforts to protect 
cultural property and prevent these ar- 
tifacts from being removed since the 
start of Syria’s civil war from being 
sold or imported into this country, into 
the United States. It is important to 
note that the legislation’s emergency 
import restrictions are not designed to 
continue into perpetuity and can be 
waived under certain conditions for the 
temporary safekeeping of cultural 
property within the United States. 


I also want to make clear that this 
bill only restricts the import of certain 
Syrian antiquities that have been re- 
moved from that country during the 
current conflict. Nothing in this legis- 
lation is meant to interfere with the 
legal sale of antiquities that do not fall 
under this category nor with other as- 
pects of the import process. 


I want to again thank ELIOT ENGEL, 
the ranking member of our committee, 
for his work on this measure. 


I reserve the balance of my time. 
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COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 29, 2015. 

Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE, 

Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, Ray- 
burn House Office Building, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I am writing with 
respect to H.R. 1493, the “Protect and Pre- 
serve International Cultural Property Act.” 
As a result of your having consulted with us 
on provisions in H.R. 1493 that fall within the 
Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, I agree to waive consider- 
ation of this bill so that it may proceed expe- 
ditiously to the House floor. 

The Committee on Ways and Means takes 
this action with the mutual understanding 
that by forgoing consideration of H.R. 1493 at 
this time, we do not waive any jurisdiction 
over the subject matter contained in this or 
similar legislation, and the Committee will 
be appropriately consulted and involved as 
the bill or similar legislation moves forward 
so that we may address any remaining issues 
that fall within our Rule X jurisdiction. The 
Committee also reserves the right to seek 
appointment of an appropriate number of 
conferees to any House-Senate conference in- 
volving this or similar legislation, and re- 
quests your support for such request. 

Finally, I would appreciate your response 
to this letter confirming this understanding, 
and would ask that a copy of our exchange of 
letters on this matter be included in the 
Congressional Record during floor consider- 
ation thereof. 

Sincerely, 
PAUL RYAN, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, DC, May 29, 2015. 

Hon. PAUL RYAN, 

Chairman, House Committee on Ways and 
Means, Longworth House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for con- 
sulting with the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs on H.R. 1493, the Protect and Preserve 
International Cultural Property Act, and for 
agreeing to be discharged from further con- 
sideration of that bill. 

I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin- 
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, or prejudice its 
jurisdictional prerogatives on this bill or 
similar legislation in the future. I would sup- 
port your effort to seek appointment of an 
appropriate number of conferees to any 
House-Senate conference involving this leg- 
islation. 

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 1493 
into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the bill. I appreciate your 
cooperation regarding this legislation and 
look forward to continuing to work with 
your Committee as this measure moves 
through the legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, 
Washington, DC, June 1, 2015. 

Hon. ED ROYCE, 

Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I am writing to 
you concerning the jurisdictional interest of 
the Committee on Homeland Security in 
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H.R. 1498, the ‘‘Protect and Preserve Inter- 
national Cultural Property Act.” The bill 
contains provisions that fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the Committee on Homeland 
Security. 

I recognize and appreciate the desire to 
bring this legislation before the House of 
Representatives in an expeditious manner, 
and accordingly, the Committee on Home- 
land Security will not assert its jurisdic- 
tional claim over this bill by seeking a se- 
quential referral. The Committee takes this 
action with the mutual understanding that 
by foregoing consideration of H.R. 1493 at 
this time, we do not waive any jurisdiction 
over subject matter contained in this or 
similar legislation. 

This waiver is also given with the under- 
standing that the Committee on Homeland 
Security expressly reserves its authority to 
seek conferees on any provision within its 
jurisdiction during any House-Senate con- 
ference that may be convened on this or any 
similar legislation, and requests your sup- 
port for such a request. 

I would appreciate your response to this 
letter confirming this understanding with re- 
spect to H.R. 1493, and ask that a copy of this 
letter and your response be included in the 
Congressional Record during consideration 
of this bill on the House floor. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL, 

Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, DC, June 1, 2015. 
Hon. MICHAEL MCCAUL, 
Chairman, House Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for con- 
sulting with the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs on H.R. 1493, the Protect and Preserve 
International Cultural Property Act, and for 
agreeing to forgo a sequential referral re- 
quest of that bill to the Committee on Home- 
land Security. 

I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin- 
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security, or prejudice 
its jurisdictional prerogatives on this bill or 
similar legislation in the future. I would sup- 
port your effort to seek appointment of an 
appropriate number of conferees to any 
House-Senate conference involving this leg- 
islation. 

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 1493 
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD during floor 
consideration of the bill. I appreciate your 
cooperation regarding this legislation and 
look forward to continuing to work with 
your Committee as this measure moves 
through the legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman. 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, June 1, 2015. 
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, House 
of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter concerning H.R. 1493, the Protect and 
Preserve International Cultural Property 
Act, as amended. I am writing to confirm 
that, although there are certain provisions 
in the bill that fall within the Rule X juris- 
diction of the Committee on Armed Services, 
the committee will forgo action on this bill 
in order to expedite this legislation for floor 
consideration. 
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I am glad we agree that forgoing consider- 
ation of the bill does not prejudice the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services with respect to 
any future jurisdictional claim over the pro- 
visions contained in the bill or similar legis- 
lation that fall within the committee’s Rule 
X jurisdiction. I appreciate your support for 
the appointment of committee members to 
any House-Senate conference convened to 
consider such provisions. 

Thank you for agreeing to place a copy of 
your letter acknowledging our jurisdictional 
interest, along with this response, into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD during consideration 
of the measure on the House floor. I look for- 
ward to continuing to work together as this 
legislation moves toward final passage. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM M. ‘‘MAc’’ THORNBERRY, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, DC, May 29, 2015. 

Hon. WILLIAM M. ‘‘MAc’’ THORNBERRY, 

Chairman, House Armed Services Committee, 
2216 Rayburn House Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for con- 
sulting with the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs on H.R. 1498, the Protect and Preserve 
International Cultural Property Act, and for 
agreeing to be discharged from further con- 
sideration of that bill. 

I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin- 
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, or prejudice its 
jurisdictional prerogatives on this bill or 
similar legislation in the future. I would sup- 
port your effort to seek appointment of an 
appropriate number of conferees to any 
House-Senate conference involving this leg- 
islation. 

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 1493 
into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the bill. I appreciate your 
cooperation regarding this legislation and 
look forward to continuing to work with 
your Committee as this measure moves 
through the legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC, June 1, 2015. 

Hon. ED ROYCE, 

Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, 2170 
Rayburn House Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE, I am writing with 
respect to H.R. 1493, the “Protect and Pre- 
serve International Cultural Property Act,” 
which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. As a result of your 
having consulted with us on provisions in 
H.R. 1493 that fall within the Rule X jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
agree to discharge our Committee from fur- 
ther consideration of this bill so that it may 
proceed expeditiously to the House floor for 
consideration. 

The Judiciary Committee takes this action 
with our mutual understanding that by fore- 
going consideration of H.R. 1493 at this time, 
we do not waive any jurisdiction over subject 
matter contained in this or similar legisla- 
tion, and that our Committee will be appro- 
priately consulted and involved as this bill 
or similar legislation moves forward so that 
we may address any remaining issues in our 
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jurisdiction. Our Committee also reserves 

the right to seek appointment of an appro- 

priate number of conferees to any House- 

Senate conference involving this or similar 

legislation, and asks that you support any 

such request. 

I would appreciate a response to this letter 
confirming this understanding with respect 
to H.R. 1493, and would ask that a copy of 
our exchange of letters on this matter be in- 
cluded in the Congressional Record during 
Floor consideration of H.R. 1493. 

Sincerely, 
BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, DC, May 29, 2015. 

Hon. BOB GOODLATTE, 

Chairman, House Committee on the Judiciary, 
2138 Rayburn House Office Building, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for con- 
sulting with the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs on H.R. 1498, the Protect and Preserve 
International Cultural Property Act, and for 
agreeing to be discharged from further con- 
sideration of that bill. 

I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin- 
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, or prejudice its ju- 
risdictional prerogatives on this bill or simi- 
lar legislation in the future. I would support 
your effort to seek appointment of an appro- 
priate number of conferees to any House- 
Senate conference involving this legislation. 

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 1493 
into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the bill. I appreciate your 
cooperation regarding this legislation and 
look forward to continuing to work with 
your Committee as this measure moves 
through the legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman. 


Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of my legislation, 
H.R. 1493, as amended, and yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, we have worked 
very, very hard on this bill. This is a 
very, very important bill. So let me 
first thank Chairman ED ROYCE for his 
efforts to move this bill forward. He is 
a good partner on the committee, and 
we couldn’t have gone this far without 
him. I also want to thank the lead co- 
sponsors, Representative CHRIS SMITH 
and Representative BILL KEATING, who 
have been champions on this issue. I 
want to thank Mr. CHABOT for his sup- 
port and his eloquence in speaking for 
the bill. 

One of the things that we do on the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs is, wher- 
ever possible, we work in a bipartisan 
fashion, and this is a perfect example 
of working together in a bipartisan 
fashion for something that is really 
just so important. 

Madam Speaker, by now we have all 
seen footage of ISIS extremists taking 
sledgehammers, as Mr. CHABOT men- 
tioned, to ancient, irreplaceable arti- 
facts across the territory they control. 
Now, these are not random acts of van- 
dalism. We are witnessing a deliberate 
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campaign to attempt to rewrite world 
history. From the tomb of Jonah in 
Mosul to Yazidi shrines in Sinjar, ISIS 
is leveling sites that preserve a record 
of the region’s rich and diverse past. I 
think Mr. CHABOT put it very well when 
he said the same thing. 

We have seen this tactic before. In 
Afghanistan, the Taliban wiped out the 
Bamiyan Buddhas in March of 2000. 
Who can forget that? During the Holo- 
caust, the Nazis systematically tar- 
geted Jewish property as part of their 
effort to wipe out an entire race. 

Now, some people will say why are 
we talking about the destruction of an- 
cient ruins while so many people are 
suffering and dying at the hands of 
ISIS? That is not important. Of course, 
we need to stay focused on stopping the 
violence and alleviating the dire hu- 
manitarian situation festering across 
the region, but the reality is that we 
cannot separate these issues so easily. 
After all, before ISIS reduces these 
sites to rubble, the group loots every- 
thing they can carry, traffics the arti- 
facts on the black market, and uses 
those resources to fund their violent 
rampage. 

So it is directly connected to the 
murder and killing of so many civilians 
and their brutality. They use these ar- 
tifacts to get money so that they can 
keep their war machine going, so that 
they can keep their killings going, so 
that they can keep their brutality 
going. So the two are connected. 

ISIS has ransacked thousands of arti- 
facts from dozens of World Heritage 
Sites, places like cities of Mari and 
Dura Europos, which were virtually un- 
touched before this crisis. These places 
are now lost to history, and their de- 
struction has funneled, as I said before, 
millions of dollars into ISIS’ coffers. 

We need to cut off the source of fund- 
ing and at the same time work to pre- 
serve this imperiled cultural history. 
There is already a good effort under- 
way, a global effort underway. 

In February, the U.N. Security Coun- 
cil passed a resolution calling on gov- 
ernments to prohibit trade of cultural 
property looted from Syria and Iraq. 
The Security Council found that this 
step would reduce ISIS’ operational ca- 
pability to organize and carry out ter- 
rorist attacks. Our Western allies have 
cracked down on traffickers trying to 
sell looted artifacts from Iraq and 
Syria. Now is the time for the United 
States to do more, and that is precisely 
what this bill does. 

First of all, this bill takes steps to 
ensure the antiquities trafficking that 
is lining ISIS’ pockets is not taking 
place within our borders. This legisla- 
tion would impose tough, new import 
restrictions on cultural artifacts re- 
moved from Syria similar to restric- 
tions we passed in 2004 with respect to 
Iraq. So we are doing the same thing 
that we did in Iraq in 2004 with Syria, 
trying to prevent these looted artifacts 
from funding the terrorist machine. 
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Nothing in this legislation would 
interfere with the legal sale or exhi- 
bition of antiquities that were not 
smuggled out of Syria during the cur- 
rent crisis, and there are exceptions to 
allow artifacts to come here for protec- 
tion and restoration. These new rules 
would remain in effect until the crisis 
in Syria is resolved and America is able 
to work with a new Syrian Government 
to protect cultural property from traf- 
ficking under a bilateral agreement in 
accordance with America’s national in- 
terests. 

Secondly, this bill enhances collabo- 
ration among government agencies al- 
ready working on this problem. This 
bill would bring together programs, 
from the Smithsonian, to the Pen- 
tagon, to Homeland Security, through 
a new interagency body with a single 
coordinator. It would improve congres- 
sional oversight to make sure we are 
efficient in the way we are addressing 
this challenge. These steps will not re- 
place the authorities of existing bodies 
but will help ensure their programs 
work together effectively. 

This bill represents the newest chap- 
ter in a long tradition. Since World 
War II, America has led the world in 
protecting historical property from 
those bent on its destruction. That 
leadership is needed today. We must 
act swiftly to confront this threat, to 
cut off a critical source of ISIS fund- 
ing, to stand up to this barbaric brand 
of psychological warfare, and to stop 
those determined to rewrite history. I 
urge all colleagues to support this leg- 
islation. 

I thank Mr. CHABOT again. 

Madam Speaker, let me close by not- 
ing that with each passing day, ISIS is 
selling looted artifacts to the highest 
bidder, further financing death and de- 
struction. Whatever is left behind, they 
reduce to rubble, leveling religious 
sites, digging up ancient cities, and 
erasing the last traces of long lost civ- 
ilizations whose histories have re- 
mained in soil and sand for thousands 
of years, and these people destroy that. 

We must stand up to these acts. We 
must do more to cut off ISIS’ funding 
and save cultural property. That is why 
it is so important. To help achieve this 
effort, we need to pass H.R. 1493. I urge 
my colleagues to support this bipar- 
tisan legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I 
would first ask unanimous consent 
that all Members may have 5 legisla- 
tive days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H.R. 944. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 
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Madam Speaker, the whole world 
continues to recoil in horror at ISIS’ 
depravity. The ancient cities that face 
destruction at its hands are considered 
the birthplace of modern civilization. 
Just weeks ago, ISIS conquered the an- 
cient city of Palmyra, the so-called 
jewel of the desert. Recent reports that 
ISIS has not destroyed these sites may 
give some of us hope, but judging from 
their prior barbaric acts, it is probably 
just a matter of time before they do 
the same thing there as they have done 
so horrifically in other places. 

The legislation before us today—and 
I again want to thank Mr. ENGEL for 
introducing the legislation—and over- 
sight of the U.S. agencies responsible 
for recognizing and protecting cultural 
property, ensuring that such treasures 
are protected to the best of our ability, 
that is what this legislation would do. 

I appreciate the other committees of 
jurisdiction for working with the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs on this meas- 
ure, particularly the Committee on 
Ways and Means for its assistance on 
the critical import restrictions on this 
bill. 

As Mr. ENGEL mentioned, when one is 
looking at this, we are looking at cul- 
tural things which have been—let’s 
face it—destroyed forever. Some of 
these things are thousands of years old, 
and you can’t bring them back. And 
you can’t help but think—we are talk- 
ing about physical things here, but we 
have also seen them do other horrific 
things. 

When they take a Jordanian pilot 
and in a particularly barbaric fashion 
essentially set him on fire in a cage, 
when they take people out to a beach 
and one by one behead them, when 
they sell innocent women and young 
girls into slavery, over and over again, 
we have seen these horrific things hap- 
pening, and it is time the world stood 
up to this group, both for the horrific 
things they are doing on historic arti- 
facts which can’t be brought back, but 
also the human lives that they have so 
callously extinguished. This group 
must be stopped. Let’s hope that this 
evening we are at least taking a step in 
that direction. 

I again thank Mr. ENGEL, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Madam Speaker, as we 
vote on H.R. 1493 in the House today, | would 
like to share with you the series of unfortunate 
and barbaric events that have plagued The 
Cultural Museum of Mosul and robbed the 
people of Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan of 
their historical lineage. 

No stranger to war and tribal conflict, the 
people of Mosul, Iraq have suffered persecu- 
tion and displacement under the Ottoman Em- 
pire, British colonial rule, and various tyran- 
nical regimes. Despite all these hardships, 
Mosul was once a city of commercial impor- 
tance to the region. Commerce and trade 
brought a rich exchange of history and culture 
to Mosul, which was preserved in the Museum 
of Mosul. 
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The museum provided a connection to a na- 
tional identity and pride, which was once flour- 
ishing and prosperous. They say it is impor- 
tant to know your past so that you can learn 
from the mistakes of previous generations and 
better prepare for the future that is ahead. The 
people of Mosul were robbed of that oppor- 
tunity in April of this year by ISIS. Just days 
before the reopening of the museum, which 
was looted during the Iraq War in 2003, ISIS 
released a horrific video showing militants 
using sledgehammers to demolish stone 
sculptures and other centuries-old artifacts. 

The world watched in horror and disbelief as 
centuries of Assyrian history were obliterated 
in minutes. As we fight against the injustices 
perpetrated by ISIS militants around the world 
we must also fight to preserve the cultural in- 
tegrity of these historical civilizations. | want to 
thank my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
for their dedication in preserving the historical 
treasures of the people of Mosul. ISIS has 
robbed these people of their freedoms but we 
must protect their past so that they may have 
a better future. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam Speaker, 
| would like to begin by thanking Mr. ELIOT 
ENGEL, the Ranking Member of the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, for his bill, the Pro- 
tect and Preserve International Cultural Prop- 
erty Act, H.R. 1493. 

| am privileged to be the lead co-sponsor of 
this bill, just as | was last year. 

This bill could not be more timely, given the 
depredations of ISIS that we see played out 
on our TV screens when we turn on the night- 
ly news—the horrific beheadings and killing of 
Christians and other religious minorities such 
as Yezidis by Islamist fanatics. 

These murderers help finance their terror in 
part by looting cultural antiquities and coins 
from areas of Syria and Iraq that they control. 
Congress has already acted with respect to 
banning importation of “blood antiquities” from 
Iraq, which this bill would now extend to Syria. 
As such, this bill is part of the war on terror, 
helping to dry up sources of terror financing. 

We also see that these fanatics will destroy 
what they cannot loot. This bill increases the 
inter-agency cooperation, including involve- 
ment of “Monuments Men” units of our armed 
forces, in striving to protect a cultural heritage 
which is part of our world’s patrimony. 

Finally, | want to highlight a provision of this 
bill that was not in the version we passed in 
the last Congress, but one which is an impor- 
tant addition, namely, a safe-harbor provision 
for those who seek to bring into the country 
important cultural artifacts that are being 
threatened with destruction, This safe harbor 
provision allows them to be placed in the tem- 
porary protective custody of the United States 
government or a museum. 

| want to close by thanking Ranking Mem- 
ber ENGEL for introducing this important piece 
of legislation, and would like to thank him and 
all staff members who worked so hard on 
bringing this important legislation to the floor 
tonight. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 1493, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
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rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


—_— 


REMEMBERING THE FIRE- 
FIGHTERS LOST IN HOUSTON’S 
FIRE OFF THE SOUTHWEST 
FREEWAY 


(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, May 31, 
2013, 2 years ago yesterday, at 12:08 
p.m., a call is made to Houston 911. A 
large fire was burning off the South- 
west Freeway. At 12:11, 3 minutes later, 
station 51 arrived. At 12:16 p.m., 5 min- 
utes after that, station 68 arrived. At 
12:23, a mayday was heard over the 
radio. The roof had collapsed. 

That call was the last alarm for four 
firefighters: Matthew Renaud, 35 years 
old, station 51; Robert Bebee, 41 years 
old, station 51 as well; Robert Garner, 
29 years old, station 68; and a young 
lady from my hometown, Anne Sul- 
livan, 24 years old, fire station 68. They 
are in God’s hands, and we will never 
forget them. 


EE 
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HONORING RABBI LES 
GUTTERMAN 


(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize Rabbi Les 
Gutterman, my rabbi and a man who 
has served for more than 40 years as 
the senior rabbi for Temple Beth-El in 
Providence, Rhode Island. 

Rabbi Gutterman’s unique insight 
and his sharp sense of humor have 
served the members of his congregation 
magnificently during times of personal 
struggle and times of great celebration. 

As a member of the congregation at 
Temple Beth-El, I have often relied on 
Rabbi Gutterman’s wise counsel and 
spiritual guidance, and I consider his 
friendship a great blessing in my life. 

A native of Flint, Michigan, Rabbi 
Gutterman first came to Providence 45 
years ago after earning a bachelor’s de- 
gree from the University of Michigan 
and a Doctor of Divinity from Hebrew 
Union College. 

At the time, just 27 years old, he 
could not have imagined the impact he 
would have on our State and on the 
families in his congregation. But just 3 
years later, Rabbi Gutterman would be 
appointed the senior rabbi for Temple 
Beth-El, making him one of the young- 
est senior rabbis in the United States. 

Today, he is known to all of us as 
“Rhode Island's rabbi,’’ a humble, car- 
ing servant of God who has tended to 
the spiritual needs of this great com- 
munity for nearly half a century. 
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While we will miss his presence at 
Temple Beth-El, I know that all of us 
are wishing him, his wife Janet, and 
his daughters Rebecca and Elizabeth 
the very best as he embarks on a well- 
deserved retirement. 

Thank you, Rabbi Gutterman, for 
your devotion to our community and 
for the gentle, caring guidance and love 
you have provided to us for so many 
years. 


EE 
TRADE PROMOTION AUTHORITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Okla- 
homa (Mr. RUSSELL) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Madam Speaker, with 
trade deals on the horizon, President 
Obama has asked Congress to grant 
him trade promotional authority, also 
called fast track, to ‘‘write the rules 
for the world’s economy.” This meas- 
ure would allow the President to pass 
sweeping trade partnerships without 
the input of the American people 
through their elected representatives 
in the normal process. Despite the var- 
ious myths circulating about TPA, I 
sincerely believe that it is not in the 
best interest of our Nation, as written 
at this time. 

You have heard it said that a vote 
against TPA is a vote against inter- 
national trade, but actually, a vote 
against TPA is a vote for a better con- 
struct and trade agreement. 

Iam a strong supporter of trade when 
deals are negotiated strategically in 
the best interest of the United States 
economically, militarily, and dip- 
lomatically. With the President leav- 
ing office in just months, I have serious 
concerns about the rapid pace and con- 
tent of any deal that could have dec- 
ades of implication. 

Many have said TPA will strengthen 
our international relationships, and 
that may be, but while TPA would fast- 
track the Trans-Pacific Partnership, in 
specific, currently being negotiated by 
the President with 11 other Pacific na- 
tions, I am not convinced that this is a 
partnership that must be done in haste 
before the President leaves office. 

We currently trade with 6 of the 11 
other members. Our vital yet delicate 
relationship with China—a country not 
included in the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship—would likely be damaged by a ri- 
valry for economic influence in the re- 
gion. The Trans-Pacific Partnership re- 
wards nations with serious human 
rights violations while slighting our 
faithful trade partners with shared val- 
ues in Europe. While I support the lift- 
ing of trade barriers and promoting 
better standards of living, I believe we 
must do the right track, not the fast 
track. 

Others have claimed TPA will 
strengthen national security. On this 
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point we should take careful note. The 
President has used dangerous and iso- 
lating language regarding China, with 
words coming from the White House 
like “hegemony” and “containment” 
to ask for the TPA, or the trade pro- 
motional authority, but we must note 
that China is not our enemy. There- 
fore, we should not put it on the path 
to become one. 

By isolating China, we could easily 
transform our capabilities-based de- 
fense strategy to a threat-based one, 
with all of the implication and decades 
of effort that that would entail. It 
would affect all of our future defense 
spending and could even begin Cold 
War II. The trade promotional author- 
ity can be granted and trade agree- 
ments inked without making China ex- 
cluded, or worse, our enemy. We need 
to use the next 20 months to repair the 
relationships as we move towards bet- 
ter trade agreements. 

The trade promotional authority, 
some say, gives Congress a seat at the 
negotiating table. But the TPA allows 
Congress to set broad objectives for ne- 
gotiation—and that comes at a high 
price. Under the trade promotional au- 
thority, Congress sacrifices its author- 
ity to make any changes on the final 
deal, and they are left with a simple 
“yes” or “no” vote. 

I believe the American people deserve 
their voice in trade agreements which 
impact all of our livelihoods and affect 
all of our families’ finances. And while 
trade is vital to economic opportunity 
and our international friendships, I 
cannot support granting the President 
permission in light of these concerns 
with trade promotional authority. 

Madam Speaker, America has long 
been fascinated with China. From the 
time of Columbus, who sought to find a 
western approach to China and instead 
discovered America, we have been 
drawn to its ancient culture and its 
people. The earliest American vessel 
pulled into a Canton port in 1748. Forty 
years later, we began free trade with 
the Cantonese. 

The first mention of China obtaining 
a favored nation status was actually as 
early as 1844, when we signed the Trea- 
ty of Wanghia. The way seemed open to 
engage China and her market. But 
there were concerns. Wrote one negoti- 
ating diplomat regarding this treaty: 
“It is the most uncivilized and remote 
of all nations . . . it is in an isolated 
place outside the pale, solitary, and ig- 
norant. Not only are the people en- 
tirely unversed in the forms of edicts 
and laws, but if the meaning be rather 
deep, they would probably not even be 
able to comprehend. It would seem that 
we must make our words somewhat 
simple.” 

What is amusing is that the diplomat 
was Chinese, and his comments were 
directed toward the United States. 

China moved ahead slowly and cau- 
tiously with its relations with the 
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West. The interplay of Western cov- 
etousness with Chinese reluctance kept 
the door to China at a mere crack. Eu- 
ropean attempts to force the crack 
with opium and acquisition of port cit- 
ies broadened the natural distrust. 

Unlike demands of Europe, though, 
the United States wanted trade, not 
territory. U.S. Ambassador Burlingame 
was able to secure the first treaty that 
China ever made with any Western na- 
tion in 1861, and China was regarded as 
an equal. Chinese workers began to 
flock to the United States and literally 
began to move mountains in California 
as economic opportunity thrived. 

Unfortunately, the goodwill of Lin- 
coln faded in just one generation. The 
plundering of Chinese port cities by 
European competitors changed how 
Americans began to view China. The 
flood of Chinese immigrants to Cali- 
fornia became an easy target for any 
setback on its economic ascent. Equals 
were now called coolies. Racism 
reached such a height that in 1882 the 
United States Congress—this body— 
passed and the President signed the 
first ever act that excluded a specific 
race on immigration. We did not even 
make any pretense about it, calling it 
the Chinese Exclusion Act. The provi- 
sions remained in effect for nearly 60 
years. 

As these events played out, Com- 
modore Perry of the United States 
Navy entered Tokyo in 1850 and de- 
manded that Japan ‘‘open up.” The 
Japanese obliged. 

Japan embarked on a stunning mod- 
ernization program, where China was 
reluctant. In an incredible span of only 
50 years, Japan adopted Western tech- 
nology, governance, law, industry, and 
military doctrines. Her rise from mys- 
tic feudalism to world power alarmed 
the West. In response, the goodwill of 
Lincoln towards China would take hold 
again in the form of his youthful per- 
sonal secretary, John Hay, now an 
older, wiser, and towering figure of re- 
spect serving as the Secretary of State 
in 1900. 

Hay saw the best way to compete 
with Japan would be to open up China 
to trade while protecting her territory. 
Hays’ open-door policy was widely her- 
alded across the globe as the solution 
to imperial Japanese ascendancy. This 
would have long-lasting implication, 
but one important side effect was to re- 
store U.S.-Chinese relations. Hay even 
secured a guarantee from Japan in 1908 
to respect China’s “open door,” inde- 
pendence, and territory. 1t would last 
only 7 years. 

As China moved to become more en- 
lightened to the West with Sun Yat- 
sen’s revolution in self-governance in 
China, Imperial Japan made what was 
known as the 21 Demands during World 
War I. 

Great Britain and U.S. Secretary of 
State William Jennings Bryan moved 
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quickly to prevent Japan from at- 
tempting to make China its own pro- 
tectorate. American-Chinese relations 
warmed even further when the United 
States declared China’s right to auton- 
omy with tariffs and trade in 1928. 

AS once-warm Japanese relations 
with the United States turned sour 
over Imperial Japanese policy in China 
regarding Manchuria, America estab- 
lished what became the Stimson doc- 
trine, which refused to recognize Japa- 
nese acquisitions in China and upheld 
China’s rights to its own sovereignty. 

The 1930s saw a mercurial Imperial 
Japan plunder China, pull out of the 
League of Nations, and commit horrific 
atrocities in Nanking and Hong Kong. 
The U.S. responded by calling for a 
global quarantine against Japan in de- 
fense of China in 1937. China’s own 
struggles internally with Mao Zedong’s 
Communists paled in comparison to 
losing its industrial heart and its coast 
to the Imperial Japanese army. 

By 1941, America was sending lend- 
lease war material and economic aid to 
China in her defense. American volun- 
teer pilots cut dashing figures as they 
flew American P-40 Warhawks for the 
Chinese Air Force as the famed Flying 
Tigers. 

Ultimately, America’s defense of 
China led it to be attacked at Pearl 
Harbor and resulted in a brutal Pacific 
and Chinese theater of war during 
World War II. 
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The United States committed an en- 
tire effort in China, with ‘‘Vinegar 
Joe” Stilwell as the commanding gen- 
eral; the building of the Burma Road; 
and by training, equipping, and launch- 
ing a Chinese Army to attack Japanese 
forces. Immigration restrictions that 
were imposed in 1882 were now finally 
repealed. America had sympathy for 
China’s struggle. 

By war’s end, China was an impor- 
tant partner and ally. Her struggle did 
not end, however. Ripped again inter- 
nally by civil war once the Japanese 
were defeated, China would be led by 
Mao Zedong and the Communist Party. 

The United States did not recognize 
Communist China, but neither did it 
materially aid fleeing Nationalist Chi- 
nese on the continent. A period of iso- 
lation and strained relations with the 
United States began once again under 
Mao. 

In 1949, China began to arm Com- 
munists in French Indochina. The U.S. 
became embroiled in a deadly struggle 
with North Korea and countered her 
assault in the south with an attack 
that pushed them all the way north to 
the Yalu River on the Chinese border. 

Alarmed, China struck back. For the 
first time since 1900, Americans and 
Chinese were fighting each other. By 
1953, an uneasy line had settled on the 
Korean Peninsula. 

Chinese relations remained cool with 
the West, but were not always prom- 
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ising with the Soviet Russia. When the 
U.S. fought in Vietnam, China contin- 
ued to arm and send troops to the Com- 
munist government of Ho Chi Minh. 

Then a series of odd events from 1969 
to 1971 brought Americans and Chinese 
back to warmer relations in the most 
unlikely way. When Soviet Russia at- 
tacked outposts on the northern border 
of China, Mao Zedong reassessed rela- 
tionships with the United States. 

He reasoned that China could not be 
isolated by both world powers. Over- 
tures from President Nixon in his inau- 
gural address and a series of ping-pong 
matches created dialogue for the first 
time in decades. 

In 1971, Henry Kissinger went on a se- 
cret mission to China, opening the way 
for Nixon’s visit with Mao. Who would 
have thought that the man that 
shunned the United States in favor of 
communism and the President that 
built his reputation on fighting com- 
munism would both come to realize 
that our nations, despite their dif- 
ferences, needed each other. 

Mainland China was now officially 
recognized by the United Nations. The 
U.S. set up diplomatic offices. Trade 
agreements opened. Relations warmed 
by the 1980s, with state visits from 
both countries. As the horizon bright- 
ened and the Chinese people hoped, the 
Chinese Government cracked down on 
dissidents in Tiananmen Square. The 
U.S., alarmed, imposed sanctions and 
restrictions. 

Tensions loomed through the 1990s, 
culminating with the U.S. bombing of 
the Chinese Embassy in Belgrade, Ser- 
bia, in 1999, during the Kosovo cam- 
paign. 

Calmer heads prevailed and tensions 
eased. By 2001, trade restrictions were 
loosened once again. China pledged a 
deep commitment to fight the war on 
terror and committed material aid in 
great amounts for the effort. 

By 2006, China-U.S. relations deep- 
ened under the strategic economic dia- 
logue. Business in both countries in- 
creased as commerce offered great eco- 
nomic opportunity for both countries. 

On the verge of a bright future, we 
now see today with timidity and fear, 
where we should see opportunity and 
favor with regard to China. 

China needs us, and we need China; 
yet we see, in the last week, Madam 
Speaker, a week of a barrage of nega- 
tive press on China, covering every- 
thing from hedging them on trade, to 
condemning them and their develop- 
ment of island outposts in the China 
Sea, to framing them up as the new 
military threat that must be checked 
by the United States. 

Dialogue and diplomacy are cheaper 
than tanks and tomahawks. Does the 
United States really wish to believe 
that we can leave a capabilities-based 
military to create some new threat- 
based military and it would be in our 
favor? 
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While China is not our enemy, we 
could certainly set the conditions to 
make them one in the future. It would 
be a tragic mistake. It would devour 
our diplomacy, drain our defense, and 
diminish our domestic priorities. 

Worse, it could set the course for 
some future horrific conflict between 
dozens of friendly nations that we cur- 
rently trade with, including China—in- 
cluding China. Where is the dialogue on 
including China in the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership? 

I have not heard it from this Cham- 
ber or the White House. Sure, we claim 
they can join if they meet the stand- 
ard, only after we use every anti-Chi- 
nese statement in trying to make the 
case for the trade promotion authority. 
That is not very reassuring. 

Some say we must not include China 
at all in the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
because of their human rights record. 
Others object because they are a Com- 
munist nation. Others cite the fact 
that China has been our former enemy. 

Well, here are some thoughts to pon- 
der. If we can forgive Germany and 
Japan for horrific human rights viola- 
tions in World War II, can we not reach 
out to China? If we can embrace former 
enemies who reformed their existing 
Communist governments, such as Viet- 
nam, can we not reach out to China? 

If we can turn former enemies, such 
as Great Britain, Canada, Mexico, 
Spain, the Philippines, Germany, Aus- 
tria, Hungary, Italy, Japan, and Viet- 
nam, into our top trading partners, can 
we not also reach out to China? 

China needs petroleum and natural 
gas, and we have plenty of it. We have 
both ready to export. China wants to 
lay thousands of miles of road in ambi- 
tious projects for her commerce. We 
have the raw materials for asphalt, in- 
dustry to make their road-paving ma- 
chines, and colleges to educate their 
engineers. 

Madam Speaker, we need China; 3.8 
million Chinese nationals live and 
work in the United States. That is 
more than the population of my home 
State of Oklahoma. China constitutes 
our greatest trading partner, working 
with thousands of businesses that bol- 
ster our economy and better our qual- 
ity of life. Our peoples are historically 
and deeply intertwined. We must pro- 
ceed with wisdom and caution. 

While we love trade and while we 
love economy, we can work out dif- 
ferences, rather than magnify them 
and deepen suspicion and concern. In- 
stead, we can dialogue. 

The same standards that people often 
cite with regard to China and how she 
is stealing technologies or making 
shoddy goods were the same charges 
that we leveled against Japan in the 
1960s and South Korea in the 1980s; yet 
we no longer have those concerns about 
those allies today with their incredible 
effort, economy, and technology. 

Our peoples are historically and deep- 
ly entwined, the United States and 
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China, and we must work hard to main- 
tain that. 

Madam Speaker, I would hope that 
our colleagues and our President would 
temper the rhetoric with regard to dis- 
cussions on trade and using it as some 
new effort to hedge or contain China, 
rather than to embrace and trade with 
that nation. 

Whatever differences we may have 
can be worked out in the spirit and 
good will of Lincoln. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 


eae 


THE CONGRESSIONAL BLACK 
CAUCUS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WESTERMAN). Under the Speaker’s an- 
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. KELLY) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des- 
ignee of the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers be given 5 days to revise and ex- 
tend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
it is an honor and a privilege to once 
again have the opportunity to stand on 
the House floor and to anchor the Con- 
gressional Black Caucus’ Special Order 
hour with the distinguished gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Today, we will discuss the many eco- 
nomic challenges facing so many ev- 
eryday Americans; and, specifically, 
tonight, we want to examine some of 
the economic barriers, some of the pol- 
icy possibilities, and the outlook on job 
prospects for African Americans in dis- 
tricts that we represent across the 
country. 

It is worth beginning with the fact 
that we are now about 6 years removed 
from the end of what historians and 
economists deem the Great Recession. 
America’s economy has rallied. We 
have inched our way closer and closer 
to full recovery. In fact, the beginning 
of 2015 saw the most sustained period of 
job creation in this century. 

The fact remains that, in spite of the 
steady stream of progress and even in 
the midst of our positive job numbers, 
there are still too many people being 
left behind. Many of these people live 
in communities like the ones I rep- 
resent in Cook County and Kankakee. 
Many of these people can be found in 
urban, central, or rural America. 

I guarantee that we all know some- 
one out there who is still in the midst 
of their own personal economic recov- 
ery. The fact remains that many com- 
munities of color are struggling might- 
ily in their recovery. In many Black 
and Brown neighborhoods, unemploy- 
ment remains at a crisis level—this, 
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even as our economy continues to re- 
bound. 

I am reminded of a quote by a former 
National Urban League president and 
civil rights hero that the hardest work 
in the world is being out of work. That 
is something that I personally believe. 

So often, I will hear folks say that 
America’s unemployed have made a 
choice to not work, that vulnerable 
Americans looking for work are doing 
so because they have made poor deci- 
sions. We hear this time and time 
again, especially in this Chamber, 
about folks need to go pull themselves 
up by their bootstraps. 

I can tell you that I have seen people 
tug in vain on their bootstraps to no 
avail. Many families still need help in 
their recovery. As Representatives, we 
need to hear their cry and do more. 

Marc Morial, who has followed in the 
footsteps of Whitney Young and taken 
the helm of the National Urban 
League, was recently quoted as saying: 
“It is clear that for too many Blacks 
and Latinos, our Nation’s economic re- 
covery is only something they read or 
hear about.” 

America’s comeback is bypassing 
large swaths of people in Black and 
Brown neighborhoods, and that is dan- 
gerous not only to those communities, 
but to our Nation. A recovery that 
leaves millions of its citizens behind 
will ultimately threaten America’s sus- 
tained growth. 

Even before the Great Recession, 
Black unemployment has consistently 
been twice as high as White unemploy- 
ment. I think Congressman PAYNE and 
my colleagues gathered here this 
evening would agree that we have to 
address this problem now. 

To again quote Mr. Morial, of the Na- 
tional Urban League, ‘‘For Blacks and 
Latinos in America, the economic dev- 
astation of the Great Recession is as 
real today as it was when it began in 
2007.” 

Consider these statistics on the eco- 
nomic reality of many Africans Ameri- 
cans, according to a Brandeis Univer- 
sity study. A typical Black household 
has accumulated less than one-tenth of 
the wealth of a typical White one, and 
that number is getting worse. 

Over the past 25 years, the wealth 
gap between Blacks and Whites has 
nearly tripled. Now, this is largely be- 
cause homeownership among Blacks is 
so much lower. Housing is often Amer- 
ica's greatest asset and a major compo- 
nent of their overall wealth. 

African Americans typically have 
lower incomes than Whites, which also 
makes it harder for them to save and 
build wealth. The median income for 
Black households is less than 60 per- 
cent of that of White ones. Finally, the 
jobless rate for Black Americans is 
twice that of Whites. 

Mr. Speaker, the time to act is now. 
The necessity in responding to this 
economic crisis should be an American 
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imperative. We cannot be limited by 
narrowly focusing on a pre-Recession 
economy. 

The Members of this House should be 
strategizing to support a bold and in- 
clusive economy that propels us into a 
sustainable future. More can be done 
by us, and this administration has 
proven to have been willing to take the 
positive steps necessary to put us on a 
more prosperous path. 

Regardless of where some of our col- 
leagues are when it comes to the Presi- 
dent, I think we are all in agreement 
that more Americans in the workforce 
and more economic stimulation bene- 
fits all of us. 
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The question is still relevant: How do 
we create a stronger economy and a 
more perfect union? Where do we go 
from here? 

I am very pleased again to be joined 
tonight by my distinguished colleague 
from the Congressional Black Caucus 
as we discuss this important analysis 
of the economy and job opportunity in 
our communities. 

The insight and policy prescriptions 
are critical and valuable in our con- 
tinuing march toward a more perfect 
union. Let me first yield to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE), 
my dynamic coanchor. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I first 
want to start by thanking my col- 
league from Illinois, Congresswoman 
KELLY, for coanchoring this Special 
Order with me. 

Thanks also to the members of the 
Congressional Black Caucus that will 
be joining us, and a special thanks to 
everyone watching at home. 

It is wonderful to be here to talk 
about our shared priorities. Tonight, as 
stated by my colleague, we are going to 
address two of the most pressing issues 
for African American communities, 
jobs and economic development. 

Since the Recession ended, much of 
the United States has experienced eco- 
nomic recovery. However, African 
American communities continue to 
face significant challenges to securing 
jobs, escaping poverty, and accumu- 
lating wealth. 

It is a disturbing and unacceptable 
reality and a reminder that Congress 
has a moral responsibility to create 
avenues of economic prosperity for Af- 
rican American communities. Our 
focus must be on the economic issues 
that matter most to African American 
communities, including employment, 
income, and wealth. 

According to an April report by the 
U.S. Congress Joint Economic Com- 
mittee, at 10.1 percent, the unemploy- 
ment rate for African Americans is 
double the rate for White Americans. 
African Americans are 2.5 times more 
likely than White Americans to face 
long-term unemployment, and over 20 
percent of African Americans in their 
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early twenties are still unemployed. 
This hurts earning prospects and long- 
term employment. 

Given the higher rates of unemploy- 
ment in African American commu- 
nities, it is no surprise that African 
American communities also have lower 
incomes and less wealth, and African 
Americans are more likely to live and 
stay in poverty. 

According to the April Joint Eco- 
nomic Committee report, the median 
income of an African American house- 
hold is only $34,600, almost $24,000 less 
than White households in this country. 
African Americans are almost three 
times more likely to live in poverty 
than White Americans. African Amer- 
ican households have 13 times less 
wealth than White households. 

In my State of New Jersey, the sta- 
tistics are equally as grim. In New Jer- 
sey, the poverty rate for African Amer- 
icans hovers at 22 percent and is three 
times that of White Americans, at 6.6 
percent. The unemployment rate for 
African Americans is 11.1 percent, and 
that is twice that of White Americans, 
at 5.5 percent. 

According to U.S. Census Bureau es- 
timates, in New Jersey, in the 10th 
Congressional District, the unemploy- 
ment rate for African Americans is 19.1 
percent, which was 2.5 times that of 
White Americans, at 7.5 percent. These 
glaring disparities betray the Amer- 
ican promise, that working hard leads 
to economic stability. 

African American women’s unem- 
ployment today—more women are the 
primary breadwinners for their fami- 
lies than ever. In fact, 30 percent of 
women earn more than their husbands. 
Women make up nearly half of our Na- 
tion’s workforce. 

However, on average, full-time work- 
ing women earn just 77 cents for every 
dollar a man earns, and African Amer- 
ican women earn just 64 cents for every 
dollar a man earns. 

African American women have been 
hit particularly hard by unemploy- 
ment. According to the National Wom- 
en’s Law Center, in April, African 
American women’s unemployment was 
at 8.8 percent, higher than the peak of 
total women’s unemployment during 
the Recession. Compare that to the 4.2 
percent unemployment rate for White 
women and to the national unemploy- 
ment rate of 5.4 percent. 

We need a more widely shared recov- 
ery. We cannot strengthen our house- 
holds or our economy when such large 
disparities exist. 

The Congressional Black Caucus is 
committed to tackling this challenge. 
The CBC has fought for much-needed 
investment in job training, in edu- 
cation, and in employment opportuni- 
ties to equip people of color and people 
from low-income communities with the 
skills needed to compete in today’s 
economy. 

Education is definitely key to this 
prosperity. It is best when we invest in 
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it and make it possible for all young- 
sters—all Americans—to get a good 
education. 

Education is the path to success, but 
many people simply can’t afford it. Af- 
rican Americans lag sharply behind 
White Americans in educational at- 
tainment as well. It is a consistent 
theme that we hear—whether it is pov- 
erty, education, wealth, job opportuni- 
ties—that these communities lag be- 
hind. 

We need a strong nation, irrespective 
of what community you live in. Here in 
Congress and at this CBC, we fight 
every day to make sure that all Ameri- 
cans have an equal opportunity to 
prosper in this Nation. 

I see we have been very fortunate to 
be joined by several of our colleagues. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. It is my pleas- 
ure and delight to yield to the gentle- 
woman from Oakland, California (Ms. 
LEE), who always has great things to 
share with us. 

Ms. LEE. First, let me thank you, 
Congresswoman KELLY and Congress- 
man PAYNE, for hosting this Special 
Order. Your leadership is so important 
for these critical discussions. 

We are trying in many ways under 
your leadership to really tell the truth 
and let the entire country know ex- 
actly what the economic status is, 
what the job opportunities and edu- 
cational opportunities are in the Afri- 
can American community, and how 
those disparities continue to grow and, 
really, how we need to really do every- 
thing we can here to begin to close 
those gaps and disparities, so thank 
you very much once again. 

We stand here tonight to discuss eco- 
nomic opportunity—of course, I have 
to say the lack of opportunity in the 
Black community. In recent months, 
we have seen communities across this 
country—including Baltimore and my 
hometown of Oakland, California, in 
my congressional district—demand an 
end to the systemic and institutional 
racial biases that plague our society. 

People, especially young people, are 
calling for an end to centuries of op- 
pression. They are fighting for equality 
of opportunity, the opportunity for 
every American to live the American 
Dream. 

Too many places in our Nation are 
tales of two cities. One city is bright, 
shiny, and new. It is home to new con- 
dominiums and fancy restaurants. The 
other city is left with boarded up 
stores, abandoned homes, and too 
many people without a job and without 
hope. 

I know Congresswoman KELLY, Con- 
gressman PAYNE, Congressman 
JEFFRIES, myself, all of us represent 
these cities, these two cities within one 
context, one environment, one frame- 
work, one boundary. 

We all know that the inequality of 
opportunity really is not a new phe- 
nomenon. We have lived with these 
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structural injustices for centuries, but 
it wasn’t until the race riots erupted in 
Watts, Chicago, and Detroit in 1968 
that our government began to take 
some notice. 

After the riots, President Johnson 
convened the Kerner Commission to in- 
vestigate the root causes of the unrest. 
The Kerner report clearly showed a na- 
tion moving towards two societies: one 
Black, one White—separate and un- 
equal. While the Kerner report identi- 
fied the problem, our Nation failed to 
truly address it. There still is not lib- 
erty and justice for all. 

The Kerner report also called for bet- 
ter training for police, new invest- 
ments in jobs and in housing, and the 
end of de facto segregation. Now, this 
report really could have been written 
last month. 

Sadly, nearly 50 years later, we still 
live in a country where the color of 
your skin and the ZIP Code in which 
you were born determines your future, 
but I am proud to be working with 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus to continue to address these 
persistent inequalities in our Nation by 
working on policies and programs to 
create economic growth, educational 
opportunities, and job opportunities. 

For example, we know that Black 
children are disadvantaged from day 
one. More than one in three Black chil- 
dren are born in poverty. That is one in 
three. In the world’s richest and most 
powerful Nation, a third of all African 
American children are forced to grow 
up with the harsh reality of poverty, 
day in and day out. This is outrageous. 
It is unacceptable. 

The cycle of poverty continues in the 
school systems that institutionalize 
this discrimination. While Black stu- 
dents represent just 18 percent of pre- 
school enrollment, they account for 42 
percent of preschool student expul- 
sions. 

Can you believe that? Preschool stu- 
dent expulsions—that is really a dis- 
grace. We are talking about kids ages 2 
to 5 years old. These kids don’t even 
get a start, let alone a Head Start. 
What in the world are children that 
young doing being expelled from pre- 
school? 

Then in high school, the graduation 
rate for Black students is 16 points 
lower than the rate for their White 
peers. Black students are far less likely 
than their White counterparts to ob- 
tain a 4-year college degree, and the 
crisis and inequality extends from edu- 
cation to the economy itself. 

Over the past four decades, the unem- 
ployment rate for Blacks has remained 
nearly double the rate for Whites. 
Today, the unemployment rate in the 
Black community stands at 10.1 per- 
cent; that is reported. Now, to put that 
into context, the current African 
American unemployment rate is higher 
than the national average was at the 
height of the Great Recession. 
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In addition to higher unemployment 
rates, African Americans are also near- 
ly completely locked out of some key 
economic sectors, especially the tech 
sector. 

Only 1 in 14 technical workers in Sil- 
icon Valley is African American or 
Latino. That is 1 in 14. That is why the 
CBC has launched the TECH 2020 initia- 
tive to work with the tech sector to in- 
crease workforce diversity and invest- 
ments in STEM education and to ex- 
pand market opportunities for busi- 
nesses to ensure that the jobs of today 
and tomorrow are open to all. 

For African Americans in the work- 
force, our Nation’s inequalities are also 
evident in their paychecks. Congress- 
man PAYNE just laid out the statistics 
for women. While women earn 77 cents 
on the dollar that a man earns, it is 
just 64 cents for African American 
women. The median income for Blacks 
is a mere $34,000. That is nearly $24,000 


less than the median income for 
Whites. 
Most Black families hold their 


wealth in home equity, so the Great 
Recession hit the Black community 
particularly hard. Too many families 
lost everything, and many more Black 
families are struggling as home prices 
fail to keep pace with the stock mar- 
ket. Of course, the net worth now of 
African American families is now 6 
cents to the dollar for White families. 

The time for action is now. These 
communities, our communities, cannot 
wait any longer. We must come to- 
gether like never before to address the 
inequalities in our Nation that leave 
Black families behind. 

In my role as co-chair of the CBC’s 
Task Force on Poverty and the Econ- 
omy and chair of the Democratic 
whip’s Task Force on Poverty, Income 
Inequality, and Opportunity, we are 
working very hard to give Black fami- 
lies a fair shot. We are talking about 
all families, not leaving any family be- 
hind. 

I am proud to be working with more 
than 100 of my colleagues to advance 
policies that build pathways out of 
poverty into the middle class for every- 
one, for all Americans. 
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Yes, Black lives, like all lives, 
count. 

We have introduced the Half in Ten 
Act to develop a national strategy to 
cut poverty in half in the next decade. 
This bill would lift more than 22 mil- 
lion Americans out of poverty into the 
middle class in just the next 10 years 
by doubling down and coordinating 
proven antipoverty programs. 

The Congressional Black Caucus also 
took a stand on poverty in its alter- 
native budget proposal. We called for 
robust investments in education, infra- 
structure, and affordable housing pro- 
grams that would ensure opportunities 
for all. We must keep up this fight 


do 
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until Congress makes these long over- 
due investments. 

We need to strengthen the social 
safety net and invest in proven anti- 
poverty programs such as the earned 
income tax credit and the Supple- 
mental Nutritional Assistance Pro- 
gram. These were initiatives begun 50 
years ago under President Lyndon 
Johnson’s Great Society program, and 
they are working. 

We also need to raise the minimum 
wage and fight for a living wage. That 
is why we are cosponsors, and we are 
very proud to be cosponsors, of H.R. 
122, the Original Living Wage Act, 
sponsored by Congressman AL GREEN, 
which starts by raising the minimum 
wage for Federal workers and building 
up to a living wage. And Congressman 
BOBBY SCOTT’s Raise the Wage Act, 
H.R. 2150, would increase the minimum 
wage to $12 by 2020. Thirty-five million 
Americans would benefit from this. 

Also we wrote a letter signed by 72 
colleagues urging the President to 
adopt a fair chance hiring policy at the 
Federal level for individuals who have 
been previously incarcerated. A fair 
chance hiring policy would level the 
playing field and help stop the cycle of 
recidivism that is plaguing our com- 
munities. This is simply the right 
thing to do. The Federal Government 
should not put up barriers to work for 
those trying to rebuild their lives after 
making a mistake and having paid 
their dues to society. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I am saying to- 
night, and I think all of us are saying, 
that we need to give families the op- 
portunity to build wealth and live the 
American Dream. We can end poverty 
not just in the African American com- 
munity, but in the entire United States 
as a whole. So we have got to keep call- 
ing for action. 

As Dr. King said in his “Two Amer- 
icas’’ speech that he gave on April 14, 
1968, at Stanford University, 1968, he 
said: “We must come to see that social 
progress never rolls in on the wheels of 
inevitability. It comes through the 
tireless efforts and persistent work of 
dedicated individuals.” 

Mr. Speaker, we must be those dedi- 
cated individuals working for the so- 
cial progress that is so desperately 
needed. When you look at the analysis 
of the economy, job opportunities and 
educational opportunities in the Afri- 
can American community, we must 
win this fight because the gaps and the 
disparities are too great. Only then 
will America be strong, because we 
have to remember that we are a coun- 
try where everyone is equal under the 
law. In fact, when you have commu- 
nities with such horrible statistics as 
we are laying out tonight, such hor- 
rible economic and educational gaps, 
our country is not as strong as it could 
be. And so we are saying that we want 
liberty and justice for everyone, that 
all lives matter, including Black lives. 
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Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Thank you, 
Congresswoman LEE. Thank you for 
your hard work, your dedication, and 
all of your insight. You are so right 
about ZIP Codes that determine so 
much, unfortunately. And we have to 
give every young child, every family, a 
fair chance, and hopefully we will see 
the day when some of the bills that we 
have put forward actually are brought 
to the floor and voted on in a positive 
way. So thank you so very much. 

It is now my pleasure and honor to 
call to the floor and introduce Con- 
gressman HAKEEM JEFFRIES, from the 
great State of New York and the bor- 
ough of Brooklyn. Thank you HAKEEM. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank my good 
friend, the distinguished gentlewoman 
from Illinois, ROBIN KELLY, for yield- 
ing, for her very generous introduction, 
and certainly to my good friend and 
classmate, DONALD PAYNE, for co-an- 
choring this Special Order. And as well, 
I want to acknowledge the presence of 
distinguished Congresswoman BARBARA 
LEE from California for her continued 
eloquence and contribution on such a 
significant issue. 

I really count it an honor and a privi- 
lege to once again have the oppor- 
tunity to come to the House floor to 
participate in this Special Order hour, 
this CBC hour of power, co-anchored by 
the dynamic duo of D. PAYNE and R. 
KELLY. We really appreciate their con- 
tinued involvement, eloquence, and 
leadership in helping to articulate for 
the American people, as part of this 
conversation that we are able to have 
periodically, the issues of great impor- 
tance to the African American commu- 
nity, but issues that I believe are also 
of great importance to the broader 
American community. 

Poverty is an issue that certainly im- 
pacts the city of Newark that Con- 
gressman PAYNE represents, the city of 
Oakland that BARBARA LEE represents, 
the city of Chicago that Congress- 
woman KELLY represents, and part of 
the city of New York that I represent 
in part. Even though the ZIP Codes for 
those four particular municipalities 
may be different, the issues of lack of 
economic community opportunity, of 
course, are largely the same. Far too 
many people do not robustly have an 
opportunity to pursue the American 
Dream in a manner that is consistent 
with what America is supposed to be, a 
place where, if you just work hard and 
stay on the right path, you have an op- 
portunity to lift yourself up out of the 
station that you may have been born 
into in life. But we know, unfortu- 
nately, that race seems to play a role 
in that capacity to pull yourself up by 
your bootstraps. 

In fact, while one in three Whites 
who find themselves in poverty have 
the ability, it appears, to elevate them- 
selves out of it—and those numbers 
may even be a little higher—only one 
in five African Americans appear to 
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have the capacity to lift themselves 
out of an impoverished condition that 
they find themselves in. 

Why that is the case is something 
that I think we need to be able to ex- 
plore, because regardless of race, it 
should be a matter of fact here in 
America that everyone has got a 
chance to be able to provide for their 
families to live a middle class lifestyle. 

Now, the interesting thing that I 
found upon my arrival here at the Con- 
gress is that issues related to poverty 
really shouldn’t be a Black issue or a 
White issue, a Democratic issue or a 
Republican issue. It shouldn’t be an 
urban issue or a rural issue. It is an 
American issue. In fact, when you look 
at what has often been defined as per- 
sistently poor counties, counties where 
20 percent of the population have been 
below the Federal poverty line for 30 or 
more years, more of those persistently 
poor counties are actually represented 
in this wonderful body by Republicans 
than by Democrats. So for the life of 
me, I haven’t been able to figure out 
why we have not been able to come to- 
gether and find common ground to deal 
with the problem of poverty in Amer- 
ica, because this is not some narrow 
constituent issue that those of us in 
the Congressional Black Caucus happen 
to have and our friends on the other 
side of the aisle aren’t experiencing in 
terms of the people that they rep- 
resent. This is actually an issue that 
needs to be addressed by everybody. 

So I am hopeful that as we stand on 
this House floor, as we extend our 
hands out in partnership to the other 
side of the aisle, that we can begin to 
deal with some of these issues, like, for 
instance, giving America a raise. For 
the life of me, I haven’t been able to 
figure out why we would essentially en- 
dorse a policy, a minimum wage stand- 
ard that means you can work full-time, 
52 weeks a year, 40 hours a week, and 
still, when raising a family of three or 
four, live below the Federal poverty 
line. Why aren’t we making work pay 
in America? 

Now, we are seeing that places like 
Los Angeles that recently raised the 
minimum wage to $15 an hour are lead- 
ing the way at the local level, and I 
guess that makes sense. Brandeis once 
said that State government, local gov- 
ernments, are laboratories of democ- 
racy, and here I found that the House is 
probably more like the lion’s den of de- 
mocracy. But it seems to me that we 
should be able to figure out a pathway 
toward dealing with some common- 
sense solutions to dealing with the eco- 
nomic problems that face everyday 
Americans, like investing in research 
and development, investing in edu- 
cation and job training, investing in 
technology and innovation, investing 
in transportation and infrastructure, 
and investing in the American worker 
in a way that makes sense because the 
deck has been stacked against him, the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


African American worker or the indi- 
vidual within the African American 
community that is desperately trying 
to seek work. 

We are suffering from double-digit 
unemployment in this recovery. When 
other communities seem to have been 
able to get back on track and our un- 
employment numbers are still higher 
than the collective number during the 
Great Recession, that is a scandal. We 
should all have a problem with that. 

But the deck generally is stacked 
against the American worker. Since 
the early 1970s, the productivity of the 
American worker has increased in ex- 
cess of 275 percent. American workers 
have been more productive over the 
last 40-plus years, yet during that same 
time period, wages have increased less 
than 10 percent. They have remained 
stagnant. The deck is stacked. 

The increase in productivity of the 
American worker has gone to the privi- 
leged few, and we have seen that that 
has continued during this recovery 
where corporate profits are way up, the 
stockmarket is way up, and CEO com- 
pensation is way up, but people in the 
African American community and oth- 
ers are still struggling to be able to re- 
cover from the devastating impact that 
the collapse of the economy had on our 
community and on many communities 
throughout America. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I just want to thank 
my good friends for raising the issue, 
for once again standing before the 
American people to address this great 
issue of significance. 

We were all in recess over the last 
few days back at home, spread across 
the country, but now we have come 
back. We are here for 4 consecutive 
weeks to do the people’s business, and 
I am hopeful we can figure out a way to 
deal with a laser-like focus the prob- 
lems confronting the persistently poor 
and those who are in the middle class 
or trying to become part of the great 
American middle class. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Thank you 
very much, Congressman JEFFRIES. 
You always have great words, well 
thought out and so meaningful. I really 
appreciate your comments. 

With that, I would like to turn it 
over to the woman from the great 
State of Ohio, my colleague, my fresh- 
man colleague and now sophomore col- 
league, Congressman JOYCE BEATTY. 

Mrs. BEATTY. Thank you to my col- 
league, the gentlewoman from Illinois, 
and to my colleague, the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
Congressional Black Caucus this 
evening for holding this Special Order 
hour focusing on the economy and job 
opportunities in our community. I 
know tonight that we will speak to 
America and to the folks in this Cham- 
ber talking about the issues that 
revolve around the economy and jobs 
and how it affects African Americans. 
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I want to join my colleagues tonight 
and talk about those things that get in 
the way when we talk about our edu- 
cation system, when we talk about the 
young African Americans going to pris- 
on, and when we talk about the cost of 
higher education, Mr. Speaker. But I 
also want to say thank you, thank you 
to the HBC universities for educating 
African Americans. I want to say 
thank you to those African Americans 
who are in positions to help spur the 
economy, and having an African Amer- 
ican in the White House. That is be- 
cause along the way there has been 
hope and opportunity. 
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So before I talk about those things 
that get in the way, I want to make 
sure that we send the message to a 12- 
year-old boy in my district, to a fresh- 
man in college, to individuals like my 
young nephew and my nieces and my 
grandchildren, that there will be hope 
and opportunity because there are 
Members in this Chamber and members 
in the Congressional Black Caucus who 
will come and stand up and build that 
hope and opportunity to make a dif- 
ference because we will come with re- 
solve. 

But tonight, I want to share that, 
while much has changed for African 
Americans since the 1963 March on 
Washington, one thing has not 
changed. The unemployment rate 
among Blacks is about double that 
among Whites, as it has been for al- 
most the past six decades. 

Mr. Speaker, the current unemploy- 
ment rate for African Americans is 9.6 
percent. This is nearly twice the 4.7 
percent unemployment rate for White 
Americans. 

Although the national unemploy- 
ment rate has continued to decline 
since 2008, a significant race gap still 
remains. African Americans are almost 
three times more likely to live in pov- 
erty than White Americans. 

African Americans, like all Ameri- 
cans, want economic mobility, access 
to high wages, the ability to support 
themselves and their families in a mid- 
dle class lifestyle, while earning wages 
to allow for the accumulation of 
wealth. 

To move forward in creating eco- 
nomic opportunities in the African 
American community, we must remain 
focused, focused as the members of the 
Congressional Black Caucus are, on 
how we can bridge the divides in our 
society, and how we can bring our Na- 
tion closer together. 

It is well established in the fact that 
students of color face harsher punish- 
ments in schools than their White 
peers, leading to a higher number of 
youth of color in detention, suspension, 
and even being expelled. 

African American students are ar- 
rested far more often than their White 
classmates. Black and Hispanic stu- 
dents, Mr. Speaker, represent more 
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than 70 percent of those in school-re- 
lated arrests or referrals to law en- 
forcement. African Americans make up 
two-fifths and Hispanics one-fifth of 
confined youth today. 

Disparities are found not only in how 
we punish behavior in our schools, but 
also how we fund education. This is 
true in K-12, and it is also true with 
higher education. 

While we know that a college degree 
is a path to a middle class life, African 
Americans are less likely to obtain 
education beyond high school than 
White students, and they are less like- 
ly to earn a degree. 

And for those African American col- 
lege students who are able to make it 
to graduation, after graduating they 
graduate with more student debt than 
White students. Continued Federal and 
State cuts to tuition assistance, grant 
programs, and work study opportuni- 
ties continue to threaten African 
American access to a better education. 

We must confront these injustices 
head on. We have an obligation to find 
real solutions to these problems that 
have plagued our communities for gen- 
erations. We must promote policies 
that increase the pace of job creation, 
expand opportunities for the long-term 
unemployed to reenter the workforce. 
We must provide incentives for busi- 
nesses to hire and make investments in 
revitalizing schools, infrastructures, 
and our neighborhoods. 

Like we did 50 years ago as we were 
in Selma, we must continue to do that 
again today. We must continue to 
stand arm in arm so we can bring an 
end to the disparities that hold our 
hard-working families back from 
achieving the middle class dream and 
the dreams of all Americans that we all 
should be equal, Mr. Speaker. 

And again, to my colleagues, thank 
you for holding this Special Order 
hour. Thank you for working with the 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus and all of our colleagues so we 
could move forward and not have the 
disparities that you have heard about 
tonight. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Thank you 
Congresswoman BEATTY, and thank 
you for your words, and also thank you 
for your insight, as well as our other 
colleagues that have shared this 
evening with us tonight. We really, 
really appreciate it. And we hope that 
when we come back next year this time 
that we can see some improvements 
and not have to talk about the same 
things over and over and over. We have 
heard back from 1968 some of the same 
statistics, and here we are so many 
years later still having to talk about 
the same thing. So we hope to see 
progress toward this economic sta- 
bility for the African American family. 

We have heard from my colleagues 
some staggering statistics. The story is 
even more disconcerting for our Na- 
tion's youth. Workers 19 years old and 
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younger are finding it more difficult 
than ever to find quality afterschool 
and summer employment. The unem- 
ployment rate for White youth age 16 
to 19 stands at 14.5 percent—again, 
roughly half that of their Black teen- 
age counterparts, who have an unem- 
ployment rate of 27.5 percent. 

Over one in four Black teenagers who 
are looking for work are unable to find 
it. Over one in four. This is simply un- 
acceptable. As a Nation, we must do 
more to invest in underserved commu- 
nities and provide opportunities for 
self-empowerment and growth for our 
Nation’s youth. 

Denying African American teens a 
summer job could cause them to miss 
out on a lifetime of opportunities and 
experiences. Many high school students 
use the summer months to work and 
put money aside for college. But if 
there are no jobs to be found, Mr. 
Speaker, many students will be denied 
the opportunity to attend college and 
will forever be shut out from many op- 
portunities and will forever be shut out 
also from the many jobs that require a 
college degree. 

With college graduates earning an 
average of $45,000 per year, compared to 
those only with a high school diploma 
earning an average of $28,000 per year, 
lacking a college degree can set non- 
college graduates up for a lifetime of 
economic difficulties and frustrations. 
That is almost $1 million in lost wages 
over the course of a lifetime. 

I have been working in my district to 
connect employers with eager young 
employees. In April, I hosted my sec- 
ond annual Youth Employment Sum- 
mit, where local youth aged 15 to 24 
could connect with area companies. 
Many were hired on the spot, and even 
more were scheduled interviews for 
jobs and internships this summer. 

But job fairs alone are not the an- 
swer, Mr. Speaker. As a Nation, we 
need increased investment in job train- 
ing, infrastructure investment, and 
community development. In the long 
run, any economic growth that doesn’t 
allow for full participation of all Amer- 
icans, including those traditionally 
marginalized like minorities and young 
people, will not be sustainable. Our 
economy must work for everyone, not 
just a select few. 

Continuing to leave underserved 
communities behind will only perpet- 
uate and expand the great disparities 
in wealth between American citizens 
and continue to breed a cycle of pov- 
erty, violence, and a sense of helpless- 
ness in those communities. 

Reinvesting in our Nation’s youth 
and our Nation’s minority commu- 
nities is not only vital to our country’s 
economic health but to its public 
health as well. 

Lack of economic opportunity leads 
to violence, and violence only perpet- 
uates a lack of economic opportunity. 
The two go hand-in-hand, and, if not 
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addressed, it will create a downward 
spiral, preventing any positive growth 
for our Nation’s youth and disadvan- 
taged communities. 

Mr. Speaker, tomorrow we will recog- 
nize the first annual National Gun Vio- 
lence Awareness Day. Like many of my 
colleagues, I will wear orange. Orange 
is the color hunters wear to alert their 
companions of their presence, to avoid 
being shot. It is a warning color. Or- 
ange screams: ‘‘Don’t shoot.’’ 

Too many of my constituents often 
feel like they have to wear orange 
while walking down their block on Chi- 
cago’s South Side. In fact, tomorrow is 
Hadiya Pendleton’s birthday. As we all 
know, she was shot while playing in a 
park or running away. 

Mr. Speaker, I often say that nothing 
stops a bullet like a job. The surest 
way to decrease violence and increase 
economic prosperity in underserved 
communities is to expand access to 
jobs and education. 

Mr. PAYNE. I thank the gentle- 
woman from Illinois and also the gen- 
tlewoman from Ohio for joining us this 
evening. Her thoughts and comments 
are always salient and to the point, 
and we appreciate her supporting us in 
this effort. We sophomores have to 
stick together. It is just always a de- 
light for me to be able to hear what 
Mrs. BEATTY has to say in terms of the 
topics that we discuss. She has dem- 
onstrated true leadership in the CBC 
since her arrival. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the greatest Na- 
tion on the face of the Earth, and there 
are many issues, many mottos, many 
sayings that go along with this Nation. 
And one of them is that all men are 
created equal. But why do we continue 
to find such gaps in all people being 
created equal and the circumstances 
some communities find themselves in? 

Like anyone, young African Ameri- 
cans would like to grow up, educated 
well, raise their families, and eke out 
an income that sustains them and cre- 
ates a quality of life that all people de- 
serve. But that doesn’t happen. We 
have the haves and the have-nots, the 
99 percent and the 1 percent. And too 
often it seems like that is what our Na- 
tion is built on. Sure, we talk about 
equality, we talk about equal rights, 
but for some reason, in many in- 
stances, it just doesn’t seem to fit the 
circumstance. 

Wages for working people have stag- 
nated, as my colleague from New York 
said, over 15 years, but we have 
watched the top 1 percent make more 
and more money. Their quality of life 
is something people would dream 
about, hear about in fairy tales. But, 
no, some people are living that well 
while others struggle every single day. 

And what would it be in a Nation if 
we were held to these different virtues, 
to these different mottos, to these dif- 
ferent sayings? Well, it would mean, 
Mr. Speaker, that people needing food 
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stamps wouldn’t be going up. That is 
not something people look forward to. 
That is a last-ditch effort to feed your 
family. That is desperation. That is not 
a goal to aspire to. 

Too many times we feel that people 
in this country that have not made it 
or have found it difficult to be success- 
ful, well, they are just not doing what 
they need to do. There are systemic 
structural circumstances in this Na- 
tion that keep people from attaining 
success. And until we deal with those 
issues, we will continue to see what we 
see. 

And let me just say that why 
wouldn’t we want more people to have 
prosperity? Why wouldn’t we want 
more people to be doing well? That 
means they are paying into the system, 
that they don’t have to rely on the sys- 
tem and take out of the system. The 
more people paying in, the more it re- 
duces the burden of the rest of us. I 
don’t see why that is not clear. 

I made the same example during our 
talks about the Affordable Care Act. 
The more people you have paying into 
the system, the less we have to pay be- 
cause, guess what. When there is some- 
one who is not paying into the system, 
guess who picks up the burden—the 
rest of us. 
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If you disburse that cost over more 
people—it is basic economics—guess 
what happens? It reduces it for every- 
one. 

Here we are in the greatest nation in 
the world—no question about it—and 
at times, we are talking around the 
world about how other countries 
should treat their people. You have to 
look inside, and people are able to 
point back at us and say: Wait a 
minute. Why do you have communities 
such as that? Why is there such dis- 
parity? How can you tell us when we 
see what is happening in your nation? 

Mr. Speaker, we can’t talk out of 
both sides of our mouths. If we are 
going to be the greatest nation, then 
we have to act like it and stand up and 
do the things that make it a great na- 
tion. 

There is no reason we cannot find a 
way out of this problem. We are able to 
create jobs as we have smart business 
people throughout this Nation if there 
were an incentive for them to do it, but 
the status quo is all right with them 
because their value continues to go up, 
that of the 1 percent, so why should 
they change? 

If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it. That is 
their motto. They are doing better and 
better while, for the rest of us, our 
quality of life goes down or remains 
stagnant. 

Mr. Speaker, this has had an adverse 
impact on African American busi- 
nesses, and in an increasingly con- 
nected economy, it is also detrimental 
to the broader economic growth in this 
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country in that all people are not able 
to have a living wage or to take care of 
their families. 

I want to thank my colleague, Con- 
gresswoman KELLY, for her leadership 
and for leading tonight’s Congressional 
Black Caucus’ Special Order hour. 

In closing, as we welcome the contin- 
ued recovery and growth of our econ- 
omy, we must keep in mind that work 
remains to build an equal society and 
to expand opportunities for African 
Americans across the country. African 
American communities are not sharing 
in the economic recovery. 

We have a moral obligation to tackle 
the economic challenges facing Black 
communities and to create avenues of 
economic prosperity for all Americans. 
The CBC will be at that fight for as 
long as necessary. It is our agenda that 
works for all Americans, African Amer- 
icans, Hispanic Americans, White 
Americans. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Thank you, 
Congressman PAYNE. 

Mr. Speaker, I, too, want to thank 
my colleagues for giving the Congres- 
sional Black Caucus and this Congress 
the opportunity to put the important 
economic concerns of this Nation’s in 
the spotlight this evening. Millions of 
Americans are living on the brink. 

These aren’t merely concerns for 
these individuals and their families; 
they are national concerns. I have al- 
ways believed that what makes our Na- 
tion great is our recognition that ev- 
eryone should have the ability to live 
and rise to their full potential. Eco- 
nomic parity is one of the most funda- 
mental issues facing us as a nation 
right now. 

I hope, in this hour, we have appro- 
priately shed some light on some of the 
concerns of the Congressional Black 
Caucus when it comes to the economy 
and to job opportunities in our commu- 
nities—or the lack of them. 

Again, I want to thank my coanchor, 
the Honorable Donald Payne, Jr., who 
himself is a strong defender of the eco- 
nomic possibilities of Newark, of Or- 
ange, and of communities across New 
Jersey’s 10th Congressional District. 

I will close as I began this evening in 
saying that the time to act is now. The 
necessity in responding to the eco- 
nomic crises of Black employment and 
underemployment should be an Amer- 
ican imperative. The time is now to 
support a bold and inclusive economy 
that propels us into a sustainable fu- 
ture. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise today with my colleagues 
of the Congressional Black Caucus in opposi- 
tion to income inequality in the United States. 
As millions of Americans remain without work, 
while others are underpaid or underemployed, 
it is imperative that we address the growing 
threat to our country that is income inequality. 

Since the 1970s, we have witnessed a dan- 
gerous trend develop where wage growth for 
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middle and lower income households has be- 
come stagnant while incomes at the very top 
continue to rise sharply. From 1973 to 2005, 
real hourly wages for the top 10 percent rose 
by 30 percent or more, whereas the bottom 50 
percent of all Americans experienced only 
marginal real wage increases of a little more 
than 5 percent. 

The income gap is further amplified when 
comparing races. Overall, Caucasian males 
earn a median income of more than $40,000 
per year while African American males aver- 
age roughly $30,000 during the same time pe- 
riod. Hispanic Americans average just over 
$26,000 each year. These discrepancies by 
race are particularly alarming, considering that 
these figures are even lower for women. 

The percentage of wealth controlled by the 
richest Americans is another disturbing fact 
that is often overlooked. The top 1 percent of 
Americans own 40 percent of our entire na- 
tion’s wealth, while the bottom 80 percent of 
Americans share only 7 percent of the nation’s 
wealth. In historical terms, the last time our 
nation faced such a wide income gap was dur- 
ing the 1920s leading up to the Great Depres- 
sion. 

Mr. Speaker, while Congress struggles with 
raising the minimum wage, millions of working 
individuals and families across the country 
continue to struggle with stagnant pay and ris- 
ing inflation. Until we take a serious look at 
comprehensive reform to curb income inequal- 
ity, the consequences will continue harming 
our communities of color, and prove cata- 
strophic for our nation’s economy. 


— 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 
Mr. JOLLY (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for today on account of a 
flight delay. 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of 
her daughter’s high school graduation. 
Mr. CLYBURN (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and June 2. 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas (at the re- 
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac- 
count of a delayed flight. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today and the balance 
of the week on account of official busi- 
ness. 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today. 
Mr. TAKAI (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of attend- 
ing daughter’s graduation. 


EE 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 246. An act to establish the Alyce Spot- 
ted Bear and Walter Soboleff Commission on 
Native Children, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 
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BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on May 22, 2015, she pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following 
bill: 

H.R. 2496. To extend the authorization for 
the replacement of the existing Department 
of Veterans Affairs Medical Center in Den- 
ver, Colorado, to make certain improve- 
ments in the Veterans Access, Choice, and 
Accountability Act of 2014, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
further reported that on May 26, 2015, 
she presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol- 
lowing bill: 

H.R. 2353. To provide an extension of Fed- 
eral-aid highway, highway safety, motor car- 
rier safety, transit, and other programs fund- 
ed out of the Highway Trust Fund, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 1690. To designate the United States 
courthouse located at 700 Grant Street in 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, as the “Joseph F. 
Weis, Jr. United States Courthouse’’. 


EE 
ADJOURNMENT 


Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, June 2, 2015, at 10 a.m. for morn- 
ing-hour debate. 


ee 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1660. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of Lieutenant General 
James M. Kowalski, United States Air Force, 
and his advancement to the grade of lieuten- 
ant general on the retired list; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

1661. A letter from the Director, Regula- 
tions Policy and Management Staff, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s final rule — Re- 
quirements for Blood and Blood Components 
Intended for Transfusion or for Further Man- 
ufacturing Use [Docket No.: FDA-2006-N-0040 
(formerly Docket No.: 2006N-0221)] (RIN: 0910- 
AG87) received May 29, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

1662. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the ‘‘Iran-Related Multilateral 
Sanctions Regime Efforts” report, pursuant 
to Sec. 10(a) of the Iran Sanctions Act of 
1996, as amended (50 U.S.C. 1701 note); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1663. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
D.C. Act 21-67, “Prohibition of Pre-Employ- 
ment Marijuana Testing Act of 2015”, pursu- 
ant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 
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1664. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
D.C. Act 21-68, “Events DC Technical Clari- 
fication Amendment Act of 2015”, pursuant 
to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

1665. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
D.C. Act 21-69, “Workforce Job Development 
Grant-Making Reauthorization Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2015”, pursuant to Public 
Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

1666. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
D.C. Act 21-70, “Soccer Stadium Develop- 
ment Technical Clarification Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2015’’, pursuant to Public 
Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

1667. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
D.C. Act 21-71, ‘‘Medical Marijuana Supply 
Shortage Temporary Amendment Act of 
2015”, pursuant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 
602(c)(1); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1668. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
D.C. Act 21-72, “Jubilee Maycroft TOPA No- 
tice Exemption Temporary Act of 2015”, pur- 
suant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

1669. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Purchase Price Safe Harbors for sec- 
tions 143 and 25 (Rev. Proc. 2015-31) received 
June 1, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1670. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Applicable Federal Rates — June 2015 
(Rev. Rul. 2015-14) received June 1, 2015, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

1671. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Credit for Renewable Electricity Pro- 
duction and Refined Coal Production, and 
Publication of Inflation Adjustment Factor 
and Reference Prices for Calendar Year 2015 
(Notice 2015-32) received June 1, 2015, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 287. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2577) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and Urban De- 
velopment, and related agencies for the fis- 
cal year ending September 30, 2016, and for 
other purposes, and providing for consider- 
ation of the bill (H.R. 2578) making appro- 
priations for the Departments of Commerce 
and Justice, Science, and Related Agencies 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 114-135). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. CHABOT (for himself and Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 2584. A bill to regulate certain State 
taxation of interstate commerce, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself and Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico): 

H.R. 2585. A bill to amend title II of the So- 
cial Security Act to eliminate the five- 
month waiting period in the disability insur- 
ance program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHABOT (for himself and Mr. 
CONNOLLY): 

H.R. 2586. A bill to amend the Export En- 
hancement Act of 1988 to make improve- 
ments to the trade promotion policies and 
programs of the United States Government; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHABOT (for himself and Mr. 
LARSEN of Washington): 

H.R. 2587. A bill to further enhance the pro- 
motion of exports of United States goods and 
services, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN (for himself, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. BosT, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. RICE of South 
Carolina, Mr. Buck, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, Mr. BISHOP of Geor- 
gia, and Mr. MESSER): 

H.R. 2588. A bill to reform the H-2A pro- 
gram for nonimmigrant agricultural work- 
ers, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina: 

H.R. 2589. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to require the Federal Com- 
munications Commission to publish on its 
Internet website changes to the rules of the 
Commission not later than 24 hours after 
adoption; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GIBSON (for himself and Mr. 
COURTNEY): 

H.R. 2590. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to include certain individ- 
uals who work on farms or ranches as indi- 
viduals who are employed in public service 
jobs for purposes of eligibility for loan for- 
giveness under the Federal Direct Loan pro- 
gram; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself, Mr. MUR- 
PHY of Pennsylvania, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
and Mrs. DINGELL): 

H.R. 2591. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow taxpayers to des- 
ignate overpayments of tax as contributions 
and to make additional contributions to the 
Homeless Veterans Assistance Fund, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois (for 
himself and Mr. ALLEN): 

H.R. 2592. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to require the Federal Com- 
munications Commission to publish on the 
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website of the Commission documents to be 
voted on by the Commission; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LATTA: 

H.R. 2593. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to require identification and 
description on the website of the Federal 
Communications Commission of items to be 
decided on authority delegated by the Com- 
mission; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MACARTHUR: 

H.R. 2594. A bill to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act to ensure that the receipt of 
certain loans provided by the Small Business 
Administration does not violate the prohibi- 
tion against receiving duplicative financial 
assistance in the case of a disaster; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Mr. CON- 
NOLLY, Mr. BEYER, Ms. EDWARDS, and 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

H.R. 2595. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to establish a nationally sig- 
nificant Federal lands and tribal projects 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc- 
ture. 

By Mr. NUNES: 

H.R. 2596. A bill to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for intelligence and 
intelligence-related activities of the United 
States Government, the Community Man- 
agement Account, and the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency Retirement and Disability 
System, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Intelligence (Permanent Select), 
and in addition to the Committee on the 
Budget, for a period to be subsequently de- 
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. SHIMKUS, and Mrs. MIMI 
WALTERS of California): 

H.R. 2597. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to promote health care 
technology innovation and access to medical 
devices and services for which patients 
choose to self-pay under the Medicare pro- 
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. POLIS (for himself and Mr. 
PERLMUTTER): 

H.R. 2598. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to establish requirements relat- 
ing to marijuana-impaired driving, to direct 
the Administrator of the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration to issue com- 
prehensive guidance on the best practices to 
prevent marijuana-impaired driving, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. ROUZER: 

H.R. 2599. A bill to prohibit the obligation 
of certain funds until the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency with- 
draws the rule relating to the definition of 
“waters of the United States”; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on Agriculture, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and 
Science, Space, and Technology, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


By Mr. SHERMAN (for himself and Mr. 
GRAYSON): 

H.R. 2600. A bill to address the concept of 
“Too Big To Fail” with respect to certain fi- 
nancial entities; to the Committee on Finan- 
cial Services. 

By Mrs. TORRES (for herself and Mr. 
HOYER): 

H.R. 2601. A bill to amend the Workforce 
Innovation and Opportunity Act to establish 
a pilot program to facilitate education and 
training programs in the field of advanced 
manufacturing; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: 

H. Con. Res. 54. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the reprinting of the 25th edition of 
the pocket version of the United States Con- 
stitution; to the Committee on House Ad- 
ministration. 

By Mrs. LAWRENCE: 

H. Res. 286. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
investing in the Nation's skilled workforce is 
investing in the Nation's economy, and that 
in accordance with existing law, the House of 
Representatives should promote public and 
private partnerships to increase training 
programs, tax incentives, industry and State 
apprenticeships, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work- 
force. 


A 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Mr. CHABOT: 

H.R. 2584. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 2585. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. CHABOT: 

H.R. 2586. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. CHABOT: 

H.R. 2587. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. ALLEN: 

H.R. 2588. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have the Power . . . To 
establish an uniform Rule of Naturalization, 
and uniform Laws on the subject of Bank- 
ruptcies throughout the United States 

By Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina: 

H.R. 2589. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The authority to enact this bill is derived 
from, but may not be limited to, Clause 3 of 
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Section 8 of Article I of the United States 
Constitution. 

“To regulate Commerce with foreign Na- 
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes;”’ 

By Mr. GIBSON: 

H.R. 2590. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 2591. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8. 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois: 

H.R. 2592. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution 

By Mr. LATTA: 

H.R. 2593. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: Congress 
shall have the Power... “to regulate Com- 
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian tribes.” 

By Mr. MACARTHUR: 

H.R. 2594. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The General Welfare Clause (Article 1, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 1) and the Necessary and Prop- 
er Clause (Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18) 

By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 2595. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 17 of section 8 of article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. NUNES: 

H.R. 2596. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The intelligence and intelligence-related 
activities of the United States government 
are carried out to support the national secu- 
rity interests of the United States, to sup- 
port and assist the armed forces of the 
United States, and to support the President 
in the execution of the foreign policy of the 
United States. 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States provides, in pertinent 
part, that “Congress shall have power . . . to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States”; “. . . to raise and support armies 
...’; “To provide and maintain a Navy”; 
“To make Rules for the Government and 
Regulation of the land and naval Forces”; 
and “To make all laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into Execu- 
tion the foregoing Powers and all other Pow- 
ers vested in this Constitution in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or in any De- 
partment or Officer thereof.” 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 2597. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. POLIS: 

H.R. 2598. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the U.S. 
Constitution (relating to the general welfare 
of the United States); and Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the U.S. Constitution (relating 
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to the power to regulate interstate com- 
merce). 
By Mr. ROUZER: 

H.R. 2599. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 
States Constitution states that ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have Power To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States 
or in any Department of Officer thereof” 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

H.R. 2600. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mrs. TORRES: 

H.R. 2601. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. 


EE 
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 6: Mr. FLORES, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
Mr. GIBSON, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mr. WALZ, Mr. CASTRO 
of Texas, Mrs. BUSTOS, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor- 
ida, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. COSTA, 
Mrs. WAGNER, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illi- 
nois. 

H.R. 169: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio and Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska. 

H.R. 232: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York and Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico. 

H.R. 265: Ms. DEGETTE. 

H.R. 288: Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 320: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 359: Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD and Mr. CARTER of Texas. 

. 402: Mr. WENSTRUP. 

. 425: Mr. MCGOVERN. 

. 465: Mr. ROKITA. 

. 503: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. 

. 511: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. 

H.R. 525: Ms. SPEIER. 

H.R. 540: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia, Ms. 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. YOHO, and 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 

H.R. 551: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 


York. 
H.R. 590: Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 592: Ms. BASS, Mr. WALKER, Mr. 


TONKO, and Mr. TURNER. 

H.R. 602: Mr. KATKO. 

H.R. 607: Mrs. TORRES and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 662: Mr. FINCHER. 

H.R. 664: Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. 

H.R. 699: Mr. ENGEL. 

H.R. 702: Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 
and Mr. LUCAS. 

H.R. 706: Ms. BROWN of Florida. 

H.R. 712: Mr. CRAWFORD. 

H.R. 721: Mr. GUINTA and Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 742: Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 767: Mr. KATKO, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. 
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 789: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 793: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York and Mr. WESTERMAN. 

H.R. 815: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, 
AGUILAR, and Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 825: Mr. RATCLIFFE. 


Mr. 
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H.R. 835: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

H.R. 842: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. COOK, and Mr. 
RICE of South Carolina. 

H.R. 855: Mr. CARDENAS. 

H.R. 879: Mr. NEWHOUSE and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 921: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

H.R. 932: Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 952: Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 953: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 985: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. SMITH of Texas, and Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 986: Mr. POSEY, Mr. STEWART, Mr. 
YOHO, Mr. ROONEY of Florida, and Mr. 
MULVANEY. 

H.R. 995: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 997: Mr. BISHOP of Utah and Mr. DUN- 
CAN of Tennessee. 

H.R. 1027: Mr. ELLISON and Mr. HASTINGS. 

H.R. 1057: Mr. CAPUANO. 

H.R. 1062: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1073: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN, and Mr. GARAMENDI. 

H.R. 1089: Ms. SINEMA, Mr. KING of New 
York, and Mr. HASTINGS. 

H.R. 1101: Ms. SPEIER. 

H.R. 1142: Mr. HASTINGS and Ms. JENKINS of 
Kansas. 

H.R. 1178: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. RANGEL, Mrs. 
ELLMERS of North Carolina, Mr. LONG, and 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1185: Mr. JOYCE, Ms. Esty, and Mr. 
HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 1190: Ms. MCSALLY. 

H.R. 1202: Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. HASTINGS, and Mr. 
HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 1209: Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California 
and Mr. HECK of Washington. 

H.R. 1210: Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 1247: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois and 
Mr. LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 1270: Mr. ROYCE. 

H.R. 1275: Mr. BEYER and Mr. ELLISON. 

H.R. 1276: Mr. SCHIFF and Mr. BEYER. 

H.R. 1277: Mr. HUFFMAN and Ms. DELBENE. 

H.R. 1278: Mr. BEYER, Mr. GRIJALVA, and 
Mr. ENGEL. 

H.R. 1283: Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 

H.R. 1288: Mr. TONKO. 

H.R. 1299: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio and Mr. 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1301: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. KATKO, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
ROKITA, and Mr. CARDENAS. 

H.R. 1308: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Ms. 
DELBENE. 

H.R. 1310: Mr. REED. 

H.R. 1321: Mr. CONNOLLY. 

H.R. 1336: Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 1338: Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. Ross, Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. SIRES, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, and Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 1340: Mr. REED, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
COFFMAN, and Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 1343: Mr. EMMER of Minnesota, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. BEATTY, and 
Mr. HECK of Washington. 

H.R. 1344: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. THOMP- 
SON of California, and Mr. STIVERS. 

H.R. 1369: Mr. FORTENBERRY. 

H.R. 1375: Mr. DoLD, Mr. WELCH, Ms. 
KUSTER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. TED LIEU of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. NOLAN, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, and 
Ms. DELBENE. 

H.R. 1389: Mr. GOSAR and Ms. JENKINS of 
Kansas. 

H.R. 1413: Mr. CARTER of Georgia and Mr. 
NEWHOUSE. 

H.R. 1424: Mr. SHUSTER and Mrs. BLACK. 

H.R. 1427: Mr. JOYCE, Mr. HECK of Wash- 
ington, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. THOMPSON of Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. HANNA, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
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H.R. 1439: Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 1475: Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
GOWDY, Mr. SALMON, Mr. HURD of Texas, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
YARMUTH, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 1478: Mrs. ROBY. 

H.R. 1486: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. 

H.R. 1504: Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 1516: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
COURTNEY, and Mr. KING of Iowa. 

H.R. 1519: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. HUFFMAN, and Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 1528: Mr. MARINO. 

H.R. 1547: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

H.R. 1559: Mr. JONES, Mr. TAKAI, Mr. 
DUFFY, Mr. COOPER, Mr. COFFMAN, and Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1567: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. VEASEY, and Mr. CAPUANO. 

H.R. 1575: Mr. RUIZ. 

H.R. 1599: Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. WENSTRUP, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, and Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia. 

H.R. 1602: Ms. BROWN of Florida. 

H.R. 1603: Mr. DOLD and Mr. RICE of South 
Carolina. 

H.R. 1604: Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. BUCK, Mr. 
YODER, and Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 1614: Mrs. HARTZLER. 

H.R. 1624: Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina 
and Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 1634: Mr. HENSARLING. 

H.R. 1655: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 
and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 1670: Mr. CAPUANO. 

H.R. 1684: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 1718: Mr. BYRNE. 

H.R. 1725: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts and 
Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 1742: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 1752: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois. 

H.R. 1769: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. SARBANES, 
Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 1786: Mr. DENT, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
CAPUANO, and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 1818: Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 1854: Ms. Castor of Florida and Mr. 
GUINTA. 

H.R. 1877: Mr. THOMPSON of California and 
Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 1899: Mr. GRAYSON and Mrs. TORRES. 

H.R. 1900: Ms. NORTON and Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 1901: Mr. GRIFFITH. 

H.R. 1919: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 1941: Mr. RoTHFUS, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. 
YOHO, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. JOLLY, and Ms. JEN- 
KINS of Kansas. 

H.R. 1948: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. 
LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 1964: Ms. WILSON of Florida. 

H.R. 1977: Mr. CICILLINE and Mr. RANGEL. 

H.R. 1994: Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. SALMON, 
Mr. McCAUL, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, 
and Mr. PEARCE. 

H.R. 1996: Mr. KING of Iowa. 

H.R. 1998: Mrs. LOWEY and Mr. JEFFRIES. 

H.R. 2009: Mr. GALLEGO. 

H.R. 2014: Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 2016: Mr. O’ROURKE, Ms. BORDALLO, 
and Mr. TONKO. 

H.R. 2025: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 2072: Ms. PINGREE, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, and Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 2100: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. Ross, Mr. GIB- 
SON, Ms. TSONGAS, and Mr. NADLER. 

H.R. 2126: Mr. WESTMORELAND. 

H.R. 2140: Mr. MEADOWS. 

H.R. 2152: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 2191: Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

H.R. 2193: Mr. HUFFMAN. 


Mrs. BEATTY, and 
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H.R. 2205: Mr. MEEKS. 

H.R. 2216: Ms. DELAURO and Mr. VAN HOL- 
LEN. 

H.R. 2233: Mr. COHEN and Mrs. BLACK. 

H.R. 2248: Mrs. CAPPS. 

H.R. 2259: Mr. CULBERSON. 

H.R. 2272: Mr. HUELSKAMP. 

H.R. 2275: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 2278: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. HANNA, and 
Mr. FARENTHOLD. 

H.R. 2300: Mr. LONG. 

H.R. 2302: Ms. FUDGE. 

H.R. 2309: Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. MARINO, Mr. HENSARLING, 
Mr. FINCHER, Mr. TROTT, and Mr. SMITH of 
Missouri. 

H.R. 2360: Mr. COFFMAN, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, 
and Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 2368: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 2380: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 2382: Mr. JOYCE. 

H.R. 2400: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 
Mr. Tom PRICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 2404: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio and Mr. 
KELLY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 2410: Ms. MOORE, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD. 

H.R. 2418: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 

H.R. 2450: Ms. SINEMA, Mr. ISRAEL, and Mr. 
SMITH of Washington. 

H.R. 2461: Mr. PERLMUTTER and Mrs. CAPPS. 

H.R. 2490: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama and Mr. 
RENACCI. 

H.R. 2493: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex- 
ico, Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 2498: Mr. DELANEY. 

H.R. 2500: Mr. GROTHMAN. 

H.R. 2505: Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 2510: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 
Mr. BLUM. 

H.R. 2516: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 2523: Mr. TURNER, Mr. TIPTON, 
KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. BENISHEK, 
DENT, and Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 

H.R. 2545: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. ISRAEL, and 
Mr. DEUTCH. 

H.R. 2551: Mr. GARAMENDI. 

H.R. 2555: Mr. ROONEY of Florida. 

H.R. 2563: Ms. NORTON. 

H.J. Res. 22: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia and Mr. 
MEEKS. 

H.J. Res. 51: Mr. LEWIS. 

H. Con. Res. 30: Mr. LUCAS. 

H. Res. 12: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H. Res. 112: Mr. PETERS. 

H. Res. 139: Mr. DOLD. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
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H. Res. 207: Mr. CARTER of Georgia and Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio. 

H. Res. 230: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
DELBENE, and Mr. COFFMAN. 

H. Res. 279: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 

H. Res. 282: Mr. LANCE and Mr. HANNA. 


— 


DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso- 
lutions, as follows: 

H.R. 2036: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 


ee 


AMENDMENTS 


Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro- 
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MRS. BLACKBURN 


AMENDMENT No. 1: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

Sec. _. (a) Each amount made available 
by this Act, except those amounts made 
available to the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion, is hereby reduced by 1 percent. 

(b) The reduction in subsection (a) shall 
not apply with respect to the following ac- 
counts of the Department of Justice: 

(1) ‘‘Fees and Expenses of Witnesses’’. 

(2) “Public Safety Officer Benefits”. 

(3) “United States Trustee System Fund”. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 


AMENDMENT NO. 2: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

Sec. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used for the legal de- 
fense of individuals who are unlawfully 
present in the United States. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 


AMENDMENT No. 3: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

Sec. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used with respect to 
the case State of Texas, et al. v. United 
States of America, et al. (No. B-14-254 in the 
United States District Court for the South- 
ern District of Texas and No. 15-40238 in the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth 
Circuit). 


June 1, 2015 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: Ms. BONAMICI 
AMENDMENT NO. 4: Page 14, line 1, after the 


dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$21,559,000) (increased by $21,559,000)”. 
H.R. 2578 


OFFERED BY: Ms. BONAMICI 


AMENDMENT NO. 5: Page 15, lines 16, 19, and 
20, after the dollar amount insert “(increased 
by $380,000,000)”. 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. ROUZER 


AMENDMENT NO. 6: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

Sec. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the State of 
North Carolina to implement any State law 
or rule that establishes or governs a logbook 
reporting requirement for fisherman of any 
kind. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. BABIN 


AMENDMENT NO. 7: Page 58, line 20, after 
the dollar amount insert “(reduced by 
$103,700,000)”. 

Page 61, lines 10 and 12, after the dollar 
amount insert “(increased by $67,000,000)”. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA 


AMENDMENT NO. 8: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

Sec. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to negotiate, par- 
ticipate, finalize, or communicate with any 
other country's representatives about trade 
agreements that include provisions relating 
to visas issued under section 101(a)(15)(L) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(L)). The limitation de- 
scribed in this section shall not apply in the 
case of an administration of a tax or tariff. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: Ms. BONAMICI 


AMENDMENT NO. 9: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

Sec. . None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Justice 
may be used to prevent a State from imple- 
menting its own State laws that authorize 
the use, distribution, possession, or cultiva- 
tion of industrial hemp, as defined in section 
7606 of the Agricultural Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-79). 


June 1, 2015 
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HONORING THE PERMIAN BASIN 
HONOR FLIGHT 


HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to rec- 
ognize the 82 Veterans from West Texas who 
will be visiting our Washington, D.C., this 
week, sponsored by the Permian Basin Honor 
Flight. On behalf of a grateful state and nation, 
we welcome these heroes to the nation’s cap- 
ital. 

The Veterans on this Honor Flight are: Clin- 
ton Adams, James Barbee, Johnny Barbee, 
Jerry Barker, Mike Barker, Emil Baker, Louie 
Bramley, Ewel Butler, Robert Caldwell, Oscar 
Campbell, Thomas Chandler, James Clark, 
Billy Cobb, Bert Cornelius, Gordon Cornelius, 
D.W. Day, David Dixon, Ruth Eaton, 
Reymundo Falcon, Othal Ike Fitzgerald, Jerry 
Flippin, Donothan Flourney, Ellis Fulton, Rich- 
ard Galloway, Hector Garcia, Oscar Gonzales, 
Sipriano Gonzales, Andrew Greenfield, Martin 
Hammer, Wilbur Harkness Ill, Wilbur 
Harkness, Joshua Hernandez, Leonardo Her- 
nandez, Andres Hernandez, Elyceo Herrera, 
Jimmy Herrera, Manuel Herrera, Ruben Her- 
rera, Eugene Hirt, Ezra Holliman, Franklin 
Hughes, James Ingram, Bobby Jumper, 
Demencio Luna, Demencio Luna, Catarino 
Martinez, Pedro Martinez, Windord McClure, 
Jerry McNeese, James Merriman, Roy Miller, 
Ronnie Millsap, Linvel Mosby, Lloyd Munoz, 
Sylvia Munoz, Ellis Norwood, Maria Pauls, 
Charles Pinkerton, Dewayne Poindexter, 
Clifford Ray, William Reed, Rosendo Reyes, 
Joseph Rhode, Barney Rodriguez, Benny 
Rogers, Darrell Sanders, Frank Sandoval, 
Donald Schwartz, George Schwartz, Ernest 
Showalter, Harold Stallcup, Steven Stone, 
Frank Taylor, John Urban, Randy Vest, Robert 
Vest, Harry Washam, Val Wilcox, Charles 
Wolf, James Woods, James Woodwick, and 
Woody Wayne. 

Mr. Speaker, | am humbled to have the op- 
portunity to meet these brave men and women 
who exemplify the best of our country. Their 
sacrifice and commitment to duty to our nation 
can never be fully repaid, and | hope that 
when they visit our nation’s monuments in 
Washington, D.C., the gratitude and respect 
we have for them will truly be reflected. 

Colleagues, please join me in thanking 
these veterans and their families for their ex- 
emplary dedication and service to this great 
nation. | would also like to extend a special 
thank you to the local communities, all of the 
volunteers, and Mr. Jeremy West and Mr. 
John West for their extensive work in orga- 
nizing this Honor Flight. This trip would not 
have been possible without all the financial 
and emotional support of the people who have 
put in so much hard work and personal time 
to make sure this trip could be possible. 


HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF 
MR. HERSHELL E. WOLFE 


HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor a dear friend and exemplary public 
servant, Mr. Hershell E. Wolfe, for his 46 
years of dedicated, distinguished, and admi- 
rable service to our nation. Mr. Wolfe retires 
on May 29, 2015, leaving behind a legacy of 
excellence and devotion to the United States 
Army and the Federal government. 

Mr. Wolfe entered the Senior Executive 
Service following a 33-year career in the 
United States Army. From 1997 to 2002, Colo- 
nel Wolfe served as the Assistant Chief, Med- 
ical Service Corps and Consultant to the Army 
Surgeon General for Environmental Science 
and Engineering. In this capacity he managed 
the Army careers of several hundred Preven- 
tive Medicine officers and provided profes- 
sional consultation to the Army Surgeon Gen- 
eral, the Army Medical Department, the Army 
Staff, Department of Defense, other military 
departments and Federal agencies. In 2002, 
Mr. Wolfe became the Special Assistant for 
Environment, Safety and Occupational Health, 
and served as the principal advisor and pro- 
vided senior staff leadership on all environ- 
mental, safety, occupational and environ- 
mental health issues for nearly two years. 

In his final assignment, Mr. Wolfe served as 
the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Environment, Safety and Occupational Health. 
His responsibilities spanned a global organiza- 
tion that includes a $1.5 billion annual environ- 
mental program and oversight for the safety 
and occupational health of over 1.2 million 
Soldiers and Army Civilian employees world- 
wide. Mr. Wolfe has provided exceptional 
leadership for all Army sustainability, environ- 
ment, natural resources, safety and occupa- 
tional health programs over the past eleven 
years. 

Mr. Wolfe earned a B.S. from East Ten- 
nessee State University and a Masters of Pub- 
lic Health in Occupational Health and Indus- 
trial Hygiene from the University of Texas. His 
recognitions are many, but a few are the De- 
fense Meritorious Service Medal and the Le- 
gion of Merit, Army and Defense Staff Badges, 
the Order of Military Medical Merit, the “A” 
prefix awarded by the Army Medical Depart- 
ment, and Adjunct Assistant Professor for Pre- 
ventive Medicine and Biometrics at the De- 
partment of Defense Uniform Services Univer- 
sity of Health Sciences. Mr. Wolfe authored 
and established Department of Defense In- 
struction 1010.15, Smoke-Free Workplace and 
is a plank holder of the Army's health hazard 
assessment program. 

Mr. Wolfe can certainly reflect on his 46 
years of service with pride and satisfaction. | 


want to commend Mr. Wolfe for his service 
and dedication to our Armed Services and our 
nation. | wish the very best as he starts a new 
journey and exceptional chapter of his life. | 
wish him and his wife Lois all the best in their 
much-deserved retirement. 


MRS. SYBIL MERVIS 
HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
acknowledge Mrs. Sybil Mervis of Danville, IL, 
for being named regional Outstanding Philan- 
thropist for 2015. 

Noted for her civic involvement and chari- 
table activities by the Association of Fund- 
raising Professionals of East Central Illinois, 
Sybil Mervis has achieved an enviable record 
of philanthropy, especially in the areas of edu- 
cation, art, and faith. 

| salute Sybil Mervis, who has given so 
much to her hometown, and thank her for her 
philanthropy. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING DR. FARUK 
KOREISHI FOR RETIREMENT 
AFTER 40 YEARS OF PUBLIC 
SERVICE 


HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | stand before 
you today to recognize and congratulate Dr. 
Faruk Koreishi on his retirement after serving 
40 years with the Retina Consultants of West- 
ern New York. Dr. Koreishi is the founder of 
the Retina Consultants of Western New York 
and has dedicated his career to not only bring- 
ing vitally important vitreoretinal surgery to 
Western New York but also to serving his 
community. 

Dr. Koreishi was the very first physician in 
the Western New York area who was dedi- 
cated to the practice of vitreoretinal surgery. 
This type of surgery focuses on the vitreous 
fluid which fills the eye. Among his many ac- 
complishments is the fact that he performed 
vision-saving surgery on then-Buffalo Mayor 
Anthony Masiello. 

While working to help those suffering from 
severe vision impairments Dr. Koreishi was 
also an active and engaged member of his 
community. He served on the board of the Is- 
lamic Society of the Niagara Frontier, the 
Family Justice Center, and the Coalition for 
the Advancement of Muslim Women. He has 
also been a large supporter of various other 
organizations such as the Western New York 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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Food Bank, Hospice of Buffalo, Meals on 
Wheels, the Salvation Army, and the public 
television station WNED. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for allowing me a 
few moments to honor and recognize Dr. 
Faruk Koreishi. | ask that my colleagues join 
me in congratulating Dr. Koreishi on an ac- 
complished career, and to commend him for 
the exemplary work he has done to enrich the 
communities of Western New York. 


EE 


HONORING THE SUCCESS OF 
DANIEL K. CHURCH 


HON. SUZAN K. DelBENE 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Daniel K. Church, President of Bastyr 
University, who will be retiring from his posi- 
tion on June 30, 2015. 

Building on the work of the University’s 
founders and his predecessors, Dr. Church 
has led Bastyr University to preeminence in 
the field of natural medicine. The school is 
now respected worldwide as one of the lead- 
ing academic centers for the natural arts and 
sciences. 

Over his ten-year tenure as President, the 
University has grown to become one of the 
most trusted resources for understandable, 
useful and evidence-based information on 
healthy living. It is widely regarded for excel- 
lence in providing innovative academic pro- 
grams that are deeply rooted in the historical 
teachings of natural health, while also incor- 
porating the most up-to-date data to address 
human health. 

| greatly admire Dr. Church for his accom- 
plishments, including creating nine new ac- 
credited degree programs, supporting the 
achievement of the United Nations Millennial 
Development Goals, and contributing to the 24 
percent growth of the Bastyr student body, 
among many others. 

Dr. Church has embodied the very best at- 
tributes of a respected leader and has led the 
University to a position where it has never 
been stronger and more capable of fulfilling its 
mission. He will truly be missed. 

| want to congratulate Dr. Church on his re- 
markable achievements and successful ten- 
ure, and | thank him for his commitment to 
health and education. 


EE 


TRADE AND MANUFACTURING IN 
OHIO 


HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize our American manufacturers. As we 
work to expand American manufacturing by 
knocking down barriers so American exporters 
can sell their products all over the world while 
creating jobs here at home—manufacturers 
are taking a beating. Not because jobs are 
disappearing—they aren’t—but because so 
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many people, including members of this 
Chamber, are spreading outright lies about the 
impact of American trade agreements. 

One company with plants in my home state 
of Ohio continues to be cited as a company 
that’s virtually shuttered their American plants 
because of NAFTA. It’s astounding because 
its not true. Twenty-two thousand Whirlpool 
workers, including 15,000 manufacturing em- 
ployees—makers of iconic brands like Whirl- 
pool, Maytag, KitchenAid, Jenn-Air, and Glad- 
iator—are likely shocked to hear these words 
because not only are they headquartered in 
Michigan, more than 80 percent of Whirlpool’s 
products sold in the United States are made in 
the United States. | recently heard one oppo- 
nent of trade say on this Floor that Maytag 
washers are being imported from Mexico. In 
reality Maytag builds almost all of their wash- 
ers sold in the U.S. right in my home state of 
Ohio. They come from Ohio communities like 
Clyde, Marion, Greenville, Ottawa, and Find- 
lay, not to mention from Whirlpool plants in 
Tennessee, Oklahoma and lowa. It’s not just 
Whirlpool employees who benefit; the com- 
pany has 4,900 direct and indirect U.S. sup- 
pliers, supporting even more American jobs. 

Not only does Whirlpool maintain a strong 
U.S. manufacturing presence, they’ve actively 
been reshoring—bringing manufacturing jobs 
back to America. Shortly after acquiring and 
restructuring Maytag 10 years ago, Whirlpool 
began repatriating laundry manufacturing from 
Germany and Mexico to their Clyde, Ohio 
plant—the world's largest laundry facility. 
Since then, they also have brought back hand 
mixer manufacturing from China and commer- 
cial laundry production from Mexico, creating 
approximately 500 new jobs in the process, 
not to mention increasing U.S. exports. 

Don't believe the hyperbole . . . believe the 
numbers. One in five jobs in Ohio depends on 
trade. Trade-related jobs pay 18 percent more 
than non-trade jobs. With new trade agree- 
ments, barriers will be removed so Whirlpool 
and other manufacturers have the opportunity 
to sell their American-made products over- 
seas. Let's spread the truth . . . trade sup- 
ports American jobs and increased trade will 
build a healthier American economy. 


—— 


HONORING DR. JUDY BONNER AND 
HER COMMITMENT TO ALABAMA 
GIRLS STATE 


HON. BRADLEY BYRNE 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Dr. Judy Bonner, President of the Uni- 
versity of Alabama, for her leadership and 
commitment to the Alabama Girls State pro- 
gram. Throughout her career, Dr. Bonner has 
encouraged young women to set high goals 
and never give up on their dreams. 

As a child, her father would cut out articles 
from newspapers about impressive achieve- 
ments by women around the world. So from 
an early age, Dr. Bonner learned to dream be- 
yond the confines of her charming hometown 
of Camden, Alabama. 

In 1964, Dr. Bonner was selected by her 
school to attend Girls State, which was held at 
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Huntingdon College in Montgomery. There she 
made many friends and learned a great deal 
about how our state and local governments 
work. While many things inspired Dr. Bonner 
over the years, Alabama Girls State certainly 
made a big impression. 


Dr. Bonner went on to serve as President of 
the Future Homemakers of America, was se- 
lected as “Most Intelligent” in the Who’s Who 
of her senior class, and served as editor-in- 
chief of her high school newspaper, The Tiger 
Rag. She received her Bachelor of Science 
and Master of Science degrees from The Uni- 
versity of Alabama and her doctorate from 
Ohio State University. 


Girls State helped motivate Dr. Bonner to do 
great things in her life and to have a positive 
impact on her community and state. It is only 
fitting that Dr. Bonner would go on to become 
the first female President of the University of 
Alabama and the first female President from a 
school in the Southeastern Conference. 


Under her leadership, Dr. Bonner has guid- 
ed The University of Alabama through record- 
breaking growth and expansion. University of 
Alabama System Chancellor Dr. Robert E. 
Witt is quoted as saying, “I can say firsthand 
that she is one of the most intelligent, well-fo- 
cused and forward thinking academic adminis- 
trators in the nation.” 


During her tenure at Alabama, Dr. Bonner 
has continued to play a key role in the Ala- 
bama Girls State program. She successfully 
recruited the American Legion Auxiliary’s Girls 
State program to the campus of the University 
of Alabama in 2013. This year, Dr. Bonner will 
once again have a key impact on the over 350 
young women taking part in the Girls State 
program. 


Mr. Speaker, | applaud Dr. Bonner for her 
continued commitment to inspiring and moti- 
vating young women in Alabama and across 
the United States to reach beyond ordinary 
expectations and never give up on their 
dreams. 


-— 


HONORING THE PASSING OF 
MR. SEBASTIAN J. BRUSCA 


HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the passing of Mr. Sebastian J. 
Brusca, of Williamsburg, VA. Mr. Brusca 
passed away peacefully on May 2, 2015, 
where he joins his wife, Antoinette. He is sur- 
vived by his four children: Rita Brusca 
Schmidt, Salvatore Brusca, Carol Panholzer, 
and James Brusca, and his four grandsons: 
J.R. Craig, Justin Panholzer, and Matthew 
Brusca. Mr. Brusca was a loving father, grand- 
father, and family man. Mr. Brusca was also a 
loyal patriot who served in the Marine Corp 
during WWII and was an active member in his 
local DAV, VFW, and the Young at Heart. Mr. 
Brusca will be dearly missed by his fellow vet- 
erans as well as his family and friends. 
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HONORING LA GRANGE POLICE 
SERGEANT MARGE KIELCZYNSKI 
FOR 36 YEARS IN LAW ENFORCE- 
MENT 


HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor La Grange Police Sergeant Marge 
Kielczynski, who is retiring from the La Grange 
Police Department after 36 years in law en- 
forcement. 

Sergeant Kielczynski, affectionately known 
as “Sarge Marge,” received her Bachelor’s 
Degree in criminal justice from Lewis Univer- 
sity and her Masters Degree in Management 
& Organizational Behavior from Benedictine 
University. She is a life-long resident of La 
Grange, and her outstanding service has 
made her a valuable asset to the community. 
In partnership with her local YMCA, 
Kielczynski organized Mom's GED—a pro- 
gram which provided training to predominately 
single mothers who had been forced to drop 
out of high school. Kielczynski also oversaw 
several programs designed to aid at-risk 
youths and encourage volunteer work, includ- 
ing Kids at Work, Friday Night Family Gym, 
and Cops ‘N’ Kids. 

Sergeant Kielczynski has also served as an 
international ambassador for our nation’s law 
enforcement. In Europe, she worked with the 
Romanian National Police as they transitioned 
from a military to civilian police force. Addition- 
ally, she served as an instructor and guest 
speaker at Police Academies in France, 
Monaco, Slovenia, Germany, Spain, and 
South Africa. 

Sergeant Kielczynski’s colleagues in the La 
Grange Police Department identify her as an 
exceptional leader and mentor. She is widely 
known and loved throughout the village and 
the surrounding areas. | have had the privilege 
of personally witnessing the positive impact 
that “Sarge Marge” has had on her commu- 
nity. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in thanking Sergeant Marge Kielczynski— 
“Sarge Marge”—for her many years of service 
to her community and wish her the best in her 
future endeavors. 


-r 


2015 MAJOR NORMAN HATCH 
AWARD WINNER, BOB ZIMMERMAN 


HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
acknowledge the 2015 Major Norman Hatch 
Award being awarded to filmmaker Bob Zim- 
merman of Tuscola, Illinois. 

On April 25, 2015, the Marine Corps Herit- 
age Foundation presented this award to Zim- 
merman during a special ceremony at the Na- 
tional Museum of the Marine Corps. These an- 
nual awards go to Marines and civilians from 
across the nation to recognize their work in 
preserving Marine Corps history. Zimmerman 
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received the Feature Documentary award for 
his work, Rise of the Valiant. 


Zimmerman’s documentary is the story of 
veterans from the 6th Marine Division, starting 
with their enlistment through their return home 
during World War Il. The documentary com- 
bines interviews, war footage, and photo- 
graphs to mainly focus on the 82-day Battle of 
Okinawa that claimed 250,000 lives. 


Footage and photographs from the National 
Archives, the Marine Corps History Division, 
the National Museum of the Pacific War, and 
personal collections, combined with historical 
commentary from Bill Sloan bestir this extraor- 
dinary work. | would like to extend my con- 
gratulations to Bob Zimmerman on his distin- 
guished accomplishment. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO THE HONOR FLIGHT 
OF OREGON 


HON. GREG WALDEN 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recog- 
nize the 26 World War Il veterans from Or- 
egon who will be visiting their memorial this 
Saturday in Washington, D.C. through Honor 
Flight of Oregon. On behalf of a grateful state 
and country, we welcome these heroes to our 
nation’s capital. 


The veterans on this flight from Oregon are: 
Howard L. Huffman, Army; John Kincaid, 
Army; Thomas D. Lloyd Sr., Army; Richard P. 
Swanson, Army; Harold Von Werner, Army; 
Alfred Willstatter, Army; Wallace Wilson, Army; 
Albert J. Bochsler, Army Air Force; Lincoln G. 
Ekman, Army Air Force; Douglas I. Ernst, 
Army Air Force; Ernest L. Henderson, Army 
Air Force; Richard I. Kuehl, Army Air Force; 
Leonard E. Lonigan, Army Air Force; William 
D. McDonald, Army Air Force; Richard A. 
Wright; Army Air Force; Edwin H. Bietshek, 
Merchant Marines; Walter F. Behrle, Navy; 
Gerald J. Bowerly, Navy; Darrell D. Ervin, 
Navy; Otis E. Huskey, Navy; William E. Kelly, 
Navy; Nathan D. Laster, Navy; Clyde C. Mar- 
tin, Navy; Paul W. Morgan, Navy; Wayne E. 
Sparks, Navy; and David G. Wienecke, Navy. 


These 26 heroes join more than 138,000 
veterans from across the country who, since 
2005, have journeyed from their home states 
to Washington, D.C. to reflect at the memo- 
rials built in honor of our nation’s veterans. 


Mr. Speaker, each of us is humbled by the 
courage of these brave Americans who put 
themselves in harm’s way for our country and 
way of life. As a nation, we can never fully 
repay the debt of gratitude owed to them for 
their honor, commitment, and sacrifice in de- 
fense of the freedoms we have today. 


My colleagues, please join me in thanking 
these veterans and the volunteers of Honor 
Flight of Oregon for their exemplary dedication 
and service to this great country. | especially 
want to recognize and thank Gail Yakopatz for 
her tireless work as president of Southern Or- 
egon Honor Flight. 


8021 


HONORING THE ACCOMPLISH- 
MENTS OF LIEUTENANT COM- 
MANDER JAY W. GUYER 


HON. CANDICE S. MILLER 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to recognize the service and dedi- 
cation of Lieutenant Commander Jay Guyer, 
who is leaving his post as Deputy U.S. Coast 
Guard Liaison to the House of Representa- 
tives. 


During his time as a liaison to the House, 
Lieutenant Commander Guyer was a consum- 
mate professional who exemplified the Coast 
Guard’s values of honor, respect, and devo- 
tion to duty. Over the last three years, Lieuten- 
ant Commander Guyer’s extensive knowledge 
of Coast Guard operations and strategic prior- 
ities has been invaluable to the Members of 
the Coast Guard’s oversight Committees as 
critical decisions were made in an era of lean 
budgets. 


Lieutenant Commander Guyer was instru- 
mental in the education of Congressional 
Members and staff on Coast Guard missions, 
operations, and significant recapitalization 
needs. Lieutenant Commander Guyer worked 
tirelessly to showcase interagency operations 
throughout the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity, highlighting the interoperability of home- 
land security agencies along the California 
coastline and leading delegations that exam- 
ined the national security impact of illicit mari- 
time smuggling throughout the Caribbean. 


The men and women who serve as Con- 
gressional Liaisons make significant contribu- 
tions to the success of the Coast Guard 
through their work with the Congress. Most 
notably, Lieutenant Commander Guyer played 
a key role in the transfer of 14 C-27J Spartan 
aircraft from the Air Force, avoiding over $500 
million in Coast Guard acquisition costs. His 
continued support for vital recapitalization and 
modernization efforts was integral throughout 
the 113th and 114th Congresses. 


Lieutenant Commander Guyer’s extensive 
knowledge of the Coast Guard’s response op- 
erations ensured oversight committees were 
kept continually apprised of rapidly unfolding 
events during Hurricane Sandy, the Boston 
Marathon bombing, and surges in alien-mi- 
grant interdiction operations. On a personal 
note, he has been a tremendous help to me 
and my staff, especially in coordinating over- 
sight of the Coast Guard’s vital missions on 
the Great Lakes. 


| would like to thank Lieutenant Commander 
Guyer for his dedication and service in this 
challenging position and congratulate him on 
his upcoming position as Executive Officer on 
Coast Guard Cutter THETIS in Key West, 
Florida. 

| wish Lieutenant Commander Guyer fair 
winds and following seas as he continues his 
outstanding service to our Nation and thank 
his wife, Jennifer, and his children, Adam, and 
Kaitlin for their continued support to the Coast 
Guard family. 
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HONORING AMERICAN LEGION 
POST #1871 45TH ANNIVERSARY 


HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, all across Amer- 
ica, hundreds of American Legion programs 
are actively engaging in their respective com- 
munities, making the neighborhoods in which 
they operate better places to live. In New 
York’s 16th Congressional District, which | 
represent, American Legion Post 1871 in Co- 
op City is celebrating its 45th year of actively 
engaging and strengthening the bonds be- 
tween the residents in the Co-op City commu- 
nity. 

Legion Post 1871 was chartered October 
27, 1970 as a veteran organization devoted to 
mutual helpfulness. The organization has 
gained a reputation as being one of the na- 
tion’s most active groups of veterans. The pro- 
grams run by the members, or Legionnaires, 
include everything from youth mentorship to 
wholesome family events. American Legion 
Baseball, which Post 1871 participates in, is 
one of America’s most successful youth pro- 
grams, educating young people about the im- 
portance of sportsmanship, citizenship and fit- 
ness. And every time one of those remarkable 
events takes place, Post 1871 is advocating 
patriotism, honor, and the promotion of strong 
national security. 


Legion Post 1871 is also very active with 
issue advocacy, and often takes a stand on 
issues most important to the nation’s veterans 
community through the passage resolutions 
passed by the volunteer leadership. 


Legion Post 1871 has also benefitted over 
the years by having strong Commanders at 
the helm, no surprise considering the array of 
decorated service members in the Legion- 
naires’ ranks. Sol Cohen served as the very 
first Commander, and was later followed by 
Harley J. Mosley Sr., who became the post’s 
longest serving leader. Past Commander Rob- 
ert Feliciano became the first member from 
Post 1871 to serve as Bronx County Com- 
mander, and in 2012 Jerome L. Rice became 
the first Commander from the post to have 
been both selected and graduated from the 
National American Legion College. 


Legion Post 1871 has been a pillar of patri- 
otism and strength in the community for 45 
years, and | am honored to recognize their 
leaders and members for all of their incredible 
efforts. The work this fine organization has 
performed in and around Co-op City has un- 
questionably left an indelible mark on the com- 
munity for the better, and | am certain they will 
continue to do so for many more years to 
come. Congratulations to the Legionnaires on 
this wonderful anniversary. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF SUTTER MED- 
ICAL CENTER, SACRAMENTO ON 
THE COMPLETION OF THE AN- 
DERSON LUCCHETTI WOMEN’S 
AND CHILDREN’S CENTER 


HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Sutter Medical Center, Sacramento 
and its employees as the Center celebrates 
the opening of the Anderson Lucchetti Wom- 
en’s and Children’s Center. Sutter Medical 
Center, Sacramento is a community based, 
not-for-profit hospital, with the mission of en- 
hancing the well-being of the people in the 
communities it serves through a commitment 
to compassion and excellence in health care 
services. 

Sutter Health does more than just deliver 
quality health care. Sutter Health serves as a 
major economic driver, with more than 12,000 
employees in the greater Sacramento Region. 
Moreover, Sutter Health provided more than 
$100 million in Community Benefit and Charity 
Care investments to the underserved in the 
Sacramento community in 2014 alone. 

Sutter Medical Center, Sacramento is em- 
barking on a new era in its mission to deliver 
the latest and highest quality health care. The 
new Anderson Lucchetti Women’s and Chil- 
dren’s Center and the comprehensive renova- 
tion of Sutter General Hospital into the Ose 
Adams Medical Pavilion are opening in the 
coming weeks. It has resulted in a state-of- 
the-art medical campus designed to meet the 
growing health care needs of the greater Sac- 
ramento region. 

The medical center renovation project re- 
quired an investment of $750 million and cre- 
ated nearly half a million square footage of 
new space. This new facility will allow Sutter 
Health to bring its medical expertise, tech- 
nology and patient-focused care into one eas- 
ily accessible campus to better serve the 
greater Sacramento community. By locating all 
primary and specialty care services in a cen- 
tral location, patients and families will gain 
faster and easier access to needed medical 
services. 

The 242-bed Anderson Lucchetti Women’s 
and Children’s Center is a 10-story acute-care 
hospital, where patients and their families can 
obtain the highest level of neonatal and pedi- 
atric intensive care services, pediatric cardiac 
care, pediatric neurosurgery services, pediatric 
cancer services, high-risk and conventional 
maternity services. When the new hospital offi- 
cially opens on August 8th, it will replace Sut- 
ter Memorial Hospital as Sacramento’s “baby 
hospital” and home to the Sutter Children’s 
Center. 

Additionally, Sutter General Hospital has 
been significantly renovated, transforming it 
into the 274-bed Ose Adams Medical Pavilion. 
These two acute-care facilities are connected 
seamlessly by a unique, three-story spanning 
structure across L Street that also houses clin- 
ical space. This effectively blends the two fa- 
cilities into one comprehensive medical cam- 

us. 

P Mr. Speaker, as Sutter Health’s staff, pa- 
tient, and the Sacramento community come 
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together to celebrate the opening of the An- 
derson Lucchetti Women’s and Children’s 
Center, | ask all my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating Sutter Health on completion of 
this integrated medical campus and in thank- 
ing Sutter Medical Center, Sacramento for the 
quality care it provides every patient who 
walks through its doors. 


— A 


HONORING EDEN SKOOP AWARDED 
THE BEST-IN-CLASS AND PER- 
FECT ATTENDANCE AWARDS 


HON. THEODORE E. DEUTCH 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of Eden Skoop, a graduating senior 
from Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School, 
who has been awarded the Best-in-Class and 
Perfect Attendance Awards from the Broward 
County School District Attendance Committee. 

The Best-in-Class Award is presented to 
students who have been continuously enrolled 
in Broward County Public Schools from kinder- 
garten through 12th grades, with the best at- 
tendance. Eden has not missed a single day 
of school since entering kindergarten 13 years 
ago, for a total 2,340 school days. She has 
demonstrated a sincere commitment to her 
education and the Broward school community. 
The amount of time and effort she has com- 
mitted to her education is truly admirable and 
exhibits a level of passion worthy of recogni- 
tion. 

| happily congratulate Eden and wish her 
best of luck as she continues her academic 
pursuits in the Honors Program at American 
University. It is with great pleasure that | honor 
her, and | know that she will continue to in- 
spire young South Floridians to live by her ex- 
ample. 


— 


CELEBRATING THE CENTENNIAL 
ANNIVERSARY OF FORT LAU- 
DERDALE HIGH SCHOOL 


HON. LOIS FRANKEL 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to celebrate the centennial anniver- 
sary of Fort Lauderdale High School, a vibrant 
and innovative school in South Florida. The 
home of the Flying L’s that opened its doors 
in 1915 to a graduating class of 5 people has 
now grown to a diverse community of more 
than 2,100 students. 

Fort Lauderdale High School is celebrating 
a long history of academic excellence. It has 
consistently been ranked among the best pub- 
lic high schools, not only in Florida but also 
across the nation, with US News awarded Fort 
Lauderdale High School the silver medal for 
education in 2015. 

Under the current leadership of Principal 
Priscilla Ribeiro, the school is working to meet 
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the needs of a new generation, offering stu- 
dents many opportunities through a state-rec- 
ognized magnet program, an array of Ad- 
vanced Placement courses, a competitive ath- 
letic program, as well as an active alumni 
community. The school continues to strive to 
embrace their motto, “Strong and True, White 
and Blue.” 


In honor of Fort Lauderdale High School’s 
centennial anniversary, | want to congratulate 
the faculty, administration, students, and alum- 
ni on all of their successes and wish them a 
bright and prosperous future. 


— 


HONORING MR. JOE LOMBARDO 


HON, EARL L. “BUDDY” CARTER 


OF GEORGIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize Mr. Joe Lombardo for his 
contributions to the aerospace industry, Gen- 
eral Dynamics and Gulfstream Aerospace, the 
largest private employer in the First District of 
Georgia. 


Mr. Joe Lombardo’s career in the aerospace 
industry spans over 40 years, beginning in 
1975 when he worked two different program 
operations at Douglas Aircraft, a division of 
McDonnell Douglas Corporation. Mr. 
Lombardo’s disciplined and systematic ap- 
proach to aviation production operations led to 
his recruitment by Gulfstream in 1996. He 
started as vice president of Co-Production and 
was vital to the successful ramp-up and dual 
production of the Gulfstream IV-SP and Gulf- 
stream GV. His visionary leadership and com- 
mitment to Lean practices transformed 
Gulfstream’s Savannah-based manufacturing 
facility from a single to a dual production line, 
a practice that continues today. He served as 
the company’s chief operating officer and then 
president from 2007 until 2011. Mr. Lombardo 
was instrumental in the development of the 
Gulfstream G650 and Gulfstream G280. Since 
1997, he has also served as the executive 
vice president of the Aerospace Group for 
General Dynamics. 


Prior to his career at Gulfstream, Mr. 
Lombardo earned a bachelor’s degree in soci- 
ology from San Diego State University and a 
master’s degree in business administration 
from California State University Long Beach. 
Mr. Lombardo received the National Manage- 
ment Association’s Silver Knight award and 
was recognized for his leadership in aviation 
when he was awarded the Cliff Henderson 
Trophy by the National Aeronautic Association 
in 2012. Mr. Lombardo served on the Cor- 
porate Angel Network’s board of directors and 
as the Chairman of the Board of Governors of 
Ocean Exchange. 


Mr. Speaker, | am honored to join Mr. Joe 
Lombardo’s colleagues, family, and friends in 
celebrating many years of hard work and dedi- 
cation to our community and our Country. 
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HONORING THE 10TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF HYUNDAI MOTOR MAN- 
UFACTURING ALABAMA 


HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it is 
an honor to represent the vibrant community 
of Montgomery, Alabama—which includes 
constituents from Alabama’s second, third, 
and seventh congressional districts—alongside 
with my colleagues Representatives MARTHA 
Rosy and MIKE ROGERS. 

Montgomery is the proud home of Hyundai 
Motor Manufacturing Alabama (HMMA), and 
today we would like to congratulate Hyundai 
on celebrating an incredible milestone—its 
10th anniversary of manufacturing vehicles in 
the United States—on Wednesday, May 20, 
2015. 

HMMA is responsible for more than 35,000 
direct and indirect jobs throughout Alabama 
and has had an economic impact of nearly $4 
billion in the state. Additionally, approximately 
75 suppliers throughout North America support 
the Hyundai plant and provide jobs for over 
6,000 people. 

Since breaking ground in 2002, Hyundai has 
invested over $1.8 billion in the Montgomery 
facility, which is now recognized as being one 
of the most advanced and efficient manufac- 
turing and assembly plants in the world. 

Over 3,700 Hyundai Team Members at the 
Montgomery plant are building Hyundai’s So- 
nata and Elantra sedans. In previous years, 
Team Members have also built the Hyundai 
Santa Fe sport utility vehicle. 

With annual production capacity now ap- 
proaching 400,000 vehicles, Hyundai Team 
Members will soon reach another milestone as 
they build the plant’s 3 millionth vehicle in the 
coming weeks. 

We are also proud to recognize Hyundai for 
its efforts to recruit students from the sur- 
rounding area for internships. Internships are 
often valuable stepping stones for future ca- 
reers. Each year, Hyundai selects students 
from Alabama State University, the University 
of Alabama and Auburn University to partici- 
pate in summer internships. College students 
are given the opportunity to work 10 weeks 
during the summer in a variety of roles sup- 
porting the finance, accounting, human re- 
sources, legal, public relations, part logistics, 
engineering and maintenance departments. 
Hyundai also selects students from Trenholm 
Technical College to participate in an intern 
maintenance program. 

On a personal note, Hyundai has worked 
closely with my office to promote Project 
READY, an initiative | launched in 2013 to 
promote workforce development and job cre- 
ation throughout the 7th Congressional Dis- 
trict. Representatives from Hyundai’s human 
resources department have served as pre- 
senters during our Project READY workforce 
development seminars in Montgomery, and 
have recruited talented employees at each of 
the 7th Congressional Job Fairs since 2012. 

Hyundai is truly committed to the people of 
Alabama’s River Region as well as its U.S. 
consumers, and we are proud to have 
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Hyundai as a leading corporate citizen in our 
community. 


—_ 


IN SPECIAL RECOGNITION OF 
ROSS CAYWOOD ON HIS OFFER 
OF APPOINTMENT TO ATTEND 
THE UNITED STATES MILITARY 
ACADEMY 


HON. ROBERT E. LATTA 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, it is my great 
pleasure to pay special tribute to an out- 
standing student from Ohio's Fifth Congres- 
sional District. | am pleased to announce that 
Ross Caywood of Perrysburg, Ohio has been 
offered an appointment to the United States 
Military Academy in West Point, New York. 

Ross’ offer of appointment poises him to at- 
tend the United States Military Academy this 
fall with the incoming Class of 2019. Attending 
one of our nation’s military academies not only 
offers the opportunity to serve our country but 
also guarantees a world-class education, while 
placing demands on those who undertake one 
of the most challenging and rewarding experi- 
ences of their lives. 

Ross brings an enormous amount of leader- 
ship, service, and dedication to the incoming 
Class of 2019. While attending Perrysburg 
High School in Perrysburg, Ohio, Ross was 
consistently on the honor roll, academic all- 
Ohio, and graduated with cum laude honors. 

Throughout high school, Ross was a mem- 
ber of his school’s wrestling and football 
teams, having excelled at wrestling being the 
2014 Division 1 State Champion in Ohio. | am 
confident that Ross will carry the lessons of 
his student and athletic leadership to the Mili- 
tary Academy. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating Ross Caywood on the offer 
of his appointment to the United States Mili- 
tary Academy. Our service academies offer 
the finest military training and education avail- 
able. | am positive that Ross will excel during 
his career at the Military Academy, and | ask 
my colleagues to join me in extending their 
best wishes to him as he begins his service to 
the Nation. 


— 


IN TRIBUTE TO THE HONORABLE 
PEG LAUTENSCHLAGER 


HON. GWEN MOORE 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Former Attorney General Peg 
Lautenschlager, who is being honored by 
“Emerge Wisconsin” on June 3, 2015. Attor- 
ney Peg Lautenschlager has not only been a 
leading voice for women but has served as a 
mentor and supporter of women, a Democratic 
leader, and a defender of civil and human 
rights during her 30 plus year career. 

Attorney Peg Lautenschlager is a native of 
Fond du Lac, Wisconsin where she continues 
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to reside. She is a Phi Beta Kappa graduate 
of Lake Forest College, honoring in history 
and mathematics and a graduate of the Uni- 
versity of Wisconsin Law School. She is mar- 
ried to her soul mate Bill Rippl, a retired police 
officer from the city of Neenah, Wisconsin, 
and has five children. 

Attorney Peg Lautenschlager has shattered 
many glass ceilings along the way as a 
woman and as a Democrat: she served as the 
first woman District Attorney for Winnebago 
County, Wisconsin; she was elected to the 
Wisconsin State Assembly beating a 32-year 
Republican incumbent and was the first demo- 
crat elected to this seat since the Great De- 
pression and she was the first woman to rep- 
resent her district; she was appointed U.S. At- 
torney for the Western District of Wisconsin by 
President Bill Clinton and was the first woman 
to serve in that office; she was elected Wis- 
consin Attorney General and was the first 
woman Attorney General for the State of Wis- 
consin. Lautenschlager is a former member of 
the Wisconsin State Elections Board, the Gov- 
ernors Council on Domestic Abuse, the 
Democratic National Committee and the Osh- 
kosh Rape Crisis Center. Since leaving public 
office, Peg is a practicing lawyer and educa- 
tor. She has worked tirelessly to help other 
Democrats, women and disenfranchised peo- 
ple. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to recognize my 
friend and former colleague in the Wisconsin 
State Assembly, Attorney Peg Lautenschlager. 
Peg and her family have become a part of my 
family and she is a confidante. | am both privi- 
leged and blessed to have her support, loy- 
alty, and friendship. Attorney Peg 
Lautenschlager’s legacy is not just her family 
but the countless women and Democrats who 
follow in her footsteps. The citizens of the 
Fourth Congressional District, the State of 
Wisconsin and the nation have benefited tre- 
mendously from her dedicated service. | am 
honored for these reasons to pay tribute to At- 
torney Peg Lautenschlager. 


Ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE RETIRE- 
MENT OF ROLANDA DUCHESNE 
AFTER THREE DECADES OF 
SERVICE AT GRANITE UNITED 
WAY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 


HON. ANN M. KUSTER 


OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in recogni- 
tion of Rolanda Duchesne on the occasion of 
her retirement from Granite United Way of 
New Hampshire. Rolanda is embarking on a 
well-earned retirement after 33 years as a 
dedicated public servant, working to help her 
neighbors in need of assistance in New 
Hampshire’s North Country. Be it flood or fire, 
hunger or shelter, dislocation or disaster, 
Rolanda’s efforts at the United Way have 
brought relief and hope to hundreds of people 
in distress. 

Rolanda served for almost 30 years as the 
Executive Director of United Way of Northern 
New Hampshire, until it merged with the other 
regional United Way organizations throughout 
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the state to become Granite United Way. 
Since then, she has served as Director of 
Community Impact for the Northern Region. 

Rolanda's commitment to service does not 
stop with her day job. She is the town welfare 
officer in her community of Milan, a Justice of 
the Peace, and a Notary Public. She is on the 
Advisory Board of Health and Human Services 
at White Mountain Community College, a Fel- 
low at the University of New Hampshire's 
Carsey Institute, and a Member of the New 
Hampshire Charitable Trusts North Country 
Board. 

During her tenure in the North Country, 
Rolanda has witnessed a rash of mill closings, 
high unemployment, natural disasters, and an 
economy in freefall. Yet even when it affected 
her own family, she did everything in her 
power to meet the needs of the communities 
around her. People were warm during the cold 
winters, food banks were well-stocked for the 
hungry, and children had clothes for school. 

Her life in service is one that is rarely 
matched. Thus, it is my honor to recognize 
and thank Rolanda for her outstanding citizen- 
ship and service to her neighbors, the Granite 
State, and the United States. | wish her a 
happy retirement and wish her the best of luck 
on the adventures to come. 


EE 


COMMEMORATING THE SAMOAN 
EXILES 


HON. GREGORIO KILILI CAMACHO 
SABLAN 


OF THE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, on June 20 a 
group of seventy-two Samoans who were ex- 
iled from their home to my home, the Northern 
Mariana Islands, will receive the ceremonial 
farewell they were never given—one hundred 
years late. 

Allow me to add the story of their exile to 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, where it may be 
held in trust and remembered. And let me ac- 
knowledge the work of historian Scott Russell 
in assembling these details. 

In May 1909, the seventy-two Samoans, 10 
chiefs, their families and servants were exiled 
to the island of Saipan in the Mariana Islands 
by the governor of German Samoa Wilhelm 
Solf. These chiefs were involved in a move- 
ment known as the Mau a Pule (the opinion of 
Pule) which sought to reinstate traditional Sa- 
moan practices abolished by the German colo- 
nial regime in the late nineteenth century. The 
leader of the movement was Lauaki 
Namulau’ulu, an orator of high standing from 
Safotulafai, one of the most senior villages in 
Savai’i. Lauaki and his followers, however, 
failed to secure support from other factions in 
Samoa and they were subsequently exiled to 
distant Saipan by Governor Solf. 

The Samoans established themselves on 
Saipan just south of the village of Tanapag. 
They built eleven fale, the distinctive round 
Samoan residential house, one each for the 
ten chiefs and one for the Samoan pastor and 
his family who accompanied the chiefs in 
exile. The German administration provided 
each family with tools, seeds and livestock. 


June 1, 2015 


Water was brought in by bamboo piping from 
nearby Saddok Agaton and the people of 
Tanapag gave their new neighbors assistance. 
It is reported that the Samoans acclimated 
well since Saipan’s environment was very 
similar to that of their homeland. The 
Samoans remained on Saipan until June 1915 
when they were repatriated home by the Japa- 
nese military administration that had been on 
the island since October 1914. 


The story of these political exiles was al- 
most lost in time. No significant body of oral 
history regarding the Samoans survives in the 
Marianas. Local recollections about the Sa- 
moan presence are limited to a couple short 
magazine articles dating to the late 1960s. 
And the German, Japanese, and New Zea- 
land/British government records associated 
with this event have not been readily avail- 
able. 


In the late 1990s, however, the Division of 
Historic Preservation of the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Islands did acquire an 
account written by the youngest exiled chief, 
liga Pisa. Pisa’s account, written in 1942, pro- 
vides some details about exile life on Saipan 
but its main focus is Pisa’s own remarkable 
voyage from Saipan to Guam in a small Sa- 
moan paddling canoe. Pisa was an ambitious 
youth and had spent his time on Saipan learn- 
ing the German language with the aim of ob- 
taining employment in the colonial government 
in Samoa after returning home. World War |, 
however, ended his plans when English- 
speaking New Zealanders replaced Germans 
as colonial administrators in what is now Inde- 
pendent Samoa. 


Pisa decided that rather than return to his 
home unprepared, he would paddle his way to 
American-controlled Guam where he hoped to 
learn English. Without informing the elder 
chiefs, Pisa secretly departed Saipan at night 
in a borrowed Samoan paddling canoe. After 
reaching Rota in the Northern Marianas, 
where he was provided food and shelter by 
the Alcalde, Pisa continued on to Guam where 
he came ashore at Ritidian. After convincing 
the American military governor of his identity, 
he was given a job in the Navy printing office. 
Pisa quickly learned English and requested to 
be returned home in 1919. He then had a suc- 
cessful career in the local government. He 
was the only exiled chief to survive the influ- 
enza epidemic that claimed millions of lives 
worldwide in 1918. Today, Pisa is still remem- 
bered in Samoa for his daring voyage to 
Guam. 


This month all of this remarkable piece of 
Pacific history will be remembered in a series 
of events arranged by the Northern Marianas 
Humanities Council. Dignitaries, scholars, and 
keepers of the islands’ oral history will con- 
vene from Samoa, New Zealand, and the Mar- 
iana Islands. The culmination will be a farewell 
ceremony conducted in accordance with the 
precepts of Samoan culture. 


In commemoration of this event and in re- 
membrance of those Samoans, who were ex- 
iled for their political beliefs, | submit this brief 
history. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF THE 50TH AN- 
NIVERSARY OF THE MONMOUTH 
CONSERVATORY OF MUSIC 


HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the Monmouth Conservatory of 
Music on its 50th anniversary this year. The 
Monmouth Conservatory of Music has been a 
premier music school in New Jersey and this 
milestone is truly deserving of this body’s rec- 
ognition. 

The only non-profit music school in Mon- 
mouth County, New Jersey, the Monmouth 
Conservatory of Music is a valuable and influ- 
ential institution of the local arts community 
and an outstanding educational and rec- 
reational resource for the greater Monmouth 
County area. It focuses its efforts on reaching 
everyone in the community, including under- 
served populations, and works to make music 
education and experiences accessible to all, 
offering scholarships, lectures, programs and 
free public concerts. Its mission to introduce 
music to the general public and its positive im- 
pact on the community is commendable. 

Founded in 1964 by Felix and Jeannette 
Molzer, the Monmouth Conservatory of Music 
remains dedicated to fostering musical excel- 
lence in its students and imparting the impor- 
tance of musical education and musical under- 
standing to future generations. Its commitment 
to promoting music has contributed to the 
thriving cultural landscape of the community. 
Under the direction of Artistic and Executive 
Director Vladislav Kovalsky and Associate Di- 
rector Irina Kovalsky, the Monmouth Conserv- 
atory of Music offers expert teachers and high 
standards for its students. It is committed to 
enriching its students and the community 
through music. 

Once again, | sincerely hope my colleagues 
will join me in recognizing the contributions 
and achievements of the Monmouth Conserv- 
atory of Music and honoring its 50th anniver- 


sary. 


a 


REMEMBERING MARCUS 
BELGRAVE 


HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR. 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and honor the life and career of my 
friend and fellow Detroiter, Marcus Belgrave, 
who passed away last Sunday, May 24th. 

Mr. Belgrave was a consummate gen- 
tleman; a legendary jazz impresario; and a 
gifted player, composer, and teacher. It is dif- 
ficult to fathom how one achieves all that 
Marcus did—he started his career at just 18 
years old, playing with Ray Charles. He went 
on to share the stage with luminaries like Ella 
Fitzgerald, Charles Mingus, McCoy Tyner, 
Dizzy Gillespie, Eric Dolphy, Aretha Franklin, 
Wynton Marsalis, and Joe Henderson. Every- 
one has heard the power of his talent in 
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Motown classics like “My Girl” and “Dancing 
in the Street.” As a Jazz Ambassador, Marcus 
Belgrave carried his American sound to Latin 
America, Europe, Asia, Africa, and the Middle 
East. 

But he was not just a musician, not just a 
composer—he was a mentor of the highest 
order. He taught Jazz to some of our greatest 
contemporary artists, including Geri Allen, Re- 
gina Carter, Kenny Garnett, Robert Hurst, and 
Karriem Riggens. Virtually every Jazz artist to 
come out of Detroit in the past 50 years was 
influenced by Marcus. Though he may be 
gone and his trumpet is finally silent, his talent 
and voice will continue to inspire new genera- 
tions through the lives he helped shape. His 
shadow will loom large over every Detroiter 
who picks up the trumpet. 

He will also live on through the institutions 
of Jazz that he founded, chartered, and fos- 
tered. He was an original member of the Lin- 
coln Center Jazz Orchestra. He established 
the Jazz Development Workshop and Jazz 
Studies program at the Detroit Metro Arts 
Complex. He served as a Professor of Jazz at 
Oberlin College in Ohio. Motown would not 
have been the same without him. Detroit's 
place in Jazz history would not be the same 
without him. 

The world lost a living legend last week, and 
Detroit lost a champion. But Mr. Belgrave lived 
his life in such a way that he will remembered 
forever. | offer my heartfelt condolences to his 
wife Joan, his children, and all the family, 
friends, and fans who mourn the passing of a 
legend. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE C.K. 
McCLATCHY GIRLS BASKETBALL 
TEAM 


HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and congratulate the C.K. 
McClatchy High School Girls Basketball Team 
for winning the 2015 Division | State Cham- 
pionship. As the team’s players, coaches, stu- 
dent body and faculty look back on this terrific 
season, | ask my colleagues to join me in hon- 
oring the team for its remarkable success. 

The 2014-2015 McClatchy Lady Lions are 
comprised of an excellent group of student- 
athletes who play a tenacious, gritty brand of 
basketball that energized not only the school, 
but the entire Sacramento community. Their 
selfless play and team spirit exemplified the 
best that high school athletics has to offer. 

The Lady Lions culminated their brilliant 
season on March 27, 2015 by defeating Serra 
of Gardena 65-61 in double-overtime to win 
the California Interscholastic Federation Divi- 
sion | State Championship. Their state cham- 
pionship is the first for McClatchy High School 
in any sport, and also was the first in Sac- 
ramento City Unified School District history. 

McClatchy’s victory is a fitting conclusion to 
the season for a group of players who have 
demonstrated tremendous skill, perseverance, 
and effort throughout the year. Each player, 
whether senior, junior, or sophomore, exhib- 
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ited a steadfast commitment to the team. The 
Lady Lions outstanding roster includes Lauren 
Nubla, Destiney Lee, Jordan Cruz, Kelsey 
Wong, Kristi Wong, Alex Washington, Sara 
Shimizu, Ka’maree Donald, Haley Arakaki, 
Jade Fonseca, and the Sacramento Bee’s 
2014-2015 Basketball Player of the Year, Gigi 
Garcia. 

In addition to their talented roster, the 
McClatchy team also benefitted greatly from 
the tutelage of one of the best coaching staffs 
in the area. Head Coach Jessica Kunisaki and 
her able assistant coaches, Jeff Ota, Que 
Ngo, and Carlos Vicenty cultivated a spirit of 
camaraderie and hard work under which the 
players thrived. 

Mr. Speaker, as McClatchy’s 2014-2015 
school year concludes, | am honored to pay 
tribute to the exemplary members of the C.K. 
McClatchy High School girls basketball team, 
who have brought so much enthusiasm and 
pride to McClatchy and the Sacramento com- 
munity. Their success this year is highly com- 
mendable and | am pleased to have the op- 
portunity to recognize their accomplishments. | 
ask all of my colleagues to join me in con- 
gratulating the C.K. McClatchy girls basketball 
team on a wonderful season and wish them 
continued success in future years. 


EE 


HONORING CAPTAIN SCOTT 
BIERWILER 


HON. RICHARD B. NUGENT 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and remember the life of Captain Scott 
Bierwiler, a fellow colleague of the Hernando 
County Sheriff's Department, a dedicated hus- 
band and father of three, and my good friend. 

Captain Bierwiler met his untimely death in 
an automobile accident that devastated the 
community. The sadness and grief felt upon 
hearing the news of his passing still stings 
fresh in my mind, even though risk is an inher- 
ent part of the law enforcement description. As 
sheriff, it was a day that | always feared and 
hoped | would never have to face. Yet | found 
myself mourning my friend. 

It is tough to recall the days that followed 
and how full they were of tears, sorrow, and 
disbelief. However, the memories of Captain 
Bierwiler quickly came to light and the transi- 
tion from sadness to acceptance began. As if 
it were from a page in his own book, the focus 
of his early death quickly became more about 
the celebration of his life and the impact he 
had on so many. 

| first met Scott through his parents, who 
are family friends, and | immediately recog- 
nized the potential he radiated even as a 
young man. After graduating from the police 
academy, Scott joined the Hernando Sheriff's 
Department where he served proudly for twen- 
ty-three years. He was a hard worker and was 
dedicated to his job, his fellow officers, and 
the community where he lived and worked. 

His work ethic was unlike any other. No 
matter how big or small the task, nor note- 
worthy or publicly known the result. And his 
determinations didn’t go unnoticed. Scott was 
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awarded the Hernando County Sheriff's Office 
Medal of Valor, the Hernando County Ribbon 
of Commendation, the New Jersey State 
Medal of Valor, the Meritorious Service Award 
from Bergen County Prosecutors Office, and 
the Combat Cross. But above all accolades, 
there was not one person who didn’t have the 
upmost respect for Captain Bierwiler. Respect 
was mutual and he made sure that it was al- 
ways known. There was no question that Cap- 
tain Bierwiler would have made an honorable 
and just sheriff for Hernando County. 

He was a quintessential family man—loving, 
dependable, and as devoted as they come. 
There was never a question that his children 
were his sole purpose in life and his greatest 
achievement. He would tell stories of the mo- 
ments of laughter they would share, the times 
spent together boating on the Gulf of Mexico, 
and the hopes he had for their futures. He 
gave all that he had to his family and | can 
only hope that as his children grow, they flour- 
ish in the love that surrounds them from their 
father. 

On Thursday, May 28, 2015, the Hernando 
County Sheriff's Department unveiled a me- 
morial for Captain Scott M. Bierwiler. It will 
never be easy to look back on the day that 
Scott was taken from his family, his friends, 
and the Hernando community. But my hope 
for the memorial sign dedicated in his honor is 
to allow us to remember the times we shared 
with him, the happy and blessed life he lived, 
and the legacy he left behind. | am humbled 
and will forever be thankful to have been a 
friend of Captain Scott Bierwiler and | will con- 
tinue to remember his memory fondly. 


HONORING COLONEL GREG 
SCHANNEP, USA, RETIRED 


HON. JOHN R. CARTER 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor Colonel Greg Schannep, USA, 
Retired. As a man of deep faith, he knows that 
scripture tells us, “And let us not grow weary 
of doing good, for in due season we will reap, 
if we do not give up.” Greg has brought these 
powerful words to life throughout his career as 
a servant of God, the Army, and his fellow 
man. 

Greg was born in El Segundo, California 
and first served in the U.S. Army from 1965 to 
1967. He was among the elite Special Forces 
at Fort Bragg before being honorably dis- 
charged at the rank of Sergeant. Education 
was next on his agenda. While he holds a 
Bachelor's Degree in Marketing from Northern 
Arizona University, Greg’s lasting faith led him 
to pursue a Master’s Degree in Theology from 
Fuller Theological Seminary in California. 

Greg couldn’t resist the call to serve and, 
after completing his education, returned to ac- 
tive duty in 1977 as an Army Chaplain. There 
are no closed doors to a chaplain in the mili- 
tary and Greg was as welcome among his fel- 
low officers as he was among the enlisted. His 
life experience, Special Forces background, 
and pastoral skills made him a blessing to the 
Army family. He served as a Chaplain for 
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twenty-nine years, retiring in 2004 at the rank 
of Colonel. 

Most would use the passing of one career 
as an opportunity to enjoy a well-deserved 
rest. Yet Greg’s need to serve led him to, 
within days of his military retirement cere- 
mony, start a new career as my liaison to Fort 
Hood. It’s a role he is uniquely suited for as 
he understands both the importance of the 
mission at The Great Place and the unique 
culture that sustains our warriors there. He’s 
been a steady, calming presence through 
times both good and bad for the thousands of 
brave warriors stationed at one of the world’s 
largest military bases. 

Greg’s genial nature is equaled only by his 
hard-earned wisdom from years of ministry. 
He knows there are two sides to every story 
and that everyone deserves to have their 
voice heard. This has proven invaluable as 
he’s worked tirelessly on behalf of his beloved 
Fort Hood and the people of Central Texas. 
His patient and positive attitude remains a 
source of strength and inspiration for both 
friends and colleagues. 

Yet through it all, family remains the center 
of his life. He is married to the former Martha 
(Marty) E. Haley. Greg’s six children know him 
has a devoted and loving dad to them and a 
proud grandfather to his seven grandchildren. 

Greg Schannep signs all his emails with the 
stirring words Pro Deo et Patria (“Still Serving 
God and Country”). All who’ve been blessed 
by his presence know that to him this isn't a 
meaningless expression but a deep and last- 
ing creed that has been the guiding force of 
his life. 

Greg’s been a trusted advisor, superb public 
servant, and vital part of Team Carter. | join 
my staff in wishing him a well-deserved retire- 
ment and nothing but the best in the years 
ahead. 


HONORING DAVID JOHN GOTAAS 


HON. ROBERT J. DOLD 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the life of David John Gotaas, a resi- 
dent of Northbrook, who passed away on May 
23, 2015. 

Born in Chicago to Lois and David S. 
Gotaas on March 2, 1951, David was raised a 
missionary child in Venezuela until his family 
returned to the Chicago area where David at- 
tended New Trier High School (1968), Whea- 
ton College (BA, Economics, 1972) and North- 
western University (MBA, 1974). Although he 
began his career as a Certified Public Ac- 
countant, David was an entrepreneur at heart, 
and gladly traded corporate pursuits for self- 
made ventures in real estate, which he viewed 
as both business and ministry. 

In 1978, David married the love of his life 
and best friend, Sally Slingerland, who at- 
tended Winnetka Bible Church where his fa- 
ther pastored. David and Sally settled in 
Northbrook where they raised four daughters. 

David's childhood on the mission field 
marked him with a passion to serve others 
around the world. An active member of the 
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Winnetka Rotary Club, David helped initiate 
the first Rotary Club in the country of Kosovo 
in 2005. David’s involvement in Kosovo also 
included service on the Advisory Board for the 
Kosovo American Education Fund and the 
Board of Trustees for the American Councils 
for International Education. 

David’s travels brought him not only to 
Kosovo, but to over 80 countries around the 
world. A member of the Circumnavigators 
Club of Chicago, David's favorite travel des- 
tinations were far from the typical tourist trail, 
including recent trips to Myanmar and Ban- 
gladesh, where he purposefully sought out the 
humblest accommodations to connect with 
locals and practice simplicity. Despite the 
breadth of his adventures, perhaps his favorite 
destination was Yosemite National Park, 
where he enjoyed bringing anyone willing to 
keep up with him. Wherever he traveled, 
David was known to share his adventures via 
postcards to family, friends and acquaint- 
ances. 

David will be remembered for his passionate 
love for Jesus Christ, love for family, integrity, 
thoughtfulness and generosity. He is survived 
by his wife, Sally, and his four daughters, 
Anne, Kathryn, Mary and Laura. In his final 
years, perhaps David’s greatest joy was his 
grandchildren: Nathan, Nora, Kate, Silas and a 
fifth due in September. 


EE 


HONORING COMMUNITY CHAMPION 
YVONNE CLARK 


HON. MIKE KELLY 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, | 
would like to recognize one of my constituents 
from Western Pennsylvania, Yvonne Clark. 
Yvonne, the Director of Walkers Neighbor- 
hood House in Lawrence County, has served 
both her family and community with excel- 
lence, leaving behind her a legacy of compas- 
sion and integrity that has impacted many. 

The seventh of sixteen children, Yvonne 
worked for both American Cleaners and First 
National Bank before putting her professional 
ambitions on hold in order to raise her family. 
She has been happily married to Robert Clark 
for forty-seven years, and together they have 
three children: Robert Jr., Adella, and Aaron. 
Yvonne and Robert are also blessed to be the 
grandparents of nine grandchildren. 

In 1979, Yvonne enrolled in the Pittsburgh 
Beauty Academy in Beaver Falls, Pennsyl- 
vania and graduated with honors shortly there- 
after. Under the mentorship of a respected 
and accomplished local salon-owner, Yvonne 
learned the skills of the trade and eventually 
opened her own salon in 1984. When health 
issues demanded a change of course, Yvonne 
worked as a family service worker and then a 
job coach before returning to school at Mid- 
western Baptist School of Ministry. Again, she 
graduated with honors and received her Asso- 
ciate’s Degree in Women’s Ministry in 2006. 
Additionally, valuing her role as mother and 
grandmother, Yvonne became the primary 
caregiver for her three grandchildren when her 
daughter was diagnosed with multiple scle- 
rosis. 
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It was around this time that Walkers Neigh- 
borhood House, a division of the Gussie M. 
Walker Community Outreach Organization, 
was established. The mission of this after- 
school program is to empower youth and fami- 
lies to be the best they can be by obtaining a 
better education, while also learning that with 
God all things are possible. By providing both 
tutoring and structured recreational opportuni- 
ties for local youth in an area where 85% of 
the population is considered low-income, 
Walker’s Neighborhood House is breathing life 
back into the community and empowering our 
next generation of leaders. Under Yvonne’s 
devoted and impassioned leadership, over 
2,500 students have walked through its doors 
and left changed for the better. 

In serving her family and community, 
Yvonne has shown herself to be a leader in 
the truest sense of the word and a role model 
for the many who are privileged to know her. 
Furthermore, her dedication to directing the St 
John United Holy Church Choir for thirty-five 
years gives evidence to the core Christian val- 
ues that inform her experiences. On behalf of 
the Third District of Pennsylvania, | would like 
to express sincere gratitude and appreciation 
to Mrs. Yvonne Clark, a true Community 
Champion. 


Ee 


IN RECOGNITION OF THE NJROTC 
AWARD WINNERS 


HON. DUNCAN HUNTER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, it’s with a pro- 
found sense of pride that | rise today in rec- 
ognition of our nation’s Naval Junior Reserve 
Officer Training Corps (NJROTC) program, its 
cadets and the excellent cadre of leadership 
that instructs and guides these future naval of- 
ficers. Our nation is defended by a military 
that is second-to-none, but it’s no mistake that 
the quality and pedigree of our nation’s armed 
forces is beyond comparison. Training is only 
part of what makes a good military leader. The 
principles of commitment, organization, team- 
work and respect are not always learned—in 
many ways, they are innate, and those who 
serve in the NJROTC program show a level of 
talent and dedication that consistently dem- 
onstrates why our military—and our Navy, es- 
pecially—possesses so many first-rate lead- 
ers. 

Most recently, a national competition was 
launched to determine the 2015 Navy League 
Most Improved Unit and the 2015 Most Out- 
standing Unit. Most improved honors went to 
the Pearl River Central High School in 
Carriere, Mississippi. The Most Outstanding 
Unit award was given to the Allen D. Nease 
High School in Ponte Vedra, Florida. Two im- 
pressive units, Mr. Speaker, and both showed 
strong attributes in their respective award 
areas. There was plenty of competition, and 
every unit gave their best—and for that, both 
the award winners and the entire field of com- 
petitors can take great pride in their accom- 
plishments. 

Receiving a top award is really quite an 
honor, Mr. Speaker. In fact, awards often re- 
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flect years of hard work and development, 
even though awards are given yearly. The 
award criteria is exhaustive—evaluating par- 
ticipation in the classroom, physical fitness 
and extracurricular activities. Cadets even par- 
ticipate in community service projects—with 
one unit, Pearl River, completing more than 
5,000 hours of community service alone. How- 
ever, Mr. Speaker, as we extend our congratu- 
lations to the cadets, | would be remiss if we 
didn’t recognize the amazing work of the many 
program instructors. In particular, | want to 
recognize Naval Science Instructors Col. Todd 
Ryder and Chief Ron Hazlewood, whose lead- 
ership, professionalism and knowledge have 
been integral to successful mentorship in the 
NJROTC program at Pearl River. And | know 
their commitment to the cadets has translated 
into the development of community leaders 
and positive influences within the school sys- 
tem. A special thank you to Todd and Ron, for 
all you do to encourage future patriots with the 
same tenacity and work ethic that defined your 
own service careers. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, | ask that this 
body join me in recognizing this fine group of 
Americans for all they have accomplished— 
and their continued and future service to this 
great nation. 


EE 
HONORING ED ZABROCKI FOR HIS 
34 YEARS OF SERVICE AS 


MAYOR OF TINLEY PARK, ILLI- 
NOIS 


HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Ed Zabrocki who recently retired after 
serving 34 years as Mayor of Tinley Park, Illi- 
nois. Throughout his time in office, Mayor 
Zabrocki demonstrated tremendous dedication 
to his community and its residents. 

Ed Zabrocki began his career in public serv- 
ice by serving on the Tinley Park Human Re- 
sources Commission and became a Village 
Trustee in 1979. Two years later he was elect- 
ed Mayor of Tinley Park. 

Throughout his tenure in office, Mayor 
Zabrocki maintained a strong commitment to 
Tinley Park’s residents. Under his leadership, 
the village became one of the fastest growing 
municipalities in the nation. In 2005 he was 
named as a finalist for the World Mayor 
Award. In 2006, the Commerce Department 
recognized Mayor Zabrocki with the Excel- 
lence in Economic Development Award for 
“recognizing commitment to sound, research- 
based, market driven economic development 
in helping to grow the local economy.” In addi- 
tion to his service to Tinley Park, Ed Zabrocki 
was elected to be the 37th District's State 
Representative in the 89th Illinois General As- 
sembly. 

Ed Zabrocki has also been dedicated to 
education. After two years as a teacher at 
Bishop Noll, he was hired to teach at Brother 
Rice High School in Chicago in 1965. Forty 
years later he retired as Director of Guidance. 
Over the years he had a great influence on his 
students, with five of them going on to be 
elected to public office in the Chicago area. 
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Mayor Zabrocki and his wife Emily are the 
parents of two children and the grandparents 
of seven. In retirement he plans to spend 
more time with his family as well as his Lionel 
train sets and his baritone sax. 


RECOGNIZING BOBBY WALTERS 


HON. TOM RICE 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, 
today is the official start of Hurricane Season. 
As a lifelong resident of a coastal area and a 
representative of a coastal district, hurricane 
preparedness is a priority of mine. 

| would like to recognize a young man in my 
district who is committed to hurricane safety, 
Bobby Walters. Bobby is a resident of George- 
town County, South Carolina, and has spent 
the last three years marking 861 street signs 
with their corresponding hurricane evacuation 
zone. 

Now, Georgetown residents can easily de- 
termine which evacuation zone they are in, 
and should inclement weather occur, proceed 
to the nearest evacuation route. 

Bobby is a member of Boy Scout Troop 360 
in Pawleys Island and completed this project 
to earn his Eagle Scout rank. 

On behalf of the Seventh Congressional 
District, thank you Bobby and Troop 360 for all 
of your hard work to keep our community safe. 


—_ A 


THE PHOENIX MERCURY, 2014 
WNBA CHAMPIONS 


HON. KYRSTEN SINEMA 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Phoenix Mercury, our 2014 
WNBA Champions, who on Friday June 5, 
2015 begin their nineteenth season. During 
the opening game, the team will receive their 
third championship ring in seven years and 
the 2014 Championship Banner will be un- 
veiled before thousands of fans. The enthusi- 
astic crowds that have supported the players 
for almost two decades will be there to cheer 
them on as they play the San Antonio Stars. 
As the team begins their new season, | proud- 
ly recognize the exceptional team members, 
captains and managers who have built the 
most successful professional women’s basket- 
ball team in the world—our Phoenix Mercury. 

In addition to their talent on the court, Phoe- 
nix Mercury team members are an integral 
part of the Valley of the Sun. The team dedi- 
cates a great deal of their free time engaging 
children, neighborhoods and schools, serving 
as mentors and role models to the young peo- 
ple who look up to them. 

Our Phoenix Mercury has the strongest fan 
base and attendance in the WNBA and the 
team credits their success as a team to this 
“X-Factor’—the power of their fans. Congratu- 
lations to the Phoenix Mercury as they begin 
their nineteenth season and thank you for 
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demonstrating to young girls, boys and the 
world, the heart and strength of women ath- 
letes. 


a 


HONORING RABBI MELVIN AND 
LENORE SIRNER 


HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, religious institu- 
tions and the men and women who lead them 
have the power to shape and bind commu- 
nities in many incredible ways. For over forty 
years in New Rochelle, Rabbi Melvin Sirner 
and his wife, Lenore, have led Beth El Syna- 
gogue Center in New Rochelle with incredible 
grace, and as a result have left an indelible 
mark on the entire community. 

A native of Chicago and a graduate of the 
University of Michigan, Rabbi Sirner came to 
New Rochelle in August 1972 following his or- 
dination at the Jewish Theological Seminary. 
Scheduled only to stay at Beth El for two 
years, Rabbi Sirner extended his stay several 
years and, upon the retirement of Rabbi 
Golovensky, was elected Senior Rabbi of the 
Center. 

Lenore Richman Sirner was born and raised 
in Boro Park, Brooklyn, and received a won- 
derful early Jewish education at Shulamith 
School for Girls, and later at Yeshiva of 
Flatbush High School. A graduate of George 
Washington University, Lenore earned her 
Master’s degree in social work from New York 
University, before serving for many years as 
Director of Social Work Case management at 
the Burke Rehabilitation Hospital, and later as 
Administrator of Clinical Services. 

As Lenore volunteered at Beth El, she met 
Rabbi Sirner, and the rest as they say is his- 
tory. 

Together, Rabbi Sirner and Lenore have led 
Beth El by emphasizing high quality and 
meaningful Jewish experiences. Under their 
stewardship, Beth El went from a community 
that did not permit participation of women in 
religious ritual, to a fully egalitarian syna- 
gogue. The establishment of the Keruv Com- 
mittee, which works to ensure that all feel fully 
embraced and welcomed by the Beth El com- 
munity, has helped shaped the synagogue 
under Rabbi Sirners watch, and the Sylvia 
and Robert Scher Chesed Committee, which 
works to help shape the larger New Rochelle 
community as a whole, has become a great 
beacon of light for the entire neighborhood 
due to its fine work. 

But Rabbi and Lenore Sirner’s greatest joy 
and accomplishment is their family. They are 
the proud parents of Gabrielle, her husband 
Morris, Abby, and Ari. They are also adoring 
grandparents to Lev, who I’m told is currently 
on the verge of mastering the sippy cup. 

This year, the Beth El Synagogue Center is 
honoring Rabbi Sirner and Lenore for their 
decades of dedicated service to the Beth El, 
as well as the entire New Rochelle, commu- 
nities. It is my pleasure to offer congratulations 
to Rabbi Sirner and Lenore on this wonderful 
occasion, and thank them for all they have 
done to better our community. 
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WELCOMING AKHAN SEMICON- 
DUCTOR INCORPORATED TO 
GURNEE, IL 


HON. ROBERT J. DOLD 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in rec- 
ognition of AKHAN Semiconductor Incor- 
porated and its founder and Chief Executive 
Officer, Adam Khan. AKHAN Semiconductor 
has become the most advanced diamond 
semiconductor platform in the world due to the 
hard work and meticulous training of Mr. Khan 
and his team. 

AKHAN will begin operations in Gurnee, Illi- 
nois this June. Mr. Speaker, the 10th District 
of Illinois that | represent is a manufacturing 
hub, and a fantastic place for industry to form 
and grow. In fact, Gurnee was the perfect 
choice for AKHAN because it is rich with 
human talent and world class education insti- 
tutions, is a transportation hub that makes it 
easy to ship materials and product, and per- 
haps most critically, Gurnee has strong pro-in- 
dustry municipal and county leadership begin- 
ning with its Mayor Kristy Kovarik and Lake 
County Partners. 

One reason in particular that | am very ex- 
cited about AKHAN being here is that its lead- 
ers understand that they have a responsibility 
to partner with local educators to ensure that 
we are preparing our local workforce for the 
career demands of the 21st Century. | have 
long been impressed with the College of Lake 
County and its commitment to partnering with 
local industry, and so it is no surprise that 
AKHAN and the College of Lake County are 
partnering to create an incubator to offer voca- 
tional training that will allow students to attain 
certification to operate AKHAN’s high tech ma- 
chinery. 

AKHAN is also tapping into another jewel of 
our region, Argonne National Laboratories. In 
fact, | understand that they will soon announce 
a broadened IP agreement where AKHAN's 
patent portfolio will be expanded to cover even 
more intellectual property. 

Mr. Speaker, AKHAN is an exciting new 
member of our community, and it is my great 
pleasure to recognize their achievements and 
welcome them to Gurnee. 


Ea 


CONGRATULATING SIX MUSSEL- 
MAN HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS 
FOR WINNING H&R BLOCK BUDG- 
ET CHALLENGE SCHOLARSHIPS 


HON. ALEXANDER X. MOONEY 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er, | would like to express my warmest con- 
gratulations to six exceptional students from 
Musselman High School for winning scholar- 
ships from the H&R Block Budget Challenge; 
Shelbi Fisher, Mitch Anton, Kirsten Campbell, 
Vanessa Beddow, Taylor Stocks, Sarah 
Muskett, and their teacher Mr. Chad Spencer. 
In this challenge, these students managed a 
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budget based on their current and future cash 
needs, as well as learn a number of important 
financial concepts. The reward for winning this 
challenge is a $20,000 scholarship, which will 
help send these bright students to college. 

As a Member of the United States House of 
Representatives, | am particularly pleased 
when | see young people take initiative to 
learn about fiscal responsibility. The excel- 
lence these Musselman High School students 
have demonstrated by winning the H&R Block 
Budget Challenge Scholarships is an example 
of the promise that young West Virginians and 
Americans show. 

| join with their families, friends, and loved 
ones in congratulating the winning students 
from Musselman High School on this impres- 
sive accomplishment. | urge them to continue 
their hard work, and wish them all the best in 
their future endeavors. 


—— > 


HONORING DR. CHARLES BANTZ 
FOR HIS LEADERSHIP AND DEDI- 
CATION 


HON. SUSAN W. BROOKS 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor the extraordinary accom- 
plishments of Dr. Charles Bantz. After serving 
over a decade as Chancellor at Indiana Uni- 
versity-Purdue University Indianapolis, Dr. 
Bantz will be stepping down as chancellor. 
IUPUI, one of the country’s leading urban uni- 
versities, flourished under Chancellor Bantz’s 
leadership, and Hoosiers are eternally grateful 
for his contributions. 

IUPUI’s location in the heart of Indiana’s 
capital city has long brought with it a special 
responsibility of service to the residents of In- 
dianapolis and Indiana. Chancellor Bantz un- 
derstood this and the campus has significantly 
strengthened its ties to the city and state dur- 
ing his tenure. He helped transform and im- 
prove the university, which had positive im- 
pacts on students, faculty, and the sur- 
rounding communities. 

Chancellor Bantz is a persistent advocate 
for student success with a clear dedication to 
education. He successfully facilitated an in- 
crease in the number of students who earn 
their degrees; provided a wider range of edu- 
cational options available to students; added 
eleven bachelor degree programs, ten doc- 
toral, and ten masters programs as well as 
schools for public health and philanthropy. Re- 
search dollars for IUPUI increased by over 
$100 million dollars under his leadership and 
his commitment to research and community 
service did not stop there, as evidenced by 
the endowment of the Bantz-Petronio Trans- 
lating Research into Practice Award. He also 
serves as a Board Member and Executive 
Committee Member for United Way of Central 
Indiana, was a member of the NCAA Division 
| Board of Directors and NCAA Executive 
Committee, and is the Director of Urban Serv- 
ing Universities, among many other boards. 

Chancellor Bantz has served his students, 
faculty, and the City of Indianapolis exceed- 
ingly well. Although Charles is stepping down 
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from his position as Chancellor, his commit- 
ment to IUPUI will live on as a faculty mem- 
ber. He built a legacy of community service 
and left a lasting impact on the IUPUI commu- 
nity, and for that we extend a huge thank you. 
On behalf of all Hoosiers, ld like to congratu- 
late Charles on his success and wish him and 
his wife, Professor Sandra Petronio, the best 
as they begin their next adventure in our com- 
munity they have worked so hard to make a 
wonderful place. 


— 


IN SPECIAL RECOGNITION OF 
ALEXANDER MOSSING ON HIS 
OFFER OF APPOINTMENT TO AT- 
TEND THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE ACADEMY 


HON. ROBERT E. LATTA 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, it is my great 
pleasure to pay special tribute to an out- 
standing student from Ohio's Fifth Congres- 
sional District. | am pleased to announce that 
Alexander Mossing of Holland, Ohio has been 
offered an appointment to the United States 
Air Force Academy in Colorado Springs, Colo- 
rado. 


Alexander's offer of appointment poises him 
to attend the United States Air Force Academy 
this fall with the incoming Class of 2019. At- 
tending one of our nation’s military academies 
not only offers the opportunity to serve our 
country but also guarantees a world-class 
education, while placing demands on those 
who undertake one of the most challenging 
and rewarding experiences of their lives. 


Alexander brings an enormous amount of 
leadership, service, and dedication to the in- 
coming Class of 2019. While attending Central 
Catholic High School in Toledo, Ohio, Alex- 
ander maintained a 3.99 grade point average 
and earned scholastic honors of summa cum 
laude each year. 


Throughout high school, Alexander was a 
member of his school’s wrestling, golf, and 
tennis teams, excelling in wrestling as he 
earned a varsity letter each of his four years 
and was state champion his junior and senior 
year. | am confident that Alexander will carry 
the lessons of his student and athletic leader- 
ship to the Air Force Academy. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating Alexander Mossing on the 
offer of his appointment to the United States 
Air Force Academy. Our service academies 
offer the finest military training and education 
available. | am positive that Alexander will 
excel during his career at the Air Force Acad- 
emy, and | ask my colleagues to join me in 
extending their best wishes to him as he be- 
gins his service to the Nation. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


TRIBUTE TO IOWA STATE 
TROOPER TRACY BOHLEN 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize the heroic efforts of lowa 
State Trooper Tracy Bohlen, who provided life- 
saving medical treatment to a man in need. 

Trooper Bohlen went to investigate what ap- 
peared to be a fight inside of a truck. Upon 
opening the door he saw a panicked young 
man trying to help his father who was having 
a medical emergency. Trooper Bohlen leapt 
into action and laid the man down in the mid- 
dle of the interstate to do chest compressions 
for 50 seconds. Due to his quick action, he 
was able to get the man breathing again with- 
in a minute. 

Several lowans also stopped to make sure 
the man in need and his son made it to the 
hospital to receive care. | thank lowa State 
Trooper Tracy Bohlen for his decisive action 
and his commitment to service. It is an honor 
to represent Trooper Bohlen in the United 
States Congress and wish him continued suc- 
cess well into the future. 


— 


INTRODUCTION OF THE SAVE OUR 
NATIONAL PARKS TRANSPOR- 
TATION ACT 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise to intro- 
duce the “Save Our National Parks Transpor- 
tation Act.” The bill authorizes $460 million for 
the National Park Service (NPS) from the Fed- 
eral Lands Transportation Program for each of 
fiscal years 2016 to 2021, and establishes the 
Nationally Significant Federal Lands and Tribal 
Transportation Projects program authorized at 
$150 million each of fiscal years 2016 to 2021. 

Unlike other infrastructure, NPS roads and 
bridges rely exclusively on federal funds. 
These roads and bridges are located in dis- 
tricts across the country, and the needs are 
spread across most of the 50 States. These 
roads and bridges are not funded out of state 
apportionments, and Members may not realize 
that there are few alternative sources of funds 
for maintenance and improvements of these 
assets. 

Infrastructure in our national parks continues 
to crumble at an alarming rate, threatening not 
only our largest and most famous parks, but 
also the significant revenue that states and lo- 
calities earn from the presence of national 
parks and from federal roads and bridges that 
are essential for daily commerce. 

Significant investments are needed for 
roads, bridges, and related transportation in- 
frastructure on NPS land. Under the Moving 
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act 
(Map-21), the Federal Lands Transportation 
Program is funded at $300 million per fiscal 
year, with NPS receiving $240 million. Yet, 
NPS has an $11.5 billion maintenance backlog 


8029 


and needs $460 million per year just to main- 
tain the existing condition of its core transpor- 
tation infrastructure. 

NPS also has several “mega-projects” that 
are in critical need, but the current annual 
transportation allocation for NPS does not 
allow for any progress on these projects. Last 
week, NPS announced weight restrictions and 
lane closures on the iconic Arlington Memorial 
Bridge, spanning the Potomac River between 
Virginia and the District of Columbia. Memorial 
Bridge carries more than 68,000 vehicles per 
day, and it’s a critical transportation artery to 
Arlington National Cemetery, Mount Vernon 
and for the National Capital Region. With a 
cost of $250 million to replace the bridge, the 
necessary improvements to this one bridge 
exceed the entire annual Federal Lands 
Transportation Program allocation for NPS. 
There are other large projects across the 
country that require equally significant invest- 
ments, including the Tamiami Trail in Florida; 
the Foothills Parkway project in Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park in Tennessee; the 
Yellowstone National Park Road Reconstruc- 
tion in Wyoming; and the Water Gap National 
Recreation Area Road Reconstruction project 
in Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. 

To address the need to fund these large 
projects, the bill establishes a Nationally Sig- 
nificant Federal Lands and Tribal Transpor- 
tation Projects program. The authorized fund- 
ing for the program will be $150 million per 
year for five years and would cover projects 
with a minimum cost of $25 million. Under the 
program, the Federal Land Management 
Agencies and Indian Tribes are eligible to 
compete for funding to construct, reconstruct, 
and rehabilitate nationally significant federal 
lands and tribal transportation projects. This 
provision is also included in H.R. 2410, the 
“Generating Renewal, Opportunity, and Work 
with Accelerated Mobility, Efficiency, and Re- 
building of Infrastructure and Communities 
throughout America Act” (GROW AMERICA 
Act), which | have introduced along with my 
Democratic colleagues on the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee. 

The federal government has a responsibility 
to maintain the highway and transit assets it 
owns. Neglect has now reached crisis propor- 
tions. This bill is an important step in empow- 
ering NPS to fulfill its responsibility. 

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup- 
porting this bill. 


— > 


TRIBUTE TO BOB SCHIEFFER 
HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, | rise in recognition of the re- 
markable career of Mr. Bob Schieffer who re- 
tired yesterday from CBS. For more than half 
a century, Bob Schieffer served the nation by 
covering the most pertinent issues with candor 
and journalistic dexterity. For the past 24 
years, he served as the anchor of what is re- 
ported as the most watched news show in 
America, ‘Face the Nation.’ 

Prior to his work with CBS, Mr. Schieffer 
served in the U.S. Air Force for three years. 
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As a native Texan, he began his career in 
journalism as a reporter at the Fort Worth 
Star-Telegram, where he became the first re- 
porter from a Texas newspaper to report from 
Vietnam. He is also one of only a handful of 
journalists in Washington to have covered the 
Pentagon, the White House, Congress and the 
State Department. 

Mr. Schieffer has obtained nearly every jour- 
nalism award imaginable, including: eight 
Emmys; the Overseas Press Club Award; the 
Paul White Award presented by the TV News 
Directors Association; and the Edward R. Mur- 
row Award from Washington State University. 
Mr. Schieffer and | both attended Texas Chris- 
tian University. In 2005, our alma mater 
named its journalism school in Bob Schieffer’s 
honor; and in 2013, they followed by estab- 
lishing the Bob Schieffer College of Commu- 
nication. The list of accolades goes on. 

Mr. Speaker, to refer to Mr. Schieffer as a 
living legend somehow falls short. Mr. 
Schieffer is an unparalleled journalist and a 
pillar of American television. His method of 
journalism will serve as a model for aspiring 
journalists for years to come. | am happy to 
congratulate him on his retirement, and | wish 
him many enjoyable years ahead. | urge my 
colleagues to join me in recognizing the career 
and accomplishments of one of America’s fin- 
est journalists, Mr. Bob Schieffer. 


—— 


PREECLAMPSIA AWARENESS 
MONTH 


HON. LOIS CAPPS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of May as Preeclampsia Aware- 
ness Month. 

Despite great strides in maternity care over 
the years, there is an immediate need for fur- 
ther research into preeclampsia as well as re- 
lated hypertensive disorders of pregnancy— 
eclampsia and HELLP syndrome. 

While at least 5-8% of pregnant women suf- 
fer from these conditions each year, 60% of 
preventable pregnancy-related deaths are the 
result of preeclampsia alone. 

These diseases occur only during preg- 
nancy and the immediate post-partum period, 
affecting the health, and sometimes the lives, 
of the mother and baby. 

And those women who develop 
preeclampsia during pregnancy can feel the 
effects years later; these women are four 
times more likely to develop hypertension later 
in life, and are twice as likely to develop heart 
disease, stroke, and blood clots. 

The only known cure for preeclampsia is de- 
livery, which is often conducted prior to a 
pregnancy being full term in the context of an 
emergency situation. 

This is not ideal for the woman or her baby. 

As a nurse and longtime public health advo- 
cate, | know that robust funding for maternal 
and child health research and education is 
one of the most important investments we can 
make. 

| strongly encourage Congress to prioritize 
continued research on preeclampsia and re- 
lated diseases. 
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Let's protect women and children from this 
progressive and often misdiagnosed disorder. 


A TRIBUTE TO DOLL DISTRIB- 
UTING BEVERAGE COMPANY 


HON. DAVID YOUNG 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 1, 2015 


Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize and congratulate a great 
lowa company, Doll Distributing Beverage 
Company of Council Bluffs, lowa. Doll Distrib- 
uting is celebrating its 50th anniversary in 
business. Their motto is: “Building Brands. 
Building Relationships.” Doll Distributing is a 
distributor of Anheuser-Busch and other prod- 
ucts. 

Merlin Doll’s sales and wholesaling career 
spanned over 60 years starting with the Storz 
Brewery in Omaha as a territory sales man- 
ager. Mr. Doll wanted to purchase a distribu- 
torship and when none were available he was 
approached by Anheuser-Busch and was 
given an opportunity to purchase one. In 1965 
Mr. Doll, with his wife Edith, sold their distribu- 
torship in order to purchase a distributing op- 
eration in Council Bluffs, lowa, the Doll Distrib- 
uting of today. 

The second generation, which includes: Jeff 
Doll, Mark Doll, Tami Doll, Scott Doll and Jay 
Doll, purchased the company from their par- 
ents. Since 1988 they have expanded the 
business from distributing in 3 counties to 11 
counties, and after several additional pur- 
chases of distributing operations, the Doll 
Family distributes their products to over 40 
counties, amounting to 3,569 accounts in 
lowa. Andrew Doll and Lauren Doll are con- 
tinuing the Doll family tradition as the third 
generation currently involved in the business. 

The Doll Distributing Beverage Company 
has made a positive impact on the Council 
Bluffs community and the State of lowa. For 
the past 50 years the Doll Family has accom- 
plished a number of milestones and are a true 
testament to the meaning of hard work and 
dedication to success. | commend Doll Distrib- 
uting and their employees for a job well done. 
| know that my colleagues in the House join 
me in honoring this company and family for 
their commitment to business and their com- 
munity. | wish them and their employees con- 
tinued success moving forward. 


EEE 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
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mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, 
June 2, 2015 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


JUNE 3 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 


To hold hearings to examine challenges 
and implications of EPA’s proposed na- 
tional ambient air quality standard for 
ground-level ozone, including S. 638, to 
amend the Clean Air Act with respect 
to exceptional event demonstrations, 
S. 751, to improve the establishment of 
any lower ground-level ozone stand- 
ards, and S. 640, to amend the Clean Air 
Act to delay the review and revision of 
the national ambient air quality stand- 
ards for ozone. 

SD-406 
Committee on Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings to examine implica- 
tions of the Iran nuclear agreement for 
United States policy in the Middle 
East. 

SD-419 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Finance 

Business meeting to consider an original 
bill entitled, “Audit & Appeal Fairness, 
Integrity, and Reforms in Medicare Act 
of 2015”. 

SD-215 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 

To hold hearings to examine reauthor- 
izing the Higher Education Act, focus- 
ing on ensuring college affordability. 

SD-430 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine top govern- 
ment investigator positions left un- 
filled for years. 

SD-342 
Committee on Small Business and Entre- 
preneurship 

Business meeting to consider S. 1292, to 
amend the Small Business Act to treat 
certain qualified disaster areas as 
HUBZones and to extend the period for 
HUBZone treatment for certain base 
closure areas, an original bill entitled, 
“Recovery Improvements for Small En- 
tities (RISE) After Disaster Act of 
2015”, an original resolution expressing 
the sense of the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship of the 
Senate that the rule relating to the 
definition of the term “waters of the 
United States” under the Clean Water 
Act will have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of 
small entities, the nomination of Doug- 
las J. Kramer, of Kansas, to be Deputy 
Administrator of the Small Business 
Administration, and other pending cal- 
endar business. 

SR-428A 
2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine S. 207, to re- 
quire the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
to use existing authorities to furnish 
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health care at non-Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs facilities to veterans who 
live more than 40 miles driving dis- 
tance from the closest medical facility 
of the Department that furnishes the 
care sought by the veteran, S. 297, to 
revive and expand the Intermediate 
Care Technician Pilot Program of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, S. 425, 
to amend title 38, United States Code, 
to provide for a five-year extension to 
the homeless veterans reintegration 
programs and to provide clarification 
regarding eligibility for services under 
such programs, S. 471, to improve the 
provision of health care for women vet- 
erans by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, S. 684, to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the provision 
of services for homeless veterans, and 
other pending calendar business. 

SR-418 


Joint Economic Committee 
To hold hearings to examine the employ- 


ment effects of the Affordable Care 
Act. 
SD-562 


JUNE 4 


Time to be announced 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 


Transportation 


Business meeting to consider the nomi- 


nation of Peter V. Neffenger, of Ohio, 
to be an Assistant Secretary of Home- 
land Security. 

TBA 


9:30 a.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Business meeting to consider S. 1137, to 


amend title 35, United States Code, and 
the Leahy-Smith America Invents Act 
to make improvements and technical 
corrections, and the nominations of 
Dale A. Drozd, to be United States Dis- 
trict Judge for the Eastern District of 
California, Lawrence Joseph Vilardo, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Western District of New York, 
LaShann Moutique DeArcy Hall, and 
Ann Donnelly, both to be a United 
States District Judge for the Eastern 
District of New York, John W. Huber, 
of Utah, to be United States Attorney 
for the District of Utah for the term of 
four years, Eileen Maura Decker, of 
California, to be United States Attor- 
ney for the Central District of Cali- 
fornia for the term of four years, and 
Eric Steven Miller, of Vermont, to be 
United States Attorney for the District 
of Vermont for the term of four years. 

SD-226 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 


Urban Affairs 


To hold an oversight hearing to examine 


the Export-Import Bank of the United 
States. 
SD-538 


Committee on Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on Africa and Global Health 


Policy 


To hold hearings to examine security as- 


sistance in Africa. 
SD-419 
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1:15 p.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and 
Federal Management 
To hold hearings to examine practical so- 
lutions to improve the federal regu- 
latory process. 
SD-342 
2 p.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Oversight, Agency Ac- 
tion, Federal Rights and Federal 
Courts 
To hold hearings to examine the process 
that led to the Affordable Care Act 
subsidy rule. 
SD-226 
2:30 p.m. 
Select Committee on Intelligence 
To receive a closed briefing on certain 
intelligence matters. 


SH-219 
JUNE 9 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


To hold hearings to examine S. 15, to 
amend the Mineral Leasing Act to rec- 
ognize the authority of States to regu- 
late oil and gas operations and promote 
American energy security, develop- 
ment, and job creation, S. 454, to 
amend the Department of Energy High- 
End Computing Revitalization Act of 
2004 to improve the high-end com- 
puting research and development pro- 
gram of the Department of Energy, S. 
784, to direct the Secretary of Energy 
to establish microlabs to improve re- 
gional engagement with national lab- 
oratories, S. 1033, to amend the Depart- 
ment of Energy Organization Act to re- 
place the current requirement for a bi- 
ennial energy policy plan with a Quad- 
rennial Energy Review, S. 1054, to im- 
prove the productivity and energy effi- 
ciency of the manufacturing sector by 
directing the Secretary of Energy, in 
coordination with the National Acad- 
emies and other appropriate Federal 
agencies, to develop a national smart 
manufacturing plan and to provide as- 
sistance to small-and medium-sized 
manufacturers in implementing smart 
manufacturing programs, S. 1068, to 
amend the Federal Power Act to pro- 
tect the bulk-power system from cyber 
security threats, S. 1181, to expand the 
Advanced Technology Vehicle Manu- 
facturing Program to include commer- 
cial trucks and United States flagged 
vessels, to return unspent funds and 
loan proceeds to the United States 
Treasury to reduce the national debt, 
S. 1187, to improve management of the 
National Laboratories, enhance tech- 
nology commercialization, facilitate 
public-private partnerships, S. 1216, to 
amend the Natural Gas Act to modify a 
provision relating to civil penalties, S. 
1218, to establish an interagency co- 
ordination committee or subcommittee 
with the leadership of the Department 
of Energy and the Department of the 
Interior, focused on the nexus between 
energy and water production, use, and 
efficiency, S. 1221, to amend the Fed- 
eral Power Act to require periodic re- 
ports on electricity reliability and reli- 
ability impact statements for rules af- 
fecting the reliable operation of the 
bulk-power system, S. 1223, to amend 


8031 


the Energy Policy Act of 2005 to im- 
prove the loan guarantee program for 
innovative technologies, S. 1229, to re- 
quire the Secretary of Energy to sub- 
mit a plan to implement recommenda- 
tions to improve interactions between 
the Department of Energy and Na- 
tional Laboratories, S. 1230, to direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to estab- 
lish a program under which the Direc- 
tor of the Bureau of Land Management 
shall enter into memoranda of under- 
standing with States providing for 
State oversight of oil and gas produc- 
tions activities, S. 1241, to provide for 
the modernization, security, and resil- 
iency of the electric grid, to require 
the Secretary of Energy to carry out 
programs for research, development, 
demonstration, and information-shar- 
ing for cybersecurity for the energy 
sector, S. 1256, to require the Secretary 
of Energy to establish an energy stor- 
age research program, loan program, 
and technical assistance and grant pro- 
gram, S. 1258, to require the Secretary 
of Energy to establish a distributed en- 
ergy loan program and technical assist- 
ance and grant program, S. 1259, to es- 
tablish a grant program to allow Na- 
tional Laboratories to provide vouch- 
ers to small business concerns to im- 
prove commercialization of tech- 
nologies developed at National Labora- 
tories and the technology-driven eco- 
nomic impact of commercialization in 
the regions in which National Labora- 
tories are located, S. 1263, to provide 
for the establishment of a Clean En- 
ergy Technology Manufacturing and 
Export Assistance Fund to assist 
United States businesses with export- 
ing clean energy technology products 
and services, S. 1274, to amend the Na- 
tional Energy Conservation Policy Act 
to reauthorize Federal agencies to 
enter into long-term contracts for the 
acquisition of energy, S. 1275, to estab- 
lish a Financing Energy Efficient Man- 
ufacturing Program in the Department 
of Energy to provide financial assist- 
ance to promote energy efficiency and 
onsite renewable technologies in manu- 
facturing and industrial facilities, S. 
1277, to improve energy savings by the 
Department of Defense, S. 1293, to es- 
tablish the Department of Energy as 
the lead agency for coordinating all re- 
quirements under Federal law with re- 
spect to eligible clean coal and ad- 
vanced coal technology generating 
projects, S. 1306, to amend the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 to use existing fund- 
ing available to further projects that 
would improve energy efficiency and 
reduce emissions, S. 1310, to prohibit 
the Secretary of the Interior from 
issuing new oil or natural gas produc- 
tion leases in the Gulf of Mexico under 
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act 
to a person that does not renegotiate 
its existing leases in order to require 
royalty payments if oil and natural gas 
prices are greater than or equal to 
specified price thresholds, S. 1311, to 
amend the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty 
Management Act of 1982 and the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act to modify 
certain penalties to deter oil spills, S. 
1312, to modernize Federal policies re- 
garding the supply and distribution of 
energy in the United States, S. 1338, to 
amend the Federal Power Act to pro- 
vide licensing procedures for certain 
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types of projects, S. 1340, to amend the 
Mineral Leasing Act to improve coal 
leasing, S. 1346, to require the Sec- 
retary of Energy to establish an e-prize 
competition pilot program to provide 
up to 4 financial awards to eligible en- 
tities that develop and verifiably dem- 
onstrate technology that reduces the 
cost of electricity or space heat in a 
high-cost region, S. 1363, to require the 
Secretary of Energy to submit to Con- 
gress a report assessing the capability 
of the Department of Energy to author- 
ize, host, and oversee privately funded 
fusion and fission reactor prototypes 
and related demonstration facilities at 
sites owned by the Department of En- 
ergy, S. 1398, to extend, improve, and 
consolidate energy research and devel- 
opment programs, S. 1405, to require a 
coordinated response to coal fuel sup- 
ply emergencies that could impact 
electric power system adequacy or reli- 
ability, S. 1407, to promote the develop- 
ment of renewable energy on public 
land, S. 1408, to provide for a program 
of research, development, demonstra- 
tion, and commercial application in ve- 
hicle technologies at the Department 
of Energy, S. 1420, to amend the De- 
partment of Energy Organization Act 
to provide for the collection of infor- 
mation on critical energy supplies, to 
establish a Working Group on Energy 
Markets, S. 1422, to require the Sec- 
retary of Energy to establish a com- 
prehensive program to improve edu- 
cation and training for energy-and 
manufacturing-related jobs to increase 
the number of skilled workers trained 
to work in energy and manufacturing- 
related fields, S. 1428, to amend the 
USEC Privatization Act to require the 
Secretary of Energy to issue a long- 
term Federal excess uranium inventory 
management plan, S. 1432, to require 
the Secretary of Energy to conduct a 
study on the technology, potential 
lifecycle energy savings, and economic 
impact of recycled carbon fiber, S. 1434, 
to amend the Public Utility Regu- 
latory Policies Act of 1978 to establish 
an energy storage portfolio standard, 
S. 1449, to amend the Energy Independ- 
ence and Security Act of 2007 to add 
certain medium-duty and heavy-duty 
vehicles to the advanced technology 
vehicles manufacturing incentive pro- 
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gram, and H.R. 35, to increase the un- 
derstanding of the health effects of low 
doses of ionizing radiation. 

SD-366 


10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 


Governmental Affairs 


To hold an oversight hearing to examine 


the Transportation Security Adminis- 
tration, focusing on first-hand and gov- 
ernment watchdog accounts of agency 
challenges. 

SD-342 


JUNE 10 


2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs 
Business meeting to consider S. 248, to 


clarify the rights of Indians and Indian 
tribes on Indian lands under the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act; to be im- 
mediately followed by an oversight 
hearing to examine addressing the need 
for victim services in Indian County. 
SD-628 


2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 


sources 


Subcommittee on National Parks 
To hold hearings to examine $. 145, to re- 


quire the Director of the National Park 
Service to refund to States all State 
funds that were used to reopen and 
temporarily operate a unit of the Na- 
tional Park System during the October 
2013 shutdown, S. 146, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to enter into 
agreements with States and political 
subdivisions of States providing for the 
continued operation, in whole or in 
part, of public land, units of the Na- 
tional Park System, units of the Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge System, and 
units of the National Forest System in 
the State during any period in which 
the Secretary of the Interior or the 
Secretary of Agriculture is unable to 
maintain normal level of operations at 
the units due to a lapse in appropria- 
tions, S. 319, to designate a mountain 
in the State of Alaska as Mount 
Denali, S. 329, to amend the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act to designate certain 
segments of the Farmington River and 
Salmon Brook in the State of Con- 
necticut as components of the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System, S. 403, 
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to revise the authorized route of the 
North Country National Scenic Trail in 
northeastern Minnesota and to extend 
the trail into Vermont to connect with 
the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, 
S. 521, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a special resource 
study of President Station in Balti- 
more, Maryland, S. 610, to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to con- 
duct a special resource study of P.S. 
103 in West Baltimore, Maryland and 
for other purposes, S. 782, to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to establish a 
bison management plan for Grand Can- 
yon National Park, and S. 878, to des- 
ignate the wilderness within the Lake 
Clark National Park and Preserve in 
the State of Alaska as the Jay S. Ham- 
mond Wilderness Area. 

SD-366 


JUNE 11 


10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 


Governmental Affairs 


To hold hearings to examine accounts of 


current and former federal agency 
whistleblowers. 
SD-342 


JUNE 16 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 


sources 


To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 


tions of Jonathan Elkind, of Maryland, 
to be an Assistant Secretary of Energy 
(International Affairs), and Monica C. 
Regalbuto, of Illinois, to be an Assist- 
ant Secretary of Energy (Environ- 
mental Management). 

SD-366 


JULY 9 


10 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 


sources 


To hold hearings to examine the back- 


end of the nuclear fuel cycle and re- 
lated legislation, including S. 854, to 
establish a new organization to manage 
nuclear waste, provide a consensual 
process for siting nuclear waste facili- 
ties, ensure adequate funding for man- 
aging nuclear waste. 

SD-366 


June 2, 2015 
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SENATE—Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

God of our forebears, Author of lib- 
erty, search our hearts and minds in 
order that we might better know our- 
selves. Lord, help us to comprehend 
what we need to better represent You. 
Empower us to live exemplary lives 
that are worthy of Your great love. 

Give our lawmakers a renewed loy- 
alty to protecting the freedoms that 
Americans hold dear. May our Senators 
use their stewardship of position and 
influence to ensure that America is a 
shining city upon a hill. May their 
highest incentive be not to win over 
one another but to win with one an- 
other by doing Your will for all. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 


a 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The President pro tempore led the 


Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COL- 


LINS). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 
———— 
NATIONAL SECURITY 
LEGISLATION 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I wish we had been able to move the 
cloture and amendment votes we will 
consider today to yesterday. I made an 
offer to do so because it is hard to see 
the point in allowing yet another day 
to elapse when everyone has already 
had a chance to say their piece, when 
the end game appears obvious to all, 
and when the need to move forward in 
a thoughtful but expeditious manner 
seems perfectly clear. But this is the 
Senate, and Members are entitled to 
different views and Members have tools 
to assert those views. It is the nature 
of the body where we work. 

Moreover, it is important to remem- 
ber that it was not just the denial of 
consent which brought us to where we 
are. The kind of short-term extension 
that would have provided the Senate 
with the time and space it needed to 


advance bipartisan compromise legisla- 
tion through regular order was also 
blocked in a floor vote. 

But what has happened has happened, 
and we are where we are. Now is the 
time to put all that in the past and 
work together to diligently make some 
discrete and sensible improvements to 
the House bill. 

Before scrapping an effective system 
that has helped protect us from attack 
in favor of an untried one, we should at 
least work toward securing some mod- 
est degree of assurance that the new 
system can, in fact, actually work. The 
Obama administration also already 
told us that it would not be able to 
make any firm guarantees in that re- 
gard—that it would work—at least the 
way the bill currently reads. And the 
way the bill currently reads, there is 
also no requirement—no requirement— 
for the retention and availability of 
significant data for analysis. These are 
not small problems. 

The legislation we are considering 
proposes major changes to some of our 
Nation’s most fundamental and nec- 
essary counterterrorism tools. That is 
why the revelations from the adminis- 
tration shocked many Senators, in- 
cluding a lot of supporters of this legis- 
lation. It is simply astounding that the 
very government officials charged with 
implementing the bill would tell us, 
both in person and in writing, that if it 
turns out this new system doesn’t 
work, then they will just come back to 
us and let us know. If it doesn’t work, 
they will just come back and let us 
know. This is worrying for many rea- 
sons, not the least of which is that we 
don’t want to find out the system 
doesn’t work in a far more tragic way. 
That is why we need to do what we can 
today to ensure that this legislation is 
as strong as it can be under the cir- 
cumstances. 

Here are the kinds of amendments I 
hope every Senator will join me in sup- 
porting today. 

One amendment would allow for 
more time for the construction and 
testing of a system that does not yet 
exist. Again, one amendment would 
allow for more time for the construc- 
tion and testing of a system that does 
not yet exist. 

Another amendment would ensure 
that the Director of National Intel- 
ligence is charged with at least review- 
ing and certifying the readiness of the 
system. 

Another amendment would require 
simple notification if telephone pro- 
viders—the entities charged with hold- 
ing data under this bill—elect to 
change their data-retention policies. 


Let me remind my colleagues that one 
provider has already said expressly and 
in writing that it would not commit to 
holding the data for any period of time 
under the House-passed bill unless 
compelled by law. So this amendment 
represents the least we can do to en- 
sure we will be able to know, especially 
in an emergency, whether the dots we 
need to connect have actually been 
wiped away. 

We will also consider an amendment 
that would address concerns we have 
heard from the nonpartisan Adminis- 
trative Office of the U.S. Courts—in 
other words, the lifetime Federal 
judges who actually serve on the FISA 
Court. In a recent letter, they wrote 
that the proposed amicus provision 
“could impede the FISA Courts’ role in 
protecting the civil liberties of Ameri- 
cans.”’ 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
full text of that letter be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of my re- 
marks. 

So the bottom line is this: The basic 
fixes I have just mentioned are com- 
mon sense. Anyone who wants to see 
the system envisioned under this bill 
actually work will want to support 
them. And anyone who has heard the 
administration’s ‘‘we will get back to 
you if there is a problem” promise 
should support these modest safeguards 
as well. 

We may have been delayed getting to 
the point at which we have arrived, but 
now that we are here, let’s work coop- 
eratively, seriously, and expeditiously 
to move the best legislation possible 
and prevent any more delay and uncer- 
tainty. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURTS, 
Washington, DC, May 4, 2015. 

Hon. DEVIN NUNES, 

Chairman, Permanent Select Committee on In- 
telligence, House of Representatives, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write regarding H.R. 
2048, the “USA Freedom Act,” which was re- 
cently ordered reported by the Judiciary 
Committee, to provide perspectives on the 
legislation, particularly an assessment that 
the pending version of the bill could impede 
the effective operation of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Courts. 

In letters to the Committee on January 18, 
2014 and May 13, 2014, we commented on var- 
ious proposed changes to the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act (FISA). Our com- 
ments focused on the operational impact of 
certain proposed changes on the Judicial 
Branch, particularly the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Court (‘‘FISC’’) and the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court of 
Review (collectively ‘‘FISA Courts’’), but did 
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not express views on core policy choices that 
the political branches are considering re- 
garding intelligence collection. In keeping 
with that approach, we offer views on as- 
pects of H.R. 2048 that bear directly on the 
work of the FISA Courts and how that work 
is presented to the public. We sincerely ap- 
preciate the ongoing efforts of the bipartisan 
leadership of all the congressional commit- 
tees of jurisdiction to listen to and attempt 
to accommodate our perspectives and con- 
cerns. 

We respectfully request that, if possible, 
this letter be included with your Commit- 
tee’s report to the House on the bill. 


SUMMARY OF CONCERNS 


We have three main concerns. First, H.R. 
2048 proposes a “panel of experts” for the 
FISA Courts which could, in our assessment, 
impair the courts' ability to protect civil lib- 
erties by impeding their receipt of complete 
and accurate information from the govern- 
ment (in contrast to the helpful amicus cu- 
riae approach contained in the FISA Im- 
provements Act of 2013 (“FIA”), which was 
approved in similar form by the House in 
2014). Second, we continue to have concerns 
with the prospect of public “summaries” of 
FISA Courts’ opinions when the opinions 
themselves are not released to the public. 
Third, we have a few other specific technical 
concerns with H.R. 2048 as drafted. 

NATURE OF THE FISA COURTS 


With the advent of a new Congress and 
newly proposed legislation, it seems helpful 
to restate briefly some key attributes of the 
work of the FISA Courts. 

The vast majority of the work of the FISC 
involves individual applications in which ex- 
perienced judges apply well-established law 
to a set of facts presented by the govern- 
ment—a process not dissimilar to the ex 
parte consideration of ordinary criminal 
search warrant applications. Review of en- 
tire programs of collection and applications 
involving bulk collection are a relatively 
small part of the docket, and applications in- 
volving novel legal questions, though obvi- 
ously important, are rare. 

In all matters, the FISA Courts currently 
depend on—and will always depend on— 
prompt and complete candor from the gov- 
ernment in providing the courts with all rel- 
evant information because the government is 
typically the only source of such informa- 
tion. 

A “read copy” practice—similar to the 
practices employed in some federal district 
courts for Title III wiretap applications— 
wherein the government provides the FISC 
with an advance draft of each planned appli- 
cation, is the major avenue for court modi- 
fication of government-sought surveillance. 
About a quarter of “read copies” are modi- 
fied or withdrawn at the instigation of the 
FISC before the government presents a final 
application—in contrast to the over- 
whelming majority of formal applications 
that are approved by the Court because 
modifications at the “read copy” stage have 
addressed the Court’s concerns in cases 
where final applications are submitted. 

The FISC typically operates in an environ- 
ment where, for national security reasons 
and because of statutory requirements, time 
is of the essence, and collateral litigation, 
including for discovery, would generally be 
completely impractical. 

At times, the FISA Courts are presented 
with challenging issues regarding how exist- 
ing law applies to novel technologies. In 
these instances, the FISA Courts could ben- 
efit from a conveniently available expla- 
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nation or evaluation of the technology from 
an informed non-government source. Con- 
gress could assist in this regard by clarifying 
the law to provide mechanisms for this to 
occur easily (e.g., by providing for pre- 
cleared experts with whom the Court can 
share and receive information to the extent 
it deems necessary). 

THE “PANEL OF EXPERTS”” APPROACH OF H.R. 
2048 COULD IMPEDE THE FISA COURTS’ WORK 
H.R. 2048 provides for what proponents 

have referred to as a ‘‘panel of experts’’ and 
what in the bill is referred to as a group of 
at least five individuals who may serve as an 
“amicus curiae’ in a particular matter. 
However, unlike a true amicus curiae, the 
FISA Courts would be required to appoint 
such an individual to participate in any case 
involving a ‘‘novel or significant interpreta- 
tion of law” (emphasis added)—unless the 
court ‘‘issues a finding” that appointment is 
not appropriate. Once appointed, such amici 
are required to present to the court, ‘‘as ap- 
propriate,” legal arguments in favor of pri- 
vacy, information about technology, or other 
“relevant” information. Designated amici 
are required to have access to “all relevant” 
legal precedent, as well as certain other ma- 
terials “the court determines are relevant.” 

Our assessment is that this “panel of ex- 
perts” approach could impede the FISA 
Courts' role in protecting the civil liberties 
of Americans. We recognize this may not be 
the intent of the drafters, but nonetheless 
it is our concern. As we have indicated, the 
full cooperation of rank and file government 
personnel in promptly conveying to the 
FISA Courts complete and candid factual in- 
formation is critical. A perception on their 
part that the FISA process involves a “panel 
of experts” officially charged with opposing 
the government’s efforts could risk deterring 
the necessary and critical cooperation and 
candor. Specifically, our concern is that im- 
posing the mandatory ‘‘duties’’—contained 
in subparagraph (i)(4) of proposed section 401 
(in combination with a quasi-mandatory ap- 
pointment process)—could create such a per- 
ception within the government that a stand- 
ing body exists to oppose intelligence activi- 
ties. 

Simply put, delays and difficulties in re- 
ceiving full and accurate information from 
Executive Branch agencies (including, but 
not limited to, cases involving non-compli- 
ance) present greater challenges to the FISA 
Courts’ role in protecting civil liberties than 
does the lack of a non-governmental perspec- 
tive on novel legal issues or technological 
developments. To be sure, we would welcome 
a means of facilitating the FISA Courts’ ob- 
taining assistance from non-governmental 
experts in unusual cases, but it is critically 
important that the means chosen to achieve 
that end do not impair the timely receipt of 
complete and accurate information from the 
government. 

It is on this point especially that we be- 
lieve the “panel of experts” system in H.R. 
2048 may prove counterproductive. The infor- 
mation that the FISA Courts need to exam- 
ine probable cause, evaluate minimization 
and targeting procedures, and determine and 
enforce compliance with court authoriza- 
tions and orders is exclusively in the hands 
of the government—specifically, in the first 
instance, intelligence agency personnel. If 
disclosure of sensitive or adverse informa- 
tion to the FISA Courts came to be seen as 
a prelude to disclosure to a third party 
whose mission is to oppose or curtail the 
agency’s work, then the prompt receipt of 
complete and accurate information from the 
government would likely be impaired—ulti- 
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mately to the detriment of the national se- 
curity interest in expeditious action and the 
effective protection of privacy and civil lib- 
erties. 

In contrast, a “true” amicus curiae ap- 
proach, as adopted, for example, in the FIA, 
facilitates appointment of experts outside 
the government to serve as amici curiae and 
render any form of assistance needed by the 
court, without any implication that such ex- 
perts are expected to oppose the intelligence 
activities proposed by the government. For 
that reason, we do not believe the FIA ap- 
proach poses any similar risk to the courts’ 
obtaining relevant information. 

““SUMMARIES” OF UNRELEASED FISA COURT 

OPINIONS COULD MISLEAD THE PUBLIC 

In our May 18, 2014, letter to the Com- 
mittee on H.R. 3361, we shared the nature of 
our concerns regarding the creation of public 
“summaries” of court opinions that are not 
themselves released. The provisions in H.R. 
2048 are similar and so are our concerns. To 
be clear, the FISA Courts have never ob- 
jected to their opinions—whether in full or 
in redacted form—being released to the pub- 
lic to the maximum extent permitted by the 
Executive’s assessment of national security 
concerns. Likewise, the FISA Courts have al- 
ways facilitated the provision of their full 
opinions to Congress. See, e.g., FISC Rule of 
Procedure 62(c). Thus, we have no objection 
to the provisions in H.R. 2048 that call for 
maximum public release of court opinions. 
However, a formal practice of creating sum- 
maries of court opinions without the under- 
lying opinion being available is unprece- 
dented in American legal administration. 
Summaries of court opinions can be inad- 
vertently incorrect or misleading, and may 
omit key considerations that can prove crit- 
ical for those seeking to understand the im- 
port of the court’s full opinion. This is par- 
ticularly likely to be a problem in the fact- 
focused area of FISA practice, under cir- 
cumstances where the government has al- 
ready decided that it cannot release the un- 
derlying opinion even in redacted form, pre- 
sumably because the opinion’s legal analysis 
is inextricably intertwined with classified 
facts. 

ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL COMMENTS ON H.R. 2048 

The Judiciary, like the public, did not par- 
ticipate in the discussions between the Ad- 
ministration and congressional leaders that 
led to H.R. 2048 (publicly released on April 
28, 2015 and reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee without changes on April 30). In the 
few days we have had to review the bill, we 
have noted a few technical concerns that we 
hope can be addressed prior to finalization of 
the legislation, should Congress choose to 
enact it. These concerns (all in the amicus 
curiae subsection) include: 

Proposed subparagraph (9) appears inad- 
vertently to omit the ability of the FISA 
Courts to train and administer amici be- 
tween the time they are designated and the 
time they are appointed. 

Proposed subparagraph (6) does not make 
any provision for a ‘‘true amicus” appointed 
under subparagraph (2)(B) to receive nec- 
essary information. 

We are concerned that a lack of parallel 
construction in proposed clause (6)(A)(i) (ap- 
parently differentiating between access to 
legal precedent as opposed to access to other 
materials) could lead to confusion in its ap- 
plication. 

We recommend adding additional language 
to clarify that the exercise of the duties 
under proposed subparagraph (4) would occur 
in the context of Court rules (for example, 
deadlines and service requirements). 


June 2, 2015 


We believe that slightly greater clarity 
could be provided regarding the nature of the 
obligations referred to in proposed subpara- 
graph (10). These concerns would generally 
be avoided or addressed by substituting the 
FIA approach. Furthermore, it bears empha- 
sis that, even if H.R. 2048 were amended to 
address all of these technical points, our 
more fundamental concerns about the “panel 
of experts” approach would not be fully as- 
suaged. Nonetheless, our staff stands ready 
to work with your staff to provide suggested 
textual changes to address each of these con- 
cerns. 

Finally, although we have no particular 
objection to the requirement in this legisla- 
tion of a report by the Director of the AO, 
Congress should be aware that the AO’s role 
would be to receive information from the 
FISA Courts and then simply transmit the 
report as directed by law. 

For the sake of brevity, we are not restat- 
ing here all the comments in our previous 
correspondence to Congress on proposed leg- 
islation similar to H.R. 2048. However, the 
issues raised in those letters continue to be 
of importance to us. 

We hope these comments are helpful to the 
House of Representatives in its consideration 
of this legislation. If we may be of further 
assistance in this or any other matter, 
please contact me or our Office of Legisla- 
tive Affairs at 202-502-1700. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES C. DUFF, 
Director. 


—— 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate stand in recess from 12:30 p.m. until 
2:15 p.m. to allow for the weekly con- 
ference meetings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


Se 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


SE 


USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of H.R. 2048, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2048) to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require the 
production of certain business records, con- 
duct electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering for for- 
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eign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 
Pending: 


McConnell/Burr amendment No. 1449, in 
the nature of a substitute. 

McConnell amendment No. 1450 (to amend- 
ment No. 1449), of a perfecting nature. 

McConnell amendment No. 1451 (to amend- 
ment No. 1450), relating to appointment of 
amicus curlae. 

McConnell/Burr amendment No. 1452 (to 
the language proposed to be stricken by 
amendment No. 1449), of a perfecting nature. 

McConnell amendment No. 1453 (to amend- 
ment No. 1452), to change the enactment 
date. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for 2 min- 
utes as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING HADIYA PENDLETON AND COM- 
MEMORATING NATIONAL GUN VIOLENCE 
AWARENESS DAY 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, on Janu- 

ary 29, 2013, Hadiya Pendleton was 

gunned down while standing in a park 
on the South Side of Chicago. Hadiya 
was a talented, beautiful, caring young 
woman with a bright future ahead of 
her. She was 15 years old, a sophomore 
honor student at King College Prep. 

Her family described her as a spectac- 

ular source of joy and pride for them. 

One week before her death, Hadiya 
was here in Washington with her 
school band, performing for President 
Obama’s second inauguration. She was 
thrilled by that opportunity. But a few 
days later, she was gone, murdered by 
men who mistook her and friends for 
members of a rival gang. 

What a senseless tragedy to lose chil- 
dren to gun violence. It happens every 
day in America. Overall, on average, 88 
Americans are killed by gun violence 
every day. 

Today, June 2, 2015, would have been 
Hadiya Pendleton’s 18th birthday. 
Today also marks the first annual Na- 
tional Gun Violence Awareness Day. It 
is an idea that was inspired by 
Hadiya’s family and friends in Chicago. 
They decided they would ask us to 
wear something orange today. It is a 
color that hunters use when they are in 
the woods to make sure that no one 
shoots them. 

All across the Nation, Americans are 
wearing orange in tribute to Hadiya 
Pendleton, in tribute to the tens of 
thousands of other Americans killed by 
gun violence every year, and in support 
of a simple goal: Keep our kids safe. I 
am proud to join them in wearing or- 
ange today. I want to commend 
Hadiya’s parents—my  friends—Nate 
and Cleo, her brother Nate, Jr., and her 
friends who have turned their pain into 
purpose. 

They are working to reduce the 
scourge of gun violence and to spare 
other families and loved ones what 
they have gone through. I hope law- 
makers here in Washington and 
throughout the Nation will pay atten- 
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tion and commit themselves to do 
something about these terrible shoot- 
ings and deaths. We need to do all that 
we can to keep guns out of the hands of 
those who would misuse them and, es- 
pecially, keep our children safe. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, in the 
aftermath of the terrorist attacks on 
our country on 9/11/2001—terrorist at- 
tacks that killed some 3,000 people—I 
authored legislation, along with former 
Senator Joe Lieberman of Connecticut, 
to implement the recommendations of 
the 9/11 Commission to reform and re- 
structure the intelligence community, 
to improve its capabilities, and also to 
increase accountability and oversight. 

Now, this law is different and dis- 
tinct from the PATRIOT Act. Our law 
established the Office of the Director of 
National Intelligence to coordinate all 
of the agencies involved in intelligence 
gathering so that we would reduce the 
possibility of the dots not being con- 
nected and to allow terrorist attacks 
and plots to be detected and thwarted. 

Our legislation also created the Na- 
tional Counterterrorism Center, which 
helps to synthesize the information 
across government and share it with 
State and local governments to help 
keep us safer. Our bill created the Pri- 
vacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board, and it installed privacy officers 
in the major intelligence agencies. 

But our law, the Intelligence Reform 
and Terrorism Protection Act, shared 
the common goal of the PATRIOT Act 
of better protecting our Nation from 
terrorist attacks because none of us 
who lived through that terrible day 
ever wanted to see Americans die again 
because our Nation failed to use the 
tools and capabilities it had to prevent 
terrorist attacks. 

We have had terrorist attacks since 
that time. The Boston Marathon is an 
example of a terrorist attack that oc- 
curred despite our best efforts, but we 
have been able to thwart and uncover 
and detect and stop terrorist attacks— 
both here and abroad—due to the im- 
portant tools and capabilities our gov- 
ernment has. Like the Presiding Offi- 
cer, I serve on the Senate Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence. I have sat 
through countless hours of briefings, I 
have asked the hard questions about 
our intelligence programs, and I have 
challenged those who have come before 
us. 
I wish to explain how the current 
program works at NSA because I be- 
lieve there is so much misinformation 
about this important program. One of 
the most egregious misinformation 
points that have been made is that the 
NSA is listening to the content of calls 
made by American citizens to other 
American citizens. That is simply not 
true. 

Let me tell you how this program 
works. First, it starts with a call, a 
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phone number from a foreign terrorist 
or a foreign terrorist organization. 
When we get a foreign terrorist’s—who 
is based overseas—telephone number, 
the NSA is allowed to query a database 
to see if that foreign-based terrorist is 
calling someone in our country. Why is 
that important? Well, we know ISIS 
and other terrorist groups have been 
recruiting Americans and trying to 
train them to attack our country. That 
is why it is important. 

Only 34 highly trained, vetted Fed- 
eral employees are allowed to query 
that database, and even then they are 
allowed to do so only if a Federal judge 
finds that a standard has been reached 
to allow that query to be made. Even if 
that query is approved by that Federal 
judge, the analyst can only see the 
phone numbers called by the terrorist, 
the date, the time, and the duration of 
the call. 

If there is a match, then the case is 
turned over to the FBI for further in- 
vestigation. The FBI must get a court 
order to wiretap the phone of the 
American who is talking to that for- 
eign terrorist. 

Last month, during a Senate Appro- 
priations Committee hearing, I asked 
the Attorney General whether there 
have ever been any privacy violations 
regarding that telephone data. She re- 
plied no. 

I am truly perplexed that anyone 
would argue that telephone data are 
better protected in the hands of 1,400 
telecom companies and 160 wireless 
carriers than in a secure NSA database 
that only 34 carefully vetted and 
trained employees are allowed to query 
under the supervision of a Federal 
judge. 

Under the USA FREEDOM Act—the 
House bill—when we get the telephone 
number of an overseas terrorist, we po- 
tentially are going to have to go to 
each one of those 1,400 telecom compa- 
nies, 160 wireless carriers, which poten- 
tially will involve thousands of people. 
The privacy implications are far great- 
er if we have the telecoms control the 
data, far greater. 

Moreover, we know private sector 
data is far more susceptible to hackers, 
to criminals. Look at all the breaches 
of sensitive data that have occurred 
during the past year alone. Plus, I sim- 
ply don’t think the system will work 
without a data-retention requirement 
now that most carriers have flat-rate 
telephone plans that don’t require de- 
tailed call data records. The telecom 
companies have made very clear they 
will oppose any bill with a data-reten- 
tion requirement, and there will be a 
race to the bottom to market the data 
in a way that says to people: Sign up 
with us and your data will be safe from 
the government. 

That kind of demagoguery—even 
though the commerce committee has 
done an excellent study that shows the 
data broker companies sell our per- 
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sonal data, including our names, our 
phone numbers, our addresses to the 
highest bidder for telemarketing and 
other purposes, and some of that data 
ends up in the hands of con artists. 

So I don’t see how vesting the au- 
thority in the telecom communications 
companies increases the privacy of our 
data, safeguards it. I think just the op- 
posite is the case. It is going to be less 
secure because it is going to be more 
exposed to hackers and criminals who 
will attempt to do data breaches and 
have successfully done so. It is going to 
be less secure because instead of 34 peo- 
ple having access to just the phone 
numbers and call duration data, we are 
going to have potentially thousands of 
people who are going to be asked to 
query their database. The system is 
going to be less effective because there 
is absolutely no guarantee this data 
will be retained by the telecom compa- 
nies and the wireless carriers. 

Finally, I am persuaded by the cau- 
tions given to us, by the direct warn- 
ings of former Director of the FBI Rob- 
ert Mueller and the former Deputy Di- 
rector of the CIA Mike Morell, who tell 
us that had this program been in place 
prior to 9/11, it is likely that terrorist 
plot would have been uncovered and 
thwarted. 

The fact is the House bill substan- 
tially weakens a vital tool in our coun- 
terterrorism efforts at a time when the 
terrorist threat has never been higher. 
The current program has never been 
abused. The government cannot listen 
to your phone calls or read your emails 
unless there is a court order—because 
you are directly communicating with 
an overseas terrorist—and then it goes 
to the FBI for investigation. 

It is a false choice that we have to 
choose between our civil liberties and 
keeping our country safe. There are ac- 
tions we can and should take to 
strengthen the privacy protections in 
the NSA program. Several were in- 
cluded in the bipartisan bill reported 
by the Intelligence Committee last 
year. Unfortunately, the USA FREE- 
DOM Act provides a false sense of pri- 
vacy at the expense of our national se- 
curity. 

For these reasons, while I will sup- 
port the amendments today to try to 
make modest improvements to the 
House bill, I simply cannot support the 
bill on final passage. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent to speak for an addi- 
tional 7 minutes, to be divided between 
Senator LEAHY and myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Utah for his cour- 
tesy. 

The fact is the USA FREEDOM Act 
that was passed overwhelmingly in the 
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House of Representatives—that has 
strong bipartisan support here—is sup- 
ported by the Director of National In- 
telligence. It is also supported by our 
Attorney General. It is supported by 
our intelligence community. And it isa 
step forward because, ultimately, the 
legislation protects the privacy of indi- 
viduals. 

I agree with the Senator from Maine 
that we have strong restrictions at the 
NSA on the information. However, 
they were not strong enough, of course, 
to stop Edward Snowden from walking 
off with all the information that was 
there. 

We had six public hearings on these 
issues in the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee last Congress. The original USA 
FREEDOM Act was introduced by Sen- 
ator LEE and me and Congressman JIM 
SENSENBRENNER in the other body. 

We all knew section 215, the roving 
wiretap authority, and “lone wolf” pro- 
vision, would expire June 1, 2015. That 
is why we started working to change it. 
We are also well aware of the Second 
Circuit Court of Appeals decision that 
made part of the program illegal. 

I think what we have in the USA 
FREEDOM Act is a carefully crafted 
bill by both Republicans and Demo- 
crats in the House and the Senate. 
That is why it passed 338 to 88 in the 
House. If we start amending it, we 
don’t know how much longer it is going 
to take and we end up with no protec- 
tions. I think that is not a choice we 
want to make. 

On Sunday night, with only a few 
hours before the sunset of section 215 
and the other two expiring FISA au- 
thorities, Republican leadership in the 
Senate finally agreed to begin debate 
on the USA FREEDOM Act. 

For nearly 2 years, I have been work- 
ing on a bipartisan basis with members 
in both the Senate and the House to 
address these matters. As chairman of 
the Senate Judiciary Committee last 
Congress, I convened six public hear- 
ings to examine the NSA’s bulk collec- 
tion program and consider reforms to 
section 215 and other surveillance au- 
thorities. 

In October 2013, I introduced the 
original USA FREEDOM Act with Con- 
gressman JIM SENSENBRENNER, Senator 
LEE, and others. We introduced an up- 
dated version of the USA FREEDOM 
Act in 2014 and pushed for the Senate 


to pass that bill last November, 
months before Sunday's expiration 
date. 


The American people were demand- 
ing meaningful reforms, but the intel- 
ligence community also needed oper- 
ational certainty. 

We all knew that section 215, the rov- 
ing wiretap authority, and the lone 
wolf provision would expire on June 1. 
That is why I started working months 
ago with Members of Congress from 
both parties and both Chambers to 
forge a compromise that protects both 
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Americans’ privacy and our national 
security. 

We were able to reach agreement on 
a bill that certainly does not go as far 
as I would like, but that definitively 
ends the NSA’s bulk collection of 
phone records, improves transparency 
and accountability, and includes other 
important reforms. Our bill—the USA 
FREEDOM Act of 2015—is a carefully 
crafted bill that has now earned the 
support of the intelligence community, 
privacy and civil liberties groups, li- 
brarians, the tech industry, and a bi- 
partisan super-majority of the Repub- 
lican-led House of Representatives. Our 
bill represents significant progress to- 
ward real surveillance reform. 

Unfortunately, the Republican lead- 
ership in the Senate has tried to block 
this progress at every turn. They 
blocked the Senate from debating the 
USA FREEDOM Act last November. 
They again blocked the Senate from 
debating the bill 2 weeks ago, despite 
knowing full well that failure to swift- 
ly consider the House-passed bill would 
lead to expiration of these critical sur- 
veillance authorities. This brinksman- 
ship is not a responsible way to govern. 

The expiration of the PATRIOT Act 
provisions on Sunday night was en- 
tirely avoidable, and the unfortunate 
consequence of a manufactured crisis. 
The Senate must now act responsibly 
and swiftly. It is time to pass the USA 
FREEDOM Act, which would restore 
the expired provisions and add much 
needed improvements and reforms. 

I hope that we will invoke cloture 
and then quickly dispense with any 
germane amendments so that we can 
move to passage of the bill. The House 
passed the USA FREEDOM Act almost 
3 weeks ago by an overwhelming 338 to 
88 vote. 

Senator LEE and I sought an open 
amendment process in the Senate, but 
we were blocked. Now, we simply do 
not have any time to spare. The Senate 
must pass this bill without any amend- 
ments so that the President can sign it 
into law immediately and restore these 
expired provisions today. 

A vote for any amendment is a vote 
to prolong the expiration of the sur- 
veillance authorities that ended on 
Sunday. If the Senate changes the un- 
derlying bill in any way, it must go 
back to the House for its consideration, 
and there are no guarantees that it will 
pass the new bill. 

In fact, Chairman GOODLATTE of the 
House Judiciary Committee, Ranking 
Member CONYERS, Congressman SEN- 
SENBRENNER, and Congressman NADLER 
warned that ‘‘[t]he House is not likely 
to accept the changes proposed by Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL. Section 215 has al- 
ready expired. These amendments will 
likely make that sunset permanent.” 

Let us have no more unnecessary 
delay or political brinksmanship. It is 
time to do our jobs for the American 
people—to protect their privacy and 
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maintain our national security. Now is 
not the time to seek unnecessary 
changes to this bill. If Senators believe 
that the Senate should consider some 
of these changes, we can consider them 
after we pass the USA FREEDOM Act. 

I urge Senators to vote for cloture 
because we need to move forward. We 
cannot afford to waste any more time. 
The USA FREEDOM Act includes im- 
portant reforms, and we need to give 
the intelligence community the tools 
they need to keep us safe. That means 
we must pass the USA FREEDOM Act 
without change and without any more 
unnecessary delay. 

Mr. President, I yield to the Senator 
from Utah. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I first want 
to thank my friend and colleague, the 
senior Senator from Vermont, for his 
tireless work on this issue. Senator 
LEAHY and I, along with Senator HEIN- 
RICH and so many others who are par- 
ticipating in this process, have worked 
together to develop a legislative strat- 
egy that is both bicameral and bipar- 
tisan. This legislation we are about to 
vote on today was passed with an over- 
whelming supermajority in the House 
of Representatives—338 votes to 88 
votes. This is a testament to the fact 
that in so many instances there is 
more that unites us than divides us in 
today’s political environment. This is 
an example of the type of win-win situ- 
ation we can develop. 

This bill protects America’s national 
security, and it does so in a way that is 
respectful of the privacy interests and 
both the letter and the spirit of the 
Fourth Amendment. 

The American people understand in- 
tuitively that it is none of the govern- 
ment’s business whom they are calling, 
when they are calling them, who calls 
them, and how long their calls last. 
The American people intuitively un- 
derstand what graduate researchers 
have confirmed, which is that this type 
of calling data—even just the data 
itself, not anything having to do with 
recorded conversations, just the data— 
reveals a lot about an individual, about 
his or her political preferences, reli- 
gious views, marital status, the num- 
ber of children the person may have, 
and all kinds of interests that are none 
of the government’s business. 

Moreover, the way this data is col- 
lected is inconsistent with the way our 
government is supposed to operate. 
Rather than going out and dem- 
onstrating some type of connection be- 
tween the data set requested and a par- 
ticular investigation, under the cur- 
rent system the government simply 
issues orders saying: Send us all of 
your data. Send us all your data on all 
calls made by all of your customers. 
We want all of it. If that means 300 mil- 
lion phone numbers, we want all of 
that regardless of its connection to any 
suspected terrorist operation. 

That is wrong. Our bill would change 
that, and it would change it quite sim- 
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ply by requiring the government to re- 
quest information connected to a par- 
ticular phone number—a phone number 
that is itself suspected of being in- 
volved in some type of terrorist activ- 
ity. 

This bill represents a good com- 
promise. This bill represents reason. 
This bill would protect America’s na- 
tional security while also protecting 
privacy. This bill, in so doing, recog- 
nizes that our privacy is not and ought 
not ever be deemed to be in conflict 
with our security. Our privacy is, in 
fact, part of our security. 

We are, unfortunately, considering 
this bill with too little time left. In ef- 
fect, we are considering this bill after 
the PATRIOT Act provisions at issue 
have expired. This is unfortunate. It 
was unnecessary, and it represents a 
longstanding bipartisan problem with- 
in the Senate—a problem pursuant to 
which we establish cliffs. We establish 
these artificially designed deadlines. 

We have known about this particular 
deadline for 4 years. For 4 years, we 
knew these provisions were going to 
expire. We should have taken up these 
provisions far in advance of now. Many 
of us tried. We did so unsuccessfully. 
Senator LEAHY and I and others have 
been working on this legislation for 
years. We have been ready, willing, 
eager, and anxious to do so, and we 
haven’t been able to do so until very 
recently. Now, because of the fact that 
these provisions have expired, it is in- 
cumbent upon us to move these things 
forward in all deliberate speed. 

Whatever the outcome of this vote 
and of those votes which will follow 
later today, the American people de- 
serve better than this. Vital national 
security programs that touch on our 
fundamental civil liberties deserve a 
full, open, honest, and unrushed de- 
bate. This should not be subject to cyn- 
ical, government-by-cliff brinksman- 
ship. If Members of Congress—particu- 
larly Republican Members of Con- 
gress—ever want to improve their 
standing among the American people, 
then we must abandon this habit of po- 
litical gamesmanship. 

Finally, it is time for us to pass this 
bill—this bill which passed overwhelm- 
ingly in the House of Representatives, 
this bill which carefully balances im- 
portant interests the American people 
care deeply about. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. President, this week the Senate 
will consider the USA FREEDOM Act 
of 2015, H.R. 2048. I am proud to have 
introduced the Senate companion to 
this bill, S. 1123, along with Senator 
PATRICK LEAHY, ranking member of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. We have 
worked closely with our partners in the 
House of Representatives, House Judi- 
ciary Committee Chairman BOB GOOD- 
LATTE, Ranking Member JOHN CON- 
YERS, and Congressmen JIM SENSEN- 
BRENNER and JERROLD NADLER. 
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Since revelations in June 2013 that 
the National Security Agency was se- 
cretly and indiscriminately collecting 
Americans’ telephone records, Senator 
LEAHY and I have worked together on 
legislation to end this mass surveil- 
lance program and to enact greater 
transparency and oversight over the 
government’s intelligence gathering 
operations. The USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015 is the result of that 2-year collabo- 
ration, and it contains strong reforms. 
Most importantly, it would definitively 
end the NSA’s bulk collection of Amer- 
icans’ telephone metadata and ensure 
that the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Act pen register statute and the 
national security letter statutes can- 
not be used to justify bulk collection. 

On May 18, 2015, the House passed the 
USA FREEDOM Act by an over- 
whelming, bipartisan 338-to-88 vote. 
More than 80 percent of House Repub- 
licans and 75 percent of House Demo- 
crats voted for the bill, including the 
chairmen and ranking members of the 
House Judiciary and Intelligence Com- 
mittees, as well as the leadership of 
both parties. 

The resounding vote in the House is a 
direct result of the commonsense and 
meaningful reforms contained in the 
bill. It is also a testament to the will of 
the American people, who have been 
unequivocal in their demand for reform 
and their demand that the NSA stop 
the indiscriminate collection of their 
private records. 

As our colleagues in the Senate con- 
sider the USA FREEDOM Act of 2015, 
Senator LEAHY and I want to detail the 
extensive legislative process under- 
taken to develop this bill and provide 
additional clarity on the bill's provi- 
sions. 

Senator LEAHY, I know that you have 
a long history of pushing for meaning- 
ful oversight and transparency of our 
government’s intelligence gathering 
operations. 

Mr. LEAHY. I thank the Senator 
from Utah for his advocacy on behalf of 
Americans’ privacy rights and for his 
dedicated efforts to end the NSA’s ille- 
gal program. 

In June 2013, Americans learned for 
the first time that section 215 of the 
USA PATRIOT Act has for years been 
secretly interpreted to authorize the 
collection of Americans’ phone records 
on an unprecedented scale. And they 
learned that the NSA has engaged in 
repeated, substantial legal violations 
in its implementation of section 215 
and other surveillance authorities. 

Since that time, Congress and the 
American public have been engaged in 
an important debate about the breadth 
of government surveillance powers and 
the legal rationale used to authorize 
the collection of Americans’ data. 
Under my chairmanship last Congress, 
the Senate Judiciary Committee held 
six open and public hearings that 
sharpened the committee’s thinking 
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and furthered the public dialogue on 
these important issues. Senator LEE, 
Congressman JIM SENSENBRENNER, Con- 
gressman JOHN CONYERS, and I intro- 
duced bicameral, bipartisan legisla- 
tion, the USA FREEDOM Act of 2013, 
S. 1599/H.R. 3361, on October 29, 2013, to 
end bulk collection and reform our sur- 
veillance laws. The President an- 
nounced his support for ending the 
bulk collection of Americans’ phone 
records in March 2014. The House of 
Representatives passed a new version 
of the USA FREEDOM Act in May 2014, 
and after lengthy discussions with the 
executive branch, the technology in- 
dustry, privacy advocates, and other 
stakeholders, Senator LEE and I intro- 
duced the USA FREEDOM Act of 2014, 
S. 2685, on July 29, 2014. On November 
18, 2014, the full Senate failed to invoke 
cloture on the motion to proceed to the 
USA FREEDOM Act of 2014, by a vote 
of 58 to 42. 

Despite falling two votes shy last 
Congress, Senator LEE and I knew that 
the May 31, 2015, expiration date was 
approaching, and we continued to work 
on a bill to reform these authorities. 
Senator LEE, can you explain the proc- 
ess we have undertaken this year? 

Mr. LEE. Since November 2014, Sen- 
ator LEAHY and I have been engaged in 
conversations with House Judiciary 
Committee Chairman GOODLATTE, 
Ranking Member CONYERS, and Con- 
gressmen SENSENBRENNER and NADLER 
to develop a new version of the USA 
FREEDOM Act. After extensive nego- 
tiations with the administration, intel- 
ligence community officials, privacy 
and civil liberties groups, the tech- 
nology industry, and other stake- 
holders, we introduced the USA FREE- 
DOM Act of 2015, S. 1123/H.R. 2048, on 
April 28, 2015. 

Of course, the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015 was not introduced in a vacuum. 
Nearly 2 years ago, on June 5, 2013, the 
Guardian newspaper published an arti- 
cle and posted a classified FISA Court 
order revealing that the U.S. Govern- 
ment had been engaging in the bulk 
collection of Americans’ telephone 
metadata. One day later, on June 6, 
2013, the Washington Post published an 
article and posted further classified in- 
formation about a separate govern- 
ment surveillance program called 
PRISM involving the collection of the 
contents of Internet communications. 
The administration subsequently ac- 
knowledged that the NSA”s bulk collec- 
tion of telephone metadata was being 
conducted pursuant to section 215 of 
the USA PATRIOT Act. The NSA’s 
PRISM program to collect the contents 
of Internet communications of certain 
overseas targets was being conducted 
pursuant to section 702 of FISA, which 
was enacted as part of the FISA 
Amendments Act. 

Once these programs were revealed, 
then-Chairman LEAHY convened a num- 
ber of hearings so that the American 
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people could better understand what 
the NSA was doing. 

Senator LEAHY, can you remind us of 
the Judiciary Committee's activities in 
the 113th Congress? 

Mr. LEAHY. As I mentioned, during 
the last Congress, the Senate Judiciary 
Committee held six open, public hear- 
ings to examine the legal basis, effec- 
tiveness, and impact of these programs 
on Americans’ privacy rights and civil 
liberties. We heard testimony from a 
wide range of government officials, 
legal scholars, technologists, and out- 
side experts as the Committee sought 
to understand and evaluate the numer- 
ous issues raised by these activities. 

On July 31, 2013, I chaired the first 
full Judiciary Committee hearing to 
examine government surveillance pro- 
grams with administration officials 
and outside experts. At the hearing, 
the NSA Deputy Director confirmed 
that the NSA’s bulk telephony pro- 
gram did not help to thwart dozens of 
terrorist plots, as some administration 
officials defending the program had 
been contending. He confirmed that 
section 215 was only uniquely valuable 
in thwarting one terrorist ‘‘plot’’—the 
case of Basaaly Moalin, a Somali im- 
migrant who was convicted of material 
support for sending $8,500 to al- 
Shabaab in Somalia. 

As a result of continued public de- 
bate about the government’s surveil- 
lance activities, on August 9, 2013, 
President Obama announced that he 
was ordering the Director of National 
Intelligence, DNI, to establish a group 
of outside experts to review the govern- 
ment's intelligence and communica- 
tions technologies and provide rec- 
ommendations on possible reforms to 
surveillance authorities. He also an- 
nounced the public release of addi- 
tional documents, including a Depart- 
ment of Justice white paper outlining 
the legal justification for the section 
215 bulk collection program. 

Over the course of the following 
months, the DNI declassified and re- 
leased a host of documents related to 
activities conducted under section 215 
of the USA PATRIOT Act and section 
702 of FISA. The released documents 
detailed serious incidents of non- 
compliance and violations of law in im- 
plementing both of these programs. 
For example, the documents revealed 
that for several years, the NSA was un- 
lawfully collecting thousands of wholly 
domestic emails and other electronic 
communications as part of its section 
702 collection. In addition, FISA Court 
orders relating to the section 215 pro- 
gram revealed significant compliance 
problems and were highly critical of 
the NSA’s oversight and operation of 
the program. 

On October 2, 2013, I chaired a second 
full Judiciary Committee hearing on 
government surveillance authorities. 
NSA Director Alexander revealed for 
the first time that the NSA had pre- 
viously conducted a pilot program to 
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test its capability of handling location 
data as part of the section 215 phone 
records program, although he empha- 
sized that it was only a test. The sec- 
ond panel of witnesses at the hearing 
testified about the government’s legal 
justification for the collection of tele- 
phone records under section 215. A 
technologist and computer scientist 
provided testimony to illustrate the 
power of metadata and the blurring 
distinction between content and 
metadata in the digital age. 

Shortly after that hearing, on Octo- 
ber 29, 2013, I joined with Senator LEE, 
Congressman SENSENBRENNER, and 
Congressman CONYERS to introduce the 
bipartisan, bicameral USA FREEDOM 
Act of 2013 to comprehensively reform 
a range of surveillance authorities. 
This legislation served as the basis for 
many of the reforms Congress is now 
debating. 

On November 13, 2013, Senator 
FRANKEN chaired a Judiciary Com- 
mittee subcommittee hearing on legis- 
lation that he had introduced, the Sur- 
veillance Transparency Act of 2013, 
components of which were included in 
the USA FREEDOM Act. Government 
witnesses testified about executive 
branch efforts to promote greater 
transparency of surveillance activities. 
In addition, several outside witnesses, 
including representatives from the U.S. 
technology industry, spoke about the 
economic harm and damage to Amer- 
ican technology companies as a result 
of revelations of government surveil- 
lance activities. These witnesses testi- 
fied that American businesses stand to 
lose billions of dollars in the coming 
years as a result of revelations about 
U.S. surveillance activities. 

On November 18, 2013, the DNI declas- 
sified and released a host of documents 
related to a previously classified pro- 
gram that collected bulk Internet 
metadata. The documents included a 
FISA Court opinion authorizing the 
bulk collection of Internet metadata 
under the FISA pen register and trap 
and trace device authority. As with the 
section 215 telephone metadata pro- 
gram, the declassified documents re- 
vealed that the bulk Internet metadata 
collection program also encountered 
major compliance problems during its 
operation. In 2011, the program was 
ended by the government because it 
was not meeting operational expecta- 
tions. 

On December 9, 2018, eight leading 
technology companies—AOL, Apple, 
Facebook, Google, LinkedIn, Micro- 
soft, Twitter, and Yahoo!—wrote an 
open letter to President Obama and 
Congress laying out five surveillance 
reform proposals. The companies called 
for a prohibition on the bulk collection 
of Internet data and argued that gov- 
ernments should limit surveillance to 
specific, known users for lawful pur- 
poses. The companies also urged 
stronger checks and balances, includ- 
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ing an adversarial process at the FISA 
Court. 

On December 11, 2013, the Judiciary 
Committee held its fourth hearing on 
these issues. At the hearing, govern- 
ment witnesses discussed the possi- 
bility of placing a privacy advocate at 
the FISA Court, the recently declas- 
sified documents about the bulk collec- 
tion of Internet metadata, and the 
scope of collection that is permitted 
under traditional section 215 orders. We 
learned that the problems with the 
Internet metadata program were so se- 
vere that the FISA Court suspended 
the program entirely for a period of 
time before approving its renewal. But 
then, in 2011, the government ended 
this Internet metadata program be- 
cause, as Director Clapper explained, it 
was no longer meeting ‘‘operational ex- 
pectations.’’ However, senior govern- 
ment lawyers testified that under the 
statute, there was no legal impediment 
to restarting this bulk Internet data 
collection program. If the executive 
branch—or a future administration— 
wanted to do so, it would simply apply 
for an order from the FISA Court. 

On December 18, 2013, the President’s 
Review Group on Intelligence and Com- 
munications Technology publicly re- 
leased its final report, which included 
46 recommendations and findings to re- 
form government surveillance activi- 
ties. The review group members in- 
cluded Richard Clarke, former counter- 
terrorism adviser to Presidents George 
H.W. Bush, Bill Clinton, and George W. 
Bush; Michael Morell, former Acting 
Director of the CIA; Geoffrey Stone, 
professor at the University of Chicago 
Law School; Cass Sunstein, Harvard 
Law School professor and former senior 
OMB official in the Obama administra- 
tion; and Peter Swire, a professor at 
the Georgia Institute of Technology 
and former adviser to Presidents 
Obama and Clinton. They concluded 
that the section 215 phone records pro- 
gram had not been essential to na- 
tional security, saying: “The informa- 
tion contributed to terrorist investiga- 
tions by the use of section 215 teleph- 
ony meta-data was not essential to pre- 
venting attacks and could readily have 
been obtained in a timely manner 
using conventional section 215 orders.” 
The review group further stated that 
“Section 215 has generated relevant in- 
formation in only a small number of 
cases, and there has been no instance 
in which NSA could say with con- 
fidence that the outcome would have 
been different without the section 215 
telephony meta-data program.” 

This sort of massive surveillance pre- 
sents significant privacy implications 
in the digital age, and the review 
group's report provided valuable in- 
sights. The report explained that keep- 
ing a record of every phone call an in- 
dividual has made over the course of 
several years “can reveal an enormous 
amount about that individual's private 
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life.” The report further explained that 
in the 21st century, revealing private 
information to third party services 
“does not reflect a lack of concern for 
the privacy of the information, but a 
necessary accommodation to the reali- 
ties of modern life.” And the report 
questioned whether we can continue to 
draw a rational line between commu- 
nications metadata and content. This 
is a critically important question given 
that many of our surveillance laws de- 
pend upon the distinction between the 
two. 

The review group also addressed the 
national security letter, NSL, statutes. 
Using NSLs, the FBI can obtain de- 
tailed information about individuals” 
communications records, financial 
transactions, and credit reports with- 
out judicial approval. Recipients of 
NSLs are subject to permanent gag or- 
ders. The review group report made a 
series of important recommendations 
to change the way national security 
letters operate. I have been fighting to 
impose additional safeguards on this 
controversial authority for years—to 
limit their use, to ensure that NSL gag 
orders comply with the First Amend- 
ment, and to provide recipients of 
NSLs with a meaningful opportunity 
for judicial review. 

Following release of the review 
groups report, the Judiciary Com- 
mittee then held its fifth hearing on 
the NSA's programs and called the 
members of the review group to testify. 
On January 14, 2014, the members of 
the review group testified before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee and ex- 
plained that in light of changing tech- 
nology and the creation of more and 
more data, it recommended 
transitioning to a system where the 
government does not hold massive 
databases of Americans’ metadata. 
Rather, metadata could be held by pro- 
viders or a third party, and could be 
searched by the government only with 
advance judicial approval. The five 
members of the panel made clear that 
while we must always consider ongoing 
threats to national security, policy- 
makers should consider all of the risks 
associated with intelligence activities: 
the risk to individual privacy, to free 
expression and freedom of association, 
to an open and decentralized Internet, 
to America’s relationships with other 
nations, to trade and commerce, and to 
maintaining the public trust. 

Following the review group’s report, 
in January 2014, President Obama took 
an important step to restore Ameri- 
can’s privacy and civil liberties by em- 
bracing the growing consensus that the 
section 215 phone records program 
should not continue in its current 
form. During a speech at the Depart- 
ment of Justice, the President an- 
nounced that he had directed the intel- 
ligence community to develop alter- 
natives to the program and asked the 
Justice Department to seek advance 
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judicial approval from the FISA Court 
to query the section 215 phone call 
database. Additionally, he ordered the 
government to limit searches of the 
section 215 database to two “hops,”” in- 
stead of three. He also recommended 
reforms to the secrecy surrounding na- 
tional security letters. 

A January 23, 2014, report by the Pri- 
vacy and Civil Liberties Oversight 
Board, PCLOB, added to the growing 
chorus calling for an end to the govern- 
ment’s dragnet collection of Ameri- 
cans’ phone records. On February 12, 
2014, the Judiciary Committee held its 
sixth public hearing, this time with the 
members of the PCLOB to explain the 
conclusions in their report. As with the 
President’s review group, the PCLOB 
report likewise determined that the 
section 215 program has not been effec- 
tive, saying: ‘‘We have not identified a 
single instance involving a threat to 
the United States in which the pro- 
gram made a concrete difference in the 
outcome of a counterterrorism inves- 
tigation. Moreover, we are aware of no 
instance in which the program directly 
contributed to the discovery of a pre- 
viously unknown terrorist plot or the 
disruption of a terrorist attack.” 

The PCLOB report also provided the 
public with a detailed constitutional 
and statutory analysis of this program 
and concluded that the program ‘‘lacks 
a viable legal foundation under Section 
215” and “implicates constitutional 
concerns under the First and Fourth 
Amendments.” The PCLOB report fur- 
ther revealed that although the FISA 
Court first authorized this program in 
2006, it did not issue an opinion setting 
forth a full legal and constitutional 
analysis of the program until 2013. 

In March 2014, after consulting with 
the intelligence community, President 
Obama announced that his administra- 
tion would work with Congress to pass 
legislation to end the NSA’s section 215 
bulk phone records collection program 
and to transition to a new program in 
which the data is not held by the gov- 
ernment. Ending bulk collection is a 
key element of what I, Senator LEE, 
and others have included in the various 
iterations of the USA FREEDOM Act. 

After the President’s announcement, 
the House of Representatives took ac- 
tion. Senator LEE, would you like to 
expand on what transpired in the 
House? 

Mr. LEE. On May 5, 2014, House Judi- 
ciary Committee Chairman GOODLATTE 
announced that he had agreed with 
Representatives SENSENBRENNER and 
CONYERS on a new version of the USA 
FREEDOM Act. On May 7, 2014, the 
House Judiciary Committee voted 
unanimously to report this revised 
USA FREEDOM Act. The next day, the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence convened a markup to con- 
sider the version of the bill reported by 
the House Judiciary Committee and 
voted unanimously to report the bill to 
the full House. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Following action by the House Judi- 
ciary and Intelligence Committees, fur- 
ther changes to the text of the reported 
bill were considered and a substitute 
amendment to the USA FREEDOM Act 
was unveiled on May 20, 2014, when the 
House Rules Committee adopted a rule 
for floor consideration. Following the 
release of the substitute amendment, 
some concerns were raised that the 
substitute amendment did not effec- 
tively prohibit bulk collection, even 
though that was clearly its intent. On 
May 22, 2014, the House of Representa- 
tives passed the amended version of the 
USA FREEDOM Act by a vote of 303 to 
121. Many of those who voted no on the 
bill did so because they were concerned 
that its reforms did not go far enough. 

After the House passed its version of 
the USA FREEDOM Act, Senator 
LEAHY and I worked hard to build on 
that legislation. 

Senator LEAHY, can you talk about 
what led to the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2014, S. 2685? 

Mr. LEAHY. Immediately following 
passage of the House version in May 
2014, Senator LEE and I began working 
to address concerns that the text of the 
House bill, although clearly intended 
to end bulk collection, did not do so ef- 
fectively. We spent several months in 
discussions with the intelligence com- 
munity and a wide range of stake- 
holders, including other Senators, pri- 
vacy and civil liberties groups, and the 
U.S. technology industry, to build on 
the framework established by the 
House-passed bill. 

Those negotiations led to the intro- 
duction of the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2014, S. 2685, on July 29, 2014. More than 
50 organizations, interest groups, trade 
associations, and technology compa- 
nies from across the political spectrum 
publicly endorsed the bill. On Sep- 
tember 2, 2014, the Attorney General 
and DNI wrote a letter in support of 
the USA FREEDOM Act of 2014. The 
letter noted that the bill preserved the 
intelligence community's capabilities 
while also enhancing privacy and civil 
liberties and increasing transparency. 
Likewise, members of the President's 
review group wrote a letter to myself 
and Senator GRASSLEY, explaining that 
the USA FREEDOM Act of 2014 was 
consistent with the recommendations 
contained in their December 2013 re- 
port. 

On November 12, 2014, Senator REID 
filed cloture on the motion to proceed 
to the USA FREEDOM Act of 2014. A 
few days later, on November 17, 2014, 
the Obama administration released a 
Statement of Administration Policy on 
the USA FREEDOM Act of 2014 strong- 
ly supporting passage. 

Despite the wide-ranging support for 
these commonsense reforms, on No- 
vember 18, 2014, the full Senate failed 
to invoke cloture on the motion to pro- 
ceed to the USA FREEDOM Act of 2014, 
by a vote of 58 to 42. I was extremely 
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disappointed that the Republican lead- 
ership in the Senate decided to use a 
procedural vote to block debate and 
amendments on such an important 
piece of legislation. 

With the start of the 114th Congress, 
Senator LEE and I began discussions 
with the House to develop a new 
version of the USA FREEDOM Act. We 
knew that the June 1, 2015, sunset of 
several surveillance authorities, in- 
cluding section 215 of the USA PA- 
TRIOT Act, would come up fast. For 
several months, we engaged in con- 
versations with House Judiciary Com- 
mittee Chairman GOODLATTE, Rep- 
resentative SENSENBRENNER, and House 
Judiciary Committee Ranking Member 
CONYERS, as well as officials from the 
administration, intelligence commu- 
nity, privacy and civil liberties groups, 
the technology industry, and other 
stakeholders on a path forward. Those 
extensive deliberations produced an- 
other set of bipartisan, bicameral sur- 
veillance reforms to end the bulk col- 
lection of Americans’ phone records 
and amend other surveillance laws. 

On April 28, 2015, Senator LEE and I 
introduced the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015, S. 1123, and Representatives SEN- 
SENBRENNER, GOODLATTE, CONYERS, 
NADLER, and others in the House intro- 
duced the House companion, H.R. 2048. 
The Senate version of the bill was 
originally cosponsored by Senators 
HELLER, DURBIN, CRUZ, FRANKEN, MUR- 
KOWSKI, BLUMENTHAL, DAINES, and 
SCHUMER. It has also received the sup- 
port of the administration, privacy 
groups, and the technology industry. 

On May 11, 2015, the Attorney Gen- 
eral and Director of National Intel- 
ligence wrote a letter in strong support 
of the USA FREEDOM Act of 2015. The 
letter notes that the legislation “is a 
reasonable compromise that preserves 
vital national security authorities, en- 
hances privacy and civil liberties and 
codifies requirements for increased 
transparency.” The Obama administra- 
tion also issued a Statement of Admin- 
istration Policy on May 12, 2015, in 
strong support of the USA FREEDOM 
Act of 2015. 

In early May, as the House and Sen- 
ate were preparing to consider the USA 
FREEDOM Act of 2015, the Second Cir- 
cuit issued a decision confirming what 
we knew all along. 

Senator LEE? 

Mr. LEE. It did. On May 7, 2015, a 
three-judge panel from the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Second Circuit 
unanimously concluded that the NSA’s 
bulk collection program is illegal. The 
court held that section 215 of the USA 
PATRIOT Act does not authorize bulk 
collection of Americans’ private 
records and roundly rejected the argu- 
ment that all of our phone records can 
be “relevant” to any particular author- 
ized investigation. 

In ACLU v. Clapper, the Second Cir- 
cuit provided a detailed statutory and 


June 2, 2015 


legal analysis of section 215 and the 
bulk collection program. It stated that 
the government’s ‘‘expansive’’ inter- 
pretation of “relevance” in the context 
of Section 215 ““is unprecedented and 
unwarranted.” The court further stat- 
ed: 

The interpretation that the government 
asks us to adopt defies any limiting prin- 
ciple. The same rationale that it proffers for 
the “relevance” of telephone metadata can- 
not be cabined to such data, and applies 
equally well to other sets of records. If the 
government is correct, it could use §215 to 
collect and store in bulk any other existing 
metadata available anywhere in the private 
sector, including metadata associated with 
financial records, medical records, and elec- 
tronic communications (including e-mail and 
social media information) relating to all 
Americans. 

Such expansive development of govern- 
ment repositories of formerly private records 
would be an unprecedented contraction of 
the privacy expectations of all Americans. 

The court also rejected the govern- 
ment’s attempt to compare the NSA’s 
section 215 orders for bulk collection of 
telephony metadata to grand jury sub- 
poenas, citing the expansive scope and 
breadth of the information requested. 
The court correctly noted: 

The sheer volume of information sought is 
staggering; while search warrants and sub- 
poenas for business records may encompass 
large volumes of paper documents or elec- 
tronic data, the most expansive of such evi- 
dentiary demands are dwarfed by the volume 
of records obtained pursuant to the orders in 
question here... . The government can point 
to no grand jury subpoena that is remotely 
comparable to the real-time data collection 
undertaken under this program. 

While the Second Circuit held that 
the NSA bulk collection program was 
illegal, it did not issue a preliminary 
injunction to enjoin the program. The 
Second Circuit remanded the case with 
instructions for the district court to 
consider whether an injunction was ap- 
propriate in light of the upcoming June 
1, 2015, expiration of section 215 and on- 
going efforts in Congress to enact legis- 
lation before the sunset. 

As both Senator LEAHY and I have 
mentioned, the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015 passed the House of Representa- 
tives less than a week later by an over- 
whelming and bipartisan vote of 338 to 
88. 

In order to aid Senators’ consider- 
ation of this bill, and to prevent mis- 
interpretations of Congress’s intent, we 
want to state clearly that we agree 
with the section-by-section analysis 
contained in House Report 114-109, 
“UNITING AND STRENGTHENING 
AMERICA BY FULFILLING RIGHTS 
AND ENSURING EFFECTIVE DIS- 
CIPLINE OVER MONITORING ACT OF 
2015,” to accompany H.R. 2048 as adopt- 
ed by the House Judiciary Committee 
on May 8, 2015. There are a few addi- 
tional matters that Senator LEAHY and 
I should take an opportunity to clarify. 
Senator LEAHY? 

Mr. LEAHY. The core of this legisla- 
tion is its prohibition on the bulk col- 
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lection of records under section 215 of 
the USA PATRIOT Act, the FISA pen 
register and trap-and-trace device stat- 
ute, and the national security letter 
statutes. Though there are some minor 
wording changes, these provisions are 
substantively identical to the version 
in the USA FREEDOM Act of 2014. For 
section 215 and the FISA pen register 
and trap and trace device statutes, 
under the bill the government must use 
a “specific selection term’’ to limit its 
collection and demonstrate reasonable 
grounds to believe that the records 
sought are relevant to the underlying 
investigation, which cannot be a threat 
assessment. These requirements are 
independent of each other, and both 
must be satisfied. 

The USA FREEDOM Act of 2015 is 
being considered with full knowledge of 
the Second Circuit’s decision in ACLU 
v. Clapper and its interpretation of the 
term “relevant,” which rejects the 
prior reading of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Court. According 
to the Second Circuit, information that 
the government seeks to obtain must 
be presently relevant to the specific 
underlying investigation. The Second 
Circuit correctly noted: 

“Relevance” does not exist in the abstract; 
something is “relevant” or not in relation to 
a particular subject. Thus, an item relevant 
to a grand jury investigation may not be rel- 
evant at trial. In keeping with this usage, 
§215 does not permit an investigative de- 
mand for any information relevant to fight- 
ing the war on terror, or anything relevant 
to whatever the government might want to 
know. It permits demands for documents 
“relevant to an authorized investigation.” 
The government has not attempted to iden- 
tify to what particular “authorized inves- 
tigation” the bulk metadata of virtually all 
Americans’ phone Calls are relevant. 
Throughout its briefing, the government re- 
fers to the records collected under the tele- 
phone metadata program as relevant to 
“counterterrorism investigations,” without 
identifying any specific investigations to 
which such bulk collection is relevant. ... 
Put another way, the government effectively 
argues that there is only one enormous 
“anti-terrorism” investigation, and that any 
records that might ever be of use in devel- 
oping any aspect of that investigation are 
relevant to the overall counterterrorism ef- 
fort. The government's approach essentially 
reads the “authorized investigation” lan- 
guage out of the statute. Indeed, the govern- 
ment's information-gathering under the tele- 
phone metadata program is inconsistent 
with the very concept of an “investigation.” 

The USA FREEDOM Act of 2015 reau- 
thorizes section 215, but it does so in 
light of the understanding of how the 
Second Circuit interprets “relevance.” 

Mr. LEE. I agree that the new re- 
quirement for a “specific selection 
term” in the USA FREEDOM Act of 
2015 is separate from the requirement 
of “relevance.” I would like to clarify 
one last point. Section 104 of the bill 
authorizes the FISA Court to impose 
additional, particularized minimiza- 
tion procedures for information ob- 
tained under section 501 of FISA. That 
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section provides that the FISA Court 
may impose additional procedures re- 
lated to ‘‘the destruction of informa- 
tion within a reasonable time period.” 
That provision therefore provides au- 
thority for the FISA Court to specify a 
time period within which the govern- 
ment must destroy information. 

Mr. LEAHY. I have been proud to 
work with Senator LEE for nearly 2 
years to develop the legislation that we 
have been discussing. It has involved 
many hours of hard work over many 
months. The result is a solid bill with 
a set of commonsense reforms that has 
overwhelming support. The Senate 
should pass it today. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on H.R. 2048, 
an act to reform the authorities of the Fed- 
eral Government to require the production of 
certain business records, conduct electronic 
surveillance, use pen registers and trap and 
trace devices, and use other forms of infor- 
mation gathering for foreign intelligence, 
counterterrorism, and criminal purposes, 
and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Ron 
Johnson, Dean Heller, Steve Daines, 
Cory Gardner, Johnny Isakson, Richard 
Burr, Tim Scott, James Lankford, Jeff 
Flake, Mike Lee, Lisa Murkowski, 
John Barrasso, Thom Tillis, Chuck 
Grassley, Richard C. Shelby. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair now directs the 
clerk to call the roll to ascertain the 
presence of a quorum. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that we waive the 
mandatory quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on H.R. 2048, an act 
to reform the authorities of the Fed- 
eral Government to require the produc- 
tion of certain business records, con- 
duct electronic surveillance, use pen 
registers and trap and trace devices, 
and use other forms of information 
gathering for foreign intelligence, 
counterterrorism, and criminal pur- 
poses, and for other purposes, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) and the 
Senator from South Carolina (Mr. GRA- 
HAM). 
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) is 
necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
FISCHER). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 83, 
nays 14, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 197 Leg.] 


YEAS—83 
Alexander Flake Mikulski 
Ayotte Franken Murkowski 
Baldwin Gardner Murphy 
Bennet Gillibrand Murray 
Blumenthal Grassley Nelson 
Booker Hatch Perdue 
Boozman Heinrich Peters 
Boxer Heitkamp Portman 
nag aes Reed 

urr irono : 
Cantwell Hoeven seem 
Capito Inhofe sS 
3 asse 

Cardin Isakson 
Carper Johnson Schatz 

: Schumer 
Casey Kaine 
Cassidy King Scott 
Coats Kirk Shaheen 
Cochran Klobuchar Stabenow 
Collins Lankford Sullivan 
Coons Leahy Tester 
Corker Lee Thune 
Cornyn Manchin Tillis 
Cruz Markey Toomey 
Daines McCain Vitter 
Donnelly McCaskill Warren 
Durbin McConnell Whitehouse 
Feinstein Menendez Wicker 
Fischer Merkley Wyden 

NAYS—14 
Barrasso Moran Sanders 
Cotton Paul Sessions 
Crapo Risch Shelby 
Enzi Roberts Udall 
Ernst Rubio 

NOT VOTING—3 

Blunt Graham Warner 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 83, the nays are 14. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho- 
sen and sworn having voted in the af- 
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The majority whip. 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, the 
Senate will hold a series of votes this 
afternoon on the underlying bill, and I 
think it is important for all of us to 
understand exactly what those amend- 
ments will do. 

The underlying House bill makes 
some changes in the way the National 
Security Agency operates and uses 
what the Supreme Court of the United 
States has held is not private informa- 
tion—in other words, the time, dura- 
tion, and number involved in a tele- 
phone call that is contained in a typ- 
ical telephone bill. 

The Supreme Court of the United 
States has said there is no right of pri- 
vacy in that information. As the Sen- 
ate knows, what the House bill does is 
it leaves these phone records in the 
possession of the telephone company. 
Then, over a period of 6 months, the 
National Security Agency is supposed 
to come up with a means of querying 
those records in the possession of the 
various phone companies. 

Some, like me, have wondered why it 
is that we are trying to fix a system 
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that is not broken, because there is ab- 
solutely no documented record of any 
abuse of this information as it is cur- 
rently retained by the NSA. The way it 
is used is to help the intelligence com- 
munity discover people who have com- 
municated with known or suspected 
terrorists abroad in a way that will 
help to provide an additional piece of 
data that will hopefully help them pre- 
vent terrorist attacks from occurring 
on our home soil. 

The FBI Director has said that in the 
56 field offices in the United States, 
every single one of these field offices 
has an open inquiry with regard to po- 
tential homegrown terrorist attacks. 

As I mentioned before, in Garland, 
TX, just a few weeks ago, two men 
traveled from Phoenix, AZ, and ob- 
tained full-body armor and automatic 
weapons and were prepared to wreak 
havoc and murder innocent people in 
Garland, TX, because they were exer- 
cising their First Amendment rights 
and were displaying cartoons that 
these two jihadists felt insulted the 
Prophet Muhammad. 

Thanks to the good police work of a 
Garland police officer, both of those 
people were taken out of action before 
they could kill anybody there at that 
site. But why in the world would we 
want to take away from our intel- 
ligence authorities the ability to de- 
tect whether individuals, such as these 
two jihadists from Phoenix who trav- 
eled to Garland, had been commu- 
nicating with known terrorist tele- 
phone numbers in Syria or anywhere 
else in the world? These are foreign 
telephone numbers that are matched 
up and provide an essential link and, 
really, a tripwire for the intelligence 
community. 

What the amendments that we will 
vote on this afternoon would do is to 
slow the transition from NSA storage 
to the telephone company stewardship 
from the 6 months prescribed in the un- 
derlying bill. For those who believe 
that the underlying bill is the correct 
policy, I do not know why they would 
object to a little bit of extra time so we 
can make sure that this is going to 
work as intended. 

Indeed, the second amendment does 
relate specifically to that. It would re- 
quire a certification by the Director of 
National Intelligence that the software 
is actually in place that will allow the 
National Security Agency to query the 
phone records in the possession of the 
telephone companies. 

Another amendment would provide 
that the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court, which is a group of experi- 
enced Federal judges who review the 
requests from the FBI and other law 
enforcement authorities, would be able 
to query these telephone records. It 
would establish a panel of experts, so 
to speak, to argue against the govern- 
ment’s case in front of the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Court. As some- 
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body who used to be a judge for some 
time, this is a rather strange provision 
because what it does, essentially, is to 
put a defense attorney in the grand 
jury room and create an adversarial 
process at the early stages of an inves- 
tigation, which may or may not lead 
up to an indictment in that case. 

The final amendment would require 
the phone companies to notify Con- 
gress if they are going to change their 
policy for retaining customer records. 
This is a serious concern because it 
could well be that some telephone com- 
panies will start marketing to poten- 
tial customers that they will not re- 
tain any records, thus eliminating an 
important tool which helps keep Amer- 
icans safe and has absolutely zero 
threat to civil liberties. 

There has been so much misrepresen- 
tation about what this so-called 
metadata program has done. I think 
that is one of the reasons we find our- 
selves here today. Many who believe 
the program is useful are reluctant to 
even talk about it in public because, as 
we know, so much of what is done to 
protect our country is classified. So 
rather than have a public debate and 
actually correct the misstatements of 
fact and the demagoguery that unfor- 
tunately attends this subject, many 
people are simply confused about what 
exactly is going on and what Congress 
is doing. But I would just point out 
that oversight of these programs is ab- 
solutely rigorous. It is executive, judi- 
cial, and legislative oversight. It is not 
a matter of trust as to whether these 
programs work the way they are sup- 
posed to; it is actually verified on a 
regular basis, universally verified. 

Also, we have to go before these Fed- 
eral judges known as a FISA Court—a 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court—in order to make our case. Un- 
less we can make our case to these 
judges that there is reason to continue 
the investigation, they will shut it 
down. 

One of the things I think we have for- 
gotten is that we want to treat intel- 
ligence gathering and prevention as we 
do ordinary law enforcement. What I 
mean by that is that ordinarily, in the 
criminal law context, government 
doesn’t get involved in a case unless 
something bad has already happened. If 
there has been an explosion or a mur- 
der or a bank robbery or something 
like that, it is after the fact that we 
try to figure out what happened and 
then, if we can, to identify the perpe- 
trator and to bring them to justice. 
That satisfies an important need in our 
society to enforce our criminal law, 
but that is far different from what our 
intelligence community is supposed to 
be doing because they are supposed to 
be detecting threats and intervening in 
those ongoing schemes and stopping 
them before they ultimately occur. 

That is the important lesson we 
learned on 9/11. Unfortunately, it has 
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been so long ago now that many people 
have simply forgotten or they don’t 
feel as though this is an imminent 
threat. But when Director Comey says 
they have open inquiries in all 56 FBI 
field offices about the potential threat 
of homegrown terrorists, I take that 
very seriously. I believe it is absolutely 
reckless for us to take any unnecessary 
chances. 

There are some who say this under- 
lying bill is important because instead 
of the National Security Agency col- 
lecting these telephone numbers, we 
are going to leave the data with the 
telephone companies. But none of the 
people who are going to be querying 
these records at the phone companies 
have security clearances. One can just 
imagine the potential for abuse at the 
phone companies of these phone 
records once they receive some sort of 
request from the government. 

We know the current system as run 
at the National Security Agency is 
subject to rigorous oversight, as I men- 
tioned. In addition to the executive, ju- 
dicial, and legislative oversight, we ac- 
tually have a private and civil liberties 
oversight board which makes sure that 
we strike the right balance. Nobody 
wants to see the privacy rights of 
American citizens undermined, but we 
all are adult enough to know that 
there has to be a balance and that in 
order to provide for security and to 
avoid terrorist attacks such as oc- 
curred on 9/11, we are going to have to 
take some actions to reach the right 
balance, and I believe the current law 
does that. 

Unfortunately, we have a traitor 
such as Edward Snowden who selec- 
tively leaked certain portions of this 
program, and it has created an uproar. 
I think that unfortunately, as a result 
of his leaks and the ensuing political 
environment after that, America is at 
greater risk, and that is a terrible 
shame. 

So I think it is reckless to take a 
chance. We have been fortunate that 
there have been no terrorist attacks on 
our homeland since 9/11. Well, I take 
that back. Five years ago, at Fort 
Hood, MAJ Nidal Hasan killed 13 peo- 
ple and injured 30-something more. Of 
course, we know now that he had been 
in constant communication over the 
Internet with Anwar al-Awlaki, who 
subsequently was killed in a drone 
strike—even though he was an Amer- 
ican citizen—overseas. He was overseas 
because he was recruiting people to Is- 
lamic extremism, including Nidal 
Hasan, who killed 13 people at Fort 
Hood 5 years ago. 

It is simply a fact that the Fourth 
Amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
involving searches and seizures doesn’t 
apply to foreign terrorists; it applies to 
Americans. Under the procedures used 
under current law, all requests for ad- 
ditional information are subject to 
Federal court supervision and permis- 
sion. 
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So we will vote on a number of 
amendments this afternoon. I can tell 
my colleagues, after talking to a num- 
ber of our colleagues, many of them 
have said they don’t really have any 
disagreement over the content or the 
policy of these amendments. Actually, 
these amendments are designed to try 
to strengthen the underlying House 
bill. 

We all understand that the House is 
going to prevail in the basic structure 
of the underlying piece of legislation, 
but since when did the U.S. Senate 
outsource its decisionmaking to the 
other body across the Capitol? We have 
a bicameral legislature—a Senate and 
a House—for a reason. We know we 
make better decisions when we have 
consultation between the two branches 
of the legislature—not capitulation but 
consultation. The Senate should not be 
a rubberstamp for the House or vice 
versa. 

I have heard some of our colleagues 
say that if the Senate were to change a 
period or a comma or a dash in the un- 
derlying legislation, it would be a poi- 
son pill, that the House would reject it 
and we would have nothing to show for 
our efforts. But I have great faith that 
if the Senate will do its job and vote to 
pass these underlying amendments and 
strengthen this underlying bill, the 
House will take up the bill and vote on 
it and it will pass. So if my colleagues 
feel as though these amendments 
would actually strengthen the under- 
lying House bill and represent good 
policy, why in the world would they 
vote against these amendments be- 
cause of some fantasy that the House 
will simply reject any changes at all? 
Why would they essentially capitulate 
any of their prerogatives as U.S. Sen- 
ators to represent their constituents in 
this body? We all know we make better 
decisions in consultation with other 
people. 

Certainly I think it is true that the 
House’s bill is not holy writ. It is not 
something we have to accept in its en- 
tirety without any changes. I think 
where the policy debate should go 
would be to embrace these amendments 
and to say that we understand the 
House wants to change the current cus- 
tody policy of these phone records and 
leave them with the phone company, 
but we sure need to know the new sys- 
tem will actually work. Doesn’t that 
make sense? That is why the certifi- 
cation from the Director of National 
Intelligence is so important. It makes 
sense to provide a little bit more 
time—from 6 months to a year—in 
order to make sure this transition goes 
smoothly. 

I know no Member of the Senate and 
no Member of the House and no Amer- 
ican wants to look back on our hasty 
treatment of this underlying legisla- 
tion and say: If we were just a little 
more careful, if we had just taken a lit- 
tle bit more time, if we had just been a 
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little more thoughtful, a little more 
deliberative, and talked about the facts 
as they are and not some misrepresen- 
tation of the facts, we could have actu- 
ally prevented a terrorist attack on 
our home soil. 

Unfortunately, by increasing the risk 
to the American people, as I believe 
this underlying legislation will do, we 
may not find out about that until it is 
too late. I hope and pray that is not the 
case, but why should we take the risk 
to the homeland? Why should we risk 
anyone being injured or potentially 
killed as a result of a homegrown ter- 
rorist attack on our own soil because 
we have simply blinded ourselves in a 
significant way to the risks? Not that 
this is a panacea, not that this is some 
litmus test, but it is one essential piece 
of information that will help law en- 
forcement make the case to not just 
prosecute crimes after they occur but 
to prevent them from occurring in the 
first place through the good and sound 
use of constitutional intelligence gath- 
ering in a way that respects the pri- 
vacy of all Americans but lives up to 
our first and foremost responsibility, 
and that is to keep the American peo- 
ple safe. 

Madam President, I yield to the dis- 
tinguished ranking member. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, no- 
body disputes that we all want to keep 
America safe. We all agree on that. We 
also want to make sure that we keep 
Americans free and that their constitu- 
tional freedoms are protected. None of 
us would think that we were making 
the country safer if we were to try to 
pass a law that said law enforcement or 
anybody else can walk into our homes 
at any time they want and go through 
any files we have, follow us anywhere 
they wanted just on a whim. We would 
be totally opposed to that. But some 
would say that in the aftermath of 9/11, 
in some of the aspects of the PATRIOT 
Act, we did just that. 

Congressman Armey, who was the 
Republican leader, the majority leader 
of the House at the time—a very con- 
servative Republican—he and I joined 
together after consultation to put into 
the PATRIOT Act sunset provisions 
which would require us to have the de- 
bate we are having right now. 

We talk about consultation. The fact 
is that there have been hours and days 
and weeks and months of consultation 
between the House and the Senate on 
the USA FREEDOM Act. We had a bill 
before us last year that was filibus- 
tered. It still got 58 votes. That was 
done in consultation with the House. 
The majority leader of the House has 
already said—the Republican leader— 
he has warned the Senate not to move 
ahead with planned changes to the 
House bill because it could bring real 
challenges in getting the USA FREE- 
DOM Act passed through the House 
again. 
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The fact is that we have had so much 
consultation. Senator LEE, I, Repub- 
licans and Democrats have met con- 
tinuously for months—even a year— 
with House Republicans and House 
Democrats to get the bill that is before 
us now. That is probably why it passed 
by such a lopsided margin in the House 
of Representatives. 

My distinguished friend from Texas 
says these are minor changes. Well, ac- 
tually, they are not. One would weaken 
the FISA Court amicus authority. We 
know that for years the FISA Court se- 
cretly misinterpreted section 215. As a 
result, after the program leak, that is 
the only time the FISA Court finally 
heard the government’s argument. Be- 
fore that, they only heard the govern- 
ment. Once a legal reason justifying 
this program became public, challenges 
were brought, and the Second Circuit 
last month ruled unanimously that the 
program was unlawful. 

Having amicus in there is not having 
a defense attorney in a grand jury 
room at all. Amicus on questions of 
law can be invited by the court to step 
in. This could be a relatively rare case, 
completely in the discretion of the 
court. It is hard to talk about weak- 
ening that further, especially when we 
are talking about a secret court. 

I oppose the amendment to extend 
the current bulk collection program in 
place for a full year. We have a 180-day 
transition period. And the Director of 
the NSA said: “We are aware of no 
technical or security reason why this 
cannot be tested and brought online 
within the 180-day period.’’ I think the 
NSA Director is as knowledgeable 
about this subject as anybody in this 
Chamber, and he says we can go for- 
ward with it. 

I think all of these amendments that 
are talked about would simply delay 
passing an excellent piece of legisla- 
tion, one that has been worked on by 
Republicans and Democrats for months 
and even years. Let’s pass it today. 

We hear about stopping terrorism at- 
tacks. We all want to do that. But I re- 
member some of the statements made 
by a former NSA Director that this had 
stopped 54 terrorist attacks. When he 
was pressed on that claim, it came out 
that the bulk collection program was 
only important after the fact in one 
case—and that was not a terrorist at- 
tack. 

We also know that 9/11 could have 
been avoided. The evidence was there. 
The information was there. But the 
dots had not been connected. Every- 
body was frantically taking informa- 
tion they already had—recordings they 
already had after 9/1l—and saying: We 
ought to get around to translating 
what is in these things. We know that 
in Minnesota, the FBI warned that peo- 
ple were taking flight lessons and there 
was no good reason. That warning was 
ignored. They basically were told: We 
know better. 
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I remember the day or so after the 
attack, at FBI Headquarters, people 
were calling in with information from 
different field offices. Somebody would 
write it down and would hand it to 
somebody else who would rewrite it 
and hand it to somebody else who 
would put it in a file. They would char- 
ter planes to bring photographs around 
to different places so our offices could 
see them. And I said: Well, why don’t 
we just email the photographs? They 
would say: Well, we don’t have the abil- 
ity to do that. I said: Well, my 11-year- 
old neighbor could do it for you if that 
would help. 

The fact of the matter is we had the 
information prior to our own new laws, 
and it didn't make us safer—any more 
safer than when we voted for $2 to $3 
trillion to go into Iraq because, as the 
Vice President and others were saying, 
they were about to attack us with nu- 
clear weapons, and they were implying 
they were involved in 9/11. 

Mr. WYDEN. Will the distinguished 
ranking member yield? 

Mr. LEAHY. Yes. 

Mr. WYDEN. I think the ranking 
member has made a number of very im- 
portant points here. 

The fact of the matter is that we are 
all here because the majority leader 
wasn't able to defeat the surveillance 
reform. So instead, he has chosen to in- 
troduce amendments designed to water 
it down. I am disappointed by this. I 
will oppose all of these amendments, 
and I want to have a colloquy briefly 
with the ranking minority member. 

The ranking minority member and 
our colleague from Connecticut, Sen- 
ator BLUMENTHAL, have done very good 
reform work with respect to the FISA 
Court. In particular, what the distin- 
guished Senator from Vermont has 
done, with the help of the Senator from 
Connecticut, is to bring some very im- 
portant sunshine and transparency to 
the court. As my two colleagues have 
pointed out on the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, we really meet on the major 
questions—not all of them, as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has just said—but 
what is really needed is to make sure 
that both sides get a chance to be 
heard, not just the government side. 

So what troubles me—and I am inter- 
ested in the reaction of my colleague 
from Vermont, and I want to praise 
him and my colleague from Con- 
necticut—is that it seems to me that 
what the Senate majority leader wants 
to do is basically to take us back to 
the days of secret law. 

What is important, as we get into 
this, and particularly with this amend- 
ment, is that there is a difference be- 
tween secret operations and secret law. 
Operations always have to be kept se- 
cret. 

I see my friend Chairman BURR here. 
We serve on the Intelligence Com- 
mittee together. The two of us feel so 
strongly about making sure secret op- 
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erations are kept secret because other- 
wise Americans are going to die. We 
can’t have secret operations splayed all 
hither and yon in the public square. 

But the law always ought to be pub- 
lic. AS Senator LEAHY has pointed out 
for some time—and I warned about it 
here on the floor—what we would see 
is, if you live in Connecticut or 
Vermont, the PATRIOT Act talked 
about collecting information relevant 
to investigation. Nobody thought that 
meant millions and millions of records 
on law-abiding people. That decision 
was made in secret. It was made with- 
out the reforms advocated by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut and the Senator 
from Vermont. 

So I would be interested in my col- 
league from Vermont’s reaction to the 
majority leader’s amendment to scale 
back your very constructive reforms on 
the FISA Court. And my sense is that 
what the majority leader’s approach 
would do would take us back to the 
days of secret law. I think that is a 
mistake, and I would be curious about 
the reaction of my colleague from 
Vermont on this. 

Mr. LEAHY. I would say to my friend 
from Oregon that the American people 
want to know how the laws are being 
interpreted. They want to know what 
the courts are doing. 

As to secret operations, of course, 
you have had briefings on those. I have 
had briefings on those. I have been in 
places I will not name here. They are 
places overseas where I was there in 
the operations center as operations 
were taking place and being briefed on 
what they did, where they got the in- 
formation, and what they were going 
to do next. Of course, none of that you 
want to be reading in the press or see- 
ing in real time. 

But I also know that when we are 
dealing with Americans and with their 
lives and with their sense of privacy, 
we have to protect them. The USA 
FREEDOM Act makes very simple 
changes to the FISA court. The bill 
provides the FISA Court with the au- 
thority to designate individuals who 
have security clearances to be able to 
serve as an amicus or a friend of the 
court. It is triggered in only relatively 
rare cases involving a novel or signifi- 
cant issue of law, and the decision of 
appointment is left entirely up to the 
court. That is about as narrowly drawn 
as you can get. But I think we have to 
have this ability to know what the 
court is doing because we have known 
for years that the FISA Court secretly 
misinterpreted Section 215 to allow for 
the dragnet collection of Americans’ 
phone records. 

I would be happy to yield to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, who has worked 
so hard on this and is a former attor- 
ney general of his own State. 

My own experience in getting search 
warrants for phone records or anything 
else as a prosecutor—and I realize it is 
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not of the complexity of what we have 
today, but I realize we had to follow 
the law—is that, ultimately, that pro- 
tects us more than anything else. I do 
not want this administration or any 
other administration to have the abil- 
ity just to go anywhere they want. I 
am not encouraged by those who say 
this is so carefully maintained. We 
were given information earlier that 
just a small number of people can have 
access to those records. I guess it is 
one less since Edward Snowden walked 
out the door with all of it. 

I will yield to the Senator from Con- 
necticut if he would like to speak on 
this subject. 

The Senator from Oregon has been 
such a strong and passionate leader on 
this, and I know from what I hear from 
the people of my State and when I am 
down in his State that people want us 
to be safe, but they also want their pri- 
vacy protected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
FLAKE). The Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I thank the 
Chair. 

Mr. President, I am very grateful for 
the opportunity to follow my distin- 
guished colleague from Vermont and to 
emphasize some of the points that he 
has just made. But first let me thank 
Senator WYDEN for his leadership and 
his courage on this issue of foreign in- 
telligence surveillance reform. He has 
helped to lead this effort, long before I 
was in the Senate, in favor of more 
transparency and accountability. 
Those are among the overarching ob- 
jectives here. 

My colleague from Vermont, who 
shares with me a background as a pros- 
ecutor, rightly makes a point that war- 
rants and other means of surveillance 
when prosecutors seek them are sought 
ultimately from judges. I want to 
speak to some of the myths and mis- 
conceptions here that endanger this 
key reform. 

Our colleague from Texas, whom I 
greatly respect, has argued that the 
FISA Court is like a grand jury. In 
fact, he has said that an amicus should 
not be appointed, in effect, to intervene 
with a body that is like a grand jury. 
Well, the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court is not a grand jury, as my 
colleague from Oregon has said very 
well. The FISA Court makes law. It in- 
terprets the law in ways that are bind- 
ing as legal precedents. Far from being 
like a grand jury, as a truly investiga- 
tive tool of the court, the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Court is a 
court. In fact, it is composed of article 
III judges who do as they do on their 
own district courts or appellate courts; 
that is, they interpret law and thereby, 
in effect, make law. 

To keep that law secret is a dis- 
service to the American people and to 
our legal system. To have only one side 
represented skews and, in effect, im- 
pedes the operations of that court be- 
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cause we know that judges make better 
decisions when they hear both sides 
and rights are better protected. Even 
so, the FISA Court needs to hear from 
that amicus panel only when it chooses 
to do so, ultimately. 

It has the discretion under the stat- 
ute, as it exists now, to decide to ap- 
point an amicus in any particular mat- 
ter. It is required to appoint an amicus 
in novel or significant cases unless— 
and the word “unless” is in the stat- 
ute—it issues a finding that the ap- 
pointment is not appropriate. It can 
make that finding whenever it wishes 
to do so. So the discretion is for the 
FISA Court in whether to hear from an 
amicus, even under the bill that the 
USA FREEDOM Act is now. It can per- 
mit the amicus to address privacy, 
technology or any other area relevant 
to the matter before the court—not 
just constitutional rights. And that 
leads to the second misinterpretation, 
if I may say so, in the remarks made 
by my colleague from Texas. 

The bill does not direct an amicus to 
oppose intelligence activity or to op- 
pose the government’s view or position. 
In fact, it is to enlighten the court. In 
some instances it may oppose the gov- 
ernment, but it is as part of that proc- 
ess of constructively arriving at the 
correct legal interpretation—not as a 
kind of knee-jerk reaction to oppose 
the government. 

Again, I stress, a novel or significant 
issue in the discretion of the court may 
be addressed by the amicus. What the 
amendment does is to deprive the ami- 
cus or expert panel of the access it 
needs to facts and law to be the best 
that it can be in interpreting, arguing, 
and protecting rights. It, in effect, bars 
access to past precedents of the court, 
to briefings from intelligence experts, 
to facts that may be known to the De- 
partment of Justice or intelligence 
agencies. That hampering and hobbling 
of the amicus in no way serves the 
cause of justice. It in no way serves the 
cause of intelligent intelligence activi- 
ties—in fact, it undermines that activ- 
ity. 

It undermines trust and confidence in 
the court. This court has operated in 
secret. It has heard arguments in se- 
cret. It has issued opinions in secret. It 
is the kind of court our Founders 
would have found an anathema to their 
vision of democracy and freedom. We 
may need such a court now to author- 
ize surveillance activities that must be 
kept secret, but we need to strike a 
balance that protects very precious 
constitutional rights and liberties. 

After all, what does our surveillance 
and intelligence system protect if not 
these fundamental values and rights of 
privacy and liberties that have lasted 
and served us well because we respect 
them? 

More than a physical structure that 
we seek to protect through this sys- 
tem, it is those values and rights that 
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are fundamentally paramount and im- 
portant. So this FISA Court reform 
goes to the core of the changes—con- 
structive changes that we seek to 
make. I hope my colleagues will defeat 
amendment 1451, along with all of the 
other amendments, because the prac- 
tical effect of adopting amendments is 
it further delays implementation of the 
USA FREEDOM Act at a time when 
our country may be at risk from the 
expiration of the PATRIOT Act. We 
cannot afford for this country—— 

Mr. WYDEN. Will my colleague yield 
for a question on that point? 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I will be happy 
to yield. 

Mr. WYDEN. Because I think, again, 
my colleague from Connecticut has 
spoken to what the stakes are here. 
For the last decade, intelligence offi- 
cials have been relying on secret inter- 
pretations of their authorities that 
have been very different from the plain 
reading of public law. The public has 
seen the consequences of that, and they 
are angry because the American people 
know we can have policies that pro- 
mote both security and liberty. 

I would just like to ask a question of 
my colleague with the respect to what 
the implications would be of hollowing 
out the good work you and Senator 
LEAHY have done with respect to hav- 
ing more transparency and both sides 
making a case on key questions with 
respect to the FISA Court. I would like 
to note that the majority leader’s sec- 
ond amendment delays implementation 
of other important reforms that you all 
have dealt with. 

For example, one question I was 
asked about at a townhall meeting just 
this past weekend in Tillamook, OR, 
where I was, is people were concerned 
about what would we do to protect our 
Nation when there was an emergency. 
You all, in your good work, have, in ef- 
fect, said you would strengthen the 
language to make sure that when there 
was an emergency—government offi- 
cials already can issue an emergency 
authorization to get the business 
records and you would then seek court 
approval, and you all strengthen that. 

All of you on the Judiciary Com- 
mittee said: We are going to provide 
another measure of security for the 
American people; in other words, we 
are going to protect their liberty and 
we are going to strengthen their secu- 
rity. It looks to me like the combina- 
tion of the majority leader’s two 
amendments scaling back the reforms, 
the transparency reforms in the FISA 
Court, and delaying the strengthening 
of emergency authorities that can pro- 
tect the American people without jeop- 
ardizing their liberty would really roll 
back the kind of reforms the American 
people want. 

I would be interested in my col- 
league’s reaction to that. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I am happy for 
that very pertinent and important 
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question from my colleague from Or- 
egon. In fact, the majority leader’s 
amendments would not only scale back 
and roll back the protections for the 
American people in the event of exi- 
gent or urgent situations, they would 
also undermine the confidence and 
trust of the American people in this 
system to protect the homeland. 

Delaying these kinds of reforms un- 
dermines the goal of protecting our na- 
tional security as well as preserving 
our fundamental constitutional rights. 
Delay is an enemy here. Uncertainty is 
an adversary. We owe it to the Amer- 
ican people not only to restore their 
trust and confidence and sustain the 
faith of the American people in the in- 
telligence agencies but also to make it 
more transparent, where it can be 
made so without compromising secu- 
rity and increasing accountability. 

That is what the FISA Court reforms 
do. That is why the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence as well as the Attor- 
ney General, the Privacy and Civil Lib- 
erties Oversight Board, the President’s 
Review Group, at least two former 
FISA Court judges, civil rights advo- 
cates, and representatives of many of 
the most informed and able in our in- 
telligence community all support these 
reforms. 

The Director of National Intelligence 
and the Attorney General said in 2014, 
“The appointment of an amicus in se- 
lected cases as appropriate need not 
interfere with the important aspects of 
the FISA process, including the process 
of ex parte consultation between the 
court and the government.” 

Ex parte communication, in effect, 
secret conversation or consultation, 
can continue to go forward under this 
bill. The amendment would not alter 
that fact. The amendment simply 
makes the amicus less effective by de- 
priving that amicus of access to facts 
and law that are necessary to do its 
job. So, in my view, these amendments 
fundamentally undermine the purpose 
of reforms that a vast bipartisan ma- 
jority of this body has already ap- 
proved today. It is an increasingly 
large margin that has voted for these 
reforms, recognizing what I hear from 
Connecticut, what my colleagues hear 
in their States; that people want to be- 
lieve the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court is, in fact, operating as a 
court, hearing both sides, keeping se- 
crets but at the same time increasing 
public access to facts and laws that are 
important to them without compro- 
mising our national security. 

I hope my colleagues will vote to re- 
ject these amendments. As the Senator 
from Oregon has said, adopting them 
will simply serve to delay reforms that 
are necessary. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, there are 
always two sides of every picture, two 
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sides of every story. I have tremendous 
affection for Ranking Member LEAHY. 
We are friends. We look at this issue 
differently. I have deep respect for Sen- 
ator BLUMENTHAL, Senator WYDEN. 

The fact is I look at history a little 
bit differently and I look at the future 
a little bit differently because I think 
what the American people want to be- 
lieve is that America is doing every- 
thing possible to keep them safe. I 
think, at the end of the day, that is the 
single most important issue: Are we 
doing everything we can to keep Amer- 
ica safe? 

Now, Senator WYDEN opposes section 
215. He talked about changes. He is op- 
posed to section 215. He is a member of 
the committee. I know exactly where 
he stands, and I respect it. The fact is 
that 215 is a very effective program. My 
colleagues are right. It was not a pub- 
lic program until Eric Snowden, a trai- 
tor to the United States, published a 
lot of information about what the in- 
telligence community does. This was 
one small piece. Eric Snowden put the 
lives of Americans and foreigners at 
risk in what he released. 

You cannot put the genie back in the 
bottle, but you also cannot hide from 
the fact that this program enabled us 
to thwart terrorist attacks here and 
abroad. I quoted the four of them yes- 
terday. This program itself was what 
we were able to use post the Boston 
Marathon bombing to figure out 
whether the Tsarnaev brothers had an 
international connection that directed 
that horrific event at that marathon. 

Yes, the FISA Court operates in se- 
cret. Why? It is the same reason the 
Senate sometimes clears the Galleries, 
shuts the doors, cuts off the TV, and as 
an institution only cleared people 
here—classified and top secret informa- 
tion—can make decisions. Therein de- 
scribes the FISA Court. They always 
deal with classified and top secret doc- 
uments. They are called on a minute’s 
notice. No other court in the world re- 
sponds like that. There is a FISA judge 
on the bench 24/7, 365 days a year. It ro- 
tates. These are the best of the best of 
the judicial system around the coun- 
try, picked by the Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court. 

Could it be open? Sure. But we would 
then expose either classified and top 
secret documents or we could not use 
the documents to make the case to the 
FISA Court that we have a suspected 
individual of terrorism and we need the 
authority to see who that person is. 
Well, we have heard a lot about the 
FISA Court. A lot of it is true. 

The people who serve on the bench 
are heroes because they take the 
toughest cases America is presented 
with, and they rule on them in the 
most judicial way they possibly can, 
demanding, over 25 percent of the time, 
that an application be resubmitted 
after changes because they did not 
think it had met the threshold. 
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Much has been focused on the 
changes to the amicus language or the 
“friend of the court.” This is not a nor- 
mal court. When the choice is to go to 
the FISA Court, it is because we are 
concerned. We are concerned about an 
imminent threat. 

Let me explain, once again, for my 
colleagues and for the American people 
what the section 215 program is. It isa 
program where at the NSA we collect 
raw telephone numbers from telephone 
companies—numbers, not names. 

We have a number that does not have 
a person’s name with it. They are 
deidentified. We collect a number, the 
date the call was made, and the dura- 
tion of the call. For us to trigger any 
search or we call it query of that data- 
base, we have to have a foreign tele- 
phone number that we know is a tele- 
phone number used by a terrorist. 

Those are all the components of the 
section 215 program. That is it. We can 
have a database, but without a foreign 
terrorist telephone number, we cannot 
search the database. If we have a for- 
eign terrorist telephone number and no 
database, which is where we are mov- 
ing to—I concede this legislation is 
going to move, and we are going to 
transition over to hundreds of tele- 
phone companies. 

Now, rather than have a number of 
people controlled and supervised within 
the NSA to carry out these queries, we 
are going to have telephone company 
employees carry out a query with a 
known foreign terrorist’s telephone 
number against all of the numbers in 
their database. Again, hopefully, they 
will not tie a person’s name to it. We 
do not even get a person’s name at the 
NSA. 

The only people who should be wor- 
ried are Americans who have actually 
had a communication with a known 
terrorist abroad. Now, I think when the 
American people hear me talk about 
this, up to this point they are saying: 
That is a good thing. We want to know 
if somebody here has talked to a ter- 
rorist because we want to be Kept safe. 

Well, not only are we shifting the 
database out of the NSA over to the 
telephone companies, which means our 
response time is going to be delayed— 
let me remind everybody that whether 
we search the meta database at NSA or 
whether we search the database at the 
telephone company, we first have to go 
to the FISA Court and get a court 
order that says: You have the author- 
ity to do this based upon what you 
have presented the court. 

Now we have to go to the telephone 
companies, and in a timeframe that is 
conducive to them, they are going to 
search their database for a known ter- 
rorist’s cell phone number, and now we 
are relying on hundreds of companies 
to search their database in a timely 
fashion and get back to us because we 
are trying to be in front of a threat 
versus behind a threat. In front of a 
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threat, it is called intelligence; behind 
a threat, it is called an investigation. 

When we thwarted the New York City 
subway bombing, we were in front of 
the threat. That was intelligence. 
When we reacted to the Boston Mara- 
thon, that was an investigation led by 
the FBI, not the NSA. 

So when you inject this new require- 
ment for a friend of the court—and I 
would disagree with my colleagues. 
This is not a voluntary thing for the 
FISA Court. It is something that is 
available to the FISA Court today if 
they choose to have somebody come in 
to counsel them on something. This is 
mandatory. In the legislation, it says 
“shall.” The court shall set up a panel. 
The court shall choose a friend of the 
court. A friend of the court is not there 
to facilitate a timely processing of in- 
formation. 

Let me remind everybody that we are 
dealing with the safety of the Amer- 
ican people. They always stress this at 
the end of the conversation: We want 
the confidence and trust to be rebuilt 
that we are protecting our homeland. If 
you are moving a database, you are 
making it slower. Now you are setting 
up a mechanism inside to slow it down 
even more. 

What we are doing is shifting from 
intelligence gathering to investiga- 
tions. Nobody knows how long it is 
going to take from the time we present 
the FISA Court with a foreign terror- 
ist’s telephone number before we actu- 
ally complete a search process within 
this new database. 

I happen to be the one behind a 12- 
month transition versus a 6-month 
transition, and it was all stimulated off 
of exactly the same person whom Sen- 
ator BLUMENTHAL or Senator WYDEN 
quoted. They said the Director of the 
NSA said: We think we can do this in 6 
months. 

Well, I am telling you, if I am the 
general public in America and I am 
concerned about my safety and the 
people who are supposed to be pro- 
tecting me say “TI think I can do this in 
6 months’’—I would like somebody to 
say “I am absolutely 100 percent sure I 
can do it in 6 months.” But they think 
they can do it in 6 months. There is the 
reason for a year. There is the reason 
for a longer transition period. 

If privacy were really the concern— 
and everybody has come down and said: 
I want to protect the privacy of the 
American people. Let me point out a 
couple of things. 

No. 1, we didn’t collect anybody’s 
name in this program. It is hard to in- 
trude on somebody’s privacy when you 
didn’t collect their name. We collected 
the number, the date of the call, and 
the duration of the call. That is it. 
Anything else that turns into an inves- 
tigation is the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation going to a court and saying: 
We have to have more information be- 
cause we know the President of the 
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Senate is a potential threat to us. And 
then more information can be found 
out, such as his identity and anything 
else that might be part of the inves- 
tigation. But from the standpoint of 
the NSA, those are the only things we 
have—a telephone number, a date, and 
the duration of the call. 

If privacy is the concern, I don’t 
think we have breached it. As a matter 
of fact, since this program has been in 
existence, there has not been one case 
of a breach of anybody’s privacy—not 
one. 

If they were truly concerned about 
privacy, they would be on the floor 
today with a bill abolishing the CFPB, 
which is a government agency, a gov- 
ernment entity that collects every fi- 
nancial transaction of the American 
people by name, by date, by amount, 
by transaction. But they are not down 
here doing that. Why? Because they 
don’t like the fact that the FISA Court 
operates in secret. They don’t think 
there should be classified or top-secret 
documents. They believe everything 
should be transparent. 

Well, let me say to my colleagues, 
my friends, and to the American people 
that we have done more over the last 
month to destroy the capacity of this 
program because of the debate we have 
had. There is not a terrorist in the 
world now who doesn’t understand that 
using a cell phone or a land line is 
probably a pretty bad thing. It prob- 
ably puts a target on their backs. We 
have done a great job of chasing people 
to alternative methods of communica- 
tion, and I would suggest to you that is 
not making America any safer. If any- 
thing, maybe we should have had this 
debate in secret simply so we wouldn’t 
give them a roadmap as to what we do. 

Therein lies the reason that there are 
some things on which I think there is a 
determination made by the executive 
branch and by the legislative branch 
and I think in many cases at the dining 
room tables around America where 
Americans say: You know, you don’t 
need to share everything with me. I am 
tired of hearing things on the nightly 
news that I think shouldn’t be dis- 
cussed. 

This probably happens to be one of 
them because it doesn’t make us more 
safe, it makes us less safe. 

I will end the same way Senator 
BLUMENTHAL did. People want to be- 
lieve—question mark. I think people 
want to believe we are doing every- 
thing we possibly can to strengthen 
our national security, to eliminate the 
threat of terrorism here and abroad. 
My fear, quite frankly, is that this bill 
doesn’t accomplish that. 

Again, I have deep affection for those 
whose names are on the bill and for 
what they believe is the intent. But I 
think that at the end of the day the 
only responsible thing to do right now 
is to accept three amendments—one, a 
substitute, and two, a first-degree and 
a second-degree amendment. 
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Let me say briefly that the sub- 
stitute incorporates two changes. One 
change is that the telephone companies 
would be required to notify 6 months in 
advance of any change in their reten- 
tion program—in other words, how 
long they hold the data. I have received 
calls from both big telecom companies 
today, and they have both said: We 
have no problem with that. 

The second one would have the Direc- 
tor of National Intelligence certify at 
the end of the transition period that 
technologically we can make the tran- 
sition. I don’t find anybody who has 
really objected to that. 

Then there is an amendment that ex- 
tends the transition period from 6 
months to 12 months. There have been 
people who object to that. I would only 
tell you we have a difference of opin- 
ion. They are willing to trust the NSA 
on their ability to make the transition 
in 6 months. I think that is ironic be- 
cause the reason we are here having 
this debate is because they have made 
us believe we can’t trust NSA. Yet, 
they are willing to trust the NSA rel- 
ative to a transition time that is suffi- 
cient to accomplish the transition. 

Let’s err on the side of caution. Let’s 
do it at 12 months. If they can do it 
sooner, then let them petition us, Con- 
gress can pass it, and we will turn to it 
sooner. But let’s not get to 6 months 
and be challenged with not being ready 
to make that transition. 

The last one is a change to amicus 
language. Clearly, that is the biggest 
difference we have. I would say to my 
colleagues that you either vote for the 
amendment or you vote against it. If 
you vote for it, you will delay the time 
it will take for us to connect the dots 
between a foreign terrorist’s telephone 
number and a domestic telephone num- 
ber they might have talked to. If that 
doesn’t bother Members and it doesn’t 
bother the public, I am all for giving 
the American people what they want. 
But I think most American citizens sit 
at home and say: You know, the faster 
you do this, the safer I am. I have a re- 
sponsibility first and foremost to the 
protection of the American people. It is 
in our oath. 

I also share something with the Pre- 
siding Officer and my colleagues who 
are here—to protect the rights and lib- 
erties of the American people. And as 
the chairman of the Intelligence Com- 
mittee, I don’t think we have in any 
way infringed on that. 

I am now in year 21. I have come a 
lot closer to the line than I ever 
dreamed when I came to Congress in 
1995. But I also never envisioned an 
event as horrific as 9/11. I never envi- 
sioned an enemy as brutal as ISIL or 
Al Qaeda or the Houthis. I could go on 
and on. 

What has changed since 9/11? On 9/11, 
we had one terrorist organization that 
had America in its crosshairs. Today, 
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we have tens to twenties of organiza- 
tions that are offshoots of terrorist or- 
ganizations that would like to commit 
something right here in the United 
States. The threat hasn’t become less; 
it has become more. We are on the 
floor today talking about taking away 
some of the tools that have been effec- 
tive in helping us thwart attacks. It is 
the wrong debate to have, but we are 
here. 

I would only ask my colleagues to 
show some reason. Extend by 6 months 
the transition period. Make sure it 
doesn’t take longer to search these 
databases. Make sure we are ready for 
the telephone companies to carry out 
the searches because there is one cer- 
tainty on which I think I would find 
agreement from all of my colleagues 
here: The terrorists aren’t going away. 
America is still their target. No matter 
what we say on this floor, we are still 
in the crosshairs of their terrorist acts. 

Only by providing the intelligence 
community and the law enforcement 
community the tools to carry out their 
job can they actually fulfill their obli- 
gation of making sure America is safe 
well into the future. 

I yield the floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRUZ). The Senator from South Da- 
kota. 


Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I hope 
our colleagues in the Senate and the 
American people are listening to this 
discussion because there isn’t anything 
that is more important than defending 
our country. The debate we are having 
in the Senate today is really about the 
tools our intelligence community uses 
to prevent terrorist attacks. 

As we look at and discuss the legisla- 
tion in front of us, I think it is very 
important that we not forget we are 
living in dangerous times. This is the 
most dangerous time, literally, since 
9/11 in terms of the terrorist activity 
that is out there. As the Senator from 
North Carolina pointed out, we have a 
big bull’s-eye. The United States and 
people in this country, the things we 
believe in—the terrorists would love 
nothing more than to be able to take 
out and destroy, through some ter- 
rorist act, Americans and American in- 
terests. So I think it is very critical. 

The Senator from North Carolina did 
a great job. I know the Senator from 
Indiana is going to speak here on the 
subject in a few minutes. But I hope ev- 
eryone listens carefully because we are 
on the cusp of doing something that 
does weaken the very tools that have 
been used, the very capabilities that 
have been used to prevent those ter- 
rorist attacks. 

The ironic thing about it, as you 
frame this up, you look at the threats 
that are out there, the dangerous times 
in which we live, and the success of 
these programs and how effective they 
have been in the past at preventing a 
terrorist attack, and what is being 
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talked about are potential abuses, hy- 
pothetical examples of how these pro- 
grams could be abused, but they 
haven’t been. The fact is, they haven’t 
been. 

We have a long period of time now in 
which to examine the effectiveness of 
these tools relative to the arguments 
that are being made about their abuse. 
They just don’t exist. There isn’t a doc- 
umented case, in the time these tools 
have been in existence, of anybody’s 
privacy being breached. 

So it is very important that we look 
at these issues in light of what we are 
up against and what our No. 1 responsi- 
bility is; that is, defending Americans 
and Americans’ interests. And this dis- 
cussion is critical to that. 

THE ECONOMY 

Mr. President, I wish to speak on an- 
other subject this morning, and that 
has to do with the headline of the New 
York Times from Friday morning of 
last week, which I thought was pretty 
grim, and that is “U.S. Economy Con- 
tracted 0.7% in First Quarter.” Let me 
repeat that. Not only did our economy 
fail to grow in the first quarter of 2015, 
it actually shrank. 

That is pretty discouraging news for 
millions of Americans still struggling 
in the Obama economy, and the Obama 
administration didn’t offer them any 
consolation. Too often the administra- 
tion has met stories of economic woe 
with excuses: uncertainty in the 
eurozone, not enough foreign demand, 
the Japanese tsunami, too much snow, 
too many congressional Republicans, 
and of course the Obama administra- 
tion’s favorite excuse, the Bush admin- 
istration. 

This time, among other things, the 
administration is blaming the meas- 
urements themselves. The administra- 
tion claims the Bureau of Economic 
Analysis is not accurately measuring 
economic growth from quarter to quar- 
ter. Now, of course, the Department of 
Commerce should always be looking 
for ways to modernize our measure- 
ments and adjust for seasonal changes, 
but no arithmetical sleight of hand can 
disguise the fact that our underlying 
economy is so weak that isolated 
events can shut down economic growth 
altogether and actually push our econ- 
omy into the red. 

Economic growth has averaged an 
abysmal 2.2 percent under this admin- 
istration since the end of the recession. 
That is one of the weakest economic 
recoveries in the past 70 years. If the 
Obama recovery had met the average 
economic growth experienced in all 
post-World War II recoveries, our econ- 
omy would be $1.9 trillion larger than 
it is today. 

If you look at the President’s record, 
it is easy to see why our economy is 
still sputtering along: a failed $1 tril- 
lion stimulus, $1.6 trillion in new taxes, 
the President’s health care law, which 
raised premiums for families and in- 
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creased costs for small businesses, 2,222 
new regulations costing more than $653 
billion in new compliance costs, a Fed- 
eral debt that has doubled on the Presi- 
dent's watch, a financial reform bill 
that has overreached and is stifling 
community banks and lending across 
the country, and a runaway EPA that 
wants to increase electricity rates on 
families who are already struggling 
with stagnant wages and now—now— 
wants to regulate ditches and ponds in 
farm fields across the country. 

All of this has led some economists 
to wonder if 2 percent growth is the 
new normal. If it is, it is very bad news 
for American families who will face a 
future that is less prosperous with less 
economic opportunity and mobility. 

During the entire postwar period, 
from 1947 to 2013, our Nation averaged 
3.3 percent growth. At that pace, the 
standard of living in America almost 
doubles every 30 years. Incomes rise, fi- 
nancial security increases, and more 
people are able to afford homes, take 
vacations, and save for higher edu- 
cation. At the pace of growth we have 
seen since 2007, on the other hand, it 
will take closer to 99 years for the 
standard of living to double. 

Unfortunately, our recent weak eco- 
nomic growth shows every sign of con- 
tinuing. The Congressional Budget Of- 
fice projects our economy will grow at 
an average pace of 2.5 percent through 
2018 and just 2.2 percent from 2020 
through 2025. 

That is not good news for American 
families. For generations, individuals 
have clung to the promise America has 
always held out: If you work hard, you 
could build a better life for yourself 
and an even better one for your chil- 
dren. But after years of economic stag- 
nation, that promise is now in jeop- 
ardy. 

A survey released last September re- 
ported that nearly half of Americans 
over 18 believe their children will be 
worse off financially than they are. A 
similar percentage of Americans no 
longer believe if you work hard you 
will get ahead. 

Their disillusionment is not sur- 
prising. The weak economic growth we 
have experienced over the past several 
years has left families struggling to 
make ends meet. Americans are strug- 
gling to make health care costs and to 
make mortgage payments. They are no 
longer sure they can put their children 
through college and retire comfortably. 
Some have even lost their homes. 
Good-paying jobs are few and far be- 
tween. 

The U.S. Census Bureau reports that 
for the time since the government 
began tracking the number, more busi- 
nesses are closing each year than are 
being opened. Think about that. More 
businesses are closing. There are more 
business deaths than there are business 
births in this country today. 

Millions of Americans are unem- 
ployed, and millions more are being 
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forced to work part time because they 
can’t find full-time work. Forty per- 
cent of unemployed Americans have 
become so disillusioned with the lack 
of opportunity, they have given up en- 
tirely looking for work—40 percent. 
That is a staggering number. If the un- 
employment rate were changed to re- 
flect the number of unemployed who 
have given up looking for work, our 
current unemployment rate would be 
well over 9 percent. 

The good news is that things don’t 
have to stay that way. We can enact 
progrowth policies that will return our 
economy to a more prosperous path in 
the 21st century. According to former 
CBO Director Douglas Holtz-Eakin, the 
differences between 2.5 percent growth 
and 3.5 percent growth would have a 
major impact on the quality of life for 
low- and middle-income families. 

If our economy grows at a rate that 
is just 1 percentage point faster than 
what is projected, we will have 212 mil- 
lion more jobs and average incomes 
will be $9,000 higher. Average incomes 
would be $9,000 higher if we grow just 1 
percentage point faster than what is 
projected. For a lot of Americans, that 
is the difference between owning your 
home and renting one. It is the dif- 
ference between being able to send 
your kids to college or forcing them to 
go deeply into debt to pay for their 
education. It is the difference between 
a secure retirement and being forced to 
work well into old age. 

Additionally, the CBO estimates that 
for every additional one-tenth percent 
increase in economic growth, it reduces 
our deficits by $300 billion over the 
next 10 years. That means an addi- 
tional percentage point in economic 
growth will reduce our deficits by $3 
trillion over the next 10 years, and that 
in turn—reducing deficits—would fur- 
ther enhance economic growth. 

Senate Republicans have laid out a 
number of policies to help grow the 
economy and open up opportunities for 
low- and middle-income Americans. We 
proposed energy policies that will ex- 
pand domestic energy development 
which will help drive down energy 
prices. We are advancing trade policies 
that will help create more opportuni- 
ties for American workers here at 
home by increasing the market for U.S. 
goods and services abroad. We have 
proposed tax reform that will simplify 
our outdated Tax Code and make our 
businesses more competitive, which 
will open up new jobs and opportunities 
for American workers. We have laid 
out entitlement reforms that will keep 
our promises to our seniors while pro- 
tecting our economy by reducing our 
long-term deficits. We are pushing for 
regulatory reforms that will rein in the 


out-of-control government bureauc- 
racies that are stifling economic 
growth. 


Years and years of government over- 
spending, burdensome taxation, mas- 
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sive government programs—many of 
which don’t work—and excessive regu- 
lation have taken their toll on our 
economy, but we can still undo that 
damage. For generations, America has 
held out the promise of hope and oppor- 
tunity, and Republicans are committed 
to ensuring it does so again. We invite 
our colleagues to join us because we 
can have a better, brighter, and more 
prosperous future for future genera- 
tions of Americans by changing direc- 
tions, changing the policies, doing 
away with the regulations, the over- 
reaching government that has made it 
so difficult for so many Americans to 
get ahead. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, we are 
fortunately moving forward on this 
issue of extreme importance to the se- 
curity of the American people. These 
are necessary procedures we should 
take to do everything we can to ensure 
our safety, to publicly discuss and de- 
bate the issue of terrorist threat and 
the measures the people’s government 
is taking to defend our country and to 
defend each individual American from 
being a victim of terrorism. 

As Senator BURR, chairman of the In- 
telligence Committee, just related, the 
threat to our certain security and to 
our safety has never been stronger, 
never been more threatening, with the 
proliferation of terrorist organizations, 
the unfortunate proliferation of the 
inspiration that is being provided 
through social media to any number of 
American citizens—and those who may 
not be citizens but are residing in this 
country—to take up arms or to create 
a bomb or bring harm to Americans in 
the name of support for jihad, in the 
name of ISIS, in the name of Al Qaeda, 
in the name of support for the extreme 
fundamentalist activities of terrorists 
that are prevailing not only through 
the Middle East but affecting the world 
in various places. 

We know through intelligence gath- 
ering and through public statements, 
the United States has been put in the 
crosshairs. ‘‘Kill Americans, no matter 
how you do it, take it up. We will learn 
today, if we haven't learned already,” 
something that has just come across 
the wires of someone who was attempt- 
ing to do just that, and we just see 
more and more references to these 
types of attacks. 

Unfortunately, we are in a period of 
time when one of the methods we had 
to try to detect these threats is no 
longer in operation. It is not in oper- 
ation because the authorization for 
going forward with this program, de- 
scribed as section 215 of the PATRIOT 
Act—the collection of raw telephone 
numbers, not anybody’s name but raw 
telephone numbers—that we could use 
as a base to determine whether, from a 
foreign source, a known terrorist or 
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someone connected to a terrorist orga- 
nization is talking to somebody in the 
United States. That is the program. 
Unfortunately, that program is dark. It 
is shut down. It shut down at midnight 
Sunday. 

The program was shut down because 
we could not achieve support for even a 
minimum extension of time for which 
to better understand the program, to 
better debate and discuss the program, 
to make adjustments necessary to en- 
sure that Americans’ privacy was not 
being breached. Several requests were 
made and, unfortunately, one Member, 
exercised his right to say no to a unan- 
imous consent request, and we were in 
a position where we had to ask for con- 
sent driven by our procedural process 
we have to go through to achieve a 
vote. But, that vote was rejected time 
after time after time. So on the basis 
of one Member’s objection, we have 
what I believe, what many believe, and 
what those who better understand this 
now that we have been able to disclose 
what it is believe is a necessary tool 
that ought to be in place. 

This program ought to be in place for 
the very purpose of doing everything 
we can to prevent another 9/11, to pre- 
vent something much worse than 9/11, 
which would involve a 9/11 type of ac- 
tion coupled and married with a weap- 
on of mass destruction. Where an at- 
tack in New York would not result in 
3,000 in casualties—it would potentially 
result in 3 million casualties or even 
more or something concocted by a 
small group of people who would shoot 
up a shopping mall or rush into an ele- 
mentary school or just simply take 
down someone on the subway system 
or an individual attack by someone 
with a knife or an ax or a gun. 

One of the essential programs we 
have had that has been successful has 
been under attack in terms of breach- 
ing the privacy of American citizens. I 
think it has been made clear in the last 
few days that there has been no abuse 
of this program and that no one’s pri- 
vacy has been breached. The only alle- 
gation that holds true is that it has the 
potential to breach someone’s privacy. 
Over the years, there has never been 
documented abuse. No one’s privacy 
has been breached. To shut down a pro- 
gram with that kind of record on the 
basis that something could happen, 
that government could use this, I know 
resonates with a number of people in 
the United States. I really don’t blame 
them. 

This current administration’s poli- 
cies have created great distrust among 
the American people as to their leader- 
ship, as to their operations, as to their 
policies. 

When we look at what has taken 
place with the IRS, definitely breach- 
ing people’s privacy for political pur- 
poses, when we look at Benghazi and 
the coverup that has taken place in 
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Benghazi, with the administration re- 
fusing to stand up and take responsi- 
bility for not responding adequately 
and changing the narrative and rewrit- 
ing the intelligence. And when we look 
at Fast and Furious and the agency re- 
sponsible there. I fully understand not 
just the frustration but the anger that 
American people have and the distrust 
they have. 

One of the most difficult issues those 
of us in the Intelligence Committee 
have had to deal with is that when 
there are descriptions of policies that 
are implemented in terms of providing 
for an intelligence gathering and nec- 
essary response to prevent terrorist at- 
tacks, that information is classified. 
So when we see the program being mis- 
represented and described as something 
that it isn’t, we don’t have the ability 
to respond. We can’t go to the press 
without breaching our oath to secrecy. 
We do not and cannot release classified 
material. 

So while we now are in a position of 
having to unclassify this material, we 
have to understand that everything we 
say is not only listened to by the 
American people in an attempt to en- 
sure their privacy is not being 
breached—and that this is an essential 
tool to help prevent terrorist attacks. 
Terrorist groups know everything that 
is being said and done, and they will 
make behavioral changes. They will 
make changes in terms of how they 
communicate. 

So the program is being compromised 
by the very fact that we have had to 
come on the floor and publicly address 
it and release information as to what it 
is to help assure the American people 
that, in fact, what has been said about 
the program is simply false. 

I have been on the floor several times 
raising that issue, using the quotes of 
what has been said by Members on this 
floor—particularly one Member. That 
is blatantly false. It is a blatant mis- 
representation of what the program is. 
Now, I am not questioning their mo- 
tive. Iam not questioning the individ- 
ual’s decision in terms of whether he is 
for or against or wants to support or 
not support. All I want to do is clarify 
so that the public has the facts and 
they can make their own determina- 
tion. We make a valid case that pri- 
vacy is not breached. If someone comes 
to the conclusion that they don’t trust 
what we say, don’t believe what we say 
or don’t agree with what we say, that 
is their decision. All I want is for them 
to have the facts in front of them so 
that when they make that decision, it 
is based on fact and not based on what 
has been misrepresented. 

That is why I took the actual words 
stated on this floor relative to the pro- 
gram—which I believe misrepresented 
the program—and challenged them. I 
challenged them with the factual infor- 
mation. I am not going to repeat them. 
That is a matter of record. 
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We now are at the point, however— 
because we were not able to achieve 
any support for any kind of extension 
to either clarify what the bill does and 
doesn’t do or to clarify with the House 
of Representatives how we best can co- 
ordinate this process and come up with 
a good solution to the issue—where, 
procedurally, we only have two op- 
tions. 

One option is essentially to do noth- 
ing. The program does not secure the 
votes to be reauthorized, and that pro- 
gram is taken off the books and is no 
longer there. In my opinion and in the 
opinion of many, that makes us more 
vulnerable. That gives us less access to 
be able to stop a terrorist attack. 

The second option is to support an ef- 
fort that was passed by the House of 
Representatives, the USA FREEDOM 
Act, which I wish I could say addressed 
the issue and doesn’t compromise the 
program. But it severely goes against 
what this program attempts to do. It 
compromises the program to the point 
where I am not even sure the program 
can exist under the provisions that 
have been enacted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Three very experienced and trust- 
worthy individuals who don’t have to 
salute the Commander in Chief and can 
give their own unbiased opinions on 
this came before our Intelligence Com- 
mittee and basically said that with the 
structure of the USA FREEDOM Act, 
you might as well not have the pro- 
gram in it because it will take down 
the program. There are a couple of 
major issues here that these amend- 
ments try to address but don’t tech- 
nically address. I am going to be sup- 
porting those amendments. I think 
they make a bad piece of legislation a 
little bit better. But I have real ques- 
tions as to whether it addresses the 
problems that really render the pro- 
gram inoperable. 

The first is retention. There is no 
mandatory retention among telephone 
companies that they keep the informa- 
tion—the phone numbers—that we need 
in order to create a haystack of num- 
bers from which we can identify con- 
nections between foreign terrorist or- 
ganizations and operatives inside the 
United States. That is not done by 
somebody looking at anybody’s 
records. Before the NSA can even use a 
phone number, it needs to have outside 
approval—legal approval—to query 
that. 

If the telephone companies don’t re- 
tain those numbers, we can’t go out 
and match them up. And there is no 
mandatory retention of those numbers. 
It is simply an amendment now that 
would basically say they would have to 
give us notice that they don’t retain 
them. But there is no mandatory reten- 
tion. 

I can just see a lot of companies say- 
ing—and I have heard from a lot of 
companies: We don’t want to be respon- 
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sible for trying to build in the protec- 
tions and hire the people who have the 
background checks and the security 
clearances to put a regulatory process 
in place to make sure our people don’t 
abuse this or use it for the wrong pur- 
pose. 

So here we have a program that is ac- 
cessible only by a very limited number 
of people at the National Security 
Agency, overseen by layers and layers 
of lawyers and legal experts and others 
to make sure it is not abused in any 
way. They have been successful be- 
cause there has not been one case of an 
abusiveness process against anybody’s 
personal liberties. There are six layers 
of oversight that are in place before 
they can even take it to the court and 
say: We think we have a problem here. 
We think there is a suspicion—a rea- 
sonable suspicion—that a phone num- 
ber may be associated with a terrorist 
organization. 

Then the court looks at that and 
says: We think you have something 
here. But let’s check it further before 
we give you the authority to turn this 
over to the FBI so they can then look 
into this in greater detail to determine 
whether this is a live terrorist act. 

As Senator BURR said, it works on 
the negative side, also, and there are 
some examples of live situations—as in 
the Boston bombing and so forth—that 
proved the negative. It proved there 
wasn’t a conspiracy. It proved that just 
two people were involved in this. There 
were no connections. So they didn’t 
have to waste a lot of time trying to 
query and pull up a bunch of informa- 
tion about whom they had talked to, 
and the police were then allowed to 
focus their efforts on Boston and what 
then took place in Boston and not 
throw the alarm out to New York 
City—the allegation was that they 
were on the way to New York City— 
and shut down New York City, causing 
panic and causing scare and alerting 
police and so forth. They were able to 
prove the negative of that. So it works 
both ways. But without that retention, 
we are not going to be able to accom- 
plish that. 

So I don’t understand how the USA 
FREEDOM Act is a better way of pro- 
tecting privacy and a better way of 
dealing with the fact that time is of 
the essence here. Instead of querying 
one area, we now have to go to mul- 
tiple telephone companies, and there 
are 1,400 in the country. Let’s say there 
are 100 major companies or let’s say 
there are 10 major companies. We have 
to go to all 10 or to all 100 or more in 
order to find out whether in their data- 
base that telephone number exists. 
Time is of the essence here. If you are 
detecting a terrorist attempt and you 
build in all kinds of steps you have to 
take in order to get to the point where 
you think you really have something 
here, the act could have already been 
undertaken. 


June 2, 2015 


So those two issues, I think, are 
major problems with the FREEDOM 
Act. 

The third is simply to think that the 
layers of protection and judicial over- 
sight, executive oversight, and congres- 
sional oversight that take place to 
make sure we don’t abuse the program 
through NSA—every telephone com- 
pany has to insert that same level of 
oversight, and they simply won’t be 
able to do it. It will take months. It 
takes months to get background 
checks and security clearances. Many 
telephone companies don’t have the ca- 
pacity to do that. They do not have the 
financial ability to do that. The irony 
is that individuals’ privacy is more at 
risk by the telephone companies hold- 
ing the numbers than the NSA holding 
the numbers, but, of course, we have 
not been able to convince the American 
people of that partly because the pro- 
gram has been so distortedly reported. 
But this as the saving grace to protect 
everybody’s privacy by turning it over 
to the phone companies instead of 
turning it over to NSA just doesn’t add 
up. 

It is going to be very difficult for me 
and I think for many of my colleagues 
to think—while many of us are going 
to support these very limited amend- 
ments, which we don’t even know the 
House will accept, it does not resolve 
the issue and does not solve the prob- 
lem that we are dealing with here and, 
in effect, could render the program in- 
operable. 

I think when Members are making 
decisions about which option to choose, 
it is a devil’s choice. Is something bet- 
ter than nothing or is something really 
nothing and you end up with nothing 
and nothing? None of us wants our 
country to be put into that position, 
but that is where we are. If we are not 
able to secure passage of these amend- 
ments to improve this and the House 
rejects it—or we reject it or the House 
rejects it, then the program will stay 
inoperable. 

I think the American people will 
then be picking up their phones and 
writing and emailing us and urging us 
to rethink this program through now 
that they know more about it, now 
that they know that much of what has 
been said irresponsibly by Members of 
this body and others is not true. Once 
they learn more about it, I think they 
will be calling on us to take a new 
look, and they will take a new look. 

The arguments simply do not hold up 
because they are not factual. Now that 
we have been able to release some of 
this classified information and now 
that people have the ability to under- 
stand, if they so choose—to take an- 
other look at this and the proof we 
have provided relative to the success of 
the program and relative to the need 
for the program. 

That is what is before us. There has 
been a constitutional argument here 
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regarding the Fourth Amendment, and 
it is important to note: “The right of 
the people to be secure in the persons, 
houses, papers, and effects against un- 
reasonable searches.” Unreasonable. I 
think we have proven this is not an un- 
reasonable search. It does not identify 
anybody’s name. Only after a court ap- 
proves and gives the NSA the authority 
to go forward, similar to seeking the 
authority of a judge for other sus- 
pected criminal activity taking place 
in every jurisdiction across America, 
every town, every police department 
going to court. We tune in to “Law & 
Order” and “CSI” and all these pro- 
grams and we see exactly how this 
works. You cannot go barging into a 
house without a warrant. You cannot 
collect information without a warrant. 

The case being made that there is a 
violation here of the Fourth Amend- 
ment simply has not held up with legal 
authorities. Secondly—this is inter- 
esting. This was just pointed out to 
me. I am not a constitutional scholar. 
I took constitutional law in law school 
and probably have forgotten half of it. 
But I do carry it around. I do look at 
it, but I am not a scholar. But I think 
it is pretty clear and pretty interesting 
that article I, section 5, talking about 
the legislature, says: 

Each House shall keep a Journal of its Pro- 
ceedings, and from time to time publish the 
same— 

It is on our desks here. Every day, 
our CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, these are 
our proceedings— 
excepting such Parts as may in their Judg- 
ment require secrecy. 

That is why we have an Intelligence 
Committee. There are some things that 
require secrecy. Unfortunately, we 
have had to unclassify information to 
try to let the public know that what 
they have been told by their govern- 
ment, elected members of their govern- 
ment, is breaching their privacy, which 
is not true. We have a constitutional 
right as a body to make a decision and 
a judgment requiring secrecy. On this 
program, we require secrecy because 
once our adversaries know what we are 
doing, they are going to change what 
they are doing and it will not be worth- 
while anymore. 

Also, relative to the statements 
made by the Senator from Connecticut, 
who opposes the amendment on the 
amicus issue, it is my understanding 
that the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, Director Duff, 
sent a letter to the House asking for 
their concerns about the amicus issue 
effect on the court be placed in the bill. 
That was turned down by the House, 
unfortunately. 

The letter says, ‘‘We respectfully re- 
quest that, if possible, this letter be in- 
cluded with your Committee’s report 
to the House on the bill.” 

It was sent to the chairman of the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence, United States House of Rep- 
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resentatives. It is in regard to H.R. 
2048, the USA FREEDOM Act. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the letter I am referencing be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURTS 
Washington, DC, May 4, 2015. 

Hon. DEVIN NUNES, 

Chairman, Permanent Select Committee on In- 
telligence, House of Representatives, Wash- 
ington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write regarding H.R. 
2048, the “USA Freedom Act,” which was re- 
cently ordered reported by the Judiciary 
Committee, to provide perspectives on the 
legislation, particularly an assessment that 
the pending version of the bill could impede 
the effective operation of the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Courts. 

In letters to the Committee on January 18, 
2014 and May 13, 2014, we commented on var- 
ious proposed changes to the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Act (FISA). Our com- 
ments focused on the operational impact of 
certain proposed changes on the Judicial 
Branch, particularly the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Court (‘‘FISC’’) and the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court of 
Review (collectively “FISA Courts’’), but did 
not express views on core policy choices that 
the political branches are considering re- 
garding intelligence collection. In keeping 
with that approach, we offer views on as- 
pects of H.R. 2048 that bear directly on the 
work of the FISA Courts and how that work 
is presented to the public. We sincerely ap- 
preciate the ongoing efforts of the bipartisan 
leadership of all the congressional commit- 
tees of jurisdiction to listen to and attempt 
to accommodate our perspectives and con- 
cerns. 

We respectfully request that, if possible, 
this letter be included with your Commit- 
tee’s report to the House on the bill. 

SUMMARY OF CONCERNS 


We have three main concerns. First, H.R. 
2048 proposes a “panel of experts” for the 
FISA Courts which could, in our assessment, 
impair the courts' ability to protect civil lib- 
erties by impeding their receipt of complete 
and accurate information from the govern- 
ment (in contrast to the helpful amicus cu- 
riae approach contained in the FISA Im- 
provements Act of 2013 (“FIA”), which was 
approved in similar form by the House in 
2014). Second, we continue to have concerns 
with the prospect of public “summaries” of 
FISA Courts’ opinions when the opinions 
themselves are not released to the public. 
Third, we have a few other specific technical 
concerns with H.R. 2048 as drafted. 

NATURE OF THE FISA COURTS 


With the advent of a new Congress and 
newly proposed legislation, it seems helpful 
to restate briefly some key attributes of the 
work of the FISA Courts. 

The vast majority of the work of the FISC 
involves individual applications in which ex- 
perienced judges apply well-established law 
to a set of facts presented by the govern- 
ment—a process not dissimilar to the ex 
parte consideration of ordinary criminal 
search warrant applications. Review of en- 
tire programs of collection and applications 
involving bulk collection are a relatively 
small part of the docket, and applications in- 
volving novel legal questions, though obvi- 
ously important, are rare. 
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In all matters, the FISA Courts currently 
depend on—and will always depend on— 
prompt and complete candor from the gov- 
ernment in providing the courts with all rel- 
evant information because the government is 
typically the only source of such informa- 
tion. 

A “read copy” practice—similar to the 
practices employed in some federal district 
courts for Title III wiretap applications— 
wherein the government provides the FISC 
with an advance draft of each planned appli- 
cation, is the major avenue for court modi- 
fication of government-sought surveillance. 
About a quarter of “read copies” are modi- 
fied or withdrawn at the instigation of the 
FISC before the government presents a final 
application—in contrast to the over- 
whelming majority of formal applications 
that are approved by the Court because 
modifications at the “read copy” stage have 
addressed the Court’s concerns in cases 
where final applications are submitted. 

The FISC typically operates in an environ- 
ment where, for national security reasons 
and because of statutory requirements, time 
is of the essence, and collateral litigation, 
including for discovery, would generally be 
completely impractical. 

At times, the FISA Courts are presented 
with challenging issues regarding how exist- 
ing law applies to novel technologies. In 
these instances, the FISA Courts could ben- 
efit from a conveniently available expla- 
nation or evaluation of the technology from 
an informed non-government source. Con- 
gress could assist in this regard by clarifying 
the law to provide mechanisms for this to 
occur easily (e.g., by providing for pre- 
cleared experts with whom the Court can 
share and receive information to the extent 
it deems necessary). 

THE “PANEL OF EXPERTS” APPROACH OF H.R. 

2048 COULD IMPEDE THE FISA COURTS’ WORK 


H.R. 2048 provides for what proponents 
have referred to as a “panel of experts” and 
what in the bill is referred to as a group of 
at least five individuals who may serve as an 
“amicus curiae” in a particular matter. 
However, unlike a true amicus curiae, the 
FISA Courts would be required to appoint 
such an individual to participate in any case 
involving a “novel or significant interpreta- 
tion of law” (emphasis added)—unless the 
court “issues a finding” that appointment is 
not appropriate. Once appointed, such amici 
are required to present to the court, “as ap- 
propriate,” legal arguments in favor of pri- 
vacy, information about technology, or other 
“relevant”? information. Designated amici 
are required to have access to “all relevant” 
legal precedent, as well as certain other ma- 
terials “the court determines are relevant.” 

Our assessment is that this “panel of ex- 
perts” approach could impede the FISA 
Courts’ role in protecting the civil liberties 
of Americans. We recognize this may not be 
the intent of the drafters, but nonetheless 
it is our concern. As we have indicated, the 
full cooperation of rank and file government 
personnel in promptly conveying to the 
FISA Courts complete and candid factual in- 
formation is critical. A perception on their 
part that the FISA process involves a ‘‘panel 
of experts” officially charged with opposing 
the government’s efforts could risk deterring 
the necessary and critical cooperation and 
candor. Specifically, our concern is that im- 
posing the mandatory ‘‘duties’’—contained 
in subparagraph (i)(4) of proposed section 401 
(in combination with a quasi-mandatory ap- 
pointment process)—could create such a per- 
ception within the government that a stand- 
ing body exists to oppose intelligence activi- 
ties. 
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Simply put, delays and difficulties in re- 
ceiving full and accurate information from 
Executive Branch agencies (including, but 
not limited to, cases involving non-compli- 
ance) present greater challenges to the FISA 
Courts’ role in protecting civil liberties than 
does the lack of a non-governmental perspec- 
tive on novel legal issues or technological 
developments. To be sure, we would welcome 
a means of facilitating the FISA Courts’ ob- 
taining assistance from non-governmental 
experts in unusual cases, but it is critically 
important that the means chosen to achieve 
that end do not impair the timely receipt of 
complete and accurate information from the 
government. 

It is on this point especially that we be- 
lieve the “panel of experts” system in H.R. 
2048 may prove counterproductive. The infor- 
mation that the FISA Courts need to exam- 
ine probable cause, evaluate minimization 
and targeting procedures, and determine and 
enforce compliance with court authoriza- 
tions and orders is exclusively in the hands 
of the government—specifically, in the first 
instance, intelligence agency personnel. If 
disclosure of sensitive or adverse informa- 
tion to the FISA Courts came to be seen as 
a prelude to disclosure to a third party 
whose mission is to oppose or curtail the 
agency’s work, then the prompt receipt of 
complete and accurate information from the 
government would likely be impaired—ulti- 
mately to the detriment of the national se- 
curity interest in expeditious action and the 
effective protection of privacy and civil lib- 
erties. 

In contrast, a “true” amicus curiae ap- 
proach, as adopted, for example, in the FIA, 
facilitates appointment of experts outside 
the government to serve as amici curiae and 
render any form of assistance needed by the 
court, without any implication that such ex- 
perts are expected to oppose the intelligence 
activities proposed by the government. For 
that reason, we do not believe the FIA ap- 
proach poses any similar risk to the courts’ 
obtaining relevant information. 

“SUMMARIES”” OF UNRELEASED FISA COURT 

OPINIONS COULD MISLEAD THE PUBLIC 

In our May 13, 2014, letter to the Com- 
mittee on H.R. 3361, we shared the nature of 
our concerns regarding the creation of public 
“summaries” of court opinions that are not 
themselves released. The provisions in H.R. 
2048 are similar and so are our concerns. To 
be clear, the FISA Courts have never ob- 
jected to their opinions—whether in full or 
in redacted form—being released to the pub- 
lic to the maximum extent permitted by the 
Executive's assessment of national security 
concerns. Likewise, the FISA Courts have al- 
ways facilitated the provision of their full 
opinions to Congress. See, e.g., FISC Rule of 
Procedure 62(c). Thus, we have no objection 
to the provisions in H.R. 2048 that call for 
maximum public release of court opinions. 
However, a formal practice of creating sum- 
maries of court opinions without the under- 
lying opinion being available is unprece- 
dented in American legal administration. 
Summaries of court opinions can be inad- 
vertently incorrect or misleading, and may 
omit key considerations that can prove crit- 
ical for those seeking to understand the im- 
port of the court's full opinion. This is par- 
ticularly likely to be a problem in the fact- 
focused area of FISA practice, under cir- 
cumstances where the government has al- 
ready decided that it cannot release the un- 
derlying opinion even in redacted form, pre- 
sumably because the opinion’s legal analysis 
is inextricably intertwined with classified 
facts. 
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ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL COMMENTS ON H.R. 2048 

The Judiciary, like the public, did not par- 
ticipate in the discussions between the Ad- 
ministration and congressional leaders that 
led to H.R. 2048 (publicly released on April 
28, 2015 and reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee without changes on April 30). In the 
few days we have had to review the bill, we 
have noted a few technical concerns that we 
hope can be addressed prior to finalization of 
the legislation, should Congress choose to 
enact it. These concerns (all in the amicus 
curiae subsection) include: 

Proposed subparagraph (9) appears inad- 
vertently to omit the ability of the FISA 
Courts to train and administer amici be- 
tween the time they are designated and the 
time they are appointed. 

Proposed subparagraph (6) does not make 
any provision for a “true amicus” appointed 
under subparagraph (2)(B) to receive nec- 
essary information. 

We are concerned that a lack of parallel 
construction in proposed clause (6)(A)(i) (ap- 
parently differentiating between access to 
legal precedent as opposed to access to other 
materials) could lead to confusion in its ap- 
plication. 

We recommend adding additional language 
to clarify that the exercise of the duties 
under proposed subparagraph (4) would occur 
in the context of Court rules (for example, 
deadlines and service requirements). 

We believe that slightly greater clarity 
could be provided regarding the nature of the 
obligations referred to in proposed subpara- 
graph (10). 

These concerns would generally be avoided 
or addressed by substituting the FIA ap- 
proach. Furthermore, it bears emphasis that, 
even if H.R. 2048 were amended to address all 
of these technical points, our more funda- 
mental concerns about the ‘‘panel of ex- 
perts” approach would not be fully assuaged. 
Nonetheless, our staff stands ready to work 
with your staff to provide suggested textual 
changes to address each of these concerns. 

Finally, although we have no particular 
objection to the requirement in this legisla- 
tion of a report by the Director of the AO, 
Congress should be aware that the AO’s role 
would be to receive information from the 
FISA Courts and then simply transmit the 
report as directed by law. 

For the sake of brevity, we are not restat- 
ing here all the comments in our previous 
correspondence to Congress on proposed leg- 
islation similar to H.R. 2048. However, the 
issues raised in those letters continue to be 
of importance to us. 

We hope these comments are helpful to the 
House of Representatives in its consideration 
of this legislation. If we may be of further 
assistance in this or any other matter, 
please contact me or our Office of Legisla- 
tive Affairs at 202-502-1700. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES C. DUFF, 
Director. 

Mr. COATS. There is a lot more that 
could be said. We will shortly be voting 
on the amendments here. I probably 
said more than I should. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Will the Senator from 
Indiana yield? 

Mr. COATS. I will be happy to yield. 

This is one of the most important 
issues I have had to deal with during 
my times of service on behalf of our 
State and our country. I think getting 
the facts out has been necessary. It is 
a momentous decision that has mo- 
mentous consequences. I hope each of 
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us will take very seriously all that has 
been said and weigh that in their own 
judgment and hopefully make the right 
decisions for the future of this country. 

I will be happy to yield to my col- 
league. 

Mr. ISAKSON. I know we are about 
to adjourn for lunch, but I have to 
come to the floor and pay the Senator 
a great compliment. For the last 6 
days, the Senator has tried to illu- 
minate some misperceptions and, quite 
frankly, half-truths that have been 
talked about in terms of the NSA pro- 
gram. You have provided great infor- 
mation to the Senate and to the people 
of the United States of America, and I 
think it is ironic—and I do not believe 
the Senator from Indiana knows this— 
but today in the Finance Committee at 
10:30 we had a hearing before the IRS 
Commissioner, Mr. Koskinen, who was 
trying to explain what the IRS was 
doing with the 104,000 identities that 
were stolen from the IRS, which in- 
cluded the Social Security numbers, 
church contributions, home residences, 
rent payments, debts, obligations, the 
entire amount of information of 104,000 
American citizens. Nobody is talking 
about giving the IRS to the phone com- 
panies. Nobody is talking about the 
amount of information the IRS has and 
whether the government abuses or uses 
it. And here we are worried about 41 in- 
dividuals who have the ability to know 
2 telephone numbers, the origination of 
a call and the duration of that call, 
without its association to a name, un- 
less a judge says it is OK. 

I think there has been a lot of mis- 
direction this week. The American peo- 
ple are starting to listen. I think the 
Senator from Indiana has done a great 
job of illuminating the truth behind 
this issue. We have a great country. 
You do not find anybody trying to 
break out of the United States of 
America. They are all trying to break 
in. They are because we are safe and se- 
cure. I commend the Senator for fight- 
ing for the safety, the security, and the 
rights of the American people. 

I yield back. 

Mr. COATS. I thank the Senator for 
those words. I think this is a fight for 
all of us. How I wish we had been put- 
ting our time and our passion into 
what the Senator from Georgia just 
mentioned—a clear breach of people’s 
privacy on the record and a clear de- 
fense effort by this administration to 
not have us go forward and examine 
this. If we had been putting half of the 
passion into that, we would really be 
servicing the American people and the 
breaches of their privacy that are just 
apparent. 

Here we have a program that has 
never had a case of a breach of privacy, 
that has more oversight than any other 
program in the entire U.S. Govern- 
ment, that involves all three branches 
of our government—the judicial, the 
legislative, and the executive—all with 
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the intent of having something in place 
that can stop Americans from being 
killed by terrorists, and we have to 
spend weeks arguing just to correct the 
record, when so clearly in front of us 
are abuses by this administration that 
we are not putting attention to—the 
irony of that and the irony of the fact 
that every day we have more informa- 
tion about the scope of these potential 
terrorist attacks against Americans. 
Here we are releasing five known ter- 
rorist leaders from Guantanamo to a 
country. We are combing the world to 
see if somebody will take them because 
we do not want to retain them here, 
and we know they are going to go back. 
They are not going back to be baristas 
at Starbucks. They are not going back 
to do lawn work back home or start a 
microbusiness. They are going back to 
join the enemy attack against us. They 
are going back to the Taliban. They 
are going back to Al Qaeda. They are 
going back to do what they were ar- 
rested for in the first place. 

How ironic and how uncertain our 
situation here is relative to our secu- 
rity, and we are arguing over a tool 
that can help protect us instead of fo- 
cusing on the real threat. 

Anyway, I got worked up during the 
6 days a number of times. I appreciate 
the opportunity to, once again, try to 
clarify where we are. Hopefully, the 
American people are listening. 

We have a momentous decision to 
make coming up here very shortly. I 
hope each of us will use not polls and 
not what the public perception is, I 
hope each of us will use the judgment 
that we have had and the access to in- 
formation that we have had to make a 
decision on the basis of what is best for 
the American people, not about what is 
best politically, not what gets us past 
the next election, not what is pleasing 
to people who want to hear things back 
at home, not on any other basis than 
what is necessary to do everything we 
can to keep us safe from known ter- 
rorist attacks that are multiplying 
faster than we can keep up with across 
the world, and Americans are in the 
crosshairs. Our decision should be 
based on that and that alone. 

I yield the floor. 


EEE 
RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:59 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem- 
bled when called to order by the Pre- 
siding Officer (Mr. PORTMAN). 

EE 
USA FREEDOM ACT OF 2015— 
Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I would 
like to inquire as to the order. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is considering H.R. 2048 
postcloture. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
that I be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is recognized. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I know 
we have all had a chance to talk about 
this and the seriousness of what is now 
before us at this time. I look at the se- 
riousness of this, and I listened to a lot 
of people standing on the floor and say- 
ing things that sound popular to people 
back home, and I have heard from some 
of the people in my State of Oklahoma, 
saying: They talk about the privacy 
problems and all these things that 
might be existing. Then I always think 
about my 20 kids and grandkids and 
think that they are the ones who are at 
stake. 

This world we have right now is a 
much more dangerous world than it 
has ever been before. I look wistfully 
back at the good old days of the Cold 
War when we had a couple superpowers. 
We knew what they had—mutual as- 
sured destruction. It really meant 
something at that time. Now we have 
crazy people with capabilities, people 
in countries who have the ability to 
use weapons of mass destruction. 

So right after 9/11 we formed the 
NSA. We have been talking about that 
down here. It is not perfect, but I think 
it is important at this last moment to 
point out the fact that a lot of lies 
have been told down here. I heard one 
person—I think two or three different 
ones talking about and making the 
statement that since the NSA proce- 
dure was set up after 9/11, that has not 
stopped one attack on America. I 
would like to suggest to you that a 
good friend of mine and a good friend of 
the Chair’s, General Alexander, who is 
a very knowledgeable person and ran 
that program for a while, said—and 
this was way back 2 years ago, 2013—in- 
formation “gathered from these pro- 
grams provided government with crit- 
ical leads to prevent over 50 potential 
terrorist events in more than 20 coun- 
tries around the world”? and that the 
phone database played a role in stop- 
ping 10 terrorist acts since the 9/11 at- 
tacks. 

I was very pleased to hear from my 
good friend, Senator SESSIONS, a few 
minutes ago that a brand new poll that 
just came out of the field shows that 
almost two-thirds of the people in 
America want to go back and give back 
to the NSA those tools we took away 2 
days ago. 

Now we have a situation where we 
can talk about a few of the cases where 
major attacks on this country were 
stopped by the process we put in place 
after 9/11. 

One was a planned attack in 2009. 
Najibullah Zazi was going to bomb the 
New York City subway system. The 
plan was for him and two high school 
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friends to conduct coordinated suicide 
bombings, detonating backpack bombs 
on New York City subway trains near 
New York’s two busiest subway sta- 
tions; that is, Grand Central Station 
and Times Square. 

Sean Joyce, the Deputy FBI Direc- 
tor, said that the NSA intercepted an 
email from a suspected terrorist in 
Pakistan communicating with some- 
one in the United States “about per- 
fecting a recipe for explosives.”” 

On September 9, 2009, Afghan-Amer- 
ican Zazi drove from his home in Au- 
rora, CO, to New York City, after he 
emailed Ahmed—that was his Al Qaeda 
facilitator in Pakistan—that “the mar- 
riage is ready.” That was a code that 
meant “We are ready now to perform 
our task.” The FBI followed Zazi to 
New York and broke up the plan of at- 
tack, and they stated it was because of 
the email that was intercepted by the 
NSA that allowed them to do that. 

How big of a deal is that? People do 
not stop and think about the fact that 
if you look at the New York City sub- 
way stations down there, we know that 
the average ridership of the New York 
City subway during peak hours aver- 
ages just under 900,000 people—that is 
900,000 people, Americans who are liv- 
ing in New York City. 

What we do know is that when they 
came to New York City to perform 
their plan at Grand Central Station 
and Times Square, it was the NSA 
using the very tools we took away from 
them 2 days ago, and you wonder, how 
many lives would have been lost? If 
there are 900,000 riders on the subway 
and they are ready to do this at two 
stations, are we talking about 100,000 
lives, 100,000 Americans being buried 
alive? That attack was precluded by 
the tools that were used by the NSA 
that we took away from them just 2 
days ago. Many more have not been de- 
classified. 

GEN Michael Hayden and GEN Keith 
Alexander, who are both former Direc- 
tors of the NSA, and others have con- 
firmed to me personally that at least 
one of the three terrorist attacks on 
9/11 could have been avoided, and per- 
haps all three could have been avoided 
if we had had the tools we gave the 
NSA right after 9/11, and also the at- 
tack on the USS Cole could have been 
prevented entirely. 

So you have to stop and think, it is 
a dangerous thing to stand on the floor 
and say we have formed this thing in 
this dangerous world and it has not 
stopped any attacks on America. That 
is what we are faced with today. 

I voted against the program the 
House passed that is going to be con- 
sidered in just a few minutes. I felt it 
was better to leave it as we had it. Now 
that is gone. I look at it this way: I do 
support the amendments that are com- 
ing up. I do think the last opportunity 
we will have will be the program we 
will be voting on in just a few minutes. 
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So let’s think about this, take a deep 
breath, and go ahead and pass some- 
thing so we at least have some capa- 
bility to stop these attacks and to 
gather information from those who 
would perpetrate these attacks and 
then have time to put together a pro- 
gram that will be very workable and 
make some changes if necessary. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

EXTENDING FISA PROVISIONS 

Mr. LEAHY. It is unfortunate that 
we were unable to pass the USA FREE- 
DOM Act before the June 1, 2015, sunset 
of sections 206 and 215 of the USA PA- 
TRIOT Act and the so-called ‘‘lone 
wolf”? provision of the Intelligence Re- 
form and Terrorism Prevention Act. 
Senator LEE and I both sought to bring 
up the USA FREEDOM Act well before 
the sunset date to avoid just this situa- 
tion. Now that the roving wiretap, 
business records, and so-called ‘‘lone 
wolf”? provisions have lapsed, it is im- 
portant that we make clear our intent 
in passing the USA FREEDOM Act this 
week—albeit a few days after the sun- 
set. Could the Senator comment on the 
intent of the Senate in passing the 
USA FREEDOM Act after June 1, 2015? 

Mr. LEE. Although we have gone 
past the June 1 sunset date by a few 
days, our intent in passing the USA 
FREEDOM Act is that the expired pro- 
visions be restored in their entirety 
just as they were on May 31, 2015, ex- 
cept to the extent that they have been 
amended by the USA FREEDOM Act. 
Specifically, it is both the intent and 
the effect of the USA FREEDOM Act 
that the now-expired provisions of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, 
FISA, will, upon enactment of the USA 
FREEDOM Act, read as those provi- 
sions read on May 31, 2015, except inso- 
far as those provisions are modified by 
the USA FREEDOM Act, and that they 
will continue in that form until De- 
cember 15, 2019. Extending the effect of 
those provisions for 4 years is the rea- 
son section 705 is part of the act. 

Mr. LEAHY. I would also point out 
that when we drafted the USA FREE- 
DOM Act, we included a provision to 
allow the government to collect call 
detail records, CDRs, for a 180-day 
transition period, as it was doing pur- 
suant to Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Court orders prior to June 1, 2015. 
This provision was intended to provide 
as seamless a transition as possible to 
the new CDR program under section 101 
of the USA FREEDOM Act. I thank the 
junior Senator from Utah for his part- 
nership on this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, our ter- 
rorist enemies continue to present a 
clear and present danger to our Na- 
tion's safety. We must use a broad 
array of information gathering tools to 
be successful in thwarting their plots 
and preventing future attacks. As the 
top Republican on the Senate Judici- 
ary Committee after 9/11, I worked 
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across party lines to give our law en- 
forcement and intelligence commu- 
nities the authorities they need to 
keep us safe. Having served longer than 
any other Republican on the Intel- 
ligence Committee, I can personally at- 
test to the critical importance of these 
authorities in combating real terrorist 
threats. 

Given the extensive and effective pri- 
vacy and civil liberties safeguards al- 
ready in place, I strongly supported a 
clean reauthorization of the existing 
law. Unfortunately, such legislation 
could not gather sufficient support in 
today’s climate of misinformation 
about our efforts to stay one step 
ahead of the terrorists. Contrary to the 
claims of its proponents, the so-called 
USA FREEDOM Act will hamper our 
ability to address serious terrorist 
threats. My concerns about this legis- 
lation were further enhanced when the 
Senate voted down several reasonable 
amendments that represented modest 
changes needed to preserve our secu- 
rity. Accordingly, I voted against the 
bill because it will not provide the pro- 
tections we need and will put our Na- 
tion at risk. 

One of the fundamental flaws of the 
USA FREEDOM Act is its creation of 
unnecessary delays and impediments to 
our efforts to protect the American 
people. Under this legislation, tele- 
phone metadata-consisting of informa- 
tion like the number calling and the 
length of the call-would no longer be 
collected by the government but in- 
stead be retained by private commu- 
nications corporations. Proponents of 
the bill argue that this move is nec- 
essary to protect privacy. This argu- 
ment is unpersuasive, given that the 
data collected does not include the 
identities of the callers or the content 
of their communications. I oppose this 
approach because the bill lacks any re- 
quirement for these companies to re- 
tain this data for any length of time. 
Without such a requirement, the effec- 
tiveness of a search of telephone 
metadata would obviously be com- 
promised. 

One of the other major flaws of the 
USA FREEDOM Act is its amicus cu- 
riae provision, which would insert a 
legal advisor into the FISA COURT 
process to make arguments to advance 
privacy and civil liberties. Such an ap- 
proach threatens to insert leftwing ac- 
tivists into an incredibly sensitive and 
already well-functioning process, a rad- 
ical move that would stack the deck 
against our law enforcement and intel- 
ligence communities. Given that pre- 
vious law already provided intense 
scrutiny and oversight from the Jus- 
tice Department, Congress, and the 
courts, this new provision is both un- 
necessary and potentially quite dan- 
gerous. 

The Senate’s action today under- 
mines not only the operational effec- 
tiveness of one of our most critical 
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tools to safeguard our national secu- 
rity. Going forward, I will do every- 
thing within my power to ensure that 
our law enforcement and intelligence 
professionals have all the tools they 
need to keep us safe. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, Sunday 
night was just another self-inflicted 
crisis from Senator MCCONNELL and the 
Republican leadership. Playing politics 
with our national security is reckless. 
And allowing others to play politics 
with our national security, against the 
majority of the U.S. Senate and House, 
is not leadership. 

The Republicans said, ‘‘Put us in the 
majority and we will govern respon- 
sibly.’? They claimed there would be no 
more shutdowns, no more governing by 
crisis. Yet, on Sunday night our intel- 
ligence professionals were left without 
the important tools they need to fight 
terrorism. And now Republicans are at 
it again—proposing amendments that 
would delay the process and leave us 
without these critical capabilities for 
even longer. 

FBI Director Comey said that his 
Agency uses section 215 fewer than 200 
times per year, but when the FBI uses 
it, “it matters tremendously.” And the 
White House National Security Coun- 
cil’s Ned Price said that a sunset would 
result “in the loss, going forward, of a 
critical national security tool.” 

I can't believe Republicans would 
take us to the brink and put our coun- 
try at risk. It is shameful. The USA 
FREEDOM Act is supported by a wide, 
bipartisan majority in both Chambers. 
It passed the House with 338 votes. A 
little over a week ago, a clear majority 
of Senators, 57, voted to proceed to this 
legislation. That still wasn’t enough. 
Senator MCCONNELL and his Repub- 
lican colleagues blocked it from mov- 
ing forward. On Sunday night, even 
more Senators did the right thing and 
voted in support of the USA FREEDOM 
Act. Mr. President, 77 Senators voted 
to proceed to a debate on the USA 
FREEDOM Act. 

I want to thank my colleagues who 
worked tirelessly on this legislation, 
who reached out to the intelligence 
community, technology companies, 
and privacy and civil liberties groups 
to come up with a set of reforms that 
maintains the important balance be- 
tween protecting privacy and keeping 
our country safe. It is not easy to get 
this level of support. The USA FREE- 
DOM Act strikes an important balance 
between protecting our privacy and de- 
fending our country. 

The bill reforms the PATRIOT Act 
by ending the bulk collection of Ameri- 
cans’ telephone records while still pro- 
viding the ability for investigators to 
get the records in a more targeted 
manner. It would improve the trans- 
parency of the government’s surveil- 
lance activities by adding additional 
reporting requirements and giving pri- 
vate companies a greater ability to 
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publically report when they receive re- 
quests for information from the FBI or 
NSA. And it would add a panel of ex- 
perts to the FISA Court who can assist 
in providing additional points of view 
when cases involve significant or novel 
interpretations of the law. 

We need to pass this bipartisan bill 
immediately and send it to the Presi- 
dent, without amendments to water it 
down and further delay the intelligence 
community’s access to these important 
authorities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. FRANKEN. Mr. President, thank 
you. 

I rise today to urge prompt passage 
of the House-passed USA FREEDOM 
Act of 2015 and to urge opposition to 
the amendments offered by the major- 
ity leader. Those amendments are un- 
necessary. They would weaken the bill 
in unacceptable ways, and they would 
only serve to prolong and deepen the 
uncertainty around the reform and 
continuation of important national se- 
curity authorities. 

The House-passed USA FREEDOM 
Act is measured, compromise legisla- 
tion that is the result of lengthy nego- 
tiations that bring much needed re- 
forms to some of our surveillance au- 
thorities, ensuring that we safeguard 
Americans’ rights while increasing the 
government’s accountability. I am 
proud to have worked with Senator 
DEAN HELLER of Nevada to craft the 
bill’s transparency provisions, which 
draw support from privacy advocates, 
the business community, and national 
security experts. 

The USA FREEDOM Act works to 
end bulk collection programs that our 
intelligence community has told us are 
not necessary. At the same time, the 
bill makes sure our national security 
agencies have legal tools that are nec- 
essary to protect our Nation. Put sim- 
ply, the USA FREEDOM Act of 2015 
strikes the balance we need—making 
sure that our government can keep our 
Nation safe without trampling on our 
citizens’ fundamental privacy rights. 

Of course, the public cannot know if 
we are succeeding in striking that bal- 
ance if they do not have access to even 
the most basic information about our 
major surveillance programs. That is 
why my focus has been on the legisla- 
tion’s transparency provisions. Under 
the provisions I wrote with Senator 
HELLER, the American people will be 
better able to decide for themselves 
whether we are getting this right. 

For all these reasons, the act has my 
strong support. And I am in good com- 
pany. The House has passed it. The 
President is ready to sign it. We have 
the votes here to pass it. So what are 
we waiting for? 

Senator MCCONNELL has offered sev- 
eral amendments. And here is the prob- 
lem: They deviate from the House bill 
without improving the legislation. At 
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best, the result of adopting these 
amendments would be further delay, 
further negotiation, and a highly un- 
certain outcome. 

Now that we have allowed the na- 
tional security authorities at issue to 
expire, we simply do not know how the 
House would proceed if we sent them 
back a modified bill. Maybe that kind 
of risk and delay would be justified if 
these amendments improved the bill, 
but they do not. I would like to talk a 
little bit about why these amendments 
are both unnecessary and problematic. 

The majority leader’s main sub- 
stitute amendment makes two addi- 
tions to the bill. The first is a require- 
ment that electronic communications 
service providers notify the govern- 
ment if they plan to shorten the length 
of time they retain call detail 
records—records that the government 
may seek to query under the USA 
FREEDOM Act. 

The fact is, based on how our coun- 
try’s telecom infrastructure is set up, 
the government only goes to a handful 
of companies for call detail records, 
and those companies have told us they 
have business reasons for retaining 
records. Based on a long history of 
working with these companies—under 
these authorities, other authorities— 
the Attorney General and the Director 
of National Intelligence have told us 
the USA FREEDOM Act is fine as it is. 
There simply is not a problem in need 
of a solution here. And look, this is the 
kind of thing that we can revisit if in 
the future some change in cir- 
cumstances means that data retention 
threatens to become a problem. It cer- 
tainly does not need to risk derailing 
the bill and its reforms now. 

The second change in the majority 
leader’s substitute amendment is a cer- 
tification requirement asking the Di- 
rector of National Intelligence to cer- 
tify to Congress that the USA FREE- 
DOM Act’s transition from bulk collec- 
tion of call detail records to a more 
targeted approach is operationally ef- 
fective. 

To be clear, this certification, wheth- 
er issued or not, in no way affects the 
effective date of the bill or the 
timeline for the transition. It has no 
statutory limitations. It is a wholly 
unnecessary deviation from the House- 
passed bill. If there is a problem with 
the operational effectiveness of the 
transition, you can bet that the Direc- 
tor of National Intelligence is going to 
let us know, and I would certainly hope 
and expect that we would all be ready 
to listen and work with him at that 
point. Again, this is the kind of thing 
that should not risk derailing the bill 
now. 

The majority leader has offered other 
amendments that seek to weaken the 
USA FREEDOM Act more directly. One 
amendment would lengthen the time 
before the bill with its various reforms 
goes into full effect. That would do 
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nothing but unnecessarily extend bulk 
collection programs. NSA has told us 
they can transition in 6 months, as pro- 
vided for in the bill as it stands. There 
is no justification for extending the 
timeline now. 

Another amendment would render in- 
effective one of the safeguards for 
Americans’ privacy rights and civil lib- 
erties in the bill. This amendment 
would weaken the role of outside, non- 
government experts in participating in 
certain cases before the FISA Court. 
That is an unacceptable change to a 
provision that has already been the 
subject of bipartisan negotiations and 
compromise. 

That is really the thing to remem- 
ber—this is a compromise bill. In writ- 
ing our transparency provisions, Sen- 
ator HELLER and I had to compromise a 
great deal. We didn’t get everything we 
wanted when we initially negotiated 
these provisions last year, and we had 
to compromise further still this year. I 
am disappointed that the bill doesn’t 
include all of the requirements that 
were agreed to in our discussions with 
the intelligence community and that 
were included in the Senate bill last 
Congress. But that is the nature of bi- 
partisan compromise. And I recognize 
that right now we need to start by tak- 
ing one big step in the right direction, 
and that is by passing the USA FREE- 
DOM Act. 

Down the road, we will have the op- 
portunity to revisit these issues as 
needed. For my part, I am committed 
to pushing my colleagues to revisit the 
transparency provisions. We still have 
work to do, particularly with regard to 
section 702, which has to deal with the 
collection of communications of for- 
eigners abroad. But, again, right now it 
is clear what needs to happen in this 
Chamber. We need to pass the House- 
passed USA FREEDOM Act without 
further amendment. If we do that, we 
can get these authorities back up and 
running. That is exactly what we 
should do. 

I thank the Chair, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I wish to 
thank the Senator from Minnesota for 
his words. The press and everybody else 
does not see the hundreds of hours of 
negotiations between Democrats and 
Republicans, Senators and Members of 
the House of Representatives working 
on this. The Senator from Minnesota is 
one of those who worked very hard to 
get us to the point where we are today. 
It has not been easy. Nobody got every- 
thing they wanted. I didn’t get every- 
thing I wanted. Senator LEE didn’t get 
everything he wanted. The Senator 
from Minnesota didn’t get everything 
he wanted. But because of the work of 
people such as the Senator from Min- 
nesota, we have a far better piece of 
legislation, and it is probably why it 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


passed overwhelmingly in the other 
body, with Republicans and Democrats 
agreeing. In fact, that is why we have 
to reject these amendments and we 
have to cleanly pass the House-passed 
USA FREEDOM Act. 

Again, I cannot emphasize to Sen- 
ators how much time has gone into 
this by key Republicans and key Demo- 
crats in the House and key Republicans 
and key Democrats in the Senate. We 
have worked behind the scenes for 
days, weeks, and months to get here. 

Cleanly passing the House-passed 
USA FREEDOM Act is the only way to 
avoid prolonging the uncertainty that 
the intelligence community now faces 
because of the lapse in the three au- 
thorities this past Sunday. I think both 
Senator LEE and I would agree the 
lapse in authorities was entirely avoid- 
able. The Senate majority has put the 
intelligence community and the Amer- 
ican people in this position because of 
a manufactured crisis, procedural 
delays. 

Understand that any changes in this 
bill—as I have stated and as the distin- 
guished senior Senator from California 
has indicated, as well as others, any 
changes in the bill will force it back to 
the House, and there is absolutely no 
guarantee that the House will accept 
the Senate’s changes and pass the new 
bill. In fact, the House Republican ma- 
jority leader said this morning that it 
would be a challenge to pass any bill 
that came back with changes. The Re- 
publican chairman of the House Judici- 
ary Committee put it more bluntly. He 
warned that any amendments would 
likely make the sunsets permanent. 
Keep that in mind. 

We can pass some amendments we 
may not think are major, although 
some of us think they are, but by pass- 
ing them, all those who say they want 
to give the tools to the intelligence 
community—they are making the sun- 
sets permanent if we pass these amend- 
ments. 

So I urge Senators to oppose all of 
the amendments that are being offered 
by the majority leader. Senator 
BLUMENTHAL, Senator FRANKEN, and 
others have spoken about the reasons 
to oppose the FISA Court amicus 
amendment and the substitute amend- 
ment. I agree with them whole- 
heartedly, and I thank them for their 
leadership. As I said earlier to others, 
Senator BLUMENTHAL used his experi- 
ence as a former attorney general, 
former U.S. attorney to work on the 
amicus provision. 

I also urge Senators to oppose the 
amendment which would leave the cur- 
rent bulk collection program in place 
for a full year. Extending the current 
bulk collection program for a full year 
is unnecessary. Beyond being unneces- 
sary, it creates significant legal uncer- 
tainty for the government. Remember, 
a Federal appellate court has already 
ruled that the program is unlawful, and 
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they upheld a provision assuming that 
Congress is going to change it. But it is 
very obvious when we read the Second 
Circuit opinion that they mean a rel- 
atively short time, not a year. 

So the amendment to leave the bulk 
collection program in place for a full 
year is only going to invite further 
legal challenges. It will also delay im- 
plementation of tools the intelligence 
community has asked us to provide, in- 
cluding what is in this bill—a new 
emergency authority to request busi- 
ness records under section 215. 

I can’t say enough about all of the 
work we have put in for 2 years across 
the aisle and across the Capitol. This is 
a bill which brings much needed reform 
to the government’s surveillance au- 
thorities, but it also ensures that the 
intelligence community has the tools 
to keep us safe. 

The USA FREEDOM Act is milestone 
legislation. It will enact the most sig- 
nificant reforms of government surveil- 
lance powers since the USA PATRIOT 
Act. I am proud of the bipartisan and 
the bicameral effort that led to this 
bill. 

Today, we can pass important sur- 
veillance reform legislation and then 
work to build on these reforms in com- 
ing years. 

So I urge Senators to oppose all 
amendments and then vote to pass the 
USA FREEDOM Act, just as the House 
passed it. We don’t need to inject any 
more uncertainty or delay into the 
process. None of these amendments are 
worth causing further delay. Pass it. 
This will be signed into law tonight by 
the President. 

I see the distinguished majority lead- 
er on the floor, so I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
know of no further debate on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

AMENDMENT NO. 1453 

If not, the question is on agreeing to 

amendment No. 1453. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1452 

Mr. McCONNELL. I move to table 
amendment No. 1452. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 1451 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to amendment 
No. 1451. 

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM). 
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) is 
necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen- 
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 42, 
nays 56, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 198 Leg.] 


YEAS—42 
Alexander Crapo Perdue 
Ayotte Ernst Portman 
Barrasso Fischer Risch 
Blunt Flake Roberts 
Boozman Grassley Rounds 
Burr Hatch Rubio 
Capito Hoeven Sasse 
Cassidy Inhofe Sessions 
Coats Isakson Shelby 
Cochran Johnson Thune 
Collins King Tillis 
Corker Kirk Toomey 
Cornyn McCain Vitter 
Cotton McConnell Wicker 
NAYS—56 

Baldwin Gillibrand Murray 
Bennet Heinrich Nelson 
Blumenthal Heitkam Paul 
Booker Heller Peters 
Boxer Hirono Reed 
Brown Kaine Reid 
Sora rel a Sanders 

ardin ankfor Schatz 
Carper Leahy Schumer 
Casey Lee 

R Scott 
Coons Manchin 
Cruz Markey Shaheen 
Daines McCaskill Stabenow 
Donnelly Menendez Sullivan 
Durbin Merkley Tester 
Enzi Mikulski Udall 
Feinstein Moran Warren 
Franken Murkowski Whitehouse 
Gardner Murphy Wyden 
NOT VOTING—2 
Graham Warner 
The amendment (No. 1451) was re- 

jected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—H.R. 1735 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the clo- 
ture motion with respect to the motion 
to proceed to H.R. 1735, which is the 
Defense bill, be withdrawn; further, 
that at 11 a.m. on Wednesday, June 3, 
the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of H.R. 1735, and it be in order for 
Senator MCCAIN to offer amendment 
No. 1463, the text of which is identical 
to S. 1376, the Armed Services Com- 
mittee-reported NDAA bill; finally, 
that the time until 2:30 p.m. be for de- 
bate only and equally divided between 
the bill managers or their designees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, we are not the sort 
of minority party that objects to vir- 
tually everything. We want to help 
move things forward. But I also want 
to be clear that we are not going to re- 
quire a vote to move forward on the 
Defense authorization bill. But every- 
one should be aware that the President 
said he would veto this bill. It has all 
of this strange funding in it—funding 
that my Republican colleagues railed 
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against on previous occasions. Now 
they are using it. 

We have grave concerns about this 
bill. Unless it is changed, I repeat, the 
President will veto it. I hope there are 
some significant changes in the bill 
while it is on the floor so we can help 
to vote to get it off the floor. So based 
upon that, I do not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 1450 

The question is on agreeing to 
amendment No. 1450. 

The yeas and nays have been pre- 
viously ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) is 
necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 44, 
nays 54, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 199 Leg.] 


YEAS—44 

Alexander Ernst Risch 
Ayotte Fischer Roberts 
Barrasso Flake Rounds 
Blunt Grassley Rubio 
Boozman Hatch Sasse 
Burr Hoeven Schatz 
Capito Inhofe Scott 
Cassidy Isakson i 
Coats Johnson Sessions 

E Shelby 
Cochran Kirk 
Collins McCain aaa 
Corker McConnell Tillis 
Cornyn Nelson Toomey 
Cotton Perdue Vitter 
Crapo Portman Wicker 

NAYS—54 
Baldwin Gardner Moran 
Bennet Gillibrand Murkowski 
Blumenthal Heinrich Murphy 
Booker Heitkamp Murray 
Boxer Heller Paul 
Brown Hirono Peters 
Cantwell Kaine Reed 
Cardin King Reid 
Carper Klobuchar Sanders 
Casey Lankford Schumer 
Coons Leahy Shaheen 
Cruz Lee Stabenow 
Daines Manchin Sullivan 
Donnelly Markey Tester 
Durbin McCaskill Udall 
Enzi Menendez Warren 
Feinstein Merkley Whitehouse 
Franken Mikulski Wyden 
NOT VOTING—2 

Graham Warner 


The amendment (No. 1450) was 

jected. 
VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 1449 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to amendment 
No. 1449. 

The yeas and nays have been pre- 
viously ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM). 


re- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 56, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 200 Leg.] 


YEAS—43 
Alexander Ernst Risch 
Ayotte Fischer Roberts 
Barrasso Grassley Rounds 
Blunt Hatch Rubio 
Boozman Hoeven Sasse 
Burr Inhofe Scott 
Capito Isakson Sessions 
Cassidy Johnson Shelby 
Coats King Thune 
Cochran Kirk Tillis 
Collins McCain 
Corker McConnell Toomey 
Cornyn Nelson Vitter 
Cotton Perdue Wicker 
Crapo Portman 
NAYS—56 
Baldwin Gardner Murphy 
Bennet Gillibrand Murray 
Blumenthal Heinrich Pau 
Booker Heitkam Peters 
Boxer Heller Reed 
Brown Hirono Rei 
Saamen Saine i Sanders 
ardin obuchar 

Carper Lankfor SN 

chumer 
Casey Leahy 

Shaheen 
Coons roe Stabenow 
Cruz Manchin S 
Daines Markey Sullivan 
Donnelly McCaskill Tester 
Durbin Menendez Udall 
Enzi Merkley Warner 
Feinstein Mikulski Warren 
Flake Moran Whitehouse 
Franken Murkowski Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 
Graham 
The amendment (No. 1449) was re- 

jected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Senator 
LEAHY be recognized for 3 minutes. 
Then, I would say to my colleagues, I 
am going to use my leader time to 
make a final statement, and then we 
will be ready for the final vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 
the distinguished majority leader for 
his courtesy. 

Very briefly, we worked for 2 years 
across the aisle and actually across the 
Capitol. I don’t know how many meet- 
ings Senator LEE, and others, and I 
have had. Now the Senate is finally 
poised to pass our USA FREEDOM Act 
and send it to the President for his sig- 
nature. This bill brings much-needed 
reform to the government’s surveil- 
lance authorities. It will end the bulk 
collection of Americans’ phone records, 
increase transparency, improve over- 
sight, and, most importantly, help re- 
store Americans’ privacy—all while en- 
suring that the intelligence commu- 
nity has the tools it needs to keep us 
safe. 

I am proud to have done this. I have 
fought to protect the privacy and con- 
stitutional rights of Vermonters and 
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all Americans since 1975, when I cast 
my first-ever vote as a Senator to ap- 
prove the establishment of the Church 
Committee. I will continue to fight for 
Americans’ privacy. 

I urge Senators to vote to pass the 
USA FREEDOM Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I will now proceed 
on my leader time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, ear- 
lier this year I observed that President 
Obama’s national security policy has 
been noteworthy for its consistent ob- 
jectives. He has been very consistent— 
drawing down our conventional and nu- 
clear forces, withdrawing from Iraq and 
Afghanistan, ending the tools devel- 
oped by the previous administration to 
wage the war on terror, and placing a 
greater reliance upon international or- 
ganizations and diplomacy. That has 
been the hallmark of the Obama for- 
eign policy. 

None of this is a surprise. The Presi- 
dent ran in 2008 as the candidate who 
would end the wars in Iraq and Afghan- 
istan and the war on terror. And our 
Nation has a regrettable history of 
drawing down our forces and capabili- 
ties after each conflict, only to find 
ourselves ill prepared for the next 
great struggle. 

The book ends to the President’s 
policies were the Executive order 
signed his very first week in office that 
included the declaration that Guanta- 
namo would be closed within a year, 
without any plan for what to do with 
its detainees, and the Executive order 
that ended the Central Intelligence 
Agency’s detention and interrogation 
programs. Now, some of these detain- 
ees, my colleagues, are now in Qatar, 
preparing to rejoin the Taliban. Some 
are in Uruguay, camped out in a park 
across from the American embassy. 
And, regrettably, some are back on the 
battlefield in Yemen, Afghanistan, and 
Syria. These are other hallmarks of the 
Obama foreign policy. 

Last year the President announced 
that all of our combat forces would be 
withdrawn from Afghanistan by the 
end of his term in office, whether or 
not—whether or not—the Taliban were 
successful in capturing parts of Af- 
ghanistan, whether or not Al Qaeda 
senior leadership has found a more per- 
missive environment in the tribal areas 
of Pakistan, and whether or not Al 
Qaeda has been completely driven from 
Afghanistan. 

I will repeat. The pattern is clear. 
The President has been a reluctant 
Commander in Chief. And between 
those two book ends, my colleagues, 
much has occurred that has under- 
mined our national security. 

There was the failure to negotiate a 
status of forces agreement with Iraq 
that would have allowed for a residual 
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military force and prevented the as- 
sault by the Islamic State of Syria and 
the Levant. China is aggressively ex- 
panding its sphere of influence. There 
is the threat to veto funding for the 
troops—we just heard it from the mi- 
nority leader—and their equipment 
without similar increases at the IRS 
and EPA. 

Let me say that again. The President 
is threatening to veto the Defense bill 
unless we increase funding for the IRS 
and EPA. Now, this is going to dimin- 
ish our military’s ability to respond to 
the myriad of threats that are facing 
us today. And we all know what they 
are. Al Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula 
has doggedly pursued tactics and capa- 
bilities to circumvent all that we have 
done since September 11, 2001, to defend 
our country. 

So while the President has inflexibly 
clung to campaign promises made in 
2008, the threat from Al Qaeda has me- 
tastasized around the world. ISIL, 
which has broken off from Al Qaeda, 
uses social media to communicate with 
Americans, divert them to encrypted 
communications, encourage travel to 
the would-be caliphate, and encourage 
attacks right here at home. Al Qaeda 
and ISIL publish online magazines in- 
structing individuals in terrorist tac- 
tics. And in the long run, the al-Nusra 
Front in Syria may present the great- 
est long-term threat—the greatest 
long-term threat—to our homeland. 

The President's efforts to dismantle 
our counterterrorism tools have not 
only been inflexible, but they are espe- 
cially ill timed. 

So today the Senate will vote on 
whether we should take one more tool 
away from those who defend this coun- 
try every day: the ability of a trained 
analyst, under exceedingly close super- 
vision, and only with the approval of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court, to query a database of call data 
records based on reasonable articulable 
suspicion—no content, no names, no 
listings of phone calls of law-abiding 
citizens. None of that is going on. We 
are talking about call data records. 

These are the providers’ records, 
which is not what the Fourth Amend- 
ment speaks to. It speaks to ‘‘the right 
of the people to be secure in their per- 
sons, houses, papers, and effects.’’ But 
these records belong to the phone com- 
panies. Let me remind the Senate that 
the standard for reasonable articulable 
suspicion is that the terror suspect is 
associated with a ‘‘foreign terrorist or- 
ganization” as determined by a court. 
Nobody’s civil liberties are being vio- 
lated here. 

The President’s campaign to destroy 
the tools used to prevent another ter- 
rorist attack has been aided by those 
seeking to prosecute officers in the in- 
telligence community, to diminish our 
military capabilities, and, despicably, 
to leak and reveal classified informa- 
tion—putting our Nation further at 
risk. 
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Those who reveal the tactics, 
sources, and methods of our military 
and intelligence community give a 
playbook—a playbook—to ISIL and to 
Al Qaeda. As the Associated Press de- 
clared today, the end of the section 215 
program is a “resounding victory for 
Edward Snowden’’—a ‘‘resounding vic- 
tory for Edward Snowden.” It is also a 
resounding victory for those currently 
plotting attacks against our homeland. 

Where was the defense of the Na- 
tional Security Agency from the Presi- 
dent? Our chairman of the Intelligence 
Committee and his committee col- 
leagues have worked with determina- 
tion to educate the Senate concerning 
the legal, technical, and oversight safe- 
guards currently in place. 

We hear concerns about public opin- 
ion. A CNN poll was released today— 
just today. The CNN poll is not exactly 
part of the rightwing conspiracy. It 
states that 61 percent of Americans—61 
percent of Americans—think that the 
expiring provisions of the PATRIOT 
Act, including data collection, should 
be renewed. 

So if there is widespread concern out 
of America about privacy, we are not 
picking it up. They are not reporting it 
to CNN. Sixty-one percent say: I am 
not concerned about my privacy. I am 
concerned about my security. 

So my view is that the determined ef- 
fort to fulfill campaign promises made 
by the President back in 2008 reflects 
an inability to adapt to the current 
threat—what we have right now—an in- 
flexible view of past political griev- 
ances and a policy that will leave the 
next President in a weaker position to 
combat ISIL. 

I cannot support passage of the so- 
called USA FREEDOM Act. It does not 
enhance the privacy protections of 
American citizens, and it surely under- 
mines Americans’ security by taking 
one more tool from our war fighters, in 
my view, at exactly the wrong time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if my friend 
the majority leader is concerned, as he 
should be, about why the country is 
less secure—especially in the last cou- 
ple of weeks—he should look in the 
mirror. We have a situation where he 
has tried to divert attention from what 
has gone on here. It was as if there had 
been a big neon sign flashing saying: 
You can’t do highway reauthorization, 
you can’t do FISA reauthorization, and 
you can’t do trade in 4 or 5 days. 

To do this right, we should have 
spent some time on FISA. Because of 
the mad rush to do trade, that did not 
happen. So today to try to divert at- 
tention from what I believe has been a 
miscalculation of the majority leader, 
it is making this country less safe. 
Every day that goes by with the FISA 
bill not being reauthorized is a bad day 
for our country. It makes us less safe. 
And to try to divert attention, as he 
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has tried doing in the last few min- 
utes—blaming the Obama administra- 
tion for stopping torture, the detention 
centers, pulling troops out of Iraq—I 
say, my friend is looking in the wrong 
direction. 

The issue before us is not to be—and 
he is, in effect, criticizing the House of 
Representatives for passing this FISA 
bill, to reauthorize it in a way that is 
more meaningful to the American peo- 
ple and makes us more safe. It makes 
it so people feel more secure about the 
intelligence operations we have going 
on in this country. 

Is he criticizing the Speaker for 
working hard to get this bill reauthor- 
ized and in a fashion the American peo- 
ple accept? Because his criticism today 
is not directed toward people who 
voted here today; it is directed toward 
the bipartisan efforts in the House of 
Representatives that passed this bill 
overwhelmingly, with 338 votes. It is 
one of a few bipartisan things they 
have done over there, and they did it 
for the security of this Nation. I do not 
think any of us needs a lecture on why 
we are less secure today than we were 
a few days ago. I hope everyone will 
vote to continue the surveillance possi- 
bilities that we have available if this 
law passes. If it does not pass, what are 
we going to do? It will go to the House 
of Representatives. The majority lead- 
er of the House of Representatives, the 
distinguished House Member from Cali- 
fornia, Mr. MCCARTHY, said: They do 
not want anything from us. They want 
this bill passed. They want the USA 
FREEDOM bill passed today. That is 
what the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, Mr. GOODLATTE, said. Of 
course, that is what the Democratic 
leader says also. 

Let’s vote. A vote today to pass this 
bill will make our country safer imme- 
diately, not a week from now. That is 
how long it will take, at a minimum, if 
this bill is changed when it goes to the 
House—I am sorry—if it does not go to 
the President directly, and it should go 
directly from here to the President of 
the United States. He can sign this in 
a matter of hours and put us back on a 
more secure footing to protect our- 
selves from the bad guys around the 
world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, as 
my good friend, the minority leader, 
frequently reminded me over the last 
few years, the majority leader always 
gets the last word. 

Look, his fundamental complaint is 
he does not get to schedule the Senate 
anymore. He wanted to kill the Presi- 
dent’s trade bill, and so he did not like 
the fact that we moved to the trade bill 
early enough before the opposition to 
it might become more severe. 

I say to the Senator, the minority 
leader, he does not get to set the sched- 
ule anymore. My observations about 
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the President’s foreign policy are di- 
rectly related to the vote we are about 
to cast. It remains my view—I know 
there are differences of opinion, and I 
respect everybody in here who has a 
different opinion—that this bill is part 
of a pattern to pull back, going back to 
the time the President took office. I re- 
member the speech in Cairo back in 
2009 to the Muslim world, which sought 
to question American exceptionalism. 
We are all pretty much alike. If we just 
talked to each other more, everything 
would be OK. In almost every measur- 
able way, all the places I listed, plus 
Ukraine—you name them—we have 
been pulling back. My view with regard 
to my position and my vote is that this 
is a step in the wrong direction. But I 
respect the views of others, and I sus- 
pect the minority leader will be happy 
at the end of the day. It appears to me 
the votes are probably there to pass 
this bill, and it will go to the Presi- 
dent. I still think it is a step backward 
from where we are. It has been a great 
debate. I respect all of those who en- 
gaged in it on both sides. I think it is 
time to vote. 

I yield the floor. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
having been read the third time, the 
question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. LEAHY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 
nays 32, as follows: 


[Rollca11 Vote No. 201 Leg.] 


67, 


YEAS—67 
Alexander Gardner Murkowski 
Ayotte Gillibrand Murphy 
Bennet Grassley Murray 
Blumenthal Heinrich Nelson 
Booker Heitkamp Peters 
Boozman Heller Reed 
Poer Tirano Reid 
rown oeven 

Cantwell Inhofe Hounds 

E Schatz 
Capito Johnson 

a ; Schumer 

Cardin Kaine 
Carper King Scott 
Casey Kirk Shaheen 
Cassidy Klobuchar Stabenow 
Coons Lankford Sullivan 
Cornyn Leahy Tester 
Cruz Lee Udall 
Daines Manchin Vitter 
Donnelly Markey Warner 
Durbin McCaskill Warren 
Feinstein Menendez Whitehouse 
Flake Merkley Wyden 
Franken Mikulski 
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NAYS—32 
Baldwin Ernst Roberts 
Barrasso Fischer Rubio 
Blunt Hatch Sanders 
Burr Isakson Sasse 
Coats McCain Sessions 
Cochran McConnell Shelby 
a me Thune 
orker au AN 
Cotton Perdue Bas 
oomey 

Crapo Portman Wick 
Enzi Risch tees 

NOT VOTING—1 

Graham 


The bill (H.R. 2048) was passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each; fur- 
ther, that at 5 p.m., Senator ROUNDS be 
recognized to deliver his maiden 
speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 


at 
USA FREEDOM ACT 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the bill 
we just passed is a historic moment. It 
is the first major overhaul of govern- 
ment surveillance laws in decades that 
adds significant privacy protections for 
the American people. It has been a long 
and difficult road, but I am proud of 
what the Congress has achieved today. 
This is how democracy is supposed to 
work. Congress is ending the bulk col- 
lection of Americans’ private phone 
records once and for all. 

To my partners in the Senate on both 
sides of the aisle, I thank you. Senator 
LEE, whose name is on our bill here in 
the Senate, believes strongly in our 
constitutional system of government. 
He has worked tirelessly to advance 
this bill from the day we first intro- 
duced the USA FREEDOM Act. Sen- 
ator FRANKEN has devoted himself to 
the transparency measures in the bill. 
Senator BLUMENTHAL shaped the FISA 
Court amicus provisions. This was hard 
fought, and they never wavered. 

I also want to thank Senators HELL- 
ER, CRUZ, MURKOWSKI, DAINES, DURBIN, 
and SCHUMER, the other original co- 
sponsors of this bill. They have each 
worked to help advance this legislation 
and build the coalition we needed to fi- 
nally get to our strong bipartisan vote 
in the Senate for passage. I must also 
mention Senator FEINSTEIN, who pro- 
vided invaluable support to get this bill 
across the finish line. Of course, I also 
need to thank Minority Leader REID, 
who has never wavered in his strong 
support and responsible leadership. 

On the House side, Chairman GooD- 
LATTE and Congressmen SENSEN- 
BRENNER, CONYERS, and NADLER have 
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been the kind of bipartisan partners on 
this bill that every legislator wants in 
their corner. 

I also need to thank Senators WYDEN 
and HEINRICH and former Senator Mark 
Udall, who used their positions on the 
Senate Intelligence Committee to ask 
the hard questions behind closed doors 
and who have fought to end this pro- 
gram for so long. 

While we have much work to do, we 
have accomplished something momen- 
tous today. We are a better nation for 
it. 

I also want to thank the many staff- 
ers who have worked long hours on this 
legislation for nearly two years now. 
On my own Judiciary Committee staff, 
I thank Chan Park, Lara Flint, Jessica 
Brady, Hasan Ali, Patrick Sheahan, 
Logan Gregoire, Jonathan Hoadley, 
Joel Park and Kristine Lucius. My per- 
sonal office staff, including J.P. Dowd, 
Erica Chabot, David Carle, John Tracy 
and Diane Derby, also worked hard on 
this effort, and I am grateful for that. 
I also want to thank Democratic and 
Republican Senate staffers who have 
toiled countless hours on this effort, 
including Matt Owen, Mike Lemon, 
Wendy Baig, James Wallner, Josh 
Finestone, Scarlet Doyle, Ayesha 
Khanna, Alvaro Bedoya, Helen Gilbert, 
Samantha Chaifetz, Sam Simon, John 
Dickas, Chad Tanner, and Jennifer Bar- 
rett. 

We not only worked across the aisle 
on this legislation, but we also worked 
across the Capitol. The bipartisan 
group of House staff who helped to 
craft this compromise bill and gen- 
erated such an overwhelming vote on 
this legislation deserve enormous cred- 
it for their work: Caroline Lynch (who 
along with Lara Flint deserves a per- 
fect attendance award for extensive ne- 
gotiating sessions), Bart Forsyth, 
Aaron Hiller (whose wife deserves our 
thanks as she had a baby just weeks 
before the House considered the bill), 
Jason Herring, Shelley Husband, 
Branden Ritchie, and Perry Apelbaum. 

I thank those at the White House 
who devoted countless hours including 
Josh Pollack, Jeff Ratner, Ryan Gillis, 
Michael Bosworth, and Chris Fonzone. 
I also appreciate the work of so many 
other executive branch officials at the 
Justice Department, Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, Office of the Director of 
National Intelligence, and National Se- 
curity Agency who work so hard to 
keep our country safe and answered 
our questions at all hours of the day 
and night. 

I also need to thank the many public 
interest groups, on all ends of the po- 
litical spectrum, who stuck with us de- 
spite many challenges. There are too 
many to name, but without their en- 
ergy and expertise, this reform effort 
would never have come to fruition. 
Likewise, the technology industry pro- 
vided invaluable input and support for 
this legislation. 
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And finally, I would like to thank the 
dedicated staff in the Office of Senate 
Legislative Counsel, whose tremendous 
work in assisting us with legislative 
drafting often goes unnoticed and un- 
recognized. In particular, I want to 
thank John Henderson, Kim Albrecht- 
Taylor, and James Ollen-Smith for 
their assistance and technical exper- 
tise. 

Seeing nobody else seeking recogni- 


tion, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
AYOTTE). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EEE 
CLIMATE CHANGE 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi- 
dent, today I am here for the 101st time 
to urge this body to wake up to the 
threat of climate change. It is real, it 
is caused by carbon pollution, and it is 
dangerous. 

There is a legislative answer to this 
problem that my Republican col- 
leagues should consider, and that is a 
carbon fee. 

The unpleasant fact here in Congress 
presently, anyway, is that Congress is 
ruled by the lobbyists and the political 
enforcers for the fossil fuel industry. 
But outside this Chamber, where the 
fossil fuel industry’s power is less 
fierce, there is considerable conserv- 
ative support for a carbon fee. 

Leading right-of-center economists, 
conservative think tanks, and former 
Republican officials, both legislative 
and executive, all say that putting a 
price on carbon pollution is the right 
way to deal with climate change. They 
know that climate denial cannot stand 
against the facts. As the Washington 
Post reported last month, prominent 
thinkers on the right are ‘‘increasingly 
pushing”” for a climate policy based on 
conservative principles and on values 
such as property rights, market effi- 
ciency, and personal liberty. They rec- 
ommend pricing carbon. 

Jerry Taylor, a former vice president 
at the CATO Institute now leads his 
own Libertarian think tank, which is 
making the case for a carbon fee. He 
recognized that “the scientific evi- 
dence became stronger and stronger 
over time.” He knows climate denial is 
not an option. He says that “because 
catastrophic climate change is a non- 
diversifiable risk, we should logically 
be willing to pay extra to avoid climate 
risks.” Taylor points out that hedging 
against terrible outcomes is what we 
expect in our financial markets. Why 
should we not do the same for climate 
change? 
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Conservatives have also long agreed 
that government should prevent one 
group harming another. Conservative 
economist Milton Friedman still tops 
the reading lists of Republicans in Con- 
gress. Republican Presidential hopefuls 
still invoke his name to show their free 
market bona fides. Asked whether the 
government had any role to play in re- 
ducing pollution, Friedman said: 

There's always a case for the government 
to do something about it. Because there is 
always a case for the government to some 
extent when what two people do affects a 
third party. 

Friedman is describing what he 
called “neighborhood effects”? or what 
many economists call ‘negative 
externalities.” A negative externality 
is when two parties engage in a trans- 
action and the result of that trans- 
action causes damage to a third 
party—a third party that did not con- 
sent to the arrangement. That is an ex- 
ternality, and when the consequence is 
harmful, it is a negative externality. In 
a free society, wrote Friedman, govern- 
ment exists, in part, to diminish those 
negative externalities. 

When the costs of such negative 
externalities don’t get factored into 
the price of a product, even conserv- 
ative economic doctrine classifies that 
as a subsidy. For the polluters who 
traffic and burn fossil fuels, that sub- 
sidy is huge. 

In a finding it describes as ‘‘shock- 
ing,” the International Monetary Fund 
estimated the true costs of fossil fuel 
energy, taking into account public 
health problems, climate change, and 
other negative externalities, and they 
added it up to a polluter world subsidy 
of $5.3 trillion a year. The subsidy here 
in the United States for the fossil fuel 
industry will hit $699 billion this year. 

It is no wonder the fossil fuel enforc- 
ers wield their clout in Congress so en- 
ergetically. At $700 billion a year just 
in the United States, why would the 
big polluters not want to squeeze one 
more fiscal quarter, one more year of 
public subsidy out of the rest of us at 
$700 billion a year? We usually talk 
about big numbers here in the Senate 
over a 10-year period. That is the way 
our budget works. Over a 10-year budg- 
et period, that is $7 trillion. No wonder 
they are so remorseless. 

From their point of view, lunch is 
good when someone else is picking up 
the tab, and Senate Republicans have 
been far too willing to let the polluters 
dine for free. Outside of this Chamber, 
however, conservative economists call 
such an enormous public subsidy a 
market failure. The price of fossil fuel 
energy does not match its true costs. 
That market imbalance artificially fa- 
vors polluting fuels and their pro- 
ducers—picking winners and losers, if 
you will. 

A carbon fee can make the markets 
more efficient and level the playing 
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field for different types of energy. Any- 
one who really believes in a free mar- 
ket should favor a carbon fee. That is 
what makes it work. 

Harvard Professor N. Gregory 
Mankiw has been an economic adviser 
to President George W. Bush and to 
Presidential candidate Mitt Romney. 
He has pointed out that a carbon fee 
can help repair such a market failure 
and that ‘‘the idea of using taxes to fix 
problems, rather than merely raise 
government revenue, has a long his- 
tory.” 

In a 2013 New York Times op-ed, 
former Republican EPA Administra- 
tors Bill Ruckelshaus, Christine Todd 
Whitman, Lee Thomas, and William 
Reilly wrote: “A market-based ap- 
proach, like a carbon tax, would be the 
best path to reducing greenhouse-gas 
emissions.”’ 

A carbon fee can also generate sig- 
nificant revenue, and this could help 
achieve conservative priorities, such as 
lowering taxes. Art Laffer, one of the 
architects of President Reagan’s eco- 
nomic plan, popularizer of the famous 
“Laffer curve,” has looked at using a 
carbon tax to fund a payroll tax cut. 
He said: “I think that would be very 
good for the economy.”’ 

Did you get that? Arthur Laffer, 
President Reagan’s economic adviser, 
said that a carbon tax, funding a pay- 
roll tax cut, ‘‘would be very good for 
the economy.” And as an adjunct, he 
continues: “It would also reduce car- 
bon emissions into the environment.”’ 

It is a pretty simple idea. You can 
lessen the tax burden on things that 
you do want—employment, jobs, prof- 
its—and make up for the lost revenue 
by ending the subsidy of something you 
don’t want—pollution. 

What is not to love unless you are a 
big polluter? Dr. Irwin Stelzer, an edi- 
tor at the Weekly Standard and direc- 
tor of economic policy studies at the 
conservative Hudson Institute, said 
that for a tax-swapping carbon fee, 
“conservative support would depend 
solely on a desire to get the economy 
growing faster by shifting the tax bur- 
den from good stuff like work to bad 
stuff like pollutants.’’ 

The fundamental conservative faith 
in the free market points to a carbon 
fee. A carbon fee priced at the true so- 
cial cost of carbon would allow the 
market—not the polluters, not the gov- 
ernment—to sort out which energy mix 
is best for society. On this question, 
Republicans have a choice to make: 
Are they real conservatives who will 
support a free market solution or are 
they the playthings of the fossil fuel 
industry, which will not pick up this 
question at all? 

Well, if you do not like picking win- 
ners and losers, then quit favoring fos- 
sil fuel to the tune of $700 billion a year 
just in America and level the playing 
field with a good, conservative, deficit 
neutral carbon fee. Level the playing 
field. 
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That is how George Shultz sees it. 
George Shultz was President Nixon’s 
Treasury Secretary and President Rea- 
gan’s Secretary of State. He and Nobel 
laureate economist Gary S. Becker 
made the case for a carbon fee in the 
Wall Street Journal: 

Americans like to compete on a level play- 
ing field. All the players should have an 
equal opportunity to win based on their com- 
petitive merits, not on some artificial imbal- 
ance that gives someone or some group a 
special advantage. 

That is why Secretary Shultz sup- 
ports a price on carbon. 

As an addition, there is also a huge 
economic win that will result, accord- 
ing to knowledgeable conservatives. 
Last year, George W. Bush’s Treasury 
Secretary, Hank Paulson, said, “A tax 
on carbon emissions will unleash a 
wave of innovation to develop tech- 
nologies, lower the costs of clean en- 
ergy and create jobs as we and other 
nations develop new energy products 
and infrastructure.” 

Former Republican Congressman Bob 
Inglis has become a leading conserv- 
ative voice in the fight against climate 
change. He specifically supports using 
a carbon fee and even introduced legis- 
lation when he was in Congress to price 
carbon and cut payroll taxes, the 
Laffer combination. Last year, he told 
the Dallas Morning News that this 
would create economic opportunity. 

He said: 

[W]e are discovering in climate science... 
that there is a risk that we can avoid from 
the creative innovation that comes from free 
enterprise. We have a danger and an oppor- 
tunity. As a conservative, I say what a great 
opportunity to create wealth, innovate, and 
sell innovation around the world. 

By the way, Representative Inglis’s 
dedication to this issue recently earned 
him the John F. Kennedy Profile in 
Courage Award. I offer him my sincere 
congratulations. It does, indeed, take 
courage to come out from behind the 
veil of skepticism and denial to face 
the plain truth and to propose real, 
concrete solutions. That is especially 


true when the fossil fuel industry 
wields such relentless, remorseless 
power over the Republican Party 
today. 


President Obama’s Clean Power Plan 
is at last putting an end to the free 
lunch for the fossil fuel industry. This 
ought to motivate the industry to 
rethink its inequitable, subsidy-ridden 
business model. Which is more effi- 
cient, anyway—government regulation 
or proper market pricing? 

As American Enterprise Institute 
scholars Kevin Hassett, Steven Hay- 
ward, and Kenneth Greene put it, ‘‘Be- 
cause a carbon tax would cause carbon 
emissions to be reduced efficiently 
across the entire market, other meas- 
ures that are less efficient—and some- 
times even perverse in their impacts— 
could be eliminated . . . As regulations 
impose significant costs and distort 
markets, the potential to displace a 
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fairly broad swath of environmental 
regulations with a carbon tax offers 
benefits beyond [greenhouse gas] re- 
ductions’’—i.e., economic benefits. 

Republicans in Congress have a real 
chance to help remake the U.S. energy 
market under conservative, free mar- 
ket principles. As far back as 1992, 
former Chairman of President Reagan’s 
Council of Economic Advisers, Martin 
Feldstein, wrote in the Wall Street 
Journal: 

Although a general carbon fuel tax is moot 
for the moment, the idea will not go away. If 
carbon dioxide emissions are to be reduced 
further in the U.S., such a tax will achieve 
the goal with less economic waste than new 
bureaucratic hurdles. 

Why don’t today’s Republicans abide 
by this conservative principle? As 
Douglas Holtz-Eakin, CBO Director 
under the prior Republican Congress 
and economic adviser to our friend 
Senator MCCAIN's Presidential bid, 
wrote in the National Review, ‘‘In the 
bad old days, Democrats bad-mouthed 
trading systems and price mechanisms; 
Republicans opposed rifle-shot sub- 
sidies and mandates. Weirdly, conserv- 
atives have a need to relearn these les- 
sons.” 

Well, the carbon fee is right in line 
with Douglas Holtz-Eakin's lessons to 
be learned. 

On June 10, I will introduce my car- 
bon fee proposal at an event hosted by 
the American Enterprise Institute. I 
hope that once my colleagues see the 
details, they will take seriously the 
promise of a free market solution to 
climate change. For any Senator who 
wants to engage on this issue, I am in- 
terested. I will gladly work with any 
Republican colleague. What we cannot 
do is stay in denial. For both our envi- 
ronment and our economy, and indeed 
our honor, we cannot afford to keep 
sleepwalking. It is time to wake up. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 


EE 
USA FREEDOM ACT 


Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, I 
rise today to speak on H.R. 2048, the 
USA FREEDOM Act. I want to put it in 
some context and discuss why I voted 
the way I did today, but first, a little 
background. 

It has been now more than a decade 
since Al Qaeda launched its deadly at- 
tacks on U.S. soil that we all remem- 
ber so well, killing 2,977 people in New 
York City, in Washington, DC, and just 
outside of Shanksville, PA, injuring 
about 2,700 more, and taking away far 
too many parents, children, wives, hus- 
bands, families, and friends. 

As we gather here today, we face 
other grave threats as well. One of the 
most grave threats is the threat of the 
Islamic State of ISIS. Secretary of De- 
fense Hagel described it this way. He 
said ISIS is “beyond anything that 
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we've seen” and constitutes an “immi- 
nent threat to every interest we have.”” 

We know this is a brutal group. They 
behead people. They crucify people. 
They burn people alive. They system- 
atically sell young girls into slavery. 
They control large regions in the Mid- 
dle East now. They have their sights 
set on attacking the United States. 

We know there are radicalized ISIS 
sympathizers and adherents here in the 
United States. Many of them are eager 
to carry out this group’s destructive 
ambitions right here in our own coun- 
try. 

We know ISIS has the resources to 
carry out attacks on our homeland. Al 
Qaeda spent about half a million dol- 
lars. That is what it cost them to plan 
and execute the entire attack on the 
World Trade Center and the Pentagon. 
ISIS has amassed a $2 billion fortune— 
4,000 times as much money as Al Qaeda 
spent on September 11. ISIS collects 
something on the order of an addi- 
tional $1 million to $2 million every 
day through the variety of means it 
has because of the land it controls. So 
this is a very serious threat. 

Like any other threat, we have an 
obligation to protect the American 
people from this to the extent we can. 
In the process, we have an obligation 
to strike an appropriate balance be- 
tween the national security we owe our 
constituents, the American people, and 
the robust civil liberties we ought to 
protect because they are enshrined in 
our Constitution and important to our 
country. In my view, section 215—the 
controversial part of the USA PA- 
TRIOT Act—appropriately struck that 
balance. 

The best policy we could have pur- 
sued this week would have been to re- 
authorize section 215 in pretty much 
the form it has been in. If we had done 
so, we would have been repeating what 
we had done many times before by 
overwhelming bipartisan majorities I 
think seven previous times. In 2005, 
2006, 2009, 2010, and 2011, Congress reau- 
thorized the USA PATRIOT Act, in- 
cluding section 215. Congress did that 
because there is nothing radical about 
section 215 or the PATRIOT Act. This— 
what became a very controversial sec- 
tion recently—simply gave our na- 
tional security officials the same kind 
of ability to access documents, reports, 
and other tangible items when inves- 
tigating a potential international ter- 
rorist attack that a grand jury has and 
has long had when investigating ordi- 
nary criminal events such as a car 
theft. 

It is important to note what section 
215 did not authorize. It did not author- 
ize the NSA to conduct wiretaps or lis- 
ten in on any phone conversations. 
That has never happened. Despite that, 
there has been rampant misinforma- 
tion about the telephone metadata pro- 
gram, as it is referred to, that was con- 
ducted under section 215, so I want to 
discuss that a little bit. 
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I think one of the most important 
things to stress here is that this 
metadata program contained only in- 
formation a third party had. It was not 
private information that an individual 
possessed; it was third-party informa- 
tion held by a telephone company. 
What is that information the phone 
companies have always had? It is a 
phone number. It is a date and time of 
a call. It is the duration of a call. It is 
the number being called. That is it. 
That is the sum total of all of the in- 
formation in this so-called metadata 
program. Because that is all the infor- 
mation, it was completely anonymous. 
Not only did it not include any context 
of any conversation—that was not pos- 
sible. Conversations have never been 
recorded, so the contents have never 
been captured. But it also did not con- 
tain any identifying information with 
the phone numbers. There are no 
names, no addresses, no financial infor- 
mation. There is no information that 
would in any way identify anybody 
with any particular number. 

So what did the government do with 
the metadata it had received? Well, it 
stored it all in a big database, on a big 
spreadsheet with all of those numbers. 
That is all it was, was a lot of numbers. 

When the government discovered a 
phone number from a known terrorist, 
when a group of special ops American 
forces took down a terrorist group 
somewhere and grabbed a cell phone, 
then the government could conduct a 
search of the metadata, but first a Fed- 
eral judge would have to give permis- 
sion. 

After running the search to deter- 
mine whether in that metadata there 
had been phone calls between the 
known terrorists and numbers in that 
database, even after doing the search, 
the government still had no informa- 
tion identifying the phone number be- 
cause that is not in the database. Of 
course, as I said before, certainly there 
was no content because content had 
never been recorded. 

But a link might be established—and 
if it were to be established, if Federal 
investigators discovered that the 
known terrorist was in regular phone 
communications, for instance, with 
someone in the United States, then 
that fact could be turned over to the 
FBI, and the FBI could conduct an in- 
vestigation, which might be a very use- 
ful investigation to have. 

Well, we have had a number of offi- 
cials who have told us how important 
this program has been, the intelligence 
value we have received. President 
Obama, himself, explained that had the 
section 215 metadata program been in 
place prior to 9/11, the government 
might have been able to prevent the at- 
tack. Remember, we learned afterward 
about our inability to connect the dots. 
This was a program that was designed 
to enable us to connect those dots. 

Even the critics of this program— 
which, as we know, there are many— 
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have never suggested this program was 
in any way abused, that any individual 
person had their rights violated, that 
there was any breach. That case has 
never been made, not that I have 
heard. Given the value of the pro- 
gram—as we have heard from multiple 
sources—and the complete absence of 
any record of any abuse of the pro- 
gram, in my view, Congress should 
have reauthorized this program, in- 
cluding section 215. 

But, instead, we have passed an alter- 
native, and that is the USA FREEDOM 
Act. I voted against this measure today 
because I am concerned the USA 
FREEDOM Act does not provide us 
with the tools we need at a time when 
the risks have been as great as ever. 
Let me just mention some of these. 

First, under the USA FREEDOM Act, 
it is entirely possible that the govern- 
ment may not be able to continue any 
metadata program at all. I say that be- 
cause the bill explicitly forbids the 
government from maintaining the 
database that we have been maintain- 
ing and instead the bill assumes that 
private phone companies will retain 
the data, and then the government will 
be able to access that data as needed. 

But there is a problem with this as- 
sumption. The problem is the bill 
doesn’t require the phone companies to 
preserve any of this data. Under the 
USA FREEDOM Act, the phone compa- 
nies could destroy the metadata in- 
stantaneously after a phone call oc- 
curs. 

They have a regulatory obligation to 
keep billing information, but a lot of 
bills are unlimited calls with a single 
monthly charge. They have no statu- 
tory or regulatory requirement to re- 
tain the records of these calls. As cur- 
rently practiced, I am not aware of any 
phone companies that retain this data 
for the 5 years our intelligence officials 
believe is the necessary timeframe to 
provide the security they would like to 
provide. 

There is another problem, it seems to 
me, with the USA FREEDOM Act; that 
is, it is entirely possible the time pe- 
riod contemplated for establishing the 
software that will enable the govern- 
ment to query the many different pri- 
vate phone company databases—that 
timeframe will not be long enough. We 
don’t know whether it is going to be 
long enough. We will just find out, I 
suppose, when the time comes. But this 
is a complex exercise that has to be 
carried out in real time, and the USA 
FREEDOM Act simply creates a dead- 
line. It doesn’t ensure that we will 
have this in place. 

A second concern I have is that the 
USA FREEDOM Act weakens other in- 
telligence-gathering tools that are un- 
related to any of the metadata pro- 
grams which have received most of the 
attention. 

So the USA FREEDOM Act gives in- 
telligence officials—— 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania has used 10 
minutes. 

There is an order to recognize the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent for 30 seconds 
to wrap up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, I 
conclude by saying that we are at least 
at as great a risk as we have ever been, 
and the first priority of the Federal 
Government of the United States is to 
protect people of the United States. 

I am deeply concerned that the USA 
FREEDOM Act diminishes an impor- 
tant tool for providing for this secu- 
rity, and I hope that in the coming 
months we can address this bill and try 
to correct the many flaws it has. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 


REGULATORY REFORM 


Mr. ROUNDS. Madam President, I 
rise, for the first time speaking in this 
Chamber, to discuss the future of our 
great Nation, how truly fortunate we 
are to live in the greatest country in 
the world. 

We are protected by the best military 
that has ever existed and that, in turn, 
allows us to live freely here at home, 
to focus on our God-given rights of life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

In my home State of South Dakota, 
we cherish these rights. We have the 
opportunity to make our dreams come 
true because we have these rights and 
because we have a commonsense value 
system to guide us. 

When I was elected, I promised to 
bring South Dakota common sense to 
Washington and to work to solve prob- 
lems for the good of every South Dako- 
tan and every American. But, unfortu- 
nately, when I travel back home, I con- 
tinue to hear from my fellow South Da- 
kotans about the Federal Government 
infringing on these rights and values. 

You see, our great Nation has been 
bogged down in recent years with what 
I believe is one of the greatest hin- 
drances to job growth and economic 
productivity; that is, the overregula- 
tion of our citizens. Overregulation is 
not a Democratic or a Republican 
issue, it is an issue that affects every 
single one of us. But I believe it is a 
challenge we can solve through co- 
operation and perseverance. It doesn’t 
matter if you are talking about a doc- 
tor or a small business owner or a 
farmer or a rancher, overregulation has 
affected every single sector of our soci- 
ety. 

The regulatory burden on this coun- 
try is nearly $2 trillion annually, and 
this is in addition to the tax burden al- 
ready placed on our American citizens. 
That regulatory burden is larger than 
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Canada’s entire economy. In fact, the 
cost to comply with Federal regula- 
tions is larger than the entire GDP of 
all but only eight other countries in 
the entire world. 

Even more staggering, just a few 
years ago, we surpassed 1 million Fed- 
eral regulations in America—1 million 
Federal regulations. Regulations are 
stifling economic growth and innova- 
tion and hurting the future of this 
country by crushing the can-do Amer- 
ican spirit that founded our Nation, 
settled the West, won two World Wars, 
and put a man on the Moon—and every 
year more than 3,500 new Federal regu- 
lations are added. 

This just does not make sense, and it 
certainly is not South Dakota common 
sense. What alarms me is not only the 
volume of regulations being thrust 
upon our citizens but also the process 
for creating them. The purpose of Con- 
gress is to be the voice of the people 
when making laws. Unfortunately, the 
voice of the people in the rulemaking 
process has been cut out and replaced 
by unelected government bureaucrats 
who think they know better than the 
farmer or the scientist or the entre- 
preneur. 

Our Founders recognized the need for 
making laws, granting the power to 
create laws to Congress and only Con- 
gress. They meant that process to be 
difficult so our government would not 
overburden citizens and restrict their 
freedom, freedom that those Founding 
Fathers had just fought so hard to ob- 
tain. Through Congress, every citizen 
should have a voice, but unfortunately 
that is not what is happening today. 

Our Founding Fathers created three 
branches of government with checks 
and balances for each one. They could 
never have imagined that we would 
have a regulatory process in place 
today where unelected bureaucrats 
would both write and have the final ap- 
proval of the rules and regulations 
under which our people must live. 

This regulatory regime, which is re- 
sponsible for the 3,500 new rules each 
year, has essentially become a fourth 
branch of government and a de facto 
legislative body. The problem is exac- 
erbated because these bureaucrats in 
Washington have this misperception 
that they know how to run our lives 
better than we do. 

While working as a business owner, a 
State legislator, as a Governor, and 
now as a Senator, I have seen just how 
detrimental this “Washington knows 
best” mentality is on the daily lives of 
South Dakotans and Americans. 

Many of my friends on both sides of 
the aisle have come to the Senate floor 
in recent weeks and months with some 
great ideas and legislation to limit or 
stop or repeal or remove some of the 
worst regulations currently on the 
books. I applaud them for these efforts, 
many of which I also support. 

I look forward to working with the 
senior Senator from South Dakota, my 
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friend JOHN THUNE, as well as anyone 
who is willing to work with me to re- 
move these burdens that are stunting 
American greatness and, well, bring a 
little South Dakota common sense 
back to our regulatory environment. 

The regulatory system in America 
has run amok. Too often, burdensome, 
costly regulations are crafted by bu- 
reaucrats at the highest level of gov- 
ernment, behind closed doors, with lit- 
tle input from everyday Americans 
who disproportionately feel the effects 
of these one-size-fits-all policies. 

It is regulation without representa- 
tion—and it is wrong. The American 
people are being squeezed out, their 
voices falling on deaf ears in Wash- 
ington. Small businesses, which drive 
our economy and create the majority 
of jobs in America, are especially hurt 
by overregulation because they, too, 
have to hire lawyers and employees to 
comply with these rules. This takes 
away capital that could be used to hire 
new production employees and expand 
their businesses. 

People in my home State of South 
Dakota feel victimized by their own 
Federal Government. It is keeping 
crops from getting to market, and it is 
keeping businesses from growing. The 
idea that unelected and unaccountable 
bureaucrats should be allowed to make 
sweeping rules and regulations with no 
recourse should be a concern to every 
American, regardless of political affili- 
ation, because it impacts everyone. No 
party has a lock on the American 
dream, and American innovation 
doesn’t have a party affiliation. 

From the stack of paperwork re- 
quired to process a bank loan to the 
regulatory price of putting food on the 
table, the cost of Federal regulations 
are ultimately passed down to each and 
every American. Without excessive 
regulation, imagine how much more 
money American families could have in 
their pockets to spend on what they 
want, instead of what the government 
wants. If we cut our redtape, families 
can stop having to cut their budgets. 

The regulatory regime is a dark 
cloud over our entire economy. I am 
not saying there isn’t a place for rules 
in our society; there is. Rules are 
meant to keep us safe and to promote 
the greater good, and I do believe there 
are some good rules and regulations 
which are on the books today. The 
problem I have is with the bad rules 
that keep good people from going about 
their daily lives. 

Unfortunately, there are too many of 
these bad rules that are hindering our 
freedoms and stifling our growth. 
These are the regulations which we 
should have a process in place to reex- 
amine. 

Today, I come to the floor to discuss 
bipartisan legislation, which we have 
already introduced, to permanently 
end regulation without representation. 
It takes a giant leap forward in restor- 
ing the people’s role in the rulemaking 
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process. After all, if the American peo- 
ple don’t like the laws we make, they 
can vote us out, but they have no such 
power with unelected bureaucrats. 
They are stuck. 

You see, the bipartisan legislation we 
have submitted, S. Con. Res. 17, would 
create a Joint Select Committee on 
Regulatory Reform, whose purpose in- 
cludes reviewing regulations currently 
on the books and proposing a new rules 
review process that includes the elect- 
ed representatives of the American 
people. It is rooted in South Dakota 
common sense and the principles that 
have made this country great, making 
government work for Americans, rath- 
er than against them. 

Madam President, this committee 
would make several recommendations 
to Congress to rebalance this broken 
regulatory scheme. 

First, the committee would be tasked 
with exploring options for Congress to 
review regulations written by agencies 
before they are enacted, providing 
much needed oversight through the 
possibility of a permanent joint rules 
review committee, which would be 
tasked with reviewing rules with a cost 
of $50 million or more. This permanent 
joint rules review committee would 
have the ability to delay the imposi- 
tion of these rules for not more than a 
year from the time the agency submits 
the rule for a review to enable Congress 
to act on the rule if they do not care 
for the rule. 

Second, the committee would exam- 
ine an option for agencies to submit 
each regulation with a $50 million or 
more impact to the appropriate com- 
mittees of Congress for review before 
the rule is enacted. 

Finally, the joint select committee 
could recommend ways to reduce the 
financial burden regulations place on 
the economy as well as sunsetting on- 
erous and outdated ones. 

This joint select committee would 
not be a permanent one, but it would 
be bipartisan, bicameral, and hold 
meaningful hearings so that a perma- 
nent solution to our overregulation 
problem can be properly addressed. 

This legislation also offers a starting 
point for the committee by requiring 
certain possible solutions to our regu- 
latory problem to be considered. I firm- 
ly believe that regulations should be 
reviewed by elected officials, those who 
are accountable to the American peo- 
ple through the democratic process. 

This is not a new concept. It is not 
rocket science. It is a common practice 
at the State level. In fact, 41 of the 50 
States, including my home State of 
South Dakota, have a rules review 
process to make sure the executive 
branch is faithfully executing the laws 
they seek to implement. 

It is worth repeating that regulations 
are estimated to cost $1.88 trillion an- 
nually in the United States, and that is 
above and beyond the tax burden our 
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citizens already share. That amounts 
to just under $5 billion every single 
day, and it just doesn’t make sense. It 
is unfair to those who still believe in 
and are working to achieve the Amer- 
ican dream. Whether Americans are 
seeking to buy a car, take out a mort- 
gage on a house, start a business, or see 
the doctor, regulations obstruct them. 

When I think of those who sacrificed 
everything so that our children and 
grandchildren could create their own 
version of the American dream, I think 
about the freedoms and liberties they 
fought so bravely to defend. They 
fought so that we could pursue life, lib- 
erty, and happiness and trust that our 
government would not hinder these 
lifelong endeavors. It is not Wash- 
ington that will continue to make this 
country great; rather, it is the collec- 
tive spirit of individual Americans who 
want to work hard to be successful for 
their families and their communities. 
But they need the heavy hand of gov- 
ernment to be lifted. 

Here in Washington, it is not our job 
to dictate how Americans run their 
lives but to allow them to achieve their 
dreams, not make them into night- 
mares. 

The phrase “Washington is broken” 
is far too common. It seems as though 
whenever we go home, there is someone 
who suggests that Washington is bro- 
ken. We hear it regularly. People use it 
to describe the current state of our 
Federal Government. “Washington” is 
now used in a derogatory manner. 

This city, the Capital of our Nation, 
named after our very first Commander 
in Chief, the man who led us to victory 
in the Revolutionary War and birthed 
this great Nation, has become, over 
time, the same as a four-letter word. 
Remember, George Washington left the 
Presidency voluntarily after two terms 
in office. He wanted to get away from 
the monarch style of government in 
which rulers held their positions for 
life. And now this city that bears his 
name is full of lifelong bureaucrats— 
and even worse, they are unaccount- 
able to the people. It is a far cry from 
the Republic our Founders envisioned. 

Madam President, in the year 2026 
our country will celebrate its 250th 
birthday. That is just over a decade 
away. When we get to that point, I 
hope to join my fellow Americans in 
looking back with great pride in all we 
have accomplished and all we have to 
pass on to future generations. 

President Kennedy challenged our 
Nation to put a man on the Moon be- 
fore the decade of the 1960s had 
passed—less than 10 years. I am not 
asking us to do anything as tough as 
putting a man back on the Moon, but I 
think we should commit ourselves to 
removing the barrier of government 
regulations that is weighing on the 
American spirit and again set free the 
American economy before the decade 
preceding our 250th birthday. 
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I have not submitted legislation to 
start a new committee that exists in 
name and does no deed. Americans 
want us and expect us to be up to this 
challenge, and I believe we are. We can 
lift the heavy hand of government. The 
Founding Fathers did not anticipate 
thousands of regulators and a million 
regulations when they created this 
country. It is time to end this regula- 
tion without representation and re- 
store the lawmaking process to the 
people. 

I thank my friends on both sides of 
the aisle who have cosponsored RE- 
STORE and encourage the rest of my 
colleagues to sign on to this common- 
sense approach to addressing the issue 
of overregulation so we can work to 
make this country even greater and 
safer than we found it. Then, during 
our 250th birthday celebration, we can 
be proud that we restored a little 
South Dakota and American common 
sense for our children and their chil- 
dren. 

With that, Madam President, I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING SENATOR 
ROUNDS 


Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President, 
let me say to our colleague from South 
Dakota how much all of us enjoyed his 
first major speech and also congratu- 
late him on focusing on what I think is 
the single biggest problem confronting 
our country, creating the slow growth 
rate we have had throughout the 
Obama Presidency. 

The Senator from South Dakota has 
focused on the biggest drag on our 
economy, the single biggest thing hold- 
ing this country back from reaching its 
potential, and I would say to my friend 
from South Dakota that he has picked 
the perfect subject and has laid out a 
good solution to it. I hope lots of col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle will 
rally around this excellent proposal as 
a good way forward in dealing with the 
single biggest domestic problem we 
have regarding the future growth of 
our country. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I, 
too, wish to congratulate my colleague 
from South Dakota, Senator ROUNDS, 
because he has already been a great 
leader on this subject. As a successful 
two-term Governor, a leader in our 
State legislature, he was a practical, 
commonsense, down-to-earth Governor 
who just liked to get things done. 

I think coming here to Washington, 
DC, and finding the massive bureauc- 
racy—in some cases, dysfunction—that 
surrounds this city, there can be a lot 
of disillusionment at times for people 
across the country. I think the new 
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Senator from South Dakota is going to 
be a great voice, a clear voice on solu- 
tions for how to break through that. He 
will be a great partner and someone I 
look forward to continuing to work 
with. We worked together a lot during 
his time as Governor and while in the 
State legislature, but I am delighted he 
is here in the Senate, where he can 
take his skills and experience and the 
passion he has to bring about positive 
change for our country and put it to 
work on behalf of the people of South 
Dakota and the people of our country. 

I look forward to working with him 
on the very issue he talked about today 
because there is probably nothing right 
now that has a greater economic im- 
pact and creates more economic harm 
for the people we represent in South 
Dakota than regulatory overreach. 
This is evidenced on an almost daily 
basis as new regulations emanate from 
various agencies around this town that 
make it more difficult and more expen- 
sive for people to create jobs, more dif- 
ficult for farmers and ranchers and 
small business people to do the things 
they do best, and just create a higher 
burden, a higher level of harm for peo- 
ple across the State because everything 
that comes out of Washington, DC, 
that drives up the cost of doing busi- 
ness in this country gets passed on to 
consumers in our State and all across 
the country. 

I congratulate the Senator from 
South Dakota on his remarks and am 
grateful for his great service to our 
State in so many ways already and now 
adding to that here as a Member of the 
Senate, where we have big problems, 
big challenges, but he meets that with 
not only big enthusiasm but big experi- 
ence when it comes to knocking down 
these barriers and making it more pos- 
sible for people in this country to live 
more prosperous lives, safer lives, and 
hopefully more fulfilled lives when 
they can get government out of the 
way and allow their greatest aspira- 
tions to surface. 

So I hope we have the opportunity to 
deal with a lot of those issues and do it 
in a way that creates greater pros- 
perity for people across South Dakota 
and across this country. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, let 
me observe that after hearing all the 
Senator from South Dakota said and 
what his goals are, he sure chose the 
right committee, the committee I 
chair, the Environment and Public 
Works Committee. That is what we 
talk about. That is what we do. 

I had the honor of being in South Da- 
kota before the election, and as I 
walked around in South Dakota and 
looked around, I thought, I could just 
as well be in Oklahoma. While I was 
there, I talked to the farm bureau peo- 
ple there, and they said it is the regu- 
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lations. That is a farm State. Okla- 
homa is a farm State, and we under- 
stand that. 

Of all the regulations they have and 
the problems they have, they say the 
EPA overregulates and causes the 
greatest problems. They singled one 
out—endangered species. They singled 
another one out—the waters of the 
United States. Currently, we are doing 
legislation on the waters of the United 
States, and it is legislation that is 
going to get that burden off of the peo- 
ple from South Dakota and Oklahoma. 
Right now, we are considering the most 
expensive of all the regulations, which 
is the ozone regulations. It would con- 
stitute the greatest single increase in 
expenditures or taxes of anything in 
the history of this country. 

So it is nice to know we have some- 
one who is so committed to the goals of 
this committee to be singling this out 
in a maiden speech as his greatest con- 
cern. I appreciate that as the chairman 
of that committee, and we are going to 
do wonderful things together for South 
Dakota, Oklahoma, and America. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TILLIS). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak in morn- 
ing business for up to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EEE 
DROUGHT AND WILDFIRES 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, this 
afternoon I wish to call attention to 
the severe drought and wildfires that 
are already burning in my home State 
of Oregon and across the West. 

Earlier today, the Energy and Nat- 
ural Resources Committee, on which I 
serve, held a hearing on drought. There 
is no question that communities in 
many of our Western States are experi- 
encing very uncertain times. Our farm- 
ers are concerned about water for their 
crops. Outdoorsmen and business own- 
ers fear low reservoir and river levels 
are going to ruin the summer season. 
Conservationists worry about a lack of 
cold water for fish habitats. 

Drought and fire are a dangerous 
combination and create a trend con- 
tinuing this year. Fire seasons have 
gotten drier. The fires have gotten hot- 
ter, and they have become far more ex- 
pensive to fight. And severe drought is 
now compounding the crisis. We ought 
to make no mistake about what is 
going on in the West. The West is now 
bone dry, and the tragic fact is that 
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this is the new normal for Oregon 
farmers and ranchers. Water is an in- 
creasingly scarce and precious re- 
source. 

Right now, every last square mile of 
Oregon is experiencing abnormally dry 
conditions, and almost 70 percent of 
my State is under severe drought. Fif- 
teen of Oregon’s 36 counties have de- 
clared drought emergencies or have 
been declared a drought emergency by 
the Governor. The unusually warm 
winter in my home State meant record 
low snowpack, which devastates sum- 
mertime runoff, which is so important 
to Oregon’s water supply. 

Drought raises enormous issues for 
communities and State and Federal 
agencies. They have to find ways to 
cope while using less water. Authori- 
ties feel they are in a position, or are 
forced into a position, to have to make 
seemingly impossible choices about 
where to dedicate increasingly scarce 
resources. All of these rural commu- 
nities have to face challenges that are 
heightened by drought—particularly 
the threat of wildfires. 

Drought conditions mean that west- 
ern forests and grasslands are espe- 
cially likely to go up in flames. It 
means that more acres will burn, more 
people and more structures will be at 
risk, and more funds are going to be 
needed to put the fires out. 

Fire season this year has started ear- 
lier than normal. In fact, I received a 
fire briefing at home this March. That 
is the earliest I have had a fire briefing 
in all of my time in Congress. It cer- 
tainly bodes badly for the extra costs 
that we are likely to see. I recently got 
a letter from the Forest Service with 
the estimate of anticipated wildfire 
suppression costs for fiscal year 2015. 
The middle-of-the-road estimate for 
how much it will cost to fight wildfires 
is nearly $1.25 billion. On the high end, 
it could cost more than $1.6 billion. But 
the funding, however, that has been 
dedicated to fighting fires does not 
come close—not close—to covering 
those costs. The appropriated amount 
is $200 million less than even the most 
conservative median forecast. Wishful 
thinking in the budget is not going to 
be very useful in putting the fires out. 
Fighting fires costs money, and it can’t 
be punted into the future like some 
minor budget line item. Once again, 
then, we are looking at the prospect of 
the Forest Service having to raid other 
accounts in order to put out the blazes. 

According to the Forest Service, in 
2013, $40 million was essentially stolen 
from the National Forest Fund, which 
would pay for the stewardship and 
management of the 193 million acres of 
national forests and grasslands. And 
$30 million was stolen from the account 
that funds the disposal of brush and 
other debris from timber operations. 
This brush and debris is essentially 
fuel for future fires. 

Those figures represent the stark re- 
ality that the broken funding system 
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in place is shortchanging the resources 
needed for sensibly fighting wildfires. 
The cycle of stealing money from pre- 
vention accounts to pay for suppres- 
sion of forest fires just repeats itself 
again and again without end, and it 
will continue until this funding prob- 
lem is finally fixed. 

Senator CRAPO, our colleague from 
Idaho, and I have been working on a bi- 
partisan basis to fix this flawed policy 
for quite some time now. He and I in- 
troduced the Wildfire Disaster Funding 
Act to end this damaging cycle, which 
I have described and which in the West 
we call fire borrowing. Our bill would 
raise the Federal disaster cap to allow 
the agencies to treat wildfire-fighting 
efforts like other natural disasters be- 
cause wildfires are natural disasters, 
destructive and costly, no different 
than hurricanes, floods, and tornadoes. 

When our governmental agencies are 
forced to borrow from other accounts 
to fight fires that have bankrupted 
these accounts for fire suppression, 
they rob from the funds that are need- 
ed to reduce hazardous fuels in the for- 
ests, which leads to even more choked 
and overstocked forests ripe for future 
fires. 

In effect, what happens is the preven- 
tion funds—the funds for thinning, 
cleaning out all of that debris—get 
shorted. So then you might have a 
lightning strike or something in our 
part of the world and you have an in- 
ferno on your hands. The government, 
in effect, borrows from the prevention 
fund to put the fire out, and the prob- 
lem just gets worse and worse. It is 
that problem that Senator CRAPO and I 
are trying to fix. 

On a bipartisan basis, we seek to give 
the agencies the tools they need to sup- 
port the courageous firefighters on the 
ground, men and women who put their 
lives at risk to ensure that Americans, 
their homes and communities are pro- 
tected from destructive wildfires. 

I know there are other Members of 
the Senate who are very interested in 
solving the fire-borrowing problem. I 
encourage all those Members to work 
with me, Senator CRAPO, and our staff 
to find a solution that is acceptable to 
Congress and can be passed soon. 

This is an urgent matter. This is not 
something you can sort of let go and 
offer the amendment to the amend- 
ment to the amendment, the kind of 
thing that happens here, and it just 
gets shunted off for years on end. This 
is urgent business because the West has 
to be in a position to clear these haz- 
ardous fuels and get out in front of 
these increasingly dangerous and omi- 
nous fires. We have to end—we have to 
end this cycle of catastrophic wildfires 
in the West. It is long past time for ac- 
tion. I urge colleagues to join Senator 
CRAPO and I to work with us and our 
staff so this body moves, and moves 
quickly, to fix this problem. 

There is an awful lot of uncertainty 
when it comes to calculating the Fed- 
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eral budget. But what we know for 
sure—for sure—is that this problem of 
wildfires in the West is getting increas- 
ingly serious. The fires are bigger, the 
fires are hotter, and they last longer. It 
is time to budget for reducing this 
problem in a sensible way. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— > 


GEORGE SCHENK, CELEBRATING 30 
YEARS OF FLATBREAD 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I wish to 
recognize George Schenk, founder of 
one of Vermont’s most beloved res- 
taurants, American Flatbread. Thirty 
years ago, American Flatbread was 
built from the ground up, driven by 
George’s own enthusiasm, innovation, 
and drive. He baked his first pizza— 
flatbread as he prefers to call it—in a 
wood-fired stone oven of his own de- 
sign. Today, American Flatbread still 
bakes its creations in the same stone 
ovens. 

George started with a vision where 
his food was not just great tasting and 
nutritional, but also nurturing and 
healing the soul. He accomplished that 
and so much more. Anyone who has sat 
down at American Flatbread after a 
long day hiking, skiing or even just to 
visit understands the satisfaction of 
eating at George’s restaurant. He and 
his staff maintain a commitment to 
the core values of the integrity of a 
meal, using organic and locally sourced 
ingredients, including those grown in a 
greenhouse next door. George cul- 
tivates these ingredients to deliver on 
his promise of “good, flavorful, nutri- 
tious food that gives both joy and 
health.” 

American Flatbread also reflects the 
best of Vermont's community tradi- 
tions—caring for one another. Food is 
often given to help local hospitals and 
families in need, and those same citi- 
zens give back when they can. Like 
many Vermont towns, Waitsfield was 
devastated by Tropical Storm Irene, 
and among the damaged businesses was 
American Flatbread. Despite the dam- 
age, they were able to reopen in just a 
few short days thanks to the work of 
hundreds of local volunteers in both 
their time and in donations. 

Since the fire was lit in that first 
stone oven, George has stayed true to 
his vision of a sustainable and commu- 
nity-oriented business, one that has 
flourished while calling Vermont its 
home. In honor of American Flatbread 
turning 30, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD Sally Pol- 
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lak’s story from the May 28, 2015, edi- 
tion of the Burlington Free Press. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Burlington Free Press, May 28, 

2015] 
AMERICAN FLATBREAD TURNS 30, THROWS 
COMMUNITY PARTY 

WAITSFIELD.—Thirty years ago in his side 
yard in Warren, George Schenk made a pizza 
in his wood-fired field stone oven. 

The toppings were simple: olive oil, garlic, 
Parmesan and herbs from his garden. 

“T didn’t know if it was going to stick to 
the rock,” Schenk said. ‘‘I didn’t know if it 
was going to bake. The oven had no door.”” 

Two couples who were hanging out drink- 
ing wine shared that pizza, or flatbread in 
Schenk vernacular. 

Their response was like a wave at a foot- 
ball stadium on a smaller scale, Schenk said. 
Smiles moved from face to face. 

“We just thought it was great,” said Lyn- 
don Virkler, dean of education at New Eng- 
land Culinary Institute, who was one of the 
original flatbread eaters. “Because of the 
nice hot rock it had a nice, crisp crust. And 
real simple, pure flavors.” 

What was meant to be a side dish became 
the “highlight of the evening,” Virkler said. 
He had met Schenk—a ski bum—five years 
earlier in the kitchen at Sam Rupert's, a 
Warren restaurant. Virkler was chef and 
Schenk was a salad maker with creativity 
and drive, Virkler said. 

“We've often reflected on our place in his- 
tory,” Virkler said. “My wife and I being 
able to sample the first flatbread.” 

Schenk knew that night 30 years ago he 
had made something he and other people en- 
joyed eating. Beyond that, he found some- 
thing that was gratifying to make: from 
building the oven to splitting wood and mak- 
ing a fire to kneading the dough. 

“I was looking for a professional cooking 
opportunity that felt right,” Schenk said. 
“Not necessarily being on a line behind 
closed doors.” 

Schenk’s pizza—American Flatbread—has 
been around ever since: never behind closed 
doors and often outside. It started once a 
week at Tucker Hill Inn before Schenck 
opened American Flatbread at Lareau Farm 
in Waitsfield in 1992. That restaurant 
spawned a dozen American Flatbreads in 
New England, one in Hawaii and one in Brit- 
ish Columbia. 

American Flatbread will be available to all 
next Saturday, when Schenk celebrates 30 
years of flatbread with free pizza and salad 
at his Waitsfield restaurant. Bigger than the 
birthday party, the event is to recognize 
community members who give to their com- 
munities in a variety of ways, he said. 

“It's the whole range of human experi- 
ence,” Schenk said, listing the spheres of 
people and organizations he intends to 
honor: religious, local government, volun- 
teer fire and ambulance personnel, people 
who serve seniors and the ill and injured, 
those who are involved in the arts and work 
to protect the environment. 

“Here in this small valley there are 54 reg- 
istered nonprofits,” Schenk said. 

Schenk spoke of the help his business re- 
ceived after two floods—in 1998 and 2011— 
damaged the restaurant and grounds at 
Lareau Farm, site of American Flatbread. 

“Over 400 peopled helped us dig out,” 
Schenk said. “People donated tractors, 
cleaned firewood, mucked out the basement 
and moved debris. In the absence of that 
help, this little business would have failed.” 
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Money also was donated, 
$25,000 interest-free loan. 

“People get really squirrely about money,” 
Schenk said. But this loan was without that 
kind of attitude. The check came with a 
post-it note that read: “Thinking of you.” 
When Schenk repaid his last loan install- 
ment of $1,000, the check was returned un- 
cashed, he said. 

“In various iterations that story repeated 
itself over and over,” Schenk said. “With 
acts of profound kindness, at a time of need 
and loss.” 

The celebration next Saturday is to do 
something “nice,” Schenk said—choosing 
with care a word an English teacher advised 
him long ago to stay away from. 


WORDS WITH A SIDE OF PIZZA 


Words matter to Schenk. Over the years 
they have achieved a place of importance in 
his business. 

The restaurant in Waitsfield has gardens 
that grow food for flatbreads and salad, a 
campfire on the stone patio, and banners 
printed with Schenk’s writings on food, fam- 
ily, community, philosophy, and social 
issues. 

His compositions, which he calls “dedica- 
tions,” appear in the menus at American 
Flatbread. Schenck has written more than 
1,400 over the past 28 years. 

“T have often felt as though if I didn't 
write, the flatbread wasn't complete, it 
wasn't as good,” Schenk said. “Maybe in 
truth, I was not as good or complete. It pro- 
vided an internal discipline that I needed.” 

In his semi-retirement, Schenk, 62, is read- 
ing through the archive of his dedications 
with plans to publish them in a book. 

Reading through his dedications, the ones 
that emerge as most meaningful to him are 
about his family and the time he spent rais- 
ing his two children, now grown, Schenk 
said. 

“Im acutely aware that those days and 
events are past and will never come again,”’ 
Schenk said. ‘‘The dedications captured 
something about their childhoods and my ex- 
periences that I wouldn't otherwise have.” 

A dedication called ‘‘The Family Bed’’ is 
on the porch at American Flatbread. 

It reads in part: 

“We are together. Laughing and talking, 
getting ready for bed. ‘Read to me first,’ 
cries Willis who is three. I look at Hanna, 
half grown at eight years; she looks back at 
me with patience. ‘Pick out your books and 
jump into bed, Pll be with you in just a 
minute.’ (I go downstairs and fill the old 
stove with big chunks of wood. It is cold for 
April.) I hop back up, two stairs at a time, 
and join them in the big bed.” 

Nearby is a dedication titled ‘‘Children and 
the Kitchen.” Schenk wrote: 

“Children have a natural curiosity about 
the goings on in a kitchen. It is important to 
nurture this curiosity so that they have as 
their own the skills and care of good cook- 
ing. Almost all food work, from the garden 
to washing dishes, including knife-work, is 
child-friendly.” 

DREAMING IN THE DIRT 


The garden is where Schenk prefers to 
spend time these days. He has a plot in the 
staff garden at Flatbread, and he works in a 
greenhouse at Lareau Farm. 

Schenk loves the physical activity of gar- 
dening, and being outside in sunlight and 
fresh air. He has a particular interest in the 
nutrient content of the soil, and values the 
way garden work helps produce food that is 
“nutrient dense” and rich in flavor, Schenk 
said. 


including a 
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“There’s a kind of psychological peace and 
health that comes with the work,”’ he said. 
“Our palates really can guide us to health af- 
firming food.” 

He has built in his garden a structure he 
calls a “soil invertebrate condominium.” 

Soil invertebrates, insects and worms, 
stimulate soil bacteria, which improve the 
biology and chemistry of the soil. The crea- 
tures also aerate the soil, and help with pest 
control, Schenk said. They allow Schenk to 
play in the dirt, and peek into that ‘‘magic 
place’’ where they live. 

“Tve come to take an enormous amount of 
happiness from this work, and peace,” 
Schenk said last week in his garden. ‘‘As I 
become older, that peace and well being has 
become something that I value greatly. My 
goal wasn’t to go out and create a pizza em- 
pire. It was to have a healthy and happy 
life.” 

He sold his restaurant development group 
a few years ago, and now works as a 
Flatbread consultant. Thursday, he trucked 
buckets of clay gathered at Lareau Farm and 
sapling alders from a swamp in Roxbury to 
Rockport, Maine, to build an oven for a new 
American Flatbread restaurant. 

“It was about letting go of my ego,” 
Schenk said of his selling the development 
group. “When we idealize the American cor- 
porate dream and growth, that's what we see 
and hold up as a model of success. 

“T got caught up in someone else's dream. 
As I grew, I came to realize that it wasn't 
my dream.” 

Schenk dreams in the dirt these days, a 
place he hopes is teeming with activity. 

“Systems that are more complex tend to 
be more stable,” he said. “It’s stability that 
we're looking for in our lives.” 


EE 
TRIBUTE TO LAURA PECHAITIS 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor the career of Laura 
Pechaitis, a dedicated public servant 
who has made a profound difference in 
the lives of thousands of Ohioans. For 
13 years, I have been honored to have 
Laura on my staff, where she has 
helped veterans dealing with problems 
large and small. Laura retires on May 
8, 2015, after more than 30 years of serv- 
ice to her community. 

From the moment Laura contacted 
my then-congressional office about a 
job, I should have recognized that I was 
encountering a woman of uncharacter- 
istic zeal and dedication. Laura wrote 
to me after she—along with her hus- 
band, Theodore, and two sons, Marc 
and Scott—had moved back home to 
Ohio from New York. She had worked 
for 18 years in the New York Assembly 
for State Representative Michael 
Bragman as his director of constituent 
services. During her time in the New 
York Assembly she helped develop a 
program used by all assembly offices to 
track and manage casework. Hiring her 
should have been an obvious decision, 
but it was only after she had written to 
me three times that I finally recog- 
nized the dedication and passion of the 
person I was dealing with. Hiring 
Laura has made a difference in the 
lives of thousands of Ohioans. 

On my staff, Laura primarily focused 
her efforts on assisting Ohio’s veterans. 
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Our veterans and servicemembers dedi- 
cate their lives to our Nation, and 
Laura worked to make sure that they 
received the respect, gratitude, and as- 
sistance befitting their service. In- 
spired by her father—a World War II 
naval veteran—Laura has been com- 
mitted all of her adult life to serving 
those who served us. As a student at 
Miami University, she helped form an 
auxiliary for the Navy ROTC program, 
serving as its commander. 

She helped all generations of vet- 
erans. She helped men who stormed the 
beach on D-day secure long-overdue 
medals they had earned, and she helped 
recent Iraq war veterans access VA 
benefits to attend college and transi- 
tion to civilian life. Her ability to re- 
solve seemingly intractable cases was 
legendary. For veterans who had been 
waiting months, she was able to expe- 
dite their cases and get them the at- 
tention they deserved, many within 24 
hours. One constituent had been told 
by the VA that his claim would take 20 
days to process. Frustrated and dis- 
traught, he called Laura while driving 
to the VA clinic. By the time he pulled 
into the VA clinic, Laura had resolved 
the issue. Another veteran in Columbus 
had lived in her house for 27 months, 
but she was too afraid to unpack out of 
fear of being evicted. Laura helped en- 
sure that this veteran had the VA bene- 
fits that would enable her to stay in 
her home. 

Going above and beyond the call of 
duty was the norm for Laura. One vet- 
eran even had a term for her dedica- 
tion, dubbing such exemplary service 
the ‘‘typical Pechaitis fashion.’’ An- 
other constituent from Warren was 
having his TRICARE bills denied by 
the VA. Not only did Laura have the 
issue resolved within 24 hours, but she 
worked to help him reenroll in college 
and went so far as to put him in touch 
with a mentor at a local university to 
make sure he went back to school. 

Her drive for public service, however, 
went beyond veterans. In fact, long be- 
fore he became the star of the Cleve- 
land Cavaliers, a young LeBron James 
used to come into my Akron office to 
spend time with a friend whose mother 
worked for me. During one those visits, 
Laura helped LeBron James register 
for the draft—the Selective Service 
draft that is, not the NBA draft. 

Since 2006, Laura helped coordinate 
more than 10,000 cases for veterans and 
Active-Duty members of the armed 
services. She brought the same energy 
and empathy to each one. Laura has 
been a champion of veterans in Ohio, 
and the breadth of her impact is re- 
markable. She has been a model public 
servant, and I am proud to have 
worked with her. 

Our actions in Congress are closely 
watched, but what too often goes unno- 
ticed is the work of dedicated staff 
members whose only goal is to serve 
those we are elected to represent. I ask 
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that my colleagues join me in thanking 
Laura Pechaitis for her service to our 
Nation. 


EE —Á 
VOTE EXPLANATION 


Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
was unavoidably detained for rollcall 
vote No. 196 on cloture on the motion 
to proceed to H.R. 2048. Had I been 
present, I would have voted yea. 


—_ A 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


RECOGNIZING O'KEEFE FUNERAL 
HOMES 


e Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize O’Keefe Funeral Homes of 
Biloxi, MS, on the occasion of their 150 
years of service to residents of the Mis- 
sissippi gulf coast. Since its inception 
in 1895, O’Keefe Funeral Homes has 
grown to include six locations through- 
out South Mississippi. 

In addition to meeting the needs of 
the bereaved for generations, the 
O’Keefe family has been pivotal to the 
growth, support, and success of other 
economic and cultural enterprises 
across South Mississippi, assisting 
with the formation of the Walter An- 
derson Museum and the Ohr-O’Keefe 
Museum. 

This sesquicentennial anniversary of 
O’Keefe Funeral Homes represents a 
great milestone for all coast commu- 
nities and businesses as it is not only 
one of the oldest recurring businesses 
in Mississippi but has also survived and 
thrived in the face of many of our Na- 
tion’s most devastating natural disas- 
ters. 

Six generations of O’Keefes have 
served South Mississippi with grace 
and valor. The O’Keefe’s service has 
added value to economic sustainability 
while providing a better way of life for 
gulf coast residents and businesses. 

I am pleased to recognize the O’Keefe 
family for their 150 years of exemplary 
service and ongoing devotion to the 
Mississippi gulf coast.e 


Se 


REMEMBERING AMMALINE HELEN 
HOWARD 


e Mr. MANCHIN. Mr. President, I wish 
to honor Ammaline Helen “Amy” How- 
ard, a beloved member of the Charles- 
ton, WV community. 

The Howard family is a great, well- 
respected family in my beautiful State 
and I am honored to call the members 
of this family my dear friends. I had 
the privilege of meeting Amy, who was 
affectionately known by so many as 
Aunt Amy, many times. She was al- 
ways humble, welcoming, and sup- 
portive. She was a pillar in the Howard 
family, standing strong on values with 
a captivating yet calming spirit. Her 
nieces and nephews knew if their par- 
ents told them “no” to something, that 
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they could go to Aunt Amy and she 
would find a way to help them out. 

Put simply, individuals like Amy 
stand out. She was the epitome of what 
West Virginians are all about, with her 
welcoming nature and unwavering 
commitment to help those in need. 
Amy led by example and treated her 
neighbors as friends and her friends as 
family. She instilled this same loyal 
community service mindset through- 
out her family. She leaves behind her 
loving brother Victor, sister-in-law 
Elaine, and many nieces, nephews, 
great-nieces, and great-nephews. 

She was a second mother to many, 
and truly brought the whole family to- 
gether. She made sure a hot meal was 
ready every evening, and if she saw 
you, she made sure you were invited to 
dinner that night. 

A native of Charleston, Amy grad- 
uated from Charleston High School in 
1933 and gave back to her hometown in 
many ways. She began working at the 
Naval Ordinance and Armor Plant in 
South Charleston before joining her 
brother in his successful grocery busi- 
ness, Sabe Howard’s Market. She then 
worked for many years as a loyal em- 
ployee of the Kanawha County Clerk’s 
Office before her retirement in 1974. 

Among her many roles, she was a 
member of the Charleston Hightop 
Club and the West Virginia Woman’s 
American Syrian League. Amy also 
supported the West Virginia Symphony 
League and the St. Jude Hospital be- 
cause she was passionate about invest- 
ing her time and efforts to helping oth- 
ers in any way that she could. 

She was a lifelong member of St. 
George Orthodox Cathedral, and was 
also a member of the Order of St. Igna- 
tius of Antioch and the St. George La- 
dies Guild, serving as an officer. Amy 
was fiercely committed to her church 
family, always willing to lend a help- 
ing hand or prepare food for church 
functions. Every year at the annual 
dinner she would help prepare food and 
make sure there were plenty of her leg- 
endary cabbage rolls. 

Aunt Amy was a model for the ages. 
She understood what really mattered 
in life and I enjoyed chatting with her 
about the jewels in the treasure box of 
life—family, faith, community, and 
service. She believed that staying ac- 
tive was the key to living a long, happy 
life. Amy loved to walk and visit the 
mall to get her favorite coffee and bis- 
cuits, and remained active until her 
late 90s. 

I recall one time being invited to 
Aunt Amy’s basement kitchen where 
the heavy cooking really took place. It 
was filled with freezers, refrigerators, 
microwaves, and every cooking utensil 
you can think of. Not many people 
were invited down to her kitchen, so I 
knew I was really taken in as part of 
the family. She truly had that effect on 
people—it was a second home, and you 
were considered family. And family 
comes first. 
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Amy was a beloved aunt, friend, and 
inspiration to the Charleston commu- 
nity. Her glowing smile and positive 
attitude were contagious and will live 
on in the memories and hearts of all 
those who had the privilege of knowing 
her. Amy’s service was greatly appre- 
ciated and will certainly never be for- 
gotten.e 


— 


RECOGNIZING STANFORD 
OVSHINSKY 


e Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize Mr. Stanford Ovshinsky, 
on the occasion of his induction into 
the National Inventors Hall of Fame. 
Mr. Ovshinsky, the eldest son of work- 
ing-class Jewish parents in Akron, OH, 
displayed an early conviction to im- 
proving the lives of all Americans. This 
conviction inspired a lifelong dedica- 
tion to advancing labor rights, civil 
rights, and civil liberties. Despite no 
formal education after receiving his 
high school diploma, Mr. Ovshinsky be- 
came one of the 20th century’s most 
prolific inventors. His vision and con- 
cern for the greater good led to over 400 
patents, including major contributions 
to flexible solar panels, computer 
memory, flat-screen TV displays, and 
the development of the nickel-metal 
hydride battery. 

Mr. Ovshinsky’s belief in the ability 
of science and technology to advance 
environmental stewardship and quality 
of life was rooted in his experience as a 
member of the Workmen's Circle, a 
Jewish fraternal organization com- 
mitted to community, an enlightened 
Jewish culture, and social justice since 
it was established in 1900. The Work- 
men’s Circle inspired Mr. Ovshinsky to 
pursue science and develop advanced 
technology dedicated to heightening 
economic opportunity and improving 
people's relationship with the environ- 
ment around the world. After starting 
his career as a toolmaker in Akron, 
Mr. Ovshinsky moved to Detroit in 
1952, where he was director of research 
at the Hupp Corporation and estab- 
lished General Automation with his 
younger brother, Herb Ovshinsky. 

At General Automation, Mr. 
Ovshinsky continued his research on 
intelligent machines, as well as early 
work on various information and en- 
ergy technologies. He was invited by 
Wayne State University to conduct re- 
search at the university’s neuroscience 
lab, where he discovered the connec- 
tion between the amorphous structure 
of brain cells and amorphous glassy 
materials. This discovery encouraged 
Mr. Ovshinsky and his brother to con- 
struct the Ovitron, a mechanical model 
of a nerve cell constructed of thin lay- 
ers of amorphous material, creating 
the first nanostructure, and estab- 
lishing the foundation of his research 
for decades. 

Following his experience at General 
Automation, Mr. Ovshinsky founded 
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Energy Conversion Devices in 1960 with 
Iris Dibner, who would become his wife 
and partner for over 50 years. It was at 
Energy Conversion Devices that he es- 
tablished Ovonics—the process of turn- 
ing glassy, thin films into semiconduc- 
tors with the application of low volt- 
age—and developed new electronic and 
optical switches, including Ovonic 
Phase Change Memory and the Thresh- 
old Switch. These became the basis for 
the invention of rewritable CDs and 
DVDs, as well as the cognitive com- 
puter. Mr. Ovshinsky’s work also revo- 
lutionized the construction of solar 
panels and resulted in the nickel-metal 
hydride battery, which became an im- 
portant power source for electric vehi- 
cles, consumer electronics, industrial 
equipment, and telecommunications. 

Time Magazine celebrated Mr. 
Ovshinsky as a “Hero for the Planet” 
in 1991. In 2006, The Economist recog- 
nized him as the “Edison of our age.” 
At the time of his death in 2012, he was 
credited on more than 300 publications 
and had received over 20 major awards 
and honorary degrees. Throughout his 
life, however, Mr. Ovshinsky displayed 
as much vigor for fighting for justice 
outside his laboratory as within. His 
efforts contributed to the introduction 
of affordable housing in his affluent 
neighborhood in Birmingham, MI, and 
he was a proud member of the Mecha- 
nist's Union, as well as an early sup- 
porter of Walter P. Reuther and the 
United Auto Workers. It is an honor to 
recognize someone whose work not 
only helped usher the world into the 
modern age, but was also based in a be- 
lief that each of us has a responsibility 
to serve our community and leave the 
world a better place for generations to 
come.e 


ee 


RECOGNIZING THE 125TH STEVENS 
FAMILY REUNION 


e Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I would 
like to recognize and honor an exem- 
plary Oregonian family who will soon 
gather for their 125th family reunion. 
Family reunions are difficult to orga- 
nize and even harder to make 
longlasting traditions. Nonetheless, 
since 1891 the children of Hanson and 
Lavina Stevens have managed to hold 
yearly family reunions, with the excep- 
tion of one missed reunion during the 
First World War—truly an amazing 
feat. 

In many ways, the history of the Ste- 
vens family is the history of the State 
of Oregon. In 1852, the Stevens family 
decided to take advantage of the Dona- 
tion Land Claim Act of 1850, which en- 
couraged settlement of the Oregon Ter- 
ritory. Hanson and Lavina Stevens, 
their eight children and a wagon loaded 
with vital supplies traveled the treach- 
erous Oregon Trail. 

Twenty-two other wagons traveled 
alongside the Stevens family and un- 
dertook the Oregon Trail’s most dan- 
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gerous migration year ever recorded. 
While all of the other families decided 
to stop near Fort Bridger, WY, in 
search of gold, Hanson Stevens con- 
cluded that mining camps were not 
suitable for raising his family. Instead, 
the Stevens, like thousands of other 
pioneers, chose to settle in Oregon. 
They chose the ‘‘Promised Land.” Ever 
since, the Stevens and their descend- 
ants have contributed to the territory 
and then the State of Oregon. 

In June of 1891, the entire family 
gathered for the birthday of the family 
patriarch at the time, Isaac Stevens. 
That tradition continued on each year, 
and eventually turned from a birthday 
party into a more formal family re- 
union. 

Today the Stevens decedents are six 
clans strong, and they rotate the re- 
sponsibility for hosting their memo- 
rable reunions. This year the Ringo 
Clan will be hosting the 125th reunion 
on July 19, 2015 at Champoeg Park in 
St. Paul, OR. 

The family tells me that each year 
the various clans all give a report to 
the family, and the details are recorded 
in a leather-bound journal. As you can 
imagine, this journal traces not just 
the history of the Stevens family but 
also provides a view into the history of 
Oregon and the United States. 

And that is part of what makes fam- 
ily reunions so wonderful. They don’t 
just connect us to the aunts, uncles 
and cousins we don’t see very often; 
they also connect us to our past, our 
heritage. Family reunions are a place 
to share family lore, shared values, and 
traditions. 

I am thrilled to recognize the Ste- 
vens family 125th annual reunion. I 
hope to see the Stevens family tradi- 
tion continue for many, many years to 
come.e 


—_ A 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


a 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 2:32 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, without amendment: 
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S. 802. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
State and the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment to provide assistance to support the 
rights of women and girls in developing 
countries, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bills, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 336. An act to direct the Adminis- 
trator of General Services, on behalf of the 
Archivist of the United States, to convey 
certain Federal property located in the State 
of Alaska to the Municipality of Anchorage, 
Alaska. 

H.R. 404. An act to authorize early repay- 
ment of obligations to the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation within the Northport Irrigation 
District in the State of Nebraska. 

H.R. 533. An act to revoke the charter of 
incorporation of the Miami Tribe of Okla- 
homa at the request of that tribe, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 944. An act to reauthorize the Na- 
tional Estuary Program, and for other pur- 
poses. 

H.R. 979. An act to designate a mountain in 
the John Muir Wilderness of the Sierra Na- 
tional Forest as “Sky Point”. 

H.R. 1168. An act to amend the Indian Child 
Protection and Family Violence Prevention 
Act to require background checks before fos- 
ter care placements are ordered in tribal 
court proceedings, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1335. An act to amend the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act to provide flexibility for fishery 
managers and stability for fishermen, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 1493. An act to protect and preserve 
international cultural property at risk due 
to political instability, armed conflict, or 
natural or other disasters, and for other pur- 
poses. 


The message further announced that 
the House has agreed to the following 
concurrent resolution, in which it re- 
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 48. Concurrent resolution au- 
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center for a ceremony to 
commemorate the 50th anniversary of the 
Vietnam War. 


—_ > 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 336. An act to direct the Adminis- 
trator of General Services, on behalf of the 
Archivist of the United States, to convey 
certain Federal property located in the State 
of Alaska to the Municipality of Anchorage, 
Alaska; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

H.R. 404. An act to authorize early repay- 
ment of obligations to the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation within the Northport Irrigation 
District in the State of Nebraska; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

H.R. 533. An act to revoke the charter of 
incorporation of the Miami Tribe of Okla- 
homa at the request of that tribe, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

H.R. 944. An act to reauthorize the Na- 
tional Estuary Program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 
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H.R. 979. An act to designate a mountain in 
the John Muir Wilderness of the Sierra Na- 
tional Forest as “Sky Point””; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 1335. An act to amend the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage- 
ment Act to provide flexibility for fishery 
managers and stability for fishermen, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 1493. An act to protect and preserve 
international cultural property at risk due 
to political instability, armed conflict, or 
natural or other disasters, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


Ee 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-1752. A communication from the Acting 
Director of Defense Procurement and Acqui- 
sition Policy, Department of Defense, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled “Defense Federal Acquisition Regu- 
lation Supplement: Approval Threshold for 
Time-and-Materials and Labor-Hour Con- 
tracts”? ((RIN0750-AI56) (DFARS Case 2014- 
D020)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 26, 2015; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC-1753. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap- 
proved retirement of Vice Admiral Nanette 
M. DeRenzi, United States Navy, and her ad- 
vancement to the grade of vice admiral on 
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC-1754. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap- 
proved retirement of Lieutenant General 
Steven A. Hummer, United States Marine 
Corps, and his advancement to the grade of 
lieutenant general on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-1755. A communication from the Acting 
Director of Defense Procurement and Acqui- 
sition Policy, Department of Defense, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regu- 
lation Supplement: Appendix F—Energy Re- 
ceiving Reports” ((RINO750-ATI46) (DFARS 
Case 2014-D024)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 26, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC-1756. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Metconazole; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9927-11) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 27, 2015; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-1757. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Mesotrione; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9927-75) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 27, 2015; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 
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EC-1758. A communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, an Executive Order that termi- 
nates the national emergency declared in 
Executive Order 18617 of June 25, 2012, and re- 
vokes Executive Order 13617, received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 27, 2015; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-1759. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel of the Federal Housing Finance 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Federal Home Loan 
Bank Community Support Program - Admin- 
istrative Amendments” (RIN2590-AA38) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 22, 2015; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1760. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency with respect to 
North Korea that was declared in Executive 
Order 13466 of June 26, 2008; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-1761. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency with respect to the 
Western Balkans that was declared in Execu- 
tive Order 13219 of June 26, 2001; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

EC-1762. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Completion of Requirement to Pro- 
mulgate Standards” ((RIN2060-AS42) (FRL 
No. 9928-25-OAR)) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 27, 2015; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-1763. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; Alaska” (FRL No. 9928-17- 
Region 10) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 22, 2015; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-1764. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “State Implementation Plans: Re- 
sponse to Petition for Rulemaking; Restate- 
ment and Updated of EPA's SSM Policy Ap- 
plicable to SIPs; Findings of Substantial In- 
adequacy; and SIP Calls to Amend Provi- 
sions Applying to Excess Emissions During 
Periods of Startup, Shutdown and Malfunc- 
tion” ((RIN2060-AR68 (FRL No. 9924-05- 
OAR) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 22, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1765. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; New York; Infrastructure 
SIP for the 2008 Lead NAAQS” (FRL No. 
9928-39-Region 2) received during adjourn- 
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 27, 2015; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-1766. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
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Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Determination of Attainment of the 2008 8- 
Hour Ozone National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard for the Baltimore, Maryland Mod- 
erate Nonattainment Area” (FRL No. 9928- 
42-Region 3) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on May 27, 2015; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1767. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
“Report to Congress on Abnormal Occur- 
rences: Fiscal Year (FY) 2014”; to the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1768. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu- 
latory Research, Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Interim Staff Guid- 
ance Emergency Planning Exemption Re- 
quests for Decommissioning Nuclear Power 
Plants” (NSIR/DPR-ISG-02) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 26, 2015; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-1769. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state- 
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2015-0051—2015-0058); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-1770. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend- 
ment to the International Traffic in Arms 
Regulations: Policy on Exports to the Re- 
public of Fiji’? (RIN1400-AD77) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 27, 
2015; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-1771. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel, Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor- 
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Benefits Payable in 
Terminated Single-Employer Plans; Interest 
Assumptions for Paying Benefits” (29 CFR 
Part 4022) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on May 22, 2015; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-1772. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Directorate of Construction, Occupa- 
tional Safety and Health Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled “Confined Spaces in Con- 
struction” (RIN1218-AB47) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on May 22, 
2015; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1773. A communication from the Chair 
of the Securities and Exchange Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi- 
annual Report of the Inspector General and a 
Management Report for the period from Oc- 
tober 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-1774. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Taking and Importing Marine Mammals; 
Taking Marine Mammals Incidental to U.S. 
Marine Corps Training Exercises at Brant Is- 
land Bombing Target and Piney Island 
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Bombing Range, USMC Cherry Point Range 
Complex, North Carolina’’ (RIN0648-BD79) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 27, 2015; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1775. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting, a report of proposed legislation entitled 
“Tribal Equal Access to Voting Act of 2015”; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

EC-1776. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, a report on the activi- 
ties of the Community Relations Service for 
Fiscal Year 2014; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


—_ > 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. SHELBY, from the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs, with- 
out amendment: 

S. 1484. An original bill to improve ac- 
countability and transparency in the United 
States financial regulatory system, protect 
access to credit for consumers, provide sen- 
sible relief to financial institutions, and for 
other purposes. 


—_ 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. WAR- 
REN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
MURPHY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Ms. HIRONO, Mrs. MuR- 
RAY, and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. 1473. A bill to authorize the appropria- 
tion of funds to the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention for conducting or sup- 
porting research on firearms safety or gun 
violence prevention; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Ms. 
WARREN): 

S. 1474. A bill to provide for the develop- 
ment and use of technology for personalized 
handguns, to require that all handguns man- 
ufactured or sold in, or imported into, the 
United States incorporate such technology, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself and 
Mrs. CAPITO): 

S. 1475. A bill to provide for the creation of 
a safe harbor for defendants in medical mal- 
practice actions who demonstrate adherence 
to clinical practice guidelines; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Mr. 
BOOKER): 

S. 1476. A bill to require States to report to 
the Attorney General certain information re- 
garding shooting incidents involving law en- 
forcement officers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROUNDS: 

S. 1477. A bill to require a report on the fu- 
ture mix of aircraft platforms for the Armed 
Forces; to the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices. 

By Mr. ROUNDS: 

S. 1478. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Defense to develop a comprehensive plan to 
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support civil authorities in response to cyber 
attacks by foreign powers, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. MAR- 
KEY, Mr. ROUNDS, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. 
CRAPO, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 1479. A bill to amend the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 to modify provisions re- 
lating to grants, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. BENNET: 

S. 1480. A bill to provide limits on bun- 
dling, to reform the lobbying registration 
process, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 1481. A bill to direct the Administrator 
of the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency to enter into an agreement with the 
National Academy of Sciences to conduct a 
study on urban flooding, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, and Mr. LEE): 

S. 1482. A bill to improve and reauthorize 
provisions relating to the application of the 
antitrust laws to the award of need-based 
educational aid; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: 

S. 1483. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to study the suitability and feasi- 
bility of designating the James K. Polk 
Home in Columbia, Tennessee, as a unit of 
the National Park System, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SHELBY: 

S. 1484. An original bill to improve ac- 
countability and transparency in the United 
States financial regulatory system, protect 
access to credit for consumers, provide sen- 
sible relief to financial institutions, and for 
other purposes; from the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs; placed 
on the calendar. 

By Ms. BALDWIN: 

S. 1485. A bill to provide for the advance- 
ment of energy-water efficiency research, de- 
velopment, and deployment activities; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. REED, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
SANDERS, and Ms. BALDWIN): 

S. 1486. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a tax credit to 
Patriot employers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Finance. 


— 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 514 

At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 514, a bill to amend the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 to establish the Promise Neighbor- 
hoods program. 

S. 689 

At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
689, a bill to provide protections for 
certain sports medicine professionals 
who provide certain medical services in 
a secondary State. 
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S. 746 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 746, a bill to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a Commission to Accel- 
erate the End of Breast Cancer. 
S. 763 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. 
VITTER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
763, a bill to amend title XII of the 
Public Health Service Act to reauthor- 
ize certain trauma care programs, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 798 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
names of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) and the Senator from Ala- 
bama (Mr. SESSIONS) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 798, a bill to provide for 
notice to, and input by, State insur- 
ance commissioners when requiring an 
insurance company to serve as a source 
of financial strength or when the Fed- 
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation 
places a lien against an insurance com- 
pany’s assets, and for other purposes. 
S. 811 
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 811, a bill to amend the Elemen- 
tary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 to require States to develop poli- 
cies on positive school climates and 
school discipline. 
S. 843 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) and the Senator from Min- 
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 843, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to count a period of receipt of out- 
patient observation services in a hos- 
pital toward satisfying the 3-day inpa- 
tient hospital requirement for coverage 
of skilled nursing facility services 
under Medicare. 
S. 862 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
862, a bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to provide more 
effective remedies to victims of dis- 
crimination in the payment of wages 
on the basis of sex, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 897 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 897, a bill to support 
evidence-based social and emotional 
learning programing. 
S. 966 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 966, a bill to extend the low-in- 
terest refinancing provisions under the 
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Local Development Business Loan Pro- 
gram of the Small Business Adminis- 
tration. 
S. 996 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 996, a bill to facilitate nationwide 
availability of volunteer income tax 
assistance for low-income and under- 
served populations, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1013 
At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1013, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for cov- 
erage and payment for complex reha- 
bilitation technology items under the 
Medicare program, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1121 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1121, a bill to amend the Horse 
Protection Act to designate additional 
unlawful acts under the Act, strength- 
en penalties for violations of the Act, 
improve Department of Agriculture en- 
forcement of the Act, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1140 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
names of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. TILLIS), the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the Sen- 
ator from Montana (Mr. DAINES), the 
Senator from Indiana (Mr. COATS), the 
Senator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN) and 
the Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELLER) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1140, a 
bill to require the Secretary of the 
Army and the Administrator of the En- 
vironmental Protection Agency to pro- 
pose a regulation revising the defini- 
tion of the term ‘‘waters of the United 
States”, and for other purposes. 
S. 1170 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from 
New York (Mr. SCHUMER) and the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming (Mr. BARRASSO) 
were added as cosponsors of $. 1170, a 
bill to amend title 39, United States 
Code, to extend the authority of the 
United States Postal Service to issue a 
semipostal to raise funds for breast 
cancer research, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1178 
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
names of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) and the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. ISAKSON) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1178, a bill to prohibit implemen- 
tation of a proposed rule relating to 
the definition of the term “waters of 
the United States” under the Clean 
Water Act, or any substantially similar 
rule, until a Supplemental Scientific 
Review Panel and Ephemeral and 
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Intermittent Streams Advisory Com- 
mittee produce certain reports, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1182 
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) and the Senator from Wis- 
consin (Mr. JOHNSON) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 1182, a bill to exempt ap- 
plication of JSA attribution rule in 
case of existing agreements. 
S. 1193 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1193, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to make perma- 
nent and expand the temporary min- 
imum credit rate for the low-income 
housing tax credit program. 
S. 1212 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1212, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 and the Small Busi- 
ness Act to expand the availability of 
employee stock ownership plans in S 
corporations, and for other purposes. 
S. 1300 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1300, a bill to amend the sec- 
tion 221 of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act to provide relief for adop- 
tive families from immigrant visa fees 
in certain situations. 
S. 1375 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1375, a bill to designate as wilderness 
certain Federal portions of the red 
rock canyons of the Colorado Plateau 
and the Great Basin Deserts in the 
State of Utah for the benefit of present 
and future generations of people in the 
United States. 
S. 1382 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1882, a bill to prohibit discrimina- 
tion in adoption or foster care place- 
ments based on the sexual orientation, 
gender identity, or marital status of 
any prospective adoptive or foster par- 
ent, or the sexual orientation or gender 
identity of the child involved. 
S. 1407 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1407, a bill to promote the de- 
velopment of renewable energy on pub- 
lic land, and for other purposes. 
S. 1412 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1412, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to qual- 
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ify homeless youth and veterans who 
are full-time students for purposes of 
the low income housing tax credit. 
S. CON. RES. 4 

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Con. Res. 4, a concurrent 
resolution supporting the Local Radio 
Freedom Act. 

S. RES. 134 

At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 134, a resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate that the President 
and the Secretary of State should en- 
sure that the Government of Canada 
does not permanently store nuclear 
waste in the Great Lakes Basin. 

S. RES. 143 

At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. Res. 148, a resolution sup- 
porting efforts to ensure that students 
have access to debt-free higher edu- 
cation. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1455 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of amendment No. 1455 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 2048, a bill to re- 
form the authorities of the Federal 
Government to require the production 
of certain business records, conduct 
electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and 
use other forms of information gath- 
ering for foreign intelligence, counter- 
terrorism, and criminal purposes, and 
for other purposes. 


— A 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mrs. BOXER (for herself and 
Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 1476. A bill to require States to re- 
port to the Attorney General certain 
information regarding shooting inci- 
dents involving law enforcement offi- 
cers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I am 
proud to join with Senator BOXER to 
introduce the Police Reporting of In- 
formation, Data, and Evidence Act of 
2015, PRIDE Act, a critical data collec- 
tion bill designed to advance public 
safety, strengthen police-community 
relations, and foster mutual trust and 
respect. I thank Senator BOXER for her 
leadership on this issue. 

A critical issue in our Nation today 
is the issue of trust between law en- 
forcement and the communities they 
serve. Tragic events across the coun- 
try—in New York, Ferguson, North 
Charleston, Baltimore, and subsequent 
protests—remind us how critical trust 
is to the fabric of a democracy. These 
incidents raised the public’s awareness 
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and sparked a national debate about 
how police and citizens interact and 
how they should interact. But the issue 
is not unique now. The Kerner Commis- 
sion’s 1968 report on urban violence de- 
clared that minorities believed a ‘‘dou- 
ble standard” of justice and protection 
existed for whites and blacks. Sadly, 
that distrust continues today. It is 
contrary to who we are and what we 
stand for. 

Our nation was founded on shared 
and timeless values. Liberty and jus- 
tice for all. Equal justice under law. 
The former was enshrined in our found- 
ing charter. The latter was written on 
the marble of Supreme Court. But 
when any American feels that they 
have not been treated fairly, we under- 
mine those values. That makes the 
issue of police and community rela- 
tions a problem for all of us—not just 
a specific city or a specific race. It is a 
problem for the Nation as a whole. We 
must do all we can to restore justice to 
our criminal justice system. That in- 
cludes tracking when officers use dead- 
ly or serious force against people in the 
community. 

We must ensure that police officers 
feel respected and honored. Each day, 
law enforcement officers put their lives 
on the line to keep our communities 
safe. They deserve our respect. They 
should not feel attacked or under- 
valued. They routinely make split-sec- 
ond decisions every day that do not es- 
calate into uses of force. As the sense- 
less killings of NYPD Officers Rafael 
Ramos and Wanjian Liu remind us, of- 
ficers often serve the public at consid- 
erable personal risk. We should provide 
them with the tools they need to do 
their jobs effectively and safely. That 
includes tracking the uses of force by 
civilians against our men and women 
in uniform. 

To bridge the wide trust gap between 
law enforcement and citizens, we must 
shine a light on the problem. The first 
step to solve any problem is to be hon- 
est about the facts. We need objective 
data. We need to study trends. We need 
to examine the evidence. That is why I 
am encouraged by the words of FBI Di- 
rector, James Comey, who said ‘‘We 
simply must find ways to see each 
other more clearly. Part of that has to 
involve collecting and sharing better 
information about encounters between 
police and citizens, especially violent 
encounters.”’ 

For too long, the way we have col- 
lected information and data from 
States and local governments on vio- 
lent encounters between law enforce- 
ment and civilians has been incon- 
sistent. Under current law, demo- 
graphic data regarding officer-involved 
shootings is inconsistently reported to 
the FBI under the Uniform Crime Re- 
porting Program. According to a study 
by the Washington Post this month, 
since 2011, less than three percent of 
the Nation’s 18,000 State and local po- 
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lice agencies reported fatal shootings 
by their officers to the FBI. That is un- 
acceptable. Incomplete and unreliable 
reporting makes it tougher to get a 
true scope of the problem and more dif- 
ficult to obtain a policy solution. 

The PRIDE Act would fix that prob- 
lem and increase accountability for 
law enforcement by creating a com- 
prehensive national data collection 
program. It would require law enforce- 
ment at the State, local, and tribal lev- 
els to report to the Attorney General 
information regarding police-involved 
shootings and any incident in which 
use of force by or against a law en- 
forcement officer or civilian results in 
serious injury or death. By making the 
voluntary reporting of uses of force by, 
and against, police officers mandatory, 
we ensure that more accountability 
and transparency will exist between 
the police and the citizens they pro- 
tect. 

I have worked closely with Senator 
BOXER on crafting this legislation, and 
appreciate my friend and colleague 
welcoming several recommendations to 
strengthen the bill, including clarifica- 
tions that use-of-force policies for law 
enforcement officers be made publicly 
available. I believe this change would 
promote transparency. It shines a spot- 
light on the scope of shootings and uses 
of force involving police and civilians, 
which in turn enhances public con- 
fidence in our justice system. 

I also appreciate that the bill in- 
cludes grant funds for public awareness 
campaigns designed to gain informa- 
tion from the public on uses of force 
against police officers. This was a rec- 
ommendation drawn from being a 
former mayor. I have seen first-hand 
how helpful tip lines, hotlines, and pub- 
lic service announcements can be in 
helping law enforcement capture dan- 
gerous people. When someone uses vio- 
lence against our men and women in 
uniform, we must respond quickly. 
That means we should do all that we 
can to ensure that information on the 
suspect gets out to the public in a 
timely manner. That way, the offender 
can promptly be caught and brought to 
justice. 

Lastly, I recommended the bill in- 
clude grant funds for use of force train- 
ing for law enforcement agencies and 
personnel, including de-escalation 
training. Officers deserve to receive the 
best and most up to date training we 
can offer. They must feel confident 
that they are trained to use force in a 
way that allows them to safely come 
home to their families. Equally, the 
public deserves to have confidence that 
when an officer uses force he or she 
does so appropriately. That means 
training officers to ensure that force is 
a last resort and officers know how to 
de-escalate a situation to avoid using 
force at all. 

Many of the bill’s provisions were 
recommendations from the President’s 


8073 


Task Force on 21st Century Policing. It 
put forth a series of recommendations 
aimed at rebuilding trust between the 
law enforcement officers and the com- 
munities they protect. Its rec- 
ommendations included use of force 
data collection, de-escalation training, 
transparency, and officer safety meas- 
ures. I am glad that many of the task 
force recommendations were included 
in this bill. 

It is time we address the plague of 
shootings by and against police officers 
in our country. We must come together 
to ensure that we do see each other 
clearly and restore public confidence in 
our system of justice. The first step is 
to shine a light on the problem and col- 
lect accurate data. I thank Senator 
BOXER again for her leadership, and I 
urge my colleagues to support the 
PRIDE Act and work towards its 
speedy passage. 


By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 1481. A bill to direct the Adminis- 
trator of the Federal Emergency Man- 
agement Agency to enter into an 
agreement with the National Academy 
of Sciences to conduct a study on 
urban flooding, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Banking, Hous- 
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1481 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the 
Flooding Awareness Act of 2015”. 
SEC. 2. URBAN FLOODING DEFINED. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In this Act, the term 
“urban flooding” means the inundation of 
property in a built environment, particularly 
in more densely populated areas, caused by 
rain falling on increased amounts of imper- 
vious surface and overwhelming the capacity 
of drainage systems, such as storm sewers. 

(b) INCLUSIONS.—In this Act, the term 
“urban flooding” includes— 

(1) situations in which stormwater enters 
buildings through windows, doors, or other 
openings; 

(2) water backup through sewer pipes, 
showers, toilets, sinks, and floor drains; 

(3) seepage through walls and floors; 

(4) the accumulation of water on property 
or public rights-of-way; and 

(5) the overflow from water bodies, such as 
rivers and lakes. 

(c) EXCLUSION.—In this Act, the term 
“urban flooding” does not include flooding in 
undeveloped or agricultural areas. 

SEC. 3. URBAN FLOODING STUDY. 

(a) AGREEMENT WITH NATIONAL ACADEMY OF 
SCIENCES.—The Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency shall enter 
into an agreement with the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences under which the National 
Academy of Sciences will conduct a study on 
urban flooding in accordance with the re- 
quirements of this section. The primary 
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focus of the study shall be on urban areas 
outside of special flood hazard areas, as de- 
fined by the Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency. 

(b) CONTENTS.— 

(1) GENERAL REVIEW AND EVALUATION.—In 
conducting the study, the National Academy 
of Sciences shall review and evaluate the lat- 
est available research, laws, regulations, 
policies, best practices, procedures, and in- 
stitutional knowledge regarding urban flood- 
ing. 

(2) SPECIFIC ISSUE AREAS.—The study shall 
include, at a minimum, an examination of 
the following: 

(A) The prevalence and costs associated 
with urban flooding events across the United 
States, with a focus on the largest metro- 
politan areas and any clear trends in fre- 
quency and severity over the past 2 decades. 

(B) The adequacy of existing federally pro- 
vided flood risk information and the most 
cost effective methods and products to iden- 
tify, map, or otherwise characterize the risk 
of property damage from urban flooding on a 
property-by-property basis, whether or not a 
property is in or adjacent to a 1-percent (100- 
year) flood plain, and the potential for train- 
ing and certifying local experts in flood risk 
characterization as a service to property 
purchasers and owners and their commu- 
nities. 

(C) The causes of urban flooding and its ap- 
parent increase over the past 20 years, in- 
cluding the impacts of— 

(i) global climate change; 

(ii) increasing urbanization and the associ- 
ated increase in impervious surfaces; and 

(iii) undersized, deteriorating, and other- 
wise ineffective stormwater infrastructure. 

(D) The most cost-effective strategies, 
practices, technologies, policies, standards, 
or rules used to reduce the impacts of urban 
flooding, with a focus on decentralized, easy- 
to-install, and low-cost approaches, such as 
nonstructural and natural infrastructure on 
public and private property. The examina- 
tion under this subparagraph shall include 
an assessment of opportunities for imple- 
menting innovative strategies and practices 
on government-controlled land, such as Fed- 
eral, State, and local roads, parking lots, 
alleys, sidewalks, buildings, recreational 
areas, and open space. 

(E) The role of the Federal Government 
and State governments, as conveners, 
funders, and advocates, in spurring market 
innovations based on _ public-private-non- 
profit partnerships. Such innovations may 
include smart home technologies for im- 
proved flood warning systems connected to 
high-resolution weather forecast data and 
Internet- and cellular-based communications 
systems. 

(F) The most sustainable and effective 
methods for funding flood risk and flood 
damage reduction at all levels of govern- 
ment, including— 

(i) the potential for establishing a State re- 
volving fund program for flood prevention 
projects similar to the revolving fund pro- 
grams under the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act and the Safe Drinking Water 
Act; 

(ii) stormwater fee programs using imper- 
vious surface as the basis for fee rates and 
providing credits for the installation of flood 
prevention or other stormwater management 
features; 

(iii) grant programs; and 

(iv) public-private partnerships. 

(G) Information and education strategies 
and practices, including nontraditional ap- 
proaches such as the use of community col- 
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leges and social media, for community lead- 
ers, government staff, and property owners 
on— 

(i) flood risks; 

(ii) flood risk reduction strategies and 
practices; and 

(iii) the availability and effectiveness of 
different types of flood insurance policies. 

(H) The relevance of the National Flood In- 
surance Program and Community Rating 
System to urban flooding areas outside tra- 
ditional flood plains, and strategies for im- 
proving compliance, broadening coverage, 
and increasing participation under the pro- 
grams. 

(I) Strategies for protecting communities 
in the lower elevations of a watershed or 
drainage area from the flooding impacts of 
development in upstream communities, in- 
cluding a review of— 

(i) potential standards for watershed-wide 
flood protection planning; and 

(ii) cost-effective and equitable legal op- 
tions for a downstream community when up- 
stream communities act in a way that in- 
creases flooding downstream. 

(J) Cost-effective strategies for reducing 
infiltration/inflow into combined and sepa- 
rate sewer systems. 

(K) Opportunities to increase coordination 
between stormwater management program- 
ming under the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and flood 
risk management and mitigation program- 
ming under various laws, including the Rob- 
ert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer- 
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) 
and the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.). 

(c) CONSULTATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
shall carry out this section in consultation 
with the Secretary of the Army (acting 
through the Chief of Engineers), the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development, 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, the Director of the 
United States Geological Survey, the Chief 
of the Natural Resources Conservation Serv- 
ice, the Small Business Administration, 
State, regional, and local stormwater man- 
agement agencies, State insurance commis- 
sioners, and such other interested parties as 
the Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency considers appropriate. 

(2) COOPERATION.—The head of each Fed- 
eral agency referred to in paragraph (1) shall 
cooperate with the Administrator of the Fed- 
eral Emergency Management Agency in car- 
rying out this section as requested by the 
Administrator. 

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
December 31, 2016, the Administrator of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
shall submit to the Committee on Financial 
Services and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs and the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate a report containing 
the findings of the National Academy of 
Sciences based on the results of the study, 
including recommendations for implementa- 
tion of strategies, practices, and tech- 
nologies relating to urban flooding by Con- 
gress and the executive branch. 


By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, 

Mr. LEAHY, and Mr. LEE): 
S. 1482. A bill to improve and reau- 
thorize provisions relating to the appli- 
cation of the antitrust laws to the 
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award of need-based educational aid; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
to introduce the Need-Based Edu- 
cational Aid Act of 2015, a bill that ex- 
tends the Section 568 antitrust exemp- 
tion for higher education institutions. 
I am pleased that Senator LEAHY and 
Senator LEE are cosponsoring this bill. 

The Section 568 exemption enables 
colleges and universities to collaborate 
on need-blind financial aid policies. It 
allows these institutions to collaborate 
on a common formula for calculating a 
family’s ability to pay for college, by 
permitting certain specific activities. 
The exemption was enacted in 1994, and 
since then has been reauthorized by 
Congress on three occasions. In addi- 
tion, a 2006 GAO report found that the 
activities permitted by Section 568 did 
not result in harm to competition. 

Our bill would provide a 7-year exten- 
sion for this exemption, and also re- 
move one of the four previously per- 
mitted activities under the exemption 
that no school has ever used. By allow- 
ing financial aid professionals to work 
together in these ways, Section 568 pro- 
vides increased access to higher edu- 
cation to low-income students, while 
preventing needless litigation over the 
development of principles for deter- 
mining financial need. 

I am proud to introduce this impor- 
tant, bipartisan bill, which will ensure 
these benefits remain available for stu- 
dents and will encourage access to 
higher education for years to come. 

I thank my colleagues, Senators 
LEAHY and LEE, for their support of 
this effort. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1482 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Need-Based 
Educational Aid Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 2. EXTENSION RELATING TO THE APPLICA- 
TION OF THE ANTRITRUST LAWS TO 
THE AWARD OF NEED-BASED EDU- 
CATIONAL AID. 

Section 568 of the Improving America’s 
Schools Act of 1994 (15 U.S.C. 1 note) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (2), 
after the semicolon; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘; or” and 
inserting a period at the end; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (4); and 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘2015’’ and 
inserting “2022”. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today I 
am joining with Senators GRASSLEY 
and LEE in introducing legislation to 
extend for an additional 7 years the 
antitrust exemption permitting col- 
leges and universities to collaborate on 
issues of need-based financial aid. This 
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by inserting ‘‘or 
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exemption, which was first enacted by 
Congress in 1994, allows colleges and 
universities that admit students on a 
need-blind basis to collaborate on the 
formula used to determine how much 
families can pay for college. The Need- 
Based Educational Aid Act of 2015 is 
the fourth reauthorization of this ex- 
emption, which is set to expire this 
year. 

Congress must always carefully con- 
sider the benefits and drawbacks of cre- 
ating exemptions to the antitrust laws. 
These laws serve as an important bul- 
wark to protect consumers from anti- 
competitive conduct. The Government 
Accountability Office has studied the 
effect of this particular exemption in 
the past and concluded that allowing 
universities to talk among themselves 
about financial aid policies and proce- 
dures has not caused any harm. 

Antitrust exemptions should not be a 
blank check, however, which is why 
this exemption is not permanent. Our 
legislation will sunset the exemption 
once again in 2022 and we have removed 
one of the permitted activities that no 
school has ever used. A time-limited 
exemption ensures that Congress will 
continue to conduct oversight in order 
to assess the impact on consumers. I 
have long been skeptical of permanent 
antitrust exemptions and the effect 
they have on the marketplace. For ex- 
ample, I have worked for years with a 
number of Senators from both parties 
to repeal the McCarran-Ferguson Act, 
a permanent exemption for the insur- 
ance industry in place since 1945. 

Allowing covered universities to 
focus their resources on ensuring the 
most qualified students can attend 
some of the best schools in the nation, 
regardless of family income, is a bipar- 
tisan and bicameral goal. I thank Con- 
gressmen SMITH and JOHNSON for intro- 
ducing this bill in the House and urge 
the Senate to pass this narrow legisla- 
tion. 


By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. REED, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. SANDERS, and Ms. BALD- 


WIN): 

S. 1486. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide a tax 
credit to Patriot employers, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1486 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Patriot Em- 
ployer Tax Credit Act”. 

SEC. 2. PATRIOT EMPLOYER TAX CREDIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
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Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new section: 
“SEC. 45S. PATRIOT EMPLOYER TAX CREDIT. 

““(a) DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 
38, the Patriot employer credit determined 
under this section with respect to any tax- 
payer who is a Patriot employer for any tax- 
able year shall be equal to 10 percent of the 
qualified wages paid or incurred by the Pa- 
triot employer. 

‘“(2) LIMITATION.—The amount of qualified 
wages which may be taken into account 
under paragraph (1) with respect to any em- 
ployee for any taxable year shall not exceed 
$15,000. 

““(b) PATRIOT EMPLOYER.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub- 
section (a), the term “Patriot employer” 
means, with respect to any taxable year, any 
taxpayer— 

““(A) which— 

““(i) maintains its headquarters in the 
United States if the taxpayer (or any prede- 
cessor) has ever been headquartered in the 
United States, and 

““(ii) is not (and no predecessor of which is) 
an expatriated entity (as defined in section 
7874(a)(2)) for the taxable year or any pre- 
ceding taxable year ending after March 4, 
2003, 

“(B) with respect to which no assessable 
payment has been imposed under section 
4980H with respect to any month occurring 
during the taxable year, and 

“(C) in the case of— 

“(i) a taxpayer which employs an average 
of more than 50 employees on business days 
during the taxable year, which— 

“(I) provides compensation for at least 90 
percent of its employees for services pro- 
vided by such employees during the taxable 
year at an hourly rate (or equivalent there- 
of) not less than an amount equal to 156 per- 
cent of the Federal poverty level for a family 
of three for the calendar year in which the 
taxable year begins divided by 2,080, 

“(I)) meets the retirement plan require- 
ments of subsection (c) with respect to at 
least 90 percent of its employees providing 
services during the taxable year who are not 
highly compensated employees, and 

““(IIT) meets the additional requirements of 
subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph (2), 
or 

“Gi) any other taxpayer, which meets the 
requirements of either subclause (I) or (II) of 
clause (i) for the taxable year. 

“*(2) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR LARGE 
EMPLOYERS.— 

““(A) UNITED STATES EMPLOYMENT.—The re- 
quirements of this subparagraph are met for 
any taxable year if— 

““(i) in any case in which the taxpayer in- 
creases the number of employees performing 
substantially all of their services for the tax- 
able year outside the United States, the tax- 
payer either— 

“(D increases the number of employees 
performing substantially all of their services 
inside the United States by an amount not 
less than the increase in such number for 
employees outside the United States, or 

“(II) has a percentage increase in such em- 
ployees inside the United States which is not 
less than the percentage increase in such em- 
ployees outside the United States, 

“Gi) in any case in which the taxpayer de- 
creases the number of employees performing 
substantially all of their services for the tax- 
able year inside the United States, the tax- 
payer either— 

“(D decreases the number of employees 
performing substantially all of their services 
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outside the United States by an amount not 
less than the decrease in such number for 
employees inside the United States, or 

“(IT) has a percentage decrease in employ- 
ees outside the United States which is not 
less than the percentage decrease in such 
employees inside the United States, and 

““(iii) there is not a decrease in the number 
of employees performing substantially all of 
their services for the taxable year inside the 
United States by reason of the taxpayer con- 
tracting out such services to persons who are 
not employees of the taxpayer. 

““(B) TREATMENT OF INDIVIDUALS IN THE UNI- 
FORMED SERVICES AND THE DISABLED.—The re- 
quirements of this subparagraph are met for 
any taxable year if— 

“(i) the taxpayer provides differential wage 
payments (as defined in section 3401(h)(2)) to 
each employee described in section 
3401(h)(2)(A) for any period during the tax- 
able year in an amount not less than the dif- 
ference between the wages which would have 
been received from the employer during such 
period and the amount of pay and allowances 
which the employee receives for service in 
the uniformed services during such period, 
and 

““(ii) the taxpayer has in place at all times 
during the taxable year a written policy for 
the recruitment of employees who have 
served in the uniformed services or who are 
disabled. 

“*(3) SPECIAL RULES FOR APPLYING THE MIN- 
IMUM WAGE AND RETIREMENT PLAN REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

“(A) MINIMUM WAGE.—In determining 
whether the minimum wage requirements of 
paragraph (1)(C)(i)(I) are met with respect to 
90 percent of a taxpayer's employees for any 
taxable year— 

““(i) a taxpayer may elect to exclude from 
such determination apprentices or learners 
that an employer may exclude under the reg- 
ulations under section 14(a) of the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938, and 

““(ii) if a taxpayer meets the requirements 
of paragraph (2)(B)(i) with respect to pro- 
viding differential wage payments to any 
employee for any period (without regard to 
whether such requirements apply to the tax- 
payer), the hourly rate (or equivalent there- 
of) for such payments shall be determined on 
the basis of the wages which would have been 
paid by the employer during such period if 
the employee had not been providing service 
in the uniformed services. 

“(B) RETIREMENT PLAN.—In determining 
whether the retirement plan requirements of 
paragraph (1)(C)(ijTI are met with respect 
to 90 percent of a taxpayer’s employees for 
any taxable year, a taxpayer may elect to 
exclude from such determination— 

““(i) employees not meeting the age or serv- 
ice requirements under section 410(a)(1) (or 
such lower age or service requirements as 
the employer provides), and 

“(ii) employees described in 
410(b)(8). 

““(c) RETIREMENT PLAN REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The requirements of this 
subsection are met for any taxable year with 
respect to an employee of the taxpayer who 
is not a highly compensated employee if the 
employee is eligible to participate in 1 or 
more applicable eligible retirement plans 
maintained by the employer for a plan year 
ending with or within the taxable year. 

‘(2) APPLICABLE ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT 
PLAN.—For purposes of this subsection, the 
term ‘applicable eligible retirement plan’ 
means an eligible retirement plan which, 
with respect to the plan year described in 
paragraph (1), is either— 
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“(A) a defined contribution plan which— 

““(i) requires the employer to make non- 
elective contributions of at least 5 percent of 
the compensation of the employee, or 

““(11) both— 

“(D) includes an eligible automatic con- 
tribution arrangement (as defined in section 
414(w)(3)) under which the uniform percent- 
age described in section 414(w)(3)(B) is at 
least 5 percent, and 

“(II) requires the employer to make 
matching contributions of 100 percent of the 
elective deferrals (as defined in section 
414(u)(2)(C)) of the employee to the extent 
such deferrals do not exceed the percentage 
specified by the plan (not less than 5 percent) 
of the employee’s compensation, or 

““(B) a defined benefit plan— 

“(i) with respect to which the accrued ben- 
efit of the employee derived from employer 
contributions, when expressed as an annual 
retirement benefit, is not less than the prod- 
uct of— 

“(D the lesser of 2 percent multiplied by 
the employee’s years of service (determined 
under the rules of paragraphs (4), (5), and (6) 
of section 411(a)) with the employer or 20 per- 
cent, multiplied by 

““(IT) the employee’s final average pay, or 

““(ii) which is an applicable defined benefit 
plan (as defined in section 411(a)(13)(B))— 

““(I) which meets the interest credit re- 
quirements of section 411(b)(5)(B)(i) with re- 
spect to the plan year, and 

““(II) under which the employee receives a 
pay credit for the plan year which is not less 
than 5 percent of compensation. 

“*(3) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—For 
purposes of this subsection— 

“(A) ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLAN.—The 
term ‘eligible retirement plan’ has the mean- 
ing given such term by section 402(c)(8)(B), 
except that in the case of an account or an- 
nuity described in clause (i) or (ii) thereof, 
such term shall only include an account or 
annuity which is a simplified employee pen- 
sion (as defined in section 408(k)). 

““(B) FINAL AVERAGE PAY.—For purposes of 
paragraph (2)(B)(i)I1, final average pay 
shall be determined using the period of con- 
secutive years (not exceeding 5) during which 
the employee had the greatest compensation 
from the taxpayer. 

““(C) ALTERNATIVE PLAN DESIGNS.—The Sec- 
retary may prescribe regulations for a tax- 
payer to meet the requirements of this sub- 
section through a combination of defined 
contribution plans or defined benefit plans 
described in paragraph (1) or through a com- 
bination of both such types of plans. 

““(D) PLANS MUST MEET REQUIREMENTS WITH- 
OUT TAKING INTO ACCOUNT SOCIAL SECURITY 
AND SIMILAR CONTRIBUTIONS AND BENEFITS.—A 
rule similar to the rule of section 416(e) shall 
apply. 

“(d) QUALIFIED WAGES AND COMPENSA- 
TION.—For purposes of this section— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
wages’ means wages (as defined in section 
51(c), determined without regard to para- 
graph (4) thereof) paid or incurred by the Pa- 
triot employer during the taxable year to 
employees— 

““(A) who perform substantially all of their 
services for such Patriot employer inside the 
United States, and 

““(B) with respect to whom— 

“(i) in the case of a Patriot employer 
which employs an average of more than 50 
employees on business days during the tax- 
able year, the requirements of subclauses (I) 
and (II) of subsection (b)(1)(C)(i) are met, and 

““(ii) in the case of any other Patriot em- 
ployer, the requirements of either subclause 
(D) or (II) of subsection (b)(1)(C)(i) are met. 
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“*(2) SPECIAL RULES FOR AGRICULTURAL 
LABOR AND RAILWAY LABOR.—Rules similar to 
the rules of section 51(h) shall apply. 

“*(3) COMPENSATION.—For purposes of sub- 
sections (b)(1)(C)(i)(1) and (c), the term ‘com- 
pensation’ has the same meaning as qualified 
wages, except that section 51(c)(2) shall be 
disregarded in determining the amount of 
such wages. 

“(e) AGGREGATION RULES.—For purposes of 
this section— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—All persons treated as a 
single employer under subsection (a) or (b) of 
section 52 shall be treated as a single tax- 
payer. 

“*(2) SPECIAL RULES FOR CERTAIN REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—For purposes of applying paragraphs 
(1)(A) and (2)(A) of subsection (b)— 

““(A) the determination under subsections 
(a) and (b) of section 52 for purposes of para- 
graph (1) shall be made without regard to 
section 1563(b)(2)(C) (relating to exclusion of 
foreign corporations), and 

““(B) if any person treated as a single tax- 
payer under this subsection (after applica- 
tion of subparagraph (A)), or any predecessor 
of such person, was an expatriated entity (as 
defined in section 7874(a)(2)) for any taxable 
year ending after March 4, 2003, then all per- 
sons treated as a single taxpayer with such 
person shall be treated as expatriated enti- 
ties. 

“(f) ELECTION To HAVE CREDIT NOT 
APPLY .— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—A taxpayer may elect to 
have this section not apply for any taxable 
year. 

‘(2) TIME FOR MAKING ELECTION.—An elec- 
tion under paragraph (1) for any taxable year 
may be made (or revoked) at any time before 
the expiration of the 3-year period beginning 
on the last date prescribed by law for filing 
the return for such taxable year (determined 
without regard to extensions). 

“*(3) MANNER OF MAKING ELECTION.—An 
election under paragraph (1) (or revocation 
thereof) shall be made in such manner as the 
Secretary may by regulations prescribe.”. 

(b) ALLOWANCE AS GENERAL BUSINESS CRED- 
IT.—Section 38(b) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended by striking “plus” at 
the end of paragraph (35), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end of paragraph (36) and insert- 
ing “, plus”, and by adding at the end the 
following: 

“*(37) in the case of a Patriot employer (as 
defined in section 45S(b)) for any taxable 
year, the Patriot employer credit deter- 
mined under section 45S(a).’’. 

(c) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—Sub- 
section (a) of section 280C of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
““45S(a),” after “45P(a)”. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2015. 

SEC. 3. DEFER DEDUCTION OF INTEREST EX- 
PENSE RELATED TO DEFERRED IN- 
COME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 163 of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to deduc- 
tions for interest expense) is amended by re- 
designating subsection (n) as subsection (0) 
and by inserting after subsection (m) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

“(n) DEFERRAL OF DEDUCTION FOR INTEREST 
EXPENSE RELATED TO DEFERRED INCOME.— 

“(1) GENERAL RULE.—The amount of for- 
eign-related interest expense of any taxpayer 
allowed as a deduction under this chapter for 
any taxable year shall not exceed an amount 
equal to the applicable percentage of the 
sum of— 

“(A) the taxpayer’s foreign-related interest 
expense for the taxable year, plus 
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‘(B) the taxpayer’s deferred foreign-re- 
lated interest expense. 


For purposes of the paragraph, the applicable 
percentage is the percentage equal to the 
current inclusion ratio. 

‘(2) TREATMENT OF DEFERRED DEDUC- 
TIONS.—If, for any taxable year, the amount 
of the limitation determined under para- 
graph (1) exceeds the taxpayer’s foreign-re- 
lated interest expense for the taxable year, 
there shall be allowed as a deduction for the 
taxable year an amount equal to the lesser 
of— 

““(A) such excess, or 

‘(B) the taxpayer’s deferred foreign-re- 
lated interest expense. 

‘(3) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULE.—For 
purposes of this subsection— 

“(A) FOREIGN-RELATED INTEREST EX- 
PENSE.—The term ‘foreign-related interest 
expense’ means, with respect to any tax- 
payer for any taxable year, the amount 
which bears the same ratio to the amount of 
interest expense for such taxable year allo- 
cated and apportioned under sections 861, 
864(e), and 864(f) to income from sources out- 
side the United States as— 

““(i) the value of all stock held by the tax- 
payer in all section 902 corporations with re- 
spect to which the taxpayer meets the own- 
ership requirements of subsection (a) or (b) 
of section 902, bears to 

““(ii) the value of all assets of the taxpayer 
which generate gross income from sources 
outside the United States. 

““(B) DEFERRED FOREIGN-RELATED INTEREST 
EXPENSE.—The term ‘deferred foreign-related 
interest expense’ means the excess, if any, of 
the aggregate foreign-related interest ex- 
pense for all prior taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2015, over the aggregate 
amount allowed as a deduction under para- 
graphs (1) and (2) for all such prior taxable 
years. 

““(C) VALUE OF ASSETS.—Except as other- 
wise provided by the Secretary, for purposes 
of subparagraph (A)(ii), the value of any 
asset shall be the amount with respect to 
such asset determined for purposes of allo- 
cating and apportioning interest expense 
under sections 861, 864(e), and 864(f). 

‘(D) CURRENT INCLUSION RATIO.—The term 
‘current inclusion ratio’ means, with respect 
to any domestic corporation which meets the 
ownership requirements of subsection (a) or 
(b) of section 902 with respect to one or more 
section 902 corporations for any taxable 
year, the ratio (expressed as a percentage) 
of— 

““(i) the sum of all dividends received by 
the domestic corporation from all such sec- 
tion 902 corporations during the taxable year 
plus amounts includible in gross income 
under section 951(a) from all such section 902 
corporations, in each case computed without 
regard to section 78, divided by 

““(ii) the aggregate amount of post-1986 un- 
distributed earnings. 

““(E) AGGREGATE AMOUNT OF POST-1986 UN- 
DISTRIBUTED EARNINGS.—The term ‘aggregate 
amount of post-1986 undistributed earnings’ 
means, with respect to any domestic cor- 
poration which meets the ownership require- 
ments of subsection (a) or (b) of section 902 
with respect to one or more section 902 cor- 
porations, the domestic corporation’s pro 
rata share of the post-1986 undistributed 
earnings (as defined in section 902(c)(1)) of all 
such section 902 corporations. 

‘(F) FOREIGN CURRENCY CONVERSION.—For 
purposes of determining the current inclu- 
sion ratio, and except as otherwise provided 
by the Secretary, the aggregate amount of 
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post-1986 undistributed earnings for the tax- 
able year shall be determined by translating 
each section 902 corporation’s post-1986 un- 
distributed earnings into dollars using the 
average exchange rate for such year. 

““(G) SECTION 902 CORPORATION.—The term 
‘section 902 corporation’ has the meaning 
given to such term by section 909(d)(5). 

(4) TREATMENT OF AFFILIATED GROUPS.— 
The current inclusion ratio of each member 
of an affiliated group (as defined in section 
864(e)(5)(A)) shall be determined as if all 
members of such group were a single cor- 
poration. 

““(5) APPLICATION TO SEPARATE CATEGORIES 
OF INCOME.—This subsection shall be applied 
separately with respect to the categories of 
income specified in section 904(d)(1). 

““(6) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 
prescribe such regulations or other guidance 
as is necessary or appropriate to carry out 
the purposes of this subsection, including 
regulations or other guidance providing— 

““(A) for the proper application of this sub- 
section with respect to changes in ownership 
of a section 902 corporation, 

““(B) that certain corporations that other- 
wise would not be members of the affiliated 
group will be treated as members of the af- 
filiated group for purposes of this subsection, 

““(C) for the proper application of this sub- 
section with respect to the taxpayer's share 
of a deficit in earnings and profits of a sec- 
tion 902 corporation, 

‘(D) for appropriate adjustments to the de- 
termination of the value of stock in any sec- 
tion 902 corporation for purposes of this sub- 
section or to the foreign-related interest ex- 
pense to account for income that is subject 
to tax under section 882(a)(1), and 

““(E) for the proper application of this sub- 
section with respect to interest expense that 
is directly allocable to income with respect 
to certain assets.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2015. 


—_ 


AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 1463. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1464. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1465. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. MCCAIN and in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1466. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. MCCAIN and in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1467. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1468. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. MCCAIN and in- 
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tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1469. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. McCAIN and in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1470. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. MCCAIN and in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1471. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 286, to amend the Indian Self- 
Determination and Education Assistance Act 
to provide further self-governance by Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1472. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. MCCAIN and in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Department of 
Defense and for military construction, to 
prescribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1473. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. MCCAIN and in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1474. Mr. COONS submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. MCCAIN and in- 
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1475. Mr. DONNELLY (for himself, Mr. 
CRUZ, Mr. BLUNT, and Mr. LEAHY) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to the 
bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1463. Mr. McCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the “National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2016”. 

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS; 
TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) DIVISIONS.—This Act is organized into 
four divisions as follows: 

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au- 
thorizations. 

(2) Division B—Military Construction Au- 
thorizations. 

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na- 
tional Security Authorizations. 

(4) Division D—Funding tables. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title. 
Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; 
table of contents. 
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Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees. 
Sec. 4. Budgetary effects of this Act. 
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATIONS 
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT 

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations. 
Subtitle B—Navy Programs 

111. Amendment to cost limitation 

baseline for CVN-78 class air- 
craft carrier program. 

112. Limitation on availability of funds 
for USS JOHN F. KENNEDY 
(CVN-79). 

Limitation on availability of funds 
for USS ENTERPRISE (CVN- 
80). 

Modification of CVN-78 class air- 
craft carrier program. 

Limitation on availability of funds 
for Littoral Combat Ship. 

Extension and modification of limi- 
tation on availability of funds 
for Littoral Combat Ship. 

Construction of additional Arleigh 
Burke destroyer. 

Fleet Replenishment Oiler Pro- 
gram. 

Reporting requirement for Ohio- 
class replacement submarine 
program. 

Subtitle C—Air Force Programs 

. 131. Limitations on retirement of B-1, 
B-2, and B-52 bomber aircraft. 

Limitation on retirement of Air 
Force fighter aircraft. 

Limitation on availability of funds 
for F-35A aircraft procurement. 

Prohibition on retirement of A-10 
aircraft. 

Prohibition on availability of funds 
for retirement of EC-130H Com- 
pass Call aircraft. 

Limitation on transfer of C-130 air- 
craft. 

Limitation on use of funds for T-1A 
Jayhawk aircraft. 

Restriction on retirement of the 
Joint Surveillance Target At- 
tack Radar System (JSTARS), 
EC-130H Compass Call, and Air- 
borne Early Warning and Con- 
trol (AWACS) Aircraft. 

Sense of Congress regarding the 
OCONUS basing of the F-35A 
aircraft. 

Sense of Congress on F-16 Active 
Electronically Scanned Array 
(AESA) radar upgrade. 

Subtitle D—Defense-wide, Joint, and 

Multiservice Matters 


Sec. 151. Report on Army and Marine Corps 
modernization plan for small 
arms. 


TITLE II —RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 


Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations. 


Subtitle B—Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 


. 211. Centers for Science, Technology, 
and Engineering Partnership. 

. 212. Department of Defense technology 
offset program to build and 
maintain the military techno- 
logical superiority of the 
United States. 

. 213. Reauthorization of defense research 
and development rapid innova- 
tion program. 

. 214. Reauthorization of Global Research 
Watch program. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


. 113. 


. 114. 
. 115. 


. 116. 


. 117. 
. 118. 
. 119. 


. 182. 
. 183. 
. 134. 


. 185. 


. 136. 
. 187. 
. 138. 


. 139. 


. 140. 
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Sec. 215. Science and technology activities 
to support business systems in- 
formation technology acquisi- 
tion programs. 

Expansion of eligibility for finan- 
cial assistance under Depart- 
ment of Defense Science, Math- 
ematics, and Research for 
Transformation program to in- 
clude citizens of countries par- 
ticipating in The Technical Co- 
operation Program. 

Streamlining the Joint Federated 
Assurance Center. 

Limitation on availability of funds 
for development of the Shallow 
Water Combat Submersible. 

Limitation on availability of funds 
for distributed common ground 
system of the Army. 

Limitation on availability of funds 
for distributed common ground 
system of the United States 
Special Operations Command. 

Subtitle C—Other Matters 

Assessment of air-land mobile tac- 
tical communications and data 
network requirements and ca- 
pabilities. 

Study of field failures involving 
counterfeit electronic parts. 
Demonstration of Persistent Close 

Air Support capabilities. 

Airborne data link plan. 

Report on Technology Readiness 
Levels of the technologies and 
capabilities critical to the Long 
Range Strike Bomber aircraft. 

TITLE ITI—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 301. Authorization of appropriations. 
Subtitle B—Energy and Environment 

Sec. 311. Modification of energy manage- 

ment reporting requirements. 

Sec. 312. Report on efforts to reduce high en- 

ergy costs at military installa- 
tions. 

Sec. 313. Southern Sea Otter Military Readi- 

ness Areas. 
Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment 
Sec. 321. Repeal of limitation on authority 
to enter into a contract for the 
sustainment, maintenance, re- 
pair, or overhaul of the F117 en- 
gine. 
Subtitle D—Reports 

Sec. 331. Modification of annual report on 


Sec. 216. 


Sec. 217. 


Sec. 218. 


Sec. 219. 


Sec. 220. 


Sec. 231. 


Sec. 232. 


Sec. 233. 


234. 
235. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


prepositioned materiel and 
equipment. 
Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of 
Authority 


Sec. 341. Modification of requirements for 
transferring aircraft within the 
Air Force inventory. 


Sec. 342. Limitation on use of funds for De- 
partment of Defense sponsor- 
ships, advertising, or mar- 
keting associated with sports- 
related organizations or sport- 
ing events. 

Sec. 343. Temporary authority to extend 
contracts and leases under 
ARMS initiative. 

Subtitle F—Other Matters 

Sec. 351. Streamlining of Department of De- 
fense management and oper- 
ational headquarters. 

Sec. 352. Adoption of retired military work- 
ing dogs. 

Sec. 353. Modification of required review of 


projects relating to potential 
obstructions to aviation. 
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Sec. 354. Pilot program on intensive instruc- 
tion in certain Asian languages. 


TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL 
AUTHORIZATIONS 


Subtitle A—Active Forces 


Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces. 

Sec. 402. Enhancement of authority for man- 
agement of end strengths for 
military personnel. 


Subtitle B—Reserve Forces 


End strengths for Selected Reserve. 

End strengths for Reserves on ac- 
tive duty in support of the re- 
serves. 

End strengths for military techni- 
cians (dual status). 

Fiscal year 2016 limitation on num- 
ber of non-dual status techni- 
cians. 

Maximum number of reserve per- 
sonnel authorized to be on ac- 
tive duty for operational sup- 
port. 

Chief of the National Guard Bureau 
authority to increase certain 
end strengths applicable to the 
Army National Guard. 


Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 421. Military personnel. 

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY 
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy 


Sec. 501. Authority of promotion boards to 
recommend officers of par- 
ticular merit be placed at the 
top of the promotion list. 

Minimum grades for certain corps 
and related positions in the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force. 

Enhancement of military personnel 
authorities in connection with 
the defense acquisition work- 
force. 

Enhanced flexibility for determina- 
tion of officers to continue on 
active duty and for selective 
early retirement and early dis- 
charge. 

Authority to defer until age 68 
mandatory retirement for age 
of a general or flag officer serv- 
ing as Chief or Deputy Chief of 
Chaplains of the Army, Navy, 
or Air Force. 

Reinstatement of enhanced author- 
ity for selective early discharge 
of warrant officers. 

Authority to conduct warrant offi- 
cer retired grade determina- 
tions. 


Subtitle B—Reserve Component 
Management 


511. Authority to designate certain re- 
serve officers as not to be con- 
sidered for selection for pro- 
motion. 

512. Clarification of purpose of reserve 
component special selection 
boards as limited to correction 
of error at a mandatory pro- 
motion board. 

518. Reconciliation of contradictory 
provisions relating to citizen- 
ship qualifications for enlist- 
ment in the reserve components 
of the Armed Forces. 

514. Authority for certain Air Force re- 
serve component personnel to 
provide training and instruc- 
tion regarding pilot instructor 
training. 


411. 
412. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 413. 


Sec. 414. 


Sec. 415. 


Sec. 416. 


Sec. 502. 


Sec. 503. 


Sec. 504. 


Sec. 505. 


Sec. 506. 


Sec. 507. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
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Subtitle C—General Service Authorities 


Sec. 521. Duty required for eligibility for 
preseparation counseling for 
members being discharged or 
released from active duty. 

Sec. 522. Expansion of pilot programs on ca- 
reer flexibility to enhance re- 
tention of members of the 
Armed Forces. 

Sec. 523. Sense of Senate on development of 
gender-neutral occupational 
standards for occupational as- 
signments in the Armed Forces. 


Subtitle D—Member Education and Training 
PART I—EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE REFORM 


Sec. 531. Limitation on tuition assistance 
for off-duty training or edu- 
cation. 

532. Termination of program of edu- 
cational assistance for reserve 
component members supporting 
contingency operations and 
other operations. 

Reports on educational levels at- 
tained by certain members of 
the Armed Forces at time of 
separation from the Armed 
Forces. 

Sense of Congress on transfer- 
ability of unused education 
benefits to family members. 

No entitlement to unemployment 
insurance while receiving Post- 
9/11 Education Assistance. 


PART II—OTHER MATTERS 


Repeal of statutory specification of 
minimum duration of in-resi- 
dent instruction for courses of 
instruction offered as part of 
Phase II joint professional mili- 
tary education. 

Quality assurance of certification 
programs and standards for pro- 
fessional credentials obtained 
by members of the Armed 
Forces. 

Support for athletic programs of 
the United States Military 
Academy. 

Online access to the higher edu- 
cation component of the Tran- 
sition Assistance Program. 


Subtitle E—Military Justice 


. 546. Modification of Rule 304 of the 
Military Rules of Evidence re- 
lating to the corroboration of a 
confession or admission. 

Modification of Rule 104 of the 
Rules for Courts-Martial to es- 
tablish certain prohibitions 
concerning evaluations of Spe- 
cial Victims’ Counsel. 

Right of victims of offenses under 
the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice to timely disclosure of 
certain materials and informa- 
tion in connection with pros- 
ecution of offenses. 

Enforcement of certain crime vic- 
tims’ rights by the Court of 
Criminal Appeals. 

Release to victims upon request of 
complete record of proceedings 
and testimony of courts-mar- 
tial in cases in which sentences 
adjudged could include punitive 
discharge. 

Representation and assistance of 
victims by Special Victims’ 
Counsel in questioning by mili- 
tary criminal investigators. 


Sec. 


. 583. 


. 534. 


. 535. 


. 536. 


. 537. 


. 588. 


. 539. 


. 547, 


. 548. 


. 549. 


. 550. 


. 551. 
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Sec. 552. Authority of Special Victims’ 
Counsel to provide legal con- 
sultation and assistance in con- 
nection with various Govern- 
ment proceedings. 

Enhancement of confidentiality of 
restricted reporting of sexual 
assault in the military. 

Establishment of Office of Complex 
Investigations within the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau. 

Modification of deadline for estab- 
lishment of Defense Advisory 
Committee on Investigation, 
Prosecution, and Defense of 
Sexual Assault in the Armed 
Forces. 

Comptroller General of the United 
States reports on prevention 
and response to sexual assault 
by the Army National Guard 
and the Army Reserve. 

Sense of Congress on the service of 
military families and on sen- 
tencing retirement-eligible 
members of the Armed Forces. 


Sec. 553. 


Sec. 554. 


Sec. 555. 


Sec. 556. 


Sec. 557. 


Subtitle F—Defense Dependents Education 
and Military Family Readiness 


Sec. 561. Continuation of authority to assist 
local educational agencies that 
benefit dependents of members 
of the Armed Forces and De- 
partment of Defense civilian 
employees. 

Sec. 562. Impact aid for children with severe 
disabilities. 

Sec. 563. Authority to use appropriated 
funds to support Department of 
Defense student meal programs 
in domestic dependent elemen- 
tary and secondary schools lo- 
cated outside the United 
States. 

Sec. 564. Biennial surveys of military de- 
pendents on military family 
readiness matters. 


Subtitle G—Miscellaneous Reporting 
Requirements 


Sec. 571. Extension of semiannual reports on 
the involuntary separation of 
members of the Armed Forces. 

Sec. 572. Remotely piloted aircraft career 
field manning shortfalls. 


Subtitle H—Other Matters 


PART I—FINANCIAL LITERACY AND PRE- 
PAREDNESS OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES 


Sec. 581. Improvement of financial literacy 
and preparedness of members of 
the Armed Forces. 

Financial literacy training with re- 
spect to certain financial serv- 
ices for members of the uni- 
formed services. 

Sense of Congress on financial lit- 
eracy and preparedness of mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces. 


PART II—OTHER MATTERS 


Authority for applications for cor- 
rection of military records to 
be initiated by the Secretary 
concerned. 

Recordation of obligations for in- 
stallment payments of incen- 
tive pays, allowances, and simi- 
lar benefits when payment is 
due. 

Enhancements to Yellow Ribbon 
Reintegration Program. 


Sec. 582. 


Sec. 583. 


Sec. 586. 


Sec. 587. 


Sec. 588. 
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Sec. 589. Priority processing of applications 
for Transportation Worker 
Identification Credentials for 
members undergoing discharge 
or release from the Armed 
Forces. 

Sec. 590. Issuance of Recognition of Service 
ID Cards to certain members 
separating from the Armed 
Forces. 

Sec. 591. Revised policy on network services 
for military services. 

Sec. 592. Increase in number of days of ac- 
tive duty required to be per- 
formed by reserve component 
members for duty to be consid- 
ered Federal service for pur- 
poses of unemployment com- 
pensation for ex- 
servicemembers. 

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS 
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances 

Sec. 601. Fiscal year 2016 increase in mili- 

tary basic pay. 

602. Modification of percentage of na- 
tional average monthly cost of 
housing usable in computation 
of basic allowance for housing 
inside the United States. 

Extension of authority to provide 
temporary increase in rates of 
basic allowance for housing. 

Basic allowance for housing for 
married members of the uni- 
formed services assigned for 
duty within normal commuting 
distance and for other members 
living together. 

Repeal of inapplicability of modi- 
fication of basic allowance for 
housing to benefits under the 
laws administered by the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs. 

Limitation on eligibility for sup- 
plemental subsistence allow- 
ances to members serving out- 
side the United States and asso- 
ciated territory. 

Sec. 607. Availability of information. 
Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and 

Incentive Pays 

One-year extension of certain 
bonus and special pay authori- 
ties for reserve forces. 

One-year extension of certain 
bonus and special pay authori- 
ties for health care profes- 
sionals. 

One-year extension of special pay 
and bonus authorities for nu- 
clear officers. 

One-year extension of authorities 
relating to title 37 consolidated 
special pay, incentive pay, and 
bonus authorities. 

One-year extension of authorities 
relating to payment of other 
title 37 bonuses and special 
pays. 

Increase in maximum annual 
amount of nuclear officer bonus 
pay. 

Repeal of obsolete authority to pay 
bonus to encourage Army per- 
sonnel to refer persons for en- 
listment in the Army. 

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

Sec. 621. Repeal of obsolete special travel 
and transportation allowance 
for survivors of deceased mem- 
bers from the Vietnam conflict. 


Sec. 


Sec. 603. 


Sec. 604. 


Sec. 605. 


Sec. 606. 


Sec. 611. 


Sec. 612. 


Sec. 613. 


Sec. 614. 


Sec. 615. 


Sec. 616. 


Sec. 617. 
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Subtitle D—Disability Pay, Retired Pay, and 
Survivor Benefits 
PART I—RETIRED PAY REFORM 

. 631. Thrift Savings Plan participation 
for members of the uniformed 
services. 

Modernized retirement system for 
members of the uniformed serv- 
ices. 

Lump sum payments of certain re- 
tired pay. 

Continuation pay after 12 years of 
service for members of the uni- 

formed services participating in 

the modernized retirement sys- 
tems. 

Authority for retirement flexibility 

for members of the uniformed 

services. 

Treatment of Department of De- 

fense Military Retirement Fund 

as a qualified trust. 

PART II—OTHER MATTERS 


Death of former spouse bene- 

ficiaries and subsequent remar- 
riages under Survivor Benefit 
Plan. 

Transitional compensation and 
other benefits for dependents of 
members of the Armed Forces 
ineligible to receive retired pay 
as a result of court-martial sen- 
tence. 


Subtitle E—Commissary and Non-Appro- 
priated Fund Instrumentality Benefits and 
Operations 

Sec. 651. Commissary system matters. 

Sec. 652. Plan on privatization of the defense 
commissary system. 

Sec. 653. Comptroller General of the United 
States report on the Com- 
missary Surcharge, Non-appro- 
priated Fund, and Privately-Fi- 
nanced Major Construction 
Program. 

TITLE VIIL -HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 


Subtitle A—TRICARE and Other Health Care 
Benefits 


Urgent care authorization under 
the TRICARE program. 

Modifications of cost-sharing re- 
quirements for the TRICARE 
Pharmacy Benefits Program. 

Expansion of continued health ben- 
efits coverage to include dis- 
charged and released members 
of the Selected Reserve. 

Expansion of reimbursement for 
smoking cessation services for 
certain TRICARE beneficiaries. 

Pilot program on treatment of 
members of the Armed Forces 
for post-traumatic stress dis- 
order related to military sexual 
trauma. 

Subtitle B—Health Care Administration 


Sec. 711. Access to health care under the 
TRICARE program. 

712. Portability of health plans under 
the TRICARE program. 

713. Improvement of mental health care 
provided by health care pro- 
viders of the Department of De- 
fense. 

. 714. Comprehensive standards and ac- 
cess to contraception coun- 
seling for members of the 
Armed Forces. 

. 715. Waiver of recoupment of erroneous 
payments due to administrative 
error under the TRICARE pro- 
gram. 


. 632. 


. 633. 


. 634. 


. 635. 


. 636. 


. 641. 


. 642. 


Sec. 701. 


Sec. 702. 


Sec. 703. 


. 704. 


. 705. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
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Sec 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


. 716. Designation of certain non-Depart- 
ment mental health care pro- 
viders with knowledge relating 
to treatment of members of the 
Armed Forces. 

717. Limitation on conversion of mili- 
tary medical and dental posi- 
tions to civilian medical and 
dental positions. 

718. Extension of authority for joint De- 
partment of Defense-Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs Med- 
ical Facility Demonstration 
Fund. 

719. Extension of authority for DOD-VA 
Health Care Sharing Incentive 
Fund. 

720. Pilot program on incentive pro- 
grams to improve health care 
provided under the TRICARE 
program. 


Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters 


Sec 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


. 731. Publication of certain information 
on health care provided by the 
Department of Defense through 
the Hospital compare website of 
the Department of Health and 
Human Services. 

732. Publication of data on patient safe- 
ty, quality of care, satisfaction, 
and health outcome measures 
under the TRICARE program. 

733. Annual report on patient safety, 
quality of care, and access to 
care at military medical treat- 
ment facilities. 

734. Report on plans to improve experi- 
ence with and eliminate per- 
formance variability of health 
care provided by the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

735. Report on plan to improve pedi- 
atric care and related services 
for children of members of the 
Armed Forces. 

736. Report on preliminary mental 
health screenings for individ- 
uals becoming members of the 
Armed Forces. 

. 737. Comptroller General report on use 

of quality of care metrics at 
military treatment facilities. 


TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, AC- 
QUISITION MANAGEMENT, AND RE- 
LATED MATTERS 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and 
Management 


801. Role of service chiefs in the acqui- 
sition process. 

802. Expansion of rapid acquisition au- 
thority. 

803. Middle tier of acquisition for rapid 
prototyping and rapid fielding. 

804. Amendments to other transaction 
authority. 

805. Use of alternative acquisition paths 
to acquire critical national se- 
curity capabilities. 

806. Secretary of Defense waiver of ac- 
quisition laws to acquire vital 
national security capabilities. 

807. Acquisition authority of the Com- 
mander of United States Cyber 
Command. 

808. Advisory panel on streamlining and 
codifying acquisition regula- 
tions. 

809. Review of time-based requirements 
process and budgeting and ac- 
quisition systems. 

810. Improvement of program and 
project management by the De- 
partment of Defense. 


Subtitle B—Amendments to General Con- 
tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Lim- 
itations 


Sec. 821. Preference for fixed-price contracts 
in determining contract type 
for development programs. 

Sec. 822. Applicability of cost and pricing 
data and certification require- 
ments. 

Sec. 823. Risk-based contracting for smaller 
contract actions under the 
Truth in Negotiations Act. 

Sec. 824. Limitation on use of reverse auc- 
tion and lowest price tech- 
nically acceptable contracting 
methods. 

Sec. 825. Rights in technical data. 

Sec. 826. Procurement of supplies for experi- 
mental purposes. 

Sec. 827. Extension of authority to acquire 
products and services produced 
in countries along a major 
route of supply to Afghanistan. 

Sec. 828. Reporting related to failure of con- 
tractors to meet goals under 
negotiated comprehensive 
small business subcontracting 
plans. 

Sec. 829. Competition for religious services 
contracts. 

Sec. 830. Treatment of interagency and 
State and local purchases when 
the Department of Defense acts 
as contract intermediary for 
the General Services Adminis- 
tration. 

Sec. 831. Pilot program for streamlining 
awards for innovative tech- 
nology projects. 


Subtitle C—Provisions Relating to Major 
Defense Acquisition Programs 


Sec. 841. Acquisition strategy required for 
each major defense acquisition 
program. 

Sec. 842. Risk reduction in major defense ac- 
quisition programs. 

Sec. 843. Designation of milestone decision 
authority. 

Sec. 844. Revision of Milestone A decision 
authority responsibilities for 
major defense acquisition pro- 
grams. 

Sec. 845. Revision of Milestone B decision 
authority responsibilities for 
major defense acquisition pro- 
grams. 

Sec. 846. Tenure and accountability of pro- 
gram managers for program de- 
velopment periods. 

Sec. 847. Tenure and accountability of pro- 
gram managers for program 
execution periods. 

Sec. 848. Repeal of requirement for stand- 
alone manpower estimates for 
major defense acquisition pro- 
grams. 

Sec. 849. Penalty for cost overruns. 

Sec. 850. Streamlining of reporting require- 
ments applicable to Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Re- 
search and Engineering regard- 
ing major defense acquisition 
programs. 

Sec. 851. Configuration Steering Boards for 
cost control under major de- 
fense acquisition programs. 

Subtitle D—Provisions Relating to 
Commercial Items 

Sec. 861. Inapplicability of certain laws and 
regulations to the acquisition 
of commercial items and com- 
mercially available off-the- 
shelf items. 
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Sec. 862. Market research and preference for 
commercial items. 

Sec. 863. Continuing validity of commercial 
item determinations. 

Sec. 864. Treatment of commercial items 
purchased as major weapon sys- 
tems. 

Sec. 865. Limitation on conversion of pro- 
curements from commercial ac- 
quisition procedures. 

Sec. 866. Treatment of goods and services 
provided by nontraditional con- 
tractors as commercial items. 

Subtitle E—Other Matters 


Sec. 871. Streamlining of requirements re- 
lating to defense business sys- 
tems. 

Sec. 872. Acquisition workforce. 

Sec. 873. Unified information technology 
services. 

Sec. 874. Cloud strategy for Department of 
Defense. 

Sec. 875. Development period for Depart- 
ment of Defense information 
technology systems. 

Sec. 876. Revisions to pilot program on ac- 
quisition of military purpose 
non-developmental items. 

Sec. 877. Extension of the Department of De- 
fense Mentor-Protégé pilot pro- 
gram. 

Sec. 878. Improved auditing of contracts. 

Sec. 879. Survey on the costs of regulatory 
compliance. 

Sec. 880. Government Accountability Office 
report on bid protests. 

Sec. 881. Steps to identify and address po- 
tential unfair competitive ad- 
vantage of technical advisors to 
acquisition officials. 

Sec. 882. HUBZone qualified disaster areas. 

Sec. 883. Base closure HUBZones. 

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 
Sec. 901. Update of statutory specification of 
functions of Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff relating to 
advice on requirements, pro- 

grams, and budget. 

Sec. 902. Reorganization and redesignation 
of Office of Family Policy and 
Office of Community Support 
for Military Families with Spe- 
cial Needs. 

Sec. 903. Repeal of requirement for annual 
Department of Defense funding 
for Ocean Research Advisory 
Panel. 

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Financial Matters 

Sec. 1001. General transfer authority. 

Sec. 1002. Annual audit of financial state- 
ments of Department of De- 
fense components by inde- 
pendent external auditors. 

Sec. 1003. Treatment as part of the base 
budget of certain amounts au- 
thorized for overseas contin- 
gency operations upon enact- 
ment of an Act revising the 
Budget Control Act discre- 
tionary spending limits for fis- 
cal year 2016. 

Sec. 1004. Sense of Senate on sequestration. 

Subtitle B—Counter-Drug Activities 


Sec. 1011. Extension of authority to support 


unified counterdrug and 
counterterrorism campaign in 
Colombia. 


Sec. 1012. Extension and expansion of au- 
thority to provide additional 
support for counter-drug activi- 
ties of certain foreign govern- 
ments. 


Ju 


ne 2, 2015 


Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards 


Sec 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


. 1021. Studies of fleet platform architec- 

tures for the Navy. 

1022. Amendment to National 

Based Deterrence Fund. 
1023. Extension of authority for reim- 
bursement of expenses for cer- 
tain Navy mess operations 
afloat. 
Subtitle D—Counterterrorism 

1031. Prohibition on use of funds to con- 
struct or modify facilities in 
the United States to house de- 
tainees transferred from United 
States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba. 

Limitation on the transfer or re- 
lease of individuals detained at 
United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

Reenactment and modification of 
certain prior requirements for 
certifications relating to trans- 
fer of detainees at United 
States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba, to foreign 
countries and other foreign en- 
tities. 

Authority to temporarily transfer 
individuals detained at United 
States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba, to the United 
States for emergency or critical 
medical treatment. 

Prohibition on use of funds for 
transfer or release to Yemen of 
individuals detained at United 
States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba. 

Report on current detainees at 
United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, deter- 
mined or assessed to be high 
risk or medium risk. 

Report to Congress on memoranda 
of understanding with foreign 
countries regarding transfer of 
detainees at United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. 

Semiannual reports on use of 
United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and 
any other Department of De- 
fense or Bureau of Prisons pris- 
on or other detention or dis- 
ciplinary facility in recruit- 
ment and other propaganda of 
terrorist organizations. 

Extension and modification of au- 
thority to make rewards for 
combating terrorism. 


Sea- 


1032. 


1033. 


1034. 


1035. 


1036. 


1037. 


1038. 


. 1039. 


Subtitle E—Miscellaneous Authorities and 


Sec 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Limitations 

Assistance to secure the southern 
land border of the United 
States. 

Protection of Department of De- 
fense installations. 

Strategy to protect United States 
national security interests in 
the Arctic region. 

Extension of limitations on the 
transfer to the regular Army of 
AH-64 Apache helicopters as- 
signed to the Army National 
Guard. 

Treatment of certain previously 
transferred Army National 
Guard helicopters as counting 
against number transferrable 
under exception to limitation 
on transfer of Army National 
Guard helicopters. 


. 1041. 


1042. 
1043. 


1044. 


1045. 


Sec 


Sec 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


. 1046. Management of military techni- 

cians. 

. 1047. Sense of Congress on consider- 
ation of the full range of De- 
partment of Defense manpower 
worldwide in decisions on the 
proper mix of military, civilian, 
and contractor personnel to ac- 
complish the National Defense 
Strategy. 

1048. Sense of Senate on the United 
States Marine Corps. 


Subtitle F—Studies and Reports 


1061. Repeal of reporting requirements. 

1062. Termination of requirement for 
submittal to Congress of re- 
ports required of the Depart- 
ment of Defense by statute. 

1063. Annual submittal to Congress of 
munitions assessments. 

1064. Potential role for United States 
ground forces in the Pacific 
theater. 


Subtitle G—Other Matters 


1081. Technical 
ments. 

1082. Authority to provide training and 
support to personnel of foreign 
ministries of defense. 

1083. Expansion of outreach for vet- 
erans transitioning from serv- 
ing on active duty. 

1084. Modification of certain require- 
ments applicable to major med- 
ical facility lease for a Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs out- 
patient clinic in Tulsa, Okla- 
homa. 


TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL 
MATTERS 


1101. Required probationary period for 
new employees of the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

Delay of periodic step increase for 
civilian employees of the De- 
partment of Defense based upon 
unacceptable performance. 

Procedures for reduction in force 
of Department of Defense civil- 
ian personnel. 

United States 
workforce. 

One-year extension of authority to 
waive annual limitation on pre- 
mium pay and aggregate limi- 
tation on pay for Federal civil- 
ian employees working over- 
seas. 

Five-year extension of expedited 
hiring authority for designated 
defense acquisition workforce 
positions. 

One-year extension of discre- 
tionary authority to grant al- 
lowances, benefits, and gratu- 
ities to civilian personnel on of- 
ficial duty in a combat zone. 

Extension of rate of overtime pay 
for Department of the Navy em- 
ployees performing work 
aboard or dockside in support 
of the nuclear-powered aircraft 
carrier forward deployed in 
Japan. 

Expansion of temporary authority 
to make direct appointments of 
candidates possessing bach- 
elor’s degrees to scientific and 
engineering positions at science 
and technology reinvention lab- 
oratories. 


and clerical amend- 


1102. 


1103. 


1104. Cyber Command 


1105. 


1106. 


1107. 


1108. 


1109. 
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Sec 
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. 1110. Extension of authority for the ci- 
vilian acquisition workforce 
personnel demonstration 
project. 

Pilot program on dynamic shaping 
of the workforce to improve the 
technical skills and expertise at 
certain Department of Defense 
laboratories. 

Pilot program on temporary ex- 
change of financial manage- 
ment and acquisition personnel. 

Pilot program on enhanced pay 
authority for certain acquisi- 
tion and technology positions 
in the Department of Defense. 

Pilot program on direct hire au- 
thority for veteran technical 
experts into the defense acqui- 
sition workforce. 

Direct hire authority for technical 
experts into the defense acqui- 
sition workforce. 


. 1111. 


. 1112. 


. 1113. 


. 1114. 


. 1115. 


TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO 


Sec 


FOREIGN NATIONS 
Subtitle A—Training and Assistance 


. 1201. One-year extension of funding lim- 
itations for authority to build 
the capacity of foreign security 
forces. 

Extension and expansion of au- 
thority for reimbursement to 
the Government of Jordan for 
border security operations. 

Extension of authority to conduct 
activities to enhance the capa- 
bility of foreign countries to re- 
spond to incidents involving 
weapons of mass destruction. 

Redesignation, modification, and 
extension of National Guard 
State Partnership Program. 

Authority to provide support to 
national military forces of al- 
lied countries for counterter- 
rorism operations in Africa. 

Authority to build the capacity of 
foreign military intelligence 
forces. 

Prohibition on assistance to enti- 
ties in Yemen controlled by the 
Houthi movement. 

Report on potential support for 
the vetted Syrian opposition. 


Subtitle B—Matters Relating to 
Afghanistan, Pakistan, and Iraq 


. 1221. Drawdown of United States forces 
in Afghanistan. 

Extension and modification of 
Commanders’ Emergency Re- 
sponse Program. 

Extension of authority to transfer 
defense articles and provide de- 
fense services to the military 
and security forces of Afghani- 
stan. 

Extension and modification of au- 
thority for reimbursement of 
certain coalition nations for 
support provided to United 
States military operations. 

Prohibition on transfer to violent 
extremist organizations of 
equipment or supplies provided 
by the United States to the 
Government of Iraq. 

Report on lines of communication 
of Islamic State of Iraq and the 
Levant and other foreign ter- 
rorist organizations. 

Modification of protection for Af- 
ghan allies. 


. 1202. 


. 1203. 


. 1204. 


. 1205. 


. 1206. 


. 1207. 


. 1208. 


. 1222. 


. 1223. 


. 1224. 


. 1225. 


. 1226. 


. 1227. 
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Sec. 1228. Extension of authority to support 
operations and activities of the 
Office of Security Cooperation 


in Iraq. 

Sec. 1229. Sense of Senate on support for the 
Kurdistan Regional Govern- 
ment. 


Subtitle C—Matters Relating to Iran 

Sec. 1241. Modification and extension of an- 
nual report on the military 
power of Iran. 

Subtitle D—Matters Relating to the Russian 

Federation 

Sec. 1251. Ukraine Security Assistance Ini- 
tiative. 

Eastern European Training Initia- 
tive. 

Increased presence of United 
States ground forces in Eastern 
Europe to deter aggression on 
the border of the North Atlan- 
tic Treaty Organization. 

Sense of Congress on European de- 
fense and North Atlantic Trea- 
ty Organization spending. 

Additional matters in annual re- 
port on military and security 
developments involving the 
Russian Federation. 

Report on alternative capabilities 
to procure and sustain non- 
standard rotary wing aircraft 
historically procured through 
Rosoboronexport. 

Subtitle E—Matters Relating to the Asia- 
Pacific Region 

Sec. 1261. South China Sea Initiative. 

Sec. 1262. Sense of Congress reaffirming the 
importance of implementing 
the rebalance to the Asia-Pa- 
cific region. 

Sec. 1263. Sense of Senate on Taiwan asym- 


Sec. 1252. 


Sec. 1253. 


Sec. 1254. 


Sec. 1255. 


Sec. 1256. 


metric military capabilities 
and bilateral training activi- 
ties. 


Subtitle F—Reports and Related Matters 

Sec. 1271. Item in quarterly reports on as- 
sistance to counter the Islamic 
State of Iraq and the Levant on 
forces ineligible to receive as- 
sistance due to a gross viola- 
tion of human rights. 

1272. Report on bilateral agreement 
with Israel on joint activities 
to establish an anti-tunneling 
defense system. 

1273. Sense of Senate and report on 
Qatar fighter aircraft capa- 
bility contribution to regional 
security. 

Subtitle G—Other Matters 


1281. NATO Special Operations Head- 
quarters. 

1282. Two-year extension and modifica- 
tion of authorization for non- 
conventional assisted recovery 
capabilities. 

TITLE XITI—COOPERATIVE THREAT 
REDUCTION 
Sec. 1301. Specification of Cooperative 
Threat Reduction funds. 

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations. 

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
Subtitle A—Military Programs 

1401. Working capital funds. 

1402. National Defense Sealift Fund. 

1403. Chemical Agents and Munitions 

Destruction, Defense. 
Drug Interdiction and Counter- 
Drug Activities, Defense-wide. 
Defense Inspector General. 
Defense Health Program. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 1404. 


1405. 
1406. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
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Subtitle B—Other Matters 


Sec. 1411. Authority for transfer of funds to 
joint Department of Defense- 
Department of Veterans Affairs 
Medical Facility Demonstra- 
tion Fund for Captain James A. 
Lovell Health Care Center, Illi- 
nois. 

Sec. 1412. Authorization of appropriations 
for Armed Forces Retirement 
Home. 

Sec. 1413. Inspections of the Armed Forces 
Retirement Home by the In- 
spector General of the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI- 

TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER- 
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 


Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 


Sec. 1501. Purpose. 

Sec. 1502. Overseas contingency operations. 

Sec. 1503. Procurement. 

Sec. 1504. Research, development, test, and 
evaluation. 

Operation and maintenance. 

Military personnel. 

Working capital funds. 

Drug Interdiction and Counter- 
Drug Activities, Defense-wide. 

Defense Inspector General. 

Defense Health Program. 

Counterterrorism Partnerships 
Fund. 

Subtitle B—Financial Matters 

1521. Treatment as additional author- 

izations. 

Sec. 1522. Special transfer authority. 

Subtitle C—Limitations, Reports, and Other 

Matters 

Sec. 1531. Afghanistan Security 
Fund. 

Sec. 1532. Joint Improvised Explosive Device 
Defeat Fund. 

Sec. 1533. Availability of Joint Improvised 
Explosive Device Defeat Fund 
funds for training of foreign se- 
curity forces to defeat impro- 
vised explosive devices. 

TITLE XVI—STRATEGIC PROGRAMS, 
CYBER, AND INTELLIGENCE MATTERS 
Subtitle A—Space Activities 
Sec. 1601. Integrated policy to deter adver- 

saries in space. 

Principal advisor on space control. 

Exception to the prohibition on 
contracting with Russian sup- 
pliers of rocket engines for the 
evolved expendable launch ve- 
hicle program. 

Elimination of launch capabilities 
contracts under evolved ex- 
pendable launch vehicle pro- 
gram. 

Allocation of funding for evolved 
expendable launch vehicle pro- 
gram. 

Inclusion of plan for development 
and fielding of a full-up engine 
in rocket propulsion system de- 
velopment program. 

Limitations on availability of 
funds for the Defense Meteoro- 
logical Satellite program. 

Quarterly reports on Global Posi- 
tioning System III space seg- 
ment, Global Positioning Sys- 
tem operational control seg- 
ment, and Military Global Posi- 
tioning System user equipment 
acquisition programs. 

Plan for consolidation of acquisi- 
tion of commercial satellite 
communications services. 


1505. 
1506. 
1507. 
1508. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


1509. 
1510. 
1511. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 


Forces 


1602. 
1603. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 1604. 


Sec. 1605. 


Sec. 1606. 


Sec. 1607. 


Sec. 1608. 


Sec. 1609. 
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1610. Council on Oversight of the De- 
partment of Defense Posi- 
tioning, Navigation, and Tim- 
ing Enterprise. 

. 1611. Analysis of alternatives for wide- 

band communications. 

. 1612. Expansion of goals for pilot pro- 
gram for acquisition of com- 
mercial satellite communica- 
tion services. 

1613. Streamline commercial 
launch activities. 

Subtitle B—Cyber Warfare, Cyber Security, 

and Related Matters 

Sec. 1621. Authorization of military cyber 

operations. 

Sec. 1622. Designation of Department of De- 
fense entity responsible for ac- 
quisition of critical cyber capa- 
bilities. 

. 1623. Incentive for submittal to Con- 
gress by President of integrated 
policy to deter adversaries in 
cyberspace. 

. 1624. Authorization for procurement of 
relocatable Sensitive Compart- 
mented Information Facility. 

. 1625. Evaluation of cyber 
vulnerabilities of major weapon 
systems of the Department of 
Defense. 

. 1626. Assessment of capabilities of 
United States Cyber Command 
to defend the United States 
from cyber attacks. 

. 1627. Biennial exercises on responding 
to cyber attacks against crit- 
ical infrastructure. 

Subtitle C—Nuclear Forces 


. 1681. Designation of Air Force officials 
to be responsible for policy on 
and procurement of nuclear 
command, control, and commu- 
nications systems. 

. 1632. Comptroller General of the United 
States review of recommenda- 
tions relating to the nuclear se- 
curity enterprise. 

. 1633. Assessment of global nuclear envi- 
ronment. 

. 1634. Deadline for Milestone A decision 
on long-range standoff weapon. 

. 1635. Availability of Air Force procure- 
ment funds for certain commer- 
cial off-the-shelf parts for inter- 
continental ballistic missile 
fuzes. 

Sec. 1636. Sense of Congress on policy on the 

nuclear triad. 
Subtitle D—Missile Defense Programs 

Sec. 1641. Plan for expediting deployment 
time of continental United 
States interceptor site. 

Additional missile defense sensor 
coverage for the protection of 
the United States homeland. 

Air defense capability at North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization 
missile defense sites. 

Availability of funds for Iron 
Dome short-range rocket de- 
fense system. 

Israeli cooperative missile defense 
program codevelopment and po- 
tential coproduction. 

Development and deployment of 
multiple-object kill vehicle for 
missile defense of the United 
States homeland. 

Requirement to replace capability 
enhancement I exoatmospheric 
kill vehicles. 

Airborne boost phase defense sys- 
tem. 


Sec. 


Sec. space 


1642. 


Sec. 


. 1643. 


. 1644. 


. 1645. 


. 1646. 


. 1647. 


. 1648. 
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Sec. 1649. Extension of limitation on pro- 
viding certain sensitive missile 
defense information to the Rus- 
sian Federation. 

Sec. 1650. Extension of requirement for 
Comptroller General of the 
United States review and as- 
sessment of missile defense ac- 
quisition programs. 

Subtitle E—Other Matters 


Sec. 1661. Measures in response to violations 
of the Intermediate-Range Nu- 
clear Forces Treaty by the Rus- 
sian Federation. 

Sec. 1662. Modification of notification and 
assessment of proposal to mod- 
ify or introduce new aircraft or 
sensors for flight by the Rus- 
sian Federation under the Open 
Skies Treaty. 

Sec. 1663. Milestone A decision for the Con- 
ventional Prompt Global Strike 
Weapons System. 

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Sec. 2001. Short title. 

Sec. 2002. Expiration of authorizations and 
amounts required to be speci- 
fied by law. 

TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION 


Authorized army construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Family housing. 

Improvements to military family 
housing units. 

Authorization of appropriations, 
Army. 

Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 2013 
project. 

Extension of authorizations of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2012 projects. 
Extension of authorizations of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2013 projects. 
Additional authority to carry out 

certain fiscal year 2016 project. 

Limitation on construction of new 
facilities at Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 


TITLE XXTI—NAVY MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION 


Authorized Navy construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Family housing. 

Improvements to military family 
housing units. 

Authorization of appropriations, 
Navy. 

Extension of authorizations of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2012 projects. 
Extension of authorizations of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2013 projects. 


TITLE XXITI—AIR FORCE MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION 


Authorized Air Force construction 
and land acquisition projects. 

Family housing. 

Improvements to military family 
housing units. 

Authorization of appropriations, 
Air Force. 

Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 2010 
project. 

Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 2014 
project. 

Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 2015 
project. 

Extension of authorization of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2012 project. 


Sec. 2101. 


2102. 
2103. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 2104. 


Sec. 2105. 


Sec. 2106. 


Sec. 2107. 


Sec. 2108. 


Sec. 2109. 


Sec. 2201. 


2202. 
2203. 


Sec. 
Sec. 


Sec. 2204. 


Sec. 2205. 


Sec. 2206. 


Sec. 2301. 


2302. 
2303. 


Sec. 
Sec. 
Sec. 2304. 


Sec. 2305. 


Sec. 2306. 


Sec. 2307. 


Sec. 2308. 
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Sec. 2309. Extension of authorization of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2013 project. 


TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con- 
struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

Authorized 
projects. 

Authorization of appropriations, 
Defense Agencies. 

Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 2012 
project. 

Extension of authorizations of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2012 projects. 
Extension of authorizations of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2013 projects. 
Modification and extension of au- 
thority to carry out certain fis- 

cal year 2014 project. 


TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 


Sec. 


Sec. 2402. energy conservation 


Sec. 2403. 


Sec. 2404. 


Sec. 2405. 


Sec. 2406. 


Sec. 2407. 


ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVEST- 
MENT PROGRAM 
Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction 


and land acquisition projects. 
Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations, 
NATO. 


TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACILITIES 


Subtitle A—Project Authorizations and 
Authorization of Appropriations 


Sec. 2601. Authorized Army National Guard 
construction and land acquisi- 
tion projects. 

Authorized Army Reserve con- 
struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

Authorized Navy Reserve and Ma- 
rine Corps Reserve construction 
and land acquisition projects. 

Authorized Air National Guard 
construction and land acquisi- 
tion projects. 

Authorized Air Force Reserve con- 
struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

2606. Authorization of appropriations, 

National Guard and Reserve. 


Subtitle B—Others Matters 


2611. Modification and extension of au- 
thority to carry out certain fis- 
cal year 2013 project. 

2612. Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 2015 
projects. 

2613. Extension of authorizations of cer- 
tain fiscal year 2012 projects. 

Sec. 2614. Extension of authorizations of cer- 

tain fiscal year 2013 projects. 


TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND 
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES 


Sec. 2701. Authorization of appropriations 
for base realignment and clo- 
sure activities funded through 
Department of Defense base 
closure account. 

Sec. 2702. Prohibition on conducting addi- 
tional base realignment and 
closure (BRAC) round. 


TITLE XXVITI—MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Subtitle A—Military Construction Program 
and Military Family Housing Changes 
Sec. 2801. Authority for acceptance and use 
of contributions for certain mu- 
tually beneficial projects. 

Sec. 2802. Change in authorities relating to 
scope of work variations for 
military construction projects. 


Sec. 2602. 


Sec. 2603. 
Sec. 2604. 
2605. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 


Sec. 
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Sec. 2803. Extension of temporary, limited 
authority to use operation and 
maintenance funds for con- 
struction projects outside the 
United States. 

Sec. 2804. Modification of reporting require- 
ment on in-kind construction 
and renovation payments. 

Sec. 2805. Lab modernization pilot program. 

Sec. 2806. Conveyance to Indian tribes of 
certain housing units. 

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities 
Administration 


Sec. 2811. Utility system conveyance author- 
ity. 

Sec. 2812. Leasing of non-excess property of 
military departments and De- 
fense Agencies; treatment of 
value provided by local edu- 
cation agencies and elementary 
and secondary schools. 

Sec. 2813. Modification of facility repair no- 
tification requirement. 

Sec. 2814. Increase of threshold of notice and 
wait requirement for certain fa- 
cilities for reserve components 
and parity with authority for 
unspecified minor military con- 
struction and repair projects. 

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances 

Sec. 2821. Release of reversionary interest 
retained as part of conveyance 
to the Economic Development 
Alliance of Jefferson County, 


Arkansas. 
DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZA- 


TIONS AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 


TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 


Subtitle A—National Security Programs 
Authorizations 


Sec. 3101. National Nuclear Security Admin- 
istration. 
Sec. 3102. Defense environmental cleanup. 
Sec. 3103. Other defense activities. 
Subtitle B—Program Authorizations, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 


Sec. 3111. Responsive capabilities program. 

Sec. 3112. Long-term plan for meeting na- 
tional security requirements 
for unencumbered uranium. 

Defense nuclear nonproliferation 
management plan. 

Plan for deactivation and decom- 
missioning of nonoperational 
defense nuclear facilities. 

Hanford Waste Treatment and Im- 
mobilization Plant contract 
oversight. 

Assessment of emergency pre- 
paredness of defense nuclear fa- 
cilities. 

Laboratory- and facility-directed 
research and development pro- 
grams. 

Limitation on bonuses for employ- 
ees of the National Nuclear Se- 
curity Administration who en- 
gage in improper program man- 
agement. 

Modification of authorized per- 
sonnel levels of the Office of the 
Administrator for Nuclear Se- 
curity. 

Modification of submission of as- 
sessments of certain budget re- 
quests relating to the nuclear 
weapons stockpile. 

Repeal of phase three review of 
certain defense environmental 
cleanup projects. 


. 3113. 


. 3114. 


. 8115. 


. 3116. 


. 3117. 


. 3118. 


. 3119. 


. 3120. 


. 3121. 
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Sec. 3122. Modifications to cost-benefit anal- 
yses for competition of manage- 
ment and operating contracts. 

Sec. 3123. Review of implementation of rec- 
ommendations of the Congres- 
sional Advisory Panel on the 
Governance of the Nuclear Se- 
curity Enterprise. 

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD 

Sec. 3201. Authorization. 

DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES 

Sec. 4001. Authorization of amounts in fund- 
ing tables. 

Sec. 4002. Clarification of applicability of 
undistributed reductions of cer- 
tain operation and maintenance 
funding among all operation 
and maintenance funding. 

TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT 

Sec. 4101. Procurement. 

Sec. 4102. Procurement for overseas contin- 
gency operations. 

TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 

TEST, AND EVALUATION 

Sec. 4201. Research, development, test, and 
evaluation. 

Sec. 4202. Research, development, test, and 
evaluation for overseas contin- 
gency operations. 

TITLE XLIII—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 


Sec. 4301. Operation and maintenance. 

Sec. 4302. Operation and maintenance for 
overseas contingency oper- 
ations. 

TITLE XLIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL 


Sec. 4401. Military personnel. 
Sec. 4402. Military personnel for overseas 
contingency operations. 
TITLE XLV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 


Sec. 4501. Other authorizations. 

Sec. 4502. Other authorizations for overseas 
contingency operations. 

TITLE XLVI—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Sec. 4601. Military construction. 


TITLE XLVII—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 


Sec. 4701. Department of Energy national se- 
curity programs. 
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES. 

In this Act, the term ‘‘congressional de- 
fense committees” has the meaning given 
that term in section 101(a)(16) of title 10, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 4. BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF THIS ACT. 

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 
purposes of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter- 
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled “Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla- 
tion” for this Act, jointly submitted for 
printing in the Congressional Record by the 
Chairmen of the House and Senate Budget 
Committees, provided that such statement 
has been submitted prior to the vote on pas- 
sage in the House acting first on the con- 
ference report or amendment between the 
Houses. 


DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATIONS 
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT 

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for procurement 
for the Army, the Navy and the Marine 
Corps, the Air Force, and Defense-wide ac- 
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tivities, as specified in the funding table in 
section 4101. 
Subtitle B—Navy Programs 
111. AMENDMENT TO COST LIMITATION 
BASELINE FOR CVN-78 CLASS AIR- 
CRAFT CARRIER PROGRAM. 

Section 122(a)(2) of the John Warner Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364; 120 Stat. 2104), 
as amended by section 121(a) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 691), is fur- 
ther amended by striking ‘‘$11,498,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$11,398,000,000’’. 

SEC. 112. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR USS JOHN F. KENNEDY 
(CVN-79). 

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to 
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise 
made available for fiscal year 2016 for pro- 
curement for the USS JOHN F. KENNEDY 
(CVN-79), $100,000,000 may not be obligated or 
expended until the date on which the Sec- 
retary of the Navy submits to the Commit- 
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and of 
the House of Representatives the certifi- 
cation required under subsection (b) and the 
reports required under subsection (c) and (d). 

(b) CERTIFICATION REGARDING FULL SHIP 
SHOCK TRIALS.—The Secretary of the Navy 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and of the House of 
Representatives a certification that the 
Navy will conduct by not later than Sep- 
tember 30, 2017, full ship shock trials on the 
USS GERALD R. FORD (CVN-%8). 

(c) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Navy shall submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and of the House of Representatives a 
report that evaluates cost issues related to 
the USS JOHN F. KENNEDY (CVN-79) and 
the USS ENTERPRISE (CVN-80). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) Options to achieve ship end cost of no 
more than $10,000,000,000. 

(B) Options to freeze the design of CVN-79 
for CVN-80, with exceptions only for changes 
due to full ship shock trials or other signifi- 
cant test and evaluation results. 

(C) Options to reduce the plans cost for 
CVN-80 to less than 50 percent of the CVN-79 
plans cost. 

(D) Options to transition all non-nuclear 
government furnished equipment, including 
launch and arresting equipment, to con- 
tractor furnished equipment. 

(E) Options to build the ships at the most 
economic pace, such as four years between 
ships. 

(F) A business case analysis for the Enter- 
prise Air Search Radar modification to CVN- 
79 and CVN-80. 

(G) A business case analysis for the two- 
phase CVN-79 delivery proposal and impact 
on fleet deployments. 

(d) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than April 1, 
2016, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
to the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and of the House of Representatives a 
report on potential requirements, capabili- 
ties, and alternatives for future development 
of aircraft carriers that would replace or 
supplement the CVN-78 class aircraft carrier. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) A description of fleet, sea-based tac- 
tical aviation capability requirements for a 
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range of operational scenarios beginning in 
the 2025 timeframe. 

(B) A description of alternative aircraft 
carrier designs that meet the requirements 
described under subparagraph (A). 

(C) A description of nuclear and non-nu- 
clear propulsion options. 

(D) A description of tonnage options rang- 
ing from less than 20,000 tons to greater than 
100,000 tons. 

(E) Requirements for unmanned systems 
integration from inception. 

(F) Developmental, procurement, 
lifecycle cost assessment of alternatives. 

(G) A notional acquisition strategy for de- 
velopment and construction of alternatives. 

(H) A description of shipbuilding industrial 
base considerations and a plan to ensure op- 
portunity for competition among alter- 
natives. 

(I) A description of funding and timing 
considerations related to developing the An- 
nual Long-Range Plan for Construction of 
Naval Vessels required under section 231 of 
title 10, United States Code. 

SEC. 113. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR USS ENTERPRISE (CVN- 
80). 

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to 
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise 
made available for fiscal year 2016 for ad- 
vance procurement for the USS ENTER- 
PRISE (CVN-80), $191,400,000 may not be obli- 
gated or expended until the Secretary of the 
Navy submits to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives the certification required under 
subsection (b) and the report required under 
subsection (c). 

(b) CERTIFICATION REGARDING CVN-80 DE- 
SIGN.—The Secretary of the Navy shall sub- 
mit to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
a certification that the design of CVN-80 will 
repeat that of CVN-79, with modifications 
only for significant test and evaluation re- 
sults or significant cost reduction initiatives 
that still meet threshold requirements. 

(c) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Navy shall submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report that details the plans costs related to 
the USS ENTERPRISE (CVN-80). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments, reported by total cost and cost by fis- 
cal year, with a detailed description and a 
justification for why each cost is recurring 
and attributable to CVN-80: 

(A) Overall plans. 

(B) Propulsion plant detail design. 

(C) Platform detail design. 

(D) Lead yard services and hull planning 
yard. 

(E) Platform detail design (Steam and 
Electric Plant Planning Yard). 

(F) Other. 

SEC. 114. MODIFICATION OF CVN-78 CLASS AIR- 
CRAFT CARRIER PROGRAM. 

Subsection (f) of section 122 of the John 
Warner National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364; 120 
Stat. 2104), as added by section 121(c) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 
692), is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

*(3)(A) As part of the report required under 
paragraph (1), the Secretary of the Navy 
shall include a description of new design and 
engineering changes to CVN-78 class aircraft 
carriers if applicable. 
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““(B) The additional reporting requirement 
in subparagraph (A) shall include, with re- 
spect to CVN-78 class aircraft carriers in 
each reporting period— 

““(i) any design or engineering change with 
an associated cost greater than $5,000,000; 

“(ii) program or ship cost increases for 
each design or engineering change identified 
in subparagraph (A); and 

““(iii) cost reduction achieved. 

““(C) The Secretary of the Navy and Chief 
of Naval Operations shall each personally 
sign (not autopen) the additional reporting 
requirement in subparagraph (A). This cer- 
tification may not be delegated. The certifi- 
cation shall include a determination that 
each change— 

““(i) serves the national security interests 
of the United States; 

““(ii) cannot be deferred to a future ship 
due to operational necessity, safety, or sub- 
stantial cost reduction that still meets 
threshold requirements; and 

““(iii) was personally reviewed and endorsed 
by the Secretary of the Navy and Chief of 
Naval Operations.”. 

SEC. 115. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR LITTORAL COMBAT 
SHIP. 

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated 
by this Act or otherwise made available for 
fiscal year 2016 for research and develop- 
ment, design, construction, procurement or 
advanced procurement of materials for the 
Littoral Combat Ships designated as LCS 33 
or subsequent, not more than 25 percent may 
be obligated or expended until the Secretary 
of the Navy submits to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives each of the following: 

(1) A Capabilities Based Assessment to as- 
sess capability gaps and associated capa- 
bility requirements and risks for the up- 
graded Littoral Combat Ship, which is pro- 
posed to commence with LCS 33. This assess- 
ment shall conform with the Joint Capabili- 
ties Integration and Development System, 
including Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff Instruction 3170.01H. 

(2) A certification that the Joint Require- 
ments Oversight Council has validated an 
updated Capabilities Development Document 
for the upgraded Littoral Combat Ship. 

(3) A report describing the upgraded Lit- 
toral Combat Ship modernization, which 
shall, at a minimum, include the following 
elements: 

(A) A description of capabilities that the 
LCS program delivers, and a description of 
how these relate to the characteristics of the 
future joint force identified in the Capstone 
Concept for Joint Operations, concept of op- 
erations, and integrated architecture docu- 
ments. 

(B) A summary of analyses and studies 
conducted on LCS modernization. 

(C) A concept of operations for LCS mod- 
ernization ships at the operational level and 
tactical level describing how they integrate 
and synchronize with joint and combined 
forces to achieve the Joint Force Com- 
mander’s intent. 

(D) A description of threat systems of po- 
tential adversaries that are projected or as- 
sessed to reach initial operational capability 
within 15 years against which the lethality 
and survivability of the LCS should be deter- 
mined. 

(E) A plan and timeline for LCS moderniza- 
tion program execution. 

(F) A description of system capabilities re- 
quired for LCS modernization, including key 
performance parameters and key system at- 
tributes. 
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(G) A plan for family of systems or systems 
of systems synchronization. 

(H) A plan for information technology and 
national security systems supportability. 

(I) A plan for intelligence supportability. 

(J) A plan for electromagnetic environ- 
mental effects (E3) and spectrum 
supportability. 

(K) A description of assets required to 
achieve initial operational capability (IOC) 
of an LCS modernization increment. 

(L) A schedule and initial operational ca- 
pability and full operational capability defi- 
nitions. 

(M) A description of doctrine, organization, 


training, materiel, leadership, education, 
personnel, facilities, and policy consider- 
ations. 


(N) A description of other system at- 
tributes. 

(4) A plan for future periodic combat sys- 
tems upgrades, which are necessary to en- 
sure relevant capability throughout the Lit- 
toral Combat Ship or Frigate class service 
lives, using the process described in para- 
graph (3). 

SEC. 116. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR LITTORAL COMBAT 
SHIP. 

Section 124(a) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public 
Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 693), as amended by sec- 
tion 123 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. 
“Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291; 128 Stat. 3314), is further amended— 

(1) by striking “this Act, the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. ‘Buck’ McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015, 
or otherwise made available for fiscal years 
2014 or 2015” and inserting “this Act, the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2016, or otherwise made available for 
fiscal years 2014, 2015, or 2016”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

“*(6) A Littoral Combat Ship seaframe ac- 
quisition strategy for the Littoral Combat 
Ships designated as LCS 25 through LCS 32, 
including upgrades to be installed on these 
ships that were identified for the upgraded 
Littoral Combat Ship, which is proposed to 
commence with LOS 33. 

“(7) A Littoral Combat Ship mission mod- 
ule acquisition strategy to reach the total 
acquisition quantity of each mission module. 

(8) A cost and schedule plan to outfit 
Flight 0 and Flight 0+ Littoral Combat Ships 
with capabilities identified for the upgraded 
Littoral Combat Ship. 

““(9) A current Test and Evaluation Master 
Plan for the Littoral Combat Ship Mission 
Modules, approved by the Director of Oper- 
ational Test and Evaluation, which includes 
the performance levels expected to be dem- 
onstrated during developmental testing for 
each component and mission module prior to 
commencing the associated operational test 
phase.”. 
SEC. 117. CONSTRUCTION OF ADDITIONAL 
ARLEIGH BURKE DESTROYER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Navy may enter into a contract beginning 
with the fiscal year 2016 program year for 
the procurement of one Arleigh Burke class 
destroyer in addition to the ten DDG-51s in 
the fiscal year 2013 through 2017 multiyear 
procurement contract or for one DDG-51 in 
fiscal year 2018. The Secretary may employ 
incremental funding for such procurement. 

(b) CONDITION ON OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY- 
MENTS.—A contract entered into under sub- 
section (a) shall provide that any obligation 
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of the United States to make a payment 

under such contract for any fiscal year after 

fiscal year 2016 is subject to the availability 
of appropriations for that purpose for such 
fiscal year. 

SEC. 118. FLEET REPLENISHMENT OILER PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
of the Navy may enter into one or more con- 
tracts to procure up to six Fleet Replenish- 
ment Oilers. Such procurements may also in- 
clude advance procurement for Economic 
Order Quantity (EOQ) and long lead time 
materials, beginning with the lead ship, com- 
mencing not earlier than fiscal year 2016. 

(b) LIABILITY.—Any contract entered into 
under subsection (a) shall provide that any 
obligation of the United States to make a 
payment under the contract is subject to the 
availability of appropriations for that pur- 
pose, and that total liability to the govern- 
ment for termination of any contract en- 
tered into shall be limited to the total 
amount of funding obligated at the time of 
termination. 

SEC. 119. REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR OHIO- 
CLASS REPLACEMENT SUBMARINE 
PROGRAM. 

The Secretary of Defense shall include in 
the budget justification materials for the 
Ohio-class replacement submarine program 
submitted to Congress in support of the De- 
partment of Defense budget for that fiscal 
year (as submitted with the budget of the 
President under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code) a report including the 
following elements, described in terms of 
both fiscal 2010 and current fiscal year dol- 
lars: 

(1) Lead ship end cost (with plans). 

(2) Lead ship end cost (less plans). 

(3) Lead ship non-recurring engineering 
cost. 

(4) Average follow-on ship cost. 

(5) Average operations and sustainment 
cost per hull per year. 

(6) Office of the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
average follow-on ship affordability target. 

(7) Office of the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
operations and sustainment cost per hull per 
year affordability target. 

Subtitle C—Air Force Programs 

SEC. 131. LIMITATIONS ON RETIREMENT OF B-1, 
B-2, AND B-52 BOMBER AIRCRAFT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), no B-1, B-2, or B-52 bomber 
aircraft may be retired during a fiscal year 
prior to initial operational capability (IOC) 
of the LRS-B unless the Secretary of Defense 
certifies, in the materials submitted in sup- 
port of the budget of the President for that 
fiscal year (as submitted to Congress under 
section 1105(a) of title 31, United States 
Code), that— 

(1) the retirement of the aircraft is re- 
quired to reallocate funding and manpower 
resources to enable LRS-B to reach IOC and 
full operational capability (FOC); and 

(2) the Secretary has concluded that retire- 
ments of B-1, B-2, and B-52 bomber aircraft 
in the near-term will not detrimentally af- 
fect operational capability. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—A certification described 
in sub-section (a) is not required with re- 
spect to the retirement of B-1 bomber air- 
craft carried out in accordance with section 
132(c)(2) of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 
112-81; 125 Stat. 1320). 

SEC. 132. LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT OF AIR 
FORCE FIGHTER AIRCRAFT. 

(a) INVENTORY REQUIREMENT.—Section 8062 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
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adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

““(i) INVENTORY REQUIREMENT.—(1) Effec- 
tive October 1, 2015, the Secretary of the Air 
Force shall maintain a total aircraft inven- 
tory of fighter aircraft of not less than 1,950 
aircraft, and a total primary mission aircraft 
inventory (combat-coded) of not less than 
1,116 fighter aircraft. 

“*(2) In this subsection: 

“(A) The term ‘fighter aircraft’ means an 
aircraft that— 

““(i) is designated by a mission design se- 
ries prefix of F- or A-; 

““(ii) is manned by one or two crew- 
members; and 

“(iii) executes single-role or multi-role 
missions, including air-to-air combat, air-to- 
ground attack, air interdiction, suppression 
or destruction of enemy air defenses, close 
air support, strike control and reconnais- 
sance, combat search and rescue support, or 
airborne forward air control. 

‘(B) The term ‘primary mission aircraft 
inventory’ means aircraft assigned to meet 
the primary aircraft authorization to a unit 
for the performance of its wartime mis- 
sion.”. 

(b) LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT OF AIR 
FORCE FIGHTER AIRCRAFT.— 

(1) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Air 
Force may not proceed with a decision to re- 
tire fighter aircraft in any number that 
would reduce the total number of such air- 
craft in the Air Force total active inventory 
(TAI) below 1,950, and shall maintain a min- 
imum of 1,116 fighter aircraft designated as 
primary mission aircraft inventory (PMAI). 

(2) ADDITIONAL LIMITATIONS ON RETIREMENT 
OF FIGHTER AIRCRAFT.—The Secretary of the 
Air Force may not retire fighter aircraft 
from the total active inventory as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act until the 
later of the following: 

(A) The date that is 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary submits the report 
required under paragraph (3). 

(B) The date that is 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary certifies to the con- 
gressional defense committees that— 

(i) the retirement of such fighter aircraft 
will not increase the operational risk of 
meeting the National Defense Strategy; and 

(ii) the retirement of such aircraft will not 
reduce the total fighter force structure 
below 1,950 fighter aircraft or the primary 
mission aircraft inventory below 1,116. 

(3) REPORT ON RETIREMENT OF AIRCRAFT.— 
The Secretary of the Air Force shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees a 
report setting forth the following: 

(A) The rationale for the retirement of ex- 
isting fighter aircraft and an operational 
analysis of replacement fighter aircraft that 
demonstrates performance of the designated 
mission at an equal or greater level of effec- 
tiveness as the retiring aircraft. 

(B) An assessment of the implications for 
the Air Force, the Air National Guard, and 
the Air Force Reserve of the force mix ratio 
of fighter aircraft. 

(C) Such other matters relating to the re- 
tirement of fighter aircraft as the Secretary 
considers appropriate. 

(c) REPORTS ON FIGHTER AIRCRAFT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—At least 90 days before the 
date on which a fighter aircraft is retired, 
the Secretary of the Air Force, in consulta- 
tion with (where applicable) the Director of 
the Air National Guard or Chief of the Air 
Force Reserve, shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees a report on the 
proposed force structure and basing of fight- 
er aircraft. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol- 
lowing elements: 

(A) A list of each aircraft in the inventory 
of fighter aircraft, including for each such 
aircraft— 

(i) the mission design series type; 

(ii) the variant; and 

(iii) the assigned unit and military instal- 
lation where such aircraft is based. 

(B) A list of each fighter aircraft proposed 
for retirement, including for each such air- 
craft— 

(i) the mission design series type; 

(ii) the variant; and 

(iii) the assigned unit and military instal- 
lation where such aircraft is based. 

(C) A list of each unit affected by a pro- 
posed retirement listed under subparagraph 
(B) and a description of how such unit is af- 
fected. 

(D) For each military installation and unit 
listed under subparagraph (B)(iii), a descrip- 
tion of changes, if any, to the designed oper- 
ational capability (DOC) statement of the 
unit as a result of a proposed retirement. 

(E) A description of any anticipated 
changes in manpower authorizations as a re- 
sult of a proposed retirement listed under 
subparagraph (B). 

(d) FIGHTER AIRCRAFT DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “fighter aircraft’’ has the 
meaning given the term in subsection 
(DONA) of section 8062 of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a) of 
this section. 

SEC. 133. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR F-35A AIRCRAFT PRO- 
CUREMENT. 

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated 
by this Act or otherwise made available for 
fiscal year 2016 for aircraft procurement, Air 
Force, not more than $4,285,000,000 may be 
made available for the procurement of F-35A 
aircraft until the Secretary of Defense cer- 
tifies to the congressional defense commit- 
tees that F-35A aircraft delivered in fiscal 
year 2018 will have full combat capability as 
currently planned with Block 3F hardware, 
software, and weapons carriage. 

SEC. 134. PROHIBITION ON RETIREMENT OF A-10 
AIRCRAFT. 

(a) PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 
FOR RETIREMENT.—None of the funds author- 
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other- 
wise made available for fiscal year 2016 for 
the Air Force may be obligated or expended 
to retire, prepare to retire, or place in stor- 
age or on backup aircraft inventory status 
any A-10 aircraft. 

(b) ADDITIONAL LIMITATIONS ON 
MENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the limita- 
tion in subsection (a), during the period be- 
fore December 31, 2016, the Secretary of the 
Air Force may not retire, prepare to retire, 
or place in storage or on backup flying sta- 
tus any A-10 aircraft. 

(2) MINIMUM INVENTORY REQUIREMENT.—The 
Secretary of the Air Force shall ensure the 
Air Force maintains a minimum of 171 A-10 
aircraft designated as primary mission air- 
craft inventory (PMAI). 

(c) PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 
FOR SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS IN MANNING 
LEVELS.—None of the funds authorized to be 
appropriated by this Act or otherwise made 
available for fiscal year 2016 for the Air 
Force may be obligated or expended to make 
significant reductions to manning levels 
with respect to any A-10 aircraft squadrons 
or divisions. 

(d) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION ON SIGNIFICANT 
REDUCTIONS IN MANNING LEVELS.—-In addi- 
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tion to the limitation in subsection (c), dur- 
ing the period before December 31, 2016, the 
Secretary of the Air Force may not make 
significant reductions to manning levels 
with respect to any A-10 aircraft squadrons 
or divisions. 

(e) STUDY ON REPLACEMENT CAPABILITY RE- 
QUIREMENTS OR MISSION PLATFORM FOR THE 
A-10 AIRCRAFT.— 

(1) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Air 
Force shall commission an appropriate enti- 
ty outside the Department of Defense to con- 
duct an assessment of the required capabili- 
ties or mission platform to replace the A-10 
aircraft. This assessment would represent 
preparatory work to inform an analysis of 
alternatives. 

(B) ELEMENTS.—The assessment required 
under subparagraph (A) shall include each of 
the following: 

(i) Future needs analysis for the current A- 
10 aircraft mission set to include troops-in- 
contact/close air support, air interdiction, 
strike control and reconnaissance, and com- 
bat search and rescue support in both con- 
tested and uncontested battle environments. 
At a minimum, the needs analysis should 
specifically address the following areas: 

(I) The ability to safely and effectively 
conduct troops-in-contact/danger close mis- 
sions or missions in close proximity to civil- 
ians in the presence of the air defenses found 
with enemy ground maneuver units. 

(II) The ability to effectively target and 
destroy moving, camouflaged, or dug-in 
troops, artillery, armor, and armored per- 
sonnel carriers. 

(III) The ability to remain within visual 
range of friendly forces and targets to facili- 
tate responsiveness to ground forces and 
minimize re-attack times. 

(IV) The ability to safely conduct close air 
support beneath low cloud ceilings and in re- 
duced visibilities at low airspeeds in the 
presence of the air defenses found with 
enemy ground maneuver units. 

(V) The capability to enable the pilot and 
aircraft to survive attacks stemming from 
small arms, machine guns, MANPADs, and 
lower caliber anti-aircraft artillery organic 
or attached to enemy ground forces and ma- 
neuver units. 

(VI) The ability to communicate effec- 
tively with ground forces and downed pilots, 
including in communications jamming or 
satellite-denied environments. 

(VII) The ability to execute the missions 
described in subclauses (I), (II), (III), and (IV) 
in a GPS- or satellite-denied environment 
with or without sensors. 

(VIII) The ability to deliver multiple lethal 
firing passes and sustain long loiter endur- 
ance to support friendly forces throughout 
extended ground engagements. 

(IX) The ability to operate from unpre- 
pared dirt, grass, and narrow road runways 
and to generate high sortie rates under these 
austere conditions. 

(ii) Identification and assessment of gaps 
in the ability of existing and programmed 
mission platforms in providing required ca- 
pabilities to conduct missions specified in 
clause (i) in both contested and uncontested 
battle environments. 

(iii) Assessment of operational effective- 
ness of existing and programmed mission 
platforms to conduct missions specified in 
clause (i) in both contested and uncontested 
battle environments. 

(iv) Assessment of probability of likelihood 
of conducting missions requiring troops-in- 
contact/close air support operations specified 
in clause (i) in contested environments as 
compared to uncontested environments. 
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(v) Any other matters the independent en- 
tity or the Secretary of the Air Force deter- 
mines to be appropriate. 

(2) REPORT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 
30, 2016, the Secretary of the Air Force shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees a report that includes the assessment 
required under paragraph (1). 

(B) FoRM.—The report required under sub- 
paragraph (A) may be submitted in classified 
form, but shall also contain an unclassified 
executive summary and may contain an un- 
classified annex. 

(3) NONDUPLICATION OF EFFORT.—If any in- 
formation required under paragraph (1) has 
been included in another report or notifica- 
tion previously submitted to Congress by 
law, the Secretary of the Air Force may pro- 
vide a list of such reports and notifications 
at the time of submitting the report required 
under paragraph (2) in lieu of including such 
information in the report required under 
paragraph (2). 

SEC. 135. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF EC- 
130H COMPASS CALL AIRCRAFT. 

(a) PROHIBITION ON RETIREMENT.—None of 
the funds authorized to be appropriated by 
this Act or otherwise made available for fis- 
cal year 2016 for the Air Force may be obli- 
gated or expended to retire, prepare to re- 
tire, or place in storage or backup aircraft 
inventory status any EC-130H Compass Call 
aircraft. 

(b) ADDITIONAL LIMITATIONS ON RETIREMENT 
OF EC-130H COMPASS CALL AIRCRAFT.—In ad- 
dition to the limitation in subsection (a), 
during the period preceding December 31, 
2016, the Secretary of the Air Force may not 
retire, prepare to retire, or place in storage 
or on backup flying status any EC-130H Com- 
pass Call aircraft. 

(c) REPORT ON RETIREMENT OF EC-130H 
CoMPASS CALL AIRCRAFT.—Not later than 
September 30, 2016, the Secretary of the Air 
Force shall submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees a report setting forth the 
following: 

(1) The rationale for the retirement of ex- 
isting EC-130H Compass Call aircraft, includ- 
ing an operational analysis of the impact of 
such retirements on combatant commander 
warfighting requirements. 

(2) A plan for how the Air Force will fulfill 
the capability requirement of the EC-130H 
mission, transition the mission capabilities 
of the EC-130H into a replacement platform, 
or integrate the required capabilities into 
other mission platforms. 

(3) Such other matters relating to the re- 
quired mission capabilities and transition of 
the EC-130H Compass Call fleet as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

SEC. 136. LIMITATION ON TRANSFER OF C-130 
AIRCRAFT. 

None of the funds authorized to be appro- 
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail- 
able for fiscal year 2016 for the Air Force 
may be obligated or expended to transfer 
from one facility of the Department of De- 
fense to another any C-130H aircraft, initiate 
any C-130 manpower authorization adjust- 
ments, retire or prepare to retire any C-130H 
aircraft, or close any C-130H unit until 90 
days after the date on which the Secretary of 
the Air Force, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary of the Army, and after certification 
by the commanders of the XVIII Airborne 
Corps, 82nd Airborne Division and United 
States Army Special Operations Command, 
certifies to the Committees on Armed Serv- 
ices of the Senate and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives that— 
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(1) the United States Air Force will main- 
tain dedicated C-130 wings to support the 
daily training and contingency requirements 
of the XVIII Airborne Corps, 82nd Airborne 
Division, and United States Army Special 
Operations Command at manning levels re- 
quired to support and operate the number of 
aircraft that existed as part of regular and 
reserve Air Force operations in support of 
such units as of September 30, 2014; and 

(2) failure to maintain such Air Force oper- 
ations will not adversely impact the daily 
training requirement of those airborne and 
special operations units. 

SEC. 137. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR T- 
1A JAYHAWK AIRCRAFT. 

None of the funds authorized to be appro- 
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail- 
able for fiscal year 2016 for avionics modi- 
fication to the T-1A Jayhawk aircraft may 
be obligated or expended until 30 days after 
the Secretary of the Air Force submits to 
the congressional defense committees the re- 
port required under section 142 of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3320). 
SEC. 138. RESTRICTION ON RETIREMENT OF THE 

JOINT SURVEILLANCE TARGET AT- 
TACK RADAR SYSTEM (JSTARS), EC- 
130H COMPASS CALL, AND AIR- 
BORNE EARLY WARNING AND CON- 
TROL (AWACS) AIRCRAFT. 

The Secretary of the Air Force may not re- 
tire any operational Joint Surveillance Tar- 
get Attack Radar System (JSTARS), EC- 
130H Compass Call, or Airborne Early Warn- 
ing and Control (AWACS) aircraft until the 
follow-on replacement aircraft program en- 
ters Low-Rate Initial Production. 

SEC. 139. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING THE 
OCONUS BASING OF THE F-35A AIR- 
CRAFT. 

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that the De- 
partment of Defense is continuing its process 
of permanently stationing the F-35 aircraft 
at installations in the Continental United 
States (in this section referred to as 
“CONUS”) and forward-basing Outside the 
Continental United States (in this section 
referred to as “OCONUS”). 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of the Air 
Force, in the strategic basing process for the 
F-35A aircraft, should continue to consider 
the benefits derived from sites that— 

(1) are capable of hosting fighter-based bi- 
lateral and multilateral training opportuni- 
ties with international partners; 

(2) have sufficient airspace and range capa- 
bilities and capacity to meet the training re- 
quirements; 

(3) have existing facilities to support per- 
sonnel, operations, and logistics associated 
with the flying mission; 

(4) have limited encroachment that would 
adversely impact training or operations; and 

(5) minimize the overall construction and 
operational costs. 

SEC. 140. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON F-16 ACTIVE 
ELECTRONICALLY SCANNED ARRAY 
(AESA) RADAR UPGRADE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) National Guard F-16 aircraft are pro- 
tecting the United States from terrorist air 
attack from inside or outside the contiguous 
United States 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. 

(2) These aircraft, stationed throughout 
the United States, are tasked with the zero- 
fail mission of guarding and securing United 
States airspace. 

(3) The United States is facing an increased 
threat from both state and non-state actors. 
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(4) The National Guard F-16 aircraft per- 
forming the Aerospace Control Alert (ACA) 
mission are operating legacy radar systems. 

(5) Air Force Chief of Staff General Mark 
Welsh testified to Congress in March 2015, 
stating, “We need to develop an AESA radar 
plan for our F-16s who are conducting the 
homeland defense mission in particular.” 

(6) First Air Force, United States Northern 
Command, issued a Joint Urgent Operational 
Need (JUON) request in March 2015 for radar 
upgrades to its F-16 fleet. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) it is essential to our Nation’s defense 
that Air Force aircraft modification funding 
is made available to purchase these Active 
Electronically Scanned Array (AESA) radars 
as the United States Air Force bridges the 
gap between 4th and 5th generation fighters; 

(2) the United States Government must in- 
vest in radar upgrades which ensure that 4th 
generation aircraft succeed at this zero-fail 
mission; and 

(3) the First Air Force JUON request 
should be met as soon as possible. 


Subtitle D—Defense-wide, Joint, and 
Multiservice Matters 
SEC. 151. REPORT ON ARMY AND MARINE CORPS 
MODERNIZATION PLAN FOR SMALL 
ARMS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than one 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Army and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall jointly submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report on the plan of the Army and the Ma- 
rine Corps to modernize small arms for the 
Army and the Marine Corps during the 15- 
year period beginning on the date of such 
plan, including the mechanisms to be used to 
promote competition among suppliers of 
small arms and small arms parts in achiev- 
ing the plan. 

(b) SMALL ARMS.—The small arms covered 
by the plan under subsection (a) shall in- 
clude the following: 

(1) Pistols. 

(2) Carbines. 

(3) Rifles and automatic rifles. 

(4) Light machine guns. 

(5) Such other small arms as the Secre- 
taries consider appropriate for purposes of 
the report required by subsection (a). 

(c) NON-STANDARD SMALL ARMS.—In addi- 
tion to the arms specified in subsection (b), 
the plan under subsection (a) shall also ad- 
dress non-standard small arms not currently 
in the small arms inventory of the Army or 
the Marine Corps. 


TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the 
Department of Defense for research, develop- 
ment, test, and evaluation as specified in the 
funding table in section 4201. 

Subtitle B—Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 
SEC. 211. CENTERS FOR SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, 
AND ENGINEERING PARTNERSHIP. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 139 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2367 the following new section: 
“$ 2368. Centers for Science, Technology, and 

Engineering Partnership 

““(a) DESIGNATION.—(1) The Secretary of 
Defense, in coordination with the Secretaries 
of the military departments, shall designate 
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each science and technology reinvention lab- 
oratory as a Center for Science, Technology, 
and Engineering Partnership in the recog- 
nized core competencies of the designee. 

“(2) The Secretary of Defense shall estab- 
lish a policy to encourage the Secretary of 
each military department to reengineer 
management and business processes and 
adopt best-business and personnel practices 
at their Centers for Science, Technology, and 
Engineering Partnership in connection with 
their core competency requirements, so as to 
serve as recognized leaders in their core 
competencies throughout the Department of 
Defense and in the national technology and 
industrial base (as defined in section 2500 of 
this title). 

““(3) The Secretary of Defense, acting 
through the directors of the Centers for 
Science, Technology, and Engineering Part- 
nership, may conduct one or more pilot pro- 
grams, consistent with applicable require- 
ments of law, to test any practices referred 
to in paragraph (2) that the Directors deter- 
mine could— 

““(A) improve the efficiency and effective- 
ness of operations at Centers for Science, 
Technology, and Engineering Partnership; 

““(B) improve the support provided by the 
Centers for the Department of Defense users 
of the services of the Centers; and 

““(C) enhance capabilities by reducing the 
cost and improving the performance and effi- 
ciency of executing laboratory missions. 

“(4) In this subsection, the term ‘science 
and technology reinvention laboratory’ 
means a science and technology reinvention 
laboratory designated under section 1105 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 10 U.S.C. 
2358 note). 

““(b) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS.—(1) To 
achieve one or more objectives set forth in 
paragraph (2), the Secretary may authorize 
and establish incentives for the Director of a 
Center for Science, Technology, and Engi- 
neering Partnership to enter into public-pri- 
vate cooperative arrangements (in this sec- 
tion referred to as a ‘public-private partner- 
ship’) to provide for any of the following: 

““(A) For employees of the Center, private 
industry, or other entities outside the De- 
partment of Defense to perform (under con- 
tract, subcontract, or otherwise) work re- 
lated to the core competencies of the Center, 
including any work that involves one or 
more core competencies of the Center. 

““(B) For private industry or other entities 
outside the Department of Defense to use, 
for any period of time determined to be con- 
sistent with the needs of the Department of 
Defense, any facilities or equipment of the 
Center that are not fully used for Depart- 
ment of Defense activities. 

“(2) The objectives for exercising the au- 
thority provided in paragraph (1) are as fol- 
lows: 

“(A) To maximize the use of the capacity 
of a Center for Science, Technology, and En- 
gineering Partnership. 

“(B) To reduce or eliminate the cost of 
ownership and maintenance of a Center by 
the Department of Defense. 

““(C) To reduce the cost of research and 
testing activities of the Department of De- 
fense. 

““(D) To leverage private sector investment 
in— 

““(i) such efforts as research and equipment 
recapitalization for a Center; and 

““(ii) the promotion of the undertaking of 
commercial business ventures based on the 
core competencies of a Center, as determined 
by the director of the Center. 
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“(E) To foster cooperation between the 
armed forces, academia, and private indus- 
try. 

““(F) To increase access by a Center to a 
skilled technical workforce that can con- 
tribute to the effective and efficient execu- 
tion of Department of Defense missions. 

““(c) PRIVATE SECTOR USE OF EXCESS CAPAC- 
ITY.—Any facilities or equipment of a Center 
for Science, Technology, and Engineering 
Partnership made available to private indus- 
try may be used to perform research and 
testing activities in order to make more effi- 
cient and economical use of Government- 
owned facilities and encourage the creation 
and preservation of jobs to ensure the avail- 
ability of a workforce with the necessary re- 
search and technical skills to meet the needs 
of the armed forces. 

““(d) CREDITING OF AMOUNTS FOR PERFORM- 
ANCE.—Amounts received by a Center for 
Science, Technology, and Engineering Part- 
nership for work performed under a public- 
private partnership may— 

“(1) be credited to the appropriation or 
fund, including a working-capital fund, that 
incurs the cost of performing the work; or 

““(2) be used by the Director of the Center 
as the Director considers appropriate and 
consistent with section 219 of the Duncan 
Hunter National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 10 
U.S.C. 2358 note). 

““(e) AVAILABILITY OF EXCESS EQUIPMENT TO 
PRIVATE-SECTOR PARTNERS.—Equipment or 
facilities of a Center for Science, Tech- 
nology, and Engineering Partnership may be 
made available for use by a private-sector 
entity under this section only if— 

“(1) the use of the equipment or facilities 
will not have a significant adverse effect on 
the performance of the Center or the ability 
of the Center to achieve its mission, as de- 
termined by the Director of the Center; and 

“*(2) the private-sector entity agrees— 

“(A) to reimburse the Department of De- 
fense for the direct and indirect costs (in- 
cluding any rental costs) that are attrib- 
utable to the entity’s use of the equipment 
or facilities, as determined by that Sec- 
retary; and 

““(B) to hold harmless and indemnify the 
United States from— 

“*(i) any claim for damages or injury to any 
person or property arising out of the use of 
the equipment or facilities, except under the 
circumstances described in section 2563(c)(3) 
of title 10, United States Code; and 

““(ii) any liability or claim for damages or 
injury to any person or property arising out 
of a decision by the Secretary to suspend or 
terminate that use of equipment or facilities 
during a war or national emergency. 

““(f) CONSTRUCTION OF PROVISION.—Nothing 
in this section may be construed to author- 
ize a Change, otherwise prohibited by law, 
from the performance of work at a Center for 
Science, Technology, and Engineering Part- 
nership by Department of Defense personnel 
to performance by a contractor.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 139 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2367 the following 
new item: 

‘2368. Centers for Science, Technology, and 
Engineering Partnership.”. 
SEC. 212. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE TECH- 
NOLOGY OFFSET PROGRAM TO 
BUILD AND MAINTAIN THE MILI- 
TARY TECHNOLOGICAL SUPERI- 
ORITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

(a) PROGRAM ESTABLISHED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall establish a technology offset program 
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to build and maintain the military techno- 
logical superiority of the United States by— 

(A) accelerating the fielding of offset tech- 
nologies that would help counter techno- 
logical advantages of potential adversaries 
of the United States, including directed en- 
ergy, low-cost, high-speed munitions, auton- 
omous systems, undersea warfare, cyber 
technology, and intelligence data analytics, 
developed using Department of Defense re- 
search funding and accelerating the commer- 
cialization of such technologies; and 

(B) developing and implementing new poli- 
cies and acquisition and business practices. 

(2) GUIDELINES.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall issue guidelines for the 
operation of the program, including— 

(A) criteria for an application for funding 
by a military department, defense agency, or 
a combatant command; 

(B) the purposes for which such a depart- 
ment, agency, or command may apply for 
funds and appropriate requirements for tech- 
nology development or commercialization to 
be supported using program funds; 

(C) the priorities, if any, to be provided to 
field or commercialize offset technologies 
developed by certain types of Department re- 
search funding; and 

(D) criteria for evaluation of an applica- 
tion for funding or changes to policies or ac- 
quisition and business practices by a depart- 
ment, agency, or command for purposes of 
the program. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF DIRECTED ENERGY 
STRATEGY .— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, in consultation with such offi- 
cials and third-party experts as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate, shall develop a 
directed energy strategy to ensure that the 
United States directed energy technologies 
are being developed and deployed at an ac- 
celerated pace. 

(2) COMPONENTS OF STRATEGY.—The strat- 
egy required by paragraph (1) shall include 
the following: 

(A) A technology roadmap for directed en- 
ergy that can be used to manage and assess 
investments and policies of the Department 
in this high priority technology area. 

(B) Proposals for legislative and adminis- 
trative action to improve the ability of the 
Department to develop and deploy tech- 
nologies and capabilities consistent with the 
directed energy strategy. 

(C) An approach to program management 
that is designed to accelerate operational 
prototyping of directed energy technologies 
and develop cost-effective, real-world mili- 
tary applications for such technologies. 

(3) BIENNIAL REVISIONS.—Not less fre- 
quently than once every 2 years, the Sec- 
retary shall revise the strategy required by 
paragraph (1). 

(4) SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—(A) Not later 
than 90 days after the date on which the Sec- 
retary completes the development of the 
strategy required by paragraph (1) and not 
later than 90 days after the date on which 
the Secretary completes a revision to such 
strategy under paragraph (3), the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the Committee on 
Armed Services of the House of Representa- 
tives a copy of such strategy. 

(B) The strategy submitted under subpara- 
graph (A) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 

(c) APPLICATIONS FOR FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Under the program, the 
Secretary shall, not less frequently than an- 
nually, solicit from the heads of the military 
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departments, the defense agencies, and the 

combatant commands applications for fund- 

ing to be used to enter into contracts, coop- 
erative agreements, or other transaction 
agreements entered into pursuant to section 

845 of the National Defense Authorization 

Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 

10 U.S.C. 2371 note) with appropriate entities 

for the fielding or commercialization of tech- 

nologies. 

(2) TREATMENT PURSUANT TO CERTAIN CON- 
GRESSIONAL RULES.—Nothing in this section 
shall be interpreted to require any official of 
the Department of Defense to provide fund- 
ing under this section to any earmark as de- 
fined pursuant to House Rule XXI, clause 9, 
or any congressionally directed spending 
item as defined pursuant to Senate Rule 
XLIV, paragraph 5. 

(d) FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations for such purpose, of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for research, development, test, and evalua- 
tion, Defense-wide for fiscal year 2016, not 
more than $400,000,000 may be used for any 
such fiscal year for the program established 
under subsection (a). 

(2) AMOUNT FOR DIRECTED ENERGY.—Of this 
amount, not more than $200,000,000 may be 
used for activities in the field of directed en- 
ergy. 

(e) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may trans- 
fer funds available for the program to the re- 
search, development, test, and evaluation ac- 
counts of a military department, defense 
agency, or a combatant command pursuant 
to an application, or any part of an applica- 
tion, that the Secretary determines would 
support the purposes of the program. 

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The trans- 
fer authority provided in this subsection is 
in addition to any other transfer authority 
available to the Department of Defense. 

(f) TERMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority to carry 
out a program under this section shall termi- 
nate on September 30, 2020. 

(2) TRANSFER AFTER TERMINATION.—Any 
amounts made available for the program 
that remain available for obligation on the 
date the program terminates may be trans- 
ferred under subsection (e) during the 180- 
day period beginning on the date of the ter- 
mination of the program. 

SEC. 213. REAUTHORIZATION OF DEFENSE RE- 
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT RAPID 
INNOVATION PROGRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM.—Section 1073 
of the Ike Skelton National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 
111-383; 10 U.S.C. 2359a note) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘2015’’ and 
inserting “2020”; and 

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2015” and inserting “September 
30, 2020”. 

(b) MODIFICATION OF GUIDELINES FOR OPER- 
ATION OF PROGRAM.—Subsection (b) of such 
section is amended— 

(1) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

“(1) The issuance of an annual broad agen- 
cy announcement or the use of any other 
competitive or merit-based processes by the 
Department of Defense for candidate pro- 
posals in support of defense acquisition pro- 
grams as described in subsection (a).’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the second 
sentence; 

(3) in paragraph (4)— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘be 
funded under the program for more than two 
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years” and inserting “receive more than a 
total of two years of funding under the pro- 
gram”; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence; and 

(4) by adding at the end, the following new 
paragraphs: 

““(5) Mechanisms to facilitate transition of 
follow-on or current projects carried out 
under the program into defense acquisition 
programs, through the use of the authorities 
of section 819 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal year 2010 (Public 
Law 111-84; 10 U.S.C. 2302 note) or such other 
authorities as may be appropriate to conduct 
further testing, low rate production, or full 
rate production of technologies developed 
under the program. 

“*(6) Projects are selected using merit based 
selection procedures and the selection of 
projects is not subject to undue influence by 
Congress or other Federal agencies.”. 

(c) REPEAL OF REPORT REQUIREMENT.—Such 
section is further amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (f); and 

(2) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub- 
section (f). 

SEC. 214. REAUTHORIZATION OF GLOBAL RE- 
SEARCH WATCH PROGRAM. 

Section 2365 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection 
(b), by inserting “and private sector per- 
sons” after “foreign nations”? both places it 
appears; and 

(2) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2015’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2025”. 

SEC. 215. SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY ACTIVITIES 
TO SUPPORT BUSINESS SYSTEMS IN- 
FORMATION TECHNOLOGY ACQUISI- 
TION PROGRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
acting through the Undersecretary of Acqui- 
sition, Technology, and Logistics, the Dep- 
uty Chief Management Officer, and the Chief 
Information Officer shall establish a set of 
science, technology, and innovation activi- 
ties to improve the acquisition outcomes of 
major automated information systems 
through improved performance and reduced 
developmental and life cycle costs. 

(b) EXECUTION OF ACTIVITIES.—The activi- 
ties established under subsection (a) shall be 
carried out by such military departments 
and defense agencies as the Under Secretary 
and the Deputy Chief Management Officer 
consider appropriate. 

(c) ACTIVITIES.—The set of activities estab- 
lished under subsection (a) may include the 
following: 

(1) Development of capabilities in Depart- 
ment of Defense laboratories, test centers, 
and Federally-funded research and develop- 
ment centers to provide technical support 
for acquisition program management and 
business process re-engineering activities. 

(2) Funding of intramural and extramural 
research and development activities as de- 
scribed in subsection (d). 

(d) FUNDING OF INTRAMURAL AND EXTRA- 
MURAL RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the set of 
activities required by subsection (a), the 
Secretary may award grants or contracts to 
eligible entities to carry out intramural or 
extramural research and development in 
areas of interest described in paragraph (3). 

(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—For purposes of this 
subsection, an eligible entity includes the 
following: 

(A) Entities in the defense industry. 

(B) Institutions of higher education. 

(C) Small businesses. 

(D) Nontraditional defense contractors (as 
defined in section 2302 of title 10, United 
States Code). 
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(E) Federally-funded research and develop- 
ment centers, primarily for the purpose of 
improving technical expertise to support ac- 
quisition efforts. 

(F) Nonprofit research institutions. 

(G) Government laboratories and test cen- 
ters, primarily for the purpose of improving 
technical expertise to support acquisition ef- 
forts. 

(3) AREAS OF INTEREST.—The areas of inter- 
est described in this paragraph are the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) Management innovation, including per- 
sonnel and financial management policy in- 
novation. 

(B) Business process re-engineering. 

(C) Systems engineering of information 
technology business systems. 

(D) Cloud computing to support business 
systems and business processes. 

(E) Software development, including sys- 
tems and techniques to limit unique inter- 
faces and simplify processes to customize 
commercial software to meet the needs of 
the Department of Defense. 

(F) Hardware development, including sys- 
tems and techniques to limit unique inter- 
faces and simplify processes to customize 
commercial hardware to meet the needs of 
the Department of Defense. 

(G) Development of methodologies and 
tools to support development and oper- 
ational test of large and complex business 
systems. 

(H) Analysis tools to allow decision makers 
to balance between requirements, costs, 
technical risks, and schedule in major auto- 
mated information system acquisition pro- 
grams 

(I) Information security in major auto- 
mated information system systems. 

(J) Innovative acquisition policies and 
practices to streamline acquisition of infor- 
mation technology systems. 

(K) Such other areas as the Secretary con- 
siders appropriate. 

(e) PRIORITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the set of 
activities required by subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall give priority to— 

(A) projects that— 

(i) address the innovation and technology 
needs of the Department of Defense; and 

(ii) support activities of initiatives, pro- 
grams and offices identified by the Under 
Secretary and Deputy Chief Management Of- 
ficer; and 

(B) the projects and programs identified in 
paragraph (2). 

(2) PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS IDENTIFIED.— 
The projects and programs identified in this 
paragraph are the following: 

(A) Major automated information system 
programs. 

(B) Projects and programs under the over- 
sight of the Deputy Chief Management Offi- 
cer. 

(C) Projects and programs relating to de- 
fense procurement acquisition policy. 

(D) Projects and programs of the Defense 
Contract Audit Agency. 

(E) Military and civilian personnel policy 
development for information technology 
workforce. 

SEC. 216. EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR FINAN- 
CIAL ASSISTANCE UNDER DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE SCIENCE, MATH- 
EMATICS, AND RESEARCH FOR 
TRANSFORMATION PROGRAM TO IN- 
CLUDE CITIZENS OF COUNTRIES 
PARTICIPATING IN THE TECHNICAL 
COOPERATION PROGRAM. 

Section 2192a(b)(1)(A) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘or a 
country the government of which is a party 
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to The Technical Cooperation Program 

(TTCP) memorandum of understanding of 

October 24, 1995” after “United States”. 

SEC. 217. STREAMLINING THE JOINT FEDERATED 
ASSURANCE CENTER. 

Section 987(c)(2) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-66; 10 U.S.C. 2224 note) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking “, in 
coordination with the Center for Assured 
Software of the National Security Agency,””; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking “, in 
coordination with the Defense Microelec- 
tronics Activity,”. 

SEC. 218. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
SHALLOW WATER COMBAT SUB- 
MERSIBLE. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the amounts author- 
ized to be appropriated in this Act or other- 
wise made available for fiscal year 2016 for 
Special Operations Command for develop- 
ment of the Shallow Water Combat Submers- 
ible, not more than 25 percent may be obli- 
gated or expended until the date that is 15 
days after the later of the date on which— 

(1) the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics des- 
ignates a civilian official responsible for 
oversight and assistance to Special Oper- 
ations Command for all undersea mobility 
programs; and 

(2) the Under Secretary, in coordination 
with the Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Special Operations and Low-Intensity Con- 
flict, submits to the congressional defense 
committees the report described in sub- 
section (b). 

(b) REPORT DESCRIBED.—The report de- 
scribed in this subsection is a report on the 
Shallow Water Combat Submersible that in- 
cludes the following: 

(1) An analysis of the reasons for cost and 
schedule overruns associated with the Shal- 
low Water Combat Submersible program. 

(2) A revised timeline for initial and full 
operational capability of the Shallow Water 
Combat Submersible. 

(3) The projected cost to meet the total 
unit acquisition objective. 

(4) A plan to prevent, identify, and miti- 
gate any additional cost and schedule over- 
runs. 

(5) A description of such opportunities as 
may be to recover cost or schedule. 

(6) A description of such lessons as the 
Under Secretary may have learned from the 
Shallow Water Combat Submersible program 
that could be applied to future undersea mo- 
bility acquisition programs. 

(7) Such other matters as the Under Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

SEC. 219. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR DISTRIBUTED COMMON 
GROUND SYSTEM OF THE ARMY. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the amounts author- 
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 for 
the Department of Defense by section 201 and 
available for research, development, test, 
and evaluation, Army, for the distributed 
common ground system of the Army as spec- 
ified in the funding tables in title XLII, not 
more than 75 percent may be obligated or ex- 
pended until the Secretary of the Army— 

(1) conducts a review of the program plan- 
ning for the distributed common ground sys- 
tem of the Army; and 

(2) submits to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees the report required by 
subsection (b)(1). 

(b) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the appropriate congressional com- 


es 
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mittees a report on the review of the distrib- 
uted common ground system of the Army 
conducted under subsection (a)(1). 

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) A review of the segmentation of Incre- 
ment 2 of the distributed common ground 
system program of the Army into discrete 
software components with the associated re- 
quirements of each component. 

(B) Identification of each component of In- 
crement 2 of the distributed common ground 
system of the Army for which commercial 
software exists that is capable of fulfilling 
most or all of the system requirements for 
each such component. 

(C) A cost analysis of each such commer- 
cial software that compares performance 
with projected cost. 

(D) Determination of the degree to which 
commercial software solutions are compliant 
with the standards required by the frame- 
work and guidance for the Intelligence Com- 
munity Information Technology Enterprise, 
the Defense Intelligence Information Enter- 
prise, and the Joint Information Environ- 
ment. 

(E) Identification of each component of In- 
crement 2 of the distributed common ground 
system of the Army that the Secretary de- 
termines may be acquired through competi- 
tive means. 

(F) An acquisition plan for Increment 2 of 
the distributed common ground system of 
the Army that prioritizes the acquisition of 
commercial software components, including 
a data integration layer, in time to meet the 
projected deployment schedule for Increment 
2. 

(G) A review of the timetable for the dis- 
tributed common ground system program of 
the Army in order to determine whether 
there is a practical, executable acquisition 
strategy, including the use of operational ca- 
pability demonstrations, that could lead to 
an initial operating capability of Increment 
2 of the distributed common ground system 
of the Army prior to fiscal year 2017. 

(c) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means— 

(1) the congressional defense committees; 
and 

(2) the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate and the Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

SEC. 220. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR DISTRIBUTED COMMON 
GROUND SYSTEM OF THE UNITED 
STATES SPECIAL OPERATIONS COM- 
MAND. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the amounts author- 
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 for 
the Department of Defense by section 201 and 
available for research, development, test, 
and evaluation, Defense-wide, for the United 
States Special Operations Command for the 
distributed common ground system, not 
more than 75 percent may be obligated or ex- 
pended until the Commander of the United 
States Special Operations Command submits 
to the congressional defense committees the 
report required by subsection (b). 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Commander 
shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report on the distributed com- 
mon ground system. Such report shall in- 
clude the following: 

(1) A review of the segmentation of the dis- 
tributed common ground system special op- 
erations forces program into discrete soft- 
ware components with the associated re- 
quirements of each component. 
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(2) Identification of each component of the 
distributed common ground system special 
operations forces program for which com- 
mercial software exists that is capable of ful- 
filling most or all of the system require- 
ments for each such component. 

(3) A cost analysis of each such commercial 
software that compares performance with 
projected cost. 

(4) A determination of the degree to which 
commercial software solutions are compliant 
with the standards required by the frame- 
work and guidance for the Intelligence Com- 
munity Information Technology Enterprise, 
the Defense Intelligence Information Enter- 
prise, and the Joint Information Environ- 
ment. 

(5) Identification of each component of the 
distributed common ground system special 
operations forces program that the Com- 
mander determines may be acquired through 
competitive means. 

(6) An assessment of the extent to which 
elements of the distributed common ground 
system special operations forces program 
could be modified to increase commercial ac- 
quisition opportunities. 

(7) An acquisition plan that leads to full 
operational capability prior to fiscal year 
2019. 

Subtitle C—Other Matters 
SEC. 231. ASSESSMENT OF AIR-LAND MOBILE 
TACTICAL COMMUNICATIONS AND 
DATA NETWORK REQUIREMENTS 
AND CAPABILITIES. 

(a) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—The Director 
of Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation, 
in consultation with the Director of Oper- 
ational Test and Evaluation, shall contract 
with an independent entity to conduct a 
comprehensive assessment of current and fu- 
ture requirements and capabilities of the De- 
partment of Defense with respect to an air- 
land ad hoc, mobile tactical communica- 
tions, and data network, including the tech- 
nological feasibility, suitability, and surviv- 
ability of such a network. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment required 
under subsection (a) shall include the fol- 
lowing elements: 

(1) Concepts, capabilities, and capacities of 
current or future communications and data 
network systems to meet the requirements 
of current or future tactical operations effec- 
tively, efficiently, and affordably. 

(2) Software requirements and capabilities, 
particularly with respect to communications 
and data network waveforms. 

(3) Hardware requirements and capabili- 
ties, particularly with respect to receiver/ 
transmission technology, tactical commu- 
nications, and data radios at all levels and 
on all platforms, all associated technologies, 
and their integration, compatibility, and 
interoperability. 

(4) Any other matters that in the judement 
of the independent entity are relevant or 
necessary to a comprehensive assessment of 
tactical networks or networking. 

(c) INDEPENDENT ENTITY.—The Director of 
Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation 
shall select an independent entity with di- 
rect, long-standing, and demonstrated expe- 
rience and expertise in program test and 
evaluation of concepts, requirements, and 
technologies for joint tactical communica- 
tions and data networking to perform the as- 
sessment under subsection (a). 

(d) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 
April 30, 2016, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
ments a report including the findings and 
recommendations of the assessment con- 
ducted under subsection (a), together with 
the Secretary’s comments. 
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(e) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The Secretary 
of Defense shall use funds authorized by this 
Act or otherwise made available for fiscal 
year 2016 for Operation and Maintenance, De- 
fense-wide to carry out activities under this 
section. 

(f) LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.— 
The Secretary of the Army may not obligate 
or expend more than 50 percent of the funds 
authorized by this Act or otherwise made 
available for fiscal year 2016 for Other Pro- 
curement, Army and available for the 
Warfighter Information Network—Tactical 
(Increment 2) until the Secretary of Defense 
submits the report required under subsection 
(d). 

SEC. 232. STUDY OF FIELD FAILURES INVOLVING 
COUNTERFEIT ELECTRONIC PARTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall conduct a hardware assurance study to 
assess the presence, scope, and effect on De- 
partment of Defense operations of counter- 
feit electronic parts that have passed 
through the Department supply chain and 
into field systems. 

(b) EXECUTION AND TECHNICAL ANALYSIS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall direct 
the federation established under section 
937(a)(1) of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 10 U.S.C. 2224 note) to coordinate exe- 
cution of the study required by subsection 
(a) using capabilities of the Department in 
effect on the day before the date of the en- 
actment of this Act to conduct technical 
analysis on a sample of failed electronic 
parts in field systems. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The technical analysis re- 
quired by paragraph (1) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) Selection of a representative sample of 
electronic component types, including dig- 
ital, mixed-signal, and analog integrated cir- 
cuits. 

(B) An assessment of the presence of coun- 
terfeit parts, including causes and attributes 
of failures of any identified counterfeit part. 

(C) For components found to have counter- 
feit parts present, an assessment of the im- 
pact of the counterfeit part in the failure 
mechanism. 

(D) For cases with counterfeit parts con- 
tributing to the failure, a determination of 
the failure attributes, factors, and effects on 
subsystem and system level reliability, read- 
iness, and performance. 

(c) RECOMMENDATIONS.—As part of the 
study required by subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary shall develop recommendations for 
such legislative and administrative action, 
including budget requirements, as the Sec- 
retary considers necessary to conduct sam- 
pling and technical hardware analysis of 
counterfeit parts in identified areas of high 
concern. 

(d) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 540 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees a report on the 
study carried out under subsection (a). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) The findings of the Secretary with re- 
spect to the study conducted under sub- 
section (a). 

(B) The recommendations developed under 
subsection (c). 

SEC. 233. DEMONSTRATION OF PERSISTENT 
CLOSE AIR SUPPORT CAPABILITIES. 

(a) JOINT DEMONSTRATION REQUIRED.—The 
Secretary of the Air Force, the Secretary of 
the Army, and the Director of the Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency shall 
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jointly conduct a demonstration of the Per- 
sistent Close Air Support (PCAS) capability 
in fiscal year 2016. 

(b) PARAMETERS OF DEMONSTRATION.— 

(1) SELECTION AND EQUIPMENT OF AIR- 
CRAFT.—As part of the demonstration re- 
quired by subsection (a), the Secretary of the 
Air Force shall select and equip at least two 
aircraft for use in the demonstration that 
the Secretary otherwise intends to use for 
close air support, as identified by the United 
States Air Force Close Air Support Forum. 

(2) CLOSE AIR SUPPORT OPERATIONS.—The 
demonstration required by subsection (a) 
shall include close air support operations 
that involve the following: 

(A) Multiple tactical radio networks rep- 
resenting diverse ground force user commu- 
nities. 

(B) Two-way digital exchanges of situa- 
tional awareness data, video, and calls for 
fire between aircraft and ground users with- 
out modification to aircraft operational 
flight profiles. 

(C) Real-time sharing of blue force, air- 
craft, and target location data to reduce 
risks of fratricide. 

(D) Lightweight digital tools based on 
commercial-off-the-shelf technology for pi- 
lots and joint tactical air controllers. 

(E) Operations in simple and complex oper- 
ating environments. 

(c) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary of the Air 
Force, the Secretary of the Army, and the 
Director of the Defense Advanced Research 
Projects Agency shall jointly— 

(1) assess the effect of the capabilities dem- 
onstrated as part of the demonstration re- 
quired by subsection (a) on— 

(A) the time required to conduct close air 
support operations; 

(B) the effectiveness of blue force in 
achieving tactical objectives; and 

(C) the risk of fratricide and collateral 
damage; and 

(2) estimate the costs that would be in- 
curred in transitioning the technology used 
in the Persistent Close Air Support capa- 
bility to the Army and the Air Force. 

SEC. 234. AIRBORNE DATA LINK PLAN. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—The Under Secretary 
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and 
Logistics and the Vice Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff shall jointly, in consultation 
with the Secretary of the Air Force and the 
Secretary of the Navy, develop a plan— 

(1) to provide objective survivable commu- 
nications gateways to enable— 

(A) the secure dissemination of national 
and tactical intelligence information to 
fourth-generation fighter aircraft and sup- 
porting airborne platforms and to low-ob- 
servable penetrating platforms such as the 
F-22 and F-35; and 

(B) the secure reception and dissemination 
of sensor data from low-observable pene- 
trating aircraft, such as the F-22 and F-35; 

(2) to provide secure data sharing between 
the fifth-generation fighter aircraft of the 
Air Force, Navy, and Marine Corps, with 
minimal changes to the outer surfaces of the 
aircraft and to aircraft operational flight 
programs; and 

(8) to enable secure data sharing between 
fifth-generation and fourth-generation air- 
craft in jamming environments. 

(b) ADDITIONAL PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—The 
plan required by subsection (a) shall include 
non-proprietary and open systems ap- 
proaches that are compatible with the Rapid 
Capabilities Office Open Mission Systems 
initiative of the Air Force and the Future 
Airborne Capability Environment initiative 
of the Navy. 
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(c) PROHIBITION.—No funds may be obli- 
gated or expended by the Department of De- 
fense on the interim communications initia- 
tives identified as Talon Hate and Multi-Do- 
main Adaptable Processing System until the 
congressional defense committees are briefed 
by the Under Secretary or the Vice Chair- 
man about the plan required by subsection 
(a). 

SEC. 235. REPORT ON TECHNOLOGY READINESS 
LEVELS OF THE TECHNOLOGIES 
AND CAPABILITIES CRITICAL TO 
THE LONG RANGE STRIKE BOMBER 
AIRCRAFT. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
Congress a report on the Technology Readi- 
ness Levels (TRLs) of the technologies and 
capabilities critical to the Long Range 
Strike Bomber aircraft. 

(b) REVIEW BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF 
THE UNITED STATES.—Not later than 60 days 
after the report of the Secretary is sub- 
mitted under subsection (a), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall review the 
report and submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees an assessment of the mat- 
ters contained in the report. 


TITLE III—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 


Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 301. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agen- 
cies of the Department of Defense for ex- 
penses, not otherwise provided for, for oper- 
ation and maintenance, as specified in the 
funding table in section 4301. 


Subtitle B—Energy and Environment 


SEC. 311. MODIFICATION OF ENERGY MANAGE- 
MENT REPORTING REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 2925(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (4) and (7); 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (5), (6), (8), 
(9), (10), (11), and (12) as paragraphs (4), (5), 
(6), (7), (8), (9), and (10), respectively; 

(3) by amending paragraph (7), as redesig- 
nated by paragraph (2) of this section, to 
read as follows: 

‘“(7) A description and estimate of the 
progress made by the military departments 
in meeting current high performance and 
sustainable building standards under the 
Unified Facilities Criteria.””; 

(4) by amending paragraph (9), as redesig- 
nated by such paragraph (2), to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(9) Details of all commercial utility out- 
ages caused by threats and those caused by 
hazards at military installations that last 
eight hours or longer, whether or not the 
outage was mitigated by backup power, in- 
cluding non-commercial utility outages and 
Department of Defense-owned infrastructure, 
including the total number and location of 
outages, the financial impact of the outages, 
and measure taken to mitigate outages in 
the future at the affected locations and 
across the Department of Defense.’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(11) At the discretion of the Secretary of 
Defense, a classified annex, as appropriate.”. 
SEC. 312. REPORT ON EFFORTS TO REDUCE HIGH 

ENERGY COSTS AT MILITARY IN- 
STALLATIONS. 

(a) REPORT.— 

(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 270 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
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Act, the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics, in con- 
junction with the assistant secretaries re- 
sponsible for installations and environment 
for the military services and the Defense Lo- 
gistics Agency, shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees a report detailing 
the efforts to achieve cost savings at mili- 
tary installations with high energy costs. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) A comprehensive, installation-specific 
assessment of feasible and mission-appro- 
priate energy initiatives supporting energy 
production and consumption at military in- 
stallations with high energy costs. 

(B) An assessment of current sources of en- 
ergy in areas with high energy costs and po- 
tential future sources that are techno- 
logically feasible, cost-effective, and mis- 
sion-appropriate for military installations. 

(C) A comprehensive implementation 
strategy to include required investment for 
feasible energy efficiency options determined 
to be the most beneficial and cost-effective, 
where appropriate, and consistent with De- 
partment of Defense priorities. 

(D) An explanation on how military serv- 
ices are working collaboratively in order to 
leverage lessons learned on potential energy 
efficiency solutions. 

(E) An assessment of extent of which ac- 
tivities administered under the Federal En- 
ergy Management Program could be used to 
assist with the implementation strategy. 

(F) An assessment of State and local part- 
nership opportunities that could achieve effi- 
ciency and cost savings, and any legislative 
authorities required to carry out such part- 
nerships or agreements. 

(3) COORDINATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL 
AND OTHER ENTITIES.—In preparing the report 
required under paragraph (1), the Under Sec- 
retary may work in conjunction and coordi- 
nate with the States containing areas of 
high energy costs, local communities, and 
other Federal departments and agencies. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the term 
“high energy costs” means costs for the pro- 
vision of energy by kilowatt of electricity or 
British Thermal Unit of heat or steam for a 
military installation in the United States 
that is in the highest 20 percent of all mili- 
tary installations for a military department. 
SEC. 313. SOUTHERN SEA OTTER MILITARY READ- 

INESS AREAS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF THE SOUTHERN SEA 
OTTER MILITARY READINESS AREAS.—Chapter 
631 of title 10, United States Code, is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following new 
section: 

“$7235. Establishment of the Southern Sea 

Otter Military Readiness Areas 

““(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Navy shall establish areas, to be known as 
‘Southern Sea Otter Military Readiness 
Areas’, for national defense purposes. Such 
areas shall include each of the following: 

““(1) The area that includes Naval Base 
Ventura County, San Nicolas Island, and 
Begg Rock and the adjacent and surrounding 
waters within the following coordinates: 


“N. Latitude/W. Longitude 


33927.8'/119934.3" 
33920.5'/119915.5" 
33°13.5//119°11.8” 
33°06.5//119°15.3” 
33°02.8’/119°26.8” 
33°08.8’/119°46.3” 
33°17.2/119°56.9" 
33°30.97/119°54.2’. 
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““(2) The area that includes Naval Base 
Coronado, San Clemente Island and the adja- 
cent and surrounding waters running par- 
allel to shore to 3 nautical miles from the 
high tide line designated by part 165 of title 
33, Code of Federal Regulations, on May 20, 
2010, as the San Clemente Island 3NM Safety 
Zone. 

“(b) ACTIVITIES WITHIN THE SOUTHERN SEA 
OTTER MILITARY READINESS AREAS.— 

“(1) INCIDENTAL TAKINGS UNDER ENDAN- 
GERED SPECIES ACT OF 1973.—Sections 4 and 9 
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1533, 1538) shall not apply with respect 
to the incidental taking of any southern sea 
otter in the Southern Sea Otter Military 
Readiness Areas in the course of conducting 
a military readiness activity. 

“(2) INCIDENTAL TAKINGS UNDER MARINE 
MAMMAL PROTECTION ACT OF 1972.—Sections 
101 and 102 of the Marine Mammal Protec- 
tion Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1371, 1372) shall not 
apply with respect to the incidental taking 
of any southern sea otter in the Southern 
Sea Otter Military Readiness Areas in the 
course of conducting a military readiness ac- 
tivity. 

‘(3) TREATMENT AS SPECIES PROPOSED TO BE 
LISTED.—For purposes of conducting a mili- 
tary readiness activity, any southern sea 
otter while within the Southern Sea Otter 
Military Readiness Areas shall be treated for 
the purposes of section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1536) as a mem- 
ber of a species that is proposed to be listed 
as an endangered species or a threatened spe- 
cies under section 4 of the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1533). 

“(c) REMOVAL.—Nothing in this section or 
any other Federal law shall be construed to 
require that any southern sea otter located 
within the Southern Sea Otter Military 
Readiness Areas be removed from the Areas. 

“(d) REVISION OR TERMINATION OF EXCEP- 
TIONS.—The Secretary of the Interior may 
revise or terminate the application of sub- 
section (b) if the Secretary of the Interior, in 
consultation with the Secretary of the Navy 
and the Marine Mammal Commission, deter- 
mines that military activities occurring in 
the Southern Sea Otter Military Readiness 
Areas are impeding the southern sea otter 
conservation or the return of southern sea 
otters to optimum sustainable population 
levels. 

““(e) MONITORING.— 

“1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Navy shall conduct monitoring and research 
within the Southern Sea Otter Military 
Readiness Areas to determine the effects of 
military readiness activities on the growth 
or decline of the southern sea otter popu- 
lation and on the near-shore ecosystem. 
Monitoring and research parameters and 
methods shall be determined in consultation 
with the Service and the Marine Mammal 
Commission. 

“*(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 24 months 
after the date of the enactment of this sec- 
tion and every three years thereafter, the 
Secretary of the Navy shall report to Con- 
gress and the public on monitoring under- 
taken pursuant to paragraph (1). 

““(£) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) SOUTHERN SEA OTTER.—The term 
‘southern sea otter’ means any member of 
the subspecies Enhydra lutris nereis. 

(2) TAKE.—The term ‘take’— 

““(A) when used in reference to activities 
subject to regulation by the Endangered Spe- 
cies Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), shall 
have the meaning given such term in that 
Act; and 

““(B) when used in reference to activities 
subject to regulation by the Marine Mammal 
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Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) 
shall have the meaning given such term in 
that Act. 

“*(3) INCIDENTAL TAKING.—The term ‘inci- 
dental taking’ means any take of a southern 
sea otter that is incidental to, and not the 
purpose of, the carrying out of an otherwise 
lawful activity. 

‘(4) MILITARY READINESS ACTIVITY.—The 
term ‘military readiness activity’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 315(f) of 
the Bob Stump National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (16 U.S.C. 703 
note) and includes all training and oper- 
ations of the armed forces that relate to 
combat and the adequate and realistic test- 
ing of military equipment, vehicles, weap- 
ons, and sensors for proper operation and 
suitability for combat use. 

‘(5) OPTIMUM SUSTAINABLE POPULATION.— 
The term ‘optimum sustainable population’ 
means, with respect to any population stock, 
the number of animals that will result in the 
maximum productivity of the population or 
the species, keeping in mind the carrying ca- 
pacity of the habitat and the health of the 
ecosystem of which they form a constituent 
element.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 

“7235. Establishment of the Southern Sea 
Otter Military Readiness 
Areas.”. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1 of 
Public Law 99-625 (16 U.S.C. 1536 note) is re- 
pealed. 

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment 
SEC. 321. REPEAL OF LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY 
TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT FOR 
THE SUSTAINMENT, MAINTENANCE, 
REPAIR, OR OVERHAUL OF THE F117 
ENGINE. 

Section 341 of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291; 128 Stat. 3345) is repealed. 

Subtitle D—Reports 
SEC. 331. MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL REPORT ON 
PREPOSITIONED MATERIEL AND 
EQUIPMENT. 

Section 2229a(a)(8) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

“(8) A list of any equipment used in sup- 
port of contingency operations slated for ret- 
rograde and subsequent inclusion in the 
prepositioned stocks.’’. 

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of 

Authority 
SEC. 341. MODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR 
TRANSFERRING AIRCRAFT WITHIN 
THE AIR FORCE INVENTORY. 

(a) MODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS.—Sec- 
tion 345 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 
111-383; 10 U.S.C. 8062 note) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking the first sentence and in- 
serting the following: ‘‘Before making an air- 
craft transfer described in subsection (c), the 
Secretary of the Air Force shall ensure that 
a written agreement regarding such transfer 
has been entered into between the Chief of 
Staff of the Air Force and the Director of the 
Air National Guard or the Chief of Air Force 
Reserve.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘depot’’; 

(2) by amending subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 

““(b) SUBMITTAL OF AGREEMENTS TO THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE AND CONGRESS.—The 
Secretary of the Air Force may not take any 
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action to transfer an aircraft until the Sec- 
retary ensures that the Air Force has com- 
plied with applicable Department of Defense 
regulations and, for a transfer described in 
subsection (c)(1), until the Secretary submits 
to the congressional defense committees an 
agreement entered into pursuant to sub- 
section (a) regarding the transfer of the air- 
craft.”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

““(c) COVERED AIRCRAFT TRANSFERS.—(1) An 
aircraft transfer described in this subsection 
is the transfer (other than as specified in 
paragraph (2)) from a reserve component of 
the Air Force to the regular component of 
the Air Force of— 

““(A) the permanent assignment of an air- 
craft that terminates a reserve component’s 
equitable interest in the aircraft; or 

““(B) possession of an aircraft for a period 
in excess of 90 days. 

““(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply to the 
following: 

“(A) A routine temporary transfer of pos- 
session of an aircraft from a reserve compo- 
nent that is made solely for the benefit of 
the reserve component for the purpose of 
maintenance, upgrade, conversion, modifica- 
tion, or testing and evaluation. 

““(B) A routine permanent transfer of as- 
signment of an aircraft that terminates a re- 
serve component’s equitable interest in the 
aircraft if notice of the transfer has pre- 
viously been provided to the congressional 
defense committees and the transfer has 
been approved by the Secretary of Defense 
pursuant to Department of Defense regula- 
tions. 

“(C) A transfer described in paragraph 
(1)(A) when there is a reciprocal permanent 
assignment of an aircraft from the regular 
component of the Air Force to the reserve 
component that does not degrade the capa- 
bility of, or reduce the total number of, air- 
craft assigned to the reserve component. 

“(d) RETURN OF AIRCRAFT AFTER ROUTINE 
TEMPORARY TRANSFER.—In the case of an air- 
craft transferred from a reserve component 
of the Air Force to the regular component of 
the Air Force for which an agreement under 
subsection (a) is not required by reason of 
subparagraph (A) of subsection (c)(2), posses- 
sion of the aircraft shall be transferred back 
to the reserve component upon completion of 
the work described in such subparagraph.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(a)(7) of such section is amended by striking 
“Commander of the Air Force Reserve Com- 
mand” and inserting “Chief of Air Force Re- 
serve”. 

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS TO DELETE 
REFERENCES TO AIRCRAFT OWNERSHIP.—Sub- 
section (a) of such section is further amend- 
ed by striking “the ownership of” each place 
it appears. 

SEC. 342. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE SPONSOR- 
SHIPS, ADVERTISING, OR MAR- 
KETING ASSOCIATED WITH SPORTS- 
RELATED ORGANIZATIONS OR 
SPORTING EVENTS. 

No amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for the Department of Defense by this Act or 
otherwise made available to the Department 
may be used for any sponsorship, adver- 
tising, or marketing associated with a 
sports-related organization or sporting event 
until the Under Secretary of Defense for Per- 
sonnel and Readiness, in consultation with 
the Director of Accessions Policy— 

(1) conducts a review of current contracts 
and task orders for such sponsorships, adver- 
tising, and marketing (as awarded by the 
regular and reserve components of the 
Armed Forces) in order to assess— 
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(A) whether such sponsorships, advertising, 
and marketing are effective in meeting the 
recruiting objectives of the Department; 

(B) whether consistent metrics are used to 
evaluate the effectiveness of each such activ- 
ity in generating leads and recruit acces- 
sions; and 

(C) whether the return on investment for 
such activities is sufficient to warrant con- 
tinuing use of Department funds for such ac- 
tivities; and 

(2) submits to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report that includes— 

(A) a description of the actions being taken 
to coordinate efforts of the Department re- 
lating to such sponsorships, advertising, and 
marketing, and to minimize duplicative con- 
tracts for such sponsorships, advertising, and 
marketing, as applicable; and 

(B) the results of the review required by 
paragraph (1), including an assessment of the 
extent to which continuing use of Depart- 
ment funds for such sponsorships, adver- 
tising, and marketing is warranted in light 
of the review and the actions described pur- 
suant to subparagraph (A). 

SEC. 343. TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO EXTEND 
CONTRACTS AND LEASES UNDER 
ARMS INITIATIVE. 

Contracts or subcontracts entered into 
pursuant to section 4554(a)(3)(A) of title 10, 
United States Code, on or before the date 
that is five years after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act may include an option to 
extend the term of the contract or sub- 
contract for an additional 25 years. 

Subtitle F—Other Matters 
SEC. 351. STREAMLINING OF DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE MANAGEMENT AND OPER- 

ATIONAL HEADQUARTERS. 

(a) COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW OF HEAD- 
QUARTERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall conduct a comprehensive review of the 
management and operational headquarters 
of the Department of Defense for purposes of 
consolidating and streamlining headquarters 
functions. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The review required by 
paragraph (1) shall address the following: 

(A) The extent, if any, to which the staff of 
the Secretaries of the military departments 
and the Chiefs of Staff of the Armed Forces 
have duplicative staff functions and services 
and could be consolidated into a single serv- 
ice staff. 

(B) The extent, if any, to which the staff of 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the 
military departments, the Defense Agencies, 
and temporary organizations have duplica- 
tive staff functions and services and could be 
streamlined with respect to— 

(i) performing oversight and making pol- 
1cy; 

(ii) performing staff functions and services 
specific to the military department con- 
cerned; 

(iii) performing multi-department 
functions and services; and 

(iv) performing functions and services 
across the Department of Defense with re- 
spect to intelligence collection and analysis. 

(C) The extent, if any, to which the Joint 
Staff, the combatant commands, and their 
subordinate service component commands 
have duplicative staff functions and services 
that could be shared, consolidated, elimi- 
nated, or otherwise streamlined with— 

(i) the Joint Staff performing oversight 
and execution; 

(ii) the staff of the combatant commands 
performing only staff functions and services 
specific to the combatant command con- 
cerned; and 
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(iii) the staff of the service component 
commands of the combatant commands per- 
forming only staff functions and services 
specific to the service component command 
concerned. 

(D) The extent, if any, to which reductions 
in military and civilian end-strength in man- 
agement or operational headquarters could 
be used to create, build, or fill shortages in 
force structure for operational units. 

(E) The extent, if any, to which revisions 
are required to the Defense Officers Per- 
sonnel Management Act, including require- 
ments for officers to serve in joint billets, 
the number of qualifying billets, the rank 
structure in the joint billets, and the joint 
qualification requirement for officers to be 
promoted while serving for extensive periods 
in critical positions such as program man- 
agers of major defense acquisition programs, 
and officers in units of component forces 
supporting joint commands, in order to 
achieve efficiencies, provide promotion fair- 
ness and equity, and obtain effective govern- 
ance in the management of the Department 
of Defense. 

(F) The structure and staffing of the Joint 
Staff, and the number, structure, and staff- 
ing of the combatant commands and their 
subordinate service component commands, 
including, in particular— 

(i) whether or not the staff organization of 
each such entity has documented and peri- 
odically validated requirements for such en- 
tity; 

(ii) whether or not there are an appropriate 
number of combatant commands relative to 
the requirements of the National Security 
Strategy, the Quadrennial Defense Review, 
and the National Military Strategy; and 

(iii) whether or not opportunities exist to 
consolidate staff functions and services com- 
mon to the Joint Staff and the service com- 
ponent commands into a single staff organi- 
zation that provides the required functions, 
services, capabilities, and capacities to the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and 
supported combatant commanders, and if 
so— 

(I) where in the organizational structure 
such staff functions, services, capabilities, 
and capacities would be established; and 

(II) whether or not the military depart- 
ments could execute such staff functions, 
services, capabilities, and capacities while 
executing their requirements to organize, 
train, and equip the Armed Forces. 

(G) The statutory and regulatory authority 
of the combatant commands to establish 
subordinate joint commands or head- 
quarters, including joint task forces, led by a 
general or flag officer, and the extent, if any, 
to which the combatant commands have 
used such authority— 

(i) to establish temporary or permanent 
subordinate joint commands or head- 
quarters, including joint task forces, led by 
general or flag officers; 

Gi) to disestablish temporary or permanent 
subordinate joint commands or head- 
quarters, including joint task forces, led by 
general or flag officers; 

Gii) to increase requirements for general 
and flag officers in the joint pool which are 
exempt from the end strength limitations 
otherwise applicable to general and flag offi- 
cers in the Armed Forces; 

(iv) to participate in the management of 
joint officer qualification in order to ensure 
the efficient and effective quality and quan- 
tity of officers needed to staff headquarters 
functions and services and return to the 
services officers with required professional 
experience and skills necessary to remain 
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competitive for increased responsibility and 
authority through subsequent assignment or 
promotion, including by identifying— 

(I) circumstances, if any, in which officers 
spend a disproportionate amount of time in 
their careers to attain joint officer qualifica- 
tions with corresponding loss of opportuni- 
ties to develop in the service-specific assign- 
ments needed to gain the increased pro- 
ficiency and experience to qualify for service 
and command assignments; and 

(II) circumstances, if any, in which the 
military departments detail officers to joint 
headquarters staffs in order to maximize the 
number of officers receiving joint duty credit 
with a focus on the quantity, instead of the 
quality, of officers achieving joint duty cred- 
it; 

(v) to establish commanders’ strategic 
planning groups, advisory groups, or similar 
parallel personal staff entities that could 
risk isolating function and staff processes, 
including an assessment of the justification 
used to establish such personal staff organi- 
zations and their impact on the effectiveness 
and efficiency of organizational staff func- 
tions, services, capabilities, and capacities; 
and 

(vi) to ensure the identification and man- 
agement of officers serving or having served 
in units in subordinate service component or 
joint commands during combat operations 
and did not receive joint credit for such serv- 
ice. 

(3) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall, to 
the extent practicable and as the Secretary 
considers appropriate, conduct the review re- 
quired by paragraph (1) in consultation with 
such experts on matters covered by the re- 
view who are independent of the Department 
of Defense. 

(4) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2016, 
the Secretary shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees a report setting 
forth the results of the review required by 
paragraph (1). 

(b) PLAN ON REDUCTION IN AMOUNTS USED 
FOR ADMINISTRATION IN FISCAL YEARS 2016 
THROUGH 2019.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 31, 
2016, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees, 
and implement, a plan designed to ensure 
that the amount used by the Department of 
Defense for administration from amounts au- 
thorized to be appropriated for a fiscal year 
for operation and maintenance shall be as 
follows: 

(A) In fiscal year 2016, an amount that is 
7.5 percent less than the amount authorized 
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2015 for op- 
eration and maintenance, Defense-wide, and 
available for administration (in this para- 
graph referred to as the “fiscal year 2015 ad- 
ministration amount”). 

(B) In fiscal year 2017, an amount that is 15 
percent less than the fiscal year 2015 admin- 
istration amount. 

(C) In fiscal year 2018, an amount that is 
22.5 percent less than the fiscal year 2015 ad- 
ministration amount. 

(D) In fiscal year 2019, an amount that is 30 
percent less than the fiscal year 2015 admin- 
istration amount. 

(2) ACHIEVEMENT OF REDUCTIONS.—As part 
of meeting the requirements in paragraph 
(1), the plan shall provide for reductions in 
personnel (including military and civilian 
personnel of the Department of Defense and 
contract personnel in support of the Depart- 
ment) in the Office of the Secretary of De- 
fense, the secretariats and military staffs of 
the military departments, the staffs of the 
Defense Agencies, the staffs of the Joint 
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Staff, the staffs of the combatant commands, 
and the staffs of their subordinate service 
component commands. 

(3) EXCLUSION.—The plan may not meet the 
requirements in paragraph (1) through reduc- 
tions in funding for administration for the 
following: 

(A) The United States Special Operations 
Command. 

(B) The Department of Defense Education 
Activity. 

(C) Any classified program. 

(D) Any program relating to sexual assault 
prevention and response. 

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED 
STATES REPORTS.—Not later than 90 days 
after the end of each of fiscal years 2016, 2017, 
2018, and 2019, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees a report setting 
forth the assessment of the Comptroller Gen- 
eral of the extent to which the Department 
of Defense met the applicable requirement in 
subsection (b)(1) during such fiscal year. 

(d) LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 
FOR CONTRACT PERSONNEL SUPPORT FOR 
OSD.—In each of fiscal years 2017, 2018, 2019, 
and 2020, amounts authorized to be appro- 
priated for the Department of Defense and 
available for the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense may not be obligated or expended for 
contract personnel in support of the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense until the Secretary 
of Defense certifies to the congressional de- 
fense committees that the applicable re- 
quirement in subsection (b)(1) was met dur- 
ing the preceding fiscal year. 

SEC. 352. ADOPTION OF RETIRED 
WORKING DOGS. 

(a) TRANSFER FOR ADOPTION.—Subsection 
(f) of section 2583 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended in the matter preceding 
paragraph (1) by striking “may transfer” and 
inserting “shall transfer”. 

(b) PREFERENCE IN ADOPTION FOR FORMER 
HANDLERS.—Such section is further amend- 
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub- 
section (h); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (g): 

““(g) PREFERENCE IN ADOPTION OF RETIRED 
MILITARY WORKING DOGS FOR FORMER HAN- 
DLERS.—(1) In providing for the adoption 
under this section of a retired military work- 
ing dog described in paragraph (1) or (8) of 
subsection (a), the Secretary of the military 
department concerned shall accord a pref- 
erence to the former handler of the dog un- 
less the Secretary determines that adoption 
of the dog by the former handler would not 
be in the best interests of the dog. 

‘“(2) In the case of a dog covered by para- 
graph (1) with more than one former handler 
seeking adoption of the dog at the time of 
adoption, the Secretary shall provide for the 
adoption of the dog by such former handler 
whose adoption of the dog will best serve the 
interests of the dog and such former han- 
dlers. The Secretary shall make any deter- 
mination required by this paragraph with re- 
spect to a dog following consultation with 
the kennel master of the unit at which the 
dog was last located before adoption under 
this section. 

““(3) Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed as altering, revising, or overriding 
any policy of a military department for the 
adoption of military working dogs by law en- 
forcement agencies before the end of the 
dogs’ useful lives.’’. 

SEC. 353. MODIFICATION OF REQUIRED REVIEW 
OF PROJECTS RELATING TO POTEN- 
TIAL OBSTRUCTIONS TO AVIATION. 

Section 358 of the Ike Skelton National De- 

fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 
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(Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4200; 49 U.S.C. 
44718 note) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (3), by striking “from 
State and local officials or the developer of 
a renewable energy development or other en- 
ergy project”? and inserting “from a State 
government, an Indian tribal government, a 
local government, a landowner, or the devel- 
oper of an energy project”; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘readi- 
ness, and” and all that follows through the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘readiness 
and to clearly communicate actions being 
taken by the Department of Defense to the 
party requesting an early project review 
under this section.’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)(2)(B), by striking ‘‘as 
high, medium, or low”; and 

(3) in subsection (j), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

““(4) The term ‘landowner’ means a person 
or other legal entity that owns a fee interest 
in real property on which a proposed energy 
project is planned to be located.”. 

SEC. 354. PILOT PROGRAM ON INTENSIVE IN- 
STRUCTION IN CERTAIN ASIAN LAN- 
GUAGES. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense may, in consultation with 
the National Security Education Board, 
carry out a pilot program to assess the feasi- 
bility and advisability of providing scholar- 
ships in accordance with the David L. Boren 
National Security Education Act of 1991 (50 
U.S.C. 1901 et seq.) to individuals otherwise 
eligible for scholarships under that Act for 
intensive language instruction in a covered 
Asian language. 

(b) COVERED ASIAN LANGUAGE.—For pur- 
poses of this section, a covered Asian lan- 
guage is any of the five Asian languages that 
would be treated as a language in which defi- 
ciencies exist for purposes of section 
802(a)(1)(A) of the David L. Boren National 
Security Education Act of 1991 (50 U.S.C. 
1902(a)(2)(A)) if the National Security Edu- 
cation Board could treat an additional five 
Asian languages as a language in which such 
deficiencies exist. 

(c) USE OF SCHOLARSHIPS.—Notwith- 
standing any provision of the David L. Boren 
National Security Education Act of 1991, a 
scholarship awarded pursuant to the pilot 
program may be used for intensive language 
instruction in— 

(1) the United States; or 

(2) a country in which the covered Asian 
language concerned is spoken by a signifi- 
cant portion of the population (as deter- 
mined by the Secretary for purposes of the 
pilot program). 

(d) NATIONAL SECURITY EDUCATION BOARD 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘Na- 
tional Security Education Board’’ means the 
National Security Education Board estab- 
lished pursuant to section 803 of the David L. 
Boren National Security Education Act of 
1991 (50 U.S.C. 1903). 

(e) TERMINATION.—No scholarship may be 
awarded under the pilot program after the 
date that is five years after the date on 
which the pilot program is established. 

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL 
AUTHORIZATIONS 
Subtitle A—Active Forces 
SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES. 

The Armed Forces are authorized 
strengths for active duty personnel as of 
September 30, 2016, as follows: 

(1) The Army, 475,000. 

(2) The Navy, 329,200. 

(3) The Marine Corps, 184,000. 

(4) The Air Force, 317,000. 
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ENHANCEMENT OF AUTHORITY FOR 
MANAGEMENT OF END STRENGTHS 
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL. 

(a) REPEAL OF SPECIFICATION OF PERMA- 
NENT END STRENGTHS TO SUPPORT Two 
MAJOR REGIONAL CONTINGENCIES.— 

(1) REPEAL.—Section 691 of title 10, United 
States Code, is repealed. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 39 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 691. 

(b) ENHANCED AUTHORITY 
STRENGTH MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AUTHORITY.— 
Subsection (f) of section 115 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
““increase” each place it appears and insert- 
ing “vary”. 

(2) SERVICE SECRETARY AUTHORITY.—Sub- 
section (g) of such section is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking “increase” 
each place it appears and inserting “vary”; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘increase’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘vari- 
ance”. 
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Subtitle B—Reserve Forces 
SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE- 
SERVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Armed Forces are au- 
thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per- 
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, as follows: 

(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States, 342,000. 

(2) The Army Reserve, 198,000. 

(3) The Navy Reserve, 57,400. 

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 38,900. 

(5) The Air National Guard of the United 
States, 105,500. 

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 69,200. 

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 7,000. 

(b) END STRENGTH REDUCTIONS.—The end 
strengths prescribed by subsection (a) for the 
Selected Reserve of any reserve component 
shall be proportionately reduced by— 

(1) the total authorized strength of units 
organized to serve as units of the Selected 
Reserve of such component which are on ac- 
tive duty (other than for training) at the end 
of the fiscal year; and 

(2) the total number of individual members 
not in units organized to serve as units of 
the Selected Reserve of such component who 
are on active duty (other than for training or 
for unsatisfactory participation in training) 
without their consent at the end of the fiscal 
year. 

(c) END STRENGTH INCREASES.—Whenever 
units or individual members of the Selected 
Reserve of any reserve component are re- 
leased from active duty during any fiscal 
year, the end strength prescribed for such 
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such 
reserve component shall be increased propor- 
tionately by the total authorized strengths 
of such units and by the total number of 
such individual members. 

SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC- 
TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE- 
SERVES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Several States routinely recruit and re- 
tain members of the Army National Guard of 
the United States in excess of State author- 
izations to offset States that do not recruit 
to State authorizations. 

(2) The States that routinely recruit and 
retain members of the Army National Guard 
of the United States in excess of authoriza- 
tions do not receive any extra full-time oper- 
ational support duty personnel to support 
excess members. 
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(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that the National Guard Bureau 
should account for States that routinely re- 
cruit and retain members in excess of State 
authorizations when allocating full-time 
operational support duty personnel. 

(c) END STRENGTHS.—Within the end 
strengths prescribed in section 411(a), the re- 
serve components of the Armed Forces are 
authorized, as of September 30, 2016, the fol- 
lowing number of Reserves to be serving on 
full-time active duty or full-time duty, in 
the case of members of the National Guard, 
for the purpose of organizing, administering, 
recruiting, instructing, or training the re- 
serve components: 

(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States, 30,770. 

(2) The Army Reserve, 16,261. 

(3) The Navy Reserve, 9,934. 

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,260. 

(5) The Air National Guard of the United 
States, 14,748. 

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 3,032. 

(d) ALLOCATION AMONG STATES.—In allo- 
cating Reserves on full-time duty in the 
Army National Guard of the United States 
authorized by subsection (c)(1) among the 
States, the Chief of the National Guard Bu- 
reau shall take into account the actual num- 
ber of members of the Army National Guard 
of the United States serving in each State as 
of September 30 each year. 

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY TECH- 
NICIANS (DUAL STATUS). 

The minimum number of military techni- 
cians (dual status) as of the last day of fiscal 
year 2016 for the reserve components of the 
Army and the Air Force (notwithstanding 
section 129 of title 10, United States Code) 
shall be the following: 

(1) For the Army National Guard of the 
United States, 26,099. 

(2) For the Army Reserve, 7,395. 

(8) For the Air National Guard of the 
United States, 22,104. 

(4) For the Air Force Reserve, 9,814. 

SEC. 414. FISCAL YEAR 2016 LIMITATION ON NUM- 
BER OF NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNI- 
CIANS. 

(a) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) NATIONAL GUARD.—Within the limita- 
tion provided in section 10217(c)(2) of title 10, 
United States Code, the number of non-dual 
status technicians employed by the National 
Guard as of September 30, 2016, may not ex- 
ceed the following: 

(A) For the Army National Guard of the 
United States, 1,600. 

(B) For the Air National Guard of the 
United States, 350. 

(2) ARMY RESERVE.—The number of non- 
dual status technicians employed by the 
Army Reserve as of September 30, 2016, may 
not exceed 595. 

(3) AIR FORCE RESERVE.—The number of 
non-dual status technicians employed by the 
Air Force Reserve as of September 30, 2016, 
may not exceed 90. 

(b) NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS DE- 
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘non-dual 
status technician” has the meaning given 
that term in section 10217(a) of title 10, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 415. MAXIMUM NUMBER OF RESERVE PER- 
SONNEL AUTHORIZED TO BE ON AC- 
TIVE DUTY FOR OPERATIONAL SUP- 
PORT. 

During fiscal year 2016, the maximum num- 
ber of members of the reserve components of 
the Armed Forces who may be serving at any 
time on full-time operational support duty 
under section 115(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is the following: 
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(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States, 17,000. 

(2) The Army Reserve, 13,000. 

(3) The Navy Reserve, 6,200. 

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 3,000. 

(5) The Air National Guard of the United 
States, 16,000. 

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 14,000. 

SEC. 416. CHIEF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD BU- 
REAU AUTHORITY TO INCREASE 
CERTAIN END STRENGTHS APPLICA- 
BLE TO THE ARMY NATIONAL 
GUARD. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Subject to subsection (b), 
the Chief of the National Guard Bureau may 
increase each of the end strengths for fiscal 
year 2016 applicable to the Army National 
Guard as follows: 

(1) The end strength for Selected Reserve 
personnel of the Army National Guard of the 
United States in section 411(a)(1) by up to 
3,000 members in addition to the number 
specified in section 411(a)(1). 

(2) The end strength for Reserves serving 
on full-time duty for the purpose of orga- 
nizing, administering, recruiting, instruct- 
ing, or training for the Army National Guard 
of the United States specified in section 
412(1) by up to 615 Reserves in addition to the 
number specified in section 412(1). 

(3) The end strength for military techni- 
cians (dual status) for the Army National 
Guard of the United States specified in sec- 
tion 4131) by up to 1,111 technicians in addi- 
tion to the number specified in section 413(1). 

(b) LIMITATION.—The Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau may increase an end strength 
using the authority in subsection (a) only if 
such increase is paid for out of funds appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for Operation and 
Maintenance, Army National Guard. 

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 421. MILITARY PERSONNEL. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agen- 
cies of the Department of Defense for ex- 
penses, not otherwise provided for, for mili- 
tary personnel, as specified in the funding 
table in section 4401. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORIZATION.—The 
authorization of appropriations in subsection 
(a) supersedes any other authorization of ap- 
propriations (definite or indefinite) for such 
purpose for fiscal year 2016. 

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY 
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy 
501. AUTHORITY OF PROMOTION BOARDS 
TO RECOMMEND OFFICERS OF PAR- 
TICULAR MERIT BE PLACED AT THE 
TOP OF THE PROMOTION LIST. 

(a) AUTHORITY OF PROMOTION BOARDS TO 
RECOMMEND OFFICERS OF PARTICULAR MERIT 
BE PLACED AT TOP OF PROMOTION LIST.—Sec- 
tion 616 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

“(g)(1) In selecting the officers to be rec- 
ommended for promotion, a selection board 
may, when authorized by the Secretary of 
the military department concerned, rec- 
ommend officers of particular merit, from 
among those officers selected for promotion, 
to be placed at the top of the promotion list 
promulgated by the Secretary under section 
624(a)(1) of this title. 

‘2) The determination whether an officer 
is an officer of particular merit for purposes 
of this subsection shall be made in accord- 
ance with criteria prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the military department concerned 
for such purposes. 

(3) The number of such officers placed at 
the top of the promotion list may not exceed 
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the number equal to 10 percent of the max- 
imum number of officers that the board is 
authorized to recommend for promotion in 
such competitive category. If the number de- 
termined under this subsection is less than 
one, the board may recommend one such offi- 
cer. 

“*(4) No officer may be recommended to be 
placed at the top of the promotion list unless 
the officer receives the recommendation of 
at least three-quarters of the members of a 
board for such placement. 

““(5) For the officers recommended to be 
placed at the top of the promotion list, the 
board shall recommend the order in which 
these officers should be promoted.”. 

(b) OFFICERS OF PARTICULAR MERIT AP- 
PEARING AT TOP OF PROMOTION LIST.—Section 
624(a)(1) of such title is amended by inserting 
“*, except such officers of particular merit 
who were approved by the President and rec- 
ommended by the board to be placed at the 
top of the promotion list under section 616(g) 
of this title as these officers shall be placed 
at the top of the promotion list in the order 
recommended by the board” after ‘‘officers 
on the active-duty list’’. 

SEC. 502. MINIMUM GRADES FOR CERTAIN CORPS 
AND RELATED POSITIONS IN THE 
ARMY, NAVY, AND AIR FORCE. 

(a) ARMY.— 

(1) CHIEF OF LEGISLATIVE LIAISON.—Section 
3023(a) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended in the second sentence by striking 
“the grade of major general” and inserting 
“a grade above the grade of colonel”. 

(2) ASSISTANT SURGEON GENERAL.—Section 
3039(b) of such title is amended by striking 
the last sentence and inserting the following 
new sentence: “An officer appointed to that 
position shall be an officer in a grade above 
the grade of colonel.”. 

(3) CHIEF OF THE NURSE CORPS.—Section 
3069(b) of such title is amended by striking 
“whose regular grade” and all that follows 
through “major general.” and inserting “. 
An officer appointed to that position shall be 
an officer in a grade above the grade of colo- 
nel.”. 

(4) CHIEF OF THE VETERINARY CORPS.—Sec- 
tion 3084 of such title is amended by striking 
the last sentence and inserting the following 
new sentence: “An officer appointed to that 
position shall be an officer in a grade above 
the grade of lieutenant colonel.’’. 

(b) NAVY.— 

(1) CHIEF OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS.—Section 
5027(a) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking “the grade of rear ad- 
miral” and inserting “a grade above the 
grade of captain”. 

(2) CHIEF OF THE DENTAL CORPS.—Section 
5138 of such title is amended— 

(A) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following new subsection (a): 

““(a) There is a Chief of the Dental Corps in 
the Department of the Navy. An officer as- 
signed to that position shall be an officer in 
a grade above the grade of captain.”; and 

(B) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (b) and (c), respectively. 

(3) DIRECTORS OF MEDICAL CORPS.—Section 
5150(c) of such title is amended— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘for 
promotion” and all that follows through the 
end of the sentence and inserting a period; 
and 

(B) by inserting after the first sentence the 
following new sentence: ‘‘An officer so se- 
lected shall be an officer in a grade above the 
grade of captain.”. 

(c) AIR FORCE.— 

(1) CHIEF OF LEGISLATIVE LIAISON.—Section 
8023(a) of title 10, United States Code, is 
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amended in the second sentence by striking 
“the grade of major general” and inserting 
“a grade above the grade of colonel”. 

(2) CHIEF OF THE NURSE CORPS.—Section 
8069(b) of such title is amended by striking 
“whose regular grade” and all that follows 
through “major general.” and inserting “. 
An officer appointed to that position shall be 
an officer in a grade above the grade of colo- 
nel.”. 

(3) ASSISTANT SURGEON GENERAL FOR DEN- 
TAL SERVICES.—Section 8081 of such title is 
amended by striking the second sentence and 
inserting the following new sentence: “An of- 
ficer appointed to that position shall be an 
officer in a grade above the grade of colo- 
nel.”. 

(d) TRANSITION.—In the case of an officer 
who on the date of the enactment of this Act 
is serving in a position that is covered by an 
amendment made by this section, the contin- 
ued service of that officer in such position 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
shall not be affected by that amendment. 
SEC. 503. ENHANCEMENT OF MILITARY PER- 

SONNEL AUTHORITIES IN CONNEC- 
TION WITH THE DEFENSE ACQUISI- 
TION WORKFORCE. 

(a) INCLUSION OF ACQUISITION MATTERS 
WITHIN JOINT MATTERS FOR OFFICER MANAGE- 
MENT.— 

(1) JOINT MATTERS.—Subsection (a)(1) of 
section 688 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (D), by striking “or” 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(E) acquisition addressed by military per- 
sonnel acting under chapter 87 of this title.’’. 

(2) JOINT DUTY ASSIGNMENT.—Subsection 
(b)(1)(A) of such section is amended by strik- 
ing “limited to assignments in which” and 
all that follows and inserting “limited to— 

““(i) assignments in which the officer gains 
significant experience in joint matters; and 

“Gi) assignments pursuant to chapter 87 of 
this title; and”. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR MILITARY PER- 
SONNEL IN THE ACQUISITION FIELD.— 

(1) CONSULTATION OF SERVICE CHIEFS IN 
POLICIES AND GUIDANCE.—Subsection (a) of 
section 1722a of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting after “such military 
department)” the following: ‘‘, in consulta- 
tion with the Chief of Staff of the Army, the 
Chief of Naval Operations, the Chief of Staff 
of the Air Force, and the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps (with respect to the armed 
force under the jurisdiction of each),”. 

(2) ENHANCED CAREER PATHS FOR PER- 
SONNEL.—Subsection (b) of such section is 
amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting “single- 
tracked” before “career path”; 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (2): 

“(2) A dual-tracked career path that at- 
tracts the highest quality officers and en- 
listed personnel and allows them to gain ex- 
perience in, and receive credit for, a primary 
career in combat arms and a functional sec- 
ondary career in the acquisition field in 
order to more closely align the military 
operational requirements and acquisition 
workforces of each armed force.”. 

(c) JOINT PROFESSIONAL MILITARY EDU- 
CATION.— 

(1) INCLUSION OF BUSINESS AND COMMERCIAL 
TRAINING IN JOINT PROFESSIONAL MILITARY 
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EDUCATION.—Subsection (a) of section 2151 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by inserting “(1)” before “Joint profes- 
sional military education”; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence and in- 
serting the following new paragraphs: 

“(2) The subject matter to be covered by 
joint professional military education shall 
include at least the following: 

““(A) National Military Strategy. 

““(B) Joint planning at all levels of war. 

“(C) Joint doctrine. 

“(D) Joint command and control. 

““(E) Joint force and joint requirements de- 
velopment. 

““(F) Operational contract support. 

“*(3) In lieu of the subject matters covered 
by paragraph (2), or in supplement to one or 
more of such matters, the subject matter to 
be covered by joint professional military 
education may include subjects addressed in 
training programs under section 2013(a) of 
this title by, in, or through organizations de- 
scribed in paragraph (2)(D) of that section.”. 

(2) SENIOR LEVEL SERVICE SCHOOLS.—Sub- 
section (b)(1) of such section is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subpara- 
graph: 

“(E) A training program section 2013(a) of 
this title by, in, or through an organization 
described in paragraph (2)(D) of that sec- 
tion.”. 

(3) THREE-PHASE APPROACH.—Section 
2154(a)(2) of such title is amended— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “in residence at”; 

(B) by striking subparagraph (A) and in- 
serting the following new subparagraph (A): 

““(A) in residence at the Joint Forces Staff 
College;””; and 

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘a sen- 
ior level service school” and inserting “in 
residence at a senior level service school, or 
by, in, or though a senior level service school 
described in section 2151(b)(1)(E) of this 
title,”. 

(4) JOINT PROFESSIONAL MILITARY EDU- 
CATION PHASE II.—Section 2155 of such title is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in the subsection caption, by inserting 
“FOR JOINT MILITARY SUBJECTS” after 
“PHASE II REQUIREMENTS”; and 

(ii) by inserting “described in section 
2151(a)(2) of this title” after “joint profes- 
sional military education”; 

(B) in subsection (c)— 

(i) in the subsection caption, by inserting 
“FOR JOINT MILITARY SUBJECTS” after “CUR- 
RICULUM CONTENT”; 

(ii) by striking “section 2151(a)” and in- 
serting “section 2151(a)(2)”; and 

(iii) by inserting “described in such sec- 
tion” after “joint professional military edu- 
cation’’; 

(C) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); 

(D) by inserting after subsection (c) the 
following new subsection (d): 

‘(d) CURRICULUM CONTENT FOR BUSINESS 
AND COMMERCIAL TRAINING.—The curriculum 
for Phase II joint professional military edu- 
cation described in section 2151(a)(3) of this 
title shall include such matters as the Sec- 
retary shall specify in connection with train- 
ing programs described in that section in 
order to satisfy requirements for successful 
performance in the acquisition or acquisi- 
tion-related field.’’; and 

(E) in subsection (e), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘(other than 
a service school described in section 
2151(b)(1)(E) of this title)” after “senior level 
service school’’. 
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(d) ACQUISITION-RELATED FUNCTIONS OF 
SERVICE CHIEFS.—Section 2547 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘this sub- 
section” the first place it appears and insert- 
ing “subsection (a)’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (c): 

““(c) ANNUAL REPORT ON PROMOTION RATES 
FOR OFFICERS IN ACQUISITION POSITIONS.—(1) 
Not later than January 1 each year, the 
Chief of Staff of the Army, the Chief of Naval 
Operations, the Chief of Staff of the Air 
Force, and the Commandant of the Marine 
Corps shall each submit to Congress a report 
on the promotion rates during the preceding 
fiscal year of officers who are serving in, or 
have served in, positions covered by chapter 
87 of this title, and officers who have been 
certified under that chapter, in the grades 
specified in paragraph (2). If promotion rates 
for any such grade of officers failed to meet 
objectives for the fiscal year concerned for 
promotion rates for such grade, the chief of 
the armed force concerned shall include in 
the report for such fiscal year information 
on such failure and on the actions taken or 
to be taken by such chief to prevent further 
such failures. 

“*(2) The grades specified in this paragraph 
are as follows: 

“(A) The grade of colonel (or captain, in 
the case of the Navy). 

““(B) The grade of lieutenant colonel (or 
commander, in the case of the Navy). 

““(C) The grade of major (or lieutenant 
commander, in the case of the Navy).”. 

SEC. 504. ENHANCED FLEXIBILITY FOR DETER- 
MINATION OF OFFICERS TO CON- 
TINUE ON ACTIVE DUTY AND FOR 
SELECTIVE EARLY RETIREMENT 
AND EARLY DISCHARGE. 

Section 638a(d)(2) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘officers con- 
sidered—” and all that follows and inserting 
“officers considered.”. 

SEC. 505. AUTHORITY TO DEFER UNTIL AGE 68 
MANDATORY RETIREMENT FOR AGE 
OF A GENERAL OR FLAG OFFICER 
SERVING AS CHIEF OR DEPUTY 
CHIEF OF CHAPLAINS OF THE ARMY, 
NAVY, OR AIR FORCE. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 1253 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

““(c) EXCEPTION FOR CHIEFS OF CHAPLAINS 
AND DEPUTY CHIEFS OF CHAPLAINS.—The Sec- 
retary of the military department concerned 
may defer the retirement under subsection 
(a) of an officer serving in a general or flag 
officer grade who is the Chief of Chaplains or 
Deputy Chief of Chaplains of that officer’s 
armed force. Such a deferment may not ex- 
tend beyond the first day of the month fol- 
lowing the month in which the officer be- 
comes 68 years of age.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) HEADING.—The heading of such section 
is amended by striking “exception” and in- 
serting “exceptions”. 

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec- 
tions at the beginning of chapter 63 of such 
title is amended in the item relating to sec- 
tion 1253 by striking “exception” and insert- 
ing “exceptions”. 

SEC. 506. REINSTATEMENT OF ENHANCED AU- 
THORITY FOR SELECTIVE EARLY 
DISCHARGE OF WARRANT OFFICERS. 

Section 580a of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking “Novem- 
ber 30, 1993, and ending on October 1, 1999” 
and inserting “October 1, 2015, and ending on 
October 1, 2019”; and 
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(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by striking paragraph (3); and 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively. 

SEC. 507. AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT WARRANT OF- 
FICER RETIRED GRADE DETERMINA- 
TIONS. 

Section 1371 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by inserting “highest” after “in the”; 
and 

(2) by striking “that he held on the day be- 
fore the date of his retirement, or in any 
higher warrant officer grade”. 

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management 

SEC. 511. AUTHORITY TO DESIGNATE CERTAIN 
RESERVE OFFICERS AS NOT TO BE 
CONSIDERED FOR SELECTION FOR 
PROMOTION. 

Section 14301 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

““(3) CERTAIN OFFICERS NOT To BE CONSID- 
ERED FOR SELECTION FOR PROMOTION.—The 
Secretary of the military department con- 
cerned may provide that an officer who is in 
an active status, but is in a duty status in 
which the only points the officer accrues 
under section 12732(a)(2) of this title are pur- 
suant to subparagraph (C)(i) of that section 
(relating to membership in a reserve compo- 
nent), shall not be considered for selection 
for promotion at any time the officer other- 
wise would be so considered. Any such officer 
may remain on the reserve active-status 
list.”. 

SEC. 512. CLARIFICATION OF PURPOSE OF RE- 
SERVE COMPONENT SPECIAL SELEC- 
TION BOARDS AS LIMITED TO COR- 
RECTION OF ERROR AT A MANDA- 
TORY PROMOTION BOARD. 

Section 14502(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘a selection board” and in- 
serting ‘‘a mandatory promotion board con- 
vened under section 14101(a) of this title”; 
and 

(B) in subparagraphs (A) and (B), by strik- 
ing “selection board” and inserting ‘‘manda- 
tory promotion board”; and 

(2) in the first sentence of paragraph (3), by 
striking ‘‘selection board” and inserting 
“mandatory promotion board”. 

SEC. 513. RECONCILIATION OF CONTRADICTORY 
PROVISIONS RELATING TO CITIZEN- 
SHIP QUALIFICATIONS FOR ENLIST- 
MENT IN THE RESERVE COMPO- 
NENTS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

Section 12102(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking paragraphs (1) 
and (2) and inserting the following new para- 
graphs: 

“*(1) that person has met the citizenship or 
residency requirements established in sec- 
tion 504(b)(1) of this title; or 

“*(2) that person is authorized to enlist by 
the Secretary concerned under section 
504(b)(2) of this title.”. 

SEC. 514. AUTHORITY FOR CERTAIN AIR FORCE 
RESERVE COMPONENT PERSONNEL 
TO PROVIDE TRAINING AND IN- 
STRUCTION REGARDING PILOT IN- 
STRUCTOR TRAINING. 

(a) AUTHORITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—During fiscal year 2016, 
the Secretary of the Air Force may author- 
ize personnel described in paragraph (2) to 
provide training and instruction regarding 
pilot instructor training to the following: 

(A) Members of the Armed Forces on active 
duty. 

(B) Members of foreign military forces who 
are in the United States. 
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(2) PERSONNEL.—The personnel described in 
this paragraph are the following: 

(A) Members of the reserve components of 
the Air Force on active Guard and Reserve 
duty (as that term is defined in section 101(d) 
of title 10, United States Code) who are not 
otherwise authorized to conduct the training 
described in paragraph (1) due to the limita- 
tions in section 10216 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(B) Members of the Air Force who are mili- 
tary technicians (dual status) who are not 
otherwise authorized to conduct the training 
described in paragraph (1) due to the limita- 
tions in section 328(b) of title 32, United 
States Code 

(3) LIMITATION.—The total number of per- 
sonnel described in paragraph (2) who may 
provide training and instruction under the 
authority in paragraph (1) at any one time 
may not exceed 50. 

(4) FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT.—Members of 
the uniformed services described in para- 
graph (2) who provide training and instruc- 
tion pursuant to the authority in paragraph 
(1) shall be covered by the Federal Tort 
Claims Act for purposes of any claim arising 
from the employment of such individuals 
under that authority. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Air Force shall submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report setting forth a plan to eliminate pilot 
instructor shortages within the Air Force 
using authorities available to the Secretary 
under current law. 

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities 

SEC. 521. DUTY REQUIRED FOR ELIGIBILITY FOR 
PRESEPARATION COUNSELING FOR 
MEMBERS BEING DISCHARGED OR 
RELEASED FROM ACTIVE DUTY. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR 180 CONTINUOUS DAYS 
OF ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE FOR ELIGIBILITY.— 
Subparagraph (A) of section 1142(a)(4) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by insert- 
ing “continuous” after “first 180”. 

(b) EXCLUSION OF TRAINING FROM PERIODS 
OF ACTIVE DUTY.—Such section is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

““(C) For purposes of subparagraph (A), the 
term ‘active duty’ does not include full-time 
training duty, annual training duty, and at- 
tendance, while in the active military serv- 
ice, at a school designated as a service school 
by law or by the Secretary of the military 
department concerned.”. 

SEC. 522. EXPANSION OF PILOT PROGRAMS ON 
CAREER FLEXIBILITY TO ENHANCE 
RETENTION OF MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

Section 533 of the Duncan Hunter National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2009 (10 U.S.C. prec. 701 note) is amended by 
striking subsections (b) and (c). 

SEC. 523. SENSE OF SENATE ON DEVELOPMENT 


OF GENDER-NEUTRAL OCCUPA- 
TIONAL STANDARDS FOR OCCUPA- 
TIONAL ASSIGNMENTS IN THE 


ARMED FORCES. 

(a) FINDING.—The Senate remains inter- 
ested in the integration of women into the 
combat arms of the Armed Forces and the 
development of gender-neutral occupational 
standards for occupational assignments in 
the Armed Forces. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the development of gender-neutral oc- 
cupational standards is vital in determining 
the occupational assignments of all members 
of the Armed Forces; 

(2) studies being conducted by the Armed 
Forces are important to the development of 
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these standards and should incorporate the 
best scientific practices available; and 

(3) the Armed Forces should consider such 
studies on these standards carefully in order 
to ensure that— 

(A) such studies do not result in unneces- 
sary barriers to service in the Armed Forces; 
and 

(B) all decisions on occupational assign- 
ments in the Armed Forces— 

(i) are based on an objective analysis of the 
tasks required to perform the occupational 
assignment concerned; and 

(ii) do not negatively impact the required 
combat capabilities of the Armed Forces, in- 
cluding units whose primary mission is to 
engage in direct combat at the tactical level. 
Subtitle D—Member Education and Training 

PART I—EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE 
REFORM 
SEC. 531. LIMITATION ON TUITION ASSISTANCE 
FOR OFF-DUTY TRAINING OR EDU- 
CATION. 

Section 2007(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘, but only if 
the Secretary determines that such edu- 
cation or training is likely to contribute to 
the member’s professional development” 
after ‘‘during the member’s off-duty peri- 
ods”. 

SEC. 532. TERMINATION OF PROGRAM OF EDU- 
CATIONAL ASSISTANCE FOR RE- 
SERVE COMPONENT MEMBERS SUP- 
PORTING CONTINGENCY OPER- 
ATIONS AND OTHER OPERATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1607 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$ 16167. Sunset 

““(a) SUNSET.—The authority to provide 
educational assistance under this chapter 
shall terminate on the date that is four 
years after the date of the enactment of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2016. 

““(b) LIMITATION ON PROVISION OF ASSIST- 
ANCE PENDING SUNSET.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of this chapter, during 
the period beginning on the date of the en- 
actment of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2016 and ending on 
the date that is four years after the date of 
the enactment of that Act, educational as- 
sistance may be provided under this chapter 
only to a member otherwise eligible for edu- 
cational assistance under this chapter who 
received educational assistance under this 
chapter for a course of study at an edu- 
cational institution for the enrollment pe- 
riod at the educational institution that im- 
mediately preceded the date of the enact- 
ment of that Act.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 1607 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘16167. Sunset.”. 

SEC. 533. REPORTS ON EDUCATIONAL LEVELS AT- 
TAINED BY CERTAIN MEMBERS OF 
THE ARMED FORCES AT TIME OF 
SEPARATION FROM THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORTS REQUIRED.—Each Sec- 
retary concerned shall submit to Congress 
each year a report on the educational levels 
attained by members of the Armed Forces 
described in subsection (b) under the juris- 
diction of such Secretary who separated 
from the Armed Forces during the preceding 
year. 

(b) COVERED MEMBERS.—The members of 
the Armed Forces described in this sub- 
section are members of the Armed Forces 
who transferred unused education benefits to 
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family members pursuant to section 3319 of 
title 38, United States Code, while serving as 
members of the Armed Forces. 

(c) SECRETARY CONCERNED DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term “Secretary concerned” 
has the meaning given that term in section 
101 of title 38, United States Code. 

SEC. 534. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON TRANSFER- 
ABILITY OF UNUSED EDUCATION 
BENEFITS TO FAMILY MEMBERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—It is the sense of Congress 
that each Secretary concerned should— 

(1) exercise the authority in section 3319(a) 
of title 38, United States Code, relating to 
the transferability of unused education bene- 
fits to family members, in a manner that en- 
courages the retention of individuals in the 
Armed Forces; and 

(2) be more selective in permitting such 
transferability. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
“Armed Forces” and “Secretary concerned” 
have the meaning given such terms in sec- 
tion 101 of title 38, United States Code. 

SEC. 535. NO ENTITLEMENT TO UNEMPLOYMENT 
INSURANCE WHILE RECEIVING 
POST-9/11 EDUCATION ASSISTANCE. 

Section 8525(b) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “or” after 
the semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(3) an educational assistance allowance 
under chapter 33 of title 38.”. 

PART II—OTHER MATTERS 
SEC. 536. REPEAL OF STATUTORY SPECIFICATION 
OF MINIMUM DURATION OF IN-RESI- 
DENT INSTRUCTION FOR COURSES 
OF INSTRUCTION OFFERED AS PART 
OF PHASE II JOINT PROFESSIONAL 
MILITARY EDUCATION. 

(a) REPEAL OF STATUTORY REQUIREMENT 
FOR IN-RESIDENT INSTRUCTION.—Section 
2154(a)(2)(A) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘taught in residence 
at” and inserting “offered through”. 

(b) REPEAL OF STATUTORY DURATIONAL 
MINIMUM.— 

(1) REPEAL.—Section 2156 of such title is 
repealed. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 107 of 
such title amended by striking the item re- 
lating to section 2156. 

SEC. 537. QUALITY ASSURANCE OF CERTIFI- 
CATION PROGRAMS AND STAND- 
ARDS FOR PROFESSIONAL CREDEN- 
TIALS OBTAINED BY MEMBERS OF 
THE ARMED FORCES. 

Section 2015 of title 10, United States Code, 
as amended by section 551 of the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
(Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3376), is further 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (c): 

“(c) QUALITY ASSURANCE OF CERTIFICATION 
PROGRAMS AND STANDARDS.—(1) Commencing 
not later than three years after the date of 
the enactment of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016, each 
Secretary concerned shall ensure that any 
credentialing program used in connection 
with the program under subsection (a) is ac- 
credited by an accreditation body that meets 
the requirements specified in paragraph (2). 

“(2) The requirements for accreditation 
bodies specified in this paragraph are re- 
quirements that an accreditation body— 
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“(A) be an independent body that has in 
place mechanisms to ensure objectivity and 
impartiality in its accreditation activities; 

“(B) meet a recognized national or inter- 
national standard that directs its policy and 
procedures regarding accreditation; 

““(C) apply a recognized national or inter- 
national certification standard in making its 
accreditation decisions regarding certifi- 
cation bodies and programs; 

““(D) conduct on-site visits, as applicable, 
to verify the documents and records sub- 
mitted by credentialing bodies for accredita- 
tion; 

““(E) have in place policies and procedures 
to ensure due process when addressing com- 
plaints and appeals regarding its accredita- 
tion activities; 

“(F) conduct regular training to ensure 
consistent and reliable decisions among re- 
viewers conducting accreditations; and 

“(G) meet such other criteria as the Sec- 
retary concerned considers appropriate in 
order to ensure quality in its accreditation 
activities.”. 

SEC. 538. SUPPORT FOR ATHLETIC PROGRAMS 
OF THE UNITED STATES MILITARY 
ACADEMY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 403 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$ 4362. Support of athletic and physical fit- 
ness programs 

““(a) AUTHORITY.— 

““(1) CONTRACTS AND COOPERATIVE AGREE- 
MENTS.—The Secretary of the Army may 
enter into contracts and cooperative agree- 
ments with the Army West Point Athletic 
Association for the purpose of supporting the 
athletic and physical fitness programs of the 
Academy. Notwithstanding section 2304(k) of 
this title, the Secretary may enter such con- 
tracts or cooperative agreements on a sole 
source basis pursuant to section 2304(c)(5) of 
this title. Notwithstanding chapter 63 of 
title 31, a cooperative agreement under this 
section may be used to acquire property or 
services for the direct benefit or use of the 
Academy. 

‘(2) FINANCIAL CONTROLS.—(A) Before en- 
tering into a contract or cooperative agree- 
ment under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall ensure that such contract or agreement 
includes appropriate financial controls to ac- 
count for Academy and Association re- 
sources in accordance with accepted ac- 
counting principles. 

“(B) Any such contract or cooperative 
agreement shall contain a provision that al- 
lows the Secretary, at the Secretary’s discre- 
tion, to review the financial accounts of the 
Association to determine whether the oper- 
ations of the Association— 

““(i) are consistent with the terms of the 
contract or cooperative agreement; and 

“(ii) will not compromise the integrity or 
appearance of integrity of any program of 
the Department of the Army. 

“(3) LEASES.—Section 2667(h) of this title 
shall not apply to any leases the Secretary 
may enter into with the Association for the 
purpose of supporting the athletic and phys- 
ical fitness programs of the Academy. 

““(b) SUPPORT SERVICES.— 

““(1) AUTHORITY.—To the extent required by 
a contract or cooperative agreement under 
subsection (a), the Secretary may provide 
support services to the Association while the 
Association conducts its support activities 
at the Academy. The Secretary may provide 
support services described in paragraph (2) 
only if the Secretary determines that the 
provision of such services is essential for the 
support of the athletic and physical fitness 
programs of the Academy. 
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““(2) SUPPORT SERVICES DEFINED.—(A) In 
this subsection, the term ‘support services’ 
includes utilities, office furnishings and 
equipment, communications services, 
records staging and archiving, audio and 
video support, and security systems in con- 
junction with the leasing or licensing of 
property. 

““(B) Such term includes— 

““(i) housing for Association personnel on 
United States Army Garrison, West Point, 
New York; and 

““(ii) enrollment of dependents of Associa- 
tion personnel in elementary and secondary 
schools under the same criteria applied to 
dependents of Federal employees under sec- 
tion 2164(a) of this title, except that edu- 
cational services provided pursuant to this 
clause shall be provided on a reimbursable 
basis. 

‘(3) NO LIABILITY OF THE UNITED STATES.— 
Any such support services may only be pro- 
vided without any liability of the United 
States to the Association. 

““(c) ACCEPTANCE OF SUPPORT.— 

‘(1) SUPPORT RECEIVED FROM THE ASSOCIA- 
TION.—Notwithstanding section 1342 of title 
31, the Secretary may accept from the Asso- 
ciation funds, supplies, and services for the 
support of the athletic and physical fitness 
programs of the Academy. For the purposes 
of this section, employees or personnel of the 
Association may not be considered to be em- 
ployees of the United States. 

“*(2) FUNDS RECEIVED FROM NCAA.—The Sec- 
retary may accept funds from the National 
Collegiate Athletic Association to support 
the athletic and physical fitness programs of 
the Academy. 

““(3) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall en- 
sure that contributions under this sub- 
section and expenditure of funds pursuant to 
subsection (e) do not reflect unfavorably on 
the ability of the Department of the Army, 
any of its employees, or any member of the 
armed forces to carry out any responsibility 
or duty in a fair and objective manner, or 
compromise the integrity or appearance of 
integrity of any program of the Department 
of the Army, or any individual involved in 
such a program. 

““(d) TRADEMARKS AND SERVICE MARKS.— 

““(1) LICENSING, MARKETING, AND SPONSOR- 
SHIP AGREEMENTS.—An agreement under sub- 
section (a) may, consistent with section 2260 
of this title (other than subsection (d) of 
such section), authorize the Association to 
enter into licensing, marketing, and sponsor- 
ship agreements relating to trademarks and 
service marks identifying the Academy, sub- 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Army. 

“(2) LIMITATIONS.—No licensing, mar- 
keting, or sponsorship agreement may be en- 
tered into under paragraph (1) if— 

““(A) such agreement would reflect unfavor- 
ably on the ability of the Department of the 
Army, any of its employees, or any member 
of the armed forces to carry out any respon- 
sibility or duty in a fair and objective man- 
ner; or 

““(B) the Secretary determines that the use 
of the trademark or service mark would 
compromise the integrity or appearance of 
integrity of any program of the Department 
of the Army, or any individual involved in 
such a program. 

““(e) RETENTION AND USE OF FUNDS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Any funds received by 
the Secretary under this section other than 
money rentals received for property leased 
pursuant to section 2667 of this title shall be 
used by the Academy for one or more of the 
following purposes: 
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“(A) To benefit participating cadets. 

““(B) To enhance the ability of the Acad- 
emy to compete against other colleges and 
universities. 

“(2) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) shall remain avail- 
able until expended. 

““(f) SERVICE ON ASSOCIATION BOARD OF DI- 
RECTORS.—The Association is a designated 
entity for which authorization under sec- 
tions 1033(a) and 1589(a) of this title may be 
provided. 

““(g) CONDITIONS.—The authority provided 
in this section with respect to the Associa- 
tion is available only so long as the Associa- 
tion continues— 

“(1) to qualify as a nonprofit organization 
under section 501(c)(8) of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 and operates in accordance 
with this section, the law of the State of New 
York, and the constitution and bylaws of the 
Association; and 

“*(2) to operate exclusively to support the 
athletic and physical fitness programs of the 
Academy. 

““(h) ASSOCIATION DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term ‘Association’ means the Army West 
Point Athletic Association.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 403 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘4362. Support of athletic and physical fit- 
ness programs.”. 
SEC. 539. ONLINE ACCESS TO THE HIGHER EDU- 
CATION COMPONENT OF THE TRAN- 
SITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) NOTICE TO PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS OF 
AVAILABILITY OF COMPONENT ONLINE 
THROUGH THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—If a 
member of the Armed Forces, veteran, or de- 
pendent requests a certificate of eligibility 
from the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
prove the eligibility of the member, veteran, 
or dependent, as the case may be, for edu- 
cational assistance under chapter 33 of title 
38, United States Code, the Secretary shall 
notify the member, veteran, or dependent of 
the availability of the higher education com- 
ponent of the Transition Assistance Program 
(TAP) on the Transition GPS Standalone 
Training Internet website of the Department 
of Defense. 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF COMPONENT ONLINE 
THROUGH THE DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF- 
FAIRS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall, in collaboration with the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs, assess the feasibility of— 

(A) providing access for veterans and de- 
pendents to the higher education component 
of the Transition Assistance Program on the 
eBenefits Internet website of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs; and 

(B) tracking the completion of that compo- 
nent through that Internet website. 

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to Congress a report 
setting forth a description of the cost and 
length of time required to provide access and 
begin tracking completion of the higher edu- 
cation component of the Transition Assist- 
ance Program as described in paragraph (1). 

Subtitle E—Military Justice 
SEC. 546. MODIFICATION OF RULE 304 OF THE 
MILITARY RULES OF EVIDENCE RE- 
LATING TO THE CORROBORATION 
OF A CONFESSION OR ADMISSION. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, Rule 304(c) of the 
Military Rules of Evidence shall be modified 
as follows: 

(1) To provide that an admission or a con- 
fession of the accused may be considered as 
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evidence against the accused on the question 
of guilt or innocence only if independent evi- 
dence, either direct or circumstantial, has 
been admitted into evidence which would 
tend to establish the trustworthiness of the 
admission or confession. 

(2) To provide that not every element or 
fact contained in the admission or confession 
must be independently proven for the admis- 
sion or confession to be admitted into evi- 
dence in its entirety. 

(3) To strike the rule that if independent 
evidence raises an inference of the truth of 
some but not all of the essential facts admit- 
ted, the confession or admission may be con- 
sidered as evidence against the accused only 
with respect to those essential facts stated 
in the confession or admission that are cor- 
roborated by the independent evidence. 

(4) With respect to the quantum of evi- 
dence needed to establish corroboration, to 
provide that the independent evidence need 
raise only an inference of the truth of the ad- 
mission or confession. 

SEC. 547. MODIFICATION OF RULE 104 OF THE 
RULES FOR COURTS-MARTIAL TO ES- 
TABLISH CERTAIN PROHIBITIONS 
CONCERNING EVALUATIONS OF SPE- 
CIAL VICTIMS' COUNSEL. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, Rule 104(b) of the 
Rules for Courts-Martial shall be modified to 
provide that the prohibitions concerning 
evaluations established by that Rule shall 
apply to the giving of a less favorable rating 
or evaluation to any member of the Armed 
Forces serving as a Special Victims’ Counsel 
because of the zeal with which such counsel 
represented a victim. 

SEC. 548. RIGHT OF VICTIMS OF OFFENSES 
UNDER THE UNIFORM CODE OF 
MILITARY JUSTICE TO TIMELY DIS- 
CLOSURE OF CERTAIN MATERIALS 
AND INFORMATION IN CONNECTION 
WITH PROSECUTION OF OFFENSES. 

Section 806b(a) of title 10, United States 
Code (article 6b(a) of the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice), is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(8) as paragraphs (4) through (9), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (3): 

“(3) The right to the timely disclosure by 
trial counsel to the victim (or the Special 
Victims’ Counsel of the victim if the victim 
is so represented) of the following: 

“(A) Any charges and specifications re- 
lated to the offense. 

““(B) Any motions filed by trial counsel or 
defense counsel in connection with the 
court-martial of the offense, unless other- 
wise protected from disclosure. 

““(C) All statements by the accused related 
to the offense. 

“(D) Any statement by the victim in con- 
nection with the offense that is in the pos- 
session of the government. 

““(E) Any portions relating to the victim in 
any report of an investigation of the offense 
that is in the possession of the government. 

““(F) In the event the staff judge advocate 
advises pursuant to section 834 of this title 
(article 34) that any charge or specification 
in connection with the offense not be re- 
ferred for trial, the advice making such rec- 
ommendation, with such advice to be so pro- 
vided before the convening authority acts on 
the advice.”. 

SEC. 549. ENFORCEMENT OF CERTAIN CRIME 
VICTIMS’ RIGHTS BY THE COURT OF 
CRIMINAL APPEALS. 

Section 806b of title 10, United States Code 
(article 6b of the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice), is amended— 
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(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (d): 

““(d) ENFORCEMENT OF CERTAIN RIGHTS BY 
COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS.—(1)(A) If the 
victim of an offense under this chapter be- 
lieves that a preliminary hearing ruling 
under section 882 of this title (article 32), or 
a court-martial ruling, violates the victim’s 
rights afforded by a section (article) or rule 
specified in paragraph (2), the victim may 
file an interlocutory appeal of such ruling by 
petitioning the Court of Criminal Appeals for 
an order to require the judge advocate con- 
ducting such preliminary hearing, or the 
court-martial, as the case may be, to comply 
with the section (article) or rule, as applica- 
ble. 

“(B) A victim of an offense under this 
chapter who is subject to an order to submit 
to a deposition notwithstanding the fact 
that the victim shall be available to testify 
at the court-martial of the offense may file 
an interlocutory appeal of such order by pe- 
titioning the Court of Criminal Appeals for 
an order to quash such order. 

““(C) The Court of Criminal Appeals shall 
provide a de novo review of the question or 
questions raised by a petition filed under 
this paragraph. A single judge or panel of 
judges shall take up and decide the petition 
within 72 hours after the petition is filed. 

““(2) Paragraph (1)(A) applies with respect 
to the protections afforded by the following: 

““(A) This section (article). 

““(B) Military Rule of Evidence 412, relating 
to the admission of evidence regarding a vic- 
tim’s sexual background. 

““(C) Military Rule of Evidence 518, relating 
to the psychotherapist-patient privilege. 

““(D) Military Rule of Evidence 514, relat- 
ing to the victim advocate-victim privilege. 

““(E) Military Rule of Evidence 615, relating 
to the exclusion of witnesses. 

“*(3) The proceedings of a preliminary hear- 
ing under section 832 of this title (article 32), 
or a court-martial, may not be stayed or sub- 
ject to a continuance of more than five days 
for purposes of enforcing this subsection. If 
the Court of Criminal Appeals denies the re- 
lief sought, the reasons for the denial shall 
be clearly stated on the record in a written 
opinion.”. 

SEC. 550. RELEASE TO VICTIMS UPON REQUEST 
OF COMPLETE RECORD OF PRO- 
CEEDINGS AND TESTIMONY OF 


COURTS-MARTIAL IN CASES IN 
WHICH SENTENCES ADJUDGED 
COULD INCLUDE PUNITIVE DIS- 


CHARGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 854(e) of title 10, 
United States Code (article 54(e) of the Uni- 
form Code of Military Justice), is amended— 

(1) by inserting “(1)” after “(e)”; 

(2) in paragraph (1), as so designated, by in- 
serting “or the victim requests such 
records” before the period at the end of the 
first sentence; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘“(2) In the case of a general or special 
court-martial involving an offense (other 
than an offense covered by paragraph (1)) for 
which the sentence as adjudged could include 
punitive discharge from the armed forces, a 
copy of all prepared records of the pro- 
ceedings of the court-martial shall be given 
to the victim of the offense if the victim re- 
quests such records. 

“(3) Records given to a victim under this 
subsection at the request of the victim in a 
case where the court-martial concerned re- 
sulted in the acquittal of the accused may 
include restrictions on release or use of such 
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records or information in such records in 

order to protect the privacy or other inter- 

ests of the accused.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
shall apply with respect to courts-martial 
first convened on or after that date. 

SEC. 551. REPRESENTATION AND ASSISTANCE OF 
VICTIMS BY SPECIAL VICTIMS’ 
COUNSEL IN QUESTIONING BY MILI- 
TARY CRIMINAL INVESTIGATORS. 

Section 1044e(f) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

“(3K(A) In carrying out paragraph (1), a 
military criminal investigator seeking to 
question an individual eligible for the assist- 
ance of a Special Victims’ Counsel under this 
section shall inform the individual of the in- 
dividual’s right to be represented by a Spe- 
cial Victims’ Counsel in connection with 
such questioning. 

“(B) If an individual described in subpara- 
graph (A) requests representation by a Spe- 
cial Victims’ Counsel in connection with 
questioning described in that subparagraph— 

““(i) a Special Victims’ Counsel shall rep- 
resent and assist the individual during and 
in connection with such questioning; 

“(ii) the military criminal investigator 
shall contact and question the individual 
only through the Special Victims’ Counsel 
representing the individual; and 

““(iii) the military criminal investigation 
may not contact or question the individual 
without the consent of such Special Victims” 
Counsel. 

““(C) Nothing in this paragraph confers any 
right on an accused under investigation. 

“(D) A violation of this paragraph shall 
not be a basis for the suppression of any 
statement of an individual described in sub- 
paragraph (A), or derivative evidence of such 
a statement, in a proceeding against a per- 
son accused with committing an offense 
against such individual.”. 

SEC. 552. AUTHORITY OF SPECIAL VICTIMS’ 
COUNSEL TO PROVIDE LEGAL CON- 
SULTATION AND ASSISTANCE IN 
CONNECTION WITH VARIOUS GOV- 
ERNMENT PROCEEDINGS. 

Section 1044e(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (9) as para- 
graph (10); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (9): 

““(9) Legal consultation and assistance in 
connection with— 

“(A) any complaint against the Govern- 
ment, including an allegation under review 
by an inspector general and a complaint re- 
garding equal employment opportunities; 

““(B) any request to the Government for in- 
formation, including a request under section 
552a of title 5 (commonly referred to as a 
"Freedom of Information Act request’); and 

“(C) any correspondence or other commu- 
nications with Congress.”. 

SEC. 553. ENHANCEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY 
OF RESTRICTED REPORTING OF 
SEXUAL ASSAULT IN THE MILITARY. 

(a) PREEMPTION OF STATE LAW TO ENSURE 
CONFIDENTIALITY OF REPORTING.—Subsection 
(b) of section 1565b of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

““(3) In the case of information disclosed 
pursuant to paragraph (1), any State law or 
regulation that would require an individual 
specified in paragraph (2) to disclose the per- 
sonally identifiable information of the adult 
victim or alleged perpetrator of the sexual 
assault to a State or local law enforcement 
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agency shall not apply, except when report- 
ing is necessary to prevent or mitigate a se- 
rious and imminent threat to the health or 
safety of an individual.”. 

(b) CLARIFICATION OF SCOPE.—Paragraph (1) 
of such subsection is amended by striking “a 
dependent” and inserting “an adult depend- 
ent”. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—Such section is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

““(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) SEXUAL ASSAULT.—The term ‘sexual 
assault” includes the offenses of rape, sexual 
assault, forcible sodomy, aggravated sexual 
contact, abusive sexual contact, and at- 
tempts to commit such offenses, as punish- 
able under applicable Federal or State law. 

(2) STATE.—The term ‘State’ includes the 
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, and any territory 
or possession of the United States.”. 

SEC. 554. ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICE OF COM- 
PLEX INVESTIGATIONS WITHIN THE 
NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1101 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 


“$ 10509. Office of Complex Investigations 


““(a) IN GENERAL.—There is in the National 
Guard Bureau an Office of Complex Inves- 
tigations (in this section referred to as the 
‘Office’) under the authority, direction, and 
control of the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau. 

‘(b) DISPOSITION AND FUNCTIONS.—The Of- 
fice shall be organized, trained, equipped, 
and managed to conduct administrative in- 
vestigations in order to assist the States in 
the organization, maintenance, and oper- 
ation of the National Guard as follows: 

“(1) In investigations of allegations of sex- 
ual assault involving members of the Na- 
tional Guard. 

“*(2) In Investigations in circumstances in- 
volving members of the National Guard in 
which other law enforcement agencies within 
the Department of Defense do not have, or 
have limited, jurisdiction or authority to in- 
vestigate. 

““(3) In investigations in such other cir- 
cumstances involving members of the Na- 
tional Guard as the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau may direct. 

““(C) SCOPE OF INVESTIGATIVE AUTHORITY.— 
Individuals performing investigations de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(1) are authorized— 

““(1) to have access to all records, reports, 
audits, reviews, documents, papers, rec- 
ommendations, or other material available 
to the applicable establishment which relate 
to programs and operations with respect to 
the National Guard; and 

“*(2) to request such information or assist- 
ance as may be necessary for carrying out 
those duties from any Federal, State, or 
local governmental agency or unit thereof.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 1101 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘10509. Office of Complex Investigations.”. 

SEC. 555. MODIFICATION OF DEADLINE FOR ES- 
TABLISHMENT OF DEFENSE ADVI- 
SORY COMMITTEE ON INVESTIGA- 
TION, PROSECUTION, AND DEFENSE 
OF SEXUAL ASSAULT IN THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

Section 546(a)(2) of the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3374; 10 U.S.C. 1561 
note) is amended by striking “not later 
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than” and all that follows and inserting “not 

later than 90 days after the date of the enact- 

ment of the National Defense Authorization 

Act for Fiscal Year 2016.”. 

SEC. 556. COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES REPORTS ON PRE- 
VENTION AND RESPONSE TO SEX- 
UAL ASSAULT BY THE ARMY NA- 
TIONAL GUARD AND THE ARMY RE- 
SERVE. 

(a) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than April 1, 
2016, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall submit to Congress a report on 
the preliminary assessment of the Comp- 
troller General (made pursuant to a review 
conducted by the Comptroller General for 
purposes of this section) of the extent to 
which the Army National Guard and the 
Army Reserve— 

(1) have in place policies and programs to 
prevent and respond to incidents of sexual 
assault involving members of the Army Na- 
tional Guard or the Army Reserve, as appli- 
cable; 

(2) provide medical and mental health care 
services to members of the Army National 
Guard or the Army Reserve, as applicable, 
following a sexual assault; and 

(3) have identified whether the nature of 
service in the Army National Guard or the 
Army Reserve, as the case may be, poses 
challenges to the prevention of or response 
to sexual assault. 

(b) ADDITIONAL REPORTS.—If after submit- 
ting the report required by subsection (a) the 
Comptroller General makes additional as- 
sessments as a result of the review described 
in that subsection, the Comptroller General 
shall submit to Congress such reports on 
such additional assessments as the Comp- 
troller General considers appropriate. 

SEC. 557. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE SERVICE 
OF MILITARY FAMILIES AND ON SEN- 
TENCING RETIREMENT-ELIGIBLE 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Military families serve alongside their 
member of the Armed Forces, enduring hard- 
ships, lending support, and contributing to 
the member’s career. These family members 
endure frequent moves, long periods of sepa- 
ration, and other unique hardships associ- 
ated with military life. 

(2) Innocent family members are some- 
times inadvertently punished when the mem- 
ber they depend on forfeits retirement ben- 
efit eligibility due to a court-martial sen- 
tence. 

(3) When a retirement-eligible member for- 
feits retirement eligibility, that member's 
innocent family members lose the security 
of benefits they had planned for and helped 
earn. 

(4) Military juries may choose to impose 
unjustly light sentences on convicted mem- 
bers out of concern for the innocent family 
members when a just sentence would require 
stripping the member of retirement eligi- 
bility. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress— 

(1) that military juries should not face the 
difficult choice between imposing a fair sen- 
tence or protecting the benefits of a member 
of the Armed Forces for the sake of innocent 
family members; 

(2) that innocent military family members 
of retirement-eligible members should not be 
made to forgo benefits they have sacrificed 
for and helped to earn; and 

(3) to welcome the opportunity to work 
with the Department of Defense to develop 
the necessary laws and regulations to im- 
prove the military justice system and to pro- 
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tect the benefits that military families have 
helped earn. 

Subtitle F—Defense Dependents Education 

and Military Family Readiness 
SEC. 561. CONTINUATION OF AUTHORITY TO AS- 
SIST LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN- 
CIES THAT BENEFIT DEPENDENTS 
OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES. 

(a) ASSISTANCE TO SCHOOLS WITH SIGNIFI- 
CANT NUMBERS OF MILITARY DEPENDENT STU- 
DENTS.—Of the amount authorized to be ap- 
propriated for fiscal year 2016 by section 301 
and available for operation and maintenance 
for Defense-wide activities as specified in the 
funding table in section 4301, $25,000,000 shall 
be available only for the purpose of providing 
assistance to local educational agencies 
under subsection (a) of section 572 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2006 (Public Law 109-163; 20 U.S.C. 
7703b). 

(b) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY DEFINED.— 
In this section, the term “local educational 
agency” has the meaning given that term in 
section 8013(9) of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7713(9)). 

SEC. 562. IMPACT AID FOR CHILDREN WITH SE- 
VERE DISABILITIES. 

Of the amount authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 pursuant to sec- 
tion 301 and available for operation and 
maintenance for Defense-wide activities as 
specified in the funding table in section 4801, 
$5,000,000 shall be available for payments 
under section 363 of the Floyd D. Spence Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public Law 
106-398; 114 Stat. 1654A—77; 20 U.S.C. 7703a). 
SEC. 563. AUTHORITY TO USE APPROPRIATED 

FUNDS TO SUPPORT DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE STUDENT MEAL PRO- 
GRAMS IN DOMESTIC DEPENDENT 
ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY 
SCHOOLS LOCATED OUTSIDE THE 
UNITED STATES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 2243 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) by striking “the defense dependents’ 
education system’’ and inserting ‘‘overseas 
defense dependents’ schools”; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘students enrolled in that 
system” and inserting “students enrolled in 
such a school’’; 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘Depart- 
ment of Defense dependents’ schools which 
are located outside the United States” and 
inserting ‘‘overseas defense dependents’ 
schools’’; and 

(8) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(e) OVERSEAS DEFENSE DEPENDENTS’ 
SCHOOL DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘overseas defense dependents’ school’ means 
the following: 

“*(1) A school established as part of the de- 
fense dependents’ education system provided 
for under the Defense Dependents’ Education 
Act of 1978 (20 U.S.C. 921 et seq.). 

““(2) An elementary or secondary school es- 
tablished pursuant to section 2164 of this 
title that is located in a territory, common- 
wealth, or possession of the United States.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) HEADING AMENDMENT.—The heading of 
such section is amended by inserting ‘‘de- 
fense” after ““overseas”. 

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec- 
tions at the beginning of subchapter I of 
chapter 134 of such title is amended in the 
item relating to section 2243 by inserting 
“defense” after ““overseas”. 
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SEC. 564. BIENNIAL SURVEYS OF MILITARY DE- 
PENDENTS ON MILITARY FAMILY 
READINESS MATTERS. 

(a) BIENNIAL SURVEYS REQUIRED.—The Di- 
rector of the Office of Family Policy of the 
Department of Defense shall undertake every 
other year a survey of adult dependents of 
members of the Armed Forces on the mat- 
ters specified in subsection (b). Participation 
by dependents in the survey shall be vol- 
untary. 

(b) MATTERS.—The matters specified in 
this subsection are the following: 

(1) Mental health of dependents of mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces. 

(2) Incidence of suicide and suicidal idea- 
tion among dependents of members of the 
Armed Forces. 

(3) Incidence of divorce among dependents 
of members of the Armed Forces. 

(4) Incidence of spousal abuse, child abuse, 
sexual assault, and harassment among de- 
pendents of members of the Armed Forces. 

(5) Financial health and financial literacy 
of military families. 

(6) Employment and education of depend- 
ents of members of the Armed Forces. 

(7) Adequacy and availability of child care 
for dependents of members of the Armed 
Forces. 

(8) Quality of programs for military fami- 
lies. 

(9) Such other matters relating to military 
family readiness as the Director considers 
appropriate. 

Subtitle G—Miscellaneous Reporting 
Requirements 

SEC. 571. EXTENSION OF SEMIANNUAL REPORTS 
ON THE INVOLUNTARY SEPARATION 
OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

Section 525(a) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public 
Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1724) is amended by 
striking “calendar years 2013 and 2014” and 
“each of calendar years 2013 through 2017”. 
SEC. 572. REMOTELY PILOTED AIRCRAFT CA- 

REER FIELD MANNING SHORTFALLS. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to 
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise 
made available for fiscal year 2016 for oper- 
ation and maintenance for the Office of the 
Secretary of the Air Force, not more than 85 
percent may be obligated or expended until a 
period of 15 days has elapsed following the 
date on which the Secretary of the Air Force 
submits to the congressional defense com- 
mittees the report described in subsection 
(b). 
(b) REPORT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Air Force shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port on remotely piloted aircraft career field 
manning levels and actions the Air Force 
will take to rectify personnel shortfalls. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) A description of current and projected 
manning requirements and inventory levels 
for remotely piloted aircraft systems. 

(B) A description of rated and non-rated of- 
ficer and enlisted manning policies for au- 
thorization and inventory levels in effect for 
remotely piloted aircraft systems and units, 
to include whether remotely piloted aircraft 
duty is considered as a permanent Air Force 
Specialty Code or treated as an ancillary sin- 
gle assignment duty, and if both are used, 
the division of authorizations between per- 
manently assigned personnel and those who 
will return to a different primary career 
field. 
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(C) Comparisons to other Air Force 
manned combat aircraft systems and units 
with respect to personnel policies, manpower 
authorization levels, and projected personnel 
inventory. 

(D) Identification and assessment of miti- 
gation actions to increase unit manning lev- 
els, including recruitment and retention bo- 
nuses, incentive pay, use of enlisted per- 
sonnel, and increased weighting to remotely 
piloted aircraft personnel on promotion 
boards, and to ensure the school house for re- 
motely piloted aircraft personnel is suffi- 
cient to meet increased manning demands. 

(E) Analysis demonstrating the require- 
ments determination for how remotely pi- 
loted aircraft pilot and sensor operators are 
selected, including whether individuals are 
prior rated or non-rated qualified, what pre- 
requisite training or experience is necessary, 
and required and types of basic and advanced 
qualification training for each mission de- 
sign series of remotely piloted aircraft in the 
Air Force inventory. 

(F) Recommendations for changes to exist- 
ing legislation required to implement miti- 
gation actions. 

(G) An assessment of the authorization lev- 
els of government civilian and contractor 
support required for sufficiency of remotely 
piloted aircraft career field manning. 

(H) A description and associated timeline 
of actions the Air Force will take to increase 
remotely piloted aircraft career field man- 
power authorizations and manning levels to 
at least the equal of the normative levels of 
manning and readiness of all other combat 
aircraft career fields. 

(I) A description of any other matters con- 
cerning remotely piloted aircraft career field 
manning levels the Secretary of the Air 
Force determines to be appropriate. 

(3) FORM.—The report required under para- 
graph (1) may be submitted in classified 
form, but shall also contain an unclassified 
executive summary and may contain an un- 
classified annex. 

(4) NONDUPLICATION OF EFFORT.—If any in- 
formation required under paragraph (1) has 
been included in another report or notifica- 
tion previously submitted to Congress by 
law, the Secretary of the Air Force may pro- 
vide a list of such reports and notifications 
at the time of submitting the report required 
under this subsection in lieu of including 
such information in the report. 


Subtitle H—Other Matters 


PART I—FINANCIAL LITERACY AND PRE- 
PAREDNESS OF MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES 


SEC. 581. IMPROVEMENT OF FINANCIAL LIT- 
ERACY AND PREPAREDNESS OF 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 992 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“CONSUMER EDUCATION” and inserting ‘‘FI- 
NANCIAL LITERACY TRAINING’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘edu- 
cation” in the matter preceding subpara- 
graph (A) and inserting “financial literacy 
training”; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “as”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A)— 

(I) by inserting “as” before 
nent’’; 

(II) by striking ‘‘orientation’’; and 

(III) by striking “and” after the semicolon; 

(iii) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (J); and 


“a compo- 
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(iv) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following new subparagraphs: 

““(B) upon arrival at the first duty station; 

“(C) upon arrival at each duty station fol- 
lowing the first duty station in the case of 
each member in pay grade E-4 or below or in 
pay grade O-3 or below; 

“(D) on the date of promotion, in the case 
of each member in pay grade E-5 or below or 
in pay grade O-4 or below; 

““(E) when the member vests in the Thrift 
Savings Plan (TSP); 

“(F) at each major life event during the 
member’s service, such as— 

““(i) marriage; 

““(ii) divorce; 

““(iii) birth of first child; or 

““(iv) disabling sickness or condition; 

“*(G) during leadership training; 

“(H) during pre-deployment training and 
during post-deployment training; 

“(D at transition points in military serv- 
ice, such as— 

““(i) transition from a regular component 
to a reserve component; 

““(ii) separation from service; or 

““(iii) retirement; and”; and 

(v) in subparagraph (J), as redesignated by 
clause (iii), by inserting ‘‘as’’ before ““a com- 
ponent”; 

(D) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘(2)(B)”’ 
and inserting ‘‘(2)(J)’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(4) The Secretary concerned shall pre- 
scribe regulations setting forth any addi- 
tional events and circumstances (other than 
those described in paragraph (2)) for which 
the Secretary determines that training 
under this subsection shall be required.’’. 

(b) FINANCIAL LITERACY AND PREPAREDNESS 
SURVEY.—Such section is further amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (d): 

““(d) FINANCIAL LITERACY AND PREPARED- 
NESS SURVEY.—(1) The Director of the De- 
fense Manpower Data Center shall annually 
include in the status of forces survey a sur- 
vey of the status of the financial literacy 
and preparedness of members of the armed 
forces. 

‘“(2) The results of the annual financial lit- 
eracy and preparedness survey— 

““(A) shall be used by each of the Secre- 
taries concerned as a benchmark to evaluate 
and update training provided under this sec- 
tion; and 

““(B) shall be submitted to the Committees 
on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives.”. 

(c) ADDITIONAL FINANCIAL SERVICES Cov- 
ERED BY LITERACY TRAINING.—Subsection (e) 
of such section, as redesignated by sub- 
section (b)(1) of this section, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new para- 
graph: 

““(4) Health insurance, budget manage- 
ment, Thrift Savings Plan (TSP), retirement 
lump sum payments (including rollover op- 
tions and tax consequences), and Survivor 
Benefit Plan (SBP) .”. 

(d) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such 
section is amended to read as follows: 

“$992. Financial literacy training: financial 
services”. 

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec- 
tions at the beginning of chapter 50 of such 
title is amended by striking the item related 
to section 992 and inserting the following 
new item: 
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‘992. Financial literacy training: financial 

services.”. 

SEC. 582. FINANCIAL LITERACY TRAINING WITH 

RESPECT TO CERTAIN FINANCIAL 
SERVICES FOR MEMBERS OF THE 
UNIFORMED SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary concerned 
shall provide the financial literacy training 
under section 992 of title 10, United States 
Code, for the financial services described in 
paragraph (4) of section 992(e) of such title 
(as amended and added by section 581 of this 
Act) to members of the uniformed services 
under the jurisdiction of such Secretary 
commencing not later than six months after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
“uniformed services” and “Secretary con- 
cerned” have the meaning given such terms 
in section 101(a) of title 10, United States 
Code. 

SEC. 583. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON FINANCIAL 

LITERACY AND PREPAREDNESS OF 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) the Secretary of Defense should 
strengthen arrangements with other depart- 
ments and agencies of the Federal Govern- 
ment, as well as with nonprofit organiza- 
tions, in order to improve the financial lit- 
eracy and preparedness of members of the 
Armed Forces; and 

(2) the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and the Chiefs of Staff of the Armed 
Forces should provide support for the finan- 
cial literacy and preparedness training car- 
ried out under section 992 of title 10, United 
States Code (as amended by section 581 of 
this Act). 

PART II—OTHER MATTERS 
AUTHORITY FOR APPLICATIONS FOR 

CORRECTION OF MILITARY 

RECORDS TO BE INITIATED BY THE 

SECRETARY CONCERNED. 

Section 1552(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or his heir or legal rep- 
resentative” and inserting “(or the claim- 
ant’s heir or legal representative) or the Sec- 
retary concerned”; and 

(2) by striking “he discovers” and inserting 
“discovering”. 

SEC. 587. RECORDATION OF OBLIGATIONS FOR 

INSTALLMENT PAYMENTS OF INCEN- 
TIVE PAYS, ALLOWANCES, AND SIMI- 
LAR BENEFITS WHEN PAYMENT IS 
DUE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 19 of title 37, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“51015. Recordation of installment payment 
obligations for incentive pays and similar 
benefits 
““(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any pay, 

allowance, bonus, or other benefit described 
in subsection (b) that is paid to a member of 
the uniformed services on an installment 
basis, each installment payment shall be 
charged to appropriations that are available 
for obligation at the time such payment is 
payable. 

“(b) COVERED PAY AND BENEFITS.—Sub- 
section (a) applies to any incentive pay, spe- 
cial pay, or bonus, or similar periodic pay- 
ment of pay or allowances, or of educational 
benefits or stipends, that is paid to a mem- 
ber of the uniformed services under this title 
or title 10.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 19 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

“1015. Recordation of installment payment 

obligations for incentive pays 
and similar benefits.”. 


SEC. 586. 
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SEC. 588. ENHANCEMENTS TO YELLOW RIBBON 
REINTEGRATION PROGRAM. 

(a) SCOPE AND PURPOSE.—Section 582 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2008 (10 U.S.C. 10101 note) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘combat 
veteran”; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ““informa- 
tional events and activities” and inserting 
“information, events, and activities”. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—Such section is further 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking “National 
Guard and Reserve members and their fami- 
lies” and inserting “eligible individuals””; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking “members 
of the reserve components of the Armed 
Forces, their families,” and inserting “eligi- 
ble individuals””; 

(3) in subsection (d)(2)(C), by striking 
“members of the Armed Forces and their 
families” and inserting “eligible individ- 
uals”; 

(4) in subsection (h), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘members of the Armed 
Forces and their family members” and in- 
serting “eligible individuals””; and 

(B) by striking “such members and their 
family members” and inserting “such eligi- 
ble individuals””; 

(5) in subsection (j), by striking “members 
of the Armed Forces and their families” and 
inserting “eligible individuals””; 

(6) in subsection (k), by striking “indi- 
vidual members of the Armed Forces and 
their families”? and inserting “eligible indi- 
viduals’’; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(1) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.—For the pur- 
poses of this section, the term “eligible indi- 
vidual’ means a member of a reserve compo- 
nent, a member of their family, or a des- 
ignated representative who the Secretary of 
Defense determines to be eligible for the Yel- 
low Ribbon Reintegration Program.”. 

(C) OFFICE FOR REINTEGRATION PROGRAMS.— 

(1) OVERSIGHT OF YELLOW RIBBON RE- 
INTEGRATION PROGRAM.—Paragraph (1)(A) of 
subsection (d) of such section is amended by 
striking the second and third sentence and 
inserting ‘‘The office shall exercise oversight 
over the Yellow Ribbon Reintegration Pro- 
gram, and shall be responsible for coordina- 
tion with State National Guard and Reserve 
organizations, including existing family and 
support programs.”. 

(2) PARTNERSHIPS TO PROVIDE QUALITY OF 
LIFE SERVICES.—Paragraph (1)(B) of such sub- 
section is amended by striking “substance 
abuse and mental health treatment services” 
and inserting “substance abuse, mental 
health treatment, and other quality of life 
services”. 

(3) GRANT AUTHORITY.—Such subsection is 
further amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

““(3) GRANTS.—The Office for Reintegration 
Programs may make grants to conduct data 
collection, trend analysis, and curriculum 
development, and to prepare reports, in sup- 
port of activities under this section.”. 

(d) COORDINATION WITH COAST GUARD RE- 
SERVE.—Such section is further amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(1)(A), by striking ‘‘and 
Air Force Reserve” and inserting “Air Force 
Reserve, and Coast Guard Reserve”; and 

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by striking “and 
Air Force Reserve” and inserting “Air Force 
Reserve, and Coast Guard Reserve”. 

(e) DUE DATE OF ADVISORY BOARD ANNUAL 
REPORT.—Subsection (e)(4) of such section is 


es 
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amended by striking “March” and inserting 
“April”. 

(f) SUPPORT TEAMS.—Subsection (f) of such 
section is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “administer the Yellow Ribbon 
Reintegration Program at the State level” 
and inserting “support and assist State Na- 
tional Guard and Reserve organization re- 
integration efforts”; and 

(2) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

“(1) to provide reintegration curriculum 
and information;”. 

(g) OPERATION OF PROGRAM.— 

(1) ENHANCED FLEXIBILITY.—Subsection (g) 
of such section is amended to read as follows: 

““(g) OPERATION OF PROGRAM.— 

*“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Office for Reintegra- 
tion Programs shall assist State National 
Guard and Reserve organizations with the 
development and provision of information, 
events, and activities to support the health 
and well-being of eligible individuals before, 
during, and after periods of activation, mobi- 
lization, or deployment. 

“(2) FOCUS OF INFORMATION, EVENTS, AND 
ACTIVITIES.— 

““(A) BEFORE ACTIVATION, MOBILIZATION, OR 
DEPLOYMENT.—Before such a period, the in- 
formation, events, and activities described in 
paragraph (1) should focus on preparing eligi- 
ble individuals and affected communities for 
the rigors of activation, mobilization, and 
deployment. 

““(B) DURING ACTIVATION, MOBILIZATION, OR 
DEPLOYMENT.—During such a period, the in- 
formation, events, and activities described in 
paragraph (1) should focus on— 

““(i) helping eligible individuals cope with 
the challenges and stress associated with 
such period; 

““(ii) decreasing the isolation of eligible in- 
dividuals during such period; and 

“(ii) preparing eligible individuals for the 
challenges associated with reintegration. 

“(C) AFTER ACTIVATION, MOBILIZATION, OR 
DEPLOYMENT.—After such a period, the infor- 
mation, events, and activities described in 
paragraph (1) should focus on— 

““(i) reconnecting the member with their 
families, friends, and communities; 

““(ii) providing information on employment 
opportunities; 

“(iii) helping eligible individuals deal with 
the challenges of reintegration; 

““(iv) ensuring that eligible individuals un- 
derstand what benefits they are entitled to 
and what resources are available to help 
them overcome the challenges of reintegra- 
tion; and 

““(v) providing a forum for addressing nega- 
tive behaviors related to operational stress 
and reintegration. 

“*(3) MEMBER PAY.—Members shall receive 
appropriate pay for days spent attending 
such events and activities. 

““(4) MINIMUM NUMBER OF EVENTS AND AC- 
TIVITIES.—State National Guard and Reserve 
organizations shall provide to eligible indi- 
viduals— 

““(A) one event or activity before a period 
of activation, mobilization, or deployment; 

““(B) one event or activity during a period 
of activation, mobilization, or deployment; 
and 

““(C) two events or activities after a period 
of activation, mobilization, or deployment.”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such sec- 
tion is further amended— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking “through- 
out the entire deployment cycle”; 

(B) in subsection (b)— 

(i) in the subsection heading, by striking ‘‘; 
DEPLOYMENT CYCLE”; and 
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(ii) by striking ‘‘well-being through the 4 
phases” through the end of the subsection 
and inserting ‘‘well-being.’’; 

(C) in subsection (d)(2)(C), by striking 
“throughout the deployment cycle described 
in subsection (g)’’; and 

(D) in subsection (f), by striking “STATE 
DEPLOYMENT CYCLE” in the subsection head- 
ing. 


(h) ADDITIONAL PERMITTED OUTREACH SERV- 
ICE.—Subsection (h) of such section is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

““(16) Stress management and positive cop- 
ing skills.’’. 


(i) SUPPORT OF DEPARTMENT-WIDE SUICIDE 
PREVENTION EFFORTS.—Such section is fur- 
ther amended by inserting after subsection 
(h) the following new subsection: 


““(i) SUPPORT OF SUICIDE PREVENTION EF- 
FORTS.—The Office for Reintegration Pro- 
grams shall assist the Defense Suicide Pre- 
vention Office and the Defense Centers of Ex- 
cellence for Psychological Health and Trau- 
matic Brain Injury to collect and analyze in- 
formation, suggestions, and best practices 
from State National Guard and Reserve or- 
ganizations with respect to suicide preven- 
tion and community response programs.’’. 


(j) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Such section 
is further amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(1)(B), by striking 
“Substance Abuse and the Mental Health 
Services Administration” and inserting 
“Substance Abuse and Mental Health Serv- 
ices Administration”; and 

(2) in subsection (e)(8)(C), by striking ‘‘Of- 
fice of Reintegration Programs” and insert- 
ing “Office for Reintegration Programs”. 


SEC. 589. PRIORITY PROCESSING OF APPLICA- 
TIONS FOR TRANSPORTATION 
WORKER IDENTIFICATION CREDEN- 
TIALS FOR MEMBERS UNDERGOING 
DISCHARGE OR RELEASE FROM THE 
ARMED FORCES. 


(a) PRIORITY PROCESSING.—The Secretary 
of Defense shall consult with the Secretary 
of Homeland Security to afford a priority in 
the processing of applications for a Trans- 
portation Worker Identification Credential 
(TWIC) to applications submitted by mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces who are undergoing 
separation, discharge, or release from the 
Armed Forces under honorable conditions, 
with such priority to provide for the review 
and adjudication of such an application by 
not later than 14 days after submittal, unless 
an appeal or waiver applies or further appli- 
cation documentation is necessary. The pri- 
ority shall be so afforded commencing not 
later than 180 days after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act to members who undergo 
separation, discharge, or release from the 
Armed Forces after the date on which the 
priority so commences being afforded. 


(b) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall enter into a memo- 
randum of understanding in connection with 
achieving the requirement in subsection (a). 


(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security shall jointly submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report on the implementation of the require- 
ments of this section. The report shall set 
forth the following: 

(1) The memorandum of understanding re- 
quired pursuant to subsection (b). 
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(2) A description of the number of individ- 
uals who applied for, and the number of indi- 
viduals who have been issued, a Transpor- 
tation Worker Identification Credential pur- 
suant to the memorandum of understanding 
as of the date of the report. 

(3) If any applications for a Transportation 
Worker Identification Credential covered by 
paragraph (2) were not reviewed and adju- 
dicated within the deadline specified in sub- 
section (a), a description of the reasons for 
the failure and of the actions being taken to 
assure that future applications for a Creden- 
tial are reviewed and adjudicated within the 
deadline. 

SEC. 590. ISSUANCE OF RECOGNITION OF SERV- 
ICE ID CARDS TO CERTAIN MEM- 
BERS SEPARATING FROM THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

(a) ISSUANCE REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall issue to each covered individual a card 
that identifies such individual as a veteran 
and includes a photo of the individual and 
the name of the individual. 

(2) DESIGNATION.—A card issued under 
paragraph (1) may be known as a “Recogni- 
tion of Service ID Card’’. 

(b) COVERED INDIVIDUALS.—For purposes of 
this section, a ‘‘covered individual” is an in- 
dividual who is undergoing discharge or re- 
lease from the Armed Forces (other than as 
the result of a punitive discharge adju- 
dicated as part of a sentence at a court-mar- 
tial after the effective date of this section) 
on or after the effective date provided for in 
subsection (e). 

(c) COLLECTION OF AMOUNTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may col- 
lect from civilian employees of the Depart- 
ment of Defense and contractor personnel of 
the Department who are issued a replace- 
ment card for a lost or stolen Department of 
Defense identification card such amount as 
the Secretary considers appropriate to de- 
fray the cost of the issuance of cards under 
subsection (a), and to implement the 
issuance of cards without the assignment of 
additional personnel for that purpose. 

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall deposit amounts collected under 
this subsection to the account or accounts 
providing funds for the issuance of cards 
under subsection (a). 

(d) RECOGNITION OF RECOGNITION OF SERV- 
ICE ID CARDS FOR REDUCED PRICES OF SERV- 
ICES, CONSUMER PRODUCTS, AND PHARMA- 
CEUTICALS.—The Secretary of Defense may 
work with national retail chains that offer 
reduced prices on services, consumer prod- 
ucts, and pharmaceuticals to veterans to en- 
sure that such retail chains recognize cards 
issued under subsection (a) for purposes of 
offering reduced prices on services, consumer 
products, and pharmaceuticals. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect on the date that is one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 591. REVISED POLICY ON NETWORK SERV- 
ICES FOR MILITARY SERVICES. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF POLICY.—It is the 
policy of the United States that the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall minimize and reduce, 
to the maximum extent practicable, the 
number of uniformed military personnel pro- 
viding network services to military installa- 
tions within the United States. 

(b) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided in 
subsection (c), each military service shall be 
prohibited from using uniform military per- 
sonnel to provide network services to mili- 
tary installations within the United States 2 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
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(c) EXCEPTION.—Nothing in subsection (b) 
shall be construed as prohibiting the use of 
military personnel providing network serv- 
ices in support of combatant commands, spe- 
cial operations, the intelligence community, 
or the United States Cyber Command, in- 
cluding training for these organizations. 

(d) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Defense or 
the Chief Information Officer may waive the 
prohibition in subsection (b) if necessary for 
the safety of human life, protection of prop- 
erty, or providing network services in sup- 
port of a combat operation. 

(e) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 30, 
2016, the Chief Information Officer shall sub- 
mit to the congressional defense committees 
a plan for the transition of the current per- 
formance of network services from military 
personnel to other means. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) An assessment of the costs of using 
military personnel versus other means to 
provide network services for the military 
services. 

(B) An estimate of the savings of 
transitioning the current performance of 
network services from military personnel to 
other means. 

(C) An estimate of the number of military 
personnel that could be reallocated for mili- 
tary-unique missions. 

(f) VALIDATION OF COST AND SAVINGS ESTI- 
MATES.—The report required under sub- 
section (e) shall be validated by the Director 
of Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation. 
SEC. 592. INCREASE IN NUMBER OF DAYS OF AC- 

TIVE DUTY REQUIRED TO BE PER- 
FORMED BY RESERVE COMPONENT 
MEMBERS FOR DUTY TO BE CONSID- 
ERED FEDERAL SERVICE FOR PUR- 
POSES OF UNEMPLOYMENT COM- 
PENSATION FOR EX- 
SERVICEMEMBERS. 

(a) INCREASE OF NUMBER OF DAys.—Section 
8521(a)(1) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘90 days” in the matter 
preceding subparagraph (A) and inserting 
‘180 days”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date of the eanctment of this Act, and 
shall apply with respect to periods of Federal 
service commencing on or after that date. 


TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS 


Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances 


SEC. 601. FISCAL YEAR 2016 INCREASE IN MILI- 
TARY BASIC PAY. 

(a) WAIVER OF SECTION 1009 ADJUSTMENT.— 
The adjustment to become effective during 
fiscal year 2016 required by section 1009 of 
title 37, United States Code, in the rates of 
monthly basic pay authorized members of 
the uniformed services shall not be made. 

(b) INCREASE IN BASIC PAY.—Effective on 
January 1, 2016, the rates of monthly basic 
pay for members of the uniformed services 
are increased by 1.3 percent for enlisted 
member pay grades, warrant officer pay 
grades, and commissioned officer pay grades 
below pay grade O-7. 

(c) APPLICATION OF EXECUTIVE SCHEDULE 
LEVEL II CEILING ON PAYABLE RATES FOR 
GENERAL AND FLAG OFFICERS.—Section 
203(a)(2) of title 37, United States Code, shall 
be applied for rates of basic pay payable for 
commissioned officers in pay grades O-7 
through O-10 during calendar year 2016 by 
using the rate of pay for level II of the Exec- 
utive Schedule in effect during 2014. 
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SEC. 602. MODIFICATION OF PERCENTAGE OF NA- 
TIONAL AVERAGE MONTHLY COST 
OF HOUSING USABLE IN COMPUTA- 


TION OF BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR 
HOUSING INSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES. 


(a) MODIFICATION OF PERCENTAGE USABLE.— 
Section 403(b)(3)(B) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking “one percent” 
and inserting “five percent”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
January 1, 2016, and shall apply with respect 
to computations of monthly amounts of 
basic allowance for housing inside the United 
States that occur for years beginning on or 
after that date. 

SEC. 603. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PRO- 
VIDE TEMPORARY INCREASE IN 
RATES OF BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR 
HOUSING. 

Section 403(b)(7)(E) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Decem- 
ber 31, 2015” and inserting “December 31, 
2016”. 

SEC. 604. BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR HOUSING FOR 
MARRIED MEMBERS OF THE UNI- 
FORMED SERVICES ASSIGNED FOR 
DUTY WITHIN NORMAL COMMUTING 
DISTANCE AND FOR OTHER MEM- 
BERS LIVING TOGETHER. 

(a) BAH FOR MARRIED MEMBERS ASSIGNED 
FOR DUTY WITHIN NORMAL COMMUTING DIS- 
TANCE.—Section 403 of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

““(p) SINGLE ALLOWANCE FOR MARRIED MEM- 
BERS ASSIGNED FOR DUTY WITHIN NORMAL 
COMMUTING DISTANCE.—In the event two 
members of the uniformed services entitled 
to receive a basic allowance for housing 
under this section are married to one an- 
other and are each assigned for duty within 
normal commuting distance, basic allowance 
for housing under this section shall be paid 
only to the member having the higher pay 
grade, or to the member having rank in 
grade if both members have the same pay 
grade, and at the rate payable for a member 
of such pay grade with dependents (regard- 
less of whether or not such members have de- 
pendents).”. 

(b) BAH FOR OTHER MEMBERS LIVING To- 
GETHER.—Such section is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

“(q) REDUCED ALLOWANCE FOR MEMBERS 
LIVING TOGETHER.—(1) In the event two or 
more members of the uniformed services who 
are entitled to receive a basic allowance for 
housing under this section live together, 
basic allowance for housing under this sec- 
tion shall be paid to each such member at 
the rate as follows: 

““(A) In the case of such a member in a pay 
grade below pay grade E-4, the rate other- 
wise payable to such member under this sec- 
tion. 

““(B) In the case of such a member in a pay 
grade above pay grade E-3, the rate equal to 
the greater of— 

““(i) 75 percent of the rate otherwise pay- 
able to such member under this section; or 

““(ii) the rate payable for a member in pay 
grade E-4 without dependents. 

‘(2) This subsection does not apply to 
members covered by subsection (p).”. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
this section shall take effect on October 1, 
2015, and shall, except as provided in para- 
graph (2), apply with respect to allowances 
for basic housing payable for months begin- 
ning on or after that date. 

(2) PRESERVATION OF CURRENT BAH FOR 
MEMBERS WITH UNINTERRUPTED ELIGIBILITY 


June 2, 2015 


FOR BAH.—Notwithstanding any amendment 
made by this section, the monthly amount of 
basic allowance for housing payable to a 
member of the uniformed services under sec- 
tion 403 of title 37, United States Code, as of 
September 30, 2015, shall not be reduced by 
reason of such amendment so long as the 
member retains uninterrupted eligibility for 
such basic allowance for housing within an 
area of the United States or within an over- 
seas location (as applicable). 
SEC. 605. REPEAL OF INAPPLICABILITY OF MODI- 
FICATION OF BASIC ALLOWANCE 
FOR HOUSING TO BENEFITS UNDER 
THE LAWS ADMINISTERED BY THE 
SECRETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) REPEAL.—Subsection (b) of section 604 
of the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) is 
repealed. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
January 1, 2016. 

SEC. 606. LIMITATION ON ELIGIBILITY FOR SUP- 
PLEMENTAL SUBSISTENCE ALLOW- 
ANCES TO MEMBERS SERVING OUT- 
SIDE THE UNITED STATES AND AS- 
SOCIATED TERRITORY. 

Section 402a(b) of title 87, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and 
paragraph (4)” after ‘‘subsection (d)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(4) After September 30, 2016, a member is 
eligible for a supplemental subsistence al- 
lowance under this section only if the mem- 
ber is serving outside the United States, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the United 
States Virgin Islands, or Guam.’’. 

SEC. 607. AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION. 

In administering the supplemental nutri- 
tion assistance program established under 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2011 et seq.), the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall ensure that any safeguards that pre- 
vent the use or disclosure of information ob- 
tained from applicant households shall not 
prevent the use of that information by, or 
the disclosure of that information to, the 
Secretary of Defense for purposes of deter- 
mining the number of applicant households 
that contain one or more members of a reg- 
ular component or reserve component of the 
Armed Forces. 

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 
SEC. 611. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI- 
TIES FOR RESERVE FORCES. 

The following sections of title 37, United 
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De- 
cember 31, 2015” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2016”: 

(1) Section 308b(g), relating to Selected Re- 
serve reenlistment bonus. 

(2) Section 308c(i), relating to Selected Re- 
serve affiliation or enlistment bonus. 

(3) Section 308d(c), relating to special pay 
for enlisted members assigned to certain 
high-priority units. 

(4) Section 308g(f)(2), relating to Ready Re- 
serve enlistment bonus for persons without 
prior service. 

(5) Section 308h(e), relating to Ready Re- 
serve enlistment and reenlistment bonus for 
persons with prior service. 

(6) Section 308i(f), relating to Selected Re- 
serve enlistment and reenlistment bonus for 
persons with prior service. 

(7) Section 478a(e), relating to reimburse- 
ment of travel expenses for inactive-duty 
training outside of normal commuting dis- 
tance. 
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(8) Section 910(g), relating to income re- 
placement payments for reserve component 
members experiencing extended and frequent 
mobilization for active duty service. 

SEC. 612. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI- 
TIES FOR HEALTH CARE PROFES- 
SIONALS. 

(a) TITLE 10 AUTHORITIES.—The following 
sections of title 10, United States Code, are 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2015” and 
inserting “December 31, 2016”: 

(1) Section 2130a(a)(1), relating to nurse of- 
ficer candidate accession program. 

(2) Section 16302(d), relating to repayment 
of education loans for certain health profes- 
sionals who serve in the Selected Reserve. 

(b) TITLE 37 AUTHORITIES.—The following 
sections of title 37, United States Code, are 
amended by striking “December 31, 2015” and 
inserting “December 31, 2016”: 

(1) Section 302c-1(f), relating to accession 
and retention bonuses for psychologists. 

(2) Section 302d(a)(1), relating to accession 
bonus for registered nurses. 

(3) Section 302e(a)(1), relating to incentive 
special pay for nurse anesthetists. 

(4) Section 302g(e), relating to special pay 
for Selected Reserve health professionals in 
critically short wartime specialties. 

(5) Section 302h(a)(1), relating to accession 
bonus for dental officers. 

(6) Section 302j(a), relating to accession 
bonus for pharmacy officers. 

(7) Section 302k(f), relating to accession 
bonus for medical officers in critically short 
wartime specialties. 

(8) Section 3021(g), relating to accession 
bonus for dental specialist officers in criti- 
cally short wartime specialties. 

SEC. 613. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF SPECIAL PAY 
AND BONUS AUTHORITIES FOR NU- 
CLEAR OFFICERS. 

The following sections of title 37, United 
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De- 
cember 31, 2015” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2016”: 

(1) Section 312(f), relating to special pay 
for nuclear-qualified officers extending pe- 
riod of active service. 

(2) Section 312b(c), relating to nuclear ca- 
reer accession bonus. 

(3) Section 312c(d), relating to nuclear ca- 
reer annual incentive bonus. 

SEC. 614. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES 
RELATING TO TITLE 37 CONSOLI- 
DATED SPECIAL PAY, INCENTIVE 
PAY, AND BONUS AUTHORITIES. 

The following sections of title 37, United 
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De- 
cember 31, 2015” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2016”: 

(1) Section 331(h), relating to general bonus 
authority for enlisted members. 

(2) Section 332(g), relating to general bonus 
authority for officers. 

(3) Section 333(i), relating to special bonus 
and incentive pay authorities for nuclear of- 
ficers. 

(4) Section 334(i), relating to special avia- 
tion incentive pay and bonus authorities for 
officers. 

(5) Section 335(k), relating to special bonus 
and incentive pay authorities for officers in 
health professions. 

(6) Section 336(g), relating to contracting 
bonus for cadets and midshipmen enrolled in 
the Senior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps. 

(7) Section 351(h), relating to hazardous 
duty pay. 

(8) Section 352(g), relating to assignment 
pay or special duty pay. 

(9) Section 358(i), relating to skill incen- 
tive pay or proficiency bonus. 

(10) Section 355(h), relating to retention in- 
centives for members qualified in critical 
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military skills or assigned to high priority 

units. 

SEC. 615. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITIES 
RELATING TO PAYMENT OF OTHER 
TITLE 37 BONUSES AND SPECIAL 
PAYS. 

The following sections of title 87, United 
States Code, are amended by striking ‘‘De- 
cember 31, 2015” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2016”: 

(1) Section 301b(a), relating to aviation of- 
ficer retention bonus. 

(2) Section 307a(g), relating to assignment 
incentive pay. 

(3) Section 308(g), relating to reenlistment 
bonus for active members. 

(4) Section 309(e), relating to enlistment 
bonus. 

(5) Section 316a(g), relating to incentive 
pay for members of precommissioning pro- 
grams pursuing foreign language proficiency. 

(6) Section 324(¢), relating to accession 
bonus for new officers in critical skills. 

(7) Section 326(g), relating to incentive 
bonus for conversion to military occupa- 
tional specialty to ease personnel shortage. 

(8) Section 327(h), relating to incentive 
bonus for transfer between Armed Forces. 

(9) Section 330(f), relating to accession 
bonus for officer candidates. 

SEC. 616. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM ANNUAL 
AMOUNT OF NUCLEAR OFFICER 
BONUS PAY. 

(a) INCREASE.—Section 383(d)(1)(A) of title 
37, United States Code, is amended by strik- 
ing “$35,000” and inserting “*$50,000”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
January 1, 2016, and shall apply with respect 
to agreements entered into under section 333 
of title 37, United States Code, on or after 
that date. 

SEC. 617. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE AUTHORITY TO 
PAY BONUS TO ENCOURAGE ARMY 
PERSONNEL TO REFER PERSONS 
FOR ENLISTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 3252 of title 10, 
United States Code, is repealed. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 333 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 3252. 

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

SEC. 621. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE SPECIAL TRAV- 
EL AND TRANSPORTATION ALLOW- 
ANCE FOR SURVIVORS OF DE- 
CEASED MEMBERS FROM THE VIET- 
NAM CONFLICT. 

Section 481f of title 37, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (d). 
Subtitle D—Disability Pay, Retired Pay, and 

Survivor Benefits 
PART I—RETIRED PAY REFORM 

SEC. 631. THRIFT SAVINGS PLAN PARTICIPATION 
FOR MEMBERS OF THE UNIFORMED 
SERVICES. 

(a) MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.—Sec- 
tion 8440e of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking subsection (e) and in- 
serting the following: 

““(e) MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.— 

“(1) TSP CONTRIBUTIONS.—The Secretary 
concerned shall make contributions to the 
Thrift Savings Fund, in accordance with sec- 
tion 8432, except to the extent the require- 
ments under such section are modified by 
this subsection, for the benefit of a member 
who— 

““(A) first enters a uniformed service on or 
after January 1, 2018; or 

““(B) makes an election described in section 
1409(b)(4)(B) or 12739(f) of title 10. 

“(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount con- 
tributed under this subsection by the Sec- 
retary concerned for the benefit of a member 
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described in paragraph (1) for any pay period 
shall be not more than 5 percent of such 
member’s basic pay for such pay period. 

‘(3) TIMING AND DURATION OF CONTRIBU- 
TIONS.— 

““(A) AUTOMATIC CONTRIBUTIONS.—The Sec- 
retary concerned shall make a contribution 
described in section 8432(c)(1) under this sub- 
section for the benefit of a member described 
in paragraph (1) for any pay period during 
the period that— 

““(i) begins on or after the day that is 60 
days after the date the member first enters 
a uniformed service; and 

“(ii) ends on the day such member com- 
pletes 20 years of service as a member of the 
uniformed services. 

““(B) MATCHING CONTRIBUTIONS.—The Sec- 
retary concerned shall make a contribution 
described in section 8482(c)(2) under this sub- 
section for the benefit of a member described 
in paragraph (1) for any pay period during 
the period that— 

““(i) begins on or after the day that is 2 
years and 1 day after the date the member 
first enters a uniformed service; and 

““(ii) ends on the day such member com- 
pletes 20 years of service as a member of the 
uniformed services. 

**(4) PROTECTIONS FOR SPOUSES AND FORMER 
SPOUSES.—Section 8435 shall apply to a mem- 
ber described in paragraph (1) in the same 
manner as such section is applied to an em- 
ployee or Member under such section. 

‘*(5) DEFINITION OF SECRETARY CONCERNED.— 
In this subsection the term ‘Secretary con- 
cerned’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 101 of title 37.”. 

(b) AUTOMATIC ENROLLMENT IN TSP.—Sec- 
tion 8432(b)(2) of title 5, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D)(ii)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(ii) Members’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘(ii)) Except as provided in subclause 
(II), members””; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“(D A member described in section 
8440e(e)(1) shall be an eligible individual for 
purposes of this paragraph.”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

“(F) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this paragraph, a member described in sec- 
tion 8440e(e)(1) who has declined automatic 
enrollment into the Thrift Savings Plan 
shall be automatically reenrolled, on Janu- 
ary 1 of the year succeeding the year for 
which the determination is made, to make 
contributions under subsection (a) at the de- 
fault percentage of basic pay. 

“(G) In this paragraph the term ‘member’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
211 of title 37.”. 

(c) VESTING.—Section 8432(g) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)(iii), by striking 
“or” after the semicolon; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

““(C) 2 years of service in the case of a 
member of the uniformed services.””; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(6) For purposes of this subsection, a 
member of the uniformed services shall be 
considered to have separated from Govern- 
ment employment if the member is dis- 
charged or released from service in the uni- 
formed services.”. 

(d) THRIFT SAVINGS PLAN DEFAULT INVEST- 
MENT FUND.—Section 8488(c)(2) of title 5, 
United States Code, as amended by section 
2(a) of the Smarter Savings Act (Public Law 
113-255), is amended— 
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(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(A) 
Consistent with the requirements of subpara- 
graph (B), if an” and inserting “If an”; and 

(2) by striking subparagraph (B). 

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 211 of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (d); and 

(B) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (d). 

(2) Section 8482b(c)(2)(B) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘(in- 
cluding pursuant to an agreement under sec- 
tion 211(d) of title 37)”. 

(f) ACTIONS TO ASSURE IMPLEMENTATION BY 
EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretaries con- 
cerned, the Director of the Office of Per- 
sonnel Management, and the Federal Retire- 
ment Thrift Investment Board shall each and 
jointly take appropriate actions to ensure 
the full and effective commencement of the 
implementation of the amendments made by 
this section as of January 1, 2018. 

(2) SECRETARY CONCERNED DEFINED.—In this 
subsection, the term “Secretary concerned” 
has the meaning given that term in section 
101 of title 37, United States Code. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 

(1) MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.—The 
amendment made by subsection (a) shall 
take effect on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) OTHER AMENDMENTS.—The amendments 
made by subsections (b) through (e) shall 
take effect on January 1, 2018. 

SEC. 632. MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM 
FOR MEMBERS OF THE UNIFORMED 
SERVICES. 

(a) MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1409(b) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

“*(4) MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.— 

“(A) REDUCED MULTIPLIERS FOR MEMBERS 
RECEIVING TSP MATCHING CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
Notwithstanding paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), 
in the case of a member who first becomes a 
member of the uniformed services after Jan- 
uary 1, 2018, or a member who makes the 
election described in subparagraph (B)— 

““(i) subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1) shall 
be applied by substituting ‘2’ for ‘22; 

“Gi) clause (i) of paragraph (3)(B) shall be 
applied by substituting ‘60 percent’ for ‘75 
percent’; and 

“(ii) subclause (I) of paragraph (3)(B)(ii) 
shall be applied by substituting ‘2’ for ‘2%’. 

“(B) ELECTION TO PARTICIPATE IN MODERN- 
IZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.— 

““(i) ELECTION.—A member of a uniformed 
service serving on January 1, 2018, may elect 
to accept the reduced multipliers described 
in subparagraph (A) for purposes of calcu- 
lating the retired pay of the member. 

““(ii) EFFECT OF ELECTION.—A member mak- 
ing the election described in clause (i) 
shall— 

“(D have the retired pay of the member 
calculated using the reduced multipliers de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A); 

““(II) receive Thrift Savings Plan (TSP) 
matching contributions pursuant to section 
8440e(e) of title 5 for periods of service be- 
tween the completion of 2 years of service 
and the completion of 20 years of service in 
accordance with paragraph (3)(B) of such sec- 
tion; and 

“(IID) be eligible for lump sum payments 
under section 1415 of this title. 

““(iii) ELECTION PERIOD.— 

“(D IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subclauses (II) and (III), a member of a uni- 
formed service may make the election de- 
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scribed in clause (i) during the period that 
begins on July 1, 2018, and ends on December 
31, 2018. 

““(II) HARDSHIP EXTENSION.—The Secretary 
concerned may extend the election period de- 
scribed in subclause (I) for a member who ex- 
periences a hardship as determined by the 
Secretary concerned. 

“(III) MEMBERS EXPERIENCING BREAK IN 
SERVICE.—A member of a uniformed service 
returning to service after a break in service 
in which falls the election period specified in 
subclause (I) shall make the election de- 
scribed in clause (i) on the date of the re- 
entry into service of the member. 

““(iv) NO RETROACTIVE MATCHING CONTRIBU- 
TIONS PURSUANT TO ELECTION.—Thrift Sav- 
ings Plan matching contributions may not 
be made for a member under this subpara- 
graph for any pay period beginning before 
the date of the member’s election under 
clause (i). 

“(C) REGULATIONS.—Each Secretary con- 
cerned shall prescribe regulations to imple- 
ment this paragraph.”. 

(2) NON-REGULAR SERVICE.—Section 12739 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

““(f) MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.— 

‘(1) REDUCED MULTIPLIERS FOR PERSONS RE- 
CEIVING TSP MATCHING CONTRIBUTIONS.—In the 
case of a person who first performs reserve 
component service after January 1, 2018, 
after not having performed regular or re- 
serve component service on or before that 
date, or a person who makes the election de- 
scribed in paragraph (2)— 

““(A) paragraph (2) of subsection (a) shall be 
applied by substituting ‘2 percent’ for ‘2% 
percent’; 

““(B) subparagraph (A) of subsection (c)(2) 
shall be applied by substituting ‘60 percent’ 
for ‘75 percent’; and 

“(C) clause (ii) of subsection (c)(2)(B) shall 
be applied by substituting ‘2 percent’ for ‘212 
percent’. 

‘((2) ELECTION TO PARTICIPATE IN MODERN- 
IZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.— 

‘(A) ELECTION.—A person performing re- 
serve component service on January 1, 2018, 
may elect to accept the reduced multipliers 
described in paragraph (1) for purposes of cal- 
culating the retired pay of the person. 

““(B) EFFECT OF ELECTION.—A person mak- 
ing the election described in subparagraph 
(A) shall— 

““(i) have the retired pay of the person cal- 
culated using the reduced multipliers de- 
scribed in paragraph (1): 

“(ii) receive Thrift Savings Plan (TSP) 
matching contributions pursuant to section 
8440e(e) of title 5 for periods of service be- 
tween the completion of 2 years of service 
and the completion of 20 years of service in 
accordance with paragraph (3)(B) of such sec- 
tion; and 

“(iii) be eligible for lump sum payments 
under section 1415 of this title. 

‘(C) ELECTION PERIOD.— 

““(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
clauses (ii) and (iii), a person performing re- 
serve component service may make the elec- 
tion described in subparagraph (A) during 
the period that begins on July 1, 2018, and 
ends on December 31, 2018. 

““(ii) HARDSHIP EXTENSION.—The Secretary 
concerned may extend the election period de- 
scribed in clause (i) for a person who experi- 
ences a hardship as determined by the Sec- 
retary concerned. 

““(iii) PERSONS EXPERIENCING BREAK IN 
SERVICE.—A person returning to reserve com- 
ponent service after a break in reserve com- 
ponent service in which falls the election pe- 
riod specified in clause (i) shall make the 
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election described in subparagraph (A) on the 
date of the reentry into service of the per- 
son. 

““(iv) NO RETROACTIVE MATCHING CONTRIBU- 
TIONS PURSUANT TO ELECTION.—Thrift Sav- 
ings Plan matching contributions may not 
be made for a person under this paragraph 
for any pay period beginning before the date 
of the person’s election under subparagraph 
(A). 
“(3) REGULATIONS.—Each Secretary con- 
cerned shall prescribe regulations to imple- 
ment this subsection.”. 

(b) COORDINATING AMENDMENTS TO OTHER 
RETIREMENT AUTHORITIES.— 

(1) DISABILITY, WARRANT OFFICERS, 
DOPMA RETIRED PAY.— 

(A) COMPUTATION OF RETIRED PAY.—The 
table in section 1401(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(i) in paragraph (1) in column 2 of formula 
number 1, by striking ‘‘212% of years of serv- 
ice credited to him under section 1208” and 
inserting ‘‘the retired pay multiplier deter- 
mined for the member under section 1409 of 
this title’’; 

(ii) in paragraph (1) in column 2 of formula 
number 2, by striking “242% of years of serv- 
ice credited to him under section 1208” and 
inserting ‘‘the retired pay multiplier deter- 
mined for the member under section 1409 of 
this title”; and 

(iii) in column 2 of each of formula number 
4 and formula number 5, by striking “section 
1409(a)” and inserting “section 1409”. 

(B) CLARIFICATION REGARDING MODERNIZED 
RETIREMENT SYSTEM.—Section 140la(b) of 
such title is amended— 

(i) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para- 
graph (6); and 

(ii) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (5): 

(5) ADJUSTMENTS FOR PARTICIPANTS IN 
MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEM.—Notwith- 
standing paragraph (3), if a member makes 
the election described in section 1409(b)(4) of 
this title, the Secretary shall increase the 
retired pay of such member in accordance 
with paragraph (2).”. 

(2) NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC AD- 
MINISTRATION COMMISSIONED OFFICER CORPS 
ACT OF 2002.—Paragraph (2) of section 245(a) of 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration Commissioned Officer Corps 
Act of 2002 (33 U.S.C. 3045(a)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

““(2) the retired pay multiplier determined 
under section 1409 of such title for the num- 
ber of years of service that may be credited 
to the officer under section 1405 of such title 
as if the officer’s service were service as a 
member of the Armed Forces.”. 

(3) TITLE 37, UNITED STATES CODE.— 

(A) 15-YEAR CAREER STATUS BONUS REPAY- 
MENT.—Subsection (f) of section 354 of title 
37, United States Code, is amended— 

(i) by striking “If a” and inserting ‘‘(1) If 
a”; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(2) If a person who is paid a bonus under 
this section subsequently makes an election 
described in section 1409(b)(4) or 12739(f) of 
title 10, the person shall repay any bonus 
payments received under this section in the 
same manner as repayments are made under 
section 373 of this title.”. 

(B) SUNSET AND CONTINUATION OF PAY- 
MENTS.—Such section 354 is further amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub- 
section: 

““(S) SUNSET AND CONTINUATION OF PAY- 
MENTS.—(1) A Secretary concerned may not 
pay a new bonus under this section after De- 
cember 31, 2017. 


AND 
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“(2) Subject to subsection (f)(2), the Sec- 
retary concerned may continue to make pay- 
ments after December 31, 2017, for bonuses 
that were awarded under this section on or 
before that date.”. 

(4) PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE ACT.—Paragraph 
(4) of section 2ll(a) of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 212) is amended— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘at the rate of 2 1⁄2 per cen- 
tum of the basic pay of the highest grade 
held by him as such officer” and inserting 
“calculated by multiplying the retired pay 
base determined under section 1406 of title 
10, United States Code, by the retired pay 
multiplier determined under section 1409 of 
such title for the numbers of years of service 
credited to the officer under this paragraph”; 
and 

(B) in the matter following subparagraph 
(B)Gii)\— 

(i) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘such 
pay, and” and inserting “such pay,”; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking “such 
basic pay.” and inserting “such basic pay, 
and (E) in the case of any officer who makes 
the election described in section 1409(b)(4) of 
title 10, United States Code, subparagraph 
(C) shall be applied by substituting '40 per 
centum’ for ‘50 per centum’ each place the 
term appears and subparagraph (D) shall be 
applied by substituting ‘60 per centum’ for 
‘75 per centum”.”. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 

(1) MODERNIZED RETIREMENT SYSTEMS.—The 
amendments made by subsection (a) shall 
take effect on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) COORDINATING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the amendments made by 
subsection (b) shall take effect on January 1, 
2018. 

(B) TITLE 37 AMENDMENTS.—The amend- 
ments made by paragraph (3) of subsection 
(b) shall take effect on the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act. 

SEC. 633. LUMP SUM PAYMENTS OF CERTAIN RE- 
TIRED PAY. 

(a) LUMP SUM PAYMENTS OF CERTAIN RE- 
TIRED PAY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 71 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$ 1415. Lump sum payment of certain retired 
pay 

““(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

‘*(1) COVERED RETIRED PAY.—The term ‘cov- 
ered retired pay’ means retired pay under— 

““(A) this title; 

“(B) title 14; 

““(C) the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration Commissioned Officer Corps 
Act of 2002 (33 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.); or 

“(D) the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 201 et seq.). 

‘“(2) ELIGIBLE PERSON.—The term ‘eligible 
person’ means a person who— 

“(A)J() first becomes a member of a uni- 
formed service on or after January 1, 2018; or 

““(ii) makes the election described in sec- 
tion 1409(b)(4) or 12739(f) of this title; and 

“(B) does not retire or separate under 
chapter 61 of this title. 

““(3) RETIREMENT AGE.—The term ‘retire- 
ment age’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 216(1) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 416(1)). 

““(b) ELECTION OF LUMP SUM PAYMENT OF 
CERTAIN RETIRED PAY.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible person enti- 
tled to covered retired pay (including an eli- 
gible person who is entitled to such pay by 
reason of an election described in subsection 
(a)(2)(A)(ii)) may elect— 
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““(A) to receive a lump sum payment of the 
discounted present value at the time of the 
election of the amount of the covered retired 
pay that the eligible person is otherwise en- 
titled to receive for the period beginning on 
the date of retirement and ending on the 
date the eligible person attains the eligible 
person’s retirement age; or 

““(B) to receive— 

“(i) a lump sum payment of an amount 
equal to 50 percent of the amount otherwise 
receivable by the eligible person pursuant to 
subparagraph (A); and 

““(ii) a monthly amount during the period 
described in subparagraph (A) equal to 50 
percent of the amount of monthly covered 
retired pay the eligible person is otherwise 
entitled to receive during such period. 

**(2) DISCOUNTED PRESENT VALUE.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall compute the dis- 
counted present value of amounts of covered 
retired pay that an eligible person is other- 
wise entitled to receive for a period for pur- 
poses of paragraph (1)(A) by— 

“(A) estimating the aggregate amount of 
retired pay the person would receive for the 
period, taking into account cost-of-living ad- 
justments under section 140la of this title 
projected by the Secretary at the time the 
person separates from service and would oth- 
erwise begin receiving covered retired pay; 
and 

““(B) reducing the aggregate amount esti- 
mated pursuant to subparagraph (A) by an 
appropriate percentage determined by the 
Secretary— 

““(i) using average personal discount rates 
(as defined and calculated by the Secretary 
taking into consideration applicable and rep- 
utable studies of personal discount rates for 
military personnel and past actuarial experi- 
ence in the calculation of personal discount 
rates under this paragraph); and 

““(ii) in accordance with generally accepted 
actuarial principles and practices. 

“*(3) TIMING OF ELECTION.—An eligible per- 
son shall make the election under this sub- 
section not later than 90 days before the date 
of the retirement of the eligible person from 
the uniformed services. 

(4) SINGLE PAYMENT OR COMBINATION OF 
PAYMENTS.—An eligible person may elect to 
receive a lump sum payment under this sub- 
section in a single payment or in a combina- 
tion of payments. 

(5) COMMENCEMENT OF PAYMENT.—An eligi- 
ble person who makes an election under this 
subsection shall receive the lump sum pay- 
ment, or the first installment of a combina- 
tion of payments of the lump sum payment 
if elected under paragraph (4), as follows: 

“(A) Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the retirement of the eligible person from 
the uniformed services. 

““(B) In the case of an eligible person who 
is a member of a reserve component, not 
later than 60 days after the later of— 

““(i) the date on which the eligible person 
attains 60 years of age; or 

““(ii) the date on which the eligible person 
first becomes entitled to covered retired pay. 

““(6) NO SUBSEQUENT ADJUSTMENT.—An eli- 
gible person who accepts payment of a lump 
sum under this subsection may not seek the 
review of or otherwise challenge the amount 
of the lump sum in light of any variation in 
cost-of-living adjustments under section 
1401a of this title, actuarial assumptions, or 
other factors used by the Secretary in calcu- 
lating the amount of the lump sum that 
occur after the Secretary pays the lump 
sum. 

““(c) RESUMPTION OF MONTHLY ANNUITY.— 

““(1) GENERAL RULE.—Subject to paragraph 
(2), an eligible person who makes an election 
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described in subsection (b) shall be entitled 

to receive the eligible person’s monthly cov- 

ered retired pay calculated in accordance 
with paragraph (2) after the eligible person 
attains the eligible person’s retirement age. 

“*(2) RESTORATION OF FULL RETIREMENT 
AMOUNT AT RETIREMENT AGE.—The retired 
pay of an eligible person who makes an elec- 
tion described in subsection (a) shall be re- 
computed, effective on the first day of the 
first month beginning after the person at- 
tains the eligible person’s retirement age, so 
as to be an amount equal to the amount of 
covered retired pay to which the eligible per- 
son would otherwise be entitled on that date 
if the annual increases, in the retired pay of 
the eligible person made to reflect changes 
in the Consumer Price Index, had been made 
in accordance with section 1401a of this title. 

““(d) PAYMENT OF RETIRED PAY TO PERSONS 
NoT MAKING ELECTION.—An eligible person 
who does not make the election described in 
subsection (b) shall be paid the retired pay to 
which the eligible person is otherwise enti- 
tled under the applicable provisions of law 
referred to in subsection (a)(1). 

““(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of De- 
fense concerned shall prescribe regulations 
to carry out the provisions of this section.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 71 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

“1415. Lump sum payment of certain retired 

pay.”. 

(3) PAYMENTS FROM DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE MILITARY RETIREMENT FUND.—Section 
1463(a)(1) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking “or 1414” and inserting 
“* 1414, or 1415”. 

(b) OFFSET OF VETERANS PENSION AND COM- 
PENSATION BY AMOUNT OF LUMP SUM PAY- 
MENTS.—Section 5304 of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

“(d)(1) Other than amounts payable under 
section 1418a or 1414 of title 10, the amount of 
pension and compensation benefits payable 
to a person under this title shall be reduced 
by the amount of any lump sum payment 
made to such person under section 1415 of 
title 10. 

‘(2) The Secretary shall collect any reduc- 
tion under paragraph (1) from amounts oth- 
erwise payable to the person under this title, 
including pension and compensation payable 
under this title, before any pension and com- 
pensation payments under this title may be 
paid to the person.”. 

SEC. 634. CONTINUATION PAY AFTER 12 YEARS 
OF SERVICE FOR MEMBERS OF THE 
UNIFORMED SERVICES’ PARTICI- 
PATING IN THE MODERNIZED RE- 
TIREMENT SYSTEMS. 

(a) CONTINUATION PAY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 5 
of title 87, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sections: 
“§356. Continuation pay after 12 years of 

service: members participating in modern- 

ized retirement systems 

““(a) CONTINUATION PAY.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary concerned 
shall make a payment of continuation pay to 
each member of the uniformed services 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary who— 

“(A)(i) first becomes a member of a uni- 
formed service after January 1, 2018; or 

“(ii) subject to paragraph (2), makes the 
election described in section 1409(b)(4) or 
12739(f) of title 10; and 

““(B) after the date on which the member 
satisfies the applicable requirement in sub- 
paragraph (A)— 
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“*(1) completes 12 years of service; and 

““(ii) enters into an agreement with the 
Secretary to serve for an additional 4 years 
of obligated service. 

‘(2) ELIGIBILITY DEPENDENT ON ELECTION 
BEFORE COMPLETION OF 12 YEARS OF SERVICE.— 
A member who makes an election described 
in paragraph (1)(A)(ii) after the member 
completes 12 years of service is not eligible 
for continuation pay under this section. 


““(b) AMOUNT.—The amount of continuation 
pay payable to a member under this section 
shall be the amount that is equal to— 

“(1) in the case of a member of a regular 
component— 

““(A) the monthly basic pay of the member 
at 12 years of service multiplied by 2.5; plus 

““(B) at the discretion of the Secretary con- 
cerned, the monthly basic pay of the member 
at 12 years of service multiplied by such 
number of months (not to exceed 13 months) 
as the Secretary concerned shall specify in 
the agreement of the member under sub- 
section (a); and 

““(2) in the case of a member of a reserve 
component— 

“(A) the amount of monthly basic pay to 
which the member would be entitled at 12 
years of service if the member were a mem- 
ber of a regular component multiplied by 0.5; 
plus 

““(B) at the discretion of the Secretary con- 
cerned, the amount of monthly basic pay de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) multiplied by 
such number of months (not to exceed 6 
months) as the Secretary concerned shall 
specify in the agreement of the member 
under subsection (a). 


““(c) TIMING OF PAYMENT.—The Secretary 
concerned shall pay continuation pay under 
this section to a member when the member 
completes 12 years of service. 


“(d) LUMP SUM OR INSTALLMENTS.—A mem- 
ber may elect to receive continuation pay 
under this section in a lump sum or in a se- 
ries of not more than 4 payments. 


““(e) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PAY AND AL- 
LOWANCES.—Continuation pay under this sec- 
tion is in addition to any other pay or allow- 
ance to which the member is entitled. 


““(f) REPAYMENT.—A member who receives 
continuation pay under this section and fails 
to complete the obligated service required 
under subsection (a)(2)(B)(ii) shall be subject 
to the repayment provisions of section 373 of 
this title. 


“(g¢) REGULATIONS.—Each Secretary con- 
cerned shall prescribe regulations to carry 
out this section.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 5 of such 
title is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new item: 


‘356. Continuation pay after 12 years of serv- 


ice: members participating in 
modernized retirement sys- 
tems.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 


made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
January 1, 2018, and shall apply with respect 
to agreements entered into under section 356 
of title 37, United States Code, after that 
date. 


SEC. 635. AUTHORITY FOR RETIREMENT FLEXI- 
BILITY FOR MEMBERS OF THE UNI- 
FORMED SERVICES. 


(a) AUTHORITY FOR RETIREMENT FLEXI- 
BILITY.—Chapter 63 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new item: 
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“$1276. Retirement flexibility: authority to 

modify years of service required for retire- 
ment for particular occupational speciali- 
ties or other groupings 
“(a) AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary con- 
cerned may modify the years of service re- 
quired for an eligible member to retire, to 
greater than or fewer than 20 years of serv- 
ice, in order to facilitate management ac- 
tions that shape the personnel profile or cor- 
rect manpower shortages within an occupa- 
tional specialty or other grouping of mem- 
bers of the uniformed services. 

““(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBER DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘eligible member’ means a 
member of the uniformed services working 
in an occupational specialty or other group- 
ing designated by the Secretary concerned as 
in need of a management action described in 
subsection (a). 

““(c) NOTICE-AND-WAIT.— 

“*(1) NOTICE REQUIRED.—The Secretary con- 
cerned shall submit to Congress notice of 
any proposed modification under subsection 
(a). 

“*(2) LIMITATION.—The Secretary concerned 
may not implement a proposed modification 
under subsection (a) until one year after the 
day on which the notice of the modification 
is submitted to Congress under paragraph 
(1). 

““(d) APPLICABILITY.—The Secretary con- 
cerned may only modify the required years 
of service under subsection (a) for an eligible 
member who first becomes a member of a 
uniformed service on or after the date of the 
expiration of the one year period described in 
subsection (c)(2) that is applicable to the oc- 
cupational specialty or other grouping in 
which the eligible member works.””. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 63 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

“1276. Retirement flexibility: authority to 
modify years of service required 
for retirement for particular 
occupational specialities or 
other groupings.”. 

SEC. 636. TREATMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF DE- 

FENSE MILITARY RETIREMENT 
FUND AS A QUALIFIED TRUST. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 74 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 


“$ 1468. Treatment as a qualified trust 


“For purposes of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 1 et seq.)— 

“(1) the Fund shall be treated as a trust de- 
scribed in section 401(a) of such Code (26 
U.S.C. 401(a)) which is exempt from taxation 
under section 501(a) of such Code (26 U.S.C. 
501(a)); and 

“(2) any contribution to, or distribution 
from, the Fund shall be treated in the same 
manner as contributions to or distributions 
from such a trust.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 74 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘1468. Treatment as a qualified trust.”. 
PART II—OTHER MATTERS 
SEC. 641. DEATH OF FORMER SPOUSE BENE- 
FICIARIES AND SUBSEQUENT RE- 
MARRIAGES UNDER SURVIVOR BEN- 
EFIT PLAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1448(b) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

“(7) EFFECT OF DEATH OF FORMER SPOUSE 
BENEFICIARY.— 
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‘(A) TERMINATION OF PARTICIPATION IN 
PLAN.—A person who elects to provide an an- 
nuity to a former spouse under paragraph (2) 
or (3) and whose former spouse subsequently 
dies is no longer a participant in the Plan, 
effective on the date of death of the former 
spouse. 

‘(B) AUTHORITY FOR ELECTION OF NEW 
SPOUSE BENEFICIARY.—If a person’s participa- 
tion in the Plan is discontinued by reason of 
the death of a former spouse beneficiary, the 
person may elect to resume participation in 
the Plan and to elect a new spouse bene- 
ficiary as follows: 

“(i) MARRIED ON THE DATE OF DEATH OF 
FORMER SPOUSE.—A person who is married at 
the time of the death of the former spouse 
beneficiary may elect to provide coverage to 
that person’s spouse. Such an election must 
be received by the Secretary concerned with- 
in one year after the date of death of the 
former spouse beneficiary. 

““(ii) MARRIAGE AFTER DEATH OF FORMER 
SPOUSE BENEFICIARY.—A person who is not 
married at the time of the death of the 
former spouse beneficiary and who later 
marries may elect to provide spouse cov- 
erage. Such an election must be received by 
the Secretary concerned within one year 
after the date on which that person marries. 

‘(C) EFFECTIVE DATE OF ELECTION.—The ef- 
fective date of election under this paragraph 
shall be as follows: 

““(i) An election under subparagraph (B)(i) 
is effective as of the first day of the first cal- 
endar month following the death of the 
former spouse beneficiary. 

““(ii) An election under subparagraph (B)(ii) 
is effective as of the first day of the first cal- 
endar month following the month in which 
the election is received by the Secretary 
concerned. 

““(D) LEVEL OF COVERAGE.—A person mak- 
ing an election under subparagraph (B) may 
not reduce the base amount previously elect- 
ed. 

““(E) PROCEDURES.—An election under this 
paragraph shall be in writing, signed by the 
participant, and made in such form and man- 
ner as the Secretary concerned may pre- 
scribe. 

““(F) IRREVOCABILITY.—An election under 
this paragraph is irrevocable.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (7) of sec- 
tion 1448(b) of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a), shall apply with re- 
spect to any person whose former spouse 
beneficiary dies on or after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) APPLICABILITY TO FORMER SPOUSE 
DEATHS BEFORE ENACTMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—A person— 

(A) who before the date of the enactment 
of this Act had a former spouse beneficiary 
under the Survivor Benefit Plan who died be- 
fore that date; and 

(B) who on the date of the enactment of 
this Act is married, 


may elect to provide spouse coverage for 
such spouse under the Plan, regardless of 
whether the person married such spouse be- 
fore or after the death of the former spouse 
beneficiary. Any such election may only be 
made during the one-year period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE OF ELECTION IF MARRIED 
AT LEAST A YEAR AT DEATH FORMER SPOUSE.— 
If the person providing the annuity was mar- 
ried to the spouse beneficiary for at least one 
year at the time of the death of the former 
spouse beneficiary, the effective date of such 
election shall be the first day of the first 
month after the death of the former spouse 
beneficiary. 
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(3) OTHER EFFECTIVE DATE.—If the person 
providing the annuity married the spouse 
beneficiary after (or during the one-year pe- 
riod preceding) the death of the former 
spouse beneficiary, the effective date of the 
election shall be the first day of the first 
month following the first anniversary of the 
person's marriage to the spouse beneficiary. 

(4) RESPONSIBILITY FOR PREMIUMS.—A per- 
son electing to participate in the Plan under 
this subsection shall be responsible for pay- 
ment of all premiums due from the effective 
date of the election. 

SEC. 642. TRANSITIONAL COMPENSATION AND 
OTHER BENEFITS FOR DEPENDENTS 
OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES INELIGIBLE TO RECEIVE 
RETIRED PAY AS A RESULT OF 
COURT-MARTIAL SENTENCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 53 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1059 the following new section: 


“§1059a. Dependents of members of the 
armed forces ineligible to receive retired 
pay as a result of court-martial sentence: 
transitional compensation and other bene- 
fits; commissary and exchange benefits 


“(a) AUTHORITY To PAY COMPENSATION.— 
The Secretary of Defense, with respect to the 
armed forces (other than the Coast Guard 
when it is not operating as a service in the 
Navy), and the Secretary of Homeland Secu- 
rity, with respect to the Coast Guard when it 
is not operating as a service in the Navy, 
may each carry out a program under which 
the Secretary may pay monthly transitional 
compensation in accordance with this sec- 
tion to dependents or former dependents of a 
member of the armed forces described in sub- 
section (b) who is under the jurisdiction of 
the Secretary. 

““(b) MEMBERS COVERED.—This section ap- 
plies in the case of a member of the armed 
forces eligible for retired or retainer pay 
under this title for years of service who— 

“(1) is separated from the armed forces 
pursuant to the sentence of a court-martial 
as a result of misconduct while a member; 
and 

“*(2) has eligibility to receive retired pay 
terminated pursuant to such sentence. 

“(c) RECIPIENT OF PAYMENTS.—(1) In the 
case of a member of the armed forces de- 
scribed in subsection (b), the Secretary may 
pay compensation under this section to de- 
pendents or former dependents of the mem- 
ber as follows: 

“(A) If the member was married at the 
time of the commission of the offense result- 
ing in separation from the armed forces, 
such compensation may be paid to the 
spouse or former spouse to whom the mem- 
ber was married at that time, including an 
amount for each, if any, dependent child of 
the member who resides in the same house- 
hold as that spouse or former spouse. 

““(B) If there is a spouse or former spouse 
who is or, but for subsection (d)(2), would be 
eligible for compensation under this section 
and if there is a dependent child of the mem- 
ber who does not reside in the same house- 
hold as that spouse or former spouse, com- 
pensation under this section may be paid to 
each such dependent child of the member 
who does not reside in that household. 

“(C) If there is no spouse or former spouse 
who is or, but for subsection (d)(2), would be 
eligible under this section, compensation 
under this section may be paid to the de- 
pendent children of the member. 

“(2) A dependent or former dependent of a 
member described in subsection (b) is not eli- 
gible for transitional compensation under 
this section if the Secretary concerned de- 
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termines (under regulations prescribed under 
subsection (g)) that the dependent or former 
dependent either— 

““(A) was an active participant in the con- 
duct constituting the offense under chapter 
47 of this title (the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice) for which the member was convicted 
and separated from the armed forces; or 

““(B) did not cooperate with the investiga- 
tion of such conduct. 

““(d) COMMENCEMENT AND DURATION OF PAY- 
MENT.—(1) Payment of transitional com- 
pensation under this section shall com- 
mence— 

“(A) as of the date the court-martial sen- 
tence is adjudged if the sentence, as ad- 
judged, includes— 

“(i) a dismissal, dishonorable discharge, or 
bad conduct discharge; and 

“(ii) forfeiture of all pay and allowances; 
or 

““(B) if there is a pretrial agreement that 
provides for disapproval or suspension of the 
dismissal, dishonorable discharge, bad con- 
duct discharge, or forfeiture of all pay and 
allowances, as of the date of the approval of 
the court-martial sentence by the person 
acting under section 860(c) of this title (arti- 
cle 60(c) of the Uniform Code of Military Jus- 
tice) if the sentence, as approved, includes— 

“(i) an unsuspended dismissal, dishonor- 
able discharge, or bad conduct discharge; and 

““(ii) forfeiture of all pay and allowances. 

‘(2) Paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection 
(e), paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (g), 
and subsections (f) and (h) of section 1059 of 
this title shall apply in determining— 

““(A) the amount of transitional compensa- 
tion to be paid under this section; 

““(B) the period for which such compensa- 
tion may be paid; and 

“(C) the circumstances under which the 
payment of such compensation may or will 
cease. 

““(e) COMMISSARY AND EXCHANGE BENE- 
FITS.—A dependent or former dependent who 
receives transitional compensation under 
this section shall, while receiving such pay- 
ments, be entitled to use commissary and ex- 
change stores in the same manner as pro- 
vided in subsection (j) of section 1059 of this 
title. 

““(f) COORDINATION OF BENEFITS.—(1) The 
Secretary concerned may not make pay- 
ments to a spouse or former spouse under 
both this section, on the one hand, and sec- 
tion 1059, 1408(h), or 1408(i) of this title, on 
the other hand. In the case of a spouse or 
former spouse for whom a court order pro- 
vides for payments pursuant to section 
1408(h) or 1408(i) of this title and to whom the 
Secretary offers payments under this section 
or section 1059 of this title, the spouse or 
former spouse shall elect which payments to 
receive. 

“*(2) Upon the cessation of payments of 
transitional compensation to a spouse or 
former spouse under this section pursuant to 
subsection (d)(2), a spouse or former spouse 
who elected payments of transitional com- 
pensation under this section and either re- 
mains or becomes eligible for payments 
under section 1408(h) or 1408(i) of this title, 
as applicable, may commence receipt of pay- 
ments under such section 1408(h) or 1408(i) in 
accordance with such section. 

““(g) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall prescribe regulations to carry out 
this section with respect to the armed forces 
(other than the Coast Guard when it is not 
operating as a service in the Navy). The Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security shall prescribe 
regulations to carry out this section with re- 
spect to the Coast Guard when it is not oper- 
ating as a service in the Navy. 
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“(h) DEPENDENT CHILD DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘dependent child’, with re- 
spect to a member or former member of the 
armed forces referred to in subsection (b), 
has the meaning given such term in sub- 
section (1) of section 1059 of this title, except 
that status as a ‘dependent child’ shall be de- 
termined as of the date on which the member 
described in subsection (b) is convicted of 
the offense concerned.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 53 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 1059 the following 
new item: 

‘1059a. Dependents of members of the armed 
forces ineligible to receive re- 
tired pay as a result of court- 
martial sentence: transitional 
compensation and other bene- 
fits; commissary and exchange 
benefits.”. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(i) of section 1059 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

““(i) COORDINATION OF BENEFITS.—The Sec- 
retary concerned may not make payments to 
a spouse or former spouse under both this 
section, on the one hand, and section 1059a, 
1408(h), or 1408(i) of this title, on the other 
hand. In the case of a spouse or former 
spouse for whom a court order provides for 
payments pursuant to section 1408(h) or 
1408(i1) of this title and to whom the Sec- 
retary offers payments under this section or 
section 10591 of this title, the spouse or 
former spouse shall elect which payments to 
receive.”. 

Subtitle E—Commissary and Non-Appro- 
priated Fund Instrumentality Benefits and 
Operations 

SEC. 651. COMMISSARY SYSTEM MATTERS. 

(a) OPERATING EXPENSES.—Section 2483 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘supplies 
and”; 

(B) by striking (5); and 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para- 
graph (5); and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘(d) TRANSPORTATION COSTS FOR CERTAIN 
GOODS AND SUPPLIES.—Appropriated funds 
may be used to pay any costs associated with 
the transportation of commissary goods and 
supplies to overseas areas, but only to the 
extent that the working capital fund for 
commissary operations is reimbursed for the 
payment of such costs. The sales prices in 
commissary stores worldwide shall be ad- 
justed in an equal percentage to the extent 
necessary to provide sufficient gross reve- 
nues from such sales to make such reim- 
bursements. 

““(e) UNIFORM SYSTEM-WIDE PRICING.—The 
defense commissary system shall be man- 
aged with the objective of attaining uniform 
system-wide pricing.”. 

(b) PRICING AND SURCHARGES.—Section 2484 
of such title is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following new subsection (e): 

“(e) SALES PRICE ESTABLISHMENT.—The 
Secretary of Defense shall establish the sales 
price of merchandise sold in, at, or by com- 
missary stores in amounts sufficient to fi- 
nance operating expenses as prescribed in 
section 2483(b) of this title and the replenish- 
ment of inventories.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (h)— 

(A) in the subsection caption, by striking 
“AND MAINTENANCE” and inserting ‘‘MAINTE- 
NANCE, AND PURCHASE OF OPERATING SUP- 
PLIES”; and 
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(B) in paragraph (1)(A)— 

(i) in clause (i), by striking “and” at the 
end; 

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

“(iii) to purchase operating supplies for 
commissary stores.”. 

(c) OVERSEAS TRANSPORTATION.—Section 
2643(b) of such title is amended by striking 
the first sentence and inserting the following 
new sentence: ‘‘Defense working capital 
funds may be used to cover the transpor- 
tation costs of commissary goods and sup- 
plies as provided in section 2483(d) of this 
title.”. 

SEC. 652. PLAN ON PRIVATIZATION OF THE DE- 
FENSE COMMISSARY SYSTEM. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1, 
2016, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report setting forth a plan for the privatiza- 
tion, in whole or in part, of the defense com- 
missary system of the Department of De- 
fense. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
consult with major grocery retailers in the 
continental United States in developing the 
plan. 

(b) ELEMENTS.— 

(1) PLAN ELEMENTS.—The plan required by 
subsection (a) shall ensure the provision of 
high quality grocery goods and products, dis- 
count savings to patrons, and high levels of 
customer satisfaction while achieving sav- 
ings for the Department of Defense. 

(2) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report required 
by subsection (a) should include— 

(A) an evaluation of the current rates of 
basic pay and basic allowance for subsistence 
payable to members of the Armed Forces, 
and an assessment whether such pay and al- 
lowance should be adjusted to ensure that 
members maintain purchasing power for gro- 
cery goods and products under the plan; and 

(B) an estimate of any initial and long- 
term costs or savings to the Department as 
a result of the implementation of the plan. 

(3) RECOMMENDATIONS FOR LEGISLATIVE AC- 
TION.—The plan shall include recommenda- 
tions for such legislative action as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate to implement 
the plan. 

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED 
STATES ASSESSMENT OF PLAN.—Not later 
than 120 days after the submittal of the re- 
port required by subsection (a), the Comp- 
troller General of the United States shall 
submit to the committees of Congress re- 
ferred to in that subsection a report setting 
forth an assessment by the Comptroller Gen- 
eral of the plan set forth in the report re- 
quired by that subsection. 

(d) PILOT PROGRAM ON PRIVATIZATION.— 

(1) PILOT PROGRAM  REQUIRED.—Com- 
mencing as soon as practicable after the sub- 
mittal to Congress of the report required by 
subsection (c), the Secretary shall carry out 
a pilot program to assess the feasibility and 
advisability of the plan set forth in the re- 
port required by subsection (a). 

(2) NUMBER AND LOCATION OF COM- 
MISSARIES.—The pilot program shall involve 
not fewer than five commissaries selected by 
the Secretary for purposes of the pilot pro- 
gram from among commissaries in the larg- 
est markets of the defense commissary sys- 
tem in the United States. 

(3) SCOPE OF PILOT PROGRAM.—The Sec- 
retary shall carry out the pilot program in 
accordance with the plan described in para- 
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graph (1) as modified by the Secretary in 
light of the assessment of the plan by the 
Comptroller General pursuant to subsection 
(c). The Secretary shall submit to the Com- 
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives a notice on any 
modifications made to the plan for purposes 
of the pilot program in light of the assess- 
ment. 

(4) ADDITIONAL ELEMENT ON ONLINE PUR- 
CHASES.—In an addition to any requirements 
under paragraph (3), the Secretary may in- 
clude in the pilot program a component de- 
signed to permit eligible beneficiaries of the 
defense commissary system in the 
catchment areas of the commissaries se- 
lected for participation in the pilot program 
to order and purchase grocery goods and 
products otherwise available through the de- 
fense commissary system through the Inter- 
net and to receive items so ordered through 
home delivery. 

(5) DURATION.—The duration of the pilot 
program shall be two years. 

(6) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the completion of the pilot program, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report on the pilot pro- 
gram, including— 

(A) an assessment of the feasibility and ad- 
visability of carrying out the plan described 
in paragraph (1), as modified, if at all, as de- 
scribed in paragraph (3); and 

(B) a description of any modifications to 
the plan the Secretary considers appropriate 
in light of the pilot program. 

SEC. 653. COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES REPORT ON THE 
COMMISSARY SURCHARGE, NON-AP- 


PROPRIATED FUND, AND PRI- 
VATELY-FINANCED MAJOR CON- 
STRUCTION PROGRAM. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report on the Commissary 
Surcharge, Non-appropriated Fund and Pri- 
vately-Financed Major Construction Pro- 
gram of the Department of Defense. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report under 
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment whether the Secretary of 
Defense has established policies and proce- 
dures to ensure the timely submittal to the 
committees of Congress referred to in sub- 
section (a) of notice on construction projects 
proposed to be funded through the program 
referred to in that subsection. 

(2) An assessment whether the Secretaries 
of the military departments have developed 
and implemented policies and procedures to 
comply with the policies and directives of 
the Department of Defense for the submittal 
to such committees of Congress of notice on 
such construction projects. 

(3) An assessment whether the Secretary of 
Defense has established policies and proce- 
dures to notify such committees of Congress 
when such construction projects have been 
commenced without notice to Congress. 

(4) An assessment whether construction 
projects described in paragraph (3) have been 
completed before submittal of notice to Con- 
gress as described in that paragraph and, if 
so, a list of such projects. 

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 


Subtitle A—TRICARE and Other Health Care 
Benefits 
SEC. 701. URGENT CARE AUTHORIZATION UNDER 
THE TRICARE PROGRAM. 
(a) URGENT CARE.— 


sub- 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 
regulations prescribed under this section, a 
covered beneficiary under the TRICARE pro- 
gram shall have access to up to four urgent 
care visits per year under that program 
without the need for preauthorization for 
such visits. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall prescribe regulations to 
carry out paragraph (1). 

(b) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) publish information on any modifica- 
tions made pursuant to subsection (a) to the 
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authorization requirements for the receipt of 
urgent care under the TRICARE program— 

(A) on the primary Internet website that is 
available to the public of the Department; 
and 

(B) on the primary Internet website that is 
available to the public of each military med- 
ical treatment facility; and 

(2) ensure that such information is made 
available on the primary Internet website 
that is available to the public of each cur- 
rent managed care contractor that has es- 
tablished a health care provider network 
under the TRICARE program. 
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(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
“covered beneficiary” and “TRICARE pro- 
gram” have the meaning given such terms in 
section 1072 of title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 702. MODIFICATIONS OF COST-SHARING RE- 

QUIREMENTS FOR THE TRICARE 
PHARMACY BENEFITS PROGRAM. 

Paragraph (6) of section 1074g(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“(6)/(A) In the case of any of the years 2016 
through 2025, the cost-sharing amounts 
under this subsection shall be determined in 
accordance with the following table: 


The cost-sharing 
The cost-sharing The cost-sharing The cost-sharing The cost-sharing amount for a 90-day 
amount for 30-day amount for 30-day amount for a 90-day amount for a 90-day supply of a mail 
supply of a retail ge- | supply of a retail for- | supply of a mail supply of a mail order non-formulary 
“For: neric is: mulary is: order generic is: order formulary is: is: 
2016 $8 $28 $0 $28 $54 
2017 $8 $30 $0 $30 $58 
2018 $8 $32 $0 $32 $62 
2019 $9 $34 $9 $34 $66 
2020 $10 $36 $10 $36 $70 
2021 $11 $38 $11 $38 $75 
2022 $12 $40 $12 $40 $80 
2023 $13 $43 $13 $43 $85 
2024 $14 $45 $14 $45 $90 
2025 $14 $46 $14 $46 $92 
““(B) For any year after 2025, the cost-shar- (b) NOTIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—Sub- (A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘sub- 
ing amounts under this subsection shall be section (c)(2) of such section is amended by section (b)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
equal to the cost-sharing amounts for the inserting “or subsection (b)(2)” after “sub- (b)(8)”; and 
previous year adjusted by an amount, if any, section (b)(1)”’. (B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘sub- 
determined by the Secretary to reflect section (b)(3)’ and inserting “subsection 


changes in the costs of pharmaceutical 

agents and prescription dispensing, rounded 

to the nearest dollar. 

‘(C) Notwithstanding subparagraphs (A) 
and (B), the cost-sharing amounts under this 
subsection for any year for a dependent of a 
member of the uniformed services who dies 
while on active duty, a member retired under 
chapter 61 of this title, or a dependent of 
such a member shall be equal to the cost- 
sharing amounts, if any, for 2015.”. 

SEC. 703. EXPANSION OF CONTINUED HEALTH 
BENEFITS COVERAGE TO INCLUDE 
DISCHARGED AND RELEASED MEM- 
BERS OF THE SELECTED RESERVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 
1078a of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 
(4) as paragraphs (3) through (5), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (2): 

“(2) A member of the Selected Reserve of 
the Ready Reserve of a reserve component of 
the armed forces who— 

“(A) is discharged or released from service 
in the Selected Reserve, whether voluntarily 
or involuntarily, under other than adverse 
conditions, as characterized by the Secretary 
concerned; 

““(B) immediately preceding that discharge 
or release, is eligible to enroll in TRICARE 
Standard coverage under section 1076d of this 
title; and 

““(C) after that discharge or release, would 
not otherwise be eligible for any benefits 
under this chapter.”. 


(c) ELECTION OF COVERAGE.—Subsection (d) 
of such section is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 
(4) as paragraphs (3) through (5), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (2): 

‘“(2) In the case of a member described in 
subsection (b)(2), the written election shall 
be submitted to the Secretary concerned be- 
fore the end of the 60-day period beginning 
on the later of— 

““(A) the date of the discharge or release of 
the member from service in the Selected Re- 
serve; and 

““(B) the date the member receives the no- 
tification required pursuant to subsection 
(c).”. 

(d) COVERAGE OF DEPENDENTS.—Subsection 
(e) of such section is amended by inserting 
“or subsection (b)(2) after “subsection 
mu)”. 


(e) PERIOD OF CONTINUED COVERAGE.—Sub- 
section (g)(1) of such section is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) 
through (D) as subparagraphs (C) through 
(E); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following new subparagraph (B): 

““(B) in the case of a member described in 
subsection (b)(2), the date which is 18 months 
after the date the member ceases to be eligi- 
ble to enroll in TRICARE Standard coverage 
under section 1076d of this title;’’. 


(£) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such sec- 
tion is further amended— 
(1) in subsection (c)— 


Me)”; 

(2) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (3), as redesignated by 
subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘subsection 
(b)(2)”’ and inserting “subsection (bX3)”; 

(B) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by 
striking “subsection (b)(8)’’ and inserting 
“subsection (b)(4)”; and 

(C) in paragraph (5), as so redesignated, by 
striking “subsection (b)(4)’’ and inserting 
“subsection (b)(5)”; 

(3) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (b)(2) or subsection (b)(3)’’ and insert- 
ing “subsection (b)(8) or subsection (b)(4)’’; 
and 

(4) in subsection (g)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (C), as redesignated by 
subsection (e)(1), by striking ‘‘subsection 
(b)(2) and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)(8)’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (D), as so redesignated, 
by striking “subsection (b)(3)’’ and inserting 
“subsection (b)(4)”; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (E), as so redesig- 
nated, by striking ‘‘subsection (b)4)” and in- 
serting ‘‘subsection (b)(5)’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking “paragraph (11(B)” and in- 
serting “paragraph (1)(C)’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)(2)’’ and in- 
serting “subsection (b)(3)’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 

(i) by striking “paragraph (1)(C)’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘paragraph (1)(D)’’; and 

(ii) by striking “subsection (bX3)” and in- 
serting ‘‘subsection (b)(4)’’. 
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SEC. 704. EXPANSION OF REIMBURSEMENT FOR 
SMOKING CESSATION SERVICES FOR 
CERTAIN TRICARE BENEFICIARIES. 

Section 713(f) of the Duncan Hunter Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4503) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘during 
fiscal year 2009”; 

(2) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking “during 
such period”; and 

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking “during 
fiscal year 2009” and inserting “after Sep- 
tember 30, 2008”. 

SEC. 705. PILOT PROGRAM ON TREATMENT OF 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES 
FOR POST-TRAUMATIC STRESS DIS- 
ORDER RELATED TO MILITARY SEX- 
UAL TRAUMA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may conduct a pilot program to provide in- 
tensive outpatient programs to treat mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces suffering from 
post-traumatic stress disorder resulting from 
military sexual trauma, including treatment 
for substance abuse, depression, and other 
issues related to such conditions. 

(b) GRANTS TO COMMUNITY PARTNERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may carry out the pilot program through the 
award of grants to community partners de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(2) COMMUNITY PARTNERS.—A community 
partner described in this paragraph is a pri- 
vate health care organization or institution 
that— 

(A) provides health care to members of the 
Armed Forces; 

(B) provides evidence-based treatment for 
psychological and neurological conditions 
that are common among members of the 
Armed Forces, including post-traumatic 
stress disorder, traumatic brain injury, sub- 
stance abuse, and depression; 

(C) provides health care, support, and other 
benefits to family members of members of 
the Armed Forces; and 

(D) provides health care under the 
TRICARE program (as that term is defined 
in section 1072 of title 10, United States 
Code). 

(c) REQUIREMENTS OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.— 
Each community partner awarded a grant 
under subsection (b) shall— 

(1) carry out intensive outpatient pro- 
grams of short duration to treat members of 
the Armed Forces suffering from post-trau- 
matic stress disorder resulting from military 
sexual trauma, including treatment for sub- 
stance abuse, depression, and other issues re- 
lated to such conditions; 

(2) use evidence-based and evidence-in- 
formed treatment strategies in carrying out 
such programs; 

(3) share clinical and outreach best prac- 
tices with other community partners partici- 
pating in the pilot program; and 

(4) annually assess outcomes for members 
of the Armed Forces individually and 
throughout the community partner with re- 
spect to the treatment of conditions de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

(d) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the costs of a program carried out by a com- 
munity partner using a grant under this sec- 
tion may not exceed 50 percent. 

(e) TERMINATION.—The Secretary of De- 
fense may not carry out the conduct of the 
pilot program after the date that is three 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

Subtitle B—Health Care Administration 
SEC. 711. ACCESS TO HEALTH CARE UNDER THE 
TRICARE PROGRAM. 
(a) ACCESS TO HEALTH CARE.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall ensure that covered beneficiaries under 
the TRICARE program seeking an appoint- 
ment for health care under such program at 
a military medical treatment facility obtain 
such an appointment at such facility within 
the wait-time goals specified for the receipt 
of such health care pursuant to the health 
care access standards established under sub- 
section (b). 

(2) USE OF CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—If a cov- 
ered beneficiary is unable to obtain an ap- 
pointment within the wait-time goals de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), such covered bene- 
ficiary shall be offered an appointment with- 
in such wait-time goals with a health care 
provider with which a contract has been en- 
tered into under the TRICARE program. 

(b) STANDARDS FOR ACCESS TO CARE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish health care ac- 
cess standards, including wait-time goals for 
appointments, for the receipt of health care 
under the TRICARE program, whether re- 
ceived at military medical treatment facili- 
ties or from health care providers with which 
a contract has been entered into under such 
program. 

(2) CATEGORIES OF CARE.—The health care 
access standards established under para- 
graph (1) shall include standards with re- 
spect to the following categories of health 
care: 

(A) Primary care, including pediatric care, 
maternity care, gynecological care, and 
other subcategories of primary care. 

(B) Specialty care, including behavioral 
health care and other subcategories of spe- 
cialty care. 

(3) MODIFICATIONS.—The Secretary may 
modify the health care access standards es- 
tablished under paragraph (1) whenever the 
Secretary considers the modification of such 
standards appropriate. 

(4) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall pub- 
lish the health care access standards estab- 
lished under paragraph (1), and any modifica- 
tions to such standards, in the Federal Reg- 
ister and on a publicly accessible Internet 
website of the Department of Defense. 

(c) PUBLICATION OF APPOINTMENT WAIT 
TIMES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall publish on a publicly ac- 
cessible Internet website of each military 
medical treatment facility that offers a cat- 
egory or subcategory of health care covered 
by the standards under subsection (b)(2) the 
average wait-time for a covered beneficiary 
for an appointment at such facility for the 
receipt of each such category and sub- 
category of health care. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS.—Whenever there is a 
modification of a wait-time for a category or 
subcategory of health care published under 
this subsection, the Secretary shall publish 
on a publicly accessible Internet website of 
each military medical treatment facility 
that provides such category or subcategory 
of health care the modified wait-time for 
such category or subcategory of health care. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
“covered beneficiary’ and “TRICARE pro- 
gram” have the meaning given such terms in 
section 1072 of title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 712. PORTABILITY OF HEALTH PLANS 

UNDER THE TRICARE PROGRAM. 

(a) HEALTH PLAN PORTABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall ensure that covered beneficiaries under 
the TRICARE program who are covered 
under a health plan under such program are 
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able to seamlessly access health care under 
such health plan in each TRICARE program 
region. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall prescribe regulations to 
carry out paragraph (1). 

(b) MECHANISMS TO ENSURE PORTABILITY.— 
In carrying out subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall do the following: 

(1) Provide for the automatic electronic 
transfer of demographic, enrollment, and 
claims information between the contractors 
responsible for administering the TRICARE 
program in each TRICARE region when cov- 
ered beneficiaries under the TRICARE pro- 
gram relocate between such regions. 

(2) Ensure such covered beneficiaries are 
able to obtain a new primary health care 
provider within ten days of undergoing such 
relocation. 

(3) Develop a process for such covered bene- 
ficiaries to receive urgent care without 
preauthorization while undergoing such relo- 
cation. 

(c) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall— 

(1) publish information on any modifica- 
tions made pursuant to subsection (a) with 
respect to the ability of covered beneficiaries 
under the TRICARE program who are cov- 
ered under a health plan under such program 
to access health care in each TRICARE re- 
gion on the primary Internet website of the 
Department that is available to the public; 
and 

(2) ensure that such information is made 
available on the primary Internet website 
that is available to the public of each cur- 
rent contractor responsible for admin- 
istering the TRICARE program. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
“covered beneficiary” and “TRICARE pro- 
gram” have the meaning given such terms in 
section 1072 of title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 713. IMPROVEMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH 

CARE PROVIDED BY HEALTH CARE 
PROVIDERS OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE. 

(a) TRAINING ON RECOGNITION AND MANAGE- 
MENT OF RISK OF SUICIDE.— 

(1) INITIAL TRAINING.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall ensure 
that all primary care and mental health care 
providers of the Department of Defense re- 
ceive, or have already received, evidence- 
based training on the recognition and assess- 
ment of individuals at risk for suicide and 
the management of such risk. 

(2) ADDITIONAL TRAINING.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that providers who receive, or 
have already received, training described in 
paragraph (1) receive such additional train- 
ing thereafter as may be required based on 
evidence-based changes in health care prac- 
tices. 

(b) ASSESSMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH WORK- 
FORCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives a report 
assessing the mental health workforce of the 
Department of Defense and the long-term 
mental health care needs of members of the 
Armed Forces and their dependents for pur- 
poses of determining the long-term require- 
ments of the Department for mental health 
care providers. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include an assessment of 
the following: 

(A) The number of mental health care pro- 
viders of the Department of Defense as of the 
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date of the submittal of the report, 
disaggregated by specialty, including psychi- 
atrists, psychologists, social workers, men- 
tal health counselors, and marriage and fam- 
ily therapists. 

(B) The number of mental health care pro- 
viders that are anticipated to be needed by 
the Department. 

(C) The types of mental health care pro- 
viders that are anticipated to be needed by 
the Department. 

(D) Locations in which mental health care 
providers are anticipated to be needed by the 
Department. 

(c) PLAN FOR DEVELOPMENT OF PROCEDURES 
TO MEASURE MENTAL HEALTH DATA.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary of De- 
fense shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a plan for the Department 
of Defense to develop procedures to compile 
and assess data relating to the following: 

(1) Outcomes for mental health care pro- 
vided by the Department. 

(2) Variations in such outcomes among dif- 
ferent medical facilities of the Department. 

(3) Barriers, if any, to the implementation 
by mental health care providers of the De- 
partment of the clinical practice guidelines 
and other evidence-based treatments and ap- 
proaches recommended for such providers by 
the Secretary. 

SEC. 714. COMPREHENSIVE STANDARDS AND AC- 
CESS TO CONTRACEPTION COUN- 
SELING FOR MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to ensure that all health care providers 
employed by the Department of Defense who 
provide care for members of the Armed 
Forces, including general practitioners, are 
provided, through clinical practice guide- 
lines, the most current evidence-based and 
evidence-informed standards of care with re- 
spect to methods of contraception and coun- 
seling on methods of contraception. 

(b) CLINICAL PRACTICE GUIDELINES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall compile clin- 
ical practice guidelines for health care pro- 
viders described in subsection (a) on stand- 
ards of care with respect to methods of con- 
traception and counseling on methods of 
contraception for members of the Armed 
Forces. 

(2) SOURCES.—The Secretary shall compile 
clinical practice guidelines under this sub- 
section from among clinical practice guide- 
lines established by appropriate health agen- 
cies and professional organizations, includ- 
ing the following: 

(A) The United States Preventive Services 
Task Force. 

(B) The Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention. 

(C) The Office of Population Affairs of the 
Department of Health and Human Services. 

(D) The American College of Obstetricians 
and Gynecologists. 

(E) The Association 
Health Professionals. 

(F) The American Academy of Family Phy- 
sicians. 

(G) The Agency for Healthcare Research 
and Quality. 

(3) UPDATES.—The Secretary shall from 
time to time update the list of clinical prac- 
tice guidelines compiled under this sub- 
section to incorporate into such guidelines 
new or updated standards of care with re- 
spect to methods of contraception and coun- 
seling on methods of contraception. 

(4) DISSEMINATION.— 
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(A) INITIAL DISSEMINATION.—As soon as 
practicable after the compilation of clinical 
practice guidelines pursuant to paragraph 
(1), but commencing not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall provide for rapid dis- 
semination of the clinical practice guidelines 
to health care providers described in sub- 
section (a). 

(B) UPDATES.—As soon as practicable after 
the adoption under paragraph (3) of any up- 
date to the clinical practice guidelines com- 
piled pursuant to this subsection, the Sec- 
retary shall provide for the rapid dissemina- 
tion of such clinical practice guidelines, as 
so updated, to health care providers de- 
scribed in subsection (a). 

(C) PROTOCOLS.—Clinical practice guide- 
lines, and any updates to such guidelines, 
shall be disseminated under this paragraph 
in accordance with administrative protocols 
developed by the Secretary for that purpose. 

(c) CLINICAL DECISION SUPPORT TOOLS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall, in order to assist health 
care providers described in subsection (a), 
develop and implement clinical decision sup- 
port tools that reflect, through the clinical 
practice guidelines compiled pursuant to 
subsection (b), the most current evidence- 
based and evidence-informed standards of 
care with respect to methods of contracep- 
tion and counseling on methods of contra- 
ception. 

(2) UPDATES.—The Secretary shall from 
time to time update the clinical decision 
support tools developed under this sub- 
section to incorporate into such tools new or 
updated guidelines on methods of contracep- 
tion and counseling on methods of contra- 
ception. 

(3) DISSEMINATION.—Clinical decision sup- 
port tools, and any updates to such tools, 
shall be disseminated under this subsection 
in accordance with administrative protocols 
developed by the Secretary for that purpose. 
Such protocols shall be similar to the admin- 
istrative protocols developed under sub- 
section (b)(4)(C). 

(d) ACCESS TO CONTRACEPTION COUN- 
SELING.—As soon as practicable after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary shall ensure that women members of 
the Armed Forces have access to comprehen- 
sive counseling on the full range of methods 
of contraception provided by health care pro- 
viders described in subsection (a) during 
health care visits, including visits as follows: 

(1) During predeployment health care vis- 
its, including counseling that provides spe- 
cific information women need regarding the 
interaction between anticipated deployment 
conditions and various methods of contra- 
ception. 

(2) During health care visits during deploy- 
ment. 

(8) During annual physical examinations. 

(e) INCORPORATION INTO SURVEYS OF QUES- 
TIONS ON SERVICEWOMEN EXPERIENCES WITH 
FAMILY PLANNING SERVICES AND COUN- 
SELING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall integrate into the sur- 
veys by the Department of Defense specified 
in paragraph (2) questions designed to obtain 
information on the experiences of women 
members of the Armed Forces— 

(A) in accessing family planning services 
and counseling; 

(B) in using family planning methods, in- 
cluding information on which method was 
preferred and whether deployment condi- 
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tions affected the decision on which family 
planning method or methods to be used; and 

(C) with respect to women members of the 
Armed Forces who are pregnant, whether the 
pregnancy was intended. 

(2) COVERED SURVEYS.—The surveys into 
which questions shall be integrated as de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) are the following: 

(A) The Health Related Behavior Survey of 
Active Duty Military Personnel. 

(B) The Health Care Survey of Department 
of Defense Beneficiaries. 

(f) EDUCATION ON FAMILY PLANNING FOR 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.— 

(1) EDUCATION PROGRAMS.—Not later than 
one year after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall es- 
tablish a uniform standard curriculum to be 
used in education programs on family plan- 
ning for all members of the Armed Forces, 
including both men and women members. 

(2) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the education programs de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) should use the latest 
technology available to efficiently and effec- 
tively deliver information to members of the 
Armed Forces. 

(3) ELEMENTS.—The uniform standard cur- 
riculum under paragraph (1) shall include the 
following: 

(A) Information for members of the Armed 
Forces on active duty to make informed de- 
cisions regarding family planning. 

(B) Information about the prevention of 
unintended pregnancy and sexually trans- 
mitted infections, including human immuno- 
deficiency virus (HIV). 

(C) Information on the importance of pro- 
viding comprehensive family planning for 
members of the Armed Forces, and their 
commanding officers, and on the positive im- 
pact family planning can have on the health 
and readiness of the Armed Forces. 

(D) Current, medically accurate informa- 
tion. 

(E) Clear, user-friendly information on the 
full range of methods of contraception and 
where members of the Armed Forces can ac- 
cess their chosen method of contraception. 

(F) Information on all applicable laws and 
policies so that members are informed of 
their rights and obligations. 

(G) Information on patients’ rights to con- 
fidentiality. 

(H) Information on the unique cir- 
cumstances encountered by members of the 
Armed Forces, and the effects of such cir- 
cumstances on the use of contraception. 

SEC. 715. WAIVER OF RECOUPMENT OF ERRO- 
NEOUS PAYMENTS DUE TO ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE ERROR UNDER THE 
TRICARE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 55 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1095f the following new section: 
“$1095g. TRICARE program: waiver of 

recoupment of erroneous payments due to 

administrative error 

““(a) WAIVER OF RECOUPMENT.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense may waive recoupment 
from a covered beneficiary who has bene- 
fitted from an erroneous TRICARE payment 
in a case in which each of the following ap- 
plies: 

“(1) The payment was made due to an ad- 
ministrative error by an employee of the De- 
partment of Defense or a contractor under 
the TRICARE program. 

(2) The covered beneficiary (or in the case 
of a minor, the parent or guardian of the 
covered beneficiary) had a good faith, rea- 
sonable belief that the covered beneficiary 
was entitled to the benefit of such payment 
under this chapter. 
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““(3) The covered beneficiary relied on the 
expectation of such entitlement. 

“(4) The Secretary determines that a waiv- 
er of recoupment of such payment is nec- 
essary to prevent an injustice. 

‘(b) RESPONSIBILITY OF CONTRACTOR.—In 
any case in which the Secretary waives 
recoupment under subsection (a) and the ad- 
ministrative error was on the part of a con- 
tractor under the TRICARE program, the 
Secretary shall, consistent with the require- 
ments and procedures of the applicable con- 
tract, impose financial responsibility on the 
contractor for the erroneous payment. 

““(c) FINALITY OF DETERMINATIONS.—Any 
determination by the Secretary under this 
section to waive or decline to waive 
recoupment under subsection (a) is a final 
determination and shall not be subject to ap- 
peal or judicial review.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 55 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 1095f the following 
new item: 


“1095g. TRICARE program: waiver of 
recoupment of erroneous pay- 
ments due to administrative 
error.”. 

SEC. 716. DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN NON-DE- 
PARTMENT MENTAL HEALTH CARE 
PROVIDERS WITH KNOWLEDGE RE- 
LATING TO TREATMENT OF MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) MENTAL HEALTH PROVIDER READINESS 
DESIGNATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall develop a sys- 
tem by which any non-Department mental 
health care provider that meets eligibility 
criteria established by the Secretary relat- 
ing to the knowledge described in paragraph 
(2) receives a mental health provider readi- 
ness designation from the Department of De- 
fense. 

(2) KNOWLEDGE DESCRIBED.—The knowledge 
described in this paragraph is the following: 

(A) Knowledge and understanding with re- 
spect to the culture of members of the 
Armed Forces and family members and care- 
givers of members of the Armed Forces. 

(B) Knowledge with respect to evidence- 
based treatments that have been approved by 
the Department for the treatment of mental 
health issues among members of the Armed 
Forces. 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION ON DES- 
IGNATION.— 

(1) REGISTRY.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall establish and update as necessary a 
registry that is available to the public of all 
non-Department mental health care pro- 
viders that are currently designated under 
subsection (a)(1). 

(2) PROVIDER LIST.—The Secretary shall up- 
date all lists maintained by the Secretary of 
non-Department mental health care pro- 
viders that provide mental health care under 
the laws administered by the Secretary by 
indicating the providers that are currently 
designated under subsection (a)(1). 

(c) NON-DEPARTMENT MENTAL HEALTH CARE 
PROVIDER DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘non-Department mental health care 
provider’’— 

(1) means a health care provider that— 

(A) specializes in mental health; 

(B) is not a health care provider of the De- 
partment of Defense; and 

(C) provides health care to members of the 
Armed Forces; and 

(2) includes psychiatrists, psychologists, 
psychiatric nurses, social workers, mental 
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health counselors, marriage and family 

therapists, and other mental health care pro- 

viders designated by the Secretary of De- 
fense. 

SEC. 717. LIMITATION ON CONVERSION OF MILI- 

TARY MEDICAL AND DENTAL POSI- 
TIONS TO CIVILIAN MEDICAL AND 
DENTAL POSITIONS. 

(a) LIMITED AUTHORITY FOR CONVERSION.— 
Chapter 49 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after section 976 the 
following new section: 

“$977. Conversion of military medical and 
dental positions to civilian medical and 
dental positions: limitation 
““(a) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO CONVER- 

SION.—A military medical or dental position 

within the Department of Defense may not 

be converted to a civilian medical or dental 
position unless the Secretary of Defense de- 
termines that— 

“*(1) the position is not a military essential 
position; 

“*(2) conversion of the position would not 
result in the degradation of medical or den- 
tal care or the medical or dental readiness of 
the armed forces; and 

“*(3) conversion of the position to a civilian 
medical or dental position is more cost effec- 
tive than retaining the position as a military 
medical or dental position, consistent with 
Department of Defense Instruction 7041.04. 

““(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘military medical or dental 
position’ means a position for the perform- 
ance of health care functions within the 
armed forces held by a member of the armed 
forces. 

““(2) The term ‘civilian medical or dental 
position’ means a position for the perform- 
ance of health care functions within the De- 
partment of Defense held by an employee of 
the Department or of a contractor of the De- 
partment. 

““(3) The term ‘military essential’, with re- 
spect to a position, means that the position 
must be held by a member of the armed 
forces, as determined in accordance with reg- 
ulations prescribed by the Secretary. 

“*(4) The term ‘conversion’, with respect to 
a military medical or dental position, means 
a change of the position to a civilian medical 
or dental position, effective as of the date of 
the manning authorization document of the 
military department making the change 
(through a change in designation from mili- 
tary to civilian in the document, the elimi- 
nation of the listing of the position as a mili- 
tary position in the document, or through 
any other means indicating the change in 
the document or otherwise).”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 49 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 976 the following 
new item: 


“977. Conversion of military medical and 
dental positions to civilian 
medical and dental positions: 
limitation.”. 

(c) REPEAL OF RELATED PROHIBITION.—Sec- 
tion 721 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (10 U.S.C. 129c 
note) is repealed. 

SEC. 718. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR JOINT 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-DEPART- 
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS MED- 
ICAL FACILITY DEMONSTRATION 
FUND. 

Section 1704(e) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public 
Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2573), as amended by 
section 722 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. 
“Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
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ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 

113-291), is further amended by striking 

“September 30, 2016” and inserting ‘‘Sep- 

tember 30, 2017”. 

SEC. 719. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR DOD- 
VA HEALTH CARE SHARING INCEN- 
TIVE FUND. 

Section 8111(d)(3) of title 38, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 
2015” and inserting “September 30, 2020”. 
SEC. 720. PILOT PROGRAM ON INCENTIVE PRO- 

GRAMS TO IMPROVE HEALTH CARE 
PROVIDED UNDER THE TRICARE 
PROGRAM. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall carry out a pilot program to as- 
sess whether a reduction in the rate of in- 
crease in health care spending by the Depart- 
ment of Defense and an enhancement of the 
operation of the military health system may 
be achieved by developing and implementing 
value-based incentive programs to encourage 
health care providers under the TRICARE 
program (including physicians, hospitals, 
and others involved in providing health care 
to patients) to improve the following: 

(1) The quality of health care provided to 
covered beneficiaries under the TRICARE 
program. 

(2) The experience of covered beneficiaries 
in receiving health care under the TRICARE 
program. 

(3) The health of covered beneficiaries. 

(b) INCENTIVE PROGRAMS.— 

(1) DEVELOPMENT.—In developing an incen- 
tive program under this section, the Sec- 
retary shall— 

(A) consider the characteristics of the pop- 
ulation of covered beneficiaries affected by 
the incentive program; 

(B) consider how the incentive program 
would impact the receipt of health care 
under the TRICARE program by such cov- 
ered beneficiaries; 

(C) establish or maintain a reasonable as- 
surance that such covered beneficiaries will 
have timely access to health care during op- 
eration of the incentive program; 

(D) ensure that there are no additional fi- 
nancial costs to such covered beneficiaries of 
implementing the incentive program; and 

(E) consider such other factors as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—With respect to an incen- 
tive program developed and implemented 
under this section, the Secretary shall en- 
sure that— 

(A) the size, scope, and duration of the in- 
centive program is reasonable in relation to 
the purpose of the incentive program; and 

(B) appropriate criteria and data collection 
are used to ensure adequate evaluation of 
the feasibility and advisability of imple- 
menting the incentive program throughout 
the TRICARE program. 

(3) USE OF EXISTING MODELS.—In developing 
an incentive program under this section, the 
Secretary may adapt a value-based incentive 
program conducted by the Centers for Medi- 
care & Medicaid Services or any other gov- 
ernmental or commercial health care pro- 
gram. 

(c) TERMINATION.—The authority of the 
Secretary to carry out the pilot program 
under this section shall terminate on Decem- 
ber 31, 2019. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than March 15, 2019, 
the Secretary shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees a report on the 
pilot program that includes the following: 

(1) An assessment of each incentive pro- 
gram developed and implemented under this 
section, including whether such incentive 
program— 
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(A) improves the quality of health care 
provided to covered beneficiaries, the experi- 
ence of covered beneficiaries in receiving 
health care under the TRICARE program, or 
the health of covered beneficiaries; 

(B) reduces the rate of increase in health 
care spending by the Department of Defense; 
or 

(C) enhances the operation of the military 
health system. 

(2) Such recommendations for administra- 
tive or legislative action as the Secretary 
considers appropriate in light of the pilot 
program, including to implement any such 
incentive program or programs throughout 
the TRICARE program. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms 
“covered beneficiary” and “TRICARE pro- 
gram” have the meanings given those terms 
in section 1072 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters 
SEC. 731. PUBLICATION OF CERTAIN INFORMA- 
TION ON HEALTH CARE PROVIDED 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
THROUGH THE HOSPITAL COMPARE 
WEBSITE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. 

(a) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING RE- 
QUIRED.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall enter into a memo- 
randum of understanding with the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services for the provi- 
sion by the Secretary of Defense of such in- 
formation as the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services may require to report and 
make publicly available information on 
quality of care and health outcomes regard- 
ing patients at military medical treatment 
facilities through the Hospital Compare 
Internet website of the Department of 
Health and Human Services, or any suc- 
cessor Internet website. 

(b) INFORMATION PROVIDED.—The informa- 
tion provided by the Secretary of Defense to 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
under subsection (a) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Measures of the timeliness and effec- 
tiveness of the health care provided by the 
Department of Defense. 

(2) Measures of the prevalence of— 

(A) readmissions, including the 30-day re- 
admission rate; 

(B) complications resulting in death, in- 
cluding the 30-day mortality rate; 

(C) surgical complications; and 

(D) health care related infections. 

(3) Survey data of patient experiences, in- 
cluding the Hospital Consumer Assessment 
of Healthcare Providers and Systems or any 
similar survey developed by the Department 
of Defense. 

(4) Any other measures or data required of 
or reported with respect to hospitals partici- 
pating in the Medicare program under title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395 et seq.). 

SEC. 732. PUBLICATION OF DATA ON PATIENT 
SAFETY, QUALITY OF CARE, SATIS- 
FACTION, AND HEALTH OUTCOME 
MEASURES UNDER THE TRICARE 
PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall publish on an 
Internet website of the Department of De- 
fense that is available to the public data on 
all measures used by the Department to as- 
sess patient safety, quality of care, patient 
satisfaction, and health outcomes for health 
care provided under the TRICARE program 
at each military medical treatment facility. 

(b) UPDATES.—The Secretary shall publish 
an update to the data published under sub- 
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section (a) not less frequently than once 

each quarter during each fiscal year. 

(c) ACCESSIBILITY.—The Secretary shall en- 
sure that the data published under sub- 
section (a) and updated under subsection (b) 
is accessible to the public through the pri- 
mary Internet website of the Department 
and the primary Internet website of the mili- 
tary medical treatment facility with respect 
to which such data applies. 

(d) TRICARE PROGRAM DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “TRICARE program” has 
the meaning given such terms in section 1072 
of title 10, United States Code. 

SEC. 733. ANNUAL REPORT ON PATIENT SAFETY, 
QUALITY OF CARE, AND ACCESS TO 
CARE AT MILITARY MEDICAL TREAT- 
MENT FACILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1 
each year beginning in 2016, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a comprehensive report 
on patient safety, quality of care, and access 
to care at military medical treatment facili- 
ties. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—Each report required by 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) The number of sentinel events, as de- 
fined by the Joint Commission, that oc- 
curred at military medical treatment facili- 
ties during the year preceding the submittal 
of the report, disaggregated by— 

(A) military medical treatment facility; 
and 

(B) military department with jurisdiction 
over such facilities. 

(2) With respect to each sentinel event de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)— 

(A) a synopsis of such event; and 

(B) a description of any actions taken by 
the Secretary of the military department 
concerned in response to such event, includ- 
ing any actions taken to hold individuals ac- 
countable. 

(3) The number of practitioners providing 
health care in military medical treatment 
facilities that were reported to the National 
Practitioner Data Bank during the year pre- 
ceding the submittal of the report. 

(4) The results of any internal analyses 
conducted by the Patient Safety Center of 
the Department of Defense during such year 
on matters relating to patient safety at mili- 
tary medical treatment facilities. 

(5) With respect to each military medical 
treatment facility— 

(A) the current accreditation status of 
such facility, including any recommenda- 
tions for corrective action made by the rel- 
evant accrediting body; 

(B) any policies or procedures implemented 
during such year by the Secretary of the 
military department concerned that were de- 
signed to improve patient safety, quality of 
care, and access to care at such facility; 

(C) data on surgical and maternity care 
outcomes during such year; 

(D) data on appointment wait times during 
such year; and 

(E) data on patient safety, quality of care, 
and access to care as compared to standards 
established by the Department with respect 
to patient safety, quality of care, and access 
to care. 

SEC. 734. REPORT ON PLANS TO IMPROVE EXPE- 
RIENCE WITH AND ELIMINATE PER- 
FORMANCE VARIABILITY OF 
HEALTH CARE PROVIDED BY THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) COMPREHENSIVE REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
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and the House of Representatives a com- 
prehensive report setting forth the current 
and future plans of the Secretary, with esti- 
mated dates of completion, to carry out the 
following: 

(A) To improve the experience of bene- 
ficiaries with health care provided in mili- 
tary medical treatment facilities and 
through purchased care. 

(B) To eliminate performance variability 
with respect to the provision of such health 
care. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The comprehensive report 
required by paragraph (1) shall include the 
plans of the Secretary of Defense, in con- 
sultation with the Secretaries of the mili- 
tary departments, as follows: 

(A) To align performance measures for 
health care provided in military medical 
treatment facilities with performance meas- 
ures for health care provided through pur- 
chased care. 

(B) To improve underperformance in the 
provision of health care by the Department 
of Defense by eliminating performance varia- 
bility with respect to the provision of health 
care in military medical treatment facilities 
and through purchased care. 

(C) To use innovative, high-technology 
services to improve access to care, coordina- 
tion of care, and the experience of care in 
military medical treatment facilities and 
through purchased care. 

(D) To collect and analyze data throughout 
the Department with respect to health care 
provided in military medical treatment fa- 
cilities and through purchased care to im- 
prove the quality of such care, patient safe- 
ty, and patient satisfaction. 

(E) To develop a performance management 
system, including by adoption of common 
measures for access to care, quality of care, 
safety, and patient satisfaction, that holds 
medical leadership throughout the Depart- 
ment personally accountable for sustained 
improvement of performance. 

(F) To use such other methods as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate to improve the 
experience of beneficiaries with and elimi- 
nate performance variability with respect to 
health care received from the Department. 

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the submittal of the comprehensive re- 
port required by subsection (a), the Comp- 
troller General of the United States shall 
submit to the Committees on Armed Serv- 
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report on the plans of the Sec- 
retary of Defense set forth in the comprehen- 
sive report submitted under such subsection. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) An assessment whether the plans in- 
cluded in the comprehensive report sub- 
mitted under subsection (a) will, with re- 
spect to members of the Armed Forces and 
covered beneficiaries under the TRICARE 
program— 

(i) improve health outcomes; 

(ii) create lasting health value; and 

(iii) ensure that such individuals are able 
to equitably obtain quality health care in all 
military medical treatment facilities and 
through purchased care. 

(B) An assessment whether such plans can 
be reasonably achieved within the estimated 
dates of completion set forth by the Depart- 
ment under such subsection. 

(C) An assessment whether any such plan 
would require legislative action for the im- 
plementation of such plan. 

(D) An assessment whether the Depart- 
ment of Defense has adequately budgeted 
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amounts to fund the carrying out of such 
plans. 


(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “purchased care” means 
health care provided pursuant to a contract 
entered into under the TRICARE program. 

(2) The terms “covered beneficiary” and 
“TRICARE program” have the meaning 
given such terms in section 1072 of title 10, 
United States Code. 


SEC. 735. REPORT ON PLAN TO IMPROVE PEDI- 
ATRIC CARE AND RELATED SERV- 
ICES FOR CHILDREN OF MEMBERS 
OF THE ARMED FORCES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives a report 
setting forth a plan of the Department of De- 
fense to improve pediatric care and related 
services for children of members of the 
Armed Forces. 


(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) In order to ensure that children receive 
developmentally-appropriate and age-appro- 
priate health care services from the Depart- 
ment, a plan to align preventive pediatric 
care under the TRICARE program with— 

(A) standards for such care as required by 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act (Public Law 111-148); 

(B) guidelines established for such care by 
the Early and Periodic Screening, Diagnosis, 
and Treatment program under the Medicaid 
program carried out under title XIX of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 et seq.); 
and 

(C) recommendations by organizations that 
specialize in pediatrics. 

(2) A plan to develop a uniform definition 
of ‘‘pediatric medical necessity” for the De- 
partment that aligns with recommendations 
of organizations that specialize in pediatrics 
in order to ensure that a consistent defini- 
tion of such term is used in providing health 
care in military medical treatment facilities 
and by health care providers under the 
TRICARE program. 

(3) A plan to revise certification require- 
ments for residential treatment centers of 
the Department to expand the access of chil- 
dren of members of the Armed Forces to 
services at such centers. 

(4) A plan to develop measures to evaluate 
and improve access to pediatric care, coordi- 
nation of pediatric care, and health out- 
comes for such children. 

(5) A plan to include an assessment of ac- 
cess to pediatric specialty care in the annual 
report to Congress on the effectiveness of the 
TRICARE program. 

(6) A plan to improve the quality of and ac- 
cess to behavioral health care under the 
TRICARE program for such children, includ- 
ing intensive outpatient and partial hos- 
pitalization services. 

(7) A plan to mitigate the impact of perma- 
nent changes of station and other service-re- 
lated relocations of members of the Armed 
Forces on the continuity of health care serv- 
ices received by such children who have spe- 
cial medical or behavioral health needs. 

(8) A plan to mitigate deficiencies in data 
collection, data utilization, and data anal- 
ysis to improve pediatric care and related 
services for children of members of the 
Armed Forces. 

(c) TRICARE PROGRAM DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “TRICARE program” has 
the meaning given such term in section 1072 
of title 10, United States Code. 
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SEC. 736. REPORT ON PRELIMINARY MENTAL 
HEALTH SCREENINGS FOR INDIVID- 
UALS BECOMING MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

(a) REPORT ON RECOMMENDATIONS IN CON- 
NECTION WITH SCREENINGS.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall sub- 
mit to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
a report on mental health screenings of indi- 
viduals enlisting or accessioning into the 
Armed Forces before enlistment or acces- 
sion. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report under 
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) Recommendations with respect to es- 
tablishing a secure, electronically-based pre- 
liminary mental health screening of mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces to bring mental 
health screenings to parity with physical 
screenings of members. 

(2) Recommendations with respect to the 
composition of the mental health screening, 
evidenced-based best practices, and how to 
track changes in mental health screenings 
relating to traumatic brain injuries, post- 
traumatic stress disorder, and other condi- 
tions. 

(c) COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION.—The 
Secretary shall prepare the report under sub- 
section (a)— 

(1) in coordination with the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs, the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, and the surgeons gen- 
eral of the military departments; and 

(2) in consultation with experts in the 
field, including the National Institute of 
Mental Health of the National Institutes of 
Health. 

SEC. 737. COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT ON 
USE OF QUALITY OF CARE METRICS 
AT MILITARY TREATMENT FACILI- 
TIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report on the use by the De- 
partment of Defense of metrics with respect 
to the quality of care provided at military 
treatment facilities. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) The extent to which the Department of 
Defense and each military department use 
metrics to monitor and assess the quality of 
care provided at military treatment facili- 
ties. 

(2) How, if at all, the use of such metrics 
varies among the Department of Defense and 
each military department. 

(3) The extent to which the Department of 
Defense and each military department use 
the information from such metrics to iden- 
tify and address issues such as the perform- 
ance of individual health care providers and 
areas in need of improvement system-wide. 

(4) The extent to which the Department of 
Defense and each military department over- 
see the process of using metrics to monitor 
and assess the quality of care provided at 
military treatment facilities. 

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI- 


SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED 
MATTERS 


Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and 
Management 


SEC. 801. ROLE OF SERVICE CHIEFS IN THE AC- 
QUISITION PROCESS. 
(a) SERVICE CHIEFS AS CUSTOMER OF ACQUI- 
SITION PROCESS.— 


sub- 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 149 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2546 the following new section: 
“$2546a. Customer-oriented acquisition sys- 

tem 

““(a) OBJECTIVE.—It shall be the objective 
of the defense acquisition system to meet 
the needs of its customers in the most cost- 
effective manner practicable. The acquisi- 
tion policies, directives, and regulations of 
the Department of Defense shall be modified 
as necessary to ensure the development and 
implementation of a customer-oriented ac- 
quisition system. 

““(b) CUSTOMER.—The customer of the de- 
fense acquisition system is the military 
service that will have primary responsibility 
for fielding the system or systems acquired. 
The customer is represented with regard to a 
major defense acquisition program by the 
Secretary of the relevant military depart- 
ment and the Chief of the relevant military 
service. 

““(c) ROLE OF CUSTOMER.—The customer of 
a major defense acquisition program shall be 
responsible for balancing resources against 
priorities on the acquisition program and en- 
suring that appropriate trade-offs are made 
among cost, schedule, technical feasibility, 
and performance on a continuing basis 
throughout the life of the acquisition pro- 
gram.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 149 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2546 the following 
new item: 

‘2546a. Customer-oriented acquisition sys- 
tem.”. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES OF CHIEFS.—Section 
2547(a) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 
(6) as paragraphs (3) through (7), respec- 
tively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

“*(2) Decisions regarding the balancing of 
resources and priorities, and associated 
trade-offs among cost, schedule, technical 
feasibility, and performance on major de- 
fense acquisition programs.”; and 

(3) in paragraph (6), as redesignated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by striking 
“The development” and inserting “The de- 
velopment and management”. 

(c) RESPONSIBILITIES OF MILITARY DEPU- 
TIES.—Section 908(d) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Pub- 
lic Law 110-181; 122 Stat. 278; 10 U.S.C. 2430 
note) is amended to read as follows: 

““(d) DUTIES OF PRINCIPAL MILITARY DEPU- 
TIES.—Each Principal Military Deputy to a 
service acquisition executive shall be respon- 
sible for— 

““(1) keeping the Chief of Staff of the 
Armed Force concerned informed of the 
progress of major defense acquisition pro- 
grams; 

“(2) informing the Chief of Staff on a con- 
tinuing basis of any developments on major 
defense programs, which may require new or 
revisited trade-offs among cost, schedule, 
technical feasibility, and performance, in- 
cluding— 

“(A) significant cost growth or schedule 
slippage; and 

““(B) requirements creep (as defined in sec- 
tion 2547(c)(1) of title 10, United States 
Code); and 

“(3) ensuring that the views of the Chief of 
Staff on cost, schedule, technical feasibility, 
and performance trade-offs are strongly con- 
sidered by program managers and program 
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executive officers in all phases of the acqui- 
sition process.”. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) JOINT REQUIREMENTS OVERSIGHT COUN- 
CIL.—Section 181(d) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

““(3) The Council shall seek, and strongly 
consider, the views of the Chiefs of Staff of 
the Armed Forces, in their roles as cus- 
tomers of the acquisition system, on matters 
pertaining to trade-offs among cost, sched- 
ule, technical feasibility, and performance 
under subsection (b)(1)(C) and the balancing 
of resources with priorities pursuant to sub- 
section (b)(8).”’. 

(2) MILESTONE A DECISIONS.—The chief of 
the relevant military service shall advise the 
milestone decision authority for a major de- 
fense acquisition program of the chief’s 
views on cost, schedule, technical feasibility, 
and performance trade-offs that have been 
made with regard to the program, as pro- 
vided in section 2366a(a)(2) of title 10, United 
States Code, as amended by section 844 of 
this Act, prior to a Milestone A decision on 
the program. 

(3) MILESTONE B DECISIONS.—The chief of 
the relevant military service shall advise the 
milestone decision authority for a major de- 
fense acquisition program of the chief’s 
views on cost, schedule, technical feasibility, 
and performance trade-offs that have been 
made with regard to the program, as pro- 
vided in section 2366b(b)(3) of title 10, United 
States Code, as amended by section 845 of 
this Act, prior to a Milestone B decision on 
the program. 

(4) DUTIES OF CHIEFS.— 

(A) Section 3033(d)(5) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking “section 
171” and inserting “sections 171 and 2547”. 

(B) Section 5083(d)(5) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking “section 
171” and inserting “sections 171 and 2547”. 

(C) Section 5048(e)(5) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking “section 
171” and inserting “sections 171 and 2547”. 

(D) Section 8033(d)(5) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking “section 
171” and inserting “sections 171 and 2547”. 
SEC. 802. EXPANSION OF RAPID ACQUISITION AU- 

THORITY. 

Section 806(c) of the Bob Stump National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2003 (Public Law 107-314; 10 U.S.C. 2302 note) 
is amended to read as follows: 

““(c) RESPONSE TO COMBAT EMERGENCIES 
AND CERTAIN URGENT OPERATIONAL NEEDS.— 

““(1) DETERMINATION OF NEED FOR RAPID AC- 
QUISITION AND DEPLOYMENT.—(A) In the case 
of any supplies and associated support serv- 
ices that, as determined in writing by the 
Secretary of Defense, are urgently needed to 
eliminate a documented deficiency that has 
resulted in combat casualties, or is likely to 
result in combat casualties, the Secretary 
may use the procedures developed under this 
section in order to accomplish the rapid ac- 
quisition and deployment of the needed sup- 
plies and associated support services. 

““(B) In the case of any supplies and associ- 
ated support services that, as determined in 
writing by the Secretary of Defense, are ur- 
gently needed to eliminate a documented de- 
ficiency that impacts an ongoing or antici- 
pated contingency operation and that, if left 
unfulfilled, could potentially result in loss of 
life or critical mission failure, the Secretary 
may use the procedures developed under this 
section in order to accomplish the rapid ac- 
quisition and deployment of the needed sup- 
plies and associated support services. 

““(C)(i) In the case of any supplies and asso- 
ciated support services that, as determined 
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in writing by the Secretary of Defense with- 
out delegation, are urgently needed to elimi- 
nate a deficiency that as the result of a 
cyber attack has resulted in critical mission 
failure, the loss of life, property destruction, 
or economic effects, or if left unfilled is like- 
ly to result in critical mission failure, the 
loss of life, property destruction, or eco- 
nomic effects, the Secretary may use the 
procedures developed under this section in 
order to accomplish the rapid acquisition 
and deployment of the needed offensive or 
defensive cyber capabilities, supplies, and as- 
sociated support services. 

““(ii) In this subparagraph, the term ‘cyber 
attack’ means a deliberate action to alter, 
disrupt, deceive, degrade, or destroy com- 
puter systems or networks or the informa- 
tion or programs resident in or transiting 
these systems or networks. 

“*(2) DESIGNATION OF SENIOR OFFICIAL RE- 
SPONSIBLE.—(A) Whenever the Secretary 
makes a determination under subparagraph 
(A), (B), or (C) of paragraph (1) that certain 
supplies and associated support services are 
urgently needed to eliminate a deficiency de- 
scribed in that subparagraph, the Secretary 
shall designate a senior official of the De- 
partment of Defense to ensure that the need- 
ed supplies and associated support services 
are acquired and deployed as quickly as pos- 
sible, with a goal of awarding a contract for 
the acquisition of the supplies and associated 
support services within 15 days. 

“(B) Upon designation of a senior official 
under subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall 
authorize that official to waive any provi- 
sion of law, policy, directive, or regulation 
described in subsection (d) that such official 
determines in writing would unnecessarily 
impede the rapid acquisition and deployment 
of the needed supplies and associated support 
services. In a case in which the needed sup- 
plies and associated support services cannot 
be acquired without an extensive delay, the 
senior official shall require that an interim 
solution be implemented and deployed using 
the procedures developed under this section 
to minimize adverse consequences resulting 
from the urgent need. 

**(3) USE OF FUNDS.—(A) In any fiscal year 
in which the Secretary makes a determina- 
tion described in subparagraph (A), (B), or 
(C) of paragraph (1), the Secretary may use 
any funds available to the Department of De- 
fense for acquisitions of supplies and associ- 
ated support services if the determination 
includes a written finding that the use of 
such funds is necessary to address the defi- 
ciency in a timely manner. 

““(B) The authority of this section may 
only be used to acquire supplies and associ- 
ated support services— 

““(i) in the case of determinations 
Secretary under paragraph (1)(A), 
amount aggregating not more 
$200,000,000 during any fiscal year; 

““(ii) in the case of determinations by the 
Secretary under paragraph (1)(B), in an 
amount aggregating not more than 
$200,000,000 during any fiscal year; and 

““(iii) in the case of determinations by the 
Secretary under paragraph (1)(C), in an 
amount aggregating not more than 
$200,000,000 during any fiscal year. 

‘(4) NOTIFICATION TO CONGRESSIONAL DE- 
FENSE COMMITTEES.—(A) In the case of a de- 
termination by the Secretary under para- 
graph (1)(A), the Secretary shall notify the 
congressional defense committees of the de- 
termination within 15 days after the date of 
the determination. 

““(B) In the case of a determination by the 
Secretary under paragraph (1)(B) the Sec- 
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retary shall notify the congressional defense 
committees of the determination at least 10 
days before the date on which the determina- 
tion is effective. 

““(C) A notice under this paragraph shall 
include the following: 

““(i) The supplies and associated support 
services to be acquired. 

“(ii) The amount anticipated to be ex- 
pended for the acquisition. 

““(iii) The source of funds for the acquisi- 
tion. 

““(D) A notice under this paragraph shall be 
sufficient to fulfill any requirement to pro- 
vide notification to Congress for a new start 
program. 

““(E) A notice under this paragraph shall be 
provided in consultation with the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget. 

““(5) TIME FOR TRANSITIONING TO NORMAL AC- 
QUISITION SYSTEM.—Any acquisition initiated 
under this subsection shall transition to the 
normal acquisition system not later than 
two years after the date on which the Sec- 
retary makes the determination described in 
paragraph (1) with respect to the supplies 
and associated support services concerned. 

““(6) LIMITATION ON OFFICERS WITH AUTHOR- 
ITY TO MAKE A DETERMINATION.—The author- 
ity to make a determination under subpara- 
graph (A), (B), or (C) of paragraph (1) may be 
exercised only by the Secretary or Deputy 
Secretary of Defense.”. 

SEC. 803. MIDDLE TIER OF ACQUISITION FOR 
RAPID PROTOTYPING AND RAPID 
FIELDING. 

(a) GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics, in con- 
sultation with the Comptroller of the De- 
partment of Defense and the Vice Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, shall establish 
guidance for a “middle tier” of acquisition 
programs that are intended to be completed 
in a period of two to five years. 

(b) ACQUISITION PATHWAYS.—The guidance 
required by subsection (a) shall cover the fol- 
lowing two acquisition pathways: 

(1) RAPID PROTOTYPING.—The rapid proto- 
typing pathway shall provide for the use of 
innovative technologies to rapidly develop 
fieldable prototypes to demonstrate new ca- 
pabilities and meet emerging military needs. 
The objective of an acquisition program 
under this pathway shall be to field a proto- 
type that can be demonstrated in an oper- 
ational environment and provide for a resid- 
ual operational capability within five years 
of the development of an approved require- 
ment. 

(2) RAPID FIELDING.—The rapid fielding 
pathway shall provide for the use of proven 
technologies to field production quantities of 
new or upgraded systems with minimal de- 
velopment required. The objective of an ac- 
quisition program under this pathway shall 
be to begin production within six months 
and complete fielding within five years of 
the development of an approved require- 
ment. 

(c) EXPEDITED PROCESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The guidance required by 
subsection (a) shall provide for a streamlined 
and coordinated requirements, budget, and 
acquisition process that results in the devel- 
opment of an approved requirement for each 
program in a period of not more than six 
months from the time that the process is ini- 
tiated. Programs that are subject to the 
guidance shall not be subject to the Joint 
Capabilities Integration and Development 
System Manual and Department of Defense 
Directive 5000.01, except to the extent spe- 
cifically provided in the guidance. 
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(2) RAPID PROTOTYPING.—With respect to 
the rapid prototyping pathway, the guidance 
shall include— 

(A) a merit-based process for the consider- 
ation of innovative technologies and new ca- 
pabilities to meet needs communicated by 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the combatant 
commanders; 

(B) a process for developing and imple- 
menting acquisition and funding strategies 
for the program; 

(C) a process for cost-sharing with the 
military departments on rapid prototype 
projects, to ensure an appropriate commit- 
ment to the success of such projects; 

(D) a process for demonstrating and evalu- 
ating the performance of fieldable proto- 
types developed pursuant to the program in 
an operational environment; and 

(E) a process for transitioning successful 
prototypes to new or existing acquisition 
programs for production and fielding under 
the rapid fielding pathway or the traditional 
acquisition system. 

(3) RAPID FIELDING.—With respect to the 
rapid fielding pathway, the guidance shall 
include— 

(A) a merit-based process for the consider- 
ation of existing products and proven tech- 
nologies to meet needs communicated by the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff and the combatant com- 
manders; 

(B) a process for demonstrating perform- 
ance and evaluating for current operational 
purposes the proposed products and tech- 
nologies; 

(C) a process for developing and imple- 
menting acquisition and funding strategies 
for the program; and 

(D) a process for considering lifecycle costs 
and addressing issues of logistics support and 
system interoperability. 

(4) STREAMLINED PROCEDURES.—The guid- 
ance for the programs may provide for any of 
the following streamlined procedures: 

(A) The service acquisition executive of 
the military department concerned shall ap- 
point a program manager for such program 
from among candidates from among civilian 
employees or members of the armed forces 
who have significant and relevant experience 
managing large and complex programs. 

(B) The program manager for each program 
shall report with respect to such program di- 
rectly, without intervening review or ap- 
proval, to the service acquisition executive 
of the military department concerned. 

(C) The service acquisition executive of the 
military department concerned shall evalu- 
ate the job performance of such manager on 
an annual basis. In conducting an evaluation 
under this paragraph, a service acquisition 
executive shall consider the extent to which 
the manager has achieved the objectives of 
the program for which the manager is re- 
sponsible, including quality, timeliness, and 
cost objectives. 

(D) The program manager of a defense 
streamlined program shall be authorized 
staff positions for a technical staff, including 
experts in business management, con- 
tracting, auditing, engineering, testing, and 
logistics, to enable the manager to manage 
the program without the technical assist- 
ance of another organizational unit of an 
agency to the maximum extent practicable. 

(E) The program manager of a defense 
streamlined program shall be authorized, in 
coordination with the users of the equipment 
and capability to be acquired and the test 
community, to make trade-offs among life- 
cycle costs, requirements, and schedules to 
meet the goals of the program. 

(F) The service acquisition executive, act- 
ing in coordination with the defense acquisi- 
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tion executive, shall serve as the milestone 
decision authority for the program. 

(G) The program manager of a defense 
streamlined program shall be provided a 
process to expeditiously seek a waiver from 
Congress from any statutory or regulatory 
requirement that the program manager de- 
termines adds little or no value to the man- 
agement of the program. 

(d) RAPID PROTOTYPING FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall establish a fund to be known as the 
“Department of Defense Rapid Prototyping 
Fund” to provide funds, in addition to other 
funds that may be available for acquisition 
programs under the rapid prototyping path- 
way established pursuant to this section. 
The Fund shall be managed by a senior offi- 
cial of the Department of Defense designated 
by the Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui- 
sition, Technology, and Logistics. The Fund 
shall consist of amounts appropriated to the 
Fund and amounts credited to the Fund pur- 
suant to section 849 of this Act. 

(2) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—Amounts avail- 
able in the Fund may be transferred to a 
military department for the purpose of car- 
rying out an acquisition program under the 
rapid prototyping pathway established pur- 
suant to this section. Any amount so trans- 
ferred shall be credited to the account to 
which it is transferred. The transfer author- 
ity provided in this subsection is in addition 
to any other transfer authority available to 
the Department of Defense. 

(3) CONGRESSIONAL NOTICE.—The senior offi- 
cial designated to manage the Fund shall no- 
tify the congressional defense committees of 
all transfers under paragraph (2). Each noti- 
fication shall specify the amount trans- 
ferred, the purpose of the transfer, and the 
total projected cost and estimated cost to 
complete the acquisition program to which 
the funds were transferred. 

SEC. 804. AMENDMENTS TO OTHER TRANSACTION 
AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORITY OF THE DEFENSE ADVANCED 
RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY TO CARRY OUT 
CERTAIN PROTOTYPE PROJECTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 193 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 237la the following new section: 
“$2371b. Authority of the Defense Advanced 

Research Projects Agency to carry out cer- 

tain prototype projects 

““(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) Subject to paragraph 
(2), the Director of the Defense Advanced Re- 
search Projects Agency, the Secretary of a 
military department, or any other official 
designated by the Secretary of Defense may, 
under the authority of section 2371 of this 
title, carry out prototype projects that are 
directly relevant to enhancing the mission 
effectiveness of military personnel and the 
supporting platforms, systems, components, 
or materials proposed to be acquired or de- 
veloped by the Department of Defense, or to 
improvement of platforms, systems, compo- 
nents, or materials in use by the armed 
forces. 

“*(2) The authority of this section— 

“(A) may be exercised for a prototype 
project that is expected to cost the Depart- 
ment of Defense in excess of $50,000,000 but 
not in excess of $250,000,000 (including all op- 
tions) only upon a written determination by 
the senior procurement executive for the 
agency as designated for the purpose of sec- 
tion 1702(c) of title 41, or, for the Defense Ad- 
vanced Research Projects Agency or the Mis- 
sile Defense Agency, the director of the 
agency that— 

““(i) the requirements of subsection (d) will 
be met; and 
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““(ii) the use of the authority of this sec- 
tion is essential to promoting the success of 
the prototype project; and 

“(B) may be exercised for a prototype 
project that is expected to cost the Depart- 
ment of Defense in excess of $250,000,000 (in- 
cluding all options) only if— 

““(i) the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics deter- 
mines in writing that— 

““(D the requirements of subsection (d) will 
be met; and 

“(JI) the use of the authority of this sec- 
tion is essential to meet critical national se- 
curity objectives; and 

“(ii) the congressional defense committees 
are notified in writing at least 30 days before 
such authority is exercised. 

“*(3) The authority of a senior procurement 
executive or director of the Defense Ad- 
vanced Research Projects Agency or Missile 
Defense Agency under paragraph (2)(A), and 
the authority of the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis- 
tics under paragraph (2)(B), may not be dele- 
gated. 

““(b) EXERCISE OF AUTHORITY.— 

“(1) Subsections (e)(1)(B) and (e)(2) of such 
section 2371 shall not apply to projects car- 
ried out under subsection (a). 

“(2) To the maximum extent practicable, 
competitive procedures shall be used when 
entering into agreements to carry out 
projects under subsection (a). 

““(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL ACCESS TO IN- 
FORMATION.—(1) Each agreement entered into 
by an official referred to in subsection (a) to 
carry out a project under that subsection 
that provides for payments in a total 
amount in excess of $5,000,000 shall include a 
clause that provides for the Comptroller 
General, in the discretion of the Comptroller 
General, to examine the records of any party 
to the agreement or any entity that partici- 
pates in the performance of the agreement. 

“*(2) The requirement in paragraph (1) shall 
not apply with respect to a party or entity, 
or a subordinate element of a party or enti- 
ty, that has not entered into any other 
agreement that provides for audit access by 
a Government entity in the year prior to the 
date of the agreement. 

“(3(A) The right provided to the Comp- 
troller General in a clause of an agreement 
under paragraph (1) is limited as provided in 
subparagraph (B) in the case of a party to 
the agreement, an entity that participates in 
the performance of the agreement, or a sub- 
ordinate element of that party or entity if 
the only agreements or other transactions 
that the party, entity, or subordinate ele- 
ment entered into with Government entities 
in the year prior to the date of that agree- 
ment are cooperative agreements or trans- 
actions that were entered into under this 
section or section 2371 of this title. 

““(B) The only records of a party, other en- 
tity, or subordinate element referred to in 
subparagraph (A) that the Comptroller Gen- 
eral may examine in the exercise of the right 
referred to in that subparagraph are records 
of the same type as the records that the Gov- 
ernment has had the right to examine under 
the audit access clauses of the previous 
agreements or transactions referred to in 
such subparagraph that were entered into by 
that particular party, entity, or subordinate 
element. 

“(4) The head of the contracting activity 
that is carrying out the agreement may 
waive the applicability of the requirement in 
paragraph (1) to the agreement if the head of 
the contracting activity determines that it 
would not be in the public interest to apply 
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the requirement to the agreement. The waiv- 
er shall be effective with respect to the 
agreement only if the head of the con- 
tracting activity transmits a notification of 
the waiver to Congress and the Comptroller 
General before entering into the agreement. 
The notification shall include the rationale 
for the determination. 

““(5) The Comptroller General may not ex- 
amine records pursuant to a clause included 
in an agreement under paragraph (1) more 
than three years after the final payment is 
made by the United States under the agree- 
ment. 

““(d) APPROPRIATE USE OF AUTHORITY.—(1) 
The Secretary of Defense shall ensure that 
no official of an agency enters into a trans- 
action (other than a contract, grant, or coop- 
erative agreement) for a prototype project 
under the authority of this section unless 
one of following conditions is met: 

““(A) There is at least one nontraditional 
defense contractor participating to a signifi- 
cant extent in the prototype project. 

““(B) All parties to the transaction other 
than the Federal Government are innovative 
small businesses and non-traditional con- 
tractors with unique capabilities relevant to 
the prototype project. 

““(C) At least one third of the total cost of 
the prototype project is to be paid out of 
funds provided by parties to the transaction 
other than the Federal Government. 

““(D) The senior procurement executive for 
the agency determines in writing that excep- 
tional circumstances justify the use of a 
transaction that provides for innovative 
business arrangements or structures that 
would not be feasible or appropriate under a 
contract. 

‘(2)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), the amounts counted for the purposes of 
this subsection as being provided, or to be 
provided, by a party to a transaction with re- 
spect to a prototype project that is entered 
into under this section other than the Fed- 
eral Government do not include costs that 
were incurred before the date on which the 
transaction becomes effective. 

““(B) Costs that were incurred for a proto- 
type project by a party after the beginning 
of negotiations resulting in a transaction 
(other than a contract, grant, or cooperative 
agreement) with respect to the project be- 
fore the date on which the transaction be- 
comes effective may be counted for purposes 
of this subsection as being provided, or to be 
provided, by the party to the transaction if 
and to the extent that the official respon- 
sible for entering into the transaction deter- 
mines in writing that— 

““(i) the party incurred the costs in antici- 
pation of entering into the transaction; and 

““(ii) it was appropriate for the party to 
incur the costs before the transaction be- 
came effective in order to ensure the suc- 
cessful implementation of the transaction. 

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘nontraditional defense con- 
tractor’ has the meaning given the term 
under section 2302(9) of this title. 

“(2) The term ‘small business’ means a 
small business concern as defined under sec- 
tion 3 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632). 

““(f) FOLLOW-ON PRODUCTION CONTRACTS OR 
TRANSACTIONS.—(1) A transaction entered 
into under this section for a prototype 
project may provide for the award of a fol- 
low-on production contract or transactions 
to the participants in the transaction. 

“(2) A follow-on production contract or 
transaction provided for in a transaction 
under paragraph (1) may be awarded to the 
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participants in the transaction without the 
use of competitive procedures, notwith- 
standing the requirements of section 2304 of 
this title, if— 

“(A) competitive procedures were used for 
the selection of parties for participation in 
the transaction; and 

“(B) the participants in the transaction 
successfully completed the prototype project 
provided for in the transaction. 

““(3) Contracts and transactions entered 
into pursuant to this subsection may be 
awarded using the authority in subsection 
(a), under the authority of chapter 137 of this 
title, or under such procedures, terms, and 
conditions as the Secretary of Defense may 
establish by regulation. 

“(g) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE PROTOTYPES 
AND FOLLOW-ON PRODUCTION ITEMS AS GOV- 
ERNMENT FURNISHED EQUIPMENT.—An agree- 
ment entered pursuant to the authority of 
subsection (a) or a follow-on contract en- 
tered pursuant to the authority of sub- 
section (f) may provide for prototypes or fol- 
low-on production items to be provided to 
another contractor as government-furnished 
equipment. 

“(h) APPLICABILITY OF PROCUREMENT ETH- 
ICS REQUIREMENTS.—An agreement entered 
into under the authority of this section shall 
be treated as a Federal agency procurement 
for the purposes of chapter 21 of title 41.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 139 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2371a the following 
new item: 


“2371b. Authority of the Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency to 
carry out certain prototype 
projects.”. 

(b) MODIFICATION TO DEFINITION OF NON- 
TRADITIONAL CONTRACTOR.—Section 2302(9) of 
such title is amended to read as follows: 

““(9) The term ‘nontraditional defense con- 
tractor”, with respect to a procurement or 
with respect to a transaction authorized 
under section 2371(a) of this title, means an 
entity that— 

“(A) is not currently performing and has 
not performed, for at least the one-year pe- 
riod preceding the solicitation of sources by 
the Department of Defense for the procure- 
ment or transaction, any contract or sub- 
contract that is subject to full coverage 
under the cost accounting standards pre- 
scribed pursuant to 1502 of title 41 and the 
regulations implementing such section; and 

““(B) has not been awarded, for at least the 
one-year period preceding the solicitation of 
sources by the Department of Defense for the 
procurement or transaction, any other con- 
tract under which the contractor was re- 
quired to submit certified cost or pricing 
data under section 2306a of this title.”. 

(c) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE AUTHORITY.—Sec- 
tion 845 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160; 10 U.S.C. 2371 note) is hereby re- 
pealed. 

(d) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—Section 1601(c)(1) of the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 
(Public Law 108-136; 10 U.S.C. 2870a note) is 
amended by restating subparagraph (B) to 
read as follows: 

“(B) sections 2371 and 2371b of title 10, 
United States Code.”. 

SEC. 805. USE OF ALTERNATIVE ACQUISITION 

PATHS TO ACQUIRE CRITICAL NA- 
TIONAL SECURITY CAPABILITIES. 

(a) GUIDELINES.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall establish procedures and guidelines for 
alternative acquisition pathways to acquire 
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capital assets and services that meet critical 
national security needs. The guidelines 
shall— 

(1) be separate from existing acquisition 
procedures and guidelines; 

(2) be supported by streamlined con- 
tracting, budgeting, and requirements proc- 
esses; 

(3) establish alternative acquisition paths 
based on the capabilities being bought and 
the time needed to deploy these capabilities; 
and 

(4) maximize the use of flexible authorities 
in existing law and regulation. 


(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees a report that 
includes a summary of the guidelines estab- 
lished under subsection (a) and recommenda- 
tions for any legislation necessary to meet 
the objectives set forth in subsection (a) and 
to implement the guidelines established 
under such subsection. 


SEC. 806. SECRETARY OF DEFENSE WAIVER OF 
ACQUISITION LAWS TO ACQUIRE 
VITAL NATIONAL SECURITY CAPA- 
BILITIES. 


(a) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of 
Defense is authorized to waive any provision 
of acquisition law or regulation described in 
subsection (c) for the purpose of acquiring a 
capability that would not otherwise be avail- 
able to the Armed Forces of the United 
States, upon a determination that— 

(1) the acquisition of the capability is in 
the vital national security interest of the 
United States; 

(2) the application of the law or regulation 
to be waived would impede the acquisition of 
the capability in a manner that would under- 
mine the national security of the United 
States; and 

(3) the underlying purpose of the law or 
regulation to be waived can be addressed in 
a different manner or at a different time. 


(b) DESIGNATION OF RESPONSIBLE OFFI- 
CIAL.—Whenever the Secretary of Defense 
makes a determination under subsection 
(a)(1) that the acquisition of a capability is 
in the vital national security interest of the 
United States, the Secretary shall designate 
a senior official of the Department of De- 
fense who shall be personally responsible and 
accountable for the rapid and effective ac- 
quisition and deployment of the needed capa- 
bility. The Secretary shall provide the des- 
ignated official such authority as the Sec- 
retary determines necessary to achieve this 
objective, and may use the waiver authority 
in subsection (a) for this purpose. 


(c) ACQUISITION LAWS AND REGULATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon a determination de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Secretary of 
Defense is authorized to waive any provision 
of law or regulation addressing— 

(A) the establishment of a requirement or 
specification for the capability to be ac- 
quired; 

(B) research, development, test, and eval- 
uation of the capability to be acquired; 

(C) production, fielding, and sustainment 
of the capability to be acquired; or 

(D) solicitation, selection of sources, and 
award of contracts for the capability to be 
acquired. 

(2) LIMITATIONS.—Nothing in this 
section authorizes the waiver of— 

(A) the requirements of this section; 

(B) any provision of law imposing civil or 
criminal penalties; or 

(C) any provision of law governing the 
proper expenditure of appropriated funds. 
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(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall notify the congressional de- 
fense committees at least 30 days before ex- 
ercising the waiver authority under sub- 
section (a). Each such notice shall include— 

(1) an explanation of the basis for deter- 
mining that the acquisition of the capability 
is in the vital national security interest of 
the United States; 

(2) an identification of each provision of 
law or regulation to be waived; and 

(3) for each provision identified pursuant 
to paragraph (2)— 

(A) an explanation of why the application 
of the provision would impede the acquisi- 
tion in a manner that would undermine the 
national security of the United States; and 

(B) a description of the time or manner in 
which the underlying purpose of the law or 
regulation to be waived will be addressed. 

(e) NON-DELEGATION.—The authority of the 
Secretary to waive provisions of laws and 
regulations under subsection (a) is non-dele- 
gable. 

SEC. 807. ACQUISITION AUTHORITY OF THE COM- 
MANDER OF UNITED STATES CYBER 
COMMAND. 

(a) AUTHORITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commander of the 
United States Cyber Command shall be re- 
sponsible for, and shall have the authority to 
conduct, the following acquisition activities: 

(A) Development and acquisition of cyber 
operations-peculiar equipment and capabili- 
ties. 

(B) Acquisition of cyber capability-pecu- 
liar equipment, capabilities, and services. 

(2) ACQUISITION FUNCTIONS.—Subject to the 
authority, direction, and control of the Sec- 
retary of Defense, the Commander shall have 
authority to exercise the functions of the 
head of an agency under chapter 137 of title 
10, United States Code. 

(b) COMMAND ACQUISITION EXECUTIVE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The staff of the Com- 
mander shall include a command acquisition 
executive, who shall be responsible for the 
overall supervision of acquisition matters 
for the United States Cyber Command. The 
command acquisition executive shall have 
the authority— 

(A) to negotiate memoranda of agreement 
with the military departments to carry out 
the acquisition of equipment, capabilities, 
and services described in subsection (a)(1) on 
behalf of the Command; 

(B) to supervise the acquisition of equip- 
ment, capabilities, and services described in 
subsection (a)(1); 

(C) to represent the Command in discus- 
sions with the military departments regard- 
ing acquisition programs for which the Com- 
mand is a customer; and 

(D) to work with the military departments 
to ensure that the Command is appropriately 
represented in any joint working group or in- 
tegrated product team regarding acquisition 
programs for which the Command is a cus- 
tomer. 

(2) DELIVERY OF ACQUISITION SOLUTIONS.— 
The command acquisition executive of the 
United States Cyber Command shall be— 

(A) responsible to the Commander for rap- 
idly delivering acquisition solutions to meet 
validated cyber operations-peculiar require- 
ments; 

(B) subordinate to the defense acquisition 
executive in matters of acquisition; 

(C) subject to the same oversight as the 
service acquisition executives; and 

(D) included on the distribution list for ac- 
quisition directives and instructions of the 
Department of Defense. 

(c) ACQUISITION PERSONNEL.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall provide the United States Cyber Com- 
mand with the personnel or funding equiva- 
lent to ten full-time equivalent personnel to 
support the Commander in fulfilling the ac- 
quisition responsibilities provided for under 
this section with experience in— 

(A) program acquisition; 

(B) the Joint Capabilities Integration and 
Development System Process; 

(C) program management; 

(D) system engineering; and 

(E) costing. 

(2) EXISTING PERSONNEL.—The personnel 
provided under this subsection shall be pro- 
vided from among the existing personnel of 
the Department of Defense. 

(d) INSPECTOR GENERAL ACTIVITIES.—The 
staff of the Commander of the United States 
Cyber Command shall on a periodic basis in- 
clude a representative from the Department 
of Defense Office of Inspector General who 
shall conduct internal audits and inspections 
of purchasing and contracting actions 
through the United States Cyber Command 
and such other Inspector General functions 
as may be assigned. 

(e) BUDGET.—In addition to the activities 
of a combatant command for which funding 
may be requested under section 166(b) of title 
10, United States Code, the budget proposal 
of the United States Cyber Command shall 
include requests for funding for— 

(1) development and acquisition of cyber 
operations-peculiar equipment; and 

(2) acquisition of other capabilities or serv- 
ices that are peculiar to offensive cyber op- 
erations activities. 

(f) CYBER OPERATIONS PROCUREMENT 
FUND.—There is authorized to be appro- 
priated for each of fiscal years 2016 through 
2021, out of funds made available for procure- 
ment, Defense-wide, $75,000,000 for a Cyber 
Operations Procurement Fund to support ac- 
quisition activities provided for under this 
section. 

(g) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING IN- 
TELLIGENCE AND SPECIAL ACTIVITIES.—Noth- 
ing in this section shall be construed to con- 
stitute authority to conduct any activity 
which, if carried out as an intelligence activ- 
ity by the Department of Defense, would re- 
quire a notice to the Select Committee on 
Intelligence of the Senate and the Perma- 
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives under title V of the 
National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3091 
et seq.). 

(h) SUNSET.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority under this 
section shall terminate on September 30, 
2021. 

(2) LIMITATION ON DURATION OF ACQUISI- 
TIONS.—The authority under this section 
does not include major defense acquisitions 
or acquisitions of foundational infrastruc- 
ture or software architectures the duration 
of which is expected to last more than five 
years. 

SEC. 808. ADVISORY PANEL ON STREAMLINING 
AND CODIFYING ACQUISITION REG- 
ULATIONS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall establish 
under the sponsorship of the Defense Acqui- 
sition University and the National Defense 
University an advisory panel on stream- 
lining acquisition regulations. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The panel shall be com- 
posed of at least nine individuals who are 
recognized experts in acquisition and pro- 
curement policy. In making appointments to 
the advisory panel, the Under Secretary 
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shall ensure that the members of the panel 
reflect diverse experiences in the public and 
private sectors. 

(c) DUTIES.—The panel shall— 

(1) review the acquisition regulations ap- 
plicable to the Department of Defense with a 
view toward streamlining and improving the 
efficiency and effectiveness of the defense ac- 
quisition process and maintaining defense 
technology advantage; and 

(2) make any recommendations for the 
amendment or repeal of such regulations 
that the panel considers necessary, as a re- 
sult of such review, to— 

(A) establish and administer appropriate 
buyer and seller relationships in the procure- 
ment system; 

(B) improve the functioning of the acquisi- 
tion system; 

(C) ensure the continuing financial and 
ethical integrity of defense procurement pro- 
grams; 

(D) protect the best interests of the De- 
partment of Defense; and 

(E) eliminate any regulations that are un- 
necessary for the purposes described in sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (D). 

(d) ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall provide the advisory panel established 
pursuant to subsection (a) with timely ac- 
cess to appropriate information, data, re- 
sources, and analysis so that the advisory 
panel may conduct a thorough and inde- 
pendent assessment as required under such 
subsection. 

(2) INAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—The require- 
ments of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the ad- 
visory panel established pursuant to sub- 
section (a). 

(e) REPORT.— 

(1) PANEL REPORT.—Not later than two 
years after the date on which the Secretary 
of Defense establishes the advisory panel, 
the panel shall transmit a final report to the 
Secretary. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The final report shall con- 
tain a detailed statement of the findings and 
conclusions of the panel, including— 

(A) a history of each current acquisition 
regulation and a recommendation as to 
whether the regulation and related law (if 
applicable) should be retained, modified, or 
repealed; and 

(B) such additional recommendations for 
legislation as the panel considers appro- 
priate. 

(3) INTERIM REPORTS.—(A) Not later than 6 
months and 18 months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of De- 
fense shall submit a report to or brief the 
congressional defense committees on the in- 
terim findings of the panel with respect to 
the elements set forth in paragraph (2). 

(B) The panel shall provide regular updates 
to the Secretary of Defense for purposes of 
providing the interim reports required under 
this paragraph. 

(4) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 30 days 
after receiving the final report of the advi- 
sory panel, the Secretary of Defense shall 
transmit the final report, together with such 
comments as the Secretary determines ap- 
propriate, to the congressional defense com- 
mittees. 

(£) DEFENSE ACQUISITION WORKFORCE DE- 
VELOPMENT FUND SUPPORT.—The Secretary 
of Defense may use amounts available in the 
Department of Defense Acquisition Work- 
force Development Fund established under 
section 1705 of title 10, United States Code, 
to support activities of the advisory panel 
under this section. 
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SEC. 809. REVIEW OF TIME-BASED REQUIRE- 
MENTS PROCESS AND BUDGETING 
AND ACQUISITION SYSTEMS. 

(a) TIME-BASED REQUIREMENTS PROCESS.— 
The Secretary of Defense and the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff shall review the 
requirements process with the goal of estab- 
lishing an agile and streamlined system that 
develops requirements that provide stability 
and foundational direction for acquisition 
programs. The requirements system should 
be informed by technological market re- 
search and provide a time-based or phased 
distinction between capabilities needed to be 
deployed urgently, within 2 years, within 5 
years, and longer than 5 years. 

(b) BUDGETING AND ACQUISITION SYSTEMS.— 
The Secretary of Defense shall review and 
ensure that the acquisition and budgeting 
systems are structured to meet time-based 
or phased requirements in a manner that is 
predictable, cost effective, and efficient and 
takes advantage of emerging technological 
developments. The Secretary shall make all 
necessary changes in regulation and policy 
to achieve a time-based requirements, budg- 
eting, and acquisition system and shall iden- 
tify and report to Congress within 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
on any statutory impediments to achieving 
such a system. 

SEC. 810. IMPROVEMENT OF PROGRAM AND 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT BY THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) DEPARTMENT-WIDE RESPONSIBILITIES OF 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE.—In fulfilling the re- 
sponsibilities under chapter 87 of title 10, 
United States Code, the Secretary of Defense 
shall— 

(1) develop Department-wide standards, 
policies, and guidelines for program and 
project management for the Department of 
Defense based on appropriate and applicable 
nationally accredited standards for program 
and project management; 

(2) develop polices to monitor compliance 
with the standards, policies, and guidelines 
developed under paragraph (1); and 

(3) engage with the private sector on mat- 
ters relating to program and project manage- 
ment for the Department. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES OF USD (ATL).—In 
fulfilling the responsibilities under chapter 
87 of title 10, United States Code, for the 
military departments and the Defense Agen- 
cies, the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics shall— 

(1) advise and assist Secretary of Defense 
with respect Department of Defense prac- 
tices related to program and project manage- 
ment; 

(2) review programs identified as high-risk 
in program and project management by the 
Government Accountability Office, and 
make recommendations for actions to be 
taken by the Secretary to mitigate such 
risks; 

(3) assess matters of importance to the 
workforce in program and project manage- 
ment, including— 

(A) career development and workforce de- 
velopment; 

(B) policies to support continuous improve- 
ment in program and project management; 
and 

(C) major challenges of the Department in 
managing programs and projects; and 

(4) advise on the development and applica- 
bility of standards Department-wide for pro- 
gram and project management transparency. 

(c) RESPONSIBILITIES OF ACQUISITION EXECU- 
TIVES.—In fulfilling the responsibilities 
under chapter 87 of title 10, United States 
Code, for the military departments, the serv- 
ice acquisition executives (in consultation 
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with the Chiefs of the Armed Forces with re- 
spect to military program managers), and 
the component acquisition executives for the 
Defense Agencies, shall— 

(1) ensure the compliance of the depart- 
ment or Agency concerned with standards, 
policies, and guidelines for program and 
project management for the Department of 
Defense developed by the Secretary of De- 
fense under subsection (a)(1); and 

(2) ensure the effective career development 
of program managers through— 

(A) training and educational opportunities 
for program managers, including exchange 
programs with the private sector; 

(B) mentoring of current and future pro- 
gram managers by experienced public and 
private sector senior executives and program 
managers; 

(C) continued refinement of career paths 
and career opportunities for program man- 
agers; 

(D) incentives for the recruitment of high- 
ly qualified individuals to serve as program 
managers; 

(E) improved means of collecting and dis- 
seminating best practices and lessons 
learned to enhance program management; 
and 

(F) improved methods to support improved 
data gathering and analysis for program 
management and oversight purposes. 


(d) DEADLINE FOR STANDARDS, POLICIES, 
AND GUIDELINES.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall issue the 
standards, policies, and guidelines required 
by subsection (a)(1). The Secretary shall pro- 
vide Congress an interim update on the 
progress made in implementing this section 
not later than six months after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 


Subtitle B—Amendments to General Con- 
tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Limi- 
tations 


SEC. 821. PREFERENCE FOR FIXED-PRICE CON- 
TRACTS IN DETERMINING’ CON- 
TRACT TYPE FOR DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMS. 


(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PREFERENCE.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act, the Defense Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation Supplement shall be re- 
vised to establish a preference for fixed-price 
contracts, including fixed-price incentive fee 
contracts, in the determination of contract 
type for development programs. 


(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING CHANGES.— 
Section 818(c) of the John Warner National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2007 (Public Law 109-364; 120 Stat. 2329) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by inserting “or 
major automated information system” after 
“major defense acquisition program”; and 

(2) by striking the second sentence. 

SEC. 822. APPLICABILITY OF COST AND PRICING 
DATA AND CERTIFICATION RE- 
QUIREMENTS. 


Section 2306a(b)(1) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘; or” 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(D) to the extent such data relates to an 
offset agreement in connection with a con- 
tract for the sale of a weapon system or de- 
fense-related item to a foreign country or 
foreign firm.”. 
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SEC. 823. RISK-BASED CONTRACTING FOR SMALL- 
ER CONTRACT ACTIONS UNDER THE 
TRUTH IN NEGOTIATIONS ACT. 

(a) INCREASE IN THRESHOLDS.—Subsection 
(a) of section 2306a of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking “December 5, 1990’? each 
place it appears and inserting “January 15, 
2016”; 

(B) by striking ‘‘$500,000’’ each place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000’’; and 

(C) by striking ““$100,000” each place it ap- 
pears and inserting ‘‘$750,000’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘fiscal 
year 1994 constant dollar value’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘fiscal year 2016 constant dollar value’’. 

(b) RISK-BASED CONTRACTING.—Subsection 
(c) of such section is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

““(c) COST OR PRICING DATA ON 
THRESHOLD CONTRACTS.— 

““(1) AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE SUBMISSION.— 
Subject to paragraph (4), when certified cost 
or pricing data are not required to be sub- 
mitted by subsection (a) for a contract, sub- 
contract, or modification of a contract or 
subcontract, such data may nevertheless be 
required to be submitted by the head of the 
procuring activity, if the head of the pro- 
curing activity— 

“(A) determines that such data are nec- 
essary for the evaluation by the agency of 
the reasonableness of the price of the con- 
tract, subcontract, or modification of a con- 
tract or subcontract; or 

““(B) requires the submission of such data 
in accordance with a risk-based contracting 
approach established pursuant to paragraph 
(3). 

(2) WRITTEN DETERMINATION REQUIRED.—In 
any case in which the head of the procuring 
activity requires certified cost or pricing 
data to be submitted under paragraph (1)(A), 
the head of the procuring activity shall jus- 
tify in writing the reason for such require- 
ment. 

‘*(3) RISK-BASED CONTRACTING.—The head of 
an agency shall establish a risk-based sam- 
pling approach under which the submission 
of certified cost or pricing data may be re- 
quired for a risk-based sample of contracts, 
the price of which is expected to exceed the 
dollar amount in subsection (a)(1)(A)(ii), but 
not the amount in subsection (a)(1)(A)(ji). 
The authority to require certified cost or 
pricing data under this paragraph shall not 
apply to any contract of an offeror that has 
not been awarded, for at least the one-year 
period preceding the issuance of a solicita- 
tion for the contract, any other contract in 
excess of the amount in subsection 
(a)(1)(A)(Gi) under which the offeror was re- 
quired to submit certified cost or pricing 
data under this section. 

‘“(4) EXCEPTION.—The head of the procuring 
activity may not require certified cost or 
pricing data to be submitted under this sub- 
section for any contract or subcontract, or 
modification of a contract or subcontract, 
covered by the exceptions in subparagraph 
(A) or (B) of subsection (b)(1). 

‘(5) DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY PROHIB- 
ITED.—The head of a procuring activity may 
not delegate functions under this sub- 
section.”. 

SEC. 824. LIMITATION ON USE OF REVERSE AUC- 
TION AND LOWEST PRICE TECH- 
NICALLY ACCEPTABLE CON- 
TRACTING METHODS. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation and the Defense Supple- 
ment to the Federal Acquisition Regulation 
shall be amended— 


BELOW- 
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(1) to prohibit the use by the Department 
of Defense of reverse auction or lowest price 
technically acceptable contracting methods 
for the procurement of personal protective 
equipment where the level of quality or fail- 
ure of the item could result in combat cas- 
ualties; and 

(2) to establish a preference for the use of 
best value contracting methods for the pro- 
curement of such equipment. 

SEC. 825. RIGHTS IN TECHNICAL DATA. 

(a) RIGHTS IN TECHNICAL DATA RELATING TO 
MAJOR WEAPON SYSTEMS.—Paragraph (2) of 
section 2321(f) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended to read as follows: 

“*(2) In the case of a challenge to a use or 
release restriction that is asserted with re- 
spect to technical data of a contractor or 
subcontractor for a major system or a sub- 
system or component thereof on the basis 
that the major weapon system, subsystem, 
or component was developed exclusively at 
private expense— 

““(A) the presumption in paragraph (1) shall 
apply— 

“(i) with regard to a commercial sub- 
system or component of a major system, if 
the major system was acquired as a commer- 
cial item in accordance with section 23879(a) 
of this title; 

““(ii) with regard to a component of a sub- 
system, if the subsystem was acquired as a 
commercial item in accordance with section 
2379(b) of this title; and 

““(iii) with regard to any other component, 
if the component is a commercially available 
off-the-shelf item or a commercially avail- 
able off-the-shelf item with modifications of 
a type customarily available in the commer- 
cial marketplace or minor modifications 
made to meet Federal Government require- 
ments; and 

““(B) in all other cases, the challenge to the 
use or release restriction shall be sustained 
unless information provided by the con- 
tractor or subcontractor demonstrates that 
the item was developed exclusively at pri- 
vate expense.”. 

(b) GOVERNMENT-INDUSTRY 
PANEL.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense, acting through the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, shall establish a 
government-industry advisory panel for the 
purpose of reviewing sections 2320 and 2321 of 
title 10, United States Code, regarding rights 
in technical data and the validation of pro- 
prietary data restrictions and the regula- 
tions implementing such sections, for the 
purpose of ensuring that such statutory and 
regulatory requirements are best structured 
to serve the interests of the taxpayers and 
the national defense. 

(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The panel shall be 
chaired by an individual selected by the 
Under Secretary, and the Under Secretary 
shall ensure that— 

(A) the government members of the advi- 
sory panel are Knowledgeable about tech- 
nical data issues and appropriately represent 
the three military departments, as well as 
the legal, acquisition, logistics, and research 
and development communities in the Depart- 
ment of Defense; and 

(B) the private sector members of the advi- 
sory panel include independent experts and 
individuals appropriately representative of 
the diversity of interested parties, including 
large and small businesses, traditional and 
non-traditional government contractors, 
prime contractors and subcontractors, sup- 
pliers of hardware and software, and institu- 
tions of higher education. 


ADVISORY 
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(3) SCOPE OF REVIEW.—In conducting the re- 
view required by paragraph (1), the advisory 
panel shall give appropriate consideration to 
the following factors: 

(A) Ensuring that the Department of De- 
fense does not pay more than once for the 
same work. 

(B) Ensuring that Department of Defense 
contractors are appropriately rewarded for 
their innovation and invention. 

(C) Providing for cost-effective reprocure- 
ment, sustainment, modification, and up- 
grades to Department of Defense systems. 

(D) Encouraging the private sector to in- 
vest in new products, technologies, and proc- 
esses relevant to the missions of the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

(E) Ensuring that the Department of De- 
fense has appropriate access to innovative 
products, technologies, and processes devel- 
oped by the private sector for commercial 
use. 

(4) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, the advisory panel shall sub- 
mit its final report and recommendations to 
the Secretary of Defense. Not later than 60 
days after receiving the report, the Sec- 
retary shall submit a copy of the report, to- 
gether with any comments or recommenda- 
tions, to the congressional defense commit- 
tees. 

SEC. 826. PROCUREMENT OF SUPPLIES FOR EX- 
PERIMENTAL PURPOSES. 

(a) ADDITIONAL PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY.— 
Subsection (a) of section 2373 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
“transportation, energy, medical, space- 
flight,” before “and aeronautical supplies”. 

(b) APPLICABILITY OF CHAPTER 137 OF TITLE 
10, UNITED STATES CODE.—Subsection (b) of 
such section is amended by striking “only 
when such purchases are made in quantity” 
and inserting “only when such purchases are 
made in quantities greater than necessary 
for experimentation, technical evaluation, 
assessment of operational utility, or safety 
or to provide a residual operational capa- 
bility”. 

SEC. 827. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO AC- 
QUIRE PRODUCTS AND SERVICES 
PRODUCED IN COUNTRIES ALONG A 
MAJOR ROUTE OF SUPPLY TO AF- 
GHANISTAN. 

Section 801(f) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public 
Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2399), as most recently 
amended by section 832(a) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 814), is fur- 
ther amended by striking “December 31, 
2015” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2016”. 

SEC. 828. REPORTING RELATED TO FAILURE OF 
CONTRACTORS TO MEET GOALS 
UNDER NEGOTIATED COMPREHEN- 
SIVE SMALL BUSINESS SUBCON- 
TRACTING PLANS. 

Paragraph (2) of section 834(d) of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Years 1990 and 1991 (15 U.S.C. 687 note), as 
added by section 821(d)(2) of the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
(Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3434) is amend- 
ed by striking “may not negotiate” and all 
that follows through the period at the end 
and inserting ‘‘shall report to Congress on 
any negotiated comprehensive  subcon- 
tracting plan that the Secretary determines 
did not meet the subcontracting goals nego- 
tiated in the plan for the prior fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 829. COMPETITION FOR RELIGIOUS SERV- 

ICES CONTRACTS. 

The Department of Defense may not pre- 
clude a non-profit organization from com- 
peting for a contract for religious related 
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services on a United States military instal- 

lation. 

SEC. 830. TREATMENT OF INTERAGENCY AND 
STATE AND LOCAL PURCHASES 
WHEN THE DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE ACTS AS CONTRACT INTER- 
MEDIARY FOR THE GENERAL SERV- 
ICES ADMINISTRATION. 

Contracts executed by the Department of 
Defense as a result of the transfer of con- 
tracts from the General Services Adminis- 
tration or for which the Department serves 
as an item manager for products on behalf of 
the General Services Administration shall 
not be subject to requirements under chapter 
148 of title 10, United States Code, to the ex- 
tent such contracts are for purchases of 
products by other Federal agencies or State 
or local governments. 

SEC. 831. PILOT PROGRAM FOR STREAMLINING 
AWARDS FOR INNOVATIVE TECH- 
NOLOGY PROJECTS. 

(a) EXCEPTION FROM CERTIFIED COST AND 
PRICING DATE REQUIREMENTS.—The require- 
ments under section 2306a(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, shall not apply to a con- 
tract, subcontract, or modification of a con- 
tract or subcontract valued at less than 
$7,500,000 awarded to a small business or non- 
traditional defense contractor pursuant to— 

(1) a technical merit based selection proce- 
dure, such as a broad agency announcement; 
or 

(2) the Small Business Innovation Research 
Program, 


unless the head of the agency determines 
that submission of cost and pricing data 
should be required based on past perform- 
ance of the specific small business or non- 
traditional defense contractor, or based on 
analysis of other information specific to the 
award. 

(b) EXCEPTION FROM RECORDS EXAMINATION 
REQUIREMENT.—The requirements under sec- 
tion 2313 of title 10, United States Code, shall 
not apply to a contract valued at less than 
$7,500,000 awarded to a small business or non- 
traditional defense contractor pursuant to— 

(1) a technical merit based selection proce- 
dure, such as a broad agency announcement; 
or 

(2) the Small Business Innovation Research 
Program, 


unless the head of the agency determines 
that auditing of records should be required 
based on past performance of the specific 
small business or non-traditional defense 
contractor, or based on analysis of other in- 
formation specific to the award. 

(c) SUNSET.—The exceptions under sub- 
sections (a) and (b) shall terminate on Octo- 
ber 1, 2020. 


Subtitle C—Provisions Relating to Major 
Defense Acquisition Programs 
SEC. 841. ACQUISITION STRATEGY REQUIRED 
FOR EACH MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUI- 
SITION PROGRAM. 
(a) CONSOLIDATION OF REQUIREMENTS RE- 
LATING TO ACQUISITION STRATEGY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 144 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2481 the following new section: 


“$ 2431a. Acquisition strategy 


““(a) REQUIREMENT.—(1) There shall be an 
acquisition strategy for each major defense 
acquisition program. The acquisition strat- 
egy for a major defense acquisition program 
shall be reviewed by the milestone decision 
authority for the program at each time spec- 
ified in paragraph (2). The milestone decision 
authority may approve, disapprove, or revise 
the acquisition strategy at any such time. 
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““(2) The times at which the acquisition 
strategy for a major defense acquisition pro- 
gram shall be reviewed by the milestone de- 
cision authority for the program under para- 
graph (1) are the following: 

““(A) Program initiation. 

““(B) Each subsequent milestone. 

““(C) Full-Rate Production Decision Re- 
view. 

“(D) Any other time considered relevant 
by the milestone decision authority. 

““(b) GUIDANCE.—The Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics shall issue policies and procedures 
governing the contents of, and the review 
and approval process for, the acquisition 
strategy for a major defense acquisition pro- 
gram. 

““(c) CONTENTS.—The acquisition strategy 
for a major defense acquisition program 
shall present a top-level description of the 
business and technical management ap- 
proach designed to achieve the objectives of 
the program within the resource constraints 
imposed. The strategy shall be tailored to 
address program requirements and con- 
straints, and shall express the program man- 
ager’s approach to the program in sufficient 
detail to allow the milestone decision au- 
thority to assess the viability of approach, 
method of implementation of laws and poli- 
cies, and program objectives. Subject to 
guidance issued pursuant to subsection (b), 
each acquisition strategy shall address the 
following: 

“(1) An acquisition approach, including in- 
dustrial base considerations in accordance 
with section 2440 of this title, and consider- 
ation of alternative acquisition approaches. 

“(2) A risk management strategy, address- 
ing cost, schedule, and technical risk. 

““(3) An approach to ensuring the maturity 
of technologies and avoiding unnecessary or 
excessive concurrency. 

““(4) A strategy for dividing the acquisition 
into increments or spirals, and continuously 
adopting commercial and defense tech- 
nologies, where appropriate. 

““(5) A business strategy, including meas- 
ures to ensure continuing competition in 
through the life of the acquisition program. 

““(6) A contracting strategy addressing the 
selection of sources, contract types, and 
small business participation. 

““(7) An intellectual property strategy, in 
accordance with section 2320 of this title. 

““(8) An approach to international involve- 
ment, including foreign military sales and 
cooperative opportunities, in accordance 
with section 2350a of this title. 

“(d) In this section, the term ‘milestone 
decision authority’, with respect to a major 
defense acquisition program, means the offi- 
cial within the Department of Defense des- 
ignated with the overall responsibility and 
authority for acquisition decisions for the 
program, including authority to approve 
entry of the program into the next phase of 
the acquisition process.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 2431 the following new item: 
“243l1a. Acquisition strategy.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 2350a(e) of such title is amend- 
ed— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“DOCUMENT”; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking “the 
Under Secretary of Defense for” and all that 
follows through ‘‘of the Board” and inserting 
“opportunities for such cooperative research 
and development shall be addressed in the 
acquisition strategy for the project”; and 
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(C) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A)\— 

(D by striking “document” and inserting 
“discussion”; and 

(II) by striking 
“consider”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking “A 
statement indicating whether” and inserting 
“Whether”; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B)— 

(D by striking “by the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics””; and 

(ID) by striking ‘‘of the United States under 
consideration by the Department of De- 
fense’’; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (D)— 

(D) by striking “The” and inserting “A”; 
and 

(I) by striking “of the Under Secretary”” 
and inserting ‘‘to the milestone decision au- 
thority”. 

(2) Section 803 of the Bob Stump National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2003 (Public Law 107-314; 10 U.S.C. 2430 note) 
is repealed. 

SEC. 842. RISK REDUCTION IN MAJOR DEFENSE 
ACQUISITION PROGRAMS. 

(a) GUIDANCE ON RISK REDUCTION IN MAJOR 
DEFENSE ACQUISITION PROGRAMS.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall ensure that the ac- 
quisition strategy developed pursuant to sec- 
tion 2431a of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by section 841, for each major defense 
acquisition program for which development 
activities are required includes the following 
elements: 

(1) A comprehensive approach to continu- 
ously identifying and addressing risk (in- 
cluding technical, cost, and schedule risk) 
beginning at program initiation and con- 
tinuing until the start of full rate production 
as a means to improve programmatic deci- 
sion making and appropriately minimize and 
manage program concurrency. 

(2) Documentation of the major sources of 
risk identified and the approach to retiring 
that risk. 

(b) ELEMENTS OF COMPREHENSIVE APPROACH 
TO RISK REDUCTION.—The comprehensive ap- 
proach to identifying and addressing risk for 
purposes of subsection (a)(1) shall include 
some combination of the following elements 
as appropriate for the item or system being 
acquired: 

(1) Development planning. 

(2) Systems engineering. 

(3) Integrated developmental and oper- 
ational testing. 

(4) Preliminary and critical design reviews 
and technical reviews. 

(5) Prototyping (including prototyping at 
the system or subsystem level and competi- 
tive prototyping, where appropriate). 

(6) Modeling and simulation. 

(7) Technology demonstrations and tech- 
nology off ramps. 

(8) Manufacturability and industrial base 
availability. 

(9) Multiple design approaches. 

(10) Alternative, lower risk reduced per- 
formance designs. 

(11) Schedule and funding margins for or 
specific risks. 

(12) Independent risk element assessments 
by outside subject matter experts. 

(13) Program phasing to address high risk 
areas as early as possible. 

(c) PREFERENCE FOR PROTOTYPING.—To the 
maximum extent practicable and consistent 
with the economical use of available finan- 
cial resources, the milestone decision au- 
thority for each major defense acquisition 
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program shall ensure that the acquisition 
strategy for the program provides for— 

(1) the production of competitive proto- 
types at the system or subsystem level be- 
fore Milestone B approval; or 

(2) if the production of competitive proto- 
types is not practicable, the production of 
single prototypes at the system or sub- 
system level. 

(d) REPEAL OF MANDATORY PROTOTYPING 
PROVISION.—Section 203 of the Weapon Sys- 
tems Acquisition Reform Act of 2009 (Public 
Law 111-23; 10 U.S.C. 2430 note) is repealed. 
SEC. 843. DESIGNATION OF MILESTONE DECISION 

AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2430 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

“(d(1) The milestone decision authority 
for major defense acquisition programs shall 
be the service acquisition executive of the 
military service that is managing the pro- 
gram, unless the Secretary of Defense des- 
ignates another official to serve as the mile- 
stone decision authority. 

“(2) The Secretary of Defense may des- 
ignate an alternate milestone decision au- 
thority in programs where— 

“(A) the Secretary determines that the 
program is addressing a joint requirement; 

“(B) the Secretary determines that the 
program is best managed by a defense agen- 
cy; 

‘(C) the program has incurred a unit cost 
increase greater than the significant cost 
threshold or critical cost threshold under 
section 2433 of this title; 

““(D) the program has failed to develop an 
acquisition program baseline within 2 years 
of program initiation; 

“(E) the program is critical to a major 
interagency requirement or technology de- 
velopment effort, or has significant inter- 
national partner involvement; or 

““(F) the Secretary certifies that an alter- 
nate official serving as the milestone deci- 
sion authority will best position the program 
to achieve desired cost, schedule, and per- 
formance outcomes. 

“(3(A) The Secretary of Defense may re- 
delegate the position of milestone decision 
authority for a program designated above 
upon request of the Secretary of the military 
department concerned. A decision on redele- 
gation must be made within 180 days of the 
request of the Secretary of the military de- 
partment concerned. 

““(B) If the Secretary of Defense denies the 
request for redelegation, the Secretary shall 
certify to the congressional defense commit- 
tees that an alternate official serving as 
milestone decision authority will best posi- 
tion the program to achieve desired cost, 
schedule, and performance outcomes. No 
such redelegation is authorized after a pro- 
gram has incurred a unit cost increase great- 
er than the significant cost threshold or crit- 
ical cost threshold under section 2433 of this 
title, except for exceptional circumstances. 

“(4) For major defense acquisition pro- 
grams where the service acquisition execu- 
tive of the military service that is managing 
the program is the milestone decision au- 
thority— 

““(A) the Secretary of Defense shall ensure 
that no documentation is required outside of 
the military service organization, without a 
determination by the Deputy Chief Manage- 
ment Officer that the documentation sup- 
ports a specific statutory requirement and is 
implemented in a manner that will not re- 
sult in program delays or increased costs, 
and no acquisition programmatic approvals 
shall be required outside of the military 
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service organization, with the exception of 
approval of the Director of Operational Test 
and Evaluation of the Test and Evaluation 
Master Plan; and 

““(B) the Secretary of the military depart- 
ment concerned and the chief of the Armed 
Force concerned shall, in each Selected Ac- 
quisition Report required under section 2482 
of this title, certify that program require- 
ments are stable and funding is adequate to 
meet cost, schedule, and performance objec- 
tives for the program and identify and report 
to the congressional defense committees on 
any increased risk to the program since the 
last report.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
133(b)(5) of such title is amended by inserting 
before the period at the end the following: ‘‘, 
except that the Under Secretary shall exer- 
cise only advisory authority over service ac- 
quisition programs for which the service ac- 
quisition executive is the milestone decision 
authority”. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.— 

(1) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall sub- 
mit to the congressional defense committees 
a plan for implementing subsection (d) of 
section 2430 of title 10, United States Code, 
as added by subsection (a) of this section. 

(2) GUIDANCE.—The Deputy Chief Manage- 
ment Officer of the Department of Defense, 
in consultation with the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology and Lo- 
gistics and the service acquisition execu- 
tives, shall issue guidance to ensure that by 
not later than October 1, 2016, the acquisi- 
tion policy, guidance, and practices of the 
Department of Defense conform to the re- 
quirements of subsection (d) of section 2430 
of title 10, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (a) of this section. The guidance 
shall be designed to ensure a streamlined de- 
cision-making and approval process and to 
minimize any information requests, con- 
sistent with the requirement of paragraph 
(4)(A) of such subsection (d). 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsections (a) and (b) shall take ef- 
fect on October 1, 2016. 

SEC. 844. REVISION OF MILESTONE A DECISION 
AUTHORITY RESPONSIBILITIES FOR 
MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUISITION PRO- 
GRAMS. 

(a) REVISION TO MILESTONE A REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2366a of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 


“§ 2366a. Major defense acquisition programs: 
responsibilities at Milestone A approval 
““(a) RESPONSIBILITIES.—Before granting 

Milestone A approval for a major defense ac- 

quisition program or a major subprogram, 

the milestone decision authority for the pro- 
gram or subprogram shall ensure that— 

“(1) information about the program or sub- 
program is sufficient to warrant entry of the 
program or subprogram into the risk reduc- 
tion phase; 

“(2) the Secretary of the relevant military 
department and the chief of the relevant 
military service concur in cost, schedule, 
technical feasibility, and performance trade- 
offs that have been made with regard to the 
program; and 

“*(3) there are sound plans for progression 
of the program or subprogram to the devel- 
opment phase. 

““(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out sub- 
section (a), the milestone decision authority 
shall take appropriate action to ensure 
that— 
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“*(1) the program or subprogram— 

“(A) meets a joint military requirement 
and responds to an anticipated or likely 
threat; 

‘“(B) has been developed in light of appro- 
priate market research and a review of alter- 
native approaches and does not unneces- 
sarily duplicate a capability already pro- 
vided by an existing system; and 

““(C) is affordable in light of cost estimates 
developed pursuant to the guidance of the 
Director of Cost Assessment and Program 
Evaluation; and 

(2) the acquisition strategy for the pro- 
gram or subprogram— 

““(A) identifies areas of risk and, for each 
such identified area of risk, includes a plan 
to reduce the risk; 

“(B) addresses planning for sustainment; 
and 

“(C) complies with the requirements of 
section 243la of this title and the policies 
and procedures implementing such section; 
and 

“*(3) the program or subprogram meets any 
other considerations the milestone decision 
authority considers relevant. 

““(c) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 30 days 
after granting Milestone A approval for a 
major defense acquisition program or major 
subprogram, the milestone decision author- 
ity for that program or subprogram shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees notice of the approval in writing. The 
milestone decision authority’s decision 
memorandum with respect to such approval 
shall be available to the congressional de- 
fense committees upon request, consistent 
with any relevant classification require- 
ments. 

“(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘major defense acquisition 
program’ means a Department of Defense ac- 
quisition program that is a major defense ac- 
quisition program for purposes of section 
2430 of this title. 

““(2) The term ‘major subprogram’ means a 
major subprogram of a major defense acqui- 
sition program designated under section 
2430a(a)(1) of this title. 

““(3) The term ‘milestone decision author- 
ity’, with respect to a major defense acquisi- 
tion program or a major subprogram, means 
the official within the Department of De- 
fense designated with the overall responsi- 
bility and authority for acquisitions deci- 
sions for the program or subprogram, includ- 
ing authority to approve entry of the pro- 
gram or subprogram into the next phase of 
the acquisition process. 

“(4) The term ‘Milestone A approval’ 
means a decision to enter into a risk reduc- 
tion phase pursuant to guidance prescribed 
by the Secretary of Defense for the manage- 
ment of Department of Defense acquisition 
programs. 

“(5) The term ‘joint military requirement’ 
has the meaning given that term in section 
181(8)(1) of this title.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 139 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 2366a and inserting the 
following: 


“23664. Major defense acquisition programs: 
responsibilities at Milestone A 
approval.”. 


(b) CONSIDERATIONS IN MAKING MILESTONE A 
DETERMINATIONS.—In making a Milestone A 
determination pursuant to section 2366a of 
title 10, United States Code, the milestone 
decision authority shall include consider- 
ation of the following: 
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(1) With respect to joint military require- 
ments, the factors outlined under section 
181(b) of title 10, United States Code. 

(2) With respect to alternative approaches, 
the factors outlined under section 201(a) of 
the Weapon Systems Acquisition Reform Act 
of 2009 (Public Law 111-23; 10 U.S.C. 2302 
note). 

(3) With respect to affordability and cost 
estimates and analyses, the factors outlined 
under section 2334(a) of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(4) With respect to risk, the factors out- 
lined under— 

(A) section 138b(b) of title 10, United States 
Code; and 

(B) section 842. 

(5) With respect to sustainment, the fac- 
tors outlined under section 2337 and section 
2464 of this title 10, United States Code. 


SEC. 845. REVISION OF MILESTONE B DECISION 
AUTHORITY RESPONSIBILITIES FOR 
MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUISITION PRO- 
GRAMS. 


(a) REVISION TO MILESTONE B REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—Section 2366b of title 10, United 
Stated Code, is amended to read as follows: 


“$2366b. Major defense acquisition programs: 
certification required before Milestone B 
approval 


““(a) CERTIFICATION.—A major defense ac- 
quisition program may not receive Milestone 
B approval until the milestone decision au- 
thority certifies that the technology in the 
program has been demonstrated in a relevant 
environment, as determined by the Mile- 
stone Decision Authority on the basis of an 
independent review and assessment by the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Research 
and Engineering, in consultation with the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Developmental Test and Evaluation. 


““(b) DETERMINATION.—A major defense ac- 
quisition program may not receive Milestone 
B approval until the milestone decision au- 
thority determines that appropriate steps 
have been taken to ensure that— 

“*(1) the program is affordable when consid- 
ering the ability of the Department of De- 
fense to accomplish the program's mission 
using alternative systems; 

“(2) trade-offs among cost, schedule, tech- 
nical feasibility, and performance objectives 
have been made to ensure that the program 
is affordable when considering the per unit 
cost and the total acquisition cost in the 
context of the total resources available dur- 
ing the period covered by the future-years 
defense program submitted during the fiscal 
year in which the certification is made; 

(3) the Secretary of the relevant military 
department and the chief of the relevant 
military service concur in the trade-offs 
made in accordance with paragraph (2); 

“(4) reasonable cost and schedule estimates 
have been developed to execute, with the 
concurrence of the Director of Cost Assess- 
ment and Program Evaluation, the product 
development and production plan under the 
program; 

“(5) funding is available to execute the 
product development and production plan 
under the program, through the period cov- 
ered by the future-years defense program 
submitted during the fiscal year in which the 
certification is made, consistent with the es- 
timates described in paragraph (4) for the 
program; 

““(6) market research has been conducted 
prior to technology development to reduce 
duplication of existing technology and prod- 
ucts; 
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““(7) the Department of Defense has com- 
pleted an analysis of alternatives and a busi- 
ness Case analysis with respect to the pro- 
gram; 

““(8) the Joint Requirements Oversight 
Council has accomplished its duties with re- 
spect to the program pursuant to section 
181(b) of this title, including an analysis of 
the operational requirements for the pro- 
gram; 

““(9) life-cycle sustainment planning, in- 
cluding corrosion prevention and mitigation 
planning, has identified and evaluated rel- 
evant sustainment costs throughout develop- 
ment, production, operation, sustainment, 
and disposal of the program, and any alter- 
natives, and that such costs are reasonable 
and have been accurately estimated; 

““(10) an estimate has been made of the re- 
quirements for core logistics capabilities and 
the associated sustaining workloads required 
to support such requirements; 

“(11) there is a plan to mitigate and ac- 
count for any costs in connection with any 
anticipated de-certification of cryptographic 
systems and components during the produc- 
tion and procurement of the major defense 
acquisition program to be acquired; 

“*(12) a preliminary design review or assess- 
ment of engineering design knowledge of the 
system has been satisfactorily completed; 
and 

““(13) the program complies with all rel- 
evant policies, regulations, and directives of 
the Department of Defense. 

““(c) CHANGES TO CERTIFICATION.—(1) The 
program manager for a major defense acqui- 
sition program that has received milestone B 
approval under this section shall imme- 
diately notify the milestone decision author- 
ity of any changes to the program or a des- 
ignated major subprogram of such program 
that— 

““(A) alter the substantive basis for the cer- 
tification of the milestone decision author- 
ity under subsection (a) or any element of 
the determination of the milestone decision 
authority under subsection (b); or 

““(B) otherwise cause the program or sub- 
program to deviate significantly from the 
material provided to the milestone decision 
authority in support of such certification or 
determination. 

‘“(2) Upon receipt of information under 
paragraph (1), the milestone decision author- 
ity may withdraw the certification or deter- 
mination concerned or rescind Milestone B 
approval if the milestone decision authority 
determines that such certification, deter- 
mination, or approval is no longer valid. 

““(d) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—(1) The cer- 
tification required under subsection (a) and 
the determination under subsection (b) with 
respect to a major defense acquisition pro- 
gram shall be submitted to the congressional 
defense committees with the first Selected 
Acquisition Report submitted under section 
2432 of this title after completion of the cer- 
tification. 

“(2) A summary of any information pro- 
vided to the milestone decision authority 
pursuant to subsection (c) and a description 
of the actions taken as a result of such infor- 
mation shall be submitted with the first Se- 
lected Acquisition Report submitted under 
section 2432 of this title after receipt of such 
information by the milestone decision au- 
thority. 

““(e) WAIVER FOR NATIONAL SECURITY.—(1) 
The milestone decision authority may waive 
the applicability to a major defense acquisi- 
tion program of the certification require- 
ment in subsection (a) or one or more compo- 
nents of the determination requirement in 
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subsection (b) if the milestone decision au- 
thority determines that, but for such a waiv- 
er, the Department would be unable to meet 
critical national security objectives. 

““(2) Whenever the milestone decision au- 
thority makes such a determination and au- 
thorizes such a waiver the waiver, the deter- 
mination, and the reasons for the determina- 
tion shall be submitted in writing to the con- 
gressional defense committees within 30 days 
after the waiver is authorized. 

““(f) NONDELEGATION.—The milestone deci- 
sion authority may not delegate the certifi- 
cation requirement under subsection (a), the 
determination requirement under subsection 
(b), or the authority to waive any component 
of such requirement under subsection (e). 

““(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘major defense acquisition 
program’ means a Department of Defense ac- 
quisition program that is a major defense ac- 
quisition program for purposes of section 
2430 of this title. 

“(2) The term ‘designated major subpro- 
gram’ means a major subprogram of a major 
defense acquisition program designated 
under section 2430a(a)(1) of this title. 

““(3) The term ‘milestone decision author- 
ity’, with respect to a major defense acquisi- 
tion program, means the individual within 
the Department of Defense designated with 
overall responsibility for the program. 

““(4) The term ‘Milestone B approval’ has 
the meaning provided that term in section 
2366(e)(7) of this title. 

“(5) The term ‘core logistics capabilities’ 
means the core logistics capabilities identi- 
fied under section 2464(a) of this title.’’. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS IN MAKING MILESTONE 
B DETERMINATIONS.—In making a Milestone 
B determination pursuant to section 2366b of 
title 10, United States Code, the milestone 
decision authority shall review the acquisi- 
tion strategy required by section 248la of 
title 10, as added by section 841 of this Act 
and include consideration of the following: 

(1) With respect to affordability, the fac- 
tors outlined under section 2334 of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(2) With respect to risk, the factors out- 
lined under— 

(A) section 842; and 

(B) section 138b(b) of title 10, United States 
Code. 

(3) With respect to fulfilling a joint mili- 
tary requirement, the factors outlined under 
section 181 of title 10, United States Code. 

(4) With respect to competition— 

(A) the factors outlined under section 202 
of the Weapon Systems Acquisition Reform 
Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-23; 10 U.S.C. 2430 
note); and 

(B) the requirements of section 2304 of title 
10, United States Code. 

(5) With respect to sustainment, the fac- 
tors outlined under section 2337 and section 
2464 of title 10, United States Code. 

(C) CONFORMING CHANGE.—Section 2334(a) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended in 
paragraph (6)(A)(i) by striking ‘‘any certifi- 
cation under” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“any decision to grant milestone approval 
pursuant to’’. 

SEC. 846. TENURE AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF 
PROGRAM MANAGERS FOR PRO- 
GRAM DEVELOPMENT PERIODS. 

(a) REVISED GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—Not 
later than 180 days after date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall revise Department of Defense guidance 
for defense acquisition programs to address 
the tenure and accountability of program 
managers for the program development pe- 
riod of defense acquisition programs. 
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(b) PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT PERIOD.—For 
the purpose of this section, the term “pro- 
gram development period” refers to the pe- 
riod before a decision on Milestone B ap- 
proval (or Key Decision Point B approval in 
the case of a space program). 

(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The revised guid- 
ance required by subsection (a) shall provide 
that the program manager for the program 
development period of a defense acquisition 
program is responsible for— 

(1) bringing to maturity the technologies 
and manufacturing processes that will be 
needed to carry out the program; 

(2) ensuring continuing focus during pro- 
gram development on meeting stated mis- 
sion requirements and other requirements of 
the Department of Defense; 

(3) making trade-offs between program 
cost, schedule, and performance for the life- 
cycle of the program; 

(4) developing a business case for the pro- 
gram; and 

(5) ensuring that appropriate information 
is available to the milestone decision au- 
thority to make a decision on Milestone B 
approval (or Key Decision Point B approval 
in the case of a space program), including in- 
formation necessary to make the certifi- 
cation required by section 2366a of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(d) QUALIFICATIONS, RESOURCES, AND TEN- 
URE.—The Secretary of Defense shall ensure 
that each program manager for the program 
development period of a defense acquisition 
program— 

(1) has the appropriate management, engi- 
neering, technical, and financial expertise 
needed to meet the responsibilities assigned 
pursuant to subsection (c); 

(2) is provided the resources and support 
(including systems engineering expertise, 
cost estimating expertise, and software de- 
velopment expertise) needed to meet such re- 
sponsibilities; and 

(3) is assigned to the program manager po- 
sition for such program until such time as 
such program is ready for a decision on Mile- 
stone B approval (or Key Decision Point B 
approval in the case of a space program), un- 
less removed for cause or due to exceptional 
circumstances. 

SEC. 847. TENURE AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF 
PROGRAM MANAGERS FOR PRO- 
GRAM EXECUTION PERIODS. 

(a) REVISED GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary of De- 
fense shall revise Department of Defense 
guidance for defense acquisition programs to 
address the tenure and accountability of pro- 
gram managers for the program execution 
period of defense acquisition programs. 

(b) PROGRAM EXECUTION PERIOD.—For pur- 
poses of this section, the term ‘‘program exe- 
cution period” refers to the period after 
Milestone B approval (or Key Decision Point 
B approval in the case of a space program). 

(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The revised guid- 
ance required by subsection (a) shall— 

(1) require the program manager for the 
program execution period of a defense acqui- 
sition program to enter into a performance 
agreement with the milestone decision au- 
thority for such program within six months 
of assignment, that— 

(A) establishes expected parameters for the 
cost, schedule, and performance of the pro- 
gram consistent with the business case for 
the program; 

(B) provides the commitment of the mile- 
stone decision authority to provide the level 
of funding and resources required to meet 
such parameters; and 
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(C) provides the assurance of the program 
manager that such parameters are achiev- 
able and that the program manager will be 
accountable for meeting such parameters; 
and 

(2) provide the program manager with the 
authority to— 

(A) veto the addition of new program re- 
quirements that would be inconsistent with 
the parameters established in the perform- 
ance agreement entered into pursuant to 
paragraph (1), subject to the authority of the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics to override the 
veto based on critical national security rea- 
sons; 

(B) make trade-offs between cost, schedule, 
and performance, provided that such trade- 
offs are consistent with the parameters es- 
tablished in the performance agreement en- 
tered into pursuant to paragraph (1); 

(C) redirect funding within such program, 
to the extent necessary to achieve the pa- 
rameters established in the performance 
agreement entered into pursuant to para- 
graph (1); 

(D) develop such interim goals and mile- 
stones as may be required to achieve the pa- 
rameters established in the performance 
agreement entered into pursuant to para- 
graph (1); and 

(E) use program funds to recruit and hire 
such technical experts as may be required to 
carry out the program, if necessary expertise 
is not otherwise provided by the Department 
of Defense. 

(d) QUALIFICATIONS, RESOURCES, AND TEN- 
URE.—The Secretary shall ensure that each 
program manager for the program execution 
period of a defense acquisition program— 

(1) has the appropriate management, engi- 
neering, technical, and financial expertise 
needed to meet the responsibilities assigned 
pursuant to subsection (c); 

(2) is provided the resources and support 
(including systems engineering expertise, 
cost estimating expertise, and software de- 
velopment expertise) needed to meet such re- 
sponsibilities; and 

(3) is assigned to the program manager po- 
sition for such program at the time of Mile- 
stone B approval (or Key Decision Point B 
approval in the case of a space program) and 
continues in such position until the delivery 
of the first production units of the program, 
unless removed for cause or due to excep- 
tional circumstances. 

(e) LIMITED WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Sec- 
retary may waive the requirement in para- 
graph (3) of subsection (d) that a program 
manager for the program execution period of 
a defense acquisition program serve in that 
position until the delivery of the first pro- 
duction units of such program upon submit- 
ting to the congressional defense committees 
a written determination that— 

(1) the program is so complex, and the de- 
livery of the first production units will take 
so long, that it would not be feasible for a 
single individual to serve as program man- 
ager for the entire period covered by such 
paragraph; and 

(2) the complexity of the program, and 
length of time that will be required to de- 
liver the first production units, are not the 
result of a failure to meet the certification 
requirements under section 2366a of title 10, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 848. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR STAND- 
ALONE MANPOWER ESTIMATES FOR 
MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUISITION PRO- 
GRAMS. 

(a) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT.—Subsection 
(a)(1) of section 2434 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and a man- 
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power estimate for the program have” and 
inserting “has”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS RELATING TO 
REGULATIONS.—Subsection (b) of such sec- 
tion is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2); 

(2) by striking ‘‘shall require—’’ and all 
that follows through “that the independent” 
and inserting “shall require that the inde- 
pendent”; 

(3) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively, 
and moving those paragraphs, as so redesig- 
nated, two ems to the left; and 

(4) in paragraph (2), as so redesignated— 

(A) by striking “and operations and sup- 
port,” and inserting “operations and sup- 
port, and manpower to operate, maintain, 
and support the program upon full oper- 
ational deployment,””; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘; and” and inserting a pe- 
riod. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such 
section is amended to read as follows: 


> 


“$ 2434. Independent cost estimates”. 


(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec- 
tions at the beginning of chapter 144 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relat- 
ing to section 2434 and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

“2434. Independent cost estimates.”. 
SEC. 849. PENALTY FOR COST OVERRUNS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year be- 
ginning with fiscal year 2015, the Secretary 
of each military department shall pay a pen- 
alty for cost overruns on the covered major 
defense acquisition programs of the military 
department. 

(b) CALCULATION OF PENALTY.—For the pur- 
poses of this section: 

(1) The amount of the cost overrun or 
underrun on any major defense acquisition 
program or subprogram in a fiscal year is the 
difference between the current program ac- 
quisition unit cost for the program or sub- 
program and the program acquisition unit 
cost for the program as shown in the original 
Baseline Estimate for the program or sub- 
program, multiplied by the quantity of items 
to be purchased under the program or sub- 
program, as reported in the final Selected 
Acquisition Report for the fiscal year in ac- 
cordance with section 2432 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(2) Cost overruns or underruns for covered 
major defense acquisition programs that are 
joint programs of more than one military de- 
partment shall be allocated among the mili- 
tary departments in percentages determined 
by the Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui- 
sition, Technology, and Logistics. 

(3) The cumulative amount of cost over- 
runs for a military department in a fiscal 
year is the sum of the cost overruns and cost 
underruns for all covered major defense ac- 
quisition programs of the department in the 
fiscal year (including cost overruns or 
underruns allocated to the military depart- 
ment in accordance with paragraph (2)). 

(4) The cost overrun penalty for a military 
department in a fiscal year is three percent 
of the cumulative amount of cost overruns of 
the military department in the fiscal year, 
as determined pursuant to paragraph (3), ex- 
cept that the cost overrun penalty may not 
be a negative amount. 

(c) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.— 

(1) REDUCTION OF RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION ACCOUNTS.—Not later 
than 60 days after the end of each fiscal year 
beginning with fiscal year 2015, the Sec- 
retary of each military department shall re- 
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duce each research, development, test, and 
evaluation account of the military depart- 
ment by the percentage determined under 
paragraph (2), and remit such amount to the 
Secretary of Defense. 

(2) DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT.—The per- 
centage reduction to research, development, 
test, and evaluation accounts of a military 
department referred to in paragraph (1) is 
the percentage reduction to such accounts 
necessary to equal the cost overrun penalty 
for the fiscal year for such department deter- 
mined pursuant to subsection (b)(4). 

(3) CREDITING OF FUNDS.—Any amount re- 
mitted under paragraph (1) shall be credited 
to the Rapid Prototyping Fund established 
pursuant to section 803 of this Act. 

(d) COVERED PROGRAMS.—A major defense 
acquisition program is covered under this 
section if the original Baseline Estimate was 
established for such program under section 
2435(d) (1) or (2) on or after the date of the 
enactment of the Weapon Systems Acquisi- 
tion Reform Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-23). 
SEC. 850. STREAMLINING OF REPORTING RE- 

QUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO AS- 
SISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
FOR RESEARCH AND ENGINEERING 
REGARDING MAJOR DEFENSE AC- 
QUISITION PROGRAMS. 

(a) REPORTING TO UNDER SECRETARY OF DE- 
FENSE FOR ACQUISITION, TECHNOLOGY, AND Lo- 
GISTICS BEFORE MILESTONE B APPROVAL.— 
Subparagraph (A) of paragraph (8) of section 
138(b) of title 10, United States Code, as 
amended by section 901(h)(2) of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3466), 
is further amended— 

(1) by striking “periodically””; 

(2) by striking “the major defense acquisi- 
tion programs” and inserting “each major 
defense acquisition program”; 

(3) by inserting “before the Milestone B ap- 
proval for that program” after “Department 
of Defense”; and 

(4) by striking “such reviews and assess- 
ments” and inserting “such review and as- 
sessment”. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT TO SECRETARY OF DE- 
FENSE AND CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMIT- 
TEES.—Subparagraph (B) of such paragraph 
is amended by inserting “for which a Mile- 
stone B approval occurred during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year” after “Department of De- 
fense”. 

SEC. 851. CONFIGURATION STEERING BOARDS 
FOR COST CONTROL UNDER MAJOR 
DEFENSE ACQUISITION PROGRAMS. 

Section 814(c)(1) of the Duncan Hunter Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4529) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), (B), 
and (C) as subparagraphs (B), (C), and (D), re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after “for the following:”” 
the following new subparagraph: 

“(A) Monitoring changes in program re- 
quirements and ensuring all such changes re- 
ceive the approval of the Chief of the rel- 
evant military service, in consultation with 
the Secretary of the relevant military de- 
partment.”. 

Subtitle D—Provisions Relating to 
Commercial Items 
SEC. 861. INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN LAWS 
AND REGULATIONS TO THE ACQUISI- 
TION OF COMMERCIAL ITEMS AND 
COMMERCIALLY AVAILABLE OFF- 
THE-SHELF ITEMS. 

(a) AMENDMENT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES 
CODE.—Section 2375 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
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“$2375. Relationship of commercial item pro- 
visions to other provisions of law 


““(a) APPLICABILITY OF GOVERNMENT-WIDE 
STATUTES.—(1) No contract for the procure- 
ment of a commercial item entered into by 
the head of an agency shall be subject to any 
law properly listed in the Federal Acquisi- 
tion Regulation pursuant to section 1906(b) 
of title 41. 

“(2) No subcontract under a contract for 
the procurement of a commercial item en- 
tered into by the head of an agency shall be 
subject to any law properly listed in the Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation pursuant to sec- 
tion 1906(c) of title 41. 

“*(3) No contract for the procurement of a 
commercially available off-the-shelf item en- 
tered into by the head of an agency shall be 
subject to any law properly listed in the Fed- 
eral Acquisition Regulation pursuant to sec- 
tion 1907 of title 41. 

““(b) APPLICABILITY OF DEFENSE-UNIQUE 
STATUTES TO CONTRACTS FOR COMMERCIAL 
ITEMS.—(1) The Defense Federal Acquisition 
Regulation Supplement shall include a list 
of defense-unique provisions of law that are 
inapplicable to contracts for the procure- 
ment of commercial items. A provision of 
law properly included on the list pursuant to 
paragraph (2) does not apply to purchases of 
commercial items by the Department of De- 
fense. This section does not render a provi- 
sion of law not included on the list inappli- 
cable to contracts for the procurement of 
commercial items. 

““(2) A provision of law described in sub- 
section (e) that is enacted after January 1, 
2015, shall be included on the list of inappli- 
cable provisions of law required by para- 
graph (1) unless the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis- 
tics makes a written determination that it 
would not be in the best interest of the De- 
partment of Defense to exempt contracts for 
the procurement of commercial items from 
the applicability of the provision. 

““(c) APPLICABILITY OF DEFENSE-UNIQUE 
STATUTES TO SUBCONTRACTS FOR COMMERCIAL 
ITEMS.—(1) The Defense Federal Acquisition 
Regulation Supplement shall include a list 
of provisions of law that are inapplicable to 
subcontracts under a Department of Defense 
contract or subcontract for the procurement 
of commercial items. A provision of law 
properly included on the list pursuant to 
paragraph (2) does not apply to those sub- 
contracts. This section does not render a 
provision of law not included on the list in- 
applicable to subcontracts under a contract 
for the procurement of commercial items. 

““(2) A provision of law described in sub- 
section (e) shall be included on the list of in- 
applicable provisions of law required by 
paragraph (1) unless the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics makes a written determination that 
it would not be in the best interest of the De- 
partment of Defense to exempt subcontracts 
under a contract for the procurement of 
commercial items from the applicability of 
the provision. 

““(3) In this subsection, the term ‘sub- 
contract’ includes a transfer of commercial 
items between divisions, subsidiaries, or af- 
filiates of a contractor or subcontractor. The 
term does not include agreements entered 
into by a contractor for the supply of com- 
modities that are intended for use in the per- 
formance of multiple contracts with the De- 
partment of Defense and other parties and 
are not identifiable to any particular con- 
tract. 

“(4) This subsection does not authorize the 
waiver of the applicability of any provision 
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of law with respect to any first-tier sub- 
contract under a contract with a prime con- 
tractor reselling or distributing commercial 
items of another contractor without adding 
value. 

“(d) APPLICABILITY OF DEFENSE-UNIQUE 
STATUTES TO CONTRACTS FOR COMMERCIALLY 
AVAILABLE, OFF-THE-SHELF ITEMS.—(1) The 
Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation Sup- 
plement shall include a list of provisions of 
law that are inapplicable to contracts for the 
procurement of commercially available off- 
the-shelf items. A provision of law properly 
included on the list pursuant to paragraph 
(2) does not apply to Department of Defense 
contracts for the procurement of commer- 
cially available off-the-shelf items. This sec- 
tion does not render a provision of law not 
included on the list inapplicable to contracts 
for the procurement of commercially avail- 
able off-the-shelf items. 

(2) A provision of law described in sub- 
section (e) shall be included on the list of in- 
applicable provisions of law required by 
paragraph (1) unless the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics makes a written determination that 
it would not be in the best interest of the De- 
partment of Defense to exempt contracts for 
the procurement of commercially available 
off-the-shelf items from the applicability of 
the provision. 

““(e) COVERED PROVISION OF LAW.—A provi- 
sion of law referred to in subsections (b)(2), 
(c)(2), and (d)(2) is a provision of law that the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics determines sets 
forth policies, procedures, requirements, or 
restrictions for the procurement of property 
or services by the Federal Government, ex- 
cept for a provision of law that— 

“(1) provides for criminal or civil pen- 
alties; or 

“*(2) specifically refers to this section and 
provides that, notwithstanding this section, 
it shall be applicable to contracts for the 
procurement of commercial items.”. 

(b) CHANGES TO DEFENSE FEDERAL ACQUISI- 
TION REGULATION SUPPLEMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
shall ensure that— 

(A) the Defense Federal Acquisition Regu- 
lation Supplement does not require the in- 
clusion of contract clauses in contracts for 
the procurement of commercial items or 
contracts for the procurement of commer- 
cially available off-the-shelf items, unless 
such clauses are— 

(i) required to implement provisions of law 
or executive orders applicable to such con- 
tracts; or 

(ii) determined to be consistent with stand- 
ard commercial practice; and 

(B) the flow-down of contract clauses to 
subcontracts under contracts for the pro- 
curement of commercial items or commer- 
cially available off-the-shelf items is prohib- 
ited unless such flow-down is required to im- 
plement provisions of law or executive orders 
applicable to such subcontracts. 

(2) SUBCONTRACTS.—In this subsection, the 
term “subcontract'”” includes a transfer of 
commercial items between divisions, subsidi- 
aries, or affiliates of a contractor or subcon- 
tractor. The term does not include agree- 
ments entered into by a contractor for the 
supply of commodities that are intended for 
use in the performance of multiple contracts 
with the Department of Defense and other 
parties and are not identifiable to any par- 
ticular contract. 

(c) REPORT ON INCLUSION OF CONTRACT 
CLAUSES.—Not later than 180 days after the 
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date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees a report list- 
ing all standard contract clauses included in 
contracts awarded using commercial acquisi- 
tion procedures under part 12 of the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation, including a jus- 
tification for the inclusion of each such 
clause. 

SEC. 862. MARKET RESEARCH AND PREFERENCE 

FOR COMMERCIAL ITEMS. 

(a) GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics shall 
issue guidance to ensure that acquisition of- 
ficials of the Department of Defense fully 
comply with the requirements of section 2377 
of title 10, United States Code, regarding 
market research and commercial items. The 
guidance issued pursuant to this subsection 
shall, at a minimum— 

(1) provide that the head of an agency may 
not enter into a contract in excess of the 
simplified acquisition threshold for informa- 
tion technology products or services that are 
not commercial items unless the head of the 
agency determines in writing that no com- 
mercial items are suitable to meet the agen- 
cy’s needs as provided in subsection (c)(2) of 
such section; and 

(2) ensure that market research conducted 
in accordance with subsection (c) of such sec- 
tion is used, where appropriate, to inform 
price reasonableness determinations. 

(b) REVIEW REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Chairman and the Vice Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, in consultation 
with the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics, shall 
review Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Instruction 3170.01, the Manual for the Oper- 
ation of the Joint Capabilities Integration 
and Development System, and other docu- 
ments governing the requirements develop- 
ment process and revise these documents as 
necessary to ensure that the Department of 
Defense fully complies with the requirement 
in section 2377(c) of title 10, United States 
Code, and section 10.001 of the Federal Acqui- 
sition Regulation for Federal agencies to 
conduct appropriate market research before 
developing new requirements. 

(c) MARKET RESEARCH DEFINED.—For the 
purposes of this section, the term ‘‘market 
research” means a review of existing sys- 
tems, subsystems, capabilities, and tech- 
nologies that are available or could be made 
available to meet the needs of the Depart- 
ment of Defense in whole or in part. The re- 
view may include any of the techniques for 
conducting market research provided in sec- 
tion 10.002(b)(2) of the Federal Acquisition 
Regulation and shall include, at a minimum, 
contacting knowledgeable individuals in 
Government and industry regarding existing 
market capabilities. 

SEC. 863. CONTINUING VALIDITY OF COMMER- 
CIAL ITEM DETERMINATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation 
Supplement shall be modified to address the 
validity of commercial item determinations 
for multiple procurements. 

(b) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—The modification 
required by paragraph (1) shall, at a min- 
imum— 

(1) provide that a written determination by 
an authorized agency official that an item is 
a commercial item for the purposes of sec- 
tion 2306a of title 10, United States Code, 
shall be presumed to be valid for any subse- 
quent procurement unless the contracting 
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officer for such procurement determines in 
writing that the earlier determination was 
made in error or was based on inadequate in- 
formation; and 

(2) establish a process by which the con- 
tractor may appeal a determination by a 
contracting officer that an earlier deter- 
mination was made in error or was based on 
inadequate information to the head of con- 
tracting for the agency. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to preclude 
the contracting officer for the procurement 
of a commercial item from requiring the 
contractor to supply information that is suf- 
ficient to determine the reasonableness of 
price, regardless whether or not the con- 
tractor was required to provide such infor- 
mation in connection with any earlier pro- 
curement. 

SEC. 864. TREATMENT OF COMMERCIAL ITEMS 
PURCHASED AS MAJOR WEAPON 
SYSTEMS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO REQUIREMENTS RE- 
LATED TO MAJOR WEAPON SYSTEMS.—Section 
2379 of title 10, United States Code, is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 4(12) of the Office of Federal Procure- 
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403(12))” and in- 
serting “section 103 of title 41, United States 
Code’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the 
semicolon at the end and inserting “; and”; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2); and 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (2); 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking “section 35(c) of the Office 
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 
431(c))” and inserting “section 104 of title 41, 
United States Code,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking “in writing that—” and all 
that follows through “(A) the subsystem’’ 
and inserting “in writing that the sub- 
system”; 

(ii) by striking “section 4(12) of the Office 
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 
403(12)); and” and inserting “section 103 of 
title 41, United States Code.”; and 

(iii) by striking subparagraph (B); 

(3) in subsection (c)(1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘section 35(c) of the Office 
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 
431(c))” and inserting “section 104 of title 41, 
United States Code,’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B)— 

(i) by striking “in writing that—” and all 
that follows through ‘‘(i) the component” 
and inserting “in writing that the compo- 
nent”; 

(ii) by striking “section 4(12) of the Office 
of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 
403(12)); and” and inserting “section 103 of 
title 41, United States Code.”; and 

(iii) by striking clause (ii); and 

(4) by amending subsection (d) to read as 
follows: 

““(d) INFORMATION SUBMITTED.—(1) To the 
extent necessary to determine the reason- 
ableness of the price for items acquired 
under this section, the contracting officer 
shall require the offeror to submit— 

““(A) prices paid for the same or similar 
commercial items under comparable terms 
and conditions by both government and com- 
mercial customers; 

““(B) if the contracting officer determines 
that the offeror does not have access to and 
cannot provide sufficient information de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) to determine the 
reasonableness of price, information on— 
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“(i) prices for the same or similar items 
sold under different terms and conditions; 

““(ii) prices for similar levels of work or ef- 
fort on related products or services; 

““(iii) prices for alternative solutions or ap- 
proaches; and 

““(iv) other relevant information that can 
serve as the basis for a price assessment; and 

““(C) if the contracting officer determines 
that the information submitted pursuant to 
subparagraphs (A) and (B) is not sufficient to 
determine the reasonableness of price, other 
relevant information regarding the basis for 
price or cost, including information on labor 
costs, material costs, and overhead rates. 

“*(2) An offeror may not be required to sub- 
mit information described in paragraph 
(1)(C) with regard to a commercially avail- 
able off-the-shelf item or any other item 
that was developed exclusively at private ex- 
pense.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO TRUTH IN 
NEGOTIATIONS ACT.—Section 23806a(d)(1) of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new sentence: “If the con- 
tracting officer determines that the offeror 
does not have access to and cannot provide 
sufficient information on prices for the same 
or similar items to determine the reason- 
ableness of price, the contracting officer 
shall require the submission of information 
on prices for similar levels or work or effort 
on related products or services, prices for al- 
ternative solutions or approaches, and other 
information that is relevant to the deter- 
mination of a fair and reasonable price.”. 
SEC. 865. LIMITATION ON CONVERSION OF PRO- 

CUREMENTS FROM COMMERCIAL 
ACQUISITION PROCEDURES. 

(a) LIMITATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may not convert the procurement of com- 
mercial items or services from commercial 
acquisition procedures under part 12 of the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation to non-com- 
mercial acquisition procedures under part 15 
of the Federal Acquisition Regulation unless 
the Secretary, in consultation with the head 
of the acquisition component, certifies to the 
congressional defense committees that the 
Department of Defense will realize a signifi- 
cant cost savings compared to the cost of 
procuring a similar quantity or level of such 
item or service using commercial acquisition 
procedures. 

(2) CERTIFICATION FACTORS.—In making a 
certification under paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall consider the fol- 
lowing factors: 

(A) The estimated cost of foregone re- 
search and development to be performed by 
the existing contractor to improve future 
products or services. 

(B) The transaction costs for the Depart- 
ment of Defense and the contractor in as- 
sessing and responding to data requests to 
support a conversion to non-commercial ac- 
quisition procedures. 

(C) Changes in purchase quantities. 

(D) Costs associated with potential pro- 
curement delays resulting from the conver- 
sion. 

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) INVENTORY.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall prepare an inventory of all contracts 
and subcontracts converted from commercial 
acquisition procedures to non-commercial 
procedures during the previous five years. 

(2) REPORTS.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees a report on 
each conversion identified in the inventory 
prepared under paragraph (1) that identifies 
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and compares per unit costs and prices paid 

for the item or service under commercial ac- 

quisition procedures with those paid under 
non-commercial procurement procedures. 

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.— 

(1) REVIEW OF REPORTS.—Not later than 180 
days after the Secretary of Defense submits 
a report under subsection (b)(2), the Comp- 
troller General of the United States shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees a review of the accuracy of the report. 

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Comptroller 
General shall submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees a report including any rec- 
ommendations for additional costs and bene- 
fits that should be considered when the De- 
partment of Defense is planning to convert a 
procurement of items or services from com- 
mercial to non-commercial procurement pro- 
cedures. 

(B) FACTORS.—In making recommendations 
under subparagraph (A), the Comptroller 
General shall consider the following factors: 

(i) Industrial base considerations. 

(ii) The estimated cost of foregone re- 
search and development to be performed by 
existing contractors to improve future prod- 
ucts or services. 

(iii) The transaction costs for the Depart- 
ment of Defense and contractors in assessing 
and responding to data requests to support 
conversions to non-commercial acquisition 
procedures. 

(iv) Costs associated with potential pro- 
curement delays resulting from conversions. 

(d) SUNSET.—The requirements of this sec- 
tion shall terminate 5 years after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 866. TREATMENT OF GOODS AND SERVICES 
PROVIDED BY NONTRADITIONAL 
CONTRACTORS AS COMMERCIAL 
ITEMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 140 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“§ 2380. Treatment of goods and services pro- 
vided by nontraditional contractors as 
commercial items 
“Notwithstanding section 2376(1) of this 

title, items and services provided by non- 
traditional contractors (as that term is de- 
fined in section 2302(9) of this title) may be 
treated by the head of an agency as commer- 
cial items for purposes of this chapter.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 140 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2379 the following 
new item: 


‘2380. Treatment of goods and services pro- 
vided by nontraditional con- 
tractors as commercial items.”. 

Subtitle E—Other Matters 
SEC. 871. STREAMLINING OF REQUIREMENTS RE- 
LATING TO DEFENSE BUSINESS SYS- 
TEMS. 

(a) STREAMLINING OF REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2222 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“§2222. Defense business systems: business 
process reengineering; enterprise architec- 
ture; management 
“(a) DEFENSE BUSINESS SYSTEMS GEN- 

ERALLY.—The Secretary of Defense shall en- 

sure that each covered defense business sys- 

tem developed, deployed, and operated by 
the Department of Defense— 

“(1) is integrated into a comprehensive de- 
fense business enterprise architecture; 
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‘“(2) is managed in a manner that provides 
visibility into, and traceability of, expendi- 
tures for the system; and 

““(3) uses an acquisition and sustainment 
strategy that prioritizes use of commercial 
software and business practices. 

““(b) DEFENSE BUSINESS PROCESSES QEN- 
ERALLY.—The Secretary of Defense shall en- 
sure that defense business processes are re- 
viewed, and as appropriate revised through 
business process reengineering to match best 
commercial practices, to the maximum ex- 
tent practicable, so as to minimize 
customization of commercial business sys- 
tems. 

““(c) ISSUANCE OF GUIDANCE.— 

““(1) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE GUIDANCE.— 
The Secretary shall issue guidance to pro- 
vide for the coordination of, and decision 
making for, the planning, programming, and 
control of investments in covered defense 
business systems. 

‘(2) SUPPORTING GUIDANCE.—The Secretary 
shall direct the Deputy Chief Management 
Officer of the Department of Defense, the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, the Chief Infor- 
mation Officer, and the Chief Management 
Officer of each of the military departments 
to issue and maintain supporting guidance 
for the guidance of the Secretary issued 
under paragraph (1), within their respective 
areas of responsibility, as necessary. 

““(d) GUIDANCE ELEMENTS.—The guidance 
issued pursuant to subsection (c)(1) shall in- 
clude the following elements: 

““(1) Policy to ensure that the business 
processes of the Department of Defense are 
continuously evolved to— 

““(A) implement the most streamlined and 
efficient business process practicable; and 

““(B) eliminate or reduce the need to tailor 
commercial-off-the-shelf systems to meet 
unique requirements or incorporate unique 
requirements or incorporate unique inter- 
faces to the maximum extent practicable. 

““(2) A process to establish requirements 
for covered defense business systems. 

““(3) Policy requiring the periodic review of 
covered defense business systems that have 
been fully deployed, by portfolio, to ensure 
that investments in such portfolios are ap- 
propriate. 

“(4) Policy to ensure full consideration of 
sustainability and technological refreshment 
requirements, and the appropriate use of 
open architectures. 

““(e) DEFENSE BUSINESS COUNCIL.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish a Defense Business 
Council to provide advice to the Secretary 
on reengineering the Department's business 
processes and developing and deploying de- 
fense business systems. The Council shall be 
chaired by the Deputy Chief Management Of- 
ficer of the Department of Defense, and shall 
include membership from the public sector, 
defense industry, and commercial industry. 

““(f) APPROVALS REQUIRED FOR DEVELOP- 
MENT.—(1) The Secretary shall ensure that a 
covered defense business system program 
cannot proceed into development (or, if no 
development is required, into production or 
fielding) unless the appropriate approval of- 
ficials (as specified in paragraph (3)) have de- 
termined that— 

“(A) a business process has been, or is 
being, reengineered to be as streamlined and 
efficient as practicable, and the implementa- 
tion of the business process will maximize 
the elimination of unique software require- 
ments and unique interfaces; 

““(B) the system has valid, achievable re- 
quirements and a viable plan for imple- 
menting those requirements (including, as 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 


appropriate, market research, business proc- 
ess reengineering, and prototyping activi- 
ties); 

“(C) the system has an acquisition strat- 
egy designed to eliminate or reduce the need 
to tailor commercial-off-the-shelf systems to 
meet unique requirements or incorporate 
unique requirements or incorporate unique 
interfaces to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable; and 

““(D) the system is in compliance with the 
Department's auditability requirements. 

“(2)I(A) For any fiscal year in which funds 
are expended for development or 
sustainment pursuant to a covered defense 
business system program, the appropriate 
approval officials shall review the system 
and certify, certify with conditions, or de- 
cline to certify, as the case may be, that— 

“(i) it continues to satisfy the require- 
ments of paragraph (1); 

“(ii) an acquisition program baseline has 
been established within two years of pro- 
gram initiation; and 

““(iii) program requirements and have not 
changed in a manner that is increasing ac- 
quisition costs or schedule, without suffi- 
cient cause and only after maximum efforts 
to reengineer business processes prior to 
changing requirements. 

“(B) If an approval officially determines 
that full certification cannot be granted, the 
approval official shall notify the acquisition 
milestone decision authority for the program 
and provide a recommendation for corrective 
action, and provide a copy of such rec- 
ommendations to the congressional defense 
committees within 60 days. 

“*(3) For purposes of paragraph (1), the ap- 
propriate approval officials with respect to a 
covered defense business system are the fol- 
lowing: 

““(A) In the case of a priority defense busi- 
ness system, the Deputy Chief Management 
Officer of the Department of Defense. 

““(B) In the case of other covered business 
systems, an official designated under proce- 
dures established by the Secretary of De- 
fense. 

““(g) RESPONSIBILITY OF MILESTONE DECI- 
SION AUTHORITY.—The milestone decision au- 
thority for a covered defense business system 
program shall be responsible for the acquisi- 
tion of such system and shall ensure that ac- 
quisition process approvals are not consid- 
ered for such system until the relevant cer- 
tifications and approvals have been made 
under this section. 

““(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) DEFENSE BUSINESS SYSTEM.—(A) The 
term ‘defense business system’ means an in- 
formation system that is operated by, for, or 
on behalf of the Department of Defense, in- 
cluding any of the following: 

““(i) A financial system. 

““(ii) A financial data feeder system. 

“(iii) A contracting system. 

““(iv) A logistics system. 

“(v) A planning and budgeting system. 

““(vi) An installations management system. 

““(vii) A human resources management sys- 
tem. 

“(viii) A training and readiness system. 

““(B) The term does not include— 

““(i) a national security system; or 

“(ii) an information system used exclu- 
sively by and within the defense commissary 
system or the exchange system or other in- 
strumentality of the Department of Defense 
conducted for the morale, welfare, and recre- 
ation of members of the armed forces using 
nonappropriated funds. 

“*(2) COVERED DEFENSE BUSINESS SYSTEM.— 
The term ‘covered defense business system’ 
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means a defense business system that is ex- 
pected to have a total amount of budget au- 
thority over the period of the current future- 
years defense program submitted to Congress 
under section 221 of this title, in excess of 
$50,000,000. 

‘(3) COVERED DEFENSE BUSINESS SYSTEM 
PROGRAM .—The term ‘covered defense busi- 
ness system program’ means a defense acqui- 
sition program to develop and field a covered 
defense business system or an increment of a 
covered defense business system. 

‘(4) PRIORITY DEFENSE BUSINESS SYSTEM 
PROGRAM.—The term ‘priority defense busi- 
ness system’ means a defense business sys- 
tem that is— 

““(A) expected to have a total amount of 
budget authority over the period of the cur- 
rent future-years defense program submitted 
to Congress under section 221 of this title in 
excess of $250,000,000; or 

““(B) designated by the Deputy Chief Man- 
agement Officer of the Department of De- 
fense as a priority defense business system, 
based on specific program analyses of factors 
including complexity, scope, and technical 
risk, and after notification to Congress of 
such designation. 

‘(5) ENTERPRISE ARCHITECTURE.—The term 
‘enterprise architecture’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 3601(4) of title 44. 

‘(6) INFORMATION SYSTEM.—The term ‘in- 
formation system’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 11101 of title 40, United 
States Code. 

‘(7) NATIONAL SECURITY SYSTEM.—The term 
‘national security system’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 3552(b)(2) of title 
44, 

‘(8) MILESTONE DECISION AUTHORITY.—The 
term ‘milestone decision authority’, with re- 
spect to a defense acquisition program, 
means the individual within the Department 
of Defense designated with the responsibility 
to grant milestone approvals for that pro- 
gram. 

‘*(9) BUSINESS PROCESS MAPPING.—The term 
‘business process mapping’ means a proce- 
dure in which the steps in a business process 
are clarified and documented in both written 
form and in a flow chart.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 131 of 
such title is amended to read as follows: 


‘2222. Defense business systems: business 
process reengineering; enter- 
prise architecture; manage- 
ment.”. 


(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF PREVIOUSLY EN- 
ACTED TITLE CHANGE.—Effective February 1, 
2017, section 2222 of title 10, United States 
Code, as amended by subsection (a), is fur- 
ther amended by striking ‘‘the Deputy Chief 
Management Officer” each place that it ap- 
pears and inserting “the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Business Management and Infor- 
mation’’. 

(c) DEADLINE FOR GUIDANCE.—The guidance 
required by subsection (b)(1) of section 2222 
of title 10, United States Code, as amended 
by subsection (a)(1), shall be issued not later 
than December 31, 2016. 

(da) MODIFICATION OF COMPTROLLER GEN- 
ERAL ASSESSMENT.—Section 332(d) of the 
Ronald W. Reagan National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 
108-375; 118 Stat. 1856) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL ASSESSMENT.— 
In each odd-numbered year, the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees an as- 
sessment of the extent to which the actions 
taken by the Department of Defense comply 
with the requirements of such section.”. 
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SEC. 872. ACQUISITION WORKFORCE. 

(a) MODIFICATIONS TO DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE ACQUISITION WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 
FUND.—Section 1705 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by amending subpara- 
graph (C) to read as follows: 

‘(C) For purposes of this paragraph, the 
applicable percentage for a fiscal year is the 
percentage that results in the credit to the 
Fund of $500,000,000 in each fiscal year.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘24-month 
period” and inserting ‘‘86-month period”; 

(2) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘60 days”” 
and inserting ‘‘120 days””; and 

(3) in subsection (g)(2), by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2017” and inserting “September 
30, 2023”. 

(b) MODIFICATIONS TO BIENNIAL STRATEGIC 
WORKFORCE PLAN.—Section 115b(d) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “the de- 
fense acquisition workforce, including both 
military and civilian personnel’’ and insert- 
ing “the military, civilian, and contractor 
personnel that directly support the acquisi- 
tion processes of the Department of Defense, 
including persons serving in acquisition-re- 
lated positions designated by the Secretary 
of Defense under section 1721 of this title’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)(D)— 

(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘; and” and in- 
serting a semicolon; 

(B) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause 
(iii); and 

(C) by inserting after clause (i) the fol- 
lowing new clause: 

“(ii) a description of steps that will be 
taken to address any new or expanded crit- 
ical skills and competencies the civilian em- 
ployee workforce will need to address recent 
trends in defense acquisition, emerging best 
practices, changes in the government and 
commercial marketplace, and new require- 
ments established in law or regulation; and””; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“*(3) For the purposes of paragraph (1), con- 
tractor personnel shall be treated as directly 
supporting the acquisition processes of the 
Department if, and to the extent that, such 
contractor personnel perform functions in 
support of personnel in Department of De- 
fense positions designated by the Secretary 
of Defense under section 1721 of this title.”. 
SEC. 873. UNIFIED INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

SERVICES. 

(a) BUSINESS CASE ANALYSIS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Deputy Chief Management Officer, the 
Chief Information Officer of the Department 
of Defense, and the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Acquisition, Technology and Logis- 
tics shall jointly complete a business case 
analysis, using the resources of the Director 
of Cost Analysis and Program Evaluation, to 
determine the most effective and efficient 
way to procure and deploy information tech- 
nology services. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The business case analysis 
required by paragraph (1) shall include an as- 
sessment of whether the Department of De- 
fense should— 

(A)(i) acquire a unified set of commercially 
provided common or enterprise information 
technology services, including such services 
as messaging, collaboration, directory, secu- 
rity, and content delivery; or 

(ii) allow the military departments and 
other components of the Department to ac- 
quire such services separately; 
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(BG) acquire such services from a single 
provider that bundles all of the services; or 

(ii) require that each common service be 
independently defined and use open stand- 
ards to enable continuous adoption of best 
commercial technology; and 

(C) enable availability of multiple versions 
of each type of service and application to en- 
able choice and competition while sup- 
porting interoperability where necessary. 

(b) GOVERNANCE MECHANISM AND PROC- 
Ess.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense shall, in consultation with the 
Deputy Chief Management Officer and the 
Chief Information Officer, establish a gov- 
ernance mechanism and process to ensure es- 
sential interoperability across Department 
networks through the imposition of a min- 
imum set of standards or common solutions. 
SEC. 874. CLOUD STRATEGY FOR DEPARTMENT 

OF DEFENSE. 

(a) CLOUD STRATEGY FOR SECRET INTERNET 
PROTOCOL NETWORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief Information Of- 
ficer of the Department of Defense shall, in 
consultation with the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Intelligence, the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence, the Vice Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo- 
gistics, and the chief information officers of 
the military departments, develop a cloud 
strategy for the Secret Internet Protocol 
Network (SIPRNet) of the Department. 

(2) MATTERS ADDRESSED.—This strategy re- 
quired by paragraph (1) shall address the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) Security requirements. 

(B) The compatibility of applications cur- 
rently utilized within the Secret Internet 
Protocol Network with a cloud computing 
environment. 

(C) How a Secret Internet Protocol Net- 
work cloud capability should be competi- 
tively acquired. 

(D) How a Secret Internet Protocol Net- 
work cloud system would achieve interoper- 
ability with the cloud systems of the intel- 
ligence community (as defined in section 3 of 
the National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
3003)) operating at the security level Sen- 
sitive Compartmented Information. 

(b) PRICING POLICY AND COST RECOVERY 
PROCESS FOR CERTAIN CLOUD SERVICES.—The 
Chief Information Officer of the Department 
of Defense shall, in coordination with the Di- 
rector of National Intelligence and in con- 
sultation with the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Intelligence, develop a consistent 
pricing policy and cost recovery process for 
the use by Department of Defense compo- 
nents of the cloud services provided through 
the Intelligence Community Information 
Technology Environment. 

(c) ASSESSMENT OF FEASIBILITY AND ADVIS- 
ABILITY OF IMPOSING MINIMUM STANDARDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief Information Of- 
ficer of the Department of Defense shall as- 
sess the feasibility and advisability of impos- 
ing a minimum set of open standards for 
cloud infrastructure, middle-ware, metadata, 
and application programming interfaces to 
promote interoperability, information shar- 
ing, and ease of access to data, and competi- 
tion across all of the cloud computing sys- 
tems and services utilized by components of 
the Department of Defense. 

(2) COORDINATION.—The Chief Information 
Officer shall coordinate the assessment re- 
quired by paragraph (1) with the Director of 
National Intelligence with respect to the 
cloud services offered through the Intel- 
ligence Community Information Technology 
Environment. 
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SEC. 875. DEVELOPMENT PERIOD FOR DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS. 

(a) FLEXIBLE LIMITATION ON DEVELOPMENT 
PERIOD.—Section 2445b of title 10, United 
States Code is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

‘(d) TIME-CERTAIN DEVELOPMENT.—If the 
baseline documents prepared under sub- 
section (c) for a major automated informa- 
tion system that is not a national security 
system provide for a period in excess of five 
years from the time of program initiation to 
the time of a full deployment decision, the 
documents submitted pursuant to subsection 
(a) shall include a written determination by 
the senior Department of Defense official re- 
sponsible for the program justifying the need 
for the longer period.”. 

(b) REPEAL OF INCONSISTENT REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

(1) Section 2445c(c)(2) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking the 
semicolon at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘; or 
and inserting a period; and 

(C) by striking subparagraph (D), as added 
by section 802(a)(3) of the Carl Levin and 
Howard “Buck” McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3427). 

(2) Section 811 of the John Warner National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2007 (Public Law 109-364; 120 Stat. 2316) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 876. REVISIONS TO PILOT PROGRAM ON AC- 
QUISITION OF MILITARY PURPOSE 
NON-DEVELOPMENTAL ITEMS. 

Section 866 of the Ike Skelton National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 
(Public Law 111-383; 10 U.S.C. 2302 note) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by striking “with 
nontraditional defense contractors’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘awarded 
using competitive procedures in accordance 
with chapter 137 of title 10, United States 
Code’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking 
“*$50,000,000”” and inserting ‘‘$100,000,000”’. 

SEC. 877. EXTENSION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE MENTOR-PROTEGE PILOT 
PROGRAM. 

Section 831(j) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (10 
U.S.C. 2302 note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2015” and inserting “September 
30, 2016”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2018” and inserting “September 
30, 2019”. 

SEC. 878. IMPROVED AUDITING OF CONTRACTS. 

(a) ADDRESSING AUDIT BACKLOG.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning October 1, 2016, 
the Defense Contract Audit Agency may pro- 
vide audit support for non-Defense Agencies 
once the Secretary of Defense certifies that 
the backlog for incurred cost audits is less 
than 12 months of incurred cost inventory. 

(2) ADJUSTMENT IN FUNDING FOR REIMBURSE- 
MENTS FROM NON-DEFENSE AGENCIES.—The 
amount appropriated and otherwise avail- 
able to the Defense Contract Audit Agency 
for a fiscal year beginning after September 
30, 2016, shall be reduced by an amount 
equivalent to any reimbursements received 
by the Agency from non-Defense Agencies 
for support provided in violation of the limi- 
tation under paragraph (1). 


” 
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(b) USE OF THIRD PARTY AUDITS.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall use up to 5 percent of 
the auditing staff of the service audit agen- 
cies augmented by private sector auditors to 
help eliminate the audit backlog in incurred 
cost, pre-award accounting systems audits 
and to reduce the time to complete pre- 
award audits. 

(c) USE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL AUDITING 
STAFF.—The Office of the Inspector General 
of the Department of Defense shall make 
available 5 percent of its auditing staff to 
the Defense Contract Audit Agency to help 
eliminate the audit backlog in incurred cost, 
pre-award accounting systems audits and to 
reduce the time to complete pre-award au- 
dits. 

(d) DEFENSE CONTRACT AUDIT AGENCY AN- 
NUAL REPORT.—Section 2313a(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by amending subpara- 
graph (D) to read as follows: 

““(D) the total costs of sustained or recov- 
ered costs both as a total number and as a 
percentage of questioned costs; and”; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para- 
graph (6); and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing new paragraphs: 

““(4) a description of actions taken to en- 
sure alignment of policies and practices 
across the Defense Contract Audit Agency 
regional organizations, offices, and indi- 
vidual auditors; 

““(5) a description of outreach actions to- 
ward industry to promote more effective use 
of audit resources; and”. 

(e) ACQUISITION OVERSIGHT AND AUDITS.— 
The Secretary of Defense shall review the 
oversight and audit structure of the Depart- 
ment of Defense with the goal of enhancing 
the productivity of oversight and program 
and contract auditing to avoid duplicative 
audits and the streamlining of oversight re- 
views. The Secretary shall take all necessary 
measures to streamline oversight reviews 
and avoid duplicative audits and make rec- 
ommendation for any necessary changes in 
law. 

(f) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
on actions taken to avoid duplicative audits 
and streamline oversight reviews. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) A description of actions taken to avoid 
duplicative audits and streamline oversight 
reviews based on the review conducted under 
subsection (e). 

(B) A comparison of commercial industry 
accounting practices, including require- 
ments under the Sarbanes-Oxley Act of 2002 
(Public Law 107-204), with the Cost Account- 
ing Standards (CAS) to determine if some 
portions of CAS compliance can be met 
through such practices or requirements. 

(C) A description of standards of materi- 
ality used by the Defense Contract Audit 
Agency and the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Defense for defense contract au- 
dits. 

(D) An estimate of average delay and range 
of delays in contract awards due to time nec- 
essary for the Defense Contract Audit Agen- 
cy to complete pre-award audits. 

(g) INCURRED COST INVENTORY DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term “incurred cost inven- 
tory” means the level of contractor incurred 
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cost proposals in inventory from prior fiscal 

years that are currently being audited by the 

Defense Contract Audit Agency. 

SEC. 879. SURVEY ON THE COSTS OF REGU- 
LATORY COMPLIANCE. 

(a) SURVEY.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall conduct a survey of the top ten con- 
tractors with the highest level of reimburse- 
ments for cost type contracts with the De- 
partment of Defense during fiscal year 2014 
to estimate industry’s cost of regulatory 
compliance (as a percentage of total costs) 
with government unique acquisition regula- 
tions and requirements in the categories of 
quality assurance, accounting and financial 
management, contracting and purchasing, 
program management, engineering, logistics, 
material management, property administra- 
tion, and other unique requirements not im- 
posed on contracts for commercial items. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees a report on 
the findings of the survey conducted under 
subsection (a). The data received as a result 
of the survey and included in the report shall 
be aggregated to protect against the public 
release of proprietary information. 

SEC. 880. GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OF- 
FICE REPORT ON BID PROTESTS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 270 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees a report on the prevalence 
and impact of bid protests on Department of 
Defense acquisitions over the previous 10 
years, including both protests to the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office and protests 
filed in Federal court. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall include, at a minimum, the 
following elements: 

(1) A description of trends in the number of 
bid protests filed, and the rate of such bid 
protests compared to the number of procure- 
ments. 

(2) A description of comparative rates for 
bid protests filed by incumbent contractors 
and bid protests filed by non-incumbent con- 
tractors. 

(3) An assessment of the cost and schedule 
impact of successful and unsuccessful bid 
protests filed by incumbent contractors on 
contracts for services with a value in excess 
of $100,000,000. 

(4) A description of trends in the number of 
bid protests filed and the rate of such bid 
protests on contracts for the procurement of 
major defense acquisition programs. 

(5) An assessment of the cost and schedule 
impact of successful and unsuccessful bid 
protests filed on contracts for the procure- 
ment of major defense acquisition programs. 

(6) A description of any views the Comp- 
troller General may have on the likely im- 
pact of a provision requiring a losing pro- 
tester on a contract for the procurement of 
a major defense acquisition program to pay 
the legal fees of the government. 

SEC. 881. STEPS TO IDENTIFY AND ADDRESS PO- 
TENTIAL UNFAIR COMPETITIVE AD- 
VANTAGE OF TECHNICAL ADVISORS 
TO ACQUISITION OFFICIALS. 

(a) GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—Not later than 120 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics shall 
issue guidance on steps that should be taken 
to identify and evaluate, and to avoid, neu- 
tralize, or mitigate, any potentially unfair 
competitive advantage of entities providing 
technical advice to acquisition officials in 
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the award of research and development work 
by such officials. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this 
section— 

(1) the term “potentially unfair competi- 
tive advantage’’ means unequal access to ac- 
quisition officials responsible for award deci- 
sions or allocation of resources or to acquisi- 
tion information relevant to award decisions 
or allocation of resources; and 

(2) the term ‘‘entity providing technical 
advice to acquisition officials’? means a con- 
tractor, Federally-funded research and devel- 
opment center and other non-profit entity, 
or Federal laboratory that provides systems 
engineering and technical direction, partici- 
pates in technical evaluations, helps prepare 
specifications or work statements, or other- 
wise provides technical advice to acquisition 
officials on the conduct of defense acquisi- 
tion programs. 

SEC. 882. HUBZONE QUALIFIED DISASTER AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 631 et seq.)) is amended— 

(1) in section 3(p) (15 U.S.C. 632(p))— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘or’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

““(F) qualified disaster areas.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by adding at the end 
the following: 

““(E) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA.— 

““(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified dis- 
aster area’ means any census tract or non- 
metropolitan county located in an area for 
which the President has declared a major 
disaster under section 401 of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170) or located in an 
area in which a catastrophic incident has oc- 
curred, if— 

““(D) in the case of a census tract, the cen- 
sus tract ceased to be a qualified census 
tract during the period beginning 5 years be- 
fore and ending 2 years after the date on 
which— 

““(aa) the President declared the major dis- 
aster; or 

““(bb) the catastrophic incident occurred; 
or 

“(II) in the case of a nonmetropolitan 
county, the nonmetropolitan county ceased 
to be a qualified nonmetropolitan county 
during the period beginning 5 years before 
and ending 2 years after the date on which— 

““(aa) the President declared the major dis- 
aster; or 

““(bb) the catastrophic incident occurred. 

““(ii) TREATMENT.—A qualified disaster area 
shall only be treated as a HUBZone— 

“(I) in the case of a major disaster declared 
by the President, during the 5-year period 
beginning on the date on which the Presi- 
dent declared the major disaster for the area 
in which the census tract or nonmetropoli- 
tan county, as applicable, is located; and 

“(IT) in the case of a catastrophic incident, 
during the 10-year period beginning on the 
date on which the catastrophic incident oc- 
curred in the area in which the census tract 
or nonmetropolitan county, as applicable, is 
located.’’; and 

(2) in section 31(c)(8) (15 U.S.C. 657a(c)(8)), 
by inserting ‘‘the Administrator of the Fed- 
eral Emergency Management Agency,” after 
“the Secretary of Labor,”. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply to a major dis- 
aster declared by the President under section 
401 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5170) or a catastrophic incident that occurs 
on or after the date of enactment of this Act. 
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SEC. 883. BASE CLOSURE HUBZONES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 38(p)(5)(A)(i)(I) of 
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632(p)(5)(A)(i)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in item (aa), by striking “or” at the 
end; 

(2) by redesignating item (bb) as item (cc); 
and 

(3) by inserting after item (aa) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘“(pb) pursuant to subparagraph (A), (B), 
(C), (D), or (E) of paragraph (3), that its prin- 
cipal office is located in a HUBZone de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(E) (relating to base 
closure areas) (in this item referred to as the 
‘base closure HUBZone’), and that not fewer 
than 35 percent of its employees reside in— 

“(AA) a HUBZone; 

“(BB) the census tract in which the base 
closure HUBZone is wholly contained; 

“(CC) a census tract the boundaries of 
which intersect the boundaries of the base 
closure HUBZone; or 

“(DD) a census tract the boundaries of 
which are contiguous to a census tract de- 
scribed in subitem (BB) or (CC); or’’. 

(b) PERIOD FOR BASE CLOSURE AREAS.— 

(1) AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 152(a)(2) of title I 
of division K of the Consolidated Appropria- 
tions Act, 2005 (15 U.S.C. 632 note) is amended 


by striking “5 years” and inserting ‘8 
years”. 
(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 


1698(b)(2) of National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2018 (15 U.S.C. 632 note) 
is amended by striking ‘‘5 years” and insert- 
ing ‘‘8 years”. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE; APPLICABILITY.—The 
amendments made by paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) take effect on the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(B) apply to— 

(i) a base closure area (as defined in sec- 
tion 3(p)(4)(D) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 6382(p)(4)(D))) that, on the day before 
the date of enactment of this Act, is treated 
as a HUBZone described in section 3(p)(1)(E) 
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632(p)(1)(E)) under— 

(I) section 152(a)(2) of title I of division K 
of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2005 
(15 U.S.C. 632 note); or 

(II) section 1698(b)(2) of National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (15 
U.S.C. 632 note); and 

(ii) a base closure area relating to the clo- 
sure of a military instillation under the au- 
thority described in clauses (i) through (iv) 
of section 3(p)(4)(D) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 682(p)(4)(D)) that occurs on or 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 
SEC. 901. UPDATE OF STATUTORY SPECIFICA- 
TION OF FUNCTIONS OF CHAIRMAN 
OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF RE- 
LATING TO ADVICE ON REQUIRE- 
MENTS, PROGRAMS, AND BUDGET. 

Section 153(a)(4) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

“(H) Advising the Secretary on develop- 
ment of joint command, control, commu- 
nications, and cyber capabilities, including 
integration and interoperability of such ca- 
pabilities, through requirements, integrated 
architectures, data standards, and assess- 
ments.”. 

SEC. 902. REORGANIZATION AND REDESIGNA- 
TION OF OFFICE OF FAMILY POLICY 
AND OFFICE OF COMMUNITY SUP- 
PORT FOR MILITARY FAMILIES WITH 
SPECIAL NEEDS. 
(a) OFFICE OF FAMILY POLICY.— 
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(1) REDESIGNATION AS OFFICE OF MILITARY 
FAMILY READINESS POLICY.—Section 1781(a) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking “Office of Family Policy”” 
and inserting ‘‘Office of Military Family 
Readiness Policy”; and 

(B) by striking “Director of Family Pol- 
icy”? and inserting “Director of Military 
Family Readiness Policy’’. 

(2) REQUIREMENT FOR DIRECTOR TO BE MEM- 
BER OF SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE OR GEN- 
ERAL OR FLAG OFFICER.—Such section is fur- 
ther amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new sentence: “The Director shall be 
a member of the Senior Executive Service or 
a general officer or flag officer.’’. 

(3) INCLUSION OF DIRECTOR ON MILITARY 
FAMILY READINESS COUNCIL.—Subsection 
(b)(1)(E) of section 178la of such title is 
amended by striking ‘‘Office of Community 
Support for Military Families with Special 
Needs” and inserting “Office of Military 
Family Readiness Policy”. 

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
181(b)(7)(F) of such title is amended by strik- 
ing “Director of Family Policy” and insert- 
ing “Director of Military Family Readiness 
Policy”. 

(5) HEADING AND CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of sec- 
tion 1781 of such title is amended to read as 
follows: 

“$1781. Office of Military Family Readiness 

Policy”. 

(B) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 88 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 1781 and inserting the fol- 
lowing new item: 

“1781. Office of Military Family Readiness 
Policy.”. 

(b) OFFICE OF COMMUNITY SUPPORT FOR 
MILITARY FAMILIES WITH SPECIAL NEEDS.— 

(1) REDESIGNATION AS OFFICE OF SPECIAL 
NEEDS.—Subsection (a) of section 1781c of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking “Office of Community Support for 
Military Families with Special Needs” and 
inserting “Office of Special Needs”. 

(2) REORGANIZATION UNDER OFFICE OF MILI- 
TARY FAMILY READINESS POLICY.—Such sub- 
section is further amended by striking ‘‘Of- 
fice of the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Personnel and Readiness” and inserting ‘‘Of- 
fice of Military Family Readiness Policy”. 

(3) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR HEAD OF 
OFFICE TO BE MEMBER OF SENIOR EXECUTIVE 
SERVICE OR GENERAL OR FLAG OFFICER.—Such 
section is further amended by striking sub- 
section (c). 

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such sec- 
tion is further amended— 


(A) by redesignating subsections (d) 
through (i) as subsections (c) through (h), re- 
spectively; 


(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (e)” each place 
it appears and inserting “subsection (d)’’; 

(C) in subsection (c), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘subsection (f)” in paragraph (2) and 
inserting “subsection (e)’’; and 

(D) in subsection (g), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘subsection (d)(4)”” in paragraph 
(2)(B) and inserting ‘‘subsection (c)(4)’’. 

(5) HEADING AND CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such 
section is amended to read as follows: 
“§1781c. Office of Special Needs”. 


(B) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 88 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 1781c and inserting the 
following new item: 


‘1781c. Office of Special Needs.”. 
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SEC. 903. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR AN- 
NUAL DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
FUNDING FOR OCEAN RESEARCH 
ADVISORY PANEL. 

Section 7903 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (c). 

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Financial Matters 
SEC. 1001. GENERAL TRANSFER AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER AUTHORIZA- 
TIONS.— 

(1) AUTHORITY.—Upon determination by 
the Secretary of Defense that such action is 
necessary in the national interest, the Sec- 
retary may transfer amounts of authoriza- 
tions made available to the Department of 
Defense in this division for fiscal year 2016 
between any such authorizations for that fis- 
cal year (or any subdivisions thereof). 
Amounts of authorizations so transferred 
shall be merged with and be available for the 
same purposes as the authorization to which 
transferred. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), the total amount of authoriza- 
tions that the Secretary may transfer under 
the authority of this section may not exceed 
$4,500,000,000. 

(3) EXCEPTION FOR TRANSFERS BETWEEN 
MILITARY PERSONNEL AUTHORIZATIONS.—A 
transfer of funds between military personnel 
authorizations under title IV shall not be 
counted toward the dollar limitation in para- 
graph (2). 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided 
by subsection (a) to transfer authoriza- 
tions— 

(1) may only be used to provide authority 
for items that have a higher priority than 
the items from which authority is trans- 
ferred; and 

(2) may not be used to provide authority 
for an item that has been denied authoriza- 
tion by Congress. 

(c) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.—A 
transfer made from one account to another 
under the authority of this section shall be 
deemed to increase the amount authorized 
for the account to which the amount is 
transferred by an amount equal to the 
amount transferred. 

(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall promptly notify Congress of each trans- 
fer made under subsection (a). 

SEC. 1002. ANNUAL AUDIT OF FINANCIAL STATE- 
MENTS OF DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE COMPONENTS BY INDE- 
PENDENT EXTERNAL AUDITORS. 

(a) AUDITS REQUIRED.—For purposes of sat- 
isfying the requirement under section 3521(e) 
of title 31, United States Code, for audits of 
financial statements of Department of De- 
fense components identified by the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget 
under section 3515(c) of such title, the In- 
spector General of the Department of De- 
fense shall obtain each year audits of the fi- 
nancial statements of each such component 
by an independent external auditor. 

(b) INSPECTOR GENERAL SELECTION AND 
OVERSIGHT.—The Inspector General shall— 

(1) select independent external auditors for 
purposes of subsection (a) based, among 
other appropriate criteria, on their qualifica- 
tions, independence, and capacity to conduct 
audits described in subsection (a) in accord- 
ance with applicable generally accepted gov- 
ernment auditing standards; and 

(2) shall monitor the conduct of such au- 
dits. 

(c) REPORTS ON AUDITS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Inspector General 
shall require the independent external audi- 
tors conducting audits under subsection (a) 
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to submit a report on their audits each year 
to the Secretary of Defense, the Controller of 
the Office of Federal Financial Management 
in the Office of Management and Budget, and 
the appropriate committees of Congress. 

(2) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘ap- 
propriate committees of Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs, and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING LAW.—The 
requirements of this section— 

(1) shall be implemented in a manner that 
is consistent with the requirements of sec- 
tion 1008 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (10 U.S.C. 2222 
note); 

(2) shall not be construed to alter the re- 
quirement under section 3521(e) of title 31, 
United States Code, that the financial state- 
ments of the Department of Defense as a 
whole be audited by the Inspector General or 
by an independent external auditor, as deter- 
mined by the Inspector General; and 

(3) shall not be construed to limit or alter 
the authorities of the Comptroller General of 
the United States under section 3521(8) of 
title 31, United States Code. 

SEC. 1003. TREATMENT AS PART OF THE BASE 
BUDGET OF CERTAIN AMOUNTS AU- 
THORIZED FOR OVERSEAS CONTIN- 
GENCY OPERATIONS UPON ENACT- 
MENT OF AN ACT REVISING THE 
BUDGET CONTROL ACT DISCRE- 
TIONARY SPENDING LIMITS FOR FIS- 
CAL YEAR 2016. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the event of the enact- 
ment of an Act revising in proportionally 
equal amounts the defense and non-defense 
discretionary spending limits for fiscal year 
2016, the amount authorized to be appro- 
priated by title XV that is in excess of the 
$50,900,000,000 that is authorized to be appro- 
priated by that title for revised security cat- 
egory activities, and is also not greater than 
the amount of the increase in the discre- 
tionary spending limit for revised security 
category activities revised by that Act, shall 
be deemed to have been authorized to be ap- 
propriated by title III. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term ‘‘Act revising the defense and 
non-defense discretionary spending limits for 
fiscal year 2016’’ means an Act— 

(A) enacted after the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(B) that— 

(i) increases in proportionally equal 
amounts the discretionary spending limits 
for fiscal year 2016 for the revised security 
category and the revised nonsecurity cat- 
egory; and 

(ii) may include increases to the discre- 
tionary spending limits for fiscal years 2017 
through 2021. 

(2) The terms ‘‘discretionary spending 
limit”, “revised nonsecurity category”, and 
“revised security category” have the mean- 
ings given such terms in section 250 of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 900). 

SEC. 1004. SENSE OF SENATE ON SEQUESTRA- 
TION. 

It is the sense of the Senate that— 

(1) the nation's fiscal challenges are a top 
priority for Congress, and sequestration— 
non-strategic, across-the-board budget cuts— 
remains an unreasonable and inadequate 
budgeting tool to address the nation’s defi- 
cits and debt; 
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(2) sequestration relief must be accom- 
plished for fiscal years 2016 and 2017; 

(8) sequestration relief should include 
equal defense and non-defense relief; and 

(4) sequestration relief should be offset 
through targeted changes in mandatory and 
discretionary categories and revenues. 

Subtitle B—Counter-Drug Activities 
SEC. 1011. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO SUP- 
PORT UNIFIED COUNTERDRUG AND 
COUNTERTERRORISM CAMPAIGN IN 
COLOMBIA. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 1021 
of the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Pub- 
lic Law 108-875; 118 Stat. 2042), as most re- 
cently amended by section 1011(a) of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291), is further 
amended— 

(1) In subsection (a), by striking “2016” and 
inserting '“2017”; and 

(2) In subsection (c), by striking ‘‘2016’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF ANNUAL NOTICE TO CON- 
GRESS ON ASSISTANCE.—Section 1011(b) of the 
Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2015 is amended by striking ‘‘(as 
amended by subsection (a)) using funds 
available for fiscal year 2015”” and inserting 
“using funds available for any fiscal year”. 
SEC. 1012. EXTENSION AND EXPANSION OF AU- 

THORITY TO PROVIDE ADDITIONAL 
SUPPORT FOR COUNTER-DRUG AC- 
TIVITIES OF CERTAIN FOREIGN GOV- 
ERNMENTS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (a)(2) of section 
1033 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law 105-85; 
111 Stat. 1881), as most recently amended by 
section 1013 of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 127 Stat. 844), is further amended by 
striking “2016” and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

(b) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF SUPPORT.—Sub- 
section (e)(2) of such section 1033, as so 
amended, is further amended by striking 
“2016” and inserting ‘‘2017’’. 

(c) ADDITIONAL GOVERNMENTS ELIGIBLE To 
RECEIVE SUPPORT.—Subsection (b) of such 
section 1033, as so amended, is further 
amended by adding at the end of the fol- 
lowing new paragraphs: 

“*(40) Government of Kenya. 

“*(41) Government of Tanzania. 

“*(42) Government of Somalia.”. 

Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards 
SEC. 1021. STUDIES OF FLEET PLATFORM ARCHI- 

TECTURES FOR THE NAVY. 

(a) INDEPENDENT STUDIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall provide for the performance of three 
independent studies of alternative future 
fleet platform architectures for the Navy in 
the 2030 timeframe. 

(2) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than May 1, 2016, the Secretary shall forward 
the results of each study to the congres- 
sional defense committees. 

(3) FORM.—Each such study shall be sub- 
mitted in unclassified form, but may contain 
a classified annex as necessary. 

(b) ENTITIES TO PERFORM STUDIES.—The 
Secretary of Defense shall provide for the 
studies under subsection (a) to be performed 
as follows: 

(1) One study shall be performed by the De- 
partment of the Navy and shall include par- 
ticipants from— 

(A) the Office of Net Assessment within the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense; and 

(B) the Naval Surface Warfare Center Dahl- 
gren Division. 
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(2) The second study shall be performed by 
a federally funded research and development 
center. 

(3) The final study shall be conducted by 
an independent, non-governmental institute 
which is described in section 501(c)(3) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and exempt 
from tax under section 501(a) of such Code, 
and has recognized credentials and expertise 
in national security and military affairs. 

(c) PERFORMANCE OF STUDIES.— 

(1) INDEPENDENT PERFORMANCE.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall require the three 
studies under this section to be conducted 
independently of each other. 

(2) MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED.—In per- 
forming a study under this section, the orga- 
nization performing the study, while being 
aware of the current and projected fleet plat- 
form architectures, shall not be limited by 
the current or projected fleet platform archi- 
tecture and shall consider the following mat- 
ters: 

(A) The National Security Strategy of the 
United States. 

(B) Potential future threats to the United 
States and to United States naval forces in 
the 2030 timeframe. 

(C) Traditional roles 
United States naval forces. 

(D) Alternative roles and missions for 
United States naval forces. 

(E) Other government and non-government 
analyses that would contribute to the study 
through variations in study assumptions or 
potential scenarios. 

(F) The role of evolving technology on fu- 
ture naval forces, including unmanned sys- 
tems. 

(G) Opportunities for reduced personnel 
and sustainment costs. 

(H) Current and projected capabilities of 
other United States military services that 
could affect force structure capability and 
capacity requirements of United States 
naval forces. 

(d) STUDY RESULTS.—The results of each 
study under this section shall— 

(1) present the alternative fleet platform 
architectures considered, with assumptions 
and possible scenarios identified for each; 

(2) provide for presentation of minority 
views of study participants; and 

(3) for the recommended architecture, pro- 
vide— 

(A) the numbers, kinds, and sizes of ves- 
sels, the numbers and types of associated 
manned and unmanned vehicles, and the 
basic capabilities of each of those platforms; 

(B) other information needed to under- 
stand that architecture in basic form and the 
supporting analysis; 

(C) deviations from the current Annual 
Long-Range Plan for Construction of Naval 
Vessels required under section 231 of title 10, 
United States Code; 

(D) options to address ship classes that 
begin decommissioning prior to 2035; and 

(E) implications for naval aviation, includ- 
ing the future carrier air wing and land- 
based aviation platforms. 

SEC. 1022. AMENDMENT TO NATIONAL SEA-BASED 
DETERRENCE FUND. 

Section 1022(b)(1) of the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-291) is amended by striking “for 
the Navy for the Ohio Replacement Pro- 
gram”. 

SEC. 1023. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR REIM- 
BURSEMENT OF EXPENSES FOR CER- 
TAIN NAVY MESS OPERATIONS 
AFLOAT. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (b) of section 
1014 of the Duncan Hunter National Defense 


and missions of 
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Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Pub- 
lic Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4585), as amended by 
section 1021 of the Ike Skelton National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 
(Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4348), is further 
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2015” 
and inserting “September 30, 2020”. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CLARIFYING AMEND- 
MENTS.—Subsection (a) of such section, as so 
amended, is further amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “not more that” and inserting 
“not more than”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking “Naval 
vessels” and inserting “such vessels”. 

Subtitle D—Counterterrorism 
SEC. 1031. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS TO 
CONSTRUCT OR MODIFY FACILITIES 
IN THE UNITED STATES TO HOUSE 
DETAINEES TRANSFERRED FROM 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—No amounts authorized 
to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise 
available for the Department of Defense may 
be used, during the period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act and ending 
on the effective date specified in section 
1032(f), to construct or modify any facility in 
the United States, its territories, or posses- 
sions to house an individual detained at 
Guantanamo for the purpose of detention or 
imprisonment in the custody or control of 
the United States Government unless au- 
thorized by Congress. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in sub- 
section (a) shall not apply to any modifica- 
tion of facilities at United States Naval Sta- 
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

(c) INDIVIDUAL DETAINED AT GUANTANAMO 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term “indi- 
vidual detained at Guantanamo” means any 
individual located at United States Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, as of Octo- 
ber 1, 2009, who— 

(1) is not a citizen of the United States or 
a member of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(2) is— 

(A) in the custody or under the control of 
the Department of Defense; or 

(B) otherwise under detention at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 

(d) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROHIBITION.— 
Section 1033 of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 127 Stat. 850), as amended by section 
1032 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291), is 
repealed. 

SEC. 1032. LIMITATION ON THE TRANSFER OR RE- 
LEASE OF INDIVIDUALS DETAINED 
AT UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b), no amounts authorized to be 
appropriated by this Act or otherwise avail- 
able for the Department of Defense may be 
used to transfer, release, or assist in the 
transfer or release to or within the United 
States, its territories, or possessions of 
Khalid Sheikh Mohammed or any other de- 
tainee who— 

(1) is not a United States citizen or a mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(2) is or was held on or after January 20, 
2009, at United States Naval Station, Guan- 
tanamo Bay, Cuba, by the Department of De- 
fense. 

(b) TRANSFER FOR DETENTION AND TRIAL.— 
The Secretary of Defense may transfer a de- 
tainee described in subsection (a) to the 
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United States for detention pursuant to the 
Authorization for Use of Military Force 
(Public Law 107-40), trial, and incarceration 
if the Secretary— 

(1) determines that the transfer is in the 
national security interest of the United 
States; 

(2) determines that appropriate actions 
have been taken, or will be taken, to address 
any risk to public safety that could arise in 
connection with detention and trial in the 
United States; and 

(3) notifies the appropriate committees of 
Congress not later than 30 days before the 
date of the proposed transfer. 

(c) NOTIFICATION ELEMENTS.—A notifica- 
tion on a transfer under subsection (b)(8) 
shall include the following: 

(1) A statement of the basis for the deter- 
mination that the transfer is in the national 
security interest of the United States. 

(2) A description of the action the Sec- 
retary determines have been taken, or will 
be taken, to address any risk to the public 
safety that could arise in connection with 
the detention and trial in the United States. 

(d) STATUS WHILE IN THE UNITED STATES.— 
A detainee who is transferred to the United 
States under this section— 

(1) shall not be permitted to apply for asy- 
lum under section 208 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1158) or be eli- 
gible to apply for admission into the United 
States; 

(2) shall be considered to be paroled into 
the United States temporarily pursuant to 
section 212(d)(5)(A) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(d)(5)(A)); 

(8) shall not at any time be subject to, and 
may not apply for or obtain, or be deemed to 
enjoy, any right, privilege, status, benefit, or 
eligibility for any benefit under any provi- 
sion of the immigration laws (as defined in 
section 101(a)(17) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(17)), or any 
other law or regulation; and 

(4) shall not, as a result of such transfer, 
have a change in designation as an 
unprivileged enemy belligerent eligible for 
detention pursuant to the Authorization for 
Use of Military Force, as determined in ac- 
cordance with applicable law and regula- 
tions. 

(e) LIMITATIONS ON JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 

(1) LIMITATIONS.—Except as provided for in 
paragraph (2), no court, justice, or judge 
shall have jurisdiction to hear or consider 
any action against the United States or its 
agents relating to any aspect of the deten- 
tion, transfer, treatment, or conditions of 
confinement of a detainee described in sub- 
section (a) who is held by the Armed Forces 
of the United States. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—A detainee who is trans- 
ferred to the United States under this sec- 
tion shall not be deprived of the right to 
challenge his designation as an unprivileged 
enemy belligerent by filing a writ of habeas 
corpus as provided by the Supreme Court in 
Hamdan v. Rumsfeld (548 U.S. 557 (2006)) and 
Boumediene v. Bush (553 U.S. 723 (2008)). 

(3) NO CAUSE OF ACTION IN DECISION NOT TO 
TRANSFER.—A decision not to transfer a de- 
tainee to the United States under this sec- 
tion shall not give rise to a judicial cause of 
action. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsections (b), (c), 
(d), and (e) shall take effect on the effective 
date of a joint resolution approved pursuant 
to subsection (h) on the plan on the disposi- 
tion of detainees held at United States Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, submitted 
pursuant to subsection (g). 

(g) PLAN FOR DISPOSITION OF DETAINEES.— 
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(1) REPORT ON PLAN REQUIRED.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall submit to the appro- 
priate committees of Congress a report set- 
ting forth a comprehensive plan on the dis- 
position of detainees held at United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall contain the following: 

(A) A case-by-case determination made for 
each individual detained at Guantanamo of 
whether such individual is intended to be 
transferred to a foreign country, transferred 
to the United States for the purpose of civil- 
jan or military trial, or transferred to the 
United States or another country for contin- 
ued detention under the law of armed con- 
flict. 

(B) The specific facility or facilities that 
are intended to be used, or modified to be 
used, to hold individuals inside the United 
States for the purpose of trial, for detention 
in the aftermath of conviction, or for contin- 
ued detention under the law of armed con- 
flict. 

(C) The estimated costs associated with 
the detention inside the United States of in- 
dividuals detained at Guantanamo. 

(D) A description of the legal implications 
associated with the detention inside the 
United States of an individual detained at 
Guantanamo, including but not limited to 
the right to challenge such detention as un- 
lawful. 

(E) A detailed description and assessment, 
made in consultation with the Secretary of 
State and the Director of National Intel- 
ligence, of the actions that would be taken 
prior to the transfer to a foreign country of 
an individual detained at Guantanamo that 
would substantially mitigate the risk of such 
individual engaging or reengaging in any ter- 
rorist or other hostile activity that threat- 
ens the United States or United States per- 
son or interests. 

(F) What additional authorities, if any, 
may be necessary to detain an individual de- 
tained at Guantanamo inside the United 
States as an unprivileged enemy belligerent 
pursuant to the Authorization for Use of 
Military Force, pending the end of hostilities 
or a future determination by the Secretary 
of Defense that such individual no longer 
poses a threat to the United States or United 
States persons or interests. 

(G) A plan for the disposition of any indi- 
viduals who are detained by the United 
States under the law of armed conflict after 
the date of the report, including a plan to de- 
tain and interrogate such individuals for the 
purposes of— 

(i) protecting the security of the United 
States, its persons, allies, and interests; and 

(ii) collecting intelligence necessary to en- 
sure the security of the United States, its 
person, allies, and interests. 

(3) FORM.—The report required by para- 
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 

(h) CONSIDERATION BY CONGRESS OF SEC- 
RETARY OF DEFENSE PLAN.— 

(1) TERMS OF THE RESOLUTION.—For pur- 
poses of this section the term ‘‘joint resolu- 
tion” means only a joint resolution which is 
introduced within the 10-day period begin- 
ning on the date on which the Secretary of 
Defense submits to Congress a report under 
subsection (g) and— 

(A) which does not have a preamble; 

(B) the matter after the resolving clause of 
which is as follows: ““That Congress approves 
the plan of the Secretary of Defense on the 
disposition of detainees held at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba, under section 1032(g) of the National 


June 2, 2015 


Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2016 as submitted by the Secretary of De- 
fense to Congress on ”, the blank 
space being filled in with the appropriate 
date; and 

(C) the title of which is as follows: “Joint 
resolution approving the plan of the Sec- 
retary of Defense on the disposition of de- 
tainees held at United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.”. 

(2) REFERRAL.—A resolution described in 
paragraph (1) that is introduced in the House 
of Representatives shall be referred to the 
Committee on Armed Services of the House 
of Representatives. A resolution described in 
paragraph (1) introduced in the Senate shall 
be referred to the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate. 

(3) DISCHARGE.—If the committee to which 
a resolution described in paragraph (1) is re- 
ferred has not reported such resolution (or 
an identical resolution) by the end of the 20- 
day period beginning on the date on which 
the Secretary submits to Congress a report 
under subsection (g), such committee shall 
be, at the end of such period, discharged 
from further consideration of such resolu- 
tion, and such resolution shall be placed on 
the appropriate calendar of the House in- 
volved. 

(4) CONSIDERATION.—(A) On or after the 
third day after the date on which the com- 
mittee to which such a resolution is referred 
has reported, or has been discharged (under 
paragraph (3)) from further consideration of, 
such a resolution, it is in order (even though 
a previous motion to the same effect has 
been disagreed to) for any Member of the re- 
spective House to move to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution. A Member 
may make the motion only on the day after 
the calendar day on which the Member an- 
nounces to the House concerned the Mem- 
ber’s intention to make the motion, except 
that, in the case of the House of Representa- 
tives, the motion may be made without such 
prior announcement if the motion is made by 
direction of the committee to which the res- 
olution was referred. All points of order 
against the resolution (and against consider- 
ation of the resolution) are waived. The mo- 
tion is highly privileged in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and is privileged in the Senate 
and is not debatable. The motion is not sub- 
ject to amendment, or to a motion to post- 
pone, or to a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of other business. A motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the motion is 
agreed to or disagreed to shall not be in 
order. If a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the resolution is agreed to, the re- 
spective House shall immediately proceed to 
consideration of the joint resolution without 
intervening motion, order, or other business, 
and the resolution shall remain the unfin- 
ished business of the respective House until 
disposed of. 

(B) Debate on the resolution, and on all de- 
batable motions and appeals in connection 
therewith, shall be limited to not more than 
2 hours, which shall be divided equally be- 
tween those favoring and those opposing the 
resolution. An amendment to the resolution 
is not in order. A motion further to limit de- 
bate is in order and not debatable. A motion 
to postpone, or a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of other business, or a motion 
to recommit the resolution is not in order. A 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution is agreed to or disagreed to is not 
in order. 

(C) Immediately following the conclusion 
of the debate on a resolution described in 
paragraph (1) and a single quorum call at the 
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conclusion of the debate if requested in ac- 
cordance with the rules of the appropriate 
House, the vote on final passage of the reso- 
lution shall occur. 

(D) Appeals from the decisions of the Chair 
relating to the application of the rules of the 
Senate or the House of Representatives, as 
the case may be, to the procedure relating to 
a resolution described in paragraph (1) shall 
be decided without debate. 

(5) CONSIDERATION BY OTHER HOUSE.—(A) If, 
before the passage by one House of a resolu- 
tion of that House described in paragraph (1), 
that House receives from the other House a 
resolution described in paragraph (1), then 
the following procedures shall apply: 

(i) The resolution of the other House shall 
not be referred to a committee and may not 
be considered in the House receiving it ex- 
cept in the case of final passage as provided 
in clause (ii)(II). 

(ii) With respect to a resolution described 
in paragraph (1) of the House receiving the 
resolution— 

(I) the procedure in that House shall be the 
same as if no resolution had been received 
from the other House; but 

(II) the vote on final passage shall be on 
the resolution of the other House. 

(B) Upon disposition of the resolution re- 
ceived from the other House, it shall no 
longer be in order to consider the resolution 
that originated in the receiving House. 

(6) RULES OF THE SENATE AND THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES.—This subsection is en- 
acted by Congress— 

(A) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
respectively, and as such it is deemed a part 
of the rules of each House, respectively, but 
applicable only with respect to the procedure 
to be followed in that House in the case of a 
resolution described in paragraph (1), and it 
supersedes other rules only to the extent 
that it is inconsistent with such rules; and 

(B) with full recognition of the constitu- 
tional right of either House to change the 
rules (so far as relating to the procedure of 
that House) at any time, in the same man- 
ner, and to the same extent as in the case of 
any other rule of that House. 

(i) LIMITATION ON TRANSFER OR RELEASE OF 
DETAINEES TRANSFERRED TO THE UNITED 
STATES.— 

(1) LIMITATION PENDING ENACTMENT OF 
JOINT RESOLUTION APPROVING PLAN.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of law and 
subject to paragraph (2), any individual de- 
tained at Guantanamo who is transferred to 
the United States after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act shall not be released within 
the United States or its territories, and may 
only be transferred or released in accordance 
with the procedures under section 1033. 

(2) LIMITATION ON TRANSFER OVERSEAS 
AFTER ENACTMENT OF JOINT RESOLUTION AP- 
PROVING PLAN.—Effective on the effective 
date specified in subsection (f)— 

(A) the provisions of section 1035 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 851; 10 
U.S.C. 801 note), as previously repealed by 
section 1033, shall be revived; 

(B) the procedures under such section 1035, 
as so revived, shall apply to the transfer of 
individuals detained at Guantanamo to for- 
eign countries rather than the procedures 
under section1033; and 

(C) in the application of procedures under 
such section 1035 as described in subpara- 
graph (B), any reference to an individual de- 
tained at Guantanamo shall be deemed to 
refer also to any such individual transferred 
to the United States after such effective 
date. 
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(j) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROHIBITION.— 
Section 1034 of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 127 Stat. 851), as amended by section 
1033 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291), is 
repealed. 

(k) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “appropriate committees of 
Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) The term “individual detained at Guan- 
tanamo’’ means any individual located at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, as of October 1, 2009, who— 

(A) is not a citizen of the United States or 
a member of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(B) is— 

(i) in the custody or under the control of 
the Department of Defense; or 

(ii) otherwise under detention at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 

SEC. 1033. REENACTMENT AND MODIFICATION 
OF CERTAIN PRIOR REQUIREMENTS 
FOR CERTIFICATIONS RELATING TO 
TRANSFER OF DETAINEES AT 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, TO FOR- 
EIGN COUNTRIES AND OTHER FOR- 
EIGN ENTITIES. 

(a) CERTIFICATION REQUIRED PRIOR TO 
TRANSFER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2) and subsection (d), the Sec- 
retary of Defense may not use any amounts 
authorized to be appropriated or otherwise 
available to the Department of Defense to 
transfer any individual detained at Guanta- 
namo to the custody or control of the indi- 
vidual’s country of origin, any other foreign 
country, or any other foreign entity unless 
the Secretary submits to the appropriate 
committees of Congress the certification de- 
scribed in subsection (b) not later than 30 
days before the transfer of the individual. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to any action taken by the Secretary 
to transfer any individual detained at Guan- 
tanamo to effectuate an order affecting the 
disposition of the individual that is issued by 
a court or competent tribunal of the United 
States having lawful jurisdiction (which the 
Secretary shall notify the appropriate com- 


mittees of Congress of promptly after 
issuance). 
(b) CERTIFICATION.—A certification de- 


scribed in this subsection is a written certifi- 
cation made by the Secretary of Defense, 
with the concurrence of the Secretary of 
State and in consultation with the Director 
of National Intelligence, that— 

(1) the government of the foreign country 
or the recognized leadership of the foreign 
entity to which the individual detained at 
Guantanamo is to be transferred— 

(A) is not a designated state sponsor of ter- 
rorism or a designated foreign terrorist orga- 
nization; 

(B) maintains control over each detention 
facility in which the individual is to be de- 
tained if the individual is to be housed in a 
detention facility; 

(C) is not, as of the date of the certifi- 
cation, facing a threat that is likely to sub- 
stantially affect its ability to exercise con- 
trol over the individual; 
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(D) has taken or agreed to take effective 
actions to ensure that the individual cannot 
take action to threaten the United States, 
its citizens, or its allies in the future; 

(E) has taken or agreed to take such ac- 
tions as the Secretary of Defense determines 
are necessary to ensure that the individual 
cannot engage or reengage in any terrorist 
activity; and 

(F) has agreed to share with the United 
States any information that— 

(i) is related to the individual or any asso- 
ciates of the individual; and 

(ii) could affect the security of the United 
States, its citizens, or its allies; 

(2) the United States Government and the 
government of the foreign country have en- 
tered into a written memorandum of under- 
standing (MOU) regarding the transfer of the 
individual and such memorandum of under- 
standing has previously been transmitted to 
the appropriate committees of Congress; and 

(3) includes an assessment, in classified or 
unclassified form, of the capacity, willing- 
ness, and past practices (if applicable) of the 
foreign country or entity in relation to the 
Secretary’s certifications. 

(c) PROHIBITION IN CASES OF PRIOR CON- 
FIRMED RECIDIVISM.— 

(1) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2) and subsection (d), the Sec- 
retary of Defense may not use any amounts 
authorized to be appropriated or otherwise 
available to the Department of Defense to 
transfer any individual detained at Guanta- 
namo to the custody or control of the indi- 
vidual’s country of origin, any other foreign 
country, or any other foreign entity if there 
is a confirmed case of any individual who 
was detained at United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, at any time after 
September 11, 2001, who was transferred to 
such foreign country or entity and subse- 
quently engaged in any terrorist activity. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Subject to subsection (e), 
paragraph (1) shall not apply to any action 
taken by the Secretary to transfer any indi- 
vidual detained at Guantanamo to effectuate 
an order affecting the disposition of the indi- 
vidual that is issued by a court or competent 
tribunal of the United States having lawful 
jurisdiction (which the Secretary shall no- 
tify the appropriate committees of Congress 
of promptly after issuance). 

(d) NATIONAL SECURITY WAIVER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (e), 
the Secretary of Defense may waive the ap- 
plicability to a detainee transfer of a certifi- 
cation requirement specified in subpara- 
graph (D) or (E) of subsection (b)(1), or the 
prohibition in subsection (c), if the Sec- 
retary certifies the rest of the criteria re- 
quired by subsection (b) for transfers prohib- 
ited by subsection (c) and, with the concur- 
rence of the Secretary of State and in con- 
sultation with the Director of National In- 
telligence, determines that— 

(A) alternative actions will be taken to ad- 
dress the underlying purpose of the require- 
ment or requirements to be waived; 

(B) in the case of a waiver of subparagraph 
(D) or (E) of subsection (b)(1), it is not pos- 
sible to certify that the risks addressed in 
the paragraph to be waived have been com- 
pletely eliminated, but the actions to be 
taken under subparagraph (A) will substan- 
tially mitigate such risks with regard to the 
individual to be transferred; 

(C) in the case of a waiver of subsection (c), 
the Secretary has considered any confirmed 
case in which an individual who was trans- 
ferred to the country subsequently engaged 
in terrorist activity, and the actions to be 
taken under subparagraph (A) will substan- 
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tially mitigate the risk of recidivism with 
regard to the individual to be transferred; 
and 

(D) the transfer is in the national security 
interests of the United States. 

(2) REPORTS.—Whenever the Secretary 
makes a determination under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro- 
priate committees of Congress, not later 
than 30 days before the transfer of the indi- 
vidual concerned, the following: 

(A) A copy of the determination and the 
waiver concerned. 

(B) A statement of the basis for the deter- 
mination, including— 

(i) an explanation why the transfer is in 
the national security interests of the United 
States; 

(ii) in the case of a waiver of paragraph (D) 
or (E) of subsection (b)(1), an explanation 
why it is not possible to certify that the 
risks addressed in the paragraph to be 
waived have been completely eliminated; and 

(iii) a classified summary of— 

(I) the individual’s record of cooperation 
while in the custody of or under the effective 
control of the Department of Defense; and 

(I) the agreements and mechanisms in 
place to provide for continuing cooperation. 

(C) A summary of the alternative actions 
to be taken to address the underlying pur- 
pose of, and to mitigate the risks addressed 
in, the paragraph or subsection to be waived. 

(D) The assessment required by subsection 
(b)(2). 

(e) RECORD OF COOPERATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In assessing the risk that 
an individual detained at Guantanamo will 
engage in terrorist activity or other actions 
that could affect the security of the United 
States if released for the purpose of making 
a certification under subsection (b) or a 
waiver under subsection (d), the Secretary of 
Defense may give favorable consideration to 
any such individual— 

(A) who has substantially cooperated with 
United States intelligence and law enforce- 
ment authorities, pursuant to a pre-trial 
agreement, while in the custody of or under 
the effective control of the Department of 
Defense; and 

(B) for whom agreements and effective 
mechanisms are in place, to the extent rel- 
evant and necessary, to provide for contin- 
ued cooperation with United States intel- 
ligence and law enforcement authorities. 

(2) REPORTS.—Each certification under sub- 
section (b) or report under subsection (d)(2) 
that includes an assessment in which favor- 
able consideration was given an individual as 
described in paragraph (1) shall also include 
the following: 

(A) A description of the cooperation for 
which favorable consideration was so given. 

(B) A description of operational outcomes, 
if any, affected by such cooperation. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(XA) The term “appropriate committees 
of Congress”? means— 

(i) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(ii) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives. 

(B) In connection with a certification made 
under subsection (b), the term also includes 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate and the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives, but 
only with respect to the submittal to such 
committees of a copy of the written memo- 
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randum of understanding concerned de- 
scribed in subsection (b)(2). 

(2) The term “individual detained at Guan- 
tanamo’’ means any individual located at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, as of October 1, 2009, who— 

(A) is not a citizen of the United States or 
a member of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(B) is— 

(i) in the custody or under the control of 
the Department of Defense; or 

(ii) otherwise under detention at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 

(3) The term “foreign terrorist organiza- 
tion” means any organization so designated 
by the Secretary of State under section 219 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1189). 

(4) The term “state sponsor of terrorism” 
has the meaning given that term in section 
301(13) of the Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, 
Accountability, and Divestment Act of 2010 
(22 U.S.C. 8541(13)). 

(g) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED REQUIREMENTS 
AND LIMITATIONS.—Section 1035 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 851; 10 
U.S.C. 801 note) is repealed. 

SEC. 1034. AUTHORITY TO TEMPORARILY TRANS- 
FER INDIVIDUALS DETAINED AT 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, TO THE 
UNITED STATES FOR EMERGENCY 
OR CRITICAL MEDICAL TREATMENT. 

(a) TRANSFER FOR EMERGENCY OR CRITICAL 
MEDICAL TREATMENT AUTHORIZED.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of this subtitle, 
or any other provision of law enacted after 
September 30, 2013, but subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary of Defense may tempo- 
rarily transfer any individual detained at 
Guantanamo to a Department of Defense 
medical facility in the United States for the 
sole purpose of providing the individual med- 
ical treatment if the Secretary determines 
that— 

(1) the Senior Medical Officer, Joint Task 
Force-Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, has deter- 
mined that the medical treatment is nec- 
essary to prevent death or imminent signifi- 
cant injury or harm to the health of the indi- 
vidual; 

(2) based on the recommendation of the 
Senior Medical Officer, Joint Task Force- 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, the medical treat- 
ment is not available to be provided at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, without incurring excessive and 
unreasonable costs; 

(3) the Department of Defense has provided 
for appropriate security measures for the 
custody and control of the individual during 
any period in which the individual is tempo- 
rarily in the United States under this sub- 
section; and 

(4) except in cases involving the especially 
immediate need for the provision of medical 
treatment to prevent death or imminent sig- 
nificant injury or harm to the health of the 
individual, the estimated aggregate cost of 
providing the individual medical treatment 
in a Department of Defense medical facility 
in the United States (including the cost of 
transferring and securing the individual in 
such facility during any period in which the 
individual is temporarily in the United 
States for treatment and the cost of treat- 
ment) would be less than the estimated cost 
of providing the individual such medical 
treatment at United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay. 

(b) NOTICE TO CONGRESS REQUIRED BEFORE 
TRANSFER.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the require- 
ments in subsection (a), an individual may 
not be temporarily transferred under the au- 
thority in that subsection unless the Sec- 
retary of Defense submits to the appropriate 
committees of Congress the notice described 
in paragraph (2)— 

(A) not later than 30 days before the date 
of the proposed transfer; or 

(B) if notice cannot be provided in accord- 
ance with subparagraph (A) because of an es- 
pecially immediate need for the provision of 
medical treatment to prevent death or immi- 
nent significant injury or harm to the health 
of the individual, as soon as is practicable, 
but not later than 5 days after the date of 
transfer. 

(2) NOTICE ELEMENTS.—The notice on the 
transfer of an individual under this sub- 
section shall include the following: 

(A) A statement of the basis for the deter- 
mination that the transfer is necessary to 
prevent death or imminent significant injury 
or harm to the health of the individual. 

(B) The specific Department of Defense 
medical facility that will provide medical 
treatment to the individual. 

(C) A description of the actions the Sec- 
retary determines have been taken, or will 
be taken, to address any risk to the public 
safety that could arise in connection with 
the provision of medical treatment to the in- 
dividual in the United States. 

(c) LIMITATION ON EXERCISE OF AUTHOR- 
ITY.—The authority of the Secretary of De- 
fense under subsection (a) may be exercised 
only by the Secretary of Defense or by an- 
other official of the Department of Defense 
at the level of Under Secretary of Defense or 
higher. 

(d) CONDITIONS OF TRANSFER.—An indi- 
vidual who is temporarily transferred under 
the authority in subsection (a) shall— 

(1) while in the United States, remain in 
the custody and control of the Secretary of 
Defense at all times; and 

(2) be returned to United States Naval Sta- 
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, as soon as fea- 
sible after a Department of Defense physi- 
cian determines that— 

(A) the individual is medically cleared to 
travel; and 

(B) in consultation with the Commander, 
Joint Task Force-Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
any necessary follow-up medical care may 
reasonably be provided the individual at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. 

(e) STATUS WHILE IN UNITED STATES.—An 
individual who is temporarily transferred 
under the authority in subsection (a), while 
in the United States— 

(1) shall be deemed at all times and in all 
respects to be in the uninterrupted custody 
of the Secretary of Defense, as though the 
individual remained physically at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba; 

(2) shall not at any time be subject to, and 
may not apply for or obtain, or be deemed to 
enjoy, any right, privilege, status, benefit, or 
eligibility for any benefit under any provi- 
sion of the immigration laws (as defined in 
section 101(a)(17) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(17)), or any 
other law or regulation; 

(3) shall not be permitted to avail himself 
of any right, privilege, or benefit of any law 
of the United States beyond those available 
to individuals detained at United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba; and 

(4) shall not, as a result of such transfer, 
have a change in any designation that may 
have attached to that detainee while de- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


tained at United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, pursuant to the Au- 
thorization for Use of Military Force (Public 
Law 107-40), as determined in accordance 
with applicable law and regulations.. 

(f) JUDICIAL REVIEW PRECLUDED.— 

(1) NO CREATION OF ENFORCEABLE RIGHTS.— 
Nothing in this section is intended to create 
any enforceable right or benefit, or any 
claim or cause of action, by any party 
against the United States, or any other per- 
son or entity. 

(2) LIMITATION ON JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Except 
as provided in paragraph (3), no court, jus- 
tice, or judge shall have jurisdiction to hear 
or consider any claim or action against the 
United States or its agents relating to any 
aspect of the detention, transfer, treatment, 
or conditions of confinement of an individual 
transferred under this section. 

(3) HABEAS CORPUS.— 

(A) JURISDICTION.—The United States Dis- 
trict Court for the District of Columbia shall 
have exclusive jurisdiction to consider an ap- 
plication for writ of habeas corpus chal- 
lenging the fact or duration of detention and 
seeking release from custody filed by or on 
behalf of an individual who is in the United 
States pursuant to a temporary transfer 
under subsection (a). Such jurisdiction shall 
be limited to that required by the Constitu- 
tion with respect to the fact or duration of 
detention. 

(B) SCOPE OF AUTHORITY.—A court order in 
a proceeding covered by paragraph (3) may 
not— 

(i) review, halt, or stay the return of the 
individual who is the object of the applica- 
tion to United States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba, including pursuant to sub- 
section (d); or 

(ii) order the release of the individual 
within the United States. 

(g) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall notify the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives of any temporary transfer of an 
individual under the authority in subsection 
(a) not later than 5 days after the transfer of 
the individual under that authority. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “appropriate committees of 
Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) The term “individual detained at Guan- 
tanamo” means any individual located at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, as of October 1, 2009, who— 

(A) is not a citizen of the United States or 
a member of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(B) is— 

(i) in the custody or under the control of 
the Department of Defense; or 

(ii) otherwise under detention at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 

SEC. 1035. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
TRANSFER OR RELEASE TO YEMEN 
OF INDIVIDUALS DETAINED AT 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no amounts authorized to be appro- 
priated by this Act or otherwise available for 
the Department of Defense may be used, dur- 
ing the period beginning on the date of the 
enactment of this Act and ending on Decem- 
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ber 31, 2016, to transfer, release, or assist in 
the transfer or release of any individual de- 
tained in the custody or under the control of 
the Department of Defense at United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, to 
the custody or control of the Republic of 
Yemen or any entity within Yemen. 


SEC. 1036. REPORT ON CURRENT DETAINEES AT 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, DETER- 
MINED OR ASSESSED TO BE HIGH 
RISK OR MEDIUM RISK. 


(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the appropriate committees and members of 
Congress a report, in unclassified form, set- 
ting forth a list of the individuals detained 
at Guantanamo as of the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act who have been determined 
or assessed by Joint Task Force Guanta- 
namo, at any time before the date of the re- 
port, to be a high-risk or medium-risk threat 
to the United States, its interests, or its al- 
lies. 


(b) ELEMENTS.—The report under sub- 
section (a) shall set forth, for each individual 
covered by the report, the following: 

(1) The name and country of origin. 

(2) The date on which first designated or 
assessed as a high-risk or medium-risk 
threat to the United States, its interests, or 
its allies. 

(3) Whether, as of the date of the report, 
currently designated or assessed as a high- 
risk or medium-risk threat to the United 
States, its interests, or its allies. 

(4) If the designation or assessment 
changed between the date specified pursuant 
to paragraph (2) and the date of the report, 
the year and month in which the designation 
or assessment changed and the designation 
or assessment to which changed. 

(5) To the extent practicable, without jeop- 
ardizing intelligence sources and methods— 

(A) prior actions in support of terrorism, 
hostile actions against the United States or 
its allies, gross violations of human rights, 
and other violations of international law; 
and 

(B) any affiliations with al Qaeda, al Qaeda 
affiliates, or other terrorist groups. 


(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “appropriate committees and 
members of Congress”? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen- 
ate; 

(B) the Majority Leader and the Minority 
Leader of the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(D) the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives and the Minority Leader of the House 
of Representatives. 

(2) The term “individual detained at Guan- 
tanamo” means any individual located at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, as of October 1, 2009, who— 

(A) is not a citizen of the United States or 
a member of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(B) is— 

(i) in the custody or under the control of 
the Department of Defense; or 

(ii) otherwise under detention at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 


8138 


SEC. 1037. REPORT TO CONGRESS ON MEMO- 
RANDA OF UNDERSTANDING WITH 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES REGARDING 
TRANSFER OF DETAINEES AT 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall transmit to 
the appropriate committees of Congress a re- 
port setting forth the written memorandum 
of understanding between the United States 
Government and the government of the for- 
eign country concerned regarding each indi- 
vidual detained at Guantanamo who was 
transferred to a foreign country during the 
18-month period ending on the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 

(2) STATEMENT ON LACK OF MOU.—If an indi- 
vidual detained at Guantanamo was trans- 
ferred to a foreign country during the period 
described in paragraph (1) and no memo- 
randum of understanding exists between the 
United States Government and the govern- 
ment of the foreign country regarding such 
individual, the report under paragraph (1) 
shall include an unclassified statement of 
that fact. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term ‘‘appropriate committees of 
Congress’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the Senate; 
and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the Perma- 
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives. 

(2) The term “individual detained at Guan- 
tanamo’’ means any individual located at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, as of October 1, 2009, who— 

(A) is not a citizen of the United States or 
a member of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(B) is— 

(i) in the custody or under the control of 
the Department of Defense; or 

(ii) otherwise under detention at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 

SEC. 1038. SEMIANNUAL REPORTS ON USE OF 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, AND ANY 
OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
OR BUREAU OF PRISONS PRISON OR 
OTHER DETENTION OR DISCIPLI- 
NARY FACILITY IN RECRUITMENT 
AND OTHER PROPAGANDA OF TER- 
RORIST ORGANIZATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than six months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and every six months thereafter, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall, in consultation with 
the Director of National Intelligence, submit 
to Congress a report on the use by terrorist 
organizations and their leaders of images 
and symbols relating to United States Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and any 
other Department of Defense or Bureau of 
Prisons prison or other detention or discipli- 
nary facility for recruitment and other prop- 
aganda purposes during the six-month period 
ending on the date of such report. Each re- 
port shall include the following: 

(1) A description and assessment of the ef- 
fectiveness of the use of such images and 
symbols for recruitment and other propa- 
ganda purposes. 

(2) A description and assessment of the ef- 
forts of the United States Government to 
counter the use of such images and symbols 
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for such purposes and to disseminate accu- 

rate information about such facilities. 

(b) ADDITIONAL MATERIAL IN FIRST RE- 
PORT.—The first report under subsection (a) 
shall include a description of the use by ter- 
rorist organizations and their leaders of im- 
ages and symbols relating to United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and 
any other Department of Defense or Bureau 
of Prisons prison or other detention or dis- 
ciplinary facility for recruitment and other 
propaganda purposes before the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 1039. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
AUTHORITY TO MAKE REWARDS FOR 
COMBATING TERRORISM. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO MAKE RE- 
WARDS THROUGH GOVERNMENT PERSONNEL OF 
ALLIED FORCES.—Subsection (c)(8)(C) of sec- 
tion 127b of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking “September 30, 2015” 
and inserting “December 31, 2016”. 

(b) MODIFICATION OF REPORTING REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—Subsection (f)(2) of such section is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (D); 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (E), (F), 
and (G), as subparagraphs (D), (E), and (F), 
respectively; and 

(3) in subparagraph (D), as redesignated by 
paragraph (2), by inserting before the period 
at the end the following: ‘‘, including in 
which countries the program is being oper- 
ated”. 

(c) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF COUNTRIES 
FOR WHICH REWARDS MAY BE PAID.—Such 
section is further amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsection: 

“(h) REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF COUNTRIES 
FOR WHICH REWARDS MAY BE PAID.—Not 
later than 15 days after the date on which 
the Secretary designates a country as a 
country in which an operation or activity of 
the armed forces is occurring in connection 
with which rewards may be paid under this 
section, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives a report on 
the designation. Each report shall include 
the following: 

“(1) The country so designated. 

““(2) The reason for the designation of the 
country. 

(3) A justification for the designation of 
the country for purposes of this section.”. 

(d) CHANGE OF SECTION HEADING TO RE- 
FLECT NAME OF PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The heading of such sec- 
tion is amended to read as follows: 

“$127b. Department of Defense Rewards Pro- 

gram”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 3 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relat- 
ing to section 127b and inserting the fol- 
lowing new item: 

“127b. Department of Defense Rewards Pro- 

gram.”. 

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous Authorities and 

Limitations 

SEC. 1041. ASSISTANCE TO SECURE THE SOUTH- 
ERN LAND BORDER OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall provide assistance to United States 
Customs and Border Protection for purposes 
of increasing ongoing efforts to secure the 
southern land border of the United States. 

(b) CONCURRENCE IN ASSISTANCE.—Assist- 
ance under subsection (a) shall be provided 
with the concurrence of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security. 

(c) TYPES OF ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The 
assistance provided under subsection (a) may 
include the following: 
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(1) Deployment of members and units of 
the regular and reserve components of the 
Armed Forces to the southern land border of 
the United States. 

(2) Deployment of manned aircraft, un- 
manned aerial surveillance systems, and 
ground-based surveillance systems to sup- 
port continuous surveillance of the southern 
land border of the United States. 

(3) Intelligence analysis support. 

(d) MATERIEL AND LOGISTICAL SUPPORT.— 
The Secretary of Defense is authorized to de- 
ploy such materiel and equipment and logis- 
tics support as is necessary to ensure the ef- 
fectiveness of assistance provided under sub- 
section (a). 

(e) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized 
to be appropriated for the Department of De- 
fense by this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
may use up to $75,000,000 to provide assist- 
ance under this section. 

(f) REPORTS.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
every 90 days thereafter, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees a report on any provision 
of assistance under subsection (a) during the 
90-day period ending on the date of such re- 
port. Each report shall include, for the pe- 
riod covered by such report, the following: 

(1) A description of the assistance pro- 
vided. 

(2) A description of the sources and 
amounts of funds used to provide such assist- 
ance. 

(3) A description of the amounts obligated 
to provide such assistance. 

SEC. 1042. PROTECTION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE INSTALLATIONS. 

(a) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AUTHORITY.— 
Chapter 159 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after section 2671 the 
following new section: 


“$2672. Protection of buildings, 
property, and persons 


““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall protect the buildings, grounds, 
and property that are under the jurisdiction, 
custody, or control of the Department of De- 
fense and the persons on that property. 

““(b) OFFICERS AND AGENTS.—(1)(A) The 
Secretary of Defense may designate military 
or civilian personnel of the Department of 
Defense as officers and agents to perform the 
functions of the Secretary under subsection 
(a), including, with regard to civilian officers 
and agents, duty in areas outside the prop- 
erty specified in that subsection to the ex- 
tent necessary to protect that property and 
persons on that property. 

““(B) A designation under subparagraph (A) 
may be made by individual, by position, by 
installation, or by such other category of 
personnel as the Secretary determines appro- 
priate. 

“(C) In making a designation under sub- 
paragraph (A) with respect to any category 
of personnel, the Secretary shall specify 
each of the following: 

““(i) The personnel or positions to be in- 
cluded in the category. 

“(ii) Which authorities provided for in 
paragraph (2) may be exercised by personnel 
in that category. 

““(iii) In the case of civilian personnel in 
that category— 

““(D) which authorities provided for in para- 
graph (2), if any, are authorized to be exer- 
cised outside the property specified in sub- 
section (a); and 

“(II) with respect to the exercise of any 
such authorities outside the property speci- 
fied in subsection (a), the circumstances 


grounds, 
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under which coordination with law enforce- 
ment officials outside of the Department of 
Defense should be sought in advance. 

““(D) The Secretary may make a designa- 
tion under subparagraph (A) only if the Sec- 
retary determines, with respect to the cat- 
egory of personnel to be covered by that des- 
ignation, that— 

““(i) the exercise of each specific authority 
provided for in paragraph (2) to be delegated 
to that category of personnel is necessary for 
the performance of the duties of the per- 
sonnel in that category and such duties can- 
not be performed as effectively without such 
authorities; and 

““(ii) the necessary and proper training for 
the authorities to be exercised is available to 
the personnel in that category. 

“(2) Subject to subsection (h) and to the 
extent specifically authorized by the Sec- 
retary, while engaged in the performance of 
official duties pursuant to this section, an 
officer or agent designated under this sub- 
section may— 

““(A) enforce Federal laws and regulations 
for the protection of persons and property; 

““(B) carry firearms; 

““(C) make arrests— 

““(i) without a warrant for any offense 
against the United States committed in the 
presence of the officer or agent; or 

““(ii) for any felony cognizable under the 
laws of the United States if the officer or 
agent has reasonable grounds to believe that 
the person to be arrested has committed or 
is committing a felony; 

““(D) serve warrants and subpoenas issued 
under the authority of the United States; 
and 

““(E) conduct investigations, on and off the 
property in question, of offenses that may 
have been committed against property under 
the jurisdiction, custody, or control of the 
Department of Defense or persons on such 
property. 

“(c) REGULATIONS.—(1) The Secretary of 
Defense may prescribe regulations, including 
traffic regulations, necessary for the protec- 
tion and administration of property under 
the jurisdiction, custody, or control of the 
Department of Defense and persons on that 
property. The regulations may include rea- 
sonable penalties, within the limits pre- 
scribed in paragraph (2), for violations of the 
regulations. The regulations shall be posted 
and remain posted in a conspicuous place on 
the property to which they apply. 

““(2) A person violating a regulation pre- 
scribed under this subsection shall be fined 
under title 18, imprisoned for not more than 
30 days, or both. 

““(d) LIMITATION ON DELEGATION OF AUTHOR- 
ITY.—The authority of the Secretary of De- 
fense under subsections (b) and (c) may be 
exercised only by the Secretary or the Dep- 
uty Secretary of Defense. 

““(e) DISPOSITION OF PERSONS ARRESTED.—A 
person who is arrested pursuant to authority 
exercised under subsection (b) may not be 
held in a military confinement facility, 
other than in the case of a person who is sub- 
ject to chapter 47 of this title (the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice). 

““(f) FACILITIES AND SERVICES OF OTHER 
AGENCIES.—In implementing this section, 
when the Secretary of Defense determines it 
to be economical and in the public interest, 
the Secretary may utilize the facilities and 
services of Federal, State, Indian tribal, and 
local law enforcement agencies, with the 
consent of those agencies, and may reim- 
burse those agencies for the use of their fa- 
cilities and services. Such services of State, 
Indian tribal, and local law enforcement, in- 
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cluding application of their powers of law en- 
forcement, may be provided notwithstanding 
that the property is subject to the legislative 
jurisdiction of the United States. 

“(g) AUTHORITY OUTSIDE FEDERAL PROP- 
ERTY.—For the protection of property under 
the jurisdiction, custody, or control of the 
Department of Defense and persons on that 
property, the Secretary of Defense may enter 
into agreements with Federal agencies and 
with State, Indian tribal, and local govern- 
ments to obtain authority for civilian offi- 
cers and agents designated under this section 
to enforce Federal laws and State, Indian 
tribal, and local laws concurrently with 
other Federal law enforcement officers and 
with State, Indian tribal, and local law en- 
forcement officers. 

“(h) ATTORNEY GENERAL APPROVAL.—The 
powers granted pursuant to subsection (b)(2) 
to officers and agents designated under sub- 
section (b)(1) shall be exercised in accord- 
ance with guidelines approved by the Attor- 
ney General. Such guidelines may include 
specification of the geographical extent of 
property outside of the property specified in 
subsection (a) within which those powers 
may be exercised. 

“(i) LIMITATION WITH REGARD TO OTHER 
FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Nothing in this section 
shall be construed as affecting the authority 
of the Secretary of Homeland Security to 
provide for the protection of facilities (in- 
cluding the buildings, grounds, and prop- 
erties of the General Services Administra- 
tion) that are under the jurisdiction, cus- 
tody, or control, in whole or in part, of a 
Federal agency other than the Department 
of Defense and that are located off of a mili- 
tary installation. 

““(3) COOPERATION WITH LOCAL LAW EN- 
FORCEMENT AGENCIES.—Before authorizing 
civilian officers and agents to perform duty 
in areas outside the property specified in 
subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense shall 
consult with, and is encouraged to enter into 
agreements with, local law enforcement 
agencies exercising jurisdiction over such 
areas for the purposes of avoiding conflicts 
of jurisdiction, promoting notification of 
planned law enforcement actions, and other- 
wise facilitating productive working rela- 
tionships. 

“(k) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC- 
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con- 
strued— 

“(1) to preclude or limit the authority of 
any Federal law enforcement agency; 

““(2) to restrict the authority of the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security under the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 or of the Ad- 
ministrator of General Services, including 
the authority to promulgate regulations af- 
fecting property under the custody and con- 
trol of that Secretary or the Administrator, 
respectively; 

““(3) to expand or limit section 21 of the In- 
ternal Security Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 797); 

“*(4) to affect chapter 47 of this title; 

““(5) to restrict any other authority of the 
Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a 
military department; or 

““(6) to restrict the authority of the Direc- 
tor of the National Security Agency under 
section 11 of the National Security Agency 
Act of 1959 (50 U.S.C. 3609).”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 159 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2671 the following 
new item: 


‘2672. Protection of buildings, grounds, prop- 
erty, and persons.”. 
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1043. STRATEGY TO PROTECT UNITED 
STATES NATIONAL SECURITY INTER- 
ESTS IN THE ARCTIC REGION. 

(a) REPORT ON STRATEGY REQUIRED.—Not 
later than one year after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act, the Secretary of De- 
fense shall submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees a report that sets forth an 
updated military strategy for the protection 
of United States national security interests 
in the Arctic region. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) A description of United States military 
interests in the Arctic region. 

(2) A description of operational plans and 
associated military requirements for the 
protection of United States national security 
interests in the Arctic region, including 
United States citizens, territory, freedom of 
navigation, and economic and trade inter- 
ests. 

(3) An identification of any operational 
seams and a plan to enhance unity of effort 
among the combatant commands with re- 
sponsibility for the Arctic region. 

(4) A description of the security environ- 
ment in the Arctic region, including the ac- 
tivities of foreign nations operating within 
the Arctic region. 

(5) A description of United States military 
capabilities required to implement the strat- 
egy required by subsection (a). 

(6) An identification of any capability gaps 
and resource gaps, including in installations, 
infrastructure, and personnel in the Arctic 
region, that would impact the implementa- 
tion of the strategy required by subsection 
(a) or the execution of any associated oper- 
ational plan, and a mitigation plan to ad- 
dress such gaps. 

(7) A plan to enhance military-to-military 
cooperation with partner nations that have 
mutual security interests in the Arctic re- 
gion. 

(c) FORM.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 
SEC. 1044. EXTENSION OF LIMITATIONS ON THE 

TRANSFER TO THE REGULAR ARMY 
OF AH-64 APACHE HELICOPTERS AS- 
SIGNED TO THE ARMY NATIONAL 
GUARD. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 1712 of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) is amended by 
striking “March 31, 2016” each place it ap- 
pears and inserting “September 30, 2016”. 

(b) READINESS OF AIRCRAFT AND PER- 
SONNEL.—Subsection (c) of such section is 
amended by striking “fiscal year 2015” and 
inserting “fiscal years 2015 and 2016”. 

SEC. 1045. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN PREVIOUSLY 
TRANSFERRED ARMY NATIONAL 
GUARD HELICOPTERS AS COUNTING 
AGAINST NUMBER TRANSFERRABLE 
UNDER EXCEPTION TO LIMITATION 
ON TRANSFER OF ARMY NATIONAL 
GUARD HELICOPTERS. 

(a) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Army shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees a 
report setting forth the number of AH-64D 
Apache helicopters that have been trans- 
ferred from the Army National Guard to the 
original equipment manufacturer for the 
purpose of remanufacture to the AH-64E 
Apache helicopter variant. 

(b) TREATMENT AS COUNTING AGAINST NUM- 
BER TRANSFERRABLE.—The Secretary of the 
Army shall treat the number of helicopters 
specified in the report under subsection (a) 
as counting against the total number of AH- 
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64 Apache helicopters that may be trans- 
ferred from the Army National Guard to the 
regular Army pursuant to subsection (e) of 
section 1712 of the Carl Levin and Howard B. 
“Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291; 128 Stat. 3668). 

(c) CONSTRUCTION WITH REQUIRED CERTIFI- 
CATION.—Nothing in this subsection may be 
construed to alter or terminate the require- 
ment for a certification by the Secretary of 
Defense pursuant to subsection (f) of section 
1712 of the Carl Levin and Howard B. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 as a precondition for any 
action under subsection (e) of such section. 
SEC. 1046. MANAGEMENT OF MILITARY TECHNI- 

CIANS. 

(a) CONVERSION OF CERTAIN MILITARY TECH- 
NICIAN (DUAL STATUS) POSITIONS TO CIVILIAN 
POSITIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall convert not fewer than 20 percent of 
the positions described in paragraph (2) as of 
January 1, 2017, from military technician 
(dual status) positions to positions filled by 
individuals who are employed under section 
3101 of title 5, United States Code, and are 
not military technicians. 

(2) COVERED POSITIONS.—The positions de- 
scribed in this paragraph are military tech- 
nician (dual status) positions as follows: 

(A) Military technician (dual status) posi- 
tions identified as general administration, 
clerical, and office service occupations in the 
report of the Secretary of Defense under sec- 
tion 519 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 
112-81; 125 Stat. 1397). 

(B) Such other military technician (dual 
status) positions as the Secretary shall 
specify for purposes of this subsection. 

(b) PHASED-IN TERMINATION OF ARMY RE- 
SERVE, AIR FORCE RESERVE, AND NATIONAL 
GUARD NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 10217 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

“(d) PHASED-IN TERMINATION OF POSI- 
TIONS.—(1) No individual may be newly hired 
or employed, or rehired or reemployed, as a 
non-dual status technician for the purposes 
of this section after December 31, 2016. 

“*(2) Commencing January 1, 2017, the max- 
imum number of non-dual status technicians 
employable by the Army Reserve and by the 
Air Force Reserve shall be reduced from the 
number otherwise provided by subsection 
(c)(1) by one for each individual who retires, 
is separated from, or otherwise ceases serv- 
ice as a non-dual status technician of the 
Army Reserve or the Air Force Reserve, as 
the case may be, after such date until the 
maximum number of non-dual status techni- 
cians employable by the Army Reserve or 
the Air Force Reserve, as the case may be, is 
zero. 

(8) Commencing January 1, 2017, the max- 
imum number of non-dual status technicians 
employable by the National Guard shall be 
reduced from the number otherwise provided 
by subsection (c)(2) by one for each indi- 
vidual who retires, is separated from, or oth- 
erwise ceases service as a non-dual status 
technician of the National Guard after such 
date until the maximum number of non-dual 
status technicians employable by the Na- 
tional Guard is zero. 

“(4) Any individual newly hired or em- 
ployed, or rehired or employed, to a position 
required to be filled by reason of the amend- 
ment made by paragraph (1) shall be an indi- 
vidual employed in such position under sec- 
tion 3101 of title 5, and may not be a military 
technician. 
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““(5) Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed to terminate the status as a non- 
dual status technician under this section 
after December 31, 2016, of any individual 
who is a non-dual status technician for the 
purposes of this section on that date.’’. 

(2) REPORT ON PHASED-IN TERMINATIONS.— 
Not later than February 1, 2016, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a 
report setting forth a plan for implementing 
the amendment made by paragraph (1). 

SEC. 1047. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON CONSIDER- 
ATION OF THE FULL RANGE OF DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE MANPOWER 
WORLDWIDE IN DECISIONS ON THE 
PROPER MIX OF MILITARY, CIVIL- 
IAN, AND CONTRACTOR PERSONNEL 
TO ACCOMPLISH THE NATIONAL DE- 
FENSE STRATEGY. 

It is the sense of Congress that, as the De- 
partment of Defense makes decisions on 
military end strength requests, proper sizing 
of the civilian workforce, and the proper mix 
of these sources of manpower with con- 
tractor personnel to accomplish the National 
Defense Strategy, the Secretary of Defense 
should consider the full range of manpower 
available to the Secretary in all locations 
worldwide in order to arrive at the proper 
mix and size of manpower to accomplish that 
Strategy without arbitrarily protecting or 
exempting any particular group or location 
of manpower. 

SEC. 1048. SENSE OF SENATE ON THE 
STATES MARINE CORPS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) As senior United States statesmen Dr. 
Henry Kissinger wrote in testimony sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Armed Services 
of the Senate on January 29, 2015, ‘‘[t]he 
United States has not faced a more diverse 
and complex array of crises since the end of 
the Second World War.”. 

(2) The rise of committed, non-state forces 
and near peer competitors has introduced de- 
stabilizing pressures around the globe. 

(3) Advances in information and weapons 
technology have reduced the time available 
for the United States to prepare for a re- 
spond to crises against either known or un- 
known threats. 

(4) The importance of the maritime domain 
cannot be overstated. As acknowledged in 
the March 2015 Navy, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Guard maritime strategy entitled “A 
Cooperative Strategy for 21st Century 
Seapower: Forward, Engaged, Ready”, 
“[o]Jceans are the lifeblood of the inter- 
connected global community. . .90 percent of 
trade by volume across the oceans. Approxi- 
mately 70 percent of the world's population 
lives within 100 miles of the coastline”. 

(5) In this global security environment, it 
is critical that the United States possess a 
maritime forces whose mission and ethos is 
readiness, a fight tonight force, forward de- 
ployed, that can respond immediately to 
emergent crises across the full range of mili- 
tary operations around the globe either from 
the sea or home station. 

(6) The need for such forces was recognized 
by the 82nd Congress during the Korean War, 
when it mandated a core mission for the Na- 
tion's leanest force, the Marine Corps, to be 
most ready when the nation is least ready. 

(7) In recognition of this continued need 
and the wisdom of the 82nd Congress, the 
Senate reaffirms section 5063 of title 10, 
United States Code, uniquely charging the 
United States Marine Corps with this respon- 
sibility. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the Marine Corps, within the Depart- 
ment of the Navy, should remain the Na- 


UNITED 


June 2, 2015 


tion’s expeditionary, crisis response force; 
and 

(2) as provided in section 5063 of title 10, 
United States Code, the Marine Corps 
should— 

(A) be organized to include no less than 
three combat divisions and three air wings, 
and such other land combat, aviation, and 
other services as may be organic to it; 

(B) be organized, trained, and equipped to 
provide fleet marine forces of combined 
arms, together with supporting air compo- 
nents, for service with the fleet in the sei- 
zure or defense of advanced naval bases and 
for the conduct of such land operations as 
may be essential to the prosecution of a 
naval campaign; and 

(C) provide detachments and organizations 
for service on armed vessels of the Navy, pro- 
vide security detachments for the protection 
of naval property at naval stations and 
bases, and perform such other duties as the 
President may direct; 

(D) develop, in coordination with the Army 
and the Air Force, those phases of amphib- 
ious operations that pertain to the tactics, 
techniques, and equipment used by landing 
forces; and 

(E) be responsible, in accordance with the 
integrated joint mobilization plans, for the 
expansion of peacetime components of the 
Marine Corps to meet the needs of war. 


Subtitle F—Studies and Reports 


SEC. 1061. REPEAL OF REPORTING REQUIRE- 
MENTS. 


(a) REPORTS UNDER TITLE 10, 
STATES CODE.— 

(1) ANNUAL REPORT ON GIFTS MADE FOR THE 
BENEFIT OF MILITARY MUSICAL UNITS.—Sec- 
tion 974(d) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking paragraph (3). 

(2) BIENNIAL REPORT ON SPACE SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY STRATEGY.—Section 2272(a) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking paragraph (5). 

(3) ANNUAL REPORT ON PRIZES FOR AD- 
VANCED TECHNOLOGY ACHIEVEMENTS.—Section 
2374a of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (e); and 

(B) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (e). 

(b) REPORTS UNDER PUBLIC LAW 113-66.— 

(1) REPORTS ON USE OF TEMPORARY AUTHORI- 
TIES FOR CERTAIN POSITIONS AT DOD RESEARCH 
AND ENGINEERING FACILITIES.—Section 1107 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2014 (10 U.S.C. 2358 note) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (g); and 

(B) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub- 
section (g). 

(2) ANNUAL REPORT ON ADVANCING SMALL 
BUSINESS GROWTH.—Section 1611 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2014 (127 Stat. 946) is amended by strik- 
ing subsection (d). 

(c) REPORTS UNDER PUBLIC LAW 112-239.— 

(1) ANNUAL REPORTS ON QUALITY ASSURANCE 
PROGRAMS FOR MEDICAL EVALUATION BOARDS 
AND PHYSICIAN EVALUATION BOARDS AND RE- 
LATED PERSONNEL.—Section 524 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1723; 
10 U.S.C. 1222 note) is amended by striking 
subsection (c). 

(2) ANNUAL IMPACT STATEMENT ON NUMBER 
OF MEMBERS IN INTEGRATED DISABILITY EVAL- 
UATION SYSTEM ON READINESS REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—Section 528 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (126 
Stat. 1725) is repealed. 
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(3) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON NOTICE ON UN- 
FUNDED PRIORITIES.—Section 1003 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2013 (126 Stat. 1903) is repealed. 

(d) ANNUAL UPDATES ON IMPLEMENTATION 
PLAN FOR WHOLE-OF-GOVERNMENT VISION 
PRESCRIBED IN THE NATIONAL SECURITY 
STRATEGY.—Section 1072 of the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 
(Public Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1592; 50 U.S.C. 
3043 note) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b); and 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (b). 

(e) REPORTS UNDER PUBLIC LAW 111-383.— 

(1) REPORTS ON DEFENSE RESEARCH AND DE- 
VELOPMENT RAPID INNOVATION PROGRAM.— 
Section 1073 of the Ike Skelton National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 
(Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4366; 10 U.S.C. 
2359 note) is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (f); and 

(B) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub- 
section (f). 

(2) REPORT ON TASK FORCE FOR BUSINESS 
AND STABILITY OPERATIONS IN AFGHANISTAN.— 
Section 1535(a) of the Ike Skelton National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2011 (124 Stat. 4426) is amended by striking 
paragraph (6). 

(f) ANNUAL REPORT ON THE ELECTRONIC 
WARFARE STRATEGY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE.—Section 1053 of National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Pub- 
lic Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2458) is repealed. 

(g) REPORTS UNDER PUBLIC LAW 110-417.— 

(1) MITIGATION OF POWER OUTAGE RISKS FOR 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FACILITIES AND AC- 
TIVITIES.—Section 335 of the Duncan Hunter 
Nation Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4422; 
10 U.S.C. 2911 note) is amended by striking 
subsection (c). 

(2) UPDATES OF INCREASES IN NUMBER OF 
UNITS OF JROTC.—Section 548 of the Duncan 
Hunter National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2009 (122 Stat. 4466) is amend- 
ed by striking subsection (e). 

(3) ANNUAL REPORTS ON CENTER OF EXCEL- 
LENCE ON TRAUMATIC EXTREMITY INJURIES AND 
AMPUTATIONS.—Section 723 of the Duncan 
Hunter National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2009 (122 Stat. 4508) is amend- 
ed by striking (d). 

(4) SEMI-ANNUAL REPORT ON STATUS OF NAVY 
NEXT GENERATION ENTERPRISE NETWORKS PRO- 
GRAM.—Section 1034 of the Duncan Hunter 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2009 (122 Stat. 4593) is hereby re- 
pealed. 

(h) REPORTS UNDER PUBLIC LAW 110-181.— 

(1) BIENNIAL UPDATE OF STRATEGIC MANAGE- 
MENT PLAN.—Section 904(d) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2008 (Public Law 110-181; 122 Stat. 275) is 
amended by striking paragraph (3). 

(2) REPORTS ON ACCESS OF RECOVERING 
SERVICEMEMBERS TO ADEQUATE OUTPATIENT 
RESIDENTIAL FACILITIES.—Section 1662 of the 
Wounded Warrior Act (title XVI of Public 
Law 110-181; 122 Stat. 479; 10 U.S.C. 1071 note) 
is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(a) REQUIRED INSPECTIONS 
OF FACILITIES.—’’; and 

(B) by striking subsection (b). 

(i) REPORTS UNDER PUBLIC LAW 109-364.— 

(1) ROADMAPS AND REPORTS ON HYPERSONICS 
DEVELOPMENT.—Section 218 of the John War- 
ner National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2007 (10 U.S.C. 2358 note) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (d), by striking paragraph 
(4); and 

(B) by striking subsection (f). 
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(2) UPDATES OF ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL EDU- 
CATIONAL AGENCIES EXPERIENCING GROWTH IN 
ENROLLMENT DUE TO FORCE STRUCTURE 
CHANGE AND OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES.—Section 
574 of the John Warner National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (20 
U.S.C. 7703b note) is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (c); and 

(B) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (c) and (d), respectively. 

(3) ANNUAL REPORT ON OVERHAUL, REPAIR, 
AND MAINTENANCE OF VESSELS UNDER ACQUISI- 
TION POLICY ON OBTAINING CARRIAGE BY VES- 
SEL.—Section 1017 of the John Warner Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2007 (120 Stat. 2379) is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (e); and 

(B) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub- 
section (e). 

(j) REPORTS ON ANNUAL REVIEW OF ROLES 
AND MISSIONS OF THE RESERVE COMPO- 
NENTS.—Section 513M) of the Ronald W. 
Reagan National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108-375; 118 
Stat. 1882; 10 U.S.C. 10101 note) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2); and 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (2). 

(k) ANNUAL SUBMITTAL OF INFORMATION RE- 
GARDING INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY CAPITAL 
ASSETS.—Section 351 of the Bob Stump Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2003 (Public Law 107-314; 10 U.S.C. 221 
note) is hereby repealed. 

(1) REPORTS ON EXPERIMENTAL PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM FOR SCIENTIFIC AND 
TECHNICAL PERSONNEL.—Section 1101 of the 
Strom Thurmond National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (5 U.S.C. 3104 
note) is amended by striking subsection (g). 
SEC. 1062. TERMINATION OF REQUIREMENT FOR 

SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS OF RE- 
PORTS REQUIRED OF THE DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE BY STATUTE. 

(a) TERMINATION.—Effective on the date 
that is two years after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, each report described in 
subsection (b) that is still required to be sub- 
mitted to Congress as of such effective date 
shall no longer be required to be submitted 
to Congress. 

(b) COVERED REPORTS.—A report described 
in this subsection is a report that is required 
to be submitted to Congress by the Depart- 
ment of Defense, or by any officer, official, 
component, or element of the Department, 
by a provision of statute (including title 10, 
United States Code, and any annual national 
defense authorization Act) as of April 1, 2015. 
SEC. 1063. ANNUAL SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS OF 

MUNITIONS ASSESSMENTS. 

Not later than March 1, 2016, and each year 
thereafter, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees each of the following: 

(1) The most current Munitions Assess- 
ments, as defined by Department of Defense 
Instruction Number 3000.04, relating to the 
Department of Defense munitions process. 

(2) The most current Sufficiency Assess- 
ments, as defined by that Department of De- 
fense Instruction. 

(3) The most current approved memo- 
randum of the Joint Requirements Oversight 
Council resulting from the Munitions Re- 
quirements Process (MRP). 

SEC. 1064. POTENTIAL ROLE FOR UNITED STATES 
GROUND FORCES IN THE PACIFIC 
THEATER. 

(a) GENERAL ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
shall jointly conduct a comprehensive oper- 
ational assessment of a potential future role 
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for United States ground forces in the island 
chains of the western Pacific in creating 
anti-access and area denial capabilities in 
cooperation with host nations in order to 
deter and defeat aggression in the western 
Pacific region. 

(2) CAPABILITIES TO BE EXAMINED.—In con- 
ducting the assessment, the Secretary and 
the Chairman shall assess the feasibility and 
potential effectiveness of the deployment by 
United States ground forces, jointly with 
host nations, of the following: 

(A) Anti-ship mines and mobile missiles as 
a means of neutralizing adversary naval 
forces, including amphibious forces, and in- 
hibiting their movement, and protecting the 
shores of host nations and friendly naval 
forces and supply operations. 

(B) Mobile air defense surveillance and 
missile systems to protect host-nation terri- 
tory and ground, naval, and air forces, and to 
deny access to defended airspace by adver- 
saries. 

(C) Electronic warfare capabilities to sup- 
port air and naval operations. 

(D) Hardened ground-based communica- 
tions capabilities for host-nation defense and 
for augmentation and extension of naval, air, 
and satellite communications. 

(E) Maneuver forces to assist in host-na- 
tion defense, deny access to adversaries, and 
provide security for air and naval deploy- 
ments. 

(b) GEOPOLITICAL IMPACT OF ENHANCED 
GROUND FORCE ROLE.—The Secretary and the 
Chairman shall also jointly assess the poten- 
tial geopolitical impact on the United States 
posture in the Pacific theater of a strategy 
of long-term engagement by United States 
ground forces with the island nations of the 
western Pacific to enhance United States 
strategic relationships with potential part- 
ners in the region. 

(c) TYPES OF ANALYSES To BE CoN- 
DUCTED.—The Secretary and the Chairman 
shall conduct the assessment required by 
subsection (a) using operations research 
methods and war gaming, in addition to his- 
torical analysis of the use of ground forces 
by the United States and Japan in the Pa- 
cific theater during World War II. 

(d) RESOURCES.—In conducting the assess- 
ment required by subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary and the Chairman shall use the fol- 
lowing, as appropriate: 

(1) The United States Pacific Command. 

(2) The Joint Requirements and Analysis 
Division and the war gaming resources of the 
Warfighting Analysis Division of the Force 
Structure, Resources, and Assessment Direc- 
torate of the Joint Staff, augmented as nec- 
essary and appropriate from the war colleges 
of the military departments. 

(3) The Office of Net Assessment. 

(4) Appropriate Federally funded research 
and development centers (FFRDCs). 

(e) COMPLETION DATE.—The assessments re- 
quired by this section shall be completed not 
later than one year after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act 

(f) BRIEFING OF CONGRESS.—Upon the com- 
pletion of the assessments required by this 
section, the Secretary and the Chairman 
shall provide a briefing on the assessments 
to— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 
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Subtitle G—Other Matters 
SEC. 1081. TECHNICAL AND CLERICAL AMEND- 
MENTS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS To TITLE 10, UNITED 
STATES CODE.—Title 10, United States Code, 
is amended as follows: 

(1) The tables of chapters at the beginning 
of subtitle A, and at the beginning of part I 
of such subtitle, are each amended by strik- 
ing the item relating to chapter 19 and in- 
serting the following new item: 

“19. Cyber Matters .................ccceeeeeees 391”. 


(2) The heading of section 130e is amended 
to read as follows: 
“$130e. Treatment under Freedom of Infor- 
mation Act of certain critical infrastruc- 
ture security information”. 


(3) The heading of section 153(a)(5) is 
amended to read as follows: ‘‘ JOINT FORCE DE- 
VELOPMENT ACTIVITIES.—”. 

(4) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 19 is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 391 and inserting the fol- 
lowing new item: 

‘391. Reporting on cyber incidents with re- 
spect to networks and informa- 
tion systems of operationally 
critical contractors and certain 
other contractors.”. 


(5) The table of sections at the beginning of 
subchapter I of chapter 21 is amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 429 
the following new item: 

‘430. Tactical exploitation of national capa- 
bilities executive agent.”. 


(6) Section 2006a is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking “August, 
1” and inserting “August 1”; and 

(B) by striking “the such program or au- 
thorities” and inserting “the program”. 

(7) Sections 2222(j)(5), 2223(c)(3), and 2315 
are each amended by striking “section 
3552(b)(5)” and inserting “section 3552(b)(6)”. 

(8) Section 2229(d)(1) is amended by strik- 
ing “certification” and inserting ‘‘a certifi- 
cation”. 

(9) Section 2679, as transferred, redesig- 
nated, and amended by section 351 of the 
Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 
3346), is amended in subsection (a)(1) by 
striking ‘‘with’’ before ‘‘, on a sole source”. 

(10) Section 2684(d)(1) is amended by strik- 
ing “section 101(a) of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470a(a))” and in- 
serting “section 302101 of title 54”. 

(11) Section 2687a(d)(2) is amended by in- 
serting “fair market” before “value”. 

(12) Section 2926, as added and amended by 
section 901(g) of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (128 Stat. 
3464), is amended in subsections (a), (b), (c), 
and (d) by striking “for Installations, En- 
ergy,” each place it appears and inserting 
“for Energy, Installations,”. 

(13) Section 9314a(b) is amended by striking 
“only so long at” and inserting “only so long 
as”. 

(b) NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015.—Effective as of De- 
cember 19, 2014, and as if included therein as 
enacted, the Carl Levin and Howard P. 
“Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291) is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 351(b)(1) (128 Stat. 3346) is 
amended by striking the period at the end of 
subparagraph (C) and inserting “; and”. 

(2) Section 901(g)(1)(F) (128 Stat. 3465) is 
amended by inserting “paragraph (4) of” be- 
fore “subsection (b) of section 2926”. 
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(3) Section 1072(a)(2) (128 Stat. 3516) is 
amended by inserting ““in the table of sec- 
tions” before ‘‘at the beginning of”. 

(4) Section 1079(a)(1) (128 Stat. 3561) is 
amended by striking “section 12102 of title 
42, United States Code” and inserting ‘‘sec- 
tion 3 of the Americans with Disabilities Act 
of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12102)”. 

(5) Section 1104(b)(2) (128 Stat. 3526) is 
amended by striking “paragraph (2)” and in- 
serting “paragraph (1)(A)’’. 

(6) Section 1208 (128 Stat. 3551) is amended 
by striking “of Fiscal Year” each place it ap- 
pears and inserting “for Fiscal Year”. 

(7) Section 2803(a) (128 Stat. 3696) is amend- 
ed in paragraph (2) of the subsection (f) being 
added by the amendment to be made by that 
section by inserting “section” before ‘‘1105 of 
title 31”. 

(8) Section 2832(c)(3) (128 Stat. 3704) is 
amended by striking “United State Code” 
and inserting “United States Code”. 

(9) Section 3006(i) (128 Stat. 3744) is amend- 
ed— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking “Section 
8” and inserting “Section 18”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘S1/2 N1/2 
SE” and inserting ‘‘S1/2 N1/2 SE1/4’’. 

(10) Section 3023 (128 Stat. 3762) is amend- 
ed— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (3) as paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respec- 
tively; 

(B) in paragraph (2), as so redesignated, in 
the matter being added by subparagraph 
(C)— 

(i) by inserting “has been waived,” after 
“expired,”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘the permit or lease re- 
quired” and inserting “the allotment man- 
agement plan, permit, or lease required”; 

(C) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, in 
the matter being added as subsection (h)(1)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘a grazing permit or lease” 
in the matter preceding subparagraph (A) of 
such subsection and inserting ‘‘an allotment 
management plan or grazing permit or 
lease”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A) of such subsection, 
by striking ‘‘permit or lease” and inserting 
“allotment management plan, permit, or 
lease”; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (B)(i) of such sub- 
section, by striking “lease or permit” and 
inserting ‘‘allotment management plan, per- 
mit, or lease””; and 

(D) by inserting before paragraph (2), as so 
redesignated, the following new paragraph: 

““(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘by the 
Secretary of Agriculture, with respect to 
lands within National Forests in the sixteen 
contiguous Western States’ and inserting ‘on 
National Forest System land by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture (notwithstanding, for 
purposes of this section, the definition in 
section 103(p));”. 

(11) Section 3024 (16 U.S.C. 6214; 128 Stat. 
3764) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (e), by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: “report 
using National Median Price values””; and 

(B) in subsection (f)(3)— 

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking “by 
regulation establish criteria pursuant to 
which the annual fee determined in accord- 
ance with this section may be suspended or 
reduced temporarily” and inserting “provide 
for suspension or reduction temporarily of 
the annual fee determined in accordance 
with this section’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking “by 
regulation”. 

(c) NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014.—Section 1709(b) of the 
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National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 
962; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) is amended— 

(1) by striking “RETALIATION AND PER- 
SONNEL ACTION DESCRIBED.—” and all that 
follows through “For purposes of the” and 
inserting ‘‘RETALIATION DESCRIBED.—For 
purposes of the”; 

(2) by striking ‘‘at a minimum—” and that 
follows through “ostracism'” and inserting 
“at a minimum ostracism”; and 

(3) by striking paragraph (2). 

(d) NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2009.—Section 948(d)(1) of 
the Duncan Hunter National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public 
Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4578) by striking the 
second period at the end of the first sen- 
tence. 

(e) NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005.—Section 1208(f)(2) of 
the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public 
Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 2086), as amended by 
section 1202(a) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public 
Law 110-181; 122 Stat. 363) and section 1202(c) 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 123 
Stat 2512), is further amended— 

(1) by redesignating the paragraphs (1) 
through (8) added by section 1202(c) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 123 Stat 
2512) as subparagraphs (A) through (H), re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by moving the margins of such subpara- 
graphs, as so redesignated, two ems to the 
right. 

(f) COORDINATION WITH OTHER AMENDMENTS 
MADE BY THIS ACT.—For purposes of apply- 
ing amendments made by provisions of this 
Act other than this section, the amendments 
made by this section shall be treated as hav- 
ing been enacted immediately before any 
such amendments by other provisions of this 
Act. 

SEC. 1082. AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE TRAINING 
AND SUPPORT TO PERSONNEL OF 
FOREIGN MINISTRIES OF DEFENSE. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 1081 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2012 (10 U.S.C. 168 note), as amended by 
section 1047 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. 
“Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291), is further amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) 
through (e) as subsections (c) through (f), re- 
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (b): 

““(b) TRAINING OF PERSONNEL OF FOREIGN 
MINISTRIES WITH SECURITY MISSIONS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may, with the concurrence of the Secretary 
of State, carry out a program to provide 
training and associated training support 
services to personnel of foreign ministries of 
defense (or ministries with security force 
oversight) or regional organizations with se- 
curity missions— 

““(A) for the purpose of— 

““(i) enhancing civilian oversight of foreign 
security forces; 

““(ii) establishing responsible defense gov- 
ernance and internal controls in order to 
help build effective, transparent, and ac- 
countable defense institutions; 

“(iii) assessing organizational weaknesses 
and establishing a roadmap for addressing 
shortfalls; and 

“(iv) enhancing ministerial, general or 
joint staff, or service level core management 
competencies; and 
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““(B) for such other purposes as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate, consistent with 
the authority in subsection (a). 

“*(2) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—Each fiscal year 
quarter, the Secretary of Defense shall sub- 
mit to the appropriate committees of Con- 
gress a report on activities under the pro- 
gram under paragraph (1) during the pre- 
ceding fiscal year quarter. Each report shall 
include, for the fiscal year quarter covered 
by such report, the following: 

“(A) A list of activities under the program. 

““(B) A list of any organization described in 
paragraph (1) to which the Secretary as- 
signed employees under the program, includ- 
ing the number of such employees so as- 
signed, the duration of each assignment, a 
brief description of each assigned employee's 
activities, and a statement of the cost of 
each assignment. 

““(C) A comprehensive justification of any 
activities conducted pursuant to paragraph 
(1)(B).””. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such sec- 
tion is further amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘MIN- 
ISTRY OF DEFENSE ADVISOR” before “AUTHOR- 
ITY”; 

(2) in subsections (d) and (e), as redesig- 
nated by subsection (a)(1) of this section, by 
striking ‘‘the Committees on Armed Services 
and Foreign Relations of the Senate and the 
Armed Services and Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives’? and inserting 
“the appropriate committees of Congress”; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘(¢) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘appropriate committees of Congress’ 
means— 

““(1) the Committees on Armed Services 
and Foreign Relations of the Senate; and 

“(2) the Committees on Armed Services 
and Foreign Affairs of the House of Rep- 
resentatives.”. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO SECTION 
HEADING TO REFLECT NAME OF PROGRAM.— 
The heading of such section is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 1081. DEFENSE INSTITUTION CAPACITY 
BUILDING PROGRAM.”. 

SEC. 1083. EXPANSION OF OUTREACH FOR VET- 
ERANS TRANSITIONING FROM SERV- 
ING ON ACTIVE DUTY. 

(a) EXPANSION OF PILOT PROGRAM.—Sub- 
section (c)(2) of section 5 of the Clay Hunt 
Suicide Prevention for American Veterans 
Act (Public Law 114-2; 38 U.S.C. 1712A note) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(E) conducts outreach to individuals 
transitioning from serving on active duty in 
the Armed Forces who are participating in 
the Transition Assistance Program of the 
Department of Defense or other similar tran- 
sition programs to inform such individuals of 
the community oriented veteran peer sup- 
port network under paragraph (1) and other 
support programs and opportunities that are 
available to such individuals.”. 

(b) INCLUSION OF INFORMATION IN INTERIM 
REPORT.—Subsection (d)(1) of such section is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘; and” 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 
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““(E) the number of veterans who— 

“(i) received outreach from the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs while serving on ac- 
tive duty as a member of the Armed Forces; 
and 

““(ii) participated in a peer support pro- 
gram under the pilot program for veterans 
transitioning from serving on active duty.”. 
SEC. 1084. MODIFICATION OF CERTAIN REQUIRE- 

MENTS APPLICABLE TO MAJOR 
MEDICAL FACILITY LEASE FOR A DE- 
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
OUTPATIENT CLINIC IN TULSA, 
OKLAHOMA. 

Section 601(b) of the Veterans Access, 
Choice, and Accountability Act of 2014 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-146; 128 Stat. 1793) is amended— 

(1) by striking out “IN TULSA.—” and all 
that follows through “In carrying out” and 
inserting “IN TULSA.—In carrying out”; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2); 

(3) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (E) as paragraphs (1) through (5), re- 
spectively, and adjusting the indentation of 
the margin of such paragraphs, as so redesig- 
nated, two ems to the left; 

(4) in paragraph (1), as so redesignated, by 
striking “140,000 gross square feet” and in- 
serting “140,000 net usable square feet””; 

(5) in paragraph (2), as so redesignated, by 
striking “not more than the average” and all 
that follows and inserting “not more than 
the average of equivalent medical facility 
leases executed by the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs over the last five years, plus 20 
percent;”; and 

(6) in paragraph (5), as so redesignated, by 
striking ““30-year life cycle” and inserting 
‘20-year life cycle”. 

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL 
MATTERS 
SEC. 1101. REQUIRED PROBATIONARY PERIOD 
FOR NEW EMPLOYEES OF THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) REQUIRED PROBATIONARY PERIOD.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 81 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 


“$ 1599e. Probationary period for employees 


“(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sec- 
tions 3321 and 3393(d) of title 5, the appoint- 
ment of a covered employee shall become 
final only after such employee has served a 
probationary period of two years. The Sec- 
retary of the military department concerned 
may extend a probationary period under this 
subsection at the discretion of such Sec- 
retary. 

““(b) COVERED EMPLOYEE DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘covered employee’ means 
any individual— 

“(1) appointed to a permanent position 
within the competitive service at the De- 
partment of Defense; or 

“*(2) appointed as a career appointee (as 
that term is defined in section 3182(a)(4) of 
title 5) within the Senior Executive Service 
at the Department. 

““(c) EMPLOYMENT BECOMES FINAL.—Upon 
the expiration of a covered employee’s pro- 
bationary period under subsection (a), the 
supervisor of the employee shall determine 
whether the appointment becomes final 
based on regulations prescribed for such pur- 
pose by the Secretary.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 81 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 


“1599e. Probationary period for employees.”. 


(b) APPLICATION.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply to any covered 
employee (as that term is defined in section 
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1599e of title 10, United States Code, as added 

by such subsection) appointed after the date 

of the enactment of this section. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in section 3321(c)— 

(A) by striking “Service or’’ and inserting 
“Service,””; and 

(B) by inserting at the end before the pe- 
riod the following: ‘‘, or any individual cov- 
ered by section 1599e of title 10”; and 

(2) in section 3393(d), by adding at the end 
the following: ““The preceding sentence shall 
not apply to any individual covered by sec- 
tion 1599e of title 10.”. 

SEC. 1102. DELAY OF PERIODIC STEP INCREASE 
FOR CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE BASED 
UPON UNACCEPTABLE PERFORM- 
ANCE. 

(a) DELAY.—Under procedures established 
by the Secretary of Defense, upon a deter- 
mination by the Secretary that the work of 
an employee is not at an acceptable level of 
competence, the period of time during which 
the work of the employee is not at an accept- 
able level of competence shall not count to- 
ward completion of the period of service re- 
quired for purposes of subsection (a) of sec- 
tion 5335 of title 5, United States Code, or 
subsection (e)(1) or (e)(2) of section 5343 of 
such title. 

(b) APPLICABILITY TO PERIODS OF SERV- 
ICE.—Subsection (a) shall not apply with re- 
spect to any period of service performed be- 
fore the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 1103. PROCEDURES FOR REDUCTION IN 

FORCE OF DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE CIVILIAN PERSONNEL. 

Section 1597 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(f) REDUCTIONS BASED PRIMARILY ON PER- 
FORMANCE.—The Secretary of Defense shall 
establish procedures to provide that, in im- 
plementing any reduction in force for civil- 
ian positions in the Department of Defense 
in the competitive service or the excepted 
service, the determination of which employ- 
ees shall be separated from employment in 
the Department shall be made primarily on 
the basis of performance, as determined 
under any applicable performance manage- 
ment system.”. 

SEC. 1104. UNITED STATES CYBER COMMAND 
WORKFORCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 81 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$ 1599e. United States Cyber Command re- 

cruitment and retention 

“(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—(1) The Sec- 
retary of Defense may— 

““(A) establish, as positions in the excepted 
service, such qualified positions in the De- 
partment as the Secretary determines nec- 
essary to carry out the responsibilities of the 
United States Cyber Command including— 

““(i) staff of the headquarters of the United 
States Cyber Command provided to the Com- 
mand by the Air Force; 

““(ii) elements of the United States Cyber 
Command enterprise relating to cyberspace 
operations; 

““(iii) elements of the United States Cyber 
Command provided by the armed forces; and 

““(iv) positions formerly identified as— 

““(D senior level positions designated under 
section 5376 of title 5; and 

“(II) positions in the Senior Executive 
Service; 

““(B) appoint an individual to a qualified 
position (after taking into consideration the 
availability of preference eligibles for ap- 
pointment to the position); and 
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““(C) subject to the requirements of sub- 
sections (b) and (c), fix the compensation of 
an individual for service in a qualified posi- 
tion. 

“(2) The authority of the Secretary under 
this subsection applies without regard to the 
provisions of any other law relating to the 
appointment, number, classification, or com- 
pensation of employees. 

“(b) Basic PAY.—(1) In accordance with 
this section, the Secretary shall fix the rates 
of basic pay for any qualified position estab- 
lished under subsection (a)— 

““(A) in relation to the rates of pay pro- 
vided for employees in comparable positions 
in the Department, in which the incumbent 
performs, manages, or supervises functions 
that execute the cyber mission of the De- 
partment; and 

““(B) subject to the same limitations on 
maximum rates of pay established for such 
employees by law or regulation. 

“*(2) The Secretary may— 

““(A) consistent with section 5341 of title 5, 
adopt such provisions of that title as provide 
for prevailing rate systems of basic pay; and 

““(B) apply those provisions to qualified po- 
sitions for employees in or under which the 
Department may employ individuals de- 
scribed by section 5342(a)(2)(A) of such title. 

“(c) ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION, INCEN- 
TIVES, AND ALLOWANCES.—(1) The Secretary 
may provide employees in qualified positions 
compensation (in addition to basic pay), in- 
cluding benefits, incentives, and allowances, 
consistent with, and not in excess of the 
level authorized for, comparable positions 
authorized by title 5. 

““(2) An employee in a qualified position 
whose rate of basic pay is fixed under sub- 
section (b)(1) shall be eligible for an allow- 
ance under section 5941 of title 5 on the same 
basis and to the same extent as if the em- 
ployee was an employee covered by such sec- 
tion, including eligibility conditions, allow- 
ance rates, and all other terms and condi- 
tions in law or regulation. 

“(d) PLAN FOR EXECUTION OF AUTHORI- 
TIES.—Not later than 120 days after the date 
of enactment of this section, the Secretary 
shall submit a report to the appropriate 
committees of Congress with a plan for the 
use of the authorities provided under this 
section. 

“(e) COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREE- 
MENTS.—Nothing in subsection (a) may be 
construed to impair the continued effective- 
ness of a collective bargaining agreement 
with respect to an office, component, sub- 
component, or equivalent of the Department 
that is a successor to an office, component, 
subcomponent, or equivalent of the Depart- 
ment covered by the agreement before the 
succession. 

“(f) REQUIRED REGULATIONS.—The Sec- 
retary, in coordination with the Director of 
the Office of Personnel Management, shall 
prescribe regulations for the administration 
of this section. 

““(g) ANNUAL REPORT.—(1) Not later than 
one year after the date of the enactment of 
this section and not less frequently than 
once each year thereafter until the date that 
is five years after the date of the enactment 
of this section, the Director of the Office of 
Personnel Management, in coordination with 
the Secretary, shall submit to the appro- 
priate committees of Congress a detailed re- 
port on the administration of this section 
during the most recent one-year period. 

““(2) Each report submitted under para- 
graph (1) shall include, for the period covered 
by the report, the following: 

“(A) A discussion of the process used in ac- 
cepting applications, assessing candidates, 
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ensuring adherence to veterans’ preference, 
and selecting applicants for vacancies to be 
filled by an individual for a qualified posi- 
tion. 

“(B) A description of the following: 

“G) How the Secretary plans to fulfill the 
critical need of the Department to recruit 
and retain employees in qualified positions. 

““(ii) The measures that will be used to 
measure progress. 

““(iii) Any actions taken during the report- 
ing period to fulfill such critical need. 

“(C) A discussion of how the planning and 
actions taken under subparagraph (B) are in- 
tegrated into the strategic workforce plan- 
ning of the Department. 

““(D) The metrics on actions occurring dur- 
ing the reporting period, including the fol- 
lowing: 

“G) The number of employees in qualified 
positions hired, disaggregated by occupation, 
grade, and level or pay band. 

“Gi) The placement of employees in quali- 
fied positions, disaggregated by directorate 
and office within the Department. 

““(iii) The total number of veterans hired. 

““(iv) The number of separations of employ- 
ees in qualified positions, disaggregated by 
occupation and grade and level or pay band. 

““(v) The number of retirements of employ- 
ees in qualified positions, disaggregated by 
occupation, grade, and level or pay band. 

““(vi) The number and amounts of recruit- 
ment, relocation, and retention incentives 
paid to employees in qualified positions, 
disaggregated by occupation, grade, and 
level or pay band. 

““(E) A description of the training provided 
to supervisors of employees in qualified posi- 
tions at the Department on the use of the 
new authorities. 


“(h) THREE-YEAR PROBATIONARY PERIOD.— 
The probationary period for all employees 
hired under the authority established in this 
section shall be three years. 


“(i) INCUMBENTS OF EXISTING COMPETITIVE 
SERVICE POSITIONS.—(1) An individual serv- 
ing in a position on the date of enactment of 
this section that is selected to be converted 
to a position in the excepted service under 
this section shall have the right to refuse 
such conversion. 


““(2) After the date on which an individual 
who refuses a conversion under paragraph (1) 
stops serving in the position selected to be 
converted, the position may be converted to 
a position in the excepted service. 


“*(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘appropriate committees of 
Congress’ means— 

“(A) the Committee on Armed Services, 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs, and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate; and 

““(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 

““(2) The term ‘collective bargaining agree- 
ment’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 7103(a)(8) of title 5. 

(3) The term ‘excepted service’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 2103 of 
title 5. 

“*(4) The term ‘preference eligible’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 2108 of 
title 5. 

“*(5) The term ‘qualified position’ means a 
position, designated by the Secretary for the 
purpose of this section, in which the incum- 
bent performs, manages, or supervises func- 
tions that execute the responsibilities of the 
United States Cyber Command relating to 
cyber operations. 
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““(6) The term ‘Senior Executive Service’ 
has the meaning given that term in section 
2101a of title 5.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
3132(a)(2) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended in the matter following subpara- 
graph (E)— 

(1) in clause (ii), by striking 
end; 

(2) in clause (iii), by inserting 
the semicolon; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (iii) the fol- 
lowing new clause: 

“(iv) any position established as a quali- 
fied position in the excepted service by the 
Secretary of Defense under section 1599e of 
title 10;”. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 81 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
1599d the following new item: 

“*1599e. United States Cyber Command re- 

cruitment and retention.”. 

SEC. 1105. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY 
TO WAIVE ANNUAL LIMITATION ON 
PREMIUM PAY AND AGGREGATE 
LIMITATION ON PAY FOR FEDERAL 
CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES WORKING 
OVERSEAS. 

Effective January 1, 2016, section 1101(a) of 
the Duncan Hunter National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public 
Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4615), as most recently 
amended by section 1101 of the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
(Public Law 113-291), is further amended by 
striking “through 2015” and inserting 
“through 2016”. 

SEC. 1106. FIVE-YEAR EXTENSION OF EXPEDITED 
HIRING AUTHORITY FOR DES- 
IGNATED DEFENSE ACQUISITION 
WORKFORCE POSITIONS. 

Section 1705(g)(2) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 
2017” and inserting “September 30, 2022”. 
SEC. 1107. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF DISCRE- 

TIONARY AUTHORITY TO GRANT AL- 
LOWANCES, BENEFITS, AND GRATU- 
ITIES TO CIVILIAN PERSONNEL ON 
OFFICIAL DUTY IN A COMBAT ZONE. 

Paragraph (2) of section 1603(a) of the 
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations 
Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, 
and Hurricane Recovery, 2006 (Public Law 
109-234; 120 Stat. 443), as added by section 
1102 of the Duncan Hunter National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Pub- 
lic Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4616) and most re- 
cently amended by section 1102 of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291), is further 
amended by striking “2016” and inserting 
“2017”. 

SEC. 1108. EXTENSION OF RATE OF OVERTIME 
PAY FOR DEPARTMENT OF THE 
NAVY EMPLOYEES PERFORMING 
WORK ABOARD OR DOCKSIDE IN 
SUPPORT OF THE NUCLEAR-POW- 
ERED AIRCRAFT CARRIER FORWARD 
DEPLOYED IN JAPAN. 

Section 5542(a)(6)(B) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2015” and inserting “September 
30, 2017”. 

SEC. 1109. EXPANSION OF TEMPORARY AUTHOR- 
ITY TO MAKE DIRECT APPOINT- 
MENTS OF CANDIDATES POS- 
SESSING BACHELOR'S DEGREES TO 
SCIENTIFIC AND ENGINEERING PO- 
SITIONS AT SCIENCE AND TECH- 
NOLOGY REINVENTION LABORA- 
TORIES. 

(a) EXPANSION.—Section 1107(c)(1) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2014 (10 U.S.C. 2358 note) is amended 


“or” at the 


“or” after 
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by striking ‘‘3 percent” and inserting ‘‘5 per- 

cent”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
January 1, 2016, and shall apply with respect 
to appointments of candidates under section 
1107(a)(1) of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2014 on or after that 
date. 

SEC. 1110. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR THE 
CIVILIAN ACQUISITION WORKFORCE 
PERSONNEL DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECT. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 1762(g) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
“September 30, 2017” and inserting ‘‘Decem- 
ber 31, 2020”. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Such section 
is further amended by striking ‘‘demonstra- 
tion program” and inserting “demonstration 
project”. 

SEC. 1111. PILOT PROGRAM ON DYNAMIC SHAP- 
ING OF THE WORKFORCE TO IM- 
PROVE THE TECHNICAL SKILLS AND 
EXPERTISE AT CERTAIN DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE LABORATORIES. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall carry out a pilot pro- 
gram to assess the feasability and advis- 
ability of the use of the authorities specified 
in subsection (b) at the Department of De- 
fense laboratories specified in subsection (c) 
to permit the directors of such laboratories 
to dynamically shape the mix of technical 
skills and expertise in the workforces of such 
laboratories in order to achieve one or more 
of the following: 

(1) To meet organizational and Depart- 
ment-designated missions in the most cost- 
effective and efficient manner. 

(2) To upgrade and enhance the scientific 
quality of the workforces of such labora- 
tories. 

(3) To shape such workforces to better re- 
spond to such missions. 

(4) To reduce the average unit cost of such 
workforces. 

(b) WORKFORCE SHAPING AUTHORITIES.—The 
authorities that may be used by the director 
of a Department of Defense laboratory under 
the pilot program are the following: 

(1) FLEXIBLE LENGTH AND RENEWABLE TERM 
TECHNICAL APPOINTMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the provisions 
of this paragraph, authority otherwise avail- 
able to the director by law (and within the 
available budgetary resources of the labora- 
tory) to appoint qualified scientific and tech- 
nical personnel who are not currently De- 
partment of Defense civilian employees into 
any scientific or technical position in the 
laboratory for a period of more than one 
year but not more than six years. 

(B) BENEFITS.—Personnel appointed under 
this paragraph shall be provided with bene- 
fits comparable to those provided to similar 
employees at the laboratory concerned, in- 
cluding professional development opportuni- 
ties, eligibility for all laboratory awards pro- 
grams, and designation as ‘‘status appli- 
cants” for the purposes of eligibility for posi- 
tions in the Federal service. 

(C) EXTENSION OF APPOINTMENTS.—The ap- 
pointment of any individual under this para- 
graph may be extended at any time during 
any term of service of the individual under 
this paragraph for an additional period of up 
to six years under such conditions as the di- 
rector concerned shall establish for purposes 
of this paragraph. 

(D) CONSTRUCTION WITH CERTAIN LIMITA- 
TION.—For purposes of determining the 
workforce size of a laboratory in connection 
with compliance with section 955 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
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Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1896; 
10 U.S.C. 129a note), any individual serving 
in an appointment under this paragraph 
shall be treated as a fractional employee of 
the laboratory, which fraction is— 

(i) the current term of appointment of the 
individual under this paragraph; divided by 

(ii) the average length of tenure of a career 
employee at the laboratory, as calculated at 
the end of the last fiscal year ending before 
the date of the most recent appointment or 
extension of the individual under this para- 
graph. 

(2) REEMPLOYMENT OF ANNUITANTS.—Au- 
thority to reemploy annuitants in accord- 
ance with section 9902(g) of title 5, United 
States Code, except that as a condition for 
reemployment the director may authorize 
the deduction from the pay of any annuitant 
so reemployed of an amount up to the 
amount of the annuity otherwise payable to 
such annuitant allocable to the period of ac- 
tual employment of such annuitant, which 
amount shall be determined in a manner 
specified by the director for purposes of this 
paragraph to ensure the most cost effective 
execution of designated missions by the lab- 
oratory while retaining critical technical 
skills. 

(3) EARLY RETIREMENT INCENTIVES.—Au- 
thority to authorize voluntary early retire- 
ment of employees in accordance with sec- 
tion 8336 of title 5, United States Code, with- 
out regard to section 8336(d)(2)(D) or 3522 of 
such title, and with employees so separated 
voluntarily from service under regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense for 
purposes of the pilot program. 

(4) SEPARATION INCENTIVE PAY.—Authority 
to pay voluntary separation pay to employ- 
ees in accordance with section 8414(b)(1)(B) 
of title 5, United States Code, without regard 
to clause (iv) or (v) of such section or section 
3522, of such title, and with— 

(A) employees so separated voluntarily 
from service under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense for purposes of the 
pilot program; and 

(B) payments to employees so separated 
authorized under section 3523 of such title 
without regard to— 

(i) the plan otherwise required by section 
3522 of such title; and 

(ii) paragraph (1) or (3) of section 3523(b) of 
such title. 

(c) LABORATORIES.—The Department of De- 
fense laboratories specified in this sub- 
section are the laboratories specified in sec- 
tion 1105(a) of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 
111-84; 123 Stat. 2486; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note). 

(d) EXPIRATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority in this sec- 
tion shall expire on December 31, 2023. 

(2) CONTINUATION OF AUTHORITIES EXERCISED 
BEFORE TERMINATION.—The expiration in 
paragraph (1) shall not be construed to effect 
the continuation after the date specified in 
paragraph (1) of any term of employment or 
other benefit authorized under this section 
before that date in accordance with the 
terms of such authorization. 

SEC. 1112. PILOT PROGRAM ON TEMPORARY EX- 
CHANGE OF FINANCIAL MANAGE- 
MENT AND ACQUISITION PER- 
SONNEL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall carry out a pilot program to assess the 
feasibility and advisability of the temporary 
assignment of covered employees of the De- 
partment of Defense to nontraditional de- 
fense contractors and of covered employees 
of such contractors to the Department. 

(b) COVERED EMPLOYEES; NONTRADITIONAL 
DEFENSE CONTRACTORS.— 
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(1) COVERED EMPLOYEES.—An employee of 
the Department of Defense or a nontradi- 
tional Defense contractor is a covered em- 
ployee for purposes of this section if the em- 
ployee— 

(A) works in the field of financial manage- 
ment or in the acquisition field; 

(B) is considered by the Secretary of De- 
fense to be an exceptional employee; and 

(C) is compensated at not less than the GS- 
11 level (or the equivalent). 

(2) NONTRADITIONAL DEFENSE CONTRAC- 
TORS.—For purposes of this section, the term 
‘nontraditional defense contractor” has the 
meaning given that term in section 2302(9) of 
title 10, United States Code. 

(c) AGREEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall provide for a written agreement among 
the Department of Defense, the nontradi- 
tional defense contractor concerned, and the 
employee concerned regarding the terms and 
conditions of the employee’s assignment 
under this section. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—An agreement under this 
subsection— 

(A) shall require, in the case of an em- 
ployee of the Department, that upon comple- 
tion of the assignment, the employee will 
serve in the civil service for a period at least 
equal to three times the length of the assign- 
ment, unless the employee is sooner involun- 
tarily separated from the service of the em- 
ployee’s agency; and 

(B) shall provide that if the employee of 
the Department or of the contractor (as the 
case may be) fails to carry out the agree- 
ment, or if the employee is voluntarily sepa- 
rated from the service of the employee’s 
agency before the end of the period stated in 
the agreement, the employee shall be liable 
to the United States for payment of all ex- 
penses of the assignment unless that failure 
or voluntary separation was for good and 
sufficient reason, as determined by the Sec- 
retary. 

(3) DEBT TO THE UNITED STATES.—An 
amount for which an employee is liable 
under paragraph (2)(B) shall be treated as a 
debt due the United States. The Secretary 
may waive, in whole or in part, collection of 
such a debt based on a determination that 
the collection would be against equity and 
good conscience and not in the best interests 
of the United States. 

(d) TERMINATION.—An assignment under 
this section may, at any time and for any 
reason, be terminated by the Department of 
Defense or the nontraditional defense con- 
tractor concerned. 


(e) DURATION.—An assignment under this 
section shall be for a period of not less than 
three months and not more than one year. 

(£) STATUS OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES As- 
SIGNED TO CONTRACTORS.—An employee of 
the Department of Defense who is assigned 
to a nontraditional defense contractor under 
this section shall be considered, during the 
period of assignment, to be on detail to a 
regular work assignment in the Department 
for all purposes. The written agreement es- 
tablished under subsection (c) shall address 
the specific terms and conditions related to 
the employee’s continued status as a Federal 
employee. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS FOR PRIVATE 
SECTOR EMPLOYEES.—An employee of a non- 
traditional defense contractor who is as- 
signed to a Department of Defense organiza- 
tion under this section— 

(1) shall continue to receive pay and bene- 
fits from the contractor from which such em- 
ployee is assigned; 
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(2) shall be deemed to be an employee of 
the Department of Defense for the purposes 
of— 

(A) chapter 73 of title 5, United States 
Code; 

(B) sections 201, 203, 205, 207, 208, 209, 603, 
606, 607, 643, 654, 1905, and 1913 of title 18, 
United States Code, and any other conflict of 
interest statute; 

(C) sections 1343, 1344, and 1349(b) of title 
31, United States Code; 

(D) the Federal Tort Claims Act and any 
other Federal tort liability statute; 

(E) the Ethics in Government Act of 1978; 

(F) section 1043 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986; 

(G) chapter 21 of title 41, United States 
Code; and 

(H) subchapter I of chapter 81 of title 5, 
United States Code, relating to compensa- 
tion for work-related injuries; and 

(3) may not have access, while the em- 
ployee is assigned to a Department organiza- 
tion, to any trade secrets or to any other 
nonpublic information which is of commer- 
cial value to the contractor from which such 
employee is assigned. 

(h) PROHIBITION AGAINST CHARGING CERTAIN 
Costs TO FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—A non- 
traditional defense contractor may not 
charge the Department of Defense or any 
other agency of the Federal Government, as 
direct or indirect costs under a Federal con- 
tract, the costs of pay or benefits paid by the 
contractor to an employee assigned to a De- 
partment organization under this section for 
the period of the assignment. 

(i) CONSIDERATION.—In providing for as- 
signments of employees under this section, 
the Secretary of Defense shall take into con- 
sideration the question of how assignments 
might best be used to help meet the needs of 
the Department of Defense with respect to 
the training of employees in financial man- 
agement or in acquisition. 

(j) NUMERICAL LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEES.—The number 
of employees of the Department of Defense 
who may be assigned to nontraditional de- 
fense contractors under this section at any 
given time may not exceed the following: 

(A) Five employees in the field of financial 
management. 

(B) Five employees in the acquisition field. 

(2) NONTRADITIONAL DEFENSE CONTRACTOR 
EMPLOYEES.—The total number of nontradi- 
tional defense contractor employees who 
may be assigned to the Department under 
this section at any given time may not ex- 
ceed 10 such employees. 

(k) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY FOR ASSIGN- 
MENTS.—No assignment of an employee may 
commence under this section after Sep- 
tember 30, 2019. 

SEC. 1113. PILOT PROGRAM ON ENHANCED PAY 
AUTHORITY FOR CERTAIN ACQUISI- 
TION AND TECHNOLOGY POSITIONS 
IN THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense may carry out a pilot pro- 
gram to assess the feasibility and advis- 
ability of using the pay authority specified 
in subsection (d) to fix the rate of basic pay 
for positions described in subsection (c) in 
order to assist the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense and the military departments in at- 
tracting and retaining high quality acquisi- 
tion and technology experts in positions re- 
sponsible for managing and developing com- 
plex, high cost, technological acquisition ef- 
forts of the Department of Defense. 

(b) APPROVAL REQUIRED.—The pilot pro- 
gram may be carried out only with approval 
as follows: 

(1) Approval of the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis- 
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tics, in the case of positions in the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense. 

(2) Approval of the Service Acquisition Ex- 
ecutive of the military department con- 
cerned, in the case of positions in a military 
department. 

(c) POSITIONS.—The positions described in 
this subsection are positions that— 

(1) require expertise of an extremely high 
level in a scientific, technical, professional, 
or acquisition management field; and 

(2) are critical to the successful accom- 
plishment of an important acquisition or 
technology development mission. 

(d) RATE OF BASIC PAY.—The pay authority 
specified in this subsection is authority as 
follows: 

(1) Authority to fix the rate of basic pay 
for a position at a rate not to exceed 150 per- 
cent of the rate of basic pay payable for level 
I of the Executive Schedule, upon the ap- 
proval of the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics or 
the Service Acquisition Executive con- 
cerned, as applicable. 

(2) Authority to fix the rate of basic pay 
for a position at a rate in excess of 150 per- 
cent of the rate of basic pay payable for level 
I of the Executive Schedule, upon the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of Defense. 

(e) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority in sub- 
section (a) may be used only to the extent 
necessary to competitively recruit or retain 
individuals exceptionally well qualified for 
positions described in subsection (c). 

(2) NUMBER OF POSITIONS.—The authority in 
subsection (a) may not be used with respect 
to more than five positions in the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense and more than five 
positions in each military department at any 
one time. 

(3) TERM OF POSITIONS.—The authority in 
subsection (a) may be used only for positions 
having terms less than five years. 

(f) TERMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority to fix rates 
of basic pay for a position under this section 
shall terminate on October 1, 2020. 

(2) CONTINUATION OF PAY.—Nothing in para- 
graph (1) shall be construed to prohibit the 
payment after October 1, 2020, of basic pay at 
rates fixed under this section before that 
date for positions whose terms continue 
after that date. 

SEC. 1114. PILOT PROGRAM ON DIRECT HIRE AU- 
THORITY FOR VETERAN TECHNICAL 
EXPERTS INTO THE DEFENSE AC- 
QUISITION WORKFORCE. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall carry out a pilot program to as- 
sess the feasibility and advisability of ap- 
pointing qualified veteran candidates to po- 
sitions described in subsection (b) in the de- 
fense acquisition workforce of the military 
departments without regard to the provi- 
sions of subchapter I of chapter 33 of title 5, 
United States Code. The Secretary shall 
carry out the pilot program in each military 
department through the Service Acquisition 
Executive of such military department. 

(b) POSITIONS.—The positions described in 
this subsection are scientific, technical, en- 
gineering, and mathematics positions, in- 
cluding technicians, within the defense ac- 
quisition workforce. 

(c) LIMITATION.—Authority under sub- 
section (a) may not, in any calendar year 
and with respect to any military depart- 
ment, be exercised with respect to a number 
of candidates greater than the number equal 
to 1 percent of the total number positions 
the acquisition workforce of that military 
department that are filled as of the close of 
the fiscal year last ending before the start of 
such calendar year. 
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(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “employee” has the meaning 
given that term in section 2105 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(2) The term “veteran” has the meaning 
given that term in section 101 of title 38, 
United States Code. 

(e) TERMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority to appoint 
candidates to positions under the pilot pro- 
gram shall expire on the date that is five 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) EFFECT ON EXISTING APPOINTMENTS.— 
The termination by paragraph (1) of the au- 
thority in subsection (a) shall not affect any 
appointment made under that authority be- 
fore the termination date specified in para- 
graph (1) in accordance with the terms of 
such appointment. 

SEC. 1115. DIRECT HIRE AUTHORITY FOR TECH- 
NICAL EXPERTS INTO THE DEFENSE 
ACQUISITION WORKFORCE. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Each Secretary of a mili- 
tary department may appoint qualified can- 
didates possessing a scientific or engineering 
degree to positions described in subsection 
(b) for that military department without re- 
gard to the provisions of subchapter I of 
chapter 33 of title 5, United States Code. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—Positions described in 
this subsection are scientific and engineer- 
ing positions within the defense acquisition 
workforce. 

(c) LIMITATION.—Authority under this sec- 
tion may not, in any calendar year and with 
respect to any military department, be exer- 
cised with respect to a number of candidates 
greater than the number equal to 5 percent 
of the total number of scientific and engi- 
neering positions within the acquisition 
workforce of that military department that 
are filled as of the close of the fiscal year 
last ending before the start of such calendar 
year. 

(d) NATURE OF APPOINTMENT.—Any ap- 
pointment under this section shall be treated 
as an appointment on a full-time equivalent 
basis, unless such appointment is made on a 
term or temporary basis. 

(e) EMPLOYEE DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term “employee” has the meaning given 
that term in section 2105 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

(£) TERMINATION.—The authority to make 
appointments under this section shall not be 
available after December 31, 2020. 

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO 
FOREIGN NATIONS 
Subtitle A—Training and Assistance 

SEC. 1201. ONE- YEAR EXTENSION OF FUNDING 
LIMITATIONS FOR AUTHORITY TO 
BUILD THE CAPACITY OF FOREIGN 
SECURITY FORCES. 

Section 1205(d) of the Carl Levin and How- 
ard P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public 
Law 113-291) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking “for fiscal year 2015” and 
all that follows through “section 4301” and 
inserting “for fiscal year 2015 or 2016 for the 
Department of Defense for operation and 
maintenance”; and 

(B) by inserting “, 
fore the period; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘for fiscal 
year 2015” and inserting “for a fiscal year 
specified in that paragraph”. 

SEC. 1202. EXTENSION AND EXPANSION OF AU- 
THORITY FOR REIMBURSEMENT TO 
THE GOVERNMENT OF JORDAN FOR 
BORDER SECURITY OPERATIONS. 

(a) EXPANSION TO GOVERNMENT OF LEB- 
ANON.—Subsection (a) of section 1207 of the 


in such fiscal year” be- 
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National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 
902; 22 U.S.C. 2151 note) is amended— 

(1) by inserting “and the Government of 
Lebanon” after “the Government of Jordan” 
each place it appears; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘armed forces of Jordan’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘armed 
forces of the country concerned’’. 

(b) SCOPE OF AUTHORITY.—Subsection (a) of 
such section is further amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘maintaining’’ and insert- 
ing “enhancing””; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘increase security and sus- 
tain increased security along the border be- 
tween Jordan and Syria” and inserting ‘‘sus- 
tain security along the border of Jordan with 
Syria and Iraq and increase or sustain secu- 
rity along the border of Lebanon with Syria, 
as applicable”; and 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) by striking “maintain” and inserting 
“enhance”; and 

(B) by striking “increase security or sus- 
tain increased security along the border be- 
tween Jordan and Syria” and inserting ‘‘sus- 
tain security along the border of Jordan with 
Syria and Iraq or increase or sustain secu- 
rity along the border of Lebanon with Syria, 
as applicable”. 

(c) FUNDS.—Subsection (b) of such section 
is amended to read as follows: 

““(b) FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR ASSISTANCE.— 
While the authority in this section is in ef- 
fect, amounts may be used to provide assist- 
ance under the authority in subsection (a) as 
follows: 

““(1) Amounts authorized to be appro- 
priated for a fiscal year for the Department 
of Defense and available for reimbursement 
of certain coalition nations for support pro- 
vided to United States military operations 
pursuant to section 1233 of the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 
(Public Law 110-81). 

““(2) Amounts authorized to be appro- 
priated for a fiscal year for the Department 
of Defense for the Counterterrorism Partner- 
ships Fund.”. 

(d) LIMITATIONS.—Subsection (c) of such 
section is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘may not 
exceed $150,000,000” and inserting “in any fis- 
cal year may not exceed $125,000,000’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following new paragraph (2): 

‘(2) ASSISTANCE TO GOVERNMENT OF LEB- 
ANON.—Assistance provided under the au- 
thority in subsection (a) to the Government 
of Lebanon may be used only for the armed 
forces of Lebanon, and may not be used for 
or to reimburse Hezbollah or any forces 
other than the armed forces of Lebanon.”. 

(e) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—Subsection 
(f) of such section is amended by striking 
“December 31, 2015” and inserting ‘‘Decem- 
ber 31, 2020”. 

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The heading 
of such section is amended to read as follows: 
“SEC. 1207. ASSISTANCE TO THE GOVERNMENT 

OF JORDAN AND THE GOVERNMENT 
OF LEBANON FOR BORDER SECU- 
RITY OPERATIONS.”. 

SEC. 1203. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO CON- 
DUCT ACTIVITIES TO ENHANCE THE 
CAPABILITY OF FOREIGN COUN- 
TRIES TO RESPOND TO INCIDENTS 
INVOLVING WEAPONS OF MASS DE- 
STRUCTION. 

Section 1204(h) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public 
Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 897; 10 U.S.C. 401 note) 
is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2017” 
and inserting “September 30, 2018”. 
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SEC. 1204. REDESIGNATION, MODIFICATION, AND 
EXTENSION OF NATIONAL GUARD 
STATE PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) REDESIGNATION.—The heading of section 
1205 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 
127 Stat. 897; 32 U.S.C. 107 note) is amended 
to read as follows: 

“SEC. 1205. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE STATE 
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM.”. 

(b) SCOPE OF AUTHORITY.—Subsection (a) of 
such section is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘a program 
of exchanges” and all that follows and in- 
serting ‘‘a program of activities described in 
paragraph (2) between members of the Na- 
tional Guard of a State or territory and any 
of the following: 

““(A) The military forces of a foreign coun- 
try. 

““(B) The security forces of a foreign coun- 
try. 

“(C) Governmental organizations of a for- 
eign country whose primary functions in- 
clude disaster response or emergency re- 
sponse.”; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following new paragraph (2): 

“(2) STATE PARTNERSHIP.—Each program 
established under this subsection shall be 
known as a ‘State Partnership’.’’. 

(c) LIMITATION.—Subsection (b) of such sec- 
tion is amended by striking ‘‘activity under 
a program” and all that follows through 
“State or territory,” and inserting “activity 
with forces referred to in subsection (a)(1)(B) 
or organizations described in subsection 
(a)(1)(C) under a program established under 
subsection (a)”. 

(d) STATE PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM FUND.— 
Not later than 180 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Under Secretary 
of Defense for Policy and the Under Sec- 
retary of Defense (Comptroller) shall jointly 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees a report setting forth a joint assessment 
of the feasibility and advisability of estab- 
lishing a central fund to manage funds for 
programs and activities under the Depart- 
ment of Defense State Partnership Program 
under section 1205 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014, as 
amended by this section. 

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection 
(e)(2) of such section is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘a program” and inserting 
“each program”; and 

(2) by striking “the program” and insert- 
ing “such program”. 

(f) PERMANENT AUTHORITY.—Such section 
is further amended by striking subsection (i). 
SEC. 1205. AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE SUPPORT TO 

NATIONAL MILITARY FORCES OF AL- 
LIED COUNTRIES FOR COUNTERTER- 
RORISM OPERATIONS IN AFRICA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
is authorized, in coordination with the Sec- 
retary of State, to provide, on a nonreim- 
bursable basis, logistic support, supplies, and 
services to the national military forces of an 
allied country conducting counterterrorism 
operations in Africa if the Secretary of De- 
fense determines that the provision of such 
logistic support, supplies, and services, on a 
nonreimbursable basis, is— 

(1) in the national security interests of the 
United States; and 

(2) critical to the timely and effective par- 
ticipation of such national military forces in 
such operations. 

(b) NOTICE TO CONGRESS ON SUPPORT PRO- 
VIDED.—Not later than 15 days after pro- 
viding logistic support, supplies, or services 
under subsection (a), the Secretary of De- 
fense shall submit to the congressional de- 
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fense committees a notice setting forth the 
following: 

(1) The determination of the Secretary 
specified in subsection (a). 

(2) The type of logistic support, supplies, or 
services provided. 

(3) The national military forces supported. 

(4) The purpose of the operations for which 
such support was provided, and the objec- 
tives of such support. 

(5) The estimated cost of such support. 

(6) The intended duration of such support. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may not use the authority in subsection (a) 
to provide any type of support that is other- 
wise prohibited by any other provision of 
law. 

(2) AMOUNT.—The aggregate amount of lo- 
gistic support, supplies, and services pro- 
vided under subsection (a) in any fiscal year 
may not exceed $100,000,000. 

(d) REPORTS.—Not later than six months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and every six months thereafter through the 
expiration date in subsection (f) of the au- 
thority provided by this section, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees a report set- 
ting forth a description of the use of the au- 
thority provided by this section during the 
six-month period ending on the date of such 
report. Each report shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) An assessment of the extent to which 
the support provided under this section dur- 
ing the period covered by such report facili- 
tated the national military forces of allied 
countries so supported in conducting 
counterterrorism operations in Africa. 

(2) A description of any efforts by coun- 
tries that received such support to address, 
as practicable, the requirements of their 
forces for logistics support, supplies, or serv- 
ices for conducting counterterrorism oper- 
ations in Africa, including under acquisition 
and cross-servicing agreements. 

(e) LOGISTIC SUPPORT, SUPPLIES, AND SERV- 
ICES DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘lo- 
gistic support, supplies, and services” has 
the meaning given that term in section 
2350(1) of title 10, United States Code. 

(f) EXPIRATION.—The authority provided by 
this section may not be exercised after Sep- 
tember 30, 2018. 

SEC. 1206. AUTHORITY TO BUILD THE CAPACITY 
OF FOREIGN MILITARY INTEL- 
LIGENCE FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
with the concurrence of the Director of Na- 
tional Intelligence and the Secretary of 
State, is authorized to conduct or support a 
program or programs to train the military 
intelligence forces of a foreign county in 
order for that country to— 

(1) improve interoperability with United 
States and allied forces; 

(2) enhance the capacity of such forces to 
receive and act upon time-sensitive intel- 
ligence; 

(3) increase the capacity and capability of 
such forces to fuse and analyze intelligence; 
and 

(4) ensure the ability of such forces to sup- 
port the military forces of that country in 
conducting lawful military operations in 
which intelligence plays a critical role. 

(b) TYPES OF SUPPORT.— 

(1) AUTHORIZED ELEMENTS.—A program 
under subsection (a) may include the provi- 
sion of training, and associated supplies and 
support. 

(2) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—A program under 
subsection (a) shall include elements that 
promote the following: 
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(A) Observance of and respect for human 
rights and fundamental freedoms. 

(B) Respect for civilian control of the mili- 
tary. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) ANNUAL FUNDING LIMITATION.—Of the 
amount authorized to be appropriated for the 
Department of Defense for a fiscal year and 
available for the military intelligence pro- 
gram (MIP), the Secretary of Defense may 
use up to $25,000,000 in such fiscal year to 
carry out programs authorized by subsection 
(a). 

(2) ASSISTANCE OTHERWISE PROHIBITED BY 
LAW.—The Secretary of Defense may not use 
the authority in subsection (a) to provide 
any type of assistance described in sub- 
section (b) that is otherwise prohibited by 
any provision of law. 

(3) LIMITATION ON ELIGIBLE COUNTRIES.— 
The Secretary of Defense may not use the 
authority in subsection (a) to provide assist- 
ance described in subsection (b) to any for- 
eign country that is otherwise prohibited 
from receiving such assistance under any 
other provision of law. 

(d) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Not less 
than 15 days before initiating activities 
under a program under subsection (a), the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress a notice 
on the following: 

(1) The country whose capacity to engage 
in activities in subsection (a) will be built 
under the program. 

(2) The budget, implementation timeline 
with milestones, military department re- 
sponsible for management and associated 
program executive office, and completion 
date for the program. 

(3) Assurances, if any, provided with re- 
spect to an enduring arrangement between 
the United States and the forces provided 
training pursuant to subsection (a). 

(4) The objectives and assessment frame- 
work to be used to develop capability and 
performance metrics associated with oper- 
ational outcomes for the recipient forces. 

(5) An assessment of the capacity of the re- 
cipient country to absorb assistance under 
the program. 

(6) An assessment of the manner in which 
the program fits into the theater security 
cooperation strategy of the applicable geo- 
graphic combatant command. 

(e) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress”? means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the Senate; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the Perma- 
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives. 

SEC. 1207. PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE TO EN- 
TITIES IN YEMEN CONTROLLED BY 
THE HOUTHI MOVEMENT. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—No amounts authorized 
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 for the 
Department of Defense by this Act may be 
used to provide assistance to an entity in 
Yemen that is controlled by members of the 
Houthi movement. 

(b) NATIONAL SECURITY EXCEPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The prohibition in sub- 
section (a) shall not apply if the Secretary of 
Defense, in consultation with the Director of 
National Intelligence, determines that the 
provision of assistance as described in that 
subsection is important to the national secu- 
rity interests of the United States. 
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(2) NOTICE REQUIRED.—Not later than 30 
days after providing assistance under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees notice on 
such assistance, including the following: 

(A) The assistance provided. 

(B) The rationale for the provision of such 
assistance. 

(C) The national security interests of the 
United States in providing such assistance. 

(3) FORM.—Each notice under paragraph (2) 
shall be submitted in an unclassified form, 
but may include a classified annex. 

SEC. 1208. REPORT ON POTENTIAL SUPPORT FOR 
THE VETTED SYRIAN OPPOSITION. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port setting forth a detailed description of 
the military support the Secretary considers 
it necessary to provide to recipients of as- 
sistance under section 1209 of the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
(Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3541) upon their 
return to Syria to make use of such assist- 
ance. 

(b) COVERED POTENTIAL SUPPORT.—The sup- 
port the Secretary may consider it necessary 
to provide for purposes of the report is the 
following: 

(1) Logistical support. 

(2) Defensive supportive fire. 

(3) Intelligence. 

(4) Medical support. 

(5) Any other support the Secretary con- 
siders appropriate for purposes of the report. 

(c) ELEMENTS.—The report shall include 
the following: 

(1) For each type of support the Secretary 
considers it necessary to provide as described 
in subsection (a), a description of the actions 
to be taken by the Secretary to ensure that 
such support would not benefit any of the 
following: 

(A) The Islamic State of Iraq and Syria 
(ISIS), the Al-Nusra Front, al-Qaeda, the 
Khorasan Group, or any other extremist Is- 
lamic organization 

(B) The Syrian Arab Army or any group or 
organization supporting President Bashir 
Assad. 

(2) An estimate of the cost of providing 
such support. 

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to constitute 
an authorization for the use of force in 
Syria. 

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Afghanistan, 

Pakistan, and Iraq 
DRAWDOWN OF UNITED STATES 
FORCES IN AFGHANISTAN. 

(a) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the drawdown of United States forces in 
Afghanistan should be based on security con- 
ditions in Afghanistan and United States se- 
curity interests in the region; and 

(2) as the Afghan National Defense Secu- 
rity Forces develop security capabilities and 
capacity, an appropriate United States and 
international presence should continue, upon 
invitation by the Government of Afghani- 
stan, to provide adequate capability and ca- 
pacity to preserve gains made to date and 
continue counterterrorism operations in Af- 
ghanistan against terrorist organizations 
that can threaten United States interests or 
the United States homeland. 

(b) CERTIFICATION ON REDEPLOYMENTS OF 
US FORCES FROM AFGHANISTAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 10 days 
after the approval by the Secretary of De- 
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fense of orders to redeploy United States 
forces from Afghanistan in order to effect a 
reduction of the United States force presence 
in Afghanistan by a significant amount in 
accordance with plans approved by the Presi- 
dent to drawdown United States forces in Af- 
ghanistan, the President shall certify to the 
congressional defense committees that the 
reduction of such force presence will result 
in an acceptable level of risk to United 
States national security objectives taking 
into consideration the security conditions on 
the ground. 

(2) SIGNIFICANT AMOUNT.—For the purposes 
of this subsection, a significant amount in 
the reduction of the force presence of United 
States forces shall be a reduction by the less- 
er of— 

(A) 1,000 or more troops; or 

(B) the number of troops equal to 20 per- 
cent of the troops in Afghanistan at the time 
of the reduction. 

(3) WAIVER.—The President may waive the 
requirement for a certification under para- 
graph (1) if the making of the certification 
would impede national security objectives of 
the United States. The President shall sub- 
mit to the congressional defense committees 
a report on each such waiver, including the 
national security objectives that would oth- 
erwise be impeded if not for the waiver. 


SEC. 1222. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
COMMANDERS’ EMERGENCY RE- 
SPONSE PROGRAM. 


(a) ONE-YEAR EXTENSION.—Section 1201 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 
1619), as most recently amended by section 
1221 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 
Stat. 3546), is further amended by striking 
“fiscal year 2015” in subsections (a), (b), and 
(f) and inserting “fiscal year 2016”. 


(b) RESTRICTION ON AMOUNT OF PAY- 
MENTS.—Subsection (e) of such section 1201, 
as so amended, is further amended by strik- 
ing ‘‘$2,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$500,000’’. 


(c) SUBMITTAL OF REVISED GUIDANCE.—Not 
later than 15 days after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a copy of the guidance issued by 
the Secretary to the Armed Forces con- 
cerning the Commanders’ Emergency Re- 
sponse Program in Afghanistan as revised to 
take into account the amendments made by 
this section. 


(d) AUTHORITY FOR CERTAIN PAYMENTS TO 
REDRESS INJURY AND LOSS IN IRAQ.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—During fiscal year 2016, 
amounts available pursuant to section 1201 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2012, as amended by this sec- 
tion, shall also be available for ex gratia 
payments for damage, personal injury, or 
death that is incident to combat operations 
of the Armed Forces in Iraq. 

(2) AUTHORITIES APPLICABLE TO PAYMENT.— 
Any payment made pursuant to this sub- 
section shall be made in accordance with the 
authorities and limitations in section 8121 of 
the Department of Defense Appropriations 
Act, 2015 (division C of Public Law 113-235), 
other than subsection (h) of such section. 

(3) CONSTRUCTION WITH RESTRICTION ON 
AMOUNT OF PAYMENTS.—For purposes of the 
application of subsection (e) of such section 
1201, as so amended, to any payment under 
this subsection, such payment shall be 
deemed to be a project described by such sub- 
section (e). 
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SEC. 1223. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO TRANS- 
FER DEFENSE ARTICLES AND PRO- 
VIDE DEFENSE SERVICES TO THE 
MILITARY AND SECURITY FORCES 
OF AFGHANISTAN. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (h) of section 
1222 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 
126 Stat. 1992), as amended by section 1231 of 
the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2105 (Public Law 113-291), is 
further amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2015” and inserting “December 31, 2016”. 

(b) QUARTERLY REPORTS.—Subsection (f)(1) 
of such section, as so amended, is further 
amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 2016” and in- 
serting ‘‘March 31, 2017”. 

(c) EXCESS DEFENSE ARTICLES.—Subsection 
(i)(2) of such section, as so amended, is fur- 
ther amended by striking ‘‘, 2014, and 2015” 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘through 
2016”. 

SEC. 1224. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 
AUTHORITY FOR REIMBURSEMENT 
OF CERTAIN COALITION NATIONS 


FOR SUPPORT PROVIDED TO 
UNITED STATES MILITARY OPER- 
ATIONS. 


(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (a) of section 
1233 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public Law 110-81; 
122 Stat. 393), as most recently amended by 
section 1222 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. 
“Buck” McKeon National Defense Act for 
Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291), is fur- 
ther amended— 

(1) by striking “fiscal year 2015” and in- 
serting “fiscal year 2016”; and 

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking “Operation 
Enduring Freedom” and inserting ‘‘Oper- 
ation Freedom’s Sentinel”. 

(b) OTHER SUPPORT.—Subsection (b) of such 
section 1233, as so amended, is further 
amended by striking ‘‘Operation Enduring 
Freedom” and inserting “Operation Free- 
dom’s Sentinel’’. 

(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNTS AVAILABLE.— 
Subsection (d)(1) of such section 1233, as so 
amended, is further amended— 

(1) in the second sentence, by striking 
“during fiscal year 2015 may not exceed 
$1,200,000,000”” and inserting “during fiscal 
year 2016 may not exceed $1,160,000,000””; and 

(2) in the third sentence, by striking “dur- 
ing fiscal year 2015 may not exceed 
$1,000,000,000”” and inserting “during fiscal 
year 2016 may not exceed $900,000,000’’. 

(d) QUARTERLY REPORTS.—Subsection (f) of 
such section 1233, as added by section 1223(e) 
of the National Defense Authorization act 
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 123 
Stat. 2520), is amended by striking “on any”” 
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘on any 
reimbursements made during such quarter 
under the authorities as follows: 

“(1) Subsection (a). 

“*(2) Subsection (b). 

“*(3) Section 1224(h) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016.”. 

(e) EXTENSION OF NOTICE REQUIREMENT RE- 
LATING TO REIMBURSEMENT OF PAKISTAN FOR 
SUPPORT PROVIDED BY PAKISTAN.—Section 
1232(b)(6) of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (122 Stat. 393), 
as most recently amended by section 1222 of 
the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015, is further amended by striking 


“September 30, 2015” and inserting ‘‘Sep- 
tember 30, 2016”. 
(£) EXTENSION OF LIMITATION ON REM- 


BURSEMENT OF PAKISTAN PENDING CERTIFI- 
CATION ON PAKISTAN.—Section 1227(d)(1) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
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Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 
Stat. 2001), as so amended, is further amend- 
ed by striking “fiscal year 2015” and insert- 
ing “fiscal year 2016”. 

(g) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION ON REIMBURSE- 
MENT OF PAKISTAN PENDING CERTIFICATION ON 
PAKISTAN.—Of the total amount of reim- 
bursements and support authorized for Paki- 
stan during fiscal year 2016 pursuant to the 
third sentence of section 1233(d)(1) of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2008 (as amended by subsection (c)(2)), 
$300,000,000 shall not be eligible for the waiv- 
er under section 1227(d)(2) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2013 (126 Stat. 2001) unless the Secretary of 
Defense certifies to the congressional de- 
fense committees that— 

(1) Pakistan has undertaken military oper- 
ations in North Waziristan that have con- 
tributed to significantly disrupting the safe 
haven and freedom of movement of the 
Haqqani network in Pakistan; 

(2) Pakistan has taken actions that have 
demonstrated a commitment to ensuring 
that North Waziristan does not return to 
being a safe haven for the Haqqani network; 
and 

(3) the Government of Pakistan has taken 
actions to promote stability in Afghanistan, 
including encouraging the participation of 
the Taliban in reconciliation talks with the 
Government of Afghanistan. 

(h) AVAILABILITY OF CERTAIN FUNDS FOR 
STABILITY ACTIVITIES IN FATA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the total amount of re- 
imbursements and support authorized for 
Pakistan during fiscal year 2016 pursuant to 
the third sentence of section 1233(d)(1) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2008 (as so amended), $100,000,000 
may be available for stability activities un- 
dertaken by Pakistan in the Federally Ad- 
ministered Tribal Areas (FATA), including 
the provision of funds to the Pakistan mili- 
tary and the Pakistan Frontier Corps Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa for activities undertaken in 
support of the following: 

(A) Building and maintaining border out- 
posts. 

(B) Strengthening cooperative efforts be- 
tween the Pakistan military and the Afghan 
National Defense Security Forces in activi- 
ties that include— 

(i) bilateral meetings to enhance border se- 
curity coordination; 

(ii) sustaining critical infrastructure with- 
in the Federally Administered Tribal Areas, 
such as maintaining key ground lines of 
communication; 

(iii) increasing training for the Pakistan 
Frontier Corps Khyber Pakhtunkhwa; and 

(iv) training to improve interoperability 
between the Pakistan military and the Paki- 
stan Frontier Corps Khyber Pakhtunkwha. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 31, 
2017, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
a report on the expenditure of funds avail- 
able under paragraph (1), including a descrip- 
tion of the following: 

(A) The purpose for which such funds were 
expended. 

(B) Each organization on whose behalf such 
funds were expended, including the amount 
expended on such organization and the num- 
ber of members of such organization trained 
with such amount. 

(C) Any limitation imposed on the expendi- 
ture of funds under that paragraph, includ- 
ing on any recipient of funds or any use of 
funds expended. 

(3) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
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“appropriate congressional committees” has 

the meaning given that term in section 

1233(g¢) of the National Defense Authorization 

Act for Fiscal Year 2008. 

SEC. 1225. PROHIBITION ON TRANSFER TO VIO- 
LENT EXTREMIST ORGANIZATIONS 
OF EQUIPMENT OR SUPPLIES PRO- 
VIDED BY THE UNITED STATES TO 
THE GOVERNMENT OF IRAQ. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—No assistance authorized 
by section 1236 of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291) may be provided to the Government 
of Iraq after the date that is 30 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act unless the 
Secretary of Defense certifies to Congress, 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
that appropriate steps have been taken by 
the Government of Iraq to safeguard against 
transferring or otherwise providing such as- 
sistance to violent extremist organizations. 

(b) VIOLENT EXTREMIST ORGANIZATION.— 
For purposes of this section, an organization 
is a violent extremist organization if the or- 
ganization— 

(1) is a terrorist group or is associated with 
a terrorist group; or 

(2) is known to be under the command and 
control of, or is associated with, the Govern- 
ment of Iran. 

(c) REPORTS ON TRANSFERS OF EQUIPMENT 
OR SUPPLIES TO VIOLENT EXTREMIST ORGANI- 
ZATIONS.— 

(1) REPORTS REQUIRED.—Not later than 30 
days after the Secretary of Defense makes 
any determination that equipment or sup- 
plies provided pursuant to section 1236 of the 
Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2015 have been transferred to a vio- 
lent extremist organization, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report on the de- 
termination and the transfer. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report under para- 
graph (1) shall include, for the transfer cov- 
ered by such report, the following: 

(A) An assessment of the type and quantity 
of equipment or supplies so transferred. 

(B) A description of the criteria used to de- 
termine that the organization to which 
transferred was a violent extremist organiza- 
tion. 

(C) A description, if known, of how such 
equipment or supplies were transferred or ac- 
quired by the violent extremist organization 
concerned. 

(D) If such equipment or supplies are deter- 
mined to remain under the current control of 
any violent extremist organization, a de- 
scription of each such organization, includ- 
ing its relationship, if any, with the security 
forces of the Government of Iraq. 

(E) A description of end use monitoring or 
other policies and procedures in place for the 
equipment or supplies so transferred in order 
prevent the transfer or acquisition of such 
equipment or supplies by violent extremist 


organizations. 
(d) SUBMITTAL TIME FOR QUARTERLY 
PROGRESS REPORTS ON ASSISTANCE TO 


COUNTER ISIL.—Section 1236(d) of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 is amended by striking “30 days 
thereafter” and inserting “90 days there- 
after”. 
SEC. 1226. REPORT ON LINES OF COMMUNICA- 
TION OF ISLAMIC STATE OF IRAQ 
AND THE LEVANT AND OTHER FOR- 
EIGN TERRORIST ORGANIZATIONS. 
(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the appropriate committees of Congress a re- 
port setting forth the following: 
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(1) An assessment of the lines of commu- 
nication that enable the Islamic State of 
Iraq and the Levant (ISIL), Jabhal al-Nusra, 
and other foreign terrorist organizations by 
facilitating the delivery of foreign fighters, 
funding, equipment, or other assistance 
through countries bordering on Syria. 

(2) An assessment of the impacts of the 
lines of communication described in para- 
graph (1) on the security of the United 
States homeland and the protection of per- 
sonnel and installations of the Department 
of Defense and diplomatic facilities in Eu- 
rope and the Middle East. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress”? means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 

SEC. 1227. MODIFICATION OF PROTECTION FOR 
AFGHAN ALLIES. 

(a) COVERED AFGHANS.— 

(1) TERM OF EMPLOYMENT.—Clause (ii) of 
section 602(b)(2)(A) of the Afghan Allies Pro- 
tection Act of 2009 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘year—’’ and inserting 
“year, or, if submitting a petition after Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, for a period of not less than 
2 years—”. 

(2) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) SUCCESSOR NAME FOR INTERNATIONAL 
SECURITY ASSISTANCE FORCE.—Subclause (II) 
of section 602(b)(2)(A)(ii) of the Afghan Allies 
Protection Act of 2009 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note) is 
amended— 

(i) in the matter preceding item (aa), by 
striking “Force” and inserting “Force (or 
any successor name for such Force)”; 

(ii) in item (aa), by striking “Force,” and 
inserting ‘‘Force (or any successor name for 
such Force),’’; and 

(iii) in item (bb), by striking ‘‘Force;’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Force (or any successor name for 
such Force);”. 

(B) SHORT TITLE.—Section 601 of the Af- 
ghan Allies Protection Act of 2009 is amend- 
ed by striking “This Act”? and inserting 
“This title”. 

(C) EXECUTIVE AGENCY REFERENCE.—Sec- 
tion 602(c)(4) of the Afghan Allies Protection 
Act of 2009 is amended by striking “section 4 
of the Office of Federal Procurement Policy 
Act (41 U.S.C. 403)” and inserting “section 
133 of title 41, United States Code’’. 

(b) NUMERICAL LIMITATIONS.—Subpara- 
graph (F) of section 602(b)(8) of the Afghan 
Allies Protection Act of 2009 (8 U.S.C. 1101 
note) is amended— 

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘2015 AND 
2016’’ and inserting ‘‘2015, 2016, AND 2017””; 

(2) in the matter preceding clause (i)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and ending on September 
30, 2016,” and inserting “until such time that 
available special immigrant visas under sub- 
paragraphs (D) and (E) and this subpara- 
graph are exhausted,” and 

(B) by striking “4,000.” 
““7,000.’’; 

(3) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘September 30, 
2015;” and inserting “December 31, 2016;”; 

(4) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2015;” and inserting “December 31, 2016;”; 
and 

(5) in clause (iii), by striking “March 31, 
2017.” and inserting “the date such visas are 
exhausted.”. 

(c) REPORTS AND SENSE OF CONGRESS.—Sec- 
tion 602(b) of the Afghan Allies Protection 
Act of 2009 (8 U.S.C. 1101 note) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 


> 


and inserting 
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““(15) REPORTS INFORMING THE CONCLUSION 
OF THE AFGHAN SPECIAL IMMIGRANT VISA PRO- 
GRAM.—Not later than June 1, 2016, and every 
six months thereafter, the Secretary of De- 
fense, in conjunction with the Secretary of 
State, shall submit to the Committee on 
Armed Services and the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Senate and the Committee 
on Armed Services and the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the House of Representa- 
tives a report that contains— 

“(A) a description of the United States 
force presence in Afghanistan during the pre- 
vious 6 months; 

““(B) a description of the projected United 
States force presence in Afghanistan; 

““(C) the number of citizens or nationals of 
Afghanistan who were employed by or on be- 
half of the entities described in paragraph 
(2)(A)(ii) during the previous 6 months; and 

“(D) the projected number of such citizens 
or nationals who will be employed by or on 
behalf of such entities. 

**(16) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the necessity of providing spe- 
cial immigrant status under this subsection 
should be assessed at regular intervals by 
the Committee on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv- 
ices of the House of Representatives, taking 
into account the scope of the current and 
planned presence of United States troops in 
Afghanistan, the current and prospective 
numbers of citizens and nationals of Afghan- 
istan employed by or on behalf of the enti- 
ties described in paragraph (2)(A)(ii), and the 
security climate in Afghanistan.’’. 

SEC. 1228. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO SUP- 
PORT OPERATIONS AND ACTIVITIES 
OF THE OFFICE OF SECURITY CO- 
OPERATION IN IRAQ. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Subsection 
(A) of section 1215 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (10 
U.S.C. 113 note) is amended by striking “fis- 
cal year 2015” and inserting “fiscal year 
2016”. 

(b) AMOUNT AVAILABLE.—Such section is 
further amended— 

(1) in subsection (c), by striking “fiscal 
year 2015” and all that follows and inserting 
“fiscal year 2016 may not exceed $80,000,000.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking “fiscal 
year 2015” and inserting “fiscal year 2016”. 

(c) SUPERSEDING REPORT REQUIREMENTS.— 
Subsection (g) of such section is amended to 
read as follows: 

““(g) REPORTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, and every 180 days thereafter 
until the authority in this section expires, 
the Secretary of Defense shall, in consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of State, submit to 
the appropriate committees of Congress a re- 
port on the activities of the Office of Secu- 
rity Cooperation in Iraq. 

“*(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report under this 
subsection shall include the following: 

“(A) A current description of capability 
gaps in the security forces of Iraq, including 
capability gaps relating to intelligence mat- 
ters, protection of Iraq airspace, and logis- 
tics and maintenance, and a current descrip- 
tion of the extent, if any, to which the Gov- 
ernment of Iraq has requested assistance in 
addressing such capability gaps. 

““(B) A current description of the activities 
of the Office of Security Cooperation in Iraq 
and the extent, if any, to which the programs 
conducted by the Office in conjunction with 
other United States programs (such as the 
Foreign Military Financing program, the 
Foreign Military Sales program, and the as- 
sistance provided pursuant to section 1236 of 
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the Carl Levin and Howard P. ‘Buck’ McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291)) will ad- 
dress the capability gaps described pursuant 
to subparagraph (A). 

““(C) A current description of how the ac- 
tivities of the Office of Security Cooperation 
in Iraq are coordinated with, and com- 
plement and enhance, the assistance pro- 
vided pursuant to section 1236 of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. ‘Buck’ McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015. 

““(D) A current description of end use moni- 
toring programs, and any other programs or 
procedures, used to improve accountability 
for equipment provided to the Government of 
Iraq. 

““(E) A current description of the measures 
of effectiveness used to evaluate the activi- 
ties of the Office of the Security Cooperation 
in Iraq, and an analysis of any determina- 
tions to expand, alter, or terminate specific 
activities of the Office based on such evalua- 
tions. 

““(F) A current evaluation of the effective- 
ness of the training described in subsection 
(f)(2) in promoting respect for human rights, 
military professionalism, and respect for le- 
gitimate civilian authority in Iraq. 

‘*(3) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘ap- 
propriate committees of Congress’ means— 

“(A) the Committee on Armed Services, 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate; and 

““(B) the Committee on Armed Services, 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives.”. 

SEC. 1229. SENSE OF SENATE ON SUPPORT FOR 
THE KURDISTAN REGIONAL GOV- 
ERNMENT. 

(a) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the Islamic State of Iraq and the Le- 
vant (ISIL) poses an acute threat to the peo- 
ple and territorial integrity of Iraq, includ- 
ing the Iraqi Kurdistan Region, and the secu- 
rity and stability of the Middle East and the 
world; 

(2) the United States should, in coordina- 
tion with coalition partners, provide, in an 
expeditious and responsive manner and with- 
out undue delay, the security forces of the 
Kurdistan Regional Government associated 
with the Government of Iraq with defense ar- 
ticles and assistance described in subsection 
(b), defense services, and related training to 
more effectively partner with the United 
States and other international coalition 
members to defeat the Islamic State of Iraq 
and the Levant; 

(3) defeating the Islamic State of Iraq and 
the Levant is critical to maintaining a uni- 
fied Iraq in which all faiths, sects, and 
ethnicities are afforded equal protection and 
full integration into the Government and so- 
ciety of Iraq; 

(4) due to the threat to United States na- 
tional security and a free and inclusive Iraq 
brought by the Islamic State of Iraq and the 
Levant, section 1236 of the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-291) authorizes the Secretary of 
Defense to provide assistance, including 
training, equipment, logistics support, sup- 
plies, and services, stipends, facility and in- 
frastructure repair and renovation, and 
sustainment, to military and other security 
forces of or associated with the Government 
of Iraq, including Kurdish forces; 
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(5) leaders of the Islamic State of Iraq and 
the Levant have stated that they intend to 
conduct terrorist attacks internationally, 
including against the United States, its citi- 
zens, and its interests; and 

(6) the Kurdistan Regional Government is 
the democratically elected government of 
the Iraqi Kurdistan Region, and Iraqi Kurds 
have been a reliable, stable, and capable 
partner of the United States, particularly in 
support of United States military and civil- 
ian personnel during Operation Iraqi Free- 
dom and Operation New Dawn. 

(b) DEFENSE ARTICLES AND ASSISTANCE.— 
The defense articles and assistance described 
in this subsection include anti-tank and 
anti-armor weapons, armored vehicles, long- 
range artillery, crew-served weapons and am- 
munition, secure command and communica- 
tions equipment, body armor, helmets, logis- 
tics equipment, night optical devices, and 
other excess defense articles and military as- 
sistance considered appropriate by the Presi- 
dent. 

Subtitle C—Matters Relating to Iran 
SEC. 1241. MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION OF 
ANNUAL REPORT ON THE MILITARY 
POWER OF IRAN. 

(a) ELEMENT ON CYBER CAPABILITIES IN DE- 
SCRIPTION OF STRATEGY.—Paragraph (1) of 
subsection (b) of section 1245 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2010 (Public Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2542) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(D) Iranian strategy regarding offensive 
cyber capabilities and defensive cyber capa- 
bilities.”. 

(b) ELEMENTS ON CYBER CAPABILITIES IN AS- 
SESSMENTS OF UNCONVENTIONAL FORCES.— 
Paragraph (3) of such subsection, as amended 
by section 1232(a) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 920), is further 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking “and” 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

““(F) offensive cyber capabilities and defen- 
sive cyber capabilities; and 

“(G) Iranian ability to manipulate the in- 
formation environment both domestically 
and against the interests of the United 
States and its allies.”. 

(c) EXTENSION OF REPORTS.—Subsection (d) 
of such section 1245, as amended by section 
1277 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 
Stat. 3592), is further amended by striking 
“December 31, 2016” and inserting “Decem- 
ber 31, 2021”. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsections (a) and (b) shall take ef- 
fect on the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and shall apply with respect to reports re- 
quired to be submitted under section 1245 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2010, as so amended, after that 
date. 

Subtitle D—Matters Relating to the Russian 
Federation 
SEC. 1251. UKRAINE SECURITY ASSISTANCE INI- 
TIATIVE. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.—Of 

the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
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for fiscal year 2016 by title XV and available 
for overseas contingency operations as speci- 
fied in the funding tables in division D, 
$300,000,000 may be available to the Secretary 
of Defense, in coordination with the Sec- 
retary of State, to provide appropriate secu- 
rity assistance and intelligence support, in- 
cluding training, equipment, and logistics 
support, supplies and services, to military 
and other security forces of the Government 
of Ukraine for the purposes as follows: 

(1) To enhance the capabilities of the mili- 
tary and other security forces of the Govern- 
ment of Ukraine to defend against further 
aggression. 

(2) To assist Ukraine in developing the 
combat capability to defend its sovereignty 
and territorial integrity. 

(3) To support the Government of Ukraine 
in defending itself against actions by Russia 
and Russian-backed separatists that violate 
the ceasefire agreements of September 4, 
2014, and February 11, 2015. 

(b) APPROPRIATE SECURITY ASSISTANCE AND 
INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT.—For purposes of sub- 
section (a), appropriate security assistance 
and intelligence support includes the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Real time or near real time actionable 
intelligence. 

(2) Lethal assistance such as anti-armor 
weapon systems, mortars, crew-served weap- 
ons and ammunition, grenade launchers and 
ammunition, and small arms and ammuni- 
tion. 

(8) Counter-artillery radars. 

(4) Unmanned aerial tactical surveillance 
systems. 

(5) Cyber capabilities. 

(6) Counter-electronic warfare capabilities 
such as secure communications equipment 
and other electronic protection systems. 

(7) Other electronic warfare capabilities. 

(8) Training required to maintain and em- 
ploy systems and capabilities described in 
paragraphs (1) through (7). 

(9) Training for critical combat operations 
such as planning, command and control, 
small unit tactics, counter-artillery tactics, 
logistics, countering improvised explosive 
devices, battle-field first aid, and medical 
evacuation. 

(c) FUNDING AVAILABILITY AND LIMITA- 
TION.— 

(1) TRAINING.—Up to 20 percent of the 
amount described in subsection (a) may be 
used to support training pursuant to section 
1207 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (22 U.S.C. 2151 note), 
relating to the Global Security Contingency 
Fund. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Not more than 50 percent 
of the amount described in subsection (a) 
may be obligated or expended until an 
amount equal to 20 percent of such amount 
has been obligated or expended for appro- 
priate security assistance described in sub- 
paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (b) for 
the Government of Ukraine. 

(3) ALTERNATIVE OF FUNDS.—In the event 
funds otherwise available pursuant to sub- 
section (a) are not used by reason of the lim- 
itation in paragraph (2), such funds may be 
used at the discretion of the Secretary of De- 
fense, with concurrence of the Secretary of 
State, to provide security assistance and in- 
telligence support, including training, equip- 
ment, logistics support, supplies and services 
to military and other national-level security 
forces of Partnership for Peace nations other 
than Ukraine that the Secretary of Defense 
determines to be appropriate to assist such 
governments in preserving their sovereignty 
and territorial integrity against Russian ag- 
gression. 
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(d) UNITED STATES INVENTORY AND OTHER 
SOURCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to any assist- 
ance provided pursuant to subsection (a), the 
Secretary of Defense is authorized, with the 
concurrence of the Secretary of State, to 
make available to the Government of 
Ukraine weapons and other defense articles, 
from the United States inventory and other 
sources, and defense services, in such quan- 
tity as the Secretary of Defense determines 
to be appropriate to achieve the purposes 
specified in subsection (a). 

(2) REPLACEMENT.—Amounts for the re- 
placement of any items provided to the Gov- 
ernment of Ukraine pursuant to paragraph 
(1) shall be derived from amounts authorized 
to be appropriated for the Department of De- 
fense for overseas contingency operations for 
weapons procurement. 

(e) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORIZATION.— 
Nothing in this section shall be construed to 
constitute a specific statutory authorization 
for the introduction of United States Armed 
Forces into hostilities or into situations 
wherein hostilities are clearly indicated by 
the circumstances. 

(f) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Assistance 
may not be provided under the authority in 
this section after December 31, 2017. 

SEC. 1252. EASTERN EUROPEAN TRAINING INI- 
TIATIVE. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense 
may, with the concurrence of the Secretary 
of State, carry out a program (to be known 
as the “Eastern European Training Initia- 
tive’’) to provide training, and pay the incre- 
mental expenses incurred by a country as 
the direct result of participation in such 
training, for the national military forces of 
the following: 

(1) A country that is a signatory to the 
Partnership for Peace Framework Docu- 
ments, but is not a member of the North At- 
lantic Treaty Organization (NATO). 

(2) A country that became a member of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization after 
January 1, 1999. 

(b) TYPES OF TRAINING.—The training pro- 
vided to the national military forces of a 
country under subsection (a) shall be limited 
to multilateral or regional training— 

(1) to maintain and increase interoper- 
ability and readiness; 

(2) to increase capacity to respond to ex- 
ternal threats; 

(3) to increase Capacity to respond to hy- 
brid warfare; or 

(4) to increase capacity to respond to calls 
for collective action within the North Atlan- 
tic Treaty Organization. 

(c) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—Training pro- 
vided to the national military forces of a 
country under subsection (a) shall include 
elements that promote— 

(1) observance of and respect for human 
rights and fundamental freedoms; and 

(2) respect for legitimate civilian authority 
within that country. 

(d) FUNDING.— 

(1) ANNUAL FUNDING LIMITATION.—Of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for a 
fiscal year for the Department of Defense for 
operation and maintenance, up to $28,000,000 
may be used to provide training and pay in- 
cremental expenses under subsection (a) in 
that fiscal year. 

(2) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR ACTIVITIES 
ACROSS FISCAL YEARS.—Amounts available in 
a fiscal year to carry out the authority in 
subsection (a) may be used for training under 
that authority that begins in that fiscal year 
and ends in the next fiscal year. 

(e) BRIEFING TO CONGRESS ON USE OF AU- 
THORITY.—Not later that 90 days after the 
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end of each fiscal year in which the author- 
ity in subsection (a) is used, the Secretary 
shall brief the Committees on Armed Serv- 
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the use of the authority dur- 
ing such fiscal year, including each country 
with which training under the authority was 
conducted and the types of training pro- 
vided. 

(f) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority provided in subsection (a) is in addi- 
tion to any other authority provided by law 
authorizing the provision of training for the 
national military forces of a foreign country, 
including section 2282 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(g) INCREMENTAL EXPENSES DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term “incremental ex- 
penses”? means the reasonable and proper 
cost of the goods and services that are con- 
sumed by a country as a direct result of that 
country’s participation in training under the 
authority of this section, including rations, 
fuel, training ammunition, and transpor- 
tation. Such term does not include pay, al- 
lowances, and other normal costs of a coun- 
try’s personnel. 

(h) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority under this section shall terminate on 
September 30, 2018. Any activity under this 
section initiated before that date may be 
completed, but only using funds available for 
fiscal years 2016 through 2018. 

SEC. 1253. INCREASED PRESENCE OF UNITED 
STATES GROUND FORCES IN EAST- 
ERN EUROPE TO DETER AGGRES- 
SION ON THE BORDER OF THE 
NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANI- 
ZATION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the increased presence of United States 
and allied ground forces in Eastern Europe 
since April 2014 has provided a level of reas- 
surance to North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion (NATO) members in the region and 
strengthened the capability of the Organiza- 
tion to respond to any potential Russian ag- 
gression against Organization members; 

(2) at the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion Wales summit in September 2014 mem- 
ber countries agreed on a Readiness Action 
Plan which is intended to improve the abil- 
ity of the Organization to respond quickly 
and effectively to security threats on the 
borders of the Organization, including in 
Eastern Europe, and the challenges posed by 
hybrid warfare; 

(3) the capability of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization to respond to threats on 
the eastern border of the Organization would 
be enhanced by a more sustained presence on 
the ground of Organization forces on the ter- 
ritories of Organization members in Eastern 
Europe; and 

(4) an increased presence of United States 
ground forces in Eastern Europe should be 
matched by an increased force presence of 
European allies. 

(b) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall, in consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of State, submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port setting forth an assessment of options 
for expanding the presence of United States 
ground forces of the size of a Brigade Combat 
Team in Eastern Europe to respond, along 
with European allies and partners, to the se- 
curity challenges posed by Russia and in- 
crease the combat capability of forces able 
to respond to unconventional or hybrid war- 
fare tactics such as those used by the Rus- 
sian Federation in Crimea and Eastern 
Ukraine. 
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(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under this sub- 
section shall include the following: 

(A) An evaluation of the optimal location 
or locations of the enhanced ground force 
presence described in paragraph (1) that con- 
siders such factors as— 

(i) proximity, suitability, and availability 
of maneuver and gunnery training areas; 

(ii) transportation capabilities; 

(iii) availability of facilities, including for 
potential equipment storage and 
prepositioning; 

(iv) ability to conduct multinational train- 
ing and exercises; 

(v) a site or sites for prepositioning of 
equipment, a rotational presence or perma- 
nent presence of troops, or a combination of 
options; and 

(vi) costs. 

(B) A description of any initiatives by 
other members of the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization, or other European allies and 
partners, for enhancing force presence on a 
permanent or rotational basis in Eastern Eu- 
rope to match or exceed the potential in- 
creased presence of United States ground 
forces in the region. 

SEC. 1254. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON EUROPEAN 
DEFENSE AND NORTH ATLANTIC 
TREATY ORGANIZATION SPENDING. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO) countries, at the 2014 North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization Summit in Wales, 
pledged to “reverse the trend of declining de- 
fense budgets, to make the most effective 
use of our funds and to further a more bal- 
anced sharing of costs and responsibilities”. 

(2) Former Secretary of Defense Chuck 
Hagel stated on May 2, 2014, that “[tloday, 
America's GDP is smaller than the combined 
GDPs of our 27 NATO allies. But America's 
defense spending is three times our Allies’ 
combined defense spending. Over time, this 
lopsided burden threatens NATO’s integrity, 
cohesion, and capability, and ultimately 
both European and transatlantic security”. 

(3) Former North Atlantic Treaty Organi- 
zation Secretary General Anders Fogh Ras- 
mussen stated on July 3, 2014, that “[dluring 
the last five years, Russia has increased de- 
fense spending by 50 percent, while NATO al- 
lies on average have decrease their defense 
spending by 20 percent. That is not sustain- 
able, we need more investment in defense 
and security”. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) it is in the national security and fiscal 
interests of the United States that prompt 
efforts should be undertaken by North Atlan- 
tic Treaty Organization allies to meet de- 
fense budget commitments made in Declara- 
tion 14 of the Wales Summit Declaration of 
September 2014; 

(2) the United States Government should 
continue efforts through the Department of 
Defense and other agencies to encourage 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization allies 
towards meeting the defense spending goals 
set out at the Wales Summit; 

(8) some North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion allies have already taken positive steps 
to reverse declines in defense spending and 
should continue to be supported in those ef- 
forts; and 

(4) thoughtful and coordinated defense in- 
vestments by European allies in military ca- 
pabilities would add deterrence value to the 
posture of the North Atlantic Treaty Organi- 
zation against Russian aggression and ter- 
rorist organizations and more appropriately 
balance the share of Atlantic defense spend- 
ing. 
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SEC. 1255. ADDITIONAL MATTERS IN ANNUAL RE- 
PORT ON MILITARY AND SECURITY 
DEVELOPMENTS INVOLVING THE 
RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

(a) ADDITIONAL MATTERS.—Subsection (b) 
of section 1245 of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through 
(15) as paragraphs (6) through (17), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol- 
lowing new paragraphs (4) and (5): 

““(4) An assessment of the force structure 
and capabilities of Russian military forces 
stationed in each of the Arctic, Kaliningrad, 
and Crimea, including a description of any 
changes to such force structure or capabili- 
ties during the one-year period ending on the 
date of such report and with a particular em- 
phasis on the anti-access and area denial ca- 
pabilities of such forces. 

““(5) An assessment of Russian military 
strategy and objectives for the Arctic re- 
gion.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
shall apply with respect to reports submitted 
under section 1245 of the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 after 
that date. 

SEC. 1256. REPORT ON ALTERNATIVE CAPABILI- 
TIES TO PROCURE AND SUSTAIN 
NONSTANDARD ROTARY WING AIR- 
CRAFT HISTORICALLY PROCURED 
THROUGH ROSOBORONEXPORT. 

(a) REPORT ON ASSESSMENT OF ALTER- 
NATIVE CAPABILITIES.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics shall, in 
consultation with the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, submit to the congressional 
defense committees a report setting forth an 
assessment, obtained by the Under Secretary 
for purposes of the report, of the feasibility 
and advisability of using alternative indus- 
trial base capabilities to procure and sus- 
tain, with parts and service, nonstandard ro- 
tary wing aircraft historically acquired 
through Rosoboronexport, or nonstandard 
rotary wing aircraft that are in whole or in 
part reliant upon Rosoboronexport for con- 
tinued sustainment, in order to benefit 
United States national security interests. 

(b) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT.—The assess- 
ment obtained for purposes of subsection (a) 
shall be conducted by a federally funded re- 
search and development center (FFRDC), or 
another appropriate independent entity with 
expertise in the procurement and 
sustainment of complex weapon systems, se- 
lected by the Under Secretary for purposes of 
the assessment. 

(c) ELEMENTS.—The assessment obtained 
for purposes of subsection (a) shall include 
the following: 

(1) An identification and assessment of 
international industrial base capabilities, 
other than Rosoboronexport, to provide one 
or more of the following: 

(A) Means of procuring nonstandard rotary 
wing aircraft historically procured through 


Rosoboronexport. 
(B) Reliable and timely supply of required 
and appropriate parts, spares, and 


consumables of such aircraft. 

(C) Certifiable maintenance of such air- 
craft, including major periodic overhauls, 
damage repair, and modifications. 

(D) Access to required reference data on 
such aircraft, including technical manuals 
and service bulletins. 
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(E) Credible certification of airworthiness 
of such aircraft through physical inspection, 
notwithstanding any current administrative 
requirements to the contrary. 

(2) An assessment (including an assessment 
of associated costs and risks) of alterations 
to administrative processes of the United 
States Government that may be required to 
procure any of the capabilities specified in 
paragraph (1), including waivers to Depart- 
ment of Defense or Department of State re- 
quirements applicable to foreign military 
sales or alterations to procedures for ap- 
proval of airworthiness certificates. 

(3) An assessment of the potential eco- 
nomic impact to Rosoboronexport of pro- 
curing nonstandard rotary wing aircraft de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)(A) through entities 
other than Rosoboronexport. 

(4) An assessment of the risks and benefits 
of using the entities identified pursuant to 
paragraph (1)(A) to procure aircraft de- 
scribed in that paragraph. 

(5) Such other matters as the Under Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

(d) USE OF PREVIOUS STUDIES.—The entity 
conducting the assessment for purposes of 
subsection (a) may use and incorporate infor- 
mation from previous studies on matters ap- 
propriate to the assessment. 

(e) FORM OF REPORT.—The report under 
subsection (a) shall be submitted in unclassi- 
fied form, but may include a classified 
annex. 

Subtitle E—Matters Relating to the Asia- 

Pacific Region 
SEC. 1261. SOUTH CHINA SEA INITIATIVE. 

(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
with the concurrence of the Secretary of 
State, is authorized, for the purpose of in- 
creasing maritime security and maritime do- 
main awareness of foreign countries along 
the South China Sea— 

(A) to provide assistance to national mili- 
tary or other security forces of such coun- 
tries that have among their functional re- 
sponsibilities maritime security missions; 
and 

(B) to provide training to ministry, agen- 
cy, and headquarters level organizations for 
such forces. 

(2) DESIGNATION OF ASSISTANCE AND TRAIN- 
ING.—The provision of assistance and train- 
ing under this section may be referred to as 
the “South China Sea Initiative”. 

(b) RECIPIENT COUNTRIES.—The foreign 
countries that may be provided assistance 
and training under subsection (a) are the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Indonesia. 

(2) Malaysia, 

(3) The Philippines. 

(4) Thailand. 

(5) Vietnam. 

(c) TYPES OF ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING.— 

(1) AUTHORIZED ELEMENTS OF ASSISTANCE.— 
Assistance provided under subsection 
(a)(1)(A) may include the provision of equip- 
ment, supplies, training, and small-scale 
military construction. 

(2) REQUIRED ELEMENTS OF ASSISTANCE AND 
TRAINING.—Assistance and training provided 
under subsection (a) shall include elements 
that promote the following: 

(A) Observance of and respect for human 
rights and fundamental freedoms. 

(B) Respect for legitimate civilian author- 
ity within the country to which the assist- 
ance is provided. 

(d) PRIORITIES FOR ASSISTANCE AND TRAIN- 
ING.—In developing programs for assistance 
or training to be provided under subsection 
(a), the Secretary of Defense shall accord a 
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priority to assistance, training, or both that 
will enhance the maritime capabilities of the 
recipient foreign country, or a regional orga- 
nization of which the recipient country is a 
member, to respond to emerging threats to 
maritime security. 

(e) INCREMENTAL EXPENSES OF PERSONNEL 
OF CERTAIN OTHER COUNTRIES FOR TRAIN- 
ING.— 

(1) AUTHORITY FOR PAYMENT.—If the Sec- 
retary of Defense determines that the pay- 
ment of incremental expenses in connection 
with training described in subsection 
(a)(1)(B) will facilitate the participation in 
such training of organization personnel of 
foreign countries specified in paragraph (2), 
the Secretary may use amounts available 
under subsection (f) for assistance and train- 
ing under subsection (a) for the payment of 
such incremental expenses. 

(2) COVERED COUNTRIES.—The foreign coun- 
tries specified in this paragraph are the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) Brunei. 

(B) Singapore. 

(C) Taiwan. 

(f) FUNDING.—Funds may be used to pro- 
vide assistance and training under sub- 
section (a) as follows: 

(1) In fiscal year 2016, $50,000,000 from 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
the Department of Defense for that fiscal 
year for operation and maintenance, De- 
fense-wide. 

(2) In fiscal year 2017, $75,000,000 from 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
the Department of Defense for that fiscal 
year for operation and maintenance, De- 
fense-wide. 

(3) In each of fiscal years 2018 through 2020, 
$100,000,000 from amounts authorized to be 
appropriated for the Department of Defense 
for such fiscal year for operation and main- 
tenance, Defense-wide. 


(g) NOTICE TO CONGRESS ON ASSISTANCE AND 
TRAINING.—Not later than 15 days before ex- 
ercising the authority under subsection (a) 
or (e) with respect to a recipient foreign 
country, the Secretary of Defense shall sub- 
mit to the congressional defense committees 
a notification containing the following: 

(1) The recipient foreign country. 

(2) A detailed justification of the program 
for the provision of the assistance or train- 
ing concerned, and its relationship to United 
States security interests. 

(3) The budget for the program, including a 
timetable of planned expenditures of funds 
to implement the program, an implementa- 
tion timeline for the program with mile- 
stones (including anticipated delivery sched- 
ules for any assistance under the program), 
the military department or component re- 
sponsible for management of the program, 
and the anticipated completion date for the 
program. 

(4) A description of the arrangements, if 
any, to support host nation sustainment of 
any capability developed pursuant to the 
program, and the source of funds to support 
sustainment efforts and performance out- 
comes to be achieved under the program be- 
yond its completion date, if applicable. 

(5) A description of the program objectives 
and an assessment framework to be used to 
develop capability and performance metrics 
associated with operational outcomes for the 
recipient force. 

(6) Such other matters as the Secretary 
considers appropriate. 

(h) EXPIRATION.—The authority provided 
under this section may not be exercised after 
September 30, 2020. 
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1262. SENSE OF CONGRESS REAFFIRMING 
THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPLE- 
MENTING THE REBALANCE TO THE 
ASIA-PACIFIC REGION. 


(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) The United States has a longstanding 
national interest in maintaining security in 
the Asia-Pacific region. 

(2) The Asia-Pacific region is home to the 
world's three largest economies, four most 
populous countries, and five largest mili- 
taries. The Asia-Pacific’s rapid economic 
growth and mounting security tensions re- 
quire a renewed focus from the United States 
on the region to maintain security, expand 
prosperity, and support common values. 

(3) In 2011, President Barack Obama an- 
nounced that the United States would rebal- 
ance to the Asia-Pacific. Since then, there 
have been a number of actions taken to 
strengthen the United States posture and re- 
lationships in the region, including the nego- 
tiation of the Enhanced Defense Cooperation 
Agreement with the Philippines, the distrib- 
uted laydown of the United States Marines 
Corps in the Pacific, the rotational sta- 
tioning of the Littoral Combat Ship in 
Singapore, and a new comprehensive part- 
nership with Vietnam on defense and secu- 
rity. 

(4) Leaders in regional states remain con- 
cerned about a variety of regional military 
challenges. These include China’s military 
modernization and its increasingly assertive 
actions in the East and South China Sea and 
North Korea’s continued belligerence and its 
pursuit of nuclear and ballistic missile tech- 
nology. United States allies and partners are 
looking to the United States to demonstrate 
its willingness and ability to maintain re- 
gional peace and security by fully imple- 
menting the rebalance to the Asia-Pacific. 

(5) In April 2015, the Commander of the 
United States Pacific Command Admiral 
Samuel Locklear warned, ‘‘Our relative su- 
periority I think has declined and continues 
to decline. . .we rely very heavily on power 
projection, which means we have to be able 
to get the forces forward...’. Admiral 
Locklear also noted, ‘‘Any significant force 
structure moves out of my AOR in the mid- 
dle of a rebalance would have to be under- 
stood and have to be explained because it 
would counterintuitive to a rebalance to 
move significant forces in another direc- 
tion.” 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) in order to maintain the credibility of 
the United States rebalance, it is vital that 
the United States continue to shift forces to 
the Asia-Pacific region to strengthen the 
ability of the United States Armed Forces to 
project power to shape the choices of re- 
gional states and to deter, and if necessary 
defend, against hostile military actions; 

(2) United States allies and partners in the 
Asia-Pacific region, as well as potential ad- 
versaries, would take note of any withdrawal 
of forces from the Asia-Pacific theater; 

(3) any withdrawal of United States forces 
from Outside the Continental United States 
(“OCONUS”) Asia-Pacific region or from 
United States Pacific Command would there- 
fore seriously undermine the rebalance; and 

(4) in order to properly implement United 
States rebalance policy, United States forces 
under the operational control of the United 
States Pacific Command should be increased 
consistent with commitments already made 
by the Department of Defense and aligned 
with the requirement to maintain a balance 
of military power that favors the United 
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States and United States allies in the Asia- 

Pacific region. 

SEC. 1263. SENSE OF SENATE ON TAIWAN ASYM- 
METRIC MILITARY CAPABILITIES 
AND BILATERAL TRAINING ACTIVI- 
TIES. 

It is the sense of the Senate that— 

(1) the United States, in accordance with 
the Taiwan Relations Act (Public Law 96-8), 
should continue to make available to Taiwan 
such defense articles and services as may be 
necessary to enable Taiwan to maintain a 
sufficient self-defense; 

(2) the United States should continue to 
support the efforts of Taiwan to integrate in- 
novative and asymmetric measures to bal- 
ance the growing military capabilities of the 
People’s Republic of China, including fast-at- 
tack craft, coastal-defense cruise missiles, 
rapid-runway repair systems, offensive 
mines, and submarines optimized for defense 
of the Taiwan straits; 

(3) the military forces of Taiwan should be 
permitted to participate in bilateral training 
activities hosted by the United States that 
increase credible deterrent capabilities of 
Taiwan, particularly those that emphasize 
the defense of Taiwan Island from missile at- 
tack, maritime blockade, and amphibious in- 
vasion by the People’s Republic of China; 

(4) toward that goal, Taiwan should be en- 
couraged to participate in exercises that in- 
clude realistic air-to-air combat training, in- 
cluding the exercise conducted at Hielson 
Air Force Base, Alaska, and Nellis Air Force 
Base, Nevada, commonly referred to as ‘‘Red 
Flag’’; and 

(5) Taiwan should also be encouraged to 
participate in advanced bilateral training for 
its ground forces, Apache attack helicopters, 
and P-3C surveillance aircraft in island-de- 
fense scenarios. 

Subtitle F—Reports and Related Matters 
SEC. 1271. ITEM IN QUARTERLY REPORTS ON AS- 

SISTANCE TO COUNTER THE IS- 
LAMIC STATE OF IRAQ AND THE LE- 
VANT ON FORCES INELIGIBLE TO 
RECEIVE ASSISTANCE DUE TO A 
GROSS VIOLATION OF HUMAN 
RIGHTS. 

(a) ITEM IN REPORTS.—Section 1236(d) of the 
Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para- 
graph 

““(11) A list of the forces or elements of 
forces restricted from receiving assistance 
under subsection (a), unless waived pursuant 
to subsection (j), as a result of vetting re- 
quired by subsection (e) or section 2249e of 
title 10, United States Code, and a detailed 
description of the reasons for such restric- 
tion, including for each force or element— 

“(A) information relating to gross viola- 
tion of human rights by such force or ele- 
ment (including the timeframe of the alleged 
violation); 

“(B) the source of the information de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A), and an assess- 
ment of the veracity of the information; 

““(C) the association of such force or ele- 
ment with terrorist groups or groups associ- 
ated with the Government of Iran; and 

““(D) the amount and type of any assistance 
provided such force or element by the Gov- 
ernment of Iran.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
shall apply with respect to reports submitted 
pursuant to section 1236(d) of the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
after that date. 
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SEC. 1272. REPORT ON BILATERAL AGREEMENT 
WITH ISRAEL ON JOINT ACTIVITIES 
TO ESTABLISH AN ANTI-TUNNELING 
DEFENSE SYSTEM. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State, sub- 
mit to the appropriate committees of Con- 
gress a report on the feasibility and advis- 
ability of the entry by the United States and 
Israel into a bilateral agreement through 
which the governments of the two countries 
carry out research, development, and test ac- 
tivities on a joint basis to establish an anti- 
tunneling defense system to detect, map, and 
neutralize underground tunnels into and di- 
rected at the territory of Israel. 

(b) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEE OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress” means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

SEC. 1273. SENSE OF SENATE AND REPORT ON 
QATAR FIGHTER AIRCRAFT CAPA- 
BILITY CONTRIBUTION TO RE- 
GIONAL SECURITY. 

(a) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the United States should consider, in a 
timely manner, opportunities to enhance the 
strike capability of fighter aircraft of the 
Qatar air force that would contribute to 
Qatar’s self-defense and deter Iran’s regional 
ambitions and simultaneously preserve the 
qualitative military edge of Israel; and 

(2) Qatar should be afforded the oppor- 
tunity through acquisition of appropriate 
technologies and exercises with the United 
States Armed Forces and the armed forces of 
partner nations to develop improved self-de- 
fense and counter force aviation capabilities 
that advanced fighter aircraft would provide. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 31, 
2016, the Secretary of Defense, shall, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State, sub- 
mit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees, the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate, and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives a re- 
port on the risks and benefits under consid- 
eration as they relate to capabilities de- 
scribed in subsection (a). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) A description of the key assumptions 
regarding the increase to Qatar air force ca- 
pabilities as a result of potential pending 
transfer of technologies and weapons sys- 
tems. 

(B) A description of the key assumptions 
regarding items described in subparagraph 
(A) as they impact considerations regarding 
preservation of Israel's qualitative military 
edge. 

(C) Estimated timelines for final adjudica- 
tion of decisions to approve such transfers. 

(3) FORM.—The report required by para- 
graph (1) may be submitted in classified or 
unclassified form. 

Subtitle G—Other Matters 
NATO SPECIAL OPERATIONS HEAD- 

QUARTERS. 

Section 1244(a) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public 
Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2541), as most recently 
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amended by section 1272(a) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2023), is 
further amended by striking “each of fiscal 
years 2013, 2014, and 2015” and inserting 
“each of fiscal years 2016, 2017, and 2018”. 
SEC. 1282. TWO-YEAR EXTENSION AND MODIFICA- 
TION OF AUTHORIZATION FOR NON- 
CONVENTIONAL ASSISTED RECOV- 
ERY CAPABILITIES. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (h) of section 
943 of the Duncan Hunter National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Pub- 
lic Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4579), as most re- 
cently amended by section 1261(a) of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291), is further 
amended by striking ‘2016’ and inserting 
“2018”. 

(b) SOURCE OF FUNDS.—Subsection (a) of 
such section 943, as amended by section 
1205(a) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81; 
125 Stat. 1623), is further amended by strik- 
ing “for ‘Operation and Maintenance, De- 
fense-wide’’’ and inserting “for the Depart- 
ment of Defense for operation and mainte- 
nance”. 

(c) OVERSIGHT.—Subsection (b) of such sec- 
tion 943 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(b) PROCEDURES.—The Sec- 
retary” and inserting the following: 

““(b) PROCEDURES AND OVERSIGHT.— 

“*(1) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘(2) PROGRAMMATIC AND POLICY OVER- 
SIGHT.—The Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for Special Operations and Low-Intensity 
Conflict shall have primary programmatic 
and policy oversight of non-conventional as- 
sisted recovery activities authorized by this 
section.”. 

TITLE XITI—COOPERATIVE THREAT 
REDUCTION 
SPECIFICATION OF COOPERATIVE 
THREAT REDUCTION FUNDS. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2016 COOPERATIVE THREAT 
REDUCTION FUNDS DEFINED.—As used in this 
title, the term ‘‘fiscal year 2016 Cooperative 
Threat Reduction funds” means the funds 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization 
of appropriations in section 301 and made 
available by the funding table in section 4301 
for the Department of Defense Cooperative 
Threat Reduction Program established under 
section 1321 of the Department of Defense 
Cooperative Threat Reduction Act (50 U.S.C. 
8711). 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds appro- 
priated pursuant to the authorization of ap- 
propriations in section 301 and made avail- 
able by the funding table in section 4301 for 
the Department of Defense Cooperative 
Threat Reduction Program shall be available 
for obligation for fiscal years 2016, 2017, and 
2018. 

SEC. 1302. FUNDING ALLOCATIONS. 

Of the $358,496,000 authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Department of Defense for fis- 
cal year 2016 in section 301 and made avail- 
able by the funding table in section 4301 for 
the Department of Defense Cooperative 
Threat Reduction Program established under 
section 1321 of the Department of Defense 
Cooperative Threat Reduction Act (50 U.S.C. 
3711), the following amounts may be obli- 
gated for the purposes specified: 

(1) For strategic offensive arms elimi- 
nation, $1,289,000. 

(2) For chemical weapons destruction, 
$942,000. 

(3) For global nuclear security, $20,555,000. 

(4) For cooperative biological engagement, 
$264,608,000. 
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(5) For proliferation prevention, $38,945,000. 

(6) For threat reduction engagement, 
$2,827,000. 

(7) For activities designated as Other As- 
sessments/Administrative Costs, $29,320,000. 

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 

Subtitle A—Military Programs 
SEC. 1401. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agen- 
cies of the Department of Defense for pro- 
viding capital for working capital and re- 
volving funds, as specified in the funding 
table in section 4501. 

SEC. 1402. NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the National 
Defense Sealift Fund, as specified in the 
funding table in section 4501. 

SEC. 1403. CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS 
DESTRUCTION, DEFENSE. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for the Department of Defense for fis- 
cal year 2016 for expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for Chemical Agents and Muni- 
tions Destruction, Defense, as specified in 
the funding table in section 4501. 

(b) USE.—Amounts authorized to be appro- 
priated under subsection (a) are authorized 
for— 

(1) the destruction of lethal chemical 
agents and munitions in accordance with 
section 1412 of the Department of Defense 
Authorization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521); and 

(2) the destruction of chemical warfare ma- 
teriel of the United States that is not cov- 
ered by section 1412 of such Act. 

SEC. 1404. DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER- 
DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE-WIDE. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for the Department of Defense for fis- 
cal year 2016 for expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for Drug Interdiction and Counter- 
Drug Activities, Defense-wide, as specified in 
the funding table in section 4501. 

SEC. 1405. DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for the Department of Defense for fis- 
cal year 2016 for expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for the Office of the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Department of Defense, as speci- 
fied in the funding table in section 4501. 

SEC. 1406. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the Defense 
Health Program, as specified in the funding 
table in section 4501, for use of the Armed 
Forces and other activities and agencies of 
the Department of Defense in providing for 
the health of eligible beneficiaries. 

Subtitle B—Other Matters 

SEC. 1411. AUTHORITY FOR TRANSFER OF FUNDS 
TO JOINT DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE-DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS MEDICAL FACILITY DEM- 
ONSTRATION FUND FOR CAPTAIN 
JAMES A. LOVELL HEALTH CARE 
CENTER, ILLINOIS. 

(a) AUTHORITY FOR TRANSFER OF FUNDS.— 
Of the funds authorized to be appropriated 
by section 1406 and available for the Defense 
Health Program for operation and mainte- 
nance, $120,400,000 may be transferred by the 
Secretary of Defense to the Joint Depart- 
ment of Defense-Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs Medical Facility Demonstration Fund 
established by subsection (a)(1) of section 
1704 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 
123 Stat. 2571). For purposes of subsection 
(a)(2) of such section 1704, any funds so trans- 
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ferred shall be treated as amounts author- 

ized and appropriated specifically for the 

purpose of such a transfer. 

(b) USE OF TRANSFERRED FUNDS.—For the 
purposes of subsection (b) of such section 
1704, facility operations for which funds 
transferred under subsection (a) may be used 
are operations of the Captain James A. 
Lovell Federal Health Care Center, con- 
sisting of the North Chicago Veterans Affairs 
Medical Center, the Navy Ambulatory Care 
Center, and supporting facilities designated 
as a combined Federal medical facility under 
an operational agreement covered by section 
706 of the Duncan Hunter National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Pub- 
lic Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4500). 

SEC. 1412. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

FOR ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT 
HOME. 

There is hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 from the Armed 
Forces Retirement Home Trust Fund the 
sum of $64,300,000 for the operation of the 
Armed Forces Retirement Home. 

SEC. 1413. INSPECTIONS OF THE ARMED FORCES 

RETIREMENT HOME BY THE INSPEC- 
TOR GENERAL OF THE DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) INSPECTIONS.—Subsection (b)(1) of sec- 
tion 1518 of the Armed Forces Retirement 
Home Act of 1991 (24 U.S.C. 418) is amended 
by striking ‘‘a comprehensive inspection of 
all aspects of each facility of the Retirement 
Home” and all that follows and inserting “an 
inspection of the Retirement Home. The In- 
spector General shall determine the scope of 
each such inspection using a risk-based anal- 
ysis of the operations of the Retirement 
Home.”. 

(b) REPORTS.—Subsection (c)(1) of such sec- 
tion is amended in the second sentence by 
striking “Not later than 90 days after com- 
pleting the inspection of the facility, the In- 
spector General” and inserting ‘‘The Inspec- 
tor General”. 

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI- 
TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER- 
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 1501. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this subtitle is to authorize 
appropriations for the Department of De- 
fense for fiscal year 2016 to provide addi- 
tional funds for overseas contingency oper- 
ations being carried out by the Armed 
Forces. 
SEC. 1502. OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPER- 
ATIONS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the Depart- 
ment of Defense for overseas contingency op- 
erations in such amounts as may be des- 
ignated as provided in section 251(b)(2)(A)(ii) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def- 
icit Control Act of 1985. 

SEC. 1503. PROCUREMENT. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for procurement 
accounts for the Army, the Navy and the Ma- 
rine Corps, the Air Force, and Defense-wide 
activities, as specified in the funding table in 
section 4102. 

SEC. 1504. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND 

EVALUATION. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the 
Department of Defense for research, develop- 
ment, test, and evaluation, as specified in 
the funding table in section 4202. 

SEC. 1505. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 

priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the 
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Armed Forces and other activities and agen- 
cies of the Department of Defense for ex- 
penses, not otherwise provided for, for oper- 
ation and maintenance, as specified in the 
funding table in section 4802. 

SEC. 1506. MILITARY PERSONNEL. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agen- 
cies of the Department of Defense for ex- 
penses, not otherwise provided for, for mili- 
tary personnel, as specified in the funding 
table in section 4402. 

SEC. 1507. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agen- 
cies of the Department of Defense for pro- 
viding capital for working capital and re- 
volving funds, as specified in the funding 
table in section 4502. 

SEC. 1508. DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER- 
DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE-WIDE. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for the Department of Defense for fis- 
cal year 2016 for expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for Drug Interdiction and Counter- 
Drug Activities, Defense-wide, as specified in 
the funding table in section 4502. 

SEC. 1509. DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for the Department of Defense for fis- 
cal year 2016 for expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for the Office of the Inspector Gen- 
eral of the Department of Defense, as speci- 
fied in the funding table in section 4502. 

SEC. 1510. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for the Department of Defense for fis- 
cal year 2016 for expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for the Defense Health Program, as 
specified in the funding table in section 4502. 
SEC. 1511. COUNTERTERRORISM PARTNERSHIPS 

FUND. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for the Department of Defense for fis- 
cal year 2016 for expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for the Counterterrorism Partner- 
ships Fund, as specified in the funding table 
in section 4502. 

(b) DURATION OF AVAILABILITY.—Amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization 
of appropriations in subsection (a) shall re- 
main available for obligation through Sep- 
tember 30, 2017. 

Subtitle B—Financial Matters 
SEC. 1521. TREATMENT AS ADDITIONAL AUTHOR- 
IZATIONS. 

The amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by this title are in addition to amounts oth- 
erwise authorized to be appropriated by this 
Act. 

SEC. 1522. SPECIAL TRANSFER AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER AUTHORIZA- 
TIONS.— 

(1) AUTHORITY. —Upon determination by 
the Secretary of Defense that such action is 
necessary in the national interest, the Sec- 
retary may transfer amounts of authoriza- 
tions made available to the Department of 
Defense in this title for fiscal year 2016 be- 
tween any such authorizations for that fiscal 
year (or any subdivisions thereof). Amounts 
of authorizations so transferred shall be 
merged with and be available for the same 
purposes as the authorization to which 
transferred. 

(2) LIMITATION.—The total amount of au- 
thorizations that the Secretary may transfer 
under the authority of this subsection may 
not exceed $4,000,000,000. 
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(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Transfers 
under this section shall be subject to the 
same terms and conditions as transfers 
under section 1001. 

(c) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.—The transfer 
authority provided by this section is in addi- 
tion to the transfer authority provided under 
section 1001. 

Subtitle C—Limitations, Reports, and Other 
Matters 
AFGHANISTAN SECURITY FORCES 
FUND. 

(a) CONTINUATION OF PRIOR AUTHORITIES 
AND NOTICE AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.— 
Funds available to the Department of De- 
fense for the Afghanistan Security Forces 
Fund for fiscal year 2016 shall be subject to 
the conditions contained in subsections (b) 
through (g) of section 1518 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2008 (Public Law 110-181; 122 Stat. 428), as 
amended by section 1531(b) of the Ike Skel- 
ton National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383; 124 
Stat. 4424). 

(b) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT 
CERTAIN EQUIPMENT.—Section 1532(b)(1) of 
the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) is 
amended by striking “this Act” and insert- 
ing “Acts enacted before the date of the en- 
actment of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2016.”. 

SEC. 1532. JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DE- 
VICE DEFEAT FUND. 

(a) USE AND TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—Sub- 
sections (b) and (c) of section 1514 of the 
John Warner National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364; 
120 Stat. 2439), as in effect before the amend- 
ments made by section 1503 of the Duncan 
Hunter National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 122 
Stat. 4649), shall apply to the funds made 
available to the Department of Defense for 
the Joint Improvised Explosive Device De- 
feat Fund for fiscal year 2016. 

(b) EXTENSION OF INTERDICTION OF IMPRO- 
VISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE PRECURSOR CHEMI- 
CALS AUTHORITY.—Section 1532(c) of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2057) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and for 
fiscal year 2016,” after “fiscal year 2013,”; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (4), as most recently 
amended by section 1533(c) of the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
(Public Law 113-291), by striking “December 
31, 2015” and inserting “December 31, 2016”. 

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR CER- 
TAIN ASSIGNMENTS OF PERSONNEL.—None of 
the funds authorized to be appropriated by 
this Act or otherwise made available for fis- 
cal year 2016 for the Joint Improvised Explo- 
sive Device Defeat Organization may be used 
for the purposes of the Joint Improvised Ex- 
plosive Device Defeat Organization assigning 
personnel or contractors on a permanent or 
temporary basis, or as a detail, to the com- 
batant commands or associated military 
components, or the combat support agencies, 
unless such personnel or contractors are sup- 
porting— 

(1) Operation Freedom’s Sentinel or any 
successor operation to that operation; 

(2) Operation Inherent Resolve or any suc- 
cessor operation to that operation; or 

(3) another operation that, as determined 
by the Secretary of Defense, requires the di- 
rect support of the Joint Improvised Explo- 
sive Device Defeat Organization. 
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(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—If after the date 
of the enactment of this Act the Secretary of 
Defense makes a determination described in 
subsection (c)(3) that an operation requires 
the direct support of the Joint Improvised 
Explosive Device Defeat Organization, the 
Secretary shall submit to the congressional 
defense committees a notice of the deter- 
mination and the reasons for the determina- 
tion. 

(e) LIMITATION ON IMPLEMENTATION OF 
JIEDDO AS COMBAT SUPPORT AGENCY.—Re- 
lating to the determination by the Deputy 
Secretary of Defense on March 11, 2015, to 
make the Joint Improvised Explosive Device 
Defeat Organization a combat support agen- 
cy, the Secretary of Defense is prohibited 
from implementing such determination until 
90 days after the date on which the Secretary 
submits to the congressional defense com- 
mittees a report setting forth the following 

(1) A detailed plan for the disposition of 
the Organization as a combat support agen- 
cy, including the enduring requirements and 
key functions of the Organization, the chain 
of command for the Organization, and fund- 
ing for the Organization as such an agency. 

(2) A statement of potential alternative 
means to achieving the objective of desig- 
nating the Organization as a combat support 
agency, including the assumption of one or 
more functions of the Organization by one or 
more other components or elements of the 
Department of Defense, and an assessment of 
the feasibility and advisability of each such 
alternative. 

SEC. 1533. AVAILABILITY OF JOINT IMPROVISED 
EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEAT FUND 
FUNDS FOR TRAINING OF FOREIGN 
SECURITY FORCES TO DEFEAT IM- 
PROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICES. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal year 2016 for the Joint Improvised Ex- 
plosive Device Defeat Fund, up to $30,000,000 
may be available to provide training to for- 
eign security forces in defeating improvised 
explosive devices under authority provided 
the Department of Defense under any other 
provision of law. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION OF AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS.—The availability of funds under sub- 
section (a) shall not be construed as author- 
ity in and of itself for the provision of train- 
ing as described in that subsection. 

(c) GEOGRAPHIC LIMITATION.—Training may 
be provided using funds available under sub- 
section (a) only— 

(1) in locations in which the Department of 
Defense is conducting a named operation; or 

(2) in geographic areas in which the Sec- 
retary of Defense has determined that a for- 
eign security force is facing a significant 
threat from improvised explosive devices. 

(d) COORDINATION WITH GEOGRAPHIC COM- 
BATANT COMMANDS.—The Secretary shall, to 
the extent practicable, coordinate the provi- 
sion of training using funds available under 
subsection (a) with requests received from 
the commanders of the geographic combat- 
ant commands. 

(e) EXPIRATION.—The authority to use 
funds described in subsection (a) in accord- 
ance with this section shall expire on Decem- 
ber 31, 2018. 

TITLE XVI—STRATEGIC PROGRAMS, 

CYBER, AND INTELLIGENCE MATTERS 


Subtitle A—Space Activities 


SEC. 1601. INTEGRATED POLICY TO DETER AD- 
VERSARIES IN SPACE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President shall es- 
tablish an interagency process to provide for 
the development of a policy to deter adver- 
saries in space— 
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(1) with the objectives of— 

(A) reducing risks to the United States and 
allies of the United States in space; and 

(B) protecting and preserving the rights, 
access, capabilities, use, and freedom of ac- 
tion of the United States in space and the 
right of the United States to respond to an 
attack in space and, if necessary, deny ad- 
versaries the use of space capabilities hostile 
to the national interests of the United 
States; and 

(2) that integrates the interests and re- 
sponsibilities of the agencies participating in 
the process. 


(b) REPORT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the President shall submit to the Commit- 
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives a report setting 
forth the policy developed pursuant to sub- 
section (a). 

(2) FUNDING RESTRICTION.—If the President 
has not submitted the policy developed 
under subsection (a) and the answers to En- 
closure 1, regarding offensive space control 
policy, of the classified annex to this Act, to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives by 
the date required by paragraph (1), an 
amount equal to $10,000,000 of the amount au- 
thorized to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available to the Department of Defense 
for fiscal year 2016 to provide support serv- 
ices to the Executive Office of the President 
shall be withheld from obligation or expendi- 
ture until the policy and such answers are 
submitted to such Committees. 

(3) FORM OF REPORT.—The report required 
by paragraph (1) shall be submitted in un- 
classified form, but may include a classified 
annex. 


SEC. 1602. PRINCIPAL ADVISOR ON SPACE CON- 
TROL. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 185 of title 10, 
United States Code is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 


“$2279a. Principal Advisor on Space Control 


““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall designate an individual to serve 
as the Principal Space Control Advisor, who 
shall act as the principal advisor to the Sec- 
retary on space control activities. 


“(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Principal 
Space Control Advisor shall be responsible 
for the following: 

“(1) Supervision of space control activities 
related to the development, procurement, 
and employment of, and strategy relating to, 
space control capabilities. 

“*(2) Oversight of policy, resources, per- 
sonnel, and acquisition and technology relat- 
ing to space control activities. 


““(c) CROSS-FUNCTIONAL TEAM.—The Prin- 
cipal Space Control Advisor shall integrate 
the space control expertise and perspectives 
of appropriate organizational entities of the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense, the Joint 
Staff, the military departments, the Defense 
Agencies, and the combatant commands, by 
establishing and maintaining a full-time, 
cross-functional team of subject-matter ex- 
perts from those entities.”. 


(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 2799 the following new item: 


“2279a. Principal Advisor on Space Control.”. 
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SEC. 1603. EXCEPTION TO THE PROHIBITION ON 
CONTRACTING WITH RUSSIAN SUP- 
PLIERS OF ROCKET ENGINES FOR 
THE EVOLVED EXPENDABLE 
LAUNCH VEHICLE PROGRAM. 

Section 1608 of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
118-291; 128 Stat. 3626; 10 U.S.C. 2271 note) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking 
sections (b) and (c)” and inserting 
sections (b), (c), and (d)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(d) SPECIAL RULE FOR PHASE 1A COMPETI- 
TIVE OPPORTUNITIES.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—For not more than 9 
competitive opportunities described in para- 
graph (2), the Secretary of Defense may 
award a contract— 

““(A) requiring the use of a rocket engine 
designed or manufactured in the Russian 
Federation that is eligible for a waiver under 
subsection (b) or an exception under sub- 
section (c); or 

““(B) if a rocket engine described in sub- 
paragraph (A) is not available, requiring the 
use of a rocket engine designed or manufac- 
tured in the Russian Federation that is not 
eligible for such a waiver or exception. 

‘(2) COMPETITIVE OPPORTUNITIES DE- 
SCRIBED.—A competitive opportunity de- 
scribed in this paragraph is— 

““(A) an opportunity to compete for a con- 
tract for the procurement of property or 
services for space launch activities under the 
evolved expendable launch vehicle program; 
and 

““(B) one of the 9 Phase 1A competitive op- 
portunities for fiscal years 2015 through 2017, 
as specified in the budget justification mate- 
rials submitted to Congress in support of the 
budget of the President for fiscal year 2016 
(as submitted to Congress under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code).”. 

SEC. 1604. ELIMINATION OF LAUNCH CAPABILI- 
TIES CONTRACTS UNDER EVOLVED 
EXPENDABLE LAUNCH VEHICLE 
PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided by 
subsections (b) and (c), on and after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense may not award or renew a con- 
tract, or maintain a separate contract line 
item, for the procurement of property or 
services for space launch capabilities under 
the evolved expendable launch vehicle pro- 
gram. 

(b) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Defense may 
waive the prohibition under subsection (a) 
and award or renew a contract or maintain a 
separate contract line item for the procure- 
ment of property or services for space launch 
capabilities if the Secretary of Defense de- 
termines, and reports to the congressional 
defense committees not later than 30 days 
before the waiver takes effect, that— 

(1) awarding or renewing such a contract 
or maintaining such a contract line item is 
necessary for the national security interests 
of the United States and the contract or con- 
tract line item does not support space launch 
activities using rocket engines designed or 
manufactured in the Russian Federation; 
and 

(2) failing to award or renew such a con- 
tract or maintain such a contract line item 
will have significant consequences to na- 
tional security and will result in the signifi- 
cant loss of life or property or economic 
harm. 

(c) EXCEPTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The prohibition under 
subsection (a) shall not apply to the place- 


“sub- 
“sub- 
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ment of orders or the exercise of options 

under the contract numbered FA8811-13-C- 

0003 and awarded on December 18, 2013. 

(2) TERMINATION.—The exception under 
paragraph (1) shall terminate on September 
30, 2019. 

(d) SPACE LAUNCH CAPABILITIES DEFINED.— 
In this section, the term ‘‘space launch capa- 
bilities’? includes all work associated with 
space launch infrastructure maintenance and 
sustainment, program management, systems 
engineering, launch site operations, launch 
site depreciation, and maintenance commod- 
ities. 
SEC. 1605. ALLOCATION OF FUNDING FOR 
EVOLVED EXPENDABLE LAUNCH VE- 
HICLE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amount requested in 
the budget of the President submitted to 
Congress under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, for fiscal year 2017, 2018, 
or 2019 for the Air Force for the launch of Air 
Force satellites under the evolved expend- 
able launch vehicle launch capability pro- 
gram shall bear the same ratio to the total 
amount requested in that budget for that fis- 
cal year for the launch of national security 
satellites under the evolved expendable 
launch vehicle launch capability program as 
the amount requested in that budget for that 
fiscal year for the procurement of cores for 
the Air Force for the launch of Air Force 
satellites under the evolved expendable 
launch vehicle launch services program 
bears to the total amount requested in that 
budget for that fiscal year for the procure- 
ment of cores for the launch of national se- 
curity satellites under the evolved expend- 
able launch vehicle launch services program. 

(b) NATIONAL SECURITY SATELLITE DE- 
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘national 
security satellite’ is a satellite launched for 
national security purposes, including such a 
satellite launched by the Air Force, the 
Navy, or the National Reconnaissance Office, 
or any other element of the Department of 
Defense. 

SEC. 1606. INCLUSION OF PLAN FOR DEVELOP- 
MENT AND FIELDING OF A FULL-UP 
ENGINE IN ROCKET PROPULSION 
SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM. 

Section 1604(b) of the Carl Levin and How- 
ard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public 
Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3623; 10 U.S.C. 2273 
note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“*(4) a plan for the development and field- 
ing of a full-up engine.”. 

SEC. 1607. LIMITATIONS ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR THE DEFENSE METE- 
OROLOGICAL SATELLITE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds author- 
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other- 
wise made available for fiscal year 2016 for 
the Defense Meteorological Satellite pro- 
gram (PE+ 0305160F and line number MS0554) 
or for the launch of Defense Meteorological 
Satellite program satellite #20 (in this sec- 
tion referred to as “DMSP20”»), and none of 
the funds authorized to be appropriated or 
otherwise made available for fiscal year 2015 
for that program or the launch of DMSP20 
that remain available for obligation as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act, may be 
obligated or expended until the Secretary of 
Defense and the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff jointly certify to the congres- 
sional defense committees that— 

(1) relying on civil and international con- 
tributions to meet space-based environ- 
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mental monitoring requirements is insuffi- 
cient or is a risk to national security and 
launching DMSP20 will meet those require- 
ments; 

(2) launching DMSP20 is the most afford- 
able solution to meeting requirements vali- 
dated by the Joint Requirements Oversight 
Council; and 

(3) nonmaterial solutions within the De- 
partment of Defense, the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, and the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion are incapable of meeting the cloud char- 
acterization and theater weather require- 
ments validated by the Joint Requirements 
Oversight Council. 

(b) COMPARATIVE COST AND CAPABILITY AS- 
SESSMENT.—If the Secretary and the Chair- 
man determine that a material solution is 
required to meet the cloud characterization 
and theater weather requirements validated 
by the Joint Requirements Oversight Coun- 
cil, the Secretary and the Chairman shall 
jointly submit to the congressional defense 
committees a cost and capability assessment 
that compares the cost of meeting those re- 
quirements with DMSP20 and with an alter- 
nate material solution that includes electro- 
optical infrared weather imaging or other 
comparable solutions. 

SEC. 1608. QUARTERLY REPORTS ON GLOBAL PO- 
SITIONING SYSTEM III SPACE SEG- 
MENT, GLOBAL POSITIONING SYS- 
TEM OPERATIONAL CONTROL SEG- 
MENT, AND MILITARY GLOBAL POSI- 
TIONING SYSTEM USER EQUIPMENT 
ACQUISITION PROGRAMS. 

(a) REPORTS REQUIRED.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and every 90 days thereafter, the Sec- 
retary of the Air Force shall submit to the 
Comptroller General of the United States a 
report on the Global Positioning System III 
space segment, the Global Positioning Sys- 
tem operational control segment, and the 
Military Global Positioning System user 
equipment acquisition programs. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—Each report required by 
subsection (a) shall include, with respect to 
an acquisition program specified in that sub- 
section, the following: 

(1) A statement of the status of the pro- 
gram with respect to cost, schedule, and per- 
formance. 

(2) A description of any changes to the re- 
quirements of the program. 

(3) A description of any technical risks im- 
pacting the cost, schedule, and performance 
of the program. 

(4) An assessment of how such risks are to 
be addressed and the costs associated with 
such risks. 

(5) An assessment of the extent to which 
the segments of the program are syn- 
chronized. 

(c) BRIEFINGS BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL.— 
The Comptroller General shall provide to the 
congressional defense committees a briefing 
on a report submitted under subsection (a)— 

(1) in the case of the first such report, not 
later than 30 days after receiving that re- 
port; and 

(2) as the Comptroller General considers 
appropriate thereafter. 

(d) TERMINATION.—The requirement under 
subsection (a) shall terminate with respect 
to an acquisition program specified in that 
subsection on the date on which that pro- 
gram reaches full operational capability. 
SEC. 1609. PLAN FOR CONSOLIDATION OF ACQUI- 

SITION OF COMMERCIAL SATELLITE 
COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 
31, 2016, the Department of Defense Execu- 
tive Agent for Space shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees a plan for the 
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consolidation, during the three-year period 
beginning on the date on which the plan is 
submitted, of the acquisition of commercial 
satellite communications services from 
across the Department of Defense into a pro- 
gram office in the Space and Missile Systems 

Center of the Air Force. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The plan required by sub- 
section (a) shall include— 

(A) an assessment of the management and 
overhead costs relating to the acquisition of 
commercial satellite communications serv- 
ices across the Department of Defense; and 

(B) an estimate of— 

(i) the costs of implementing the consoli- 
dation of the acquisition of such services de- 
scribed in subsection (a); and 

(ii) the projected savings of the consolida- 
tion. 

(2) VALIDATION BY DIRECTOR OF COST AS- 
SESSMENT AND PROGRAM EVALUATION.—The 
assessment required by paragraph (1)(A) and 
the estimates required by paragraph (1)(B) 
shall be validated by the Director of Cost As- 
sessment and Program Evaluation. 

SEC. 1610. COUNCIL ON OVERSIGHT OF THE DE- 

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE POSI- 
TIONING, NAVIGATION, AND TIMING 
ENTERPRISE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 135 of title 10, 
United States Code, as amended by section 
1602, is further amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

“$2279b. Council on Oversight of the Depart- 
ment of Defense Positioning, Navigation, 
and Timing Enterprise 
““(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is within the 

Department of Defense a council to be 

known as the ‘Council on Oversight of the 

Department of Defense Positioning, Naviga- 

tion, and Timing Enterprise’ (in this section 

referred to as the ‘Council’). 

““(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The members of the 
Council shall be as follows: 

““(1) The Under Secretary of Defense for 
Policy. 

“(2) The Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics. 

“(3) The Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff. 

“(4) The Commander of the United States 
Strategic Command. 

“(5) The Commander of the United States 
Northern Command. 

““(6) The Commander of United States 
Cyber Command. 

“(7) The Director of the National Security 
Agency. 

““(8) The Chief Information Officer of the 
Department of Defense. 

““(9) Such other officers of the Department 
of Defense as the Secretary may designate. 

““(c) CO-CHAIR.—The Council shall be co- 
chaired by the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
and the Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff. 

‘(d) RESPONSIBILITIES.—(1) The Council 
shall be responsible for oversight of the De- 
partment of Defense positioning, navigation, 
and timing enterprise, including positioning, 
navigation, and timing services provided to 
civil, commercial, scientific, and inter- 
national users. 

““(2) In carrying out the responsibility for 
oversight of the Department of Defense posi- 
tioning, navigation, and timing enterprise as 
specified in paragraph (1), the Council shall 
be responsible for the following: 

““(A) Oversight of performance assessments 
(including interoperability). 

“(B) Vulnerability identification and miti- 
gation. 
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“(C) Architecture development. 

“(D) Resource prioritization. 

““(E) Such other responsibilities as the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall specify for purposes 
of this section. 

““(e) ANNUAL REPORTS.—At the same time 
each year that the budget of the President is 
submitted to Congress under section 1105(a) 
of title 31, the Council shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
on the activities of the Council. Each report 
shall include the following: 

“(1) A description and assessment of the 
activities of the Council during the previous 
fiscal year. 

“(2) A description of the activities pro- 
posed to be undertaken by the Council dur- 
ing the period covered by the current future- 
years defense program under section 221 of 
this title. 

(3) Any changes to the requirements of 
the Department of Defense positioning, navi- 
gation, and timing enterprise made during 
the previous year, along with an explanation 
for why the changes were made and a de- 
scription of the effects of the changes to the 
capability of such enterprise. 

“*(4) A breakdown of each program element 
in such budget that relates to the Depart- 
ment of Defense positioning, navigation, and 
timing enterprise, including how such pro- 
gram element relates to the operation and 
sustainment, research and development, pro- 
curement, or other activity of such enter- 
prise. 

“(f) BUDGET AND FUNDING MATTERS.—(1) 
Not later than 30 days after the President 
submits to Congress the budget for a fiscal 
year under section 1105(a) of title 31, the 
Commander of the United States Strategic 
Command shall submit to the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff an assessment of— 

““(A) whether such budget allows the Fed- 
eral Government to meet the required capa- 
bilities of the Department of Defense posi- 
tioning, navigation, and timing enterprise 
during the fiscal year covered by the budget 
and the four subsequent fiscal years; and 

“(B) if the Commander determines that 
such budget does not allow the Federal Gov- 
ernment to meet such required capabilities, 
a description of the steps being taken to 
meet such required capabilities. 

“*(2) Not later than 30 days after the date 
on which the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff receives the assessment of the Com- 
mander of the United States Strategic Com- 
mand under paragraph (1), the Chairman 
shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees— 

““(A) such assessment as it was submitted 
to the Chairman; and 

““(B) any comments of the Chairman. 

“*(3) If a House of Congress adopts a bill au- 
thorizing or appropriating funds for the ac- 
tivities of the Department of Defense posi- 
tioning, navigation, and timing enterprise 
that, as determined by the Council, provides 
insufficient funds for such activities for the 
period covered by such bill, the Council shall 
notify the congressional defense committees 
of the determination. 

““(g) NOTIFICATION OF ANOMALIES.—(1) The 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees written noti- 
fication of an anomaly in the Department of 
Defense positioning, navigation, and timing 
enterprise that is reported to the Secretary 
or the Council by not later than 14 days after 
the date on which the Secretary or the Coun- 
cil learns of such anomaly, as the case may 
be. 

‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘anomaly’ 
means any unplanned, irregular, or abnormal 


June 2, 2015 


event, whether unexplained or caused inten- 
tionally or unintentionally by a person or a 
system. 

““(h) TERMINATION.—The Council shall ter- 
minate on the date that is 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2016.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter, as 
amended by section 1602, is further amended 
by inserting after the item relating to sec- 
tion 2799a the following new item: 


“2279b. Council on Oversight of the Depart- 
ment of Defense Positioning, 
Navigation, and Timing Enter- 
prise.”. 

1611. ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES FOR 

WIDE-BAND COMMUNICATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall conduct an analysis of alternatives for 
a follow-on wide-band communications sys- 
tem to the Wideband Global SATCOM Sys- 
tem that includes space, air, and ground 
layer communications capabilities of the De- 
partment of Defense. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 
March 31, 2017, the Secretary shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port on the analysis conducted under sub- 
section (a). 

SEC. 1612. EXPANSION OF GOALS FOR PILOT PRO- 

GRAM FOR ACQUISITION OF COM- 
MERCIAL SATELLITE COMMUNICA- 
TION SERVICES. 

Section 1605(b) of the Carl Levin and How- 
ard P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public 
Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3623; 10 U.S.C. 2208 
note) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

““(5) demonstrates the potential to achieve 
order-of-magnitude improvements in sat- 
ellite communications capability.”. 

SEC. 1613. STREAMLINE COMMERCIAL SPACE 

LAUNCH ACTIVITIES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that eliminating duplicative re- 
quirements and approvals for commercial 
launch and reentry operations will promote 
and encourage the development of the com- 
mercial space sector. 

(b) REAFFIRMATION OF POLICY.—Congress 
reaffirms that the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation, in overseeing and coordinating com- 
mercial launch and reentry operations, 
should— 

(1) promote commercial space launches and 
reentries by the private sector; 

(2) facilitate Government, State, and pri- 
vate sector involvement in enhancing United 
States launch sites and facilities; 

(3) protect public health and safety, safety 
of property, national security interests, and 
foreign policy interests of the United States; 
and 

(4) consult with the head of another execu- 
tive agency, including the Secretary of De- 
fense or the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, as 
necessary to provide consistent application 
of licensing requirements under chapter 509 
of title 51, United States Code. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans- 
portation under section 50918 of title 51, 
United States Code, and subject to section 
50905(b)(2)(C) of that title, shall consult with 
the Secretary of Defense, the Administrator 
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of the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, and the heads of other execu- 
tive agencies, as appropriate— 

(A) to identify all requirements that are 
imposed to protect the public health and 
safety, safety of property, national security 
interests, and foreign policy interests of the 
United States relevant to any commercial 
launch of a launch vehicle or commercial re- 
entry of a reentry vehicle; and 

(B) to evaluate the requirements identified 
in subparagraph (A) and, in coordination 
with the licensee or transferee and the heads 
of the relevant executive agencies— 

(i) determine whether the satisfaction of a 
requirement of one agency could result in 
the satisfaction of a requirement of another 
agency; and 

(ii) resolve any inconsistencies and remove 
any outmoded or duplicative requirements 
or approvals of the Federal Government rel- 
evant to any commercial launch of a launch 
vehicle or commercial reentry of a reentry 
vehicle. 

(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu- 
ally thereafter until the Secretary of Trans- 
portation determines no outmoded or dupli- 
cative requirements or approvals of the Fed- 
eral Government exist, the Secretary of 
Transportation, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Defense, the Administrator of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin- 
istration, the commercial space sector, and 
the heads of other executive agencies, as ap- 
propriate, shall submit to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the congressional defense 
committees a report that includes the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A description of the process for the ap- 
plication for and approval of a permit or li- 
cense under chapter 509 of title 51, United 
States Code, for the commercial launch of a 
launch vehicle or commercial reentry of a 
reentry vehicle, including the identification 
of— 

(i) any unique requirements for operating 
on a United States Government launch site, 
reentry site, or launch property; and 

(ii) any inconsistent, outmoded, or duplica- 
tive requirements or approvals. 

(B) A description of current efforts, if any, 
to coordinate and work across executive 
agencies to define interagency processes and 
procedures for sharing information, avoiding 
duplication of effort, and resolving common 
agency requirements. 

(C) Recommendations for legislation that 
may further— 

(i) streamline requirements in order to im- 
prove efficiency, reduce unnecessary costs, 
resolve inconsistencies, remove duplication, 
and minimize unwarranted constraints; and 

(ii) consolidate or modify requirements 
across affected agencies into a single appli- 
cation set that satisfies the requirements 
identified in paragraph (1)(A). 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub- 
section— 

(A) any applicable definitions set forth in 
section 50902 of title 51, United States Code, 
shall apply; 

(B) the terms “launch”, “reenter”, and 
“reentry” include landing of a launch vehi- 
cle or reentry vehicle; and 

(C) the terms “United States Government 
launch site” and “United States Government 
reentry site” include any necessary facility, 
at that location, that is commercially oper- 
ated on United States Government property. 
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Subtitle B—Cyber Warfare, Cyber Security, 

and Related Matters 

SEC. 1621. AUTHORIZATION OF MILITARY CYBER 
OPERATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 3 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$ 130g. Authorities concerning military cyber 

operations 

“The Secretary of Defense shall develop, 
prepare, coordinate, and, when authorized by 
the President to do so, conduct a military 
cyber operation in response to malicious 
cyber activity carried out against the United 
States or a United States person by a foreign 
power (as defined in section 101 of the For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1801)).”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 3 of such 
title is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new item: 

‘130g. Authorities concerning military cyber 

operations.”. 

SEC. 1622. DESIGNATION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE ENTITY RESPONSIBLE FOR 
ACQUISITION OF CRITICAL CYBER 
CAPABILITIES. 

(a) DESIGNATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall, for each crit- 
ical cyber capability described in paragraph 
(2), designate an entity of the Department of 
Defense to be responsible for the acquisition 
of the critical cyber capability. 

(2) CRITICAL CYBER CAPABILITIES DE- 
SCRIBED.—The critical cyber capabilities de- 
scribed in this paragraph are all of the cyber 
capabilities that the Secretary considers 
critical to the mission of the Department of 
Defense, including the following: 

(A) The Unified Platform. 

(B) A persistent cyber training environ- 
ment. 

(C) A cyber situational awareness and bat- 
tle management system. 

(b) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees a report on the 
designations made under subsection (a). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) Identification of each designation made 
under subsection (a). 

(B) Estimates of the funding requirements 
and acquisition timelines for each critical 
cyber capability for which a designation was 
made under subsection (a). 

(C) An explanation of whether critical 
cyber capabilities could be acquired more 
quickly with changes to acquisition authori- 
ties. 

(D) Such recommendations as the Sec- 
retary may have for legislation or adminis- 
trative action to improve the acquisition of, 
or acquire more quickly, the critical cyber 
capabilities for which designations are made 
under subsection (a). 

SEC. 1623. INCENTIVE FOR SUBMITTAL TO CON- 
GRESS BY PRESIDENT OF INTE- 
GRATED POLICY TO DETER ADVER- 
SARIES IN CYBERSPACE. 

Until the President submits to the con- 
gressional defense committees the report re- 
quired by section 941 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (127 
Stat. 837; Public Law 113-66), $10,000,000 of 
the unobligated balance of the amounts ap- 
propriated or otherwise made available to 
the Department of Defense to provide sup- 
port services to the Executive Office of the 
President may not be obligated or expended. 
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SEC. 1624. AUTHORIZATION FOR PROCUREMENT 
OF RELOCATABLE SENSITIVE COM- 
PARTMENTED INFORMATION FACIL- 
ITY. 

Of the unobligated amounts appropriated 
or otherwise made available in fiscal years 
2014 and 2015 for procurement for the Army, 
$10,600,000 may be used for the procurement 
of a relocatable Sensitive Compartmented 
Information Facility for the Cyber Center of 
Excellence at Fort Gordon, Georgia, as de- 
scribed in the reprogramming action prior 
approval request submitted by the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) to Con- 
gress on February 6, 2015. 

SEC. 1625. EVALUATION OF CYBER 
VULNERABILITIES OF MAJOR WEAP- 
ON SYSTEMS OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE. 

(a) EVALUATION REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall complete an evaluation of the cyber 
vulnerabilities of each major weapon system 
of the Department of Defense by not later 
than December 31, 2019. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may waive 
the requirement of paragraph (1) with re- 
spect to a weapon system or complete the 
evaluation of a weapon system required by 
such paragraph after the date specified in 
such paragraph if the Secretary certifies to 
the congressional defense committees before 
that date that all known cyber vulner- 
abilities in the weapon system have minimal 
consequences for the capability of the weap- 
on system to meet operational requirements 
or otherwise satisfy mission requirements. 

(b) PLAN FOR EVALUATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees the plan of the 
Secretary for the evaluations of major weap- 
on systems required by subsection (a), in- 
cluding an identification of each of the weap- 
on systems to be evaluated and an estimate 
of the funding required to conduct the eval- 
uations. 

(2) PRIORITY IN EVALUATIONS.—The plan 
under paragraph (1) shall accord a priority 
among evaluations based on the criticality 
of major weapon systems, as determined by 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
based on an assessment of employment of 
forces and threats. 

(3) INTEGRATION WITH OTHER EFFORTS.—The 
plan under paragraph (1) shall build upon ex- 
isting efforts regarding the identification 
and mitigation of cyber vulnerabilities of 
major weapon systems, and shall not dupli- 
cate similar ongoing efforts such as ‘‘Task 
Force Cyber Awakening” of the Navy or 
“Task Force Cyber Secure” of the Air Force. 

(c) STATUS ON PROGRESS.—On a regular 
basis, the Secretary shall inform the con- 
gressional defense committees of the activi- 
ties undertaken in the evaluation of major 
weapon systems under this section. 

(d) RISK MITIGATION STRATEGIES.—As part 
of the evaluation of cyber vulnerabilities of 
major weapon systems of the Department 
under this section, the Secretary shall de- 
velop strategies for mitigating the risks of 
cyber vulnerabilities identified in the course 
of such evaluations. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Of 
amounts appropriated or otherwise made 
available under section 201, $200,000,000 shall 
be available to the Secretary to conduct the 
evaluations required by subsection (a)(1). 
SEC. 1626. ASSESSMENT OF CAPABILITIES OF 

UNITED STATES CYBER COMMAND 
TO DEFEND THE UNITED STATES 
FROM CYBER ATTACKS. 

(a) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Principal Cyber Advi- 
sor, with the assistance of the Under Sec- 
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech- 
nology, and Logistics, shall sponsor an inde- 
pendent panel to assess the ability of the Na- 
tional Mission Forces of the United States 
Cyber Command to reliably prevent or block 
large-scale attacks on the United States by 
foreign powers with capabilities comparable 
to the capabilities of China, Iran, North 
Korea, and Russia expected in the years 2020 
and 2025. 

(2) INDEPENDENT EXPERTS.—The panel spon- 
sored under paragraph (1) shall include— 

(A) independent experts in cyber warfare 
technology, intelligence, and operations; and 

(B) independent experts in non-cyber mili- 
tary operations. 

(b) WAR GAMES.—The Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, in consultation with 
the Principal Cyber Advisor, shall conduct a 
series of war games through the Warfighting 
Analysis Division of the Force Structure, 
Resources, and Assessment Directorate to 
assess the strategy, assumptions, and capa- 
bilities of the United States Cyber Command 
to prevent large-scale cyber attacks by for- 
eign powers with capabilities described in 
subsection (a)(1) from reaching United 
States targets. 

(c) FINDINGS.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act— 

(1) the Principal Cyber Advisor shall con- 
vey to the congressional defense committees 
the findings of the Principal Cyber Advisor 
with respect to the assessment conducted by 
the panel sponsored under subsection (a)(1); 
and 

(2) the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff shall convey to the congressional de- 
fense committees the findings of the Chair- 
man with respect to the war games con- 
ducted under subsection (b)(1). 

(d) FOREIGN POWER DEFINED.—In this sec- 
tion, the term “foreign power” has the 
meaning given the term in section 101 of the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1801). 

SEC. 1627. BIENNIAL EXERCISES ON RESPONDING 
TO CYBER ATTACKS AGAINST CRIT- 
ICAL INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) BIENNIAL EXERCISES REQUIRED.—Not 
less frequently than once every two years 
until the date that is six years after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense shall, in coordination with the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the Direc- 
tor of National Intelligence, the Director of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and the 
heads of the critical infrastructure sector- 
specific agencies designated under Presi- 
dential Policy Directive-21 (entitled ‘‘Crit- 
ical Infrastructure Security Resilience” and 
dated February 12, 2013) and in consultation 
with governors of the States and the owners 
and operators of critical infrastructure, or- 
ganize and execute one or more exercises 
based on scenarios in which— 

(1) critical infrastructure of the United 
States is attacked through cyberspace; and 

(2) the President directs the Secretary to— 

(A) defend the United States; and 

(B) provide support to civil authorities in 
responding to and recovering from cyber at- 
tacks. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the exer- 
cises required by subsection (a) are as fol- 
lows: 

(1) To improve cooperation and coordina- 
tion between various parts of the Govern- 
ment and industry so that the Government 
and industry can more effectively and effi- 
ciently respond to cyber attacks. 

(2) To exercise command and control, co- 
ordination, communications, and informa- 
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tion sharing capabilities under the stressing 

conditions of an ongoing cyber attack. 

(3) To identify gaps and problems that re- 
quire new enhanced training, capabilities, 
procedures, or authorities. 

(4) To identify— 

(A) interdependencies; 

(B) strengths that should be leveraged; and 

(C) weaknesses that need to be mitigated. 

(c) REQUIREMENT FOR VARIATION OF AS- 
SUMPTIONS AND CONDITIONS.—In conducting 
the exercises required by subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall ensure that there is an ap- 
propriate degree of variation from exercise 
to exercise of the following: 

(1) The size, scope, duration, and sophis- 
tication of the cyber attacks. 

(2) The degree of warning and knowledge 
that is available to the Department of De- 
fense about the attack and the means used in 
the attack and the degree of delegation of 
authority from the President to react, in- 
cluding with pre-planned responses. 

(8) The effectiveness of the National Mis- 
sion Force of the United States Cyber Com- 
mand in preempting and defeating the at- 
tack. 

(4) The effectiveness of the attacks on crit- 
ical infrastructure in general and particu- 
larly in specific industry sectors. 

(5) The effectiveness of resilience and re- 
covery mechanisms. 

(d) COST SHARING AGREEMENTS.—The Sec- 
retary shall coordinate with those with 
whom the Secretary is required to coordi- 
nate under subsection (a) to develop equi- 
table cost sharing agreements to defray the 
expenses of the exercises required by sub- 
section (a). 

Subtitle C—Nuclear Forces 
SEC. 1631. DESIGNATION OF AIR FORCE OFFI- 
CIALS TO BE RESPONSIBLE FOR 
POLICY ON AND PROCUREMENT OF 
NUCLEAR COMMAND, CONTROL, AND 
COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS. 

(a) DESIGNATION OF OFFICIALS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 24 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$ 499. Designation of Air Force officials to be 
responsible for policy on and procurement 
of nuclear command, control, and commu- 
nications systems 
““(a) PROCUREMENT.—The Secretary of the 

Air Force shall designate a senior acquisi- 

tion official of the Air Force to be respon- 

sible for ensuring the procurement and inte- 
gration of the nuclear command, control, 
and communication systems of the Air 

Force. 

““(b) POoLICY.—The Secretary shall des- 
ignate an official of the Air Force to be re- 
sponsible for— 

“(1) formulating an integrated policy for 
the nuclear command, control, and commu- 
nications systems of the Air Force that in- 
cludes long-term requirements to satisfy the 
requirements of the Department of Defense 
for nuclear command, control, and commu- 
nications; and 

“*(2) ensuring that such policy is integrated 
across all Air Force systems using nuclear 
command, control, and communications sys- 
tems.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 24 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
498 the following new item: 

‘499. Designation of Air Force officials to be 
responsible for policy on and 
procurement of nuclear com- 
mand, control, and communica- 
tions systems.”. 
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(b) DEADLINE.—The Secretary of the Air 
Force shall— 

(1) designate the officials required by sec- 
tion 499 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a)(1), not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act; and 

(2) promptly notify the congressional de- 
fense committees of such designation. 

SEC. 1632. COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES REVIEW OF REC- 
OMMENDATIONS RELATING TO THE 
NUCLEAR SECURITY ENTERPRISE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall, in each of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2021, conduct a review of 
the process of the Department of Defense for 
addressing the recommendations of the De- 
partment of Defense Internal Nuclear Enter- 
prise Review, the Independent Review of the 
Department of Defense Nuclear Enterprise, 
and the Nuclear Deterrence Enterprise Re- 
view Group, that are evaluated by the Office 
of Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation 
of the Department of Defense. 

(b) BRIEFING AND REPORT.—After con- 
ducting each review under subsection (a), the 
Comptroller General shall— 

(1) provide to the congressional defense 
committees an initial briefing on the review; 
and 

(2) after providing the briefing under para- 
graph (1), submit to those committees a 
written report on the review and such other 
topics as the committees request during the 
briefing. 

SEC. 1633. ASSESSMENT OF GLOBAL NUCLEAR 
ENVIRONMENT. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Nuclear competition among countries 
has become both different and in some ways 
more complex than was the case during the 
Cold War. 

(2) During the 25 years preceding the date 
of the enactment of this Act, additional 
countries have obtained nuclear weapons. 
North Korea is a nuclear-armed country and 
Iran aspires to acquire a nuclear weapons ca- 
pability. 

(3) A regional nuclear competition has 
emerged in South Asia between India and 
Pakistan. Another such competition may 
emerge in the Middle East between Iran and 
Israel, triggering a nuclear proliferation cas- 
cade across the Middle East, involving Saudi 
Arabia, Turkey, and perhaps other countries 
as well. 

(4) The proliferation of nuclear weapons to 
countries the cultures of which are quite dif- 
ferent from that of the United States raises 
concerns regarding how leaders in those 
countries calculate cost, benefit, and risk 
with respect to decisions regarding the use of 
nuclear weapons. 

(b) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—The Director 
of Net Assessment of the Department of De- 
fense shall, in coordination with the Com- 
mander of the United States Strategic Com- 
mand, conduct an assessment of the global 
environment with respect to nuclear weap- 
ons and the role of United States nuclear 
forces, policy, and strategy in that environ- 
ment. 

(c) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the as- 
sessment required by subsection (b) are to 
inform the long-term planning of the Depart- 
ment of Defense and policies relating to re- 
gional nuclear crises and operations that 
may involve the escalation of nuclear com- 
petition among countries. 

(d) REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In conducting the assess- 
ment required by subsection (b), the Director 
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shall develop and analyze a range of contin- 
gencies and scenarios, including crises that 
may emerge from nuclear competition dur- 
ing the 10-year period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of this Act that involve the 
following: 

(A) The United States and one other coun- 
try that possesses a nuclear weapon. 

(B) The United States and multiple such 
countries. 

(C) Two other such countries. 

(D) Three or more other such countries. 

(E) Regional and cross-regional geography, 
including contingencies and scenarios in Eu- 
rope, the Middle East, South Asia, and East 
Asia, and contingencies and scenarios that 
transcend regions. 

(F) The long-term geopolitical and mili- 
tary-technical competition as it relates to 
nuclear weapons and strategic warfare. 

(2) ANALYSIS OF COMPETITIVE DISCONTINU- 
ITIES.—In analyzing the long-term geo- 
political and military-technical competition 
as it relates to nuclear weapons and stra- 
tegic warfare under paragraph (1)(F), the Di- 
rector shall identify— 

(A) prospective discontinuities 
competition; and 

(B) strategies and capabilities the United 
States could adopt to improve its competi- 
tive position following such discontinuities. 

(e) STAFFING.—In conducting the assess- 
ment required by subsection (b), the Director 
shall engage the best talent available, with 
particular emphasis on engaging individuals 
and independent entities with demonstrated 
expertise in strategy and net assessment 
methodology. 

(f) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than No- 
vember 15, 2016, the Director shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port on the assessment required by sub- 
section (b). 

SEC. 1634. DEADLINE FOR MILESTONE A DECI- 
SION ON LONG-RANGE STANDOFF 
WEAPON. 

Not later than May 31, 2016, the Secretary 
of Defense shall make a Milestone A decision 
on the long-range standoff weapon. 

SEC. 1635. AVAILABILITY OF AIR FORCE PRO- 
CUREMENT FUNDS FOR CERTAIN 
COMMERCIAL OFF-THE-SHELF 
PARTS FOR INTERCONTINENTAL 
BALLISTIC MISSILE FUZES. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF PROCUREMENT 
FUNDS.—Notwithstanding section 1502(a) of 
title 31, United States Code, of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2016 by section 101 and available for Missile 
Procurement, Air Force, as specified in the 
funding table in section 4101, $13,700,000 shall 
be available for the procurement of covered 
parts pursuant to contracts entered into 
under section 1645 of the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3651). 

(b) COVERED PARTS DEFINED.—In this sec- 
tion, the term ‘‘covered parts” has the mean- 
ing given that term in section 1645(c) of such 
Act. 

SEC. 1636. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON POLICY ON 
THE NUCLEAR TRIAD. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the triad of strategic nuclear delivery 
systems plays a critical role in ensuring the 
national security of the United States; and 

(2) retaining all three legs of the nuclear 
triad is among the highest priorities of the 
Department of Defense and will best main- 
tain strategic stability at a reasonable cost, 
while hedging against potential technical 
problems and vulnerabilities. 

(b) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It is the policy 
of the United States— 
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(1) to operate, sustain, and modernize or 
replace the triad of strategic nuclear deliv- 
ery systems consisting of— 

(A) heavy bombers equipped with nuclear 
gravity bombs and air-launched nuclear 
cruise missiles; 

(B) land-based intercontinental ballistic 
missiles equipped with nuclear warheads 
that are capable of carrying multiple inde- 
pendently targetable reentry vehicles; and 

(C) ballistic missile submarines equipped 
with submarine launched ballistic missiles 
and multiple nuclear warheads; 

(2) to operate, sustain, and modernize or 
replace a capability to forward-deploy nu- 
clear weapons and dual-capable fighter- 
bomber aircraft; 

(3) to deter potential adversaries and as- 
sure allies and partners of the United States 
through strong and long-term commitment 
to the nuclear deterrent of the United States 
and the personnel, systems, and infrastruc- 
ture that comprise such deterrent; 

(4) to ensure that the members of the 
Armed Forces who operate the nuclear deter- 
rent of the United States have the training, 
resources, and national support required to 
execute the critical national security mis- 
sion of the members; and 

(5) to achieve a modern and responsive nu- 
clear infrastructure to support the full spec- 
trum of deterrence requirements. 


Subtitle D—Missile Defense Programs 


SEC. 1641. PLAN FOR EXPEDITING DEPLOYMENT 
TIME OF CONTINENTAL UNITED 
STATES INTERCEPTOR SITE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date on which the Secretary of De- 
fense completes preparation of an environ- 
mental impact statement pursuant to sec- 
tion 227(b) of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 
112-239), the Secretary of Defense shall— 

(1) develop a plan for expediting the de- 
ployment time for a potential future conti- 
nental United States interceptor site by at 
least two years, in the case that the Presi- 
dent decides to proceed with such deploy- 
ment; and 

(2) submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report on such plan. 

(b) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report sub- 
mitted under subsection (a)(2) shall include 
the following: 

(1) A description of the plan, including es- 
timates of the cost of carrying out the plan 
and a schedule for carrying out the plan. 

(2) A description of such legislative or ad- 
ministrative action as may be necessary to 
carry out the plan. 

(3) An assessment of the risks associated 
with decreasing the deployment time, in- 
cluding with respect to cost and the oper- 
ational effectiveness and reliability of inter- 
ceptors. 

(4) Identification of any deviation in the 
plan from robust acquisition processes, in- 
cluding with respect to testing prior to full 
operational capability designation. 

(c) ASSESSMENT BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL 
OF THE UNITED STATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date on which the Secretary sub- 
mits a report under subsection (a)(2), the 
Comptroller General shall— 

(A) complete a review of the report sub- 
mitted under subsection (a)(2); and 

(B) submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report on the review conducted 
pursuant to subparagraph (A). 

(2) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report required 
by paragraph (1)(B) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 
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(A) The findings of the Comptroller Gen- 
eral with respect to the review conducted 
pursuant to paragraph (1)(A); and 

(B) such recommendations as the Comp- 
troller General may have for legislative or 
administrative action. 

SEC. 1642. ADDITIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE SEN- 
SOR COVERAGE FOR THE PROTEC- 
TION OF THE UNITED STATES HOME- 
LAND. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) According to the Director of the Missile 
Defense Agency, there are two fundamental 
means for improving homeland missile de- 
fense capability and capacity, ‘‘one, is the 
reliability of the interceptor, and two, is the 
discrimination capability of the system”. 

(2) The Department of Defense will deploy 
a new midcourse tracking radar to provide 
persistent coverage and improve discrimina- 
tion capabilities against threats to the 
United States homeland from the Pacific re- 
gion. 

(3) According to the Director of the Missile 
Defense Agency, a long-range discrimination 
radar will provide larger hit assessment cov- 
erage thereby enabling improved warfighting 
capabilities to manage ground-based inter- 
ceptor (GBI) inventory and improve the ca- 
pacity of the ballistic missile defense sys- 
tem. 

(4) According to the Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, 
“while Iran has not yet deployed an inter- 
continental ballistic missile, its progress on 
space launch vehicles—along with its desire 
to deter the United States and its allies— 
provides Tehran with the means and motiva- 
tion to develop longer-range missiles, includ- 
ing an ICBM. Iran publically stated that it 
intends to launch a space-launch vehicle as 
early as this year capable of intercontinental 
ranges, if configured as such”. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the currently deployed ground-based 
midcourse defense system protects the entire 
United States homeland, including the East 
Coast, against the threat of limited ballistic 
missile attack from North Korea and Iran; 
and 

(2) additional missile defense sensor dis- 
crimination capabilities are needed to en- 
hance the protection of the United States 
homeland against potential long-range bal- 
listic missiles from Iran that, according to 
the Department of Defense, could soon be ob- 
tained by Iran as a result of its active space 
launch program. 

(c) DEPLOYMENT OF ADDITIONAL Cov- 
ERAGE.—The Director of the Missile Defense 
Agency shall, in cooperation with the rel- 
evant combatant command, deploy by not 
later than December 31, 2020, a long-range 
discrimination radar or other appropriate 
tracking and discrimination sensor capabili- 
ties in a location optimized to support the 
defense of the homeland of the United States 
from emerging long-range ballistic missile 
threats from Iran. 

SEC. 1643. AIR DEFENSE CAPABILITY AT NORTH 
ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION 
MISSILE DEFENSE SITES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Defense, in 
consultation with the relevant combatant 
command, should ensure that arrangements 
are in place, including support from other 
members of the North Atlantic Treaty Orga- 
nization (NATO), to provide anti-air defense 
capability at all missile defense sites of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization in sup- 
port of phases 2 and 3 of the European 
Phased Adaptive Approach. 
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(b) REPORTS.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the congressional 
defense committees a report describing— 

(1) the plan to provide anti-air defense ca- 
pability as described in subsection (a); and 

(2) the contributions being made by the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization and 
members of such organization to support the 
provision of the capability described in such 
subsection. 

SEC. 1644. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR IRON 
DOME SHORT-RANGE ROCKET DE- 
FENSE SYSTEM. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF FuNDS.—Of the 
amount authorized to be appropriated for fis- 
cal year 2016 for Procurement, Defense-wide, 
and available for the Missile Defense Agen- 
cy, not more than $41,400,000 may be provided 
to the Government of Israel to procure the 
Iron Dome short-range rocket defense sys- 
tem, including for co-production of Iron 
Dome parts and components in the United 
States by industry of the United States. 

(b) CONDITIONS.— 

(1) AGREEMENT.—Funds described in sub- 
section (a) to produce the Iron Dome short- 
range rocket defense program shall be avail- 
able subject to the terms and conditions in 
the “Agreement Between the Department of 
Defense of the United States of America and 
the Ministry of Defense of the State of Israel 
Concerning Iron Dome Defense System Pro- 
curement’’, signed on March 5, 2014, includ- 
ing any terms and conditions applicable to 
coproduction of Iron Dome radar components 
under a negotiated amendment to that 
agreement. 

(2) CERTIFICATION.—Not later than 30 days 
prior to the initial obligation of funds de- 
scribed in subsection (a), the Director of the 
Missile Defense Agency and the Under Sec- 
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech- 
nology, and Logistics shall jointly submit to 
the congressional defense committees— 

(A) a certification that the agreement 
specified in paragraph (1) is being imple- 
mented as provided in such agreement; and 

(B) an assessment detailing any risks re- 
lating to the implementation of such agree- 
ment. 

SEC. 1645. ISRAELI COOPERATIVE MISSILE DE- 
FENSE PROGRAM CODEVELOPMENT 
AND POTENTIAL COPRODUCTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this section, of the amount author- 
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 for 
Procurement, Defense-wide, and available 
for the Missile Defense Agency, $150,000,000 
may be provided to the Government of Israel 
to procure the David’s Sling Weapon System 
and $15,000,000 for the Arrow 3 Upper Tier In- 
terceptor Program, including for co-produc- 
tion of parts and components in the United 
States by United States industry. 

(b) CERTIFICATION.—Following successful 
completion of milestones and production 
readiness reviews in the research, develop- 
ment, and technology agreements for the Da- 
vid’s Sling Weapon System and the Arrow 3 
Upper Tier Development Program, the Direc- 
tor of the Missile Defense Agency may dis- 
burse amounts available pursuant to sub- 
section (a) on the basis of a one-for-one cash 
match with such funds provided by the Gov- 
ernment of Israel, or in amounts that other- 
wise meet best efforts (as mutually agreed 
by the United States and Israel), on or after 
the date that is 90 days after the date the Di- 
rector and the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics 
jointly submit to the congressional defense 
committees a certification that the United 
States has entered into a bilateral agree- 
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ment with the Government of Israel that ac- 

complishes the following: 

(1) Establishes the terms of co-production 
of parts and components of the respective 
systems— 

(A) on the basis of what will minimize non- 
recurring engineering and facilitization ex- 
penses; and 

(B) that ensures that, in the case of co-pro- 
duction for the David’s Sling Weapon Sys- 
tem, not less than half of such co-production 
is carried out by United States persons. 

(2) Establishes complete transparency on 
the Israeli requirement for the number of 
interceptors and batteries of the respective 
systems that will be procured. 

(8) Allows the Director of the Missile De- 
fense Agency and the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Acquisition, Technology and Logis- 
tics to establish technical milestones for co- 
production and procurement of the respec- 
tive systems. 

(4) Establishes joint approval processes for 
third party sales of such systems. 

SEC. 1646. DEVELOPMENT AND DEPLOYMENT OF 
MULTIPLE-OBJECT KILL VEHICLE 
FOR MISSILE DEFENSE OF THE 
UNITED STATES HOMELAND. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the defense of the United States home- 
land against the threat of limited ballistic 
missile attack (whether accidental, unau- 
thorized, or deliberate) is a national priority; 
and 

(2) as the threat described in paragraph (1) 
continues to evolve, the multiple-object kill 
vehicle could contribute critical capabilities 
to the future of the ballistic missile defense 
of the United States homeland. 

(b) MULTIPLE-OBJECT KILL VEHICLE.— 

(1) DEVELOPMENT.—The Director of the 
Missile Defense Agency shall develop a high- 
ly reliable, cost-effective multiple-object kill 
vehicle for the ground-based midcourse de- 
fense system. 

(2) DEPLOYMENT.—The Director shall— 

(A) conduct flight testing of the multiple- 
object kill vehicle developed under para- 
graph (1) by not later than 2020; and 

(B) field such vehicle as soon as tech- 
nically practicable. 

(c) CAPABILITIES AND CRITERIA.—The Direc- 
tor shall ensure that the multiple-object kill 
vehicle developed under subsection (b)(1) 
meets, at a minimum, the following capabili- 
ties and criteria: 

(1) Vehicle-to-vehicle communications. 

(2) Vehicle-to-ground communications. 

(8) Kill assessment capability. 

(4) The ability to counter advanced counter 
measures, decoys, and penetration aids. 

(5) Produceability and manufacturability. 

(6) Use of technology involving high tech- 
nology readiness levels. 

(7) Options to be integrated onto other 
missile defense interceptor vehicles other 
than the ground-based interceptors of the 
ground-based midcourse defense system. 

(8) Sound acquisition processes, in coordi- 
nation with the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
and the Missile Defense Executive Board. 

(d) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT.—The manage- 
ment of the multiple-object kill vehicle pro- 
gram under subsection (b) shall report di- 
rectly to the Deputy Director of the Missile 
Defense Agency. 

SEC. 1647. REQUIREMENT TO REPLACE CAPA- 
BILITY ENHANCEMENT I 
EXOATMOSPHERIC KILL VEHICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
the Director of the Missile Defense Agency 
shall ensure, to the maximum extent prac- 
ticable, that all remaining ground-based 
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interceptors of the ground-based midcourse 
defense system that are armed with the ca- 
pability enhancement I exoatmospheric kill 
vehicle are replaced with the redesigned 
exoatmospheric kill vehicle before Sep- 
tember 30, 2022. 

(b) CONDITION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply if the Director determines that flight 
and intercept testing of the redesigned 
exoatmospheric kill vehicle is not successful. 
SEC. 1648. AIRBORNE BOOST PHASE DEFENSE 

SYSTEM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) To address the growing threat posed by 
increasingly accurate and longer-ranged bal- 
listic and cruise missiles, the Missile Defense 
Agency, in collaboration with the Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency and the 
military services, is pursuing a suite of laser 
technologies that could serve as a cost-effec- 
tive solution for destroying cruise missiles 
and ballistic missiles in the boost phase. 

(2) A successful airborne boost phase de- 
fense system could transform United States 
missile defense capabilities against a broad 
range of missile threats, and place defense on 
the winning side of the offense-defense cost- 
curve. 

(b)  POLICY.—The 
shall— 

(1) prioritize technology investments in 
the Department of Defense to support efforts 
by the Missile Defense Agency to develop 
and field an airborne boost phase defense 
system by fiscal year 2025; 

(2) ensure that development and fielding of 
the airborne boost phase defense system sup- 
ports multiple warfighter missile defense re- 
quirements, including, specifically, protec- 
tion of the homeland and allies against 
cruise missiles and ballistic missiles, par- 
ticularly in the boost phase; 

(3) continue development and fielding of 
high-energy lasers and high-power micro- 
wave systems as part of a layered architec- 
ture to defend ships and theater bases 
against air and cruise missile strikes; 

(4) encourage collaboration amongst the 
military services and the Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency with respect to 
their high energy laser and directed energy 
efforts carried out in support of the Missile 
Defense Agency; and 

(5) ensure cooperation and coordination be- 
tween the Missile Defense Agency in its 
plans to develop an airborne laser and the 
Air Force in its requirements for unmanned 
aerial vehicles. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
on the efforts of the Department of Defense 
to develop and deploy an airborne boost 
phase defense system for missile defense by 
fiscal year 2025. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) Such schedules, costs, warfighter re- 
quirements, operational concept, con- 
straints, potential alternative boost phase 
approaches, and other information regarding 
the efforts described in paragraph (1) as the 
Secretary considers appropriate. 

(B) Analysis of the efforts described in 
paragraph (1) with respect to the following 
cases: 

(i) A case in which the Department is 
under no funding constraints with respect to 
such efforts and progress is based on the 
state of the technology. 

(ii) A case in which the Department is 
under funding constraints and the efforts are 
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carried out in accordance with a moderately 
aggressive schedule and are subject to mod- 
erate technical risk. 

(iii) A case in which the Department is 
under funding constraints and the efforts are 
carried out in accordance with a less aggres- 
sive schedule and are subject to less tech- 
nical risk. 

(C) An update on related efforts of the De- 
partment to develop high energy lasers and 
high power microwave systems to defend 
ships and theater bases against air and 
cruise missile strikes. 

(D) Such recommendations as the Sec- 
retary may have for legislative or adminis- 
trative action to enable more rapid fielding 
of a directed-energy based missile defense 
system. 

(3) FORM.—The report required by para- 
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 
SEC. 1649. EXTENSION OF LIMITATION ON PRO- 

VIDING CERTAIN SENSITIVE MISSILE 
DEFENSE INFORMATION TO THE 
RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

Section 1246(c)(2) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 923), as amended by 
section 1243(2)(A) of the Carl Levin and How- 
ard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public 
Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3564), is further amend- 
ed by striking “for fiscal year 2014 or 2015” 
and inserting ‘‘for fiscal years 2014 through 
2017”. 

SEC. 1650. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENT FOR 
COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES REVIEW AND AS- 
SESSMENT OF MISSILE DEFENSE AC- 
QUISITION PROGRAMS. 

Section 232 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public 
Law 112-81) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘through 
2015” and inserting “through 2020”; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), in the first sentence, 
by striking “through 2016” and inserting 
“through 2021”; and 

(2) in subsection (b), in the matter before 
paragraph (1), by striking “first three”. 

Subtitle E—Other Matters 
SEC. 1661. MEASURES IN RESPONSE TO VIOLA- 
TIONS OF THE INTERMEDIATE- 
RANGE NUCLEAR FORCES TREATY 
BY THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) On July 31, 2014, the Department of 
State released its annual report entitled 
“Adherence to and Compliance With Arms 
Control, Nonproliferation, and Disarmament 
Agreements and Commitments”, which in- 
cluded the finding that “[t]he United States 
has determined that the Russian Federation 
is in violation of its obligations under the 
INF Treaty not to possess, produce, or flight- 
test a ground-launched cruise missile 
(GLCM) with a range capability of 500 km to 
5,500 km, or to possess or produce launchers 
of such missiles”. 

(2) The United States has undertaken dip- 
lomatic efforts to address with the Russian 
Federation its violations of the INF Treaty 
since 2013, and the Russian Federation has 
failed to respond to those efforts in any way. 

(3) The Commander of the United States 
European Command, and Supreme Allied 
Commander of Europe, General Philip 
Breedlove stated that “[a] weapon capability 
that violates the I.N.F., that is introduced 
into the greater European land mass, is abso- 
lutely a tool that will have to be dealt with’’ 
and “[i]t can’t go unanswered”. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


(4) The Secretary of Defense has informed 
Congress that the range of options in re- 
sponse to the violation by the Russian Fed- 
eration of the INF Treaty could include ‘‘ac- 
tive defenses to counter intermediate-range 
ground-launched cruise missiles; 
counterforce capabilities to prevent inter- 
mediate-range ground-launched cruise mis- 
sile attacks; and countervailing strike capa- 
bilities to enhance U.S. or allied forces”. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the development and deployment of a 
nuclear ground-launched cruise missile by 
the Russian Federation in violation of the 
INF Treaty would pose a dangerous threat to 
the United States and its allies; 

(2) the Russian Federation has established 
an increasing role for nuclear weapons in its 
military strategy; 

(8) efforts taken by the President to com- 
pel the Russian Federation to return to com- 
pliance with the INF Treaty must be per- 
sistent and are in the best interests of the 
United States, but cannot be open-ended; and 

(4) efforts by the United States to develop 
military and nonmilitary options for re- 
sponding to violations of the INF Treaty 
could encourage the Russian Federation to 
return to compliance with the INF Treaty. 

(c) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and every 180 days thereafter, the President 
shall notify the appropriate congressional 
committees with respect to whether the Rus- 
sian Federation— 

(1) has flight-tested, has deployed, or pos- 
sesses a military system that has achieved 
an initial operating capability that is either 
a ground-launched ballistic missile or 
ground-launched cruise missile with a flight- 
tested range of between 500 and 5,500 kilo- 
meters; or 

(2) has begun taking measures to return to 
full compliance with the INF Treaty, includ- 
ing verification measures necessary to 
achieve high confidence that any missile de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) will be eliminated. 

(d) UPDATES TO ALLIES.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and every 180 days thereafter, the Sec- 
retary of Defense and the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff shall, in coordination 
with the Secretary of State and the Director 
of National Intelligence, submit to the ap- 
propriate congressional committees a report 
that describes— 

(1) the status of updates provided to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization and 
other allies of the United States on the Rus- 


sian Federation’s flight testing, operating 
capability, and deployment of ground- 
launched ballistic missiles or ground- 


launched cruise missiles with a flight-tested 
range of between 500 and 5,500 kilometers; 
and 

(2) efforts to develop, with the North At- 
lantic Treaty Organization and such allies, 
collective responses, including economic and 
military responses, to arms control viola- 
tions by the Russian Federation, including 
violations of the INF Treaty. 

(e) PLAN ON RESPONSE OPTIONS.— 

(1) MILITARY RESPONSE OPTIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—If, as of the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Russian Federa- 
tion has not begun taking measures to re- 
turn to full compliance with the INF Treaty, 
including by agreeing to verification meas- 
ures necessary to achieve high confidence 
that any ground-launched ballistic missile or 
ground-launched cruise missile with a flight- 
tested range of between 500 and 5,500 kilo- 
meters will be eliminated, the Secretary of 
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Defense shall, not later than 120 days after 
such date of enactment, submit to Congress 
a plan with respect to developing the fol- 
lowing military capabilities: 

(i) Counterforce capabilities to prevent in- 
termediate-range ground-launched ballistic 
missile and cruise missile attacks, whether 
or not such capabilities are in compliance 
with the INF Treaty and including capabili- 
ties that may be acquired from allies of the 
United States. 

(ii) Countervailing strike capabilities to 
enhance the forces of the United States or 
allies of the United States, whether or not 
such capabilities are in compliance with the 
INF Treaty and including capabilities that 
may be acquired from allies of the United 
States. 

(iii) Active defenses to defend against in- 
termediate-range ground-launched cruise 
missile attacks. 

(B) COST AND SCHEDULE ESTIMATES.—The 
Secretary shall include, in the plan required 
by subparagraph (A), with respect to each 
military capability described in clauses (i), 
(ii), and (iii) of that subparagraph, an esti- 
mate of cost and the approximate time for 
achieving a Milestone A decision, if such a 
decision is required. 

(C) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR REC- 
OMMENDED CAPABILITIES.—The Secretary 
may use funds authorized to be appropriated 
by this Act or otherwise made available for 
fiscal year 2016 for research, development, 
test, and evaluation, Defense-wide, as speci- 
fied in the funding table in section 4201, to 
carry out the development of capabilities 
pursuant to subparagraph (A) that are rec- 
ommended by the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff to meet military require- 
ments and current capability gaps. In mak- 
ing such a recommendation, the Chairman 
shall give priority to such capabilities that 
the Chairman determines could be tested and 
fielded most expediently, with the most pri- 
ority given to capabilities that the Chairman 
determines could be fielded in two years. 

(2) OTHER RESPONSE OPTIONS.—The Presi- 
dent shall include in the plan required by 
paragraph (1)(A) such other options as the 
President considers useful to encourage the 
Russian Federation to return to full compli- 
ance with the INF Treaty or necessary to re- 
spond to the failure of the Russian Federa- 
tion to return to full compliance with the 
INF Treaty. 


(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “appropriate congressional 
committees”? means— 

(A) the congressional defense committees; 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate; and 

(C) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence of the House of Representatives. 

(2) INF TREATY.—The term “INF Treaty” 
means the Treaty between the United States 
of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics on the Elimination of Their Inter- 
mediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, 
signed at Washington December 8, 1987, and 
entered into force June 1, 1988 (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘‘Intermediate-Range Nu- 
clear Forces Treaty” or “INF Treaty”). 
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SEC. 1662. MODIFICATION OF NOTIFICATION AND 
ASSESSMENT OF PROPOSAL TO 
MODIFY OR INTRODUCE NEW AIR- 
CRAFT OR SENSORS FOR FLIGHT BY 
THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION UNDER 
THE OPEN SKIES TREATY. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1242(b) of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘30 days”” 
and inserting ‘‘90 days’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end 
the following new sentence: ‘‘The assessment 
shall also include an assessment of the pro- 
posal by the commander of each combatant 
command potentially affected by the pro- 
posal, including an assessment of the poten- 
tial effects of the proposal on operations and 
any potential vulnerabilities raised by the 
proposal.’’. 


(b) REPORTS ON MEETINGS OF OPEN SKIES 
CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of any meeting of the Open 
Skies Consultative Commission that occurs 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress a report 
setting forth a description of such meeting, 
including a description of any agreements 
entered into during such meeting and wheth- 
er any such agreement will result in a modi- 
fication to the aircraft or sensors of any 
State Party to the Open Skies Treaty that 
will be subject to the Open Skies Treaty. 
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(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
term “appropriate committees of Congress” 
and “Open Skies Treaty” have the meaning 
given such terms in section 1242 of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015. 

SEC. 1663. MILESTONE A DECISION FOR THE CON- 
VENTIONAL PROMPT GLOBAL 
STRIKE WEAPONS SYSTEM. 

The Secretary of Defense shall make a 
Milestone A decision for the Conventional 
Prompt Global Strike Weapons System not 
later than the earlier of— 

(1) September 30, 2020; or 

(2) the date that is 8 months after the suc- 
cessful completion of Intermediate Range 
Flight 2 of that System. 

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

AUTHORIZATIONS 
SEC. 2001. SHORT TITLE. 

This division may be cited as the “Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2016”. 

SEC. 2002. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AND 
AMOUNTS REQUIRED TO BE SPECI- 
FIED BY LAW. 

(a) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER 
THREE YEARS.—Except as provided in sub- 
section (b), all authorizations contained in 
titles XXI through XXVII for military con- 
struction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, and contribu- 
tions to the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion Security Investment Program (and au- 
thorizations of appropriations therefor) shall 
expire on the later of— 
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(1) October 1, 2018; or 

(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au- 
thorizing funds for military construction for 
fiscal year 2019. 


(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to authorizations for military con- 
struction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, and contribu- 
tions to the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion Security Investment Program (and au- 
thorizations of appropriations therefor), for 
which appropriated funds have been obli- 
gated before the later of— 

(1) October 1, 2018; or 

(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au- 
thorizing funds for fiscal year 2019 for mili- 
tary construction projects, land acquisition, 
family housing projects and facilities, or 
contributions to the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization Security Investment Program. 


TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION 


SEC. 2101. AUTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 


(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
thorization of appropriations in section 
2104(a) and available for military construc- 
tion projects inside the United States as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of the Army may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations or locations in- 
side the United States, and in the amounts, 
set forth in the following table: 


State Installation or Location Amount 

ATASK Gr cistitis so Sida Fort Greely: disentir isa tia $7,800,000 
California Concord ... $98,000,000 
Colorado . Fort Carson $5,800,000 
Georgia ... Fort Gordon . $90,000,000 
Maryland Fort Meade .. $34,500,000 
New York Fort Drum ...............4. $19,000,000 

U.S. Military Academy $70,000,000 
Oklahoma Fort SUL Lois $69,400,000 
Texas Corpus Christi . $85,000,000 
Virginia POT MI ad E EE E A AE A R $33,000,000 


(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
thorization of appropriations in section 
2104(a) and available for military construc- 


tion projects outside the United States as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of the Army may acquire real 
property and carry out the military con- 
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struction projects for the installations or lo- 
cations outside the United States, and in the 
amounts, set forth in the following table: 


Country Installation or Location Amount 
CU MEPE EEA EIEE TE E E T N dante Guantanamo: Bay sicsdiicucsssscnsesssaecesda tas caesavacsaades saa AVi TAk Rande TASA MARAA ETAS ERS ANSA $76,000,000 
OTA A AIN A O aA GALTON A O OR O $51,000,000 


SEC. 2102. FAMILY HOUSING. 

(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
thorization of appropriations in section 


2104(a) and available for military family 
housing functions as specified in the funding 
table in section 4601, the Secretary of the 
Army may construct or acquire family hous- 
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ing units (including land acquisition and 
supporting facilities) at the installations or 
locations, in the number of units, and in the 
amounts set forth in the following table: 


State/Country Installation or Location Units Amount 
Florida hoeing Camp Rudder Family Housing New Construction $8,000,000 
Illinois . Rock Island .. Family Housing New Construction .. $20,000,000 
ROCO iii Camp Walker Family Housing New Construction $61,000,000 


(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization 
of appropriations in section 2104(a) and avail- 


able for military family housing functions as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of the Army may carry out ar- 


chitectural and engineering services and 
construction design activities with respect 
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to the construction or improvement of fam- 

ily housing units in an amount not to exceed 

$7,195,000. 

SEC. 2103. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropria- 
tions in section 2104(a) and available for 
military family housing functions as speci- 
fied in the funding table in section 4601, the 
Secretary of the Army may improve existing 
military family housing units in an amount 
not to exceed $3,500,000. 

SEC. 2104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
ARMY. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, for military construction, 
land acquisition, and military family hous- 
ing functions of the Department of the Army 
as specified in the funding table in section 
4601. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON- 
STRUCTION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the 
cost variations authorized by section 2853 of 
title 10, United States Code, and any other 
cost variation authorized by law, the total 
cost of all projects carried out under section 
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2101 of this Act may not exceed the sum of 
the following: 

(1) The total amount authorized to be ap- 
propriated under subsection (a), as specified 
in the funding table in section 4601. 

(2) $226,400,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2101(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2015 (division B of Public Law 113- 
291) for a Command and Control Facility at 
Fort Shafter, Hawaii). 

(3) $6,000,000 (the balance of the amount au- 
thorized under section 2101(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2013 (division B of Public Law 112-239; 
126 Stat. 2119) for cadet barracks at the 
United States Military Academy, New York). 

(4) $78,000,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2101(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2013 (division B of Public Law 112- 
239; 126 Stat. 2119), as amended by section 
2105(d) of this Act, for a Secure Administra- 
tion/Operations Facility at Fort Belvoir, Vir- 
ginia). 

SEC. 2105. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2013 PROJECT. 

In the case of the authorization contained 

in the table in section 2101(a) of the Military 


Army: Extension of 2012 Project Authorizations 
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Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2013 (division B of Public Law 112-239; 
126 Stat. 2119) for the United States Military 
Academy, New York, for construction of a 
Cadet barracks building at the installation, 
the Secretary of the Army may install me- 
chanical equipment and distribution lines 
sufficient to provide chilled water for air 
conditioning the nine existing historical 
Cadet barracks which are being renovated 
through the Cadet Barracks Upgrade Pro- 
gram. 


SEC. 2106. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2012 
PROJECTS. 


(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (division B of 
Public Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1660), the author- 
izations set forth in the table in subsection 
(b), as provided in section 2101 of that Act 
(125 Stat. 1661), shall remain in effect until 
October 1, 2016, or the date of the enactment 
of an Act authorizing funds for military con- 
struction for fiscal year 2017, whichever is 
later. 


(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


State Installation or Location Project Amount 
GeOrgia a a a Fort Benning ....................0006 Land A CQWISiGiOm: saei a A AAAA AFI AA KAEA etek een eek $25,000,000 
Fort Benning ... Land Acquisition siinid toner cainii ea $5,100,000 
VIPPA ver cases cessed easice Fort Belvoir ..........cccccccrecseseee Road and Infrastructure Improvements $25,000,000 


SEC. 2107. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2013 

PROJECTS. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B of 


Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2118), the au- 
thorizations set forth in the table in sub- 
section (b), as provided in section 2101 of that 
Act (126 Stat. 2119) shall remain in effect 
until October 1, 2016, or the date of the en- 


Army: Extension of 2013 Project Authorizations 


actment of an Act authorizing funds for mili- 
tary construction for fiscal year 2017, which- 
ever is later. 


(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


State or Country Installation or Location Project Amount 
Fort McNair Vehicle Storage Building, Installation ..................... $7,191,000 
Fort Riley .. Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex $12,184,000 
Port Brage sitial Aerial Gunnery Range ...ococccnccncncnncncncnncncncnnononcnncncnnnnos $41,945,000 
Tenia. eh oca n leed heats Joint Base San Antonio ............ Barrack sys ccd seidnancte shove corer ae eles a AEA aia $20,971,000 
Virginia Fort Belvoir Secure Admin/Operations Facility . $93,876,000 
Italy .... Camp Ederle . Barracks kerene don etna a anin $35,952,000 
Japan ... Sagami ....... Vehicle Maintenance Shop .. $17,976,000 
SEC. 2108. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY TO CARRY SEC. 2109. LIMITATION ON CONSTRUCTION OF a deficiency that is life-threatening, health- 


OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2016 
PROJECT. 


(a) PROJECT AUTHORIZATION.. The Sec- 
retary of the Army may carry out a military 
construction project to construct a vehicle 
bridge and traffic circle to facilitate traffic 
flow to and from the Medical Center at 
Rhine Ordnance Barracks, Germany, in the 
amount of $12,400,000. 


(b) USE OF HOST-NATION PAYMENT-IN-KIND 
FuNDs.—The Secretary may use available 
host-nation payment-in-kind funding for the 
project described in subsection (a). 


NEW FACILITIES AT GUANTANAMO 
BAY, CUBA. 

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the amounts au- 
thorized to be appropriated by this Act or 
otherwise made available for fiscal year 2016 
for the Department of Defense may be used 
to construct new facilities at Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba, until the Secretary of Defense 
certifies to the congressional defense com- 
mittees that any new construction of facili- 
ties at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, has enduring 
military value independent of a high value 
detention mission. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
subsection (a) shall be construed as limiting 
the ability of the Department of Defense to 
obligate or expend available funds to correct 


Inside the United States 


threatening, or safety-threatening. 


TITLE XXII—NAVY MILITARY 

CONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 2201. AUTHORIZED NAVY CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
thorization of appropriations in section 
2204(a) and available for military construc- 
tion projects inside the United States as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations or locations in- 
side the United States, and in the amounts, 

set forth in the following table: 


Installation or Location 


Amount 


Arizona 


$50,635,000 
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State Installation or Location Amount 
California sr malora E E E OT COTONAdO atrae lo a EEE T, $4,856,000 
Lemoore . $71,830,000 
UN EN $11,200,000 
Pendleton cee ad O tada ii $83,800,000 
Point Mugu $22,427,000 
San Diego ............ $37,366,000 
Twentynine Palms . $9,160,000 
Ploridä cisisaseiseiawctaia etinactacdiseioadmeashaedaes Jacksonville ........ $16,751,000 
Mayport .... $16,159,000 
PERSA A A A A EEIE Ea Wadd AS oa $18,347,000 
Whiting Field Len ii ita $10,421,000 
(NT Albany ........ $7,851,000 
Kings Bay . $8,099,000 
Townsend .... $43,279,000 
Hawail eri aki tddi Barking Sands ...occoccncnnccncnnccnonns $30,623,000 
Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam . $14,881,000 
Kaneohe Bay: dista iaa As $106,618,000 
Marine:Corps.Base HAWAI ics. .civissisvecochdebaecncswedatdes das vase rn adan arias $12,800,000 
Malla 10 ee id. Patuxent River ................ $40,935,000 
North Carolina: é. -tissssccsavivssiassestsasivaesass Camp Lejeune isrvececiseaccsdeidvediacncaduediees $74,249,000 
Cherry Point Marine Corps Air Station . $57,726,000 
New [RAVER ir caian $8,230,000 
South: Carona, aparo uaino ia cavcesacaess Parris Island $27,075,000 
MAT OY A A ats wie sccm shim das Dam Neck Sas $23,066,000 
PRCT O $126,677,000 
Portsmouth . $45,513,000 
Quantico ... $75,399,000 
WASHING CON ® icles irradia Bangor ... $34,177,000 
Bremerton ... $22,680,000 
Indian Island irc A naaa $4,472,000 


(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
thorization of appropriations in section 
2204(a) and available for military construc- 


tion projects outside the United States as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 


Navy: Outside the United States 


projects for the installation or location out- 
side the United States, and in the amounts, 
set forth in the following table: 


Installation or Location 


Amount 


Poland 


Southwest Asia 
Joint Region Marianas 
Sigonella 
Camp Butler . 
Iwakuni 
Kadena Air Base 
Yokosuka 


$89,791,000 
$181,768,000 
$102,943,000 
$11,697,000 
$17,923,000 
$23,310,000 
$13,846,000 
$51,270,000 


SEC. 2202. FAMILY HOUSING. 

(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
thorization of appropriations in section 


2204(a) and available for military family 
housing functions as specified in the funding 
table in section 4601, the Secretary of the 
Navy may construct or acquire family hous- 


Navy: Family Housing 


ing units (including land acquisition and 
supporting facilities) at the installations or 
locations, in the number of units, and in the 
amounts set forth in the following table: 


Installation or Location 


Units 


Amount 


Virginia Wallops Island 


Family Housing New Construction 


$438,000 


(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization 
of appropriations in section 2204(a) and avail- 
able for military family housing functions as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of the Navy may carry out ar- 
chitectural and engineering services and 
construction design activities with respect 
to the construction or improvement of fam- 
ily housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$4,588,000. 

SEC. 2203. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropria- 


tions in section 2204(a) and available for 
military family housing functions as speci- 
fied in the funding table in section 4601, the 
Secretary of the Navy may improve existing 
military family housing units in an amount 
not to exceed $11,515,000. 

SEC. 2204. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NAVY. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, for military construction, 
land acquisition, and military family hous- 
ing functions of the Department of the Navy, 
as specified in the funding table in section 
4601. 


(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON- 
STRUCTION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the 
cost variations authorized by section 2853 of 
title 10, United States Code, and any other 
cost variation authorized by law, the total 
cost of all projects carried out under section 
2201 of this Act may not exceed the sum of 
the following: 

(1) The total amount authorized to be ap- 
propriated under subsection (a), as specified 
in the funding table in section 4601. 

(2) $274,099,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2201(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2012 (division B of Public Law 112- 


June 2, 2015 


81; 125 Stat. 1666) for an explosive handling 
wharf at Kitsap, Washington). 

(3) $68,196,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2201(b) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2010 (division B of Public Law 111- 
84; 123 Stat. 2633) for ramp parking at Joint 
Region Marianas, Guam. 
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SEC. 2205. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2012 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (division B of 
Public Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1660), the author- 
izations set forth in the table in subsection 
(b), as provided in section 2201 of that Act 
(125 Stat. 1666) and extended by section 2208 


Navy: Extension of 2012 Project Authorizations 
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of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (division B of Public 
Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3678), shall remain in 
effect until October 1, 2016, or the date of the 
enactment of an Act authorizing funds for 
military construction for fiscal year 2017, 
whichever is later. 


(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


State Installation or Location Project Amount 
Californias. elit tres Camp Pendleton .ococcoccnccnccnccnccnccnnnnonnnono Infantry Squad Defense Range ............. $29,187,000 
A AAT TTT Jacksonville siuneriisgientip derisa i iuar isai P-8A Hangar Upgrades +...coccoccnccocnncnncnnos $6,085,000 
(AAA A A E A AAE Kings Bay nta ii Crab Island Security Enclave ............... $52,913,000 


SEC. 2206. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2013 

PROJECTS. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B of 


Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2118), the au- 
thorizations set forth in the table in sub- 
section (b), as provided in section 2201 of that 
Act (126 Stat. 2122), shall remain in effect 
until October 1, 2016, or the date of the en- 


Navy: Extension of 2013 Project Authorizations 


actment of an Act authorizing funds for mili- 
tary construction for fiscal year 2017, which- 
ever is later. 


(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


State/Country Installation or Location Project Amount 

California cag A eaedns. eiemnteety Camp Pendleton ..oococccconnoncnncnoncnnnnoncnnnos Comm. Information Systems Ops Com- 
Plek A $78,897,000 
COLONAGO ienien iria Bachelor Quarters ...... $76,063,000 
Twentynine Palms Land Expansion Phase 2 es $47,270,000 
(TN Souda BAY sicssisascsieisscesasedsaies ricerca Intermodal Access Road ..0ooccococncncnonncnos $4,630,000 
South: Carolina, evni eeror raan Beaufort Recycling/Hazardous Waste Facility .... $3,743,000 
Virginia Quantico Infrastructure—Widen Russell Road .... $14,826,000 
Worldwide Unspecified Various Worldwide Locations BAMS Operational Facilities ............... $34,048,000 


TITLE XXITI—AIR FORCE MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 2301. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUC- 
TION AND LAND ACQUISITION 
PROJECTS. 
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 


thorization of appropriations in section 
2304(a) and available for military construc- 
tion projects inside the United States as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire 
real property and carry out military con- 
struction projects for the installations or lo- 


Air Force: Inside the United States 


cations inside the United States, and in the 
amounts, set forth in the following table: 


State Installation or Location Amount 

VAS aise ie RM A Hielson.:Air-Horce: Base: iii dades $71,400,000 
AMO A akenio eat AEAEE IATA NCEE MA CEEE E NACTE EN Davis-Monthan Air Force Base $16,900,000 

Luke Air Force Bases nai $77,700,000 
Colorado mais US Air: Forco Academy aeeoe aE E RE E E RESES $10,000,000 
CONUS Classified Classified Location +....oococcnccnocnnnnnos $77,130,000 
Frida aaea Ne raaa aaa ee ii Cape Canaveral Air Force Station $21,000,000 

Eglin Air Force Base ... $8,700,000 

Hurlburt Field $14,200,000 
HAWAI A caves e Era e Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam $46,000,000 
IEEE aE N E ostias McConnell: Air POrce Base. aroro ern AEE Ee CEEE AE OEE $15,500,000 
Louisiana Barksdale oa a in iia codes est $20,000,000 
Missouri .... Whiteman Air Force Base ... $29,500,000 
Montana ... Malmstrom Air Force Base . $19,700,000 
Nebraska Offutt Air Force Base . $21,000,000 
Nevada ...... Nellis Air Force Base .... $68,950,000 
New Mexico Cannon Air Force Base .... $7,800,000 

Holloman Air Force. Base itera eai EEEE inicios EEANN A RAEES NEREA $6,200,000 

Kirtland Air Force Base .......e.sesesesseseseseesescososcsesessososeseseeseseseeeeseresee $12,800,000 
Now YOU soi niece oad ee eee ene as Fort DIUM ssi ie aces dades crió $6,000,000 
North Carolina Seymour Johnson Air Force Base . $17,100,000 
Oklahoma. sco E pine Altus Air Force Base .... $28,400,000 

Tinker Air Force Base ..... $49,900,000 
SOC Da kotå ia A AAA EA AA Ellsworth Air Force Base . $23,000,000 
TOA asi is E aliada duo aid retail tds ins Joint Base San Antonio ......sessssssesesesesecscsessosesessoseseseoscsesessesoseeeosoeee $106,000,000 
Ub ds HITA Force Base tt ie acia $38,400,000 
WYOMING eiii F. E. Warren Air Force Base ..cococccnccocncncnncncncnnoncncnnoncnnononcnnononcnnnnonos $95,000,000 


(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
thorization of appropriations in section 


2304(a) and available for military construc- 
tion projects outside the United States as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 


the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire 
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real property and carry out military con- 
struction projects for the installation or lo- 
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cation outside the United States, and in the 
amount, set forth in the following table: 


Air Force: Outside the United States 
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Country Installation or Location Amount 

Ersan dt AN A Thule Air BASG iea as aid $41,965,000 
GOB viene AE EEE ETA I E AT Joint Region Marianas? -.i..ccccicscseobecivdessivdene stv inae ieh inan aA loros $50,800,000 
Japans. wnn n gS org Ate EA E iSS Kadena Air Base ......... $3,000,000 

Yokota Air Base .. $8,461,000 
Niger ABadez c.ooocconccnonononnonooo $50,000,000 
Oman nasses Al Musannah Air Base ........ $25,000,000 
Uni bed Kin Sd OM: iii ac hs oe Royal Air Force Croughton ............cccccscecsecscsececsceececsceeecseseescseeeeees $130,615,000 


SEC. 2302. FAMILY HOUSING. 

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to 
the authorization of appropriations in sec- 
tion 2304(a) and available for military family 
housing functions as specified in the funding 
table in section 4601, the Secretary of the Air 
Force may carry out architectural and engi- 
neering services and construction design ac- 
tivities with respect to the construction or 
improvement of family housing units in an 
amount not to exceed $9,849,000. 

SEC. 2303. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropria- 
tions in section 2304(a) and available for 
military family housing functions as speci- 
fied in the funding table in section 4601, the 
Secretary of the Air Force may improve ex- 
isting military family housing units in an 
amount not to exceed $150,649,000. 

SEC. 2304. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
AIR FORCE. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, for military construction, 
land acquisition, and military family hous- 
ing functions of the Department of the Air 
Force, as specified in the funding table in 
section 4601. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON- 
STRUCTION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the 
cost variations authorized by section 2853 of 


title 10, United States Code, and any other 
cost variation authorized by law, the total 
cost of all projects carried out under section 
2301 of this Act may not exceed the sum of 
the following: 

(1) The total amount authorized to be ap- 
propriated under subsection (a), as specified 
in the funding table in section 4601. 

(2) $21,000,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2301(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Act for Fiscal Year 2014 
(division B of Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 
992) for the CYBERCOM Joint Operations 
Center at Fort Meade, Maryland). 

SEC. 2305. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2010 PROJECT. 

In the case of the authorization contained 
in the table in section 2301(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2010 (division B of Public Law 111-84; 123 
Stat. 2636), for Hickam Air Force Base, Ha- 
waii, for construction of a ground control 
tower at the installation, the Secretary of 
the Air Force may install communications 
cabling. 
SEC. 2306. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2014 PROJECT. 

In the case of the authorization contained 
in the table in section 2301(b) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2014 (division B of Public Law 113-66; 127 
Stat. 993) for RAF Lakenheath, United King- 
dom, for construction of a Guardian Angel 


Air Force: Extension of 2012 Project Authorization 


Operations Facility at the installation, the 

Secretary of the Air Force may construct 

the facility at an unspecified worldwide loca- 

tion. 

SEC. 2307. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2015 PROJECT. 

In the case of the authorization contained 
in the table in section 2301(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (division B of Public Law 113-291; 
128 Stat. 3679) for McConnell Air Force Base, 
Kansas, for construction of a KC-46A Alter 
Composite Maintenance Shop at the installa- 
tion, the Secretary of the Air Force may 
construct a 696 square meter (7,500 square 
foot) facility consistent with Air Force 
guidelines for composite maintenance shops. 
SEC. 2308. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF 

CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2012 
PROJECT. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (division B of 
Public Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1660), the author- 
ization set forth in the table in subsection 
(b), as provided in section 2301 of that Act 
(125 Stat. 1670), shall remain in effect until 
October 1, 2016, or the date of the enactment 
of an Act authorizing funds for military con- 
struction for fiscal year 2017, whichever is 
later. 

(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


Installation or e 
Country Location Project Amount 
A Grr: A PATA Sigonella Naval Air Station ...oococconcccnnoncnnnnononos UAS SATCOM Relay Pads and Facility ... $15,000,000 


SEC. 2309. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2013 

PROJECT. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B of 


Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2118), the au- 
thorization set forth in the table in sub- 
section (b), as provided in section 2301 of that 
Act (126 Stat. 2126), shall remain in effect 
until October 1, 2016, or the date of the en- 


Air Force: Extension of 2013 Project Authorization 


actment of an Act authorizing funds for mili- 
tary construction for fiscal year 2017, which- 
ever is later. 


(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


Installation or 
Location 


Project Amount 


Portugal Lajes Field 


Sanitary Sewer Lift/Pump Station 


$2,000,000 


TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 2401. AUTHORIZED DEFENSE AGENCIES 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI- 
TION PROJECTS. 
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 


thorization of appropriations in section 
2403(a) and available for military construc- 
tion projects inside the United States as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of Defense may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations or locations in- 


side the United States, and in the amounts, 
set forth in the following table: 
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State Installation or Location Amount 

Alabama. cios cle ness esla cio ai oes E Ort RUCKOL taa abgames gua sdetaudnebelemaea wtebes $46,787,000 

Maxwell Air Force Base . $32,968,000 
AVIZONG: oone en E có Fort Hua Chua et a BGA A A A ic $3,884,000 
Californie, tii ist Camp! Pendleton’: dic e E decdaeadbsaheedddenteascas $20,552,000 

COPONAO meirinne $47,218,000 

Fresno Yosemite IAP ANG $10,700,000 
Colorado ............ Fort Carson .......... $8,243,000 
CONUS Classified Classified Location .... $20,065,000 
Delaware o.e Dover Air Force Base $21,600,000 
Flórida a adi ieee a Field o Aa Ei REEE cus eae ons wh bd des agde ous hades cae Seid pau eek by ELAS $17,989,000 

MacDill Air Force Base: sind talle ano edhe dina ES baba AEE OEA $39,142,000 
GOOTI EN di sesh lesa A Moody Air Force Base .. $10,900,000 
HaWall E acntondaaseede ces Kaneohe Bay ............. $122,071,000 

Schofield Barracks . $123 ,838,000 
KONLUCKY rn dicos Soda Fort Campbell ...... $12,553,000 

Fort Knox ....... $23,279,000 
Maryland. cutis aaa Fort Meade: viii cant aoc asadeecesdsnocbsaannd teas nacebadeoceeaanecusaueseieasaecusaaestesaanecesaneeds $816,077,000 
Nëva dA oa oe dime versace Feasedevescewticnsver vended ean Nellis: Air Force Base | siecascasecducesvesSavaddevaneaersce AEE AEE AE AEAT NEA AEE E EAE EOE $39,900,000 
New Mexico Cannon Air Force Base . $45,111,000 
New York West Point ................. $55,778,000 
North Carolina Camp Lejeune . $69,006,000 

Fort Bags. sAccdes ites piece deddssevserecee $168,811,000 
A uecaasihneed TE EN Wright-Patterson Air Force Base . $6,623,000 
OLEO A sweets eed abs se ds OREA ea Klamath: Fals. LA. a E E UR AA A AE IAE $2,500,000 
Mouth: Carolinas: ta E Era NA E E OE A O E ETETE $26,157,000 
Texas Joint Base San Antonio . $61,776,000 
Virginia Fort Belvoir isisisesiisrictiss $9,500,000 

Joint Base Langley-Eustis $28,000,000 

Joint Expeditionary Base Little Creek- $23,916,000 


(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
section 
2403(a) and available for military construc- 


thorization of appropriations in 


tion projects outside the United States as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601, 
the Secretary of Defense may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 


outside the United States, 


Defense Agencies: Outside the United States 


projects for the installations or locations 


and in the 


amounts, set forth in the following: 


Country Installation or Location Amount 
PROT aa cia Camp LOMA a a A a bok sa ARN E a aa AN das $43,700,000 
OTA A AEAEE FALTAS a MOREIA TIAE A OE E AT Ee ET AAS aR ea ela EISINI SINES SATEEN N $14,676,000 
Grafenwoehr ... $38,138,000 
Spangdahlem Air Base ..... $39,571,000 
Stuttgart-Patch Barracks .. $49,413,000 
Japan Kadena Air Base ............... $37,485,000 
Poland . RedziKowo Base .. $169,153,000 
Spain 15O i AEAEE egkh Gots vane eg ATEA elu A E tush E E TE E E easy a cbaeaey $13,737,000 


SEC. 2402. AUTHORIZED ENERGY CONSERVATION 


PROJECTS. 


(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
section 


thorization of appropriations in 


2403(a) and available for energy conservation 
projects inside the United States as specified 
in the funding table in section 4601, the Sec- 
retary of Defense may carry out energy con- 


Energy Conservation Projects: Inside the United States 


servation projects under chapter 173 of title 
10, United States Code, for the installations 
or locations inside the United States, and in 
the amounts, set forth in the following table: 


State Installation or Location Amount 

American Samoa ...eesesessssesessesesessosesesss Wake Island sriti tac ebctainses O aia a aaa aaaea ain ageatenk $5,331,000 

Edwards Air Force Base . $4,550,000 

Fort Hunter Lissette: nido $22,000,000 
Colora dO ts A eies Schriever Air Force Base $4,400,000 
District of Columbia . NSA Washington/NRL .... $10,990,000 
GBT ie E NO Naval Base Guam’. a laicidad $5,330,000 
FHA WAAL: init e aa Joint Base Pearl Harbor Hickam: o.oocoocnccnocnncnocnncnncnncnncnncnncnnroncnnrnncnncnnccnronronrnncnncnncnnoos $13,780,000 

Marine Corps Recruiting Command Kaneohe Bay $5,740,000 
A O ENES iaa Moutain Home Air Force Base ...occoccnccncnncnnccnncnnono $6,471,000 
Montana morro ninio insolente abolida cal Malmstrom:. Air Force Base wisciesececas ceessesuvcascdevegees noise onddnasyogeassetepesducesesansseasantedeeaiees $4,260,000 
BY Arh ao aail: Hea EEEE EE PONTA aere r E A ENO AEE E EO NOT E SETAT $4,528,000 
Washington Joint Base Lewis-McChord $14,770,000 
Various locations .....ooococncnnonononcnoncncncn nos Various 1OCACLONS a A ia cd $25,809,000 


(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
section 
2403(a) and available for energy conservation 


thorization of appropriations in 


projects outside the United States as speci- 
fied in the funding table in section 4601, the 
Secretary of Defense may carry out energy 


conservation projects under chapter 173 of lowing table: 


title 10, United States Code, for the installa- 
tions or locations outside the United States, 
and in the amounts, set forth in the fol- 
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Installation or Location Amount 
Bahamas Ascension Aux Airfield St. Helena $5,500,000 
Japan Yokoska $12,940,000 
Various locations Various locations $3,600,000 


SEC. 2403. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
DEFENSE AGENCIES. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, for military construction, 
land acquisition, and military family hous- 
ing functions of the Department of Defense 
(other than the military departments), as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON- 
STRUCTION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the 
cost variations authorized by section 2853 of 
title 10, United States Code, and any other 
cost variation authorized by law, the total 
cost of all projects carried out under section 
2401 of this Act may not exceed the sum of 
the following: 

(1) The total amount authorized to be ap- 
propriated under subsection (a), as specified 
in the funding table in section 4601. 

(2) $747,435,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2401(a) of this Act 
for an operations facility at Fort Meade, 
Maryland). 

(3) $20,800,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2401(b) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2013 (division B of Public Law 112- 
239; 126 Stat. 2129) for the Aegis Ashore Mis- 
sile Defense System Complex at Deveselu, 
Romania). 

(4) $141,039,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2401(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2012 (division B of Public Law 112- 


81; 125 Stat. 1672), as amended by section 
2404(a) of the Military Construction Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B 
Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2131), for a data 
center at Fort Meade, Maryland). 

(5) $50,500,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2401(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2012 (division B of Public Law 112- 
81; 125 Stat. 1672) for an Ambulatory Care 
Center at Joint Base Andrews, Maryland). 

(6) $54,300,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2401(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2012 (division B of Public Law 112- 
81; 125 Stat. 1672) for an Ambulatory Care 
Center at Joint Base San Antonio, Texas). 

(7) $441,134,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2401(b) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2012 (division B of Public Law 112- 
81; 125 Stat. 1673) for a hospital at the Rhine 
Ordnance Barracks, Germany). 

(8) $41,441,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized under section 2401(a) of the Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2010 (division B of Public Law 111- 
84; 123 Stat. 2640) for a hospital at Fort Bliss, 
Texas). 

(9) $123,827,000 (the balance of the amount 
authorized as a Military Construction, De- 
fense-Wide project by title X of the Supple- 
mental Appropriations Act, 2009 (Public Law 
111-32; 123 Stat. 1888) for a data center at 
Camp Williams, Utah). 


Defense Agencies: Extension of 2012 Project Authorizations 


SEC. 2404. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2012 PROJECT. 

In the case of the authorization in the 
table in section 2401(a) of the Military Con- 
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2012 (division B of Public Law 112-81; 125 
Stat. 1672), as amended by section 2404(a) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B of Public Law 
112-239; 126 Stat. 2131), for Fort Meade, Mary- 
land, for construction of the High Perform- 
ance Computing Center at the installation, 
the Secretary of Defense may construct a 
generator plant capable of producing up to 60 
megawatts of back-up electrical power in 
support of the 60 megawatt technical load. 
SEC. 2405. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 

CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2012 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (division B of 
Public Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1660), the author- 
ization set forth in the table in subsection 
(b), as provided in section 2401 of that Act 
(125 Stat. 1672) and as amended by section 
2405 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (division B of 
Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3685), shall re- 
main in effect until October 1, 2016, or the 
date of the enactment of an Act authorizing 
funds for military construction for fiscal 
year 2017, whichever is later. 

(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


Installation or 3 
State Location Project Amount 
California Naval Base Coronado ecoccoccncnnccnccnccnccnconccnannnnnoos SOF Support Activity Operations Facil- 
DE choc shes odd A NEEE $38,800,000 
A es sashes Scenes deems ineecea heed Pentagon Reservation .........ssessseecesesescesesesoeseseso Heliport Control Tower and Fire Station $6,457,000 
Pedestrian Plaza ......oomoocnocnocnocnnonoccnnnnonoross $2,285,000 


SEC. 2406. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2013 

PROJECTS. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B of 


Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2118), the au- 
thorizations set forth in the table in sub- 
section (b), as provided in section 2401 of that 
Act (126 Stat. 2127), shall remain in effect 
until October 1, 2016, or the date of the en- 


Defense Agencies: Extension of 2013 Project Authorizations 


actment of an Act authorizing funds for mili- 
tary construction for fiscal year 2017, which- 
ever is later. 


(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


State/Country eee oF Project Amount 

California Naval Base Coronado eooccoccncnncnncnnccnccnccnccnannnonoos SOF Mobile Communications Detach- 

ment Support Facility ....... eee eee $9,327,000 

Colorado cies a a desa Pikos: Peak enoe a O E a High Altitude Medical Research Center ... $3,600,000 

GOMAN iesiitacirada nro iaa Rammstein: ABD narnia caracas Replace Vogelweh Elementary School ..... $61,415,000 
HaWallienisica rss sisiines Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam ...................065 SOF SDVT-1 Waterfront Operations Fa- 

CHUL Sie EA E RT E $22,384,000 

JAPAN” Ni CFAS Sasebo ... Replace Sasebo Elementary School .. $35,733,000 

CAMP ZAM sieiisseisssssesssis sotasiaselsaassesedassess Renovate Zama High School .......... $18,273,000 

Pennsylvania erkan erea DEF Distribution Depot New Cumberland . Replace reservoir ....essseserseseseesoseseese $4,300,000 

United Kingdom ....................65 RAF Welt well vecinos ositos ici dana Feltwell Elementary School Addition ..... $30,811,000 
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SEC. 2407. MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION OF 


AUTHORITY TO CARRY OUT CERTAIN 
FISCAL YEAR 2014 PROJECT. 


In the case of the authorization contained 
in the table in section 2401(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2014 (division B of Public Law 113-66; 127 
Stat. 995) for Fort Knox, Kentucky, for con- 
struction of an Ambulatory Care Center at 
that location, subsequently cancelled by the 
Department of Defense, substitute authoriza- 
tion is provided for a 102,000-square foot Med- 
ical Clinic Replacement at that location in 
the amount of $80,000,000, using appropria- 
tions available for the original project pur- 
suant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2403 of such Act (127 Stat. 997). 
This substitute authorization shall remain 
in effect until October 1, 2018, or the date of 
the enactment of an Act authorizing funds 
for military construction for fiscal year 2019. 
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TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT 
PROGRAM 

SEC. 2501. AUTHORIZED NATO CONSTRUCTION 

AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

The Secretary of Defense may make con- 
tributions for the North Atlantic Treaty Or- 
ganization Security Investment Program as 
provided in section 2806 of title 10, United 
States Code, in an amount not to exceed the 
sum of the amount authorized to be appro- 
priated for this purpose in section 2502 and 
the amount collected from the North Atlan- 
tic Treaty Organization as a result of con- 
struction previously financed by the United 
States. 

SEC. 2502. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NATO. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, for contributions by the Sec- 
retary of Defense under section 2806 of title 
10, United States Code, for the share of the 


Army National Guard 
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United States of the cost of projects for the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security 
Investment Program authorized by section 
2501 as specified in the funding table in sec- 
tion 4601. 


TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACILITIES 


Subtitle A—Project Authorizations and 
Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 2601. AUTHORIZED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI- 
TION PROJECTS. 

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to 
the authorization of appropriations in sec- 
tion 2606 and available for the National 
Guard and Reserve as specified in the fund- 
ing table in section 4601, the Secretary of the 
Army may acquire real property and carry 
out military construction projects for the 
Army National Guard locations inside the 
United States, and in the amounts, set forth 
in the following table: 


State Location Amount 
AVAD AINA: a coa CAME it idas $4,500,000 
Connecticut . .. | Camp Hartell . $11,000,000 
POLI di ne PACO ii A AI AA A ARALAR aida $18,000,000 
GOO iia POPC SCC WAL E seic irira creta nar vale bau coded cdc ias $6,800,000 
Illinois ... $1,900,000 
Kansas $6,700,000 
Maryland IHIAS COD NA cone PTEN ceases doneaen E INO NIAE SO $13,800,000 
Mississippi Gulfport $40,000,000 
Nevada ...... Reno $8,000,000 
ODIO: ansiada aio aos Camp Ravenna $3,300,000 
OPEL ONS isidro iaa Sal MPE EAEE ETET TT TERTI TETA las dadag FAREA TA sede das ob mae dae deie $16,500,000 
Pennsylvania . Fort Indiantown Gap $16,000,000 
Vermont ...... North Hyde Park ...... $7,900,000 
MANCINA! 3 chicks PE ETTA E TA RRAIGHMONG ui dd dais $29,000,000 


SEC. 2602. AUTHORIZED ARMY RESERVE CON- 
STRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISITION 

PROJECTS. 
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 


thorization of appropriations in section 2606 
and available for the National Guard and Re- 
serve as specified in the funding table in sec- 
tion 4601, the Secretary of the Army may ac- 


Army Reserve: Inside the United States 


quire real property and carry out military 
construction projects for the Army Reserve 
locations inside the United States, and in 
the amounts, set forth in the following table: 


State Location Amount 
California cy lee A AEREA Miramar A ON ee ae eros as og A E A n nets $24,000,000 
IOV A E MacDill Air Forco:Basó ist niente atiri Re aE RE REE AEE EDEN IEEE $55,000,000 
New TOTE i wel a ou ahs EA e E ee RIA Eaa AIE ENEE D i AAPEEE A NN A E $4,200,000 
Pennsylvania . Conneaut Lake . $5,000,000 
A ghaniassdeaseasbatcaadessanessaes O aesecadenesteeaeae $24,000,000 


(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the au- 
thorization of appropriations in section 2606 
and available for the National Guard and Re- 


serve as specified in the funding table in sec- 
tion 4601, the Secretary of the Army may ac- 
quire real property and carry out a military 
construction project for the Army Reserve 


Army Reserve: Outside the United States 


location outside the United States, and in 
the amount, set forth in the following table: 


Location 


Amount 


Puerto RICO eeren aa scdupoatasdaine tes iy 


Fort Buchanan russia ante ide a NA 


$10,200,000 


SEC. 2603. AUTHORIZED NAVY RESERVE AND MA- 

RINE CORPS RESERVE CONSTRUC- 

TION AND LAND ACQUISITION 
PROJECTS. 

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to 

the authorization of appropriations in sec- 


tion 2606 and available for the National 
Guard and Reserve as specified in the fund- 
ing table in section 4601, the Secretary of the 
Navy may acquire real property and carry 
out military construction projects for the 


Navy Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve lo- 
cations inside the United States, and in the 
amounts, set forth in the following table: 
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State Location Amount 
NOvVada dietenei T OEE ciees Halo E heehee Une ba, che e a a ah al a el ad il ak ad $11,408,000 
New York .. Brooklyn ... $2,479,000 
MATIAS Ad da ida el DIAMNECCE O oleadas $18,443,000 


SEC. 2604. AUTHORIZED AIR NATIONAL GUARD 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI- 

TION PROJECTS. 
Using amounts appropriated pursuant to 
the authorization of appropriations in sec- 


tion 2606 and available for the National 
Guard and Reserve as specified in the fund- 
ing table in section 4601, the Secretary of the 
Air Force may acquire real property and 


Air National Guard 


carry out military construction projects for 
the Air National Guard locations inside the 
United States, and in the amounts, set forth 
in the following table: 


State Location Amount 
AVA AINA a Donnelly FIGI sosa vices. usssosa ccesies ous Erbera ren evcoaesevcocegavevdeosee cs dagescodesoves de bayed cosas ea’ $7,600,000 
California .. Moffett Field ............... $6,500,000 
Colorado .... Buckley Air Force Base . $5,100,000 
Connecticut . Bradley .........cccecssceeeeees $6,300,000 
Florida ...... Cape Canaveral ..............05 $6,100,000 
(CN TEE A donee oddest EOE EE Savannah/Hilton Head:IAP scarita araea a SAE ONE ANKELEN $9,000,000 
Hawalles Sess cate dawns sa wiaodstannataticsde AE A EGAN Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam esciccinsosiodosinoncapeciadodoeoNaso aca donó dodo NE EARS $9,700,000 
Iowa .... Des Moines Map ............ceeeeeeneeneeee $6,700,000 
Kansas ... Smokey Hill ANG Range $2,900,000 
Louisiana .. New Orleans . $10,000,000 
Maine ............. Bangor IAP so, csseveece cocks ici oe $7,200,000 
New Hampshire . Pease International Tradeport . $4,300,000 
Dow TOTS ii iaddediweeoersestoees Atlantic:City LAP! Nan cose rociar E AINERE EDA taeda reido tide tals suede tavdebarevdeterces $10,200,000 
NEN AOTEA Oats 1 A ato Sade eas? Be Niagara Falls TAP a ico $7,700,000 
North Carolina .. Charlotte/Douglas IAP . $9,000,000 
North Dakota .... Hector IAP ....... ce ceeeeeceee oes $7,300,000 
Oklahoma . Will Rogers World Airport ... $7,600,000 
Oregon ......... Klamath Falls IAP ........... $7,200,000 
West VIC Oise ici its Y Ca gol ATTDOTÓ usara wore icsdenve noia AA AA AI EIO AE PARRARI AAA EEE $3,900,000 


SEC. 2605. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE RESERVE 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI- 

TION PROJECTS. 
Using amounts appropriated pursuant to 
the authorization of appropriations in sec- 


tion 2606 and available for the National 
Guard and Reserve as specified in the fund- 
ing table in section 4601, the Secretary of the 
Air Force may acquire real property and 


Air Force Reserve 


carry out military construction projects for 
the Air Force Reserve locations inside the 
United States, and in the amounts, set forth 
in the following table: 


State Location Amount 
Californian es er S March Air Force Base: amenoree e a E EE EET $4,600,000 
Florida ... Patrick Air Force Base ..... $3,400,000 
Georgia .. Dobbins Air Reserve Base . $10,400,000 
Ohio .... Youngstown naoin $9,400,000 
ORAS rhaa eNe EEAS A EARTE DAAR E RT AA oO nia JOInt: Base: Sad. AMOO prenese n aiei iia ii $9,900,000 


SEC. 2606. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, for the costs of acquisition, 
architectural and engineering services, and 
construction of facilities for the Guard and 
Reserve Forces, and for contributions there- 
for, under chapter 1803 of title 10, United 
States Code (including the cost of acquisi- 
tion of land for those facilities), as specified 
in the funding table in section 4601. 

Subtitle B—Others Matters 
2611. MODIFICATION AND EXTENSION OF 
AUTHORITY TO CARRY OUT CERTAIN 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 PROJECT. 

(a) MODIFICATION.—In the case of the au- 
thorization contained in the table in section 
2602 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B of 
Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2135) for Aber- 
deen Proving Ground, Maryland, for con- 
struction of an Army Reserve Center at that 
location, the Secretary of the Army may 
construct a new facility in the vicinity of 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland. 


SEC. 


(b) DURATION OF AUTHORITY.—Notwith- 
standing section 2002 of the Military Con- 
struction Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B 
of Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2118), the au- 
thorization set forth in subsection (a) shall 
remain in effect until October 1, 2016, or the 
date of the enactment of an Act authorizing 
funds for military construction for fiscal 
year 2017, whichever is later. 

SEC. 2612. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2015 PROJECTS. 

(a) DAVIS-MONTHAN AFB.—In the case of the 
authorization contained in the table in sec- 
tion 2605 of the Military Construction Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (division 
B of Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3689) for 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Arizona, for 
construction of a Guardian Angel Operations 
facility at that location, the Secretary of the 
Air Force may construct a new 5,913 square 
meter (63,647 square foot) facility in the 
amount of $18,200,000. 

(b) FORT SMITH.—In the case of the author- 
ization contained in the table in section 2604 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (division B of Public 


Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3689) for Fort Smith 
Municipal Airport, Arkansas, for construc- 
tion of a consolidated Secure Compart- 
mented Information Facility at that loca- 
tion, the Secretary of the Air Force may 
construct a new facility in the amount of 
$15,200,000. 
SEC. 2613. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2012 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (division B of 
Public Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1660), the author- 
izations set forth in the table in subsection 
(b), as provided in section 2602 of that Act 
(125 Stat. 1678), and extended by section 2611 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (division B of Public 
Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3690, 3691), shall remain 
in effect until October 1, 2016, or the date of 
the enactment of an Act authorizing funds 
for military construction for fiscal year 2017, 
whichever is later. 

(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 
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Extension of 2012 National Guard and Reserve Project Authorization 


State Location Project Amount 
Kansas Kansas City . Army Reserve Center ... $13,000,000 
Massachusetts Attleboro erratas drid acosados Icod Army Reserve Center $22,000,000 


SEC. 2614. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2013 

PROJECTS. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 
2002 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division B of 


Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2118), the au- 
thorizations set forth in the table in sub- 
section (b), as provided in sections 2601, 2602, 
and 2603 of that Act (126 Stat. 2134, 2135) shall 
remain in effect until October 1, 2016, or the 


date of the enactment of an Act authorizing 
funds for military construction for fiscal 
year 2017, whichever is later. 


(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in sub- 
section (a) is as follows: 


Extension of 2013 National Guard and Reserve Project Authorization 


Location Project Amount 
JATIZON rd UM ts IES Reserve Training Facility—Yuma ........... $5,379,000 
California mevom tn | PUSCIN israe Army Reserve Center sesse $27,000,000 
Iowa ........ Joint Reserve Center—Des Moines $19,162,000 
Louisiana E Transient Quarters ...ocooccoccocnncnncnnconccnccnnnns $7,187,000 
New York iria Combined Support Maintenance Shop 
Phage Lisa $24,000,000 


TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND 
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES 
SEC. 2701. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLO- 
SURE ACTIVITIES FUNDED 
THROUGH DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE BASE CLOSURE ACCOUNT. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep- 
tember 30, 2015, for base realignment and clo- 
sure activities, including real property ac- 
quisition and military construction projects, 
as authorized by the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title 
XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 
note) and funded through the Department of 
Defense Base Closure Account established by 
section 2906 of such Act (as amended by sec- 
tion 2711 of the Military Construction Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (division 
B of Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2140)), as 
specified in the funding table in section 4601. 
SEC. 2702. PROHIBITION ON CONDUCTING ADDI- 
TIONAL BASE REALIGNMENT AND 
CLOSURE (BRAC) ROUND. 
Nothing in the Act shall be construed to 
authorize an additional round of defense base 
closure and realignment. 


TITLE XXVIII—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Subtitle A—Military Construction Program 
and Military Family Housing Changes 
SEC. 2801. AUTHORITY FOR ACCEPTANCE AND 
USE OF CONTRIBUTIONS FOR CER- 
TAIN MUTUALLY BENEFICIAL 

PROJECTS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Subchapter II of chapter 
138 of title 10, United States Code, is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following new 
section: 


“$2350n. Construction, maintenance, and re- 
pair projects mutually beneficial to the De- 
partment of Defense and armed forces of a 
partner nation 


““(a) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT CONTRIBU- 
TIONS.—The Secretary of Defense, after con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State, may 
accept cash contributions from any partner 
nation for the purposes specified in sub- 
section (c). 

““(b) ACCOUNTING.—Contributions accepted 
under subsection (a) shall be placed in an ac- 
count established by the Secretary of De- 
fense and shall remain available until ex- 
pended for the purposes specified in sub- 
section (c). 


““(c) AVAILABILITY OF CONTRIBUTIONS.—Con- 
tributions accepted under subsection (a) 
shall be available only for payment of costs 
in connection with mutually beneficial con- 
struction (including military construction 
not otherwise authorized by law), mainte- 
nance, and repair projects. 

““(d) PROHIBITION ON USE OF CONTRIBUTIONS 
TO OFFSET BURDEN SHARING CONTRIBUTIONS 
REQUIRED OF PARTNER NATIONS.—Contribu- 
tions accepted under subsection (a) may not 
be used to offset burden sharing contribu- 
tions that are otherwise required to be pro- 
vided by partner nations. 

“(e) MUTUALLY BENEFICIAL DEFINED.—A 
project shall be considered to be ‘mutually 
beneficial’ for purposes of this section if— 

“*(1) the project is in support of a bilateral 
defense cooperation agreement between the 
United States and a partner nation; or 

““(2) the Secretary of Defense determines 
that the United States may derive a benefit 
from the project, including— 

““(A) access to and use of facilities of the 
armed forces of a partner nation; 

“(B) ability or capacity for future force 
posture; and 

“(C) increased interoperability between 
the Department of Defense and the armed 
forces of a partner nation.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such subchapter 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new item: 

‘2350n. Construction, maintenance, and re- 
pair projects mutually bene- 
ficial to the Department of De- 
fense and armed forces of a 
partner nation.”. 

SEC. 2802. CHANGE IN AUTHORITIES RELATING 

TO SCOPE OF WORK VARIATIONS 
FOR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS. 

(a) LIMITED AUTHORITY FOR SCOPE OF WORK 
INCREASE.—Section 2853 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘The 
scope of work” and inserting “Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (d), the scope of work”; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(d) The limitation in subsection (b)(2) on 
an increase in the scope of work does not 
apply if— 

“(1) the increase in the scope of work is 
not more than 10 percent of the amount spec- 


ified for that project, construction, improve- 
ment, or acquisition in the justification data 
provided to Congress as part of the request 
for authorization of the project, construc- 
tion, improvement, or acquisition; 

““(2) the increase is approved by the Sec- 
retary concerned; 

“(3) the Secretary concerned notifies the 
congressional defense committees in writing 
of the increase in scope and the reasons 
therefor; and 

“*(4) a period of 21 days has elapsed after 
the date on which the notification is re- 
ceived by the committees or, if over sooner, 
a period of 14 days has elapsed after the date 
on which a copy of the notification is pro- 
vided in an electronic medium pursuant to 
section 480 of this title.”. 

(b) CROSS-REFERENCE AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Subsection (a) of such section is amend- 
ed by striking ‘‘subsection (c) or (d)’’ and in- 
serting “subsection (c), (d), or (e)”. 

(2) Subsection (f) of such section, as redes- 
ignated by subsection (a)(2), is amended by 
striking ‘‘through (d)? and inserting 
“through (e)’’. 

(c) ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.— 
Subsection (a) of such section is further 
amended by inserting “of this title” after 
“section 2805(a)”. 

SEC. 2803. EXTENSION OF TEMPORARY, LIMITED 
AUTHORITY TO USE OPERATION 
AND MAINTENANCE FUNDS FOR 
CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS OUTSIDE 
THE UNITED STATES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Subsection 
(h) of section 2808 of the Military Construc- 
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 
(division B of Public Law 108-136; 117 Stat. 
1723), as most recently amended by section 
2806 of the Military Construction Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (division B of 
Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3699), is amend- 
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2015”” and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2016”; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘fiscal 
year 2016” and inserting “fiscal year 2017”. 

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF AUTHORITY.—Sub- 
section (c)(1) of such section is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘October 1, 2014” and insert- 
ing “October 1, 2015”; 

(2) by striking “December 31, 2015” and in- 
serting ‘‘December 31, 2016”; and 

(3) by striking “fiscal year 2016” and in- 
serting “fiscal year 2017”. 
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(c) ELIMINATION OF REPORTING REQUIRE- 
MENT.—Such section is further amended by 
striking subsection (d). 

SEC. 2804. MODIFICATION OF REPORTING RE- 
QUIREMENT ON IN-KIND CONSTRUC- 
TION AND RENOVATION PAYMENTS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than December 
31, 2016, and annually thereafter, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall provide the congres- 
sional defense committees a report on in- 
kind construction and renovation payments 
received during the preceding fiscal year. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) A listing of each facility constructed or 
renovated for the Department of Defense as 
payment in-kind. 

(B) An estimate of the value in United 
States dollars of that construction or ren- 
ovation. 

(C) A description of the source of the in- 
kind payment. 

(D) A description of the agreement pursu- 
ant to which the in-kind payment was made. 

(E) A description of the purpose and need 
for the construction or renovation. 

(b) REPEAL OF EXISTING REPORTING RE- 
QUIREMENT.—Section 2805 of the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 
(Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2149) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 2805. LAB MODERNIZATION PILOT PRO- 


(a) AUTHORITY TO USE RESEARCH, DEVELOP- 
MENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION FUNDS.—The 
Secretary of Defense may fund military con- 
struction projects at the Department of De- 
fense science and technology reinvention 
laboratories (as designated by section 1105(a) 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 10 
U.S.C. 2358 note)), using amounts appro- 
priated or otherwise made available to the 
Department of Defense for research, develop- 
ment, test, and evaluation. 

(b) CONDITIONS.—Amounts made available 
pursuant to subsection (a) may be used for 
the purpose of funding major military con- 
struction projects that meet the following 
conditions: 

(1) Projects are subject to the require- 
ments of section 2802 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(2) Projects are included in the budget sub- 
mitted to Congress pursuant to section 1105 
of title 31, United States Code. 

(3) Funds are specifically appropriated for 
the projects. 

(c) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
certify, as part of the budget submitted to 
Congress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code, that military construc- 
tion projects proposed pursuant to sub- 
section (a)— 

(1) will support the research and develop- 
ment activities at Department of Defense 
science and technology reinvention labora- 
tories (as designated by section 1105(a) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 10 U.S.C. 
2358 note)) of more than one military depart- 
ment or Defense Agency or a technology de- 
velopment program that is consistent with 
the fielding of offset technologies as de- 
scribed in section 212. 

(2) have been endorsed for funding by more 
than one military department or Defense 
Agency; 

(3) will establish facilities that will have 
significant potential for use by entities out- 
side the Department of Defense, including 
universities, industrial partners, and other 
Federal agencies; and 
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(4) cannot be fully funded under the thresh- 
olds specified by section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(d) FUNDS.—Amounts used for the pilot 
program established under this section may 
not exceed $100,000,000 for any fiscal year. 

(e) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority provided under this section termi- 
nates on October 1, 2020. 

SEC. 2806. CONVEYANCE TO INDIAN TRIBES OF 
CERTAIN HOUSING UNITS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Exec- 
utive Director” means the Executive Direc- 
tor of Walking Shield, Inc. 

(2) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term “Indian tribe”” 
means any Indian tribe included on the list 
published by the Secretary of the Interior 
under section 104 of the Federally Recog- 
nized Indian Tribe List Act of 1994 (25 
U.S.C.479a-1). 

(b) REQUESTS FOR CONVEYANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Executive Director 
may submit to the Secretary of the military 
department concerned, on behalf of any In- 
dian tribe, a request for conveyance of any 
relocatable military housing unit located at 
a military installation in the United States. 

(2) CONFLICTS.—The Executive Director 
shall resolve any conflict among requests of 
Indian tribes for housing units described in 
paragraph (1) before submitting a request to 
the Secretary of the military department 
concerned under this subsection. 

(c) CONVEYANCE BY A SECRETARY.—Not- 
withstanding any other provision of law, on 
receipt of a request under subsection (b)(1), 
the Secretary of the military department 
concerned may convey to the Indian tribe 
that is the subject of the request, at no cost 
to such military department and without 
consideration, any relocatable military 
housing unit described in subsection (b)(1) 
that, as determined by such Secretary, is in 
excess of the needs of the military. 


Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities 
Administration 
SEC. 2811. UTILITY SYSTEM CONVEYANCE 
THORITY. 

Section 2688(j) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
“CONSTRUCTION OF” and inserting ‘‘CONVEY- 
ANCE OF ADDITIONAL’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking subparagraphs (A) and (C); 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and 
(D) as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respec- 
tively; 

(C) in subparagraph (A), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (B) of this paragraph, by strik- 
ing “utility system;” and inserting ‘‘, or op- 
erating the additional utility infrastructure 
would be in the best interest of the govern- 
ment using a business case analysis similar 
to the analysis required under subsection 
(d)(2); and”; and 

(D) in subparagraph (B), as so redesignated, 
by striking “amount equal to the fair mar- 
ket value of” and inserting “amount for”. 
SEC. 2812. LEASING OF NON-EXCESS PROPERTY 

OF MILITARY DEPARTMENTS AND 
DEFENSE AGENCIES; TREATMENT 
OF VALUE PROVIDED BY LOCAL 
EDUCATION AGENCIES AND ELE- 
MENTARY AND SECONDARY 
SCHOOLS. 

Section 2667 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

“(k) LEASES FOR EDUCATION.—Notwith- 
standing subsection (b)(4), the Secretary 
concerned may accept consideration in an 
amount that is less than the fair market 
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value of the lease, if the lease is to a local 
education agency or an elementary or sec- 
ondary school (as those terms are defined in 
section 9101 of the Elementary and Sec- 
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801)).”. 

SEC. 2813. MODIFICATION OF FACILITY REPAIR 

NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENT. 

Section 2811 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), by inserting “or 75 
percent of the estimated cost of a military 
construction project to replace the facility, 
or the facility is located at an overseas loca- 
tion that has not been designated a main op- 
erating base or forward operating site” after 
‘in excess of $7,500,000”; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (f); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(e) NOTIFICATION THRESHOLD.—The con- 
gressional notification requirement under 
subsection (d) does not apply to a repair 
project costing less than $1,000,000.””. 

SEC. 2814. INCREASE OF THRESHOLD OF NOTICE 
AND WAIT REQUIREMENT FOR CER- 
TAIN FACILITIES FOR RESERVE 
COMPONENTS AND PARITY WITH AU- 
THORITY FOR UNSPECIFIED MINOR 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND RE- 
PAIR PROJECTS. 

(a) NOTICE AND WAIT REQUIREMENT.—Sub- 
section (a) of section 18233a of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
““$750,000”” and inserting “the amount speci- 
fied in section 2805(b)(1) of this title’’. 

(b) REPAIR PROJECTS.—Subsection (b)(8) of 
such section is amended by striking 
‘*$7,500,000’’ and inserting “the amount speci- 
fied in section 2811(b) of this title’’. 

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances 
SEC. 2821. RELEASE OF REVERSIONARY INTER- 
EST RETAINED AS PART OF CONVEY- 
ANCE TO THE ECONOMIC DEVELOP- 
MENT ALLIANCE OF JEFFERSON 
COUNTY, ARKANSAS. 

(a) RELEASE OF CONDITIONS AND RETAINED 
INTERESTS.—With respect to a parcel of real 
property in Jefferson County, Arkansas, con- 
sisting of approximately 1,447 acres and con- 
veyed by deed to the Economic Development 
Alliance of Jefferson County, Arkansas (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Economic De- 
velopment Alliance”) by the United States 
for use as the facility known as the 
“Bioplex” and related activities pursuant to 
section 2827 of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 
104-201), the Secretary of the Army may re- 
lease subject to the conditions of subsections 
(b) and (d) below, the conditions of convey- 
ance of subsection (c) of such section 2827 
and the reversionary interest retained by the 
United States under subsection (e) of such 
section. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.— 

(1) EFFECT OF RECONVEYANCE.—Notwith- 
standing subsection (d) of such section 2827, 
the release authorized by subsection (a) of 
this section shall be subject to the condition 
that, if the Economic Development Alliance 
reconveys all or any part of the conveyed 
property during the 25-year period referred 
to in subsection (c)(2) of such section, the 
Economic Development Alliance shall pay to 
the United States, upon reconveyance, an 
amount equal to the fair market value of the 
reconveyed property as of the time of the re- 
conveyance, excluding the value of any im- 
provements made to the property by the 
Economic Development Alliance. 

(2) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.—The Secretary of the Army shall de- 
termine fair market value in accordance 
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with Federal appraisal standards and proce- 
dures. 

(3) TREATMENT OF LEASES.—The Secretary 
of the Army may treat a lease of the prop- 
erty within such 25-year period as a re- 
conveyance if the Secretary determines that 
the lease is being used to avoid application 
of paragraph (1). 

(4) DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS.—The Secretary of 
the Army shall deposit any proceeds received 
under this subsection in the special account 
established pursuant to section 572(b) of title 
40, United States Code. 

(c) INSTRUMENT OF RELEASE.—The Sec- 
retary of the Army may execute and file in 
the appropriate office a deed of release, 
amended deed, or other appropriate instru- 
ment reflecting the release of conditions and 
retained interests under subsection (a). 

(d) PAYMENT OF ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.— 

(1) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
the Army shall require the Economic Devel- 
opment Alliance to cover costs to be in- 
curred by the Secretary, or to reimburse the 
Secretary for costs incurred by the Sec- 
retary, to carry out the release of conditions 
and retained interests under subsection (a), 
including survey costs, costs related to envi- 
ronmental documentation, and other admin- 
istrative costs related to the release. If 
amounts paid to the Secretary in advance 
exceed the costs actually incurred by the 
Secretary to carry out the release, the Sec- 
retary shall refund the excess amount to the 
Economic Development Alliance. 

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED.— 
Amounts received under paragraph (1) as re- 
imbursement for costs incurred by the Sec- 
retary to carry out the release under sub- 
section (a) shall be credited to the fund or 
account that was used to cover the costs in- 
curred by the Secretary in carrying out the 
release. Amounts so credited shall be merged 
with amounts in such fund or account and 
shall be available for the same purposes, and 
subject to the same conditions and limita- 
tions, as amounts in such fund or account. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
The Secretary of the Army may require such 
additional terms and conditions in connec- 
tion with the release of conditions and re- 
tained interests under subsection (a) as the 
Secretary considers appropriate to protect 
the interests of the United States, including 
provisions that the Secretary determines are 
necessary to preclude any use of the prop- 
erty that would interfere with activities at 
Pine Bluff Arsenal. 


DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS 
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 


TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 


Subtitle A—National Security Programs 
Authorizations 
SEC. 3101. NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY AD- 
MINISTRATION. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Department of Energy for fis- 
cal year 2016 for the activities of the Na- 
tional Nuclear Security Administration in 
carrying out programs as specified in the 
funding table in section 4701. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF NEW PLANT 
PROJECTS.—From funds referred to in sub- 
section (a) that are available for carrying 
out plant projects, the Secretary of Energy 
may carry out the following new plant 
project for the National Nuclear Security 
Administration: 

Project 16-D-621, Substation Replacement 
at Technical Area 3, Los Alamos National 
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Laboratory, Los 
$25,000,000. 
SEC. 3102. DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Department of Energy for fis- 
cal year 2016 for defense environmental 
cleanup activities in carrying out programs 
as specified in the funding table in section 
4701. 

SEC. 3103. OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated to the Department of Energy for fis- 
cal year 2016 for other defense activities in 
carrying out programs as specified in the 
funding table in section 4701. 


Subtitle B—Program Authorizations, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 
SEC. 3111. RESPONSIVE CAPABILITIES PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of title XLII of 
the Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 
2521 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

“SEC. 4220. RESPONSIVE CAPABILITIES PRO- 
GRAM. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
establish and carry out a program to exer- 
cise the technical capabilities of the Admin- 
istration with respect to design and produc- 
tion of nuclear weapons to ensure that the 
Administration is ready to respond to future 
uncertainties not addressed by existing life 
extension programs. 

“(b) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.—The Adminis- 
trator shall ensure that the program re- 
quired by subsection (a)— 

““(1) is integrated across the science, engi- 
neering, design, and manufacturing cycle of 
the Administration; 

““(2) results in— 

“(A) physics models of components and 
systems the understanding of which will en- 
sure existing models and experimental capa- 
bilities are robust, capable of being certified 
as safe and reliable in the absence of testing, 
and contribute to the predictive design 
framework; 

““(B) shortened engineering design cycles 
that minimize the amount of time leading to 
an engineering prototype; and 

“(C) rapid manufacturing capabilities to 
reduce the time and cost of production; and 

“(3) integrates physics, engineering, and 
production capabilities into joint test assem- 
blies and designs.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Atomic Energy Defense Act 
is amended by inserting after the item relat- 
ing to section 4219 the following new item: 


“Sec. 4220. Responsive capabilities 
gram.”. 
SEC. 3112. LONG-TERM PLAN FOR MEETING NA- 
TIONAL SECURITY REQUIREMENTS 
FOR UNENCUMBERED URANIUM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of title XLIT of 
the Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 
2521 et seq.), as amended by section 3111, is 
further amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 

“SEC. 4221. LONG-TERM PLAN FOR MEETING NA- 
TIONAL SECURITY REQUIREMENTS 
FOR UNENCUMBERED URANIUM. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Concurrent with the 
submission to Congress of the budget of the 
President under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, in each even-numbered 
year beginning in 2016, the Secretary of En- 
ergy shall submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees a plan for meeting na- 
tional security requirements for 
unencumbered uranium through 2065. 

“(b) PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—The plan re- 
quired by subsection (a) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 
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““(1) An inventory of unencumbered ura- 
nium (other than depleted uranium), by pro- 
gram source and enrichment level, that, as 
of the date of the plan, is allocated to na- 
tional security requirements. 

“(2) An inventory of unencumbered ura- 
nium (other than depleted uranium), by pro- 
gram source and enrichment level, that, as 
of the date of the plan, is not allocated to 
national security requirements but could be 
allocated to such requirements. 

“(3) An identification of national security 
requirements for unencumbered uranium, by 
program source and enrichment level. 

““(4) A description of any shortfall in ob- 
taining unencumbered uranium to meet na- 
tional security requirements and an assess- 
ment of whether that shortfall could be miti- 
gated through the blending down of uranium 
that is of a higher enrichment level. 

““(5) An inventory of unencumbered de- 
pleted uranium, an assessment of the portion 
of that uranium that could be allocated to 
national security requirements through re- 
enrichment, and an estimate of the costs of 
re-enriching that uranium. 

““(6) A description of the swap and barter 
agreements involving unencumbered ura- 
nium needed to meet national security re- 
quirements that are in effect on the date of 
the plan. 

““(7) An assessment of whether additional 
enrichment of uranium will be required to 
meet national security requirements and an 
estimate of the time for production oper- 
ations and the cost for each type of enrich- 
ment being considered. 

“*(8) A description of changes in policy that 
would mitigate any shortfall in obtaining 
unencumbered uranium to meet national se- 
curity requirements and the implications of 
those changes. 

““(c) FORM OF PLAN.—The plan required by 
subsection (a) shall be submitted in unclassi- 
fied form, but may include a classified 
annex. 

““«(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘depleted’, with respect to 
uranium, means that the uranium is de- 
pleted in uranium-235 compared with natural 
uranium. 

“(2) The term ‘unencumbered’, with re- 
spect to uranium, means that the United 
States has no obligation to foreign govern- 
ments to use the uranium for only peaceful 
purposes.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Atomic Energy Defense Act, 
as amended by section 3111, is further 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 4220 the following new item: 

“Sec. 4221. Long-term plan for meeting na- 
tional security requirements 
for unencumbered uranium.”. 

SEC. 3113. DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERA- 

TION MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title XLIII of the Atomic 
Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 2563 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 

“SEC. 4309. DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERA- 

TION MANAGEMENT PLAN. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Concurrent with the 
submission to Congress of the budget of the 
President under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, in each odd-numbered 
year beginning in 2017, the Administrator 
shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a five-year management plan for 
activities associated with the defense nu- 
clear nonproliferation programs of the Ad- 
ministration. 

““(b) ELEMENTS.—The plan required by sub- 
section (a) shall include, with respect to each 
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defense nuclear nonproliferation program of 
the Administration, the following: 

“(1) A description of the following: 

““(A) The policy context in which the pro- 
gram operates, including— 

“(i) a list of relevant laws, policy direc- 
tives issued by the President, and inter- 
national agreements; and 

“(ii) nuclear nonproliferation activities 
carried out by other Federal agencies. 

‘(B) The objectives and priorities of the 
program during the year preceding the sub- 
mission of the plan required by subsection 
(a). 

““(C) The activities carried out under the 
program during that year. 

““(D) The accomplishments and challenges 
of the program during that year. 

‘(2) Plans for activities of the program 
during the five-year period beginning on the 
date on which the plan required by sub- 
section (a) is submitted, including activities 
with respect to the following: 

“(A) Preventing nuclear and radiological 
proliferation and terrorism, including 
through— 

“(i) material management and minimiza- 
tion; 

“(ii) global nuclear material security; 

““(iii) nonproliferation and arms control; 

““(iv) defense nuclear research and develop- 
ment; and 

““(v) nonproliferation construction pro- 
grams, including activities associated De- 
partment of Energy Order 413.1 (relating to 
program management controls). 

““(B) Countering nuclear and radiological 
proliferation and terrorism. 

““(C) Responding to nuclear and radio- 
logical proliferation and terrorism, including 
through— 

““(i) crisis operations; 

““(ii) consequences management; and 

““(iii) emergency management, including 
international capacity building. 

“(3) A threat analysis in support of the 
plans described in paragraph (2). 

“(4) A plan for funding the program during 
the five-year period beginning on the date on 
which the plan required by subsection (a) is 
submitted. 

““(5) A description of funds for the program 
received through contributions from or cost- 
sharing agreements with foreign govern- 
ments consistent section 3132(f) of the Ron- 
ald W. Reagan National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (50 U.S.C. 
2569(f)). 

““(6) Such other matters as the Adminis- 
trator considers appropriate. 

““(c) FORM OF REPORT.—The plan required 
by subsection (a) may be submitted to the 
congressional defense committees in classi- 
fied form if necessary.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Atomic Energy Defense Act 
is amended by inserting after the item relat- 
ing to section 4308 the following new item: 
“Sec. 4309. Defense nuclear nonproliferation 

management plan.”. 

(c) CONFORMING REPEALS.— 

(1) Section 3122 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public 
Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1710) is amended— 

(A) by striking subsections (a) and (b); 

(B) by redesignating subsections (c), (d), 
and (e) as subsections (a), (b), and (c), respec- 
tively; and 

(C) in paragraph (2) of subsection (b), as re- 
designated by subparagraph (B), by striking 
“subsection (c)(2) and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(a)(2)”’. 

(2) Section 3145 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public 
Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2197) is repealed. 
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SEC. 3114. PLAN FOR DEACTIVATION AND DE- 


COMMISSIONING OF NON- 
OPERATIONAL DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle B of title XLIV 
of the Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 
2602 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

“SEC. 4423. PLAN FOR DEACTIVATION AND DE- 


COMMISSIONING OF NON- 
OPERATIONAL DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES. 


““(a) IN GENERAL.—During each even-num- 
bered year beginning in 2016, the Secretary 
of Energy shall develop a plan to provide 
guidance for the activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy relating to the deactivation 
and decommissioning of nonoperational de- 
fense nuclear facilities. 

““(b) ELEMENTS.—The plan required by sub- 
section (a) shall include the following: 

“(1) A list of nonoperational defense nu- 
clear facilities, prioritized for deactivation 
and decommissioning based on the potential 
to reduce risks to human health, property, 
or the environment and to maximize cost 
savings. 

‘“(2) An assessment of the life cycle costs of 
each nonoperational defense nuclear facility 
during the period beginning on the date on 
which the plan is submitted under subsection 
(c) and ending on the earlier of— 

““(A) the date that is 25 years after the date 
on which the plan is submitted; or 

““(B) the estimated date for deactivation 
and decommissioning of the facility. 

““(3) An estimate of the cost and time need- 
ed to deactivate and decommission each non- 
operational defense nuclear facility, if avail- 
able. 

““(4) An estimate of the time at which the 
Office of Environmental Management antici- 
pates accepting nonoperational defense nu- 
clear facilities for deactivation and decom- 
missioning. 

““(5) An estimate of costs that could be 
avoided by— 

“(A) accelerating the cleanup of non- 
operational defense nuclear facilities; or 

““(B) other means, such as reusing such fa- 
cilities for another purpose. 

““(c) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than March 31 of each even-numbered year 
beginning in 2016, the Secretary shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees a 
report that includes— 

“*(1) the plan required by subsection (a); 

(2) a description of the deactivation and 
decommissioning actions expected to be 
taken during the following fiscal year pursu- 
ant to the plan; and 

“*(3) in the case of a report submitted dur- 
ing 2018 or any year thereafter, a description 
of the deactivation and decommissioning ac- 
tions taken at each nonoperational defense 
nuclear facility during the preceding fiscal 
year. 

“(d) TERMINATION.—The requirements of 
this section shall terminate after the sub- 
mission to the congressional defense com- 
mittees of the report required by subsection 
(c) to be submitted not later than March 31, 
2026. 

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘life cycle costs’, with re- 
spect to a facility, means— 

““(A) the present and future costs of all re- 
sources and associated cost elements re- 
quired to develop, produce, deploy, or sustain 
the facility; and 

““(B) the present and future costs to deacti- 
vate, decommission, and deconstruct the fa- 
cility. 

“*(2) The term 'nonoperational defense nu- 
clear facility” means a production facility or 
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utilization facility (as those terms are de- 
fined in section 11 of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2014)) under the control or 
jurisdiction of the Secretary of Energy and 
operated for national security purposes that 
is no longer needed for the mission of the De- 
partment of Energy, including the National 

Nuclear Security Administration.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Atomic Energy Defense Act 
is amended by inserting after the item relat- 
ing to section 4422 the following new item: 
“Sec. 4423. Plan for deactivation and decom- 

missioning of nonoperational 
defense nuclear facilities.”. 

SEC. 3115. HANFORD WASTE TREATMENT AND IM- 
MOBILIZATION PLANT CONTRACT 
OVERSIGHT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle C of title XLIV 
of the Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 
2621 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

“SEC. 4446. HANFORD WASTE TREATMENT AND 
IMMOBILIZATION PLANT CONTRACT 
OVERSIGHT. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2016, the Secretary of Energy shall ar- 
range to have an owner's agent assist the 
Secretary in carrying out the oversight re- 
sponsibilities of the Secretary with respect 
to the contract described in subsection (b). 

““(b) CONTRACT DESCRIBED.—The contract 
described in this subsection is the contract 
between the Office of River Protection of the 
Department of Energy and Bechtel National, 
Inc. or its successor relating to the Hanford 
Waste Treatment and Immobilization Plant 
(contract number DE-AC27-01RV14136). 

““(c) DUTIES.—The duties of the owner's 
agent under subsection (a) shall include the 
following: 

“(1) Performing design, construction, nu- 
clear safety, and operability oversight of 
each facility covered by the contract de- 
scribed in subsection (b). 

“(2) Beginning not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2016, ensuring that the preliminary doc- 
umented safety analyses for all facilities 
covered by the contract meet the require- 
ments of all applicable Department of En- 
ergy regulations and guidance, including sec- 
tion 830.206 of title 10, Code of Federal Regu- 
lations, and the Department of Energy 
Standard on the Integration of Safety into 
the Design Process (DOE-STD-1189-2008). 

““(3) Assisting the Secretary in ensuring 
that, until the Secretary approves the docu- 
mented safety analysis for each facility cov- 
ered by the contract, the contractor ensures 
that each preliminary documented safety 
analysis is current. 

“(4) Ensuring that the contractor acts to 
promptly resolve any unreviewed safety 
questions. 

““(d) REPORT REQUIRED.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2016, and every 180 days thereafter, the 
owner’s agent specified in subsection (a) 
shall submit to the Secretary and the con- 
gressional defense committees a report on 
the assistance provided by the owner’s agent 
to the Secretary under that subsection with 
respect to oversight of the contract de- 
scribed in subsection (b). 

“*(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

““(A) Information on the status of, and the 
plan for resolving, each unreviewed safety 


June 2, 2015 


question at each facility covered by the con- 

tract described in subsection (b). 

““(B) An identification of each instance of 
disagreement between the owner’s agent and 
the contractor with respect to whether an 
unreviewed safety question exists and the 
plan for resolution of the disagreement. 

““(C) An identification of each aspect of 
each preliminary documented safety anal- 
ysis that is not current, the plan for making 
that aspect current, and the status of the 
corrective efforts. 

““(D) Information on the status of, and the 
plan for resolving, each unresolved technical 
issue at each facility covered by the con- 
tract, and the status of corrective efforts. 

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) The term ‘contractor’ means Bechtel 
National, Inc. 

““(2) The term ‘current’, with respect to a 
documented safety analysis, means that the 
documented safety analysis includes any de- 
sign changes approved by the contractor and 
any safety evaluation reports issued by the 
Secretary with respect to the facility cov- 
ered by the analysis before the date that is 
60 days before the date of the analysis. 

““(3) The terms ‘documented safety anal- 
ysis’, ‘safety evaluation report’, and 
‘unreviewed safety question’ have the mean- 
ings given those terms in section 830.3 of 
title 10, Code of Federal Regulations (or any 
corresponding similar ruling or regulation). 

‘(4) The term ‘owner’s agent’ means a pri- 
vate third-party entity with nuclear safety 
management expertise and without any con- 
tractual relationship with the contractor or 
conflict of interest.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Atomic Energy Defense Act 
is amended by inserting after the item relat- 
ing to section 4445 the following new item: 
“Sec. 4446. Hanford Waste Treatment and 

Immobilization Plant contract 
oversight.”. 

SEC. 3116. ASSESSMENT OF EMERGENCY PRE- 
PAREDNESS OF DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of title XLVIII 
of the Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 
2781 et seq.) is amended by inserting after 
section 4802 the following new section: 

“SEC. 4802A. ASSESSMENTS OF EMERGENCY PRE- 
PAREDNESS OF DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall include, in each award-fee evaluation 
conducted under section 16.401 of title 48, 
Code of Federal Regulations, of a manage- 
ment and operating contract for a Depart- 
ment of Energy defense nuclear facility in 
2016 or any even-numbered year thereafter, 
an assessment of the adequacy of the emer- 
gency preparedness of that facility, includ- 
ing an assessment of the seniority level of 
employees and contractors of the Depart- 
ment of Energy that participate in emer- 
gency preparedness exercises at that facility. 

““(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 60 
days after conducting an assessment under 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port on the assessment.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Atomic Energy Defense Act 
is amended by inserting after the item relat- 
ing to section 4802 the following new item: 
“Sec. 4802A. Assessments of emergency pre- 

paredness of defense nuclear fa- 

cilities.”. 

LABORATORY- AND FACILITY-DI- 
RECTED RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT PROGRAMS. 

(a) FUNDING FOR LABORATORY-DIRECTED RE- 
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—Section 4811(c) 
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of the Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 
2791(c)) is amended by striking “not to ex- 
ceed 6 percent” and inserting “of not less 
than 5 percent and not more than 8 percent”. 

(b) FACILITY-DIRECTED RESEARCH AND DE- 
VELOPMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle B of title XLVIII 
of such Act (50 U.S.C. 2791 et seq.) is amended 
by inserting after section 4811 the following 
new section: 

“SEC. 4811A. FACILITY-DIRECTED RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT. 

““(a) AUTHORITY.—A covered facility that is 
funded out of funds available to the Depart- 
ment of Energy for national security pro- 
grams may carry out facility-directed re- 
search and development. 

““(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of En- 
ergy shall prescribe regulations for the con- 
duct of facility-directed research and devel- 
opment under subsection (a). 

““(c) FUNDING.—Of the funds provided by 
the Department of Energy to covered facili- 
ties, the Secretary shall provide a specific 
amount, not to exceed 4 percent of such 
funds, to be used by such facilities for facil- 
ity-directed research and development. 

““(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) COVERED FACILITY.—The term ‘covered 
facility” means a nuclear weapons production 
facility or the Nevada Site Office of the De- 
partment of Energy. 

(2) FACILITY-DIRECTED RESEARCH AND DE- 
VELOPMENT.—The term 'facility-directed re- 
search and development' means research and 
development work of a creative and innova- 
tive nature that, under the regulations pre- 
scribed pursuant to subsection (b), is se- 
lected by the director or manager of a cov- 
ered facility for the purpose of maintaining 
the vitality of the facility in defense-related 
scientific disciplines.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Atomic Energy Defense Act 
is amended by inserting after the item relat- 
ing to section 4811 the following new item: 


“Sec. 4811A. Facility-directed research and 
development.”. 
SEC. 3118. LIMITATION ON BONUSES FOR EM- 
PLOYEES OF THE NATIONAL NU- 
CLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
WHO ENGAGE IN IMPROPER PRO- 
GRAM MANAGEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle C of the National 
Nuclear Security Administration Act (50 
U.S.C. 2441 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“SEC. 3245. LIMITATION ON BONUSES FOR EM- 
PLOYEES WHO ENGAGE IN M- 
PROPER PROGRAM MANAGEMENT. 

““(a) LIMITATION.—If the Secretary of En- 
ergy or the Administrator determines that a 
senior employee of the Administration com- 
mitted improper program management, the 
Secretary and the Administrator may not 
pay a bonus to that employee during the 
one-year period beginning on the date of the 
determination. 

““(b) WAIVER.—The Secretary or the Ad- 
ministrator may waive the limitation on the 
payment of bonuses under subsection (a) on 
a case-by-case basis if— 

“(1) the Secretary or the Administrator, as 
the case may be, notifies the congressional 
defense committees of the waiver; and 

“*(2) a period of 60 days elapses following 
the notification before the bonus is paid. 

““(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

““(1) The term ‘bonus’ means any bonus or 
cash award, including— 

“(A) an award under chapter 45 of title 5, 
United States Code; 

““(B) an additional step-increase under sec- 
tion 5336 of title 5, United States Code; 
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““(C) an award under section 5384 of title 5, 
United States Code; 

“(D) a recruitment or relocation bonus 
under section 5753 of title 5, United States 
Code; and 

““(E) a retention bonus under section 5754 
of title 5, United States Code. 

‘(2) The term ‘covered project’ means— 

““(A) a construction project of the Adminis- 
tration that is not a minor construction 
project (as defined in section 4703(d) of the 
Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 
2743(d))); or 

““(B) a life extension program. 

(3) The term ‘improper program manage- 
ment' means actions relating to the manage- 
ment of a covered project that signifi- 
cantly— 

““(A) delay the project; 

““(B) reduce the scope of the project; or 

““(C) increase the cost of the project.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for such Act is amended by insert- 
ing after the item relating to section 3244 the 
following new item: 

“Sec. 3245. Limitation on bonuses for em- 
ployees who engage in improper 
program management.”. 

SEC. 3119. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORIZED PER- 

SONNEL LEVELS OF THE OFFICE OF 
THE ADMINISTRATOR FOR NUCLEAR 
SECURITY. 

Section 3241A(b)(3) of the National Nuclear 
Security Administration Act (50 U.S.C. 
2441a(b)(3)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

““(E) 100 employees in positions established 
under section 3241.”. 

SEC. 3120. MODIFICATION OF SUBMISSION OF AS- 
SESSMENTS OF CERTAIN BUDGET 
REQUESTS RELATING TO THE NU- 
CLEAR WEAPONS STOCKPILE. 

Section 3255(a)(2) of the National Nuclear 
Security Administration Act (50 U.S.C. 
2455(a)(2)) is amended by inserting ‘‘in each 
even-numbered year and 150 days in each 
odd-numbered year” after ‘‘90 days”. 

SEC. 3121. REPEAL OF PHASE THREE REVIEW OF 
CERTAIN DEFENSE ENVIRON- 
MENTAL CLEANUP PROJECTS. 

Section 3134 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public 
Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2713), as amended by 
section 3134(a) of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public 
Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2193), is further amend- 
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking “a series 
of three reviews, as described in subsections 
(b), (c), and (d)” and inserting “two reviews, 
as described in subsections (b) and (c)”; and 

(2) by striking subsection (d). 

SEC. 3122. MODIFICATIONS TO COST-BENEFIT 
ANALYSES FOR COMPETITION OF 
MANAGEMENT AND OPERATING 
CONTRACTS. 

Section 3121 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public 
Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2175), as amended by 
section 3124 of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 127 Stat. 1062), is further amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) 
as paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively; and 

(B) by striking paragraphs (1) through (3) 
and inserting the following new paragraphs: 

““(1) a clear and complete description of the 
cost savings the Administrator expects to re- 
sult from the competition for the contract 
over the life of the contract, including asso- 
ciated analyses, assumptions, and informa- 
tion sources used to determine such cost sav- 
ings; 

“*(2) a description of any key limitations or 
uncertainties that could affect such costs 
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savings, including costs savings that are an- 
ticipated but not fully known; 

““(3) the costs of the competition for the 
contract, including the immediate costs of 
conducting the competition; 

““(4) a description of any expected disrup- 
tions or delays in mission activities or 
deliverables resulting from the competition 
for the contract; 

“*(5) a clear and complete description of the 
benefits expected by the Administrator with 
respect to mission performance or operations 
resulting from the competition;””; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (c): 

““(c) INFORMATION QUALITY.—A report re- 
quired by subsection (a) shall be prepared in 
accordance with— 

““(1) the information quality guidelines of 
the Department of Energy that are relevant 
to the clear and complete presentation of in- 
formation on each matter required to be in- 
cluded in the report under subsection (b); 
and 

“*(2) best practices of the Government Ac- 
countability Office and relevant industries 
for cost estimating, if appropriate.””; 

(4) in subsection (d), as redesignated by 
paragraph (2), by striking paragraph (1) and 
inserting the following new paragraph (1): 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees a review of each 
report required by subsection (a) with re- 
spect to a contract not later than 3 years 
after the report is submitted to such com- 
mittees that includes an assessment, based 
on the most current information available, 
of the following: 

““(A) The actual cost savings achieved com- 
pared to cost savings estimated under sub- 
section (b)(1), and any increased costs in- 
curred under the contract that were unex- 
pected or uncertain at the time the contract 
was awarded. 

““(B) Any disruptions or delays in mission 
activities or deliverables resulting from the 
competition for the contract compared to 
the disruptions and delayed estimated under 
subsection (b)(4). 

““(C) Whether expected benefits of the com- 
petition with respect to mission performance 
or operations have been achieved.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (e), as so redesignated— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2013 
through 2017” and inserting ‘‘2015 through 
2020”; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2); 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para- 
graph (2); and 
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(D) in paragraph (2), as redesignated by 
subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘subsections 
(a) and (d)(2)’’ and inserting “subsection (a)”. 
SEC. 3123. REVIEW OF IMPLEMENTATION OF REC- 

OMMENDATIONS OF THE CONGRES- 
SIONAL ADVISORY PANEL ON THE 
GOVERNANCE OF THE NUCLEAR SE- 
CURITY ENTERPRISE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator for Nuclear Security shall 
enter into an agreement with the National 
Academy of Sciences and the National Acad- 
emy of Public Administration (in this sec- 
tion referred to as the ‘‘joint panel’’) to re- 
view the implementation of the rec- 
ommendations specified in subsection (b) of 
the Congressional Advisory Panel on the 
Governance of the Nuclear Security Enter- 
prise established by section 3166 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2208). 

(b) RECOMMENDATIONS SPECIFIED.—The rec- 
ommendations specified in this subsection 
are recommendations 4 through 10, 12, 18, and 
15 through 19 in the table of recommenda- 
tions in the report of the Congressional Ad- 
visory Panel on the Governance of the Nu- 
clear Security Enterprise entitled “A New 
Foundation for the Nuclear Security Enter- 
prise” and submitted to Congress pursuant 
to section 3166 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public 
Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 2208), as amended by 
section 3142 of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 127 Stat. 1069). 

(c) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 
March 31, 2016, and annually thereafter 
through 2020, the joint panel shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port on the review required by subsection (a) 
that includes an assessment of— 

(1) the status of the implementation of the 
recommendations specified in subsection (b); 
and 

(2) the extent to which the implementation 
of the recommendations is resulting in the 
desired effect as envisioned by the Congres- 
sional Advisory Panel on the Governance of 
the Nuclear Security Enterprise. 

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD 
SEC. 3201. AUTHORIZATION. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal year 2016, $29,150,000 for the operation 
of the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety 
Board under chapter 21 of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2286 et seq.). 

DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES 
SEC. 4001. AUTHORIZATION OF AMOUNTS IN 
FUNDING TABLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Whenever a funding table 

in this division specifies a dollar amount au- 
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thorized for a project, program, or activity, 
the obligation and expenditure of the speci- 
fied dollar amount for the project, program, 
or activity is hereby authorized, subject to 
the availability of appropriations. 


(b) MERIT-BASED DECISIONS.—A decision to 
commit, obligate, or expend funds with or to 
a specific entity on the basis of a dollar 
amount authorized pursuant to subsection 
(a) shall— 

(1) be based on merit-based selection proce- 
dures in accordance with the requirements of 
sections 2304(k) and 2374 of title 10, United 
States Code, or on competitive procedures; 
and 

(2) comply with other applicable provisions 
of law. 


(c) RELATIONSHIP TO TRANSFER AND PRO- 
GRAMMING AUTHORITY.—An amount specified 
in the funding tables in this division may be 
transferred or reprogrammed under a trans- 
fer or reprogramming authority provided by 
another provision of this Act or by other 
law. The transfer or reprogramming of an 
amount specified in such funding tables shall 
not count against a ceiling on such transfers 
or reprogrammings under section 1001 or sec- 
tion 1522 of this Act or any other provision of 
law, unless such transfer or reprogramming 
would move funds between appropriation ac- 
counts. 


(d) APPLICABILITY TO CLASSIFIED ANNEX.— 
This section applies to any classified annex 
that accompanies this Act. 


(e) ORAL AND WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS.— 
No oral or written communication con- 
cerning any amount specified in the funding 
tables in this division shall supersede the re- 
quirements of this section. 


SEC. 4002. CLARIFICATION OF APPLICABILITY OF 
UNDISTRIBUTED REDUCTIONS OF 
CERTAIN OPERATION AND MAINTE- 
NANCE FUNDING AMONG ALL OPER- 
ATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND- 
ING. 


Any undistributed reduction in funding 
available for fiscal year 2016 for the Depart- 
ment of Defense for operation and mainte- 
nance, as specified in the funding table in 
section 4301, that is attributable to savings 
in connection with foreign currency fluctua- 
tions or bulk fuel purchases, may be applied 
against any funds available for that fiscal 
year for the Department for operation and 
maintenance, regardless of whether available 
as specified in the funding table in section 
4301 or available as specified in the funding 
table in section 4302. 


TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT 
SEC. 4101. PROCUREMENT. 


SEC. 4101. PROCUREMENT 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


Line Item FY 2016 Senate 
Request Authorized 
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
FIXED WING 
2 UTILITY F/W AIRCRAFT sind 879 879 
A A a E TA EE AE TE E E E E A E E E ATE 260,436 260,436 
ROTARY 
6 ¡HELICOPTER, LIGHT UTILITY (LUHY iii ld diia ches 187,177 187,177 
7 AH-64 APACHE BLOCK IITA REMAN ........ecccccccccessssescceecccneneenecescccaaeeuaneseceecneaeasaseeeeeeceeaauansseceseceneuausnecesecensaees 1,168,461 1,168,461 
8 AH-64 APACHE BLOCK IIIA REMAN (AP) 209,930 209,930 
11 UH-60 BLACKHAWK M MODEL (MYP) ........ 1,435,945 1,435,945 
12 UH-60 BLACKHAWK M MODEL (MYP) (AP) .eeseessssseessesssssseesresssssseceresessssesetrerssssseeeressssssereressssereeeeteessseeeeetses 127,079 127,079 
13: UH-60 BLACK HAWK A AND L MODELS oaeee esie eirese etie eieaa ek rara aE a aina iaaiiai eie e 46,641 46,641 
14 CH-47 HELICOPTER oeer 1,024,587 1,024,587 
15 CH-47 HELICOPTER (AP) 99,344 99,344 
MODIFICATION OF AIRCRAFT 
16 ~ MQ- PAYLOAD (MIPY sei A ae E E as eae AA E TA 97,543 97,543 
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SEC. 4101. PROCUREMENT 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


f FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
19: MULT! SENSOR. ABN RECON(MLP) iaa 95,725 95,725 
20 AH-64 MODS .eeeseseseseossscseossscsesssecseseseoseseseo re 116,153 116,153 
21 CH-47 CARGO HELICOPTER MODS (MYP) 86,330 86,330 
22 GRCS SEMA MODS (MIP) ...........cccceeeeeeeeeee 4,019 4,019 
23 ARL SEMA MODS (MIP)... 16,302 16,302 
24 EMARSS SEMA MODS (MIP) ............ 13,669 13,669 
25 UTILITY/CARGO AIRPLANE MODS . 16,166 16,166 
26 UTILITY HELICOPTER MODS ........... 13,793 13,793 
28 NETWORK AND MISSION PLAN . 112,807 112,807 
29 COMMS, NAV SURVEILLANCE .. 82,904 82,904 
80 GATM ROLLUP .......... ee ie 33,890 33,890 
BL A UA MODS A a a a Ea aa aE a E A E A EE OEA 81,444 81,444 
GROUND SUPPORT AVIONICS 
32: -AIRCRAFT SURVIVABILITY EQUIPMENT crisi adi diia 56,215 56,215 
33 SURVIVABILITY CM 8,917 8,917 
BE CMW Sd ens ee e anand AA a a 78,348 104,348 
Army UPL for AH-64 ASE: urgent survivability requirement [26,000] 
OTHER SUPPORT 
35 AVIONICS SUPPORT EQUIPMENT ... 6,937 6,937 
36 COMMON GROUND EQUIPMENT ...... 64,867 64,867 
37 AIRCREW INTEGRATED SYSTEMS . 44,085 44,085 
38 AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL ..............0.0 94,545 94,545 
39) INDUSTRIAL PACILTTIES cs it isis 1,207 1,207 
40. GAUNCHEIR, 2:15 ROCKET veracidad be cedetsledsceteecsdaccaleudidbevdersadeddvensvdatestevesdedece 3,012 3,012 
TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY  ................cccccceccceecc nee c eee ee non rnnrnnnrnnnnrnnnrnnnrnnnrnnnnnnnnrnnncnnnrnnnrnnaninnss 5,689,357 5,715,357 
MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
SURFACE-TO-AIR MISSILE SYSTEM 
1 LOWER TIER AIR AND MISSILE DEFENSE (AMD) ..........cccecccssccesccesccnsccnesensecesecesccnscenssenesscesseesenscenaseneseeeeee 115,075 115,075 
2 MSE MISSILE wee 414,946 614,946 
Army UPL for Patriot PAC 3 for improved ballistic missile defense ...........essssesesessesesessesesessesesessssesesossesesosse [200,000] 
AIR-TO-SURFACE MISSILE SYSTEM 
2 APL -FIRE SYS SUMMA AT a el hasevetere ee a ee ae a AEEA Eiee 27,975 27,975 
4 JOINT ATR~TOsG ROUND Mis LS (JAGM ii A one idad 27,738 27,738 
ANTI-TANK/ASSAULT MISSILE SYS 
5 JAVELIN (AAWS-M) SYSTEM SUMMARY rt A AA AA eh peas RA AAA A Levees IR anew 77,163 77,163 
6 TOW 2 SYSTEM SUMMARY oaeee 87,525 87,525 
8 GUIDED MLRS ROCKET (GMLRS) eooccooccnccnnncnnncnnnacnnaconacos PES 251,060 251,060 
9 MLRS REDUCED RANGE PRACTICE ROCKETS (RRPR) .......cccccssccssecsccneccnssenesecesecenscnsccnesetesecesseeeseueenesenesses 17,428 17,428 
MODIFICATIONS 
JI PATRIOT NETS A A 241,883 241,883 
12 ATACMS MODS .. 30,119 20,119 
Early to need .. [-10,000] 
13 GMLRS MOD ..... 18,221 18,221 
14 STINGER MODS 2,216 2,216 
15 AVENGER MODS 6,171 6,171 
16 ITAS/TOW MODS 19,576 19,576 
17 MLRS MODS eeens ea 35,970 35,970 
18- HIMARS MODIFICATIONS oF isi nc Sue acai abe wd oh A tua Sone bal a Soca Sa A Doves Se ee eee 3,148 3,148 
SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 
19. SPARES AND) REPAR AS 33,778 33,778 
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT & FACILITIES 
200 o A RA 3,717 3,717 
21 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M CMESSILES aces 1,544 1,544 
22 PRODUCTION BASE-SUPPORT ras ono pidan AE Ir AREA AAA ERE EONS a da 4,704 4,704 
TOTAL MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY .....0..........cccccceccceeccee eee eee ee te ene een rr nro nn ec dE eed EE dE EeG HEE ca ee a eed Eee da esta EEtEEE 1,419,957 1,609,957 
PROCUREMENT OF W&TCV, ARMY 
TRACKED COMBAT VEHICLES 
T -STRYKER VEHICLE oi sissscsvscsaeesi wnashsweslv eA AEE AAE A EEEE REA ECEE EEEE 181,245 181,245 
MODIFICATION OF TRACKED COMBAT VEHICLES 
2 STRYKERAMODY A a a wear aaa A E AO EEEE Ra 74,085 74,085 
3- STRYKER UPGRADE ti es be 305,743 305,743 
5 BRADLEY PROGRAM (MOD) „eesse 225,042 225,042 
6 HOWITZER, MED SP FT 155MM M109A6 (MOD) . say 60,079 60,079 
7 PALADIN INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT (PIM) ........cccccsccseccesccesecesccnsccnscenesecenecesscnsceneseseseeesscessenseenaseneseeesees 273,850 273,850 
8 IMPROVED RECOVERY VEHICLE (M88A2 HERCULES) ..........ccceccceccceecceeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaeeceeeeaeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeanees 123,629 195,629 
16 M88A2s to supports modernization of ABCTs and industrial base . [72,000] 
9 ASSAULT BRIDGE (MOD) sesiones 2,461 2,461 
10 ASSAULT BREACHER VEHICLE 2,975 2,975 
11 M88 FOV MODS .................. 14,878 14,878 
12 JOINT ASSAULT BRIDGE ... das 83,455 33,455 
13: MI ABRAMS TANK CUOTA RN AER RA A A ta RO 367,939 367,939 
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT & FACILITIES 
15- PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT (TC Vs TOVAR A A A AE 6,479 6,479 
WEAPONS € OTHER COMBAT VEHICLES 
16> MORTAR: SYSTEMS A A a BEG 4,991 4,991 
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17 XM320 GRENADE LAUNCHER MODULE (GLM) iii tia a Ri a ari AA Ra cerda 26,294 26,294 
18 PRECISION SNIPER RIFLE aeee oie 1,984 0 
Marly tO: A A O M [-1,984] 
19 COMPACT SEMI-AUTOMATIC SNIPER SYSTEM sii 1,488 0 
Marly: tO: Neodiario aa [-1,488] 
DO) DARRO o ess ie 34,460 34,460 
21 COMMON REMOTELY OPERATED WEAPONS STATION . ves 8,367 14,767 
Transferred UMAS ............cccsccccecsececscsececscececscecseseneceesees ed [6,400] 
22 HANDGUN visiirisi oenen be 5,417 0 
RFP: release delayed, pariy to Need dust ars bedaaeabaddeaa ne tage dededesscleabansdaudatedlagabededéas [-5,417] 
MOD OF WEAPONS AND OTHER COMBAT VEH 
23 ME-19 GRENADE MACHINE GUN MODS suecia dls pedi pit cias 2,777 2,777 
24 M777 MODS he 10,070 10,070 
25. M4 CARBINE MODE peinada os dd id e ds có iia ai dia it 27,566 27,566 
26 M2 50 CAL MACHINE GUN MODS ou... ceccsscsscsscsscescescnecescensonsossnssossneenssasseseessesneecnesseceseescascesceesaesascascassoecenes 44,004 44,004 
27 M249 SAW MACHINE GUN MODS ...... 1,190 1,190 
28 M240 MEDIUM MACHINE GUN MODS 1,424 1,424 
29 SNIPER RIFLES MODIFICATIONS ... 2,431 1,031 
Early to need ............. ies [-1,400] 
30 M119 MODIFICATIONS ..... we 20,599 20,599 
32 MORTAR: MODIFICATION cscircas cried nión sed 6,300 6,300 
33 MODIFICATIONS LESS THAN $5.0M (WOCV-WTCV) .......:ccccscccssccesccnsccnesecesecesccescenscenesecesscesseuscenesenesesensenssenses 3,737 3,737 
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT & FACILITIES 
34 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M (WOCV-WTCOV) strict nn 391 2,891 
Transfer Tund. aegre eaire eadi osad ses de [2,500] 
35 PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT (WOCV-WTCV). 9,027 9,027 
36 INDUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS ..........cccccecceeeceeeeeeeeees ia 304 304 
37 SMALL ARMS EQUIPMENT (SOLDIER ENH PROG) ...........cccccecccseccneceeeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeaeceaeeeaeeeneeeeaeeenees 2,392 2,392 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF W&TCV, ARMY ooocccoccnocccncconcconnocnnonnnocn nro nnrnn nor nnrnnnnrnnncnnnrrn nor nnnrnnnrnnncnnnrnnnrananinnss 1,887,073 1,957,684 
PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY 
SMALL/MEDIUM CAL AMMUNITION 
T LETAL ABE cados 43,489 43,489 
2 CTG, 7.62MM, ALL TYPES ...... ks 40,715 40,715 
3 CTG, HANDGUN, ALL TYPES ... 7,753 6,801 
Program funding ahead of need . ae [-952] 
4 CTG, .50 CAL, ALL TYPES ........ ia 24,728 24,728 
5 CTG, 25MM, ALL TYPES ..... pie 8,305 8,305 
6 CTG, 30MM, ALL TYPES .. ian 34,330 34,330 
T CTO AMM -ALG A A Reed Canes SEER Ge 79,972 69,972 
Bariy tO RO AN [-10,000] 
MORTAR AMMUNITION 
8 -GOMM MORTAR, ALLE TYPES di A A AA AR A ease a 42,898 42,898 
9 81MM MORTAR, ALL TYPES . 43,500 43,500 
10 120MM MORTAR, ALL TYPES 64,372 64,372 
TANK AMMUNITION 
11 CARTRIDGES, TANK, 105MM AND 120MM, ALL TYPES corista rc adan daa ció 105,541 105,541 
ARTILLERY AMMUNITION 
12 ARTILLERY CARTRIDGES, 75MM & 105MM, ALL TYPES o.0ooccoccnncconccnnncnnnncnnocnnnnononnnnonnnncnncnnnrrnncrnnocnncnnaranass 57,756 57,756 
13 ARTILLERY PROJECTILE, 155MM, ALL TYPES wes 77,995 77,995 
14 PROJ 155MM EXTENDED RANGE M982 seeen a 45,518 45,518 
15 ARTILLERY PROPELLANTS, FUZES AND PRIMERS, ALL .00ooccnccnncccnnonnnoconoconoronncnnnonnnncnnnronrnnnccnnocnnaconanonass 78,024 78,024 
ROCKETS 
16 SHOULDER LAUNCHED MUNITIONS, ALL DY PES cit daa dina 7,500 7,500 
IT ROCKET. HYDRA 70, Laks TYPES sisie iiaeiai eE O A AO Ed 33,653 33,653 
OTHER AMMUNITION 
18 CADPAD ALL TYPES usina oa o susieclanaeidaat maniaedsenratuaanldesedlsetasaeladaeniaes 5,639 5,639 
19 DEMOLITION MUNITIONS, ALL TYPES 9,751 9,751 
20 GRENADES, ALL TYPES . ous 19,993 19,993 
21 SIGNALS, ALL TYPES ........ Na 9,761 9,761 
22. SIMULATORS -ALLG TYPES ura re erann CE E ir ti iii 9,749 9,749 
MISCELLANEOUS 
23 AMMO COMPONENTS; ALEG TYPES und dp das 3,521 3,521 
24 NON-LETHAL- AMMUNITION- ALL- TYPES 00 Soi EEADERS AA to data CESPE 1,700 1,700 
25 ITEMS LESS THAN $5 MILLION (AMMO) .... ade 6,181 6,181 
26 AMMUNITION PECULIAR EQUIPMENT ................... ne 17,811 17,811 
27 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION (AMMO) .........ccccccssccssccnsceeesecesecesccuscenssenesenenseeseuscensesesseuseessenees 14,695 14,695 
PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT 
29: PROVISION OF INDUSTRIAL: FACILITIES as 221,703 221,703 
30 CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS DEMILITARIZATION SS 113,250 113,250 
A IT ELV sate end Yes hes west a a n a ce enews has fe elses asd See nee 3,575 8,575 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY ...............0cccccccceccceeec nsec ee eee eeeceee cece aeeeeeedeeeeeeecaneeaeeeaeeeaeeenees 1,233,378 1,222,426 
OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
TACTICAL VEHICLES 
DL TACTICALTRATLENS DOLLY SEE ccs oe ere aa ou chedcatenns con buabcnd tan saawedadaus lanes eiadaatebensunmubeatalavcacebe 12,855 12,855 


2 PEMITRAIGERS; EFEPATBED A A EEE EE AA A AA susan ny ER 53 53 
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4- JOINT LIGHT TACTICAL VEHICLE cunas ia A iaaqsavinddeas retira 308,336 308,336 
5 FAMILY OF MEDIUM TACTICAL VEH (FMT'V) ........... 90,040 90,040 
6 FIRETRUCKS & ASSOCIATED FIREFIGHTING EQUIP 8,444 8,444 
7 FAMILY OF HEAVY TACTICAL VEHICLES (FHTV) .... 27,549 27,549 
A A ET 127,102 127,102 
10 TACTICAL WHEELED VEHICLE PROTECTION KITS 48,292 48,292 
11 MODIFICATION OF IN SVC EQUIP cooccooccnnccnnncnnicnnacnnannnnnnnnnos re 130,993 130,993 
12 MINE-RESISTANT AMBUSH-PROTECTED (MRAP) MODS ....sesessssesesessesesessesesosseseseseeseseseesesoseeseseseeseseseesesesee 19,146 19,146 
NON-TACTICAL VEHICLES 
14 PASSENGER CARRYING VEHICLES ... sak 1,248 1,248 
15 NONTACTICAL VEHICLES: OTHER o A a A A AAA RA AOTER 9,614 9,614 
COMM—JOINT COMMUNICATIONS 
16 WIN-T—GROUND FORCES TACTICAL NETWORK scans apo Abed aiii aaa ee arde 783,116 583,116 
Delayed: obligation of prior year funds vcs ccicscecsdescicssessds sion cdcsieses stiles 0b 04s0500 sbi’ ovebiedeedoiio’ NESKA LAANDAA LEFAIN AS [-200,000] 
17 SIGNAL MODERNIZATION PROGRAM | nororiente ar lonsaxicpaedsalehesdanciasssvensadaneinaeelemsacenpsessedenasanede 49,898 49,898 
18 JOINT INCIDENT SITE COMMUNICATIONS CAPABILITY . avs 4,062 4,062 
19 JOSE EQUIPMENT (USREDCOOM) .......cceccccececscsecscececneeeceeneeeseeneeeseeeeneseeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeceseeenesseeeceseeeenesseeseeeseeeeeeees 5,008 5,008 
COMM—SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS 
20 DEFENSE ENTERPRISE WIDEBAND SATCOM SYSTEMS ........ 196,306 196,306 
21 TRANSPORTABLE TACTICAL COMMAND COMMUNICATIONS 44,998 29,998 
Early to need in FY16 due to one year delay ....oocococccnonccncncnnrnnos [15,000] 
22 SHF TERM a tira dir ise ied 7,629 7,629 
23 NAVSTAR GLOBAL POSITIONING SYSTEM (SPACE) siicisrissedicssdesaccnascussidesaesbadsassdieeotvasandstvidscunsseeacivlanadeanes 14,027 14,027 
o AED as iinet A A A eevee hee 13,453 13,453 
25 GLOBAL BRDCST SVC—GBS .......... 6,265 6,265 
26 MOD OF IN-SVC EQUIP (TAC SAT) pit 1,042 1,042 
27 ENROUTE MISSION COMMAND (EMO) urna ri Ri EAEE Ea 7,116 7,116 
COMM—C3 SYSTEM 
28 ARMY GLOBAL CMD & CONTROL SYS (AGOCS) ositos trat it ie 10,137 10,137 
COMM—COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS 
29:- -JOINT TACTICAL RADIO: SYSTEM señora id ide 64,640 64,640 
30 MID-TIER NETWORKING VEHICULAR RADIO (MNVR) .......cceceecececsccec sence sence ec eeeeneeeeeeneeeeeeaeeeeeeaeneeeeaeneenegeneees 27,762 27,762 
31 RADIO TERMINAL SET, MIDS LVT(2) ui edo 9,422 9,422 
32 AMC CRITICAL ITEMS—OPA2 ............. 26,020 26,020 
33 TRACTOR DESK iederien eiiean aj 4,073 4,073 
34 SPIDER APLA REMOTE CONTROL UNIT oaase 1,403 1,403 
35 SPIDER FAMILY OF NETWORKED MUNITIONS INCR .. 9,199 9,199 
36 SOLDIER ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM COMM/ELECTRONICS .. 349 349 
37 TACTICAL COMMUNICATIONS AND PROTECTIVE SYSTEM .. 25,597 25,597 
88 UNIFIED COMMAND SUITE ..0ccocccccncncnncncncnnononcnnononcnnononcnnnnonnnns AE 21,854 21,854 
40 FAMILY OF MED COMM FOR COMBAT CASUALTY CARE oocccooccnoconccnnnonnnncnnacnnncnnncnnnonnnacnnncnnnrnnncnnncnnnnccnacnnnss 24,388 24,388 
COMM—INTELLIGENCE COMM 
42 DEAUTOMATION ARCHITECTURE adi 1,349 1,349 
43. ARMY CAMISO GPF EQUIBMENT session loss catiasesdveassectaateedsesasededs seedsig ssecciaadessdg OAA AASA ALATTA 3,695 3,695 
INFORMATION SECURITY 
45 INFORMATION SYSTEM SECURITY PROGRAM-IS8P ........ccccccccecccneccceeeceeeeeeeseeeseeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeaeeesaeeeeeeeeeeeaeeenees 19,920 19,920 
46: COMMUNICATIONS SECURITY (COMSEG) ur casts) peduestacerustadades tacaescingadesancectaeeeadeon seers 72,257 72,257 
COMM—LONG HAUL COMMUNICATIONS 
47 BASE SUPPORT COMMUNICATIONS: ¿oia ds o atea gusa nda edi cara e teria 16,082 16,082 
COMM—BASE COMMUNICATIONS 
48 INFORMATION SYSTEMS cooocnnocncnconoconononnoconoconaronnronancnnoronoronos 86,037 86,037 
50 EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT MODERNIZATION PROGRAM 8,550 8,550 
51 INSTALLATION INFO INFRASTRUCTURE MOD PROGRAM 73,496 73,496 
ELECT EQUIP—TACT INT REL ACT (TIARA) 
II wpncenesdneenc peel AN gli Blas eg eel gle a halal ss oleh Mee a ld 881 881 
507 PROPHET GROUND sisoss vaswass rinin rae dra iz dra EA AAA AAA 63,650 48,650 
Unjustified program growth . [-15,000] 
BT -DOGS=<AAMIBS omiso alo 260,268 260,268 
58 JOINT TACTICAL GROUND STATION (JTAGS) 3,906 3,906 
IES A e aE a aa 13,929 13,929 
60 MOD OF IN-SVC EQUIP (INTEL SPT) (MIP) .............. 3,978 3,978 
61 CI HUMINT AUTO REPRTING AND COLL(CHAROS) ... 7,542 7,542 
62 CLOSE ACCESS TARGET RECONNAISSANCE (CATR) ........... Sa 8,010 8,010 
63 MACHINE FOREIGN LANGUAGE TRANSLATION SYSTEM-M ....sessssssesesessesesesseseseseeseseseeseseseeseseseeseseseesesesee 8,125 8,125 
ELECT EQUIP—ELECTRONIC WARFARE (EW) 
64 LIGHTWEIGHT COUNTER MORTAR RADAR eanan atea NAAA A R AAA AA aN AAA AAAA SA AAE ADAAN AUAN EASON 63,472 63,472 
65 EW PLANNING & MANAGEMENT TOOLS (EWPMT) i 2,556 2,556 
66- AIR VILLA NOAA O pae at ia o aie iapa R Eea ANAE AA EEEE wane ania EEn NAE AAE a andan Gad 8,224 8,224 
(PE HORE. oiled, Sac EE EE E AO E E OER E EE A E 2,960 2,960 
68 FAMILY OF PERSISTENT SURVEILLANCE CAPABILITIE ... 1,722 1,722 
69 COUNTERINTELLIGENCE/SECURITY COUNTERMEASURES or, 447 447 
20: NOE MOTE AIO a ov chs A ec wel cav yest cu ES A ns is os Es caos 228 228 
ELECT EQUIP—TACTICAL SURV. (TAC SURV) 
TL SENTINEL MODY A A aa aaa 43,285 43,285 
72 NIGHT VISION DEVICES: osa ora óa e 124,216 124,216 
74 SMALL TACTICAL OPTICAL RIFLE MOUNTED MLRF . use 23,216 23,216 
76 INDIRECT FIRE PROTECTION FAMILY OF SYSTEMS ..0occccccnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonnnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonnnnononcnnaninannnos 60,679 60,679 
Tr TAMILY OF WHAPON SIGH TERS CR WS) ia a A Jan nels Sue dae A AES 53,453 53,453 
78 ARTIBELERY ACCURACY EQUIP A A a aaa 3,338 3,338 
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197 PRORILER aioa eeraa DAO TAE E N AA AA EEPE AEA ne AELE EEE LV ASO AEA EEEa A 4,057 4,057 
81 JOINT BATTLE COMMAND—PLATFORM (JBC-P) es 183,339 133,339 
82 JOINT EFFECTS TARGETING SYSTEM (JETS) .... ues 47,212 47,212 
83 MOD OF IN-SVC EQUIP (LLDR) .......... eee aie 22,314 22,314 
84 COMPUTER BALLISTICS: LHMBC XM32 .. aie 12,131 12,131 
85 MORTAR FIRE CONTROL SYSTEM ....... oa 10,075 10,075 
86 COUNTERFIRE RADARS eseese N 217,379 142,379 
Under execution of prior year ÍUNAS ..............cccecescscsccscscscecscscecseaseecseseeecseaseeeseseesseaseecseaseeeseaseseseaseeeseasesesease [775,000] 
ELECT EQUIP—TACTICAL C2 SYSTEMS 
87 FIRE SUPPORT C2 FAMILY coocooccncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnos 1,190 1,190 
90 AIR & MSL DEFENSE PLANNING & CONTROL SYS 28,176 28,176 
91 IAMD BATTLE COMMAND SYSTEM ece is 20,917 20,917 
92 LIFE CYCLE SOFTWARE SUPPORT (LOSS) ccoccccnccnncnnnnncnnnnnons nee 5,850 5,850 
93 NETWORK MANAGEMENT INITIALIZATION AND SERVICE oooccoocccnccnnccnnocnnaconoconnonnnncnnacn nano nncrnnconnncnnronaninoss 12,738 12,738 
9 MANEUVER CONTROL SYSTEM (MCS) ..... cece ceeceecnece een ecneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee cease sees eeeeeeeeeeaeeaeeaeeaeeneeeeeeeeneeaeene es 145,405 145,405 
95 GLOBAL COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM-ARMY (GCSS-A) . ai 162,654 146,654 
Profra STOWE aint deidad wa [116,000] 
96 INTEGRATED PERSONNEL AND PAY SYSTEM-ARMY (IPP 4,446 4,446 
98 RECONNAISSANCE AND SURVEYING INSTRUMENT SET ... on 16,218 16,218 
99 MOD OF IN-8VG EQUIPMENT CRN PURE): es 1,138 1,138 
ELECT EQUIP—AUTOMATION 
100. ARMY TRAINING MODERNIZATION vi.ciscecnieseedesaacawese ite dase gus ce NEIRT APNOEA RAAPA AAAA AREENA SEERE does dada Lal doradas te 12,089 12,089 
101: AUTOMATED: DATA PROCESSING EQUIP sti diia aar ipani aAa aV Aee AOR ai 105,775 93,775 
Reduce: LE procurement A A ad dd A a baw EA Aaa [12,000] 
102 GENERAL FUND ENTERPRISE BUSINESS SYSTEMS FAM . 18,995 18,995 
103 HIGH PERF COMPUTING MOD PGM (HPCMP) coccoccoccccnnicnnnnnons ssa 62,319 62,319 
104 RESERVE COMPONENT AUTOMATION SYS (RCAS) .e.esessesesssseresesecscseseretseseerososceeseostecsesesoressoeesesesersescseesose 17,894 17,894 
ELECT EQUIP—AUDIO VISUAL SYS (A/V) 
106 ITEMS LESS THAN $5M (SURVEYING EQUIPMENT) 20.0.0... cccceccecceccecceeceeceeceeeeeeeeeeeceeeaeeeeaeeeeeaeeneeaeeaeeneeaeenees 4,242 4,242 
ELECT EQUIP—SUPPORT 
107. PRODUCTION BASE: SUPPORT: (CE) cirrus de osdebentatugtasadadwoltbaaieesd baceiabaaieddeldewevauadeededuaraagadeudsbacevadeee 425 425 
108 BCT EMERGING TECHNOLOGIES 2.0.0... ccecceccccceccec ence eee eee eee eee eee ee nee eee eeee eee eeaeeeea eee eea eee eeaeeneeeeeneeaeeaeeaeeaeeneeneeaees 7,438 7,438 
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
1084. CLASSIFIED ‘PROGRAMS si A a di aida 6,467 6,467 
CHEMICAL DEFENSIVE EQUIPMENT 
109: PROTECTIVE SYSTEMS Citado iras iba nod 248 248 
110 FAMILY OF NON-LETHAL EQUIPMENT (FNLE) oe 1,487 1,487 
112. CBRN DEFENSE hie sadtocs sadebes sa averaadan dabadene  Sendeeeus ndvuateagnesbgads ceed beugouaadics AN E EE EEEE EE 26,302 26,302 
BRIDGING EQUIPMENT 
1139 TACTICAL BRIDGING sonido o cenesesaauniwacedeaasen 9,822 9,822 
114 TACTICAL BRIDGE, FLOAT- RIBBON iia 21,516 21,516 
113. BRIDGE SUPPLE WONT A Ls SET ta e dia 4,959 4,959 
116 COMMON BRIDGE TRANSPORTER (CBT) RECAP ion A ie dades 52,546 52,546 
ENGINEER (NON-CONSTRUCTION) EQUIPMENT 
117 GRND STANDOFF MINE DETECTN SYSM (GSTAMIDS) ...... cc cceccceccceccceeeceeceeeceececeeensneceeeeseeeeeeesseensneeeeeeneeenes 58,682 58,682 
118 HUSKY MOUNTED DETECTION SYSTEM (HMDS) .........cecccecccsecccecceeeeceeeeeeeeneeeae cece eeeaeeeeeeeseeeseeecaeeeaeeeeeseneeenes 13,565 13,565 
119. ROBOTIC COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM (ROSS) sii eena E e OE EA AOE E EEE GRAAS 2,136 2,136 
120 EOD ROBOTICS SYSTEMS RECAPITALIZATION ................ 6,960 6,960 
121 EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DISPOSAL EQPMT (EOD EQPMT) van 17,424 17,424 
122 REMOTE DEMOLITION SYSTEMS cccocccnocnnocnnccnnnnnnnnnnnacnnnnnnos ña 8,284 8,284 
123 < $5M, COUNTERMINE EQUIPMENT ... + 5,459 5,459 
124. FAMILY OF BOATS AND MOTORS A cade 8,429 8,429 
COMBAT SERVICE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
125 -HEATERS AND EQUS citant ia rasos cara dhuedtascaedgacuurevedsede vas sableae stayed EE ETE AE T iE 18,876 18,876 
127 SOLDIER EPN AANO A NTT acne 2,287 2,287 
128 PERSONNEL RECOVERY SUPPORT SYSTEM (PRSS) ..sssssssssssssrssrssrrserseessreressesrrsseeseeserserssreserserseesreseeserete 7,733 7,133 
129 GROUND SOLDIER SYSTEM coccoccnncnnncnnniconaconaconacannncnnos ER 49,798 49,798 
130 MOBILE SOLDIER POWER  .... a 43,639 43,639 
132 FIELD FEEDING EQUIPMENT cooccoccncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnns te 13,118 13,118 
133 CARGO AERIAL DEL & PERSONNEL PARACHUTE SYSTEM .. 28,278 28,278 
135 FAMILY OF ENGR COMBAT AND CONSTRUCTION SETS ..... ae 34,544 34,544 
136: ITEMS. LESS: THAN. $5M (ENG SPT) danita va A EA Eaa Ra a OE ARA A AEE S O SEa 595 595 
PETROLEUM EQUIPMENT 
137 QUALITY SURVEILLANCE EQUIPMENT sentar ida pi rd ia abi 5,368 5,368 
138 DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMS, PETROLEUM & WATER ..occoccoccnccnccncnncnncnncnnccnconcononnco non ncnnocnornnrnno nor nor narnncnocnnrnnnnnss 35,381 35,381 
MEDICAL EQUIPMENT 
139 COMBAT SUPPORT MEDICA E adiós 73,828 73,828 
MAINTENANCE EQUIPMENT 
140 MOBILE MAINTENANCE EQUIPMENT SYSTEMS 0.0... ccecceccecceceeeeeceectece eee ee eee eeecnece een eeaeeaeeaeedecaeeaeeneeneeaeenees 25,270 25,270 
141 TTEMS LESS THAN $5:0M (MAINT EQ) srssss cicevescncosesaseesosdsaoyiiapos adds 2,760 2,760 
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT 
142 GRADER, ROAD MTZD, HVY, 6X4 (COB) ceinen eiai i iani anni EE EAE AEEA TEA EAA ATO RRK aS 5,903 5,903 
143 SCRAPERS, EARTHMOVING . 26,125 26,125 
146 TRACTOR, FULL TRACKED .. 27,156 27,156 
147 ALL TERRAIN CRANES ......... wid 16,750 16,750 
148 PLANT, ASPHALT MIXING. ooocccoccnnccnnccnnoconononaconancnnoos va 984 984 
149 HIGH MOBILITY ENGINEER EXCAVATOR (HMEE) ..........cccccccseccnsccnesecesecesccnsccnsceeesecesscessenecenssetaseneseuscenesenes 2,656 2,656 
150 ENHANCED RAPID AIRFIELD CONSTRUCTION CAPAP .@.essssssssssssssssseresesserrsrsseresrsssresrsesrsresesrseeseseseeesresest 2,531 2,531 
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152 CONST EQUIP ESP 19,640 19,640 
153 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M (CONST HQUIP) -o pestane ipi riia i ARAF AEA A ARATE E A E AE RA ANNAE E AAR 5,087 5,087 
RAIL FLOAT CONTAINERIZATION EQUIPME 
154 ARMY WATERCRAFT ESP. „eesse 39,772 39,772 
155 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M (FLOAT/RAIL) . 5,835 5,835 
GENERATORS 
156- GENERATORS AND ASSOCIATED EQUIP o che eA ees a EE ee aba 166,356 166,356 
157 TACTICAL ELECTRIC POWER RECAPITALIZATION o....cccceccccececsececeeneceeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeneeeeeeaeeseeeaeeseeaeeseneeeeeees 11,505 11,505 
MATERIAL HANDLING EQUIPMENT 
159 FAMILY OF FORKLIFTS. do AA a eiii 17,496 17,496 
TRAINING EQUIPMENT 
160- COMBAT TRAINING CENTERS SUPPORT espadas a pa pi tadas pl pirita 74,916 74,916 
161 TRAINING DEVICES, NONSYSTEM > 303,236 278,236 
Unjustified program: STOW, eaae aa ieaiaia anisa ao aaa Aa aE aa a den eva ad end aad cau ddladioddvaag eee ese [-25,000] 
162 CLOSE COMBAT TACTICAL TRAINER. iia cha 45,210 45,210 
163 AVIATION COMBINED ARMS TACTICAL TRAINER ........ ee 30,068 30,068 
164 GAMING TECHNOLOGY IN SUPPORT OF ARMY TRAINING. a arrertnes vehetne rE NerEk rR ENEP ENIAN EURPA Ý EEPE EAAE VEAU NEPE NNA EVEA 9,793 9,793 
TEST MEASURE AND DIG EQUIPMENT (TMD) 
165 CALIBRATION SETS EQUIPMENT coooccccccnoncncnnoncncnnanonos 4,650 4,650 
166 INTEGRATED FAMILY OF TEST EQUIPMENT (IFTE) ie 34,487 34,487 
167 TEST EQUIPMENT MODERNIZATION (TEMOD) orei ereraa orini enaA no nono een nro non EEEE EAEE EGT 11,083 11,083 
OTHER SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
169 RAPID EQUIPPING SOLDIER SUPPORT EQUIPMENT coocccccccncncnnoncncnnononcnnononcnnononnnnrnonnnnrnonnnnrnoncnnrnonnnnrncnnnnnos 17,937 17,937 
170 PHYSICAL SECURITY SYSTEMS (OPA) sicuecdcccestiahersencatenacanidaasadvaedeGapinasstvoeevenbieacelansisanpindsed doen dameibadeloasaasnboe 52,040 52,040 
171 BASE LEVEL COMMON EQUIPMENT ............... 1,568 1,568 
172 MODIFICATION OF IN-SVC EQUIPMENT (OPA-3) . 64,219 64,219 
173 PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT (OTH) ............... 1,525 1,525 
174 SPECIAL EQUIPMENT FOR USER TESTING . aes 3,268 3,268 
776 “TRACTOR, VAR a a E dec aan tienacranxencnthban Naaa a ETENE 7,191 7,191 
OPA2 
177 -INITIAL SPARES OGM dsd dá e dad tarada 48,511 48,511 
TOTAL OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY ooccooccncccnnccnnconnncnnncnnnonnnor nono nono rnnrrn nr rro nnnrn nar rnnnnrnrrnnnrrnrnnncrnnnnnnrinnninnns 5,899,028 5,541,028 
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
COMBAT AIRCRAFT 
2 “E/(A180/F (FIGHTER) HORNEAR AS e E A A Ea 0 1,150,000 
Additional 12 aircraft, unfunded requirement [1,150,000] 
3 JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER CV oooccccccccncncnnnncnonnss 897,542 873,042 
Efficiencies and excess cost growth suis [-24,500] 
4 ‘JOINT STRIKE. FIGH THR: CV (AP) E 5.0 ceva vesscce A is 48,630 48,630 
5- ISE STOVE: ite os cao a oe a Gee E a Raia nd ale a eet a A wd hole A ES RARA vacua A AAA 1,483,414 2,508,314 
Efficiencies and excess cost growth .............. [-25,100] 
Additional 6 aircraft, unfunded requirement [1,050,000] 
E J SE STOVE CARY cirios estira we 203,060 203,060 
Nes EEO RN SS sho wc nates ON 41,300 41,300 
o V-22 MEDIUM LIET) iii 1,436,355 1,436,355 
9 V-22 (MEDIUM LIFT) (AP) ...... ne 43,853 43,853 
10 H-1 UPGRADES (UH-1Y/AH-1Z) ......... 800,057 800,057 
11 H-1 UPGRADES (UH-1Y/AH-1Z) (AP) 56,168 56,168 
12 MH-60S (MYP) ... 28,232 28,232 
14 MH-60R (MYP)... 969,991 969,991 
16 P-8A POSEIDON ........ 3,008,928 3,008,928 
17 P-8A POSEIDON (AP) .. H 269,568 269,568 
18° E-2D:ADYV. HAWEKEYE EAEI OE OTOT EE TTE T EEE 857,654 857,654 
19° E-2D0 ADV HA WEE CECAD casts asc tals gua tira e EEA E deena A EE A AEEA AS Sess AEEA ACEA TTEA EAEAN 195,336 195,336 
TRAINER AIRCRAFT 
NEO N SE -E AS E E E OO EE E E EE E EA E 8,914 8,914 
OTHER AIRCRAFT 
21 KC-180J ........ 192,214 192,214 
22 KC-130J (AP) .. 24,451 24,451 
23 MQ-4 TRITON ...... 494,259 494,259 
24 MQ-4 TRITON (AP) des 54,577 54,577 
Do WSR UAV is 120,020 120,020 
26 STUASLO UAV o dd A eee onens A A e 3,450 3,450 
MODIFICATION OF AIRCRAFT 
LN A A 9,799 9,799 
29 AEA SYSTEMS o AA A aida 23,151 23,151 
lO 41,890 45,190 
AV-8B Link 16 upgrades, unfunded requirement [3,300] 
31. ADVERSARY cj cctescicnecsecatenceesaegses aras codesseevaesse ioe 5,816 5,816 
JE E E SI D SA A HS a A A ad pens 978,756 1,148,756 
Jamming protection upgrades, unfunded requirement .. [170,000] 
34 H503 SERIES ir A da 46,887 46,887 
35 SH-60 SERIES 107,728 107,728 
36 H-1 SERIES .... bes 42,315 42,315 
BE BPE SUR LG AET EET ii 41,784 41,784 
O ag CSM a NO ad Qe ak CN ke an, Nats E a cht NRO gh eit ag ie NG ad Steet A te 3,067 3,067 
E A A a RN 20,741 20,741 
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40 TRAINER. A/O SERIES: coartada a chain soe Eii ad KAE tac Ei E AASER OKUE EARNE EO 27,980 27,980 
Be OPA vec e A des 8,157 8,157 
42 C-130 SERIES . a 70,335 70,335 
AS POW SG genes esccsazascessecaecsscesvesavastonses ed 633 633 
44 CARGO/TRANSPORT A/C SERIES . sie 8,916 8,916 
45 E-6 SERIES 2.0... ceecccecceeeeeeeeeeeeees ta 185,253 185,253 
46 EXECUTIVE HELICOPTERS SERIES re 76,138 76,138 
47 SPECIAL PROJECT AIRCRAFT ........ es 23,702 23,702 
48 T-45 SERIES ........... eee ae 105,439 105,439 
49 POWER PLANT CHANGES .. San 9,917 9,917 
50 JPATS SERIES oaeee a 13,537 13,537 
51 COMMON ECM EQUIPMENT ..... nee 131,732 131,732 
52 COMMON AVIONICS CHANGES ................ as 202,745 202,745 
53 COMMON DEFENSIVE WEAPON SYSTEM ..........ccccccecsesscscsecsenenenscneneeseseeesseneeeeseseeeeeeseeesseeeeeseeaesseeeaeeseeneneees 3,062 3,062 
SS A SEENEN A IS A E E A A AA PO 48,206 48,206 
55. - P- SERIES dencia ici pe 28,492 28,492 
56 MAGTF EW FOR AVIATION oh 7,680 7,680 
57 MQ-8 SERIES ..........c eee sai 22,464 22,464 
58 RQ-7 SERIES: 0.06. csiscactsessecvenasecneees dá 3,773 3,773 
59 V-22 (TILT/ROTOR ACFT) OSPREY .......... iss 121,208 144,208 
MV-22 Integrated Aircraft Survivability [15,000] 
MV-22 Ballistic Protection ..............c.cccee vad [8,000] 
50 ES STO VG SERIES oia ii nd das ape 256,106 256,106 
Al: ESSE A A A A NO te 68,527 68,527 
A A 6,885 6,885 
AIRCRAFT SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 
63: “SPARES AND ‘REPAIR PARTS: ssscsssvessiasscdstasssataascedstassedcaaseed sinaseeeis seedeeb aseeeadocedcia ssgccabevedeig ssedaesoeedciassedeasdessaees 1,563,515 1,563,515 
AIRCRAFT SUPPORT EQUIP & FACILITIES 
64. ‘COMMON GROUND BHQUIPMENTD hopien E aa ia e AEEA AAEE 450,959 450,959 
65 AIRCRAFT INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES ha 24,010 24,010 
66 WAR CONSUMABLES eere ks 42,012 42,012 
67: OTHER: PRODUCTION-CHARGES: fuck cciediceaeSeededensineee ds 2,455 2,455 
68.» SPECIAL: SUPPORT HQUIPMBEN GT: «25.05. A EEE E E EAA AATA AT ETAETA EA TES 50,859 50,859 
69 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION dd OER iana Eiai 1,801 1,801 
TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY ..............ccccccccceecceeee cece eee e eee e cee ene ee nn ec eee cae eee eeae esse nese eeeaeeeaeeeaeeeeeeenees 16,126,405 18,473,105 
WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
MODIFICATION OF MISSILES 
1 TRIDENTI MODS oral oo o sti val 1,099,064 1,099,064 
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT & FACILITIES 
2° MISSILE INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES r En ENAT ASANA ii 7,748 7,748 
STRATEGIC MISSILES 
Oy TOMAHAWK A adi cen 184,814 214,814 
Combined with 47 FY15 OCO missiles, returns production to MSR. ......sssesesessesesesoesesesoesesesoseesesoseeseseseeseseseeses [30,000] 
TACTICAL MISSILES 
A AMRA AM AA O A e abla luvue sel ve ees wand eas whe ealeaabad ous ceadbsnenadl alee E 192,873 207,873 
Additional captive air training missiles . A [15,000] 
2 SIDEWINDER css dais ae 96,427 96,427 
6 JSOW jie 21,419 21,419 
7 STANDARD MISSILE .. e 435,352 435,352 
8 RAM cag ea eae cel cay cee O So np E ee cots ais T a a a iaaa ma 80,826 80,826 
11 STAND OFF PRECISION GUIDED MUNITIONS (SOPGM) . 4,265 4,265 
12 AERIAL GS: daria d 40,792 40,792 
13° "OTHER: MISSILE SUPPORT ESEO IEE EITT OOE tido lacio ddespecdecepecee 3,335 3,335 
MODIFICATION OF MISSILES 
A 44,440 44,440 
15 ESSM (AP) aa 54,462 54,462 
10 EAP OTS A SS A TS Ed E DE AL AAA tae E EE 122,298 122,298 
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT & FACILITIES 
17 WEAPONS INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES virineto A anehi ioa raa AAAI TESNA MANEO TASAA AVARA TANAAN AAPA NANANA PENNE ANAA AALA EKEKA 2,397 2,397 
18 FLEET SATELLITE COMM FOLLOW-ONŅ sra a iia dat 39,932 39,932 
ORDNANCE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
19: -QRDNANCE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT neno EAE e EEEE EEE A EEEE AEE 57,641 61,309 
CLASS PROBA: Mi laa e [3,668] 
TORPEDOES AND RELATED EQUIP 
PAVERS TS D D E EEEE A E E E A A 7,380 7,380 
BE a CEE A KOTRA sA D B1 O EAEE EAA A A T 65,611 65,611 
2 ASW TARO PTS A aeae o a aaa aor AEE Suis ae N vs Bub) E Ea E e E a eE e Ea aia 6,912 6,912 
MOD OF TORPEDOES AND RELATED EQUIP 
23. MKA TORPEDO MODS iaa 113,219 113,219 
24 MK-48 TORPEDO ADCAP MODS ini 63,317 63,317 
25. QUICKSTRIKE: MINE siii dd iii 13,254 13,254 
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
26. "'TOR:PEDO:SUBPORT-EQUIPMEN T aeara aaa Ae ias 67,701 67,701 
27 ASW RANGE SUPPORT as 3,699 3,699 
DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION 
28 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION .....esssssessessesseesesssessessessesseoseosseseresessesseoseeserssessesseercoseeseossessessessese 3,342 3,342 
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29. SMALL ARMS: AND WEAPONS clio riadas Ae ae A a A A RE EA TOA OE E IEEE AANDOEN EIERE aiia 11,937 11,937 
MODIFICATION OF GUNS AND GUN MOUNTS 
BO: QIWS:-MODS A € 53,147 53,147 
31 COAST GUARD WEAPONS 19,022 19,022 
32 GUN MOUNT MODS .......... wie 67,980 67,980 
33 AIRBORNE MINE NEUTRALIZATION SYSTEMS aeaa aAA ae Aa Aaa eeeeeeeeeeeeea sees ea eeeeeeaeeeeeeaeeseeeaeeeees 19,823 19,823 
SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 
3 SPARES ANDAR Ta oa fone ec nao Ae 149,725 149,725 
TOTAL WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY ..............ccccceccc cece eee e cece eee ne cence dd cede Ecce eed E eG HEE edn Seda EE Ga Eee a needa eed eee EEE EEE 3,154,154 3,202,822 
PROCUREMENT OF AMMO, NAVY € MC 
NAVY AMMUNITION 
I GENERAL: PURPOSE BOMBS ridad an ide abia dai tit e dit date 101,238 101,238 
2° AIRBORNE ROCKETS ALLCTYPDS A a da 67,289 67,289 
3 MACHINE GUN AMMUNITION ....... 20,340 20,340 
4 PRACTICE BOMBS coccocccnocnnncnnncnnnacnnconaconanannnos 40,365 40,365 
5 CARTRIDGES & CART ACTUATED DEVICES 49,377 49,377 
6 AIR EXPENDABLE COUNTERMEASURES .. 59,651 59,651 
T JATOBA AE tener 2,806 2,806 
8 LRLAP 6” LONG RANGE ATTACK PROJECTILE . 11,596 11,596 
9 5 INCH/54 GUN AMMUNITION ccoccccncncnncncncnncncnnonos rit 35,994 35,994 
10 INTERMEDIATE CALIBER GUN AMMUNITION earsissirririsor iaiki taaa aaia aaar ae iaa irainei i 36,715 36,715 
11. OTHER SHIP: GUN: AMMUNTTION viraa ia a ee Sees O A dean AEAN IS 45,483 45,483 
12 SMALL ARMS & LANDING PARTY AMMO . 52,080 52,080 
13 PYROTECHNIC AND DEMOLITION ............. ee 10,809 10,809 
14: AMMUNITION LESS THAN) $59 MILLION iii 4,469 4,469 
MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION 
15 SMALL ARMS AMMUNITION: nt nd aci 46,848 46,848 
16 LINEAR CHARGES, ALL TYPES 350 350 
17 40MM, ALL TYPES oae ado 500 500 
8 POMAR A A A O 1,849 1,849 
pe ae D D A EN A bp Y E A A A A A O A E E A 1,000 1,000 
20 120MM, ALL TYPES .......... 13,867 13,867 
22 GRENADES, ALL TYPES . 1,390 1,390 
23 ROCKETS, ALL TYPES ........ 14,967 14,967 
24 ARTILLERY, ALL TYPES ... 45,219 45,219 
26 FUZE, ALL TYPES ......... 29,335 29,335 
27 NON LETHALS ............ 3,868 3,868 
28 AMMO MODERNIZATION .......... 15,117 15,117 
29: ITEMS LUSS THAN Bo MILLÓN a A ae a AA eds ae 11,219 11,219 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF AMMO, NAVY & MC o0ooccooccncccncccnnccnnonnnncnnoconnonnncnnnronnnrnnnrnnnrnnnrn nono rnnrnnncnnnnnnnrinnninnss 723,741 723,741 
SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY 
OTHER WARSHIPS 
1 CARRIER REPLACEMENT PROGRAM sn có 1,634,701 1,634,701 
2 CARRIER REPLACEMENT PROGRAM (AP) 874,658 874,658 
3 VIRGINIA CLASS SUBMARINE .................. 3,346,370 3,346,370 
4 VIRGINIA CLASS SUBMARINE (AP) 1,993,740 2,793,740 
Accelerate shipbuilding funding [800,000] 
5 CVN REFUELING OVERHAULS ........ 678,274 678,274 
6 CVN REFUELING OVERHAULS (AP) 14,951 14,951 
T- DDG TOD o e NORAREN des 433,404 433,404 
BG) O 3,149,703 3,549,703 
Incremental funding tor one: DOGO miro iris dec A A adas [400,000] 
10: LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP: a SE AA AAA A AA AAA AE 1,356,991 1,356,991 
AMPHIBIOUS SHIPS 
A A A OO, IAE 550,000 550,000 
13 AFLOAT FORWARD STAGING BASE .. 0 97,000 
Accelerate shipbuilding funding ...... [97,000] 
15 LHA REPLACEMENT ............cccccceecceeeeeeeene 277,543 476,543 
Accelerate LHA-8 advanced procurement bed [199,000] 
RKE LA (RAF is 0 51,000 
AA CCOLCT ATE: A O NN [51,000] 
XXX LCU Replacement ................000. 0 34,000 
Accelerate LCU replacement [34,000] 
AUXILIARIES, CRAFT AND PRIOR YR PROGRAM COST 
oie (oe Oe B D HA RE A ON 674,190 674,190 
19 MOORED TRAINING SHIP (AP) 138,200 138,200 
20. OUTFITTING otero 697,207 697,207 
21 SHIP TO SHORE CONNECTOR 255,630 255,630 
22 SERVICE CRAFT. 30,014 30,014 
23 LCAC SUBP cel dd meri 80,738 80,738 
24 YP CRAFT MAINTENANCE/ROH/SLEP ..............06 21,838 21,838 
25 COMPLETION OF PY SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMS nie 389,305 389,305 
XX TATTOO) ELECO TUR mor ise eriek A A da 0 75,000 
AGCELET AGE’ DATS OS) A e ie e [75,000] 
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TOTAL SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY ...........0..::ccccececeeeceeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeea een eeseeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeeeeenees 16,597,457 18,253,457 
OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
SHIP PROPULSION EQUIPMENT 
1. LM=2500 GAS TURBINE: ica o daa cra aero 4,881 4,881 
2 ALLISON 501K GAS TURBINE ..... <n 5,814 5,814 
3. HYBRID ELECTRIC DRIVE (HED): dni ti ca EGA EEEE AnS 32,906 32,906 
GENERATORS 
4. SURFACE COMBATANT: HME A e E IAEA ei 36,860 36,860 
NAVIGATION EQUIPMENT 
>: OTHER NAVIGATION BOULPNENT ii a A e a aaa A n aaa a 87,481 87,481 
PERISCOPES 
6: SUB -PERIBCOPES & IMAGING EQUIP Sinerien ee aae aE A AA AES EE AA ese AA RER ERE 63,109 63,109 
OTHER SHIPBOARD EQUIPMENT 
TAR DI DLE BANI K ON D EEIE AE EE ARE E A S EAA AAE EERE IAN 364,157 424,157 
Restore additional DDG BMD modernization (CNO UPL) [60,000] 
8 FIREFIGHTING EQUIPMENT orrisi kie iear tirs eoe rihin ARPA RENAR 16,089 16,089 
9 COMMAND AND CONTROL SWITCHBOARD 2,255 2,255 
10 LHA/LHD MIDLIFE ..0ococcoccnccncnncnncnncnncnnannccnccnannnnnos 28,571 28,571 
11 LCC 19/20 EXTENDED SERVICE LIFE PROGRAM 12.318 12,313 
12 POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT .................. 16,609 16,609 
13 SUBMARINE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT ...... ad 10,498 10,498 
14. VIRGINIA CLASS SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 303 scisissscstis sccsadassustasstessdisseetaasdeata’ seuetaa saeseslacesaagedessel ssesdaacnessatasesaaaes 35,747 35,747 
19 OR CLASS SUPPORT EQUIPMENT A A dd A Add 48,399 48,399 
16 SUBMARINE BATTERIES ..............00 23,072 23,072 
17 LPD CLASS SUPPORT EQUIPMENT ........... 55,283 55,283 
18 STRATEGIC PLATFORM SUPPORT EQUIP 18,563 18,563 
19 DSSP EQUIPMENT ... 7,376 7,376 
Dh LCAC ed dales 20,965 20,965 
22 UNDERWATER EOD PROGRAMS 51,652 51,652 
23 ITEMS LESS THAN $5 MILLION ....... AS 102,498 102,498 
24 CHEMICAL WARFARE.DETECTORS ploia lao den eineaedcbevcduchedenlelevsgsbia¥sedehevdanedsbaelecdecduaee dante BendeneDsbaatersusanees 3,027 3,027 
25 SUBMARINE LIFE SUPPORT SYSTEM oococcconcncnnoncnnononcnnnno non nono non nr no nee nro nn rn eens a eens a AAAA AAE N AAAA EINAN COS 7,399 7,399 
REACTOR PLANT EQUIPMENT 
27 REACTOR COMPONENTS e esca 296,095 296,095 
OCEAN ENGINEERING 
28 DIVING AND SALVAGE EQUIPMENT aia AE EAA ADE TA EA AAAA A EASA ARTNA REAA A AA A AARS 15,982 15,982 
SMALL BOATS 
29: STANDARD: BOATS rana 29,982 29,982 
TRAINING EQUIPMENT 
30 OTHER SHIPS TRAINING EQUIPMENT 0... ceeceeceeceeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee eee ec eeeeeececeeeneceeeaeeeeeeecneceeeeeeeeeneeae es 66,538 66,538 
PRODUCTION FACILITIES EQUIPMENT 
31: CIPERATINO PORC ES IPE mene aane Eee AAA AA e i 71,138 71,138 
OTHER SHIP SUPPORT 
32 NUCLEAR ALTERATIONS <3 iategs tres eisoterea A e ad EREINA Ea Rd 132,625 132,625 
33 LCS COMMON MISSION MODULES EQUIPMENT coocccocnccnncnncnncnncnncnnonnconcnnrnnrrnornrrnrrnnrnrrnronnnncrnnnnncnnrnacncnnannnnnss 23,500 23,500 
34. LCS MOM MISSION MODULES: 0 as 85,151 29,351 
Procurement in excess of need ahead of satisfactory testing [-55,800] 
35 LCS SUW MISSION MODULES ooccooccnccnnocnnncnnnncnncnnaconacnnncncnncnnos 35,228 35,228 
36 REMOTE MINEHUNTING SYSTEM (RMS) coccccnccnoncnnnnoncnnnnanonns 87,627 22,027 
Procurement in excess of need ahead of satisfactory testing [-65,600] 
LOGISTIC SUPPORT 
37 GS DVD GE Ex. a a Caii saben sieuad sickalsd A E ie desd 2,774 2,774 
SHIP SONARS 
38 SPO OR RADAR AAA. Qe oiee ieee eae ee noel aware eae ane eae el ba thekaaaip end e eel aga 20,551 20,551 
39 AN/SQQ-89 SURF ASW COMBAT SYSTEM) sino id Oi OR caia 103,241 103,241 
40. SEN ACOUSTICS estada cidad 214,835 234,835 
Towed Array-unfunded requirement. ................ [20,000] 
41 UNDERSEA WARFARE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT. be 7,331 7,331 
42 SONAR SWITCHES. AND TRANSDUCERS trotar tds bis EISE TAa 11,781 11,781 
ASW ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT 
44 SUBMARINE ACOUSTIC WARFARE SYSTEM unn a A di 21,119 21,119 
45 8,396 8,396 
46 FIXED:SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM k ia 146,968 146,968 
TT 0A A STe A N S E E E E A E E N N E ea NA ee T 12,953 12,953 
48 MARITIME PATROL AND RECONNSAISANCE FORCE ........ccccccceccccecceeecceeeeeeeceeeeeeeeneeeceeeeaeeceeeeaeeeeeeeeeeaeeenees 13,725 13,725 
ELECTRONIC WARFARE EQUIPMENT 
O ANSLO- A a a EELER 324,726 352,726 
SEWIP Block II unfunded TequireMent sareren e aR A Aaa nro nono A ARTERA ATAN ART ro nr raro nono ro OA AASARIN [28,000] 
RECONNAISSANCE EQUIPMENT 
50. SHIPBOARD IW EXPLOIT ara 148,221 148,221 
51 AUTOMATED IDENTIFICATION SYSTEM (AIS) aa e e a a a aa aa aaae aa astaka 152 152 
SUBMARINE SURVEILLANCE EQUIPMENT 
52 SUBMARINE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT PROG oocoocccncnnononcnnononcnnononcn nono nee rro nn KENAA TaESA TEAS AKEN AA PA AENA ieis 79,954 79,954 
OTHER SHIP ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT 
53 COOPERATIVE ENGAGEMENT CAPABILITY sssiscccsciscccssascecesesceessedcusssevceeseesdvsaecscesedesdecaecscesedevsecpeescedesevecsaeess 25,695 25,695 
54 TRUSTED INFORMATION SYSTEM (TIS) ........cccccccececsecececneceeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeees 284 284 
55 NAVAL TACTICAL COMMAND SUPPORT SYSTEM (NTCSS) ........cceccssccnssecesecescceeccnsccnssecesecesseneccusceeesenessonses 14,416 14,416 
D6 ATDUS A des A A AS e aii te 23,069 23,069 
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57 NAVY COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEM (NCCS) .0... eee ceeceeceeceecceceeeeeeeeeeeeeeececeeeeseececeectecsececeeeeeeeenees 4,054 4,054 
58 MINESWEEPING SYSTEM REPLACEMENT ............. wee 21,014 21,014 
59 SHALLOW WATER MOM oocoocccnnnnccnnnnnccnnninnnns 18,077 18,077 
60 NAVSTAR GPS RECEIVERS (SPACE) ............ 12,359 12,359 
61 AMERICAN FORCES RADIO AND TV SERVICE.. ee 4,240 4,240 
62 STRATEGIC PLATFORM SUPPORT EQUIP .......essssssesseeersssesseeeesseessscessesesseeessssesseressesersecessetessesesserersesesseresses 17,440 17,440 
TRAINING EQUIPMENT 
63 OTHER: TRAINING EQUIPMENT ii a eiii dence dhdesbiecasoatescewekennoar 41,314 41,314 
AVIATION ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT 
64- MAT CALS: must 10,011 10,011 
65 SHIPBOARD AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL ........ 9,346 9,346 
66 AUTOMATIC CARRIER LANDING SYSTEM 21,281 21,281 
67 NATIONAL AIR SPACE SYSTEM ........ ee 25,621 25,621 
68 FLEET AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL SYSTEMS 8,249 8,249 
69° LANDING: SYSTEMS > moot editada coa toi ad up deseo tvigeadoapteneedugesdaab A E T den 14,715 14,715 
10. ID“ SYSTEMS secccccaedey ites TN 29,676 29,676 
71 NAVAL MISSION PLANNING SYSTEMS 13,737 13,737 
OTHER SHORE ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT 
72 DEPLOYABLE JOINT COMMAND & CONTROL . 1,314 1,314 
74 TACTICAL/MOBILE C4I SYSTEMS oaee 13,600 13,600 
75 DOGS N herrire oe iaei eias 31,809 31,809 
76 CANES 278,991 278,991 
TES RADIA O ooreo e i ee Aae a E e a AA EO R a EAA N IREAS O Aaaa a a EARN 8,294 8,294 
718 O7- HSE NA A H A D E AT ET E E E E E T 28,695 28,695 
79 GPETE ........... 6,962 6,962 
80: -MASE reoh nete snasncedveve dete AEDA Ar Ar Ee EASE ia 290 290 
81 INTEG COMBAT SYSTEM TEST FACILITY 14,419 14,419 
82 EMI CONTROL INSTRUMENTATION .. wee 4,175 4,175 
83: ITEMS:LESS. THAN: $5: MILLION iscsesidacataacheaedbonns snsnca snceag condeaesdenaaoedgonsoseaoa lenges tendansesansousdoavseesausvenabarnessgreeneg 44,176 44,176 
SHIPBOARD COMMUNICATIONS 
84: “SHIPBOARD TACTICAL: COMMUNICA TIONS vc. dis i sevaasiacs cht todoo csi dense’ delicado 8,722 8,722 
85 SHIP COMMUNICATIONS AUTOMATION ......sesssssssssseessseosssesssserrssecssstesseecssetessseesateenseerrseetssssessstessedersedeseeressds 108,477 108,477 
86 COMMUNICATIONS ITEMS UNDER $5M ou... eeecceeeeccsseeceeeeeceeaeeeeeaaeeeecuaeeeaaaeeeeaaeeseeuaeeseaaaeseeaaaeeeeaaeeeeaaeeseeaa 16,613 16,613 
SUBMARINE COMMUNICATIONS 
87. SUBMARINE: BROADCAST SUPPORT aeaiee a ea e aoa E e id A Ad LA A da dali 20,691 20,691 
88 SUBMARINE COMMUNICATION EQUIPMENT coocooccncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnonnon non AA COE TEAKE EEA E A 60,945 60,945 
SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS 
89 SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS snieni m na E E EE EE 30,892 30,892 
90: NAVY MULTIBAND TERMINAT; (NMT een akarsa EENE EEEE ENOR EEE TEENE ESAE EEVEE EV EVEEN A ANKEREN ETET 118,113 118,113 
SHORE COMMUNICATIONS 
91 JCS COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT oo... reiont e na a easa e ea A a a a EASE AEREN 4,591 4,591 
92 ELECTRICAL POWER:SY STEMS corintio da E AI Ee EDES EEEn r SEET REE EEESC E A SE EA SOON IEN EEEREN 1,403 1,403 
CRYPTOGRAPHIC EQUIPMENT 
93. INFO‘SYSTEMS: SECURITY PROGRAM (ISSP) scsscississachayasaiedsasdtensasadudssoadiagsonseiaaed aane aian anean 135,687 135,687 
94: “MIO: INTEL: EXPEOITATION:TEAM cio did rien EAEE 970 970 
CRYPTOLOGIC EQUIPMENT 
95. CRYPTOLOGIC: COMMUNICATIONS EQUIP iedeen e a E a thdoceaouae dorado carita chee 11,433 11,433 
OTHER ELECTRONIC SUPPORT 
96> COAST GUARD EQUIPMENT escindida fas eiii 2,529 2,529 
SONOBUOYS 
97 SONOBUOYS—ALL TYPES 168,763 168,763 
AIRCRAFT SUPPORT EQUIPMEN 
98- WEAPONS: RANGE ‘SUPPORT EQUIPMENT ie; ccsacscisinivicistacntedeasa des rasatsosssauingscncsipsacasssaceieabaoaidasawaes aasausedawarcabon 46,979 46,979 
100 AIRCRAFT SUPPORT EQUIPMENT wee 123,884 123,884 
103". METHOROLOGICAL: EQUIPMENT denota dbepdenue cdides ecg dade peedens ceeaeue E EEEa 15,090 15,090 
104 DORSAD PI A NN 638 638 
106 AIRBORNE MINE COUNTERMEASURES . ase 14,098 14,098 
111: AVIATION: SUPPORT EQUIPMENT seins irane eaS o ED aAa T a AOR ada cosacos iii 49,773 49,773 
SHIP GUN SYSTEM EQUIPMENT 
112° SHIP-GUN SYSTEMS EQUIPMENT naai sd e dió 5,300 5,300 
SHIP MISSILE SYSTEMS EQUIPMENT 
115: SHIP:MISSILE- SUPPORT EQUIPEMENT visits 298,738 298,738 
120 TOMAHAWK: SUPPORT. EQUIPMENT siviecsvcuscesereces d eios duuasesas veces covered ce cusdeuadveccues GEERTE AE ATAT r iea 71,245 71,245 
FBM SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
123: STRATHGIC: MISSIGEH SYSTEMS HQUIP eana eaei ANEA DPA AE AEA Ee esate seiesilepecesapaescoaesecdidedigendessadsivess 240,694 240,694 
ASW SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
124: SSN COMBAT CONTROL SYSTEMS o ES 96,040 96,040 
125 -ASW SUPPORT EQUIPMENT dust aio dA AE din ti EAO EEEN daian 30,189 30,189 
OTHER ORDNANCE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
129 EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DISPOSAL EQUIP sipi rra E a aaia 22,623 22,623 
130: ITEMS LESS THAN $9 MILLION swis sne ieiti da iu Ae RENEA KANSAE EVE EATA EENES EEO NEA OAA ASAE ArAnA 9,906 9,906 
OTHER EXPENDABLE ORDNANCE 
134 TRAINING DEVICE MODS ........ ee 99,707 99,707 
CIVIL ENGINEERING SUPPORT EQUIPME: 
135> PASSENGER: CARRYING VEHICLES mrpr o ora caras A E aaa a aoe aa E A E A a e 2,252 2,252 
136 GENERAL PURPOSE TRUCKS i 2,191 2,191 
137: “CONSTRUCTION: & MAINTENANCE HQUIP =... ea eenei Au dro nante ESEA AEO dep OA NPA SEE danseednabareondesioacaitese 2,164 2,164 
138 -FIREFIGHTING EQUIPMENT dia a a a oa a e aa e a E ia SEA EOE aiii 14,705 14,705 
139: “TACTICAL VEHICLES sta A ia idas 2,497 2,497 
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140 -AMPHIBIOUS EQUIPMENT ¿siste oA O AEEA ASAA DEDENS NEEE O BEEKE yada VAA ARAE A E EER 12,517 12,517 
141 POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT dá 3,018 3,018 
142 ITEMS UNDER $5 MILLION .............. is 14,403 14,403 
143° PHYSICAL SECURITY VEHICLES sicsascesezawccazeinaunsesaaupseaacunseas ERENTO ARENE ASEE A a EA A an 1,186 1,186 
SUPPLY SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
144 MATERIALS HANDLING EQUIPMENT cooooccnconconconcnncnncnncnnconornrnnro nor eee een eee eee eee eeaeeeeeaeenecaeeneeaeeneeaeeaecaeeaeeeeeneeaees 18,805 18,805 
145 OTHER SUPPLY SUPPORT EQUIPMENT e 10,469 10,469 
146 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION. sa 5,720 5,720 
147. SPECIAL PURPOSE SUPPLY SYSTEMS: ae ikan iea AEEA ted 211,714 211,714 
TRAINING DEVICES 
149" TRAINING SUFPOR PROU PMAN a o e A a ae 7,468 7,468 
COMMAND SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
149: COMMAND SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 3 cvessgswanzsae sales AE eOK I ATANA NO EEEN PAPEETE caged desde EEN EEEO A aaia 36,433 36,433 
150 “EDUCATION SUPPORT EQUIPMENT ma eei aAa aE oa Aa aa an E O aa ba a Tie AA Ra Eei Ei 3,180 3,180 
151. MEDICAL SUPPORT EQUIPMENT oa a e a a E a aa O aE EES teceeasendecsstedancsensecestedenssuede 4,790 4,790 
153 NAVAL MIP SUPPORT EQUIPMENT .............. 4,608 4,608 
154 OPERATING FORCES SUPPORT EQUIPMENT . 5,655 5,655 
155: ‘C4ISR EQUIPMENT: <n ccissesvecveientievissavsesavecetans 9,929 9,929 
156 ENVIRONMENTAL SUPPORT EQUIPMENT ... 26,795 26,795 
157 PHYSICAL SECURITY EQUIPMENT .............. ii 88,453 88,453 
159 ENTERPRISE INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY .....esessesesssssscrssseoresesesroscsesssscseseseerescesososessssosesesesscseseseoseseseseoresese 99,094 99,094 
OTHER 
160 NEXT GENERATION ENTERPRISE SERVICE o.occoccocnncnncnncnncnncnncnnonncnncnncnnro non nornnr nor nor nnn nar nnrnncnnonnrnnrnarnncnnrnnnnnss 99,014 99,014 
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
1604 (CLASSIFIED: PROGRAMS: siii a a aa is 21,439 21,439 
SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 
161: SPARES -AND-REPATR PARTO iii idilio 328,043 328,043 
TOTAL OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY scssscisccccssccscacescasecnsncsanscevsadesctsncnduecadsceusarseccsaceteecaus consatesetseesdueseseecnserees 6,614,715 6,601,315 
PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS 
TRACKED COMBAT VEHICLES 
LD -Y CP hes E 26,744 26,744 
2- TANTA AA A A AAA AAA A A 54,879 54,879 
ARTILLERY AND OTHER WEAPONS 
3 EXPEDITIONARY ETRE SUPPORT SYSTEM aro ara r ir EEE SCENE Ea nE AAE EN EE SEEE EEEa 2,652 2,652 
4 155MM LIGHTWEIGHT TOWED HOWITZER ... ie 7,482 7,482 
5 HIGH MOBILITY ARTILLERY ROCKET SYSTEM ............ Ae 17,181 17,181 
6 WEAPONS AND COMBAT VEHICLES UNDER $5 MILLION oooccocnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnccncnnconcnncrncnnconornronconcnnncncnnannnns 8,224 8,224 
OTHER SUPPORT 
7 POR EE IIS ICED op heal sah ag O UNO patio co Segoe 14,467 14,467 
8: WEAPONS ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM sa dadas 488 488 
GUIDED MISSILES 
9 GROUND BASEDATR DEFENSE nat A ió 7,565 7,565 
10 JAVELIN Sai 1,091 1,091 
T POTOSI TOSMAW miesie e aAa A A St 4,872 4,872 
12 ANTI-ARMOR WEAPONS SYSTEM-HEAVY (AAWS-H) occcooconoconoconoconnccnnoconaronoronnncnnoc nor non ro nono nnnrnncnnoronarenaronoss 668 668 
OTHER SUPPORT 
13 MODIFICATION KITS corps o id ti de its dio dins 12,495 152,495 
Additional mis A iodo asta AE dao [140,000] 
COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEMS 
14 UNIT ORBERATIONS: CEN DEIR ua ie 13,109 13,109 
15 COMMON AVIATION COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEM (C oocccoccncccnncnnnocnnacnnncnnnonnnconnncnnncnnncnnncnnnncnnncnnannnass 35,147 35,147 
REPAIR AND TEST EQUIPMENT 
16- REPAIR. AND'TEST EQUIBMENT 2, icccads coeshsesatene E e te vened ee boneecatebeagecghaa'da E EEE ESS 21,210 21,210 
OTHER SUPPORT (TEL) 
17 COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM. a ra 792 792 
COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEM (NON-TEL) 
19 ITEMS UNDER $5 MILLION (COMM & ELEC) 3,642 8,642 
20 AIR OPERATIONS C2 SYSTEMS 3,520 3,520 
RADAR + EQUIPMENT (NON-TEL) 
21. "RADAR SYSTEMS- 2 da ias 35,118 35,118 
22 GROUND/AIR TASK ORIENTED RADAR (G/ATOR) z 130,661 98,546 
Not meeting performance reqs reduce until technology is refined .........sssesssesseseseseeseseseesesesoesesesoseesesoseesesesee [432,115] 
DE LIB MAS a A A A A NE 84,916 84,916 
INTELL/COMM EQUIPMENT (NON-TEL) 
24- FIRE: SUPPORT SATA aa EA 9,136 9,136 
25> INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT. EQUIPMENT. avoni aeiiae nte nodo dates casa dedicada 29,936 29,936 
A HEI Ya dup) Uae Re BiG ada bs EARO 1,947 1,947 
OTHER COMM/ELEC EQUIPMENT (NON-TEL) 
31 NIGHT VISION: EQUIPMENT several sora AREKEA AIA tee daa ins dase Quscegeidaness dana capeaheacadehe APAPO CERAN PANAON LENAN ASETE 2,018 2,018 
OTHER SUPPORT (NON-TEL) 
32 NEXT GENERATION ENTERPRISE NETWORK (NGEN) . ws 67,295 67,295 
33 COMMON COMPUTER RESOURCES .......... cc eeeeeee eee eee ee si 43,101 43,101 
34 COMMAND POST SYSTEMS ............. oe 29,255 29,255 
35 RADIO SYSTEMS eere oE EOT EE an we 80,584 80,584 
86 COMM SWITCHING & CONTROL SYSTEMS ou... eiiie kE EREET AE E AES EE NAA AEA AREE NAAA TAEDA Aei 66,123 66,123 
87 COMM & ELEC INFRASTRUCTURE SUPPORT uiteen e Eea a N AA E EAE A AEAEE aE A EENES 79,486 79,486 
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374. ‘CLASSIFPIHD. PROGRAMS: apaes a EAEE Aa saad KAE AEA A SAAE EAEE ENEE ENA EGEE 2,803 2,803 
ADMINISTRATIVE VEHICLES 
38 COMMERCIAL PASSENGER VEHICLES 0 ad din 3,538 3,538 
39: COMMERCIAL: CARGO VEHICLE S. ninripi n nren AERE EN EEEE EEEO big dpa aiden AREE VOSE EVAAA APANE KEARE adan 22,806 22,806 
TACTICAL VEHICLES 
41 MOTOR TRANSPORT MODIFICATIONS in O id ias 7,743 7,743 
43 JOINT LIGHT TACTICAL VEHICLE 79,429 79,429 
44 FAMILY OF TACTICAL TRAILERS 3,157 8,157 
OTHER SUPPORT 
45° ITEMS LESS THAN $5 MILLION ¿discal iii erro 6,938 6,938 
ENGINEER AND OTHER EQUIPMENT 
46 ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL EQUIP ASSORT ..........ccccccssccssccesecnsccnssecesscesecesecuesenssensecesscescaeseseeetesecessenesenees 94 94 
47 BULK LIQUID EQUIPMENT ne 896 896 
48 TACTICAL, FUEL SYSTEMS: cacas od ei tosis lands dea dd de dnde ita 136 136 
49: POWER EQUIPMENT ASSORTED is a ias 10,792 10,792 
50 AMPHIBIOUS SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 07 3,235 3,235 
5D BOD Sv A ANEA A EAER ERNA EANTA Era AAAA AARAA ANE EE A ALAA EANES puonad PANEN ined 7,666 7,666 
MATERIALS HANDLING EQUIPMENT 
52 PHYSICAL SECURITY EQUIPMENT seese 33,145 33,145 
53 GARRISON MOBILE ENGINEER EQUIPMENT (GMEE) 1,419 1,419 
GENERAL PROPERTY 
OT TRAINING DEVICES ea area AA AAA a da 24,163 24,163 
58 CONTAINER: FAMILY ay cicsansuisicntecaseadeacidessadee a a pea daiala inada ia SOA Reais 962 962 
59 FAMILY OF CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT sico nl ds 6,545 6,545 
60 FAMILY OF INTERNALLY TRANSPORTABLE VEH (ITV) ......ccccecceeccnscceesccesccesccneccnsceneseteseceesensecueseneseneseeaes 7,533 7,533 
OTHER SUPPORT 
62 ITEMS: LESS THAN $5 MILLION iii 4,322 4,322 
SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 
63 SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS: is pas pierdas 8,292 8,292 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS oooocccocccnocnnccnnccnnncnnncnnnnn nono nnncnnnrnnnrrnnrr rra rn nnrnnnrnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnncnnnrnnnrinnnnnnss 1,131,418 1,239,303 
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
TACTICAL FORCES 
A AN Pe poh nwa ooo ties es uae Wt ap RS RL tev ea RENEE SEES 5,260,212 5,161,112 
Efficiencies and excess cost growth [-99,100] 
2 PSG API tan e Na teky 460,260 460,260 
TACTICAL AIRLIFT 
3 KOALA TANKER o aeneon EREE EELIS P ARAA EI AREATA AESA AA AAS AAEE RANTAA AAEE ES NONDIC EPEE cenabacecnasavedsubscedoneerecnunad 2,350,601 2,326,601 
FY15 excess to need by $24 million due to program dolay A ....oococncncnnoncnnononcnnnnoncnnnnoncnnono nono no ncnnnnonnnncnoncnnnnonnnns [-24,000] 
OTHER AIRLIFT 
ORO O ted Cae ket A A E sda tone 889,154 889,154 
5 C-130J (AP) 50,000 50,000 
6 HC-130J ........... 463,934 463,934 
7 HC-130J (AP) Sa 30,000 30,000 
A O RNA 828,472 828,472 
9. MOTSOT CAB) econ adeaeebaunercegusaesecwegtecs 60,000 60,000 
MISSION SUPPORT AIRCRAFT 
11. CIVIL ALR PATROL A/O ira o data tdt e 2,617 2,617 
OTHER AIRCRAFT 
12 TARGET DRONES . 132,028 132,028 
14 ROA oe 37,800 37,800 
15 MOS eii Ai a caus wed 552,528 1,032,528 
Accelerating procurement schedule to meet CCDR demand .....sssesssssseseseseesesesoseeseseseesesoseeseseseeseseseeseseseeseeesee [480,000] 
STRATEGIC AIRCRAFT 
17 32,458 32,458 
18 114,119 114,119 
19 wile 148,987 148,987 
20 LARGE AIRCRAFT INFRARED COUNTERMEASURES 0.000... ceeceecceccecceeceeceeceeeeececeeceeeaeeaeeaeeaecaeeueeneeneeneenees 84,335 84,335 
TACTICAL AIRCRAFT 
O A dota ca ook oe a od ne Wk wd Oa Cp nbs ed po ow kak A ek drt E A E 464,367 713,671 
EPAWSS upgrade ... [11,600] 
F-15C AESA radars .... ied [48,000] 
F-D AESA UPAGALS: peri didas [192,500] 
ATI OP: TI WPSTACES: vis RO EENE rocio ss N A AI RUDO EA LENE tA bine A A riencia [10,000] 
F-15C MIDS JTRS transfer to RDT&E .. [-6,387] 
F-15E MIDS JTRS transfer to RDT&E .. oe [-6,409] 
A ob E E A kaa vase EE Eoin as ¥ks Una da Cane ERADL 17,134 17,134 
IA E A E EEEE wots CO EEA N A Ls ta Ha ses GUGM ATED I E Tas A anda es A A 126,152 126,152 
25 70,167 70,167 
26 69,325 69,325 
28 5,604 5,604 
30 46,997 46,997 
31 10,162 10,162 
32 44,464 44,464 
33 10,861 10,861 
TRAINER AIRCRAFT 
34 GLIDER: MOD a ail aad hl 134 134 
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35 T-6 17,968 17,968 
36 T1.... 23,706 23,706 
37 T-38 30,604 30,604 
OTHER AIRCRAFT 
38 U-2 MODS 22,095 22,095 
39 KC-10A (ATCA) 5,611 5,611 
40 CLA we 1,980 1,980 
42 VC-25A MOD 98,231 98,231 
43 CAD oe 13,171 13,171 
E e O E B EA E Tonto dali sandas iaa E Taca 7,048 130,248 
C-130H Electronic Prop Control System - UPL .. [13,500] 
C-130H In-flight Prop Balancing System - UPL . [1,500] 
C-130H T-56 3.5 Engine Mods c.coococccnccncncncnnnncnnnnnnons mae [33,200] 
Funds added to comply with Sec 134, FY15 NDAA ocoooconccnononcnnononcnnonononnono nono no nono non nn nono nnnnononnnnonononnanoncnnananonns [75,000] 
45. CABO MOD Si IRA a A eaa ta a ee aaa dudes A RS 29,713 29,713 
46 0-185 coconcnncnncnccnccnccnnononos 49,043 49,043 
47 COMPASS CALL MODS .................6 68,415 97,115 
Modification for restored EC-130H [28,700] 
48 RC-135 .. 156,165 156,165 
49 ES... 13,178 13,178 
50 E4.... 23,937 23,937 
DL AHAB RR 18,001 18,001 
52 AIRBORNE WARNING AND CONTROL SYSTEM cesaroni renik tn ARU s REDENE AOTER EAE GENEETAN EES 183,308 183,308 
53 FAMILY OF BEYOND LINE-OF-SIGHT TERMINALS oo... cceccceecc ence eeee eee ce eee ee een eeaeeeceeeeaeeea ees eeseeeeeeeaeeeaees 44,163 44,163 
r TAS N de eialeda A A E nooivadp E easy 6,291 6,291 
55 UH-1N REPLACEMENT 2,456 2,456 
E e E T 45,731 45,731 
57 RQ-4 MODS 0... ee eeee eee 50,022 50,022 
58 HC/MC-130 MODIFICATIONS 21,660 21,660 
59 OTHER AIRCRAFT incisiones a art 117,767 115,521 
C2ISR TDL transfer to COMSEC equipment . ake [-2,246] 
60 ° MOT MODS: ci a ia ai A ee Ed ataa E A A As 3,173 3,173 
A OMO S ON O A A A A A E E 115,226 115,226 
63 CV- 22 MODS A PP O A 58,828 58,828 
AIRCRAFT SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 
64- INITIAL SPARES/REPAIR: PARTS: 0 aaa 656,242 656,242 
COMMON SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
65 AIRCRAFT REPLACEMENT SUPPORT EQUIP a aaa 33,716 33,716 
POST PRODUCTION SUPPORT 
QE BA. tl E E A E E E E E TET 38,837 38,837 
(aro E PA EEE A E E O EAEE E OER E E a Ct ae Soe 5,911 5,911 
BO IOMA A AE ET EEE ENE E O T T T A E E E EAS a iósd 30,108 30,108 
70 3,353 3,353 
71 4,490 4,490 
72 3,225 3,225 
MALE UD: EEEE T E A E E E EE E N EE A L E S E A E T weds 14,969 14,969 
MTA PRD Bee ia chard seta R S AE E O ETE O E TE E T E 971 971 
MG: MQ E TETEE O NA 5,000 5,000 
INDUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS 
77 INDUSTRIAL RESPONSIVENESS ou... cecceccccneeceeeeee eee eee eee eee eee eeeeeeeeeen eee eee eee eeeeeeeeueeeeeaeeaeeeeeeeeueeeeeneeeeeeeeeees 18,802 18,802 
WAR CONSUMABLES 
78 -WAR CONSIMABLDES a Aaa panne DES 156,465 156,465 
OTHER PRODUCTION CHARGES 
79: -OTHHR: PRODUCTION CHARGES oee im Tee ea E E al RE Desa 1,052,814 1,111,900 
Transfer from RDTZE or NATO AWACS escoroosooociniodosoptocos rA A EA A SEAST [59,086] 
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
AOA: -CLASSIFPIND PROGRAMS: irea eni sag csdnsaigans scucadsariecs dace ascuubieateadesdenstestencecdceseedadseda sane ceenseaciedneasdenebaceemnesgicciiens 42,503 42,503 
TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE o............0..cccccccccceccceeeeee een eee eee ee eee eee ance a eeaeeeeeeeeeneeaeeeaeeeneeegees 15,657,769 16,472,713 
MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
MISSILE REPLACEMENT EQUIPMENT—BALLISTIC 
1 MISSILE REPLACEMENT EQ-BALLISTIC verrine niota ae EE ATEEN EO E T AN ENOAR 94,040 94,040 
TACTICAL 
3. JOINT “ATR-SURFACESTANDOFF MISS ME orreri iiie inane a a ETENEE NEPRE AAE eae cid depa taaidega naa dota ASENTAA An 440,578 440,578 
4 SIDEWINDER (AIM-9X) 200,777 200,777 
5 AMRAAM rleo EE EEEE ETE 390,112 390,112 
6 PREDATOR HELLFIRE MISSILE 423,016 423,016 
T: BMAT LE DIAMETER BOMB ioa A us ENOR KEEA ay wise ENEE CASER EEE EEE va aa dubs eE UASI AEEA NES 133,697 133,697 
INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES 
8 INDUSTR'L PREPAREDNS/POL PREVENTION osssccceneisscesedsscesessadeneiarenesdsdesescadenescaceneeasceae Codeheceanesdg ep ceseadaeesd 397 397 
CLASS IV 
9 MMIII MODIFICATIONS .. 50,517 50,517 
10 AGM-65D MAVERICK ..... 9,639 9,639 
11 AGM-88A HARM oooocccoccnoconnccnnoconoconananinonnos beba 197 197 
12 ATR-15AUNCH:CRUISE MISSOE(ALOMO desene t e E EE E EEE E E riendo 25,019 25,019 
MISSILE SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 
14: TNITTAL SPARES REPAIR. PARTO a aaa a a A a bunts a a e aia aa naaie anaes 48,523 48,523 
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28 SPECIAL UPDATE PROGRAMS nasa iaa rE OSECAS rinda cba cabe 276,562 276,562 
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
284. CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS eii 893,971 893,971 
TOTAL MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE .................ccccccccceccc eee c ence nee e neces eee eee e eee eeeae cena eeeeeeeaneeaeegeeeeeeegene 2,987,045 2,987,045 
SPACE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
SPACE PROGRAMS 
1! ADVANCED: Hi B UEA AN a e rio 333,366 333,366 
2 WIDEBAND GAPFILLER SATELLITES(SPACE) 53,476 53,476 
3 GPS II SPACE SEGMENT ....... cece eeeneeee 199,218 0 
GPS III SV10 early to need ...... [-199,218] 
4 SPACEBORNE EQUIP (COMSEC) as 18,362 18,362 
5 GLOBAL. POSITIONING (SPACED ai ió araa iade ra teas baea iiaae 66,135 66,135 
6 DEF METEOROLOGICAL SAT PROG(SPACE) 00.0... ccccecceccecceceeeceeeeeceeee ec eea ec eeeeeeeneeaeeaeeaeeneeaeeaecneeaeeeeeaeeaeeaeees 89,351 0 
Cut DMSP #20. decada sues conoci dodne gado cerdo [589,351] 
7 EVOLVED EXPENDABLE LAUNCH CAPABILITY . 571,276 571,276 
8 EVOLVED EXPENDABLE LAUNCH VEH(SPACE) .. sd 800,201 800,201 
E A toes ucsated uc otntas ed band ae EE es Wekamie seeds Maus Rude d ebay E NA emg ca Snes emu seh T TEE Byala aloes 452,676 452,676 
TOTAL SPACE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE ................0ccccccccccc eee eee eee e eee e ene e eee eee e eee eee e ceased seca nese eeaeeegeeegeeegees 2,584,061 2,295,492 
PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE 
ROCKETS 
De! ASC Ta gas E E Wa wet ec basta adios exe E A oo Paw E EE olde bd wed GaN Ges ebb eos Raw Gas Lae dole eK 23,788 23,788 
CARTRIDGES 
2: “CARTRIDGE Sta o dt ir 131,102 169,602 
Increase to match size of A-10 fleet [38,500] 
BOMBS 
3 89,759 89,759 
4 ake 637,181 637,181 
5 MASSIVE ORDNANCE PENETRATOR (MOP) .....eesesesssseessesessesesessosescssoseecsessososesessoseseseosesescssososcseseoseseseososcseoeo 39,690 39,690 
6 JOINT DIRECT ATTACK MUNITION oere ccccccecceccecneccecceeceeceeeeeeeeenee eee nr nr nr nono nr eaaa eoa eea aaoi 374,688 374,688 
OTHER ITEMS 
UD A O ON 58,266 58,266 
8 EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DISPOSAL (EOD) 5,612 5,612 
9 SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS esns 103 103 
10 MODIFICATIONS ........... cee se 1,102 1,102 
Ti- TEME LESS THAN SS MILLION iO iS OA ARETA VATE PE IRESE SAA RENESA PEETA poa 3,044 3,044 
FLARES 
127 FLARES me ARAN 120,935 120,935 
FUZES 
A A E E A AE E E A deo han WER ab 213,476 213,476 
SMALL ARMS 
14- SMA LIARM Sre rooe aaa OE AEE AE AE EED EAAS AE AS ais ENLAI EEEE PAA ETE NEEE 60,097 60,097 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE ..0...........ccccccccceccceeccecceeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeae eee eeseeeaeeeseeegeeenees 1,758,843 1,797,343 
OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
PASSENGER CARRYING VEHICLES 
L PASSENGER CARRYING VEHICLES dd es GEE da dali sn TELON 8,834 8,834 
CARGO AND UTILITY VEHICLES 
2 “MEDIUM TACTICAL) VEHICLE did ATIE EAA EI E ORAO ETR 58,160 58,160 
3 CAP VEHICLES ii 977 977 
4 ITEMS LESSITHAN:$0 MIDTTON, a a a O EOE ENS EEAS 12,483 12,483 
SPECIAL PURPOSE VEHICLES 
$ SECURITY AND TACTICAL VEHICLES os xcs coaaiccvun geia ARA AEO AA a aaa 4,728 4,728 
6 ITEMS: LESS THAN $9 MILLION: cdo ide ETERO Sabado 4,662 4,662 
FIRE FIGHTING EQUIPMENT 
T -FIRE FIGHTING/CRASH RESCUE VEHICLES ¿nico illa dad de 10,419 10,419 
MATERIALS HANDLING EQUIPMENT 
8 ITEMS LESS THAN $5 MILLION ada A SETAA ETETA O DESER ESER 23,320 23,320 
BASE MAINTENANCE SUPPORT 
9 RUNWAY SNOW REMOV & CLEANING EQUIP isis do cardenas 6,215 6,215 
10: ITEMS. LESS “THAN: $5) MILLION: sucio teases eaaet aros EEE AERA EERE aaa AETA nieces anc dasa geile add KANSA ad aay deseucan ar 87,781 87,781 
COMM SECURITY EQUIPMENT(COMSEC) 
TL COM SHO TQ UTP MINE A iS 136,998 139,244 
Transfer for Lini 16 UpSTades: iii AAA concede cas cide cage cic ansa lls AAA A lie Gott [2,246] 
P- MODIFICATIONS Os tcc cs conned one ea Bu wera o RATE II Wie Hae Raye TOUS) Ween EA TAS De A a a Is Mendes 677 677 
INTELLIGENCE PROGRAMS 
13 INTELLIGENCE TRAINING, EQUIPMENT 2.5 casecscsuswcnssceudesadceueceiihdnss ARSEN TIESA IATA he taveeavasdedesapuedaccseeguccsdeaneendens 4,041 4,041 
14 INTELLIGENCE COMM EQUIPMENT fe 22,573 22,573 
15 MISSION PLANNING SYSTEMY ae anaE st aii aiii 14,456 14,456 
ELECTRONICS PROGRAMS 
16 AIR: TRAFFIC CONTROLE LANDING SYS A A e a a a aieiaa iones 31,823 31,823 
17 5,833 5,833 
18 1,687 1,687 
19 THEATER AIR CONTROL SYS IMPROVEMENTS 2.0... ccc cececceeceececeeeceeneeceeceee cesses eceeeeeceeeaeeaeeaeeeeeeeeeeaeeneeneenees 22,710 22,710 
20 WHA THER: OBSERVATION, FORECAST netere aee e dd EEEE E VEEE ESTERNE ENEC E cdi 21,561 21,561 
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21. STRATEGIC COMMAND AND CONTROL: ansia dsacadecvadsancdeslanceasianuadasouyeecsas uasuaasinassecheanibewacsar 286,980 286,980 
22 CHEYENNE MOUNTAIN COMPLEX ............ccccecececsececeeneeeee ene de 36,186 36,186 
24 INTEGRATED STRAT PLAN & ANALY NETWORK (ISPAN) 9,597 9,597 
SPCL COMM-ELECTRONICS PROJECTS 
25. GENERAL. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY assistant ita EVERA td eel arenas 27,403 27,403 
26 AF GLOBAL COMMAND & CONTROL SYS .. fe 7,212 7,212 
27 MOBILITY COMMAND AND CONTROL ..............ceeeeeeeeee ee re 11,062 30,962 
Additional battlefield air operations kits to meet need a [19,900] 
28 AIR FORCE PHYSICAL SECURITY SYSTEM .............0. Ss 131,269 131,269 
29 COMBAT TRAINING RANGES eee 33,606 33,606 
30 MINIMUM ESSENTIAL EMERGENCY COMM N aa 5,232 5,232 
31 C3COUNTERMEASURES coccocccnccnncconocnonncnnnaconinonaso me 7,453 7,453 
32 INTEGRATED PERSONNEL AND PAY SYSTEM nee 3,976 3,976 
33 -GOSS-AF FOS ora a a ta eaa ban ted iia E RIR tened bet 25,515 25,515 
34 DEFENSE ENTERPRISE ACCOUNTING AND MGMT SYSTEM 9,255 9,255 
35 THEATER BATTLE MGT C2 SYSTEM cocccnccccncncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonos (ae 7,523 7,523 
36 AIR & SPACE OPERATIONS CTR-WPN SYS sn 12,043 12,043 
37 ATR - OPERATIONS CENTER (AOC) 1032) An aa 24,246 24,246 
AIR FORCE COMMUNICATIONS 
38- INFORMA TION TRANSPORT SYSTEMS esccscy paced eenveduieeernenenesin pended a 74,621 74,621 
IA ENEE cedida, wee 103,748 86,748 
Restructure program sad [17,000] 
41 JOINT COMMUNICATIONS SUPPORT ELEMENT (JOSE) +.coocccncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonnnnnnoncnnanonannnns 5,199 5,199 
BO ATCT POE A A E AEE A etic atedees 15,780 15,780 
SPACE PROGRAMS 
43 FAMILY OF BEYOND LINE-OF-SIGHT TERMINALS. oo... .ececcececcccecececc sence A AAFAA AA A ANA KOVAR E KASARINLAN APSA AVEPA VAKEN 79,592 79,592 
44 SPACE BASED IR SENSOR PGM SPACE eene ct 90,190 90,190 
45 NAVSTAR GPS SPACE ................ ui 2,029 2,029 
46 NUDET DETECTION SYS SPACE .................. a 5,095 5,095 
47 AF SATELLITE CONTROL NETWORK SPACE is 76,673 76,673 
48 SPACELIFT RANGE SYSTEM SPACE ............ ak 113,275 113,275 
BO. MULA DOM A A el di Ad ca 35,495 35,495 
oO BP ACR MODE SPACE A o A an cd area 23,435 23,435 
SL PDUNTERSPACE SYSTEM.: A a e aaa 43,065 43,065 
ORGANIZATION AND BASE 
5%" TACTICAL. OE EQUIPMENT ¿A e eta ibid 77,538 113,538 
Increase JTAC training and rehearsal simulators per AF unfunded priority list we [36,000] 
34 RADIO EQUIPMENT a Aa iaa se 8,400 8,400 
55 CCTV/AUDIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT aad 6,144 6,144 
567 BASE COMM INFRASTRUCTURE ui idas edad do 77,010 77,010 
MODIFICATIONS 
ST. COMM ELECT MODS A a di es 71,800 71,800 
PERSONAL SAFETY € RESCUE EQUIP 
58: NIGHT VISION GOGGLES « ii veia 2,370 2,370 
50. ITEMS LESS THAN $5 MILLION ita A teens A RA AR 79,623 79,623 
DEPOT PLANT+MTRLS HANDLING EQ 
60 MECHANIZED MATERIAL HANDLING EQUIP .....esesseseressssescssoecseseseecscseososcscseoscsesesroscsesesecsssesscsesesessoestseseeeee 7,249 7,249 
BASE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
61; BASE‘ PROCURED: EQUIPMENT o kp aaye eiiaoe iao iio rad discs 9,095 9,095 
62 ENGINEERING AND EOD EQUIPMENT 17,866 17,866 
64 MOBILITY EQUIPMENT ............ A 61,850 61,850 
65 ITEMS LESS THAN $5 MILLION oreo neer A A RE E E AE AA hase AAA ei 30,477 30,477 
SPECIAL SUPPORT PROJECTS 
6r DARP: ROLD AER 25,072 25,072 
Bs TG S O EAE ETE A 183,021 183,021 
T0- SPECIAL UPDATE PROGRAM. ops 629,371 629,371 
71 DEFENSE SPACE RECONNAISSANCE PROQ. eiii ia REO ARA ao cti apa 100,663 100,663 
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
TA: ULASSIETED: PROGRAMS a dr Di Ct 15,038,333 15,038,333 
SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 
18 -SPARES AND:REPAIR A ias 59,863 59,863 
TOTAL OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE ..00.......... ccc cece cece cece cece eee nee e eee nono nono nnnrnnnrnnnonnnnrrnnrnnncnnnnnnncncnncnnss 18,272,438 18,313,584 
PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DCAA 
1. ITEMS. LESS THAN:$5. MILLION a ee 1,488 1,488 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DCMA 
2 MAJOR A a uaa uh sys op a a E A E AE EU ERNER 2,494 2,494 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DHRA 
3 PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION orian rer rarer t Or A AR ARAARA KELAAN EEANN OEA A APO PANA NONA ANAONA ASAAN AA PSAN SARAAN PASATAN ANORA 9,341 9,341 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DISA 
7 INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY ... ee 8,080 18,080 
Sharkseer increase ..........cccccececeeeeeeeees bes [10,000] 
8 TELEPORT PROGRAM .............. aie 62,789 62,789 
9 ITEMS LESS THAN $5 MILLION eee igs 9,399 9,399 
10 NET CENTRIC ENTERPRISE SERVICES (NCHS) hi ae aE OREA EE E AEETI ONEEN AEV NE AEA AKENE A aie riS 1,819 1,819 
11 DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEM NETWORK. sraa aa A a a aa a a a a a 141,298 141,298 


12 CYBER- SECURITY INITIATIVE a AS a EAEE ORELE DANNES EEE ONET EPSE EEEE RENEE EEO EEN 12,732 12,732 


June 2, 2015 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


8193 


SEC. 4101. PROCUREMENT 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
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13 WHITE HOUSE COMMUNICATION AGENCY cocina e Rae e 64,098 64,098 
14 SENIOR LEADERSHIP ENTERPRISE ......... 617,910 617,910 
15 JOINT INFORMATION ENVIRONMENT 84,400 84,400 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DLA 
16 MAJOR EQUIPMENT > cccscesnssariscaneassnvadwasedeads SVE EE aa ER tán RA EU ENAR ARE 5,644 5,644 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DMACT 
17 MAJOR EQUIPMENT A te as ORO 11,208 11,208 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DODEA 
18 AUTOMATION/EDUCATIONAL SUPPORT & LOGISTICS coocoooccnccnnnconnccnnocnnaconononnonnnncnnocnnnrnnnrnnnornnncrncnnnconanannss 1,298 1,298 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DSS 
UN MAJOR EQUIPMENT: ioc, cas nes do LEO A E Eds 1,048 1,048 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DEFENSE THREAT REDUCTION AGENCY 
BOE LC D HS a NR A E A AA A a a 100 100 
22 OTHER MAJOR EQUIPMENT anar a a E A SANE E E E ARTESA ia fades ved dusanoateacs be deta 5,474 5,474 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, MISSILE DEFENSE AGENCY 
A A A 464,067 464,067 
24 AEGIS BMD ..ocoooccnoccnononoconoccnnoconono 558,916 706,681 
Increase SM-3 Block IB purchase .... [117,880] 
Increase SM-3 Block IB canisters ...0.oooccccnncncnnnrnrnnoros [2,565] 
Undifferentiated Block IB test and evaluation costs [27,320] 
25 AEGIS BMD (AP) ss pit pre iden 147,765 0 
Early to need .................. nd [-147,765] 
267 BMDS-AN/TPY-2 RADARS comio a iaa 78,634 78,634 
2 AMES ASEO PA Bh VU belo TRL vos woot och TAL She Wein Ow nce wt een ae 30,587 30,587 
28 IRON DOME: psicodelia is 55,000 41,100 
Request excess of requirement [13,900] 
XX DAVIDS SLING sc sanssscsasasansavasdes edicastassanaere 0 150,000 
Increase for David’s Sling co-production [150,000] 
XXX ARROW Bo da as bed 0 15,000 
Increase: for: ATLOW-3:CO-PrOGUCblON iii EENIA AIANEI AR uae EAA wings ahs Gosh BASU dass [15,000] 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, NSA 
35 INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM (ISSP) ......cccccecccseccneecceeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaaes 37,177 37,177 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, OSD 
36 MAJOR EME A a a odas 46,939 46,939 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, TJS 
38 MAJOR EQUIPMENT; TI ara 13,027 13,027 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, WHS 
40 MAJOR EQUIPMENT; WHS A aa 27,859 27,859 
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
40 A> CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS. siste rd tae iia 617,757 617,757 
AVIATION PROGRAMS 
BE TEED A EY alee N AE a aah cece oy aa WRENN Sack E aus See age NG Ge 63,170 0 
SOCOM requested realignment .............cccceeeeeeeee [-63,170] 
42 ROTARY WING UPGRADES AND SUSTAINMENT . 135,985 135,985 
44 NON-STANDARD AVIATION cccoocccncnnoconncnnnncnnnnnnnss ek 61,275 61,275 
GS) «MOB treats wane douse sae eas seed Ret a asus es ns eau Aan Wen Sag T Wan seta A ws Rasy E EA Ws MAAR PRR RIV ERE UD SAA es 0 63,170 
SOCOM. requested roae niment: sscscsisicd ces sicscogcees A AE suddgeedsesadveoadees couesen sobapes seu epee ssacees es [63,170] 
47 RQ-11 UNMANNED AERIAL VEHICLE 20,087 20,087 
48 CV-22 MODIFICATION cooccocccnccnnocnnncnnnnnnnos 18,832 18,832 
49 MQ-1 UNMANNED AERIAL VEHICLE . 1,934 1,934 
50 MQ-9 UNMANNED AERIAL VEHICLE . 11,726 21,726 
MQ-9 capability enhancements .......... [10,000] 
Bl? SUAS. atacando 1,514 1,514 
52 PRECISION STRIKE PACKAGE eee 204,105 204,105 
A oenenecdbesde da peweaoibee tose deeiondnaeata mepeaie cue see no neead sue E E RRACA 61,368 61,368 
94-80-1380 MODIFICATIONS osa O SAA EA AAA A A A A A dea EAR 66,861 31,412 
C=130 TETA aa jJUSCMON US: Sia A A adas [-85,449] 
SHIPBUILDING 
do. UNDER WATER re TBE AS Sus oataee O cas cata A odias 32,521 32,521 
AMMUNITION PROGRAMS 
SG ORDNANCE MS a a 174,734 174,734 
OTHER PROCUREMENT PROGRAMS 
dT- IN ES Es ENTE SYSTEMS aa rt A das 93,009 93,009 
58 DISTRIBUTED COMMON GROUND/SURFACE SYSTEMS +occooccnocnnnccnnonnnocnnnconncnnnonnnocnnncnnnrn nano nnnrnnncnncnnaronaninnss 14,964 14,964 
39 OTHER UPR NDS BSE. 0 A Ea ed AP AAEN dde 79,149 79,149 
60 COMBATANT CRAFT SYSTEMS . 33,362 33,362 
61 SPECIAL PROGRAMS ............... we 143,533 143,533 
62 TACTICAL VEHICLES cada Ed PARON Gs tous lA IAEA LANE RRA 73,520 73,520 
63- WARRIOR SYSTEMS O A cance dc Buiac as a Ea aauy aN wes oa gow ayn Doubs wea tabi ea po eles a A uae AE A ai guage 186,009 186,009 
64 COMBAT MISSION REQUIREMENTS ............. 19,693 19,693 
65 GLOBAL VIDEO SURVEILLANCE ACTIVITIES ........ 3,967 3,967 
66 OPERATIONAL ENHANCEMENTS INTELLIGENCE . = 19,225 19,225 
68 OPERATIONAL ENHANCEMENTS 3 vcceevcssndecnsdevas vers a otbeadbunntasddeasady oles ad in 213,252 213,252 
CBDP 
74 CHEMICAL BIOLOGICAL SITUATIONAL AWARENESS ocooccocccnoconnconnononocnnnconncnnnonnnornncnnnrnnnrnnnornnncnncnnncananannos 141,223 141,223 
15: OB PROTECTION € HAZARD MITIGATION nin is 137,487 137,487 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
2 USCC CY BER CA PAB ILT TITRE: ota teases A A aloha EE EA 0 75,000 
Cy POP CADADILICIOS iS AAA AAA AAA ts [75,000] 
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TOTAL PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE ....00..........cccccccccseeccceeeeeeueececnueeeeauaeeeeauaeceeaaeeceaaaeseeauaeceeaaeeceeaaeseeaaaees 5,130,853 5,341,504 


JOINT URGENT OPERATIONAL NEEDS FUND 
JOINT URGENT OPERATIONAL NEEDS FUND 


1 JOINT URGENT OPERATIONAL NEEDS FUND coocconccccnnncccnnnnccnnnncconnnnrocnnonccnnnnncnnnnnornnnnnronananonnnnnnrnnnnaronnnnincnnnns 99,701 99,701 
TOTAL JOINT URGENT OPERATIONAL NEEDS FUND ....0oocccccccnnnnnnncccccccnnnononononoccnnnnnnnnnncononononnnnnnnncncnnnnnnnnnn 99,701 99,701 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT 00odisdicioda dior RE AE EOE E antes dase A A A AO EAE 106,967,393 111,847,577 


SEC. 4102. PROCUREMENT FOR OVERSEAS CON- 
TINGENCY OPERATIONS. 


SEC. 4102. PROCUREMENT FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


FY 2016 Senate 


Line Item Request Authorized 


AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY 


FIXED WING 
3. AERTAB:COMMON SENSOR (ACS) (MIP] suscitada cnn dd E e EEEE A EERS 99,500 99,500 
E SED CA 0: OE EEE ETTO E E A T A E N 16,537 16,537 
MODIFICATION OF AIRCRAFT 
16: MQO-L PAYLOAD (MID Jre a oe O TN 8,700 8,700 
23 ARL SEMA MODS (MIP). ie 32,000 32,000 
SL AIN A O NOA 8,250 8,250 
TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY ...ooooooocccccccnononnnocnocncnnnnononnnonnncnnnnnnnnnnnrrcnnnnnnnnnnninnnnonnnnnnnnninenacnnnnnnnnn 164,987 164,987 
MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
AIR-TO-SURFACE MISSILE SYSTEM 
O° A ASI A NA INN 37,260 37,260 
TOTAL MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY oooccccccnncnoccccccnononononinononnnnnnnnnnnrnonnnnnnnnnnnrnrnnnnnnnnnnnirrnnnnnnnnnnnninircnnnnnnnnnns 37,260 37,260 
PROCUREMENT OF W&TCV, ARMY 
WEAPONS & OTHER COMBAT VEHICLES 
165 MORTAR SYSTEMS Suar nando aer Aeon ERE aves AE e EAA SANEA E E AEE EE OE AEE CARA IERTE AERAN 7,030 7,030 
21 COMMON REMOTELY OPERATED WEAPONS STATION cccccoccccnnncccnonoccnnonoccnnnnonnnnnncnncnnoroncnnornnnnnoncnanaranannnicnns 19,000 19,000 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF W&TCV, ARMY ...ooooooocccccccnonononococcncnnnnnnnnnncncnnnnnnnnninrnnonnnnnnnnnninnnnnnnnnnnnnnincnannnnnnnnnns 26,030 26,030 
PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY 
SMALL/MEDIUM CAL AMMUNITION 
4. CTG; DUCAT ALO TYPES 0500 di ETNE EE O E OT ANE T AA ia S Ee EERE 4,000 4,000 
MORTAR AMMUNITION 
8 60MM. MORTAR Als Lp PY, PHS 5d a NA a EA EAAS A AEREA tendvbesCigastdentenddbinesiandnssettunsedendossetvuess ainda 11,700 11,700 
9:81 MM MORTAR ALI TYPES aE A E E E EREE ORTE EEE AEE OE OE 4,000 4,000 
10 120MM. MORTAR -ALL TYPES pam toposes E EOE A E A EEE A OE EOE ESS 7,000 7,000 
ARTILLERY AMMUNITION 
12 ARTILLERY CARTRIDGES, 75MM € 105MM, ALL TYPES c.ooooccccnoccnnnnoccnnnnoccnonnncnnnncccnnnnoronannorcnnnnoncnoniracananinnns 5,000 5,000 
13 ARTILLERY PROJECTILE, 155MM, ALL TYPES ................. 10,000 10,000 
15 ARTILLERY PROPELLANTS, FUZES AND PRIMERS, ALL 2,000 2,000 
ROCKETS 
17 ROCKET, HYDRA T10 ALE TYPES oee E E T E E EE E E E E 136,340 136,340 
OTHER AMMUNITION 
19 DEMOLITION MUNITIONS, ALL TYPES 4,000 4,000 
21 SIGNALS; ALL DYGPH Sara A SEESE OSEE A EEEE cane cate evade dee EO EEE E ened 8,000 8,000 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY .ooccccccncnnccccccnnnnnnnnccocccnnnnnnnnnnnrncnnonnnnnnnninnononnnnnnnnnrncncnnnnnnnnnn 192,040 192,040 
OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY 
TACTICAL VEHICLES 
5 FAMILY “OF MEDIUM-TACTICAL VEH CE MTV):. aa E E E E E EE REENE AOSTA ESEA OE EARS 243,998 243,998 
9 HVY EXPANDED MOBILE TACTICAL TRUCK EXT SERV ooccooocccnnnoccnnnncconnnoconnnnnronnnnoconnnrcnnnnnrnnonnccnnananinnanines 223,276 223,276 
11. -MODIFICATION:OF IN SVO EQUIP ia ives ENEE T EEE EN EREA EA EEE A ORNEARRE 130,000 130,000 
12 MINE-RESISTANT AMBUSH-PROTECTED (MRAP) MODS eoocccccnncccnnnoccnnonoccnnnnoronanonrnnanoncnnononnnnnnrnnanarononnnncnos 393,100 393,100 
COMM—SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS 
21 TRANSPORTABLE TACTICAL COMMAND COMMUNICATIONS oooccccnncccnnnoccnnnnoronanonrnnnnoncnnonaronnnnarcnnnnanenanananos 5,724 5,724 
COMM—BASE COMMUNICATIONS 
51 INSTALLATION INFO INFRASTRUCTURE MOD PROGRAM ...sssssssssessssessrserssressreresseessrsersseessreessseeeseeessseressee 29,500 29,500 
ELECT EQUIP—TACT INT REL ACT (TIARA) 
Of DCGSA (MIE) aer E EE E Ee da od 54,140 54,140 
59: TROJAN (MIP) Porere a UTA EPEE NGECET ERE EACE EAEN EENEN EA PAE ENIRE OAOA EAE EA ORES NAAN PONEO distan 6,542 6,542 
61 CI HUMINT AUTO REPRTING AND COLL(CHARCS) occccoocccncnoccnnnnccnnonaccnnnnaccnnnnornnannronnnnenoncnnonennnnononanarancnninnns 3,860 3,860 
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SEC. 4102. PROCUREMENT FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


f FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
68 FAMILY OF PERSISTENT SURVEILLANCE CAPABILITIE ...........ccccccccccesccesccneccnscenesenesecesscnescnesenesenenseessenees 14,847 14,847 
69 COUNTERINTELLIGENCE/SECURITY COUNTERMEASURES coccoccnccnconccnccnconconocncnnncnno noc nncnnanncnncnnrnnrnncnncnnnnnos 19,535 19,535 
ELECT EQUIP—TACTICAL SURV. (TAC SURV) 
84 ¡COMPUTER BALLISTICS LHMBO.MS2 ccs ihsiicsce tevigngs ste cnsiedensenaatae nem shvdndecrseese yapa capa cas dodo sodas cosas cadets 2,601 2,601 
ELECT EQUIP—TACTICAL C2 SYSTEMS 
SI PITRE SUR PORTA A None 48 48 
94 MANEUVER CONTROL SYSTEM (MCS): 0 A Ai 252 252 
ELECT EQUIP—AUTOMATION 
101 AUTOMATED DATA PROCESSING EQUIP idos 652 652 
CHEMICAL DEFENSIVE EQUIPMENT 
111. {BASH DEFENSE SYSTEMS (BDS) ipotee o a aE EE AA a AAA Oah ileso ositos 4,035 4,035 
COMBAT SERVICE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
131" FORCE. PROVIDER usuestrcodo cotas desir Ran coda dra A a EE ai de EAEE Naa 53,800 53,800 
133 CARGO AERIAL DEL & PERSONNEL PARACHUTE SYSTEM ou... cceececcece eee eeceeceeceeeeeceeceeeecueeaeeaeeeeaeenees 700 700 
MATERIAL HANDLING EQUIPMENT 
159°? “HAMIL Y (OR EORKLIETS a td 10,486 10,486 
OTHER SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
169 RAPID EQUIPPING SOLDIER SUPPORT EQUIPMENT coooccnccnccncnncnncnncnncnnconconcnnno non nar nro nnrnnnnncnnrnnrnnrnnrnncnarnninnes 8,500 8,500 
TOTAL OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY ...............:ccccccccecccnecee eee e eee ee ee nr eee ee nee e cee e cece ee eeaeeeaaeesaeesaeeeaeeaaeeaeeeneenens 1,205,596 1,205,596 
JOINT IMPR EXPLOSIVE DEV DEFEAT FUND 
FORCE TRAINING 
3 “TRAIN THE BOR CED urnas ate a ada da chute da cece’ seduede cs Doa cbbeuescanbaahsedeate coches 7,850 7,850 
JIEDDO DEVICE DEFEAT 
2: DEP HAT THE DEVICE Adi A A A EA AA Edad 77,600 77,600 
NETWORK ATTACK 
1 ATTACK THE NETWORK coocccccccnccnccnncnccnncnnnnnnnnos eal 219,550 215,086 
Adjustment due to low execution in prior VALS .........cccececcececececsccececsecececsecececseceseeseeeseeaeeeseeeeeseeaeeesseseeeseeaes [F4,464] 
STAFF AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
A. OPERATIONS cis ii ax 188,271 144,464 
Maintain: prior year funding TAE AS AA A AA AAA AAA EANA TEER [443,807] 
TOTAL JOINT IMPR EXPLOSIVE DEV DEFEAT FUND .....0.......0...ccccceccceecc eee eeeeceeecenec naco nnnnnnncnnncnnncnnnnnnarinaninnss 493,271 445,000 
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
OTHER AIRCRAFT 
26: ¿-STUABEOUAV ri EAS a Saa a EE E E E 55,000 55,000 
MODIFICATION OF AIRCRAFT 
30 AVES IS HRTOS cti abeusetadecsagaterssldugesigedseien tadersassaensabdedusduatenaeladddeige tanaedgeduseustanaa’ AA aI ADA E OSUN 41,365 41,365 
32. ¿F=18:SERTE Soil ii A ob inte dd E doin E E E dit 8,000 8,000 
S TARE H SA O EN 6,300 6,300 
47 SPECIAL PROJECT AIRCRAFT 14,198 14,198 
51 COMMON ECM EQUIPMENT ....... 72,700 72,700 
52 COMMON AVIONICS CHANGES waa 13,988 13,988 
59 V-22 (TILTVROTOR: ACEP OSPREY reene risene denivcadanehaghdsaveec diante iaa ia 4,900 4,900 
AIRCRAFT SUPPORT EQUIP & FACILITIES 
65 AIRCRAFT INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES ii tens ddneestensitepe A AE pAb dd evade AA AAA A iaaa 943 943 
TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY coocccocccnocnnccnncconoconnconnocnnncnnncnnnrnn nor nono nono nnnrrnnnnrnrrnnnrnnnrnnncrnnnnnnrinnncnnss 217,394 217,394 
WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
TACTICAL MISSILES 
10. ASHReMAV BRICK ¿0 A eseteesussvegdacuiisavesenledvasabecvereerduesbatssnveeddeecuubeveseredvessarekesunee 3,344 3,344 
TOTAL WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY ..0...........ccccceccc eee ee cence eee tne nono nnrn nono nnnrn nar rnnnnnnrn nro rnnrnnncnnnnnnnrnnnninnns 3,344 3,344 
PROCUREMENT OF AMMO, NAVY € MC 
NAVY AMMUNITION 
1 GENERAL PURPOSE BOMBS ........ 9,715 9,715 
2 AIRBORNE ROCKETS, ALL TYPES 11,108 11,108 
3 MACHINE GUN AMMUNITION .................. 3,603 3,603 
6 AIR EXPENDABLE COUNTERMEASURES = 11,982 11,982 
11 -OTHER SHIP GUN AMMUNITION: did arias 4,674 4,674 
12 SMALL ARMS é LANDING PARTY AMMO ua a 3,456 3,456 
13 PYROTECHNIC AND DEMOLITION ............. 1,989 1,989 
14 AMMUNITION LESS THAN $5 MILLION 4,674 4,674 
MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION 
20; 20MM, ALECTYDES MA a a E EE TOE R aE 10,719 10,719 
23 ROCKETS, ALL TYPES .... 3,993 3,993 
24 ARTILLERY, ALL TYPES 67,200 67,200 
26 FUZE, ALL TYPES csi arre ves 3,299 3,299 
25 DEMOLITION MUNITIONS, ALL TYPES oionn oneri Ada Sa Eesi 518 518 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF AMMO, NAVY & MC o0ooccooccncccncconnccnnonnnncnnncnnncnnnonn noc nono nor nnnrnnnnn nor rnnrnnncnnnnnnncnnnacnnss 136,930 136,930 
OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY 
CIVIL ENGINEERING SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
135 >: PASSENGER CARRYING VEHICLES 00d a cda A dd Ai cd 186 186 


8196 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 June 2, 2015 


SEC. 4102. PROCUREMENT FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


FY 2016 Senate 


Line Item Request Authorized 


CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
160A°- CLASSIFIND PROGRAMS: 4,:. sc. ON 12,000 12,000 


TOTAL OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY ooccccccnnnnnnnoccconononononicononnnnnnnnnnnrnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnrnnnnnnnnnnneninrnnnnnnnnnnnnincccnnnnananens 12,186 12,186 


PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS 
GUIDED MISSILES 


RO A A coansactoaness Ceaeens cntainuetdaee dene tesa asmedenon sei raesSeesabs ide stessn coud ON 7,679 7,679 
OTHER SUPPORT 
13 MODIFICATION: KITS chineso r aea O ASEE E ISA li ed a 10,311 10,311 
COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEMS 
14 "UNIT OPERATIONS CENTER: v eiiie e E AE sues E Eine ias 8,221 8,221 
OTHER SUPPORT (TEL) 
18 -MODIFICATION KITS itcbicsitetsvsssassiesseasinonsasanaesassedssaeasuasase A a S R Ce SANATA EAE E SEERE EE NAK E S EIEEE GOESE N 3,600 3,600 
COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEM (NON-TEL) 
19 ITEMS UNDER $5 MILLION (COMM & ELEC) .ccooocccconoccnnonoccnnncccnanaccnnnnnronnnnarcnnnnornnnnoronnnnirannnnorcnnnnonnnnnncnnananinnns 8,693 8,693 
INTELL/COMM EQUIPMENT (NON-TEL) 
Ae: Se ra A UAV EEEE RD IN 3,430 3,430 
MATERIALS HANDLING EQUIPMENT 
52 ` PHYSICAL:SECURITY EQUIPEMENT heeii REE E EE A E EE E 7,000 7,000 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS c..ccoocococcccccccnononononoconononnnnnononnnnnnnnnnnnnnnrrnnnnnnnnnnnninccnonnnnnnnnnincccnnnnnnnnnn 48,934 48,934 
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
OTHER AIRCRAFT 
ERN E E EEEE E EAE E EEA EA E A NN 13,500 13,500 
OTHER AIRCRAFT 
44 C-130 .... ds 1,410 1,410 
DO E IO be 39,300 39,300 
58 HC/MC-130 MODIFICATIONS gs 5,690 5,690 
G1)“ IA O NN 69,000 69,000 
TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE ....ccccccccnnnnccccccnononononiococonnnnnnnnnnnrnnnnnnnnnnnnninncnonnnnnnnnnncncnnnnnnnnnn 128,900 128,900 
MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
TACTICAL 
6 PREDATOR HELLFIRE MISSILE 280,902 280,902 
T SMALLE DIAMETER BOM P aE EE bana ges enssenensearesasparsdedsaedugesassugennededdpaadecdeastgadsasdecdrassycesnase 2,520 2,520 
CLASS IV 
10: “AGM—65Ds MAN TRICK... dsssssseuesdatcvassapousigutivassiposeoaasosdesad SEO RAE EINE EE SN E acia AEN SAA AREEN AE AARSE adds COEDEN 5,720 5,720 
TOTAL MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE ....ooccccccncnnnnnncoccccnnnnnnnnninonocnnnnnnnnnnrncnnnnnnnnnnninnnnnnnnnnnnnnincccnnnnnnnnnns 289,142 289,142 
PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE 
CARTRIDGES 
2. CARTRIDGES cuidat oMoctncdavedhtenisensedteqddansdasadastasdanecgaccneaidaattaestacddngs A E 8,371 8,371 
BOMBS 
4.~GHUNERAL PURPOSE BOMBS rerasan EAEra EEA AEAEE PES AOPE old qa iii 17,031 17,031 
6° JOINT: DIRECT ATTACK MUNITION 105s Gisnsdiiwosiasteadssisadsspouersetceassapinas saaieochiwonssaedsenadeuadetcadagadeauisstsesaeaedaese 184,412 184,412 
FLARES 
12) A 0 E HS NR E AS 11,064 11,064 
FUZES 
IA E E RN E E A T 7,996 7,996 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE ....ooccccccnnncnnnicoccccnnnonononinocononononnnnnonocanonnnnnnnnncnannnnnnnnnn 228,874 228,874 


OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 
SPCL COMM-ELECTRONICS PROJECTS 
25 GENERAL INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY peera a EE ae A E SE aa eaa aE e E aa N 3,953 3,953 


27 MOBILITY COMMAND AND CONTROL 2,000 2,000 
AIR FORCE COMMUNICATIONS 

42. USCENTOOM cinta eria aa IEKA Aie A TTE EAT ERAT EEA E Ea AAN RE AER iba 10,000 10,000 
ORGANIZATION AND BASE 

02: TACTIC ATs C-E EQUIPMENT. heei tiog ea aE O RE EEE R EEE EEEE E OE EAE 4,065 4,065 

06° -BASE* COMM INFRASTRUCTURE sosa Gaee EEES EE EEEE REE EE EAA EOAR EEEn ANET ANAE EEEN EOE URE ONETARA 15,400 15,400 
PERSONAL SAFETY & RESCUE EQUIP 

58: NIGHT VISION GOGGLES: Suicidio encata Ee E SENA ata ONAT SEST AIA AE ESOR EAE Ea Ds 3,580 3,580 

09. ITEMS: CESS THAN SO MILLION aaee ienaa EES AAA E EATER E RE EAE AE O adan ción 3,407 3,407 
BASE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 

62; ENGINEERING-AND HOD “EQUIPMENT ee pe r EO E E EE EE E 46,790 46,790 

64 MOBILITY EQUIPMENT ae 400 400 

65 ATEME LESS TEANS MIULION Suit o a as 9,800 9,800 
SPECIAL SUPPORT PROJECTS 

71 DEFENSE SPACE RECONNAISSANCE PROG. coooccccnocccnnnncccnnnocononnncnnonanrnnnnncrnnnnnronnnnnrnnnnnnrnnnnanrnnnnircnnnnicananinanos 28,070 28,070 
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 

WA: CLASSIFIED:PBROGRAMOSS> sor ante E EE A EEA EE E E E E EE 3,732,499 3,732,499 


TOTAL OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE ...oooooccccccncnononociccnonnnnononinorccnnnnonnnnnnrncnnnnnnnnnnnirnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnannnnnnnnnn 3,859,964 3,859,964 
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SEC. 4102. PROCUREMENT FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


f FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE 
MAJOR EQUIPMENT, DISA 
83: TELEPORT PROGRAM dxpmmpstes dpsaweoueksda senses puta sda eens AAN AE PALEES AIA REENER 1,940 1,940 
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
404 CIGARS LE UEP OG AIMS acy oe sic ns avr dd do ad ió 35,482 35,482 
AVIATION PROGRAMS 
DL) MC Docc swedeo' an syaade vesadsanteswags A A psculan abd unadd dagsad ai 5,000 5,000 
AMMUNITION PROGRAMS 
66° ORDNANCE ITEMS ES ni A EPEA gies onean A pu Ee LEA we A sled dd we AAA ew SEA weeks Ei 35,299 35,299 
OTHER PROCUREMENT PROGRAMS 
Al” AP CERT PROGRAMA DN cata cen one sae out Ga EE aoe E E E E AEE EE ov sareee 15,160 15,160 
63 WARRIOR SYSTEMS <$5M os 15,000 15,000 
68: OPERATIONAL ENHANCEMENTS si a id A E Wadena ates AAA AAA ARA 104,537 104,537 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE ...0occoocccnccnnccnnccnnccnnnconnnonnncnnnonnncnnnnnnnrn nro nnnrn nao nnnnnnnrnnnnrnncnnnnnnncnnnninnss 212,418 212,418 
TOTAL PROCUREMENT nr id a ti bas 7,257,270 7,208,999 
TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 
SEC. 4201. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND 
EVALUATION. 
SEC. 4201. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
i Program FY 2016 Senate 
Line Element Item Request Authorized 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST & EVAL, ARMY 
BASIC RESEARCH 
1 0601101A IN-HOUSE LABORATORY INDEPENDENT RESEARCH ..........ccccccceecceccceeeceeeeeeeceeceaeeeeeeeneeeaeees 13,018 13,018 
2 0601102A DEFENSE RESEARCH SCIENCES c0occcoccnncnnncnnnccnncnnncnnns 239,118 279,118 
Basic research program increase ........... [40,000] 
3 0601103A UNIVERSITY RESEARCH INITIATIVES aiaee 72,603 72,603 
4 0601104A UNIVERSITY AND INDUSTRY RESEARCH CENTERS. ... use 100,340 100,340 
SUBTOTAL, BASIC RESEARCH aaaeeeaei eee e nro nono nee e nee ara EEE anced eed Seca Seca eed eiia EEE EEE 425,079 465,079 
APPLIED RESEARCH 
5 0602105A MATERIALS TECHNOLOGY ió 28,314 28,314 
6 0602120A SENSORS AND ELECTRONIC SURVIVABILITY o onoccnccnnncnncconncnnnnncnnaconaconoconnonnnncn nono naco nnnnnnoncnannns 38,374 38,374 
7 06021224 TRACTOR HIP ee Rea Teen eT wer Fe rT 6,879 6,879 
8 0602211A AVIATION TECHNOLOGY oaeee 56,884 56,884 
9 0602270A ELECTRONIC WARFARE TECHNOLOGY 19,243 19,243 
10 06023034 MISSILE TECHNOLOGY ioccoccnnccnnccnnicnnncons 45,053 45,053 
11 06023074 ADVANCED WEAPONS TECHNOLOGY ........ 29,428 29,428 
12 0602308A ADVANCED CONCEPTS AND SIMULATION onsin 27,862 27,862 
13 0602601A COMBAT VEHICLE AND AUTOMOTIVE TECHNOLOGY . ate 68,839 68,839 
14 0602618A BALGISTIAG TECHNOLOGY di cay ude eng beso eens pda bade bab) daa Ai ia Geb wade oa 92,801 92,801 
15 0602622A CHEMICAL, SMOKE AND EQUIPMENT DEFEATING TECHNOLOGY inonccnccnconconcnncnncnnnnnccnacnnnnos 3,866 3,866 
16 0602623A JOINT SERVICE SMALL ARMS PROGRAM ..........ccccccceccneeceeeeeeeeeeees 5,487 5,487 
17 0602624A WEAPONS AND MUNITIONS TECHNOLOGY .. 48,340 48,340 
18 06027054 ELECTRONIAG AND ELECTRONIC DEVICES ses 55,301 55,301 
19 06027094 NIGHT VISION: TECHNOLOGY iii A eS i 33,807 33,807 
20 06027124 COUNTER MINE SYSTEM ŞS st a a ia ie oh dareeaina iiai 25,068 25,068 
21 06027164 HUMAN FACTORS ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY .. 23,681 23,681 
22 06027204 ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY TECHNOLOGY siseses 20,850 20,850 
23 0602782A COMMAND, CONTROL, COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGY 36,160 36,160 
24 0602783A COMPUTER AND SOFTWARE TECHNOLOGY ... 12,656 12,656 
25 06027844 MILITARY ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY ................ 63,409 63,409 
26 0602785A MANPOWER/PERSONNEL/TRAINING TECHNOLOGY 24,735 24,735 
27 06027864 WARFIGHTER TECHNOLOGY cncocccnccnnncnnncnnnnnnnannnncnnnos 35,795 35,795 
28 0602787A MBDICAL' TECHNOLOGY to a ceed 76,853 76,853 
SUBTOTAL, APPLIED RESEARCH ....0............c. cece cece cece cece cence eee e nee e eee e cea n cence deena eet ee ean eed eed eete ee 879,685 879,685 
ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 
29 0603001A WARFIGHTER ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY ........cccceccssccsscccssccesccesscneccussecesecesccesseneseneseeesseesseenees 46,973 46,973 
30 06030024 MEDICAL: ADVANCED: TECHNOLOGY vices scscesscccnenstesetasnodaysseneseneaeepaguawsbe svadevasnabs las crea des agas 69,584 69,584 
31 06030034 AVIATION ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY coocccoccnnccnnncnnncnnnnono 89,736 89,736 
32 06030044 WEAPONS AND MUNITIONS ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY ................ 57,663 57,663 
33 06030054 COMBAT VEHICLE AND AUTOMOTIVE ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 113,071 113,071 
34 06030064 SPACE APPLICATION ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY cnncccnncnnccnnncnnnacnnacnnannnos 5,554 5,554 
35 06030074 MANPOWER, PERSONNEL AND TRAINING ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 12,636 12,636 
37 06030094 TRACTOR:HIK ac Rie nares cates eguataya e tsude vac iid a oave@iows aauae a e Ai 7,502 7,502 
38 0603015A NEXT GENERATION TRAINING & SIMULATION SYSTEMS ies 17,425 17,425 
39 0603020A TRACTOR ROSH tl AR se ip traced oie beanies AA A in a cits gv Ea ia NEEE do eee gens gta 11,912 11,912 
40 0603125A COMBATING TERRORISM—TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT. cincoccnccnccnccnccnncnncncnnanncnncnncnncnncnnnnns 27,520 27,520 
41 06031304 TRACTOR ALÍ a A A AA dei aes A A A cias 2,381 2,381 
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E Program FY 2016 Senate 
Line Element Item Request Authorized 
42 0603131A TRACTOR HG GS vss susdte tas dekecsw acacia dentales] uals sie ua s See esa USGA wag saat ba gam ENG wie A EE SNA wR ideas isis 2,431 2,431 
43 06032704 ELECTRONIC WARFARE TECHNOLOGY ................. 26,874 26,874 
44 0603313A MISSILE AND ROCKET ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY . 49,449 49,449 


45 06033224. TRACTOR CAGE veecccccccescssesessessesessessesessesessesucsvssesseseesssesessesvesesnesessens E 10,999 10,999 


46 0603461A HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING MODERNIZATION PROGRAM . 177,159 167,159 
Encourage use of commercial technology .......esesessssesesessesesessesesessesese [-10,000] 
47 06036064 LANDMINE WARFARE AND BARRIER ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY . 13,993 13,993 


48 0603607A JOINT SERVICE SMALL ARMS PROGRAM ooooccccnnocccnnnccnnnnnccnnnnaronnnos oat 5,105 5,105 
49 0603710A NIGHT VISION ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY inncccnnoccnnnocccnanocancnnonannn 40,929 40,929 
50 0603728A ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRATIONS . Fui 10,727 10,727 
51 0603734A MILITARY ENGINEERING ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY conocccccnncccnonoccnnnnicnnnnos Ses 20,145 20,145 


52 0603772A ADVANCED TACTICAL COMPUTER SCIENCE AND SENSOR TECHNOLOGY 38,163 38,163 
53 0603794A C3: ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY Creeis eaae EAEL Aie ENPA aro AEE NASE on 37,816 37,816 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT .................0ccccccceeccececeeeceeeeeeeeaeeeaeeenees 895,747 885,747 
ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT € PROTOTYPES 
54 0603305A ARMY MISSLE DEFENSE SYSTEMS INTEGRATION cooccnccnccnccncnncnncnnccnconcnnacncnnnnnncnncnacnncnncnnnnnes 10,347 10,347 
55 06033084 ARMY SPACE SYSTEMS INTEGRATION ©. dal 25,061 25,061 
56 06036194 LANDMINE WARFARE AND BARRIER—ADV DEV ceee tas 49,636 49,636 
57 0603627A SMOKE, OBSCURANT AND TARGET DEFEATING SYS-ADV DEV ee 13,426 13,426 
58 0603639A TANK AND MEDIUM CALIBER AMMUNITION oseese vis 46,749 46,749 
60 0603747A SOLDIER SUPPORT AND SURVIVABILITY ©. a 6,258 6,258 
61 0603766A TACTICAL ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM—ADV DEV coocccccnccnccncnnccncnncnnncnacnnannnnnnnnos 13,472 13,472 
62 0603774A NIGHT VISION SYSTEMS ADVANCED DEVELOPMENT ............ccceccecceeceeceeeeeeecueceeeneeneeaeeneenees 7,292 7,292 
63 0608779A ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY TECHNOLOGY—DEM/VAL .. edt 8,813 8,813 
65 06087904 NATO RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT .............. cee a 6,075 6,075 
67 0603804A LOGISTIAG AND ENGINEER EQUIPMENT—ADV DEV 21,233 21,233 
68 0603807A MEDICAL SYSTEMS—ADV DEV Soe 31,962 31,962 
69 0603827A SOLDIER SYSTEMS—ADVANCED DEVELOPME A e 22,194 22,194 
71 06041004 ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES eree ee 9,805 9,805 
72 0604115A TECHNOLOGY MATURATION INITIATIVES eee ae 40,917 40,917 
73 0604120A ASSURED POSITIONING, NAVIGATION AND TIMING (PNT) cocccccnccnccnconcnncnncnncnnncnacnncnonnncnannnos 30,058 30,058 
74 0604319A INDIRECT FIRE PROTECTION CAPABILITY INCREMENT 2-INTERCEPT (IFPC2) ................ 155,361 155,361 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT € PROTOTYPES ....................::cceeeeeee 498,659 498,659 
SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT & DEMONSTRATION 
76 0604201A ATRORAFTAVIONIAG cuence ier ore oia ERE a ATTE RUE Ea OTEA TARE E ssmivesyareceassdevasgawe kes uae 12,939 12,939 
78 0604270A ELECTRONIC WARFARE DEVELOPMENT ai 18,843 18,843 
79 0604280A JOINT TACTICAL: RADIO .icscsinnssscvansasesdyseecocessstedesorandenee este ea 9,861 9,861 
80 0604290A MID-TIER NETWORKING VEHICULAR RADIO (MNVR) . sak 8,763 8,763 
81 0604321A ALL SOURCE ANALYSIS SYSTEM ....esesssssesseseosescsessoscsesesecscseseesescseosoecssscososcseaeosescsesseseseseereeoss 4,309 4,309 
82 0604328A TRACTOR: CAGE sroti eiiie EEr Ee E A E it TA A 15,138 15,138 
83 0604601A INFANTRY SUPPORT WEAPONS Or 74,128 76,628 
Transfer from WTCV ................ hve [2,500] 
85 0604611A JAVELIN yisiai fuscate ste sateatuee oe 3,945 3,945 
87 0604633A ATR TRAB EPIC: CONTROL russia inner da snags Puedes es lisas pelas 10,076 10,076 
88 0604641A TACTICAL UNMANNED GROUND VEHICLE (TUGV) coccoccnccncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnconcnnncnncnncnncnacnncnnnnnes 40,374 40,374 
89 0604710A NIGHT VISION SYSTEMS—ENG DEV seee nh 67,582 67,582 
90 0604713A COMBAT FEEDING, CLOTHING, AND EQUIPMENT 1,763 1,763 
91 0604715A NON-SYSTEM TRAINING DEVICES—ENG DEV 27,155 27,155 
92 0604741A AIR DEFENSE COMMAND, CONTROL AND INTELLIGENCE—ENG DEV 24,569 24,569 


93 06047424 CONSTRUCTIVE SIMULATION SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT ......c.- a 23.364 23,364 


94 06047464 AUTOMATIC TEST EQUIPMENT DEVELOPMENT ...............0085 8,960 8,960 
95 0604760A DISTRIBUTIVE INTERACTIVE SIMULATIONS (DIS)—ENG DEV os 9,138 9,138 
96 06047804 COMBINED ARMS TACTICAL TRAINER (CATT) CORE ooocccnccnnccnncconaconnnnnnncnnncnnacnnncnnnccnnncnnncnnass 21,622 21,622 
97 0604798A BRIGADE ANALYSIS, INTEGRATION AND EVALUATION cccooccnocnnoconncnnnccnnocnncnnacnnnnnnnncnnncnnnoos 99,242 99,242 
98 0604802A WEAPONS AND MUNITIONS—ENG DEV aeee ae 21,379 21,379 
99 0604804A LOGISTIAG AND ENGINEER EQUIPMENT—ENG DEV .............00088 ae 48,339 48,339 
100 0604805A COMMAND, CONTROL, COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS—ENG DEV oaeee 2,726 2,726 
101 0604807A MEDICAL MATERIEL/MEDICAL BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE EQUIPMENT—ENG DEV . ive 45,412 45,412 
102 0604808A LANDMINE WARFARE/BARRIER—ENG DEV coccccccncncnnnncncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnononcnnnncncnnannnnos wed 55,215 55,215 
104 0604818A 163,643 163,643 
105 06048204 12,309 12,309 
106 06048224 15,700 15,700 
107 06048234 6,243 6,243 
108 06048274 18,776 18,776 
109 06048544 me 1,953 1,953 
110 06050134 INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT codoccncncnnoncncnnoncncnnononcnnononnnnononnnnononnnnrncnnnnrncnnnros 67,358 67,358 
111 06050184 INTEGRATED PERSONNEL AND PAY SYSTEM-ARMY (IPPS-A) cooccnoccnncnnnocnnacnnnconnnnnncnnnacnnaoos 136,011 86,011 
Restructule Progra cissisericerdcciaesscaiiesdecsiecectseceddesadencsteede cde cenets [-50,000] 

112 0605028A ARMORED MULTI-PURPOSE VEHICLE (AMPV) . 230,210 230,210 
113 06050304 JOINT TACTICAL NETWORK CENTER (JTNC) . 13,357 13,357 
114 06050314 JOINT TACTICAL NETWORK (JTN) .. 18,055 18,055 


115 0605032A TRACTOR TIRE veecccccssescssescsssssescsseseesessesessessesessestssessesee C 5,677 5,677 


116 0605035A COMMON INFRARED COUNTERMEASURES (CIRCM) . 77,570 101,570 
Army UPL for AH-64 ASE development. ...................0068 bes [24,000] 
117 0605051A AIRCRAFT SURVIVABILITY DEVELOPMENT 2.0.0... cece rariss a ariaa Ea aiaia aiiiar 18,112 78,112 
Army UPL for AH-64 ASE development. ............cccccececsecscsececscececseeececsceeceeseeececseeeceeseeeeseseeeesenes [60,000] 


118 06053504 WIN-T INCREMENT 3—FULL NETWORKING cccoooccncnncccnnnnocnnonoconnnnoconnonononnnnoccnnnnoncnnnccncnnancnnnnanos 39,700 39,700 
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SEC. 4201. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


E Program FY 2016 Senate 
Line Element Item Request Authorized 
119 06053804 AMF JOINT TACTICAL RADIO SYSTEM (JTRS) escocia rondar A a ARA ERA 12,987 6,155 
Only for SALT program ois aanika aart a Ra [-6,832] 
120 06054504 JOINT AIR-TO-GROUND MISSILE (JAGM) 88,866 88,866 
121 0605456A PACIMSE MISSILE lniane tits dentada cid de 2,272 2,272 
122 0605457A ARMY INTEGRATED AIR AND MISSILE DEFENSE (AIAMD) ... 214,099 214,099 
123 0605625A MANNED GROUND VEHICLE 2.0.0... cece ceccceecceeeceeceeeeeaeeeneeenes 49,247 49,247 
124 0605626A AERIAL COMMON SENSOR  .............::eeceeeeeeeeeeeeee Me 2 2 
125 06057664 NATIONAL CAPABILITIES INTEGRATION (MIP) ooococncnccncncnnononcnnononcnnonononnnno pasisir is erida ieia isaret 10,599 10,599 
126 06058124 JOINT LIGHT TACTICAL VEHICLE (JLTV) ENGINEERING AND MANUFACTURING DE- 
VELOPMENT PH A bit veh ues va a aaar wend body <ndawinsedeniys alae) e sedis see aea are n 32,486 32,486 
127 06058304 AVIATION GROUND SUPPORT EQUIPMENT .... 8,880 8,880 
128 02106094 PALADIN INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT (PIM) 152,288 152,288 
129 03030324 TROJAN—RHIZ ein ii api diia 5,022 5,022 
130 03042704 ELECTRONIC WARFARE DEVELOPMENT nsssisiiritass toral ete ere daa dadas 12,686 12,686 
SUBTOTAL, SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT € DEMONSTRATION cooooccoccnncconoconnonnnocnnocnnncnnncnnncnnnncnnos 2,068,950 2,098,618 
RDT&E MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 
131 06042564 THREAT SIMULATOR DEVELOPMENT ............cccccccecsececeecececeeneceenenecseseceeseeeeeeeeeeeeseeeaeeseneaeeees 20,035 20,035 
132 06042584 TARGET SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT ... 16,684 16,684 
133 06047594 MAJOR T&E INVESTMENT ............ 62,580 62,580 
134 06051034 RAND ARROYO CENTER ........ 20,853 20,853 
135 06053014 ARMY KWAJALEIN ATOLL ©oa 205,145 205,145 
136 06053264 CONCEPTS EXPERIMENTATION PROGRAM .0......ccccccecccecccnecceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeae cena eeeaeeeeeeeeeeaeeenees 19,430 19,430 
138 06056014 ARMY TEST RANGES. AND FACILITIES 1000 dai eiii dae 277,646 277,646 
139 0605602A ARMY TECHNICAL TEST INSTRUMENTATION AND TARGETS . 51,550 51,550 
140 0605604A SURVIVABILITY/LETHALITY ANALYSIS ...... ec cceeceeeeteeeeeees 33,246 33,246 
141 06056064 AIRCRAFT CERTIFICATION cooccoocnnonnnoconnconoccnnoconaronanonnnono 4,760 4,760 
142 06057024 METEOROLOGICAL SUPPORT TO RDT&E ACTIVITIES ... 8,303 8,303 
143 06057064 MATERIEL SYSTEMS ANALYSIS coccooccnoccnncnnnicnnaconaconacono 20,403 20,403 
144 06057094 EXPLOITATION OF FOREIGN ITEMS .... 10,396 10,396 
145 06057124 SUPPORT OF OPERATIONAL TESTING. 49,337 49,337 
146 0605716A ARMY EVALUATION CENTER a is is 52,694 52,694 
147 06057184 ARMY MODELING é SIM X-CMD COLLABORATION & INTEG cooccooccnncnnncnnnconnncnnncnnncnnncnnnrononono 938 938 
148 06058014 PROGRAMWIDE ACTIVITIES coccooccnnccnnccnnocnncconaconnnnnnaconacnnanonananos 60,319 60,319 
149 06058034 TECHNICAL INFORMATION ACTIVITIES c.ooccocccnccnnnconacnonncnnnnaconaconanono 28,478 28,478 
150 0605805A MUNITIONS STANDARDIZATION, EFFECTIVENESS AND SAFETY 32,604 24,604 
Under execution of prior year funds .........sssssessssesesesossesesoesesesees [8,000] 
151 06058574 ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY TECHNOLOGY MGMT SUPPORT 3,186 3,186 
152 06058984 MANAGEMENT HQ—R8D aire ria ia hd 48,955 48,955 
SUBTOTAL, RDT&E MANAGEMENT SUPPORT ...0............0cccccccceccceeeceeeceeeene een eeeeeecaeeeaeeeneeeneeenees 1,027,542 1,019,542 
OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 
154 0603778A MLRS PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM .......ccccecccceccneecceeceeeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeaeeese ees eeeeeeeeeeeanees 18,397 18,397 
155 0603813A TRACTOR, PULL. nani dt asas 9,461 9,461 
156 06071314 WEAPONS AND MUNITIONS PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMS 4,945 4,945 
157 06071334 TRACTOR SMOK Aca 7,569 7,569 
158 06071354 APACHE PRODUCT IMPROVEME PROGRAM ......... 69,862 69,862 
159 06071364 BLACKHAWK PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM . 66,653 66,653 
160 06071374 CHINOOK PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM ........ 37,407 37,407 
161 06071384 FIXED WING PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 1,151 1,151 
162 06071394 IMPROVED TURBINE ENGINE PROGRAM .. 51,164 51,164 
163 06071404 EMERGING TECHNOLOGIES FROM NIE ... 2,481 2,481 
164 06071414 LOGISTIAG AUTOMATION „oaaae 1,673 1,673 
166 06076654 FAMILY OF BIOMETRIAG ............. 13,237 13,237 
167 0607865A PATRIOT PRODUCT. IMPROVEMENT cea 105,816 105,816 
169 02024294 AEROSTAT JOINT PROJECT—COCOM EXERCISE ccccocccnccnnccnnocnnccnnanonnonnnocnnocnnncnnncnnnorcnacnncnnaoos 40,565 40,565 
171 02037284 JOINT AUTOMATED DEEP OPERATION COORDINATION SYSTEM (JADOAG) 35,719 35,719 
172 02037354 COMBAT VEHICLE IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMS cococccnccnnocnnncnnncnnnnnnnaccnacnnncnnannnos 257,167 297,167 
Stryker modification and improvement ........... [40,000] 
173 02037404 MANEUVER CONTROL SYSTEM ooooccnocnnccnnncnnnacnnaconaconncnnnncnnacnnnss 15,445 15,445 
175 02037524 AIRCRAFT ENGINE COMPONENT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 364 364 
176 02037584 DIGITIZATION and dicas 4,361 4,361 
177 0203801A MISSILE/AIR DEFENSE PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM . be 3,154 3,154 
178 0203802A OTHER MISSILE PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMS 2.00... ..cccececsccececnececeeneeeeeeneeeeeeaeeseenees 35,951 35,951 
179 0203808A TRACTOR CARD ar A cmt caicedpota se void on a 34,686 34,686 
180 0205402A INTEGRATED BASE DEFENSE—OPERATIONAL SYSTEM DEV . 10,750 10,750 
181 02054104 MATERIALS HANDLING EQUIPMENT coocccoccnnccnnccnnnconaconncnnnacnnnos Ne 402 402 
183 0205456A LOWER TIER AIR AND MISSILE DEFENSE (AMD) SYSTEM 2.0.0... ccc cccecececeeeeneeeeseeeeeeeeeee 64,159 64,159 
184 0205778A GUIDED MULTIPLE-LAUNCH ROCKET SYSTEM (GMLRS) ....ssssssssesessssesesossesesossesesossesesossesee 17,527 17,527 
185 02080534 JOINT TACTICAL GROUND SYSTEM cooccoccnnccnnoconicnnnnnnnnnnnos 20,515 20,515 
187 0303028A SECURITY AND INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES ..... 12,368 12,368 
188 03031404 INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM 31,154 31,154 
189 03031414 GLOBAL COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM ........... 12,274 12,274 
190 03031424 SATCOM GROUND ENVIRONMENT (SPACE) .............::06 9,355 9,355 
191 03031504 WWMCAG/GLOBAL COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEM .. 7,053 7,053 
193 03051794 INTEGRATED BROADCAST SERVICE (IBS) seess wae 750 750 
194 0305204A TACTICAL UNMANNED AERIAL VEHICLES .........ccceecccsccsececesccesecesccnsccnssenesenesscescenscensseneseeusees 13,225 13,225 
195 03052064 AIRBORNE RECONNAISSANCE SYSTEMS .........cccceccseccscccesccesccesscnsccnssenesenescescenseenesenesseessensees 22,870 22,870 
196 0305208A DISTRIBUTED COMMON GROUND/SURFACE SYSTEMS coccccconcnnnnoncnnononcnnononcnnononnnnnncnnnnnncnnnnnns 25,592 25,592 
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(In Thousands of Dollars) 


6 Program FY 2016 Senate 
Line Element Item Request Authorized 
199 0305233A RO TUA V cc taneucase a aE chiledabeapedaes edad dado caw ead anudedd alaned sudan deusicgdad SEARE sean an'ad eat ang solis caos 7,297 7,297 
201 0310349A WIN-T INCREMENT 2—INITIAL NETWORKING .............. 3,800 3,800 
202 07080454 END ITEM INDUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS ACTIVITIES 48,442 48,442 
9999999999 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS aeiiaaie iEn Asea N EnaA SEEEN iS 4,536 4,536 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT .. 1,129,297 1,169,297 
TOTAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, ARMY .................ccccccceeccceeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneees 6,924,959 7,016,627 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST & EVAL, NAVY 
BASIC RESEARCH 
1 06011083N UNIVERSITY RESEARCH INITIATIVES arrore rnei e r ae a E A rE E EAEE ais 116,196 116,196 
2 0601152N IN-HOUSE LABORATORY INDEPENDENT RESEARCH 19,126 19,126 
3 06011583N DEFENSE RESEARCH SCIENCES cccoccncnncnnccncnnccncnnanncnnos er 451,606 506,606 
Basic research program increase: aisscisiccccadecorcatagcdssdedeecedsgeecsd sacecsd aS CAAA EELA ETI NNE iania [55,000] 
SUBTOTAL, BASIC RESEARCH ...0............cccceccceccc eee ee eee nn eee e eee een e een e eed n een eed ceca E esa e Ea eed eet Eee EES 586,928 641,928 
APPLIED RESEARCH 
4 0602114N POWER PROJECTION APPLIED RESEARCH herriren cee cece eecneceeceeceeeeecuecnecaeeneeaeeaeeueeaecaeeneenes 68,723 68,723 
5 0602123N FORCE PROTECTION APPLIED RESEARCH ........ 154,963 154,963 
6 0602131M MARINE CORPS LANDING FORCE TECHNOLOGY 49,001 49,001 
7 0602235N COMMON PICTURE APPLIED RESEARCH ................... 42,551 42,551 
8 0602236N WARFIGHTER SUSTAINMENT APPLIED RESEARCH ... 45,056 45,056 
9 0602271N ELECTROMAGNETIC SYSTEMS APPLIED RESEARCH concccccnccnccncnnccnconncnnnnacnncnncnncnnnnnrnncnnrnnanns 115,051 115,051 
10 0602435N OCEAN WARFIGHTING ENVIRONMENT APPLIED RESEARCH cocccccccncnnccnccnacnnanccnnnnacnncnannnonos 42,252 42,252 
11 0602651M JOINT NON-LETHAL WEAPONS APPLIED RESEARCH ............ 6,119 6,119 
12 0602747N UNDERSEA WARFARE APPLIED RESEARCH ................ 123,750 142,350 
Accelerate undersea warfare research ............cecseeeceee sees [18,600] 
18 0602750N FUTURE NAVAL CAPABILITIES APPLIED RESEARCH ........... 179,686 179,686 
14 0602782N MINE AND EXPEDITIONARY WARFARE APPLIED RESEARCH . us 37,418 37,418 
SUBTOTAL, APPLIED RESEARCH occoocccnccnncconccnnncnnnncnnnonnncn nro nono nnncnnnrnnnrnnnrnnnrnnnnrnnnrnnncnnnannaninnss 864,570 883,170 
ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 
15 0603114N POWER PROJECTION ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY conccnccncnncnncnncnnccncnnnnnnnnncnncnnrnncnncnnannrnncnncnncnnanns 37,093 37,093 
16 0603123N FORCE PROTECTION ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY .................. 38,044 38,044 
17 0603271N ELECTROMAGNETIC SYSTEMS ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY ... 34,899 34,899 
18 0603640M USMC ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRATION (ATD) ....... 137,562 137,562 
19 0603651M JOINT NON-LETHAL WEAPONS TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT .. 12,745 12,745 
20 0603673N FUTURE NAVAL CAPABILITIES ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 258,860 248,860 
Capable manpower, enablers, and sea basing .......s.esessssssesssessesesessesesossesesessesesesse [-10,000] 
21 0603680N MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM ................ 57,074 57,074 
22 0603729N WARFIGHTER PROTECTION ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY cnconccncnnconcnncnncnnacncnnnanncnncnncnacnncnnnnnnnnos 4,807 4,807 
23 0603747N UNDERSEA WARFARE ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY cncccccnccnccncnncnncnncnnnnncnnnnnonnncnno nr nar nacnncnncnnnnnos 13,748 13,748 
24 0603758N NAVY WARFIGHTING EXPERIMENTS AND DEMONSTRATIONS ....... 66,041 66,041 
25 0603782N MINE AND EXPEDITIONARY WARFARE ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY . san 1,991 1,991 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT .................0ccccccceeccecceeeeceeeeueeeaeeeaeeenees 662,864 652,864 
ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT & PROTOTYPES 
26 0603207N ATR/OCEAN TACTICAL APPLICATIONS 1... ....ccecceccssssscsscsscscescescnscscoscascescascosceseseceseetsnssassoseunes 41,832 41,832 
27 0603216N 5,404 5,404 
28 0603237N 3,086 3,086 
29 0603251N 11,643 11,643 
30 0603254N 5,555 5,555 
31 0603261N 3,087 3,087 
32 0603382N 1,636 1,636 
33 0603502N SURFACE AND SHALLOW WATER MINE COUNTERMEASURES ccccccnccncnncnncnnccncnnccnncnnnnannncninns 118,588 118,588 
34 0603506N SURFACE SHIP TORPEDO DEFENSE ‘sass ccassavcavesesaiccessaascegs ods decsveseegsanvewseecpitedescseneve dees necesa aida 77,385 77,385 
35 0603512N CARRIER SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT . 8,348 8,348 
36 0603525N PILOT FISH A cedsteacomsesceaaee 123,246 123,246 
37 0603527N RETRACT LARCH .. 28,819 28,819 
38 0603536N RETRACT JUNIPER ........... 112,678 112,678 
39 0603542N RADIOLOGICAL CONTROL 710 710 
40 0603553N SURFACE ASW volscsiscaseiveshvoarseasteneshsanasabiedscescunadvocuiaats 1,096 1,096 
41 0603561N ADVANCED SUBMARINE SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT ..... bad 87,160 98,160 
Accelerate unmanned underwater vehicle development ......essssssesessssesesossesesossesesossesesessesesossssee [11,000] 
42 0603562N SUBMARINE TACTICAL WARFARE SYSTEMS 00... ceccecceecnec eee eeeecaeeuecueceeceeeeeeaeeneeueeneees 10,371 10,371 
43 0603563N SHIP CONCEPT ADVANCED DESIGN coccoccoccncnncnncnncnncnnons 11,888 11,888 
44 0603564N SHIP PRELIMINARY DESIGN € FEASIBILITY STUDIES . sas 4,332 4,332 
45 0603570N ADVANCED NUCLEAR POWER SYSTEMS cocooccoccnccncnncnncnncnnconconcnnno non nor nor nro nor nor nnrnnrnnr nac ncnnannnnnos 482,040 482,040 
46 0603573N ADVANCED SURFACE MACHINERY SYSTEMS o.occnccnccnccncnncnncnncnncnnno noc non nac nncnnannrnnrnnrnnrnnrnncnnnnnss 25,904 25,904 
47 0603576N CHALK EAGLE 4: vai oa licitante do igiri t EEE TEES 511,802 511,802 
48 0603581N LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP (LAG) . 118,416 118,416 
49 0603582N COMBAT SYSTEM INTEGRATION 35,901 35,901 
50 0603595N OHIO REPLACEMENT ..... 971,393 971,393 
51 0603596N LAG MISSION MODULES ......... eee eeees 206,149 206,149 
52 0603597N AUTOMATED TEST AND RE-TEST (ATRT) 8,000 8,000 
53 0603609N CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS ecese 7,678 7,678 
54 0603611M MARINE: CORPS: ASSAULT VEHICLES onicccessaceuasesiisoss sciecaae sais dnd AKTER ARA AR sad 219,082 219,082 
55 0603635M MARINE CORPS GROUND COMBAT/SUPPORT SYSTEM conccnccncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnncnncnnc nac nncnncnnnnnes 623 623 
56 0603654N JOINT SERVICE EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DEVELOPMENT cococccnccncnnconcnnacncnnocnnonnnnncnnccncnncnnanos 18,260 18,260 
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57 0603658N COOPERATIVE ENGAGEMENT esco scusednesataca edito oa nead avi uedeu vciiaad OC UEFE ade reee Airis 76,247 76,247 
58 0603713N OCEAN ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 4,520 4,520 
59 0603721N ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION cocccccnccnconcnncnncnncnnccncnnanns 20,711 20,711 
60 0603724N NAVY ENERGY PROGRAM ....... 47,761 47,761 
61 0603725N FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT . 5,226 5,226 
62 0603734N CHALK CORAL cocoocccccncnncnncnncnncnannns 182,771 182,771 
63 0603739N NAVY LOGISTIC PRODUCTIVITY 3,866 3,866 
64 0603746N RETRACT MAPLE eee 360,065 360,065 
65 0603748N LINK PLUMERIA . 237,416 237,416 
66 0603751N RETRACT ELM .... 37,944 37,944 
67 0603764N LINK EVERGREEN  ...... 47,312 47,312 
68 0603787N SPECIAL PROCESSES c0occcccnccncnncnncnncnncnnos 17,408 17,408 
69 0603790N NATO RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 9,359 9,359 
70 0608795N LAND ATTACK TECHNOLOGY side iria todas dor dai 887 887 
71 0603851M JOINT NON-LETHAL WEAPONS TESTING oooccnoccnoconnccnnocnnononocnnnonnnocnnocnnnronrnnnnr nac nnarnnnronarannnnnnos 29,448 29,448 
72 0603860N JOINT PRECISION APPROACH AND LANDING SYSTEMS—DEM/VAL 91,479 91,479 
73 0603925N DIRECTED ENERGY AND ELECTRIC WEAPON SYSTEMS nece 67,360 67,360 
74 0604112N GERALD R. FORD CLASS NUCLEAR AIRCRAFT CARRIER (CVN 78—80) 48,105 127,205 
Full ship shock trials for CVN-%8 ............. [79,100] 
75 0604122N REMOTE MINEHUNTING SYSTEM (RMS) 20.0... cece cecceec eee eeeeeee eee eeeeeueeneeeeeneeeenes 20,089 20,089 
76 0604272N TACTICAL AIR DIRECTIONAL INFRARED COUNTERMEASURES (TADIRCM) 18,969 18,969 
77 0604279N ASE SELF-PROTECTION OPTIMIZATION cooccoocnnocnncconccnnnocnnacnnncnnncnnncnnnaccnacnnncnnoss 7,874 7,874 
78 0604292N WTA PP de'c daaaubatncnaeedenysedapane classes saasesatonsiviverusadltadsieavad teu EEE wedbarateasduavoabarinensiaqvadiaa ive pica ver 5,298 5,298 
79 0604454N TR PY, sched E A calc ben eed Sod Ged SORT IN 46,486 75,486 
Accelerate TX CR). iscseccedesecetescda cusses casi ii [29,000] 
80 0604653N JOINT COUNTER RADIO CONTROLLED IED ELECTRONIC WARFARE (JCREW) as 3,817 3,817 
81 0604659N PRECISION STRIKE WEAPONS DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ooocccoccnnccnnocnnncnnacnnncnnnncnnncnnncnnacinnss 9,595 9,595 
82 0604707N SPACE AND ELECTRONIC WARFARE (SEW) ARCHITECTURE/ENGINEERING SUPPORT .... 29,581 29,581 
83 0604786N OFFENSIVE ANTI-SURFACE WARFARE WEAPON DEVELOPMENT cooccooccnncnnncnnncnnnncnnncnnacnnnss 285,849 285,849 

84 0605812M JOINT LIGHT TACTICAL VEHICLE (JLTV) ENGINEERING AND MANUFACTURING DE- 
VELOPMENT PH risa RA dd Aaa 36,656 36,656 
85 0303354N ASW SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT-MIP .0.......cccccecccecccceceneccceeeceeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeneees 9,835 9,835 
86 0304270N ELECTRONIC WARFARE DEVELOPMENT —MIP. 0.0... eeccecceecneceeceeenecneeneeneeneeeeeaeeaeeaeeneeneenee 580 580 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT € PROTOTYPES ....................:0:c:eeeeeee 5,024,626 5,143,726 

SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT & DEMONSTRATION 

87 0603208N TRAINING SYSTEM AIRCRAFT .. 21,708 21,708 
88 0604212N OTHER HELO DEVELOPMENT . 11,101 11,101 
89 0604214N AV-8B AIRCRAFT—ENG DEV .... 39,878 39,878 
90 0604215N STANDARDS DEVELOPMENT cocooccnccncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnnos bit 53,059 53,059 
91 0604216N MULTI-MISSION HELICOPTER UPGRADE DEVELOPMENT coccooccnccnnncnnnccnnocnnncnnncnnnnnnnacnnacnnncos 21,358 21,358 
92 0604218N ATR/OCEAN EQUIPMENT ENGINEERING .........cccccesccssccessenesccesccesccusscneseneseceseensenscenesenessensseneees 4,515 4,515 
93 0604221N P-3 MODERNIZATION PROGRAM ........... 1,514 1,514 
94 0604230N WARFARE SUPPORT SYSTEM .... 5,875 5,875 
95 0604231N TACTICAL COMMAND SYSTEM 81,553 81,553 
96 0604234N ADVANCED HAWKEYE .............. 272,149 272,149 
97 0604245N H-1 UPGRADES ........... eee 27,235 27,235 
98 0604261N ACOUSTIC SEARCH SENSORS 35,763 35,763 
99 0604262N MEDIA E ce cdinh ti ciones died 87,918 87,918 
100 0604264N ATR CREW SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 12,679 12,679 
101 0604269N MATO 6 soled chia ed ecaes aie co LEE O aa e 56,921 56,921 
102 0604270N ELECTRONIC WARFARE DEVELOPMENT 23,685 23,685 
103 0604273N EXECUTIVE HELO DEVELOPMENT .......... 507,093 507,093 
104 0604274N NEXT GENERATION JAMMER (NGUJ) coccoccnncnnnocnnocnnacnnacono i 411,767 411,767 
105 0604280N JOINT TACTICAL RADIO SYSTEM—NAVY (JTRS-NAVY) cnccnccnccnconcnnconccnncnccnacnnnnncnnonaconcnacnnonos 25,071 25,071 
106 0604307N SURFACE COMBATANT COMBAT SYSTEM ENGINEERING. 2.0.0... ceeceeceeceeceeeneeneeneeueeneens 443,433 443,433 
107 0604311N LPD-17 CLASS SYSTEMS INTEGRATION 747 747 
108 0604329N SMALL DIAMETER BOMB (SDB) ............... 97,002 97,002 
109 0604366N STANDARD MISSILE IMPROVEMENTS . 129,649 129,649 
110 0604373N AIRBORNE MCM tii dí aio incisos 11,647 11,647 

111 0604376M MARINE AIR GROUND TASK FORCE (MAGTF) ELECTRONIC WARFARE (EW) FOR AVIA- 
ADS A Means 2,778 2,778 
112 0604378N NAVAL INTEGRATED FIRE CONTROL—COUNTER AIR SYSTEMS ENGINEERING ............... 23,695 23,695 

113 0604404N UNMANNED CARRIER LAUNCHED AIRBORNE SURVEILLANCE AND STRIKE (UCLASS) 
POV TEM sais cvssaacedeceataveieascavbaneesncayenseastacessaeclebevasatunsagoes ie 134,708 0 
Excess FY15 funds buy down FY16 requirements . [134,708] 
114 0604501N ADVANCED ABOVE WATER SENSORS ............. 43,914 43,914 
115 0604503N SSN-688 AND TRIDENT MODERNIZATION cococcnccnccnccnccnccncnncononnncncnncrnocnocnnnnnrnnrnnr nr nar nnrnncnnccncnneos 109,908 109,908 
116 0604504N POTION AG Lease Seles O 57,928 57,928 
117 0604512N SHIPBOARD AVIATION SYSTEMS coccccoconccncnncnncnncnncnncnnono 120,217 120,217 
118 0604522N AIR AND MISSILE DEFENSE RADAR (AMDR) SYSTEM 241,754 241,754 
119 0604558N NEW DESIGN. SSN orere A ad 122,556 122,556 
120 0604562N SUBMARINE TACTICAL WARFARE SYSTEM eneren 48,213 60,213 
Accelerate submarine combat and weapon system modernization [12,000] 
121 0604567N SHIP CONTRACT DESIGN/ LIVE FIRE T&E coocooccncoccnccnnnccnnocnnacnnanos 49,712 49,712 
122 0604574N NAVY TACTICAL COMPUTER RESOURCES .. bag 4,096 4,096 
123 0604580N VIRGINIA PAYLOAD MODULE (VPM) sico an io apra tas 167,719 167,719 
124 0604601N ZVENTS MV ET INS, di id ds 15,122 15,122 
125 0604610N LIGHT WRIGHT TORPEDO DEVELOPMENT esa ala cadn idea 33,738 33,738 
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126 0604654N JOINT SERVICE EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DEVELOPMENT 20.0.0... cece ceeceeceeceeeecneeeeeneeneeneenes 8,123 8,123 
127 0604703N PERSONNEL, TRAINING, SIMULATION, AND HUMAN FACTORS . 7,686 7,686 
128 0604727N JOINT STANDOFF WEAPON SYSTEMS cooccocccnncnnncnnnonnnccnnacnnncnnnnono 405 405 
129 0604755N SHIP SELF DEFENSE (DETECT & CONTROL) .. 153,836 153,836 
130 0604756N SHIP SELF DEFENSE (ENGAGE: HARD KILL) . 99,619 99,619 
131 0604757N SHIP SELF DEFENSE (ENGAGE: SOFT KILL/EW) . 116,798 116,798 
132 0604761N INTELLIGENCE ENGINEERING c0coccoccnccncnncnncnncnnons 4,353 4,353 
133 0604771N MEDICAL DEVELOPMENT ........ 9,443 9,443 
134 0604777N NAVIGATION/ID SYSTEM oaeee 32,469 32,469 
135 0604800M JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER (JSF)—EMD ....... 537,901 525,401 
F-35B Block 4 development early to need . [412,500] 
136 0604800N JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER (JSF)—EMD ...... 504,736 492,236 
F-35C Block 4 development early to need .....ssssessssesessssesessssesesossesesosoesesosees Se [-12,500] 
137 0604810M JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER FOLLOW ON DEVELOPMENT—MARINE CORPS. eere 59,265 59,265 
138 0604810N JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER FOLLOW ON DEVELOPMENT —NAVY 0... ceec eee eec een eeneenteneenee 47,579 47,579 
139 0605013M INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT o.e 5,914 5,914 
140 0605013N INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT .. 89,711 89,711 
141 0605212N CH-53K RDTE: criticaba case 632,092 632,092 
142 0605220N SHIP TO SHORE CONNECTOR (SSC) .......... 7,778 7,778 
143 0605450N JOINT AIR-TO-GROUND MISSILE (JAGM) ........ 25,898 25,898 
144 0605500N MULTI-MISSION MARITIME AIRCRAFT (MMA) 247,929 247,929 
145 0204202N IBIBLE DO det coeascuwia ese T ae 103,199 103,199 
146 0304231N TACTICAL COMMAND SYSTEM —MUIP susciten drid iii 998 998 
147 0304785N TACTICAL CRYPTOLOGIC SYSTEMS coa a sti nhs 17,785 17,785 
148 0305124N SPECIAL APPLICATIONS PROGRAM ..........ccccseceeeeeeeeeeeee sa 35,905 35,905 
SUBTOTAL, SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT € DEMONSTRATION ....0...........0cccccccseccceeecneeeeeeeaeeeeeeeneee 6,308,800 6,161,092 
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 
149 0604256N THREAT SIMULATOR DEVELOPMENT cios 30,769 30,769 
150 0604258N TARGET SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT ... 112,606 112,606 
151 0604759N MAJOR TEE INVESTMENT sion kis 61,234 61,234 
152 0605126N JOINT THEATER AIR AND MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANIZATION coccoccnccnccncnncnncnncnncnnccnnonannnnnos 6,995 6,995 
153 0605152N STUDIES AND ANALYSIS SUPPORT—NAVY oo... ceccieccceccceecceeeceeeeeeneeeeeene cena cece eesaeeeeneeaeegeeeeaeeegs 4,011 4,011 
154 0605154N CENTER FOR NAVAL ANALYSES .............065 48,563 48,563 
155 0605285N NEXT GENERATION FIGHTER ............... 5,000 5,000 
157 0605804N TECHNICAL INFORMATION SERVICES cccccnccnccncnncnncnncnnccnncnnnns 925 925 
158 0605853N MANAGEMENT, TECHNICAL & INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT .. 78,143 78,143 
159 0605856N STRATEGIC TECHNICAL SUPPORT oii cscccisesscecerasncceeraersarsisieades 3,258 3,258 
160 0605861N RDT&E SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY MANAGEMENT 76,948 76,948 
161 0605863N RDT&E SHIP AND AIRCRAFT SUPPORT seese 132,122 132,122 
162 0605864N TEST AND EVALUATION SUPPORT vasc a late 351,912 351,912 
163 0605865N OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION CAPABILITY coccoccnccnccncnnccnconcnnncnccnacnonnnonnnnncnncnacnnanns 17,985 17,985 
164 0605866N NAVY SPACE AND ELECTRONIC WARFARE (SEW) SUPPORT 5,316 5,316 
165 0605867N SEW SURVEILLANCE/RECONNAISSANCE SUPPORT ............... 6,519 6,519 
166 0605873M MARINE CORPS PROGRAM WIDE SUPPORT ................ ak 13,649 13,649 
SUBTOTAL, MANAGEMENT SUPPORT ....0...........ccccceccceecceeeceeee ee eee eee eeee seen een eeeeeeseneeaeeeaeeeneeegees 955,955 955,955 
OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 
174 0101221N STRATEGIC SUB & WEAPONS SYSTEM SUPPORT coran sr casi catas 107,039 107,039 
175 0101224N SSBN SECURITY TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM ............. 46,506 46,506 
176 0101226N SUBMARINE ACOUSTIC WARFARE DEVELOPMENT . 3,900 4,700 
Accelerate combat rapid attack weapon .............. [800] 
177 0101402N NAVY STRATEGIC COMMUNICATIONS ...... 16,569 16,569 
178 0203761N RAPID TECHNOLOGY TRANSITION (RTT) . wed 18,632 18,632 
179 0204136N FATE BQUADRIN SiS 133,265 133,265 
181 0204163N FLEET TELECOMMUNICATIONS (TACTICAL) occoccnnccnnocnnononoconanonnoconocnnnnonoronnronnoronoconoronncananonnos 62,867 62,867 
182 0204228N SURFACE SUPPORT ai ea ias 36,045 36,045 
183 0204229N TOMAHAWK AND TOMAHAWK MISSION PLANNING CENTER (TMPC) . 25,228 25,228 
184 0204311N INTEGRATED SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM cooccnocnnocnnccnnnonnnocnnacnnncnnacnnnnnnnnons 54,218 54,218 
185 0204413N AMPHIBIOUS TACTICAL SUPPORT UNITS (DISPLACEMENT CRAFT) . 11,335 11,335 
186 0204460M GROUND/AIR TASK ORIENTED RADAR (G/ATOR) coocccoccnnccnnccnnncnnacannnnnnnos 80,129 80,129 
187 0204571N CONSOLIDATED TRAINING SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 39,087 39,087 
188 0204574N CRYPTOLOGIC DIRECT SUPPORT cocccoccnnicnnoconaconaconncnnnoss oe 1,915 1,915 
189 0204575N ELECTRONIC WARFARE (EW) READINESS SUPPORT 2.00... cece cece eee nee eeneeaeeneeaeeneeneeneenes 46,609 46,609 
190 0205601N PUA EM PV VLE INT o e 52,708 52,708 
191 0205604N TACTICAL DATA LINKS oooocccnccnnoconoconononnccnnnonnoss 149,997 149,997 
192 0205620N SURFACE ASW COMBAT SYSTEM INTEGRATIO ee 24,460 24,460 
193 0205632N IEE A ATI a A sk Gok be oe Coie bac dap bites EA a ORE A A de RRs era 42,206 47,706 
ACCelerate Or pedo UPA a A A Gleadds cued AANE a [5,500] 
194 0205633N AVIATION IMPROVEMENTS „o.ae 117,759 117,759 
195 0205675N OPERATIONAL NUCLEAR POWER SYSTEMS .. 101,323 101,323 
196 0206313M MARINE CORPS COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS neeese 67,763 67,763 
197 0206335M COMMON AVIATION COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEM (CAC28) .... 13,431 13,431 
198 0206623M MARINE CORPS GROUND COMBAT/SUPPORTING ARMS SYSTEMS .. 56,769 56,769 
199 0206624M MARINE CORPS COMBAT SERVICES SUPPORT cocnoccccccnnccnnccnnncnnannnns 20,729 20,729 
200 0206625M USMC INTELLIGENCE/ELEOCTRONIC WARFARE SYSTEMS (MIP). iss 18,152 13,152 
201 0206629M AMPHIBIOUS ASSAULT VERICDE 00 ito pad a ape a Rias 48,535 48,535 
202 0207161N TACTICAL ATA VISITES A e lets eii 76,016 76,016 
203 0207163N ADVANCED MEDIUM RANGE AIR-TO-AIR MISSILE (AMRAAM) coocccoccnnccnnncnnncnnaconnnnnnncnnncnnnoos 32,172 32,172 
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208 0303109N SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS (SPACE) sanos dr ais piso cuedcsacksansacisadsecuaswavewnadied 53,239 53,239 
209 0303138N CONSOLIDATED AFLOAT NETWORK ENTERPRISE SERVICES (CANES) 21,677 21,677 
210 0303140N INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM oocccoccnncnnnncnnacnnaconacananons 28,102 28,102 
211 0303150M WWMCAG/GLOBAL COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEM .............00.. 294 294 
213 0305160N NAVY METEOROLOGICAL AND OCEAN SENSORS-SPACE (METOC) .. 599 599 
214 0305192N MILITARY INTELLIGENCE PROGRAM (MIP) ACTIVITIES .............. 6,207 6,207 
215 0305204N TACTICAL UNMANNED AERIAL VEHICLES ..................... 8,550 8,550 
216 0305205N UAS INTEGRATION AND INTEROPERABILITY ............. 41,831 41,831 
217 0305208M DISTRIBUTED COMMON GROUND/SURFACE SYSTEMS .. 1,105 1,105 
218 0305208N DISTRIBUTED COMMON GROUND/SURFACE SYSTEMS .. 33,149 33,149 
219 0305220N ROF A A uly Seat enayadturs eae 227,188 227,188 
220 0305231N MQ-8 UAV 52,770 52,770 
221 0305232M RQ-11 UAV Aad 635 635 
222 0305233N ROM UAV sis tn iris da era dl wad add oa died epi 688 688 
223 0305234N SMALL (LEVEL 0) TACTICAL UAS (STUASLO) occcoccnnocnnoconononoconononnoconoronoronnconnnonnornnnronorennccnnocnns 4,647 4,647 
224 0305239M A eieh cate eve da nals ii a irie Ta dis dadeanteids eases 6,435 6,435 
225 0305241N MULTI-INTELLIGENCE SENSOR DEVELOPMENT ............ 49,145 49,145 
226 0305242M UNMANNED AERIAL SYSTEMS (UAS) PAYLOADS (MIP) 9,246 9,246 
227 0305421N RQ-4 MODERNIZATION oaiae 150,854 150,854 
228 0308601N MODELING AND SIMULATION SUPPORT 4,757 4,757 
229 0702207N DEPOT MAINTENANCE (NON-IF) .............5 24,185 24,185 
231 0708730N MARITIME TECHNOLOGY (MARITECH) a 4,321 4,321 
231A 9999999999 CLASSIFIED: PROGRAMS: ns din siii 1,252,185 1,252,185 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT ..................:cccceeccneceeeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeaeeeneeeneee 3,482,173 3,488,473 
TOTAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, NAVY ................cccccescceecceeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeneeeneees 17,885,916 17,927,208 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, AF 
BASIC RESEARCH 
1 0601102F DEFENSE RESEARCH SCIENCES iaa orto deere ia As EA ad ab dt 329,721 374,721 
Basic research program increase sae [45,000] 
2 0601103F UNIVERSITY RESEARCH INITIATIVES io lacuna late a leben eae 141,754 141,754 
3 0601108F HIGH ENERGY LASER RESEARCH INITIATIVES o....e. cece cece ceeceeeceneeeeeeeeeeceaeeeaeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeaeees 13,778 13,778 
SUBTOTAL, BASIC RESEARC Fhe ocies coves scccassockdasseiice cause A A A a isis 485,253 530,253 
APPLIED RESEARCH 
4 0602102F DEAE H aA BU os aa E o DEL aes ROLE avd ati vu aa estes ables ESA EDS no ORG La Rs A ed vic oR pba es ow pa bale vee 125,234 115,234 
Nanostructured and biological materials . [-10,000] 
5 0602201F AEROSPACE VEHICLE TECHNOLOGIES ............ 123,438 123,438 
6 0602202F HUMAN EFFECTIVENESS APPLIED RESEARCH 100,530 100,530 
7 0602203F 182,326 182,326 
8 0602204F 147,291 147,291 
9 0602601F 116,122 116,122 
10 0602602F 99,851 99,851 
11 0602605F 115,604 115,604 
12 0602788F 164,909 164,909 
13 0602890F HIGH ENERGY LASER RESEARCH ni ados 42,037 42,037 
SUBTOTAL, APPLIED RESEARCH ..00...........0.c cece cece cece cece ene e eee ne ene keene eee een eed een a ee cane Gane ede ed eet eee 1,217,342 1,207,342 
ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 
14 0603112F ADVANCED MATERIALS FOR WEAPON SYSTEMS .... 37,665 37,665 
15 0603199F SUSTAINMENT SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY (S&T) .. 18,378 18,378 
16 0603203F ADVANCED AEROSPACE SENSORS coocccoccnccccnocnnicnnnos 42,183 42,183 
17 0603211F AEROSPACE TECHNOLOGY DEV/DEMO ľan 100,733 100,733 
18 0603216F AEROSPACE PROPULSION AND POWER TECHNOLOGY cnocccnccnnncnnoconncnnnncnnncnnncnnaconnnnnnncnnncnnnoos 168,821 168,821 
19 0603270F ELECTRONIC COMBAT TECHNOLOGY suscsicssecacessecacesencedvssd C Eers ENPE sy E AE End Aia 47,032 47,032 
20 0603401F ADVANCED SPACECRAFT TECHNOLOGY ........ 54,897 54,897 
21 0603444F MAUI SPACE SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM (MSSS) cccoccnccnnncnnncnnnncnnaconaconanono 12,853 12,853 
22 0603456F HUMAN EFFECTIVENESS ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 25,448 25,448 
23 0603601F CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS TECHNOLOGY ... 48,536 48,536 
24 0603605F ADVANCED WEAPONS TECHNOLOGY ........... 30,195 30,195 
25 0603680F MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM conoccnncnnncnnnncnnncnnncnnacnnncnnnnono 42,630 42,630 
26 0603788F BATTLESPACE KNOWLEDGE DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATION . bed 46,414 46,414 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT ..................ccccccceeccececeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeneeeeees 675,785 675,785 
ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT & PROTOTYPES 
27 0603260F INTELLIGENCE ADVANCED DEVELOPMENT. .0.........cccccececcececececeeeeceeeeneeeeneeeeseeeeeseaeeeeeeneneeeeee 5,032 5,032 
29 0603438F SPACE CONTROL TECENOLOGÍ uma lia EAEAN an NAE EEA tarda Nepas 4,070 4,070 
30 0603742F COMBAT IDENTIFICATION TECHNOLOGY veccscesescsneoten scadaveepenevenvalepagueaes Lara vues la ea ens 21,790 21,790 
31 0603790F NATO RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ........ 4,736 4,736 
33 0603830F SPACE SECURITY AND DEFENSE PROGRAM ................ 30,771 30,771 
34 0603851F INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC MISSILE—DEM/VAL 39,765 39,765 
36 0604015F LONG RANGE STRIKE ............ 1,246,228 786,228 
Delayed EMD contract award [460,000] 
37 0604317F TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER dia e AR A AR SAS 3,512 3,512 
38 0604327F HARD AND DEEPLY BURIED TARGET DEFEAT SYSTEM (HDBTDS) PROGRAM . see 54,637 54,637 
40 0604422F WEATHER SYSTEM FOLLOW-:ON escola at otto nel cou rada paa ari Eee danes 76,108 76,108 
44 0604857F OPERATIONALLY RESPONSIVE SPACE aid iio estes ias 6,457 19,957 
Increase to match previous year funding level .......ococcoonocncncnncncncnnoncnnononcnnononcnnononconononconononcnnnnss [13,500] 
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45 0604858F TECH TRANSITION. PROGRAM sismos rain de al sac had abe yadda cagsadadiaues sawcdestvenwsaaend 246,514 246,514 
46 0605230F GROUND BASED STRATEGIC DETERRENT 75,166 75,166 
49 0207110F NEXT GENERATION AIR DOMINANCE eseese 8,830 8,830 
50 0207455F THREE DIMENSIONAL LONG-RANGE RADAR (BDELRR) ......... eee ence eee 14,939 14,939 
51 0305164F NAVSTAR GLOBAL POSITIONING SYSTEM (USER EQUIPMENT) (SPACE) .. 142,288 142,288 
52 0306250F CYBER OPERATIONS TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT coonccnccnccnccncnncnnncnannnono 81,732 96,732 
Increase USCC Cyber Operations Technology Development ..................05 ee [15,000] 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT € PROTOTYPES ....................::::eeeeeee 2,062,575 1,631,075 
SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT & DEMONSTRATION 
55 0604270F ELECTRONIC WARFARE DEVELOPMENT ...........cccccscccceccceecceeceeceeeeeceeeeeeeeaeceeeeeeeceaeeeeaeeeaeeeaees 929 929 
56 0604281F TACTICAL DATA NETWORKS ENTERPRISE . 60,256 60,256 
57 0604287F PHYSICAL SECURITY EQUIPMENT ............... mee 5,973 5,973 
58 0604329F SMALL DIAMETER BOMB (SDB)—EMD .........cccccsscccssccesecenccneccnssenesecenccneccascenseneseceesenseeueseneseees 32,624 32,624 
59 0604421F COUNTERSPACE SYSTEMS 24,208 24,208 
60 0604425F SPACE SITUATION AWARENESS SYSTEMS . 32,374 32,374 
61 0604426F SPACE FENCE dcir de coatdsnss 243,909 243,909 
62 0604429F AIRBORNE ELECTRONIC ATTACK 8,358 8,358 
63 0604441F SPACE BASED INFRARED SYSTEM (SBIRS) HIGH EMD .. 292,235 292,235 
64 0604602F ARMAMENT/ORDNANCE DEVELOPMENT 40,154 40,154 
65 0604604F SUBMUNITIONS c0coccoccnccncnncnncnnconcnnconccncnncnnos 2,506 2,506 
66 0604617F AGILE COMBAT SUPPORT 57,678 57,678 
67 0604706F LIFE SUPPORT SYSTEMS ión aida 8,187 8,187 
68 0604735F COMBAT TRAINING RANGES 15,795 15,795 
69 0604800F F-85—EMD conconcnnccncnncnncnncnncnnccnconccncnncnnannoos 589,441 564,441 
F-35A Block 4 development early to need ...oooccocncncnncncncnncncnnnncncnnnncncnnnnononnos [25,000] 
71 0604853F EVOLVED EXPENDABLE LAUNCH VEHICLE PROGRAM (SPACE)—EMD 84,438 84,438 
72 0604932F LONG RANGE STANDOFF WEAPON . 36,643 36,643 
73 0604933F ICBM FUZE MODERNIZATION ................ 142,551 142,551 
74 0605213F F-22 MODERNIZATION INCREMENT 3.2B ecese 140,640 140,640 
75 0605214F GROUND ATTACK WEAPONS FUZE DEVELOPMENT . sak 3,598 3,598 
76 0605221F LOE E TET a ds 602,364 402,364 
Schedule delay and availability of unobligated prior year funds ..........ssssssssssssssssssrssssesesessrssse [-200,000] 
77 0605223F ADVANCED PILOT TRAINING sccaciisscaes ina cada eee 11,395 11,395 
78 0605229F AGAR HH-60 RECAPITALIZATION ......... 156,085 156,085 
80 0605431F ADVANCED EHF MILSATCOM (SPACE) . 228,230 228,230 
81 0605432F POLAR MILSATCOM (SPACE) ...............4. 72,084 72,084 
82 0605433F WIDEBAND GLOBAL SATCOM (SPACE) . 56,343 56,343 
83 0605458F AIR & SPACE OPS CENTER 10.2 RDT&E .... 47,629 47,629 
84 0605931F B-2 DEFENSIVE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM ae 271,961 271,961 
85 0101125F NUCLEAR WEAPONS MODERNIZATION occocconccnnoconocnnncnnnocnnoconnronnrnn non nnnrrnornnnrnnnrnnnnnnnccnacnnacnnnoss 212,121 212,121 
86 0207171F FA ERA WS A AA AS AAA oles abl A ES 186,481 215,981 
NRE for ADCPII upgrade . [28,000] 
Flight test support ...........ccceeee eee [1,500] 
87 0207701F FULL COMBAT MISSION TRAINING ......... ds 18,082 18,082 
88 0305176F COMBAT SURVIVOR EVADER LOCATOR acceccss ists dctusasscvooendgvenesserdenadenveeseasenssaenesaue's ena 993 993 
89 0307581F NEXTGPN TOT ARS A eo 44,343 44,343 
91 0401319F PRESIDENTIAL AIRCRAFT REPLACEMENT (PAR) . 102,620 102,620 
92 0701212F AUTOMATED TEST SYSTEMS uu... ececceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ak 14,563 14,563 
SUBTOTAL, SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT € DEMONSTRATION .................0cccccccseccceeeceeeeeeeneeeeeeeneee 3,847,791 3,652,291 
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 
93 0604256F 23,844 23,844 
94 0604759F 68,302 68,302 
95 0605101F 34,918 34,918 
97 0605712F INITIAL OPERATIONAL TEST 8 EVALUATION 00... ccccccceccsscssssscsscescescescascssescescessescnscossossenes 10,476 10,476 
98 0605807F TEST AND EVALUATION SUPPORT ................0.5. 673,908 673,908 
99 0605860F ROCKET SYSTEMS LAUNCH PROGRAM (SPACE). sie 21,858 21,858 
100 0605864F SPACE TEST. PROGRAM (SER) nta Viadeo rn ideada ido ideas 28,228 28,228 
101 0605976F FACILITIES RESTORATION AND MODERNIZATION—TEST AND EVALUATION SUPPORT 40,518 40,518 
102 0605978F FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT—TEST AND EVALUATION SUPPORT coooccnocnnccnnncnnnacnnaccnaconacannos 27,895 27,895 
103 0606017F REQUIREMENTS ANALYSIS AND MATURATION „sesser 16,507 16,507 
104 0606116F SPACE TEST AND TRAINING RANGE DEVELOPMENT on 18,997 18,997 
106 0606392F SPACE AND MISSILE CENTER (SMC) CIVILIAN WORKFORCE ..ococcoccncnncnncnnccnccnconcnncnnnanacnnnnanns 185,305 185,305 
107 0308602F ENTEPRISE INFORMATION SERVICES (EIS) 4,841 4,841 
108 0702806F ACQUISITION AND MANAGEMENT SUPPORT . 15,357 15,357 
109 0804731F GENERAL SKILL TRAINING ..... eee rece eee 1,315 1,315 
111 1001004F INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES ciales A PINASAN NEE AE CEEE EERTE ENEKE EDA 2,315 2,315 
SUBTOTAL, MANAGEMENT SUPPORT ................ccccccccceccceecceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeee een eeeeeeeeeeeaeeeneeeneeenees 1,174,584 1,174,584 
OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 
112 0603423F GLOBAL POSITIONING SYSTEM ITI—OPERATIONAL CONTROL SEGMENT. eese 350,232 350,232 
113 0604233F SPECIALIZED UNDERGRADUATE FLIGHT TRAINING . 10,465 10,465 
114 0604445F WIDE AREA SURVEILLANCE occooccnccnnccnnncnnncnnnncnnacnnncnnacnnnonnnacnnass 24,577 24,577 
117 0605018F AF INTEGRATED PERSONNEL AND PAY SYSTEM (AF-IPPS) 69,694 24,294 
ReOStructuUre: PLOT: isores eA E N Na co sausages Gesteasdeeteods ee sae [-45,400] 
118 0605024F ANTI-TAMPER TECHNOLOGY EXECUTIVE AGENCY. .........cccccceccceecceeeceeeeceeceeeeeeeceaeseeeeeeeeaeees 26,718 26,718 
119 0605278F HO/MC-130 RECAP-RDTEE. aiee cose escasesetaececessecucevaeeetetsedetenthaeted ended ceahanterendadesdaseded ansabense dete 10,807 10,807 
121 0101113F BOLSQUADRONS: Vitadelia UETAN ETEO SES EEE ET E 74,520 74,520 
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122 0101122F ATR-LAUNCHED CRUISE MISSILE (ALOM) 20.0.0... ceccecceeceeceeceecueceeceeeaeeaeeaecuecaecnseaeeneeaeenees 451 451 
123 0101126F B-1B SQUADRONS c.occoccoccncnoconcnncnncnncnnccncnnnnns 2,245 2,245 
124 0101127F B-2 SQUADRONS ...............0. 108,183 108,183 
125 0101213F MINUTEMAN SQUADRONS coccoccnccnccncnncnncnncnocnncnncnnns 178,929 178,929 
126 0101313F STRAT WAR PLANNING SYSTEM—USSTRATCOM .. 28,481 28,481 
127 0101314F NIGHT FIST—USSTRATCOM coconccnconcnncnncnncnncnnccnconanncnnos 87 87 
128 0101316F WORLDWIDE JOINT STRATEGIC COMMUNICATIONS ...... 5,315 5,315 
131 0105921F SERVICE SUPPORT TO STRATCOM—SPACE ACTIVITIES . 8,090 8,090 
132 0205219F MODUAN iii A iii aria 123,439 123,439 
134 0207131F A-10 SQUADRONS coccoccoconcnncnncnncnncnnccnccnanns 0 16,200 
Sustain avionics software development . [16,200] 
135 0207133F F-16 SQUADRONS. coocooccnccncnnconcnncnncnncnncnnoos 148,297 148,297 
136 0207134F F-15E SQUADRONS .............. ee 179,283 192,079 
Transfer from procUTement: visiessasicocssaseuessesenaesasee te sesandeseseden esas dedea es unseen dois gases oia secede Genesee [12,796] 
137 0207136F MANNED DESTRUCTIVE SUPPRESSION cccoccnccnccncnnconcnncnnnnncnnnc cnc nor noo nnrnnrnnrnncnnannrnnrnncnnrnnrenannconos 14,860 14,860 
138 0207138F F-22A SQUADRONS ccooccoccncnoconccncnncnncnncnnons 262,552 262,552 
139 0207142F F-35 SQUADRONS .............. 115,395 115,395 
140 0207161F TACTICAL, AIM MISSILES, 2: 2ituscrsesacosadvzcnsest seiusgas oa i E RTR a 43,360 43,360 
141 0207163F ADVANCED MEDIUM RANGE AIR-TO-AIR MISSILE (AMRAAM) ... 46,160 46,160 
143 0207224F COMBAT RESCUE AND RECOVERY cococcoccncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnccncnnono 412 412 
144 0207227F COMBAT RESCUE—PARARESCUE ... 657 657 
145 0207247F AF TENCA Pe. ccctesav seins decrease Rda 31,428 31,428 
146 0207249F PRECISION ATTACK SYSTEMS PROCUREMENT cococccccnccnccnccnccnconcnnncnnnnnc nac nr nac i e ia Ta eiae aai 1,105 1,105 
147 0207253F COMPASS: CALL ee a E a aa A aata ti A Teao Eae rE E atada Usan alud 14,249 14,249 
148 0207268F AIRCRAFT ENGINE COMPONENT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 103,942 103,942 
149 0207325F JOINT AIR-TO-SURFACE STANDOFF MISSILE (JASSM) ......... 12,793 12,793 
150 0207410F AIR & SPACE OPERATIONS CENTER (AOC) ooccccnccnncncnnnnnnos 21,193 21,193 
151 0207412F CONTROL AND REPORTING CENTER (CRC) eserse 559 559 
152 0207417F AIRBORNE WARNING AND CONTROL SYSTEM (AWAAG) . 161,812 161,812 
153 0207418F TACTICAL AIRBORNE CONTROL SYSTEMS cee 6,001 6,001 
155 0207431F COMBAT AIR INTELLIGENCE SYSTEM ACTIVITIES . sa 7,793 7,793 
156 0207444F TACTICAL AIR CONTROL PARTY-MOD cooconccnccnccnconcnncnnccncnnconcnnnn nor nnr nor narrar noo nr nnrnnrnnrnncnncnnannnnnss 12,465 12,465 
157 0207448F C2ISR TACTICAL DATA LINK ......cecceccescsensecsecsecsscscnscscesceecaecascascscascascsssasenscassnesessepeossoessesegs 1,681 1,681 
159 0207452F DOAP ES meia succes eni eeaeee dots 16,796 16,796 
161 0207590F SEEK EAGLE nicas 21,564 21,564 
162 0207601F USAF MODELING AND SIMULATION ......... 24,994 24,994 
163 0207605F WARGAMING AND SIMULATION CENTERS .. 6,035 6,035 
164 0207697F DISTRIBUTED TRAINING AND EXERCISES .. 4,358 4,358 
165 0208006F MISSION PLANNING SYSTEMS eere 55,835 55,835 
167 0208087F AF OFFENSIVE CYBERSPACE OPERATIONS ... aie 12,874 12,874 
168 0208088F AF DEFENSIVE CYBERSPACE OPERATIONS cocooccncnnccncnncnncnncnncnncnnco non nccnnr non nor nnrnnrnnc nar nncnncnnnnnes 7,681 7,681 
171 0301017F GLOBAL SENSOR INTEGRATED ON NETWORK (GSIN) oooccoccnccnccncnncnnconccnccnconcnnconconcnnncnccnacnnnnos 5,974 5,974 
177 0301400F SPACE SUPERIORITY INTELLIGENCE ..0ccoccnccnconcnnccnncnccnacnnnnos 13,815 13,815 
178 0302015F E-4B NATIONAL AIRBORNE OPERATIONS CENTER (NAOC) 80,360 80,360 
179 0303001F FAMILY OF ADVANCED BLOS TERMINALS (FAB-T) cooccoccnccnccncnncnncnncnnccncnnccnanns es 3,907 3,907 
180 0303131F MINIMUM ESSENTIAL EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS NETWORK (MEECN) ...............0.. 75,062 75,062 
181 0303140F INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM  ooconccnccnccncnncnncnncnncnnnnncn nan nnnnncnnrnnrnncnncnncnncnnnnnes 46,599 46,599 
183 0303142F GLOBAL FORCE MANAGEMENT—DATA INITIATIVE 2,470 2,470 
186 0304260F AIRBORNE SIGINT ENTERPRISE c.occcccncnncnncnncnncnnannnnnos 112,775 112,775 
189 0305099F GLOBAL AIR TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT (GATM) . 4,235 4,235 
192 0305110F SATELLITE CONTROL NETWORK (SPACE)... 7,879 7,879 
193 0305111F WEATHER SERVICE 29,955 29,955 
194 0305114F ATR TRAFFIC CONTROL, APPROACH, AND LANDING SYSTEM (ATCALS) 21,485 21,485 
195 0305116F AERIAL TAR GED S icc, vets cassie danes tour es INES CENENE EEE PORKA CE Ee EEE ETNE NONSE 2,515 2,515 
198 0305128F SECURITY AND INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITIES ....seseeseseseeseseseosesessssosessseeeesoseseososesessossseseosteese 472 472 
199 0305145F ARMS CONTROL IMPLEMENTA TION? % ve scccnsscsvascsiadetedcseedesaydedeadsily saves EAEEREN AIESEC EIRENE 12,137 12,137 
200 0305146F DEFENSE JOINT COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES .. 361 361 
203 0305173F SPACE AND MISSILE TEST AND EVALUATION CENTER cococncccccnccnccnnnnncnnonaconcnnnnnos 3,162 3,162 
204 0305174F SPACE INNOVATION, INTEGRATION AND RAPID TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 1,543 1,543 
205 0305179F INTEGRATED BROADCAST SERVICE (IBS)... 7,860 7,860 
206 0305182F SPACELIFT RANGE SYSTEM (SPACE) ....... 6,902 6,902 
207 0305202F DRAGON U- 2 inalterada nas islas 34,471 34,471 
209 0305206F AIRBORNE RECONNAISSANCE SYSTEMS 50,154 50,154 
210 0305207F MANNED RECONNAISSANCE SYSTEMS 13,245 13,245 
211 0305208F DISTRIBUTED COMMON GROUND/SURFACE SYSTEMS 22,784 22,784 
212 0305219F MQ-1 PREDATOR A UAV 716 716 
213 0305220F RQ4 UAV aa 208,053 208,053 
214 0305221F NETWORK-CENTRIC COLLABORATIVE TARGETING. coccoccnccnccnccnconccnncnncnacnocnnonnnnncnncnncnncnncnnnnnos 21,587 21,587 
215 0305236F COMMON DATA LINK EXECUTIVE AGENT (CDL BA) cccccoccnccnconcnnconcnncnnccnccnacnonnnonconccnncnccnacnnnnos 43,986 43,986 
216 0305238F NATOAGS oare EEE ia. cb dh E eE ET E ESE 197,486 138,400 
Transfer from procurement for NATO AWACS.. [— 59,086] 
217 0305240F SUPPORT TO DCGS ENTERPRISE ©.. 28,434 28,434 
218 0305265F GPS III SPACE SEGMENT ... 180,902 180,902 
220 0305614F JSPOC MISSION SYSTEM ...... 81,911 81,911 
221 0305881F RAPID CYBER ACQUISITION ............... 3,149 3,149 
222 0305913F NUDET DETECTION SYSTEM (SPACE) ............. Les 14,447 14,447 
223 0305940F SPACE SITUATION AWARENESS OPERATIONS ...esessesesersssercescscscesoecessesesosesessoseseseesssescesesese 20,077 20,077 
225 0308699F SHARED EARLY WARNING (SEW) coococcnoccnccnconcnncnnconcnnccnoononnno a nor nornnr nor nor nor nor nor a a 853 853 
226 0401115F CII AIRLIFT SQUADRON: veintidos iaa aia 33,962 33,962 
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227 0401119F OS ATRULPT SQUADRONS CLES cita iria ara NAAA AR APA AO a LAR aan ARES 42,864 42,864 
228 0401130F C-17 AIRCRAFT (IF) oae 54,807 54,807 
229 0401132F C1303 PROGRAM aa ido 31,010 31,010 
230 0401134F LARGE AIRCRAFT IR COUNTERMEASURES (LAIRCM) 6,802 6,802 
231 0401219F e S E EE EEE E EE 1,799 1,799 
232 0401314F OPERATIONAL SUPPORT AIRLIFT . 48,453 48,453 
233 0401318F A te asheciveie Caves aa o Erisin 36,576 36,576 
235 0408011F SPECIAL TACTIAG / COMBAT CONTROL 7,963 7,963 
236 0702207F DEPOT MAINTENANCE (NONGCIF) eesse 1,525 1,525 
237 0708610F LOGISTIAG INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (LOGIT) ... 112,676 81,676 
OS A cos secs sevasnecese eeue es [31,000] 
238 0708611F SUPPORT SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT . 12,657 12,657 
239 0804743F OTHER FLIGHT TRAINING ...............5. 1,836 1,836 
240 0808716F OTHER PERSONNEL ACTIVITIES nia pis pe ad eiii a ds diia di 121 121 
241 0901202F JOINT PERSONNEL RECOVERY AGENCY ona ad aliada 5,911 5,911 
242 0901218F CIVILIAN COMPENSATION PROGRAM ..... 3,604 3,604 
243 0901220F PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION ©aa 4,598 4,598 
244 0901226F AIR FORCE STUDIES AND ANALYSIS AGENCY  cncccnccnnncnnncnnnncnnacnnacnnos 1,103 1,103 
246 0901538F FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 101,840 101,840 
246A 9999999999 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 12,780,142 12,945,142 
Three program increases fee abe [165,000] 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT ooccooccnnccnncconoconcconnonnnncnnacnnncnnncnnncnnncnnos 17,010,339 17,068,849 
TOTAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, AF ....0ooccooccccccnnoccnoconoconoconnccnnccnnncnnncnnnnannnos 26,473,669 25,940,179 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, DW 
BASIC RESEARCH 
1 0601000BR DTRA BASIC RESEARCH INITIATIVE ... 38,436 38,436 
2 0601101E DEFENSE RESEARCH SCIENCES ........ 333,119 333,119 
3 0601110D8Z BASIC RESEARCH INITIATIVES cooccoccnnccnnncnnacnnncnnancnnnnnnns 42,022 42,022 
4 0601117E BASIC OPERATIONAL MEDICAL RESEARCH SCIENCE 56,544 56,544 
5 0601120D8Z NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION PROGRAM ooccocccnocnnncnncnnnonnnncnnncnnncnnncnnnnnnnncnnarnnnnnnncnnncnnnnnns 49,453 49,453 
6 0601228D8Z HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES/MINORITY INSTITUTIONS ........... 25,834 25,834 
7 0601384BP CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM pe 46,261 46,261 
SUBTOTAL, BASIC RESEARCH cooocccoccnnoccnccnnnconnconnnonnncnnncnnncnnnnnn nr nn nar nnnrn nor nnrnnnrrnnnrnnncrnnrrnnnananinnss 591,669 591,669 
APPLIED RESEARCH 
8. '0602000D8Z - -JOINT MUNITIONS TECHNOLOGY laa 19,352 19,352 
9 0602115E BIOMEDICAL TECHNOLOGY ............ccecceeeeneeeee eee 114,262 114,262 
10 0602234D8Z LINCOLN LABORATORY RESEARCH PROGRAM .........ccccccccseeceeeeeeeeeeeeens 51,026 51,026 
11 0602251D8Z APPLIED RESEARCH FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF S&T PRIORITIES ..00cocccnoncncnncncnnonincnnanos 48,226 33,226 
General program  MOCLCASE y ssvcsscecacecedin sessed eves Ouse si entro CRER AUKA bu 64 5d a ca deb Gv b0 suis GBS auels dA S E AEn [-15,000] 
12 0602303E INFORMATION & COMMUNICATIONS TECHNOLOGY . 356,358 356,358 
14 0602383E BIOLOGICAL WARFARE DEFENSE ..............:cccceeeeeeeeeee 29,265 29,265 
15 0602384BP CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM Bn 208,111 208,111 
16 0602668D8Z7 CYBER SECURITY RESEARCH (sc sucseccdscnscaiwevens cesaucgvustececaespagueeanssvencyaeuaes balssebayaaeuei uanecipavniniesebees 13,727 13,727 
18 0602702E TACTICAL VE TN O oe 314,582 309,582 
Multi-azimuth defense fast intercept round engagement system . [55,000] 
19 0602715E MATERIALS AND BIOLOGICAL TECHNOLOGY aaee 220,115 210,115 
Decrease in program growth .....sesssessesesessesesesoes [10,000] 
20 0602716E ELECTRONIAG TECHNOLOGY cccccsciecadsscssasescenasscavsatsscheadsonccatecens 174,798 174,798 
21 0602718BR WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION DEFEAT TECHNOLOGIES ......... 155,415 155,415 
22 0602751D8Z SOFTWARE ENGINEERING INSTITUTE (SEI) APPLIED RESEARCH . 8,824 8,824 
23 1160401BB SOF TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT cocooccnccnnccnnncnnncnnnnocnnncnnncnnncnnnncnnncnnnos er 37,517 37,517 
SUBTOTAL, APPLIED RESEARCH ....c.cccccseccsnecaccsensedeccnsaensescadecensecdeensacedeccengcnedatesecseescduesanscenderees 1,751,578 1,721,578 
ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 
24 0603000D8Z JOINT MUNITIONS ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY ioccoocnnccnnncnnnncnnncnnncnnconnonnnncnnnrnnnrnnnnnnnrnnnncnnacnnnoos 25,915 25,915 
26 0603122D8Z COMBATING TERRORISM TECHNOLOGY SUPPORT 71,171 71,171 
27 0603133D8Z FOREIGN COMPARATIVE TESTING +occooccnncnnncncnnccnnncnnaconononnncnnncnnnoos 21,782 21,782 
28 0603160BR COUNTERPROLIFERATION INITIATIVES—PROLIFERATION PREVENTION AND DEFEAT 290,654 290,654 
30 0603176C ADVANCED CONCEPTS AND PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT conoccnocnnncnnnocnnocnnncnnaconncnnnacnnacnnaoos 12,139 12,139 
31 0603177C DISCRIMINATION SENSOR TECHNOLOGY ues 28,200 28,200 
32 0603178C WEAPONS TECHNOLOGY ios 45,389 75,389 
Fiber laser: prototype: developments. cssestecnsescvcnsesseceseacede sa seecustece de saucedestecede saves ANAA EEND ETSER [20,000] 
Divert attitude control tech to support MOKV [10,000] 
33 0603179C ADVANCED CATBR ¿circa dante da cia gi iiei desid 9,876 9,876 
34 0603180C ADVANCED RESEARCH oocoocccnccnnccnnoconoconnnnnnoconacnnncnnacnnnnnnnnss 17,364 17,364 
35 0603225D8Z JOINT DOD-DOE MUNITIONS TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT cocooccnccncnncnncnncnnccnccncnnccncnnnnnncnnons 18,802 18,802 
36 06032645 AGILE TRANSPORTATION FOR THE 21ST CENTURY (AT21)—THEATER CAPABILITY 2,679 2,679 
37 0603274C SPECIAL PROGRAM—MDA TECHNOLOGY 0........cccccecccesccsecceeeceeeeceeeeaeceaeeeaeeeaeeeeeeeaeeeneeeaes 64,708 64,708 
38 0603286E ADVANCED AEROSPACE SYSTEMS ........... 185,043 185,043 
39 0603287E SPACE PROGRAMS AND TECHNOLOGY ... 126,692 126,692 
40 0603288D8Z ANALYTIC ASSESSMENTS oneee 14,645 9,645 
General program decrease ..ocococcocncnnnncncononcncnnanoncnnnnonconanos [55,000] 
41 0603289D8Z ADVANCED INNOVATIVE ANALYSIS AND CONCEPTS . ies 59,830 59,830 
42 0603294C COMMON KILL VEHICLE TECHNOLOGY cecsisccveceissceseisscesesasdcsescavanesasdenescaene apa decease dera 46,753 66,753 
Increase for Multiple Object Kill Vehicle ........o.oococnoncnnononcnnononocnononocnononocnononocno nono no nonnononannononoso [20,000] 
43 0603384BP CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM—ADVANCED DEVELOPMENT ............ 140,094 140,094 
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44 0603527D8Z: RETRACT LAROH cuartetos reiii vases a nr AOne Ree Rd iaa ae a yadscansad OK TO Ei ceakeadaad 118,666 118,666 
45 0603618D8Z JOINT ELECTRONIC ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY ........... 43,966 43,966 
46 0603648D8Z JOINT CAPABILITY TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRATIONS 141,540 131,540 
General program decrease c.ocococnocncncnncncnnoncncnnononcnnononcnnonos [10,000] 
47 0603662D8Z NETWORKED COMMUNICATIONS CAPABILITIES . 6,980 6,980 
50 0603680D8Z DEFENSE-WIDE MANUFACTURING SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM 157,056 157,056 
51 0603699D8Z EMERGING CAPABILITIES TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT. ...............ccccceeceeeee 33,515 33,515 
52 06037128 GENERIC LOGISTIAG R&D TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRATIONS .... 16,543 16,543 
53 06037135 DEPLOYMENT AND DISTRIBUTION ENTERPRISE TECHNOLOGY . 29,888 29,888 
54 0603716D8Z STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH PROGRAM ............:ccccceeeeeee 65,836 65,836 
55 06037205 MICROELECTRONIAG TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT AND SUPPORT 79,037 79,037 
56 0603727D8Z JOINT WARFIGHTING PROGRAM ooccooccnoccncccnnocnnoconaronnconnncnnocnnnrnnaronnccnnnooo 9,626 9,626 
57 0603739 ADVANCED ELECTRONIAG TECHNOLOGIES ..............00065 ee 79,021 79,021 
58 0603760E COMMAND, CONTROL AND COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS occcoccnoccnnccnnocnnnconaconnnnnnncnnncnnacnnncnnnos 201,335 201,335 
59 0603766E NETWORK-CENTRIC WARFARE TECHNOLOGY ..........cccccceccceeccneceeeeeceeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeseeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeaeees 452,861 432,861 
Decrease to reduce inefficiency .............c.cecseeeee [-20,000] 
60 0603767E SENSOR TECHNOLDOS si pirine ae EEA EAEE EEE R erase 257,127 257,127 
61 0603769SE DISTRIBUTED LEARNING ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMEN' 10,771 10,771 
62 0603781D8Z SOFTWARE ENGINEERING INSTITUTE ... 15,202 15,202 
63 0603826D8Z QUICK REACTION SPECIAL PROJECTS ... 90,500 70,500 
Program decrease c.oooccccnoncncnnoncncnnoncncnnononos [-20,000] 
66 0603833D8Z ENGINEERING SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY ........... 18,377 18,377 
67 0603941D8Z 82,589 82,589 
68 0604055D8Z 37,420 37,420 
69 0303310D8Z 42,488 42,488 
70 1160402BB 57,741 57,741 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT ..................0ccccccceecceceeeeeceeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeeees 3,229,821 3,224,821 
ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT AND PROTOTYPES 
71 0603161D8Z NUCLEAR AND CONVENTIONAL PHYSICAL SECURITY EQUIPMENT RDT&E ADC&P 31,710 31,710 
7S 'DE0S600DBZ  WAGKOPD sisi dE ii we 90,567 90,567 
74 0603714D8Z ADVANCED SENSORS APPLICATION PROGRAM ioccooccnnconnocnnncnnncnnncnnnonnnacnnncnnncnnnrnnnrnnnncnnncnnnoos 15,900 19,900 
Increase to match previous year funding level .........sssssessssesesessesesesssscsossescsessescsesorsesesorseseseesese [4,000] 
75 0603851D8Z ENVIRONMENTAL SECURITY TECHNICAL CERTIFICATION PROGRAM 52,758 52,758 
76 0603881C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE TERMINAL DEFENSE SEGMENT ........ 228,021 228,021 
77 06038820 BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE MIDCOURSE DEFENSE SEGMENT 1,284,891 1,284,891 
78 0603884BP CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM—DEM/VAL ..... 172,754 172,754 
79 0603884C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE SENSORS cococccnccnnnconccnnnnnnnnnnnnos 233,588 233,588 
80 0603890C BMD ENABLING PROGRAMS neeese 409,088 409,088 
81 0603891C SPECIAL PROGRAMS—MDaA .. 400,387 400,387 
82 0603892C P-A KERS n1 EN A A A E E E 843,355 843,355 
83 0603893C SPACE TRACKING & SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM oocccoocnnoconoconnccnnocnnocnnoronoronnncnnncnnor rra ronaronnncnnocons 31,632 31,632 
84 0603895C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEM SPACE PROGRAMS coccooccnocnnncnnnncnnacnnncnnnnnnncnnnaccnaoos 23,289 23,289 
85 0603896C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE COMMAND AND CONTROL, BATTLE MANAGEMENT AND 
ENS A A O panne wee E TATE 450,085 450,085 
86 0603898C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE JOINT WARFIGHTER SUPPORT.. 49,570 49,570 
87 0603904C MISSILE DEFENSE INTEGRATION & OPERATIONS CENTER (MDIOC) . 49,211 49,211 
88 0603906C REGARDING TRENCH rissies eonen ta dla deta E ad a crei dass de 9,583 9,583 
89 0603907C SEA BASED X-BAND RADAR (SBX) .... 72,866 72,866 
90 0603913C ISRAELI COOPERATIVE PROGRAMS . 102,795 268,795 
Increase for Arrow/David's Sling ........ [166,000] 
91 0603914C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE TEST ........ 274,323 274,323 
92 0603915C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE TARGETS . 513,256 513,256 
93 0603920D8Z HUMANITARIAN DEMINING ................006 10,129 10,129 
94. 0603923D8Z2 COALITION WARFARE o 10,350 10,350 
95 0604016D8Z7 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE CORROSION PROGRAM 1,518 11,518 
Program INGLCASEC: sigs sgdssaededessscoas corres a ni ande i iaria [10,000] 
96 0604115C TECHNOLOGY MATURATION INITIATIVES .. oe 96,300 96,300 
97 0604250D8Z ADVANCED INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGIES .........cccccccccceccceecceeececeneeeceeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeaeeaeeeeeeeeaeeeaeees 469,798 469,798 
98 0604400D8Z DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE (DOD) UNMANNED AIRCRAFT SYSTEM (UAS) COMMON DE- 
VELOPMENT saiscscscas‘cnssavacnsas vacnnatevcvvaae dousea vaecraacea ia 3,129 3,129 
103 06048263 JOINT C5 CAPABILITY DEVELOPMENT, INTEGRATION AND INTEROPERABILITY AS- 
SESSMENTS sarna E T READ Sia iran eno eat 25,200 25,200 
105 0604873C LONG RANGE DISCRIMINATION RADAR (LRDR) eoocccoccnnccnncnnnocnnononaconnonnnoconacnnrnnnnnnnornnncnnacnnacos 137,564 137,564 
106 0604874C IMPROVED HOMELAND DEFENSE INTERCEPTORS ccccocccoccnnocnnoconanonnnonnncnnncnnncnnncnnnrnnnacnnncnnacos 278,944 298,944 
Redesigned kill vehicle development ....cococncnccncncncnncncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnnnnos [20,000] 
107 0604876C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE TERMINAL DEFENSE SEGMENT TEST. sas 26,225 26,225 
108 0604878C AEGIS BMD TEST o ii a diria 55,148 55,148 
109 0604879C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE SENSOR TEST ..........cccccccccceeccseceeceeeceeesececeeeeceeceaeeeeseeeeeeeneees 86,764 86,764 
110 0604880C LAND-BASED SM-3 (LBSM3) eoocccnccnncocnnncnnncnnnnnnnnos 34,970 34,970 
111 0604881C AEGIS SM-3 BLOCK IIA CO-DEVELOPMENT ...............ccccceeeeneees 172,645 172,645 
112 0604887C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE MIDCOURSE SEGMENT TEST 64,618 64,618 
114 0303191D8Z JOINT ELECTROMAGNETIC TECHNOLOGY (JET) PROGRAM . 2,660 2,660 
115 0305103C CYBER SECURITY INITIATIVE aia no a ta pie E 963 963 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT € PROTOTYPES 0e 6,816,554 7,016,554 
SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATION 
116 0604161D8Z NUCLEAR AND CONVENTIONAL PHYSICAL SECURITY EQUIPMENT RDT&E SDD .............. 8,800 8,800 
117 0604165D8Z PROMPT GLOBAL STRIKE CAPABILITY DEVELOPMENT ........... cece ccceceeeceeeeceeeeeeaeeeeeeneeenes 78,817 88,817 
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SEC. 4201. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


A Program FY 2016 Senate 
Line Element Item Request Authorized 
CPGS development. and Might Gest ss iisssccisassestadesesdeas sce cusses Gude scecsiaaeccesesdedsiaaertaseddeiadaacecaassendadeas [10,000] 
118 0604384BP CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM—EMD ........ 303,647 303,647 
119 0604764K ADVANCED IT SERVICES JOINT PROGRAM OFFICE (AITS-JPO) ...... 23,424 23,424 
120 0604771D8Z JOINT TACTICAL INFORMATION DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM (JTIDS) . 14,285 14,285 
121 0605000BR WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION DEFEAT CAPABILITIES ........... 7,156 7,156 
122 0605013BL INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT ............... eee 12,542 12,542 
123 0605021SE HOMELAND PERSONNEL SECURITY INITIATIVE . 191 191 
124 0605022D8Z DEFENSE EXPORTABILITY PROGRAM .............. 3,273 3,273 
125 0605027D8Z OUSD(C) IT DEVELOPMENT INITIATIVES ..0ccocccncncncnnnncncnnnnoncnnononcnnnnonanns 5,962 5,962 
126 0605070S DOD ENTERPRISE SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT AND DEMONSTRATION .. 18,412 13,412 
127 0605075D8Z DCMO POLICY AND INTEGRATION occcocccnccnnccnnncnnncnnncnnnccnnncnnncnnncnnncnnnncnnnos 2,223 2,223 
128 0605080S DEFENSE AGENCY INTIATIVES (DAI)—FINANCIAL SYSTEM 31,660 31,660 
129 0605090S DEFENSE RETIRED AND ANNUITANT PAY SYSTEM (DRAS) .... die 13,085 18,085 
130 0605210D8Z DEFENSE-WIDE ELECTRONIC PROCUREMENT CAPABILITIES coccocnccnccncnnccnnonacnncnannncnncnncnnns 7,209 7,209 
131 0303141K GLOBAL COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM erecto sarna ainda enana 15,158 5,158 
Barly CO MOCO: wiii ita caves ce aE vues a [-10,000] 
132 0305304D8Z DOD ENTERPRISE ENERGY INFORMATION MANAGEMENT (HEIM) . nde 4,414 4,414 
SUBTOTAL, SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT € DEMONSTRATION ................0cccceccsecceeeeceeeceeeeseeeeeeeeee 545,258 545,258 
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 
133 0604774D8Z DEFENSE READINESS REPORTING SYSTEM(DRRS) +.ococccccncnnoncnnnnoncnnononcnnnnoncnnnnoncnnononcnnanonos 5,581 5,581 
134 0604875D8Z JOINT SYSTEMS ARCHITECTURE DEVELOPMENT ale 3,081 3,081 
135 0604940D8Z CENTRAL TEST AND EVALUATION INVESTMENT DEVELOPMENT (CTEIP) ................:0c00 229,125 229,125 
136 0604942D8Z ASSESSMENTS AND EVALUATIONS +occcooccnocnnocononnnncnnnncnnncnnnonnnonn nor nnncnnnrnnnrnnnnn nor nnarnnncnnnrnnnnnnnss 28,674 28,674 
138 0605100D8Z JOINT MISSION ENVIRONMENT TEST CAPABILITY (JMETC) 45,235 45,235 
139 0605104D8Z TECHNICAL STUDIES, SUPPORT AND ANALYSIS c0ccocccnccnnoconoconaconnncnnncnnncnnnconos 24,936 24,936 
141 06051263 JOINT INTEGRATED AIR AND MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANIZATION (JIAMDO) . 35,471 35,471 
144 0605142D8Z SYSTEMS ENGINEERING neeese 37,655 32,655 
Reducing reporting and inefficiencies ........ [55,000] 
145 0605151D8Z STUDIES AND ANALYSIS SUPPORT—OSD ... 3,015 3,015 
146 0605161D8Z NUCLEAR MATTERS-PHYSICAL SECURITY coocccoccnnccnnccnnicnnnnnnns ie 5,287 5,287 
147 0605170D8Z SUPPORT TO NETWORKS AND INFORMATION INTEGRATION o.0cccccncncnnoncnnononcncnnnncnnanoncnnnnonos 5,289 5,289 
148 0605200D8Z GENERAL SUPPORT TO USD (INTELLIGENCE) .ococcnccnccncnncnncnncnncnnccncononncnnnonocnnrnacnncnnannrnncnncnnns 2,120 2,120 
149 0605384BP CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM 102,264 102,264 
158 0605790D8Z SMALL BUSINESS INNOVATION RESEARCH (SBIR) SMALL BUSINESS TECHNOLOGY 
TRANSFER pireu ee r E AAA pa tains E AE AAA EI wh wich A ROTA 2,169 2,169 
159 0605798D8Z DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY ANALYSIS cocccocccnccnnncnnicnnncnnnnos 13,960 13,960 
160 0605801KA DEFENSE TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTER (DTIC) cococcoccnccncnncnncnncnnons 51,775 51,775 
161 0605803SE R&D IN SUPPORT OF DOD ENLISTMENT, TESTING AND EVALUATION 9,533 9,533 
162 0605804D8Z DEVELOPMENT TEST AND EVALUATION coccooccnocnnncnnnncnnncnnncnncnnnnnnnnannncnnns swe 17,371 17,371 
163 0605898E MANAGEMENT O =D e e A A A A aE EAA A a E A S 71,571 71,571 
164 0606100D8Z BUDGET AND PROGRAM ASSESSMENTS cooccooccnoconncnnncnnnnonnncnnnonnnonnnonnnncn nano nnrnnnnnnnncnnncnnnrnnaninnss 4,123 4,123 
165 0203345D8Z DEFENSE OPERATIONS SECURITY INITIATIVE (DOSI) 1,946 1,946 
166 0204571J JOINT STAFF ANALYTICAL SUPPORT cocccocccncconccncnncnnnccnnocnnanonos 7,673 7,673 
169 08303166J SUPPORT TO INFORMATION OPERATIONS (10) CAPABILITIES ... 10,413 10,413 
170 0303260D8Z DEFENSE MILITARY DECEPTION PROGRAM OFFICE (DMDPO) . 971 971 
171, 0305193D82> -CYBER INTELLIGENCE se td A E pi ri e 6,579 6,579 
173 0804767D8Z COCOM EXERCISE ENGAGEMENT AND TRAINING TRANSFORMATION (CE2T2)—MHA ...... 43,811 43,811 
174 0901598C MANAGEMENT HQ—MDA ...ccccssccicsceshepsstusicssusanedesentunenseutesteslecensgneds Laa asi 35,871 35,871 
176 0903230D8W WHS—MISSION OPERATIONS SUPPORT -IT 1,072 1,072 
176A 9999999999 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS osasse 49,500 49,500 
SUBTOTAL, MANAGEMENT SUPPORT ....0...........ccccceccceccceeee eee e eee e eee c eee ee een eed eeeeeeeaneeaeeeneeegenenees 856,071 851,071 
OPERATIONAL SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT 
178 0604130V ENTERPRISE: SECURITY SYSTEM (ESS) is 7,929 7,929 
179 0605127T REGIONAL INTERNATIONAL OUTREACH (RIO) AND PARTNERSHIP FOR PEACE INFOR- 
MATION MANA EAEE E cxsa vad sipeiannvicae gunaaiaedeheseaveiwag adie le tanoela tanidieashasietieeasd 1,750 1,750 
180 0605147T OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE SHARED INFORMATION SYSTEM (OHASIS) .... 294 294 
181 0607210D8Z INDUSTRIAL BASE ANALYSIS AND SUSTAINMENT SUPPORT coocccnccnnccnnncnnccnnnncnnnncnnncnnacnnnss 22,576 22,576 
182 0607310D8Z CWMD SYSTEMS: OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 1,901 1,901 
183 0607327T GLOBAL THEATER SECURITY COOPERATION MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEMS 
CORTSOMES tt lA E ES E A A o Ad 8,474 8,474 
184 0607384BP CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE (OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT) aes 33,561 33,561 
186 0208043J PLANNING AND DECISION AID SYSTEM (PDAS) .........cccccscccssccsccneccnssecesecesccessensccnesenseeessenees 3,061 3,061 
187 0208045K (41 INTEROPERABILITY sisi a dede no dida doo dias teta 64,921 64,921 
189 0301144K JOINT/ALLIED COALITION INFORMATION SHARING ........... 3,645 3,645 
193 0302016K NATIONAL MILITARY COMMAND SYSTEM-WIDE SUPPORT ae 963 963 
194 0302019K DEFENSE INFO INFRASTRUCTURE ENGINEERING AND INTEGRATION necer 10,186 10,186 
195 0303126K LONG-HAUL COMMUNICATIONS—DAG oocoooconoconoconoconnonnnocnnoronnrn nor rnnn rro rrnrnnnrn nor ron cnnsnnnrnnarannoss 36,883 36,883 
196 0303131K MINIMUM ESSENTIAL EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS NETWORK (MEECN) . 13,735 13,735 
197 0303135G PUBLIC KEY INFRASTRUCTURE (PRI) earra Ar ai ar Nake E AAE r NAAK SUNE ANEA Ddin 6,101 6,101 
198 0303136G KEY MANAGEMENT INFRASTRUCTURE (KMD) .. 43,867 43,867 
199 0303140D8Z INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM .. 8,957 8,957 
200 0303140G INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM .. 146,890 146,890 
201 0303150K GLOBAL COMMAND AND CONTROL SYSTEM ..... 21,503 21,503 
202 0303153K DEFENSE SPECTRUM ORGANIZATION ............ re 20,342 20,342 
203 0303170K NET-CENTRIC ENTERPRISE SERVICES (NCES) eococconcnccnoncnnononcnnononcnnononcnnnnonnonononnnnrnonnnnnncnnnnnos 444 444 
205 0303610K TELEPORT PROGRAM a A a SS E dd cds 1,736 1,736 
206 0304210BB SPECIAL APPLICATIONS FOR CONTINGENCIES cccooccnoconoconnconnncnnncnnnronaronnnnnnocnnocn naco nnccnnnnnnacnns 65,060 65,060 
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SEC. 4201. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


E Program FY 2016 Senate 
Line Element Item Request Authorized 
210 0305103K CYBER SECURITY INITIATIVE usar Rs RAUA Aep OLER ar 2,976 2,976 
215 0305186D8Z POLICY R&D PROGRAMS ......... 4,182 4,182 
216 0305199D8Z7 NET CENTRICITY sesion co ceiecaptesscasuesed ad ae Ea aaa 18,130 18,130 
218 0305208BB DISTRIBUTED COMMON GROUND/SURFACE SYSTEMS .. 5,302 5,302 
221 0305208K DISTRIBUTED COMMON GROUND/SURFACE SYSTEMS .. 3,239 3,239 
225 0305327V INSIDER TERRA TE 11,733 11,733 
226 0305387D8Z HOMELAND DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER PROGRAM 2,119 2,119 
234 07080118 INDUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS s..ccccevcntecdeesdtasdesspasvess seseeesvarntwses 24,605 24,605 
235 07080128 LOGISTIAG SUPPORT ACTIVITIES . 1,770 1,770 
236 09022983 MANAGEMENT HQ—OJAG .............. 2,978 2,978 
237 1105219BB MQ-9 UAV coooccnccnnoconncnnncnnnaccnacnnos 18,151 23,151 
MQ-9 capability enhancements [5,000] 
238 1105232BB BOAT AY st A ad sain Mamata 758 758 
240 1160403BB AVTATION- SYSTEMS shay cs wae ved thes poes EIA PER Nai Rendon ee E eb ene ee EE 173,934 191,141 
ISR payload technology improvements . [2,000] 
C-130 TF/TA Program Adjustment .............. MER [15,207] 
241 1160405BB INTELLIGENCE SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT .0.........ccccccceccceecceeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeneeeeees 6,866 6,866 
242 1160408BB OPERATIONAL ENHANCEMENTS indi A ERA 63,008 63,008 
243 1160431BB WARRIOR SYSTEMS aiaei 25,342 25,342 
244 1160432BB SPECIAL PROGRAMS .......... 3,401 3,401 
245 1160480BB SOF TACTICAL VEHICLES . 3,212 8,212 
246 1160483BB MARITIME SYSTEMS csi wvscicosesereavnastccts 63,597 63,597 
247 1160489BB GLOBAL VIDEO SURVEILLANCE ACTIVITIES ... 3,933 3,933 
248 1160490BB OPERATIONAL ENHANCEMENTS INTELLIGENCE 10,623 10,623 
248A 9999999999 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS sessions sidad 3,564,272 3,564,272 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT ..................ccccceeccnecceeeeeeeeceeeeeeeaeeeneeeeeee 4,538,910 4,561,117 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
XX XXXXX DEFENSE WIDE CYBER VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT .....sessssssssessrserssrsresrssrresrsresresressrs 0 200,000 
Assess all major weapon systems for cyber vulnerability ........sssssssssssssssesssessesesessesesessesesessesese [200,000] 
XXX XXXXXX UCAS-D DEVELOPMENT AND FOLLOW ON PROTOTYPING cooccooccnncnnncnnncnnnncnnncnnncnnacnnncnnnncnnnoos 0 725,000 
Supports continued efforts on UCAS-D and follow on prototyping [725,000] 
X XXXXX TECHNOLOGY OFFSET INITIATIVE cocccoccnncnnnccnnacnnacnnacnnnnnnnacnnncnnns 0 400,000 
Supports innovative technology development [400,000] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBUTED 000.0...... ccc cccc cece cece cece eee ened eee e eee eee EH E eed Sed EEC EE Gane EEE Ee teed EEE EES 0 1,325,000 
TOTAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, DW ....0...........ccccceccceeccneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeaeeeneees 18,329,861 19,837,068 
OPERATIONAL TEST & EVAL, DEFENSE 
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 
1 06051180TE OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION —ooccocccnccnnocnnoconnconncnnnocnnncnnnrnnnornnncnnnonnnrn nano nncnnnaccncnnnoos 76,838 76,838 
2 06051310TE LIVE FIRE TEST AND EVALUATION 46,882 46,882 
3 0605840TE OPERATIONAL TEST ACTIVITIES AND ANALYSES ocoocccocnnncnnnccnncnnoconncnnnnnnnocnnnonnncnnncnnnrnnnannns 46,838 46,838 
SUBTOTAL, MANAGEMENT SUPPORT ....0...........cccccccceccceeeceee nee eeeee cece ne cn anced eeeeeeeaeeeaeeeneeeneeegees 170,558 170,558 
TOTAL OPERATIONAL TEST € EVAL, DEFENSE ................0.ccccccceccceccceeeeeeecaeeeceeeeeeeeeeeaeeeneeeneees 170,558 170,558 
TOTAL: ROT ae ee eet 69,784,963 70,891,640 
SEC. 4202. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND 
EVALUATION FOR OVERSEAS CON- 
TINGENCY OPERATIONS. 
SEC. 4202. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION 
FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
Line Program Ttem FY 2016 Senate 
Element Request Authorized 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST & EVAL, ARMY 
ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT & PROTOTYPES 
60 06037474 SOLDIER SUPPORT AND SURVIVABILITY cui ia aii 1,500 1,500 
SUBTOTAL, ADVANCED COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT € PROTOTYPES l.. 1,500 1,500 
TOTAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, ARMY ocooccooccncccnnccnnccnnoconncnnncnnnccnncnnnoos 1,500 1,500 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, NAVY 
OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 
231A 9999999999 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS: A aR AEA EAE 35,747 35,747 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT ....................ccceccceecceecceeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeanes 35,747 35,747 
TOTAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, NAVY ...............::cccceccceeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenees 35,747 35,747 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST & EVAL, AF 
OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 
133 0205671F JOINT COUNTER RCIED ELECTRONIC WARFARE .........ccceccceccceecceeceeececeeeneeeeaeeeneeeneeeeeeeeeneeaes 300 300 
246A 9999999999 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 16,800 16,800 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 17,100 17,100 
TOTAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, AF ...............cccccccccceccceeceeeeeneeeneeeeeeneneeaees 17,100 17,100 
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SEC. 4202. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION 
FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


Line Program Item FY 2016 Senate 
Element Request Authorized 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST & EVAL, DW 
OPERATIONAL SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT 

248A 9999999999 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS ono sami dean donan ca ada 137,087 137,087 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATIONAL SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT c.0oocccconcccnnnoconnnnccononnconnnnnccnonnncnnonaninnnans 137,087 137,087 
TOTAL RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST € EVAL, DW ....ooooooooccccnncccnnnnccnnonoconnnncccnnnocricnnnninnns 137,087 137,087 
TOTAL RDOTEE ono ea is id 191,434 191,434 


TITLE XLITI—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 


SEC. 4301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE. 


SEC. 4301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


FY 2016 Senate 


Line Item Request Authorized 


OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARMY 
OPERATING FORCES 


010, MANEUVER UNITS: dintel vello cada een de EE OA de iia cio 1,094,429 0 

Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . what [-1,094,429] 

020 MODULAR SUPPORT BRIGADES ................. boxe 68,873 68,873 

030 ECHELONS ABOVE BRIGADE ...... bea 508,008 508,008 

040 THEATER LEVEL ASSETS oo... eee eee sak 763,300 0 

Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BOA ............ccccececcecscsccecscsececscscecseetscseeseecsceeescsceesscseessseseeseseseeeeees [-763,300] 

050 LAND FORCES OPERATIONS SUPPORT o erens cee AEE aE NETESE NE ANE E EEEE EE E EEE i ER 1,054,322 0 

Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [41,054,322] 

060 AVIATION ASSETS Prirast tiee EAKR n NEANS EE EERE 1,546,129 0 

Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [-1,546,129] 

070 FORCE READINESS OPERATIONS SUPPORT .. 3,158,606 0 

Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . sane [-8,158,606] 

080 LAND FORCES SYSTEMS READINESS .......... oath 438,909 438,909 

090 LAND FORCES DEPOT MAINTENANCE . Sats 1,214,116 1,291,316 

Readiness funding increase ...............00065 date [77,200] 

100 BASE OPERATIONS SUPPORT . SN 7,616,008 7,626,508 

Readiness funding inCTease ...cocccconocncnncncnnnnnncnnnncncnnononcnnnnnncnnenoncnnos doy [10,500] 

110 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION wake 2,617,169 2,651,169 

Kwajalein facilities restoration .....oococncnccnoncnnnnoncnonnoncnnnnoncnnnncnnnnnos nom [34,000] 

120 MANAGEMENT AND OPERATIONAL HEADQUARTERS ... 421,269 421,269 

130 COMBATANT COMMANDERS CORE OPERATIONS ........ 164,743 164,743 

170 COMBATANT COMMANDS DIRECT MISSION SUPPORT ... 448,633 436,276 

Streamlining of Army Combatant Commands Direct Mission Support Laas [412,357] 

SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES secos o id dese accteejand esa Wate seascdesasiceeneisgeesaiaseeseaaneeserds 21,114,514 13,607,071 
MOBILIZATION 

180 ¡STRATEGIC MOBILITY aid de cbs suns Pcs nd ao (vce IA At di dene elect e eei EEN A to de ERAS 401,638 401,638 

190; -ARMY PREPOSITIONED:STOCÉES. incio nostre cat ceecosenieceded sean ncauauedeh ai rn cada 261,683 261,683 

200. INDUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS seoslicstssliaieshincaceneicacoslassconsnssites ghsstondaag@enguesde caine sitengnascenanesaune AE nous EOE vanes 6,532 6,532 

SUBTOTAL, MOBILIZATION sio A peehaql sceaes A EERUN EURAP EAR iA 669,853 669,853 


TRAINING AND RECRUITING 
210 OFFICER ACQUISITION .. Wied 131,536 131,536 
220 RECRUIT TRAINING .......... 3 sch 47,843 47,843 


230 ONE STATION UNIT TRAINING ... 42,565 42,565 
240 SENIOR RESERVE OFFICERS TRAINING CORPS wate 490,378 490,378 
250 SPECIALIZED SKILL TRAINING ceecee ehh 981,000 1,014,200 
Readiness funding increase ... RES [83,200] 

260 FLIGHT TRAINING acer rei arresiak i wis 940,872 940,872 
270 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDUCATION teak 230,324 230,324 
280. “TRAINING SUPPORT Sitieiissatiecgetoveicrcesdecndencnabcanaregeeonaacdnancseangncseoanees suganersenaned vagghalanauesadugneaseaubussdmongiovndsce taney 603,519 603,519 
290 ‘RHCRUITING- AND:‘ADVERITISING usina dita td A Aia abla io eee 491,922 491,922 
300 EXAMINING cococccnccnccnconccnconccnccnncnncnnonnnns 194,079 194,079 
310 OFF-DUTY AND VOLUNTARY EDUCATION Ss 227,951 227,951 
820 CIVILIAN EDUCATION AND TRAINING ou... ceecccceecececeeeneeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseceeceeceseeseeeseececeeceseseeeeee 161,048 161,048 
330 JUNIOR RESERVE OFFICER TRAINING CORPS 00... cece cecceeceecneceeeeeeneeneeceeneeeeeceeceeaeeceeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeees 170,118 170,118 
SUBTOTAL, TRAINING AND RECRUITING. ...0ooooccoccnncccncconnconnnonnnonnncnnnonnnonnnno nono nono nn nr rn nro nnnrnnnrn nano da eed esta Esta ee aa eS 4,713,155 4,746,355 

ADMIN & SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 

350 SERVICEWIDE TRANSPORTATION 485,778 485,778 
360 CENTRAL SUPPLY ACTIVITIES .... 813,881 813,881 
870 LOGISTIC SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 714,781 714,781 
380 AMMUNITION MANAGEMENT ..... seas 322,127 322,127 
390: ADMINISTRATION Si. aae ia Ee eae EEA AE AEA SA AE REAA EE NE AEAEE AFAA EENE AA Rada A AEEA 384,813 384,813 
400 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS aiiin senri non AN EAOa EE AA a E E EAEE AR EE 1,781,350 1,781,350 


410: (MANPOWER: MANAGEMEN T o eeoa eoor Dorada PETA TEEDEST LAPE rE ESEESE EERE PE POSE YEA TEADE EE SEN SEENA TEATE e AS 292,532 292,532 
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SEC. 4301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


š FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
420- OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT seecae bruen roia akaa O AEA a Ra ad 375,122 375,122 
430 OTHER SERVICE SUPPORT ... 1,119,848 1,115,348 
Army outreach reduction ... [-4,500] 
440 ARMY CLAIMS ACTIVITIES .. 225,358 225,358 
450 REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT . 239,755 239,755 
460 FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT AND AUDIT READINESS 223,319 223,319 
470 INTERNATIONAL MILITARY HEADQUARTERS ....... 469,865 469,865 
480 MISC. SUPPORT OF OTHER NATIONS ................. 40,521 40,521 
480A CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS coooccoccncnocnncnnconcnncnnonns 1,120,974 1,146,474 
Additional SOUTHCOM ISR and intel support . [20,000] 
Readiness increase ..cococccnccncncncnncncnnancncnnanoncnnos [5,500] 
xX. UNDISTRIBUTED serna EEO dise adn 0 238,451 
Streamlining of Army Management Headquarters . sane [-238,451] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2........... ccc cccc cece cece cence eee e eee ee ec ee eee e cea ee desea eecaeeeaneeaeeeaeeeeeeeeaneeenes 8,610,024 8,392,573 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
xx UNDISTRIBUTED FOREIGN CURRENCY ADJUSTMENT coccoccocnncnncnncnncnncnncnnconcnncnnonncnnconconccnronconcnncnncnnccnicnnnns 0 —281,500 
Foreign currency adjustment ......sssssssssesesessesesessesesossesese [281,500] 
XXX UNDISTRIBUTED BULK FUEL SAVINGS .. 0 -260,100 
Bulk fuel Savings ...oococccnccccncncnncncnnnnnncnonos KES [-260,100] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBUTED nerpa eena e E pavers qeavan E EE EE E e a Ea ences 0 -541,600 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARMY ...............0.ccccccceccc eee c ence eee e eee a eee eeee eae ee anced eeaeeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeneeeseneneees 35,107,546 26,874,252 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARMY RES 
OPERATING FORCES 
020 MODULAR SUPPORT BRIGADES ultras isaac EE E PETA OEA EE caagadoes 16,612 16,612 
030 ECHELONS ABOVE BRIGADE . 486,531 486,531 
040 THEATER LEVEL ASSETS eee 105,446 105,446 
050 LAND FORCES OPERATIONS SUPPORT 516,791 516,791 
060 AVIATION ASSETS ocooccccnocnncnccnncnoconcnnconccncnncnnos wae 87,587 87,587 
070 FORCE READINESS OPERATIONS SUPPORT coccoocnncnccnncnnonncnncnncnno noo nor nnr nono r reno rn eceeceeceeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeee 348,601 348,601 
080 LAND FORCES SYSTEMS READINESS 2.0.00... ccc ceceececnecneeceeeeeneeeeeaeececeeceeeeeeeeceeaececeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeaeeeeeees 81,350 81,350 
090 LAND FORCES DEPOT MAINTENANCE . 59,574 91,974 
Readiness funding increase ...............06065 [32,400] 
100 BASE OPERATIONS SUPPORT cncoconccnccnconccnoncncnancncnccnccnccnncnncnncnonnnens 570,852 570,852 
110 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION .. 245,686 245,686 
120 MANAGEMENT AND OPERATIONAL HEADQUARTERS .............. cede 40,962 40,962 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING. FORCES cio ii O AER EAEE AO deis 2,559,992 2,592,392 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
130 “SHR VICHWIDH TRANSPORTATION. ae r lili 10,665 10,665 
140 ADMINISTRATION cocoocnccnccnccncnncnncnnannos 18,390 18,390 
150 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS 14,976 14,976 
160 MANPOWER MANAGEMENT ........... 8,841 8,841 
110 RECRUITING: AND ADVERTISE: A Rina 52,928 52,928 
EX, UNDISTRIBUTED EEEE E AEE as pri pei cu seni y pebeta 0 6,011 
Streamlining of Army Reserve Management Headquarters . wane [56,011] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN & SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES +.o0oooccoocnnnccnnconnconnncnnncnnnonnnoc nono nnnonnncnn nr rro nono nro rnnrnnnrnnncnnncnnncnnnss 105,800 99,790 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
XxX" UNDISTRIBUTED.BULK:FUELD SAVINGS, coccion orinar dan iaa ota 0 7,600 
Bulk fuel Savings ...o0cocccnocccncnccnnncnonnnncnnnns [77,600] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBUTED 0 -7,600 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARMY RES ................ccccccccecccnecceecece eee eeeceeeceeeeaeeeaeeeeeeecanesaeeeneeeaeeeeeees 2,665,792 2,684,581 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARNG 
OPERATING FORCES 
010 MANEUVER UNITS ........ eee 709,433 709,433 
020 MODULAR SUPPORT BRIGADES 167,324 167,324 
030 ECHELONS ABOVE BRIGADE ...... 741,327 741,327 
040 THEATER LEVEL ASSETS ....... suze 88,775 96,475 
ARNG border security enhancement: 20.4 556.6cscsslecscdsascecesenencecescedeccecevedsendevavedcevecdsdevaveedeeeccesavevcedeveaddesswascedeweses [7,700] 
050. LAND FORCES OPERATIONS: SUPPORT ereere erines iere o iana aa AAA e EAE ASE dence soducausedeeersstdedeatalcdesosccuesans 32,130 32,130 
060 AVIATION ASSETS ccccccccnccnccnccnconocnnoninnnono 943,609 996,209 
Readiness funding increase RPS [39,600] 
ARNG border security CNhanCeMent ............cccccecscsscscnecscscsecscseecscseeecseseeecseseeessceeecsesesecseeesesseaeseeseaeseeseaeneeees [13,000] 
070 FORCE READINESS OPERATIONS SUPPORT 000... cccecnecneceeeeeneeneeceeceeeeeeececeeeeceeceeeeeeeeeneeteeneeaseaeeeenes 703,137 703,137 
080 LAND FORCES SYSTEMS READINESS .......... 84,066 84,066 
090 LAND FORCES DEPOT MAINTENANCE . 166,848 189,348 
Readiness funding increase ...............06005 [22,500] 
100 BASE OPERATIONS SUPPORT 00... cee cecceecnecneee eee eeneeneeneeneeneens 1,022,970 1,022,970 
110 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATIO 673,680 673,680 
120 MANAGEMENT AND OPERATIONAL HEADQUARTERS .............. wee 954,574 954,574 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES oi panesaduasuas E AAEE NEES GESS 6,287,873 6,370,673 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
130: SERVICEWDE TRANSPORTATION. a e E E A O E O EE AA EE TAAT 6,570 6,570 
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(In Thousands of Dollars) 


š FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
140 ADMINISTRATION pitt iia A A avec saben AI A tines A EAE ad a dra ta 59,629 59,379 
Reduction to National Guard Heritage Paintings [2250] 
150 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS o.ae 68,452 68,452 
160 MANPOWER MANAGEMENT ........ 8,841 8,841 
170 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT ... 283,670 272,170 
Reduction to Army Marketing Program (-11,500] 
180 REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT ............... 2,942 2,942 
ZE UNDISTRB UT D a ed 0 —26,631 
Streamlining of Army National Guard Management Headquarters Pere [26,631] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN & SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2............ccc cece cece eee c eee e eee e cence cence ence ae eeaeeeeeeecaeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeeeeeeaneeanes 430,104 391,723 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
Xxx UNDISTRIBUTDD BULK FUEL- SAVINGS ii A A AERA RA A AO AAA 0 25,300 
A A [25,300] 
SUBTOTAL, TNDISTRIBETED: 0 e a E h ee iaaa 0 -25,300 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARNG oococccooccnocnnoconnoonncnnnncnnnonnnrnnnonnnrn nono nnnrnnnrrnnrn reno nnnrnnnrnnnnnnnnnnnacnnniss 6,717,977 6,737,096 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, NAVY 
OPERATING FORCES 
010 MISSION AND OTHER FLIGHT OPERATIONS coccoccnccnccncnnnonnnnncnnonno no iri nr iib nn ran EE EEEE EE 4,940,365 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . ae [4,940,365] 
020) ¡ELEBHETATRTRATNING: irdan giat EE Raa EAREN ASI caacuenstod cou aheeasevatsesadhedsdeahad uaa dhactteahedute eadduabaduradiectdeases 1,830,611 1,830,611 
030 AVIATION TECHNICAL DATA & ENGINEERING SERVICES c.occooccnoccnnccnnocnnoconncnnncnnnccnnacnnncnnncnnncnnnncnnncnnncnnncons 87,225 87.225 
040 AIR OPERATIONS AND SAFETY SUPPORT ............ 103,456 103,456 
050 AIR SYSTEMS SUPPORT ............:cccceeeeeeeees 376,844 390,744 
Readiness funding increase ......... [13,900 
060 AIRCRAFT DEPOT MAINTENANCE .............. 897,536 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BC [-897,536 
070 AIRCRAFT DEPOT OPERATIONS SUPPORT . 33,201 33,201 
080 AVIATION LOGISTICS coccoccnccnccncnncnnconccnccnicnnnns ey 544,056 549,356 
Readiness:furiding in Cr6ase- nino A A E AA ban A A EEE A A EA [5,300 
090 MISSION AND OTHER SHIP OPERATIONS ocooccnocnnoconoconnonnnocn nono non non nro rn nn rn r nr nn enn n nn r nn rnnnrnnnrrnnnnnnncnnacnnannnnios 4,287,658 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA [F4,287,658] 
100 SHIP OPERATIONS SUPPORT & TRAINING .. 787,446 787,446 
110 SHIP DEPOT MAINTENANCE o.ae 5,960,951 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [-5,960,951] 
120 SHIP DEPOT OPERATIONS SUPPORT ......... 1,554,863 1,554,863 
130 COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS ............. 704,415 704,415 
140 ELECTRONIC WARFARE aeee 96,916 96,916 
150 SPACE SYSTEMS AND SURVEILLANCE o.......ccecceeccssccnssccssenesccenccnsecnesensecesscenccnseeeesenssecessenscenseesesetaseeesseneens 192,198 192,198 
160. WARFARE TACTICS uta bl ri a a Ge lieu REA 453,942 453,942 
170 OPERATIONAL METEOROLOGY AND OCEANOGRAPHY 351,871 351,871 
180 COMBAT SUPPORT FORCES esencias sisi ne 1,186,847 1,186,847 
19 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE .... vela 123,948 123,948 
200. DEPOT:OPERATIONS SUPPORT ui A A caving edn ta Red 2,443 2,443 
210 COMBATANT COMMANDERS CORE OPERATIONS .u...cecccecccecccsecceeeceeeeceeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeecseeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaeseneeegs 98,914 98,914 
220 COMBATANT COMMANDERS DIRECT MISSION SUPPORT .................06 73,110 67,628 
Streamlining of Navy Combatant Commanders Direct Mission Support [-5,483] 
230. “CRUISE: MISSILE a ia Ea 110,734 110,734 
240 FLEET BALLISTIC MISSILE c0cooccnoccnncnnnccnnnos 1,206,736 1,206,736 
250 IN-SERVICE WEAPONS SYSTEMS SUPPORT 141,664 141,664 
260 WEAPONS MAINTENANCE ...........0.cccecceeeeeeees 523,122 523,122 
270 OTHER WEAPON SYSTEMS SUPPORT desk 371,872 371,872 
280 ENTERPRISE TN FORMADOS. oi) ccc sescsedscveensldexeauaventenibannsvnnaeonuyasie O E E E E E EEA E OERE 896,061 896,061 
290 SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION AND MODERNIZATION ..........ccccccccecccsecceceeeeeeeecceecseceeeceaeeeaeeeeeeeaeeeaeseneeens 2,220,423 2,220,423 
300 BASE OPERATING SUPPORT coonccnccnccnccncnnccnccnncnncncnnnnnnnns 4,472,468 4,486,468 
Funding increase for Behavioral Counseling see [14,000] 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING 0 0) st ©) Dense 34,581,896 18,523,103 
MOBILIZATION 
S10 SHIP PREPOSITIONING AND SURGE A la ai 422,846 422,846 
320 AIRCRAFT ACTIVATIONS/INACTIVATIONS mie 6,464 6,964 
Readiness: UNAS INCASE. mts A A Edna OR ET IME IE SENSORS EES [500] 
$50: SHIP ACTIVA TION GIN AC TTY A TIN OA do ANRIA IAR 361,764 361,764 
340 69,530 69,530 
350 2,287 2,237 
360 21,823 21,823 
SUBTOTAL MOBILIZATION sa ia EAEE EAA AR AA A EEA TOER EESE EDES eee 884,664 885,164 
TRAINING AND RECRUITING 
370 OFFICER ACQUISITION 149,375 149,375 
380 RECRUIT TRAINING ...........cccccceseceeccneeenes 9,035 9,035 
390 RESERVE OFFICERS TRAINING CORPS 156,290 156,290 
400 SPECIALIZED SKILL TRAINING 653,728 653,728 
410 FLIGHT TRAINING ccinn dieses eres 8,171 8,171 
420 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDUCATION 168,471 168,471 
4307 TRATSTAO: SUPLIR TD A e Sew Ratan osado 196,048 196,048 
440: RECRUITINGAND ADVERTISINO: sii e du dad ces a cose saueesacenusbesaeanseshdeesanneessest eens 234,233 234,233 
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(In Thousands of Dollars) 


š FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
450: ‘OR F-DUTY AND VOLUNTARY EDUCATION ecosport caaaaeaes 137,855 137,855 
460 CIVILIAN EDUCATION AND TRAINING .... 77,257 77,257 
470. JUNIOR: ROTC? duoccidododocdsonccianian wee aiai leas 47,653 47,653 
SUBTOTAL, TRAINING AND RECRUITING. .00...........0cc cece cece cece cece eee ne een e eee keene enced eed EEG EEG deed EEG eed Ee ea Eee a EEE EE 1,838,116 1,838,116 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
480”. ADMINISTRATION, ací ES 923,771 923,771 
490 EXTERNAL RELATIONS o.ooccooccnoconcconnconnncnnoconaronaconnccnnaconacos 13,967 13,967 
600 CIVILIAN MANPOWER AND PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT .. 120,812 120,812 
510 MILITARY MANPOWER AND PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT .. 350,983 350,983 
520 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT ......... cece cece eee neceeeeeen tenes 265,948 265,948 
530 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS ... 335,482 335,482 
650 SERVICEWIDE TRANSPORTATION ........... wate 197,724 197,724 
570 PLANNING, ENGINEERING AND DESIGN Cerian i rodan EErEE EEOAE EETRI EON R ER AOGE ET INSTA AO A ia Oai 274,936 274,936 
580 ACQUISITION AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT ....sessssssssssssssrssesssrssesssesesrsresesrssrsesssessesesesseresrseeeesesssessesesrsee 1,122,178 1,122,178 
590 HULL, MECHANICAL AND ELECTRICAL SUPPORT . 48,587 48,587 
600 COMBAT/WEAPONS SYSTEMS ccccnocnccncnncnnccncnnannnanono 25,599 25,599 
610 SPACE AND ELECTRONIC WARFARE SYSTEMS 72,768 72,768 
620 NAVAL INVESTIGATIVE SERVICE ..00occoccnccnccncnncnncnnos 577,803 577,803 
680 INTERNATIONAL HEADQUARTERS AND AGENCIES . 4,768 4,768 
680A CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS cococcoccncnccnncnncnncnnccncnncnncnncnnccnons 560,754 560,754 
KX SUNDISTRIBU TED Ap aE RENEE NEIRE E ANTAR wants 0 209,823 
Streamlining of Navy Management Headquarters .........cccccccsccecseneceeeceeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeaeeeeeea esse ea eeeeeeaeeeeeeaeeeeneeenee [-209,823] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2........... ccc cece cece cece cee e ene e ence eee cence ance ne ee nese a eecaeeeaeeeaeeegeeeeeeeaneeaaes 4,896,080 4,686,257 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
xx UNDISTRIBUTED FOREIGN CURRENCY ADJUSTMENT cocooccoccncnncnncnncnncnncnnconcnncnnrnncnnconconcnnronconcnncnncnncnnacnnnns 0 59,900 
Foreign currency adjustment ................ [559,900] 
xxx UNDISTRIBUTED BULK FUEL SAVINGS 0 482,300 
Bulk fuel Savings ...00cocccnococncncnnnncnonnnncnonos dette [-482,300] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBUTED> ai ad 0 -542,200 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, NAVY cocccooccncccnoconnccnnconnncnnncnnnnnnnonnnnn non r ron nnnrrnnnrnnnr nono rnnrnnncnnnrnnnncnnoss 42,200,756 25,390,440 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS 
OPERATING FORCES 
010: OPERATIONAL) FORCES notar dale cadbamesmans A AEE AA daddies ducnaitdadct ceed eu eaatteneanaegacatods oh 931,079 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [-931,079] 
020: FIELD:LOGISTIOS vres iraire ei ketei aies i 931,757 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . sae [-931,757] 
030. DEPOT MAINTENANCE ui connneeementendocsdeadtas A a das daaetuisaewiiedadessece 227,583 227,583 
040 MARITIME: PREPOSITIONINC cenit nds 86,259 86,259 
050 SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION. 746,237 746,237 
060 BASE OPERATING SUPPORT ...eesessescressoscrerssceserescesesesesseetesseesee 2,057,362 2,058,562 
Readiness funding increase for Criminal Investigative Equipment . A [1,200] 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES ee 4,980,277 3,118,641 
TRAINING AND RECRUITING 
070: RECRUIT TRAINING cedieron der citas 16,460 16,460 
080 OFFICER ACQUISITION .......... 977 977 
090 SPECIALIZED SKILL TRAINING „ecce 97,325 97,325 
100 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDUCATION 40,786 40,786 
110 TRAINING SUPPORT cooocccccncnccnncnncnncnncnnccnannnnnos 347,476 347,476 
120 RECRUITING AND ADVERTISING ............. 164,806 164,806 
130 OFF-DUTY AND VOLUNTARY EDUCATION nnee a E O R E EEEE EEO E 39,963 39,963 
140" JUNIOR ROTO: ces cet cha pad CE asie S ANRE ANES va vache SAER ade adaid abaedadeetau euse  A seas Raenuuseaasecszaweateraeensagen 23,397 23,397 
SUBTOTAL, TRAINING AND RECRUITING. .00...........0cc cece cece cece cece nee ne eee eee e enn een eed eed EEG Ee cae cde e deed ees a EEe EEE EEE 731,190 731,190 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
150 SERVICEWIDE TRANSPORTATION ... 37,386 37,386 
160 ADMINISTRATION coccocnocnncnncnncnnonnconcnnroncnncnncnnos 358,395 358,395 
180 ACQUISITION AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 76,105 76,105 
180A CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS coccoccncnncnncnncnncnncnncnns wads 45,429 45,429 
xx UNDISTRIBUTE Delon coneueradhoncs conenashoggnarceuah cs bangnesaenansuamndgeaudaeecenunalveagucvensdaegeneonetaectecs 0 32,588 
Streamlining of Marine Corps Management Headquarters ..........eseseseecsseseecscesoseseesescecesesescesesosceseseseesesescesesee [432,588] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES +.o0oooccooccnnccnnconnconnoconccnnnonnnccnnnonnncnnnrnn nor dese nono nro rnnnnnnrnnnrnnncnnncnnnss 517,315 484,727 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
xx UNDISTRIBUTED FOREIGN CURRENCY ADJUSTMENT coccoccoccncnncnncnnonncnncnnconcnncnncnncnnconconccnroncnncnncnncenccnicnnnns 0 19,800 
Foreign currency adjustment ...ococcocncncnconcncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonos [19,800] 
xxx UNDISTRIBUTED BULK FUEL SAVINGS 0 -17,000 
Bulk fuel Savings ...o0cocccnoconncnccnoncncnnnncnonos Seve [417,000] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISERIBUTED io tidad neón 0 -36,800 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS. o0occocccoccnnoconocnnnoonnncnnncnnncnnncn nono nono nnncnnncnnncnnnnrnnaccnaoos 6,228,782 4,297,758 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, NAVY RES 
OPERATING FORCES 
010 MISSION AND OTHER FLIGHT OPERATIONS coccoccnccnconcnnnonnnnncnnonno nr nn rn rr rre ner r rra nr nro r nero rnrnnronconrenreninninnss 563,722 563,722 
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020° INTERMEDIATE MAINTENANCE! cena iia aliias diria DIA AOE IE sais ARANEAE A teas A RARA 6,218 6,218 
030 AIRCRAFT DEPOT MAINTENANCE .............. 82,712 82,712 
040 AIRCRAFT DEPOT OPERATIONS SUPPORT 326 326 
050 AVIATION LOGISTICS o0occcooccnocnnoconicnnncncnacnnanono 13,436 13,436 
070 SHIP OPERATIONS SUPPORT & TRAINING .. 557 557 
090 COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS o.ae 14,499 14,499 
100 COMBAT SUPPORT FORCES .. 117,601 117,601 
120 ENTERPRISE INFORMATION coooccnoccnncnnnocnnoconacnnncnnnancnacnns 29,382 29,382 
130 SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION AND MODERNIZATION 48,513 48,513 
140 BASE OPERATING SUPPORT ...... ah 102,858 102,858 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES ¿cio ici a cavertedanwenadenbeesdavesnaue 979,824 979,824 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
150 ADMINISTRATION sia A ió iaaa iasgt 1,505 1,505 
160 MILITARY MANPOWER AND PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 0.00... ccccccccceccceeccneceneeeeeeeceeeeeeeeaeeseeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeneeeas 13,782 13,782 
170 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS ooocccoccnnncnnccnnncnnancnnnonnnoso 3,437 3,437 
180 ACQUISITION AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 3,210 3,210 
Xx UNDISTRIBUTED acs vitvasceaiieeavisssiceciseaes aona eEG Ea 0 -1,386 
Streamlining of Navy Reserve Management Headquarters .. reas [-1,386] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2............ccccccc cece cece c eee e eee eee e eee ee cence ceeds eee eecaeeea eed eesaeeneeeeaneeaaee 21,934 20,548 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
xxx UNDISTRIBUTED BULK FUEL SAVINGS scr ota E A A A AR A 0 39,700 
Bul TULA IDE A A a a da AAN [539,700] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISERIBUTED 00 as didas 0 -39,700 
TOTAL OPERATION € MAINTENANCE, NAVY RES ....0...........cccccccceecc ence cece ceeee eee eeeceeeedeeeaeeeeeeeeaneeaeeeseeeaeeenenees 1,001,758 960,672 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, MC RESERVE 
OPERATING FORCES 
O10. OPERATING FORCES: sic saasesseccssuqtea viva sensacas' A iio 97,631 97,631 
020 PEPOT MAIN TN ANG Bh O A A aed se aa a beste Cae hate dns CE 18,254 18,254 
030 SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION AND MODERNIZATION ..........cccccccceccceeccneeeeeeeeeeeeeeecaeeeeeceaeeesaeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeneeees 28,653 28,653 
040 BASE OPERATING SUPPORT scar 111,923 111,923 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES 256,461 256,461 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
050 SERVICE WIDE TRANSPORTATION as E 924 924 
060 ADMINISTRATION ..............:ceeceeeeeeee 10,866 10,866 
070 RECRUITING AND ADVERTISING nen 8,785 8,785 
Be UIT By co wah cates AE ao ashe E EAE A a CAT aS 0 -1,473 
Streamlining of Marine Corps Reserve Management Headquarters ..........ssssesessssesesessesesesoesesesessesesossesesesseses [21,473] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN & SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2........... ccc cccc cece eee c eee e nee e ne cence eee e cence eee nono rnnrnnnrnnnrnnnrnnnrnnarnnncnnnss 20,575 19,102 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
xox UNDISTRIBUTED BULK FUEL SAVINGS a <theasdaa ben aiacniialecvated E E ts tk 0 -1,000 
Bulk fuel SAVINGS? elsa Ronse weonE Hwee OS [-1,000] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBUTED voe aai cas acgandsinpicawne sade o an 0 -1,000 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, MC RESERVE ...............0..ccccccccceecceeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeseeeeeeeceneeaeeeaeeenenenenegs 277,036 274,563 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 
OPERATING FORCES 
O10. PRIMARY COMBAT: TOROS aia rd A A eabdamiasvduniedpitnnd ex vcs oa A ea bees sme held ca tnd wx vdeesn eS 3,336,868 0 
Transfer base requirément. to OCO dueto BCA vcs cscs scscaseccucasesevcasescucdacsedensoseucaecsedensesencdecsOdedecsedceecsencdseseaceecses [-8,336,868] 
020 “COMBAT ENHANCHMENT: FORCES ia E Sa este auc dice ice tee ev vaca een REN 1,897,315 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA .................. [41,897,315] 
030 AIR OPERATIONS TRAINING (OJT, MAINTAIN SKILLS). 1,797,549 1,757,249 
Cancel transition of A-10 to F—15E training ...................ee [-78,000] 
Readiness increase ..... [37,700] 
040 DEPOT MAINTENANCE ............ccccecceteeeeeeee ees 6,537,127 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA ........ ce ceceecececeee eee eee [46,537,127] 
050 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION er 1,997,712 1,997,712 
060 BASE SUPPORT rd e ab neuer OEA 2,841,948 2,841,948 
070 930,341 930,341 
080 924,845 924,845 
100 271,177 271,177 
110 382,824 382,824 
120 COMBATANT COMMANDERS DIRECT MISSION SUPPORT cooccnocnnncnnnccnnocnnononoconnnnnnncnnocnnncnnnonnncnnncnnarnnarnnnoos 900,965 885,586 
Streamlining of Air Force Combatant Commanders Direct Mission Support [115,380] 
130 COMBATANT COMMANDERS CORE OPERATIONS coocccncccnocnncconncnnncnnnacnnannnoss 205,078 164,078 
Cutting Joint Enabling Capabilities Command ...... [41,000] 
xxx CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS .. 907,496 924,296 
Increase One Program ... [20,000] 
Unjustified increase .................06 i 6 [-3,200] 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES -hiec a E te sncsateanardopencbanusnanad id is 22,931,245 11,080,055 
MOBILIZATION 
140. AIR IFT OPERA TO N Be a A aia 2,229,196 2,229,196 
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(In Thousands of Dollars) 


š FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
150 MOBILIZATION PREPAREDNESS A AEEA EPEA RATEALE a CEE SE EA AOAR R oE aa Siia 148,318 148,318 
160 DEPOT MAINTENANCE ............ccccsecceeeeeeeeeee es 1,617,571 0 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA ..........ceceecececeee eee eee [41,617,571] 
170 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION 259,956 259,956 
180 BASE SUPPORT siena coin o iio uh 708,799 708,799 
SUBTOTAL, MOBILIZATION ...0....... 00. ccccc cece cece eee e eee RR RRA GH RR RR RR nn rn H SCH EE GE EEGE EE GE EEE EE EEE EEE 4,963,840 3,346,269 
TRAINING AND RECRUITING 
VI OR TC BE AA TS ON cr es Siam naa ec ena adie x nasa acess le rude ead A A alee hada E ES AAA aA NE 92,191 92,191 
200 RECRUIT TRAINING ica ais prada 21,871 21,871 
210 RESERVE OFFICERS TRAINING CORPS (ROTC) cooccccccnnccnnocnnncnnnos 77,527 77,527 
220 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION 228,500 228,500 
230° BASE SUPPORT a AA care Goa 772,870 772,870 
240° SPECIALIZED SKILE TRAINING sisas ia ad pda odias 359,304 402,404 
Readiness increase for RPA training .....oooocoononccnononocnononocnonono no nono nono roo nono nor nro nr nor nono nor non rrnrnoncnnononcnnoncncanonos [43,100] 
250 FLIGHT TRAINING soii Daniella doses 710,553 710,553 
260 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDUCATION 228,252 228,252 
270 TRAINING SUPPORT ‘a icssstsasarscnsaaneteaeavetvasdeaisss 76,464 76,464 
280 DEPOT MAINTENANCE ................ 375,513 375,513 
290 RECRUITING AND ADVERTISING 79,690 79,690 
300 EXAMINING piesien ien cnctien sed tee pose paa bens 3,803 3,803 
310 OFF-DUTY AND VOLUNTARY EDUCATION 180,807 180,807 
320 CIVILIAN EDUCATION AND TRAINING © san ito is da 167,478 167,478 
330. JUNIOR ROTO 20 On 5, StS Lt A a UAE 59,263 59,263 
SUBTOTAL, TRAINING AND RECRUITING. ..............0ccccccc cece cece cece cence nee e eee e keene cence deed eed eet EE ca Ee deed eet eee tan Ee EEE 3,434,086 3,477,186 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
340 LOGISTICS OPERATIONS 1,141,491 1,141,491 
350 TECHNICAL SUPPORT ACTIVITIES .... 862,022 852,022 
Acquisition Management Adjustment [-10,000] 
360. DEPOT MAINTENANCE i cristisexsteesssstiseciieaivassictctndvacsivasenerteedsosadenents us 61,745 61,745 
370 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION cooccooccnocnnnconncnnnocnnaconncnnnonnnocnnnccnncnnacnnnons 298,759 298,759 
SO DASS UP ROR Seen Dane ONAN eam E ten RAY A Rae Cee aKING MMO ME TOBE MAG One Pee PREG ttre eS ERT 1,108,220 1,096,220 
Reduce IT procurement [412,000] 
390 ADMINISTRATION. suicidio tap 689,797 669,097 
DEAMS reduction-Funding ahead of need [20,700] 
400 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS ............ 498,053 498,053 
410 OTHER SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES .. 900,253 900,253 
420 CIVIL AIR PATROL esseere 25,411 25,411 
450 INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT oe 89,148 89,148 
ASU Ant OLAS STEED: PROCS MB Stace oie oa a uae ae bile ek oie en beled ae Open TAH oA SH STAT WSN Ga PDEA SES e Ea 1,187,859 1,182,959 
UnjJustified InNCrease. sitiunt EAE AN EATA caavienis Us 5 bau gua A AEEA OADE O ESE SASAE EN OSSES EEAS [-4,900] 
LE UNDISTRBUT D cb NEELA EEA Aa OAE EE 0 -276,203 
Streamlining of Air Force Management Headquarters baka, [-276,203] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2........... ccc cccc cece cece cence eee eee e eee c ence ance aeeeaeeeeeeeeaeeeaeeege sega eeseeeeaneeanes 6,862,758 6,538,955 
UNDISTRIBUTED 
xx: “Restore: HG-130 Compass- Call ocdescicdacsass canes A A E AAA AAA AAA RA 0 27,300 
Costs associated with preventing divestiture of EC-130 [27,300] 
Xx Restore AM ind E oo shoe we ies 0 235,300 
Costs associated with preventing divestiture of A-10 fleet [235,300] 
xxx UNDISTRIBUTED BULK FUEL SAVINGS eneee 0 618,300 
Bulk. fuel SAVNES vicsissscss seeicssvsadeosgseseverseaeecds ricas [-618,300] 
UNDISTRIBUTED FOREIGN CURRENCY ADJUSTMENT wea 0 -137,800 
FOreign: GurrenCy adjustment ne bonseives ines contados [-137,800] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBEUTED voii oso Sida ORO AAA singed sunk ages AAA 0 -493,500 
TOTAL OPERATION € MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE ..00..........0cccccccceccceecce eee eeeeeeeeeeeeeae eed eeee esse eeeaeeeaeeaeeeseeenenees 38,191,929 23,948,965 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, AF RESERVE 
OPERATING FORCES 
010 PRIMARY COMBAT FORCES 000 tvakavs thaaaeaiediadeissasanaissaav it 1,779,378 1,779,378 
020 MISSION SUPPORT OPERATIONS mee 226,243 226,243 
030. DEPOT. MAIN TENA NOE a as EA pios 487,036 487,036 
040 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION cooccooccnocnnncnnncnnnncnnncnnncnnnonnnccnnncnnncnnacnnainns 109,342 109,342 
050 BASE SUPPORT 373,707 373,707 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES 2,975,706 2,975,706 
ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 
060: -ADMINISTRATION a pea ais eee 53,921 53,921 
070 RECRUITING AND ADVERTISING ooccocccnccnnicnnacnnanonns 14,359 14,359 
080 MILITARY MANPOWER AND PERS MGMT (ARPC) 13,665 13,665 
090 OTHER PERS SUPPORT (DISABILITY COMP) .. 6,606 6,606 
ZE UNDISTRBUT D A pie 0 -2,116 
Costs associated with preventing divestiture of A-10 fleet ..... [2,500] 
Streamlining of Air Force Reserve Management Headquarters ... heen [-4,616] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICE-WIDE ACTIVITIES ...00ooocccnccnnccnnccnnncnnnncnnnonnncnnncnnncnnnncnnncnnacnnoss 88,551 86,435 
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š FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
xxxx, UNDISTRIBUTEHD,; BULK. FUEL: SAVINGS: citrato dian AA EEA ENEA aseaanadasaave eddaavedisaavactadavacudeasads 0 -101,100 

Bulk fuel Savings ...oococccnccccncnccnnncnonnnncnnnns [101,100] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBUTED 0 -101,100 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, AF RESERVE o00occcocccccccncccnnconnconnnonnncnnnonnncn naar nnnn nono nnncnnnrnnnrnnnrnnnncnnnoss 3,064,257 2,961,041 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ANG 
OPERATING FORCES 

00 ATRORRAETOPEA TON A A ai 3,526,471 3,526,471 

020 MISSION SUPPORT OPERATIONS ..... 740,779 743,379 

ARNG border security enhancement [2,600] 

030 DEPOT MAINTENANCE: -oeuse deit eh parao A APE EE E cta 1,763,859 1,763,859 

040 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION nae 288,786 288,786 

050- BASE SUPPORT cuna o RO E SEET EEA O oo 582,037 582,037 

SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES 0.0...0...... ccc cece cece cece cence eet nor nro enn etter s tS nr SES ESSEE Sr Sestese HEE srs EEG EEE G EEE EEE 6,901,932 6,904,532 
ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICE-WIDE ACTIVITIES 

060 AD MUN TS TR ATTN: ur A A tape naven a a ERAI a VETERA EA REEN E 23,626 23,626 

070 RECRUITING AND ADVERTISING .. 30,652 30,652 

xx UNDISTRIBUTED \iasesc ci na EEA EEES E AAG eii 0 -3,015 

Streamlining of Air National Guard Management Headquarters . [-3,015] 

moc, UNDISTRIBUTED cri in cra ae secó sles 0 42,200 

Costs associated with preventing divestiture Of A-10 fleet ...........esessssesesessesesessesesesoesesosoesesosoesesosoesesesoesesosees [42,200] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICE-WIDE ACTIVITIES ..0.0ooocccoccnnccnnccnnnccnnocnnncnnncnnncnnncnnnaccnncnnncnnoss 54,278 93,463 
UNDISTRIBUTED 

XXX... UNDISTRIBUTHD BULK. BUBLESA VINGS? sitiada vat sana bed andanatledcuedetaaeatiauanedesdanadinaatetdddatetiagavecuiactacuaaadens 0 162,600 

Bulk fuel savings ...............5 [-162,600] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBUTED 0 -162,600 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ANG .0...........ccc cece cece cece ence cee e eee cece ance eee cee cane cde eedeeeea essen eeaeeaeeeaeeeaeeegs 6,956,210 6,835,395 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE 
OPERATING FORCES 

OLD" -JOINT CHIEFS OF STAPH A A EEE BONERS ELA CADRE ELS 485,888 505,888 

Middle East Assurance Initiative ................ [20,000] 

020 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE .. 534,795 530,795 

DOD Rewards reduction-funding ahead of need ................. [-4,000] 

030 SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND/OPERATING FORCES wane 4,862,368 4,862,368 

SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES oisein nier trairai aria ei bauackiaaddnnelge rises shandwlasessaneuaselaeees 5,883,051 5,899,051 
TRAINING AND RECRUITING 

040 DEFENSE ACQUISITION UNIVERSITY. ..0..........cccccccececsecscsececscesecscesecsecesecsecesecsecesecseeesecseeesecseeeseesesesecsseeseeass 142,659 142,659 

050 NATIONAL DEFENSE UNIVERSITY wade 78,416 78,416 

060 SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND/TRAINING AND RECRUITING sake 354,372 354,372 

SUBTOTAL, TRAINING AND RECRUITING. ..........0...0.cccccc cece cece cece cnet eee e eee e cence nee need eed Ee CHEE eae EG ee dE Ee EEE eed Ee EEE 575,447 575,447 
ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 

O70. CIVIL MILITARY PROGRAMS: suicidas dad dia 160,320 160,320 

090 DEFENSE CONTRACT AUDIT AGENCY ................ 570,177 570,177 

100 DEFENSE CONTRACT MANAGEMENT AGENCY . 1,374,536 1,374,536 

110 DEFENSE HUMAN RESOURCES ACTIVITY ......... 642,551 642,551 

120 DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEMS AGENCY . 1,282,755 1,292,755 

Sharkseer increase ...........cccscsecscsccecsceeeecsceeeees ee [10,000] 

140 DEFENSE LEGAL SERVICES AGENCY. msc e aia riadas 26,073 26,073 

150. DEFENSE LOGISTIOS AGENCY A Ae ted ideas 366,429 366,429 

160 DEFENSE MEDIA ACTIVITY was 192,625 192,625 

180 DEFENSE PERSONNEL ACCOUNTING AGENCY . 115,372 115,372 

19 DEFENSE SECURITY COOPERATION AGENCY ... 524,723 517,723 

Reduction to Combating Terrorism Fellowship ... [77,000] 

200 DEFENSE SECURITY SERVICE ...00cocccncncnncncncnnoncncnnoncnnos 508,396 508,396 

230 DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 33,577 33,577 

240 DEFENSE THREAT REDUCTION AGENCY .................0008 415,696 415,696 

260 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE EDUCATION ACTIVITY ierra iA AR NR i a ENS 2,753,771 2,784,021 

TIN PACT O NN [30,000] 

School lunches for territories [250] 

270 MISSILE DEFENSE AGENCY ............. 432,068 432,068 

290 OFFICE OF ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT 110,612 57,512 

Guam outside the fence iInfastrUctUTO cv cviecsscsgjeccsescedencdoevedevseeesedyevesce save sed PU aaa AASE SIVALAR NAEL aei ret [-20,000] 

Defense industry adjustment ................::.0e [533,100] 

300 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 1,388,285 1,378,785 

BRAC 2017 Planning and Support. ................ [10,500] 

OSD fleet architecture Study .............ccccsccscscsccecscsecscscscscscaecscseseeseseaeess [1,000] 

310 SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND/ADMIN & SVC-WIDE ACTIVITIES 83,263 83,263 

320 WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES occcoccccccnnccnnncnnaconncnnncnnnacnnos 621,688 621,688 
820A CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS ccccocccncccnncnnccnnncnnnnono ieee 14,379,428 14,379,428 

XxX UNDISTRIBUTED ás 0 -897,552 

Streamlining of Department of Defense Management Headquarters .........esesessesesessesesesseseseseesesesoesesesoesesesees [897,552] 
SUBTOTAL, ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICE-WIDE ACTIVITIES ..................ccccceecceececeeeceeceeeeaeeeseeeeeeeeaeeeaaes 25,982,345 25,055,443 
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A FY 2016 Senate 
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UNDISTRIBUTED 
xx UNDISTRIBUTED FOREIGN CURRENCY ADJUSTMENT 00... ccecceec nec eeceeeneenecneeceeeeeeeeeeeaeceeeeeeeeeeeeeee 0 51,900 
Foreign currency adjustment ...oooococncncnnoncncnnoncncnnoncnnnnonos [551,900] 
xxx UNDISTRIBUTED BULK FUEL SAVINGS .. 0 36,000 
Bulk fuel Savings ...oococcccocncncnccnnncnonnnncnnnos [36,000] 
SUBTOTAL, UNDISTRIBUTED siii ies 0 -87,900 
TOTAL OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE ....occooccooccncccncconnocnnccnnncnnnnonncnnnncnnncnnncnnnnnnncnnnaoos 32,440,843 31,442,041 
MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATIONS 
US COURT OF APPEALS FOR ARMED FORCES, DEF 
010 US COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE ARMED FORCES, DEFENSE c.occccnccnccncnncnncnncnncnnncnccnncnncnnnnncnacnncnaronanos 14,078 14,078 
SUBTOTAL, US COURT OF APPEALS FOR ARMED FORCES, DEF ...0ooocccocccnoconccnnnonnnoconccnnncnnnconnnnnnacnnicnnnos 14,078 14,078 
OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER, AND CIVIC AID 
010 OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER AND CIVIC AID o0coocnccnccnccnccnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnncnnrnncnnonnccnconccncnncnnonns 100,266 100,266 
SUBTOTAL, OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER, AND CIVIC AID ..0ooccooccnoccnnccnnccnnocnnnconncnnnnonnccnncnnnos 100,266 100,266 
COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUCTION ACCOUNT 
010 FORMER SOVIET UNION (FSU) THREAT REDUCTION coccooccnccnncconocnonncnnnocnnoconcnnnnnnnornnocnnnronnrnnnonnncnncnnnons 358,496 358,496 
SUBTOTAL, COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUCTION ACCOUNT 358,496 358,496 
DOD ACQUISITION WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT FUND 
010 ACO WORKFORCE DEV BD iia incl en aliadas casadas 84,140 84,140 
SUBTOTAL, DOD ACQUISITION WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT FUND  ................:cccceccceccceeceeeeeneeeeeeeeeeenees 84,140 84,140 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, ARMY 
040 ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, ARMY .........cccccecceeceecnececeeeeeeneeeeeneeneeaeeceeeeeneeceeseeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 234,829 234,829 
SUBTOTAL, ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, ARMY ...............0ccceccccecceeeeceeeceeeeeeeeneeeceeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeneeeeeeeeaees 234,829 234,829 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, NAVY 
050 ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, NAV Yos ierte teiset NEE AEE AEE E E EEE OAE EEE ERER EEE AER 292,453 292,453 
SUBTOTAL, ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, NAVY ............0ccccccceecceccceeeceeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeseeecaeeeeeeeaeeeseeeeeeeeaees 292,453 292,453 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, AIR FORCE 
060 ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, AIR FORCE ....sesessercsssecssseseserseseseesoscssosescecrerroscreseoeseseseesescsessestseseee 368,131 368,131 
SUBTOTAL, ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, AIR FORCE  0.0...........cccccecccecccneceeeeceeeeceeeeaeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeaaes 368,131 368,131 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DEFENSE 
070 ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DEFENSE 0.0.0.0... ccccecccceeceeceeceeeeeeneenecneeceeeeeeeeceeeeeceeseeeeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeaeeee 8,232 8,232 
SUBTOTAL, ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DEFENSE -.o00ooccooccncccnnccnnocnnoconncnnncnnncnnnncnnnrnnncnnnnnnncnnnncnnnos 8,232 8,232 
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION FORMERLY USED SITES 
080 ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION FORMERLY USED SITES ..00occccnccnncnncnncnncnncnnnnncnncnnroncnncnncnnconccnronrcninns 203,717 203,717 
SUBTOTAL, ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION FORMERLY USED SITES ................0ccccccceecceeeceeeeneeeeeeeenees 203,717 203,717 
TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATIONS ...0...........:cccceccccecceeee eee e ence eee e eee e eee eneeaeeeae eee eeeeeesaneeaeeeaeeegenegs 1,664,342 1,664,342 
TOTAL OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 00.00... ... ccc cece cece nec c eee no nono nn nr eee rn nn rn eee n ance aE eed ceca E ec a Eec deta een eeta Ee ee EEES 176,517,228 134,071,146 
SEC. 4302. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FOR 
OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPER- 
ATIONS. 
SEC. 4302. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
$ FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARMY 
OPERATING FORCES 
010" MANEU VER UNITS: rincon RA OT EEEREN AENEA TES ENa OOREEN EENAA OE Ad A a 257,900 1,352,329 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [1,094,429] 
040 THEATER LEVEL ASSETS 0... eee neers 1,110,836 1,874,136 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA [763,300] 
050 LAND FORCES OPERATIONS SUPPORT cncccccnccnconccnnoncnnnonnnnno nr nnr no nnr nn rn rn rn rr rn rr EEEE EEE ET EEP SEEE SEPS 261,943 1,316,265 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [1,054,322] 
060 AVIATION ASSETS ooocccccncocnccnccnccnnonononononoonocnoonnos 22,160 1,568,289 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [1,546,129] 
070 FORCE READINESS OPERATIONS SUPPORT .. 1,119,201 4,277,807 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [3,158,606] 
080 LAND FORCES SYSTEMS READINESS .......... 117,881 117,881 
100 BASE OPERATIONS SUPPORT ............ 50,000 50,000 
140. “ADDITIONAL ACTIVITIES voii solo ceaswnstdvaba Sa AA a in 4,500,666 4,500,666 
150 COMMANDERS EMERGENCY RESPONSE PROGRAM 0.0... cece ceeceeceecnecneeneeeeeneeneeceeneeceeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeee 10,000 10,000 
160 (RMS HT ita TIO tad E ELST ls A A dais 1,834,777 1,834,777 
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A FY 2016 Senate 
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SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES ima scivicantisassoacsdansedasaeaseacanas RASUNA vagdddusdaesmiseageaisaiasdsiaadddnad senciaciweee’ 9,285,364 16,902,150 
MOBILIZATION 
190. ARMY. PREPOSITIONHD: STOCKS <i iivc.cscaecncsscuedesssnceuvacacuavatecuesannavecstacuseagicedesdabcaysddoisasedecenseseestesadecs ce dale aa 40,000 40,000 
SUBTOTAL, MOBILIZATION 40,000 40,000 
ADMIN & SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 
350. SHRVICHWIDE TRANSPORTATION. ui ct ins belle CEAPA ERO E adbvecdelucesdtascoiastenvctvdvensaetesestten 529,891 529,891 
380 AMMUNITION MANAGEMENT ..... 5,033 5,033 
420 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT ... 100,480 100,480 
450 REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT .... 154,350 154,350 
480A CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS coccccnccnconcnnccncnnannos hess 1,267,632 1,267,632 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2............ccc cece cece cece cence eee eee eee ee ee eee e eee ee ee eeeeeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeeeeeaeeeaees 2,057,386 2,057,386 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARMY ...............0.ccccccceccc eee c ence eect neces ec ee eee e eee e een eeae esse eeeaneeaeeeneeeeeegenees 11,382,750 18,999,536 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARMY RES 
OPERATING FORCES 
030 ECHELONS ABOVE BRIGADE ................. bape 2,442 2,442 
050 LAND FORCES OPERATIONS SUPPORT ........ suas 813 813 
070 FORCE READINESS OPERATIONS SUPPORT 779 779 
100 BASE OPERATIONS SUPPORT eec wane 20,525 20,525 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES cuicos oi ia 24,559 24,559 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARMY RES .000ccooccncccnnocnnconnoconoconnnonnncnnnonnncn nac nn cnn nono nono nnnrnnncnnnrnnnncnnnoss 24,559 24,559 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARNG 
OPERATING FORCES 
010 MANEUVER UNITS viii in a a bee sane dedito lali 1,984 1,984 
030 ECHELONS ABOVE BRIGADE saa 4,671 4,671 
060 AVIATION ASSETS cccoccccnocnncnccnncnnconcnnconccncnncnnos ages 15,980 15,980 
070 FORCE READINESS OPERATIONS SUPPORT 0.0... cceceecneceeeeeeeeeneececeeceeeeeeeeceeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeceeeneeaeeeeaeenee 12,867 12,867 
100? BASE- OPERATIONS: SUPPORT: 0. ciseisscnddetasvedscadevscaterdecstsstescrstgesctcedeastontemctsendocsendebesdeseudsaneddeasen dant acid 23,134 23,134 
120 MANAGEMENT AND OPERATIONAL HEADQUARTERS das 1,426 1,426 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES eee 60,062 60,062 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
150. “SERVICE WIDE COMMUNICATIONS dt acacia iaa 783 783 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES +.o.oooccooccnnconnconnconnoconocnnncnnnocn noo nnnonnncnnnrn nono nono nnnrnnnrnnnonnnarnnncnnnconnss 783 783 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ARNG ooocccooccnccnnoconnconncnnnnonnncnnnrnnnrrnnnrn nor nono nnnrnnnrnnnnrrnnrnnnrnnnrnnnrnnnccnnoss 60,845 60,845 
AFGHANISTAN SECURITY FORCES FUND 
MINISTRY OF DEFENSE 
010: “SUSTAINMEN TD, dit li coo 2,214,899 2,214,899 
030 EQUIPMENT AND TRANSPORTATION ...esesesssseseseescsessoeescsereoseseneoecseseserscseseoseseseososesessseecssscosescecssoecesseeeoeeseeee 182,751 182,751 
040. TRAININGAND OPERATIONS Cee eo soccoebstbeytoossasebacncsitedunssteodbagte deeds ndbeaWtengnasdedduecaioagpeadenebagmoeauedae comeoeenes 281,555 281,555 
SUBTOTAL, MINISTRY OF DEFENSE 0..............c cece cece cece cece eee ene enn eee tts EEE EEE EEE E EEE TEE; G EEG teretere HE EEG EEE E EE EE EEE EEE 2,679,205 2,679,205 
MINISTRY OF INTERIOR 
060 SUSTAINMENT dideren 901,137 901,137 
080 EQUIPMENT AND TRANSPORTATION 116,573 116,573 
09 TRAINING AND OPERATIONS ............. ain 65,342 65,342 
SUBTOTAL, MINISTRY OF INTERIOR 0...0..........cccccceccceecce cence eee n ee ne cence nee A Eee EEE HEE HEE GEE CHE SEH ECG Sed EEG EEE Gaeta EE 1,083,052 1,083,052 
TOTAL AFGHANISTAN SECURITY FORCES FUND 0...0........cccccccceccecc cence eee e eee e eee n eee e eed eenneeeaeecaneeaeeeneeeneeeenees 3,762,257 3,762,257 
IRAQ TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND 
IRAQ TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND 
010 IRAQ TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND 715,000 715,000 
SUBTOTAL, IRAQ TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND 715,000 715,000 
TOTAL IRAQ TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND e ea ae hei cence EA EA dn EEG EEG Heed EEE GH EEG E Ee O OEA EEE EEE 715,000 715,000 
SYRIA TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND 
SYRIA TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND 
010. “SYRIA -TRATN:AND' EQUIP FUND ii ti diria baaa 600,000 600,000 
SUBTOTAL, SYRIA TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND oooccooccnnccnnccnnccnnoconccnnncnnnccnnncnnnonnncnnnnn nono rnnrnnnrnnnnnnnrnnnncnnncnnncnnnss 600,000 600,000 
TOTAL SYRIA. TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND eiii a EEEE AE EEE ET ceealasvecaenivess 600,000 600,000 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, NAVY 
OPERATING FORCES 
010 MISSION AND OTHER FLIGHT OPERATIONS coccoccnccnconcnnnonnnnncnnonno nn nor nnr nr nero nor n nano nr E EPNER EAE EE ANEA 358,417 5,302,082 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . sane [4,940,365] 
Readiness funding inCrease ...cococcococncnononncnonnnncnnnnoncnnnnonanonos Ray [3,300] 
030 AVIATION TECHNICAL DATA € ENGINEERING SERVICES coccoccocnccnncnncnncnocnnonocononnrnnconcnnrnncnncnncnnconconinncnninnos 110 110 
040 AIR OPERATIONS AND SAFETY SUPPORT 000... ccecsccnecneceeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeceeeeeceeceeceeeeeeeeeeeecseeeeeeseeseeeeee 4,513 4,513 


050; CATRESYSTHEMS' SUPPORT iO caco ODE dada dios ma 126,501 126,501 
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(In Thousands of Dollars) 


š FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
060. AIRCRAFT DEPOT MAINTENANCE sn A dissed a A AAEREN Ei aa Siba 75,897 990,433 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA [897,536] 
Readiness funding increase ..oococconocncncnnnncnnnnons [17,000] 
070 AIRCRAFT DEPOT OPERATIONS SUPPORT 2,770 2,770 
080 AVIATION LOGISTICS o0ooccoccnnccnnocnnccnnncnnnncnnoss 34,101 34,101 
090 MISSION AND OTHER SHIP OPERATIONS .. 1,184,878 5,472,536 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA [4,287,658] 
100 SHIP OPERATIONS SUPPORT € TRAINING .. 16,663 16,663 
110 SHIP DEPOT MAINTENANCE o.ae 1,922,829 7,883,780 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [5,960,951] 
130 COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS eesse 33,577 33,577 
160 WARFARE TACTICS 26,454 26,454 
170 OPERATIONAL METEOROLOGY AND OCEANOGRAPHY wate 22,305 22,305 
180 COMBAT SUPPORT FORCES siii diia 513,969 513,969 
190. "EQUIPMENT MA TNTENA NOE: > A ai AA asain Gate ba Oa chen a hein cee Gv del AA AAA Chie hv bo wad Soe aw Sarena 10,007 10,007 
250 IN-SERVICE WEAPONS SYSTEMS SUPPORT 60,865 60,865 
260 WEAPONS MAINTENANCE .........cceccseccsescceseceseceeccnecenesenes 275,231 275,231 
29 SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION AND MODERNIZATION 7,819 7,819 
300 BASE OPERATING SUPPORT ...... woe 61,422 61,422 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES 000 e eds 4,738,328 20,845,138 
MOBILIZATION 
340 EXPEDITIONARY HEALTH SERVICES SYSTEMS siscsesssccdesatecussaseeracatacsauatee ae 5,307 5,307 
360: “COAST GUARD: SUPPORT it a a iii iia 160,002 160,002 
SUBTOTAL, MOBILIZATION 0 ada aed dai 165,309 165,309 
44,845 44,845 
44,845 44,845 
BBO? ADMESTS TRATO O A Conan NDR EAN cata tae elasens ui 2,513 2,513 
490. EXTERNAL RELATIONS A E a anA Ee EAE AA aa ANa aE eA 500 500 
510 MILITARY MANPOWER AND PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 5,309 5,309 
520 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT ...........cecceeccceecceeceneeeeeeeeeeees 1,469 1,469 
550 SERVICEWIDE TRANSPORTATION ................ 156,671 156,671 
580 ACQUISITION AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT ... 8,834 8,834 
620 NAVAL INVESTIGATIVE SERVICE ................ 1,490 1,490 
680A CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS cccoccnccncnnccncnnconcnncnnos sees 6,320 6,320 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2............ccccccc cece cece cence eee e eee e cece anced eee dees cae sean eeae een eedeeeseeeeaneeanes 183,106 183,106 
TOTAL OPERATION € MAINTENANCE, NAVY ...0...........0ccccccc cece eee cece cece eee a eee nro ee ec anced ees eeee essa eeaeeeaeeegeeeenees 5,131,588 21,238,398 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS 
OPERATING FORCES 
010.: OPERATIONAL Caos as ba A A EA A AAA AA AAA A AS AAA 353,133 1,284,212 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BOA ...ooocccccncnccncncnocncnonocnononoo nono rno nono rnr nono r nono ro roo AAO ACEEA NEGACION [931,079] 
020 FIELD LOGISTICS suman triada 259,676 1,191,433 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA . [931,757] 
030 DEPOT MAINTENANCE oooccoccccnccnncnncnncnncnncnannnos 240,000 240,000 
060 BASE OPERATING SUPPORT ...... Sede 16,026 16,026 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES cooccooccnoccnnconnnonnnonnnconnnnn non nro rn t ttet een EEA nr nn nr nn rn nr nn nn nn EEE EEG HEE EEE rests EEG EE Eta EEE EEE 868,835 2,731,671 
TRAINING AND RECRUITING 
110: TRAINING: SUPPORT sin A ea 37,862 37,862 
SUBTOTAL, TRAINING AND RECRUITING. ...0ocoooccoccnnoconoconnconnnonnncnnncnnnonnncnnnnornnrn non nnnnnnrrrnnrnnnrnnnrnnnnnnnncnnncnnncnnass 37,862 37,862 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
150 SERVICE WIDE TRANSPORT AION: A a rob 43,767 43,767 
180A CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS cooccooccnncnnncnnnncnnnono er 2,070 2,070 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2............ccc cece cece cece cence eee e eee ne cence ance a eee eee anced eeae seta eeseeeeaeeeaees 45,837 45,837 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS. ...0...........cccceccccecceecec eee c ence eeeeaeeeseeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeeeees 952,534 2,815,370 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, NAVY RES 
OPERATING FORCES 
010 MISSION AND OTHER FLIGHT OPERATIONS oo b.ccs.checavclesdasnate ad iii 4,033 4,033 
020. INTERMEDIATE MAINTENANCE e 60 60 
030 20,300 20,300 
100 7,250 7,250 
31,643 31,643 
31,643 31,643 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, MC RESERVE 
OPERATING FORCES 
010: OPERATING FORCES A A EA AA A IO AAA 2,500 2,500 
040 BAGH OPERA TING SUP LORA AA A Ed AA AS RES E A A o ATAN 955 955 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES Socio tanta ed Ad REA 3,455 3,455 
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FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
TOTAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, MC RESERVE ................ccccccccseeeeeeeeeceeecaeeeeeceeeeeeeaaeeeeeeeceeeaeaaaeeeeeeeeees 3,455 3,455 


OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 
OPERATING FORCES 


010. PRIMARY: COMBAT FORCES. seke a a id aia da adidas 1,505,738 4,839,106 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA saat [3,336,868] 
Retain Current A-10 Fleet ...ococccccnncncnncncnconos Peia [-1,400] 
Unjustified Increase .................0 [-2,100] 

020 COMBAT ENHANCEMENT FORCES .............. 914,973 2,802,588 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BC [1,897,315] 
Unjustified Increase ......ocoonocccncncnncncnncnnnnanonos sian [414,000] 
Readiness funding increase ....cocccnocnoncncnncncnonncncnncnoncnnnnoncnnnns ES [4,300] 

030 AIR OPERATIONS TRAINING (OJT, MAINTAIN SKILLS) +ooccoocccoccnncnnnccnnoconoronononnccnnocnnornnn nora ronnronnncnnnrnnnrananons 31,978 31,978 

040 "DEPOT: MATIN TEN ANC A A A A A A e ood nd ane 1,192,765 7,729,892 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA c.0ccccccccnccncncncnnnnnnnos [6,537,127] 

050 FACILITIES SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION & MODERNIZATION eee 85,625 85,625 

060° BASE SUPPORT ¿duda taadadadeavetsaun vor dueasdvasudoncsauawatesmacenceites ine 917,269 917,269 

070 GLOBAL C3I AND EARLY WARNING ...... ee 30,219 30,219 

080 OTHER COMBAT OPS SPT PROGRAMS . Leak 174,734 174,734 

100 LAUNCH FACILITIES eere eas 869 869 

110 SPACE CONTROL SYSTEMS a... cvcsecceveis cccvisesanvanerscvissascmnnases nae 5,008 5,008 

120 COMBATANT COMMANDERS DIRECT MISSION SUPPORT cooccocnccnccnncnncnncnncnnonncnncnncnncnnrnnrnncnncnnconronronceninnnnnos 100,190 100,190 

Se «aT PRO CRAM ooo a ra ie ly r Sales c we wae Geese a RS 22,893 22,893 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES opire ia E dean 4,982,261 16,740,371 

140 2,995,703 2,995,703 

150 108,163 108,163 

160 511,059 2,128,630 
Transfer base requirement to OCO due to BCA tea [1,617,571] 

190 -BASE SUPPORT O e Ree A A A A A A ON 4,642 4,642 

SUBTOTAL, MOBILIZATION coocccoccnnccnnnconoconnnon non rra rn tts tts ttt ttt tt erts St tS SPS ESSEE SES SEEE REGGE EEG EEGE EEG E EE EEE EEE EEE 3,619,567 5,237,138 
TRAINING AND RECRUITING 
190 DEFICER. ACQUISITION: is a ls 92 92 
240 SPECIALIZED SKILL TRAINING . ee 11,986 11,986 
SUBTOTAL, TRAINING AND RECRUITING. ..............0c cece cece cece cece eee e eee e neck eee e eee c deed e ete cca E esa ee tn eed Esta Esta ee EEE 12,078 12,078 
ADMIN & SRVWD ACTIVITIES 
3240 LOTES TIOS OPERA TIONG ii.k cite a ai 86,716 86,716 
380. “BASH SUPPORT a Coed A A A A aa 3,836 3,836 
400 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS ... 165,348 165,348 
410 OTHER SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 204,683 141,683 
Reduction to the Office of Security Cooperation in Iraq eer [-63,000] 
450 TORR AT TON ALC UD PORT iie Geese as vacate A A wa hokas mopeds A rand ds baad AAA EA 61 61 
408. OLASSIETED PROGRAMS da EE aaa a R A E E AER ORE ESS 15,463 15,463 
SUBTOTAL, ADMIN € SRVWIDE ACTIVITIES 2.0.0.0... ccc cccc cece cece eee e eee e nee e eee ee cence anced eee seca eeaeeeaeeeae nese eeeaneeaaee 476,107 413,107 
TOTAL OPERATION € MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE ..00...........cccccccceccceecceeceeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeseeeeeeegnees 9,090,013 22,402,694 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, AF RESERVE 
OPERATING FORCES 
030. DEPOT MAINTENANCE estirada o A ada eh 51,086 51,086 
050) BASE -SUBLOR Ti E A A E A EN AE E E 7,020 7,020 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES ost e ii Eaa a Eaa sien 58,106 58,106 
TOTAL OPERATION € MAINTENANCE, AF RESERVE ................0cccccccecceeecceeeceeeceeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeneeeeeeees 58,106 58,106 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE, ANG 
OPERATING FORCES 

020° “MISSION SUPPORT OPERATION S ciiicustassatsdedtcnstiaiacatead cua taundatechaes tasdguadetanvadsaunasdandcvadinadlaeddaavatiaaateauacuatiagsaeds 19,900 19,900 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES 000 iaa 19,900 19,900 
TOTAL OPERATION € MAINTENANCE, ANG 00..........ccccccccc cece cece eee eee nor nro rn nr rn nn rn nar n anced eed ee ta eetan eed eeaa eet eeee eee 19,900 19,900 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE 
OPERATING FORCES 

010; JOINT: CHIBE SOF STATE melee er ori a A E E A andere dass AEE ETEA AOR andes edad isbn Uesdeee deere ana en 9,900 9,900 

030 SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND/OPERATING FORCES seas 2,345,835 2,345,835 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATING FORCES peorien rie EA EAEE NAE A EEE AEREE EE AAE ETETE EPEA E DEENA DEEE Er EA 2,355,735 2,355,735 
ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 

090 DEFENSE CONTRACT AUDIT AGENCY A A ad e dai 18,474 18,474 

120 DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEMS AGENCY . 29,579 29,579 

140 DEFENSE LEGAL SERVICES AGENCY .......... bes 110,000 110,000 

160° DEFENSE. MEDIA ACTIVIDY a A o AR 5,960 5,960 

19 DEFENSE SECURITY COOPERATION AGENCY cdooococcnccnncnncnncnncnncnnonncnnr nr ono nr rnr nar nc nr nnronrrnrenrnnnrnconcenccnconcnninnos 1,677,000 1,577,000 


Reduction:from Coalition Support FUMAS muceiolociródianmsdodancnio cessusetecnvesseccecsCosehsecncascacecabbedenehsodecessoasceucede SE EEEE [100,000] 
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260 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE EDUCATION ACTIVITY coccocnocnncnncnnonncononncnncnncnnonncnncnncnnronrnnrnnrnncnnconccnccnreninninnss 73,000 73,000 
300 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ............. we 106,709 106,709 
820 WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES . seen 2,102 2,102 
820A CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS ccooccoccncnncnncnnconcnnccnonncnncnncnnconronceninncnnos eae 1,427,074 1,427,074 
SUBTOTAL, ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES .................cccccccceccneecceeeceeeeeeeeneeeseeeeeeeeaeeeaees 3,449,898 3,349,898 
TOTAL OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE ...............0.ccccccceccceecceeeceeeeceeeaeeeceeeeaeeeaeeeseeeeeeeneeees 5,805,633 5,705,633 
TOTAL OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE o .o0ccocccoccnncoonnnconncnnnonnnonnnnr nro nnnr rn nor nn rn nar n narrar nn enn nnnrnnnrrnnrnnnrnnnnnnnnccnness 37,638,283 76,437,396 
TITLE XLIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL 
SEC. 4401. MILITARY PERSONNEL. 
SEC. 4401. MILITARY PERSONNEL 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
Item FY 2016 Senate 
Request Authorized 
MILITARY PERSONNEL 
MILITARY PERSONNEL APPROPRIATIONS 
MILITARY PERSONNEL APPROPRIATIONS: viii Bed idad aldo 180,491,227 129,236,727 
Military Personnel Underexecution ...ccococncnccnoncnnnnoncnnanoncnnnnoninns [-987,200] 
Additional support for the National Guard’s Operation Phalanx [21,700] 
Reduction for anticipated cost of TRICARE consolidation ...... [-85,000] 
TRICARE program improvement initiatives ............ccccccsecscsecscsececscsececscsececsesececseeeecsesesecseeesscseeesecseeeseeseeeness [15,000] 
Financialiliteracy AM Prov Smiene a AA bd id NL [85,000] 
Reduction from Foreign Currency Gains, Army . [565,200] 
Reduction from Foreign Currency Gains, Navy ............. [581,400] 
Reduction from Foreign Currency Gains, Marine Corps oeeie eei eiaei a iepa teel eis paN TAE EANAN in [-27,000] 
Reduction from Foreign Currency Gains, Air FOLGE .........cc ccc ccccc cence areari AA Aa araa [-130,400] 
SUBTOTAL, MILITARY PERSONNEL APPROPRIATIONS. ................ccccceccceecceeeceeeeeeeeneeeeeeecaeeeaeeeae ees eeeeeeeaneeaneeneeeneees 130,491,227 129,236,727 
MEDICARE-ELIGIBLE RETIREE HEALTH FUND CONTRIBUTIONS 
MEDICARE-ELIGIBLE RETIREE HEALTH FUND CONTRIBUTIONS ................ és 6,243,449 6,243,449 
SUBTOTAL, MEDICARE-ELIGIBLE RETIREE HEALTH FUND CONTRIBUTIONS 6,243,449 6,243,449 
TOTAL, MILITARY PERSONNEL ¿ici iris sit idea easasteeendaasdauaragessaeassesunie nda 136,734,676 135,480,176 
SEC. 4402. MILITARY PERSONNEL FOR OVERSEAS 
CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS. 
SEC. 4402. MILITARY PERSONNEL FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
FY 2016 Senate 
Item Request Authorized 
MILITARY PERSONNEL 
MILITARY PERSONNEL APPROPRIATIONS 
MILITARY PERSONNEL:APPROPBRIATIONS: iy istics thee sescessadscnsencacgsaacecniseaadass et E odds 3,204,758 3,204,758 
SUBTOTAL, MILITARY PERSONNEL APPROPRIATIONS. ...............c:cccccccceecceeee ence ee eeceeeeeeeeeneeae eee eee eeeeeeeaeeeaneeneeegeees 3,204,758 3,204,758 
TOTAL, MILITARY PERSONNEL 201000 a 3,204,758 3,204,758 
TITLE XLV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
SEC. 4501. OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS. 
SEC. 4501. OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
Line Item FY 2016 Senate 
Request Authorized 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND, ARMY 
020 SUPPLY MANAGEMENT—ARMY .............000 50,432 50,432 
SUBTOTAL, WORKING CAPITAL FUND, ARMY 50,432 50,432 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND, AIR FORCE 
010° -SUPBRETES:AND:MA'TERTA LS 9 saoanonerenss AESAAT OPA sage wapulyaeadsiesecendeaeassdnseeendoan ees AEAEE EKANSAN 62,898 62,898 
SUBTOTAL, WORKING CAPITAL FUND, AIR FORCE ..0.............ccccccccccc cece eecceeeceeeeeeeeneeeseeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeneeae 62,898 62,898 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND, DEFENSE-WIDE 
030. DEFENSE LOGISTICS: AGENCY, (DUA): veirie taairan eor Siri sauedabasteddesacwesas sheddal avectanedetdesawevaig es 45,084 45,084 
SUBTOTAL, WORKING CAPITAL FUND, DEFENSE-WIDE ............... 0... .cccccccceecc ence eeeeeeeceeceeecaeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeeeeeaneegs 45,084 45,084 
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SEC. 4501. OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


è FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND, DECA 
020. WORKING CAPITAL FUND; DECA eat 1,154,154 1,154,154 
SUBTOTAL, WORKING CAPITAL FUND, DECA ooooccocccncconcconnconnncnnocnnnonnnonnnonn nor nnnrn nor nnrnnnrrnnncnnnrnnnrnnnrnnnnrnnccnnins 1,154,154 1,154,154 
TOTAL WORKING CAPITAL FUND oieee sientie eiei nan nieis EEE; deiecti neries bisi sienne einen sarees 1,312,568 1,312,568 
NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND 
040: -POST DELIVERY AND QUTEITTING A A Ra esta APSE doves 15,456 15,456 
060 LG MED SPD RO/RO MAINTENANCE ... 124,493 124,493 
070 DOD MOBILIZATION ALTERATIONS ... 8,243 8,243 
080 TAH MAINTENANCE .............ccceeceeeeee 27,784 27,784 
090 RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 25,197 25,197 
100- -READY RESERVE. FORCE: mir id ir dao 272,991 272,991 
SUBTOTAL, NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND .....0.......0.ccccccceccceecceec cece eee e cece ne ee deen eecaeeeaneeaeeeaeeaeeeeeeeeaneeae 474,164 474,164 
TOTAL NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND 0000.0... ccc cccc cece cece eee e ene nn eee een eee n cede cd eed Eee n ee ca ee deed Etta Ee te eE 474,164 474,164 
CHEM AGENTS & MUNITIONS DESTRUCTION 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
0 “CHEM DEMILITARIZATION—O&M ata 139,098 139,098 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATION € MAINTENANCE oooocccooccnccnnnconoconnconnncnnnon non nan nn rn nn rn nar n nen nnrrn nr rnnnrnnnrnnnnnnnrrnnncnnccnnins 139,098 139,098 
RDT&E 
02 (CHEM DEMILITARIZATION —BDTSÉ it ia 579,342 579,342 
SUBTOTAL ABD TRE A A A AR 579,342 579,342 
PROCUREMENT 
03 “CHEM DEMILITARIZATION—PROG: A a ia 2,281 2,281 
SUBTOTAL; PROCUREMENT 005 o ade ndonsec aAa Pear EEO ECA RAEO AEN ae AONA Ena RASA EEEa ES taae 2,281 2,281 
TOTAL CHEM AGENTS € MUNITIONS DESTRUCTION 0....0.........ccccccceccceecc eee e eee c eee ceeeeeeeseeeneeeee essa eeaeeeaeeeneeeeees 720,721 720,721 
DRUG INTERDICTION & CTR-DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEF 
DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER DRUG ACTIVITIES 
010 DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE ...........cceccceccceecceeceneeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeaes 739,009 761,009 
SOUTHCOM Operational SUPPOPt coooocnccncncncononcnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnns [30,000] 
Transfer to Demand Reduction Program ...oocooncncnnoncncnnoncnnanoncnnanoncnnonos tee [-8,000] 
SUBTOTAL, DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER DRUG ACTIVITIES ..0...........0.ccccccccccceecceeceeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeaneees 739,009 761,009 
DRUG DEMAND REDUCTION PROGRAM 
020: -DRUG DEMAND REDUCTION PROGRAM ui ives aa Eae SEDA EETA EOE aE REEE E 111,589 119,589 
Expanded drug testing ......oocococnccccncncnncncnnononcncnncncnnnnos [8,000] 
SUBTOTAL, DRUG DEMAND REDUCTION PROGRAM 111,589 119,589 
TOTAL DRUG INTERDICTION € CTR-DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEF .................cccccccc cece ceeccececeeeneeeeeeecaneeaeeeneeeaeeeeees 850,598 880,598 
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
010 OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL sc. ccctccccse cies Geeden cade co sudaieled as 310,459 310,459 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 310,459 310,459 
RDT&E 
020 OPFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL: suscrita A A A AA A A RACE 4,700 2,100 
Funding ahead:of Ned: PERPER ET fe bonaw eae EEE EEEE TIN EE E up eee obupeedaeubeevobepuedeeeneess [-2,600] 
SUBTOTAL; RYDE Gee ui teh sed eva leg Ba Naot ae gated A ie so SECA nea didn EA Aa ENE IN DAR o 4,700 2,100 
PROCUREMENT 
030 OF FICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL: ii a A e earn 1,000 0 
Funding ahead of need ..... ode [-1,000] 
SUBTOTAL, PROCUREMENT odia A A todiuade A A a 1,000 0 
TOTAL OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL o.0occcocccnccnnnccnccnnnconnncnnncnnncn non nnnnnnnrnnnrn non nnnnnnrnnnncnnnrnnncnnncnnnninnss 316,159 312,559 
DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM 
OPERATION € MAINTENANCE 
A A A 9,082,298 9,082,298 
020: PRIVATE: SECTOR ARE a a ada 14,892,683 14,892,683 
180 CONSOBIDA TED HEALTH SUPPORT ri vein cus A ARA A ues veal wei aa E AI 2,415,658 2,405,368 
Reduction of funds related to Combating Antibiotic Resistant Bacteria (CARB) project [10,290] 
040 INFORMATION MANAGEMENT 2, ccccscscscescecacessscsdesdesscessdcadessecace sagas deusdcaeeadsepsuncdaedasse cadeardeans 1,677,827 1,677,827 
050 MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES ... 327,967 327,967 
060 EDUCATION AND TRAINING ............00... 750,614 750,614 
070 BASE OPERATIONS/COMMUNICATIONS .........cccceeeeeeeeees 1,742,893 1,742,893 
xx UNDISTRIBUTED FOREIGN CURRENCY ADJUSTMENT 0 36,400 
Foreign currency adjustment .......sssssssssessesesesossesoseesesoseee oes [36,400] 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATION € MAINTENANCE ....neseseesssssrsrersssressrrsrrsrrsrrssresrrserseesrresestoesessrestesresresersseseeseesen 30,889,940 30,843,250 
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SEC. 4501. OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


è FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
090. R&D RESEARCH E seh voce in hE A AACE A OESO E O E 10,996 10,996 
100 R&D EXPLORATRY DEVELOPMENT .....esesessssesesessesesescososescoeosescseososcscssoecscscsecseseseososeseseee 59,473 56,323 
Reduction of funds related to Combating Antibiotic Resistant Bacteria (CARB) project [-3,150] 
110: ¿RED ADVANCED DEVELOPMENT. sisssisiswettidaseisesdsaedevaced in eea E SO Skar iaaa avare aeiio raipat 231,356 228,256 
Reduction of funds related to Combating Antibiotic Resistant Bacteria (CARB) project .. [-3,100] 
120 R&D DEMONSTRATION/VALIDATION ...eesesesssssserercsscscososossosscoscsescosescscseoecsesceecsessseosesesesess 103,443 103,443 
130 R&D ENGINEERING DEVELOPMENT .. 515,910 515,910 
140 R&D MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT ... 41,567 41,567 
150 R&D CAPABILITIES ENHANCEMENT .. 17,356 17,356 
SUBTOTAL; RDTRE. iio a eR ra sade tanecuncs dan dedo eae ESEAS ER OAA ALOOPA AERE EON EROAREA EGNE EE ven 980,101 973,851 
PROCUREMENT 
160 33,392 33,392 
170 330,504 330,504 
180 1,494 1,494 
190 7,897 7,897 
373,287 373,287 
TOTAL DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM o ooccooccnoconcconncnnnocnnocn non noo nn nr rn nn r nr nn rn nn rr nn rn nr nn strstr GHEE H EEG EEE E GEES H EEG a Eee EEE EEE 32,243,328 32,190,388 
TOTAL: OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS. -patare pa EAEE CA A ad 35,917,538 35,890,998 
SEC. 4502. OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS FOR OVER- 
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS. 
SEC. 4502. OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
Ñ FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND, AIR FORCE 
0207 “TRANSPORTATION OF FALLEN. HEROES sssecctdsissrtessacsscesanaizesdneraalaenisesanguiesauacsag swaasabaudiaesdeusdassecesias CANTE SOE ERAST 2,500 2,500 
SUBTOTAL, WORKING CAPITAL FUND, AIR FORCE ...0............ccccccceccc cece eeeceeeeeeeeeeene ees eeeeeeeaeeeaa ees eeeeeeeeeeeeneege 2,500 2,500 
WORKING CAPITAL FUND, DEFENSE-WIDE 
030 DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY (DLA) 86,350 86,350 
SUBTOTAL, WORKING CAPITAL FUND, DEFENS 86,350 86,350 
TOTAL WORKING CAPITAL FUND. 0.0.00...... 00. cece cece ence ene e eee nor n non nn rr EEE te ts ertt erts ESES SPES ESSES CHEE nsere terneten stenten 88,850 88,850 
DRUG INTERDICTION & CTR-DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEF 
DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER DRUG ACTIVITIES 
010 DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE ...0occccnccnccncnncnncnncnncnncnnccnncncnnncnncnncnncnnns 186,000 186,000 
SUBTOTAL, DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER DRUG ACTIVITIES ..............0..cccccccccceecceeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeas 186,000 186,000 
TOTAL, DRUG INTERDICTION € CTR-DRUG ACTIVITIES, DEF ....ooooooccncccnnccnnccnnconnncnnnconnnnnnncnnncnnncn naco nncnnnnannns 186,000 186,000 
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
010”, -OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR: GENERA Dsus ani a a O A A AR ccwaa AAA ARA EEEE EESO NEEDE 10,262 10,262 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ....00000...... 0... cccccceccceccceec ee ee ee ee ee ee cee eee ee ne eeseeeeaeeeaeeeaeeeaeeaaeecaeeeaeeege 10,262 10,262 
TOTAL, OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL ...0...........0ccccccccecc cece cence eee e ccoo nnnr cnc enced cede ede e dees ane eta ee dee te Eee a EE 10,262 10,262 
DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM 
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
010: -INHOUSE CAREY acia oscar ico deere aia codes dudodgnss docensedutescaubgesdyaavensadtouscededdasdunietse arde seda 65,149 65,149 
020 PRIVATE SECTOR CARE ..............0. 192,210 192,210 
030 CONSOLIDATED HEALTH SUPPORT 9,460 9,460 
060 EDUCATION AND TRAINING „eeren 5,885 5,885 
SUBTOTAL, OPERATION € MAINTENANCE ..00..........cccc cece cece eee c eee eee ee nn rre cece e eee ee cance ae eeaeeeeaeeeaeeea een eedeeeeeeeeaneees 272,704 272,704 
TOTAL, DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM coccooccnoconoconnconnnonnnonnncnnnnn non r nro rra rn n nr ene EAE nn nor EEE nar nnnnnnnnrnnnnrnnrnnncnnncinaninnss 272,704 272,704 
COUNTERTERRORISM PARTNERSHIPS FUND 
COUNTERTERRORISM PARTNERSHIPS FUND 
090 COUNTERTERRORISM PARTNERSHIPS FUND vr e EEEE non nor nor nor nor nor EEEE T REER i 2,100,000 1,000,000 
Request excess tO Need ..oooccocncncnccncncnconononnonononnonononnonononnonos ogi [41,100,000] 
SUBTOTAL, COUNTERTERRORISM PARTNERSHIPS FUND ..00occoccccoccncconnconnoconoconocnnncnnnonnnncnnncnnncnnnrnnncccnnccnnions 2,100,000 1,000,000 
TOTAL, COUNTERTERRORISM PARTNERSHIPS FUND o00occooccnoccnnccnnoconcconnconnncnnncnnncnnncnnncnnnncnnncnnncnnncnnncnnncnnns 2,100,000 1,000,000 
UKRAINE SECURITY ASSISTANCE INITIATIVE 
UKRAINE SECURITY ASSISTANCE INITIATIVE 
xxx UKRAINE SECURITY ASSISTANCE INITIATIVE .....eseesesesssscsesesseresessosesescososcscoeoserescosososcosoececseseesescseosoeeecseosoe 0 300,000 
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SEC. 4502. OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


Ñ FY 2016 Senate 
Line Item Request Authorized 
SUBTOTAL, UKRAINE SECURITY ASSISTANCE INITIATIVE o.0occooccnoccnnconnccnnoconnconncnnncn nono nnncnnncn nano nnrnnnncnncnnncos 0 300,000 
TOTAL, UKRAINE SECURITY ASSISTANCE INITIATIVE o.00occooccnnccnnccnnoconcconncnnnncnnnonnnonnnonnnnnnnncnnncnnncnnncnnncnnnncnnns 0 300,000 
TOTAL OTHER AUTHORIZATION -oreha ainada ai er aar R H EEG EEG EEE HE rn nn rr no r a a aeaa 2,657,816 1,857,816 
TITLE XLVI—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 4601. MILITARY CONSTRUCTION. 
SEC. 4601. MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
State or Countr A A Budget Senate 
Account and Installation. Project Title Read Authorized 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
MILCON, ARMY 
Alaska 
MILCON, Fort Greely Physical Readiness Training Facility ........ooooocococncncnnrncnonncncnnnnrncnnos 7,800 7,800 
ARMY 
California 
MILCON, Concord A RA 98,000 98,000 
ARMY 
Colorado 
MILCON, Fort Carson, Colorado Rotary Wing Taxiway ........cccccccscsscscsesscscsccscseseescsescesesescesesescesesesces 5,800 5,800 
ARMY 
Georgia 
MILCON, Fort Gordon Command and Control Facility ......oooocococncnncncncnncncnnnncncnnononcnnanoncnnos 90,000 90,000 
ARMY 
Germany 
MILCON, Grafenwoehr Vehicle Maintenance Shop neiii a A AE NIAAA 51,000 51,000 
ARMY 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
MILCON, Guantanamo Bay Unaccompanied Personnel Housing .........sssssesessssesesssoesesosoeseseseesese 0 76,000 
ARMY 
Maryland 
MILCON, Fort Meade Access Control Point-Reece Road .......sssesessssesesossesesossesesossesesoseesese 0 19,500 
ARMY 
MILCON, Fort Meade Access Control Point-Mapes Road ccoocooncnocncncnnononcnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnncnnnnnns 0 15,000 
ARMY 
New York 
MILCON, Fort Drum, New York NCO: Academy COMPILER seriatuen pa cine es cdsededs csaeedsdsebeds a 19,000 19,000 
ARMY 
MILCON, U.S. Military Academy Waste Water Treatment Plant .....ooococncncnonnoncnnononcnnononcnncnoncnnnnonnnnnns 70,000 70,000 
ARMY 
Oklahoma 
MILCON, Fort Sill Reception Barracks Complex Ph2 ...oocooccnccnonccnononcnncnoncnnnncnnnncncnnnnnos 56,000 56,000 
ARMY 
MILCON, Fort Sill Training Support Facility ........oooonoccononccnonononnononocnononocnononocncnononnons 13,400 13,400 
ARMY 
Texas 
MILCON, Corpus Christi Powertrain Facility (Infrastructure/Metal) ...oococccnonncncnncncncnncncncnnos 85,000 85,000 
ARMY 
MILCON, Joint Base San Antonio Homeland Defense Operations Center ........sssesessssesessssesesssoesesoseesese 43,000 0 
ARMY 
Virginia 
MILCON, Fort Lee Training Support: Facility: oaiit aa a 33,000 33,000 
ARMY 
MILCON, Joint Base Myer-Henderson Instruction Building atodos dato untada 37,000 0 
ARMY 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Host Nation Support .0coococncncnncncncnnoncnnononcnnononcnnnnononnnnoncnnrnoncnnincnnnnos 36,000 36,000 
ARMY tions 
MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Minor Construction ...occococncconncnccnnncncnnnncnnnnononnnnonrnnnnonrnnonanrnnnnancnnnnos 25,000 25,000 
ARMY tions 
MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Planning and Design .........ssssessssssesesesseseecssesescssesesesoseesesoseeseseseeseses 73,245 73,245 
ARMY tions 
MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Prior Year Unobligated Amounts .......esessssesesesseseseseesesesoesesesoesesesoe 0 52,000 
ARMY tions 
SUBTOTAL, MILCON, ARMY 000 A A a di o ASA 743,245 721,745 
MIL CON, NAVY 
Arizona 
MIL CON, Yuma Aircraft Maint. Facilities & Apron (So. CALA) coccocccncnccncncncnnnncnnnns 50,635 50,635 
NAVY 
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SEC. 4601. MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


State or Country a A Budget Senate 
Account and Installation Project Title Request Authorized 
MIL CON, SW Asia Mina Salman Pier Replacement ...occocnonccncnoncnnnnoncnncncnnnnononnnncnonnnnnos 37,700 37,700 
NAVY 
MIL CON, SW Asia Ship Maintenance Support Facility ..........ssesesesossesoseseesesoseesesesesseso 52,091 52,091 
NAVY 
California 
MIL CON, Camp Pendleton, California Raw Water Pipeline Pendleton to Fallbrook .....occococncncnncncnnnnoncnnnns 44,540 0 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Camp Pendleton, California Pendleton Ops Center ..........cccceccecscsececscececsceecscseeesecseseseeseeeeeeseeenees 0 25,000 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Coronado Coastal Campus Utilities ...........oooononocncncnnenoncnnenoncnnononccnononccnononconos 4,856 4,856 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Lemoore F-35C Hangar Modernization and Addition .....o.ooocccncncncoronononcnrnrnro ro 56,497 56,497 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Lemoore F-35C Training Facilities ......ooooocococncncnncncncnncncnnnncnconononcnnnncncnnonrncnnos 8,187 8,187 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Lemoore RTO and Mission Debrief Facility .......oocococncnccnoncnonnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnns 7,146 7,146 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Miramar KC-130J Enlisted Air Crew Trainer .........ssssesessssesesessesesoscssesesoeseseso 0 11,200 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Point Mugu E-2C/D Hangar Additions and Renovations ...o.oococcncncncnrocnnononcnrnrnonos 19,453 19,453 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Point Mugu Triton Avionics and Fuel Systems Trainer .......e.sesssessssssessessssssessoe 2,974 2,974 
NAVY 
MIL CON, San Diego LCS Support ESC ii a E 37,366 37,366 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Twentynine Palms, California  Microgrid Expansion ....oococncncnconononnnnoncnnononnnnonononnonononnononnnnnncnrnnnninos 9,160 9,160 
NAVY 
Florida 
MIL CON, Jacksonville Fleet Support Facility Addition ....oocococncnccnnncncnnnncnnononcnnononcnnnnoncnnos 8,455 8,455 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Jacksonville Triton Mission Control Facility ............ccccccsscccsccccvesesceescsvsscseveveses 8,296 8,296 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Mayport LCS Mission Module Readiness Center ..ooococccncncnnncononcnnnroronnnononnnnos 16,159 16,159 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Pensacola A-School Unaccopanied Housing (Corry Station) ............ccceceeeee eens 18,347 18,347 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Whiting Field T-6B JPATS Training Operations Facility ......oooococnoncncnnoncnonnoncnoros 10,421 10,421 
NAVY 
Georgia 
MIL CON, Albany Ground Source Heat PUMPS ...........cccccececsecscsececsceececsceesecsceseessceeeees 7,851 7,851 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Kings Bay Industrial Control System Infrastructure ......essssesessssesesssseseseseesese 8,099 8,099 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Townsend Townsend Bombing Range Expansion Phase 2 ............cccecseeeeeseeeees 48,279 43,279 
NAVY 
Guam 
MIL CON, Joint Region Marianas Live-Fire Training Range Complex (NW Field) ....ococcccccccncnccnoncnnons 125,677 125,677 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Joint Region Marianas Municipal Solid Waste Landfill Closure ....ococooconncncnnnncnnnncncnnannncnnos 10,777 10,777 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Joint Region Marianas Sanitary Sewer System Recapitalization .....oooococconcncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonos 45,314 45,314 
NAVY 
Hawaii 
MIL CON, Barking Sands PMRF Power Grid Consolidation .....oococccncnccncncnncncnnnncncnnnncncnnononcnnos 30,623 30,623 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Joint Base Pearl Harbor- UEM Interconnect Sta C to Hickam .......... cece cece ec eceeeeeeeees 6,335 6,335 
NAVY Hickam 
MIL CON, Joint Base Pearl Harbor- Welding School Shop Consolidation .....oococcononnoncncnnoncncnnoncnonnnncnnononos 8,546 8,546 
NAVY Hickam 
MIL CON, Kaneohe Bay Airfield Lighting Modernization ...oocococncnonncncnnnncncnnnncnnnnnncnnnnoncnnnnons 26,097 26,097 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Kaneohe Bay Bachelor Enlisted Quarters ...........ccccceceecscsccecscsccecscsececseseceeseseeecsees 68,092 68,092 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Kaneohe Bay P-8A Detachment Support Facilities ......oocococnonocncncnncncnonncncnnnnoncnnos 12,429 12,429 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Mcb Hawaii LHD Pad Conversions MV22 Landing Pads ...oococccccnconcncnnoncnnnnoncnnnns 0 12,800 
NAVY 
Italy 
MIL CON, Sigonella P-8A Hangar and Fleet Support Facility ........ssesessesesessssesessssesesesse 62,302 62,302 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Sigonella Triton Hangar and Operation Facility ......o.oocococncnonnoncncnnoncnnnnancnnnns 40,641 40,641 
NAVY 
Japan 
MIL CON, Camp Butler Military Working Dog Facilities (Camp Hansen) ................scceceeees 11,697 11,697 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Iwakuni E-2D Operational Trainer COMpleX c.oococccncnocncncnncncnnnnoncnnononcnnanoncnnos 8,716 8,716 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Iwakuni Security Modifications—CVW5/MAG12 HQ +.o0cocococnoncnncncncnnononcnnanonos 9,207 9,207 
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SEC. 4601. MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


State or Countr : ; Budget Senate 
Account and Installation. Project Title Request Authorized 
MIL CON, Kadena AB Aircraft Maint. Shelters & Apron ......ssssssessssesesessesesossesesossesesosseseee 23,310 23,310 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Yokosuka Child Development Center waea AEA ARECA URIAN 13,846 13,846 
NAVY 
Maryland 
MIL CON, Patuxent River Unaccompanied Housing ............ccccccecsccecscsececscsececsesceeseecseseecseeees 40,935 40,935 
NAVY 
North Carolina 
MIL CON, Camp Lejeune Range Safety IMproveMentS +.ccocccnccccncncnncncncnnononcnnononnnnoncnnnncncnnnnnos 0 19,400 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina Simulator Integration/Range Control Facility ......oooococncncnncncncnnono. 54,849 54,849 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Cherry Point Marine Corps Air Air Field Security Improvements ........ssesessssesesossesesessesesessesesessesese 0 23,300 
NAVY Station 
MIL CON, Cherry Point Marine Corps Air KC130J Enlsited Air Crew Trainer Facility ......oococoococonncncncnncncnnonos 4,769 4,769 
NAVY Station 
MIL CON, Cherry Point Marine Corps Air Unmanned Aircraft System Facilities ..........ooooococconcncnnoncncnncncnnnnonos 29,657 29,657 
NAVY Station 
MIL CON, New River Operational Trainer Facility .........oococoononccncncnccnoncnccnoncnnononcnnonononnos 3,312 3,312 
NAVY 
MIL CON, New River Radar Air Traffic Control Facility Addition ............. cece ee ee eee eee 4,918 4,918 
NAVY 
Poland 
MIL CON, RedziKowo Base AEGIS Ashore Missile Defense CompleX cooooccnccnoncncononcnnononcnnnnancnnnos 51,270 51,270 
NAVY 
South Carolina 
MIL CON, Parris Island Range Safety Improvements & Modernization ....oocooccnocnoncnnnnoncnnnos 27,075 27,075 
NAVY 
Virginia 
MIL CON, Dam Neck Maritime Surveillance System Facility ......oooococccnononncncnnnncnnnnnncnnos 23,066 23,066 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Norfolk Communications Center ............cccccccccececscecececesescsceeecseecescsssceserseeess 75,289 75,289 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Norfolk Electrical Repairs to Piers 2,6,7, and 11 oo... cece ccc seceeeeeeeeeeneee 44,254 44,254 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Norfolk MH60 Helicopter Training Facility ..........esessessseseseesesesesscsesessesesesse 7,134 7,134 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Portsmouth Waterfront: Utilities: aii arial 45,513 45,513 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Quantico ATEP A NO 5,840 5,840 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Quantico Electrical Distribution Upgrade ...coocococncncnncncncnncncnnnncncnnnnoncnnanononnos 8,418 8,418 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Quantico Embassy Security Guard BEQ & Ops Facility .....ooccocccncncnncncnnnnrncos 43,941 43,941 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Quantico TBS Fire Station Replacement, seudar saeara idea eiaa 0 17,200 
NAVY 
Washington 
MIL CON, Bangor WRA Land/Water Interface ritrinita e Si aD raa Snia 34,177 34,177 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Bremerton Dry Dock 6 Modernization & Utility Improve. .....ssssssssssssssessssssesese 22,680 22,680 
NAVY 
MIL CON, Indian Island Shore Power to Ammunition Piel .....oococccncncnncncnncnoncnnnnoncnnnnononnnnonos 4,472 4,472 
NAVY 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- MCON Design Funds .........sssssssesessssesessseescseseescsessescsessescsesoeseseseeseses 91,649 91,649 
NAVY tions 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Unspecified Minor Construction ....oocococncncnncncnnnnoncnnnncncnnoncncnnnncncnnos 22,590 22,590 
NAVY tions 
SUBTOTAL, MIE-CON, NAVY. ase 1,605,929 1,665,289 
MILCON, AIR FORCE 
Alaska 
MILCON, Hielson AFB F-35A Flight Sim/Alter Squad Ops/AMU Facility ......ococcoccnncnonncncoo 37,000 37,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Hielson AFB Rpr Central Heat & Power Plant Boiler POB .....essssssssesesessescsessesese 34,400 34,400 
AIR 
FORCE 
Arizona 
MILCON, Davis-Monthan AFB HC-130J Age Covered Storage .......sssssssssesesessesesossesesoseesesossesesoseesese 4,700 4,700 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Davis-Monthan AFB HCO=130d: Wash Rack ini at 12,200 12,200 
AIR 


FORCE 
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MILCON, Luke AFB Communications Facility ..........oooononocnrncnoononcnnencncnnenoncnnononccnononcanos 0 21,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Luke AFB F-35A ADAL Fuel Offload Facility aeie isesend kiedi 5,000 5,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Luke AFB F-35A Aircraft Maintenance Hangar/Sq 3 ....sssssssessssesessssesesessesesesee 13,200 13,200 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Luke AFB F-35A Bomb Build-Up Facility .....ococconocncncnncncncnncncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnononnns 5,500 5,500 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Luke AFB F-35A Sq Ops/AMU/Hangar/SQ 4 cccocccncnncncncnnoncncnnoncnnononcnnononcnnnncncnnos 33,000 33,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Colorado 
MILCON, U.S. Air Force Academy Front Gates Force Protection Enhancements .....esssseesssssesessesesesee 10,000 10,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Florida 
MILCON, Cape Canaveral AFS Range Communications Facility .......oooococncncnonncncnncncncnnrncnnnnoncnonnros 21,000 21,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Eglin AFB F-35A Consolidated HQ Facility ......oocococncnccncncnnnncncnnoncnnononcnnnnoncnnos 8,700 8,700 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Hurlburt Field ADAL 39 Information Operations Squad Facility .......oococccnonnon..m.... 14,200 14,200 
AIR 
FORCE 
Greenland 
MILCON, Thule AB Thule: Consolidation PEE tii id ii idas diles 41,965 41,965 
AIR 
FORCE 
Guam 
MILCON, Joint Region Marianas APR—Dispersed Maint Spares & SE Storage Fac ..oococcccocncnonncncnnnns 19,000 19,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Joint Region Marianas APR—Installation Control Center .........sseessessescseesescsessesesessesesessese 22,200 22,200 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Joint Region Marianas APR—South Ramp Utilities Phase 2 ....oooocooccnonnoncnnnnoncnnnncncnnnncnnnnnns 7,100 7,100 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Joint Region Marianas PRTC ROIO o bes soos AEE ANAE AAA O NENE AR 2,500 2,500 
AIR 
FORCE 
Hawaii 
MILCON, Joint Base Pearl Harbor- F-22 Fighter Alert Facility ......oococccocncncnnoncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnononnnnoncnnnnonos 46,000 46,000 
AIR Hickam 
FORCE 
Japan 
MILCON, Yokota AB C-130J Flight Simulator Facility ......ooococccnonncncnncncncnncncnnnnoncnnnnononnno 8,461 8,461 
AIR 
FORCE 
Kansas 
MILCON, McConnell AFB Air Traffic: Control POWe6Y essere nn besser’ 0 11,200 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, McConnell AFB KC-46A ADAL Deicing Pads sasoiak haereraa SEa aaRS 4,300 4,300 
AIR 
FORCE 
Louisiana 
MILCON, Barksdale AFB Consolidated Communications Facility .......o.oocococnonncncnnnncncnnnnrncnnos 0 20,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Maryland 
MILCON, Fort Meade CYBERCOM Joint Operations Center, Increment 3 .............ceceeeeee 86,000 86,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Missouri 
MILCON, Whiteman AFB Consolidated Stealth Ops € Nuclear Alert Fac ..........cccccececeeeeeeen ees 29,500 29,500 
AIR 
FORCE 
Montana 
MILCON, Malmstrom AFB Tactical Response Force Alert Facility .........sessssesessssesesossesesoseesese 19,700 19,700 
AIR 
FORCE 


Nebraska 
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MILCON, Offutt AFB Dormitory (114 RM) sie nornerne nr VENEA REE taveedevesendeseveneedesuateceseeee 21,000 21,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Nevada 
MILCON, Nellis AFB F-35A Airfield Pavement nesai aia ae a i e a R a at 31,000 31,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Nellis AFB F-35A Live Ordnance Loading Aroa .ocoococncnocncncnncnrncnncncncnncncnnoncncnnos 34,500 34,500 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Nellis AFB F-35A Munitions Maintenance Facilities ..........oocoococonncncnnrncnnnncnnnnos 3,450 3,450 
AIR 
FORCE 
New Mexico 
MILCON, Cannon AFB Construct AT/FP Gate—PortalesS ...........ccccecscsecscsececsceececseeseeescesaees 7,800 7,800 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Holloman AFB Marshalling Area ARM/DE-ARM Pad D ..0ccocccccncncnncnoncnncnoncnnnnoncnnnos 3,000 3,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Holloman AFB Fixed: Ground Control: usina ii tees das aadecds dete de 0 3,200 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Kirtland AFB Space Vehicles Component Development Lab .............cecsececeeeeeee es 12,800 12,800 
AIR 
FORCE 
New York 
MILCON, Fort Drum, New York ASOS HXPANSLON essa 0 6,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Niger 
MILCON, Agadez Construct Airfield and Base Camp cocoocccncncnncncncnncncnnnnoncnnnncncnnanoncnnos 50,000 50,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
North Carolina 
MILCON, Seymour Johnson AFB Air Traffic Control Tower/Base Ops Facility ......o.oocooccconnoncnonnoncnnnos 17,100 17,100 
AIR 
FORCE 
Oklahoma 
MILCON, Altus AFB DOr tory 20 RM) ii e eae NAA AEE AAA AARNA 18,000 18,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Altus AFB KC-46A FTU ADAL Fuel Cell Maint Hangar ..ococccnccccncncnnoncnncnnncnnnos 10,400 10,400 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Tinker AFB Alir Traffic: Control TO We taria dias 12,900 12,900 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Tinker AFB KC-46A Depot Maintenance DOCK .....sssssssessssesesessesesesoesesesoeseseseeseee 37,000 37,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Oman 
MILCON, AL Musannah AB AATEC: ADO ii iio 25,000 25,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
South Dakota 
MILCON, Ellsworth AFB Dormitory: (168 RM usina is 23,000 23,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Texas 
MILCON, Joint Base San Antonio BMT Classrooms/Dining Facility 3 ....coooococncncnnnncncnonncncnnnncncnnnncnnnnnns 35,000 35,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Joint Base San Antonio BMT Recruit Dormitory 5 ....occocccncncnncnoncnnononcnnonononnononcnnonononnonancnnons 71,000 71,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
United Kingdom 
MILCON, Croughton Raf Consolidated SATCOM/Tech Control Facility ......oococconcnncncncnnrncnnoo 36,424 36,424 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Croughton Raf JIAC: Consolidation—PhK2 isis cseaseisdceses En OEE ERA da caddeseseceneaseeeseasen 94,191 94,191 
AIR 
FORCE 
Utah 
MILCON, Hill AFB F-35A Flight Simulator Addition Phase 2 .......sessesssesoscssesossssesesesoe 5,900 5,900 
AIR 


FORCE 
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MILCON, Hill AFB F-35A Hangar 40/42 Additions and AMU coccoccnccnccncnnccnccnccnacnccnicnnnnnos 21,000 21,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Hill AFB Hay Man EIOS tado ddr ii dió 11,500 11,500 
AIR 
FORCE 
Worldwide Classified 
MILCON, Classified Location Long Range Strike Bomber minaire oroare tiaa ne 77,130 77,130 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Classified Location Munitions: StOra ge diiniita AAE EANN PANAIA ANIA ER AEEA 3,000 3,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Prior Year Unobligated AMOUNTS ..occococncncnnnncnnnncncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnanoncnnos 0 —50,000 
AIR tions 
FORCE 
MILCON, Various Worldwide Locations Planning and DONIO e a a 89,164 89,164 
AIR 
FORCE 
MILCON, Various Worldwide Locations Unspecified Minor Military Construction ........ssssesessssesesssseseseseesese 22,900 22,900 
AIR 
FORCE 
Wyoming 
MILCON, F. E. Warren AFB Weapon Storage Facility waia aiaa ra rAr AA REAA AU ENISA 95,000 95,000 
AIR 
FORCE 
SUBTOTAL, MILCON, ATR FORCE ..00.......... 0c. ccccceccc cece e cence ee estts tt tets ettr e tS PESES SEES ESSES rro sensro EGG eed eed a EEE EE 1,354,785 1,366,185 
MIL CON, DEF-WIDE 
Alabama 
MIL CON, Fort Rucker Fort Rucker ES/PS Consolidation/Replacement ..............cecseeeeeenees 46,787 46,787 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Maxwell AFB Maxwell ES/MS Replacement/Renovation +..oococccncncnncncnncncncnnononcnnos 32,968 32,968 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Arizona 
MIL CON, Fort Huachuca JITO Buildings 52101/52111 Renovations nisrani eiid reedese 3,884 3,884 
DEF- 
WIDE 
California 
MIL CON, Camp Pendleton, California SOF Combat Service Support Facility .........essesssescssssesesssecsessseeseee 10,181 10,181 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Camp Pendleton, California SOF Performance Resiliency Center-West ........sssesessssesesossesesessesese 10,371 10,371 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Coronado SOF Logistics Support Unit One Ops Fac. #2 .oooocccccncnccncncnnoncncnnonos 47,218 47,218 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fresno Yosemite IAP ANG Replace Fuel Storage and Distrib. Facilities ..........ooooococooncnonnoncnor.. 10,700 10,700 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Colorado 
MIL CON, Fort Carson, Colorado SOF Language Training Facility .........o.ooocococoncncncnronorononcnnnnnonononnos 8,243 8,243 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Conus Classified 
MIL CON, Classified Location Operations Support Facility screeners iire nieke eea eiieeii eredad ieie 20,065 20,065 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Delaware 
MIL CON, Dover AFB Construct Hydrant Fuel System ....occoococncncnncncnnnncncnnononcnnnncncnnononcnnos 21,600 21,600 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Djibouti 
MIL CON, Camp Lemonier, Djibouti Construct Fuel Storage & Distrib. Facilities ..........oococoonocnrncnonnrnoso 43,700 43,700 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Florida 
MIL CON, Hurlburt Field SOF Fuel Cell Maintenance Hangar ...............cccccceececeeeceeeceneceneneeees 17,989 17,989 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, MacDill AFB SOF Operational Support Facility ......oocooncnonncncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonos 39,142 39,142 
DEF- 
WIDE 


Georgia 
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MIL CON, Moody AFB Replace Pumphouse and Truck Fillstands .......oococcocnoncnonnoncnonnnncnonos 10,900 10,900 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Germany 
MIL CON, Garmisch Garmisch E/MS-Addition/Modernization .......e.sseesesssessessossserseeseeree 14,676 14,676 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Grafenwoehr Grafenwoehr Elementary School Replacement ................cecseeeeeenees 38,138 38,138 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Rhine Ordnance Barracks Medical Center Replacement Incr 5 cocoocccnccncncncnncncnnoncncnnoncncnnononcnnos 85,034 85,034 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Spangdahlem AB Construct Fuel Pipeline ........oooooncnccncncnnoncncnnonononnononconononocnononacnononoss 5,500 5,500 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Spangdahlem AB Medical/Dental Clinic AdditiON arsau anar a ar eiea 34,071 34,071 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Stuttgart-Patch Barracks Patch Elementary School Replacement .....sessssesesessesesessesesessesesesee 49,413 49,413 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Hawaii 
MIL CON, Kaneohe Bay Medical/Dental Clinic Replacement, ...cococcocncncncnncncnnnncncnnononconanoncnnos 122,071 122,071 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Schofield Barracks Behavioral Health/Dental Clinic Addition ............ ec ec eee e eee eee 123,838 123,838 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Japan 
MIL CON, Kadena AB AIPPielASPAVeMIeNts, cid Shae ii iran doshas iii 37,485 37,485 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Kentucky 
MIL CON, Fort Campbell, Kentucky SOF Company HQ/ClaSsrooms serrAno eeri 12,553 12,553 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fort Knox Fort Knox HS Renovation/MS Addition .........sssesssessesescssesosessesesesee 23,279 23,279 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Maryland 
MIL CON, Fort Meade NSAW Campus Feeders Phase 2 ..0occcccnoncnccnoncncnoncnncnoncnncnoncnncnoncnnnos 33,745 33,745 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fort Meade NSAW Recapitalize Building #2 Incr 1 ...oococnccccncncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnns 34,897 34,897 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Nevada 
MIL CON, Nellis AFB Replace Hydrant Fuel System ....oocccocnoncnncnoncnnononcnnnnonnnnoncnnnncnonnnnnos 39,900 39,900 
DEF- 
WIDE 
New Mexico 
MIL CON, Cannon AFB Construct Pumphouse and Fuel Storage ........sssesessssesessssesesessesesesee 20,400 20,400 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Cannon AFB SOF Squadron Operations Facility .....oocoococonncncnonnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonos 11,565 11,565 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Cannon AFB SOF ST Operational Training Facilities .......oooococcooncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonos 13,146 13,146 
DEF- 
WIDE 
New York 
MIL CON, West Point West Point Elementary School Replacement. ....occoccnoncnccnoncnnnnoncnnnos 55,778 55,778 
DEF- 
WIDE 
North Carolina 
MIL CON, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina SOF Combat Service Support Facility ......oocococnocccncncnnnncncnnoncnnnnonos 14,036 14,036 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina SOF Marine Battalion Company/Team Facilities .......o.ooooococccnoc..... 54,970 54,970 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fort Bragg Butner Elementary School Replacement. .....sessssssesessssesessssesessssesese 32,944 32,944 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fort Bragg SOF 21 STS Operations Facility ineei isore riik Nn a AIEE ENEE Aai 16,863 16,863 
DEF- 


June 2, 2015 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


8231 


SEC. 4601. MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 


State or Countr : A Budget Senate 
Account and Installation. Project Title Roawest Authorized 
MIL CON, Fort Bragg SOF Battalion Operations Facility ........oooocococncncnnoncnnnnoncncnnoncnnnnonos 38,549 38,549 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fort Bragg SOP Indoor RANGO eiii dd iii 8,303 8,303 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fort Bragg SOF Intelligence Training Center .....oococccncnnnnoncncnrncncnrnnonononononononons 28,265 28,265 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fort Bragg SOF Special Tactics Facility (PH 2) ....oococccnonccncncnnoncnnnnoncnnanancnnnnanos 43,887 43,887 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Ohio 
MIL CON, Wright-Patterson AFB Satellite Pharmacy Replacement .....sssssesessssesesessesesessesesesoeseseseesese 6,623 6,623 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Oregon 
MIL CON, Klamath Falls IAP Replace Fuel Facilities ..............ccccccscsccecscsececscsscecsccececscescseseeececsees 2,500 2,500 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Pennsylvania 
MIL CON, Philadelphia Replace Headquarters ..........cccccscsececscsececsecececseececseececseesecseeceesees 49,700 0 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Poland 
MIL CON, RedziKowo Base Aegis Ashore Missile Defense System Complex cocoocccncnccncncnnononcnnons 169,153 169,153 
DEF- 
WIDE 
South Carolina 
MIL CON, Fort Jackson Pierce Terrace Elementary School Replacement. ..............cscceceeeees 26,157 26,157 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Spain 
MIL CON, Rota Rota ES and HS Additions ......oooononcncononcncononcnnononcnnononcnnononcnnonononnons 13,737 13,737 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Texas 
MIL CON, Fort Bliss Hospital Replacement INC? 7 saorane aaa e Aaaa aSU EER 239,884 239,884 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Joint Base San Antonio Ambulatory Care Center Phase 4 .....esssssssssessesseessesseesresseeseesseeseessee 61,776 61,776 
DEF- 
WIDE 
Virginia 
MIL CON, Fort Belvoir Construct Visitor Control Center ....oococncncnncncncnncncncnnoncncnnoncnnnnononnos 5,000 5,000 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Fort Belvoir Replace Ground Vehicle Fueling Facility ........oooococnoncncnnoncnncnoncnnnns 4,500 4,500 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Joint Base Langley-Eustis Replace Fuel Pier and Distribution Facility .......essssssesesssseressssesese 28,000 28,000 
DEF- 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Joint Expeditionary Base Lit- SOF Applied Instruction Facility .......oococconccnoncncnnoncnnnnononnnnoncnnnnonos 23,916 23,916 
DEF- tle Creek—Story 
WIDE 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Contingency Construction ....ococccnncncncnnoncncnnoncnnononcnnanoncnnononcnnnncnconos 10,000 10,000 
DEF- tions 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- ECIP DeSign 2.0... cece cece ec ne nec eeneneeeeneneeeeneneeeea esse ea eeeeeeneeeeeeaenees 10,000 10,000 
DEF- tions 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Energy Conservation Investment Program ..0.cococccncnocncncnnoncncnnoncnnos 150,000 150,000 
DEF- tions 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Exercise Related Minor Construction ...o.oococcoccccncncncnncncncnncncnnnnoncnnos 8,687 8,687 
DEF- tions 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Planning and Design ....ococconccnnncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnononnnnoncnnnnoncnnnncncnnos 118,632 118,632 
DEF- tions 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Unspecified Minor Construction ....oocococncncnncncncnnoncncnnoncnnnnoncnnanoncnnos 23,676 23,676 
DEF- tions 
WIDE 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Prior year savings, including rescoped medical facility at Fort 0 120,000 
DEF- tions Knox. 
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MIL CON, Various Worldwide Locations PLANNING 67, DOSTO MN o te TDR teens Ups od de aos oe Meee casio baaa 31,772 31,772 
DEF- 
WIDE 
SUBTOTAL, MIL CON, DEF-WIDE cidad ets A is e ad da AR a 2,300,767 2,131,067 
MILCON, ARNG 
Alabama 
MILCON, Camp Foley Vehicle Maintenance Shop +..coccccccncncnnoncncnnoncnnononcnnnnoncnnnnrncnnnncncnnnnons 0 4,500 
ARNG 
Connecticut 
MILCON, Camp Hartell Ready Building (CST-WMD) unninn a 11,000 11,000 
ARNG 
Delaware 
MILCON, Dagsboro National Guard Vehicle Maintenance Shop ..............cccececeeceeeeeeeeees 10,800 10,800 
ARNG 
Florida 
MILCON, Palm Coast National Guard Readiness Center ........ssesessssesesessesesossesesossesesossesese 18,000 18,000 
ARNG 
Georgia 
MILCON, Fort Stewart Tactical Aerial Unmanned SysSteMs c0occccocncncnnoncncnncnoncnncnoncnnnncnnnnnos 0 6,800 
ARNG 
Illinois 
MILCON, Sparta Basic 10M-25M Firing Range (Zero) .ococccnccccncncononcnnononcnnononcnncnoncnnnns 1,900 1,900 
ARNG 
Kansas 
MILCON, Salina Automated Combat Pistol/MP Firearms Qual Cour c00coocccncncnncncnnnn. 2,400 2,400 
ARNG 
MILCON, Salina Modified Record Fire Range ..........ccccceceecscececececceceeeeeeeseneeeeseneeeesens 4,300 4,300 
ARNG 
Maryland 
MILCON, Easton National Guard Readiness Center ........esssessssesoscseesesoseesoscseeseseeeesese 13,800 13,800 
ARNG 
Mississippi 
MILCON, Gulfport Aviation Classification and Repair ....occcconncncnccncncnnnncncnnnncncnnononannnns 0 40,000 
ARNG 
Nevada 
MILCON, Reno National Guard Vehicle Maintenance Shop Add/A c.0oocccccocncnncnoncnnons 8,000 8,000 
ARNG 
Ohio 
MILCON, Camp Ravenna Modified Record Fire Range ............ccccscsesecscsececscececsceececseseeesceeaees 3,300 3,300 
ARNG 
Oregon 
MILCON, Salem National Guard/Reserve Center Bldg Add/Alt (J ...oococccccnncncnccnoncnnnns 16,500 16,500 
ARNG 
Pennsylvania 
MILCON, Fort Indiantown Gap Training Aids: Center inicios isis sd oe ae’ se dekra 03 ya a8 dee dasa sae oe aros Sosa bs 16,000 16,000 
ARNG 
Vermont 
MILCON, North Hyde Park National Guard Vehicle Maintenance Shop Addit ....occocccnccccncncnnoo. 7,900 7,900 
ARNG 
Virginia 
MILCON, Richmond National Guard/Reserve Center Building (JFHQ) ...........cccccceceee eens 29,000 29,000 
ARNG 
Washington 
MILCON, Yakima Enlisted Barracks, Transient Training ........essssssssessssesssessesesesseseses 19,000 19,000 
ARNG 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Planning and Design .........ssssesesessesescssesescssesescsoseescsoseeseseseesesesseseses 20,337 20,337 
ARNG tions 
MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Unspecified Minor Construction ....oocococncncnncncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnos 15,000 15,000 
ARNG tions 
SUBTOTAL, MILCONŅ ARNG «5. ci reads 197,237 248,537 
MILCON, ANG 
Alabama 
MILCON, Dannelly Field TFI—Replace Squadron Operations Facility .......oococcoconncncnnnncnonn ro. 7,600 7,600 
ANG 
California 
MILCON, Moffett Field Replace Vehicle Maintenance Facility .....oooocococncnonnoncnnnncncnnnncnannnos 6,500 6,500 
ANG 
Colorado 
MILCON, Buckley Air Force Base ASE Maintenance and Storage Facility .....oocococncnccnoncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnos 5,100 5,100 
ANG 
Connecticut 
MILCON, Bradley Ops and Deployment Facility ....ooococccnocncncnncncnnnncnconnncncnnoncnnonononcnnos 0 6,300 
ANG 
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MILCON, Cape Canaveral AFS Space Control Facility ........oocococncnccncncncononcnccnoncnnononcnnononconononcanononos 0 6,100 
ANG 
Georgia 
MILCON, Savannah/Hilton Head IAP C-130 Squadron Operations Facility ........oocococnonccncncnnrncnnnncncnnincncnnos 9,000 9,000 
ANG 
Hawaii 
MILCON, Joint Base Pearl Harbor- F-22 Composite Repair Facility ...........ssesessssesessssesesossesesossesesossesese 0 9,700 
ANG Hickam 
Iowa 
MILCON, Des Moines Map Air Operations Grp/CYBER Beddown-Reno Blg 480 ..............ceceeeeeee 6,700 6,700 
ANG 
Kansas 
MILCON, Smokey Hill ANG Range Range Training Support Facilities ........oococcococnoncncnnoncnnnncnrnncnonnnnnns 2,900 2,900 
ANG 
Louisiana 
MILCON, New Orleans Replace Squadron Operations Facility .....o.oocococnononnoncnonncncnnnncnnnnnos 10,000 10,000 
ANG 
Maine 
MILCON, Bangor IAP Add to and Alter Fire Crash/Rescue Station ....ococcococncncnnoncnonnnncnnnns 7,200 7,200 
ANG 
New Hampshire 
MILCON, Pease International Trade Bidg Mo KC-46 Fuselage Trainer ..........ssesessssesesossesesossesesossesesosoeseso 0 1,500 
ANG Port 
MILCON, Pease International Trade KC-46A ADAL Flight Simulator Bldg 156 ......ooococonncncncnncncnonncnnnnonos 2,800 2,800 
ANG Port 
New Jersey 
MILCON, Atlantic City IAP Fuel Cell and Corrosion Control Hangar .........ssssessssesescescsososeesesceee 10,200 10,200 
ANG 
New York 
MILCON, Niagara Falls IAP Remotely Piloted Aircraft Beddown Bldg 912 ......oococccncnncncnncnoncnnons 7,700 7,700 
ANG 
North Carolina 
MILCON, Charlotte/Douglas IAP Replace C-130 Squadron Operations Facility .....o.cococccnonncncnnnncnonnros 9,000 9,000 
ANG 
North Dakota 
MILCON, Hector IAP Intel Targeting Facilities ...........oooococnononccnononccnononncnononncnononnonononnons 7,300 7,300 
ANG 
Oklahoma 
MILCON, Will Rogers World Airport Medium Altitude Manned ISR Beddown +..coccccccncncncnncncnnnncncnnnncncnnos 7,600 7,600 
ANG 
Oregon 
MILCON, Klamath Falls IAP Replace Fire Crash/Rescue Station ........ssessssesessssesessssesesessesessssesese 7,200 7,200 
ANG 
West Virginia 
MILCON, Yeager Airport Force Protection—Relocate Coonskin Road ...ooococcccccncnccncncnnononcnnos 3,900 3,900 
ANG 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MILCON, Various Worldwide Locations Planning an Gd: Desi nante aero ciao oe tebasdbnetasseteses caters 5,104 5,104 
ANG 
MILCON, Various Worldwide Locations Unspecified Minor Construction +..cococncnccncncncnnoncncnnoncnnononcnnnnancnnnnons 7,734 7,734 
ANG 
SUBTOTAL, MI CON ANC area 123,538 147,138 
MILCON, ARMY R 
California 
MILCON, Miramar Army Reservo Contor viii is 24,000 24,000 
ARMY R 
Florida 
MILCON, MacDill AFB AR Center/AS Facility .......ooooononccnoncnconononncnononnonononncnononnonononnonononnoos 55,000 55,000 
ARMY R 
Mississippi 
MILCON, Starkville Army Reserve Center ..........ccccccscscecscsccecsesececsesececsesececseseceeseececsees 9,300 9,300 
ARMY R 
New York 
MILCON, Orangeburg Organizational Maintenance Shop +.occococccnccncncncnnoncnnononcnnoncnconancncnnos 4,200 4,200 
ARMY R 
Pennsylvania 
MILCON, Conneaut Lake DAR Highway IMproveMent ecccccnoncnncncncnncncncnnononnnnnncnnononcnnnncnonnnnnos 5,000 5,000 
ARMY R 
Puerto Rico 
MILCON, Fort Buchanan Access: Control FOMU siii iii is 0 10,200 
ARMY R 
Virginia 
MILCON, Fort AP Hill Equipment Concentration ...ocococcocncncnnnncncnncncnnnnonrnnonononnnnoncnnanancnnnnos 0 24,000 
ARMY R 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Planning and Design ..........sssesosessesesessesescssesescsoseeecsoseeseseseeseseseeseses 9,318 9,318 


ARMY R 
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MILCON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Unspecified Minor Construction ....oocococncncnccncncnncncnanncncnnnnoncnnnncncnnos 6,777 6,777 
ARMY R tions 
SUBTOTAL; MILCON ARMY R 25 coed vosn col case cou ¥ cea e A wane Mad va ad Sa ane RRL Sapo ROS 113,595 147,795 
MIL CON, NAVY RES 
Nevada 
MIL CON, Fallon NAVOPSPTCEN Fallo is se ued san gees sadam E DTE ENAERE UAE NNE 11,480 11,480 
NAVY 
RES 
New York 
MIL CON, Brooklyn Reserve Center Storage Facility ..........ssssssssssssssssessssssesssssssssssssssses 2,479 2,479 
NAVY 
RES 
Virginia 
MIL CON, Dam Neck Reserve Training Center Complex .......ssesessssesesossesesoseesesossesesossesese 18,443 18,443 
NAVY 
RES 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- MCNR Planning & Design .......s.sssssessssesesessesesessesescssseeseseseesesesseseses 2,208 2,208 
NAVY tions 
RES 
MIL CON, Unspecified Worldwide Loca- MCNR Unspecified Minor Construction ...ococccnccncncncnncncnnnncncnnonincnnos 1,468 1,468 
NAVY tions 
RES 
SUBTOTAL, MIL CON, NAVY RES os cccye stays as caia dnde e ya stabs EEEIEE A As 36,078 36,078 
MILCON, AF RES 
California 
MILCON, March AFB Satellite Fire Sta Clon ii rias 4,600 4,600 
AF RES 
Florida 
MILCON, Patrick AFB Aircrew Life Support Facility oreista ar AARAA aCA ESKE KAES 3,400 3,400 
AF RES 
Georgia 
MILCON, Dobbins Fire Station/Security COMPLEX akerren vienes etaa aad 0 10,400 
AF RES 
Ohio 
MILCON, Youngstown Thndoor- Mining Ranta iee indi 9,400 9,400 
AF RES 
Texas 
MILCON, Joint Base San Antonio Consolidate 433 Medical Facility .....oococccccnocncncnnrnconnncncnnnnrnconinoncnnos 9,900 9,900 
AF RES 
Worldwide Unspecified 
MILCON, Various Worldwide Locations Planning snd DESISM sseisd sc cek hs Hehe As has ace aks Ae ca as de AKOREDA NAA 18,400 13,400 
AF RES 
MILCON, Various Worldwide Locations Unspecified Minor Military Construction ........ssssesessssesesssoesesessesese 6,121 6,121 
AF RES 
SUBTOTAL, MILGON, AF RES as 46,821 57,221 
NATO SEC INV PRGM 
Worldwide Unspecified 
NATO SEC NATO Security Investment NATO Security Investment Program ..oocooncncnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnonos 120,000 120,000 
INV Program 
PRGM 
SUBTOTAL, NATO SEC INV PRGM ici a ia ió 120,000 120,000 
TOTAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 000.00... .c ccc cccc cece cece cece nee e ene RRE RR RR EEG HE rn nar n GH ECG EEG Seca EE a EEE HESS 6,641,995 6,641,055 
FAMILY HOUSING 
FAM HSG CON, ARMY 
Florida 
FAM HSG Camp Rudder Family Housing Replacement Construction ....cococccnocncncnnoncncnnoncnnns 8,000 8,000 
CON, 
ARMY 
Germany 
FAM HSG Wiesbaden Army Airfield Family Housing IMproveMent +..cocccnccncncncnncncncnncncnnonononnnnoncnnanoncnnos 3,500 3,500 
CON, 
ARMY 
Illinois 
FAM HSG Rock Island Family Housing Replacement Construction ....cococcccocncncnncncncnnononnns 20,000 20,000 
CON, 
ARMY 
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FAM HSG Camp Walker Family Housing New Construction .......essssessssssesesessesescssseesessssesesss 61,000 61,000 
CON, 
ARMY 
Worldwide Unspecified 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Family Housing P € D ......ssssesessssesesessesesossesesessesesosseseseseesesessesesesee 7,195 7,195 
CON, tions 
ARMY 
SUBTOTAL, FAM HSG CON, ARMY ooeec tn duces arae EE E Nas nea dades la acia nus vase ndva nde ea vaya thes nea endo biome Haas 99,695 99,695 
FAM HSG O&M, ARMY 
Worldwide Unspecified 
FAM HSG Unspecified. Worldwide. Loca-. Furnishings -. cc cccccccccsgecceaetesseasg cosieae cess aces seven cued vasee APEAREN AKAAERE 25,552 25,552 
O&M, tions 
ARMY 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Leased Housing raini a aaao aE URDA ANENA AR 144,879 144,879 
O&M, tions 
ARMY 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Maintenance of Real Property Facilities ..........oo.oooocococncnonncncnnnnronos 75,197 75,197 
O&M, tions 
ARMY 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Management Account .......ssssssssesessescseseescseseescscssescseseeseseseeseseseesesee 48,515 48,515 
O&M, tions 
ARMY 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Military Housing Privitization Initiative .........oococcononccncncnnnncncnnonos 22,000 22,000 
O&M, tions 
ARMY 
FAM HSQ Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Miscellaneous ..0ococcnccnccnccncnnocnncnncnncnornncnncnnonnrnnr nc nncnncnncnnrnnrnnrnnanncnnes 840 840 
O&M, tions 
ARMY 
FAM HSG Unspecified. Worldwide. 'Loca- ‘SOrvicess.ccsaccccdecesc sca rai AEEKO ESTAR EPE REIRE IAEA 10,928 10,928 
O&M, tions 
ARMY 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Utilities 2.0.0.0... ceccccececsscececescecscescscscescscscscseseascsescascseseaseseseasess 65,600 65,600 
O&M, tions 
ARMY 
SUBTOTAL, FAM HSG O&M, ARMY oc5scscicsscseediatacse iccesavednacakseunacaccudacescunad’ Ea ENE RERET ENEEK EENEN EERE ERG 393,511 393,511 
FAM HSG CON, N/MC 
Virginia 
FAM HSG Wallops Island Construct Housing Welcome Center .......s..ssessssssessssssssossssssssssssssssoe 438 438 
CON, N/ 
MC 
Worldwide Unspecified 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca=. De@Sign sisi icccscscccssescsccsis ca cages ditore dtto cae cede c Eep cad cede AECE ee EPRA LESER 4,588 4,588 
CON, N/ tions 
MC 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- IMPproVements c.ococcccncncncnncncncnnoncnnononcnnononcnnonrncnnnnonnnnrnrncnnnnrnnnnincnnnnos 11,515 11,515 
CON, N/ tions 
MC 
SUBTOTAL, FAM HSG CON, NMO 0 a ads 16,541 16,541 
FAM HSG O&M, N/MC 
Worldwide Unspecified 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Furnishings Account ........esssessssesessesesessesescssescscseeseseseeseseseesesesseseses 17,534 17,534 
O&M, N/ tions 
MC 
FAM HSG Unspecified. Worldwide. Loca- Leasing -i.s...ccccccccccscssssesceasccocsestevesssscocsasccvevasccecbacsdocvanccecesesevceavececses 64,108 64,108 
O&M, N/ tions 
MC 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Maintenance of Real Property ........ssssesessssesesessesesesoesesesoesesesoesesesoe 99,323 99,323 
O&M, N/ tions 
MC 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Management Account .......ssssssssesesseseseseescseseeecscseeecseseescsesoeseseseeseses 56,189 56,189 
O&M, N/ tions 
MC 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Miscellaneous ACCOUNE coooccnnccnnccnnccnnnonnncnnnconaronononnncnnncnnnronanoneninaninns 373 373 
O&M, N/ tions 
MC 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Privatization Support Costs ........esesessesesessesesesoeseseseesesesoesesesoesesesos 28,668 28,668 
O&M, N/ tions 
MC 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Services ACCOUNT ..cococccncnncncnnnncncnnanoncnnononcnnononconononcnnrnrnnnnancnnnnininnnnos 19,149 19,149 
O&M, N/ tions 
MC 
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FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Utilities Account .........ssssesessesesescsssescscseescsseeescscseescecsseseessoesesssoeseeoe 67,692 67,692 
O&M, N/ tions 
MC 
SUBTOTAL, FAM HSG O&M, NMC 000..... cece ccc cece ccc eee ene e eee ee EEE EEE EEE E EEE TEE; E EEG EE; H EE; TEE G EEG H ESCH EEG HE EEG eed EEE EEE 353,036 353,036 
FAM HSG CON, AF 
Worldwide Unspecified 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Improvements ........e.ssesesesesscscsseseseseeseseseesescseeecseseeseseseeseseseesesesseseses 150,649 150,649 
CON, AF tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Planning and DeSign ....oococccncnncncncnnoncnnnnoncnnononcnnononcnnononcnnnncncnnoncncnnos 9,849 9,849 
CON, AF tions 
SUBTOTAL, FAM HSG CON, AE 65 oe. cass oats osc ews A eed EG ee ise Aa ia 160,498 160,498 
FAM HSG O&M, AF 
Worldwide Unspecified 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Furnishings Account ..........cceccccececscseceeneneeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeesenenees 38,746 38,746 
O&M, AF tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Housing Privatization ..........sssssessssesesessesesossesesessesesessesesessesesessesesee 41,554 41,554 
O&M, AF tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Leasing. ...............cccececsececscsececsccececsecececsccesecsseeceeseeeseceseesesaeeeeeeseeesers 28,867 28,867 
O&M, AF tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Maintenance ............cccccecccsccececnececeeeceeeeneceeseneceeneneceeaeaeeesaeaeeeeeeaenees 114,129 114,129 
O&M, AF tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Management Account .......esssessesesessesesessesesessesesesoesescseeseseseeseseseeseee 52,153 52,153 
O&M, AF tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Miscellaneous Account ........ssssessssssesescoesesesseseeeeceseseesseesesossesesoseeseeoe 2,032 2,032 
O&M, AF tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Services ACCOUNE ......essssssesescsseseseseeseseseeseseseesescseeseseseeseseseesesesessesee 12,940 12,940 
O&M, AF tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Utilities ACCOUNT o.ococccconncnccnnncncnnoncnconononnnnonrnnonononnnnonrnnnnnnrnnanancnnanos 40,811 40,811 
O&M, AF tions 
SUBTOTAL, FAM HSG O&M, AF coito nro id ARA socunaasecaacavecsaeabensanabecsasabeesaabocseaie oasaned 331,232 331,232 
FAM HSG O&M, DW 
Worldwide Unspecified 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Furnishings Account ........essssesesessesesesoesesesoesesesoseesesoseesesoseesesessesesee 4,203 4,203 
O&M, DW tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Leasing ...............cccccecscsecscsecscsceececseeececseeeeecsceeeecsceeesesceesecseeeseeseeeqess 51,952 51,952 
O&M, DW tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Maintenance of Real Property ..oococcocncnocncncnnnncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnnnoncnnanoncnnos 1,448 1,448 
O&M, DW tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Management Account ........essesesescesesescoesesesoesesesoesesesoesesesossesesoesesesoe 388 388 
O&M, DW tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Services ACCOUNT ..oococccncnncncncnncncnnnnoncnnononcnnonrnronononronrnrnrnnnncnconancnnanos 31 31 
O&M, DW tions 
FAM HSG Unspecified Worldwide Loca- Utilities Account c.occoccnccnccnccnccncnnccnannocnnonncnncnacnnannrnncnnrnnroncnncnnannnnnss 646 646 
O&M, DW tions 
SUBTOTAL, FAM HSG O&M; DW oia EA A A AA A A A A sees 58,668 58,668 
TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING A dades EnA 1,413,181 1,413,181 
DEFENSE BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE 
DOD BRAC—ARMY 
Worldwide Unspecified 
DOD Base Realignment & Closure, Base Realignment and Closure ...ocococnccncncncncnronononnnnnrornnnrnanonanararanono 29,691 29,691 
BRAC— Army 
ARMY 
SUBTOTAL, DOD BRAC=ARMY eenen cone sauesaie ss deans A ea 29,691 29,691 
DOD BRAC—NAVY 
Worldwide Unspecified 
DOD Base Realignment & Closure, Base Realignment & Closure ........sssesessssesessssesesosoesesosoesesosoesesoseeseso 118,906 118,906 
BRAC— Navy 
NAVY 
DOD Unspecified Worldwide Loca- DON-100: Planing, Design and Management. ...............ccccececseeeeeenees 7,787 7,787 
BRAC— tions 
NAVY 
DOD Unspecified Worldwide Loca- DON -101: Various Locations ....oocococncncnncncncnncncnnononcnnnnoncnnnnoncnnononcnnos 20,871 20,871 
BRAC— tions 
NAVY 
DOD Unspecified Worldwide Loca- DON-138: NAS Brunswick, ME ...ooocccncnncncncnnoncncnnoncnnononcnnnnoncnnononcnnos 803 803 
BRAC— tions 


NAVY 
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DOD Unspecified Worldwide Loca- DON-157: MCSA Kansas City, MO o.occoccocccncnncncncnncncncnncncnnnncncnnoncnronos 41 41 
BRAC— tions 
NAVY 
DOD Unspecified Worldwide Loca- DON-172: NWS Seal Beach, Concord, CA .....sssssssssssssssessssesesrssesesesee 4,872 4,872 
BRAC— tions 
NAVY 
DOD Unspecified Worldwide Loca- DON-84: JRB Willow Grove € Cambria Reg AP o0occccccncncnncncnnnnnnnos 3,808 3,808 
BRAC— tions 
NAVY 
SUBTOTAL, DOD BRAC—NAVY sica tvasge'stansivis stts trotte S tS a ESES ESEESE dz 157,088 157,088 
DOD BRAC—AIR FORCE 
Worldwide Unspecified 
DOD Unspecified Worldwide Loca- DoD BRAC Activities—Air Force ...........ssessssesessssesesessesesesoesesessesese 64,555 64,555 
BRAC— tions 
AIR 
FORCE 
SUBTOTAL, DOD BRAC—AIR FORCE viccsiscaccusiiea sa andan rep darian ea dame ases wena a deus esas an idad dadas 64,555 64,555 
TOTAL DEFENSE BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE .............. 0... cccccceccceecceece ee eeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeae eee eeeeeeeaeeeneeeaeees 251,334 251,334 
TOTAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, FAMILY HOUSING, AND BRAC. .....0..........cccccccccceecceeeceeeeceeeseeeeeeeeaeeeaeeeaeees 8,306,510 8,305,570 
TITLE XLVII—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 
SEC. 4701. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY NATIONAL 
SECURITY PROGRAMS. 
SEC. 4701. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 
(In Thousands of Dollars) 
Program FY 2016 Senate 
gr Request Authorized 
Discretionary Summary By Appropriation 
Energy and Water Development, and Related Agencies 
Appropriation Summary: 
Energy Programs 
NUCLEAR a e ASAA RANAR 135,161 135,161 
Atomic Energy Defense Activities 
National nuclear security administration: 
WEADOMS :ACCLVITIOS: ii is 8,846,948 9,026,948 
Defense nuclear nonproliferation aie 1,940,302 1,945,302 
NAVAL TCA GCCONS aiii AA ón 1,375,496 1,375,496 
Federal-salarics and CXPDONSOS merida ido A AA A A A AAA 402,654 402,654 
Total, National nuclear security administration .......oooccoocnnocnnncnnnncnnnonnnonnncnnnconnnonnnrnnnrn EEE nono nono rnnrr nano nnrnnnncnnncnnnrnnnnanos 12,565,400 12,750,400 
Environmental and other defense activities: 
Defense environmental CLEANUP ...........cccccecsececsccscecsecscscecscseecscsceenscsececseseeessesecessesesersesesesseesenseseeesseeees 5,527,347 5,075,550 
Other defense activities .............. 774,425 774,425 
Total, Environmental & other defense activities 6,301,772 5,849,975 
Total, Atomic Energy Defense Activities ............ . 18,867,172 18,600,375 
Total, Discretionary Funding. nai A A E ARA 19,002,333 18,735,536 
Nuclear Energy 
Idaho sitewide safeguards and security ... 126,161 126,161 
Used nuclear fuel disposition ............ iaaa 9,000 9,000 
Total, Nuclear EPS A en as TO a Lo GT ed e DOLO 135,161 135,161 
Weapons Activities 
Directed stockpile work 
Life extension programs 
B61 Life Cx tension programy sess scessscecvesss oca a a bebeeee sen a dade ee dedgs ROS neds eee diran icons 643,300 643,300 
W716: Life extension) a aig a” a: h a h sas céecssosecescs sauce cen veeseredeens A A Ass 244,019 244,019 
W88 Alt 370 ssa ccaiceasecnicvs tesieienstene 220,176 220,176 
W80-4 Life extension program uae 195,037 195,037 
Total, Life extension Programs ................cccccecc cece nee eee enn RRE RR EEG EEE HEE; HE EEG trets Sortert eenen 1,302,532 1,302,532 
Stockpile systems 
B61 Stockpile systems 52,247 52,247 
W76 Stockpile systems .. 50,921 50,921 
W78 Stockpile systems .. 64,092 64,092 
W80 Stockpile systems .. 68,005 68,005 
B83 Stockpile systems 42,177 42,177 
W87 Stockpile systems 89,299 89,299 
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W88 Stockpile systems: visi scsi case seas asics cg esc aaes ANETO ANA AA aii 115,685 115,685 

Total: Stockpile Wy SUG RNS A Ws wes Ba Gk RH RR A AS A SAAT AS agora EA 482,426 482,426 
Weapons dismantlement and disposition 

Operations. aNd: MAINTENANCE 05 fesisccadecsedssasvevaaessesaassvevases INA oes 0050000004050 odie beet EG ARTEAREN AENA cin TERRES 48,049 48,049 

Stockpile services 

Production Support ..........ccceceeseeeee es ER 447,527 447,527 

Research and development support ies 34,159 34,159 

R&D certification and safety ................... koia 192,613 192,613 

Management, technology, and production 264,994 264,994 


Total, Stockpile services .... 939,293 939,293 


Nuclear material commodities 


UTaniuMa USAMOS a D AA EESE ASTENIA PASTEELS A 32,916 32,916 
PLUTONIUM: sustine A A A A EO AE E A Ss 174,698 174,698 
Tritium sustainment ............. 107,345 107,345 


Domestic uranium enrichment . sa 100,000 100,000 
Total, Nuclear material commodities ............... 6c cece cece cece cect eee eee non EEG EEG EEG E EG EEG EEG EG EG EGE EGE EGG EEG EEA EEH EEE EEG EGE EEG EEA EEG EEE EES 414,959 414,959 
Total; Directed: stockpile: work as pad Gee 3,187,259 3,187,259 
Research, development, test and evaluation (RDT&E) 
Science 
Advanta COCA A A A a E ANANTA 50,714 50,714 
Primary assessment technologies Sees 98,500 98,500 
Dynamic materials properties ..... oe 109,000 109,000 
Advanced radiography ..............0606 B65 47,000 47,000 
Secondary assessment technologies . eee 84,400 84,400 
Total, Science idos dhaacs conde E EE E ah uaeaa GAURDOR LAD AEE 389,614 389,614 
Engineering 
HAHANCEA“SULECY a A EA SEU AAAA ARENA e 50,821 50,821 
Weapon systems engineering assessment technology . te 17,371 17,371 
NuClear Survivability: a A Sones bec obc ail dcb a o law saan gens o0 hens cab odeb ea eae eed be doaaseeenesbeeeaees 24,461 24,461 
ENRICO BUIN AA idos 38,724 48,724 
Program increase .. ¿abs [10,000] 
Total Engineering s oeni A AAA E AAA As 131,377 141,377 
Inertial confinement fusion ignition and high yield 
Teniti cri o a a a A O 73,334 73,334 
Support of other stockpile programs ................:0608 22,843 22,843 
Diagnostics, cryogenics and experimental support .. 58,587 58,587 
Pulsed power inertial confinement fusion .................:.:0005 4,963 4,963 
Joint program in high energy density laboratory plasmas . ated 8,900 8,900 
Facility operations and target PrOGUCCLON: ois seiesss ise seis seed oi aie de'se' a7 sod si te 50 Seis a s0 4's APENA ae Td 60's ARE KNEL Sal ae ga wale SHOU NERA 333,823 333,823 
Total, Inertial confinement fusion and high yield ...................c cece cece cece cence eee e ee eee e eee need een e een e eed E eed a Seda eet e Essen e ea eeaEE 502,450 502,450 
Advanced ‘simulation and COMPUTING iii ii EENAA EA AAA EEL BAKE AAAA iii 623,006 623,006 
Response Capabilities Program ...........ccccccececcscscsecscseecscsenesseeeesseeeneeeeeeeeeseeecesseeeeeeseeecessesecesseeecessesecessesecenseesenes 0 20,000 
Supports flexible design capability for national ADS 0... ee cc cece cec sence eceenen eens ec sense eeeeeeaeeeeeeaeneeeeaeneeeenenee [20,000] 
Advanced manufacturing 
Component manufacturing developMenNt .............ccececcececsecscsccececsecececseceeeeseceeeessaeeeeseceeeessaeseeseeeseeseaesesseoeseeees 112,256 112,256 
Processing technology development ...... Sigo 17,800 17,800 
Total, Advanced manufacturing .................... Le 130,056 130,056 
Toll FDU Re iS RA A ee a ees 1,776,503 1,806,503 
Readiness in technical base and facilities (RTBF) 
Operating 
POETA LEAGINESS O ica 75,185 75,185 
Material recycle and recovery 173,859 173,859 
COLAC seis RETO one 40,920 40,920 
RieCapltalizati on: acotados econ ino siege qua EATA ES EE sau gaeesedoagesaugasceondagesenenece 104,327 104,327 
Total Operating A ew cv doe A Gp oh A SA TAS IE SAAR SAA UAE A ERE ESE A HODES 394,291 394,291 
Construction: 
15-D-302, TA-55 Reinvestment project, Phase 3, LANL .. o 18,195 18,195 
11-D-801 TA-55 Reinvestment project Phase 2, LANL ..00oococncncnncncncnncncnnnnoncnnnnos ase 3,903 3,903 
07-D-220 Radioactive liquid waste treatment facility upgrade project, LANL oa 11,533 11,533 
07-D-220-04 Transuranic liquid waste facility, LANL ....ooooococncncnncncncnncncnnnncncnnnnoncnnnnrncnnnnrncnnnnrncnnnnrncnnrnrncnannros 40,949 40,949 
06-D-141 PED/Construction, Uranium Capabilities Replacement Project Y—-12 ....oooocccnocncncnncncncnncncnnnncncnannros 430,000 430,000 
04-D-125 Chemistry and metallurgy replacement project, LANL ...0ooccocccnccn... vee 155,610 155,610 
Total, Construction iii ada ay 660,190 660,190 
Total, Readiness in technical base and facilities ............... ccc cece ccc cence eee e cence eee ee cece eee eec nec ecn eee eeeeee eee eeeeeneeaeeneeaeeaeeneenees 1,054,481 1,054,481 


Secure transportation asset 
Operations: And: CQUIPMENG:» sso fei sco rs 146,272 146,272 
POSTA MATEO astra AO AAA AAA AAA AAA AAA AAA A 105,338 105,338 
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(In Thousands of Dollars) 


FY 2016 Senate 


Program Request Authorized 
Total, Secure transportation asset icc ocisics sis task ssid cantaora ROA ara EEEa tag daseeiascisesddsicassnansavisaaianedseadssvadsanresesaeueaens 251,610 251,610 
Infrastructure and safety 
Operations of facilities 
Kansas City: Plant: icsesssssssscasswess sete ctra cd Ana cuts es 100,250 100,250 
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory . e 70,671 70,671 
Los Alamos National Laboratory ............. sae 196,460 196,460 
Nevada National Security Site . dss 89,000 89,000 
PANDOX: tinta aro ates 58,021 58,021 
Sandia National Laboratory RRRA 115,300 115,300 
Savannah River Site ............... N, 80,463 80,463 
Y-12 National security complex .. Rise 120,625 120,625 
Total, Operations Of Tacllitles ui A A A eae oiesereates 830,790 830,790 
ALO OPCLACLIONGS: a ENAN 107,701 107,701 
E NN 227,000 227,000 
Recapitalization 257,724 407,724 
Increase to support deferred maintenance [150,000] 
Construction: 
16-D-621 Substation replacement at TA-3, LANL co0oocccccncncnnoncncnnoncnnnnonrnnnnonrnnnno non eens riisiin hoiii iaiki Dinni 25,000 25,000 
15-D-613 Emergency Operations Center, Y-12 ... wees 17,919 17,919 
Total, Construction .......oococccccncnncnnccncnnocncnnocnnoncnnnonono oe 42,919 42,919 


Total, Infrastructure and safety 1,466,134 1,616,134 


Site stewardship 


Nuclear Materials: INCESTatlONn A O A A A ee dees ALAA 17,510 17,510 
Minority serving institution partnerships program .. PER 19,085 19,085 
Totál- Site stewardship A AA A A A E EE e nc ed E ad EE A RO AA ada ond ADE ENE 36,595 36,595 
Defense nuclear security 
Operations and Maintenance: .scssicsciessesedevacdsqerseceriorrdcssarescaiessacaseredesseaescarsares CUÑA daeaes sadeaeesaseceesadeaeesdsarersatoaeecasas 619,891 619,891 
Construction: 
14-D-710 Device assembly facility argus installation project, NV ....oococccncnncncncnncncnnononcnnononcnnononcnnononcnnoncncnnos 18,000 13,000 
Total, Deétense muelear Secure 632,891 632,891 
Information: technology And Cy DESC CULIDY ai aii 157,588 157,588 
Legacy CONTIActhoT PCNSLONS: «.sisseccecssseosscsseedeseete ds esate ds Sbewedsesswe ds ASAS debate dana pees saaewod A ii 283,887 283,887 
Total, Weapons Activities rin or Ai A ad oros 8,846,948 9,026,948 
Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation R&D 
Global material SOCULICY 0c. cise el ener a N OAA 426,751 426,751 
Material management and minimization . psia 311,584 311,584 
Nonproliferation: and armis CONGO si s.cicsciscisscaccscscusassvcasaievenssscocasaaseedseseocssaneodedescodaadacedseses aa Ae a raaa 126,703 126,703 
Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation HOT) ........ooconocncncnccncnonocnononnonononnononorno nono roo ron nono nn rr nonnr no nononnonononnonononnonons 419,333 419,333 
Nonproliferation Construction: 
99-D-143 Mixed Oxide (MOX) Fuel Fabrication Facility, SRS ........sssssesessssesesossesesossesesossesesossesesossesesosses 345,000 345,000 
'AnalysisS: OLAITETNALIVCS a aeae Ara seed Ae ATANA E AEAEE A PEA 0 5,000 
Assess alternatives to MOX Sa [5,000] 
Total, Nonproliferation construction .....ocoooccnocnnnccnnccnnnonnnonnnonn nor nro otters ettette r Sstt EEE; tS tS eS EEG EEE G LEGA EGA EE GH SEG HEE GE EEE EEE GEES HEE 345,000 350,000 
Total, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation Programs ...................cccc cece eee cne cence eee eee nee E ee Ane ede Een eed EEE deed EEE EEG EEE EEE E EEE 1,629,371 1,634,371 
Legacy contractor POCNSLONS? ao isos Saedacssiuenseesdeaddeiucadesdeerseccedeces AANA AA AAEE OAA AOSAN AAEE giveeesuveenesasnedesaneneos sever’ 94,617 94,617 
Nuclear counterterrorism and incident response program . 234,390 234,390 
Use of prior-year balances ............ccceccececececsceecscseescecseeees sala -18,076 -18,076 
Subtotal, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation .......ooccocccoocnnocnnnonnnnonononnncnnnonnnocnnno nono nnnrr HEE nono nn nr nnnrnnnrrnnnn nro nnnrnnncnnnnnnninos 1,940,302 1,945,302 
Total, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation ......oocooocccocncnocnoncnnncnnnonnnonnnnonononnnrn nooo n nro n nar n nn rr EEE non rn nr rnnrnnnnrnnrnnnnnnnnccnnrnnanonos 1,940,302 1,945,302 
Naval Reactors 
Naval reactors operations and infrastructure ............ccscsccecscsccscscsccecscsececsccecscsccecscsccecscsceececsceuesesceeeseceseseceseseseseses 445,196 445,196 
Naval reactorsidevelOPMent a aaa 444,400 444,400 
Ohio replacement reactor systems development eee 186,800 186,800 
S8G Prototype refueling ....oooococccncnccncncnnnncncnnnnonos ret 133,000 133,000 
PLOSTAIN Elo 1E PL o s MENEE EE A A RE 45,000 45,000 
Construction: 
15-D-904 NRF Overpack Storage Expansion 8 nuses AEAEE T A EE EET E E a E 900 900 
DEN EE Pire Syphon UPSTad esis csseces diosa iii sees deasecsdeaay coveasec ita 600 600 
15-D-902 KS Engineroom team trainer facility... ceccc cece ne cec sence ee aeann AE EAEE AR ADANE UNEAN IAEE r NEPARAN IA Eae e ene 3,100 3,100 
14-D-902 KL Materials characterization laboratory expansion, KAPL ae 30,000 30,000 
14-D-901 Spent fuel handling recapitalization project, NRF ................ Ui 86,000 86,000 
10-D-903, Security upgrades, KAPL ... 500 500 
Total, Construction ..................ccccccceee ees ae 121,100 121,100 
Total Naval Reactors iii ii aaa AE EEA adri rocas cio 1,375,496 1,375,496 


Federal Salaries And Expenses 
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(In Thousands of Dollars) 


FY 2016 Senate 
Program Request Authorized 
PLOSTAM: direction iris vee Naan cae saan wins Laas 4a RAG wa N AENA AA LASKAR EAA a AAA DERA EEEE EE Dds AINEA ARETE ocios 402,654 402,654 
Total Office OF The Administrator oraaa A ST AA AA ERE ELS ESLER aa is 402,654 402,654 
Defense Environmental Cleanup 
Closure sites: 
Closure sites administration: vcs Vhs Mach a ak lees bs ta dees Cote iene a DCC eo e 4,889 4,889 
Hanford site: 
River corridor and other cleanup operations: 
River corridor and other cleanup OPCrations - sicissesisscscuscedsensdsndiensdees cas sees dc ad ind 196,957 196,957 
Central plateau remediation: 
Central plateau-Tremedi ation’. A A E E iaa 555,163 555,163 
Richland community and regulatory SUPPOPt .occococncncnncncnnnncncnnnnoncnnononnnnrnrnnn ee eee eeeeeee sees ea eeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeens 14,701 14,701 
Construction: 
15-D-401 Containerized sludge removal annex, RL ..00oococncncnconcncnnononcnnononcnnononcono een eens ee eens ea sees eaeeeeeeneeeeeeneeees 77,016 77,016 
Total; Hanford Site... A ACen hea BAL cana Coed et evga hive te Kab baie ENEA i 843,837 843,837 
Idaho National Laboratory: 
Idaho cleanup and wasto disposition sioria a casey dodasag eed aseven a eode gave ededepessesevesseaapeesecens 357,783 357,783 
Idaho community and regulatory support . 3,000 3,000 
Total, Idaho National Laboratory cis iS A EEE ARAA AREENA EEEa AKETE AI AAA PARA 360,783 360,783 
NNSA sites 
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory ....ooococoncncncncnrncnnnrnnononononono nono nono nono nooo non r nono nono nono nn nono E as n PA DSA 1,366 1,366 
Neve 62,385 62,385 
Sandia National Laboratories ... 2,500 2,500 
Los Alamos National Laboratory ................. 188,625 208,625 
Accelerate cleanup of transuranic waste . [20,000] 
Total, NNSA sites and Nevada off-sites ..............o.ooocoocooonocnocnncnnonoroncnnoncnnonncnnonnrononno noo nnon no nano nrnnronornor nro ncnnonnrnnninnnnnnnos 254,876 274,876 
Oak Ridge Reservation: 
OR Nuclear facility D € D 
OR Nuclear La ció DEAD E A ER ENE EERE SS REE SS 75,958 75,958 
Construction: 
14-D-403 Outfall 200 Mercury Treatment Facility ......ooooocococnonncncnonncncnnnnrononnnrnnnnononnonononnnnrnrnnnnrncnnnnoncnnnnos 6,800 6,800 
Total OR Nuclear facility D&E D reaa A A A As 82,758 82,758 
LURES AADA na S nU eT eN e ON PLO SLAIN EAEE EAE EAE PA AE AE E E ENIE OE E 26,895 26,895 
OR cleanup and disposition: 
OR cleanup and disposition . 60,500 60,500 
Total, OR cleanup and disposition 60,500 60,500 
OR reservation community and regulatory SUPPOLE crisderi enrian AAAA ANEA TAEA N E AE rS EA Eria E 4,400 4,400 
Solid waste stabilization and disposition 
Oak Ridge technology developMent. i. icé.cccscesscsesce css sceesdevedecsevevecdevessdsevecssdevevcdsevessese¥escesevessesa¥ensesa¥ensees 2,800 2,800 
Total, Oak Ridge Reservation ceee croesir eiA aE ee iani e nee e nee EPEA ETE AEEA SERA PEREAS A AARAA ARARA TAREN EEE EEE EEE 177,353 177,353 
Office of River Protection: 
Waste treatment and immobilization plant 
01-D-416 A-D/ORP-0060 / Major CONStrUctiONn erioa akibta NANNAN VENAE RONA ence eee e ANANA NKS AANPAK N A IAKA PEDRA NPER E NK EDAN KASE 595,000 595,000 
01-D-16E Pretreatment facility .............0.. 95,000 95,000 
Total, Waste treatment and immobilization plant 690,000 690,000 
Tank farm activities 
Rad liquid tank waste stabilization and disposition ..........ssessssesesesseseseesesesceseceeeesecesesoseeorecseeseeoseeeesoseeseesseeo 649,000 649,000 
Construction: 
15-D-409 Low Activity Waste Pretreatment System, Hanford .........sssssssesesessesesessesescsoeseecsoesesesoseseseseseeee 75,000 75,000 
Total Tank farm activities iii e oa aCe aOR A Lah Ca COONS IRE a oa E Ad 724,000 724,000 
Total, Office of River protection ..............cccccssccssccsscccssccesccesccnsecsncecasccesscascensecussecesscesscesseseecnesecessaesscenscnesenesceassaessenes 1,414,000 1,414,000 
Savannah River sites: 
Savannah River risk management OPeratiolS ....cocococconnoncnnnnonnnnononnnnono non ee non eens een eeeeeeneeeeeeaeeeeeeneeeeaeneseeaeaeeeeeeneeees 386,652 386,652 
SR-cOmMMUNItY and TOgUlatoly SUDPDOLE: wacscesccessecsaeswocie cacosexeswec sees cdi ass 11,249 11,249 
Radioactive liquid tank waste: 
Radioactive liquid tank waste stabilization and disposition ....ococcococncncnocncncnncncnonnrncnnnnoncnnnnrncnnnncncnnnncncnanoros 581,878 581,878 
Construction: 
15-D-402—Saltstone Disposal Unit HO iicsscccsceccccsaes de cdetecs csdeedecsewedecseeededsaee cscs eee decsededecs dels cede ile dedv eels deaaeeedeasas 34,642 34,642 
05-D-405 Salt waste processing facility, Savannah River .........ssssesessssesessssesessssesesosoesesssoesesosoesesosoesesesees 194,000 194,000 
Total, Construction. ta es cou ob eo tote aah ATR ek SASS RAD CE DESI EES EM E POE 228,642 228,642 
Total, Radioactive liquid tank waste 810,520 810,520 
Total, Savannah River site iii di iii acido E E Tp aida 1,208,421 1,208,421 
Waste Isolation Pilot Plant 
WasteTSolation. pilotplant: AAA AAA AAA Ai ERARA ici 212,600 212,600 
Construction: 
15-D-411 Safety significant confinement ventilation system, WIPP ....ooococncnccncnnnnncornnnnnnnnnncnnnrnrnonono 23,218 23,218 
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FY 2016 Senate 
Program Request Authorized 
15-D-412 Exhaust: shalt; WIPP siii iia ains ipods 7,500 7,500 
Total, Construction .......occoccoccnccncnncnncnncnnncnonns 30,718 30,718 
Total, Waste Isolation Pilot Plant 243,318 243,318 
¡PLOSTAM OLLE CLON A e O REC EIU BER Me iE, BEN ERE GENT AL et De 281,951 281,951 
OS NN 14,979 14,979 
Safeguards and Security: 
Oak RIAS Reservation ida 17,228 17,228 
Paducah 8,216 8,216 
Portsmouth 8,492 8,492 
Richland/Hantord Site: reia O E A aa 67,601 67,601 
Savannah River Site AAN 128,345 128,345 
Waste.Isolation"Pilot:PrOJOC dius EAS A AAA AT AS AT AA RETR 4,860 4,860 
WEST: VALIY iia 1,891 1,891 
Technology development ...............ecceeeeeee 14,510 14,510 
Subtotal, Defense environmental cleanup 5,055,550 5,075,550 
Uranium:enrichment D&D fund CoNntributiolK seii acr a riain krii AKERA KEHLEN AA AASA wales 0 a0 a0 seis ge aoe RASANA are Faces gala a eal are Tawa aoa 471,797 0 
Requires industry match authorization that will not be forthcoming ........ssssessssssessssssesesossesesossesesossesesossesesesses [-471,797] 
Total, Defense Environmental Cleanup .................cccccc cece cc ee cc ne ene e etn ene eee EEE EE EE EEG E EEG EEE GEE; GEE; EEC HEE G HEE G EEG a EEG EEE a EEE EE 5,527,347 5,075,550 
Other Defense Activities 
Specialized Security Activities unn nissan ESET 221,855 221,855 
Environment, health, safety and security 
Environment, health, safety and SCCULILY vien 120,693 120,693 
Program direction 63,105 63,105 
Total, Environment, Health, safety and security ......oooccoocnnocnnncnnocononononcnnncnnnonnnnonnnonnnrn nono nono nono GHEE E HEE HEE GEES EEE EEE EEE EEE 183,798 183,798 
Enterprise assessments 
HINGE Prise ASSESSTMCNICS® dis A AEN TOR E PAN TN BREA va A TOR AAA AAA 24,068 24,068 
Program direction .......... 49,466 49,466 
Total, Enterprise assessments 73,534 73,534 
Office of Legacy Management 
Lesacy- Mana Somo b:. .:65 cvoits vs coed sss voice Atir ATA IVATO EAEE TEARS EA RA EA A ASA siena 154,080 154,080 
Prorom GIF CCOLOM: A A A805 0a EE BUSTS S A TAKEO IKAST ANAE Saa essa 13,100 13,100 
Total, Office. of Legacy Management si.) ssiscisiiieectieiss iadeavecsieudecidasuecagaededsaisce seide adi piinas i edeauelacecaageserssdivannsae 167,180 167,180 
Defense-related activities 
Defense related administrative support 
Chief Hinancialiotlicor. ha a A ts Ces Dok cca NI nie IA O o 35,758 35,758 
Chief information officer Bone 83,800 83,800 
EME areais hikat Eara eA AEAII AAA veces s Gs aadeweetanas RAN 3,000 3,000 
Total, Defense related administrative support ....ooocccoccnoncnnncnnncnnnnonnnononcnnncnn nor nono nor nn E EEE EEG EE GEE G EEE GLEE GHEE GE EEG EEE GEE EE EE EEH EE 122,558 122,558 
Office Of hearings:and appeals. isa rss na ass sage odode saws seed vac gesawsie seis aaa 5,500 5,500 
Subtotal, Other defense ‘activities. ico ccs code vices a iii 774,425 774,425 
Total, Other Defense Activities cuinen anaiei AER EAEE nono non A ETARA ARARA EUPA E LA APSARA TARAN A CRUI LAPATA RSEN A 774,425 774,425 


SA 1464. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 884. REQUIREMENT THAT CERTAIN SHIP 
COMPONENTS BE MANUFACTURED 
IN THE NATIONAL TECHNOLOGY 
AND INDUSTRIAL BASE. 

(a) ADDITIONAL PROCUREMENT LIMITA- 
TION.—Section 2534(a) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 


“*(6) COMPONENTS FOR AUXILIARY SHIPS.— 
Subject to subsection (k), the following com- 
ponents: 

“(A) Auxiliary equipment, 
pumps, for all shipboard services. 

“(B) Propulsion system components, in- 
cluding engines, reduction gears, and propel- 
lers. 

““(C) Shipboard cranes. 

““(D) Spreaders for shipboard cranes.”. 


including 


(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—Such section is fur- 
ther amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 


“(k) IMPLEMENTATION OF AUXILIARY SHIP 
COMPONENT LIMITATION.—Subsection (a)(6) 
applies only with respect to contracts award- 
ed by the Secretary of a military department 
for new construction of an auxiliary ship 
after the date of the enactment of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2016 using funds available for National 
Defense Sealift Fund programs or Ship- 
building and Conversion, Navy.”. 


SA 1465. Mr. McCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
McCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


On page 718, strike “has emerged” on line 
15 and all that follows through ‘‘such com- 
petition” on line 17. 


SA 1466. Mr. McCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
McCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
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the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 


SEC. 721. ESTABLISHMENT OF STRATEGIC UNI- 
FORM DRUG FORMULARY FOR THE 
PROVISION OF HEALTH CARE SERV- 
ICES TO MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES UNDERGOING SEPARATION 
FROM THE ARMED FORCES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs shall jointly make avail- 
able to individuals undergoing the transition 
from the receipt of health care services 
through the Department of Defense to the 
receipt of such services through the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs certain drugs, par- 
ticularly pain and psychiatric drugs, that 
are critical to the Department of Defense 
and the Department of Veterans Affairs for 
the appropriate and effective provision of 
health care services to such individuals. 


(b) STRATEGIC UNIFORM FORMULARY.—In 
carrying out subsection (a), the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs shall jointly establish, and periodically 
update, a strategic uniform formulary for 
the Department of Defense and the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs that includes cer- 
tain drugs, particularly pain and psychiatric 
drugs, that the Secretary of Defense and the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs jointly deter- 
mine are critical to the Department of De- 
fense and the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs for the appropriate and effective provi- 
sion of health care services to individuals de- 
scribed in such subsection. 


(c) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs shall jointly submit to 
the appropriate committees of Congress a re- 
port on the establishment of the strategic 
uniform formulary under subsection (b). 

(2) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘ap- 
propriate committees of Congress’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 


SA 1467. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
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SEC. 1085. MAKING PERMANENT SPECIAL EFFEC- 
TIVE DATE FOR AWARDS OF DIS- 
ABILITY COMPENSATION BY SEC- 
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS FOR 
VETERANS WHO SUBMIT APPLICA- 
TIONS FOR ORIGINAL CLAIMS THAT 
ARE FULLY-DEVELOPED. 

Section 5110(b)(2)(C) of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and 
shall not apply with respect to claims filed 
after the date that is three years after the 
date of the enactment of such Act”. 

SEC. 1086. PROVISIONAL BENEFITS AWARDED BY 

SECRETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
FOR FULLY DEVELOPED CLAIMS 
PENDING FOR MORE THAN 180 DAYS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 53 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“$5319A. Provisional benefits awarded for 
fully developed claims pending for ex- 
tended period 
““(a) PROVISIONAL AWARDS REQUIRED.—For 

each application for disability compensation 
that is filed for an individual with the Sec- 
retary, that sets forth an original claim that 
is fully-developed (as determined by the Sec- 
retary) as of the date of submittal, and for 
which the Secretary has not made a decision, 
beginning on the date that is 180 days after 
the date on which such application is filed 
with the Secretary, the Secretary shall 
award the individual a provisional benefit 
under this section. 

““(b) PROVISIONAL AWARDS ESTABLISHED.—A 
provisional benefit awarded pursuant to sub- 
section (a) for a claim for disability com- 
pensation shall be for such monthly amount 
as the Secretary shall establish for each 
classification of disability claimed as the 
Secretary shall establish. 

“(c) RECOVERY.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Secretary may re- 
cover a payment of a provisional benefit 
awarded under this section for an application 
for disability compensation only— 

“(1) in a case in which the Secretary 
awards the disability compensation for 
which the individual filed the application 
and the Secretary may only recover such 
provisional benefit by subtracting it from 
payments made for the disability compensa- 
tion awarded; or 

‘“(2) in a case in which the Secretary deter- 
mines not to award the disability compensa- 
tion for which the individual filed the appli- 
cation and the Secretary determines that 
the application was the subject of inten- 
tional fraud, misrepresentation, or bad faith 
on behalf of the individual.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 53 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 5319 the following 
new item: 

‘5319A. Provisional benefits awarded for 

fully developed claims pending 
for extended period.”. 


SA 1468. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 


ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 
At the end of subtitle F of title III, add the 
following: 
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SEC. 355. PILOT PROGRAM FOR IMPROVING AC- 
CESS TO HEALTHY FOODS AT MILI- 
TARY INSTALLATIONS. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense may develop and carry out 
a pilot program to provide and test the effi- 
cacy of fruit and vegetable incentive pro- 
grams in improving health outcomes, pro- 
ducing positive behavior change, and reduc- 
ing diet-related diseases among members of 
the Armed Forces and their families. 

(b) LOCATIONS.—The pilot program shall be 
established on not fewer than three military 
installations in fiscal year 2016, determined 
in conjunction with the Secretary of Defense 
and the Healthy Bases Initiative office. 

(c) ACTIVITIES.—The pilot program shall in- 
clude the following elements: 

(1) Provision of incentives for preferable 
fresh fruits and vegetables at farmers mar- 
kets, if established, and other food retail 
outlets on each military installation for en- 
rolled patients and their family members. 

(2) Provision of nutrition counseling for 
enrolled patients. 

(3) Provision of appropriate medical care 
and testing for enrolled patients. 

(d) COORDINATION.—In establishing and car- 
rying out these pilot programs, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall contract with an ap- 
propriate non-profit service provider for 
technical assistance, data monitoring, and 
evaluation. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than two years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report on activities car- 
ried out under the pilot program. 


SA 1469. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 515. EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE TO EN- 

COURAGE MEMBERSHIP IN THE RE- 
SERVE COMPONENTS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

(a) PROGRAMS OF ASSISTANCE AUTHOR- 
IZED.—Chapter 1611 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new section: 

“$16402. National Guard and Reserves: edu- 
cational assistance to encourage member- 
ship 
““(a) AUTHORITY.—Each Secretary of a mili- 

tary department may carry out a program to 
encourage membership in the reserve compo- 
nents of the armed forces under the jurisdic- 
tion of such Secretary through the provision 
of educational assistance to individuals who 
participate in such program in order to de- 
velop skills that are critical to such reserve 
components as determined by such Sec- 
retary. 

““(b) PARTICIPATION BY INDIVIDUALS BEFORE 
COMMENCEMENT OF GRADE 12.—(1) An indi- 
vidual who is more than sixteen years of age 
may participate in a program under this sec- 
tion before commencing grade 12 in a sec- 
ondary school with the written consent of 
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the individual’s parent or guardian (if the in- 
dividual has a parent or guardian entitled to 
the custody and control of the individual). 

““(2) An individual who participates in a 
program under this section pursuant to para- 
graph (1) may complete entry level and skill 
training before commencing grade 12 in a 
secondary school. 

“(c) ADMINISTRATION REQUIREMENTS.—In 
carrying out a program under this section, 
the Secretary of a military department 
shall— 

“(1) establish and maintain a current list 
of the skills that are, or are anticipated to 
become, critical to one or more reserve com- 
ponents under the jurisdiction of such Sec- 
retary; and 

“*(2) prescribe academic and other perform- 
ance standards to be met by individuals par- 
ticipating in the program. 

““(d) PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT.—An indi- 
vidual who participates in a program under 
this section shall enter into a written agree- 
ment with the Secretary of the military de- 
partment concerned— 

“(1) to enlist in or accept an appointment 
as an officer in a reserve component of the 
armed forces; 

“*(2) to complete entry level and skill train- 
ing (if enlisting) or entry level training and 
officer candidate school (if accepting ap- 
pointment as an officer); 

“*(3) to pursue on a full-time basis a course 
of education— 

“(A) leading to a bachelor’s or associate's 
degree at an institution of higher education; 
or 

““(B) that— 

““(i) is offered by an institution of higher 
education; and 

“(ii) upon completion, will provide the in- 
dividual with a level of education that is 
similar to a course of education described in 
subparagraph (A), as determined pursuant to 
subsection (c)(2); 

““(4) while pursuing a course of education 
under paragraph (3), to perform such active 
duty for training during periods between 
academic terms of the institution of higher 
education involved as such Secretary shall 
specify in the agreement; and 

““(5) as provided in subsection (i), to serve 
in the reserve component of the armed forces 
specified in such agreement for two years for 
each academic year for which the individual 
receives educational assistance under this 
section. 

““(e) AMOUNT OF EDUCATIONAL ASSIST- 
ANCE.—The amount of educational assistance 
provided under a program under this section 
to an individual pursuing a course of edu- 
cation described in subsection (d)(8) during 
an academic year shall be the lesser of— 

“(1) the maximum amount of in-State tui- 
tion and fees assessed during such academic 
year for programs of education leading to a 
bachelor’s degree by public institutions of 
higher education in the State whose Na- 
tional Guard the individual is a member of 
or where the individual resides, as applica- 
ble; or 

“(2) the amount of tuition and fees as- 
sessed during such academic year for such 
course of education by the institution of 
higher education providing such course of 
education. 

“(£f) PAYMENT OF EDUCATIONAL ASSIST- 
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary of the military de- 
partment concerned shall pay educational 
assistance to individuals participating in 
programs under this section on a monthly 
basis. 

“(2) The maximum number of months of 
educational assistance payable to an indi- 
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vidual participating in a program under this 
section may not exceed the aggregate num- 
ber of months comprising four academic 
years at the institution or institutions at- 
tended by the individual pursuant to the pro- 
gram. 

““(g) RESERVE STATUS.—(1) Each individual 
participating in a program under this section 
shall, while pursuing a course of education 
under such program, be the following: 

“(A) A member of the inactive National 
Guard or the Individual Ready Reserve, as 
applicable, during academic terms of pursuit 
of such course of education pursuant to sub- 
section (d)(3). 

““(B) A member of the National Guard or 
the Ready Reserve, as applicable, in active 
status while performing training during peri- 
ods between such academic terms pursuant 
to subsection (d)(4) 

“(2) Notwithstanding status under para- 
graph (1), an individual may not be called or 
ordered to active duty (other than active 
duty for training in accordance with sub- 
section (d)(4)) while pursuing a course of edu- 
cation under a program under this section. 

“(h) INELIGIBILITY FOR OTHER EDUCATIONAL 
ASSISTANCE DURING PARTICIPATION IN PRO- 
GRAM.—(1) An individual who participates in 
a program under this section is not, while so 
participating, eligible for educational assist- 
ance under any other provision of this title, 
any other law administered by the Secretary 
of Defense or the Secretaries of the military 
departments, any law administered by the 
Secretary of Homeland Security (with re- 
spect to the Coast Guard when it is not oper- 
ating as a service in the Navy), or any law 
administered by the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs. 

““(2) Any service in the armed forces by an 
individual described in paragraph (1) while 
participating in a program under this section 
shall be treated as qualifying the individual 
for education assistance under provisions of 
law referred to in that paragraph to the ex- 
tent provided in such provisions of law. 

“(1) COMMENCEMENT OF SERVICE REQUIRE- 
MENT.—The service requirement of an indi- 
vidual pursuant to subsection (d)(5) shall 
commence as follows: 

““(1) When the individual obtains the bach- 
elor’s or associate’s degree, or completes the 
course of education described in subsection 
(d)(3)(B), for which the individual was paid 
educational assistance under this section. 

‘“(2) If the individual ceases pursuit on a 
full-time basis of a course of education at an 
institution of higher education as agreed to 
pursuant to subsection (d)(3). 

‘(3) If the individual otherwise fails the ob- 
tain a bachelor’s or associate’s degree, or 
course of education described in subsection 
(d)(8)(B), aS so agreed to. 

“(j) REPAYMENT.—An individual who par- 
ticipates in a program under this section and 
who fails to complete the equivalent of a sin- 
gle academic year of education pursuant to 
subsection (d)(3) or complete the period of 
service or meet the types or conditions of 
serve for which educational assistance was 
provided the individual under the program, 
as specified in the written agreement of the 
individual under subsection (d), shall be sub- 
ject to the repayment provisions of section 
373 of title 37. 

““(k) FUNDING.—Amounts available to the 
Secretary of the military department con- 
cerned for the payment of recruitment and 
retention bonuses and special pays shall be 
available to such Secretary to carry out a 
program under this section. 

“*(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term “entry level and skill train- 
ing” means the following: 
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““(A) In the case of members of the Army 
National Guard of the United States or the 
Army Reserve, Basic Combat Training and 
Advanced Individual Training or One Station 
Unit Training. 

““(B) In the case of members of the Navy 
Reserve, Recruit Training (or Boot Camp) 
and Skill Training (or so-called ‘A School’). 

““(C) In the case of members of the Air Na- 
tional Guard of the United States of the Air 
Force Reserve, Basic Military Training and 
Technical Training. 

““(D) In the case of members of the Marine 
Corps Reserve, Recruit Training and Marine 
Corps Training (or School of Infantry Train- 
ing). 

“(2) The term ‘institution of higher edu- 
cation’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002).”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 1611 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 


‘16402. National Guard and Reserves: edu- 
cational assistance to encour- 
age membership.’’. 


SA 1470. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of subtitle A of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1005. ECONOMICAL AND EFFICIENT OPER- 
ATION OF WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
ACTIVITIES. 

Section 2208(e) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting “(1)” after “(e)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“*(2) The accomplishment of the most eco- 
nomical and efficient organization and oper- 
ation of working capital fund activities for 
purposes of paragraph (1) shall include ac- 
tions toward the following: 

“(A) The implementation of a workload 
plan that optimizes the efficiency of the 
workforce operating within a working cap- 
ital fund activity and reduces the rate struc- 
ture. 

““(B) Encouraging a working capital fund 
activity to perform reimbursable work for 
other entities to sustain the efficient use of 
the workforce. 

““(C) Delegating the approval process for 
the acceptance of work from other entities 
to the lowest level for efficient management 
and oversight.”. 


SA 1471. Mr. BARRASSO submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 286, to amend the 
Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act to provide fur- 
ther self-governance by Indian tribes, 
and for other purposes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert the following: 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Department of the Interior Tribal Self- 
Governance Act of 2015”. 
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con- 
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
TITLE I—INDIAN SELF-DETERMINATION 
Sec. 101. Definitions; reporting and audit re- 
quirements; application of pro- 


visions. 

Sec. 102. Contracts by Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. 

Sec. 103. Administrative provisions. 

Sec. 104. Contract funding and indirect 
costs. 

Sec. 105. Contract or grant specifications. 


TITLE II—TRIBAL SELF-GOVERNANCE 
Sec. 201. Tribal self-governance. 

Sec. 202. Effect of certain provisions. 

TITLE I—INDIAN SELF-DETERMINATION 
SEC. 101. DEFINITIONS; REPORTING AND AUDIT 

REQUIREMENTS; APPLICATION OF 
PROVISIONS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 4 of the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b) is amended by strik- 
ing subsection (j) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

““(3) ‘self-determination contract’ means a 
contract entered into under title I (or a 
grant or cooperative agreement used under 
section 9) between a tribal organization and 
the appropriate Secretary for the planning, 
conduct, and administration of programs or 
services that are otherwise provided to In- 
dian tribes and members of Indian tribes pur- 
suant to Federal law, subject to the condi- 
tion that, except as provided in section 
105(a)(8), no contract entered into under title 
I (or grant or cooperative agreement used 
under section 9) shall be— 

“(1) considered to be a procurement con- 
tract; or 

“*(2) except as provided in section 107(a)(1), 
subject to any Federal procurement law (in- 
cluding regulations);”. 

(b) REPORTING AND AUDIT REQUIREMENTS.— 
Section 5 of the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450c) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘after completion of the 
project or undertaking referred to in the pre- 
ceding subsection of this section” and insert- 
ing ‘‘after the retention period for the report 
that is submitted to the Secretary under 
subsection (a)’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
“The retention period shall be defined in reg- 
ulations promulgated by the Secretary pur- 
suant to section 414.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f)(1), by inserting ‘‘if the 
tribal organization expends $500,000 or more 
in Federal awards during that fiscal year’’ 
after ‘‘under this Act,’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (b)(2) shall not take ef- 
fect until 14 months after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(d) APPLICATION OF OTHER PROVISIONS.— 
Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 102(c), 104, 105(a)(1), 105(f), 
110, and 111 of the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act, as amended 
(25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.) (Public Law 93-638; 88 
Stat. 2203) and section 314 of the Department 
of the Interior and Related Agencies Appro- 
priations Act, 1991 (Public Law 101-512; 104 
Stat. 1959), apply to compacts and funding 
agreements entered into under title IV. 

SEC. 102. CONTRACTS BY SECRETARY OF THE IN- 
TERIOR. 

Section 102 of the Indian Self-Determina- 
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
450f) is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘‘eco- 
nomic enterprises” and all that follows 
through “except that” and inserting ‘‘eco- 
nomic enterprises (as defined in section 3 of 
the Indian Financing Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 
1452)), except that”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(f) GOOD FAITH REQUIREMENT.—In the ne- 
gotiation of contracts and funding agree- 
ments, the Secretary shall— 

“(1) at all times negotiate in good faith to 
maximize implementation of the self-deter- 
mination policy; and 

“(2) carry out this Act in a manner that 
maximizes the policy of tribal self-deter- 
mination, in a manner consistent with— 

“(A) the purposes specified in section 3; 
and 

““(B) the Department of the Interior Tribal 
Self-Governance Act of 2015. 

““(g) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Subject to 
section 202 of the Department of the Interior 
Tribal Self-Governance Act of 2015, each pro- 
vision of this Act and each provision of a 
contract or funding agreement shall be lib- 
erally construed for the benefit of the Indian 
tribe participating in self-determination, 
and any ambiguity shall be resolved in favor 
of the Indian tribe.”. 

SEC. 103. ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS. 

Section 105 of the Indian Self-Determina- 
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
4503) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), in the first sentence, 
by striking ‘‘pursuant to” and all that fol- 
lows through “of this Act’’ and inserting 
“pursuant to sections 102 and 103”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(p) INTERPRETATION BY SECRETARY.—Ex- 
cept as otherwise provided by law (including 
section 202 of the Department of the Interior 
Tribal Self-Governance Act of 2015), the Sec- 
retary shall interpret all Federal laws (in- 
cluding regulations) and Executive orders in 
a manner that facilitates, to the maximum 
extent practicable— 

““(1) the inclusion in self-determination 
contracts and funding agreements of— 

“(A) applicable programs, services, func- 
tions, and activities (or portions thereof); 
and 

““(B) funds associated with those programs, 
services, functions, and activities; 

““(2) the implementation of self-determina- 
tion contracts and funding agreements; and 

“*(3) the achievement of tribal health objec- 
tives. 

“(q)(1) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR INTER- 
NAL CONTROLS.—In considering proposals for, 
amendments to, or in the course of, a con- 
tract under this title and compacts under ti- 
tles IV and V of this Act, if the Secretary de- 
termines that the Indian tribe lacks ade- 
quate internal controls necessary to manage 
the contracted program or programs, the 
Secretary shall, as soon as practicable, pro- 
vide the necessary technical assistance to as- 
sist the Indian tribe in developing adequate 
internal controls. As part of that technical 
assistance, the Secretary and the tribe shall 
develop a plan for assessing the subsequent 
effectiveness of such technical assistance. 
The inability of the Secretary to provide 
technical assistance or lack of a plan under 
this subsection shall not result in the re- 
assumption of an existing agreement, con- 
tract, or compact, or declination or rejection 
of a new agreement, contract, or compact. 

“(2) The Secretary shall prepare a report 
to be included in the information required 
for the reports under sections 405(b)(1) and 
514(b)(2)(A). The Secretary shall include in 
this report, in the aggregate, a description of 
the internal controls that were inadequate, 
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the technical assistance provided, and a de- 
scription of Secretarial actions taken to ad- 
dress any remaining inadequate internal 
controls after the provision of technical as- 
sistance and implementation of the plan re- 
quired by paragraph (1).”. 

SEC. 104. CONTRACT FUNDING AND 

COSTS. 

Section 106(a)(3) of the Indian Self-Deter- 
mination and Education Assistance Act (25 
U.S.C. 450j-1(a)(8)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 

(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘, and” and in- 
serting ‘‘; and”; and 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘expense re- 
lated to the overhead incurred’’ and insert- 
ing ‘‘expense incurred by the governing body 
of the Indian tribe or tribal organization and 
any overhead expense incurred”; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

““(B) In calculating the reimbursement rate 
for expenses described in subparagraph 
(A)(ii), not less than 50 percent of the ex- 
penses described in subparagraph (A)(ii) that 
are incurred by the governing body of an In- 
dian tribe or tribal organization relating to 
a Federal program, function, service, or ac- 
tivity carried out pursuant to the contract 
shall be considered to be reasonable and al- 
lowable.”. 

SEC. 105. CONTRACT OR GRANT SPECIFICATIONS. 

Section 108 of the Indian Self-Determina- 
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
4501) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by inserting ‘‘sub- 
ject to subsections (a) and (b) of section 102,” 
before “contain”; 

(2) in subsection (f)(2)(A)(ii) of the model 
agreement contained in subsection (c), by in- 
serting “subject to subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 102 of the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 
450f),’’ before ‘‘such other provisions”; and 

(3) in section 1(b)(7)(C) of the model agree- 
ment contained in subsection (c), in the sec- 
ond sentence of the matter preceding clause 
(i), by striking ‘‘one performance monitoring 
visit” and inserting “two performance moni- 
toring visits”. 

TITLE II—TRIBAL SELF-GOVERNANCE 
SEC. 201. TRIBAL SELF-GOVERNANCE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 401 of the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist- 
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 458aa) is amended to read 
as follows: 

“SEC. 401. DEFINITIONS. 

“In this title: 

““(1) COMPACT.—The term ‘compact’ means 
a self-governance compact entered into 
under section 404. 

**(2) CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM; CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECT.—The term ‘construction program’ 
or ‘construction project’ means a tribal un- 
dertaking relating to the administration, 
planning, environmental determination, de- 
sign, construction, repair, improvement, or 
expansion of roads, bridges, buildings, struc- 
tures, systems, or other facilities for pur- 
poses of housing, law enforcement, deten- 
tion, sanitation, water supply, education, ad- 
ministration, community, health, irrigation, 
agriculture, conservation, flood control, 
transportation, or port facilities, or for other 
tribal purposes. 

“*(3) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘Department’ 
means the Department of the Interior. 

“(4) FUNDING AGREEMENT.—The term “fund- 
ing agreement’ means a funding agreement 
entered into under section 403. 

‘(5) GROSS MISMANAGEMENT.—The term 
“gross mismanagement’ means a significant 
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violation, shown by a preponderance of the 
evidence, of a compact, funding agreement, 
or statutory or regulatory requirement ap- 
plicable to Federal funds— 

“(A) for a program administered by an In- 
dian tribe; or 

““(B) under a compact or funding agree- 
ment that results in a significant reduction 
of funds available for the programs assumed 
by an Indian tribe. 

““(6) INHERENT FEDERAL FUNCTION.—The 
term ‘inherent Federal function’ means a 
Federal function that may not legally be del- 
egated to an Indian tribe. 

““(7) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
any program, function, service, or activity 
(or portion thereof) within the Department 
that is included in a funding agreement. 

“(8) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

““(9) SELF-GOVERNANCE.—The term ‘self- 
governance’ means the Tribal Self-Govern- 
ance Program established under section 402. 

(10) TRIBAL SHARE.—The term ‘tribal 
share’ means the portion of all funds and re- 
sources of an Indian tribe that— 

““(A) support any program within the Bu- 
reau of Indian Affairs, the Office of the Spe- 
cial Trustee, or the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Indian Affairs; and 

““(B) are not required by the Secretary for 
the performance of an inherent Federal func- 
tion.”. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—Section 402 of the In- 
dian Self-Determination and Education As- 
sistance Act (25 U.S.C. 458bb) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“SEC. 402. TRIBAL SELF-GOVERNANCE PROGRAM. 

““(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish and carry out a program within the 
Department to be known as the “Tribal Self- 
Governance Program’. 

““(b) SELECTION OF PARTICIPATING INDIAN 
TRIBES.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.— 

“(A) ELIGIBILITY.—The Secretary, acting 
through the Director of the Office of Self- 
Governance, may select up to 50 new Indian 
tribes per year from those eligible under sub- 
section (c) to participate in self-governance. 

““(B) JOINT PARTICIPATION.—On the request 
of each participating Indian tribe, two or 
more otherwise eligible Indian tribes may be 
treated as a single Indian tribe for the pur- 
pose of participating in self-governance. 

““(2) OTHER AUTHORIZED INDIAN TRIBE OR 
TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—If an Indian tribe au- 
thorizes another Indian tribe or a tribal or- 
ganization to plan for or carry out a program 
on its behalf under this title, the authorized 
Indian tribe or tribal organization shall have 
the rights and responsibilities of the author- 
izing Indian tribe (except as otherwise pro- 
vided in the authorizing resolution). 

““(3) JOINT PARTICIPATION.—Two or more In- 
dian tribes that are not otherwise eligible 
under subsection (c) may be treated as a sin- 
gle Indian tribe for the purpose of partici- 
pating in self-governance as a tribal organi- 
zation if— 

““(A) each Indian tribe so requests; and 

“(B) the tribal organization itself, or at 
least one of the Indian tribes participating in 
the tribal organization, is eligible under sub- 
section (c). 

‘*(4) TRIBAL WITHDRAWAL FROM A TRIBAL OR- 
GANIZATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—An Indian tribe that 
withdraws from participation in a tribal or- 
ganization, in whole or in part, shall be enti- 
tled to participate in self-governance if the 
Indian tribe is eligible under subsection (c). 

““(B) EFFECT OF WITHDRAWAL.—If an Indian 
tribe withdraws from participation in a trib- 
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al organization, the Indian tribe shall be en- 
titled to its tribal share of funds and re- 
sources supporting the programs that the In- 
dian tribe is entitled to carry out under the 
compact and funding agreement of the In- 
dian tribe. 

““(C) PARTICIPATION IN SELF-GOVERNANCE.— 
The withdrawal of an Indian tribe from a 
tribal organization shall not affect the eligi- 
bility of the tribal organization to partici- 
pate in self-governance on behalf of one or 
more other Indian tribes, if the tribal organi- 
zation still qualifies under subsection (c). 

“(D) WITHDRAWAL PROCESS.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—An Indian tribe may, by 
tribal resolution, fully or partially withdraw 
its tribal share of any program in a funding 
agreement from a participating tribal orga- 
nization. 

‘“(ii) NOTIFICATION.—The Indian tribe shall 
provide a copy of the tribal resolution de- 
scribed in clause (i) to the Secretary. 

“(11i) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

“(D) IN GENERAL.—A withdrawal under 
clause (i) shall become effective on the date 
that is specified in the tribal resolution and 
mutually agreed upon by the Secretary, the 
withdrawing Indian tribe, and the tribal or- 
ganization that signed the compact and 
funding agreement on behalf of the with- 
drawing Indian tribe or tribal organization. 

““(II) NO SPECIFIED DATE.—In the absence of 
a date specified in the resolution, the with- 
drawal shall become effective on— 

““(aa) the earlier of— 

“(AA) 1 year after the date of submission 
of the request; and 

““(BB) the date on which the funding agree- 
ment expires; or 

““(bb) such date as may be mutually agreed 
upon by the Secretary, the withdrawing In- 
dian tribe, and the tribal organization that 
signed the compact and funding agreement 
on behalf of the withdrawing Indian tribe or 
tribal organization. 

“(E) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—If an Indian 
tribe or tribal organization eligible to enter 
into a self-determination contract under 
title I or a compact or funding agreement 
under this title fully or partially withdraws 
from a participating tribal organization, the 
withdrawing Indian tribe— 

““(i) may elect to enter into a self-deter- 
mination contract or compact, in which 
case— 

“(T) the withdrawing Indian tribe or tribal 
organization shall be entitled to its tribal 
share of unexpended funds and resources sup- 
porting the programs that the Indian tribe 
will be carrying out under its own self-deter- 
mination contract or compact and funding 
agreement (calculated on the same basis as 
the funds were initially allocated to the 
funding agreement of the tribal organiza- 
tion); and 

““(II) the funds referred to in subclause (I) 
shall be withdrawn by the Secretary from 
the funding agreement of the tribal organiza- 
tion and transferred to the withdrawing In- 
dian tribe, on the condition that sections 102 
and 105(i), as appropriate, shall apply to the 
withdrawing Indian tribe; or 

““(ii) may elect not to enter into a self-de- 
termination contract or compact, in which 
case all unexpended funds and resources as- 
sociated with the withdrawing Indian tribe’s 
returned programs (calculated on the same 
basis as the funds were initially allocated to 
the funding agreement of the tribal organiza- 
tion) shall be returned by the tribal organi- 
zation to the Secretary for operation of the 
programs included in the withdrawal. 

“(F) RETURN TO MATURE CONTRACT STA- 
TUS.—If an Indian tribe elects to operate all 
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or some programs carried out under a com- 
pact or funding agreement under this title 
through a self-determination contract under 
title I, at the option of the Indian tribe, the 
resulting self-determination contract shall 
be a mature self-determination contract as 
long as the Indian tribe meets the require- 
ments set forth in section 4(h). 

““(c) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to partici- 
pate in self-governance, an Indian tribe 
shall— 

“(1) successfully complete the planning 
phase described in subsection (d); 

““(2) request participation in self-govern- 
ance by resolution or other official action by 
the tribal governing body; and 

(83) demonstrate, for the 3 fiscal years pre- 
ceding the date on which the Indian tribe re- 
quests participation, financial stability and 
financial management capability as evi- 
denced by the Indian tribe having no uncor- 
rected significant and material audit excep- 
tions in the required annual audit of its self- 
determination or self-governance agree- 
ments with any Federal agency. 

““(d) PLANNING PHASE.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An Indian tribe seeking 
to begin participation in self-governance 
shall complete a planning phase as provided 
in this subsection. 

‘(2) ACTIVITIES.—The 
shall— 

““(A) be conducted to the satisfaction of the 
Indian tribe; and 

““(B) include— 

“(i) legal and budgetary research; and 

““(ii) internal tribal government planning, 
training, and organizational preparation. 

““(e) GRANTS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, an Indian tribe or 
tribal organization that meets the require- 
ments of paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection 
(c) shall be eligible for grants— 

‘(A) to plan for participation in self-gov- 
ernance; and 

““(B) to negotiate the terms of participa- 
tion by the Indian tribe or tribal organiza- 
tion in self-governance, as set forth in a 
compact and a funding agreement. 

‘(2) RECEIPT OF GRANT NOT REQUIRED.—Re- 
ceipt of a grant under paragraph (1) shall not 
be a requirement of participation in self-gov- 
ernance.”. 

(c) FUNDING AGREEMENTS.—Section 403 of 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 458cc) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

““(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary shall, 
on the request of any Indian tribe or tribal 
organization, enter into a written funding 
agreement with the governing body of the 
Indian tribe or the tribal organization in a 
manner consistent with— 

““(1) the trust responsibility of the Federal 
Government, treaty obligations, and the gov- 
ernment-to-government relationship þe- 
tween Indian tribes and the United States; 
and 

“*(2) subsection (b).””; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘without regard to the agen- 
cy or office of the Bureau of Indian Affairs’’ 
and inserting “the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Indian Affairs, and the Office 
of the Special Trustee, without regard to the 
agency or office of that Bureau or those Of- 
fices”; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking “and”; 

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by inserting 
“and” after the semicolon at the end; and 
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(iv) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(D) any other programs, services, func- 
tions, or activities (or portions thereof) that 
are provided through the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, the Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for Indian Affairs, or the Office of the Spe- 
cial Trustee with respect to which Indian 
tribes or Indians are primary or significant 
beneficiaries;”; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking “section 405(c)” and insert- 
ing “section 418(c)’’; and 

(ii) by inserting “and” after the semicolon 
at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking the semi- 
colon at the end and inserting a period; and 

(D) by striking paragraphs (4) through (9); 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

““(m) OTHER PROVISIONS.— 

“(1) EXCLUDED FUNDING.—A funding agree- 
ment shall not authorize an Indian tribe to 
plan, conduct, administer, or receive tribal 
share funding under any program that— 

“(A) is provided under the Tribally Con- 
trolled Colleges and Universities Assistance 
Act of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.); or 

““(B) is provided for elementary and sec- 
ondary schools under the formula developed 
under section 1127 of the Education Amend- 
ments of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2007). 

‘*(2) SERVICES, FUNCTIONS, AND RESPONSIBIL- 
ITIES.—A funding agreement shall specify— 

““(A) the services to be provided under the 
funding agreement; 

““(B) the functions to be performed under 
the funding agreement; and 

‘“(C) the responsibilities of the Indian tribe 
and the Secretary under the funding agree- 
ment. 

‘(3) BASE BUDGET.—A funding agreement 
shall, at the option of the Indian tribe, pro- 
vide for a stable base budget specifying the 
recurring funds (which may include funds 
available under section 106(a)) to be trans- 
ferred to the Indian tribe, for such period as 
the Indian tribe specifies in the funding 
agreement, subject to annual adjustment 
only to reflect changes in congressional ap- 
propriations. 

“*(4) NO WAIVER OF TRUST RESPONSIBILITY .— 
A funding agreement shall prohibit the Sec- 
retary from waiving, modifying, or dimin- 
ishing in any way the trust responsibility of 
the United States with respect to Indian 
tribes and individual Indians that exists 
under treaties, Executive orders, court deci- 
sions, and other laws. 

“(n) AMENDMENT.—The Secretary shall not 
revise, amend, or require additional terms in 
a new or subsequent funding agreement 
without the consent of the Indian tribe, un- 
less such terms are required by Federal law. 

“(o) EFFECTIVE DATE.—A funding agree- 
ment shall become effective on the date 
specified in the funding agreement. 

““(p) EXISTING AND SUBSEQUENT FUNDING 
AGREEMENTS.— 

““(1) SUBSEQUENT FUNDING AGREEMENTS.— 
Absent notification from an Indian tribe 
that the Indian tribe is withdrawing or retro- 
ceding the operation of one or more pro- 
grams identified in a funding agreement, or 
unless otherwise agreed to by the parties to 
the funding agreement or by the nature of 
any noncontinuing program, service, func- 
tion, or activity contained in a funding 
agreement— 

“(A) a funding agreement shall remain in 
full force and effect until a subsequent fund- 
ing agreement is executed, with funding paid 
annually for each fiscal year the agreement 
is in effect; and 

““(B) the term of the subsequent funding 
agreement shall be retroactive to the end of 
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the term of the preceding funding agreement 
for the purposes of calculating the amount of 
funding to which the Indian tribe is entitled. 

“*(2) DISPUTES.—Disputes over the imple- 
mentation of paragraph (1)(A) shall be sub- 
ject to section 406(c). 

“*(3) EXISTING FUNDING AGREEMENTS.—An 
Indian tribe that was participating in self- 
governance under this title on the date of en- 
actment of the Department of the Interior 
Tribal Self-Governance Act of 2015 shall have 
the option at any time after that date— 

“(A) to retain its existing funding agree- 
ment (in whole or in part) to the extent that 
the provisions of that funding agreement are 
not directly contrary to any express provi- 
sion of this title; or 

““(B) to negotiate a new funding agreement 
in a manner consistent with this title. 

“*(4) MULTIYEAR FUNDING AGREEMENTS.—An 
Indian tribe may, at the discretion of the In- 
dian tribe, negotiate with the Secretary for 
a funding agreement with a term that ex- 
ceeds 1 year.”. 

(d) GENERAL REVISIONS.—Title IV of the In- 
dian Self-Determination and Education As- 
sistance Act (25 U.S.C. 458aa et seq.) is 
amended by striking sections 404 through 408 
and inserting the following: 

“SEC. 404. COMPACTS. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ne- 
gotiate and enter into a written compact 
with each Indian tribe participating in self- 
governance in a manner consistent with the 
trust responsibility of the Federal Govern- 
ment, treaty obligations, and the govern- 
ment-to-government relationship between 
Indian tribes and the United States. 

““(b) CONTENTS.—A compact under sub- 
section (a) shall— 

“*(1) specify and affirm the general terms of 
the government-to-government relationship 
between the Indian tribe and the Secretary; 
and 

“*(2) include such terms as the parties in- 
tend shall control during the term of the 
compact. 

“(c) AMENDMENT.—A compact under sub- 
section (a) may be amended only by agree- 
ment of the parties. 

““(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The effective date 
of a compact under subsection (a) shall be— 

“(1) the date of the execution of the com- 
pact by the parties; or 

“*(2) such date as is mutually agreed upon 
by the parties. 

““(e) DURATION.—A compact under sub- 
section (a) shall remain in effect— 

“(1) for so long as permitted by Federal 
law; or 

““(2) until termination by written agree- 
ment, retrocession, or reassumption. 

““(f) EXISTING COMPACTS.—An Indian tribe 
participating in self-governance under this 
title, as in effect on the date of enactment of 
the Department of the Interior Tribal Self- 
Governance Act of 2015, shall have the option 
at any time after that date— 

“(1) to retain its negotiated compact (in 
whole or in part) to the extent that the pro- 
visions of the compact are not directly con- 
trary to any express provision of this title; 
or 

“*(2) to negotiate a new compact in a man- 
ner consistent with this title. 

“SEC. 405. GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

““(a) APPLICABILITY.—An Indian tribe and 
the Secretary shall include in any compact 
or funding agreement provisions that reflect 
the requirements of this title. 

““(b) CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.—An Indian 
tribe participating in self-governance shall 
ensure that internal measures are in place to 
address, pursuant to tribal law and proce- 
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dures, conflicts of interest in the administra- 
tion of programs. 

‘*(c) AUDITS.— 

‘(1) SINGLE AGENCY AUDIT AcT.—Chapter 75 
of title 31, United States Code, shall apply to 
a funding agreement under this title. 

“(2) COST PRINCIPLES.—An Indian tribe 
shall apply cost principles under the applica- 
ble Office of Management and Budget cir- 
cular, except as modified by— 

“(A) any provision of law, including sec- 
tion 106; or 

““(B) any exemptions to applicable Office of 
Management and Budget circulars subse- 
quently granted by the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget. 

“(3) FEDERAL CLAIMS.—Any claim by the 
Federal Government against an Indian tribe 
relating to funds received under a funding 
agreement based on any audit under this 
subsection shall be subject to section 106(f). 

““(d) REDESIGN AND CONSOLIDATION.—Except 
as provided in section 407, an Indian tribe 
may redesign or consolidate programs or re- 
allocate funds for programs in any manner 
that the Indian tribe determines to be in the 
best interest of the Indian community being 
served, so long as that the redesign or con- 
solidation does not have the effect of deny- 
ing eligibility for services to population 
groups otherwise eligible to be served under 
applicable Federal law, except that, with re- 
spect to the reallocation, consolidation, and 
redesign of programs described in subsection 
(b)(2) or (c) of section 403, a joint agreement 
between the Secretary and the Indian tribe 
shall be required. 

““(e) RETROCESSION.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An Indian tribe may 
fully or partially retrocede to the Secretary 
any program under a compact or funding 
agreement. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

“(A) AGREEMENT.—Unless an Indian tribe 
rescinds a request for retrocession under 
paragraph (1), the retrocession shall become 
effective on the date specified by the parties 
in the compact or funding agreement. 

“(B) NO AGREEMENT.—In the absence of a 
specification of an effective date in the com- 
pact or funding agreement, the retrocession 
shall become effective on— 

“(i) the earlier of— 

“(D) 1 year after the date on which the re- 
quest is submitted; and 

“(ID) the date on which the funding agree- 
ment expires; or 

“(ii) such date as may be mutually agreed 
upon by the Secretary and the Indian tribe. 

““(f) NONDUPLICATION.—A funding agree- 
ment shall provide that, for the period for 
which, and to the extent to which, funding is 
provided to an Indian tribe under this title, 
the Indian tribe— 

“(1) shall not be entitled to contract with 
the Secretary for funds under section 102, ex- 
cept that the Indian tribe shall be eligible 
for new programs on the same basis as other 
Indian tribes; and 

““(2) shall be responsible for the adminis- 
tration of programs in accordance with the 
compact or funding agreement. 

““(g) RECORDS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Unless an Indian tribe 
specifies otherwise in the compact or fund- 
ing agreement, records of an Indian tribe 
shall not be considered to be Federal records 
for purposes of chapter 5 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

“*(2) RECORDKEEPING SYSTEM.—An Indian 
tribe shall— 

““(A) maintain a recordkeeping system; and 

““(B) on a notice period of not less than 30 
days, provide the Secretary with reasonable 
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access to the records to enable the Depart- 

ment to meet the requirements of sections 

3101 through 3106 of title 44, United States 

Code. 

“SEC. 406. PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE SEC- 
RETARY. 

“(a) TRUST EVALUATIONS.—A funding 
agreement shall include a provision to mon- 
itor the performance of trust functions by 
the Indian tribe through the annual trust 
evaluation. 

““(b) REASSUMPTION.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—A compact or funding 
agreement shall include provisions for the 
Secretary to reassume a program and associ- 
ated funding if there is a specific finding re- 
lating to that program of— 

““(A) imminent jeopardy to a trust asset, a 
natural resource, or public health and safety 
that— 

“(i) is caused by an act or omission of the 
Indian tribe; and 

““(1i) arises out of a failure to carry out the 
compact or funding agreement; or 

““(B) gross mismanagement with respect to 
funds transferred to an Indian tribe under a 
compact or funding agreement, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary in consultation with 
the Inspector General, as appropriate. 

“*(2) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary shall not 
reassume operation of a program, in whole or 
part, unless— 

“(A) the Secretary first provides written 
notice and a hearing on the record to the In- 
dian tribe; and 

““(B) the Indian tribe does not take correc- 
tive action to remedy the mismanagement of 
the funds or programs, or the imminent jeop- 
ardy to a trust asset, natural resource, or 
public health and safety. 

‘*(3) EXCEPTION.— 

‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding para- 
graph (2), the Secretary may, on written no- 
tice to the Indian tribe, immediately re- 
assume operation of a program if— 

““(i) the Secretary makes a finding of im- 
minent and substantial jeopardy and irrep- 
arable harm to a trust asset, a natural re- 
source, or the public health and safety 
caused by an act or omission of the Indian 
tribe; and 

“(ii) the imminent and substantial jeop- 
ardy, and irreparable harm to the trust 
asset, natural resource, or public health and 
safety arises out of a failure by the Indian 
tribe to carry out the terms of an applicable 
compact or funding agreement. 

““(B) REASSUMPTION.—If the Secretary re- 
assumes operation of a program under sub- 
paragraph (A), the Secretary shall provide 
the Indian tribe with a hearing on the record 
not later than 10 days after the date of re- 
assumption. 

““(c) INABILITY TO AGREE ON COMPACT OR 
FUNDING AGREEMENT.— 

““(1) FINAL OFFER.—If the Secretary and a 
participating Indian tribe are unable to 
agree, in whole or in part, on the terms of a 
compact or funding agreement (including 
funding levels), the Indian tribe may submit 
a final offer to the Secretary. 

“*(2) DETERMINATION.—Not more than 60 
days after the date of receipt of a final offer 
by the one or more officials designated pur- 
suant to paragraph (4), the Secretary shall 
review and make a determination with re- 
spect to the final offer. 

“*(3) EXTENSIONS.—The deadline described 
in paragraph (2) may be extended for any 
length of time, as agreed upon by both the 
Indian tribe and the Secretary. 

‘*(4) DESIGNATED OFFICIALS.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall des- 
ignate one or more appropriate officials in 
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the Department to receive a copy of the final 
offer described in paragraph (1). 

““(B) NO DESIGNATION.—If no official is des- 
ignated, the Executive Secretariat of the 
Secretary shall be the designated official. 

‘“(5) NO TIMELY DETERMINATION.—Except as 
otherwise provided in section 202 of the De- 
partment of the Interior Tribal Self-Govern- 
ance Act of 2015, if the Secretary fails to 
make a determination with respect to a final 
offer within the period specified in paragraph 
(2), the Secretary shall be deemed to have 
agreed to the offer. 

“*(6) REJECTION OF FINAL OFFER.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary rejects 
a final offer (or one or more provisions or 
funding levels in a final offer), the Secretary 
shall— 

“() provide timely written notification to 
the Indian tribe that contains a specific find- 
ing that clearly demonstrates, or that is sup- 
ported by a controlling legal authority, 
that— 

“(D the amount of funds proposed in the 
final offer exceeds the applicable funding 
level as determined under section 106(a)(1); 

““(II) the program that is the subject of the 
final offer is an inherent Federal function or 
is subject to the discretion of the Secretary 
under section 403(c); 

““(TIT) the Indian tribe cannot carry out the 
program in a manner that would not result 
in significant danger or risk to the public 
health or safety, to natural resources, or to 
trust resources; 

““(IV) the Indian tribe is not eligible to par- 
ticipate in self-governance under section 
402(c); 

“(V) the funding agreement would violate 
a Federal statute or regulation; or 

“(VI) with respect to a program or portion 
of a program included in a final offer pursu- 
ant to section 403(b)(2), the program or the 
portion of the program is not otherwise 
available to Indian tribes or Indians under 
section 102(a)(1)(E); 

““(ii) provide technical assistance to over- 
come the objections stated in the notifica- 
tion required by clause (i); 

““(iii) provide the Indian tribe with— 

““(D) a hearing on the record with the right 
to engage in full discovery relevant to any 
issue raised in the matter; and 

“(II) the opportunity for appeal on the ob- 
jections raised (except that the Indian tribe 
may, in lieu of filing such appeal, directly 
proceed to initiate an action in a United 
States district court under section 110(a)); 
and 

““(iv) provide the Indian tribe the option of 
entering into the severable portions of a 
final proposed compact or funding agreement 
(including a lesser funding amount, if any), 
that the Secretary did not reject, subject to 
any additional alterations necessary to con- 
form the compact or funding agreement to 
the severed provisions. 

“(B) EFFECT OF EXERCISING CERTAIN OP- 
TION.—If an Indian tribe exercises the option 
specified in subparagraph (A)(iv)— 

““(i) the Indian tribe shall retain the right 
to appeal the rejection by the Secretary 
under this section; and 

“(ii) clauses (i), (ii), and (iii) of subpara- 
graph (A) shall apply only to the portion of 
the proposed final compact or funding agree- 
ment that was rejected by the Secretary. 

““(d) BURDEN OF PROOF.—In any administra- 
tive action, hearing, or appeal or civil action 
brought under this section, the Secretary 
shall have the burden of proof— 

“*(1) of demonstrating, by a preponderance 
of the evidence, the validity of the grounds 
for a reassumption under subsection (b); and 
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“*(2) of clearly demonstrating the validity 
of the grounds for rejecting a final offer 
made under subsection (c). 

““(e) GOOD FAITH.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—In the negotiation of 
compacts and funding agreements, the Sec- 
retary shall at all times negotiate in good 
faith to maximize implementation of the 
self-governance policy. 

“*(2) POLICY.—The Secretary shall carry out 
this title in a manner that maximizes the 
policy of tribal self-governance. 

““(f) SAVINGS.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent that pro- 
grams carried out for the benefit of Indian 
tribes and tribal organizations under this 
title reduce the administrative or other re- 
sponsibilities of the Secretary with respect 
to the operation of Indian programs and re- 
sult in savings that have not otherwise been 
included in the amount of tribal shares and 
other funds determined under section 408(c), 
except for funding agreements entered into 
for programs under section 403(c), the Sec- 
retary shall make such savings available to 
the Indian tribes or tribal organizations for 
the provision of additional services to pro- 
gram beneficiaries in a manner equitable to 
directly served, contracted, and compacted 
programs. 

‘(2) DISCRETIONARY PROGRAMS OF SPECIAL 
SIGNIFICANCE.—For any savings generated as 
a result of the assumption of a program by 
an Indian tribe under section 403(c), such 
savings shall be made available to that In- 
dian tribe. 

“(g) TRUST RESPONSIBILITY.—The Sec- 
retary may not waive, modify, or diminish in 
any way the trust responsibility of the 
United States with respect to Indian tribes 
and individual Indians that exists under 
treaties, Executive orders, other laws, or 
court decisions. 

““(h) DECISIONMAKER.—A decision that con- 
stitutes final agency action and relates to an 
appeal within the Department conducted 
under subsection (c)(4) may be made by— 

“(1) an official of the Department who 
holds a position at a higher organizational 
level within the Department than the level 
of the departmental agency in which the de- 
cision that is the subject of the appeal was 
made; or 

““(2) an administrative law judge. 

““(i) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Subject to 
section 202 of the Department of the Interior 
Tribal Self-Governance Act of 2015, each pro- 
vision of this title and each provision of a 
compact or funding agreement shall be lib- 
erally construed for the benefit of the Indian 
tribe participating in self-governance, and 
any ambiguity shall be resolved in favor of 
the Indian tribe. 

“SEC. 407. CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS AND 
PROJECTS. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Indian tribes partici- 
pating in tribal self-governance may carry 
out construction projects under this title. 

““(b) TRIBAL OPTION TO CARRY OUT CERTAIN 
FEDERAL ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIVITIES.—In 
carrying out a construction project under 
this title, an Indian tribe may, subject to the 
agreement of the Secretary, elect to assume 
some Federal responsibilities under the Na- 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4821 et seq.), the National Historic 
Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.), and 
related provisions of law and regulations 
that would apply if the Secretary were to un- 
dertake a construction project, by adopting 
a resolution— 

“(1) designating a certifying tribal officer 
to represent the Indian tribe and to assume 
the status of a responsible Federal official 
under those Acts or regulations; and 
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““(2) accepting the jurisdiction of the 
United States courts for the purpose of en- 
forcing the responsibilities of the certifying 
tribal officer assuming the status of a re- 
sponsible Federal official under those Acts 
or regulations. 

“(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (b), nothing in this section au- 
thorizes the Secretary to include in any 
compact or funding agreement duties of the 
Secretary under the National Environmental 
Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.), the Na- 
tional Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
470 et seq.), and other related provisions of 
law that are inherent Federal functions. 

““(d) CODES AND STANDARDS.—In carrying 
out a construction project under this title, 
an Indian tribe shall— 

““(1) adhere to applicable Federal, State, 
local, and tribal building codes, architec- 
tural and engineering standards, and applica- 
ble Federal guidelines regarding design, 
space, and operational standards, appro- 
priate for the particular project; and 

“(2) use only architects and engineers 
who— 

“(A) are licensed to practice in the State 
in which the facility will be built; and 

““(B) certify that— 

““(i) they are qualified to perform the work 
required by the specific construction in- 
volved; and 

““(ii) upon completion of design, the plans 
and specifications meet or exceed the appli- 
cable construction and safety codes. 

““(e) TRIBAL ACCOUNTABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out a con- 
struction project under this title, an Indian 
tribe shall assume responsibility for the suc- 
cessful completion of the construction 
project and of a facility that is usable for the 
purpose for which the Indian tribe received 
funding. 

“(2) REQUIREMENTS.—For each construc- 
tion project carried out by an Indian tribe 
under this title, the Indian tribe and the Sec- 
retary shall negotiate a provision to be in- 
cluded in the funding agreement that identi- 
fies— 

““(A) the approximate start and completion 
dates for the project, which may extend over 
a period of one or more years; 

““(B) a general description of the project, 
including the scope of work, references to de- 
sign criteria, and other terms and condi- 
tions; 

‘“(C) the responsibilities of the Indian tribe 
and the Secretary for the project; 

‘(D) how project-related environmental 
considerations will be addressed; 

“(E) the amount of funds provided for the 
project; 

““(F) the obligations of the Indian tribe to 
comply with the codes referenced in sub- 
section (d)(1) and applicable Federal laws 
and regulations; 

““(G) the agreement of the parties over who 
will bear any additional costs necessary to 
meet changes in scope, or errors or omissions 
in design and construction; and 

“(H) the agreement of the Secretary to 
issue a certificate of occupancy, if requested 
by the Indian tribe, based upon the review 
and verification by the Secretary, to the sat- 
isfaction of the Secretary, that the Indian 
tribe has secured upon completion the review 
and approval of the plans and specifications, 
sufficiency of design, life safety, and code 
compliance by qualified, licensed, and inde- 
pendent architects and engineers. 

““(f) FUNDING.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Funding appropriated for 
construction projects carried out under this 
title shall be included in funding agreements 
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as annual or semiannual advance payments 
at the option of the Indian tribe. 

““(2) ADVANCE PAYMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall include all associated project contin- 
gency funds with each advance payment, and 
the Indian tribe shall be responsible for the 
management of such contingency funds. 

““(g) NEGOTIATIONS.—At the option of the 
Indian tribe, construction project funding 
proposals shall be negotiated pursuant to the 
statutory process in section 105, and any re- 
sulting construction project agreement shall 
be incorporated into the funding agreement 
as addenda. 

““(h) FEDERAL REVIEW AND VERIFICATION.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—On a schedule negotiated 
by the Secretary and the Indian tribe— 

““(A) the Secretary shall review and verify, 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary, that 
project planning and design documents pre- 
pared by the Indian tribe in advance of ini- 
tial construction are in conformity with the 
obligations of the Indian tribe under sub- 
section (d); and 

““(B) before the project planning and design 
documents are implemented, the Secretary 
shall review and verify to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary that subsequent document 
amendments which result in a significant 
change in construction are in conformity 
with the obligations of the Indian tribe 
under subsection (d). 

“*(2) REPORTS.—The Indian tribe shall pro- 
vide the Secretary with project progress and 
financial reports not less than semiannually. 

*“(3) OVERSIGHT VISITS.—The Secretary may 
conduct onsite project oversight visits semi- 
annually or on an alternate schedule agreed 
to by the Secretary and the Indian tribe. 

““(i) APPLICATION OF OTHER LAWS.—Unless 
otherwise agreed to by the Indian tribe and 
except as otherwise provided in this Act, no 
provision of the Office of Federal Procure- 
ment Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.), the 
Federal Acquisition Regulations issued pur- 
suant to that Act, or any other law or regu- 
lation pertaining to Federal procurement 
(including Executive orders) shall apply to 
any construction program or project carried 
out under this title. 

““(¡) FUTURE FUNDING.—Upon completion of 
a facility constructed under this title, the 
Secretary shall include the facility among 
those eligible for annual operation and main- 
tenance funding support comparable to that 
provided for similar facilities funded by the 
Department as annual appropriations are 
available and to the extent that the facility 
size and complexity and other factors do not 
exceed the funding formula criteria for com- 
parable buildings. 

““(k) APPLICABILITY.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this section, section 202 of 
the Department of the Interior Tribal Self- 
Governance Act of 2015 applies to subsections 
(a) through (j). 

“SEC. 408. PAYMENT. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of the 
governing body of an Indian tribe and under 
the terms of an applicable funding agree- 
ment, the Secretary shall provide funding to 
the Indian tribe to carry out the funding 
agreement. 

““(b) ADVANCE ANNUAL PAYMENT.—At the 
option of the Indian tribe, a funding agree- 
ment shall provide for an advance annual 
payment to an Indian tribe. 

““(c) AMOUNT.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (e) 
and sections 403 and 405, the Secretary shall 
provide funds to the Indian tribe under a 
funding agreement for programs in an 
amount that is equal to the amount that the 
Indian tribe would have been entitled to re- 
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ceive under contracts and grants under this 
Act (including amounts for direct program 
and contract support costs and, in addition, 
any funds that are specifically or function- 
ally related to the provision by the Sec- 
retary of services and benefits to the Indian 
tribe or its members) without regard to the 
organization level within the Department at 
which the programs are carried out. 

“*(2) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion reduces programs, services, or funds of, 
or provided to, another Indian tribe. 

““(d) TIMING.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to the terms of 
any compact or funding agreement entered 
into under this title, the Secretary shall 
transfer to the Indian tribe all funds pro- 
vided for in the funding agreement, pursuant 
to subsection (c), and provide funding for pe- 
riods covered by joint resolution adopted by 
Congress making continuing appropriations, 
to the extent permitted by such resolution. 

“(2) TRANSFERS.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior Tribal Self-Governance 
Act of 2015, in any instance in which a fund- 
ing agreement requires an annual transfer of 
funding to be made at the beginning of a fis- 
cal year or requires semiannual or other 
periodic transfers of funding to be made 
commencing at the beginning of a fiscal 
year, the first such transfer shall be made 
not later than 10 days after the apportion- 
ment of such funds by the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget to the Department, unless 
the funding agreement provides otherwise. 

““(e) AVAILABILITY.—Funds for trust serv- 
ices to individual Indians shall be available 
under a funding agreement only to the ex- 
tent that the same services that would have 
been provided by the Secretary are provided 
to individual Indians by the Indian tribe. 

“(f) MULTIYEAR FUNDING.—A funding agree- 
ment may provide for multiyear funding. 

“(g) LIMITATIONS ON AUTHORITY OF THE 
SECRETARY.—The Secretary shall not— 

“(1) fail to transfer to an Indian tribe its 
full share of any central, headquarters, re- 
gional, area, or service unit office or other 
funds due under this title for programs eligi- 
ble under paragraph (1) or (2) of section 
403(b), except as required by Federal law; 

‘(2) withhold any portion of such funds for 
transfer over a period of years; or 

“(3) reduce the amount of funds required 
under this title— 

“(A) to make funding available for self- 
governance monitoring or administration by 
the Secretary; 

““(B) in subsequent years, except as nec- 
essary as a result of— 

““(i) a reduction in appropriations from the 
previous fiscal year for the program to be in- 
cluded in a compact or funding agreement; 

““(ii) a congressional directive in legisla- 
tion or an accompanying report; 

““(iii) a tribal authorization; 

“(iv) a change in the amount of pass- 
through funds subject to the terms of the 
funding agreement; or 

““(v) completion of an activity under a pro- 
gram for which the funds were provided; 

““(C) to pay for Federal functions, includ- 
ing— 

““(i) Federal pay costs; 

““(ii) Federal employee retirement benefits; 

““(iii) automated data processing; 

““(iv) technical assistance; and 

“(v) monitoring of activities under this 
title; or 

““(D) to pay for costs of Federal personnel 
displaced by self-determination contracts 
under this Act or self-governance under this 
title. 
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‘(h) FEDERAL RESOURCES.—If an Indian 
tribe elects to carry out a compact or fund- 
ing agreement with the use of Federal per- 
sonnel, Federal supplies (including supplies 
available from Federal warehouse facilities), 
Federal supply sources (including lodging, 
airline transportation, and other means of 
transportation, including the use of inter- 
agency motor pool vehicles), or other Fed- 
eral resources (including supplies, services, 
and resources available to the Secretary 
under any procurement contracts in which 
the Department is eligible to participate), 
the Secretary shall, as soon as practicable, 
acquire and transfer such personnel, sup- 
plies, or resources to the Indian tribe under 
this title. 

““(i) PROMPT PAYMENT ACT.—Chapter 39 of 
title 31, United States Code, shall apply to 
the transfer of funds due under a compact or 
funding agreement authorized under this 
title. 

‘*(j) INTEREST OR OTHER INCOME.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—An Indian tribe may re- 
tain interest or income earned on any funds 
paid under a compact or funding agreement 
to carry out governmental purposes. 

“*(2) NO EFFECT ON OTHER AMOUNTS.—The 
retention of interest or income under para- 
graph (1) shall not diminish the amount of 
funds an Indian tribe is entitled to receive 
under a funding agreement in the year the 
interest or income is earned or in any subse- 
quent fiscal year. 

“(3) INVESTMENT STANDARD.—Funds trans- 
ferred under this title shall be managed by 
the Indian tribe using the prudent invest- 
ment standard, provided that the Secretary 
shall not be liable for any investment losses 
of funds managed by the Indian tribe that 
are not otherwise guaranteed or insured by 
the Federal Government. 

““(Kk) CARRYOVER OF FUNDS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
provision of an appropriations Act, all funds 
paid to an Indian tribe in accordance with a 
compact or funding agreement shall remain 
available until expended. 

‘(2) EFFECT OF CARRYOVER.—If an Indian 
tribe elects to carry over funding from 1 year 
to the next, the carryover shall not diminish 
the amount of funds the Indian tribe is enti- 
tled to receive under a funding agreement in 
that fiscal year or any subsequent fiscal 
year. 

‘*(1) LIMITATION OF COSTS.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—An Indian tribe shall not 
be obligated to continue performance that 
requires an expenditure of funds in excess of 
the amount of funds transferred under a 
compact or funding agreement. 

“*(2) NOTICE OF INSUFFICIENCY.—If at any 
time the Indian tribe has reason to believe 
that the total amount provided for a specific 
activity under a compact or funding agree- 
ment is insufficient, the Indian tribe shall 
provide reasonable notice of such insuffi- 
ciency to the Secretary. 

“*(3) SUSPENSION OF PERFORMANCE.—TIf, after 
notice under paragraph (2), the Secretary 
does not increase the amount of funds trans- 
ferred under the funding agreement, the In- 
dian tribe may suspend performance of the 
activity until such time as additional funds 
are transferred. 

“(4) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion reduces any programs, services, or funds 
of, or provided to, another Indian tribe. 

““(m) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—The Office 
of Self-Governance shall be responsible for 
distribution of all Bureau of Indian Affairs 
funds provided under this title unless other- 
wise agreed by the parties to an applicable 
funding agreement. 
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““(n) APPLICABILITY.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this section, section 202 of 
the Department of the Interior Tribal Self- 
Governance Act of 2015 applies to subsections 
(a) through (m). 

“SEC. 409. FACILITATION. 

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided by law (including section 202 of the De- 
partment of the Interior Tribal Self-Govern- 
ance Act of 2015), the Secretary shall inter- 
pret each Federal law and regulation in a 
manner that facilitates— 

“(1) the inclusion of programs in funding 
agreements; and 

“*(2) the implementation of funding agree- 
ments. 

““(b) REGULATION WAIVER.— 

“(1) REQUEST.—An Indian tribe may submit 
to the Secretary a written request for a 
waiver of applicability of a Federal regula- 
tion, including— 

“(A) an identification of the specific text 
in the regulation sought to be waived; and 

““(B) the basis for the request. 

“*(2) DETERMINATION BY THE SECRETARY.— 
Not later than 120 days after receipt by the 
Secretary and the designated officials under 
paragraph (4) of a request under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall approve or deny the 
requested waiver in writing to the Indian 
tribe. 

““(3) EXTENSIONS.—The deadline described 
in paragraph (2) may be extended for any 
length of time, as agreed upon by both the 
Indian tribe and the Secretary. 

**(4) DESIGNATED OFFICIALS.—The Secretary 
shall designate one or more appropriate offi- 
cials in the Department to receive a copy of 
the waiver request described in paragraph 
(1). 

““(5) GROUNDS FOR DENIAL.—The Secretary 
may deny a request under paragraph (1)— 

“(A) for a program eligible under para- 
graph (1) or (2) of section 403(b), only upon a 
specific finding by the Secretary that the 
identified text in the regulation may not be 
waived because such a waiver is prohibited 
by Federal law; and 

“(B) for a program eligible under section 
403(c), upon a specific finding by the Sec- 
retary that the waiver is prohibited by Fed- 
eral law or is inconsistent with the express 
provisions of the funding agreement. 

““(6) FAILURE TO MAKE DETERMINATION.—If 
the Secretary fails to approve or deny a 
waiver request within the period required 
under paragraph (2), the Secretary shall be 
deemed to have approved the request. 

““(7) FINALITY.—A decision of the Secretary 
under this section shall be final for the De- 
partment. 

“SEC. 410. DISCLAIMERS. 

“Nothing in this title expands or alters 
any statutory authority of the Secretary in 
a manner that authorizes the Secretary to 
enter into any agreement under section 403— 

“(1) with respect to an inherent Federal 
function; 

‘“(2) in a case in which the law establishing 
a program explicitly prohibits the type of 
participation sought by the Indian tribe 
(without regard to whether one or more In- 
dian tribes are identified in the authorizing 
law); or 

““(3) that limits or reduces in any way the 
services, contracts, or funds that any other 
Indian tribe or tribal organization is eligible 
to receive under section 102 or any other ap- 
plicable Federal law. 

“SEC. 411. DISCRETIONARY APPLICATION OF 
OTHER SECTIONS. 

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in section 101(c), at the option of a par- 
ticipating Indian tribe or Indian tribes, any 
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of the provisions of title I may be incor- 
porated in any compact or funding agree- 
ment under this title. 

““(b) EFFECT.—Each incorporated provision 
under subsection (a) shall— 

“(1) have the same force and effect as if set 
out in full in this title; 

“*(2) supplement or replace any related pro- 
vision in this title; and 

““(3) apply to any agency otherwise gov- 
erned by this title. 

“(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—If an Indian tribe 
requests incorporation at the negotiation 
stage of a compact or funding agreement, the 
incorporation shall— 

“(1) be effective immediately; and 

“*(2) control the negotiation and resulting 
compact and funding agreement. 

“SEC. 412. ANNUAL BUDGET LIST. 

“The Secretary shall list, in the annual 
budget request submitted to Congress under 
section 1105 of title 31, United States Code, 
any funds proposed to be included in funding 
agreements authorized under this Act. 

“SEC. 413. REPORTS. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.— 

“(1) REQUIREMENT.—On January 1 of each 
year, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report regarding the administration of this 
title. 

“(2) ANALYSIS.—Any Indian tribe may sub- 
mit to the Office of Self-Governance and to 
the appropriate Committees of Congress a 
detailed annual analysis of unmet tribal 
needs for funding agreements under this 
title. 

““(b) CONTENTS.—The report under sub- 
section (a)(1) shall— 

“(1) be compiled from information con- 
tained in funding agreements, annual audit 
reports, and data of the Secretary regarding 
the disposition of Federal funds; 

“(2) identify— 

““(A) the relative costs and benefits of self- 
governance; 

““(B) with particularity, all funds that are 
specifically or functionally related to the 
provision by the Secretary of services and 
benefits to self-governance Indian tribes and 
members of Indian tribes; 

““(C) the funds transferred to each Indian 
tribe and the corresponding reduction in the 
Federal employees and workload; and 

“(D) the funding formula for individual 
tribal shares of all Central Office funds, to- 
gether with the comments of affected Indian 
tribes, developed under subsection (d); 

“*(3) before being submitted to Congress, be 
distributed to the Indian tribes for comment 
(with a comment period of no less than 30 
days); 

“*(4) include the separate views and com- 
ments of each Indian tribe or tribal organiza- 
tion; and 

“(5) include a list of— 

“(A) all such programs that the Secretary 
determines, in consultation with Indian 
tribes participating in self-governance, are 
eligible for negotiation to be included in a 
funding agreement at the request of a par- 
ticipating Indian tribe; and 

““(B) all such programs which Indian tribes 
have formally requested to include in a fund- 
ing agreement under section 403(c) due to the 
special geographic, historical, or cultural 
significance of the program to the Indian 
tribe, indicating whether each request was 
granted or denied, and stating the grounds 
for any denial. 

““(c) REPORT ON NON-BIA, NON-OST PRO- 
GRAMS.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—In order to optimize op- 
portunities for including non-Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs and non-Office of Special Trust- 
ee programs in agreements with Indian 
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tribes participating in self-governance under 
this title, the Secretary shall review all pro- 
grams administered by the Department, 
other than through the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs or Office of the Special Trustee, with- 
out regard to the agency or office concerned. 

‘(2) PROGRAMMATIC TARGETS.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish programmatic targets, 
after consultation with Indian tribes partici- 
pating in self-governance, to encourage bu- 
reaus of the Department to ensure that an 
appropriate portion of those programs are 
available to be included in funding agree- 
ments. 

““(3) PUBLICATION.—The lists under sub- 
section (b)(5) and targets under paragraph (2) 
shall be published in the Federal Register 
and made available to any Indian tribe par- 
ticipating in self-governance. 

(4) ANNUAL REVIEW.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall an- 
nually review and publish in the Federal 
Register, after consultation with Indian 
tribes participating in self-governance, re- 
vised lists and programmatic targets. 

““(B) CONTENTS.—In preparing the revised 
lists and programmatic targets, the Sec- 
retary shall consider all programs that were 
eligible for contracting in the original list 
published in the Federal Register in 1995, ex- 
cept for programs specifically determined 
not to be contractible as a matter of law. 

““(d) REPORT ON CENTRAL OFFICE FUNDS.— 
Not later than January 1, 2016, the Secretary 
shall, in consultation with Indian tribes, de- 
velop a funding formula to determine the in- 
dividual tribal share of funds controlled by 
the Central Office of the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs and the Office of the Special Trustee for 
inclusion in the compacts. 

“SEC. 414. REGULATIONS. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.— 

“(1) PROMULGATION.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of the De- 
partment of the Interior Tribal Self-Govern- 
ance Act of 2015, the Secretary shall initiate 
procedures under subchapter III of chapter 5 
of title 5, United States Code, to negotiate 
and promulgate such regulations as are nec- 
essary to carry out this title. 

‘(2) PUBLICATION OF PROPOSED REGULA- 
TIONS.—Proposed regulations to implement 
this title shall be published in the Federal 
Register not later than 21 months after the 
date of enactment of the Department of the 
Interior Tribal Self-Governance Act of 2015. 

‘(3) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority to promulgate regulations under 
paragraph (1) shall expire on the date that is 
30 months after the date of enactment of the 
Department of the Interior Tribal Self-Gov- 
ernance Act of 2015. 

““(b) COMMITTEE.— 

“(1) MEMBERSHIP.—A negotiated rule- 
making committee established pursuant to 
section 565 of title 5, United States Code, to 
carry out this section shall have as its mem- 
bers only representatives of the Federal Gov- 
ernment and tribal government. 

“(2) LEAD AGENCY.—Among the Federal 
representatives described in paragraph (1), 
the Office of Self-Governance shall be the 
lead agency for the Department. 

““(c) ADAPTATION OF PROCEDURES.—The 
Secretary shall adapt the negotiated rule- 
making procedures to the unique context of 
self-governance and the government-to-gov- 
ernment relationship between the United 
States and Indian tribes. 

““(d) EFFECT.— 

““(1) REPEAL.—The Secretary may repeal 
any regulation that is inconsistent with this 
Act. 

‘(2) CONFLICTING PROVISIONS.—Subject to 
section 202 of the Department of the Interior 
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Tribal Self-Governance Act of 2015, this title 
shall supersede any conflicting provision of 
law (including any conflicting regulations). 

“(3) EFFECTIVENESS WITHOUT REGARD TO 
REGULATIONS.—The lack of promulgated reg- 
ulations on an issue shall not limit the effect 
or implementation of this title. 

“SEC. 415. EFFECT OF CIRCULARS, POLICIES, 
MANUALS, GUIDANCE, AND RULES. 

“Unless expressly agreed to by a partici- 
pating Indian tribe in a compact or funding 
agreement, the participating Indian tribe 
shall not be subject to any agency circular, 
policy, manual, guidance, or rule adopted by 
the Department, except for— 

“(1) the eligibility provisions of section 
105(g); and 

(2) regulations promulgated pursuant to 
section 414. 

“SEC. 416. APPEALS. 

“Except as provided in section 406(d), in 
any administrative action, appeal, or civil 
action for judicial review of any decision 
made by the Secretary under this title, the 
Secretary shall have the burden of proof of 
demonstrating by a preponderance of the evi- 
dence— 

““(1) the validity of the grounds for the de- 
cision; and 

““(2) the consistency of the decision with 
the requirements and policies of this title. 
“SEC. 417. APPLICATION OF OTHER PROVISIONS. 

“Section 314 of the Department of the Inte- 
rior and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 1991 (Public Law 101-512; 104 Stat. 1959), 
shall apply to compacts and funding agree- 
ments entered into under this title. 

“SEC. 418. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

“There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
title.”. 

SEC. 202. EFFECT OF CERTAIN PROVISIONS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) FUNDING AGREEMENT.—The term “fund- 
ing agreement” means a funding agreement 
entered into under section 403 of the ISDEAA 
(25 U.S.C. 458cc). 

(2) ISDEAA.—The term “ISDEAA” means 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.). 

(3) NON-BIA PROGRAM.—The term “non-BIA 
program” means all or a portion of a pro- 
gram, function, service, or activity that is 
administered by any bureau, service, office, 
or agency of the Department of the Interior 
other than through— 

(A) the Bureau of Indian Affairs; 

(B) the Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for Indian Affairs; or 

(C) the Office of the Special Trustee for 
American Indians. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(5) SELF-DETERMINATION CONTRACT.—The 
term “self-determination contract” means a 
self-determination contract entered into 
under section 102 of the ISDEAA (25 U.S.C. 
4501). 

(6) TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT.— 
The term “tribal water rights settlement” 
means any settlement, compact, or other 
agreement expressly ratified or approved by 
an Act of Congress that— 

(A) includes an Indian tribe and the United 
States as parties; and 

(B) quantifies or otherwise defines any 
water right of the Indian tribe. 

(b) EFFECT OF PROVISIONS.—Nothing in this 
Act— 

(1) modifies, limits, expands, or otherwise 
affects— 

(A) the authority of the Secretary, as pro- 
vided for under the ISDEAA on the day be- 
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fore the date of enactment of this Act, to in- 
clude any non-BIA program in a self-deter- 
mination contract under section 102(a)(1)(E) 
of the ISDEAA (25 U.S.C. 450f(a)(1)(E)) or a 
funding agreement under section 403(b)(2) or 
403(c) of the ISDEAA (25 U.S.C. 458cc(b)(2), 
458cc(c)); or 

(B) the implementation of any contract or 
agreement described in subparagraph (A) 
that is in effect on the day before the date of 
enactment of this Act; 

(2) modifies or otherwise affects the mean- 
ing, application, or effect of any provision of 
law that— 

(A) is not contained in the ISDEAA; and 

(B) expressly authorizes or prohibits con- 
tracting or compacting under title I or title 
IV of the ISDEAA with respect to a specific 
program or project that is identified or oth- 
erwise referred to in that provision of law; 

(3) modifies or otherwise affects the mean- 
ing, application, or effect of, or the perform- 
ance required of a party to, or any payment 
or funding under a tribal water rights settle- 
ment; or 

(4) authorizes any self-determination con- 
tract or funding agreement that contains 
one or more provisions that are inconsistent 
with the terms of a tribal water rights set- 
tlement. 


SA 1472. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 884. EXCEPTION FOR ABILITYONE GOODS 
FROM AUTHORITY TO ACQUIRE 
GOODS AND SERVICES MANUFAC- 
TURED IN AFGHANISTAN, CENTRAL 
ASIAN STATES, AND DJIBOUTI. 

(a) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN ITEMS NoT MAN- 
UFACTURED IN AFGHANISTAN.—Section 886 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2008 (10 U.S.C. 2302 note) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (d),” after 
“subsection (b),””; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘(d) EXCLUSION OF ITEMS ON THE 
ABILITYONE PROCUREMENT CATALOG.—The re- 
quirements of this section shall not apply to 
any good that is contained in the procure- 
ment catalog described in section 8503(a) of 
title 41.”. 

(b) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN ITEMS NoT MAN- 
UFACTURED IN CENTRAL ASIAN STATES.—Sec- 
tion 801 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 
111-84; 123 Stat. 2399) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (h),” after 
“subsection (b),””; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(h) EXCLUSION OF ITEMS ON THE 
ABILITYONE PROCUREMENT CATALOG.—The re- 
quirements of this section shall not apply to 
any good that is contained in the procure- 
ment catalog described in section 8503(a) of 
title 41.”. 
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(c) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN ITEMS NOT MAN- 
UFACTURED IN DJIBOUTI.—Section 1263 of the 
Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 
3581) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘and ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (g),” after 
“subsection (c),’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

“(g) EXCLUSION OF ITEMS ON THE 
ABILITYONE PROCUREMENT CATALOG.—The re- 
quirements of this section shall not apply to 
any good that is contained in the procure- 
ment catalog described in section 8503(a) of 
title 41.”. 


SA 1473. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 38, line 12, insert after “FIGHTER 
AIRCRAFT” the following: ‘‘AND ARMY COMBAT 
UNITS”. 

On page 43, between lines 3 and 4, insert 
the following: 

(e) MINIMUM NUMBER OF ARMY BRIGADE 
COMBAT TEAMS.—Section 3062 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

“(e)(1) Effective October 1, 2015, the Sec- 
retary of the Army shall maintain a total 
number of brigade combat teams for the reg- 
ular and reserve components of the Army of 
not fewer than 32 brigade combat teams. 

“*(2) In this subsection, the term ‘ brigade 
combat team' means any unit that consists 
of— 

“(A) an arms branch maneuver brigade; 

““(B) its assigned support units; and 

“(C) its assigned fire teams”. 

(f) LIMITATION ON ELIMINATION OF ARMY 
BRIGADE COMBAT TEAMS.— 

(1) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the 
Army may not proceed with any decision to 
reduce the number of brigade combat teams 
for the regular Army to fewer than 32 bri- 
gade combat teams. 

(2) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION ON RETIRE- 
MENT.—The Secretary may not eliminate 
any brigade combat team from the brigade 
combat teams of the regular Army as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act until the 
later of the following: 

(A) The date that is 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary submits the report 
required under paragraph (8). 

(B) The date that is 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary certifies to the con- 
gressional defense committees that— 

(i) the elimination of Army brigade combat 
teams will not increase the operational risk 
of meeting the National Defense Strategy; 
and 

(ii) the reduction of such combat teams 
does not reduce the total number of brigade 
combat teams of the Army to fewer than 32 
brigade combat teams. 

(3) REPORT ON ELIMINATION OF BRIGADE COM- 
BAT TEAMS.—The Secretary shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port setting forth the following: 

(A) The rationale for any proposed reduc- 
tion of the total strength of the Army, in- 
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cluding the National Guard and Reserves, 
below the strength provided in subsection (e) 
of section 3062 of title 10, United States Code 
(as amended by subsection (e) of this sec- 
tion), and an operational analysis of the 
total strength of the Army that dem- 
onstrates performance of the designated mis- 
sion at an equal or greater level of effective- 
ness as the personnel of the Army so re- 
duced. 

(B) An assessment of the implications for 
the Army, the Army National Guard of the 
United States, and the Army Reserve of the 
force mix ratio of Army troop strengths and 
combat units after such reduction. 

(C) Such other matters relating to the re- 
duction of the total strength of the Army as 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 


(g) ADDITIONAL REPORTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—At least 90 days before the 
date on which the total strength of the 
Army, including the National Guard and Re- 
serves, is reduced below the strength pro- 
vided in subsection (e) of section 3062 of title 
10, United States Code (as amended by sub- 
section (e) of this section), the Secretary of 
the Army, in consultation with (where appli- 
cable) the Director of the Army National 
Guard or Chief of the Army Reserve, shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees a report on the reduction. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A list of each major combat unit of the 
Army that will remain after the reduction, 
organized by division and enumerated down 
to the brigade combat team-level or its 
equivalent, including for each such brigade 
combat team— 

(i) the mission it is assigned to; and 

(ii) the assigned unit and military installa- 
tion where it is based. 

(B) A list of each brigade combat team pro- 
posed for disestablishment, including for 
each such unit— 

(i) the mission it is assigned to; and 

(ii) the assigned unit and military installa- 
tion where it is based. 

(C) A list of each unit affected by a pro- 
posed disestablishment listed under subpara- 
graph (B) and a description of how such unit 
is affected. 

(D) For each military installation and unit 
listed under subparagraph (B)(ii), a descrip- 
tion of changes, if any, to the designed oper- 
ational capability (DOC) statement of the 
unit as a result of a proposed disestablish- 
ment. 

(E) A description of any anticipated 
changes in manpower authorizations as a re- 
sult of a proposed disestablishment listed 
under subparagraph (B). 


SA 1474. Mr. COONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 submitted by Mr. 
MCCAIN and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


Strike section 1204 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 
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SEC. 1204. PERMANENCE AND MODIFICATION OF 
AUTHORITIES RELATING TO NA- 
TIONAL GUARD STATE PARTNER- 
SHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Subsection (a)(1) of sec- 
tion 1205 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
118-66; 127 Stat. 897; 32 U.S.C. 107 note) is 
amended by adding at the end before the pe- 
riod the following: ‘‘to support the national 
interests and security cooperation goals and 
objectives of the United States, including ap- 
plicable policy and guidelines for United 
States security sector assistance”. 

(b) LIMITATION.—Subsection (b) of such sec- 
tion is amended by inserting ‘‘that is not’’ 
after ‘‘an activity that the Secretary of De- 
fense determines is a matter”. 

(c) PROCEDURES.—Such section, as so 
amended, is further amended— 

(1) by  redesignating subsections (c) 
through (g) as subsections (d) through (h), 
respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing: 

‘*(¢) PROCEDURES.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief of the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau shall— 

““(A) establish, maintain, and update as ap- 
propriate a list of core competencies to sup- 
port each program established under sub- 
section (a), collectively and for each State 
and territory, and shall submit for approval 
to the Secretary of Defense the list of core 
competencies and additional information 
needed to make use of such core com- 
petencies; and 

““(B) designate a director for each State 
and territory who shall be responsible for the 
coordination of activities under a program 
established under subsection (a) for such 
State or territory and reporting on activities 
under the program. 

‘(2) MILITARY-TO-CIVILIANN CORE COM- 
PETENCIES.—The Secretary of Defense, with 
the concurrence of the Secretary of State, 
may conduct an activity under a program es- 
tablished under subsection (a) relating to 
military-to-civilian core competencies.”. 

(d) NATIONAL GUARD STATE PARTNERSHIP 
PROGRAM FUND.—Subsection (e) of such sec- 
tion (as redesignated) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

(3) NATIONAL GUARD STATE PARTNERSHIP 
PROGRAM FUND.— 

““(A) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

““(i) BOOKS OF DOD.—Except as provided in 
clause (ii), the Secretary of Defense shall es- 
tablish on the books of the Department of 
Defense a National Guard State Partnership 
Program Fund. 

““(1i) BOOKS OF TREASURY.—If not later than 
February 1, 2016, the Secretary determines 
and reports to the appropriate congressional 
committees that in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary a fund such as the Fund described in 
clause (i) should be established on the books 
of the Department of the Treasury, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall establish on the 
books of the Treasury on that date a Fund to 
be known as the National Guard State Part- 
nership Program Fund. 

““(B) CREDITS.—In administering the Fund 
established under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary shall, to the extent the Secretary de- 
termines it to be appropriate, provide for the 
following amounts to be credited to the 
Fund: 

“(i) Amounts authorized and appropriated 
to carry out operations under this section. 

““(ii) Amounts that the Secretary of De- 
fense transfers, in such amounts as provided 
in appropriations Acts, to the Fund from 
amounts authorized and appropriated to the 
Department of Defense, including amounts 
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authorized to be appropriated for the Army 
National Guard and the Air National Guard. 

‘(C) INCLUSION IN ANNUAL BUDGET.—The 
President shall include the Fund established 
under subparagraph (A) in the budget that 
the President submits to Congress under sec- 
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, 
for each fiscal year in which the authority 
under subsection (a) is in effect.’’. 

(e) ANNUAL REPORT.—Paragraph (2)(B) of 
subsection (f) of such section (as redesig- 
nated) is amended— 

(1) in clause (iii), by inserting ‘‘or other 
government organizations” after “and secu- 
rity forces””; 

(2) in clause (iv), by adding at the end be- 
fore the period the following: “and country”; 

(3) in clause (v), by striking “training” and 
inserting “activities”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

““(vi) An assessment of the extent to which 
the activities conducted during the previous 
year met the objectives described in clause 
(v). 

““(vii) The list of core competencies re- 
quired by subsection (c)(1) and any update to 
any changes to the list of core competencies 
required by subsection (c)(1).”. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—Subsection (h) of such 
section (as redesignated) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara- 
graphs (A) and (B) and inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

““(A) the congressional defense committees; 
and 

“(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives.””; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) (as 
amended) the following: 

“*(2) CORE COMPETENCIES.—The term ‘core 
competencies’ means military-to-military 
and military-to-civilian skills and capabili- 
ties of the National Guard, consistent with 
the roles and missions of the Armed Forces 
as established by the Secretary of Defense.””; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(4) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means each 
of the several States and the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

““(5) TERRITORY.—The term ‘territory’ 
means the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
Guam, and the Virgin Islands.’’. 

(g) PERMANENT AUTHORITY.—Such section 
is further amended by striking subsection (i). 


SA 1475. Mr. DONNELLY (for him- 
self, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. BLUNT, and Mr. 
LEAHY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 submitted by Mr. MCCAIN and 
intended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title XI, add the following: 
SEC. 1116. TIERED PREFERENCE ELIGIBILITY 

FOR MEMBERS OF RESERVE COMPO- 
NENTS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) PREFERENCE ELIGIBILITY FOR MEMBERS 
OF RESERVE COMPONENTS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES.—Section 2108 of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended— 
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(1) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) in subparagraph (G)(iii), by striking 
““and” at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (H), by adding “and” 
at the end; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (H) the 
following: 

“(MD a qualified reservist;”; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(8) in paragraph (5), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

“(6) ‘qualified reservist’ means an indi- 
vidual who is a member of a reserve compo- 
nent of the Armed Forces on the date of the 
applicable determination— 

“(A) who— 

“*(i) has completed at least 6 years of serv- 
ice in a reserve component of the Armed 
Forces; and 

““(ii) in each year of service in a reserve 
component of the Armed Forces, was cred- 
ited with at least 50 points under section 
12732 of title 10; or 

““(B) who— 

“*(1) has completed at least 10 years of serv- 
ice in a reserve component of the Armed 
Forces; and 

““(ii) in each year of service in a reserve 
component of the Armed Forces, was cred- 
ited with at least 50 points under section 
12732 of title 10; and 

“(7) ‘reserve component of the Armed 
Forces’ means a reserve component specified 
in section 101(27) of title 38.”. 

(b) TIERED HIRING PREFERENCE FOR MEM- 
BERS OF RESERVE COMPONENTS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES.—Section 3309 of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “and” at 
the end; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

“*(3) a preference eligible described in sec- 
tion 2108(6)(B) — 3 points; and 

“*(4) a preference eligible described in sec- 
tion 2108(6)(A) — 2 points.”. 

(c) GAO REVIEW.—Not later than 3 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to Congress a report that— 

(1) assesses Federal employment opportu- 
nities for members of a reserve component of 
the Armed Forces; 

(2) evaluates the impact of the amend- 
ments made by this section on the hiring of 
reservists and veterans by the Federal Gov- 
ernment; and 

(3) provides recommendations, if any, for 
strengthening Federal employment opportu- 
nities for members of a reserve component of 
the Armed Forces. 


ee 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 
AFFAIRS 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 2, 2015, at 10 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled “Perspectives on the 
Export-Import Bank of the United 
States.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 2, 2015, at 9:30 a.m., in room SR- 
253 of the Russell Senate Office Build- 
ing to conduct a Subcommittee hearing 
entitled “Lifeline: Improving Account- 
ability and Effectiveness.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 2, 
2015, at 10 a.m., in room SD-366 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office building. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on June 2, 2015, at 10 a.m. in room SD- 
215 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build- 
ing, to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘ In- 
ternal Revenue Service Data Theft Af- 
fecting Taxpayer Information.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 2, 2015, at 5 p.m., to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Under- 
standing Iran’s Nuclear Program.”” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on June 2, 2015, at 2 p.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled “The IRS Data 
Breach: Steps to protect Americans’ 
Personal Information.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 2, 2015, at 2:30 p.m. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


SIGNING AUTHORITY 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that during to- 
day’s session of the Senate, the junior 
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Senator from Montana be authorized to 
sign duly enrolled bills or joint resolu- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


NOMINATION OF MICHAEL KEITH 
YUDIN TO BE ASSISTANT SEC- 
RETARY FOR SPECIAL EDU- 
CATION AND REHABILITATIVE 
SERVICES, DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to executive session to con- 
sider the following nomination: Cal- 
endar No. 79; that the Senate proceed 
to vote without intervening action or 
debate; that the motion to reconsider 
be considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de- 
bate; that no further motions be in 
order to the nomination; that any 
statements related to the nomination 
be printed in the RECORD; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action, and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi- 
nation of Michael Keith Yudin, of the 
District of Columbia, to be Assistant 
Secretary for Special Education and 
Rehabilitative Services, Department of 
Education. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

If not, the question is, Will the Sen- 
ate advise and consent to the nomina- 
tion of Michael Keith Yudin, of the 
District of Columbia, to be Assistant 
Secretary for Special Education and 
Rehabilitative Services, Department of 
Education? 

The nomination was confirmed. 


LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate will now resume legislative session. 


ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, JUNE 3, 
2015 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9:30 a.m., Wednesday, 
June 3; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, and the time of the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; that following leader 
remarks, the Senate be in a period of 
morning business until 11 a.m., with 
Senators permitted to speak therein, 
and the time be equally divided, with 
the majority controlling the first half 
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and the minority controlling the final 
half. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCONNELL. If there is no fur- 
ther business to come before the Sen- 
ate, I ask unanimous consent that it 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order, following the remarks of Sen- 
ator MENENDEZ and Senator MERKLEY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


ee 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:35 p.m., adjourned until Wednes- 
day, June 8, 2015, at 9:30 a.m. 


EE 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


MARIE THERESE DOMINGUEZ, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AD- 
MINISTRATOR OF THE PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATE- 
RIALS SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION, VICE CYNTHIA L. QUARTERMAN, RE- 
SIGNED. 

SARAH ELIZABETH FEINBERG, OF WEST VIRGINIA, TO 
BE ADMINISTRATOR OF THE FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMIN- 
ISTRATION, VICE JOSEPH C. SZABO, RESIGNED. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


ROBERTA S. JACOBSON, OF MARYLAND, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR EXECUTIVE SERVICE, TO BE 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY 
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE UNITED 
MEXICAN STATES. 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be lieutenant general 
LT. GEN. JOHN W. HESTERMAN III 
IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be brigadier general 


COL. LEELA J. GRAY 


THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE- 
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be major general 


BRIG. GEN. DONALD B. TATUM 


THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE- 
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 


To be major general 
BRIG. GEN. TIMOTHY E. GOWEN 
IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be vice admiral 
VICE ADM. WILLIAM A. BROWN 
IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 
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To be colonel 


KAREN M. WRANCHER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
NURSE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 AND 
3064: 


To be colonel 
SUSAN R. CLOFT 
IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be captain 


JACKY P. CHENG 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be captain 


CHARLES S. ABBOT 
RAFAEL A. ACEVEDO 
SEAN R. ANDERSON 
BRADLEY J. ANDROS 
BRAD L. ARTHUR 
SCOTT M. ASACK 
KUMAR ATARTHI 
ADAM M. AYCOCK 
VINCE W. BAKER 
JAMES S. BATES II 
STEWART L. BATESHANSKY 
DAVID E. BAUER 

AMY N. BAUERNSCHMIDT 
WILLIAM H. BAXTER 
BRIAN C. BECKER 
ANDREE E. BERGMANN 
ANDREW M. BIEHN 
BRENT M. BLACKMER 
PAUL D. BOWDICH 
ERIC J. BOWER 

FRANK E. BRANDON 
ERIC D. BRAY 

PHILIP M. BROCK 
TIMOTHY M. BROSNAN 
CHRISTOPHER D. BROWN 
BRANDON S. BRYAN 
ARON F. BUCKLES 
DAVID E. BURKE 
MATTHEW S. BURTON 
BRADLEY W. BUSCH 
DANIEL B. CALDWELL 
JOHN R. CALLAWAY 
GARRETT I. CAMPBELL 
DARRELL S. CANADY 
MARVIN W. CARLIN IT 
ANDREW F. CARLSON 
JAMES D. CHRISTIE 
CHRISTOPHER F. CIGNA 
BENEDICT D. CLARK 
KYLE J. COLTON 

JOHN C. COMPTON 
MICHAEL R. CONNER 
MARK E. COOPER 
JENNIFER S. COUTURE 
JOHN C. COWAN 
CHRISTOPHER A. COX 
RYAN P. CROLEY 
WARREN E. CUPPS 
MICHAEL B. DAVIES 
TRES D. DEHAY 

KEVIN H. DELANO 
PAUL C. DEMARCELLUS 
JERROD E. DEVINE 
THOMAS J. DICKINSON 
MICHAEL J. DILLENDER 
THOMAS J. DIXON 
JAKE B. DOUGLAS 
RONALD A. DOWDELL 
DAVID G. DUFF 
JONATHAN C. DUFFY 
DAVID S. DULL 

JAMES P. DUNN III 
MICHAEL L. EGAN 
BRIAN P. ELKOWITZ 
BRIAN C. ERICKSON 
FERMIN ESPINOZA 
TODD M. EVANS 

DARIN A. EVENSON 
DENNIS L. FARRELL 
JOSEPH D. FEMINO 
TODD A. FIGANBAUM 
JOHN A. FISCHER 
CHRISTOPHER F. FLAHERTY 
STEPHEN A. FLAHERTY 
DEREK A. FLECK 
DAVID E. FOWLER 
BRODY L. FRAILEY 
FRANCIS G. FRANKY 
JOEY L. FRANTZEN 
TODD C. FREISCHLAG 
NICKOLAS G. GARCIA 
BRENT C. GAUT 
JOSEPH L. GEARY 
ROBERT E. F. GENTRY 
JOSEPH C. GIRARD 
TODD S. GLASSER 
NOEL D. GONZALEZ 
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JOHN P. GREENE 

JAMES F. HARTMAN 
STEPHEN C. HAYES 
ROGER D. HEINKEN, JR. 
CHAD F. HENNINGS 
WILLIAM C. HERRMANN 
ANDREW C. HERTEL 
TRENTON D. HESSLINK 
JOHN W. HEWITT 
DANIEL P. HOPKINS 
BRIAN S. HORSTMAN 
JOHN L. HOWREY 

TODD C. HUBER 

JAMES E. JACOBS 
STEVEN M. JAUREGUIZAR 
ROBERT B. JOHNS 
DAVID E. KAUFMAN 
MATTHEW J. KAWAS 
KEVIN M. KENNEDY 
CHRISTOPHER A. KIJEK 
JONATHAN P. KLINE 
BRIAN S. KNOWLES 
JOHN N. KOCHENDORFER 
JUSTIN A. KUBU 

PAUL J. LANZILOTTA 
JOSHUA LASKY 

ERIC C. LINDFORS 
MARCUS LOPEZ 

SCOTT C. LUERS 

HANS E. LYNCH 

DANIEL P. MALATESTA 
DONALD W. MARKS 
RAYMOND B. MARSH II 
MICHAEL A. MARSTON 
CRAIG T. MATTINGLY 
EARL L. MCDOWELL 
LAWRENCE E. MEEHAN 
MICHAEL W. MEREDITH 
RICHARD M. MEYER 
ANDREW S. MILLER 
ANDREW T. MILLER 
MICHAEL J. MILLER 
PHILIP S. MILLER 

JON H. MORETTY 
MURZBAN F. MORRIS 
MARTIN J. MUCKIAN 
NICHOLAS A. MUNGAS 
WILLIAM J. P. MURPHY 
SEAN M. MUTH 

DAVID D. NEAL 
CHRISTOPHER M. NELSON 
MARK A. NICHOLSON 
MATTHEW R. NIEDZWIECKI 
PETER K. NILSEN 
DANIEL A. NOWICKI 
MICHAEL B. ODRISCOLL 
GERALD R. OLIN II 
CHESTER T. PARKS 
CHASE D. PATRICK 
CHRISTOPHER L. PESILE 
ROBERT E. PETERS 
ANDREW G. PETERSON III 
TRAVIS M. PETZOLDT 
PAUL E. PEVERLY 
MATTHEW A. PHILLIPS 
GELL T. L. PITTMAN III 
TIMOTHY J. POE 
BARTLEY A. RANDALL 
WILLIAM R. REED 
LINCOLN M. REIFSTECK 
RICHARD G. J. RHINEHART 
FRANK A. RHODES IV 
MATTHEW S. RICK 
JASON E. RIMMER 
JOSEPH J. RING 
RICHARD A. RIVERA 
TRISTAN G. RIZZI 
JESUS A. RODRIGUEZ 
BRADLEY N. ROSEN 
JOSHUA A. SAGER 

LUIS E. SANCHEZ, JR. 
ANTHONY M. SAUNDERS 
MARK A. SCHAFER 
JASON J. SCHNEIDER 
KEVIN P. SCHULTZ 
JOHN M. SEIP 
CHRISTOPHER M. SENENKO 
ERIC L. SEVERSEIKE 
WILLIAM K. SHAFLEY III 
BLANE T. SHEARON 
THOMAS A. SHEPPARD 
WILLIAM R. SHERROD 
THOMAS E. SHULTZ 
BENJAMIN A. SHUPP 
CRAIG C. SICOLA 
CLINTON T. SMITH 
EDWARD S. SMITH 
GABRIEL E. SOLTERO 
ERNEST L. SPENCE 
LOUIS J. SPRINGER, 
BRAD L. STALLINGS 
CHRISTOPHER D. STONE 
BRENT M. STRONG 
LANCE E. THOMPSON 
JASON P. VELIVLIS 
MICHAEL R. VITALI 
ALEXIS T. WALKER 
WAYNE C. WALL 
CHARLOS D. WASHINGTON 
MICHAEL J. WEAVER 
BRIAN D. WEISS 
CHRISTOPHER C. WESTPHAL 
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TODD E. WHALEN 
JENNIFER L. WHEREATT 
JENNIFER K. WILDERMAN 
CHRISTIAN B. WILLIAMS 
CHAD A. WORTHLEY 
STACEY W. YOPP 
FORREST O. YOUNG 
TIMOTHY H. YOUNG 
GREGORY M. ZETTLER 
DAVID G. ZOOK 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


JOHN J. ANDREW 
ANTHONY H. BEASTER 
DANIELE BRAHAM 
FRANCIS P. BROWN 
JAMES M. CARROLL 
DANA J. CHAPIN 
PATRICK M. COPELAND 
JAMES C. DARKENWALD 
ADAM J. DIAZ 

BRIAN D. DOHERTY 
GARTH H. GIMMESTAD 
LESTER ISAAC 

JASON M. JUERGENS 
DEMETRIUS D. MACK 
KATHLEEN L. MAHONEY 
THOMAS J. MCKEON II 
MARK G. MORAN 
ROBERT L. MORAN 
JAMES D. PAFFENROTH 
RICHARD E. SCHMITT 
MARCO D. SPIVEY 
GENEVIEVE G. UBINA 
MARK C. WADSWORTH, JR. 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


DAVID A. BACKER 

CARL T. BIGGS 
LAWRENCE BRANDON, JR. 
JAMES M. CENA 

WILLIAM B. CLEVELAND, JR. 
CHRISTOPHER T. CLOTFELTER 
JOSEPH DARCY 

ETHAN R. FIEDEL 
FRANKLIN J. GASPERETTI 
JONATHAN $. GIBBS 
CHRISTOPHER J. HALL 
SAMUEL H. HALLOCK 
DAVID G. HANTHORN 
ROSEMARY M. HARDESTY 
WILLIAM E. HARLEY 
SHAUN P. HAYES 

BRIAN D. HEBERLEY 
RICHARD L. HILL 

JOSEPH E. KLOPFER 
ANDREW M. LAVALLEY 
CLINTON T. LAWLER, 
JOHN A. LUKACS IV 
ANDREW F. MAURICE 
MARK A. MINTON 

JESSE H. NICE 

DEREK T. PETERSON 
BRIAN E. PHILLIPS 

KIAH B. RAHMING 

MARK A. SCHUCHMANN 
LUIS F. SOCIAS 

PAUL L. STENCE, JR. 
JASON D. TUTHILL 

SCOTT E. WILLIAMS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


ANTONIO ALEMAR 
KYLE N. BOCKEY 
JOSHUA E. CALLOWAY 
JOSH A. CASSADA 
GREGORY M. HARKINS 
ELIZABETH A. HERNANDEZ 
JERIN T. JAMES 
SHAUN P. LYNCH 
DANIEL P. MARTIN 
BISHER F. MUFTI, JR. 
DAVID S. PAXTON 
DANIEL C. SHORT 
ROGER F. STANTON 
JAMES G. THURSTON II 
JOHN A. WALSH 

JOHN L. YOUNG III 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


LYLE P. AINSWORTH 
KEVIN D. BITTLE 

ERIC W. EDGE 

VICTOR M. FEAL, JR. 
CLAYTON B. MASSEY 
MARIA C. REYMAN 
CLAUDE E. TAYLOR III 
JUAN C. VARELA 


June 2, 2015 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


KARIN R. BURZYNSKI 
PATRICK L. EVANS 
SARAH C. HIGGINS 
FRANCISCO E. MAGALLON 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


PAOLO CARCAVALLO, JR. 
VINCENT P. CHEN 
ROBERT E. EILERS, JR. 
JUSTIN D. GOSS 

RAJA G. HUSSAIN 
JESSICA Y. LIN 

DAVID J. MCELYEA, JR. 
RAMON L. MEDINA 
CONSTANTINE N. PANAYIOTOU 
TYLER R. ROSS 

HENRY T. SAITO 
MATTHEW G. ZUBLIC 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


SHELLEY D. CAPLAN 
JACQUELYN C. CROOK 
KATHRYN M. HERMSDORFER 
BRANDON K. MCWILLIAMS 
MARK MURNANE 

JEFFREY M. PALMER 

SCOTT W. PARKER 

FRANK D. PRICE, JR. 

MIKE E. SVATEK 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


AUDREY G. ADAMS 
DAVID S. BARNES 
RICHARD G. BENSING 
MARK L. BOGGIS 

SCOTT L. CONE 

BRIAN CONNETT 
ROBERT R. ELLISON III 
DOROTHY A. FENTON 
ANDREW P. GRABUS 
MICHAEL J. HERLANDS 
CLAY C. HERRING 
LUCAS J. HODGKINS 
MISTY D. HODGKINS 
JASON B. HOMER 
KENNETH W. KEMMERLY, JR. 
LEMUEL S. LAWRENCE 
MICHAEL J. MCCAFFREY 
ZACHARY D. MCKEEHAN 
PAUL N. MCKELVEY 
DAVID M. MICHALAK 
SHELLEE A. MORRIS 
MATTHEW S. MORTON 
TORIANO A. MURPHY 
JOHN J. NELSON 

STEVE J. SOLLON 
WILLIAM K. TIRRELL 
CRAIG A. WIGHTMAN 
JOEL A. YATES 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


EUGENE A. ALBIN 
EDWIN J. BERRIOSORTIZ 
IAN A. BROWN 

BOBBY T. CARMICKLE 
MATTHEW J. CEGELSKE 
MELISSA M. CLARADY 
WILFREDO CRUZBAEZ 
ERICA DOBBS 
CHRISTOPHER J. GOODSON 
CHRISTINA M. HICKS 
JAIME L. HILL 
CHRISTINA HINES 
MICAH R. KELLEY 
AARON M. LITTLEJOHN 
KENNETH J. MAROON 
SEAN F. OLONE 

OSCAR W. SIMMONS IV 
DAVID C. WEST 
MICHAEL R. WIDMANN 
DANIELLE S. WILLIAMS 
KENYA D. WILLIAMSON 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


ALLAN M. BAKER 
KARL L. BENDER 
JONATHAN V. BERIS 
AMANDA M. BORNGEN 
ANDREW W. BOYDEN 


June 2, 2015 


LISA M. BRENNEN 
ERIC T. CASTILLO 
TIMOTHY P. CHESSER 
ALFRED J. CORKRAN III 
MITCHELL H. FINKE 
CATALINA L. GASPER 
DANIEL C. GRAY 
STUART A. GREEN 
MEGAN M. HALLINAN 
ROBERT J. HAMILTON 
MICHAEL A. HUBBARD 
ROBERT W. JOHNSTON 
JAMES H. KING 

DAVID C. LUNDQUIST 
YERODIN J. MACK 
PETER N. MADSON 
WILLIAM H. NESBITT 
ANDREW G. PLUMER 
JOSIE J. ROSLANSKY 
NOEL A. SAWATZKY 
REGINA SLAVIN 

RYAN C. SMITH 
LANCE A. TAYLOR 
WILLIAM R. WALSH 
BRADLEY J. WALTERMIRE 
NICK G. WICKER, JR. 
RICHARD M. YEATMAN 
DENNIS M. ZOGG 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


ROBERT E. BEATON 
ALAN D. BEATY 

JOHN F. CLARK 

JOSE A. COLON 

TRAVIS E. DAVIS 
STEVEN J. DWYER 
DAVID F. ETHERIDGE 
CASSIUS A. FARRELL 
JAMES F. FLINT 
STEPHEN A. FOLSOM 
DEAN A. GAYLE 
ALEJANDRO W. GRIFFEN 
RONNIE C. HARPER, JR. 
MARVIN D. HARRIS 
ANTHONY W. HUGHES 
COREY D. HURD 

MARK J. KAUL 
TIMOTHY J. KELLY 
MARK A. KENNEDY 
JOHN C. LEITNER 
RODERICK V. LITTLE 
OMAR G. MARTINEZ 
CHARLES G. MCDERMOTT 
MICHAEL L. MCDONOUGH 
JOSEPH T. MORRISON 
ROSALIND D. MORRISON 
ENRIQUE ORTIGUERRA 
MARK A. PABON 

ALBIN T. PEARSON 
DARRIN P. PITRE 
STEPHAN H. POMEROY 
DONALD B. PORTER 
ROCKY B. PULLEY 
MARSHALL G. RIGGALL 
ANDREW R. RINCHETTI 
ERIC T. RUIZ 

RAUL SANTOSPIEVE 
ANTHONY D. SCHERMERHORN 
GARY M. SHELLEY 
JOSEPH L. THOMPSON 
RICHARD A. THOUSAND 
JAMES T. UNCAPHER 
RONALD VIGGIANI, JR. 
STEPHEN M. VOSSLER 
CLINT J. WAGGONER 
JAMES L. WILLETT 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


PAUL T. ANTONY 
ROBERT W. BJORAKER 
CHARLES G. BRISENO, JR. 
STEPHEN W. BURGHER 
DANIEL J. COMBS 
THOMAS A. DAMATO 
WILLIAM G. FERNANDEZ 
PATRICK B. GREGORY 
BENJAMIN T. GRIFFETH 
CHRISTOPHER M. HULTS 
JEFFREY JONES 
LAURENCE M. LEVETT 
DAVID G. MALONE 
MARGUERITE MCGUIGANSHUSTER 
ROBERT N. MCLAY 
DOUGLAS E. PETERSON 
MATTHEW T. PROVENCHER 
JONATHAN A. PRYOR 
JON H. RISLEY 
MARK A. SCHMIDHEISER 
JOSEPH E. STRAUSS 
KARA C. TAGGART 
GREGORY M. TAYLOR 
PETER C. WAGNER 
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 
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To be captain 


JEFFREY M. CLARK 
ALBERT H. FU 
DENNIS HOPKINS, JR. 
RODDY E. MILLER 
TRONG D. NGUYEN 
SHERMA R. SAIF 
SHARON S. VETTER 
CAROL W. WATT 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


LAURA M. MUSSULMAN 
JENNIFER S. REED 
KENNETH W. WAGNER 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


KERRY L. ABRAMSON 
JEFFREY P. AMES 
ROBERT ATTANASIO 
JAMES C. BAILEY 
JAMES W. CALEY 
KEVIN M. COMSTOCK 
MICHAEL E. EVERSOLE 
PHILIP N. FLUHR 
SCOTT F. HALLAUER 
TIMOTHY F. KEETON 
DONALD J. KENNEY 
LUIS P. LEME 

MARTIN T. LUNDQUIST 
MICHELLE M. PETTIT 
CHRISTOPHER L. PHILLIPS 
IAN K. THORNHILL 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


TAMBERLYNN W. BAKER 
DENISE R. ELLIOTT 
ROBIN D. GIBBS 

LISA M. GITTLEMAN 
DENISE Y. HARRINGTON 
CHARLENE T. HOGAN 
ALAN K. MINTZ 

ROLF MULDBAKKEN 
MELISSA L. ROSINE 
ANGELIA W. THOMPSON 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


SARAVOOT P. BAGWELL 
MICHAEL R. BERRY, JR. 
ROBERT G. BOH 

DAVID A. BUEHLER 
ROBERT S. CARROLL 
STEWART D. CLARKE 
RONALD R. COLEMAN 
PHILIP L. COYLE 
ANTHONY G. ERICKSON 
STEPHANY L. HARTSTIRN 
DAVID E. LUDWA 
DANIELLE L. PELCZARSKI 
JOSE M. RODRIGUEZ 
ALAN J. SCHMITT 

KATHY M. WARREN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


GREGORY T. STEHMAN 
RODNEY E. TUGADE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


TERRY W. EDDINGER 
DAVID R. GLASSMIRE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
RESERVE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 


To be captain 


DARYLL D. LONG 
WILLIAM R. MOCK, JR. 
JAMES A. ROBBINS 
MILTON W. WASHINGTON 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 


HOLMAN R. AGARD 
CHAD D. ALBOLD 
MICHAEL E. ALBRECHT 
WILLIAM J. ALLEN 
JASON D. ANDERSON 


8255 


JOHN K. ANDERSON 
NATHANIEL S. ANDERSON 
AUNTOWHAN M. ANDREWS 
STEPHEN ANSUINI 
JOSHUA A. APPEZZATO 
TIMOTHY D. ARBULU 
TIMOTHY P. ATHERTON 
ALEXANDER T. BAERG 
JOSHUA T. BAILEY 
MATTHEW P. BAKER 
PATRICK T. BAKER 
ADRIAN C. BAREFIELD 
JEREMY M. BAUER 
MICHAEL A. BAXTER 
CHRISTIAN M. BEARD 
MICHAEL S. BEATY 
RYAN T. BEATY 

ROBERT B. BEEMAN 
SHAUN M. BELLEMARE 
MICHAEL A. BEMIS 
JOHN B. BENFIELD 
ALBERT L. BENOIT III 
PETER M. BERNARD 
JEREMIAH J. BINKLEY 
MICHAEL D. BISHOP 

JON G. BOGER 

DREW A. BOROVIES 
DESOBRY E. BOWENS 
JAMES P. BRASSFIELD 
JACOB F. BRAUN 
WILBERT B. BREEDEN 
CHRISTOPHER R. BRENNER 
MICHAEL J. BRITT 
WILLIAM F. BRODY 
JOSEPH D. BROGREN 
CHRISTOPHER M. BROWN 
CHRISTOPHER V. BROWN 
DANIEL W. BROWN 
GREGORY S. BROWN 
JOSEPH C. BROWN III 
WESLEY A. BROWN 
JAMES M. BRUNSON 
CHRISTOPHER K. BRUSCA 
ANDREW D. BUCHER 
JASON C. BUDDE 
THOMAS H. BUNKER 
ELISHA J. BURLESON 
MATTHEW V. BURNS 
KEVIN B. CAHILL 
DANIEL L. CAIN 

JUSTIN M. CANFIELD 
JOSEPH J. CAPALBO 
RONALD D. J. CAPPELLINI 
HECTOR M. CARDENAS 
WILLIAM D. CARMACK 
KEVIN R. CASAGRANDE 
JASON C. CASSISI 
ANDREW M. CENISEROZ 
MATTHEW A. CHESTER 
SHAUN A. CHITTICK 
PETER P. CHRAPKIEWICZ 
ALLISON N. CHRISTY 
JOHN H. CIGANOVICH 
CLIFFORD D. CLOSE II 
MATTHEW A. COLE 
DAVID S. COLES 
KENNETH R. COLMAN 
SHAWN E. CONNIFF 
ANDREW N. COOK 
DAMON J. COOK 
SHANNON A. COREY 
CHARLES T. COURSEY 
JOHN R. COURTRIGHT 
JANUARY J. CRIVELLO 
KEVIN D. CULVER 
PETER J. CURRAN 

JACK E. CURTIS 

JASON A. DALBY 

JAMES A. DAVENPORT 
FRANK W. DAVIS, JR. 
LUKE H. DAVIS 

KEVIN T. DEAN 

JASON W. DEBLOCK 
CHRISTOPHER P. DELEON 
JEFFREY M. DEMARCO 
AARON P. DEMEYER 
PATRICK S. DENNIS 
JOSEPH C. DENTON 
CHRISTOPHER S. DENTZER 
MARCUS A. DEVINE 
MARY K. DEVINE 
MICHAEL R. DOLBEC 
JAMES A. DOMACHOWSKI 
MARK D. DOMENICO 
SEAN P. DONAGHAY 
CHAD R. DONNELLY 
MICHAEL P. DONNELLY 
JONAS I. DOWNING 
CHRISTOPHER M. DUDLEY 
TODD A. DUEZ 

JAMES A. DUNDON 
MICHAEL S. DWAN 
WILLIAM G. EASTHAM 
ARIC H. EDMONDSON 
THOMAS J. EHRING 
OLUKEMI O. ELEBUTE 
DAVID V. ELIAS 
PATRICK R. ELIASON 
THEODORE J. ELKINS 
ANDREW J. ELLIS 
PETER H. EUDY, JR. 
RUSSELL H. EVERITT 
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CHARLES D. FAIRBANK 
JONATHAN M. FAY 
MARTIN N. FENTRESS, JR. 
ROGER C. FERGUSON 
MICHAEL A. FERRARA 
DAROL D. FIALA 
JUSTIN D. FISHER 
MICHAEL D. FISHER 
THOMAS P. FLAHERTY III 
DOYLE P. FLANNERY 
KELLY C. FLYNN 
CHRISTOPHER J. FORCH 
MATTHEW W. FOSTER 
JOSHUA P. FULLER 
EDWARD R. FULTZ 
RYAN T. FULWIDER 
JOHN L. GAINES IIT 
GABRIEL J. GAMMACHE 
NATHAN J. GAMMACHE 
JACK A. GARCIA 
RICHARD H. GARCIA 
ANDREW C. GASTRELL 
RYAN J. GAUL 
BRADLEY D. GEARY 
MARK E. GILLASPIE 
LEONARDO GIOVANNELLI 
BRIAN J. GLASER 

JOHN A. GOFFRIER 
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IN THE MARINE CORPS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR REGULAR AP- 
POINTMENT IN THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE UNITED 
STATES MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
531: 


To be lieutenant colonel 
ROBERT A. PETERSEN 


June 2, 2015 


To be major 


SEAN P. COX 
JONATHAN M. GEORGE 
BRANDON P. LOKEY 
GENE C. WYNNE 


EE 
CONFIRMATION 


Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate June 2, 2015: 
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


MICHAEL KEITH YUDIN, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA, TO BE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR SPECIAL EDU- 
CATION AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES, DEPARTMENT 
OF EDUCATION. 


EE 
WITHDRAWAL 


Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on June 2, 
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2015 withdrawing from further Senate 
consideration the following nomina- 
tion: 

FOREIGN SERVICE NOMINATION OF STUART MAC- 


KENZIE HATCHER, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON 
MAY 7, 2015. 


8258 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


June 2, 2015 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. HULTGREN). 


Ee 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 2, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable RANDY 
HULTGREN to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EEE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


———— 


TRADE PROMOTION AUTHORITY 
SHIFTS TO HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, in 
our fast-changing world, the global 
economy looms large. America has 
long been the leader in promoting freer 
and fairer trade, promoting the econ- 
omy at home while strengthening ties 
overseas. The current issue that is be- 
fore us now deals with a trade pro- 
motion authority and the Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership, an agreement with 12 
countries, representing almost 40 per- 
cent of the global economy. 

After the recent bipartisan vote in 
the Senate on the trade promotion au- 
thority and related package, attention 
now shifts to the House where we are 
likely to be voting on this in the next 
couple of weeks. Many confuse support 
for the trade promotion authority with 
the TPP, the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship. They are two distinct items. 

The Trans-Pacific Partnership is an 
ongoing series of negotiations which 
has yet to be concluded. Indeed, one of 
the reasons we are looking at trade 


promotion authority now, establishing 
the rules of the game and how Congress 
will evaluate and process it, is to make 
sure that we get into the final stages. 

Trade promotion authority histori- 
cally, something we have done repeat- 
edly in the past, provides for Congress 
to vote on an up-or-down basis on a 
trade agreement once it is finalized. 
This is what happens in negotiations 
routinely in the United States, an up- 
or-down vote. I find it somewhat ironic 
that some of my friends in organized 
labor think that it somehow should be 
negotiated in Congress, that it ought 
to be subject to amendment in Con- 
gress. Yet there is no labor union that 
I am aware of that has its contracts 
voted piecemeal. Members aren’t al- 
lowed to amend. It is up or down, and 
that is what is necessary to be able to 
reach a conclusion with these negotia- 
tions. 

Some are demanding that Members 
of Congress oppose an agreement that 
is not yet completed. Well, I, for one, 
am not going to support or oppose an 
agreement until I can see what is in it 
and until the agreement is finalized. 
Until it is finished, I am going to con- 
tinue to work to make it as strong as 
possible. 

I have been working on provisions to 
strengthen enforcement, establishing a 
trust fund to make sure that provisions 
in trade agreements have the resources 
to make sure that they are, in fact, en- 
forced, such as having provisions 
known as the Green 301 that has great- 
er strength to be able to enforce envi- 
ronmental provisions. This makes a 
difference for my community. 

Oregon’s small- and medium-sized 
businesses, family farmers, winemak- 
ers, bike manufacturers say that en- 
hanced trade authority is critical to 
creating more jobs at home and in- 
creased value for customers. That is 
something that gets lost in this debate 
because, as a result of our policies pro- 
moting freer trade between countries, 
Americans have seen their standard of 
living increase. Americans today are 
paying less for clothing, less for food, 
less for electronics as a result of the 
benefits of these agreements. Some es- 
timates say it is about $8,000 per fam- 
ily. 

Well, we will see what the current 
trade agreement looks like when it is 
completed. As I mentioned, the trade 
promotion authority is necessary to 
reach the final stages. 

Thanks to the efforts of my friend 
and my constituent Senator RON 
WYDEN, the ranking member of the 
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Senate Finance Committee, this trade 
promotion authority that we will be 
dealing with makes it mandatory that 
everybody in the country will be able 
to look at the final agreement for 60 
days before the President even signs it, 
and then it will be public for another 90 
days—5 months, essentially—before 
Congress will vote up or down on 
whether or not it is worthy of our sup- 
port. 

Well, I will do what I have done in 
trade agreements in the past. I will 
consider each element with the same 
principles: Is this package good for the 
people I represent in Oregon? Does it 
align with our values? Will it be a net 
positive for areas that I care about, 
like labor and the environment? More 
fundamentally, are we going to be bet- 
ter off with an agreement or with 
none? 


EE 


PUTTING A STOP TO 
MISMANAGEMENT AT THE VA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. Foxx) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, in 2014, Con- 
gress passed legislation with broad bi- 
partisan support to improve access to 
and the quality of care for veterans in 
response to the nationwide scandal 
over manipulated wait times at the 
VA. 

The Veterans’ Access to Care 
through Choice, Accountability, and 
Transparency Act created a 3-year pro- 
gram to allow veterans to seek care 
from private providers if they live too 
far from a VA facility or cannot other- 
wise get an appointment within 14 
days. 

It also gave the VA Secretary the au- 
thority to fire senior executives for 
poor performance and required a top- 
to-bottom study of the entire Depart- 
ment to be completed within 1 year of 
enactment. 

When government failure is exposed 
and legislation aimed at restoring ac- 
countability is enacted, it makes sense 
that action would be swift and imme- 
diate, people would be fired, and 
wrongs would begin to be made right. 
Unfortunately, that has not been the 
case at the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs. 

While there are as many as 1,000 em- 
ployees that could potentially face dis- 
ciplinary actions, the VA has punished 
a total of eight for involvement in the 
scandal. We continue to hear about un- 
acceptable patient wait times, unan- 
swered benefit inquiries, patient safety 
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concerns, medical malpractice, fla- 
grant mismanagement, infighting, cor- 
ruption, and years of construction 
delays that total millions of dollars. 

Frustration, anger, outrage, Mr. 
Speaker, these are just a few of the 
words that describe how I and other 
Americans felt when we read these lat- 
est stories about problems within the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. The 
continued ineptitude at the highest 
levels of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs is simply unacceptable. It is 
past time to put an end to this agency- 
wide pattern of mismanagement. 

Last month, the House continued its 
efforts to fulfill the commitment we 
have made to those who have served by 
approving several pieces of legislation 
to further improve accountability at 
the VA. 

We also passed legislation to increase 
access to education programs for vet- 
erans and to encourage small busi- 
nesses to hire them. While it will never 
be enough, this legislation is a positive 
step forward in meeting our responsi- 
bility to America’s veterans. 

However, Congress cannot transform 
the VA alone. It is the President’s re- 
sponsibility to ensure changes are 
made within the agency and that em- 
ployees are held accountable for their 
actions. Unfortunately, that is not 
happening. 

Every day, we hear only more stories 
about further misdeeds. President 
Obama must commit to reforming the 
VA with more than just lip service. 
America’s veterans deserve a meaning- 
ful, decisive plan to right the many 
wrongs. 

As a country, we are uniquely 
blessed. We live in a nation where each 
of us has the possibility of nearly lim- 
itless fulfillment and prosperity in the 
world’s finest democracy. That unpar- 
alleled freedom and opportunity has 
been made available to us because of 
the profound sacrifices of those who 
have fought for and defended our Na- 
tion. 

America’s veterans deserve better 
than the inexcusable misconduct and 
neglect that we have seen over the last 
few years at the VA. It is critically im- 
portant that we provide high-quality, 
timely care for those who have sac- 
rificed so much to our country. 

Republicans are committed to that 
principle and to the veterans of this 
country. 


——— 
URBAN FLOODING AWARENESS 
ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 
Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as Mem- 
bers of Congress continue to debate 
whether or not climate change is real, 
Americans are paying the price. To the 
climate doubters that I serve with, I 
will remind them that there are over 
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200 peer-reviewed scientific studies 
that conclude that climate change is 
real and that man contributes to it, 
and there are zero peer-reviewed sci- 
entific studies that say the opposite. 

Climate change often brings images 
to mind of melting icecaps and rising 
sea levels, but the effects of climate 
change are being felt every day by peo- 
ple around the country. Climate 
change is causing even more destruc- 
tive storms which, when combined with 
our aging infrastructure, is resulting in 
cities around the country being pum- 
meled by urban flooding. 

A little more than 2 years ago, resi- 
dents in my district endured their sec- 
ond 100-year flood in a mere 3 years. A 
100-year storm means that there is a 1 
percent chance that a storm of that 
magnitude will happen every year, but 
folks in Chicago are experiencing these 
storms with greater intensity and fre- 
quency. 

The morning after the rains 
bombarded Chicago in 2013, I visited 
numerous community members and 
their homes. The damage I saw was 
devastating: thousands of homes and 
businesses flooded; tons of carpeting, 
furniture, and memories are ruined; 
businesses shattered; and entre- 
preneurs’ dreams crushed, along with 
millions of dollars in damages. 

Throughout the region, we saw the 
closure of schools, libraries, and even 
hospitals were forced to relocate pa- 
tients. That kind of devastation cannot 
be ignored. Our constituents cannot be 
ignored. 

In Chicago, over the past century, we 
have seen countless storms that have 
caused pipes to back up into houses 
and dump upwards of 1.5 inches of rain 
in a single day. What is more, rains of 
more than 2.5 inches a day are expected 
to increase another 50 percent in the 
next 20 years. 

The National Climate Assessment, 
released by the Obama administration 
last year, predicted that the frequency 
and intensity of the Midwest’s heaviest 
downpours will more than double over 
the next 100 years. That means even 
more trouble for our Nation’s already 
deteriorating infrastructure and the 
cities around the country that rely on 
that infrastructure to keep them safe. 
Storm drains are outdated; sewers are 
inadequate, and families are at risk. 

Whether it is because of flooded pipes 
or the lack of permeable surfaces in 
our cities, our constituents are paying 
the prices. Thousands of households in 
America are affected every year by 
urban flooding, yielding catastrophic 
economic, environmental, and social 
damage in some of our country’s larg- 
est cities. Basements with water dam- 
age decrease property values by an es- 
timated 10 to 25 percent. 

But the impacts don’t end there. 
Chronically damp houses can cause res- 
piratory problems and higher insurance 
costs. Additionally, almost two out of 
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five small businesses cannot open after 
experiencing a flooding disaster. Urban 
flooding erodes streams and riverbeds 
and degrades the quality of our drink- 
ing water sources and the health of our 
aquatic ecosystems. 

It is time we come up with a national 
response to this growing problem. That 
is why I am proud to introduce the 
Urban Flooding Awareness Act. This 
legislation will finally create a defini- 
tion of urban flooding to be used when 
designing flood maps and will require a 
first-of-its-kind study to analyze the 
costs associated with urban flooding 
and develop solutions. It would also 
help us better protect downstream 
communities from the flooding impacts 
of development in upstream areas. 

Existing regulatory and policy mech- 
anisms are not adequate for this task. 
It is time we develop new strategies. 
By identifying the most effective and 
economical remedies to urban flooding, 
we are better preparing our commu- 
nities to defend themselves against the 
devastation caused by increasingly in- 
tense weather. 
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And investing in real solutions to 
this problem now is the only way to 
avoid higher costs down the road. We 
can learn from our successes and inves- 
tigate innovative new strategies for 
funding crucial new programs that 
eliminate flood risk and damage. Our 
cities need the best tools available if 
they are going to survive this era of 
supersized storms. 


EE 
THE RAINS OF MAY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
rains Came down and the floods came 
up. And although Texas did not receive 
Noah's 40 days and 40 nights of rain, 
the recent 10 days of rain were of Bib- 
lical proportions. 

The whole State received the inces- 
sant rain. And about the time we 
thought it was all over on Saturday 
morning, it all happened again Satur- 
day night, flooding many of the same 
homes and communities throughout 
the State. 

In Houston, six, so far, have died. 
Statewide, there are now 24 deaths. 
Eleven are still missing in Hays Coun- 
ty when the Blanco River rose so fast 
at night it trapped people in over 200 
resort homes that were on the river— 
homes that eventually washed away. 
Many of Texas” rivers—the Trinity, the 
Colorado, the Brazos, and the San 
Jacinto—rose at rapid record rates and 
are still out of their banks. 

Weather experts, Mr. Speaker, said so 
much rain fell in Texas in May that it 
was enough moisture to cover the en- 
tire State in 8 inches of water. That is 
a lot of rain. Seventy counties have 
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been designated disaster areas. But the 
rainbow news, Mr. Speaker, is that 
many, many voluntarily helped their 
neighbors and strangers survive the 
troubled waters of the floods. 

Here is just one example. The hard 
rain in Dallas flooded the Trinity 
River. Dallas is in north Texas. The 
Trinity River flows south down to 
southeast Texas near Houston, and the 
added rain in southeast Texas had the 
Trinity River the size of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

As the river rose in southeast Texas, 
a herd of cattle were trapped in the 
middle of the river on high ground. 
This high ground was eventually going 
to be overcome with water and the cat- 
tle would be washed out to sea. The 
river at this point is between the two 
small towns of Liberty and Dayton, 
about 6 miles apart, separated by U.S. 
highway 90. 

So Sunday, in a scene reminiscent of 
the 1800s roundups, cowboys mounted 
airboats—yes, airboats, Mr. Speaker— 
to force the hundreds of cattle into the 
river and have them swim to safer 
ground. The only area that had high 
ground was U.S. highway 90. The high- 
way was above the water, even though 
water was on both sides of the high- 
way. 

The roundup took several hours be- 
cause, Mr. Speaker, cattle are hard- 
headed. They did not want to leave the 
high ground and swim to a highway. So 
it took several hours to do this. Even 
the cowboys were lassoing calves and 
tying them to the airboat so they 
wouldn’t drown. Finally, after many 
hours, all the cattle were forced up on 
U.S. highway 90 between Liberty and 
Dayton, Texas. 

Now, what do you do with them? 
Well, the cowboys, now on horses, 
along with citizens and other volun- 
teers, herded the cattle down U.S. 
highway 90 to Dayton, Texas, through 
Main Street of Dayton, Texas. The citi- 
zens came out with their kids to see 
the cattle drive through Dayton, 
Texas, and they moved these several 
hundred of cattle to a rail yard where 
they will be kept, that is the highest 
area in the county, until the flood 
waters finally are diminished. 

Of course, local businesses helped 
out: a local store, Casa Don Boni in 
Liberty; and, of course, the Sonic, al- 
ways present in Dayton, supported the 
volunteers with food and drinks; and 
other businesses as well helped. This is 
an example of how, during a troubled 
time, tough times, Texans are helping 
each other survive this catastrophic 
flooding. 

So, now, Mr. Speaker, that the rains 
that came down and the flood that 
came up have subsided and the earth 
has returned to its dry land, our pray- 
ers go out to the ones who lost family, 
friends, and property. God bless every 
one of them. And we also give grateful 
thanks to those that helped each other 
during the floods of May. 
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And that is just the way it is. 


RECOGNIZING LE GRAND UNION 
HIGH SCHOOL AND DOS PALOS 
HIGH SCHOOL IN SAN JOAQUIN 
VALLEY, CALIFORNIA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. COSTA) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize two exemplary high 
schools in my district: Le Grand Union 
High School and Dos Palos High 
School. 

In California’s San Joaquin Valley, 
one of the most economically chal- 
lenged regions of the Nation, having 
access to a quality education is critical 
for our young people, and these two 
schools shine on both the State and na- 
tional levels. 

Recently, both Le Grand and Dos 
Palos were acknowledged by the U.S. 
News & World Report’s annual grading 
as among the top high schools in Amer- 
ica. Not only are Le Grand High School 
and Dos Palos among the best in 
Merced County, but they both ranked 
among the top five high schools in our 
region. Their accomplishments show 
how our students, with the right en- 
couragement and support, in fact, can 
succeed. 

Students, regardless of their socio- 
economic status or being college 
bound, deserve a quality education 
that prepares them for the road ahead. 
And both Le Grand and Dos Palos High 
Schools are doing just that. Mr. Speak- 
er, 81 percent of the students at Le 
Grand High School and 97 percent of 
the students at Dos Palos High School 
qualify as low-income. 

These are challenging and difficult 
areas. I am proud to say that, at both 
Le Grand High School and Dos Palos, 
approximately half of all enrollees are 
in AP classes and taking the end-of- 
year test for college credit. Now, what 
does that mean? It means that every 
day these students are actively seizing 
opportunities to change their lives for 
the better, and for that, we are glad. 

Mr. Speaker, when our students suc- 
ceed, our Nation succeeds because, 
after all, they are the future of Amer- 
ica. The great success of these students 
would not be possible without the 
amazing support of both the faculty 
and the staff at both high schools. 
These are the teachers and educators 
who see promise in our students and in- 
spire them to follow their dreams and 
progress, teachers who have dedicated 
their professional careers to public 
education in America. 

To Le Grand Union High School Prin- 
cipal Javier Martinez, the Le Grand 
Union High School faculty and staff, 
their board of directors, and the Le 
Grand student body, job well done. 

To the Dos Palos High School Prin- 
cipal Heather Ruiz, the Dos Palos High 
School faculty and staff, the Dos Palos- 
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Oro Loma School District Board of 
Trustees, and to that student body, 
again, a job well done. 

Let me take this opportunity to say 
a big thank-you to all of you, and con- 
gratulations in achieving the Silver 
Medal Award given annually by the 
U.S. News & World Report. Your collec- 
tive academic achievement is a source 
of pride not only in our community, 
but throughout the Nation. 

Most importantly, all of you are 
making a difference, making a dif- 
ference for our students. Thank you for 
setting the example, and thank you for 
the difference you are making in their 
lives. It is an honor and a privilege to 
represent you, and keep up the good 
work. 


—_ > 


TRADE PROMOTION AUTHORITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. POMPEO) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to discuss an issue that is incred- 
ibly important not only to America, 
but to the folks who I represent in 
south central Kansas. We need to make 
sure that in south central Kansas we 
have the opportunity to access mar- 
kets all over the world and to sell the 
great products that we make. 

Mr. Speaker, it sometimes sounds 
like just statistics, but in 2014, $12 bil- 
lion in goods from over 3,000 companies 
were exported outside of Kansas. In the 
Fourth District alone, over $3.8 billion 
was exported, making Wichita and 
south central Kansas one of the three 
top exporting metros in the entire 
United States of America. 

When you visit Wichita, you can see 
that. If you travel around south central 
Kansas, you will find great aerospace 
companies, companies like Learjet, 
Cessna, Beechcraft, and Airbus, manu- 
facturing goods that are sold all across 
the world. They need access to these 
markets overseas. We make the 737 fu- 
selage right in Wichita, Kansas. 

And we all know the hundreds of 
small businesses that supply them, ma- 
chine shops like DJ Engineering and 
McGinty Machine, that hire hundreds 
of people in good-paying jobs that are 
dependent on the capacity for south 
central Kansas to ship their products 
around the world, companies like 
Rubbermaid and Case New Holland 
that makes farm equipment and Cole- 
man that makes camping goods. 

This doesn’t begin to mention all the 
petroleum products that move out of 
Kansas. And, of course, we sell lots of 
agricultural products as well. Kansas is 
the top exporter of wheat, with over 
$1.5 billion per year. It ranks second in 
the export of meat products and third 
in cattle. 

International trade is incredibly im- 
portant to the people of south central 
Kansas. These aren’t just numbers. 
These are about real, hard-working 
Kansans and good-paying jobs. 
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We need to make sure, here in Con- 
gress, that we provide outlines for our 
President to go negotiate deals with 
both Europe and Asia such that compa- 
nies like Excel that makes lawn mow- 
ing equipment in Hesston, Kansas, can 
continue to grow. It is their objective 
to double over the next 5 years. They 
cannot do so without the capacity to 
sell their products into Europe and to 
Asia. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is much con- 
troversy about some pieces of trade 
promotion authority in some of the 
trade agreements. I have read the docu- 
ment as it currently stands. I can as- 
sure everyone who is listening today 
that this Congress will retain its full 
authority to approve every agreement 
that is entered into to make sure that 
it is, in fact, in the best interests of re- 
ducing taxes, reducing tariffs, and re- 
ducing regulatory barriers so that 
Americans and Kansans can sell their 
products all across the globe. 

Sometimes the word ‘‘trade’’ gets 
bandied about, but what it really 
means is the capacity for innovation, 
creativity, the rule of law, and com- 
petitiveness to triumph around the 
world. Those are the hallmarks of the 
people of south central Kansas. If we 
get these trade agreements right, we 
can enhance the lives of so many folks 
all across the Fourth District of Kan- 
sas. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
join me in supporting passage of trade 
promotion authority when it comes be- 
fore the House for a full vote. It is 
about trade, which is about jobs, which 
is so important for the American peo- 
ple. 


EE 


CELEBRATING THE TENNESSEE 
VALLEY AUTHORITY’S WATTS 
BAR NUCLEAR FACILITY 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, on 
June 1, 1796, Tennessee became the 16th 
member of these United States. For 
some 200 years, Tennessee has been a 
part of the innovative vanguard that 
makes this country great, whether it 
be through culture, science, or even 
our fabulous barbecue. 

Last week, I had the opportunity to 
tour the latest energy innovation the 
State of Tennessee has to offer—the 
Tennessee Valley Authority’s Watts 
Bar Nuclear facility. With the con- 
struction of Watts Bar Unit 2 now ap- 
proximately 98 percent complete, TVA 
will soon mark the 21st century’s first 
new American nuclear unit to come on- 
line. And I am so pleased, Mr. Speaker, 
that today The Hill newspaper has an 
article about this very facility. 

The project is indeed to be cele- 
brated. It is a model of safety and qual- 
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ity. The dedicated TVA employees at 
Watts Bar have put in a million hours 
of work without a lost-time accident. 
At the same time, they have main- 
tained a quality acceptance rate above 
97 percent. That also should be cele- 
brated. Together with Watts Bar Unit 
1, the complete facility will be able to 
power 1.3 million homes in the Ten- 
nessee Valley. 

Mr. Speaker, America must pursue 
an all-of-the-above energy policy that 
includes nuclear. Nuclear is a clean, re- 
sponsible option and one that strength- 
ens our Nation’s energy security grid. 
Unfortunately, though, the EPA, the 
Obama administration, has proposed 
sweeping regulations that wage a war 
on coal while also dismissing the bene- 
fits and the power of nuclear energy. 

Under the EPA’s Clean Power Plan, 
Tennessee is actually penalized for 
taking a leading role in providing the 
region and the country with a clean 
and reliable source of energy. When 
drafting the Clean Power Plan, the 
EPA counted the Watts Bar Unit 2 as 
being completed and operating at 90 
percent efficiency. 
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It is not online yet, it is not com- 
plete, and it is not yet helping to power 
homes and businesses. 

As a result, Tennessee’s emission tar- 
gets under this rule are more difficult 
to reach because the State is not able 
to count the emission reductions from 
this cleaner plant towards its required 
cuts. 

Rather than recognizing TVA’s for- 
ward-looking work to construct Watts 
Bar 2, EPA unfairly, and significantly, 
increased the emission reduction rate 
for Tennessee. 

I was sent to Congress to ensure that 
the needs of my constituents are rep- 
resented here in Washington. As the 
vice chair of the House Energy and 
Commerce Committee, I will continue 
my efforts to stop the EPA from its 
overreach and to stop them from im- 
plementing this administration’s spe- 
cial interest agenda, which has no re- 
gard for the economic impact or energy 
needs of the people of Tennessee. 

Mr. Speaker, this is important, and I 
want to thank the TVA team for show- 
ing me the Watts Bar facility and for 
allowing me to have a remarkable 
visit, and I encourage them in their 
continued good work. 


— 


SCHOOL MILK NUTRITION ACT OF 
2015 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I recently teamed up with 
Congressman JOE COURTNEY of Con- 
necticut to introduce H.R. 2407, the bi- 
partisan School Milk Nutrition Act of 
2015. 
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Between 2012 and 2014, schools across 
the country served 187 million fewer 
pints of milk, despite an increase in 
public school enrollment. Mr. Speaker, 
this is an alarming statistic consid- 
ering milk is the number one source of 
nine essential nutrients in young 
Americans’ diets and provides many 
significant health benefits. 

The School Milk Nutrition Act, 
which has the strong support of the 
International Dairy Foods Association 
and the National Milk Producers Fed- 
eration, seeks to reverse the decline of 
milk consumption in schools through- 
out Pennsylvania and across the coun- 
try. 

To help achieve this goal, the bill 
would reaffirm the requirement that 
milk is offered with each meal and also 
give schools the option of offering low- 
fat flavored milk, rather than only fat 
free. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to get behind this legislation 
and become a cosponsor of the School 
Milk Nutrition Act of 2015. 

THE VETERANS E-HEALTH AND TELEMEDICINE 

SUPPORT ACT OF 2015 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, with this past week being 
celebrated and remembering Memorial 
Day—Memorial Day having just 
passed—it is important that we con- 
tinue to remember and honor our fallen 
soldiers and the new generation of he- 
roes who equally deserve our respect, 
our gratitude, and the promise of con- 
tinued support. 

This is why I recently joined with 
New York Congressman CHARLES RAN- 
GEL to introduce H.R. 2516, the Vet- 
erans E-Health and Telemedicine Sup- 
port Act of 2015. 

This bipartisan legislation would 
allow Veterans Affairs health profes- 
sionals, including contractors, to prac- 
tice telemedicine across State borders 
if they are qualified and practice with- 
in the scope of their authorized Federal 
duties. 

Currently, overly cumbersome loca- 
tion requirements can make it difficult 
for veterans, especially those strug- 
gling with mental health issues, to get 
the help they need and deserve. 

Mr. Speaker, under current law, the 
VA can only waive the State license re- 
quirement for treatment if both the 
physician and the patient are located 
in a federally owned facility. 

The Veterans E-Health and Telemedi- 
cine Support Act of 2015 removes these 
barriers and allows the VA to provide 
treatment through physicians free of 
this restriction. Veterans will no 
longer be required to travel to a VA fa- 
cility but, rather, can receive telemedi- 
cine treatment from anywhere, includ- 
ing their home or a community center. 

Mr. Speaker, these brave men and 
women put so much on the line each 
and every day in service to our country 
that when they return home it is our 
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shared duty to be there for these he- 
roes by making lifesaving resources 
readily available. 

This legislation will eliminate the 
multiple layers of bureaucracy, allow- 
ing our veterans to have greater access 
to mental and behavioral health serv- 
ices, especially in rural areas. 

I rise today and ask my colleagues in 
both parties to get behind this bipar- 
tisan, commonsense legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, sadly, 22 veterans com- 
mit suicide every day. Let’s end that 
crisis. 

a 


OBAMACARE RATE HIKES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, it has now been more than 5 
years since President Obama signed his 
landmark achievement, which he 
called the Affordable Care Act, into 
law. At that time, the President and 
the Democrats in Congress promised 
that their massive Federal takeover of 
our healthcare system would lower 
costs on American families. Afford- 
ability was its central selling point. 

But 5 years later, they must face the 
facts. Their law, which they forced on 
the American people, is a failure. 

According to yesterday’s much-an- 
ticipated Congressional Budget Office 
reports—an independent agency—insur- 
ance premiums are expected to in- 
crease even more significantly next 
year than they did this year. 

One insurer in New Mexico, Blue 
Cross and Blue Shield, called for a 50 
percent increase in premiums. And New 
Mexico is just the tip of the iceberg. 
Tennessee is also seeking an increase 
of 30 percent. 

The average West Virginia family— 
the State I am blessed to represent— 
pays about the same as the residents in 
the State of New York, which is $17,105 
a year on their health insurance. That 
is $271 above the national average. 

We cannot pretend that the Afford- 
able Care Act is anywhere close to ‘‘af- 
fordable.’’ ObamaCare adds taxes, regu- 
lations, and unfunded mandates onto 
the American consumers. The limited 
choice in health insurance plans is 
harming families and their budgets. 

In my district in West Virginia, there 
is only one insurance provider through 
the exchange. And this one plan is ask- 
ing for a rate increase as high as 21.6 
percent. 

President Obama has routinely and 
blatantly forced his failed policies on 
the American people. According, again, 
to the independent Congressional 
Budget Office report of February 4, 
2014, ObamaCare has killed 2.5 million 
jobs a year. 

Who are these 2.5 million Americans 
who have lost their jobs thanks to 
ObamaCare? They are disproportion- 
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ately low-wage workers. The people 
who are hurt the most by ObamaCare 
are the same ones who ObamaCare was 
supposed to help. What we really 
should call it is the ‘‘Non-Affordable 


Care Act.”’ 
West Virginians who get their 
healthcare insurance through their 


work are paying some of the highest 
rates in the United States for pre- 
miums and deductibles, according to a 
report from The Commonwealth Fund. 
The 33,421 West Virginians who are cur- 
rently enrolled in ObamaCare cannot 
afford to have their rates hiked yet 
again. 

Many Americans are left wondering 
how much more will we have to pay 
each year because of the Non-Afford- 
able Care Act. To make matters worse, 
the Non-Affordable Care Act has added 
$1 trillion in tax increases. This is 
money taken out of the pockets of 
hard-working American families. 

The top Democrat leader here in Con- 
gress famously said on March 10, 2010: 
“We have to pass the Affordable Care 
Act to find out what's in it.” You 
should know what it is before you vote 
on it—come on. Well, it has been 5 
years since the bill was shoved through 
Congress, and the American people de- 
serve better. 

We must halt ObamaCare's takeover 
of the U.S. healthcare system and pass 
commonsense reforms that lower costs 
for hard-working families and expand 
access to health care. The State of 
West Virginia and the Nation need 
lower costs and personal control over 
healthcare decisions, not more Federal 
Government intervention. 

The budget that was recently passed 
by the House and the Senate repealed 
ObamaCare—including all of its taxes, 
regulations, and mandates—and 
ObamaCare's outrageous requirement 
that the taking of unborn human lives 
be covered as so-called “health care.” 

Republican healthcare plans pave the 
way for patient-centered healthcare so- 
lutions. We need to focus on reform 
that will help reconnect doctors and 
patients and give patients better care 
through more options. 

The goal of patient-centered 
healthcare reform is to empower the 
patients. Republicans in Congress have 
multiple proposals to address the 
healthcare issue. Republicans propose 
increasing competition and trans- 
parency in the health insurance mar- 
ket and stopping frivolous lawsuits 
against doctors and hospitals. 

Americans should not be forced to 
buy into something that simply doesn’t 
work. The Non-Affordable Care Act 
does not work. The estimated premium 
increases that were announced yester- 
day are yet another example of the 
failings of this bill and this President. 


— 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
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declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 40 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re- 
cess. 


EE 
1200 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. HARDY) at noon. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Dear God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

There are many important issues fac- 
ing our Nation—concerns about immi- 
gration, our national security, our per- 
sonal privacy, the economy, and levels 
of unemployment. Bless abundantly 
the Members of this people’s House. 

Help them to see new ways to produc- 
tive service, fresh approaches to under- 
standing each other, especially those 
across the aisle, and renewed commit- 
ment to solving the problems facing 
our Nation. 

May they, and may we all, be trans- 
formed by Your grace and better re- 
flect the sense of wonder, even joy, at 
the opportunities to serve that are ever 
before us. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I 
demand a vote on agreeing to the 
Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro- 
ceedings on this question will be post- 
poned. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. CICILLINE led the Pledge of Al- 
legiance as follows: 
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I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


ee 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 


ES 


AMERICA NEEDS A CHANGE 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, as American families con- 
tinue to be under attack from radical 
Islam, it can be credited President 
Obama was correct on December 14, 
2011, addressing troops at Fort Bragg: 
“We are leaving behind a sovereign, 
stable, and self-reliant Iraq... a mo- 
ment of success.” 

Clearly, then-President George W. 
Bush’s strategy of denying mass mur- 
derers safe havens to kill Americans 
anywhere was admitted successful. I 
am grateful my two oldest sons served 
in Iraq to protect American families. 

President Obama’s failure to achieve 
a status of forces agreement in Iraq 
and his failure to uphold his declared 
red line in Syria led to murderous ad- 
vances of ISIL/Daesh, which he pub- 
licly dismissed as junior varsity. 

I hope President Obama changes 
course for victory in the global war on 
terrorism, which began with the dec- 
larations of war in 1997 against Amer- 
ica with a goal of death to America, 
death to Israel, and mass slaughter of 
Muslims who do not submit. 

President Obama's legacy should be 
peace through strength, not weakness, 
as future attacks threaten American 
families. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President by his actions 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 


—_ A 


SUPPORTING THE EXPORT-IMPORT 
BANK 


(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, the Ex- 
port-Import Bank is a critical resource 
for small- and medium-sized businesses 
in Rhode Islands First Congressional 
District and all across this country. 

In fact, over the last 8 years, the Ex- 
Im Bank has provided more than $20 
million in insured shipments, guaran- 
teed credit, or disbursed loans for com- 
panies in my district, enabling them to 
export products valued at nearly $50 
million. 

The Ex-Im Bank provides financing 
that enables these companies to access 
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foreign markets, compete in the global 
economy, and create good-paying jobs 
here in America. American jobs are 
supported by the Ex-Im Bank, 164,000 
American jobs. It generated $675 mil- 
lion for the taxpayers in 2014, and the 
default rate for the Ex-Im Bank was 
less than one-fifth of 1 percent, 0.175 
percent. 

Support for the reauthorization of 
the Ex-Im Bank is bipartisan. 180 
Democrats have signed a discharge pe- 
tition to force a vote on reauthorizing 
the Ex-Im Bank before it expires on 
June 30, and many Republicans have 
publicly supported reauthorization. 

I have had the opportunity to meet 
with companies in my district that 
rely on the Ex-Im Bank, companies 
like the Cooley Group in Pawtucket 
that designs, develops, and manufac- 
tures a diversified industry-leading 
portfolio of premier engineered coated 
fabrics used across an array of indus- 
trial, commercial, and military appli- 
cations. 

This issue is too important for the 
usual partisan politics that Wash- 
ington has grown used to. We need to 
stand up for small- and medium-sized 
companies and reauthorize the Ex-Im 
Bank before the end of this month. 


— 


ALZHEIMER’S & BRAIN 
AWARENESS MONTH 


(Mr. BILIRAKIS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, June is 
Alzheimer’s & Brain Awareness Month. 
Alzheimer’s is the only top 10 cause of 
death in America that cannot be pre- 
vented or cured; however, we are mak- 
ing strides. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6, the 21st Century 
Cures Act, is a historic, nonpartisan 
bill that will help spur the develop- 
ment of cures and treatments more 
quickly to help patients with chronic 
or rare conditions. 

I am an original cosponsor of a provi- 
sion in H.R. 6 to create a national data 
collection system for neurological dis- 
eases. Better data will pave the path 
toward better treatments. 

In April, I held a neurological disease 
roundtable in my district to engage 
with doctors and patients, including 
Ron Hall, a constituent and Alz- 
heimer’s patient. We discussed how to 
advance the development of treatments 
and cures for diseases like Alzheimer’s. 

Mr. Speaker, by working together, 
we can help Alzheimer’s patients. 


Ee 


WESTERN NEW YORK’S PRIDE 
WEEK 


(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, yester- 
day I joined the Pride Center of West- 
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ern New York to celebrate the LGBTQ 
community and kick off Buffalo Pride 
Week. Last week Niagara Falls Mayor 
Paul Dyster, Councilwoman Kristen 
Grandinetti, and the Rainbow City Co- 
alition raised the rainbow flag for the 
first time at city hall in Niagara Falls. 


Western New York's Pride Week 
comes at a particularly historic time. 
The Supreme Court is expected to rule 
soon on whether the Constitution guar- 
antees same-sex couples the right to 
marry. I believe that it does. I was 
proud to join 211 of my colleagues in 
Congress in filing an amicus brief urg- 
ing the Court to find such a right in its 
ruling. 


Mr. Speaker, marriage equality is 
one of the important components of a 
larger effort to ensure that everyone 
has the same basic rights as each and 
every American. I congratulate the 
Pride Center of Western New York and 
the Rainbow City Coalition for their 
community efforts this week and advo- 
cacy for equality each and every day, 
and I hope next year Pride Week will 
celebrate a Supreme Court decision 
that honors the right of all Americans 
to marry the person they love. 


HIGHLIGHTING ACCOMPLISH- 
MENTS OF TIMBERLAND SHOE 
COMPANY 


(Mr. GUINTA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 


Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to highlight the significant con- 
tributions of a New Hampshire-based 
business that employs almost 1,500 peo- 
ple and contributes approximately $1.8 
billion in economic revenue. 


For nearly 40 years, Timberland Shoe 
Company has remained a staple in the 
New England region business commu- 
nity. From what started out as a small 
shoe company in Boston, Timberland 
has grown into a worldwide leader of 
outdoor footwear and apparel. 


Headquartered in Exeter, New Hamp- 
shire, Timberland employs over 400 
Granite Staters in a variety of depart- 
ments such as marketing, operations, 
retail, administration, and more. The 
accomplishments of Timberland also 
transcend the workplace in ways where 
they have logged 8,300 hours of commu- 
nity service just in the last year. 


Mr. Speaker, giving back to the com- 
munity is an important aspect of suc- 
cessful business, and Timberland sets a 
great example for what all businesses 
should strive for. It was a privilege to 
visit Timberland’s headquarters last 
month, and I look forward to their next 
40 years in the great State of New 
Hampshire. 
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NATIONAL GUN VIOLENCE 
AWARENESS DAY 


(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Today we 
recognize the first National Gun Vio- 
lence Awareness Day, and when you 
look around, you will see a lot of peo- 
ple wearing orange. 

This day was declared in memory of 
Hadiya Pendleton, a teen-age girl who 
was shot and killed in a park 2 years 
ago. She would have turned 18 today. 
Hadiya’s story is sadly familiar. For 
Americans under the age of 20, gun vio- 
lence is now the second leading cause 
of death. 

Mr. Speaker, in recent years, we have 
lost more children to guns here at 
home than we did soldiers in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. It shouldn’t be political 
to say that these shootings need to 
stop. I hope we can all agree that 
America’s young people deserve better. 

We owe it to Hadiya and those like 
her to come together on this issue and 
work to prevent future tragedies. We 
know that simple solutions like man- 
datory background checks, which a 
majority of Americans support, can 
make all the difference. 

Mr. Speaker, the situation is dire, 
and action is long overdue. I urge my 
colleagues to act now on sensible gun 
control. 


— 


SUPPORT FOR MORE BORDER 
CONTROL HITS FOUR-YEAR HIGH 


(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a 
recent poll shows that a great majority 
of the American people continue to op- 
pose President Obama's immigration 
policies. The new Rasmussen Reports 
national survey found that 77 percent 
of likely voters view illegal immigra- 
tion as a serious problem in America 
today. Just 19 percent do not. 

Most voters, 63 percent, believe that 
controlling our borders is more impor- 
tant than providing a legal status to 
those already in the country illegally. 
This is the highest level of support for 
border security since 2011. And almost 
three-fifths of voters think that a path- 
way to citizenship for illegal immi- 
grants will just encourage more unlaw- 
ful immigration. Just one-quarter dis- 
agree. 

As in prior polls, Mr. Speaker, a 
strong majority of voters, 62 percent, 
feel that the United States is not ag- 
gressive enough in deporting illegal 
immigrants. A similar percentage of 
voters want to use our military along 
our southern border to prevent unlaw- 
ful entries. 

It is time for the President to heed 
voters’ views on illegal immigration 
and to enforce immigration laws. 
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NATIONAL GUN VIOLENCE 
AWARENESS DAY 


(Ms. KELLY of Illinois asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
today I am wearing orange in recogni- 
tion of the first annual National Gun 
Violence Awareness Day. Orange is the 
safety color hunters wear to alert oth- 
ers of their presence, and this is the 
perfect color to represent safety with 
respect to firearms and the value of 
human life. 

Last week, as we honored our troops 
and celebrated Memorial Day weekend, 
a wave of gun violence ripped through 
the city of Chicago, wounding more 
than 50 people and killing 12. Among 
the victims were a 17-year-old boy, a 
15-year-old girl, and a 4-year-old child. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress needs to act 
now. We can’t equip every American 
with an orange hunting vest, but we 
can surely take sensible approaches to 
reduce the threat of gun violence in 
our communities. 

This Congress, I have introduced H.R. 
224, which would require the Surgeon 
General to compile a report on the pub- 
lic health impact of gun violence. This 
commonsense gun bill can help us un- 
derstand the public health impact of 
gun violence and prevent future shoot- 
ings. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
stand with me and support common- 
sense legislation to curb the violence 
that plagues our Nation. And I want to 
say happy birthday, Hadiya, and happy 
birthday, Blair Holt. 


EE 
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SUPPORT OUR NATION’S 
TRUCKERS 


(Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, as we prepare to debate 
the Transportation, Housing and Urban 
Development Appropriations bill, I 
stand in support of our Nation’s truck- 
ers. 

The trucking industry not only pro- 
vides Americans with access to goods 
we need to use every day, but it is also 
critical to our Nation’s economy. 

In my home State of North Carolina, 
there are over 70,000 truckers working 
for more than 16,000 small businesses. 

Perhaps even more impressive is that 
86 percent of North Carolina commu- 
nities depend exclusively on trucks in 
order to transport consumer products 
and goods across our State. 

This industry is essential to ensure a 
growing and thriving U.S. economy and 
to provide crucial support to our Na- 
tion’s small businesses. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
the hard-working men and women of 
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this industry who eat their dinners on 
the road so that we can eat ours at 
home. 


—_— 


IN MEMORY OF JOHN AND ALICIA 
NASH 


(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in memory of 
Princeton University mathematician 
John Forbes Nash, Jr., and his wife, 
Alicia, two beloved members of the 
Princeton, New Jersey, community, 
who died tragically over the Memorial 
Day weekend. 

Many of us knew Dr. Nash for his 
groundbreaking, award-winning work 
in mathematics, his practical contribu- 
tions to economic theory, and his jour- 
ney to conquer mental illness. 

Many more learned his story through 
its passionate portrayal in “A Beau- 
tiful Mind.” 

He shared the 1994 Nobel Prize, and 
had just returned from celebrating his 
receipt of mathematics’ highest honor, 
the Abel Prize. 

A University of Chicago economist, 
Roger Myerson, described Mr. Nash’s 
theories as equivalent to ‘‘that of the 
discovery of the DNA double helix in 
the biological sciences.”” 

But in New Jersey, we knew both Dr. 
Nash and Alicia Nash for their kind- 
ness, their humility, their devotion to 
the community, and the many other 
ways they remained so down to earth 
after accomplishments that drew inter- 
national praise and recognition. 


—_ 


HONORING JUAN JOSE MALO 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor Juan Jose Malo on 
his retirement as the president of Mi- 
ami’s Ecuadorian-American Chamber 
of Commerce. 

Juan Jose has tirelessly worked to 
help the Ecuadorian American-owned 
and -operated businesses in south Flor- 
ida to prosper, to thrive, and to grow. 
And he has always demonstrated his 
trademark diligence by enthusiasti- 
cally advocating on behalf of all of 
south Florida’s business community. 

Juan Jose’s generosity has also 
pushed the Ecuadorian-American 
Chamber of Commerce to undertake 
seven medical and humanitarian mis- 
sions to Ecuador and one to the Domin- 
ican Republic. 

Juan Jose specifically has sought to 
bring attention to the plight of the Ec- 
uadorian people by founding the maga- 
zine “Revista Remesa,” ensuring that 
our community had the latest political 
and economic news about Ecuador. 

Juan Jose, congratulations on your 
years of leadership. We know that you 


June 2, 2015 


will continue your stellar work on be- 
half of all of south Floridians and the 
entire Ecuadorian American commu- 
nity. 
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AMERICA’S RED ROCK 
WILDERNESS ACT 


(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to introduce America’s Red 
Rock Wilderness Act, a bill to des- 
ignate as wilderness southern Utah’s 
incredible public lands, such as Desola- 
tion Canyon, the Dirty Devil, and the 
Greater Cedar Mesa. 

These wild and precious lands are our 
birthright as Americans, and they are 
essential to who we are as a Nation. 
My bill safeguards these special lands 
and the waters, the flora, and the fauna 
within them. It furthers the great 
American conservation ethic of John 
Muir, of Theodore Roosevelt, and of the 
many others who helped to preserve 
the great wild places we cannot imag- 
ine today living without. 

AS we advance toward a cleaner econ- 
omy, we must protect the $646 billion 
outdoor recreation economy, which 
employs more than 6 million people na- 
tionwide. None of that is possible with- 
out protecting our public lands. 

America’s Red Rock Wilderness Act 
would do just that. 


—_ A 


NATIONAL GUN VIOLENCE 
AWARENESS DAY 


(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec- 
ognize the first annual National Gun 
Violence Awareness Day. 

In just the past year, gun violence 
has killed 372 people in Los Angeles 
County, including 43 in my own con- 
gressional district and 20 in the city of 
Compton alone. 

My communities continue to mourn 
these victims: victims like 16-year-old 
Lontrell Lee Turner, who was gunned 
down walking home from church in 
Compton last December; 65-year-old 
Jose Padilla, the father who was shot 
and killed while closing up his res- 
taurant in Lynwood; and 12-year-old 
Mary Motsumoto, who was shot to 
death by her husband in their home in 
San Pedro. 

I have mourned with too many par- 
ents and comforted too many children 
who have lost loved ones through gun 
violence. My communities have suf- 
fered through the scourge of gun vio- 
lence for too long. The children of my 
community can no longer be targets. 

Today, I am proud to stand for gun 
violence awareness and wear an orange 
ribbon, representing the value of 
human life and the efforts we must 
take to protect it. 
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MENTAL HEALTH AWARENESS 


(Mr. KENNEDY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 


Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, accord- 
ing to a report I read recently, serious 
mental health problems are declining 
among our children, and that is very 
good news. But the same report found 
that over half of severely troubled 
youth get absolutely no help at all. 
That is a glaring gap in our system 
that must be addressed today. 


Far too often, the only thing stand- 
ing in the way of treatment is the neg- 
ative stigma associated with this dis- 
ease. The stigma of treatment and 
medication, the stigma of anger and in- 
stability, the stigma of fear of the dis- 
ease itself. 


At a time when there are 10 times 
more people with mental illness in jail 
than in State-funded psychiatric beds, 
we are not doing our job to help our 
loved ones wage this silent battle 
alone. 


Last month during Mental Health 
Awareness Month, we recognized and 
thanked organizations like the Massa- 
chusetts Association for Behavioral 
Health for their critical work to fill 
the gaps in our system and wipe away 
the stigmas that deter so many from 
pursuing treatment. 


NATIONAL GUN VIOLENCE 
AWARENESS DAY 


(Ms. ADAMS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 


Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today on the first National Gun Vio- 
lence Awareness Day. 


Gun violence is an increasingly grow- 
ing problem in our country, claiming 
the lives of hundreds of thousands na- 
tionwide each year. This must be ad- 
dressed now. 


Gun violence has taken the lives of 
America’s men, women, and children. 
In 2010, nearly 3,000 infants, children, 
and teens died as a result of gun vio- 
lence. This is unacceptable. 


In my State of North Carolina, gun 
violence is rampant. According to a 
2013 Center for American Progress re- 
port, North Carolina ranked 15th in the 
Nation for gun violence. From 2001 
through 2010, more than 11,000 North 
Carolinians died as a result of gun vio- 
lence. These senseless crimes instill 
fear, pain, and insecurity in our com- 
munities. 


My colleagues, we must band to- 
gether to repair our communities and 
help stop gun violence. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2577, TRANSPORTATION, 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP- 
MENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2016, AND 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 


OF H.R. 2578, COMMERCE, JUS- 
TICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2016 


Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 287 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 287 


Resolved, That (a) at any time after adop- 
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur- 
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of any bill specified in section 
2 of this resolution. The first reading of each 
such bill shall be dispensed with. All points 
of order against consideration of each such 
bill are waived. General debate on each such 
bill shall be confined to that bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. After general debate each such bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. Points of order against pro- 
visions in each such bill for failure to com- 
ply with clause 2 of rule XXI are waived. 

(b) During consideration of each such bill 
for amendment— 

(1) each amendment, other than amend- 
ments provided for in paragraph (2), shall be 
debatable for 10 minutes equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an opponent 
and shall not be subject to amendment ex- 
cept as provided in paragraph (2); 

(2) no pro forma amendment shall be in 
order except that the chair and ranking mi- 
nority member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations or their respective designees may 
offer up to 10 pro forma amendments each at 
any point for the purpose of debate; and 

(3) the chair of the Committee of the Whole 
may accord priority in recognition on the 
basis of whether the Member offering an 
amendment has caused it to be printed in the 
portion of the Congressional Record des- 
ignated for that purpose in clause 8 of rule 
XVIII. Amendments so printed shall be con- 
sidered as read. 

(c) When the committee rises and reports 
any such bill back to the House with a rec- 
ommendation that the bill do pass, the pre- 
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on that bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in- 
structions. 

SEC. 2. The bills referred to in the first sec- 
tion of this resolution are as follows: 

(a) The bill (H.R. 2577) making appropria- 
tions for the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, and re- 
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes. 

(b) The bill (H.R. 2578) making appropria- 
tions for the Departments of Commerce and 
Justice, Science, and Related Agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and 
for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized for 1 
hour. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), my 
friend, pending which I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. During 
consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de- 
bate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, House 
Resolution 287 provides for a modified 
open rule for separate consideration of 
H.R. 2578 and H.R. 2577. Under this rule, 
any Member may offer any amend- 
ments to the bills in question that 
comply with the rules of the House. It 
also provides for 10 minutes of debate 
on each amendment considered. This 
approach has been what we call a 
standard rule for appropriations bills 
and was established and has been fol- 
lowed for this last year and the year 
before, and I believe it has been effec- 
tive and, really, a good way for this 
body to be able to effectively operate, 
allowing each and every Member of 
this body the chance to offer their 
amendments. 

This rule also accomplishes two im- 
portant goals: 

First, it reflects the majority’s com- 
mitment to an open and transparent 
appropriations process. This rule will 
also allow for all Members to bring to 
this body their ideas that they have 
that they bring from back home, per- 
haps ideas from their own individual 
constituents about how we can make 
this appropriations process even better. 
I think it is important that Members of 
Congress be given an opportunity to do 
this in the appropriations process, and 
that is exactly what we are trying to 
do today for a robust opportunity for 
discussion. If an amendment complies 
with the rules of the House, it cer- 
tainly will be given an up-or-down 
vote, if that Member chooses to do so. 

Secondly, this rule provides for rea- 
sonable time constraints. It is my be- 
lief that if Members’ ideas are heard 
and the process by which we consider 
appropriations bills is done on a timely 
basis, then the House will benefit, and 
so will the American people, so that we 
work effectively and efficiently at the 
same time. This rule, I believe, strikes 
a good balance, allowing all Members 
an opportunity to offer necessary 
amendments but also allowing the 
House to get its work done. 


1230 


I estimate that we will spend about 
18 hours in the process to get these 
bills done. Throughout this open proc- 
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ess, the House will be able to make two 
great bills, I think, even better. 

Mr. Speaker, the open process by 
which these two bills will be consid- 
ered, if the rule is adopted, is not only 
a good thing, but I think it says some- 
thing about the work that the Rules 
Committee is doing. I am proud to sup- 
port these two underlying bills because 
they make tough decisions, and they 
prioritize the responsibilities of the 
Federal Government. We simply do not 
have enough money to spread around 
to not have to make tough decisions. 
These are tough decisions that are 
made. 

Yesterday, at the Rules Committee, 
both of these bills were equally ad- 
dressed on a bipartisan basis, and both 
the ranking member and the chairman 
of the subcommittee said they worked 
well together. 

Obviously, not everybody was happy 
with how much money they had to 
spend, but both of the ranking mem- 
bers—the Democrats who were 
present—addressed our committee and 
said that they were treated fairly, that 
they were treated respectfully, and 
that it was an open and transparent 
process to achieve good things for the 
bills. 

That is the hope that I have as we 
come to the floor today in that you 
will see groups of Members who will 
come to the floor with an open oppor- 
tunity as a result of what we did in the 
Rules Committee, knowing that the 
process that took place back in the Ap- 
propriations Committee was well done. 

Alarmingly, however, yesterday, we 
learned that President Obama has 
threatened to veto both of these bills 
because, as I quote him, they “dras- 
tically underfund critical invest- 
ments.” 

Let me see if I can break this down 
for you. It is our job to determine what 
those appropriations levels would be. 
We heard from the President of the 
United States when he presented his 
budget, and year after year after year, 
the President of the United States has 
failed to receive more than only sev- 
eral votes on his budget. 

I believe that what we have done by 
working carefully and meticulously 
through the budget process and 
through the appropriations process 
gives us a better angle on the needs 
and the priorities of these agencies 
from a congressional and, I believe, a 
“back home” experience. 

The people of this country elected 
their Representatives, and their Rep- 
resentatives have come to Washington 
and have had a fair and open process, 
notwithstanding that we are not spend- 
ing as much as people want us to 
spend. 

I believe that the President is saying 
that he will veto these bills because he 
does not believe that we simply con- 
tinue to spend more and more and 
more. This President has an insatiable 
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appetite that we saw and have seen 
year after year after year. 

Based upon his words, I would say 
back to him: Mr. President, please look 
at the merits of the work that the 
House of Representatives is doing on a 
bipartisan basis. We are trying to live 
within the parameters of a budget that 
has been established and that was 
voted on by Members of this body, that 
has the vast majority of the Members 
of this body to say, when compared to 
the President's budget, this is the 
budget that I believe best represents 
not only what we can accomplish but 
what will work in the best interests of 
the American people, our constituents. 
Mr. President, they are the same ones 
that you have across this great Nation. 
Mr. President, we are asking you to 
take a second look at how you will lis- 
ten to us and to watch the process that 
is going on here. I think it will develop 
itself into a better way for us to do 
business, and I would encourage the 
White House to look at that. 

Mr. Speaker, a great nation simply 
cannot spend money that it does not 
have and be a great nation for very 
long. This last month, we crossed over 
the terrible, terrible threshold of going 
from $17 trillion to $18 trillion in debt, 
and we continue to add up this debt 
and live off that debt and add to the 
debt with the spending that we do. We 
believe that what we have got to do is 
become more responsible with the tax- 
payers’ dollars and the future of this 
great Nation. 

The law of the land and the law that 
the President has signed requires Con- 
gress to act within the requirements of 
the Budget Control Act. These were 
agreements that were made with the 
President. That is what we are sticking 
to, and that is what these bills do; yet 
the President, once again, is telling us: 
Please set aside the agreement that 
was made. I don’t now like the thing 
that I agreed to, that I signed into law. 

In some instances, they were some of 
the President’s own ideas. 

We need to understand that the 
American people want and expect us to 
see problems and to solve them and to 
stick to it. That is what this budget 
process is about, and that is exactly 
what this appropriations process is 
about. 

Look, I disagree with the President. I 
believe that what we need to do is to 
live within the agreement of the Budg- 
et Control Act. My party, the Repub- 
licans, have worked to lower discre- 
tionary spending from nearly $1.5 tril- 
lion in 2009, where we were, to today in 
2015, $1.014 trillion. 

That is the difference between 2009 
and 2015, years in which excessive and 
out-of-control spending could have 
taken place but for the discipline of the 
Republican Party and the discipline of 
our Members and, might I say, of the 
American people, who have heard our 
call for having a plan, a plan which 
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carefully moves America into the fu- 
ture, that lessens the amount of debt 
the American people have to take on, 
and that makes better opportunities 
for our children and grandchildren not 
to have to pay back our excessive 
spending just because we are a group of 
people who thinks it is smarter than 
the people back home. We aren’t. 

They get also, Mr. Speaker, that we 
have to have a defined goal. We have to 
do exactly what they do back home, 
and that is to be responsible about a 
family budget, about a State budget, 
about a Federal Government budget. 

That means disciplined account- 
ability and a plan that you are willing 
to stick to. That is exactly what we 
have done. We have worked hard to 
lower discretionary spending over 
these years, and the effort has saved 
more than $2 trillion over this period of 
time and, I believe, over what would 
have been spent. 

I think this is a big win for the 
American people, and I think it is a big 
win for people who want, need, and ex- 
pect Members of Congress to come to 
Washington and stick not only to a 
plan, but to a disciplined approach in 
trying to balance together the needs of 
this great Nation and its people and 
the need for us to look over the horizon 
at what our future would be. 

I think that we have lowered spend- 
ing and that we have had a chance to 
shrink the size of government. Cer- 
tainly, what we are trying to do is to 
work at lowering the deficit or the 
amount of money that would have been 
added to that deficit. These are the dis- 
cussions that people back home have 
with their Members of Congress: What 
lies ahead? And how are you going to 
be able to make tough decisions? 

I hope that the President of the 
United States is listening to this be- 
cause we are, on a bipartisan basis, 
having these same discussions in the 
House of Representatives and in the 
committees on which our Members 
serve. Now is the time not to go back 
to liberal, reckless spending opportuni- 
ties. They will always abound. 

It is always easier to spend somebody 
else’s money. I just don’t think it is 
right, so the Republican Party is here 
on the floor today with two more ap- 
propriations bills, and it is going to 
sell to the American people the con- 
fidence that we have that we can make 
this government work more effectively 
and more efficiently—yes, with fewer 
dollars but with greater opportunities 
for efficiency. 

I believe that both of these bills 
strike what is a balance, a balance be- 
tween funding critical projects while 
making smart financial decisions. 
These two can be accomplished, and 
that is why we are trying to work to- 
gether to prioritize it. 

H.R. 2578, the Commerce, Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies Appro- 
priations Act of 2016, focuses on the 
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true governmental interest: fighting 
crime; making decisions about how we 
keep terrorists at bay; keeping the 
American people safe; and supporting 
the U.S. economy at the same time by 
making critical investments in science, 
space, exports, and manufacturing. 
Certainly, in tough economic times, 
tough decisions are required, and that 
is exactly where we are. 

Yesterday, we had a chance to hear 
from two Members of Congress—Repub- 
licans—one of them, the gentleman 
from Houston, Texas (Mr. CULBERSON), 
the subcommittee chairman. He talked 
about the bill reflecting smart but fair 
decisions. The decisions that he spoke 
about were that the legislation pro- 
vided $51.4 billion in total discre- 
tionary, which was $661 million below 
the President’s request. 

H.R. 2578 also prioritizes vital pro- 
grams that are, essentially, built 
around law enforcement—Federal law 
enforcement—and their ability to aim 
at the problems that our citizens see 
and that, certainly, our law enforce- 
ment sees and to put a priority on na- 
tional security and public safety and 
initiatives that also aim for job cre- 
ation and economic growth. These are 
part of the priorities that have to be 
taken up, and, in fact, they were. 

The second bill, H.R. 2577, the Trans- 
portation, Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment, and Related Agencies Appropria- 
tions Act of 2016, I believe, similarly 
had many of the same characteristics. 

First of all, they are going to stick to 
exactly what we talked about in the 
budget, and they are going to have to 
strike a balance—a tough balance—but 
one which is based on the priorities of 
essential programs and on making re- 
sponsible reductions to low-priority ac- 
tivities. 

This bill provides $55.3 billion in dis- 
cretionary funding, which is $9.7 billion 
below what the President wanted. Once 
again, the President does not want to 
stick to the budget agreement—an 
agreement which he signed into law— 
but that is what this body is going to 
do. 

We are going to live within the law, 
and living within the law is what the 
American people expect as part of the 
plan. This bill allows for important in- 
vestments in national transportation 
infrastructure, including investments 
in our national highways, railways, 
and airports. It also provides help to 
people who are in dire need of afford- 
able housing options. 

Mr. Speaker, I learned a long time 
ago, when I became a scoutmaster for 
the Boy Scouts of America, that needs 
always outpace resources. Needs are al- 
ways out there, and they are something 
that you just simply want to continue 
to be a part of, but money is not al- 
ways the answer. 

Sometimes, a prioritization of the 
needs that you have to meet will then 
define you to a better process, one 
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which people can then better under- 
stand. That is what we are doing here 
today. 

Like most Members, who will have 
an opportunity as a result of the work 
that we did last night in the Rules 
Committee, I have ideas that, I think, 
can help improve H.R. 2577. One of 
those ideas, I have brought to the floor 
many, many times in a bill; and during 
the debate on funding, I think I will 
have good ideas that will help make 
our country stronger—in this case, 
make transportation stronger. 

It became clear to me a number of 
years ago that government subsidized 
rail service on Amtrak does not make 
economic sense. What we have looked 
at is that Amtrak takes money. Years 
and years and years ago, they agreed 
that they would quit taking govern- 
ment subsidies and would run the rail- 
road as an east and west operation. 

Instead, what did they do? They be- 
came a cross-country hauler. Every 
single long-distance route that Amtrak 
provides—those of more than 400 miles 
in length—operate at a loss every sin- 
gle month. There are 11 routes that 
cost double the amount of revenue that 
they create. That is why I have offered 
two important opportunities, which 
were amendments, to eliminate this. 

The first would eliminate the funding 
for Amtrak’s long-distance routes, 
which have a total direct cost of more 
than twice the revenue. That means, if 
the cost is twice the revenue, then it 
would be eliminated. 

The second would eliminate the fund- 
ing for Amtrak’s worst performing 
line, the Sunset Limited. The Sunset 
Limited, which is an east-west and 
west-east operation is subsidized for 
every single ticket and for every single 
train by over $400 in government sub- 
sidies, a loss totalling $41.9 million last 
year alone. 
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Mr. Speaker, these are just some of 
the ideas. Mr. Speaker, you will be 
hearing about lots of them over the 
next 18-some hours of debate that will 
take place. This is a good thing about 
this rule. Members just like myself will 
have a chance to come and put their 
ideas as opportunities on the floor for 
other Members to consider. I think 
that is why we are here today, to work 
together on a process that will make 
our country even stronger. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem- 
bers are reminded to address their re- 
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas, the chair of 
the Committee on Rules and my friend, 
for yielding the customary 30 minutes 
for debate. 

I yield myself such time as I may 
consume, and I rise today in opposition 
to the rule and underlying bill. 
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Mr. Speaker, this rule provides for 
consideration of both H.R. 2578, the 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re- 
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, as 
well as H.R. 2577, the Transportation, 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act. 
Both, in my opinion, are woefully inad- 
equate and underfunded pieces of legis- 
lation that serve as a slap in the face 
to hard-working Americans and a re- 
minder of my Republican colleagues’ 
shortsighted and irresponsible attempt 
at achieving a balanced budget. 

Last night, in his testimony before 
the Committee on Rules on H.R. 2577, 
Ranking Member DAVID PRICE made a 
statement that was not only profound 
but incredibly accurate. He responded 
to Republican sentiments that slashing 
domestic appropriations in isolation is 
a necessary evil by stating that “a 
great nation must invest in its future.” 

Indeed, the importance of this invest- 
ment cannot be overstated. For too 
long, we have forced austerity meas- 
ures upon appropriators that prevent 
the funding of programs that create 
jobs; bolster our economy; repair and 
improve our Nation's decrepit high- 
ways, transit systems, and infrastruc- 
ture; that fund medical research; and 
provide safe, decent, and affordable 
housing for poor and vulnerable fami- 
lies, the elderly, and disabled. 

It both saddens and frustrates me 
that my Republican friends continue to 
go after domestic programs that would 
unequivocally improve the lives of so 
many Americans while at the same 
time refusing to address the real driv- 
ers of the fiscal crisis, which are tax 
expenditures and mandatory spending. 

It is unconscionable to me that we, 
as a nation, cannot come up with the 
money to fund projects that repair and 
improve our country's transportation 
infrastructure. I pointed out yesterday 
in the Committee on Rules that aside 
from all of the bridges that 1 talked 
about from Florida that are in need of 
repair, right here in Washington, the 
Memorial Bridge that leads from Vir- 
ginia into this city is in need of repair. 

The initiative that provides grants to 
local law enforcement and first re- 
sponders would also improve in our 
country. But we provide ourselves with 
an unlimited budget to fight foreign 
wars without a mechanism to pay for 
those costs. Enough already, Congress. 
How about an authorization for the use 
of force rather than the methods that 
are employed now for ongoing, undeter- 
mined, indefinite—it appears—wars? 

The solution to our current fiscal cir- 
cumstances lies not in withholding of 
necessary funding for essential domes- 
tic programs, but in comprehensive re- 
form that considers—yes, considers— 
tax increases in addition to entitle- 
ment and appropriations cuts. That is 
how we balanced the budget in 1994 and 
to a relative degree in 1997, and we had, 
at that time, 4 years of balanced budg- 
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ets. Adherence to these Republican 
budget limits self-imposed by seques- 
tration is ineffective, detrimental to 
our national progress, and just plain 
wrong. 

The Commerce, Justice, Science Ap- 
propriations measure before us today is 
the instrument used to provide funding 
for many vital programs and agencies, 
such as the Department of Justice, 
Commerce, NASA, and the National 
Science Foundation. Despite the im- 
portance of fully funding these agen- 
cies, this bill is a prime example of the 
mindless austerity of sequestration and 
the misguided priorities of my Repub- 
lican colleagues. 

Time won't permit to add context to 
how we got to sequestration, and my 
friend from Texas, the chairman of the 
Committee on Rules, is absolutely cor- 
rect. The President did sign this meas- 
ure, but that was at the instance of an 
awful lot of negotiations and the gov- 
ernment being shut down. 

I don’t stand here and point fingers 
at either side in this regard. I said yes- 
terday in the Committee on Rules, and 
I repeat here, it is the fault of 435 vot- 
ing Members of Congress that we allow 
for this measure to put us in the posi- 
tion that we are in on these two meas- 
ures as well as others to come. 

For example, this bill fails to ade- 
quately fund several Department of 
Justice grant programs and outright 
eliminates others, programs and fund- 
ing that are critical to many State and 
local law enforcement activities. Spe- 
cifically, the bill cuts $180 million from 
the Community Oriented Policing 
Services hiring program. This effec- 
tively eliminates a program that would 
put an additional 1,300 police officers 
on the streets. At a time when the rela- 
tionship between many of our commu- 
nities and law enforcement is strained, 
why are we decimating a program dedi- 
cated to building trust and mutual re- 
spect between the police and the com- 
munities they serve? 

In another startling policy decision 
by the majority, this bill eliminates, in 
its entirety, several other important 
programs, including the substance 
abuse program. 

I come to the floor today from a 
meeting this morning dealing with in- 
stitutions for mental disease in which 
the community of persons who work in 
substance abuse, addiction, and mental 
health are pleading for the changes 
necessary for them to be able to ad- 
dress the significant problem that our 
population faces from veterans, to ci- 
vilians, to children, and to the elderly, 
and yet what we did in this measure is 
eliminate the Substance Abuse Treat- 
ment program. 

We eliminate the Violent Gang and 
Gun Crime Reduction initiative at a 
time when we are witnessing, in our 
Nation, serious gun violence, and many 
of us today are about the business of 
trying to highlight, at least on this one 
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day, the epidemic of gun violence in 
our society and how it has cost lives 
and treasure. 

This program, as offered, eliminates 
the National Center for Campus Public 
Safety. 

Perhaps the most indicative of the 
misplaced funding priorities by the ma- 
jority is the gun policy rider—yep, yep, 
a rider, not part of this bill, just kind 
of tacked on like we tacked on some- 
thing having to do with Cuba. We just 
tack these riders on, and this has been 
attached to this legislation. 

Not only has the majority com- 
pletely eviscerated important violence 
and gun crime reduction programs, 
they have attached a policy rider that 
cancels out a narrow, targeted report- 
ing requirement on the sale of certain 
long guns sold in four border States. 
The purpose of this requirement is to 
discourage straw purchasers from buy- 
ing weapons for Mexican drug cartels. 
This reporting requirement has been 
proven to be effective. Courts agreed 
that it does not restrict Second 
Amendment rights, so why is the ma- 
jority including this irresponsible gun 
rider in a bill that largely funds public 
safety? The irony of this provision 
should not be lost on any of us. 

Finally, in addition to cutting fund- 
ing to important public safety pro- 
grams, this bill showcases my Repub- 
lican colleagues’ remarkable ability to 
bury their heads in the sand when it 
comes to climate change, employing 
their ill-conceived strategy of 
defunding any program that might help 
us understand and address this impor- 
tant issue. This legislation inten- 
tionally underfunds the Geosciences di- 
rectorate at the National Science 
Foundation and the Earth Science Of- 
fice at NASA, where scientists are 
studying the most effective ways to re- 
spond to climate change. 

The second bill, H.R. 2577, provides 
$55.3 billion in discretionary funding 
for transportation and housing pro- 
grams for fiscal year 2016. While this 
allocation appears to be an increase 
from fiscal year 2015, after inflationary 
adjustments, including declining Fed- 
eral Housing Administration receipts 
and increasing Section 8 renewal costs, 
this bill actually designates $1.5 billion 
less than last year’s enacted level. 

The shortcomings of this piece of leg- 
islation are so numerous that I would 
far exceed the time allotted to me if I 
were to attempt to discuss them all. 
Instead, I will just graze the surface by 
addressing just a few of the most egre- 
gious provisions. 

This bill reduces funding for Amtrak 
by 18 percent from last year’s level and 
$1.3 billion below the President's re- 
quest. This reduction eliminates fund- 
ing for positive train control, a tech- 
nology that the Transportation Safety 
Board has stated publicly may have 
prevented last month’s tragic Amtrak 
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derailment in Philadelphia, and pro- 
vides no funding for intercity pas- 
senger rail or the installation of addi- 
tional safety mechanisms. 

It also slashes funding for the Fed- 
eral Transit Administration’s Capital 
Investment Grant program, cuts 
TIGER funding by $400 million—it does 
have a placeholder for something that 
may take place in the future—and it 
reduces the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration’s capital program, which im- 
pedes the FAA’s ability to implement 
its NextGen program as well as main- 
tain and improve aging facilities. 

In addition to its funding inadequa- 
cies, as has become custom under Re- 
publican leadership, this bill offers up 
legislative handouts to the trucking in- 
dustry and other powerful interests at 
the expense of the safety of our con- 
stituents. Specifically, it is going to 
allow trucks to carry longer trailers 
across the country, make it harder for 
the Department of Transportation to 
mandate that drivers get more rest be- 
fore they hit the road, and forbid the 
Department from raising the minimum 
insurance it requires trucks and buses 
to carry. 

I wonder if we ever really talk to 
truckers and really ask them do they 
want to carry trains on roads—that is 
what it amounts to—and do they need 
the rest that they have requested for 
years. None of us are against the 
trucking industry, but these measures 
allow for something that should not 
occur. The latest data which is avail- 
able shows that nearly 4,000 people died 
in accidents involving large trucks. 
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Last week, there were no less than 
three in the constituency I serve, in- 
cluding a 17-year-old extremely bright 
young girl who lost her life at the in- 
stance of a trucking incident. 

Most of these 4,000 people were riding 
in another vehicle or were pedestrians. 
That is a 17 percent increase from the 
year 2009. 

These provisions will make our high- 
ways less safe and do not belong in an 
appropriations bill. Trucking regula- 
tions should be openly debated as part 
of a comprehensive surface transpor- 
tation bill, which, incidentally, we 
have been assured is on the horizon. 

Currently, one out of every nine 
bridges in our country is structurally 
deficient, and congestion has never 
been worse. At the same time, our pop- 
ulation is expected to grow by 70 mil- 
lion over the next 30 years. Knowing 
this, we must not continue to wait for 
our bridges to collapse, our public tran- 
sit systems to malfunction, and our 
highways to deteriorate before we 
agree to provide adequate funding. 

Just as it does for transportation and 
infrastructure initiatives, H.R. 2577 
makes dramatic cuts to funding for 
housing support programs for poor and 
vulnerable individuals and families. 
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One of the most striking of these re- 
ductions is the one levied against the 
public housing capital fund, making it 
only slightly higher than the monetary 
amount allocated in 1989, without ac- 
counting for inflation. 

I held a housing forum on Saturday 
in the congressional district that I am 
privileged to serve, and I saw the pain 
that was expressed by the people in 
long waiting lines for section 8 housing 
and in the deteriorating public housing 
that is in that 30-year at-risk period. It 
just pains me even to talk about it and 
then to come up here and in this very 
week do more, if we follow our Repub- 
lican friends, to cut these programs. 

This bill also reduces funding for the 
Department of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment’s Choice Neighborhoods ini- 
tiative. It slashes funding for Healthy 
Homes and lead hazard control grants, 
exposing the most underprivileged chil- 
dren to toxic lead poisoning. 

It transfers money from the housing 
trust fund to fund the HOME program, 
taking funding away from a program 
which is reserved for the most eco- 
nomically disadvantaged and in the 
most need of assistance, and does noth- 
ing to increase access to safe and af- 
fordable housing for the elderly or dis- 
abled. 

In short, this legislation undermines 
the continued viability of our Nation’s 
infrastructure and threatens our coun- 
try’s economic competitiveness. 

I fear that without these necessary 
investments in transportation, hous- 
ing, science, commerce, and justice 
programs, the negative implication of 
Representative PRICE’s statement will 
become a reality. We will fail to re- 
main a great Nation because we will 
fail to accommodate the demands of 
the future. 

For these very important reasons, 
and many more that I could express, I 
oppose both the rule and the under- 
lying bills, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I know that I see one of our col- 
leagues from the Rules Committee who 
wants to come speak, but I want to 
take just a second and respond in kind 
for my party, and that is that my party 
does recognize that there is much that 
does get accomplished because of the 
efforts of this government and the ef- 
forts of this Congress that fund good 
ideas and do things. 

A number of years ago, we became 
faced with, however, a circumstance 
where what lies in our immediate fu- 
ture is too much spending, which 
means that this country has to borrow 
money. It is money that needs to be 
paid back. 

But in the process of taking money, 
setting priorities, and spending money, 
there also is something called interest 
on the debt. And that is, if money were 
free and you could just borrow money 
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but not pay interest for it, I am sure 
we would not mind how much we bor- 
rowed. 

But the bottom line is that is not the 
reality. The reality is that we have to 
pay for money that we borrow. And 
that debt which we have to pay money 
back for means that every single year 
the amount of money that we pay and 
that comes out of the pot of money 
gets larger and larger and larger. And 
paying back debt competes against 
money that we can spend on behalf of 
people. 

And so, at some point, if you just buy 
off on that we have got to spend more 
and more and more, that means that 
we have to take more as debt and pay 
more of interest. And that competes in 
a marketplace, in a budget, against 
projects that we would like to do and 
that do actually help people and that 
do focus on the most needy and the 
most vulnerable in our society. 

But we are spending, Mr. Speaker, an 
incredible amount of money. And we 
are trying to learn over time how to 
become more efficient, how to make 
our cities even better, how to create 
jobs, and how to educate people and to 
bring them forth in a mature way. 
That is what every great nation really 
will be ultimately charged with: how 
can you make your country better not 
just today, but for the future. 

And so Republicans do stand for not 
spending more than what we make so 
that we have more that we can make in 
a balanced budget today and spend in a 
way that creates a better future for our 
children and grandchildren. 

The bottom line is, over the last 6 
years, we have gone from a debt of $9 
trillion to $18 trillion. Some could say 
that was while we slept, but that is not 
true. It happened while we were trying 
to offer better opportunities and re- 
solve. 

So, for the last 5 years, Republicans 
have said we are going to quit this run- 
away spending, we are going to make 
tough decisions, and we are going to 
protect this great Nation at the same 
time. But we are asking for the Amer- 
ican people to also recognize what we 
are doing, Mr. Speaker. And just as I 
speak to you today, I speak to people 
back home, as other Members of Con- 
gress do to their constituents, and say 
we are trying to balance what we do 
over time with the efficiencies that 
keep this great Nation great. 

I will be honest with you. We live in 
the greatest Nation in the world. And 
thank God we are Americans. We trust 
in God, but we also trust in discipline 
to make this great Nation even better. 
And that is what appropriations bills 
are about: priority, making this great 
Nation still great tomorrow with dis- 
cipline. And discipline has a lot to do 
with our ability to be a great Nation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire how much time is remaining? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Florida has 12 minutes re- 
maining, and the gentleman from 
Texas has 7 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Before making my remarks, I just 
want to say in a challenging way to the 
chairman of the Rules Committee that 
if we were to fix a bridge, it takes peo- 
ple to fix that bridge. And the people 
who fix that bridge spend their money 
in the local areas and pay taxes, which 
brings revenue back in. And that is 
why we need to fix bridges, in my judg- 
ment. 

I am pleased at this time to yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
McGOVERN), my good friend with whom 
it is a pleasure to serve with on the 
Rules Committee. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Florida for yielding, and I 
want to associate myself with his re- 
marks. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
opposition to this rule, which provides 
for consideration of the Transpor- 
tation-HUD and CJS appropriations 
bills. 

First, let me express my astonish- 
ment at the big giveaways to the 
trucking industry in this Transpor- 
tation-HUD bill. This bill is loaded up 
with pet projects of the trucking indus- 
try that threaten the health and safety 
of the traveling public. 

The lack of regard for the safety and 
well-being of those on the roads and 
bridges is stunning. It is hard to be- 
lieve that some of the provisions that 
are contained as policy riders in these 
appropriations bills are actually there. 

This bill should focus on strength- 
ening America’s infrastructure, repair- 
ing crumbling bridges, investing in 
public transportation, and making our 
roads safer, but instead puts the truck- 
ing industry in the driving seat, leav- 
ing the average American left behind. 

The bill would, one, increase truck 
weights in Idaho and Kansas; two, 
allow twin 33-foot trailers on inter- 
states; three, delay full implementa- 
tion of DOT’s hours of service rule, 
which requires minimum rest periods 
for truckers; and, four, prohibit the De- 
partment of Transportation from in- 
creasing minimum insurance require- 
ments for big trucks and motor coach- 
es. 

Mr. Speaker, with all that we know, 
it is simply outrageous that we would 
allow bigger and heavier trucks on our 
highways. 

Today’s bill is intended specifically 
to appropriate funds, not authorize new 
policy. Yet this is exactly what these 
policy riders are doing. They don’t be- 
long on this bill. 

Furthermore, there was not a single 
hearing on these trucking riders: not 
one subcommittee hearing, not one full 
committee hearing. These issues are 
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important enough where they should 
be openly debated as part of a com- 
prehensive surface transportation au- 
thorization bill, not tacked on to an 
appropriations bill. They don’t belong 
here. But this process has become so 
corrupted that anything goes. Commit- 
tees of jurisdiction are routinely dis- 
regarded and disrespected. 

Making these controversial policy 
changes before the Department of 
Transportation finishes their com- 
prehensive truck size and weight study 
that was required by MAP-21 would be 
irresponsible. We should allow the De- 
partment of Transportation the time it 
needs to get their study right. 

Simply put, these trucking industry 
riders will make our highways less safe 
at a time when our infrastructure fund- 
ing is woefully inadequate and our 
roads and bridges are crumbling. 

In just the past 4 years, we have seen 
a dramatic 17 percent increase in the 
number of truck crash deaths and an 
alarming 28 percent increase in inju- 
ries. Instead of advancing safety meas- 
ures to make our roads safer, Congress 
is about to roll back significant safety 
laws and regulations that will result in 
more deaths and more injuries on our 
roads and highways. In fatal truck and 
car crashes, 96 percent of the fatalities 
are occupants of the passenger car. 

Mr. Speaker, public opinion is clear: 
Americans do not want bigger trucks 
or tired truck drivers on the road. Sev- 
enty-six percent of Americans opposed 
longer and heavier trucks, and 80 per- 
cent were opposed to increasing truck 
driver working and driving hours. 

Yet here we are with authorizing lan- 
guage on an appropriations bill to 
make our roads less safe. Why are my 
friends doing this? It might be good 
policy for fundraising purposes, but it 
is lousy policy for the American peo- 
ple. 

These dangerous riders don’t belong 
here. They threaten the safety of ev- 
eryday Americans on the road, and we 
ought to insist that they be removed. 

Mr. Speaker, I also wish to express 
my concern about the dangerous and 
backward-thinking riders that are in- 
cluded in both the CJS and Transpor- 
tation-HUD Appropriations bills re- 
garding Cuba. 

Obviously, there are several Members 
here in this House who are nostalgic 
for the cold war, who are still living in 
the past. I just want to say, thanks to 
the leadership of President Obama and 
this administration, we are making 
real progress in normalizing relations 
with Cuba and connecting them with a 
21st century economy. We are ending 
an embarrassing, dumb, and counter- 
productive policy that by all accounts 
has been a miserable failure for the 
last five decades. 

In 2011, after President Obama rein- 
stated the rules allowing Cuban Ameri- 
cans to visit their relatives on the is- 
land and permitting all Americans to 
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send remittances to Cuba, hard-liners 
used the appropriations process to pre- 
vent the policies from being imple- 
mented. Thankfully, Senate Democrats 
kept the hard-liners’ provisions out of 
the omnibus bill, and legislation re- 
versing the modest but hopeful travel 
and remittance reforms never reached 
the President’s desk. 


1315 


As a result, hundreds of thousands of 
trips between the U.S. and Cuba have 
taken place every year since, reuniting 
families and increasing the number of 
Cubans receiving the economic support 
they need to run their own businesses 
and lead more independent lives. 

Instead of celebrating the progress, 
hard-liners are once again trying to 
shut down the new openings for greater 
citizen diplomacy created by this ad- 
ministration. This is the wrong thing 
to do for America; this is the wrong 
thing to do for American companies, 
and it is the wrong thing to do for the 
American people. 

Mr. Speaker, for the first time in six 
decades, the United States Government 
is encouraging citizen diplomacy, 
greater travel and trade, and tele- 
communications and other industries 
to build relationships and stronger ties 
with counterparts among the Cuban 
people and new entrepreneurs. 

American businesses are already see- 
ing the potential for economic growth. 
That is why JetBlue and other airlines 
are expanding charter services and 
planning commercial routes, why ferry 
companies are planning to set sail for 
Havana, why Airbnb and Netflix are 
hoping to build real businesses in the 
Cuban market, why Governors in red 
and blue States alike are trying to po- 
sition companies in their States to suc- 
ceed. 

The provisions in these bills are 
antibusiness. Airlines and maritime 
businesses have already taken steps to 
initiate travel service to and from 
Cuba based on the administration’s De- 


cember 17, 2014, announcement, and 
these provisions in these bills will 
block them. 


Even the United States Chamber of 
Commerce strongly opposes these pro- 
visions, and they have sent a letter to 
Congress basically making the case 
why we ought to have better and more 
open travel and trade with Cuba. 

It is why Americans across the coun- 
try and Cuban Americans in commu- 
nities where they live are so deeply 
committed to a policy that puts the 
cold war behind us and puts our coun- 
try on a path to creating a new and 
brighter future with Cuba. 

Simply put, these provisions in these 
appropriations bills are trying to pull 
the plug on new efforts by U.S. citizens 
and U.S. companies to expand their 
presence in Cuba. As the policy moves 
forward, they keep trying to pull us 
back into the cold war and a policy 
that has failed for over 50 years. 
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Let’s be clear. The Transportation- 
HUD Appropriations bill would ground 
new commercial or charter flights that 
came into being after March 15, 2015. 
JetBlue and Tampa International Air- 
port are just two beneficiaries of the 
President’s new policy who would be 
adversely affected. 

With new ferries leaving port, as 
much as $340 million would be pumped 
into Florida's economy. These provi- 
sions would hold back that economic 
growth, hurting American businesses 
in Fort Lauderdale, Tampa, Orlando, 
and Miami. 

Mr. Speaker, the CJS bill would shut 
down U.S. exports to Cuba in ways that 
will affect telecommunications firms 
now in negotiations to open up phone 
and Internet connections on the island. 

Do we want Cubans to be better con- 
nected to the outside world? I thought 
the answer was a huge bipartisan yes, 
but apparently not. The ugly truth is 
that these provisions in these bills are 
hiding their real intent, and that is to 
shut down the growing connections be- 
tween Cuba and the United States and 
our citizens and U.S. companies. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 would just say to my 
colleagues that these provisions, first 
of all, do not belong in appropriations 
bills. They are authorizing language. 
They don't belong even in this debate. 

I would suggest to them that these 
appropriations bills aren't going to see 
the light of day as long as these provi- 
sions are in this bill. 1 would urge my 
colleagues to put the cold war behind 
them and to get rid of these provisions, 
and let's move on to a better and more 
productive relationship. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, the 
beautiful part about these last two 
speakers is that the rule allows them 
to come to the floor and to present an 
amendment to strike or to add any- 
thing that they would like to add into 
this bill. That is the beauty of what we 
are trying to do here today, Mr. Speak- 
er. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
30 seconds to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN). 

Mr. McGOVERN. I would just re- 
spond to the chairman by saying the 
thing about this rule that is so frus- 
trating is that important amendments 
are only given 10 minutes of debate, 5 
minutes on each side. Some of these 
issues are important and deserve more 
than 5 minutes of debate. 

We are not going to have debates. We 
are going to offer amendments and 
then, essentially, vote. I am not so ex- 
cited about the way this rule has been 
constructed, especially given the fact 
that very little time is being allotted 
to discuss some of these important 
issues. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
ask that you ask my good friend, the 
chairman of the Rules Committee, if he 
is ready to close. I have no additional 
speakers at this time. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre- 
ciate the gentleman asking. I have no 
further speakers and, in fact, would, as 
we have done many times, allow the 
gentleman to offer his close, and then I 
would also. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

These bills exemplify the reckless- 
ness and the foolishness of the major- 
ity’s almost exclusive focus on domes- 
tic appropriations for deficit reduction, 
while leaving the main drivers of the 
deficit unaddressed. We cannot con- 
tinue on this path if we intend to main- 
tain our country's economic competi- 
tiveness. 

I urge my colleagues to vote “no” on 
the rule and underlying bills, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank my two colleagues who serve 
on the Rules Committee, the gen- 
tleman Mr. MCGOVERN and the gen- 
tleman Mr. HASTINGS. 

They are both not only extremely 
committed men to their constituency, 
but also to bettering this House of Rep- 
resentatives. Their voice and their 
words and their opportunities of which 
they stand up for, I have great respect 
for, and want to thank them for the 
character in which they have come 
after today’s not only debate, but yes- 
terday’s debate that took a number of 
hours as we heard from four Members 
of this body about their ideas about 
how we should pursue these two appro- 
priations bills today. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to confine my 
comments to a perspective, and that is 
satisfaction that I have for the way in 
which this process is working today. I 
understand, as acknowledged in the 
very beginning, we have an issue with 
how much money we are going to 
spend. 

I recognize we are back at 2008 levels 
in 2015 in most of these bills. I do ac- 
knowledge that. I do acknowledge that 
we are asking—requiring—on govern- 
ment a chance to run their agencies— 
spend money back at 2008 spending lev- 
els. 

I think that the process that we are 
going through will also be an advan- 
tage ultimately, sure, in the short- 
term, but ultimately, where we will 
look at this as a prioritization basis, 
where we will empower the govern- 
ment, if they work with us and if we 
work with them, to understand how we 
can keep this country great—even 
spending less money—how we can con- 
tinue to prioritize the decisionmaking 
to where we can pick and choose what 
needs to be done. 

Look, it doesn't make me happy. It 
makes no Member of this body happy. 
Certainly, the Speaker, the gentleman 
from Florida, would recognize—you 
have needs in your district. 1 do, from 
Dallas, Texas, have needs in my imme- 
diate district and districts that are 
around. 
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The overwhelming need is all of us— 
and that is not to spend more than we 
can say and justify for our future be- 
cause the dollars that we spend are 
borrowed. The dollars that we borrow 
and spend show up on our bottom-line 
debt, and it impacts everybody. 

The bottom line is we have to pay 
back interest on that money, just like 
any family that takes out money on a 
home loan or a credit card or some- 
thing else. They have to be able to un- 
derstand that takes away because they 
are paying for that, their ability to 
spend money in a different way. 

Our Republican majority is well 
aware of the demand that is placed on 
us, that we cannot go and do all the 
things that we would wish to do, but 
we have accepted and taken a pledge 
that we have given to the American 
people that they do get an under- 
standing—that is we are not going to 
keep in the circumstance of spending 
money based upon taking out a loan 
because it is not good for our children, 
our grandchildren. It is not good for 
our future. 

Mr. Speaker, today, we have had a 
chance to debate these two bills in this 
one rule. I think, once again, as I stat- 
ed earlier, it is a commitment to trans- 
parency and openness that this body 
has and every Member retains here on 
the floor. You saw part of it today. 

Through this open modified rule, 
each Member will have the opportunity 
to submit their ideas to two underlying 
bills, H.R. 2578 and H.R. 2577. Through 
this rule, the House will be able to 
work its way through majority rule 
floor votes and to make sure that the 
vital appropriations process is vig- 
orous, is timely, and reflects the will of 
this body. 

When this rule is adopted, a robust 
debate will take place in a way that 
will allow us to fund these important 
measures, over $100 billion. 

I think that, as we talk about this, 
you can see, Mr. Speaker, that this 
body is getting its work done. It is get- 
ting its work done. We passed a budget. 
We will pass the appropriations bills. 

We go home every weekend; we look 
our constituents in the eye, and we 
have to justify what we are doing. We 
are following a process that we said we 
would do. It is for the betterment of 
this country, to keep this country 
strong. 

I am proud of the Members of this 
body; and, as a Republican member of 
our leadership team, I can tell you that 
we intend to follow through with the 
process, the promise that we make to 
the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for the 
underlying bills, for this rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
JOLLY). The question is on the resolu- 
tion. 
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The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on adoption of this resolu- 
tion will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
on approval of the Journal. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 242, nays 
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the Journal, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 


The question is on the Speakers ap- 
proval of the Journal. 


This is a 5-minute vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 240, nays 
170, answered “present” 2, not voting 
20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 269] 


YEAS—240 


180, not voting 10, as follows: 


[Roll No. 268] 


YEAS—242 
Abraham Gibson Miller (FL) 
Aderholt Gohmert Miller (MI) 
Allen Goodlatte Moolenaar 
Amash Gosar Mooney (WV) 
Amodei Gowdy Mullin 
Ashford Granger Mulvaney 
Babin Graves (GA) Murphy (PA) 
Barletta Graves (LA) Newhouse 
Barr Graves (MO) Noem 
Barton Griffith Nugent 
Benishek Grothman Nunes 
Bilirakis Guinta Olson 
Bishop (MI) Guthrie Palazzo 
Bishop (UT) Hanna Palmer 
Black Hardy Paulsen 
Blackburn Harper Pearce 
Blum Harris Perry 
Bost Hartzler Pittenger 
Boustany Heck (NV) Pitts 
Brady (TX) Hensarling Poe (TX) 
Brat Herrera Beutler Poliquin 
Bridenstine Hice, Jody B. Pompeo 
Brooks (AL) Hill Posey 
Brooks (IN) Holding Price, Tom 
Buchanan Huelskamp Ratcliffe 
Buck Huizenga (MI) Reed 
Bucshon Hultgren Reichert 
Burgess Hunter Renacci 
Byrne Hurd (TX) Ribble 
Calvert Hurt (VA) Rice (SC) 
Carney Issa Rigell 
Carter (GA) Jenkins (KS) Roby 
Carter (TX) Jenkins (WV) Rogers (AL) 
Chabot Johnson (OH) Rogers (KY) 
Chaffetz Johnson, Sam Rohrabacher 
Clawson (FL) Jolly Rokita 
Coffman Jones Rooney (FL) 
Cole Jordan Ros-Lehtinen 
Collins (GA) Joyce Roskam 
Collins (NY) Katko Ross 
Comstock Kelly (PA) Rothfus 
Conaway King (IA) Rouzer 
Cook King (NY) Royce 
Costello (PA) Kinzinger (IL) Russell 
Cramer Kline Ryan (WI) 
Crawford Knight Salmon 
Crenshaw Labrador Sanford 
Culberson LaMalfa Scalise 
Curbelo (FL) Lamborn Schweikert 
Davis, Rodney Lance Scott, Austin 
Denham Latta Sensenbrenner 
Dent LoBiondo Sessions 
DeSantis Long Shimkus 
DesJarlais Loudermilk Shuster 
Diaz-Balart Love Simpson 
Dold Lucas Sinema 
Donovan Luetkemeyer Smith (MO) 
Duffy Lummis Smith (NE) 
Duncan (SC) MacArthur Smith (NJ) 
Duncan (TN) Marchant Smith (TX) 
Ellmers (NC) Marino Stefanik 
Emmer (MN) Massie Stewart 
Farenthold McCarthy Stivers 
Fincher McCaul Stutzman 
Fleischmann McClintock Thompson (PA) 
Fleming McHenry Thornberry 
Flores McKinley Tiberi 
Forbes McMorris Tipton 
Fortenberry Rodgers Trott 
Foxx McSally Turner 
Franks (AZ) Meadows Upton 
Frelinghuysen Meehan Valadao 
Garrett Messer Wagner 
Gibbs Mica Walberg 


Walden Westerman Woodall 
Walker Westmoreland Yoder 
Walorski Whitfield Young (AK) 
Walters, Mimi Williams Young (IA) 
Weber (TX) Wilson (SC) Young (IN) 
Webster (FL) Wittman Zeldin 
Wenstrup Womack Zinke 
NAYS—180 

Aguilar Gallego Nolan 
Bass Garamendi Norcross 
Beatty Graham O’Rourke 
Becerra Grayson Pallone 
Bera Green, Al Pascrell 
Beyer Green, Gene Payne 
Bishop (GA) Grijalva Pelosi 
Blumenauer Gutiérrez Perlmutter 
Bonamici Hahn Peters 
Boyle, Brendan Hastings Peterson 

F. Heck (WA) Pingree 
Brady (PA) Higgins Pocan 
Brown (FL) Himes Polis 
Brownley (CA) Hinojosa Price (NC) 
Bustos Honda Quigley 
Butterfield Hoyer Rangel 
Capps Huffman Rice (NY) 
Capuano Israel Richmond 
Cárdenas Jeffries Roybal-Allard 
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) Ruiz 
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. Ruppersberger 
Castor (FL) Kaptur Rush 
Castro (TX) Keating Ryan (OH) 
Chu, Judy Kelly (IL) Sánchez, Linda 
Cicilline Kennedy Ts 
Clark (MA) Kildee Sanchez, Loretta 
Clarke (NY) Kilmer Sarbanes 
Clay Kind Schakowsky 
Cleaver Kirkpatrick Schiff 
Cohen Kuster Schrader 
Connolly Langevin Scott (VA) 
Conyers Larsen (WA) Scott, David 
Cooper Larson (CT) Serrano 
Costa Lawrence Sewell (AL) 
Courtney Lee Sherman 
Crowley Levin Sires 
Cuellar Lewis Slaughter 
Cummings Lieu, Ted Smith (WA) 
Davis (CA) Lipinski Speier 
Davis, Danny Loebsack Swalwell (CA) 
DeFazio Lofgren Takai 
DeGette Lowenthal Takano 
DeLauro Lowey Thompson (CA) 
DelBene Luján, Ben Ray Thompson (MS) 
DeSaulnier (NM) Titus 
Deutch Lynch Tonko 
Dingell Maloney, Torres 
Doggett Carolyn Tsongas 
Doyle, Michael Maloney, Sean Van Hollen 

F. Matsui Vargas 
Duckworth McCollum Veasey 
Edwards McDermott Vela 
Ellison McGovern Velázquez 
Engel McNerney Visclosky 
Eshoo Meeks Walz 
Esty Meng Wasserman 
Farr Moore Schultz 
Fattah Moulton Waters, Maxine 
Foster Murphy (FL) Watson Coleman 
Frankel (FL) Nadler Welch 
Fudge Napolitano Wilson (FL) 
Gabbard Neal Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—10 
Adams Hudson Neugebauer 
Clyburn Jackson Lee Roe (TN) 
Delaney Lujan Grisham Yoho 
Fitzpatrick (NM) 
1353 
Mr. BILIRAKIS changed his vote 


from “nay” to “yea.” 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un- 
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 


Abraham Frankel (FL) Murphy (PA) 
Allen Franks (AZ) Nadler 
Ashford Frelinghuysen Napolitano 
Babin Gabbard Newhouse 
Barletta Gallego Noem 
Barr Goodlatte Nugent 
Barton Gosar Nunes 
Beatty Gowdy O’Rourke 
Becerra Graham Olson 
Bilirakis Granger Palmer 
Bishop (GA) Grayson Pelosi 
Bishop (MI) Green, Al Perlmutter 
Bishop (UT) Grothman Pocan 
Black Guthrie Polis 
Blackburn Hahn 
Blum Hardy e 
ind Har er Price (NC) 

onamici Harris Quigley 
Boustany Heck (WA) Rangel 
Brady (TX) Hensarling Ribble 
Brat Higgins Rob 
Bridenstine Himes y 
Brooks (AL) Hinojosa Rogers (KY) 
Bustos Huelskamp Rohrabacher 
Butterfield Huffman Rokita 
Byrne Hulteren Roskam 
Calvert Hunter Ross 
Capps Hurt (VA) Rothfus 
Carney Issa Royce 
Carter (GA) Johnson (GA) Ruiz 
Carter (TX) Johnson, Sam Ruppersberger 
Cartwright Jolly Russell 
Castro (TX) Kaptur Ryan (WI) 
Chu, Judy Katko Salmon 
Cicilline Keating Sanchez, Loretta 
Clark (MA) Kennedy Sanford 
Clay King (IA) Scalise 
Cohen King (NY) Schiff 
Cole Kline Schweikert 
Collins (NY) Knight Scott (VA) 
Comstock Kuster Scott, Austin 
Conaway Labrador Scott, David 
Conyers LaMalfa Sensenbrenner 
Cook Langevin Serrano 
Cooper Larsen (WA) Sessions 
Cramer Larson (CT) Shimkus 
Crawford Latta ; Simpson 
pl Loensack A 
Cuellar Lofgren Smin (NJ) 
Culberson Long Smith (TX) 
G x > Smith (WA) 

ummings Loudermilk Speier 
Davis (CA) Lowey Stefanik 
Davis, Danny Lucas Stewart 
DeGette Luetkemeyer Stuti. 
DeLauro Lujan, Ben Ray Swalwell (CA) 
DelBene (NM) Takai 
Dent Lummis 
DeSaulnier Lynch Takano 
Deutch Marchant Thornberry 
Diaz-Balart Marino Tipton 
Doggett Massie Titus 
Donovan Matsui Trott 
Doyle, Michael McCarthy peta 

F. McCaul pton 
Duckworth McClintock Van Hollen 
Duncan (SC) McCollum Wagner 
Duncan (TN) McHenry Walden 
Edwards McMorris Walorski 
Emmer (MN) Rodgers Walters, Mimi 
Engel McNerney Walz 
Eshoo Meadows Wasserman 
Esty Meeks Schultz 
Farr Meng Webster (FL) 
Fattah Mica Welch 
Fincher Miller (MI) Westerman 
Fleischmann Moolenaar Westmoreland 
Forbes Mooney (WV) Whitfield 
Fortenberry Moulton Williams 
Foster Mullin Wilson (FL) 
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Wilson (SC) Young (IA) Zeldin 
Womack Young (IN) Zinke 
NAYS—170 
Aderholt Hanna Peters 
Aguilar Hartzler Peterson 
Amash Hastings Pittenger 
Bass Heck (NV) Poe (TX) 
Benishek Herrera Beutler Poliquin 
Bera Hice, Jody B. Price, Tom 
Beyer Hill Ratcliffe 
Bos Holding Reed 
a e, Brendan e Reichert 
q oyer A 
Brady (PA) Huizenga (MI) ees 
Brooks (IN) Hurd (TX) Ri SC) 
Brown (FL) Israel ave ( 
A Richmond 
Brownley (CA) Jeffries A 
Buchanan Jenkins (KS) Rigell 
Buck Jenkins (WV) Rogers (AL) 
Bucshon Johnson (OH) Rooney (FL) 
Burgess Johnson, E. B. Ros-Lehtinen 
Capuano Jones Rouzer 
Cardenas Jordan Roybal-Allard 
Carson (IN) Joyce Rush 
Castor (FL) Kelly (IL) Ryan (OH) 
Chabot Kelly (PA) Sarbanes 
Chaffetz Kilmer Schakowsky 
Clarke (NY) Kin Schrader 
Clawson (FL) Kinzinger (IL) Sewell (AL) 
Cleaver Kirkpatrick Sherman 
Coffman Lance Shuster 
Collins (GA) Lawrence Sinema 
Connolly Lee Sires 
Costa Levin Slaughter 
Costello (PA) Lewis Smith (MO) 
Courtney Lieu, Ted Stivers 
Curbelo (FL) LoBiondo Thompson (CA) 
Davis, Rodney Love Thompson (MS) 
DeFazio Lowenthal Thompson (PA) 
Denham MacArthur Tiberi 
5 iberi 
DeSantis Maloney, Torr 
E orres 
Dingell Carolyn T 
urner 
Doli Maloney, Sean Valadao 
Duffy McDermott v. 
Ellison McGovern argas 
Ellmers (NC) McKinley Veasey 
Farenthold McSally Vela 
Fleming Meehan Velazquez 
Flores Miller (FL) Visclosky 
Foxx Moore Walberg 
Fudge Mulvaney Walker . 
Garamendi Murphy (FL) Waters, Maxine 
Garrett Neal Watson Coleman 
Gibbs Nolan Weber (TX) 
Gibson Norcross Wenstrup 
Graves (GA) Palazzo Wittman 
Graves (LA) Pallone Woodall 
Graves (MO) Paulsen Yarmuth 
Green, Gene Payne Yoder 
Griffith Pearce Yoho 
Guinta Perry Young (AK) 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”-—2 
Gohmert Tonko 
NOT VOTING—20 
Adams Hudson Pascrell 
Amodei Jackson Lee Pingree 
Clyburn Kildee Pitts 
Delaney Lamborn Roe (TN) 
DesJarlais Lujan Grisham Sánchez, Linda 
Fitzpatrick (NM) T. 
Grijalva Messer 
Gutiérrez Neugebauer 
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So the Journal was approved. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, | was 
unable to vote today because of the death of 
a close friend. Had | been present, | would 
have voted: rollcall No. 268—“yea;” rollcall 
No. 269—“yea.” 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, | was unable 
to cast my vote on rollcalls Nos. 265 through 
269. 
Had | been present to vote 
265, | would have voted “aye.” 
Had | been present to vote 
266, | would have voted “yea.” 
Had | been present to vote 
267, | would have voted “no.” 
On this bill, H.R. 1335, | want to emphasize 
that | oppose this legislation because it would 
roll back the progress we've made in pro- 
tecting fisheries, damaging our environment 
and economy, especially in the Chesapeake 
Bay. 
Had | been present to vote 
268, | would have voted “nay.” 
Had | been present to vote 
269, | would have voted “nay.” 


on rollcall No. 
on rollcall No. 


on rollcall No. 


on rollcall No. 


on rollcall No. 


— 


REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1994 


Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw myself 
as a cosponsor of H.R. 1994. While I 
strongly support our American vet- 
erans, I am concerned about permanent 
changes to hard-won labor agreements. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 


A 


COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2016 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on H.R. 
2578, and that I may include tabular 
material on the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 287 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 2578. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY) to 
preside over the Committee of the 
Whole. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2578) 
making appropriations for the Depart- 
ments of Commerce and Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. Moon- 
EY of West Virginia in the chair. 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. CUL- 
BERSON) and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. FATTAH) each will con- 
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Today, I am very pleased to present 
to the House the fiscal year 2016 Com- 
merce, Justice, Science, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations bill with my 
colleague, Mr. CHAKA FATTAH of Penn- 
sylvania. 

I would like to begin by thanking my 
ranking member CHAKA FATTAH of 
Pennsylvania. It has been a pleasure to 
work with him. We have worked to- 
gether closely on this legislation. I ap- 
preciate Mr. FATTAH’s approach to the 
bill. His input has improved the bill 
considerably. I look forward to work- 
ing with him and all the members of 
the subcommittee as we move forward 
and go into conference with the Senate 
on this important legislation. I also 
want to thank Chairman HAL ROGERS 
of Kentucky and Ranking Member 
NITA LOWEY of New York for their help 
in putting this legislation together. 

This is my first year chairing the 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re- 
lated Agencies Subcommittee. It is an 
extraordinarily important committee 
that oversees so many noble and 
worthwhile efforts that the Federal 
Government is engaged, both in pre- 
serving and protecting lives and prop- 
erty of the American people and ad- 
vancing scientific research and space 
exploration. 

I am especially grateful to Chairman 
HAL ROGERS for his trust in me in this 
extraordinarily important assignment. 
I want to thank him also for his gen- 
erous allocation to this subcommittee. 
As the Congress under the Republican 
leadership has done our very best to 
live within our means, as every Amer- 
ican must do, every business and every 
private citizen knows how important it 
is to only spend the money that you 
have on hand. Don’t spend more than 
you have got. We have in this Repub- 
lican Congress done our very best 
through the appropriations process to 
live within our means. 

Our subcommittee has—with that in 
mind, I am a personal follower of Dave 
Ramsey’s advice. I do so in my per- 
sonal life and try to do so in rep- 
resenting the people of west Houston— 
don’t spend more money than you have 
got, and the money you have got you 
want to prioritize—and we have in this 
subcommittee prioritized the many 
agencies that we have responsibility 
for. In priority order, we have ap- 
proached it with law enforcement num- 
ber one and made sure that the FBI has 
got the resources they need to do their 
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job of protecting this Nation against 
terrorists and espionage, cyber espio- 
nage. They are a growing problem that 
we see in so many ways. The enemies 
of the United States have figured out 
how to hardwire Trojan horses and 
back doors into telecommunications 
equipment. The FBI has just done a 
spectacular job of protecting this Na- 
tion in the area of cyber espionage and 
terrorism, and we have made the FBI a 
top priority in this legislation and 
made sure that they have got all the 
money that they need to do their job. 

We have also prioritized the work the 
Department of Justice is doing in en- 
forcing our laws. We have made sure 
that scientific research, space explo- 
ration are prioritized, and America will 
preserve its leadership in the world in 
space exploration. 

We have made sure that weather 
forecasting is funded and taken care of. 

Managing the Nation’s fisheries is ex- 
traordinarily important. 

As you work down that list of prior- 
ities, we have made sure those at the 
top of the list are fully funded and 
those that tend to fall towards the bot- 
tom—we have just simply had to drop 
some programs that are no longer au- 
thorized, the length of time for which 
Congress approved them is expired, or 
they weren’t fulfilling the function for 
which they were originally intended. 

But we in the bill before us today, 
Mr. Chairman, have provided $51.4 bil- 
lion in funding for this year, which is a 
$1.3 billion increase over last year but 
$661 million below the President’s re- 
quest. The President’s budget assumed 
a number of tax increases and fee in- 
creases that are simply not going to 
happen. We, again, wanted to live with- 
in our means and do our very best to 
minimize the debt that we are passing 
on to our children and grandchildren, 
so we have done our best in this envi- 
ronment to fund the priority programs 
while reducing funding for activities 
that are not essential to the operations 
of the Federal Government. 

Once we have taken care of the FBI 
and made sure they have got the fund- 
ing they need to protect this Nation in 
an era of evolving threats, we have also 
included funding, Mr. Chairman, for 55 
new immigration judges. Our com- 
mittee has jurisdiction over these exec- 
utive branch judges who handle immi- 
gration cases. Because of the tremen- 
dous backlog of immigration cases, we 
have added 55 new immigration judges 
to reduce that backlog and made sure 
at the same time that we are providing 
for fully funding the U.S. Attorney’s 
Offices, the Marshals Service, the Drug 
Enforcement Agency, the ATF—Alco- 
hol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explo- 
sives—and our prison system. 

Now, for State and local law enforce- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee 
has increased funding for priority pro- 
grams such as the Byrne Formula Pro- 
gram and the State Criminal Alien As- 
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sistance Program funding, which com- 
pensate State and local taxpayers for 
the cost of housing people who are in 
the country illegally and have com- 
mitted criminal acts in violation of 
State law and are housed in State pris- 
on facilities—that is the responsibility 
of the Federal Government—and we 
have funded that program to the high- 
est extent that we can. 

We have also funded youth mentoring 
programs, which have done such great 
work. We have created, in addition, Mr. 
Chairman, in this bill a $53 million 
community trust program that will 
fund police body cameras, body camera 
demonstration programs, and justice 
reinvestment initiatives. 

I want to say a special thanks to our 
Texas State Senator Royce West, who 
just concluded the Texas legislative 
session. Texas became the first State 
in the Union to pass legislation con- 
trolling when, where, and how body 
camera data can be provided to law en- 
forcement or in a criminal trial to 
make sure to protect the privacy rights 
of individuals. We respect that. In our 
legislation we make sure that State 
law controls when, where, and how po- 
lice body camera data will be used. 

We have also made sure, Mr. Chair- 
man, that NASA is fully funded in this 
legislation. We have provided an $18.5 
billion funding level this year for 
NASA, which is a $519 million increase 
and is equal to the request we received 
from the President. 

We have made sure to preserve Amer- 
ica's leadership role in manned space 
exploration, planetary science, and 
made sure that we are also continuing 
to advance aeronautics research that 
NASA does such an extraordinarily im- 
portant job in. 

We have funded the continued devel- 
opment of the Orion crew vehicle at 
the level asked for by the White House 
and increased our resources for the 
Space Launch System to speed up 
when we will use that important 
launch system to get Americans back 
into orbit. 

We have made sure that the National 
Science Foundation is fully funded. We 
increased the funding level for the Na- 
tional Science Foundation by $50 mil- 
lion above the historically high level 
they had in last year’s bill. 

We also included full funding for the 
very important BRAIN Initiative, 
which Ranking Member FATTAH has 
championed over the years, which 
promises to unlock the secrets of the 
single most important organ in the 
human body and promises great things 
for the future. 

Mr. Chairman, we have also funded 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, prioritizing weather 
forecasting and fisheries management 
in particular. 

We made sure the Joint Polar Sat- 
ellite System is funded, as well as the 
Geostationary Operational Environ- 
mental Satellite series. 
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We have, though, in order to live 
within our allocation, had to reduce 
funding in some other areas, elimi- 
nating those that no longer were nec- 
essary, those whose authorizations had 
expired, and, in fact, cut funding for 
more than a dozen bureaus and agen- 
cies that can operate with a little less. 

Let me also point out in conclusion, 
Mr. Chairman, that we have in this leg- 
islation extraordinarily important 
oversight language that requires each 
agency under our jurisdiction to sub- 
mit a spending plan to the sub- 
committee. We have capped the life 
cycle costs for poorly performing pro- 
grams. And we have also withheld some 
funding for the Department of Justice 
until the new Attorney General can 
demonstrate to us that the inspector 
general’s recommendations regarding 
sexual harassment and inappropriate 
conduct are being implemented. I can- 
not stress that highly enough. When I 
met with the new Attorney General, 
that was one of the first things I 
brought to her attention. 

We have also required, Mr. Chairman, 
that agencies that purchase very sen- 
sitive information technology or tele- 
communication systems conduct a sup- 
ply chain risk assessment in consulta- 
tion with the FBI to be sure that there 
are no hardwired Trojan horses or back 
doors in that communications equip- 
ment or computer equipment being 
purchased by the Federal Government 
in those agencies under our jurisdic- 
tion. 

We are also requiring quarterly re- 
porting on immigration judge perform- 
ance and requiring agencies to provide 
inspectors general with timely infor- 
mation. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
point out that our legislation today 
continues Second Amendment protec- 
tions that have been built into the bill 
before. We have withheld funding, for 
example, to make sure that the United 
Nation’s arms control treaty there has 
been some discussion about is not fund- 
ed. 

We have also prohibited the transfer 
or housing of GTMO prisoners into the 
United States. 

But above all, the bottom line on this 
legislation is we want to ensure that 
the law as enacted by Congress is en- 
forced. If an agency wants to have ac- 
cess to our constituents’ hard-earned 
tax dollars, Mr. Chairman, they are 
going to need to demonstrate that they 
are enforcing the law as written by 
Congress, not based on some memo- 
randum or some internal document. 
The law as written by Congress is fun- 
damental to our entire system of gov- 
ernment. Our liberty lies in the en- 
forcement of law. It is the most funda- 
mental principle of a republic. This 
great Nation was founded on that 
principle that no one is above the law 
and the law shall be enforced equally 
and fairly to everybody with due proc- 
ess. 
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Through our work on this sub- 
committee with the checks and bal- 
ances that we have built into this leg- 
islation, the agencies under our juris- 


diction are going to need to dem- 
onstrate that they are enforcing the 
law as written by Congress in order to 
entitle them to access to our tax- 


payers’ very precious and hard-earned 
tax dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2578) 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 
TITLE 1 - DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
International Trade Administration 
Operations and administration... 2.0... cee eee 472,000 506,750 472,000 ..- -34,750 
Offsetting fee collections... diru sri iaka ee eee -10,000 -10,000 -10,000 --- =-- 
Direct -appropriation esa aa en Eaa O tees 462,000 496,750 462,000 -== -34,750 
Bureau of Industry and Security 
Operations and administration. 0... eee eee 66,500 79,088 74,000 +7,500 -5,086 
Defense: FUNCTION: . ose pen hui a eee ede E ba PE a 36,000 36,000 36,000 --- --- 
Total, Bureau of Industry and Security........ 102,500 115,086 110,000 +7,500 -5,086 
Economic Development Administration 
Economic Development Assistance Programs.............. 213,000 227,500 213,000 -== -14,500 
Salaries and expenses... 0... cee ee eee 37,000 45,528 37,000 --- -8,528 
Total, Economic Development Administration. ..... 250,000 273,028 250,000 -== -23,028 
Minority Business Development Agency 
Minority Business Development.... 0.0.2. cece ene 30,000 30,016 32,000 +2,000 +1,984 
Economic and Statistical Analysis 
Salaries and expenses naci a ad eas Mewes 100,000 113,849 100,000 =.= -13,849 
Bureau of the Census 
Salaries and expenses.......... 2. eee Ped go ia 248,000 =-- aoe ~248, 000 -== 
Current Surveys and ProgramS...... 0.0... cee eee eee -== 277,873 265,000 +265,000 -12,873 
Periodic censuses and programs (old structure)........ 840,000 cee --- ~840, 000 --- 
Periodic censuses and programs (new structure)........ wee 4,222,101 848,000 +848, 000 -374,101 
Total, Bureau of the Census........ cee eee eee 1,088,000 1,499,974 1,113,000 +25,000 -386,974 
National Telecommunications and Information 
Administration 
Salaries and expenses... 2... ccc ce cet ro aro 38,200 49,232 35,200 -3,000 -14,032 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Salaries and expenses, current year fee funding....... 3,458,000 3,272,000 3,272,000 -186,000 --- 
Offsetting fee collections. ocn errr i trini eee -3,458,000 -3,272,000 -3,272,000 +186,000 wee 
Total, United States Patent and Trademark Office nee oo: --- --- ote 
National Institute of Standards and Technology 
Scientific and Technical Research and Services........ 675,500 754,661 675,000 -500 -79,661 
(transfer OUT) 4 veria tr E rE lesa el AMS eh i (-2,000) (-2,000) (-2,000) +o. wee 
Industrial Technology Services..... 1... cee ee ee eee 138,100 396,000 130,000 -8,100 -176,000 
Manufacturing extension partnershipS.....oooo.oco.. (130,000) (141,000) (130,000) wae (-11,000) 
Advanced manufacturing technology consortia....... (8,100) (15,000) --- (-8,100) (-15,000) 
Manufacturing innovation institutes coordination.. --- (150,000) --- --- (-150,000) 
Construction of research faciliti8S.....oocoomonoommo. 50,300 59,000 50,000 -300 -9,000 
Working Capital Fund (by transfer)... ..o.o.oooooooo coo» (2,000) (2,000) (2,000) =-= --- 


Total, National Institute of Standards and 
Technology 20 eae ri ER RR Eee Ee 863,900 4,119,664 855,000 -8,900 -264,661 
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2578) 
{Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Operations, Research, and Facilities......,........... 3,202,398 3,413,360 3,147,877 -54,521 -265,483 
(by transfer eonan ae iaa eN e a A e E eh AA (116,000) (130,164) (130,164) (+14,164) wee 
Promote and Develop Fund (transfer out)........... (-116,000) (-130,164) (-130,164) (-14, 184) vee 
A eats ge CP Ee Bl LO eS eek 8 3,202,398 3,413,360 3,147,877 -54,521 -265,483 
Procurement, Acquisition and Construction..........0.. 2,179,225 2,498,679 1,960,034 -219,191 -538,645 
Pacific Coastal Salmon Recover Y.......oooooonmo sonoro. 65,000 58,000 65,000 -= +7,000 
Fishermen's Contingency FUN. ..ocoooooconcorocma 350 350 350 oes ae 
Fisheries Finance Program Account......-...0.00eeee eee -6,000 -6,000 -6,000 --- zoe 
Pacific groundfish fishing capacity reduction loan.... aoe 10,300 --- a. - 10,300 
Total, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
AGMUNTSTRALTON aa Woes A o ey da 5,440,973 5,974,689 5,167,261 -273,712 -807,428 
Departmental Management 
Salaries and OxpenSesi.. novia a 56,000 71,095 50,000 -6,000 -21,095 
Renovation and Modernization... .. 0. ec eee eee 4,500 24,062 3,989 -511 -20,073 
Office of Inspector General..... 2.0... eee eee ene 30,596 35,190 32,000 +1,404 -3,190 
Total, Departmental Management... .......oooooco- 91,096 130,347 85,989 -5,107 -44,358 


Total. title I, Department of Commerce. ......... 8,466,669 9,802,632 8,210,450 -256,219 -1,592,182 
(DY CRANSTOR A ei eae a eee yin ee tangas 118,000 132,164 132,164 +14,164 nee 
O A sia aA ea ee he OG yee -118,000 -132,184 -132,184 -14, 164 


TITLE II - DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


General Administration 


Salaries and expenses... 2... cee ee ee ee 111,500 119,437 105,000 -6,500 -14,437 
Justice Information Sharing Technal0gy.......o.0.....+. 25,842 37,440 25,842 aoe -11,598 
Total, General Administrati0M...o.ooooomo cacas.” 137,342 156,877 130,842 -6,500 -26,035 
Administrative review and appealS......c.oooonmooommo mos 351,072 488,381 426,791 +75,719 -81,590 
Transfer from immigration examinations fee account -4,000 -4,000 -4,000 ee --- 
Direct. APPTOPFTAL TON e ey a ee 347,072 484,381 422,791 +75,719 -61,590 

Office of Inspector General... .. o... o.ooooo ooo. eee 88,577 93,709 92,000 +3,423 -1,709 


United States Parole Commission 
Salaries and @xpensSeS... crc ec e cece n eter e ete teens 13,308 13,547 13,308 -== -239 


Legal Activities 


Salaries and expenses, general legal activities....... 885,000 1,037,386 885,000 -== -152,386 
Vaccine Injury Compensation Trust Fund...........---5. 7,833 9,358 8,000 +167 -1,358 
Salaries and expenses, Antitrust Division.......... Lay 162,246 164,977 162,246 Ser -2,731 
Offsetting fee collections - current year......... -100,000 -124,000 -124,000 -24,000 aoe 
Direct appropriation... 0... ee eee eee 62,246 40,977 38,246 -24,000 -2,731 
Salaries and expenses, United States Attorneys........ 1,960,000 2,032,216 1,995,000 +35,000 -37,216 
United States Trustee System Fund. ....... 6. cece eevee 225,908 228,107 225,908 --- -2,199 
Offsetting fee collections......... cece eee oo -225,908 -162,000 -182,000 +63, 908 -=-= 


Direct appropriation..........0.... 0.0.0.6 0020 -== 66,107 63,908 463,908 -2,199 
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2578) 
{Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 
Salaries and expenses, Foreign Claims Settlement 
COMMESS TONG 6.6 Faved tal eset a we eA g 2,326 2,374 2,328 wee -48 
Fees and expenses of WILNesseS........oo ooo 0.2... eee 270,000 270,000 270,000 wae --- 
Salaries and expenses, Community Relations Service.... 12,250 14,446 13,000 +750 -1,446 
Assets Forfeiture Fund........... 0.0.0.0 c eee eee 20,514 20,514 wee -20,514 -20,514 
Total, Legal Activiti88S......o oo oomoonmrmncrna.. 3,220,169 3,493,378 3,275,480 +55,311 -217,898 
United States Marshals Service 
Salaries and EexPensesariones era ds ed ees 1,195,000 1,230,581 1,220,000 +25,000 -10,581 
Construction nda dad dia led 9,800 15,000 11,000 +1,200 -4,000 
Federal Prisoner Detention... 0.0.0... 0... ees 495 ,307 1,454,414 1,058,081 +562,774 -396,333 
Total, United States Marshals Service........... 1,700,107 2,699,995 2,289,081 +588 , 974 -410,914 
National Security Division 
Salaries and expenseS.......oocococcononacco rca 93,000 96,596 95,000 +2,000 ~1,596 
Interagency Law Enforcement 
Interagency Crime and Drug Enforcement. ...o.omooo momo. 507,194 519,301 510,000 +2,806 -9,301 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Salaries and expenseS... coo rece cer eer ee eee ete 3,378,089 3,413,813 3,444,306 +66,217 +30, 493 
Counterintelligence and national security... ....«.. 4,948,480 5,000,812 5,045,480 +97,000 +44,668 
Subtotal cari ts A Des oak, Oh cere A wee 8,326,569 8,414,625 8,489,786 +163,217 +75,161 
Construction a A e E A A BOER A a a bee 110,000 68,982 57,982 -52,018 -11,000 
Total, Federal Bureau of Investigation.......... 8,436,569 8,483,607 8,547,768 +111,199 +64,161 
Drug Enforcement Administration 
Salaries and expenses... ce cee eee o 2,400,000 2,463,123 2,445,459 +45,459 -17,664 
Diversion control fund...... 0... cece E EA A -366 , 680 -371,514 -371,514 -4,834 wee 
Total, Drug Enforcement Administration........ 2,033,320 2,091,609 2,073,945 +40,625 -17,664 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
Salaries and Expenses... comi e e ae ot 1,201,000 1,261,158 1,250,000 +49,000 -11,158 
Federal Prison System 
Salaries and expensas: ria e dd 6,815,000 7,204,158 6,951,500 +136,500 -252,658 
Buildings and facilities... ccc eee eee 106,000 140,564 230,000 +124,000 +89,436 
Limitation on administrative expenses, Federal Prison 
Industries, Incorporated... 0.0.00... 0. cee ae 2,700 2,700 2,700 een --- 
Total, Federal Prison System............. 400005 6,923,700 7,347,422 7,184,200 +260,500 -163,222 
State and Local Law Enforcement Activities 
Office on Violence Against Women: 
Prevention and prosecution programS........o..ooo.. 430,000 473,500 479,000 +49,000 +5,500 
Office of Justice Programs: 
Research, evaluation and statistiCS....ooomomommcm.o. 111,000 151,900 --- -111,000 -151,900 
State and local law enforcement assistance........ 1,241,000 1,142,300 1,015,400 -225,600 -126,900 


Juvenile justice programs... aaura cece eee 251,500 339,400 183,500 -68,000 -155,900 
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2578) 


{Amounts in thousands) 


8279 


Public safety officer benefits: 
Death benefits... 0... ccc eee eee eee 
Disability and education benefits............. 
Subtotal 


Total, Office of Justice Programs.............55 


Community Oriented Policing Services: 
COPS“ DFO0L AMS it a de 


Total, State and Local Law Enforcement 
ACETATO riada 


Total, title II, Department of Justice.......... 


TITLE III - SCIENCE 
Office of Science and Technology Policy. ....ooooooomm.o» 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 


SEPAN ARA NE il 
AGCONAUL TOS A Aa Ba EUR A oat ELETE 
Space Technol ¢ oer 4a a A oN Ee TRO 0 0% 
Exploration wcancaied tice, Stele i Wa Ada inden eee ont 
Space: Operat 1onse eho ood iad aa eared tienes S 
Education... ins Gb de wee a whe ENEE DANEAN E 
Safety, Security and Mission Services... ooo ooomommo co. 
Construction and environmental compliance and 
A A Ate NGM ie oe ne ies tego 6 eat A 
Office of Inspector General. ..... 0... eee ce eee 
Total, National Aeronautics and Space 
AIMIOTELCI TON a anew ous heey ee Si E 
National Science Foundation 
Research and related activities... 20... ccc cee eee eee 
Defense: TUNEAR 
Subtotal c.f tira atest ohare arg A eee A E 
Major Research Equipment and Facilities Construction. 
Education and Human Resources. .... 0... .e eee eee eee 
Agency Operations and Award Management...............- 
Office of the National Science Board.................. 
Office of Inspector General 


Total, National Science Foundation...........05. 


Total, title III, Science 


TITLE IV - RELATED AGENCIES 
Commission on Civil Rights 
Salaries and expenses... 0... eee ee eee EES aun ii 


Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 


Salaries and expenses... serip etiri ia a p aN ee eee 


FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill vs. 

Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 
71,000 72,000 72,000 +1,000 --- 
16,300 18,300 16,300 wee -an 
87,300 88,300 88.300 +1,000 ke 
1,690,800 1,721,900 1,287,200 -403,600 -434,700 
208,000 303,500 237,500 +29,500 -66,000 


29,240,480 27,888,115 


-7,200 
-51,000 
+29, 000 

+402,600 
+129,500 


-1,352,365 


-1414 


-51,100 
+28, 600 
-99,800 
+253,400 
-46,400 
+30,100 
-74,500 


+518, 900 


+50, 000 


-202,655 


5,555 5,566 5,555 
5,244,700 5,288,600 5,237,500 
651,000 571,400 600,000 
596,000 724,800 625,000 
4,356,700 4,505,900 4,759,300 
3,827,800 4,003,700 3,957,300 
119,000 88,900 119,000 
2,758,900 2,843,100 2,768,600 
419,100 465,300 425,000 
37,000 37,400 37,400 
18,010,200 18,529,100 18,529,100 
5,866,125 6,118,780 5,916,125 
67,520 67,520 67,520 
5,933,645 6,186,300 5,983,645 
200,760 200,310 200,030 
366,000 962,570 866,000 
325,000 354,840 325,000 
4,370 4,370 4,370 
14,430 15,160 15,160 
7,344,205 7,723,550 7,394,205 


9,200 9,413 9,200 


364,500 373,112 364,500 


-213 


-8,612 
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2578) 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 
International Trade Commission 
Salaries and expenses... . 02 2c ee rs Rae ves 84,500 131,500 84,500 ean -47,000 
Legal Services Corporation 
Payment to the Legal Services Corporation............. 375,000 452,000 300, 000 -75,000 -152,000 
Marine Mammal Commission 
Salaries and @xpensesS...... 6. usaia orts tani ipia aTa Wg 3,340 3,431 3,340 eam -91 
Office of the U.S. Trade Representative 
Salaries and Expenses... 2. ci eee ee eee ees 54,250 56,268 54,250 -== -2,018 
State Justice Institute 
Salaries and Expenses... 6... cece E RA E eee 5,124 5,121 5,121 --- oe 


820,911 


Total, title IV, Related Agencies... . ccc cece eee 


TITLE V - GENERAL PROVISIONS 


DOC Departmental Management, Franchise Fund 


(PESCA eile hehe hie Hite tobe dade ie -2,908 --- --- +2,906 ..- 
DOC, National Technical Information Service 
(PESCHSSTON sc: dr ara das EN RRS id ..- nee -10,000 -10,000 -10,000 
DOC, Economic Development Assistance Programs 
(RESETSST ON) yasco fades main ones abe ae ania o E -5,000 vee Has +5,000 ..- 
DOJ, Working Capital Fund (rescission)........oooocoo.o»o. -99,000 -55,000 -100,000 -1,000 -45,000 
DOJ, Tactical Law Enforcement Wireless Communications 
(PESCTSSION) sch aves toa ek cu oe bd tetra a deta tro die aa ed -2,000 --- noe +2,000 ... 
DOJ, Detention Trustee (rescission)... ccc eee eee -23,000 --- nee +23,000 wae 
DOJ, Assets Forfeiture Fund (rescission)...........0.. -193,000 -304,000 wee +7493 ,000 +304, 000 
FBI, Salaries and Expenses, nondefense (rescission)... --- -49,000 -49,000 -49,000 wisen 
FBI, Salaries and Expenses, defense (rescission)...... --- ~71,000 -71,000 -714,000 wee 
DOJ, Salaries and expenses, general legal activities 
(TOROTA ON sl es dd exter Gerad Ba eas ag ~10,000 -= wee +10,000 wee 
DOJ, Salaries and expenses, Antitrust Division 
(RESCISSTONYS a chant er ati eshte ee aha Ae RS Eee a ~6, 000 RAS de +6, 000 wee 
DOJ, Salaries and expenses, U.S. Attorneys 
(rescisso Sy ct cee oh ee RE a Go gh ee EWEA -9,000 --- --- +9,000 --- 
Federal Prisoner Detention (rescission)......o..o.ooooo- -188,000 -69,500 -69,500 +118, 500 wee 
DOJ, ATF, Salaries and expenses (rescission).......... -3,206 nee wee +3, 200 -== 
Violence against women prevention and prosecution 
programs (rescission)...........2-0.. 02000-22202 eee - 16,000 -5,020 -15,000 +1,000 -9,980 
Office of Justice programs (rescissi0nM).....oooooooo.. -82,500 +a -40,000 +42,500 -40,000 
COPS: (FESSER -40,000 -10,000 -20,000 +20,000 -10,000 
Total, title V, General ProvisionS....c.ooooooo.. -679,606 -563,520 -374,500 +305,106 +189,020 
Grand total diras tant na a AA 61,073,092 65,768,653 62,473,836 +1,400,744 -3,294,817 
Appropriations. Dosa ar e ee eee eens (61,752,698) (66,332,173) (62,848,336) (+1,095,638) (-3,483,837) 
Rescissio rato ota ies (-679,606) (-563,520) (-374,500) (+305,106) (+189,020) 
A NO 118,000 132,164 132,164 +14,164 wee 


(transfer Out) Aye pat We ae Boe ma a Ses E -118,000 -132,164 -132,164 -14,164 we 
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chair, I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. 

Let me first, since this is my first ap- 
pearance on the floor since the tragic 
news of the Vice President’s son’s 
death, offer my condolences. I am sure 
all of my colleagues and the people of 
Philadelphia consider the Biden family 
one of our own since they are nearby 
neighbors. 

I also want to offer my sincere condo- 
lences and concern for the people of 
Texas, given the tragedy of the deaths 
and the severe weather incidents there 
that have occasioned the flooding. 

We rise today in moving an appro- 
priations bill, the Commerce, Justice, 
Science bill. The chairman and the 
ranking member from New York have 
assisted the subcommittee in its work. 
I want to thank the subcommittee 
chairman for all of the cooperation 
that has been extended. 

He has pointed to a number of the 
circumstances in which he has helped 
make sure that priorities that we were 
interested in were accommodated in 
the bill, and I want to talk a little bit 
about that. 

One is in the area of brain science, 
neuroscience. The BRAIN Initiative is 
critically important. We have some 50 
million Americans suffering from 
brain-related diseases or disorders. 
Fifty million in a country of a little 
over 300 million is a very significant 
number. 

The diseases themselves, everything 
from Alzheimer’s to epilepsy, autism, 
brain cancer—in the case of the Vice 
President’s son—a whole host of chal- 
lenges that cost our country in not just 
financial ways, but affect so many fam- 
ilies. 

I want to thank the chairman for his 
continued cooperation and work with 
me on what I think is the most impor- 
tant area of scientific discovery that 
we need to be focused on as a nation. 

Also, in the area of youth mentoring, 
the work in terms of supporting our ef- 
forts to make sure that millions of the 
Nation’s young people have the appro- 
priate guidance that they need, such as 
the great congressionally chartered or- 
ganizations like the Boys & Girls Clubs 
of America; the YMCA; and Big Broth- 
ers Big Sisters of America, which is 
celebrating their 100th anniversary this 
month. I want to thank him for that. 

I could go on through a laundry list 
of areas, manufacturing and the like, 
in which we have worked very closely 
together; and there is nothing that 
could be improved upon in terms of the 
process between the interactions be- 
tween the majority and the minority 
on this bill. 

There is an elephant in the room, no 
pun intended, in the sense that the ma- 
jority has an absolute view about the 
budget allocations, given the Budget 
Control Act, and see that as something 
that limits our ability to meet the 
challenges of our great Nation. 
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The minority has the view that we 
need to move away from that budget 
control agreement and move away 
from these automatic caps and meet 
the needs, as the Constitution indi- 
cated that the Appropriations Commit- 
tee’s job was, to meet the needs of our 
great Nation. We know that there are 
needs that are not going to be met. 

The chairman just talked about how 
important our system of laws were. 
Well, in this bill, we fall short, at least 
at this moment, of what we need to 
fully do to fund the Legal Services Cor- 
poration, which was established under 
a Republican administration; but it 
provides services, not to Democrats or 
Republicans, but to Americans all 
across our country, to provide access 
to the courts and to make sure that 
they can have due process in civil liti- 
gations. We know that we are short 
there. 

We have a constitutional responsi- 
bility to fund the Census. We are going 
to, at this moment, fall shy of that. 

Now, we hope that we will improve 
this bill. We can’t improve the process, 
but we can improve the product as we 
go toward a conference with the Sen- 
ate. 

There are areas related to NASA, 
even though we funded above $18 bil- 
lion, which is a historic commitment 
to NASA, that we still are not dealing 
with the pressing issues of fully fund- 
ing Commercial Crew which requires— 
we have now paid out $500 million to 
our Russian counterparts to transport 
astronauts to the International Space 
Station, and we are going to have to 
continue that longer than we need to 
because we are not able, under the allo- 
cation, to meet our responsibilities and 
the needs on the Commercial Crew ap- 
propriations. 

Now, Galileo, 400 years ago, pointed 
us toward Europa. I agree with the 
chairman that the need to fully explore 
and to bring back a sample and to do 
everything else necessary to fully un- 
derstand what the potential may be is 
an important effort, but also funding 
space technology and our Commercial 
Crew Program—and I know the chair- 
man agrees with me—are going to be 
important efforts for us to try to im- 
prove in this bill as we go towards con- 
ference with the Senate. 

The minority can’t shirk its respon- 
sibility to point out these short- 
comings. Having pointed them out, I do 
want to make the point, though, that 
the working relationship is one that I 
think appropriately reflects the kind of 
process we want to have in the House. 
We want all views to be considered, and 
I know that every offering of a view 
from the minority has been fully con- 
sidered by the chairman. 

I thank him, and I want to thank his 
staff, and I want to thank my staff of 
the committee because they have 
worked very hard for us to come to this 
moment. 
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We are at a point in the process in 
which the majority will have its way. 
There eventually will be a Senate bill, 
but we also have to weigh in the ad- 
ministration’s viewpoint in order to 
have a law of the land. 

The administration has issued a 
statement on this bill, and in appro- 
priate ways, it compliments the sub- 
committee for its foresight on a range 
of points, but it also strongly rec- 
ommends changes in directions in ap- 
propriations in a variety of areas that 
the administration thinks would hold 
our country back. 

I think that there is a lot to be said 
about fiscal prudence. We need to make 
sure that we are operating in a fiscally 
responsible way. 

This Nation at its founding, at the 
point in which we had to separate our- 
selves from the British, we borrowed a 
few dollars. It costs us something at al- 
most every point in the history of our 
country, as in the case for most fami- 
lies and most businesses, in which you 
have to make investments and which 
sometimes those investments cause 
you to have an imbalance for a mo- 
ment or for a period of time. 

There is a reason why we have mort- 
gages, so that people can buy homes, 
and we invest in student loans so that 
young people can get an education. 
There is a need for our country, from 
time to time, to look beyond the im- 
mediate balance of the books to under- 
stand what our calling is. 

We say, sometimes, that we are an 
exceptional nation. Exceptionalism re- 
quires us to have some foresight. We 
know that this is an age of innovation 
and scientific discovery. Some have 
suggested that there is nothing new 
under the Sun, but we know that that 
is not so. 

Just in recent months, we found the 
largest volcano on Earth—just discov- 
ered. We found in drought-stricken 
parts of Africa, deep down underneath 
the earth, some of the largest aquifers 
of water. We have now discovered a 
warmblooded fish for the first time 
ever and a new species of bird in China. 
This is not an age in which discovery is 
not possible. 

This is a time for our country where 
we should be investing in science and 
innovation. We have a need to as a 
country, as I mentioned, of just some 
300-million plus, when we compete 
against billion-plus populated coun- 
tries like China and India, we can’t af- 
ford to leave any of our young people 
in the shadows. We can’t afford to not 
invest in science and innovation. 

I want to thank the chairman for 
what he has done. I want to tell him 
that we will continue to work with him 
as we go forward because I believe what 
we have here today is not a perfect bill, 
but the foundation for what will be, I 
think, the best Commerce, Justice, 
Science bill that could be produced. 
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It is a beginning of that process, and 
I want to thank him. I look forward to 
the debate in the amendment process. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, it 
is my privilege to yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. ROGERS), the chairman 
of the full committee. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
Chairman CULBERSON for yielding me 
the time. 

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to an- 
nounce my support of this bill. It con- 
tains $51.4 billion for effective, proven 
programs within the Departments of 
Justice and Commerce, as well as 
NASA and the National Science Foun- 
dation. Within that total, funding is 
targeted at programs that are vital to 
our economic development, our public 
safety, and national security. 

These important programs, overall, 
receive a boost of $1.3 billion over last 
year, allowing us to make critical in- 
vestments in law enforcement, coun- 


terterrorism, cybersecurity, and 
science and research activities. 
For example, the legislation in- 


creases funding for the Department of 
Justice by $852 million above last 
year’s levels, enhancing the way we 
protect and secure communities across 
the Nation. That increase will provide 
the FBI with greater resources to fight 
terrorism and cyber crime. 

It will also allow the DEA to amplify 
activities, including $372 million to 
combat prescription drug abuse, what 
the CDC calls a national epidemic that 
is taking more lives than car wrecks. 

Funding is targeted to high-priority 
national grants with increases for vio- 
lence against women programs and the 
Byrne JAG Program. 

The bill also creates a new commu- 
nity trust initiative that will help im- 
prove the safety of communities across 
the Nation and work to facilitate a 
supportive relationship between these 
local communities and the police. This 
includes funding for body camera pilots 
and research, training, justice reform 
efforts, and upgraded statistics collec- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill also directs 
funding toward key programs that will 
help secure America’s role as the lead- 
er in scientific innovation, grow our 
economy, and promote job creation. 
For instance, NASA receives a $519 mil- 
lion increase above last year, keeping 
us on the forefront of the space fron- 
tier. 

The National Science Foundation re- 
ceives a $50 million increase, directing 
funds to programs that will spur U.S. 
economic competitiveness. To help pro- 
tect communities from devastating 
natural disasters, we provided $5.2 bil- 
lion for NOAA to help boost weather 
warning and forecasting efforts. 

As with any appropriations bill, Mr. 
Chairman, the committee had to make 
some tough choices to live within a 
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tight budget allocation, but that is 
what the Appropriations Committee 
does. We make hard decisions. 

I believe that this bill does that in a 
very responsible way, eliminating un- 
necessary or unneeded programs, re- 
ducing funding for other lower-priority 
programs. This sort of smart budgeting 
will help improve the way our govern- 
ment operates and show that we can 
live within our means. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to congratu- 
late Chairman CULBERSON for his suc- 
cessful first go as chairman of this sub- 
committee. He wanted this tour and is 
happy to have it and is doing a good 
job with it, Mr. Chairman, and I am 
proud of him. 

I think he and Ranking Member 
FATTAH and their subcommittee have 
drafted a good bill that I am proud to 
have before the House today. As al- 
ways, I want to thank the staff for 
their tireless work in drafting and 
bringing this bill to the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the fourth appro- 
priations bill we have brought to the 
floor this year, and I am glad we are 
progressing at a great pace on these 
very important bills. 

I am told that this is the earliest and 
quickest start to appropriations bills 
in recorded history. I am proud of the 
work that our committee is doing and, 
I think, doing good work. 
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So I urge my colleagues to continue 
this forward momentum and vote in 
favor of this very important and very 
well done Commerce, Justice, Science 
funding bill. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield such time as 
she may consume to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Mrs. LOWEY), the 
ranking member and a great leader for 
our team on Appropriations. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chair, I would like 
to take a moment to congratulate 
Chairman CULBERSON on his first Com- 
merce, Justice, and Science bill, as 
well as Ranking Member FATTAH and 
full committee Chairman ROGERS for 
their efforts. I know how hard they 
worked to try and put together the 
best bill possible. 

Before I go further, I want to thank 
my friend, Ranking Member FATTAH, 
and join him in expressing our heart- 
felt condolences to the Vice President 
on the loss of his son. I just can’t imag- 
ine the pain that one feels at such a 
tragedy. I know our hearts and prayers 
go out to the Biden family. 

The pictures of the floods in Texas 
were so horrifying, and I know how 
hard everyone was working to mini- 
mize the loss of life. I also want to ex- 
press my condolences to Chairman 
CULBERSON as well. 

The House Republican ‘‘work harder 
for less” budget resolution was opposed 
by every Member on my side of the 
aisle in part because it really makes it 
impossible to give hard-working Amer- 
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icans the opportunity to succeed. 
Democrats want to end the sequester, 
and we need more reasonable and real- 
istic budgeting that could help families 
afford college, a home, and a secure re- 
tirement. 

The insufficient overall allocation 
for discretionary investment hurts ini- 
tiatives in all the appropriation bills 
that grow the economy, create jobs, 
and make us more secure. While I ap- 
preciate the chairman’s efforts, the 
grossly inadequate allocation creates 
shortcomings that are evident in the 
fiscal year 2016 Commerce, Justice, and 
Science bill. 

Instead of providing the desperately 
needed investments in community po- 
licing and improving the juvenile jus- 
tice system, the COPS hiring program 
would receive no funding, and the Of- 
fice of Juvenile Justice would receive 
$68 million less than fiscal year 2015 
and $156 million less than the Presi- 
dent’s request. These failures are par- 
ticularly shameful, given the inclusion 
of a number of gun riders, including 
language blocking a reporting require- 
ment on multiple purchases of rifles or 
shotguns by individual buyers. We 
must eliminate riders such as these 
that prevent law enforcement from 
sensibly addressing gun crimes. 

While Violence Against Women pre- 
vention and prosecution programs 
would appear to receive an increase 
above both fiscal year 2015 and the 
President’s fiscal year 2016 request, it 
is actually below the request when you 
account for a transfer in Victims of 
Trafficking grants. Similar gimmicks 
are also included in the portion of the 
COPS program that would be funded. 

The Legal Services Corporation 
would fare far worse: $75 million below 
fiscal year 2015, $152 million below the 
request. This is unacceptable for a 
vital service that provides legal help 
for hard-working Americans. 

Turning to science, the bill continues 
the majority’s practice of burying its 
head in the sand instead of focusing on 
the stark climate change realities. As 
in previous years, the bill severely cuts 
funding for NOAA climate research by 
19 percent below fiscal year 2015, a $30 
million decrease. We should be sup- 
porting, not hindering, this important 
work to help save our environment. 

The bill also cuts Geosciences and 
Social, Behavioral, and Economic 
Sciences of the National Science Foun- 
dation by $257 million below the fiscal 
year 2015 level, an approach universally 
opposed by the scientific community. 

Rather than properly preparing for 
the constitutionally mandated 2020 
Census, the mark is $387 million below 
the President’s request for the U.S. 
Census Bureau. Failure to provide 
these funds now will only cost tax- 
payers more in the long run, as the 
Census Bureau would be unable to 
thoroughly develop and test innova- 
tive, cost-saving business practices. 
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Developing a well-designed and 
thoughtful Census now could save up to 
$5 billion in 2020 Census costs. 

As in other bills, the majority has in- 
cluded a number of controversial rid- 
ers. In addition to those on firearms I 
already mentioned, another provision 
is aimed at placing restrictions on ex- 
ports to Cuba. 

However, despite the numerous 
shortcomings, I want to thank the 
chairman again for his work related to 
the National Instant Criminal Back- 
ground Check System, Byrne Justice 
Assistance Grants, and the community 
Backlog Reduction Program to process 
sexual assault kits. These evidentiary 
kits have historically gone untested for 
decades, giving violent and culpable of- 
fenders the ability to strike again. So 
it is important we fund this program at 
a workable level. 

I want to make it clear that Demo- 
crats are more than willing to support 
bills that include adequate spending 
levels to ensure public safety, promote 
economic growth, and that exclude un- 
necessary riders. Unfortunately, al- 
though this bill does such wonderful 
things, and I am a great supporter once 
again of all the brain research, the im- 
portant investments that are being 
made to address Alzheimer’s, autism, 
and other serious, serious diseases of 
the brain, the bill does not make ap- 
propriate investments that hard-work- 
ing Americans need but, instead, ad- 
vances misguided policy changes. I 
urge my colleagues to vote against this 
bill. 

Thank you again to our chair and 
ranking members. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. JOLLY), my colleague on 
the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
compliment the chairman for a bill 
that invests responsibly in law enforce- 
ment, space science research, ocean 
and marine resources, and weather 
sciences. I also want to thank the 
chairman for his support of an innova- 
tive data collection initiative in this 
bill to improve fish stock assessments 
and research of the fisheries in the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

As we discussed in many of our hear- 
ings, we as a nation need to utilize all 
tools and technology and work with all 
fisheries sector participants, including 
recreational, for-hire, and commercial, 
that provide the most accurate assess- 
ment of the health of our fish stocks, 
including the red snapper species so 
critical to our quality of life in Gulf 
States like Florida and Texas as well 
as our regional economies. This inno- 
vative data collection initiative will 
better enable the National Marine 
Fisheries Service and the regional 
council to make more informed deci- 
sions about the length of various fish- 
ing seasons. 

Mr. Chairman, without constantly 
improving and accurate and quantifi- 
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able data, data that is believed to reli- 
ably reflect the fisherman’s experience 
on the water, our commercial and rec- 
reational fishermen, alike, find it dif- 
ficult to understand decisions by gov- 
ernment to shorten fishing seasons and 
limit catches. 

To be clear, this new provision in- 
cluded in this year’s CJS bill is in- 
tended to provide the National Marine 
Fisheries Service Southeast Regional 
Office new tools to utilize data collec- 
tion efforts from our recreational, for- 
hire, and commercial fishermen, from 
State and local officials, from third- 
party researchers, and from academia. 
Data collection and research focus on 
the unique stock assessment challenges 
of Gulf fisheries. By working with our 
recreational, for-hire, and commercial 
fishermen, and by engaging them di- 
rectly in data collection, NMFS South- 
east Regional Office will ultimately 
collect more and better data and will 
begin to restore trust between the sec- 
tors and regulators. 

This public-private effort will allow 
officials tasked with managing our 
fishery resources to strike the right 
balance: balance for our recreational 
fishing communities’ quality of life 
and right to fish on our waters, balance 
for our regional economy fueled by the 
commercial and for-hire fishing indus- 
try, and balance for our strong inter- 
ests in stock rehabilitation, species 
preservation, and protecting our crit- 
ical natural resources. 

Mr. Chairman, I look forward to 
working with you as we continue to 
work through this appropriations proc- 
ess on this important provision, as well 
as working with NOAA and the NMFS 
Southeast Regional Office, during im- 
plementation of this funding to stand 
up to this critical innovative stock as- 
sessment initiative and make it a suc- 
cess for Florida and for all five of our 
Gulf States, including your home State 
of Texas. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The chairman and the staff have done 
a remarkable job working on a whole 
range of issues related to fish, not just 
in the Gulf of Mexico and Texas, but 
throughout the questions around salm- 
on in Washington State and the issues 
related to even our part of the country 
where we fish a little bit. So I want to 
thank the gentleman for his comments. 

I now yield 3 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from the great State of Cali- 
fornia (Mr. HONDA), my colleague on 
the subcommittee, who has really 
helped us on the subcommittee, par- 
ticularly around areas related to inno- 
vation and science and advanced manu- 
facturing. 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

Let me start by thanking Chairman 
CULBERSON and Ranking Member 
FATTAH for their ongoing enthusiasm 
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and support for many of the key pro- 
grams funded by this bill. Iam grateful 
for their support, including provisions 
addressing key concerns of mine such 
as the growing rape kit backlog and 
long delays in testing DNA evidence; 
preventing the politically motivated 
termination evaluation of a funda- 
mental science observatory, SOFIA; 
and ensuring the Federal Marine De- 
bris program, which will focus on plas- 
tics in our Nation's waterways and 
oceans. Despite the inclusion of these 
and other beneficial programs, this bill 
unfortunately falls short of supporting 
a robust and effective portfolio of Com- 
merce, Justice, and Science programs. 

This bill was crafted under the re- 
strictive spending cap imposed by se- 
questration. This unworkable funding 
cap has forced unacceptable cuts that 
greatly weaken key programs serving 
our country. For example, at a time 
when the funding for the constitu- 
tionally mandated decennial Census 
should be on a significant ramp-up, 
this bill underfunds the Census Bureau 
by $387 million. 

At the direction of Congress, the Cen- 
sus Bureau is testing sweeping reforms 
to Census methods that would reduce 
the overall cost of the enumeration 
substantially by bringing the Census 
into the 21st century. But without suf- 
ficient money next year, the Census 
Bureau may have to abandon plans for 
a modern Census and go back to the 
more costly, outdated, manual 2010 de- 
sign, which will end up costing $5 bil- 
lion more—$5 billion. We cannot afford 
to waste $5 billion. We need to be fis- 
cally responsible and have an under- 
standing of cuts beyond the time scale 
of a 1-year funding bill, which means 
investing in the Census now. 

Additionally, this bill severely 
underfunds and _ deprioritizes earth 
science. The bill proposes generous 
funding to support NASA for planetary 
science but seems to overlook the most 
important planet of all—our own. That 
is why I offered an amendment in com- 
mittee to fully fund the earth and geo- 
science research at NASA and NSF in- 
stead of the $520 million underfunding 
being proposed. 

Research in the earth and helio 
sciences helps protect lives, business, 
and infrastructure because economic 
and public welfare consequences of nat- 
ural hazards such as droughts, hurri- 
canes, space weather, and earthquakes 
can be devastating. As our climate con- 
tinues to change, this research is even 
more important, and yet this bill pro- 
poses to cut earth and geoscience re- 
search. We should be increasing fund- 
ing in these fields to better understand 
natural systems and allow for more in- 
formed policy decisionmaking and not 
cutting them. 

Additionally, this bill seeks to 
micromanage the NSF by singling out 
earth science and social sciences as 
lesser research priorities. This is a 
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prime example of political meddling 
into scientific research. The draconian 
spending caps have forced the cannibal- 
ization of these and other essential 
programs and resulted in a bill that is 
unworkable. 
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We need to adopt the President’s pro- 
posed overall funding levels to ensure 
that key programs such as the Census 
and NASA’s Earth Science Research 
Program are able to be effective and 
serve our Nation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, at 
this time I yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. JEN- 
KINS), my colleague and good friend 
from the committee. 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. I 
thank the Chairman for his good work. 

Mr. Chairman, I have the honor of 
serving on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, which enables me to have input 
into our spending priorities. 

This bill has a number of important 
programs. I want to highlight drug 
courts. Drug courts have a proven 
track record. Drug courts are effective 
and efficient. Drug courts work. 

A respected pastor and community 
leader in my State said: ‘‘Prisons are 
for people we are really scared of, not 
just mad at.” 

The drug epidemic continues to rav- 
age my State, and drug courts give a 
needed alternative to sending those 
suffering from addiction to jail. Drug 
courts allow individuals to undergo 
treatment, get help staying clean, and 
reenter society as a productive indi- 
vidual. 

West Virginia drug courts are suc- 
ceeding. Earlier this year, West Vir- 
ginia honored the first 1,000 adults and 
juveniles to successfully complete the 
program. 

While no single program will solve 
the drug epidemic, we must continue to 
support programs that work. This bill 
maintains critical funding for a num- 
ber of other programs that will help 
those trying to end this crisis. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia (Ms. LEE), a fellow appropriator. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, let me 
thank our ranking member for yielding 
but also for his very steady and com- 
petent leadership of this subcommittee 
on our behalf. Also, I want to thank 
the chairman for his consistent work 
at bipartisanship, even though this is 
still yet another funding bill brought 
to the floor that woefully underfunds 
our critical Federal programs. 

The fiscal year 2016 Commerce, Jus- 
tice, Science Appropriations bill really 
should reflect our Nation's commit- 
ment to growing our economy, keeping 
our communities safe, and driving in- 
novation. Instead, it makes critical 
cuts to programs at a time when they 
are needed most. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


In the Justice title, this bill includes 
no funding for the Community Ori- 
ented Policing Services Hiring Pro- 
gram and a $68 million cut to juvenile 
justice programs from fiscal year 2015. 

It also includes a $75 million cut to 
the Legal Services Corporation, which 
provides critical legal services to low- 
income Americans. Given what is hap- 
pening in communities around the 
country, especially in terms of commu- 
nities of color and law enforcement, 
these are truly unwise and misguided 
cuts. 

Under the Science title, the National 
Science Foundation, which funds crit- 
ical research at the University of Cali- 
fornia at Berkeley in my congressional 
district, is funded at $50 million below 
the fiscal year 2015 enacted level. These 
cuts are a huge blow to investments we 
should be making in scientific research 
to keep our Nation competitive. 

In the Commerce section, this bill 
also includes cuts to critical programs, 
such as a $274 million cut to the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration, and funds the Census Bu- 
reau at $387 million below the Presi- 
dent’s budget request. 

Add to all of this an inappropriate 
policy rider about exports to Cuba and 
you have a bill that, despite the hard 
work of the chair and our ranking 
member, is deeply flawed. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. EMMER of 
Minnesota). The time of the gentle- 
woman has expired. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield the gentle- 
woman an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. LEE. Finally, let me just say we 
need to stop starving our critical Fed- 
eral programs. We need to protect our 
communities in crisis and drive sci- 
entific breakthroughs in the future. 

In committee, I sponsored an amend- 
ment along with Ranking Member 
LOWEY to increase COPS Hiring fund- 
ing and also introduced an amendment 
to require jurisdictions receiving 
Byrne-JAG grants to put their officers 
through training to better work with 
diverse communities that they protect 
and serve. Congressman LACY CLAY has 
championed this idea, and later in this 
debate we will enter into a colloquy re- 
garding this important issue, and I 
want to thank the chairman and rank- 
ing member for their support. 

Mr. FATTAH. May I inquire of the 
time remaining on both sides? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has 7 minutes re- 
maining. The gentleman from Texas 
has 12 minutes remaining. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, at 
this time it is my pleasure to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE), my good friend. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
for the purpose of engaging in a col- 
loquy with the gentleman from Texas, 
the chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re- 
lated Agencies. 
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I want to thank the chairman and 
Ranking Member FATTAH for their ef- 
forts to forge a truly bipartisan bill to 
fund critical programs within the De- 
partments of Justice, Commerce, and 
the scientific community. This diverse 
bill provides a wide range of support, 
from continued scientific research in 
space to the funding our law enforce- 
ment officers need to keep our families 
and communities safe. It is truly a di- 
verse, vital bill. 

Chairman CULBERSON, please permit 
me one point of clarification in the 
bill. The NASA budget includes a space 
operations account. This account pro- 
vides funding for everything from space 
communications to research on the 
International Space Station to sup- 
porting space launch complexes. I 
would like to specifically discuss the 
space communications function within 
this account. 

Regardless of age or mission, NASA 
must be able to communicate with the 
system it has in orbit. The space and 
ground networks that comprise 
NASA’s space communications system 
are the foundation for all of NASA’s or- 
bital work. The network provides con- 
stant, real-time communications for 
all aspects of our space mission, from 
the unmanned probes at the very edges 
of our solar system to the ISS and 
Hubble Space Telescope. Without this 
capability, our Nation would be jeop- 
ardizing the safety of our manned oper- 
ations and depriving the world of the 
discoveries made by our space systems. 

It should be a commitment of the 
House to ensure that the funding for 
our space operations ensures strong 
support for the infrastructure and sup- 
port needed to maintain strong and ca- 
pable space communications. 

Again, I thank the committee for its 
work in crafting this legislation and 
strongly supporting space communica- 
tions in the past. It is my under- 
standing that the committee has pro- 
vided the space operations account 
with nearly $130 million more than it 
did in fiscal year 2015, and that it in- 
tends to support a robust level of fund- 
ing for the space communications com- 
ponent within this account. 

Is that understanding correct? I yield 
to the gentleman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield the gen- 
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

I want to thank my good friend and 
colleague from New Mexico. He is abso- 
lutely right. We have increased funding 
for the space operations account by 
$129.5 million, and we will make sure 
that that funding is adequate to sup- 
port the space communications compo- 
nents with that increase. 

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from the 
great State of Texas (Mr. CUELLAR), a 
fellow appropriator. 


June 2, 2015 


Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the ranking member for yield- 
ing, number one. Number two, I want 
to thank him for the steady leadership 
he has provided as the ranking mem- 
ber. I also want to thank my good 
friend from Texas, JOHN CULBERSON. 
We go back to the State legislature. I 
thank him for his leadership on this 
one particular issue that I want to 
bring up today, and that is the work 
that we are doing together in adding 55 
new immigration judges—the largest 
amount of immigration judges that we 
are going to have at one time. 

So I want to thank him for working 
together to add that money, as well as 
the accountability for those judges. We 
have got to make sure that we not only 
have the judges, but we have got to 
make sure that they move those cases 
with all due process given to every- 
body—and to move them as soon as 
possible. I also thank him for the work 
that we have done on Stone Garden and 
other border law enforcement needs. 

Why do we need those new judges? 
Because right now there are more than 
450,000 pending cases. There is a large 
backlog of immigration cases. There 
are about 250 judges right now, with 
about 58 courtrooms across the Nation, 
but we need to do more. 

If you look at the casework of an im- 
migration judge, that person will han- 
dle about 2,100 cases. If you look at a 
Federal judge, that judge will handle 
about 440 cases. You can see the large 
amount of cases that we have. 

So, basically, some of those cases are 
taking about 2% years to handle, and 
therefore we need to make sure that we 
have the judges in place to handle the 
backlog that we have. 

Just to give you an example, just in 
the last 6 months, 170,000 people 
crossed the border. Therefore, we need 
those judges. 

To conclude, I want to thank the 
chairman and his staff, as well as the 
ranking member and his staff. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, it 
is my pleasure to yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
WALBERG), my good friend. 

Mr. WALBERG. I thank the chair- 
man. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today deeply 
concerned by the increase of heroin and 
opioid abuse in Michigan and around 
the country. 

In Jackson, six heroin-related deaths 
have happened since March. In April, in 
Monroe County, three people overdosed 
in a 24-hour period. Last year, Lenawee 
County, my home county, had seven 
drug-related deaths in the first three 
quarters. Sadly, we hear similar stories 
in far too many communities across 
Michigan. 

Today’s CJS Appropriations bill in- 
cludes essential funding to assist 
States and localities to combat drug- 
related problems, including over $400 
million to advance strategic plans to 
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address the growing heroin and opioid 
epidemic and $372 million to tackle 
prescription drug abuse. 

It will take all of us working to- 
gether—concerned citizens, treatment 
providers, law enforcement, elected of- 
ficials at every level—to fight this 
growing epidemic and keep our homes 
and streets safe. 

I appreciate the work of the chair- 
man of the committee on this, and I 
support it. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), who has led 
the Democratic effort in terms of 
science, and I particularly thank her 
for her leadership on NASA. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, let me express 
my appreciation and respect for the 
chair as well as the ranking member of 
the subcommittee. 

I really do respect the work, but I do 
rise in opposition to H.R. 2578. It rep- 
resents a missed opportunity to help 
the Nation’s research and innovation 
enterprise at a time when that help is 
urgently needed. 

Until the mismatch between the 
House budget resolution and the needs 
facing our country is addressed, we are 
going to continue to fall behind, both 
in our efforts to maintain our global 
competitiveness and our efforts to 
maintain R&D capabilities we need 
right here at home. 

As ranking member of the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee, I 
would like to use some of my time to 
address some specific concerns that I 
have with the bill, which I elaborate on 
in my statement for the RECORD. 

In short, the bill's report language 
would make arbitrary and ideologi- 
cally driven cuts to NSF social 
sciences and geoscience research pro- 
grams. In addition, the bill’s funding 
would put NSF’s new headquarters 
building at risk, adding cost growth 
and schedule delays. 

With respect to the National Insti- 
tute of Standards and Technology, in 
addition to the funding cuts, I am par- 
ticularly concerned about the report 
language that would gut the critical fo- 
rensic standards activities already un- 
derway at NIST, as well as the bill’s 
language that would covertly, without 
any hearings, debate, or authorizing 
legislation, eliminate an entire agency, 
the National Technical Information 
Service. 

The bill would also make significant 
cuts to NOAA’s budget, including cli- 
mate research and NOAA’s Polar Fol- 
low On weather satellite program. 

Finally, the bill would make deep 
cuts to NASA’s Earth Science Pro- 
gram, disrupting activities that will 
help us better understand our home 
planet and the climate change that is 
occurring right now. 

Mr. Chairman, in closing, as I said 
before, the bill is a missed opportunity, 
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and I cannot support it in its current 
form. 

Mr. Chairman, | rise in opposition to H.R. 
2578. While | respect the work put into the bill 
by my colleagues on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, | am afraid that it represents a missed 
opportunity to help the nation’s research and 
innovation enterprise at a time when that help 
is urgently needed. 

As other speakers have noted, this bill is the 
result of a fundamentally flawed House budget 
resolution that provides insufficient allocations 
for critically important activities of the federal 
government, including investing in our future. 
Until that mismatch is addressed, we are 
going to continue to fall behind, both in our ef- 
forts to maintain our global competitiveness 
and our efforts to maintain the R&D capabili- 
ties we need here at home. 

As Ranking Member of the House Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee, | would 
like to use my remaining time to address 
some specific concerns | have with the bill. 

With respect to the National Science Foun- 
dation, | have two specific concerns beyond 
the overall funding level. Following the direc- 
tion contained in the report accompanying this 
bill would result in a 15-20% cut to each of 
the social sciences and geosciences direc- 
torates at NSF. Let me be clear. These are ar- 
bitrary and ideologically-driven cuts that reflect 
a lack of understanding of how science works, 
and a lack of understanding of the great im- 
portance of these fields of research to our na- 
tional interests. Moreover, with these cuts we 
stand to lose a generation of talent and exper- 
tise in fields essential to the wellbeing of this 
nation, and we may never recover from that 
loss. 

Second, | must comment on the flat-funding 
for the NSF operations account. NSF is al- 
ready in the midst of building a new head- 
quarters in Alexandria, and the funding pro- 
vided to NSF in this bill may very well result 
in delays and therefore increased cost for that 
building. This is a clear-cut case of the Con- 
gress being penny-wise and pound foolish. 

With respect to the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, | am concerned 
about the funding cuts to all of the accounts. 
| am particularly concerned about the report 
language that would gut the critical forensics 
standards activities already underway at NIST, 
and the bill language that would covertly, with- 
out any hearings, debate, or authorizing legis- 
lation, eliminate an entire agency, the National 
Technical Information Service. NTIS performs 
both essential and perhaps nonessential ac- 
tivities. This bill would throw out the baby with 
the bathwater without any consideration given 
to the consequences. 

The CJS bill we are considering today fails 
short in a number of ways in its treatment of 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin- 
istration. It cuts the NOAA budget 5 percent 
below current spending and more than 13 per- 
cent below the President’s request. This cut 
will have a significant impact on NOAA’s abil- 
ity to provide local communities and decision- 
makers with the information they need to ef- 
fectively manage the nation’s resources and 
protect the lives and property of every Amer- 
ican. 

| am especially concerned about the lack of 
support for NOAA’s efforts to maintain con- 
tinuity in our polar observing capabilities. The 
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President's budget request included $380 mil- 
lion to fund a Polar Follow-on program. This 
program would help mitigate a potential gap in 
this critical data by building robustness into 
our satellite constellation. As many of you 
know, accurate weather forecasts and warn- 
ings are vital for the economic security of the 
United States, and we must ensure NOAA has 
the resources it needs now to ensure the long- 
term health of our satellites. 

Additionally, | am concerned about the bill’s 
$30 million dollar cut to NOAA’s climate re- 
search activities. Addressing climate change is 
our most pressing environmental challenge 
and NOAA’s climate research furthers our un- 
derstanding and the implementation of effec- 
tive adaptation and mitigation strategies. We 
should be doing more to combat climate 
change, not less. 

Finally, with respect to NASA, while I’m 
pleased that the Committee on Appropriations 
has proposed a strong top-line for the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration that is 
consistent with the President’s overall request, 
| am troubled by the way that funding is allo- 
cated. In particular, | cannot support the deep 
cuts made to NASA’s Earth Science program. 
Given the leadership role NASA plays nation- 
ally in studies of the Earth system, including 
climate change, these cuts will do serious long 
term damage if enacted into law. 

In addition, | question the proposed reduc- 
tion to the Orion crew vehicle program from 
the FY 2015 funding level, especially given the 
concern expressed in the report language 
about NASA's ability to test all human-rated 
systems on the first Exploration Mission—1. | 
also question the proposal to fund the Safety, 
Security, and Mission Services account, which 
is critical to maintaining a world class work- 
force and infrastructure, below the President's 
request. 

Mr. Chairman, in closing, as | said before, 
this bill is a missed opportunity, and | cannot 
support it in its current form. 


1500 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, it 
is my pleasure to yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. Ross). 

Mr. ROSS. Thank you, Chairman 
CULBERSON, and thank you for pre- 
senting this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of an important amendment that will 
be offered by my colleague, Represent- 
ative BLAINE LUETKEMEYER, to defund 
the Department of Justice program 
known as Operation Choke Point. 

Created under the guise of a program 
to root out banking fraud and money 
laundering, Operation Choke Point has 
been used by administration bureau- 
crats to pressure and force banks to 
end relationships with legitimate busi- 
nesses it considers objectionable or a 
“reputational risk.” 

This administration has targeted le- 
gitimate small businesses such as fire- 
arm and ammunition dealers, cigar 
shops, pawn stores, payday lenders, and 
others. The backdoor effort to target 
legitimate law-abiding businesses it 
does not like and to coerce banks to 
choke off relationships with these le- 
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gitimate businesses is contrary to our 
Nation's fundamental principles of 
freedom. 

In voting to defund Operation Choke 
Point, I will be voting to rein in this 
out-of-control administration and its 
assault on small, legal, legitimate 
businesses. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. LIPINSKI), a gentleman who, in 
this House, has spent a great deal of 
time providing leadership in terms of 
small businesses and connecting them 
up with our research institution. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. I thank my friend for 
yielding and for his work on the Appro- 
priations Committee. 

I want to say that, Mr. Chairman, I 
understand the constraints that the 
chairman is working under, and I ap- 
preciate his work on those items that 
were mentioned by Ranking Member 
FATTAH and other Members on this 
side. 

I rise in opposition to this bill be- 
cause it fails to fund scientific research 
at levels we need to spur innovation 
and remain competitive as a Nation. In 
particular, I want to call attention to 
report language in the bill that will re- 
sult in cuts to the social sciences and 
geosciences of over $250 million. 

The NSF is the largest single source 
of funding for basing research in our 
country in a variety of fields, and that 
is especially true for the social 
sciences. 

Some will say these cuts are needed 
to prioritize research in other areas, 
but this approach of limiting funding 
for social science is misguided for sev- 
eral reasons. 

First, other areas of research are al- 
ready heavily prioritized at the NSF. 
In fiscal year 2015, the NSF will spend 
only 3.7 percent of its budget on social 
science research—clearly not an out- 
sized priority. 

This is especially true when you con- 
sider that social science research saves 
lives and money. It was NSF-funded so- 
cial science research that developed 
the kidney transplant program that 
has led to thousands of successful 
donor-patient pairings that had not 
been possible before. 

Spectrum auctions conducted by the 
FCC were made possible by economic 
research sponsored by the NSF. These 
auctions raise billions of dollars for 
taxpayers and will free up chunks of 
spectrum so we can stay at the cutting 
edge of wireless technologies. 

Social science research is also crit- 
ical for cybersecurity, as we have heard 
from many expert witnesses in the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com- 
mittee. Most cyber breaches occur be- 
cause of human factors, and social 
science is vital in addressing this grave 
security risk. 

For these reasons, I am urging my 
colleagues to oppose these cuts and to 
oppose this bill. We need to do better 
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for scientific research for the sake of 


our country, our economy, and our 
jobs. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, 


could I inquire as to how much time re- 
mains on each side? 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DUNCAN of 
Tennessee). The gentleman from Texas 
has 7% minutes remaining. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has 1 
minute remaining. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to my good friend from 
Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY). 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, one of 
the greatest innovations that has ever 
been developed by man to connect peo- 
ple from every corner of the Earth, 
whether in cafes or homes or in 
schools, is the Internet. 

The reason the Internet has expanded 
and grown around the world and has 
been such an engine for innovation is 
the fact that the Internet embodies the 
American idea of free speech. That 
very idea of free speech in the Internet 
is under attack because the adminis- 
tration and some people in this institu- 
tion want to see the core functions of 
the Internet be transferred to a foreign 
body that doesn’t share our idea of free 
speech. 

Let’s keep the Internet open. Let’s 
make sure that we continue with the 
great American idea of free speech not 
just here in America, but in every cor- 
ner of the globe because the Internet 
will embody that idea of free speech. 

The Internet was made in America. 
Let’s keep the core functions of the 
Internet in America. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I have 
one remaining speaker, so I reserve the 
balance of my time to close. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, it 
is a distinct privilege to yield 3 min- 
utes to the gentlemen from Texas (Mr. 
SMITH), the distinguished chairman of 
the full Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology Committee, my colleague and 
good friend. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my friend, the chairman of the 
Commerce, Justice, Science Sub- 
committee of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee for yielding me time. 

I thank the chairman, also, and his 
staff, especially John Martens, Leslie 
Albright, and Ashley Schiller, for 
working with the House Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee. 

I especially appreciate the chair- 
man's support for prioritizing the fund- 
ing of the basic research at the Na- 
tional Science Foundation. This re- 
search—especially in the areas of math 
and physical sciences, biology, com- 
puting, and engineering—holds the 
promise of breakthroughs that will 
trigger technological innovation, 
jump-start new industries, and spur 
economic growth. 

This bill ensures that NSF is trans- 
parent and accountable to American 
taxpayers about how their hard-earned 
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dollars are spent and that NSF-sup- 
ported research is in the national in- 
terest. 

The House CJS Appropriations bill 
also addresses concerns about the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration’s costly satellite pro- 
gram. In addition, this bill encourages 
NOAA to include private sector in- 
volvement in the space-based weather 
industry. 

Finally, I thank Chairman CULBER- 
son for his reprioritization of NASA 
planetary science, which implements 
the Science, Space, and Technology 
Committee’s NASA authorization re- 
ported in April. 

I further look forward to working 
with Chairman CULBERSON and Chair- 
man ROGERS to fully fund the Orion 
and Commercial Crew programs so that 
we can once again launch American as- 
tronauts on American rockets from 
American soil. 

Again, I thank my friend from Texas, 
Chairman CULBERSON, for his enthu- 
siasm and initiative and urge my col- 
leagues to support this bill. 

Mr. Chair, | thank Chairman CULBERSON and 
the staff of the Commerce-Justice-Science Ap- 
propriations Subcommittee, especially John 
Martens, Leslie Albright and Ashley Schiller for 
working with the House Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee. | particularly appre- 
ciate your support for prioritizing the funding of 
the basic research at the National Science 
Foundation. 

This research, especially in the areas of 
math and physical sciences, biology, com- 
puting and engineering, holds the promise of 
breakthroughs that will trigger technological in- 
novation, jumpstart new industries and spur 
economic growth. 

This bill also supports other language in the 
America COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 
2015, which passed the House two weeks 
ago. 

It ensures that NSF is transparent and ac- 
countable to American taxpayers about how 
their hard-earned dollars are spent and that 
NSF-supported research is in the national in- 
terest. 

The National Science Foundation has 
played an integral part in funding breakthrough 
discoveries in numerous scientific fields such 
as lasers, the Internet and nanotechnology. 

However, NSF has also approved dozens of 
grants for which the scientific merits and na- 
tional interest are not obvious, to put it politely. 

These include a climate change musical, a 
Norwegian tourism study, a grant on human- 
set fires in New Zealand in the 1800’s, a study 
of lawsuits in Peru in the 1600s, and a grant 
on the causes of stress in Bolivia. 

This bill supports the policy that every NSF 
public announcement of a grant award must 
be accompanied by a non-technical expla- 
nation of the project’s scientific merits and a 
certification of how it serves the national inter- 
est. This reinforces the standards set forth in 
the America COMPETES Act of 2015. 

The House CJS appropriations bill also ad- 
dresses concerns about the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration’s (NOAA) 
costly satellite program. 
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It ensures that appropriate oversight access 
is given to the Office of the Inspector General, 
the Government Accountability Office, and 
NOAA’s own Independent Review Team. Like- 
wise, recommendations from these bodies will 
help guide the satellite programs as they 
move closer to their anticipated launch dates. 

In addition, this bill encourages NOAA to in- 
clude private sector involvement in the space- 
based weather industry. 

NOAA’s costly satellite programs have his- 
torically been plagued with management prob- 
lems. Encouraging NOAA to purchase serv- 
ices from the private sector will allow for a 
more robust, cost-effective and efficient weath- 
er forecasting system that will help save lives 
and property. 

| look forward to offering an amendment 
shortly, with Chairman CULBERSON’s support, 
to further enhance NOAA’s weather research 
of near-term, affordable and attainable ad- 
vances in observational, computing and mod- 
eling capabilities. The amendment will result in 
substantial improvements in weather fore- 
casts. 

Finally, | thank Chairman CULBERSON for his 
re-prioritization of NASA planetary science, 
which implements the Science Committees’ 
NASA Authorization reported in April. 

| further look forward to working with Chair- 
man CULBERSON and Chairman ROGERS to 
fully fund the Orion and Commercial Crew 
Programs so that we can once again launch 
American astronauts on American rockets 
from American soil. 

The Commercial Crew program will allow 
the U.S. access to the International Space 
Station without depending on Russia. The 
Orion program will expand human reach into 
deep space and serve as an emergency 
backup for the Commercial Crew program. 

As we move forward with a Conference with 
the Senate, | hope that we can identify ways 
to support these programs more robustly, per- 
haps by moderating the growth of other ac- 
counts such as Earth Science, which has in- 
creased 63 percent since 2007 while other 
areas of NASA have remained flat. 

Again, | thank my friend from Texas, Chair- 
man CULBERSON, for his enthusiasm and initia- 
tive on this bill and urge my colleagues to sup- 
port it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
have no additional speakers, and I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

We are going to move into a process 
of amendments in which the House will 
work its will, but I think the general 
debate has illuminated a host of areas 
where we agree and a few areas where 
we disagree. 

The last speaker, my good friend 
from Texas, LAMAR SMITH, who has 
done a lot of work, as he mentioned, 
there are some areas where we remain 
in disagreement, which is the notion 
that we should make some of these 
changes in terms of science 
prioritization are issues that not just 
are there disagreements between the 
parties, but there is vast concern in the 
scientific enterprise in the Nation, that 
we would interject perhaps a viewpoint 


8287 


into science that would move away 
from merit-based processes. 

On that point, I look forward to the 
amendment process, and I thank the 
House for listening to our points of 
view. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

As we conclude the debate on this 
bill, it is important for all of us here 
today to know that, Members of the 
House, this process is open. Members 
can come down to the floor and offer an 
amendment, 5 minutes per side. 

We have in this bill prioritized our 
funding, as we all do in our private life 
and our business life. Following the 
good advice of financial guru Dave 
Ramsey, you don't spend money you 
don't have, and try to eliminate debt 
at all possible costs. 

We in the majority have done our 
very best to make sure that we are liv- 
ing within our means. Although the 
budget caps—I know there is a great 
deal of frustration among my Demo- 
crat colleagues on the limitations on 
spending. That is the law that was sug- 
gested initially by the White House. 

It is important that we do all that we 
can to minimize the debt that we pass 
on to our children and grandchildren. 
The budget caps are reality, and we 
have, within the limitations that we 
have, prioritized the funding in this 
bill to make sure that law enforcement 
is number one; the FBI and the Depart- 
ment of Justice are taken care of; that 
the National Science Foundation, in 
fact, is funded at a historically high 
level. We have given them a $50 million 
increase. 

We have also funded NASA at a his- 
torically high level since the Apollo 
program. I would certainly like to see 
the American space program given 
more. AS more money becomes avail- 
able, if we find an opportunity as we 
move through conference, of course, we 
will work hard to make sure that we 
will plus-up funding for the sciences 
and space exploration everywhere we 
can. 

I heard my colleagues mention the 
Legal Services Corporation, which does 
important work in representing the 
poor. We will certainly do our best to 
find additional funding there. 

I will also be filing legislation to give 
attorneys a tax deduction, dollar for 
dollar, for work that they do donating 
their time to the poor. I think that is 
a far better way to get legal services to 
the poor, through the Tax Code, rather 
than by appropriating our taxpayers’ 
hard-earned tax dollars. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I want 
to point out to the Members that, 
above all, this legislation will ensure 
that the laws, as enacted by Congress, 
are enforced. If Federal agencies want 
the privilege of spending and using our 
constituents’ hard-earned tax dollars, 
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they will need to demonstrate through 
their spending plans, through their 
presentations to this committee, that 
they are actually enforcing the law as 
written by Congress. 

We will, throughout the course of the 
year, engage in vigorous oversight to 
ensure that our money is not only 
wisely spent, that it is prudently spent, 
that it is only spent when absolutely 
necessary, but that our constituents’ 
hard-earned tax dollars are only spent 
to enforce the law as written by the 
people’s elected representatives. 

I urge my colleagues to join us today 
in voting for this important legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Chair, | rise in opposition 
to H.R. 2578. 

The Internet is one of the great American 
success stories in our history, benefitting bil- 
lions of people around the world. Congress 
has a longstanding and bipartisan commitment 
to a global, open Internet, free from govern- 
mental control. Our support for the decentral- 
ized, multi-stakeholder approach to Internet 
governance has enabled its growth as an un- 
paralleled platform for economic opportunity 
and democratic participation. 

Last year the National Telecommunications 
and Information Administration (NTIA) an- 
nounced that the U.S. government would take 
an important step to transition technical func- 
tions of the domain name system to the multi- 
stakeholder community. This transition of the 
Internet Assigned Numbers Authority (IANA) to 
the private sector has been a U.S. policy goal 
for two decades, through Republican and 
Democratic administrations alike. 

Since NTIA’s announcement, the multi- 
stakeholder community has stepped up to the 
plate to craft a transition proposal and en- 
hanced accountability measures needed in the 
absence of U.S. government stewardship. 
NTIA has articulated specific criteria for the 
transition proposal and made clear that any 
plan must advance our vision of a free and 
open Internet. 

Despite this significant progress, H.R. 2578 
includes language that blocks NTIA from using 
funds to relinquish the IANA functions. This 
limitation of funds is not only unnecessary, it 
sends the wrong message to the international 
community. Our diplomats point to the IANA 
transition announcement as a key factor help- 
ing us win allies and support for an Internet 
free of government control. As the U.S. Cham- 
ber of Commerce stated, this funding restric- 
tion “could result in harm to U.S. businesses 
and Internet users as a whole.” 

While | oppose this provision in H.R. 2578, 
| agree with my colleagues that the IANA tran- 
sition must be conducted carefully and trans- 
parently. That's why I’m working with my Re- 
publican colleagues at the Energy and Com- 
merce Committee on legislation to ensure 
NTIA implements the IANA transition con- 
sistent with the principles we all support. Our 
legislation will address concerns about trans- 
parency and accountability, while reaffirming 
our commitment to the transition. 

While | cannot support the funding restric- 
tion in H.R. 2578, | stand ready to work with 
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my colleagues on responsible oversight of the 
IANA transition. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair, | rise 
today to speak to the provisions in the bill re- 
lated to programs of the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) that ad- 
dress the monitoring and mapping of our Na- 
tion’s coastlines. This function is an important 
function for the safety of navigation, environ- 
mental protection, and homeland security of 
the United States. There is little dispute that 
important commercial, military, and rec- 
reational activities are supported by this effort. 

While important across the entire country, | 
want to address the specific needs of my 
State of Alaska. | understand that there is a 
concerted effort by NOAA to improve sea sub- 
surface surveys. | fully support their efforts 
and applaud them for continuing this important 
work. The safety of navigation for our water- 
ways is extremely important. 

However, there is another dimension of sur- 
vey that needs some attention also. Most of 
the shoreline in the Arctic along Alaska’s 
northern and western coasts has not been 
mapped since 1960, if ever, and confidence in 
the shoreline depicted on the region’s nautical 
charts is extremely low. Less than 10% of 
Alaska has contemporary shoreline data and 
less than 1% is mapped annually. There is 
also a disturbing lack of consistent elevation 
data. 

The current state of shoreline mapping 
leaves those who ply Alaskan waters and de- 
pend on accurate shoreline mapping for their 
livelihood unnecessarily vulnerable. Due to 
Alaska's vast size and sparse population, the 
cost of acquiring traditional high-resolution 
topographic data and mapping thousands of 
miles of coastline is a daunting endeavor. 
Alaska has more than 44,000 miles of shore- 
line, which more than doubles the shoreline of 
the entire lower 48 states. Further, the emerg- 
ing importance of the Arctic is adding to the 
need for updated shoreline charts. Increased 
economic development and shipping transits 
require that the most accurate data be col- 
lected and up to date charts be produced. 

As a result, citizens and the State's econ- 
omy are at risk. In addition to understanding 
sea-level rise impacts on fish and wildlife habi- 
tat, sea-level rise investigations are also im- 
portant given that three quarters of Alaska's 
citizens live in coastal regions, which support 
80% of the state's economic activity. Eco- 
nomic activity in Alaska's coastal zones in- 
cludes world-renowned fish and shellfish in- 
dustries as well as a burgeoning recreation 
and tourism industry. 

Many approaches are available. Some tech- 
niques can be a painstaking undertaking due 
to cost and logistical challenges because of 
the vast area and distances involved. As a re- 
sult the data collected within Alaska can be 
fairly limited in coverage. Another promising 
technology is the use of satellite remote sens- 
ing that can help assist current NOAA efforts. 
The complementary use of optical and radar 
satellites can add a new dimension to remote 
sensing applications. Within the State of Alas- 
ka there is an emerging capability using this 
approach that is cost effective and not de- 
pendent on weather conditions. This capability 
includes the ability to download data and pro- 
vide the refined products needed to create the 
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needed mapping quickly and cost effectively. | 
understand that NOAA regularly uses both 
government and commercial satellite imagery 
to support nautical charting in Alaska. 

Regardless of the approach, | want to en- 
courage NOAA to make a concerted effort to 
use funding received to reduce the backlog of 
outdated and uncharted shorelines in Alaska 
as quickly and cost effectively as possible in 
addition to continuing the important work of 
conducting the sea subsurface surveying. The 
economic and strategic importance of the Pa- 
cific Northwest region and the emerging Arctic 
require that this be done. 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Chair, | want to compliment 
the Chairman for a good bill that responsibly 
invests in law enforcement, space, the 
sciences, research, our oceans and marine re- 
sources, and our weather sciences. 

| also want to thank the Chairman for his 
support in this bill for an innovative data col- 
lection initiative to improve fish stock assess- 
ments and research of the fisheries of the Gulf 
of Mexico. As we discussed in our hearings, 
we as a nation need to utilize all available 
tools and technology, and work with all fish- 
eries’ sector participants, including rec- 
reational, for-hire and commercial, to provide 
the most accurate assessment of the health of 
our fish stocks, including the Red Snapper 
species so critical to our quality of life in our 
Gulf states like Florida and Texas, and so crit- 
ical to our regional economy. This innovative 
data collection initiative will better enable the 
National Marine Fisheries Service and the re- 
gional council to make the most informed deci- 
sions possible about the length of various fish- 
ing seasons. 

Mr. Chair, without constantly improving, 
more accurate, quantifiable data—data that is 
believed to reliably reflect the fisherman’s ex- 
perience on the water—our commercial and 
recreational fishermen alike find it difficult to 
understand decisions made by government to 
shorten fishing seasons and limit catches. 

To be clear, this important new provision in- 
cluded in this year’s CJS bill is intended to 
provide the National Marine Fisheries Service 
Southeast Regional Office new tools to utilize 
data collection efforts from our recreational, 
for-hire and commercial fishermen, state and 
local officials, third party researchers, and aca- 
demia—data collection and research focused 
on the unique stock assessment challenges of 
Gulf fisheries. 

By working with our recreational, for-hire 
and commercial fishermen, and engaging 
them directly in data collection, the NMFS 
Southeast Regional Office will ultimately accu- 
mulate more and better data, and will begin to 
restore trust between the sectors and regu- 
lators. 

This public-private effort will allow officials 
tasked with managing our fishery resources to 
reach the right balance, balance for our rec- 
reational fishing community’s quality of life and 
right to fish on our waters, balance for our re- 
gional economy fueled by the commercial and 
for-hire fishing industry, and balance for our 
strong interest in stock rehabilitation, species 
preservation and protecting our critical natural 
resources. 

Mr. Chair, the Florida Institute of Oceanog- 
raphy estimates that Florida’s ocean economy 
generates almost $30 billion dollars per year 
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in economic activity, more than that generated 
by citrus, cattle, ranching and the space indus- 
try of Florida combined. It is critical that we 
get this right. 

| look forward to continuing to work with 
Chairman CULBERSON through the appropria- 
tions process, and with NOAA and NMFS 
Southeast Regional Office during implementa- 
tion of this funding, to stand up this critical, in- 
novative stock assessment initiative and make 
it a success for Florida and for all five of our 
Gulf States, including the Chairman’s home 
state of Texas. 

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen- 
eral debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

During consideration of the bill for 
amendment each amendment shall be 
debatable for 10 minutes equally di- 
vided and controlled by the proponent 
and an opponent and shall not be sub- 
ject to amendment. No pro forma 
amendment shall be in order except 
that the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations or their respective designees 
may offer up to 10 pro forma amend- 
ments each at any point for the pur- 
pose of debate. The Chair of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole may accord pri- 
ority in recognition on the basis of 
whether the Member offering an 
amendment has caused it to be printed 
in the portion of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD designated for that purpose. 
Amendments so printed shall be con- 
sidered read. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2578 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the following sums 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and for 
other purposes, namely: 

TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses for international 
trade activities of the Department of Com- 
merce provided for by law, and for engaging 
in trade promotional activities abroad, in- 
cluding expenses of grants and cooperative 
agreements for the purpose of promoting ex- 
ports of United States firms, without regard 
to sections 3702 and 3703 of title 44, United 
States Code; full medical coverage for de- 
pendent members of immediate families of 
employees stationed overseas and employees 
temporarily posted overseas; travel and 
transportation of employees of the Inter- 
national Trade Administration between two 
points abroad, without regard to section 
40118 of title 49, United States Code; employ- 
ment of citizens of the United States and 
aliens by contract for services; rental of 
space abroad for periods not exceeding 10 
years, and expenses of alteration, repair, or 
improvement; purchase or construction of 
temporary demountable exhibition struc- 
tures for use abroad; payment of tort claims, 
in the manner authorized in the first para- 
graph of section 2672 of title 28, United 
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States Code, when such claims arise in for- 
eign countries; not to exceed $294,300 for offi- 
cial representation expenses abroad; pur- 
chase of passenger motor vehicles for official 
use abroad, not to exceed $45,000 per vehicle; 
obtaining insurance on official motor vehi- 
cles; and rental of tie lines, $472,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2017, of 
which $10,000,000 is to be derived from fees to 
be retained and used by the International 
Trade Administration, notwithstanding sec- 
tion 3302 of title 31, United States Code: Pro- 
vided, That, of amounts provided under this 
heading, not less than $16,400,000 shall be for 
China antidumping and countervailing duty 
enforcement and compliance activities: Pro- 
vided further, That the provisions of the first 
sentence of section 105(f) and all of section 
108(c) of the Mutual Educational and Cul- 
tural Exchange Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2455(f) 
and 2458(c)) shall apply in carrying out these 
activities; and that for the purpose of this 
Act, contributions under the provisions of 
the Mutual Educational and Cultural Ex- 
change Act of 1961 shall include payment for 
assessments for services provided as part of 
these activities. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOODLATTE 


Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert ‘‘(decreased by $23,600,000)”. 

Page 28, line 22, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(decreased by $2,733,000)”. 

Page 30, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $293,000,000’’. 

Page 47, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert ‘‘(decreased by $45,000,000)”. 

Page 49, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert ‘‘(decreased by $52,500,000)”. 

Page 72, line 7, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(decreased by $270,000,000)”. 

Page 72, line 7, after the second dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(decreased by $266,900,000)”. 

Page 72, line 12, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(decreased by $4,000,000)”. 

Page 72, line 14, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘(decreased by $1,000,000)”. 

Mr. GOODLATTE (during the read- 
ing). Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the amendment be considered 
as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Virginia and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment re- 
stores necessary funding for the Fed- 
eral Prisoner Detention program. 

The Marshals Service assumes cus- 
tody of individuals arrested by all Fed- 
eral agencies and is responsible for the 
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housing and transportation of pris- 
oners from the time they are brought 
into Federal custody until they are ei- 
ther acquitted or transferred to the 
Federal Bureau of Prisons’ custody for 
incarceration. 

The FPD program provides housing, 
medical care, and transportation for 
Federal prisoners housed in non-Fed- 
eral facilities and has an average daily 
population of approximately 45,000 pris- 
oners. This funding is critical to ensur- 
ing that the United States Marshals 
Service can provide safe, human care 
and custody for the approximately 
204,000 Federal prisoners it will be re- 
sponsible for in fiscal year 2016. 
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Mr. Chairman, the fiscal year 2016 
Commerce, Justice, Science Appropria- 
tions bill falls nearly $400 million short 
of the funding necessary to maintain 
the Marshals Service’s prisoner deten- 
tion operations. This matter must be 
corrected. My amendment would sim- 
ply reduce less critical accounts to 
make up for this astounding shortfall. 

This amendment reduces youth men- 
toring programs by $45 million, leaving 
a generous sum of $50 million for youth 
mentoring. 

My amendment also zeros out the 
new, unauthorized grant program to 
improve police-community relations. 
While this concept may have merit, the 
creation of such a program is the re- 
sponsibility of the House Judiciary 
Committee. 

This amendment also reduces funding 
for the International Trade Adminis- 
tration by 5 percent and for the Com- 
munity Relations Service by 20 per- 
cent. 

Finally, my amendment leaves $30 
million in funding for the Legal Serv- 
ices Corporation to administer existing 
grants and to promote pro bono efforts. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON), 
the chairman of the subcommittee, 
who has worked with my staff very 
diligently on a number of issues related 
to this matter, and I would be prepared 
to withdraw this amendment in lieu of 
all the difficulties he has in finding 
funds for the priority he has but, none- 
theless, hoping that he will acknowl- 
edge that this is a priority that has 
been shortchanged and that we need to 
make sure that not only are these pris- 
oners able to be held, and held accord- 
ing to law, but also that it does not 
give rise to prisoners being released in 
circumstances where they otherwise 
should be held in incarceration. 

So I am hoping that, if the gen- 
tleman would agree moving forward to 
help us try to find additional funds for 
this account, perhaps the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania would be willing to 
help as well, and I would be willing to 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
look forward to working with the 
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chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
to ensure that these prisoners are not 
released. I will work diligently with 
my colleague from Philadelphia to find 
additional funds as we move forward in 
the process. The last thing we want is 
these people being released. 

It has been a privilege for me to work 
with you and your staff. I am very 
privileged to follow in the footsteps of 
your colleague from Virginia, Frank 
Wolf, who was chairman of the CJS 
Subcommittee, and I have continued 
that close working relationship. We 
will do everything we can to find fund- 
ing to make sure that these Federal 
prisoners are not released early. That 
is a subject near and dear to my heart. 
Iam very sensitive to it. 

We had a Federal judge in Texas run- 
ning our prisons for 25 years, William 
Wayne Justice; and I sued him, as a 
State representative, to end his control 
over the prisons because one of the 
main things he was doing was causing 
the early release of prisoners to go vic- 
timize Texans, which is utterly unac- 
ceptable. So this is a top priority. I 
will work with the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FATTAH). 
Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 


yield? 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I obviously would work 
with the chairman on this and a whole 
range of other items. The offsets that 
you have identified would be very prob- 
lematic, from my point of view. But I 
will work with the chairman. We need 
to make sure we fully fund the U.S. 
Marshals Service. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I thank the chair- 
man and the ranking member. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GUINTA 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 3, line 10, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(reduced by 
$5,000,000)”. 


Page 42, line 24, insert after the dollar 


amount the following: “(increased by 
$5,000,000)”. 
Page 44, line 6, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$5,000,000)”. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New Hampshire and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of my amendment to 
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the Commerce, Justice, Science Appro- 
priations bill to increase the funding 
for our Nation's drug courts by $5 mil- 
lion. 

Drug courts keep people in treatment 
and can be one of the most effective 
intervention programs for those suf- 
fering from drug addiction. And just as 
important, these courts reduce crime, 
save money, and serve families and 
children affected by substance abuse. 

Drug and substance abuse directly 
impacts our States, communities, law 
enforcement, and families across the 
country. In the past 5 years alone, in 
my home State of New Hampshire, 
overdoses have increased fivefold. Last 
year in the Granite State, deaths from 
heroin and illicit drug use exceeded 
auto-related deaths in the State. Drug 
use and abuse have devastated count- 
less families from the Granite State. 

Drug courts are transforming the 
criminal justice system across our Na- 
tion by creating a systematic response 
to substance abuse and crime as an al- 
ternative to incarceration. It is not 
every day that we get to directly save 
lives in government. The drug courts 
program has proven to do just that. 

I would also like to acknowledge and 
thank my colleague from Massachu- 
setts, Congressman LYNCH, for working 
with me on this amendment to ensure 
this much-needed funding. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment as we continue to tackle 
the drug abuse epidemic that is plagu- 
ing communities around our Nation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. GUINTA. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Drug courts are a proven way to get 
a good outcome for people who are ar- 
rested for drug offenses. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. FATTAH) and 
the subcommittee have already funded 
the drug courts at $41 million, $5 mil- 
lion above the request. I think the gen- 
tleman’s amendment is a worthwhile 
increase, and I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Mr. GUINTA. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
in opposition, even though I am not op- 
posed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, on that, 
I want to say something, and then I 
will yield to my colleague. 

I led the effort in my home State to 
create drug courts when I was in the 
State senate before any of my gray 
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hairs. They have worked out spectacu- 
larly well in many places throughout 
the country. So I support the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire’s amend- 
ment. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH). 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. GUINTA). He and I were of a 
similar mind in terms of this amend- 
ment, and I am delighted that the 
chairman has accepted the amendment. 

We understand the good that drug 
courts do in our society and in our sys- 
tem. It actually combines the re- 
sources of family, the courts, law en- 
forcement, substance abuse agencies, 
our local and town governments, State 
governments, and, of course, the Fed- 
eral Government as well. 

Drug addiction in the United States 
is an epidemic that affects every city 
and town across America, and it cuts 
across every demographic. It leaves in 
its wake shattered lives and families 
and costs taxpayers hundreds of bil- 
lions of dollars annually. 

The National Institute on Drug 
Abuse estimates that the total overall 
cost of substance abuse in the United 
States, including lost productivity and 
health and crime-related costs, exceeds 
$600 billion every year. The institute 
also reports that drug addiction treat- 
ment has been shown to reduce associ- 
ated health and social costs by far 
more than the costs of treatment, 
itself. Drug courts can be the first step 
on the road back for those suffering 
with addiction. 

Drug addiction is a disease, and peo- 
ple under the influence often act out of 
character. Society is beginning to rec- 
ognize that we need to deal with addic- 
tion and its outcome in a way that can 
have a positive effect on individuals 
and their families and communities. I 
believe drug courts offer this oppor- 
tunity by providing a support system 
and a road map for moving forward. 

The drug courts are specialized dock- 
ets which handle cases involving drug- 
and/or alcohol-dependent offenders 
charged with nonviolent offenses deter- 
mined to have been caused or influ- 
enced by their addiction. 

I have visited many of the prisons in 
my State, and I would say, in some 
cases, 80 to 90 percent of those inmates 
who are in there have dual addictions 
at the root of their problems. 

I do want to recall the support that 
we received in the past from the former 
chairman, Frank Wolf of Virginia, who 
is a good and decent man, and we miss 
him here. But I am glad to see that the 
current chairman is of a similar mind, 
and I want to thank him as well. 

Mr. GUINTA. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to echo the 
sentiments of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. This is a worthwhile at- 
tempt to try to help and heal families, 
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address our process of incarceration, 
but also to make sure that we are 
doing the right thing for families 
across not just our region in New Eng- 
land, but across the country. 

I would also like to thank Appropria- 
tions Committee Chairman ROGERS and 
Subcommittee Chairman CULBERSON 
for their hard work not just on this 
component, an amendment to the bill, 
but the overall bill and the commit- 
ment to this particular issue. Again, I 
would urge my colleagues to support 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr. 
QUINTA). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. REICHERT 

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1)’’. 

Page 4, line 21, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $1)”. 

Page 7, line 8, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $100,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $100,000,000)’’. 

Page 43, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $100,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Washington and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to thank Chairman CULBERSON 
and Chairman ROGERS for working to- 
gether with Representatives PASCRELL, 
DENT, and HERRERA BEUTLER to de- 
velop this amendment. 

I rise today to offer this critical 
amendment with the colleagues that I 
just mentioned. This amendment in- 
creases the Edward Byrne Memorial 
Justice Assistance Grant Program by 
$100 million and decreases the Census 
Bureau by an equal amount. 

Last year, the COPS Hiring Program 
received bipartisan support and was 
funded at $180 million in the omnibus. 
Unfortunately, the underlying legisla- 
tion completely eliminates the COPS 
Hiring Program. 

While we cannot restore COPS Hiring 
Programs and add them back into the 
bill due to House rules governing con- 
sideration of appropriation measures, 
we can help ease the burden and miti- 
gate the impact of the program’s elimi- 
nation on local law enforcement by 
passing this bipartisan amendment. 

To continue to meet the needs of po- 
lice departments across the country, 
this additional $100 million for Byrne 
JAG should specifically be used for 
grants to police departments for hir- 
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ing. Ensuring the safety of our commu- 
nities and neighborhoods should be one 
of our first priorities, and we cannot do 
without a sufficient number of police 
officers. 

Mr. Chairman, the police officers and 
law enforcement agencies across this 
country are asked to do more and more 
with less and less, and let me just give 
you some examples. 

When I was the sheriff in Seattle, I 
provided deputies to Federal task force 
efforts, the Joint Fugitive Task Force; 
the Joint Terrorism Task Force; the 
HIDTA Task Force, the High Intensity 
Drug Trafficking Area Task Force; the 
fusion center; and I could go on with 
some others. 

The role that local law enforcement 
plays in the efforts of Federal law en- 
forcement are integral. They are inter- 
connected. They can’t be separated. It 
is a team effort from the Federal law 
enforcement agencies to the local law 
enforcement agencies. And sometimes 
people in this Chamber get confused as 
to what the local law enforcement’s 
role is when it comes to Federal re- 
sponsibility. 

I will just give you an example of one 
of my own personal experiences. Early 
in my career as a police officer, a sher- 
iff's deputy on the streets in the mid- 
seventies, I made a traffic stop. I came 
across a young lady who happened to 
be in the employment of somebody who 
was connected to a crime syndicate 
within the Washington State area who 
was operating human trafficking oper- 
ations from Texas to Anchorage, and 
not only that, but they were involved 
in drug trafficking. 

So I developed this informant as a 
patrol officer driving around in my pa- 
trol car. You would never think that I 
might have the opportunity to bust a 
big case like this. But this is just an 
example of the day-to-day activity that 
police officers operate in, and they col- 
lect this information. I took it to the 
Federal agency responsible. I went to 
the DEA. 

I had a secret meeting in a hotel 
room in downtown Seattle. The inform- 
ant wouldn’t trust the Federal 
operatives, but she trusted me. So I 
had to bring her there. We came up 
with a plan for me to travel to Texas. 
It is a long story. I won’t get into the 
rest of it. But I think that everyone in 
this room gets the picture of how crit- 
ical it is for us to integrate Federal 
and local law enforcement and that we 
have a responsibility, as the United 
States Congress, on the House side and 
on the Senate side, to support those ef- 
forts. 
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As matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, I 
was hired under a Federal grant in 1972 
called the PEP program. I would not 
have had a 33-year career if I wasn’t 
hired with Federal money. So this $100 
million is going to be so much appre- 
ciated by our men and women. 
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I want to mention just one other 
criminal aspect of this bill. It is not 
perfect. No bill is perfect. The law en- 
forcement community is not perfect. 
We are not perfect. Congress is not per- 
fect. The community is not perfect. We 
need to stop looking at the negative 
and the bad in all of these organiza- 
tions together and start looking at the 
good, come together, and figure out a 
solution to bringing police and commu- 
nity together. 

Today there aren’t enough cops on 
the street. The community policing 
program has, in some parts of this 
country, been eliminated or cut back. 
So school resource officers are gone in 
some communities. Storefront officers 
are gone. They are gone, Mr. Chairman, 
and we need to bring them back. We 
can do it together. We can solve this 
problem and keep our community safe. 

I appreciate the gentleman and the 
time you have allowed me. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment, even 
though I am not in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I gladly 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CULBERSON), my chairman, 
if he has any more to add on this mat- 
ter before I yield to my colleague over 
here. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thank the gen- 
tleman, just to say that, as you know, 
we discussed in full committee that the 
purpose of our bill was to shift the 
COPS hiring because it has not been re- 
authorized a number of years over to 
the Byrne JAG Program, which can be 
used for hiring because these are grant 
applications that can be tailored for 
your specific community. You can be 
sure the money is targeted precisely 
for your needs in Seattle or Philadel- 
phia, so the Byrne JAG Program 
money can indeed be used for hiring po- 
lice officers. 

I strongly support the gentleman’s 
amendment because it will allow more 
community hiring of police officers, 
and that is a good thing. God bless all 
our law enforcement officers, and we 
can’t give them enough support. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PASCRELL). 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the ranking member and my 
brother in the Law Enforcement Cau- 
cus, DAVID REICHERT, from Washington. 

I want to thank my colleagues who 
have joined in a strong show of bipar- 
tisan support for the COPS program, 
Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER and Mr. DENT 
included. 

Let us be clear what this amendment 
does. The Reichert amendment in- 
creases funding for the Byrne JAG by 
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$100 million for hiring purposes, a crit- 
ical step—I think, an important mes- 
sage. 

Our amendment is supported by the 
major voices in the law enforcement 
community, including the National As- 
sociation of Police Organizations, the 
Major County Sheriffs Association, the 
Fraternal Order of Police, and the Ser- 
geant Benevolent Association, so I urge 
my colleagues to support it. 

But despite all of the debate about 
community policing happening across 
our Nation, as Mr. REICHERT referred 
to, the American people need to know 
that, despite what our amendment 
does, the underlying bill eliminates the 
Federal COPS Hiring Program. It is 
simply unacceptable that every year 
we ask the law enforcement commu- 
nity to do more and more with less and 
less. 

Mr. Chairman, in last year’s House 
bill, the COPS program was cut by $109 
million, 61 percent. So we can pontifi- 
cate all we want about how we are be- 
hind the police officers of this country, 
but what we continue to do with suc- 
cessful programs, successful programs 
by any account, cut and cut. We were 
able to restore some of the money 
thanks to DAVID REICHERT and a few 
other people from both sides of the 
aisle, thanks to you, Mr. Chairman and 
Mr. Ranking Member. 

This year—this, despite being joined 
by over 150 of our colleagues from both 
sides of the aisle in asking the com- 
mittee to support the COPS program— 
you gutted it. We can’t even amend it. 
It is done. It is over. 

As a cornerstone of the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s efforts to assist State and 
local law enforcement, COPS Hiring 
has funded over 127,000 public safety of- 
ficer positions. DAVID REICHERT was on 
the front line. He can speak to the 
issue over and over again. He has been 
there and done it. I just can talk about 
it. 

Mr. Chairman and Mr. Ranking Mem- 
ber, it is plain and simple. Fewer cops 
on the beat mean more crime on the 
street. Fewer cops on the beat mean 
more crime on our streets. I ask you— 
I ask you to do everything in your 
power, as you have done in the past—to 
restore what I think is probably one of 
the most efficient programs in the en- 
tire Federal Government, the COPS 
program. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say in conclu- 
sion that I join with the chairman. I 
support this amendment. I support the 
COPS program. 

For 20 years, the Federal Govern- 
ment has been engaged in this, 
launched under President Clinton, 
which has reduced crime in our coun- 
try, has saved lives, has made commu- 
nities safer. And even though there is 
some disagreement about the author- 
ization, there is no disagreement, I 
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don’t believe, that we should be pro- 
viding resources. I think the gentleman 
articulated on the front end of this dis- 
cussion how intertwined local police 
are with our Federal law enforcement 
efforts and how critically indispensable 
they are in these efforts. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Chairman, if I could point out to 
my good friend from New Jersey what 
we have done is simply shift the pro- 
gram over to the Byrne JAG Program, 
because with Byrne JAG you can cus- 
tomize your application for New Jer- 
sey, for Philadelphia, or for Seattle. 
You can hire police officers under the 
Byrne JAG Program. We shifted the 
program over to Byrne JAG because it 
is far more effective and can be tai- 
lored to your community. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I strongly support 
this amendment because with this 
amendment we are restoring the fund- 
ing for the COPS Hiring Program, but 
doing it through a far more effective 
and locally tailored program, the 
Byrne JAG Program. So I would urge 
all my colleagues to support this bipar- 
tisan amendment. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, we are 
in agreement, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
REICHERT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POLIQUIN 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $44,000,000)”. 

Page 6, line 20, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $8,000,000)”. 

Page 7, line 8, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $36,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Maine and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, families in northern, 
central, western, and downeast Maine 
are some of the hardest working, most 
honest people you can find in the coun- 
try. They expect and they want a more 
effective and a more accountable gov- 
ernment that works for them, sir, and 
not against them. 

Now, one of the most important jobs 
of the Federal Government is to make 
sure that we protect American workers 
against unfair and unlawful trade prac- 
tices. This is very clear in our Con- 
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stitution, and the Founding Fathers 
made this clear to us all. 

Today, here in Washington, the 
International Trade Administration is 
responsible for enforcing these trade 
rules. Last year, three of our major 
paper mills in our district, the Second 
District of Maine, in Bucksport, Old 
Town, and Millinocket, closed. Mr. 
Chairman, 1,000 of the most skilled 
paper makers in the world are no 
longer working, and those 1,000 pay- 
checks are no longer flowing to their 
families to help them care for their 
kids. 

This year in central Maine, in Madi- 
son, Maine, a fourth paper mill is now 
facing difficulty and has temporarily 
shut down a couple of times and fur- 
loughed another 200 workers. Now, if 
you talk to the folks that own the mill 
and work on the floor in Madison, they 
cite two reasons: number one is the 
high cost of energy to run their ma- 
chinery; secondly, a provincial govern- 
ment in Canada has provided about $125 
million of unfair subsidies to a com- 
peting paper mill across the border. 
These subsidies, which are unlawful 
and unfair, have allowed this com- 
peting paper mill to buy new equip- 
ment and to subsidize the cost of en- 
ergy to run their machinery. As a re- 
sult, the price of supercalendered paper 
that is made across the border and also 
in Madison, Maine, has plummeted, 
causing our mill in Madison to tempo- 
rarily shut down and furlough its work- 
ers. 

Now this, Mr. Chairman, is not right, 
and this is not fair. American workers 
are the best in the world. We can com- 
pete with anybody in any industry in 
the global marketplace as long as it is 
a level playing field. 

As our office, Mr. Chair, got involved 
in this issue, the ITA made it very 
clear to us that they did not have the 
staff able to fully address this issue in 
what we believe to be a full, thorough, 
and comprehensive investigation, in- 
cluding a number of different paper 
mills, when it comes to these unfair 
subsidies. 

Up in our district, we are very frugal. 
We are fiscal conservatives. The folks 
in Maine can stretch a dollar, Mr. 
Chair, wider than anybody else in the 
country. So I am not suggesting that 
we increase the size of government and 
we increase spending. Quite the oppo- 
site. I believe our government is too 
big and too intrusive. However, I do 
have a solution to this problem. 

My amendment, Mr. Chair, asks that 
we transfer less than 5 percent of the 
funding this year going to the Census 
Bureau to the ITA such that they have 
the resources to thoroughly and effec- 
tively conduct an investigation dealing 
with these unfair provincial subsidies 
in Canada. 

Now, not only will a thorough and 
fair investigation help our workers at 
the Madison mill in central Maine, but 
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it will also help the backlog of cases at 
the ITA that affect tens of thousands 
of workers in various industries all 
throughout America. We all know in 
this room, on both sides of the aisle, 
that fair trade results in more jobs. 

All of us here in this Chamber want 
to make sure we do everything hu- 
manly possible to help our companies 
grow, be more competitive, more suc- 
cessful, and hire more workers. When 
that happens, Mr. Chairman, our work- 
ers have better lives with more oppor- 
tunities, more freedom, and less gov- 
ernment dependence. 

This is about jobs, Mr. Chair, and it 
is all about national security. I ask my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle, 
Republicans and Democrats, to please 
support this amendment to make sure 
that we have fair trade in this country. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reluctantly rise in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask my colleague to consider with- 
drawing the amendment. I would like 
to work with him to ensure that this 
case is investigated. The ITA is funded 
at a level of over $470 million. 

I can only imagine how devastating 
this must be to the families there in 
Madison, Maine, that have lost their 
jobs and had their jobs furloughed and 
suspended because of an unfair subsidy 
right across the border. This is exactly 
what ITA is supposed to be doing. The 
Appropriations Committee has extraor- 
dinary influence over these agencies, 
and this is exactly the kind of case the 
ITA should be working on. 

I want to pledge to you my full sup- 
port and assistance in making sure 
that this case is investigated and pur- 
sued aggressively if you consider with- 
drawing the amendment, because the 
Census has gotten hammered pretty 
hard. They just had $100 million trans- 
ferred over to COPS Hiring. And if we 
could, I would certainly like to work 
with you as we move forward in ensur- 
ing that this case is investigated and 
handled. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I would also work with 
the chairman on this matter to make 
sure this is fully reviewed and inves- 
tigated. 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 
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Mr. POLIQUIN. Thank you, 

Chair. I appreciate it very much. 
Although I do believe, sir, that jobs 

are more important than counting peo- 

ple, we will use the full authority of 
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our office to help our workers at the 
Madison Mill to make sure that we do 
everything to have a level playing 
field. 

I will withdraw this amendment, and 
I accept your pledge to do everything 
within your power and authority to 
please help our paper workers, the 
most skilled in the world, in central 
Maine. 

Mr. CULBERSON. We will be on it 
and help you. I look forward to doing 
so aggressively and in a timely man- 
ner. Thank you very much. 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chair, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw my 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Maine? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF INDUSTRY AND SECURITY 
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses for export adminis- 
tration and national security activities of 
the Department of Commerce, including 
costs associated with the performance of ex- 
port administration field activities both do- 
mestically and abroad; full medical coverage 
for dependent members of immediate fami- 
lies of employees stationed overseas; em- 
ployment of citizens of the United States 
and aliens by contract for services abroad; 
payment of tort claims, in the manner au- 
thorized in the first paragraph of section 2672 
of title 28, United States Code, when such 
claims arise in foreign countries; not to ex- 
ceed $13,500 for official representation ex- 
penses abroad; awards of compensation to in- 
formers under the Export Administration 
Act of 1979, and as authorized by section 1(b) 
of the Act of June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 223; 22 
U.S.C. 401(b)); and purchase of passenger 
motor vehicles for official use and motor ve- 
hicles for law enforcement use with special 
requirement vehicles eligible for purchase 
without regard to any price limitation other- 
wise established by law, $110,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, 
That the provisions of the first sentence of 
section 105(f) and all of section 108(c) of the 
Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange 
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2455(f) and 2458(c)) shall 
apply in carrying out these activities: Pro- 
vided further, That payments and contribu- 
tions collected and accepted for materials or 
services provided as part of such activities 
may be retained for use in covering the cost 
of such activities, and for providing informa- 
tion to the public with respect to the export 
administration and national security activi- 
ties of the Department of Commerce and 
other export control programs of the United 
States and other governments. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk involv- 
ing page 8, line 10. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $311,788,000)”. 
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Page 98, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $311,788,000)”. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I think 
we have passed that point in the bill. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
had risen before we had passed that 
point in the bill and was not recog- 
nized. 

Mr. FATTAH. I don’t think it is any 
fault of your own. I am just saying for 
the technical matter I think that we 
have. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California has two amendments 
at the desk, one to the pending para- 
graph and one to the previous para- 
graph. 

The Chair is entertaining the one to 
the previous paragraph by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. FATTAH. Is this the one that the 
Clerk just read? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
correct. That is the amendment that 
the Clerk just read and addressing page 
3, line 10. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from California and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment enacts a CBO rec- 
ommendation to eliminate the trade 
promotion activities of the Inter- 
national Trade Administration to save 
almost $312 million. 

What does the ITA do exactly? Well, 
it has some legitimate functions en- 
forcing trade agreements and treaties. 
This amendment leaves these functions 
untouched. 

But the ITA also does trade pro- 
motion activities. To quote from its 
own material, it “provides counseling 
to American companies in order to de- 
velop the most profitable and sustain- 
able plans for pricing, export, and the 
full range of public and private trade 
promotion assistance as well as 
market intelligence, and industry and 
market specific research.” 

Well, this is all well and good, but 
isn't that what businesses and trade as- 
sociations are supposed to do and used 
to do with their own money? Why 
should taxpayers pay for the profits of 
private companies? 

If a specific business or industry is 
the sole beneficiary of these services, 
shouldn't it be the sole financier of 
them, either individually or collec- 
tively through trade associations? 

True, this program has been around 
for generations, but Franklin Roo- 
sevelt, who was hardly a champion of 
smaller government, had the right idea 
when he slashed its budget in 1932 and 
closed 31 of its offices. The problem is 
that reform didn’t take. ITA now has 
over 250 offices and several thousand 
personnel around the world. 

The ITA’s authorization lapsed in 
1996—19 years ago. It has not been re- 
viewed or authorized by Congress since 
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then, but we still 
money out the door. 

Although it hasn’t been reviewed by 
Congress in all of these years, it has 
been thoroughly weighed by the Con- 
gressional Budget Office, the Office of 
Management and Budget, and the 
President’s fiscal commission, and they 
have all found it sadly wanting. The 
Simpson-Bowles report summed it up 
nicely when they said: 

“Services provided by ITA’s U.S. 
Commercial Services and other divi- 
sions directly providing assistance to 
U.S. companies should be financed by 
beneficiaries of this assistance. While 
the agency charges fees for those serv- 
ices, its fees do not cover the cost of all 
of its activities. Additionally, it is ar- 
gued that the benefits of trade pro- 
motion activities are passed on to for- 
eigners in the form of decreased export 
costs.” 

Simpson-Bowles then goes on to say: 

“According to a study by the Office 
of Management and Budget, businesses 
can receive similar services from 
State, local, and private sector enti- 
ties.” 

This CBO option to eliminate ITA’s 
promotion activities saves $312 million 
in 2016 and $3.5 billion through 2024. 

Mr. Chairman, if the CBO, the OMB, 
and the President’s fiscal commission 
all agree this is wasteful and Congress 
hasn’t bothered to reauthorize it since 
it expired 19 years ago, why do we con- 
tinue to spend money that we don’t 
have duplicating services the bene- 
ficiaries of those services either don’t 
need or are perfectly capable of funding 
on their own? 

And if the companies that we are told 
directly benefit from these so-called 
“essential” services aren't willing to 
fund them, maybe that is just nature’s 
way of telling us we shouldn’t be fleec- 
ing our constituents’ earnings to pay 
for them either. 

And why would we tap American tax- 
payers to subsidize the export activi- 
ties of foreigners, as Simpson-Bowles 
notes? 

The rules of the House were specifi- 
cally written to prevent this type of 
unauthorized expenditure, and they 
provide for a point of order to be raised 
if it is included in an appropriations 
bill. That is exactly what we have here. 
But alas, that rule is routinely waived 
when these measures are brought to 
the floor, making this amendment nec- 
essary. 

This is a prime example of corporate 
welfare, and we ought to be done with 
it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
share my colleague Mr. MCCLINTOCK’s 
feeling about programs that are unau- 
thorized and share his passion for en- 
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suring we don’t spend money we don’t 
have. 

But as the gentleman from Maine 
was just out here a moment ago, Mr. 
POLIQUIN has a perfect example of one 
of the really valid and very important 
functions of the ITA, and that is to 
identify subsidies that are unfair, that 
imbalance our trade with a foreign na- 
tion. As he pointed out, the Canadian 
Government is unfairly subsidizing a 
paper mill right directly across the 
border from his constituents in Madi- 
son, Maine, and caused the furloughing 
of workers at the Madison paper mill. 
And as I just pledged to Mr. POLIQUIN, 
I want to make sure that ITA is doing 
its job when it comes to identifying 
and enacting some measures to coun- 
terbalance unfair trade practices like 
that. 

I would agree with my friend from 
California: when it comes to promoting 
American business, that is the job of 
the Chamber of Commerce; when it 
comes to making sure that American 
businesses get the word out and shares 
information, that is something Amer- 
ican businesses ought to do; but when 
it comes to unfair subsidies given by 
foreign governments to their busi- 
nesses that cause American workers to 
lose their jobs, that is exactly what the 
ITA is designed to do. We need trade 
enforcement, we need countervailing 
duties, and we need export assistance. 

The amendment which the gentleman 
from California has offered looks to be 
about a 70 percent cut. I would be 
happy to work with you and find some 
ways to find savings within the agency 
when it comes to promoting American 
businesses because I am a big believer. 
Let the Chamber of Commerce do it. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. This amendment 
leaves all of those legitimate activities 
of the ITA intact. It still leaves $160 
million of activities. All it does is to 
defund the trade promotion activities 
that the CBO recognized as being 
wasteful, as did OMB, as did Simpson- 
Bowles. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, the scale of 
the reduction to reduce the agency by 
$311,788,000 so abruptly is going to 
eliminate the ability, for example, to 
help Mr. POLIQUIN and other businesses 
like theirs across the country that are 
suffering from unfair subsidies by for- 
eign governments. So, unfortunately, I 
need to oppose the amendment. A 70 
percent cut is simply not sustainable. 
And Mr. POLIQUIN, I think, made a very 
eloquent case just a moment ago for 
the type of work the ITA needs to do. 
So I would need to urge my colleagues 
to oppose this amendment. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would be happy 
to yield to my friend from Philadel- 
phia. 


June 2, 2015 


Mr. FATTAH. I thank the gentleman. 

I also oppose the amendment. The 
business of our country is, I think, ap- 
propriate in making sure that our busi- 
nesses are not locked out of a market 
around the world. Only 2 percent of 
American businesses export anywhere, 
and we need to have a robust effort be- 
cause 90 percent of the world’s con- 
sumers live somewhere else. We do 
have a reality that other governments 
are aggressive about promoting their 
business opportunities. If we want 
Americans to have jobs here, some of 
those are connected to these opportuni- 
ties. So I thank the chairman, and I 
suggest that this is not an amendment 
that would be in the interest of the 
American business community or 
workers. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
think the scale of the cut would be dev- 
astating to the agency. Houston, 
Texas, is one of the premier exporting 
centers of the United States, and it is 
important that we do everything in our 
power. The Federal Government does 
have an obligation to enforce trade 
agreements to make sure that trade is 
fair and free and that subsidies that 
are unfairly used by foreign govern- 
ments to support their own industries, 
that we have got some way to counter- 
balance that. That is the essential 
function of this agency. So, therefore, I 
would ask Members to oppose this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to reiterate that this does not in 
any way affect the enforcement activi- 
ties of the ITA. It does not in any way 
affect the measures that Mr. POLIQUIN 
of Maine just referenced. It affects only 
the trade promotion activities of the 
ITA that have been singled out time 
and again as being duplicative of what 
the companies profiting from these ac- 
tivities should be paying for them- 
selves or are duplicative of other pro- 
grams. It is only the trade promotion 
activities. None of the enforcement ac- 
tivities are affected by this amend- 
ment. I would ask for an “aye” vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN- 
TOCK). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAMS 

For grants for economic development as- 
sistance as provided by the Public Works and 
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Economic Development Act of 1965, for trade 
adjustment assistance, for grants authorized 
by section 27 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech- 
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3722), 
$213,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of administering 
the economic development assistance pro- 
grams as provided for by law, $37,000,000: Pro- 
vided, That these funds may be used to mon- 
itor projects approved pursuant to title I of 
the Public Works Employment Act of 1976, 
title II of the Trade Act of 1974, section 27 of 
the Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innova- 
tion Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3722), and the Com- 
munity Emergency Drought Relief Act of 
1977. 

MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses of the Department 
of Commerce in fostering, promoting, and 
developing minority business enterprise, in- 
cluding expenses of grants, contracts, and 
other agreements with public or private or- 
ganizations, $32,000,000. 

ECONOMICS AND STATISTICS ANALYSIS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses, as authorized by 
law, of economic and statistical analysis pro- 
grams of the Department of Commerce, 
$100,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017. 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
CURRENT SURVEYS AND PROGRAMS 

For necessary expenses for collecting, com- 
piling, analyzing, preparing and publishing 
statistics, provided for by law, $265,000,000: 
Provided, That, from amounts provided here- 
in, funds may be used for promotion, out- 
reach, and marketing activities: Provided 
further, That the Bureau of the Census shall 
collect data for the Annual Social and Eco- 
nomic Supplement to the Current Popu- 
lation Survey using the same health insur- 
ance questions included in previous years, in 
addition to the revised questions imple- 
mented in the Current Population Survey be- 
ginning in February 2014. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NUGENT 


Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 6, line 20, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $4,000,000)”. 

Page 44, line 8, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 46, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $4,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Chairman, each 
day more and more Americans are real- 
izing that we need to take action to 
deal with mental health issues in this 
country. We need to make it a priority. 

My amendment, in keeping with that 
sentiment, would provide additional 
funding for programs under the Men- 
tally Ill Offender Treatment and Crime 
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Reduction Act and for Veterans Treat- 
ment Courts. 
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These are programs with proven 
track records of effectively addressing 
some of the important issues associ- 
ated with mental health illnesses. My 
amendment would offset this increase 
by taking $4 million from the periodic 
censuses and programs account. 

Mr. Chairman, both of the programs 
that would receive an increase in fund- 
ing under my amendment highlight the 
need for our justice and mental health 
systems to work together. As a former 
sheriff, I can tell you that cooperation 
is vital. If our justice and mental 
health systems are collaborating, we 
can provide more positive outcomes 
not only for those with mental health 
illnesses, but for our taxpayers as well. 

Grants provided under MIOTCRA are 
used, among other purposes, to set up 
mental health courts, for community 
reentry services, and for training State 
and local law enforcement officers to 
help identify and deescalate mental 
health crises, which saves the lives of 
both the mentally ill and of the re- 
sponding officers. 

During my 37 years as a cop, I saw 
firsthand how our jails were becoming 
warehouses for people with mental 
health needs. No one is well served by 
this process, not those with mental ill- 
ness, not our taxpayers, and, certainly, 
as I spoke earlier, not our veterans. 
Let me provide you with some numbers 
to illustrate what actually is going on 
within our jails. 

According to the Florida Mental 
Health Institute, over a 5-year period, 
97 individuals from Miami-Dade Coun- 
ty accounted for 2,200 bookings in the 
county jail; 27,000 days in the jail; and 
13,000 days in crisis units, State hos- 
pitals, and emergency rooms. 

The cost to the State and to local 
taxpayers was nearly $13 million for 
just 97 people. However, the type of 
programs my amendment supports 
have been shown to dramatically re- 
duce those rates. 

In Pinellas County, for instance, 
which is another Florida county, a 
mental health jail diversion program 
showed an 87 percent reduction in re- 
arrests for the nearly 3,000 offenders 
who were enrolled. Not only does my 
amendment support these programs, 
but it also recognizes the unique re- 
sponsibility that we have to our vet- 
erans. 

Veterans are disproportionately af- 
fected by mental health illnesses. Even 
more, they would likely not have these 
issues if it weren’t for their service to 
this country. We owe them a better 
outcome, and Veterans Treatment 
Courts can help. My point is that they 
are some of the best investments we 
can make. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, but I am 
not opposed to the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
support the gentleman’s amendment. 
Veterans courts and mental health 
courts do great work. It is a very im- 
portant role that they serve. 

I want to also thank the gentleman 
for his service as a police officer. We 
just simply cannot thank our police of- 
ficers enough for the good work that 
they do, and I strongly support the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I support the gentle- 
man’s amendment, and I thank him for 
offering it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. COLLINS). 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I appre- 
ciate the gentleman from Florida for 
yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of the Nugent-Collins amendment, 
which provides critical additional fund- 
ing for Veterans Treatment Courts and 
mental health courts. 

I have seen firsthand the difference 
that mental health courts and Vet- 
erans Treatment Courts can make. 
Over the course of the past few months 
in and around the Ninth District and 
all over Georgia, this is something that 
I have worked on not only in the State 
of Georgia, but also now in working na- 
tionally here with my friend from Flor- 
ida. 

Our jails are not mental health fa- 
cilities, but we continue to use them 
that way, despite the fact that they are 
not in anyone’s best interest. By treat- 
ing the mentally ill with compassion, 
we can provide them a second chance 
to get better. 

We can also cut costs, empower 
States, reduce recidivism, and ensure 
that law enforcement officers can focus 
on protecting the safety of the public. 
By investing in Veterans Treatment 
Courts, we can better serve those who 
have served us, and we can address 
PTSD and related issues in a more 
meaningful way. 

I appreciate Mr. NUGENT and his tire- 
less leadership on this issue in advo- 
cating for a better, more sensible ap- 
proach. Together, we introduced the 
Comprehensive Justice and Mental 
Health Act, which would expand and 
further improve upon the mental 
health and Veterans Treatment Court 
programs that are funded by H.R. 2578. 

I just want to encourage everyone to 
support this amendment. Again, let’s 
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take an honest, serious look at how we 
are dealing with those with mental 
health issues. 

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. FATTAH). 

Mr. FATTAH. I talked to our col- 
league from Georgia, who just spoke on 
this matter, and I know he has talked 
about how this is really critically im- 
portant for veterans. 

It is a population that we have to be 
concerned about, so I want to thank 
you again for offering this, and the 
chairman and I agree. 

Mr. NUGENT. In reclaiming my 
time, Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the 
chairman of the subcommittee and I 
appreciate the ranking member in 
their support of this because it really 
is about how we deal with our fellow 
man. 

It is about a way that we shouldn’t 
be criminalizing mental health dis- 
orders. That is the worst thing that we 
can do. As a police officer and as a 
sheriff for over 38 years, I have seen the 
effects of untreated mental illness, par- 
ticularly in the county jails where they 
are now warehoused. 

I truly do appreciate the support 
across the board, and I will tell you 
that our law enforcement officers and 
our correctional officers will support it 
also. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. RODNEY 
DAVIS of Illinois). The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. NUGENT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PERIODIC CENSUSES AND PROGRAMS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses for collecting, com- 
piling, analyzing, preparing and publishing 
statistics for periodic censuses and programs 
provided for by law, $848,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That, from amounts provided herein, funds 
may be used for promotion, outreach, and 
marketing activities: Provided further, That 
within the amounts appropriated, $1,551,000 
shall be transferred to the “Office of Inspec- 
tor General” account for activities associ- 
ated with carrying out investigations and 
audits related to the Bureau of the Census: 
Provided further, That not more than 50 per- 
cent of the amounts made available under 
this heading for information technology re- 
lated to 2020 census delivery, including the 
Census Enterprise Data Collection and Proc- 
essing (CEDCaP) program, may be obligated 
until the Secretary submits to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate a plan for ex- 
penditure that (1) identifies for each CEDCaP 
project/investment over $25,000 (a) the func- 
tional and performance capabilities to be de- 
livered and the mission benefits to be real- 
ized, (b) the estimated lifecycle cost, includ- 
ing estimates for development as well as 
maintenance and operations, and (c) key 
milestones to be met; (2) details for each 
project/investment (a) reasons for any cost 
and schedule variances, and (b) top risks and 
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mitigation strategies, and (8) has been sub- 
mitted to the Government Accountability 
Office. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POE OF TEXAS 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 7, line 8, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(reduced by 
$17,300,000)”. 

Page 38, line 9, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$17,300,000)”. 

Page 41, line 14, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 


$17,300,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
Congress has made it clear that it will 
not stand for this new scourge that we 
are finding in our country of human 
sex trafficking. The Justice for Vic- 
tims of Trafficking Act passed the 
United States Senate 99-0, and it 
passed the House of Representatives 
before that with only 3 Members voting 
against it and all 400-plus voting for it. 

Modern-day slavery does happen in 
the United States. It is a multibillion- 
dollar business. It is second only to the 
international crime syndicates of drug 
trafficking for the amount of money 
that is raised. It is not time for us to 
lower the amount of money we have for 
grants that will assist the victims of 
this scourge. That is why my amend- 
ment brings in just $17.3 million to this 
fund that was cut. This $17.3 million 
will bring it up to last year’s level so 
that $43 million will go for victim serv- 
ices and victim grants. 

Where does this money come from? 
From where are we taking it? We are 
taking it out of the periodic censuses 
and programs and applying it to this 
fund. 

The periodic censuses and programs— 
let me make it clear—is not the con- 
stitutional census counting that is re- 
quired to be done by the Census Bu- 
reau. This is another program that the 
Census Bureau has. It is sometimes 
called the American Community Sur- 
vey, which is very intrusive. 

Without really much choice, it asks 
citizens numerous questions that are 
an invasion of their privacy. For exam- 
ple: What time do you go to work? 
What time do you get home from work? 
Does anybody in your household have a 
mental illness or disease? They are 
questions such as these that are very 
intrusive. The Census Bureau shouldn’t 
be asking these questions. 

Set aside that anyway. With this 
money, rather than asking people in 
the community—citizens—to tell us 
what time they go to work or what 
time they go during the day to dif- 
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ferent appointments, like doctors’ ap- 
pointments, we should show the pri- 
ority of putting just $17 million of that 
money back into this appropriation to 
help the victims of trafficking. 

It will bring it up to last year’s level 
of a mere $43 million of grant money. 
That is what this legislation does. It 
ensures that we are telling trafficking 
victims there will be money available 
for grants to assist them and money 
available for law enforcement to assist 
them in their training. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment, even 
though I am not in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. FATTAH) is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, first of 
all, this is where you can find the con- 
tradictions of public policy with the 
interjection of politics, right? 

I totally agree with the purpose, but 
I totally disagree with the underlying 
notion that this money is not impor- 
tant to the Census. First and foremost, 
I agree with the amendment and that 
we should invest in another $16 million 
in helping victims of human traf- 
ficking. 

It is a major problem in our coun- 
try—in my part of the country, in your 
part of the country, and throughout 
our Nation. We should do more, so I 
support the amendment. 

I don't want us to assume that the 
periodic census dollars are not impor- 
tant, however, and are not part of the 
constitutionally mandated census as 
they are part of the 2020 preparation. 
We will have to deal with that in some 
other way, but I don’t want to because 
I agree with the amendment. That is 
not to suggest that I agree with the un- 
derlying thought that this money is 
not important to the Census. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding, and I want to join 
him in supporting this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, we have a terrible 
problem in this country with human 
slavery and with human sex traf- 
ficking. My colleague from Texas is ex- 
actly right, and I strongly support his 
amendment. 

I also share his concern about the 
American Community Survey, and I in- 
tend to pursue aggressive oversight 
during the months ahead. I do think it 
is intrusive. Our right to be left alone 
as Americans is one of our most impor- 
tant rights, so I share the gentleman’s 
concern about the American Commu- 
nity Survey. 

We have a responsibility to make 
sure the Census is funded, but this is a 
very important amendment, and I urge 


the gen- 
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my colleagues to support it to help 
combat this disgraceful scourge of 
human trafficking. 

Mr. FATTAH. In reclaiming my time, 
Iam glad that we are all in agreement. 
I don’t want families to be left alone, 
though, if they have someone who is 
suffering from mental health illnesses. 

The reason that question is asked in 
a community survey is so that, when 
we are doing funding for communities 
for mental health services, we know 
where the impact of those dollars can 
be most applied. The census is taken 
for a good reason, but let us agree for 
the moment on the amendment, and 
let’s move on. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the rank- 
ing member and I thank the chairman, 
as well, for their comments. 

Mr. Chairman, the issue is not the 
American Community Survey. The 
issue is where we are going to get this 
money to bring this fund up to last 
year’s level. It is going to come from 
that portion of the Census that is 
about $800 million, and that is why 
that section was picked. We need to 
have this lively debate about the 
American Community Survey in some 
other setting. 

Right now, let’s take care of traf- 
ficking victims in the United States 
and provide them grants, and let’s pro- 
vide law enforcement grants and vic- 
tim services grants so that they can 
help minor sex trafficking victims who 
are being trafficked throughout the 
United States. 

I appreciate the ranking member’s 
support and the chairman’s support. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND 
INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses, as provided for by 
law, of the National Telecommunications 
and Information Administration (NTIA), 
$35,200,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017: Provided, That, notwith- 
standing 31 U.S.C. 1535(d), the Secretary of 
Commerce shall charge Federal agencies for 
costs incurred in spectrum management, 
analysis, operations, and related services, 
and such fees shall be retained and used as 
offsetting collections for costs of such spec- 
trum services, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Commerce is authorized to retain and use 
as offsetting collections all funds trans- 
ferred, or previously transferred, from other 
Government agencies for all costs incurred 
in telecommunications research, engineer- 
ing, and related activities by the Institute 
for Telecommunication Sciences of NTIA, in 
furtherance of its assigned functions under 
this paragraph, and such funds received from 
other Government agencies shall remain 
available until expended. 
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PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES, 
PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION 

For the administration of prior-year 
grants, recoveries and unobligated balances 
of funds previously appropriated are avail- 
able for the administration of all open grants 
until their expiration. 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK 

OFFICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office 
(USPTO) provided for by law, including de- 
fense of suits instituted against the Under 
Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual 
Property and Director of the USPTO, 
$3,272,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That the sum herein appro- 
priated from the general fund shall be re- 
duced as offsetting collections of fees and 
surcharges assessed and collected by the 
USPTO under any law are received during 
fiscal year 2016, so as to result in a fiscal 
year 2016 appropriation from the general 
fund estimated at $0: Provided further, That 
during fiscal year 2016, should the total 
amount of such offsetting collections be less 
than $3,272,000,000 this amount shall be re- 
duced accordingly: Provided further, That any 
amount received in excess of $3,272,000,000 in 
fiscal year 2016 and deposited in the Patent 
and Trademark Fee Reserve Fund shall re- 
main available until expended: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Director of USPTO shall sub- 
mit a spending plan to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate for any amounts made 
available by the preceding proviso and such 
spending plan shall be treated as a re- 
programming under section 505 of this Act 
and shall not be available for obligation or 
expenditure except in compliance with the 
procedures set forth in that section: Provided 
further, That any amounts reprogrammed in 
accordance with the preceding proviso shall 
be transferred to the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office “Salaries and Ex- 
penses” account: Provided further, That from 
amounts provided herein, not to exceed $900 
shall be made available in fiscal year 2016 for 
official reception and representation ex- 
penses: Provided further, That in fiscal year 
2016 from the amounts made available for 
“Salaries and Expenses” for the USPTO, the 
amounts necessary to pay (1) the difference 
between the percentage of basic pay contrib- 
uted by the USPTO and employees under sec- 
tion 8334(a) of title 5, United States Code, 
and the normal cost percentage (as defined 
by section 8331(17) of that title) as provided 
by the Office of Personnel Management 
(OPM) for USPTO’s specific use, of basic pay, 
of employees subject to subchapter III of 
chapter 83 of that title, and (2) the present 
value of the otherwise unfunded accruing 
costs, as determined by OPM for USPTO’s 
specific use of post-retirement life insurance 
and post-retirement health benefits coverage 
for all USPTO employees who are enrolled in 
Federal Employees Health Benefits (FEHB) 
and Federal Employees Group Life Insurance 
(FEGLI), shall be transferred to the Civil 
Service Retirement and Disability Fund, the 
FEGLI Fund, and the FEHB Fund, as appro- 
priate, and shall be available for the author- 
ized purposes of those accounts: Provided fur- 
ther, That any differences between the 
present value factors published in OPM’s 
yearly 300 series benefit letters and the fac- 
tors that OPM provides for USPTO’s specific 
use shall be recognized as an imputed cost on 
USPTO’s financial statements, where appli- 
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cable: Provided further, That, notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, all fees 
and surcharges assessed and collected by 
USPTO are available for USPTO only pursu- 
ant to section 42(c) of title 35, United States 
Code, as amended by section 22 of the Leahy- 
Smith America Invents Act (Public Law 112- 
29): Provided further, That within the 
amounts appropriated, $2,000,000 shall be 
transferred to the “Office of Inspector Gen- 
eral” account for activities associated with 
carrying out investigations and audits re- 
lated to the USPTO. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND 

TECHNOLOGY 
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL RESEARCH AND 
SERVICES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the National In- 
stitute of Standards and Technology (NIST), 
$675,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, of which not to exceed $9,000,000 may 
be transferred to the ‘‘Working Capital 
Fund”: Provided, That not to exceed $5,000 
shall be for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses: Provided further, That NIST 
may provide local transportation for summer 
undergraduate research fellowship program 
participants. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. EDDIE BERNICE 

JOHNSON OF TEXAS 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, line 9, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(increased by $3,000,000) (reduced by 
$3,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Texas. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

My amendment is intended to ensure 
that the important forensic standards 
work at the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, or NIST, is 
fully funded. 

The criminal justice system relies on 
forensic science to identify and pros- 
ecute criminals and to exonerate the 
falsely accused. Justice is not served 
by either the falsely accused or the vic- 
tims and their families when the wrong 
person is imprisoned. 

In a series of investigations over the 
last few years, The Washington Post, 
the Innocence Project, and the FBI 
itself have reported on a flawed foren- 
sic work that may be responsible for 
wrongful convictions in thousands of 
criminal cases. 
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Innocent people have spent decades 
in prison, and our State certainly 
knows about many of them—my home 
county, as a matter of fact. Some may 
have already been put to death while 
the guilty have gone free. 

These investigations have covered 
hair analysis, bite mark analysis, and 
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even DNA, which most people pre- 
viously believed to be 100 percent accu- 
rate and reliable. In short, there has 
been a steady stream of bad news about 
flawed forensic work being used in 
criminal court. And I worry that we 
are just seeing the tip of the iceberg. 

In a year 2009 report, ‘‘Strengthening 
Forensic Science in the United States: 
A Path Forward,’’ the National Acad- 
emy of Sciences found that the inter- 
pretation of forensic evidence is se- 
verely compromised by the lack of sup- 
porting science and standards. 

Many forensic techniques and tech- 
nologies lack a scientific foundation. 
Operational principles and procedures 
are not standardized, and there are 
often no standard protocols governing 
the reporting of forensic evidence. 

Since then, I have worked with col- 
leagues in the Senate to develop legis- 
lation that would strengthen forensic 
science and standards. The administra- 
tion also took notice and has initiated 
several activities, even without direct 
action from Congress. The Department 
of Justice and NIST have become 
strong partners in this effort. Now, 
some of my colleagues on Appropria- 
tions would like to gut one of these 
core activities, the standards develop- 
ment work managed by NIST. 

For reasons that I cannot com- 
prehend, the report language accom- 
panying this bill would forbid NIST 
from continuing the voluntary con- 
sensus standards development work al- 
ready underway through the forensics 
scientific area committees. These com- 
mittees coordinate development of 
standards and guidelines for the foren- 
sic science community to improve the 
quality and consistency of forensics 
evidence used by our justice system. 

These committees were established 
according to the longstanding and well- 
respected NIST process for developing 
voluntary consensus standards. As 
such, the membership of these commit- 
tees represent the full breadth and 
depth of stakeholder organizations, in- 
cluding forensic science practitioners, 
as well as academic scientists and engi- 
neers, law enforcement, and others. 

To the best of my knowledge, these 
committees have the support of the full 
range of stakeholders. Why would we 
stop, in its tracks, a voluntary con- 
sensus standards process that has prov- 
en itself effective time and time again? 
I can see no justifiable reason for try- 
ing to keep sound science out of the 
courtroom. 

Mr. Chair, since the language in 
question is in the committee’s report 
rather than the bill text and will not 
be sufficiently addressed with this 
amendment, I plan to withdraw this 
amendment but seek the approval of 
both the chair and the ranking member 
to help correct this language as we 
move toward the conference report. 

My colleagues, I hope, will work with 
the Senate to rectify this unjustified 
and unjust restriction. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentle- 
woman yield? 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chair, I look 
forward to working with my colleague 
from Texas and with my colleague 
from Philadelphia on this matter as we 
move forward in the conference. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 


Texas. Thank you very much, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentlewoman 
yield? 


Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chair, I also would 
work with the gentlewoman and the 
chairman on this. You know, the 
premise of our entire judicial system is 
that we would rather a guilty person go 
free than any innocent person be in 
prison. 

Forensic science has brought a lot to 
the business of better understanding 
actually what has taken place and to 
make sure that we don’t have innocent 
people incarcerated. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. With that, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 

For necessary expenses of the Hollings 
Manufacturing Extension Partnership of the 
National Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology, $130,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, line 20, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(increased by $11,000,000)”. 

Page 36, line 7, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(reduced by $31,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Connecticut. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, we should 
invest in manufacturing, which plays 
such a vital role in innovation and 
competitiveness. The Federal Govern- 
ment is uniquely situated to help en- 
sure that manufacturing remains the 
backbone of the U.S. economy. 

My amendment fully funds the Manu- 
facturing Extension Partnership pro- 
gram by increasing funding for the in- 
dustrial technologies account by $11 
million. This program is the top pri- 
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ority for the U.S. Chamber of Com- 
merce. Just earlier today, the Chamber 
listed fully funding the Manufacturing 
Extension Partnership at $141 million 
as its highest priority for the Com- 
merce, Justice, Science bill. 

My amendment is also fiscally re- 
sponsible. It decreases funding for the 
Federal prison system by $31 million to 
ensure that this investment in manu- 
facturing does not affect our national 
spending. 

In Connecticut, we are proud to be a 
national leader in manufacturing. Our 
State is home to more than 5,000 manu- 
facturers that provide stable, good-pay- 
ing jobs for our families. For more 
than 20 years, our Manufacturing 
Extension program, the Connecticut 
State Technical Extension Program, 
known as CONNSTEP, has been a 
trusted adviser for our small- and me- 
dium-sized manufacturing companies 
looking to grow their business and in- 
crease their workforce in sales. 

Since 2013, CONNSTEP’s clients have 
helped create 511 jobs, retained more 
than $527 million in sales, and realized 
cost savings of $81 million statewide. In 
Thomaston, in my district, Metallon, 
Incorporated, a metal stamping and as- 
sembly facility, partnered with 
CONNSTEP to help conduct internal 
quality auditing and secure new prod- 
ucts. Thanks to the partnership with 
CONNSTEP, Metallon expanded their 
workforce and increased sales by half a 
million dollars. 

Metallurgical Processing, Incor- 
porated, a metal processing facility in 
New Britain, Connecticut, saw a 20 per- 
cent increase in production capacity 
and $181,000 in cost savings after work- 
ing with CONNSTEP to streamline 
product flow and improve production 
efficiency. 

CONNSTEP’s support for Con- 
necticut business is critical to our con- 
tinued leadership in manufacturing, as 
we not only retain but grow these jobs 
statewide. 1 have seen firsthand how 
CONNSTEP’s support has successfully 
helped our manufacturers to be com- 
petitive in an increasingly globalized 
economy. 

But make no mistake, these suc- 
cesses are not just in Connecticut. The 
Manufacturing Extension program has 
a proven track record of effective part- 
nerships with manufacturers all across 
the country. Since the MEP program 
started more than 25 years ago, centers 
across America have created more than 
729,000 manufacturing jobs, saved com- 
panies more than $13.4 billion, and 
turned every dollar of Federal invest- 
ment into $19 in new sales growth. 

The additional funding of the MEP 
program will enable our centers to 
fully execute their mission and under- 
take a robust technology transfer pro- 
gram to help manufacturers take new 
discoveries from the research lab to the 
marketplace. 

I encourage all my colleagues to sup- 
port my amendment to fully fund the 
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Manufacturing Extension Partnership 
program and invest in our manufac- 
turing future. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment 
because our Federal prison system is 
already between 30 and 50 percent over- 
crowded. We have not built a new pris- 
on in the United States since 2009. It is 
vitally important that we have got 
these prisons in place to keep our most 
dangerous criminal offenders off the 
streets. 

The amendment that the gentle- 
woman has offered would immediately 
prevent the Bureau of Prisons from ex- 
panding its capacity and do severe 
damage to their ability to reduce over- 
crowding, which is a threat to the 
staff, a threat to the inmates, and a 
threat to the public. 

The gentlewoman's amendment—I 
understand she is concerned—to sup- 
port the Manufacturing Extension pro- 
gram, we cannot do so at the expense 
of public safety. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, the full com- 
mittee chairman. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the chairman for yielding. 

It is no secret, Mr. Chairman, that 
there is a strain on our Nation's prison 
system. As the inmate population con- 
tinues to rise, our prisons get more and 
more crowded every day. As the inmate 
population continues to rise, with 
216,000 individuals currently serving 
Federal sentences, our prisons get 
more and more crowded every day. 

At the end of fiscal 2013—listen to 
this—25 percent of our medium secu- 
rity inmates and 85 percent of our low 
security inmates were triple bunked— 
triple bunked. Considering that 8 out of 
every 10 medium security inmates has 
a history of violence, this creates some 
very serious questions about the safety 
of the BOP staff, the public, and even 
other inmates. Updating our prisons 
will provide greater efficiency and 
staffing and permits staff to safely 
oversee more inmates. 

Our medium and maximum security 
prisons house some of the world’s most 
dangerous and violent criminals. The 
bill before us provides critical funding 
to the Federal Bureau of Prisons in 
order to modernize and strengthen our 
Nation’s prison infrastructure. These 
funds will help protect the public as 
well as the men and women who work 
at these facilities. It is imperative that 
we provide them a safe and secure envi- 
ronment within which to work. 

The Federal Government has a com- 
mitment to keep the public and prison 
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staff safe, and these dollars are needed 
to fulfill that commitment. So I oppose 
this effort to reduce funding for the 
Bureau of Prisons and urge my col- 
leagues to vote “no”? on this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, re- 
claiming my time, I want to point out 
the Manufacturing Extension program 
is already fully funded. They have got 
$130 million set aside for the program 
in the bill; and, quite frankly, the 
amendment would endanger the public 
because we would not be able to pro- 
ceed with the urgently needed con- 
struction of new prison facilities. So I 
urge my colleagues to join us in oppos- 
ing this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chair, how much time 
do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Connecticut has 1⁄2 minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentlewoman 
yield? 

Ms. ESTY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, let me 
just say that I rise in support of the 
amendment, and I think this shows the 
bigger picture here if the country has 
to choose between promoting manufac- 
turing and whether or not we can safe- 
ly operate the world's largest prison 
system. We incarcerate more people 
than any other country in the rest of 
the world on a per capita basis. We 
need to be employing more people in 
manufacturing. This makes sense. I 


support the gentlewoman's amend- 
ment. 
Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 


back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
will be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONSTRUCTION OF RESEARCH FACILITIES 

For construction of new research facilities, 
including architectural and engineering de- 
sign, and for renovation and maintenance of 
existing facilities, not otherwise provided for 
the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology, as authorized by sections 13 
through 15 of the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 
278c-278e), $50,000,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That the Secretary 
of Commerce shall include in the budget jus- 
tification materials that the Secretary sub- 
mits to Congress in support of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce budget (as submitted 
with the budget of the President under sec- 
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tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code) 
an estimate for each National Institute of 
Standards and Technology construction 
project having a total multi-year program 
cost of more than $5,000,000, and simulta- 
neously the budget justification materials 
shall include an estimate of the budgetary 
requirements for each such project for each 
of the 5 subsequent fiscal years. 
NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS, RESEARCH, AND FACILITIES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of activities au- 
thorized by law for the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, including 
maintenance, operation, and hire of aircraft 
and vessels; grants, contracts, or other pay- 
ments to nonprofit organizations for the pur- 
poses of conducting activities pursuant to 
cooperative agreements; and relocation of fa- 
cilities, $3,147,877,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017, except that funds 
provided for cooperative enforcement shall 
remain available until September 30, 2018: 
Provided, That fees and donations received by 
the National Ocean Service for the manage- 
ment of national marine sanctuaries may be 
retained and used for the salaries and ex- 
penses associated with those activities, not- 
withstanding section 3302 of title 31, United 
States Code: Provided further, That in addi- 
tion, $130,164,000 shall be derived by transfer 
from the fund entitled “Promote and De- 
velop Fishery Products and Research Per- 
taining to American Fisheries”, which shall 
only be used for fishery activities related to 
the Saltonstall-Kennedy Grant Program, Co- 
operative Research, Annual Stock Assess- 
ments, Survey and Monitoring Projects, 
Interjurisdictional Fisheries Grants, and 
Fish Information Networks: Provided further, 
That of the $3,295,541,000 provided for in di- 
rect obligations under this heading 
$3,147,877,000 is appropriated from the general 
fund, $130,164,000 is provided by transfer, and 
$17,500,000 is derived from recoveries of prior 
year obligations: Provided further, That the 
total amount available for National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration corporate 
services administrative support costs shall 
not exceed $208,100,000: Provided further, That 
any deviation from the amounts designated 
for specific activities in the report accom- 
panying this Act, or any use of deobligated 
balances of funds provided under this head- 
ing in previous years, shall be subject to the 
procedures set forth in section 505 of this 
Act: Provided further, That in addition, for 
necessary retired pay expenses under the Re- 
tired Serviceman's Family Protection and 
Survivor Benefits Plan, and for payments for 
the medical care of retired personnel and 
their dependents under the Dependents Med- 
ical Care Act (10 U.S.C. 55), such sums as 
may be necessary. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. AUSTIN SCOTT OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $200,000)”. 

Page 98, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increase by $200,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
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from Georgia and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to take a 
minute to tell you how we got here. 

As someone who fished in the Gulf of 
Mexico long before I got elected to 
Congress, when they started reducing 
the snapper season back in 2007, we had 
approximately 190 days to fish as the 
recreational angler. They have now 
taken that down to 10 days. 

Through the Gulf councils, the Na- 
tional Marine Fisheries Service has 
worked through the councils to reduce 
the American recreational fishermen’s 
opportunity to fish for red snapper in 
the Gulf of Mexico by 95 percent since 
2007. At the same time, they have in- 
creased quotas and allocations for the 
commercial sector. And most recently 
through the Gulf council, they cast a 
vote, 7-10, to split the recreational sec- 
tor, and they gave the for-hire rec- 
reational sector 45 days and the not- 
for-hire 10 days. 

Now, let me just explain what that 
means to you. It means that if you 
want to just take your family fishing, 
you have 10 days to do it. If you want 
to go in the other 35 days of that rec- 
reational season, you have to pay a 
charter boat captain to take you out. 

What happened with the council is 
three of the members who voted had a 
vested interest in the charter boat in- 
dustry that they did not disclose prior 
to the vote, even though Federal law 
required that they do it. Then, they 
turned around and cast that vote which 
personally benefited them, which, 
again, was illegal. 

I appreciate the committee working 
to put in the money for more data in 
an effort to get the recreational season 
back for the not-for-hire recreational 
angler, but to be honest with you, if 
you give them all the data in the 
world, no matter what it says, if they 
continue to conduct themselves in that 
manner, it won’t matter. They will 
simply allocate themselves more fish. 

So with that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition, but I am not 
opposed. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the 
gentleman is going to withdraw his 
amendment, and he has identified a se- 
rious problem that he has brought to 
our attention that I want to work with 
my ranking member on. 

I understand that it sounds to me 
like we have got a clear violation of 
Federal law involved here, and I am 
very distressed to hear of this reduc- 
tion. It is a 95 percent reduction in the 
time available to individual Americans 
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to fish, which is a very important part 
to all of us who live next to the Gulf of 
Mexico who go out and fish for red 
snapper. 

I am very concerned to hear about 
this failure to disclose the conflict of 
interest, and I would like to work with 
the gentleman from Georgia to help 
rectify this and make sure that the law 
not only is obeyed, but the agency is 
responsive to the needs of private fish- 
ermen. I would like to work with my 
colleague from Philadelphia on this. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, let me say that I thank the 
chairman and ranking member. This is 
something that needs to be rectified. If 
an illegal action was taken, it needs to 
be reversed. 

Based on your commitment to work 
with us on this amendment at this 
time, I look forward to having those 
discussions, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BLUMENAUER 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, lines 1, 18, and 19, after each dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $60,760,000) (in- 
creased by $60,760,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Oregon and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 2 minutes. 

Sadly, the funding in this bill for 
NOAA’s climate research is shamefully 
inadequate and puts at risk efforts to 
mitigate and respond to the impacts of 
climate change. It cuts NOAA’s cli- 
mate research by $30 million relative 
to the current fiscal year’s inadequate 
level and is $61 million below the Presi- 
dent’s request. I am offering an amend- 
ment to restore the funding to the 
President’s level. 

All across America, we are dealing 
with the impacts of climate change. 
Extreme weather events, whether it is 
the recent floods in Texas, or the per- 
sistent 4-year drought in California, 
are regular events. They claim lives 
and cost billions of dollars each year. 
Floods, droughts, superstorms, 
wildfires, heat waves, and sea level rise 
are all made worse as a result of cli- 
mate change. 

We are no longer talking just about 
preparing for the future. It is hap- 
pening now. And the evidence is clear 
as we go from one extreme weather 
event to another that it is getting 
worse. 
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NOAA climate research funds atmos- 
pheric and oceanic research, coopera- 
tive institutes, universities, climate 
research laboratories, and others that 
will advance climate science and en- 
able better decisionmaking and better 
policies to make our communities 
more resilient. 

It makes no sense to defund pro- 
grams to help us prepare for extreme 
weather events; mitigate the impacts 
of such events; prevent the loss of 
human life, infrastructure, and prop- 
erty; and better predict these occur- 
rences. 

Choosing to deny climate change 
does not stop it from happening, and 
failing to study and authorize these 
programs will not make the problem go 
away. In fact, it will only make us 
more vulnerable and hurt our ability to 
prepare for and respond to the impacts 
of climate change. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration 
has a record level of funding in this bill 
for weather forecasting, which is where 
they need to focus their work: pre- 
dicting the future and telling American 
farmers, American workers, American 
industry, and the American people 
what the future holds. What does the 
next week, the next month, or hurri- 
cane season hold for the people of the 
Gulf of Mexico or the Atlantic Coast? 

So, in an era of scarce resources we 
have funded NOAA with a record level 
of funding for weather forecasting. We 
have made sure they have got all the 
money they need for maritime safety 
and for supporting and monitoring 
America’s fisheries. 

We have made sure in this bill that 
NOAA is focusing on their core func- 
tion, and that is looking to the future. 
That, of course, is going to involve 
looking at climate. But over the past 
several years climate funding within 
NOAA has received more than adequate 
funding, and we have to use the scarce, 
very precious, hard-earned taxpayer 
dollars that we are entrusted to appro- 
priate very carefully. We have to 
prioritize that funding, and within this 
bill, we have chosen to prioritize 
weather forecasting. 

I respect the gentleman’s judgment 
but would ask him if he could withdraw 
the amendment, and I look forward to 
working with him to ensure that NOAA 
has got everything they need to accu- 
rately predict the weather in the fu- 
ture. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. BEYER). 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
support the Blumenauer amendment. 

In business, we are always fighting 
the tendency of the long term giving 
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away to the short term, the important 
giving away to the urgent and the im- 
mediate. 

I am deeply disappointed that this 
budget for climate research has been 
cut by $30 million. Now is not the time 
to cut climate research. 

From the floods in Houston to the 
drought in California, shifts in climate 
over the next few decades will cost 
American companies and American 
communities hundreds of billions of 
dollars. NOAA has the ability to do ad- 
vanced forecasting predictions cer- 
tainly for weather- and for ocean-re- 
lated phenomena, but they also have it 
for climate short- and long-term 
change. This ability is crucial to sup- 
port the future of our businesses, 
coastal cities, and environmental 
health. 

This Congress has repeatedly af- 
firmed that climate change is real. We 
may have different ideas about the 
cause of climate change and certainly 
what we can do to combat it, but it 
makes no sense to slash the very re- 
search which will enable us to find ef- 
fective, bipartisan solutions. 

We must robustly fund climate 
science research, and I urge my col- 
leagues to support this amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
understand the gentleman is going to 
withdraw the amendment, and I con- 
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. FATTAH). 

Mr. FATTAH. In this bill there are 
three cuts: at NASA on the Earth 
Science program, the cut to the Na- 
tional Science Foundation in terms of 
the ability to focus on geosciences, and 
the issue that is raised by my great 
friend from Oregon, and they combine 
to make the point that there is not yet 
a consensus in one place. Even though 
there is a consensus in the scientific 
community, the majority still is not 
yet clear that climate is something 
that we need to focus on. 

I urge support for the Blumenauer 
amendment. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
respect my friend from Texas. I appre- 
ciate his willingness to work with me 
and his notion of putting more re- 
sources in forecasting, but that is not 
the issue here. 

What we need to be doing is having a 
robust effort at NOAA to be able to 
deal comprehensively with climate, 
being able to deal with how we help 
communities be more resilient, how we 
are able to deal with the forces that 
are down upon us to help the scientific 
bases to be able to maybe even encour- 
age this Congress to step up and do its 
job. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, 
could the gentleman be more specific 
about what it is he is asking NOAA to 
do? 
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. It is our ability 
to provide reliable, long-term drought 
forecasts, projections of regional 
drought indicators, and issues dealing 
with the prediction of what happens in 
terms of flood research and perform- 
ance of climate and weather models. 

This is not simply a matter of pre- 
dicting next week’s weather. This is 
dealing with long-term consequences 
and helping communities deal with the 
impact of climate change and being 
able to understand it better. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an entirely 
self-imposed constraint from my Re- 
publican friends. They have passed 
hundreds of billions of dollars of un- 
funded tax cuts out of committee. 
There is more than adequate money. 

Because the budget is so hopelessly 
inadequate, I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GUINTA 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $70,000,000) (increased by 
$70,000,000)’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New Hampshire and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Chairman, I plan to 
withdraw this amendment, but I would 
like the opportunity to briefly explain. 

The Saltonstall-Kennedy Act of 1954 
imposed a special duty on fish and fish 
products imported into the United 
States and required that 30 percent of 
the money collected by NOAA would go 
toward supporting fisheries and re- 
search and development on the indus- 
try’s long-term sustainability. How- 
ever, NOAA has not been properly pay- 
ing into its regional fishing grant pro- 
grams and is using these tariffs as part 
of its operational expenses. 

To ensure a thriving fishing industry, 
we must invest in initiatives that in- 
crease the stock of our Nation’s fish- 
eries by providing grants to research 
and monitor them as well as manage- 
ment programs. 

During my first term, I introduced 
legislation that would ensure that key 
programs critical to sustainably man- 
aging ocean fish populations and the 
fishermen and communities that de- 
pend on them would receive increased 
and sustained funding. 

I sincerely thank Chairman CULBER- 
son for considering my appropriations 
letter and including the transfer of $130 
million in existing funds to be used ex- 
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clusively on Saltonstall-Kennedy fish- 
ing activity, particularly the S-K re- 
gional fisheries investment grant pro- 
gram. 

This transfer of funds will directly 
provide grants to regional fishery man- 
agement councils that would work 
with area fishermen to identify invest- 
ment priorities. These investment pri- 
orities include disaster assistance, im- 
proving shoreside infrastructure, sea- 
food promotion, and managing highly 
migratory species. 

The transfer of these funds will help; 
however, it is a temporary fix to a 
much larger issue. 
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This year, I, along with my friend 
Congressman BILL KEATING, have intro- 
duced the same legislation that would 
ensure that NOAA follow the require- 
ment laid out in the Saltonstall-Ken- 
nedy Act of 1954. 

Again, I want to thank Chairman 
CULBERSON for taking my letter and 
thoughts into consideration. I appre- 
ciate the hard work of the committee 
on this issue and the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, but I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to work with the gentleman 
from New Hampshire on this issue as 
we move forward. I understand the im- 
portance of the issue. I appreciate very 
much you raising it here with us today, 
and we look forward to working with 
you. 

We do include language stating that 
certain funds may be used only for ac- 
tivities related to the Saltonstall-Ken- 
nedy Grant Program. 

We have worked with NOAA for the 
past several years to reduce their ad- 
ministration costs. We will continue to 
do so this year, and I will continue to 
work with you as we move forward 
through the process. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POLIS 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, lines 1, 18, and 19, after each dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $30,000,000) (in- 
creased by $30,000,000)”. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Colorado and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to several of the critical ac- 
counts in the bill that have been cut, 
which my amendment would address. 

The CJS Appropriations Act specifi- 
cally targets funding for NOAA’s cli- 
mate research programs by $30 million 
over currently enacted levels, a pro- 
gram so important for farmers, for 
businesses, for air safety, for so many 
different reasons. That is a 20 percent 
cut to programs that are imperative to 
our Nation’s ability and resilience in 
the face of climate threats. 

Twenty-five people were killed in the 
floods that saturated Texas last 
month. Damage from Hurricane Sandy 
was estimated at $700 billion back in 
2012, and at least six people died in 
Boulder and Larimer County during 
the flooding that overtook my region 
in 2013. None of these places had ever 
seen storms like the ones they encoun- 
tered over the last 5 years, and each 
were unprepared to handle it. 

NOAA and its partner institutions 
have made a huge dent in preventing 
disasters like these by keeping first re- 
sponders, weather forecasters, busi- 
nesses, communities, and families on 
the cutting edge of data predictability 
and resilience, providing quality raw 
data, as well as helping to develop new 
algorithms for interpreting existing 
data. 

Two of our partner institutions, CU 
and CSU, are located in my district in 
Colorado. Together with NOAA, these 
institutions are developing unmanned 
atmospheric assessment aircraft that 
allow us to foresee changes in weather 
patterns, incoming storms, days before 
we could otherwise, saving lives and 
saving property damage. 

These are very real tangible benefits 
that benefit all and protect Americans, 
regardless of whether one believes in 
climate change or what is causing it. I 
urge my colleagues to consider a world 
without these capabilities and what 
that would look like. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 
We have, as I said earlier, scarce re- 
sources this year. We have to prioritize 
the very precious and scarce hard- 
earned taxpayers dollars that we are 
entrusted to look after, and we have 
prioritized funding within NOAA for 
forecasting in the future. 

As I was telling Mr. BLUMENAUER ear- 
lier, Mr. POLIS, we have made sure that 
NOAA has got a record level of funding 
for weather forecasting and most of the 
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things that Mr. BLUMENAUER was men- 
tioning, in terms of forecasting 
drought, identifying where floods are 
going to occur. 

Looking forward, we have made sure 
that NOAA’s got all the money they 
need for forecasting in the future, and 
we have to, I think, do everything we 
can to avoid cutting other parts of 
NOAA that would impair the weather 
forecasting or the development, main- 
tenance, and operation of the weather 
satellites which could help NOAA in- 
form people of severe weather. 

We, on the Gulf Coast in particular 
and on the Atlantic Coast as well, de- 
pend on NOAA to give us accurate fore- 
casts of the paths of hurricanes. Hurri- 
cane season this year, they are pre- 
dicting—because of the increase in 
computing power of supercomputers, 
they are able to predict it looks like it 
is going to be—the hurricane season 
this year is not going to be as severe. 

That capacity of NOAA to use super- 
computing power to look that far into 
the future is of vital importance, so we 
have made sure that they have got a 
record level of funding for forecasting. 

We also do not want to reduce 
NOAA’s capacity to support maritime 
navigation or to appropriately manage 
their fisheries. We just have limited re- 
sources, is the problem, Mr. POLIS; and 
I just have had to prioritize NOAA’s 
funding. 

We have put weather forecasting at 
the top of the list because of its vital 
importance for the economy and for 
the safety and security of the Amer- 
ican people. 

I understand you are planning to 
withdraw the amendment, and I would 
certainly look forward to working with 
you. As Mr. BLUMENAUER mentioned a 
number of worthwhile endeavors that 
NOAA is engaged in, if you feel there 
are areas we need to work together on 
to get NOAA focused on to do a better 
job of forecasting in the future or other 
concerns, I would be happy to work 
with you. 

Mr. POLIS. Will 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado if he would like 
to engage in a colloquy. 

Mr. POLIS. I would like to emphasize 
the importance of climate science with 
regard to predicting weather. The more 
we know about climate and climate 
patterns, the more it enhances our 
ability to predict short-term weather 
phenomena; therefore, a dispropor- 
tionate cut to the climate science piece 
hampers our ability to anticipate 
weather patterns as well. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I look forward to 
working with you as we move forward 
in the process. I understand you are 
planning to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. POLIS. I have additional speak- 
ers. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE). 

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl- 
vania. Mr. Chairman, I think one of the 
most concerning things about this 
budget proposal is, without question, 
the proposal to cut $30 million to 
NOAA. That represents an approxi- 
mately 20 percent cut, as my colleague 
from Colorado was pointing out. 

Mr. Chairman, I find it interesting 
that those who would deny the science 
of climate change often like to say, 
Well, the jury is still out, we need more 
research; yet here we are, with a budg- 
et that will cut that very research. 

Mr. Chairman, just a couple of years 
ago, in my house in Philadelphia, we 
were riding out a hurricane. Hurricane 
Sandy ended up becoming Superstorm 
Sandy. We never imagined that, in 
Philadelphia, we would be experiencing 
the kind of hurricane that typically is 
experienced by Florida and the Gulf 
Coast States. 

As even a Republican Governor said 
at the time, it seems as if the storm of 
the century is now happening once 
every couple of years. 

Mr. Chairman, we desperately need 
this research. We need this funding. 
Let’s restore NOAA funding. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am still trying to 
identify what precisely you are asking 
for because I think we are on the same 
page when it comes to forecasting and 
prediction. That is what you are asking 
for. 

Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado. 

Mr. POLIS. I wanted to inquire with 
regard to how the funding cuts would 
impact the development of the un- 
manned atmospheric assessment air- 
crafts that are critical to foreseeing 
changes in weather pattern. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If I could, we are 
going to make sure that NOAA has got 
all the—we have given them a record 
level of increase this year so they can 
engage and make sure we have got ac- 
curate forecasting. Whether it be 
through their aircraft or their super- 
computers or their modeling, they have 
got the resources they need to do accu- 
rate forecasting for the future. 

I am just trying to get a precise idea 
what it is you are looking for because 
I think we have given them all they 
need for forecasting, and that is what 
you are asking for. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, very spe- 
cifically, this amendment would re- 
store the $30 million of cuts—namely, a 
20 percent cut—a disproportionate cut 
to climate science activities, including 
unmanned atmospheric assessment air- 
crafts and including creating raw data 
streams that can be used by those who 
predict weather, as well as by farmers 
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and businesses, because you can’t sepa- 
rate out weather and climate. 

I think, perhaps because of political 
reasons—I don’t know why—there is a 
disproportionate cut, 20 percent, to the 
climate science piece of NOAA. Now, 
that climate science piece of NOAA, 
just because it has the word “climate”” 
in it, that doesn’t mean it is something 
where they are out there doing things 
that are political. 

What they are doing is they are try- 
ing to research the macro effects of cli- 
mate on weather, on population and 
patterns, on dangers on ships. If the 
gentleman would simply allow that dis- 
cretion within NOAA, undo the 20 per- 
cent cut, we fund that within NOAA. 

We are not, nor can we, under the 
budget, seek new money. We are simply 
taking the $30 million and putting it 
back into the climate science program. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. POLIS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you for 
yielding because I have just checked 
with my staff, and it appears that the 
money that we have allocated, a record 
level of funding for NOAA’s fore- 
casting, takes care of that aircraft. 
The money that we have allocated for 
NOAA for forecasting takes care of the 
data stream. 

That is why I kept asking what are 
y’all specifically asking for. We have 
taken care of it. We are deeply con- 
cerned with making sure that NOAA 
has got the money they need to predict 
hurricanes, to predict floods, to predict 
the terrible flooding that has taken 
place in Houston or the drought that 
has taken place in California. 

I think we are on the same page. I 
want to be sure the gentleman knows 
that I will work with him as we move 
forward in conference. If you can iden- 
tify something specific that NOAA does 
not have as a result of our record in- 
crease for forecasting, we will help you 
restore it. 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, one 
of the areas we would love to work 
with you on is Cooperative Institutes 
funding, the partnerships that NOAA 
has with our institutions of higher edu- 
cation to better leverage our taxpayer 
dollars. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF TEXAS 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $21,000,000) (increased by 
$21,000,000)’. 

Page 14, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $21,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
my amendment takes direct, strong ac- 
tion to address America’s weather fore- 
casting shortcomings in order to re- 
duce the loss of life and property from 
severe storms. 

The amendment I offer on behalf of 
myself; Science, Space, and Tech- 
nology Committee Vice Chairman 
FRANK LUCAS; and Environment Sub- 
committee Chairman JIM BRIDENSTINE 
directs that the full $120 million au- 
thorized in House-passed H.R. 1561, the 
Weather Research and Forecasting In- 
novation Act of 2015, be provided in the 
NOAA Operations, Research, and Fa- 
cilities appropriation account. 

The recent flooding in Texas and tor- 
nados in Oklahoma demonstrate the 
immediate need to quickly implement 
better weather research and fore- 
casting by fully funding H.R. 1561. 

The House unanimously passed that 
bill just 2 weeks ago. We also unani- 
mously passed it over a year ago in 
April 2014. 

Now, thanks to Chairman CULBER- 
SON’s initiative and support, the CJS 
bill will add the needed resources to 
transform our antiquated 1980s weather 
forecasting system into a 21st century 
weather enterprise in the next few 
years. 

Specifically, this amendment will 
provide $5 million more for weather lab 
research in NOAA, to total the $80 mil- 
lion authorized. The amendment will 
also provide $16 million more for 
weather research technology transfer 
in NOAA’s Office of Oceanic and At- 
mospheric Research, to total $20 mil- 
lion authorized to implement a labs 
and Cooperative Institutes research-to- 
operations program. 

This program will improve the under- 
standing of how the public responds to 
warnings and transfer new technology 
to the National Weather Service, the 
American weather industry, and the 
academic partners. 

This new joint Technology Transfer 
Initiative should include support for 
the Vortex-SE project and development 
of advanced national and global cloud 
resolving models; quantitative observ- 
ing system assessment tools; atmos- 
pheric chemistry needed for weather 
prediction; and additional sources of 
weather data, which includes commer- 
cial observing systems. 

Once again, I appreciate Chairman 
CULBERSON’s accepting the amendment, 
which will help save lives and reduce 
property damage. 
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As the CJS Appropriations chairman, 
Mr. CULBERSON has proved himself to 
be capable, knowledgeable, and com- 
mitted to the country’s best interest. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen- 
tleman from Texas seek to rise in oppo- 
sition? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, I would like 
to seek some time in opposition, but I 
do not oppose the amendment. We have 
agreed to accept it and work this out. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania opposed? 

Mr. FATTAH. I am authentically op- 
posed to the amendment, but I would 
also make an allowance to yield to my 
chairman after I make my comments. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CULBERSON), the chairman of the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
just want to stress, if I could, that 
Chairman SMITH has been very sup- 
portive and cooperative. We have 
worked together arm in arm, as has his 
ranking member, who is also from 
Texas. This amendment is one that will 
help the Weather Service do a better 
job of forecasting. I think it is a good 
amendment. It is one that we have 
worked out together. I do urge Mem- 
bers to support it. 

I appreciate the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yielding to me. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time in 
opposition, in all good, there is some 
bad. It is true that this amendment 
would offer some additional dollars for 
weather forecasting. But $16 million of 
it—the bulk of the $21 million—would 
go into technology transfer. Now, I am 
not opposed to technology transfer, but 
to take it out of the administrative 
work at NOAA, I have visited NOAA, 
and I understand how the operations 
there work. I have spent a lot of time 
learning about its operations. And I 
can tell you that NOAA cannot per- 
form the duties that our Nation needs 
without the administrative capabili- 
ties. 

It would be just like coming here to 
the Hill and expecting the Congress to 
function without our back office oper- 
ations. We would not be able to proceed 
forward. So I think that it is more im- 
portant for us to have an appropriate 
allocation so that we can meet these 
needs than it is to rob the administra- 
tive capability of NOAA at a time when 
we want to place more demands on it. 

I think that the amendment—even 
though moving towards additional help 
for weather forecasting—the bulk of it 
is for a technology transfer to the pri- 
vate sector, which I am all for, but it 
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sounds to me like it is robbing Peter to 
pay Paul. 

On the floor, it may be easy to pass 
an amendment that cuts administra- 
tive costs at a government agency, but 
it may be something that we live to re- 
gret. So I stand in opposition to the 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. BRIDENSTINE), who is 
the chairman of the Environment Sub- 
committee of the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee. 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to thank Chairman SMITH 
for his leadership on this important 
amendment as well as Chairman CUL- 
BERSON. I thank them for working with 
us on this amendment. I know we have 
been working very hard to make sure 
that this is adequately funded and from 
the right sources. 

By fully funding the weather re- 
search and technology transfer that 
was authorized by my bill, H.R. 1561, 
this appropriations bill now reflects 
the House’s will that NOAA prioritize 
activities that save lives and property. 
The funding will go to support critical 
work to increase the lead times that 
we receive for tornadoes. A lot of this 
critical work is being done at the Uni- 
versity of Oklahoma. I have heard al- 
ready that we were looking for more 
funding for some Cooperative Insti- 
tutes, and that is what this is. 

This is of extreme importance to my 
State, as I have already lost constitu- 
ents this year from tornadoes. It is my 
sincere belief that this appropriations 
bill now ensures that programs are 
funded that will eventually move us to 
a day where no one is killed in a tor- 
nado or other severe storm event. 

Again, I thank Chairman CULBERSON 
and Chairman SMITH for their leader- 
ship on this issue. We need to adopt 
this amendment so that we can save 
lives and property, especially as it re- 
lates to my constituents in Oklahoma. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KEATING 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $1,750,000) (increased by 
$1,750,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 
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Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I am 
prepared to offer and withdraw my 
amendment. 

I rise for the purpose of engaging in 
a colloquy with the chairman and the 
gentlewoman from Maine. 

Since 1972, the National Marine Fish- 
eries Service has utilized trained fish- 
ery observers to monitor and assess the 
health of fish populations along the 
coast of the United States, providing 
critical data gathered from commercial 
vessels that is then used to guide 
NOAA in determining best practices for 
conservation and sustainable manage- 
ment. 

The fishing industry is a willing and 
engaged partner in supporting the use 
of on-vessel observers. However, fol- 
lowing a legal challenge, this August, 
NOAA will run out of funding to con- 
tinue paying for this mandated pro- 
gram. 

I have heard from fishermen from the 
south coast of Massachusetts, to Cape 
Cod and the islands, to the south shore 
who are still struggling from the im- 
pacts of diminishing groundfish stocks 
and worry they will be unable to cover 
the burden of this cost. 

Our region is still reeling from the 
collapse of the groundfish industry 
that prompted Federal disaster relief. 
This is particularly true for some small 
fishing businesses, where this added 
burden can be the difference between 
success and failure as a business. 

I am working with my New England 
and Massachusetts colleagues and 
NOAA to find an interim solution. And 
as we look to 2016, I ask that we work 
to provide adequate funding for at-sea 
and dockside monitoring for fisheries 
with approved catch share manage- 
ment plans that impose observer cov- 
erage as a condition for new and ex- 
panded fishing opportunities. We also 
can use this time, I believe, to seek 
cost-effective technological alter- 
natives, where appropriate. 

I yield such time as she may consume 
to the gentlewoman from Maine (Ms. 
PINGREE). 

Ms. PINGREE. I thank my colleague 
from Massachusetts and Chairman 
CULBERSON for chatting with us about 
this particular issue. 

Mr. Chairman, as has been already 
stated here by my colleague today, 
there is never a good time to ask our 
fishermen to take on a cost of this size 
that we are discussing here. But now is 
an even worse time than most because 
it will be asking those who make their 
living on the Gulf of Maine to pay for 
onboard monitors when the ground 
fishery is struggling. I understand the 
tough position that NOAA is in due to 
tight budgets, but times are even 
tougher on the men and women who 
make their living from groundfish 
right now. 

I hope NOAA can find a way to avoid 
making them pay for onboard mon- 
itors, and whatever the short-term so- 
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lution is, I think NOAA should look at 
ways to conduct monitoring through 
the use of onboard cameras or other 
cost-effective electronic technologies. 

I hope the chairman will be willing to 
work with us on this and with NOAA 
on this issue that affects so many of 
our hard-working constituents. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to take this time to thank 
the chair and ranking member for their 
willingness to engage in what really is 
an important issue. I look forward to 
working together with Chairman CUL- 
BERSON and Ranking Member FATTAH 
on this issue. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will 
tleman yield? 

Mr. KEATING. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
look forward to working with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. I recog- 
nize how important the Northeast 
Multispecies Sector Management Pro- 
gram is, and I look forward to working 
with the gentleman and my colleague 
from Philadelphia as we move forward 
through conference. 

Mr. FATTAH. We are going to work 
to get to a more satisfactory resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. KEATING. I thank the ranking 
member and the chair. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CLAWSON OF 

FLORIDA 

Mr. CLAWSON of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 1, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 25, line 3, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. CLAWSON of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, this afternoon I am introducing 
an amendment which would take $2 
million from the Department of Jus- 
tice’s legal activities, salaries and ex- 
penses, general legal activities current 
budget of $885 million, which has been 
flat over the last several years, and I 
would put this $2 million, instead, to 
NOAA in their operations, research, 
and facilities fund—specifically di- 
rected to NOAA’s National Marine 
Fisheries Service Habitat Conservation 
and Restoration initiative. 

This nationwide initiative includes 
hundreds of community-based habitat 
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restoration projects that conserve or 
restore America’s precious native spe- 
cies and critical water quality restora- 
tion. 

This amendment is consistent with 
the focus of my office to cut govern- 
ment spending and motivate our civil 
servant management teams to achieve 
higher cost efficiencies throughout the 
Federal Government and to focus more 
on critical environmental priorities. In 
short, less administration expense; 
more money for water, fish, and atmos- 
phere. 

Back in April, I introduced an 
amendment to H.R. 2028, the Energy 
and Water Development and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, with 
Representative PATRICK MURPHY of 
Florida that would move $1 million of 
the Army Corps of Engineers’ salary 
and expense budget to construction 
projects in the Corps, like the South 
Florida Ecosystem Restoration and the 
Herbert Hoover Dike. 

This amendment today likewise will 
help fund critical habitat projects 
across America, including important 
work in my district, like the Galt Pre- 
serve Restoration Project in St. James 
City; the Clam Bayou Oyster Reef Res- 
toration and Evaluation of Seagrass 
and Water Quality on Sanibel Island; 
the Ding Darling Mangrove Restora- 
tion Project on Sanibel Island; Flor- 
ida’s Bay Scallop Metapopulation Sta- 
bilization at Pine Island Center; the 
Mangrove Conservation Initiative in 
Naples; and the Sam Williams Island 
Mangrove Restoration and Tarpon Bay 
Hydrologic Restoration on Marco Is- 
land. 

Habitat restoration plays an impor- 
tant role in all of our communities and 
in the lives and welfare of our constitu- 
ents, especially mine. America’s eco- 
system is the lifeblood of so many of 
our American communities, economies, 
and culture. Let’s do everything we can 
to preserve it. 

Fisheries contribute more than $70 
billion to the gross domestic product. 
Nationwide, commercial and rec- 
reational fishing, boating, tourism, and 
other industries provide more than $28 
million jobs. Together, coastal water- 
shed counties contribute more than 
$4.5 trillion to the GDP. An estimated 
53 percent of the current population 
live in coastal communities. More than 
60 percent of our coastal rivers and 
bays are moderately or severely de- 
graded by nutrient runoff. This was my 
original reason for getting into poli- 
tics. We live with this nutrient runoff 
in my district, in my backyard, every 
day. It looks bad. It smells bad. It is a 
pitiful situation. 

One added fact: according to NOAA’s 
studies, 17 to 33 jobs are created for 
every $1 million invested in habitat 
restoration. 

I say today, let's save a little bit of 
money, save a lot of jobs. It is good ec- 
onomics. It is good policy. It is good 
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conservation. And I urge both sides to 
support it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, but 1 do 
not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of the gentleman's 
amendment. It is a worthwhile cause 
and one that we have worked together 
closely on. So I would urge Members to 
support the amendment. I look forward 
to working with you as we move 
through conference to make sure this 
is addressed. It is a problem through- 
out the Gulf Coast and one you are 
very right to focus Congress’ attention 
on. 


I urge Members to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 


Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I also 
rise in support of the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CLAWSON of Florida. I would 
like to thank the chairman and the 
ranking member for their leadership on 
this. This is a big deal in the Gulf. My 
appreciation is heartfelt for them mak- 
ing this move and showing this symbol 
of importance. So in the name of all of 
my constituents, I thank both of them 
for their leadership and support on 
this. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. CLAWSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. BONAMICI 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I have 
amendment No. 4 at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 14, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $21,559,000) (increased by 
$21,559,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Oregon and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Oregon. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
this amendment to increase funding for 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, NOAA, to support its 
Integrated Ocean Acidification re- 
search and fulfill the administration’s 
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requested funding level of $30 million 
in fiscal year 2016. 

The administration’s requested fund- 
ing increase for ocean acidification re- 
search reflects a growing consensus in 
the scientific community and in the 
coastal and fishing communities that 
so many of our colleagues and I rep- 
resent. Ocean acidification is already 
affecting marine organisms and could 
irreversibly alter the marine environ- 
ment and harm our coastal ecosystems. 

On the West Coast alone, a $270 mil- 
lion shellfish industry has experienced 
disastrous oyster production failures 
and faced the risk of collapse in recent 
years because of changes in water con- 
dition that have been attributed to 
ocean acidification. This change in 
chemistry is caused by carbon dioxide 
in the atmosphere dissolving into the 
ocean, and the increased acidity of the 
ocean is harming basic building blocks 
for life in the sea. This makes it more 
difficult for marine organisms to build 
their skeletons and shells, and it slows 
the formation of important ecosystem 
features like coral reefs. These changes 
can ripple through the food chain, dis- 
rupting delicate marine ecosystems 
and threatening major commercial 
fisheries. 

In the Pacific Northwest, the com- 
bination of seasonal upwelling of acidic 
waters, low alkalinity, and increased 
anthropogenic carbon dioxide creates 
some of the most corrosive ocean con- 
ditions in the world. 

In the last few years, Mr. Chairman, 
the scientific community has increas- 
ingly raised concerns about the ocean. 
Researchers at Oregon State Univer- 
sity have been working with the fish- 
ing community in Oregon to determine 
the effects of acidification. They have 
been helping the shellfish hatcheries 
assess the oyster die-off and finding 
ways to mitigate the harmful 
upwelling events by monitoring the 
water entering their facilities. This ex- 
emplifies the kind of academic and in- 
dustry partnerships that are possible 
when the Federal Government supports 
academic research. 

NOAA’s Integrated Ocean Acidifica- 
tion research program supports extra- 
mural research awards that fund stud- 
ies on acidification in ocean, coastal, 
and estuary environments. Not only 
does this program support studies on 
the effects of acidification, it also al- 
lows NOAA to run the observing sys- 
tem that helps monitor areas of in- 
creased acidity. 

These examples have focused on the 
effects in Oregon and on the West 
Coast, but our changing ocean condi- 
tions can have far-reaching implica- 
tions for fisheries throughout the U.S., 
including the East Coast and Gulf 
shellfish industries. It also affects the 
people across the Nation who eat sea- 
food and the stores and restaurants 
that sell it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is clear that we 
need more information, which is why 
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NOAA’s Integrated Ocean Acidification 
research program must be fully funded. 
Unfortunately, this bill falls short of 
what the American people and our fish- 
ing communities deserve. 

I urge support of the amendment, and 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the 
gentlewoman is going to withdraw this 
amendment. 

I agree with the gentlewoman that 
ocean acidification is a serious prob- 
lem. That is why you see funding in the 
bill for it. We just have a limited 
amount of resources. 

I will listen to your other speakers, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, can I 
please inquire about the remaining 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Oregon has 2 minutes remaining. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1% minutes to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. FARR), my col- 
league. 

Mr. FARR. I wish the chairman was 
accepting this amendment because the 
faults that we hear are that we have 
limited resources. We have limited re- 
sources, but it is a priority where you 
give them. This ocean acidification is a 
serious problem. It is the most serious 
problem of mankind that we can do 
something about. When the ocean is 
starting to melt all the shellfish, the 
lobster industry, the crab industry, the 
oyster industry, and the clam industry, 
all of these industries have a huge ef- 
fect on not only where they are farm- 
ing, but where the tourism that is at- 
tracted to them. 

Mr. Chairman, we can do something 
about it. We need more money. The 
President asked for $30 million in this 
program. The committee cut it to $8.4 
million, says he is funding it. However, 
the President asked for the same 
amount of money for the exploration of 
the moon of Jupiter called Europa. The 
committee decided to give them $110 
million more than the President asked 
for. So don’t tell me that there isn’t 
money available. It is just the priority 
where you give it. 

Are you going to save this planet or 
put all the money into the moon of Ju- 
piter? I think it is more important that 
we research ocean acidification, and 
that is why DON YOUNG and I are intro- 
ducing a bill to tackle this problem 
more than just this amendment in this 
moment. 

Mr. Chairman, we have to get serious 
about this. The planet is melting, and 
the ocean acidification is melting the 
organisms in the ocean; and when they 
die, we die. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 
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Mr. Chairman, I would point out to 
my colleagues we have $8.5 million in 
the bill for studying ocean acidifica- 
tion. I share your concern. It is a vi- 
tally important issue. And the thrust 
of our work in NASA, as you know 
from reading the bill, is we have 
prioritized those missions in the bill 
that are the top priority of the Plan- 
etary Decadal Survey. 

We have encouraged NASA to follow 
the recommendations of the best minds 
in the scientific community. Every 10 
years they get together and prioritize 
the earth science missions, helio- 
physics missions, astrophysics mis- 
sions, those missions aimed at the 
outer planets, and the Europa mission 
has been the single highest priority of 
the Decadal Survey last decade and 
this decade. The past administration 
and this one continue to resist the best 
recommendations of the best minds in 
the scientific community. I can’t think 
of a more exciting question that 
science could answer as to whether or 
not there is life on another world, and 
that is going to be answered by this 
mission to Europa. 

I agree strongly that we need to re- 
search ocean acidification, and that is 
why there is $8.5 million in the bill for 
it. 
Mr. 
yield? 
Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Even though I am ina 
totally opposite position on the matter 
than you. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am happy to en- 
gage in a colloquy with my friend from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. We have an Earth in 
which the majority of it is covered by 
oceans. As a nation, we have more re- 
sponsibility territorially for the 
world’s oceans than any other nation. 
You agree that this is a major issue. It 
is funded at a level that we think 
should be increased. I hope that the 
chairman will work with us as we go 
forward to see whether we can improve 
and make even more robust our stew- 
ardship, which is our responsibility, as 
I would understand it. Even though 
there are other areas in the bill where 
we have made important sacrifices, 
maybe this is an area where we can do 
more. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is one in which 
I look forward to working with you on 
to do more to research ocean acidifica- 
tion. That is why you see in the bill a 
major investment in oceanographic 
mapping and research, the economic 
zone of the United States which is 
unmapped and uncharted and loaded 
with rare earths and great mineral 
wealth that Dr. Bob Ballard and his 
team and other scientists are explor- 
ing, and we are investing there. 

I look forward to working with you 
in conference. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, we will 
work together on this. This is a very 
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important area of interest for me, and 
I thank the gentlewoman for offering 
her amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, as I mentioned, I do 
plan to withdraw this amendment. I do 
want to emphasize the seriousness of 
this issue in addressing it. I do contend 
that the amount in this bill is inad- 
equate. So I do look forward to work- 
ing with the committee chairman, the 
ranking member, and the committee 
going forward to address this very im- 
portant issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For procurement, acquisition and con- 
struction of capital assets, including alter- 
ation and modification costs, of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
$1,960,034,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2018, except that funds provided 
for construction of facilities shall remain 
available until expended: Provided, That of 
the $1,973,034,000 provided for in direct obli- 
gations under this heading, $1,960,034,000 is 
appropriated from the general fund and 
$13,000,000 is provided from recoveries of 
prior year obligations: Provided further, That 
any deviation from the amounts designated 
for specific activities in the report accom- 
panying this Act, or any use of deobligated 
balances of funds provided under this head- 
ing in previous years, shall be subject to the 
procedures set forth in section 505 of this 
Act: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Commerce shall include in budget justifica- 
tion materials that the Secretary submits to 
Congress in support of the Department of 
Commerce budget (as submitted with the 
budget of the President under section 1105(a) 
of title 31, United States Code) an estimate 
for each National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration procurement, acquisition or 
construction project having a total of more 
than $5,000,000 and simultaneously the budg- 
et justification shall include an estimate of 
the budgetary requirements for each such 
project for each of the 5 subsequent fiscal 
years: Provided further, That, within the 
amounts appropriated, $1,302,000 shall be 
transferred to the ‘‘Office of Inspector Gen- 
eral” account for activities associated with 
carrying out investigations and audits re- 
lated to satellite procurement, acquisition 
and construction. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BRIDENSTINE 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 15, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $9,000,000) (increased by 
$9,000,00)”. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment des- 
ignates $9 million within NOAA’s Pro- 
curement, Acquisition, and Construc- 
tion account for the purposes of fund- 
ing a pilot program for space-based 
commercial weather data as authorized 
by H.R. 1561, the House-passed Lucas- 
Bridenstine Weather Research and 
Forecasting Act of 2015. 

Although I intend to withdraw my 
amendment, I intend to use this time 
to enter into a colloquy with the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. Chairman, the commercial sat- 
ellite industry has revolutionized ev- 
eryday life. From telecommunications 
to imaging to navigation, we reap the 
benefits of private sector innovation. I 
truly believe we have that opportunity 
when it comes to weather satellites as 
well. By introducing newer, more inno- 
vative, more resilient and additional 
forms of data into our numerical 
weather models, we can improve our 
ability to forecast weather and save 
the lives of our constituents. 

By providing NOAA with the funds to 
purchase commercial data, it sends a 
clear signal to the burgeoning, nascent 
weather satellite industry: NOAA is in- 
terested in commercial data from the 
private sector. This pilot program has 
the potential to shift paradigms within 
our weather enterprise and serve as the 
first step toward moving to a day 
where the government does not have a 
monopoly on weather satellites. 

NOAA operates huge, monolithic, bil- 
lion-dollar satellite programs that 
have experienced cost overruns and 
launch delays. These programs are im- 
portant to ensuring we have robust 
weather data, but we need a mitigation 
strategy when problems arise, a role 
that commercial sources can play. In 
addition, they can augment our pro- 
grams of record, and for a fraction of 
the cost. In fact, to fully fund this pro- 
gram, NOAA would only need to find 
the equivalent of one dime out of a $20 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe, in the long 
run, purchasing data from the private 
sector will lead to lower costs for the 
taxpayers, as well as better data, more 
data, and more innovation. However, I 
understand the constraints that the 
gentleman from Texas is under when 
crafting this appropriations bill, and I 
appreciate his willingness to work with 
me on this issue. The question I pose to 
him is: Does the chairman intend to 
have NOAA provide $9 million from 
within its Procurement, Acquisition, 
and Construction appropriation for 
NESDIS Systems Acquisition to carry 
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out this pilot program in fiscal year 
2016 as is authorized in H.R. 1561? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I agree completely 
with the gentleman that NOAA should 
work with the private sector when data 
is available. It is cost effective and can 
save the taxpayers money, and, in fact, 
that is why we included a statement on 
this in the committee report. I look 
forward to working with you as we 
move forward in conference to ensure 
that this worthwhile goal is achieved. 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. I thank the 
chairman. I look forward to working 
together with you and with NOAA to 
ensure that congressional intent is 
clear and to make this critically im- 
portant pilot program a reality. I ap- 
preciate your leadership and assistance 
on this issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MS. BONAMICI 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I have 
amendment No. 5 at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 15, lines 16, 19, and 20, after the dollar 
amount insert “(increased by $380,000,000)”. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
woman's amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from Oregon and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes 
woman from Oregon. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of this amendment to ensure 
the continuity of NOAA’s polar sat- 
ellite program by restoring its funding. 
There are many important priorities in 
this bill, but the technical nature of 
this satellite program and its value to 
our Nation are being overlooked. 

The importance of these satellites 
and the need to maintain the informa- 
tion they collect is not daily news, but 
the accurate, timely data the satellites 
provide to our weather forecasters is 
crucial. This data is needed not only in 
severe weather scenarios, but also for 
the wide-ranging accessibility to ev- 
eryone in our Nation, from those who 
hear a weather forecast on the local 
news to the millions across the Nation 
who open up an app on their phones. 

Weather is important. It affects ev- 
erything from our commute to the food 
on our table. In fact, a 2009 study from 
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the American Meteorological Society 
stated that U.S. weather forecasts gen- 
erate $31.5 billion in benefits for $5.1 
billion in cost. 
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Unfortunately, past trouble and mis- 
management in the polar satellite pro- 
gram means that a gap in coverage 
within the next decade is possible, with 
the worst-case scenario being a gap 
lasting more than 5 years. Any loss of 
coverage from the polar satellites 
would have serious consequences on 
the accuracy and timeliness of our 
weather forecasts, warnings, and the 
capabilities of the National Weather 
Service. 

Thankfully, NOAA and NASA have 
worked very hard to get the polar sat- 
ellite program back on track. Unfortu- 
nately, the bill we are considering 
today has the potential to undermine 
that progress. The President’s fiscal 
year 2016 budget request included $380 
million for a polar follow-on program. 
This important program will minimize 
the risk of a gap in polar weather data 
and address a recommendation from 
various independent groups, including 
the Government Accountability Office, 
regarding the need to develop a robust 
satellite program, a program that can 
withstand a launch failure. 

By not funding the polar follow-on 
program in 2016, the continuity for the 
polar weather mission is put at risk 
and the Nation will be exposed to the 
vulnerabilities and impacts of a poten- 
tial gap. 

Mr. Chairman, working families in 
my district and across the country are 
balancing enough already. They need 
to rely on accurate and timely fore- 
casts, not worry about a gap or where 
the weather data comes from. We need 
this program to continue so we do not 
lose the gains we have made. Ameri- 
cans deserve to have access to the best 
available scientific data. 

Mr. Chairman, unfortunately, the 
funding levels in this bill are stretched 
so thin that it is impossible for me to 
find more than $300 million to provide 
an offset. So I do ask the subcommittee 
chairman and ranking member to work 
with me on ways that we can find to 
preserve and maintain this essential 
program. 

At this time, Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PACIFIC COASTAL SALMON RECOVERY 

For necessary expenses associated with the 
restoration of Pacific salmon populations, 
$65,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017: Provided, That, of the funds 
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provided herein, the Secretary of Commerce 
may issue grants to the States of Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Idaho, Nevada, California, 
and Alaska, and to the Federally recognized 
tribes of the Columbia River and Pacific 
Coast (including Alaska), for projects nec- 
essary for conservation of salmon and 
steelhead populations that are listed as 
threatened or endangered, or that are identi- 
fied by a State as at-risk to be so listed, for 
maintaining populations necessary for exer- 
cise of tribal treaty fishing rights or native 
subsistence fishing, or for conservation of 
Pacific coastal salmon and steelhead habi- 
tat, based on guidelines to be developed by 
the Secretary of Commerce: Provided further, 
That all funds shall be allocated based on 
scientific and other merit principles and 
shall not be available for marketing activi- 
ties: Provided further, That funds disbursed to 
States shall be subject to a matching re- 
quirement of funds or documented in-kind 
contributions of at least 33 percent of the 
Federal funds. 
FISHERMEN’S CONTINGENCY FUND 


For carrying out the provisions of title IV 
of Public Law 95-372, not to exceed $350,000, 
to be derived from receipts collected pursu- 
ant to that Act, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

FISHERIES FINANCE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


Subject to section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, during fiscal year 2016, 
obligations of direct loans may not exceed 
$24,000,000 for Individual Fishing Quota loans 
and not to exceed $100,000,000 for traditional 
direct loans as authorized by the Merchant 
Marine Act of 1936. 

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses for the manage- 
ment of the Department of Commerce pro- 
vided for by law, including not to exceed 
$4,500 for official reception and representa- 
tion, $50,000,000. 

RENOVATION AND MODERNIZATION 


For necessary expenses for the renovation 
and modernization of the Herbert C. Hoover 
Building, $3,989,000, to remain available until 
expended, of which $1,082,000 shall be for se- 
curity systems and $2,907,000 shall be for 
blast-resistant windows. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the provi- 
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 
U.S.C. App.), $32,000,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
COMMERCE 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


SEc. 101. During the current fiscal year, ap- 
plicable appropriations and funds made 
available to the Department of Commerce by 
this Act shall be available for the activities 
specified in the Act of October 26, 1949 (15 
U.S.C. 1514), to the extent and in the manner 
prescribed by the Act, and, notwithstanding 
31 U.S.C. 3324, may be used for advanced pay- 
ments not otherwise authorized only upon 
the certification of officials designated by 
the Secretary of Commerce that such pay- 
ments are in the public interest. 

SEC. 102. During the current fiscal year, ap- 
propriations made available to the Depart- 
ment of Commerce by this Act for salaries 
and expenses shall be available for hire of 
passenger motor vehicles as authorized by 31 
U.S.C. 1843 and 1344; services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and uniforms or allowances 
therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901- 
5902). 
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SEc. 103. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available for the current 
fiscal year for the Department of Commerce 
in this Act may be transferred between such 
appropriations, but no such appropriation 
shall be increased by more than 10 percent 
by any such transfers: Provided, That any 
transfer pursuant to this section shall be 
treated as a reprogramming of funds under 
section 505 of this Act and shall not be avail- 
able for obligation or expenditure except in 
compliance with the procedures set forth in 
that section: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary of Commerce shall notify the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations at least 15 days in 
advance of the acquisition or disposal of any 
capital asset (including land, structures, and 
equipment) not specifically provided for in 
this Act or any other law appropriating 
funds for the Department of Commerce. 

SEC. 104. The requirements set forth by sec- 
tion 105 of the Commerce, Justice, Science, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2012 (Public Law 112-55), as amended by sec- 
tion 105 of title I of division B of Public Law 
1136, are hereby adopted by reference and 
made applicable with respect to fiscal year 
2016: Provided, That the life cycle cost for the 
Joint Polar Satellite System is $11,322,125,000 
and the life cycle cost for the Geostationary 
Operational Environmental Satellite R-Se- 
ries Program is $10,828,059,000. 

SEC. 105. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, the Secretary may furnish serv- 
ices (including but not limited to utilities, 
telecommunications, and security services) 
necessary to support the operation, mainte- 
nance, and improvement of space that per- 
sons, firms, or organizations are authorized, 
pursuant to the Public Buildings Cooperative 
Use Act of 1976 or other authority, to use or 
occupy in the Herbert C. Hoover Building, 
Washington, DC, or other buildings, the 
maintenance, operation, and protection of 
which has been delegated to the Secretary 
from the Administrator of General Services 
pursuant to the Federal Property and Ad- 
ministrative Services Act of 1949 on a reim- 
bursable or non-reimbursable basis. Amounts 
received as reimbursement for services pro- 
vided under this section or the authority 
under which the use or occupancy of the 
space is authorized, up to $200,000, shall be 
credited to the appropriation or fund which 
initially bears the costs of such services. 

SEC. 106. Nothing in this title shall be con- 
strued to prevent a grant recipient from de- 
terring child pornography, copyright in- 
fringement, or any other unlawful activity 
over its networks. 

Sec. 107. The Administrator of the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion is authorized to use, with their consent, 
with reimbursement and subject to the lim- 
its of available appropriations, the land, 
services, equipment, personnel, and facilities 
of any department, agency, or instrumen- 
tality of the United States, or of any State, 
local government, Indian tribal government, 
Territory, or possession, or of any political 
subdivision thereof, or of any foreign govern- 
ment or international organization, for pur- 
poses related to carrying out the responsibil- 
ities of any statute administered by the Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion. 

SEC. 108. The National Technical Informa- 
tion Service shall not charge any customer 
for a copy of any report or document gen- 
erated by the Legislative Branch unless the 
Service has provided information to the cus- 
tomer on how an electronic copy of such re- 
port or document may be accessed and 
downloaded for free online. Should a cus- 
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tomer still require the Service to provide a 
printed or digital copy of the report or docu- 
ment, the charge shall be limited to recov- 
ering the Service’s cost of processing, repro- 
ducing, and delivering such report or docu- 
ment. 

SEC. 109. The Secretary of Commerce may 
waive the requirement for bonds under 40 
U.S.C. 3131 with respect to contracts for the 
construction, alteration, or repair of vessels, 
regardless of the terms of the contracts as to 
payment or title, when the contract is made 
under the Coast and Geodetic Survey Act of 
1947 (33 U.S.C. 883a et seq.). 

SEC. 110. In fiscal year 2016, the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology may 
use unobligated balances from the “National 
Institute of Standards and Technology—In- 
dustrial Technology Services”? account for 
the purposes of and subject to the limita- 
tions in section 34(e)(2) of the National Insti- 
tute of Standards and Technology Act (15 
U.S.C. 278s(e)(2)). 

This title may be cited as the “Department 
of Commerce Appropriations Act, 2016”. 

TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For expenses necessary for the administra- 
tion of the Department of Justice, 
$105,000,000, of which not to exceed $4,000,000 
for security and construction of Department 
of Justice facilities shall remain available 
until expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MC KINLEY 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 23, line 6, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(decreased by 
$2,000,000)’’. 

Page 72, line 1, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$2,000,000)”. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from West Virginia and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, many 
small businesses around the country 
are struggling, struggling to compete 
against low-priced foreign imports ben- 
efiting from unfair trade practices. 
They are constantly intimidated by the 
cost of the legal challenges that they 
face. 

The intent of this amendment is sim- 
ple. It transfers $2 million to the Inter- 
national Trade Commission to provide 
legal and technical assistance to small 
businesses seeking a remedy. 

I offered this amendment last year to 
the bill and it was approved. 

Time and time again small compa- 
nies are losing business against unfair, 
low-cost imports which flood our coun- 
try. Something needs to be done. Small 
businesses need help. 

They don’t have access to the same 
legal resources as larger companies. 
They can’t afford the cost to file a 
claim against large state-supported in- 
dustries like we see coming from 
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China. These small businesses in Amer- 
ica deserve to be treated better. 

In West Virginia, Mr. Chairman, we 
have one particular company which 
manufactures glass, lead-free marbles. 
The company has less than 50 employ- 
ees. They, among other firms like that, 
have asked our office a simple ques- 
tion: When an average cost to file an 
antidumping claim is $1 million or 
more, how can small manufacturers af- 
ford access to justice? 

The Federal Government provides 
pro bono attorneys in criminal cases 
for those who can’t afford representa- 
tion. Mr. Chairman, why not offer 
something similar to our small busi- 
nesses across America who are facing 
unfair competition? 

A recent contract was for 300 million 
marbles per year. Currently, this com- 
pany manufactures 1 million per day. 
This contract would have guaranteed 
300 days of manufacturing production 
for hard-working West Virginians. 

The Chinese company undercut their 
bid. Unfortunately, we have seen this 
story far too often where the Chinese 
currency manipulation and state sub- 
sidies have cut our tin, steel, and hot- 
rolled steel industries, among others. 

The ITC must have the tools to pro- 
tect our small businesses, and this 
amendment is a step in the right direc- 
tion. 

Let’s be clear, Mr. Chairman: Do we 
want to keep talking about jobs, or do 
we want to offer a solution? Supporting 
this amendment will be an immense 
help for small business employers who 
are trying to fight back against unfair 
trade. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition, although I am 
not in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of the gentleman’s 
amendment. We are willing to accept 
the amendment, and I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I join you in sup- 
porting the amendment. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM OF NEW MEXICO 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 23, line 6, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(decreased by 
$2,000,000)”. 
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Page 42, line 24, insert after the dollar 


amount the following: “(increased by 
$2,000,000)”. 
Page 44, line 8, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$2,000,000)”. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from New Mexico and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from New Mexico. 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Chairman, trust be- 
tween law enforcement and the public 
that they are sworn to protect is not 
just important but essential to safe, 
collaborative, and constitutional com- 
munity policing. Trust promotes 
healthy relationships and interactions 
that are in the best interest of the both 
the public and the police. 

Unfortunately, the public’s trust in 
law enforcement has eroded in many 
communities across the country, in- 
cluding my own. The Federal Govern- 
ment needs to make targeted invest- 
ments to ensure that law enforcement 
has the tools to rebuild and strengthen 
that trust, which is the cornerstone of 
successful policing. 

That is why I am so proud to intro- 
duce this bipartisan amendment, along 
with my colleagues Congressman MUR- 
PHY and Congressman BLUMENAUER, to 
add $2 million to the Mentally Ill Of- 
fender Treatment and Crime Reduction 
Act programs. These programs provide 
a broad range of services, including cri- 
sis intervention training for State and 
local law enforcement agencies to iden- 
tify and improve responses to people 
with mental illnesses and substance 
abuse issues. Crisis intervention train- 
ing can help prevent injuries to offi- 
cers, deescalate potentially dangerous 
situations, and alleviate harm to the 
person in crisis. 

Interactions between the mentally ill 
and law enforcement too often end in 
tragedy. Since the beginning of the 
year, 385 people have been shot and 
killed by police, and about a quarter of 
these individuals have been identified 
as mentally ill. The more training we 
can provide law enforcement to im- 
prove their skills to interact with the 
public, the more likely crises will be 
resolved peacefully. And the more non- 
violent peaceful interactions police 
have with the public, the more we can 
strengthen trust between police and 
the public that they are sworn to pro- 
tect. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, although 
I am not supposed to the gentle- 
woman’s amendment because it is a 
good amendment and I support it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. At this time, I 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. MURPHY), my good friend 
and colleague. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. I 
thank the Chairman, and I also thank 
Representative GRISHAM for this 
thoughtful amendment we are working 
on together, which will put $2 million 
towards crisis intervention training for 
State and local law enforcement and 
also work towards substance abuse 
treatment and mental health courts. 

In the 1950s, this country had 550,000 
psychiatric hospital beds for the popu- 
lation of 150 million. Now, with a popu- 
lation twice that size, we only have 
40,000 psychiatric hospital beds. 

So what happened? Some people got 
better. But sadly, what we ended up 
with is huge increases in homelessness 
and visits to emergency rooms. Last 
year in this country there were 40,000 
suicides and 1 million suicide attempts. 

With this critical bed shortage we 
have many people who end up commit- 
ting crimes. Of the 2.4 million incarcer- 
ated Americans, about half of them, ac- 
cording to the U.S. Department of Jus- 
tice, are estimated to have a mental 
health condition. That is 64 percent in 
our county and local jails, 56 percent in 
State, and 45 percent of Federal pris- 
oners. By comparison, there are only 
35,000 patients with severe mental ill- 
ness in State psychiatric hospitals. 
And, according to a report from April 
2014, the number of mentally ill per- 
sons in prison is ten times higher than 
that in psychiatric hospitals. 

The largest jails in the country— 
Cook County in Illinois, Los Angeles, 
and New York—have 11,000 prisoners 
combined with serious mental illness. 
Now, that is over twice as large as the 
three largest State-run mental hos- 
pitals. 

Mentally ill inmates are twice as 
likely to be charged with rule viola- 
tions when incarcerated and actually 
remain in prison four times longer 
than a non-mentally ill person with the 
same original crime. And what happens 
then? Solitary confinement, tasered. 
Then when they are discharged, they 
repeat the cycle in the revolving door. 

What we need to make sure we are 
doing is to deal with public safety, 
make sure there is restitution to the 
community for what has happened, but 
the key is to provide help for those 
with serious mental illness. 

It is not right for our country to con- 
tinue to say things like, It is not ille- 
gal to be crazy. Our courts and systems 
that do not understand mental illness 
continue to say that, but to them I say 
it isn’t just an issue of someone has a 
right to be mentally ill; they have a 
right to be well. 
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What we need to do is to stop this re- 
volving door of having someone who is 
hallucinating and delusional and wait- 
ing until he commits a crime or is a 
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threat to public safety, instead of in- 
tervening earlier. 

We need mental health courts; we 
need ways a policeman can intervene 
early to help persons, and we need evi- 
dence-based initiatives to fix our bro- 
ken mental health system in America. 
I know that, in our own court in Alle- 
gheny County, they saw a nearly 38 
percent reduction in recidivism when 
they used mental health courts. 

This is compassion, and this is the 
right thing to do. I urge my colleagues 
to support this amendment. 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the 
gentlewoman's courtesy and her lead- 
ership on this, and I appreciate my 
good friend from Pennsylvania in his 
eloquence and his tireless champion- 
ship in this area. 

Mr. Chairman, the fact is that we 
have a broken system that does not 
meet the needs of people with mental 
illness, and it places an undue burden 
on law enforcement. His words about 
people having a right to be well really 
resonates with me because we have 
seen in all of our communities situa- 
tions that escalate because they don't 
have the proper response—we don't 
have the proper training; we don’t have 
the proper resources—where people get 
worse. 

It is not just that it costs more 
money; it is the pain to the individ- 
uals, to their families, and, ultimately, 
since virtually all of these people are 
released but are released in a more 
damaged situation, they are worse. 
They are a greater risk to themselves 
and society, and the cycle continues. 

There is no doubt in my mind that, if 
we were able to properly account for 
the costs and consequences of the cur- 
rent nonsystem that there would be far 
more resources saved in treating them 
humanely and effectively, giving the 
police and the community the re- 
sources they need that will more than 
pay for itself. This is an important step 
for the Federal Government to be a 
better partner. 

I appreciate the gentlewoman’s lead- 
ership. I appreciate my friend Mr. MUR- 
PHY from Pennsylvania, and I am look- 
ing forward to working with him on 
other items. 

I respectfully request that our col- 
leagues not just support this, but take 
it to heart because we can make a dif- 
ference on so many different levels. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
support the amendment, and I would 
encourage Members to support it if you 
would be willing to request a recorded 
vote on this. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. On behalf of our coun- 
try, I attended the Healthy brain: 
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healthy Europe conference in Ireland. 
The estimate in these 28 EU countries 
was that some 36 percent of the popu- 
lation had some type of mental health 
challenge, and they deal with it much 
more openly and without the stigma 
that sometimes we attach here in our 
country to mental health challenges. 

I want to thank my colleague from 
Pennsylvania for his extraordinary 
leadership on this issue, and I thank 
the gentlewoman for offering this. 

We will support this amendment and 
ask for a recorded vote. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
encourage Members to support the 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank my colleagues for working so 
diligently on this very important im- 
provement to public safety and police 
training, and I encourage all Members 
to vote in favor of this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from New Mexico (Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from New Mexico will 
be postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Committee 
will rise informally. 

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. HOLD- 
ING) assumed the chair. 


— 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 2048. An act to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require the 
production of certain business records, con- 
duct electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering for for- 
eign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will resume its sitting. 


— AA 


COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2016 


The Committee resumed its sitting. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 23, line 6, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(reduced by 
$2,209,500)”. 
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Page 24, line 14, insert after the first dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$1,709,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment which 
seeks to bolster funds for the Depart- 
ment of Justice inspector general in 
order to meet the fiscal year 2016 budg- 
et request. 

As a member of the House Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee, I 
am a firm believer in the proper over- 
sight of the Federal Government. The 
more sunlight on Federal activity, the 
more honest and efficient it will be. 

I am also a strong proponent of our 
inspector general community. Since 
the Inspector General Act was passed 
into law, the IG community has saved 
taxpayers billions of dollars and has 


uncovered countless examples of 
wrongdoing in the Federal Govern- 
ment. 


It seems only fitting that the inspec- 
tor general’s office receive the budget 
requested resources, particularly at the 
expense of the office it will likely need 
to investigate first. 

In the committee report, the com- 
mittee noted, “The DOJ OIG has had 
significant investigative and audit 
workload.” In fact, we have seen nu- 
merous scandals and coverups from 
within this agency and at the rec- 
ommendation of the previous Attorney 
General. 

I applaud the committee for includ- 
ing language in this bill to perma- 
nently prohibit funds for Fast and Fu- 
rious-like programs and for the many 
other reforms contained in this legisla- 
tion, but I do believe more needs to be 
done to ensure additional transparency 
and accountability within the DOJ. 

Let’s give the DOJ OIG the resources 
it needs to investigate this agency and 
to ensure the Justice Department ad- 
heres to the law. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, but I do 
not oppose the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
agree very strongly with the gen- 
tleman in that the inspector general’s 
office does superb work. It is an inde- 
pendent agency whose oversight is cru- 
cial. 

The amendment will certainly im- 
prove oversight and ensure that our 
constituents’ hard-earned tax dollars 
are well spent. I would urge Members 
to support the gentleman from Arizo- 
na’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. GOSAR. I thank the chairman 
and the ranking member for their sup- 
port. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. BROWNLEY OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 23, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $2,500,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,500,000)”. 

Page 46, line 12, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,500,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from California. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment 
to H.R. 2578, which would increase 
funding in Veterans Treatment Courts. 

Our Nation’s heroes are returning 
home from over a decade of war in Iraq 
and Afghanistan with the invisible 
wounds that come with multiple de- 
ployments in military service to our 
Nation. 

The signature wounds of these wars, 
post-traumatic stress disorder and 
traumatic brain injury, have led to a 
rise in mental health issues among our 
veterans. According to the National 
Center for PTSD, about 11 to 20 percent 
of veterans who served in Operation 
Iraqi Freedom and Enduring Freedom 
have PTSD in a given year. Since 2005, 
the number of veterans diagnosed with 
post-traumatic stress has doubled. 

Too often, these mental health issues 
can severely impact a veteran’s life— 
from being able to keep a job, to drug 
abuse, to criminal activity in some cir- 
cumstances. Instead of receiving the 
mental health services and support 
that they need, a growing number of 
veterans ends up being incarcerated in 
our justice system. 

My simple amendment would in- 
crease funds for Veterans Treatment 
Courts by $2.5 million. Veterans Treat- 
ment Courts are designed to give vet- 
erans with mental health and sub- 
stance abuse issues and who find them- 
selves in trouble with the law an oppor- 
tunity to get the help they need while 
avoiding jail time. 

In my district, the Ventura County 
Veterans Treatment Court, which 
started as a pilot program in 2010, has 
helped dozens of veterans. Judge Col- 
leen Toy White, one of the program’s 
many champions in Ventura County, 
knows that the treatment courts re- 
unite families and save lives. 
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Rather than arresting and jailing 
veterans for a few days or weeks and 
then putting them back on the streets 
with nothing changed in their lives, 
the Ventura County collaborative 
court connects veterans to needed 
treatment and services, which may in- 
clude mental health care, drug and al- 
cohol treatment, vocational rehabilita- 
tion, or other life skill services and 
programs. 

The process begins with a guilty plea, 
an in-court meeting involving the vet- 
eran, his or her attorney, and a VA rep- 
resentative. 

I was very impressed with the care 
that the court officers and volunteers 
extended to our veterans who found 
themselves before the court. A recent 
success for the Ventura County Vet- 
erans Treatment Court is a young man 
who was an Active Duty marine. 

Before leaving the service in 2014, he 
had completed three combat tours in 12 
years. He was arrested for two DUIs 
within 3 weeks. After 5 months of 
treatment, he still stands with his 
back against the wall rather than tak- 
ing a seat in court. It is a common sign 
in combat veterans, but he is now get- 
ting evaluated by VA, is going to treat- 
ment, and has hope once again. 

Since the Veterans Treatment Court 
program began in 2008 in Buffalo, New 
York, over 220 Veterans Treatment 
Courts have been established across the 
United States, and many more are 
being planned. 

I believe we need to increase Federal 
resources to these critical programs 
nationwide, which is what my amend- 
ment seeks to accomplish. It is our ob- 
ligation to ensure our veterans receive 
the appropriate attention to their 
needs and that we do whatever we can 
to help them transition to an inde- 
pendent civilian life. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup- 
port my amendment to provide vet- 
erans who are in trouble with the re- 
sources they need to help them secure 
a strong future. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition even though I am not op- 
posed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

MODIFICATION TO BROWNLEY OF CALIFORNIA 

AMENDMENT 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that we modify the 
amendment and, rather than strike 
line 12 on page 46, strike line 7. 

The Acting CHAIR. Would the gentle- 
woman from California send the modi- 
fication to the desk. 

The Clerk will report the modifica- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Modification to Brownley of Cali- 
fornia amendment: 
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Page 46, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $2,500,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I have 
visited the Intrepid Center over in Be- 
thesda. We have been working with our 
veterans on post-traumatic stress. I 
know, in Houston, some of the best 
work in the Nation is being done at the 
University of Texas, at the Center for 
BrainHealth in Dallas, and your work 
in Houston. 

I had my own experience with this. I 
had a young man, Bill Cooper, who on 
his last day in Iraq went out on patrol, 
and he was the victim of an IED. Some 
59 operations later, he ended up work- 
ing for me in my district offices. 
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He is just doing a wonderful job help- 
ing other veterans in the Philadelphia 
area, but post-traumatic stress is a cir- 
cumstance that far too many of our 
veterans have faced. 

I want to thank my colleague from 
the Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, area, 
Congressman PAT MEEHAN, who has 
helped to lead this effort on veterans 
courts, and the chairman and I support 
it. I thank the gentlewoman for her 
amendment. 

I am prepared to yield back the re- 
mainder of my time because, again, I 
am not in opposition. I am in favor of 
the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding and 
would join in supporting the gentle- 
woman’s amendment. The veterans 
courts do great work. I support the 
gentlewoman’s amendment and urge 
Members to support it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I should 
report to the House that Bill Cooper 
got married, just had a new son, and 
got his graduate degree on the GI bill 
that we passed. He is just another ex- 
ample of what can happen for our vet- 
erans when we take care of them. 

I thank the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I appreciate very, very 
much the chairman accepting my 
amendment. I appreciate his support, 
and I know veterans across the country 
will as well. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment, as modified, offered 
by the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. BROWNLEY). 

The amendment, as modified, was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MAC ARTHUR 

Mr. MACARTHUR. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 


the gen- 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 23, line 6, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(reduced by 
$750,000)”. 

Page 38, line 9, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$750,000)’’. 


Page 40, line 10, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$750,000)’. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND). Pursuant to House Resolution 
287, the gentleman from New Jersey 
and a Member opposed each will con- 
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. MAcARTHUR. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an 
amendment to H.R. 2578 along with the 
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms. 
ADAMS), who unfortunately was called 
away on an emergency and can’t be 
here to speak with me. 

The Violence Against Women Act has 
been an important step—a critical step, 
really—in ending the scourge of vio- 
lence against women, and the elderly 
abuse grant program has been an im- 
portant part of that. It funds training 
and services to end abuse of women in 
later life. The question is how much 
funding is necessary for this. 

The National Network to End Domes- 
tic Violence suggests that that number 
is $9 million for the program, and this 
Congress previously authorized $9 mil- 
lion. Unfortunately, we can’t afford 
that right now, and so we have to set- 
tle for something less. The President’s 
budget, however, sets the amount at 
less than half, and that is simply not 
enough. 

My amendment would increase that 
amount to $5.2 million, which is $1 mil- 
lion over the President’s request and 
$750,000 over the current mark. We 
would pay for that by moving $750,000 
from the Department of Justice admin- 
istration account. 

Mr. Chairman, the elderly abuse 
grant program has successfully helped 
many older women escape neglect, 
abuse, and exploitation taking many 
forms. Our elderly population is grow- 
ing, and we simply believe we need a 
little more funding to make this pro- 
gram handle the growing population. 
ALMA ADAMS from North Carolina and 
I have cosponsored the amendment be- 
cause this is not a Republican or 
Democratic issue; this is a very human 
issue. I ask my colleagues to support 
it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition but do not 
oppose the amendment and would, in 
fact, encourage Members to support it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I would 
agree with the chairman and his wis- 
dom, and I would also ask my col- 
leagues to support it. I have no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I urge Members to 
support it. It is a good program and ap- 
preciate very much the gentleman 
bringing this to the floor today and 
urge Members to vote “yes.” 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MACARTHUR. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to thank both the chairman and 
the ranking member for their support. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. Mac- 
ARTHUR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


JUSTICE INFORMATION SHARING TECHNOLOGY 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For necessary expenses for information 
sharing technology, including planning, de- 
velopment, deployment and departmental di- 
rection, $25,842,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That the Attorney Gen- 
eral may transfer up to $35,400,000 to this ac- 
count, from funds available to the Depart- 
ment of Justice for information technology, 
to remain available until expended, for en- 
terprise-wide information technology initia- 
tives: Provided further, That the transfer au- 
thority in the preceding proviso is in addi- 
tion to any other transfer authority con- 
tained in this Act. 

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND APPEALS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For expenses necessary for the administra- 
tion of pardon and clemency petitions and 
immigration-related activities, $426,791,000, 
of which $4,000,000 shall be derived by trans- 
fer from the Executive Office for Immigra- 
tion Review fees deposited in the ‘‘Immigra- 
tion Examinations Fee” account: Provided, 
That under this heading of the amount avail- 
able for the Executive Office for Immigra- 
tion Review, not to exceed $15,000,000 shall 
remain available until expended. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General, $92,000,000, including not to 
exceed $10,000 to meet unforeseen emer- 
gencies of a confidential character. 

UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the United 
States Parole Commission as authorized, 
$13,308,000. 


FATTAH. Will the gentleman 


LEGAL ACTIVITIES 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES, GENERAL LEGAL 
ACTIVITIES 


For expenses necessary for the legal activi- 
ties of the Department of Justice, not other- 
wise provided for, including not to exceed 
$20,000 for expenses of collecting evidence, to 
be expended under the direction of, and to be 
accounted for solely under the certificate of, 
the Attorney General; and rent of private or 
Government-owned space in the District of 
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Columbia, $885,000,000, of which not to exceed 
$20,000,000 for litigation support contracts 
shall remain available until expended: Pro- 
vided, That of the amount provided for 
INTERPOL Washington dues payments, not 
to exceed $685,000 shall remain available 
until expended: Provided further, That of the 
total amount appropriated, not to exceed 
$9,000 shall be available to INTERPOL Wash- 
ington for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses: Provided further, That of the 
amount appropriated, such sums as may be 
necessary shall be available to the Civil 
Rights Division for salaries and expenses as- 
sociated with the election monitoring pro- 
gram under section 8 of the Voting Rights 
Act of 1965 (52 U.S.C. 10305) and to reimburse 
the Office of Personnel Management for such 
salaries and expenses: Provided further, That 
of the amounts provided under this heading 


for the election monitoring program, 
$3,390,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended. 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 25, line 3, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(reduced by 
$1,000,000)’’. 


Page 98, line 20, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$1,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer a simple good govern- 
ance to the Commerce, Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies Appro- 
priation Act for the fiscal year 2016. 
The amendment seeks to hold the De- 
partment of Justice accountable for its 
failure to enforce the rule of law. Spe- 
cifically, my amendment decreases 
available funding for the salaries of in- 
dividuals who concoct ways to under- 
mine Federal criminal immigration 
laws. 

This amendment is very similar to an 
amendment that passed this body last 
year in relation to the DOJ”s lack of 
enforcement of Federal marijuana laws 
and was offered by my friend and col- 
league Congressman FLEMING. My 
amendment reduces Department of 
Justice’s general legal account by $1 
million, specifically targeting the Dep- 
uty Attorney General’s Office. I will 
continue to seek similar amendments 
until the Attorney General decides to 
enforce the Federal criminal immigra- 
tion laws on the books. 

In 2014, the Department of Justice in- 
structed the U.S. Attorney’s Office in 
some States to no longer prosecute per- 
sons that violate certain criminal im- 
migration laws. I have heard firsthand 
from law enforcement in my district 
that such actions have placed unneces- 
sary burdens on these officers, in- 
creased costs, put local communities at 
risk, and encouraged more illegal im- 
migration. 
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The committee raised similar con- 
cerns about the selective enforcement 
of these laws in the committee report 
stating: “The committee is concerned 
with the inconsistent enforcement of 
Federal criminal immigration laws and 
supports programs like Operation 
Streamline. The Attorney General is 
directed to submit a report to the com- 
mittee The report shall describe 
steps the Department is taking to en- 
sure that the Federal criminal immi- 
gration law is enforced vigorously and 
consistently across the country to in- 
clude prosecution guidelines and poli- 
cies by district.”” 

My amendment is consistent with 
the concerns expressed by the com- 
mittee and echo this message without 
harming the overall operation of the 
Department. 

I thank the chair and ranking mem- 
ber for their leadership on this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. I rise reluctantly in 
opposition to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, if the 
proposal would have been to put this 
money in the veterans courts or drug 
courts or youth mentoring, I probably 
wouldn’t be standing; but the idea of 
putting it into savings when we know 
that the allocation is already shy of 
what we needed and that many pro- 
grams that we have had to give shorter 
appropriations to than we would have 
otherwise makes me reluctant to sup- 
port this amendment, and I would ask 
the House to oppose it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CULBER- 
SON), the chairman of the sub- 
committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to express my support for the 
gentleman’s amendment. I think he is 
exactly right. We need to send a very 
strong message to the administration 
that they must enforce the law as en- 
acted by Congress. That has been the 
central theme I have tried to pursue as 
the new chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Commerce, Justice, Science, and 
Related Agencies. It is the foundation 
of all our liberty. 

There is no liberty without law en- 
forcement, and the Chief Executive has 
a duty under the Constitution to en- 
force the law as written by Congress 
and to faithfully execute that law. If 
any of the Federal agencies under the 
President’s jurisdiction want access to 
our constituents’ hard-earned tax dol- 
lars, they need to enforce the law as 
written by Congress. 

I strongly support the gentleman’s 
amendment; and, frankly, putting it in 
the savings account is a good thing be- 
cause that goes back to the taxpayers. 
I support the gentleman’s amendment 
and would urge Members to vote ‘‘yes’’ 


to send a message to the White House. 
If the White House doesn’t get it, they 
will learn it throughout the year under 
the new chairman of the CJS Sub- 
committee. 

Mr. GOSAR. I thank the chairman 
for his support, and I ask all my col- 
leagues to vote for this bill. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. GOSAR. I yield back the balance 
of my time as well. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned, in the following order: 

An amendment by Mr. MCCLINTOCK of 
California. 

An amendment by Ms. EsTY of Con- 
necticut. 

An amendment by Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico. 

An amendment by Mr. GOSAR of Ari- 
zona. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 154, noes 263, 
not voting 15, as follows: 


[Roll No. 270] 
AYES—154 

Allen Bridenstine Collins (GA) 
Amash Brooks (AL) Conaway 
Babin Brooks (IN) Cook 
Barr Buchanan Cramer 
Barton Buck DeSantis 
Benishek Bucshon DesJarlais 
Bilirakis Burgess Duffy 
Bishop (MI) Byrne Duncan (SC) 
Bishop (UT) Carter (GA) Duncan (TN) 
Black Chabot Ellmers (NC) 
Blackburn Chaffetz Farenthold 
Blum Clawson (FL) Fincher 
Brat Coffman Fleischmann 
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Fleming 
Flores 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Hardy 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 

Jordan 

King (IA) 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
LoBiondo 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 


Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McClintock 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Nugent 
Olson 
Palmer 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 


NOES—263 


Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Garamendi 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Graham 
Graves (LA) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Harper 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
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Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 

Ryan (WD 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Stewart 
Stutzman 
Tiberi 


orski 
ters, Mimi 
er (TX) 


Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 


Wi 
Wi 


liams 
son (SC) 


Wi 
Wo 


tman 
odall 


Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IN) 


Ze 


din 


Zinke 


Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 

Himes 

Hinojosa 

Honda 

Hoyer 


Hu 


fman 


Hurd (TX) 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 


Kil 
Kil 


Kind 


ee 
mer 


King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 


Kli 


ne 


Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 


Ma 
Ma 


cArthur 
loney, 


Carolyn 


Ma 
Ma 
Ma 


loney, Sean 
rino 
tsui 
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McCaul Polis Smith (WA) 
McCollum Price (NC) Speier 
McDermott Quigley Stefanik 
McGovern Rangel Stivers 
McHenry Reed Swalwell (CA) 
McKinley Reichert Takai 
McNerney Renacci Takano 
McSally Rice (NY) Thompson (CA) 
Meeks Rigell Thompson (MS) 
Meng Rogers (AL) Thompson (PA) 
Mica Rogers (KY) Thornberry 
Moore Ros-Lehtinen Titus 
Moulton Roybal-Allard Tonko 
Murphy (FL) Ruiz Torres 
Murphy (PA) Ruppersberger Trott 
Nadler Rush Tsongas 
Napolitano Sánchez, Linda Turner 
Neal T, Valadao 
Newhouse Sanchez, Loretta Vargas 
Noem Sarbanes Veasey 
Nolan Schakowsky Vela 
Norcross Schiff Velázquez 
Nunes Schrader Visclosky 
O’Rourke Scott (VA) Walden 
Palazzo Scott, David Walz 
Pallone Serrano Wasserman 
Pascrell Sewell (AL) Schultz 
Paulsen Sherman Waters, Maxine 
Payne Shimkus Watson Coleman 
Pelosi Shuster Welch 
Perlmutter Simpson Whitfield 
Peters Sinema Wilson (FL) 
Peterson Sires Womack 
Pingree Slaughter Yarmuth 
Pocan Smith (NJ) Young (AK) 
Poliquin Smith (TX) Young (IA) 
NOT VOTING—15 
Adams Jackson Lee Richmond 
Cardenas Johnson (GA) Roe (TN) 
Clyburn Joyce Ryan (OH) 
Gallego Lofgren Van Hollen 
Grijalva McMorris 
Hudson Rodgers 
1836 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 

HAHN, Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsyl- 


vania, Mrs. NOEM, Messrs. KEATING, 
LEWIS, and CASTRO of Texas changed 
their vote from “aye” to “no.” 

Messrs. WITTMAN, BENISHEK, 
MULLIN, and Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana 
changed their vote from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 213, noes 214, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 271] 


is a 2- 


AYES—213 
Aguilar Beatty Bishop (GA) 
Ashford Becerra Bishop (MI) 
Barletta Bera Blumenauer 
Bass Beyer Bonamici 


Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duncan (SC) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 

Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 

Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 


Green, Gene 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mica 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 


NOES—214 


Bustos 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
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Nolan 

Norcross 

O’Rourke 

Pallone 

Pascrell 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters 

Pingree 

Pocan 

Poliquin 

Polis 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rangel 

Reed 

Ribble 

Rice (NY) 

Rice (SC) 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
Ts 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schifi 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (NJ) 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Stefanik 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Turner 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velázquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
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Graves (MO) McCaul Ryan (WI) 
Griffith McClintock Salmon 
Grijalva McHenry Sanford 
Guthrie McKinley Scalise 
Hardy McMorris Schweikert 
Harper Rodgers Scott, Austin 
Harris Meadows Sensenbrenner 
Hartzler Meehan Sessions 
Heck (NV) Messer Shimkus 
Hensarling Miller (FL) Shuster 
Herrera Beutler Miller (MI) Simpson 
Hice, Jody B. Moolenaar Smith (MO) 
Hill i Mooney (WV) Smith (NE) 
Holding Mullin Smith (TX) 
Hudson Neugebauer Stewart 
Huelskamp Newhouse Stivers 
Huizenga (MI) Noem Stutzman 
Hultgren Nugent Thompson (PA) 
Hunter Nunes Thornberry 
Hurd (TX) Olson Tiberi 
Hurt (VA) Palazzo A 
Issa Palmer Tipton 
Jenkins (KS) Paulsen Trott 
Jenkins (WV) Pearce Upton 
Johnson (OH) Perry Valadao 
Johnson, Sam Peterson Wagner 
Jolly Pittenger Walberg 
Jones Pitts Walden 
Jordan Poe (TX) Walker . 
Joyce Pompeo Walorski 
Kelly (PA) Posey Walters, Mimi 
King (IA) Price, Tom Weber (TX) 
Kinzinger (IL) Ratcliffe Webster (FL) 
Kline Reichert Wenstrup 
Knight Renacci Westerman 
LaMalfa Rigell Westmoreland 
Lamborn Roby Whitfield 
Lance Rogers (AL) Williams 
Latta Rogers (KY) Wilson (SC) 
Long Rohrabacher Wittman 
Loudermilk Rokita Womack 
Love Rooney (FL) Woodall 
Lucas Ros-Lehtinen Yoder 
Luetkemeyer Roskam Yoho 
Lummis Ross Young (AK) 
MacArthur Rothfus Young (IA) 
Marchant Rouzer Young (IN) 
Marino Royce Zeldin 
McCarthy Russell Zinke 
NOT VOTING—5 

Adams Jackson Lee Van Hollen 
Clyburn Roe (TN) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Messrs. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY 
of New York, ASHFORD, and SCHRA- 
DER changed their vote from “no” to 
“aye.” 

Messrs. ROHRABACHER and JOR- 
DAN changed their vote from “aye” to 
“no.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM OF NEW MEXICO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from New Mexico (Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM) on which 
further proceedings were postponed and 
on which the ayes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
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The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 417, noes 10, 
not voting 5, as follows: 


[Roll No. 272] 
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McSally Renacci Stefanik 
Meadows Ribble Stewart 
Meehan Rice (NY) Stivers 
Meeks Rice (SC) Stutzman 
Meng Richmond Swalwell (CA) 
Messer Rigell Takai 
Mica Roby Takano 
Miller (FL) Rogers (AL) Thompson (CA) 
Miller (MI) Rogers (KY) Thompson (MS) 
Moolenaar Rohrabacher Thompson (PA) 
Mooney (WV) Rokita Thornberry 
Moore Rooney (FL) Tiberi 
Moulton Ros-Lehtinen Tipton 
Mullin Roskam Titus 
Mulvaney Ross Tonko 
Murphy (FL) Rothfus Torres 
Murphy (PA) Rouzer Trott 
Nadler Roybal-Allard T 

x songas 
Napolitano Royce 
Neal Ruiz Turner 
Newhouse Ruppersberger Upton 

Valadao 
Noem Rush Vareas 
Nolan Russell v e 
Norcross Ryan (OH) aa 
Nugent Ryan (WI) 2 
Nunes Salmon Velazquez 
O’Rourke Sanchez, Linda Visclosky 
Olson TE Wagner 
Palazzo Sanchez, Loretta Walberg 
Pallone Sanford Walden : 
Palmer Sarbanes Walorski 
Pascrell Scalise Walters, Mimi 
Paulsen Schakowsky Walz 
Payne Schiff Wasserman 
Pearce Schrader Schultz 
Pelosi Schweikert Waters, Maxine 
Perlmutter Scott (VA) Watson Coleman 
Perry Scott, Austin Weber (TX) 
Peters Scott, David Webster (FL) 
Peterson Sensenbrenner Welch 
Pingree Serrano Wenstrup 
Pittenger Sessions Westerman 
Pitts Sewell (AL) Westmoreland 
Pocan Sherman Whitfield 
Poe (TX) Shimkus Wilson (FL) 
Poliquin Shuster Wilson (SC) 
Polis Simpson Wittman 
Pompeo Sinema Womack 
Posey Sires Yarmuth 
Price (NC) Slaughter Yoder 
Price, Tom Smith (MO) Yoho 
Quigley Smith (NE) Young (AK) 
Rangel Smith (NJ) Young (IA) 
Ratcliffe Smith (TX) Young (IN) 
Reed Smith (WA) Zeldin 
Reichert Speier Zinke 
NOES—10 
Amash Huelskamp Williams 
Blackburn Long Woodall 
Brat Neugebauer 
Hudson Walker 
NOT VOTING—5 

Adams Jackson Lee Van Hollen 
Clyburn Roe (TN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute remaining. 


Mr. WALKER changed his vote from 
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“aye” to “no.” 


Messrs. 


to “aye.” 


WESTMORELAND 
JOYCE changed their vote from “no” 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced 


as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 


and 
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The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 228, noes 198, 
not voting 6, as follows: 


[Roll No. 273] 


AYES—417 

Abraham Davis, Rodney Holding 
Aderholt DeFazio Honda 
Aguilar DeGette Hoyer 
Allen Delaney Huffman 
Amodei DeLauro Huizenga (MI) 
Ashford DelBene Hultgren 
Babin Denham Hunter 
Barletta Dent Hurd (TX) 
Barr DeSantis Hurt (VA) 
Barton DeSaulnier Israel 
Bass DesJarlais Issa 
Beatty Deutch Jeffries 
Becerra Diaz-Balart Jenkins (KS) 
Benishek Dingell Jenkins (WV) 
Bera Doggett Johnson (GA) 
Beyer Dold Johnson (OH) 
Bilirakis Donovan Johnson, E. B. 
Bishop (GA) Doyle, Michael Johnson, Sam 
Bishop (MI) F. Jolly 
Bishop (UT) Duckworth Jones 
Black Duffy Jordan 
Blum Duncan (SC) Joyce 
Blumenauer Duncan (TN) Kaptur 
Bonamici Edwards Katko 
Bos Ellison Keating 
Boustany Ellmers (NC) Kelly (IL) 
Boyle, Brendan Emmer (MN) Kelly (PA) 

F. Engel Kennedy 
Brady (PA) Eshoo Kildee 
Brady (TX) Esty Kilmer 
Bridenstine Farenthold Kind 
Brooks (AL) Farr King (IA) 
Brooks (IN) Fattah King (NY) 
Brown (FL) Fincher Kinzinger (IL) 
Brownley (CA) Fitzpatrick Kirkpatrick 
Buchanan Fleischmann Kline 
Buck Fleming Knight 
Bucshon Flores Kuster 
Burgess Forbes Labrador 
Bustos Fortenberry LaMalfa 
Butterfield Foster Lamborn 
Byrne Foxx Lance 
Calvert Frankel (FL) Langevin 
Capps Franks (AZ) Larsen (WA) 
Capuano Frelinghuysen Larson (CT) 
Cárdenas Fudge Latta 
Carney Gabbard Lawrence 
Carson (IN) Gallego Lee 
Carter (GA) Garamendi Levin 
Carter (TX) Garrett Lewis 
Cartwright Gibbs Lieu, Ted 
Castor (FL) Gibson Lipinski 
Castro (TX) Gohmert LoBiondo 
Chabot Goodlatte Loebsack 
Chaffetz Gosar Lofgren 
Chu, Judy Gowdy Loudermilk 
Cicilline Graham Love 
Clark (MA) Granger Lowenthal 
Clarke (NY) Graves (GA) Lowey 
Clawson (FL) Graves (LA) Lucas 
Clay Graves (MO) Luetkemeyer 
Cleaver Grayson Lujan Grisham 
Coffman Green, Al (NM) 
Cohen Green, Gene Lujan, Ben Ray 
Cole Griffith (NM) 
Collins (GA) Grijalva Lummis 
Collins (NY) Grothman Lynch 
Comstock Guinta MacArthur 
Conaway Guthrie Maloney, 
Connolly Gutiérrez Carolyn 
Conyers Hahn Maloney, Sean 
Cook Hanna Marchant 
Cooper Hardy Marino 
Costa Harper Massie 
Costello (PA) Harris Matsui 
Courtney Hartzler McCarthy 
Cramer Hastings McCaul 
Crawford Heck (NV) McClintock 
Crenshaw Heck (WA) McCollum 
Crowley Hensarling McDermott 
Cuellar Herrera Beutler McGovern 
Culberson Hice, Jody B. McHenry 
Cummings Higgins McKinley 
Curbelo (FL) Hill McMorris 
Davis (CA) Himes Rodgers 
Davis, Danny Hinojosa McNerney 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 


redesignate the 


AYES—228 
Abraham Graves (MO) Perry 
Aderholt Grothman Pittenger 
Allen Guinta Pitts 
Amash Guthrie Poe (TX) 
Amodei Hardy Poliquin 
Babin Harper Pompeo 
Barletta Harris Posey 
Barr Hartzler Price, Tom 
Barton Heck (NV) Ratcliffe 
Benishek Hensarling Reichert 
Bilirakis Herrera Beutler Renacci 
Bishop (MI) Hice, Jody B. Ribble 
Se (UT) Para Rice (SC) 
ac. olding ; 
Blackburn Hudson ae 
Blum Hue skamp Rogers (AL) 
Bos Huizenga (MI) Ro 
gers (KY) 
Boustany Hultgren R 
ohrabacher 
Brady (TX) Hunter Rokita 
Bra Hurd (TX) Rooney (FL) 
Bridenstine Hurt (VA) y : 
Brooks (AL) Issa Ros-Lehtinen 
Buchanan Jenkins (KS) Roskam 
Buck Jenkins (WV) Ross 
Bucshon Johnson (OH) Rothfus 
Burgess Johnson, Sam Rouzer 
Byrne Jolly Royce 
Calvert Jones Russell 
Carter (GA) Jordan Ryan (WI) 
Carter (TX) Kelly (PA) Salmon 
Chabot King (IA) Sanford 
Chaffetz King (NY) Schweikert 
Clawson (FL) Kinzinger (IL) Scott, Austin 
Coffman Kline Sensenbrenner 
Cole Knight Sessions 
Collins (GA) Labrador Shimkus 
Collins (NY) LaMalfa Shuster 
Comstock Lamborn Smith (MO) 
Conaway Lance Smith (NE) 
Cook Latta Smith (NJ) 
Costello (PA) LoBiondo Smith (TX) 
Cramer Long Stewart 
Crawford Loudermilk Stivers 
Crenshaw Love Stutzman 
Culberson Lucas Thompson (PA) 
Cur belo (FL) Luetkemeyer Thornberry 
Davis, Rodney Lummis Tiberi 
Dent MacArthur Tipton 
DeSantis Marchant Trott 
DesJarlais Marino 
Diaz-Balart Massie eta 
Donovan McCarthy Valadao 
Duffy McClintock Wa 
gner 
Duncan (SC) McHenry W. 
: alberg 
Duncan (TN) McKinley Walden 
Ellmers (NC) McMorris Walker 
Emmer (MN) Rodgers a 
Farenthold Meadows Walorski E 
Fincher Meehan Walters, Mimi 
Fitzpatrick Messer Weber (TX) 
Fleischmann Mica Webster (FL) 
Fleming Miller (FL) Wenstrup 
Flores Miller (MI) Westerman 
Forbes Moolenaar Westmoreland 
Fortenberry Mooney (WV) Whitfield 
Foxx Mullin Williams 
Franks (AZ) Mulvaney Wilson (SC) 
Frelinghuysen Murphy (PA) Wittman 
Garrett Neugebauer Womack 
Gibbs Newhouse Woodall 
Gohmert Noem Yoder 
Goodlatte Nugent Yoho 
Gosar Olson Young (AK) 
Gowdy Palazzo Young (IA) 
Granger Palmer Young (IN) 
Graves (GA) Paulsen Zeldin 
Graves (LA) Pearce Zinke 
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NOES—198 
Aguilar Garamendi Nolan 
Ashford Gibson Norcross 
Bass Graham Nunes 
Beatty Grayson O’Rourke 
Becerra Green, Al Pallone 
Bera Green, Gene Pascrell 
Beyer Grijalva Payne 
Bishop (GA) Gutierrez Pelosi 
a ae Perlmutter 
onamici anna 
Boyle, Brendan Hastings O 
F. Heck (WA) Pingree 
Brady (PA) Higgins 
Brooks (IN) Himes EOcAn 
areas Polis 
Brown (FL) Hinojosa E 
Brownley (CA) Honda Price (NC) 
Bustos Hoyer Quigley 
Butterfield Huffman Rangel 
Capps Israel Reed 
Capuano Jeffries Rice (NY) 
Cardenas Johnson (GA) Richmond 
Carney Johnson, E. B. Roybal-Allard 
Carson (IN) Joyce Ruiz 
Cartwright Kaptur Ruppersberger 
Castor (FL) Katko Rush 
Castro (TX) Keating Ryan (0H) 
Chu, Judy Kelly (IL) Sanchez, Linda 
Cicilline Kennedy T. 
Clark (MA) Kildee Sanchez, Loretta 
Clarke (NY) Kilmer Sarbanes 
Clay Kind Scalise 
Cleaver Kirkpatrick Schakowsky 
Cohen Kuster Schiff 
Connolly Langevin Schrader 
Conyers Larsen (WA) Scott (VA) 
Cooper Larson (CT) Scott, David 
Costa Lawrence Serrano 
Courtney Lee Sewell (AL) 
Crowley Levin Sherman 
Cuellar Lewis Simpson 
Cummings Lieu, Ted Sinema 
Davis (CA) Lipinski Sires 
Davis, Danny Loebsack Slaughter 
DeFazio Lofgren Smith (WA) 
DeGette Lowenthal Speier 
Delaney Lowey Stefanik 
DeLauro Lujan Grisham Swalwell (CA) 
DelBene (NM) T $ 
ii akai 
Denham Lujan, Ben Ray T 
5 akano 
DeSaulnier (NM) 
Deutch Lynch Thompson (CA) 
$ Thompson (MS) 
Dingell Maloney, z P! 
Doggett Carolyn Titus 
Dold Maloney, Sean Tonko 
Doyle, Michael Matsui Torres 
F. McCaul Tsongas 
Duckworth McCollum Vargas 
Edwards McDermott Veasey 
Ellison McGovern Vela 
Engel McNerney Velazquez 
Eshoo McSally Visclosky 
Esty Meeks Walz 
Farr Meng Wasserman 
Fattah Moore Schultz 
Foster Moulton Waters, Maxine 
Frankel (FL) Murphy (FL) Watson Coleman 
Fudge Nadler Welch 
Gabbard Napolitano Wilson (FL) 
Gallego Nea Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—6 
Adams Griffith Roe (TN) 
Clyburn Jackson Lee Van Hollen 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, on June 2, 


2015, | was unavoidably detained and missed 
four votes. Had | been present, | would have 
voted “no” on rollcall No. 270, “yea” on rollcall 
No. 271, “yea” on rollcall No. 272, and “no” 
on rollcall No. 273. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs. 
ELLMERS of North Carolina) having as- 
sumed the chair, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Acting Chair of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
2578) making appropriations for the De- 
partments of Commerce and Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 
and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


— 


REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO- 
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2289, COMMODITY END-USER 
RELIEF ACT 


Mr. NEWHOUSE, from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi- 
leged report (Rept. No. 114-136) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 288) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2289) to 
reauthorize the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission, to better protect 
futures customers, to provide end-users 
with market certainty, to make basic 
reforms to ensure transparency and ac- 
countability at the Commission, to 
help farmers, ranchers, and end-users 
manage risks, to help keep consumer 
costs low, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar and ordered to be printed. 


— 


COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 287 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2578. 

Will the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. WESTMORELAND) kindly resume 
the chair. 


1900 


IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2578) making appropriations for the De- 
partments of Commerce and Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. WEST- 
MORELAND (Acting Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
an amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) had 
been disposed of, and the bill had been 
read through page 25, line 20. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In addition, for reimbursement of expenses 
of the Department of Justice associated with 
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processing cases under the National Child- 
hood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986, not to ex- 
ceed $8,000,000, to be appropriated from the 
Vaccine Injury Compensation Trust Fund. 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES, ANTITRUST DIVISION 
For expenses necessary for the enforce- 
ment of antitrust and kindred laws, 
$162,246,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, fees collected for 
premerger notification filings under the 
Hart-Scott-Rodino Antitrust Improvements 
Act of 1976 (15 U.S.C. 18a), regardless of the 
year of collection (and estimated to be 
$124,000,000 in fiscal year 2016), shall be re- 
tained and used for necessary expenses in 
this appropriation, and shall remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided further, That 
the sum herein appropriated from the gen- 
eral fund shall be reduced as such offsetting 
collections are received during fiscal year 
2016, so as to result in a final fiscal year 2016 
appropriation from the general fund esti- 
mated at $38,246,000. 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES, UNITED STATES 
ATTORNEYS 
For necessary expenses of the Offices of the 
United States Attorneys, including inter- 
governmental and cooperative agreements, 
$1,995,000,000: Provided, That of the total 
amount appropriated, not to exceed $7,200 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses: Provided further, 
That not to exceed $25,000,000 shall remain 
available until expended: Provided further, 
That each United States Attorney shall es- 
tablish or participate in a task force on 
human trafficking. 
UNITED STATES TRUSTEE SYSTEM FUND 


For necessary expenses of the United 
States Trustee Program, as authorized, 
$225,908,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended and to be derived from the United 
States Trustee System Fund: Provided, That, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
deposits to the Fund shall be available in 
such amounts as may be necessary to pay re- 
funds due depositors: Provided further, That, 
notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
$162,000,000 of offsetting collections pursuant 
to section 589a(b) of title 28, United States 
Code, shall be retained and used for nec- 
essary expenses in this appropriation and 
shall remain available until expended: Pro- 
vided further, That the sum herein appro- 
priated from the Fund shall be reduced as 
such offsetting collections are received dur- 
ing fiscal year 2016, so as to result in a final 
fiscal year 2016 appropriation from the Fund 
estimated at $63,908,000. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, FOREIGN CLAIMS 

SETTLEMENT COMMISSION 


For expenses necessary to carry out the ac- 
tivities of the Foreign Claims Settlement 
Commission, including services as author- 
ized by section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code, $2,326,000. 

FEES AND EXPENSES OF WITNESSES 


For fees and expenses of witnesses, for ex- 
penses of contracts for the procurement and 
supervision of expert witnesses, for private 
counsel expenses, including advances, and for 
expenses of foreign counsel, $270,000,000, to 
remain available until expended, of which 
not to exceed $16,000,000 is for construction of 
buildings for protected witness safesites; not 
to exceed $3,000,000 is for the purchase and 
maintenance of armored and other vehicles 
for witness security caravans; and not to ex- 
ceed $18,000,000 is for the purchase, installa- 
tion, maintenance, and upgrade of secure 
telecommunications equipment and a secure 
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automated information network to store and 
retrieve the identities and locations of pro- 
tected witnesses: Provided, That amounts 
made available under this heading may not 
be transferred pursuant to section 205 of this 
Act. 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES, COMMUNITY 
RELATIONS SERVICE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Community 
Relations Service, $13,000,000: Provided, That 
notwithstanding section 205 of this Act, upon 
a determination by the Attorney General 
that emergent circumstances require addi- 
tional funding for conflict resolution and vi- 
olence prevention activities of the Commu- 
nity Relations Service, the Attorney General 
may transfer such amounts to the Commu- 
nity Relations Service, from available appro- 
priations for the current fiscal year for the 
Department of Justice, as may be necessary 
to respond to such circumstances: Provided 
further, That any transfer pursuant to the 
preceding proviso shall be treated as a re- 
programming under section 505 of this Act 
and shall not be available for obligation or 
expenditure except in compliance with the 
procedures set forth in that section. 

UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the United 
States Marshals Service, $1,220,000,000, of 
which not to exceed $6,000 shall be available 
for official reception and representation ex- 
penses, and not to exceed $15,000,000 shall re- 
main available until expended. 

CONSTRUCTION 


For construction in space controlled, occu- 
pied or utilized by the United States Mar- 
shals Service for prisoner holding and re- 
lated support, $11,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

FEDERAL PRISONER DETENTION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses related to United 
States prisoners in the custody of the United 
States Marshals Service as authorized by 
section 4013 of title 18, United States Code, 
$1,058,081,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That not to exceed 
$20,000,000 shall be considered “funds appro- 
priated for State and local law enforcement 
assistance”? pursuant to section 4013(b) of 
title 18, United States Code: Provided further, 
That the United States Marshals Service 
shall be responsible for managing the Justice 
Prisoner and Alien Transportation System: 
Provided further, That any unobligated bal- 
ances available from funds appropriated 
under the heading “General Administration, 
Detention Trustee” shall be transferred to 
and merged with the appropriation under 
this heading. 

NATIONAL SECURITY DIVISION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For expenses necessary to carry out the ac- 
tivities of the National Security Division, 
$95,000,000, of which not to exceed $5,000,000 
for information technology systems shall re- 
main available until expended: Provided, 
That notwithstanding section 205 of this Act, 
upon a determination by the Attorney Gen- 
eral that emergent circumstances require 
additional funding for the activities of the 
National Security Division, the Attorney 
General may transfer such amounts to this 
heading from available appropriations for 
the current fiscal year for the Department of 
Justice, as may be necessary to respond to 
such circumstances: Provided further, That 
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any transfer pursuant to the preceding pro- 
viso shall be treated as a reprogramming 
under section 505 of this Act and shall not be 
available for obligation or expenditure ex- 
cept in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section. 
INTERAGENCY LAW ENFORCEMENT 

INTERAGENCY CRIME AND DRUG ENFORCEMENT 

For necessary expenses for the identifica- 
tion, investigation, and prosecution of indi- 
viduals associated with the most significant 
drug trafficking and affiliated money laun- 
dering organizations not otherwise provided 
for, to include inter-governmental agree- 
ments with State and local law enforcement 
agencies engaged in the investigation and 
prosecution of individuals involved in orga- 
nized crime drug trafficking, $510,000,000, of 
which $50,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended: Provided, That any amounts obli- 
gated from appropriations under this head- 
ing may be used under authorities available 
to the organizations reimbursed from this 
appropriation. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation for detection, inves- 
tigation, and prosecution of crimes against 
the United States, $8,489,786,000, of which not 
to exceed $216,900,000 shall remain available 
until expended: Provided, That not to exceed 
$184,500 shall be available for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PITTENGER 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 32, line 5, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $25,000,000)”. 

Page 72, line 7, after each of the dollar 
amounts, insert “(reduced by $25,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from North Carolina and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the chairman for his leadership 
and hard work on this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment is 
simple, it is fair, it is fiscally respon- 
sible, and it strengthens our national 
security. My amendment reduces Fed- 
eral spending for the Legal Services 
Corporation by $25 million while leav- 
ing the program substantially intact. 
That money is then used to increase 
funds for the FBI in their critical coun- 
terterrorism efforts. 

The underlying bill appropriates $300 
million for the LSC, but Congress has 
not authorized the LSC since 1980. Mr. 
Chairman, 35 years is much too long to 
leave a Federal program on autopilot. 
Even the nonpartisan CBO has recog- 
nized defunding the LSC is a way to 
rein in our out-of-control spending, 
noting that programs receiving LSC 
grants already receive funding from 
States, localities, and private entities, 
as well as from private attorneys in- 
volved in pro bono work. Community 
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problems are best solved at the com- 
munity level, not through the Federal 
bureaucracy. 

This amendment, however, does not 
suddenly end LSC and its programs. It 
simply reduces funding in a responsible 
and modest way and applies that 
money toward critical national secu- 
rity efforts. This amendment 
prioritizes the spending of taxpayer 
money on our current needs. 

Earlier this year, FBI Director James 
Comey said he has “homegrown violent 
extremist investigations in every sin- 
gle State.” Just last month, the De- 
partment of Homeland Security Sec- 
retary, Secretary Johnson, said: 
“We're very definitely in a new envi- 
ronment because of ISIL’s effective use 
of social media, the Internet, which has 
the ability to reach into the homeland 
and possibly inspire others.” He con- 
tinued, saying, ‘‘Because of the use of 
the Internet, we could have little or no 
notice in advance of an independent 
actor attempting to strike.” But in a 
congressionally mandated report re- 
leased in March of this year, the FBI 
Commissioner said, budget cuts ‘‘se- 
verely hindered the FBI’s intelligence 
and national security programs.” 

Mr. Chairman, given the constant, 
evolving, and new threats we face 
today from terrorism, it is common 
sense to reduce spending for a program 
which has other proven avenues of 
funding and prioritize the funding we 
do have for those seeking to protect us 
from terrorism. 

I encourage all my colleagues to sup- 
port the amendment, and with that, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. HUDSON). The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee, over 
the time that I have been on the com- 
mittee, each and every year has in- 
creased its appropriations to the FBI, 
and this year is no exception. The 
chairman, in his wisdom, working with 
a very tough allocation, has provided 
$8.5 billion—to be exact, $8.489 billion, 
which is a $111 million increase. 

I think that the gentleman, if his 
concern is about us providing adequate 
funding for the Bureau, can rest as- 
sured that the committee has taken 
every—they have taken that responsi- 
bility very seriously. 

If his concern or effort is to suggest 
that somehow pro bono lawyers are 
going to make up the difference for a 
cut at Legal Services, in a big city like 
Philadelphia, it may be so that we have 
law firms who can have pro bono part- 
ners who can spend their time helping 
people who are not going to be able to 
pay them, but in large swaths of our 
country, that is not the case. 

Legal Services was created and it 
helps people, many of whom are vet- 
erans, for instance, who are stationed 
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far away from home, who have to fight 
off efforts by people who are trying to 
repossess a car or do something else ne- 
farious. They need access to the courts. 
And so it was President Nixon who cre- 
ated Legal Services, understanding 
that one of the things about our coun- 
try, it is a country of laws. People have 
to have access to the courts, and they 
need representation. 

So I think there is already a justice 
gap, that is the percentage of people el- 
igible to the numbers who are actually 
able to be helped, and I think this 
would be unwise. I hope and I believe 
that this House will not support this 
amendment because it would be taking 
from people who need it the most when 
there is no definitive need for it in 
terms of where it is being allocated. 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, Con- 
gressman COHEN, my colleague who 
represents the city of Memphis. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
Mr. FATTAH. I join with him in oppos- 
ing this amendment. 

Legal Services is funded at $375 mil- 
lion this year. This budget cuts it $75 
million to $300 million. That is a large 
cut. That is over 20 percent. It has been 
cut and cut and cut over the years. 

Nationally, 50 percent of all eligible 
potential clients are turned away from 
Legal Services because of a lack of 
funding. In my district in Memphis, 
they have lost $300,000, and the staff 
has been reduced from 50 to 38. 

Mr. Chairman, when we travel over- 
seas, one of the things that almost 
every individual you meet up with tells 
us about America is, We envy your jus- 
tice system. They envy our justice sys- 
tem because people have access to the 
courts to settle our differences. 

But if you are poor and/or 
uneducated and you don’t have a law- 
yer, you don’t have access, really, to 
the legal system; the other side will. If 
you are a domestic violence victim and 
you need an attorney and you don’t 
have one, you are subject to further do- 
mestic violence. If you are a tenant in 
an apartment building and you are 
being run out, the apartment people 
are going to have attorneys and you 
won’t, and you will be on the street. 

So we are talking about victims, do- 
mestic victims. We are talking about 
people being homeless. We are talking 
about individuals, American citizens, 
who won’t have access to the courts, 
the envy of people around the world 
when they look at America, and we 
will be taking it away from them. 

I would ask the gentleman to find 
moneys for the FBI from somewhere 
else. The FBI helps bring about justice. 
But to take it away from an area that 
gives poor people of America justice— 
even though it does give money to the 
FBI to find criminals and hopefully 
bring justice to them on the criminal 
side, which is important—this is not 
the right place to take the money. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
with the spirit. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
KENNEDY). 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
grateful for the time of both my col- 
leagues. I want to recognize the ex- 
traordinary commitment that my col- 
league, Mr. PITTENGER, has made to 
counterterrorism and trying to protect 
the safety and security of the United 
States. 

I will say, though, Mr. Chairman, I 
did work as a legal aid attorney, a 
legal aid volunteer many years ago 
when I was a law student. We spent 
countless hours trying to keep a roof 
over the head of tenants who were 
being kicked out of their home through 
no fault of their own because a land- 
lord wasn’t paying a mortgage. Now, 
you had people who were going home- 
less because they did nothing wrong 
but couldn’t avail themselves of an at- 
torney. 

To try to find, now, ways to gut that 
funding when, with low interest rates— 
one of the key methods of funding for 
Legal Services across this country is 
from interest on lawyer’s trust ac- 
counts. Because of low interest rates, 
that funding has been basically non- 
existent. In Massachusetts, that went 
from about $34 million a year down to 
$4 million a year. 

We are gutting a very basic tenet of 
what this country is all about. We 
spend so much time in these Chambers, 
Mr. Chairman, talking about how these 
laws are shaped to touch people’s lives 
and very little time speaking about the 
enforcement and protections that they 
provide. Mr. Chairman, this is that mo- 
ment, and I ask my colleagues to vote 
“no” on the amendment. 

MR. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I acknowledge the 
wonderful work of Mr. KENNEDY and 
what he has done with Legal Services. 
I would say that Legal Services, frank- 
ly, has had a long and troubled history 
of using taxpayer money for political 
purposes. 

An LSC-affiliated agency once used 
Federal tax dollars to produce pam- 
phlets and political cartoons for polit- 
ical advocacy purposes. Tax dollars 
were also used to train activists on 
how to lobby Congress for additional 
funding. The LSC is marked by misuse 
of taxpayer money and redundancy, as 
many of these programs are offered, as 
well, by the States. 

So I don’t question that there is good 
work that is being done, but at the 
same time, I think it is prudent and 
logical that we look and see how this 
money is not being used wisely and, 
frankly, been inappropriately used. 

So, Mr. Chairman, this is a very, very 
modest cut in this agency. I commend 
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this amendment to the House and ask 
for their support, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PITTENGER). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
will be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONSTRUCTION 

For necessary expenses, to include the cost 
of equipment, furniture, and information 
technology requirements, related to con- 
struction or acquisition of buildings, facili- 
ties and sites by purchase, or as otherwise 
authorized by law; conversion, modification 
and extension of Federally-owned buildings; 
preliminary planning and design of projects; 
and operation and maintenance of secure 
work environment facilities and secure net- 
working capabilities; $57,982,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Drug En- 
forcement Administration, including not to 
exceed $70,000 to meet unforeseen emer- 
gencies of a confidential character pursuant 
to section 530C of title 28, United States 
Code; and expenses for conducting drug edu- 
cation and training programs, including 
travel and related expenses for participants 
in such programs and the distribution of 
items of token value that promote the goals 
of such programs, $2,073,945,000; of which not 
to exceed $75,000,000 shall remain available 
until expended and not to exceed $90,000 shall 
be available for official reception and rep- 
resentation expenses. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. COHEN 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk concerning 
rape kits. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, line 5, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $4,000,000)”. 

Page 49, line 9, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $4,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Tennessee and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 
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Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

This amendment would increase by $4 
million the bill's funding for grants to 
address the backlog of sexual assault 
kits at law enforcement agencies. 

DNA analysis has been revolutionary 
in helping to catch criminals and pre- 
vent crimes from occurring because of 
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DNA evidence. This evidence does us no 
good if it remains untested and sitting 
on a shelf in a lab somewhere. 

Despite progress over the last few 
years, and much progress most re- 
cently, there are still thousands of rape 
kits that remain untested—potentially 
hundreds of thousands. That is poten- 
tially hundreds of thousands of victims 
whose assailants are never brought to 
justice left to prey on yet more women. 

Last year, my hometown paper, the 
Memphis Commercial Appeal, high- 
lighted the tragic need to end this 
backlog once and for all. It described a 
serial rapist who was finally caught by 
police in 2012. He could have been 
stopped nearly a decade earlier if only 
his first victim’s rape kit had been 
tested, but that kit wasn’t, and, in- 
stead, he was able to attack five more 
women over the next 8 years. 

Missed opportunities like this happen 
all across our country every day. The 
trauma inflicted on victims of rape can 
be compounded when they know that 
their assailants run free while critical 
evidence goes untested. 

Fortunately, efforts are underway to 
reduce the backlog, and they are mak- 
ing a difference. In Memphis, our back- 
log reached more than 12,000, but police 
have now opened 488 investigations and 
issued 90 requests for indictment. 

But testing rape kits cost money, 
more than local law enforcement can 
afford. I appreciate the chairman’s and 
the ranking member’s commitment to 
eliminating the backlog and the fund- 
ing that the committee has provided in 
the bill, but we need more. 

This amendment would increase by 
not quite 10 percent, an additional $4 
million, and would take it from the 
Drug Enforcement Administration, a $2 
billion agency that receives a $40 mil- 
lion increase in this bill. DEA would 
barely notice the difference. 

Moreover, DEA has been alarmingly 
irresponsible with money Congress has 
given it previously. An inspector gen- 
eral report recently found that DEA 
agents had “sex parties” with pros- 
titutes funded by drug cartels in gov- 
ernment-leased living quarters. And 
this followed an inspector general re- 
port that found the DEA paid hundreds 
of thousands of dollars for information 
from Amtrak that they could have ob- 
tained for free. 

I think the choice is clear: we should 
stand with victims of sexual assault. 

I urge my colleagues to pass this 
amendment. It is so important that 
these kits are tested, that the assail- 
ants are brought to justice, and that 
additional women are not attacked by 
what are known to be serial rapists 
who are out on the streets. 

I would like to say a thank you to 
my partner on this amendment, Rep- 
resentative CAROLYN MALONEY, who 
has been a tireless advocate on this 
issue as well. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, although 
I am not opposed to the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND). Without objection, the gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
believe the gentleman is exactly right. 
We, in the bill, have increased funding 
to reduce the rape kit backlog. This is 
a vitally important tool that local po- 
lice departments are using to get these 
people off the streets as quickly as pos- 
sible. 

I accept the gentleman’s amendment. 
There is no punishment severe enough 
nor swift enough for these people. I 
think it is very, very important that 
we get these rape kits handled as 
quickly as possible, so I urge Members 
to support the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, we 
made some significant progress, but 
more needs to be done. I want to thank 
the gentleman for his amendment. The 
committee has made this a very high 
priority. I thank the chairman for his 
leadership in this regard. We are all in 
concurrence here. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I just 
want to thank the chairman, particu- 
larly, and the ranking member as well, 
for their help and their hard work on 
getting the moneys passed and for 
helping on this amendment. 

These rapists don’t know State lines, 
and they cross State lines, so it is most 
appropriate that the Federal Govern- 
ment help the locals in finding people 
that perform these dastardly acts all 
over our country. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. TED LIEU OF 

CALIFORNIA 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, line 5, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $9,000,000)”. 

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount in- 
sert (“increased by $4,000,000’’). 

Page 38, line 24, after the dollar amount in- 
sert (“increased by $4,000,000’’). 

Page 47, line 8, after the dollar amount in- 
sert (“increased by $3,000,000’’). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
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from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. 
Chairman, this amendment takes $9 
million out of the DEA’s $2 billion sala- 
ries and expense budget and redirects it 
toward deficit reduction, as well as un- 
derfunded State and local programs to 
help children who suffer through child 
abuse, domestic abuse, and sexual as- 
sault. 

This amendment has been scored by 
the CBO as reducing budget authority 
by $2 million and reducing outlays by 
$6 million in fiscal year 2016. 

In the face of overwhelming support 
for lessening restrictions on marijuana, 
the DEA still spends over $18 million a 
year on domestic marijuana eradi- 
cation programs. This simply takes 
some of that money away because some 
States have legalized it, making some 
of these eradication programs no 
longer necessary, and it redirects the 
money—$2 million to lowering the def- 
icit, $3 million to the Victims of Child 
Abuse Act, which supports justice and 
support for victims of child abuse, and 
$4 million to the Consolidated Youth 
Oriented program, which helps victims 
and the services they need to pursue 
safe and healthy lives. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, although 
I am not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
think the gentleman has a good amend- 
ment, and I would encourage Members 
to support it. 

I yield to the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I con- 
cur. 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. 


Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. TED LIEU). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CASTRO OF TEXAS 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, line 5, after the 1st dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $10,000,000)”. 

Page 49, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $10,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 
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Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
first, I would like to thank the chair- 
man and the ranking member for their 
hard work on this bill. 

My amendment would add $10 million 
to the Community Trust Initiative ac- 
count for police body-worn cameras, 
and would take those $10 million from 
the DEA account for salaries and ex- 
penses. 

Over the last several months, we 
have seen more and more encounters 
between members of our communities 
and law enforcement that have been 
too powerful to ignore. We have seen in 
those recordings instances of police 
abuse. We have seen instances where 
police were justified in the use of force. 
We have even seen instances where po- 
lice went above and beyond doing their 
job. 

Mr. Chairman, over the last two dec- 
ades or so, something changed—two 
things, in fact. 

First, we developed a technology so 
that basically each of us who walks 
around with a cell phone camera is a 
social documentarian of the things 
going on around us. 

The second thing that changed is the 
advent of social media, which allowed 
people not only to document their ex- 
periences, but also to widely distribute 
what they have documented to this 
country and to the world. Because of 
that, we have gotten a better indica- 
tion of the interaction between law en- 
forcement and members of our commu- 
nity. 

In this digital age, we have a respon- 
sibility to seek and to know the truth 
about those encounters. Local police 
departments, many of them—in fact, 25 
percent of the 17,000 police agencies in 
this country—are already using body 
cameras. Many more in States all over 
our Nation are seeking the funds to do 
this. 

The President of the United States 
asked for $50 million to allow local 
grants and moneys for local agencies to 
afford these body cameras and for the 
storage to make sure that they can 
keep that evidence. 

As you all know, this is a very expen- 
sive thing, and many departments have 
struggled with the funds to afford these 
things. So in the budget that has been 
proposed, the amount proposed is not 
$50 million, but $15 million. This $10 
million would simply bring us back up 
to half of what the President has re- 
quested at $25 million. 

I will also add that this is very pop- 
ular among the American people: 86 
percent of Americans—Republicans and 
Democrats, people of every race and 
ethnicity, in every community across 
the country—support increased use of 
body cameras for officers. Even the as- 
sociation of police chiefs in our coun- 
try supports this also. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, although 
Iam not opposed to it. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
would encourage Members to support 
it. The gentleman has a good amend- 
ment. I think the Community Trust 
Initiative program that we have cre- 
ated in the bill will rebuild that bond 
of trust between police officers and 
their community by making sure that 
these body cameras are available. My 
good friend from Texas—Texas was the 
first State in the Union to pass a State 
law that says when, where, and how 
this data from the body cameras can be 
used. State Senator Royce West from 
Dallas passed that legislation. I had a 
chance to talk to him during the legis- 
lative session about a month and a half 
ago, talk to him about this, and I said: 
If you will pass this law in Texas and 
other States will pass it, my good 
friend, Mr. FATTAH, and I, we made 
sure that the language in our bill fol- 
lows State law. The State law in Geor- 
gia, the State law in Pennsylvania, in 
Texas, et cetera, will decide when, 
where, and how this data can be 
accessed by attorneys, by victims, and 
make sure it is not given to the media. 
State law will control that. It is a good 
program and a good amendment, and I 
encourage Members to support it. 

I am happy to yield to my good 
friend from Philadelphia. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman and I thank the gen- 
tleman from Texas for offering this 
amendment. I also support it. We have 
already put some dollars available for 
this purpose, but adding another addi- 
tional $10 million gets us closer to the 
goal that we want to seek in this ef- 
fort, so I thank the gentleman. 

We have got a circumstance here 
where we are in total agreement and on 
one accord. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank the chairman for his foresight 
and thank him for his work on this. I 
also want to thank a few folks: Con- 
gressmen CLEAVER, CLAY; DANA ROHR- 
ABACHER, who was with me on this; 
Congressmen SCHWEIKERT, JOHN LEWIS, 
and DONALD NORCROSS. Congressman 
NORCROSS did a lot of work on this in 
New Jersey. So thank you very much. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. CASTRO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. COHEN 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, line 5, after the first dollar 
amount insert “(reduced by $12,000,000)”. 

Page 72, line 7, after the first dollar 
amount insert “(increased by $10,000,000)”. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Tennessee and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

We just had an amendment on the 
floor and the amendment took $25 mil- 
lion from Legal Services. I had several 
amendments to file, and they went 
from $5 million for legal services up to 
$35 million. So what I thought might 
be the equitable thing to do would be, 
instead of going with the $35 million, 
which would have just been half of the 
cut, take the $25 million that Mr. 
PITTENGER wanted to take away from 
them, take it away from the amend- 
ment that would have been best, the 
$35 million increase, and go for a $10 
million increase, which would, in es- 
sence, be Mr. PITTENGER's amendment 
against the amendment which would be 
a best practices that I would have rec- 
ommended increasing $35 million. 
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This amendment would restore $10 
million to the devastating cuts to 
Legal Services. Legal Services in 1995 
was funded at $400 million. Just on in- 
flationary dollars, today, that $400 mil- 
lion would be $600 million; yet, in this 
budget, Legal Services would be funded 
at $300 million, half of what it would be 
based on 1995 figures adjusted for infla- 
tion. 

We are proud of our legal system, and 
we are known for it all around the 
globe, but it can be complex. With all 
of the problems we have with the legal 
language, let alone just languages that 
we have in this Nation, it is too dif- 
ficult for people to represent them- 
selves in court. 

There is a saying: ‘‘He who represents 
himself as a lawyer has a fool for a cli- 
ent.” People need professional legal aid 
to get through the maze of the justice 
system. If you are poor in this coun- 
try—and most people are—if you are 
uneducated—and many are—and scared 
when you go to court, you are not 
going to be able to successfully work 
against a private attorney on the other 
side. It just takes away from the whole 
idea of equal justice under the law. 

I talked earlier about domestic vio- 
lence. There are ladies—and sometimes 
men—who need protective orders from 
abusive partners or seniors who have 
been victimized by fraudulent lenders 
as well. Legal assistance is vital to en- 
suring that these parties are treated 
fairly and are aware of their rights. 
That is why I am a champion of the 
Legal Services Corporation, which 
helps fund legal aid programs through- 
out the country. 

This bill, as I say, cuts $75 million, 
which would make many people in the 
Nation not have representation and un- 
able to pursue justice. Nearly 50 per- 
cent of all eligible potential clients are 
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turned away from legal services na- 
tionally, and it has hurt people all over 
this country. 

The attorneys do heroic work, and 
there are serious consequences for re- 
ducing the funding to these folks. Un- 
less we ensure legal assistance, we ef- 
fectively shut the courthouse doors to 
many who won’t be able to protect 
their rights. 

The decrease would come from the 
DEA. Again, the DEA has had numer- 
ous, numerous problems with agents 
who have gone rogue and have done 
things that you shouldn’t do anywhere, 
least of all when you are a DEA agent 
representing our country. The funding 
in the hands of Legal Services could 
change the lives of thousands of people 
who need legal representation. 

This amendment is $25 million less 
than what I would have like to have 
gotten with the $35 million amend- 
ment, but I will take that. If we can 
get the 10, hopefully, Mr. PITTENGER 
will be happy with the 25 cut from the 
35 that we should have gotten, in my 
opinion, on top to restore the 75 that 
we have lost. 

Representatives QUIGLEY, CASTOR, 
SCHRADER, and JOE KENNEDY have all 
helped on this. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY). 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, once 
again, I rise in support of the Legal 
Services Corporation. 

This is an organization that is the 
major source of funding for legal aid 
offices all across this country. The 
funding, as my colleague indicated, has 
not kept pace with need, inflation, or 
reality. 

The fact of the matter is, Mr. Chair- 
man—and I have seen as a legal aid vol- 
unteer in the courtrooms and then 
again as a prosecutor the impact of 
adequate legal representation. I spent 
hours and hours, along with other vol- 
unteers, trying to ensure that citizens 
of this country who, through no fault 
of their own, are being victimized by 
large interests or by folks who did 
know how to navigate the legal system 
could have adequate representation in 
the courts. 

Mr. Chairman, inside these halls, we 
debate with great vigor and great de- 
tail the nuances to every single piece 
of legislation, yet spend far too little 
time discussing the impact of how that 
is going to be enforced after it becomes 
law. That is what the Legal Services 
Corporation does. 

The fact is, in many ways, another 
source of funding for Legal Services is 
through the interest on lawyers’ trusts 
accounts, IOLTA funding. With low in- 
terest rates over the course of past sev- 
eral years, that funding has been dev- 
astated. 

In Massachusetts alone, that used to 
be about $34 million a year through a 
separate fund that has been reduced to 
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$4 million. The fact of the matter is, 
Mr. Chairman, that Legal Services has 
already been decimated at a time when 
more and more people need to under- 
stand that they have access to a fair 
and just legal system. That is what 
this amendment seeks to do. 

That is why I am proud to support it, 
and I ask my colleagues to do the 
same. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
Drug Enforcement Agency does ex- 
traordinarily important work in tar- 
geting high-level drug trafficking orga- 
nizations—disrupting and dismantling 
them, attacking the economic basis of 
the drug trade, and contributing to 
counterterrorism activities that are 
tied to and financed by drugs. 

We have seen the absolute anarchy in 
northern Mexico. Mexico is a failed 
state. The northern part of the state is 
a complete disaster. We have got utter 
lawlessness along the Texas border, the 
southwest border, so it is so important 
that the DEA be given the resources 
that they need to do their job. 

I understand the concern about the 
Legal Services Corporation. I will be 
filing legislation to give attorneys a 
dollar-for-dollar deduction in their 
taxes for services that they donate to 
the poor. I think it is a far better way 
to get at the concern that we all have 
that legal services be provided to the 
poor by doing that through the Tax 
Code rather than by appropriating our 
constituents’ hard-earned tax dollars. 
The DEA has a very, very important 
job to do. 

As for the concerns that the gen- 
tleman has raised and that I have 
heard other people raise about some of 
the activities of some senior level folks 
at the DEA, we have withheld money 
from the Department of Justice in our 
bill specifically to encourage the new 
Attorney General to discipline those 
high-level DEA officials who were in- 
volved in that embarrassing and dis- 
graceful episode that we saw take place 
in Colombia that the inspector general 
uncovered. 

That kind of behavior is not accept- 
able, and they should all be fired, and 
we have encouraged the new Attorney 
General to do so immediately. How- 
ever, I think the taking of additional 
money from the DEA is a bad idea, and 
I do encourage my colleagues to oppose 
the amendment. I will also point out 
that we have an initial $43 million in 
this bill for violence against women 
programs, specifically for legal assist- 
ance for domestic violence victims. 

I do urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ 
on this amendment in order to protect 
the vital role that the DEA plays in 
the war on drugs. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, let me be 
clear. This does not cut the DEA. It 
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only reduces the amount of money it 
was increased by in the budget, and it 
was increased by something like $40 
million in a $2 billion budget. It would 
take $10 million, which would make a 
big difference to Legal Services. 

Once the Rohrabacher-Cohen-Farr 
amendment passes, they won’t be mess- 
ing with States that have legalized 
medical marijuana, and it will give the 
DEA a lot more time to do the right 
things they need to do in northern 
Mexico and in other failed states; and 
as for the states that haven’t failed, 
stay out of them. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentleman from Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania (Mr. FATTAH) for 
any comments he may have. 

Mr. FATTAH. I thank the chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, I don’t want anyone 
to be confused here. On the floor, the 
chairman from the subcommittee and 
from the full committee has said—and 
I have said it—that we realize that the 
Legal Services Corporation and the 
shortfall needs to be addressed. 

I believe, before we pass a final bill, 
it will be addressed. There is no possi- 
bility that I am going to support a bill 
that has got $300 million funding for 
Legal Services Corporation. 

There is this notion of a $10 million 
increase on top of a $25 million cut. I 
don’t want these votes to be viewed as 
some kind of ceiling for Legal Services, 
and I think we ought to be careful here 
to make sure, as the House is working 
through this, that we understand that 
the amount that the bill is at now is 
unacceptable. It has already been cut. 
Taking that cut and adding $10 million 
back to it is not a satisfactory re- 
sponse, notwithstanding the intentions 
of our colleague here. 

We want to address the bigger issue, 
which is the full funding for Legal 
Services. As we go forward in this ef- 
fort, I want to make my intentions 
clear that I intend to fight to make 
sure that we live up to our commit- 
ment and our responsibilities in terms 
of fully funding Legal Services. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to assure 
my friend from Philadelphia, as we get 
down further into conference, that we 
have got priorities in the bill that we 
did not have enough money for, and we 
will work hard with you to try to find 
resources, but let’s not take it from 
the DEA. 

I would urge Members to vote against 
this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Chair, | rise 
today to support the Cohen amendment and 
urge the House to oppose the excessive cuts 
to the nonprofit and independent Legal Serv- 
ices Corporation. 

Legal Services has a mission to “provide 
equal access to the system of justice” in 
America. It is the most important provider of 
civil legal aid for Americans who cannot afford 
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high-priced legal counsel. In fact, legal rep- 
resentation often is out of reach for many 
American families. This amendment will make 
the lives of millions of American families even 
more challenging. Plus, if you take away legal 
counsel, you also complicate the resolution of 
disputes for businesses and others as well. 
You all know Legal Services is not a Wash- 
ington-based bureaucratic program. To the 
contrary, there are legal aid attorneys and pro- 
fessionals in every State, with more than 800 
offices. Legal Services’ moneys are put to 
work back home across America outside of 
Washington. 

In my Tampa Bay community, Bay Area 
Legal Services helps to keep the wheels of 
justice turning for everyone. What type of legal 
help? Foreclosure, consumer assistance, do- 
mestic violence. Many of the domestic vio- 
lence victims are simply trying to keep their 
children safe and their families together. Oth- 
ers include veterans returning from war, fami- 
lies with housing issues, those that were hit 
hard by natural disasters and are dealing with 
the aftermath, and families involved in child 
custody disputes. | have seen these advo- 
cates in action. Many Members of Congress 
actually refer cases to Legal Services groups 
in our area. They help families navigate the 
justice system. They also boost the economy 
through avoided costs and swift resolution of 
disputes. 

| would also like to remind my colleagues 
that Legal Services has already undergone 
significant cuts over the past few years. Fund- 
ing for Legal Services was $420 million in fis- 
cal year 2010. It was cut—especially after se- 
questration in 2013—and any further cuts will 
do severe damage. This amendment jeopard- 
izes access to justice and the rule of law. 

This year’s bill is a destructive step back- 
wards which threatens these vital community 
services by slashing funding by $75 million. 
This is the lowest level of funding since FY 
1999. These devastating cuts will terminate 
over 1,000 full time staff including 430 attor- 
ney positions. Under these draconian cuts, 
Legal services offices across the country will 
be forced to close 25 offices, complete 
150,000 fewer cases, and serve 350,000 
fewer people. 

In exacting such severe cuts, your advice to 
families is, “You can’t get help”. “You can’t 
avoid a foreclosure”. “You can’t escape an 
abusive relationship or defend yourself against 
consumer scams”. 

We cannot allow hundreds of thousands of 
American veterans, elderly victims of fore- 
closure, and women and children desperate to 
escape domestic violence to be denied assist- 
ance. 

So | strongly urge a “yes” vote on the 
Cohen amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee will be 
postponed. 
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The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND 
EXPLOSIVES 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, 
for training of State and local law enforce- 
ment agencies with or without reimburse- 
ment, including training in connection with 
the training and acquisition of canines for 
explosives and fire accelerants detection; 
and for provision of laboratory assistance to 
State and local law enforcement agencies, 
with or without reimbursement, 
$1,250,000,000, of which not to exceed $36,000 
shall be for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses, not to exceed $1,000,000 shall 
be available for the payment of attorneys’ 
fees as provided by section 924(d)(2) of title 
18, United States Code, and not to exceed 
$20,000,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That none of the funds ap- 
propriated herein shall be available to inves- 
tigate or act upon applications for relief 
from Federal firearms disabilities under sec- 
tion 925(c) of title 18, United States Code: 
Provided further, That such funds shall be 
available to investigate and act upon appli- 
cations filed by corporations for relief from 
Federal firearms disabilities under section 
925(c) of title 18, United States Code: Pro- 
vided further, That no funds made available 
by this or any other Act may be used to 
transfer the functions, missions, or activities 
of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms 
and Explosives to other agencies or Depart- 
ments. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, line 19, insert after 
amount ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, insert after 
amount ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’. 

Page 46, line 7, insert after 
amount ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to stand with the veterans 
throughout the country by offering a 
simple amendment to bolster funds in 
this act for Veterans Treatment 
Courts. 

Veterans Treatment Courts promote 
sobriety and recovery through coordi- 
nated local partnerships among com- 
munity corrections agencies, drug 
treatment providers, the judiciary, and 
other community support groups. Vet- 
erans Treatment Courts have been ex- 
tremely successful since they were first 
created in 2008 by a Buffalo judge to 
combat the growing numbers of vet- 
erans appearing before the court that 
were addicted to drugs and alcohol, as 
well as suffering from mental illness. 

Many of our Nation’s heroes return- 
ing from combat are traumatized due 
to the associated violence and pressure 
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of war and often cope with such feel- 
ings with substance abuse. They need 
focused treatment and a helping hand, 
and these courts provide such an ave- 
nue. 

The alternative to Veterans Treat- 
ment Courts is often jail time. I think 
we can all agree that providing treat- 
ment for our veterans through commu- 
nity partnerships at the local level is a 
far better option than locking them up. 

My amendment pays for this modest 
increase for this critical initiative by 
reducing funds for the salaries and ex- 
penses for the overreaching Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explo- 
sives by $5 million. I offered a very 
similar amendment last year, which 
was adopted by voice vote. 

The ATF’s salaries and expenses are 
slated to receive an increase of $49 mil- 
lion from fiscal year 2015 enacted lev- 
els, which would bring the total appro- 
priation level to $1.25 billion. My 
amendment redirects funds from bu- 
reaucrats in the mismanaged and over- 
zealous ATF to a worthy treatment 
program for our Nation’s veterans. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to, once again, show their 
support for the worthwhile program by 
passing my commonsense amendment. 

I thank the chairman and the rank- 
ing member for their leadership on this 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the gentleman’s 
amendment, but I am not opposed to it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman has a good amendment, and 
I encourage the House to support it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(decreased by $5,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $5,000,000)”. 

Page 46, line 9, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $5,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer another amendment to 
this bill, along with my colleague from 
Arkansas (Mr. HILL), that seeks to bol- 
ster another important program. 
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First, I reiterate my thanks to the 
committee for the long hours they 
have dedicated to prioritizing limited 
resources in order to produce this bill, 
but I simply believe the House should 
not reward bad behavior for that type 
that the ATF has shown recently. My 
amendment is simple, and it is nearly 
identical to an amendment I offered 
last year, which was adopted by voice 
vote. 

The amendment shifts $5 million 
from the overreaching ATF bureau- 
crats to a worthy and effective pro- 
gram known as the Harold Rogers Pre- 
scription Drug Monitoring Program. 
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You ask why $5 million. Because that 
amount would bring the Prescription 
Drug Monitoring Program appropria- 
tions back to the level originally ap- 
proved by the House last year. The gen- 
tleman, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, is 
the chairman of the House Committee 
on Appropriations, and he has been un- 
relenting on the issue of combating 
prescription drug abuse. 

This problem is truly plaguing our 
streets, our youth, and our commu- 
nities. Prescription drug abuse is con- 
tributing to addiction, health deterio- 
ration, and even untimely death for too 
many across our country. Prescription 
drug abuse also fuels the demand for 
other illicit drugs, such as cocaine, 
methamphetamine, ecstasy, and her- 
oin, along with human trafficking, 
gunrunning, and murder. Much of the 
solicitation activity flows over our 
southwestern border and into my home 
State of Arizona. 

The primary purpose of the Prescrip- 
tion Drug Monitoring Program is to 
enhance the capacity of regulatory and 
law enforcement agencies to collect 
and analyze controlled substance pre- 
scription data through a centralized 
database administered by an author- 
ized State agency. States that have im- 
plemented the PDMP can collect and 
analyze this data much more effec- 
tively than States in which collection 
of this data requires manual review of 
pharmacy files. 

It is this body’s duty, through the an- 
nual appropriations process, to evalu- 
ate which programs are worthwhile and 
which ones are not. The Prescription 
Drug Monitoring Program has shown 
promising results, but we must not 
give up. We must continue to think of 
our families, our friends, and our fu- 
ture generations. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of this amendment. I thank Chairman 
CULBERSON and Ranking Member 
FATTAH. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition, but I am not 
opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I sup- 
port the effort here to increase funding 
for a very important program that is 
addressing a major problem in our 
country. I divorce myself from the off- 
set, not in terms of the actual offset, 
but in any criticism of the ATF. I 
think that they have some very brave, 
courageous Americans who are trying 
to make our country safer. I think in 
lieu of the balancing act here, I support 
the amendment, and I agree with it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

If I could also point out, actually, the 
ATF did the right thing here. I strenu- 
ously disagreed with the ammo ban and 
had a chance to meet with the head of 
the ATF, as I was the new chairman of 
the CJS Subcommittee, and walked 
him through the problems he was going 
to face on this House floor with amend- 
ments and problems with their budget 
and their spending plan this year. 

He is a patriot, former marine, and a 
lifelong law enforcement officer. He 
understood they had kind of gone be- 
yond the bounds of the statute, so he 
agreed to drop the ban on .223 ammuni- 
tion after I had a very good heart-to- 
heart meeting with him, and so ATF 
did the right thing. I think we should 
encourage good behavior. 

I want to recognize and I want to 
thank the new head of the ATF for 
doing the right thing and not going 
after law-abiding Americans’ constitu- 
tional right to possess and use per- 
fectly lawful .223 ammunition and 
focus on enforcing the statute, which is 
designed to protect police officers from 
armor-piercing bullets that can be 
fired from pistols. 

ATF did the right thing here, but I 
think the gentleman has a good amend- 
ment. That money is going to a good 
cause. The Prescription Drug Moni- 
toring Program is a good one. I share 
my colleague’s support for the amend- 
ment. I want to encourage Members to 
vote for it, but I want to be sure the 
RECORD reflects that the ATF did the 
right thing in dropping the ammo ban, 
and I don’t expect we are going to see 
another attempt by the ATF to at- 
tempt to ban .223 ammunition because 
the new chairman of the CJS Sub- 
committee will be on them imme- 
diately. 

Mr. FATTAH. We are in agreement 
again, maybe coming to it from dif- 
ferent angles, but the important thing 
is we are at a “yes” on this amend- 
ment. The way we all get to these 
points may be different. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. HILL), 
my friend. 


8323 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank my colleague from Arizona for 
yielding me time to speak on this very 
important amendment. I want to thank 
him for his leadership. 

Prescription drug abuse has become 
an epidemic in my home State of Ar- 
kansas and throughout our country. I 
am so grateful for people like Chief 
Kirk Lane of Benton, Arkansas, who 
leads on this issue throughout my dis- 
trict. 

Tonight I speak from the well of our 
beloved House first as a dad, and a Con- 
gressman second. I have had personal 
experiences with the tragic loss of life 
that come as a result of prescription 
drug abuse, and many times our chil- 
dren and our loved ones are the ones 
who are so closely affected and im- 
pacted. 

My daughter is 18 years old, and she 
already knows four people in her age 
group who have lost their lives due to 
the influence of prescription drugs and 
the related impacts. That is tragic. 

I am proud that Arkansas recently 
passed legislation that gives law en- 
forcement investigators access to our 
State's Prescription Drug Monitoring 
Program. This law in my State will en- 
hance investigative capabilities and 
will give law enforcement investigators 
better ability to bring criminals to jus- 
tice who are abusing prescription drug 
practices and trying to dump those 
drugs back on the street. 

This is a serious problem that de- 
serves more of our attention, first at 
our dinner tables, in our schools, and 
in our capitol buildings. I am so proud 
to support Mr. GOSAR’s amendment 
that cuts money from the overhead at 
the ATF and will strengthen these pre- 
scription drug monitoring activities. 

I thank the gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. I thank the gentleman 
from Arkansas for his kind words in 
support. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word and enter 
into a colloquy. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
BLUM). 

Mr. BLUM. Mr. Chairman, as a small- 
business man and a supporter of the 
private sector, I wish to commend the 
committee for the inclusion of report 
language which states: “The com- 
mittee encourages NOAA to purchase 
services from the private sector when 
such services are available, cost effec- 
tive, and practicable.” 

As my friend from Texas knows, 
NOAA operates a fleet of survey ships 
for nautical charting as well as a fleet 
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of survey aircraft for aerial photog- 
raphy and LIDAR for mapping. How- 
ever, the inspector general of the De- 
partment of Commerce has long rec- 
ommended that the aircraft fleet be 
privatized, as aerial survey operations 
are better, faster, and less expensive 
when purchased from the private sec- 
tor. In fact, the inspector general found 
NOAA survey operations cost 42 per- 
cent more than the private sector, 
which was then confirmed by a second 
NOAA-commissioned study. 

Rather than accept these cost sav- 
ings and productivity improvement re- 
quirements, NOAA has continually ac- 
quired new planes, new aerial sensors, 
and new ships. This is not only poor 
stewardship of taxpayer money and in- 
efficient use of resources, but results in 
the government duplicating and di- 
rectly competing with private enter- 
prise. There are numerous companies, 
including small businesses, ready and 
able to perform these services for 
NOAA at a reduced cost and increased 
quality. 

I have visited one such private sector 
mapping firm in my district and heard 
firsthand about how government agen- 
cies are engaged in this behavior, 
which hinders private economic growth 
and job creation. 

My question for the gentleman from 
Texas is: Regarding the language I 
quoted earlier, is it the intent of the 
committee to include contracting for 
such surveying and mapping services 
when there is a qualified, capable, and 
cost-effective solution available in the 
private sector? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to thank 
my colleague from Iowa for raising this 
important point, and the committee 
does expect NOAA to utilize the pri- 
vate sector for these services when 
they are available and cost effective 
and practicable. I deeply appreciate my 
friend’s interest and look forward to 
continuing to work with him on these 
issues to ensure they are taken care of 
as we move through the process. 

Mr. BLUM. I thank my friend from 
Texas and appreciate his hard work on 
this important legislation. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BYRNE 

Mr. BYRNE. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $250,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Alabama and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Chairman, my 
straightforward amendment would cut 
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Fire- 
arms and Explosives, or ATF, by 20 per- 
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cent. That would result in $250 million 
worth of savings. 

Let me make one thing clear. I know 
that the ATF has an important mission 
to play in keeping our Nation safe and 
regulating everything from firearms to 
alcohol. That said, in the last few 
years, we have seen an outrageous 
growth in operations and regulations 
coming out of the ATF. 

How could we forget the Fast and Fu- 
rious gun trafficking scheme that was 
allowed to go so far offtrack that 2,000 
guns were allowed to flow to Mexican 
drug trafficking groups? Worst of all, a 
Federal law enforcement officer was 
killed with a gun from that operation. 

There was Operation Fearless, where 
an undercover operation in Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, went horribly wrong. Con- 
victed felons were given access to 
weapons, the fake storefront was bur- 
glarized, and $39,000 in merchandise 
was lost. The ATF even used someone 
with developmental disabilities in the 
operation and ultimately arrested him 
for his involvement. 

From Wichita, Kansas, to Portland, 
Oregon, to Atlanta, Georgia, the sto- 
ries of botched operations and inappro- 
priate action just goes on and on. 

Then there was the ATF’s recent at- 
tempt to reclassify common M855 am- 
munition as armor piercing, despite its 
exemption from this classification 
since 1986 for sporting purposes. 
Thankfully, this proposal was dropped 
after pressure from Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, the people I represent 
in southwest Alabama are tired of a 
Federal Government that doesn’t live 
within its means. They want to see 
their elected officials in Washington 
get serious about making cuts to the 
Federal bureaucracy. My constituents 
also are tired of executive overreach 
and the Federal Government involving 
itself in areas where it simply doesn’t 
belong. 

I know that the committee and 
Chairman CULBERSON have made real 
efforts to rein in the ATF, and I appre- 
ciate those efforts. I also understand 
that ATF is now under new leadership, 
and I hope that the new leaders get se- 
rious about much-needed reforms. 

I am all for safety and responsible 
gun ownership, and the ATF does have 
a role to play in that, but this amend- 
ment would simply require ATF to re- 
turn to its core functions and respon- 
sibilities. It would cause ATF to look 
at itself in the mirror, find areas where 
they can cut back, and refocus on their 
true priorities. 

Ultimately, this amendment is about 
protecting our Second Amendment 
rights while also pushing for real re- 
forms to Federal spending. I urge my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do 
understand the gentleman’s concern. 
My constituents and all of us were 
upset with the ATF’s attempt to ban 
.223 ammunition, but they did the right 
thing: they withdrew the ammo ban 
after I had a heart-to-heart with them. 
By doing the right thing, I think we 
should reward good behavior. 

I am monitoring them very closely. 
We have spending plan language in our 
bill that allows the subcommittee to 
have ongoing oversight over not only 
the ATF and Department of Justice, 
every agency under our jurisdiction 
has to submit a spending plan to us 
that is then subjected to careful ongo- 
ing oversight throughout the year; and 
if we cut ATF by $250 million, they are 
not able to do all the important work 
that they are now engaged in, and it 
would really devastate the agency. 
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There are a lot of dedicated law en- 
forcement officers in that agency that 
are doing their very best to fight gangs 
and violent criminals. 

We have visited with the folks at 
ATF. They are not concerned about 
law-abiding citizens or a gun dealer 
who is following the law. They are fo- 
cused on the criminal element in the 
country. 

So I would encourage Members, and I 
would be happy to work with you and 
share with you the ongoing oversight 
work that I am doing. I encourage you 
to visit with the new ATF Director. He 
is a very impressive man: a marine and 
a lifelong law enforcement officer who 
did the right thing here. 

The agency is devoted to protecting 
Americans’ Second Amendment rights. 
As the new chairman, if I ever detect 
any deviation from that, I assure you 
this son of the South is going to make 
sure our Second Amendment rights are 
protected. 

I would encourage Members to oppose 
the amendment. I just don’t want to 
see the ATF devastated. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BYRNE. I want to thank the gen- 
tleman from Texas for his superb work 
in this area. We are in great debt to 
you for all that you have done. And I 
am 100 percent confident you will con- 
tinue to do that. 

I don’t know the new leadership over 
there. I pray that it is truly new lead- 
ership. Because what has happened at 
ATF is simply not acceptable. And it is 
particularly not acceptable when it 
interferes with the Second Amendment 
rights of the people of the United 
States of America. 

So I thank the gentleman. I know 
that he will do everything he possibly 
can. I will take him up on his offer to 
meet the new leadership. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I urge Members to 
oppose the amendment. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I visited at the ATF 
headquarters. In looking at their work 
particularly focused on explosives—and 
their new site in Alabama—looking at 
some of the work that they are doing 
around the country, it is so vitally im- 
portant that I think at this time in our 
country’s history for us to retreat from 
our commitment to this agency would 
be a very unfortunate and unwise deci- 
sion. 

So I would hope that the House would 
vote in opposition to this amendment 
and make sure that as we go forward 
we can try to address whatever the 
concerns are. But cutting ATF by this 
amount of money would put so many 
Americans at risk, and I think it would 
be unwise. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Reclaiming my 
time, I join my colleague in urging a 
“no” vote on this amendment, and 
will, again, work with my colleague in 
making sure the ATF continues to pro- 
tect the Second Amendment rights of 
Americans. 

There is no greater power the Con- 
gress has than the power of the purse. 
I assure you as the new chairman that 
I am monitoring very, very closely to 
make sure that ATF, FBI, and the De- 
partment of Justice enforce the law 
and preserve our Second Amendment 
Rights. 

Therefore, I urge Members to vote 
no”, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BYRNE). 

The amendment was rejected. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BUCK 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 33, line 25, strike “none of the” and 
insert “such”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Colorado and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chair, I rise to strike 
language from this appropriations bill 
that denies hope, denies dignity, and 
denies Americans their Second Amend- 
ment right to bear arms. 

When I was district attorney in 
northern Colorado, a gentleman visited 
my office. He told me a story that I 
have heard from many, many others. 
He told me that 40 years ago, when he 
was in college, he gave his landlord a 
bad check. He pled guilty to a felony. 

The past 40 years, he has been a 
model citizen. He finished college. He 
work hard and raised a family. Now he 
wants to go hunting with his grand- 
child. He can't because he is a con- 
victed felon. 
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The law allows the Bureau of Alco- 
hol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
to restore this man’s right to possess a 
firearm. The burden is on the applicant 
to prove that he is not a danger. ATF 
may investigate to make sure. This ap- 
propriations bill prohibits ATF from 
processing applications, from following 
the law established by Congress 30 
years ago. 

America is a compassionate country. 
We restore the right to vote in many 
States, and other rights. There is no 
good reason to prevent law-abiding 
citizens from, at the very least, peti- 
tioning ATF to have their rights re- 
stored. 

The change I am seeking is fair and 
reasonable, and it is long overdue. Peo- 
ple who are able to prove to ATF that 
their possession of a firearm would 
pose no danger to society would fi- 
nally, after over two decades of unfair 
treatment, be permitted to make their 
case and have their rights restored. 

Not everyone who petitions ATF will 
have their rights restored. In fact, this 
bill does not intend in any way, shape, 
or form to allow a violent criminal to 
possess a firearm—only those non- 
violent criminals that ATF deems are 
not a danger. Not everyone will have 
their rights restored, but Washington 
should not get in the way of Americans 
asking for a second chance. 

For these reasons, I respectfully re- 
quest support for this amendment, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado (Mr. BUCK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FEDERAL PRISON SYSTEM 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Pris- 
on System for the administration, operation, 
and maintenance of Federal penal and cor- 
rectional institutions, and for the provision 
of technical assistance and advice on correc- 
tions related issues to foreign governments, 
$6,951,500,000: Provided, That the Attorney 
General may transfer to the Department of 
Health and Human Services such amounts as 
may be necessary for direct expenditures by 
that Department for medical relief for in- 
mates of Federal penal and correctional in- 
stitutions: Provided further, That the Direc- 
tor of the Federal Prison System, where nec- 
essary, may enter into contracts with a fis- 
cal agent or fiscal intermediary claims proc- 
essor to determine the amounts payable to 
persons who, on behalf of the Federal Prison 
System, furnish health services to individ- 
uals committed to the custody of the Federal 
Prison System: Provided further, That not to 
exceed $5,400 shall be available for official re- 
ception and representation expenses: Pro- 
vided further, That not to exceed $50,000,000 
shall remain available for necessary oper- 
ations until September 30, 2017: Provided fur- 
ther, That, of the amounts provided for con- 
tract confinement, not to exceed $20,000,000 
shall remain available until expended to 
make payments in advance for grants, con- 
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tracts and reimbursable agreements, and 
other expenses: Provided further, That the Di- 
rector of the Federal Prison System may ac- 
cept donated property and services relating 
to the operation of the prison card program 
from a not-for-profit entity which has oper- 
ated such program in the past, notwith- 
standing the fact that such not-for-profit en- 
tity furnishes services under contracts to the 
Federal Prison System relating to the oper- 
ation of pre-release services, halfway houses, 
or other custodial facilities. 
BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 

For planning, acquisition of sites and con- 
struction of new facilities; purchase and ac- 
quisition of facilities and remodeling, and 
equipping of such facilities for penal and cor- 
rectional use, including all necessary ex- 
penses incident thereto, by contract or force 
account; and constructing, remodeling, and 
equipping necessary buildings and facilities 
at existing penal and correctional institu- 
tions, including all necessary expenses inci- 
dent thereto, by contract or force account, 
$230,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, of which $145,000,000 shall be avail- 
able only for costs related to construction of 
new facilities: Provided, That labor of United 
States prisoners may be used for work per- 
formed under this appropriation. 

FEDERAL PRISON INDUSTRIES, INCORPORATED 

The Federal Prison Industries, Incor- 
porated, is hereby authorized to make such 
expenditures within the limits of funds and 
borrowing authority available, and in accord 
with the law, and to make such contracts 
and commitments without regard to fiscal 
year limitations as provided by section 9104 
of title 31, United States Code, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the program set 
forth in the budget for the current fiscal 
year for such corporation. 

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES, 

FEDERAL PRISON INDUSTRIES, INCORPORATED 

Not to exceed $2,700,000 of the funds of the 
Federal Prison Industries, Incorporated, 
shall be available for its administrative ex- 
penses, and for services as authorized by sec- 
tion 3109 of title 5, United States Code, to be 
computed on an accrual basis to be deter- 
mined in accordance with the corporation’s 
current prescribed accounting system, and 
such amounts shall be exclusive of deprecia- 
tion, payment of claims, and expenditures 
which such accounting system requires to be 
capitalized or charged to cost of commod- 
ities acquired or produced, including selling 
and shipping expenses, and expenses in con- 
nection with acquisition, construction, oper- 
ation, maintenance, improvement, protec- 
tion, or disposition of facilities and other 
property belonging to the corporation or in 
which it has an interest. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MOORE 

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 


to the gentlewoman offering the 
amendment at this point in the read- 
ing? 


There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 34, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 44, line 8, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
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from Wisconsin and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Wisconsin. 

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Chair, my amend- 
ment transfers $2 million into the Men- 
tally Ill Offender Treatment and Crime 
Reduction Act for the purpose of ex- 
panding and improving police training 
to safely and appropriately respond to 
mentally ill individuals. 

Now, Mr. Chair, we have heard a lot 
lately in the news about high profile 
police-involved shootings that have be- 
come a major subject here around the 
country and here in Congress. Not sur- 
prising to some of us, especially those 
of us who hail from large urban cities, 
this is a widespread problem that has 
been around for a while. 

But today, I am offering this amend- 
ment to highlight one serious issue 
that I think should be a major part of 
our current national dialogue: ensuring 
that police have adequate training to 
identify persons with mental illness 
and to safely, when it is possible, re- 
solve encounters during a crisis. 

Mr. Chair, indulge me for a moment 
while I tell you a story about a 31-year- 
old man in my home district of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, who, unfortu- 
nately, is no longer with us today. His 
name was Dontre Hamilton. 

Dontre, like many people in this 
country, suffered from a mental illness. 
He was diagnosed with schizophrenia 1 
year prior to the incident and had been 
off his medication due to an insurance 
issue. 

On April 30 of last year, Dontre was 
taking a nap on a public park bench 
when employees of a nearby Starbucks 
called the police. Two police officers 
came and did a wellness check and left 
the scene, discerning that Mr. Ham- 
ilton was no threat to himself, nor to 
anyone in the park or the public. 

Soon thereafter, yet another call 
came from the Starbucks employee be- 
cause this gentleman was sleeping on 
the public park bench. Another police 
officer, Officer Manney of the Mil- 
waukee Police Department, arrived and 
started to pat down Dontre. This pat- 
down turned into a struggle, and Offi- 
cer Manney pulled out his baton to 
help him subdue Mr. Hamilton. 

The struggle escalated, and Dontre 
got control of the baton and swung it 
at Officer Manney. This caused Officer 
Manney to draw his firearm and shoot 
14 bullets into Dontre Hamilton. 

Officer Manney was terminated for 
conducting a pat-down in contraven- 
tion of his training on dealing with 
mentally ill individuals but faced no 
charges in the death of Dontre Ham- 
ilton. 

Mr. Chair, perhaps this tragedy could 
have been prevented. Too often, our 
mental health infrastructure is woe- 
fully inadequate for many Americans. 
A lack of treatment can turn a treat- 
able mental illness into a severe debili- 
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tating condition. Many can’t hold a job 
or pay rent. Many end up homeless on 
the streets. In fact, more than 124,000 of 
the 610,000 homeless people in the 
United States suffer from a severe 
mental illness. 

As a result of many failures in our 
system, our Nation’s police officers 
have de facto become our country’s 
first responders to crisis calls, includ- 
ing those individuals experiencing 
mental illness. Too often these calls, 
many intended to be out of concern for 
the individual in crisis, become a trag- 
ic fatality. 

As we know, mentally ill persons are 
not generally dangerous, Mr. Chair. In 
fact, they are actually more likely to 
become victims themselves than actual 
perpetrators of violence. Many of these 
tragic encounters could be prevented if 
police officers are trained and follow 
proper procedures. 

The Mentally Ill Offender Treatment 
and Crime Reduction Act is an impor- 
tant Federal initiative and tool that 
will help us bridge this gap. This law 
established a grant program called the 
Justice and Mental Health Collabora- 
tion Program which helps States and 
localities develop collaborative ap- 
proaches to dealing with the intersec- 
tion of criminal justice and mental 
health systems. 

One of the authorized grant uses 
under the program is training to police 
officers for exactly these purposes: to 
safely respond to crisis calls and limit 
the chance of a tragic and often pre- 
ventable consequence. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, but I am 
not opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WOODALL). 
Without objection, the gentleman from 
Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The gentlewoman 
has a good amendment, and I want to 
encourage Members to support it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 34, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $1,,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $1,000,000)”. 

Page 46, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $1,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Virginia and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 
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Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the distinguished chairman and 
the distinguished ranking member and 
their staffs for their cooperation on 
this amendment. 

The amendment increases the fund- 
ing for Veterans Treatment Courts by 
$1 million. I offered a similar amend- 
ment last year that the House also 
adopted on a voice vote. 

With the additional funds provided 
by this amendment, a total of $6 mil- 
lion would be available for such courts, 
which is still short of the $8 million 
Congress has authorized under the bi- 
partisan Mentally Ill Offender Treat- 
ment and Crime Reduction Act. 

Our Nation’s heroes are returning 
home from more than a decade of war. 
Upon their return, they bear the visible 
and invisible wounds of deployment. 
Substance abuse, post-traumatic stress 
disorder, traumatic brain injury, and 
various mental health disorders can 
lead our returning heroes down a dif- 
ficult and often lonely path during 
their transition to civilian life. 

Twenty percent of Iraq and Afghani- 
stan war veterans suffer from post- 
traumatic stress disorder or major de- 
pression. One in six battle with sub- 
stance abuse. Left undiagnosed or un- 
treated, these illnesses can result in an 
encounter with the justice system. 
Worse yet, these illnesses can also lead 
to suicide, which veterans commit at 
twice the rate of our civilian popu- 
lation. 

Fortunately, specialized Veterans 
Treatment Courts are being developed 
across the country, including in my 
home county of Fairfax in Virginia, to 
help veterans who do find themselves 
in the justice system and suffer from 
substance addiction or mental health 
disorders so that they can alter their 
course and find the assistance they de- 
serve, Mr. Chairman. 

The first such court was established 
in Buffalo, New York, in 2008; and since 
then, more than 200 have opened across 
the Nation. Hundreds more are cur- 
rently going through the planning and 
training process. 

Today, there are more than 11,000 
vets enrolled in Veterans Treatment 
Courts. Virginia is home to the sixth 
largest veteran population in the coun- 
try, with nearly 850,000 veterans, more 
than 10 percent of whom live in my dis- 
trict, the 11th Congressional District of 
Virginia. 

The comprehensive treatment pro- 
gram provides eligible veterans with an 
alternative to jail and incarceration. 
Participating veterans must commit to 
an 18- to 24-month program, during 
which they receive group counseling, a 
dedicated veteran mentor, and enroll in 
vocational education and self-help pro- 
grams. 

By bringing veteran service organiza- 
tions, State veterans service depart- 
ments, and volunteer mentors into the 
courtrooms, Veterans Treatment 
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Courts can promote community col- 
laboration and connect veterans with 
the programs and benefits they have 
earned and that they may need. 

Having a veteran-only court docket 
ensures that everyone, from the judge 
to the volunteers, specializes in vet- 
erans care, and the involvement of fel- 
low veterans allows the defendant to 
experience a camaraderie to which he 
or she became accustomed in the mili- 
tary. 

We know this model works, and it is 
our hope this amendment will provide 
these courts with the resources they 
need to help our veterans who fall into 
the justice system to get back on the 
right track and transition successfully 
back into the society they swore to de- 
fend. 

In closing, again, I want to thank the 
distinguished chairman, the distin- 
guished ranking member, and their re- 
spective staffs for their cooperation in 
this matter. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, although 
I support the gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think the gen- 
tleman has a good amendment, and I 
would encourage the Members to sup- 
port it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word and enter 
into a colloquy with my good friend, 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. PRICE). 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. PRICE) for a colloquy. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, Mr. 
Chairman. 

During the full committee consider- 
ation of this legislation, the chairman 
will recall that we discussed the ac- 
companying report language that, for 
the first time, would allocate NSF re- 
search funding by directorate and, in 
particular, would disproportionately 
reduce funding for the Directorate for 
Social, Behavioral & Economic 
Sciences and the Directorate for Geo- 
sciences. This has raised critical ques- 
tions and concerns within the scientific 
community. 

As the legislative process goes for- 
ward, I ask for the chairman’s assur- 
ance that we can work together to pre- 
serve the National Science Founda- 
tion’s traditional discretion and flexi- 
bility in allocating basic research fund- 
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ing among the Foundation’s direc- 
torates. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I look forward to 
working with you, Dr. PRICE, and other 
members of the subcommittee and the 
full committee, as well as the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee, to 
ensure that we protect the independ- 
ence of the National Science Founda- 
tion. 

It is vitally important that America 
preserves its leadership role in the 
world, and scientific research and NSF 
and NASA have been a vital part of 
that. 

A strong supporter of our investment 
in the sciences, my favorite Founding 
Father, Thomas Jefferson, liked to say 
that liberty was the firstborn of 
science. 

It is vital that we work together, as 
I will with you, sir, as we move 
through conference, to continue to pre- 
serve the flexibility and independence 
of the National Science Foundation. 
We, in the committee report, are sim- 
ply working to make sure NSF 
prioritizes their funding, but I will con- 
tinue to work with you throughout this 
process as we move forward. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman. This is critically 
important. I appreciate the chance to 
work on this, as the legislation moves 
forward. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 
ACTIVITIES 
OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 
VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN PREVENTION AND 
PROSECUTION PROGRAMS 

For grants, contracts, cooperative agree- 
ments, and other assistance for the preven- 
tion and prosecution of violence against 
women, as authorized by the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 
U.S.C. 3711 et seq.) (‘‘the 1968 Act””); the Vio- 
lent Crime Control and Law Enforcement 
Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-322) (‘‘the 1994 
Act’’); the Victims of Child Abuse Act of 1990 
(Public Law 101-647) (“the 1990 Act”); the 
Prosecutorial Remedies and Other Tools to 
end the Exploitation of Children Today Act 
of 2003 (Public Law 108-21); the Juvenile Jus- 
tice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 
(42 U.S.C. 5601 et seq.) (“the 1974 Act”); the 
Victims of Trafficking and Violence Protec- 
tion Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-386) (‘‘the 
2000 Act’’); the Violence Against Women and 
Department of Justice Reauthorization Act 
of 2005 (Public Law 109-162) (‘‘the 2005 Act’’); 
and the Violence Against Women Reauthor- 
ization Act of 2013 (Public Law 113-4) (“the 
2013 Act’’); and for related victims services, 
$479,000,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That of the amount pro- 
vided— 

(1) $196,000,000 is for grants to combat vio- 
lence against women, as authorized by part 
T of the 1968 Act; 

(2) $28,000,000 is for transitional housing as- 
sistance grants for victims of domestic vio- 
lence, dating violence, stalking, or sexual as- 
sault as authorized by section 40299 of the 
1994 Act; 
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(3) $8,000,000 is for the National Institute of 
Justice for research and evaluation of vio- 
lence against women and related issues ad- 
dressed by grant programs of the Office on 
Violence Against Women, which shall be 
transferred to and administered by the Office 
of Justice Programs; 

(4) $11,000,000 is for a grant program to pro- 
vide services to advocate for and respond to 
youth victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, and stalking; assist- 
ance to children and youth exposed to such 
violence; programs to engage men and youth 
in preventing such violence; and assistance 
to middle and high school students through 
education and other services related to such 
violence: Provided, That unobligated bal- 
ances available for the programs authorized 
by sections 41201, 41204, 41303 and 41305 of the 
1994 Act, prior to its amendment by the 2013 
Act, shall be available for this program: Pro- 
vided further, That 10 percent of the total 
amount available for this grant program 
shall be available for grants under the pro- 
gram authorized by section 2015 of the 1968 
Act: Provided further, That the definitions 
and grant conditions in section 40002 of the 
1994 Act shall apply to this program; 

(5) $51,000,000 is for grants to encourage ar- 
rest policies as authorized by part U of the 
1968 Act, of which $4,000,000 is for a homicide 
reduction initiative; 

(6) $35,000,000 is for sexual assault victims 
assistance, as authorized by section 41601 of 
the 1994 Act; 

(7) $33,000,000 is for rural domestic violence 
and child abuse enforcement assistance 
grants, including as authorized by section 
40295 of the 1994 Act; 

(8) $16,000,000 is for grants to reduce violent 
crimes against women on campus, as author- 
ized by section 304 of the 2005 Act; 

(9) $42,500,000 is for legal assistance for vic- 
tims, as authorized by section 1201 of the 2000 
Act; 

(10) $4,500,000 is for enhanced training and 
services to end violence against and abuse of 
women in later life, as authorized by section 
40802 of the 1994 Act; 

(11) $16,000,000 is for grants to support fami- 
lies in the justice system, as authorized by 
section 1301 of the 2000 Act: Provided, That 
unobligated balances available for the pro- 
grams authorized by section 1301 of the 2000 
Act and section 41002 of the 1994 Act, prior to 
their amendment by the 2013 Act, shall be 
available for this program; 

(12) $6,000,000 is for education and training 
to end violence against and abuse of women 
with disabilities, as authorized by section 
1402 of the 2000 Act; 

(13) $500,000 is for the National Resource 
Center on Workplace Responses to assist vic- 
tims of domestic violence, as authorized by 
section 41501 of the 1994 Act; 

(14) $1,000,000 is for analysis and research 
on violence against Indian women, including 
as authorized by section 904 of the 2005 Act: 
Provided, That such funds may be transferred 
to and administered by the Office of Justice 
Programs; 

(15) $500,000 is for a national clearinghouse 
that provides training and technical assist- 
ance on issues relating to sexual assault of 
American Indian and Alaska Native women; 

(16) $25,000,000 for victim services programs 
for victims of trafficking, as authorized by 
section 107(b)(2) of Public Law 106-386, for 
programs authorized under Public Law 109- 
164, or programs authorized under Public 
Law 113-4; and 

(17) $5,000,000 for the purposes authorized 
under the Rape Survivor Child Custody Act. 


8328 


OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS 
STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 
ASSISTANCE 


For grants, contracts, cooperative agree- 
ments, and other assistance authorized by 
the Violent Crime Control and Law Enforce- 
ment Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-322) (“the 
1994 Act’’); the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968 (‘‘the 1968 Act’’); the 
Justice for All Act of 2004 (Public Law 108- 
405); the Victims of Child Abuse Act of 1990 
(Public Law 101-647) (‘‘the 1990 Act’’); the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthoriza- 
tion Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-164); the Vio- 
lence Against Women and Department of 
Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005 (Public 
Law 109-162) (‘‘the 2005 Act’’); the Adam 
Walsh Child Protection and Safety Act of 
2006 (Public Law 109-248) (‘‘the Adam Walsh 
Act’’); the Victims of Trafficking and Vio- 
lence Protection Act of 2000 (Public Law 106- 
386); the NICS Improvement Amendments 
Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-180); subtitle D of 
title II of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 
(Public Law 107-296) (‘‘the 2002 Act’’); the 
Second Chance Act of 2007 (Public Law 110- 
199); the Prioritizing Resources and Organi- 
zation for Intellectual Property Act of 2008 
(Public Law 110-403); the Victims of Crime 
Act of 1984 (Public Law 98-473); the Mentally 
Ill Offender Treatment and Crime Reduction 
Reauthorization and Improvement Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110-416); the Violence 
Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013 
(Public Law 113-4) (“the 2013 Act”); and 
other programs, $1,015,400,000, to remain 
available until expended as follows— 

(1) $409,000,000 for the Edward Byrne Memo- 
rial Justice Assistance Grant program as au- 
thorized by subpart 1 of part E of title I of 
the 1968 Act (except that section 1001(c), and 
the special rules for Puerto Rico under sec- 
tion 505(g) of title I of the 1968 Act shall not 
apply for purposes of this Act), of which, not- 
withstanding such subpart 1, $20,000,000 is for 
grants for law enforcement activities associ- 
ated with the presidential nominating con- 
ventions, $15,000,000 is for an Officer Robert 
Wilson III memorial initiative on Preventing 
Violence Against Law Enforcement Officer 
Resilience and Survivability (VALOR), 
$4,000,000 is for use by the National Institute 
of Justice for research targeted toward de- 
veloping a better understanding of the do- 
mestic radicalization phenomenon, and ad- 
vancing evidence-based strategies for effec- 
tive intervention and prevention, $22,500,000 
is for the matching grant program for law 
enforcement armor vests, as authorized by 
section 2501 of title I of the 1968 Act, and 
$2,500,000 is for a program to improve juve- 
nile indigent defense; 

(2) $220,000,000 for the State Criminal Alien 
Assistance Program, as authorized by sec- 
tion 241(i1)(5) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1281(i)(5)): Provided, That 
no jurisdiction shall request compensation 
for any cost greater than the actual cost for 
Federal immigration and other detainees 
housed in State and local detention facili- 
ties; 

(3) $41,000,000 for Drug Courts, as author- 
ized by section 1001(a)(25)(A) of title I of the 
1968 Act; 

(4) $7,000,000 for mental health courts and 
adult and juvenile collaboration program 
grants, as authorized by parts V and HH of 
title I of the 1968 Act, and the Mentally Ill 
Offender Treatment and Crime Reduction 
Reauthorization and Improvement Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110-416); 

(5) $2,000,000 for the Capital Litigation Im- 
provement Grant Program, as authorized by 
section 426 of Public Law 108-405, and for 
grants for wrongful conviction review; 
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(6) $5,000,000 for economic, high technology 
and Internet crime prevention grants, in- 
cluding as authorized by section 401 of Public 
Law 110-403; 

(7) $20,000,000 for sex offender management 
assistance, as authorized by the Adam Walsh 
Act, and related activities; 

(8) $1,000,000 for the National Sex Offender 
Public Website; 

(9) $73,000,000 for grants to States to up- 
grade criminal and mental health records for 
the National Instant Criminal Background 
Check System, including as authorized by 
the NICS Improvement Amendments Act of 
2007 (Public Law 110-180); 

(10) $125,000,000 for DNA-related and foren- 
sic programs and activities, of which— 

(A) $117,000,000 is for a DNA analysis and 
capacity enhancement program and for other 
local, State, and Federal forensic activities, 
including the purposes authorized under sec- 
tion 2 of the DNA Analysis Backlog Elimi- 
nation Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-546) (the 
Debbie Smith DNA Backlog Grant Program): 
Provided, That up to 4 percent of funds made 
available under this paragraph may be used 
for the purposes described in the DNA Train- 
ing and Education for Law Enforcement, 
Correctional Personnel, and Court Officers 
program (Public Law 108-405, section 303); 

(B) $4,000,000 is for the purposes described 
in the Kirk Bloodsworth Post-Conviction 
DNA Testing Program (Public Law 108-405, 
section 412); and 

(C) $4,000,000 is for Sexual Assault Forensic 
Exam Program grants, including as author- 
ized by section 304 of Public Law 108-405; 

(11) $6,000,000 for the court-appointed spe- 
cial advocate program, as authorized by sec- 
tion 217 of the 1990 Act; 

(12) $5,000,000 for a veterans treatment 
courts program; 

(13) $11,000,000 for a program to monitor 
prescription drugs and scheduled listed 
chemical products; 

(14) $13,000,000 for prison rape prevention 
and prosecution grants to States and units of 
local government, and other programs, as 
authorized by the Prison Rape Elimination 
Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-79); 

(15) $75,000,000 is for the Comprehensive 
School Safety Initiative; and 

(16) $2,400,000 for the operationalization, 
maintenance and expansion of the National 
Missing and Unidentified Persons System: 


Provided, That, if a unit of local government 
uses any of the funds made available under 
this heading to increase the number of law 
enforcement officers, the unit of local gov- 
ernment will achieve a net gain in the num- 
ber of law enforcement officers who perform 
non-administrative public sector safety serv- 
ice. 


JUVENILE JUSTICE PROGRAMS 


For grants, contracts, cooperative agree- 
ments, and other assistance, the following 
amounts are made available until expended— 

(1) $95,000,000 for youth mentoring grants; 

(2) $19,000,000 for programs authorized by 
the Victims of Child Abuse Act of 1990; 

(3) $68,000,000 for missing and exploited 
children programs, including as authorized 
by sections 404(b) and 405(a) of the 1974 Act 
(except that section 102(b)(4)(B) of the PRO- 
TECT Our Children Act of 2008 (Public Law 
110-401) shall not apply for purposes of this 
Act); and 

(4) $1,500,000 for child abuse training pro- 
grams for judicial personnel and practi- 
tioners, as authorized by section 222 of the 
Victims of Child Abuse Act of 1990. 
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PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICER BENEFITS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For payments and expenses authorized 
under section 1001(a)(4) of title I of the Omni- 
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968, such sums as are necessary (including 
amounts for administrative costs), to remain 
available until expended; and $16,300,000 for 
payments authorized by section 1201(b) of 
such Act and for educational assistance au- 
thorized by section 1218 of such Act, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, 
That notwithstanding section 205 of this Act, 
upon a determination by the Attorney Gen- 
eral that emergent circumstances require 
additional funding for such disability and 
education payments, the Attorney General 
may transfer such amounts to ‘‘Public Safe- 
ty Officer Benefits” from available appro- 
priations for the Department of Justice as 
may be necessary to respond to such cir- 
cumstances: Provided further, That any 
transfer pursuant to the preceding proviso 
shall be treated as a reprogramming under 
section 505 of this Act and shall not be avail- 
able for obligation or expenditure except in 
compliance with the procedures set forth in 
that section. 

COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES 


COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES 
PROGRAMS 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For grants, contracts, cooperative agree- 
ments, and other assistance, the following 
amounts are made available until expended: 
Provided, That any balances made available 
through prior year deobligations shall only 
be available in accordance with section 505 of 
this Act— 

(1) $11,000,000 for anti-methamphetamine- 
related activities, which shall be transferred 
to the Drug Enforcement Administration 
upon enactment of this Act; 

(2) $30,000,000 for assistance to Indian 
tribes; 

(3) $52,500,000 for initiatives to improve po- 
lice-community relations, as described in the 
report accompanying this Act; 

(4) $41,000,000 for a grant program for com- 
munity-based sexual assault response re- 
form; 

(5) $68,000,000 for offender reentry programs 
and research, as authorized by the Second 
Chance Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-199), 
without regard to the time limitations speci- 
fied at section 6(1) of such Act; and 

(6) $35,000,000 is for regional information 
sharing activities, as authorized by part M of 
title I of the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


SEC. 201. In addition to amounts otherwise 
made available in this title for official recep- 
tion and representation expenses, a total of 
not to exceed $50,000 from funds appropriated 
to the Department of Justice in this title 
shall be available to the Attorney General 
for official reception and representation ex- 
penses. 

SEC. 202. None of the funds appropriated by 
this title shall be available to pay for an 
abortion, except where the life of the mother 
would be endangered if the fetus were carried 
to term, or in the case of rape or incest: Pro- 
vided, That should this prohibition be de- 
clared unconstitutional by a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction, this section shall be null 
and void. 

SEC. 203. None of the funds appropriated 
under this title shall be used to require any 
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person to perform, or facilitate in any way 
the performance of, any abortion. 

SEC. 204. Nothing in the preceding section 
shall remove the obligation of the Director 
of the Bureau of Prisons to provide escort 
services necessary for a female inmate to re- 
ceive such service outside the Federal facil- 
ity: Provided, That nothing in this section in 
any way diminishes the effect of section 203 
intended to address the philosophical beliefs 
of individual employees of the Bureau of 
Prisons. 

SEC. 205. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap- 
propriation made available for the current 
fiscal year for the Department of Justice in 
this Act may be transferred between such ap- 
propriations, but no such appropriation, ex- 
cept as otherwise specifically provided, shall 
be increased by more than 10 percent by any 
such transfers: Provided, That any transfer 
pursuant to this section shall be treated as a 
reprogramming of funds under section 505 of 
this Act and shall not be available for obliga- 
tion except in compliance with the proce- 
dures set forth in that section. 

SEC. 206. The Attorney General is author- 
ized to extend through September 30, 2016, 
the Personnel Management Demonstration 
Project transferred to the Attorney General 
pursuant to section 1115 of the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-296; 28 
U.S.C. 599B) without limitation on the num- 
ber of employees or the positions covered. 

SEC. 207. None of the funds made available 
under this title may be used by the Federal 
Bureau of Prisons or the United States Mar- 
shals Service for the purpose of transporting 
an individual who is a prisoner pursuant to 
conviction for crime under State or Federal 
law and is classified as a maximum or high 
security prisoner, other than to a prison or 
other facility certified by the Federal Bu- 
reau of Prisons as appropriately secure for 
housing such a prisoner. 

SEC. 208. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
by this Act may be used by Federal prisons 
to purchase cable television services, or to 
rent or purchase audiovisual or electronic 
media or equipment used primarily for rec- 
reational purposes. 

(b) Subsection (a) does not preclude the 
rental, maintenance, or purchase of audio- 
visual or electronic media or equipment for 
inmate training, religious, or educational 
programs. 

SEC. 209. None of the funds made available 
under this title shall be obligated or ex- 
pended for any new or enhanced information 
technology program having total estimated 
development costs in excess of $100,000,000, 
unless the Deputy Attorney General and the 
investment review board certify to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate that the in- 
formation technology program has appro- 
priate program management controls and 
contractor oversight mechanisms in place, 
and that the program is compatible with the 
enterprise architecture of the Department of 
Justice. 

SEC. 210. The notification thresholds and 
procedures set forth in section 505 of this Act 
shall apply to deviations from the amounts 
designated for specific activities in this Act 
and in the report accompanying this Act, 
and to any use of deobligated balances of 
funds provided under this title in previous 
years. 

SEc. 211. None of the funds appropriated by 
this Act may be used to plan for, begin, con- 
tinue, finish, process, or approve a public- 
private competition under the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget Circular A-76 or any 
successor administrative regulation, direc- 
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tive, or policy for work performed by em- 
ployees of Federal Prison Industries, Incor- 
porated. 

SEC. 212. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, no funds shall be available for 
the salary, benefits, or expenses of any 
United States Attorney assigned dual or ad- 
ditional responsibilities by the Attorney 
General or his designee that exempt that 
United States Attorney from the residency 
requirements of section 545 of title 28, United 
States Code. 

SEC. 213. At the discretion of the Attorney 
General, and in addition to any amounts 
that otherwise may be available (or author- 
ized to be made available) by law, with re- 
spect to funds appropriated by this title 
under the headings ‘‘Violence Against 
Women Prevention and Prosecution Pro- 
grams”, “State and Local Law Enforcement 
Assistance”, “Juvenile Justice Programs”, 
and “Community Oriented Policing Services 
Programs” — 

(1) up to 3 percent of funds made available 
to the Office of Justice Programs for grant 
or reimbursement programs may be used by 
such Office to provide training and technical 
assistance; and 

(2) funds made available for grant or reim- 
bursement programs under such headings, 
except for amounts appropriated specifically 
for research, evaluation, or statistical pro- 
grams administered by the National Insti- 
tute of Justice and the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, may be transferred to and merged 
with funds provided to the National Institute 
of Justice and the Bureau of Justice Statis- 
tics, to be used by them for research, evalua- 
tion, or statistical purposes, without regard 
to the authorizations for such grant or reim- 
bursement programs: Provided, That the 
transfer authority in this paragraph is in ad- 
dition to any other transfer authority con- 
tained in this Act: Provided further, That any 
transfer pursuant to this subsection shall be 
subject to the notification procedures appli- 
cable to a reprogramming of funds under sec- 
tion 505 of this Act. 

SEC. 214. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, section 20109(a) of subtitle A of 
title II of the Violent Crime Control and Law 
Enforcement Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C. 1370%a)) 
shall not apply to amounts made available 
by this or any other Act. 

SEC. 215. None of the funds made available 
under this or any other Act, for fiscal year 
2016 and each fiscal year thereafter, other 
than for the national instant criminal back- 
ground check system established under sec- 
tion 103 of the Brady Handgun Violence Pre- 
vention Act (18 U.S.C. 922 note), may be used 
by a Federal law enforcement officer to fa- 
cilitate the transfer of an operable firearm 
to an individual if the Federal law enforce- 
ment officer knows or suspects that the indi- 
vidual is an agent of a drug cartel, unless 
law enforcement personnel of the United 
States continuously monitor or control the 
firearm at all times. 

SEC. 216. (a) None of the income retained in 
the Department of Justice Working Capital 
Fund pursuant to title I of Public Law 102- 
140 (105 Stat. 784; 28 U.S.C. 527 note) shall be 
available for obligation during fiscal year 
2016, except up to $40,000,000 may be obli- 
gated for implementation of a unified De- 
partment of Justice financial management 
system. 

(b) Not to exceed $30,000,000 of the unobli- 
gated balances transferred to the capital ac- 
count of the Department of Justice Working 
Capital Fund pursuant to title I of Public 
Law 102-140 (105 Stat. 784; 28 U.S.C. 527 note) 
shall be available for obligation in fiscal 
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year 2016, and any use, obligation, transfer or 
allocation of such funds shall be treated as a 
reprogramming of funds under section 505 of 
this Act. 

(c) Any use, obligation, transfer or alloca- 
tion of excess unobligated balances available 
under section 524(c)(8)(E) of title 28, United 
States Code, shall be treated as a reprogram- 
ming of funds under section 505 of this Act. 

(d) Of amounts available in the Assets For- 
feiture Fund in fiscal year 2016, $154,700,000 
shall be for payments associated with joint 
law enforcement operations as authorized by 
section 524(c)(1)(1) of title 28, United States 
Code, and $20,514,000 shall be for payments 
associated with subparagraphs (B), (F), and 
(G) of section 524(c)(1) of title 28, United 
States Code. 

(e) The Attorney General shall submit a 
spending plan to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate not later than 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act detailing 
the planned distribution of Assets Forfeiture 
Fund joint law enforcement operations fund- 
ing during fiscal year 2016. 

SEC. 217. (a) Of the funds appropriated by 
this Act under each of the headings ‘‘General 
Administration—Salaries and Expenses”, 
“United States Marshals Service—Salaries 
and Expenses”, “Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation—Salaries and Expenses”, “Drug En- 
forcement Administration—Salaries and Ex- 
penses”, and “Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives—Salaries and Ex- 
penses”, $20,000,000 shall not be available for 
obligation until the Attorney General dem- 
onstrates to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate that all recommendations in- 
cluded in the Office of Inspector General of 
the Department of Justice, Evaluation and 
Inspections Division Report 15-04 entitled 
“The Handling of Sexual Harassment and 
Misconduct Allegations by the Department's 
Law Enforcement Components”, dated 
March, 2015, have been implemented or are in 
the process of being implemented. 

(b) The Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment of Justice shall report to the Commit- 
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act 
on the status of the Department's implemen- 
tation of recommendations included in the 
report specified in subsection (a). 

This title may be cited as the “Department 
of Justice Appropriations Act, 2016”. 

TITLE III 
SCIENCE 
OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 

For necessary expenses of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy, in carrying 
out the purposes of the National Science and 
Technology Policy, Organization, and Prior- 
ities Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 6601 et seq.), hire 
of passenger motor vehicles, and services as 
authorized by section 3109 of title 5, United 
States Code, not to exceed $2,250 for official 
reception and representation expenses, and 
rental of conference rooms in the District of 
Columbia, $5,555,000. 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 
SCIENCE 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of 
science research and development activities, 
including research, development, operations, 
support, and services; maintenance and re- 
pair, facility planning and design; space 
flight, spacecraft control, and communica- 
tions activities; program management; per- 
sonnel and related costs, including uniforms 


8330 


or allowances therefor, as authorized by sec- 
tions 5901 and 5902 of title 5, United States 
Code; travel expenses; purchase and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; and purchase, 
lease, charter, maintenance, and operation of 
mission and administrative aircraft, 
$5,237,500,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017: Provided,That the formula- 
tion and development costs (with develop- 
ment cost as defined under section 30104 of 
title 51, United States Code) for the James 
Webb Space Telescope shall not exceed 
$8,000,000,000: Provided further, That should 
the individual identified under subsection 
(c)(2)(E) of section 30104 of title 51, United 
States Code, as responsible for the James 
Webb Space Telescope determine that the de- 
velopment cost of the program is likely to 
exceed that limitation, the individual shall 
immediately notify the Administrator and 
the increase shall be treated as if it meets 
the 30 percent threshold described in sub- 
section (f) of section 30104: Provided further, 
That, $140,000,000 shall be for a Jupiter Eu- 
ropa mission to assure progress on a mission 
which meets the Planetary Science decadal 
objectives, consisting of an orbiter and stud- 
ies of both a surface element as well as sam- 
ple analysis of plumes emanating from the 
surface: Provided further, That NASA shall 
use the Space Launch System as the launch 
vehicle for a Jupiter Europa mission, plan 
for a launch no later than 2022, and include 
in the fiscal year 2017 budget the five year 
funding profile necessary to achieve those 
goals. 
AERONAUTICS 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of aero- 
nautics research and development activities, 
including research, development, operations, 
support, and services; maintenance and re- 
pair, facility planning and design; space 
flight, spacecraft control, and communica- 
tions activities; program management; per- 
sonnel and related costs, including uniforms 
or allowances therefor, as authorized by sec- 
tions 5901 and 5902 of title 5, United States 
Code; travel expenses; purchase and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; and purchase, 
lease, charter, maintenance, and operation of 
mission and administrative aircraft, 
$600,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017. 

SPACE TECHNOLOGY 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of 
space technology research and development 
activities, including research, development, 
operations, support, and services; mainte- 
nance and repair, facility planning and de- 
sign; space flight, spacecraft control, and 
communications activities; program man- 
agement; personnel and related costs, includ- 
ing uniforms or allowances therefor, as au- 
thorized by sections 5901 and 5902 of title 5, 
United States Code; travel expenses; pur- 
chase and hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
and purchase, lease, charter, maintenance, 
and operation of mission and administrative 
aircraft, $625,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017, of which $25,000,000 
shall be for icy satellites surface technology 
and test beds. 

EXPLORATION 


For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of ex- 
ploration research and development activi- 
ties, including research, development, oper- 
ations, support, and services; maintenance 
and repair, facility planning and design; 
space flight, spacecraft control, and commu- 
nications activities; program management; 
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personnel and related costs, including uni- 
forms or allowances therefor, as authorized 
by sections 5901 and 5902 of title 5, United 
States Code; travel expenses; purchase and 
hire of passenger motor vehicles; and pur- 
chase, lease, charter, maintenance, and oper- 
ation of mission and administrative aircraft, 
$4,759,300,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017: Provided, That not less than 
$1,096,300,000 shall be for the Orion Multi- 
Purpose Crew Vehicle: Provided further, That 
not less than $2,313,000,000 shall be for the 
Space Launch System, including no less than 
$1,850,000,000 for launch vehicle development, 
which shall have a lift capability not less 
than 130 metric tons and which shall have 
core elements and an enhanced upper stage 
developed simultaneously: Provided further, 
That of the amounts provided for launch ve- 
hicle development, no less than $50,000,000 
shall be for enhanced upper stage develop- 
ment: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available for the Space Launch Sys- 
tem, $410,000,000 shall be for exploration 
ground systems and $53,000,000 shall be for 
program integration: Provided further, That 
$1,000,000,000 shall be for commercial 
spaceflight activities: Provided further, That 
$350,000,000 shall be for exploration research 
and development. 
SPACE OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of 
space operations research and development 
activities, including research, development, 
operations, support and services; space 
flight, spacecraft control and communica- 
tions activities, including operations, pro- 
duction, and services; maintenance and re- 
pair, facility planning and design; program 
management; personnel and related costs, in- 
cluding uniforms or allowances therefor, as 
authorized by sections 5901 and 5902 of title 5, 
United States Code; travel expenses; pur- 
chase and hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
and purchase, lease, charter, maintenance 
and operation of mission and administrative 
aircraft, $3,957,300,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017. 

EDUCATION 


For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of aero- 
space and aeronautical education research 
and development activities, including re- 
search, development, operations, support, 
and services; program management; per- 
sonnel and related costs, including uniforms 
or allowances therefor, as authorized by sec- 
tions 5901 and 5902 of title 5, United States 
Code; travel expenses; purchase and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; and purchase, 
lease, charter, maintenance, and operation of 
mission and administrative aircraft, 
$119,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017, of which $18,000,000 shall be 
for the Experimental Program to Stimulate 
Competitive Research and $40,000,000 shall be 
for the National Space Grant College pro- 
gram. 

SAFETY, SECURITY AND MISSION SERVICES 

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, in the conduct and support of 
science, aeronautics, space technology, ex- 
ploration, space operations and education re- 
search and development activities, including 
research, development, operations, support, 
and services; maintenance and repair, facil- 
ity planning and design; space flight, space- 
craft control, and communications activi- 
ties; program management; personnel and re- 
lated costs, including uniforms or allowances 
therefor, as authorized by sections 5901 and 
5902 of title 5, United States Code; travel ex- 
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penses; purchase and hire of passenger motor 
vehicles; not to exceed $63,000 for official re- 
ception and representation expenses; and 
purchase, lease, charter, maintenance, and 
operation of mission and administrative air- 
craft, $2,768,600,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2017. 
CONSTRUCTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
COMPLIANCE AND RESTORATION 

For necessary expenses for construction of 
facilities including repair, rehabilitation, re- 
vitalization, and modification of facilities, 
construction of new facilities and additions 
to existing facilities, facility planning and 
design, and restoration, and acquisition or 
condemnation of real property, as authorized 
by law, and environmental compliance and 
restoration, $425,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2021: Provided, That pro- 
ceeds from leases deposited into this account 
shall be available for a period of 5 years to 
the extent and in amounts as provided in an- 
nual appropriations Acts: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding section 20145(b)(2)(A) 
of title 51, United States Code, such proceeds 
referred to in the preceding proviso shall be 
available for obligation for fiscal year 2016 in 
an amount not to exceed $9,470,300: Provided 
further, That each annual budget request 
shall include an annual estimate of gross re- 
ceipts and collections and proposed use of all 
funds collected pursuant to section 20145 of 
title 51, United States Code. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General in carrying out the Inspec- 
tor General Act of 1978, $37,400,000, of which 
$500,000 shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

Funds for any announced prize otherwise 
authorized shall remain available, without 
fiscal year limitation, until the prize is 
claimed or the offer is withdrawn. 

Not to exceed 5 percent of any appropria- 
tion made available for the current fiscal 
year for the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration in this Act may be trans- 
ferred between such appropriations, but no 
such appropriation, except as otherwise spe- 
cifically provided, shall be increased by more 
than 10 percent by any such transfers. Bal- 
ances so transferred shall be merged with 
and available for the same purposes and the 
same time period as the appropriations to 
which transferred. Any transfer pursuant to 
this provision shall be treated as a re- 
programming of funds under section 505 of 
this Act and shall not be available for obliga- 
tion except in compliance with the proce- 
dures set forth in that section. 

The spending plan required by this Act 
shall be provided by NASA at the theme, 
program, project and activity level. The 
spending plan, as well as any subsequent 
change of an amount established in that 
spending plan that meets the notification re- 
quirements of section 505 of this Act, shall be 
treated as a reprogramming under section 
505 of this Act and shall not be available for 
obligation or expenditure except in compli- 
ance with the procedures set forth in that 
section. 

The unexpired balances of a previous ac- 
count, for activities for which funds are pro- 
vided in this Act, may be transferred to the 
new account established in this Act that pro- 
vides for such activities. Balances so trans- 
ferred shall be merged with the funds in the 
newly established account, but shall be 
available under the same terms, conditions 
and period of time as previously appro- 
priated. 
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
RESEARCH AND RELATED ACTIVITIES 


For necessary expenses in carrying out the 
National Science Foundation Act of 1950 (42 
U.S.C. 1861 et seq.), and Public Law 86-209 (42 
U.S.C. 1880 et seq.); services as authorized by 
section 3109 of title 5, United States Code; 
maintenance and operation of aircraft and 
purchase of flight services for research sup- 
port; acquisition of aircraft; and authorized 
travel; $5,983,645,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017, of which not to ex- 
ceed $520,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended for polar research and operations 
support, and for reimbursement to other 
Federal agencies for operational and science 
support and logistical and other related ac- 
tivities for the United States Antarctic pro- 
gram: Provided, That receipts for scientific 
support services and materials furnished by 
the National Research Centers and other Na- 
tional Science Foundation supported re- 
search facilities may be credited to this ap- 
propriation. 

MAJOR RESEARCH EQUIPMENT AND FACILITIES 

CONSTRUCTION 

For necessary expenses for the acquisition, 
construction, commissioning, and upgrading 
of major research equipment, facilities, and 
other such capital assets pursuant to the Na- 
tional Science Foundation Act of 1950 (42 
U.S.C. 1861 et seq.), including authorized 
travel, $200,030,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

EDUCATION AND HUMAN RESOURCES 


For necessary expenses in carrying out 
science, mathematics and engineering edu- 
cation and human resources programs and 
activities pursuant to the National Science 
Foundation Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1861 et 
seq.), including services as authorized by sec- 
tion 3109 of title 5, United States Code, au- 
thorized travel, and rental of conference 
rooms in the District of Columbia, 
$866,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017. 

AGENCY OPERATIONS AND AWARD MANAGEMENT 


For agency operations and award manage- 
ment necessary in carrying out the National 
Science Foundation Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 
1861 et seq.); services authorized by section 
3109 of title 5, United States Code; hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; uniforms or allow- 
ances therefor, as authorized by sections 5901 
and 5902 of title 5, United States Code; rental 
of conference rooms in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and reimbursement of the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security for security 
guard services; $325,000,000: Provided, That 
not to exceed $8,280 is for official reception 
and representation expenses: Provided fur- 
ther, That contracts may be entered into 
under this heading in fiscal year 2016 for 
maintenance and operation of facilities and 
for other services to be provided during the 
next fiscal year: Provided further, That of the 
amount provided for costs associated with 
the acquisition, occupancy, and related costs 
of new headquarters space, not more than 
$27,370,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended. 

OFFICE OF THE NATIONAL SCIENCE BOARD 


For necessary expenses (including payment 
of salaries, authorized travel, hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles, the rental of con- 
ference rooms in the District of Columbia, 
and the employment of experts and consult- 
ants under section 3109 of title 5, United 
States Code) involved in carrying out section 
4 of the National Science Foundation Act of 
1950 (42 U.S.C. 1863) and Public Law 86-209 (42 
U.S.C. 1880 et seq.), $4,870,000: Provided, That 
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not to exceed $2,500 shall be available for of- 
ficial reception and representation expenses. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General as authorized by the Inspec- 
tor General Act of 1978, $15,160,000, of which 
$400,000 shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 


Not to exceed 5 percent of any appropria- 
tion made available for the current fiscal 
year for the National Science Foundation in 
this Act may be transferred between such ap- 
propriations, but no such appropriation shall 
be increased by more than 10 percent by any 
such transfers. Any transfer pursuant to this 
section shall be treated as a reprogramming 
of funds under section 505 of this Act and 
shall not be available for obligation except 
in compliance with the procedures set forth 
in that section. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Science Ap- 
propriations Act, 2016”. 

TITLE IV 
RELATED AGENCIES 
COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Commission 
on Civil Rights, including hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, $9,200,000: Provided, That 
none of the funds appropriated in this para- 
graph shall be used to employ in excess of 
four full-time individuals under Schedule C 
of the Excepted Service exclusive of one spe- 
cial assistant for each Commissioner: Pro- 
vided further, That none of the funds appro- 
priated in this paragraph shall be used to re- 
imburse Commissioners for more than 75 
billable days, with the exception of the 
chairperson, who is permitted 125 billable 
days: Provided further, That none of the funds 
appropriated in this paragraph shall be used 
for any activity or expense that is not ex- 
plicitly authorized by section 3 of the Civil 
Rights Commission Act of 1983 (42 U.S.C. 
1975a). 

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 


SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Equal Em- 
ployment Opportunity Commission as au- 
thorized by title VII of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964, the Age Discrimination in Employ- 
ment Act of 1967, the Equal Pay Act of 1963, 
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, 
section 501 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 
the Civil Rights Act of 1991, the Genetic In- 
formation Non-Discrimination Act (GINA) of 
2008 (Public Law 110-233), the ADA Amend- 
ments Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-325), and 
the Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act of 2009 
(Public Law 111-2), including services as au- 
thorized by section 3109 of title 5, United 
States Code; hire of passenger motor vehi- 
cles as authorized by section 1343(b) of title 
31, United States Code; nonmonetary awards 
to private citizens; and up to $29,500,000 for 
payments to State and local enforcement 
agencies for authorized services to the Com- 
mission, $364,500,000: Provided, That the Com- 
mission is authorized to make available for 
official reception and representation ex- 
penses not to exceed $2,250 from available 
funds: Provided further, That the Chair is au- 
thorized to accept and use any gift or dona- 
tion to carry out the work of the Commis- 
sion. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Inter- 
national Trade Commission, including hire 
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of passenger motor vehicles and services as 
authorized by section 3109 of title 5, United 
States Code, and not to exceed $2,250 for offi- 
cial reception and representation expenses, 
$84,500,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 
PAYMENT TO THE LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION 

For payment to the Legal Services Cor- 
poration to carry out the purposes of the 
Legal Services Corporation Act of 1974, 
$300,000,000, of which $266,900,000 is for basic 
field programs and required independent au- 
dits; $5,100,000 is for the Office of Inspector 
General, of which such amounts as may be 
necessary may be used to conduct additional 
audits of recipients; $19,000,000 is for manage- 
ment and grants oversight; $4,000,000 is for 
client self-help and information technology; 
$4,000,000 is for a Pro Bono Innovation Fund; 
and $1,000,000 is for loan repayment assist- 
ance: Provided, That the Legal Services Cor- 
poration may continue to provide locality 
pay to officers and employees at a rate no 
greater than that provided by the Federal 
Government to Washington, DC-based em- 
ployees as authorized by section 5304 of title 
5, United States Code, notwithstanding sec- 
tion 1005(d) of the Legal Services Corpora- 
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 2996(d)): Provided further, 
That the authorities provided in section 205 
of this Act shall be applicable to the Legal 
Services Corporation: Provided further, That, 
for the purposes of section 505 of this Act, 
the Legal Services Corporation shall be con- 
sidered an agency of the United States Gov- 
ernment. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION 

None of the funds appropriated in this Act 
to the Legal Services Corporation shall be 
expended for any purpose prohibited or lim- 
ited by, or contrary to any of the provisions 
of, sections 501, 502, 503, 504, 505, and 506 of 
Public Law 105-119, and all funds appro- 
priated in this Act to the Legal Services Cor- 
poration shall be subject to the same terms 
and conditions set forth in such sections, ex- 
cept that all references in sections 502 and 
503 to 1997 and 1998 shall be deemed to refer 
instead to 2015 and 2016, respectively. 

MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Marine 
Mammal Commission as authorized by title 
II of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.), $3,340,000. 

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES TRADE 
REPRESENTATIVE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
United States Trade Representative, includ- 
ing the hire of passenger motor vehicles and 
the employment of experts and consultants 
as authorized by section 3109 of title 5, 
United States Code, $54,250,000, of which 
$1,000,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That not to exceed $124,000 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

STATE JUSTICE INSTITUTE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the State Jus- 
tice Institute, as authorized by the State 
Justice Institute Authorization Act of 1984 
(42 U.S.C. 10701 et seq.) $5,121,000, of which 
$500,000 shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017: Provided, That not to exceed 
$2,250 shall be available for official reception 
and representation expenses: Provided fur- 
ther, That, for the purposes of section 505 of 
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this Act, the State Justice Institute shall be 
considered an agency of the United States 
Government. 
TITLE V 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 
(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

SEC. 501. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall be used for publicity 
or propaganda purposes not authorized by 
the Congress. 

SEC. 502. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall remain available for 
obligation beyond the current fiscal year un- 
less expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 503. The expenditure of any appropria- 
tion under this Act for any consulting serv- 
ice through procurement contract, pursuant 
to section 3109 of title 5, United States Code, 
shall be limited to those contracts where 
such expenditures are a matter of public 
record and available for public inspection, 
except where otherwise provided under exist- 
ing law, or under existing Executive order 
issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 504. If any provision of this Act or the 
application of such provision to any person 
or circumstances shall be held invalid, the 
remainder of the Act and the application of 
each provision to persons or circumstances 
other than those as to which it is held in- 
valid shall not be affected thereby. 

SEC. 505. None of the funds provided under 
this Act, or provided under previous appro- 
priations Acts to the agencies funded by this 
Act that remain available for obligation or 
expenditure in fiscal year 2016, or provided 
from any accounts in the Treasury of the 
United States derived by the collection of 
fees available to the agencies funded by this 
Act, shall be available for obligation or ex- 
penditure through a reprogramming of funds 
that: (1) creates or initiates a new program, 
project or activity; (2) eliminates a program, 
project or activity; (3) increases funds or per- 
sonnel by any means for any project or ac- 
tivity for which funds have been denied or 
restricted; (4) relocates an office or employ- 
ees; (5) reorganizes or renames offices, pro- 
grams or activities; (6) contracts out or 
privatizes any functions or activities pres- 
ently performed by Federal employees; (7) 
augments existing programs, projects or ac- 
tivities in excess of $500,000 or 10 percent, 
whichever is less, or reduces by 10 percent 
funding for any program, project or activity, 
or numbers of personnel by 10 percent; or (8) 
results from any general savings, including 
savings from a reduction in personnel, which 
would result in a change in existing pro- 
grams, projects or activities as approved by 
Congress; unless the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations are notified 15 
days in advance of such reprogramming of 
funds by agencies (excluding agencies of the 
Department of Justice) funded by this Act 
and 45 days in advance of such reprogram- 
ming of funds by agencies of the Department 
of Justice funded by this Act. 

SEC. 506. (a) If it has been finally deter- 
mined by a court or Federal agency that any 
person intentionally affixed a label bearing a 
“Made in America” inscription, or any in- 
scription with the same meaning, to any 
product sold in or shipped to the United 
States that is not made in the United States, 
the person shall be ineligible to receive any 
contract or subcontract made with funds 
made available in this Act, pursuant to the 
debarment, suspension, and ineligibility pro- 
cedures described in sections 9.400 through 
9.409 of title 48, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(b)(1) To the extent practicable, with re- 
spect to authorized purchases of promotional 
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items, funds made available by this Act shall 
be used to purchase items that are manufac- 
tured, produced, or assembled in the United 
States, its territories or possessions. 

(2) The term “promotional items” has the 
meaning given the term in OMB Circular A- 
87, Attachment B, Item (1)(f)(3). 

SEC. 507. (a) The Departments of Commerce 
and Justice, the National Science Founda- 
tion, and the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration shall provide to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate a quar- 
terly report on the status of balances of ap- 
propriations at the account level. For unob- 
ligated, uncommitted balances and unobli- 
gated, committed balances the quarterly re- 
ports shall separately identify the amounts 
attributable to each source year of appro- 
priation from which the balances were de- 
rived. For balances that are obligated, but 
unexpended, the quarterly reports shall sepa- 
rately identify amounts by the year of obli- 
gation. 

(b) The report described in subsection (a) 
shall be submitted within 30 days of the end 
of each quarter. 

(c) If a department or agency is unable to 
fulfill any aspect of a reporting requirement 
described in subsection (a) due to a limita- 
tion of a current accounting system, the de- 
partment or agency shall fulfill such aspect 
to the maximum extent practicable under 
such accounting system and shall identify 
and describe in each quarterly report the ex- 
tent to which such aspect is not fulfilled. 

SEC. 508. Any costs incurred by a depart- 
ment or agency funded under this Act result- 
ing from, or to prevent, personnel actions 
taken in response to funding reductions in- 
cluded in this Act shall be absorbed within 
the total budgetary resources available to 
such department or agency: Provided, That 
the authority to transfer funds between ap- 
propriations accounts as may be necessary 
to carry out this section is provided in addi- 
tion to authorities included elsewhere in this 
Act: Provided further, That use of funds to 
carry out this section shall be treated as a 
reprogramming of funds under section 505 of 
this Act and shall not be available for obliga- 
tion or expenditure except in compliance 
with the procedures set forth in that section: 
Provided further, That for the Department of 
Commerce, this section shall also apply to 
actions taken for the care and protection of 
loan collateral or grant property. 

SEC. 509. None of the funds provided by this 
Act shall be available to promote the sale or 
export of tobacco or tobacco products, or to 
seek the reduction or removal by any foreign 
country of restrictions on the marketing of 
tobacco or tobacco products, except for re- 
strictions which are not applied equally to 
all tobacco or tobacco products of the same 
type. 

SEC. 510. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to pay the salaries 
and expenses of personnel of the Department 
of Justice to obligate more than $2,705,164,000 
during fiscal year 2016 from the fund estab- 
lished by section 1402 of Public Law 98-473 (42 
U.S.C. 10601). 

SEC. 511. None of the funds made available 
to the Department of Justice in this Act 
may be used to discriminate against or deni- 
grate the religious or moral beliefs of stu- 
dents who participate in programs for which 
financial assistance is provided from those 
funds, or of the parents or legal guardians of 
such students. 

SEC. 512. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart- 
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
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United States Government, except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in, this Act or any other appropria- 
tions Act. 

SEC. 513. Any funds provided in this Act 
used to implement E-Government Initiatives 
shall be subject to the procedures set forth 
in section 505 of this Act. 

SEC. 514. (a) The Inspectors General of the 
Department of Commerce, the Department 
of Justice, the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, the National Science 
Foundation, and the Legal Services Corpora- 
tion shall conduct audits, pursuant to the In- 
spector General Act (5 U.S.C. App.), of grants 
or contracts for which funds are appro- 
priated by this Act, and shall submit reports 
to Congress on the progress of such audits, 
which may include preliminary findings and 
a description of areas of particular interest, 
within 180 days after initiating such an audit 
and every 180 days thereafter until any such 
audit is completed. 

(b) Within 60 days after the date on which 
an audit described in subsection (a) by an In- 
spector General is completed, the Secretary, 
Attorney General, Administrator, Director, 
or President, as appropriate, shall make the 
results of the audit available to the public on 
the Internet website maintained by the De- 
partment, Administration, Foundation, or 
Corporation, respectively. The results shall 
be made available in redacted form to ex- 
clude— 

(1) any matter described in section 552(b) of 
title 5, United States Code; and 

(2) sensitive personal information for any 
individual, the public access to which could 
be used to commit identity theft or for other 
inappropriate or unlawful purposes. 

(c) Any person awarded a grant or contract 
funded by amounts appropriated by this Act 
shall submit a statement to the Secretary of 
Commerce, the Attorney General, the Ad- 
ministrator, Director, or President, as appro- 
priate, certifying that no funds derived from 
the grant or contract will be made available 
through a subcontract or in any other man- 
ner to another person who has a financial in- 
terest in the person awarded the grant or 
contract. 

(d) The provisions of the preceding sub- 
sections of this section shall take effect 30 
days after the date on which the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget, in 
consultation with the Director of the Office 
of Government Ethics, determines that a 
uniform set of rules and requirements, sub- 
stantially similar to the requirements in 
such subsections, consistently apply under 
the executive branch ethics program to all 
Federal departments, agencies, and entities. 

SEC. 515. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available under this Act 
may be used by the Departments of Com- 
merce and Justice, the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, or the National 
Science Foundation to acquire or renew a 
high-impact or moderate-impact information 
system, as defined for security categoriza- 
tion in the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology’s (NIST) Federal Informa- 
tion Processing Standard Publication 199, 
“Standards for Security Categorization of 
Federal Information and Information Sys- 
tems” unless the agency has— 

(1) reviewed the supply chain risk for the 
information systems against criteria devel- 
oped by NIST and the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation (FBI) to inform acquisition deci- 
sions for high-impact and moderate-impact 
information systems within the Federal Gov- 
ernment; 

(2) reviewed the supply chain risk from the 
presumptive awardee against available and 
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relevant threat information provided by the 
FBI and other appropriate agencies; and 

(3) in consultation with the FBI or other 
appropriate Federal entity, conducted an as- 
sessment of any risk of cyber-espionage or 
sabotage associated with the acquisition of 
such system, including any risk associated 
with such system being produced, manufac- 
tured, or assembled by one or more entities 
identified by the United States Government 
as posing a cyber threat, including but not 
limited to, those that may be owned, di- 
rected, or subsidized by the People’s Repub- 
lic of China. 

(b) None of the funds appropriated or oth- 
erwise made available under this Act may be 
used to acquire a high-impact or moderate- 
impact information system reviewed and as- 
sessed under subsection (a) unless the head 
of the assessing entity described in sub- 
section (a) has— 

(1) developed, in consultation with NIST, 
the FBI and supply chain risk management 
experts, a mitigation strategy for any identi- 
fied risks; 

(2) determined, in consultation with NIST 
and the FBI, that the acquisition of such sys- 
tem is in the national interest of the United 
States; and 

(3) reported that determination to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate and the 
agency Inspector General. 

SEC. 516. None of the funds made available 
in this Act shall be used in any way whatso- 
ever to support or justify the use of torture 
by any official or contract employee of the 
United States Government. 

SEC. 517. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law or treaty, in fiscal year 2016 
and each fiscal year thereafter, none of the 
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail- 
able under this Act or any other Act may be 
expended or obligated by a department, 
agency, or instrumentality of the United 
States to pay administrative expenses or to 
compensate an officer or employee of the 
United States in connection with requiring 
an export license for the export to Canada of 
components, parts, accessories or attach- 
ments for firearms listed in Category I, sec- 
tion 121.1 of title 22, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions (International Trafficking in Arms 
Regulations (ITAR), part 121, as it existed on 
April 1, 2005) with a total value not exceed- 
ing $500 wholesale in any transaction, pro- 
vided that the conditions of subsection (b) of 
this section are met by the exporting party 
for such articles. 

(b) The foregoing exemption from obtain- 
ing an export license— 

(1) does not exempt an exporter from filing 
any Shipper’s Export Declaration or notifi- 
cation letter required by law, or from being 
otherwise eligible under the laws of the 
United States to possess, ship, transport, or 
export the articles enumerated in subsection 
(a); and 

(2) does not permit the export without a li- 
cense of— 

(A) fully automatic firearms and compo- 
nents and parts for such firearms, other than 
for end use by the Federal Government, or a 
Provincial or Municipal Government of Can- 
ada; 

(B) barrels, cylinders, receivers (frames) or 
complete breech mechanisms for any firearm 
listed in Category I, other than for end use 
by the Federal Government, or a Provincial 
or Municipal Government of Canada; or 

(C) articles for export from Canada to an- 
other foreign destination. 

(c) In accordance with this section, the 
District Directors of Customs and post- 
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masters shall permit the permanent or tem- 
porary export without a license of any un- 
classified articles specified in subsection (a) 
to Canada for end use in Canada or return to 
the United States, or temporary import of 
Canadian-origin items from Canada for end 
use in the United States or return to Canada 
for a Canadian citizen. 

(d) The President may require export li- 
censes under this section on a temporary 
basis if the President determines, upon pub- 
lication first in the Federal Register, that 
the Government of Canada has implemented 
or maintained inadequate import controls 
for the articles specified in subsection (a), 
such that a significant diversion of such arti- 
cles has and continues to take place for use 
in international terrorism or in the esca- 
lation of a conflict in another nation. The 
President shall terminate the requirements 
of a license when reasons for the temporary 
requirements have ceased. 

SEC. 518. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, in fiscal year 2016 and each fiscal 
year thereafter, no department, agency, or 
instrumentality of the United States receiv- 
ing appropriated funds under this Act or any 
other Act shall obligate or expend in any 
way such funds to pay administrative ex- 
penses or the compensation of any officer or 
employee of the United States to deny any 
application submitted pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2778(b)(1)(B) and qualified pursuant to 27 CFR 
section 478.112 or .118, for a permit to import 
United States origin ‘‘curios or relics” fire- 
arms, parts, or ammunition. 

SEC. 519. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to include in any 
new bilateral or multilateral trade agree- 
ment the text of— 

(1) paragraph 2 of article 16.7 of the United 
States-Singapore Free Trade Agreement; 

(2) paragraph 4 of article 17.9 of the United 
States-Australia Free Trade Agreement; or 

(3) paragraph 4 of article 15.9 of the United 
States-Morocco Free Trade Agreement. 

SEC. 520. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to authorize or issue 
a national security letter in contravention of 
any of the following laws authorizing the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation to issue na- 
tional security letters: The Right to Finan- 
cial Privacy Act; The Electronic Commu- 
nications Privacy Act; The Fair Credit Re- 
porting Act; The National Security Act of 
1947; USA PATRIOT Act; and the laws 
amended by these Acts. 

SEC. 521. If at any time during any quarter, 
the program manager of a project within the 
jurisdiction of the Departments of Com- 
merce or Justice, the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, or the National 
Science Foundation totaling more than 
$75,000,000 has reasonable cause to believe 
that the total program cost has increased by 
10 percent or more, the program manager 
shall immediately inform the respective Sec- 
retary, Administrator, or Director. The Sec- 
retary, Administrator, or Director shall no- 
tify the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations within 30 days in writing of 
such increase, and shall include in such no- 
tice: the date on which such determination 
was made; a statement of the reasons for 
such increases; the action taken and pro- 
posed to be taken to control future cost 
growth of the project; changes made in the 
performance or schedule milestones and the 
degree to which such changes have contrib- 
uted to the increase in total program costs 
or procurement costs; new estimates of the 
total project or procurement costs; and a 
statement validating that the project’s man- 
agement structure is adequate to control 
total project or procurement costs. 
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SEC. 522. Funds appropriated by this Act, 
or made available by the transfer of funds in 
this Act, for intelligence or intelligence re- 
lated activities are deemed to be specifically 
authorized by the Congress for purposes of 
section 504 of the National Security Act of 
1947 (50 U.S.C. 414) during fiscal year 2016 
until the enactment of the Intelligence Au- 
thorization Act for fiscal year 2016. 

SEC. 523. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act may be 
used to enter into a contract in an amount 
greater than $5,000,000 or to award a grant in 
excess of such amount unless the prospective 
contractor or grantee certifies in writing to 
the agency awarding the contract or grant 
that, to the best of its knowledge and belief, 
the contractor or grantee has filed all Fed- 
eral tax returns required during the three 
years preceding the certification, has not 
been convicted of a criminal offense under 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, and has 
not, more than 90 days prior to certification, 
been notified of any unpaid Federal tax as- 
sessment for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied, unless the assessment is the sub- 
ject of an installment agreement or offer in 
compromise that has been approved by the 
Internal Revenue Service and is not in de- 
fault, or the assessment is the subject of a 
non-frivolous administrative or judicial pro- 
ceeding. 

(RESCISSIONS) 

SEC. 524. (a) Of the unobligated balances 
from prior year appropriations available to 
the Department of Commerce's National 
Technical Information Service, $10,000,000 
are rescinded. 

(b) Of the unobligated balances available 
to the Department of Justice, the following 
funds are hereby rescinded, not later than 
September 30, 2016, from the following ac- 
counts in the specified amounts— 

(1) “Working Capital Fund”, $100,000,000; 

(2) “United States Marshals Service, Fed- 
eral Prisoner Detention”, $69,500,000; 

(3) “Federal Bureau of Investigation, Sala- 
ries and Expenses”, $120,000,000 from fines 
collected to defray expenses for the automa- 
tion of fingerprint identification and crimi- 
nal justice information services and associ- 
ated costs; 

(4) “State and Local Law Enforcement Ac- 
tivities, Office on Violence Against Women, 
Violence Against Women Prevention and 
Prosecution Programs”, $15,000,000; 

(5) “State and Local Law Enforcement Ac- 
tivities, Office of Justice Programs”, 
$40,000,000; and 

(6) “State and Local Law Enforcement Ac- 
tivities, Community Oriented Policing Serv- 
ices””, $20,000,000. 

(c) The Department of Justice shall submit 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a 
report no later than September 1, 2016, speci- 
fying the amount of each rescission made 
pursuant to subsection (b). 

SEC. 525. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to purchase first 
class or premium airline travel in contraven- 
tion of sections 301-10.122 through 301-10.124 
of title 41 of the Code of Federal Regulations. 

SEC. 526. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to send or otherwise 
pay for the attendance of more than 50 em- 
ployees from a Federal department or agen- 
cy at any single conference occurring outside 
the United States unless such conference is a 
law enforcement training or operational con- 
ference for law enforcement personnel and 
the majority of Federal employees in attend- 
ance are law enforcement personnel sta- 
tioned outside the United States. 
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SEC. 527. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available in this or any 
other Act may be used to transfer, release, 
or assist in the transfer or release to or with- 
in the United States, its territories, or pos- 
sessions Khalid Sheikh Mohammed or any 
other detainee who— 

(1) is not a United States citizen or a mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(2) is or was held on or after June 24, 2009, 
at the United States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba, by the Department of De- 
fense. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike section 527. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New York and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
two amendments. The first strikes sec- 
tion 527; the second strikes section 528. 
I had to put them in as two separate 
amendments because only one amend- 
ment pends at a time, but they are 
really together. 

Sections 527 and 528, which my 
amendment would strike, restricts the 
President’s authority to move Guanta- 
namo Bay detainees to the United 
States for trial. 

Mr. Chairman, simply put, it is time 
to punish Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, 
the mastermind of the 9/11 attacks. In 
GTMO, he has not been tried, con- 
victed, or punished. Meanwhile, Fed- 
eral courts have tried, convicted, and 
punished more than 400 terrorists. 
None of them have ever escaped from a 
U.S. prison. No prison where they are 
located has ever been subjected to an 
attack. 

The only thing my friends who are 
opposed to closing Guantanamo have 
on their side is fear. Fear, Mr. Chair- 
man. As they argue against this 
amendment, they will try to tell us 
that these men are dangerous and 
scary, that these men can harm us, 
that these men are the worst of the 
worst—and some may be—but these 
men are already in our custody. 

Like so many murderers and terror- 
ists already in prison, they have no 
power over us. They have been shut off 
from the outside world for more than a 
decade. 

If there are terrible people in Guan- 
tanamo—and I am not denying that 
there are—then it is time for them to 
face the consequences of their actions 
in a U.S. court. And that is the rub. 
The terrorists that have been pros- 
ecuted and sentenced had their day in 
court and were found guilty. 

U.S. Federal courts have successfully 
tried and convicted criminals and ter- 
rorists during times of war and peace 
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for hundreds of years, all while respect- 
ing the rights of due process that our 
Constitution demands. 

This leads me to believe that some of 
my colleagues do not believe in the 
American system of justice. They do 
not trust our American courts to do 
justice. I do not understand why. 

Through the centuries, our legal sys- 
tem has kept America safe by putting 
away dangerous individuals while pro- 
tecting those who were innocent of the 
government’s charges against them. 
That is the beauty of our system that 
has made it the envy of the world. 

The principles underpinning the sys- 
tem, the right to due process and to a 
fair trial, are built into our Constitu- 
tion and are part of our most basic val- 
ues. But in order for the system to 
work, you actually need to get your 
day in court. 

Without our amendment, this bill 
guarantees that we will continue hold- 
ing people indefinitely at Guantanamo 
Bay. 

Even though we suspect that we are 
holding people who are terrorists, some 
of whom probably are, in fact, terror- 
ists, none of this has been proven in a 
court of law. Without this amendment, 
we will continue to hold them indefi- 
nitely without charge, contrary to 
every tradition this country stands for, 
contrary to any notion of due process. 

The founding principles of the United 
States, that no person may be deprived 
of liberty without due process of law 
and certainly may not be deprived of 
liberty indefinitely without due proc- 
ess of law, demands that we close the 
detention facility at Guantanamo. 

We must close this facility, try these 
people, condemn the guilty, place them 
in supermax facilities, release the in- 
nocent, if there are any; and restore 
our national honor. I urge the support 
of this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to this 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to make sure everyone in the 
House understands that what the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER) is 
attempting to do is to give constitu- 
tional rights to foreign nationals cap- 
tured on battlefields overseas who are 
being held in Guantanamo Bay. Never 
before in American history have we 
ever given foreign nationals—enemy 
combatants captured overseas on a bat- 
tlefield—constitutional rights, the 
most precious rights we have, that 
were fought for, bled for, died for by 
our forefathers on so many battlefields 
all over the world to preserve these 
precious rights reserved for the people 
of the United States of America. Mr. 
NADLER wants to extend the protec- 
tions of this Constitution to the killers 
and the psychopaths who have killed so 
many Americans overseas. 
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I could not disagree more strenu- 
ously. I know the House disagrees 
strenuously. We have voted on this re- 
peatedly. And the House and the Con- 
gress have repeatedly affirmed this 
language, which says very clearly, 
“none of the funds appropriated’’—this 
is the language Mr. NADLER seeks to 
strike: 

“None of the funds appropriated... 
in this or any other Act may be used to 
transfer, release, or assist in the trans- 
fer or release to or within the United 
States ... Khalid Sheikh Mohammed 
or any other detainee who is not a 
United States citizen or a member of 
the Armed Forces ... and is or was 
held on or after June 24, 2009 ... at 
Guantanamo Bay.” 

During World War II, a group of Nazi 
saboteurs who landed on beaches in 
Long Island and in Florida were cap- 
tured fairly rapidly by local police offi- 
cers and local militia and were handed 
over to the U.S. military. Franklin 
Roosevelt did the right thing, and they 
immediately held these Nazis as mili- 
tary detainees. They were accorded a 
trial under the Code of Military Justice 
and executed, as they should have 
been, I think within about 60 days. 

This is not really an issue with the 
American people, who I hope, Mr. 
Chairman, are out watching tonight 
because there could not be a more dra- 
matic contrast between the majority in 
the House that is representing the will 
of the Nation in seeing that our laws 
are enforced and the enemies of the 
United States are hunted down wher- 
ever they may hide. 

I had a constituent tell me Hamas 
stands for “hiding among mosques and 
schools.” Wherever these people may 
hide—they hide behind women and 
children. They will not face our sol- 
diers on the battlefield. When we have 
met them on the battlefield, we have 
defeated them decisively. 

Where the men and women of the 
United States military find these peo- 
ple and hunt them down and kill them 
or capture them—if we have captured 
them and they have information that 
could save American lives, we bring 
them to Guantanamo Bay, and we have 
saved countless lives by holding them 
there. 

We, in this appropriations bill, make 
clear that we will not give these kill- 
ers, these cowards, these terrorists, 
these foreign fighters on foreign battle- 
fields the precious rights reserved for 
the people of the United States by this 
Constitution. And it is that simple. 

If you want to give terrorists, foreign 
fighters on foreign battlefields con- 
stitutional rights, you should vote 
with the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. NADLER). 

Vote against Mr. NADLER’s amend- 
ment if you believe that the rights 
guaranteed by this Constitution are re- 
served for the people of the United 
States and that if you are an enemy 
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combatant, a foreign national fighting 
the United States, you are going to be 
dealt with severely and accorded the 
Code of Military Justice, as it should 
be. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. How much time do I 
have remaining, Mr. Chairman? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York has 90 seconds remain- 
ing. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

First of all, almost everything the 
gentleman just said is not apropos and 
is wrong. 

The Supreme Court of the United 
States has ruled that the people at 
Guantanamo have exactly the same 
constitutional rights—no more and no 
less—than they would have if brought 
to the United States. So it has nothing 
to do with giving constitutional rights 
to foreign nationals. 

Second of all, some of these people 
were, indeed, captured on foreign bat- 
tlefields; some were not. 

Third of all, maybe they should be 
tried by military tribunals. But they 
have been held for 11, 12, 14, 15 years. 
We can’t manage to try them by for- 
eign tribunals. Put them in a Federal 
court. Try them. Convict them. 
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Put them in a Federal court, try 
them, and convict them. If you want to 
put them in a military tribunal, you 
can do that, fine. We haven’t managed 
to. But the fact is, by staying in Guan- 
tanamo, they don’t have any less, 
fewer, or more constitutional rights 
than are here. Anyone within the juris- 
diction of the United States, according 
to the Supreme Court, has constitu- 
tional rights. We must treat them with 
due process. All this amendment says 
is treat them the way the Supreme 
Court has said we should: try them, 
condemn them, or find them innocent, 
as the case may be. Some may be inno- 
cent. Many of them are not. Some may 
be. We should follow our traditions. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the adoption of 
this amendment so that we can apply 
American concepts of justice as the Su- 
preme Court has said we must. 

We can try them by military tribunal 
in Guantanamo or in the United 
States. We can try them in Federal 
Court. Military tribunals haven't 
worked. We haven’t been able to make 
them work. Federal courts have 
worked. We should condemn the guilty 
and release the innocent, if there are 
any. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes 

Mr. FATTAH. It was not long after 9/ 
11 that we held a conversation here in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Washington, and the former Speaker 
was on a panel over in Rayburn, I 
think. We were discussing this, and he 
said, well, this is the situation that we 
find ourselves in after these attacks. 
And I asked Speaker Gingrich at the 
time, former Speaker, this notion of us 
being a nation of laws, what did that 
mean now. Because under former Presi- 
dent Bush, the original President Bush, 
he had complained about the Chinese 
holding people without trial. We had 
issued a formal complaint that the Chi- 
nese were holding people without trial, 
using secret evidence and so forth and 
so on, and what did this mean now in 
the context of our own country’s con- 
duct. Speaker Gingrich said that, well, 
he wasn’t really sure because we are at 
a difficult moment. 

So now we are here. We have had two 
Presidents who tried to close Guanta- 
namo. President Bush who opened it, 
and his second administration wanted 
to end it, and then we had two Presi- 
dential elections in which the country 
voted for Barack Obama, who said he 
wanted to close this facility. We have a 
congressional majority that is not 
going to do it, that is going to put 
every impediment in the way of doing 
it. 

We have our national security enter- 
prise that says that this is used as a re- 
cruitment tool against our interests, 
that this is working against the secu- 
rity of the United States. And, more 
important than perhaps even that is, I 
am sure, gnaws at our ideals as Ameri- 
cans that you would take someone, 
hold them, never try them, never 
produce any evidence in a tribunal of 
any type, military or civilian, and say 
that you are going to do it in per- 
petuity, that this is not the great Na- 
tion that our ideal speaks to. This is 
the act of something less than what we 
should be doing as a great country. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that it is not 
popular and Mr. NADLER’s amendment 
is not going to probably enjoy majority 
support, but at the end of the day, we 
can’t just ask what is popular or what 
is politic. At some point, we have to 
ask ourselves what is the right thing. 
If we can complain about China holding 
people without charge, with secret evi- 
dence and no trial and no access to 
lawyers, then we have to think about 
looking in the mirror and think about 
what we have allowed other people’s 
actions to turn our country into in this 
circumstance. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
the Nadler amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Let me, if I could, Mr. Chairman, 
point out that President Obama has al- 
ready said he wants to close Guanta- 
namo Bay and bring these people into 
the United States. The 19th terrorist 
was captured in the United States, and 
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therefore he was entitled to constitu- 
tional protection because he was in the 
United States. 

But the only thing standing between 
Barack Obama giving these terrorists 
and killers constitutional rights is this 
language in this appropriations bill 
which says none of the money in the 
United States can be used to transfer 
these killers into the United States. As 
soon as they touch our soil, they will 
be given constitutional rights. And 
that is exactly what Mr. NADLER wants 
to do with his amendment is give these 
precious constitutional rights to these 
killers and these cowards that have 
been captured on foreign battlefields, 
these foreign nationals who have never 
been afforded the protection of the 
United States Constitution, which is 
reserved for the people of the United 
States. 

They deserve what they have got. 
They are lucky to be alive. They are 
lucky to be in Guantanamo Bay. And I 
urge Members to vote against this 
amendment to ensure that these people 
are given what they deserve, and that 
is, whether it be life in prison or what- 
ever lies ahead of them, that they will 
never again threaten the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge Members to 
vote “no,” against Mr. NADLER’sS 
amendment, to ensure that constitu- 
tional protections are only afforded to 
the people of the United States or 
those persons who are actually within 
our boundaries when they are captured 
or they commit a crime. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 528. (a) None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available in this or any 
other Act may be used to construct, acquire, 
or modify any facility in the United States, 
its territories, or possessions to house any 
individual described in subsection (c) for the 
purposes of detention or imprisonment in the 
custody or under the effective control of the 
Department of Defense. 

(b) The prohibition in subsection (a) shall 
not apply to any modification of facilities at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. 

(c) An individual described in this sub- 
section is any individual who, as of June 24, 
2009, is located at United States Naval Sta- 
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and who— 

(1) is not a citizen of the United States or 
a member of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(2) is— 
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(A) in the custody or under the effective 
control of the Department of Defense; or 

(B) otherwise under detention at United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment to strike section 528. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike section 528. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New York and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, this is 
really a continuation of our colloquy 
from the last amendment since they 
both seek to do the same thing. Let me 
just say a couple of things. 

Again, the United States Supreme 
Court has ruled that people in Guanta- 
namo Bay have the same constitu- 
tional rights as people in Florida, New 
York, or Washington, so I do not seek 
to give people in Guantanamo Bay con- 
stitutional rights they do not already 
have. They have the constitutional 
rights. That was the Supreme Court de- 
cision, I think, in 2009 I think the deci- 
sion was. They have the constitutional 
rights. Anyone under the jurisdiction 
and effective control of the United 
States has the constitutional rights, so 
that is not really in question. 

What is really in question is: Are we 
going to honor our obligations? Now, 
the gentleman says that some of these 
people are terrible people, that they 
are murderers. Some of them may be, 
and some of them are, but some of 
them may not be. They have not been 
tried. They ought to be tried. 

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
said, we have criticized the Chinese 
communists, and we have criticized 
many other nations for holding people 
in jail indefinitely, for not trying them 
and for not giving them any kind of 
due process. These people, like any 
other human beings, deserve some due 
process. 

Some of them, I am sure, have been 
terrorists. They ought to be condemned 
and put in jail forever. Some of them 
may not be. And some of them were 
captured on foreign battlefields and 
some were not. Some of them were sim- 
ply victims of the Hatfields and the 
McCoys’ feud between two tribes or 
clans in Afghanistan or wherever, and 
one clan said: Gee, the Americans are 
paying a $5,000 bounty, so why don’t we 
tip them off to our enemy and tell 
them that they are a terrorist. Some of 
them were victims of that. 

The facts ought to come out. Some 
due process ought to be given. No one 
ought to be held in jail for life without 
a trial, without a hearing, and without 
some due process. That is what we 
stand for. And simply saying that 
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Americans deserve due process but 
other people do not, A, it is wrong. 
Other people do not have constitu- 
tional rights, but if they are in the 
United States, they do. If they are in 
Guantanamo, they have constitutional 
rights. The Supreme Court has already 
said that. 

So the question here is: Are we going 
to bring them to a facility in the 
United States, a supermax facility? No 
one has escaped from them. It is cheap- 
er. It saves the taxpayers a lot of 
money. Give them a military tribunal 
or a Federal trial and do what is right. 
That is what is at stake here. 

I will say one other thing. Our mili- 
tary has told us time and time again 
that the stain of Guantanamo, besides 
being a stain on our honor, is one of 
the greatest recruiting tools the ter- 
rorists have. They point to Guanta- 
namo. They say: Look at those Amer- 
ican hypocrites. They are persecuting 
Muslims. They are persecuting non- 
Americans. 

Well, they have a point. And other 
people think they have a point, and 
they get angry. They get radicalized, 
and they become terrorists against us. 

So why not, for the 120-odd people 
who are still at Guantanamo, the ma- 
jority of whom have been judged not to 
pose a threat to this country by our 
own military authorities, do the right 
thing? Give them a trial. Throw them 
in jail for whatever lengthy period of 
time is indicated if they are guilty. 
And if they are not, then they ought to 
be released if they are not guilty of a 
crime, if they haven’t been terrorists. 
We have to have some evidence. We 
can’t simply point to someone and say, 
“He is guilty of a crime. He is a ter- 
rorist,’’ without some evidence to that 
fact. That is our tradition. Mr. Chair- 
man, that is what this amendment 
calls for. 

I urge the adoption of the amend- 
ment, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, let 
me point out to all the Members of the 
House and those listening here this 
evening that the section Mr. NADLER 
attempts to strike is the only thing 
standing between President Barack 
Obama and his attempt to close Guan- 
tanamo Bay and transfer all these kill- 
ers, these cowards, and these foreign 
nationals captured on the foreign bat- 
tlefields either attempting to or having 
already killed American soldiers. This 
language that Mr. NADLER is attempt- 
ing to strike prohibits, says: 

None of the funds appropriated by 
this or any other act may be used to 
construct or acquire or modify any fa- 
cility in the United States to house 
any individual transferred into the 
United States from Guantanamo Bay. 
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So, Mr. Chairman, we have got two 
provisions in this bill: no money to 
transfer anybody from Guantanamo 
into the United States—and that 
amendment, which will be a record 
vote, will be decisively defeated by the 
House in a minute—and then this 
amendment which Mr. NADLER is offer- 
ing. We have put language in this bill 
for the last several years to make sure 
that President Obama cannot use Fed- 
eral hard-earned taxpayer dollars to 
build a prison facility or modify it to 
house anybody transferred from Guan- 
tanamo. 

Now, this is very clear-cut. This is 
very simple. Obviously anybody held, if 
you are in a military tribunal, you get 
due process. That is not the issue. 
What Mr. NADLER is attempting to do 
with this amendment, again, is to give 
constitutional rights to foreign nation- 
als captured on foreign battlefields en- 
gaged, and we are still at war with 
these people. We are still at war. And 
Mr. NADLER is attempting to extend 
constitutional protections fought for 
and died for by our ancestors to enemy 
combatants captured on foreign battle- 
fields—never been done, absolutely un- 
precedented, and, frankly, unbeliev- 
able. I cannot even imagine the cost, 
the sacrifice, the burden on American 
taxpayers, the threat to American safe- 
ty, for what? 

So these foreign nationals, these psy- 
chopathic killers in ISIL are going to 
respect us and like us because we give 
them a trial and gave them constitu- 
tional protection? Yeah, that is going 
to happen. 

Mr. Chairman, we are at war with a 
medieval mindset that is determined to 
destroy our way of life and our liberty. 
They are hostile to everything that our 
Founding Fathers fought for. These 
people would destroy this Constitution 
that we have had for over 200 years, 
worked so hard to preserve and protect. 

I cannot think of anything more de- 
structive or damaging to the morale of 
our troops, to the morale of our Na- 
tion, and to all of those families who 
lost loved ones in the war on terror 
than to bring in these killers and cow- 
ards in the United States and grant 
them the protections guaranteed to 
American citizens in the United States 
Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge Members to op- 
pose this amendment, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, even the Nazis 
who came ashore on Long Island that 
the gentleman referred to before were 
tried in the military tribunal. They 
weren’t simply thrown in jail and held 
forever. They were tried in a military 
tribunal, condemned, and then sen- 
tenced to death. 

All this amendment says is we should 
do the same thing, that people who are 
in the custody and the jurisdiction of 


June 2, 2015 


the United States already have con- 
stitutional rights. We are not giving 
them constitutional rights. The Su- 
preme Court already said they have 
them. We are saying they should get a 
military tribunal or a civilian trial, 
whichever is chosen. This amendment 
doesn’t deal with that. And they should 
be condemned or not. 

One more thing. The gentleman 
keeps saying that these people were en- 
emies of the United States captured on 
the foreign battlefield. Some were and 
some were not. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will 
tleman yield? 

Mr. NADLER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, Mr. 
NADLER, because the section we are 
dealing with is a prohibition against 
building a prison facility in the United 
States to house these people. So that is 
what the debate needs to be about. 
What you are attempting to strike isa 
prohibition against using our tax- 
payers’ hard-earned dollars to build a 
prison to house these killers. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. NADLER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, this is 
an appropriations bill. I just want ev- 
erybody to know it is $2 million per in- 
mate at Guantanamo. It is a premium 
facility, $2 million per inmate. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
question before the House is whether or 
not our taxpayers’ hard-earned dollars 
are going to be used to build a prison 
facility in the United States to house 
the terrorists and killers and cowards 
held in Guantanamo Bay. That is the 
question before us. 

Mr. NADLER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. NADLER. Does the gentleman 
not know what has been testified to re- 
peatedly, that it will be a lot cheaper 
for the taxpayers’ money to hold them 
in the United States than in Guanta- 
namo? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, that may be 
your opinion, sir, but we will not, and 
will not ever, afford constitutional 
rights or house foreign fighters cap- 
tured on a foreign battlefield who have 
been killing the men and women of the 
Armed Forces of the United States on 
a foreign battlefield, we are never 
going to house them in a prison in the 
United States. We are never going to 
give them constitutional rights. Those 
rights are reserved to the people of the 
United States and the people who com- 
mit crimes within the boundaries of 
the United States. 

The 19th terrorist, who didn’t quite 
make it that day, was captured in the 
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United States, and he was given a trial, 
as he should be. The Constitution ex- 
tends protections to persons within the 
United States. These people, again, 
whom we are at war with have never 
been afforded constitutional protec- 
tions. And you are right, the Nazis cap- 
tured in Long Island and in Florida 
were given due process in a military 
tribunal, as these individuals have been 
given due process in military tribunals 
at Guantanamo Bay. That is the way it 
always has been and always should be. 

And certainly the Members of this 
House have voted repeatedly in the 
past, and I am confident they will vote 
again tonight to defeat this amend- 
ment to reaffirm that these precious 
rights in the United States Constitu- 
tion are reserved for the people of the 
United States and will never be ex- 
tended to enemy foreign fighters, par- 
ticularly these cowards who have been 
waging war against women and chil- 
dren and won’t come out and fight our 
men and women on the battlefield in 
open combat. 

This language in this bill is the only 
thing standing between President 
Barack Obama in his attempt to close 
Guantanamo Bay and move these peo- 
ple into prison facilities in the United 
States. So I urge Members to vote 
against Mr. NADLER’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word and enter 
into a colloquy with the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BABIN) and the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. POSEY). 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield initially to my friend, Mr. BABIN, 
and then will yield to Mr. POSEY. 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
seeking an increase of funding for the 


Commercial Crew Program in our 
Science budget. 
For the past several years, the 


United States taxpayers have been pay- 
ing over $70 million a person to launch 
our astronauts to the International 
Space Station on Russian vehicles from 
Russian soil. We must end this reliance 
on the Russians as quickly as possible. 
We must set priorities within the 
NASA budget to make sure that the 
American astronauts are launched 
from American soil on American vehi- 
cles sooner rather than later. 

When it comes to spending within 
our NASA budget, it is important that 
we set a precedent of what we think is 
the most important thing to do. NASA 
is the only U.S. Government agency 
that has human spaceflight as its mis- 
sion. If NASA doesn’t do it, then it 
simply is not going to be done. 

This investment in Commercial 
Crew, which is managed out of Johnson 
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Space Center in the 36th congressional 
District, would aid the development of 
U.S. human spaceflight capabilities 
and lay the foundation for future com- 
mercial transportation and end our de- 
pendence on the Russians. 

I look forward to working with you, 
Mr. Chairman, to ensure that we give 
this program the funding necessary to 
end our reliance on the Russians. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thank you, Mr. 
BABIN. I want to assure you that as we 
work through this process in con- 
ference and the additional funding be- 
comes available—and I do expect that 
as we move forward, if we have addi- 
tional funding, we are going to make 
sure that any gaps or holes, whether it 
be in the Orion program or anywhere 
else, we are going to fill those holes 
and make sure that we are given as 
much support as we possibly can to 
Commercial Crew and to Orion. 

We funded the Orion program at the 
level the President requested. And if 
we get additional funds, we will do our 
very best to hit that mark also for the 
Commercial Crew Program. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I am very supportive 
of the Commercial Crew Program, and 
I think that there is a shortfall in that 
particular program. I think that is 
what the gentleman is referring to in 
his hope that we can address that 
shortfall so that we don’t have to spend 
what has now been about $500 million 
with our Russian counterparts in order 
to transport astronauts to the Inter- 
national Space Station. 

Mr. CULBERSON. We will work to- 
gether. If we, as we say, find additional 
funds, we will do everything we can to 
help Orion. 

Mr. BABIN. Thank you for your con- 
sideration, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will be happy 
also to yield to my good friend, Mr. 
POSEY, for a colloquy as well. 

Mr. POSEY. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

This bill adequately funds the Space 
Launch System, the rocket which will 
carry the Orion capsule into space, and 
Iam grateful for that. 

It adequately funds exploration 
ground systems, which are essential to 
getting Orion off the ground, and I am 
really grateful for that. 

But without sufficiently funding the 
Orion capsule, we will be delaying the 
deep space exploration missions. Orion 
is a very unique and very special space- 
craft, unlike any we have ever sent 
into space, possessing capabilities to 
carry astronauts deeper into space 
than humans have ever gone before. 
The technological and engineering 
challenges are enormous, and it re- 
quires proper funding to get the job 
done. 

It is critical that Orion receives ade- 
quate funding to remain on schedule. 
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My rough calculations indicate this 
funding level, so much less than au- 
thorized, can result in the delay of hav- 
ing Orion online by as much as 2 years. 
Imagine having our space launch sys- 
tems ready to go, our exploration 
ground systems ready to go, and no 
space capsule ready to fly for 2 more 
years after that. That would be disas- 
trous. 

Unfortunately, when Congress as- 
signs tasks to NASA and does not pro- 
vide adequate funding, American’s 
space program gets criticized and ma- 
ligned for being behind schedule, when 
it is actually Congress that caused the 
problem. 

I thank my colleagues for their work 
on this issue, and I am hopeful that we 
can work together to make certain 
Orion gets enough funding to stay on 
schedule to carry humans into space, 
deep space, by 2021. 

I thank Chairman CULBERSON for his 
work on this and his assurance that we 
can work together to secure adequate 
funding to keep Orion on schedule. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to assure 
the gentleman that we will do so. I 
want to make sure to make the RECORD 
clear that we funded Orion at the level 
requested by NASA. We fully funded in 
exactly the number they asked for. If 
additional funds become available, and 
it looks like it is really going to help 
them speed up the program, we will 
certainly make those funds available 
to them, because we want to get Amer- 
icans back into space as quickly as pos- 
sible on an American built rocket. 
That is why you have seen us plus up 
the SLS heavy launch rocket program 
to accelerate that program, which will 
have so many uses. But, of course, you 
know I don’t know there is any strong- 
er advocate for NASA and America’s 
space program than I am and you gen- 
tlemen are. I look forward to working 
with you. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I move to strike 
the last word with the gentleman from 
Texas. 

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 
the gentleman cannot strike the last 
word. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Do I have the abil- 
ity to strike the last word again to 
complete additional colloquy with the 
gentleman from Colorado? 

The Acting CHAIR. Only the gen- 
tleman from Texas and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania can move to strike 
the last word under the rule. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chair, I move 
to strike the last word and enter into a 
colloquy with the gentleman from Col- 
orado, my friend. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Texas, and I thank my 
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friend from Florida for speaking up on 
behalf of Orion. 

Orion is America’s new spacecraft to 
take astronauts further into space 
than ever before and land our astro- 
nauts on Mars. 

Orion had its maiden test flight this 
past December, and it was a resounding 
success. The Orion program, as Mr. 
POSEY stated, needs a full funding for 
this, and we believe it to be $1.35 bil- 
lion for fiscal year °16 to meet those 
needs. 

I appreciate the committee including 
language in the committee report re- 
quiring NASA to provide an assessment 
of these challenges, but Congress needs 
to provide the resources necessary in 
fiscal year ‘16 to mitigate the entire 
risk and move this project forward. 

So I thank the gentleman from Texas 
for his support of the Orion program. 
We need to make sure it has sufficient 
resources to get our men and women, 
our astronauts, to Mars as quickly as 
possible. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I look forward to 
working with you and my colleague 
from Texas and our colleagues from 
Florida in ensuring everyone in this 
House supports NASA and the manned 
space program. And I will work closely 
with you and my colleagues to ensure 
that any additional funding that Orion 
needs that they receive as we move 
through this process and go into con- 
ference. 

As you noted, the bill that we have 
before us tonight funds Orion at the 
level requested by NASA. We gave 
them exactly what they asked for. We 
also asked them to give us reports on 
making sure they can meet their dead- 
lines for testing the spacecraft and 
meeting their milestones. As they 
prove that to us and as we get further 
along and additional funds get avail- 
able and they show us they need that, 
of course, we will put them at the top 
of the list. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I thank the gen- 
tleman. I look forward to staying on 
top of this so that as they move for- 
ward we have sufficient funding to 
really propel this project forward and 
get our astronauts to Mars. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thank the gen- 
tleman. America will never surrender 
the high ground—outer space is the 
high ground of the 21st century—and 
we are going to make sure to preserve 
America’s leadership in space explo- 
ration, both manned and unmanned. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
VACATING DEMAND FOR RECORDED VOTE ON 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. COHEN 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
doing something I would rather not do. 
But the gentleman from Texas was so 
nice on my rape kit amendment, and 
we did save Texas and have Davy 
Crockett, a predecessor of mine, in 
Congress. 

I ask unanimous consent that my re- 
quest for a recorded vote on the amend- 
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ment I offered that the chair was 
against, that it be withdrawn, to the 
end that the amendment stand dis- 
posed of by the voice vote thereon. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
designate the amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the request for a recorded vote is 
withdrawn. Accordingly, the noes have 
it and the amendment is not adopted. 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 529. To the extent practicable, funds 
made available in this Act should be used to 
purchase light bulbs that are “Energy Star” 
qualified or have the “Federal Energy Man- 
agement Program” designation. 

SEC. 530. The Director of the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget shall instruct any de- 
partment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States receiving funds appropriated 
under this Act to track undisbursed balances 
in expired grant accounts and include in its 
annual performance plan and performance 
and accountability reports the following: 

(1) Details on future action the depart- 
ment, agency, or instrumentality will take 
to resolve undisbursed balances in expired 
grant accounts. 

(2) The method that the department, agen- 
cy, or instrumentality uses to track 
undisbursed balances in expired grant ac- 
counts. 

(8) Identification of undisbursed balances 
in expired grant accounts that may be re- 
turned to the Treasury of the United States. 

(4) In the preceding 3 fiscal years, details 
on the total number of expired grant ac- 
counts with undisbursed balances (on the 
first day of each fiscal year) for the depart- 
ment, agency, or instrumentality and the 
total finances that have not been obligated 
to a specific project remaining in the ac- 
counts. 

SEC. 531. (a) None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used for the Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion (NASA) or the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy (OSTP) to develop, de- 
sign, plan, promulgate, implement, or exe- 
cute a bilateral policy, program, order, or 
contract of any kind to participate, collabo- 
rate, or coordinate bilaterally in any way 
with China or any Chinese-owned company 
unless such activities are specifically au- 
thorized by a law enacted after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) None of the funds made available by 
this Act may be used to effectuate the 
hosting of official Chinese visitors at facili- 
ties belonging to or utilized by NASA. 

(c) The limitations described in sub- 
sections (a) and (b) shall not apply to activi- 
ties which NASA or OSTP has certified— 

(1) pose no risk of resulting in the transfer 
of technology, data, or other information 
with national security or economic security 
implications to China or a Chinese-owned 
company; and 

(2) will not involve knowing interactions 
with officials who have been determined by 
the United States to have direct involvement 
with violations of human rights. 

(d) Any certification made under sub- 
section (c) shall be submitted to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate, and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, no later 
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than 30 days prior to the activity in question 
and shall include a description of the purpose 
of the activity, its agenda, its major partici- 
pants, and its location and timing. 

SEC. 532. None of the funds made available 
by this or any other Act, for fiscal year 2016 
and each fiscal year thereafter, may be used 
to pay the salaries or expenses of personnel 
to deny, or fail to act on, an application for 
the importation of any model of shotgun if— 

(1) all other requirements of law with re- 
spect to the proposed importation are met; 
and 

(2) no application for the importation of 
such model of shotgun, in the same configu- 
ration, had been denied by the Attorney Gen- 
eral prior to January 1, 2011, on the basis 
that the shotgun was not particularly suit- 
able for or readily adaptable to sporting pur- 
poses. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 94, beginning on line 16, strike sec- 
tion 582. 

Page 96, beginning on line 12, strike sec- 
tion 537. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order against the 
gentlewoman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Connecticut. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Chairman, my amend- 
ment strikes section 532 and 537, two 
harmful gun riders in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, appropriations bills 
are not the proper place to address sig- 
nificant policy provisions. Instead, 
such changes to gun policy must be se- 
riously and properly considered by 
Congress through the regular order. 
The American people deserve an open 
and transparent process where a full 
range of options can be frankly dis- 
cussed and debated by the proper con- 
gressional committee and the entire 
House of Representatives. 

Over the past several years, various 
appropriations riders related to gun 
policy have had unintended con- 
sequences that could have been pre- 
vented had these issues been fully and 
thoroughly debated in Congress. 

Today is National Gun Violence 
Awareness Day. Today of all days we 
can and must do better. We should not 
allow contentious policy provisions re- 
lated to important Federal policies 
governing firearms to be attached to 
these appropriations bills. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the Appropria- 
tions Committee and the House as a 
whole to stop inserting significant gun 
policy provisions into must-pass spend- 
ing bills. 

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut? 
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There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 533. (a) None of the funds made avail- 
able in this Act may be used to maintain or 
establish a computer network unless such 
network blocks the viewing, downloading, 
and exchanging of pornography. 

(b) Nothing in subsection (a) shall limit 
the use of funds necessary for any Federal, 
State, tribal, or local law enforcement agen- 
cy or any other entity carrying out criminal 
investigations, prosecution, adjudication, or 
other law-enforcement related activity. 

SEC. 534. The Departments of Commerce 
and Justice, the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, the National Science 
Foundation, the Commission on Civil Rights, 
the Equal Employment Opportunity Com- 
mission, the International Trade Commis- 
sion, the Legal Services Corporation, the 
Marine Mammal Commission, the Offices of 
Science and Technology Policy and the 
United States Trade Representative, and the 
State Justice Institute shall submit spend- 
ing plans, signed by the respective depart- 
ment or agency head, to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate within 45 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 535. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be obligated or expended to 
implement the Arms Trade Treaty until the 
Senate approves a resolution of ratification 
for the Treaty. 

SEC. 536. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to relinquish the re- 
sponsibility of the National Telecommuni- 
cations and Information Administration 
with respect to Internet domain name sys- 
tem functions, including responsibility with 
respect to the authoritative root zone file 
and the Internet Assigned Numbers Author- 
ity functions. 

SEC. 537. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to require a person 
licensed under section 923 of title 18, United 
States Code, to report information to the De- 
partment of Justice regarding the sale of 
multiple rifles or shotguns to the same per- 
son. 

SEC. 538. No funds provided in this Act 
shall be used to deny the Inspectors General 
of the Departments of Commerce and Jus- 
tice, the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, and the National Science 
Foundation timely access to all records, doc- 
uments, and other materials in the custody 
or possession of the respective department or 
agency or to prevent or impede the par- 
ticular Inspector General's access to such 
records, documents, and other materials, un- 
less in accordance with an express limitation 
of section 6(a) of the Inspector General Act, 
as amended, consistent with the plain lan- 
guage of the Inspector General Act, as 
amended. The Inspectors General of the De- 
partments of Commerce and Justice, the Na- 
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion, and the National Science Foundation 
shall report to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate within five calendar days any 
failures to comply with this requirement. 

SEC. 539. The Department of Commerce, 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin- 
istration, the National Science Foundation, 
and the Office of Science and Technology 
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Policy shall provide a monthly report to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate on any of- 
ficial travel to China by any employee of 
such Department or agency, including the 
purpose of such travel. 

SEC. 540. (a) No funds made available in 
this Act may be used to facilitate, permit, li- 
cense, or promote exports to the Cuban mili- 
tary or intelligence service or to any officer 
of the Cuban military or intelligence service, 
or an immediate family member thereof. 

(b) This section does not apply to exports 
of goods permitted under the Trade Sanc- 
tions Reform and Export Enhancement Act 
of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7201 et seq.). 

(c) In this section— 

(1) the term “Cuban military or intel- 
ligence service” includes, but is not limited 
to, the Ministry of the Revolutionary Armed 
Forces, and the Ministry of the Interior, of 
Cuba, and any subsidiary of either such Min- 
istry; and 

(2) the term “immediate family member” 
means a spouse, sibling, son, daughter, par- 
ent, grandparent, grandchild, aunt, uncle, 
niece, or nephew. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FARR 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk to strike sec- 
tion 540. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike section 540 (page 97, line 18 through 
page 98, line 10). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I am serv- 
ing my 22nd year in the United States 
Congress, and I have never seen a pro- 
vision in an appropriations bill like 
this. 

This amendment in there could be la- 
beled the “family feud.’’ There is only 
one Member of Congress who is related 
to anybody in the leadership and in the 
military in Cuba, and he is the person 
who put this amendment in. 

What it does is it prohibits busi- 
nesses from doing business in Cuba be- 
cause it makes it almost impossible for 
any business to get a license. That is 
why the United States Chamber of 
Commerce; the National Foreign Trade 
Council; the Emergency Committee for 
American Trade; USA Engage, which is 
a trade group; and CubaNow, which is 
Florida’s Cuban Americans, are all op- 
posed to this provision of the bill and 
support my amendment to strike it. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit for the 
RECORD letters from CubaNow which 
are in support of my amendment. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN FARR: We urge that 
House Members vote to strip Section 540 
from H.R. 2578, Commerce, Justice, Science, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
2016. 

This provision would turn back the stra- 
tegic effort to normalize relations between 
the U.S. and Cuba, harming advancements to 
increased commerce with Cuba. 

Majorities of Americans, Cuban-Ameri- 
cans, and Cubans support normalizing rela- 
tions and ending the unilateral trade embar- 
go. Bipartisan support exists in both the 
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House and Senate and throughout the busi- 
ness community and the majority of civil so- 
ciety groups focused on Cuba. 

The question of Cuba policy should be ap- 
proached deliberatively in the full context of 
hemispheric relations. 

Please support the Farr amendment to 
strip Section 540 from H.R. 2578. 

Sincerely, 

CUBANOW; 

EMERGENCY COMMITTEE 
FOR AMERICAN TRADE; 

ENGAGE CUBA; 

MANCHESTER TRADE 
LIMITED, INC.; 

NATIONAL FOREIGN TRADE 
COUNCIL; 

U.S. CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE; 

USA*ENGAGE. 

HCUBANOW STATEMENT ON ADMINISTRATION 
VETO THREATS OVER CUBA POLICY 
[From #CubaNow] 

WASHINGTON.—#CubaNow Political Direc- 
tor David Gomez issued the following state- 
ment in support of the Obama Administra- 
tion’s veto threats and congressional efforts 
to eliminate attempts to limit or roll back 
the new Cuba policy: 

“HCubaNow supports the recent veto 
threats issued by the Obama Administration 
in regards to the House’s current Transpor- 
tation and Commerce appropriations bills. As 
the Administration noted, these bills include 
policy riders that place unacceptable and re- 
gressive restrictions related to Cuba, includ- 
ing Americans’ right to travel to the Island 
and the ability to do business with and sup- 
port Cuba’s growing private sector. 
#CubaNow also supports the floor amend- 
ment by Rep. Sam Farr to strike the restric- 
tions from the Commerce appropriations bill 
and other similar efforts in Congress to keep 
spending bills free of bad policy that will do 
nothing to help the Cuban people.” 

“Congress should work on advancing U.S.- 
Cuba policy in a constructive manner that 
recognizes there’s no going back to the failed 
ideas of yesterday. Only a small minority in 
Congress continues to try to drag their feet. 
But the Cold War is over, and it’s time that 
Congress heeds the will of an American pub- 
lic that by and large supports moving forward 
with greater engagement. Our new direction 
will do more to help Cuban civil society than 
riders that try to breathe life into an unsuc- 
cessful half-century-old policy.” 

Mr. FARR. Almost every country in 
this hemisphere and almost every 
country in the world has normal trade 
relations with Cuba. We are trying to 
open those up so that businesses in 
America, particularly our agriculture 
and our other trading goods, can take 
advantage of the market in Cuba—not 
a big one, but an important one—be- 
cause it is so close to shore. 

What this amendment does is it stops 
all of that. It targets the Cuban mili- 
tary by saying that anything related to 
the Cuban military and what they own, 
which is a lot of businesses in Cuba, 
may not be used to facilitate, permit, 
license, or promote exports to the 
Cuban military or intelligence services 
or the immediate families thereof. 

This is what is really so damaging. 
The term “immediate family,” as de- 
scribed in the bill, means a spouse, sib- 
ling, son, daughter, parent, grand- 
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parent, grandchild, aunt, uncle, niece, 
or nephew. Now, how does a business- 
person in the United States know if 
any of those people are working for any 
of the agencies that this bill restricts 
from? 

It hurts American businesses, and it 
hurts Cubans. Let's stop living in the 
past. Let's strike this provision in the 
bill and support my amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
am glad this amendment is here. 

President Obama said—and he said 
this a while ago—that his policies are 
to help promote the Cuban people's 
independence from Cuban authorities. 

Now, no one can claim that the 
Cuban military and the Cuban intel- 
ligence community and their direct 
family members are not the Cuban au- 
thorities. Nothing is more authority 
than those two things. Let's unmask 
what this amendment does. 

The language in the mark, in the bill, 
simply affirms that we should not send 
exports—I will make this very clear— 
to the Cuban military or the intel- 
ligence community or their immediate 
families. In unmasking this amend- 
ment, what this amendment is saying 
is no, no, no, that we do support and 
that we do want to do business with 
the Cuban military and the Cuban in- 
telligence services and their immediate 
families. 

By the way, it is the same military 
and intelligence services that brutal- 
ized the Cuban people, that beat pro- 
democracy demonstrators, that beat a 
number of American citizens in Pan- 
ama recently, that illegally smuggles 
weapons, which has members of that 
Cuban military under indictment here 
in a U.S. Federal court for the murder 
of American citizens. 

Iam glad this amendment is here be- 
cause this amendment unmasks the un- 
derlying issue, and the chairman’s 
mark specifically deals with—again, as 
I mentioned—the Cuban military and 
the intelligence community and their 
immediate relatives. 

If this amendment were to happen, 
what we would be saying is that we 
want to do business, not with Cuba and 
not with the Cuban people, but with 
the Cuban military and the intel- 
ligence services and their direct rel- 
atives. Frankly, I am glad this amend- 
ment is here because it does unmask 
the issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my time to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. CURBELO). 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. I thank my 
colleague for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the Farr amendment. 

Section 540 is critical in ensuring 
that exports to Cuba reach and benefit 
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the Cuban people, not the regime’s 
military and intelligence services, 
which actively and aggressively col- 
laborate with our enemies throughout 
the world. Still today, Cuba has one of 
the most robust spy networks in the 
United States. These are not the people 
we should be rewarding with American 
business. 

The most recent State Department 
report on Cuba’s human rights condi- 
tions says that harsh prison conditions, 
arbitrary arrests, selective prosecu- 
tion, and the denial of fair trials con- 
tinue in the country. 

The iron fist of the Castro regime has 
cracked down on peaceful democratic 
activists with over 2,000 dissidents ar- 
rested since the President’s December 
17 announcement. Just this past Sun- 
day, 59 members of the Ladies in White 
were arrested along with 25 other 
human rights activists—their crime? It 
was attending Sunday mass, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The oppression is not limited to 
Cuba’s borders. According to high-level 
military defectors from Venezuela’s 
Government, there are between 2,700 
and 3,000 Cuban military and intel- 
ligence agents aiding in the crackdown 
against Venezuelan protesters and op- 
posing American interests in that 
country. 

These are the thugs—the very indi- 
viduals—who would most benefit from 
the Farr amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
there is a diversity of views in this 
Chamber with regard to our broader 
Cuba policy. What I cannot understand 
is why anyone would want to reward 
the individuals responsible for the 
deaths of Americans, for the oppression 
of the Cuban people, for spying against 
our country. 

I respectfully ask my colleagues to 
oppose the Farr amendment. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, rhetoric is 
really cheap here, but I would urge 
Members to read the bill and to read 
the second term. 

It reads: 

The term “Cuban military intelligence 
service” includes but is not limited to the 
Ministry of the Revolutionary Armed Forces 
and the Ministry of Interior of Cuba and any 
subsidiary of such ministry. 

The term “immediate family” means 
spouse, sibling, son, daughter, and so on. 

The analysis by our own Library of 
Congress says that this would severely 
hurt the consumer communication de- 
vices that would be sent to families in 
Cuba as part of the negotiations that 
are going on right now between the 
United States and the administration. 

It would also hurt materials, equip- 
ment, tools used by the private sector 
to construct or to renovate privately 
owned buildings, tools and equipment 
for private sector agriculture activity, 
tools and equipment and supplies and 
instruments used by the private sector. 

This provision just kills the ability 
for the United States to open up trade 
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that every other country has. This is 
just a “family feud’? amendment. This 
is not good business, and that is why 
the business community is opposed. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time do I 
have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MCCLIN- 
Tock). The gentleman from California 
has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. FARR. I yield 1% minutes to the 
distinguished gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE. I thank my colleague for 
yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup- 
port of this amendment. 

Once again, the other side is really 
pushing the envelope in terms of char- 
acterizing what this amendment actu- 
ally does. 

This amendment would strike provi- 
sions included in this bill that would 
prohibit the Department of Commerce 
from issuing licenses for new types of 
exports that are permitted under the 
Obama administration’s new policy of 
engagement with Cuba. This provision 
is not only an inappropriate policy 
rider in this appropriations bill, but, if 
included, it would put this House, once 
again, on the wrong side of history. 

Supporters of this provision claim 
that it would only prohibit exporting 
to anyone who works with the Cuban 
military, intelligence services, and 
their immediate families. The reality 
is that the effects of this provision are 
much, much broader. 

It would make it difficult for the De- 
partment of Commerce to issue li- 
censes to companies that want to ex- 
port to Cuba, U.S. companies that cre- 
ate jobs in the United States of Amer- 
ica. This includes equipment and sup- 
plies for entrepreneurs that are related 
to running their own businesses here in 
America, and it includes the materials, 
equipment, and tools to construct or 
renovate privately owned businesses. 

Simply put, this rider is wrong. It is 
wrong for business, and it certainly 
should not be part of a bill that funds 
our critical Commerce, Justice, and 
Science programs. 

The majority of Americans and Cu- 
bans agree that U.S. policy toward 
Cuba has been an unpopular failure for 
more than 50 years. Instead of includ- 
ing misguided provisions that under- 
mine the process of normalizing rela- 
tions with Cuba, we should be moving 
toward increased exchanges, formal re- 
lations with our neighbors, and cre- 
ating good-paying jobs in the United 
States by allowing the exporting of 
U.S. products to Cuba. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CULBER- 
SON). 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to point out the language Mr. 
FARR is attempting to strike. 

It reads: 

No funds made available to do business 
with the Cuban military or the intelligence 
services. 
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The only thing standing between 
President Barack Obama’s attempt to 
override the will of the people as ex- 
pressed by Congress, which is we will 
not do business with Cuba, is the Fed- 
eral law. President Obama is attempt- 
ing to change that. 

The only thing stopping President 
Obama from doing business with Cuba 
is this language, and the language says 
you cannot do business with the Com- 
munist military in Cuba or with the 
Communist intelligence services. 

It is very straightforward. If you 
want to do business with the private 
sector in Cuba, go ahead. All this says 
is that you can’t do business with the 
Communist military or with the Com- 
munist intelligence services. 

Therefore, we urge Members to vote 
“no” against this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has expired. 

Mr. FARR. It is very interesting that 
the capitalist society out there sup- 
ports my amendment: the U.S. Cham- 
ber of Commerce, the National Foreign 
Trade Council, Engage Cuba, the Emer- 
gency Committee for American Trade. 
They wrote a letter that they urge the 
House Members to strip section 540 
from H.R. 2578, the Commerce, Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies Appro- 
priations Act. 

The provision would turn back the 
strategic effort to normalize relations 
between the U.S. and Cuba, harming 
advancements to increase commerce 
with Cuba. The majorities of Ameri- 
cans, Cuban Americans, and Cubans 
support the normalization of relations 
and any unilateral trade embargo. 

Bipartisan support exists in both the 
House and the Senate and throughout 
the businesses community and with the 
majority of the civil society focused on 
Cuba. The question of Cuba policy 
should be approached deliberatively 
and in the full context of hemispheric 
relations. 

I urge the support of this amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, we 
spend a lot of time making something 
simple complex. The problem here is 
that, in a small nation, an island like 
Cuba, trying to discern whether some- 
body is related—a cousin, a nephew, a 
so-and-so who might work for some en- 
tity—is very problematic. 

What this restriction would basically 
mean is that you wouldn’t be able to do 
any business. That is notwithstanding 
everything else, notwithstanding the 
failure of the last 50 years, notwith- 
standing the fact that everybody else 
in the world is doing business in Cuba, 
this language would prevent us from 
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being able to do any business there be- 
cause you would not be able to pre- 
determine whether there was a blood 
connection between some person you 
were selling a cell phone to and some- 
one who, at some point, was a grunt in 
the military. 
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That is the issue. That is why we 
should support the Farr amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. FARR). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 541. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be expended during fiscal 
year 2016 for the shutdown of the Strato- 
spheric Observatory for Infrared Astronomy 
or for the preparation therefor. 

SPENDING REDUCTION ACCOUNT 

SEC. 542. The amount by which the applica- 
ble allocation of new budget authority made 
by the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives under section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
exceeds the amount of proposed new budget 
authority is $0. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SCHWEIKERT 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. CURBELO of 
Florida). The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill (before the short 
title), the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used to transfer cell site 
simulators, or IMSI Catcher, or similar cell 
phone tower mimicking technology to state 
and local law enforcement that haven’t 
adopted procedures for the use of such tech- 
nology that protects the constitutional 
rights of citizens. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Arizona and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
will try to make this very quick be- 
cause I know there is a point of order. 

This was one of those moments where 
there was a concern about new adopted 
technology. We have all heard the sto- 
ries of some of these, shall we call 
them, dummy cell sites that are basi- 
cally used to capture the phone calls 
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because they produce the largest, most 
powerful signal. Now, some of this 
technology that has been being used at 
the Federal Government level is being 
transferred to State and local law en- 
forcement. 

The amendment is meant to be very 
simple and just says for the Federal 
Government to design, for Justice to 
design, protocols that the constitu- 
tional rights are being protected, that 
if a local law enforcement is going to 
use this capture technology, that they 
better darn well be following the Con- 
stitution, and before that technology is 
transferred, that there is an under- 
standing, mechanics of that being laid 
out. 

We tried to make the amendment as 
simple and clear-cut as possible. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to make a point of order against 
the amendment, reluctantly, because I 
agree with the gentleman’s amendment 
because I share his concern about pri- 
vacy matters; but because the amend- 
ment proposes to change existing law, 
and it constitutes legislation in an ap- 
propriations bill, it, therefore, violates 
clause 2 of rule XXI. 

I do share the gentleman’s concern. I 
think it is very important that, as the 
House debates these matters, that we 
remember that our most important 
right as Americans is to be left alone 
and our right of privacy. I am deeply 
concerned about these cell phone tow- 
ers that are spoofed, that are designed 
to spoof our phones, and the govern- 
ment intruding into our zone of pri- 
vacy that is now compromised by these 
electronic devices in so many ways. 

However, House rules state in perti- 
nent part: “An amendment to a general 
appropriations bill shall not be in order 
if changing existing law.”” 

This amendment does require a new 
determination by its express terms, 
and while I will certainly work with 
the gentleman as we move forward in 
conference to address this concern, 
make sure our privacy rights are pro- 
tected, I do ask at this time for a rul- 
ing from the Chair on the substance of 
my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, 
with the chairman’s friendship and 
commitment and where he is on under- 
standing the importance of the issue, I 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Arizona? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ENGEL 

Mr. ENGEL. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used by the Depart- 
ment of Commerce, the Department of Jus- 
tice, or any other Federal agency to lease or 
purchase new light duty vehicles for any ex- 
ecutive fleet, or for an agency’s fleet inven- 
tory, except in accordance with Presidential 
Memorandum—Federal Fleet Performance, 
dated May 24, 2011. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New York and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, on May 
24, 2011, President Obama issued a 
memorandum on Federal fleet perform- 
ance that required all new light-duty 
vehicles in the Federal fleet to be al- 
ternative fuel vehicles, such as hybrid, 
electric, natural gas, or biofuel, by De- 
cember 31, 2015. 

My amendment echoes the Presi- 
dent's memorandum by prohibiting 
funds in this act from being used to 
lease or purchase new light-duty vehi- 
cles unless that purchase is made in ac- 
cord with the President’s memo- 
randum. I have submitted identical 
amendments to 16 different appropria- 
tions bills over the past few years, and 
every time they have been accepted by 
both the majority and the minority, so 
I hope my amendment will receive 
similar support today. 

Global oil prices are down. We no 
longer pay $147 per barrel. But despite 
increased production here in the 
United States, the global price of oil is 
still largely determined by OPEC. 
Spikes in oil prices have profound re- 
percussions for our economy. The pri- 
mary reason is that our cars and 
trucks run only on petroleum. We can 
change that with alternative tech- 
nologies that exist today. 

The Federal Government operates 
the largest fleet of light-duty vehicles 
in America, over 633,000 vehicles. Near- 
ly 50,000 of these vehicles are within 
the jurisdiction of this bill, being used 
by the Department of Commerce, De- 
partment of Justice, and the National 
Science Foundation. 

When I was in Brazil a few years ago, 
I saw how they diversified their fuel by 
greatly expanding their use of ethanol. 
People there can drive to a gas station 
and choose whether to fill their vehicle 
with gasoline or with ethanol or some 
other mix. They make their choice 
based on cost or whatever criteria they 
deem important. I want this same 
choice for American consumers. 

That is why I am proposing a bill this 
Congress, as I have in the past, which 
will provide for cars built in America 
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to be able to run on a fuel instead of, or 
in addition to, gasoline. It doesn’t cost 
much at all; and if they can do it in 
Brazil, we can do it here. 

In conclusion, expanding the role 
these alternative technologies play in 
our transportation economy will help 
break the leverage that foreign govern- 
ment-controlled oil companies hold 
over Americans. It will increase our 
Nation’s domestic security and protect 
consumers. I ask that my colleagues 
support the Engel amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chair, I claim 
the time in opposition, but I do not op- 
pose the gentleman’s amendment and 
would urge its adoption. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FATTAH), my friend from Philadelphia. 

Mr. FATTAH. We had a big celebra- 
tion at the Ben Franklin Institute in 
Philadelphia for electric cars, and 
there was such a variety of vehicles. 
Alternative fuels are important. I 
think that the gentleman’s amendment 
is one that we have accepted in pre- 
vious appropriation bills, and I concur 
with the chairman that we would ac- 
cept it in this case. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I urge Members to 
support the amendment and urge its 
adoption. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, I con- 
clude and say I thank my colleagues 
and look forward to continuing to work 
together with them in a bipartisan 
fashion for the good of the American 
people. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POE OF TEXAS 

Mr. POE of Texas. I have an amend- 
ment at the desk regarding the Fourth 
Amendment to the Constitution, with 
multiple cosponsors. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . (a) Except as provided by sub- 
section (b), none of the funds made available 
by this Act for the Department of Justice or 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation may be 
used to mandate or request that a person (as 
defined in section 101(m) of the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1801(m)) alter the product or service of the 
person to permit the electronic surveillance 
(as defined in section 101(f) of such Act (50 
U.S.C. 1801(£)) of any user of such product or 
service. 

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply with re- 
spect to mandates or requests authorized 
under the Communications Assistance for 
Law Enforcement Act (47 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.). 
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Mr. POE of Texas (during the read- 
ing). Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the reading of the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I 
have a simple, straightforward amend- 
ment to protect the Fourth Amend- 
ment of the U.S. Constitution. This is 
a very similar amendment that passed 
DOD Appropriations last year. 

I would like to thank Representa- 
tives LOFGREN, MASSIE, CONYERS, 
AMASH, NADLER, FARENTHOLD, POLIS, 
LABRADOR, and LIEU for working with 
me as cosponsors on this important 
amendment. 

James Comey, the Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, re- 
cently asked Congress to update the 
law to ensure that the Federal Govern- 
ment can access information from 
Americans’ cell phones and personal 
electronic devices in the future. 

Many U.S. technology companies 
have also been approached by the gov- 
ernment agencies, urging them either 
through intimidation or just request to 
create back doors on their products’ 
encryption system so the government 
can access it later down the road. We 
have all learned recently about the 
government’s abuse of section 215 
under the PATRIOT Act and abuse 
under section 702 of the FISA Amend- 
ments Act. 

Basically what this amendment does, 
Mr. Chairman, is prohibit the govern- 
ment from going to Apple, for example, 
and telling Apple that they want an 
encryption in cell phones that they sell 
to Americans, an encryption that 
would allow the FBI to have access to 
this information, which would include 
not just conversations, not just include 
emails, but it would also include text 
messaging as well. 

This is a straightforward amend- 
ment. This prohibits the Federal Gov- 
ernment—specifically, the FBI—from 
going in and receiving this informa- 
tion. Privacy is important. It is under 
our Constitution. There should be no 
doubt that the Federal Government 
should have no access to our cell 
phones and the information that is in 
those cell phones. That is what this 
amendment does. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous 
consent to claim the time in opposi- 
tion, but I do not oppose the gentle- 
man’s amendment. I agree with his 
amendment and encourage the House 
to support it. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Chairman, 
serving the right to object. 


re- 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized on her 
reservation. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Chairman, I had 
also sought to seek the time in opposi- 
tion, although I also do not oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Does the gentle- 
woman support the amendment? 

Ms. LOFGREN. I support the amend- 
ment, as does the gentleman. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That was my 
point. I think it is important. We are 
here in this Chamber looking at George 
Mason, who refused to sign the Con- 
stitution because he was so concerned 
that the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment would just absolutely oblit- 
erate—— 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will suspend. 

Does the gentlewoman withdraw her 
reservation? 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Chairman, fur- 
ther reserving, I was wondering if the 
Democratic side of the aisle might be 
able to split the time. That is why I 
was reserving the right to object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
would be happy to split the time with 
the gentlewoman. I am claiming the 
time in opposition, although I do not 
oppose it. The gentleman still has some 
time remaining on his initial time. I 
will yield in just a moment, but I real- 
ly think it is important in this age of 
electronic communication that we in 
the Congress debate and be keenly 
aware of the new boundaries. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will suspend. 

Ms. LOFGREN. I withdraw my res- 
ervation. 

The Acting CHAIR. The reservation 
is withdrawn. 

Without objection, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON) is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, my 
neighbor and good friend, Judge TED 
POE, brings a very important point to 
the floor tonight. 

In this new era of expanding tech- 
nology that now intrudes on every as- 
pect of our lives, it is very important 
to remember the admonition that Ben- 
jamin Franklin gave us—that those 
who would surrender a little freedom 
to gain a little safety are soon going to 
find themselves with neither. 

I do find it instructive that we are 
here on this House floor looking at 
George Mason, who is on the right 
here, who refused to sign the Constitu- 
tion because he was so concerned the 
Federal Government would become om- 
nipotent and obliterate the rights of 
individuals and the rights of the States 
to control those issues that deal exclu- 
sively with the States. 

My favorite Founding Father, Thom- 
as Jefferson, was keenly aware of and 
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concerned about the power of the Fed- 
eral Government. We are entering into 
a whole new era now where the govern- 
ment has got the ability to intrude on 
every aspect of our life. 

I share Judge POE’s concern. I sup- 
port his amendment, and I urge the 
House to support it. If the FBI has a 
court order, if the National Security 
Agency gets a court order, I believe 
they could get access to what they 
need to get access to. Just like crack- 
ing a safe. 

In fact, I asked this question, if I 
could, of Director Comey in front of 
our subcommittee. He said these new 
iPhones—I dropped my iPhone 5 and 
had to get a 6—he said these can’t be 
cracked. So, therefore, you would have 
to open them up like you would a safe, 
as you had to order safes, I bet, opened 
on occasion, Judge POE. 

So I agree with the amendment, and 
I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. LOF- 
GREN). 

Ms. LOFGREN. 
tleman for yielding. 

As Mr. POE recognized, this is a very 
diverse group of authors who don’t 
agree on everything, but this is very 
important for a reason. 

First, it is fundamental that our pri- 
vacy be protected; that the Fourth 
Amendment be adhered to. Secondly, 
we all know—and if you ask any com- 
puter scientist, they will tell you—that 
once the vulnerability is introduced for 
a good reason, it is available for hack- 
ing for very bad reasons. Finally, for 
competitiveness. Think how competi- 
tive it is to sell an American product 
around the world when everyone knows 
that it is compromised. Not a really 
good marketing tool. 

Last year, as Mr. POE mentioned, we 
had almost precisely this amendment 
on the floor as an amendment to the 
DOD appropriations. What was the vote 
on that amendment? It was 293-123; 
overwhelming. 

So I am hoping that Members will 
not flip-flop, that they will, in fact, 
vote the way they did last year. 

And I will just go a little trip down 
memory road. When I was first elected 
to the Congress, I took my oath of of- 
fice January 4, 1995, and I met BOB 
GOODLATTE for the very first time. And 
he and I went all over this Congress to 
try and work on decontrol of 
encryption. 

Although a lot of people we talked to 
in 1995 had no idea what we were talk- 
ing about when we talked about 
encryption, ultimately that bipartisan 
effort was successful. We must not let 
that successful effort to protect pri- 
vacy, to protect technology, be eroded 
at this point. 

So I look forward to a very strong 
vote on this. I think it is important 
that we have a vote, even though there 
is agreement, just to send the message 
to the other body how serious that we 
are. 


I thank the gen- 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Our most impor- 
tant right as Americans is to be left 
alone. If you are a law-abiding Amer- 
ican, you are secure in your home and 
your possessions. Your home is your 
castle. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tlewoman from California. 

Ms. LOFGREN. We might not agree 
on everything, but I think we agree on 
the Fourth Amendment. So this is a 
great day for this body to come to- 
gether across the aisle for that pur- 
pose. And I thank the gentleman for 
yielding 
Mr. CULBERSON. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. POE of Texas. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I just wanted to indi- 
cate that on behalf of the minority, we 
support your amendment and are pre- 
pared to agree to it. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
MASSIE). 

Mr. MASSIE. Thank you, Judge POE, 
for introducing this amendment. This 
was substantially the same amendment 
that we offered last summer that 
passed with a veto-proof majority 293- 
123. 

Back doors are bad for three reasons. 
When the government forces companies 
to put back doors or weaken their 
encryption, it is bad for security be- 
cause hackers are going to find these 
back doors and other foreign countries 
will find these back doors. 

It is bad for privacy because the 
Fourth Amendment can be violated. 
And it is bad for business. As my col- 
league ZOE LOFGREN from California 
mentioned, it is bad for business be- 
cause it makes us less competitive 
overseas. Who wants to buy a piece of 
defective software that was made de- 
fective by our government? 

So I urge Members to vote for this 
amendment because it would prevent 
all of these bad things from occurring. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
how much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. POE of Texas. In conclusion, I 
want to thank the minority, Ms. LOF- 
GREN, and all the cosponsors on this, as 
well as the chairman of the sub- 
committee, for their support. 

On the issue of privacy, in this time 
where we have threats to this country, 
we Can have security and we can cer- 
tainly have privacy, and we can have 
the Constitution be followed as well. 

The Fourth Amendment has always 
required that if the government wants 
to search, the government must follow 
certain rules. And those rules are that 
you must get a warrant from a judge 
based on probable cause. That is still 
the law of the land, even in 2015. 
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All this amendment does is ensure 
the fact that the government—the 
FBI follows the Constitution. The 
idea that the Federal Government 
wants to have encryption in American 
cell phones so they can have access to 
the information is repulsive. So all this 
does is keep the Federal Government 
out of our business without appropriate 
constitutional protections. 

I ask for support of this amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
just want to reaffirm that, as Judge 
POE has written this amendment, there 
is an exception in here that if the gov- 
ernment gets a court order, they can 
go in and put a back door on the phone 
when the judge says there is a compel- 
ling reason to do so. 

I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Certainly. The 
law—the Constitution—still applies 
that the government must go and get a 
warrant based upon probable cause 
under the Fourth Amendment. Of 
course, there are exceptions to 
warrantless search. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Reclaiming my 
time, the way the amendment is writ- 
ten, the government can’t just force all 
phone companies to build a back door 
into all telephones. You have got to 
have a court order on that specific 
phone, on that specific person, before 
you can do it. That is absolutely rea- 
sonable. That is what Mr. Madison and 
Mr. Jefferson intended for us to do. 

Therefore, I support the gentleman’s 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POLIS 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to execute a sub- 
poena of tangible things pursuant to section 
506 of the Controlled Substances Act (21 
U.S.C. 876) that does not include the fol- 
lowing sentence: “This subpoena limits the 
collection of any tangible things (including 
phone numbers dialed, telephone numbers of 
incoming calls, and the duration of calls) to 
those tangible things identified by a term 
that specifically identifies an individual, ac- 
count, address, or personal device, and that 
limits, to the greatest extent reasonably 
practicable, the scope of the tangible things 
sought.”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Colorado and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, here in 
Congress we have just been spending a 
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lot of time and energy discussing NSA 
surveillance. The American public— 
and now, Members of Congress in both 
Chambers—have spoken clearly that 
the kind of bulk data collection the 
NSA has engaged in needs to be 
stopped. However, there is a cor- 
responding change that we need to 
make with regard to the Drug Enforce- 
ment Administration. 

In a series of revelations from 2013 to 
2015, it came to light that the DEA had 
for more than 20 years been gathering 
a vast database of information on 
America's personal communications. 
There was no congressional authority 
for this program and no oversight by 
Congress or any area of the Federal 
Government. 

Legal experts who weighed in after 
the program was finally made public 
have said without hesitation that the 
program was illegal. 

In 2013, the Department of Justice 
brought this program to an end, but 
there is nothing to stop the govern- 
ment or the DOJ from resuming it at 
will unless Congress acts by inserting 
this language in the appropriations 
bill. Without this language, the DEA 
could once again unilaterally sweep up 
the communications records of mil- 
lions of Americans. 

There is no reason that, as we work 
to end the unconstitutional surveil- 
lance that the NSA has engaged in, we 
should continue to allow the DOJ to 
have the very same abuses. 

This is a corresponding piece of legis- 
lation to something that already 
passed the House with regard to the 
NSA by an overwhelming majority. 

I urge my colleagues to support our 
bipartisan amendment that we worked 
on with Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, 
Mr. NADLER, and Mr. FARENTHOLD to 
simply prohibit DOJ from using Fed- 
eral funds to engage in bulk data col- 
lection of Americans’ phone records or 
other data, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Just being given 
Mr. POLIS’ amendment, I oppose the 
idea of bulk data collection. I would 
like to accept the gentleman’s amend- 
ment because of my previous expressed 
concerns about how we want to make 
sure we are protecting the privacy of 
law-abiding Americans. 

So I would accept the gentleman’s 
amendment with the understanding 
that I would work with him. There may 
be unintended consequences here that I 
am not immediately aware of. Judici- 
ary Committee staff is working with 
ours right now to make sure we have 
got our arms around this. 

I want to make sure that if the DEA 
has a valid court order, a valid sub- 
poena, that they can go after 
lawbreakers and complete their inves- 
tigations. Again, we want to protect 
the privacy of law-abiding Americans. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I think with the under- 
standing that the chairman has laid 
out, your accepting this amendment 
would move us forward, and I agree. I 
think we have a clear understanding 
that you are accepting it, but we will 
work together to make sure it doesn’t 
have any unintended consequences. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Reclaiming my 
time, with that understanding, I want 
to make sure we reserve the right of 
DEA to get a court order to do their 
work. With that understanding, I with- 
draw my opposition and will accept the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. POLIS. I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD- 
LER), the coauthor of the amendment. 

Mr. NADLER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I rise in strong support of this 
amendment to prevent bulk collection 
of data at the Department of Justice. 

Last month, this House spoke loud 
and clear that we oppose the National 
Security Agency’s bulk collection of 
telephone metadata. Today, the Senate 
joined us in that judgment, and, to- 
gether, we have reaffirmed our com- 
mitment to the Fourth Amendment 
and to protecting Americans from un- 
constitutional government surveil- 
lance. 

We learned earlier this year that long 
before the NSA program ban, the Drug 
Enforcement Administration engaged 
in its own bulk collection program that 
provided a model for the NSA to use 
nearly a decade later. This program in- 
cluded logs of virtually all telephone 
calls from the U.S. to as many as 116 
countries, ostensibly linked to drug 
trafficking, all without a court order 
and without authorization from Con- 
gress. 

Mr. Chairman, enough is enough. Al- 
though the DOJ has since shut down 
this program, there is nothing pre- 
venting the Department from renewing 
it in secret without authorization, as it 
did before. This amendment would en- 
sure that it remains dormant and that 
Americans’ privacy remains secure. 

I thank Mr. POLIS and the other co- 
sponsors of the amendment, and I 
thank the gentleman from Texas for 
accepting this amendment. I urge my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. FARENTHOLD). 

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of this amendment and 
thank my colleague from Texas for 
agreeing to accept it. 

This has been a great victory this 
week in our ability to work with the 
Senate to rein in what I believe to be 
the unconstitutional bulk data collec- 
tion by the NSA. 
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Just because we stopped the NSA 
doesn’t mean we shouldn’t be ever vigi- 
lant. With the reports of the DEA en- 
gaging in similar activities, it is abso- 
lutely appropriate that we use the 
power of the purse to ensure that this 
type of spying on American citizens— 
this bulk data collection—is stopped. 

This is no different from the general 
warrants that were complained about 
when the King of England would send 
troops to rifle through people’s desks 
just looking for stuff. It is the exact 
same thing in the digital age. I encour- 
age my colleagues to support it and 
look forward to working with my col- 
league, Mr. CULBERSON, in making sure 
it does become part of this bill. 
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Mr. POLIS. In conclusion, I want to 
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
CULBERSON). It is, indeed, the intended 
language and we believe the actual lan- 
guage of the amendment that would 
not interfere with any valid court or- 
ders or warrants. We are happy to work 
with them in that regard. 

The amendment is designed to per- 
tain to bulk collection of data, which 
was never specifically authorized by 
Congress. 

I appreciate the gentleman from 
Texas accepting the amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MRS. 
BLACKBURN 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 

SEC. _ . (a) Each amount made available 
by this Act, except those amounts made 
available to the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion, is hereby reduced by 1 percent. 

(b) The reduction in subsection (a) shall 
not apply with respect to the following ac- 
counts of the Department of Justice: 

(1) “Fees and Expenses of Witnesses”. 

(2) “Public Safety Officer Benefits”. 

(3) “United States Trustee System Fund”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Tennessee and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Tennessee. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, 
first of all, I want to begin by thanking 
the committee and Chairman CULBER- 
son for their tremendous work that 
they have put into this bill, identifying 
ways to reduce spending and to be a 
good steward of the taxpayers’ money. 

This funding bill is $51.4 billion, and 
I would like to point out that that is 
$661 million below the President’s re- 
quest. Good work on behalf of our 
team. 
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Now, I am one of those that thinks 
more needs to be done, especially when 
we look at the discretionary spending. 
There is more we should do. My amend- 
ment calls for a 1 percent across-the- 
board spending reduction. That would 
reduce the budget authority by $540 
million and outlays by $340 million in 
Fiscal Year 2016. 

I am fully aware of the opposition 
that exists to across-the-board cuts by 
many of the appropriators, and I have 
many times stood on this floor and 
heard how they think this is just a lit- 
tle bit of a cut too much. 

However, we are nearly $18.3 trillion 
in debt. Indeed, Admiral Mullen, on 
July 6, 2010, said the greatest threat to 
our Nation’s security is our Nation’s 
debt. 

Getting our spending under control is 
an important step for us to take. That 
is why we need to move forward and do 
what many of our States have done and 
institute across-the-board cuts to save 
one penny out of a dollar. 

Engage the rank-and-file Federal em- 
ployees. Have them bring to the table 
their best ideas. Our children are de- 
pending on us to do this in order to 
maintain the fiscal sovereignty of our 
Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is important for 
the House to oppose this amendment 
because, as in our personal lives or our 
business lives, the Appropriations Com- 
mittee has prioritized the very pre- 
cious and scarce, hard-earned taxpayer 
dollars that we are entrusted to appro- 
priate to make sure that they are spent 
on the most urgent priorities first. 

We do not want to cut, as Mrs. 
BLACKBURN would, the FBI. We do not 
want to cut our operations of our cy- 
bersecurity forces, as Mrs. BLACKBURN 
would. I do not want to cut the work 
that is being done by our law enforce- 
ment officials across the country, as 
Mrs. BLACKBURN would. 

This amendment would also cut, for 
example, the good work that is being 
done by the U.S. Marshals Service. 
This would cut the 55 new immigration 
judges that we have included in the 
bill. 

This would cut the amount of money 
we set aside for the operation of our 
prison system, of the ATF, all Federal 
law enforcement agencies that perform 
such a vital role. We prioritized them 
and made sure they are protected from 
cuts. 

I would oppose this amendment on 
the basis that we do not want to cut 
Federal law enforcement. 

We also don’t want to cut our Na- 
tion’s investment in the sciences and 
the National Science Foundation or 
our work to preserve America’s leader- 
ship role in space exploration. 
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We want to make sure that we are 
doing all that we can to accelerate our 
work in bringing American astronauts 
back into space on an American-made 
rocket as quickly as possible. This 
amendment would cut NASA. 

We have, in the bill, however, cut or 
eliminated dozens of programs that 
their authorization has expired—or 
their usefulness has expired. We went 
in and dramatically cut programs that 
were not effective anymore, completely 
eliminated programs. 

We found all kinds of savings in this 
bill, and I am sure that our priorities 
are ones that the good people of Ten- 
nessee that Mrs. BLACKBURN represents 
would share. I know her constituents 
share, as we do, a commitment to law 
enforcement, to scientific research, to 
America’s space program; and they 
would probably also agree with our 
cuts to the Department of Commerce, 
our unavoidable cuts really to the Cen- 
sus. 

We did our best to protect the impor- 
tant work that our men and women in 
uniform who enforce the laws of the 
United States do. This amendment 
would be a blunt cut across the board 
to all of these worthwhile programs, 
and I urge the Members to oppose it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield 10 seconds 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I wanted to say that I 
concur completely with the chairman, 
and I am opposed to the amendment. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Chair- 
man, I appreciate, as I said, the work 
that the committee has done, but I 
think it is imperative that we realize 
the burden that we are placing on fu- 
ture generations. 

Quite frankly, I think it is rather 
selfish of this body to force future gen- 
erations—our children and grand- 
children—to pay for the out-of-control 
spending of today. 

Have we done a good job? Yes. Could 
we do a superlative? Absolutely, we 
could. Cutting one penny out of a dol- 
lar is a wise step. I don’t know of any- 
body that thinks we are underspent. I 
know a lot of people that think we are 
overspent and that we are overtaxed. 

What it is going to take in order to 
get our fiscal house in order and to se- 
cure this Nation for future generations 
is, yes, indeed, targeted cuts. It is 
going to take across-the-board cuts, 
and it is going to take everybody 
agreeing that we don’t have a revenue 
problem, we have a spending problem. 

That is a component of our budget 
and appropriations process that the 
American people are demanding that 
we get under control. It is not nec- 
essarily a debate about worthiness. 
There are lots of good programs and es- 
sential programs. 

What it is, is a debate about steward- 
ship, making certain that we are focus- 
ing and that we are doing the extra 
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work that is necessary to get the 
spending under control. 

As I said, this is $51.4 billion in dis- 
cretionary funding that is in this ap- 
propriations bill. It is below the Presi- 
dent’s request. The committee is to be 
commended for that. 

Taking the step of a 1 percent cut, 
you are talking about $540 million in 
budget authority and $340 million re- 
duction in outlays. It is a goal that we 
should set for ourselves. It is doable. It 
is attainable. 

We should take a playbook and a les- 
son from the States and the counties 
and the communities that we represent 
and make the effort to reduce the 
spending just a little bit more. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
may I inquire as to how much time I 
have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR (Ms. Foxx). The 
gentleman from Texas has 244 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
want to point out also that the amend- 
ment before us would cut 1 percent 
from eliminating the backlog of rape 
kits that are piling up in local police 
departments all over the country. We 
increased funding to eliminate that 
backlog of rape kits. 

We increased funding to help forensic 
labs at the local level. We increased 
funding to make sure that programs to 
prevent violence against women are 
fully funded. This amendment would 
cut those funding increases for violence 
against women. 
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It is not the annual appropriations 
bill that is the biggest part of the prob- 
lem. All of us need to recognize that we 
have got to look at the entire Federal 
budget. 

The annual appropriations bill only 
represents one-third of the problem. 
The other two-thirds of the problem 
are the automatic mandatory prob- 
lems: the looming bankruptcy of Medi- 
care, the looming bankruptcy of Social 
Security and Medicaid, the incredible 
burden that ObamaCare has placed on 
individual Americans—it threatens to 
bankrupt the entire healthcare sys- 
tem—the national debt, and the inter- 
est on the national debt. 

The American taxpayers are, indeed, 
taxed too much, but the biggest part of 
the spending problem is on these auto- 
matic programs that are consuming 
two-thirds of the Nation’s resources. 

In fact, if you pay off all those exist- 
ing—just paying for these existing pro- 
grams, the mandatory programs, which 
you have to think of as America’s 
mortgage and interest payments, once 
you pay Social Security, Medicare, 
Medicaid, interest on the debt, vet- 
erans benefits, you are only left with 
$689 billion to run the entire Federal 
Government, which is enough money to 
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run the government through July 27. 
“National credit card day” is what I 
call it. July 27 is the day when we run 
out of existing revenue, and we are liv- 
ing on borrowed money to be paid off 
by our kids. 

A far better way to deal with this 
problem is to deal with the looming 
bankruptcy of Medicare, Social Secu- 
rity, and to deal with the national debt 
and deficit, the two-thirds of the prob- 
lem out there, and not look at some 1 
percent cut on the one-third of the 
budget that we have already prioritized 
and cut everywhere we possibly can 
while protecting law enforcement. We 
are protecting our investment in the 
sciences and space exploration. 

I urge the Members to reject this 
amendment, and I would urge the gen- 
tlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN) to work with us throughout the 
year as we develop these appropria- 
tions bills and help us find cuts in pro- 
grams and prioritization of funding, 
rather than bringing the amendment to 
the floor at the last minute. 

I urge Members to vote against this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Chair, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Tennessee will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SCOTT OF 
VIRGINIA 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . The amounts otherwise pro- 
vided by this Act are revised by reducing the 
amount made available for Federal Prison 
Systems—Salaries and Expenses, and in- 
creasing the amount made available for Of- 
fice of Justice Programs—Office of Juvenile 
Justice Delinquency and Prevention, by 
$69,515,000. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I reserve a point of order against the 
gentleman's amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Virginia and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
Chair, I yield myself 2 minutes. 

Madam Chair, this amendment that I 
am offering today would repurpose just 
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1 percent of the funding for the Federal 
prison system and restore funding for 
the Office of Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention. 

Madam Chair, the underlying bill 
zeros out both title II formula grants 
and title V discretionary grants for 
prevention and early intervention pro- 
grams, which were funded last year at 
approximately $70 million. To ensure 
that our State juvenile justice systems 
are not irreparably damaged, this 
amendment would take just 1 percent 
away from our Federal prison systems, 
approximately $70 million, to maintain 
our commitment to prevention and 
early intervention. 

The prison system can take steps to 
deal with this reduction by limiting 
duplicate prosecutions or pursuing evi- 
dence-based alternatives to incarcer- 
ation, particularly for first-time of- 
fenders. These practices not only will 
save money, but will also improve pub- 
lic safety. 

We have a choice, Madam Chair. We 
can invest in prisons after the fact, or 
we can invest in prevention and early 
intervention before the fact and elimi- 
nate what the Children’s Defense Fund 
calls the Cradle to Prison Pipeline. 

Madam Chair, at this point, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. CARDENAS). 

Mr. CARDENAS. Madam Chair, I ap- 
preciate the opportunity to speak to 
my colleague and friend Congressman 
SCOTT's amendment and to encourage 
this body to restore critical funding for 
the Office of Juvenile Justice and De- 
linquency Prevention. 

This existing appropriations bill 
decimates funding for title II State for- 
mula grants and title V local delin- 
quency prevention programs which are 
essential investments that are proven 
to reduce crime. 

This amendment would provide 
$69,515,000, the equivalent of less than 1 
percent of the Federal prison budget, 
which is a small investment when you 
consider the cost of incarcerating a 
youth is an average of $88,000 per year. 
That is hundreds of dollars a day to in- 
carcerate a youth. Evidence-based al- 
ternatives to incarceration for youth 
costs as little as $11 per day. 

These proven juvenile crime preven- 
tion methods cost pennies compared to 
the incarceration of our young people. 
Members from both parties have es- 
poused the importance of investing in 
our children. Conservative organiza- 
tions have been among the loudest ad- 
vocates for reforming our criminal jus- 
tice system—in particular, for our 
youth—to move from an incarceration- 
based system to one that funds proven 
research-based alternatives to putting 
behind bars America's children. There 
is a bipartisan consensus on this, ladies 
and gentlemen. 

While this amendment will be with- 
drawn, I hope we can work together to 
fund these critical programs to give 
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our children the opportunity to be pro- 
ductive members of our communities, 
reduce crime, and save billions of tax 
dollars going forward. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I claim 
the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I would 
like to thank the ranking member of 
the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce for raising this important 
issue. I assure him that it is my inten- 
tion that we will be working between 
here and the final bill to improve upon 
this area in the bill. 

I thank the chairman for all of his 
work in this regard. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

I thank the gentleman for allowing 
us to debate because I understand the 
point of order will be sustained. 

There will be other opportunities 
during the legislative process, as the 
ranking member of the subcommittee 
has indicated, to deal with this issue. 

The way the bill has been drafted, it 
was impossible to get an amendment in 
order, but there will be other possibili- 
ties later on in the process, and I would 
hope the chair and the ranking member 
will work effectively to make sure that 
we deal with the choice that we have, 
whether we are going to just put 
money away for young people to get in 
trouble and then deal with it or we can 
deal with it in advance with prevention 
and early intervention. This is what 
this amendment would do. 

Madam Chair, if the gentleman is 
going to assert his point of order, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment and deal with the issue 
later on in the process. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE 

Ms. LEE. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, at the end of title V of the bill, the 
following: 

SEC.5 .(a) For each fiscal year after the 
expiration of the period specified in sub- 
section (b) in which a State receives funds 
for a program referred to in subsection (c)(2), 
the State shall require that all individuals 
enrolled in an academy of a law enforcement 
agency of the State and all law enforcement 
officers of the State fulfill a training session 
on sensitivity each fiscal year, including 
training on ethnic and racial bias, cultural 
diversity, and police interaction with the 
disabled, mentally ill, and new immigrants. 
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In the case of individuals attending an acad- 
emy, such training session shall be for 8 
hours, and in the case of all other law en- 
forcement officers, the training session shall 
be for 4 hours. 

(b)(1) Each State shall have not more than 
120 days, beginning on the date of enactment 
of this Act, to comply with subsection (a), 
except that— 

(A) the Attorney General may grant an ad- 
ditional 120 days to a State that is making 
good faith efforts to comply with such sub- 
section; and 

(B) the Attorney General shall waive the 
requirements of subsection (a) if compliance 
with such subsection by a State would be un- 
constitutional under the constitution of such 
State. 

(2) For any fiscal year after the expiration 
of the period specified in paragraph (1), a 
State that fails to comply with subsection 
(a), shall, at the discretion of the Attorney 
General, be subject to not more than a 20- 
percent reduction of the funds that would 
otherwise be allocated for that fiscal year to 
the State under subpart 1 of part E of title I 
of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3750 et seq.), 
whether characterized as the Edward Byrne 
Memorial State and Local Law Enforcement 
Assistance Programs, the Local Government 
Law Enforcement Block Grants Program, 
the Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assist- 
ance Grant Program, or otherwise. 

(c) Amounts not allocated under a program 
referred to in subsection (b)(2) to a State for 
failure to fully comply with subsection (a) 
shall be reallocated under that program to 
States that have not failed to comply with 
such subsection. 

Ms. LEE (during the reading). I ask 
unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment be considered as read and printed 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from California and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from California. 

Ms. LEE. Madam Chair, I want to 
thank the chair and our ranking mem- 
ber for your leadership on this sub- 
committee for your interest and sup- 
port on this amendment. I recognize 
the point of order and plan to withdraw 
the amendment. 

Recent events in Ferguson, Staten Is- 
land, Baltimore, and around the coun- 
try really illustrate the need for sig- 
nificant reform in police interaction in 
communities that they are sworn to 
serve and protect. That is why this 
amendment would require the States 
receiving funding from the Department 
of Justice’s Edward Byrne Memorial 
Justice Assistance Program put acad- 
emy students and law enforcement offi- 
cers through sensitivity training on 
ethnic and racial bias, cultural diver- 
sity, and police interaction with the 
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disabled, mentally ill, and new immi- 
grants. 

As you know, DOJ’s Byrne JAG 
Grant Program is the primary provider 
of Federal criminal justice funding to 
State and local jurisdictions sup- 
porting a wide range of law enforce- 
ment and court activities. Our law en- 
forcement agencies and officers play a 
critical role in protecting the safety of 
our communities. We need them to 
work cooperatively and competently 
along with our community members if 
we want to protect the public safety 
and the integrity of our neighborhoods. 

This is a major issue in many con- 
gressional districts where many offi- 
cers live outside of the communities 
they serve and do not have the training 
to deal with a diverse constituency. 
Madam Chairman, I know that we all 
agree that the status quo is simply un- 
acceptable. 

Madam Chairman, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
CLAY), my colleague who has dem- 
onstrated incredible leadership on this 
issue and continues to work in a bipar- 
tisan fashion on this very common- 
sense policy. 

Mr. CLAY. I thank the gentlewoman 
for yielding. 

Madam Chair, I rise in strong support 
of this amendment. FBI Director 
James Comey’s February 12, 2015, 
speech, entitled, ‘‘Hard Truths: Law 
Enforcement and Race,’’ addressed 
what he characterized as a ‘‘disconnect 
between police and minority commu- 
nities.” Director Comey challenged of- 
ficers to ‘‘acknowledge the widespread 
existence of unconscious bias.” We ap- 
preciate his candor and acknowledg- 
ment of issues we have long felt. 

Experience in our communities indi- 
cates negative police interaction, and 
excessive force disproportionately af- 
fects communities of color, but there 
are other communities who would also 
benefit from better law enforcement 
relations. 

As FBI Director, Mr. Comey requires 
all new agents and analysts to study 
the agency’s interaction with Dr. Mar- 
tin Luther King, Jr., followed by a visit 
to the King Memorial. The FBI’s re- 
quired study serves as recognition that 
in order to truly see each other as peo- 
ple, we must recognize our short- 
comings and create and identify oppor- 
tunities to understand, respect, and be 
decent to one another. 

Police officer sensitivity training 
and annual retraining demonstrate a 
commitment to communities across 
this Nation. As Members of Congress, 
it is a practice we must encourage. In 
Ferguson, Staten Island, Cleveland, 
North Charleston and Baltimore, the 
need for reform is as clear as it is ur- 
gent. 

Madam Chairman, I thank the gen- 
tlewoman from California. 

Ms. LEE. Madam Chairman, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentleman from Penn- 
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sylvania (Mr. FATTAH), our ranking 
member. 
Mr. FATTAH. I want to thank the 


gentlewoman for her steadfastness and 
her focus on this matter and pledge to 
her that I am going to work with the 
chairman as we go forward to see that 
we get this incorporated in the final 
product of our bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I continue to re- 
serve the point of order pending the 
gentlewoman’s withdrawal of the 
amendment. 

Madam Chairman, I want to reassure 
my colleague that I will continue to 
work with her and my ranking mem- 
ber, to work on this as we move 
through conference, as we discussed in 
full committee. 

I appreciate the gentlewoman’s with- 
drawing the amendment, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. LEE. Madam Chair, I want to 
thank our ranking member and our 
chairman for their commitment to 
continue to work on this very impor- 
tant issue, along with Congressman 
CLAY. 

Madam Chair, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POE OF TEXAS 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to enforce section 
221 of title 13, United States Code, with re- 
spect to the survey, conducted by the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, commonly referred to 
as the “American Community Survey”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Madam Chair, we are all familiar 
with the Census that takes place every 
10 years where there is a counting of 
the people in America. The Census Bu- 
reau also has another project, not con- 
stitutionally required, but something 
that they do called the American Com- 
munity Survey, which is a partial sam- 
pling of about 3 million Americans a 
year. 

A survey is sent out, and I will read 
from this 28-page survey. It is 48 ques- 
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tions long, and the questions have 
nothing to do with how many people 
live in your house. Some of the ques- 
tions are like this: 

When do you leave for work? 

When does your spouse leave for 
work? 

When do your kids leave for school? 

Does anyone suffer from a mental ill- 
ness in the residence? 

Does your house have a sink with a 
faucet? 

Does anyone have trouble walking? 

Does anyone have trouble getting 
dressed or bathed? 

So there are 48 question like this, 
and failure to abide by and fill out this 
document and send it back to the Cen- 
sus Bureau could result in a fine. 

Now, people in my district have 
called my office from all over the coun- 
try about getting this thing in the mail 
and the harassment by the Census Bu- 
reau and subcontractors, including the 
fact that I have a single parent in my 
district that called and was com- 
plaining about the fact that the Census 
Bureau person would sit in the front of 
her house waiting for her to come 
home from work and then go to the 
door and peak through the windows 
trying to get her to fill out this page, 
or these 28 pages and send them back 
to the Census Bureau. So harassment 
takes place. And some people are 
threatened with a fine that is imposed 
for failure to abide by the survey. 

Now, what this amendment does, it 
does not eliminate the American Com- 
munity Survey. The ranking member 
and I had a discussion, I guess, about 5 
hours ago on the House floor about 
whether it is a good idea or not. It 
doesn’t even stop the survey from 
being conducted. 
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All it does is prohibit the Federal 
Government from imposing a penalty 
for failure to fill out the survey. That 
results in the fact that people then can 
voluntarily fill out this form and send 
it back if they want to. If they don’t 
want to voluntarily have their privacy 
invaded by the government, then they 
don’t have to fill it back out and don’t 
have to worry about a fine. 

That is what this amendment does: 
prohibits funding to allow the fine to 
be collected, thus making the survey 
voluntary. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I claim 
the time in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I sup- 
ported the gentleman’s last amend- 
ment. I strongly oppose this amend- 
ment. 

It is impossible for me to conceive 
that we want to run the greatest coun- 
try on the face of the Earth without 
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data, without information, without 
knowledge of what the circumstances 
of the citizens of the country are—how 
many daycare slots, where to locate 
VA hospitals, all of the other informa- 
tion that is generated through this 
community survey. 

Now, I note that there is talk about 
a fine, but we haven’t been able to 
identify anybody who has ever been 
fined. We do know that our neighbors 
to the north, when the Canadians 
moved to a voluntary system in their 
rural areas, they stopped getting al- 
most any compliance. 

If the Federal Government is going 
to plan in terms of Federal highways, 
in terms of Federal programming, and 
a whole range of items that flow 
through formal grants, not through 
earmarks, but by knowledge of what is 
happening in communities, these sur- 
veys are critical. 

The idea that we would say we are 
going to run this great country, we 
don’t want any information, we are 
going to put on blindfolds and just kind 
of hope for the best when we are mak- 
ing public policy about education and 
housing and transportation needs or 
health care needs, it doesn’t make a lot 
of sense. It may have some popularity 
politically, but as a notion for actual 
intentional leadership for our Nation, 
to say that we want to separate our- 
selves from actual information about 
what is going on in these communities, 
I think that the gentleman, as right as 
he was in the original amendment that 
I supported him on, in this particular 
matter I think he is headed in the 
wrong direction. 

I would ask my colleagues—Demo- 
crats and Republicans—put the party 
aside, put the national interest first, 
and know for certainty that no person 
would ever—you are always talking 
about running the government like a 
business—no one would run a business 
without utilizing data to understand 
the marketplace. 

At this point, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Chair, may 
I inquire as to how much time I have 
remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Chair, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CULBERSON), chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
thank the gentleman. 

I want to express my strong support 
for my neighbor and good friend Judge 
POE’s amendment because, again, our 
most important right as Americans is 
to be left alone. 

In fact, the data, and I agree with my 
ranking member that this data is im- 
portant, but it can be included as a 
part of the Census itself. Any really es- 
sential questions the Department of 
Commerce can include within the core 
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questions of the Census. They don’t 
have to send this long intrusive and de- 
tailed and very invasive survey out to 
every American and subject Americans 
to the threat of a $10,000 fine if they 
don’t comply. 

I support the gentleman’s amend- 
ment as a further reflection of our 
commitment on this subcommittee and 
in this Congress to protect America’s 
right to privacy and to be left alone by 
their government, as Mr. Mason and 
Mr. Jefferson intended. 

I urge Members to support Mr. POE’s 
amendment. And remember, if the gov- 
ernment needs this data, they can just 
put it in the basic Census itself. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, how 
much time is remaining between the 
gentleman who is the proponent and 
myself? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has 2% minutes re- 
maining. The gentleman from Texas 
has 1 minute remaining. 

Mr. FATTAH. And I assume he has 
the right to close? 

The Acting CHAIR. Yes, he does. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, let me 
remind the House that we had another 
Texan—he was the President of the 
United States—and it was under his ad- 
ministration that the questions that 
were put together in the community 
survey were developed under that ad- 
ministration. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will suspend. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
does have the right to close. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, well, 
then at this point, I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Chair, I 
thank the gentleman for bringing up 
the American Community Survey and 
where it came from. That is irrelevant. 
The issue is Americans should not be 
required to give personal information 
to the Federal Government. If they 
want to fill out this form, go for it. 
Make it voluntary. Fill it out and send 
the Federal Government all the infor- 
mation you can come up with about 
what takes place in your residence. But 
it should not be required. 

The Federal Government could get 
this information some other way. They 
could go to polling. The idea that they 
have got to go door to door to get this 
information when information is gath- 
ered all over the country by different 
businesses not going door to door—the 
government can do it other ways and 
not violate the right of privacy. 

I would ask that this amendment be 
adopted that basically requires the 
American Community Survey to be 
voluntary, and that the fine that is al- 
lowed by law not be allowed or not be 
collected under this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, let me 
close by just saying that I just want to 
make sure that, because there is some 
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antipathy about, sometimes, anything 
that may emanate from this adminis- 
tration, I just want to make it clear 
that this was not some Democratic 
scheme here to gather up people’s pri- 
vate information; that this is actually 
a legitimate activity of the Federal 
Government. It is one joined in by the 
Chamber of Commerce and other busi- 
ness organizations who tell us that this 
is vitally important. 

I think just from a commonsense 
basis, we actually know as politicians, 
because when we are engaged in activi- 
ties that are important, we try to geta 
lot of information. So we know it is 
important. It is actually important for 
making sure that Federal programs are 
focused on the priorities of your com- 
munity. And if we don’t have the 
knowledge of how many people need 
daycare slots or how many veterans 
there are or what the other cir- 
cumstances are in a particular commu- 
nity, it is impossible to do the planning 
that is necessary. 

I would ask that we reject this 
amendment and that we continue to 
use data as a basis to make informed 
decisions here at the national level. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FOSTER 

Mr. FOSTER. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk, offered 
jointly with the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT), my colleague. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. 543. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to fund any Experi- 
mental Program to Stimulate Competitive 
Research (EPSCoR) program. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. FOSTER. Madam Chair, every 
year, hundreds of billions of dollars is 
transferred out of States that pay far 
more in Federal taxes than they re- 
ceive back in Federal spending—the so- 
called “payer States.” And this money 
is transferred into States that receive 
a lot more Federal spending than they 
pay in taxes—the ‘‘taker States.” This 
is an enormous and economically un- 
justifiable redistribution of wealth be- 
tween the States. 

The payer States can be character- 
ized in a number of ways, but most of 
the payer States are large population 
States, while virtually all of the taker 
States are smaller, which means that 
they are overrepresented in the Senate. 

Over time, Senators from these 
States have inserted hundreds of pro- 
grams that systematically steer money 
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into the taker States. Our amendment 
takes a first small step to begin rolling 
back these taker State preferences by 
eliminating one of the most unjustifi- 
able of them all: the Experimental Pro- 
gram to Stimulate Competitive Re- 
search, commonly referred to as 
EPSCoR. 
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EPSCoR was started as an experi- 
mental program in 1978 with the goal of 
redistributing Federal research dollars 
into States that traditionally received 
less than their “fair share” of NSF 
funding. 

However, because “fair share” was 
determined on a per State basis, rather 
than on a per capita basis, it has de- 
volved into just another program that 
steers money into smaller States that 
already get far more than their fair 
share of Federal spending. 

Since no allowance is made for 
whether the State has a big or a small 
population, the EPSCoR program sys- 
tematically discriminates against re- 
searchers simply because they come 
from States with large populations. 
The EPSCoR States are hardly lacking 
for Federal largesse. 

According to the Tax Foundation, in 
a typical year, the EPSCoR States re- 
ceived approximately $60 billion more 
in Federal spending than they paid in 
Federal taxes. 

How does one justify a program that 
excludes researchers in States like 
Florida or Texas, which over the past 3 
years got only an average of about $7 
per capita in NSF funding while steer- 
ing money into States like Rhode Is- 
land, Alaska, and New Hampshire, 
which already got 5 times more? 

Why should a researcher at Brown 
University in Rhode Island be eligible 
for a grant set-aside that is unavailable 
to researchers at SMU, FSU, UCLA, 
Rutgers, or Northern Illinois? 

As a scientist, I find that it is not 
surprising that it is very difficult to 
find supporters for EPSCoR in the sci- 
entific community. Precious research 
funding would be far better spent in a 
competitive, merit-based process as it 
will be if our amendment is adopted. 

Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR- 
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RETT), the cosponsor of my amend- 
ment. 
Mr. GARRETT. I thank the gen- 


tleman from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER) for 
his work on this issue. I am honored to 
serve alongside him on the Payer State 
Caucus as well. 

Madam Chair, this program is yet an- 
other example of good intentions and 
bad policy. What was intended to be a 
temporary assistance to a select group 
of States to build a research infrastruc- 
ture and then exit the program has be- 
come a permanent and growing pot of 
taxpayer subsidies. This, of course, is 
in addition to the permanent and grow- 
ing pot of subsidies the government has 
already enacted for the States. 
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For three decades, 30 years after es- 
tablishment, this program continues to 
be called—what?—an experimental pro- 
gram, and no State—none—has grad- 
uated from the program; yet it exists 
30 years later. 

This can only demonstrate one thing, 
Madam Chair, that this is yet another 
example of ineffective, wasteful redis- 
tribution programs that the taxpayers 
are compelled to financially support. 
The Foster-Garrett amendment would 
relieve the taxpayers of this burden. 

Again, I thank Mr. FOSTER for his 
work in protecting the payer States, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I thank my colleague 
from New Jersey. 

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues 
to support this bipartisan amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
rise in opposition to the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, this 
program is designed to ensure that aca- 
demic institutions and industry can de- 
velop science and engineering capabili- 
ties that are outside of traditional re- 
search hubs. 

The partnerships support areas of 
strategic importance in such dis- 
ciplines as aerospace and aerospace-re- 
lated research. I do urge a “no” vote on 
the gentleman’s amendment. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE). 

Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Madam Chair, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment which would eliminate 
the EPSCoR program. 

For more than 60 years, the National 
Science Foundation has provided aca- 
demic research funding to colleges and 
universities around the Nation, and it 
has been critical to ongoing research 
that is essential to maintaining our 
competitive edge in scientific advance- 
ment. 

The NSF’s Experimental Program to 
Stimulate Competitive Research, com- 
monly known as EPSCoR, is an author- 
ized program whose mission is to help 
balance the allocation of NSF and 
other Federal research and develop- 
ment funding to avoid the undue con- 
centration of money to only a few 
States. 

This successful program has had a 
profound impact on my home State of 
Rhode Island, allowing nine of our aca- 
demic institutions to increase research 
capacity, to enrich the experience of 
their students, and to contribute to ad- 
vances in a variety of fields. 

Currently, 25 States, including Rhode 
Island, and 3 jurisdictions account for 
only about 10 percent of all NSF fund- 
ing, despite the fact that these States 
account for 20 percent of the U.S. popu- 
lation. EPSCoR has helped to stabilize 
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this imbalance in funding and should 
continue to do so in the 2016 fiscal year 
and beyond. 

In order to ensure robust academic 
research and outcomes across the coun- 
try, geographic diversity in funding 
should be considered to ensure that we 
are taking advantage of the particular 
experiences, knowledge, and perspec- 
tives of academics and institutions 
from every State. This amendment to 
eliminate this successful program 
would be a step backward for the 
United States’ commitment to re- 
search and development. 

Investments in critical programs, 
such as EPSCoR, are essential to cre- 
ating jobs, innovating for the future, 
maintaining our competitive edge in 
scientific research and a global econ- 
omy. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
strongly opposing this amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
would ask Members to vote “no.” 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FOSTER. Madam Chair, 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOODLATTE 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to pay the salaries 
and expenses of personnel of the Department 
of Justice to negotiate or conclude a settle- 
ment with the Federal Government that in- 
cludes terms requiring the defendant to do- 
nate or contribute funds to an organization 
or individual. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Virginia and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

My amendment prevents the Depart- 
ment of Justice from requiring manda- 
tory donations as part of settlement 
agreements. The Department of Justice 
is systematically subverting Congress’ 
budget authority by using settlements 
to funnel money to third-party groups. 

An investigation by the House Judi- 
ciary and Financial Services Commit- 
tees reveals that, in just the last 10 
months, the Department of Justice has 
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used mandatory donations to direct as 
much as half a billion dollars to activ- 
ist groups. 

These payments occur entirely out- 
side of the congressional appropria- 
tions and oversight process. In some 
cases, the Department of Justice is 
using mandatory donations to restore 
funding that Congress specifically cut. 
This is money that could otherwise be 
going directly to victims. 

The Department of Justice continues 
to resist document requests, but what 
little has been provided confirms that 
activist groups which stood to gain 
from mandatory donation provisions 
were involved in placing those provi- 
sions in the settlements. 

The committees raised concerns with 
the Department of Justice in 2014, but 
instead of suspending the practice, the 
Department of Justice has doubled 
down. It recently entered into an over 
$50 million settlement relating to robo- 
signing; $7.5 million of that did not 
make it to victims. 
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Instead, it went to a third party. In- 
credibly, the settlement specifically 
provided that there would be no over- 
sight of the money. 

The situation is even more egregious 
when one considers that the required 
donation will nearly double the net as- 
sets of the DOJ-specified recipient. It is 
deeply troubling for that to happen at 
the unilateral discretion of the execu- 
tive branch. 

This amendment takes no money 
away from any organization. It is pure- 
ly prospective. It ensures that settle- 
ment money goes either directly to 
victims or to the Treasury for elected 
representatives to decide how it is to 
be spent. 

It is critical that we act. The Depart- 
ment of Justice is ignoring Congress’ 
concerns, increasing the use of third- 
party payments, even as we object. The 
purpose of enforcement actions is pun- 
ishment and redress to actual victims. 
Carrying that concept to communities 
at large or activist community groups, 
however worthy, is a matter for the 
legislative branch and is not to be con- 
ducted at the unilateral discretion of 
the executive. 

This is fundamentally a bipartisan 
institutional issue. There was abuse of 
third-party payments in the Bush ad- 
ministration. This amendment is about 
preserving Congress’ appropriations au- 
thority. I urge my colleagues to sup- 
port this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. I claim the time in op- 
position to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I am not 
planning on strongly objecting to this, 
but I want to make a few points. One is 
that this is something that should be 
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dealt with in an authorizing cir- 
cumstance, but I think because it is on 
an appropriations bill, it could have 
unintended consequences. 

As I understand the plain English of 
what is being said, an administration 
faced with, for instance, the Gulf oil 
spill could not have been involved in a 
settlement in which various entities 
received dollars to try to find redress 
for harm that was created in the Gulf. 
I think that that would be very prob- 
lematic because there were a lot of 
groups—fishermen, other associations, 
chambers of commerce, others—who re- 
ceived support through that settle- 
ment. 

I just think we ought to be careful. It 
would probably be better that there be 
hearings and that there be an under- 
standing around what this actually 
means. I have offered my own bipar- 
tisan-supported legislation that would 
create a congressional framework for 
settlements. I am not opposed to the 
thrust of what is being said here. 

I do recognize that there have been 
circumstances in past administrations. 
I am not aware of the instances that 
the chairman speaks of now, but I 
would just hope that rather than rush- 
ing forward, we would be mindful that 
this is probably the kind of thing that 
we really would want authorizers to 
handle and not have it tucked into an 
appropriations bill at this time. Plus, if 
you really think that the executive 
branch is using their authority, the 
idea that they would then sign it away 
by signing our appropriations bill, if it 
is so meaningful to them, it might slow 
down the passage of our very impor- 
tant piece of legislation. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chair, I 
thank the gentleman for his concern 
about this. I want to assure the gen- 
tleman that the language in this is de- 
signed to make it clear that it applies 
to donations and not to anybody who is 
a victim of a lawsuit where redress is 
sought for them because the compensa- 
tion for them is not a donation. That is 
actual recompense for the harm that 
they suffered. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I know 
the chairman is quite aware of how 
these words, ‘‘donation,’’ ‘‘mandatory,’’ 
“settlement,” so forth and so on, 
might be applied and abused in various 
ways. 

Again, obviously, if this is something 
the majority wants to do, they will do 
it. I just think that it may have unin- 
tended consequences; and this adminis- 
tration, the next administration, and 
various administrations going forward, 
there should be a congressional frame- 
work for settlements. I have offered 
legislation that is bipartisan in that 
regard. I am not opposed to creating a 
congressional framework. I just think 
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that we don’t want to have unintended 
consequences here if we can avoid it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chair, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia has 2 minutes remaining. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield such time 
as he may consume to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON), the chair- 
man of the subcommittee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
want to express my strong support for 
Chairman GOODLATTE's amendment. 
The words he has chosen have been 
chosen very carefully. A donation or 
contribution is just that. It is a gift. It 
is a donation. If the money is paid in 
compensation for an injury as a result 
of a claim, it is not covered. So the 
chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary has written this very carefully 
and very narrowly to address a very 
real problem. I strongly support the 
gentleman’s amendment and have 
worked with him and his staff on it. 

I really, genuinely appreciate the 
good work that your staff has done, Mr. 
Chairman, in working with you to find 
common ground. 

This is one of those areas that I be- 
lieve we are doing good public policy. I 
strongly support the gentleman’s 
amendment and urge its adoption. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself the balance of my time 
just to say this is an important prin- 
ciple, not only to address the abuse 
that has taken place in the executive 
branch, but to protect the prerogatives 
of the Congress on both sides of the 
aisle. 

These are funds that, if they are not 
expended for the specific purpose of 
providing compensation to victims, re- 
lief to victims in these lawsuits, those 
funds should go back to the General 
Treasury of the United States, and 
they should be appropriated by the 
Congress—in fact, by this very sub- 
committee of the House Committee on 
Appropriations—to make sure that the 
people’s will is exercised with regard to 
the expenditure of these funds. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BLUMENAUER 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title) insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for any inspection 
under section 510 of the Controlled Sub- 
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 880) with respect to 
narcotic drugs in schedule III, IV, or V of 
section 202 of such Act (21 U.S.C. 812), or 
combinations of such drugs, being dispensed 
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pursuant to section 303(g)(2) of such Act (21 
U.S.C. 823(g)(2)) for maintenance or detoxi- 
fication treatment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Oregon and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair, 
that is a rather imposing title to deal 
with a relatively simple concept. 

We have a national epidemic dealing 
with opioid painkillers. Prescription 
drug overdoses are a serious problem. 
We find people who become addicted. 
We are finding that, in a routine mat- 
ter of course, this drug dependence 
often leads to heroin, and we are 
watching a chain of events. 

In Oregon, we found that 15 percent 
of young Oregonians between 18 and 25 
abused prescription pain relievers last 
year. I mentioned that chain of cau- 
sality. We are finding that people in 
this sequence often use heroin as a sub- 
stitute when the pills get too expensive 
or the high is no longer high enough. It 
is easy to switch to heroin. 

It is not just a problem in Oregon. We 
have seen the CDC chart heroin deaths 
doubling between 2010 and 2012 in 28 
States. 

Opioid addiction can be devastating, 
but there is a drug that can be used to 
safely and effectively treat this addic- 
tion. For more than 12 years, 
buprenorphine has been a critical 
weapon in our fight against opioid ad- 
diction. It can be taken on an out- 
patient basis. It is easy to administer. 

But we have seen artificial barriers 
to treatment. In fact, we have made it 
harder for doctors to prescribe these 
schedule III addiction treatment drugs 
even though it is comparatively easy 
to prescribe the schedule II drugs that 
cause addiction in the first place, such 
as Vicodin and OxyContin. And the 
schedule III drugs, we are finding that 
there are audits that are taking place 
by DEA. 
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Doctors who complete the 8-hour cer- 
tification process have been ap- 
proached by DEA agents in my commu- 
nity before they even write a single 
prescription. They report hostile and 
intimidating behavior from agents who 
demand inspections of their prescrip- 
tion records at random, unscheduled 
intervals. As I say, these are doctors 
who can simply write a prescription for 
powerful narcotics without having to 
worry about random DEA inspections. 

We need to allow doctors to treat 
their patients with compassion and 
with the care they deem appropriate. 
They shouldn’t have to worry about 
DEA agents having a super overlay of 
attention. 

We need to encourage opportunities 
to make sure that doctors can treat pa- 
tients and be able to withdraw them 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


from the symptoms. And I would re- 
spectfully suggest that the DEA should 
focus their efforts on chasing crimi- 
nals, the pill mills, and the drug deal- 
ers, not doctors who have worked hard 
to be part of the solution. 

This amendment solves the problem 
by ensuring no funds are available to 
DEA to enforce inspections of the phy- 
sicians who prescribe buprenorphine 
and allow them to proceed with the 
treatment of patients without fear of 
getting into trouble with the Federal 
Government while helping hundreds of 
at-risk patients who want to beat their 
addiction in a healthy, effective way. 

The irony is the powerful addictive 
drugs don’t have as much interference 
and oversight. The opportunity to have 
drugs at schedule IJI—not schedule II— 
that can be used to treat it is much 
more difficult and intrusive for med- 
ical professionals. That is not right. 

I would respectfully suggest that we 
adopt this amendment to correct the 
situation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE), 
the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I thank the chair- 
man of the committee for yielding, and 
I rise to join him in opposition to this 
amendment. 

Madam Chair, this amendment would 
undermine diversion control and there- 
by potentially increase drug abuse by 
creating a significant loophole in the 
system of controls established by the 
Controlled Substances Act. 

The amendment would cause this 
highly problematic result by effec- 
tively exempting DEA registrants who 
dispense drugs for addiction treatment 
from being subject to administrative 
oversight under the CSA. At present, 
buprenorphine is the only schedule II- 
V controlled substance contained in a 
drug that has been approved by the 
FDA for drug addiction treatment. 

While it is also true that the amend- 
ment would not preclude DOJ/DEA 
from obtaining a criminal search war- 
rant to obtain the foregoing types of 
records, this does not come close to 
being an adequate substitute for the 
administrative inspection authority. 
Obtaining a criminal search warrant 
must be predicated on evidence suffi- 
cient to establish probable cause that 
the registrant has committed a crimi- 
nal violation of the Controlled Sub- 
stances Act. 

The very point of the administrative 
inspection authority that Congress 
provided under the CSA 45 years ago 
was to have a robust system of admin- 
istrative oversight that would help to 
prevent regulatory violations before 
they occurred, and even more so, before 
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criminal violations occurred. This is 
because Congress recognized that con- 
trolled substances, when abused, can 
have dangerous and sometimes deadly 
consequences, and thus that the wide- 
spread problem of drug abuse in the 
United States cannot be solved exclu- 
sively through criminal provisions of 
the Controlled Substances Act. 

It also bears mentioning that this 
drug is highly subject to diversion, as 
it is a narcotic drug that is much 
sought after by many persons who are 
addicted to opiates and/or who seek to 
abuse opiates for nonmedical purposes. 

Indeed, the heightened risk of diver- 
sion associated with dispensing of this 
drug to a drug-addicted patient popu- 
lation actually warrants greater scru- 
tiny, not less scrutiny, than with many 
other categories of prescribed con- 
trolled substances. 

So I urge my colleagues to vote 
against this amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I join the chair- 
man in urging my colleagues to oppose 
this amendment on many grounds. It is 
a technical issue that should be dealt 
with by the authorizing committees. 
This is not an appropriate place to han- 
dle it. 

I yield to the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana (Mr. FLEMING), who has personal 
experience and knowledge in this area 
as a physician, and who can speak to 
this in opposition as well. 

Mr. FLEMING. I thank my good 
friend for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, years ago, one of 
the positions I served was as a director 
for drug addiction and alcoholism, and 
one of my duties was as a methadone 
doctor. 

This drug is really a new form of 
methadone. It can be applied and can 
be employed in the treatment of heroin 
addiction. But at the end of the day, it 
too is highly addictive. It is a sched- 
uled drug, and it is abused. So it de- 
serves the same kind of safeguards and 
protections and oversight as any other 
addictive drug. 

And so if my friends really want to 
see this used as an effective tool and 
not itself become a dangerous drug out 
on the open market being diverted and 
perhaps even sold on the black market, 
I suggest that we oppose this amend- 
ment and let’s continue the good, 
strong oversight that we have under 
the CSA. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I would strongly 
urge my colleagues to talk to treat- 
ment professionals in their commu- 
nities. My concern is that we don’t 
have as much vigorous oversight for 
things that are much more highly ad- 
dictive—we see them more abused—and 
that this extra overlay for something 
that is less dangerous and can in fact 
be useful for treatment, I think, is an 
area that deserves oversight. 

I respect my friends in terms of their 
opinions, but I would urge them to 
have the conversations I have had with 
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the people who are getting wrapped 
around the axle with the DEA. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, 
with that, I would urge all Members to 
oppose the amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CARTER OF TEXAS 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 

None of the funds made available by this 
Act may be used to propose or to issue a rule 
that would change the Chief Law Enforce- 
ment Officer certificate requirement in a 
manner that has the same substance as the 
proposed rule published on September 9, 2013 
(786 Fed. Reg. 55014). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. I rise with an 
amendment to limit unnecessary bur- 
dens on firearm owners and law en- 
forcement officers. 

The Second Amendment’s intent is 
clear: firearm ownership ‘‘shall not be 
infringed.’’ However, the ATF has pro- 
posed a rule requiring an additional 
layer of approval from local law en- 
forcement officers to purchase suppres- 
sors and other firearms regulated by 
the National Firearms Act. This rule 
broadly expands existing requirements 
and further burdens local law enforce- 
ment officers who are already over- 
worked and understaffed. 

The ATF knows full well that there 
are cities and jurisdictions that refuse 
to give approval for political reasons. 
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Action films are fun to watch, but 
they are wrong about suppressors. Sup- 
pressors dampen the sound of a fire- 
arm, but do not make guns silent. They 
simply are a form of hearing protection 
for the shooter, for other human 
beings, and for any hunting dogs that 
are around. 

Suppressors increase safety while 
shooting, allow people to easily hear 
and react to range safety instructions 
and to other sportsmen. 

My amendment ensures Americans’ 
rights are protected and does not elimi- 
nate background checks. It will protect 
suppressor suppliers; manufacturers; 
tens of millions of dollars in annual 
revenue; thousands of jobs nationwide; 
and, more importantly, the Second 
Amendment rights of a law-abiding 
gunowner. 

I urge support for this commonsense 
provision, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. If the gentleman from 
Texas would join me in a quick col- 
loquy. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. I would be 
happy to. 

Mr. FATTAH. This is the amendment 
relative to trust and gun trust and 
whether there needs to be a back- 
ground check or not? 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. This is the 
amendment that requires an additional 
approval by a law enforcement officers 
for purchases of certain either weapons 
or suppressors. 

Mr. FATTAH. Right. Now, in this in- 
stance, in 2006, our information is that 
there were 4,600 of these applications, 
and then that grew to 40,000 in 2012 and 
then 72,000 in 2013 and 90,000 in 2014. 

Are those numbers relatively accu- 
rate, as best as you know? 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. If the gen- 
tleman will yield, those numbers could 
be accurate. I cannot contest those 
numbers. 

However, it has been made absolutely 
clear, both by target shooters and by 
hunters, that suppressors make for a 
more accurate weapon, less damage on 
the shooter, less damage on the people 
and animals around the shooter, a bet- 
ter ability to be safe with your fellow 
hunters. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time, I 
rise in opposition to this. It is clear, 
given the majority that we have, that 
we won’t be on a successful vote count 
on this. 

I do want to make the point, right, 
that the Second Amendment, as it was 
ruled on by the Supreme Court, says 
that there can be reasonable regula- 
tion, and so that is our job. That is 
where we come into this picture at. We 
are supposed to be the reasonable regu- 
lators. We are supposed to decide where 
and when and under what cir- 
cumstances there should be some speed 
bump. 

The question here is, for these types 
of circumstances, where someone is 
going to have a weapon in which dis- 
cerning that it has been fired, you are 
going to be less able to do it, whether 
that is something where someone 
should have to have a small speed 
bump on the way to getting it. 

Now, it doesn’t seem like there is a 
major hurdle here because we have 
jumped from 4,600 of these in 2006 to 
90,000 in 2014. 

I don’t know, unless we are going to 
just have a universal access to them, 
there doesn’t seem to be a major im- 
pediment. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 
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Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Because an 
application was made doesn’t nec- 
essarily mean that the law enforce- 
ment people dealt with it and approved 
that application. Now, if you are tell- 
ing me these are 90,000 approved appli- 
cations, I understand your argument. 

One of the issues seems to be finding 
a law enforcement agency in the mod- 
ern society we live in that actually has 
some knowledge of the individual that 
is making the request and is willing to 
process it. 

Mr. FATTAH. I will just say this 
then, reclaiming my time, that every- 
body, even those who are not involved 
in law enforcement, understands the 
challenge of having a firearm in which 
the sound is suppressed. 

We just had an incident in one of our 
Capitol buildings where someone tried 
to bring a weapon in. We know that 
weapons are dangerous. That is why 
you can’t bring them into the U.S. Cap- 
itol. 

Making them more accessible in the 
communities and among the people 
that we represent, if we think that is a 
great thing to do, the majority will 
have its way on this. I stand in opposi- 
tion to it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Madam Chair, 
I only claim time to say that I serve on 
this subcommittee with both these 
honorable gentlemen. I want to com- 
mend them for a great bill. 

The chairman has asked for time. I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Texas. (Mr. CUL- 
BERSON). 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do want to ex- 
press my strong support for the gentle- 
man’s amendment. It is an appropriate 
and necessary additional protection for 
Americans’ Second Amendment rights. 

Judge CARTER is exactly right. This 
is the right place for the bill. This is 
the right place for this amendment. He 
has drafted it very narrowly and very 
carefully, and I urge Members to join 
us in supporting this very important 
Second Amendment amendment before 
the House. 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. To finish, I 
am honored to serve on this sub- 
committee with these two fine gentle- 
men. They have made a great work 
product here, and I am very glad that 
we were able to all work together. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MS. BONAMICI 

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 
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SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Justice 
may be used to prevent a State from imple- 
menting its own State laws that authorize 
the use, distribution, possession, or cultiva- 
tion of industrial hemp, as defined in section 
7606 of the Agricultural Act of 2014 (Public 
Law 113-79). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Oregon and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Oregon. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Chair, I rise 
to offer a bipartisan amendment with 
Mr. MASSIE to restore power to the 
States to regulate the cultivation of 
industrial hemp within their own bor- 
ders. The House adopted this amend- 
ment last year with strong support 
from both sides of the aisle. 

This amendment is very simple. It 
would move our country in line with 
industrialized countries around the 
world that long ago recognized the im- 
portance of industrial hemp as a nat- 
ural resource, an agricultural com- 
modity, and a versatile component 
that is now found in more than 25,000 
commercial products. 

In fact, not only does this amend- 
ment bring America in line with much 
of the rest of the industrialized world, 
it brings America back in line with our 
country’s history. George Washington 
and Thomas Jefferson grew it. The first 
drafts of our Constitution and first 
laws were written on paper made from 
it. 

During World War II, the USDA en- 
couraged patriotic American farmers 
to raise it for the war effort. They even 
produced a slick promotional film ti- 
tled “Hemp for Victory.” Now, at least 
23 States have passed laws to allow 
farmers to grow it, too. 

Unfortunately, the Federal Govern- 
ment stands in the way of family farm- 
ers who want to grow hemp. The sense- 
less classification of hemp as a sched- 
ule I drug contributes nothing to pub- 
lic safety; instead, it robs our farm 
economies of a potentially multibil- 
lion-dollar crop that is used to make 
everything from rope to soap. 

The amendment would simply allow 
farmers to grow hemp in accordance 
with their own State’s laws. The 
amendment does not eliminate regula- 
tion in hemp cultivation; it simply di- 
vests the Department of Justice and 
the DEA of their ability to treat hemp 
like marijuana because hemp is not 
marijuana. 

So far, 23 States have passed laws to 
allow farmers to grow hemp. Right 
now, farmers in California, Colorado, 
Delaware, Hawaii, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky Maine, Maryland, Michigan, 
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New 
York, North Dakota, Oregon, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Utah, Vermont, 
Virginia, Washington, and West Vir- 
ginia are waiting for the Federal Gov- 
ernment to get out of the way. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Because the Department of Justice 
refuses to acknowledge what Wash- 
ington and Jefferson knew, that hemp 
is an agricultural commodity and not 
marijuana, these State laws take a 
back seat to Federal overreach. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan amendment, and I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. MASSIE), my cosponsor. 

Mr. MASSIE. Madam Chair, I am 
very excited to report that, thanks to 
the farm bill amendment that allowed 
for pilot programs, we grew many pilot 
programs in Kentucky last summer; 
and this summer, there will be about 
1,800 acres of hemp grown in Kentucky 
in pilot programs. 
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We have venture capital coming to 
Kentucky. I met with two companies in 
Kentucky that are investing in hemp, 
but the problem is right now they can 
only do the pilot programs. Yet they 
are still going to grow 1,800 acres of it 
in Kentucky alone. They grow 100,000 
acres in Canada. 

It is time to let our farmers have this 
opportunity. We need to take away the 
restraint that it is just a pilot pro- 
gram. We have addressed a lot of the 
concerns that people had last year be- 
fore these pilot programs. Law enforce- 
ment are okay with hemp now. They 
have seen that it is not its cousin. 

With that, Madam Chair, I urge pas- 
sage and urge my colleagues to vote for 
this amendment. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chair, the 
cultivation of cannabis for industrial 
purposes is governed by the Controlled 
Substances Act and permitted pursu- 
ant to the registration requirements 
found in title 21, United States Code. 

Let’s face it, hemp is very closely re- 
lated to cannabis. And DEA agents tell 
us that it is very difficult to detect, de- 
termine, and distinguish between hemp 
and marijuana, so it only makes their 
job more difficult. However, the Agri- 
cultural Act of 2014—and Mr. MASSIE 
just referred to this, I believe—permits 
institutions of higher learning and 
State departments of agriculture to 
grow or cultivate industrial hemp as 
defined in the statute for purposes of 
research conducted under an agricul- 
tural pilot program or other agricul- 
tural or academic research. 

In short, we are studying it, we are 
analyzing it, and we are evaluating it, 
but we don’t have the results yet of 
those studies. I think it would be pre- 
mature, especially considering the 
problem with the rapid expansion of 
the marijuana industry and the prob- 
lems which I will speak about later 
this evening with marijuana and abuse 
of marijuana and the damage to brains 
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of our children and so forth. The last 
thing I think that we want to do now is 
to create more problems for enforce- 
ment for the DEA. 

Madam Chairman, if we are going to 
study it, let’s study it, but I do not be- 
lieve it is time that we remove these 
restraints on industrial hemp. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Chair, may I 
inquire into the amount of time re- 
maining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Oregon has 1⁄2 minutes remain- 
ing. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER), my col- 
league. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Chair- 
man, I appreciate the gentlewoman’s 
courtesy and her leadership on this 
issue. 

Madam Chairman, as a practical 
matter, industrial hemp is not mari- 
juana. With less than 0.3 percent THC, 
it is not a drug. As a practical matter, 
it is not hard to distinguish it, and, in 
fact, it is sort of a myth that somehow 
people will use industrial hemp to dis- 
guise the cultivation of marijuana. 
They don’t want that. It cross-con- 
taminates. It makes it a less effective 
product. 

We have a situation where the rest of 
the world deals with industrial hemp, 
where there are countless products 
available to purchase today, it is just 
that Kentucky farmers or Oregon farm- 
ers can’t produce it. Last year the 
House overwhelmingly passed this 
amendment. We are starting down a 
path towards rationalization. 

Twenty-three States have removed 
the barriers to production of industrial 
hemp. The Federal Government should 
get out of the way. Congress should 
adopt this amendment and allow it to 
proceed. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, 
who has the right to close? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Oregon has the right to close 
since the gentleman from Louisiana is 
not on the committee. 

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, I 
would just say in conclusion that DEA 
tells us otherwise, that it is difficult to 
distinguish. It is a problem for them. 
They are the ones who have to enforce 
this. Also, there isn’t any product that 
you can get from hemp. Hemp produc- 
tion, industrial hemp is not abundant 
in many other ways, whether it is 
paper, rope, or what have you. So with 
that, it is not necessary. It is not some 
vital resource that we can’t do with- 
out. It does create and complicate 
problems when it comes to the enforce- 
ment of schedule I drugs such as mari- 
juana. 

Madam Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Chair, as we 
have heard this evening, it makes no 
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sense that industrial hemp is legal to 
have and legal to use in manufacturing 
but can’t be grown by our own farmers. 
Right now the companies that are 
manufacturing with hemp have to im- 
port it from places like Canada and 
China. They should be able to grow it 
in our own country. 

Please support this bipartisan 
amendment. Industrial hemp is grown 
differently from marijuana. It looks 
different. The enforcers can tell it 
apart. Let’s let our farmers grow indus- 
trial hemp. Please support this amend- 
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Oregon will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POE OF TEXAS 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for the DNA anal- 
ysis and capacity enhancement program and 
for other local, State, and Federal forensic 
activities for which funds are made available 
under this Act as part of the $125,000,000 for 
DNA-related and forensic programs and ac- 
tivities, unless such funds are used in accord- 
ance with paragraphs (3) and (4) of section 
(2)(c)) of the DNA Analysis Backlog Elimi- 
nation Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-546; 42 
U.S.C. 14185). 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I re- 
serve a point of order on the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Texas and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Madam Chairman, Congress in the 
last several sessions has done, I think, 
an admirable job of dealing with this 
crime of sexual assault in the United 
States. Several pieces of legislation 
have passed the House, under several 
administrations, going all the way 
back to the Violence Against Women 
Act. More recently, under the Debbie 
Smith Act, SAFER legislation, here is 
what is taking place. 

We now know because of DNA that 
old rape kits can be analyzed to deter- 
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mine who the suspect was that com- 
mitted that sexual assault, generally 
against females, and that is a good de- 
velopment. 

Because of that legislation, the 
Debbie Smith Act was passed; and the 
SAFER Act says that Debbie Smith, 
which grants funds to do rape kit back- 
logs, that 75 percent of that money, of 
those grants, will go to actually ana- 
lyze backlog rape kits. Get those back- 
logs analyzed, go after the bad guys, 
find out who committed these crimes, 
and bring those 400,000 rape kits up to 
date by getting them analyzed. 

This all sounds good. The problem is 
the Justice Department doesn’t follow 
the law. They are not analyzing these 
cases. There is still a backlog. They are 
spending the money, but they are 
spending it on other things like re- 
search rather than what the law says: 
analyze those cases. 

Madam Chair, 75 percent of that 
money is to go to analyze that backlog 
of rape cases. 
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My amendment just tells the Justice 
Department to follow previous law, 
analyze those cases, use 75 percent of 
the money that is available to analyze 
those cases. That is what the amend- 
ment does. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
strongly agree with the gentleman’s 
amendment and intend to work with 
him as we move through conference to 
address this problem in the way he sug- 
gests and make sure the law is com- 
plied with. 

I understand the amendment may be 
withdrawn. Before the amendment is 
withdrawn, if I could address the mer- 
its of your amendment, I think you are 
exactly right. We plussed up funding 
for rape kits. We want to make sure 
that this backlog is taken care of as 
rapidly as possible. I know my friend 
from Philadelphia and the members of 
this committee share your concern. We 
want to make sure the backlog rape 
kits are cleared out as rapidly as pos- 
sible and these criminals are taken off 
the street as rapidly as they can be. We 
want to make sure the Federal law is 
complied with, so I will work with you 
to make sure that through the over- 
sight authority we have got on this 
subcommittee that the Department is 
enforcing the law as written by Con- 
gress and doing so aggressively. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. I concur with your 
point of view, and I hope that the 
amendment is withdrawn. But I think 
that the maker of the proponent 
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amendment is correct that we need to 
move in this direction. We not only 
want to make sure that the backlog is 
ended and that we get bad people off 
the street; we also don’t want innocent 
people incarcerated for crimes they 
didn’t commit. So this is where the 
science can help. 

But you are right that we need to 
make sure that there is specific direc- 
tion. I thank the Chairman. 

Mr. CULBERSON. And we can do 
that through oversight, and we will 
work very closely with you, Judge POE, 
on this. And I thank you for your work 
on this effort. There is no penalty se- 
vere enough that can be imposed swift- 
ly enough on anyone who would injure 
a woman or a child. 

I understand the amendment is going 
to be withdrawn. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the chair- 
man, and I also thank the ranking 
member. 

What the amendment does—and I 
will work with the committee on this— 
is exactly what the ranking member 
said. In one word, it finds out “jus- 
tice.” We free the innocent and we con- 
vict the guilty, but we can’t do it un- 
less these rape kits are analyzed. So I 
hope the committee figures out a way 
to have the Justice Department do 
what they are supposed to do that Con- 
gress has already told them to do. Good 
luck with that. 

Madam Chair, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ELLISON 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Justice in violation of— 

(1) the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments 
to the United States Constitution; or 

(2) the memorandum issued by the Attor- 
ney General on March 31, 2015, and entitled 
“Guidance Regarding the Use of Asset For- 
feiture Authorities in Connection with 
Structuring Offenses’’. 

Mr. ELLISON (during the reading). 
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Minnesota and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 


8356 


Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, I offer 
this amendment with the support of 
the chairpersons of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, the Congressional His- 
panic Caucus, the Congressional Asian 
Pacific American Caucus, and the Pro- 
gressive Caucus. 

This amendment would prevent fund- 
ing from law enforcement agencies 
that engage in discriminatory profiling 
based on gender, race, ethnicity, reli- 
gion, sexual orientation, or national 
origin. 

It would also prevent the use of funds 
to repeal the December 14 revised 
profiling guidance issued by the De- 
partment of Justice. Discriminatory 
profiling is wrong. It doesn’t help pre- 
vent crime. It creates a culture of fear 
and resentment within our community. 
It is contrary to the core constitu- 
tional principles, and the Federal dol- 
lars shouldn’t be spent perpetuating 
this activity. 

I commend the work of Attorney 
General Holder to revise profiling guid- 
ance, and I believe that we must do 
more to close the remaining loopholes 
in profiling guidance. 

You shouldn’t be able to profile at 
the border. You shouldn’t be able to 
map people without cause. You 
shouldn’t be able to use national secu- 
rity as an excuse to engage in preju- 
dicial policing. 

And we need comprehensive 
antiprofiling legislation like the End 
Racial Profiling Act introduced by the 
dean of this Congress, JOHN CONYERS. 
In the absence of such comprehensive 
reform, we should at least prevent Fed- 
eral funds from being used to discrimi- 
nate against citizens. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I claim 
the time in opposition, even though I 
am not actually in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I think 
that what we should be for is effective 
law enforcement techniques. We know 
by every empirical evidence that 
profiling does not work, and our ex- 
perts in every aspect of law enforce- 
ment—local, State, and nationally— 
tell us that it doesn’t work. So I agree 
with the gentleman and I support his 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, I will 
close and just say that racial profiling 
has no place, and we urge a “yes” vote 
for the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ELLISON 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to enter into a con- 
tract with any person whose disclosures of a 
proceeding with a disposition listed in sec- 
tion 2313(c)(1) of title 41, United States Code, 
in the Federal Awardee Performance and In- 
tegrity Information System include the term 
“Fair Labor Standards Act”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Minnesota and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, this is a 
very simple amendment which says 
that the moneys appropriated by the 
U.S. Congress should go to contractors 
who deal fairly with workers and who 
do not violate the Fair Labor Stand- 
ards Act. 

This particular amendment is not an 
allegation; it only applies to contrac- 
tors who have been found in violation, 
who have been forced to disclose those 
violations based on the requirements of 
law and their violations of the Fair 
Labor Standards Act. 

This amendment would prohibit the 
Federal Government from using funds 
in this bill to hire contractors with 
wage theft violations. 

Madam Chair, we live in a time when 
it is so hard for workers all across this 
Nation to make a living. People go to 
bed at night calculating whether they 
are going to be able to meet their 
monthly expenses. If the work that 
they do can't even be fully paid be- 
cause they are victims of wage theft by 
an unscrupulous employer, I think that 
the Federal Government should not be 
doing business with that employer. 

The fact of the matter is that in this 
appropriation, we should reserve Fed- 
eral money for the millions of contrac- 
tors who do an honest contract, who 
provide the Federal Government with 
good work. Evidence suggests that 
wage theft is widespread and costs 
workers billions of dollars every year— 
greater than the cost of burglaries, 
robberies, larcenies, and other sorts of 
problems. 

Wage theft among Federal contrac- 
tors is also a problem. Federal contrac- 
tors are among America’s companies 
that we rely on to discharge good serv- 
ice. But that service should be within 
the law; that service should be hon- 
oring the work that workers do. And 
Federal contractors, some of them, cer- 
tainly not all, but some have had a 
problem in this area. 

A national employment law project 
found that nearly one in three low- 
wage contractors in the D.C. area re- 
ported stolen wages. 
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A report by the Senate Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions Committee 
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revealed that 35 percent of the largest 
Department of Labor penalties for 
wage theft were levied against Federal 
contractors. 

Now, there are many excellent Fed- 
eral contractors. These people should 
not have to compete with companies 
that circumvent the requirements of 
the law. In total, those Federal con- 
tractors who did had to repay employ- 
ees $82.1 million in back wages for vio- 
lations between 2007 and 2012. Despite 
these violations, many of these same 
companies received Federal contracts 
again in 2012. 

The fact of the matter is that wage 
theft is wrong, and the people who en- 
gage in it shouldn’t receive Federal 
funds. I hope that all Members will 
agree that a dollar earned is a dollar 
that must be paid and that the United 
States of America only wants to do 
business with contractors that obey 
the law. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I share the gentleman’s concerns, but I 
think his amendment is written so 
broadly that it is going to have an im- 
pact far beyond anything he actually 
intended. 

For example, if a very large company 
like Boeing ever failed to pay some- 
body overtime on one occasion, the 
way his amendment is drafted, this 
would bar Boeing from ever doing any 
business with the Federal Government. 
It would bar Lockheed, which is re- 
sponsible for building the Orion space- 
craft for NASA, and they are doing an 
extraordinarily good job in doing so. 

It is almost inevitable. None of us are 
perfect. Everybody, somewhere or 
somehow, is going to make a mistake. 
It is just inevitable. In the way the 
gentleman’s amendment is drafted, the 
Federal Government could not hire any 
company that was ever dealt with in a 
proceeding that included the term 
“Fair Labor Standards Act.” It essen- 
tially blackballs any contractor who 
has ever had any violation of any kind, 
anywhere, anytime. 

It is too broad. This is not the right 
place for it. You are going to do great 
damage to a lot of very good companies 
that have had very minor, one-time 
violations a number of years ago. I 
know that is not the gentleman’s in- 
tent, but the language before the House 
that he has drafted is very broad and 
has implications far beyond what I 
know he has laid out here tonight. 

The bill, as written, would actually, I 
think, wind up with a lot of very good 
companies being unable to do business 
with the Federal Government, so I 
would ask Members to oppose the 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, 
much time do I have remaining? 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Minnesota has 1% minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, I just 
want to point out that the companies 
that the gentleman has identified 
ought to obey the Fair Labor Stand- 
ards Act. Every company that does 
business with the United States Gov- 
ernment ought to pay its workers fair- 
ly. 

Federal contracts are lucrative, and 
Federal contracts make people rich. At 
the very least, those companies and 
those individuals who benefit from 
those contracts ought to make sure 
that their workers get paid properly. 

The fact of the matter is that this is 
an appropriation from this year. It 
doesn’t bar them in the future from ap- 
plying for Federal contracts again, and 
if they should prove to have really 
cleaned up their acts, we can have a 
conversation about that. 

I am afraid, Madam Chair, that if we 
do not pass this amendment, we will be 
telling all of the honest, hard-working 
contractors that you don’t need to 
obey the law, that you can just do 
whatever. 

Companies that don’t obey the Fair 
Labor Standards Act and steal work- 
ers’ wages actually gain a competitive 
advantage on the companies that do 
obey the law. I don’t think that is any- 
thing that any one of us would like to 
see happen, so I would urge a “yes” 
vote on this; say “no” to wage theft. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I want to reiterate, the way the gentle- 
man’s amendment is drafted, any viola- 
tion anywhere, anytime in the history 
of the company would bar them from 
ever doing business with the Federal 
Government. It is if they ever made a 
mistake anywhere in the past. 

The amendment is far too broad and 
far too sweeping, and I urge Members 
to oppose the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. BLACK 

Mrs. BLACK. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to require, pursuant 
to section 478.124 of title 27, or section 25.7 of 
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title 28, Code of Federal Regulations, or the 
Office of Management and Budget Statistical 
Policy Directive No. 15, Race and Ethnic 
Standards for Federal Statistics and Admin- 
istrative Reporting, that any person disclose 
the race or ethnicity of the person in connec- 
tion with the transfer of a firearm to the 
person. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Tennessee and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Tennessee. 

Mrs. BLACK. Madam Chairman, our 
Founding Fathers did not mince words 
when they authored the Second 
Amendment to our Constitution. 

They spoke plainly and with convic- 
tion in writing, ‘‘the right of the people 
to keep and bear arms shall not be in- 
fringed.’’ Unfortunately, this adminis- 
tration hasn’t always seen it that way. 

Recently, President Obama’s Bureau 
of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Ex- 
plosives enacted a quiet change to its 
form 4473—a mandatory document for 
most gun transactions—that requires 
Americans to disclose their race and 
ethnicity in order to complete the sale. 
What is more, the failure to collect 
this information is considered an ATF 
violation that could result in govern- 
ment penalties for the gun dealer. 

By placing an extra barrier of com- 
plexity between the law-abiding citi- 
zens and their right to own a firearm, 
I believe this intrusive reporting re- 
quirement sets up a direct challenge to 
the Second Amendment rights en- 
shrined in our Constitution, not to 
mention the right to privacy. 

Madam Chairman, we all want to see 
weapons kept out of the hands of crimi- 
nals, but an individual’s race and eth- 
nicity has nothing to do with his abil- 
ity to safely own and operate a fire- 
arm. Perhaps that is why even tradi- 
tionally left-leaning groups like the 
ACLU have spoken in opposition to 
this requirement. 

The fact is the government should be 
colorblind on all of our rights, whether 
it is the freedom of speech, the freedom 
of religion, or the freedom to keep and 
bear arms. That is why my amendment 
states that the government cannot re- 
quire gun buyers to disclose their race 
and ethnicity at the point of sale. It is 
really that simple. 

I urge my colleagues to vote “yes” 
on this commonsense amendment so 
that we can reverse this latest regu- 
latory overreach and ensure that fair- 
ness and privacy are upheld in our Na- 
tion’s gun laws. 

Madam Chairman, I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE), my lead cosponsor and 
an ardent defender of the Second 
Amendment. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank Congress- 
woman BLACK for this amendment and 
for bringing it to the attention of the 
House tonight. 

Madam Chair, this issue came to my 
attention a couple of years ago when I 
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was with constituents in my district. 
They were gun dealers, and they were 
complaining and telling me how the 
administration quietly began requiring 
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Fire- 
arms and Explosives—we call it the 
ATF—to record a firearms purchaser’s 
race and ethnicity. 

This, Madam Chair, is not law. It is 
not congressional action. We did not do 
this. The ATF, through administration 
rules, requires the race of the gun pur- 
chaser, and the seller who is selling the 
gun has got to check the box and write 
the race of the gun purchaser. 


2350 


If they do not do that or they do it 
wrong, the ATF can come back later, 
look at the records, say ‘‘You left it 
blank on the race of the individual,” 
and shut the business down. 

Now, there are several problems with 
this new rule by the ATF. In order to 
avoid breaking this Federal regulation, 
the dealers then have to ask the cus- 
tomers their race, and when people are 
offended—and they get offended—they 
take it out on the dealers themselves. 
Sometimes refuse to give their race, 
and then what is the gun seller to do? 
Why is our government racial profiling 
people who exercise the Second Amend- 
ment? Why are they doing that? 

Second, it is none of the govern- 
ment’s business the race of a 
gunowner. The Second Amendment 
does not just apply to certain races. It 
applies to everybody. It doesn’t exclude 
races and only include certain races. 
As the gentlewoman from Tennessee 
has said, the Federal Government 
ought to be colorblind across the board 
on every issue, especially when it 
comes to rights. The Second Amend- 
ment applies to everybody regardless of 
their race, just like the First Amend- 
ment applies to everybody regardless of 
their race. 

So this amendment would simply tell 
the Federal Government, it is none of 
your business the race of a gun pur- 
chaser in the United States. Stay out 
of that issue. Just as equally impor- 
tant, you can’t shut some business 
down if they don’t put the right race or 
they leave the race block blank. That 
is none of the Federal Government’s 
business. 

I would hope that Members of Con- 
gress would support this amendment 
and keep the Federal Government from 
requiring racial profiling in the pur- 
chase of guns under the Second Amend- 
ment. 

Mrs. BLACK. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. I claim the time in op- 
position to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Before we finish with 
this, you will be able to have a weapon, 
you will be able to suppress the sound 
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on it, and you won’t have to identify 
yourself by these characteristics that 
are attacked in this amendment, but I 
want to just kind of set the facts 
straight. 

First of all, this information has 
been required since 1968. I know people 
are excited about it tonight, I know 
there is a lot of enthusiasm about rid- 
ding the Nation of having this informa- 
tion, but since the Gun Control Act of 
1968, prospective firearm purchasers 
have been required to record their race. 

Now, sometimes, you know, we hear 
in law enforcement people trying to be 
politically correct and say, well, we 
don’t want you to be too descriptive of 
a suspect in a crime, identifying them 
by race or something, but, you know, 
the reason why we have this informa- 
tion has nothing to do with prohibiting 
people’s Second Amendment rights. 
This is about how to track down some- 
one who has done something wrong, 
who was the original purchaser of the 
gun that was used in a crime. 

The information is not held by the 
Federal Government, notwithstanding 
the excitement on the House floor to- 
night. It is held by the dealer. It is not 
centralized in any way, but it is a law 
enforcement data point. Sometimes we 
actually need data, we need informa- 
tion so that if something has been done 
with a gun that is unlawful, somebody 
can figure out who purchased it; and 
you can also clarify who these people 
are, if they have similar names, similar 
backgrounds, or whatever may be the 
case. 

So it is just basic information that 
any law enforcement person would 
want to have, the race and ethnic back- 
ground of the owner of the weapon that 
was used in a neighborhood near you to 
harm one of the people whom you have 
been elected to represent, and to decide 
tonight, well, what we want to do is 
strip this information away under 
some pretense. What we just heard was 
an argument that somehow someone 
was trying to say that the Second 
Amendment discriminated against 
somebody on a racial basis, and of 
course anyone can win that straw argu- 
ment because it is nonsensical. No one 
is arguing that. 

We are talking about basic informa- 
tion that is needed for law enforcement 
purposes that the majority tonight 
wants to deny from the ATF. That is 
something that I would hope the ma- 
jority wouldn’t do, but they obviously 
have the votes to do as they please. I 
will be against it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. RICHMOND 

Mr. RICHMOND. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 

SEC. _. The amounts otherwise provided 
by this Act are revised by reducing the ag- 
gregate amount made available for ‘‘Federal 
Prison System—Salaries and Expenses”, and 
by increasing the amount made available for 
“Office of Justice Programs—Juvenile Jus- 
tice Programs”” for youth mentoring grants, 
by $155,900,000. 

Mr. RICHMOND (during the reading). 
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading of the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, 
which amendment is the gentleman of- 
fering? 

Mr. RICHMOND. I only have one 
amendment, and it is the amendment 
to move $155 million from the Bureau 
of Prisons over to the Juvenile Justice 
program. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
continue to read the amendment. 

The Clerk continued to read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I re- 
serve a point of order against the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Louisiana and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. RICHMOND. Madam Chair, I rise 
today to talk about something that I 
would hope is important to both sides 
of the aisle, and that is our youth. Here 
in Congress we talk about how impor- 
tant a lot of things are: education, pub- 
lic safety, strong communities, free- 
dom, and prosperity. If we have a goal 
of keeping our children in school and 
on the path to success, cutting Juve- 
nile Justice programs is the wrong way 
to go in order to reach it. 

We know that supporting programs 
that keep our children out of jail is one 
of the best investments we can make, 
and it gives us one of our highest re- 
turns on our investment. 

On any given day in this country, 
there are over 70,000 juveniles in jail 
around the country. This incarceration 
is not cheap. We spend about $6 billion 
a year on juveniles in prison. Inter- 
actions with the criminal justice sys- 
tem at a young age have a ripple effect 
that makes it harder for children to 
achieve success later. 

Students who are arrested early in 
high school are six to eight times more 
likely to drop out of high school. What 
is more, children who are incarcerated 
are almost 40 percent less likely to 
graduate from high school and 40 per- 
cent more likely to be in prison at the 
age of 25. Finally, if someone with an 
arrest record as a juvenile does grad- 
uate high school, they are still only 
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half as likely to enroll in a 4-year col- 
lege. 

In short, keeping our children out of 
jail has benefits to the children, their 
families, our communities, and to the 
Nation as a whole. This President real- 
ized all of this when he made his budg- 
et request. That is why he requested 
more than $300 million for a variety of 
authorized programs aimed at improv- 
ing public safety and keeping children 
on the path to college and careers in- 
stead of the path to prison. 

Unfortunately, the bill in front of us 
calls for devastating cuts to these vital 
programs. The funding level in the bill 
is more than $155 million below the 
President’s request, and even $68 mil- 
lion below last year’s funding level. 

My amendment today would simply 
bring the funding for Juvenile Justice 
back in line with the President’s re- 
quest by funding one of the only pro- 
grams left available in the bill, and 
that is mentoring. By increasing the 
role and capacity for mentoring pro- 
grams across the Nation, we can have a 
true impact on children in every com- 
munity. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
will assert my point of order against 
the amendment, depending on what the 
gentleman intends to do. 

Does the gentleman intend to with- 
draw the amendment? 

Mr. RICHMOND. I would like to 
know what the point of order is. I am 
just shifting money from one thing 
that is already in the budget to some- 
thing that is already in the budget. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. CULBERSON. The amendment is 
subject to a point of order on the basis 
that it proposes to increase an appro- 
priation not authorized by law, Mr. 
Chairman, and, therefore, is in viola- 
tion of clause 2(a) of rule XXI. 

Although the original account fund- 
ing for the Office of Juvenile Justice 
contains a number of programs that 
are unauthorized, it was permitted to 
remain in the bill pursuant to the pro- 
visions of the rule that provided for the 
consideration of this bill. 

When an unauthorized appropriation 
is permitted to remain in a general ap- 
propriations bill, an amendment mere- 
ly changing the amount is in order, but 
the rules of the House apply a ‘‘merely 
perfecting standard” to the items per- 
mitted to remain, and do not allow the 
insertion of a new paragraph that was 
not part of the original text permitted 
to remain to increase a figure that was 
permitted to remain. 

This amendment proposes to add 
funding as a reach-back to an unau- 
thorized program, and the amendment, 
therefore, cannot be construed as mere- 
ly perfecting. 

And therefore, Mr. Chairman, I ask 
that the Chair rule the amendment out 
of order. 
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The Acting CHAIR (Mr. STIVERS). 
Does any other Member wish to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. FATTAH. I understand the spirit 
of the chairman’s statement. I just 
want to comment that one of the 
things that we have done is we have 
worked over a number of years and 
doubled the amount of money going 
into youth mentoring. 

I think that the chairman and I agree 
with the spirit of your amendment and 
that it is a much more worthy invest- 
ment for the country to keep our 
young people on the straight and nar- 
row than to try to repair, as has been 
said, a broken adult. 

We continue to have an interest in 
building this part of the appropriations 
bill. Notwithstanding the complicated 
set of rules relative to the authorized 
and the non-authorized portion, we 
continue to want to work with you as 
we go forward on this matter. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to, if I 
could, express my support for the rank- 
ing member’s comments, but I do need 
to assert the point of order. 

Mr. RICHMOND. If the gentleman 
does not assert the point of order now, 
then what I will do is just wrap up and 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If the gentleman 
withdraws the amendment, I withdraw 
my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen- 
tleman seek to withdraw the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. RICHMOND. I was going to close 
and use the remaining time and then 
withdraw the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is currently pending. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I reserve my point 
of order. Once the gentleman with- 
draws, I will withdraw the point of 
order, but we do need to conclude this. 
We will work together with Mr. 
FATTAH on juvenile justice to keep 
young people out of prison. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen- 
tleman withdraw the point of order? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I reserve the point 
of order. I will withdraw its assertion 
at this time, but I reserve it pending 
the gentleman’s conclusion and with- 
drawal of the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman’s 
earlier point of order is withdrawn. A 
point of order is now reserved. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Chairman, I 
would just say I started coaching Lit- 
tle League at 16, and I continue to do 
that today, and I continue also to men- 
tor. 

I would just say that as we look at 
the budget and we try to do things to 
bring the budget back into balance, we 
keep leaving out the point of return on 
investment. And if we continue to in- 
vest in things that are going to give us 
more than a one-to-one return, then we 
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are actually gaining a benefit that will 
allow us to cut down the deficit. 

And then I would just quickly add in 
the spirit of bipartisanship and work- 
ing together that it is almost like the 
field of dreams for the Bureau of Pris- 
ons. If you appropriate it, they will 
spend it. And if they build it, they will 
fill it. We don’t want to do that when 
we have a greater avenue, I think, to 
put our youth on a better path and not 
only save money, but create less vic- 
tims of crime. 

So with that, I would just remind all 
of our Members that I hope we con- 
tinue to work together. And we should 
really be careful here because the life 
you save may be your own. 

I thank the chairman for his coopera- 
tion, and I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MEADOWS 

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to negotiate or 
enter into a trade agreement that estab- 
lishes a limit on greenhouse gas emissions 
for the United States. The limitation de- 
scribed in this section shall not apply in the 
case of the administration of a tax or tariff. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from North Carolina and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. MEADOWS. My amendment 
would prohibit the administration from 
using any funds from this bill to advo- 
cate or support a position in trade ne- 
gotiations or enter into a trade agree- 
ment that would limit greenhouse gas 
emissions in the United States. Basi- 
cally, the amendment would prohibit 
the Obama administration from trying 
to address “climate change” through 
trade agreements. 

The last few years, we have seen the 


administration intentionally work 
around Congress to implement its own 
agenda. 


Mr. Chairman, the hour is late. There 
are many worthwhile amendments that 
need to be debated and heard, and with 
that, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. I am not sure this is 
the right place to be imposing on trade 
agreements. We would be opposed to 
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this. We won’t be seeking a recorded 
vote, but we would be opposed to this. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. CUL- 
BERSON), the chairman of the Appro- 
priations subcommittee, who has done 
great work. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I strongly support 
this amendment. It is important that 
these trade agreements not be nego- 
tiated in ways that would supersede 
the authority of this Congress. Any 
limitation on greenhouse gases should 
be debated in this Congress and en- 
acted by Congress and should not be 
any part of any trade agreement. 

So I strongly support the gentle- 
man’s amendment in the same spirit 
that we have got language in this bill 
that prohibits use of funds to negotiate 
or to implement the U.N. arms control 
treaty, which would interfere with our 
Second Amendment rights. We have 
prohibited that. We have shut down the 
U.N. arms control treaty in this bill. 
Similarly, let’s shut down any attempt 
to impose greenhouse gas limits on the 
United States through a trade agree- 
ment. 

I strongly support the gentleman’s 
amendment and urge Members to vote 
“yes.” 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
support, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
MEADOWS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), add the following new section: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a con- 
tract with any offeror or any of its principals 
if the offeror certifies, as required by Federal 
Acquisition Regulation, that the offeror or 
any of its principals: 

(A) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer has been convicted of or had a civil 
judgment rendered against it for: commis- 
sion of fraud or a criminal offense in connec- 
tion with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or 
performing a public (Federal, State, or local) 
contract or subcontract; violation of Federal 
or State antitrust statutes relating to the 
submission of offers; or commission of em- 
bezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsifica- 
tion or destruction of records, making false 
statements, tax evasion, violating Federal 
criminal tax laws, or receiving stolen prop- 
erty; or 

(B) are presently indicted for, or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a govern- 
mental entity with, commission of any of 
the offenses enumerated above in subsection 
(A); or 


8360 


(C) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer, has been notified of any delin- 
quent Federal taxes in an amount that ex- 
ceeds $3,000 for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied. 

Mr. GRAYSON (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading be waived. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is identical to other 
amendments that have been inserted 
by voice vote into every appropriations 
bill considered under an open rule this 
year and in the last Congress as well. 

My amendment expands the list of 
parties with whom the Federal Govern- 
ment is prohibited from contracting 
due to serious misconduct on the part 
of the contractors. Specifically, the 
list would include contractors who 
within a 3-year period preceding an 
offer have been convicted or have had a 
civil judgment rendered against them 
for fraud, violation of Federal or state 
antitrust laws, embezzlement, theft, 
forgery, bribery, violation of Federal 
tax laws, and other items outlined in 
section 52.209-5 of title 48 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. 
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These are all offenses which any con- 
tractor doing business with the Federal 
Government must disclose to a con- 
tracting officer, but oddly enough, the 
contracting officer would then be free 
to ignore these transgressions and 
award contracts to offending entities, 
absent my amendment. 

I commend the authors of this bill for 
their inclusion of section 523. I still be- 
lieve, however, that we can improve on 
this bill by prohibiting agencies from 
contracting with those entities who 
have engaged in the activities de- 
scribed above. 

It is my hope that this amendment 
will be noncontroversial, as it has been 
on every previous occasion and again 
be passed unanimously by the House. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition, but I am not 
opposed to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. I am not opposed to 
the amendment. I am prepared to ac- 
cept the amendment and support it, 
and I thank the gentleman for offering 
it. 

I speak even for the chairman in this 
matter. We are ready to rock and roll, 
so we accept the amendment. 
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I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAYSON. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HUDSON 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to treat any M855 
(5.56 mm x 45 mm) or SS109 type ammunition 
as armor piercing ammunition for purposes 
of chapter 44 of title 18, United States Code. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from North Carolina and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, first 
and foremost, I want to voice my 
strong opposition to the Obama admin- 
istration’s continued assaults on our 
Second Amendment rights. 

I ran for Congress to stand up against 
this overreach and to keep Washington 
bureaucrats’ influence out of our lives 
and their hands off our freedoms and 
their hand off our guns. That is why I 
am offering an amendment to the Com- 
merce, Justice, Science Appropriations 
bill that would stop President Obama’s 
green tip ammo ban. 

As you recall, the ATF recently tried 
to ban common rifle ammunition that 
has been legally used by law-abiding 
American sportsmen for decades. It 
was only after receiving intense pres- 
sure from Congress and more than 
80,000 public comments and, frankly, 
the direct intervention of Chairman 
CULBERSON that the administration 
stalled their proposed ban. 

As the clock ticks down on this 
President’s second term, the adminis- 
tration is cooking up more than a 
dozen gun control regulations and has 
left the door open to reconsider future 
ammo bans. 

This determination to unconsti- 
tutionally restrict one of our most fun- 
damental rights and—I would argue— 
our first freedom has nothing to do 
with safety or security and everything 
to do with government control. 

My amendment, previously intro- 
duced as a stand-alone bill by my good 
friend and colleague, Chief Deputy 
Whip PATRICK MCHENRY, from North 
Carolina, would put an end to this at- 
tack on our Second Amendment rights 
by ensuring this popular ammunition 
remains available and not subject to 
any future ATF bans. 

Mr. Chairman, like many of my con- 
stituents from North Carolina, I like to 
spend time outdoors in a deer stand, in 
a field, or at the range. I will not stand 
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idly by and allow a unilateral execu- 
tive fiat to threaten our right to enjoy 
this cherished American tradition. 

The Second Amendment is not about 
hunting or shooting sports. Our right 
to keep and bear arms is a right that 
ensures our ability to protect all of 
rights. That is why I refer to it as our 
first freedom. This fundamental free- 
dom must be defended and protected. 

For that reason, I encourage my col- 
leagues in the House to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to my colleague from 
North Carolina (Mr. ROUZER). 

Mr. ROUZER. Mr. Chairman, I am 
proud to stand with my colleague from 
North Carolina in support of this 
amendment. In the eyes of our Found- 
ing Fathers, the right to bear arms was 
just as fundamental as the freedom of 
speech. The Second Amendment en- 
sures our right, as law-abiding Amer- 
ican citizens, to bear arms to protect 
ourselves from enemies, both foreign 
and domestic. 

It is no secret that our Second 
Amendment rights have been threat- 
ened by the government bureaucrats in 
the Obama administration. Earlier this 
year, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives doubled down 
on attempting to ban lead projectiles, 
as they claim the ammunition is armor 
piercing. 

They proposed a ban on the manufac- 
turing and sale of certain AR-15 ammu- 
nition that could have drastically re- 
duced the availability of ammunition 
commonly used for sporting and other 
legitimate purposes. 

Because of the strong objections from 
gunowners and constitutional conserv- 
atives across the country, ATF decided 
to table their proposal, at least for 
now. 

Mr. Chairman, our constitutional 
rights should not be left up to the 
whims of Federal bureaucrats in Wash- 
ington. This amendment simply en- 
sures that Federal funds cannot be 
used to ban certain types of commonly 
used ammunition, and I encourage my 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. They must have some 
special kind of deer in North Carolina. 
They are running around in the woods 
with bulletproof vests on. 

The idea that a sportsman needs an 
armor-piercing bullet to go after a 
deer, I mean, I don’t really buy it; but 
if the majority is willing to buy it at 
this hour of the night, it is fine with 
me. 

On a serious note, for those who are 
in law enforcement, who are out in 
dark alleys, and who have to confront 
circumstances that they don’t know 
the exact dangers that they are going 
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to face, the fact that we want to have 
weapons that suppress the sound—now, 
we want to have bullets that can pierce 
armor and that we want to make sure 
that are under the guise of the Second 
Amendment, that you can have all 
manner of armament, without any type 
of reasonable speed bumps that might 
protect the American public is some- 
thing that I am not sure that the ma- 
jority would want to take such an en- 
thusiastic effort around. 

Obviously, they do, and they have de- 
cided that this bill is the bill for it, 
that this bill is the place where they 
want to do this activity, right? 

I think it is unfortunate. As for me 
and for my side, we will be in opposi- 
tion, and we will let the majority work 
its will. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, may I 
inquire how much time is remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from North Carolina has 1% minutes 
remaining, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has 3 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I appre- 
ciate my colleague’s rhetorical ques- 
tion. Mr. Chairman, I would just say 
that the point is a 5.56 green tip bullet 
is not an armor-piercing bullet. The 
only reason it has been called an 
armor-piercing bullet is because of a 
loophole, and that is my point. 

We have an administration that has 
just put out a whole list of regulations 
that say they want to restrict the 
rights of people because they may or 
may not have a mental illness. They 
want a whole list, a whole range of reg- 
ulations that they would like to roll 
out in the final days of this adminis- 
tration to limit, to infringe upon our 
Second Amendment rights. What I am 
saying is we are not going to stand for 
that. 

The bullet, the round that I am talk- 
ing about is not an armor-piercing 
round; it has never been defined as an 
armor-piercing round, but because of a 
loophole, this administration tried to 
ban it as such. 

Having said that, I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CULBERSON), the chairman. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to express 
my very strong support for the gentle- 
man’s amendment. The gentleman’s 
amendment is necessary because the 
ATF did come out with a very broad 
legal framework within which they 
were attempting to ban not only 223 
ammunition, but potentially whole 
other categories of ammunition, and 
that is just not what the statute was 
intended to prevent. 

The statute was intended to prevent 
specific types of armor-piercing bullets 
from being used in pistols. The ATF 
was taking that far beyond the statute. 
It was necessary for—as new com- 
mittee subcommittee chairman, I was 
able to step in and persuade the ATF to 
drop their ammo ban. 
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Mr. HUDSON’s amendment is nec- 
essary to make sure it doesn’t happen 
again in the future, and I urge Mem- 
bers to support his amendment in the 
strongest possible terms to defend our 
Second Amendment rights. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chair, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I would just hope that 
none of my good friends on the other 
side decide to test this theory about 
whether or not it can pierce armor, 
that you don’t take the rhetoric to an 
extreme here. It is a fact that there is 
some concern about what this means 
for law enforcement. I know that the 
majority would want to be seen, and I 
think truly is, in support of law en- 
forcement. 

Why would we want to put this type 
of ammunition in guns that we want to 
suppress the sound on, in which we 
want less information about the pur- 
chaser, at a time like this in our Na- 
tion I don’t actually understand. But 
there is obviously some thread that 
runs through the other team over here 
that suggests that this is the time for 
them to proceed along this line. I think 
that the American public will have to 
make whatever judgment they want to 
make about that. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HUD- 
SON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. COLLINS OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 


title) insert the following: 
SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 


able by this Act may be used to provide as- 
sistance to a State, or political subdivision 
of a State, that has in effect any law, policy, 
or procedure in contravention of immigra- 
tion laws (as defined in section 101(a)(17) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(17))). 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (during the 
reading). Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous 
consent to dispense with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
support the gentleman’s amendment, 
and I withdraw the point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The point of 
order is withdrawn. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I re- 
serve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Georgia and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise today with basically a com- 
monsense amendment on H.R. 2578. I 
appreciate the hard work that Chair- 
man CULBERSON, Ranking Member 
FATTAH, and other members of the Ap- 
propriations Committee have put into 
this bill. 

This bill contains many important 
provisions to protect law-abiding 
Americans and public safety while 
spending responsibly; however, I want 
to make it absolutely clear that no 
funds appropriated under this bill are 
used to assist States and localities 
whose laws and policies are in direct 
contradiction to Federal immigration 
law and enforcement efforts. My 
amendment does just that. It ensures 
that we do not reward State and local 
governments with Federal funds when 
they ignore the rule of law. 

State and local jurisdictions are im- 
plementing policies that directly con- 
tradict U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement’s statutorily mandated 
mission to identify and remove illegal 
aliens who are currently incarcerated. 
At this point, we even have seen some 
local sheriffs who choose to follow Fed- 
eral law and honor ICE detainers 
slapped with lawsuits for cooperating, 
for following the law. 

I know we are late. I know there is 
some discussion about this, but really 
this is simple. 

Hard-working taxpayers should not 
have to sit idly by and watch their tax 
dollars go to localities that choose to 
encourage illegal immigration through 
their nonenforcement policies. My 
amendment sends a clear message that, 
if localities implement policies in con- 
tradiction to Federal immigration law, 
they will not be eligible to receive 
funds under this act, specifically Fed- 
eral reimbursement grants under the 
State Criminal Alien Assistance Pro- 
gram. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment 
that was offered and accepted last 
year. We are offering it again and 
would ask favorable consideration. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania continue to 
reserve his point of order? 

Mr. FATTAH. I would like, at this 
point, unless there are more comments, 
to assert the point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania may state his point 
of order. 
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POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the amend- 
ment because it proposes to change ex- 
isting law and constitutes legislation 
in an appropriations bill and, therefore, 
violates clause 2, rule XXI. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
support the amendment. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I will at least respond to the 
point of order. 

This amendment is not in contradic- 
tion of current law. In fact, it simply 
states that the amendment would not 
allow funds to be used in support of 
holding up law as it is currently writ- 
ten. This is not a law that is written to 
circumvent current law. In fact, all it 
says is that States and localities who 
receive the money will actually sup- 
port current law. So I am not sure 
what the point of order is actually try- 
ing to say. 

This was put in last year. It was ap- 
proved. I understand. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s concern. But, basically, we 
are saying if you enforce the law as it 
is written, which is all we are asking, 
then the grant is there. If you choose 
not to enforce Federal law, then that is 
money that will be withheld. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen- 
tleman from Georgia wish to withdraw 
his amendment? 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Not at this 
point. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, we will 
respect the ruling of the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

The gentleman from Texas is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to reiterate that I agree 
with the gentleman from Georgia. This 
does not change existing law. It simply 
states that if you expect to receive 
Federal money, you need to be in com- 
pliance with Federal law. It is pretty 
straight up. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre- 
pared to rule. 

The Chair finds that this amendment 
includes language requiring a new de- 
termination as to the status of local 
law. 

The amendment, therefore, con- 
stitutes legislation in violation of 
clause 2 of rule XXI. The point of order 
is sustained, and the amendment is not 
in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to negotiate or 
enter into a trade agreement whose negoti- 
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ating texts are confidential. The limitation 
described in this section shall not apply in 
the case of the administration of a tax or 
tariff. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is akin to an amendment 
that was considered just a few mo- 
ments ago offered by Mr. MEADOWS. 
This amendment is meant to address a 
problem that has arisen with trade 
agreements that has become visible to 
all of us as Members of this august 
body. 

What has happened is that the Trade 
Representative, for no apparent legal 
reason, with no apparent legal author- 
ity, has taken it upon himself to nego- 
tiate trade agreements like the Trans- 
Pacific Partnership in secret—not en- 
tirely in secret, just in secret from us 
and from members of the American 
public. 

The corresponding provision, the 
TTIP provision, has been posted by the 
European Union, which is our negoti- 
ating partner in this on the Internet. 

The Trans-Pacific Partnership itself 
has been negotiated in secret, but that 
has been posted by WikiLeaks, to the 
embarrassment of our government in 
an unnecessary manner. 

What we have seen over the past sev- 
eral years is that the Trade Represent- 
ative has turned a deaf ear to our con- 
cerns as Members of Congress who 
must perform our oversight functions 
whenever we ask for information about 
what the Trade Representative is doing 
on behalf of the American people. 

Three years ago, we had the strange 
circumstance come up that over 100 
Members of Congress, 100 Members of 
this body, wrote a letter to the Trade 
Representative saying: We hear you are 
negotiating something Called the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership. Would you 
please give us a copy? 

And the answer came back: No. We 
are not going to give you a copy. 

For the past 5 years, the Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership has been negotiated 
in secret. Only in the last few months, 
Members of Congress have been able to 
see it under the most extreme condi- 
tions imaginable. I was actually the 
first person to be able to see it, and the 
Trade Representative came to my of- 
fice with his staff and offered to show 
it to me, but I couldn't take any notes. 
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I couldn't discuss it with my own 
staff. I couldn't even discuss it with 
other Members of this body. And of 
course I couldn't make copies or other- 
wise help myself to record what I had 
seen, much less speak to my constitu- 
ents about it, much less speak to the 
media about it, much less speak to the 
public about it. 
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Respectfully, secret laws are un- 
American laws; secret agreements are 
un-American agreements. There is no 
such thing recognized under our Con- 
stitution as a “secret statute” or a ““se- 
cret treaty.” But that is, in effect, 
what we have been experiencing with- 
out any legal authority whatsoever on 
behalf of the Trade Representative. 

Now, I am not saying the Trade Rep- 
resentative needs to stop negotiating 
these agreements; not at all. What I 
am suggesting is that we lift the veil of 
secrecy that has been dropped over 
these negotiations so that we can’t see 
them, the American people can’t see 
them, but foreign governments can see 
them. 

Why is it that we have confiden- 
tiality? Why is it that we have a classi- 
fied information system? Generally 
speaking, it is not to keep Americans 
from seeing this information; it is to 
keep foreigners from seeing this infor- 
mation. And here the world has been 
turned upside down, and we have a sit- 
uation where foreigners get to see it, 
but even the highest members of our 
own government—our Senators, our 
Congressmen—we don’t get to see it. 
That is absolutely unacceptable; it is 
un-American. 

The only way to come up with agree- 
ments that satisfy the needs of this 
country is through an open, fair, trans- 
parent process. That is what this sim- 
ple amendment will accomplish. It 
says: None of the funds made available 
in this act, which includes funds made 
to the Trade Representative, may be 
used to negotiate or enter into a trade 
agreement whose negotiating texts are 
confidential. 

It is time for a little sunlight. Sun- 
light is the best disinfectant. It is time 
for the Members of this body to take 
control of our constitutional respon- 
sibilities, not to let the Trade Rep- 
resentative or any member of the exec- 
utive branch tell us to stuff it when we 
need to find out things in order to be 
able to do our jobs properly. 

Wouldn’t it be a better system if we 
were able to tell a trade representative 
what we think, what our constituents 
think, what the members of the Amer- 
ican public think about these docu- 
ments before they are simply dropped 
on us? 

This is a simple commonsense 
amendment. There is no existing legal 
authority that allows the Trade Rep- 
resentative to do what he has been 
doing. I say the time is up and we 
should insist that these agreements, 
which will determine the course of eco- 
nomic history in America for the next 
20 or 30 years, are agreements that are 
negotiated in public with our approval 
and with our input. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Florida I know has 
worked in the past as an attorney and 
represented clients and undoubtedly 
has settled cases before. And those set- 
tlement agreements, those negotia- 
tions, when you were designing those 
agreements, Mr. GRAYSON, I know were 
not something that you wanted to dis- 
close. You wanted to negotiate those 
settlements in private with your client 
confidentially, because had the world 
seen what you were working out, that 
would have damaged your client’s abil- 
ity to negotiate a fair settlement with 
the other party in the case. 

As here, with trade promotion au- 
thority, the countries with which the 
Trade Representative is negotiating, 
Japan, for example, I doubt the Japa- 
nese want the Australians to see what 
the Japanese are agreeing to. That is 
just common sense. I doubt that the 
Koreans want the Japanese to see what 
the Koreans are attempting to agree 
to. 

So it is perfectly understandable that 
the agreement itself would be confiden- 
tial until it is finalized. Members of 
Congress can go see the agreement, but 
the Korean-American Trade Agreement 
is going to be confidential until it is fi- 
nally settled because Korea doesn’t 
want Japan or Australia or Vietnam to 
see what they are negotiating, in the 
same way you did not want your cli- 
ents, the agreement you were attempt- 
ing to negotiate on behalf of your cli- 
ent, you didn’t want to do that in the 
open sunshine. Sunshine is a good 
thing, but there are times when a nego- 
tiation like this on a trade agreement 
is just common sense. You are not 
going to want the other countries that 
you are competing against to see what 
kind of a deal you are fixing to work 
out with the United States. 

The Members of Congress can see it, 
of course, as we should, and the agree- 
ment itself must be available to the 
public to view 90 days before the Presi- 
dent can even sign the agreement, and 
the Congress is going to have this de- 
bate. In fact, I understand that this 
trade promotion authority agreement 
that is under discussion, the new law 
that Congress is proposing, would for 
the first time give either House of Con- 
gress a veto over the agreement with a 
majority vote. So the House could de- 
cide on our own to veto a particular 
trade agreement by majority vote; the 
Senate could veto a trade agreement 
by majority vote. 

The only part of the deal so far that 
is confidential is the ongoing negotia- 
tion, which is exactly the way you han- 
dled and protected your client’s best 
interest as an attorney. I am quite con- 
fident as an attorney you handled your 
client’s litigation in a way that was 
professional and confidential, and I 
imagine you never disclosed a pending 
settlement agreement that was being 
negotiated, you never released that 
publicly, did you ever, Mr. GRAYSON? 
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Mr. GRAYSON. 
yielding to me? 
Mr. CULBERSON. Did you ever re- 
lease a negotiated settlement agree- 
ment to the public before it was final- 
ized? 

Mr. GRAYSON. 
yielding to me? 
Mr. CULBERSON. No. Answer my 
question, yes or no. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Well, I can’t answer 
your question unless you are going to 
yield to me. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is why I am 
asking a question. I am asking you, did 
you ever release the terms of a settle- 
ment agreement you were negotiating 
before it was final? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas controls the time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes. And I am ask- 
ing a question. 

I was an attorney myself. I defended 
businesses in civil litigation, and any 
settlement agreement that we worked 
on was done confidentially. And I 
would ask Mr. GRAYSON, did you ever 
disclose a confidential settlement ne- 
gotiation publicly when you were nego- 
tiating on behalf of your client? 

Mr. GRAYSON. Is the gentleman 
yielding the balance of his time to me? 

Mr. CULBERSON. No, I am not yield- 
ing the balance of my time. I am just 
asking a question. 

I am quite confident Mr. GRAYSON al- 
ways kept those negotiations secret. 
That is all that is being kept secret 
here. And it is actually not secret be- 
cause Members of Congress can go read 
the text of the trade agreement that is 
being negotiated. And if any of us have 
any sort of an objection, that is a good 
time to raise it, to tell the Trade Rep- 
resentative that we think this or that 
provision is going to either be in viola- 
tion of Federal law or cause a problem 
for American industry and we think 
you ought to drop it. 

So you have actually got an oppor- 
tunity to have your 2 cents’ worth 
heard during the course of the negotia- 
tion. So I would urge Members to op- 
pose Mr. GRAYSON’s amendment for the 
same reason that Mr. GRAYSON always 
kept his settlement negotiations con- 
fidential on behalf of his clients. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida has 15 seconds remaining. 
The gentleman from Texas has 30 sec- 
onds remaining. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent for another minute 
beyond my 15 seconds. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I object. We are 
limited to 5 minutes and it is 12:30 at 
night. 

The Acting CHAIR. There is an objec- 
tion. The gentleman has 15 seconds. 

Mr. GRAYSON. First of all, I rep- 
resent the American public here, not 
the American private. When I was an 
attorney, I represented private inter- 
est, just as you did. Now I represent 
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the public. The reason we refer to the 
American public as the public is be- 
cause the public’s business needs to be 
public. That means no secret negotia- 
tions, no secret acts, no secret agree- 
ments, nothing but the public interest 
in public. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
think Mr. GRAYSON’s answer confirms 
that he did not ever disclose a nego- 
tiated settlement before it was final, 
and that is just common sense. And 
here, under trade promotion authority, 
the trade agreement, as it is being ne- 
gotiated, needs to be kept confidential. 
But any Member of Congress can go in 
and see it and have our voices heard, 
object, suggest changes to it, as it is 
being negotiated. And then once it is 
finalized the text must be made avail- 
able to the public 90 days before the 
President signs the agreement, and 
then either House of Congress can void 
the agreement by a majority vote. We 
are going to have this debate, and I 
urge Members to oppose this amend- 
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROHRABACHER 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Justice 
may be used, with respect to any of the 
States of Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, Illinois, Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Montana, Nevada, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, Oregon, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, and Wis- 
consin, or with respect to either the District 
of Columbia or Guam, to prevent any of 
them from implementing their own laws that 
authorize the use, distribution, possession, 
or cultivation of medical marijuana. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER (during the 
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 
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Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself 2 minutes. 

Today, I ask my colleagues to make 
a practical as well as a principled vote. 
My amendment would prohibit any 
Federal funds from being used to super- 
sede State law in those States that 
have legalized the use of medical mari- 
juana. 

Let’s be clear. The intent of this 
amendment is to make it illegal for 
Federal employees to engage in efforts 
to enforce Federal law that makes the 
medical use or distribution of medical 
marijuana illegal in States where the 
use of marijuana for medical purposes 
has been made legal. 

The practical aspect of this vote is 
based on the realization that, at a time 
of severely limited resources, it makes 
sense to target terrorists, criminals, 
and other threats to the American peo- 
ple rather than use Federal law en- 
forcement resources to prevent suf- 
fering and sick people from using a 
weed that may or may not alleviate 
their suffering. 

There are many examples—yes, anec- 
dotal—in which the use of marijuana 
has helped end severe suffering. 

Trying to prevent this use of mari- 
juana once it has been legalized by a 
State government is a travesty, an in- 
excusable waste of our limited re- 
sources. That is the practical reason to 
vote for my amendment. 

As for the principle, we Republicans 
claim to base our decisions on indi- 
vidual freedom, on states’ rights as 
mandated by the 10th Amendment to 
the Constitution, and especially on the 
doctor-patient relationship. 

Don’t bother to use rhetoric about 
those principles on other issues if you 
vote for the Federal Government to su- 
persede individual rights, states’ 
rights, and the doctor-patient relation- 
ship when it comes to marijuana. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I yield myself 
10 seconds. 

Stop this waste of limited Federal 
law enforcement resources. Stop the 
roughshod use of the Federal bureauc- 
racy from busting down doors to pre- 
vent sick people from using a sub- 
stance that his or her doctor believes 
might alleviate his or her pain. 

Vote for the Rohrabacher 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has again expired. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 
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Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 1 minute. 

First of all, I hear constantly of this 
idea about individual rights, about the 
10th Amendment, et cetera. This was 
all settled back in 2005 in the Supreme 
Court with Gonzales v. Raich, which 
was a 6-8 victory in favor of the gov- 
ernment’s having preemptive rights 
when it comes to the drug laws, the 
CSA. That has been settled. We can 
claim this over and over again, but 
bring it back to the Court and see if 
you can change that. 

Now, how is this affecting us in real 
life? It is now legal in Colorado, but 
Nebraska and Oklahoma are now suing 
Colorado. Why? It is because of all of 
the problems that are developing 
across the State borders—again, inter- 
state commerce, a big problem. 

Let’s talk about the huge problem 
that marijuana represents. First of all, 
it has no accepted medical use. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FLEMING. I yield myself an ad- 
ditional 30 seconds. 

There are synthetic marijuana 
equivalents that are useful—yes, in- 
deed—but the drug itself, which is the 
smokeable part of it, is not safe and 
has not been accepted. 

Here is the thing. It is known to have 
brain development alterations; schizo- 
phrenia and other forms of mental ill- 
ness, psychosis; heart complications; 
and an increased risk of stroke. 

A study recently found that even cas- 
ual users experience severe brain ab- 
normalities found on MRIs and that 
pot smoking leads to the loss of ambi- 
tion; to lower IQs; and that it impairs 
attention, judgment, memory, and 
many other things. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. FARR). 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, Congress 
needs to represent the States that they 
were elected in. It is time that we rep- 
resent them here in the United States 
Congress to allow medical marijuana 
laws in those States that have been ap- 
proved by the voters and approved by 
their legislatures—39 States, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and Guam. That is 41 
total, the majority of the American 
population. It is a states’ rights issue. 

Support this amendment. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana has 34% minutes re- 
maining, and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has 2% minutes remaining. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. GOODLATTE). 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, the 
supporters of this amendment claim 
that this is a states” rights issue. How- 
ever, it is not that simple, not hardly. 
Drug manufacture and use is inher- 
ently an interstate problem. 
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For example, we need look no further 
than at one of the two States where 
marijuana has been legalized. The Col- 
orado Department of Revenue has re- 
ported that 45 percent of marijuana 
sales in the State were to out-of-State 
ID holders. 

Indeed, earlier this year, Colorado 
Governor Hickenlooper said, “If I 
could’ve waved a wand the day after 
the election, I would have reversed the 
election and said, ‘This was a bad 
idea.’”’ 

In fact, Colorado is now being sued 
by Nebraska and Oklahoma, which 
claim Colorado has created a ‘‘dan- 
gerous gap” in the control of mari- 
juana and that marijuana is flowing 
from Colorado to neighboring States. 

However, Mr. Chairman, of far great- 
er concern to me is the increased avail- 
ability of marijuana to children, which 
will inevitably result from a loosening 
of restrictions on this dangerous drug. 

Though my colleagues may not like 
it, marijuana remains a schedule I nar- 
cotic because it has a high potential 
for abuse and no legitimate medical 
use. In fact, Mr. Chairman, statistics 
show that 78 percent of the 2.4 million 
people who began using marijuana last 
year were aged 12 to 20. 

There is little doubt that this drug 
poses a significant danger to our chil- 
dren, and I urge a “no” vote on this 
amendment. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 30 seconds to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE. I want to thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding and for his leader- 
ship on this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, of course, I rise in 
support of this bipartisan amendment. 

In States with medical marijuana 
laws, patients now face uncertainty re- 
garding their treatment, and small- 
business owners, who have invested 
millions in creating jobs and revenue, 
have no assurances for the future. 

It is way past the time for the Jus- 
tice Department to stop its unwar- 
ranted persecution of medical mari- 
juana and to put its resources where 
they are truly needed. There is no way 
that Members of Congress should tell 
people who live in States where these 
laws have been passed that what their 
doctors prescribe, which could prevent 
pain, should not be allowed. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 30 seconds to the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. I appreciate the time, 
and I appreciate all of the work that 
Mr. ROHRABACHER and Mr. FARR have 
done, and I am happy to join with 
them. 

Mr. Chairman, Justice Brandeis said 
the States are the laboratories of de- 
mocracy. That is what they are doing 
here. Some of the arguments we have 
heard are “Reefer Madness”” 2015. It is 
over. One of the gentlemen said chil- 
dren are doing marijuana at age 12. 
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That will show you how good the laws 
are doing right now. 

If we had more money going into her- 
oin and not marijuana, we could stop 
people from dying, and that is what we 
should be doing. Tell Montel Williams, 
who has MS, that marijuana doesn’t 
work. Tell cancer patients that it 
doesn’t help them with nausea. Tell 
people that it doesn’t work. 

It works. It helps. It is the States. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 30 seconds to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS). 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, by the 
way it has been talked about by some 
on the other side, to be clear, this 
amendment does not legalize mari- 
juana. It simply ensures that the Fed- 
eral Government doesn’t waste its lim- 
ited resources in prosecuting men and 
women who are acting in compliance 
with State and medical marijuana 
laws. That is all it does. 

It is very reasonable that States have 
enforcement priorities in this area, and 
we want our Federal resources geared 
towards crime that we view as more 
important. Have them go after the 
meth lab. Have them go after the her- 
oin ring. 
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Colorado has had legal medical mari- 
juana for nearly a decade. Some in our 
State are for it; some are against it. It 
is our right as a State to determine 
that. That is why I support this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I yield 30 sec- 
onds to the gentlewoman from Nevada 
(Ms. TITUS). 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is about standing up for 
states’ rights and protecting busi- 
nesses, doctors, and patients who are 
acting legally under the medical mari- 
juana laws of some 41 States and terri- 
tories, including Nevada. Congress 
needs to catch up with State legisla- 
tures, and the Federal Government 
needs to stop wasting money busting 
good citizens who are trying to do the 
right thing. 

Mr. FLEMING. I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chair, who 
has the right to close? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California has the right to close. 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. That is correct. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLEMING. May I inquire how 
much time I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana has 2 minutes remain- 
ing, and the gentleman from California 
has 15 seconds remaining. 

Mr. FLEMING. Let me say, first of 
all, this whole idea of medical mari- 
juana is a big joke. It is an end run 
around the laws. There are more pot 
shops in California than there are 
Starbucks or McDonald’s; okay? 

Now, is it really a medical treat- 
ment? Well, the AMA says no. The 
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American Society of Addiction Medi- 
cine says no. Even the American Glau- 
coma Society, which is of course in 
charge of glaucoma treatment, says 
that this is not a medical treatment 
for glaucoma. So there is no single ap- 
proved use of marijuana for medical 
diseases. 

The whole idea about medical mari- 
juana is to get around the laws on le- 
galization or illegalization of mari- 
juana. But make no mistake about it, 
the most common addiction diagnosis 
for young people admitted to drug 
treatment centers is addiction to mari- 
juana. The rate is 9 percent addiction 
rate in adults; it is 17 percent in young 
people. 

We all know the studies show very 
clearly that the States that are more 
permissive have higher addiction and 
abuse rates than any others. We also 
know that NIDA tells us that it is a de- 
velopmental disease. What does that 
mean? It means the younger a child is 
exposed to it, the more likely that 
child will later become an addict to 
something else, like methamphet- 
amine, prescription drugs, heroin. So if 
you support this, which is really the le- 
galization of marijuana, then you are 
really supporting allowing our children 
to be harmed and addicted to this ter- 
rible drug. 

Now, I am all in favor of research, 
and we are in discussions with DEA 
about allowing it in some way, whether 
we go to a la category to allow such re- 
search. Some suggest that it may have 
some benefit for seizures. That is yet 
to be seen. Some suggest that it may 
be beneficial to those who have spastic 
muscle disease, but there is absolutely 
no proof of that. 

So with that, I urge everyone to op- 
pose this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chair, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, not- 
withstanding the doctor’s remarks, the 
truth is that almost no research has 
been put into marijuana in terms of its 
medical efficacy. You have epilepsy 
and a whole host. 

Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman 
yield on that? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. FLEMING. Okay. I am not going 
to dominate the gentleman’s time. 

This has been under study for over 40 
years. My university, the University of 
Mississippi, has been legally growing 
pot for over 40 years and studying it, so 
it has been studied. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time, I 
know a little bit about this subject. 
The bottom line is that in terms of its 
medical viability, in terms of epilepsy 
and a lot of other issues, there is some 
need for a real study of this, not just 
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about the way that we have proceeded 
so far. I think that this amendment 
and what is happening in the States 
should be allowed to go forward. 

I yield 1% minutes to my colleague 
from California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) for 
an opportunity to close on this subject. 
At that point then I would yield back 
the remainder of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
may not yield blocks of time and must 
remain on his feet. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield 142 minutes to 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
may not yield blocks of time. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield such time as he 
may consume, as long as he doesn’t go 
over 1/2 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. 
that from my colleague. 

Look, our Founding Fathers didn't 
want criminal justice to be handled by 
the Federal Government. I don't know 
what government you want to have in 
our country, but most of us here don't 
believe that the Federal Government— 
neither did our Founding Fathers—is 
an all-wise system, that the Federal 
Government is the only government 
that has wisdom to make the decisions 
for the families. 

This is absolutely absurd to think 
that the Federal Government is going 
to mandate all of these things even 
though the people of the States and 
other doctors, many other doctors, 
would like to have the right to pre- 
scribe to their patients what they 
think is going to alleviate their suf- 
fering. No, we should not get in the 
way. ASI said in the first debate, it is 
sinful for us to try to get in the way 
between a doctor and his patient, say- 
ing, Oh, no, the Federal Government 
knows better. 

This is a states’ rights issue. This is 
the issue of what our Founding Fathers 
had in mind for this country, where the 
decisions would be made like this. 
They didn’t want the Federal Govern- 
ment to have a police force that can 
bust in people’s doors. No. They wanted 
to have individual freedom, personal 
choice. They want parents to take care 
of their kids. They didn’t want an all- 
controlling nanny State to control our 
lives. That is what this country was 
supposed to be all about. I thought that 
is what Republicans were supposed to 
be all about, and I hope my Republican 
colleagues will start reexamining 
whether or not they believe in the fun- 
damental principles of limited govern- 
ment and individual freedom that we 
have always talked about. 

So I would ask my colleagues to join 
me, reaffirm what our Founding Fa- 
thers had in mind, which is freedom, 
states’ rights, limited government, and 
people making choices about their own 
lives and being responsible for their 
families and not shoving that off on 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming the bal- 
ance of my time, I think I hear that 
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echo again about the right to be left 
alone. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Let me just say 
this. I just wish you would have talked 
to the very doctors and people I know 
that have been suffering, and they have 
gone to their doctor and asked for help, 
and the doctors have said, ‘‘Yes, med- 
ical marijuana will help you’’—to be- 
lieve that the Federal Government can 
stop that. 

I have met people whose suffering has 
been alleviated. Some veterans I know 
have gone through seizure after sei- 
zure, and they were only helped by 
medical marijuana. If we have a heart, 
if we have our beliefs, let’s make sure 
that we stand for freedom in this vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), add the following new section: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to compel a person 
to testify about information or sources that 
the person states in a motion to quash the 
subpoena that he has obtained as a jour- 
nalist or reporter and that he regards as con- 
fidential. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment has nothing to do with 
medical marijuana. It was passed last 
year by a vote of this body of 225-183; in 
other words, it passed by a majority of 
42 votes. 
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The purpose of this amendment is to 
raise the possibility of a Federal shield 
law that corresponds to protections al- 
ready in place in 49 States but not at 
the level of the Federal Government. 

Again, to be clear about this, 49 
States have a Federal shield law. The 
Federal Government does not—at least 
up to this point. 

A shield law is designed to protect a 
reporter’s privilege: the right of news 
reporters to refuse to testify on infor- 
mation and sources of information ob- 
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tained during the news gathering and 
dissemination process. In short, a re- 
porter should not be forced to reveal 
his or her sources under penalty of im- 
prisonment. 

This issue has come up in court cases 
at the Federal level and the Supreme 
Court level, beginning with the 1972 
case of Branzburg v. Hayes. In that 
case, a reporter wished to inform his 
readers about the nature of the drug 
hashish, and he realized that the only 
way to go about that was to actually 
find and interview people who had ac- 
tually used the drug hashish, so he did 
that. 

After he published his article, relying 
upon two confidential sources, he was 
subpoenaed by the police to provide his 
sources so that they could be arrested, 
compromising their identity and com- 
promising his journalistic integrity. So 
he was forced to choose whether he 
would conceal his sources and go to 
prison or he would reveal his sources 
and have them go to prison, simply be- 
cause he wanted to inform the public 
about this matter of concern. 

Some of us may remember the case of 
Valerie Plame, who was publicly iden- 
tified as a covert operative. Reporters 
were continually asked to name the 
sources used in their reporting, and one 
reporter was jailed for 85 days for re- 
fusing to disclose sources in that gov- 
ernment probe. 

At this point, under current law, 
journalists are in a quandary—an un- 
necessary and unhealthy quandary. 
They realize that they need to protect 
their sources, but that right is codified 
only at the State level and not yet at 
the Federal level. 

So what I am seeking to do, as I did 
last year with the assistance of this 
House, is to offer the journalists the 
protection they should have in order to 
do their jobs properly. 

Freedom of the press is not just an 
important principle, but it is part of 
the foundation of American law. The 
Constitution and the First Amendment 
provide for freedom of speech and of 
the press. It is completely incongruous 
to say that we have freedom of the 
press, but the Federal Government 
could nevertheless subpoena sources 
and put reporters in prison if they 
don’t comply. 

I think that we should have settled 
this issue years if not decades ago. We 
did settle it last year successfully in 
this body, but we are here today to try 
to address it once more. 

Respectfully, I submit this amend- 
ment as a much-needed and long de- 
layed clarification that the Federal 
Government treats the issue of freedom 
of the press just as respectfully and 
just as importantly as the great major- 
ity of our States do—49 out of 50. 

I ask for support of this amendment 
from my esteemed colleague, the gen- 
tleman from the Seventh District of 
Texas, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I claim the time in 
opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I urge my col- 
leagues to oppose this amendment. It is 
drafted far too broadly. And I would 
point out that in a grand jury pro- 
ceeding—those that occur in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for example, are 
done under the auspices of the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and that is a Federal 
grand jury proceeding. A journalist 
would not have the privilege of pro- 
tecting the confidentiality of his 
sources because in a grand jury every- 
thing that is discussed is absolutely 
confidential. 

I also, frankly, think it is aston- 
ishing that under Mr. GRAYSON’s 
amendment a journalist has the ability 
to self-certify what is confidential and 
what is not. I certainly agree with the 
principle of a strong and free press, but 
Mr. GRAYSON’s amendment is written 
far too broadly and, frankly, would not 
provide protection to a journalist in a 
grand jury setting. I think he has ne- 
glected that problem. 

I yield to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. GOODLATTE), the chair of the 
Judiciary Committee, to also speak in 
opposition to this amendment. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I want to thank 
the chairman of the subcommittee for 
joining me in opposition to this amend- 
ment. 

Shield laws for reporters are not a 
bad concept at all, but this is hardly 
the way to go about doing it. No State 
has a law like this language here, 
where it is so vague that virtually any- 
one in the United States claiming to be 
a journalist or reporter—and, by the 
way, nowadays, when lots of people 
maintain blogs or posts on the Inter- 
net, they could easily claim to be a 
journalist or reporter—would be cov- 
ered by this. 

So no one intends to have that broad 
an exception that would allow anyone 
to evade the requirements that they re- 
spond to a legitimate subpoena for in- 
vestigation by law enforcement, a vio- 
lation of the law. 

This is far too broad. It is something 
that clearly should be handled by the 
authorizing committee, the Judiciary 
Committee, which worked on this for a 
long period of time and has struggled 
with that very definition of journalist 
or reporter that the gentleman from 
Florida simply glosses over in this. 

And then, to give further exception 
to simply say that that individual who 
first claims they are a journalist or re- 
porter and then says, Oh, yeah, that is 
confidential, that would breed criminal 
misconduct because criminals would be 
before the court claiming that they 
were reporters and that they regarded 
their information as confidential and, 
therefore, do not have to respond to a 
subpoena. 

This is a very harmful, very bad way 
to go about providing protection to le- 
gitimate journalists and reporters and 


June 2, 2015 


should be defeated. I urge my col- 
leagues to join me in voting against it. 

Mr. GRAYSON. This is the same pa- 
rade of horribles that we heard last 
year before this body voted in favor of 
the Grayson amendment. It is almost 
the same, word for word. 

Last year, we heard that this some- 
how would allow people to self-certify. 
Well, in fact, anybody who self-cer- 
tifies falsely in front of a grand jury is 
looking at a lot more than 83 days in 
jail. They are looking at 5 years in 
Federal prison. They would be pros- 
ecuted for perjury if they claimed to be 
a journalist and weren't actually a 
journalist—a fact that I pointed out 
last year before this amendment was 
actually passed. 

I also want to point out that there is 
no distinction between a grand jury 
and an actual jury for this purpose. 
Forty-nine States all agree that there 
is no distinction whatsoever. So it is 
simply false to say that this doesn’t 
apply to grand jury proceedings. It cer- 
tainly would apply and does apply to 
all grand jury proceedings at the State 
level. 

And there is nothing vague about 
this provision at all. In fact, the word- 
ing that has been referred to here, that 
the information has been attained as a 
journalist or reporter, is exactly the 
same wording that was in the Grayson 
amendment last year that passed with 
a margin of 42 votes. 

So none of these old attacks, these 
unsuccessful attacks, are anything new 
and deserve any more credence than 
they received from a majority of this 
body last year. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, 
with that, I would urge Members to op- 
pose the amendment and urge Members 
to vote “no”, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk that I 
offer with the gentleman from Colo- 
rado (Mr. POLIS). 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Justice 
may be used, with respect to any of the 
States of Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Cali- 
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fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, Illinois, Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Montana, Nevada, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, Oregon, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, and Wis- 
consin, to prevent any of them from imple- 
menting their own laws that authorize the 
use, distribution, possession, or cultivation 
of marijuana on non-Federal lands within 
their respective jurisdictions. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK (during the read- 
ing). Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is not 
an endorsement of marijuana. I have 
never used it. My wife and I raised our 
children never to use it. And I believe 
that local schools ought to assure that 
every American is aware of the risks 
and dangers that it may pose. 

This amendment addresses a much 
larger question: whether the Federal 
Government has the constitutional au- 
thority to dictate a policy to States on 
matters that occur strictly within 
their own borders. I believe that it does 
not. But even if it does, I believe that 
it should not. 

In 1932, Supreme Court Justice Louis 
Brandeis described the beauty of the 
10th Amendment this way. He said: “A 
State may, if its citizens choose, serve 
as a laboratory; and try novel social 
and economic experiments without risk 
to the rest of the country.” 
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That is exactly what States like Col- 
orado and Oregon have done with legal- 
ization and what many more have done 
with aspects of it. They believe that 
the harm that might be done by easier 
access to this drug is outweighed by re- 
moving the violent underground econ- 
omy that is caused by prohibition. 

I don't know if they are right or 
wrong, but I would like to find out, and 
their experiment will inform the rest of 
the country. 

Now, the Federal Government has a 
legitimate authority to protect neigh- 
boring States by forbidding transport 
across State lines, which this amend- 
ment protects; but, at the same time, 
it protects the right of a State’s citi- 
zens to make this decision within their 
own boundaries. 

It is not necessary to become em- 
broiled in the debate over marijuana. 
These States are having that debate 
and establishing their laws. 
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The question is over the right of 
their people to have these debates, to 
make these decisions, and for the rest 
of the Nation to observe and benefit 
from the outcome for good or ill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Louisiana for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chair, I yield my- 
self 2 minutes. 

My friend Mr. MCCLINTOCK makes the 
point that this should be an experi- 
ment within the States, and certainly, 
that is something that has been a long- 
held goal and value, but we already 
have that ongoing. 

Today, Colorado, as everyone knows, 
has legalization of marijuana, notwith- 
standing what is going on with the 
Federal Government and its laws, and 
the information is rolling in, and the 
information is bad. The black market 
is worse than ever when it comes to 
drugs. Interstate commerce has in- 
creased, not decreased. 

Again, as I stated before, two States, 
Oklahoma and Nebraska, are now suing 
Colorado over the bleedover of prob- 
lems that are occurring. The strength 
of marijuana is much stronger today in 
Colorado than it has ever been. The 
problems are much worse. We are actu- 
ally seeing related deaths, accidents; 
and we have even had an overdose 
death now with the stronger forms of 
marijuana. 

Look, if this is about allowing doc- 
tors to work with their patients, let's 
admit it. We don’t allow, as a society, 
doctors to just do anything with any 
patient. We do have some guidelines 
and restrictions. 

Furthermore, children are the end re- 
sult of bad decisions in all this. We 
know that the more it is in the homes, 
the more it is going to get into the 
brains and bloodstream of children. 

Again, I will mention the number of 
problems that are developing from it 
are growing, mostly from what we are 
seeing in Colorado. Studies show that 
MRI scans show, even in casual users, 
profound brain changes. We see that 
the area that deals with ambition is 
being greatly affected, thus, the ambi- 
tion killer sort of knowledge that we 
have and understand about this drug. 

IQ, studies show a lowering of IQ. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FLEMING. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), 
the cosponsor of this amendment. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank the gentleman 
from California for bringing forward 
this amendment. 

I say to my friend, the gentleman 
from Louisiana, I am actually from 
Colorado, and I don’t recognize the Col- 
orado that you are talking about. 
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I come from the Colorado where un- 
derage marijuana use is down since le- 
galization. I am from the Colorado 
where we have driven criminal cartels 
that seek to prey on our children every 
day out of business. 

I am from the Colorado where our 
violent crime rates are down and where 
we continue to regulate dispensaries to 
make sure they are not schools; rather 
than have a corner street dealer who 
doesn’t care if they are selling to a 14- 
year-old, we moved that away and reg- 
ulated it in a way to make sure that 
minors don’t have access to marijuana. 
That is the Colorado that I am from. I 
welcome you to come visit. I welcome 
you to visit. 

You know what, I don’t have to con- 
vince you. I don’t have to convince the 
State of Louisiana that they should do 
anything. I just wish that you would 
leave my sovereign State of Colorado 
alone. 

Let our people and our State govern- 
ment decide what we want to do with 
regard to marijuana, rather than the 
Federal agents going around trying to 
arrest people for doing activities that 
are fully legal under State law. That is 
all I ask. 

Iam not going to send Federal troops 
into Louisiana to arrest people from 
whatever you do down there, smoking 
crayfish. You want me to ban that and 
send Federal troops down there? I bet 
maybe smoking crayfish ain’t good for 
you. I don’t know. What if it is fried? It 
might clog your arteries, huh? I bet 
that is not good for you. 

You want me to send Federal troops 
down there? Is that what you want? Do 
you want me to send Federal troops to 
Louisiana to stop you from eating fried 
crayfish? 

Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. POLIS. Yeah, I would like your 
answer. Yes or no? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will suspend. 

All Members are reminded to direct 
their remarks to the Chair. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Louisiana if he wants us to send Fed- 
eral troops to Louisiana to stop them 
from eating fried crayfish. I am happy 
to yield for an answer. 

Mr. FLEMING. If the gentleman is 
yielding to me, I would point out that 
the Colorado he describes does not 
exist. 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, I 
am from Colorado. I know Colorado in- 
side and out, and we have been tremen- 
dously successful in reducing the abuse 
of marijuana among minors. 

Again, it shouldn’t be up to us to 
convince him, just as I don’t have to 
eat their darn fried crayfish—I don’t 
want it. I don’t want it. Get the Fed- 
eral law enforcement apparatus to 
leave our State alone. 

That is all this amendment does, is 
respect the sovereign will of the people 
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of my great State of Colorado to have 
innovative policies to reduce the abuse 
of marijuana. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have left? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana has 3 minutes remain- 
ing. The gentleman from California has 
1/4 minutes remaining. 

Mr. FLEMING. I yield myself an- 
other minute. 

What we are finding out from Colo- 
rado, we are learning a lot of lessons. 
One is the way that marijuana is now 
getting into baked goods, gummy 
bears. There is a huge spike in emer- 
gency room visits, children who are 
overdosing on marijuana. 

Know that if you look, if you actu- 
ally read what the media says and 
what the studies show is there are in- 
creasing problems in Colorado, not de- 
creasing problems. 


Mr. POLIS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FLEMING. I’m sorry, but I can’t 
yield. 


Mr. POLIS. The gentleman is inac- 
curate with regard to his characteriza- 
tion of my State. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will suspend. It is the gentleman from 
Louisiana’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Parliamentary inquiry. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana yield for a par- 
liamentary inquiry? 

Mr. FLEMING. I do not yield. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
does not yield. The time is controlled 
by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. FLEMING. Back to the constitu- 
tionality, we may all have different 
opinions about this, but it has been 
settled. 

The Supreme Court in 2005, Gonzales 
v. Raich, 6-8, said that the Federal 
Government does have a right to en- 
force drug policies and for good reason 
because we know that drugs cross 
State lines. It is an interstate com- 
merce issue. What happens in one State 
affects the other States. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FLEMING. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, 
the arguments we are hearing from Mr. 
FLEMING are the arguments that ought 
to be heard in the States. I would re- 
mind him this measure does not affect 
marijuana laws involving any conceiv- 
able Federal jurisdiction. 

It does not affect Federal districts or 
territories. It does not affect Federal 
jurisdiction over interstate commerce, 
including the Federal Government’s re- 
sponsibility to interdict transport 
among States. 

It does not affect the Federal juris- 
diction over Federal land. It does not 
affect Federal jurisdiction over the im- 
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portation of marijuana from abroad. It 
only affects jurisdiction that is strictly 
and solely the rightful province of the 
States as pertains to their affairs 
strictly and solely within their own 
borders. 

At some point, Mr. Chairman, we 
must ask ourselves: Do we believe in 
the 10th Amendment or do we not? Do 
we believe in federalism or do we not? 
Do we believe in the architecture of 
our Constitution or do we not? Do we 
believe in freedom or do we not? 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana has 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. FLEMING. And who has the 
right to close? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana has the only time re- 
maining. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia yielded back the balance of his 
time. 

Mr. FLEMING. Again, my good 
friend from California would suggest 
that, really, Federal laws have no ap- 
plication, that we should just turn all 
laws and law enforcement over to the 
States. That simply isn’t the case. 

Again, yes, the Federal Government 
does have jurisdiction. It is called the 
CSA, the Controlled Substances Act, 
and it has been around for a long time, 
and it is enforced by the DEA and 
many other agencies. I would just say 
that the gentleman is just flat wrong 
on that and that the Supreme Court 
came down on my side. 

Again, we can have different opin- 
ions, but that is where we are today. I 
would suggest that perhaps we get the 
Supreme Court to rule differently if we 
believe differently. 
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But again, what is important to me 
is not the law. What is important to 
me is what is happening to the children 
of our Nation, especially Colorado: 
overdosages, brain changes, loss of IQ, 
memory loss, and cognitive impair- 
ment. 

Marijuana smoke has four times the 
tar of cigarette smoke. Who really be- 
lieves that we are not going to see an 
epidemic down the road of lung cancer 
related to marijuana? 

As far as use for medical purposes, 
again, we don’t have a single approved 
specific use of marijuana for medical 
purposes. And for heaven’s sakes, we 
know that up to 17 percent of people 
who use it become addicted to it. So 
the first rule for us as physicians—and 
I have been a doctor for 40 years—is 
first do no harm. Well, we are doing a 
lot of harm with marijuana by legal- 
izing it and liberalizing its use. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to vote against this amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN- 
TOCK). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PERRY 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to take any action 
to prevent a State from implementing any 
law that makes it lawful to possess, dis- 
tribute, or use cannabidiol or cannabidiol 
oil. 

Mr. PERRY (during the reading). Mr. 
Chair, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, it is important to talk 
about what this amendment is not, as 
much as to talk about what it is. This 
amendment in no way federally legal- 
izes marijuana. It does not allow for 
the recreational use of marijuana, and 
I maintain that I am still opposed to 
the recreational use of marijuana. 
What it does is it simply prevents the 
Federal Government from interfering 
in States that have legalized CBD and 
CBD oil. 

CBD—cannabidiol is how you pro- 
nounce it—is an extract from hemp. 
CBD oil has been known to reduce the 
amount or duration of seizures in those 
suffering from epilepsy or other seizure 
disorders. CBD oil contains no THC, 
the active psychotropic ingredient that 
makes people high. It contains none. 

Numerous families in my district 
have children with epilepsy, and they 
are out of options. They have tried all 
the FDA-approved drugs, and they sit 
and they watch their children fade 
away. And that is their option. They 
can either do that, they can break the 
law, or they can move somewhere 
where they can get CBD. Some have 
had to move to States where it is legal. 
They have had to split their families 
apart to care for their children. 
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Mr. Chairman, 17 States—most re- 
cently, Texas, where the good chair- 
man  resides—have legalized CBD. 
These States have made the choice to 
help children with epilepsy and seizure 
disorders. Parents who want to treat 
their children should not be hindered 
by Federal prohibition. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD), my 
good friend. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank my good friend from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. Chairman, last week I had an op- 
portunity to sit down with Sophie 
Weiss, an inspiring young girl from Illi- 
nois. In many ways she is a very nor- 
mal girl who enjoys spending her days 
playing with her sisters, but she also 
suffers from a severe form of epilepsy 
that does not allow her to respond to 
the traditional medication. Because of 
this, she suffers through upwards of 200 
seizures each and every day. Mr. Chair- 
man, she can’t read. She is 9 years old. 
Her 6-year-old sister reads to her. She 
can’t do this because she blacks out 
and she seizes hundreds of times each 
and every day. 

Unfortunately, Sophie’s story is not 
unique, and there are girls just like 
Sophie in every State and every dis- 
trict across our country. 

Mr. Chairman, we have already found 
lifesaving seizure relief for some fami- 
lies. In Illinois, CBD oil is legal and has 
shown to drastically reduce the fre- 
quency of seizures. But because of anti- 
quated laws and Federal bureaucracy, 
this relief is unavailable to many. 

Over and over again, the Federal 
Government has stood in the way of ac- 
cess to lifesaving care for these chil- 
dren. Why would we allow even one 
child, Mr. Chairman, to suffer while 
waiting for other options to be ap- 
proved? If this natural therapy can 
help even one family, ensuring access 
to it is a must. 

Mr. Chairman, I came to Washington 
to fight for commonsense, bipartisan 
reform that will improve the day-to- 
day lives of the people that I represent, 
and that is exactly what this amend- 
ment does. Quite simply, it ensures 
that States that already have legalized 
CBD oil can do so without Federal in- 
terference. 

Helping these families is a reform 
that we should all be able to get be- 
hind. Regardless of political party, we 
can agree that the government’s role is 
not to prevent families from getting 
access to lifesaving treatment. 

Mr. Chairman, as a father looking at 
these children who suffer from thou- 
sands of seizures, who literally can’t 
live their lives normally, is something 
that we can and must change. This 
amendment offers hope to thousands of 
individuals and their families, and I 
urge my colleagues to help children 
like Sophie in their districts by adopt- 
ing this commonsense amendment. 
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Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, some of the things 
that have been said about this are 
quite true. First of all, it is pro- 
nounced—I can’t even say it myself. We 
will say CBD oil for short. 

It is not psychoactive, although it is 
an extract from the plant of marijuana. 
There have been anecdotal reports that 
it reduces seizures in kids who have se- 
vere seizure disorders, so-called Char- 
lotte’s Web. It is actually on fast-track 
evaluation by the FDA both for safety 
and for effectiveness. Actually, the 
early reports are disappointing. De- 
spite the anecdotal reports, they are 
not finding, thus far, the benefits that 
have been promised. Also, they are 
finding, in some cases, pretty severe 
side effects. 

One of the things that hasn’t been 
discussed on this issue is, just as we 
don’t allow people or encourage people, 
at least, to eat mold in order to get 
penicillin as an antibiotic for disease, 
it doesn’t make any sense to give a raw 
plant as a medication. What we do in 
health care by using the scientific 
method is to extract the component, 
make sure we have a precise measure- 
ment, fully study it for safety and for 
efficaciousness, and then we prescribe 
it under the direction of a physician. 

The CBD oil right now is not being 
produced. It is not in a pill or 
injectable form or even in a liquid 
form. It is sort of grown on the side, 
and people are sort of experimenting 
with it to see whether it works. 

What I would say to my colleagues is 
let’s let this thing play out. Let the 
FDA finish its fast-track evaluation. If 
they find it to be efficacious and safe, 
let them put it in the proper measure- 
ment form. Let’s make sure we know 
what all the side effects are. As far as 
I am concerned, we would make it a 
nonscheduled drug. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, may I in- 
quire as to how much time is remain- 
ing. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has 1 minute re- 
maining. The gentleman from Lou- 
isiana has 3 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, I con- 
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment offered by 
my colleague from Pennsylvania. 
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Again, I think this is a similar thrust 
to the previous debate, so I won’t pro- 
long it. But we need to be exploring re- 
lief for families in which no other relief 
is available and for individuals in 
which no other relief is available. This 
provides an opportunity for potential 
relief. We should explore it. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
for offering the amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has the right to 
close. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Chairman, what 
my colleagues are suggesting here is 
that we just pull a plant from some- 
place or something off the shelf and we 
give it to children, something that has 
not been a practice in probably 100 
years. 
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We just don’t do it that way. That is 
why we spend millions, if not billions, 
of dollars of research to be sure that 
what we give the public is going to be 
healthy for them and safe for them. 

You may recall a drug that was pre- 
scribed for pregnancy, nausea and preg- 
nancy, which was approved back in Eu- 
rope but not approved here, and we 
found out that babies were born with- 
out arms and legs as a result. Saving 
children in America—why? Because we 
waited to be sure that not only was it 
efficacious, but it was safe. 

So I would say to my friends, my 
heart is in the same place. I want to 
see treatment for children who may 
have severe seizure disorders. We have 
it on a fast track. We may be months 
away. 

But I don’t think turning this over to 
parents and others who may fiddle with 
it and experiment with it, in essence, 
making our children guinea pigs, is the 
right way to go. 

There are centers that are doing 
these studies, and certainly children 
can go and talk to those doctors, get 
on their studies, and get the trials. But 
I would again warn people that the pre- 
liminary results are not good, and in 
some cases we are seeing adverse side 
effects. 

So I think we need to stay with the 
scientific method. We need to stay with 
the discipline that has made us the 
leader in the world when it comes to 
health care. We should not depart from 
something that has been proven right. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT), my friend. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I just want to thank Mr. 
PERRY for his work on this. 

I have a friend in my district who has 
been seen on TV many times because 
they have to carry their child to Colo- 
rado for this treatment. And I have had 
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extensive discussions not only with 
people in Georgia who need this treat- 
ment for their kids, but with the sher- 
iffs of my district as well. I certainly 
wouldn’t support the cannabis oil and 
the use of cannabis oil and those type 
of things if my local sheriffs were not 
in favor of it. 

You might be interested to know 
that the Georgia Sheriffs’ Association 
actually endorsed a piece of legislation 
a couple of years ago that would allow 
the use of cannabis oil for these chil- 
dren with seizures. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, some 
things have been said about the side ef- 
fects of this. These are not the same 
side effects as with people who smoke 
marijuana. This is not smoke. This is 
an oil extract, usually given with the 
care of a doctor. It is not some weed 
grown along the road; it is actually 
classified in the therapeutic temp cat- 
egory because the plant has very sci- 
entific properties. 

I understand and I respect the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana very much. 
When he says that he is concerned 
about the side effects for these chil- 
dren, understand children are in hos- 
pice, they are looking at their final 
days, their parents are looking at their 
final days. They take the oil extract 
and they start on the road to recovery. 
The side effect is the choice of death or 
life. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PERRY 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), add the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to implement the 
United States Global Climate Research Pro- 
gram's National Climate Assessment, the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change's Fifth Assessment Report, the 
United Nation's Agenda 21 sustainable devel- 
opment plan, or the May 2013 Technical Up- 
date of the Social Cost of Carbon for Regu- 
latory Impact Analysis under Executive 
Order 12866. 

Mr. PERRY (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 
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There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment prevents funds from being 
used for the implementation of the 
United States Global Climate Research 
Program’s National Climate Assess- 
ment, the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change’s Fifth Assessment Re- 
port, the United Nation’s Agenda 21 
sustainable development plan, or the 
May 2013 Technical Update of the So- 
cial Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Im- 
pact Analysis under Executive Order 
12866. 

Mr. Chairman, this administration 
and others before it have taken unilat- 
eral actions that push a climate change 
agenda that hinders our own domestic 
business and industry. 

Programs such as the United States 
Global Climate Research Program’s 
National Climate Assessment and 
Agenda 21 drive burdensome regula- 
tions on unsound science, such as the 
new ozone rules set to take effect this 
October, the waters of the United 
States, and regulations on coal-fired 
power plants. 

I wonder why do we want to fund pro- 
grams, panels, and treaties that create 
propaganda, propaganda that looks to 
drive industry out of this country. 

With that, I urge passage of this 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, although 
I am not opposed to the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I am 
not going to object, but I am in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. So as long as 
the chairman will yield me half of the 
time, I think we are fine. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Of course. 

Mr. FATTAH. Go right ahead. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do 
want to express my support for the 
gentleman’s amendment. I think it is 
very important that we restrict this or 
any other President’s ability to enter 
into agreements that would interfere 
with our rights as Americans, would 
interfere with the laws as enacted by 
Congress. And that is the intent of 
your amendment, to ensure that the 
laws enacted by Congress or by the leg- 
islatures of the several States reign su- 
preme and no President can enter into 
any kind of an agreement. We are not 
going to subject ourselves to the law of 
the U.N. or any of these other agree- 
ments in here. So I strongly support 
the gentleman’s agreement. 

I would be happy to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FATTAH). 
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman. And just as strongly as 
the chairman supports it, I oppose it. 
Even though I supported your last 
amendment, this one is headed in the 
wrong direction. 

We have a need to deal with the chal- 
lenges around our stewardship of the 
planet Earth and the questions around 
climate and working with our inter- 
national neighbors. 

I want to commend the administra- 
tion for getting an agreement with 
China around some of these issues. It is 
necessary for our children and our 
grandchildren and great-grandchildren 
that we act as proper stewards. It is 
our obligation, at least in most of our 
religious teachings, that we have a re- 
sponsibility to be good stewards. 

So we can’t ignore even for the point 
of profits. You mentioned how this 
might interfere with business interests. 
It is beyond the question of business 
interests. We need clean water, clean 
air, we need a climate that is capable 
of human habitation, at least until we 
can have Europa as a second exit op- 
portunity. This is the only planet for 
human beings that we know of and we, 
therefore, have a responsibility. 

And the President under our Con- 
stitution is the carrier of our inter- 
national activities in terms of the con- 
duct of foreign policy, not this Presi- 
dent or some other President, but the 
President of the United States has that 
burden and that responsibility under 
our Constitution. 

So I would hope that the House would 
vote this down. I know we won’t. But I 
also know that there will be another 
day in which this legislation will have 
to be considered in a format in which it 
won’t be just the House majority mak- 
ing these decisions. 

And thank God for that, because even 
the House majority could be wrong 
every once in a while, as proven by this 
amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I cer- 
tainly respect the thoughts of my good 
colleague and good friend from Penn- 
sylvania. I also want to remind him 
that we went through this last session. 
This very same amendment passed by 
vote. And while we do absolutely have 
the requirement and responsibility for 
the stewardship of the planet, I just 
want to remind everybody here, in case 
you don’t know, we have these new 
ozone rules coming out, set to come 
out, or be codified in October. Yet from 
this administration’s EPA, ozone levels 
have plummeted 33 percent since 1980. 
That is reported from the current ad- 
ministration’s EPA. Let me just repeat 
that: ozone levels have plummeted 33 
percent since 1980 because of the good 
work we have done. Yet in a downturn 
economy where the economy is actu- 
ally contracted in the first quarter, we 
seek to force more unnecessary rules 
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that are unvetted by this Congress, 
this people’s House, on the businesses 
of America and also things like United 
Nations Agenda 21. 
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I just feel like those rules and those 
regulations should come at the vetting 
of this body instead of by the United 
Nations. What is good for America 
should be handled by Americans. 

I thank the chairman for his support. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. __. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used by the Department 
of Justice to enforce the Fair Housing Act in 
a manner that relies upon an allegation of li- 
ability under section 100.500 of title 24, Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

Mr. GARRETT (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New Jersey and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. 
myself 3 minutes. 

I rise today to offer an amendment 
that stops the Justice Department 
from using one of the most dangerous 
and illogical theories of all time, the 
theory of disparate impact. 

In short, disparate impact allows the 
government to allege discrimination 
on the basis of race or other factors 
based solely on statistical analyses 
that find disproportionate results 
among different groups of people. 

In recent years, the Justice Depart- 
ment has increasingly used this dubi- 
ous theory in lawsuits against mort- 
gage lenders, insurers, and landlords 
and has forced these companies to pay 
multimillion-dollar settlements. 

What is wrong with that, one might 
ask? Under disparate impact, one could 
never have intentionally discriminated 
in any way and even have strong 
antidiscriminatory policies in place 
and still be found to have discrimi- 
nated. 

For example, if mortgage lenders use 
a completely objective standard to as- 
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sess credit risk, such as the debt-to-in- 
come ratio, they can still be found to 
have discriminated if the data show 
different loan approval rates for dif- 
ferent groups of consumers. 

To be clear, I have zero tolerance for 
discrimination in any form; and, if 
there is intentional discrimination, we 
must prosecute to the fullest extent of 
the law. The Justice Department’s use 
of disparate impact, however, tries to 
fight one injustice with another. 

On a more practical level, disparate 
impact will make it difficult, if not im- 
possible, for lenders to make rational 
economic decisions about risk. Lenders 
will feel pressured to weaken their 
standards to keep their lending statis- 
tics in line with whatever the Justice 
Department’s bureaucrats consider 
nondiscriminatory. 

We have seen the damage risky lend- 
ing can do to our economy. It is truly 
reckless for our government now to be 
encouraging those dangerous and 
shortsighted practices. Ironically, dis- 
parate impact forces lenders, insurers, 
and landlords to constantly take race, 
ethnicity, gender, and other factors 
into account or risk running afoul of 
the Justice Department. 

Mr. Chairman, even an accusation of 
discrimination could have a dev- 
astating impact on a small business. 
Therefore, on balance, disparate im- 
pact will make it more difficult and ex- 
pensive for families to buy a home, and 
it will result in more discrimination, 
not less. 

For these reasons, both philosophical 
and practical, I ask my colleagues to 
reject this misguided theory by sup- 
porting this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, this is 
obviously an important signal from the 
majority to Americans of color, wheth- 
er they be Asian Americans, African 
Americans, Hispanic Americans, or Na- 
tive Americans, that the one thing 
that they don’t want is to enforce the 
fair housing laws and that they don’t 
want to have a circumstance in which, 
even though the impact of a set of poli- 
cies means that you are excluded, that 
somehow there should not be any re- 
dress for that. 

We went through this debate last 
year. I am going to ask for a recorded 
vote on this as I think it is an impor- 
tant indication of the nature of inclu- 
siveness that is being offered to Amer- 
ica by the House majority. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I think it is an indication of some- 
thing. It is an indication of whether 
this House is more concerned about ac- 
tually filing true intentional discrimi- 
nation or is just creating fear in this 
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area by saying that we are going after 
discrimination based upon disparate 
impact. 

It is about whether this House is 
more concerned about making things 
easier for all races, for all ethnicities, 
for all ethnic groups to be able to buy 
homes and to live and prosper and 
enjoy a new home or make it more dif- 
ficult to be able to buy that first home. 

Allowing the Justice Department to 
use disparate impact will do just that. 
It will make it more difficult for those 
individuals who now find it difficult to 
buy a home because lenders will not be 
able to use the proper risk analysis to 
make those decisions and, therefore, 
will be less likely to make those loans. 

For those reasons and for the other 
philosophical and practical reasons I 
have already stated, I encourage my 
colleagues to support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chair, the gen- 
tleman said for practical and other 
philosophical reasons. 

I guess, if you looked at Major 
League Baseball and if you didn’t see 
anybody of color, you could assume 
that there was a disparate impact until 
Jackie Robinson showed up, but Amer- 
ican baseball is a lot better, and I 
think that our country is a lot stronger 
because of the diversity that exists. 

I think the fair housing laws have 
played an important role in at least 
the idea that we think that you 
shouldn’t have a circumstance in 
which, no matter what the set of poli- 
cies, if you are a different color or eth- 
nic background, you shouldn’t apply. 

I think it is something that we have 
rejected as a nation. I hope we reject 
this amendment, and I will seek a re- 
corded vote on it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR- 
RETT). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MARINO 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for the Department 
of Justice's clemency initiative announced 
on April 23, 2014, or for Clemency Project 
2014, or to transfer or temporarily assign em- 
ployees to the Office of the Pardon Attorney 
for the purpose of screening clemency appli- 
cations. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment prohibits funds from this 
bill from being used to transfer or de- 
tail employees to the Office of the Par- 
don Attorney to support the adminis- 
tration's so-called clemency project. 

The President possesses the constitu- 
tional authority “to grant reprieves 
and pardons for offenses against the 
United States.” However, in the first 5 
years of his administration, President 
Obama granted fewer pardons and 
commutations than any of his recent 
predecessors. 

Last year, the Deputy Attorney Gen- 
eral took the unprecedented step of 
asking the defense bar for assistance in 
recruiting candidates for executive 
clemency, specifically for Federal drug 
offenders. The Justice Department in- 
tends to beef up its Office of the Par- 
don Attorney to process applications 
for commutations of sentence for Fed- 
eral drug offenders. 

The Justice Department is also ac- 
cepting pro bono legal work from the 
ACLU and other defense attorney orga- 
nizations for this initiative. This 
amendment would prohibit that. 

The Constitution gives the President 
the pardon power, but the fact that the 
President has chosen to use that power 
solely on behalf of drug offenders shows 
that this is little more than a political 
ploy by the administration to bypass 
Congress. 

This is not, as the Founders in- 
tended, an exercise of the power to pro- 
vide for “exceptions in favor of unfor- 
tunate guilt,” but the use of the pardon 
power to benefit an entire class of of- 
fenders duly convicted in a court of 
law. 
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It is also just the latest example of 
the executive overreach by this admin- 
istration, and I urge support of my 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. I seek time in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. The executive branch, 
the President of the United States, has 
the responsibility to review applica- 
tions for pardons and clemency, and 
this would interfere with the executive 
branch’s responsibility in that regard. I 
think that it would also hamper our 
ability to move this bill to a position 
of final passage and signature by the 
President. I am opposed to it. 

I am glad the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was able to have an oppor- 
tunity to offer it and air his point of 
view, but I think when we have a Presi- 


June 2, 2015 


dent perhaps of a different party, there 
will be less enthusiasm for trying to 
unnecessarily interfere in the proper 
role of the executive, which clemencies 
and pardons are in the purview of the 
President; and detailing employees of 
the executive branch, for the Repub- 
lican Party that is for normally 
streamlining and making nimble and 
allowing managers to set priorities and 
to move personnel around, to suggest 
that they somehow now are against 
this, I assume there is some particular 
reason, and it couldn’t be anything 
other than on the merits I am certain. 

I thank the gentleman, and I would 
stand in opposition to the amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MARINO. How much time do I 
have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has 3 minutes re- 
maining, and the other gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has 34% minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. MARINO. Mr. Chairman, I would 
share with my good friend from Penn- 
sylvania, no matter who is in the 
White House, Republican or Democrat, 
my enthusiasm is always at an all-time 
high, particularly when it comes to fol- 
lowing the law. 

The President does have the author- 
ity to pardon, but not to, as he has 
done here, zeroed in on a specific class 
of individuals who broke the law, and 
that is people who use drugs, sell 
drugs, made profits from drugs, and 
were duly found guilty and sentenced. 
This is just a way for this administra- 
tion to bypass the drug laws that they 
don’t agree with. 

This administration is known for 
that. If they don’t agree with some- 
thing, they just try to bypass it, as 
they have done numerous times with 
Congress. But, fortunately, the United 
States Supreme Court has slapped this 
administration down numerous times 
because of bypassing Congress and 
making decisions that are not in its 
authority. 

So let’s be realistic about this. This 
isn’t an issue of politics, from my per- 
spective. I do say it is an issue of poli- 
tics from the administration’s perspec- 
tive. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. CUL- 
BERSON), the chairman, if he needs the 
time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thank the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Chairman, I do want to express 
my support for the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. I am concerned about the efforts 
of this White House to repeatedly ig- 
nore the laws enacted by Congress. If 
we didn’t have this track record from 
this President who has made a delib- 
erate effort to evade the laws written 
by Congress and attempted to bypass 
them at every opportunity—the Presi- 
dent has lost a record number of cases 
before the Supreme Court. 
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I believe, Mr. MARINO, the Supreme 
Court has ruled against the President 
unanimously on repeated occasions 
when the White House has attempted 
to avoid a statute and refused to en- 
force it, and Mr. MARINO brings to the 
table tonight experience as a pros- 
ecutor, very valid concerns about 
granting clemency to a whole category 
of people rather than as in the case of 
a pardon, which is on an individual 
basis. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
me the time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time, 
we have, and it must be just inherent 
for politicians, selective amnesia. We 
kind of remember what we want to re- 
member, and we forget what we want 
to forget. 

Now, it has been uttered on the floor 
of the House that no President has 
done some broad swath of clemencies 
or pardons. Well, it was President Ford 
who offered and President Carter who 
implemented a clemency or amnesty 
for hundreds of thousands of people 
who had evaded the draft during the 
Vietnam war. 

This has nothing to do with the im- 
plementation of the laws set by our 
Congress. This right to the Presidency 
of pardons and clemency is given in the 
Constitution. The point here is that it 
is just another effort, this consistent 
drumbeat about our President. 

This will not be the law at the end of 
the day when this bill is passed. I op- 
pose it, and there is no President that 
is going to sign away their executive 
authority. It would diminish the power 
of the Presidency. And perhaps for the 
majority if they were to gain this Pres- 
idency again—and I am sure they will 
on some election—they wouldn't want 
to diminish the power of the Presi- 
dency. I think it is just ill-fated and it 
is focused at a particular effort at this 
moment, but it does not represent a 
historical fact that a President has not 
provided broad exemption or clemency 
or pardons in our past. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MARINO. How much time do I 
have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has 142 minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. MARINO. I am sure in my re- 
marks my colleague is not referring to 
any comment that I made that no 
other President has done something of 
this nature. I came to Congress in 2011. 
Really, my concern is what is hap- 
pening with this administration, not 
past administrations. I am dwelling on 
the future and the rule of law. 

It is very clear what this administra- 
tion is doing when it comes to the rule 
of law or the lack of rule of law. Once 
again, this administration does not 
like the drug laws. It has a very dif- 
ficult time with the criminal laws that 
are on the books. 

I was a prosecutor for 18 years at the 
State level and the Federal level. I 
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have seen what takes place concerning 
drugs. I have put people in prison for 
selling drugs; I have put people in pris- 
on for hurting people who they sell 
drugs to; and I have taken the position 
where some people did not deserve to 
go to prison based on several factors. 
But the individuals that I sent to pris- 
on, and I think, overwhelmingly, ac- 
cording to the criteria that this admin- 
istration has set, they are talking 
about individuals that have a sentence 
of 10 years or less, that is quite a sen- 
tence to pardon, because those individ- 
uals who have been sent to prison, in 
my experience, for 5 and 6 and 10 years 
are major drug dealers. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
MARINO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. AUSTIN SCOTT OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, insert: 

SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used by the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration to 
enforce: 

1) Amendment 40 to the Fishery Manage- 
ment Plan for the Reef Fish Resources of the 
Gulf of Mexico published in the Federal Reg- 
ister on April 22, 2015 or any other effort of 
the same substance, or 

2) Red Snapper Management Measures pub- 
lished in the Federal Register on May 1, 2015 
or any other effort of the same substance 
that establishes an annual catch limits or 
annual catch targets for Red Snapper that 
would result in the commercial fishing for 
Red Snapper in the federal waters of the Gulf 
of Mexico lasting longer than five times the 
number of days recreational fishers are al- 
lowed to catch and retain at least two such 
fish each day in such federal waters. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia (dur- 
ing the reading). Mr. Chair, I ask unan- 
imous consent to dispense with the 
reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Georgia and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chair, first I would like to thank the 
Parliamentarians for helping us work 
with this language. I would like to es- 
pecially thank both the majority and 
the minority staff for giving me the 
courtesy of presenting this. I know it is 
late, and we certainly hoped to close by 
2a.m. 

It is the third day of what has been 
designated as the 10-day red snapper 
season for a man or woman who simply 
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wants to take their child fishing in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 
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The commercial fishermen get to fish 
365 days a year. The charter boat an- 
glers get to fish 45 days a year. 

What this amendment does is it says 
that the National Fisheries Service 
cannot enforce a rule that was adopted 
that is, quite honestly, probably going 
to court. And then it says that as they 
go forward and they pass the rules in 
the future, the recreational fishermen 
should receive at least 20 percent of the 
number of days as the commercial fish- 
erman does with regard to the red 
snapper in the Gulf of Mexico. 

That is effectively what it does. It 
still allows them to set the seasons. It 
does have some restriction in that they 
just can't take from the recreational 
fishermen. They have to give the rec- 
reational not-for-hire and for-hire 20 
percent of the number of calendar days 
that they give the commercial fisher- 
men to fish for red snapper in the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia because I need to 
ask a question about this. 

You say that the commercial catch 
limits for fishing days are 360 days a 
year? And I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Yes, 
sir. They can fish year-round for red 
snapper. It is different for different 
species. This is tailored specifically to 
this species. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time, 
we are talking red snapper, right? I 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Yes, 
sir. 
Mr. FATTAH. But for the rec- 
reational fisherman, taking your sons 
out to fish for the day, there is a limit 
of 10 days? 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Yes, 
sir. This is the third day of the 10-day 
season for the Federal waters for the 
recreational fishermen in the Gulf of 
Mexico. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time, 
in spirit, I support this. I don't know 
what the unintended consequences are. 
So I would be prepared to accept it, as 
long as we can dig into it and make 
sure there are no unintended cir- 
cumstances. 

I know this is a very parochial mat- 
ter. I think you should be able to take 
your kid out fishing. I don’t think that 
profit is the only motivator in the 
world. I don’t know why it would be so 
arbitrary a cut line. 

At this point I would like to work 
with the chairman on this. I would be 
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prepared to accept it at this time. If we 
find some major problem with it, we 
will jump up and down about it then. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I completely 
agree, and I join my ranking member 
in accepting this amendment and 
working with you. If there is some- 
thing we didn't spot or anticipate, we 
will work it out. But I think the gen- 
tleman has got a good amendment, and 
I would agree, I would recommend we 
would accept it. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to say that as a 
dad, honestly, I would like to say 
thank you for doing this. And cer- 
tainly, if there are unintended con- 
sequences, I would look forward to 
working with you to resolve those un- 
intended consequences. 

Again, as a father of a son named 
Wells and a daughter named Carmen 
and a lovely wife named Vivien, I just 
want to say thank you. 

Mr. FATTAH. My wife is a fly fisher. 
We are not doing red snapper. But I un- 
derstand the spirit of it, and we will 
take it at that, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
GRAVES of Louisiana) having assumed 
the chair, Mr. STIVERS, Acting Chair of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 2578) making 
appropriations for the Departments of 
Commerce and Justice, Science, and 
Related Agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2016, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. HUDSON (at the request of Mr. 
McCARTHY) for today until 6:45 p.m. on 
account of attending a funeral. 


EE 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 2048. An act to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require the 
production of certain business records, con- 
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duct electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering for for- 
eign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 


EEE 


SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 


S. 802. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
State and the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment to provide assistance to support the 
rights of women and girls in developing 
countries, and for other purposes. 


— A 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 5 minutes a.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad- 
journed until today, June 3, 2015, at 10 
a.m. for morning-hour debate. 


A 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker”s table and referred as follows: 


1672. A letter from the Acting Director, De- 
fense Procurement and Acquisition Policy, 
OUSD (AT&L) DPAP/DARS, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department's in- 
terim rule — Defense Federal Acquisition 
Regulation Supplement: Offset Costs 
(DFARS Case 2015-D028) (RIN: 0750-AI59) re- 
ceived June 1, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

1673. A letter from the Chair, Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, trans- 
mitting the twenty-fifth “Report to the Con- 
gress on the Profitability of Credit Card Op- 
erations of Depository Institutions”, pursu- 
ant to Sec. 8 of the Fair Credit and Charge 
Card Disclosure Act of 1988; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

1674. A letter from the Chairman and Presi- 
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
statement, pursuant to Sec. 2(b)(8) of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended, 
on a transaction involving Emirates Airlines 
of Dubai, United Arab Emirates; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

1675. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the “2014 An- 
nual Report to the Congress on the Native 
Hawaiian Revolving Loan Fund”, pursuant 
to Sec. 803A of the Native American Pro- 
grams Act of 1974, as amended; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

1676. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule — 
Benefits Payable in Terminated Single-Em- 
ployer Plans; Interest Assumptions for Pay- 
ing Benefits received June 1, 2015, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

1677. A letter from the Deputy Bureau 
Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Local Number 
Portability Porting Interval and Validation 
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Requirements, Telephone Number Port- 
ability, Numbering Resource Optimization 
[WC Docket No.: 07-244] [CC Docket No.: 95- 
116] [CC Docket No.: 99-200] received June 1, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1678. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting notice of Proposed 
Issuance of Letter of Offer and Acceptance to 
the Government of Japan, pursuant to Sec. 
36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control Act, as 
amended, Pub. L. 94-329, Transmittal No.: 15- 
35; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1679. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Updated Statements of Legal Authority for 
the Export Administration Regulations 
[Docket No.: 150511438-5438-01] (RIN: 0694- 
AG62) received June 1, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

1680. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus- 
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Russian Sanctions: Revisions and Clarifica- 
tions for Licensing Policy for the Crimea Re- 
gion of Ukraine [Docket No.: 150302205-5205- 
01] (RIN: 0694-AG54) received June 1, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1681. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a certification, pursuant to 
Sec. 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
Transmittal No.: DDTC 15-014; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1682. A letter from the Acting Adminis- 
trator, Agency for International Develop- 
ment, transmitting the Office of Inspector 
General’s Semiannual Report to the Con- 
gress for the period ending March 31, 2015, 
pursuant to Sec. 5 of the Inspector General 
Act of 1978, as amended, Pub. L. 95-452; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

1683. A letter from the Assistant Director, 
Senior Executive Management Office, Air 
force, transmitting a report pursuant to the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998, Pub. 
L. 105-277; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

1684. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Government Relations, Corporation For Na- 
tional and Community Service, transmitting 
the Inspector General’s Semiannual Report 
to Congress along with the Corporation for 
National and Community Service’s Report 
on Final Action, pursuant to Sec. 5 of the In- 
spector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
Pub. L. 95-452; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

1685. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, transmitting the In- 
spector General’s Semiannual Report to Con- 
gress covering the 6-month period that ended 
March 31, 2015, pursuant to Sec. 5 of the In- 
spector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
Pub. L. 95-452; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

1686. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final report, 
entitled “U.S. Department of Health and 
Human Services Met Many Requirements of 
the Improper Payments Information Act of 
2002 but Did Not Fully Comply for Fiscal 
Year 2014’’, pursuant to the Improper Pay- 
ments Information Act of 2002 (Public Law 
107-300), as amended; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 
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1687. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting the 
semiannual report of the Inspector General 
for the period October 1, 2014, through March 
31, 2015, pursuant to Section 5(a) of the In- 
spector General Act of 1978, as amended 
(Pub. L. 95-452); to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

1688. A letter from the Director, Congres- 
sional Affairs, Federal Election Commission, 
transmitting the Federal Election Commis- 
sion Inspector General’s Semiannual Report 
to Congress during the reporting period of 
October 1, 2014, through March 31, 2015; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

1689. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Maritime Commission, transmitting the In- 
spector General’s Semiannual Report to Con- 
gress for the period October 1, 2014, through 
March 31, 2015, pursuant to Sec. 5(b) of the 
Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended 
(Pub. L. 95-452); to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

1690. A letter from the Acting Adminis- 
trator, General Services Administration, 
transmitting the ‘‘Administrator’s Semi- 
annual Management Report to the Congress” 
for the period of October 1, 2014, through 
March 31, 2015, pursuant to Sec. 5 of the In- 
spector General Act of 1978, as amended, 
Pub. L. 95-452; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

1691. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Credit Union Administration, transmitting 
the Inspector General's semiannual report 
for October 1, 2014, through March 31, 2015, 
pursuant to Sec. 5(b) of the Inspector Gen- 
eral Act of 1978, as amended (Pub. L. 95-452); 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

1692. A letter from the Auditor, Office of 
the District of Columbia Auditor, transmit- 
ting a report entitled, “ANC 7F Did Not 
Fully Comply with the ANC Act”; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

1693. A letter from the Chairman, Railroad 
Retirement Board, transmitting the Office of 
Inspector General's Semiannual Report to 
the appropriate committees of the Congress, 
for the period October 1, 2014, through March 
30, 2015, pursuant to Sec. 5 of the Inspector 
General Act of 1978, as amended, Pub. L. 95- 
452; to the Committee on Oversight and Gov- 
ernment Reform. 

1694. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department's determination on 
a petition filed on behalf of workers who 
were employed at Grand Junction Facilities 
site in Grand Junction, Colorado, to be added 
to the Special Exposure Cohort, pursuant to 
the Energy Employees Occupational Illness 
Compensation Program Act of 2000 and 42 
C.F.R. pt. 83; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

1695. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition filed on behalf of workers who 
were employed at the Hanford site in Rich- 
land, Washington, to be added to the Special 
Exposure Cohort, pursuant to the Energy 
Employees Occupational Illness Compensa- 
tion Program Act of 2000 and 42 C.F.R. pt. 83; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1696. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De- 
partment of Justice, transmitting a report 
on the activities of the Department regard- 
ing pre-1970 racially motivated homicides, 
pursuant to the Emmett Till Unsolved Civil 
Rights Crimes Act of 2007; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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1697. A letter from the Director, Mitigation 
Division, FEMA Region V, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting a letter re- 
garding the Troy Local Flood Protection 
Project (Section R1); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1698. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Regulation Policy and Management, Office 
of the General Counsel (02REG), Department 
of Veterans Affairs, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Grants for Adaptive 
Sports Programs for Disabled Veterans and 
Disabled Members of the Armed Forces (RIN: 
2900-A P07) received June 1, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XITI, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. NEWHOUSE: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 288. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2289) to re- 
authorize the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, to better protect futures cus- 
tomers, to provide end-users with market 
certainty, to make basic reforms to ensure 
transparency and accountability at the Com- 
mission, to help farmers, ranchers, and end- 
users manage risks, to help keep consumer 
costs low, and for other purposes (Rept. 114- 
136). Referred to the House Calendar. 


— 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIT, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 2602. A bill to enhance enforcement of 
laws related to cybercrimes against persons, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARR (for himself and Mr. ROE 
of Tennessee): 

H.R. 2603. A bill to provide for the creation 
of a safe harbor for defendants in medical 
malpractice actions who demonstrate adher- 
ence to clinical practice guidelines; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (for himself 
and Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia): 

H.R. 2604. A bill to improve and reauthorize 
provisions relating to the application of the 
antitrust laws to the award of need-based 
educational aid; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: 

H.R. 2605. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the supervision of fi- 
duciaries of veterans under the laws adminis- 
tered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. HARTZLER (for herself, Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. Issa, Mr. 
HENSARLING, and Mr. ROKITA): 

H.R. 2606. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to discontinue funding for land- 
scaping and scenic enhancement; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

By Mr. CROWLEY (for himself, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
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HIGGINS, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. SEAN PAT- 
RICK MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
MEEKS, Ms. MENG, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. SLAUGH- 
TER, Mr. TONKO, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, and Ms. 
VELAZQUEZ): 

H.R. 2607. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
7802 37th Avenue in Jackson Heights, New 
York, as the “Jeanne and Jules Manford 
Post Office Building’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
CoLE, Mr. WELCH, Ms. DUCKWORTH, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Ms. ESTY, and Ms. KUSTER): 

H.R. 2608. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to allow manufacturing 
businesses to establish tax-free manufac- 
turing reinvestment accounts to assist them 
in providing for new equipment and facilities 
and workforce training; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for 
himself and Mrs. HARTZLER): 

H.R. 2609. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to repeal the transportation al- 
ternatives program, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In- 
frastructure. 

By Mr. KATKO (for himself, Mr. CUM- 
MINGS, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. HURD of 
Texas, Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
Buck, Ms. GRAHAM, Mrs. BROOKS of 
Indiana, and Ms. MCSALLY): 

H.R. 2610. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to redesign Federal reserve 
notes so as to include a likeness of Harriet 
Tubman, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mrs. LUMMIS: 

H.R. 2611. A bill to amend the Arms Export 
Control Act to provide that certain firearms 
listed as curios or relics may be imported 
into the United States by a licensed im- 
porter without obtaining authorization from 
the Department of State or the Department 
of Defense, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Mr. 
McDERMOTT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. NORTON, Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. TSON- 
GAS, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. KELLY of Illi- 
nois, Ms. Esty, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. NADLER, and Mr. CUM- 
MINGS): 

H.R. 2612. A bill to authorize the appropria- 
tion of funds to the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention for conducting or sup- 
porting research on firearms safety or gun 
violence prevention; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself, Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts, and Mr. DESAULNIER): 

H.R. 2613. A bill to provide for the develop- 
ment and use of technology for personalized 
handguns, to require that all handguns man- 
ufactured or sold in, or imported into, the 
United States incorporate such technology, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 
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By Mr. MCDERMOTT: 

H.R. 2614. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for an expert 
advisory panel regarding relative value scale 
process used under the Medicare physician 
fee schedule, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. PLASKETT: 

H.R. 2615. A bill to establish the Virgin Is- 
lands of the United States Centennial Com- 
mission; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. POLIS, and Mr. PAYNE): 

H.R. 2616. A bill to direct the Adminis- 
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency to enter into an agreement 
with the National Academy of Sciences to 
conduct a study on urban flooding, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure, and in addition 
to the Committee on Financial Services, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN: 

H.R. 2617. A bill to amend the Fair Min- 
imum Wage Act of 2007 to postpone a sched- 
uled increase in the minimum wage applica- 
ble to American Samoa; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 2618. A bill to amend the Employee 
Polygraph Protection Act of 1988 to provide 
an exemption from the protections of that 
Act with regard to certain prospective em- 
ployees whose job would include caring for or 
interacting with children; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. 
RUSH): 

H.R. 2619. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide a tax credit to 
Patriot employers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia (for 
himself, Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Geor- 
gia, Mr. WESTMORELAND, and Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia): 

H.R. 2620. A bill to amend the United 
States Cotton Futures Act to exclude certain 
cotton futures contracts from coverage 
under such Act; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him- 
self and Mr. LIPINSKI): 

H.R. 2621. A bill to impose sanctions 
against individuals who are nationals of the 
People’s Republic of China who are respon- 
sible for gross violations of internationally 
recognized human rights committed against 
other individuals in the People’s Republic of 
China, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. TONKO: 

H.R. 2622. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to establish a registry of 
certain veterans who were stationed at Fort 
McClellan, Alabama, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LOWENTHAL (for himself, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Ms. ESTY, 
and Mrs. CAPPS): 
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H. Res. 289. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
gun violence is a public health issue and 
Congress should enact by the end of the 114th 
Congress comprehensive Federal legislation 
that protects the Second Amendment and 
keeps communities safe and healthy, includ- 
ing expanding enforceable background 
checks for all commercial gun sales, improv- 
ing the mental health system in the United 
States, and making gun trafficking and 
straw purchasing a Federal crime; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PITTS (for himself and Ms. 
JACKSON LEE): 

H. Res. 290. A resolution calling for the 
global repeal of blasphemy laws; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. PLASKETT: 

H. Res. 291. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States Postal Service should 
issue a commemorative stamp commemo- 
rating the 100th Anniversary of the purchase 
of the territories known as the Virgin Is- 
lands of the United States; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 


EEE 
MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XII, memo- 
rials were presented and referred as fol- 
lows: 


36. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Arizona, rel- 
ative to Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 
1019, commending Israel for its cordial and 
mutually beneficial relationship with the 
United States; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

37. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Arizona, relative to House Con- 
current Memorial No. 2005, urging the United 
States Government to immediately and not 
later than December 31, 2019 dispose of the 
public lands within Arizona’s borders di- 
rectly to the State of Arizona; to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

38. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Arizona, relative to Senate Con- 
current Memorial 1001, urging the Congress 
to oppose the designation of the Grand Can- 
yon Watershed National Monument in 
Northern Arizona; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 

39. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel- 
ative to House Resolution No. 9, urging the 
President to allow an additional 25,000 ref- 
ugee visas for displaced Iraqis, with pref- 
erence for placement in Michigan; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

40. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Arizona, relative to Senate Con- 
current Memorial 1002, urging the Congress 
to enact legislation that confirms that state 
law determines the entire scope of R.S. 2477 
Right-of-Way; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure. 


ea 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
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granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 


By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts: 

H.R. 2602. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. BARR: 

H.R. 2603. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. 

Article III, Section 1. 

Article III, Section 2, Clause 1. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: 

H.R. 2604. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: 

H.R. 2605. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Mrs. HARTZLER: 

H.R. 2606. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I: Section 8: Clause 3 The United 
States Congress shall have power 

“To regulate Commerce with foreign Na- 
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes.” 

By Mr. CROWLEY: 

H.R. 2607. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 7: ‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have Power [... ] To establish 
Post Offices and post Roads.. .” 

By Ms. DELAURO: 

H.R. 2608. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 2609. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. KATKO: 

H.R. 2610. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 5, of the United 
States Constitution: To coin Money, regu- 
late the Value thereof, and of foreign Coin, 
and fix the Standard of Weights and Meas- 
ures; 

By Mrs. LUMMIS: 

H.R. 2611. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: “To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 


Tribes.” 
By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 
H.R. 2612. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 


By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 
H.R. 2613. 


Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
By Mr. MCDERMOTT: 
H.R. 2614. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Ms. PLASKETT: 

H.R. 2615. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 (Necessary 
and Proper Clause) 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (Territories 
Clause) 

By Mr. QUIGLEY: 

H.R. 2616. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN: 

H.R. 2617. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3—The Con- 
gress shall have Power. . . To regulate com- 
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. ROSS: 

H.R. 2618. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Fourteenth Amendment, Section 5 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 

H.R. 2619. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section VIII. 

By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia: 

H.R. 2620. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (‘‘The Con- 
gress shall have the power To lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States; but 
all duties, imposts and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States’’) 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (‘‘To regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes’’) 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 (“To make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi- 
cer thereof”) 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H.R. 2621. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, section 8 of the Constitution 

By Mr. TONKO: 

H.R. 2622. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

The Congress shall have Power to lay and 
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 6: Mr. SCALISE, Mr. LATTA, Mr. HAR- 
PER, Mr. OLSON, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, 
Mr. POMPEO, Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mrs. 
MIMI WALTERS of California, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 
SARBANES, and Ms. LEE. 
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H.R. 9: Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 156: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
. 160: Mr. NORCROSS. 

. 167: Mr. ELLISON. 

. 213: Mr. LANCE. 

. 223: Mrs. BEATTY. 

H.R. 224: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. RUSH, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. DELAURO, and Mr. NAD- 
LER. 

H.R. 232: Mr. CARTWRIGHT and Mr. COURT- 
NEY. 

H.R. 282: Mr. RIGELL and Mr. WEBSTER of 
Florida. 

H.R. 303: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky, and Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 343: Mr. AMODEI. 

H.R. 425: Ms. FUDGE. 

H.R. 456: Mr. WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 463: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
MICA, and Mr. WENSTRUP. 

H.R. 465: Mr. POE of Texas. 

H.R. 467: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mrs. 
Bustos, and Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 472: Mr. AMODEI. 

H.R. 484: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 511: Mr. GROTHMAN. 

H.R. 539: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 

H.R. 546: Mr. O’ROURKE. 

H.R. 556: Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. 
HANNA, and Mrs. WAGNER. 

H.R. 572: Mr. AMODEI. 

H.R. 581: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 624: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. POE of Texas, 
Mr. WEBER of Texas, and Mr. KING of New 
York. 

H.R. 649: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 662: Mr. COFFMAN and Mr. KNIGHT. 

H.R. 664: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 702: Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. VEASEY, and Mr. SENSEN- 
BRENNER. 

H.R. 703: Mrs. LOVE, Mr. CARTER of Geor- 
gia, and Ms. MCSALLY. 

. 711: Mr. NUNES and Mr. MOULTON. 

. 729: Mr. HECK of Washington. 

. 762: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

. 775: Mr. ABRAHAM. 

. 776: Mr. HANNA and Mr. JOHNSON of 


. 800: Ms. MCSALLY. 
. 817: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 
. 829: Ms. KAPTUR. 

H.R. 835: Ms. DEGETTE. 

H.R. 836: Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. TIBERI, Mrs. 
WAGNER, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. STIVERS, and 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 

H.R. 840: Mr. HINOJOSA and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 845: Ms. JuDY CHU of California, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. KLINE, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, and Mr. WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 864: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 879: Mr. HANNA and Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 893: Mr. BARR, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of 
Illinois, Mr. NUNES, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
TAKANO, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. KELLY 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. GRIFFITH, 
Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. ENGEL, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. SALMON, Ms. BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, Ms. 
GRANGER, and Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 913: Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
and Mr. DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 918: Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 928: Mr. RICE of South Carolina. 

H.R. 969: Mr. HULTGREN and Mr. CARTER of 
Georgia. 

H.R. 971: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 986: Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. RIBBLE, and 
Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. 
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. 990: Mr. HIMES. 

. 1008: Ms. KUSTER. 

. 1062: . HARDY and Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 
. 1111: . RANGEL. 

. 1116: . JOHNSON of Ohio. 

. 1120: . ROUZER. 

H.R. 1150: . DOLD, Mr. WITTMAN, and Ms. 
LOFGREN. 

H.R. 1171: 

H.R. 1188: . ROHRABACHER. 

H.R. 1190: . KNIGHT. 

H.R. 1192: Mr. HECK of Washington and 
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 

H.R. 1194: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 1197: Mr. THOMPSON of California and 
Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 1218: Mr. PETERS. 

H.R. 1220: Mr. RUIZ, Mr. TONKO, Mr. RUS- 
SELL, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Mr. HANNA, Mr. HONDA, Mr. GRAY- 
SON, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New 
Mexico, Mr. KILMER, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. 
PETERSON, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. HECK of 
Washington, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. 
RIBBLE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. 
DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 1258: Ms. WILSON of Florida and Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN. 

H.R. 1274: Ms. DELBENE and Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1284: Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mrs. BEATTY, 
and Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 1286: Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 1288: Mr. KILMER and Mr. ISRAEL. 

H.R. 1301: Mr. GROTHMAN. 

H.R. 1321: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, and Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 1342: Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 1378: Miss RICE of New York. 

H.R. 1388: Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. ALLEN. 

H.R. 1399: Ms. MCSALLY and Mr. O’ROURKE. 

H.R. 1413: Mr. MESSER. 

H.R. 1424: Mr. FINCHER. 

H.R. 1434: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HONDA, Mrs. 
LAWRENCE, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Mr. TAKAI, and Ms. PLASKETT. 

H.R. 1462: Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, and Mr. HIGGINS. 

H.R. 1475: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. KINZINGER 
of Illinois, Mr. LATTA, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Mr. LANCE, Mr. JONES, Mr. YOUNG 
of Indiana, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, and Mr. 
KNIGHT. 

H.R. 1482: Mr. HIGGINS and Mr. SERRANO. 

H.R. 1516: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS 
of Illinois, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Ms. CLARK 
of Massachusetts, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. MCKIN- 
LEY, Mr. HARPER, and Mr. CUMMINGS. 

H.R. 1518: Mr. DEUTCH. 

H.R. 1528: Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 1550: Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 1571: Mr. LEWIS, Mr. HASTINGS, and 
Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 1586: Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 

H.R. 1587: Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 1594: Mr. POSEY, Mr. MACARTHUR, and 
Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 1595: Mr. ROYCE. 

H.R. 1608: Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. CARSON of Indi- 
ana, and Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 1610: Mr. BRAT. 

H.R. 1632: Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. RUIZ, and 
Mr. SABLAN. 

H.R. 1635: Mr. O’ROURKE. 

H.R. 1652: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. 

H.R. 1654: Mr. HOLDING. 

H.R. 1660: Mr. RIBBLE and Ms. JENKINS of 
Kansas. 

H.R. 1661: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 


. AMODEI. 
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H.R. 1676: Mr. CONYERS. 

H.R. 1677: Mr. O’ROURKE. 

H.R. 1706: Mr. FATTAH, Ms. KELLY of Illi- 
nois, and Ms. BONAMICI. 

H.R. 1718: Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. LOEBSACK, 
and Mr. FARENTHOLD. 

H.R. 1728: Ms. DELBENE. 

H.R. 1734: Mrs. HARTZLER. 

H.R. 1736: Mr. FORTENBERRY and Mr. YOUNG 
of Iowa. 

H.R. 1737: Mr. HANNA, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. 
VELA, and Mr. YODER. 

H.R. 1742: Ms. ADAMS and Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 1752: Mr. BOST and Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 

H.R. 1769: Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. LEE, Mr. POLIS, 
and Mr. COLLINS of New York. 

H.R. 1786: Mr. CARTWRIGHT and Mr. CLAY. 

H.R. 1801: Mrs. LAWRENCE and Mr. RICH- 
MOND. 

H.R. 1804: Mr. DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 1814: Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
KIND, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Mr. CON- 
NOLLY, Mr. HECK of Washington, Mrs. 
Bustos, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, 
and Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 1818: Ms. JUDY CHU of California and 
Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 1853: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. SMITH of New 
Jersey, and Mrs. BLACKBURN. 

H.R. 1854: Mr. JOLLY. 

H.R. 1861: Mr. HARRIS and Mr. KLINE. 

H.R. 1868: Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mrs. DINGELL, 
and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 1882: Mrs. BEATTY. 

H.R. 1902: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 1910: Ms. KUSTER and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 1919: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 1933: Mr. TAKANO and Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1942: Mr. BEYER, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. YAR- 
MUTH, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H.R. 1948: Mr. WELCH. 

H.R. 1961: Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 1977: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H.R. 1986: Mr. HENSARLING. 

H.R. 1989: Mr. Issa. 

H.R. 1994: Mr. LAMALFA and Mr. KNIGHT. 

H.R. 2017: Mr. NEWHOUSE and Mr. WHIT- 
FIELD. 

H.R. 2019: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
CRAMER, Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. 
FINCHER, and Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 

H.R. 2025: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 2033: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. RUPPERS- 
BERGER. 

H.R. 2043: Mr. STIVERS, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Mr. MULVANEY, and Mr. AMODEI. 

H.R. 2050: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. 
LEWIS, Mr. RUSH, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
KEATING, and Ms. PINGREE. 

H.R. 2090: Ms. TITUS. 

H.R. 2096: Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 2124: Mr. TONKO, Ms. CLARK of Massa- 
chusetts, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SEAN PAT- 
RICK MALONEY of New York, Mr. DOGGETT, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Ms. Judy Chu of California, Ms. 
STEFANIK, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mr. PALAZZO. 

H.R. 2128: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. SMITH of 
Nebraska, Mr. NUNES, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. TUR- 
NER, and Mr. BOUSTANY. 

H.R. 2134: Mr. HURD of Texas. 

H.R. 2152: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 2156: Mr. KATKO, Mrs. LUMMIS, and Mr. 
WALBERG. 

H.R. 2167: Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. NORTON, and 
Mr. WELCH. 
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H.R. 2191: Mr. BARTON. 

H.R. 2193: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H.R. 2205: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. MESSER, and 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 2210: Mr. LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 2213: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. MESSER, and 
Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 2242: Mr. SCHIFF. 

H.R. 2246: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 

H.R. 2248: Mr. COURTNEY. 

H.R. 2254: Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 2258: Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mr. BRAT, Mr. LABRADOR, Mr. JODY B. HICE 
of Georgia, Mr. HARDY, and Mr. JORDAN. 

H.R. 2259: Mr. KLINE, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. COLE, 
Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. ALLEN, 
and Mr. AMODEI. 

H.R. 2275: Mr. KNIGHT. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. LATTA, Ms. STEFANIK, and 
Mr. SALMON. 

H.R. 2296: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania. 

H.R. 2300: Mr. POMPEO. 

H.R. 2302: Mr. TONKO. 

H.R. 2309: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. KLINE, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, 
PIERLUISI, and Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. 

H.R. 2400: Mrs. BLACK, Mr. DOLD, Mr. PAUL- 
SEN, and Mr. REED. 

H.R. 2403: Mr. BYRNE, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 
GUTHRIE, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
Mr. Cook, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. STEWART, Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. BENISHEK, 
and Mr. COLE. 


HARDY, Mr. 
Mr. 


H.R. 2404: Ms. MATSUI and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 2405: Mr. LONG. 

H.R. 2406: Mr. BABIN. 

H.R. 2412: Ms. ESHoo and Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 2429: Mr. CONNOLLY. 


H.R. 2441: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 2442: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico, Mr. CARDENAS, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
VARGAS. 

H.R. 2457: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mrs. 
KIRKPATRICK, Mrs. LAWRENCE, and Mr. FOR- 
TENBERRY. 

H.R. 2488: Mr. 

H.R. 2494: Mr. 

H.R. 2504: Mr. 
KNIGHT. 

H.R. 2506: Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 2507: Ms. SINEMA and Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 2513: Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. MARCHANT, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BUCSHON, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, and Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 

H.R. 2514: Mr. WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 2516: Mr. HUFFMAN and Ms. JUDY CHU 
of California. 

H.R. 2520: Mr. BARR, Mr. DESJARLAIS, and 
Mr. CHABOT. 

H.R. 2522: Mr. LANGEVIN. 

H.R. 2536: Mr. COHEN. 

H.R. 2540: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico and Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 2560: Mr. HANNA. 

H.R. 2576: Mr. HARPER, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, and Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 2590: Ms. PINGREE. 

H.R. 2591: Miss RICE of New York. 

H.J. Res. 25: Mrs. LAWRENCE, 
LOEBSACK, and Mr. DESAULNIER. 

H. Con. Res. 36: Mr. QUIGLEY. 

H. Con. Res. 49: Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. 
TOM PRICE of Georgia, and Mr. LOUDERMILK. 

H. Res. 28: Mr. FOSTER, Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS of Illinois, and Ms. BASS. 

H. Res. 54: Ms. BASS, Mr. LARSON of Con- 
necticut, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. JOLLY, Mr. 
YOHO, Mr. HINOJOSA, and Ms. MCSALLY. 


JOYCE. 
CARTWRIGHT. 
COLLINS of New York and Mr. 


Mr. 
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Res. 
Res. 
Res. 
Res. 
Res. 
Res. 
Res. 
Res. 


56: Ms. KAPTUR. 

108: Mr. ROKITA. 

110: . KILMER. 

112: . RYAN of Ohio. 

130: . WEBER of Texas. 

147: . SMITH of New Jersey. 

157: . QUIGLEY. 

206: . SINEMA. 

Res. 210: . RIBBLE. 

. Res. 233: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. Mica, Ms. 
Esty, Mr. HOLDING, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALO- 
NEY of New York, Mr. CURBELO of Florida, 
Mr. GUINTA, Mr. WELCH, Mr. LAMALFA, Mrs. 
MIMI WALTERS of California, Mr. GUTIERREZ, 
Mr. UPTON, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. DESANTIS, Ms. 
Bass, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. AMASH, Mr. BROOKS 
of Alabama, Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. MENG, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. BABIN, Mr. 
LEWIS, Ms. Judy Chu of California, Mr. PAS- 
CRELL, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
PETERS, and Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

H. Res. 235: Mr. ScoTT of Virginia and Mrs. 
BEATTY. 

H. Res. 250: Ms. MCSALLY. 

H. Res. 262: Ms. MOORE, Mrs. LAWRENCE, 
Ms. Bass, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, and 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

H. Res. 275: Ms. SPEIER. 

H. Res. 276: Ms. STEFANIK. 

H. Res. 282: Mr. DESAULNIER. 


E P ot ot PE pE ot ot pE 


— 


CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM- 
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM- 
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 


Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

The amendment to be offered by Rep- 
resentative Conaway, or a designee, to H.R. 
2289, the Commodity End-User Relief Act 
does not contain any congressional ear- 
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 


— > 


DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 7 of rule XIT, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso- 
lutions, as follows: 

H.R. 1994: Mrs. LAWRENCE. 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, 

11. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the Board of Chosen Freeholders, County of 
Cape May, New Jersey, relative to Resolu- 
tion No. 381-15, urging the President to rec- 
ognize the plight of American citizens cur- 
rently unjustly imprisoned and facing death 
in Iranian governmental custody; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 


EE 


AMENDMENTS 


Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro- 
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED By: MR. BROOKS OF ALABAMA 

AMENDMENT No. 1: Page 45, line 15, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$288,500,000)’’. 

Page 47, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $689,800,000)”. 
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Page 47, line 15, after 
insert “(reduced to $0)”. 

Page 47, line 19, after 
insert “(reduced to $0)”. 

Page 47, line 23, after 
insert “(reduced to $0)”. 

Page 48, line 23, after 
insert “(reduced to $0)” 

Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $978,300,000)”. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED By: MR. BROOKS OF ALABAMA 


AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 45, line 15, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$288,500,000)’’. 

Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $288,500,000)”. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED By: MR. BROOKS OF ALABAMA 

AMENDMENT No. 3: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to provide rental 
housing assistance, a direct loan secured by 
a residence, or insurance or guarantee for a 
loan or mortgage secured by a residence, to 
any individual who does not have lawful sta- 
tus in the United States or financial assist- 
ance in violation of section 214(d) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1980 (42 U.S. C. 1436a(d)). 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. ENGEL 


AMENDMENT NO. 4: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Transportation, the Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development, or any other 
Federal agency to lease or purchase new 
light duty vehicles for any executive fleet, or 
for an agency’s fleet inventory, except in ac- 
cordance with Presidential Memorandum— 
Federal Fleet Performance, dated May 24, 
2011. 


the dollar amount, 
the dollar amount, 
the dollar amount, 


the dollar amount, 


H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. MICA 
AMENDMENT NO. 5: Page 53, line 11, strike 
the colon and all that follows through line 15 
and insert a period. 
H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. NEWHOUSE 
AMENDMENT NO. 6: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to issue, implement, 
or enforce any regulation by the Federal 
Aviation Administration relating to the op- 
eration and certification of small unmanned 
aircraft systems (UAS) that does not make 
consideration of the use of small UAS for ag- 
ricultural applications. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. ENGEL 
AMENDMENT NO. 10: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Commerce, the Department of Justice, or 
any other Federal agency to lease or pur- 
chase new light duty vehicles for any execu- 
tive fleet, or for an agency’s fleet inventory, 
except in accordance with Presidential 
Memorandum—Federal Fleet Performance, 
dated May 24, 2011. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. MACARTHUR 
AMENDMENT NO. 11: Page 23, line 6, insert 
after the dollar amount the following: ‘‘(re- 
duced by $750,000)”. 
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Page 38, line 9, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$750,000)’. 

Page 40, line 10, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$750,000)”. 

H.R. 2578 


OFFERED BY: MR. BLUMENAUER 
AMENDMENT No. 12: Page 14, lines 1, 18, and 
19, after each dollar amount, insert ‘‘(re- 
duced by $60,760,000) (increased by 
$60,760,000)”. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. PITTENGER 
AMENDMENT NO. 13: Page 32, line 5, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(increased by 
$25,000,000)”. 
Page 72, line 7, after each of the dollar 
amounts, insert “(reduced by $25,000,000)”. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. POE OF TEXAS 
AMENDMENT NO. 14: Page 7, line 8, insert 
after the dollar amount the following: ‘‘(re- 
duced by $17,300,000)”. 


Page 38, line 9, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$17,300,000)”. 

Page 41, line 14, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$17,300,000)”. 

H.R. 2578 


OFFERED BY: MR. POE OF TEXAS 

AMENDMENT No. 15: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for the DNA anal- 
ysis and capacity enhancement program and 
for other local, State, and Federal forensic 
activities for which funds are made available 
under this Act as part of the $125,000,000 for 
DNA-related and forensic programs and ac- 
tivities, unless such funds are used in accord- 
ance with paragraphs (3) and (4) of section 
(2)(c)) of the DNA Analysis Backlog Elimi- 
nation Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-546; 42 
U.S. C. 14135). 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. POE OF TEXAS 

AMENDMENT No. 16: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to enforce section 
221 of title 13, United States Code, with re- 
spect to the survey, conducted by the Sec- 
retary of Commerce, commonly referred to 
as the “American Community Survey”. 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. POE OF TEXAS 

AMENDMENT NO. 17: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. . (a) Except as provided by sub- 
section (b), none of the funds made available 
by this Act for the Department of Justice or 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation may be 
used to mandate or request that a person (as 
defined in section 101(m) of the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S. C. 
1801(m)) alter the product or service of the 
person to permit the electronic surveillance 
(as defined in section 101(f) of such Act (50 
U.S. C. 1801(f)) of any user of such product or 
service. 

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply with re- 
spect to mandates or requests authorized 
under the Communications Assistance for 
Law Enforcement Act (47 U.S. C. 1001 et 
seq.). 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. CONAWAY 
AMENDMENT No. 18: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
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SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to implement, ad- 
minister, or enforce any rule prohibiting the 
export of crude oil under section 103 of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6212). 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. MCCLINTOCK 


AMENDMENT NO. 19: Page 3, line 10, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$311,788,000)’’. 

Page 98, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $311,788,000)”. 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. MCCLINTOCK 


AMENDMENT No. 20: Page 4 line 21, after the 
dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$7,500,000)”. 

Page 6 line 9, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $2,000,000)’’. 

Page 15 line 16, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $5,700,000)”. 

Page 15, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $5,700,000)”. 

Page 15, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $5,700,000)”. 

Page 24, line 5, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $75,719,000)”. 

Page 24, line 14, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $3,423,000)”. 

Page 26, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $35,000,000)”. 

Page 28, line 22, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $750,000)”. 

Page 29, line 14, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $25,000,000)”. 

Page 29, line 21, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $1,200,000)”. 

Page 30, line 21, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 31, line 20, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $2,806,000)”. 

Page 32, line 5, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $111,199,000)”. 

Page 33, line 5, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $40,625,000)”. 

Page 33, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $49,000,000)”. 

Page 34, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $136,500,000)”. 

Page 36, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $124,000,000)”. 

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $11,060,000)”. 

Page 38, line 18, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $5,000,000)”. 

Page 38, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $1,000,000)”. 

Page 41, line 5, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $60,000)”. 

Page 41, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $5,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $70,400,000)”. 

Page 43, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $33,000,000)”. 

Page 43, line 8, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $20,000,000)”. 

Page 43, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $35,000,000)”. 

Page 46, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $2,400,000)”. 

Page 47, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $5,000,000)”. 

Page 49, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $4,000,000)”. 

Page 49, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $52,500,000)”. 

Page 49, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $5,000,000)”. 

Page 60, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $29,000,000)”. 

Page 61, line 10, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $402,600,000)”. 
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Page 61, line 12, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $100,650,000)”. 
Page 61, line 14, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $100,650,000)’’. 
Page 61, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $100,650,000)’’. 
Page 62, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $100,650,000)”. 
Page 62, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $129,500,000)”. 
Page 63, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $9,700,000)”. 
Page 64, line 9, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $5,900,000)”. 
Page 65, line 1, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $400,000)”. 
Page 66, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $50,000,000)”. 
Page 69, line 7, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $730,000)”. 
Page 98, line 20, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $1,398,212,000)”. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. GARAMENDI 


AMENDMENT NO. 21: Page 16, line 16, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(increased by $147 
million to fund the construction of an Ocean 
Survey Vessel)”. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 


AMENDMENT NO. 22: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), add the following 
new section: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a con- 
tract with any offeror or any of its principals 
if the offeror certifies, as required by Federal 
Acquisition Regulation, that the offeror or 
any of its principals: 

(A) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer has been convicted of or had a civil 
judgment rendered against it for: commis- 
sion of fraud or a criminal offense in connec- 
tion with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or 
performing a public (Federal, State, or local) 
contact or subcontract; violation of Federal 
or State antitrust statutes relating to the 
submission of offers; or commission of em- 
bezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsifica- 
tion or destruction of records, making false 
statements, tax evasion, violating Federal 
criminal tax laws, or receiving stolen prop- 
erty; or 

(B) are presently indicted for, or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a govern- 
mental entity with, commission of any of 
the offenses enumerated above in subsection 
(A); or 

(C) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer, has been notified of any delin- 
quent Federal taxes in an amount that ex- 
ceeds $3,000 for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. GRAYSON 


AMENDMENT NO. 23: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), add the following 
new section: 

SEC. __. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to compel a person 
to testify about information or sources that 
the person states in a motion to quash the 
subpoena that he has obtained as a jour- 
nalist or reporter and that he regards as con- 
fidential. 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. MCCLINTOCK 


AMENDMENT NO. 24: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Justice 
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may be used, with respect to any of the 
States of Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Hawaii, Illinois, Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massa- 
chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Montana, Nevada, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, Oregon, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, and Wis- 
consin, to prevent any of them from imple- 
menting their own laws that authorize the 
use, distribution, possession, or cultivation 
of marijuana on non-Federal lands within 
their respective jurisdictions. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. HUDSON 


AMENDMENT NO. 25: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to treat any M855 
(5.56 mm x 45 mm) or SS109 type ammunition 
as armor piercing ammunition for purposes 
of chapter 44 of title 18, United States Code. 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
OF NEW MEXICO 


AMENDMENT NO. 26: Page 23, line 6, insert 
after the dollar amount the following: ‘‘(de- 
creased by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, insert after the dollar 


amount the following: “(increased by 
$2,000,000)”. 

Page 44, line 8, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: “(increased by 
$2,000,000)”. 

H.R. 2578 


OFFERED By: MS. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 27: Page 24, line 5, after 
the first dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$13,800,000)”. 
Page 34, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $13,800,000)”. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON LEE 


AMENDMENT No. 28: Page 34, line 19, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$500,000)”. 

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $500,000)”. 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: Ms. JACKSON LEE 

AMENDMENT NO. 29: Page 34, line 19, after 
the dollar amount insert “(reduced by 
$2,000,000)”. 

Page 47, line 7, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. BLUMENAUER 

AMENDMENT NO. 30: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title) insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for any inspection 
under section 510 of the Controlled Sub- 
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 880) with respect to 
narcotic drugs in schedule III, IV, or V of 
section 202 of such Act (21 U.S.C. 812), or 
combinations of such drugs, being dispensed 
pursuant to section 303(g)(2) of such Act (21 
U.S.C. 823(g)(2)) for maintenance or detoxi- 
fication treatment. 

H.R. 2578 
OFFERED By: MR. CONNOLLY 


AMENDMENT No. 31: Page 34, line 19, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$6,000,000)”. 

Page 42, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $1,000,000)”. 
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Page 46, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $1,000,000)”. 


H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. ROUZER 


AMENDMENT NO. 32: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the State of 
North Carolina to implement any State law 
or rule that establishes or governs a logbook 
reporting requirement for fishermen oper- 
ating under for-hire licenses. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. POLIS 
AMENDMENT NO. 33: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to execute a sub- 
poena of tangible things pursuant to section 
506 of the Controlled Substances Act (21 
U.S.C. 876) that does not include the fol- 
lowing sentence: “This subpoena limits the 
collection of any tangible thines (including 
phone numbers dialed, telephone numbers of 
incoming calls, and the duration of calls) to 
those tangible things identified by a term 
that specifically identifies an individual, ac- 
count, address, or personal device, and that 
limits, to the greatest extent reasonably 
practicable, the scope of the tangible things 
sought.”. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: MR. SCOTT OF VIRGINIA 
AMENDMENT NO. 34: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC ___. The amounts otherwise provided 
by this Act are revised by reducing the 
amount made available for Federal Prison 
Systems—Salaries and Expenses, and in- 
creasing the amount made available for Of- 
fice of Justice Programs—Office of Juvenile 
Justice Delinquency and Prevention, by 
$69,515,000. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 35: Page 12, line 9, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$400,000)”. 
Page 70, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $400,000)”. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 


AMENDMENT NO. 36: Page 12, line 9, after 


the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(decreased by 
$2,000,000)”. 
Page 72, line 7, after the first dollar 


amount, insert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 37: Page 34, line 19, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$104,000,000)”. 
Page 61, lines 10 and 12, after the dollar 
amount, insert “(increased by $104,000,000)”. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 38: Page 34, line 19, after 
the dollar amount insert “(reduced by 
$1,000,000)”. 
Page 63, line 3, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(increased by $1,000,000)”. 
H.R. 2578 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 39: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act for the Department of Justice— 
Administrative Review and Appeals may be 
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used in contravention of sections 509 and 510 ating texts are confidential. The limitation 


SEC. _. None of the funds made available 

of title 28, United States Code. described in this section shall not apply in by this Act may be used to negotiate or 

H.R. 2578 the case of the administration of a tax or enter into a trade agreement that contains 

OFFERED By: MR. GRAYSON tariff. an investor-state dispute settlement provi- 

AMENDMENT NO. 40: H.R. 2578 sion. The limitation described in this section 
SEC. . None of the funds made available 


A shall not apply in the case of the administra- 
by this Act may be used to negotiate or OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON tion of a tax or tariff. 
enter into a trade agreement whose negoti- AMENDMENT NO. 41: 
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HONORING NAN McEVOY 
HON. JARED HUFFMAN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
honor of Nan McEvoy, who passed away on 
March 26, 2015 at her home in San Francisco 
at the age of 95. A trailblazer and tour-de- 
force in every aspect of her life, Mrs. McEvoy 
left a lasting impact on family, friends, col- 
leagues, and community. 

Mrs. McEvoy occupies, in particular, a spe- 
cial place in the hearts of Marin County resi- 
dents. Along with serving as Chairwoman of 
the San Francisco Chronicle, a leader in sev- 
eral philanthropic causes, and a lifelong advo- 
cate for women’s rights, Mrs. McEvoy also ran 
an olive farm near Petaluma. Originally in- 
tended as a getaway for her family to experi- 
ence the beauty Northern California offers, 
McEvoy Ranch today produces high-quality 
oils and body care products for specialty 
stores across the nation. 

While Mrs. McEvoy’s time in Marin rep- 
resents just a slice of her collective achieve- 
ments, it’s an apt metaphor for the remarkable 
life she led. When she first proposed the idea 
to grow olives, people told her that it wouldn’t 
work—that she should use the land for cattle, 
perhaps. She ignored her critics, and moved 
forward with her original plan. Today, McEvoy 
Ranch now grows more than 18,000 trees and 
receives accolades from national media and 
local voices alike. In Mrs. McEvoy’s way, 
though, her efforts have not just proven suc- 
cessful financially, but also for our community 
as a whole. The ranch uses certified organic 
farming practices, produces its own compost, 
and—as of 2009—meets half its electrical 
needs with an on-site windmill, the first pri- 
vately-owned turbine of its size in the county. 

Nan McEvoy was a leader in our community 
and a voice for the underserved. While her 
professional success was remarkable, it’s her 
passion for life and compassion for others that 
will endure. It is therefore appropriate that we 
pay tribute to her today and express our deep- 
est condolences to her son and grandchildren. 


— A 


THE PASSING OF BARBARA 
LUMPKINS 


HON. JOHN P. SARBANES 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, Barbara 
Lumpkins, a longtime champion for children 
with disabilities who spent many years as an 
activist for adoption for special needs children, 
passed away on May 24, 2015. In keeping 
with that deep commitment, she and her hus- 


band adopted four children into their family 
along with their two birth children. She was an 
active, consistent, positive, caring adult pres- 
ence for children in the Irvington community 
since she and her family moved there in 1970. 
Her smile and her large heart will be greatly 
missed, but her presence will continue to be 
felt in the many people she supported and in- 
spired over the years. Please join me in ex- 
pressing sympathies and thanks to her family 
for this remarkable life. 


—— 


AZERBAIJAN REPUBLIC DAY 
COMMEMORATION 


HON. RYAN K. ZINKE 


OF MONTANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, today | celebrate 
with Azerbaijanis around the world in the com- 
memoration of Republic Day. On May 28, 
1918, the people of Azerbaijan declared inde- 
pendence from Russia, becoming the first 
Muslim democratic secular country in the re- 
gion. Although the country temporarily lost its 
independence due to Soviet aggression, it re- 
gained full independence in 1990. 

Since regaining independence, Azerbaijan 
has been one of America’s closest allies in the 
Middle East. Throughout Operation Enduring 
Freedom, Azerbaijan worked closely with our 
armed forces against radical Islamic terrorists 
in Afghanistan. Not only did Azerbaijani forces 
fight along-side our forces, but they also pro- 
vided crucial refueling, landing, and airspace 
rights for our armed forces. Over a third of all 
non-lethal equipment for our troops in Afghani- 
stan went through Azerbaijan. Our military co- 
operation with Azerbaijan was strengthened in 
2011, and remains vital today. 

Today we see the Middle East under attack. 
Terrorist groups with no regard for human life 
have torn the region apart. Now, more than 
ever, we see the tremendous importance for a 
close ally. We are extremely fortunate to have 
that ally in Azerbaijan. 

| ask that my colleagues to join me today in 
celebrating Azerbaijan’s independence and 
thanking them for their strong partnership. 


ES 


HONORING OFFICER DAVID REED 
OF THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 


HON. JOHN K. DELANEY 


OF MARYLAND 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, | would like to 
recognize and honor Officer David Reed of the 
Montgomery County Police Department for his 
heroic actions in saving the life of an infant. 


Our police make it their job to protect our 
communities, a job that can require an officer 
to put their life on the line or to save some- 
body else’s. On May 8, Officer Reed’s work to 
protect and serve required split-second deci- 
sion making, quick action, and extraordinary 
skill under pressure. 

On duty in Silver Spring, Maryland, Officer 
Reed discovered a woman crying over her 
two-month old baby. The child had stopped 
breathing. Reed quickly assessed the situation 
and took action, giving the infant two-fingered 
CPR. After several chest compressions, the 
child began to breathe again. 

Today, the baby is alive and back with her 
family, thanks to Officer Reed. 

Reed is a hero in our state, and | ask that 
you and my other distinguished colleagues 
help me in honoring Officer Reed, not just for 
his work to save one life, but for his work to 
protect the lives of people in our state every 
day. Thank you, Officer Reed. Your service to 
our community will not be forgotten. 


—_ > 


RECOGNIZING NORTHAMPTON 
COMMUNITY COLLEGE'S WASH- 
INGTON, DC VISIT 


HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker. | want to acknowl- 
edge the two-day visit to the nation's capital 
by administrators, faculty and students of 
Northampton Community College (NCC), 
which has three campuses in northeastern 
Pennsylvania. Led by President Dr. Mark 
Erickson, the delegation toured the U.S. Cap- 
itol and other historical sites throughout the 
city, and incorporated lessons on the benefits 
of being involved in government and advo- 
cacy. 

Just Born Quality Confections in Beth- 
lehem—makers of the popular Peeps and 
other delicious candies that are made in my 
District—was the lead sponsor of their trip. 
Matt Pye, Vice President of Trade Relations & 
Corporate Affairs, hosted the group at the Na- 
tional Confectioners Association (NCA) to out- 
line career opportunities and explain the asso- 
ciation’s advocacy agenda of NCA’s member 
companies. Joining Dr. Erickson on the NCC 


trip were: 

Students: 

Andreola, Brandon—Liberal Arts, Political 
Science—Effort, PA 

Barksdale, Khabira—Secondary Edu- 
cation—East Stroudsburg, PA 

Berry, Stephen—Liberal Arts, Political 


Science—Kunkletown, PA 

Cimera, Rachel—Secondary Education— 
Bethlehem, PA 

Galarza, Jose—Biological Science—Easton, 
PA 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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Garcia-Caro, Elisabet—Liberal Arts, Political 
Science—Allentown, PA 

Grifone, Patrick—Business Administration— 
Easton, PA 

Joseph, Fitzgerald—Biological 
Henryville, PA 

Martinez, Brandy—Liberal Arts, Sociology— 
Blakeslee, PA 

Maxwell, Emmanuel—Biological Science— 
Easton, PA 

Perez, Stephanie—Theatre—Bethlehem, PA 

Rahming, Rodney—Business Administra- 
tion—East Stroudsburg, PA 

Reahl, Rachel—General 
nary—Bethlehem, PA 

Rosengarten, Aaron—Liberal Arts, Political 
Science—Easton, PA 

Soltys, Adam—Web Development—North- 
ampton, PA 

Staff: 

Bohr, Deb—Director, Center for Civic and 
Community Engagement 

Saturen, Myra—Writer/Editor 

Walz, Rebecca—Director, Alumni Engage- 
ment and Annual Fund 

Whitaker, Helene—Vice President, Adminis- 
trative Affairs 

Alumni: 

Glick, Cindy—Northampton Community Col- 
lege Alumna 1992 

| would like to commend schools at all lev- 
els that come to Washington, D.C. for a mix 
of education, history and advocacy. Civic edu- 
cation and citizen engagement are vital to our 
democracy, and | am delighted my staff and | 
were part of NCC’s visit. 


— 


TRIBUTE TO THE SAN ELIZARIO 
HIGH SCHOOL EAGLES STATE 
CHAMPIONSHIP 


HON. WILL HURD 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. HURD of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to pay tribute to the San Elizario High 
School Eagles for their victory in the Texas 
Class 4A Boys State Soccer Championship. 
Hard work and dedication over the years led 
the Eagles to this victory and allowed them to 
finish out the season with eighteen wins, four 
losses and three ties. The journey started in 
2009 and culminated on April 17, 2015, when 
the Eagles secured their win against the Lib- 
erty Hill Panthers with a 4 to 2 victory. 

Eight years ago, the Eagles won sectional 
rounds, beating the state champs at Del Valle 
High School. The next year, they secured a 
district championship and Area title. Following 
a winning season, they earned three playoff 
trophies in 2013. With successes like these 
behind them, they went into this season with 
an unmatched drive to win. On that Friday in 
April, when the final score showed 4 to 2, the 
roar in the stands could be heard throughout 
the city. The wishes of good luck from citizens 
across San Elizario were received, and the 
Eagles delivered. 

Our District expands from San Antonio to El 
Paso, and within its vast area lies San 
Elizario, home to 13,000. The city is beaming 
with pride for the team, the young men’s fam- 


Science— 


Studies/Veteri- 
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ily and friends, and their high school. For 
every member of the team, there were count- 
less community members supporting them in 
the stands as they went on to win game after 
game in the playoffs, culminating with the rais- 
ing of the trophy. In a city with a small popu- 
lation, the Eagles have created a lasting leg- 
acy that will not be forgotten. 

The Eagles’ level of excellence as a whole 
is a reflection of the individual players and 
their desire for success and dedication to hard 
work. Head Coach Max Sappenfield was able 
to lead the Eagles, and the young men dem- 
onstrated to him and each other the kind of 
teamwork worthy of a state championship. 
This victory is a result not only from talent, but 
also from hours spent on the field, the stra- 
tegic planning behind each game, and fine 
tuning the skills of each player. The Eagles’ 
dedication and sacrifices have truly paid off, 
and is a source of pride for the entire city and 
the 23rd Congressional District of Texas. It is 
my honor to represent San Elizario High 
School, and | wish continued success to the 
team and each of its members in their future 
endeavors. 


HONORING CHRISTINA MILIAN 


HON. PETE AGUILAR 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to 
honor the life and work of Christina Milian, a 
community activist and philanthropist from 
California’s Inland Empire. As a local business 
owner, Christina Milian’s dedication to her 
work and support of those around her in the 
San Bernardino and Rialto areas served as an 
inspiration to her friends, family, and neigh- 
bors. 

While she was certainly an accomplished 
businesswoman, Christina Milian was most 
widely known for her selfless acts and devo- 
tion to local organizations. She was a philan- 
thropist to the very core. Christina was an avid 
supporter and organizer for groups including 
Les Confrer Auxiliary, the Assistance League 
of San Bernardino, and the Inland Women 
Fighting Cancer. 

While Christina is gone, her legacy and 
work will live on through the lives she touched. 
She was an inspiration to all who knew her. 
Christina will be dearly missed by her husband 
of thirty-five years, Arthur T. Milian; two sons 
Michael and Jonathan, grandchildren Isaiah, 
Ava and Caleb; her mother Juanita, her sib- 
lings Ray, Maryann, and Carol; as well as the 
entire San Bernardino County community. 


RECOGNIZING THE 8TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF PARSONS & ASSOCI- 
ATES, INC. 


HON. JOHN KATKO 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the 85th anniversary of Parsons & 
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Associates, Inc. of Syracuse, New York. Es- 
tablished in 1930, Parsons & Associates, Inc. 
has grown to become a third generation family 
business, insuring Syracuse’s businesses and 
families. 

The company was founded by John C. Par- 
sons upon his graduation from the University 
of Pennsylvania’s Wharton School of Busi- 
ness. The business began as a life insurance 
agency and now offers a complete range of in- 
surance options. 

I’m proud to recognize Parsons & Associ- 
ates, Inc. for the long standing success of 
their business in the 24th District. Parsons & 
Associates, Inc. epitomizes the strength and 
character of local, family-owned businesses 
across Central New York. 


— 


HONORING GLENN D. STEELE JR., 
MD, PhD 


HON. TOM MARINO 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. MARINO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
order to recognize Glenn D. Steele Jr., MD, 
PhD, President and Chief Executive Officer of 
Geisinger Health System, an integrated health 
services organization in central and north- 
eastern Pennsylvania nationally recognized for 
its innovative use of the electronic health 
records and the development and implementa- 
tion of innovative care models. 

Geisinger Health System, founded in 1915 
by Abigail Geisinger, has grown to be one of 
the nation's largest rural health services orga- 
nizations serving more than 3 million residents 
throughout 48 counties in central, south-cen- 
tral and northeast Pennsylvania. 

When Dr. Glenn Steele began his tenure in 
2001 as Geisinger Health System’s CEO, 
there were just over 7,000 employees, includ- 
ing 540 physicians. Under his leadership 
Geisinger has grown tremendously. It is now 
comprised of approximately 23,500 employ- 
ees, including a 1,200-member multi-specialty 
group practice, nine hospital campuses, two 
research centers and a 467,000-member 
health plan, all of which leverage an estimated 
$7.7 billion positive impact on the Pennsyl- 
vania economy. 

The health system and the health plan have 
repeatedly garnered national accolades for in- 
tegration, quality and service. In addition to 
fulfilling its patient care mission, Geisinger has 
a long-standing commitment to medical edu- 
cation, research and community service. 

On behalf of all Pennsylvanians, | am 
pleased to recognize Dr. Glenn Steele for im- 
proving the quality of life for citizens through 
his leadership and contributions to health care 
innovation. 


EE 


REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF MRS. 
SHIRLEY A. HALBEISEN 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the life of my dear friend Mrs. Shirley 
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A. Halbeisen. Mrs. Halbeisen was highly re- 
garded in her community for her volunteerism 
at the Hayes Research Library, her dedication 
to her beauty salon, and most of all the love 
she possessed for her family and friends. 

Mrs. Halbeisen was born in Riley Township 
in Sandusky County in 1928. She was a proud 
graduate of Clyde High School and attended 
Tiffin University in 1945, where she was 
trained in Civilian Employment for the Air 
Technical Service Command nearing the end 
of World War Il. Following her training she 
worked for American Airlines in New York City 
until she returned to her home in Ohio. After 
successfully graduating from Fremont Beauty 
School, she opened her own business, Shirl- 
Lon Coiffures in Lindsay. 

She married her dear husband, Bernard 
Henry Halbeisen, on September 27, 1947. In 
their fifty-five joyous years of marriage they 
had five children. Mrs. Halbeisen frequently 
volunteered at the Hayes Research Library 
where she worked as a genealogist for many 
years. Her dedication and volunteerism were 
always commended by her neighbors and 
friends. 

Shirley’s love for her friends and family, 
dedication to her work and education, and 
commitment to the Hayes Research Library, 
all highlight a few of the qualities we all love 
and will miss most. She is survived by her five 
children Rynda, Veda, Renee, Brock, and 
Cana; her brother Tomas; her twelve grand- 
children; and her ten great-grandchildren. Shir- 
ley was a beloved part of our community, and 
she will be deeply missed. 


ee 


IN MEMORY OF CHRISTIAN R. 
LONG 


HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, | rise to recognize 
the life of Christian R. Long. 

Unfortunately, but fittingly, Mr. Long passed 
away over the Memorial Day weekend, our 
solemn holiday for remembrance and recogni- 
tion of the heroes who made the ultimate sac- 
rifice for our freedom. 

Mr. Long saw front-line service in Europe 
with the 44th Infantry Division during World 
War II. Raised in Lebanon County, which is 
home to many people of Pennsylvania Ger- 
man (Dutch) ancestry, Mr. Long was also as- 
signed as a German-language interpreter. 
What could be more Pennsylvanian? 

After the war, he was determined to learn a 
trade. He worked as a carpenter for over 40 
years building and renovating homes and 
other properties for Carlos Adams in Hershey, 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Long, who was known as “Christ” (pro- 
nounced “Krist”), was a lifetime member of 
The American Legion. He enjoyed gardening, 
hunting, fishing, and trapping. His carpentry 
skills and love of the outdoors enabled him 
and his sons to buy land and build a hunting 
cabin, primarily using recycled building mate- 
rials, in Sullivan County, Pennsylvania. He 
also built his own home, as well as con- 
structed and renovated residences, decks and 
boat docks for his children. 
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Born on March 12, 1924 in Harpers, Penn- 
sylvania, he was the son of the late Christian 
Adam Long, Sr. and Mary Hoover Long. He 
grew up in Lawn, Pennsylvania. Mr. Long was 
a devoted father and husband; he and Pearl 
Weaver Long of Palmyra were married April 
27, 1947 and she preceded him in death on 
January 14, 1995. They reared their family in 
Campbelltown, Pennsylvania. He is survived 
by four children, seven grandchildren, five 
great grandchildren, six step-grandchildren 
and five great step grandchildren. 

Ronald Reagan aptly recognized in his first 
inaugural address that, “Those who say that 
we're in a time when there are not heroes, 
they just don't know where to look.” Mr. Long 
was one of those everyday heroes who made 
our country the great nation it is today. 


HONORING MSGT. JERIS DAVIS 
HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | stand to honor a public servant in the 
field of law enforcement, MSgt. Jeris Davis. 
Mr. Davis is from Shaw, MS. 

There are many capacities in which one can 
be a public servant, each one requiring certain 
talent and passion for the position. Environ- 
ment plays a big role in preparing people for 
their destiny. MSgt. Davis' family and home 
environment was that of a middle class work- 
ing family. His father, Warren Davis, worked at 
Dixie Tobacco and Candy Company in Shaw 
for over 40 years. His mother, Ruth Davis had 
two jobs: she was employed with the Shaw 
Sewing Factory and Lewis Grocery Ware- 
house in Indianola for over 30 years. 

MSgt. Davis had influence all around him: 
His grandmother, Mattie Davis; aunts: Judy 
Freeman and Mildred Johnson; and several of 
his uncles, all were important role models. 
Warren Davis, his father, and his uncle, Frank 
Freeman, were members of the Shaw Volun- 
teer Fire Department. At the age of 12, while 
still in elementary school, they would take him 
to the fire department with them on weekends, 
which was his reward for good grades and 
good behavior. Those visits to the fire depart- 
ment, watching his dad and uncle, and com- 
munity men work around the fire, created a 
desire in him to do the same. 

MSgt. Davis continued this for years, volun- 
teering to clean the equipment, listening to the 
firemen talk, learning how to operate the 
equipment, and developing the skills of a fire- 
man. In fact, many people actually thought he 
was a fireman for the city, because he would 
be at all the fires (e.g., spraying water, pulling 
down equipment, always asking the firemen to 
let him go into the fire and rescue someone). 
Those opportunities fueled his desire, even 
more, to help and serve the public, especially 
in Shaw. 

MSgt. Davis graduated from Shaw High 
School and went on to join many organiza- 
tions and clubs that focused on some role of 
public service. Through this he was able to 
develop more skills and leadership ability, all 
the time preparing him for a career in public 
service. 
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MSgt. Davis held down two jobs, and even- 
tually, became a member of the Shaw Volun- 
teer Fire Department and a dispatcher for the 
Shaw Police Department. From there in 1992 
he became an equipment operator for the Mis- 
sissippi State Highway Department, while con- 
tinuing his role as a member of the fire depart- 
ment. The year 1998 was the beginning of 
MSgt. Davis’ career as a professional in law 
enforcement. His resume of experience and 
accomplishments include: 

1998 Year: Completion of the Mississippi 
Law Enforcement Training Academy, 1998 
Year: Police Officer, City of Shaw Police De- 
partment, 1992 Year: Highway Officer for the 
Mississippi Department of Transportation 
(MDOT), 2000 Year: MDOT Honor Guard Offi- 
cer representing Fallen Law Enforcement Offi- 
cers in Washington, DC, 2001 Year: Comple- 
tion of the Mississippi Bureau of Narcotics 
Training Academy, 2003 Year: Completion of 
the Mississippi Highway Patrol Cadet School, 
2009 Year: US Marshal Gulf Coast Regional 
Fugitive Taskforce, Oxford, MS, created by 
Congress, and 2013 Year: Completion of the 
Mississippi Certified Investigators Program, 
Pearl, MS. 

MSgt. Davis has recently been promoted to 
Master Sergeant within the Mississippi High- 
way Patrol. In this capacity he is assigned to 
the Mississippi Bureau of Investigation as an 
investigator. MSgt. Davis is often assigned to 
special assignments because of the various 
trainings and acquired knowledge of expertise. 
Some of those assignments are: narcotic in- 
vestigations, high level fugitive investigations 
and searches, and special homicide cases. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in honoring MSgt. Jeris Davis for his dedica- 
tion and service as a public servant in the field 
of law enforcement. | am proud to have him 
as a resident of the Mississippi Second Con- 
gressional District. 


EEE 


CELEBRATING THE 300TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF THE BOROUGH OF 
CHATHAM 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize a very special occasion for 
the Borough of Chatham, New Jersey. Lo- 
cated in Morris County, the Borough is cele- 
brating the 300th Anniversary of its establish- 
ment. 

Prior to the first colonial settlers arriving in 
the area in 1680, the Lenni-Lenape Indians 
helped create trails that would eventually lead 
Europeans to the area in 1680. In 1715, a 
land transaction gave 1,200 acres to John 
Budd, a Philadelphia merchant who would 
farm the land. Just six years later, that same 
merchant owned all of the land of what today 
is the Borough of Chatham. 

In 1773, the name Chatham was given to 
the village in honor of William Pitt, the first 
Earl of Chatham. During the Revolutionary 
War, Chatham played an instrumental role in 
the success of the Colonists. Not only did 
Chatham and surrounding towns help stop fur- 
ther westward British advancement, but it was 
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also used to fool the enemy. General Wash- 
ington constructed a full-scale base of oper- 
ations including brick ovens large enough to 
appear to be able to bake 3,000 loaves of 
bread to feed the troops. 


What is seen as the most important event in 
Chatham’s history occurred on September 14, 
1837. This is when the first steam train of the 
Morris & Essex Railroad Company arrived in 
the Borough. This event improved both com- 
merce and travel time to all towns along the 
line. 


On March 1, 1897, Chatham became the 
first New Jersey village to become incor- 
porated as a borough. The improvements of 
electric lights, water and sewage plants, instal- 
lation of gas lines, and even the beautification 
efforts can be attributed to the first council of 
the Borough and its first Mayor, Frederick H. 
Lum. The Borough has continued to grow and 
flourish. 


In 2005, Chatham was named “One of the 
Top Ten Places to Live in the United States” 
by Money Magazine. Chatham’s rich history 
and patriotic residents make Chatham Bor- 
ough an extraordinary community in our na- 
tion. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in congratulating Chatham for its 
300 year Anniversary of its establishment, and 
wish the Borough and its residents many more 
years of continued success and celebration. 


—_ A 


HONORING THE TEXAS COUNTY 
MEMORIAL HOSPITAL 


HON. JASON SMITH 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Texas County Memorial 
Hospital in Houston, Missouri. 


Texas County has reported 29 tornados 
since 1950, five in the last eight years. With 
this, the Texas County Memorial Hospital saw 
great need for a way to protect citizens during 
severe weather, and a great opportunity with 
their hospital. From there, in 2013, the idea of 
a community safe room was born. After secur- 
ing state and federal grants, as well as dona- 
tions from community members, and just over 
a year and a half of construction, the project 
is complete and ready for use. 


The safe room has 4,000 square feet of cli- 
mate-controlled space that is designed to with- 
stand 250 mile per hour winds and provide 
shelter for up to 462 people. The safe room 
will be great for the Houston area in times of 
emergency. Additionally, the safe room can be 
utilized as a meeting space during non-threat- 
ening weather times, which provides an even 
greater asset to the Houston community. 


For the many years of service to others and 
commitment to future safety, it is my pleasure 
to recognize the Texas County Memorial Hos- 
pital of Houston before the United States 
House of Representatives. 
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RECOGNIZING CDR KERWIN E. 
MILLER, USN (RET.) 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
speak to a changing era in the District of Co- 
lumbia. Tonight, at the Columbia Heights Edu- 
cation Campus, CDR Kerwin E. Miller, USNR, 
Ret., Chair of our District of Columbia Service 
Academy Selection Board, conducts his last 
Service Academy College ceremony as Chair 
for recognition of new appointees to the Serv- 
ice Academies and recruitment of District of 
Columbia high school students for future 
years. After 10 distinguished years of service 
as Chair, CDR Miller passes his baton to 
David P. Gragan, our current Vice Chair. 

CDR Miller, a graduate of U.S. Naval Acad- 
emy Class of ’75, joined the Service Academy 
Selection Board under my predecessor, Walter 
Fauntroy, in 1986. He has served during my 
congressional service since 1991 as a board 
member, as Vice-Chair, and since 2005, as 
chairman. 

In those 10 years, CDR Miller has directed 
his formidable energies toward District of Co- 
lumbia students, encouraging them to join him 
on the road leading to the inestimable oppor- 
tunities afforded by an appointment to one of 
the five Service Academies of United States. 

During his service, CDR Miller has been an 
inspirational figure and a highly effective chair. 
Not long ago, for example, there were years in 
which few, if any, students from the D.C. pub- 
lic schools applied for the nominations. As al- 
ways, we were pleased and proud to have our 
private and parochial school students. Tonight, 
D.C. will feast on a more diverse harvest of 
CDR Millers leadership as he and | present 
certificates of appointment to the U.S. Military, 
U.S. Naval, U.S. Coast Guard, and U.S. Air 
Force academies to nine D.C. students. Four 
of our appointees attended D.C. public 
schools and one attended a D.C. public char- 
ter school. 

When CDR Miller becomes Chairman Emer- 
itus of our Selection Board, he will not “retire.” 
In continued devotion to the Academies and to 
recruitment of the finest to serve, he will re- 
main on our Service Academy Selection 
Board, and, in addition, he will work with the 
academies on an effort to increase Academy 
nominations from Congressional Black Caucus 
member districts. He will join with Academy 
graduates like Pat Locke, the first African- 
American woman to graduate from West 
Point, to help advise CBC members con- 
cerning recruitment of their constituents to 
take advantage of the educational and career 
opportunities offered by the Service Acad- 
emies. 

The District of Columbia is very fortunate 
that CDR Miller has not worked alone. He 
achieved his success in collaboration with the 
hard work of the other members of our Selec- 
tion Board, David P. Gragan, USAFA ’77, Vice 
Chair, Timothy M. Ash, USAFA ’00, Lewis D. 
Baker, USMA ’91, Capt Holly D. Childs, 
USAFR, USAFA ’06, Lt Col Patrick Clowney, 
USAF (Ret), USAFA *94, O.V. Johnson, Daniel 
J. Keenaghan, USMA ’00, George R. Keys, 
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USAFA ’70, Past Chairman, Mr. Charles B. 
King, III, USMA ’94, Riaz K. Latifullah USMMA 
78, Laila Linares, USMMA ’06, Merita Carter, 
Pierpont Mobley, Ofc. James N. Rimensnyder, 
DCMP, USMA ’05, Prof. Barbara J. Smith, 
Joel C. Spangenberg, USNA ’00, Michael B. 
Velasquez, USNA ’89, and Harry Wingo, 
USNA ’88. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the outstanding service of CDR 
Kerwin E. Miller, in congratulating David 
Gragan on becoming Chair, and in thanking 
the members of our D.C. Service Academy 
Selection Board for their dedication and serv- 
ice to the District of Columbia, to the U.S. 
Service Academies and to the nation. 


EE 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF MR. 
EARL J. MORRIS 


HON. ANDY BARR 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize an outstanding individual, Mr. Earl J. 
Morris, of Owingsville, Kentucky, for his distin- 
guished military service during World War Il. 
Mr. Morris, a part of the greatest generation, 
served our nation in the United States Army. 

Mr. Morris left the comforts of home and 
family on November 6, 1944 for Camp 
Shanks, New York. He then boarded a ship 
and left for the European Theater of Oper- 
ations. He served in Belgium, France, Holland, 
and Germany. His unit first engaged the Ger- 
mans on Christmas Eve of 1944 in Biren, Bel- 
gium. During the fighting in Europe, he and his 
fellow soldiers endured below zero tempera- 
tures, terrible snowstorms, hunger, fatigue, 
and heavy enemy fire. He fought in the Battle 
of the Bulge in Belgium. In the Alsace Lorraine 
Sector of France, his unit fired across the 
Rhine into Germany and kicked the last Ger- 
mans out of France. His 898th Division was 
awarded the French Coat of Arms for the Bat- 
tle of the Colmar, one of the highest awards 
bestowed by France. After fighting in Holland, 
the 898th Division entered Germany, crossed 
the Rhine, and continued heavy fighting until 
the end of the war. His unit then began polic- 
ing duty in Germany as the war ended in Eu- 
rope. 

The bravery of Mr. Morris and his fellow 
men and women of the United States Army is 
heroic. Because of the courage of individuals 
from Owingsville and from all across our great 
nation, our freedoms have been saved for our 
generation and for future generations. He is 
truly an outstanding American, a patriot, and a 
hero to us all. 


EE 


HONORING REVEREND REGINALD 
BUCKLEY 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a remarkable public 
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servant, Pastor Reginald Buckley, who says 
that faith is about more than just Sunday 
morning worship—it seeps into daily life, eco- 
nomics and education. 

Pastor Reginald Buckley, was born and 
raised in Jackson, where his father pastored 
at Cade Chapel Missionary Baptist Church, 
which held its first worship service in 1880. “It 
has historically and continues to have an eye 
toward social empowerment,” he says. 

Following his graduation from Lanier High 
School in 1990, he went to Tougaloo College 
and received a bachelor’s degree in English. 
He attended graduate school at the University 
of Illinois Champaign-Urbana and earned a 
master of arts degree in English literature in 
1996. 

For nine years, Buckley served as senior 
pastor of Second Baptist Church in Danville, 
Ill. While there, he also became president of 
the Illiana Christian Association and helped 
create relationships between congregations 
across Illinois and Indiana of different racial 
backgrounds. 

In 2007, he brought all his experiences back 
home to Jackson and Cade Chapel, where he 
became executive pastor. And with those ex- 
periences, he brought a plan. “My vision is 
that we really begin to affirm the dignity of all 
humanity, that we value all of Jackson and 
that value is demonstrated in how we treat 
and provide for all,” Pastor Buckley says. 
“Class is not what colors us, and we are all 
bound together in this experience we call hu- 
manity.” His forward thinking afforded him the 
position of Dean of Christian Education for the 
General Missionary Baptist State Convention 
of Mississippi, and gave him opportunities to 
preach and teach across the nation. 

Pastor Buckley, a Kellogg Foundation fel- 
low, wants to help people in practical and tan- 
gible ways; the most recent product being 
Cade Courtyard, an apartment complex for 
seniors in the Virden Addition community. The 
church has more plans for development in the 
area that include single-family housing and 
mixed-retail developments. 

Along with his wife, Lecretia Buckley, he 
has two children: Jonathan and Anna. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Reverend Reginald Buckley for 
his dedication to serving others. 


-—Á— 


HONORING ROBERT OLIVIERI, 
PAST PRESIDENT OF PSAR 


HON. JUAN VARGAS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Robert Olivieri, the outgoing President 
of the Pacific Southwest Association of REAL- 
TORS, for his outstanding leadership in the 
South Bay region of San Diego County. 

Robert Olivieri was born in Providence, 
Rhode Island and has been a resident of 
Chula Vista and Bonita for the past 30 years. 
Robert graduated from the University of Michi- 
gan with a B.S. in Engineering and went on to 
earn an MBA in Finance from the University of 
Phoenix. Robert holds a California Real Estate 
Brokers License, a California Insurance Bro- 
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kers License, a Series 7 Securities License, 
and has been in the real estate business for 
over 29 years. 

Robert has been an active broker and man- 
ager for several real estate offices in South 
San Diego County. Robert served the Pacific 
Southwest Association of REALTORS (PSAR) 
as their 2014 President. During his tenure, he 
focused on membership recruitment and re- 
tention, while also providing useful resources 
for members’ professional and personal 
growth. Robert has also served PSAR on their 
Board of Directors, as a California Association 
of REALTORS State Director, and as a mem- 
ber of the Community Involvement Committee 
and the Merger Steering Committee. Robert 
has been ranked by real estate tracking agen- 
cies as one of the top house selling agents 
and in the top 7% of agents who sell homes 
for top dollar. 

Robert and his wife, Marcia, are very in- 
volved in their community and help support 
Bonita Vista High School and Corpus Christi 
Parish. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ROBERT PITTENGER 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, on Roll Call 
Votes # 264, 265, 266 and 267, | am not re- 
corded because | was absent from the U.S. 
House of Representatives. Had | been 
present, | would have voted in the following 
manner. 

On Roll Call # 264. 
would have voted NAY. 

On Roll Call # 265. Had | been present, | 
would have voted NAY. 

On Roll Call # 266. Had | been present, | 
would have voted NAY. 

On Roll Call # 267. Had | been present, | 
would have voted YEA. 


— 


INTRODUCTION STATEMENT: 
HANDGUN TRIGGER SAFETY ACT 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, | am honored to introduce today 
with Sen. ED MARKEY the Handgun Trigger 
Safety Act—critical legislation to prevent acci- 
dental gun deaths. Based on legislation first 
proposed by my friend and former colleague 
Rep. John Tierney, | am humbled to continue 
this important effort to advance life-saving 
technology. 

Personalized “smart gun” technology allows 
gun owners to designate authorized users who 
can operate the firearm while rendering it in- 
operable for all others. This technology pre- 
vents use by criminals who steal handguns as 
well as unintentional use by children. 

The Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention estimate that 591 Americans died from 
a firearm accident in 2011, including 74 chil- 


Had | been present, | 
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dren under 15 years old. The Personalized 
Handgun Safety Act would promote the adop- 
tion of technology we know can prevent these 
tragedies. 

The Handgun Trigger Safety Act would 
mandate that within five years all newly manu- 
factured handguns use personalized tech- 
nology and within ten years all handguns sold 
or transferred are retrofitted with personalized 
“smart gun” technology. In addition, the bill 
would also provide for grants through the Na- 
tional Institute of Justice (NIJ) to continue to 
develop and improve handgun personalization 
technology to simultaneously increase efficacy 
and decrease cost. 

These new measures will make great 
strides in preventing accidental gun deaths by 
helping keep guns out of the wrong hands. 

| hope my colleagues will join me to support 
this important effort. 


HONORING MR. ESSIE FROST 
HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a young leader in his 
school who has raised the bar for students 
coming behind him, Mr. Essie Frost from 
Charleston High School in Tallahatchie Coun- 
ty 


Charleston High School operates under the 
authority of the East Tallahatchie School Dis- 
trict. The school district is a small one like 
many throughout my district. Nonetheless, and 
somehow they are able to make acceptable 
things happen despite having limited re- 
sources, which brings me to the reason why | 
want to recognize this young man. Ms. Me- 
lissa Faulkner, his teacher, has mentored, 
taught, and watched him grow to the point 
where he always made good decisions 
throughout high school, but in his senior year, 
he rose to a new height. That’s commendable 
as a young person. 

We all have the ability to make a positive 
difference in life. Essie took the optimistic ap- 
proach to helping his small school. He set 
goals; he wanted the class of 2015 to leave a 
memorable existence. So, he became Class 
President to lead them to that goal. He was 
skilled in getting the students to follow his vi- 
sion and set goals to be achieved as a whole. 
He often volunteered on community school 
projects, getting his fellow classmates to join. 
He told them that it’s not only good for the 
school, but they will be known as the class 
who gave back, plus they can use it on their 
college application for community service. 
Essie led the charge to make their class prom 
what they envisioned and dreamed, saying 
they are responsible for making it happen, the 
school doesn’t have a lot of money and prom 
is a privilege not a right. No one ever knew he 
had been raising the money for years on his 
own to go towards his prom. That is amazing 
for a young person to set a goal that far in ad- 
vance, stick to it, and carry it out. | called that 
great resilience. According to his teacher, Ms. 
Faulkner and | quote, “This senior class has 
more than doubled what his previous class 
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had managed to raise, all thanks to Essie’s 
determination, dedication, and careful plan- 
ning.” 

In addition to that, Essie crafted a plan to in- 
crease enrollment in the National Honor Soci- 
ety membership representation of the students 
at Charleston High School. His plan helped to 
increase enrollment from eighteen students, 
when he started, to now, thirty-six. The class 
goal was forty, they are almost there. Now 
that’s setting the bar again for the next class. 
| am proud to have Mr. Essie Frost as a cit- 
izen of the Second Congressional District of 
Mississippi. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Mr. Essie Frost, Class of 2015, 
Charleston High School, Charleston, MS, for 
his current active role as a student making a 
difference. Keep the faith. Keep progressing 
Essie. 


ES 


CELEBRATING THE 50TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE LINCOLN PARK 
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 
SQUADRON 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate the Lincoln Park Emer- 
gency Medical Services as they celebrate their 
50th Anniversary. | also want to thank all of 
the men and women who have given so much 
to their community through their work on the 
EMS Squad. 


Since May of 1965, the EMS Squadron in 
The Borough of Lincoln Park, New Jersey, has 
served their community faithfully and has al- 
ways answered the call to duty. 


Their job is not an easy one in any sense 
of the word. They are at their best when situa- 
tions are at their worst. Squad members are 
state-certified Emergency Medical Technicians 
(EMT), and they help those who are most in 
need of medical attention, no matter how big 
or small the issue. Not only is the work they 
do remarkable, but what is even more aston- 
ishing is the fact that these heroes are all vol- 
unteers. 


Their task is difficult enough having to take 
care of one patient at a time. But it becomes 
especially daunting when considering Lincoln 
Park Borough’s population is over 10,000, and 
continues to grow every year. It takes dedi- 
cated men and women to go above and be- 
yond the call of duty to serve a community of 
that size, and there is nobody more capable 
than those individuals in the Lincoln Park 
EMS. 


Mr. Speaker, | urge all of my colleagues to 
join me in thanking and recognizing the amaz- 
ing men and women of the Lincoln Park Emer- 
gency Medical Services Squadron. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. CARLOS CURBELO 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | 
was unable to cast the following votes on H.R. 
1335 due to inclement weather: Roll Call 264: 
NAY, Roll Call 265: NAY, Roll Call 266: NAY, 
Roll Call 267: YEA. 


— 


CONGRATULATING THE NATIONAL 
BLACK DATA PROCESSING ASSO- 
CIATES (BDPA) 


HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
ask the House of Representatives to join me 
in congratulating the National Black Data 
Processing Associates (BDPA) on its 40th an- 
niversary of service to the residents of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the national capital re- 
gion. 

Founded in May 1975 by Earl Pace and the 
late David Wimberly, BDPA was formed out of 
a concern shared by both men that minorities 
were not adequately represented in the infor- 
mation technology industry. The first BDPA 
chapter was organized in Philadelphia, PA in 
1977. A year later, the second chapter was or- 
ganized in Washington, D.C., and shortly 
thereafter, the third chapter was organized in 
Cleveland, OH. In 1979, BDPA was restruc- 
tured as a national organization, and has 45 
active chapters across the United States. 

As the oldest and largest African American 
information technology (IT) organization, com- 
prised of over 2,000 African-American IT pro- 
fessionals, as well as science, technology, en- 
gineering and math (STEM) college students, 
BDPA’s vision is to be a powerful advocate for 
their interests within the global technology in- 
dustry. Its mission is to be a global, member- 
focused technology organization that delivers 
programs and services for the professional 
wellbeing of its members. 

BDPA continues to promote professional 
growth and technical development for young 
people and those entering into information and 
communication technology (ICT) in academia 
and corporate America. We also appreciate 
BDPA and its 45 chapters for continuing to 
provide ICT opportunities for STEM students 
and professionals. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask the House of Represent- 
atives to join me in celebrating the 40th anni- 
versary of the National Black Data Processing 
Associates, in congratulating BDPA for its out- 
standing accomplishments and commitment to 
the residents of the District of Columbia and 
around the country, and in welcoming those 
attending the BDPA Annual National Tech- 
nology Conference and Career Fair, titled 
“Evolution of IT—Embracing the Digital Fu- 
ture,” on August 18-22, 2015, at the Wash- 
ington Hilton Hotel. 
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HONORING GREENHILL 
MISSIONARY BAPTIST CHURCH 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a remarkable histor- 
ical church Greenhill Missionary Baptist of 
Marks, Mississippi and the great leadership it 
is under, Rev. Alvis Pryor, Jr. 

Greenhill M. B. Church was organized in 
1909. The original building was a small one 
room wood frame building located across 
Highway #6 between the towns of Belen and 
Marks, MS in the county of Quitman. This 
building was destroyed by a storm. 

A man by the name of Jessie D. Andrews 
heard about the loss of the church and sold 
them two (2) acres of land for the sum of One 
Dollar. The land was deeded to Sam Jones, 
Pleas Thomas and John Henry, who were 
Deacons and Trustees of the church. This 
land was sold with the understanding that it 
was to be used for church purposes or burial 
grounds or both and should it cease to be 
used for the before mentioned purposes, the 
land would be reverted to Jessie D. Andrews. 

After acquiring the new land (present site) 
with only a few members remaining, another 
single room wood frame building was con- 
structed. The new church was built by Alex- 
ander Gates, George James, David M. Gates, 
Epsie Morgan, Sr. and other men within the 
community. The church was built through do- 
nations made by church members and others 
under the leadership of the first pastor, Rev. 
M. O. Jude. 

During the 106 years of Greenhill's history 
there have been a total of 11 pastors; some 
with short tenures and some with long ten- 
ures. Some made a great impact on the 
church and community and others kept the 
church moving forward. 

Under the leadership of Rev. C. J. Carson, 
(5th) pastor an annex was added which in- 
cluded, pastors study, kitchen/dining room, 
deacon’s/secretary room and bathrooms. 

Rev. Luster C. Tyler served as the (8th) 
pastor. During his tenure the church was 
again remolded. He served a total of 25 years 
the longest serving pastor so far. He was 
often referred to as “the Mississippi Hooper”. 

In 2007, Rev. Curlie Relliford was elected 
as (10th) pastor. Even though his tenure was 
less than two years the annex was torn down 
and rebuilt into a beautiful modern structure. 

Greenhill has always served as a beaconing 
light in its rural community setting. The church 
takes pride in ministering to the whole person. 
Special attention is given to the needs of the 
youth, aged, and underprivileged. Considering 
the fact that Greenhill is a small church we are 
proud of the fact that traditionally many of its 
members have gone to college and became 
public school teachers. Presently about 50% 
of the members are less than 21 years old. So 
with God the future of Greenhill is bright. 

Rev. Alvis Pryor, Jr. was elected as elev- 
enth pastor of Greenhill M. B. Church in May 
2009. Under his leadership, the church has 
continued to grow spiritually due to the con- 
tinuation of weekly prayer meetings, Bible 
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Study, Sunday School and the visitation of the 
sick and shut-in. Pastor Pryor has been very 
instrumental in the growth of this church 
through the guidance of the Holy Spirit, and 
some of his most notable accomplishments 
are: Instituting a plan to liquidate the mortgage 
on the church, the beautiful church sign (which 
was purchased by the first family), additional 
Sunday school teachers and assistants have 
been added, he is responsible for instituting 
an Annual Youth and Youth Coordinators Re- 
treat in July, annual fellowship dinners spon- 
sored by first family, fifteen passenger van 
and hired a full time musician. 

Unfortunately, when there’s life; death too 
will come. Throughout the past 106 years, as 
you can imagine, there’s been many warriors 
to make the transition of life. As history re- 
veals, Greenhill has steered through an array 
of obstacles. Whether great or mediocre, 
God’s word continues to prevail. So today, 
they are humbly thankful for 106 years of ex- 
istence and service unto the Lord. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Greenhill Missionary Baptist 
Church for its dedication for serving our great 
people. 


EE 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. DAVID P. ROE 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, | was 
unable to vote yesterday because of the death 
of a close friend. Had | been present, | would 
have voted: Roll Call #264—NO, Roll Call 
#265—NO, Roll Call #266—NAY, Roll Call 
#267—AYE. 


ES 


25TH ANNIVERSARY OF D&L 
FLORIST 


HON. JASON SMITH 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the 25th anniversary of D&L 
Florist in Houston, Missouri. 

Since opening its doors in 1990, D&L Florist 
has been serving the Houston, Plato, and 
Licking communities, bringing smiles to the 
faces of area residents in times of sadness 
and in times of celebration. 

As a family owned and operated business 
for 25 years, D&L Florist appreciates the im- 
portance of customer service and connection 
to the community. The service, products, and 
community spirit of Sheri and her team make 
D&L Florist such a special part of our area. 

For the many years of service and commit- 
ment to serving others, it is my pleasure to 
recognize D&L Florist of Houston before the 
United States House of Representatives. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. BLAKE FARENTHOLD 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 
Nos. 267, 266, 265, and 264, | missed votes 
due to severe weather in Washington, DC, 
causing my flight to be diverted to Norfolk, Vir- 
ginia. 

Had | been present, | would have voted yes 
on 267 and no on 266, 265, and 264. 


— A 


CELEBRATING THE 275TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF THE TOWNSHIP OF 
PEQUANNOCK 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Township of Pequannock 
as it celebrates its 275th Anniversary. 

On March 24, 1740, Pequannock was pro- 
claimed one of three townships in colonial 
Pequannock County. At this time, Pequannock 
was one of the largest municipalities in the re- 
gion. Though it is celebrating 275 years of ex- 
istence, Pequannock’s history extends as far 
back as the 1600s when European settlers 
first arrived to the region. Deriving its name 
from the Lenni Lenape word ‘Paquettahhuake,’ 
meaning “cleared land ready or being readied 
for cultivation,” Pequannock Township has 
embraced the notion of growth and prosperity. 
The township is home to more than 15,000 
people and was ranked among the top fifteen 
places to live in New Jersey in 2013. 

Pequannock boasts a rich history and 
played a key role during the Revolutionary 
War. Both Comte de Rochambeau and 
George Washington utilized the town to house 
troops during the war. Pequannock is also 
home to the Mandeville Inn, which was built in 
1788 and owned by former Vice President 
Garret Hobart. Even after the Revolutionary 
War, the township played an important role in 
American history. During the Civil War, 
Pequannock functioned as a stop along the 
Underground Railroad. Many runaway slaves 
stopped at the Giles Mandeville House in their 
pursuit of freedom. 

Today, Pequannock Township is an ideal 
place to raise a family. Home to three elemen- 
tary schools, one middle school, and its own 
high school, the township understands the im- 
portance of education for all of its students. 
Students living in Pequannock learn from won- 
derful educators and have the ability to take 
advantage of many extracurricular activities. 
For example, students attending the 
Pequannock Valley School presented ‘Mulan 
Jr., a play based on the Disney-hit Mulan. 

In addition to its superb educational pro- 
grams, Pequannock Township offers many 
recreational facilities that people of all ages 
may enjoy. Boasting three parks, including a 
dog park, members of the Pequannock com- 
munity have the opportunity to enjoy a leisure 
stroll or bike-ride. One can also enjoy Wood- 
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land Lake, where boating and fishing is com- 
monplace. Pequannock further takes pride in 
the Pequannock Township Women’s Golf 
League, where over 150 women participate in 
golf outings throughout the year. 

To celebrate 275 years of prosperity and 
cultivation, Pequannock Township plans on 
hosting several different events. On May 25th, 
Pequannock will hold a parade commending 
and honoring American veterans and their 
contributions to America’s success. This pa- 
rade will feature an additional float devoted to 
the township’s anniversary, and a presentation 
created by the Pequannock Township Historic 
Commission honoring American veterans. In 
addition to the parade, Pequannock will host a 
street fair, “hoe-down” and an open house at 
Pequannock Valley Park. These events will 
occur throughout the summer season and will 
assuredly make the 275th Anniversary one to 
remember. 

| commend the people of Pequannock 
Township for their dedication to ensuring that 
their township remains a wonderful home. 
Pequannock continues to serve as a model 
community and will undoubtedly continue to 
flourish for years to come. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in congratulating the Township of 
Pequannock as it celebrates its 275th Anniver- 
sary. 


EE 


HONORING ST. MATTHEW M. B. 
CHURCH 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor St. Matthew M. B. 
Church of Jackson, Mississippi. 

In 1900, Rev. Jack Hill called a group of 
people together for the purpose of worshipping 
God. It was in a brush harbor located at Trips 
Crossing (the intersection of Northside Drive 
and North State Street) there a band of bap- 
tized believers decided to follow Rev. Jack 
Hill. This was the beginning of St. Matthew M. 
B. Church. 

Rev. Hill led some spiritual followers that 
had been responsible for the survival and pro- 
gression of St. Matthew. History is not clear of 
the number of years that early leaders were 
with the growing Christian followers. 

The church was later moved to Terry’s 
Place (the present location of Watkin's Ele- 
mentary School) under the leadership of Rev. 
Johnnie Harris. At this site, Rev. W. L. Jordon 
took the reign of leadership and completed the 
construction of the newly relocated building. 

Terry's place was on 16th section school 
land and had to move. The congregation was 
faced with finding a new location for church 
service. With God's blessings and determina- 
tion the congregation began searching again. 

Approximately in 1927 or 1928, Rev. J. D. 
Hayden became pastor of St. Matthew and 
purchased deeds for the present location. It 
was the hope of the members that this would 
be a permanent place. Rev. Hayden accepted 
a calling from another church and was suc- 
ceeded by Rev. W. M. Creshon. Under Rev. 
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Creshon’s sixteen years of service the Church 
was rebuilt and rapidly became one of the 
most progressive black churches in the City of 
Jackson. 

During the late 1940’s, St. Matthew M. B. 
Church served as part of the New Hope Public 
School. This elementary school gave many 
children an opportunity to get an education. 
Rev. Creshon was proud of the church and 
school’s progress. In 1947, Rev. Creshon’s 
health failed and he resigned his position as a 
pastor. 

Rev. Sylvester Thomas, a young and inspir- 
ing minister, was asked to lead the flock. 
Under his strong hand guided by God, the 
church was remolded and a blueprint was 
drawn to rebuild the present structure. Rev. 
Thomas served for sixteen years and the con- 
gregation grew spiritually. Then Rev. Thomas 
went to his heavenly home. 

Rev. Wroten McQuirter, the assistant min- 
ister, accepted the position as a full-time pas- 
tor. St. Matthew continued to grow and Rev. 
McQuirter worked with the members to erect 
the present facility we now worship in each 
Sunday. St. Matthew M. B. Church stands as 
a beacon in the community. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing St. Matthew M. B. Church. 


—_ 


COMMEMORATING CARIBBEAN 
AMERICAN HERITAGE MONTH 


HON, SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today in commemoration of Caribbean Amer- 
ican Heritage Month, which celebrates and 
recognizes the significant contributions made 
by Caribbean Americans that have strength- 
ened our country and made it better. 

This month also marks the 53rd anniver- 
saries of independence for the Caribbean na- 
tions of Jamaica and of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Although a half century has passed since 
they gained their independence, the struggle 
they waged to win their freedom still stands as 
a testament to the ideals of our own great na- 
tion. 

| am privileged to represent a large segment 
of Houston, Texas, which is home to more 
than 300,000 Americans of Caribbean herit- 
age, making it one of the largest, most di- 
verse, and vibrant Caribbean-American com- 
munities in the nation. 

Mr. Speaker, Americans of Caribbean herit- 
age have made a positive impact on virtually 
every aspect of American life, including the 
arts, science, business, education, athletics, 
military, and government. 

For example, in the area of government and 
public affairs America has benefitted from the 
contributions of Colin Powell, a former Sec- 
retary of State and Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff; U.N. Ambassador Susan Rice; 
former Members of Congress Mervyn Dymally 
of California, and Shirley Chisholm of New 
York, and current Congresswoman YVETTE 
CLARKE of New York; and Kamala Harris, the 
Attorney General of California. 

Caribbean Americans have enriched Amer- 
ican art and culture with the legendary per- 
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formances of Sidney Poitier, Harry Belafonte, 
Cicely Tyson, Nia Long, and Cuba Gooding, 
Jr.; the writings of authors W.E.B. DuBois and 
Malcolm Gladwell; the music of Beyonce 
Knowles, Lenny Kravitz, Rihanna, and Wyclef 
Jean; and the prowess of great athletes like 
Carl Lewis, Tim Duncan, Patrick Ewing, San- 
dra Richards-Ross, and Ndamukong Suh. 

Mr. Speaker, | am very pleased that this 
Saturday, June 6, the city of Houston will be 
hosting the 5th annual Caribbean American 
Heritage Month Festival, which celebrates the 
rich culture of the Caribbean with a showcase 
of beautiful costumes, music, food, and enjoy- 
ment for all. 

| also wish to recognize the leadership of 
the Caribbean American Heritage Foundation 
of Texas, which works to assist Texas Carib- 
bean Organizations achieve their goals and to 
advocate on behalf of the peoples of Carib- 
bean descent. 

| congratulate the Caribbean American Her- 
itage Foundation of Texas, the Caribbean Her- 
itage Organization in my home city of Hous- 
ton, and the many community organizations 
and volunteers across the nation for their ef- 
forts in making Caribbean American Heritage 
Month the success that it is. 

During this month | hope all Americans will 
join with me in celebrating the remarkable his- 
tory, culture, and contributions of Caribbean 
Americans to our nation’s past and future. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. MARK TAKAI 


OF HAWAII 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. TAKAI. Mr. Speaker, on Monday, June 
1, 2015, | was absent from the House to at- 
tend my daughter Kaila’s 6th grade graduation 
from Waimalu Elementary School in Hawaii. 
Due to my absence, | am not recorded on any 
legislative measures for the day. | would like 
to reflect how | would have voted had | been 
present for legislative business. 

Had | been present, | would have voted 
“yea” on Roll Call 264, Roll Call 265, and Roll 
Call 266. On Roll Call 267, and final passage 
of H.R. 1335, | would have voted “no”. 


EE 


30TH ANNIVERSARY OF MO-SCI 
CORPORATION 


HON. JASON SMITH 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the 30th anniversary of Mo-Sci 
Corporation headquartered in Rolla, Missouri. 
Since 1985, Mo-Sci has been at the forefront 
of innovation in the glass and ceramic prod- 
ucts industry. They are also celebrating the 
grand opening of their new 22,000 sq. ft. facil- 
ity, Mo-Sci Precision Materials. 

Mo-Sci was founded by Dr. Delbert Day in 
order to supply glass and ceramic products for 
niche market applications. Their founding 
product was TheraSphere, a glass micro- 
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sphere component that no other company 
would manufacture and is used to treat inoper- 
able liver cancer. Starting with only one engi- 
neer at a rented desk in a university lab, Mo- 
Sci has since grown into one of the most suc- 
cessful small glass businesses in existence 
today and serves more than 2,000 customers 
with exports to over 50 countries. 

For their continuous development of new 
and innovative products, as well as their re- 
cent expansion, it is my pleasure to recognize 
the 30th anniversary of Mo-Sci and their 
achievements before the House of Represent- 
atives. 


— A > 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF MR. 
CLARENCE EWELL MAZE 


HON. ANDY BARR 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize a true American hero, a part of the 
greatest generation, Mr. Clarence Ewell Maze, 
of Owingsville, Kentucky. He is to be com- 
mended for his distinguished military service 
during World War Il. Mr. Maze served our na- 
tion in the United States Army. 

Mr. Maze, like many other brave young 
Americans, left the comforts of home and fam- 
ily and answered the call for duty with the 
United States military. His service took him to 
the European Theater of Operations. He 
fought the German Army in Belgium, France, 
and Germany. He and his fellow soldiers en- 
dured harsh weather conditions, fatigue, hun- 
ger, and dangerous enemy fire as they ulti- 
mately defeated the Germans. He spent time 
at the end of the war in Munich, Germany. 

Following his service in World War II, Mr. 
Maze returned home to Bath County. He start- 
ed his own business, a garage and body 
shop. For Mr. Maze, this was a fulfillment of 
the American dream. He has been married to 
Bernice since 1946. He has a daughter Re- 
gina and a late son Ricky. Mr. Maze has been 
a faithful attendee at Polksville First Church of 
God ever since returning from the war. 

Mr. Maze is a true patriot, a good family 
man, and a servant of the Lord. Because of 
his courage and the courage of other brave 
young people from Owingsville and from all 
across our great nation, our freedoms have 
been saved for our generation and for future 
generations. He is truly an outstanding Amer- 
ican, a brave patriot, and a hero to us all. 


— A 


HONORING OLD ANTIOCH BAPTIST 
CHURCH 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a remarkable histor- 
ical house of worship, Old Antioch Baptist 
Church in Sumner, Mississippi. 

Old Antioch Baptist Church has been in ex- 
istence since 1904 in Sumner, Mississippi. 
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The congregation today still consists of many 
of the founder’s children and grandchildren. In 
earlier years church services were held only 
on the second Sunday of each month and had 
a large congregation, primarily because of the 
vast Black population around the Sumner 
community. It was one of the only places they 
had to worship. Today the membership con- 
sists of 60 members, three deacons and two 
trustees. In 1979 a part of the Old West Dis- 
trict School building was added to the Old An- 
tioch Church which added five Sunday school 
classrooms, a baptismal pool, a kitchen and 
three bathrooms. In 1991, the Old Antioch 
church was bricked under the leadership of 
Rev. Andrew Hawkins. 

The church activities consist of: Sunday 
School, Annual Men & Women’s Day Pro- 
grams every second Sunday in October, Fam- 
ily & Friends Day and Mother's Day Programs 
in May, Black History Observance in February, 
Church Anniversary in July, Sunrise services 
on Easter Sunday, Christmas concert and 
Thanksgiving programs. All services are held 
to benefit members of the congregation who 
may have a need as well as the surrounding 
communities. 

Worship service has changed to every sec- 
ond and fourth Sunday. Old Antioch Baptist 
Church has had 21 ministers to serve as pas- 
tors. Currently Rev. Lorenzo K. Robinson, who 
is a native of Bolivar County is pastor, ministry 
of music and Sunday school teacher and train- 
er of future Sunday school teachers. He has 
been the pastor for the last 12 years. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing an amazing house of Worship, 
which has been instrumental in meeting spir- 
itual needs. 


———— AA 


MOURNING THE DEATH OF 
GARRETT FITZGERALD 


HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
remember and honor the life of an important 
and respected member of the Chicago com- 
munity. 

Mr. Garrett FitzGerald passed away May 9th 
2015 at the all too young age of 49 after his 
battle with brain cancer. 

Since 2006, Garrett FitzGerald was the Ex- 
ecutive Director of the North Center Chamber 
of Commerce. Under his leadership, he in- 
creased membership from 23 to nearly 400. 
He loved his neighborhood and set out to 
make it better for its residents and all of its 
visitors. He was the driving force expanding 
the chamber's programing such as the concert 
series and movies in the square. Thanks to 
his hard work and passion, what was once a 
simple street festival, Ribfest has become the 
second biggest festival in Chicago. 

He was known for his ability to connect with 
others. His selflessness was the source of his 
boundless energy. It was not uncommon to 
see him making food to give away to concert 
goers at festivals. 

Garrett’s top priority was always his family, 
and the love and support they provided him 
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was the most important thing in his life. He will 
be missed most by his wonderful wife, Alicia; 
his daughter, Bridget; his parents, Kathleen 
and Thomas FitzGerald; his sister, Meghan 
Wiegold; and his many aunts and uncles. 

Mr. Speaker, May God bless the FitzGerald 
family and the memory of a man who was 
truly loved by his friends, his community, and 
his family. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. JOE WILSON 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak- 
er, | submit the following regarding my ab- 
sence from votes which occurred on June 1, 
2015. My flight was delayed for three hours at 
Charlotte due to inclement weather at Reagan 
National Airport causing me to miss votes. 

Listed below is how | would have voted if | 
had been present. 

Dingell Amendment to H.R. 1335—No 

Lowenthal Amendment H.R. 1335—No 

Democrat Motion to Recommit H.R. 1335— 
No 

Passage of H.R. 1335—Strengthening Fish- 
ing Communities and Increasing Flexibility in 
Fisheries Management Act—Aye 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. STEPHEN LEE FINCHER 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. FINCHER. Mr. Speaker, on June 1, 
2015, | was unavoidably detained during a se- 
ries of Roll Call votes. Had | been present, | 
would have voted “NAY” on the following Roll 
Call votes: #264, on passage of the Dingell 
Amendment, #265, on passage of the 
Lowenthal Amendment, and #266, on the Mo- 
tion to Recommit with Instructions. | would 
have voted “YEA” on Roll Call #267 for final 
passage of H.R. 1335, the Strengthening Fish- 
ing Communities and Increasing Flexibility in 
Fisheries Management Act. 


HONORING THOMAS SURDYKE 


HON. JASON SMITH 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor Thomas Surdyke of Festus, 
Missouri, for the outstanding achievement of 
receiving his Eagle Scout award. This award 
is not easily attained and cannot be achieved 
without a steadfast determination to succeed. 

In order to receive this award, Thomas com- 
pleted several steps and a service project ex- 
emplifying patriotism and his commitment to 
serve others. Thomas erected a new flag pole 
by the football field at St. Pius X High School 
where he played as a student. In addition to 
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earning his Eagle Scout award, Thomas 
achieved Order of the Arrow Brotherhood, and 
received the Parvuli Dei and Ad Altere Dei re- 
ligious emblems. He was senior patrol leader 
and librarian during his time in Troop 484. He 
also served as chaplain’s aide on a ten day 
trek at Philmont Scout Ranch Adventure Base. 


As a scout, he has learned about service 
and leadership which were influential in his 
decision to attend the U.S. Military Academy 
at West Point to prepare for a career serving 
as an officer in the United States Army. Thom- 
as is a role model for young and old alike, and 
it is my pleasure to recognize his achieve- 
ments before the House of Representatives. 


— 


HONORING CYNTHIA T. LEE 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a remarkable and am- 
bitious citizen with a desire to pursue justice 
for others, Cynthia T. Lee. 


Cynthia T. Lee is a native of Raymond, MS. 
Her parent, Ms. Sonja Wilson Lee and the late 
grandparents, Annie Mae and Sam Wilson are 
very proud of her accomplishments. After 
graduating from Raymond High School in 
2006, she attended Jackson State University 
and received her Bachelor of Arts degree in 
Sociology. 


While in college, Cynthia developed a pas- 
sion for social justice-oriented work and de- 
cided to further her education at the University 
of Alabama, where she received a Masters of 
Social Work degree in May 2012. In the fall of 
2012 Cynthia began her matriculation at the 
University of Mississippi School of Law. Cur- 
rently, as a third-year law student she has 
demonstrated her capacity and competence 
as a leader by serving as the student coordi- 
nator for the Pro Bono Initiative and the Presi- 
dent of the Public Interest. 


Ms. Lee’s Law Foundation is admirable. She 
was the recipient of the University of Mis- 
sissippi’s Pro Bono Initiative Service Award, 
as well as the Adams and Reese Pro Bono 
Award. In addition, she also serves as a dedi- 
cated member of the Trial Advocacy Board, 
the Law Association for Women, and Black 
Law Students Association. As a proud mem- 
ber of BLSA, she has served as the 2013- 
2014 Community Service Committee co-chair 
and currently serves as the 2014-2015 Black 
History and Social Action Committee co-chair. 
Her dedication to service and academics has 
resulted in her receiving the BLSA Member of 
the year and the BLSA 2 L Scholarship award. 
Cynthia is truly thankful to God, her mom, 
aunties, uncles, family and friends for their 
continued support of her academic advance- 
ment and services to others. 

After law school, Cynthia plans to sit for the 
Mississippi Bar, and pursue a career dedi- 
cated to Social Justice with a specific empha- 
sis in Criminal Justice Reform. 
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OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of- 
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $18,152,851,678,150.27. We've 
added $7,525,974,629,237.19 to our debt in 6 
years. This is over $7.5 trillion in debt our na- 
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend- 
ment. 


— 


CELEBRATING THE 30TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE MENTAL HEALTH 
ASSOCIATION OF PASSIAC COUN- 
TY 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate the Mental Health Asso- 
ciation in Passaic County as they celebrate 
their 30th Anniversary. 

The beginnings of the Association go back 
to 1909, when Clifford Beers founded the Con- 
necticut Society for Mental Hygiene, which 
would later become the National Mental 
Health Association. 

In 1976, the Passaic County Community 
Companion Program was started by the Men- 
tal Health Association in New Jersey. This 
program was dedicated to helping individuals 
returning to their communities from state men- 
tal health hospitals. Volunteers were trained to 
work with individuals with mental illness one- 
on-one to ensure a successful return home. 

Three years later, the plans to create a 
Mental Health Association Chapter in Passaic 
County began. By this time, the Passaic 
County Community Companion Program had 
helped 75 Passaic County residents. 

At its annual meeting, the Mental Health As- 
sociation in New Jersey voted full chapter sta- 
tus to the Mental Health Association in Pas- 
saic County. The Association offered the Com- 
munity Companions and Family Companions 
programs, a self-esteem program for former 
patients and families of those with mental ill- 
ness; a self-esteem program for grade-school 
children; the Mental Health Players; services 
to the homeless with mental illness, and a re- 
ferral and information service. All of these 
services were and still are free of charge, 
thanks to over 100 Passaic County residents 
who volunteer their time to the MHAPC so 
they can help their neighbors in need. 

As time went on, the Program’s services 
continued to grow. In 1987, the Crossover 
Program began, helping young adults with 
mental illness. In 1997 the Peer Outreach 
Support Team (POST) was created to help 
consumers with mental illness provide support 
to those living in supportive housing. Most re- 
cently, the Arab-American Community Serv- 
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ices Partnership was created in 2005, with a 
goal of forging cooperative efforts to address 
mental health services that are needed and to 
increase cultural understanding. 

Through all of the Association’s fantastic 
work, it is no surprise that in 2003 the Con- 
sumer Parent Support Network program re- 
ceived the honor of Best Practice Program for 
the Prevention of Neglect and Abuse for the 
Northern Region of New Jersey. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge you and all of my col- 
leagues to join me in congratulating the Men- 
tal Health Association in Passaic County as 
they celebrate their 30th Anniversary. 


—— 


THE ACCURACY IN MEDICARE 
PHYSICIAN PAYMENT ACT OF 2015 


HON. JIM McDERMOTT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, today | am 
proud to introduce the Accuracy in Medicare 
Physician Payment Act, legislation that will 
provide the Centers for Medicare and Med- 
icaid Services (CMS) with important tools that 
will strengthen primary care in this country. 

For too long, Medicare has relied upon a 
flawed process to set payment rates for serv- 
ices on the physician fee schedule. Since 
1991, CMS has outsourced the process of val- 
uing physician services to the Relative Value 
Scale Update Committee (RUC), a secretive 
31-member panel of doctors. The RUC’s com- 
position is shaped by the American Medical 
Association, and specialty societies are gross- 
ly overrepresented in its membership. As a 
private entity, the RUC is exempt from trans- 
parency laws, and the justifications for the 
committee’s recommendations are opaque. 

The RUC is extremely influential. From 1994 
to 2010, CMS accepted approximately 90 per- 
cent of the committee’s recommendations, 
and—although that rate has declined in recent 
years—the RUC continues to exert tremen- 
dous power over Medicare. This has far 
reaching implications for the entire American 
healthcare system, as Medicare’s rates strong- 
ly influence the reimbursement rates of private 
insurers. 

Meanwhile, our country faces a growing cri- 
sis in its primary care workforce. The Health 
Resources and Services Administration esti- 
mates that there will be a nationwide shortage 
of over 20,000 primary care doctors by 2020. 
Primary care providers—particularly those who 
practice in low-income and rural areas—are 
compensated at much lower rates than spe- 
cialists. Recent medical graduates, who on av- 
erage are saddled with about $170,000 in 
educational debt, are steered away from 
lower-paying work in primary care toward lu- 
crative specialties. This leaves millions of 
Americans without access to the care they 
need, threatening their health security and ulti- 
mately driving up healthcare costs for the en- 
tire country. 

By distorting payment rates in favor of spe- 
cialty services, the RUC has had a direct role 
in creating this crisis. Calls to reform its proc- 
esses are growing. A recent report by the 
Government Accountability Office has called 
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into question the accuracy of the RUC’s rec- 
ommendations due to weaknesses in its data 
collection methods and conflicts of interest by 
its members. 

The Accuracy in Medicare Physician Pay- 
ment Act will reform this flawed system. It will 
give CMS the tools it needs to ensure that 
payment rates serve the needs of the Amer- 
ican people, not the needs of highly-com- 
pensated specialists. This legislation will es- 
tablish an independent panel of experts within 
CMS that will identify distortions in payment 
rates and help Medicare develop evidenced- 
based updates to the fee schedule. Its proc- 
esses will be highly transparent and it will be 
subject to the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act, which requires advisory bodies to hold 
open meetings and publish minutes. If nec- 
essary, CMS may still seek input from the 
RUC, but all recommendations would be care- 
fully scrutinized by the expert panel. 

This legislation will ensure that the process 
of setting physician payment rates is subject 
to rigorous oversight, independent analysis by 
experts, and meaningful transparency. It will 
put an end to a flawed process that has con- 
tributed to a healthcare system that drives 
thousands of young doctors away from where 
they are needed most. 


EE 


HONORING JOE DOWLING ON THE 
OCCASION OF HIS RETIREMENT 
FROM THE GUTHRIE THEATER 


HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to Mr. Joe Dowling, who is retiring in 
June from the Guthrie Theater in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, after serving 20 distinguished 
years as Artistic Director. During Mr. Dowling’s 
impressive tenure, he has directed more than 
50 shows and reinforced the foundation for 
this world-class Minnesota cultural corner- 
stone. 

Mr. Dowling joined the Guthrie as Artistic Di- 
rector in 1995, bringing his ceaseless cre- 
ativity and tireless dedication to the arts after 
leading other theater companies in his native 
Ireland. Among Mr. Dowling's many achieve- 
ments is the development of training programs 
like the University of Minnesota/Guthrie The- 
ater B.F.A. Actor Training Program and A 
Guthrie Experience for Actors in Training. He 
also solidified a partnership with The Acting 
Company of New York and created the 
WorldStage Series, two programs that allow 
local talent to tour the U.S. and in turn wel- 
comes internationally renowned theater pro- 
grams to Minnesota. He has also shared his 
vision and talents on Broadway and at other 
prominent venues throughout the United 
States and Europe. 

Perhaps Mr. Dowling’s deepest legacy is the 
success of a $125 million capital campaign 
and construction of a new theater home which 
was completed in 2006. Designed by French 
architect Jean Nouvel, the theater is an archi- 
tectural gem. At 285,000 square feet, the new 
Guthrie includes public gathering spaces and 
restaurants, and a 178-foot “endless bridge” 
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that highlights a spectacular, soaring view of 
the mighty Mississippi River. The heart of the 
new Guthrie are three unique theaters offering 
special performance spaces and viewing per- 
spectives. The Dowling Studio in particular is 
an intimate 200 person black box theater that 
has welcomed 33 local acting companies and 
stands as a testament to its namesake’s com- 
mitment to developing and showcasing the 
Twin Cities arts community. 

In a metropolitan area that boasts more the- 
ater seats per capita than anywhere else in 
the U.S. outside of New York, Minnesotans 
take great pride in our thriving, high quality 
performing arts community. Experiencing a 
performance at the Guthrie is a particular joy, 
and | attend shows there whenever | can. | am 
clearly not alone, because under Dowling’s 
leadership, the Guthrie entertains, enriches 
and enlightens 400,000 patrons each year. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege to rise to honor 
Mr. Dowling and his many contributions to the 
rich cultural landscape in Minnesota as the 
Guthrie Theater as Artistic Director as well 
and his lifetime of commitment to the arts. 


— EE 


CELEBRATING THE 75TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE NEW JERSEY 
STATE FAIR AND SUSSEX COUN- 
TY FARM AND HORSE SHOW 


HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to ask my fellow colleagues to join me 
in the recognition of the 75th Anniversary of 
the New Jersey State Fair and Sussex County 
Farm & Horse Show. Drawing in roughly 
under a quarter million attendees annually in 
recent years, this event reflects upon a rich 
heritage and culture of which we should all be 
very proud. 

From what began over 75 years ago as a 
small town horse and farm show, the fair has 
blossomed into the famous state event we ap- 
preciate and enjoy today across the entire Tri- 
State area. Since 1999, the Sussex County 
Farm & Horse Show has been incorporated 
into the New Jersey State Fair, and it remains 
an integral piece of its history. 

Since their inclusion into the New Jersey 
State Fair, these Fairgrounds have provided a 
welcome home for a wide variety of events as 
well as a place for learning and tourism. This 
year’s fair will extend over a period of 10 days 
and include a multitude of enjoyable attrac- 
tions, expositions, and performances, including 
a carnival, circus, and even a demolition 
derby. Aside from these attractions, the fair 
serves as a promotion for the importance of 
local agriculture and showcases some of the 
beauty that characterizes the Garden State. In 
an effort to do this, a vegetable show, the 
Flower & Garden Expo, and livestock shows 
have all been included in the fairs itinerary. 
Always looking to provide an opportunity for 
local vendors, the fair will also allocate show- 
cases for the best produce and livestock from 
our local farmers. Learning and culture will 
also be major aspects of the event, and attrac- 
tions such as an Art expo, talent completion, 
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and a robotics display shall offer attendees an 
exciting and informative perspective on some 
of the best New Jersey has to offer. 


Held annually in Augusta, New Jersey, the 
New Jersey State Fair has grown to include a 
permanent complex of 15 buildings stretching 
over an impressive 165 acres. The fairs popu- 
larity has increased steadily since its inception 
and this is a testament to its continued suc- 
cess. It will have been 75 years since the local 
Sussex horse and farm shows merged to form 
the Sussex County Farm and Horse Show in 
an effort to increase public appreciation for ag- 
riculture in New Jersey. Since then, the once 
tiny event has surpassed all expectations; be- 
coming the premier agricultural fair in the Gar- 
den State. Today, we honor that achievement 
and all the experiences yet to be had today 
and in years to come. 


| commend the Sussex County Farm & 
Horse Show Association for their continued 
commitment to providing such a rich edu- 
cational and enjoyable experience for the peo- 
ple of New Jersey and the wider Tri-State 
area. Mr. Speaker, | ask you and all my col- 
leagues to join me in congratulating the New 
Jersey State Fair/Sussex County Farm & 
Horse Show as it celebrates its 75th Anniver- 
sary. 


— 


HONORING CADET COL GREGORY 
WILSON 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a remarkable Cadet 
COL Gregory Wilson, a senior at Murrah High 
School, is the Jackson Public Schools JROTC 
Cadet of the Year for 2015. 


While maintaining a 3.8 grade point aver- 
age, Cadet Wilson has held several key lead- 
ership positions in the Battalion throughout his 
high school tenure. Cadet Wilson is a proud 
member of the National Honor Society and 
National Junior Classical League. He recently 
attended the American Legion Boys State 
where he was elected state treasurer. 


Cadet Wilson has also been actively in- 
volved in a variety of community service 
projects including Stewpot Summer Enrich- 
ment and Stop Hunger Now. Currently, he 
serves as the Cadet Battalion Commander for 
the “Mustang” Battalion. Cadet Wilson has 
been accepted to several colleges including 
the prestigious University of Mississippi Hon- 
ors College. After graduating from Murrah with 
honors, Cadet Wilson will attend the University 
of Mississippi. He plans to attend medical 
school at an Army residency program. His vi- 
sion is to become a pathologist for the United 
States Army. 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Cadet COL Gregory Wilson. 
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IN SUPPORT OF “LGBT PRIDE 
MONTH AND HOUSTON PRIDE 
WEEK” 


HON, SHEILA JACKSON LEE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
commemorate LGBT Pride Month and the re- 
markable progress that has been made in 
making our country more diverse and tolerant 
and embracing of differences in the 17 years 
since the cruel murder of Matthew Shepherd, 
a college student from Laramie, Wyoming. 

As a country, America has made and con- 
tinues to make great progress in the area of 
social equality, as evidenced most dramati- 
cally by the seismic shift in public support for 
marriage equality over the past decade. 

Today, supporters of marriage equality dra- 
matically outnumber opponents by 61%—35%; 
a near total reversal from 2004, when oppo- 
nents outnumbered supporters 58-39 percent. 

Our country made progress in bringing our 
LGBT brothers and sisters, mother and fathers 
out of the shadows with the repeal of “Don’t 
Ask, Don’t Tell,” which | was proud to support. 

Our nation is now stronger and our people 
are safer thanks to the sacrifices made by 
these brave Americans, who no longer need 
to choose between service and silence. 

There have been other changes for the bet- 
ter. 

In April 2015, President Obama issued a 
landmark Executive Order prohibiting discrimi- 
nation against LGBT persons in the work- 
place. 

This civil rights victory ensures the tax dol- 
lars used to pay government contractors sup- 
port contractors that are committed to equal 
employment opportunity for all persons regard- 
less of sexual orientation. 

This legislation marks a major shift from a 
time when the U.S. Civil Service Commission 
prohibited the hiring of LGBT persons to a 
time when the Secretary of Defense has se- 
lected an openly gay man as his chief of staff. 

Mr. Speaker, this year marks the 46th anni- 
versary of the LGBT Civil Rights Movement, 
where activists such as Frank Kameny led the 
struggle for the voices of the LGBT community 
to be heard. 

Frank Kameny’s courageous demonstrations 
inspired others to resist mistreatment and we 
witnessed in 1969 what happens when a com- 
munity says enough is enough. 

Our country has made progress since the 
Stonewall uprising of 1969, and with the sup- 
port of equal rights for all communities by 
leaders such as President Barack Obama, 
more and more voices are being heard. 

Mr. Speaker, although more remains to be 
done to realize the full promise of America 
that all are equally treated and protected by 
the law, it is undeniable that America is closer 
to realizing that promise than it was during the 
dark days of Stonewall. 

So there is much reason for joy and opti- 
mism when my home city of Houston cele- 
brates Houston Pride Week later this month, 
from June 21-28, 2015. 

According to the 2010 U.S. Census, the 
16th largest LGBT community in the nation is 


June 2, 2015 


located in the Houston metropolitan area, 
which | am privileged to represent. 

The Houston LGBT community is culturally 
diverse, economically dynamic, and artistically 
vibrant. 

Houston Pride Week has been an annual 
event for the last 36 years, since 1979, and 
promotes the individuality of Houston’s ever- 
growing LGBT community. 

The Pride Festival and Parade are at the 
center of the Celebration and are annually at- 
tended by more than 400,000 people from 
Houston and around the world. 

Mr. Speaker, progress is made through the 
efforts of courageous leaders who actively en- 
gage their communities and face adversity to 
ensure that the rights of all are clearly recog- 
nized and protected. 

People like the legendary Bayard Rustin, 
who organized the 1947 Journey of Reconcili- 
ation which inspired the Freedom Rides of the 
1960s and helped Dr. King organize the 
Southern Christian Leadership Conference 
and who was the driving force behind the his- 
toric 1963 March on Washington. 

Texas natives such as Sheryl Swoopes, a 
3-time WNBA Most Valuable Player and 
champion for the Houston Comets, Houston 
Mayor Annise Parker. 

These leaders have set an example of what 
can happen when we lift the limits of inequality 
and support our fellow Americans in their pur- 
suits of their inalienable rights. 

Other members of the LGBT community 
whose contributions have enriched American 
culture and made our country better include 
the great poet Langston Hughes; Mandy Car- 
ter, 2008 national co-chair of Obama Pride 
and lifelong activist; Billy Strayhorn, the musi- 
cian and gifted composer whose 30-year col- 
laboration with Duke Ellington gave the world 
some of the greatest jazz music ever; Tom 
Waddell, army medical doctor and Olympic 
athlete; and James Baldwin, one of the tow- 
ering figures in the history of American lit- 
erature. 

Mr. Speaker, | am proud to acknowledge 
the achievements of just a few of the count- 
less number of Americans who overcame prej- 
udice and discrimination to make America a 
more welcoming place for succeeding genera- 
tions of LGBT community members. 


HONORING BRIGETTA K. TURNER 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a remarkable public 
servant, Dr. Brigetta K. Turner, who is a 1982 
graduate of Tougaloo College and obtained 
her Doctorate of Dental Surgery Degree from 
Meharry Medical College. She presently prac- 
tices dentistry on Tougaloo’s campus in the 
Owens Health and Wellness Center and has 
been in private practice for over 25 years. 

She loves playing the piano and shares her 
gift at Mt. Nebo M. B. Church. She loves 
Tougaloo and is ready to help bring Tougaloo 
to the world. Dr. Turner is a life member of 
TCNAA, a 2008 Hall of Fame Inductee. She is 
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also the Secretary of the Mississippi Dental 
Society. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Dr. Brigetta K. Turner for her 
dedication to serving others. 


— 


HONORING THE SERVICE OF 
REVEREND GUY S. MCKENZIE 


HON. ANDY BARR 


OF KENTUCKY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize an outstanding individual, Reverend 
Guy S. McKenzie of Owingsville, Kentucky, for 
his distinguished military service during World 
War ll. Reverend McKenzie served our nation 
in uniform from 1943 to 1946. 

Reverend McKenzie spent his early years in 
farming. At the age of 19, he enlisted in the 
United States Navy. Shortly after enlisting, he 
began a three year tour in the South Pacific. 

Not long after his deployment, Reverend 
McKenzie was assigned to the USS Houston. 
While the ship was traveling from Pearl Harbor 
to Formosa, now known as Taiwan, the ship 
came under heavy fire from the Japanese. It 
was torpedoed by a Japanese submarine, cut- 
ting an immense gash in the side of her hull. 
As the ship was sinking, Reverend McKenzie 
thought about his life and wondered if these 
were his final moments on earth. He jumped 
in the water, began to pray, and promised the 
Lord that he would serve him for the rest of 
his life if he would be spared. After floating for 
some time in the ocean, the USS Loftberg 
came along and rescued McKenzie and the 
remaining survivors. 

Reverend McKenzie spent the rest of his 
tour of duty aboard the USS Loftberg. He was 
honorably discharged from the United States 
Navy in 1946 with the rank of First Seaman 
and returned home to his family. Two years 
after his return, he kept his promise and gave 
his life to the Lord. 

Ten years later, he began preaching. Rev- 
erend McKenzie retired after 26 years of 
pastoring. Because of his love, compassion, 
and caring service, he impacted many lives. 
Reverend McKenzie has been married to 
Joyce for 70 years. They have six children, 
eleven grandchildren, ten great grandchildren, 
and two great, great grandchildren. Reverend 
McKenzie is to be commended for his brave 
service to his country, his strong passion for 
the Lord, and his loyal life as a family man. 

Reverend McKenzie’s bravery and that of 
his fellow men and women in uniform secured 
our freedoms for future generations. He is 
truly an outstanding American, a protector of 
freedom, and an inspiration to us all. 


EE 


HONORING THE WAL-MART 
DISTRIBUTION CENTER 


HON. JASON SMITH 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to honor the Wal-Mart Distribution Cen- 
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ter located in St. James, Missouri, for being 
named the Wal-Mart Distribution Center of the 
Year for 2014. This prestigious award is not 
easily attained as it recognizes just one out of 
all the Wal-Mart distribution centers in the 
United States. 


In order to receive this award, the employ- 
ees of the distribution center in St. James dis- 
tinguished themselves through their hard work, 
dedication, and by setting an example for oth- 
ers to follow. | am very proud of their service 
to the community of Phelps County and the 
surrounding area. 


Their work ethic is truly admirable and it is 
my pleasure to recognize their achievements 
before the House of Representatives. 


ee 


INTRODUCTION STATEMENT: GUN 
VIOLENCE RESEARCH LEGISLA- 
TION 


HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York. 
Mr. Speaker, today | am proud to reintroduce 
legislation to finally permit the use of federal 
funds for long overdue research on firearm 
safety and gun violence. 


For too long, Congress has failed to ad- 
dress the public health crisis caused by gun 
violence. On average, there are 32,000 deaths 
and 76,000 injuries from gun violence each 
year in the United States. Gun deaths now 
outpace traffic fatalities in our country. It is 
time to address the epidemic of gun violence 
and prevent future incidents. Public health re- 
search will help identify effective solutions we 
can implement in order to save lives. 


The bill | introduce today, with companion 
legislation introduced by Sen. ED MARKEY, 
would authorize $10 million in annual funding 
for the Centers for Disease Control and Pre- 
vention (CDC) through Fiscal Year 2021. This 
funding will allow the CDC to implement the 
research agenda outlined in a 2013 report 
issued by the Institutes of Medicine that identi- 
fied areas in need of study to better under- 
stand the underlying causes of gun violence 
and develop strategies for prevention. 


Federal funding for gun violence research 
halted in the mid-1990s. As a result, policy- 
makers and community leaders lack the au- 
thoritative public health research they need to 
address the horrifying persistence of gun vio- 
lence. We have more gun-related deaths than 
any other developed country, yet we lack com- 
prehensive, scientific information about the 
causes and characteristics of gun violence. 


This public health crisis cannot be ignored 
any longer, and I’m proud to introduce this 
legislation that addresses the epidemic of gun 
violence and identifies the best strategies to 
prevent future incidents. 
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HONORING SERGEANT 
CHRISTOPHER D. BOOKER 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a veteran, Sergeant 
Christopher Dewayne Booker. Christopher has 
shown what can be done through ambition, te- 
nacity and a desire to serve others. 

Sergeant Christopher D. Booker a resident 
of Cary, MS was born April 23, 1971, to Gloria 
and Willie Booker. He graduated in 1990 from 
Rolling Fork High School. 

In September 1989 Christopher enlisted in 
the Mississippi Army National Guard. He was 
mobilized for Desert Storm in December 1990 
until May 1991. In November of 2005 to Feb- 
ruary of 2006 Sergeant Booker’s unit was acti- 
vated to Operation Enduring Freedom in Af- 
ghanistan. He retired from the MS National 
Guard in September 2015 after serving over 
twenty-five years. 

Christopher worked for Sharkey County as a 
machine operator for 10 years. Currently, he 
works for the Town of Cary, MS as a Water 
and Sewer Operator. 

Sergeant Booker is a member of E. P. Bap- 
tist Church in Rolling Fork, Mississippi since 
1985. He is thoroughly involved in the commu- 
nity. He organized the Annual Community 
Clean-up for Maiden Addition, a small commu- 
nity in Cary, MS; serves as a volunteer coach 
for both the Cary Little League Softball and 
Baseball teams and is a volunteer firefighter 
for the Town of Cary. Christopher is an avid 
hunter and is the President of the New Fitler 
Hunting Club, a third degree freemason and a 
member of the Faith Outreach Men Bible 
Study at Mt. Zion M. B. Church. 

Christopher has earned several certifi- 
cations. He received his certification for Army 
Traffic Safety, Combat Lifesaver, Water Treat- 
ment Specialist Phase |, Homeland Security 
Training and Parent Applicant Training. 

He is the proud father of three children, Her- 
man D. Scott, Christopher D. Booker and Glo- 
ria K. Booker. He has one grandson, Brayden 
Adams. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Sergeant Christopher D. Booker 
for his passion and dedication to serving our 
great Country, his community and desire to 
make a difference in the lives of others. 


Ee 


ERIC LI NAMED PRUDENTIAL 
NATIONAL HONOREE 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Eric Li for being named one of 
ten national honorees for the 2015 Prudential 
Spirit of Community Awards. 

Eric’s dedication to community service start- 
ed at a young age when he spearheaded a 
school-wide relief effort following a deadly 
earthquake in Sichuan, China. He and his sis- 
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ters also founded a nonprofit organization 
called We Care Act. The organization helps 
children around the world recover from major 
natural disasters. Currently, he is teaching his 
peers at Pearland Junior High West to refur- 
bish computers that will be sent to orphanages 
in third world countries. 

At such a young age, Eric has already im- 
pacted so many children around the world. On 
behalf of the Twenty-Second Congressional 
District, thank you for your commitment to phi- 
lanthropy and congratulations on this remark- 
able achievement. 


— 


TRIBUTE TO MR. JOSEPH 
ALEXANDER SCOTT, JR. 


HON. HENRY CUELLAR 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
commemorate the life of Mr. Joseph Alex- 
ander Scott, Jr. The City of San Antonio and 
the Great State of Texas lost a community 
leader, civic activist, job creator, and friend 
with the passing of this great man. 

Born on January 31, 1928 in Dallas, Joe 
Scott spent his life in service to those around 
him. From his service as a Second Lieutenant 
in the United States Army in the Korean War 
to his fourteen years as a teacher in Edge- 
wood ISD and his unmatched record as a 
leader in his Eastside community, Joe Scott 
truly embodied the concept of service above 
self. 

Mr. Scott earned a bachelor’s degree from 
Prairie View A&M University, a Master's de- 
gree from Our Lady of the Lake University, 
and attended St. Mary’s University Law 
School. 

Mr. Scott was first and foremost a family 
man. He was the first African-American li- 
censed insurance agent in San Antonio and 
founded World Technical Services, Inc. (WTS) 
to provide jobs for people with severe disabil- 
ities and those who are unable to find employ- 
ment due to past substance abuse or incarcer- 
ation. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to honor the 
legacy of Joseph Alexander Scott, Jr. He was 
my dear friend. | will miss his friendship and 
the City of San Antonio will miss his leader- 
ship, but his legacy will live on and he will be 
forever remembered. 


 — 


LUTHERAN SOUTH ACADEMY 
CHAMPIONSHIPS 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the baseball and softball teams at 
Lutheran South Academy for winning the 
Texas Association of Private and Parochial 
Schools (TAPPS) 4A state championships. 

The road to success was not easy, but both 
teams persevered and brought home two state 
trophies. Lutheran South Pioneer baseball 
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team finished the season with an 8-game win- 
ning streak that was capped off with a victory 
at the TAPPS 4A state tournament. The Lady 
Pioneer softball team completed their success- 
ful season with a shutout victory at the state 
championship. Each of these young athletes 
and their coaches has put in the time and the 
effort to become state champions. | am ex- 
cited to see what these young athletes 
achieve throughout their time on the diamond. 
It's time for Lutheran South to expand their 
trophy case. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations on this 
outstanding victory. Thank you for bringing the 
gold back home. 


— A 


IN HONOR OF CHRIS NORTON, LU- 
THER COLLEGE CLASS OF 2015 
AND SPINAL CORD INJURY AD- 
VOCATE 


HON. ROD BLUM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Chris Norton, an advocate for those re- 
covering from spinal cord injuries and a grad- 
uate of Luther College, Class of 2015 in 
Decorah, lowa. 

During his freshman football season, Chris 
sustained a serious injury that left him para- 
lyzed from the neck down. In the aftermath of 
his injury, doctors informed Chris he had a 3% 
chance of ever walking again. This exceptional 
young man, after years of physical therapy 
and rehabilitation, overcame those odds and 
walked across the stage at his graduation this 
past weekend. 

Moved to action by people with similar inju- 
ries he met during his rehabilitation, Chris, his 
family, and his friends started the Spinal Cord 
Injury (SCI) CAN Foundation. This foundation 
is committed to increasing access to quality 
therapy options for those with spinal cord inju- 
ries. Recently, SCI CAN donated $60,000 to 
Des Moines University, bringing the total do- 
nations of the Foundation to nearly $375,000 
to assist in spinal cord injury recovery. 

| applaud Chris’ important work with SCI 
CAN, his message of hope and healing, and 
wish him well as he continues to recover from 
his injury. | firmly believe Chris is both an in- 
spirational figure and asset to his community. 
| wish Chris and his family the very best as 
they begin the next chapter of their lives. 

| encourage everyone to learn more about 
the SCI CAN Foundation by visiting their 
Facebook page at  www.facebook.com/ 
TheSciCanProject. 


STAFFORD TRACK AND FIELD 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 2, 2015 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the Stafford Track and Field 


Team for earning the Class 4A second-place 
team state championship trophy. 
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Despite immense adversity during the final 
moments of the competition, the Stafford 
Team competed and brought home the silver. 
This win reflects the entire team’s dedication 
to the sport, including outstanding efforts by 
Lynette Amaran and the young men of the 
400 meter relay who both brought home gold 
medals. We are extremely proud of each indi- 
vidual on the team and the coaching efforts of 
Mr. Sergio Hinojosa. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to the entire team in representing Stafford 
High School in the State Track and Field 
Championship. 


ee ——— 


HOW TO PREVENT THE FALL OF 
BAGHDAD 


HON. PETER T. KING 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker, Islamic 
State (ISIS) is a massive threat to America’s 
national interests and to human decency. 
Each day brings more news of ISIS advances, 
terrorist attacks, military gains and horrible 
atrocities. And each day the Administration 
continues to deny its policies are failing. 

Mr. Speaker, | believe that ISIS can indeed 
be stopped if it heeds the thoughtful rec- 
ommendations which Kevin Carroll detailed in 
his May 27, 2015 Wall Street Journal OP/ED 
(“How to Prevent the Fall of Baghdad”). 

Mr. Carroll speaks with authority and first- 
hand knowledge. He served as a U.S. Army 
officer in Iraq and Afghanistan and as a CIA 
case officer in a Middle East war zone. Also, 
| had the benefit of having Kevin Carroll serve 
as Senior Counsel when | chaired the House 
Homeland Security Committee in 2011-2012. 
| found his advice to be invaluable. | urge the 
Administration to follow his advice today. | am 
proud to submit Kevin Carroll’s article and 
urge all members to read and give thoughtful 
consideration to his proposals. 

ISLAMIC STATE IS LIKELY TO USE THE TACTICS 
THAT WORKED IN RAMADI. THE U.S. CAN DO 
MUCH TO CHANGE THE OUTCOME 
Islamic State, also known as ISIS, has 

seized control of Ramadi, the capital of 

Anbar province just 70 highway miles from 

Baghdad. Fallujah, located between, is al- 

ready a terror stronghold. 

There is little doubt that ISIS leader Abu 
Bakr al-Baghdadi plans to capture the city 
whose name he bears. A man who declared 
himself a caliph, Baghdadi knows his home 
was the seat of the Abbasid caliphate, found- 
ed in the eighth century to which ISIS would 
like to return. 

It would be a mistake for the Obama ad- 
ministration to continue to underestimate 
ISIS as the junior varsity. ISIS dem- 
onstrated operational capability recently, 
attacking in opposite directions to occupy 
both Ramadi and Palmyra, deep inside Syria. 

Its Ramadi assault mixed terrorism with 
conventional tactics. At least 30 huge truck 
bombs, some reportedly as large as the one 
used in the 1995 Oklahoma City bombing, ob- 
literated the city’s defenses, and ISIS forces 
poured through the breach. A similar attack 
could be in store for Baghdad. It is assumed 
that ISIS operatives are in the capital’s 
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Sunni enclaves, with more en route disguised 
as refugees. 

The fall of Baghdad to ISIS would harm 
American strategic interests as the fall of 
Saigon did in 1975. The blow to U.S. credi- 
bility and the enhancement of ISIS’s pres- 
tige, of its black flag rising over an evacu- 
ated U.S. Embassy, would be incalculable. To 
prevent this outcome, President Obama 
should consider taking the following actions. 

Use strategic air power. America’s 
unrivaled air forces can hit ISIS from any- 
where: neighboring countries, the sea and 
the continental U.S. Yet the sorties flown so 
far have been minimal, and damage inflicted 
still less, even as ISIS held a parade in broad 
daylight in Rutba, Iraq, last week. 

That is the kind of target our aviators 
dream of. Rules of engagement need to be 
loosened, U.S. air controllers sent to the 
front to call in strikes, and more combat air- 
craft put into the fight. 

Launch ruthless special operations. Recent 
raids into Syria were daring and skillful. But 
a handful of missions do not resemble the op- 
erations led by U.S. Army Gens. Stanley 
McChrystal and Michael Flynn in 2006-07 
that eventually broke the back of ISIS’s 
predecessor, al Qaeda in Iraq, and drove it 
abroad. 

At that campaign’s height, commandos 
conducted multiple missions every night. 
They analyzed intelligence collected on one 
“objective” to find and fix targets they fin- 
ished on successive raids. The rhythm, per- 
sistence and sheer number of those oper- 
ations crushed the enemy. Emulate them 
now, starting near Baghdad. 

Capture and interrogate ISIS leaders. 
Much of the intelligence exploited on those 
missions came from documents and elec- 
tronics found in terrorist safe houses. But 
the best came from interrogations, some 
conducted on the battlefield as the smoke 
cleared. 

Interrogators acted within the bounds of 
decency against evil men who deserved no 
quarter. Yet neither were military and CIA 
personnel constrained by the rules of evi- 
dence and criminal procedure, because their 
goal wasn’t a courtroom conviction, but the 
location of the next high-value target. A ro- 
bust program of capturing and roughly inter- 
rogating terrorists abroad should resume, 
first focused on the whereabouts of ISIS 
operatives in and around Baghdad. 

There is also a role for police work. ISIS 
has devotees in all 50 U.S. states; hundreds of 
Americans traveled abroad to fight for them, 
and some number have returned. The FBI 
and state and local law enforcement should 
make aggressive use of antiterror statutes to 
question—and perhaps flip into informants— 
suspects who may be in contact with terror 
leaders with details of ISIS plans regarding 
Baghdad. Congress should reauthorize the 
National Security Agency’s signals intel- 
ligence programs identifying such commu- 
nications between Americans and known ter- 
rorists abroad. 

Send ground combat forces. Despite U.S. 
efforts to retrain them, the Iraqi army is 
now unable or unwilling to stand and fight 
ISIS alone. Its commanders have shamefully 
thrown down their weapons, discarded their 
uniforms, and abandoned their men and 
posts when ISIS threatens. The Iraqi army 
needs a backbone transplant. 

U.S. airborne units can arrive quickly to 
secure Baghdad’s airport and the long and 
vital road from the city to that airfield. 
More Marines can better defend the U.S. Em- 
bassy in Baghdad. Americans can stiffen 
Iraqi lines around the city, and provide artil- 
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lery and engineer units needed in urban com- 
bat. U.S. cavalry units can launch what im- 
perial Britain called “punitive expeditions” 
to destroy ISIS lairs further afield. 

The arrival of thousands more American 
fighting men will improve the Iraqi army’s 
performance. It was no accident that the 
Sunni Awakening and U.S. surge succeeded 
at the same time in 2006-07. As U.S. troops 
poured in, Sunni sheiks cast their lot with 
what Bing West memorialized as the “The 
Strongest Tribe” in his book of the same 
name. 

There are natural advantages to defending 
Baghdad, which the Iraqis can exploit if 
steeled by U.S. troops. To seize the capital, 
ISIS’s lines of communication would expand, 
a logistical challenge that would leave them 
more vulnerable to counterattack. The Iraqi 
army’s lines of communication would help- 
fully contract. 

The Tigris River is a significant obstacle, 
and a defensible one. Urban combat favors 
prepared defenders. And Baghdad is a dense 
city, its population having swelled to more 
than seven million, crammed into a place 
the size of Baltimore or Boston. 

Most important, the predominantly Shiite 
Iraqi army would be fighting to protect its 
brethren, unlike previous battles in mostly 
Sunni cities where they broke and ran. 

This fight is winnable. But if the adminis- 
tration whistles past the graveyard and in- 
sists its policy is working even as ISIS nears 
Baghdad and our diplomats there, the White 
House may face a debacle that makes 
Benghazi seem minor in comparison. 


—_ 


KECHI OKWUCHI’S ST. THOMAS 
UNIVERSITY GRADUATION 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to ap- 
plaud Kechi Okwuchi, for her recent gradua- 
tion from St. Thomas University in Houston. 


Over the past ten years, Kechi has had to 
overcome many hardships. On December 10, 
2005 Kechi was the only survivor of a horrific 
plane crash at Port Harcourt International Air- 
port in Nigeria where her plane made a crash 
landing nearly 70 meters off of the runway. 
The crash claimed the lives of all of the other 
passengers on board including 108 of Kechi's 
classmates and friends. After receiving med- 
ical treatment in South Africa, Kechi moved to 
Pearland to receive medical treatment at 
Shriner’s Hospital for Children in Galveston. At 
her May 16th Commencement Ceremony, 
Kechi was selected to give a speech before 
crossing the stage and receiving her degree. 
She has met and conquered many obstacles 
on her way to receiving her diploma. Her posi- 
tive outlook throughout it all is truly an inspira- 
tion. 


On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Kechi for graduating from St. Thomas Uni- 
versity. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. XAVIER BECERRA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained and missed roll call votes 253, 
254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 259, and 260. If 
present, | would have voted “no” on roll call 
253, “yea” on roll call 254, “yea” on roll call 
255, “yea” on roll call 256, “yea” on roll call 
257, “no” on roll call 258, and “no” on roll call 
260. 


—_ > 


SABLATURA MIDDLE SCHOOL 
STUDENT COUNCIL 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the Sablatura Middle School Stu- 
dent Council on receiving the National Asso- 
ciation of Elementary School Principals’ Stu- 
dent Council Excellence Award for the 2014— 
2015 school year. 

This prestigious award recognizes the out- 
standing efforts and hard work of students 
striving towards leadership, citizenship, com- 
munity service, and campus spirit. This is the 
fourth year that the Association has awarded 
Sablatura’s student council excellence. We ap- 
preciate the dedication that the faculty spon- 
sors make to developing young leaders in 
Pearland, Texas and look forward to seeing 
what these students achieve in the future. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to the Sablatura Middle School Student Coun- 
cil for this remarkable achievement. 


—_ AA 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably absent in the House chamber for 
votes on Monday, June 1, 2015. 

Had | been present, | would have voted 
“yea” on roll call vote 264, “yea” on roll call 
vote 265, and “yea” on roll call vote 266. 

Finally, | would have voted “nay” on roll call 
vote 267 in opposition to H.R. 1335, the 
Strengthening Fishing Communities and In- 
creasing Flexibility in Fisheries Management 
Act. 


oe 


JAELYNN WALLS GIRL SCOUTS OF 
THE USA GOLD AWARD 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Jaelynn Walls, for earning the 
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Girl Scouts of the USA Gold Award, the most 
prestigious Girl Scout honor. 

Jaelynn is a tenth-grader at Carnegie Van- 
guard High School. She earned the award for 
her diligent work and dedication to spread her 
“No Texts, No Wrecks” campaign. Jaelynn re- 
cruited more than 15 volunteers to accompany 
her to driving schools in her community to 
stress the importance of not texting and driv- 
ing. She also collected more than 400 pledges 
from young drivers who promised to not text 
and drive. Jaelynn has been a member of the 
San Jacinto Council for 13 years and pre- 
viously earned the Girl Scout Bronze and Sil- 
ver Awards. What an accomplished young 
woman. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Jaelynn Walls for receiving the Girl Scouts 
of the USA Gold Award. 


EE 


IN HONOR OF BRYAN KECK, 
SCRIPPS NATIONAL SPELLING 
BEE PARTICIPANT FROM DU- 
BUQUE, IOWA 


HON. ROD BLUM 


OF IOWA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to con- 
gratulate a constituent from my district, Bryan 
Keck from Dubuque, lowa, on his participation 
in the Scripps National Spelling Bee. 

Bryan, a seventh grader at Eleanor Roo- 
sevelt Middle School in Dubuque, lowa, won 
the Telegraph Herald Media Regional Spelling 
Bee last March to earn a spot in the national 
bee. Last week, he and his family traveled to 
National Harbor, Maryland where 285 spellers 
from across the United States competed dur- 
ing Bee Week 2015 at the Gaylord National 
Resort and Convention Center. 

In the preliminary round, Bryan correctly 
spelled “omnivorous”—an adjective meaning 
“of an animal or person feeding on food of 
both plant and animal origin.” He also cor- 
rectly spelled “rhipiphorid”—a noun that clas- 
sifies certain types of beetles. 

In his free time, Bryan enjoys, giving back to 
his community through the Boy Scouts, going 
bowling, playing Minecraft, and reading crime 
novels. He hopes to one day become a fed- 
eral prosecutor. 

| would like to extend my sincerest con- 
gratulations, c-o-n-g-r-a-t-u-l-a-t-i-o-n-s, con- 
gratulations to Bryan on his participation in the 
Scripps National Spelling Bee and wish him 
well in all his future endeavors. 


RECOGNIZING MATTHEW MURRAY 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Matthew Murray for winning Top 
Male Individual at the 16th Annual Texas 
State High School Triathlon Championships. 

Matthew, a junior at Dawson High School in 
Pearland, was among almost 250 competitors 
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from around Texas. Each competitor was re- 
quired to compete in a 500 meter lake swim, 
14 mile bike and 3 mile run. Matthew’s win 
speaks to his dedication to the sport and im- 
mense athletic ability. This was his second 
year in a row to win Top Male Individual. He 
has made his family, coaches and community 
proud. We wish him the best of luck in his fu- 
ture endeavors. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Matthew for his back-to-back wins of Top 
Male Individual at this year’s Triathlon Cham- 
pionships. 


EE 
HONORING WHEELING PUBLIC 
WORKS DIRECTOR ANTHONY 
STAVROS 


HON. ROBERT J. DOLD 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec- 
ognize the career and contributions of Wheel- 
ing Public Works Director Anthony Stavros. 
Mr. Stavros is retiring next month and leaves 
behind a reputation of strong dedication and 
commitment to the people of Wheeling, Illinois. 

Throughout his career, Mr. Stavros served 
the Village of Wheeling in various roles and 
capacities in the Public Works Department. As 
Director, he oversaw multiple divisions man- 
aging parks, infrastructure, and flood and 
snow operations, all of which are vital to the 
well-being and safety of the community. A 
number of his successful projects were recog- 
nized by the American Public Works Associa- 
tion including his work on the Cornell Avenue 
Dam Rehabilitation. 

Mr. Stavros leaves a lasting legacy through 
his integrity, leadership, and commitment to 
the improvement and maintenance of the 
Wheeling community. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
honor to express my gratitude to Mr. Anthony 
Stavros for his forty-five years of exemplary 
service. 


EE 


CLEMENTS HIGH SCHOOL MIXED 
RELAY TEAM 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Christy Lee, Yaobin Chen, Mia 
Craven for earning the Top Mixed Relay 
Award during the 16th Annual Texas State 
High School Triathlon Championships. 

These Clements High School athletes were 
among almost 250 competitors from Texas 
competing in this race. Each relay team was 
required to compete in a 500 meter lake swim, 
14 mile bike ride and 3 mile run. This win 
speaks to the team’s dedication to the sport 
and immense athletic ability. We wish the 
team luck throughout their academic and ath- 
letic careers. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
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to Christy, Yaobin, and Mia for winning the 
Top Mixed Relay award in this year’s Triathlon 
Championships. 


—_ A 


97TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
AZERBAIJANI REPUBLIC DAY 


HON. HENRY CUELLAR 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Azerbaijanis around the world, in 
celebration of Republic Day on May 28. Re- 
public Day commemorates Azerbaijan’s dec- 
laration of its independence from the Russian 
Empire in 1918, becoming the first Muslim 
democratic secular republic in the region. Al- 
though only lasting two years, the Democratic 
Republic of Azerbaijan achieved considerable 
success in state-building and creating edu- 
cational foundations for future generations. 
The Democratic Republic of Azerbaijan grant- 
ed suffrage to women shortly after its creation, 
ahead of most Western democracies. 

Despite all of its successes, the Democratic 
Republic of Azerbaijan was not in a position to 
weather the occupational forces of the then 
newly formed Soviet Russia. Consequently, 
Azerbaijan temporarily lost its independence in 
1920 and later was brought into the U.S.S.R. 
In 1990, Azerbaijan regained its independence 
from the U.S.S.R., ending 70 years of Soviet 
rule. On August 30, 1991, Azerbaijan’s Par- 
liament adopted the Declaration on the Res- 
toration of Independence of the Republic of 
Azerbaijan, and on October 18, 1991, the 
independence was approved by the adoption 
of a Constitutional Act. 

Since its independence, the Republic of 
Azerbaijan has been an ally and is among the 
first nations who offered unconditional support 
to the United States in the global War on Ter- 
rorism, providing its airspace and the use of 
its airports for Operation Enduring Freedom in 
Afghanistan. Today, Azerbaijan continues to 
be a strategic partner with the U.S. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in thanking the people of Azerbaijan for their 
valuable partnership and congratulate 
Azerbaijanis around the world on the 97th an- 
niversary of Republic Day. 


— 


CLEMENTS HIGH SCHOOL ALL- 
MALE TRIATHLON RELAY TEAM 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Aaron Pan, Brian Yuen, and 
Abraham Mcbarkin, for earning Top All-Male 
Relay during the 16th Annual Texas State 
High School Triathlon Championships. 

The Clements High School sophomores 
were among almost 250 competitors from 
around Texas competing in this race. Each 
relay team was required to compete in a 500 
meter lake swim, 14 mile bike ride and 3 mile 
run. Their win recognizes extreme athletic abil- 
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ity as well as a strong dedication to the sport. 
We wish each of these young men luck 
throughout their academic and athletic ca- 
reers. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Aaron, Brian, and Abraham for earning the 
Top All-Male Relay team at this years 
Triathlon Championships. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. XAVIER BECERRA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained and missed roll call votes 264, 
265, 266, and 267. If present, | would have 
voted “yea” on roll call 264, “yea” on roll call 
265, “yea” on roll call 266, and “no” on roll 
call 267. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. JOSEPH CROWLEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, on June 1, 
2015 | was absent for recorded votes #264 
through 267 due to a weather-related flight 
delay. 

| would like to reflect how | would have 
voted if | were here: 

On Roll Call #264 | would have voted yes. 

On Roll Call #265 | would have voted yes. 

On Roll Call #266 | would have voted yes. 

On Roll Call #267 | would have voted no. 


— > 


CINCO RANCH ALL-FEMALE 
TRIATHLON RELAY TEAM 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Katie Rinderknecht, Ava 
Rinderknecht and Sydney Rinderknecht, for 
winning the Top All-Female Relay during the 
16th Annual Texas State High School 
Triathlon Championships. 

Ava and Sydney are sophomores at Cinco 
Ranch High School, and Katie is a freshman. 
These young women were among almost 250 
competitors at the Triathlon Championships. 
Each relay team was required to compete in 
a 500 meter lake swim, 14 mile bike ride and 
3 mile run. Their accomplishment recognizes 
extreme athletic ability, as well as a strong 
dedication to the sport. We wish each of these 
young women luck throughout their academic 
and athletic careers. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Katie, Ava, and Sydney for winning Top All- 
Female Relay team at this years Triathlon 
Championships. 
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IN HONOR OF HARLEM 
HELLFIGHTER SERGEANT HENRY 
JOHNSON RECEIVING A POST- 
HUMOUS MEDAL OF HONOR 


HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Sergeant Henry Johnson. Sergeant 
Henry Johnson epitomizes what it means to 
be a great American hero and patriot. | thank 
President Barack Obama for posthumously 
awarding the Medal of Honor to Sgt. Johnson, 
a New York native and distinguished member 
of the 369th Infantry Regiment, popularly 
known as the ‘Harlem Hellfighters.’ With our 
nation’s highest honor of valor bestowed upon 
Sgt. Johnson, his legacy will be enduring and 
highlighted in the annals of history. 

As a black soldier living in the first decades 
of the 20th Century, Sgt. Johnson never saw 
the accolades he so rightly deserved during 
his lifetime. He enlisted in the military soon 
after Congress declared war on Germany in 
June 1917, and was assigned to Company C, 
15th New York (Colored) Infantry Regiment— 
an all-black National Guard unit, which would 
later become the 369th Infantry Regiment of 
the 93rd Division, American Expeditionary 
Forces. The following year, the 369th de- 
ployed to France where Sgt. Johnson fought 
off advancing German soldiers who were try- 
ing to raid his French and American camp. 
Even as he was wounded 21 times, Sgt. John- 
son risked his own life to save a fellow soldier 
from being captured or killed. Indeed, Sgt. 
Johnson valiantly held back the enemy force 
until they retreated. 

In addition to earning respect from his fellow 
American and French soldiers, Sgt. Johnson’s 
remarkable deed of courage inspired other 
black soldiers like me to salute the flag and 
serve our country with pride and distinction. 
As a Korean War Veteran, | learned from Sgt. 
Johnson and other heroes of the 369th Infan- 
try Regiment who fought in World War | and 
World War ll the true meaning of service and 
sacrifice for the nation. 

Since its inception, the “Harlem Hellfighters' 
of the 369th Infantry Regiment have partici- 
pated in every conflict since World War I, in- 
cluding the battles we fight today. | am hon- 
ored to belong to the 369th Harlem Hellfighter 
Veterans’ Association based in Harlem of my 
congressional district. Along with my dear 
friend Percy Ellis Sutton, Major General Na- 
thaniel James, the first African American Com- 
mander of the New York State Guard, Korean 
War Veteran Donald H. Eaton, Civil Rights At- 
torney Paul Zuber and William K. Defosset, 
who served in the U.S. State Department and 
the New York Police Department were all ac- 
tive members who helped pass my bill in Con- 
gress to secure the Federal Charter for the 
Association. In 2003 when Sgt. Johnson was 
posthumously awarded the Distinguished 
Service Cross, we said we would not stop 
fighting until Sgt. Johnson was awarded the 
Medal of Honor. The late Filmmaker William 
Miles who was also a member and docu- 
mented the history of the Harlem Hellfighters 
in the film, “Men of Bronze” played a huge 
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role in raising the awareness of Sgt. John- 
son’s heroism. Today is a victorious day for all 
of us, the people of Harlem, African Ameri- 
cans, our comrades in arms, friends in Con- 
gress and the community, as it marks a signifi- 
cant milestone in American history. We are 
exceedingly proud to see that Sgt. Henry 
Johnson has finally received the proper rec- 
ognition he has duly earned. 


—_ A 


RECOGNIZING JUDSON HIGH 
SCHOOL WOMEN'S TRACK AND 
FIELD TEAM 


HON. HENRY CUELLAR 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 2, 2015 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the Judson High School women's 
track and field team for their second state 
championship win under the leadership of 
Coach Renee Gerbich. 
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On Saturday, May 16th, the Judson Rockets 
earned their spot as champions when 
Darionne Gibson, Dominique Allen, Zantori 
Dickerson, and Mariah Kuykendall won the 
gold medal in the final event of the UIL 6A 
state championship in Austin, the 1,600-meter 
relay. In the last eleven seasons, the team 
has won nine regional titles and two state 
championships. Last year, the Judson Rockets 
became the first women's track and field team 
in the Greater San Antonio area to win a state 
title in the UIL's 6A classification. 


As well as their triumph in the final event, 
the team broke the area record for the 200 
with senior Kiana Horton’s gold medal-winning 
performance. Kiana Horton, Talajah Murrell, 
Konstance James, and Kiara Pickens broke 
the city and school records for the 400-meter 
relay, winning the silver medal. They were 
joined at the championship by junior Maia 
Campbell, who competed in shot put. 


Mr. Speaker, this is a momentous occasion 
for Judson High School and | am honored to 
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have the opportunity to recognize the Judson 
Rockets for their record-setting victory. 


SE 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. SEAN P. DUFFY 


OF WISCONSIN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, June 2, 2015 


Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, on Monday, June 
1, 2015, | was unavoidably detained traveling 
from Wisconsin due to a weather related flight 
delay. Had | been present, | would have voted 
in the following ways: 

1) On roll call no. 264 (Dingell Amendment 
to H.R. 1335)—No 

2) On roll call no. 265 (Lowenthal Amend- 
ment to H.R. 1335)—No 

3) On roll call no. 266 (Democrat motion to 
recommit to H.R. 1335)—No 

4) On roll call no. 267 (Passage of H.R. 
1335)—Aye 
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SENATE—Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Our Father God, in the fret and fever 
of these challenging times when we 
know not what a day may bring forth, 
we thank You for this quiet moment 
when all else is shut out and our hearts 
are uplifted to You. Lord, we cannot 
make better laws or a better world ex- 
cept as we are better people. 

Inspire our lawmakers to make and 
keep their inner lives pure and kind 
and just. Show them what You desire 
for this Nation and world, and help 
them to be faithful agents for bringing 
Your will to pass. 

Correct our mistakes, redeem our 
failures, and confirm our right actions. 
Lord, crown this day with the bene- 
diction of Your peace. 

We pray in Your wonderful Name. 
Amen. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Ea 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PAUL). The Democratic leader is recog- 
nized. 


— AA 


THE REPUBLICAN-LED SENATE 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, over the 
past several years, we have seen a very 
disturbing practice which is becoming 
commonplace in the Republican-domi- 
nated U.S. Congress. Governing by 
brinkmanship, manufactured crisis, 
flirting with deadlines, a game of 
chicken—we can call it whatever we 
want, but Republicans are doing it. 
Governing by crisis is a modus ope- 
randi of the modern Republican Party. 
We saw it in 2011, as the newly elected 
Republican majority in the House 
pushed the U.S. Government to the 
threshold of shutdown and default, and 
again with the so-called fiscal cliff in 
2012—financial brinkmanship for our 
whole country—and then, of course, 
the infamous government shutdown 
that actually did occur in 2013, and it 


occurred over a period of several weeks 
and was devastating to our economy. 

But since the Republicans assumed 
control of the Senate earlier this year, 
the brinkmanship in the Halls of the 
Capitol has become unbearable. Recall 
what happened this past February. 
ISIS had just burned a man alive in a 
cage. We saw that. The world saw that. 
The tragic Charlie Hebdo shooting had 
just occurred a month earlier in 
France, and that spilled over into Bel- 
gium, where more people were killed. 
Belgium authorities were making 
sweeping arrests of terror cells, and 
ISIS was threatening us in our home- 
land. Three Brooklyn men were ar- 
rested for trying to join ISIS here in 
our homeland. Yet, in this tumultuous 
environment, Senate Republicans 
brought the American Government 
within hours of a shutdown of the De- 
partment of Homeland Security. This 
is a Cabinet-level office that was cre- 
ated during the Bush administration, 
the Agency responsible for the safety 
of each American in our homeland. It 
was stunning. 

But even more stunning is the fact 
that they keep doing it over and over 
again. This past week, it happened 
with the expiration of the important 
PATRIOT Act provisions. A few Sen- 
ators wanted to offer some amend- 
ments on that legislation. That is all it 
was—amendments. In fact, on the Fri- 
day night of the debate, one Senator 
said: I will take two amendments. We 
on this side agreed—two amendments. 
Nope. Can't do that. And so, again, 
brinkmanship. The PATRIOT Act is a 
law that helps keep terrorists from at- 
tacking America. Would it have been 
asking too much to have a little bit of 
time to debate this issue? We were not 
given that time. 

The Republican leadership knew for 
years that these programs were sched- 
uled to expire on June 1, 2015. People 
who didn't like this act—and there 
were a number of them—gave speeches 
all over the country talking about the 
act. It was no secret that the act was 
not that popular in some people's 
minds. 

Last year, Senator MCCONNELL knew 
this deadline was looming when he pre- 
vented the Senate from debating an- 
other version of the USA FREEDOM 
Act by conducting one of their hun- 
dreds of filibusters stopping President 
Obama's efforts. And the majority 
leader knew a month ago that the 
deadline was coming and chose to 
prioritize other legislation over these 
critical programs. So what happened? 
The authority for these sensitive pro- 
grams expired. 


Yesterday, we passed the USA FREE- 
DOM Act, reestablishing these impor- 
tant terror-fighting provisions with 
some improvements in them. But for 2 
days, America had its guard down. 
Every minute that passed from that 
lapse to passage of the USA FREEDOM 
Act was an unnecessary gamble with 
our national security. And for what? 
What did the Republicans achieve by 
letting these provisions lapse? 

This is no way to govern—using leg- 
islative deadlines as some kind of ran- 
som, staggering from one catastrophe 
to another. 

Now on the horizon are two more im- 
portant deadlines for legislation that is 
important to the American people—the 
Export-Import Bank and the Federal 
highway program. And what are we 
doing? We are not doing these meas- 
ures; we are on a bill that the Presi- 
dent said he is going to veto. The Ex- 
port-Import Bank expires at the end of 
this month, which is just a few weeks 
from now. 

The Bank creates jobs by providing 
loans and loan guarantees to foreign 
customers who purchase American ex- 
ports. This year alone, the Export-Im- 
port Bank supported 165,000 American 
jobs—165,000 jobs. What does it cost the 
American taxpayer? Zero. Nothing. In 
fact, it makes money for our country. 
Over the last 10 years, the Bank has re- 
turned more than $7 billion to the 
Treasury. 

The majority leader should bring the 
Bank's reauthorization to the Senate 
floor for a vote before the charter ex- 
pires at the end of this month, but it 
appears that is not going to happen. 
The senior Senator from Texas is al- 
ready saying the Republicans have no 
intention of meeting that deadline. In- 
stead, the American people will have to 
endure another manufactured crisis at 
the hands of Senate Republicans. 
Should we also assume the majority 
leader will do the same with the Fed- 
eral highway program, which expires at 
the end of July? The Senate also faces 
a looming deadline for that program. It 
is critical that we craft a long-term so- 
lution to America’s crumbling roads, 
highways, bridges, and rail systems. 

Just a few miles from here, we have 
the Memorial Bridge. It is a beautiful 
bridge. It was built in the 1930s. The 
Memorial Bridge connects the Arling- 
ton National Cemetery to the Lincoln 
Memorial and the Mall. It is one of the 
busiest bridges in the whole DC area. 
Each day, 68,000 cars and buses cross 
that bridge, along with countless pe- 
destrians and bicyclists. 

Last week, Federal officials an- 
nounced they will be shutting down 
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two lanes of the bridge to repair the 
bridge, which is structurally deficient, 
which was caused by a number of prob- 
lems, not the least of which is corro- 
sion due to all of the moisture we have 
here. That is a problem we have with 
everything. And the problems, just 
minutes from the Capitol, are a daily 
reality for millions of Americans. 

The Memorial Bridge is just one of 
the 64,000 structurally deficient bridges 
throughout our country. The people in 
Minnesota understand what this 
means. They had a bridge collapse, and 
30-some people died as a result of that. 
That happened recently. 

How long will we wait to fix these 
problems? What will it take before Re- 
publicans get serious about a solution 
to our crumbling highways, railroads, 
and bridges? 

We understand. Democrats under- 
stand the urgency of the crisis facing 
our country, and we are ready to work 
with Republicans to rebuild our 
bridges, roads, and railway systems. 
We understand that investing in our 
surface transportation, including rail, 
can be a job creator and economy 
booster. For every $1 billion we spend 
on these roads, bridges, and rail sys- 
tems, we employ 47,500 high-paying 
jobs and many other lesser paying jobs. 

Before we left for recess a couple of 
weeks ago, we passed a short-term ex- 
tension for the surface transportation 
programs. That is the 33rd time we 
have done that. Now that we are back 
in session, there appears to be no ur- 
gency from the Senate Republicans to 
schedule committee hearings, mark up 
the bill or to make the highway trust 
fund solvent. 

Once again it seems the majority 
leader is content to let another vital 
program lapse, regardless of the harm 
it does or the American jobs he puts at 
risk. 

How many more of these manufac- 
tured crises must the American people 
endure? How many more times would 
the majority leader let another vital 
program lapse regardless of the harm it 
does? It is imperative that Republicans 
not continue their assault on job cre- 
ation in America. We should not let the 
Export-Import Bank or the Federal 
highway program expire, losing the 
millions of American jobs they create 
and sustain. It is beyond belief that on 
these two important legislative mat- 
ters, Republicans will not help the 
American people with instant job cre- 
ation. In the past, these two issues 
were never handled this way. The Ex- 
port-Import Bank had three of its big- 
gest cheerleaders: Reagan, Bush, and 
Bush. That is not the way it is any- 
more. The highway bill used to pass 
every 5 or 6 years, and it would be ex- 
tended for 5 or 6 years. Until the Re- 
publicans changed the way the Senate 
operates, we used to pass these bills 
easily—but not now. We are having to 
address multiple short-term extensions 
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each year and it seems every few 
months. This will be, as I indicated 
earlier, the 33rd short-term extension 
for the Federal highway program. This 
is not legislating. This is Republican 
procrastination. 


— 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma- 
jority leader is recognized. 


— 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
know my good friend, the Democratic 
leader, is frustrated that he is no 
longer setting the schedule in the Sen- 
ate. He seems to differ with the order 
of priorities that we deal with things 
here. Yesterday, he said debating the 
Defense authorization bill was “a 
waste of time’’—a waste of time to de- 
bate the Defense authorization bill in a 
time of high crisis for our country. 

Nevertheless, a new majority sets the 
agenda of the schedule these days. 
Today, the Senate turns to the consid- 
eration of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for 2016—in June, not 
in December, at the end of the year, in 
a situation in which no amendments 
are allowed. 

This legislation, which authorizes 
funds and sets out policy for our mili- 
tary annually, is always important, 
but it is especially important now, 
given the multitude of threats that 
challenge us as a nation; for instance, 
the aggressive rise of ISIL, Iran’s ambi- 
tions for regional hegemony and its ac- 
companying quest for nuclear weapons, 
and both Chinese and Russian efforts 
to erode American influence and assert 
domination over their neighbors. It is 
also important, given the need to start 
thinking about preparing our armed 
services for the many global threats 
the next President will confront the 
day he or she takes office. 

The reality is we have left behind the 
era of when Americans could withdraw 
from conflict overseas and escape to 
the comfort and security provided by 
vast oceans and isolation. We have lost 
the luxury of building our forces years 
after a war has begun. Most important, 
the simple tradeoff of guns versus but- 
ter, drawing down our conventional 
forces, hollowing them out, and stand- 
ing behind our nuclear arsenal does not 
suit the strategic challenges we now 
face. We can no longer ignore 
ungoverned spaces. We have left the 
Cold War long behind. Tradeoffs have 
become more difficult to accomplish, 
and they require greater strategic 
thought than the President has pro- 
vided, and we have seen the resilience 
of the terrorist threat. 

Senator MCCAIN, the chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee, is a man 
with the depth of experience to under- 
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stand the need to modernize, refit, and 
prepare our military for the threats 
and operations in the coming years. 
Thankfully, for the Senate, he is also a 
man with vision to craft a bill that 
could put us on a path to address those 
challenges—legislation that could help 
equip the next President with adequate 
capabilities to address threats from ad- 
versaries like Russia, China, ISIL, and 
Al Qaeda, not to mention the unfore- 
seen challenges that inevitably arise. 
That is just the course this Defense au- 
thorization bill proposes to put us on— 
the correct course. I would like to com- 
mend Senator MCCAIN, not just for 
crafting this bill but for working close- 
ly with Members of both parties to 
steer it through committee with over- 
whelming bipartisan support. 

This legislation proposes to do a lot 
of things, but fundamentally it is pre- 
mised on a commonsense idea that we 
should cut waste and redirect that au- 
thorized funding to where it is actually 
needed—such as meeting the needs of 
the men and women who put every- 
thing on the line—everything—to keep 
us safe. 

In a time when missions are in imbal- 
ance with resources for a military that 
has already had to endure too many 
cuts in recent years, it just makes 
sense to do things such as taking on a 
growing bureaucracy in the Pentagon 
to make it more efficient and effective, 
working toward reforming the way our 
military purchases weapons and equip- 
ment, and improving and modernizing 
the military retirement system in 
order to secure greater value and 
choice for servicemembers. 

Overall, this bill authorizes about $10 
billion in savings for actual military 
needs. These authorities will allow for 
improvements in the training and ca- 
pability of our forces, and they will 
help us develop new technologies to 
maintain superiority on the battlefield. 
Our constituents stand to benefit from 
many of the provisions in this bill as 
well. 

For instance, Kentuckians will be 
glad to know this legislation would au- 
thorize a new Special Forces facility at 
Fort Campbell. They will also be glad 
to hear it will authorize construction 
projects and an important new medical 
clinic at Fort Knox—an initiative I 
have championed literally for years. 

It is no wonder why so many Demo- 
crats joined Republicans to support 
this bill on the floor of the House of 
Representatives or why they joined Re- 
publicans in the Armed Services Com- 
mittee to pass this bill on an over- 
whelming bipartisan basis, too, which 
of course is the tradition, both of that 
committee and of the Senate as a 
whole. 

Now we need to keep the momentum 
going because this defense policy bill 
cannot fall hostage to partisan politics. 
Too much is at stake. 
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We just heard more partisan saber 
rattling from the White House yester- 
day, which is now threatening to block 
a pay raise for our troops unless Con- 
gress first agrees to spend billions 
more pumping up bloated bureauc- 
racies like the IRS. That is despite the 
fact that the funding level in this bill 
is exactly—exactly—the same as what 
President Obama requested in his budg- 
et. Let me say that again. The funding 
level in this bill is exactly what Presi- 
dent Obama requested in his budget— 
$612 billion. 

As I said earlier, the Democratic 
leader appeared to go even further, es- 
sentially saying that voting to support 
the men and women who protect us is 
now “just a waste of time.” It is just a 
waste of time, according to the Demo- 
cratic leader, to be debating the bill 
about the men and women who protect 
us. The assumption, I guess, is his 
party isn’t getting its way on other 
partisan demands completely unrelated 
to the bill, so they want to punish the 
men and women of our military. 

Look, we understand that some of 
our Democratic friends might be so de- 
termined to increase spending for 
Washington’s bureaucracies that to 
achieve it they would even risk support 
for our men and women in uniform in 
the face of so many global threats. I 
certainly don’t love every aspect of the 
Budget Control Act, especially the ef- 
fects we have seen on the defense side 
in hindering our ability to modernize 
the force and meet the demand of cur- 
rent operations. But to deny brave 
servicemembers the benefits they have 
earned putting everything on the line 
for each one of us, for these partisan 
reasons, would be profoundly unfair to 
our troops. 

Blocking this bill is not in the na- 
tional interest. So let’s skip the par- 
tisan games and start working toward 
commonsense reforms, as this bill pro- 
poses. Let’s work together to pass the 
best Defense authorization bill pos- 
sible. 

I urge Members of both parties who 
want to offer amendments to go ahead 
and do so and then work with the bill 
managers to get them moving. We have 
that opportunity this year because we 
returned to the regular order and be- 
cause we are considering the NDAA at 
the appropriate time in the session, 
rather than at the very last minute 
with little time for thoughtful consid- 
eration of amendments, as had become 
the unfortunate norm under the pre- 
vious majority. This positive turn is 
another credit to Senator MCCAIN’s 
leadership. 

Of course, no Defense authorization 
bill will ever be perfect, but this legis- 
lation reflects a good-faith effort to au- 
thorize programs in the political re- 
ality in which we live today. It is bi- 
partisan reform legislation that pro- 
poses to root out waste, improve our 
military capabilities, support the brave 
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Americans who protect us, and make 
preparations for challenges, both fore- 
seeable and unforeseeable, in the years 
ahead. 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business until 11 
a.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
therein, with the time equally divided, 
with the majority controlling the first 
half and the Democrats controlling the 
final half. 

The Senator from Wyoming. 


— > 


FEDERAL WATER QUALITY 
PROTECTION ACT 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, last 
week, our Nation observed Memorial 
Day. We paid tribute to the sacrifices 
so many Americans have made to pre- 
serve our freedom. Also, last week, 
while Members were back home, the 
Obama administration snuck out a new 
rule that takes away freedom from 
Americans all across the country. 

The Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy released the final version of a new 
rule that will dramatically increase 
the agency’s power and will devastate 
Americans’ ability to use their own 
property and their own water. With 
this rule, President Obama's Environ- 
mental Protection Agency overreaches 
and ignores the American public. The 
rule is an attempt to change the defini- 
tion of what the Clean Water Act calls 
waters of the United States. 

There is bipartisan agreement that 
Washington bureaucrats have gone way 
beyond their authority with this new 
regulation. They have written this rule 
so broadly and with so much uncer- 
tainty that it is not clear if there are 
any limits on this Agency’s power. 

I agree with what the chairman of 
the Environment and Public Works 
Committee has to say. He wrote it in 
an op-ed that appeared yesterday. Sen- 
ator INHOFE, chairman of the Environ- 
ment and Public Works Committee, 
said: 

Not only does this final rule break prom- 
ises EPA has made, but it claims federal 
powers even beyond what EPA originally 
proposed a year ago. This will drastically af- 
fect—for the worse—the ability of many 
Americans to use and enjoy their property. 

This rule gives the Agency broad con- 
trol over things such as any area with- 
in 4,000 feet of a navigable water or a 
tributary. Then, it defines tributaries 
to include any place where you can see 
an “ordinary high water mark” on 
what looks like—on what looks like—it 
was once the bank of a creek body of 
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water—what looks like, not what is but 
what looks like. 

Under the rule, the Environmental 
Protection Agency can regulate some- 
thing as waters of the United States if 
it falls in a 100-year floodplain of a nav- 
igable water—not a navigable water 
but anything within a 100-year flood- 
plain of a navigable water. The rule 
says the Agency has to find a “signifi- 
cant nexus” to navigable water. 

What is a significant nexus to the 
EPA? Well, the Agency gets to make 
up its own definition. They say it in- 
cludes something as simple as finding 
that the water provides—get this—‘‘life 
cycle dependent aquatic habitat” for a 
species that spends part of its time in 
a navigable water. 

All of these terms are things that 
Washington bureaucrats are defining 
for themselves. They decide for them- 
selves that they have the authority. 

Let’s say your property is within 
4,000 feet of anything the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency decides is a 
tributary and your property has a nat- 
ural pond or some standing water after 
heavy rain, and let’s say a bird that 
spends part of its life on the Colorado 
River decides to hang out near that 
natural pond or some standing water 
after a heavy rain that occurred on 
your property, under this new regula- 
tion, the Environmental Protection 
Agency now has the power to regulate 
what you do on that land. 

It is bad enough that this adminis- 
tration has taken this extraordinary 
step. It is bad enough that it has tried 
to sneak out its rule, hoping that no- 
body was paying attention over the 
Memorial Day time at home. There are 
now reports that the Obama adminis- 
tration may have broken the law. Here 
is what the New York Times reported 
on May 18 under the headline on the 
front page: “Critics Hear E.P.A.’s 
Voice in ‘Public Comments.” ” 

This is an article on the front page of 
the New York Times about the public 
comments that government agencies 
have to collect. They have to collect 
these comments from the public when 
they propose new regulations such as 
this one that they have done with the 
waters of the United States. The com- 
ment period is supposed to be an oppor- 
tunity for people who might be harmed 
by the rules to have their say. 

Well, according to this front-page ar- 
ticle in the New York Times, the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency has 
twisted the public comment require- 
ments into its own private govern- 
ment-funded spin machine. The article 
says: “In a campaign that tests the 
limits of federal lobbying law, the 
agency has orchestrated a drive to 
counter political opposition from Re- 
publicans and enlist public support in 
concert with liberal environmental 
groups and a grass-roots organization 
aligned with President Obama.” 
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This tests the limits of Federal lob- 
bying law. This government agency ig- 
nored the negative comments by Amer- 
icans who were concerned about the 
law, who were hurt by the law. Then it 
used taxpayer dollars to lobby liberal 
groups to flood the Agency with posi- 
tive comments. That is not me; that is 
what is written in the New York 
Times. These were the same phony, 
ginned-up comments it used to justify 
the dramatic overreach of its new regu- 
lations. 

It is incredible. It is unacceptable. I 
believe it is illegal. The Environmental 
Protection Agency would rather skew 
public comments in its favor than ac- 
knowledge the real concerns that 
Americans and Members of Congress 
have with this destructive rule. These 
are the concerns of farmers, of ranch- 
ers, of hard-working families, and of 
small businesses all across the country. 

There was an interesting column in 
U.S. News & World Report last Friday. 
The headline says: “Stop Terrorizing 
Main Street.” The column talked 
about the damage that all this redtape 
can do to small businesses. It says: 

When the EPA jumps up and yells ‘boo’, 
entrepreneurs cringe. They withdraw. They 
feel anxious and reconsider plans to start or 
expand a business. This is bad for our econ- 
omy. 

This is hurting our country. Well, I 
believe they are exactly right. That is 
what Washington does with the uncer- 
tainty and the overreach of rules such 
as this one. It is bad for the economy. 
It does nothing to improve the quality 
of our water or the quality of life. 

There is universal agreement in this 
country that we should protect Amer- 
ica’s navigable waters. There is also bi- 
partisan agreement on the best ways 
for Washington to help to do that. This 
is not just Republicans against Presi- 
dent Obama. This is Republicans and 
Democrats working to protect Amer- 
ica’s waterways and President Obama 
working, instead, to expand the power 
of unelected and unaccountable bu- 
reaucrats. 

Here is how the newspaper The Hill 
reported it last Thursday with an arti- 
cle with this headline: ‘‘Democrats 
buck Obama on water rule.” The arti- 
cle says: “Dozens of Congressional 
Democrats are joining Republicans to 
back legislation blocking the Obama 
administration’s new rule to redefine 
its jurisdiction over the nation’s water- 
ways.” 

Now, it is talking about my bill, a 
bill called the Federal Water Quality 
Protection Act. The bill has 30 cospon- 
sors in the Senate—Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike. A similar bill in the 
House actually passed with the support 
of 24 Democrats and every Republican. 
So what does the administration have 
to say to the dozens of Democrats in 
Congress, to the 24 Democrats who 
voted against the administration, to 
the millions of Americans who are con- 
cerned about this new regulation? 
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Well, according to the article in The 
Hill, President Obama's top environ- 
mental adviser said of the Democrats 
who voted for this: ‘‘The only people 
with reason to oppose the rule are pol- 
luters.” So the President believes that 
the 24 Democrats who voted to support 
it and the Democrats in the Senate 
who cosponsored my legislation are 
polluters who want to threaten our 
clean water. That is what the White 
House thinks of these Democrats in 
Congress. That is what the White 
House thinks of anyone who dares to 
suggest that this rule is bureaucratic 
overreach. That is such arrogance. 

Well, there are a lot of Americans— 
Democrats and Republicans—who are 
not going to be intimidated by the 
Obama administration’s power grab or 
its name-calling. The Obama adminis- 
tration has ignored the strong bipar- 
tisan consensus against this rule. It 
has once again taken its own radical 
approach. Instead of moving forward 
with a rule that fails to represent the 
interests of many Americans, we 
should act immediately to pass this bi- 
partisan Federal Water Quality Protec- 
tion Act. This legislation says yes to 
clean water and no to extreme bureauc- 
racy. 

It will protect America’s waterways, 
while keeping Washington’s hands off 
of the things that it really has no busi- 
ness regulating. The Environmental 
Protection Agency would have to con- 
sult with the States to make sure that 
we have the approach that works best 
everywhere—not just the approach 
that Washington likes best. They 
would not be able to just listen to the 
echo chamber of phony comments con- 
cocted by their own lobbying cam- 
paign. 

Now, this bill gives certainty and 
clarity to farmers, to hard-working 
ranchers, to small business owners and 
their families. It makes sure that peo- 
ple can continue to enjoy the beautiful 
rivers and the lakes. They should be 
preserved and protected. This bipar- 
tisan bill protects Americans from run- 
away bureaucracy—unaccountable, 
unelected. It restores Washington's at- 
tention to the traditional waters that 
were always the focus before. 

The American people do not need 
more bureaucratic overreach. We do 
not need more redtape. Congress should 
act immediately to stop this out- 
rageous regulation before it goes into 
effect. The Senate should take up and 
pass this bipartisan Federal Water 
Quality Protection Act. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). The Senator from Montana. 

(The remarks of Mr. DAINES per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 1487 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. DAINES. I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate is in a period of morning business. 


EE 
IMMIGRATION 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it was 3 
years ago this month in June of 2012 
that President Obama established the 
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals, 
known as DACA, that provides tem- 
porary—underline the word ‘‘tem- 
porary’’—legal status to immigrant 
students who arrived in the United 
States as children. 

DACA is based on the DREAM Act, a 
bill I introduced 14 years ago, to give 
undocumented students who grow up in 
this country a chance to earn their 
citizenship. These young people have 
come to be known as DREAMers, and 
this has become a term of art that is 
used now across the United States to 
capsulize the immigration dilemma we 
face. 

While this DACA Program by Presi- 
dent Obama has been an amazing suc- 
cess, more than 600,000 of these 
DREAMers have come forward, paid 
the filing fee, submitted themselves for 
background checks, and are now tem- 
porarily living in America, going to 
school and working. DACA has allowed 
these DREAMers to become part of our 
country as they strive for education in 
engineering, education in business— 
just about every profession you can 
think of. 

This policy of giving people a chance 
to be part of America's future unfortu- 
nately infuriates my Republican col- 
leagues. They have tried over and over 
and over again to stop the DREAMers, 
to deport the DREAMers. 1 don't un- 
derstand it. 

President Obama established this 
new program called DAPA to build on 
DACA’s success, which allows their 
parents, under certain circumstances, 
to stay in the United States on a tem- 
porary basis. Under the President’s sec- 
ond program, DAPA, undocumented 
immigrants who have lived in the 
United States at least 5 years and have 
American children are required to 
come forward, pay a filing fee, register 
with the government, pass a criminal 
and national security background 
check, and then pay their fair share of 
taxes. Those are the conditions. If they 
violate any of them, they are subject 
to deportation. 

If the government determines that 
these parents have not committed any 
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serious crimes, do not pose any threat 
to our safety, this new Executive order 
says, on a temporary basis, they will 
not be targeted for deportation. 

I have seen this in Chicago, and I 
have seen it around Illinois. Many peo- 
ple think the undocumented live in a 
household full of undocumented people. 
That is almost never the case. 

What I found over and over again is 
that perhaps one parent, usually the 
mother, is undocumented—the father, 
a citizen; kids born in America, citi- 
zens; the mother, undocumented. Are 
we really safer as a nation to break up 
that family and deport the mother if 
she is no threat to this country? I don’t 
think so. 

DAPA was scheduled to go into effect 
last month. That is what President 
Obama had hoped for—and I joined 
him—but it didn’t. Why? Because some 
Republican Governors and attorneys 
general have filed a lawsuit to block 
this new program. 

The Supreme Court has been clear 
that Presidents have the authority to 
set Federal immigration enforcement 
priorities. I am confident all of the 
President’s decisions in this matter 
will be upheld. It is hard for me to un- 
derstand or explain why the Repub- 
licans are so determined to stop any re- 
form of our broken immigration sys- 
tem. For years, Republicans in Con- 
gress have refused to even consider leg- 
islation to fix our broken immigration 
system. 

I spent a good part of my life, 6 
months or more, working in a bipar- 
tisan group to write an immigration 
reform bill for Democrats, for Repub- 
licans. We brought it to the floor of the 
Senate. It passed with 68 votes. Four- 
teen Republicans, virtually all of the 
Democrats voted for it. It really ad- 
dressed every aspect of immigration. 
Parts of it I didn’t like, but overall it 
was a very good and balanced bill. 

When it came to the floor, the Repub- 
licans said: Wait a minute. No immi- 
gration reform until you get tough at 
the border. 

Well, the record says and shows we 
are already pretty tough at the border. 
Illegal immigration is down dramati- 
cally. But in an effort to make this bi- 
partisan, we agreed to even more en- 
forcement at the border. Think about 
this for a second. Today, there are 
more Federal law enforcement agents 
on our border with Mexico than the 
combined total of all Federal law en- 
forcement agents in every other agen- 
cy, and we increased it in this com- 
prehensive immigration bill. So the ar- 
gument that we are not getting tough 
at the border is kind of hard to make. 
We passed the bill with 68 votes. We 
sent it to the House 2 years ago. What 
did the House do? Absolutely nothing— 
they refused to call the bill. They re- 
fused to call any version of the bill. 
They refused to call their own bill. 
They refused to even debate the issue 
of immigration. 
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Everyone acknowledges our immigra- 
tion system needs to be improved and 
changed. They wouldn’t even take up 
the issue. And now, when the President 
tries, on a temporary basis, to say: I 
am not going to deport the mother in a 
family where everyone else is an Amer- 
ican citizen or I am not going to deport 
children who were brought here at the 
age of 2, who have grown up in America 
and simply want to be part of our fu- 
ture, the Republicans have said: We 
will fight you to the death. We will 
challenge you in every court in the 
land. We want to deport these people. 

What I have found is that it is best 
for Members of Congress, the Senate, 
and the American public to meet some 
of the individuals who are the target of 
these high emotions and negative feel- 
ings on the Republican side. I want to 
introduce one of them today. 

This is Jean-Yannick Diouf. When he 
was 8 years old, his father, a diplomat 
from the African country of Senegal, 
brought his family to the United 
States. Unfortunately, Yannick’s par- 
ents separated and Yannick’s father re- 
turned to Senegal, leaving him and the 
rest of his family behind. Yannick was 
too young to even realize it at the 
time—he was just a little kid—but 
when his father left the United States, 
he lost his legal status to live in this 
country. 

Yannick grew up in Montgomery 
County, MD. In high school, he was a 
member of the National Honor Society. 
He volunteered weekly at a homeless 
shelter. He organized soccer tour- 
naments for 3 years to raise money for 
the Red Cross for Haiti earthquake re- 
lief. 

After high school, Yannick wanted to 
continue his education. But remember, 
if you are undocumented in this coun- 
try, you don’t qualify for a penny when 
it comes to Federal assistance—no Pell 
grants, no Federal Government loans. 
So he went to Montgomery College, a 
junior college, and earned an associ- 
ate’s degree in business. He was on the 
dean’s list. 

Yannick then transferred to the Uni- 
versity of Maryland, College Park. 
Again, he had to pay for it all. There 
was no government assistance since he 
is undocumented. He is working now on 
a bachelor’s degree in business manage- 
ment. He runs the Achievers Mentoring 
Program. It is an after-school program 
to advise middle and high school stu- 
dents on how to get into college. 

Yannick is also a volunteer for 
United We Dream, the largest organiza- 
tion of undocumented young people 
such as himself in this country. He was 
a leader of the campaign to pass the 
Maryland DREAM Act, which allows 
Maryland residents who are undocu- 
mented to pay in-State tuition. That is 
the only break he can get, and it comes 
from the State. 

Keep in mind that Yannick is un- 
documented. So he doesn’t qualify for 
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any financial aid from the Federal 
Government. Yet he is trying to make 
a life. Here is what he said in a letter: 

DACA means dignity. More than making 
money, having a job gives you dignity and 
self-respect. I want to work for what I have. 
I don’t look to anyone for pity. People 
should judge me based on what I do and what 
I stand for, not based on status. I want to be 
given a chance to prove that not only am I 
a functioning member of society, I am here 
to serve and share my talents with those in 
my community. 

Earlier this year, Yannick was one of 
six DREAMers who met with the Presi- 
dent of the United States in the Oval 
Office. Here is what the President said 
after he met with Yannick and the 
other five. He said: 

I don’t think there’s anybody in America 
who’s had a chance to talk to these six 
young people who wouldn’t find it in their 
heart to say these kids are Americans just 
like us, and they belong here, and we want to 
do right by them. 

Well, I think President Obama is 
right. Yannick and the other DREAM- 
ers have so much to contribute to our 
country. But sadly, Republicans in 
Congress have a different agenda. They 
want to shut down DACA, which allows 
this young man to go to school in the 
only country he has ever known, and 
they want to shut down the DAPA Pro- 
gram, which the President has insti- 
tuted to try to protect the parents of 
those who have been here at least 5 
years. 

If they have their way, this young 
man will be deported to Senegal, a 
country where he hasn’t lived since he 
was a little boy. Will America be bet- 
ter, if we get rid of folks such as him? 
Will it be a better country if we tear 
families apart? I don’t think so. 

Instead of trying to deport DREAM- 
ers and moms and dads, congressional 
Republicans should work with us to 
pass a comprehensive immigration re- 
form bill to fix our broken immigra- 
tion system. The estimates are wide- 
ranging as to how many young people 
there are in America like Yannick. 
Some say 1.5 million. Some say 2.5 mil- 
lion. I have met so many of them. 

It wasn’t that long ago that we had a 
bill on the floor of the Senate, and that 
entire Gallery was filled with young 
DREAMers. They came wearing caps 
and gowns—that was their decision—to 
make the point that they are stu- 
dents—students who are learning and 
trying to improve their lives to be bet- 
ter and to be a better part of America. 
That bill was defeated that day. It 
broke my heart. I went to meet with 
them afterwards, and I said to them: 
Don’t give up. Don’t give up on me, be- 
cause I am not giving up on you. 

I got started on this battle 15 years 
ago—15 years ago—when I met a young 
Korean girl in Chicago who was 
brought here at the age of 2 and who 
was a musical prodigy. She had been 
accepted at the Juilliard School of 
music, the Manhattan conservatory of 
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music, but she was afraid she couldn’t 
go. She was undocumented. Her mom 
and dad brought her here to this coun- 
try at the age of 2, and they never filed 
the papers. 

She grew up in a very poor family, 
but she went into the Merit Music Pro- 
gram in Chicago and became an accom- 
plished musician. It was because of her 
that I started and introduced the 
DREAM Act. 

There is good news. She went on to 
the Manhattan conservatory of music. 
A generous family in Chicago paid for 
it because she couldn’t get any assist- 
ance. 

She married a young man, became an 
American citizen, and played in Car- 
negie Hall. She is now pursuing her 
Ph.D. in music. Is America better be- 
cause of that? Yes, it is. I have no 
doubt that it is. 

Those who don’t see the promise in 
the eyes of these young people and 
don’t see what they can bring to Amer- 
ica have forgotten who we are. We are 
a nation of immigrants. We are a na- 
tion that has allowed young people 
such as these a chance to succeed. 

One of them happened to be my 
mother. My mother was brought here 
at the age of 2 by a mother who didn’t 
speak English. My mother grew up in 
this country and raised a family, and I 
was one of the kids. Here I stand on the 
floor of the Senate. That is my story. 
That is my family’s story. It is Amer- 
ica’s story. 

The people who show such loathing 
for these young people and what they 
mean to us have forgotten that. They 
have ignored that. Let’s rekindle our 
faith in what makes America great— 
our diversity, the ambition of young 
people such as Yannick, and the deter- 
mination of our generation to open a 
door to give them a chance to prove 
themselves to make us better. That is 
what we are called on to do. 

All the petty politics aside, we are 
talking about human lives and about 
an opportunity for this young man and 
so many others to prove to us what 
they can do for the future of America. 


a 


EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 
REAUTHORIZATION 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, if you 
had to characterize the current Con- 
gress with one symbol, I would tell you 
what I think it should be: an extension 
cord—you know what I mean?—an ex- 
tension cord you use at home if the 
plug doesn’t quite reach the outlet. 

Why would I pick an extension cord? 
Because this year, under the leadership 
in Congress, all we have been doing is 
extending things a little bit—just a lit- 
tle bit—when we have to. 

The Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity appropriation, one of the most im- 
portant when it comes to the security 
and safety of the United States, had to 
be extended and extended and ex- 
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tended, sadly because many in the 
House wanted to fight the battle of im- 
migration over that bill. Eventually, 
we prevailed and passed the appropria- 
tion after extension and after exten- 
sion. 

Then 2 weeks ago, here on the floor 
of the Senate, we extended the Federal 
highway trust fund. What is that? That 
is a fund where we collect gas taxes 
every time a gallon of gas is purchased 
and put it in a fund and then build 
highways and bridges. We count on 
that. It used to be a glorious program. 

The inspiration for that program was 
President Dwight David Eisenhower. In 
the 1950s, President Eisenhower, who 
had come back from leading America 
to victory in World War II, remembered 
what he saw. He saw in Europe, par- 
ticularly in Germany, an amazing 
highway system that did not exist in 
the United States. So President Eisen- 
hower said: We need an interstate high- 
way system in America. It was a bold 
idea—that the Federal Government 
would lead in creating an interstate 
highway system to link every corner of 
our Nation. 

There is not a State that I know of, 
certainly not in my State, where the 
interstate highway system hasn't had a 
dramatic positive impact on the econ- 
omy. So with the Federal highway 
trust fund, we built the interstate 
highway system, we extended the high- 
way system, and now we are in the 
process of making bridges safer, mak- 
ing certain the highways are extended 
where they need to be to keep busi- 
nesses thriving and to create new busi- 
nesses and jobs in America. 

But along comes a group in Congress, 
a conservative group, that says this is 
all wrong. Some of them question 
whether the Federal Government 
should even have a role in transpor- 
tation. For them, I have three words: 
Dwight David Eisenhower, Republican 
President, who showed the way. Some 
say it is just impossible to figure out 
how to fund the building of highways. 
Well, we have done pretty well so far 
with the Federal gas tax that is col- 
lected. Clearly, we need to look to 
other forms of revenue. But do we need 
to give up on the Federal highway pro- 
gram? 

Two weeks ago on the floor of the 
Senate we had the 33rd short-term ex- 
tension of that program. What it 
means is we extended it this time for 60 
days. 

The Federal highway program used 
to be a 6-year program. Why was it 6 
years? Think about the planning, the 
engineering, acquiring land and build- 
ing a highway. You can’t do it in 60 
days, not 6 months, not even in a year. 
You have to have a commitment of 
funds that are coming back to the 
States. In my State, in Illinois, about 
75 percent of all the highway construc- 
tion comes from Federal funds. So 
when we do short-term extensions, it 
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really says to the States that they 
can’t count on us. 

This money will run out at the end of 
July. Maybe we will extend it again, 
maybe we won’t. Is that any way to 
run a nation? Is that any way to run a 
transportation system—again, using 
the extension cord example, this time 
for 60 days? 

Just a week or so ago, we had an- 
other effort on the floor of the Senate 
here to extend the PATRIOT Act— 
FISA—which keeps America safe and 
gives us the power to ferret out those 
who threaten us. The suggestion was 
made by the majority leader that we 
extend it for a few days—a few days. 
This has become a pattern, and it is a 
troubling pattern. 

One aspect of this that is particu- 
larly troublesome is that at the end of 
June, unless there is a sincere bipar- 
tisan effort, we are going to lose the 
Export-Import Bank. I have heard a lot 
of speeches in the Senate about how 
the United States businesses, espe- 
cially small businesses, are really the 
backbone of our economy. Oh, we all 
give those speeches. As these busi- 
nesses grow and expand, they often 
look to foreign exports. 

We know that every $1 billion in new 
export sales supports at least 6,000 new 
jobs in this country. So every oppor- 
tunity to export U.S. products helps 
communities and families. The pri- 
mary Federal program that allows 
most of these very small businesses to 
export is about to expire. It is about to 
expire at the end of this month. 

The Export-Import Bank provides fi- 
nancing insurance so that U.S. compa- 
nies, many of them very small, can 
compete in the global economy. Here is 
how it works. The Export-Import Bank 
makes loans to firms exporting Amer- 
ican-made goods. This allows busi- 
nesses, including 3,340 small businesses 
across the United States, to sell their 
goods and services to businesses all 
over the world. They support about 
164,000 jobs. 

More than 100 of these companies are 
located in Illinois, and more than 80 of 
them are small. The Export-Import 
Bank supports $27.4 billion in exports. 
And guess what. It doesn’t cost the tax- 
payers a penny. It actually makes 
money—money that is returned to the 
U.S. Treasury for other purposes or to 
reduce our debt. Over the past two dec- 
ades—20 years—the Export-Import 
Bank has returned $7 billion to the 
U.S. Treasury. It is a moneymaker. It 
goes directly to deficit reduction. 

One of the companies the Bank 
helped is the NOW Health Group in 
Bloomingdale, IL. It is a natural food 
and supplement manufacturer with 640 
employees, 35 of whom work in exports. 
According to their chief operating offi- 
cer, Jim Emme, ‘‘the flexibility in the 
payment terms we can offer through 
our Export Import Bank policy has al- 
lowed us to grow our business in exist- 
ing markets as well as open new ones.”’ 
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This company has grown its exports 
from 2 percent of its business to more 
than 10 percent. They could not have 
done it without the Export-Import 
Bank. 

There are thousands of stories just 
like that all over the United States. 

I am a cosponsor of Senator SHA- 
HEEN’s bill that would increase the 
lending cap for the Bank to $160 billion 
and reauthorize it through 2021—not 
these short-term, 30-day, 60-day, 6- 
month extensions we have seen under 
this leadership in Congress. 

In the past, reauthorizing the Ex-Im 
Bank was a bipartisan measure. Repub- 
licans used to support it as much as 
Democrats. But now there is a small 
group of Republicans, inspired by the 
Heritage Foundation, who have de- 
cided: Let’s put an end to this Bank. 
Let’s put an end to the opportunity for 
small businesses to hire Americans and 
export goods overseas. 

Their hatred of government blinds 
them to the reality of this Bank and 
the thousands of jobs that will be lost 
if they have their way and eliminate 
the Ex-Im Bank. 

They also refuse to recognize that by 
failing to reauthorize this Bank, U.S. 
businesses can’t compete with busi- 
nesses in other countries that will still 
have access to their own export financ- 
ing agencies. Do you think China is 
going to put its export-import bank 
out of business? No. They just in- 
creased its size. Our major competitor 
has stepped up. In this case, many of 
the leaders in Congress are stepping 
back. So we are not only hurting our- 
selves if we can’t find a way to go for- 
ward. 

The Bank is set to expire at the end 
of the month, which is less than 4 
weeks from now. I hope we can come to 
an agreement by then to pass a bill to 
reauthorize a program that is critically 
important to U.S. exports. I hope rea- 
sonable voices in the Republican Party 
will not allow a vocal minority to pre- 
vent us from reauthorizing this impor- 
tant program. 


ee —— 


PATRIOT EMPLOYER TAX CREDIT 
ACT 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, as the 
number of candidates grows for the of- 
fice of President, we are hearing a lot 
of proposals for changes in the Tax 
Code. Many of them are interesting, 
and some of them are damaging when 
it comes to working for middle-income 
families. 

Sadly, we are seeing a race to the 
bottom on who can propose the lowest 
corporate tax rate, giving huge breaks 
to the very companies that shift jobs 
overseas. Most Americans don’t realize 
this. If you want to move your produc- 
tion from the United States to another 
country, you can deduct the moving 
expenses from the taxes you owe Amer- 
ica. We are subsidizing your decision to 
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pick up and move jobs overseas. Amer- 
ican workers—some of them are given 
the sad responsibility to train the su- 
pervisors at the new overseas compa- 
nies while American workers are 
checking out their last paychecks. 

I have a different idea. Instead of re- 
warding corporations with lower tax 
bills, we should reward those compa- 
nies in America that maintain their 
commitment to this country and its 
workers and give fair wages and bene- 
fits to the American workers. We call 
it the Patriot Employer Tax Credit 
Act. It is very basic. 

When you look at the Tax Code, it is 
a huge document full of incentives and 
disincentives for businesses. We will re- 
ward certain things; we won’t reward 
other things. Well, this is something 
we should consider rewarding. 

Senator SHERROD BROWN and I have 
introduced the Patriot Employer Tax 
Credit Act, which would provide a tax 
credit to American companies that 
treat American veterans and workers 
the best. It puts the Tax Code on the 
side of these companies. These patriot 
employers would be eligible for a tax 
credit equal to 10 percent of the first 
$15,000 of qualified wages for American 
workers, which is about $1,200 per 
worker. 

In order to qualify for this tax credit, 
these companies would have to meet 
five criteria. See if you think, as I do, 
that these are good ideas. 

First, the company has to invest in 
American jobs. Businesses must remain 
headquartered here in the United 
States if they have ever been 
headquartered here before. The com- 
pany would also have to maintain or 
increase the number of workers in the 
United States compared to the number 
of workers overseas, and not decrease 
the number of workers through the use 
of contractors. The company can’t pick 
up and leave, move to a foreign capital 
to avoid paying its fair share of U.S. 
taxes. 

First, invest in American jobs lo- 
cated in America. 

Second, pay fair wages. A patriot em- 
ployer under our bill would have to pay 
at least 90 percent of its employees $15 
an hour. Why do we pick $15 an hour? 
Do the math: $15 an hour, 40 hours a 
week, about $30,000 a year. Why? Be- 
cause if you make that amount of 
money, you qualify for virtually no 
Federal subsidies, Federal programs. 
You are earning a paycheck and you 
are supporting your family. If you 
make less than that, you qualify for 
Federal Government assistance. So we 
are saying to employers: If you will 
pay at least $15 an hour, we will give 
you this tax credit. 

Third, provide quality health insur- 
ance for your employees consistent 
with the Affordable Care Act. 

Fourth, help your employees prepare 
for retirement. We want to reward 
companies that offer at least 90 percent 
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of their employees a defined benefit 
plan, such as a pension plan or a de- 
fined contribution plan with decent 
employer contributions. 

Fifth, employ a diverse workforce. 
We want companies to have a plan in 
place to help veterans and people with 
disabilities. I don’t think that is too 
much to ask. We grab our flags and 
march in parades as politicians and 
thank the veterans over and over. Why 
don’t we thank them with a job? And 
let’s reward the companies that do. 

That is it, five conditions. And with 
these five conditions, these patriotic 
American companies would get a tax 
break. Wouldn’t it be better for us to 
incentivize American companies to do 
the right thing rather than pay the 
moving expenses for those that want to 
leave the country? That is a choice. I 
think it is pretty simple. 

I know it can be done because in Sko- 
kie, IL, there is a company doing it. It 
is called Block Steel. The company 
started 100 years ago and has grown to 
be the largest distributor of aluminized 
steel in the Nation. It is a family-run 
business. It has ensured that 77 em- 
ployees are treated fairly. Each of their 
employees is paid more than $15 an 
hour, has good health care, and a good 
retirement. Block Steel should be re- 
warded for its efforts. Under the Pa- 
triot Employer Tax Credit Act, Block 
Steel could qualify for a tax credit of 
up to $100,000. That is money they can 
invest in their business and grow it, 
with even more people working. 

As this debate about tax reform con- 
tinues, I hope we focus on rewarding 
companies that really care about 
America. We shouldn’t be blindly fo- 
cused on a race to the bottom to the 
lowest wages. And, I might add, this is 
paid for. It is paid for by eliminating 
the deduction for moving businesses 
overseas that is currently part of the 
Tax Code. 

So let’s reform the Tax Code the 
right way, with an eye on helping the 
workers get a decent paycheck, decent 
benefits, and rewarding the companies 
that put American workers first. 

I thank Senators SHERROD BROWN, 
ELIZABETH WARREN, JACK REED, TAMMY 
BALDWIN, and BERNIE SANDERS for lend- 
ing their support to this important 
bill. I look forward to continuing our 
fight for working families here in the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 
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CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 


Ee 


NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro- 
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 1735, 
which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1735) to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 2:30 
p.m. will be for debate only and equally 
divided between the bill managers or 
the designees. 

The Senator from Arizona. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1463 
(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute) 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 1463, which is at the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN] 
proposes an amendment numbered 1463. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The amendment is printed in the 
RECORD of June 2, 2015, under “Text of 
Amendments.””) 

ORDER FOR RECESS 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand in recess from 1 p.m. until 2 p.m. 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, it is my 
pleasure to rise with my friend and col- 
league from Rhode Island to speak 
about the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2016. For 53 
consecutive years, Congress has passed 
this vital piece of legislation, which 
provides the necessary funding and au- 
thorizes—I repeat, authorizes—our 
military to defend the Nation. The 
NDAA is one of few bills in Congress 
that continues to enjoy bipartisan sup- 
port year after year. This is a testa- 
ment to the legislation’s critical im- 
portance to our national security and 
the high regard with which it is held by 
the Congress. 

Last month, the Senate Armed Serv- 
ices Committee voted 22 to 4 to approve 
the NDAA, an overwhelming vote that 
reflects the committee’s proud tradi- 
tion of bipartisan support for the brave 
men and women of our armed services. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


I thank the committee’s ranking 
member, the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land. Despite his failure of education at 
our Nation’s military academy, I ap- 
preciate the thoughtfulness and bipar- 
tisan spirit with which he approaches 
our national security. It has been a 
pleasure to work with Senator REED 
over the last few months and years on 
this legislation and today as we appear 
on the floor on behalf of this legisla- 
tion. 

We have worked through some of the 
toughest issues facing our military 
today. We have our differences on some 
aspects of this legislation, but those 
differences have never interfered with 
the search for common ground and con- 
sensus. This is a much better bill 
thanks to the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land. 

I also thank the majority leader, the 
Senator from Kentucky, for his com- 
mitment to resuming regular order and 
bringing the NDAA to the floor this 
week. Under the leadership of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, the Senate will be 
able to take up this critical national 
security legislation on time, allowing 
for thoughtful consideration and 
amendments and giving our military 
the certainty they need to plan and 
execute their missions. 

That stands in stark contrast to the 
last 2 years under Democratic leader- 
ship, when this body failed to take up 
the NDAA until the very end of the 
year, at the last minute, with no 
amendments allowed. 

Just yesterday the Democratic leader 
said considering this vital Defense bill 
is just a “waste of time’’—waste of 
time. Those comments must be very 
disappointing to the servicemembers, 
retirees, and their families in his home 
State of Nevada who clearly under- 
stand the importance of this legisla- 
tion. 

The fiscal year 2016 NDAA is a reform 
bill. It tackles acquisition reform, 
military retirement reform, personnel 
reform, commissary reform, head- 
quarters and management reform. This 
legislation delivers sweeping defense 
reforms that can enable our military to 
rise to the challenges of a more dan- 
gerous world, both today and in the fu- 
ture. The Armed Services Committee 
identified $10 billion of excess and un- 
necessary spending from the Presi- 
dent’s defense budget request, and we 
are reinvesting it in military capabili- 
ties for our war fighters and reforms 
that can yield long-term savings for 
the Department of Defense. We did all 
of this while upholding our commit- 
ments to our servicemembers, retirees, 
and their families. 

This legislation is a reflection of the 
growing threats we face in the world. 
Over the past few months, the Senate 
Armed Services Committee has re- 
ceived testimony from many of Amer- 
ica’s most respected statesmen, think- 
ers, and former military commanders. 
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These leaders had a common warning: 
America is facing the most diverse and 
complex array of crises since the Sec- 
ond World War. Just consider some of 
the troubling events that have tran- 
spired over the past year. 

In Ukraine, Russia has sought to re- 
draw an international border and 
annex the territory of another sov- 
ereign country through the use of mili- 
tary force. It continues aggressively to 
destabilize Ukraine, with troubling im- 
plications for security in Europe. Yet 
the President continues to refuse to 
provide Ukraine with the defensive 
weapons they need and have repeatedly 
requested to defend their sovereign na- 
tion from Russia’s onslaught. 

In the Middle East, a terrorist army, 
with tens of thousands of fighters, 
many holding Western passports, has 
taken over a vast swath of territory 
and declared an Islamic State in the 
heart of one of the most strategically 
important parts of the world. Nearly 
3,000 U.S. troops have returned to Iraq 
to combat this threat, with U.S. air- 
craft flying hundreds of strike missions 
a month over Iraq and Syria. Unfortu- 
nately, as recent reports suggest, near- 
ly 75 percent of those air missions 
never even dropped weapons, and mean- 
while ISIS is taking territory on the 
ground, most recently in Ramadi and 
Palmyra. 

At the same time, amid negotiations 
over its nuclear program, Iran con- 
tinues to pursue its ambitions to chal- 
lenge regional order in the Middle East 
by increasing its development of bal- 
listic missiles, support for terrorism, 
training and arming of pro-Iranian mil- 
itant groups, and other malign activi- 
ties in places such as Iraq, Syria, Leb- 
anon, Gaza, Bahrain, and Yemen. 

Yemen has collapsed, as a Shia insur- 
gency with ties to the Iranian regime 
has toppled the U.S.-backed govern- 
ment in Sana’a. Al Qaeda continues to 
use parts of the country to plan at- 
tacks against the West, the U.S. Em- 
bassy has been evacuated, and a U.S.- 
backed coalition of Arab nations has 
intervened militarily to reverse the 
gains of the Houthi insurgency and to 
restore the previous government to 
power. 

Libya has become a failed state, 
beset by civil war and a growing pres- 
ence of transnational terrorist groups, 
such as Al Qaeda and ISIL, similar to 
Afghanistan in 2001. 

In Asia, North Korea continues to de- 
velop its nuclear arsenal and ever-more 
capable ballistic missiles, and late last 
year it committed the most destructive 
cyber attack ever on U.S. territory. 

China is increasingly taking coercive 
actions to assert expansive territorial 
claims that unilaterally change the 
status quo in the South and East China 
Seas and raise tensions with U.S. allies 
and partners, all while continuing to 
expand and modernize its military in 
ways that challenge U.S. access and 
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freedom of movement in the western 
Pacific. A recent report in the Wall 
Street Journal described how China 
has taken steps to militarize the vast 
land features that it is actively re- 
claiming in the South China Sea. 

Unfortunately I could go on, but 
these are just some of the growing 
threats our Nation faces—threats that 
are far more serious than they were a 
year ago and significantly more so 
than when Congress passed the Budget 
Control Act in 2011. That legislation 
arbitrarily capped defense spending 
and established the mindless mecha- 
nism of sequestration, which was trig- 
gered in 2013. As a result, with world- 
wide threats rising, we as a nation are 
on a course to cut nearly $1 trillion of 
defense spending over 10 years. 

The Committee on Armed Services 
has conducted wide-ranging bipartisan 
oversight on the effects of sequestra- 
tion-level spending on our national de- 
fense, and every single military and na- 
tional security leader who has testified 
before the committee this year has de- 
nounced sequestration and urged its re- 
peal as soon as possible. Indeed, each of 
our military service chiefs testified 
that continued defense spending at se- 
questration levels would put American 
lives at risk. I want to repeat to my 
colleagues: Our armed services leaders 
have told the Armed Services Com- 
mittee that American lives are at risk 
if we continue mindless sequestration. 
Don’t we care about the risks and the 
lives of the young men and women who 
have volunteered to serve in our mili- 
tary? Don’t we care about them? 

I urge my colleagues in the Senate 
and in the House to come together and 
repeal sequestration, and however that 
is accomplished, I will be glad to dis- 
cuss, but our first priority has always 
been and always will be American secu- 
rity, our national security and the 
lives of the men and women who have 
volunteered to defend it. 

Unfortunately, this legislation 
doesn’t end sequestration. Believe me, 
our committee would have done so if 
the NDAA were capable of it, but it is 
not. The NDAA is a policy bill. It deals 
only with defense and national security 
issues. It does not spend a dollar. It 
provides the Department of Defense 
and our men and women in uniform 
with the authorities and support they 
need to defend the Nation. 

Although the committee could not 
end sequestration, we did the most we 
could to authorize necessary levels of 
funding for the Department of Defense 
and our men and women in uniform. As 
a result, the NDAA fully supports 
President Obama’s budget request of 
$612 billion for national defense, which 
is $38 billion above the spending caps 
established by the Budget Control Act. 
Let me repeat that. This legislation 
gives the President every dollar of 
budget authority he requested. The dif- 
ference is our legislation follows the 
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Senate budget resolution and funds 
that $38 billion increase through over- 
seas contingency operations—or OCO— 
funds. 

This is not my preferred option. It is 
not anybody’s preferred option that I 
know of. I recognize that reliance on 
OCO spending limits the ability of the 
Department of Defense to plan and 
modernize our military. For this rea- 
son, the committee included a special 
transfer authority in this legislation 
that allows the Department of Defense 
to transfer the additional $38 billion 
from OCO to the base budget in the 
event that legislation is enacted that 
increases the statutory limitations on 
discretionary defense and nondefense 
spending in proportionately equal 
amounts. 

This was the product of a bipartisan 
compromise, and it was the most we 
could do in the NDAA to recognize the 
need for a broader fiscal agreement 
without denying funding for our mili- 
tary right now. Nevertheless, the 
White House threatened yesterday to 
veto this legislation over its additional 
OCO spending and because the Congress 
has not provided for similar increases 
in nondefense spending. This is mis- 
guided and irresponsible. With global 
threats rising, how does it make any 
sense to oppose a defense policy bill— 
legislation that spends no money but is 
full of vital authorities that our troops 
need—for a reason that has nothing to 
do with national defense spending? The 
NDAA should not be treated as a hos- 
tage in a budget negotiation. 

The political reality is that the 
Budget Control Act was signed by the 
President and remains the law of the 
land. So faced with a choice between 
OCO money and no money, I choose 
OCO. And multiple senior military 
leaders who testified before the Armed 
Services Committee this year said they 
would make the same choice for one 
simple reason: This is $38 billion of real 
money that our military desperately 
needs and without which, our top mili- 
tary leaders have said, they cannot 
succeed. Military leader after military 
leader has testified before our com- 
mittee that they cannot carry out 
their obligations in their various com- 
mands to defend the Nation if the 
Budget Control Act—also known as se- 
questration—continues. 

My message is simple: Let’s have our 
fights over government spending, but 
let’s keep those fights where they be- 
long—in the appropriations process, 
where money is actually spent. The 
NDAA is not the place for it. If the 
President and some of my colleagues 
oppose the NDAA due to concerns over 
nondefense spending, I suspect they 
will have a very difficult time explain- 
ing and justifying that choice to Amer- 
icans who increasingly cite national se- 
curity as a top concern. 

I care about nondefense spending. I 
really believe we need to fund many of 
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the areas, such as the FBI, Border Pa- 
trol, and others. But to somehow 
equate that with national defense with 
the world as we see it today is either 
out of ignorance or partisanship—I 
don’t know which, but neither is a 
valid ambition or reason. 

The NDAA is a policy bill, and this 
year’s version is an incredibly ambi- 
tious one. It advances major reform 
initiatives that can make more effi- 
cient use of our precious taxpayer dol- 
lars while increasing military capa- 
bility for our warfighters. 

In recent years, the Defense Depart- 
ment has grown larger but less capable, 
more complex but less innovative, 
more proficient at defeating low-tech 
adversaries but more vulnerable to 
high-tech ones. No one is more cog- 
nizant of this unfortunate fact than 
those of us whose responsibility it is to 
oversee our defense budget on the 
Armed Services Committee. 

It is a top priority for me, my col- 
league from Rhode Island, as well as all 
of my fellow committee members to 
ensure that every dollar we spend on 
defense is used wisely, efficiently, and 
effectively. The fiscal year 2016 NDAA 
makes important contributions to this 
reform effort. This legislation contains 
sweeping acquisition reform. 

Many of our military’s challenges 
today are the result of years of mis- 
takes and wasted resources. One recent 
study found that the Defense Depart- 
ment had spent $46 billion between 2001 
and 2011 on at least a dozen programs 
that never became operational. I will 
repeat that—$46 billion on programs 
that never became operational. What is 
worse, I am not sure who, if anyone, 
was ever held accountable for these 
failures. At a hearing 2 years ago, I 
asked the Chief of Naval Operations 
who was responsible for $2.4 billion in 
cost overruns on the USS Gerald R. 
Ford aircraft carrier. He had no answer. 

In today’s vast acquisition bureauc- 
racy where personnel and project man- 
agers cycle through rapidly, everyone 
is accountable and no one is account- 
able. We need acquisition reform now 
because our senior leaders must be held 
accountable for responsible steward- 
ship of taxpayers’ dollars. 

But this is not just about saving 
money. Acquisition reform is needed 
immediately to preserve U.S. techno- 
logical and military dominance and is 
therefore a national security impera- 
tive. Over the last decade, our adver- 
saries have invested heavily in modern- 
izing their militaries with a focus on 
anti-access and  area-denial tech- 
nologies designed specifically to 
counter American military strengths. 
Meanwhile, an acquisition system that 
takes too long and costs too much is 
leading to the erosion of America's de- 
fense technological advantage. If we 
continue with business as usual, I fear 
the United States could lose this ad- 
vantage altogether. In short, our bro- 
ken defense acquisition system itself is 
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a clear and present danger to the na- 
tional security of the United States. 

The acquisition reforms in this legis- 
lation center on five principle objec- 
tives. 

First, the legislation establishes ef- 
fective accountability for results. We 
give greater authority to the military 
services to manage their own pro- 
grams, and we enhance the role of the 
service chiefs in the acquisition proc- 
ess. In exchange for greater authority, 
the bill demands accountability and 
creates new mechanisms to deliver it. 
Service chiefs, service secretaries, 
service acquisition executives, and pro- 
gram managers would sign up to bind- 
ing management, requirement, and re- 
source commitments. 

The bill also creates new incentives 
for the services to deliver programs on 
time and on budget. If military serv- 
ices fail to manage a program effec- 
tively, they will lose authority and 
control over that program, and they 
will be assessed an annual cost penalty 
on their cost overruns, with those 
funds directed toward acquisition risk 
reduction efforts across the Depart- 
ment. 

Second, the legislation supports the 
use of flexible acquisition authorities 
and the development of alternative ac- 
quisition paths to acquire critical na- 
tional security capabilities. The bill es- 
tablishes a new streamlined acquisi- 
tion and requirements process for rapid 
prototyping and rapid fielding within 2 
to 5 years. It expands rapid acquisition 
authorities for contingency operations 
and cyber security missions, and the 
legislation allows the Secretary of De- 
fense to waive unnecessary acquisition 
laws to acquire vital national security 
capabilities. 

Third, the NDAA improves access to 
nontraditional and commercial con- 
tractors. To give our military the nec- 
essary capabilities to defend the Na- 
tion, the Department of Defense must 
be able to access innovation in areas 
such as cyber, robotics, data analytics, 
miniaturization, and autonomy—the 
innovation that is much more likely to 
come from Silicon Valley, Austin or 
Mesa than Washington. But our broken 
acquisition system, with its complex 
regulation and stifling bureaucracies, 
is leading many commercial firms to 
choose not to do business with the De- 
fense Department or to limit their en- 
gagement in ways that prevent the De- 
partment from accessing the critical 
technologies these companies have to 
offer. The NDAA creates incentives for 
commercial innovation by removing 
barriers to new entrants into the de- 
fense market. By adopting commercial 
buying practices for the Defense De- 
partment, the legislation makes it 
easier for nontraditional firms to do 
business with the Pentagon. The legis- 
lation also ensures that businesses are 
not forced to cede intellectual property 
developed at their expense to the gov- 
ernment. 
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Fourth, the NDAA streamlines the 
process for buying weapons systems, 
services, and information technology 
by reducing unnecessary requirements, 
reports, and certification. The legisla- 
tion retains positive reforms made in 
the Weapons System Acquisition Re- 
form Act of 2009, but streamlines proc- 
esses to support more rapid and effi- 
cient development and delivery of new 
capabilities. It would also establish an 
expert review panel to identify 
unneeded acquisitions regulations. 

Fifth, the legislation reinvigorates 
the acquisition workforce in several 
ways, including by establishing several 
direct-hire authorities for science and 
technology professionals to join the ac- 
quisition workforce. The legislation 
seeks to improve the attractiveness of 
acquisition functions to skilled mili- 
tary personnel through credits for ac- 
quisition-related assignments, creation 
of an enhanced dual-track career path 
to include acquisition, and increased 
business and commercial training op- 
portunities. 

In a Statement of Administration 
Policy released yesterday, the White 
House asserted that transferring some 
acquisition authority back to the serv- 
ices is somehow inconsistent with the 
Secretary of Defense’s exercise of au- 
thority, direction, and control over all 
of DOD’s programs and activities. I 
could not disagree more with this as- 
sertion. What this legislation does is 
merely switch who does what in cer- 
tain circumstances from different peo- 
ple who all directly report and serve 
under the authority, direction, and 
control of the Secretary of Defense. In 
this legislation, for a limited number 
of programs to start with, the Sec- 
retary of Defense will look to the serv- 
ice Secretaries directly for manage- 
ment of these acquisition programs 
rather than looking to the Under Sec- 
retary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics or AT and L. 
This is not usurpation of the Secretary 
of Defense’s power. It is called stream- 
lining of authorities and reducing lay- 
ers of unnecessary bureaucracy. There 
is a section in the legislation that 
would allow the Secretary of Defense 
to continue to rely on more layers of 
management if he chooses but only if 
he certifies to Congress that this 
makes sense. There simply is not any 
undermining of the Secretary of De- 
fense’s authority here. 

Another concern raised has been that 
the transfer of milestone decision au- 
thority to the services would reduce 
the Secretary of Defense’s ability 
through AT and L to guard against un- 
warranted optimism in program plan- 
ning and budget formulation. Unwar- 
ranted optimism is indeed a plague on 
acquisition, and there is not a monop- 
oly of that in the services. Yet there is 
nothing in this bill that overrides the 
requirement to use better cost esti- 
mates from the Office of Cost Assess- 
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ment and Program Evaluation. In fact, 
new incentives and real penalties im- 
posed on the services in the bill are de- 
signed to put some of this optimism in 
check. 

There is also belief manufactured in 
parts of the Department that the cur- 
rent system is working. They are say- 
ing the current system is working. 
That is laughable. The statistics are 
improving, first of all, because Sec- 
retary Gates canceled over 25 pro- 
grams. It is easier to make your num- 
bers when you are unilaterally dis- 
arming and buying less. Still, all of the 
programs that are left under the U.S. 
Defense Department AT and L manage- 
ment have over $200 billion in cost 
overruns. I want to repeat—$200 billion 
in cost overruns under the current 
setup. That is why it is imperative we 
change it. There are a lot of words to 
describe this, but success is not one of 
them. The USD AT and L is trying to 
have it both ways: claiming credit for 
all the improvements in the acquisi- 
tion system while blaming the services 
for its long list of failures. This is ex- 
actly the problem this legislation is 
trying to address—blurred lines of ac- 
countability inside the Defense Acqui- 
sition System that allow its leaders to 
evade responsibility for results. 

Then, there is the issue of process 
and documentation. Defenders of the 
current acquisition system say they 
have it right. They might have it right 
if our adversary were the old Soviet 
Union and their centralized planned 
economy. The reality for the modern 
world is that under USD AT and L 
management process takes too long 
and adds costs and looks like it was de- 
signed by a Soviet apparatchik. For ex- 
ample, an Army study looked at the 
time it would take to go through all of 
the U.S. Defense Department AT and L 
reviews and buy nothing. What was the 
answer? Ten years to buy nothing. 

The Government Accountability Of- 
fice looked at the much wanted mile- 
stone reviews that the office of the 
Secretary of Defense is touting as a 
success. Just one review takes on aver- 
age 2 years. A similar review at the 
Missile Defense Agency takes about 3 
months. Our adversaries are not shuf- 
fling paper, they are building weapons 
systems. It is time for us to do the 
same. The first step is to eliminate un- 
necessary calls for data from those out- 
side the program office, just as David 
Packard recommended 30 years ago. 
This legislation does that. 

The acquisition reforms in this bill 
are sweeping, but there is much more 
work to do to transition what is in es- 
sence a Cold War management system 
into one that is more agile and nimble 
to meet the challenges of a globalized 
information age. This legislation 
marks the beginning of a multiyear 
process to change the acquisition sys- 
tem to be more open to next-genera- 
tion technologies that can enable the 
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United States to outpace its adver- 
saries. 

Acquisition reform is part of a larger 
effort to reform the management of the 
Department of Defense. This bill seeks 
to ensure that the Department and the 
military services are using precious de- 
fense dollars to fulfill their missions 
and defend the Nation, not to expand 
their bloated staffs. While staff at 
Army headquarters increased 60 per- 
cent over the past decade, the Army is 
now cutting brigade combat teams. 
The Air Force avoided mandated cuts 
to their headquarters personnel by cre- 
ating two new headquarters entities, 
even as it complained it had insuffi- 
cient personnel to maintain combat 
aircraft. 

I want to repeat that. The Air Force 
mandated cuts of headquarters per- 
sonnel, not reducing by a single person 
but by creating new headquarters enti- 
ties, even as it complained it had insuf- 
ficient personnel to maintain combat 
aircraft. From 2001 to 2012, the defense 
civilian workforce grew at five times 
the rate of the Active-Duty military. I 
repeat that. From 2001 to 2012, the de- 
fense civilian workforce grew at five 
times the rate of the Active-Duty mili- 
tary. 

This legislation initiates a reorga- 
nization of the Department of Defense 
in order to focus limited resources on 
operations rather than administration, 
to ensure military personnel can de- 
velop critical military skills, and to 
stabilize organizations and programs. 
The NDAA mandates a 30-percent cut 
in funding for headquarters and admin- 
istrative staff over the next 4 years. 
These reductions generate $1.7 billion 
in savings for fiscal year 2016. As the 
Department implements these reduc- 
tions, this bill authorizes the Secretary 
of Defense to retain the best talent 
available, rather than just the longest 
serving. 

Contrary to the Statement of Admin- 
istration Policy that the White House 
issued yesterday, the reductions to 
Pentagon overhead and management 
staff are neither arbitrary nor across 
the board. These cuts are targeted to 
administrative functions, but they do 
not inflict unintended harms on func- 
tions such as mortuary affairs or sex- 
ual assault prevention. The legislation 
does not seek to micromanage the De- 
fense Department. It cuts money from 
broad headquarters and administrative 
functions, but it defers to the Sec- 
retary of Defense on how, what, and 
where exactly to cut, and it instructs 
him to devise a plan to make these 
cuts wisely. 

Beyond management reform, the 
NDAA also puts forward wide-ranging 
and unprecedented reform to the mili- 
tary retirement system. Under the cur- 
rent 70-year-old system, 83 percent of 
servicemembers leave the service with- 
out any retirement assets. This system 
excludes the vast majority of current 
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servicemembers who will not complete 
20 years of uniformed service, including 
many veterans of the wars in Afghani- 
stan and Iraq. 

The legislation creates a modernized 
retirement system and extends retire- 
ment benefits to the vast majority of 
servicemembers through a new plan of- 
fering more value and choice. Under 
the new plan, 75 percent of service- 
members would get retirement bene- 
fits. In many cases, the overall benefit 
of those serving at least 20 years will 
be greater than the current system. 
This new modernized retirement sys- 
tem will apply to members first joining 
a uniformed service on or after Janu- 
ary 1, 2018. Current members are grand- 
fathered but may choose to be covered 
by the new plan. The retirement re- 
forms in this legislation will enable 
servicemembers to save for retirement 
earlier in their careers, create a new 
incentive to recruit millennials, and 
increase retention across the services. 
That is why these reforms are sup- 
ported by the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, the Reserve Officers Association, 
the National Guard Association, the 
Enlisted Association of the National 
Guard, and the Air Force Association, 
among others. 

In addition to retirement reform, the 
NDAA focuses on sustaining the qual- 
ity of life of our military servicemem- 
bers, retirees, and their families. The 
legislation authorizes a 1.3-percent pay 
raise for members of the uniformed 
services in the grade O-6 and below. 
The bill authorizes $25 million to sup- 
port local educational agencies that 
serve military dependent children, and 
$5 million in impact aid for schools 
with military dependent children with 
severe disabilities. 

The NDAA includes many provisions 
to improve the military health care 
system and TRICARE. The legislation 
allows the TRICARE beneficiary up to 
four urgent care visits without making 
them get a preauthorization. It re- 
quires DOD to establish appointment 
access standards and wait-time goals, 
and if a patient can't get an appoint- 
ment within standards, the military 
hospital must offer an appointment in 
the TRICARE network. The legislation 
requires DOD to focus more on health 
care quality, patient safety, and bene- 
ficiary satisfaction by making them 
publish health outcome measures on 
their Web sites, and it requires a plan 
to improve the delivery of pediatric 
health care, especially for children 
with special needs. Furthermore, as 
military families frequently move from 
one location to another, their health 
care coverage must be seamless and 
portable, but too often families have to 
leap over several hurdles to get health 
care in a new location. This has to 
stop. We take care of that problem in 
this legislation. 

The NDAA also builds on the work of 
the past few years to prevent and re- 
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spond to military sexual assault. The 
legislation contains a number of provi- 
sions aimed at strengthening the au- 
thorities of special victims’ counsel to 
provide services to victims of sexual 
assault. The legislation also enhances 
confidential reporting options for vic- 
tims of sexual assault and increases ac- 
cess to timely disclosure of certain ma- 
terials and information in connection 
with the prosecution of offenses. 

This is a fiscally responsible NDAA. I 
have said that my top priority as 
chairman of the Senate Armed Serv- 
ices Committee is to repeal sequestra- 
tion and return to a strategy-driven de- 
fense budget. But I have also made 
clear that repealing sequestration 
must be accompanied by a vigorous ef- 
fort to root out and eliminate Pen- 
tagon waste. Given the fiscal con- 
straints and global challenges con- 
fronting our military, we simply can- 
not afford to waste precious defense 
dollars. 

Our committee identified over $10 
billion in excessive and unnecessary 
spending in the President’s budget re- 
quest: headquarters and administrative 
overhead, troubled information tech- 
nology programs, weapons systems 
that are over budget and underper- 
forming, among other items. The 
NDAA reinvests those savings in pro- 
viding critical military capabilities for 
our warfighters and meeting unfunded 
priorities of our service chiefs and 
combatant commanders. 

Even as challenges to maritime secu- 
rity increase in the Middle East and 
the western Pacific, our Navy remains 
well below its fleet-size requirement of 
306 ships. Moreover, our shipbuilding 
budget will experience even greater 
pressure at the end of this decade, as 
the Navy procures the replacement for 
the Ohio-class ballistic missile sub- 
marine. The NDAA directs savings 
identified in the budget request to ac- 
celerate Navy modernization and ship- 
building to mitigate the impacts of the 
Ohio-class replacement and to increase 
the Navy to meet rising threats. 

The legislation adds $800 million for 
additional advanced procurement for 
Virginia-class submarines, and $200 mil- 
lion for the next amphibious assault 
ship. The bill provides incremental 
funding authority for one additional 
Arleigh Burke-class destroyer. The bill 
accelerates the Navy LX(R) Amphib- 
ious Ship Program, shipbuilding for the 
afloat forward staging base, and pro- 
curement of the first landing craft util- 
ity replacement. 

The NDAA upgrades an additional 
guided missile destroyer with ballistic 
missile defense capability and funds 
advanced undersea payloads for sub- 
marines. 

Across the services, our military 
faces dangerous strike fighter capacity 
shortfalls. For example, we have seen 
delivery of the F-35 Joint Strike Fight- 
er fall well short of projections, even as 
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the Air Force has retired hundreds of 
aircraft. 

Indeed, the President’s budget re- 
quest proposed cutting the Air Force 
down to 49 fighter squadrons, of which 
less than half would be fully combat 
mission ready. The NDAA addresses 
these shortfalls, and it is all the more 
urgent in view of the ongoing and an- 
ticipated operations in Iraq and Syria 
against ISIL, as well as a potential 
delay of force withdrawals from Af- 
ghanistan. 

The NDAA fully restores the planned 
retirement of the A-10 aircraft. The Air 
Force itself has said in its posture 
statement this year: 

There was a time when the Air Force could 
trade some capacity in order to retain capa- 
bility. But we have reached the point where 
the two are inextricable; lose any more ca- 
pacity and the capability will cease to exist. 

The Armed Services Committee 
agrees. That is why divesting the A-10 
capability at this time incurs unac- 
ceptable risk in the capacity and readi- 
ness of the combat air forces without a 
suitable replacement available. The 
NDAA authorized procurement funding 
for 12 additional F-18 Super Hornets for 
the Navy and 6 additional F-35B Joint 
Strike Fighters for the Marine Corps. 
The legislation also procures an addi- 
tional 24 MQ-9 Reaper unmanned air- 
craft for the Air Force to support in- 
creased combatant commander require- 
ments for medium-altitude intelli- 
gence, surveillance, and reconciliation 


support. 
The committee was similarly con- 
cerned about munitions capacity 


across the services. So the NDAA adds 
funding for additional PAC-3 missiles 
for ballistic missile defense and addi- 
tional AMRAAM missiles. The legisla- 
tion also increases Tomahawk missile 
production to the minimum sustaining 
rate and procures TOW tube-launched, 
antitank missiles to mitigate short- 
falls for the Marine Corps. 

The NDAA supports modernization 
across the services. The legislation in- 
vests in lethality by enhancing the 
firepower of Stryker combat vehicles 
and increasing the survivability of the 
Apache attack helicopter against new 
threats. The NDAA fully supports the 
President’s request for the F-35 Joint 
Strike Fighter Program and provides 
all executable funding for the Long 
Range Strike Bomber Program. 

In addition, the legislation author- 
izes $6.1 billion for Virginia-class sub- 
marines, $3.5 billion for Arleigh Burke- 
class destroyers, and $1.4 billion for the 
Ohio-class replacement program. 

While the NDAA supports our mili- 
tary commanders’ most urgent prior- 
ities, the bill also contains rigorous 
oversight measures to prevent further 
cost growth in major acquisition pro- 
grams, including the F-35 Joint Strike 
Fighter, the Ford-class aircraft carrier, 
and a littoral combat ship. 

As adversaries seek to counter and 
thwart American military power, the 
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NDAA looks to the future and invests 
in the technologies that will maintain 
America’s military technological supe- 
riority. The NDAA provides $400 mil- 
lion in additional funding to support 
the so-called third offset strategy to 
outpace our emerging adversaries. The 
legislation funds a cyber vulnerability 
assessment, a new initiative to enable 
the services to begin evaluating all 
major weapons systems for cyber vul- 
nerabilities. It also increases invest- 
ment in six breakthrough technologies: 
cyber capabilities; low-cost, high-speed 
munitions; autonomous vehicles; un- 
dersea warfare; intelligence data ana- 
lytics; and directed energy. 

Similarly, our Nation has only begun 
to realize the potential of unmanned 
combat aircraft, especially in a mari- 
time environment. In the past 2 years, 
the Unmanned Combat Air System 
Demonstration Program, or UCAS-D, 
has achieved a number of historic 
firsts: the first carrier-based catapult 
launch, the first arrested landing on a 
carrier, the first cooperative oper- 
ations with manned aircraft aboard a 
carrier, and the first autonomous aer- 
ial refueling. 

The NDAA funds the remaining re- 
search and development work to be 
completed on UCAS-D, while directing 
the Secretary of Defense to develop 
competitive prototypes that move the 
Department toward a carrier-based, un- 
manned, long-range, low-observable, 
penetrating strike aircraft that can en- 
hance the capability of the carrier air 
wing to meet future threats. 

The NDAA supports our allies and 
partners with robust training and as- 
sistance initiatives. The legislation au- 
thorizes nearly $3.8 billion in support 
for the Afghan National Security 
Forces as they continue to defend their 
country and the gains of the last dec- 
ade against our common enemies. The 
legislation also authorizes the provi- 
sion of defensive lethal assistance to 
Ukraine to help it build combat capa- 
bility and defend its sovereign terri- 
tory. 

The legislation supports efforts by 
Lebanon and Jordan to secure their 
borders against ISIL, and it creates a 
new initiative to provide equipment, 
supplies, and training to Southeast 
Asian nations in order to support them 
in building maritime domain aware- 
ness capabilities and addressing grow- 
ing maritime sovereignty challenges in 
the South China Sea. 

Finally, this legislation contains a 
bipartisan compromise on how to ad- 
dress the challenge of the detention fa- 
cility at Guantanamo Bay. President 
Obama has said from day one of his 
Presidency that he wants to close 
Guantanamo Bay. But 6% years into 
his administration, the President of 
the United States has never provided a 
plan to do so. 

The NDAA would require the admin- 
istration to provide a comprehensive 
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plan to the Congress on how it intends 
to close Guantanamo, which would 
then have to be approved by both 
Houses of Congress. That plan would 
have to include a case-by-case deter- 
mination on the disposition of each de- 
tainee at Guantanamo Bay, including a 
discussion of the legal challenges of 
bringing detainees to the United States 
and any additional authorities that 
might be needed. 

The plan would also have to address 
how the Department would ensure the 
continued detention and intelligence 
collection from future combatants cap- 
tured under the laws of war. If such a 
plan is approved, the Congress would 
provide the President the authority to 
proceed with the closure of the facility. 
If the Congress does not approve the 
plan, nothing would change. The ban 
on domestic transfers would stay in 
force, and the certification standards 
for foreign transfers included in the 
NDAA would remain. 

This is an ambitious piece of legisla- 
tion. It recognizes that in order to en- 
sure that the Department of Defense is 
prepared to meet our present and fu- 
ture national security challenges, we 
must champion the cause of defense re- 
form, rigorously root out Pentagon 
waste, and invest in modernization and 
next-generation technologies to main- 
tain our military technological advan- 
tage. 

America has reached a key inflection 
point. The liberal world order that has 
been anchored by U.S. hard power for 
seven decades is being seriously 
stressed and with it the foundation of 
our security and prosperity. It does not 
have to be this way. We can choose a 
better future for ourselves but only if 
we make the right decisions now to set 
us on a better course. That is what this 
legislation is all about—living up to 
our constitutional duties to provide for 
the common defense, increasing the ef- 
fectiveness of our military, restoring 
America’s global leadership, and de- 
fending a liberal world order. 

This legislation is a small step to- 
ward accomplishing those goals. But it 
is an important step that the Congress 
must take now and take together. For 
53 consecutive years, Congress has 
passed a National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act. This year should be no dif- 
ferent. Iam hopeful that the bipartisan 
spirit that has carried this legislation 
for over half a century will prevail 
once again. 

Ultimately, we owe the brave men 
and women in uniform, many of whom 
are still in harm’s way around the 
world today, nothing less. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise to 
discuss the fiscal year 2016 national de- 
fense authorization bill, which was re- 
cently reported out of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee. 
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I want to begin by commending the 
chairman, Senator MCCAIN, for his ex- 
traordinary leadership. I also want to 
reflect—because both the Presiding Of- 
ficer, the Senator from Alaska, and I 
had the privilege of being with Senator 
MCCAIN in Vietnam last week—that to 
recognize firsthand the heroic service 
of CDR JOHN MCCAIN is to recognize an 
extraordinary individual whose service, 
whose sacrifice, whose valor, whose fi- 
delity to the principles of our military 
and to our Nation are virtually unique. 
But more important than that, it is to 
recognize that after observing the hor- 
rors and brutality of war, as few people 
have, he was able to summon the cour- 
age and the capacity to bring two 
countries together. Without Senator 
MCCAIN's active  participation—not 
alone but absolutely essential and per- 
haps the most essential part—the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and the 
Government of Vietnam would not 
have diplomatic relations today. We 
would not have been at a university in 
Vietnam listening to young people 
talking about their future—a future 
that is not clouded by war but has the 
opportunity for peace and prosperity, 
working with us and working with the 
world community. 

I can't think of any historical exam- 
ples of individuals working so hard to 
defeat each other, then so hard to em- 
brace each other, save, of course, Gen- 
eral Grant and General Lee. But I 
know the Senator would be offended by 
being compared to two West Point 
graduates, so I will simply say that he 
has made historic contributions to this 
country in so many ways. It is no sur- 
prise that he has taken the leadership 
of this committee and made a remark- 
able contribution. His vision to engage 
us in a strategic dialogue with some of 
the most sophisticated and experienced 
individuals in the country—Henry Kis- 
singer, Madeleine Albright, and a host 
of others—gave us the perspective to 
begin to look at the issues we face in a 
much more comprehensive and a much 
more thoughtful way. I have had the 
privilege of serving on the committee 
for many years. No one has done that. 
No one has set the stage so well. And 
then to bring our DOD witnesses to- 
gether in that context of both the stra- 
tegic vision and the operational budg- 
etary requirements was absolutely in- 
credible. All of this has made us better 
prepared on the committee to write 
this bill which is before us today. 

(Mr. SASSE assumed the Chair.) 

Let me also take a moment to thank 
the professional staff on both sides of 
the aisle. Their willingness to work to- 
gether to tackle the hard issues has 
been the key to this authorization bill. 
I thank them in advance because their 
work has just begun. The hours they 
will spend over the next several days to 
go through the significant number of 
amendments—all of that will be unno- 
ticed by many but appreciated cer- 
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tainly by me, the chairman, and all of 
us on the committee. Thank you. 

As the Senator from Arizona pointed 
out, this is basically a good bill. It has 
many provisions that were requested 
by the Department of Defense. It has 
many necessary reforms. The chairman 
has highlighted many of them. I think 
it will further our national security in 
many dimensions, and most impor- 
tantly it will provide the training, 
equipment, and support our men and 
women in uniform deserve. I will try to 
focus on some of these important de- 
velopments. 

However, there are some provisions 
in this bill that cause me concern—in- 
deed, grave concern. One problem, I 
fear, is the familiar, oft-debated, and 
very complicated challenge of Guanta- 
namo. While we have had some very 
carefully crafted compromise language 
in the bill, there are other provisions 
that reverse progress, particularly on 
the overseas transfer of detainees. 

We have a number of individuals who 
have been vetted for overseas trans- 
fer—not to the United States—that is 
not appropriate at this moment—but 
overseas. I think we have to continue 
that effort to repatriate these individ- 
uals outside of the United States, in 
areas in which their security and their 
activities can be appropriately mon- 
itored. I will spend a few more min- 
utes—and in a few minutes, I will dis- 
cuss an amendment that I may propose 
with respect. 

Despite all of these good provisions, 
however, I was ultimately unable to 
vote for the bill. After working closely 
and sincerely, with the leadership of 
the chairman, I am reluctantly unable 
to vote for the bill because at the 
heart, the funding mechanism to pro- 
vide a significant portion of the re- 
sources—$39 billion—is, I think, an 
unsustainable aspect of the legislation. 

As the Senator pointed out, the legis- 
lation before us does not end the Budg- 
et Control Act’s arbitrary caps on 
spending, and, as he also said, every 
major military official, every major 
senior defense official came and told 
us: We have to end the Budget Control 
Act caps and the prospect of sequestra- 
tion. We have not done that. 

What the bill does is adopt a device— 
some have said a gimmick—that uses 
the overseas spending account to fund 
base activities of the Department of 
Defense. As I have indicated and as the 
chairman has suggested, the one re- 
quest consistently received—in fact, 
just a few days ago, the commander of 
the Pacific forces indicated the same 
thing—is to end sequestration. We have 
not been able to do that. 

What the President’s budget did is he 
sent up a request for $38 billion above 
the budget cap levels in the base—not 
overseas defense spending but in the 
base. He requested $50.9 billion for con- 
tingency operations, overseas oper- 
ations. We have been funding overseas 
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operations since 9/11. This funding was 
designed to do what it suggests in the 
title. We have forces deployed overseas 
in combat, in contact with our en- 
emies—Afghanistan, Iraq, and else- 
where—and this funding was to provide 
for those forces and indirectly for our 
supporting mechanisms, but the key 
was to support these forces overseas. 

Now what we have done—and it was 
done because we were unable to elimi- 
nate the budget caps under the Budget 
Control Act—is we have taken this 
OCO account and we have grossed it up 
dramatically. 

This approach has several problems. 
First, it doesn’t solve—in fact, in some 
cases it complicates the DOD’s budget 
problems. OCO, as I said, was created 
and should be used for war costs only. 
OCO has limits and restrictions. There 
are very strict rules that have to be 
followed. It is not flexible funds that 
can be moved around at will. 

Defense budgeting needs to be based 
on a long-term military strategy, 
which requires the DOD to focus at 
least 5 years ahead. OCO money is 1- 
year money. It is just this year. There 
is no commitment statutorily that it 
will be available. There is no presump- 
tion, because it is in the base, that it 
will be the starting point of discussions 
for the next budget. Frankly and obvi- 
ously, we cannot fight a multigenera- 
tional war with l-year money. And we 
are in a multigenerational conflict. It 
has been more than a decade since we 
started our efforts in the wake of 9/11, 
and we have challenges that will not 
resolve themselves in a year. To adopt 
a major part of our budget, roughly $39 
billion, as one-time—supposedly—funds 
is not a wise, sensible, and appropriate 
way to fund our security going for- 
ward. 

Another aspect is it doesn’t reduce 
the deficit; it adds to the deficit. This 
is all deficit funding, so this is not a 
way to avoid tough decisions about 
how we are going to deal with our def- 
icit. 

It also does not reach other vital as- 
pects of national security that are 
housed in domestic agencies which are 
also critical for our national defense— 
the FBI, Homeland Security, the Coast 
Guard. All of these agencies contribute 
dramatically to our national defense. 
In fact, particularly with the threat of 
“lone wolves”—and that is increas- 
ingly more of a concern to all of us— 
these agencies play an even more sig- 
nificant role in our overall national se- 
curity. When you are talking about a 
national security strategy, it is not 
just the Department of Defense; it is 
the Department of State and it is en- 
gagement overseas. 

Again, aS we were in Vietnam, we 
were talking to the Defense Minister, 
and one of his key priorities is a 
project to eliminate toxins in Bien Hoa 
airfield, an airfield we used extensively 
in Vietnam. To him, that would be a 
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hugely significant indication of our 
support for their efforts. That is not 
funded through the Department of De- 
fense; that would be principally funded 
through the AID. And you could go on 
and on. 

The approach we offer in the bill does 
not go to the heart of the problem that 
faces the Department of Defense and 
every other Federal agency, and that is 
the BCA caps and the steep cuts that 
will come into effect if sequestration is 
invoked. That is the heart of the mat- 
ter. I offered an amendment in com- 
mittee to address this problem, and un- 
fortunately it failed. That was one of 
the reasons I reluctantly—very reluc- 
tantly—chose not to support the bill, 
because there are so many, as the 
chairman indicated and as I will indi- 
cate, important provisions in this bill. 

What I tried to do was to say: Let’s 
leave this money on the books, but 
let’s fence it off until we can fix the 
real problem, which is the Budget Con- 
trol Act and sequestration, which af- 
fects defense and nondefense alike. 

In the context of this floor debate, I 
hope to be able to once again rejoin 
that issue and ask my colleagues to 
recognize the heart of the matter—not 
the consequences affecting defense but 
the heart of the matter, which is the 
Budget Control Act. 

As I said, this is a bill with many 
laudatory provisions reflecting in large 
part bipartisan cooperation. Some of 
them have been discussed by the chair- 
man, but I would also like to mention 
them. 

The bill provides key funding and au- 
thorities for the two major U.S.-led co- 
alition operations: the mission in Af- 
ghanistan and the counter-ISIS coali- 
tion in Iraq and Syria. Critical to both 
of these operations are our efforts to 
build the capacities of our partner na- 
tions. 

With regard to Afghanistan, the bill 
includes the full $3.8 billion requested 
by the President to support the Afghan 
army, police, and other security forces 
fighting to secure the hard-fought 
gains of the past decade and to ensure 
that Afghanistan does not once again 
become a safe haven for Al Qaeda or 
other terrorist groups seeking to at- 
tack America. 

The bill would also increase the total 
number of visas for the Afghan Special 
Immigrant Visa Program by 3,000, pro- 
viding a path to safety for Afghans who 
have put themselves at risk by serving 
as translators or otherwise helping our 
coalition efforts. 

For coalition efforts against ISIS, 
the bill provides additional funding for 
training and equipping the Iraqi secu- 
rity forces and other associated forces 
in Iraq, including the Kurdish 
Peshmerga and Sunni tribes, who are 
confronting the threat of ISIS in heav- 
ily contested Anbar Province and in 
other parts of Iraq. It includes $80 mil- 
lion for the Office of Security Coopera- 
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tion in Iraq. It also provides an addi- 
tional $600 million for the Syria Train 
and Equip Fund, to build the capabili- 
ties of a vetted, moderate opposition to 
fight ISIS in Syria. Additionally, $125 
million is authorized to reimburse Leb- 
anon and Jordan for operations that 
help secure their borders against ISIS. 

The bill includes funding for an ini- 
tiative to expand the U.S. military 
presence and exercises in Eastern Eu- 
rope, reassuring allies and countering 
the threat of hybrid warfare tactics 
like those used by Russia in the Crimea 
and eastern Ukraine. The bill also au- 
thorizes additional military assistance 
for Ukraine—including lethal assist- 
ance—to build the capabilities of 
Ukrainian security forces to defend 
against further aggression and 
ceasefire violations by Russian-backed 
separatist forces. 

With respect to counternarcotics, 
which is another national security 
threat, the bill expands an existing au- 
thority to permit counternarcotics as- 
sistance to the Governments of Kenya, 
Tanzania, and Somalia. This expansion 
would allow for additional nonlethal 
assistance to those nations as they 
combat illicit trafficking in the region. 
In Latin America, the bill would pro- 
vide assistance to support the unified 
counterdrug and counterterrorism 
campaign of the Government of Colom- 
bia. This assistance remains a key ele- 
ment of our bilateral security oper- 
ation in Colombia and enables the com- 
mander of SOUTHCOM to provide crit- 
ical enabling support upon request. 

The bill also provides an additional 
$50 million to address unfunded prior- 
ities identified by SOUTHCOM, includ- 
ing intelligence, surveillance, and re- 
connaissance, as well as maritime 
interdiction support operations in Cen- 
tral America. 

As the chairman indicated, the bill 
adds over $400 million in additional 
readiness funding for the military serv- 
ices across all branches, Active, Guard, 
and Reserve. These increases will pro- 
vide resources for crucial programs 
aimed at improving our military readi- 
ness in many areas, including depot 


readiness, flying operations, cyber 
training, reducing insider threat at- 
tacks, behavioral health counseling, 


and other important programs. 

With respect to our nuclear deter- 
rence, the committee bill fully author- 
izes the program for modernizing our 
triad of sea, ground, and airborne plat- 
forms. The last B-52 was produced in 
the 1960s, and by the time the Long- 
Range Strike Bomber, its replacement, 
begins to be fielded in the mid-2020s, 
the B-52 will be flown in some cases by 
the grandchildren of its first pilots. 

Turning to the undersea deterrent, 
the current Ohio-class submarine, 
which will ultimately carry upward of 
two-thirds of our strategic arsenal, is 
to be replaced by the Ohio replacement 
submarine. If we are to maintain a sea- 
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based deterrent, the current Ohio fleet 
of 14 subs must be replaced starting in 
2027 due to the potential for hull fa- 
tigue. By then, the first Ohio sub will 
be 46 years old—the oldest submarine 
to have sailed in our Navy in its his- 
tory. 

Now, the third aspect of our triad— 
those of our land-based ICBMs—will 
not need to be replaced until the 2030 
timeframe. We have authorized a con- 
cept development for replacement of 
this most responsive leg of the triad 
which acts as a counterbalance to Rus- 
sian ICBMs. 

As Secretary Carter noted in his con- 
firmation hearing, our nuclear deter- 
rence forms the bedrock of our defense 
policy. This is an essential mission 
which must not be neglected. 

In the area of technology and innova- 
tion, I am pleased this bill takes a 
number of steps to ensure that DOD 
has access to the most innovative 
minds in the private sector and to 
strengthen DOD’s in-house labora- 
tories. It significantly increases fund- 
ing for university research programs as 
well as authorizing $400 million to sup- 
port Secretary Carter’s efforts to iden- 
tify and fund new technologies that 
will help offset the advancing military 
capabilities of peer nations, invest in 
technologies such as lasers, unmanned 
systems, and undersea warfare. 

The bill also supports the DOD’s lab- 
oratory enterprise by improving their 
ability to attract and hire the world’s 
best and brightest scientists and engi- 
neers. These labs help DOD act as 
smart buyers and builders of the most 
advanced weapon systems on the plan- 
et and are often underappreciated for 
their endeavors. 

It also improves their ability to build 
world-class modern research infra- 
structure, encourages them to hire se- 
lected students from friendly foreign 
nations, and strengthens their ability 
to partner with industry, allowing 
small businesses to have access to the 
great intellectual property coming 
from DOD labs, as well as access to 
their research and technical equip- 
ment. I believe these policy changes 
and funding increases will continue to 
strengthen the technological domi- 
nance of our military forces while re- 
ducing the costs to build and maintain 
weapon systems in the future. 

There are also specific recommenda- 
tions on hardware programs that will 
help the Department to improve man- 
agement and cope with shortfalls, such 
as providing an additional 12 F-18 
Super Hornets for the Navy and an ad- 
ditional 6 F-35B aircraft for the Marine 
Corps. These aircraft will help deal 
with the Department of Navy shortfall 
in strike fighter aircraft. 

It adds $800 million in Virginia-class 
advance procurement to provide flexi- 
bility to begin building Virginia-class 
boats with the enhanced payload mod- 
ule as soon as that version is ready for 
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production and to help mitigate pres- 
sure on shipbuilding funds coming from 
the Ohio-class replacement program. 

It accelerates several other ship pro- 
grams, including amphibious assault 
ships, the dock landing ship replace- 
ment, the next afloat forward staging 
base, the new salvage ship/fleet tug re- 
placement, and the landing craft util- 
ity replacement. 

As the chairman indicated, this bill 
also includes critical authorities for 
our men and women in uniform. They 
are the heart and soul of our military. 
All the equipment in the world, as so- 
phisticated as it is, will not make the 
difference that the young men and 
women who wear the uniform of the 
United States make each and every 
day. So this bill includes a 1.3-percent 
pay raise for most servicemembers, the 
reauthorization of over 30 types of bo- 
nuses and special pays to encourage en- 
listment and reenlistment in the mili- 
tary, and funds to provide health care 
to the force, retirees, and their fami- 
lies. 

Notably, this bill includes important 
benefit and compensation reforms ei- 
ther requested by the Department or 
recommended by the Military Com- 
pensation and Retirement Moderniza- 
tion Commission that helps to ensure 
the long-term viability of the all-vol- 
unteer force. 

For example, the bill includes a new 
retirement system for servicemembers 
joining after January 1, 2018, as rec- 
ommended by the Commission, which 
grandfathers in the current force. For 
most servicemembers, this new system 
will provide a greater benefit at less 
cost to the government and will ad- 
dress perhaps the grossest inequity of 
the current system, as highlighted by 
the chairman—the fact that 83 percent 
of all servicemembers leave military 
service with no retirement benefits at 
all. This is especially challenging, dif- 
ficult, and in some cases even galling 
for those who have deployed multiple 
times and leave the service simply be- 
cause they cannot endure the strain 
any longer. We essentially ask them to 
choose between retirement benefits or 
their mental health or the unity of 
their family. Under the new system 
contained in our bill, anyone who com- 
pletes 2 years of service will be eligible 
to walk away with something. 

Notably, the bill does not include the 
overall TRICARE system recommended 
by the Commission. We have heard 
from the President with respect to 
TRICARE and agree these rec- 
ommendations require more study. 
These reforms are vital. In a budget- 
constrained environment, with hard 
spending caps, it is critical we strike 
the right balance between a military 
compensation package that provides a 
high quality of life for military fami- 
lies and training and modernization 
funding that provides a high quality of 
service and a ready force. 
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As senior Department officials have 
testified, if we don't have enough 
money to provide our troops the latest 
technology and the training they need, 
we are doing them a disservice. When 
we send them into harm's way under 
these conditions, that disservice quick- 
ly translates into a breach of trust. 

The Department has assumed ap- 
proximately $1.7 billion in savings in 
its 2016 budget relating to these benefit 
proposals and $25.4 billion over the en- 
tire FYDP. The committee supported 
these proposals and has redirected that 
funding to readiness and modernization 
accounts to restore those deficits. Dif- 
ficult choices need to be made and this 
bill makes them. We might not yet 
have it perfectly right, but as we move 
through the legislative year, we will 
continue to work to ensure that we pay 
our servicemembers a fair wage while 
delivering the training and equipment 
necessary to succeed. 

This bill begins a process, long over- 
due, for reviewing different options, for 
example, for providing the commissary 
benefit to our servicemembers—an- 
other important aspect of quality of 
life. Included in one of these options is 
at least the consideration of privatiza- 
tion. I understand some Members may 
have some difficulty supporting these 
provisions, but the bill simply requires 
a number of studies to generate and 
evaluate new ideas, and a pilot pro- 
gram to test them, without requiring 
the actual privatization of the system. 
This is an experiment which I think is 
worth conducting, and I believe the 
chairman's leadership on this point 
was extraordinarily valuable. 

The bill also addresses the Depart- 
ment's management of its civilian 
workforce in two ways—one of which I 
agree with and one of which I will raise 
some questions. We have long heard 
from the Department that it lacks cer- 
tain authorities to effectively manage 
its civilian workforce. This bill in- 
cludes new authorities which will en- 
able civilian managers to more effec- 
tively retain their best performing em- 
ployees while divesting their poorest. 
These reforms, while painful for some, 
are sensible and necessary. 

However, this bill also mandates a 
management headquarters reduction of 
7.5 percent in 2016 and 30 percent over 4 
years. I am concerned that such deep, 
and at this point generalized, cuts to 
the civilian workforce may create 
more problems than it will solve. I am 
hoping we can take a more careful ap- 
proach to headquarters reform and 
look forward to working with my col- 
leagues on this issue aS we move 
through the floor and through the con- 
ference to final passage. 

Again, as the chairman highlighted, 
this bill also contains roughly 50 provi- 
sions on acquisition reform, and I com- 
mend the chairman for his efforts. The 
provisions will help streamline acquisi- 
tion processes, allow DOD to access 
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commercial and small businesses, and 
improve the acquisition workforce. 
They build on the successes of the re- 
forms led by Chairman MCCAIN and 
Chairman Levin in the Weapons Sys- 
tem Acquisition Reform Act of 2009. 

I did have concerns about one provi- 
sion in this area, and I thank the chair- 
man for working with me to address it. 
I am sure we will be continuing this 
discussion of acquisition reform 
throughout the year and in the future. 
I expect the Department of Defense 
will have concerns over some of the 
provisions as well, so I look forward to 
working with the chairman and solic- 
iting the best advice from acquisition 
experts in the government and indus- 
try so we can continue to improve our 
stewardship of taxpayer dollars and de- 
liver the best technologies to our fight- 
ing forces. 

Now, let me turn to an area of con- 
cern which the chairman has high- 
lighted and on which I may be offering 
an amendment; that is, Guantanamo. 
Over the past few years, the Senate 
Committee on Armed Services has led 
the way on Guantanamo-related issues, 
giving careful consideration to our de- 
tention policies and finding bipartisan 
solutions. 

In certain ways, this bill continues 
that tradition of bipartisan progress on 
Guantanamo issues. For example, it in- 
cludes the authority, carried in our bill 
over the last 2 years, for the Secretary 
of Defense to approve the temporary 
transfer of Guantanamo detainees to a 
military medical facility in the conti- 
nental United States to provide med- 
ical treatment in a life-threatening 
emergency, when that treatment can- 
not be provided on-island without un- 
reasonable or excessive cost. The de- 
tainee would be required to return to 
Guantanamo at the conclusion of the 
medical treatment. 

Most importantly, the bill contains a 
provision that would clear a path for 
closing Guantanamo, including the op- 
tion of bringing detainees to the 
United States for detention, civil trial, 
and incarceration. Under this ap- 
proach, the current prohibitions on 
Guantanamo transfers to the United 
States would remain in place until the 
President submits to Congress a de- 
tailed plan on the disposition of these 
detainees and Congress votes, under ex- 
pedited procedures, to approve that 
plan. If Congress approves the plan, the 
bans on transfers to the United States 
would be lifted and the President would 
have the authority to implement this 
plan for closing Guantanamo. 

I particularly want to thank Chair- 
man MCCAIN and Senator MANCHIN, 
who worked closely to craft this com- 
promise, which was approved by a sig- 
nificant vote in the committee—19 to 7. 
This is an example of bipartisan work 
at its best. 

At the same time, on other Guanta- 
namo policies, I must note they take 
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us backward. This is particularly the 
case with regard to overseas transfers 
of Guantanamo detainees—not trans- 
fers into the United States but to third 
countries. In the fiscal year 2014 Na- 
tional Defense Act, the committee’s bi- 
partisan efforts resulted in real 
progress on overseas transfers, grant- 
ing the Secretary of Defense more 
flexible and streamlined authorities for 
overseas transfers of detainees, con- 
sistent with our national security in- 
terests and with measures to substan- 
tially mitigate the risk of Guantanamo 
detainees reengaging in terrorist ac- 
tivities. 

Unfortunately, the bill before us 
today would undo that progress and re- 
impose restrictions which date back to 
2013 that include a burdensome check- 
list of certifications that the Secretary 
of Defense would be required to fulfill 
for any overseas transfers and a prohi- 
bition on transfers to any country 
where there was a prior case of de- 
tainee recidivism. 

These provisions make it nearly im- 
possible to transfer Guantanamo de- 
tainees overseas to a third-party coun- 
try. In fact, during the 3 years these 
certifications were previously in place, 
no detainees were transferred under 
these certification restrictions. During 
this period, a total of 11 detainees were 
transferred out of Guantanamo over- 
seas, 6 under an existing national secu- 
rity waiver and 5 under an exception 
for court-ordered transfers. This is a 
fraction of the over 30 detainees who 
have been transferred under the more 
recent 2014 transfer authority. 

These backward-looking restrictions 
on overseas transfers create an unnec- 
essary roadblock for disposing of the 57 
detainees currently at Guantanamo 
who have been approved for overseas 
transfer, most of whom were approved 
nearly 5 years ago. My hope is that we 
can work with our colleagues across 
the aisle to craft a compromise that 
brings us more in line with present 
law. 

Finally, I wish to discuss more in- 
depth the reason I was unable to sup- 
port the committee’s bill and why I 
think we need to have a very serious 
debate on the underlying financing of 
this legislation. 

Our national defense decisions should 
be based on actual needs, not on spend- 
ing caps and ways around the spending 
caps that don’t change the BCA but 
simply use a device—some have labeled 
a gimmick—to get us money, not to fix 
the fundamental problem but to get us 
money. 

The President’s fiscal year budget 
2016 requested $38 billion above the 
Budget Control Act spending caps. Sen- 
ator MCCAIN and I wrote a letter to the 
Budget Committee that also asked to 
go above those budget caps because we 
understand the best approach is to put 
within the base funding of the Depart- 
ment of Defense those functions which 
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are essential, not just to the year-to- 
year operations but to the long-term 
operations of the Department of De- 
fense and to our long-term national se- 
curity. The President requested this 
$38 billion be authorized as part of the 
base budget. 

The request from the President also 
contained—as Presidential requests 
have contained since 2001-2002—OCO 
funding; OCO funding being for those 
unique, we hope, one-of or at least 
yearly expenditures that we have to 
make with respect to current oper- 
ations overseas. That is why this is 
called the Overseas Contingency Oper- 
ations. For some time now, the Presi- 
dent and all of our Secretaries—Sec- 
retary Carter, Secretary Hagel, Sec- 
retary Gates, Secretary Panetta, and 
Secretary Hagel—have implored Con- 
gress to end the damaging effects of 
the Budget Control Act’s sequester and 
spending caps. However, this bill, fol- 
lowing the budget resolution, does not 
clearly address the BCA issue. Instead, 
it turns to this OCO fund. This mark 
transfers $39 billion from the base 
budget to the Overseas Contingency 
Operations budget, leaving the base at, 
surprisingly, the BCA level, and it 
raises several concerns. I mentioned 
these concerns, but let me mention 
them again. 

First, adding funds to OCO does not 
solve, and actually complicates, the 
DOD’s budgetary problems. Defense 
budgeting needs to be based on our 
long-term military strategy, which re- 
quires DOD to plan at least 5 years 
ahead. When you are doing technology 
innovation, when you are investing in 
programs that are not going to come 
off the shelf in 6 months, you can’t rely 
on l-year money. It doesn’t provide 
DOD the certainty and stability it 
needs. It has to have money in the 
base. 

This instability can undercut the mo- 
rale of our troops and their families. If 
vital programs are subject to year-to- 
year appropriations, if they are not 
considered to be the norm, if they are 
not where we begin but are sort of put 
in at the end, that affects the morale 
and confidence of our military. 

It also affects our defense industry 
partners. If their funding is in the cat- 
egory of Overseas Contingency Oper- 
ations, that is less certain to them 
than money that is in the base and will 
likely remain in the base for 5 years or 
beyond that they need. 

Then, the second aspect of this is 
that our national security is more than 
just the Department of Defense. The 
Department of Defense is critical. Ask 
Americans: Where does our national 
defense come from? Well, it is those 
men and women in uniform. That is ab- 
solutely true. But we need domestic 
agencies. We can’t defend the home- 
land without the FBI, which is funded 
through the Department of Justice, 
which will not have access—direct ac- 
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cess—in the way we are proposing, to 
OCO or the Transportation Security 
Administration that screens individ- 
uals coming in or Customs that addi- 
tionally screens people or the Coast 
Guard. All of these are in the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security. 

Furthermore, without adequate sup- 
port for the State Department, then we 
can’t present the kind of comprehen- 
sive approach overseas to national se- 
curity issues that are essential to suc- 
cess. Gen. James Mattis, whom the 
chairman and I both know, said: “If 
you don’t fund the State Department 
fully, then I need to buy more ammuni- 
tion.” 

There is a symbiotic relationship be- 
tween our diplomatic activities, our 
national defense activities, our law en- 
forcement activities, and our Treasury 
activities, because if we are truly to in- 
terrupt these terrorist networks, we 
have to go after their financing. That 
is done through the Department of 
Treasury. This whole-of-government 
approach to national security has to be 
recognized, and it is not recognized if 
we allow the Budget Control Act to 
continue to be operational on the non- 
defense side but avoid it on the defense 
side because we have access to the 
overseas contingency fund. 

Also, I think we are going to see 
going forward, as we have seen before— 
and we are saying this OCO funding is 
for 1 year. But I think we are doing a 
little bit of a wink-wink, don't worry; 
we are not going to pull $40 billion out 
of the Defense bill in the 2017 budget. 
We couldn't do that. What we are 
doing, though, is we are sort of inviting 
the ingenious use of OCO funding in the 
years ahead, and I think we will see in- 
creasingly more esoteric and exotic 
things in OCO funding because that is 
where the money is. 

If you have a program that you need 
to get funded and it has a connection 
to Defense—and in some cases doesn't 
even need to be Defense. Senator 
MCCAIN and I were chatting at the 
hearing about the significant amount 
of medical research run through the 
Department of Defense. One reason is 
because there was money available 
back in the 1980s for defense spending 
that wasn’t available on the domestic 
side, and that funding found its way 
into Defense. 

So I think there are several reasons 
we have to take a different approach. 
My approach in the committee was, I 
thought, straightforward. The Presi- 
dent recognizes we need these re- 
sources for national defense. We recog- 
nize we need the resources for national 
defense, but I believe we should budget 
honestly and directly, and initially 
that was our approach in the Budget 
Committee. Let’s put it in the base, 
and let’s take the President’s $50 bil- 
lion—which is the best estimate by the 
Department of Defense of what we real- 
ly need for overseas contingency—and 
let’s do that. 
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So my proposal is certainly just to 
fence the additional OCO funds until 
we could, in fact, collectively, as a 
Congress—what we have to do and what 
so many people on both sides have ar- 
gued—until we could repeal, reform, 
modify, extend the Budget Control Act, 
much as we did through the great ef- 
forts of Senator MURRAY and Congress- 
man PAUL RYAN, which gave us the 
head room to actually pass legisla- 
tion—not just the Department of De- 
fense but other agencies—that allowed 
us to continue the work of the govern- 
ment and allowed us to protect the Na- 
tion. My proposal in committee did not 
succeed, but I would renew that re- 
quest. 

I think we have made great progress 
in the legislation. I think the last step 
is to get us to a position where we have 
essentially recognized that the BCA 
caps and sequestration have to be 
eliminated. 

I would conclude by commending the 
chairman for all he has done to get us 
here, but, second, to repeat what has 
been said to us by every military lead- 
er. What is their first request? It 
wasn’t for more OCO money. Their first 
request was to eliminate the BCA caps, 
eliminate the threat of sequestration. I 
think we have to do this, and I think 
we can start this process now. In fact, 
I would say that if we don’t start this 
process now, if we don’t send a strong 
signal—and my proposal would send 
that strong signal—then I am afraid we 
will just be victims of the calendar. Be- 
fore we get to the BCA, we will have 
tough choices to make about this bill 
that we don’t have to. 

So I urge consideration when the 
amendment comes up. 

I yield back to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Rhode Island, my 
friend Senator REED, for his thoughtful 
analysis of the legislation before us. 
Again, it has been not only a pleasure 
but an honor for me to have the oppor- 
tunity to work with him on the issues 
that are so important to our Nation— 
none more important. 

Iam told by the majority leader that 
he would like to have this legislation 
completed by the end of next week. 
That means we have a lot of work to 
do. We already have a number of 
amendments that have been filed. I 
would ask my colleagues to have their 
amendments in, hopefully, by, say, to- 
morrow afternoon, when the Senator 
from Rhode Island and I will ask unani- 
mous consent that no further amend- 
ments be considered. We want to give 
every Senator an opportunity to have 
their amendments thoroughly vetted 
and debated and voted on, if that is 
their desire. That means we have a lot 
of work to do. I think we will be con- 
sidering an amendment this afternoon 
from Senator PORTMAN, and we would 
like to move forward from there. 
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So I ask the indulgence of my col- 
leagues that if they do want debate and 
a vote on their amendments, that they 
be prepared to come to the floor to do 
so. Again, on filing of amendments, we 
would like to have all pending amend- 
ments in, in the next 24 hours, so we 
can have a finite number of amend- 
ments for the legislation that is pend- 
ing today. 

I thank all of my colleagues for their 
cooperation. We look forward to discus- 
sion and debate and, I am sure, will 
come out with a better result. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I agree 
with the Senator from Rhode Island, 
Mr. REED, the ranking member. There 
is a lot of good stuff in here, but there 
is budgetary fakery in here. I want to, 
in my words, describe this budgetary 
fakery. But before I do, I want to com- 
mend the chairman, Senator MCCAIN, 
and Senator REED for how they have 
conducted the committee. I thank 
them for their professionalism. They 
show how two leaders of opposite par- 
ties can get along, and Lord knows we 
need a lot more of that around here. 

But for this budgetary issue, Senator 
REED and I would be voting for this on 
the final passage coming out of the 
committee. I, too, will be supporting 
Senator REED’s amendment to try to 
straighten out some of this budgetary 
trickery. Let me say that in front of 
our committee, we have had general 
after general and admiral after admiral 
and the top enlisted folks come in and 
say that sequestration is harming the 
national security of this country. When 
we do that, it puts us at a risk that the 
American people would find intolerable 
if they knew what was going on. Now, 
let me see if, in my words, I can de- 
scribe what this is. 

After Senator MURRAY and Congress- 
man RYAN put together a bipartisan 
budget—and for 2 years this artificial 
ceiling, like a meat-ax approach, se- 
questration, across the board was en- 
acted to be implemented over the next 
several years, not a budgetary strategy 
of program by program but a meat-ax 
approach across the board, regardless 
of the importance of the program. 

Their bipartisan budget lifted that 
for 2 years. We are at the end of that 2- 
year period, so that sequestration is 
kicking back in. That is why we need 
to get rid of it. We need to get rid of it 
not only for defense but nondefense as 
well. I will talk about that in a second. 
But in defense, it now kicks in and lim- 
its the overall spending for the Depart- 
ment of Defense. But we know we have 
to spend more than that. 

So this defense bill, which Senator 
REED and I voted against, takes oper- 
ational and readiness funds out of the 
Department of Defense request, which 
is a major part of the defense of the 
country. You want your troops to be 
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operationally ready so that we can 
fight two wars if we have to simulta- 
neously. But they take that money— 
that funding—out of the defense budg- 
et, and they put it over here in this 
special account that is not counted 
against the budget caps, which is an 
account for conducting the war origi- 
nally in Iraq, then Afghanistan, and 
primarily for purposes of funding Af- 
ghanistan now. 

As Senator REED has very appro- 
priately and accurately discussed, if 
you do that, first of all, this is nothing 
but budgetary fakery to meet an arbi- 
trary cap on budgets, because you are 
spending a lot more than that ceiling. 
You are just spending it over here on 
something that is off budget, and the 
total amount that is moved over is 
about $39 billion. In that account, 
there is approximately $50 billion al- 
ready for conducting the war in Af- 
ghanistan. But now we are going to 
take operational readiness for the en- 
tire Department of Defense and pull it 
over here. 

If we are going to be straight with 
what we are spending so that we really 
know what we are spending, why don't 
we keep it in the budget and let the 
total budget rise instead of having an 
artificial ceiling so we know what we 
are spending? Senator REED is con- 
cerned that if you do that and you are 
spending it over here, then in future 
years, as this continues to stay there, 
we are not going to be able to show 
that operational readiness is some- 
thing that ought to be a normal part of 
the funding of the Department of De- 
fense, as it has been for years and 
years. 

That is basically what is going on. 
Military strategy is not just dependent 
on defense spending, but it is also de- 
pendent upon nondefense national se- 
curity spending, which at this point is 
not even being addressed. What will the 
generals and the admirals tell you? 
They will tell you that a strong na- 
tional economy is one of the most im- 
portant of all the strengths of our 
country to be able to project American 
military strength. And as a result, if 
we continue to budget like this, not 
only in defense but in nondefense as 
well, in nondefense areas that directly 
affect defense—I mean the Coast 
Guard, the CIA, the FBI, the DEA, Cus- 
toms and Border Protection, air traffic 
control, TSA—then all of these areas in 
the Federal Government are going to 
be under this artificial meat-ax ap- 
proach of cutting across the board, and 
all of those agencies directly affect the 
national security. 

So what we have been doing is artifi- 
cially avoiding what is the obvious. It 
is sequestration. It is this meat-ax cut 
across the board. I want us, as we dis- 
cuss this budget—now highlighted first 
by Senator REED—to start talking 
about how we are going to get rid of 
the sequester. We did it in the bipar- 
tisan Murray-Ryan budget over 2 years 
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ago. We need to do it again. Otherwise, 
we are going to be wasting our time 
working on bills that at the end of the 
day may well not get the 60 votes to 
proceed to final passage or we will have 
a veto by the President. So we need to 
fix the budget caps for defense and non- 
defense spending. If we have bleeding 
in an artery, we do not need a Band- 
Aid. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

USA FREEDOM ACT 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, yes- 
terday we passed the USA FREEDOM 
Act, and it was quickly signed by our 
President because it was so important 
to put it into place. It contained two 
items that I want to draw particular 
attention to. One is that there should 
be no secret spying on U.S. citizens 
here in the United States of America. 
The second is that there should be no 
secret laws here in the United States of 
America. 

These two items are very closely con- 
nected together. Our Nation was found- 
ed upon the principles of liberty and 
freedom. Fundamental to the exercise 
of those principles is the right to pri- 
vacy, to be free from unreasonable in- 
trusions. This right is central to all 
other rights protected in the Constitu- 
tion, especially to the freedom of 
speech, the freedom of assembly, and 
the freedom to petition our Govern- 
ment. 

Our sense of privacy and to be secure 
in our homes and secure with our 
records goes back to common law in 
England. It was in 1767 that the Earl of 
Chatham, when he was debating the 
cider tax, said: 

The poorest man may in his cottage bid de- 
fiance to all the forces of the Crown. [His 
cottage] may be frail, its roof may shake; 
the wind may blow through it; the storms 
may enter, the rain may enter, but the King 
of England cannot enter. 

Certainly, that is the spirit that in- 
fused the Fourth Amendment of our 
Constitution. That amendment says: 
“The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and ef- 
fects, against unreasonable searches 
and seizures, shall not be violated. . .” 

We need to ensure that our security 
apparatus, our law enforcement, and 
our intelligence officers have the tools 
they need to enact the efforts to keep 
America secure. But in the process, we 
cannot sacrifice our constitutional 
rights as American citizens. There 
should be no secret spying on Ameri- 
cans and no secret law in a democracy. 
So how did we end up in that place— 
the place that I am so glad we took a 
major stride toward remedying yester- 
day? 

It goes back to section 215 of the PA- 
TRIOT Act. This Act was passed after 
the attacks on 9/11. I was not here in 
the Senate, but it said that our govern- 
ment can access business records or 
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tangible things if it shows that there is 
a statement of facts showing that there 
are reasonable grounds to believe that 
those things are relevant to an author- 
ized investigation. 

That certainly mimics the second 
half of the Fourth Amendment, which 
goes on to say that ‘‘no Warrants shall 
issue, but upon probable cause, sup- 
ported by Oath or affirmation, and par- 
ticularly describing the place to be 
searched, and the persons or things to 
be seized.” 

The responsibility of the government 
was to prepare a statement of facts, 
and those statements of facts had to 
show reasonable grounds and had to 
show that the things sought were rel- 
evant to an authorized investigation. 
Each one of those words had a signifi- 
cant influence in constraining the po- 
tential for the government to collect 
business records or, particularly, as we 
came to learn, to collect phone records 
on American citizens. However, a prob- 
lem developed, and that is that a secret 
court was created here in America, a 
secret court called the FISA Court, or 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court. That secret court could inter- 
pret the common language of the law, 
and its interpretations were not dis- 
closed to the U.S. public. So in that 
process of taking the language of the 
law that has a clear set of standards 
and then interpreting it, the court cre- 
ated secret law—secret law that was 
not disclosed to the citizens of the 
United States. 

This is an enormous risk to democ- 
racy—a court with no scrutiny and, 
quite tragically, no presentation of op- 
posing views from the position pre- 
sented by the government. What kind 
of court is it that allows no presen- 
tation of an opposing view to the view 
of the government? That is a court 
that can create tyranny of the govern- 
ment by secretly reinterpreting the 
plain language of the law. That is ex- 
actly what happened. 

Let’s think about how this then went 
forward. Back in December 2012, I pro- 
posed an amendment, and that amend- 
ment said that there can be no secret 
law in America; that if the FISA Court 
makes an interpretation of terms, that 
interpretation of those terms has to be 
made public. 

Here we have a representation of the 
importance of shining a light on that 
secret court, disclosing to the public 
how it interprets the law and thereby 
changes the meaning of the law. And 
what did this court do? This court 
tipped those terms and said ‘‘authorize 
investigation.” That can mean any- 
thing that happens in the future, 
which, of course, makes that term 
meaningless. It means that there is no 
authorized investigation. It is just a 
fictional possibility of the future— 
nothing existing right now. And then it 
took the term “relevant to an author- 
ized investigation,” and it said that 
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relevant is irrelevant. You have to 
show no connection, one or two places 
removed, in order to secure the right to 
access the papers, the business records, 
the phone records of U.S. citizens. 

So this secret court here in America, 
the FISA Court, created secret law, 
wiped out the plain meaning of section 
215, put its own interpretation in place, 
and told no one. This is absolutely un- 
acceptable. That is why I put forward 
the amendment in December of 2012 
that there is no secret law amendment, 
that this is unacceptable, that we must 
have disclosure of whatever that court 
finds so that the public can be in- 
formed, so that legislators can be in- 
formed, so that we can have a debate 
on whether that interpretation is con- 
sistent with what the legislature in- 
tended—what the Senate and the House 
intended—and consistent with what 
the President intended when he signed 
that law. 

That amendment did not get a debate 
at that time in 2012, but the chair of 
the Intelligence Committee pledged to 
work with me to ask our government 
to declassify those opinions of the 
FISA Court, and she did. I thank very 
much the senior Senator from Cali- 
fornia, the former chair of the Intel- 
ligence Committee, for her help in 
doing that. And some of those records, 
some of those opinions, and some sum- 
maries of the interpretation of the law 
were declassified. That was a step for- 
ward, but it should not be dependent on 
the whim of the executive branch as to 
whether secret law exists in our coun- 
try. 

So I continued to press forward. And 
then we had a situation occur. In June 
2013, Edward Snowden disclosed the ex- 
istence of the cell phone program. I 
could not explain in December of 2012 
why it was so important to end secret 
law, but after Edward Snowden’s dis- 
closures, I could explain it. 

In fact, when the National Security 
Agency chief, Keith Alexander, was 
testifying, which was shortly after that 
disclosure, I proceeded to pull out my 
cell phone and ask the chief: What au- 
thorized investigation gives you the 
authority under section 215 to access 
my, Senator MERKLEY’s, cell phone 
records? He was unable to answer that 
question but said he would seek legal 
consultation in order to explain what 
investigation showed that there was a 
relevant connection and what state- 
ment of facts would justify it. But I 
never got an answer because there was 
no answer because the government was 
collecting everything under this secret 
reinterpretation of law. 

Yesterday, we ended the era of secret 
law in America. Yesterday, my no se- 
cret law act was incorporated into the 
USA FREEDOM Act and was signed by 
the President of the United States. 
This law says the executive branch 
must declassify opinions of the FISA 
Court or, if they find that the exact 
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opinion poses a security risk because of 
details enclosed therein, must declas- 
sify summaries or at a minimum must 
summarize the significant construc- 
tions and interpretations of law found 
by the FISA Court. That is the heart of 
it. We are not asking that classified in- 
formation about facts of a case that 
could endanger our national security 
be disclosed. We are asking that inter- 
pretations and constructions of law be 
disclosed so that we have no secret law 
in America, and that is what is re- 
quired by the act we passed yesterday. 

In conclusion, we must not have se- 
cret laws in America. We must not 
have a secret court that has no oppos- 
ing point of view presented. And when 
it makes interpretations of law, it 
must be disclosed to American citizens, 
who have every right as citizens to 
know what the law means and to be 
able to argue whether they like that 
interpretation, dislike it, think the law 
should be supported or the law should 
be changed. 

May we never again allow a secret 
court to authorize secret spying on 
U.S. citizens under the cover of secret 
law. 

What we did  yesterday—incor- 
porating the no secret law act into the 
USA FREEDOM Act—was important. 
To paraphrase William Pitt, the hum- 
blest American, no matter his wealth 
or her income or his status within the 
community—that no American may be 
in a situation where he may be unable 
to say to the U.S. Government: Here in 
my home, within these walls, however 
modest, you, the government, may not 
enter. 

I thank the Presiding Officer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate remain 
in session for at least 5 additional min- 
utes while I speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I couldn't 
let the statements that were just made 
go without a degree of fact check. 
There is no secret court. A secret court 
means we don't know it exists. Every 
Member of the U.S. Senate and every 
American knows that the FISA Court 
exists. The FISA Court exists because 
when the Senate of the United States 
takes up classified, top-secret legisla- 
tion, we shut these doors, we clear the 
Gallery, and we cut the TV off because 
it can't be heard in public. As a matter 
of fact, every court in the country op- 
erates in secret when they have sen- 
sitive information that can't be shared. 

I wish my colleague would stay. 

The information can't be shared be- 
cause it can't be public. There are some 
things that don't meet that classifica- 
tion. 

And to get up here and talk about se- 
cret courts and secret laws—we pass 
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the laws. The courts enforce the laws, 
and they are challenged. We have com- 
mittees and Members who do oversight. 
It is unfactual to stand on this floor 
and say we have secret courts and se- 
cret laws. That is why the Senate and 
the House made a mistake this week. 

If the Senator were really concerned 
about privacy, my friend would be on 
the floor arguing that we eliminate the 
CFPB, a Federal agency created—not 
even funded by Congress—that collects 
every piece of financial transaction on 
the American people today. They get 
every data point from credit card com- 
panies and the credit bureau, they 
search the student loan information, 
and they download all of that into 
metadata within the CFPB. No Member 
is down here complaining about that. 
That is the greatest intrusion of pri- 
vacy on the American people that 
could ever happen. It was known up- 
front, so they made sure it wasn’t fund- 
ed by Congress and made sure we didn’t 
have any oversight responsibilities. 
That is why they put it under the guid- 
ance of the Federal Reserve. 

The President of the United States 
could have ended section 215 at any 
time. He had the power. But the Presi- 
dent understands that this program 
works and that there was public pres- 
sure to move this data from the NSA to 
the telecom companies, which is prob- 
ably a greater concern about privacy 
than to have this controlled and super- 
vised within the NSA. 

The Senator mentioned Edward 
Snowden—a traitor to the United 
States. My colleague held him up as 
though he were a prize because he had 
come out with this publicly. What do 
the American people think when we 
come out here and take some of the 
most sensitive information and suggest 
everybody ought to know it? The 
American people look at us and ask us 
to keep them safe and do whatever is 
within the law to accomplish that. 

And there is one thing that has never 
been contested on section 215: It lived 
within the letter of the law or it lived 
within the letter of the Presidential di- 
rective. 

We had a debate, and that is behind 
us. But to come out here and suggest 
that there is a secret court and that 
there are secret laws and that yester- 
day they eliminated all of that—no, 
they didn’t. No administration in their 
right mind is going to publicly release 
those classified and top-secret docu- 
ments that go to the FISA Court be- 
cause it would put Americans and for- 
eigners at risk. 

I have tried to explain to my col- 
leagues that terrorists are not good 
people. We can’t hug them and all of a 
sudden change their intent. They want 
to kill people. And in most cases, we 
don’t find them through association 
with Boy Scouts; we find them by actu- 
ally putting agents into a system 
where they work sources and collect 
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intelligence. Why would we go out and 
give terrorists the roadmap of how we 
do things? 

I will end on this. AS everyone can 
tell, when somebody gets up and talks 
about something that just is not true, 
it can’t go without correction. 

What we have done in the last 2 
months is given every terrorist in the 
world a roadmap as to exactly how the 
United States picks up individuals in 
the United States who might commu- 
nicate with terrorists abroad. 

I will say for the last time what sec- 
tion 215 did. Section 215 was a database 
that stated the NSA—the only way 
that any number could ever be queried 
was if we had a foreign telephone num- 
ber that we knew was a terrorist tele- 
phone number, we could go to the FISA 
Court and say: We would like to test 
this against telephone numbers—not 
Americans; telephone numbers. It was 
a database that only had telephone 
numbers, the date of the call, and the 
duration of the call. The court would 
give us permission when we were look- 
ing to see if there was an American 
telephone number that actually talked 
to a known terrorist. And if it did, we 
turned it over to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation and said: You might 
want to look at this person. They then 
went through a normal court process. 
If they wanted to find the person’s 
name and get additional information, 
that is what they did. Some called that 
an invasion of privacy. I will tell every- 
one that is not the courts’ interpreta- 
tion. The courts ruled that when my 
telephone information goes to a tele- 
phone company, I have no expectation 
of privacy. None. That is the law. 

The reality is that we are collecting 
telephone numbers. It has no personal 
identification on it. I don’t know how 
it would be an invasion of privacy when 
we don’t know who it is. And that 
threshold is met when the Bureau goes 
to the court and says they have a dif- 
ferent concern about the individual, 
and the court will then rule on it. 

But to believe that the FISA Court 
does anything different from the Sen- 
ate of the United States or different 
from any court in the country when 
they are faced with classified or secret 
information—and that is, they shut it 
down—is wrong. It is just plain wrong. 
It is important for the American people 
to understand that there are ramifica- 
tions to stupid decisions, even by Con- 
gress. 

It is my hope that this program will 
work as it is currently designed. But 
there is no mistake that we have given 
terrorists every reason to never use a 
cell phone or a landline again, espe- 
cially those who are in our country and 
intend to carry out some act like the 
gentleman from Boston did yesterday. 
He pulled a knife on two officers who 
just wanted to talk to him because he 
had been under 24/7 surveillance for 
days. If the news reports were correct, 
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he intended to behead a Boston police 
officer. 

I think the American people want 
our law enforcement folks to be in that 
position. If we take away their tools, 
we will not be able to do it. What we 
did yesterday was we took some of the 
tools away. We didn’t take all of them 
away. My hope is that this body will 
think clearly in the future about the 
tools we provide to allow this to hap- 
pen. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

For the Senator’s information, the 
Senate has an order to recess until 2 
p.m. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for 5 min- 
utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, when 
colleagues come to the floor and con- 
tend that there have been no secret 
courts in America, that there has been 
no secret law in America, that the ad- 
ministration of section 215 matched the 
plain language of the laws adopted by 
this body, they are wrong on all three 
counts. 

Mr. BURR. Will the Senator enter- 
tain a question? 

Mr. MERKLEY. When I have com- 
pleted my remarks, I will be happy to 
take a question. 

And so my colleague comes to the 
floor and says that there is no secret 
law. But the fundamental under- 
standing of law is that there is the 
plain language of the law and there is 
the interpretation of that by the court. 
It is only through the combination of 
those two things that you can know 
what a law means. So if you have the 
plain language but you don’t have the 
interpretation that has been assigned 
by the courts and used to adjudicate 
cases, then in fact you have secret law 
because none of us know what the 
words mean. 

If you look at the plain language of 
section 215, it doesn’t say: Here are re- 
strictions on how the government ex- 
amines a body of information, interro- 
gates that body of information, and 
analyzes that body of information. No. 
The language is completely about how 
the government collects that informa- 
tion and whether they can collect that 
information. It sets a series of clear 
standards for collecting that informa- 
tion. It says that information cannot 
be collected unless there is stated anal- 
ysis, a set of facts that show there is 
evidence that the information being 
sought is relevant to an authorized in- 
vestigation. 

Now, any common citizen knows, 
therefore, that the government has to 
do a statement of facts. They have to 
state what is the specific investigation, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


has that investigation been authorized, 
and is the assorted information rel- 
evant that is being requested? 

Well, “relevant” is a very powerful 
term in the law. It means one or two 
steps removed. And that is exactly 
what the Second Circuit found when 
they looked at this issue just recently. 

The court’s opinion explained that as 
the program is being implemented, the 
records demanded are not those of sus- 
pects who are under investigation, 
which would certainly be relevant, or 
of people or businesses that have con- 
tact with suspects under investigation, 
which is one step removed and cer- 
tainly would be relevant, or even, the 
court went on to say, of people or busi- 
nesses that have contact with others 
who are in contact with the subjects. 
That would be two steps removed, and 
that is stretching the boundaries of 
what is considered relevant under the 
definition of the law. 

The court found that the implemen- 
tation of the program has extended to 
every record that exists. The Court 
found that the implementation of the 
law extended to every record that ex- 
ists. 

So if the implementation by the ad- 
ministration so diverged from the lan- 
guage of the law passed and debated in 
this Chamber, how did the govern- 
ment—the executive branch—justify 
its gross deviation from the plain lan- 
guage of the law? Well, here is how 
they did it. They went to a court that 
had been created, the Foreign Intel- 
ligence Surveillance Court, and they 
said: We would like to be able to col- 
lect all the information, whether or 
not it is relevant, because some day, 
under some situation, we may want to 
analyze that information, and we 
would like to have it right at hand. 

Now, had there been an adversary in 
this court, the adversary presenting an 
opposite point of view would have said: 
Well, not so quick, because there are 
standards in the case law for relevance. 
There are standards for what con- 
stitutes an authorized investigation. 
There are certainly standards for what 
are the means to present evidence to 
document this. But there was no con- 
trary opinion in this court because the 
only one arguing the case with no re- 
buttal and no examination by any 
group was the government. So we have 
the government and a judge. That is 
not really the theory behind the 
courts. The idea is that we have an ex- 
amination of an issue with both sides 
presented so there can be full articula- 
tion and full examination of the issues, 
and then a judge can decide based on 
full input. But, in this case, we didn’t 
have that input. The government asked 
for an interpretation that would allow 
them to do something far different 
from the plain language of the law, and 
they got it from this secret court. 

So, yes, we do have secret courts, op- 
erated with no input, and they disclose 
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no opinions. And yes, we did have a se- 
cret law, and that ended yesterday, as 
it should have. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

Mr. BURR. Will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. MERKLEY. I will yield. 

Mr. BURR. I ask unanimous consent 
for 1 additional minute before the Sen- 
ate adjourns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BURR. My question to the Sen- 
ator is this: Did he know the FISA 
Court existed? 

Mr. MERKLEY. The existence of the 
court—— 

Mr. BURR. It is a simple yes or no 
answer. Did the Senator from Oregon 
know the FISA Court existed? 

Mr. MERKLEY. The Senator from 
North Carolina can ask a question, and 
I get to answer the question. 

Mr. BURR. Well, no, you don’t. I 
asked the question, but I did not yield 
the Senator from Oregon the time. 

Mr. President, regular order. 

I don’t want to take any more of the 
Senate’s time, and I certainly don’t 
want to take any more of my col- 
league’s time. 

The fact is that he knows the court 
existed. Congress has reauthorized sec- 
tion 215 of the PATRIOT Act. The FISA 
Court has reauthorized it. They reau- 
thorized it. They are asked every 90 
days, and they ruled 41 times to allow 
section 215 to exist. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, will 
my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. BURR. I will be happy to yield 
for a question. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Were the opinions of 
this court, established by law—and, 
yes, it is transparent to the public that 
the court exists. But the question of se- 
crecy is not one of whether it exists; it 
is a question of whether the process is 
open in any feasible way to debate be- 
tween two points of view. Did the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina know that 
the opinions of the court, including in- 
terpretations of the law, were never 
disclosed to the American public and 
were, in fact, kept secret? 

Mr. BURR. I actually do know that. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Well, thank you, be- 
cause that does show that in fact there 
were secret—— 

Mr. BURR. The Senator asked his 
question, and I answered, and I still 
control the time. Thank you. 

Now, clearly, it is evident that if we 
say something wrong enough times, 
people start to believe it. It is not a se- 
cret court. It is not a secret law. The 
President knows about it, and Members 
of Congress know about it. We have 
voted on it. We know what goes on. Fif- 
teen Members of this body have over- 
sight responsibility over the program. 
We do our job, and we do it well. 

Now, we may disagree with what 
tools we use to try to defeat terrorism 
in this country, and clearly the Sen- 
ator and I have a big canyon between 
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us. But I have to tell my colleagues 
that America expects the Senate and 
the Congress of the United States and 
the President of the United States to 
defend them. I am going to continue to 
do everything I can to make sure law 
enforcement and the intelligence com- 
munity have the tools to do their job 
because their job is a big one and the 
threat is big, and for people to ignore 
that today is irresponsible. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, the 
people of the United States expect the 
Constitution to be upheld and the prin- 
ciples of the Fourth Amendment. They 
expect that the law that is passed on 
this floor will be implemented in an ap- 
propriate fashion and consistently, and 
when it is not, our liberty is dimin- 
ished, our freedom is diminished, and 
our privacy is diminished. 

Indeed, what we did yesterday with 
the USA FREEDOM Act was to end a 
system in which a court, in secrecy, 
changes the meaning of the law and 
does not expose it to the American 
public. That is a very important im- 
provement, taking us back to the de- 
mocracy that we are all a part of and 
that we all love. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 


EE 
RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2 p.m. today. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 1:21 p.m., 
recessed until 2:01 p.m. and reassem- 
bled when called to order by the Pre- 
siding Officer (Mr. TOOMEY). 


— 


NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2016—Continued 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Washington. 

(The remarks of Mrs. MURRAY per- 
taining to the introduction of S. 1494 
are printed in today's RECORD under 
“Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.””) 

Mrs. MURRAY. I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 
10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I 

come to the floor, and I know we are 
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talking about the Defense bill. I know 
my colleagues are trying to work 
things out as it relates to the Defense 
bill, but I am just as concerned about 
the reauthorization of the Export-Im- 
port Bank—a credit agency that helps 
small businesses in the United States 
of America—which is expiring at the 
end of this month, June 30. 

As we had discussions on the trade 
promotion authority act, I was very 
concerned that we were going to be 
passing trade policy while at the same 
time allowing very important trade 
tools to expire. I still remain very con- 
cerned about the small businesses that 
are here in the Capitol today and that 
have given much testimony at various 
hearings—yesterday in the Senate 
Banking Committee and today in the 
House Financial Services Committee— 
about the need for this type of credit 
agency that helps small businesses ship 
their products to other countries that 
are new market opportunities for 
them. 

The reason why this is so important 
is because other countries have credit 
agencies—if you will, credit insurance. 
You are a small business. You want to 
get your products sold in developing 
markets. You can’t find conventional 
banking or you can find conventional 
banking but that bank says it is not 
going to insure these losses. Thus, 
what has emerged for the United 
States of America, Europe, China, 
Asia, many parts of the world, is what 
is called credit insurance. 

That credit insurance takes the con- 
ventional banking and says: We will 
help secure that conventional banking 
loan. So that if you are a manufacturer 
in, say, Columbus, OH, making machin- 
ery and you are selling that in China, 
you actually have an opportunity to 
sell that product, use commercial 
banking in Ohio, have that guaranteed 
through credit insurance. A lot of busi- 
ness gets done on behalf of the United 
States of America. 

We know this well in the Pacific 
Northwest because we do a lot of inter- 
national trade. There are a lot of com- 
panies that have learned that the best 
way for them to grow small business is 
to become an exporter. So, yes, it may 
have started with our agricultural 
economy, where people started trading 
our agricultural products, but many of 
our agricultural markets are big export 
markets. Washington wheat, 90 percent 
of it is exported. Obviously, people 
know a lot about aerospace and the 
fact that the aerospace market is also 
an export market. 

But what people do not realize is a 
lot of small businesses also became ex- 
porters, and they understood that the 
big market opportunities that are out 
there for their products are in growing 
economies around the globe. In fact, 
there is going to be a doubling of the 
middle class around the globe in the 
next several years. There are huge op- 
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portunities as those economies have 
higher income individuals to buy prod- 
ucts and services. 

So it is natural for us to want to in- 
crease exports. That is why the Presi- 
dent has had an initiative to double ex- 
ports over the last several years. I 
think he has set it for a 5-year period. 
We made good progress toward that 
growth in exports. So it really remains 
one of the biggest economic opportuni- 
ties for our country, which is to have 
U.S. companies grow jobs by becoming 
exporters. 

The Import-Export Bank costs zero 
to the U.S. Treasury. In fact, it actu- 
ally generates money to the U.S. 
Treasury. So the notion that we would 
let a tool of the American economy ex- 
pire, which literally helps us grow 
small businesses in the United States 
and throughout our country, when it 
actually generates money to our econ- 
omy and costs us nothing, is something 
that is pretty hard to believe. 

In fact, I do not know where my col- 
leagues are going to come up with the 
money to pay for the $670 million hole 
that you will have in the Treasury if 
you do not do the Export-Import Bank. 
It has been a great tool for growing 
that economy. What we have heard 
from small businesses now is that they 
are actually seeing their deals affected. 
They are in the process of trying to ne- 
gotiate with a country. Maybe it takes 
months and months to negotiate a 
final sale. They are showing up for 
those negotiations, and the businesses 
are saying: We are going to buy from 
somebody else. We are not going to buy 
from you, U.S. manufacturer. We are 
going to buy from an Asian manufac- 
turer because it is clear their credit in- 
surance company still works and we 
don’t have to wait. We don’t have to 
wait for the uncertainty of the U.S. 
Senate or the House of Representa- 
tives, so we are going to go ahead and 
do that business deal with them. 

In fact, we have U.S. manufacturers 
on the Hill today saying they are los- 
ing business because the U.S. Senate 
will not vote on the reauthorization of 
the Export-Import Bank. So we worked 
very hard during the trade discussion 
to guarantee that we would get a vote 
on the Export-Import Bank before June 
30 on a vehicle mutually agreed upon 
by the supporters here of the Export- 
Import Bank and Senator MCCONNELL, 
the Senate leader. 

I think what we are saying is we do 
not think the Defense authorization 
bill is that vehicle. Obviously, the De- 
fense authorization bill, now under 
criticism by the White House and 
threatened to be vetoed, is not a vehi- 
cle that is going to get done any time 
soon, certainly not by June 30, and 
that is when the Bank expires. 

So I guess to my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle who continue to 
hide behind the Heritage Foundation 
and will not declare whether they sup- 
port the Export-Import Bank or don’t 
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support the Bank, the attempt to put it 
on another vehicle that is not going 
anywhere is not going to help Amer- 
ican business and the American econ- 
omy. 

The Export-Import Bank in the State 
of Washington has helped generate $102 
billion in exports and has helped over 
230 exporters in our State. Those com- 
panies have grown their businesses. We 
have heard from one. In fact, there is a 
Web site you can go to for Manhasset 
Specialty Company, which makes 
music stands. You can hear a lot about 
them and how they have grown their 
business around the globe because they 
have used the export credit agency. 

They do not understand why this 
Agency is about to collapse. They are 
concerned about their business. What 
we hear from a lot of businesses is, if 
this credit agency is curtailed—which 
is the wish and desire of the Heritage 
Foundation, an organization that does 
not even support our export agenda— 
basically, about 25 percent of their 
business, on average, is related to the 
export market. They say that about 
roughly 25 percent of their employees 
will then end up being laid off as those 
business deals are unwound over the 
next several months. That means they 
will not be able to keep and retain cur- 
rent workers. 

So my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle, by refusing to bring up the 
Export-Import Bank on a vehicle that 
could be voted on by the House of Rep- 
resentatives before the end of June, are 
literally saying to small businesses 
across America: Go ahead and lay off 
workers; we don’t care. 

Now, the reason I have been so pas- 
sionate about this and out here fight- 
ing is not because I don’t think the 
aerospace industry can take care of 
itself—there is a lot of discussion that 
the aerospace economy can be built 
where there are economies that will 
support credit agency financing—but 
why I am here is because there are a 
lot of small businesses that are 
crafting their products every single 
day to be the best on the globe. They 
are working hard to figure out how to 
stay ahead of the competition. In fact, 
we had a hearing when I was the chair 
of the small business committee with 
one of my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle whose constituents said to 
us: You know, small business exporting 
is not for wimps. 

I thought that was a great state- 
ment. Because what they were saying 
is it is hard enough to be a small busi- 
ness person, take the financial risk, 
build a company, have employees, but 
then you have to go to the point of say- 
ing: Well, OK. I am going to ship my 
product to a new or developing market. 
How am I going to make that work? It 
is not like you can just go down the 
street and figure it out. 

So this employer, a big manufac- 
turer—medium-sized, small business 
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manufacturer but big in this small 
town said: You know, exporting is not 
for wimps. You are taking risks. One of 
the things that we have done as a coun- 
try to help minimize the risk of that 
small business owner who is helping 
the U.S. economy grow by expanding 
his market and hiring new employees 
is to have a credit agency that provides 
the insurance to his local bank so the 
deal can actually get executed. 

Well, for some reason, many of my 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle, after years and years and years 
of supporting the Export-Import Bank, 
now all of a sudden do not want to sup- 
port it anymore because the Heritage 
Foundation is saying it is something 
they should not support. In fact, they 
are giving bonus points on a ranking 
system as a way to say: We will reward 
you for trying to get rid of what has 
been a viable tool for small businesses 
in our economy. 

So we hope our colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle will soon wake 
up to the fact that the expiration of 
such an important tool is not in the in- 
terests of our economy and not in the 
interests of small businesses and will 
come up with a vehicle for this to get 
done. 

Those on the other side of the aisle 
who think it is OK that the Bank 
lapses are putting about $18 billion of 
deals at risk that are before the Bank 
but will not get executed if the Bank 
closes at the end of this month. So I 
hope my colleagues will work toward a 
solution on this issue. I hope they un- 
derstand the export credit agency is a 
job creator for small business and will 
come up with a vehicle so that it must 
pass by June 30. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I want 
to express my appreciation to Senator 
MCCAIN and Senator JACK REED for 
their leadership on the Armed Services 
Committee. It is unusual, indeed, and 
good for the Republic that both of 
them are Academy graduates—though, 
the Navy and Army Academies some- 
times can be quite competitive. They 
get along very well and respect each 
other, and the committee has done a 
very good job. 

I understand there is some concern 
by some of our Members concerning 
the desire to spend more on nondefense 
money and perhaps use this bill as a 
hostage to force the Congress to spend 
more money on other pieces of legisla- 
tion. I think that would be a very 
grievous mistake. I have served on the 
Armed Services Committee now for 18 
years, for quite a long time on the 
Budget Committee. I have spent a lot 
of time looking at the challenges we 
face. 

I think the world has changed since 
the Budget Control Act was passed in 
2011. In 2011, the President told us: 


June 3, 2015 


Don’t worry. We are pulling everybody 
out of Iraq and there are not going to 
be any more problems in Iraq. He did 
not mention ISIS. In 2011, we did not 
have the Russian invasion of Crimea. 
We did not have the continued vicious, 
violent fight in Syria. We did not have 
the chaos that is happening in Libya. 
We did not have the threat to the Iraqi 
Government’s existence—we thought it 
was on the right path. We did not have 
the problem in Yemen. 


So this is just a different world. Un- 
fortunately, we are going to have to 
spend some more money for national 
defense. That is just the way it is. I am 
a budget hawk. I have looked at the 
numbers. We are going to have to spend 
some more money. However, what kind 
of argument can be made, that if you 
have to spend more on national de- 
fense—and we do have to make some 
tough choices on national defense—we 
have to spend more on nondefense? 
What kind of an argument is that, just 
for commonsense sake? If you were in a 
household budget and you had to spend 
more money on one item, you would 
probably spend less on the other items. 
So I would just say that the nondefense 
discretionary spending that some of 
my colleagues are insisting need more 
money before they would vote for the 
Defense bill, basically has flat funding 
this year. There is not a cut in non- 
defense spending. It grows the next 4, 5 
years at 2.5 percent growth a year, 
which is faster than the economy has 
been growing, frankly. Last quarter 
the economy was negative. 


So we just have to understand that 
we cannot hold this bill hostage to that 
kind of argument. I believe we are on 
the right track with a good armed serv- 
ices bill, with very strong bipartisan 
support. Apparently, over this budget 
issue, we lost a few votes in the Com- 
mittee, but it was a strong bipartisan 
vote for the bill. As far as I can tell, 
there are few, if any, big differences on 
any provisions that are in the bill. So 
that is good. I think America is going 
to be pleased that our committee was 
able to work effectively. So we will 
spend about $612 billion for Department 
of Defense and Department of Energy 
defense issues. That is a large sum of 
money. It includes a base budget of $497 
billion and $89 billion in the Overseas 
Contingency Operations fund. It is an 
increase in OCO over last year, but it is 
still well below the peak of OCO’s fund- 
ing that we had in years past. 


I just have to say, the world is a 
more dangerous place than it has been. 
The legislation authorizes $135 billion 
for military personnel, including pay, 
allowances, bonuses, death benefits, 
and permanent change of station 
moves. It authorizes an across-the- 
board pay increase of 1.3 percent for 
uniformed servicemembers in grades O- 
6, colonel and below. 
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The legislation authorizes $32.2 bil- 
lion for the defense and health pro- 
grams, authorizes fiscal year 2016 Ac- 
tive-Duty strength for the Army— 
475,000. Some are saying we are going 
to have to go to 450,000. Maybe we will 
have to go to 450,000. But right now, we 
need to slow that reduction based on 
the world situation. The Navy forces 
will be 329,000; Marine Corps, 184,000; 
Air Force, 317,000. So this is a good 
markup. I think it moves us in the 
right direction. 

The strategic forces provisions con- 
tained in the 2016 authorization bill are 
important. As chairman of the Sub- 
committee on Strategic Forces, I am 
pleased to inform my colleagues that 
the bill before them represents a bipar- 
tisan consensus in support of the Presi- 
dent’s plans and the Congress’s plans 
to modernize nuclear forces and im- 
prove and expand U.S. missile defense 
capability. 

I want to express my particular ap- 
preciation to the ranking member, 
Senator DONNELLY of Indiana, who ap- 
proaches these sometimes difficult and 
controversial issues in a nonpartisan, 
constructive manner. He has been 
closely involved in every aspect of the 
work of the subcommittee, from the 
hearings we have held to the bill’s final 
markup. 

This year, the portion of the budget 
request falling under the subcommit- 
tee’s jurisdiction for missile defense, 
nuclear forces, military space, and the 
Department of Energy atomic defense 
activities included a total of $70.5 bil- 
lion, including $22.5 billion for procure- 
ment, $27.8 billion for research and de- 
velopment, $1.4 billion for operations 
and maintenance, and $18.7 billion for 
the Department of Energy. 

The Missile Defense Agency. In the 
area of missile defense, the bill fully 
funds the President’s request of $8.2 
billion for the Missile Defense Agency. 
I think we agree with that. It rec- 
ommends an increase of $330 million for 
Israeli cooperative missile programs, 
including U.S. coproduction of the Da- 
vid’s Sling and Arrow systems of 
Israel, and recommends an increase of 
$50 million to support modernization of 
the interceptor used for the U.S. 
ground-based midcourse defense sys- 
tem that would protect the homeland. 

So this needs to be done. We have to 
get our interceptor systems at the 
highest level, and there are some dif- 
ficulties we face now with that system. 
I think some of the criticisms or con- 
cerns are overstated, but it is not 
where we want it to be, and we need to 
be moving in that direction. It can be 
fixed. We know that. And there are just 
some things we need to work on there. 

The bill recommends an increase to 
facilitate MDA’s ongoing development 
of laser programs, which is a new sys- 
tem. It is different from what it has 
been in the past. And I am proud—I be- 
lieve it has real potential and a lot of 
other things. 
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The nuclear forces issue is signifi- 
cant. The bill would fully fund the 
President’s budget request to operate, 
maintain, and modernize the nuclear 
triad and associated systems. This is 
essential. We must modernize these 
weapons, many of which are 40 years 
old and utilize vacuum tubes in their 
systems. 

The bill includes an additional $1 bil- 
lion in 2016 to support the rec- 
ommendations of the nuclear enter- 
prise review completed in 2014. We need 
to listen to those review systems and 
respond appropriately. I believe this 
mark does. 

To ensure that the Department is 
planning for the full range of nuclear 
conflict scenarios, the bill includes a 
provision that would direct the Depart- 
ment of Defense to conduct a net as- 
sessment of the global nuclear security 
environment, including the range of 
contingencies and scenarios where U.S. 
nuclear forces might have to be used. 

I would just say personally that I 
think it is time for us, in this dan- 
gerous world, to quit talking about nu- 
clear zero—people who doubt our re- 
solve sometimes doubt that we are 
willing to follow through. I wish zero 
would happen. It is not going to happen 
anytime soon, that is for sure, so we 
are going to have to maintain a nu- 
clear arsenal. We need to talk about 
maintaining it, modernizing it, making 
it safer, and making it more reliable 
and more accurate. Maybe we can re- 
duce the numbers some more, but we 
need to be talking less about reducing 
numbers and more about assuring the 
world that we have the best nuclear ca- 
pabilities anywhere on the planet and 
that they are ready to be deployed and 
can be deployed, Heaven forbid that 
would be necessary. That is just why 
we have these forces. 

The bill includes a provision that 
would require the Secretary of Defense 
to develop options to respond to the 
Russian violation of the 1987 Inter- 
mediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty, 
including countervailing, counterforce, 
and active defense programs. We have 
violations going on; those can’t just be 
accepted. 

The Department of Energy gets fund- 
ing for its defense nuclear capabilities, 
and we continue rigorous oversight of 
the warhead life extension and con- 
struction program that would support 
a reliable and modernized nuclear 
stockpile. I think we are on the right 
track there for sure. 

The bill includes a number of provi- 
sions to improve congressional over- 
sight of NNSA activities and track the 
recommendations of the Congressional 
Advisory Panel on the Governance of 
NNSA. 

We need better coordination with the 
Department of Energy. I think we are 
moving in that direction. Over the last 
several years, I have pushed for it ag- 
gressively, and I think progress is 
being made. More needs to be done. 
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Military Space. Our whole Defense 
Department depends more than most 
people realize on our ability to main- 
tain space capabilities, and I think this 
bill funds those programs effectively. 
The bill would require the Secretary of 
Defense, in a new idea, to designate one 
individual to serve as the principal 
space control adviser who shall act as 
the principal adviser to the Secretary 
of Defense on space control activities. I 
think that will help. 

With respect to program oversight, 
the bill would prohibit the use of funds 
for the Defense Meteorological Sat- 
ellite Program or the launch of the De- 
fense Meteorological Satellite Program 
satellite number 20 until the Secretary 
of Defense and the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs provide a certification 
that nonmaterial or lower cost solu- 
tions are insufficient. Senator MCCAIN 
has challenged us all to maintain over- 
sight of these programs and to contain 
costs. I think this can help do that. 

In conclusion, I restate my belief 
that our committee has worked in a 
positive way. We have taken the advice 
of the President and of the Defense De- 
partment. We have examined it in an 
appropriate way and produced this bill 
that I believe will strengthen our na- 
tional defense, with strong backing to 
modernize and expand our missile de- 
fense capabilities and to strengthen 
our deployed forces, allies, and part- 
ners. 

So I hope we don’t have a fuss over 
demands to increase spending for non- 
defense when we are supposed to be 
funding the Defense Department. If 
there are arguments to be made in that 
regard, they should be made on another 
bill when those bills come up and ought 
to be brought forth in that fashion. I 
think it would be wrong and a big mis- 
take to use the Defense appropriations 
and authorization bills in any way as 
some sort of a hostage to force spend- 
ing in other areas. 

The bill is a good bill. It puts us on 
the right course. It has broad bipar- 
tisan support. If we can avoid those 
kinds of political gymnastics, I think 
we will be in a good position to prop- 
erly take care of the people we have de- 
ployed to defend our country and to 
maintain the security of our homeland. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1456 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I call up 
amendment No. 1456, which is at the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN] 
proposes an amendment numbered 1456 to 
amendment No. 1463. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require additional information 

supporting long-range plans for construc- 

tion of naval vessels) 

At the end of subtitle C of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUP- 
PORTING LONG-RANGE PLANS FOR 
CONSTRUCTION OF NAVAL VESSELS. 


Section 231(b)(2)(C) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting “by 
ship class in both graphical and tabular 
form” after “The estimated levels of annual 
funding”. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, in con- 
sultation with Senator REED, I ask 
unanimous consent that the next 
amendments in order be Reed No. 1521, 
Portman No. 1522, Reed or designee 
amendment, followed by Cornyn No. 
1486—whether those amendments will 
require yeas and nays or voice vote we 
will figure out as we move through the 
amendments; further, that the regular 
order with regard to these amendments 
be the order as I stated regardless of 
the order offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Rhode Island. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1521 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I call up 
Reed amendment No. 1521. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED] 
proposes an amendment numbered 1521 to 
amendment No. 1463. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 


(Purpose: To limit the availability of 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
overseas contingency operations pending 
relief from the spending limits under the 
Budget Control Act of 2011) 

At the end of subtitle B of title XV, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1523. LIMITATION ON THE AVAILABILITY OF 

OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPER- 
ATION FUNDING SUBJECT TO RE- 
LIEF FROM THE BUDGET CONTROL 
ACT. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this title, of the total 
amount authorized to be appropriated by 
this title for overseas contingency oper- 
ations, not more than $50,950,000,000 may be 
available for obligation and expenditure un- 
less— 

(1) the discretionary spending limits im- 
posed by section 251(c) of the Balanced Budg- 
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 
1985, as amended by section 302 of the Budget 
Control Act of 2011 (Public Law 112-25), on 
appropriations for the revised security cat- 
egory and the revised nonsecurity category 
are eliminated or increased in proportionally 
equal amounts for fiscal year 2016 by any 
other Act enacted after December 26, 2013; 
and 
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(2) if the revised security and the revised 
nonsecurity category are increased as de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), the amount of the 
increase is equal to or greater than the 
amount in excess of the $50,950,000,000 that is 
authorized to be appropriated by this title 
for security category activities. 

(b) USE OF FUNDS AVAILABLE UNDER SATIS- 
FACTION OF LIMITATION.— 

(1) TRANSFER.—Any amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by this title in excess of 
$50,950,000,000 that are available for obliga- 
tion and expenditure pursuant to subsection 
(a) shall be transferred to applicable ac- 
counts of the Department of Defense pro- 
viding funds for programs, projects, and ac- 
tivities other than for overseas contingency 
operations. Any amounts so transferred to 
an account shall be merged with amounts in 
the account to which transferred and avail- 
able subject to the same terms and condi- 
tions as otherwise apply to amounts in such 
account. 

(2) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority to transfer amounts under this sub- 
section is in addition to any other transfer 
authority in this Act. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am pre- 
pared to debate this. I have talked 
about it before, but I am prepared to 
debate it extensively over the next sev- 
eral days, and my colleagues are also. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1522 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about the National De- 
fense Authorization Act and offer a bi- 
partisan amendment with Senator 
PETERS that will strengthen this very 
important underlying legislation we 
are working on. 

As you know, the security threats 
around the world continue to grow. A 
lot of experts believe that ISIS is now 
the best trained, best equipped, and 
best financed terror organization we 
have ever seen. Al Qaeda continues to 
threaten our own country. If you look 
at what is going on around the world, 
Hamas and Hezbollah are constantly 
looking to wage war on Israel. The re- 
gime in Iran remains the world’s No. 1 
state sponsor of terrorism, and they 
are pursuing nuclear weapons. China 
continues to intimidate its neighbors 
in the South China Sea. 

We live in a dangerous and volatile 
world. As a result of these inter- 
national events and developments, 
among others, it is absolutely impera- 
tive that we maintain a strong na- 
tional defense to protect our homeland 
and to defend our allies. 

With all these crises around the 
world competing for our attention, we 
sometimes neglect another crisis, one 
that Chairman MCCAIN has constantly 
reminded us about, and that is the sit- 
uation in Ukraine, which could easily 
spin out of control at any time. In fact, 
news out of eastern Ukraine this morn- 
ing is particularly troubling. It appears 
that the latest Russian and separatist 
attacks on Ukrainian positions this 
morning may be the final blow to what 
was, in fact, a ceasefire in name only. 
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Russia is increasingly aggressive on 
the European continent. We need to be 
acknowledging that and dealing with 
that in this underlying legislation. 

I just returned from a trip to Ukraine 
in April, a year after I had the privi- 
lege to be there leading the congres- 
sional delegation to monitor the elec- 
tion of President Poroshenko. I went 
with my friend and colleague, Senator 
BEN CARDIN. A lot has happened since 
that last election. I learned about this 
in my meetings most recently with 
Prime Minister Yatsenyuk, President 
Poroshenko, and other Ukrainian indi- 
viduals. They have reached a pivotal 
moment in Ukraine. 

The Ukrainian people have sacrificed 
in hopes of securing a democratic fu- 
ture for their country. However, they 
need our help. They need sustained eco- 
nomic, military, and political support 
from the United States and from our 
NATO allies. It is absolutely critical to 
this vision of a democratic Ukraine, a 
free Ukraine, coming to fruition. 

In my view, the people of Ukraine 
have made a very clear and unequivo- 
cal choice, and we need to stand with 
them. Their choice is to pursue a pro- 
Western, democratic path. Their gov- 
ernment has been responsive to that 
choice by making progress in fighting 
decades of endemic corruption that has 
left the country weak and, frankly, un- 
prepared for the Russian aggression 
that has occurred. However, none of 
these reforms will mean much if 
Ukraine is unable to secure its borders 
or defend its sovereignty. 

The NDAA before us has a lot of im- 
portant provisions related to this crisis 
in Crimea and along the eastern border 
of Ukraine. I applaud Chairman 
McCAIN and Ranking Member REED for 
their efforts on it. I hope we will be 
able to entertain a few other amend- 
ments in this process that will even 
strengthen the U.S. posture and sup- 
port of Ukraine. 

I look forward to being on the floor 
later this week to talk about this situ- 
ation in Ukraine in more detail. This 
afternoon, however, I have come to the 
floor to talk about a related amend- 
ment that is of great importance as 
this situation in Eastern Europe con- 
tinues to destabilize. 

Following my visit to Ukraine this 
spring, I visited Latvia. I went there 
because I wanted to spend some time 
with U.S. soldiers from an Abrams 
tank company who were there on a 
NATO mission. I am sure most of my 
colleagues know that recent force 
structure changes moved our two 
heavy armored brigades out of Europe. 
This armored unit I saw in Latvia and 
the other two companies in the Baltics 
today are only there on a rotational 
basis this spring, and they will soon re- 
turn home to the United States, in this 
case to Fort Stewart. 

These units are sending an important 
message to our allies, such as those in 
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the Baltics—and, believe me, the 
Latvians are extremely appreciative— 
but they are only temporary. What 
they are really looking for is a perma- 
nent presence. That is what sends the 
stronger message. 

The big news when I was over there 
was that there was a road march being 
conducted by the 2nd Calvary Regi- 
ment through Central and Eastern Eu- 
rope. The 2nd Calvary Regiment is in 
Europe, but they were taking this road 
march through Central and Eastern 
Europe. This was taking their 
Strykers, which is the only perma- 
nently stationed U.S. armored vehicle 
in Europe, on roads and through small 
towns—towns that fear an increasingly 
aggressive Russia on their doorstep. 

The unit was doing all it could to 
help reassure our allies and dem- 
onstrate U.S. resolve, but, frankly, 
they were doing all they could with 
what they have, and what they have is 
not enough. They do not have what 
they need. 

This unit has communicated this ur- 
gently to us here in the Congress. 
Their weapons systems are, frankly, in- 
adequate to meet their potential mis- 
sion requirements if they are called 
upon. They need a more powerful gun. 
They need to replace their .50-caliber 
machine gun with a 30-millimeter can- 
non. The soldiers understand that. The 
Army understands that. 

The Army has already identified this 
requirement, and prior to the deterio- 
rating situation in Europe, they slated 
to field this improved weapons systems 
to these Strykers starting in 2020. So 
they knew it was a problem. They 
knew they had to address it. Then we 
saw this deteriorating situation in Eu- 
rope caused by Crimea’s being annexed 
and now the situation on the eastern 
border of Ukraine. 

The soldiers manning these Strykers 
today know that 2020 is just too far in 
the future, and Army leadership agrees 
with them. On March 30 of this year, 
U.S. Army Europe submitted an oper- 
ational needs statement to Army Head- 
quarters to address this urgent capa- 
bility gap in the 2nd Cavalry Regiment. 
Specifically, according to the needs 
statement, the unit lacks “the 
lethality of a direct fire weapons sys- 
tem to engage similar units or those 
supported by light-armored vehicles.”” 

On April 22, Army Headquarters vali- 
dated this high priority need and as- 
signed this requirement to the program 
manager for execution. To shave sev- 
eral years off of the fielding timeline, 
however, the Army needs additional 
funding in fiscal year 2016. They need it 
now. 

That is exactly what this amendment 
does. The review of these requirements 
by the Army was occurring while the 
Defense bill was being marked up in 
committee. The House appropriators, 
the first to mark up since the Army 
communicated its requirement, have 
fully funded the need. 
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I want to thank Chairman MCCAIN 
and the ranking member for their con- 
sideration and for including this impor- 
tant funding into this bill, even though 
the urgent need was communicated 
only very recently. 

By the way, just to be clear, because 
I have heard discussion about this on 
the floor today, this turret and gun 
system—the cannon itself—will be 
competed, and that is appropriate. 

This increase in funding is fully off- 
set by taking additional reductions 
from the expected surplus from the for- 
eign currency fluctuations as identified 
by GAO. The additional reductions 
taken by this amendment still won’t 
match the reductions, by the way, that 
the House has taken from these ac- 
counts. 

I want to thank the Members of our 
body here in the Senate for their sup- 
port of this amendment. Senator 
PETERS, my colleague from Michigan, 
has been my partner on the other side 
of the aisle in this effort. He has been 
a strong supporter of giving our sol- 
diers what they need in Europe and 
sending that strong message we talked 
about earlier. 

Senator COTTON talked about this 
issue in the Armed Services Com- 
mittee. He is chairman of the Airland 
Subcommittee, and he has worked hard 
on this, as well as have other Armed 
Services committee members, includ- 
ing Senator INHOFE, Senator SESSIONS, 
Senator WICKER, Senator TOOMEY, who 
is our Presiding Officer, and, of course, 
Senator MCCAIN. 

This amendment is of vital impor- 
tance for our forward-deployed troops. 
It also sends a critical message at this 
time of great uncertainty in Europe. I 
urge my colleagues to support this. It 
is bipartisan and it is needed, and I 
urge its swift adoption. 

Because of that, Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment in order to call up 
amendment No. 1522. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PORTMAN] pro- 
poses an amendment numbered 1522 to 
amendment No. 1463. 

Mr. PORTMAN. I ask unanimous 
consent that the reading of the amend- 
ment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide additional amounts for 

procurement and for research, develop- 

ment, test, and evaluation for Stryker 

Lethality Upgrades, and to provide an off- 

set) 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

Subtitle E—Army Programs 
SEC. 161. STRYKER LETHALITY UPGRADES. 

(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR PROCUREMENT, 

ARMY.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to 
be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by sec- 
tion 101 for procurement is hereby increased 
by $314,000,000, with the amount of the in- 
crease to be available for procurement for 
the Army for Wheeled and Tracked Combat 
Vehicles for Stryker (mod) Lethality Up- 
grades. 

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The 
amount available under paragraph (1) for 
procurement for Stryker (mod) Lethality 
Upgrades is in addition to any other 
amounts available in this Act for procure- 
ment for the Army for Stryker (mod) 
Lethality Upgrades. 

(b) ADDITIONAL 
ARMY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to 
be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by sec- 
tion 201 for research, development, test, and 
evaluation is hereby increased by $57,000,000, 
with the amount of the increase to be avail- 
able for research, development, test, and 
evaluation for the Army for the Combat Ve- 
hicle Improvement Program for Stryker 
Lethality Upgrades. 

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The 
amount available under paragraph (1) for re- 
search, development, test, and evaluation for 
Stryker Lethality Upgrades is in addition to 
any other amounts available in this Act for 
research, development, test, and evaluation 
for the Army for Stryker Lethality Up- 
grades. 

(c) OFFSET.—The aggregate amount au- 
thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2016 by division A is hereby reduced by 
$371,000,000, with the amount of the reduction 
to be achieved through anticipated foreign 
currency gains in addition to any other an- 
ticipated foreign currency gains specified in 
the funding tables in division D. 

Mr. PORTMAN. I yield the floor. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, while the 
Senator from Ohio is here, I want first 
of all to commend him for his interest 
in the Stryker program. It is one of 
those vehicles that have been extraor- 
dinarily effective in protecting our sol- 
diers in their efforts both in Afghani- 
stan and Iraq. It is a critical program. 

The amendment would add $371 mil- 
lion of funding. We all understand this 
is a very difficult budget environment, 
and I would point out that the Army 
submitted their unfunded requirement 
list to the committee in March. This 
was not on their request. However, it is 
my understanding that the request for 
additional funding is driven by a new 
requirement that actually became evi- 
dent in April of 2015. So the issue could 
have been that they weren’t as aware 
of it as they should have been. But for 
the record, this is not part of the un- 
funded requirement list of the Army. 

We did not have the chance, as a re- 
sult, to look at this as an approach 
that we would include in our Defense 
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appropriations bill. It was not literally 
on the radar screen until April, and it 
didn’t come up formally with their un- 
funded request. So I am concerned that 
these lethality improvements have not 
been fully vetted by the committee, by 
the Department, and also by the De- 
partment of Defense. 

There is another issue here, too. This 
is a first step in a multiyear program, 
and we are not quite sure at this point, 
over the next several years, how much 
more money we would have to commit 
to production, testing, training, and lo- 
gistics. 

The other area of concern—not just 
in terms of looking closely at the pro- 
gram, the need, and the long-term 
budgetary effects—is the  pay-for, 
which is an offset for foreign currency 
accounts. The Department’s request 
has already been reduced by $550 mil- 
lion. We have literally taken that 
money from their currency accounts, 
and now we are going to take another 
$371 million. So we are really getting 
very, very close to what this account 
can bear in terms of costs added to it. 

Again, I think since it is O&M—that 
is the basic account we are taking it 
from to put in a platform—it raises the 
other issue that is so central to every- 
thing the chairman and many of us 
have been doing, which is how do we 
keep the Army ready, and there is a 
trade-off. There is a trade-off between 
new platforms and making sure the sol- 
diers we have are training on the exist- 
ing platforms and doing their work. 

So I would express some strong res- 
ervations. I would be happy to work 
with the Senator from Ohio. I under- 
stand this is driven by his commitment 
to making sure our soldiers have the 
best equipment in the world. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, first, 
I appreciate the ranking member’s 
comments, and I look forward to work- 
ing with him on this. We talked about 
this on the floor a moment ago. This is 
something the Army has requested. 
They came late; he is absolutely right. 
They did make a request in March, in 
terms of submitting this operational 
needs statement, but it wasn’t until 
April 22 that they actually validated 
this high priority need and assigned it 
to the program manager. So the com- 
mittee didn’t have the opportunity to 
look at it as they have others. 

I will say it is urgent, and having 
just been over there and seeing one of 
those temporary armored companies 
about to leave, they need this badly. 
What they are saying is that the 30- 
millimeter cannon is necessary to go 
up against any potential enemy, and 
the .50-caliber machine gun simply is 
not. So this is not moving more 
Abrams tanks into the area. It is tak- 
ing these Strykers and upgrading 
them, and they have identified this as 
an urgent need. 

So I look forward to working with 
the ranking member on this. I hope we 
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can work through this, even in the next 
several days here, to get this done, be- 
cause it is so important. It will be com- 
peted. It is a turret and gun system. It 
is something that does require an off- 
set, and that offset—by the way, the 
account the GAO has identified as hav- 
ing a certain amount of funding does 
have that much room left in it and 
more, we are told. And also the House 
has already taken more out of this cur- 
rency fluctuation account than the 
committee has. 

So I again thank the ranking mem- 
ber for working on this. I know he too 
has a strong commitment to our sol- 
diers who are there to be sure they 
have what they need in order to com- 
plete their mission in an increasingly 
volatile environment in Europe. 

With that, I yield back for my col- 
league from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1486 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as we 
begin this very important discussion 
about how we go about the business of 
defending our country and preserving 
the peace and our national security, I 
think it is really important we look at 
all of the elements of American power. 
We are very familiar with the fact that 
we have the world’s best military—best 
equipped, best trained, with the most 
technologically advanced weapons sys- 
tems. But we also ought to look at 
America’s other sources of great power, 
and that means things such as soft 
power. 

Let me explain. Here is the problem. 
Many NATO countries—our allies in 
Europe, the North Atlantic Treaty Or- 
ganization countries—many of which 
are former satellites of the Soviet 
Union and are now being intimidated 
by the Russian Federation, rely heav- 
ily on energy resources from Russia, 
creating what I think can 
euphemistically be called a strategic 
vulnerability. Many of them are just 
downright scared about what it means 
in terms of their ability to survive a 
Russian intimidation. 

According to a recent Wall Street 
Journal op-ed by former National Secu- 
rity Advisor Steven Hadley and former 
Secretary of Defense Leon Panetta, 14 
countries that are a part of NATO buy 
15 percent or more of their oil from 
Russia. 

The distinguished chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee, who is not 
on the floor right now, famously said: 
Russia is a gas station masquerading 
as a nation. It produces prodigious 
sources of energy, but, unfortunately, 
they view energy as one of their weap- 
ons. 

So the fact that 14 of these NATO 
countries buy 15 percent or more of 
their oil from Russia is a real vulnera- 
bility for them. Several other countries 
in Eastern and Central Europe buy 
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more than 50 percent of their energy 
supply from Russia. As I said, Russia 
has huge sources of oil and gas, but 
they are using them not only as a 
source of economic strength and to 
provide for the Russian people, but 
they are using them as a source of in- 
timidation and coercion. 

For example, in January of 2009, Rus- 
sia effectively turned off the natural 
gas to Ukraine. This affected at least 
10 countries in Europe that rely upon 
natural gas that crosses Ukraine from 
Russia. According to a report released 
last fall from the European Commis- 
sion, several countries in Europe could 
lose up to 60 percent of their gas supply 
if their supply lines from Russia are 
disrupted. That is the problem. 

Here is what I propose is one of the 
things we can do about it. The United 
States, of course, has experienced an 
energy renaissance in recent years, 
thanks to the technology produced by 
the private sector—most specifically, 
the use of fracking in conjunction with 
horizontal drilling—which has turned 
America into an energy powerhouse. 
Not that many years ago, people were 
talking about peak oil. In other words, 
they basically were making the argu- 
ment that all the oil that could have 
been produced was being produced, and 
we would now then be in a period of de- 
cline. That proved to be wrong. 

Now, thanks to this huge production 
of American energy, we know we can 
use our ample energy resources not 
only to supply our own needs here at 
home but to use the surplus to reassure 
our allies and our partners and to re- 
duce their dependence on bad actors, 
such as Russia and Iran. 

If we think about it, some of the 
sanctions which we have deployed 
against both Iran and Russia for their 
bad behavior—one of the most effective 
ones is the indirect sanction of lower 
oil and gas prices because, frankly, Mr. 
Putin has calculated that oil prices 
would remain very high, and when they 
get low, that means he doesn’t have 
the financial wherewithal in order to 
make some of the mischief that he and 
Iran are so noted for. 

The United States, of course, has sig- 
nificantly diversified our energy re- 
sources. The United States has con- 
sumed the lowest level of imported pe- 
troleum in the last 30 years. That was 
this last year. Let me repeat that lest 
it be lost. 

Last year, the United States con- 
sumed the lowest level of imported pe- 
troleum in the last 30 years. According 
to the International Energy Agency, 
today the United States is the largest 
oil and natural gas liquids producer in 
the world, surpassing Saudi Arabia, for 
example. 

I have filed a number of amendments, 
and I intend to call up one of those in 
a moment, but let me describe briefly 
the amendments we have filed that I 
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think help provide some progress to- 
ward a solution for the problem I have 
described. 

In light of this new geopolitical land- 
scape, I have offered several amend- 
ments that would further our strategic 
position in the world while also 
strengthening our allies, making them 
less vulnerable to the intimidation and 
bullying tactics of the Russian Federa- 
tion under Vladimir Putin. These 
amendments aim to help NATO and our 
other allies in Europe diversify their 
energy resources and lessen their de- 
pendency on energy supplies of some of 
our major adversaries such as Russia 
and Iran. 

The first amendment would point out 
the existing authorities the President 
already has under current law related 
to energy exports if he determines it is 
in our national interests. Of course, 
this is an authority under current law 
that applies not only to the present oc- 
cupant of the White House but would 
also apply to his successor. 

This amendment expresses the sense 
of the Congress that the President 
should exercise these current authori- 
ties to aid our allies and partners in 
Europe and elsewhere. To help the 
United States get smart on how Russia 
currently uses its energy program as a 
weapon against our allies and partners, 
this amendment would mandate also 
an intelligence assessment to better 
understand the vulnerabilities of NATO 
and our other allies and partners in Eu- 
rope. Then, it would also expand the re- 
quirements of the Pentagon’s annual 
Russia military power report to man- 
date analysis of Russia’s ability to use 
energy supplies as a tool of coercion or 
intimidation against our allies and 
partners in Europe. 

So this would restate the present au- 
thorities the President of the United 
States currently has to produce and 
sell oil and gas to our allies in Europe, 
such as Ukraine and other NATO allies. 
It would require an additional intel- 
ligence assessment to make sure we 
understand fully the implications of 
this vulnerability that Europe and our 
NATO allies have to Russia and its in- 
timidation tactics. Third, it would ex- 
pand the requirements of a current re- 
port that the Pentagon makes on an 
annual basis called the Russian mili- 
tary power report to mandate an anal- 
ysis of Russia’s ability to use energy 
supplies as a tool of coercion or intimi- 
dation. 

Two other amendments which we 
filed—which I will not call up at this 
time—would help reduce the need for 
U.S. allies to purchase energy from 
Russia and Iran. It would do this by 
adding a specific exception to the law 
that would allow crude and natural gas 
exports to allies and partners when 
their energy security is compromised. 

For example, if a NATO ally or part- 
ner—such as Ukraine or Japan—re- 
quests additional energy exports from 
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the United States, the President must 
approve it in a timely fashion if he 
finds it to be in the national interests 
of the United States. This would pro- 
vide our allies and our partners with an 
additional source of fuel and a little 
additional reassurance that if they are 
subjected to the kind of intimidation 
and coercion I mentioned a moment 
ago, that we, as their friend and their 
ally, would supply them with an alter- 
native source of energy they need in 
order to keep the lights on and keep 
their economy running. 

Finally, we filed an amendment that 
would amend the Natural Gas Act to 
require the Secretary of Energy to ap- 
prove liquefied natural gas exports to 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion countries and other named part- 
ners and allies. This uses the same 
preferential treatment that is already 
given to our free-trade agreement part- 
ners, which are automatically deemed 
to be in the public interest. 

In conclusion, these amendments are 
designed to address a very specific 
problem and a very specific vulnerabil- 
ity of some of our closest allies in Eu- 
rope and to relieve them from some of 
the pressure of Russian intimidation 
and coercion when Russia attempts to 
use energy aS a weapon. We can use 
this as an important element of our 
soft power to help our allies relieve 
this coercion and intimidation. 

These amendments would strengthen 
the strategic hand of the United States 
in a world that grows more com- 
plicated by the day, not to mention 
more dangerous. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
them and, by doing so, take a long- 
term view of our own national security 
as well as the peace and stability of 
some of our most trusted allies and 
partners. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to set aside the pending amend- 
ment in order to call up amendment 
No. 1486. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ScoTT). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CORNYN] pro- 


poses an amendment numbered 1486 to 
amendment No. 1463. 


Mr. CORNYN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading of the amend- 
ment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require reporting on energy se- 

curity issues involving Europe and the 

Russian Federation, and to express the 

sense of Congress regarding ways the 

United States could help vulnerable allies 

and partners with energy security) 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 
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REPORTING ON ENERGY SECURITY 
ISSUES INVOLVING EUROPE AND 
THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

(a) ADDITIONAL MATTERS IN ANNUAL RE- 
PORT ON MILITARY AND SECURITY DEVELOP- 
MENTS INVOLVING THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION.— 
Section 1245(b) of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291; 128 Stat. 3566) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (15) as para- 
graph (16); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (14) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

““(15) An assessment of Russia’s ability to 
use energy supplies, particularly natural gas 
and oil, as tools of coercion or intimidation 
to undermine the security of NATO members 
or other neighboring countries.”. 

(b) REPORT ON HUROPEAN ENERGY SECURITY 
AND RELATED VULNERABILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Director of National Intelligence, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State, shall 
submit to the appropriate congressional 
committees a report assessing the energy se- 
curity of NATO members, other European 
nations who share a border with the Russian 
Federation, and Moldova. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include assessments of 
the following issues: 

(A) The extent of reliance by these nations 
on the Russian Federation for supplies of oil 
and natural gas. 

(B) Whether such reliance creates 
vulnerabilities that negatively affect the se- 
curity of those nations. 

(C) The magnitude of those vulnerabilities. 

(D) The impacts of those vulnerabilities on 
the national security and economic interests 
of the United States. 

(E) Any other aspect that the Director de- 
termines to be relevant to these issues. 

(8) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Select Committee on Intelligence, and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence, and the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives. 

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ON WAYS THE 
UNITED STATES COULD HELP VUL- 
NERABLE ALLIES AND PARTNERS 
WITH ENERGY SECURITY. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
of 1975 (Public Law 94-163) gives the Presi- 
dent discretion to allow crude oil and nat- 
ural gas exports that the President deter- 
mines to be consistent with the national in- 
terest; 

(2) United States allies and partners in Eu- 
rope and Asia have requested access to 
United States oil and natural gas exports to 
limit their vulnerability and to diversify 
their supplies, including in the face of Rus- 
sian aggression and Middle East volatility; 
and 

(3) the President should exercise existing 
authorities related to natural gas and crude 
oil exports to help aid vulnerable United 
States allies and partners, consistent with 
the national interest. 


Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I appre- 
ciate the courtesies of the chairman 
and the ranking member to allow this 
amendment to be called up and to give 
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me a chance to explain its importance 
and how it fits into the national secu- 
rity strategy of the United States. I 
know we don’t typically tend to think 
of our energy resources as being an ele- 
ment of our national strength and 
power that we can project beyond our 
borders in a way that helps aid our al- 
lies and friends and reduces the influ- 
ence of our adversaries, such as Iran 
and Russia, but I hope my colleagues 
will take a close look at this amend- 
ment and, when the time comes, vote 
to support it. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1540 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent to set aside the pending 
amendment and, on behalf of Senator 
BENNET, call up amendment No. 1540. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so orderd. 

The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 
for Mr. BENNET, proposes an amendment 
numbered 1540 to amendment No. 1463. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To require the Comptroller Gen- 

eral of the United States to brief and sub- 
mit a report to Congress on the adminis- 
tration and oversight by the Department 
of Veterans Affairs of contracts for the de- 
sign and construction of major medical fa- 
cility projects) 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. COMPTROLLER GENERAL BRIEFING 


AND REPORT ON MAJOR MEDICAL 
FACILITY PROJECTS OF DEPART- 
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) BRIEFING.—Not later than 270 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall provide to the appropriate committees 
of Congress a briefing on the administration 
and oversight by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs of contracts for the design and con- 
struction of major medical facility projects, 
as defined in section 8104(a)(3)(A) of title 38, 
United States Code. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress a report on 
the administration and oversight described 
in subsection (a). 

(c) ELEMENTS.—The briefing required by 
subsection (a) and the report required by 
subsection (b) shall each include an examina- 
tion of the following: 
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(1) The processes used by the Department 
for overseeing and assuring the performance 
of construction design and construction con- 
tracts for major medical facility projects, as 
so defined. 

(2) Any actions taken by the Department 
to improve the administration of such con- 
tracts. 

(3) Such opportunities for further improve- 
ment of the administration of such contracts 
as the Comptroller General considers appro- 
priate. 

(d) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress’? means— 

(1) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and 
the Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies of 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(2) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and 
the Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies of the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GARDNER). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, once 
again, the truth proves elusive when 
we are dealing with Iran’s unpredict- 
able regime. I refer to a New York 
Times article that is entitled ‘‘Iran’s 
Nuclear Stockpile Grows, Complicating 
Negotiations.” Among elements of the 
article—and I know the article is being 
disparaged by the State Department; I 
will talk about that in a moment—but 
among the elements of the article is 
the fact that Iran’s stockpile of nuclear 
fuel has increased about 20 percent 
over the last 18 months of negotia- 
tions—increased—increased 20 percent 
in the last 18 months of negotiations. 

In essence, we are to be convinced 
“that Iran will have to shrink its 
stockpile by 96 percent in a matter of 
months after a deal is signed, even 
while it continues to produce new ma- 
terial and has demonstrated little suc- 
cess in reducing its current stockpile.” 

I am reading from the Times article. 

It goes on to say, in part, “That 
means Iran. . . would have to rid itself 
of more than nine tons of its stockpile 
in a matter of months.”’ 

In a matter of months. 

Now, this is a continuing challenge 
that we have as we look at these nego- 
tiations. We are supposedly in the final 
months. The end of this month is when 
we are hopefully going to come to some 
type of an agreement. We see what has 
been a challenge from the very begin- 
ning. It is a challenge I have cited time 
and time again. 

How much of these numbers are done 
because of Iran’s desire to push the 


June 3, 2015 


numbers upward? Is that for a political 
purpose? Is it for a negotiating pur- 
pose? Is it for a technological inabil- 
ity? Whatever it is, the numbers pub- 
lished Friday by the International 
Atomic Energy Agency, the inde- 
pendent agency for which so much of 
the Joint Plan of Action and any fu- 
ture agreement that might be con- 
summated—this is the entity we are 
depending upon. Well, this entity has 
said that Iran has continued to enrich 
uranium aggressively, even though it 
knew it was not meeting its goals of 
converting its stockpile into reactor 
rods. This is a real question that I 
have. 

Another independent group, the Bi- 
partisan Policy Center, said in Feb- 
ruary that Iran has failed to do the 
conversion. 

We knew from the beginning it was 
going to be difficult for the Iranians to 
blend down rather than ship out be- 
cause they have this aversion to ship- 
ping out. This was all possible if they 
would ship out, but they have consist- 
ently said they will not ship out their 
fuel. We knew it would be a concern if 
they weren’t able to do what they 
pledged to do and, frankly, I am con- 
cerned. 

I am concerned this is just another 
diplomatic sleight of hand by an 
untrustworthy negotiating partner. I 
am concerned Iran is still saying it will 
not ship out excess low-enriched ura- 
nium but rather blend it down and 
store it. Iam concerned this is more of 
an issue than the administration is 
willing to concede, particularly if there 
is no deal, and we, in essence, with 
sanctions relief have paid them to con- 
vert, and then they walk away with 
massive amounts of low-enriched ura- 
nium that can be fed into their cen- 
trifuges and converted to highly en- 
riched uranium. 

Let’s be clear. The tracking and veri- 
fication of uranium mines and mills— 
which were often talked about as part 
of why we will have a safeguard if there 
is a deal—to centrifuges only works if 
Iran gets rid of its stockpiles. It 
doesn’t work any other way. It does 
not work any other way. The New York 
Times has identified a real problem 
with the mechanisms being used to 
control Iran’s nuclear stockpile. The 
simplest solution would be to ship 
Iran’s stockpile out of the country. 
This would prevent any question of a 
buildup of material. However, Iran has 
refused to do this—at least to this date 
publicly—and opened the potential for 
Iranian manipulation about what is 
going on. 

There may be technical reasons for 
the 20-percent increase in low-enriched 
uranium, but one certainly has to won- 
der: Are they delaying? Are they really 
having problems building a conversion 
facility—something I specifically ex- 
pressed concerns about early in the 
process—or is this simply another at- 
tempt to play fast and loose with the 
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truth, cover it up, and buy time? Is it 
a negotiating posture? So as they come 
closer and closer to the deadline, they 
have all of this enriched uranium, and 
there is this compulsion to strike a 
deal—not a good deal but a deal at any 
cost. 

While this may not be a technical 
violation of the Joint Plan of Action, 
the Iranians were supposed to have 
reached the agreed-upon goal. The fact 
is, midway through the process, we are 
told there could be a delay. But clearly 
the timetable has slipped even further 
away. 

I know the State Department has 
gone after the article, which, in part, is 
based on facts from the International 
Atomic Energy Administration. The 
administration has gone out of their 
way to attack the premise of the arti- 
cle because I guess anything that 
would upset the fundamental belief 
that we have to have a deal at any cost 
is problematic for the State Depart- 
ment. 

But I have to be honest with you. As 
I read the State Department's re- 
sponse, it means to me that their main 
response appears to be that Iran is not 
in technical violation of the Joint Plan 
of Action because it still has a month 
left to transform all of the extra low- 
enriched uranium that it has created in 
recent months into oxide. 

This pushback is pretty much some- 
thing we should have expected because 
it is the only argument the administra- 
tion actually has available to it to ex- 
plain this, and it is the same argument 
they used when many of us were rais- 
ing the concerns that Iran was busting 
through their oil export caps set under 
the Joint Plan of Action every month. 
We were consistently told: Well, next 
month the Iranians will ship even less, 
and therefore it will all even out. Well, 
the fact is that when time ran out, the 
exports of Iran remained way above 
what was allowed, and then the admin- 
istration shifted to an explanation only 
to suggest that certain types of oil just 
do not count. There is always a reach 
here to try to get a justification for 
Iran. 

I think the State Department’s re- 
sponse totally misses the point of the 
New York Times article. The upshot of 
the piece is not that there is no way for 
Iran to meet its Joint Plan of Action 
obligations in theory—in theory; it is 
that Iranians have stockpiled so much 
low-enriched uranium that it is all but 
impossible for them to meet those ob- 
jectives in practice. The Iranians may 
have calculated that they do not have 
to do so and that the administration is 
not about to blow up an impending nu- 
clear deal over a violation of past 
agreements if those violations bear di- 
rectly on Iranian intentions and capa- 
bilities to implement the agreement. 

There is another group who has been 
before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. When I was the chairman, 
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we called them several times, and I 
think Senator CORKER, the new chair, 
has a deep respect for them as well— 
the Institute for Science and Inter- 
national Security. They have posted 
their analysis of this specific question: 
Will Iran be able to meet its obligation 
regarding its 5 percent low-enriched 
uranium? 

In the response to that question, the 
Institute for Science and International 
Security, David Albright, who is argu- 
ably one of the most respected voices 
on Iran’s nuclear program, comes to 
this conclusion: Iran has fallen behind 
in its pledge to convert its newly pro- 
duced low enriched uranium hexa- 
fluoride into oxide form. There are le- 
gitimate questions about whether Iran 
can produce all of the requisite LEU 
oxide. 

Iran has fed a total of 2,720 kilograms 
of 3.5 percent low-enriched uranium 
hexafluoride into the HUPP—the vehi- 
cle by which they ultimately have the 
conversion—but it has not fed any 3.5 
percent low-enriched uranium hexa- 
fluoride into the plant since November 
of 2014—November of last year. 

By the end of June—they go on to 
say—in order to meet its commitment 
under the Joint Plan of Action, Iran 
must finish converting the 2,720 kilo- 
grams of low-enriched uranium into 
oxide, introduce it into that vehicle 
and convert it into oxide. 

They go on to say: Thus, Iran has 
clearly fallen behind in its pledge 
under the Joint Plan of Action. 

On a policy level, the institute’s 
analysis emphasizes that Iran’s refusal 
to meet its obligation “show the risk 
posed by relying on technical solutions 
that have not yet been demonstrated 
by Iran’’—so technical solutions that 
we say: If, in fact, they can do this, 
this may be part of our way in which 
we can strike a deal, but Iran has not 
demonstrated meeting those technical 
solutions. Iran is under sanctions and 
in the middle of negotiations. Yet, we 
still cannot rely upon them. 

I think this is a serious concern not 
to be minimized. This is at the same 
time that Iran is boarding commercial 
ships in the Strait of Hormuz, firing at 
some of them. This is the same Iran 
that is in the midst, as a country, of 
going ahead and is engaged as the larg- 
est state sponsor of terrorism in the 
world, in Lebanon, in Syria, in Iraq, in 
Yemen. Yet, even as we are in the 
midst of the negotiation, all of these 
things are taking place, and even if we 
want to wall off all of the nonnuclear 
acts of Tehran that have to worry us 
and concern us in terms of our national 
security and international order, as it 
relates to the nuclear portfolio, they 
do not seem to be headed in the direc- 
tion of what is clearly necessary in 
order to meet their obligations under 
the Joint Plan of Action. They do not 
seem, at least in this point in time, to 
be technically capable of doing that 
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even though these are the fixes we are 
looking for. 

At the end of the day, you have to 
really wonder why we continue to find 
a way to excuse Iran in every element. 
We had something that was found inde- 
pendently and reported to the United 
Nations Security Council commission 
that deals with questions. They were 
ultimately fueling one of their rods. 
This was raised and, again, it was re- 
sponded to. It was deemed de minimis. 
We had oil exports greater than what 
they were allowed. We explained it 
away, saying: Well, certain types of oil 
were not counted. We have a set of cir- 
cumstances where they have raised 
their fuel capacity, not lowered it, even 
as they are headed toward an agree- 
ment in which they have to dramati- 
cally reduce it. 

So I have a real problem in consist- 
ently seeing the willingness to stretch 
to allow Iran to get where it is today. 
It is that view which let the world, un- 
fortunately, allow Iran to get to the 
point of a precipice of having nuclear 
power that it can convert to a nuclear 
weapon. That is not in the national in- 
terests and security of the United 
States. 

I have the intention in this period of 
time to consistently come to the floor 
and raise these issues as they evolve 
and rear their heads at a critical mo- 
ment. I think we have to be very com- 
mitted to knowing the truth here. 

While all of us aspire to have an 
agreement that can truly stop Iran’s 
path toward a nuclear weapon and that 
that be something which is not just 
limited in time because the Persians 
have for 5,000 years been trying to have 
the power in the hegemonic interests 
they have—they are closer to it, from 
my perspective, than at any other 
time. If they already have their people 
suffering under sanctions as a result of 
their actions and they are using the re- 
sources they have not to help their 
people but to continue to spread ter- 
rorism throughout the region, then we 
can only wonder, when a deal is struck 
and large flows of money begin to re- 
turn to Iran, what they will do with 
that money. It seems to me that you 
would have a strategy set up to think 
about that before you even get to a 
deal, assuming you can achieve a good 
deal. 

But when I see them taking actions 
that, in my view, may not be a tech- 
nical violation but are contrary to ev- 
erything they are supposed to do, when 
you have independent groups such as 
the Institute for Science and David 
Albright and when you have the IAEA 
making these observations, for me, it 
has alarm bells and those alarm bells 
are worrying. 

I think it is incredibly important, on 
what I believe is one of the most sig- 
nificant national security and inter- 
national security order questions that 
will come before the Senate, that we 
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not just look the other way but that we 
challenge, when these facts continue to 
come forward, about what is the truth 
behind them and what does it mean for 
any potential agreement and how we 
continue to judge Iran’s actions in 
light of any potential agreement. 

I know we are told constantly: This 
is not on hope, and that it is all going 
to be verified. It is not on trust, but it 
is all going to be verified. But I have to 
be honest with you—it depends when 
you keep defining what is or is not per- 
missible. From my perspective, where 
we are headed is not what I think is in 
the national interest and security of 
the United States. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I know 
that we have a lineup of speakers. We 
have a speaker from Hawaii who is 
going to be here shortly, at which time 
I would be very pleased to yield, but I 
wish to make a couple of comments. 

First, the fact that we are getting to 
this bill is great, because if you look at 
the last few years, we have not had a 
chance to do this until late in the year. 
The last 2 years it was December before 
we actually got around to it. It could 
have been a real crisis, because I think 
most of us in the Senate know that if 
we had gone to December 31, all kinds 
of things would have stopped—funding 
for a lot of our reenlistment bonuses 
and other things. 

I applaud the chairman for using his 
influence to get this bill on floor so we 
could go ahead and get it passed. It is 
something that we need to make sure 
the people who are out there risking 
their lives on a day-to-day basis know 
and that they know we are having this 
as our top priority. 

I want to make one comment about 
sequestration. People are talking about 
putting equal amounts of increases— 
not just in the military or in the de- 
fense portion but also in the other por- 
tions of government, such as the IRS 
and the EPA—without recognition that 
as we went through the funding mecha- 
nism, we were taking money out of 
military on a 50-50 basis with non- 
defense moneys, while the military is 
only 16 percent of the budget. So we 
have already started at a great dis- 
advantage. 

As far as the OCO is concerned, that 
is kind of a desperate effort. It is not 
the way we should be doing it, but we 
must have the support and keep the 
readiness up with our troops. 

We do have some good things that 
are in this bill, such as funding for the 
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KC-46, the Paladin Integrated Manage- 
ment Program, the Long-Range Strike 
Bomber, and the F-35. So we are at 
least treading water here. 

I wish to say one thing, though, that 
I didn’t approve of in this bill, and we 
may try to make some changes on the 
floor. It is the BRAC process. I think 
we all know that the base realignment 
and closing process has been going on 
since 1987. This is no time to be doing 
something with that. I am very pleased 
that we are able to continue that and 
not see one for a period of time. 

One thing that is consistent about 
BRAC rounds is that they all cost a lot 
of money in the first 5 years. People, if 
there is ever a time in the history of 
this body and of the military when we 
can’t afford to take money out, it is 
now. 

We have addressed a couple of things. 
There are some things that need to be 
fixed as we move on to the floor. I 
know that our chairman, Senator 
MCCAIN, has been asking people to 
bring down their amendments. I think 
we should be doing that, and I antici- 
pate a lot of amendments will be com- 
ing down. 

I wish to say one thing about Gitmo. 
There is this myth out there that 
somehow the terrorists think that we 
hurt people at Gitmo. Somehow they 
think it is something that should be al- 
tered and should be changed, but I 
don’t believe that is the case. 

I see the Senator from Hawaii is on 
the floor. I am cutting into his time 
right now. So I am going to continue 
comments throughout the rest of the 
afternoon, tomorrow, and yield back 
the time to him, which I have taken 
away from him for a few minutes. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Hawaii. 

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, I thank 
the chairman of the Environment and 
Public Works Committee for his gen- 
tlemanliness and for our ability to 
work together in spaces where we agree 
and when we have to disagree, to be 
agreeable about it. I really appreciate 
that relationship. 

Mr. President, I wish to talk about 
climate change, and I ask unanimous 
consent to speak as in morning busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, climate 
change is real, it is caused by humans, 
it is urgent, and it is solvable. Climate 
change is real, it is caused by humans, 
it is urgent, and it is solvable. This 
year we have had some debates about 
climate change on the Senate floor and 
a majority of Members, including more 
than a few Republicans, have admitted 
that climate change is real and caused 
by humans. We have passed bipartisan 
amendments calling for the United 
States to reduce carbon pollution and 
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to fight human-induced climate 
change. That is a necessary step in the 
right direction, but it is not enough. 

We need to take real action. We need 
to focus on real solutions, and here is 
the exciting part. There are plenty of 
real-world cost-effective solutions to 
climate change. A lot of them empower 
every day Americans, giving them 
more control in terms of how they get 
their energy. 

One of these solutions is distributed 
energy generation, or DG. DG is cre- 
ating a real revolution in the energy 
sector by putting individuals and 
homeowners in control. The ability to 
own carbon-free power generation is 
helping everyday Americans realize 
that even though Washington is slow in 
the extreme on these questions, they 
can be part of the solution. 

DG systems are small, but they pro- 
vide major benefits. They can be more 
efficient, help promote national secu- 
rity, reduce electricity and fuel bills, 
and provide power during blackouts. 
Most important for fighting climate 
change, distributed generation lets us 
take advantage of major advances in 
clean energy. Through the use of re- 
newable DG, such as small-scale wind, 
solar, and geothermal, Americans can 
take simple steps to reduce their car- 
bon footprint. 

This is the important thing about 
distributed generation, and we are see- 
ing it across the country in red States 
and blue States, among conservatives 
and liberals. You don’t have to be as 
passionate as I am about climate 
change to be enthusiastic about dis- 
tributed generation, because nobody 
wants to pay more than is necessary on 
their electricity bill. The idea of gener- 
ating your own electricity is very at- 
tractive to individuals—regardless of 
their ideology, regardless of their par- 
tisan affiliation. This has tremendous 
potential to save individuals, business, 
and institutions real money. 

DG is changing the nature of the U.S. 
energy system. It is especially true in 
Hawaii, where more than 12 percent of 
our residents have rooftop solar, which 
is by far the highest rate in the United 
States. Rooftop solar is the most well- 
known renewable DG resource—and for 
good reason. The price of solar panels 
has come down 80 percent since 2008, 
and the cost to install residential sys- 
tems has dropped by about half since 
2010—80 percent cheaper since 2008 for 
the panels and about half as expensive 
just to get them on a roof since 2010. 
The prices are going down and down, 
and the economics are changing. What 
we thought was possible with respect 
to distributed generation a couple of 
years ago is changing everything we 
know about the U.S. energy system. 

In 2006, about 30,000 homes in the 
United States had rooftop solar. By 
2013, that number had risen to over 
400,000 homes. According to the Energy 
Information Administration and the 
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Department of Energy, as many as 4 
million homes could have solar panels 
within 5 years. But DG is far more than 
just rooftop solar. Small wind systems 
sized for homes, schools, farms, and re- 
mote communities are taking off, with 
over 74,000 turbines installed in all 50 
States. 

One family in upstate New York in- 
stalled a small wind turbine on its 
farm in 2012. Rated at 50 kilowatts, it 
will actually run at 60 or 70 when the 
wind is strong. They liked it so much, 
three branches of the family decided to 
lease three 10-kilowatt turbines for 
their homes, expecting to make back 
their initial investment within 5 years 
and to make a profit after that. 

Ed Doody, one of those farmers, says: 

My wife says it's like change in your pock- 
et. When it's running, you make a little 
money. 

Small-scale biogas systems offer 
farmers and ranchers opportunities to 
save money on energy and reduce 
methane emissions. Over 250 farms in 
the United States have made this in- 
vestment, and the economics work for 
many more. 

One dairy farm in California has in- 
stalled a system that uses manure to 
create and capture gas to run a 700-kil- 
owatt generator. The farm saves 
$800,000 per year in electricity and pro- 
pane expenses and will earn back the 
money from its initial investment in 
just 4 years. 

As you know, I am passionate about 
climate change, but you don’t have to 
care about climate change to be ex- 
cited about distributed generation. 
This is going to save people money, and 
that is the exciting thing about it. 

There are many factors that are add- 
ing to the dramatic growth of distrib- 
uted energy, including evolving State- 
level incentives and interconnection 
standards. But the most important rea- 
son has been the reduction in cost, es- 
pecially when it comes to solar. It is 
simply getting cheaper for a home- 
owner or a farmer to see real savings 
by investing in clean energy. 

A major reason for these cost reduc- 
tions has been consistent, predictable, 
Federal and State support. From about 
2005 until recently, Congress has done a 
fairly good job of providing consistent 
support for clean energy and distrib- 
uted generation. We provided long- 
term tax credits that helped industries 
scale up and appropriated funds for the 
DOE necessary to spur real innovation 
and bring down the costs. 

But that consistent support has ta- 
pered off in recent years with the expi- 
ration of a number of important cred- 
its. The clean energy industry will suf- 
fer further when the business and 
homeowner tax credits for renewable 
energy expire at the end of next year. 
That is why I plan to introduce, in the 
coming weeks, a bill that would extend 
the homeowner tax credit for solar, 
wind, and geothermal. This credit al- 
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lows Americans to take control of their 
own energy futures, and Congress 
should extend it. 

The explosion in DG does pose real 
challenges. Electric utilities must ad- 
just to a world where power flows in all 
directions, and the lines between rate- 
payers and generators become blurred. 
This challenges the traditional utility 
business model, and there is nowhere 
that is facing this challenge more seri- 
ously than the State of Hawaii, where 
we have a series of island grids and we 
have unprecedented penetration of re- 
newable energy into the grid. The old 
standard used to be a maximum of 15 
percent of intermittent energy onto 
the grid, but we have parts of our grid 
that are in the 25 to 35 percent inter- 
mittent energy. So there are real chal- 
lenges in upgrading our grid system, 
upgrading our electricity system, and 
creating a smart grid that can accom- 
modate all of this distributed genera- 
tion. 

But it also provides opportunities for 
innovation and the development of new 
American markets. This is not in the 
distant future, this is happening now. 
Each home, each business, each farm is 
now within reach of controlling its own 
energy future, often with carbon-free 
clean energy. 

Distributed energy is a real solution 
to climate change, both in the United 
States and around the world. It has 
created a revolution in energy produc- 
tion that we must harness and accel- 
erate for the challenge of climate 
change, but it is a challenge we meet. 

What excites me so much about dis- 
tributed generation is that as much as 
we were fighting about Keystone sev- 
eral months ago, aS much as we are 
likely to have a fight over the Congres- 
sional Review Act, having to do with 
the President’s Clean Power Plan, as 
much as I am, with Senator WHITE- 
HOUSE’s leadership, going to introduce 
a carbon fee, there are lots of things 
where we are, frankly, not going to be 
able to find agreement any time soon, 
there are spaces where we can work to- 
gether. Allowing individuals to gen- 
erate their own electricity and reduce 
their power bills seems to be a good 
place to start in terms of bipartisan en- 
ergy legislation. 

I thank the Presiding Officer for the 
time to speak about this exciting new 
possibility, and I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING ELDER L. TOM PERRY 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I rise to pay 

tribute to Elder L. Tom Perry, a mem- 
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ber of the Quorum of the Twelve Apos- 
tles in the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-day Saints. Elder Perry passed 
away on Saturday, May 30, 2015, at the 
age of 92. 

L. Tom Perry was a giant of a man 
with an even larger soul. His enthu- 
siasm for life energized and inspired all 
who came under his extraordinary in- 
fluence. It has been said that ideas go 
booming through the world like can- 
nons, thoughts are mightier than ar- 
mies, and principles have achieved 
more victories than horsemen or chari- 
ots. Inspiring ideas, transformational 
thoughts, and powerful principles— 
these were the driving forces in Elder 
Perry’s life and ministry and what 
made him such a positive force for good 
throughout the world. 

It is true Elder Perry’s booming 
voice carried his words far and wide, 
but it was his spiritual strength and 
positive perspective that set his cher- 
ished ideas on faith, family, and free- 
dom booming to the four corners of the 
world and into the hearts of millions. 

As a marine, as a businessman, and 
as an ecclesiastical leader, Elder L. 
Tom Perry was committed to helping 
people elevate their thoughts and lives. 
He was a man who knew what it meant 
to dream big, to be bold, and to never 
accept anything less than your best. 
His passion for life, people, and service 
was contagious. He was among the 
wave of marines to arrive in Japan as 
World War II drew to a close. Though 
he entered as a member of the occupa- 
tion forces, his thoughts were focused 
on elevating those around him. He con- 
vinced a number of his fellow service- 
men to spend their free time rebuilding 
a decimated Protestant chapel. Later, 
while in Saipan, he similarly lifted 
others by repairing a Catholic orphan- 
age. Throughout his service as an LDS 
apostle, he was known for praising 
positive performance. Yet he also made 
sure that thoughts and sights were for- 
ever lifted up so individuals, families, 
and entire communities would strive to 
do, be, and become better. Elder Perry 
proved that thoughts are indeed 
mightier than armies. 

L. Tom Perry was a man of principle 
and a man who recognized that believ- 
ing in, living by, and teaching true 
principles was the key to success in 
every area of life. He taught that the 
family is the bulwark of society and 
central to the strength and vitality of 
communities and nations. He believed 
the principle of freedom was universal 
and that all people should have the 
privilege to live in liberty. He declared 
that freedom was not a spectator sport 
and that we all have a sacred duty to 
defend and protect it. His faith carried 
him through difficult days and trying 
times. The principle of faith helped 
him help others. Elder Perry simply be- 
lieved. He believed simply and showed 
that positively and enthusiastically be- 
lieving was simply a better way to live. 
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He believed in people, even—no, espe- 
cially when they didn’t have the faith 
to believe in themselves. His life dem- 
onstrated that true principles have 
achieved more victories than horsemen 
or chariots. 

Elder Perry often claimed he was just 
an ordinary man. Yet his ideas, 
thoughts, and principles enabled him 
to live an extraordinary life. As an 
apostle in the Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-day Saints, he traveled the 
world sharing his profound testimony 
of Jesus Christ and his love for people 
from every walk of life. Elder Perry re- 
minded us that we are to live our lives 
not by days but by deed, not by seasons 
but by service. 

I am thankful for the life and min- 
istry of Elder L. Tom Perry. He made a 
difference for his family, his commu- 
nity, his church, and our Nation. 

Mr. President, I would like to finish 
where I began: Ideas go booming 
through the world like cannons, 
thoughts are mightier than armies, and 
principles have achieved more victories 
than horsemen or chariots. The boom- 
ing legacy of Elder L. Tom Perry will 
echo in the hearts, reverberate in the 
minds, and warm the souls of many for 
generations to come. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator withhold? 

Mr. LEE. I will. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am 
going to seek recognition. 

Mr. TILLIS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, we do 
have Senator ALEXANDER scheduled 
briefly. Could I have a moment before 
the Senator seeks recognition? 

Mr. DURBIN. I will be seeking about 
5 minutes, no more. So if Senator 
ALEXANDER comes to the floor, he will 
not have to wait long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the 
ranking member of this important 
committee, the Armed Services Com- 
mittee, Senator JACK REED of Rhode 
Island, will be offering an amendment 
to the National Defense Authorization 
Act, which I support. I hold the title of 
vice chairman of the Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Defense and have 
served as chairman of that sub- 
committee as well. 

This is an awesome responsibility—to 
handle the authorization bill for the 
greatest military in the world, and I 
salute both my friend Senator REED 
and my friend Senator MCCAIN for the 
hard work they have put into this bill, 
but there is a fatal flaw in this bill. 
Senator JACK REED addresses it, and I 
want to speak to it for a minute. 

Senator MCCAIN has stated publicly, 
with others on the Republican side, a 
sentiment that is shared on the Demo- 
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cratic side. We have to do away with 
sequestration once and for all. Seques- 
tration is a bad idea. It was supposed 
to be so bad that we would never see it. 
It was supposed to be such an extreme, 
outrageous idea that it would never 
happen, but it did—because when we 
fail to hit the budget numbers, we 
automatically go into sequestration, 
which leads to across-the-board cuts, 
mindless across-the-board cuts. Those 
cuts hurt every agency of government 
when we did it, but most of all it hurt 
the Department of Defense. 

If there is one agency that needs to 
be thinking and planning ahead, it is 
the Department of Defense, and seques- 
tration, sadly, made cuts making it im- 
possible for the planners at the Depart- 
ment of Defense to think ahead, to 
plan ahead. 

So Senator MCCAIN has said—Senator 
REED has joined him and others have 
been in the chorus, me included. Sen- 
ator MCCAIN has said: Once and for all, 
we need to get rid of sequestration. We 
need to have a budget process here that 
befits a great nation, and we don’t. 

Unfortunately, this authorization 
bill perpetuates some of the funda- 
mental flaws of sequestration instead 
of solving the problem. 

I am cosponsoring the amendment of 
Senator JACK REED. I believe we have 
to eliminate the budget gimmicks that 
are cooked into this Defense authoriza- 
tion bill. It doesn’t do our servicemem- 
bers any service or our country any 
good for us to perpetuate this. 

For the entire Federal Government 
to still face ultimately the threat of se- 
questration, across-the-board cuts—as 
vice chairman of the Defense Appro- 
priations Subcommittee, I have heard 
testimony from the leadership of the 
Army, the Navy, Air Force, Marines, 
our Guard and Reserve that sequester- 
level budgets really harm our national 
security, and it makes sense. 

How can you plan acquisition of im- 
portant equipment? How can you be 
sure you can train our courageous 
young men and women if there is so 
much uncertainty with the budget? We 
know these cuts are going to have a 
dramatic negative impact on training 
for our servicemembers, grounded 
planes, wasted wrongheaded impacts to 
acquisition programs and more. 

The National Defense Authorization 
Act includes the same budget gimmick 
that was offered in the Republican 
budget resolutions. It increases spend- 
ing on something called overseas con- 
tingency operations by the same 
amount as sequestration would cut 
from the budget of the Department of 
Defense. 

Let me explain. We fought two wars 
in Iraq and Afghanistan and we didn’t 
pay for them. We added the cost of 
those wars to the national debt. 

So this President came in and said 
we have to put an end to that. So we 
have to have actual appropriations, 
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and we have to accept the reality that 
we may face future wars. They created 
an account called the overseas contin- 
gency operations account anticipating 
that wars might come along. Well, 
thankfully we have brought our troops 
home from Iraq and Afghanistan but 
for the limited commitment of troops 
to fight ISIS in Iraq at this moment. 

What we have seen in this budget is 
the attempt to take these overseas 
contingency funds and take what was 
an emergency expenditure and build it 
into this budget, which is the problem. 
It was the wrong way to fix the prob- 
lem earlier this year. It is the wrong 
way to try to fix sequestration now. 
Cranking up OCO spending on a 1-year 
basis just to get us through in the De- 
partment of Defense does nothing but 
add to our deficit and create a bigger 
problem next year. What are we going 
to do next year? No answer. That is 
why this is a gimmick. It is not fixing 
the sequestration challenge. 

What do the Department of Defense 
leaders say? Are they celebrating be- 
cause they are going to get this emer- 
gency money to come ride to the res- 
cue this year? No. Secretary Ash Car- 
ter testified last month to the Appro- 
priations Defense Subcommittee. He 
criticized this approach which is part 
of the bill before us. He called it 
“managerially unsound” and “unfairly 
dispiriting to our force.” He then went 
on to say: 

Our military personnel and their families 
deserve to know their future, more than just 
[one budget] one year at a time... . [OJur 
defense industry partners— 

Think about the contractors, for ex- 
ample, who are building the planes, the 
tanks, and the ships of the future— 

[OJur defense industry partners, too, need 
stability and longer-term plans, not end-of- 
year crises or short-term fixes, if they’re to 
be efficient and cutting edge as we need 
them to be. 

That is what the Secretary of De- 
fense said. 

Then General Dempsey, Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, came in uni- 
form. What did he say about the budg- 
etary approach we have before us in 
this bill? He emphasized that it, too, 
created problems because of the lack of 
predictability in defense budgets. 

In testimony to the Senate Armed 
Services Committee, Admiral Gortney 
of Northern Command and General 
Kelly of Southern Command pointed 
out that numerous domestic agencies 
also contribute to our national secu- 
rity, and they noted the Department of 
Homeland Security, the FBI, and other 
law enforcement agencies that are all 
subject to these across-the-board cuts. 
So if we say that in the name of Amer- 
ica’s national security defense and se- 
curity, we are going to take care of the 
Department of Defense and then sub- 
ject all these other agencies to across- 
the-board cuts, we will diminish pro- 
tection for America. These agencies 
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are important, too, not just the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, Marines, Coast Guard, 
but also the FBI. For goodness’ sake, 
they fight terrorism every day. The De- 
partment of Homeland Security has 
the same responsibility, the same type 
of mission. As we go through the list 
on the so-called nondefense side, we 
find a lot of agencies that are critically 
important to keeping America safe, 
and this approach in this bill does 
nothing for them. 

This gimmick will also come at the 
expense of other programs not directed 
exclusively at homeland security and 
national defense. 

So if the Department of Defense gets 
relief from sequestration by using this 
overseas contingency operations ma- 
neuver, what are the odds that we are 
going to do the same for the FBI, the 
Department of Homeland Security, the 
Federal Aviation Administration, the 
Veterans’ Administration, the National 
Institutes of Health, or America’s in- 
frastructure? 

Let me say a word about that. The 
last time we did sequestration, I am 
embarrassed to say that we did an 
across-the-board cut at the National 
Institutes of Health. It was so dam- 
aging to NIH—which is the premier 
medical research agency in the world— 
it was so damaging that they are still 
trying to recover today. Before we 
went into sequestration—consider 
this—if you had an application for a 
medical grant at NIH, your chances be- 
fore sequestration were one out of 
three. One out of three. After seques- 
tration and the cuts that took place— 
one out of six. 

There was recently a Fortune maga- 
zine which had a cover story about the 
Alzheimer’s crisis facing America. I 
have done a little work in this area, 
and it is frightening to think about 
what we face. One American is diag- 
nosed with Alzheimer’s disease every 67 
seconds in our Nation. I didn’t believe 
that number and challenged my staff. 
They are right. Once every 67 seconds. 

Last year, we spent $200 billion in 
Medicare and Medicaid when it came to 
the Alzheimer’s patients across Amer- 
ica. That didn’t even touch the amount 
of money families put into the care of 
their loved ones who are suffering from 
this disease. The projection of the rate 
of growth of Alzheimer’s in America 
says that in just a few years, we will be 
spending more than $1 trillion a year 
on that disease alone—the government, 
over $1 trillion a year. 

The Fortune magazine article—and 
the reason I rushed to buy it—says that 
at least two major pharmaceutical 
companies are starting to develop re- 
search that is promising to treat the 
onset of Alzheimer’s, the early stages, 
and perhaps to alleviation some of the 
suffering. We have new imaging devices 
that are coming through that really 
can show Alzheimer’s in living human 
beings at the earliest stages when it 
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can be treated or at least ultimately 
should be treated—let me make certain 
I say that correctly. 

But if you look at these break- 
throughs, as promising as they are, you 
will find that in every single instance, 
the National Institutes of Health was 
there before, doing the basic research 
leading to the new drugs that are being 
developed, leading to the new tech- 
nology. What happens when you go 
through sequestration and cut the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health? You stop 
the research. You slow it down, at 
least, and in some areas actually stop 
it. Is that really in the best interests of 
this country? 

So when we come to the rescue of the 
Department of Defense, as we should, 
and we say that the Budget Act—se- 
questration—has to come to an end 
when it comes to the Department of 
Defense, we can’t ignore what seques- 
tration’s across-the-board cuts will do 
to so many other critically important 
agencies, such as the National Insti- 
tutes of Health. Senator JACK REED of 
Rhode Island, the ranking member of 
the Armed Services Committee, is 
going to offer an amendment to try to 
address this honestly and directly, and 
Iam going to support him. 

Let’s talk about infrastructure for a 
minute. Two weeks ago on the floor of 
the Senate, we gave the 33rd short- 
term extension of the Federal highway 
program, a short-term, 60-day exten- 
sion. Let me ask, if you are planning to 
build an interstate highway, is 60 days 
enough? Hardly. Most of our Transpor- 
tation bills have been long-term bills, 
5- and 6-year bills, as they should be. 

There are some Members of the Sen- 
ate who question whether there should 
be a Federal program, but most of us 
believe there should be. And if there is 
going to be one, we can’t limp along 
every 60 days or 6 months in funding it. 
Keeping this Budget Control Act and 
sequestration guarantees we are going 
to face this over and over again until 
Congress faces its responsibility. 

The unfortunate reality is, if Con- 
gress cannot tackle the issue of seques- 
tration honestly, directly, and head-on, 
our domestic agencies will likely be 
stuck with these artificial caps for 
years. America will pay a heavy price 
for our inability and unwillingness to 
tackle this challenging issue. 

The Senate should be providing real 
sequestration relief not only to the De- 
partment of Defense but to all of the 
agencies of our government that do 
such important work. That should be 
our focus—not a budget gimmick using 
overseas contingency funds to get 
through 1 year with the Department of 
Defense but something more befitting 
of a nation like ours that deserves real 
leadership. 

I urge my colleagues to support 
Ranking Member JACK REED’s critical 
amendment so that we can begin to get 
serious about the challenges that face 
us. 
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I yield the floor. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE). 
The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that following lead- 
er remarks on Thursday, June 4, the 
Senate resume consideration of H.R. 
1735; that there then be 30 minutes 
equally divided in the usual form on 
the following amendments; and that 
following the use or yielding of time, 
the Senate vote in relation to the 
amendments in the order listed: 
Portman No. 1522; Bennet No. 1540. I 
further ask that there be no second-de- 
gree amendments in order to any of 
these amendments prior to the votes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senators SHA- 
HEEN and TILLIS or their designees be 
permitted to offer the next first-degree 
amendments during today’s session of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. TILLIS. Senators should expect 
up to two votes tomorrow morning at 
10:15. There are several more amend- 
ments in the queue, and my colleagues 
should expect votes throughout the day 
tomorrow to make progress on the bill. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1506 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment and call up my 
amendment No. 1506. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
TILLIS] proposes an amendment numbered 
1506 to amendment No. 1463. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To provide for the stationing of C- 

130 H aircraft avionics previously modified 

by the Avionics Modernization Program 

(AMP) in support of daily training and con- 

tingency requirements for Airborne and 

Special Operations Forces) 

At the end of subtitle B of title I, add the 
following: 

SEC. 141. STATIONING OF C-130 H AIRCRAFT AVI- 
ONICS PREVIOUSLY MODIFIED BY 
THE AVIONICS MODERNIZATION 
PROGRAM (AMP) IN SUPPORT OF 
DAILY TRAINING AND CONTINGENCY 


REQUIREMENTS FOR AIRBORNE 
AND SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCES. 


The Secretary of the Air Force shall sta- 
tion aircraft previously modified by the C- 
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180 Avionics Modernization Program (AMP) 
to support United States Army Airborne and 
United States Army Special Operations 
Command daily training and contingency re- 
quirements in fiscal year 2017, and such air- 
craft shall not be required to deploy in the 
normal rotation of C-130 H units. The Sec- 
retary shall provide such personnel as re- 
quired to maintain and operate the aircraft. 


Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1494 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the pending amend- 
ment be set aside and, on behalf of Sen- 
ator SHAHEEN, call up amendment No. 
1494. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 


The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 
for Mrs. SHAHEEN, proposes an amendment 
numbered 1494 to amendment No. 1463. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 


(Purpose: To revise the definition of spouse 
for purposes of veterans benefits in rec- 
ognition of new State definitions of spouse) 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1085. DEFINITION OF SPOUSE FOR PUR- 

POSES OF VETERANS BENEFITS TO 
REFLECT NEW STATE DEFINITIONS 
OF SPOUSE. 

(a) SPOUSE DEFINED.—Section 101 of title 
38, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘of the op- 
posite sex”; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (31) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

**(31)(A) An individual shall be considered a 
‘spouse’ if— 

““(i) the marriage of the individual is valid 
in the State in which the marriage was en- 
tered into; or 

“(ii) in the case of a marriage entered into 
outside any State— 

“(I) the marriage of the individual is valid 
in the place in which the marriage was en- 
tered into; and 

“(ID) the marriage could have been entered 
into in a State. 

“(B) In this paragraph, the term ‘State’ 
has the meaning given that term in para- 
graph (20), except that the term also includes 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands.”. 

(b) MARRIAGE DETERMINATION.—Section 
103(c) of such title is amended by striking 
“according to” and all that follows through 
the period at the end and inserting “in ac- 
cordance with section 101(31) of this title.”. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that in order to main- 
tain the practice of alternating be- 
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tween Republican and Democratic 
amendments, that the Shaheen amend- 
ment be considered as having been of- 
fered prior to the Tillis amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent to add Senator MURPHY, 
Senator MARKEY, Senator CASEY, Sen- 
ator MURRAY, and Senator FRANKEN as 
cosponsors of the Reed amendment No. 
1521 to H.R. 1735. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if I may 
take this opportunity to urge all of my 
colleagues to submit whatever amend- 
ments they may have to the underlying 
legislation as quickly as possible. We 
have made some progress today, and we 
want to continue to make progress in 
terms of offering the amendments as 
well as setting up votes so we can con- 
tinue to move the legislation along. 
That would require that we get, as 
quickly as possible, all of the possible 
amendments from both sides. 

I particularly want to ask that my 
Democratic colleagues do so and that 
they also be prepared if they wish to 
comment and speak on the amend- 
ments if called upon to do so or at 
their convenience. I hope that advice 
will be followed. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


Ee 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi- 
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


—_ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the leader, I have also been asked to 
announce that there will be no rollcall 
votes this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 
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THE COST OF HIGHER EDUCATION 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
thank the managers of the bill for al- 
lowing me a few minutes to report on a 
very interesting hearing we had this 
morning before our Senate education 
committee. It is a different subject 
than the one on the floor right now, 
but it is one that both Senator REED 
and Senator MCCAIN have been inter- 
ested in over time. It has to do with 
whether 22 million undergraduate stu- 
dents in America can afford to go to 
college and whether millions more high 
school students can look forward to 
going to college, and then we have mil- 
lions more in graduate school who are 
continuing their education. 

This affects our country as vitally as 
any subject, and I thought I would re- 
port to the full Senate and to the 
American people on the excellent, bi- 
partisan hearing we had. This was the 
fourth hearing we have had in Congress 
on the reauthorization of the Higher 
Education Act. Our committee has al- 
ready come to an agreement on a bill 
to fix No Child Left Behind that in- 
cludes continuing important measure- 
ments of how we measure the progress 
of students in schools in America and 
then restore to States the responsi- 
bility for figuring out what to do about 
that. 

We have 22 members on our com- 
mittee, and we represent as much di- 
versity of opinion in the Senate as ex- 
ists, which is a lot of diversity of opin- 
ion. Yet, our work on fixing No Child 
Left Behind was unanimous. 

Our next step will be to reauthorize 
the Higher Education Act that affects 
more than 6,000 colleges and univer- 
sities in America. I am working with 
Senator MURRAY, the Senator from 
Washington, who is the ranking Demo- 
crat on the committee, and we hope to 
have that bill ready for the commit- 
tee’s consideration in early September. 

The question before us this morning 
was, Can you afford to pay for college? 
I believe the answer for most Ameri- 
cans is yes, and for millions of Ameri- 
cans 2 years of college is free. It is 
never easy to pay for college, but it is 
easier than many think, and it is un- 
fair and untrue to make students think 
they can’t afford college. We should 
stop telling students they can’t afford 
college. 

Four weeks ago, I spoke at the grad- 
uation of 800 students from Walters 
State Community College in Morris- 
town, TN. Half of those students were 
low income. Their 2 years of college 
was free or mostly free because tax- 
payers provided them a Federal Pell 
grant of up to $5,700 for low-income 
students and the average community 
college tuition in the country is about 
$3,300. So for the nearly 4 out of 10 un- 
dergraduate students in our country 
who attend roughly 1,000 2-year institu- 
tions, college is affordable. That is es- 
pecially true in Tennessee, where our 
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State has made community college free 
for every student who graduates from 
high school. 

In addition to that 40 percent of stu- 
dents who attend the 2-year colleges, 
another 38 percent of undergraduate 
students go to public 4-year colleges 
and universities where the average tui- 
tion is about $9,000. For example, at 
the University of Tennessee, Knoxville, 
one-third of the students have a Fed- 
eral Pell grant to help pay for their 
tuition, and 98 percent—virtually all— 
of the instate freshmen have a State 
HOPE Scholarship, which provides up 
to $3,500 annually for freshmen and 
sophomores and up to $4,500 for juniors 
and seniors. So for most students, 4 
years at a public university is afford- 
able, and these include some of the best 
colleges and universities in the world. 

What about the 15 percent of students 
who go to private universities where 
the average tuition is $31,000? Well, I 
will give an example of one of those 
universities. I had dinner this week 
with Jack DeGioia, the president of 
Georgetown University. He told me 
that the cost at Georgetown is about 
$60,000 annually. Here is how they deal 
with that. 

He said: First, we determine what a 
family can afford to pay. Then we ask 
students to borrow $17,000 over 4 years 
from the Federal Government, to 
which they are entitled. Then we ask 
the student to work for 10 to 15 hours 
under our work-study program. 

President DeGioia said: Then we pay 
the rest of the $60,000, which costs 
Georgetown University about $100 mil- 
lion a year. 

He said that 21 other private univer- 
sities that work together on financial 
aid policies have about a similar pol- 
icy. He also said that Harvard, Yale, 
Stanford, and Princeton are even more 
generous. So even these so-called elite 
universities may be affordable for stu- 
dents in America. 

Finally, another 9 percent of stu- 
dents will go to for-profit colleges 
where tuition averages about $15,000 a 
year. 

Despite all of this, let’s say your 
family is still short on money to pay 
for college. Well, taxpayers will loan 
you money on generous terms. We hear 
a lot about student loans. These are 
some of the questions being asked: Are 
taxpayers being generous enough? 
Some Senators say we need to be more 
generous. Is borrowing for college a 
good investment? Are students bor- 
rowing too much? One way to answer 
these questions is to compare student 
loans to automobile loans. 

When I was 25 years old, I bought my 
first car. It was a Ford Mustang. The 
bank made my father cosign the loan 
because I had no assets and no credit 
rating. It made me mad, but I had to do 
it. I had to put up the car’s collateral 
and I had to pay off the loan in 3 years. 

Compare that to your opportunity if 
you are an undergraduate student 
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today. You are entitled to borrow $5,000 
or $6,000 from the taxpayers each year. 
It doesn’t matter what your credit rat- 
ing is, you don’t need collateral, and 
the fixed interest rate for your loan is 
4.29 percent this year. 

It gets better. When you pay your 
loan back, you don’t have to pay more 
than 10 percent of your disposable in- 
come each year, and if that rate of pay- 
off doesn’t pay it off in 20 years, the 
loan is forgiven. 

The next question I hear is, Is your 
student loan a better investment than 
your car loan? Well, cars depreciate the 
minute you drive them off the lot. The 
College Board estimates that a 4-year 
degree will increase your earnings by 
$1 million on average over your life- 
time. 

A third question I hear is, Is there 
too much student borrowing? The aver- 
age debt of a graduate from a 4-year in- 
stitution is about $27,000 or about the 
same amount as the average new car 
loan. About 8 million undergraduate 
students will borrow about $100 billion 
in Federal loans next year. The total 
amount of outstanding student loans is 
$1.2 trillion. That is a lot of money, but 
the total amount of outstanding auto 
loan debt in the United States is $950 
billion. I don’t hear anyone com- 
plaining that the economy is about to 
crash because we have nearly $1 tril- 
lion worth of auto loans, nor do I hear 
that taxpayers should do more to help 
borrowers pay off their auto loans. 

You might ask: What about all of 
those students with over $100,000 in stu- 
dent loan debt we hear about? The an- 
swer is that student loan debt of over 
$100,000 make up only 4 percent of stu- 
dent loans, and 90 percent of those are 
doctors, lawyers, business men and 
women, and others who have earned 
graduate degrees. 

Nevertheless, it is true that college 
costs have been rising and that a grow- 
ing number of students are having 
trouble paying back their debts. Ac- 
cording to the U.S. Department of Edu- 
cation, about 7 million or 17 percent of 
Federal student loan borrowers are in 
default, meaning they have not made a 
payment in at least 9 months. The 
total amount of loans currently in de- 
fault is $106 billion or about 9 percent 
of the total outstanding balance of 
Federal student loans. The Department 
says that most of these loans get paid 
back to the taxpayer one way or an- 
other. 

The purpose of our hearing this 
morning was to find ways to keep the 
cost of college affordable and to dis- 
courage students from borrowing more 
than they can pay back. Here are five 
steps the Federal Government can take 
to accomplish that: 

No. 1, stop discouraging colleges from 
counseling students about how much 
they should borrow. The Federal law 
and regulations actually prevent col- 
leges from requiring financial coun- 
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seling for students, even those clearly 
at risk for default who may be overbor- 
rowing. 

At a March 2014 hearing before our 
committee, we heard from two finan- 
cial aid directors who said that there 
was no good reason for this. One said: 

Institutions are not allowed to require ad- 
ditional counseling for disbursement. We can 
offer it, but we’re not allowed to require it. 
And without the ability to require it, there’s 
no teeth in it. 

No. 2, help students save money by 
graduating sooner—for example, our bi- 
partisan FAST Act that Senators ISAK- 
SON, BURR, and I on this side of the 
aisle and Senators BENNET, CORY BOOK- 
ER, and ANGUS KING on that side of the 
aisle have sponsored, would make Pell 
grants available year-round to students 
so they can complete their degrees 
more quickly and start earning money 
more rapidly with their increased 
knowledge and skills. 

No. 3, make it simpler to pay off stu- 
dent loans. There are nine different 
ways to pay off student loans. The Fed- 
eral Government offers very generous 
repayment options. One allows you to 
pay 10 percent of your disposable in- 
come every year, and if that doesn’t 
pay it off after 20 years, the loan is for- 
given. Last week, I met a college presi- 
dent from Tennessee who said he spent 
9 months trying to help his daughter 
pay off her student loan, and he needed 
the help of a financial aid officer. 

We have legislation introduced by 
Senator BURR and Senator KING and 
sponsored by others, as well as those of 
us I just mentioned, to simplify the ap- 
plication and the repayment options 
for Federal student loans. 

No. 4, allow colleges to share in the 
risk of lending to students. If colleges 
have skin in the game—a concept that 
Senator REED of Rhode Island and I 
with others have suggested should be 
seriously explored—it could provide an 
incentive to colleges to keep costs 
down and ensure students borrow no 
more than they can pay back. Senator 
DURBIN and Senator WARREN have also 
worked with Senator REED on intro- 
ducing legislation on this subject. 

No. 5, point the finger at ourselves. 
Congress is the culprit for the high 
cost of tuition across this country 
more than many Members of Congress 
would like to admit. The main reason 
State aid to public universities is down 
is the imposition of Washington Med- 
icaid mandates and a requirement that 
States maintain their level of spending 
on Medicaid. 

For example, in the 1980s when I was 
the Governor of Tennessee, Medicaid 
was 8 percent of our State budget and 
the State was paying 70 percent of the 
cost to go to the University of Ten- 
nessee. Today, Medicaid is 30 percent of 
Tennessee’s State budget and the State 
is paying roughly 30 percent of the cost 
to go to the University of Tennessee. 

It is pretty simple. Lower State sup- 
port has caused higher tuitions, and 
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the decrease in State support, in my 
opinion, is mainly because the Federal 
Government’s Medicaid mandates have 
made the Medicaid Program so expen- 
sive while tying the hands of States so 
much that Governors have to take 
money from higher education and di- 
rect it toward Medicaid; therefore, tui- 
tion is up. 

That isn’t the only thing the Federal 
Government does to cause the cost of 
college to go up. A couple of years ago, 
four of us on the education com- 
mittee—Senators MIKULSKI and BEN- 
NET, Democrats; and Senator BURR and 
I, Republicans—invited a group of dis- 
tinguished educators to do a study of 
the cost of Federal regulations on the 
over 6,000 higher education institu- 
tions. The group did an excellent job 
and came back with 59 specific rec- 
ommendations about how to simplify 
the Federal regulation of colleges and 
universities, saving money, saving 
time. Time and money that would be 
better spent on education. 

Chancellor Zeppos of Vanderbilt Uni- 
versity and Chancellor Kirwan of the 
University System of Maryland were 
the two leading this project. Chan- 
cellor Zeppos described the Federal 
regulation of higher education as hav- 
ing ensnared colleges in a jungle of red 
tape. 

Chancellor Zeppos took another step: 
He hired the Boston Consulting Group 
to tell Vanderbilt University how much 
Federal regulation of colleges and uni- 
versities cost Vanderbilt during the 
year 2014. The answer was $150 million 
in order to comply with well-inten- 
tioned rules and regulations from the 
Federal Government. 

What does that have to do with tui- 
tion? Well, spread that out among Van- 
derbilt students, and it equates to 
$11,000 in additional tuition for each of 
Vanderbilt’s students. Mr. President, 
$11,000 per student is $2,000 more than 
the average tuition at State univer- 
sities across this country. That is the 
average tuition for institutions like 
the University of Georgia, the Univer- 
sity of Tennessee, and the University 
of Florida. So the Federal Government, 
through its Medicaid mandates and ex- 
cessive regulation of colleges and uni- 
versities, is driving up tuition and in- 
creasing college costs and discouraging 
students from going to college. 

We should take steps to make college 
more affordable, but we should also 
cancel the rhetoric that is misleading 
and causes many students and families 
to believe they cannot afford college. It 
is untrue and unfair to say this. It is 
untrue because if you are a low-income 
community college student, your edu- 
cation may be free or nearly free 
thanks to a Federal Pell grant. And 38 
percent of our college students attend 
those 2-year schools. 

If you are an in-state low-income stu- 
dent at the University of Tennessee, 
Knoxville, between a Pell grant and a 
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HOPE Scholarship, you have already 
covered 75 percent of your tuition and 
fees. That is the opportunity for an- 
other 40 percent of our students who 
attend public universities. 

Even at elite, private universities, if 
you are willing to borrow $4,500 a year 
and work 10 to 15 hours a week, many 
of these universities will help pay the 
amount your family isn’t able to pay, 
so you can afford what would appear to 
be an insurmountable sticker price of 
$50,000 or $60,000. 

If you still need to borrow money in 
order to help pay for a 4-year degree, 
your average debt is going to be rough- 
ly equal to an average, new car loan, 
and your college loan is a better in- 
vestment than your car loan. Student 
loans are also a better investment for 
our country. As Dr. Anthony Carnevale 
of Georgetown University says, with- 
out major changes, the American econ- 
omy will fall short of 5 million workers 
with postsecondary degrees by 2020. 

So I urge my colleagues to follow the 
Senate education committee. The Com- 
mittee is well on our way to preparing 
legislation that we hope to have ready 
for the full Senate early in the fall to 
reauthorize the higher education sys- 
tem in America. 

We hope to simplify college regula- 
tions. We hope to make it simpler to 
apply for a Federal grant or loan to 
pay for college. We hope to make it 
simpler for students to pay off their 
loans. We hope to instill year-round 
Pell grants so students can go through 
college more rapidly and get into the 
workforce. We hope to allow students 
to be able to apply for student aid in 
their junior year of high school rather 
than their senior year, which will per- 
mit them to shop around and make it 
easier to obtain the information they 
need. We will also take a look at ac- 
crediting, and we will try to under- 
stand better ways to accommodate the 
tremendous amount of innovation that 
is coming our way because of the Inter- 
net in terms of new ways of learning. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD a 1- 
page summary of the FAST Act, which 
was introduced by Senator BENNET and 
myself, along with Senators BOOKER, 
KING, BURR, and ISAKSON, to simplify 
and reform the Federal student aid 
process. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

FINANCIAL AID SIMPLIFICATION AND 
TRANSPARENCY (FAST) AcT 

Eliminates the Free Application for Finan- 
cial Student Aid, or FAFSA by reducing the 
10-page form to a postcard that would ask 
just two questions: 1—What is your family 
size? And, 2—What was your household in- 
come two years ago? 

Tells families early in the process what the 
federal government will provide them in a 
grant and loan by using earlier tax data and 
creating a simple look-up table to allow stu- 
dents in their junior year of high school to 
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see how much in federal aid they are eligible 
for as they start to look at colleges. 

Streamlines the federal grant and loan pro- 
grams by combining two federal grant pro- 
grams into one Pell grant program and re- 
ducing the six different federal loan pro- 
grams into three: one undergraduate loan 
program, one graduate loan program, and 
one parent loan program, resulting in more 
access to college for more students. 

Enable students to use Pell grants in a 
manner that works for them by restoring 
year-round Pell grant availability and pro- 
viding flexibility so students can study at 
their own pace. Both provisions would enable 
them to complete college sooner. 

Discourages over-borrowing by limiting 
the amount a student is able to borrow based 
on enrollment. For example, a part-time stu- 
dent would be able to take out a part time 
loan only. 

Simplifies repayment options by stream- 
lining complicated repayment programs and 
creating two simple plans, an income based 
plan and a 10-year repayment plan. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I yield the floor, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PERDUE). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


HIGHWAY TRUST FUND 


Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, in 
the middle of the last century, our 
Michigan automakers were selling 


thousands of cars and trucks to an out- 
standing and expanding American mid- 
dle class. We are proud to build those 
automobiles in Michigan. 

Unfortunately, the roads of that day 
were too narrow, and it took drivers 
and truckers much too long to get to 
their destinations. Our Nation's leaders 
recognized that these delays were hurt- 
ing our workers’ productivity and sti- 
fling the American economy. 

In October of 1964, President Dwight 
D. Eisenhower made a trip to Detroit 
and speaking in Cadillac Square he de- 
clared: “We are pushing ahead with a 
great road program that will take this 
Nation out of its antiquated shackles 
of secondary roads and give us the 
types of highways we need for this 
great mass of automobiles.”” 

Of course, this vision gave rise to the 
interstate highway system which ig- 
nited the American economy, and by 
the late 1950s, our new interstate high- 
ways were responsible for 31 percent of 
the annual increase in the American 
economy. That is quite amazing, when 
we think about that. Our highways 
were the envy of the world, which is 
why other nations that aspire to be 
like us, now as economic superpowers, 
are investing in their infrastructure— 
from China to Brazil and everywhere in 
between—in roads and bridges and air- 
ports and seaports and all of the other 
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infrastructure they know supports a 
robust, growing economy. 

President Eisenhower, the architect 
of our interstate highway system was, 
of course, a Republican. So it is ironic 
that 60 years later my Republican col- 
leagues are the ones blocking us from 
building on President EHisenhower’s leg- 
acy for growing the economy by invest- 
ing in long-term infrastructure—not 60 
days, not 30 days, not 6 months, but 
long-term infrastructure investment. 

Over the last 6 years, Congress has 
passed short-term extensions over and 
over again, repeatedly patching over 
the shortfall in the highway trust fund. 
Today, we are actually at a point 
where we are 57 days away from the 
highway trust fund actually going 
empty—shutting down—57 days before 
the highway trust fund is empty. 

This is no way to invest in our coun- 
try and jobs and the roads and bridges 
and other infrastructure we need to 
support a thriving economy. It makes 
it hard for States and for local trans- 
portation agencies to plan. The uncer- 
tainty drives up costs, as we all know. 

The World Economic Forum’s Global 
Competitiveness Report from 2014 to 
2015 ranked America 16th in the quality 
of our roads—16th in the quality of our 
roads in the world—one spot below 
Luxembourg and just a little bit ahead 
of Croatia. Now, if that isn’t something 
that motivates all of us to come to- 
gether around a long-term plan for in- 
vesting in our roads and bridges and 
other infrastructure, I don’t know what 
should. America, the world's super- 
power, is 16th in the world today in 
terms of investing in the future of our 
economy and what we need for fixing 
roads and bridges and other infrastruc- 
ture investments. 

The American Society of Civil Engi- 
neers’ most recent report card for 
America’s roads and bridges gave our 
roads a D—a failing grade. We talk 
about the importance of education and 
striving for excellence for our children 
in schools, yet we have been given—the 
Congress—a failing grade of D for lack 
of action and vision and investment in 
long-term infrastructure spending in 
our country. It said that 42 percent of 
the major urban highways are con- 
gested, that this costs $101 billion in 
wasted time and fuel every year—$101 
billion every year, year after year that 
we don’t address this—and countless 
jobs. And on the other side, we all 
know that investing in long-term infra- 
structure creates good, middle class 
jobs. Why in the world we are not com- 
ing together and making this a top pri- 
ority is beyond me. 

Since we can’t afford to effectively 
repair and replace our bridges, engi- 
neers have to add plywood and nets—if 
you are driving along and look up and 
see the plywood and nets—to the bot- 
tom of bridges so they don’t crumble 
and fall on to cars. We have had pieces 
fall down on to the road over the last 
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number of years. In fact, that is what 
happened to a motorist in Maryland 
back in February. 

Just a few miles from here, the Ar- 
lington Memorial Bridge, a historic 
bridge, has corroded support beams and 
columns and big signs on it now with 
lane closures in both directions for the 
next year because of emergency re- 
pairs. This is the Capital of the United 
States of America we are talking about 
and the Arlington Memorial Bridge. 

Across the country, potholes are get- 
ting bigger, freeways are getting more 
congested, and our workers, our school- 
children, our products—agricultural 
products, manufacturing products—and 
small businesses and large businesses 
trying to get to market are caught in 
gridlock. 

In my home State of Michigan, the 
average person pays $154 a year to pay 
for improvements to roads and bridges. 
That is actually the lowest in the Na- 
tion, not nearly enough for what we 
ought to be doing to invest in improve- 
ments. Because of the poor road condi- 
tions in Michigan and the damage to 
cars, the average person spends $357 a 
year to fix their car—more than a lot 
of the efforts we have talked about in 
terms of looking for a long-term solu- 
tion to be able to fund the highway 
trust fund when it runs empty in 57 
days. 

I have heard from workers in Michi- 
gan who hit potholes on their way to 
work and had to stop on the way to 
work to go to a repair shop. Some tell 
me they have to swerve around major 
potholes. I drive, of course, Michigan 
roads all of the time, going home al- 
most every weekend, and I am con- 
stantly doing that. I have had to take 
my car in as well to get major repairs— 
realignments, new tires—because of 
what is happening on the roads. 

This is a case where we know what 
the cure is for the disease, but instead 
we are treating the symptoms. Instead 
of fixing the roads, we are fixing our 
cars. That makes no sense. It is short- 
sighted. Our economy depends upon 
having roads and bridges and rail that 
is safe and effective across the coun- 
try—short rail, by the way, for our 
farmers and agriculture and the pas- 
senger rail that is so critical. We have 
seen what happens when there are not 
safety provisions and when tragedies 
occur. 

Our infrastructure is crumbling in 
the United States of America. Who 
would ever have thought we would 
have gotten to this point, 57 days until 
the highway trust fund is empty—57 
days? 

A previous generation of Americans 
responded to this challenge to invest 
and to build America by making bold 
investments that powered our economy 
into the 20th century, that made us an 
economic powerhouse, that created the 
greatest middle class in the world. 
Now, the question is how our genera- 
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tion will respond to the challenges of 
putting in place the investments, the 
plans, the commitments to not only fix 
our roads and bridges but to be able to 
create the infrastructure that will take 
us to the next level in terms of spur- 
ring jobs in the economy. 

There is talk that once we get to the 
end of 57 days, we will just kick the 
can down the road again. How about 
this time until December? That is a 
good time for finding some patch of 
putting together $10 billion or $11 bil- 
lion to be able to get us to the end of 
the year. And of course what do we say 
to communities, to cities, to States? 
What do we say to the county road 
commissions in Michigan? What do we 
say to those who are trying to nego- 
tiate contracts and are spending more 
money because of the stop-start short- 
term efforts? What do we say to those 
spending hundreds of dollars a year 
trying to fix their cars and wondering 
what in the world is going on with 
something so basic—so basic—as roads 
and bridges and other infrastructure? 
And yet every time we get to a place 
where a decision needs to be made, the 
decision gets kicked down the road. 

If there is one thing we have learned, 
it is that short-term patches don’t fix 
long-term potholes. It is time to step 
up now. We are tired of seeing this hap- 
pen over and over. Where are the hear- 
ings? Where are the bills on the floor? 
We have 57 days. That is enough time 
to get a long-term plan together, to 
find a bipartisan plan. There are a 
number of different alternatives. Col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle have 
proposed solutions, and 57 days is 
enough time for us to be able to come 
together. 

First, we need to have hearings, and 
we need to see bills reported to the 
floor. Where is the activity going on, 
the sense of urgency about the fact 
that in 57 days the highway trust fund 
will be empty? 

We are committed to working with 
colleagues in a bipartisan way to find 
solutions. Every time we see a short- 
term patch, a short-term extension 
happen, we are letting down our busi- 
nesses, our workers, our farmers, and 
the next generation of Americans. It is 
time—it is pastime—to have a long- 
term fix. 

Frankly, I know what difference it 
makes when we can put in several 
years of policy in funding in an area of 
the economy. We came together to do 
that last year, and I am very proud of 
the work that we all did together on a 
bipartisan basis for rural America—for 
farmers, for ranchers—when we put to- 
gether the farm bill, a 5-year bill of 
economic policy, funding, and invest- 
ments that allowed people to plan, al- 
lowed communities to grow, allowed 
rural development to happen, and busi- 
nesses to be able to invest, providing 
the economic certainty that they need- 
ed for looking longer than 2 months or 
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6 months. We need to do that as it re- 
lates to the highway trust fund. We are 
long past doing that. 

The time has come for a long-term 
fix. It is time for our generation, and it 
is time for our Republican colleagues 
who have traditionally worked with us 
on a bipartisan basis to emulate the 
bold action of the previous generation. 
President Eisenhower said in 1952: “A 
network of modern roads is as nec- 
essary to defense as it is to our na- 
tional economy and personal safety.” 
Fixing roads and bridges, expanding 
the ability for business to move and for 
agriculture to move and to create jobs 
should not be a partisan issue. We 
should not be at an impasse here. We 
should not be coming to the floor every 
day—which we will be doing—to count 
this down. What we ought to be doing 
is sitting together in committee, sit- 
ting together and working on a solu- 
tion to get it done in the next 57 days. 
That is what we need to be doing. 

I think it is important for each of us 
to answer this question: Are you happy 
with the D on America’s report card on 
the roads? Is D enough? We would cer- 
tainly not say that to our kids. Are 
you willing to let Croatia pass America 
in the Global Competitiveness Report? 
Croatia with better roads and better 
bridges than the United States of 
America—really? 

Are we willing to spend the resources 
that we need to work together to find 
a bipartisan solution to fix our roads 
and bridges, to invest in safe rail and 
in opportunities for us to have the in- 
frastructure and transportation we 
need? Are we going to force American 
drivers to pay even more on repairs 
year after year after year? Are we 
going to be like Ike or are our Repub- 
lican colleagues in the majority going 
to just kick the can down the road one 
more time? 

In Hisenhower’s time there was a bi- 
partisan agreement for investing in 
America’s infrastructure. We can do 
that again. There is absolutely no rea- 
son why we should not be able to do 
that. We have to come together. Re- 
publican colleagues who chair the com- 
mittees need to be sending us a signal. 
We need to be holding hearings and 
working together to develop bills and 
bringing bills to the floor and debating 
them and making clear that now is the 
time to get it done. 

Don’t kick the can down the road 
again. Step up. Let’s fix our roads and 
bridges. Let's invest in rebuilding 
America for the future. Let’s create 
jobs and send a signal that we can 
work together to get that done in the 
57 days until the highway trust fund is 
empty—57 days. It is enough time to do 
it if people think this is important. I 
hope they will. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 
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EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I 
have come to the floor this evening to 
join my colleague Senator HEITKAMP 
from North Dakota and to follow Sen- 
ator CANTWELL from Washington, who 
spoke earlier this afternoon to talk 
about the importance of taking action 
to reauthorize the Export-Import Bank 
before that Bank expires at the end of 
this month. 

At the end of June, the charter for 
the Export-Import Bank will expire, 
and that means billions of dollars of 
lending by the Bank to support Amer- 
ican manufacturing and exports will 
come to a halt. I am sad to say that 
what we face right now is a completely 
unnecessary crisis. There is bipartisan 
support in both the House and the Sen- 
ate for the Export-Import Bank, but we 
have just days until the charter ex- 
pires. We need to begin now the process 
of reauthorizing this critical job-cre- 
ating program. 

I know there may be some different 
ideas in this Chamber about what the 
reauthorization of the Export-Import 
Bank should look like. I have intro- 
duced a bill that would reauthorize the 
bank for 7 years instead of 4, which has 
been one of the proposals. My bill 
would raise the cap on the lending for 
the Export-Import Bank instead of 
keeping it flat, and I know there are 
other discussions around language that 
addresses the financing of coal-fired 
powerplants abroad. But regardless of 
our different views on the specifics of 
the reauthorization bill, Democrats 
and Republicans should all be able to 
agree that letting the Bank expire 
would be bad for America’s businesses, 
bad for the employees of those busi- 
nesses, and bad for our economy. That 
is because the Export-Import Bank 
supports American jobs at zero cost to 
taxpayers. 

Let me just say that again, because I 
think there is this perception in some 
quarters that because we don’t have an 
agreement on reauthorization, there 
must be some huge cost involved to the 
Export-Import Bank. In fact, it is just 
the opposite. The Export-Import Bank 
puts money into the Treasury of the 
Federal Government. It doesn’t take 
money out. 

In New Hampshire the Bank has sup- 
ported $314 million in export sales for 
our businesses since 2009. That support 
translates into more exports, into more 
manufacturing, and ultimately into 
more jobs. 

Just this morning we had a number 
of businesses that rely on the Export- 
Import Bank come in to speak to some 
of the Senators. One person who was 
very eloquent with his comments was 
Michael Boyle from Boyle Energy in 
New Hampshire. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Michael 
Boyle’s statement be printed in the 
RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

EXAMINING THE EXPORT-IMPORT BANK’S REAU- 
THORIZATION REQUEST AND THE GOVERN- 
MENT’S ROLE IN EXPORT FINANCING 
BES&T is an exporter of U.S. Patented 

Commissioning Technology know as 
SigmaCommissioning. The most advanced 
equipment and engineered process available 
in the world today. BES&T and Sigma sig- 
nificantly helps its clients (global energy 
companies) start (commission) their energy 
infrastructure projects for far less cost, fuel, 
water and time. 

In short, we convert the largest power 
plants and refineries from a construction en- 
vironment into an operating environment 
faster, less costly and with a higher degree of 
quality than is available anywhere else in 
the world. 

In the first 10 years of BES&T’s history we 
did 90% of our work in the US. 

We then spent 4 years inventing and per- 
fecting our new commissioning technology 
before declaring our services, equipment, and 
engineering to be out of the R&D stage and 
therefore commercially viable. 

We began exporting the work. Foreign 
companies had very limited technical sup- 
port for our work and the competition for 
technical services was very weak. This 
meant that our clients would most likely be 
first adopters of this new technology. We 
were right. We also wanted to be tested, to 
apply our services in remote locations, in ex- 
traordinary terms on the toughest projects. 

To be certain we could pay our people and 
vendors should clients not pay in far off 
lands, we insured our work with the EXIM 
bank. We sought to protect against major 
cash-flow disruption as we had little knowl- 
edge of collection, legal recovery, or any 
other understanding of the commercial codes 
of the countries where we were deploying our 
services. We could do the work but did not 
know what we would do if a foreign buyer did 
not pay us. 

As our service became accepted and our 
abilities grew, so did our receivables. We so- 
licited a National US Bank to provide us 
with the needed credit to support our work- 
ing capital. They were agreeable to it domes- 
tically but we were informed that they had 
no means of securing our collateral to per- 
fect full collection from foreign countries if 
we were to default. Even though those re- 
ceivables were insured. So we worked with 
them to apply for a working capital guar- 
antee package with EXIM much as we had 
done when we bought our first building using 
504 support through the SBA. We were ap- 
proved and fees were required and paid. Since 
the time we began with the credit insurance 
and the working capital LOC we have had 
neither claims nor losses that required EXIM 
support to the bank. 

Here are some of the results. In the 7 years 
since we began exporting and working with 
EXIM we have: 

Become known as the most advanced tech- 
nical commissioning service company in 
power in 22 countries 

Spent $71 million on the cost of producing 
our work: 

Trucking, Pipe and materials, Valves, 
Pumps, Filters, Manpower, Airfare, Fabrica- 
tion, Chemicals, Hoses, Fittings, Ocean 
Freight, Air Freight 

Spent $25 million on back office or SGA 
support. 

Paid 25% of our profits in federal taxes to 
the Treasury Department 

Repatriated all of our profits. 
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Increased our revenue 4x 

Increased our employment 6x 

Paid 100% health insurance for all our 
workers. 

Paid Christmas and Profit sharing bonuses 

Provided an average wage of $100K USD 
over our entire employment force 

Increased benefits by adding dental, 401k, 
Life insurance, PTO, Family Leave etc. 

Worked in 22 countries 

Filed for and received further US Patents 

Received an Audit by the IRS with re- 
ceived a notice of no changes or faults. 

Donated $218,000 to local charities and non- 
profits in New Hampshire 

Successfully completed 60 projects 

Completed 5x the revenue in the second 10 
years of the company as was completed in 
the first 10 years 

Eliminated 80,000,000 gallons of hazardous 
chemical waste in foreign countries. 

Opened new markets in Oil and Gas pro- 
duction to augment power plant work. 

Commissioned more than 27,351 megawatts 
of power and 200,000 barrels of oil per year 
from natural gas. 

I personally have so enjoyed, and our com- 
pany has benefited so much from the experi- 
ence of and value derived from the EXIM 
bank that I was honored to be asked to vol- 
unteer my time to serve on the Advisory 
Committee of the bank, and have cosigned 
the 2018 and 2014 Competitiveness Report to 
the Congress of the United States. During 
that time I was chosen to serve as Chairman 
of the Sub-Committee on Public Engagement 
to the Advisory committee. I have also 
worked and consulted directly with Chair- 
man Fred Hochberg on the issues impacting 
small business. I have also been asked to 
consult on the operational content and 
usability of the website offered by the bank. 
I have given voice to my experience to mem- 
bers of Congress, regional resource and eco- 
nomic development offices in New Hamp- 
shire, to local businesses thinking of work- 
ing with EXIM. I have even been so honored 
as to join Chairman Hochberg in a discussion 
of the EXIM bank in the Roosevelt Room of 
the Whitehouse. To date my finest hour. 

I can therefore state that I have been wit- 
ness to positive changes in the bank’s oper- 
ating approach since my colleagues and I 
volunteered to serve on the advisory com- 
mittee. We, and the information we have im- 
parted, have had a direct impact on the bank 
because the bank’s leadership was fully in- 
tent on providing the best support not just 
to small business, but to all businesses using 
the bank’s services. The bank and each and 
every employee of the EXIM bank I met and 
worked with cared greatly about our con- 
cerns and took action to make the experi- 
ence and value greater. 

I have very good knowledge of the value of 
this bank to both the US exporter companies 
using the bank and the taxpayers in the US. 

While I wish that there were no ECA global 
competition for credit support, there is. In as 
much as I have read and been required to re- 
view and make comment on the OECD and 
Non-OECD research of the activities of the 
global competitors to US exporting I am 
fully aware that both good and bad actors 
are in abundance across the world, and that 
their supporting ECAs are outspending in 
both percentage and real dollars the EXIM 
bank of the US. These actions are deliberate 
and these organizations will go to great 
lengths to create the unbalanced competi- 
tion that we would like to have eradicated. 

Until such time as there is no further need 
for global ECA competition, I would there- 
fore ask the House and Senate of the United 
States to consider the following actions. 
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1. Re-authorize the EXIM bank for 7 years. 

2. Add an additional 20 billion USD author- 
ity to the Bank 

3. Allow the bank greater flexibility to ad- 
vertise its existence and benefits. 

4. Allow the bank greater budget flexibility 
to conduct regional training and recruitment 
of customers. 

5. Establish treaties with Non-OECD coun- 
tries to severely restrict and penalize unfair 
ECA support or non-competitive actions re- 
lated to exports 

6. Ensure 100% compliance with the law of 
the United States and all foreign Borrower 
nations. 

7. Ensure that US policy support by the 
bank is fair and equally balanced. 

8. Promote the establishment of a global 
Uniform Commercial Code or similar instru- 
ment for the security of international assets 
derived from commercial transactions. 

9. Empower domestic banks to further sup- 
port export credit of viable receivables and 
exported collateral under some strict coun- 
try limitation schedule. 

10. Negotiate ECA interest rates worldwide 
to stabilize differentials. 

11. Vigorously promote the bank to small 
businesses. 

In conclusion, we, as American business 
people value our support from our govern- 
ment. I personally have benefited from being 
a citizen of the United States. When I was 
young my mother reached out for food 
stamps and welfare to assist us till we could 
get on our feet. I had school lunch programs 
in the public schools I attended. Not being 
able to afford college I joined the United 
States Navy. I was trained to be a boiler 
technician over a 6 year period. I traveled 
the world on 3 destroyers and a tender and 
earned a great education in life, leadership, 
steam, and boilers. I was honorably dis- 
charged and have gone on to build a family 
and a company. My company has 60 families 
employed and we all still travel the world 
and we still work on boilers. I have been 
blessed to have the people and government of 
these United States beside me then and be- 
side me now. I have estimated that my work 
in this regard has returned many times over 
the money given to my mother for my ben- 
efit and the salary I earned in the Navy. I 
have visited the White House, and am now 
here in the Capitol speaking to our Congress. 
Beyond all that I have accomplished, my 
mother and father are proud, my wife and 
sons too. 

So I will make you a promise. When I don’t 
need to use the EXIM bank any longer, when 
we have grown our business and employed 
hundreds more people, I will stop using the 
bank. But even then, I will volunteer my 
time to defend this organization and its peo- 
ple, and to help each and every small busi- 
ness that asks me to help them learn to ex- 
port and how to do so with EXIM. 

I love my country, am grateful to have its 
help, and wish to thank the Congress for 
making this valuable tool available. 

Thank you for the honor of participating 
in this discussion. 

God Bless the United States of America. 

MICHAEL P. BOYLE, 
President and CEO. 


Mrs. SHAHEEN. Michael Boyle is the 
CEO of Boyle Energy Services and 
Technology. They have a facility in 
Concord, NH, which I have had the 
good fortune to visit. They do great 
work. This testimony is what Michael 
gave before the House Committee on 
Financial Services this morning at a 
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hearing that examined the Export-Im- 
port Bank’s reauthorization request 
and the government’s role in export fi- 
nancing. 

As I said, Boyle Energy does impres- 
sive work. They optimize energy per- 
formance in power and energy infra- 
structure construction projects. Their 
services have reduced greenhouse gas 
emissions and eliminated millions of 
gallons of hazardous waste at facilities 
around the world. It is a great Amer- 
ican small business story. Boyle En- 
ergy got connected with the Export- 
Import Bank a number of years ago at 
a forum in New Hampshire where the 
Ex-Im Bank announced its Global Ac- 
cess for Small Business Program to 
help small businesses export. 

Right now, about 40 percent of large 
businesses export, but only 1 percent of 
small and medium-sized businesses ex- 
port in the United States. Yet 95 per- 
cent of markets are outside of Amer- 
ica. We need to help businesses such as 
Boyle Energy get into those inter- 
national markets. That is exactly what 
the Ex-Im Bank has done. With the Ex- 
port-Import Bank's support, Boyle En- 
ergy has grown its international sales 
75 percent over the last 3 years. 

Before using the Export-Import 
Bank’s credit insurance, the company 
shipped just to Mexico and Canada. But 
now Boyle has customers in over a 
dozen countries. Their exports com- 
prise 60 percent of the company’s $15 
million in sales, and 10 of its 50 em- 
ployees support their increase in inter- 
national sales. Without the Bank, 
Boyle Energy’s success just wouldn’t 
be possible. 

Last year the Ex-Im Bank supported 
$10.7 billion worth of exports by Amer- 
ican small businesses. So this is not 
just the big guys. It is not just the 
General Electrics and the Boeings. It is 
small businesses such as we have in 
New Hampshire where 96 percent of our 
employers are small businesses. We 
should not take this important tool— 
this financing tool for our small busi- 
nesses—away from America’s job cre- 
ators. 

I think it is important to note that it 
is not just the direct users of the 
Bank’s products that will suffer. It will 
also hurt those smaller companies that 
sell to larger companies who use Ex-Im 
Bank financing, for example, manufac- 
turers such as Albany Engineering in 
Rochester, NH, which makes parts for 
airplane engines. Timken in Keene and 
Lebanon sell their products to Boeing. 
When we cut off financing for those 
products, it is going to have a real im- 
pact on American manufacturing. It is 
going to have an impact on jobs in New 
Hampshire and across this country. 

Now is the time for us to come to- 
gether. We can do this. We can get this 
authorization done. We have support in 
this Chamber to reauthorize the Ex-Im 
Bank, to help our small businesses so 
we can get them into the international 
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markets. We need to do this reauthor- 
ization before the Bank charter expires 
at the end of this month, and I urge my 
colleagues to join us in taking action. 

I yield the floor, and I thank Senator 
HEITKAMP for her leadership on this 
issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, this 
is a story and a movie we see all too 
frequently in this Chamber and in the 
Congress—manufactured crisis after 
manufactured crisis after manufac- 
tured crisis. Here we are a few short 
days away from actually seeing the 
charter of the Export-Import Bank ex- 
pire. 

Think about that—a 70-year institu- 
tion, a critical piece of trade infra- 
structure. We spent the better part of 
the last work period talking about 
trade promotion authority, and for 
very many of us this was a very dif- 
ficult vote. It was a conflicting vote. 
At the end of the day, the one argu- 
ment that sells the day is that 95 per- 
cent of all consumers in the world live 
outside the United States. 

If we are not participating in trade, if 
we are not working to make sure our 
exports are competitive, if we are not 
making a difference for American man- 
ufacturers, we are going to lose the 
competition for the customer. We are 
going to lose the opportunity to grow 
our manufacturing base. 

So the Export-Import Bank—not a 
lot of people know what it is, but the 
people who do and the businesses that 
do know this is a critical piece of trade 
infrastructure. The irony perhaps of 
this whole issue is there is no one— 
there is no group outside of conserv- 
ative think tanks that does not agree 
the Export-Import Bank needs to be re- 
authorized. 

We have the U.S. Chamber of Com- 
merce begging us in the Banking Com- 
mittee to reauthorize the Export-Im- 
port Bank. We have the National Asso- 
ciation of Manufacturers that tells us 
overwhelmingly—the people who sup- 
port that trade association, who are 
represented by that trade association, 
want reauthorization of the Export-Im- 
port Bank. We know the unions that 
represent the workers who work in 
these industries have been asking us to 
do the right thing. 

So here we are, once again, at the 
eleventh hour. Last year, we agreed to 
a short-term extension, 6 months, be- 
lieving we would not be in this spot 
today, believing we would not be at the 
last minute threatening the charter of 
the Export-Import Bank. So guess 
what. We have over $15 billion of credit 
in the pipeline. Think about 15 billion 
dollars’ worth of manufacturing ex- 
ports in this country. I want you to 
think not about the manufacturing ex- 
ports, I want you to think about what 
that means, what that means for the 
American worker who works in those 
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manufacturing facilities. They look at 
this and they say that you are all 
about the economy. You all run saying 
that we are all about jobs, we are all 
about improving the economy, creating 
opportunity by getting American man- 
ufacturing back on its feet. Yet we can- 
not do something that has been done 
for 70 years and frequently by unani- 
mous consent in this body. 

So where is the opposition? The oppo- 
sition is nothing more than ideology. 
The opposition comes from conserv- 
ative think tanks that score this, that 
scare Members and say that if you 
agree to reauthorize the Export-Import 
Bank, that will be a black mark on 
your record. You will not be with us. 
You know what. It is time we were 
with the American workers. It is time 
we were with the small businesses. It is 
time we dispel the myth of this institu- 
tion, the Export-Import Bank, and 
start talking about this as a job-cre- 
ating entity. 

I have a chart here. It is a theme 
that Senator KIRK and I are sounding. 
Senator KIRK and I have the bipartisan 
bill that we would like to see advanced 
in this body to reauthorize the Export- 
Import Bank. We have tried very hard 
to balance the concerns people have for 
reform with a reauthorization that 
gives some level of certainty to Amer- 
ican manufacturing, to the institutions 
that finance them. Make no mistake, it 
is not that this is public money. Sim- 
ply what we are saying is, if a bank 
gives a loan to an American manufac- 
turer, if a smalltown bank gives a loan 
to an American manufacturer, we will 
help guarantee that loan. It is like an 
SBA—it is like an SBA for manufac- 
turing exports. 

What is next? We are going to take 
on the SBA because they are doing too 
much good to help American busi- 
nesses? So I want you to think about 
this: 164,000 American jobs. Those are 
direct American jobs, not the sec- 
ondary jobs that we know come from 
this primary sector, development. 
When you look at economics, you 
think about those jobs that are sec- 
ondary and those jobs that are primary 
sector. 

Every manufacturing job that deals 
with exports is a primary sector job. It 
is new wealth creation for our State. 
Economically, that is manna from 
Heaven because that new wealth comes 
here in the payments for exports. It 
circulates around our economy, allows 
our retail businesses to thrive, allows 
our restaurants and our secondary 
businesses, whether they are dry clean- 
ers, whether they are people in the 
service industry, to support those pri- 
mary sector jobs. 

So 164,000 primary jobs, exports of 
$27.5 billion—$27.5 billion—those are all 
U.S. exports supported by the Ex-Im 
Bank. When we look at it, guess what. 
People say: Well, it must cost us some- 
thing to do this. It must cost the 
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American taxpayers something to fund 
the Export-Import Bank if we are see- 
ing those kinds of results. Guess what. 
Not only does it not cost us, it re- 
turned $7 billion to the Treasury. 

Think about that. What is wrong 
with this? What is bad about this? 
Where is this failing the taxpayers of 
this country? Where is this failing the 
American worker? The simple answer 
is it is not. What is failing the Amer- 
ican worker is this institution, the 
United States Congress, because we are 
failing to hand the tools to those busi- 
nesses that can, in fact, create jobs, 
create economic wealth, and move our 
country forward. People will say: Oh, 
my goodness. It is all of those big com- 
panies. It is GH, it is Boeing, and that 
is really whom we are talking for. 

Well, I want to kind of look behind 
the curtain of that a little bit, not just 
talk about small businesses in my 
State that are going to benefit and the 
agricultural producers that benefit 
from this institution. Think about the 
literally thousands of small businesses 
that support Boeing, the thousands of 
small businesses that support the folks 
at GE. Think about the businesses that 
actually are the contractors with these 
large institutions that make parts, 
that make the sandwiches that feed the 
employees. This is primary sector 
growth. We know that adds to the ben- 
efit of the entire economy. 

So let’s talk a little bit about why 
someone from North Dakota cares 
about the Export-Import Bank. If you 
look at more than 58,000 small busi- 
nesses around the country depending 
on the Export-Import Bank to finance 
the export deals, they will all lose if we 
do nothing. There is $15.9 billion, as I 
said, in the pipeline. 

The Export-Import Bank has sup- 
ported $139 billion in sales in North Da- 
kota alone, since 2007, and $102 million 
in exports from our State. Think about 
that—the little State of North Dakota, 
how significant this institution is. 

I want to tell the story of a small 
business. We heard just heart-wrench- 
ing stories, one from California, an en- 
trepreneur who gave his all in Viet- 
nam, 100-percent disabled. He has a 
small business, had a dream, living the 
American dream, serving his country. 
Guess what. He lost. Because of the un- 
certainty here, he lost a $57 million 
contract putting over 100 people out of 
work. Right now, he is challenged be- 
cause he has a $200 million contract on 
the line waiting for reauthorization of 
the Export-Import Bank. Because— 
guess what—the people he is selling to 
are not going to wait to find out if he 
has financing. They are going to turn 
to the next manufacturer. Do you 
know who that next manufacturer is? 
That next manufacturer is China. 

Do you think our competitors across 
the world, whether it is India or China, 
who are not looking at reforming their 
export credit organization—guess what 
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they are doing. They are pumping bil- 
lions of dollars more. They are taking 
advantage of this. They are taking ad- 
vantage of this opportunity. This is a 
sign in the Beijing airport: “The Ex- 
port Import Bank of China. Want to be 
the best in a better world?” 

They are not hiding this. They are 
not saying that is inappropriate. They 
are bragging about it. They are brag- 
ging where they think those business- 
men are coming in and taking a look at 
where that financing opportunity is. 
You might say: Well, the private sector 
can do it. That is not true. That is ab- 
solutely not true. We have had rep- 
resentation from almost every finan- 
cial organization in this town saying 
we need the Export-Import Bank to 
support our customers who need to 
have that credit for their exports. 

So I want to close talking about a 
great business in Wahpeton, ND, a 
town I grew up very close to. WCCO 
Belting in Wahpeton, ND, is a great ex- 
ample. It is a 60-year-old, family-owned 
rubber supply company, which started 
out as a shoe repair business and diver- 
sified into repairing parts for farm 
trucks and then into new seats for 
tractors, canvass belting, and wooden 
slats. 

Today, the company provides rubber 
products used in farm equipment, such 
as belts for harvesting grain or pro- 
ducing round bailers or tube conveyers 
to move seeds and grain. Those are sup- 
plied to major farm equipment compa- 
nies around the world. You know what. 
The simple fact is—and they will tell 
you if they were standing right here— 
that company could not have done it 
without the Export-Import Bank 12 
years ago, which allowed WCCO Belting 
to pursue export opportunities it had 
been ignoring. The Bank has supported 
more than $830,000 in exports from 
WCCO since 2007. The Export-Import 
Bank helps make sure small businesses 
get paid in a timely fashion for what 
they sell. Not getting paid in a timely 
manner from foreign entities very 
quickly can put a small business out of 
work. 

The company now has 200 employees 
who generate more than 60 percent of 
their annual sales from revenues from 
customers who are located outside of 
the United States, all possible because 
of the Export-Import Bank. Without 
the Bank, they would be unable to 
compete in this global marketplace. 
This is one of those stories in Wash- 
ington, DC, that makes the rest of the 
world believe Washington does not get 
it, that the United States Congress 
does not get it. Because they do not 
live in their world, they live in the real 
world, where you have to finance what 
you have, where those challenges get 
harder and harder every day, and where 
you are competing in a market where 
people do this. 

There are 70 export credit agencies in 
the world, all competing for the same 
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business, all helping their homegrown 
businesses compete for the same busi- 
ness we are competing for. Unilateral 
disarmament. So it was not for any 
other purpose than the passion we have 
for this institution that Senator CANT- 
WELL and I started talking about this 
during the TPA discussion, started say- 
ing: We need a path forward so the 
charter of the Bank does not expire, so 
that we actually reauthorize the Bank 
before the end of this month. 

I would like to tell you that the pros- 
pects are great, that the overwhelming 
economic logic of the Export-Import 
Bank has overcome all of the ideolog- 
ical discussions. I would love to tell 
you that. I would love to tell you we 
are absolutely doing something in a 
timely fashion, we are doing something 
that makes common sense. Guess what. 
We are not. We are going to see the 
charter expire unless we, every day, 
come here and beg for a vote, unless we 
see movement in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, so that the charter does 
not expire. I am saying: Do not leave 
the small businesses of this country, 
the hope of this country behind. Let’s 
reauthorize the Export-Import Bank, 
let’s do it sooner rather than later, and 
let’s actually respond to the concerns 
of the American manufacturing popu- 
lation. 

I yield the floor. 


EE 


URBAN FLOODING AWARENESS 
ACT 


Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, big 
storms and heavy rain often lead to 
flooding in cities. It seems like that is 
happening more frequently and the 
floods have been more damaging. In 
May we saw the extent of the damage 
that can be done when flood waters in- 
undate a city. Twenty-seven people 
died in Houston, TX as a result of the 
rainfall and flooding there. Eleven peo- 
ple are still missing. The truth of the 
matter is, we don’t have very much 
data on frequency, severity, or how we 
might better prepare for the kind of 
weather that turns into flooded streets, 
businesses, and homes. 

I introduced a bill this week, with 
Senator WHITEHOUSE and Congressman 
QUIGLEY in the House, to address that. 
The Urban Flooding Awareness Act 
calls for a study to document the costs 
to families, business, and government 
associated with urban flooding. There 
are many ways we can do a better job 
of preparing for storm flooding—in- 
cluding creative, environmentally 
sound, “green infrastructure” ap- 
proaches—but first we need to have a 
firm understanding of the scope of the 
problem. 

Stronger, more destructive storms 
are pounding urban areas at an alarm- 
ing rate. They threaten the quality of 
drinking water. Urban floods erode 
river banks and spread pollution. They 
bring massive damage to homes and 
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businesses. When you consider events 
like Superstorm Sandy and Hurricane 
Katrina, it is clear we need to do more 
to understand how flooding can be pre- 
dicted and prevented. 

In Illinois we have had more than our 
fair share of urban flooding in recent 
years. Chicago has seen three ‘‘hundred 
year floods” in the last 5 years. 

Just a few inches of water can cause 
thousands of dollars in damage for both 
home and small business owners. Wet 
basements from flooding events are one 
of the top reasons people do not pur- 
chase a particular home. Industry ex- 
perts estimate flooding can lower prop- 
erty values by 10 to 25 percent. More- 
over, nearly 40 percent of small busi- 
nesses do not reopen following a dis- 
aster, according to FEMA, the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency. 

Most homeowners in urban areas do 
not have Federally backed flood insur- 
ance through FEMA’s flood insurance 
program. They are not able to partici- 
pate in the flood insurance program be- 
cause it focuses entirely on designated 
floodplains along rivers, not in urban 
areas. With the frequency and severity 
of storms growing year by year, we 
need to gain a better understanding of 
flooding in our cities. 

A clear definition of urban flooding— 
which this legislation would estab- 
lish—would allow experts to under- 
stand the scope of the problem, develop 
solutions, and consider more than just 
coastal and river flooding when design- 
ing flood maps. The bill also would re- 
quire FEMA to coordinate a study on 
the costs and prevalence of urban 
flooding and the effectiveness of green 
and other infrastructure. 

The Urban Flooding Awareness Act 
will help American communities iden- 
tify ways to protect our investments 
and our environment. I urge my col- 
leagues to support it. 


EE 


REMEMBERING MARSELIS 
PARSONS 


Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I would 
like to pay honor to a Vermont legend 
who passed away last month. Marselis 
Parsons, known to friends as “Div,” 
was a deeply respected newsman in my 
home State. His low, steady voice in 
anchoring the evening news became a 
mainstay in living rooms for decades. 
Div Parsons knew news. He knew the 
importance of having personal connec- 
tions, and he built trust based on his 
integrity and fairness. 

Div Parsons rose through the ranks 
at Vermont’s CBS affiliate, WCAX 
Channel 3, and he never became too im- 
portant in his own mind that he 
wouldn’t report on a fire or track down 
a lead. In short, he knew the pulse of 
the State, and he reported on what he 
knew. He also shared his years of expe- 
rience with young reporters, many of 
whom he hired straight out of college 
and gave them the break they needed. 
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When he wasn’t working long hours 
at the station, he was known to take to 
the waters of the great Lake Cham- 
plain, either on his antique power boat 
or, if the winds held up, under full sail. 
In retirement, he still relished track- 
ing the latest political news. 

I am grateful for our friendship and 
our many conversations over time, and 
I am grateful that he was able to cher- 
ish the recent birth of his grand- 
daughter, Pippa. Div Parsons’ death 
will leave a void, no doubt, but we’ll 
have many memories to share. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a fitting tribute 
to Div Parsons that ran in the Times 
Argus newspaper. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


[From Barre Montpelier Times Argus, 
June 1, 2015] 


‘DIV’ DEPARTS 


This last week saw the departure of Bob 
Schieffer from the anchor desk of the CBS 
show “Face The Nation,” and closer to 
home, the passing of a Vermont television 
icon, Marselis Parsons. While Schieffer occu- 
pied a place in the national consciousness, it 
is not a mistake to place the two men in 
company. They represent the best of an era 
in television that is rapidly receding into 
history. 

For Vermont, Parsons was the face that a 
generation of Vermonters grew up with, in 
an era when the habits of the populace were 
still to turn on the local news at 6 p.m., fol- 
lowed by the national report at 7 p.m. He was 
both larger than life, and unassuming in a 
way that led us to welcome him into our 
homes. “Div,” as he was nicknamed through 
obscure origins, was for many the one and 
only local news anchor they knew. 

Because of the vagaries of television trans- 
mission over the hills of Vermont, many 
children in rural homes—and their parents— 
had just one or two options on the dial be- 
yond the local PBS station. Even then, the 
reception was sometimes tricky leading to 
elaborate coat hanger antennas on the TV 
and “snow” making the picture a bit fuzzy. 
But the television was often the window to 
the wider world—both the world at large, and 
because of Parsons and family-owned WCAX, 
the world in the next town over, or in the 
state of Vermont at large. 

He was the guide to the stories that con- 
nected Vermont and gave us a sense of 
shared identity, whether we turned on the 
evening news in Derby Line or in Tinmouth. 
He reported on the first Green Up Day, in 
1970, on the return of hostages from Iran in 
1980, and was the anchor the day that Dick 
Snelling died and Howard Dean was sworn in 
as governor. Parsons became synonymous 
with Channel 3, and both remain Vermont 
institutions. 

He looked us in the eye and told us the bad 
news when tragedy had struck; he also 
shared the triumphs of the day, or narrated 
some kind of community gathering in one of 
the tiny towns that Vermont is known for. 
He often shared a chuckle with his co-an- 
chors, but never allowed his personality—of 
which there was plenty—or his demeanor to 
outshine the efforts of the team as a whole. 

He could be, as his former colleague Kris- 
tin Carlson recalled, unscripted and direct on 
live television, meaning the reporters in the 
field had better know their story and be able 
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to go off the script. Carlson grew up watch- 
ing Parsons, and like dozens of television re- 
porters, was mentored by him and grew to 
serve the state of Vermont better because of 
it. 

After his start in television in 1967, Par- 
sons worked as a reporter for years, and only 
took over the anchor desk in 1984, on the 
death of his predecessor, Richard Gallagher. 
By then much of the most tumultuous period 
in Vermont’s modern history was over: Act 
250 was in place, Vermont had rapidly 
transitioned from a conservative, rural state 
to a politically diverse, rural state, and the 
social and governmental change ushered in 
by the ’60s and ’70s was in full swing. There 
was much to come, however, and Parsons 
was a constant throughout—the rest of the 
Kunin years, the rise of Howard Dean, civil 
unions and the Jim Douglas era. 

The days of the network evening news are 
rapidly passing on. The news world has fur- 
ther fragmented with the rise of the Inter- 
net. In some ways, the new world is better. 
We have many choices now, and our ability 
to connect to others around the state and 
the world has never been greater. Our 
choices for information are more diverse. 

In other ways we feel the pangs of nos- 
talgia for times gone by, when there was a 
constant presence who would share the news 
of the day before saying ‘‘Good Night’’. The 
sense of loss is for one of our familiar com- 
munity, and of a person who did not put him- 
self before the news. 

There are many examples of the anchor 
desk lending too much ego to the occupant. 
Often today an anchor desk is almost like a 
podium or a stage. But Parsons had no need 
to exaggerate or embellish who he was. He 
was a different kind of anchor. In the current 
era of flamboyance and exaggeration, his hu- 
mility, compassion and honesty stand out. 
Parsons was not a “personality.” He was not 
acting or putting on a show while on air—the 
man he was was what you saw. He was 
steady and sometimes deadpan, and com- 
mitted entirely to the Green Mountain 
State. 

While we are grateful to have had him, it 
is our great loss that he is gone. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


RECOGNIZING JIM WEBER 


e Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I wish to 
recognize Jim Weber, a welding and 
machining teacher at Capital High 
School in Helena, MT. Mr. Weber uses 
Mastercam CAD/CAM software to give 
his students real world, practical 
skills, as well as the work ethic nec- 
essary to complete any task. His in- 
struction helped lead one of his stu- 
dents to victory at the National Ma- 
chining Competition for creating a cus- 
tom fly fishing rod and display case. 
Mr. Weber’s fly fishing rod project 
not only leads to great and necessary 
personal skills, but he inspired this 
years’ senior class to make an even 
bigger impact with their fly fishing 
rods. Mr. Weber’s class designed and 
machined 15 custom fly fishing rods for 
the Big Hearts under the Big Sky 
project which helps to create free and 
gratifying opportunities for service 
men and women, life-threateningly ill 
children, and women battling breast 
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cancer to explore the vast and beau- 
tiful Montanan outdoors. Not only was 
he able to teach high school students 
how to make rings, knives, and fishing 
rods, he was also able to motivate his 
students to help themselves by helping 
others. 

The ability to educate students and 
make them ready to take on the chal- 
lenges that our world contains is a val- 
uable asset to the young adults. Hach 
and every day Mr. Weber provides a 
great service to our future leaders that 
words cannot adequately express. I am 
excited to see what comes of the great 
men and women Jim Weber is able to 
teach and inspire.e 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO JOE DOWLING 


e Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
wish to recognize Joe Dowling, the out- 
going artistic director of the Guthrie 
Theater. For 20 years, Mr. Dowling has 
served the Guthrie with integrity, cre- 
ativity, and style. His passion, talent, 
and years of international theater ex- 
perience have added so much to the 
Guthrie Theater and the entire Twin 
Cities theater community. 

Mr. Dowling joined the Guthrie The- 
ater as artistic director in 1995. Since 
then, he has directed 48 plays and build 
relationships with esteemed theater 
artists, such as Angela Bassett, the 
late Arthur Miller, and T.R. Knight, 
just to name a few. But his legacy 
reaches far beyond the plays he has di- 
rected and the relationships he has 
formed. Under Mr. Dowling’s leader- 
ship, the Guthrie moved into its beau- 
tiful new building, allowing the com- 
pany to expand its repertoire and reach 
over 400,000 patrons each year. 

Joe Dowling has also focused on de- 
veloping the next generation of theater 
artists. He led the development of two 
new actor training programs at the 
Guthrie and initiated the WorldStage 
Series, a program that invites inter- 
national theater companies to perform 
on Guthrie stages. His vision and lead- 
ership have brought tremendous posi- 
tive change to the Guthrie Theater, 
and his legacy will be felt long after he 
has gone. 

Tyrone Guthrie founded the Guthrie 
Theater with a specific goal in mind— 
to create a first-rate regional theater 
that would nourish the minds and souls 
of artists and audiences alike. In the 52 
years since its founding, the Guthrie 
Theater has become just that—a shin- 
ing example of everything regional the- 
ater is and can be. Whether producing 
Shakespeare’s “Hamlet” or more con- 
temporary fare, the Guthrie has tack- 
led some of humanity’s most pressing 
issues with innovation, compassion, 
and professionalism. On its stages and 
in its classrooms, the Guthrie brings 
people of all walks of life together to 
laugh, cry, and contemplate some of 
life’s deepest questions. 
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I hope you will join me as I say 
thank you to Joe Dowling for his 20 re- 
markable years of service to the Guth- 
rie Theater, the people of the State of 
Minnesota, and the United States of 
America.@ 


— 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate on January 6, 2015, the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, on June 2, 2015, 
during the adjournment of the Senate, 
received a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing that the 
Speaker has signed the following en- 
rolled bills: 

S. 802. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
State and the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment to provide assistance to support the 
rights of women and girls in developing 
countries, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2048. An act to reform the authorities 
of the Federal Government to require the 
production of certain business records, con- 
duct electronic surveillance, use pen reg- 
isters and trap and trace devices, and use 
other forms of information gathering for for- 
eign intelligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other purposes. 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 6, 2015, the en- 
rolled bills were signed on June 2, 2015, 
during the adjournment of the Senate, 
by the Acting President pro tempore 
(Mr. DAINES). 


———— 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, June 3, 2015, she had pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bill: 

S. 802. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
State and the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop- 
ment to provide assistance to support the 
rights of women and girls in developing 
countries, and for other purposes. 


ES 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-1777. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Policy), transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the 
global defense posture (OSS-2015-0825); to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-1778. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of Lieutenant Gen- 
eral James M. Kowalski, United States Air 
Force, and his advancement to the grade of 
lieutenant general on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-1779. A communication from the Acting 
Director of Defense Procurement and Acqui- 
sition Policy, Department of Defense, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regu- 
lation Supplement: Offset Costs” ((RINO750— 
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AI59) (DFARS Case 2015-D028)) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 29, 
2015; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-1780. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel of the Federal Housing Finance 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Minimum Require- 
ments for Appraisal Management Companies 
Joint-Agency Rule’’ (RIN2590-AA61) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on May 29, 
2015; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1781. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Updated 
Statements of Legal Authority for the Ex- 
port Administration Regulations” (RIN0694— 
AG62) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 29, 2015; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1782. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Financial Research, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Office’s 2014 Annual Report to 
Congress; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1783. A communication from the Senior 
Vice President and Chief Financial Officer, 
Federal Home Loan Bank of New York, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Bank’s 
2014 management report; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1784. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart- 
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled “Russian 
Sanctions: Revisions and Clarifications for 
Licensing Policy for the Crimea Region of 
Ukraine” (RIN0694-AG54) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 29, 2015; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC-1785. A communication from the Chair 
of the Board of Governors, Federal Reserve 
System, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re- 
port entitled “Report to the Congress on the 
Profitability of Credit Card Operations on 
Depository Institutions””; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1786. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Communica- 
tions Reliability Standards” ((RIN1902-AE92) 
(Docket No. RM14-13-000)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 28, 2015; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

EC-1787. A communication from the Gen- 
eral Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Real Power 
Balancing Control Performance Reliability 
Standard”? ((RIN1902-AE94) (Docket No. 
RM14-10-000)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 29, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC-1788. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Human Resources, Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, seventeen (17) reports relative to vacan- 
cies in the Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy, received during adjournment of the Sen- 
ate in the Office of the President of the Sen- 
ate on May 28, 2015; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 
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EC-1789. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Applicable Federal 
Rates—June 2015” (Rev. Rul. 2015-14) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 1, 2015; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC-1790. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Purchase Price 
Safe Harbors for sections 143 and 25” (Rev. 
Proc. 2015-31) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 1, 2015; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC-1791. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Credit for Renew- 
able Electricity Production and Refined Coal 
Production, and Publication of Inflation Ad- 
justment Factor and Reference Prices for 
Calendar Year 2015” (Notice 2015-32) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 1, 2015; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-1792. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled “Report to 
Congress: The Centers for Medicare and Med- 
icaid Services’ Evaluation of For-Profit 
PACE Programs under Section 4808(b) of the 
Balanced Budget Act of 1997”; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

EC-1793. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Bureau of Political-Military 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi- 
cation of the proposed sale or export of de- 
fense articles and/or defense services to a 
Middle East country (OSS-2015-0828); to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-1794. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Bureau of Political-Military 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi- 
cation of the proposed sale or export of de- 
fense articles and/or defense services to a 
Middle East country (OSS-2015-0829); to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-1795. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Bureau of Political-Military 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi- 
cation of the proposed sale or export of de- 
fense articles and/or defense services to a 
Middle East country (OSS-2015-0827); to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-1796. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Bureau of Political-Military 
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi- 
cation of the proposed sale or export of de- 
fense articles and/or defense services to a 
Middle East country (OSS-2015-0826); to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-1797. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart- 
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-014); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC-1798. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi- 
ness), transmitting the report of an officer 
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade 
of brigadier general in accordance with title 
10, United States Code, section 777; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 
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EC-1799. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘The Opportunity to 
Develop Alternative Fuels and Dual Fuel 
Technologies for Class 8 Heavy-Duty Long- 
Haul Trucks”; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

EC-1800. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Biennial 
Report to Congress on the Food Safety and 
Food Defense Research Plan’’; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-1801. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Department’s fiscal 
year 2010 Low Income Home Energy Assist- 
ance Program (LIHEAP) Report; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-1802. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De- 
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Requirements for Blood and 
Blood Components Intended for Transfusion 
or for Further Manufacturing Use”’ 
((RIN0910-AG87) (Docket No. FDA-2006-N- 
0040; formerly Docket No. 2006N-0221)) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 29, 2015; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1803. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a pe- 
tition to add workers who were employed at 
the Dow Chemical Company in Pittsburg, 
California, to the Special Exposure Cohort; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1804. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal 
Year 2014 Annual Report on FDA Advisory 
Committee Vacancies and Public Disclo- 
sures”; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1805. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a pe- 
tition to add workers who were employed at 
the Hanford site in Richland, Washington, to 
the Special Exposure Cohort; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC-1806. A communication from the Dep- 
uty General Counsel, Institute of Museum 
and Library Services, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to a vacancy in the 
position of Director of the Institute of Mu- 
seum and Library Services, received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 28, 2015; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1807. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a pe- 
tition to add workers who were employed at 
the Grand Junction Facilities site in Grand 
Junction, Colorado, to the Special Exposure 
Cohort; to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC-1808. A communication from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report entitled “ANC 7F Did 
Not Fully Comply with the ANC Act”; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 
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EC-1809. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Semiannual Report of the In- 
spector General for the period from October 
1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-1810. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Department of Veterans 
Affairs’ Semiannual Report of the Inspector 
General for the period from October 1, 2014 
through March 31, 2015; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-1811. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the U.S. Agency for Inter- 
national Development, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Semiannual Report of the In- 
spector General for the period from October 
1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-1812. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-67, “Prohibition of Pre-Em- 
ployment Marijuana Testing Act of 2015”; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1813. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-69, “Workforce Job Develop- 
ment Grant-Making Reauthorization Tem- 
porary Amendment Act of 2015”; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-1814. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-70, “Soccer Stadium Develop- 
ment Technical Clarification Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2015”; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-1815. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-71, “Medical Marijuana Sup- 
ply Shortage Temporary Amendment Act of 
2015”; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1816. A communication from the Chair- 
man and Members of the Federal Labor Rela- 
tions Authority, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Office of Inspector General Semi- 
annual Report for the period of October 1, 
2014 through March 31, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-1817. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Office of Government Relations, 
Corporation for National and Community 
Service, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
and the Corporation for National and Com- 
munity Services Report on Final Action for 
the period from October 1, 2014 through 
March 31, 2015; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1818. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Railroad Retirement Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi- 
annual Report of the Inspector General for 
the period from October 1, 2014 through 
March 31, 2015; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1819. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Congressional Affairs, Federal Election 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Commission's Semiannual Report of the 
Inspector General for the period from Octo- 
ber 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the 
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Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-1820. A communication from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report entitled “District of 
Columbia Agencies Compliance with Fiscal 
Year 2015 Small Business Enterprise Expend- 
iture Goals through the 2nd Quarter of Fiscal 
Year 2015”; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1821. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the National Credit Union Adminis- 
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
semi-annual report of the Inspector General 
for the period from October 1, 2014 through 
March 31, 2015; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1822. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the General Services Ad- 
ministration, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Administrator's Semiannual Manage- 
ment Report to Congress for the period from 
October 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-1823. A communication from the Chair- 
man, Federal Maritime Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the Commission’s 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from October 1, 2014 through 
March 31, 2015; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1824. A communication from the In- 
spector General, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled “U.S. Department of 
Health and Human Services Met Many Re- 
quirements of the Improper Payments Infor- 
mation Act of 2002 but Did Not Fully Comply 
for Fiscal Year 2014”; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-1825. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-68, “Events DC Technical 
Clarification Amendment Act of 2015”; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-1826. A communication from the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative 
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the sixth annual re- 
port relative to the Department of Justice's 
activities regarding pre-1970 racially moti- 
vated homicides, as required by the Emmett 
Till Unsolved Civil Rights Crimes Act of 
2007; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-1827. A communication from the Pro- 
gram Manager of Regulation Policy and 
Management, Veterans Benefits Administra- 
tion, Department of Veterans Affairs, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled “Grants for Adaptive Sports Pro- 
grams for Disabled Veterans and Disabled 
Members of the Armed Forces” (RIN2900— 
AP07) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 29, 2015; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

EC-1828. A communication from the Na- 
tional Chairman, Naval Sea Cadet Corps, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, two reports 
entitled “2014 Annual Report of the U.S. 
Naval Sea Cadet Corps” and ‘‘2014 Financial 
Statement of the U.S. Naval Sea Cadet 
Corps”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC-1829. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Council of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21-72, ‘Jubilee Maycroft TOPA 
Notice Exemption Temporary Act of 2015”; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 
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EC-1830. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Bureau Chief, Wireline Competition Bu- 
reau, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Local Number Portability 
Porting Interval and Validation Require- 
ments, Telephone Number Portability, and 
Numbering Resource Optimization” 
((RIN3060-AJ32) (DA 14-842)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
1, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1831. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands 
Crab Rationalization Program; Amendment 
45; Pacific Cod Sideboard Allocations in the 
Gulf of Alaska” (RIN0648-BD61) received dur- 
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on May 29, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1832. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De- 
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘At- 
lantic Highly Migratory Species; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna Fisheries” (RIN0648-XD902) re- 
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 29, 2015; to the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1833. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Chief Counsel for Regulations and Secu- 
rity Standards, Transportation Security Ad- 
ministration, Department of Homeland Se- 
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re- 
port of a rule entitled “Adjustment of Pas- 
senger Civil Aviation Security Service Fee” 
(RIN1652-AA68) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1834. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; West Coast 
Salmon Fisheries; 2015 Management Meas- 
ures’? (RIN0648-XD843) received during ad- 
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 29, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 


— 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The following petitions and memo- 
rials were laid before the Senate and 
were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 


POM-29. A resolution adopted by the Leg- 
islature of Rockland County, New York, urg- 
ing the United States Department of Trans- 
portation and the United States Department 
of Energy to immediately enact rules that 
mandate the stabilization and reduction in 
volatility of Bakken crude oil to be trans- 
ported by rail and urging the United States 
Congress to pass the Crude-By-Rail Safety 
Act of 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

POM-30. A communication from a citizen 
of the State of Illinois memorializing a reso- 
lution adopted by the Senate of the State's 
General Assembly urging the President of 
the United States and the United States 
Congress to review the national tariff policy 
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on steel goods and take action similar to the 
2002 actions of President George W. Bush and 
Congress; and urging the President of the 
United States and the United States Con- 
gress to consider all possible trade and eco- 
nomic policies to protect this vital American 
industry and minimize the financial impact 
on these hardworking men and women; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

POM-31. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the United States Congress to enact 
legislation that confirms that state law de- 
termines the entire scope of R.S. 2477 right- 
of-way; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1002 

Whereas, in order to promote settlement of 
the American West in the 1800s and provide 
access to mining deposits located under fed- 
eral lands, the United States Congress grant- 
ed rights-of-way across public lands for the 
construction of highways by a provision of 
the Mining Law of 1866, now known as Re- 
vised Statute (R.S.) 2477; and 

Whereas, the United States Congress re- 
pealed R.S. 2477 in 1976 as part of its enact- 
ment of the Federal Land Policy and Man- 
agement Act, along with the repeal of other 
federal statutory rights-of-way, but it ex- 
pressly preserved R.S. 2477 rights-of-way 
that already had been established; and 

Whereas, in its entirety, R.S. 2477 provided 
that “the right of way for the construction 
of highways over public lands, not reserved 
for public uses, is hereby granted”; and 

Whereas, R.S. 2477 was self-executing and 
did not require government approval or pub- 
lic recording of title, which resulted in un- 
certainty regarding whether particular 
rights-of-way had in fact been established; 
and 

Whereas, in April 2014, the Tenth Circuit 
Court of Appeals issued a decision in San 
Juan County v. United States in which the 
court rejected the notion that state law 
should determine the entire scope of R.S. 
2477 rights-of-way, holding that state law has 
provided “convenient and appropriate prin- 
ciples” for determining the scope and valid- 
ity of an R.S. 2477 right-of-way, but it can be 
dismissed when it ‘‘contravenes congres- 
sional intent’’; and 

Whereas, in October 2014, the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals issued a decision in County 
of Shoshone v. United States in which it con- 
firmed that state law controls, or is ‘‘bor- 
rowed,” in determining what constitutes suf- 
ficient public use, reflecting a rejection of 
the approach taken by the Tenth Circuit 
Court of Appeals in San Juan County v. 
United States; and 

Whereas, outdoor recreation is an essential 
industry in Arizona, generating $10.6 billion 
in consumer spending, 104,000 direct Arizona 
jobs, $3.3 billion in wages and salaries and 
$787 million in state and local tax revenue; 
and 

Whereas, the reduction of public roads in 
this state would diminish access to and en- 
joyment of outdoor recreation opportunities 
on public lands, detrimentally impacting Ar- 
izona’s economy. 

Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of 
the State of Arizona, the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring, prays: 

1. That the Members of the United States 
Congress enact legislation that is consistent 
with the decision of the Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals in County of Shoshone v. United 
States and that confirms that state law de- 
termines the entire scope of R.S. 2477 rights- 
of-way. 

2. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial 
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to the President of the United States, the 
President of the United States Senate, the 
Speaker of the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives and each Member of Congress 
from the State of Arizona. 


POM-32. A resolution adopted by the House 
of Representatives of the State of Illinois 
urging the President of the United States 
and the United States Congress to review the 
national tariff policy on steel goods and take 
action similar to the 2002 actions of Presi- 
dent George W. Bush and Congress; and urg- 
ing the President of the United States and 
the United States Congress to consider all 
possible trade and economic policies to pro- 
tect this vital American industry and mini- 
mize the financial impact on these hard- 
working men and women; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 0335 

Whereas, The Granite City Works steel 
mill has operated since 1878: it was originally 
founded by brothers William and Frederick 
Niedringhaus as the Granite Iron Rolling 
Mills, and most recently, owned by United 
States Steel Corporation; and 

Whereas, The Granite City Works has been 
an industry leader in sheet steel products for 
customers in the construction, container, 
piping and tubing, service center, and auto- 
motive industries; and 

Whereas, Granite City Works has an an- 
nual raw steelmaking capability of 2.8 mil- 
lion net tons; and 

Whereas, Global influences in the market 
such as reduced steel prices, unfair trade 
practices, & imports, and fluctuating oil 
prices, continue to have a dramatic negative 
impact on the steel production industry: and 

Whereas, Domestic steelmakers continue 
to lose substantial sales to foreign countries, 
particularly China and South Korea, which 
have ‘‘dumped’’ their steel products into the 
United States market at prices below fair 
market value; and 

Whereas, Due to these disruptions in the 
steel market, on March 25, 2015, United 
States Steel Corporation announced that it 
will temporarily idle the Granite City mill 
and lay off 2,080 steel workers by or after 
May 28, 2015; and 

Whereas, Granite City Works is a vital 
part of the Metro-East economy, and the loss 
of this mill would be devastating to thou- 
sands of families and the financial well-being 
of the entire region: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, by the House of Representatives of 
the Ninety-Ninth General Assembly of the State 
of Illinois, That we urge the President of the 
United States and Congress to review the na- 
tional tariff policy on steel goods and take 
action similar to the 2002 actions of Presi- 
dent George W. Bush and Congress; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That we urge the President of the 
United States and Congress to consider all 
possible trade and economic policies to pro- 
tect this vital American industry and mini- 
mize the financial impact on these hard- 
working men and women; and be it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso- 
lution be presented to the President and 
Vice-President of the United States, the Ma- 
jority and Minority Leaders of the United 
States Senate, and the Speaker and Minority 
Leader of the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


— 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
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and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. DAINES (for himself, 
LANKFORD, and Mr. BLUNT): 

S. 1487. A bill to require notice and com- 
ment for certain interpretative rules; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON (for himself and Ms. 
COLLINS): 

S. 1488. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to allow for fair applica- 
tion of the exceptions process for drugs in 
tiers in formularies in prescription drug 
plans under Medicare part D; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. MENEN- 
DEZ, Mr. HATCH, Mr. COTTON, Mr. 
CRUZ, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. VITTER, and 
Mr. KIRK): 

S. 1489. A bill to strengthen support for the 
Cuban people and prohibit financial trans- 
actions with the Cuban military, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Ms. COLLINS): 

S. 1490. A bill to establish an advisory of- 
fice within the Bureau of Consumer Protec- 
tion of the Federal Trade Commission to pre- 
vent fraud targeting seniors, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. REED, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. WARNER, Mr. MERKLEY, 
Ms. WARREN, Ms. HEITKAMP, and Mr. 
DONNELLY): 

S. 1491. A bill to provide sensible relief to 
community financial institutions, to protect 
consumers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: 

S. 1492. A bill to direct the Administrator 
of General Services, on behalf of the Archi- 
vist of the United States, to convey certain 
Federal property located in the State of 
Alaska to the Municipality of Anchorage, 
Alaska; to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. ISAKSON (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MORAN, Mr. Booz- 
MAN, Mr. HELLER, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. 
Rounbs, Mr. TILLIs, Mr. SULLIVAN, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
Brown, Mr. TESTER, Ms. HIRONO, and 
Mr. MANCHIN): 

S. 1493. A bill to provide for an increase, ef- 
fective December 1, 2015, in the rates of com- 
pensation for veterans with service-con- 
nected disabilities and the rates of depend- 
ency and indemnity compensation for the 
survivors of certain disabled veterans, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. MURRAY: 

S. 1494. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to reauthorize and update the 
National Child Traumatic Stress Initiative 
for grants to address the problems of individ- 
uals who experience trauma and violence re- 
lated stress; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions . 

By Mr. TOOMEY (for himself, Mr. 
CORKER, Mr. CRAPO, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. GARDNER, and Mr. JOHN- 


Mr. 


SON): 

S. 1495. A bill to curtail the use of changes 
in mandatory programs affecting the Crime 
Victims Fund to inflate spending; to the 
Committee on the Budget. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: 

S. 1496. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to require the Secretary of Vet- 
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erans Affairs to retain a copy of any rep- 
rimand or admonishment received by an em- 
ployee of the Department in the permanent 
record of the employee; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 
By Mr. TESTER (for himself and Mr. 
UDALL): 

S. 1497. A bill to exempt the Indian Health 
Service, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and 
certain other programs for Indians from se- 
questration; to the Committee on the Budg- 
et. 

By Mr. WYDEN: 

S. 1498. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to require that military work- 
ing dogs be retired in the United States, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. 
BLUNT, and Ms. STABENOW): 

S. 1499. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to provide eligibility under cer- 
tain highway programs for projects for the 
installation of  vehicle-to-infrastructure 
communication equipment, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

By Mr. CRAPO (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. Booz- 
MAN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
DONNELLY, Mr. ENZI, Mrs. FISCHER, 


Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS, and 
Mr. TILLIS): 


S. 1500. A bill to clarify congressional in- 
tent regarding the regulation of the use of 
pesticides in or near navigable waters, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En- 
vironment and Public Works. 

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr. 
GRASSLEY): 

S. 1501. A bill to promote and reform for- 
eign capital investment and job creation in 
American communities; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


[SEE 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. KIRK (for himself and Mr. WAR- 
NER): 

S. Res. 190. A resolution encouraging re- 
unions of Korean Americans who were di- 
vided by the Korean War from relatives in 
North Korea; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


By Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mr. 
Coons, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. REID, 
Mr. ALEXANDER, Ms. AYOTTE, Ms. 


BALDWIN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. BENNET, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. BROWN, Mr. BURR, Ms. CANTWELL, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CASEY, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. Coats, Mr. COCH- 
RAN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. CORKER, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
CRUZ, Mr. DAINES, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. ENZI, Mrs. ERNST, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. FLAKE, 
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. GARDNER, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. GRASS- 
LEY, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. 
HEITKAMP, Mr. HELLER, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. ISAK- 
SON, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KAINE, Mr. 
KING, Mr. KIRK, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEE, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MCCAIN, 
Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
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MERKLEY, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. MORAN, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
PERDUE, Mr. PETERS, Mr. PORTMAN, 
Mr. REED, Mr. RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS, 
Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. SANDERS, 
Mr. SASSE, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHUMER, 
Mr. ScoTT, Mr. SESSIONS, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mr. SHELBY, Ms. STABENOW, 
Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. TESTER, Mr. 
THUNE, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. 
UDALL, Mr. VITTER, Mr. WARNER, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
WICKER, and Mr. WYDEN): 
S. Res. 191. A resolution relative to the 
death of Joseph Robinette Biden, III; consid- 
ered and agreed to. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 30 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 30, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the def- 
inition of full-time employee for pur- 
poses of the employer mandate in the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act. 
S. 48 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 48, 
a bill to prohibit discrimination 
against the unborn on the basis of sex 
or gender, and for other purposes. 
S. 202 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
202, a bill to provide for a technical 
change to the Medicare long-term care 
hospital moratorium exception. 
S. 311 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) and the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) were 
added as cosponsors of $. 311, a bill to 
amend the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 to address and 
take action to prevent bullying and 
harassment of students. 
S. 314 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 314, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage under the Medicare program 
of pharmacist services. 
S. 439 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 489, a bill to end discrimi- 
nation based on actual or perceived 
sexual orientation or gender identity 
in public schools, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 469 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of 8. 
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469, a bill to improve the reproductive 
assistance provided by the Department 
of Defense and the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs to severely wounded, ill, 
or injured members of the Armed 
Forces, veterans, and their spouses or 
partners, and for other purposes. 
S. 498 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 498, a bill to allow reci- 
procity for the carrying of certain con- 
cealed firearms. 
S. 539 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
539, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to repeal the Medi- 
care outpatient rehabilitation therapy 
caps. 
S. 637 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 637, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend and 
modify the railroad track maintenance 
credit. 
S. 746 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 746, a bill to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a Commission to Accel- 
erate the End of Breast Cancer. 
S. 751 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 751, a bill to improve the es- 
tablishment of any lower ground-level 
ozone standards, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 804 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
804, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to specify coverage 
of continuous glucose monitoring de- 
vices, and for other purposes. 
S. 843 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of $. 843, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to count a 
period of receipt of outpatient observa- 
tion services in a hospital toward satis- 
fying the 3-day inpatient hospital re- 
quirement for coverage of skilled nurs- 
ing facility services under Medicare. 
S. 860 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. PAUL) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 860, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the es- 
tate and generation-skipping transfer 
taxes, and for other purposes. 
S. 1073 
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro- 
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lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1073, a bill to amend the 
Improper Payments Elimination and 
Recovery Improvement Act of 2012, in- 
cluding making changes to the Do Not 
Pay initiative, for improved detection, 
prevention, and recovery of improper 
payments to deceased individuals, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 1082 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1082, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to provide for the 
removal or demotion of employees of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs 
based on performance or misconduct, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 1119 
At the request of Mr. PETERS, the 
names of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. KAINE) and the Senator from Utah 
(Mr. HATCH) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1119, a bill to establish the Na- 
tional Criminal Justice Commission. 
S. 1121 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1121, a bill to amend the Horse 
Protection Act to designate additional 
unlawful acts under the Act, strength- 
en penalties for violations of the Act, 
improve Department of Agriculture en- 
forcement of the Act, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1126 
At the request of Mr. Coons, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) was added as a co- 
sponsor of $. 1126, a bill to modify and 
extend the National Guard State Part- 
nership Program. 
S. 1140 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1140, a bill to require the Secretary of 
the Army and the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency to 
propose a regulation revising the defi- 
nition of the term “waters of the 
United States’’, and for other purposes. 
S. 1159 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1159, a bill to amend the Inter- 
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to expand tax- 
free distributions from individual re- 
tirement accounts for charitable pur- 
poses. 
S. 1170 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
names of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH) and the Senator from Wis- 
consin (Ms. BALDWIN) were added as co- 
sponsors of $. 1170, a bill to amend title 
39, United States Code, to extend the 
authority of the United States Postal 
Service to issue a semipostal to raise 
funds for breast cancer research, and 
for other purposes. 
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S. 1190 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1190, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to ensure equal 
access of Medicare beneficiaries to 
community pharmacies in underserved 
areas as network pharmacies under 
Medicare prescription drug coverage, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 1193 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1193, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to make perma- 
nent and expand the temporary min- 
imum credit rate for the low-income 
housing tax credit program. 
S. 1211 
At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1211, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide that 
payment under the Medicare program 
to a long-term care hospital for inpa- 
tient services shall not be made at the 
applicable site neutral payment rate 
for certain discharges involving severe 
wounds, and for other purposes. 
S. 1214 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1214, a bill to prevent human 
health threats posed by the consump- 
tion of equines raised in the United 
States. 
S. 1252 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1252, a bill to authorize a 
comprehensive strategic approach for 
United States foreign assistance to de- 
veloping countries to reduce global 
poverty and hunger, achieve food and 
nutrition security, promote inclusive, 
sustainable, agricultural-led economic 
growth, improve nutritional outcomes, 
especially for women and children, 
build resilience among vulnerable pop- 
ulations, and for other purposes. 
S. 1270 
At the request of Mr. GARDNER, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1270, a bill to amend the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 to reauthorize hydro- 
electric production incentives and hy- 
droelectric efficiency improvement in- 
centives, and for other purposes. 
S. 1324 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1324, a bill to require the Ad- 
ministrator of the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency to fulfill certain re- 
quirements before regulating standards 
of performance for new, modified, and 
reconstructed fossil fuel-fired electric 
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utility generating units, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1364 

At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1864, a bill to amend title 
XIX of the Social Security Act to re- 
quire the payment of an additional re- 
bate to the State Medicaid plan in the 
case of increase in the price of a ge- 
neric drug at a rate that is greater 
than the rate of inflation. 

S. 1385 

At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 
name of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. THUNE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1385, a bill to prohibit the 
Federal Government from requiring 
race or ethnicity to be disclosed in con- 
nection with the transfer of a firearm. 

S. RES. 87 

At the request of Mr. VITTER, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of $. 
Res. 87, a resolution to express the 
sense of the Senate regarding the rise 
of anti-Semitism in Europe and to en- 
courage greater cooperation with the 
European governments, the European 
Union, and the Organization for Secu- 
rity and Co-operation in Europe in pre- 
venting and responding to anti-Semi- 
tism. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1466 

At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
names of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) and the Senator 
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1466 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1468 

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1468 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 


--—— 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. DAINES (for himself, Mr. 
LANKFORD, and Mr. BLUNT): 

S. 1487. A bill to require notice and 
comment for certain interpretative 
rules; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I often 
hear from Montanans how Washington, 
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DC, regulations stifle the ability to 
create jobs and prevent our small busi- 
nesses from reaching their full poten- 
tial. Too many Montana businesses 
face regulatory burdens that hinder in- 
novation and block opportunities for 
growth. In fact, when I drive around 
Montana, I have yet to hear a small 
business owner stop me and say: You 
know, we would like to see more regu- 
lations from Washington, DC. 

In today’s environment, business 
owners are left with few options. They 
either struggle to keep up with fre- 
quent regulatory changes or they suf- 
fer the penalty of regulatory fines. 
That is unacceptable. There is some- 
thing fundamentally wrong when your 
business owners spend more time 
adapting to Washington regulations 
than focusing on their business's 
growth and their job creation. 

We need to reduce the redtape that is 
holding our small businesses back and 
work towards commonsense regula- 
tions that don’t place unnecessary bur- 
dens on Montana families and small 
business. Today, I have introduced leg- 
islation to help fix the regulatory bur- 
dens facing Americans. My bill facili- 
tates public input on Federal rule- 
making and provides a more predict- 
able regulatory environment so that 
businesses can make plans to expand 
and have a predictable environment to 
create good high-paying jobs. 

Currently, bureaucrats in Wash- 
ington, DC, can issue interpretative 
rules without warning and without 
public input. In fact, oftentimes, inter- 
pretative rules are dramatically 
changed at the whim of the President. 

I would also like to thank Senators 
LANKFORD and BLUNT for joining me in 
introducing this critical piece of legis- 
lation. The Regulatory Predictability 
for Business Growth Act will ensure 
that Americans’ voices are heard in the 
rulemaking process, providing a cru- 
cial planning period for individuals and 
businesses. I want to give a special 
thanks to Senator LANKFORD and his 
staff for his leadership on the Home- 
land Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs Committee Regulatory Affairs 
and Federal Management Sub- 
committee. Our staffs worked closely 
to make this piece of legislation pos- 
sible today. 

For far too long, government bu- 
reaucracy has stifled our small busi- 
nesses’ potential. With commonsense 
reforms such as this bill, we can en- 
courage both innovation and job 
growth. The Regulatory Predictability 
for Business Growth Act will decrease 
regulatory uncertainty, and it will em- 
power Montanans and their businesses 
to grow again. 


By Mrs. MURRAY: 

S. 1494. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to reauthorize and 
update the National Child Traumatic 
Stress Initiative for grants to address 
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the problems of individuals who experi- 
ence trauma and violence related 
stress; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I am 
here this afternoon to talk about an 
issue that is so important to my State 
and to communities nationwide; that 
is, how do we help children and fami- 
lies rebuild and recover when they face 
serious trauma? As we have seen all 
too often in recent years, traumatic 
events can impact children at any time 
and in any part of our country. If chil- 
dren don’t get the support they need in 
the wake of a hardship such as a nat- 
ural disaster or violence at school or 
stress related to a family member’s 
military deployment, those experiences 
can be even more difficult to recover 
from and they can leave our children 
with serious and long-lasting chal- 
lenges such as depression, anxiety, and 
difficulty maintaining employment. 

An estimated two-thirds of our chil- 
dren experience traumatic events be- 
fore the age of 16. Their need for sup- 
port and treatment after trauma is 
something that simply cannot go 
unmet. That is why I am very proud to 
introduce the Children’s Recovery from 
Trauma Act. This bipartisan legisla- 
tion would continue support for child 
trauma centers across the country 
which help make sure that as children 
in families face difficult times, our Na- 
tion’s health care system is better pre- 
pared to provide support and help ease 
that burden. 

Child trauma centers have played an 
important role in my home State of 
Washington. For example, when the 
State Route 530 mudslide caused un- 
thinkable devastation in Oso and 
Darrington, the Washington State Uni- 
versity CLEAR Center stepped in to 
help children and families who were 
impacted by that horrific tragedy. 
Staff at the CLEAR Center held parent 
nights at Darrington Elementary 
School and worked with the teachers 
there to help make sure students got 
the right kind of support they needed. 
They even helped teachers explain to 
students how the brain operates under 
stress and how that might influence 
their behavior. As a mom and former 
preschool teacher, a school board mem- 
ber, and a Senator from the great State 
of Washington, I believe this support 
can make a world of difference in this 
kind of scary and stressful time for our 
kids. 

I am very proud that under the Chil- 
dren’s Recovery from Trauma Act, the 
CLEAR Center would continue to re- 
ceive critical Federal investment. In 
addition, I am very proud that other 
child trauma centers, such as those 
that mobilized after the 2001 terrorist 
attack and natural disasters such as 
Hurricane Katrina and Sandy and the 
shootings at Virginia Tech and in New- 
town, would continue to get those in- 
vestments as well. 
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As I have said before, I am inspired 
by the strength and resilience of com- 
munities in Washington State that 
were impacted by the tragedy of the 
State Route 530 mudslide and the 
shootings recently at Marysville- 
Pilchuck High School. Children in 
these communities and communities 
like them across the country face hard- 
ships that can’t always be predicted or 
prevented, but they do need and de- 
serve our support. The Children’s Re- 
covery from Trauma Act would take 
some critical steps forward in this ef- 
fort, and I hope all of my colleagues 
will join me in supporting it. 


By Mr. WYDEN: 

S. 1498. A bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to require that 
military working dogs be retired in the 
United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, since 
World War I, military working dogs 
have worked side-by-side with our men 
and women in uniform in various roles 
and operations. Today military work- 
ing dogs routinely assist U.S. troops on 
dangerous front-line assignments, help- 
ing to detect roadside bombs and im- 
provised explosive devices, saving hun- 
dreds of American lives and preventing 
countless injuries. Moreover, both on 
and off the battlefield, these dogs rep- 
resent critical partners, invaluable 
team members, and cherished compan- 
ions. 

Unlike traditional soldiers, a ca- 
nine’s service does not necessarily end 
when it reaches retirement. Instead, 
military working dogs often continue 
to support our nation by acting as serv- 
ice dogs for veterans suffering from 
mental and physical disabilities. Be- 
cause of the close bond forged by their 
shared experiences in the military, 
these dogs can play a unique and im- 
portant role in for our veterans—quite 
literally saving lives even once they re- 
turn to the home front. 

Unfortunately, it is not always so 
easy for former dog handlers to be re- 
united with their four-legged com- 
rades-in-arms. Because of the way the 
law is currently written, the Depart- 
ment of Defense is not required to 
bring military working dogs back to 
the United States upon retirement. As 
such, most military working dogs end 
up being retired overseas wherever 
they end their service. As a result, 
former handlers, veterans, and other 
members of the military community 
wishing to adopt a dog may be forced 
to cover the cost of transporting the 
dog halfway across the world. 

Our Nation’s veterans deserve to be 
reunited with their canine counter- 
parts and they should not have to 
shoulder the official costs and fees as- 
sociated with doing so. To correct this 
situation, I am introducing the Mili- 
tary Working Dog Retirement Act. By 
requiring the Department of Defense to 
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arrange and pay for the transportation 
of retiring military working dogs to 
the United States, this bill is a key 
step to ensuring former military dog 
handlers may benefit from the contin- 
ued partnership and service of these 
loyal canines. It is my hope that the 
Senate will pass this legislation swift- 
ly. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1498 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. REQUIREMENT FOR RETIREMENT OF 
MILITARY WORKING DOGS IN THE 
UNITED STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2583 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) 
as subsections (g) and (h), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (f): 

“(f) RETIREMENT OF MILITARY WORKING 
DoGs WITHIN THE UNITED STATES.—(1) Except 
as provided in paragraph (2), the retirement 
of a military working dog under this section 
shall occur at a location within the United 
States. 

“*(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to the re- 
tirement of a military working dog abroad if 
a United States citizen living abroad adopts 
the dog at the time of retirement. 

““(3) Amounts available to the military de- 
partment concerned shall be available for 
the costs of the transport of military work- 
ing dogs to the United States for retirement 
in accordance with the requirement in para- 
graph (1).”; and 

(3) in subsection (g), as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “the Secretary of the military 
department concerned” and all that follows 
through ‘‘may’’ and inserting “a military 
working dog is to be retired in accordance 
with the requirement in subsection (f)(1) and 
no suitable adoption is available at the mili- 
tary facility where the dog is located at the 
time of retirement, the Secretary of the 
military department concerned shall’’; and 


(B) by inserting ‘‘within the United 
States” after “another location”. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 


made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and shall 
apply to retirements of military working 
dogs pursuant to section 2583 of title 10, 
United States Code, that occur on or after 
that date. 


By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY): 

S. 1501. A bill to promote and reform 
foreign capital investment and job cre- 
ation in American communities; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today I 
am proud to introduce the bipartisan 
American Job Creation and Investment 
Promotion Reform Act of 2015, which 
will extend and significantly improve 
the EB-5 Regional Center program. 
Since its inception in 1993, the EB-5 
Regional Center program has generated 
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billions of dollars in capital invest- 
ment and created tens of thousands of 
jobs across the country, much of which 
has occurred in areas that tradition- 
ally struggle to attract investment and 
jobs. The program’s authorization is 
set to expire at the end of September. 
My legislation would reauthorize it for 
5 years while enacting broad reforms to 
enhance the program’s integrity. I am 
proud to be joined by Senator GRASS- 
LEY in this effort. 

The EB-5 Regional Center program 
faces significant challenges. I have al- 
ways been supportive of its ability to 
create American jobs but the program 
has experienced some problems in re- 
cent years. There have been troubling 
reports of fraud and abuse, concerns re- 
garding onerous processing delays for 
developers and investors, and questions 
over whether the program is truly ben- 
efiting those that Congress intended. 
These concerns can overshadow the 
many success stories, and have led 
some to understandably lose faith in 
the program. 

I have not seen any flaw inherent to 
the EB-5 Regional Center program that 
could not be remedied, and I strongly 
believe that this is a program worth 
fixing. Over the last two decades this 
program has proven it can result in sig- 
nificant investment and jobs in com- 
munities that desperately need both, 
all at no cost to American taxpayers. 
While our immigration system as a 
whole is broken, and only comprehen- 
sive reform will remedy its many injus- 
tices, reforming and reauthorizing the 
EB-5 Regional Center program war- 
rants our immediate attention because 
the program is set to expire in a mat- 
ter of months. 

In Vermont, this program revitalized 
rural communities during the worst of 
economic times. At the height of the 
recession, Country Home Products was 
able to speed up its engineering initia- 
tive to develop a new line of equipment 
in the power tool market. Sugarbush 
ski resort invested in new facilities and 
resources to increase visitors and keep 
its doors open. Without EB-5 capital, 
these manufacturing, construction, and 
hospitality jobs would likely not exist 
in Vermont. The state-run Vermont 
Regional Center continues to attract 
substantial capital investment and— 
with the Department of Financial Reg- 
ulation now joining the Agency of 
Commerce and Community Develop- 
ment in overseeing the program—also 
provides unparalleled oversight of EB- 
5 projects. 

I have long sought substantial re- 
forms to the EB-5 Regional Center pro- 
gram at the Federal level. Last Con- 
gress, my EB-5 amendment to Com- 
prehensive Immigration Reform pro- 
vided the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity the authority to revoke suspect 
regional center designations or immi- 
grant petitions. This amendment, 
which was unanimously approved by 
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Senate Judiciary Committee, also pro- 
vided for increased regional center re- 
porting, background checks, and over- 
sight related to the offer and sale of se- 
curities. Sadly these improvements 
have all had to wait, as the House of 
Representatives failed to allow a vote 
on the bipartisan immigration reform 
bill that passed the Senate last Con- 
gress. 

Fortunately, however, the agency 
that administers EB-5 has not stood 
idly by waiting for Congress to 
strengthen the program. I credit 
Alejandro Mayorkas, the former Direc- 
tor of United States Citizenship and 
Services, with bringing many concerns 
to light. The agency has since trans- 
formed its review of EB-5 applications. 
Staff levels have increased nearly ten- 
fold, in-house economists now analyze 
proposed business plans, and fraud de- 
tection and national security staff now 
sit side-by-side with adjudicators. 
These actions have all helped the agen- 
cy to guard against abuses. 

However, as Congress now faces reau- 
thorizing this job-creating program, I 
have listened to concerns raised about 
how the program functions. I believe 
we must do more, which is why I have 
been working for over a year to further 
reform and modernize the Regional 
Center program. The bill I introduced 
today builds upon what the Senate 
passed last Congress as part of Com- 
prehensive Immigration Reform. 

This legislation, if enacted, would 
provide the Department of Homeland 
Security additional, much-needed au- 
thorities, including further expanding 
background checks, conducting a more 
thorough vetting of proposed invest- 
ments earlier in the process, and pro- 
viding for the ability to proactively in- 
vestigate fraud, both in the United 
States and abroad, using a dedicated 
fund paid for by certain program par- 
ticipants. The bill would also provide 
investors with greater protections and 
more information about their invest- 
ments. It would provide project devel- 
opers clarity and shorter processing 
times in order to make the program 
more predictable and functional. It 
would raise minimum investment 
thresholds so more money goes to the 
communities that need it. It would 
help to restore the program to its 
original intent, by ensuring that much 
of the capital generated and jobs cre- 
ated occur in rural areas and areas 
with high unemployment. 

Taken together, the oversight tools, 
security enhancements, and anti-fraud 
provisions included in this legislation 
provide the framework for a complete 
overhaul of the EB-5 Regional Center 
program. These reforms will instill 
both confidence and transparency in 
the program. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with all Senators and stakeholders to 
improve and reauthorize this impor- 
tant program. I am confident our work 
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will result in a secure EB-5 program 
that will create American jobs and pro- 
mote economic growth throughout our 
country, particularly in the rural and 
distressed communities that need it 
most. 


— 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 19 —ENCOUR- 
AGING REUNIONS OF KOREAN 
AMERICANS WHO WERE DIVIDED 
BY THE KOREAN WAR FROM 
RELATIVES IN NORTH KOREA 


Mr.KIRK (for himself and 
Mr.WARNER) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 190 


Whereas the division of the Korean Penin- 
sula into the Republic of Korea (referred to 
in this preamble as “South Korea”) and the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (re- 
ferred to in this preamble as “North Korea”) 
separated more than 10,000,000 Koreans from 
family members; 

Whereas since the signing of the Korean 
War armistice agreement on July 27, 1953, 
there has been little to no contact between 
Korean Americans and family members who 
remain in North Korea; 

Whereas North and South Korea first 
agreed to divided family reunions in 1985 and 
have since held 19 face-to-face reunions and 7 
video link reunions; 

Whereas those reunions have subsequently 
given approximately 22,000 Koreans the op- 
portunity to briefly reunite with loved ones; 

Whereas the most recent family reunions 
between North Korea and South Korea took 
place in February 2014 after a suspension of 
more than 3 years; 

Whereas the United States and North 
Korea do not maintain diplomatic relations 
and certain limitations exist for Korean 
Americans to participate in inter-Korean 
family reunions; 

Whereas more than 1,700,000 people of the 
United States are of Korean descent; 

Whereas the number of first generation Ko- 
rean and Korean American divided family 
members is rapidly diminishing given ad- 
vanced age; 

Whereas many Korean Americans with 
family members in North Korea have not 
seen or communicated with their relatives in 
more than 60 years; 

Whereas Korean Americans and North Ko- 
reans both continue to suffer from the trag- 
edy of being divided from loved ones; 

Whereas the inclusion of Korean American 
families in the reunion process would con- 
stitute a positive humanitarian gesture by 
North Korea and contribute to the long-term 
goal of peace on the Korean Peninsula shared 
by the governments of North Korea, South 
Korea, and the United States; 

Whereas the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public Law 
110-181; 122 Stat. 3) requires the President, 
every 180 days, to submit to Congress a re- 
port on “efforts, if any, of the United States 
Government to facilitate family reunions be- 
tween United States citizens and their rel- 
atives in North Korea”; and 

Whereas in the Continuing Appropriations 
Act, 2011 (Public Law 111-242; 124 Stat. 2607), 
Congress urged “the Special Representative 
on North Korea Policy, as the senior official 
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handling North Korea issues, to prioritize 
the issues involving Korean divided families 
and, if necessary, to appoint a coordinator 
for such families”: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes the significance of the past 
willingness of North Korea to resume re- 
unions of divided family members between 
North Korea and South Korea; 

(2) encourages North Korea to permit re- 
unions between Korean Americans and their 
relatives still living in North Korea; 

(8) calls on the Secretary of State to fur- 
ther prioritize efforts to reunite Korean 
Americans with their divided family mem- 
bers; 

(4) acknowledges the efforts of the Amer- 
ican Red Cross to open channels of commu- 
nication between Korean Americans and 
their family members who remain in North 
Korea; 

(5) encourages the Government of South 
Korea to include United States citizens in fu- 
ture family reunions planned with North 
Korea; and 

(6) praises humanitarian efforts to reunite 
all individuals of Korean descent with their 
relatives and engender a lasting peace on the 
Korean Peninsula. 


— A 


SENATE RESOLUTION  191—REL- 
ATIVE TO THE DEATH OF JO- 
SEPH ROBINETTE BIDEN, III 


Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mr. Coons, 
Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. REID, Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER, Ms. AYOTTE, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. 
BARRASSO, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BOOKER, 
Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. BURR, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. CAPITO, 
Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. CASSIDY, 
Mr. Coats, Mr. COCHRAN, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mr. CORKER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. COTTON, 
Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
DONNELLY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. ENZI, Mrs. 
ERNST, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. GARD- 
NER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. GRAHAM, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEIN- 
RICH, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. HELLER, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KAINE, Mr. 
KING, Mr. KIRK, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEE, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MCCAIN, 
Mrs. McCASKILL, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. MORAN, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
PERDUE, Mr. PETERS, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. 
REED, Mr. RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
ROUNDS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
SASSE, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
SCOTT, Mr. SESSIONS, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mr. SHELBY, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN, Mr. TESTER, Mr. THUNE, Mr. 
TILLIS, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
VITTER, Mr. WARNER, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 


S. RES. 191 


Whereas Joseph Robinette ‘‘Beau’’ Biden, 
III, born in Wilmington, Delaware and a 
graduate of the University of Pennsylvania 
and Syracuse University law school, served 
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our country as an attorney in the Depart- 
ment of Justice for seven years, including as- 
sisting the nation of Kosovo in rebuilding 
their criminal justice system; 

Whereas Beau Biden served his beloved 
State of Delaware for eight years as Attor- 
ney General; 

Whereas Beau Biden joined the Army in 
2003 at the age of 34, rose to the rank of 
major in the Delaware Army National 
Guard’s Judge Advocate General Corps, de- 
ployed to Iraq in 2008 and received the 
Bronze Star for his service; 

Whereas Beau Biden leaves behind a be- 
loved wife, Hallie, and two children, Natalie 
and Hunter; and 

Whereas Beau Biden was the eldest son of 
the former Senator from Delaware and cur- 
rent Vice President of the United States and 
President of the United States Senate, Jo- 
seph Robinette Biden, Jr.: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with 
profound sorrow and deep regret the an- 
nouncement of the untimely death of Joseph 
Robinette Biden, III. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
communicate this resolution to the House of 
Representatives and transmit an enrolled 
copy thereof to the family of the Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States. 


-———— m 
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 
SA 1476. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 


amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1477. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1478. Mr. TILLIS (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. BURR) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1479. Mr. TILLIS submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1480. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and 
Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1481. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1482. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1483. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1484. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
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to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1485. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1486. Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. 
HOEVEN, and Mr. WARNER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra. 

SA 1487. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1488. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1489. Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. MORAN, and Ms. 
HIRONO) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1490. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1491. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1492. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1493. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. WICKER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1494. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BROWN, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. SCHATZ, 
Mr. PETERS, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. COONS, and Mr. WYDEN) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra. 

SA 1495. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 149. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1497. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1498. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1499. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
HEINRICH, and Mr. TOOMEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1500. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1501. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1502. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1503. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1504. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1505. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1506. Mr. TILLIS (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. BURR) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra. 

SA 1507. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and 
Mr. McCAIN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1508. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
CASEY) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1509. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
CASEY) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1510. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
CASEY) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1511. Mr. HELLER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1512. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Ms. 
HIRONO) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1513. Mr. HELLER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1514. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1515. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1516. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1517. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1518. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1519. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1520. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1521. Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. KAINE, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. NELSON, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BROWN, Mr. KING, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. REID, Mr. TESTER, Mrs. McCas- 
KILL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
MURPHY, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. CASEY, Mrs. MUR- 
RAY, and Mr. FRANKEN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra. 

SA 1522. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. COTTON, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. TOOMEY) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra. 

SA 1523. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1524. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1525. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1526. Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Mr. 
FRANKEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1527. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1528. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1529. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1530. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
BROWN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1531. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1532. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
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to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1533. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1534. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1535. Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mr. 
CORKER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1536. Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mr. 
Coons) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1537. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 1538. Mr. WICKER (for himself, Ms. 
CANTWELL, and Mr. HATCH) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1539. Mr. McCAIN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. SULLIVAN, and 
Mr. INHOFE) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1540. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr. 
GARDNER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra. 

SA 1541. Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. VIT- 
TER, and Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1542. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1543. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1544. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1545. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1546. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1547. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1548. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 
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ERNST (for herself, Mrs. 
BOXER, and Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1550. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1551. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and 
Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1552. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1553. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1554. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1555. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1556. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1557. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1558. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1559. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1560. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself 
and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1561. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself 
and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1562. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself 
and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1563. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1564. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 


SA 1549. Mrs. 
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to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1565. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1566. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1567. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. INHOFE, and Mrs. FISCHER) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1568. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1569. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1570. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. 
CORNYN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1571. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. 
CORNYN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1572. Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself and 
Mr. INHOFE) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1573. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1574. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1575. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. MARKEY, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1576. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1577. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1578. Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. CRUZ, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. PAUL, Mr. Coons, Mr. HELL- 
ER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. KIRK, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. SCHATZ, Ms. BALD- 
WIN, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. HEIN- 
RICH, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. LEAHY) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1579. Mrs. ERNST submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
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SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1580. Mrs. ERNST submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1581. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr. 
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1582. Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
CORNYN, and Mr. HOEVEN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1583. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1584. Mr. MURPHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1585. Mr. MURPHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1586. Mr. MURPHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1587. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1588. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1589. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 159. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1591. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1592. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1593. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1594. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Ms. 
HEITKAMP, Mr. HOEVEN, and Mr. LANKFORD) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1595. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Ms. 
HEITKAMP, and Mr. HOEVEN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
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to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1596. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1597. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1598. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1599. Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr. 
MURPHY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1600. Mr. WHITEHOUSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1601. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. 
MARKEY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1602. Ms. STABENOW (for herself and 
Mr. PETERS) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1603. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1604. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1486 submitted by Mr. COR- 
NYN (for himself, Mr. HOEVEN, and Mr. WAR- 
NER) to the amendment SA 1463 proposed by 
Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1605. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1606. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1607. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1608. Mrs. ERNST submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1609. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1610. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1611. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and Mrs. 
SHAHEEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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SA 1612. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1613. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself, Mr. 
CORNYN, and Ms. BALDWIN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1476. Mr. BARRASSO submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1049. USE OF THE NATIONAL GUARD FOR 
SUPPORT OF CIVILIAN FIRE- 
FIGHTING ACTIVITIES. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “Modular Airborne Firefighting 
System Flexibility Act’’. 

(b) OPERATIONAL USE AUTHORIZED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1 of title 32, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“$116. Operational use: support for civilian 
firefighting activities 

““(a) BASIS OF AUTHORITY.—The authority 
in this section is based on a recognition of 
the basic premises of the National Incident 
Management System and the National Re- 
sponse Framework that— 

“(1) incidents are typically managed at the 
local level first; and 

“*(2) local jurisdictions retain command, 
control, and authority over response activi- 
ties for their jurisdictional areas. 

““(b) ASSISTANCE TO CIVILIAN FIREFIGHTING 
ORGANIZATIONS AUTHORIZED.—Members and 
units of the National Guard are authorized 
to support firefighting operations, missions, 
or activities, including aerial firefighting 
employment of the Modular Airborne Fire- 
fighting System (MAFFS), undertaken in 
support of a Federal or State agency or other 
civilian authority. 

““(c) ROLE OF GOVERNOR AND STATE ADJU- 
TANT GENERAL.—For the purposes of sub- 
section (a)— 

‘1) the Governor of a State shall be the 
principal civilian authority; and 

“*(2) the adjutant general of the State— 

““(A) shall be the principal military author- 
ity, when acting in the adjutant general’s 
State capacity; and 

““(B) has the primary authority to mobilize 
members and units of the National Guard of 
the State in any duty status under this title 
the adjutant general considers appropriate 
to employ necessary forces when funds to 
perform such operations, missions, or activi- 
ties are reimbursed.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 1 of such 
title is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new item: 

“116. Operational use: support for civilian 
firefighting activities.”. 
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(c) ACTIVE GUARD AND RESERVE (AGR) SUP- 
PORT.—Section 328(b) of such title is amend- 
ed by inserting ‘‘duty as specified in section 
116(b) of this title or may perform” after 
“subsection (a) may perform”. 

(d) FEDERAL TECHNICIAN SUPPORT.—Section 
709(a)(3) of such is amended by inserting 
“duty as specified in section 116(b) of this 
title or” after “the performance of” the first 
place it appears. 


SA 1477. Mr. BARRASSO submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle E of title III, add the 
following: 
SEC. 344. REIMBURSEMENT OF STATES FOR LOSS 
OR DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY AS 
A RESULT OF FIRE CAUSED BY MILI- 
TARY TRAINING OR OTHER ACTIONS 
IN THE UNITED STATES OF THE 
ARMED FORCES OR THE DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE. 


(a) REIMBURSEMENT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall, upon application by a State, reimburse 
the State for the reasonable costs of the 
State for services provided in connection 
with loss or destruction of property, or miti- 
gation of damage, loss, or destruction of 
property, whether or not property of the 
State, and all fire suppression costs, as a re- 
sult of a fire caused by military training or 
other actions in the United States of units or 
members of the Armed Forces or employees 
of the Department of Defense. 

(2) SERVICES COVERED.—Services reimburs- 
able under this subsection shall be limited to 
services proximately related to the fire for 
which reimbursement is sought under this 
subsection. 

(b) APPLICATION.—Each application of a 
State for reimbursement for costs under sub- 
section (a) shall set forth an itemized re- 
quest of the services covered by the applica- 
tion, including the costs of such services. 

(c) FUNDS.—Reimbursements under sub- 
section (a) shall be made from amounts au- 
thorized to be appropriated for the Depart- 
ment of Defense for operation and mainte- 
nance. 


SA 1478. Mr. TILLIS (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. BURR) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle B of title I, add the 
following: 
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SEC. 141. STATIONING OF C-130 H AIRCRAFT AVI- 
ONICS PREVIOUSLY MODIFIED BY 
THE AVIONICS MODERNIZATION 
PROGRAM (AMP) IN SUPPORT OF 
DAILY TRAINING AND CONTINGENCY 
REQUIREMENTS FOR AIRBORNE 
AND SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCES. 

The Secretary of the Air Force shall sta- 
tion aircraft previously modified by the C- 
180 Avionics Modernization Program (AMP) 
to support United States Army Airborne and 
United States Army Special Operations 
Command daily training and contingency re- 
quirements by the end of fiscal year 2017, and 
such aircraft shall not be required to deploy 
in the normal rotation of C-130 H units. The 
Secretary shall provide such personnel as re- 
quired to maintain and operate the aircraft. 
SEC. ——. FIELDING OF AMP MODIFIED C-130 H 

AIRCRAFT 

Section 134 of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. ‘Buck’ McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291) prohibits the Air Force from can- 
celing or modifying the C-130H AMP pro- 
gram of record. Elsewhere in this Act the 
committee states that it expect the Air 
Force to continue to execute AMP and field 
C-130H aircraft previously upgraded by the 
AMP program until the Air Force provides a 
concrete plan that describes the final modi- 
fication configuration for a restructured 
AMP program, a service cost position, and a 
procurement and installation schedule that 
would realistically support a fleet viability 
requirement. 

The Air Force has resisted fielding the five 
previously modified AMP aircraft or to in- 
stall the previously purchased installation 
kits to modify an additional four aircraft be- 
cause of the difficulties in training aircrews 
and establishing logistics support, thereby 
negating the ability to deploy these aircraft 
in the C-130 schedule rotation. However, in 
order to comply with 134 of the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. ‘Buck’ McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
(Public Law 113-291) and stated committee 
desires, the Air Force must continue fielding 
these aircraft. 

The five current AMP-modified C-130Hs, 
plus aircraft modified with the four pre- 
viously purchased installation kits would be 
ideal aircraft to support 18th Airborne Corps, 
82nd Airborne Division, and U.S. Army Spe- 
cial Operations Command training and con- 
tingency requirements as they would pri- 
marily provide training support to these 
units and not be required to deploy in the 
normal rotation of C-130 units. 

The committee believes the Air Force has 
expended significant funds on the AMP pro- 
gram of record and therefore should use due 
diligence to give the American taxpayer the 
best return on scarce funding to maximize 
military effectiveness. 


SA 1479. Mr. TILLIS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 
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SEC. 884. REPORT ON DEVELOPMENT OF ULTRA 
LIGHT COMBAT VEHICLE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi- 
tion, Technology, and Logistics, in consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of the Army, shall 
submit to Congress a report on the develop- 
ment of an Army Ultra Light Combat Vehi- 
cle (ULCV) for use with light infantry bri- 
gades and with Special Operations Forces. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(1) An assessment whether the ULCV is a 
suitable candidate for militarized commer- 
cial-off-the-shelf (COTS) purchase rather 
than purpose-built, defense-only platforms, 
leveraging existing global automotive supply 
chains to satisfy requirements and perform- 
ance specifications for the program. 

(2) An assessment whether fielding such a 
program meets the requirements of the De- 
partment of Defense’s Better Buying Direc- 
tive. 


SA 1480. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself 
and Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


Insert after section 588 the following: 

SEC. 588A. SENSE OF SENATE ON THE BEYOND 
THE YELLOW RIBBON PROGRAM. 

It is the sense of the Senate that— 

(1) programs under the Beyond the Yellow 
Ribbon program provide community-based 
outreach services that coordinate state and 
local resources into a single network to offer 
critical support to members of the Armed 
Forces before, during, and after military 
service deployments; 

(2) services under the Beyond Yellow Rib- 
bon program include substance abuse treat- 
ment, mental health, suicide prevention, em- 
ployment services, educational assistance, 
military sexual assault referrals, health 
care, marriage and financial counseling and 
other related services; 

(3) programs under the Beyond Yellow Rib- 
bon program have helped thousands of mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces, veterans and their 
family members cope with the challenges as- 
sociated with deployments and military 
service; 

(4) programs under the Beyond the Yellow 
Ribbon program have seen significant out- 
comes in areas including suicide prevention, 
access to mental health care, homelessness 
prevention, and access to employment for 
veterans; and 

(5) the Beyond the Yellow Ribbon program 
has enduring value; and 

(6) the Department of Defense should iden- 
tify permanent funding and continue its sup- 
port for the Beyond the Yellow Ribbon pro- 
gram as the needs of our men and women in 
the Armed Forces and their families for out- 
reach and reintegration services continue to 
increase. 


SA 1481. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
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to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In the appropriate place please insert the 
following: 

SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the accidental transfer of suspected ba- 
cillus anthracis, also known as anthrax, from 
an Army laboratory to 28 laboratories lo- 
cated in 12 states and three countries discov- 
ered in April 2015 represents a serious safety 
lapse and a potential threat to public health; 

(2) the Department of Defense, in coopera- 
tion with the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, should continue to investigate 
the cause of this lapse and determine if pro- 
tective protocols should be strengthened; 

(3) the Department of Defense should reas- 
sess standards on a regular basis to ensure 
they are current and effective to prevent a 
reoccurrence; and 

(4) the Department of Defense should keep 
the relevant defense committees apprised of 
the investigation, any potential public 
health or safety risk, remedial actions taken 
and plans to regularly reassess standards. 


SA 1482. Mr. McCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. PROHIBITION ON CONDUCT OF CER- 


TAIN MEDICAL RESEARCH AND DE- 
VELOPMENT PROJECTS. 

The Secretary of Defense and each Sec- 
retary of a military department shall not 
fund or conduct a medical research and de- 
velopment project unless the Secretary fund- 
ing or conducting the project determines 
that the project is directly designed to pro- 
tect, enhance, or restore the health and safe- 
ty of members of the Armed Forces through 
the phases of deployment, combat, recovery, 
and rehabilitation. 


SA 1483. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 186, line 9, insert before the period 
at the end the following: ‘‘, including the use 
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of contractor facilities and equipment and 
qualified contract pilot trainers to increase 
near-term throughput”. 


SA 1484. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In title XVI, after subtitle A, insert the 
following: 

Subtitle B—Defense Intelligence and 
Intelligence-related Activities 
SEC. 1621. REPORT ON AIR NATIONAL GUARD 
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE RQ-4 GLOB- 
AL HAWK MISSION. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Air Force, in co- 
ordination with the Chief of Staff of the Air 
Force and the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau, shall submit to Congress a report on 
the feasibility of using the Air National 
Guard in association with the active duty 
Air Force to operate and maintain the RQ-4 
Global Hawk. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by (a) 
shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment of the costs, training re- 
quirements, and personnel required to create 
an association for the Global Hawk mission 
consisting of members of the Air Force serv- 
ing on active duty and members of the Air 
National Guard. 

(2) The capacity of the Air National Guard 
to support an association described in para- 
graph (1). 


SA 1485. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself 
and Mr. TESTER) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1637. SENSE OF SENATE ON THE NUCLEAR 
FORCE IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM OF 
THE AIR FORCE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senates makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) On February 6, 2014, Air Force Global 
Strike Command (AFGSC) initiated a force 
improvement program for the Interconti- 
nental Ballistic Missile (ICBM) force de- 
signed to improve mission effectiveness, 
strengthen culture and morale, and identify 
areas in need of investment by soliciting 
input from airmen performing ICBM oper- 
ations. 

(2) The ICBM force improvement program 
generated more than 300 recommendations to 
strengthen ICBM operations and served as a 
model for subsequent force improvement 
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programs in other mission areas, such as 
bomber operations and sustainment. 

(3) On May 28, 2014, as part of the nuclear 
force improvement program, the Air Force 
announced it would make immediate im- 
provements in the nuclear mission of the Air 
Force, including enhancing career opportuni- 
ties for airmen in the nuclear career field, 
ensuring training activities focused on per- 
forming the mission in the field, reforming 
the personnel reliability program, estab- 
lishing special pay rates for positions in the 
nuclear career field, and creating a new serv- 
ice medal for nuclear deterrence operations. 

(4) Chief of Staff of the Air Force Mark 
Welsh has said that, as part of the nuclear 
force improvement program, the Air Force 
will increase nuclear-manning levels and 
strengthen professional development for the 
members of the Air Force supporting the nu- 
clear mission of the Air Force in order ‘‘to 
address shortfalls and offer our airmen more 
stable work schedule and better quality of 
life”. 

(5) Secretary of the Air Force Deborah Lee 
James, in recognition of the importance of 
the nuclear mission of the Air Force, pro- 
posed elevating the grade of the commander 
of the Air Force Global Strike Command 
from lieutenant general to general, and on 
March 30, 2015, the Senate confirmed a gen- 
eral as commander of that command. 

(6) The Air Force redirected more than 
$160,000,000 in fiscal year 2014 to alleviate ur- 
gent, near-term shortfalls within the nuclear 
mission of the Air Force as part of the nu- 
clear force improvement program. 

(7) The Air Force plans to spend more than 
$200,000,000 on the nuclear force improvement 
program in fiscal year 2015, and requested 
more than $130,000,000 for the program for 
fiscal year 2016. 

(8) Secretary of Defense Chuck Hagel said 
on November 14, 2014, that ‘‘[t]he nuclear 
mission plays a critical role in ensuring the 
Nation’s safety. No other enterprise we have 
is more important’’. 

(9) Secretary Hagel also said that the budg- 
et for the nuclear mission of the Air Force 
should increase by 10 percent over a five-year 
period. 

(10) Section 1652 of the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-201; 128 Stat. 3654; 10 U.S.C. 491 
note) declares it the policy of the United 
States “to ensure that the members of the 
Armed Forces who operate the nuclear deter- 
rent of the United States have the training, 
resources, and national support required to 
execute the critical national security mis- 
sion of the members”. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the nuclear mission of the Air Force 
should be a top priority for the Department 
of the Air Force and for Congress; 

(2) the members of the Air Force who oper- 
ate and maintain the Nation’s nuclear deter- 
rent perform work that is vital to the secu- 
rity of the United States; 

(3) the nuclear force improvement program 
of the Air Force has made significant near- 
term improvements for the members of the 
Air Force in the nuclear career field of the 
Air Force; 

(4) Congress should support long-term in- 
vestments in the Air Force nuclear enter- 
prise that sustain the progress made under 
the nuclear force improvement program; 

(5) the Air Force should— 

(A) regularly inform Congress on the 
progress being made under the nuclear force 
improvement program and its efforts to 
strengthen the nuclear enterprise; and 
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(B) make Congress aware of any additional 
actions that should be taken to optimize per- 
formance of the nuclear mission of the Air 
Force and maximize the strength of the 
United States strategic deterrent; and 

(6) future budgets for the Air Force should 
reflect the importance of the nuclear mis- 
sion of the Air Force and the need to provide 
members of the Air Force assigned to the nu- 
clear mission the best possible support and 
quality of life. 


SA 1486. Mr. CORNYN (for himself, 
Mr. HOEVEN, and Mr. WARNER) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

Purpose: To require reporting on energy 
security issues involving Europe and the 
Russian Federation, and to express the sense 
of Congress regarding ways the United 
States could help vulnerable allies and part- 
ners with energy security. 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1257. REPORTING ON ENERGY SECURITY 
ISSUES INVOLVING EUROPE AND 
THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

(a) ADDITIONAL MATTERS IN ANNUAL RE- 
PORT ON MILITARY AND SECURITY DEVELOP- 
MENTS INVOLVING THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION.— 
Section 1245(b) of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291; 128 Stat. 3566) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (15) as para- 
graph (16); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (14) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

““(15) An assessment of Russia’s ability to 
use energy supplies, particularly natural gas 
and oil, as tools of coercion or intimidation 
to undermine the security of NATO members 
or other neighboring countries.”. 

(b) REPORT ON EUROPEAN ENERGY SECURITY 
AND RELATED VULNERABILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Director of National Intelligence, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of State, shall 
submit to the appropriate congressional 
committees a report assessing the energy se- 
curity of NATO members, other European 
nations who share a border with the Russian 
Federation, and Moldova. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include assessments of 
the following issues: 

(A) The extent of reliance by these nations 
on the Russian Federation for supplies of oil 
and natural gas. 

(B) Whether such reliance creates 
vulnerabilities that negatively affect the se- 
curity of those nations. 

(C) The magnitude of those vulnerabilities. 

(D) The impacts of those vulnerabilities on 
the national security and economic interests 
of the United States. 

(E) Any other aspect that the Director de- 
termines to be relevant to these issues. 

(3) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Select Committee on Intelligence, and the 
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Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence, and the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives. 

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS ON WAYS THE 
UNITED STATES COULD HELP VUL- 
NERABLE ALLIES AND PARTNERS 
WITH ENERGY SECURITY. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
of 1975 (Public Law 94-163) gives the Presi- 
dent discretion to allow crude oil and nat- 
ural gas exports that the President deter- 
mines to be consistent with the national in- 
terest; 

(2) United States allies and partners in Eu- 
rope and Asia have requested access to 
United States oil and natural gas exports to 
limit their vulnerability and to diversify 
their supplies, including in the face of Rus- 
sian aggression and Middle East volatility; 
and 

(3) the President should exercise existing 
authorities related to natural gas and crude 
oil exports to help aid vulnerable United 
States allies and partners, consistent with 
the national interest. 


SA 1487. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. __. EXPEDITED APPROVAL OF EXPOR- 
TATION OF NATURAL GAS TO 
UNITED STATES ALLIES AND PART- 
NERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3(c) of the Nat- 
ural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 717b(c)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(c) For purposes” and in- 
serting the following: 

““(c) EXPEDITED APPROVAL.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes”; 

(2) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by 
striking “nation with which there is in effect 
a free trade agreement requiring national 
treatment for trade in natural gas” and in- 
serting “foreign country described in para- 
graph (2)”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

(2) FOREIGN COUNTRY DESCRIBED.—A for- 
eign country referred to in paragraph (1) is— 

“(A) a nation with which there is in effect 
a free trade agreement requiring national 
treatment for trade in natural gas; 

““(B) a member country of the North Atlan- 
tic Treaty Organization; or 

““(C) Ukraine, Georgia, Moldova, Finland, 
India, or Japan.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re- 
spect to applications for the authorization to 
export natural gas under section 3 of the 
Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 717b) that are 
pending on, or filed on or after, the date of 
enactment of this Act. 


SA 1488. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title VI, add the 
following: 

SEC. 608. SENSE OF SENATE ON MILITARY AND 
CIVILIAN PAY RAISES. 

(a) FINDING.—The Senate finds that section 
1009 of title 37, United States Code, specifies 
that the annual increase in pay for members 
of the uniformed services shall equal the em- 
ployment cost index while section 5303 of 
title 5, United States Code, provides that the 
amount of the annual increase in pay for ci- 
vilian employees of the Federal Government 
should be equal to one half of one percent 
less than the employment cost index. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the members of our uniformed services 
have earned a higher annual increase in pay 
to reward them for the unique challenges 
and hardships of their service to our coun- 
try; and 

(2) the annual increase in pay for members 
of the uniformed services should exceed that 
of the annual increase in pay for civilian em- 
ployees of the Federal Government. 


SA 1489. Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
MORAN, and Ms. HIRONO) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 832. MODIFICATIONS TO THE JUSTIFICA- 
TION AND APPROVAL PROCESS FOR 


CERTAIN SOLE-SOURCE CONTRACTS 
FOR SMALL BUSINESS CONCERNS. 

(a) REPEAL OF SIMPLIFIED JUSTIFICATION 
AND APPROVAL PROCESS.—Section 811 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 
2405) is repealed. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR JUSTIFICATION AND 
APPROVAL PROCESS.— 

(1) DEFENSE PROCUREMENTS.—Section 
2304(f)(2)(D)(ii) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘if such pro- 
curement is for property or services in an 
amount less than $20,000,000’ before the 
semicolon at the end. 

(2) CIVILIAN PROCUREMENTS.—Section 
3304(e)(4) of title 41, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking “or” 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘or 
section 8(a) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 637(a)).” and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(E) the procurement is for property or 
services in an amount less than $20,000,000 
and is conducted under section 8(a) of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(a)).”. 
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SA 1490. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle A of title IV, add the 
following: 

SEC. 403. MINIMUM NUMBER OF ARMY BRIGADE 
COMBAT TEAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3062 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

“(e)(1) Effective October 1, 2015, the Sec- 
retary of the Army shall maintain a total 
number of brigade combat teams for the reg- 
ular and reserve components of the Army of 
not fewer than 32 brigade combat teams. 

‘“(2) In this subsection, the term ‘ brigade 
combat team' means any unit that consists 
of— 

““(A) an arms branch maneuver brigade; 

‘“(B) its assigned support units; and 

““(C) its assigned fire teams”. 

(b) LIMITATION ON ELIMINATION OF ARMY 
BRIGADE COMBAT TEAMS.— 

(1) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the 
Army may not proceed with any decision to 
reduce the number of brigade combat teams 
for the regular Army to fewer than 32 bri- 
gade combat teams. 

(2) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION ON RETIRE- 
MENT.—The Secretary may not eliminate 
any brigade combat team from the brigade 
combat teams of the regular Army as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act until the 
later of the following: 

(A) The date that is 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary submits the report 
required under paragraph (3). 

(B) The date that is 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary certifies to the con- 
gressional defense committees that— 

(i) the elimination of Army brigade combat 
teams will not increase the operational risk 
of meeting the National Defense Strategy; 
and 

(ii) the reduction of such combat teams 
does not reduce the total number of brigade 
combat teams of the Army to fewer than 32 
brigade combat teams. 

(3) REPORT ON ELIMINATION OF BRIGADE COM- 
BAT TEAMS.—The Secretary shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port setting forth the following: 

(A) The rationale for any proposed reduc- 
tion of the total strength of the Army, in- 
cluding the National Guard and Reserves, 
below the strength provided in subsection (e) 
of section 3062 of title 10, United States Code 
(as amended by subsection (a) of this sec- 
tion), and an operational analysis of the 
total strength of the Army that dem- 
onstrates performance of the designated mis- 
sion at an equal or greater level of effective- 
ness as the personnel of the Army so re- 
duced. 

(B) An assessment of the implications for 
the Army, the Army National Guard of the 
United States, and the Army Reserve of the 
force mix ratio of Army troop strengths and 
combat units after such reduction. 

(C) Such other matters relating to the re- 
duction of the total strength of the Army as 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 
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(c) ADDITIONAL REPORTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—At least 90 days before the 
date on which the total strength of the 
Army, including the National Guard and Re- 
serves, is reduced below the strength pro- 
vided in subsection (e) of section 3062 of title 
10, United States Code (as amended by sub- 
section (a) of this section), the Secretary of 
the Army, in consultation with (where appli- 
cable) the Director of the Army National 
Guard or Chief of the Army Reserve, shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees a report on the reduction. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A list of each major combat unit of the 
Army that will remain after the reduction, 
organized by division and enumerated down 
to the brigade combat team-level or its 
equivalent, including for each such brigade 
combat team— 

(i) the mission it is assigned to; and 

(ii) the assigned unit and military installa- 
tion where it is based. 

(B) A list of each brigade combat team pro- 
posed for disestablishment, including for 
each such unit— 

(i) the mission it is assigned to; and 

(ii) the assigned unit and military installa- 
tion where it is based. 

(C) A list of each unit affected by a pro- 
posed disestablishment listed under subpara- 
graph (B) and a description of how such unit 
is affected. 

(D) For each military installation and unit 
listed under subparagraph (B)(ii), a descrip- 
tion of changes, if any, to the designed oper- 
ational capability (DOC) statement of the 
unit as a result of a proposed disestablish- 
ment. 

(E) A description of any anticipated 
changes in manpower authorizations as a re- 
sult of a proposed disestablishment listed 
under subparagraph (B). 


SA 1491. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1005. ECONOMICAL AND EFFICIENT OPER- 
ATION OF WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
ACTIVITIES. 

Section 2208(e) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)”’ after “(e)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘(2) The accomplishment of the most eco- 
nomical and efficient organization and oper- 
ation of working capital fund activities for 
purposes of paragraph (1) shall include ac- 
tions toward the implementation of a work- 
load plan that optimizes the efficiency of the 
workforce operating within a working cap- 
ital fund activity and reduces the rate struc- 
bure.”. 


SA 1492. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1283. AUTHORIZATION OF EXPORTATION OF 
CRUDE OIL TO CERTAIN ALLIES AND 
PARTNERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Section 103(b) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6212(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(3(A) The President shall exempt from 
the rule promulgated under paragraph (1) ex- 
ports of crude oil from the United States to 
countries that are allies and partners of the 
United States and the energy security of 
which would be enhanced by such exports, 
including members of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization, Georgia, Ukraine, Fin- 
land, Japan, and India. 

““(B) If the President receives a request for 
exports of crude oil produced in the United 
States from the government of a country de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A), the President 
shall approve the export of such crude oil to 
that country not later than 60 days after re- 
ceiving the request if the President deter- 
mines that the export of such crude oil to 
that country is in the national interest.”. 


SA 1493. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. WICKER) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Insert after section 342 the following: 

SEC. 342A. PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTS TO FA- 
CILITATE PAYMENTS FOR HON- 
ORING MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AT SPORTING EVENTS. 

(a) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the Army National Guard has paid pro- 
fessional sports organizations to honor mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces; 

(2) any organization wishing to honor 
members of the Armed Forces should do so 
on a voluntary basis, and the Department of 
Defense should take action to ensure that no 
payments be made for such activities in the 
future; and 

(8) any organization, including the Na- 
tional Football League, that has accepted 
taxpayer funds to honor members of the 
Armed Forces should consider directing an 
equivalent amount of funding in the form of 
a donation to a charitable organization that 
supports members of the Armed Forces, vet- 
erans, and their families. 

(b) PROHIBITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 
134 of title 10, United States Code, is amend- 
ed by inserting after section 2241a the fol- 
lowing new section: 
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“$2241b. Prohibition on contracts providing 
payments for activities to honor members 
of the armed forces 
““(a) PROHIBITION.—The Department of De- 

fense may not enter into any contract or 
other agreement under which payments are 
to be made in exchange for activities by the 
contractor intended to honor, or giving the 
appearance of honoring, members of the 
armed forces (whether members of the reg- 
ular components or the reserve components) 
at any form of sporting event. 

““(b) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in subsection 
(a) shall be construed as prohibiting the De- 
partment from taking actions to facilitate 
activities intended to honor members of the 
armed forces at sporting events that are pro- 
vided on a pro bono basis if such activities 
are provided and received in accordance with 
applicable rules and regulations regarding 
the acceptance of gifts by the military de- 
partments, the armed forces, and members of 
the armed forces.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of subchapter I of 
chapter 134 of such title is amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 
2241a the following new item: 

“2241b. Prohibition on contracts providing 
payments for activities to 
honor members of the armed 
forces at sporting events.”. 


SA 1494. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself, 
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BROWN, 


Ms. HIRONO, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. PETERS, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. Coons, and Mr. 


WYDEN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. DEFINITION OF SPOUSE FOR PUR- 
POSES OF VETERANS BENEFITS TO 
REFLECT NEW STATE DEFINITIONS 
OF SPOUSE. 

(a) SPOUSE DEFINED.—Section 101 of title 
38, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘of the op- 
posite sex”; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (31) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

“*(31)(A) An individual shall be considered a 
‘spouse’ if— 

““(i) the marriage of the individual is valid 
in the State in which the marriage was en- 
tered into; or 

““(ii) in the case of a marriage entered into 
outside any State— 

““(D) the marriage of the individual is valid 
in the place in which the marriage was en- 
tered into; and 

““(II) the marriage could have been entered 
into in a State. 

“(B) In this paragraph, the term ‘State’ 
has the meaning given that term in para- 
graph (20), except that the term also includes 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands.”. 

(b) MARRIAGE DETERMINATION.—Section 
103(c) of such title is amended by striking 
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“according to” and all that follows through 
the period at the end and inserting “in ac- 
cordance with section 101(31) of this title.”. 


SA 1495. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


AMENDMENT NO. 1495 

In the appropriate place please insert the 
following: 

SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the accidental transfer of suspected ba- 
cillus anthracis, also known as anthrax, 
from an Army laboratory to more than 28 
laboratories located in at least 12 states and 
three countries discovered in April 2015 rep- 
resents a serious safety lapse and a potential 
threat to public health; 

(2) the Department of Defense, in coopera- 
tion with the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, should continue to investigate 
the cause of this lapse and determine if pro- 
tective protocols should be strengthened; 

(3) the Department of Defense should reas- 
sess standards on a regular basis to ensure 
they are current and effective to prevent a 
reoccurrence; and 

(4) the Department of Defense should keep 
Congress apprised of the investigation, any 
potential public health or safety risk, reme- 
dial actions taken and plans to regularly re- 
assess standards. 


SA 1496. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1283. AUTHORIZATION OF EXPORTATION OF 
NATURAL GAS TO CERTAIN ALLIES 
AND PARTNERS OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Section 103(b) of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6212(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

“(3(A) The President shall exempt from 
the rule promulgated under paragraph (1) ex- 
ports of natural gas from the United States 
to countries that are allies and partners of 
the United States and the energy security of 
which would be enhanced by such exports, 
including members of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization, Georgia, Ukraine, Fin- 
land, Japan, and India. 

““(B) If the President receives a request for 
exports of natural gas produced in the 
United States from the government of a 
country described in subparagraph (A), the 
President shall approve the export of such 
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natural gas to that country not later than 60 
days after receiving the request if the Presi- 
dent determines that the export of such nat- 
ural gas to that country is in the national 
interest.”. 


SA 1497. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1257. REPORT ON SECURITY CHALLENGES 
OF HYBRID WARFARE TACTICS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
setting forth an assessment of the security 
challenges posed by hybrid warfare tactics 
that combine conventional and unconven- 
tional means, such as those used by the Rus- 
sian Federation in Crimea and eastern 
Ukraine, and their implications for United 
States military doctrine, organization, 
training, materiel, leadership and education, 
and personnel and facilities. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report under 
section (a) shall address the following: 

(1) The implications for mechanized and 
armored warfare. 

(2) The implications of the use of informa- 
tion operations to gain information domi- 
nance. 

(3) The implications of the use of sophisti- 
cated electronic warfare capabilities. 

(4) The applicability of lessons learned 
from the conflict in Ukraine to security 
challenges faced by other United States com- 
batant commands, including the United 
States Pacific Command and the United 
States Central Command. 

(5) Such other matters with respect to the 
security challenges posed by the tactics de- 
scribed in subsection (a) as the Secretary 
consider appropriate. 


SA 1498. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title II, add the 
following: 

SEC. 236. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COMMON AIR- 
BORNE SENSE AND AVOID TECH- 
NOLOGY ON UNMANNED AIRCRAFT 
SYSTEMS OF DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE. 

It is the sense of the Congress that— 

(1) timely integration and first article de- 
livery of Common Airborne Sense and Avoid 
technology on unmanned aircraft systems of 
the Department of Defense is a key require- 
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ment to ensuring greater access by the De- 
partment of Defense to the airspace of the 
United States and sustaining United States 
leadership in the unmanned aircraft systems 
industry; 

(2) the technology described in paragraph 
(1) plays a crucial role in the development of 
civil standards by the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration, in coordination with the ef- 
forts of unmanned aircraft systems test cen- 
ters and the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration; and 

(3) the Secretary of Defense and the Sec- 
retary of the Air Force should fully support 
and fund continued research, development, 
testing, integration, and first article deliv- 
ery of the technology described in paragraph 
(1) on unmanned aircraft systems of the De- 
partment. 


SA 1499. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, 
Mr. HEINRICH, and Mr. TOOMEY) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 316, between lines 24 and 25, insert 
the following: 

(3) Recommendations on how best to im- 
plement mental health screenings for indi- 
viduals enlisting or accessioning into the 
Armed Forces before enlistment or acces- 
sion. 


SA 1500. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title I, add the 
following: 

SEC. 141. BRIEFING ON RETIREMENT AND STOR- 


AGE OF AIR FORCE ONE (VC-25) AIR- 
CRAFT. 


Not later than April 1, 2016, the Secretary 
of the Air Force shall provide to the Com- 
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives a briefing on 
the Air Force’s plan to retire and subse- 
quently place into storage the current fleet 
of Air Force One (VC-25) aircraft. The brief- 
ing shall include an overview on the plan to 
move one or both aircraft to a museum 
owned by the Department of the Air Force 
upon their retirement from active service. 


SA 1501. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
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Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 808, line 4, insert after “level” the 
following: ‘‘and an estimate of the costs of 
downblending that uranium”. 


SA 1502. Mr. MORAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XVI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1628. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON REVIEWING 
AND CONSIDERING FINDINGS OF 


COUNCIL OF GOVERNORS ON CYBER 
CAPABILITIES OF ARMED FORCES. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Sec- 
retary of Defense should, before reducing any 
cyber capabilities of an active or reserve 
component of the Armed Forces, review and 
consider findings from an assessment by the 
Council of Governors of the synchronization 
of cyber capabilities in the active and re- 
serve components of the Armed Forces. 


SA 1503. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. ELIGIBILITY FOR PAYMENT OF BOTH 
RETIRED PAY AND VETERANS’ DIS- 
ABILITY COMPENSATION FOR CER- 
TAIN MILITARY RETIREES WITH 


COMPENSABLE SERVICE-CON- 
NECTED DISABILITIES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CONCURRENT RECEIPT AU- 
THORITY TO RETIREES WITH SERVICE-CON- 
NECTED DISABILITIES RATED LESS THAN 50 
PERCENT.—Subsection (a) of section 1414 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking paragraph (2). 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) The heading of such section is amended 
to read as follows: 

“$ 1414. Members eligible for retired pay who 
are also eligible for veterans’ disability 
compensation: concurrent payment of re- 
tired pay and disability compensation”. 


(2) The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 
71 of such title is amended to read as follows: 
‘1414. Members eligible for retired pay who 

are also eligible for veterans’ 
disability compensation: con- 
current payment of retired pay 
and disability compensation.”. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
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July 1, 2016, and shall apply to payments for 

months beginning on or after that date. 

SEC. 644. COORDINATION OF SERVICE ELIGI- 
BILITY FOR COMBAT-RELATED SPE- 
CIAL COMPENSATION AND CONCUR- 
RENT RECEIPT. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO STANDARDIZE SIMILAR 
PROVISIONS.— 

(1) QUALIFIED RETIREES.—Subsection (a) of 
section 1414 of title 10, United States Code, 
as amended by section 626(a) of this Act, is 
further amended— 

(A) by striking ““a member or” and all that 
follows through ‘‘retiree’)’’ and inserting “a 
qualified retiree”; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘(2) QUALIFIED RETIREES.—For purposes of 
this section, a qualified retiree, with respect 
to any month, is a member or former mem- 
ber of the uniformed services who— 

““(A) is entitled to retired pay (other than 
by reason of section 12731b of this title); and 

““(B) is also entitled for that month to vet- 
erans’ disability compensation.”. 

(2) DISABILITY RETIREES.—Paragraph (2) of 
subsection (b) of section 1414 of such title is 
amended to read as follows: 

“*(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR RETIREES WITH 
FEWER THAN 20 YEARS OF SERVICE.—The re- 
tired pay of a qualified retiree who is retired 
under chapter 61 of this title with fewer than 
20 years of creditable service is subject to re- 
duction by the lesser of— 

“(A) the amount of the reduction under 
sections 5304 and 5305 of title 38; or 

“(B) the amount (if any) by which the 
amount of the member's retired pay under 
such chapter exceeds the amount equal to 2% 
percent of the member’s years of creditable 
service multiplied by the member’s retired 
pay base under section 1406(b)(1) or 1407 of 
this title, whichever is applicable to the 
member.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
July 1, 2016, and shall apply to payments for 
months beginning on or after that date. 


SA 1504. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. ELIGIBILITY FOR PAYMENT OF BOTH 
RETIRED PAY AND VETERANS’ DIS- 
ABILITY COMPENSATION FOR MILI- 
TARY RETIREES WITH COMPEN- 
SABLE SERVICE-CONNECTED DIS- 
ABILITIES. 

(a) RESTATEMENT OF CURRENT CONCURRENT 
PAYMENT AUTHORITY WITH EXTENSION OF 
PAYMENT AUTHORITY TO RETIREES WITH COM- 
PENSABLE SERVICE-CONNECTED DISABILITIES 
RATED LESS THAN 50 PERCENT DISABLING.— 
Subsection (a) of section 1414 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
paragraphs (1) and (2) and inserting the fol- 
lowing new paragraphs: 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs 
(2), (8), and (4) and subsection (b), a member 
or former member of the uniformed services 
who is entitled for any month to retired pay 
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and who is also entitled for that month to 
veterans’ disability compensation for a serv- 
ice-connected disability or combination of 
service-connected disabilities that is com- 
pensable under the laws administered by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs (hereinafter in 
this section referred to as ‘qualified retiree’) 
is entitled to be paid both for that month 
without regard to sections 5304 and 5305 of 
title 38. 

‘(2) ONE-YEAR PHASE-IN FOR QUALIFIED RE- 
TIREES WITH TOTAL DISABILITIES.—During the 
period beginning on January 1, 2004, and end- 
ing on December 31, 2004, payment of retired 
pay to a qualified retiree is subject to sub- 
section (c) if the qualified retiree is any of 
the following: 

“(A) A qualified retiree receiving veterans’ 
disability compensation for a disability 
rated as 100 percent disabling by the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs. 

“(B) A qualified retiree receiving veterans’ 
disability compensation at the rate payable 
for a disability rated as 100 percent disabling 
by reason of a determination of individual 
unemployability. 

“*(3) 10- YEAR PHASE-IN FOR QUALIFIED RETIR- 
EES WITH DISABILITIES RATED 50 PERCENT DIS- 
ABLING OR HIGHER.—During the period begin- 
ning on January 1, 2004, and ending on De- 
cember 31, 2018, payment of retired pay to a 
qualified retiree is subject to subsection (c) 
if the qualified retiree is entitled to vet- 
erans’ disability compensation for a service- 
connected disability or combination of serv- 
ice-connected disabilities that is rated not 
less than 50 percent disabling by the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs. 

“*(4) 10- YEAR PHASE-IN FOR QUALIFIED RETIR- 
EES WITH COMPENSABLE DISABILITIES RATED 
LESS THAN 50 PERCENT DISABLING.—During the 
period beginning on January 1, 2016, and end- 
ing on December 31, 2025, payment of retired 
pay to a qualified retiree is subject to sub- 
section (d) if the qualified retiree is entitled 
to veterans’ disability compensation for a 
service-connected disability or combination 
of service-connected disabilities that is rated 
less than 50 percent disabling by the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs but is compen- 
sable under the laws administered by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs.’’. 


(b) PHASE-IN FOR QUALIFIED RETIREES WITH 
COMPENSABLE DISABILITIES RATED LESS THAN 
50 PERCENT DISABLING.—Such section is fur- 
ther amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (d): 


“(d) PHASE-IN OF FULL CONCURRENT RE- 
CEIPT FOR QUALIFIED RETIREES WITH COMPEN- 
SABLE DISABILITIES RATED LESS THAN 50 PER- 
CENT DISABLING.—During the period begin- 
ning on January 1, 2016, and ending on De- 
cember 31, 2025, retired pay payable to a 
qualified retiree that pursuant to subsection 
(a)(4) is subject to this subsection shall be 
determined as follows: 

**(1) CALENDAR YEAR 2016.—For a month dur- 
ing 2016, the amount of retired pay payable 
to a qualified retiree is the amount (if any) 
of retired pay in excess of the current base- 
line offset, plus $100. 

**(2) CALENDAR YEAR 2017.—For a month dur- 
ing 2017, the amount of retired pay payable 
to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount specified in paragraph (1) 
for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 10 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount specified in paragraph (1) for that 
member’s disability. 
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‘(3) CALENDAR YEAR 2018.—For a month dur- 
ing 2018, the amount of retired pay payable 
to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (2) for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 20 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount determined under paragraph (2) for 
that qualified retiree. 

(4) CALENDARY YEAR 2018.—For a month 
during 2019, the amount of retired pay pay- 
able to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (3) for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 30 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount determined under paragraph (3) for 
that qualified retiree. 

““(5) CALENDAR YEAR 2020.—For a month dur- 
ing 2020, the amount of retired pay payable 
to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (4) for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 40 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount determined under paragraph (4) for 
that qualified retiree. 

“(6) CALENDAR YEAR 2021.—For a month dur- 
ing 2021, the amount of retired pay payable 
to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (5) for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 50 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount determined under paragraph (5) for 
that qualified retiree. 

“(7) CALENDAR YEAR 2022.—For a month dur- 
ing 2022, the amount of retired pay payable 
to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (6) for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 60 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount determined under paragraph (6) for 
that qualified retiree. 

“*(8) CALENDAR YEAR 2023.—For a month dur- 
ing 2023, the amount of retired pay payable 
to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (7) for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 70 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount determined under paragraph (7) for 
that qualified retiree. 

““(9) CALENDAR YEAR 2024.—For a month dur- 
ing 2024, the amount of retired pay payable 
to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (8) for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 80 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount determined under paragraph (8) for 
that qualified retiree. 

““(10) CALENDAR YEAR 2025.—For a month 
during 2025, the amount of retired pay pay- 
able to a qualified retiree is the sum of— 

“(A) the amount determined under para- 
graph (9) for that qualified retiree; and 

““(B) 90 percent of the difference between (i) 
the current baseline offset, and (ii) the 
amount determined under paragraph (9) for 
that qualified retiree. 

(11) GENERAL LIMITATION.—Retired pay de- 
termined under this subsection for a quali- 
fied retiree, if greater than the amount of re- 
tired pay otherwise applicable to that quali- 
fied retiree, shall be reduced to the amount 
of retired pay otherwise applicable to that 
qualified retiree.”. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO PHASE-IN 
FOR QUALIFIED RETIREES WITH DISABILITIES 
RATED 50 PERCENT DISABLING OR HIGHER.— 
Subsection (c) of such section is amended— 

(1) in the subsection caption, by inserting 
“FOR QUALIFIED RETIREES WITH DISABILITIES 
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RATED 50 PERCENT DISABLING OR HIGHER” 
after “FULL CONCURRENT RECEIPT”; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘the second sentence of sub- 
section (a)J(1)” and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(a)(3)’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) The heading of such section is amended 
to read as follows: 


“$ 1414. Members eligible for retired pay who 
are also eligible for veterans’ disability 
compensation: concurrent payment of re- 
tired pay and disability compensation”. 

(2) The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 

71 of such title is amended to read as follows: 


‘1414. Members eligible for retired pay who 
are also eligible for veterans’ 
disability compensation: con- 
current payment of retired pay 
and disability compensation.”. 


(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on De- 
cember 31, 2015, and shall apply to payments 
for months beginning on or after that date. 
SEC. 644. COORDINATION OF SERVICE ELIGI- 

BILITY FOR COMBAT-RELATED SPE- 
CIAL COMPENSATION AND CONCUR- 
RENT RECEIPT. 

(a) AMENDMENT TO STANDARDIZE SIMILAR 
PROVISIONS.—Paragraph (2) of section 1414(b) 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR RETIREES WITH 
FEWER THAN 20 YEARS OF SERVICE.—The re- 
tired pay of a qualified retiree who is retired 
under chapter 61 of this title with fewer than 
20 years of creditable service is subject to re- 
duction by the lesser of— 

“(A) the amount of the reduction under 
sections 5304 and 5305 of title 38; or 

“(B) the amount (if any) by which the 
amount of the member's retired pay under 
such chapter exceeds the amount equal to 2% 
percent of the member’s years of creditable 
service multiplied by the member’s retired 
pay base under section 1406(b)(1) or 1407 of 
this title, whichever is applicable to the 
member.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
July 1, 2015, and shall apply to payments for 
months beginning on or after that date. 


SA 1505. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. ELIGIBILITY FOR PAYMENT OF BOTH 
RETIRED PAY AND VETERANS’ DIS- 
ABILITY COMPENSATION FOR MILI- 
TARY RETIREES WITH SERVICE-CON- 
NECTED DISABILITIES RATED 40 
PERCENT DISABLING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a)(2) of sec- 
tion 1414 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking “means” and all that 
follows and inserting ‘‘means the following: 

““(A) During the period beginning on Janu- 
ary 1, 2004, and ending on June 30, 2015, a 
service-connected disability or combination 
of service-connected disabilities that is rated 
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as not less than 50 percent disabling by the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 

“(B) After June 30, 2015, a service-con- 
nected disability or combination of service- 
connected disabilities that is rated as not 
less than 40 percent disabling by the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) The heading of such section is amended 
to read as follows: 


“$ 1414. Members eligible for retired pay who 
are also eligible for veterans’ disability 
compensation rated 40 percent or higher: 
concurrent payment of retired pay and dis- 
ability compensation”. 

(2) The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 

71 of such title is amended to read as follows: 


‘1414. Members eligible for retired pay who 
are also eligible for veterans’ 
disability compensation rated 
40 percent or higher: concurrent 
payment of retired pay and dis- 
ability compensation.”. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
July 1, 2015, and shall apply to payments for 
months beginning on or after that date. 

SEC. 644. COORDINATION OF SERVICE ELIGI- 

BILITY FOR COMBAT-RELATED SPE- 
CIAL COMPENSATION AND CONCUR- 
RENT RECEIPT. 

(a) AMENDMENT TO STANDARDIZE SIMILAR 
PROVISIONS.—Paragraph (2) of section 1414(b) 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘“(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR RETIREES WITH 
FEWER THAN 20 YEARS OF SERVICE.—The re- 
tired pay of a qualified retiree who is retired 
under chapter 61 of this title with fewer than 
20 years of creditable service is subject to re- 
duction by the lesser of— 

“(A) the amount of the reduction under 
sections 5304 and 5305 of title 38; or 

““(B) the amount (if any) by which the 
amount of the member's retired pay under 
such chapter exceeds the amount equal to 2% 
percent of the member's years of creditable 
service multiplied by the member’s retired 
pay base under section 1406(b)(1) or 1407 of 
this title, whichever is applicable to the 
member.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
July 1, 2015, and shall apply to payments for 
months beginning on or after that date. 


SA 1506. Mr. TILLIS (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. BURR) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; as 
follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title I, add the 
following: 

SEC. 141. STATIONING OF C-130 H AIRCRAFT AVI- 
ONICS PREVIOUSLY MODIFIED BY 
THE AVIONICS MODERNIZATION 
PROGRAM (AMP) IN SUPPORT OF 
DAILY TRAINING AND CONTINGENCY 
REQUIREMENTS FOR AIRBORNE 
AND SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCES. 

The Secretary of the Air Force shall sta- 
tion aircraft previously modified by the C- 
130 Avionics Modernization Program (AMP) 
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to support United States Army Airborne and 
United States Army Special Operations 
Command daily training and contingency re- 
quirements by the end of fiscal year 2017, and 
such aircraft shall not be required to deploy 
in the normal rotation of C-130 H units. The 
Secretary shall provide such personnel as re- 
quired to maintain and operate the aircraft. 


SA 1507. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself 
and Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1258. APPROVAL OF EXPORT LICENCES AND 
LETTERS OF REQUEST TO ASSIST 
THE GOVERNMENT OF UKRAINE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) EXPORT LICENSE APPLICATIONS.—The 
Secretary of State shall provide the specified 
congressional committees a detailed list of 
all export license applications, including re- 
quests for marketing licenses, for the sale of 
defense articles and defense services to 
Ukraine. The list shall include the date when 
the application or request was first sub- 
mitted, the current status of each applica- 
tion or request, and the estimated timeline 
for adjudication of such applications or re- 
quests. The Secretary shall give priority to 
processing these applications and requests. 

(2) LETTERS OF REQUEST.—The Secretary of 
State shall also provide the specified con- 
gressional committees a detailed list of all 
pending Letters of Request for Foreign Mili- 
tary Sales to Ukraine, including the date 
when the letter was first submitted, the cur- 
rent status, and the estimated timeline for 
adjudication of such letters. 

(b) REPORTS.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
every 90 days thereafter, the Secretary of 
State shall submit to the specified congres- 
sional committees a report outlining the sta- 
tus of the applications, requests for mar- 
keting licenses and Letters of Request de- 
scribed under subsection (a). The report shall 
terminate upon certification by the Presi- 
dent that the sovereignty and territorial in- 
tegrity of the Government of Ukraine has 
been restored or 5 years after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, whichever occurs 
first. 

(c) SPECIFIED CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES 


DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
“specified congressional committees”’ 
means— 


(1) the congressional defense committees; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives. 


SA 1508. Mr. HELLER (for himself 
and Mr. CASEY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
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Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 515. PHYSICAL EXAMINATIONS FOR MEM- 
BERS OF THE RESERVE COMPO- 
NENTS WHO ARE SEPARATING FROM 
THE ARMED FORCES. 

Section 1145 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (d): 

““(d) PHYSICAL EXAMINATIONS FOR MEMBERS 
OF RESERVE COMPONENTS.—(1) The Secretary 
concerned shall provide a physical examina- 
tion pursuant to subsection (a)(5) to each 
member of a reserve component who— 

““(A) will not otherwise receive such an ex- 
amination under such subsection; and 

““(B) elects to receive such a physical ex- 
amination. 

“(2) The Secretary concerned shall— 

“(A) provide the physical examination 
under paragraph (1) to a member during the 
90-day period before the date on which the 
member is scheduled to be separated from 
the armed forces; and 

““(B) issue orders to such a member to re- 
ceive such physical examination. 

““(3) A member may not be entitled to 
health care benefits pursuant to subsection 
(a), (b), or (c) solely by reason of being pro- 
vided a physical examination under para- 
graph (1). 

“*(4) In providing to a member a physical 
examination under paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary concerned shall provide to the mem- 
ber a record of the physical examination.”. 


SA 1509. Mr. HELLER (for himself 
and Mr. CASEY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. INCREASED COOPERATION BETWEEN 
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AND 
THE DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS TO IMPROVE PROCESSING 


OF CLAIMS FOR VETERANS BENE- 
FITS. 

(a) PROCEDURES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs and the Secretary of Defense shall 
jointly develop and implement procedures to 
improve the timely provision to the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs of such informa- 
tion as the Secretary requires to process 
claims submitted to the Secretary for bene- 
fits under laws administered by the Sec- 
retary. 

(2) TIMELY PROVISION.—The procedures de- 
veloped and implemented under paragraph 
(1) shall ensure that the information pro- 
vided to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs is 
provided to the Secretary not later than 30 
days after the date on which the Secretary 
requests the information. 
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(b) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Not less frequently 
than once each year, the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs shall submit to Congress a re- 
port on— 

(1) the requests for information made by 
the Secretary during the most recent one- 
year period for information from the Sec- 
retary of Defense required by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs to process claims sub- 
mitted to the Secretary for benefits under 
laws administered by the Secretary; and 

(2) the timeliness of responses to such re- 
quests. 


SA 1510. Mr. HELLER (for himself 
and Mr. CASEY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 738. REPORT ON INTEROPERABILITY BE- 
TWEEN ELECTRONIC HEALTH 
RECORDS SYSTEMS OF DEPART- 


MENT OF DEFENSE AND DEPART- 
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs shall jointly submit to Congress a re- 
port that sets forth a timeline with mile- 
stones for achieving interoperability be- 
tween the electronic health records systems 
of the Department of Defense and the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs. 


SA 1511. Mr. HELLER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 265, strike line 15 and insert the 
following: 
result of the implementation of the plan; 

(C) an assessment whether the privatized 
defense commissary system under the plan 
can sustain the current savings to patrons of 
the defense commissary system; 

(D) an assessment of the impact that pri- 
vatization of the defense commissary system 
under the plan would have on all eligible 
beneficiaries; 

(E) an assessment whether the privatized 
defense commissary system under the plan 
can sustain the continued operation of exist- 
ing commissaries; and 

(F) an assessment whether privatization of 
the defense commissary system is feasible 
for overseas commissaries. 


SA 1512. Mr. HELLER (for himself 
and Ms. HIRONO) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. DETERMINATION OF CERTAIN SERV- 
ICE IN PHILIPPINES DURING WORLD 
WAR II. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs and such military historians as 
the Secretary of Defense considers appro- 
priate, shall establish a process to determine 
whether a covered individual served as de- 
scribed in subsection (a) or (b) of section 107 
of title 38, United States Code, for purposes 
of determining whether such covered indi- 
vidual is eligible for benefits described in 
such subsections. 

(b) COVERED INDIVIDUALS.—For purposes of 
this section, a covered individual is any indi- 
vidual who— 

(1) claims service described in subsection 
(a) or (b) of section 107 of title 38, United 
States Code; and 

(2) is not included in the Approved Revised 
Reconstructed Guerilla Roster of 1948, 
known as the “Missouri List”. 

(c) PROHIBITION ON BENEFITS FOR DISQUALI- 
FYING CONDUCT UNDER NEW PROCESS.—The 
process established under subsection (a) shall 
include a mechanism to ensure that a cov- 
ered individual is not treated as an indi- 
vidual eligible for a benefit described in sub- 
section (a) or (b) of section 107 of such title 
if such covered individual engaged in any 
disqualifying conduct during service de- 
scribed in such subsections, including col- 
laboration with the enemy or criminal con- 
duct. 


SA 1513. Mr. HELLER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 524. ESTABLISHMENT OF PROCESS BY 
WHICH MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES MAY CARRY A CONCEALED 
PERSONAL FIREARM ON A MILITARY 
INSTALLATION. 

(a) PROCESS REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
Defense, taking into consideration the views 
of senior leadership of military installations 
in the United States, shall establish a proc- 
ess by which the commander of a military 
installation in the United States may au- 
thorize a member of the Armed Forces who 
is assigned to duty at the installation to 
carry a concealed personal firearm on the in- 
stallation if the commander determines it to 
be necessary as a personal-protection or 
force-protection measure. 

(b) RELATION TO STATE AND LOCAL LAW.—In 
establishing the process under subsection (a) 
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for a military installation, the commander 
of the installation shall consult with elected 
officials of the State and local jurisdictions 
in which the installation is located and take 
into consideration the law of the State and 
such jurisdictions regarding carrying a con- 
cealed personal firearm. 

(c) MEMBER QUALIFICATIONS.—To be eligi- 
ble to be authorized to carry a concealed per- 
sonal firearm on a military installation pur- 
suant to the process established under sub- 
section (a), a member of the Armed Forces— 

(1) must complete any training and certifi- 
cation required by any State in which the in- 
stallation is located that would permit the 
member to carry concealed in that State; 

(2) must not be subject to disciplinary ac- 
tion under the Uniform Code of Military Jus- 
tice for any offense that could result in in- 
carceration or separation from the Armed 
Forces; 

(3) must not be prohibited from possessing 
a firearm because of conviction of a crime of 
domestic violence; and 

(4) must meet such service-related quali- 
fication requirements for the use of firearms, 
as established by the Secretary of the mili- 
tary department concerned. 

(d) STATE DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term “State” includes the District of Colum- 
bia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and 
any territory or possession of the United 
States. 


SA 1514. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title X, insert 
the following: 

SEC. . REPORT ON FUTURE MIX OF AIR- 
CRAFT PLATFORMS FOR THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) REPORT ON STUDY REQUIRED.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a 
report setting forth the results of a study, to 
be performed by an organization or entity 
independent of the Department of Defense 
selected by the Secretary for purposes of this 
section, that determines the following: 

(1) An optimized future mix of shorter 
range fighter-class strike aircraft and long- 
range strike aircraft platforms for the 
Armed Forces. 

(2) An appropriate future mix of manned 
aerial platforms and unmanned aerial plat- 
forms for the Armed Forces. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS IN DETERMINING MIX.— 
The mixes determined pursuant to the study 
shall be determined taking into account rel- 
evant portions of the defense strategy, crit- 
ical assumptions, priorities, force-sizing con- 
struct, and cost. 

(c) NONDUPLICATION OF EFFORT.—If any in- 
formation required under subsection (a) has 
been included in another report or notifica- 
tion previously submitted to Congress by 
law, the Secretary may provide a list of such 
reports and notifications at the time of sub- 
mitting the report required by subsection (a) 
in lieu of including such information in the 
report required by subsection (a). 


SA 1515. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
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to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. ELIGIBILITY FOR INTERMENT IN NA- 
TIONAL CEMETERIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2402(a) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

“*(10) Any individual— 

“(A) who— 

““(i) was naturalized pursuant to section 
2(1) of the Hmong Veterans’ Naturalization 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-207; 8 U.S.C. 1423 
note); and 

““(ii) at the time of the individual’s death 
resided in the United States; or 

“(B) who— 

““(i) the Secretary determines served with a 
special guerrilla unit or irregular forces op- 
erating from a base in Laos in support of the 
Armed Forces of the United States at any 
time during the period beginning February 
28, 1961, and ending May 7, 1975; and 

““(ii) at the time of the individual’s death— 

““(I) was a citizen of the United States or 
an alien lawfully admitted for permanent 
residence in the United States; and 

“(ID resided in the United States.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re- 
spect to an individual dying on or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1516. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1049. CODIFICATION IN LAW OF ESTABLISH- 
MENT AND DUTIES OF THE OFFICE 
OF COMPLEX ADMINISTRATIVE IN- 
VESTIGATIONS IN THE NATIONAL 
GUARD BUREAU. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is in the Office of 
the Chief of the National Guard Bureau the 
Office of Complex Administrative Investiga- 
tions (in this section referred to as the ‘‘Of- 
fice’’). 

(b) DIRECTION AND SUPERVISION.—The Of- 
fice shall be under the direction and super- 
vision of the Chief of the National Guard Bu- 
reau. 

(c) DUTIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The duties of the Office 
shall be to undertake complex administra- 
tive investigations of matters relating to 
members of the National Guard when in 
State status, including investigations of sex- 
ual assault involving a member of the Na- 
tional Guard in such status, upon the request 
of any of the following: 
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(A) The Chief of the National Guard Bu- 
reau. 

(B) An adjutant general of a State or terri- 
tory or the District of Columbia. 

(C) The governor of a State or territory, or 
the Commanding General of the National 
Guard of the District of Columbia. 

(2) COMPLEX ADMINISTRATIVE INVESTIGA- 
TIONS.—For purposes of this subsection, a 
complex administrative investigation is any 
investigation (as specified by the Chief of the 
National Guard Bureau for purposes of this 
section) involving factors giving rise to un- 
usual complexity in investigation, including 
the following: 

(A) Questions of jurisdiction between the 
United States and a State or territory. 

(B) Matters requiring specialized training 
among investigating officers. 

(C) Matters raising the need for an inde- 
pendent investigation in order to ensure fair- 
ness and impartiality in investigation. 

(3) MATTERS RELATING TO MEMBERS OF THE 
NATIONAL GUARD IN STATE STATUS.—The de- 
termination whether or not a matter relates 
to a member of the National Guard when in 
State status for purposes of this section 
shall be made by the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau in accordance with criteria 
specified by the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau for purposes of this section. 


(d) CHIEF OF NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU 
TREATMENT OF FINAL REPORTS.—The Chief of 
the National Guard Bureau shall treat any 
final report of the Office on a matter under 
this section as if such report were the report 
of an Inspector General of the Department of 
Defense or a military department on such 
matter. 


(e) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.— 

(1) SUBMITTAL OF FINAL REPORTS TO CON- 
GRESSIONAL DELEGATIONS.—Upon the adop- 
tion by the Office of a final report on an in- 
vestigation undertaken by the Office pursu- 
ant to this section, the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau shall submit such report (with 
any personally identifying information ap- 
propriately redacted) to the members of Con- 
gress from the State or territory concerned. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORTS.—The Chief of the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau shall submit to Con- 
gress each year a report on the investiga- 
tions undertaken by the Office pursuant to 
this section during the preceding year. Each 
report shall include, for the year covered by 
such report, the following: 

(A) A summary description of the inves- 
tigations undertaken during such year, in- 
cluding any trends in matters subject to in- 
vestigation and in findings as a result of in- 
vestigations. 

(B) Information, set forth by State and ter- 
ritory, on the investigations undertaken dur- 
ing such year involving allegations of sexual 
assault involving a member of the National 
Guard. 

(C) Such other information and matters on 
the investigations undertaken during such 
year as the Chief of the National Guard Bu- 
reau considers appropriate. 


(f) PERSONNEL AND OTHER CAPABILITIES.— 
The Chief of the National Guard Bureau 
shall ensure that the Office maintains the 
personnel and other capabilities necessary 
for the discharge of the duties of the Office 
under this section. 


(g) PROCEDURES AND INSTRUCTIONS.—The 
Chief of the National Guard Bureau shall 
issue, and may from time to time update, 
procedures and instructions necessary for 
the discharge of the duties of the Office 
under this section. 
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(h) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED INSTRUCTION.— 
Chief of the National Guard Bureau Instruc- 
tion CNGBI 0400.01, dated July 30, 2012, shall 
have no further force or effect. 

SEC. 1050. COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES REPORT ON SERI- 
OUS MISCONDUCT WITHIN THE NA- 
TIONAL GUARD. 

Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port setting forth the following: 

(1) An evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
authorities of the Secretary of Defense and 
the Chief of the National Guard Bureau to 
investigate and respond on their own initia- 
tive to allegations of serious misconduct, in- 
cluding but not limited to sexual assault, 
sexual harassment, violations of Federal law, 
retaliation, and waste, fraud, and abuse aris- 
ing in operations of the National Guard in 
Federal status and in State status. 

(2) An evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
mechanisms available to the Secretary of 
Defense, the Secretaries of the military de- 
partments, and the Chief of the National 
Guard to receive, process, and monitor the 
disposition of allegations described in para- 
graph (1), whether first brought to the atten- 
tion of the Federal government or the Adju- 
tants General. 

(3) An evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
process used to determine whether allega- 
tions described in paragraph (1) are inves- 
tigated by the Department of Defense, the 
Inspector General of the Department of De- 
fense, the Inspector General of the National 
Guard Bureau, the Inspectors General of the 
military departments, the Office of Complex 
Administrative Investigations of the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau, Federal military or ci- 
vilian law enforcement agencies, or other 
agencies in the first instance, and the coordi- 
nation of investigations among such agen- 
cies 

(4) An evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
monitoring of investigations into allegations 
described in paragraph (1) by the Secretary 
of Defense, the Secretaries of the military 
departments, and the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau which are undertaken by Fed- 
eral agencies and those undertaken under 
the direction of the Adjutants General. 

(5) An evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
process used for disposing of substantiated 
allegations described in paragraph (1), 
whether by prosecution or administrative ac- 
tion, and the consistency in the disposition 
of allegations of a similar nature across the 
National Guard. 

(6) An evaluation of the effectiveness of 
State codes of military justice in pros- 
ecuting members of the National Guard for 
serious misconduct described in paragraph 
(1), and an assessment whether chapter 47 of 
title 10, United States Code (the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice), should be extended 
to authorize prosecution of some or all of- 
fenses committed by members of the Na- 
tional Guard while in State status. 

(7) An evaluation of the effectiveness of 
mechanisms to protect the confidentiality of 
members of the National Guard who report 
allegations described in paragraph (1) and to 
prevent retaliation against such members. 

(8) An evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
National Guard Bureau in preventing and 
proactively identifying instances of serious 
misconduct described in paragraph (1), in- 
cluding the availability and effectiveness of 
hotlines through which members of the Na- 
tional Guard who are uncomfortable report- 
ing their concerns through State channels 
may bring them to the attention of the Na- 
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tional Guard Bureau and the use of command 
climate surveys in identifying serious mis- 
conduct. 


SA 1517. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Insert after section 1204 the following: 

SEC. 1204A. REPORT ON EXPANSION OF NA- 
TIONAL GUARD STATE PARTNER- 
SHIP PROGRAM TO INCLUDE NA- 
TIONS IN THE ARCTIC REGION. 

Not later than 120 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees a report setting forth an 
assessment of the feasibility and advisability 
of expanding the National Guard State Part- 
nership Program to include partnerships 
with nations in the Arctic region in order to 
further the strategy of the Department of 
Defense for the Arctic region. 


SA 1518. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1005. ANNUAL REPORT ON MANNER IN 
WHICH THE BUDGET OF THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE SUPPORTS 
THE STRATEGY OF THE DEPART- 
MENT FOR THE ARCTIC REGION. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT REQUIRED.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall provide for the inclu- 
sion in the budget for each fiscal year after 
fiscal year 2016 that is submitted to Congress 
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United 
States Code, a report on the manner in 
which amounts requested in the budget for 
the fiscal year concerned for the Department 
of Defense support implementation of the 
strategy of the Department and the Armed 
Forces for the Arctic region, including the 
extent to which such amounts will address 
gaps in military infrastructure and capabili- 
ties in the Arctic region. 

(b) FORM.—Each report under subsection 
(a) shall be submitted in unclassified form, 
but may include a classified annex. 


SA 1519. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
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military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1024. TREATMENT OF EACH VESSEL IN THE 
CVN-78 CLASS AIRCRAFT CARRIER 
PROGRAM AS A MAJOR SUBPRO- 
GRAM OF A MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUI- 
SITION PROGRAM. 

Each vessel in the CVN-78 class aircraft 
carrier program shall be treated as a sepa- 
rate major subprogram of a major defense 
acquisition program for purposes of chapter 
144 of title 10, United States Code. 


SA 1520. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the appropriate place in subtitle B of 
title XVI, insert the following: 

SEC. . COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE TO SUPPORT 
CIVIL AUTHORITIES IN RESPONSE 
TO CYBER ATTACKS BY FOREIGN 
POWERS. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall develop a 
comprehensive plan for the United States 
Cyber Command to support civil authorities 
in responding to cyber attacks by foreign 
powers (as defined in section 101 of the For- 
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1801)) against the United States or a 
United States person. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The plan required by para- 
graph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) A plan for internal Department of De- 
fense collective training activities that are 
integrated with exercises conducted with 
other agencies and State and local govern- 
ments. 

(B) Plans for coordination with the heads 
of other Federal agencies and State and local 
governments pursuant to the exercises re- 
quired under subparagraph (A). 

(C) Note of any historical frameworks that 
are used, if any, in the formulation of the 
plan required by paragraph (1), such as Oper- 
ation Noble Eagle. 

(D) Descriptions of the roles, responsibil- 
ities, and expectations of Federal, State, and 
local authorities as the Secretary under- 
stands them. 

(E) Descriptions of the roles, responsibil- 
ities, and expectations of the active compo- 
nents and reserve components of the Armed 
Forces. 

(F) A description of such legislative and 
administrative action aS may be necessary 
to carry out the plan required by paragraph 
(1). 

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED 
STATES REVIEW OF PLAN.—The Comptroller 
General of the United States shall review the 
plan developed under subsection (a)(1). 


SA 1521. Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
KAINE, Ms. HIRONO, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
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Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. NEL- 
SON, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. KING, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. 
ScHATZ, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Mr. REID, Mr. TESTER, Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
MURPHY, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. CASEY, Mrs. 
MURRAY, and Mr. FRANKEN) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; as 
follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XV, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1523. LIMITATION ON THE AVAILABILITY OF 
OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPER- 
ATION FUNDING SUBJECT TO RE- 
LIEF FROM THE BUDGET CONTROL 
ACT. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this title, of the total 
amount authorized to be appropriated by 
this title for overseas contingency oper- 
ations, not more than $50,950,000,000 may be 
available for obligation and expenditure un- 
less— 

(1) the discretionary spending limits im- 
posed by section 251(c) of the Balanced Budg- 
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 
1985, as amended by section 302 of the Budget 
Control Act of 2011 (Public Law 112-25), on 
appropriations for the revised security cat- 
egory and the revised nonsecurity category 
are eliminated or increased in proportionally 
equal amounts for fiscal year 2016 by any 
other Act enacted after December 26, 2013; 
and 

(2) if the revised security and the revised 
nonsecurity category are increased as de- 
scribed in paragraph (1), the amount of the 
increase is equal to or greater than the 
amount in excess of the $50,950,000,000 that is 
authorized to be appropriated by this title 
for security category activities. 

(b) USE OF FUNDS AVAILABLE UNDER SATIS- 
FACTION OF LIMITATION.— 

(1) TRANSFER.—Any amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by this title in excess of 
$50,950,000,000 that are available for obliga- 
tion and expenditure pursuant to subsection 
(a) shall be transferred to applicable ac- 
counts of the Department of Defense pro- 
viding funds for programs, projects, and ac- 
tivities other than for overseas contingency 
operations. Any amounts so transferred to 
an account shall be merged with amounts in 
the account to which transferred and avail- 
able subject to the same terms and condi- 
tions as otherwise apply to amounts in such 
account. 

(2) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority to transfer amounts under this sub- 
section is in addition to any other transfer 
authority in this Act. 


SA 1522. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, 
Mr. PETERS, Mr. CoTTON, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. WICKER, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. 
TOOMEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
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fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of title I, add the following: 

Subtitle E—Army Programs 
SEC. 161. STRYKER LETHALITY UPGRADES. 

(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR PROCUREMENT, 
ARMY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to 
be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by sec- 
tion 101 for procurement is hereby increased 
by $314,000,000, with the amount of the in- 
crease to be available for procurement for 
the Army for Wheeled and Tracked Combat 
Vehicles for Stryker (mod) Lethality Up- 
grades. 

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The 
amount available under paragraph (1) for 
procurement for Stryker (mod) Lethality 
Upgrades is in addition to any other 
amounts available in this Act for procure- 
ment for the Army for Stryker (mod) 
Lethality Upgrades. 

(b) ADDITIONAL 
ARMY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to 
be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by sec- 
tion 201 for research, development, test, and 
evaluation is hereby increased by $57,000,000, 
with the amount of the increase to be avail- 
able for research, development, test, and 
evaluation for the Army for the Combat Ve- 
hicle Improvement Program for Stryker 
Lethality Upgrades. 

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The 
amount available under paragraph (1) for re- 
search, development, test, and evaluation for 
Stryker Lethality Upgrades is in addition to 
any other amounts available in this Act for 
research, development, test, and evaluation 
for the Army for Stryker Lethality Up- 
grades. 

(c) OFFSET.—The aggregate amount au- 
thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2016 by division A is hereby reduced by 
$371,000,000, with the amount of the reduction 
to be achieved through anticipated foreign 
currency gains in addition to any other an- 
ticipated foreign currency gains specified in 
the funding tables in division D. 


SA 1523. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title I, add the 
following: 

SEC. 120. UPDATE OF COST ESTIMATES FOR 


SSBN(X) SUBMARINE PROGRAM AL- 
TERNATIVES. 

(a) REPORT ON UPDATE REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—(A) Not later than March 
31, 2016, the Secretary of the Navy shall sub- 
mit to the congressional defense committees 
a report setting forth an update of the cost 
estimates prepared under subsection (a)(1) 
section 242 of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 
112-81; 125 Stat. 1348) for each option consid- 
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ered under subsection (b) of that section for 
purposes of the report under that section on 
the Ohio-class replacement ballistic missile 
submarine. 

(B) The update shall specify how the cost 
updates account for differences in surviv- 
ability, targeting responsiveness and flexi- 
bility, responsiveness to future threats, and 
other matters the Secretary considers im- 
portant in comparing the options. 

(2) FORM.—Each updated cost estimate in 
the report under paragraph (1) shall be sub- 
mitted in an unclassified form that may be 
made available to the public. Other informa- 
tion from the update may be submitted in 
classified form. 

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not 
later than 90 days after the date of the sub- 
mittal under subsection (a) of the report re- 
quired by that subsection, the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port setting forth an assessment by the 
Comptroller General of the accuracy of the 
updated cost estimates in the report under 
subsection (a). 


SA 1524. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XVI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1637. CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE RE- 
VIEW OF COST ESTIMATES FOR NU- 
CLEAR WEAPONS. 

Section 1043(b)(1) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Pub- 
lic Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1576), as most re- 
cently amended by section 1643 of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3650), 
is further amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting “and 
the 25-year period” after ‘‘10-year period”; 
and 

(2) in subparagraphs (B) and (C), by strik- 
ing “such period” both places it appears and 
inserting “such periods”. 


SA 1525. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XVI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1637. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
NEW AIR LAUNCHED CRUISE MIS- 
SILE. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, none of the funds authorized to be ap- 
propriated by this Act or otherwise made 
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available for fiscal year 2015 or any fiscal 
year thereafter for the Department of De- 
fense or the Department of Energy may be 
obligated or expended for the research, de- 
velopment, test, and evaluation or procure- 
ment of a new air-launched cruise missile or 
for the W80 warhead life extension program. 


SA 1526. Mr. MARKEY (for himself 
and Mr. FRANKEN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title XVI, add the following: 
Subtitle F—Smarter Approach to Nuclear 
Expenditures 

SEC. 1671. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Smarter 
Approach to Nuclear Expenditures Act’’. 

SEC. 1672. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 

(1) The Berlin Wall fell in 1989, the Soviet 
Union no longer exists, and the Cold War is 
over. The nature of threats to the national 
security and military interests of the United 
States has changed. However, the United 
States continues to maintain an enormous 
arsenal of nuclear weapons and delivery sys- 
tems that were devised with the Cold War in 
mind. 

(2) The current nuclear arsenal of the 
United States includes approximately 5,000 
total nuclear warheads, of which approxi- 
mately 2,000 are deployed with three delivery 
components: long-range strategic bomber 
aircraft, land-based intercontinental bal- 
listic missiles, and submarine-launched bal- 
listic missiles. The bomber fleet of the 
United States comprises 93 B-52 and 20 B-2 
aircraft. The United States maintains 450 
intercontinental ballistic missiles. The 
United States also maintains 14 Ohio-class 
submarines, up to 12 of which are deployed at 
sea. Each of those submarines is armed with 
up to 96 independently targetable nuclear 
warheads. 

(3) This Cold War-based approach to nu- 
clear security comes at significant cost. Over 
the next 10 years, the United States will 
spend hundreds of billions of dollars main- 
taining its nuclear force. A substantial de- 
crease in spending on the nuclear arsenal of 
the United States is prudent for both the 
budget and national security. 

(4) The national security interests of the 
United States can be well served by reducing 
the total number of deployed nuclear war- 
heads and their delivery systems, as stated 
by the Department of Defense’s June 2013 nu- 
clear policy guidance entitled, ‘‘Report on 
Nuclear Employment Strategy of the United 
States’’. This guidance found that force lev- 
els under the Treaty on Measures for the 
Further Reduction and Limitation of Stra- 
tegic Offensive Arms, signed on April 8, 2010, 
and entered into force on February 5, 2011, 
between the United States and the Russian 
Federation (commonly known as the ‘‘New 
START Treaty”) “are more than adequate 
for what the United States needs to fulfill its 
national security objectives” and that the 
force can be reduced by up to % below levels 
under the New START Treaty to 1,000 to 
1,100 warheads. 
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(5) Even without additional reductions in 
deployed strategic warheads, the United 
States can save tens of billions of dollars by 
deploying those warheads more efficiently 
on delivery systems and by deferring produc- 
tion of new delivery systems until they are 
needed. 

(6) Economic security and national secu- 
rity are linked and both will be well served 
by smart defense spending. Admiral Mike 
Mullen, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, stated on June 24, 2010, “Our national 
debt is our biggest national security threat’’ 
and on August 2, 2011, stated, “I haven't 
changed my view that the continually in- 
creasing debt is the biggest threat we have 
to our national security.”. 

(7) The Government Accountability Office 
has found that there is significant waste in 
the construction of the nuclear facilities of 
the National Nuclear Security Administra- 
tion of the Department of Energy. 

SEC. 1673. REDUCTION IN NUCLEAR FORCES. 

(a) PROHIBITION ON NEW LONG-RANGE PENE- 
TRATING BOMBER AIRCRAFT.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, none of 
the funds authorized to be appropriated or 
otherwise made available for any of fiscal 
years 2015 through 2024 for the Department of 
Defense may be obligated or expended for the 
research, development, test, and evaluation 
or procurement of a long-range penetrating 
bomber aircraft. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON F-35 NUCLEAR MIs- 
SION.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, none of the funds authorized to be ap- 
propriated or otherwise made available for 
fiscal year 2015 or any fiscal year thereafter 
for the Department of Defense or the Depart- 
ment of Energy may be used to make the F- 
35 Joint Strike Fighter aircraft capable of 
carrying nuclear weapons. 

(c) REDUCTION IN THE B61 LIFE EXTENSION 
PROGRAM.—Notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, none of the funds authorized to 
be appropriated or otherwise made available 
for fiscal year 2015 or any fiscal year there- 
after for the Department of Defense or the 
Department of Energy may be obligated or 
expended for the B61 life extension program 
until the Secretary of Defense and the Sec- 
retary of Energy jointly certify to Congress 
that the total cost of the B61 life extension 
program has been reduced to not more than 
$4,000,000,000. 

(d) TERMINATION OF W78 LIFE EXTENSION 
PROGRAM.—Notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, none of the funds authorized to 
be appropriated or otherwise made available 
for fiscal year 2015 or any fiscal year there- 
after for the Department of Defense or the 
Department of Energy may be obligated or 
expended for the W78 life extension program. 

(e) REDUCTION OF NUCLEAR-ARMED SUB- 
MARINES.—Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, beginning in fiscal year 2021, the 
forces of the Navy shall include not more 
than eight  ballistic-missile submarines 
available for deployment. 

(f) LIMITATION ON SSBN-X SUBMARINES.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law— 

(1) none of the funds authorized to be ap- 
propriated or otherwise made available for 
any of fiscal years 2015 through 2024 for the 
Department of Defense may be obligated or 
expended for the procurement of an SSBN-X 
submarine; and 

(2) none of the funds authorized to be ap- 
propriated or otherwise made available for 
fiscal year 2025 or any fiscal year thereafter 
for the Department of Defense may be obli- 
gated or expended for the procurement of 
more than eight such submarines. 
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(g) PROHIBITION ON NEW INTERCONTINENTAL 
BALLISTIC MISSILE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, none of the funds au- 
thorized to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available for any of fiscal years 2015 
through 2024 for the Department of Defense 
may be obligated or expended for the re- 
search, development, test, and evaluation or 
procurement of a new intercontinental bal- 
listic missile. 

(h) TERMINATION OF MIXED OXIDE FUEL 
FABRICATION FACILITY PROJECT.—Notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, none of 
the funds authorized to be appropriated or 
otherwise made available for fiscal year 2015 
or any fiscal year thereafter for the Depart- 
ment of Defense or the Department of En- 
ergy may be obligated or expended for the 
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility 
project. 

(i) TERMINATION OF URANIUM PROCESSING 
FACILITY.—Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, none of the funds authorized to 
be appropriated or otherwise made available 
for fiscal year 2015 or any fiscal year there- 
after for the Department of Defense or the 
Department of Energy may be obligated or 
expended for the Uranium Processing Facil- 
ity located at the Y-12 National Security 
Complex, Oak Ridge, Tennessee. 

(j) PROHIBITION ON NEW AIR LAUNCHED 
CRUISE MISSILE.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, none of the funds author- 
ized to be appropriated or otherwise made 
available for fiscal year 2015 or any fiscal 
year thereafter for the Department of De- 
fense or the Department of Energy may be 
obligated or expended for the research, de- 
velopment, test, and evaluation or procure- 
ment of a new air-launched cruise missile or 
for the W80 warhead life extension program. 
SEC. 1674. REPORTS REQUIRED. 

(a) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense and the Sec- 
retary of Energy shall jointly submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress a report 
outlining the plan of each Secretary to carry 
out section 1673. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than March 
1, 2016, and annually thereafter, the Sec- 
retary of Defense and the Secretary of En- 
ergy shall jointly submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress a report outlining 
the plan of each Secretary to carry out sec- 
tion 1673, including any updates to pre- 
viously submitted reports. 

(c) ANNUAL NUCLEAR WEAPONS ACCOUNT- 
ING.—Not later than September 30, 2016, and 
annually thereafter, the President shall 
transmit to the appropriate committees of 
Congress a report containing a comprehen- 
sive accounting by the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget of the amounts 
obligated and expended by the Federal Gov- 
ernment for each nuclear weapon and related 
nuclear program during— 

(1) the fiscal year covered by the report; 
and 

(2) the life cycle of such weapon or pro- 
gram. 

(d) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term “appro- 
priate committees of Congress’? means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and the Committee 
on Natural Resources of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 
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SA 1527. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN TIME 
SPENT RECEIVING MEDICAL CARE 
FROM SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AS 
ACTIVE DUTY FOR PURPOSES OF 
ELIGIBILITY FOR POST-9/11 EDU- 
CATIONAL ASSISTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3301(1)(B) of title 
38, United States Code, is amended by insert- 
ing ‘‘12301(h),’’ after ‘‘12301(g),’’. 

(b) RETROACTIVE APPLICATION.—The 
amendment made by subsection (a) shall 
apply as if such amendment were enacted 
immediately after the enactment of the 
Post-9/11 Veterans Educational Assistance 
Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-252). 


SA 1528. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . REPEAL OF SUNSET RELATED TO 


COAST GUARD AVIATION CAPACITY. 
Section 225(b)(2) of the Howard Coble Coast 
Guard and Maritime Transportation Act of 
2014 (Public Law 113-281; 128 Stat. 3039) is re- 
pealed. 


SA 1529. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 352 and insert the following: 
SEC. 352. RETIREMENT OF MILITARY WORKING 

DOGS IN THE UNITED STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2583(f) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 

(2) by inserting “(1)” before “If the Sec- 
retary”; 

(3) in paragraph (1), as designated by para- 
graph (2) of this subsection— 

(A) by striking ‘‘, and no suitable adoption 
is available at the military facility where 
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the dog is location, the Secretary may”” and 
inserting “the Secretary shall”; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), as designated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting 
““within the United States” after ‘‘to another 
location’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph (2): 

“(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply if a 
United States citizen living abroad adopts 
the dog at the time of retirement.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and shall 
apply to retirements of military working 
dogs pursuant to section 2583 of title 10, 
United States Code, that occur on or after 
that date. 


SA 1530. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. PREFERENCE ELIGIBLE TREATMENT 
FOR FATHERS OF CERTAIN PERMA- 


NENTLY DISABLED OR DECEASED 
VETERANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2108(3) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
subparagraphs (F) and (G) and inserting the 
following: 

“(F) the parent of an individual who lost 
his or her life under honorable conditions 
while serving in the armed forces during a 
period named by paragraph (1)(A) of this sec- 
tion, if— 

“*(1) the spouse of that parent is totally and 
permanently disabled; or 

“(ii) that parent, when preference is 
claimed, is unmarried or, if married, legally 
separated from his or her spouse; 

“(G) the parent of a service-connected per- 
manently and totally disabled veteran, if— 

“*(1) the spouse of that parent is totally and 
permanently disabled; or 

“(ii) that parent, when preference is 
claimed, is unmarried or, if married, legally 
separated from his or her spouse; and’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1531. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. REQUIREMENT TO USE HUMAN-BASED 


METHODS FOR CERTAIN MEDICAL 
TRAINING. 


(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 
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(1) The Department of Defense has made 
impressive strides in the development and 
use of methods of medical training and troop 
protection, such as the use of tourniquets 
and improvements in body armor, that have 
led to decreased battlefield fatalities. 

(2) The Department of Defense uses more 
than 8,500 live animals each year to train 
physicians, medics, corpsmen, and other per- 
sonnel methods of responding to severe bat- 
tlefield injuries. 

(3) The civilian sector has almost exclu- 
sively phased in the use of superior human- 
based training methods for numerous med- 
ical procedures currently taught in military 
courses using animals. 

(4) Human-based medical training methods 
such as simulators replicate human anatomy 
and can allow for repetitive practice and 
data collection. 

(5) According to scientific, peer-reviewed 
literature, medical simulation increases pa- 
tient safety and decreases errors by 
healthcare providers. 

(6) The Army Research, Development and 
Engineering Command and other entities of 
the Department of Defense have taken sig- 
nificant steps to develop methods to replace 
live animal-based training. 

(7) According to the report by the Depart- 
ment of Defense titled ‘‘Final Report on the 
use of Live Animals in Medical Education 
and Training Joint Analysis Team’’, pub- 
lished on July 12, 2009— 

(A) validated, high-fidelity simulators 
were to have been available for nearly every 
high-volume or high-value battlefield med- 
ical procedure by the end of 2011, and many 
were available as of 2009; and 

(B) validated, high-fidelity simulators were 
to have been available to teach all other pro- 
cedures to respond to common battlefield in- 
juries by 2014. 

(8) The Center for Sustainment of Trauma 
and Readiness Skills of the Air Force exclu- 
sively uses human-based training methods in 
its courses and does not use animals. 

(9) In 2013, the Army instituted a policy 
forbidding non-medical personnel from par- 
ticipating in training courses involving the 
use of animals. 

(10) In 2013, the medical school of the De- 
partment of Defense, part of the Uniformed 
Services University of the Health Sciences, 
replaced animal use within its medical stu- 
dent curriculum. 

(11) The Coast Guard announced in 2014 
that it would reduce by half the number of 
animals it uses for combat trauma training 
courses but stated that animals would con- 
tinue to be used in courses designed for De- 
partment of Defense personnel. 

(12) Effective January 1, 2015, the Depart- 
ment of Defense replaced animal use in six 
areas of medical training, including Ad- 
vanced Trauma Life Support courses and the 
development and maintenance of surgical 
and critical care skills for field operational 
surgery and field assessment and skills tests 
for international students offered at the De- 
fense Institute of Medical Operations. 

(b) REQUIREMENT TO UsE HUMAN-BASED 
METHODS FOR CERTAIN MEDICAL TRAINING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 101 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“§ 2017. Use of human-based methods for cer- 
tain medical training 

““(a) COMBAT TRAUMA INJURIES.—(1) Not 
later than October 1, 2018, the Secretary of 
Defense shall develop, test, and validate 
human-based training methods for the pur- 
pose of training members of the armed forces 
in the treatment of combat trauma injuries 
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with the goal of replacing live animal-based 
training methods. 

“*(2) Not later than October 1, 2020, the Sec- 
retary— 

“(A) shall only use human-based training 
methods for the purpose of training members 
of the armed forces in the treatment of com- 
bat trauma injuries; and 

““(B) may not use animals for such purpose. 

““(b) EXCEPTION FOR PARTICULAR COMMANDS 
AND TRAINING METHODS.—(1) The Secretary 
may exempt a particular command, par- 
ticular training method, or both, from the 
requirement for human-based training meth- 
ods under subsection (a)(2) if the Secretary 
determines that human-based training meth- 
ods will not provide an educationally equiva- 
lent or superior substitute for live animal- 
based training methods for such command or 
training method, as the case may be. 

““(2) Any exemption under this subsection 
shall be for such period, not more than one 
year, as the Secretary shall specify in grant- 
ing the exemption. Any exemption may be 
renewed (subject to the preceding sentence). 

““(c) ANNUAL REPORTS.—(1) Not later than 
October 1, 2016, and each year thereafter, the 
Secretary shall submit to the congressional 
defense committees a report on the develop- 
ment and implementation of human-based 
training methods for the purpose of training 
members of the armed forces in the treat- 
ment of combat trauma injuries under this 
section. 

““(2) Each report under this subsection on 
or after October 1, 2020, shall include a de- 
scription of any exemption under subsection 
(b) that is in force as the time of such report, 
and a current justification for such exemp- 
tion. 

““(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

“(1) The term ‘combat trauma injuries’ 
means severe injuries likely to occur during 
combat, including— 

““(A) hemorrhage; 

““(B) tension pneumothorax; 

““(C) amputation resulting from blast in- 
jury; 

““(D) compromises to the airway; and 

““(E) other injuries. 

“(2) The term ‘human-based training meth- 
ods’ means, with respect to training individ- 
uals in medical treatment, the use of sys- 
tems and devices that do not use animals, in- 
cluding— 

““(A) simulators; 

““(B) partial task trainers; 

“(C) moulage; 

“(D) simulated combat environments; 

““(E) human cadavers; and 

“(F) rotations in civilian and military 
trauma centers. 

“*(3) The term ‘partial task trainers’ means 
training aids that allow individuals to learn 
or practice specific medical procedures.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 101 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘2017. Use of human-based methods for cer- 
tain medical training.’’. 


SA 1532. Mr. DONNELLY submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
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which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


Beginning on page 86, strike line 4 and all 
that follows through page 87, line 5, and in- 
sert the following: 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall direct 
the executive agent for printed circuit board 
technology appointed under section 256(a) of 
the Duncan Hunter National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public 
Law 110-417; 10 U.S.C. 2501 note) to coordi- 
nate execution of the study required by sub- 
section (a) using capabilities of the Depart- 
ment in effect on the day before the date of 
the enactment of this Act to conduct tech- 
nical analysis on a sample of failed elec- 
tronic parts in field systems. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—(A) The technical analysis 
required by paragraph (1) shall include the 
following: 

(i) Selection of a representative sample of 
electronic component types, including dig- 
ital, mixed-signal, and analog integrated cir- 
cuits. 

(ii) An assessment of the presence of coun- 
terfeit parts, including causes and attributes 
of failures of any identified counterfeit part. 
(iii) For components found to have coun- 
terfeit parts present, an assessment of the 
impact of the counterfeit part in the failure 
mechanism. 

(iv) For cases with counterfeit parts con- 
tributing to the failure, a determination of 
the failure attributes, factors, and effects on 
subsystem and system level reliability, read- 
iness, and performance. 

(B) For any parts assessed under subpara- 
graph (A) that demonstrate unusual or sus- 
picious failure mechanisms, the federation 
established under section 937(a)(1) of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 10 U.S.C. 2224 
note) shall— 

(i) conduct a technical assessment for indi- 
cations of malicious tampering; and 

(ii) submit to the executive agent de- 
scribed in paragraph (1) a report on the find- 
ings of the federation with respect to the 
technical assessment conducted under clause 


(i). 


SA 1533. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


On page 478, strike line 18 and all that fol- 
lows through page 492, line 20, and insert the 
following: 

No amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by this Act or otherwise available for the De- 
partment of Defense may be used to transfer, 
release, or assist in the transfer or release to 
or within the United States, its territories, 
or possessions of Khalid Sheikh Mohammed 
or any other detainee who— 

(1) is not a United States citizen or a mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces of the United 
States; and 

(2) is or was held on or after January 20, 
2009, at United States Naval Station, Guan- 
tanamo Bay, Cuba, by the Department of De- 
fense. 


June 3, 2015 


SA 1534. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 1034. 


SA 1535. Mr. INHOFE (for himself 
and Mr. CORKER) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _ . FEDERAL PURCHASE REQUIREMENT. 

Section 203 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 15852) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the matter pre- 
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘a number 
equivalent to” before “the total amount of 
electric energy”; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking paragraph 
(2) and inserting the following: 

“(2) RENEWABLE ENERGY.—The term “re- 
newable energy” means electric or, if result- 
ing from a thermal energy project placed in 
service after December 31, 2014, thermal en- 
ergy generated from, or avoided by, solar, 
wind, biomass, landfill gas, ocean (including 
tidal, wave, current, and thermal), geo- 
thermal, municipal solid waste, or new hy- 
droelectric generation capacity achieved 
from increased efficiency or additions of new 
capacity at an existing hydroelectric 
project.”; and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (3) as subparagraphs (A) through (C), 
respectively, and indenting appropriately; 

(B) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A) (as so redesignated), by striking ‘‘For 
purposes” and inserting the following: 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

‘(2) SEPARATE CALCULATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of deter- 
mining compliance with the requirements of 
this section, any energy consumption that is 
avoided through the use of renewable energy 
shall be considered to be renewable energy 
produced. 

‘(B) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—Avoided 
energy consumption that is considered to be 
renewable energy produced under subpara- 
graph (A) shall not also be counted for pur- 
poses of achieving compliance with a Federal 
energy efficiency goal required under any 
other provision of law.”. 


SA 1536. Mr. INHOFE (for himself 
and Mr. COONS) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 


June 3, 2015 


MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _. FREE TRADE AGREEMENTS WITH SUB- 
SAHARAN AFRICAN COUNTRIES. 

(a) PLAN REQUIREMENTS AND REPORTING.— 
Section 116 of the African Growth and Oppor- 
tunity Act (19 U.S.C. 3723) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

““(d) PLAN REQUIREMENT.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall de- 
velop a plan for the purpose of negotiating 
and entering into one or more free trade 
agreements with all eligible sub-Saharan Af- 
rican countries. The plan shall identify the 
10 to 15 eligible sub-Saharan African coun- 
tries or groups of such countries that are 
most ready for a free trade agreement with 
the United States. 

“*(2) ELEMENTS OF PLAN.—The plan required 
by paragraph (1) shall include, for each eligi- 
ble sub-Saharan African country, the fol- 
lowing: 

““(A) The steps each such country needs to 
be equipped and ready to enter into a free 
trade agreement with the United States, in- 
cluding the effective implementation of the 
WTO Agreements and the development of a 
bilateral investment treaty. 

‘(B) Milestones for accomplishing each 
step identified in subparagraph (A) for each 
such country, with the goal of establishing a 
free trade agreement with each such country 
not later than 10 years after the date of the 
enactment of the Trade Act of 2015. 

“(C) A description of the resources re- 
quired to assist each such country in accom- 
plishing each milestone described in sub- 
paragraph (B). 

‘(D) The extent to which steps described in 
subparagraph (A), the milestones described 
in subparagraph (B), and resources described 
in subparagraph (C) may be accomplished 
through regional or subregional organiza- 
tions in sub-Saharan Africa, including the 
East African Community, the Economic 
Community of West African States, the Com- 
mon Market for Eastern and Southern Afri- 
ca, and the Economic Community of Central 
African States. 

““(E) Procedures to ensure the following: 

““(i) Adequate consultation with Congress 
and the private sector during the negotia- 
tions. 

“(ii) Consultation with Congress regarding 
all matters relating to implementation of 
the agreement or agreements. 

““(iii) Approval by Congress of the agree- 
ment or agreements. 

““(iv) Adequate consultations with the rel- 
evant African governments and African re- 
gional and subregional intergovernmental 
organizations during the negotiation of the 
agreement or agreements. 

“*(3) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later 
than 12 months after the date of the enact- 
ment of the Trade Act of 2015, and every 5 
years thereafter, the President shall prepare 
and submit to Congress a report containing 
the plan developed pursuant to paragraph (1). 

“*(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

““(A) ELIGIBLE SUB-SAHARAN AFRICAN COUN- 
TRY.—The term “eligible sub-Saharan Afri- 
can country’ means a country designated as 
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an eligible sub-Saharan African country 
under section 104. 

“(B) WTO.—The term 
World Trade Organization. 

“(C) WTO AGREEMENT.—The term ‘WTO 
Agreement' has the meaning given that term 
in section 2(9) of the Uruguay Round Agree- 
ments Act (19 U.S.C. 3501(9)). 

“(D) WTO AGREEMENTS.—The term ‘WTO 
Agreements’ means the WTO Agreement and 
agreements annexed to that Agreement.’’. 

(b) COORDINATION OF USAID WITH FREE 
TRADE AGREEMENT POLICY.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION OF FUNDS.—Funds made 
available to the United States Agency for 
International Development under section 496 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 
U.S.C. 2293) after the date of the enactment 
of this Act may be used, in consultation with 
the United States Trade Representative— 

(A) to assist eligible countries, including 
by deploying resources to such countries, in 
addressing the steps and milestones identi- 
fied in the plan developed under subsection 
(d) of section 116 of the African Growth and 
Opportunity Act (19 U.S.C. 3723), as added by 
subsection (a); and 

(B) to assist eligible countries in the im- 
plementation of the commitments of those 
countries under agreements with the United 
States and the WTO Agreements (as defined 
in subsection (d)(4) of such section 116). 

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 

(A) ELIGIBLE COUNTRY.—The term ‘‘eligible 
country” means a sub-Saharan African coun- 
try that receives— 

(i) benefits under for the African Growth 
and Opportunity Act (19 U.S.C. 3701 et seq.); 
and 

(ii) funding from the United States Agency 
for International Development. 

(B) SUB-SAHARAN AFRICAN COUNTRY.—The 
term “sub-Saharan African country” has the 
meaning given that term in section 107 of the 
African Growth and Opportunity Act (19 
U.S.C. 3706). 

(c) COORDINATION WITH MILLENNIUM CHAL- 
LENGE CORPORATION.—After the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the United States 
Trade Representative and the Administrator 
of the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development shall consult and co- 
ordinate with the Chief Executive Officer of 
the Millennium Challenge Corporation re- 
garding countries that have entered into a 
Millennium Challenge Compact pursuant to 
section 609 of the Millennium Challenge Act 
of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7708) that have been de- 
clared eligible to enter into such a Compact 
for the purpose of developing and carrying 
out the plan required by subsection (d) of 
section 116 of the African Growth and Oppor- 
tunity Act (19 U.S.C. 3723), as added by sub- 
section (a). 

(d) MILLENNIUM CHALLENGE CORPORATION 
CONCURRENT COMPACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 609 of the Millen- 
nium Challenge Act of 2003 (22 U.S.C. 7708) is 
amended— 

(A) in subsection (k), by striking the first 
sentence; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

“*(1) CONCURRENT COMPACTS.— 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 
and (3), an eligible country and the United 
States may enter into and have in effect not 
more than 2 Compacts at any given time 
under this section. 

“*(2) PURPOSES OF COMPACTS.—An eligible 
country and the United States that have en- 
tered into and have in effect a Compact 
under this section may enter into and have 
in effect at the same time one additional 
Compact in accordance with the require- 
ments of this title if— 


‘WTO’ means the 
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““(A) one or both of the Compacts are or 
will be for purposes of regional economic in- 
tegration, increased regional trade, or cross- 
border collaborations; and 

““(B) the Board determines that the coun- 
try is making considerable and demonstrable 
progress in implementing the terms of the 
existing Compact and supplementary agree- 
ments to that Compact. 

“(m) LIMITATION OF USE OF FUNDS.— 
Amounts made available to carry out this 
title, including amounts made available to 
enter into a Compact under this section or to 
provide assistance under section 616 or any 
other form of assistance under this title to a 
country, may not be obligated or expended 
for the purpose of entering into such a Com- 
pact with or providing such assistance to a 
country that has not been selected by the 
Board as eligible.”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
613(b)(2)(A) of such Act (22 U.S.C. 
7712(b)(2)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘the 
Compact” and inserting “any Compact”. 

(3) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made 
by this subsection apply with respect to 
Compacts entered into between the United 
States and an eligible country under the Mil- 
lennium Challenge Act of 2003 before, on, or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1537. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. RECOVERY OF EXCESS FIREARMS, AM- 

MUNITION, AND PARTS GRANTED TO 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND TRANS- 
FER TO CERTAIN PERSONS. 

(a) RECOVERY.—Subchapter II of chapter 
407 of title 36, United States Code, is amend- 
ed by inserting after section 40728A the fol- 
lowing new section: 

“§40728B. Recovery of excess firearms, am- 
munition, and parts granted to foreign 
countries and transfer to certain persons 
“(a) AUTHORITY To RECOVER.—(1) Subject 

to paragraph (2) and subsection (b), the Sec- 

retary of the Army may acquire from any 
person any firearm, ammunition, repair 
parts, or other supplies described in section 

40731(a) of this title which were— 

““(A) provided to any country on a grant 
basis under the conditions imposed by sec- 
tion 505 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
(22 U.S.C. 2314) that became excess to the 
needs of such country; and 

“(B) lawfully acquired by such person. 

“(2) The Secretary of the Army may not 
acquire anything under paragraph (1) except 
for transfer to a person in the United States 
under subsection (c). 

“*(3) The Secretary of the Army may accept 
firearms, ammunition, repair parts, or other 
supplies under paragraph (1) notwithstanding 
section 1342 of title 31. 

““(b) COST OF RECOVERY.—The Secretary of 
the Army may not acquire anything under 
subsection (a) if the United States would 
incur any cost for such acquisition. 

“(c) AVAILABILITY FOR TRANSFER.—Any 
firearms, ammunition, repair parts, or sup- 
plies acquired under subsection (a) shall be 
available for transfer in the United States to 
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the person from whom acquired if such per- 

son— 

““(1) is licensed as a manufacturer, im- 
porter, or dealer pursuant to section 923(a) of 
title 18; and 

“(2) uses an ammunition depot of the Army 
that is an eligible facility for receipt of any 
firearms, ammunition, repair parts, or sup- 
plies under this paragraph. 

“(d) CONTRACTS.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (k) of section 2304 of title 10, the Sec- 
retary may enter into such contracts or co- 
operative agreements on a sole source basis 
pursuant to paragraphs (4) and (5) of sub- 
section (c) of such section to carry out this 
section. 

““(e) FIREARM DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term ‘firearm’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 921 of title 18.”. 

(b) SALE.—Section 40732 of such title is 
amended— 

(1) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(d) SALES BY OTHER PERSONS.—A person 
who receives a firearm or any ammunition, 
repair parts, or supplies under section 
40728B(c) of this title may sell, at fair mar- 
ket value, such firearm, ammunition, repair 
parts, or supplies.””; and 

(2) in subsection (c), in the heading, by in- 
serting '“BY THE CORPORATION” after ‘‘LIMI- 
TATION ON SALES”. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 407 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 40728A the following 
new item: 

“‘40728B. Recovery of excess firearms, ammu- 
nition, and parts granted to for- 
eign countries and transfer to 
certain persons.’’. 


SA 1538. Mr. WICKER (for himself, 
Ms. CANTWELL, and Mr. HATCH) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. MELVILLE HALL OF THE UNITED 
STATES MERCHANT MARINE ACAD- 
EMY. 

(a) GIFT TO THE MERCHANT MARINE ACAD- 
EMY.—The Maritime Administrator may ac- 
cept a gift of money from the Foundation 
under section 51315 of title 46, United States 
Code, for the purpose of renovating Melville 
Hall on the campus of the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy. 

(b) COVERED GIFTS.—A gift described in 
this subsection is a gift under subsection (a) 
that the Maritime Administrator determines 
exceeds the sum of— 

(1) the minimum amount that is sufficient 
to ensure the renovation of Melville Hall in 
accordance with the capital improvement 
plan of the United States Merchant Marine 
Academy that was in effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) 25 percent of the amount described in 
paragraph (1). 

(c) OPERATION CONTRACTS.—Subject to sub- 
section (d), in the case that the Maritime 
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Administrator accepts a gift of money de- 
scribed in subsection (b), the Maritime Ad- 
ministrator may enter into a contract with 
the Foundation for the operation of Melville 
Hall to make available facilities for, among 
other possible uses, official academy func- 
tions, third-party catering functions, and in- 
dustry events and conferences. 

(d) CONTRACT TERMS.—The contract de- 
scribed in subsection (c) shall be for such pe- 
riod and on such terms as the Maritime Ad- 
ministrator considers appropriate, including 
a provision, mutually agreeable to the Mari- 
time Administrator and the Foundation, 
that— 

(1) requires the Foundation— 

(A) at the expense solely of the Foundation 
through the term of the contract to main- 
tain Melville Hall in a condition that is as 
good as or better than the condition Melville 
Hall was in on the later of— 

(i) the date that the renovation of Melville 
Hall was completed; or 

(ii) the date that the Foundation accepted 
Melville Hall after it was tendered to the 
Foundation by the Maritime Administrator; 
and 

(B) to deposit all proceeds from the oper- 
ation of Melville Hall, after expenses nec- 
essary for the operation and maintenance of 
Melville Hall, into the account of the Regi- 
mental Affairs Non-Appropriated Fund In- 
strumentality or successor entity, to be used 
solely for the morale and welfare of the ca- 
dets of the United States Merchant Marine 
Academy; and 

(2) prohibits the use of Melville Hall as 
lodging or an office by any person for more 
than 4 days in any calendar year other 
than— 

(A) by the United States; or 

(B) for the administration and operation of 
Melville Hall. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CONTRACT.—The term “contract” in- 
cludes any modification, extension, or re- 
newal of the contract. 

(2) FOUNDATION.—In this section, the term 
“Foundation” means the United States Mer- 
chant Marine Academy Alumni Association 
and Foundation, Inc. 

(f) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed under section 
3105 of title 41, United States Code, as requir- 
ing the Maritime Administrator to award a 
contract for the operation of Melville Hall to 
the Foundation. 


SA 1539. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. SUL- 
LIVAN, and Mr. INHOFE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Insert after section 342 the following: 

SEC. 342A. PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTS TO FA- 
CILITATE PAYMENTS FOR HON- 


ORING MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AT SPORTING EVENTS. 
(a) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 
(1) the Army National Guard has paid pro- 
fessional sports organizations to honor mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces; 
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(2) any organization wishing to honor 
members of the Armed Forces should do so 
on a voluntary basis, and the Department of 
Defense should take action to ensure that no 
payments be made for such activities in the 
future; and 

(8) any organization, including the Na- 
tional Football League, that has accepted 
taxpayer funds to honor members of the 
Armed Forces should consider directing an 
equivalent amount of funding in the form of 
a donation to a charitable organization that 
supports members of the Armed Forces, vet- 
erans, and their families. 

(b) PROHIBITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 
134 of title 10, United States Code, is amend- 
ed by inserting after section 2241a the fol- 
lowing new section: 

“$2241b. Prohibition on contracts providing 
payments for activities to honor members 
of the armed forces 
““(a) PROHIBITION.—The Department of De- 

fense may not enter into any contract or 
other agreement under which payments are 
to be made in exchange for activities by the 
contractor intended to honor, or giving the 
appearance of honoring, members of the 
armed forces (whether members of the reg- 
ular components or the reserve components) 
at any form of sporting event. 

““(b) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in subsection 
(a) shall be construed as prohibiting the De- 
partment from taking actions to facilitate 
activities intended to honor members of the 
armed forces at sporting events that are pro- 
vided on a pro bono basis or otherwise funded 
with non-Federal funds if such activities are 
provided and received in accordance with ap- 
plicable rules and regulations regarding the 
acceptance of gifts by the military depart- 
ments, the armed forces, and members of the 
armed forces.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of subchapter I of 
chapter 134 of such title is amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 
2241a the following new item: 

“2241b. Prohibition on contracts providing 
payments for activities to 
honor members of the armed 
forces at sporting events.”. 


SA 1540. Mr. BENNET (for himself 
and Mr. GARDNER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; as 
follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1085. 


COMPTROLLER GENERAL BRIEFING 
AND REPORT ON MAJOR MEDICAL 
FACILITY PROJECTS OF DEPART- 
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) BRIEFING.—Not later than 270 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall provide to the appropriate committees 
of Congress a briefing on the administration 
and oversight by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs of contracts for the design and con- 
struction of major medical facility projects, 
as defined in section 8104(a)(3)(A) of title 38, 
United States Code. 
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(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress a report on 
the administration and oversight described 
in subsection (a). 

(c) ELEMENTS.—The briefing required by 
subsection (a) and the report required by 
subsection (b) shall each include an examina- 
tion of the following: 

(1) The processes used by the Department 
for overseeing and assuring the performance 
of construction design and construction con- 
tracts for major medical facility projects, as 
so defined. 

(2) Any actions taken by the Department 
to improve the administration of such con- 
tracts. 

(3) Such opportunities for further improve- 
ment of the administration of such contracts 
as the Comptroller General considers appro- 
priate. 

(d) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress”? means— 

(1) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and 
the Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies of 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(2) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and 
the Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies of the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives. 


SA 1541. Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. 
VITTER, and Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

TITLE 


____—VESSEL INCIDENTAL 

DISCHARGE ACT 
SEC. 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Vessel Inci- 
dental Discharge Act’’. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS; PURPOSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Beginning with enactment of the Act to 
Prevent Pollution from Ships in 1980 (22 
U.S.C. 1901 et seq.), the United States Coast 
Guard has been the principal Federal author- 
ity charged with administering, enforcing, 
and prescribing regulations relating to the 
discharge of pollutants from vessels engaged 
in maritime commerce and transportation. 

(2) The Coast Guard estimates there are 
approximately 21,560,000 State-registered 
recreational vessels, 75,000 commercial fish- 
ing vessels, and 33,000 freight and tank 
barges operating in United States waters. 

(3) From 1978 to 2005, certain discharges in- 
cidental to the normal operation of a vessel 
were exempted by regulation from otherwise 
applicable permitting requirements. 

(4) Over the 32 years during which this reg- 
ulatory exemption was in effect, Congress 
enacted statutes on a number of occasions 
dealing with the regulation of discharges in- 
cidental to the normal operation of a vessel, 
including— 
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(A) the Act to Prevent Pollution from 
Ships (33 U.S.C. 1901 et seq.) in 1980; 

(B) the Nonindigenous Aquatic Nuisance 
Prevention and Control Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 
4701 et seq.); 

(C) the National Invasive Species Act of 
1996 (110 Stat. 4073); 

(D) section 415 of the Coast Guard Author- 
ization Act of 1998 (112 Stat. 3434) and section 
623 of the Coast Guard and Maritime Trans- 
portation Act of 2004 (33 U.S.C. 1901 note), 
which established interim and permanent re- 
quirements, respectively, for the regulation 
of vessel discharges of certain bulk cargo 
residue; 

(E) title XIV of division B of Appendix D of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2001 
(114 Stat. 2763), which prohibited or limited 
certain vessel discharges in certain areas of 
Alaska; 

(F) section 204 of the Maritime Transpor- 
tation Security Act of 2002 (33 U.S.C. 1902a), 
which established requirements for the regu- 
lation of vessel discharges of agricultural 
cargo residue material in the form of hold 
washings; and 

(G) title X of the Coast Guard Authoriza- 
tion Act of 2010 (33 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.), which 
provided for the implementation of the 
International Convention on the Control of 
Harmful Anti-Fouling Systems on Ships, 
2001. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this title is 
to provide for the establishment of nation- 
ally uniform and environmentally sound 
standards and requirements for the manage- 
ment of discharges incidental to the normal 
operation of a vessel. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term Adminis- 
trator means the Administrator of the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency. 

(2) AQUATIC NUISANCE SPECIES.—The term 
aquatic nuisance species means a nonindige- 
nous species (including a pathogen) that 
threatens the diversity or abundance of na- 
tive species or the ecological stability of 
navigable waters or commercial, agricul- 
tural, aquacultural, or recreational activi- 
ties dependent on such waters. 

(3) BALLAST WATER.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ballast water 
means any water, including any sediment 
suspended in such water, taken aboard a ves- 
sel— 

(i) to control trim, list, draught, stability, 
or stresses of the vessel; or 

(ii) during the cleaning, maintenance, or 
other operation of a ballast water treatment 
technology of the vessel. 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ballast water 
does not include any pollutant that is added 
to water described in subparagraph (A) that 
is not directly related to the operation of a 
properly functioning ballast water treatment 
technology under this title. 

(4) BALLAST WATER PERFORMANCE STAND- 
ARD.—The term ballast water performance 
standard means the numerical ballast water 
discharge standard set forth in section 
151.2030 of title 33, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions or section 151.1511 of title 33, Code of 
Federal Regulations, as applicable, or a re- 
vised numerical ballast water performance 
standard established under subsection 
(a)(1)(B), (b), or (c) of section _5 of this 
title. 

(5) BALLAST WATER TREATMENT TECHNOLOGY 
OR TREATMENT TECHNOLOGY.—The term bal- 
last water treatment technology or treat- 
ment technology means any mechanical, 
physical, chemical, or biological process 
used, alone or in combination, to remove, 
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render harmless, or avoid the uptake or dis- 
charge of aquatic nuisance species within 
ballast water. 

(6) BIOCIDE.—The term biocide means a 
substance or organism, including a virus or 
fungus, that is introduced into or produced 
by a ballast water treatment technology to 
reduce or eliminate aquatic nuisance species 
as part of the process used to comply with a 
ballast water performance standard under 
this title. 

(7) DISCHARGE INCIDENTAL TO THE NORMAL 
OPERATION OF A VESSEL.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term discharge inci- 
dental to the normal operation of a vessel 
means— 

(i) a discharge into navigable waters from 
a vessel of— 

(Daa) ballast water, graywater, bilge 
water, cooling water, oil water separator ef- 
fluent, anti-fouling hull coating leachate, 
boiler or economizer blowdown, byproducts 
from cathodic protection, controllable pitch 
propeller and thruster hydraulic fluid, dis- 
tillation and reverse osmosis brine, elevator 
pit effluent, firemain system effluent, fresh- 
water layup effluent, gas turbine wash 
water, motor gasoline and compensating ef- 
fluent, refrigeration and air condensate ef- 
fluent, seawater pumping biofouling preven- 
tion substances, boat engine wet exhaust, 
sonar dome effluent, exhaust gas scrubber 
washwater, or stern tube packing gland ef- 
fluent; or 

(bb) any other pollutant associated with 
the operation of a marine propulsion system, 
shipboard maneuvering system, habitability 
system, or installed major equipment, or 
from a protective, preservative, or absorp- 
tive application to the hull of a vessel; 

(II) weather deck runoff, deck wash, aque- 
ous film forming foam effluent, chain locker 
effluent, non-oily machinery wastewater, un- 
derwater ship husbandry effluent, welldeck 
effluent, or fish hold and fish hold cleaning 
effluent; or 

(III) any effluent from a properly func- 
tioning marine engine; or 

(ii) a discharge of a pollutant into navi- 
gable waters in connection with the testing, 
maintenance, or repair of a system, equip- 
ment, or engine described in subclause (D(bb) 
or (III) of clause (i) whenever the vessel is 
waterborne. 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term discharge inci- 
dental to the normal operation of a vessel 
does not include— 

(i) a discharge into navigable waters from 
a vessel of— 

(I) rubbish, trash, garbage, incinerator ash, 
or other such material discharged overboard; 

(II) oil or a hazardous substance as those 
terms are defined in section 311 of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1321); 

(III) sewage as defined in section 312(a)(6) 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
(33 U.S.C. 1322(a)(6)); or 

(IV) graywater referred to in section 
312(a)(6) of the Federal Water Pollution Con- 
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1322(a)(6)); 

(ii) an emission of an air pollutant result- 
ing from the operation onboard a vessel of a 
vessel propulsion system, motor driven 
equipment, or incinerator; or 

(iii) a discharge into navigable waters from 
a vessel when the vessel is operating in a ca- 
pacity other than as a means of transpor- 
tation on water. 

(8) GEOGRAPHICALLY LIMITED AREA.—The 
term geographically limited area means an 
area— 

(A) with a physical limitation, including 
limitation by physical size and limitation by 
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authorized route such as the Great Lakes 
and St. Lawrence River, that prevents a ves- 
sel from operating outside the area, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary; or 

(B) that is ecologically homogeneous, as 
determined by the Secretary, in consultation 
with the heads of other Federal departments 
or agencies as the Secretary considers appro- 
priate. 

(9) MANUFACTURER.—The term manufac- 
turer means a person engaged in the manu- 
facture, assemblage, or importation of bal- 
last water treatment technology. 

(10) SECRETARY.—The term Secretary 
means the Secretary of the department in 
which the Coast Guard is operating. 

(11) VESSEL.—The term vessel means every 
description of watercraft or other artificial 
contrivance used, or practically or otherwise 
capable of being used, as a means of trans- 
portation on water. 

SEC. 4. REGULATION AND ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Administrator, shall es- 
tablish and implement enforceable uniform 
national standards and requirements for the 
regulation of discharges incidental to the 
normal operation of a vessel. The standards 
and requirements shall— 

(1) be based upon the best available tech- 
nology economically achievable; and 

(2) supersede any permitting requirement 
or prohibition on discharges incidental to 
the normal operation of a vessel under any 
other provision of law. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT.— 
The Secretary shall administer and enforce 
the uniform national standards and require- 
ments under this title. Each State may en- 
force the uniform national standards and re- 
quirements under this title. 

SEC. 5. UNIFORM NATIONAL STANDARDS AND 
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE REGULA- 
TION OF DISCHARGES INCIDENTAL 
TO THE NORMAL OPERATION OF A 
VESSEL. 

(a) REQUIREMENTS .— 

(1) BALLAST WATER MANAGEMENT REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the requirements set 
forth in the final rule, Standards for Living 
Organisms in Ships’ Ballast Water Dis- 
charged in U.S. Waters (77 Fed. Reg. 17254 
(March 23, 2012), as corrected at 77 Fed. Reg. 
33969 (June 8, 2012)), shall be the manage- 
ment requirements for a ballast water dis- 
charge incidental to the normal operation of 
a vessel until the Secretary revises the bal- 
last water performance standard under sub- 
section (b) or adopts a more stringent State 
standard under subparagraph (B) of this 
paragraph. 

(B) ADOPTION OF MORE STRINGENT STATE 
STANDARD.—If the Secretary makes a deter- 
mination in favor of a State petition under 
section _10, the Secretary shall adopt the 
more stringent ballast water performance 
standard specified in the statute or regula- 
tion that is the subject of that State petition 
in lieu of the ballast water performance 
standard in the final rule described under 
subparagraph (A). 

(2) INITIAL MANAGEMENT REQUIREMENTS FOR 
DISCHARGES OTHER THAN BALLAST WATER.— 
Not later than 2 years after the date of en- 
actment of this title, the Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Administrator, shall issue 
a final rule establishing best management 
practices for discharges incidental to the 
normal operation of a vessel other than bal- 
last water. 

(b) REVISED BALLAST WATER PERFORMANCE 
STANDARD; 8-YEAR REVIEW.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the feasibility 
review under paragraph (2), not later than 
January 1, 2022, the Secretary, in consulta- 
tion with the Administrator, shall issue a 
final rule revising the ballast water perform- 
ance standard under subsection (a)(1) so that 
a ballast water discharge incidental to the 
normal operation of a vessel will contain— 

(A) less than 1 organism that is living or 
has not been rendered harmless per 10 cubic 
meters that is 50 or more micrometers in 
minimum dimension; 

(B) less than 1 organism that is living or 
has not been rendered harmless per 10 milli- 
liters that is less than 50 micrometers in 
minimum dimension and more than 10 mi- 
crometers in minimum dimension; 

(C) concentrations of indicator microbes 
that are less than— 

(i) 1 colony-forming unit of toxicogenic 
Vibrio cholera (serotypes Ol and O139) per 
100 milliliters or less than 1 colony-forming 
unit of that microbe per gram of wet weight 
of zoological samples; 

(ii) 126 colony-forming units of Escherichia 
coli per 100 milliliters; and 

(iii) 83 colony-forming units of intestinal 
enterococci per 100 milliliters; and 

(D) concentrations of such additional indi- 
cator microbes and of viruses aS may be 
specified in regulations issued by the Sec- 
retary in consultation with the Adminis- 
trator and such other Federal agencies as 
the Secretary and the Administrator con- 
sider appropriate. 

(2) FEASIBILITY REVIEW.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 2 years be- 
fore January 1, 2022, the Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Administrator, shall com- 
plete a review to determine the feasibility of 
achieving the revised ballast water perform- 
ance standard under paragraph (1). 

(B) CRITERIA FOR REVIEW OF BALLAST WATER 
PERFORMANCE STANDARD.—In conducting a 
review under subparagraph (A), the Sec- 
retary shall consider whether revising the 
ballast water performance standard will re- 
sult in a scientifically demonstrable and sub- 
stantial reduction in the risk of introduction 
or establishment of aquatic nuisance species, 
taking into account— 

(i) improvements in the scientific under- 
standing of biological and ecological proc- 
esses that lead to the introduction or estab- 
lishment of aquatic nuisance species; 

(ii) improvements in ballast water treat- 
ment technology, including— 

(I) the capability of such treatment tech- 
nology to achieve a revised ballast water 
performance standard; 

(II) the effectiveness and reliability of such 
treatment technology in the shipboard envi- 
ronment; 

(III) the compatibility of such treatment 
technology with the design and operation of 
a vessel by class, type, and size; 

(IV) the commercial availability of such 
treatment technology; and 

(V) the safety of such treatment tech- 
nology; 

(iii) improvements in the capabilities to 
detect, quantify, and assess the viability of 
aquatic nuisance species at the concentra- 
tions under consideration; 

(iv) the impact of ballast water treatment 
technology on water quality; and 

(v) the costs, cost-effectiveness, and im- 
pacts of— 

(I) a revised ballast water performance 
standard, including the potential impacts on 
shipping, trade, and other uses of the aquatic 
environment; and 

(I) maintaining the existing ballast water 
performance standard, including the poten- 
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tial impacts on water-related infrastructure, 
recreation, propagation of native fish, shell- 
fish, and wildlife, and other uses of navigable 
waters. 

(C) LOWER REVISED PERFORMANCE STAND- 
ARD.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Administrator, deter- 
mines on the basis of the feasibility review 
and after an opportunity for a public hearing 
that no ballast water treatment technology 
can be certified under section 6 to com- 
ply with the revised ballast water perform- 
ance standard under paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary shall require the use of the treatment 
technology that achieves the performance 
levels of the best treatment technology 
available. 

(ii) IMPLEMENTATION DEADLINE.—If the Sec- 
retary, in consultation with the Adminis- 
trator, determines that the treatment tech- 
nology under clause (i) cannot be imple- 
mented before the implementation deadline 
under paragraph (3) with respect to a class of 
vessels, the Secretary shall extend the im- 
plementation deadline for that class of ves- 
sels for not more than 36 months. 

(iii) COMPLIANCE.—If the implementation 
deadline under paragraph (3) is extended, the 
Secretary shall recommend action to ensure 
compliance with the extended implementa- 
tion deadline under clause (ii). 

(D) HIGHER REVISED PERFORMANCE STAND- 
ARD.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Administrator, deter- 
mines that ballast water treatment tech- 
nology exists that exceeds the revised ballast 
water performance standard under paragraph 
(1) with respect to a class of vessels, the Sec- 
retary shall revise the ballast water perform- 
ance standard for that class of vessels to in- 
corporate the higher performance standard. 

(ii) IMPLEMENTATION DEADLINE.—If the Sec- 
retary, in consultation with the Adminis- 
trator, determines that the treatment tech- 
nology under clause (i) can be implemented 
before the implementation deadline under 
paragraph (3) with respect to a class of ves- 
sels, the Secretary shall accelerate the im- 
plementation deadline for that class of ves- 
sels. If the implementation deadline under 
paragraph (3) is accelerated, the Secretary 
shall provide not less than 24 months notice 
before the accelerated deadline takes effect. 

(3) IMPLEMENTATION DEADLINE.—The re- 
vised ballast water performance standard 
under paragraph (1) shall apply to a vessel 
beginning on the date of the first drydocking 
of the vessel on or after January 1, 2022, but 
not later than December 31, 2024. 

(4) REVISED PERFORMANCE STANDARD COM- 
PLIANCE DEADLINES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may estab- 
lish a compliance deadline for compliance by 
a vessel (or a class, type, or size of vessel) 
with a revised ballast water performance 
standard under this subsection. 

(B) PROCESS FOR GRANTING EXTENSIONS.—In 
issuing regulations under this subsection, 
the Secretary shall establish a process for an 
owner or operator to submit a petition to the 
Secretary for an extension of a compliance 
deadline with respect to the vessel of the 
owner or operator. 

(C) PERIOD OF EXTENSIONS.—An extension 
issued under subparagraph (B) may— 

(i) apply for a period of not to exceed 18 
months from the date of the applicable dead- 
line under subparagraph (A); and 

(ii) be renewable for an additional period of 
not to exceed 18 months. 

(D) FACTORS.—In issuing a compliance 
deadline or reviewing a petition under this 
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paragraph, the Secretary shall consider, with 
respect to the ability of an owner or operator 
to meet a compliance deadline, the following 
factors: 

(i) Whether the treatment technology to be 
installed is available in sufficient quantities 
to meet the compliance deadline. 

(ii) Whether there is sufficient shipyard or 
other installation facility capacity. 

(iii) Whether there is sufficient avail- 
ability of engineering and design resources. 

(iv) Vessel characteristics, such as engine 
room size, layout, or a lack of installed pip- 
ing. 

(v) Electric power generating capacity 
aboard the vessel. 

(vi) Safety of the vessel and crew. 

(E) CONSIDERATION OF PETITIONS.— 

(i) DETERMINATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
approve or deny a petition for an extension 
of a compliance deadline submitted by an 
owner or operator under this paragraph. 

(ii) DEADLINE.—If the Secretary does not 
approve or deny a petition referred to in 
clause (i) on or before the last day of the 90- 
day period beginning on the date of submis- 
sion of the petition, the petition shall be 
deemed approved. 

(c) FUTURE REVISIONS OF VESSEL INCI- 
DENTAL DISCHARGE STANDARDS; DECENNIAL 
REVIEWS.— 

(1) REVISED BALLAST WATER PERFORMANCE 
STANDARDS.—The Secretary, in consultation 
with the Administrator, shall complete a re- 
view, 10 years after the issuance of a final 
rule under subsection (b) and every 10 years 
thereafter, to determine whether further re- 
vision of the ballast water performance 
standard would result in a scientifically de- 
monstrable and substantial reduction in the 
risk of the introduction or establishment of 
aquatic nuisance species. 

(2) REVISED STANDARDS FOR DISCHARGES 
OTHER THAN BALLAST WATER.—The Secretary, 
in consultation with the Administrator, may 
include in a decennial review under this sub- 
section best management practices for dis- 
charges covered by subsection (a)(2). The 
Secretary shall initiate a rulemaking to re- 
vise 1 or more best management practices for 
such discharges after a decennial review if 
the Secretary, in consultation with the Ad- 
ministrator, determines that revising 1 or 
more of such practices would substantially 
reduce the impacts on navigable waters of 
discharges incidental to the normal oper- 
ation of a vessel other than ballast water. 

(3) CONSIDERATIONS.—In conducting a re- 
view under paragraph (1), the Secretary, the 
Administrator, and the heads of other appro- 
priate Federal agencies as determined by the 
Secretary, shall consider the criteria under 
section _5(b)(2)(B). 

(4) REVISION AFTER DECENNIAL REVIEW.— 
The Secretary shall initiate a rulemaking to 
revise the current ballast water performance 
standard after a decennial review if the Sec- 
retary, in consultation with the Adminis- 
trator, determines that revising the current 
ballast water performance standard would 
result in a scientifically demonstrable and 
substantial reduction in the risk of the in- 
troduction or establishment of aquatic nui- 
sance species. 

(d) GREAT LAKES REQUIREMENTS.—In addi- 
tion to the other standards and requirements 
imposed by this section, in the case of a ves- 
sel that enters the Great Lakes through the 
St. Lawrence River after operating outside 
the exclusive economic zone of the United 
States the Secretary, in consultation with 
the Administrator, shall establish a require- 
ment that the vessel conduct saltwater 
flushing of all ballast water tanks onboard 
prior to entry. 
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SEC. _ 6. TREATMENT TECHNOLOGY CERTIFI- 
CATION. 

(a) CERTIFICATION REQUIRED.—Beginning 1 
year after the date that the requirements for 
testing protocols are issued under subsection 
(i), no manufacturer of a ballast water treat- 
ment technology shall sell, offer for sale, or 
introduce or deliver for introduction into 
interstate commerce, or import into the 
United States for sale or resale, a ballast 
water treatment technology for a vessel un- 
less the treatment technology has been cer- 
tified under this section. 

(b) CERTIFICATION PROCESS.— 

(1) EVALUATION.—Upon application of a 
manufacturer, the Secretary shall evaluate a 
ballast water treatment technology with re- 
spect to— 

(A) the effectiveness of the treatment tech- 
nology in achieving the current ballast 
water performance standard when installed 
on a vessel (or a class, type, or size of vessel); 

(B) the compatibility with vessel design 
and operations; 

(C) the effect of the treatment technology 
on vessel safety; 

(D) the impact on the environment; 

(E) the cost effectiveness; and 

(F) any other criteria the Secretary con- 
siders appropriate. 

(2) APPROVAL.—If after an evaluation under 
paragraph (1) the Secretary determines that 
the treatment technology meets the criteria, 
the Secretary may certify the treatment 
technology for use on a vessel (or a class, 
type, or size of vessel). 

(3) SUSPENSION AND REVOCATION.—The Sec- 
retary shall establish, by regulation, a proc- 
ess to suspend or revoke a certification 
issued under this section. 

(c) CERTIFICATION CONDITIONS.— 

(1) IMPOSITION OF CONDITIONS.—In certi- 
fying a ballast water treatment technology 
under this section, the Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Administrator, may im- 
pose any condition on the subsequent instal- 
lation, use, or maintenance of the treatment 
technology onboard a vessel as is necessary 
for— 

(A) the safety of the vessel, the crew of the 
vessel, and any passengers aboard the vessel; 
(B) the protection of the environment; or 

(C) the effective operation of the treat- 
ment technology. 

(2) FAILURE TO COMPLY.—The failure of an 
owner or operator to comply with a condi- 
tion imposed under paragraph (1) shall be 
considered a violation of this section. 

(d) PERIOD FOR USE OF INSTALLED TREAT- 
MENT  EQUIPMENT.—Notwithstanding any- 
thing to the contrary in this title or any 
other provision of law, the Secretary shall 
allow a vessel on which a system is installed 
and operated to meet a ballast water per- 
formance standard under this title to con- 
tinue to use that system, notwithstanding 
any revision of a ballast water performance 
standard occurring after the system is or- 
dered or installed until the expiration of the 
service life of the system, as determined by 
the Secretary, so long as the system— 

(1) is maintained in proper working condi- 
tion; and 

(2) is maintained and used in accordance 
with the manufacturer’s specifications and 
any treatment technology certification con- 
ditions imposed by the Secretary under this 
section. 

(e) CERTIFICATES OF TYPE APPROVAL FOR 
THE TREATMENT TECHNOLOGY .— 

(1) ISSUANCE.—If the Secretary approves a 
ballast water treatment technology for cer- 
tification under subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall issue a certificate of type approval for 
the treatment technology to the manufac- 


8471 


turer in such form and manner as the Sec- 
retary determines appropriate. 

(2) CERTIFICATION CONDITIONS.—A certifi- 
cate of type approval issued under paragraph 
(1) shall specify each condition imposed by 
the Secretary under subsection (c). 

(3) OWNERS AND OPERATORS.—A manufac- 
turer that receives a certificate of type ap- 
proval for the treatment technology under 
this subsection shall provide a copy of the 
certificate to each owner and operator of a 
vessel on which the treatment technology is 
installed. 

(f) INSPECTIONS.—An owner or operator who 
receives a copy of a certificate under sub- 
section (e)(3) shall retain a copy of the cer- 
tificate onboard the vessel and make the 
copy of the certificate available for inspec- 
tion at all times while the owner or operator 
is utilizing the treatment technology. 

(g) BIOCIDES.—The Secretary may not ap- 
prove a ballast water treatment technology 
under subsection (b) if— 

(1) it uses a biocide or generates a biocide 
that is a pesticide, as defined in section 2 of 
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C. 136), unless the 
biocide is registered under that Act or the 
Secretary, in consultation with Adminis- 
trator, has approved the use of the biocide in 
such treatment technology; or 

(2) it uses or generates a biocide the dis- 
charge of which causes or contributes to a 
violation of a water quality standard under 
section 303 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (83 U.S.C. 1313). 

(h) PROHIBITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the use of a ballast water 
treatment technology by an owner or oper- 
ator of a vessel shall not satisfy the require- 
ments of this title unless it has been ap- 
proved by the Secretary under subsection 
(b). 

(2) EXCEPTIONS.— 

(A) COAST GUARD SHIPBOARD TECHNOLOGY 
EVALUATION PROGRAM.—An owner or operator 
may use a ballast water treatment tech- 
nology that has not been certified by the 
Secretary to comply with the requirements 
of this section if the technology is being 
evaluated under the Coast Guard Shipboard 
Technology Evaluation Program. 

(B) BALLAST WATER TREATMENT TECH- 
NOLOGIES CERTIFIED BY FOREIGN ENTITIES.— 
An owner or operator may use a ballast 
water treatment technology that has not 
been certified by the Secretary to comply 
with the requirements of this section if the 
technology has been certified by a foreign 
entity and the certification demonstrates 
performance and safety of the treatment 
technology equivalent to the requirements of 
this section, as determined by the Secretary. 

(i) TESTING PROTOCOLS.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator, in consultation with the 
Secretary, shall issue requirements for land- 
based and shipboard testing protocols or cri- 
teria for— 

(1) certifying the performance of each bal- 
last water treatment technology under this 
section; and 

(2) certifying laboratories to evaluate such 
treatment technologies. 

SEC. 7. EXEMPTIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No permit shall be re- 
quired or prohibition enforced under any 
other provision of law for, nor shall any 
standards regarding a discharge incidental to 
the normal operation of a vessel under this 
title apply to— 

(1) a discharge incidental to the normal op- 
eration of a vessel if the vessel is less than 
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79 feet in length and engaged in commercial 
service (as defined in section 2101(5) of title 
46, United States Code); 

(2) a discharge incidental to the normal op- 
eration of a vessel if the vessel is a fishing 
vessel, including a fish processing vessel and 
a fish tender vessel, (as defined in section 
2101 of title 46, United States Code); 

(3) a discharge incidental to the normal op- 
eration of a vessel if the vessel is a rec- 
reational vessel (as defined in section 2101(25) 
of title 46, United States Code); 

(4) the placement, release, or discharge of 
equipment, devices, or other material from a 
vessel for the sole purpose of conducting re- 
search on the aquatic environment or its 
natural resources in accordance with gen- 
erally recognized scientific methods, prin- 
ciples, or techniques; 

(5) any discharge into navigable waters 
from a vessel authorized by an on-scene coor- 
dinator in accordance with part 300 of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations, or part 153 
of title 33, Code of Federal Regulations; 

(6) any discharge into navigable waters 
from a vessel that is necessary to secure the 
safety of the vessel or human life, or to sup- 
press a fire onboard the vessel or at a shore- 
side facility; or 

(7) a vessel of the armed forces of a foreign 
nation when engaged in noncommercial serv- 
ice. 


(b) BALLAST WATER DISCHARGES.—No per- 
mit shall be required or prohibition enforced 
under any other provision of law for, nor 
shall any ballast water performance stand- 
ards under this title apply to— 

(1) a ballast water discharge incidental to 
the normal operation of a vessel determined 
by the Secretary to— 

(A) operate exclusively within a geographi- 
cally limited area; 

(B) take up and discharge ballast water ex- 
clusively within 1 Captain of the Port Zone 
established by the Coast Guard unless the 
Secretary determines such discharge poses a 
substantial risk of introduction or establish- 
ment of an aquatic nuisance species; 

(C) operate pursuant to a geographic re- 
striction issued as a condition under section 
3309 of title 46, United States Code, or an 
equivalent restriction issued by the country 
of registration of the vessel; or 

(D) continuously take on and discharge 
ballast water in a flow-through system that 
does not introduce aquatic nuisance species 
into navigable waters; 

(2) a ballast water discharge incidental to 
the normal operation of a vessel consisting 
entirely of water suitable for human con- 
sumption; or 

(3) a ballast water discharge incidental to 
the normal operation of a vessel in an alter- 
native compliance program established pur- 
suant to section 8. 


(c) VESSELS WITH PERMANENT BALLAST 
WATER.—No permit shall be required or pro- 
hibition enforced under any other provision 
of law for, nor shall any ballast water per- 
formance standard under this title apply to, 
a vessel that carries all of its permanent bal- 
last water in sealed tanks that are not sub- 
ject to discharge. 


(d) VESSELS OF THE ARMED FORCES.—Noth- 
ing in this title shall be construed to apply 
to a vessel as follows: 

(1) A vessel owned or operated by the De- 
partment of Defense (other than a time-char- 
tered or voyage-chartered vessel). 

(2) A vessel of the Coast Guard, as des- 
ignated by the Secretary of the department 
in which the Coast Guard is operating. 
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SEC. _ 8. ALTERNATIVE COMPLIANCE PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con- 
sultation with the Administrator, may pro- 
mulgate regulations establishing 1 or more 
compliance programs as an alternative to 
ballast water management regulations 
issued under section _5 for a vessel that— 

(1) has a maximum ballast water capacity 
of less than 8 cubic meters; 

(2) is less than 3 years from the end of the 
useful life of the vessel, as determined by the 
Secretary; or 

(8) discharges ballast water into a facility 
for the reception of ballast water that meets 
standards promulgated by the Adminis- 
trator, in consultation with the Secretary. 

(b) PROMULGATION OF FACILITY STAND- 
ARDS.—Not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator, in 
consultation with the Secretary, shall pro- 
mulgate standards for— 

(1) the reception of ballast water from a 
vessel into a reception facility; and 

(2) the disposal or treatment of the ballast 
water under paragraph (1). 

SEC. 9. JUDICIAL REVIEW. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An interested person may 
file a petition for review of a final regulation 
promulgated under this title in the United 
States Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit. 

(b) DEADLINE.—A petition shall be filed not 
later than 120 days after the date that notice 
of the promulgation appears in the Federal 
Register. 

(c) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub- 
section (b), a petition that is based solely on 
grounds that arise after the deadline to file 
a petition under subsection (b) has passed 
may be filed not later than 120 days after the 
date that the grounds first arise. 

SEC. 10. EFFECT ON STATE AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No State or political sub- 
division thereof may adopt or enforce any 
statute or regulation of the State or polit- 
ical subdivision with respect to a discharge 
incidental to the normal operation of a ves- 
sel after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(b) SAVINGS  CLAUSE.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (a), a State or political subdivi- 
sion thereof may adopt or enforce a statute 
or regulation of the State or political sub- 
division with respect to ballast water dis- 
charges incidental to the normal operation 
of a vessel that specifies a ballast water per- 
formance standard that is more stringent 
than the ballast water performance standard 
under section _5(a)(1)(A) if the Secretary, 
after consultation with the Administrator 
and any other Federal department or agency 
the Secretary considers appropriate, makes a 
determination that— 

(1) compliance with any performance 
standard specified in the statute or regula- 
tion can in fact be achieved and detected; 

(2) the technology and systems necessary 
to comply with the statute or regulation are 
commercially available; and 

(3) the statute or regulation is consistent 
with obligations under relevant inter- 
national treaties or agreements to which the 
United States is a party. 

(c) PETITION PROCESS.— 

(1) SUBMISSION.—The Governor of a State 
seeking to adopt or enforce a statute or reg- 
ulation under subsection (b) shall submit a 
petition to the Secretary requesting the Sec- 
retary to review the statute or regulation. 

(2) CONTENTS; TIMING.—A petition shall be 
accompanied by the scientific and technical 
information on which the petition is based, 
and may be submitted within 1 year of the 
date of enactment of this Act and every 10 
years thereafter. 
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(8) DETERMINATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
make a determination on a petition under 
this subsection not later than 90 days after 
the date that the petition is received. 

SEC. _ 11. APPLICATION WITH OTHER STAT- 
UTES. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, this title shall be the exclusive statu- 
tory authority for regulation by the Federal 
Government of discharges incidental to the 
normal operation of a vessel to which this 
title applies. Except as provided under sec- 
tion — 5aJdy(A), any regulation in effect 
on the date immediately preceding the effec- 
tive date of this title relating to any permit- 
ting requirement for or prohibition on dis- 
charges incidental to the normal operation 
of a vessel to which this title applies shall be 
deemed to be a regulation issued pursuant to 
the authority of this title and shall remain 
in full force and effect unless or until super- 
seded by new regulations issued hereunder. 


SA 1542. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle H of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1099. BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FED- 
ERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 

(a) AUDIT REFORM AND TRANSPARENCY FOR 
THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL 
RESERVE SYSTEM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
714 of title 31, United States Code, or any 
other provision of law, an audit of the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System 
and the Federal reserve banks under sub- 
section (b) of such section 714 shall be com- 
pleted not later than 12 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) REPORT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A report on the audit re- 
quired under paragraph (1) shall be sub- 
mitted by the Comptroller General of the 
United States to Congress before the end of 
the 90-day period beginning on the date on 
which the audit is completed and made 
available to the majority and minority lead- 
ers of the Senate, the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, the majority and minor- 
ity leaders of the House of Representatives, 
the Chairman and Ranking Member of the 
committee and each subcommittee of juris- 
diction in the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and any other Member of Con- 
gress who requests the report. 

(B) CONTENTS.—The report under subpara- 
graph (A) shall include a detailed description 
of the findings and conclusion of the Comp- 
troller General of the United States with re- 
spect to the audit that is the subject of the 
report, together with such recommendations 
for legislative or administrative action as 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
may determine to be appropriate. 

(3) REPEAL OF CERTAIN LIMITATIONS.—Sec- 
tion 714(b) of title 31, United States Code, is 
amended by striking all after “in writing.”. 

(4) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—Section 714 of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended by striking subsection (f). 
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(b) AUDIT OF LOAN FILE REVIEWS REQUIRED 
BY ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct an audit 
of the review of loan files of homeowners in 
foreclosure in 2009 or 2010, required as part of 
the enforcement actions taken by the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System 
against supervised financial institutions. 

(2) CONTENT OF AUDIT.—The audit carried 
out pursuant to paragraph (1) shall consider, 
at a minimum— 

(A) the guidance given by the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System to 
independent consultants retained by the su- 
pervised financial institutions regarding the 
procedures to be followed in conducting the 
file reviews; 

(B) the factors considered by independent 
consultants when evaluating loan files; 

(C) the results obtained by the independent 
consultants pursuant to those reviews; 

(D) the determinations made by the inde- 
pendent consultants regarding the nature 
and extent of financial injury sustained by 
each homeowner as well as the level and type 
of remediation offered to each homeowner; 
and 

(E) the specific measures taken by the 
independent consultants to verify, confirm, 
or rebut the assertions and representations 
made by supervised financial institutions re- 
garding the contents of loan files and the ex- 
tent of financial injury to homeowners. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall issue a report to Congress containing 
all findings and determinations made in car- 
rying out the audit required under paragraph 
(1). 


SA 1543. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of title XI, add the following: 
SEC. 1116. COST SAVINGS ENHANCEMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4512 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting “or identification of surplus 
funds or unnecessary budget authority” 
after ‘‘mismanagement’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘or iden- 
tification” after ‘‘disclosure’’; and 

(C) in the matter following paragraph (2), 
by inserting “or identification” after ‘‘dis- 
closure”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(c) The Inspector General of an agency or 
other agency employee designated under 
subsection (b) shall refer to the Chief Finan- 
cial Officer of the agency any potential sur- 
plus funds or unnecessary budget authority 
identified by an employee, along with any 
recommendations of the Inspector General or 
other agency employee. 

“(d)(1) If the Chief Financial Officer of an 
agency determines that rescission of poten- 
tial surplus funds or unnecessary budget au- 
thority identified by an employee would not 
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hinder the effectiveness of the agency, ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (e), the head 
of the agency shall transfer the amount of 
the surplus funds or unnecessary budget au- 
thority from the applicable appropriations 
account to the general fund of the Treasury. 

“(2) Title X of the Congressional Budget 
and Impoundment Control Act of 1974 (2 
U.S.C. 681 et seq.) shall not apply to transfers 
under paragraph (1). 

(3) Any amounts transferred under para- 
graph (1) shall be deposited in the Treasury 
and used for deficit reduction, except that in 
the case of a fiscal year for which there is no 
Federal budget deficit, such amounts shall 
be used to reduce the Federal debt (in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Treasury 
considers appropriate). 

“(eN(1) The head of an agency may retain 
not more than 10 percent of amounts to be 
transferred to the general fund of the Treas- 
ury under subsection (d). 

““(2) Amounts retained by the head of an 
agency under paragraph (1) may be— 

“(A) used for the purpose of paying a cash 
award under subsection (a) to 1 or more em- 
ployees who identified the surplus funds or 
unnecessary budget authority; and 

““(B) to the extent amounts remain after 
paying cash awards under subsection (a), 
transferred or reprogrammed for use by the 
agency, in accordance with any limitation 
on such a transfer or reprogramming under 
any other provision of law. 

“(f)(1) The head of each agency shall sub- 
mit to the Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management an annual report regarding— 

“(A) each disclosure of possible fraud, 
waste, or mismanagement or identification 
of potentially surplus funds or unnecessary 
budget authority by an employee of the 
agency determined by the agency to have 
merit; 

“(B) the total savings achieved through 
disclosures and identifications described in 
subparagraph (A); and 

“(C) the number and amount of cash 
awards by the agency under subsection (a). 

“(2)(A) The head of each agency shall in- 
clude the information described in paragraph 
(1) in each budget request of the agency sub- 
mitted to the Office of Management and 
Budget as part of the preparation of the 
budget of the President submitted to Con- 
gress under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code. 

““(B) The Director of the Office of Per- 
sonnel Management shall submit to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, and the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office an annual report 
on Federal cost saving and awards based on 
the reports submitted under subparagraph 


A). 

““(g) The Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management shall— 

“*(1) ensure that the cash award program of 
each agency complies with this section; and 

‘“(2) submit to Congress an annual certifi- 
cation indicating whether the cash award 
program of each agency complies with this 
section. 

““(h) Not later than 3 years after the date of 
enactment of this subsection, and every 3 
years thereafter, the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report on the operation of the cost savings 
and awards program under this section, in- 
cluding any recommendations for legislative 
changes.””. 

(b) OFFICERS ELIGIBLE FOR CASH AWARDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4509 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
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“$ 4509. Prohibition of cash award to certain 
officers 


““(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the term 
“agency” — 

“(1) has the meaning given that term 
under section 551(1); and 

“*(2) includes an entity described in section 
4501(1). 

““(b) PROHIBITION.—An officer may not re- 
ceive a cash award under this subchapter if 
the officer— 

““(1) serves in a position at level I of the 
Executive Schedule; 

“*(2) is the head of an agency; or 

“(3) is a commissioner, board member, or 
other voting member of an independent es- 
tablishment.”. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 45 of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the item relating to section 4509 and 
inserting the following: 


‘4509. Prohibition of cash award to certain 
officers.”. 


SA 1544. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . EXTENSION OF PERIOD FOR USE OF 
ENTITLEMENT TO POST-9/11 EDU- 
CATIONAL ASSISTANCE FOR INDI- 
VIDUALS WITH POST-TRAUMATIC 
STRESS DISORDER OR TRAUMATIC 
BRAIN INJURY. 

(a) EXTENDED PERIOD.—Section 3312 of title 
38, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘in sub- 
sections (b) and (c)? and inserting “in sub- 
sections (b), (c), and (d)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘(d) EXTENDED PERIOD FOR INDIVIDUALS 
WITH POST-TRAUMATIC STRESS DISORDER OR 
TRAUMATIC BRAIN INJURY.—Subject to sec- 
tion 3695 of this title and except as provided 
in subsections (b) and (c), an individual enti- 
tled to educational assistance under this 
chapter who has a service-connected dis- 
ability consisting of post-traumatic stress 
disorder or traumatic brain injury is entitled 
to a number of months of educational assist- 
ance under section 3313 of this title equal to 
54 months.”’. 

(b) REDUCED AMOUNT.—Section 3313 of such 
title is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

“(j) REDUCED AMOUNT FOR INDIVIDUALS 
WITH EXTENDED PERIOD OF ASSISTANCE.—The 
amount of educational assistance payable 
under this section to an individual described 
in section 3312(d) of this title shall be 67 per- 
cent of the amount otherwise payable to 
such individual under this section.”. 


SA 1545. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST FUNDING 
PROGRAMS THAT HAVE BEEN EX- 
PIRED FOR MORE THAN 5 YEARS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—It shall not be in order in 
Senate to consider any bill, joint resolution, 
motion, amendment, amendment between 
the Houses, or conference report that appro- 
priates amounts for a program for which the 
authorizing authority has been expired for 
more than 5 fiscal years. 

(b) POINT OF ORDER; WAIVER AND APPEAL.— 
In the Senate, a point of order under sub- 
section (a) may be raised by a Senator as 
provided in section 313(e) of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 644(e)). A 
point of order under subsection (a) may be 
waived in accordance with the procedures 
under section 313(e) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 644(e)) upon an 
affirmative vote of three-fifths of the Mem- 
bers duly chosen and sworn. 


SA 1546. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . TRANSFER AUTHORITY FOR DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE FUNDS TO MITI- 
GATE THE EFFECTS ON THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE OF A SE- 
QUESTRATION OF FUNDS. 

(a) AUTHORITY To TRANSFER AUTHORIZA- 
TIONS.— 

(1) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense 
may transfer amounts of authorizations 
made available to the Department of Defense 
for a fiscal year between any such authoriza- 
tions for that fiscal year (or any subdivisions 
thereof) if the Secretary determines that the 
transfer— 

(A) is necessary to mitigate the effects on 
the Department of Defense of a reduction in 
the discretionary spending limit or the se- 
questration of direct spending under section 
251A of the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 90la) or 
a sequestration under section 251(a)(1) of 
such Act (2 U.S.C. 901(a)(1)); and 

(B) is necessary in the national interest. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), the total amount of authoriza- 
tions that the Secretary may transfer under 
the authority of this section in a fiscal year 
may not exceed $50,000,000,000. 

(3) EXCEPTION FOR TRANSFERS BETWEEN 
MILITARY PERSONNEL AUTHORIZATIONS.—A 
transfer of funds between military personnel 
authorizations shall not be counted toward 
the dollar limitation in paragraph (2). 

(4) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS TRANSFERRED.— 
Amounts of authorizations transferred pur- 
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suant to paragraph (1) shall be merged with 
and be available for the same purposes as the 
authorization to which transferred. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided 
by subsection (a) to transfer authoriza- 
tions— 

(1) may only be used to provide authority 
for items that have a higher priority than 
the items from which authority is trans- 
ferred; 

(2) may not be used to provide authority 
for an item that has been denied authoriza- 
tion by Congress; and 

(3) may not reduce the amount authorized 
for the fiscal year concerned for an item by 
an amount in excess of the amount equal to 
50 percent of the amount otherwise author- 
ized to be appropriated for that fiscal year 
for that item. 

(c) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall notify Congress of each pro- 
posed use of the transfer authority in sub- 
section (a). 

(d) CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL.—A trans- 
fer may not occur under the authority in 
subsection (a) if Congress enacts a joint reso- 
lution disapproving the transfer within the 
30-day period beginning on the notice to Con- 
gress of the transfer pursuant to subsection 
(c). 

(e) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.—A 
transfer made from one account to another 
under the authority of this section shall be 
deemed to increase the amount authorized 
for the account to which the amount is 
transferred by an amount equal to the 
amount transferred. 

(£) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORITY.—The au- 
thority to transfer funds under this section 
in addition to any other authority available 
to the Secretary of Defense to transfer funds 
for the Department of Defense under any 
other provision of law. 

(g) SUNSET.—The authority to transfer 
funds under this section shall expire on Sep- 
tember 30, 2023. 


SA 1547. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 


Subtitle —Bonuses for Cost-cutting 
Contracting 
SEC. . PREFERENCE FOR COST-CUTTING DE- 


FENSE CONTRACTORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Defense Supplement to the Federal Ac- 
quisition Regulation shall be revised to es- 
tablish a preference for the use by the De- 
partment of Defense of contractors with an 
established record of completing contracts 
under budget. The regulations as so revised 
shall provide that, in the evaluation of bids 
for a contract, the bid from a contractor 
that has achieved an average cost savings for 
its last three completed Department of De- 
fense contracts within a contract cost cat- 
egory described under subsection (b) shall be 
discounted as provided under subsection (c) 
for purposes of price comparison. 
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(b) CONTRACT COST CATEGORIES.—For pur- 
poses of this section, contract cost cat- 
egories for total contract awards are as fol- 
lows: 

(1) Under $1,000,000. 

(2) Greater than or equal to $1,000,000 and 
less than $5,000,000. 

(3) Greater than or equal to $5,000,000 and 
less than $10,000,000. 

(4) Greater than or equal to $10,000,000 and 
less than $25,000,000. 

(5) Greater than or equal to $25,000,000 and 
less than $50,000,000. 

(6) Greater than or equal to $50,000,000 and 
less than $100,000,000 

(7) Greater than or equal to $100,000,000. 

(c) CALCULATION OF DISCOUNT.— 

(1) CONTRACT SAVINGS WITHIN SAME OR HIGH- 
ER CONTRACT COST CATEGORY.—A bid for a 
contract shall be discounted pursuant to sub- 
section (a) by an amount equal to the aver- 
age percentage cost savings of the last three 
completed Department of Defense contracts 
within a contract cost category if such con- 
tract cost category is the same as or higher 
than the contract cost category of the con- 
tract that is being bid upon. 

(2) CONTRACT SAVINGS WITHIN LOWER CON- 
TRACT COST CATEGORY.—A bid for a contract 
shall be discounted pursuant to subsection 
(a) by an amount equal to the average cost 
savings of the last three completed Depart- 
ment of Defense contracts within a contract 
cost category if such contract cost category 
is lower than the contract cost category of 
the contract that is being bid upon. 

(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR CONTRACTS EQUAL TO 
OR GREATER THAN $100,000,000.—In the case of a 
bid for a contract in the contract cost cat- 
egory set forth in subsection (b)(7), the bid 
shall be discounted pursuant to subsection 
(a)— 

(A) by an amount equal to the average cost 
savings of the last three completed Depart- 
ment of Defense contracts if— 

(i) the contract cost category for such con- 
tracts is lower than such contract cost cat- 
egory; or 

(ii) the contract cost category for such 
contracts is the same as the contract being 
bid upon, but the average value of such con- 
tracts is less than the lower of— 

(I) 75 percent of the value of the contract 
being bid upon; or 

(II) the amount equal to the value of such 
contract minus $50,000,000; or 

(B) by an amount equal to the average per- 
centage cost savings of the last three com- 
pleted Department of Defense contracts 
within the same contract cost category if 
the average value of such contracts is equal 
to or greater than— 

(i) 75 percent of the value of the contract 
being bid upon; or 

(ii) the amount equal to the value of such 
contract minus $50,000,000. 

SEC. _. USE OF FUNDS SAVED THROUGH CON- 
TRACT SAVINGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall ensure that, of the total amount saved 
by the Department of Defense on a contract 
completed after the date of the enactment of 
this Act as a result of the contract costing 
less than the amount bid by the contractor— 

(1) 50 percent shall be awarded to the con- 
tractor; and 

(2) 50 percent shall be deposited in the 
Treasury and used for deficit reduction. 

(b) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of the agency 
awarding a contract described under sub- 
section (a) shall certify that the savings 
achieved under the contract were not the re- 
sult of any degradation in the quality of the 
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goods or services provided under the con- 
tract before any funds are distributed under 
such subsection. 

(2) HEAD OF AN AGENCY DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “head of an agency” has 
the meaning given the term in section 2302(1) 
of title 10, United States Code. 


SA 1548. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . CONSOLIDATION OF DUPLICATIVE 
AND OVERLAPPING AGENCIES, PRO- 
GRAMS, AND ACTIVITIES OF THE 
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Defense shall, in coordination with the heads 
of other departments and agencies of the 
Federal Government— 

(1) use available administrative authority 
to eliminate, consolidate, or streamline Gov- 
ernment agencies, programs, and activities 
with duplicative and overlapping missions as 
identified in Government Accountability Of- 
fice reports on duplication and overlap in 
Government programs; 

(2) identify and submit to Congress a re- 
port setting the legislative action required 
to further eliminate, consolidate, or stream- 
line Government agencies, programs, and ac- 
tivities with duplicative and overlapping 
missions as identified in the reports referred 
to in paragraph (1); and 

(3) determine the total cost savings that— 

(A) will accrue to each department, agen- 
cy, and office effected by an action under 
paragraph (1) as a result of the actions taken 
under that paragraph; and 

(B) could accrue to each department, agen- 
cy, and office effected by an action under 
paragraph (2) as a result of the actions pro- 
posed to be taken under that paragraph 
using the legislative authority set forth 
under that paragraph. 


SA 1549. Mrs. ERNST (for herself, 
Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. GRAHAM) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 1229, add the fol- 
lowing: 

(c) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It is the policy 
of the United States to promote a stable and 
unified Iraq, including by directly providing 
the Kurdistan Regional Government mili- 
tary and security forces associated with the 
Government of Iraq with defense articles, de- 
fense services, and related training, on an 
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emergency and temporary basis, to more ef- 
fectively partner with the United States and 
other international coalition members to de- 
feat the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant 
(ASIL). 

(d) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(1) MILITARY ASSISTANCE.—The President, 
in consultation with the Government of Iraq, 
is authorized to provide defense articles, de- 
fense services, and related training directly 
to Kurdistan Regional Government military 
and security forces associated with the Gov- 
ernment of Iraq for the purpose of supporting 
international coalition efforts against the Is- 
lamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) 
and any successor group or associated forces. 

(2) DEFENSE EXPORTS.—The President is au- 
thorized to issue licenses authorizing United 
States exporters to export defense articles, 
defense services, and related training di- 
rectly to the Kurdistan Regional Govern- 
ment military and security forces described 
in paragraph (1). For purposes of processing 
applications for such export licenses, the 
President is authorized to accept End Use 
Certificates approved by the Kurdistan Re- 
gional Government. 

(3) TYPES OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance au- 
thorized under paragraph (1) and exports au- 
thorized under paragraph (2) may include 
anti-tank and anti-armor weapons, armored 
vehicles, long-range artillery, crew-served 
weapons and ammunition, secure command 
and communications equipment, body 
armor, helmets, logistics equipment, excess 
defense articles and other military assist- 
ance that the President determines to be ap- 
propriate. 

(e) RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING AUTHORI- 
TIES.— 

(1) RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING AUTHORI- 
TIES.—Assistance authorized under sub- 
section (b)(1) and licenses for exports author- 
ized under subsection (d)(2) shall be provided 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of the 
Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et 
seq.) and the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 
(22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.), notwithstanding any 
requirement in such applicable provisions of 
law that a recipient of assistance of the type 
authorized under subsection (d)(1) shall be a 
country or international organization. In ad- 
dition, any requirement in such provisions of 
law applicable to such countries or inter- 
national organizations concerning the provi- 
sion of end use retransfers and other assur- 
ance required for transfers of such assistance 
should be secured from the Kurdistan Re- 
gional Government. 

(2) CONSTRUCTION AS PRECEDENT.—Nothing 
in this section shall be construed as estab- 
lishing a precedent for the future provision 
of assistance described in subsection (d) to 
organizations other than a country or inter- 
national organization. 

(f) REPORTS.— 

(1) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than 45 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the President shall submit to the appro- 
priate congressional committees a report 
that includes the following: 

(A) A timeline for the provision of defense 
articles, defense services, and related train- 
ing under the authority of subsections (d)(1) 
and (d)(2). 

(B) A description of mechanisms and proce- 
dures for end-use monitoring of such defense 
articles, defense services, and related train- 
ing. 

(C) How such defense articles, defense serv- 
ices, and related training would contribute 
to the foreign policy and national security of 
the United States, as well as impact security 
in the region. 
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(2) UPDATES.—Not later than 180 days after 
the submittal of the report required by para- 
graph (1), and every 180 days thereafter 
through the termination pursuant to sub- 
section (i) of the authority in subsection (d), 
the President shall submit to the appro- 
priate congressional committees a report up- 
dating the previous report submitted under 
this subsection. In addition to any matters 
so updated, each report shall include a de- 
scription of any delays, and the cir- 
cumstances surrounding such delays, in the 
delivery of defense articles, defense services, 
and related training to the Kurdistan Re- 
gional Government pursuant to the author- 
ity in subsections (d)(1) and (d)(2). 

(3) FORM.—Any report under this sub- 
section shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 

(4) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term “appropriate congressional commit- 
tees’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
the Committee on Appropriations, the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the Senate; 
and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Appropriations, the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services, and the Perma- 
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives. 

(g) NOTIFICATION.—The President should 
provide notification to the Government of 
Iraq, when practicable, not later than 15 
days before providing defense articles, de- 
fense services, or related training to the 
Kurdistan Regional Government under the 
authority of subsection (d)(1) or (d)(2). 

(h) ADDITIONAL DEFINITIONS.—In this sec- 
tion, the terms ‘‘defense article’’, ‘‘defense 
service”, and “training” have the meanings 
given those terms in section 47 of the Arms 
Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2794). 

(i) TERMINATION.—The authority to provide 
defense articles, defense services, and related 
training under subsection (d)(1) and the au- 
thority to issue licenses for exports author- 
ized under subsection (d)(2) shall terminate 
on the date that is three years after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1550. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. MUR- 
PHY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS ON USE OF 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE MED- 


ICAL FACILITIES TO PERFORM 
ABORTIONS. 


Section 1093 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b); and 

(2) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(a) RE- 
STRICTION ON USE OF FUNDS.—”. 


SA 1551. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself 
and Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 


8476 


amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VI, add the 
following: 
SEC. 622. STUDY AND REPORT ON POLICY 


CHANGES TO THE JOINT TRAVEL 
REGULATIONS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a study on 
the impact of the policy changes to the Joint 
Travel Regulations for the Uniformed Serv- 
ice Members and Department of Defense Ci- 
vilian Employees related to flat rate per 
diem for long term temporary duty travel 
that took effect on November 1, 2014. The 
study shall assess the following: 

(1) The impact of such changes on shipyard 
workers who travel on long-term temporary 
duty assignments. 

(2) Whether such changes have discouraged 
employees of the Department of Defense, in- 
cluding civilian employees at shipyards and 
depots, from volunteering for important 
temporary duty travel assignments. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than June 1, 2016, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives a report on the 
study required by subsection (a). 


SA 1552. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Insert after section 603 the following: 

SEC. 603A. ADJUSTMENTS OF BASIC ALLOWANCE 
FOR HOUSING IN AREAS NOT ACCU- 
RATELY ASSESSED BY DEPARTMENT 


OF DEFENSE HOUSING MARKET 
SURVEYS. 

Section 403(b)(7)(A) of title 37, 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking “or” at the 
end; 

(2) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

““(iii) is located in an area in which the 
most recent determination of costs of ade- 
quate housing for purposes of this subsection 
does not accurately reflect the actual costs 
of adequate housing in such area.”. 


SA 1553. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for her- 
self and Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 


United 
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tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. . DESIGNATION OF MEDICAL FACILI- 
TIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF VET- 
ERANS AFFAIRS AS HEALTH PRO- 
FESSIONAL SHORTAGE AREAS. 


(a) PHSA.—Section 332(a)(1) of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254e(a)(1)) is 
amended in the second sentence by inserting 
“and medical facilities of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs (including State homes, as 
defined in section 101(19) of title 38, United 
States Code)” after ‘‘(42 U.S.C. 1395x(aa)),”. 


(b) CONCURRENT BENEFITS.— 

(1) SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM.—Section 338A(b) 
of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
2541(b)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘and’’; 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

(5) not be participating in the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs Health Profes- 
sionals Educational Assistance Program 
under chapter 76 of title 38, United States 
Code.”. 

(2) DEBT REDUCTION PROGRAM.—Section 
338B(b) of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 2541-1(b)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking “and”; 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

“(4) not be participating in the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs Health Profes- 
sionals Educational Assistance Program 
under chapter 76 of title 38, United States 
Code.”. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the Na- 
tional Health Service Corps Program under 
subpart II of part D of title III of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254d et seq.), 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
shall consult with the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs with respect to health professional 
shortage areas that are medical facilities of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs (includ- 
ing State homes, as defined in section 101(19) 
of title 38, United States Code). 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date that is 90 days after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 


SA 1554. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of title XXVIII, add the fol- 
lowing: 
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Subtitle D—Other Matters 
SEC. 2831. ELIMINATION OF STATE MATCHING 
REQUIREMENT FOR ENERGY EFFI- 
CIENCY UPGRADES AND RENEW- 
ABLE ENERGY AT NATIONAL GUARD 
READINESS CENTERS. 

Section 18236(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 

(2) by striking “A contribution” and in- 
serting “(1) Subject to paragraph (2), a con- 
tribution’’; and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B), as 
redesignated by paragraph (1), the following 
new paragraph: 

‘(2) If a readiness center or armory project 
for which a contribution is made under para- 
graph (4) or (5) of section 18233(a) of this title 
consists of or includes an energy efficiency 
upgrade, the Secretary of Defense shall 
cover— 

“(A) 100 percent of the cost of architec- 
tural, engineering, and design services re- 
lated to the upgrade or renewable energy (in- 
cluding advance architectural, engineering, 
and design services under section 18233(e) of 
this title), as provided in paragraph (1)(A); 
and 

““(B) 100 percent of the cost of construction 
related to the upgrade or renewable energy, 
notwithstanding subparagraph (B) of para- 
graph (1), and payment of such cost shall not 
be considered in applying the limitation in 
such subparagraph.”. 


SA 1555. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for her- 
self and Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of division A, add the following: 

TITLE XVII—METAL THEFT 
SEC. 1701. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Metal Theft 
Prevention Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 1702. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title— 

(1) the term ‘‘critical infrastructure’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 1016(e) 
of the USA PATRIOT Act (42 U.S.C. 5195c(e)); 

(2) the term “recycling agent’’ means any 
person engaged in the business of purchasing 
specified metal for reuse or recycling, with- 
out regard to whether that person is engaged 
in the business of recycling or otherwise 
processing the purchased specified metal for 
reuse; and 

(3) the term 
metal that— 

(A)JG) is marked with the name, logo, or 
initials of a city, county, State, or Federal 
government entity, a railroad, an electric, 
gas, or water company, a telephone com- 
pany, a cable company, a retail establish- 
ment, a beer supplier or distributor, or a 
public utility; or 

(ii) has been altered for the purpose of re- 
moving, concealing, or obliterating a name, 
logo, or initials described in clause (i) 
through burning or cutting of wire sheathing 
or other means; or 

(B) is part of— 
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(i) a street light pole or street light fix- 
ture; 

(ii) a road or bridge guard rail; 

(iii) a highway or street sign; 

(iv) a water meter cover; 

(v) a storm water grate; 

(vi) unused or undamaged building con- 
struction or utility material; 

(vii) a historical marker; 

(viii) a grave marker or cemetery urn; 

(ix) a utility access cover; or 

(x) a container used to transport or store 
beer with a capacity of 5 gallons or more; 

(C) is a wire or cable commonly used by 
communications and electrical utilities; or 

(D) is copper, aluminum, and other metal 
(including any metal combined with other 
materials) that is valuable for recycling or 
reuse as raw metal, except for— 

(i) aluminum cans; and 

(ii) motor vehicles, the purchases of which 
are reported to the National Motor Vehicle 
Title Information System (established under 
section 30502 of title 49, United States Code). 
SEC. 1703. THEFT OF SPECIFIED METAL. 

(a) OFFENSE.—It shall be unlawful to know- 
ingly steal specified metal— 

(1) being used in or affecting interstate or 
foreign commerce; and 

(2) the theft of which is from and harms 
critical infrastructure. 

(b) PENALTY.—Any person who commits an 
offense described in subsection (a) shall be 
fined under title 18, United States Code, im- 
prisoned not more than 10 years, or both. 
SEC. 1704. DOCUMENTATION OF OWNERSHIP OR 

AUTHORITY TO SELL. 

(a) OFFENSES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), it shall be unlawful for a recy- 
cling agent to purchase specified metal de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) or (B) of section 
1702(3), unless— 

(A) the seller, at the time of the trans- 
action, provides documentation of ownership 
of, or other proof of the authority of the sell- 
er to sell, the specified metal; and 

(B) there is a reasonable basis to believe 
that the documentation or other proof of au- 
thority provided under subparagraph (A) is 
valid. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to a recycling agent that is subject to 
a State or local law that sets forth a require- 
ment on recycling agents to obtain docu- 
mentation of ownership or proof of authority 
to sell specified metal before purchasing 
specified metal. 

(3) RESPONSIBILITY OF RECYCLING AGENT.—A 
recycling agent is not required to independ- 
ently verify the validity of the documenta- 
tion or other proof of authority described in 
paragraph (1). 

(4) PURCHASE OF STOLEN METAL.—It shall be 
unlawful for a recycling agent to purchase 
any specified metal that the recycling 
agent— 

(A) knows to be stolen; or 

(B) should know or believe, based upon 
commercial experience and practice, to be 
stolen. 

(b) CIVIL PENALTY.—A person who know- 
ingly violates subsection (a) shall be subject 
to a civil penalty of not more than $10,000 for 
each violation. 

SEC. 1705. TRANSACTION REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) RECORDING REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), a recycling agent shall main- 
tain a written or electronic record of each 
purchase of specified metal. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to a recycling agent that is subject to 
a State or local law that sets forth recording 
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requirements that are substantially similar 
to the requirements described in paragraph 
(8) for the purchase of specified metal. 

(3) CONTENTS.—A record under paragraph 
(1) shall include— 

(A) the name and address of the recycling 
agent; and 

(B) for each purchase of specified metal— 

(i) the date of the transaction; 

(ii) a description of the specified metal 
purchased using widely used and accepted in- 
dustry terminology; 

(iii) the amount paid by the recycling 
agent; 

(iv) the name and address of the person to 
which the payment was made; 

(v) the name of the person delivering the 
specified metal to the recycling agent, in- 
cluding a distinctive number from a Federal 
or State government-issued photo identifica- 
tion card and a description of the type of the 
identification; and 

(vi) the license plate number and State-of- 
issue, make, and model, if available, of the 
vehicle used to deliver the specified metal to 
the recycling agent. 

(4) REPEAT SELLERS.—A recycling agent 
may comply with the requirements of this 
subsection with respect to a purchase of 
specified metal from a person from which the 
recycling agent has previously purchased 
specified metal by— 

(A) reference to the existing record relat- 
ing to the seller; and 

(B) recording any information for the 
transaction that is different from the record 
relating to the previous purchase from that 
person. 

(5) RECORD RETENTION PERIOD.—A recycling 
agent shall maintain any record required 
under this subsection for not less than 2 
years after the date of the transaction to 
which the record relates. 

(6) CONFIDENTIALITY.—Any information col- 
lected or retained under this section may be 
disclosed to any Federal, State, or local law 
enforcement authority or as otherwise di- 
rected by a court of law. 

(b) PURCHASES IN EXCESS OF $100.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), a recycling agent may not pay 
cash for a single purchase of specified metal 
of more than $100. For purposes of this para- 
graph, more than 1 purchase in any 48-hour 
period from the same seller shall be consid- 
ered to be a single purchase. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to a recycling agent that is subject to 
a State or local law that sets forth a max- 
imum amount for cash payments for the pur- 
chase of specified metal. 

(3) PAYMENT METHOD.— 

(A) OCCASIONAL SELLERS.—Except as pro- 
vided in subparagraph (B), for any purchase 
of specified metal of more than $100 a recy- 
cling agent shall make payment by check 
that— 

(i) is payable to the seller; and 

(ii) includes the name and address of the 
seller. 

(B) ESTABLISHED COMMERCIAL TRANS- 
ACTIONS.—A recycling agent may make pay- 
ments for a purchase of specified metal of 
more than $100 from a governmental or com- 
mercial supplier of specified metal with 
which the recycling agent has an established 
commercial relationship by electronic funds 
transfer or other established commercial 
transaction payment method through a com- 
mercial bank if the recycling agent main- 
tains a written record of the payment that 
identifies the seller, the amount paid, and 
the date of the purchase. 

(c) CIVIL PENALTY.—A person who know- 
ingly violates subsection (a) or (b) shall be 
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subject to a civil penalty of not more than 

$5,000 for each violation, except that a person 

who commits a minor violation shall be sub- 

ject to a penalty of not more than $1,000. 

SEC. 1706. ENFORCEMENT BY ATTORNEY GEN- 
ERAL. 

The Attorney General may bring an en- 
forcement action in an appropriate United 
States district court against any person that 
engages in conduct that violates this title. 
SEC. 1707. ENFORCEMENT BY STATE ATTORNEYS 

GENERAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An attorney general or 
equivalent regulator of a State may bring a 
civil action in the name of the State, as 
parens patriae on behalf of natural persons 
residing in the State, in any district court of 
the United States or other competent court 
having jurisdiction over the defendant, to se- 
cure monetary or equitable relief for a viola- 
tion of this title. 

(b) NOTICE REQUIRED.—Not later than 30 
days before the date on which an action 
under subsection (a) is filed, the attorney 
general or equivalent regulator of the State 
involved shall provide to the Attorney Gen- 
eral— 

(1) written notice of the action; and 

(2) a copy of the complaint for the action. 

(c) ATTORNEY GENERAL ACTION.—Upon re- 
ceiving notice under subsection (b), the At- 
torney General shall have the right— 

(1) to intervene in the action; 

(2) upon so intervening, to be heard on all 
matters arising therein; 

(3) to remove the action to an appropriate 
district court of the United States; and 

(4) to file petitions for appeal. 

(d) PENDING FEDERAL PROCEEDINGS.—If a 
civil action has been instituted by the Attor- 
ney General for a violation of this title, no 
State may, during the pendency of the ac- 
tion instituted by the Attorney General, in- 
stitute a civil action under this title against 
any defendant named in the complaint in the 
civil action for any violation alleged in the 
complaint. 

(e) CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes of bring- 
ing a civil action under subsection (a), noth- 
ing in this section regarding notification 
shall be construed to prevent the attorney 
general or equivalent regulator of the State 
from exercising any powers conferred under 
the laws of that State to— 

(1) conduct investigations; 

(2) administer oaths or affirmations; or 

(3) compel the attendance of witnesses or 
the production of documentary and other 
evidence. 

SEC. 1708. DIRECTIVE TO SENTENCING COMMIS- 
SION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to its authority 
under section 994 of title 28, United States 
Code, and in accordance with this section, 
the United States Sentencing Commission, 
shall review and, if appropriate, amend the 
Federal Sentencing Guidelines and policy 
statements applicable to a person convicted 
of a criminal violation of section 1703 or any 
other Federal criminal law based on the 
theft of specified metal by such person. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out this 
section, the Sentencing Commission shall— 

(1) ensure that the sentencing guidelines 
and policy statements reflect the— 

(A) serious nature of the theft of specified 
metal; and 

(B) need for an effective deterrent and ap- 
propriate punishment to prevent such theft; 

(2) consider the extent to which the guide- 
lines and policy statements appropriately 
account for— 

(A) the potential and actual harm to the 
public from the offense, including any dam- 
age to critical infrastructure; 
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(B) the amount of loss, or the costs associ- 
ated with replacement or repair, attributable 
to the offense; 

(C) the level of sophistication and planning 
involved in the offense; and 

(D) whether the offense was intended to or 
had the effect of creating a threat to public 
health or safety, injury to another person, or 
death; 

(8) account for any additional aggravating 
or mitigating circumstances that may jus- 
tify exceptions to the generally applicable 
sentencing ranges; 

(4) assure reasonable consistency with 
other relevant directives and with other sen- 
tencing guidelines and policy statements; 
and 

(5) assure that the sentencing guidelines 
and policy statements adequately meet the 
purposes of sentencing as set forth in section 
3553(a)(2) of title 18, United States Code. 

SEC. 1709. STATE AND LOCAL LAW NOT PRE- 
EMPTED. 

Nothing in this title shall be construed to 
preempt any State or local law regulating 
the sale or purchase of specified metal, the 
reporting of such transactions, or any other 
aspect of the metal recycling industry. 

SEC. 1710. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This title shall take effect 180 days after 

the date of enactment of this Act. 


SA 1556. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. INTEREST RATE LIMITATION ON DEBT 
ENTERED INTO DURING MILITARY 
SERVICE TO CONSOLIDATE OR REFI- 
NANCE STUDENT LOANS INCURRED 
BEFORE MILITARY SERVICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
207 of the Servicemembers Civil Relief Act 
(50 U.S.C. App. 527) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘ON DEBT 
INCURRED BEFORE SERVICE” after ‘‘LIMITATION 
TO 6 PERCENT”; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (2): 

(2) LIMITATION TO 6 PERCENT ON DEBT IN- 
CURRED DURING SERVICE TO CONSOLIDATE OR 
REFINANCE STUDENT LOANS INCURRED BEFORE 
SERVICE.—An obligation or liability bearing 
interest at a rate in excess of 6 percent per 
year that is incurred by a servicemember, or 
the servicemember and the servicemember’s 
spouse jointly, during military service to 
consolidate or refinance one or more student 
loans incurred by the servicemember before 
such military service shall not bear an inter- 
est at a rate in excess of 6 percent during the 
period of military service.”; 

(4) in paragraph (3), as redesignated by 
paragraph (2) of this subsection, by inserting 
“or (2)” after “paragraph (1)”; and 

(5) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by 
striking “paragraph (2)” and inserting 
“paragraph (3)”. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF LIMITATION.—Sub- 
section (b) of such section is amended— 
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(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “the inter- 
est rate limitation in subsection (a)’’ and in- 
serting “an interest rate limitation in para- 
graph (1) or (2) of subsection (a)”; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
“AS OF DATE OF ORDER TO ACTIVE DUTY”; and 

(B) by inserting before the period at the 
end the following: ““in the case of an obliga- 
tion or liability covered by subsection (a)(1), 
or as of the date the servicemember (or serv- 
icemember and spouse jointly) incurs the ob- 
ligation or liability concerned under sub- 
section (a)(2)’’. 

(c) STUDENT LOAN DEFINED.—Subsection (d) 
of such section is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

““(3) STUDENT LOAN.—The term 
loan’ means the following: 

““(A) A Federal student loan made, insured, 
or guaranteed under title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.). 

“(B) A private student loan as that term is 
defined in section 140(a) of the Truth in 
Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1650(a)).’’. 


SA 1557. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 

SEC. 884. ARSENAL AND ORGANIC INDUSTRIAL 
BASE SKILLS SUSTAINMENT AND DO- 
MESTIC PRODUCTION INITIATIVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date on which the budget of the 
President for a fiscal year is submitted to 
Congress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, 
Unites States Code, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report on the equipment, 
weapons, weapons systems, components, sub- 
components, and end-items purchased from 
foreign entities and identify those items 
which could be manufactured in the military 
arsenals of the United States or the military 
depots of the United States to meet the goals 
of section 2464 of title 10, United States Code, 
as well as a plan for moving that workload 
into the military arsenals or depots. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall address the following: 

(1) Identification of items purchased by 
foreign manufacturers meeting the defini- 
tion of— 

(A) section 8302(a)(1) of title 41, United 
States Code, with an exception granted 
under subparagraph (A) or (B) of section 
8302(a)(2) of such title; 

(B) section 2533b(a)(1) of title 10, United 
States Code, with an exception granted 
under section 2533(b) of such title; and 

(C) section 2534(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, with a waiver exercised under para- 
graph (1), (2), (4), or (5) of section 2534(d) of 
such title. 

(2) Assessment of the skills required to 
manufacture the items identified in para- 
graph (1) and comparison of those skills with 
skills required to meet the critical capabili- 
ties identified by the Army Report to Con- 
gress on Critical Manufacturing Capabilities 
and Capacities, dated August 2018, and the 
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core logistics capabilities identified by each 
military service pursuant to section 2464 of 
title 10, United States Code, as of the date of 
enactment of this bill. 

(3) Identification of the tooling, equipment 
and facilities upgrades necessary for a mili- 
tary arsenal or depot to perform the manu- 
facturing workload identified under para- 
graph (1). 

(4) Identification of workload identified in 
paragraph (1) most appropriate for transfer 
to military arsenals or depots to meet the 
goals of subsection (a) or requirements of 
section 2464 of title 10, United States Code. 

(5) A plan to transfer manufacturing work- 
load identified in paragraph (4) to the mili- 
tary arsenals or depots within a stated time- 
frame. 

(6) Such other information the Secretary 
considers necessary for adherence to para- 
graphs (4) and (5). 

(7) An explanation of the rationale for con- 
tinuing to sole-source manufacturing work- 
load identified in paragraph (1) from a for- 
eign source rather than a military arsenal, 
depot, or other organic facility. 


SA 1558. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 

SEC. — . ARSENAL INSTALLATION REUTILIZA- 
TION AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2667 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (h), (i), 
and (j) as subsections (i), (j), and (kK), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(h) ARSENAL INSTALLATION REUTILIZATION 
AUTHORITY.—(1) In the case of a military 
manufacturing arsenal, the Secretary con- 
cerned may authorize leases and contracts 
for a term of up to 25 years, notwithstanding 
subsection (b)(1), if the Secretary determines 
that a lease or contract of that duration will 
promote the national defense or be in the 
public interest for the purpose of— 

““(A) helping to maintain the viability of 
the military manufacturing arsenal and any 
military installations on which it is located; 

““(B) eliminating, or at least reducing, the 
cost of Government ownership of the mili- 
tary manufacturing arsenal, including the 
costs of operations and maintenance, the 
costs of environmental remediation, and 
other costs; and 

““(C) leveraging private investment at the 
military manufacturing arsenal through 
long-term facility use contracts, property 
management contracts, leases, or other 
agreements that support and advance the 
preceding purposes. 

‘(2)(A) The Secretary concerned may dele- 
gate the authority provided by this sub- 
section to the commander of the military 
manufacturing arsenal or, if part of a larger 
military installation, the installation com- 
mander. 

‘(B) The delegated authority does not in- 
clude the authority to enter into a lease or 
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contract under this section to carry out any 
activity covered by section 4544(b) of this 
title related to— 

““(i) the sale of articles manufactured by a 
military manufacturing arsenal; 

““(ii) the sale of services performed by a 
military manufacturing arsenal; or 

““(iii) the performance of manufacturing 
work at the military manufacturing arsenal. 

“(3) In this subsection, the term ‘military 
manufacturing arsenal’ means a Govern- 
ment-owned, Government-operated defense 
plant of the Department of the Defense that 
manufactures weapons, weapon components, 
or both.”. 


SA 1559. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 832. PROHIBITION ON AWARDING OF DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE CON- 
TRACTS TO INVERTED DOMESTIC 
CORPORATIONS. 

(a) PROHIBITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 137 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 


“§ 2338. Prohibition on awarding contracts to 
inverted domestic corporations 


““(a) PROHIBITION.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency 
may not award a contract for the procure- 
ment of property or services to— 

“(A) any foreign incorporated entity that 
such head has determined is an inverted do- 
mestic corporation or any subsidiary of such 
entity; or 

““(B) any joint venture if more than 10 per- 
cent of the joint venture (by vote or value) is 
owned by a foreign incorporated entity that 
such head has determined is an inverted do- 
mestic corporation or any subsidiary of such 
entity. 

““(2) SUBCONTRACTS.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The head of an execu- 
tive agency shall include in each contract for 
the procurement of property or services 
awarded by the executive agency with a 
value in excess of $10,000,000, other than a 
contract for exclusively commercial items, a 
clause that prohibits the prime contractor 
on such contract from— 

““(i) awarding a first-tier subcontract with 
a value greater than 10 percent of the total 
value of the prime contract to an entity or 
joint venture described in paragraph (1); or 

“(ii) structuring subcontract tiers in a 
manner designed to avoid the limitation in 
paragraph (1) by enabling an entity or joint 
venture described in paragraph (1) to perform 
more than 10 percent of the total value of 
the prime contract as a lower-tier subcon- 
tractor. 

““(B) PENALTIES.—The contract clause in- 
cluded in contracts pursuant to subpara- 
graph (A) shall provide that, in the event 
that the prime contractor violates the con- 
tract clause— 

““(i) the prime contract may be terminated 
for default; and 
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““(ii) the matter may be referred to the sus- 
pension or debarment official for the appro- 
priate agency and may be a basis for suspen- 
sion or debarment of the prime contractor. 

““(b) INVERTED DOMESTIC CORPORATION. — 

“*(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion, a foreign incorporated entity shall be 
treated as an inverted domestic corporation 
if, pursuant to a plan (or a series of related 
transactions)— 

“(A) the entity completes before, on, or 
after May 8, 2014, the direct or indirect ac- 
quisition of— 

““(1) substantially all of the properties held 
directly or indirectly by a domestic corpora- 
tion; or 

““(ii) substantially all of the assets of, or 
substantially all of the properties consti- 
tuting a trade or business of, a domestic 
partnership; and 

““(B) after the acquisition, either— 

“(G) more than 50 percent of the stock (by 
vote or value) of the entity is held— 

“(D in the case of an acquisition with re- 
spect to a domestic corporation, by former 
shareholders of the domestic corporation by 
reason of holding stock in the domestic cor- 
poration; or 

‘“(II) in the case of an acquisition with re- 
spect to a domestic partnership, by former 
partners of the domestic partnership by rea- 
son of holding a capital or profits interest in 
the domestic partnership; or 

““(ii) the management and control of the 
expanded affiliated group which includes the 
entity occurs, directly or indirectly, pri- 
marily within the United States, as deter- 
mined pursuant to regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and such ex- 
panded affiliated group has significant do- 
mestic business activities. 

“*(2) EXCEPTION FOR CORPORATIONS WITH 
SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS ACTIVITIES IN FOREIGN 
COUNTRY OF ORGANIZATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A foreign incorporated 
entity described in paragraph (1) shall not be 
treated as an inverted domestic corporation 
if after the acquisition the expanded affili- 
ated group which includes the entity has 
substantial business activities in the foreign 
country in which or under the law of which 
the entity is created or organized when com- 
pared to the total business activities of such 
expanded affiliated group. 

“(B) SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS ACTIVITIES.— 
The Secretary of the Treasury (or the Sec- 
retary's delegate) shall establish regulations 
for determining whether an affiliated group 
has substantial business activities for pur- 
poses of subparagraph (A), except that such 
regulations may not treat any group as hav- 
ing substantial business activities if such 
group would not be considered to have sub- 
stantial business activities under the regula- 
tions prescribed under section 7874 of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, as in effect on 
May 8, 2014. 

(3) SIGNIFICANT DOMESTIC BUSINESS ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para- 
graph (1)(B)(ii), an expanded affiliated group 
has significant domestic business activities 
if at least 25 percent of— 

““(i) the employees of the group are based 
in the United States; 

“(ii) the employee compensation incurred 
by the group is incurred with respect to em- 
ployees based in the United States; 

““(iii) the assets of the group are located in 
the United States; or 

““(iv) the income of the group is derived in 
the United States. 

‘(B) DETERMINATION.—Determinations pur- 
suant to subparagraph (A) shall be made in 
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the same manner as such determinations are 
made for purposes of determining substantial 
business activities under regulations re- 
ferred to in paragraph (2) as in effect on May 
8, 2014, but applied by treating all references 
in such regulations to ‘foreign country’ and 
‘relevant foreign country’ as references to 
‘the United States’. The Secretary of the 
Treasury (or the Secretary’s delegate) may 
issue regulations decreasing the threshold 
percent in any of the tests under such regu- 
lations for determining if business activities 
constitute significant domestic business ac- 
tivities for purposes of this paragraph. 

““(c) WAIVER.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency 
may waive subsection (a) with respect to any 
Federal Government contract under the au- 
thority of such head if the head determines 
that the waiver is required in the interest of 
national security or is necessary for the effi- 
cient or effective administration of Federal 
or Federally-funded programs that provide 
health benefits to individuals. 

‘(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The head of an 
agency issuing a waiver under paragraph (1) 
shall, not later than 14 days after issuing 
such waiver, submit a written notification of 
the waiver to the Committees on Armed 
Services and Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives. 

““(d) APPLICABILITY.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), this section shall not apply to 
any contract entered into before the date of 
the enactment of this section. 

(2) TASK AND DELIVERY ORDERS.—This sec- 
tion shall apply to any task or delivery order 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
section pursuant to a contract entered into 
before, on, or after such date of enactment. 

““(3) SCOPE.—This section applies only to 
contracts subject to regulation under the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation and the De- 
fense Supplement to the Federal Acquisition 
Regulation. 

‘*(e) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.— 

“(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the 
terms ‘expanded affiliated group’, ‘foreign 
incorporated entity’, ‘person’, ‘domestic’, 
and ‘foreign’ have the meaning given those 
terms in section 835(c) of the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(c)). 

“*(2) SPECIAL RULES.—In applying sub- 
section (b) of this section for purposes of sub- 
section (a) of this section, the rules described 
under 835(c)(1) of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(c)(1)) shall apply.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 137 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
2337 the following new item: 

‘2338. Prohibition on awarding contracts to 
inverted domestic corpora- 
tions.” 

(b) REGULATIONS REGARDING MANAGEMENT 
AND CONTROL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury (or the Secretary’s delegate) shall, 
for purposes of section 2338(b)(1)(B)(ii) of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub- 
section (a), prescribe regulations for pur- 
poses of determining cases in which the man- 
agement and control of an expanded affili- 
ated group is to be treated as occurring, di- 
rectly or indirectly, primarily within the 
United States. The regulations prescribed 
under the preceding sentence shall apply to 
periods after May 8, 2014. 

(2) EXECUTIVE OFFICERS AND SENIOR MAN- 
AGEMENT.—The regulations prescribed under 
paragraph (1) shall provide that the manage- 
ment and control of an expanded affiliated 
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group shall be treated as occurring, directly 
or indirectly, primarily within the United 
States if substantially all of the executive 
officers and senior management of the ex- 
panded affiliated group who exercise day-to- 
day responsibility for making decisions in- 
volving strategic, financial, and operational 
policies of the expanded affiliated group are 
based or primarily located within the United 
States. Individuals who in fact exercise such 
day-to-day responsibilities shall be treated 
as executive officers and senior management 
regardless of their title. 


SA 1560. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for 
himself and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. MONITORING OF ADVERSE EVENT DATA 
ON DIETARY SUPPLEMENT USE BY 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall modify the electronic health record 
system of the military health system to in- 
clude data regarding the use by members of 
the Armed Forces of dietary supplements 
and adverse events with respect to dietary 
supplements. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The modifications re- 
quired by subsection (a) shall ensure that the 
electronic health record system of the mili- 
tary health system— 

(1) records adverse event report data re- 
garding dietary supplement use by members 
of the Armed Forces; 

(2) generates standard reports on adverse 
event data that can be aggregated for anal- 
ysis; 

(3) issues automated alerts to signal a sig- 
nificant change in adverse event reporting or 
to signal a risk of interaction with a medica- 
tion or other treatment; and 

(4) is interoperable with the MedWatch 
form of the Food and Drug Administration 
(as described in section 760(d) of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
879aa(d))). 

(c) OUTREACH.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct outreach to health care providers in the 
military health system to educate such pro- 
viders on the importance of entering adverse 
event report data regarding dietary supple- 
ment use by members of the Armed Forces 
into the electronic health record system of 
the military health system and the 
MedWatch form described in subsection 
Mu). 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ADVERSE EVENT.—The term “adverse 
event” has the meaning given such term in 
section 761(a) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 379aa—l(a)). 

(2) DIETARY SUPPLEMENT.—The term “die- 
tary supplement” has the meaning given 
such term in section 201(ff) of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
821(ff)). 


SA 1561. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for 
himself and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an 
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amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. REPORTING OF DIETARY SUPPLEMENT 
USE BY MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall establish a minimum requirement for 
the Department of Defense for the reporting 
by each member of the Armed Forces of the 
use by such member of dietary supplements. 

(b) OTHER POLICIES OF MILITARY DEPART- 
MENTS.—Each Secretary of a military de- 
partment may establish a different policy, or 
continue an existing policy, relating to the 
reporting of the use of dietary supplements 
by members of the Armed Forces under the 
jurisdiction of such Secretary only if such 
policy meets at least the minimum require- 
ment established under subsection (a), as de- 
termined by the Secretary of Defense. 

(c) INFORMATION IN HEALTH RECORD SyYS- 
TEM.—The Secretary of Defense shall ensure 
that the electronic health record system of 
the military health system— 

(1) records dietary supplement use by 
members of the Armed Forces; 

(2) generates standard reports on dietary 
supplement use that can be aggregated for 
analysis; and 

(3) issues automated alerts to signal a sig- 
nificant change in dietary supplement use. 

(d) DIETARY SUPPLEMENT DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “dietary supplement” has 
the meaning given such term in section 
201(ff) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos- 
metic Act (21 U.S.C. 321(ff)). 


SA 1562. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for 
himself and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VI, add the 
following: 

SEC. 654. LIMITATION ON SALE OF DIETARY SUP- 
PLEMENTS IN COMMISSARY AND EX- 
CHANGE STORES. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Section 2484(c) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

““(4)(A) A dietary supplement may be sold 
by a commissary store or exchange store, or 
a retail establishment operating on a mili- 
tary installation, only if— 

“(i) the dietary supplement has been 
verified by an independent third party for 
recognized public standards of identity, pu- 
rity, strength, and composition, and adher- 
ence to related process standards; or 

““(ii) the dietary supplement complies with 
Defense Commissary Agency policy on in- 
ventory carried by commissaries. 
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“(B) The Secretary of Defense shall, in 
consultation with the Commissioner of the 
Food and Drug Administration, identify the 
third parties that may provide verification 
under this paragraph. 

““(C) In this paragraph, the term ‘dietary 
supplement’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 201(ff) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321(ff).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date that is one year after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, and shall apply with 
respect to sales that occur on or after such 
effective date. 


SA 1563. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 738. REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF DATA 


SECURITY AND TRANSMISSION 
STANDARDS FOR ELECTRONIC 
HEALTH RECORDS. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than June 1, 
2016, the Secretary of Defense and the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs shall jointly sub- 
mit to Congress a report on the standards for 
security and transmission of data to be im- 
plemented by the Department of Defense and 
the Department of Veterans Affairs in de- 
ploying the new or updated, as the case may 
be, electronic health record system of each 
such Department (required to be deployed by 
each such Department under section 713 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 10 U.S.C. 
1071 note)) at military installations and in 
field environments. 

(b) TRANSMISSION OF DATA.—The report re- 
quired by subsection (a) shall include infor- 
mation on standards for transmission of data 
between the Department of Defense and the 
Department of Veterans Affairs and stand- 
ards for transmission of data between each 
such Department and private sector entities. 


SA 1564. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. INCREASE IN CIVIL PENALTIES FOR 
VIOLATION OF SERVICEMEMBERS 
CIVIL RELIEF ACT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 801(b)(3) of the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act (50 U.S.C. 
App. 597(b)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking 
‘‘$55,000” and inserting ‘‘$110,000’’; and 


June 3, 2015 


(2) in subparagraph (B), by 
““$110,000” and inserting ‘‘$220,000’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date that is 180 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act and shall apply with 
respect to violations of the Servicemembers 
Civil Relief Act (50 U.S.C. App. 501 et seq.) 
that occur on or after such date. 


SA 1565. Mr. McCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 31, strike line 1 and all that fol- 
lows through ‘‘assessment’’ on line 5 and in- 
sert the following: ‘‘A Capabilities Based As- 
sessment or equivalent report to assess capa- 
bility gaps and associated capability require- 
ments and risks for the upgraded Littoral 
Combat Ship, which is proposed to com- 
mence with LCS 33. This assessment or 
equivalent report”. 


SA 1566. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 645, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 

(4) At the 2006 North Atlantic Treaty Orga- 
nization Summit in Riga, North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization member countries 
agreed to commit a minimum of two per cent 
of their national income or Gross Domestic 
Product (GDP) to spending on defense. 

(5) At the 2014 North Atlantic Treaty Orga- 
nization Summit in Wales, North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization member countries 
agreed that ‘‘allies currently meeting the 
NATO guideline to spend a minimum of 2% 
of their Gross Domestic Product (GDP) on 
defense will aim to continue to do so” and 
that ‘allies whose current proportion of 
GDP spent on defense is below this level will: 
halt any decline in defense expenditure; aim 
to increase defense expenditure in real terms 
as GDP grows; aim to move towards the two 
percent guideline within a decade with a 
view to meeting their NATO Capability Tar- 
gets and filling NATO’s capability short- 
falls”. 

(6) In 2015, four out of the 28 North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization member countries, in- 
cluding the United States, meet the two per- 
cent target. 

On page 646, strike line 16 and insert the 
following: 
spending; and 

(5) the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
member countries are strongly urged to 
meet their commitment to spend two per- 
cent of their Gross Domestic Product on de- 
fense. 


striking 
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SA 1567. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, 
Mr. WICKER, Mr. INHOFE, and Mrs. 
FISCHER) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


Beginning on page 728, strike line 12 and 
all that follows through page 729, line 8, and 
insert the following: 

SEC. 1643. AIR DEFENSE CAPABILITY AT NORTH 
ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION 
MISSILE DEFENSE SITES. 

(a) DETERMINATION AND NOTIFICATION.—Not 
later than 30 days after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall— 

(1) determine whether the Aegis Ashore 
site in Romania and the site to be deployed 
in the Republic of Poland are capable of de- 
fending United States and allied personnel 
deployed at such sites from air warfare 
threats, including cruise missiles; and 

(2) submit to the congressional defense 
committees notice of such determination. 

(b) PLAN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), if the Secretary determines 
pursuant to subsection (a)(1) that the Aegis 
Ashore sites described in such subsection are 
not capable of defending as described in such 
subsection, the Secretary shall— 

(A) submit to the congressional defense 
committees, along with the annual budget 
request submitted to Congress under section 
1105 of title 31, United States Code, for fiscal 
year 2017, a plan to ensure that such sites 
have, by not later than December 31, 2018, 
anti-air warfare capability that is capable of 
defending as described in such subsection; 
and 

(B) ensure that, not later than December 
31, 2018, both sites described in such sub- 
section have the capability described in such 
subsection. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The plan submitted under 
paragraph (1)(A) shall include a descriptions 
of the contributions that the Secretary an- 
ticipates from the North Atlantic Treaty Or- 
ganization and members of such organization 
to ensure the sites described in subsection 
(a)(1) have anti-air warfare capability that is 
capable of defending as described in such 
subsection. 

(3) DELAY OF IMPLEMENTATION.—The Sec- 
retary may delay the requirement in para- 
graph (1)(B) if the Director of the Missile De- 
fense Agency submits to the congressional 
defense committees a certification in writing 
that such delay is necessary to ensure initial 
operational capability of the ballistic missile 
defense system at such sites in accordance 
with the timeline in the 2010 Ballistic Mis- 
sile Defense Review. 


SA 1568. Mr. COTTON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
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military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. |. UNAUTHORIZED DEALINGS IN SPECIAL 
NUCLEAR MATERIAL. 

Section 57b.(2) of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2077(b)(2)) is amended in the 
first sentence in the proviso by inserting 
“the Director of National Intelligence,” 
after ‘‘Commerce,’’. 


SA 1569. Mr. BURR (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 565. CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECKS OF 
EMPLOYEES OF THE MILITARY 
CHILD CARE SYSTEM AND PRO- 
VIDERS OF CHILD CARE SERVICES 
AND YOUTH PROGRAM SERVICES 
FOR MILITARY DEPENDENTS. 

(a) EMPLOYEES OF MILITARY CHILD CARE 
SYSTEM.—Section 1792 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (d): 

““(d) CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECK.—The 
criminal background check of child care em- 
ployees under this section that is required 
pursuant to section 231 of the Crime Control 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 18041) shall be con- 
ducted pursuant to regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense in accordance with 
the provisions of section 658H of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant Act of 
1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858f).”’. 

(b) PROVIDERS OF CHILD CARE SERVICES AND 
YOUTH PROGRAM SERVICES.—Section 1798 of 
such title is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (c): 

‘“(¢) CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECK.—A pro- 
vider of child care services or youth program 
services may not provide such services under 
this section unless such provider complies 
with the requirements for criminal back- 
ground checks under section 658H of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858f) for the State in 
which such services are provided.”. 


SA 1570. Mr. WARNER (for himself 
and Mr. CORNYN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
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which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1283. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE DE- 
FENSE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES AND THE RE- 
PUBLIC OF INDIA. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) The United States has an upgraded, 
strategic-plus relationship with India based 
on regional cooperation, space science co- 
operation, and defense cooperation. 

(2) The defense relationship between the 
United States and the Republic of India is 
strengthened by the common commitment of 
both countries to democracy. 

(3) The United States and the Republic of 
India share a common and long-standing 
commitment to civilian control of the mili- 
tary. 

(4) The United States and the Republic of 
India have increasingly worked together on 
defense cooperation across a range of activi- 
ties, exercises, initiatives, and research. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should— 

(1) continue to expand defense cooperation 
with the Republic of India; 

(2) welcome the role of the Republic of 
India in providing security and stability in 
the Indo-Pacific region and beyond; 

(3) work cooperatively with the Republic of 
India on matters relating to our common de- 
fense; 

(4) vigorously support the implementation 
of the United States-India Defense Frame- 
work Agreement; and 

(5) support the India Defense Trade and 
Technology Initiative. 


SA 1571. Mr. WARNER (for himself 
and Mr. CORNYN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 524. SENSE OF CONGRESS RECOGNIZING 


THE DIVERSITY OF THE MEMBERS 
OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds 
lowing: 

(1) The United States military includes in- 
dividuals with a variety of national, ethnic, 
and cultural backgrounds that have roots all 
over the world. 

(2) In addition to diverse backgrounds, 
members of the Armed Forces come from nu- 
merous religious traditions, including Chris- 
tian, Hindu, Jewish, Muslim, Sikh, non-de- 
nominational, nonpracticing, and many 
more. 

(3) Members of the Armed Forces from di- 
verse backgrounds and religious traditions 
have lost their lives or been injured defend- 
ing the national security of the United 
States. 

(4) Diversity contributes to the strength of 
the Armed Forces, and service members from 
different backgrounds and religious tradi- 
tions share the same goal of defending the 
United States. 


the fol- 
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(5) The unity of the Armed Forces reflects 
the strength in diversity that makes the 
United States a great Nation. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should— 

(1) continue to recognize and promote di- 
versity in the Armed Forces; and 

(2) honor those from all diverse back- 
grounds and religious traditions who have 
made sacrifices in serving the United States 
through the Armed Forces. 


SA 1572. Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself 
and Mr. INHOFE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1264. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE UNITED 
STATES ALLIANCE WITH THE RE- 
PUBLIC OF KOREA. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) the alliance between the United States 
and the Republic of Korea has served as an 
anchor for stability, security, and prosperity 
on the Korean Peninsula, in the Asia-Pacific 
region, and around the world; 

(2) the United States and the Republic of 
Korea continue to strengthen and adapt the 
bilateral, regional, and global scope of the 
comprehensive strategic alliance between 
the two nations, to serve as a linchpin of 
peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific re- 
gion, recognizing the shared values of de- 
mocracy, human rights, free and open mar- 
ketS, and the rule of law, as reaffirmed in 
the May 2013 “Joint Declaration in Com- 
memoration of the 60th Anniversary of the 
Alliance between the Republic of Korea and 
the United States of America”; 

(3) the United States and the Republic of 
Korea continue to broaden and deepen the al- 
liance by strengthening the combined de- 
fense posture on the Korean Peninsula, en- 
hancing mutual security based on the Repub- 
lic of Korea-United States Mutual Defense 
Treaty, and promoting cooperation for re- 
gional and global security in the 21st cen- 
tury; 

(4) the United States and the Republic of 
Korea share deep concerns that the nuclear, 
cyber, and ballistic missiles programs of 
North Korea and its repeated provocations 
pose grave threats to peace and stability on 
the Korean Peninsula and Northeast Asia 
and recognize that both nations are deter- 
mined to achieve the peaceful 
denuclearization of North Korea and remain 
fully committed to continuing close coopera- 
tion on the full range of issues related to 
North Korea; 

(5) the United States and the Republic of 
Korea are particularly concerned that the 
nuclear and ballistic missile programs of 
North Korea, including North Korean efforts 
to miniaturize their nuclear technology and 
improve the mobility of their ballistic mis- 
siles, have gathered significant momentum 
and are poised to expand in the coming 
years; 

(6) the Republic of Korea has made 
progress in enhancing future warfighting and 
interoperability capabilities by taking steps 
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toward procuring Patriot Advanced Capa- 
bility missiles, F-35 Joint Strike Fighter 
Aircraft, and RQ4 Global Hawk Surveillance 
Aircraft; 

(7) the United States supports the vision of 
a Korean Peninsula free of nuclear weapons, 
free from the fear of war, and peacefully re- 
united on the basis of democratic and free 
market principles, as articulated in Presi- 
dent Park’s address in Dresden, Germany; 
and 

(8) the United States and the Republic of 
Korea share the future interests of both na- 
tions in securing peace and stability on the 
Korean Peninsula and in Northeast Asia. 


SA 1573. Mr. LEE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 10. 


REPORT ON UNITED STATES CON- 
TRIBUTIONS TO THE UNITED NA- 
TIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget shall sub- 
mit to Congress a report on all assessed and 
voluntary contributions, including in-kind, 
of the United States Government to the 
United Nations and its affiliated agencies 
and related bodies during the previous fiscal 
year. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(1) The total amount of all assessed and 
voluntary contributions, including in-kind, 
of the United States Government to the 
United Nations and United Nations affiliated 
agencies and related bodies. 

(2) The approximate percentage of United 
States Government contributions to each 
United Nations affiliated agency or body in 
such fiscal year when compared with all con- 
tributions to such agency or body from any 
source in such fiscal year. 

(3) For each such contribution— 

(A) the amount of the contribution; 

(B) a description of the contribution (in- 
cluding whether assessed or voluntary); 

(C) the department or agency of the United 
States Government responsible for the con- 
tribution; 

(D) the purpose of the contribution; and 

(E) the United Nations or United Nations 
affiliated agency or related body receiving 
the contribution. 

(c) SCOPE OF INITIAL REPORT.—The first re- 
port required under subsection (a) shall in- 
clude the information required under this 
section for the previous five fiscal years. 

(d) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.— 
Not later than 14 days after submitting a re- 
port required under subsection (a), the Direc- 
tor of the Office of Management and Budget 
shall post a public version of the report on a 
text-based, searchable, and publicly avail- 
able Internet website. 


SA 1574. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle B of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 515. PILOT PROGRAM ON JOB PLACEMENT 
AND RELATED EMPLOYMENT AS- 
SISTANCE FOR MEMBERS OF THE 
NATIONAL GUARD AND THE RE- 
SERVES. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may carry out a pilot program to enhance 
the efforts of the Department of Defense to 
provide job placement assistance and related 
employment services directly to members of 
the National Guard and the Reserves. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
carry out the pilot program in consultation 
with the Chief of the National Guard Bureau. 

(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.—The members of 
the National Guard and the Reserves eligible 
for job placement assistance and related em- 
ployment services under the pilot program 
are such categories of members as the Sec- 
retary shall specify for purposes of the pilot 
program. 

(c) ASSISTANCE AND SERVICES.—The mecha- 
nisms assessed under the pilot program shall 
include mechanisms as follows: 

(1) To identify unemployed and under- 
employed members of the National Guard 
and the Reserves. 

(2) To provide job placement assistance 
and related employment services to members 
of the National Guard and the Reserves on 
an individualized basis, including— 

(A) resume writing and interview prepara- 
tion assistance and services; 

(B) cost-effective job placement services; 

(C) post-employment follow up services; 
and 

(D) such other assistance and services as 
the Secretary shall specify for purposes of 
the pilot program. 

(d) DISCHARGE.— 

(1) DISCHARGE THROUGH ADJUTANTS GEN- 
ERAL.—The Secretary shall provide for the 
carrying out of the pilot program through 
the Adjutants General of the States. 

(2) OUTREACH.—The Adjutants General 
shall take appropriate actions to facilitate 
participation in the pilot program by eligible 
members of the National Guard and the Re- 
serves, including through outreach to unit 
commanders. 

(e) STATE MATCHING SHARE OF FUNDS.—In 
order for the pilot program to be carried out 
in a State, the State shall agree to con- 
tribute to the carrying out of the pilot pro- 
gram an amount, derived from non-Federal 
sources, equal to at least 30 percent of the 
funds provided by the Secretary for carrying 
out the pilot program in the State. 

(f) EVALUATION METRICS.—The Secretary 
shall establish metrics for purposes of evalu- 
ating the success of the pilot program. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sub- 
mit to the congressional defense committees 
on an annual basis a report on the activities, 
if any, under the pilot program during the 
preceding fiscal year. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report under this sub- 
section shall include the following: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


(A) A description of the activities under 
the pilot program during the fiscal year cov- 
ered by such report, set forth by State in 
which the pilot program was carried out, in- 
cluding— 

(i) the number of members of the National 
Guard and the Reserves who participated in 
the pilot program; 

(ii) the job placement assistance and re- 
lated employment services provided to such 
members under the pilot program; and 

(iii) the number of members of the Na- 
tional Guard and Reserves who obtained em- 
ployment through participation in the pilot 
program. 

(B) A comparison of the pilot program with 
other programs conducted by the Depart- 
ment of Defense during such fiscal year to 
provide job placement assistance and related 
employment services to unemployed and un- 
deremployed members of the National Guard 
and the Reserves, including the costs of serv- 
ices per individual under such programs. 

(C) An assessment of the impact of the 
pilot program, and increased employment 
among members of the National Guard and 
the Reserves as a result of the pilot program, 
on the readiness of the reserve components 
of the Armed Forces. 

(D) Such recommendations for improve- 
ment or extension of the pilot program as 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 

(E) Such other matters relating to the 
pilot program as the Secretary considers ap- 
propriate. 

(h) LIMITATION ON FUNDING.—The amount 
obligated by the Secretary in any fiscal year 
to carry out the pilot program may not ex- 
ceed $20,000,000. 

(i) SUNSET.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the authority to carry out the 
pilot program shall expire on September 30, 
2019. 

(2) TWO-YEAR EXTENSION.—The Secretary 
may continue to carry out the pilot program 
for a period, not in excess of two years, after 
September 30, 2019, if the Secretary considers 
continuation of the pilot program for such 
period to be advisable. 


SA 1575. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. MARKEY, and Mrs. FEIN- 
STEIN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1085. 


PILOT PROGRAM ON PROVISION OF 
FURNITURE, HOUSEHOLD ITEMS, 
AND OTHER ASSISTANCE TO HOME- 
LESS VETERANS MOVING INTO PER- 
MANENT HOUSING. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall com- 
mence a pilot program to assess the feasi- 
bility and advisability of awarding grants to 
eligible entities to provide furniture, house- 
hold items, and other assistance to covered 
veterans moving into permanent housing to 
facilitate the settlement of such covered vet- 
erans in such housing. 
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(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—For purposes of the 
pilot program, an eligible entity is any of 
the following: 

(A) A veterans service agency. 

(B) A veterans service organization. 

(C) A nongovernmental organization that— 

(i) is described in paragraph (8), (4), or (19) 
of section 501(c) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 and is exempt from taxation 
under section 501(a) of such code; and 

(ii) has an established history of providing 
assistance to veterans or the homeless. 

(3) COVERED VETERANS.—For purposes of 
the pilot program, a covered veteran is any 
of the following: 

(A) A formerly homeless veteran who is re- 
ceiving housing, clinical services, and case 
management assistance under section 
8(0)(19) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487f(0)(19)). 

(B) A veteran who is receiving— 

(i) assistance from, or is the beneficiary of 
a service furnished by, a program that is in 
receipt of a grant under section 2011 of title 
38, United States Code; or 

(ii) services for which per diem payment is 
received under section 2012 of such title. 

(C) A veteran who is— 

(i) a beneficiary of the outreach program 
carried out under section 2022(e) of such 
title; or 

(ii) in receipt of referral or counseling 
services from the program carried out under 
section 2023 of such title. 

(D) A veteran who is receiving a service or 
assistance under section 2031 of such title. 

(E) A veteran who is residing in thera- 
peutic housing operated under section 2032 of 
such title. 

(F) A veteran who is receiving domiciliary 
services under section 2043 of such title or 
domiciliary care under section 1710(b) of 
such title. 

(G) A veteran who is receiving supportive 
services under section 2044 of such title. 

(4) DURATION.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the pilot program during the three-year 
period beginning on the date of the com- 
mencement of the pilot program. 

(b) GRANTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 
out the pilot program through the award of 
grants to eligible entities for the provision of 
furniture and other household items as de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(1). 

(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount of a 
grant awarded under the pilot program shall 
not exceed $500,000. 

(c) SELECTION OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.— 

(1) APPLICATION.—An eligible entity seek- 
ing a grant under the pilot program shall 
submit to the Secretary an application 
therefor in such form and in such manner as 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 

(2) SELECTION PRIORITY.— 

(A) COMMUNITIES WITH GREATEST NEED.— 
Subject to subparagraph (B), in accordance 
with regulations the Secretary shall pre- 
scribe, the Secretary shall give priority in 
the awarding of grants under the pilot pro- 
gram to eligible entities who serve commu- 
nities which the Secretary determines have 
the greatest need of homeless services. 

(B) GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION.—The Sec- 
retary may give priority in the awarding of 
grants under the pilot program to achieve a 
fair distribution, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, among eligible entities serving cov- 
ered veterans in different geographic re- 
gions, including in rural communities and 
tribal lands. 

(d) USE OF GRANT FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), each eligible entity receiving 
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a grant under the pilot program shall use the 
grant— 

(A) to coordinate with the Secretary to fa- 
cilitate distribution of furniture and other 
household items to covered veterans moving 
into permanent housing; 

(B) to purchase, or otherwise obtain via do- 
nation, furniture and household items for 
use by such covered veterans; 

(C) to distribute such furniture and house- 
hold items to such covered veterans; and 

(D) to pay for background checks, provide 
security deposits, provide funds for utilities, 
and provide moving expenses for such cov- 
ered veterans that are necessary for the set- 
tlement of such covered veterans in such 
housing. 

(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.—A re- 
cipient of a grant awarded under the pilot 
program may not expend more than $2,500 of 
the amount of the grant awarded for the pro- 
vision to a single covered veteran of assist- 
ance under the pilot program. 

(3) MEMORANDUMS OF UNDERSTANDING.—In 
the case of an eligible entity receiving a 
grant under the pilot program that entered 
into a memorandum of understanding with 
the Secretary before the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act that provides for the provi- 
sion of furniture and other household items 
to covered veterans as described in sub- 
section (a) without Federal compensation, 
the eligible entity may use the grant in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of such memo- 
randum of understanding in lieu of para- 
graph (1). 

(4) FULL USE OF FUNDS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—A recipient of a grant 
awarded under the pilot program shall use 
the full amount of the grant by not later 
than one year after the date on which the 
Secretary awards such grant. 

(B) RECOVERY.—The Secretary may recover 
from a recipient of a grant awarded under 
this section all of the unused amounts of the 
grant if all of the amounts of the grant are 
not used— 

(i) pursuant to paragraph (1) and subpara- 
graph (A) of this paragraph; or 

(ii) in a case described in paragraph (8), 
pursuant to an applicable memorandum of 
understanding. 

(e) OUTREACH.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct outreach, including under chapter 63 of 
title 38, United States Code, to inform cov- 
ered veterans about their eligibility to re- 
ceive household items, furniture, and other 
assistance under the pilot program. 

(f) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall pre- 
scribe regulations for— 

(1) evaluating an application by an eligible 
entity for a grant under the pilot program; 
and 

(2) otherwise administering the pilot pro- 
gram. 

(2) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than the date 
that is 90 days after the last day of the pilot 
program, the Secretary shall submit to Con- 
gress a report on the pilot program. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) An assessment of the pilot program. 

(B) The findings of the Secretary with re- 
spect to the feasibility and advisability of 
awarding grants to eligible entities as de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(1). 

(C) Such recommendations as the Sec- 
retary may have for legislative or adminis- 
trative action to facilitate the settlement of 
covered veterans into permanent housing. 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $5,000,000 
for each year of the pilot program. 
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(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) OUTREACH.—The term ‘‘outreach’’ has 
the meaning given such term in section 
6301(b)(1) of title 38, United States Code. 

(2) VETERANS SERVICE AGENCY.—The term 
“veterans service agency” means a unit of a 
State government, or a political subdivision 
thereof, that has primary responsibility for 
programs and activities of such government 
or subdivision related to veterans benefits. 

(3) VETERANS SERVICE ORGANIZATION.—The 
term ‘‘veterans service organization’’ means 
any organization recognized by the Sec- 
retary for the representation of veterans 
under section 5902 of title 38, United States 
Code. 


SA 1576. Mrs. BOXER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 355. USE OF AIR NATIONAL GUARD AND AIR 
FORCE RESERVE FOR INITIAL AIR- 
BORNE RESPONSE TO FIGHTING 
WILDFIRES. 

(a) INTERAGENCY AGREEMENTS.—Subject to 
subsection (b), in order to prevent the loss of 
life and reduce property losses from 
wildfires, section 1535(a)(4) of title 31, United 
States Code, shall not apply to limit the use 
of interagency agreements with the Air Na- 
tional Guard or Air Force Reserve to procure 
the services of a unit of the Air National 
Guard or Air Force Reserve to conduct De- 
fense Support to Civil Authority (DSCA) 
missions utilizing military fixed-wing aerial 
firefighting aircraft, including Modular Air- 
borne Fire Fighting System (MAFFS) units, 
in the airborne response to fighting 
wildfires. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—Section 1535(a)(4) of title 
31, United States Code, shall not apply to 
interagency agreements described in sub- 
section (a) only when a requesting agency 
determines that— 

(1) privately contracted fixed-wing aerial 
firefighting aircraft are unavailable; 

(2) there is an unfilled request for fixed- 
wing aerial firefighting aircraft, including 
MAFFS units, to perform an initial airborne 
response; or 

(8) fixed-wing aerial firefighting aircraft, 
including MAFFS units, are needed to sup- 
plement privately contracted fixed-wing aer- 
ial firefighting aircraft. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be interpreted as dimin- 
ishing the role of contractor owned and oper- 
ated fixed-wing aircraft as the primary 
source of aerial firefighting assets for the 
Federal wildland firefighting agencies. 


SA 1577. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
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Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SECTION 1085. TRANSNATIONAL DRUG TRAF- 
FICKING ACT. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “Transnational Drug Trafficking 
Act of 2015”. 

(b) POSSESSION, MANUFACTURE OR DISTRIBU- 
TION FOR PURPOSES OF UNLAWFUL IMPORTA- 
TIONS.—Section 1009 of the Controlled Sub- 
stances Import and Export Act (21 U.S.C. 959) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 
as subsections (c) and (d), respectively; and 

(2) in subsection (a), by striking “It shall” 
and all that follows and inserting the fol- 
lowing: “It shall be unlawful for any person 
to manufacture or distribute a controlled 
substance in schedule I or II or 
flunitrazepam or a listed chemical intending, 
knowing, or having reasonable cause to be- 
lieve that such substance or chemical will be 
unlawfully imported into the United States 
or into waters within a distance of 12 miles 
of the coast of the United States. 

““(b) It shall be unlawful for any person to 
manufacture or distribute a listed chem- 
ical— 

“(1) intending or knowing that the listed 
chemical will be used to manufacture a con- 
trolled substance; and 

“*(2) intending, knowing, or having reason- 
able cause to believe that the controlled sub- 
stance will be unlawfully imported into the 
United States.”. 

(c) TRAFFICKING IN COUNTERFEIT GOODS OR 
SERVICES.—Chapter 113 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in section 2318(b)(2), by striking ‘‘sec- 
tion 2320(e)” and inserting “section 2320(f)”; 
and 

(2) in section 2320— 

(A) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph 
(4) and inserting the following: 

“(4) traffics in a drug and knowingly uses 
a counterfeit mark on or in connection with 
such drug,””; 

(B) in subsection (b)(3), in the matter pre- 
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘coun- 
terfeit drug’’ and inserting ‘‘drug that uses a 
counterfeit mark on or in connection with 
the drug”; and 

(C) in subsection (f), by striking paragraph 
(6) and inserting the following: 

““(6) the term ‘drug’ means a drug, as de- 
fined in section 201 of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321).”. 


SA 1578. Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for her- 
self, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. 


CRUZ, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. PAUL, Mr. Coons, Mr. 


HELLER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. KIRK, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Mr. UDALL, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. ScHATZ, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. STABE- 
NOW, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. 
WARREN, and Mr. LEAHY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
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Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title V, add the following: 


Subtitle I—Uniform Code of Military Justice 
Reform 

SEC. 596. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the “Military 
Justice Improvement Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 597. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO DE- 
TERMINE TO PROCEED TO TRIAL BY 
COURT-MARTIAL ON CHARGES ON 
CERTAIN OFFENSES WITH AUTHOR- 
IZED MAXIMUM SENTENCE OF CON- 
FINEMENT OF MORE THAN ONE 
YEAR. 

(a) MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.— 

(A) MILITARY DEPARTMENTS.—With respect 
to charges under chapter 47 of title 10, 
United States Code (the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice), that allege an offense 
specified in paragraph (2) and not excluded 
under paragraph (3), the Secretary of Defense 
shall require the Secretaries of the military 
departments to provide for the determina- 
tion under section 830(b) of such chapter (ar- 
ticle 30(b) of the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice) on whether to try such charges by 
court-martial as provided in paragraph (4). 

(B) HOMELAND SECURITY.—With respect to 
charges under chapter 47 of title 10, United 
States Code (the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice), that allege an offense specified in 
paragraph (2) and not excluded under para- 
graph (3) against a member of the Coast 
Guard (when it is not operating as a service 
in the Navy), the Secretary of Homeland Se- 
curity shall provide for the determination 
under section 830(b) of such chapter (article 
30(b) of the Uniform Code of Military Jus- 
tice) on whether to try such charges by 
court-martial as provided in paragraph (4). 

(2) COVERED OFFENSES.—An offense speci- 
fied in this paragraph is an offense as fol- 
lows: 

(A) An offense under chapter 47 of title 10, 
United States Code (the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice), that is triable by court- 
martial under that chapter for which the 
maximum punishment authorized under that 
chapter includes confinement for more than 
one year. 

(B) An offense of retaliation for reporting a 
crime under section 893 of title 10, United 
States Code (article 93 of the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice), as amended by section 
599B of this Act, regardless of the maximum 
punishment authorized under that chapter 
for such offense. 

(C) An offense under section 907a of title 10, 
United States Code (article 107a of the Uni- 
form Code of Military Justice), as added by 
section 599C of this Act, regardless of the 
maximum punishment authorized under that 
chapter for such offense. 

(D) A conspiracy to commit an offense 
specified in subparagraph (A) through (C) as 
punishable under section 881 of title 10, 
United States Code (article 81 of the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice). 

(E) A solicitation to commit an offense 
specified in subparagraph (A) through (C) as 
punishable under section 882 of title 10, 
United States Code (article 82 of the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice). 

(F) An attempt to commit an offense speci- 
fied in subparagraphs (A) through (E) as pun- 
ishable under section 880 of title 10, United 
States Code (article 80 of the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice). 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


(3) EXCLUDED OFFENSES.—Paragraph 
does not apply to an offense as follows: 

(A) An offense under sections 883 through 
917 of title 10, United States Code (articles 83 
through 117 of the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice). 

(B) An offense under section 933 or 934 of 
title 10, United States Code (articles 133 and 
134 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice). 

(C) A conspiracy to commit an offense 
specified in subparagraph (A) or (B) as pun- 
ishable under section 881 of title 10, United 
States Code (article 81 of the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice). 

(D) A solicitation to commit an offense 
specified in subparagraph (A) or (B) as pun- 
ishable under section 882 of title 10, United 
States Code (article 82 of the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice). 

(E) An attempt to commit an offense speci- 
fied in subparagraph (A) through (D) as pun- 
ishable under section 880 of title 10, United 
States Code (article 80 of the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice). 

(4) REQUIREMENTS AND LIMITATIONS.—The 
disposition of charges pursuant to paragraph 
(1) shall be subject to the following: 

(A) The determination whether to try such 
charges by court-martial shall be made by a 
commissioned officer of the Armed Forces 
designated in accordance with regulations 
prescribed for purposes of this subsection 
from among commissioned officers of the 
Armed Forces in grade O-6 or higher who— 

(i) are available for detail as trial counsel 
under section 827 of title 10, United States 
Code (article 27 of the Uniform Code of Mili- 
tary Justice); 

(ii) have significant experience in trials by 
general or special court-martial; and 

(iii) are outside the chain of command of 
the member subject to such charges. 

(B) Upon a determination under subpara- 
graph (A) to try such charges by court-mar- 
tial, the officer making that determination 
shall determine whether to try such charges 
by a general court-martial convened under 
section 822 of title 10, United States Code 
(article 22 of the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice), or a special court-martial convened 
under section 823 of title 10, United States 
Code (article 23 of the Uniform Code of Mili- 
tary Justice). 

(C) A determination under subparagraph 
(A) to try charges by court-martial shall in- 
clude a determination to try all known of- 
fenses, including lesser included offenses. 

(D) The determination to try such charges 
by court-martial under subparagraph (A), 
and by type of court-martial under subpara- 
graph (B), shall be binding on any applicable 
convening authority for a trial by court- 
martial on such charges. 

(E) The actions of an officer described in 
subparagraph (A) in determining under that 
subparagraph whether or not to try charges 
by court-martial shall be free of unlawful or 
unauthorized influence or coercion. 

(F) The determination under subparagraph 
(A) not to proceed to trial of such charges by 
general or special court-martial shall not op- 
erate to terminate or otherwise alter the au- 
thority of commanding officers to refer such 
charges for trial by summary court-martial 
convened under section 824 of title 10, United 
States Code (article 24 of the Uniform Code 
of Military Justice), or to impose non-judi- 
cial punishment in connection with the con- 
duct covered by such charges as authorized 
by section 815 of title 10, United States Code 
(article 15 of the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice). 

(5) CONSTRUCTION WITH CHARGES ON OTHER 
OFFENSES.—Nothing in this subsection shall 


a) 
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be construed to alter or affect the disposi- 
tion of charges under chapter 47 of title 10, 
United States Code (the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice), that allege an offense tri- 
able by court-martial under that chapter for 
which the maximum punishment authorized 
under that chapter includes confinement for 
one year or less. 

(6) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretaries of the 
military departments and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security (with respect to the 
Coast Guard when it is not operating as a 
service in the Navy) shall revise policies and 
procedures as necessary to comply with this 
subsection. 

(B) UNIFORMITY.—The General Counsel of 
the Department of Defense and the General 
Counsel of the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity shall jointly review the policies and 
procedures revised under this paragraph in 
order to ensure that any lack of uniformity 
in policies and procedures, as so revised, 
among the military departments and the De- 
partment of Homeland Security does not 
render unconstitutional any policy or proce- 
dure, as so revised. 

(7) MANUAL FOR COURTS-MARTIAL.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall recommend such 
changes to the Manual for Courts-Martial as 
are necessary to ensure compliance with this 
subsection. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICABILITY.— 
Subsection (a), and the revisions required by 
that subsection, shall take effect on the date 
that is 180 days after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, and shall apply with re- 
spect to charges preferred under section 830 
of title 10, United States Code (article 30 of 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice), on or 
after such effective date. 

SEC. 598. MODIFICATION OF OFFICERS AUTHOR- 
IZED TO CONVENE GENERAL AND 
SPECIAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
822 of title 10, United States Code (article 22 
of the Uniform Code of Military Justice), is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (8) and (9) 
as paragraphs (9) and (10), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (8): 

“(8) the officers in the offices established 
pursuant to section 598(c) of the Military 
Justice Improvement Act of 2015 or officers 
in the grade of O-6 or higher who are as- 
signed such responsibility by the Chief of 
Staff of the Army, the Chief of Naval Oper- 
ations, the Chief of Staff of the Air Force, 
the Commandant of the Marine Corps, or the 
Commandant of the Coast Guard, but only 
with respect to offenses to which section 
597(a)(1) of the Military Justice Improve- 
ment Act of 2015 applies;”. 

(b) No EXERCISE BY OFFICERS IN CHAIN OF 
COMMAND OF ACCUSED OR VICTIM.—Such sec- 
tion (article) is further amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

““(c) An officer specified in subsection (a)(8) 
may not convene a court-martial under this 
section if the officer is in the chain of com- 
mand of the accused or the victim.”. 

(c) OFFICES OF CHIEFS OF STAFF ON COURTS- 
MARTIAL.— 

(1) OFFICES REQUIRED.—Each Chief of Staff 
of the Armed Forces or Commandant speci- 
fied in paragraph (8) of section 822(a) of title 
10, United States Code (article 22(a) of the 
Uniform Code of Military Justice), as amend- 
ed by subsection (a), shall establish an office 
to do the following: 

(A) To convene general and special courts- 
martial under sections 822 and 823 of title 10, 
United States Code (articles 22 and 23 of the 
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Uniform Code of Military Justice), pursuant 

to paragraph (8) of section 822(a) of title 10, 

United States Code (article 22(a) of the Uni- 

form Code of Military Justice), as so amend- 

ed, with respect to offenses to which section 

597(a)(1) applies. 

(B) To detail under section 825 of title 10, 
United States Code (article 25 of the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice), members of 
courts-martial convened as described in sub- 
paragraph (A). 

(2) PERSONNEL.—The personnel of each of- 
fice established under paragraph (1) shall 
consist of such members of the Armed Forces 
and civilian personnel of the Department of 
Defense, or such members of the Coast Guard 
or civilian personnel of the Department of 
Homeland Security, as may be detailed or as- 
signed to the office by the Chief of Staff or 
Commandant concerned. The members and 
personnel so detailed or assigned, as the case 
may be, shall be detailed or assigned from 
personnel billets in existence on the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 599. DISCHARGE USING OTHERWISE AU- 
THORIZED PERSONNEL AND RE- 
SOURCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretaries of the 
military departments and the Secretary of 
Homeland Security (with respect to the 
Coast Guard when it is not operating as a 
service in the Navy) shall carry out sections 
597 and 598 (and the amendments made by 
section 598) using personnel, funds, and re- 
sources otherwise authorized by law. 

(b) No AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL PER- 
SONNEL OR RESOURCES.—Sections 597 and 598 
(and the amendments made by section 598) 
shall not be construed as authorizations for 
personnel, personnel billets, or funds for the 
discharge of the requirements in such sec- 
tions. 

SEC. 599A. MONITORING AND ASSESSMENT OF 
MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITIES ON 
COURTS-MARTIAL BY INDEPENDENT 
PANEL ON REVIEW AND ASSESS- 
MENT OF PROCEEDINGS UNDER THE 
UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUS- 
TICE. 

Section 576(d)(2) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Pub- 
lic Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1762) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (J) as 
subparagraph (K); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (I) the 
following new subparagraph (J): 

““(J) Monitor and assess the implementa- 
tion and efficacy of sections 597 through 599 
of the Military Justice Improvement Act of 
2015, and the amendments made by such sec- 
tions.”. 

SEC. 599B. EXPLICIT CODIFICATION OF RETALIA- 
TION FOR REPORTING A CRIME AS 
AN OFFENSE UNDER THE UNIFORM 
CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 893 of title 10, 
United States Code (article 93 of the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice), is amended— 

(1) by inserting “(a)” before “Any person”; 

(2) in subsection (a), as so designated, by 
inserting ‘‘, or retaliating against any person 
subject to his orders for reporting a criminal 
offense,” after ‘‘any person subject to his or- 
ders”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(b) This section (article) is the sole sec- 
tion of this chapter under which the offense 
of retaliating against any person subject to a 
person's orders for reporting a criminal of- 
fense as described in subsection (a) is punish- 
able.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) SECTION (ARTICLE) HEADING.—The head- 
ing of such section (article) is amended to 
read as follows: 
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“$893. Art. 93. Cruelty and maltreatment; re- 
taliation for reporting a crime”. 


(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS (ARTICLES).—The 
table of sections at the beginning of sub- 
chapter X of chapter 47 of such title is 
amended by striking the item relating to 
section 893 (article 93) and inserting the fol- 
lowing new item: 

‘893. Art. 93. Cruelty and maltreatment; re- 
taliation for reporting a 
crime.”. 

(c) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROHIBITION.— 
Section 1709 of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 127 Stat. 962; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) is re- 
pealed. 

SEC. 599C. ESTABLISHMENT OF OBSTRUCTION OF 

JUSTICE AS A SEPARATE OFFENCE 
UNDER THE UNIFORM CODE OF 
MILITARY JUSTICE. 

(a) PUNITIVE ARTICLE.—Subchapter X of 
chapter 47 of title 10, United States Code (the 
Uniform Code of Military Justice), is amend- 
ed by inserting after section 907 (article 107) 
the following new section (article): 

“$907a. Art. 107a. Obstruction of justice 

“(a) Any person subject to this chapter 
who wrongfully does a certain act with the 
intent to influence, impede, or otherwise ob- 
struct the due administration of justice shall 
be punished as a court-martial may direct, 
except that the maximum punishment au- 
thorized for such offense may not exceed dis- 
honorable discharge, forfeiture of all pay and 
allowances, and confinement for not more 
than five years. 

““(b) This section (article) is the sole sec- 
tion of this chapter under which an offense 
described in subsection (a) is punishable.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of subchapter X of 
chapter 47 of such title, as amended by sec- 
tion 599B(b)(2) of this Act, is further amend- 
ed by inserting after the item relating to 
section 907 (article 107) the following new 
item: 

“907a. Art. 107a. Obstruction of justice.”. 


SA 1579. Mrs. ERNST submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XVI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1664. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON MAINTAINING 
AND ENHANCING MILITARY INTEL- 
LIGENCE SUPPORT TO FORCE PRO- 
TECTION FOR INSTALLATIONS, FA- 
CILITIES, AND PERSONNEL OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Maintaining appropriate force protec- 
tion for deployed personnel of the Depart- 
ment of Defense and their families is a pri- 
ority for Congress. 

(2) Installations, facilities, and personnel 
of the Department in Europe face a rising 
threat from international terrorist groups 
operating in Europe, from individuals in- 
spired by such groups, and from those tra- 
versing through Europe to join or return 
from fighting the terrorist organization 
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known as the “Islamic State of Iraq and the 
Levant” (ISIL) in Iraq and Syria. 

(3) Robust military intelligence support to 
force protection is necessary to detect and 
thwart potential terrorist plots that, if suc- 
cessful, would have strategic consequences 
for the United States and the allies of the 
United States in Europe. 

(4) Military intelligence support is also im- 
portant for detecting and addressing early 
indicators and warnings of aggression and 
assertive military action by Russia, particu- 
larly action by Russia to destabilize Europe 
with hybrid or asymmetric warfare. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Defense 
should maintain and enhance robust mili- 
tary intelligence support to force protection 
for installations, facilities, and personnel of 
the Department of Defense and the family 
members of such personnel, in Europe and 
worldwide. 


SA 1580. Mrs. ERNST submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 684, between lines 19 and 20, insert 
the following: 

(2) in subsection (c)— 

(A) in paragraph (2)— 

(i) by striking “unless the Secretary” and 
inserting the following: “unless— 

““(A) the Secretary”; 

(ii) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(B) the Secretary certifies to the appro- 
priate congressional committees that the 
Government of the Russian Federation is no 
longer— 

““(i) violating the territorial integrity of 
Ukraine; or 

““(ii) supporting entities that have illegally 
seized property of the Government of 
Ukraine or territory of Ukraine.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 

““(3) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
‘appropriate congressional committees’ 
means— 

““(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate; and 

““(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives.’’; and 


SA 1581. Mr. BURR (for himself and 
Mr. TILLIS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 
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At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. DESIGNATION OF AMERICAN WORLD 
WAR II CITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs shall designate at least one 
city in the United States each year as an 
“American World War II City”. 

(b) CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION.—After the 
designation made under subsection (c), the 
Secretary, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary of Defense, shall make each designa- 
tion under subsection (a) based on the fol- 
lowing criteria: 

(1) Contributions by a city to the war ef- 
fort during World War II, including those re- 
lated to defense manufacturing, bond drives, 
service in the Armed Forces, and the pres- 
ence of military facilities within the city. 

(2) Efforts by a city to preserve the history 
of the city’s contributions during World War 
II, including through the establishment of 
preservation organizations or museums, res- 
toration of World War II facilities, and rec- 
ognition of World War II veterans. 

(c) FIRST AMERICAN WORLD WAR II CITY.— 
The city of Wilmington, North Carolina, is 
designated as an “American World War II 
City”. 


SA 1582. Mr. BARRASSO (for him- 
self, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. HOEVEN) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 


following: 

SEC. 1 . ACTION ON APPLICATIONS; PUBLIC 
DISCLOSURE OF LNG EXPORT DES- 
TINATIONS. 


(a) DECISION DEADLINE.—For proposals that 
must also obtain authorization from the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission or 
the United States Maritime Administration 
to site, construct, expand, or operate lique- 
fied natural gas export facilities, the Sec- 
retary of Energy (referred to in this section 
as the “Secretary””) shall issue a final deci- 
sion on any application for the authorization 
to export natural gas under section 3(a) of 
the Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 717b(a)) not 
later than 45 days after the later of— 

(1) the conclusion of the review to site, 
construct, expand, or operate the liquefied 
natural gas export facilities required by the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); or 

(2) the date of enactment of this Act. 

(b) CONCLUSION OF REVIEW.—For purposes 
of subsection (a), review required by the Na- 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) shall be considered con- 
cluded when the lead agency— 

(1) for a project requiring an Environ- 
mental Impact Statement, publishes a Final 
Environmental Impact Statement; 

(2) for a project for which an Environ- 
mental Assessment has been prepared, pub- 
lishes a Finding of No Significant Impact; or 

(3) determines that an application is eligi- 
ble for a categorical exclusion pursuant to 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) implementing regula- 
tions. 
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(c) JUDICIAL ACTION.— 

(1) JURISDICTION.—The United States Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia Cir- 
cuit or the circuit in which the liquefied nat- 
ural gas export facility will be located pursu- 
ant to an application described in subsection 
(a) Shall have original and exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over any civil action for the review of— 

(A) an order issued by the Secretary with 
respect to such application; or 

(B) the failure of the Secretary to issue a 
final decision on such application. 

(2) ORDER TO ISSUE DECISION.—If the Court 
in a civil action described in paragraph (1) 
finds that the Secretary has failed to issue a 
decision on the application as required under 
subsection (a), the Court shall order the Sec- 
retary to issue the decision not later than 30 
days after the Court’s order. 

(3) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION.—The Court 
shall set any civil action brought under this 
subsection for expedited consideration and 
shall set the matter on the docket as soon as 
practical after the filing date of the initial 
pleading. 

(4) APPEALS.—In the case of an application 
described in subsection (a) for which a peti- 
tion for review has been filed— 

(A) upon motion by an applicant, the mat- 
ter shall be transferred to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit or the circuit in which a liquefied 
natural gas export facility will be located 
pursuant to an application described in sec- 
tion 3(a) of the Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 
717b(a)); and 

(B) the provisions of this Act shall apply. 

(d) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF EXPORT DESTINA- 
TIONS.—Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act (15 
U.S.C. 717b) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(g) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF LNG EXPORT 
DESTINATIONS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any au- 
thorization to export liquefied natural gas, 
the Secretary of Energy shall require the ap- 
plicant to report to the Secretary of Energy 
the names of the 1 or more countries of des- 
tination to which the exported liquefied nat- 
ural gas is delivered. 

“*(2) TIMING.—The applicant shall file the 
report required under paragraph (1) not later 
than— 

““(A) in the case of the first export, the last 
day of the month following the month of the 
first export; and 

““(B) in the case of subsequent exports, the 
date that is 30 days after the last day of the 
applicable month concerning the activity of 
the previous month. 

**(3) DISCLOSURE.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall publish the information reported under 
this subsection on the website of the Depart- 
ment of Energy and otherwise make the in- 
formation available to the public.”. 


SA 1583. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
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SEC. 1085. FINANCING OF EXPORTATION OF DE- 
FENSE ARTICLES AND DEFENSE 
SERVICES BY EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 
OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Section 2(b)(6)(1)(i)(1) of the Export-Import 
Bank Act of 1945 (12 U.S.C. 635(b)(6)(1)(i)(1)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(Díaa) the Bank determines that the end 
use of the defense articles or services in- 
cludes civilian purposes; or 

“(bb) the President determines that the 
transaction is in the national security inter- 
ests of the United States; and”. 


SA 1584. Mr. MURPHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1049. MODIFICATION OF DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE DIRECTIVE 1350.2 TO ES- 
TABLISH SEXUAL ORIENTATION AS A 
PROTECTED CATEGORY UNDER THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE MILI- 


TARY EQUAL OPPORTUNITY PRO- 
GRAM. 

The Under Secretary of Defense for Per- 
sonnel and Readiness shall modify Depart- 
ment of Defense Directive 1350.2, relating to 
the Department of Defense Military Equal 
Opportunity (MEO) Program, in order to es- 
tablish sexual orientation as a protected cat- 
egory under that Program. 


SA 1585. Mr. MURPHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. METHODS FOR VALIDATING CERTAIN 
SERVICE CONSIDERED TO BE AC- 
TIVE SERVICE BY THE SECRETARY 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) The Merchant Marine Act, 1936 estab- 
lished the United States Maritime Commis- 
sion, and stated as a matter of policy that 
the United States should have a merchant 
marine that is “capable of serving as a naval 
and military auxiliary in time of war or na- 
tional emergency”. 

(2) The Social Security Act Amendments of 
1939 (Public Law 76-379) expanded the defini- 
tion of employment to include service ‘‘on or 
in connection with an American vessel under 
contract of service which is entered into 
within the United States or during the per- 
formance of which the vessel touches at a 
port in the United States, if the employee is 
employed on and in connection with such 
vessel”. 
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(3) The Joint Resolution to repeal sections 
2, 3, and 6 of the Neutrality Act of 1939, and 
for other purposes (Public Law 177-294; 55 
Stat. 764) repealed section 6 of the Neutrality 
Act of 1939 (related to the arming of United 
States vessels) and authorized the President 
during the national emergency to arm or 
permit to arm any United States vessel. 

(4) On February 7, 1942, President Franklin 
D. Roosevelt, through Executive Order Num- 
ber 9054, established the War Shipping Ad- 
ministration that was charged with building 
or purchasing, and operating the civilian 
shipping vessels needed for the war effort. 

(5) During World War II, United States 
merchant mariners transported goods and 
materials through ‘‘contested waters” to the 
various combat theaters. 

(6) At the conclusion of World War II, 
United States merchant mariners were re- 
sponsible for transporting several million 
members of the United States Armed Forces 
back to the United States. 

(7) The GI Bill Improvement Act of 1977 
(Public Law 95-202) provided that the Sec- 
retary of Defense could determine that serv- 
ice for the Armed Forces by organized groups 
of civilians, or contractors, be considered 
“active service” for benefits administered by 
the Veterans Administration. 

(8) Department of Defense Directive 1000.20 
directed that the determination be made by 
the Secretary of the Air Force, and estab- 
lished the Civilian/Military Service Review 
Board and Advisory Panel. 

(9) In 1987, three merchant mariners along 
with the AFL-CIO sued Edward C. Aldridge, 
Secretary of the Air Force, challenging the 
denial of their application for veterans sta- 
tus. In Schumacher v. Aldridge (665 F. Supp. 
41 (D.D.C. 1987)), the Court determined that 
Secretary Aldridge had failed to ‘‘articulate 
clear and intelligible criteria for the admin- 
istration” of the application approval proc- 
ess. 

(10) During World War II, women were re- 
peatedly denied issuance of official docu- 
mentation affirming their merchant marine 
seamen status by the War Shipping Adminis- 
tration. 

(11) Coast Guard Information Sheet #77 
(April 1992) identifies the following accept- 
able forms of documentation for eligibility 
meeting the requirements set forth in GI Bill 
Improvement Act of 1977 (Public Law 95-202) 
and Veterans Programs Enhancement Act of 
1998 (Public Law 105-368): 

(A) Certificate of shipping and discharge 
forms. 

(B) Continuous discharge books (ship’s 
deck or engine logbooks). 

(C) Company letters showing vessel names 
and dates of voyages. 

(12) Coast Guard Commandant Order of 20 
March, 1944, relieved masters of tugs, 
towboats, and seagoing barges of the respon- 
sibility of submitting reports of seamen 
shipped or discharged on forms, meaning cer- 
tificates of shipping and discharge forms are 
not available to all eligible individuals seek- 
ing to document their eligibility. 

(18) Coast Guard Information Sheet #77 
(April, 1992) states that ‘‘deck logs were tra- 
ditionally considered to be the property of 
the owners of the ships. After World War II, 
however, the deck and engine logbooks of 
vessels operated by the War Shipping Admin- 
istration were turned over to that agency by 
the ship owners, and were destroyed during 
the 1970s’’, meaning that continuous dis- 
charge books are not available to all eligible 
individuals seeking to document their eligi- 
bility. 

(14) Coast Guard Information Sheet #77 
(April, 1992) states ‘‘some World War II pe- 
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riod log books do not name ports visited dur- 
ing the voyage due to wartime security re- 
strictions’’, meaning that company letters 
showing vessel names and dates of voyages 
are not available to all eligible individuals 
seeking to document their eligibility. 

(b) METHODS.—For the purposes of 
verifying that an individual performed serv- 
ice under honorable conditions that satisfies 
the requirements of a coastwise merchant 
seaman who is recognized pursuant to sec- 
tion 401 of the GI Bill Improvement Act of 
1977 (Public Law 95-202; 38 U.S.C. 106 note) as 
having performed active duty service for the 
purposes described in subsection (d)(1), the 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall accept 
the following: 

(1) In the case of an individual who served 
on a coastwise merchant vessel seeking such 
recognition for whom no applicable Coast 
Guard shipping or discharge form, ship log- 
book, merchant mariner’s document or Z- 
card, or other official employment record is 
available, the Secretary shall provide such 
recognition on the basis of applicable Social 
Security Administration records submitted 
for or by the individual, together with vali- 
dated testimony given by the individual or 
the primary next of kin of the individual 
that the individual performed such service 
during the period beginning on December 7, 
1941, and ending on December 31, 1946. 

(2) In the case of an individual who served 
on a coastwise merchant vessel seeking such 
recognition for whom the applicable Coast 
Guard shipping or discharge form, ship log- 
book, merchant mariner’s document or Z- 
card, or other official employment record 
has been destroyed or otherwise become un- 
available by reason of any action committed 
by a person responsible for the control and 
maintenance of such form, logbook, or 
record, the Secretary shall accept other offi- 
cial documentation demonstrating that the 
individual performed such service during pe- 
riod beginning on December 7, 1941, and end- 
ing on December 31, 1946. 

(8) For the purpose of determining whether 
to recognize service allegedly performed dur- 
ing the period beginning on December 7, 1941, 
and ending on December 31, 1946, the Sec- 
retary shall recognize masters of seagoing 
vessels or other officers in command of simi- 
larly organized groups as agents of the 
United States who were authorized to docu- 
ment any individual for purposes of hiring 
the individual to perform service in the mer- 
chant marine or discharging an individual 
from such service. 

(c) TREATMENT OF OTHER DOCUMENTA- 
TION.—Other documentation accepted by the 
Secretary of Homeland Security pursuant to 
subsection (b)(2) shall satisfy all require- 
ments for eligibility of service during the pe- 
riod beginning on December 7, 1941, and end- 
ing on December 31, 1946. 

(d) BENEFITS ALLOWED.— 

(1) BURIAL BENEFITS ELIGIBILITY.—Service 
of an individual that is considered active 
duty pursuant to subsection (b) shall be con- 
sidered as active duty service with respect to 
providing burial benefits under chapters 23 
and 24 of title 38, United States Code, to the 
individual. 

(2) MEDALS, RIBBONS, AND DECORATIONS.— 
An individual whose service is recognized as 
active duty pursuant to subsection (b) may 
be awarded an appropriate medal, ribbon, or 
other military decoration based on such 
service. 

(3) STATUS OF VETERAN.—An individual 
whose service is recognized as active duty 
pursuant to subsection (b) shall be honored 
as a veteran but shall not be entitled by rea- 
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son of such recognized service to any benefit 
that is not described in this subsection. 

(e) DETERMINATION OF COASTWISE MER- 
CHANT SEAMAN.—The Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall verify that an individual per- 
formed service under honorable conditions 
that satisfies the requirements of a coast- 
wise merchant seaman pursuant to this sec- 
tion without regard to the sex, age, or dis- 
ability of the individual during the period in 
which the individual served as such a coast- 
wise merchant seaman. 

(f) PRIMARY NEXT OF KIN DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “primary next of kin” with 
respect to an individual seeking recognition 
for service under this section means the clos- 
est living relative of the individual who was 
alive during the period of such service. 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect 90 days after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 


SA 1586. Mr. MURPHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 832. MODIFICATION OF BUY AMERICAN RE- 


QUIREMENTS FOR ITEMS FOR USE 
OUTSIDE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Section 8302(a)(2)(A) of title 41, United 
States Code, is amended, by inserting ‘‘that 
are needed for national security reasons on 
an urgent basis” after “use outside the 
United States”. 


SA 1587. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1084. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN ITEMS OF THE 
OMAR BRADLEY FOUNDATION, 


PENNSYLVANIA, TO A DESCENDANT 
OF GENERAL OMAR BRADLEY. 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORIZED.—The Omar 
Bradley Foundation, Pennsylvania, may 
transfer, without consideration, to the child 
of General of the Army Omar Nelson Bradley 
and his first wife Mary Elizabeth Quayle 
Bradley, namely Elizabeth Bradley, such 
items of the Omar Bradley estate under the 
control of the Foundation as the Secretary 
of the Army determines to be without his- 
toric value to the Army. 

(b) TIME OF SUBMITTAL OF CLAIM FOR 
TRANSFER.—No item may be transferred 
under subsection (a) unless a claim for the 
transfer of such item is submitted to the 
Omar Bradley Foundation during the 180-day 
period beginning on the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act. 
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SA 1588. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1049. INAPPLICABILITY OF REGULATIONS 
LIMITING THE SALE OR DONATION 
OF EXCESS PROPERTY OF THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE FOR STATE 
AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT AC- 
TIVITIES UNLESS ENACTED BY CON- 
GRESS. 

No regulation, rule, guidance, or policy 
issued on or after May 15, 2015, that limits 
the sale or donation of excess property of the 
Federal Government, including excess prop- 
erty of the Department of Defense, to State 
and local agencies for law enforcement ac- 
tivities (whether pursuant to section 2576a of 
title 10, United States Code, or any other 
provision of law, or as a condition on the use 
of Federal funds) shall have any force or ef- 
fect unless enacted into law by Congress. 


SA 1589. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE THREAT 


POSED BY VIOLENT ISLAMIC EXTRE- 
MISM. 

It is the sense of Congress that one of the 
greatest threats to the safety of the Amer- 
ican people is the threat of violent Islamist 
extremism. 


SA 1590. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1065. STUDY ON RADIATION EXPOSURE 


FROM ATOMIC TESTING CLEANUP 
ON THE ENEWETAK ATOLL. 

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Secretary of De- 
fense, in coordination with the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs, shall conduct a study on 
radiation exposure from the atomic testing 
cleanup that occurred on the Enewetak Atoll 
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during the period of years beginning with 
1977 and ending with 1980. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The study conducted under 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) A determination of the amount of radi- 
ation that members of the Armed Forces and 
civilians were exposed to as a result of the 
atomic testing cleanup that described in sub- 
section (a), especially with respect to those 
who were located on Runit Island during 
such cleanup. 

(2) Identification of the effects of the expo- 
sure described in paragraph (1). 

(3) An estimate of the number of surviving 
veterans and other civilians who were ex- 
posed as described in paragraph (1). 


SA 1591. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. IMPROVEMENTS TO ADMINISTRATION 
OF POST-9/11 EDUCATIONAL ASSIST- 
ANCE. 

In any case in which an individual encoun- 
ters a difficulty in obtaining Department of 
Defense form DD-214 from the Secretary of 
Defense, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall accept from such individual, for pur- 
poses of confirming such individual’s entitle- 
ment to educational assistance under section 
3311 of title 38, United States Code, pay stubs 
and copies of military orders as indication of 
such individual’s service on active duty in 
the Armed Forces. 

SEC. 1086. CONSIDERATION OF MEMBERS OF RE- 
SERVE COMPONENTS OF ARMED 
FORCES AS VETERANS FOR PUR- 
POSES OF EMPLOYMENT EMPHASIS 
UNDER FEDERAL CONTRACTS. 

Section 4212(a)(3)(A) of title 38, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new clause: 

““(v) Members of the reserve components of 
the Armed Forces.”. 

SEC. 1087. MODIFICATION OF DEFINITION OF 
VETERAN FOR PURPOSES OF FED- 
ERAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2108(1) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘a pe- 
riod of more than 180 consecutive days” and 
inserting ‘‘more than a total of 180 days”; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘a pe- 
riod of more than 180 consecutive days” and 
inserting ‘‘more than a total of 180 days”. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect 
to— 

(1) examinations for entrance into the 
competitive service held after the date of the 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) certificates furnished under section 3317 
of title 5, United States Code, after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1592. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle B of title IV, add the 
following: 

SEC. 417. CHIEF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD BU- 
REAU AUTHORITY RELATING TO AL- 
LOCATIONS TO STATES OF AUTHOR- 
IZED NUMBERS OF MEMBERS OF 
THE NATIONAL GUARD. 

(a) MANDATORY REVIEW AND AUTHORIZED 
REDUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau— 

(A) shall review each fiscal year the num- 
ber of members of the Army National Guard 
of the United States and the Air National 
Guard of the United States serving in each 
State; and 

(B) if the Chief of the National Guard Bu- 
reau makes the determination described in 
paragraph (2) with respect to a State in a fis- 
cal year, may reduce the number of members 
of the Army National Guard of the United 
States or the Air National Guard of the 
United States, as applicable, to be allocated 
to serve in such State during the succeeding 
fiscal year. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—A determination de- 
scribed in this paragraph is a determination 
with respect to a State that, during any 
three of the five fiscal years ending in the 
fiscal year in which such determination is 
made, the number of members of the Army 
National Guard of the United States or the 
Air National Guard of the United States 
serving in such State is or was fewer than 
the number authorized for the applicable fis- 
cal year 

(b) ADMINISTRATION OF REDUCTIONS.—In ad- 
ministering reductions under subsection 
(a)(1)(B), the Chief of the National Guard Bu- 
reau shall seek to ensure that— 

(1) the number of members of the Army 
National Guard of the United States and the 
Air National Guard of the United States 
serving in each State each fiscal year is com- 
mensurate with the National Guard force 
structure in such State during such fiscal 
year; and 

(2) the number of members of the National 
Guard serving on full-time duty for the pur- 
pose of organizing, administering, recruit- 
ing, instructing, or training the National 
Guard serving in each State during each fis- 
cal year is commensurate with the National 
Guard force structure in such State during 
such fiscal year. 

(c) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that whenever the Chief of the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau considers changes to 
force structure or unit location for the Na- 
tional Guard, the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau should focus solely on readi- 
ness, capability, efficiencies, and costs, rath- 
er than attempting to ensure equality among 
the States. 


SA 1593. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
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military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 524. IMPROVEMENTS TO DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE FORM DD 214, THE CER- 
TIFICATE OF RELEASE OR DIS- 
CHARGE FROM ACTIVE DUTY. 

(a) IMPROVEMENTS REQUIRED.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall, in coordination with 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs and in con- 
sultation with the Governors of the States, 
make improvements to Department of De- 
fense Form DD 214, the Certificate of Release 
or Discharge from Active Duty, in order to 
ensure that the Form better provides correct 
and useful contact information for individ- 
uals undergoing release or discharge from 
the Armed Forces. 

(b) SCOPE OF IMPROVEMENTS.—The improve- 
ments made pursuant to subsection (a) may 
include the inclusion in Department of De- 
fense Form DD 214 of the following: 

(1) A non-military electronic mail address. 

(2) A personal cellular phone number. 

(3) Applicable diagnostic codes in connec- 
tion with receipt of disability severance pay. 

(4) Such other information as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate to ensure that 
the Department of Veterans Affairs and 
State and local veterans agencies can con- 
tact and assist individuals undergoing re- 
lease or discharge from the Armed Forces, 
while also protecting the privacy of such in- 
dividuals. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con- 
gress a report setting forth a description of 
the improvements made to Department of 
Defense Form DD 214 pursuant to this sec- 
tion. 


SA 1594. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for her- 
self, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. HOEVEN, and 
Mr. LANKFORD) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. CRUDE OIL AND CONDENSATE REPORT 
REQUIRED. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Energy shall submit to the 
appropriate committees and leadership of 
Congress an unclassified report assessing— 

(1) the ability of crude oil and condensate 
produced in Iran and the United States to ac- 
cess and supply the global crude oil and con- 
densate market; and 

(2) the extent to which future action in- 
volving any measure of statutory sanctions 
relief by the United States will result in 
greater exports of Iranian petroleum to the 
global market than permitted as of the date 
of the report. 

(b) REMOVAL OF EXPORT RESTRICTIONS.—Be- 
ginning on the date that is 30 calendar days 
after the date of submission of the report re- 
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quired under subsection (a), notwithstanding 
any provision of law, any domestic United 
States crude oil and condensate may be ex- 
ported on the same basis that petroleum 
products may be exported on the date of en- 
actment of this Act. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec- 
tion shall limit the authority of the Presi- 
dent under the Constitution, the Inter- 
national Emergency Economic Powers Act 
(50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), the National Emer- 
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.), or part B 
of title II of the Energy Policy and Conserva- 
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6271 et seq.) to prohibit 
exports. 


SA 1595. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for her- 
self, Ms. HEITKAMP, and Mr. HOEVEN) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING 
PRESIDENTIAL AUTHORITY TO 
ALLOW SALE OF DOMESTIC CRUDE 
OIL TO UNITED STATES ALLIES AND 
TRADING PARTNERS. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Presi- 
dent may lawfully exercise statutory au- 
thorities to allow the sale of domestically 
produced crude oil to allies and trading part- 
ners of the United States, consistent with 
the call of the National Security Strategy of 
the President to ‘‘promote diversification of 
energy fuels, sources, and routes’’. 


SA 1596. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. CREDITABLE SERVICE FOR FEDERAL 
RETIREMENT FOR CERTAIN INDIVID- 
UALS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

(1) the term “annuity” includes a survivor 
annuity; and 

(2) the terms “survivor”, “survivor annu- 
itant”, and “unfunded liability” have the 
meanings given those terms under section 
8331 of title 5, United States Code. 

(b) AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 8332(b) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (16), by striking “and” at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (17), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (17) the 
following: 

“*(18) any period of service performed— 
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““(A) not later than December 31, 1977; 

““(B) while a citizen of the United States; 

“(C) in the employ of— 

“(i) Air America, Inc.; or 

“(ii) any entity associated with, prede- 
cessor to, or subsidiary to Air America, Inc., 
including Air Asia Company Limited, CAT 
Incorporated, Civil Air Transport Company 
Limited, and the Pacific Division of South- 
ern Air Transport; and 

““(D) during the period that Air America, 
Inc. or such other entity described in sub- 
paragraph (C) was owned and controlled by 
the United States Government.’’; and 

(D) in the second undesignated paragraph 
following paragraph (18) (as added by sub- 
paragraph (C)), by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: “For purposes of this subchapter, 
service of the type described in paragraph 
(18) of this subsection shall be considered to 
have been service as an employee.”. 

(2) EXEMPTION FROM DEPOSIT REQUIRE- 
MENT.—Section 8334(g) of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (5), by striking 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (6), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting “* ; or”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 

““(7) any period of service for which credit 
is allowed under section 83832(b)(18) of this 
title.”. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro- 
vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall apply with respect 
to annuities commencing on or after the ef- 
fective date of this section. 

(2) PROVISIONS RELATING TO CURRENT ANNU- 
ITANTS.— 

(A) ELECTION.—Any individual who is enti- 
tled to an annuity for the month in which 
this section becomes effective may elect to 
have the amount of such annuity recom- 
puted as if the amendments made by this 
section had been in effect throughout all pe- 
riods of service on the basis of which the an- 
nuity is or may be based. 

(B) SUBMISSION OF ELECTION.—An indi- 
vidual shall make an election under subpara- 
graph (A) by submitting an appropriate ap- 
plication to the Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment not later than 2 years after the effec- 
tive date of this section. 

(C) EFFECTIVE DATE OF RECOMPUTATION; 
RETROACTIVE PAY AS LUMP-SUM PAYMENT.— 

(i) EFFECTIVE DATE.—A recomputation 
under subparagraph (A) shall be effective as 
of the commencement date of the annuity. 

(ii) RETROACTIVE PAY AS LUMP-SUM PAY- 
MENT.—Any additional amounts becoming 
payable, due to a recomputation under sub- 
paragraph (A), for periods before the first 
month for which the recomputation is re- 
flected in the regular monthly annuity pay- 
ments of an individual shall be payable to 
the individual in the form of a lump-sum 
payment. 

(3) PROVISIONS RELATING TO INDIVIDUALS EL- 
IGIBLE FOR (BUT NOT CURRENTLY RECEIVING) AN 
ANNUITY.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.— 

(i) ELECTION.—An individual not described 
in paragraph (2) who becomes eligible for an 
annuity or an increased annuity as a result 
of the enactment of this section may elect to 
have the rights of the individual under sub- 
chapter III of chapter 83 of title 5, United 
States Code, determined as if the amend- 
ments made by this section had been in ef- 
fect throughout all periods of service on the 
basis of which the annuity is or would be 
based. 

(ii) SUBMISSION OF ELECTION.—An indi- 
vidual shall make an election under clause 
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(i) by submitting an appropriate application 
to the Office of Personnel Management not 
later than 2 years after the later of— 

(I) the effective date of this section; or 

(II) the date on which the individual sepa- 
rates from service. 

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE OF ENTITLEMENT; 
RETROACTIVITY .— 

(i) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 

(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), any 
entitlement to an annuity or an increased 
annuity resulting from an election under 
subparagraph (A) shall be effective as of the 
commencement date of the annuity. 

(II) RETROACTIVE PAY AS LUMP-SUM PAY- 
MENT.—Any amounts becoming payable for 
periods before the first month for which reg- 
ular monthly annuity payments begin to be 
made in accordance with the amendments 
made by this section shall be payable to the 
individual in the form of a lump-sum pay- 
ment. 

(ii) RETROACTIVITY.—Any determination of 
the amount, or of the commencement date, 
of any annuity, all the requirements for enti- 
tlement to which (including separation, but 
not including any application requirement) 
would have been satisfied before the effective 
date of this section if this section had been 
in effect (but would not then otherwise have 
been satisfied absent this section) shall be 
made as if application for the annuity had 
been submitted as of the earliest date that 
would have been allowable, after the date on 
which the individual separated from service, 
if the amendments made by this section had 
been in effect throughout the periods of serv- 
ice referred to in subparagraph (A)(i). 

(4) RIGHT TO FILE ON BEHALF OF A DECE- 
DENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The regulations promul- 
gated under subsection (e)(1) shall include 
provisions, in accordance with the order of 
precedence under section 8342(c) of title 5, 
United States Code, under which a survivor 
of an individual who performed service de- 
scribed in section 8332(b)(18) of such title (as 
added by subsection (b)(1)(C)) shall be al- 
lowed to submit an application on behalf of 
and to receive any lump-sum payment that 
would otherwise have been payable to the de- 
cedent under paragraph (2)(C)(ii) or 
(IBA of this subsection. 

(B) SUBMISSION OF APPLICATION.—An appli- 
cation under this paragraph shall not be 
valid unless it is filed not later than the 
later of— 

(i) 2 years after the effective date of this 
section; or 

(ii) 1 year after the date of the decedent’s 
death. 

(d) FUNDING.— 

(1) LUMP-SUM PAYMENTS.—Any lump-sum 
payment under paragraph (2)(C)(ii) or 
(3)(B)G@)CI) of subsection (c) shall be payable 
out of the Civil Service Retirement and Dis- 
ability Fund. 

(2) UNFUNDED LIABILITY.—Any increase in 
the unfunded liability of the Civil Service 
Retirement System attributable to the en- 
actment of this section shall be financed in 
accordance with section 8348(f) of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(e) REGULATIONS AND SPECIAL RULE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office 
of Personnel Management shall promulgate 
any regulations necessary to carry out this 
section, which shall include provisions under 
which rules similar to those established 
under the amendments made by section 201 
of the Federal Employees’ Retirement Sys- 
tem Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-335; 100 Stat. 
588) shall be applied with respect to any serv- 
ice described in section 8332(b)(18) of title 5, 
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United States Code (as added by subsection 
(b)(1)(C)) that was subject to title II of the 
Social Security Act. 

(2) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of any ap- 
plication for any benefit which is computed 
or recomputed taking into account any serv- 
ice described in section 8332(b)(18) of title 5, 
United States Code (as added by subsection 
(b)(1)(C)), section 8345(i)(2) of such title shall 
be applied by deeming the reference to the 
date of the ‘‘other event which gives rise to 
title to the benefit” to refer to the effective 
date of this section, if later than the date of 
the event that would otherwise apply. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall take 
effect on the first day of the first fiscal year 
beginning after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 


SA 1597. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title I, add the 
following: 


SEC. 141. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF 


FUNDS FOR THE DIVESTMENT OR 
TRANSFER OF KC-10 AIRCRAFT. 
None of the funds authorized to be appro- 
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail- 
able for fiscal year 2016 for the Air Force 
may be obligated or expended during such 
fiscal year to divest or transfer, or prepare 
to divest or transfer, KC-10 aircraft. 


SA 1598. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1085. 


CLARIFICATION REGARDING THE 
CHILDREN TO WHOM ENTITLEMENT 
TO EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE MAY 
BE TRANSFERRED UNDER POST-9/11 
EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 
3319 of title 38, United States Code, is amend- 
ed to read as follows: 

““(c) ELIGIBLE DEPENDENTS.— 

“*(1) TRANSFER.—An individual approved to 
transfer an entitlement to educational as- 
sistance under this section may transfer the 
individual's entitlement as follows: 

“(A) To the individual's spouse. 

““(B) To one or more of the individual’s 
children. 

“(C) To a combination of the individuals 
referred to in subparagraphs (A) and (B). 

‘(2) DEFINITION OF CHILDREN.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the term ‘children’ in- 
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cludes dependents described in section 
107220) of title 10.”. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to 
educational assistance payable under chap- 
ter 33 of title 38, United States Code, before, 
on, or after the date of the enactment of this 


Act. 


SA 1599. Mr. DURBIN (for himself 
and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. ORTHOTICS AND PROSTHETICS EDU- 
CATION IMPROVEMENT. 

(a) GRANTS REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall award grants to eligible institu- 
tions to enable the eligible institutions— 

(A) to establish a master’s degree program 
in orthotics and prosthetics; or 

(B) to expand upon an existing master’s de- 
gree program in orthotics and prosthetics, 
including by admitting more students, fur- 
ther training faculty, expanding facilities, or 
increasing cooperation with the Department 
of Veterans Affairs and the Department of 
Defense. 

(2) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give pri- 
ority in the award of grants under this sec- 
tion to eligible institutions that have en- 
tered into a partnership with a medical cen- 
ter or clinic administered by the Department 
of Veterans Affairs or a facility administered 
by the Department of Defense, including by 
providing clinical rotations at such medical 
center, clinic, or facility. 

(3) GRANT AMOUNTS.—Grants awarded 
under this section shall be in amounts of not 
less than $1,000,000 and not more than 
$1,500,000. 

(b) REQUESTS FOR PROPOSALS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and not less frequently than annually there- 
after for two years, the Secretary shall issue 
a request for proposals from eligible institu- 
tions for grants under this section. 

(2) PROPOSALS.—An eligible institution 
that seeks the award of a grant under this 
section shall submit an application therefor 
to the Secretary at such time, in such man- 
ner, and accompanied by such information as 
the Secretary may require, including— 

(A) demonstration of a willingness and 
ability to participate in a partnership de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2); and 

(B) a commitment, and demonstration of 
an ability, to maintain an accredited 
orthotics and prosthetics education program 
after the end of the grant period. 

(c) GRANT USES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible institution 
awarded a grant under this section shall use 
grant amounts to carry out any of the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) Building new or expanding existing 
orthotics and prosthetics master’s degree 
programs. 
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(B) Training doctoral candidates in fields 
related to orthotics and prosthetics to pre- 
pare them to instruct in orthotics and pros- 
thetics programs. 

(C) Training faculty in orthotics and pros- 
thetics education or related fields for the 
purpose of instruction in orthotics and pros- 
thetics programs. 

(D) Salary supplementation for faculty in 
orthotics and prosthetics education. 

(E) Financial aid that allows eligible insti- 
tutions to admit additional students to 
study orthotics and prosthetics. 

(F) Funding faculty research projects or 
faculty time to undertake research in the 
areas of orthotics and prosthetics for the 
purpose of furthering their teaching abili- 
ties. 

(G) Renovation of buildings or minor con- 
struction to house orthotics and prosthetics 
education programs. 

(H) Purchasing equipment for orthotics 
and prosthetics education. 

(2) LIMITATION ON CONSTRUCTION.—An eligi- 
ble institution awarded a grant under this 
section may use not more than 50 percent of 
the grant amount to carry out paragraph 
1160). 

(3) ADMISSIONS PREFERENCE.—An eligible 
institution awarded a grant under this sec- 
tion shall give preference in admission to the 
orthotics and prosthetics master's degree 
programs to veterans, to the extent prac- 
ticable. 

(4) PERIOD OF USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible 
institution awarded a grant under this sec- 
tion may use the grant funds for a period of 
three years after the award of the grant. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “eligible institution” means 
an educational institution that offers an 
orthotics and prosthetics education program 
that— 

(A) is accredited by the National Commis- 
sion on Orthotic and Prosthetic Education in 
cooperation with the Commission on Accred- 
itation of Allied Health Education Programs; 
or 

(B) demonstrates an ability to meet the ac- 
creditation requirements for orthotic and 
prosthetic education from the National Com- 
mission on Orthotic and Prosthetic Edu- 
cation in cooperation with the Commission 
on Accreditation of Allied Health Education 
Programs if the institution receives a grant 
under this section. 

(2) The term “veteran” has the meaning 
given that term in section 101 of title 38, 
United States Code. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2016 for the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs, $15,000,000 to 
carry out this section. The amount so au- 
thorized to be appropriated shall remain 
available for obligation until September 30, 
2018. 

(2) UNOBLIGATED AMOUNTS TO BE RETURNED 
TO THE TREASURY.—Any amounts authorized 
to be appropriated by paragraph (1) that are 
not obligated by the Secretary as of Sep- 
tember 30, 2018, shall be returned to the 
Treasury of the United States. 

SEC. 1086. CENTER OF EXCELLENCE IN 
ORTHOTIC AND PROSTHETIC EDU- 
CATION. 

(a) GRANT FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF CEN- 
TER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall award a grant to an eligible in- 
stitution to enable the eligible institution— 

(A) to establish the Center of Excellence in 
Orthotic and Prosthetic Education (in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘Center’’); and 
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(B) to enable the eligible institution to im- 
prove orthotic and prosthetic outcomes for 
veterans, members of the Armed Forces, and 
civilians by conducting evidence-based re- 
search on— 

(i) the knowledge, skills, and training most 
needed by clinical professionals in the field 
of orthotics and prosthetics; and 

(ii) how to most effectively prepare clinical 
professionals to provide effective, high-qual- 
ity orthotic and prosthetic care. 

(2) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give pri- 
ority in the award of a grant under this sec- 
tion to an eligible institution that has in 
force, or demonstrates the willingness and 
ability to enter into, a memoranda of under- 
standing with the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, the Department of Defense, or other 
appropriate Government agency, or a cooper- 
ative agreement with an appropriate private 
sector entity, which memorandum of under- 
standing or cooperative agreement provides 
for either, or both, of the following: 

(A) The provision of resources, whether in 
cash or in kind, to the Center. 

(B) Assistance to the Center in conducting 
research and disseminating the results of 
such research. 

(3) GRANT AMOUNT.—The grant awarded 
under this section shall be in the amount of 
$5,000,000. 

(b) REQUESTS FOR PROPOSALS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall issue a request for pro- 
posals from eligible institutions for the 
grant under this section. 

(2) PROPOSALS.—An eligible institution 
that seeks the award of the grant under this 
section shall submit an application therefor 
to the Secretary at such time, in such man- 
ner, and accompanied by such information as 
the Secretary may require. 

(c) GRANT USES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The eligible institution 
awarded the grant under this section shall 
use the grant amount as follows: 

(A) To develop an agenda for orthotics and 
prosthetics education research. 

(B) To fund research in the area of 
orthotics and prosthetics education. 

(C) To publish or otherwise disseminate re- 
search findings relating to orthotics and 
prosthetics education. 

(2) PERIOD OF USE OF FUNDS.—The eligible 
institution awarded the grant under this sec- 
tion may use the grant amount for a period 
of five years after the award of the grant. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “eligible institution” means 
an educational institution that— 

(A) has a robust research program; 

(B) offers an orthotics and prosthetics edu- 
cation program that is accredited by the Na- 
tional Commission on Orthotic and Pros- 
thetic Education in cooperation with the 
Commission on Accreditation of Allied 
Health Education Programs; 

(C) is well recognized in the field of 
orthotics and prosthetics education; and 

(D) has an established association with— 

(i) a medical center or clinic of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs; and 

(ii) a local rehabilitation hospital. 

(2) The term ‘‘veteran’’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 101 of title 38, 
United States Code. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal year 2016 for the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, $5,000,000 to carry out this sec- 
tion. 


SA 1600. Mr. WHITEHOUSE sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
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proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 
At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1085. MAKING PERMANENT EXTENDED PE- 
RIOD OF PROTECTIONS FOR MEM- 
BERS OF UNIFORMED SERVICES RE- 
LATING TO MORTGAGES, MORTGAGE 
FORECLOSURE, AND EVICTION. 
Section 710(d) of the Honoring America's 
Veterans and Caring for Camp Lejeune Fami- 
lies Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-154) is 
amended by striking paragraphs (1) and (3). 


SA 1601. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 
Mr. BLUNT, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. MENEN- 
DEZ, and Mr. MARKEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle A of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 706. PROVISION OF CARE PLANNING SES- 
SIONS FOR ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE 
AND RELATED DEMENTIAS UNDER 
THE TRICARE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall provide to eligible individuals described 
in subsection (b) a care planning session with 
respect to a diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease 
or a related dementia that includes the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) A comprehensive care plan. 

(2) Information on the particular diagnosis 
of the eligible individual diagnosed with Alz- 
heimer’s disease or a related dementia. 

(3) Information on possible treatment op- 
tions and how to access those options. 

(4) Information on relevant medical and 
community services that are available. 

(5) Such other information as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

(b) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.—An eligible indi- 
vidual described in this subsection is one of 
the following: 

(1) A covered beneficiary (as defined in sec- 
tion 1072 of title 10, United States Code) who 
was first diagnosed with Alzheimer’s disease 
or a related dementia on or after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(2) A family member of a covered bene- 
ficiary described in paragraph (1). 

(3) A caregiver of a covered beneficiary de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

(c) LIMITATION.—The care planning session 
provided under subsection (a) may by pro- 
vided only once with respect to each eligible 
individual. 

(d) FOLLOW-UP.—The Secretary may pro- 
vide a follow-up appointment or appoint- 
ments to an eligible individual described in 
subsection (b) relating to the care planning 
session provided under subsection (a) if the 
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Secretary determines that the provision of 
such appointment or appointments is appro- 
priate to maintain a proper level of care for 
the eligible individual diagnosed with Alz- 
heimer’s disease or a related dementia and 
the family members and caregivers of that 
individual in order to improve the provision 
of health care by the Department of Defense 
and reduce health care costs. 


SA 1602. Ms. STABENOW (for herself 
and Mr. PETERS) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1065. REPORT ON PLANS FOR THE USE OF 
DOMESTIC AIRFIELDS FOR HOME- 
LAND DEFENSE AND DISASTER RE- 
SPONSE. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of Homeland 
Security and the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation, submit to the appropriate commit- 
tees of Congress a report setting forth an as- 
sessment of the plans for airfields in the 
United States that are required to support 
homeland defense and local disaster response 
missions. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—The report shall in- 
clude the following items: 

(1) The criteria used to determine the capa- 
bilities and locations of airfields in the 
United States needed to support safe oper- 
ations of military aircraft in the execution 
of homeland defense and local disaster re- 
sponse missions. 

(2) A description of the processes and pro- 
cedures in place to ensure that contingency 
plans for the use of airfields in the United 
States that support both military and civil- 
ian air operations are coordinated among the 
Department of Defense and other Federal 
agencies with jurisdiction over those air- 
fields. 

(3) An assessment of the impact to logis- 
tics and resource planning as a result of the 
reduction of certain capabilities of airfields 
in the United States that support both mili- 
tary and civilian air operations. 

(4) A review of the existing agreements and 
authorities between the Commander of the 
United States Northern Command and the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration that allow for consultation on 
decisions that impact the capabilities of air- 
fields in the United States that support both 
military and civilian air operations. 

(c) FORM.—The report under subsection (a) 
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but 
may include a classified annex. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS.—The term “appropriate committees 
of Congress”? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Government Affairs of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Homeland Security, and the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives. 
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(2) CAPABILITIES OF AIRFIELDS.—The term 
“capabilities of airfields” means the length 
and width of runways, taxiways, and aprons, 
the operation of navigation aids and light- 
ing, the operation of fuel storage, distribu- 
tion, and refueling system, and the avail- 
ability of air operations facilities. 

(3) AIRFIELDS IN THE UNITED STATES THAT 
SUPPORT BOTH MILITARY AND CIVILIAN AIR OP- 
ERATIONS.—The term “airfields in the United 
States that support both military and civil- 
ian air operations”? means the following: 

(A) Airports that are designated as joint 
use facilities pursuant to section 47175 of 
title 49, United States Code, in which both 
the military and civil aviation have shared 
use of the airfield. 

(B) Airports used by the military that have 
a permanent military aviation presence at 
the airport pursuant to a memorandum of 
agreement or tenant lease with the airport 
owner that is in effect on the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 


SA 1603. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING EX- 
PORTS OF CRUDE OIL. 

It is the sense of Congress that exports of 
crude oil to allies and partners of the United 
States shall not be determined to be con- 
sistent with the national interest and the 
purposes of the Energy Policy and Conserva- 
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6201 et seq.) if those ex- 
ports would increase energy prices in the 
United States for American consumers or 
businesses or increase the reliance of the 
United States on imported oil. 


SA 1604. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1486 submitted by Mr. 
CORNYN (for himself, Mr. HOEVEN, and 
Mr. WARNER) to the amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 4, strike lines 15 and 16 and insert 
the following: 

(3) exports of crude oil to allies and part- 
ners of the United States shall not be deter- 
mined to be consistent with the national in- 
terest and the purposes of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6201 et seq.) 
if those exports would increase energy prices 
in the United States for American consumers 
or businesses or increase the reliance of the 
United States on imported oil; and 

(4) the President should exercise existing 
au- 
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SA 1605. Mr. COTTON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle B of title XXXI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 3124. LIMITATION ON ACCELERATION OF 
DISMANTLEMENT OF RETIRED NU- 
CLEAR WEAPONS. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Except as provided in sub- 
sections (b) and (c), none of the funds author- 
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other- 
wise made available for any of fiscal years 
2016 through 2020 for the National Nuclear 
Security Administration may be obligated or 
expended to accelerate the dismantlement of 
the nuclear weapons of the United States to 
a rate faster than the rate mandated by the 
total projected dismantlement schedule in- 
cluded in table 2-7 of the annex to the stock- 
pile stewardship and management plan for 
fiscal year 2016 submitted to Congress in 
March 2015 under section 4203 of the Atomic 
Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 2523). 

(b) EXCEPTION FOR COMPLIANCE WITH CER- 
TAIN COMMITMENTS.— 

(1) CERTIFICATION.—The limitation under 
subsection (a) shall not apply with respect to 
a fiscal year if the President submits to the 
appropriate congressional committees a cer- 
tification that the President has— 

(A) requested, in the budget of the Presi- 
dent for that fiscal year submitted to Con- 
gress under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code, sufficient amounts to fulfill for 
that fiscal year all commitments related to 
nuclear modernization funding, capabilities, 
and schedules that the President made to the 
Senate during the consideration by the Sen- 
ate of the resolution of advice and consent to 
ratification of the New START Treaty, as 
described in— 

(i) the document entitled, “Message from 
the President on the New START Treaty”, 
dated February 2, 2011; and 

(ii) the fiscal year 2012 update to the report 
required by section 1251 of the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 
(Public Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2549), submitted 
to Congress in February 2011; and 

(B) except as provided in paragraph (2), ful- 
filled all such commitments. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—If, for any fiscal year cov- 
ered by the limitation under subsection (a), 
an appropriations Act is enacted that appro- 
priates amounts that are insufficient for the 
President to fulfill the commitments de- 
scribed in paragraph (DA), the President 
may certify under paragraph (1)(B) that the 
President has fulfilled such commitments to 
the extent possible with available funds. 

(c) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN STOCKPILE MAN- 
AGEMENT ACTIVITIES.—The limitation under 
subsection (a) shall not apply to activities 
necessary to conduct maintenance or sur- 
veillance of the nuclear weapons stockpile or 
activities to ensure the safety or reliability 
of the stockpile. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “appropriate congressional 
committees” means— 

(A) the congressional defense committees; 
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(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate; and 

(C) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel- 
ligence of the House of Representatives. 

(2) NEW START TREATY.—The term ‘‘New 
START Treaty”? means the Treaty between 
the United States of America and the Rus- 
sian Federation on Measures for the Further 
Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Of- 
fensive Arms, signed on April 8, 2010, and en- 
tered into force on February 5, 2011. 


SA 1606. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. BENEFITS FOR DEPENDENTS OF MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES WHO 
LOSE THEIR RIGHT TO RETIRED PAY 
FOR REASONS OTHER THAN DE- 
PENDENT ABUSE. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “Families Serve, Too, Military 
Justice Reform Act of 2015”. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—Section 1408 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (i), (j), and 
(k) as subsections (j), (kK), and (1), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (h) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (i): 

““(i) BENEFITS FOR DEPENDENTS OF MEM- 
BERS LOSING RIGHT TO RETIRED PAY FOR MIS- 
CONDUCT OTHER THAN DEPENDENT ABUSE.— 
(1)(A) If, in the case of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A), a court order provides (in 
the manner applicable to a division of prop- 
erty) for the payment of an amount from the 
disposable retired pay of that member or 
former member (as certified under paragraph 
(4)) to an eligible spouse or former spouse of 
that member or former member, the Sec- 
retary concerned, beginning upon effective 
service of such court order, shall pay that 
amount in accordance with this subsection 
to such spouse or former spouse. 

““(B) If, in the case of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A), a court order provides for 
the payment as child support of an amount 
from the disposable retired pay of that mem- 
ber or former member (as certified under 
paragraph (4)) to an eligible dependent child 
of the member or former member, the Sec- 
retary concerned, beginning upon effective 
service of such court order, shall pay that 
amount in accordance with this subsection 
to such dependent child. 

““(2) A spouse or former spouse, or a de- 
pendent child, of a member or former mem- 
ber of the armed forces is eligible to receive 
payment under this subsection if— 

““(A) the member or former member, while 
a member of the armed forces and after be- 
coming eligible to be retired from the armed 
forces on the basis of years of service, has 
eligibility to receive retired pay terminated 
as a result of misconduct while a member 
(other than misconduct described in sub- 
section (h)(2)(A)); 
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‘“(B) in the case of eligibility of a spouse or 
former spouse under paragraph (1)(A), the 
spouse or former spouse— 

““(i) either— 

“(D was married to the member or former 
member at the time of the misconduct that 
resulted in the termination of retired pay; or 

“(II) was is receipt of marital support, ali- 
mony, or child support from the member or 
former member as of the time of the mis- 
conduct pursuant to a court order; and 

““(ii) was not, based on the evidence ad- 
duced at trial, an aider, abettor, accomplice, 
or co-conspirator in the misconduct that re- 
sulted in the termination of retired pay, as 
certified in writing to the convening author- 
ity by— 

““(D the military judge of the court-martial 
that resulted in the termination of retired 
pay; or 

“(ID) the staff judge advocate of the con- 
vening authority; and 

“(C) in the case of eligibility of a depend- 
ent child under paragraph (1)(B), the depend- 
ent child— 

““(i) had not reached the age of 16 years at 
the time of the misconduct that resulted in 
the termination of retired pay; or 

““(ii) had reached the age of 16 years at the 
time of the misconduct and was not, based 
on the evidence adduced at trial, an aider, 
abettor, accomplice, or co-conspirator in the 
misconduct that resulted in the termination 
of retired pay, as certified in writing to the 
convening authority by— 

“(DD the military judge of the court-martial 
that resulted in the termination of retired 
pay; or 

“(II) the staff judge advocate of the con- 
vening authority. 

(3) The amount certified by the Secretary 
concerned under paragraph (4) with respect 
to a member or former member of the armed 
forces referred to in paragraph (2)(A) shall be 
deemed to be the disposable retired pay of 
that member or former member for the pur- 
poses of this subsection. 

“*(4) Upon the request of a court or an eligi- 
ble spouse or former spouse, or an eligible 
dependent child, of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A) in connection with a civil 
action for the issuance of a court order in 
the case of that member or former member, 
the Secretary concerned shall determine and 
certify the amount of the monthly retired 
pay that the member or former member 
would have been entitled to receive as of the 
date of the certification— 

““(A) if the member or former member’s eli- 
gibility for retired pay had not been termi- 
nated as described in paragraph (2)(A); and 

““(B) if, in the case of a member or former 
member not in receipt of retired pay imme- 
diately before that termination of eligibility 
for retired pay, the member or former mem- 
ber had retired on the effective date of that 
termination of eligibility. 

“(5)(A) Paragraphs (5) through (8) and (10) 
of subsection (h) shall apply to eligibility of 
former spouses to payments under this sub- 
section, court orders for the payment of dis- 
posable retired pay under this subsection, 
amounts payable under this subsection, and 
payments under this subsection in the same 
manner as such paragraphs apply to such 
matters under subsection (h). 

““(B) If a spouse or former spouse or a de- 
pendent child eligible or entitled to receive 
payments under this subsection is eligible or 
entitled to receive benefits under subsection 
(h), the eligibility or entitlement of that 
spouse or former spouse or dependent child 
to such benefits shall be determined under 
subsection (h) instead of this subsection. 
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“(6(A) A spouse or former spouse of a 
member or former member of the armed 
forces referred to in paragraph (2)(A), while 
receiving payments in accordance with this 
subsection, shall be entitled to receive med- 
ical and dental care, to use commissary and 
exchange stores, and to receive any other 
benefit that a spouse or a former spouse of a 
retired member of the armed forces is enti- 
tled to receive on the basis of being a spouse 
or former spouse, as the case may be, of a re- 
tired member of the armed forces in the 
same manner as if the member or former 
member referred to in paragraph (2)(A) was 
entitled to retired pay. 


‘(B) A dependent child of a member or 
former member referred to in paragraph 
(2)(A) who was a member of the household of 
the member or former member at the time of 
the misconduct described in paragraph (2)(A) 
shall be entitled to receive medical and den- 
tal care, to use commissary and exchange 
stores, and to have other benefits provided to 
dependents of retired members of the armed 
forces in the same manner as if the member 
or former member referred to in paragraph 
(2)(A) was entitled to retired pay. 


““(C) If a spouse or former spouse or a de- 
pendent child eligible or entitled to receive a 
particular benefit under this paragraph is el- 
igible or entitled to receive that benefit 
under another provision of law, the eligi- 
bility or entitlement of that spouse or 
former spouse or dependent child to such 
benefit shall be determined under such other 
provision of law instead of this paragraph. 


“(7) In this subsection, the term ‘depend- 
ent child’, with respect to a member or 
former member of the armed forces referred 
to in paragraph (2)(A), has the meaning given 
that term in subsection (h)(11).’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection 
(f) of such section is amended by striking 
“subsection (i)’’ each place it appears and in- 
serting “subsection (j)’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and shall 
apply to a spouse or former spouse, or a de- 
pendent child of a member or former member 
of the Armed Forces whose eligibility to re- 
ceive retired pay is terminated on or after 
that date as a result of misconduct while a 
member. 

(e) OFFSET.—$57,000,000 of the National De- 
fense Function (050) of unobligated balances 
from fees collected to defray expenses for the 
automation of fingerprint identification and 
criminal justice information services and as- 
sociated costs of the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation is hereby cancelled. 


SA 1607. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
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SEC. . EXPANSION OF AUTHORITY OF SEC- 
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS TO 
REMOVE SENIOR EXECUTIVES OF 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF- 
FAIRS FOR PERFORMANCE OR MIS- 
CONDUCT TO INCLUDE CERTAIN 
OTHER EMPLOYEES OF THE DE- 
PARTMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 713 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 

(i) in the matter before subparagraph (A), 
in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘senior ex- 
ecutive position” both places it appears and 
inserting ‘‘covered position’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘in 
paragraph (2)” and inserting “in paragraph 
(3) employed in a senior executive position 
at the Department”; 

(B) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para- 
graph (3); and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (2): 

“*(2) For purposes of this section, a covered 
position is— 

““(A) a senior executive position; or 

““(B) a position listed in section 7401 of this 
title that is not a senior executive posi- 
tion.”; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking “under 
subsection (a)(2)” and inserting “under sub- 
section (a)(1)(B)’’; 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking “senior ex- 
ecutive position” and inserting “covered po- 
sition”; 

(4) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘The 
procedures under section 7543(b) of title 5” 
and inserting ‘‘Sections 7461(b) and 7462 of 
this title and sections 7503, 7513, and 7543(b) 
of title 5”; and 

(5) in subsection (g)(1)— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking “or” 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting “*; or”; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(C) an employee of the Department em- 
ployed on a full-time basis under a perma- 
nent appointment in a position listed in sec- 
tion 7401 of this title (other than interns and 
residents appointed pursuant to section 7406 
of this title) who is not in a senior executive 
position.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subchapter 
V of chapter 74 of such title is amended— 

(1) in section 7461(b)(1), by striking “If the” 
and inserting “Except as provided in sections 
713 of this title, if the”; and 

(2) in section 7462— 

(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘Dis- 
ciplinary”” and inserting “Except as provided 
in section 713 of this title, the Disciplinary”; 
and 

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘In any 
case” and inserting “Except as provided in 
section 713 of this title, in any case’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Section 713 of 
such title is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), in the first sen- 
tence, by striking ‘‘of Veterans Affairs’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘Commit- 
tees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate and 
House of Representatives” and inserting 
“Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the Sen- 
ate and the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
of the House of Representatives”. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.— 

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading for sec- 
tion 718 of such title is amended by striking 
“Senior executives: removal based on per- 
formance or misconduct” and inserting “Re- 
moval of senior executives and certain other 
employees based on performance or mis- 
conduct”. 
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(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec- 
tions at the beginning of chapter 7 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relat- 
ing to section 713 and inserting the following 
new item: 


‘713. Removal of senior executives and cer- 
tain other employees based on 
performance or misconduct.”. 


SA 1608. Mrs. ERNST submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


On page 686, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

““(e) CERTIFICATION REQUIRED FOR WAIVER 
OR EXCEPTION.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may not 
exercise the waiver authority under sub- 
section (b), and the exception under sub- 
section (c)(1) shall not apply, unless the Sec- 
retary certifies to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees that the Government of 
the Russian Federation is no longer— 

““(A) violating the territorial integrity of 
Ukraine; or 

““(B) supporting entities that have illegally 
seized property of the Government of 
Ukraine or territory of Ukraine. 

‘(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
‘appropriate congressional committees’ 
means— 

““(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate; and 

““(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives.”. 


SA 1609. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. ELIGIBILITY OF MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMY FOR TUITION ASSISTANCE 
THROUGH THE DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE EFFECTIVE UPON COMPLE- 
TION OF INITIAL ENTRY TRAINING 
IN THE ARMY. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, any individual who is enlisted, inducted, 
or appointed as a member of the Army, in- 
cluding the Army National Guard of the 
United States and the Army Reserve, after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, shall 
be eligible for tuition assistance through the 
Department of Defense for members of the 
Armed Forces upon completion of initial 
entry training. 
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SA 1610. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. RECEIPT BY MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES WITH PRIMARY MARINER 
DUTIES OF TRAINING THAT COM- 
PLIES WITH NATIONAL STANDARDS 
AND REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2105 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 
as subsections (c) and (d), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (b): 

““(b) MEMBERS WITH PRIMARY MARINER DU- 
TIES.—(1) For purposes of the program under 
this section, the Secretary of Defense and 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
each ensure that members of the armed 
forces with primary mariner duties receive 
training that complies with national stand- 
ards and requirements under the Inter- 
national Convention on Standards of Train- 
ing, Certification, and Watchkeeping 
(STCW). 

“*(2) The following shall comply with basic 
training standards under national require- 
ments and the International Convention on 
Standards of Training, Certification, and 
Watchkeeping: 

““(A) The recruit training provided to each 
member of the armed forces. 

““(B) The training provided to each member 
of the armed forces who is assigned to a ves- 
sel. 

“*(3) Under the program, each member of 
the armed forces who is assigned to a vessel 
of at least 100 gross tons (GRT) in a deck or 
engineering career field shall be provided the 
following: 

“(A) A designated path to applicable cre- 
dentials under the national requirements 
and the International Convention on Stand- 
ards of Training, Certification, and 
Watchkeeping consistent with the respon- 
sibilities of the position to which assigned. 

““(B) The opportunity, at Government ex- 
pense, to attend credentialing programs that 
provide merchant mariner training not of- 
fered by the armed forces. 

“(49(A) For purposes of the program, the 
material specified in subparagraph (B) shall 
be submitted to the National Maritime Cen- 
ter of the Coast Guard for assessment of the 
compliance of such material with national 
requirements and the International Conven- 
tion on Standards of Training, Certification, 
and Watchkeeping. 

‘(B) The material specified in this sub- 
paragraph is as follows: 

““(i) The course material of each unclassi- 
fied course for members of the armed forces 
in marine navigation, leadership, and oper- 
ation and maintenance. 

““(ii) The unclassified qualifications for as- 
signment for deck or engineering positions 
on waterborne vessels. 

“(C) The National Maritime Center shall 
conduct assessments of material for purposes 
of this paragraph. Such assessments shall 
evaluate the suitability of material for the 
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service at sea addressed by such material 
and without regard to the military pay grade 
of the intended beneficiaries of such mate- 
rial. 

““(D) If material submitted to the National 
Maritime Center pursuant to this paragraphs 
is determined not to comply as described in 
subparagraph (A), the Secretary offering 
such material to members of the armed 
forces shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report setting forth the 
actions to be taken by such Secretary to 
bring such material into compliance.”. 

(b) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Secretary concerned 
shall establish, for members of the Armed 
Forces under the jurisdiction of such Sec- 
retary, procedures as follows: 

(A) Procedures by which members identify 
qualification gaps in training and pro- 
ficiency assessments and complete training 
or assessments approved by the Coast Guard 
in addressing such gaps. 

(B) Procedures by which members obtain 
service records of any service at sea. 

(C) Procedures by which members may sub- 
mit service records of service at sea and 
other military qualifications to the National 
Maritime Center for evaluation and issuance 
of a Merchant Marine Credential. 

(D) Procedures by which members may ob- 
tain a medical certificate for use in applica- 
tions for Merchant Marine Credentials. 

(2) USE OF MILITARY DRUG TEST RESULTS IN 
MERCHANT MARINE CREDENTIAL APPLICA- 
TIONS.—The Secretaries of the military de- 
partments and the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall jointly establish procedures 
by which the results of appropriate drug 
tests administered to members of the Armed 
Forces by the military departments may be 
used for purposes of applications for Mer- 
chant Marine Credentials. 

(3) SECRETARY CONCERNED DEFINED.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘Secretary concerned’’ 
has the meaning given that term in section 
101(a) of title 10, United States Code. 


SA 1611. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and 
Mrs. SHAHEEN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title II, add the 
following: 


SEC. 221. PROHIBITION ON THE USE OF FUNDS 
FOR THE MEADS PROGRAM. 

None of the funds authorized to be appro- 
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail- 
able for fiscal year 2016 for the Department 
of Defense may be obligated or expended for 
the medium extended air defense system. 


SA 1612. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
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military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle C of title I, add the 
following: 


SEC. 141. HEI PGU-13/B ROUND 30MILIMETER AM- 
MUNITION. 


(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR PROCUREMENT 
oF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to 
be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by sec- 
tion 101 is hereby increased by $1,096,000, 
with the amount of the increase to be avail- 
able for procurement of ammunition, Air 
Force, for the purpose of the procurement of 
HEI PGU-13/B Round 30milimeter ammuni- 
tion. 

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The 
amount available under paragraph (1) for the 
procurement of ammunition specified in that 
paragraph is in addition to any other 
amounts available in this Act for procure- 
ment of such ammunition. 

(b) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by section 
301 is hereby decreased by $1,096,000, with the 
amount of the decrease to be applied against 
amounts available for operation and mainte- 
nance, Air Force, for Base Support for golf. 


SA 1613. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself, 
Mr. CORNYN, and Ms. BALDWIN) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of part II of subtitle H of title 
V, add the following: 
SEC. 593. AUTHORIZATION FOR AWARD OF 
MEDAL OF HONOR TO JAMES 
MEGELLAS FOR ACTS OF VALOR 
DURING BATTLE OF THE BULGE. 


(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The President may 
award the Medal of Honor under section 3741 
of title 10, United States Code, to James 
Megellas, formerly of Fond du Lac, Wis- 
consin, and currently of Colleyville, Texas, 
for the acts of valor described in subsection 
(b). 

(b) ACTION DESCRIBED.—The acts of valor 
referred to in subsection (a) are the actions 
of James Megellas on January 28, 1945, in 
Herresbach, Belgium, during the Battle of 
the Bulge, during World War II, when, as a 
first lieutenant in the 82d Airborne Division, 
he led a surprise and devastating attack on 
a much larger advancing enemy force, kill- 
ing and capturing a large number and caus- 
ing others to flee, single-handedly destroying 
an attacking German Mark V tank with two 
hand-held grenades, and then leading his 
men in clearing and seizing Herresbach. 

(c) WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS.—The 
award under subsection (a) may be made 
without regard to the time limitations speci- 
fied in section 3744(b) of title 10, United 
States Code, or any other time limitation es- 
tablished by law or regulation with respect 
to the awarding of certain medals to persons 
who served in the Army. 
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 


COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 
FORESTRY 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 3, 
2015. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 

WORKS 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Environment and Public 
Works be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 3, 
2015, at 9:30 a.m., in room SD-406 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, to con- 
duct a hearing entitled “Challenges 
and Implications of EPA’s Proposed 
National Ambient Air Quality Stand- 
ard for Ground-Level Ozone and Legis- 
lative Hearing on S. 638, S. 751, and $. 
640.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Finance be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on June 3, 2015, at 10 a.m., in room SD- 
215 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build- 
ing, to conduct a hearing entitled 
“Audit & Appeal Fairness, Integrity, 
and Reforms in Medicare Act of 2015.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 8, 2015, at 9:30 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Implica- 
tions of the Iran Nuclear Agreement 
for U.S. Policy in the Middle East.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 

AND PENSIONS 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate, on 
June 8, 2015, at 10 a.m., in room SD-430 
of the Dirksen Senate Office Building 
to conduct a hearing entitled “Reau- 
thorizing the Higher Education Act: 
Ensuring College Affordability.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 

GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on June 3, 2015, at 10 a.m., to conduct 
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a hearing entitled ‘‘Watchdogs Needed: 
Top Government Investigator Posi- 
tions Left Unfilled for Years.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Small Business and Entre- 
preneurship be authorized to meet dur- 
ing the session of the Senate on June 3, 
2015, at 10 a.m., in room 428A of the 
Russell Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 3, 2015, at 2:30 p.m. in 
room SR-418 of the Russell Senate Of- 
fice Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that Aja Kennedy, a fel- 
low in my office, be granted floor privi- 
leges for the duration of this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Commander 
Eric Taylor, a Navy fellow in my office, 
be allowed floor privileges for the dura- 
tion of Senate debate on H.R. 1735, the 
National Defense Authorization Act 
through the fiscal year 2016. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that Jody Bennett, on 
the staff of the Committee on Armed 
Services, be granted privileges of the 
floor at all times during the Senate’s 
consideration of and votes relating to 
H.R. 1735, the National Defense Author- 
ization Act of 2015. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EE 


AUTHORIZING USE OF 
EMANCIPATION HALL 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of H. 
Con. Res. 48, which is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu- 
tion by title. 
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The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 48) 
authorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center for a ceremony to 
commemorate the 50th anniversary of the 
Vietnam War. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the con- 
current resolution be agreed to and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de- 
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 48) was agreed to. 


ES 


EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE REGARDING THE RISE 
OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN EUROPE 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the immediate consider- 
ation of Calendar No. 92, S. Res. 87. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 87) to express the 
sense of the Senate regarding the rise of 
anti-Semitism in Europe and to encourage 
greater cooperation with the European gov- 
ernments, the European Union, and the Or- 
ganization for Security and Co-operation in 
Europe in preventing and responding to anti- 
Semitism. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
further ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution be agreed to, the pre- 
amble be agreed to, and the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac- 
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 87) was agreed 
to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in the RECORD of February 25, 
2015, under “Submitted Resolutions.””) 


— > 


RELATIVE TO THE DEATH OF 
JOSEPH ROBINETTE BIDEN, III 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
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ate proceed to the consideration of $. 
Res. 191. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 191) relative to the 
death of Joseph Robinette Biden, ITI. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, and the motions to recon- 
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

(The resolution, with its preamble, is 
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub- 
mitted Resolutions.’’) 


191) was 


— 


ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, JUNE 4, 
2015 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9:30 a.m., Thursday, June 
4; that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, and the time for the two lead- 
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day; that following leader remarks, 
the Senate then resume consideration 
of H.R. 1735 under the previous order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— > 


PROGRAM 


Mr. McCONNELL. Senators should 
expect at least one rollcall vote at ap- 
proximately 10:15 tomorrow morning. 


—— A 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


Mr. McCONNELL. If there is no fur- 
ther business to come before the Sen- 
ate, I ask unanimous consent that it 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:31 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
June 4, 2015, at 9:30 a.m. 
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June 3, 2015 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana). 


— 


DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 3, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable GARRET 
GRAVES to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EEE 


MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to the order of the House of Janu- 
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog- 
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de- 
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 


— 


HONORING BRENT WINN LAYTON 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DENHAM) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, today, I 
rise to acknowledge and honor the life 
of a personal friend and Gold Star Fa- 
ther Brent Winn Layton. The beloved 
father, son, brother, and uncle died un- 
expectedly at the age of 47 on Satur- 
day, May 28, 2015, in Longmont, Colo- 
rado. 

Brent was born on October 23, 1967, in 
Berkeley, California, to Shirley Hughes 
and A. Winn Layton. Although Brent 
lived in many cities throughout his 
life, he was a longtime resident of the 
Escalon area and considered it home. 

Brent was a very gifted man with 
many levels. He served as a deputy 
sheriff in Kern County, California, and 
Clark County, Arkansas. He also served 
as a peace officer for the Escalon Po- 
lice Department. In addition to his 
commitment to law enforcement, 
Brent was committed to God. He was a 
very spiritual man and found great 
comfort in his faith. 

Unfortunately, in 2009, Brent became 
a Gold Star Father when his firstborn 
son, James, was killed in action in 


Kunar province, Afghanistan, serving 
during Operation Enduring Freedom. 
Since then, Brent's mission in life was 
to embrace other Gold Star families 
and help them through the grieving 
process. 

Brent had many friends that loved 
him, and he had a heart full of love for 
them. His laugh, his sense of humor, 
and his big bear hugs will be missed 
forever. In addition, his friends and 
family admired his honest pride in his 
Cherokee Nation citizenship and will 
miss listening to him play guitar. 
There is peace in knowing that he is 
now with his son as well as the family 
and friends that have gone before him. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in hon- 
oring and recognizing Brent for his 
friendship, faith, and unwavering sup- 
port for other military families. He had 
a genuine love for people, community, 
and country and will be missed by 
many. God bless him always. 


EE 
TRANSPORTATION FUNDING 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
this week, we started the 33rd exten- 
sion of the highway spending program. 
The 33rd time that we failed to deal 
meaningfully with the crisis in funding 
our transportation system. It is a sym- 
bol of Congress’ failure to deal with a 
country that is falling apart and fall- 
ing behind. 

No country became great building its 
infrastructure 7 months at a time. 

It prompts silly ideas. One recently, 
an op-ed page of The Wall Street Jour- 
nal, talks about “Taxing for Highways, 
Paying for Bike Lanes” as the problem. 
Well, as is pointed out in letters to the 
editor today, it is not spending on bike 
paths which Dr. Pete Ruane, head of 
the American Road é Transportation 
Builders Association, pointed out is 
about 1 percent of the total Federal 
transportation highway budget, if you 
include sidewalks as well. 

No, the problem is that we are paying 
for 2015 infrastructure with 1993 dol- 
lars. We have not raised the gas tax in 
22 years. Now, I would suggest that 
what we ought to do is to look at the 
broad coalition that is represented by 
the authors on that page from the 
roadbuilders and the cyclists—they are 
representative of the broadest coali- 
tion on any issue in American politics 
today—from the AFL-CIO to the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce, the truckers— 
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represented eloquently by Governor 
Bill Graves, who is not just president 
of the American Trucking Associa- 
tions, he was the Republican Governor 
of Kansas who raised the gas tax not 
once, but twice. 

There is an opportunity for us to 
break the logjam. I would suggest that 
maybe the House Ways and Means 
Committee could, for the first time in 
the 55 months that the Republicans 
have been in charge, actually meet to 
discuss transportation funding. That is 
our job. 

Let's dedicate an entire week to solv- 
ing this problem. Let's invite in rep- 
resentatives of that broad coalition: 
people who build, maintain, and use 
our transportation system. Let's hear 
from the six Republican States that al- 
ready this year have raised the gas tax, 
red Republican States: Utah; Georgia; 
South Dakota; Idaho; Iowa; and, most 
recently, Nebraska, where the legisla- 
ture overrode the Governor's veto to 
raise their gas tax. 

It is time for Congress to do its job 
and to be in partnership with those 
States who expect us to maintain the 
Federal responsibility. Let's hear from 
the broad array of people and then 
allow the Ways and Means Committee 
to follow regular order. 

There is more support for raising the 
gas tax. The public is already paying 
the price. The bill I have, which would 
provide 210 billion additional dollars 
over the next decade, would cost the 
average motorist just about $90 a year. 
At a time of declining gas prices, that 
is not that great, but motorists are 
now paying $350 a year on average in 
damage to their cars. The country paid 
$125 billion in the cost of congestion. 

Let's stop beating around the bush. 
Let's pass the first 6-year transpor- 
tation reauthorization, the first since 
1998. The first step is for the Ways and 
Means Committee to do its job, bring 
these people in, work together on a bi- 
partisan basis, raise the gas tax, index 
the gas tax, then abolish the gas tax, 
replace it with something that is sus- 
tainable. 

In the meantime, let's rebuild and 
renew America and put hundreds of 
thousands of people to work at family- 
wage jobs while we strengthen commu- 
nities from coast to coast. 


EE 
HOLDING THE VA ACCOUNTABLE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min- 
utes. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to talk about our veterans. 

Memorial Day was just this past 
weekend, and we honored those who 
paid the ultimate sacrifice in defense 
of our Nation. 

This weekend also, veterans from 
around our great country journeyed 
here to our Nation’s Capital to visit 
the monuments that were publicly 
erected in their honor. I am so proud 
that a group of over 60 veterans living 
in south Florida—including David 
Millan, Don Lowe, and Augustine 
Fernandez—were able to make the trip 
on the first-ever Honor Flight from 
Miami International Airport, located 
in my congressional district. 

They, like all veterans, are true 
American patriots, courageous and 
brave, putting others before them- 
selves, willing to stand up and fight for 
our Nation’s ideals and for the spread 
of freedom, peace, and prosperity 
abroad. That is who they are. It is in 
their DNA. 

My family and I, we know the sac- 
rifice and the courage and the resolve 
that is required to dedicate one’s life to 
the service of our country. My hus- 
band, Dexter, proudly served in Viet- 
nam as a U.S. Army Ranger, earning a 
Purple Heart. My stepson, Douglas, and 
his wife, Lindsay, both served tours of 
duty as Active Duty Marine Corps avi- 
ators in Iraq, with Lindsay also having 
served in Afghanistan. They are still 
serving our Nation as Marine reserv- 
ists. 

I could not be prouder of them and 
their fellow veterans and have the 
highest respect for the families and 
caregivers who support our vets after 
they return home from their missions. 
I recognize that we can never repay our 
veterans in full for their contributions, 
but we must certainly try. I would like 
to think that all Americans feel the 
same way. 

A key part of our Nation’s commit- 
ment to our veterans has always been 
providing them with quality health 
care, especially with respect to injuries 
suffered in the line of duty; but, more 
than a year after the most recent VA 
health system scandal rocked this ad- 
ministration and forced the replace- 
ment of a Cabinet Secretary, the VA’s 
commitment on health care continues 
to fall tragically short. 

A year later, the number of patients 
facing long wait times is still the same, 
and somehow, the number of patients 
waiting more than 90 days has actually 
doubled. A year later, the VA health 
system continues to fail our veterans. 
We know that these veterans have the 
right stuff, the selflessness, the cour- 
age, and the pride that they dem- 
onstrate in defense of the American 
way of life; but what must they think 
of our government now? 

Unconscionably long wait times, bu- 
reaucratic mismanagement, top-down 
rationed care are all well below the 
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bare minimum standards any American 
should expect; yet this is exactly what 
the VA, under this administration, 
continues to offer our veterans. 

At least this Congress has pushed for 
reform, for access, for choice. In the 
last year, we have passed laws that set 
out to improve access for veterans 
seeking medical care and mental 
health services. Congress also provided 
the VA with $16 billion to shorten wait 
times and improve healthcare quality. 

I have joined many of my colleagues 
to demand that the VA publicly release 
the findings of 140 internal healthcare 
investigations conducted since 2006 to 
enforce accountability at the VA. I 
have also joined a bipartisan contin- 
gent of my House colleagues to offer to 
help the VA staff focus on providing 
health care by allowing congressional 
staff to serve as the primary point of 
contact for veterans asking about their 
claims and their long appointment 
times. 

Over and over again, Congress’ ef- 
forts have been met by a stubborn bu- 
reaucracy that looks to skirt legisla- 
tive intent on expanding veterans ac- 
cess and choice and reforming the way 
that the VA health system does its 
business. 

I am committed to holding the VA 
under this administration responsible 
for the continued failings of our VA 
health system, and I will continue to 
fight alongside my colleagues in Con- 
gress for the reforms that will provide 
our veterans with the quality health 
care they deserve. 

We know that our veterans should 
not have to wait another year. The 
time is long past; the time is now. The 
next time that south Florida residents 
come to D.C. on Honor Flights to visit 
their war memorials, they will truly 
know that our Nation honors their 
service by providing quality health 
care at all of our VA facilities. 


EE 
EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank my colleagues for allowing me 
to precede them. 

I want to thank the gentlewoman 
from Florida. Of course, I am always 
glad to hear her speak on the floor. I 
wanted her to know that. 

Mr. Speaker, we are now less than a 
month from the deadline for Congress 
to reauthorize the Export-Import 
Bank. 

In 2012, this House came together 
under the leadership of the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. Cantor, who worked 
with my office, and we put a bill on the 
floor that reauthorized the Bank and 
increased its lending authority with a 
bipartisan vote of 330-93. This should 
not be and is not a partisan issue. 

Helping small- and medium-sized 
American businesses access new over- 
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seas markets and compete on a level 
playing field is something that Demo- 
crats and Republicans have long agreed 
that Congress ought to do. 

That is why it is deeply concerning 
to read comments from Majority Lead- 
er MCCARTHY that Congress should 
“wind down” the Bank and allow its 
charter to expire. That, in my view, is 
a minority opinion on the floor of this 
House, and that would be a profound 
mistake. 
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The Export-Import Bank is a critical 
tool that helps our businesses compete 
successfully in global markets. We are 
going to talk about trade, apparently, 
next week, but what we need to make 
sure is that we can export goods that 
are made in America, that we will 
make in America, and that we will sell 
abroad. The Export-Import Bank facili- 
tates that effort. It is a critical tool 
that helps businesses compete success- 
fully in global markets. 

Last year alone, it supported $27.5 
billion in export activity. About 90 per- 
cent of its transactions support thou- 
sands of small businesses that other- 
wise would have difficulty accessing 
markets. 

The Ex-Im Bank has supported 1.3 
million private sector jobs since our 
economic recovery began, including 
164,000 jobs just last year, and it does 
all this without costing the taxpayers 
a single cent. In fact, it brought $675 
million in profits to the Treasury last 
year and more than $2 billion over the 
past two decades. We cannot afford, 
Mr. Speaker, to let the bank expire. 

Even more than just preventing a 
lapse, we ought to be providing export- 
ers and potential exporters with cer- 
tainty by enacting a multiyear reau- 
thorization. 

With the Export-Import Bank's fu- 
ture uncertain, businesses that could 
be reaching new customers abroad have 
been holding back making investments 
in growth that would create more jobs 
here at home. We are going to hear a 
lot about jobs here at home next week 
as we debate the fast-track authority. 
This deals with jobs here in America. 
With the Export-Import Bank's future 
uncertain, we are seeing uncertainty in 
the marketplace. 

A multiyear extension and an in- 
crease in the bank’s lending authority 
would give a green light to these busi- 
nesses that it is time to invest and ex- 
pand. 

We all talk about investing. We all 
talk about expanding jobs. I want to 
quote: ‘‘There are thousands of jobs on 
the line that would disappear pretty 
quickly if the Ex-Im Bank were to dis- 
appear.” Let me repeat that for my 
colleagues. “There are thousands of 
jobs on the line that would disappear 
pretty quickly if the Ex-Im Bank were 
to disappear.” Those are not my words. 
That is a quote. They are the words of 
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Speaker JOHN BOEHNER on April 30 of 
this year, just a few weeks ago. 

He is not the only Republican who 
wants to save the bank. Representative 
STEPHEN FINCHER, Republican of Ten- 
nessee, has said that ‘‘a majority of 
RSC members support the bank’s reau- 
thorization.”’ RSC members are 
amongst the most conservative mem- 
bers of their party in this House. In 
fact, there are 59 cosponsors on Mr. 
FINCHER’s bill. They are Republicans. 

All of my party, the last time we re- 
authorized it and this time, will vote 
to create jobs in America by voting for 
the Export-Import Bank. Now, we have 
188 members. You don’t have to be 
much of a mathematician to know if 
you have 188 and 60, that is 248. All you 
need is 218 to pass the bill. 

The Speaker has said he wants to let 
the House work its will. He said that in 
2011 when he became Speaker. And he 
said the House works best when the 
House can work its will. If we bring the 
Export-Import Bank bill to the floor, it 
will pass. Together with 180 Democrats, 
or 188—180 who have sponsored the 7- 
year reauthorization bill introduced by 
Ms. WATERS, Ms. MOORE, Mr. HECK, and 
myself—it is clear that a majority of 
the House supports a long-term reau- 
thorization of the Export-Import Bank. 

Mr. Speaker, we should act. We 
should act now before we find ourselves 
at the eleventh hour, before the June 
30 deadline. Now, we have just seen 
shutting down the security apparatus 
to protect America for a couple of 
days. Let’s not put at risk the eco- 
nomic security of our country. 

Governors of both parties from across 
the country have written in support of 
taking action. Business leaders, the 
Chamber of Commerce, and organiza- 
tions like the National Association of 
Manufacturers have all asked Congress 
to reauthorize the bank. There are now 
just 13 legislative days until the dead- 
line by which we must do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask our Speaker, I ask 
our majority leader, let the House 
work its will and vote on a multiyear 
reauthorization that will restore cer- 
tainty for thousands of small busi- 
nesses. Help them compete in new mar- 
kets. Support the growth of good jobs 
here in our country, and contribute to 
deficit reduction. There will be a lot of 
debate next week about jobs. The 
Speaker believes that we will lose jobs 
if we don’t pass the Export-Import 
Bank reauthorization. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Leader, bring the 
Export-Import Bank reauthorization 
bill to the floor. It will pass. It will be 
good for America. It will be good for 
Americans. It will be good for our econ- 
omy. Pass this bill. 


ES 


REFOCUSING ON THE VETERANS 
ADMINISTRATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Alabama (Mrs. ROBY) for 5 minutes. 
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Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, this week 
marks 1 year since the Veterans Affairs 
Secretary, Eric Shinseki, resigned 
amid a scandal that shook this country 
to its core. When President Obama 
reluctantly accepted Secretary 
Shinseki’s resignation, he had a lot to 
say about his commitment to fix the 
VA and where the buck stops. He said: 
“We're going to do right by our vet- 
erans across the board, as long as it 
takes.” And then: ‘‘This is my adminis- 
tration. I always take responsibility 
for whatever happens.”’ 

Well, Mr. Speaker, a lot has happened 
over the past year, and here are some 
of the highlights: 

Last June, reports emerged that pa- 
tient scheduling manipulation had 
been particularly egregious inside the 
central Alabama VA. During a meeting 
to discuss these findings, the director 
of the central Alabama VA led me to 
believe that appropriate action had 
been taken to remove the employees 
that were responsible for this. That 
wasn’t true. 

So I began to dig a little bit deeper 
into the problems, working with very 
courageous whistleblowers and the 
press to uncover major instances of 
misconduct, negligence, and mis- 
management inside the central Ala- 
bama VA. What we were able to expose 
was more than 1,000 patient x-rays, 
some showing problems, went missing 
for months and years. A pulmonologist 
was called, not once but twice, for fal- 
sifying more than 1,200 patient records 
but somehow given a satisfactory re- 
view. An employee took a recovering 
veteran to a crack house, bought him 
drugs and prostitutes, all to extort his 
veteran’s benefits. When caught, that 
employee, as extraordinary as this is, 
was never fired. Not until a year and a 
half later, when it was reported in the 
press and exposed publicly, did the VA 
take action. 

What else happened last year? Con- 
gress passed a historic VA reform law 
providing unprecedented authority for 
holding employees accountable. The di- 
rector of the central Alabama VA who 
lied to me became the first manager 
fired under the new reform law. Other 
managers were also removed, and the 
southeast regional director quietly re- 
tired when an investigation into cen- 
tral Alabama VA was expanded at my 
request to include him. 

So again, a lot has happened over the 
past year. But, Mr. Speaker, there is a 
lot that hasn’t happened over the past 
year. 

Improvement to access for patient 
care, the one thing that we really need 
for our veterans, hasn’t happened. It 
really hasn’t happened nationally, and 
certainly it hasn’t happened in central 
Alabama. In fact, VA medical centers 
in Montgomery and Tuskegee were re- 
cently identified number one and num- 
ber two, respectively, the worst hos- 
pitals in the Nation for extended delays 
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in patient appointment completions. 
The first and the second worst hos- 
pitals in the country are in the central 
Alabama VA. 

A workload report at the end of April 
showed that more than 6,500 consults 
over 90 days were still pending, includ- 
ing more than half awaiting approval 
for non-VA care. So not enough im- 
provement has happened where it mat- 
ters most for our veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be remiss if I 
didn’t mention some of the progress 
the central Alabama VA has made. 
What was a major staff shortage is be- 
ginning to be filled, and that includes 
the mental health side. I appreciate 
very much the new acting director of 
the region, Tom Smith, keeping me up- 
dated on the latest. I am grateful for 
him stepping into this important role 
in a difficult situation, trying to re- 
build, trying to rebuild some of the 
trust that has been lost. 

As I have told him, the progress isn’t 
enough. One reason I believe it isn’t 
enough is that Washington has dem- 
onstrated something of a short atten- 
tion span when it comes to these prob- 
lems. We got their attention last year 
and a lot of nice promises have been 
made in terms of the national VA’s 
commitment to improve in central 
Alabama, but once our problems leave 
the front page, there hasn’t been suffi- 
cient follow-up. Mr. Speaker, maybe 
that is because we are depending on a 
broken bureaucracy to fix itself. Maybe 
it is because we have been asking VA 
leaders to intervene rather than requir- 
ing them to intervene. Maybe it is time 
that we change that. 

You know, when a public school con- 
tinues to fail to meet basic standards, 
what happens? The State Department 
of Education comes in to take over and 
start to turn the place around. It is a 
process that isn’t pleasant, but every- 
one from principals to teachers to stu- 
dents to parents, they understand the 
consequences of the failure of that 
school system to improve. I believe 
that we need a similar mechanism at 
the VA when medical centers continue 
to fail our veterans. That is why I am 
preparing legislation that will allow 
the Washington VA to do that. 

My constituents, my veterans in Ala- 
bama, are getting the worst healthcare 
services that this country could pro- 
vide. They deserve better. 


— A 


TEXAS AND THE IMMIGRATION 
DEBATE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. What does that 
bumper sticker say? ‘Don’t mess with 
Texas.’ Well, I am about to not follow 
that advice. 

You see, Texas has put itself front 
and center in the national debate over 
immigration and is leading the way 
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among the 26 States suing the Federal 
Government to stop the lawful and sen- 
sible executive actions introduced by 
the President. The court case that has 
gotten so much national attention is 
Texas v. The United States. 

The 25 other States with Republican 
Governors and attorneys general who 
are suing the country play second fid- 
dle to Texas. A week ago, in the Fifth 
Circuit in New Orleans, a three-judge 
panel issued a split decision. They did 
not issue a stay to the injunction of 
the President’s executive actions im- 
posed by a lower court, you guessed it, 
in Texas. Two out of three judges ruled 
that Texas would likely be found to 
have standing to bring the lawsuit be- 
cause Texas would have to issue more 
driver’s licenses to long-term Texas 
residents. 

Now, please note that we are not 
talking about free driver’s licenses. We 
are talking about driver’s licenses at 
the same cost everyone else pays. AS a 
matter of fact, they could raise the 
price of the driver’s licenses. Somehow, 
having more licensed drivers who can 
drive legally in Texas and across the 
country and who know the rules of the 
road is an unreasonable burden on the 
State of Texas, according to the politi- 
cians who run the State. 

So Texas is holding up the implemen- 
tation of the program around the coun- 
try for as many as 4 million people who 
live in American families. Who would 
these licensed drivers be? They would 
be immigrants who have U.S. citizen 
children. They would have lived and 
worked in American neighborhoods for 
years, shopped at the same grocery 
stores, and taken their kids to the 
same parks and schools as citizens do. 
They would have submitted their fin- 
gerprints for a criminal background 
check at their own expense. 

So while most Americans no longer 
believe we should be trying to deport 
all 11 million undocumented immi- 
grants, and especially not those with 
deep roots in the U.S. with families, 
the politicians who run the State of 
Texas believe we should. 

Lived in the U.S. for 5 years or more? 
10? 15? Driving to work anyway? Own a 
business that employs citizens? Too 
bad. The Republican leaders in Texas 
do not want you to be able to work on 
the books, pay your full share of local 
and Federal taxes, and pay for a driv- 
er’s license so you could drive legally. 
No. That would be a burden. 
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Reality and Texas should really get 
to know one another. 

Now, let’s remember that this is the 
same set of Texas politicians—includ- 
ing the Governor and some Republican 
Members of Congress—who are reluc- 
tant to tell some of their voters that 
no, in fact, President Obama does not 
have a secret plan to use Walmart de- 
partment stores as internment camps 
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for gunowners, which is the latest con- 
spiracy theory promoted by Chuck 
Norris. 

We can all get a chuckle about Oper- 
ation Jade Helm—the alleged U.S. 
military invasion of Texas—but it is 
not as funny when we begin to realize 
that for many Republicans in the Re- 
publican Party in Texas, crazy is a con- 
stituency that must be dealt with deli- 
cately. 

So I want to end by speaking directly 
to the millions of families who are 
waiting for Texas politicians and 
judges to stop the delay tactics. 

And I will use the language many of 
them speak and which God understands 
as well, or at least I assume he speaks 
Spanish because he named his only son 
Jesus. 

I will summarize my remarks first in 
English. 

The message is that we will not give 
up hope and cannot stop pushing for 
the implementation of the President’s 
executive actions just because politi- 
cians have prevented something impor- 
tant from happening—again. 

That is why I am inviting people in 
Chicago to join me on Saturday in Lit- 
tle Village so we can renew our com- 
mitment to prepare ourselves for 
DACA and DAPA. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

Don’t give up. 

There are Republican politicians in 
Texas and elsewhere trying to block 
our way towards implementation of 
DACA and DAPA and they want us to 
lose heart, lose patience, and lose our 
resolve. 

But we must stay strong and prepare 
ourselves and our brothers and sisters 
and our neighbors to be ready when— 
eventually—the court rules in favor of 
America’s immigrants. 

I will continue fighting and I need 
your help. If you live in Chicago come 
join us on Saturday morning in Little 
Village at Iglesia Santa Inez de Bohe- 
mia. 

And wherever you live, continue 
fighting and preparing your neighbors 
and yourselves to keep our families to- 
gether and make sure we are not de- 
porting those who are assets to our 
country. 

¡No se rinden! 

Hay politicos republicanos en Tejas y 
en otros lugares tratando de bloquear 
nuestro camino hacia la 
implementación de DACA y DAPA y 
quieren hacernos perder la esperanza, 
perder la paciencia y perder nuestra 
determinación. 

Pero hay que permanecer fuertes y 
preparándonos a nosotros mismos, a 
nuestros hermanos y hermanas y a 
nuestros vecinos para estar listos 
cuando la corte finalmente resuelva a 
favor del Presidente y de los 
inmigrantes en Estados Unidos. 

Voy a seguir luchando y necesito su 
ayuda. Si usted vive en Chicago venga 
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y únase a nosotros el sábado en la 
mañana en la Iglesia de Santa Inés de 
Bohemia en La Villita. 

Y dondequiera que ustedes vivan, 
sigan luchando y preparando a sus 
vecinos y a ustedes mismos para 
mantener a nuestras familias unidas y 
asegurarnos de que no estemos 
deportando aquellos que son un gran 
valor a nuestro pais. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois will provide the 
Clerk a translation of his remarks. 


—_ 


BERTIE'S RESPECT FOR NATIONAL 
CEMETERIES ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, our 
national military cemeteries are hal- 
lowed ground. And I ask my colleagues 
to agree and support my bill, H.R. 2490, 
Bertie's Respect for National Ceme- 
teries Act. 

On October 15, 1969, in Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania, a man named George 
Emery Siple shot and killed Bertha 
Smith, known to everyone as “Bertie.” 
Siple was convicted of the murder and 
sentenced to life in prison without pa- 
role. Thirty years later, he died in pris- 
on. Because he was a military veteran, 
he was buried in Indiantown Gap Na- 
tional Cemetery in 1999. 

He was buried there despite a Federal 
law that was passed in 1997. That law 
said that veterans convicted of Federal 
or State capital crimes are not per- 
mitted to be buried in Veterans Affairs 
national cemeteries or Arlington Na- 
tional Cemetery. 

For Bertie Smith's family, this is a 
heart-wrenching situation that has 
gone on for three decades. Jackie Katz, 
Bertie's daughter, has called it “hell” 
and a “horror” to live with the fact 
that George Siple was memorialized 
and buried with full military honors. 

When I first began to look into this 
issue, it was clear to me that it was as 
frustrating as it was heartbreaking. 

Back in 1997, led by our Pennsylvania 
Senators, Congress passed a law that 
said that veterans found guilty of cap- 
ital crimes could not be buried in our 
national veterans cemeteries. At the 
time, you may remember, the country 
was still reeling from the Oklahoma 
City bombing. And veterans every- 
where were justifiably appalled that 
Timothy McVeigh, a military veteran, 
could be buried with full military hon- 
ors. 

Now, McVeigh did not receive that 
burial. But a major problem we discov- 
ered was that the law was not actively 
enforced for others until 2006. 

Since then, the VA has relied on an 
“honor system,” which requires family 
members to willingly report their rel- 
ative’s criminal record. 

In 2013, Congress once again sought 
to protect our VA national cemeteries 
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by passing a law to explicitly allow the 
VA to remove veterans from ceme- 
teries if they had been convicted of a 
Federal or State capital crime. How- 
ever, this law does not extend to vet- 
erans buried between 1997 and 2013, a 
time period that includes George 
Emery Siple. 

That is why I have introduced 
Bertie’s Respect for National Ceme- 
teries Act. What this law will do is re- 
quire Veterans Affairs to take every 
reasonable action to ensure that a vet- 
eran is eligible to be buried, including 
searching public criminal records. It 
will clarify Congress’ original intent by 
providing Veterans Affairs the explicit 
authority to remove veterans con- 
victed of capital crimes who were 
wrongly buried after 1997. And it will 
specifically provide for the removal of 
George Emery Siple from Indiantown 
Gap National Cemetery. 

This bill really only reaffirms what 
Congress intended in the first place. 
And it enjoys the support of the Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars. 

There were precedents for the re- 
moval of convicted murderers from 
veterans cemeteries—from Arlington 
National Cemetery and VA cemeteries 
in Michigan and Oregon, to name just a 
few. 

Additionally, nothing in the bill 
would withdraw previous military hon- 
ors, such as Purple Hearts or medals 
for valor, otherwise earned by the de- 
ceased veterans. 

The discussion of military veterans 
who have been convicted of murder 
often raises the issue of mental health 
treatment and posttraumatic stress 
disorder. There is no question that 
PTSD is a real condition affecting 
many servicemen and -women, and I 
have always stood for funding the eval- 
uation and treatment of those who 
may be afflicted. 

That said, those who have been con- 
victed of capital murder by our judicial 
system have been declared guilty of the 
worst offense possible, and any miti- 
gating factors would have been consid- 
ered at trial and sentencing. 

I don’t think it is too much to say 
that murderers should not be buried 
next to true American heroes. And the 
memories of victims like Bertie Smith 
should not be disregarded. 

I ask my colleagues for their support 
in saying that real, true honor really 
means something in our national mili- 
tary cemeteries. 


—_— A 


HONORING OFFICER GREGG 
BENNER OF THE RIO RANCHO 
POLICE DEPARTMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN) for 5 
minutes. z 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor Offi- 
cer Gregg Benner of the Rio Rancho 
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Police Department, who was killed in 
the line of duty on May 25. 

I offer my heartfelt condolences to 
the family and loved ones of Officer 
Benner as they mourn the loss of a hus- 
band, father, grandfather, and friend 
who was taken from them far too soon. 

Officer Benner dedicated his life to 
protecting his community and his 
country. From his career in the United 
States Air Force to his last 4 years 
serving as a member of the Rio Rancho 
Police Department, Officer Benner put 
his health and safety on the line to 
make us safer. 

The same was true last week. When 
most of us were settling down after a 
long Memorial Day weekend with fam- 
ily and friends, Officer Benner was 
doing his duty to protect the people of 
Rio Rancho. When he didn’t return 
that evening, Officer Benner left be- 
hind a legacy of valor of service. 

The loss of any police officer is a 
painful reminder of the dangers that 
they face each and every day. While we 
are shaken by Officer Benner’s loss, we 
can take comfort in the memories that 
he left behind for all who knew him 
and the example that he set for all 
those in the community. 

Rio Rancho is a tight-knit commu- 
nity, and while a tragedy such as this 
is unexpected and shocking, the re- 
sponse has brought out the best of its 
residents, who have displayed an out- 
pouring of support and sympathy. My 
thoughts and prayers are with Officer 
Benner’s family, friends, fellow offi- 
cers, and the entire Rio Rancho com- 
munity, and I hope that they find 
peace in this most difficult time. 

Officer Benner, thank you for your 
service, and may you rest in peace. 


EEE 
STUDENT LOAN DEBT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, costs simply explode on any- 
thing that the Federal Government 
subsidizes because there are simply not 
the same incentives or pressures to 
hold down costs as there are in the pri- 
vate sector. 

Over the last several weeks, many 
thousands of young people have grad- 
uated from our colleges and univer- 
sities burdened with sizable student 
loan debts. 

It shocks the students of today when 
I tell them that tuition cost only $90 a 
quarter my freshman year at the Uni- 
versity of Tennessee in 1965-66—$270 for 
a whole school year. I once heard 
House Minority Whip STENY HOYER say 
it cost only $87 a semester when he 
started at the University of Maryland. 

Students today think the Federal 
student loan program is one of the best 
things that ever happened to them. Ac- 
tually, it may be one of the worst. 
Until that program started in the mid- 
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1960s, college tuition and fees went up 
very slowly, roughly at the rate of in- 
flation. 

After the Federal Government de- 
cided to “help” students and start sub- 
sidizing these costs, tuition and fees 
started going up three or four times 
the rate of inflation almost every year. 

Last year, columnist Kathleen 
Parker wrote in The Washington Post 
that since 1985, the cost of higher edu- 
cation has increased 538 percent, while 
the Consumer Price Index—inflation— 
over the same period has gone up 121 
percent. 

Colleges and universities were able to 
tamp down opposition to fee increases 
by telling students not to worry, they 
could just borrow the money. 

When I was an undergraduate at UT 
and later in law school at George 
Washington, students could work part 
time, as I always did, and pay all their 
college expenses. No one got out of 
school with a debt because of tuition 
and fees. Now almost everyone does. 

Now, 40 million Americans owe 
money on student loans. Outstanding 
student loan debts now total over $1.3 
trillion. Some analysts think it may be 
a bubble about to burst. 

Floyd Norris, writing in the Inter- 
national New York Times, said: ‘‘Stu- 
dent loans are creating large problems 
that may persist for decades. They will 
impoverish some borrowers and serve 
as a drain on economic activity.” 

Hedge fund manager James Altucher 
wrote that ‘‘we’re graduating a genera- 
tion of indentured students.” 

Ohio University economist Richard 
Vedder several years ago wrote a book 
entitled, “Going Broke by Degree.”” 

Richard Vedder, in an article last Au- 
gust, wrote that ‘‘a political storm is 
brewing in Washington over the con- 
sequences of rising college costs.” He 
added that “the biggest single cause of 
this financial problem, and a contrib- 
utor to many other weaknesses in our 
economy, is the dysfunctional, Byzan- 
tine system of Federal financial assist- 
ance for college students.” 

Mr. Vedder pointed out that before 
the late 1970s, Federal financial aid 
programs for colleges were modest in 
size, and tuition went up an average of 
only 1 percent above the inflation rate. 

“Since 1978,” he wrote, ‘‘in an era of 
rapidly growing Federal financial as- 
sistance programs, annual tuition in- 
creases have been 3 to 4 percent a year 
beyond the inflation rate.” 

In 1987, William Bennett, the Sec- 
retary of Education, said: ‘‘Increases in 
financial aid have enabled colleges and 
universities to raise their tuition, con- 
fident that Federal loan subsidies will 
help cushion the increase.” 

From 1939-1964, Federal student aid— 
mainly the GI bill—averaged just 2.5 
percent of university spending. 

From 2002-2014, Federal student loan 
aid spending averaged a whopping 33 
percent of university spending. 


June 3, 2015 


Several things, Mr. Speaker, could 
and should be done to start helping 
solve this problem. 

First, Federal and State legislators, 
parents, and even students themselves 
should speak out against tuition in- 
creases higher than the rate of infla- 
tion. 

Secondly, colleges and universities 
that hold these increases down, or 
hopefully someday even lower their 
costs, should be given priority and re- 
warded in Federal and State grants and 
appropriations. 

Third, the Congress and State legis- 
latures should hold hearings that fea- 
ture people who have been victimized 
by taking on heavy student loan debts 
at the start of their careers. 

Fourth, every college or university 
that receives Federal money—99.9 per- 
cent—should be required to give finan- 
cial counseling or at least some type of 
simple, easy-to-understand document 
to every person receiving a student 
loan warning about potential problems. 
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Lastly, but most important of all, 
Federal and State governments should 
give incentives to schools that require 
professors to teach classes rather than 
writing for obscure journals or doing 
esoteric research that produces no tan- 
gible results. 

Too many professors have lost their 
desire to teach. They seem to think 6 
hours a week is heavy load. The result 
is that too many students cannot get 
the classes they need to graduate, and 
it is now taking 5 or 6 years to get a 4- 
year degree. 

This is a very serious, fast-growing 


problem, Mr. Speaker, that needs 
major reforms sooner rather than 
later. 

Í 


PRIORITIZING ONLINE THREAT 
ENFORCEMENT ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, imagine waking up every 
morning with the dread that you will 
face hundreds of violent threats as 
soon as you get to work. 

Imagine that, while you are in your 
office, people threaten to sexually as- 
sault you, and they know where you 
live, when you are home, and who your 
family members are. Maybe they even 
show you the weapon they will use in 
the future to harm you. We would 
never tolerate this in our offices, but 
this is a daily reality for women on- 
line. 

Right now, millions of women and 
girls are online, navigating their per- 
sonal and professional lives; yet women 
will be targeted with the most severe 
types of online threats and harassment 
at a rate 27 times higher than that of 
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men. Although these threats occur on- 
line, there is nothing virtual about 
their devastating impacts on women’s 
lives. 

Meet Jessica Valenti, a journalist 
who founded a site that features topics 
like women in the media, women’s 
health, and LGBT rights. The price 
Jessica pays for creating this forum 
and expressing a feminist point of view 
on the Internet is an unrelenting bar- 
rage of rape and death threats. 

After threats forced her to leave her 
home, to change her bank accounts, 
and to change her phone number, she 
contacted the FBI. The FBI advised her 
to never walk outside by herself and to 
leave her home until the threats blow 
over. The threats continue today, 4 
years later. 

In Pennsylvania, a woman described 
her terror after her abuser announced 
on Facebook that he planned to tie her 
up, put her in a trunk, pull out her 
teeth one by one, and then her nails, 
chop her into pieces, but keep her alive 
long enough to feel the pain. 

Then there is the story of my con- 
stituent, Brianna Wu, a video game de- 
veloper who had to flee her home with 
her family in the middle of the night 
after specific threats to rape and to 
kill her and her husband. Her online 
attackers released her home address 
and described in graphic detail the acts 
of violence they were planning. 

Another woman moved nine times in 
an 18-month period out of fear of online 
threats. She moved across the country 
and changed her job four times just to 
stay safe. 

None of the people who made these 
threats has been prosecuted, and most 
of the examples I have of online threats 
that women, including myself, have re- 
ceived are too vile and obscene to share 
on the House floor. In Jessica Valenti’s 
words: ‘‘When people say you should be 
raped and killed for years on end, it 
takes a toll on your soul.”” 

For Jessica and Brianna and other 
victims of severe threats online, there 
are huge financial and professional im- 
pacts. They have lost work opportuni- 
ties and have spent money on legal ad- 
vice, protective services, and tem- 
porary housing. 

They have had to pay to have their 
personal information scrubbed from 
Web sites. This is a significant price to 
pay just to remain an active partici- 
pant of an online economy. 

What has been our response? In a 3- 
year period, of an estimated 2.5 million 
cyber stalking cases, only 10 were fed- 
erally prosecuted. A judge in Massa- 
chusetts recently told one victim who 
works in technology and has suffered 
terrifying threats from an ex-boyfriend 
to simply go offline. 

When I asked the FBI about the in- 
vestigation and prosecution of online 
violence against women, they told me 
it is not a priority. By failing to ad- 
dress the realities of changing tech- 
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nology and a changing economy, we are 
failing these women. 

It is not okay to call this an Internet 
problem. It is not okay to say to 
women that this is just the way things 
are. It is not okay to tell women to 
change their behavior, to withhold 
their opinions, and to stay off the 
Internet altogether, just to avoid se- 
vere threats. 

For decades, women who have been 
victims of sexual assault and abuse 
have been told they have provoked 
their abusers by what they wore or 
what they have said. We have worked 
hard to change that culture; yet, by 
not taking these cases seriously, we 
send a clear message that, when women 
express opinions online, they are ask- 
ing for it. 

That is why I am calling on the De- 
partment of Justice to enforce the laws 
that are already on the books and take 
these investigations and prosecutions 
seriously. The Prioritizing Online 
Threat Enforcement Act would give 
the Department of Justice and the FBI 
the resources and the mandate to in- 
vestigate and enforce the Federal laws 
on cyber threats. 

It is not Congress’ job to police the 
Internet, but we have a responsibility 
to make sure that women are able to 
fully participate in our economy. I 
urge my colleagues to support this cru- 
cial bill. 

Let’s keep the Internet open and safe 
for all voices. 


EEE 


FUNDING THE STRATOSPHERIC 
OBSERVATORY FOR INFRARED 
ASTRONOMY PROGRAM 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. KNIGHT) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
first thank the House Appropriations 
Committee for fully funding the Strat- 
ospheric Observatory for Infrared As- 
tronomy, SOFIA, program. 

The SOFIA program is something 
that is stationed in my district. It is a 
747 airplane with a 100-inch telescope in 
the back. Some people ask why we 
would need this or why this is some- 
thing that NASA is so excited about. It 
is because we have certain programs 
that are in the atmosphere, and on the 
ground today, many of them have re- 
strictions, but SOFIA doesn’t. SOFIA 
does things that other telescopes just 
can’t do. 

First, it flies at 40,000 feet, so it gets 
above the water vapor. That is some- 
thing that we just can’t do from the 
ground. We can’t do that type of 
science, those observations—we just 
can’t do it—yet SOFIA does something 
that many other telescopes can’t do. 

It does something that the Hubble 
can’t do. It does something that our be- 
loved James Webb Space Telescope, 
which is going to be launched in the 
next couple of years, cannot do. It 
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lands, and we can upgrade it. If there is 
something new in 2015, we can put it on 
SOFIA. SOFIA can take off. We can do 
our projects, and we can do our experi- 
ments. It can land. If we have some- 
thing new in 2016, we can do the same 
thing and so on and so forth. 

For the next 20 years, we will be fly- 
ing SOFIA if this Congress continues 
to fund it. Last year, SOFIA was on the 
chopping block, and without the good 
leadership of our majority leader, it 
might have gone away. 

What I wanted to bring to everyone’s 
attention is, if we are going to fund 
NASA, if we are going to fund projects 
for our new generation, if we are going 
to explore, if we are going to do all of 
the things that make America great 
and that make America the explo- 
ration country that we have been for 
the last 100-plus years, then we have to 
invest a little bit. 

When the administration threatened 
to shut down SOFIA in fiscal year 2015, 
Congress showed strong support to 
make sure that SOFIA would continue; 
but, as we move forward, we under- 
stand what these types of projects 
bring. 

As I look into the crowd, I see an 
awful lot of young folks who have ei- 
ther visited Washington, D.C., or they 
are on a tour, or they are doing some- 
thing. That is what SOFIA brings. 
Every year, we put fifth and sixth and 
seventh grade teachers in SOFIA for a 
9- or 10-hour mission. 

They get to work with NASA. They 
get to work with scientists from Amer- 
ica and from Germany because this is a 
joint project, and they get to see what 
projects and what experiments NASA 
is doing. They also get to work with 
NASA hand in hand. 

They get to bring that back to the 
classroom, and they get to teach their 
fifth through seventh grade students 
about astronomy, about learning, 
about new planets, about new stars, 
about dying stars, about new solar sys- 
tems. They take that at a practical 
level not just what is in the book, but 
what they learn, what they see, and 
what they do with NASA itself. 

Also, I greatly appreciate the lan- 
guage that the committee included in 
the report accompanying the fiscal 
year 2016 Commerce, Justice, Science 
Appropriations bill, which reaffirms 
our support for SOFIA and rejects 
NASA’s plan to conduct a senior review 
of the mission at such a premature 
stage. 

If we are going to look at what 
SOFIA and other projects from NASA 
do, we have to allow them to bring us 
some real data. That data takes time. 
If we are going to do that on a 1- or 2- 
year status and then, maybe, cancel a 
project, then all of the money that we 
have injected into this project will be 
for naught. 

Given that SOFIA achieved full oper- 
ating status just this last year, in 2014, 
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it has been designed for a lifespan of up 
to, like I said, 20 years. A senior review 
should not be at a 2-year stand, but it 
should go to a 5- or an 8-year stand so 
that we can collect the data and make 
sure that this program is worth the 
money the taxpayers spend on it. 

I would like to thank my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle because they 
have supported this project just like 
they have supported many projects for 
NASA and for our experiment commu- 
nity. 

Without the support from both sides 
of the aisle, it is really going to be dif- 
ficult for America to continue to be the 
leader in space exploration and explo- 
ration abroad. 


EE 


IMPROVING TREATMENT OF U.S. 
TERRITORIES UNDER FEDERAL 
HEALTH PROGRAMS ACT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, today, 
I am introducing a comprehensive bill 
to improve the treatment of Puerto 
Rico and the other territories under 
Medicaid, traditional Medicare, and 
Medicare Advantage. 

This is the first time that a Member 
of Congress has filed legislation to ad- 
dress the range of challenges that pa- 
tients, physicians, hospitals, and insur- 
ance providers in the territories face as 
a result of the unequal treatment the 
territories receive under Federal 
health programs. 

The bill serves as a blueprint for pol- 
icymakers in identifying the various 
problems that exist under current Fed- 
eral law and in proposing fair, realistic, 
and technically precise solutions to 
each problem. 

Based on my conversations with con- 
gressional leaders and officials in the 
Obama administration, I believe there 
is bipartisan recognition that Federal 
health laws do not do justice to Amer- 
ican citizens living in the territories. 

I recognize that Republicans and 
Democrats have different opinions re- 
garding the virtues of the Affordable 
Care Act, but it is my hope that policy- 
makers can agree that it is in the na- 
tional interest to take concrete steps 
to eliminate or reduce the numerous 
disparities that the territories confront 
under Medicaid and Medicare. These 
inequalities were enshrined in law long 
before 2010 and remain in place today. 

Stated simply, if the will exists 
among officials in the legislative and 
executive branches to improve the 
treatment of the territories under Fed- 
eral health programs, as I believe it 
does, then my bill provides a way for- 
ward. After today, no Federal policy- 
maker can say: I want to help, but I 
don’t know how. 

Rather than summarizing the bill’s 
16 sections, I will highlight the provi- 
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sions relating to Medicaid, the program 
for low-income individuals, which is 
jointly funded by the Federal Govern- 
ment and each State or territory gov- 
ernment. 

In the States, there is no limit on 
Federal funding for Medicaid as long as 
the State provides its share of match- 
ing funds. The Federal contribution, 
known as an FMAP, can range from 50 
percent for the wealthiest States to 
over 80 percent for the poorest States. 

By contrast, the funding that the 
Federal Government provides for Med- 
icaid in each territory is capped. When 
I took office in 2009, Puerto Rico’s cap 
was only $260 million a year, and the 
Federal Government was covering less 
than 20 percent of the cost of the terri- 
tory’s Medicaid Program. 

During my tenure, the Federal Gov- 
ernment has increased Medicaid fund- 
ing for the territories, but that funding 
remains capped. Especially in the case 
of Puerto Rico, it is still profoundly in- 
equitable. Most problematic, this fund- 
ing expires in 2019, and in Puerto Rico, 
it will be depleted well before then. 

This funding cliff is unique to the 
territories. The bill I am filing today 
would avert this cliff and provide a 
more stable and equitable level of Med- 
icaid funding for the territories. Start- 
ing in fiscal year 2017, the bill would 
provide the territories with State-like 
treatment within well-defined param- 
eters. 
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Specifically, each territory’s Med- 
icaid program could cover individuals 
whose family income is at or below the 
Federal poverty level. As long as a ter- 
ritory covers individuals within these 
income limits, the Federal Government 
would fund the territory’s Medicaid 
program as if it were a State Medicaid 
program. The annual funding caps 
would be eliminated, and each terri- 
tory would receive an FMAP based on 
its per capita income. However, the 
limiting principle is that if a territory 
wants to cover individuals earning 
above the Federal poverty level, it will 
generally be required to use territory 
dollars, not Federal dollars. 

The rationale behind this new pro- 
posal is simple. Residents of the terri- 
tories are American citizens. At the 
very least, the Federal Government 
should provide each territory with the 
funding necessary to provide health 
coverage to their residents who live at 
or below the Federal poverty level. 
Anything less is unacceptable from a 
moral and public policy standpoint. 

I invite my colleagues to support this 
comprehensive bill and to work with 
me to enact its provisions into law. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING JESSE HILL AND 
DELAWARE VALLEY VIETNAM 
VETERANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
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Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, for 
decades Vietnam veteran and Levit- 
town, Bucks County, resident Jesse 
Hill has dedicated himself to pre- 
serving the memory of those lost in 
Vietnam and bringing awareness to 
those still missing. 

In Vietnam, Jesse served with dis- 
tinction with the Army 1st Cavalry Di- 
vision for two tours of duty between 
1967 and 1969, when he earned a Purple 
Heart for his service and his personal 
sacrifice. Upon returning home, he be- 
came a founding member of the Dela- 
ware Valley Vietnam Veterans, or DV3, 
as they call themselves. 

Today, Jesse continues to recognize 
the service and sacrifice of all who 
fought and fell in that war and others 
since, especially Iraq and Afghanistan, 
through the Donald W. Jones Flag Me- 
morial. Named after a fellow co- 
founder, Jesse’s leadership has sus- 
tained this impressive display for 30 
years. The Flag Memorial has been lo- 
cated in various sites across Bucks 
County over the years, including the 
Washington Crossing Historic Park, 
Core Creek Park, Silver Lake Park, 
and now at Falls Township Community 
Park, where it draws an annual crowd 
of thousands of veterans and grateful 
community members. 

Having participated in planting flags 
at this powerful memorial with mem- 
bers of my staff for several years, I am 
always humbled by the sacrifice that 
each flag represents and grateful for 
Jesse's commitment to remembering 
those we have lost in conflict. 

I thank Jesse and all the members of 
the Delaware Valley Vietnam Veterans 
for their continued work and support of 
the veterans in our region and their 
service to our Nation and our commu- 
nity. 


—_— 


WATERS OF THE U.S. RULE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. YOUNG) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to speak in opposition to the 
recently finalized waters of the U.S. 
rule. 

Documents show that the EPA craft- 
ed the waters of the U.S. rule behind 
closed doors, leaving no seat at the 
table for farmers, business leaders, 
county and State officials, home- 
builders, livestock producers, ranchers, 
and many others who are concerned by 
this Federal overreach, and it affects 
their lives. 

Everybody wants clean water—let’s 
all be on the record for that—but we 
need to respect this process. Stake- 
holders should have been consulted. 
The people whose lives are affected by 
this rule should have been consulted. 
The EPA’s final rule is flawed, and de- 
spite attempts by Congress, it is not an 
improvement over the proposed rule. 
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The rule still requires farmers and 
ranchers to get permits for activities 
on their own land. On their own land. 
The rule still expands the waters under 
the EPA’s jurisdiction. The rule still 
hurts manufacturers and States and 
counties looking to expand economic 
development projects and looking to 
expand opportunity. 

This rule remains flawed and should 
be thrown out. I urge Members of Con- 
gress to support efforts to stop this 
job-killing, farm-killing rule that in- 
vites lawsuits instead of real solutions. 
I urge my colleagues in the House and 
Senate to support efforts to create a 
new rule that will truly improve water 
quality for all Americans and put 
stakeholders in the process and respect 
private property. 

--—— AAA 
TRAGIC FLOODING IN CENTRAL 
TEXAS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK). The Chair recognizes the 


gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
FARENTHOLD) for 5 minutes. 
Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, 


over the Memorial Day weekend, the 
communities of central Texas suffered 
a terrible tragedy after heavy rains and 
powerful storms hit the Lone Star 
State, resulting in the deaths of 24 peo- 
ple, including a number from Corpus 
Christi and the district that I rep- 
resent. 

Though I don’t represent Hays Coun- 
ty, where some of the major flooding 
happened and one of the hardest hit 
parts of the State, nearby Caldwell and 
Bastrop Counties are in the 27th Dis- 
trict of Texas, and I have pledged my 
help to the entire area in every way 
possible. 

Immediately after the floods, I vis- 
ited the Bastrop County Emergency 
Operations Center and have been in 
contact with leaders throughout the 
district to help in the recovery and aid 
efforts and to make sure that the re- 
sources are available and that we are 
looking for ways to improve our re- 
sponse and readiness in the future. 

But, you know, it wasn’t just tragedy 
that I saw during this. It was not just 
devastation. I also saw the hope and 
spirit of a community that came to- 
gether in aid and rescue efforts. I was 
moved, touched, and inspired by what I 
saw. 

Hundreds of volunteers, including my 
wife Debbie, joined emergency per- 
sonnel and law enforcement folks to 
help however possible. Debbie came 
home with stories of hundreds of people 
who drove over 3 hours from Corpus 
Christi to search for some of the vic- 
tims who were from Corpus Christi, in- 
cluding my daughter’s elementary and 
middle school tutor, who perished in 
the flood. 

Despite this tragedy, it is amazing 
how people came together in the spirit 
of America and how it showed through. 
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This gives me hope for the entire coun- 
try, and it makes me proud to be an 
American. 

At the request of a constituent, I will 
also be working with local officials to 
investigate how we can make our emer- 
gency notification systems better and 
how it can make sure people have ac- 
cess to accurate and timely disaster in- 
formation so we can prevent tragedies 
like this in the future. 

Obviously, we can’t stop Mother Na- 
ture, but we can be prepared. We can 
make sure the public has the informa- 
tion they need to keep themselves safe, 
and we can help those devastated by 
these sorts of tragedies. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you and ev- 
eryone join me in continuing to pray 
for the victims of these floods and 
these tragedies, their friends, their 
families, and the volunteers who gave 
so selflessly of their time. 


EEE 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 8 min- 
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess. 


eS 
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AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 


— 


PRAYER 


Reverend William Rice, Calvary Bap- 
tist Church, Clearwater, Florida, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Father, we praise You as the author 
of life and affirm with our Founders 
that You are the giver of liberty. 

We ask that You would direct these 
who gather as Members of Congress to 
help govern our land. Grant them wis- 
dom beyond themselves. Grant them 
the humility to remember Whom they 
serve and to Whom they must give an 
ultimate account. Grant them a deep 
burden for righteousness and a burning 
passion for justice. 

Forgive us, Lord, as a people, for 
walking in pride and imagining that we 
can long stand without Your blessing. 
Awaken us to a reverence for Who You 
are as the living God and for Your eter- 
nal truths. 

You, O Lord, are a great and mighty 
God, yet You are also compassionate 
and gracious. Be gracious to us still, 
and grant us a spiritual awakening 
that will renew our Nation from with- 
in. 

In Jesus’ Name. 

Amen. 
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THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


ee —— 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. GRAVES) come for- 
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— 


WELCOMING REVEREND WILLIAM 
RICE 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
JOLLY) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to in- 
troduce to my colleagues our guest 
chaplain for the U.S. House of Rep- 
resentatives today, Pastor Willy Rice 
of Clearwater, Florida’s Calvary Bap- 
tist Church. 

Pastor Willy is a Florida native, at- 
tending Calvary as a young man and 
returning to the church years later in 
2004 to become the church pastor. Pas- 
tor Willy is joined in ministry by his 
wife, Cheryl, and together they have 
three children. 

Mr. Speaker, Calvary Baptist Church 
is a church that is indeed alive. Pastor 
Willy and the entire church family 
minister each day through worship 
services, through Calvary Christian 
School, by serving those in need 
through Calvary Cares, and through 
ministries that support families, the 
elderly, supporting foster care and 
adoption services, providing grief coun- 
seling and ministry, and ministries to 
the deaf community. 

In each of these ministries, Pastor 
Willy and the Calvary family remain 
focused on sharing the saving grace 
and the love of the Christ in Whom we 
put our faith, living out this faith each 
day with a spirit of evangelism, a hum- 
ble compassion, and a heart of Chris- 
tian ministry. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues 
today to welcome Pastor Willy and his 
wife Cheryl. May God bless the Rice 
family, and may God bless the church 
family at Clearwater’s Calvary Baptist 
Church. 


— A 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CARTER of Georgia). The Chair will en- 
tertain up to 15 further requests for 1- 
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minute speeches on each side of the 
aisle. 


— 


ALLEN AMERICANS HOCKEY TEAM 
IN THE PLAYOFFS 


(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, today I rise because I would 
like to congratulate some very tal- 
ented individuals in my district—the 
Allen Americans hockey team. 

I am proud to represent the city of 
Allen in Washington, D.C., and every- 
one in Collin County is lucky because 
we are able to call the Allen Americans 
our home team. They have had a stel- 
lar season, and they are now on their 
way to winning their third straight 
championship. Today the Allen Ameri- 
cans will play the South Carolina 
Stingrays in game 3 of the Kelly Cup 
Playoffs. 

I would like to say to the Allen 
Americans: Congratulations for mak- 
ing it this far. Good luck tonight. Your 
hometown believes in you, and we can’t 
wait to see you bring home your third 
championship. You have worked hard, 
so go show them why you don’t mess 
with Texas. Go get the Stingrays. 


— A 


HONORING THE ALLIED TROOPS 
WHO LANDED ON THE BEACHES 
OF NORTHERN FRANCE 


(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, 71 years 
ago this week, 160,000 Allied troops 
landed on the beaches of northern 
France. Nine thousand were killed or 
wounded on D-day. Their bravery and 
sacrifice made possible the liberation 
of a continent and the defeat of an evil 
ideology. 

The American heroes who fought at 
Normandy are examples of what we 
want our country to be: courageous, 
generous, and undeterred by a commit- 
ment to freedom. But we owe every 
veteran from D-day to today more. 

We should remove the expiration 
dates in the GI bill so that veterans 
have access to education and training 
at any point in their career. We should 
pass an infrastructure plan with a pref- 
erence for hiring veterans in the build- 
ing and construction trades. We should 
help veterans keep medical appoint- 
ments by providing child care at the 
VA clinics. And we should make sure 
that our veterans hospitals are state- 
of-the-art facilities. 

Mr. Speaker, this weekend I will join 
all Americans and remember our sol- 
diers who fought on D-day. May our 
country always be worthy of their sac- 
rifice. 
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CONGRATULATING BAKER ELMORE 


(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, it is with sincere gratitude I 
have the opportunity to recognize 
Baker Elmore, legislative director of 
South Carolina’s Second Congressional 
District. I will always appreciate Baker 
for his service on behalf of the people 
of South Carolina. 

A native of Cheraw, South Carolina, 
and formerly of the award-winning 
USC golf team, Baker has faithfully 
served on the staff for 6 years in var- 
ious roles, including legislative direc- 
tor, legislative assistant, and special 
assistant. His expertise on nuclear en- 
ergy, trade, and foreign affairs, com- 
bined with his ability to connect with 
constituents and eagerness to assist 
them, has made a difference, especially 
promoting the missions of the Savan- 
nah River site. 

It is with mixed feelings, but great 
happiness, that I bid Baker farewell. 
Baker is moving on next week to serve 
as director of Federal programs at the 
Nuclear Energy Institute, NEI. This is 
a tremendous vote of confidence in his 
capability, his competence, dedication, 
and integrity. 

Congratulations to his parents, Mike 
and Debbie Elmore, along with his 
grandparents, Sam and Gina McCuen 
and Harriet Elmore, for raising such a 
talented staff member. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President by his actions 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 

Godspeed, Baker Elmore. 


ES 


RECOGNIZING THE ABILITYONE 
PROGRAM 


(Mr. ASHFORD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ASHFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express my support and admi- 
ration for the AbilityOne Program, 
this country’s single largest provider of 
employment for people who are blind 
or have significant disabilities. 

AbilityOne currently works with ap- 
proximately 4,600 blind individuals and 
over 44,000 disabled people, 3,000 of 
whom are military veterans or wound- 
ed warriors, helping them gain greater 
independence and a higher quality of 
life. This is accomplished by providing 
them with both the skills and training 
necessary to find valued jobs with good 
wages and benefits. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress first recog- 
nized the need for this type of program 
in 1938 and expanded upon it in 1971. 
Today AbilityOne delivers more than 
$2 billion in quality products and serv- 
ices to the Federal Government at fair 
market prices. It also provides critical 
support to the U.S. armed services for 
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both military and humanitarian oper- 
ations. With a national network of 
nearly 600 community-based nonprofit 
agencies, AbilityOne contracts projects 
in all 50 States, the District of Colum- 
bia, Puerto Rico, and Guam. 

With the participation of more of its 
citizens in the workplace, every com- 
munity benefits from greater cultural 
diversity and awareness. 


SECURING THE RULE OF LAW 


(Mr. CARTER of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to congratulate 26 States, 
including my home State of Texas, for 
stopping an imperial White House dead 
in its tracks. 

For far too long, this President has 
forced his will on the American people 
with his pen and his phone. Well, the 
Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals has said 
enough is enough. Last week, the Court 
of Appeals upheld an injunction to stop 
the President’s unilateral actions that 
would have granted 5 million illegal 
aliens work permits and eroded the 
foundation of our system of govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not anti-immigra- 
tion. The Constitution of the United 
States is clear: immigration and natu- 
ralization are issues for Congress and 
the American people to decide, not a 
self-declared king sitting in the White 
House. 

Lawlessness breeds lawlessness. Last 
week, Texas and the Fifth Circuit se- 
cured the rule of law, and I thank them 
for it. 


ES 


HIGHWAY TRUST FUND AND 
T-HUD 


(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to share that the Nation is des- 
perate for a long-term, 21st century 
transportation and infrastructure sys- 
tem that provides sustainable solutions 
to our Nation’s infrastructure crisis. 
We can’t kick the can down the road 
anymore. Patching our roads and our 
budgets will not reverse the serious de- 
cline in our infrastructure. 

In April of this year, I joined elected 
officials and community leaders in my 
district at the Central Ohio Transit 
Authority’s new Spring Street Ter- 
minal to “Stand Up 4 Transportation” 
and call for a long-term funding bill. 

Short-term patches like the one that 
was rushed through Congress last 
month fail to meet the challenge of our 
Nation’s crumbling roads and bridges— 
even as other nations advance their in- 
frastructure by leaps and bounds. 

Mr. Speaker, without meaningful 
long-term transportation bills that 
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provide forward thinking and predict- 
able investments for our infrastruc- 
ture, we are slamming the brakes on 
the economy and jobs. 
It is time to act. The clock is tick- 
ing. 
—— A —— 


ROME HIGH SCHOOL ON BEST 
HIGH SCHOOLS LIST 


(Mr. GRAVES of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to congratulate Rome 
High School, which was ranked as one 
of the “Best High Schools in America’’ 
by U.S. News é World Report for the 
fourth year in a row. It also earned a 
silver ranking, meaning Rome High is 
one of the top 10 percent of schools na- 
tionwide. 

These high achievements are evi- 
dence of the commitment, the dedica- 
tion, and the hard work put forth by 
Rome High students, their faculty, and 
the staff. In fact, when the Rome News 
Tribune asked him about the rankings, 
Principal Evans noted: “We are striv- 
ing for a gold rank of course.” 

Mr. Speaker, this commitment to 
hard work and doing the best you can 
embodies the values that make north- 
west Georgia a great place to live, to 
work, and to raise a family. 

Congratulations to all those involved 
in the Rome High School community. 
Enjoy your summer break. You have 
earned it. 


— o —Á 
BRING BACK OUR GIRLS 


(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
Boko Haram, with the help of ISIS, has 
made a dangerous comeback. Just yes- 
terday, Boko Haram attacked again, 
using a suicide bomber to kill 20 more 
people. 

In his inauguration speech last Fri- 
day, President Buhari vowed to defeat 
Boko Haram. I hope and pray that 
President Buhari remains committed 
to this vow because we here in Con- 
gress will certainly remain committed 
to holding him accountable. 

Mr. Speaker, we will continue to 
wear red in solidarity with the thou- 
sands affected by the evils of Boko 
Haram. We will continue to tweet, 
tweet, tweet #bringbackourgirls. 

Listen to these headlines: ‘‘Kid- 
napped Nigerian Girls Likely Being 
Used by Boko Haram as Suicide Bomb- 
ers”; “U.S. Signals Willingness to 
Widen the Role in Fighting Boko 
Haram in Nigeria”; ‘‘Boko Haram and 
ISIS Are the Worst Sexual Abusers’’; 
“How Boko Haram Is Turning Children 
into Weapons””; “With Help from ISIS, 
a More Deadly Boko Haram Makes a 
Comeback”; “Nigerian Girls Kidnapped 
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by Boko Haram May Be Held in Under- 
ground Bunkers”; ‘‘Boko Haram Mili- 
tants Raped Hundreds of Female Cap- 
tives in Nigeria.” 


Continue to tweet. Tweet 
#bringbackourgirls. 
A 
1215 


REMEMBERING ARLENE BUSH 


(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
remember and celebrate a wonderful 
public servant from Bloomington, Min- 
nesota, Arlene Bush. 

Arlene Bush served on the Bloom- 
ington School Board for 33 years and 
volunteered for many more. But the 
longevity of Arlene’s service is just 
part of the story. Arlene was known for 
the kindness she showed to everyone 
whom she interacted with. 

Superintendent of Bloomington Pub- 
lic Schools Les Fujitake remembered 
how Arlene always approached deci- 
sions that the school board faced by 
asking, ‘‘What is best for the chil- 
dren?” Arlene was a fixture at school 
events and at the annual Congressional 
Art Competition in Bloomington. In 
fact, she often took the time to tag 
along with me when I visited schools. 

Arlene’s positive, kind, and sup- 
portive spirit was contagious to those 
around her. Her legacy will be remem- 
bered far beyond the Bloomington 
School Board meeting room and the 
Minnesota School Boards Association 
award that bears her name. 

My condolences go out to Arlene’s 
family, to the Bloomington Public 
Schools, and to the entire Bloomington 
community who mourn the loss of Ar- 
lene but who celebrate a wonderful 
public servant. 


EE 
HIRE A HERO ACT 


(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to ask my colleagues to support 
an important initiative. 

We celebrate and show honor to our 
veterans, fallen servicemembers, and 
those in the Armed Forces during Me- 
morial Day and Veterans Day, and then 
in some respects we go on about our 
business. 

Those veterans and the men and 
women in the National Guard and 
Ready Reserve need our continued sup- 
port. We do that through health care, 
educational initiatives, and other 
ways. We must do it as well to support 
them economically with jobs. 

Too many American servicemembers 
remain unemployed. Although the 
overall veteran unemployment rate has 
dropped in recent years, the rate of un- 
employment among our post-9/11 vet- 
erans is 7.2 percent. 
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As our economy continues to im- 
prove, we must be sure that those who 
fight to defend this country are not left 
behind. The men and women who serve 
in the National Guard and Reserve are 
highly trained, well-qualified individ- 
uals who add tremendous value to our 
employer’s workforce. 

Let’s make it easier for those em- 
ployers—and even incentivize them—to 
bring the men and women who con- 
tinue to serve in the National Guard 
and Reserve on their payroll. Through 
the Hire A Hero Act, H.R. 2457, employ- 
ers would receive a tax incentive to 
hire our National Guardsmen and Re- 
servists. This would support small 
businesses by providing them with 
highly skilled workers and assist our 
great men and women. 

Please join me in supporting the Hire 
A Hero Act. 


-——— 


ENDING ALZHEIMER’ S 


(Mr. GUINTA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise on 
behalf of the 5.3 million Americans liv- 
ing with Alzheimer’s disease as we ob- 
serve Alzheimer’s Awareness Month. 

Families affected by this illness 
know firsthand Alzheimer’s takes more 
than just memories; it takes the lives 
of loved ones. 

Despite being the sixth-leading cause 
of death in the United States, Alz- 
heimer’s is the only disease in the top 
ten causes of death that cannot be 
slowed, stopped, or prevented. 

The time to take action is now. It is 
our duty as Members to work on behalf 
of the families who lose their loved 
ones to this devastating disease and on 
behalf of those individuals who slowly 
lose those pieces of themselves that 
made up who they once were. No one 
should have to go through such an 
emotionally tolling process. 

As a member of the Congressional 
Alzheimer’s Caucus, I am devoted to 
raising awareness and devising solu- 
tions to once and for all end Alz- 
heimer’s. 

Together we can, and must, fight this 
important fight. 


—_ A 


SECOND ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
BLUE LIGHTNING INITIATIVE 


(Ms. TITUS asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, this week 
marks the second anniversary of the 
Blue Lightning Initiative, a DHS and 
DOT program to equip airline per- 
sonnel with the tools to identify and 
save victims of human trafficking. 

I represent Las Vegas, which attracts 
more than 42 million visitors every 
year. As a premier global destination, 
we are sadly all too familiar with the 
impact of this heinous crime. 
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Clearly, we must engage in an all- 
hands-on-deck approach to identify and 
apprehend traffickers, which includes 
our airline personnel who are on the 
front line. 

That is why I am introducing legisla- 
tion to ensure all our airlines take on 
this challenge and close off the skies to 
those engaged in this modern-day slav- 
ery. 

Human trafficking is not the only 
issue that is facing our aviation indus- 
try, so I will be hosting industry lead- 
ers from across the country at an avia- 
tion symposium in my district next 
week to discuss how we can work to- 
gether to strengthen our Nation’s avia- 
tion, create new job opportunities, and 
foster economic growth. 


——— 
CACHE VALLEY TRANSIT 


(Mr. BISHOP of Utah asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
the Cache Valley Transit District in 
Logan, Utah, has received an Excel- 
lence in Motion award by the national 
Community Transportation Associa- 
tion and has been named as the “Urban 
Community Transportation System of 
the Year.” Among other criteria, this 
award is given to a transportation sys- 
tem that demonstrates creative and in- 
novative services that are responsive 
to community needs and serves an 
urban area of more than 50,000 people. 

The Cache Valley Transit District 
has a 19-year legacy of fare-free riding, 
a precedent for the Nation. They have 
cultivated close relationships in the 
community through traditional and 
nontraditional partnerships, such as 
support for a community art program, 
a new medical voucher program, and 
Call-A-Ride buses which provide 
curbside service for the elderly and dis- 
abled. 

For these and other reasons, they 
certainly merit the Excellence in Mo- 
tion award. 


EE 
THE VETERAN WELLNESS ACT 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, right before the Memorial 
Day holiday, Congressman TIM RYAN of 
Ohio and I introduced H.R. 2555, the 
Veteran Wellness Act, a bipartisan bill 
that will improve Veteran Service Or- 
ganizations’ ability to promote good 
health among our Nation’s veterans. 
This is critical at a time when an aver- 
age of 22 veterans take their lives by 
suicide each and every day. 

Mr. Speaker, veterans across the 
country turn to these organizations to 
participate in a wide variety of pro- 
grams to build and cultivate a commu- 
nity of support among fellow veterans. 
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These facilities are a place of comfort 
and familiarity for thousands of men 
and women and their families. 

The Veteran Wellness Act will ex- 
pand upon what these organizations 
are currently doing and create a great- 
er number of opportunities for veterans 
to access wellness programs and thera- 
pies. 

Mr. Speaker, it is our responsibility 
to be there for our Nation’s heroes as 
they begin transitioning back to civil- 
ian life. 

I ask my colleagues to join me and 
Congressman RYAN in supporting this 
bipartisan bill. We owe these brave 
men and women no less. 


EE 
USA FREEDOM ACT 


(Mr. YODER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, 
the President signed into law the USA 
Freedom Act. It is a bill I oppose be- 
cause I believe it continues to allow 
unwarranted intrusions into the inno- 
cent lives of Americans in contradic- 
tion to the vision of our Founders and 
our Constitution. 

But what is most important to re- 
member about this debate is that even 
with the reforms in the USA Freedom 
Act, a provision of law in the Elec- 
tronic Communications Privacy Act, 
on the books since 1986, still allows 
government investigators to read the 
emails, texts, and information stored 
in the cloud or on any server of all 
Americans, at any time, without a war- 
rant, without probable cause, and with- 
out any due process. 

Our Federal law gives digital commu- 
nication little to no protections under 
the Fourth Amendment, regardless of 
the reforms signed into law yesterday. 

A lot has changed in email commu- 
nication since 1986, and that is why we 
must pass the Email Privacy Act, a 
broad bipartisan bill with over 270 co- 
sponsors which would give email, dig- 
ital communication, the same Fourth 
Amendment protections as paper mail 
or letters on our desks. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s pass this legisla- 
tion. Let’s pass H.R. 699, and let’s as- 
sure the American people that govern- 
ment has moved into the 21st century 
and not forgotten the Constitution 
along the way. 


— A 


REMEMBERING HADIYA 
PENDELTON 


(Mr. DOLD asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in remembrance of Hadiya Pendelton, a 
young woman from my home State of 
Illinois who was shot tragically in Chi- 
cago when she was only 15. 
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Hadiya would have been 18 years old 
yesterday. In her memory, her friends 
asked their classmates to commemo- 
rate her life by wearing orange. Yester- 
day, I joined with my colleagues in the 
House to honor her memory in the 
United States House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. Speaker, every single day in the 
United States, nearly 300 people are 
victims of handgun violence. Yester- 
day, gun owners, sportsmen, law- 
makers, faith leaders, teachers, stu- 
dents, and more wore orange to bring 
attention to the issue of handgun vio- 
lence. 

It is my hope that this nonpartisan 
unifying action will show that victims 
of gun violence like Hadiya are not for- 
gotten. 

Mr. Speaker, we must set aside our 
partisan differences so that we may 
honor the victims of this tragic and un- 
necessary violence and come together 
to make our homes, our businesses, 
schools, and communities safer. 


SE 


PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2289, COMMODITY END- 
USER RELIEF ACT 


Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 288 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. RES. 288 


Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2289) to reau- 
thorize the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, to better protect futures cus- 
tomers, to provide end-users with market 
certainty, to make basic reforms to ensure 
transparency and accountability at the Com- 
mission, to help farmers, ranchers, and end- 
users manage risks, to help keep consumer 
costs low, and for other purposes. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived. General debate shall be 
confined to the bill and amendments speci- 
fied in this section and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Agriculture. After general de- 
bate the bill shall be considered for amend- 
ment under the five-minute rule. In lieu of 
the amendment in the nature of a substitute 
recommended by the Committee on Agri- 
culture now printed in the bill, it shall be in 
order to consider as an original bill for the 
purpose of amendment under the five-minute 
rule an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute consisting of the text of Rules Com- 
mittee Print 114-18. That amendment in the 
nature of a substitute shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against that amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute are 
waived. No amendment to that amendment 
in the nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res- 
olution. Each such amendment may be of- 
fered only in the order printed in the report, 
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may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub- 
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de- 
mand a separate vote in the House on any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute made in order as origi- 
nal text. The previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto to final passage without inter- 
vening motion except one motion to recom- 
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. The Committee on Appropriations 
may, at any time before 5 p.m. on Friday, 
June 5, 2015, file privileged reports to accom- 
pany measures making appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my- 
self such time as I may consume. Dur- 
ing consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de- 
bate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 


1230 


Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, on 
Tuesday, the Rules Committee met and 
reported a rule, H. Res. 288, providing 
for the consideration of a very impor- 
tant piece of legislation, H.R. 2289, the 
Commodity End-User Relief Act. 

The rule provides for the consider- 
ation of H.R. 2289 under a structured 
rule and makes five amendments in 
order—two Democrat and two Repub- 
lican, as well as one bipartisan amend- 
ment—allowing for a balanced debate 
on these important issues. 

H.R. 2289 is essential to the smooth 
functioning of the American economy 
and is long overdue for an enactment 
into law. This important legislation 
will reauthorize the Commodity Fu- 
tures Trading Commission, also known 
as the CFTC, which had its statutory 
authority lapse in September of 2013. 

The House passed, with strong bipar- 
tisan support, a very similar version of 
this legislation on June 24 of last year. 
Unfortunately, the Senate failed to 
take up the House-passed bill despite 
its strong bipartisan support in the 
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House, leading us to reconsider this 
legislation again today. 

After the financial crisis of 2008, al- 
most everyone agreed that changes 
needed to be made to our financial 
services sector in order to protect our 
economy and prevent another crisis in 
the future. Like many of my col- 
leagues, I have concerns with some of 
the reforms that were instituted in re- 
sponse to this financial calamity be- 
cause they have put overly burdensome 
restrictions on our business commu- 
nities. 

However, it is important to note that 
this legislation keeps intact the over- 
arching reforms made in title VII of 
the Dodd-Frank Act. Every witness 
who appeared in front of the Agri- 
culture Committee was supportive of 
the clearing, margining, and execution 
requirements that are the heart of title 
VII; yet, like every major comprehen- 
sive law—and this was very comprehen- 
sive—there are always unintended con- 
sequences that need to be addressed, 
and H.R. 2289 does just that. 

For example, the authors of Dodd- 
Frank would likely argue the law’s 
main purpose is to reduce systemic 
risk to the economy. However, I don’t 
think anyone would argue that farm- 
ers, who are simply trying to lock ina 
good price for their corn or for their 
wheat, are a systemic risk to our econ- 
omy. 

It is just as restaurant chains that 
are looking to make sure they have 
enough beef or pork or potatoes to sell 
to their patrons also do not pose a sys- 
temic risk. Utility companies that are 
seeking to ensure that they have 
enough power to meet the needs and 
demands of their customers did not 
cause the financial crisis. 

Unfortunately, though, the current 
law imposes rules that treat all of 
these entities as major risks to our 
economy, and it imposes overly bur- 
densome capital and paperwork re- 
quirements on them. 

Mr. Speaker, critics may claim this 
bill undermines consumer protections. 
However, this could not be further 
from the truth. Title I of H.R. 2289 puts 
in place greater consumer protections, 
like requiring brokerage firms to no- 
tify investors before moving funds from 
one account to another in order to pre- 
vent abuses like those that occurred at 
MF Global prior to its bankruptcy. 

It would also require firms that be- 
come undercapitalized to immediately 
report to regulators and work with 
them to restore adequate capital and 
financial security. These title I provi- 
sions are commonsense reforms that 
will protect consumers. 

Title II would make reforms to the 
CFTC itself, such as strengthening the 
cost-benefit analysis the CFTC must 
perform when considering the impacts 
of its rules and appointing a chief econ- 
omist to assist with compiling and ana- 
lyzing financial data. 


8510 


Critics may claim that requiring 
cost-benefit analyses will open up the 
CFTC to lawsuits, which could be cost- 
ly. However, such critics also ignore 
the endless cycle of the proposal and 
reproposals of rules that are rushed, 
poorly conceived, and unworkable. 

This work requires the CFTC to 
waste staff time and Commission funds 
to redraft rules or to provide 
workarounds for impacted parties. This 
requirement merely gives the CFTC a 
standard for writing good rules the 
first time that will benefit our econ- 
omy and the users. 

Title II would also require the CFTC 
to take steps to invest in IT to protect 
sensitive market data against cyber at- 
tacks, a very real issue given the re- 
cent breaches we have seen at the IRS 
and at various national retailers. Most 
importantly, this section reauthorizes 
the CFTC until 2019, which has been op- 
erating without our authorization, to 
spend money for a year and a half. 

Title III now gets to the heart of 
what I mentioned earlier, providing re- 
lief to the end users or the farmers, the 
restaurants, the manufacturers, the 
utilities, and other entities that rely 
on a steady supply of commodities that 
have been caught up in the unintended 
consequences of Dodd-Frank’s reforms. 

These users have a genuine need to 
use markets to hedge against bad 
weather, natural disasters, inflation, 
price shocks, and other unforeseen cir- 
cumstances that could jeopardize their 
ability to serve their customers. These 
entities inherently want to avoid risk 
and, thus, shouldn’t be subjected to the 
same requirements as financial and in- 
vestment entities. 

Mr. Speaker, title III of H.R. 2289 
makes significant reforms to aid these 
end users, such as preventing utility 
companies from being inappropriately 
classified as “financial entities” and 
being treated like banks under the law. 

It exempts end users who are not oth- 
erwise regulated by the CFTC from 
having to keep records of every email, 
phone call, fax, or letter with regard to 
every trade, a huge recordkeeping bur- 
den. It would prevent nonbank swap 
dealers from having to hold more cap- 
ital than banks do, which would put 
them at an unfair disadvantage in the 
market. 

Additionally, this section would 
allow end users operating in rarely 
traded markets not to have to disclose 
trade data, which can be a serious dis- 
advantage if they must publicly show 
all of their trading partners what they 
are buying and selling. 

Title III would also require the CFTC 
to determine if the rules for foreign 
swaps are equivalent to U.S. rules and 
create a workable system of sub- 
stituted compliance for market partici- 
pants whose activity crosses multiple 
jurisdictions. This would ensure that 
businesses which trade internationally 
do not have to comply with two sets of 
divergent rules. 
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Mr. Speaker, the most important 
thing to remember about H.R. 2289 is 
that the farmer who grows the food 
that you eat for dinner did not cause 
the financial crisis, neither did the 
people you buy your electricity from or 
the people who provided the wood for 
your desk or the metal used in your 
car. I do not know of any reason we 
should continue to treat them as if 
they did, which is what the current law 
does, and it is what H.R. 2289 is seeking 
to correct. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a good, straight- 
forward rule, allowing for the consider- 
ation of important legislation that will 
help grow our economy. I support its 
adoption, and I urge my colleagues to 
support the rule and the underlying 
bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentleman from Wash- 
ington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) for the cus- 
tomary 30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi- 
tion to this rule and to the underlying 
legislation. 

Since my friends on the other side of 
the aisle have assumed the majority, 
they have made it their mission to un- 
dermine the Dodd-Frank Act and ham- 
string the ability of our regulators to 
put in place strong rules to prevent an- 
other financial crisis, and this legisla- 
tion is no exception. 

H.R. 2289 reauthorizes the Com- 
modity Futures Trading Commission 
through 2019 while making substantial 
changes to the CFTC’s internal oper- 
ations and rolling back key Dodd- 
Frank provisions intended to strength- 
en our financial regulatory framework. 

I have specific concerns with the new 
cost-benefit requirements imposed in 
title II of the legislation. The CFTC al- 
ready conducts cost-benefit analyses 
on its rulemakings, and this provision 
could significantly slow down the rule- 
making process while also creating 
openings that will put the CFTC at the 
risk of increased litigation. 

Title II of H.R. 2289 also proposes sev- 
eral unnecessary changes to the Com- 
mission’s internal operations that can 
make it more difficult to manage the 
agency. 

According to CFTC Chairman 
Massad, the provisions contained in 
title II could weaken the Commission’s 
ability to respond in a timely and ef- 
fective manner. For example, if these 
measures were currently in place, it 
would have made it more difficult for 
the agency to positively respond over 
the past 10 months to concerns raised 
by market participants. Also included 
in this bill are substantial changes to 
rulemakings taking place at the Com- 
mission under the Dodd-Frank Act. 

I am particularly concerned by the 
cross-border language contained in the 
bill, which will undercut the efforts al- 
ready underway by the Commission to 
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negotiate on an international system 
of safe and robust derivative rules that 
are necessary to apply to the global de- 
rivatives market. 

H.R. 2289 requires the CFTC to create 
a rule that will automatically allow 
U.S. banks and foreign banks con- 
ducting business in the U.S. to do so 
under the rules imposed by foreign ju- 
risdictions, all of which are currently 
more lenient than our own. We have 
seen this kind of race to the bottom be- 
fore, and we all know how it ends. 

Worse yet, Mr. Speaker, is that this 
legislation hamstrings an agency that 
is already woefully underfunded. The 
Congressional Budget Office estimates 
that the CFTC will need 30 additional 
personnel annually to handle the in- 
creased workload imposed by both the 
new cost-benefit analysis requirements 
and the mandated cross-border rule 
contained in this legislation. 

Will my friends on the other side of 
the aisle provide the necessary funding 
increases to the CFTC to carry out 
these requirements? I doubt it. 

Dodd-Frank significantly expanded 
the CFTC’s role in overseeing our fi- 
nancial markets, and they have al- 
ready completed over 80 percent of 
their required rulemakings, the best 
rate of any financial regulator. They 
have done so despite the fact that Con- 
gress has not done its part to provide 
the agency with the resources it needs 
to police these incredibly complex mar- 
kets, populated by highly sophisticated 
and extremely powerful entities. 

Remember AIG, the insurer brought 
down by derivatives trades that the 
CFTC is now policing? If that memory 
is fuzzy, I am sure you will remember 
the funds we provided to bail AIG out, 
which came to a total of $67.8 billion. 
That would be enough to fund the 
CFTC at the level requested in the 
President’s budget for over 200 years. 

The Commission needs a reauthoriza- 
tion, but it certainly doesn’t need one 
saddled with changes that will ham- 
string its internal operations, prolong 
its rulemakings through an inflexible 
cost-benefit analysis requirement that 
opens it up to litigation risk, and force 
it to allow a race to the bottom on 
international rules governing a global 
market. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in op- 
posing the rule and the underlying leg- 
islation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would just like to make one com- 
ment in response to those of my col- 
league from Massachusetts in consid- 
ering the underfunding of CFTC. 

In the last 5 years, through the re- 
ductions of Federal spending and the 
efforts that have been going on, I think 
anyone would be hard-pressed to find 
another agency that has received an al- 
most 50 percent increase in its budget 
over that period of time. 
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I will just point out that, certainly, 
they have received a lot of new respon- 
sibilities under Dodd-Frank, but also a 
large increase in their available re- 
sources. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CONAWAY), 
the chairman of the House Agriculture 
Committee. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the rule to provide for the 
consideration of H.R. 2289, the Com- 
modity End-User Relief Act. 

I want to start by thanking Chair- 
man SESSIONS and the entire Rules 
Committee for their time and work in 
preparing this rule. Yesterday’s hear- 
ing was spirited but fair, and they have 
produced a rule that reflects the tre- 
mendous work the Agriculture Com- 
mittee has put in on this issue. 

Over the past few years, the Agri- 
culture Committee has heard from doz- 
ens of witnesses at over 10 hearings. 
These witnesses, many of whom are 
market participants struggling to com- 
ply with the needlessly burdensome 
rules and ambiguous portions of the 
underlying statute, have been con- 
sistent in their call to action. To ad- 
dress their concerns, H.R. 2289 makes 
targeted reforms that fall into three 
broad categories: customer protections, 
Commission reforms, and end-user re- 
lief. 

Title I of the bill protects customers 
and the margin funds they deposit at 
their FCMs by codifying critical 
changes made in the wake of the col- 
lapses and bankruptcies of MF Global 
and Peregrine Financial. 

Title II makes meaningful reforms to 
the operations of the Commission to 
improve the agency’s deliberative proc- 
ess. In doing so, it also requires the 
Commission to conduct more robust 
cost-benefit analyses to help get future 
rulemakings right the first time and to 
avoid the endless cycle of reproposing 
and delaying unworkable rules. 
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While the CFTC is already required 
to consider costs and benefits of the 
rules it proposes, this rule attempts to 
legitimize that practice, a practice 
that has been called into question. The 
current practice has been called into 
question by the Commission’s own in- 
spector general, who reported the agen- 
cy seemed to view the process as more 
of a legal one than an economic one. 

Finally, title III of the bill fixes real 
problems faced by end users who rely 
on derivatives markets to manage 
their risks. When it is more costly for 
those who need these markets to use 
them, it discourages the exact kind of 
prudent risk management activities 
Congress intended to protect with the 
end user exemption in Dodd-Frank. 

Accordingly, the bill provides relief 
to agricultural and commercial market 
participants struggling to comply with 
overreaching and costly recordkeeping 
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requirements and allows utility compa- 
nies to continue using contracts that 
allow for a change in the volume of the 
commodity delivered without the 
worry of needlessly complying with the 
swaps regulations. 

H.R. 2289 will preserve end users’ 
ability to hedge against anticipated 
business risk by providing a more 
workable definition of bona fide hedg- 
ing. The bill also addresses serious con- 
cerns regarding the lack of harmony 
and clarity in global derivatives regu- 
lation by requiring the CFTC to pub- 
lish a rule addressing how the U.S. 
swaps requirements apply to trans- 
actions occurring outside the United 
States and with non-U.S. persons. 

To be clear, H.R. 2289 makes these 
meaningful improvements for market 
participants without undermining the 
basic goals of title VII of Dodd-Frank, 
the Holy Grail, to bring clearing, re- 
porting, and electronic execution re- 
quirements to swaps transactions. 

In closing, 1 would like to thank the 
members of the Committee on Agri- 
culture who have worked hard, includ- 
ing Mr. NEWHOUSE, to advance this im- 
portant legislation. I am especially ap- 
preciative of Mr. LUCAS, who worked 
on reauthorization last year, which 
was our starting point for this year, as 
well as some of our newest members. I 
also owe particular thanks to Mr. AUS- 
TIN SCOTT and Mr. DAVID SCOTT, the 
chairman and ranking member of the 
subcommittee, respectively, that over- 
sees the CFTC. Both of these gentle- 
men have joined me as original spon- 
sors and have held a series of hearings 
on reauthorization. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. I yield an addi- 
tional 30 seconds to the gentleman, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. CONAWAY. They did out- 
standing work helming a new sub- 
committee focused on these issues, and 
I look forward to their diligent over- 
sight work throughout the rest of the 
Congress. 

Similar to the CFTC reauthorization 
bill passed by the House with over- 
whelming bipartisan support last year, 
the Commodity End-User Relief Act is 
comprised of narrowly targeted 
changes to the Commodity Exchange 
Act. The committee has again put to- 
gether a bill that earned the bipartisan 
support of our members because we 
brought the right relief to the right 
people. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge the 
adoption of the rule and support for the 
underlying act. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to point out 
to my colleague from Washington 
State with regard to the funding of the 
CFTC that the agency has never re- 
ceived the funding that it has re- 
quested, and that is just a fact. Here we 
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are imposing new requirements, new 
mandates. CBO, as I mentioned in my 
opening, estimates that the CFTC will 
need an additional 30 personnel annu- 
ally to handle the increased workload 
imposed by the new cost-benefit anal- 
ysis requirements of the mandated 
cross-border rule contained in the pro- 
visions in this bill, and so we are ask- 
ing an agency that has never been 
properly funded to even do more and 
not provide it with the proper funding. 
I don’t think that is a smart way to 
move forward when it comes to an 
issue so important. 

I also want to point out to my col- 
leagues that they should have received 
a letter from the Consumer Federation 
of America strongly opposing this bill. 
Let me just read you the first para- 
graph. It says: 

We are writing on behalf of the Consumer 
Federation of America to ask you to oppose 
H.R. 2289, which the House is expected to 
vote on this month. This legislation would 
hamstring the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission from effectively overseeing and 
regulating commodities and derivatives mar- 
kets, leaving consumers exposed to fraud, 
manipulation, and abusive practices, and 
putting the safety and stability of the U.S. 
financial system at risk. The language in 
this bill largely mirrors the language offered 
in last year’s CFTC reauthorization bill, 
which the Obama administration strongly 
opposed because it undermined the efficient 
functioning of the CFTC and offered no solu- 
tion to address the persistent inadequacy of 
the agency’s funding. We urge you to resist 
this relentless attack on the CFTC by voting 
against this misguided and harmful legisla- 
tion. 

I would tell my colleagues who are 
observing this debate that each one of 
them received a copy of this letter 
from the Consumer Federation of 
America strongly opposing this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I include the statement 
for the RECORD. 


CONSUMER FEDERATION OF AMERICA, 
June 2, 2015. 
Re Oppose H.R. 2289 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: We are writing on 
behalf of the Consumer Federation of Amer- 
ica (CFA) to ask you to oppose “The Com- 
modity End User Relief Act” (H.R. 2289), 
which the House is expected to vote on this 
month. This legislation would hamstring the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
(CFTC) from effectively overseeing and regu- 
lating commodities and derivatives markets, 
leaving consumers exposed to fraud, manipu- 
lation, and abusive practices, and putting 
the safety and stability of the U.S. financial 
system at risk. The language in this bill 
largely mirrors the language offered in last 
year’s CFTC reauthorization bill, which the 
Obama Administration strongly opposed be- 
cause it undermined the efficient func- 
tioning of the CFTC and offered no solution 
to address the persistent inadequacy of the 
agency’s funding. We urge you to resist this 
relentless attack on the CFTC by voting 
against this misguided and harmful legisla- 
tion. 

First, this bill would impose an assortment 
of new, onerous cost-benefit analysis require- 
ments on the CFTC which are likely to delay 
and obstruct agency action. Under the Com- 
modity Exchange Act, the CFTC already has 
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a statutory mandate to evaluate the costs 
and benefits of its actions in light of numer- 
ous considerations, including the protection 
of market participants and the public, effi- 
ciency, competitiveness, financial integrity, 
price discovery, and sound risk management 
practices. This bill would add seven new con- 
siderations for the CFTC to undertake. In- 
cluded in the new economic analysis regime 
is a requirement for the Commission to as- 
sess available alternatives to direct regula- 
tion and to determine whether, in choosing 
among alternative regulatory approaches, 
those alternatives to direct regulation maxi- 
mize the net benefits. The practical effect is 
a further tilting of the regulatory process in 
favor of adopting an approach that best ben- 
efits industry rather than the public. 

Essentially, if this bill is adopted, the 
CFTC will be required to undertake an in- 
depth, burdensome economic analysis for 
each regulation it proposes and compare its 
proposal to every conceivable alternative. 
Such a framework likely will create insur- 
mountable barriers that cripple the agency 
from putting forth rule proposals and final- 
izing them in a timely manner so as to effec- 
tively protect market participants and the 
overall economy. In addition, the CFTC 
would be required to evaluate the cost to the 
Commission of implementing the proposed 
action, including providing a methodology 
for quantifying the costs. While this provi- 
sion is clumsily worded, it appears that the 
practical effect of requiring the CFTC to 
consider costs to itself and its staff will be to 
paradoxically add time and costs to the cost 
side of the equation, thereby hindering rule- 
making. It is also disturbing that this legis- 
lation would require the CFTC to undertake 
exhaustive cost-benefit analyses without 
providing the agency with the necessary re- 
sources to fulfill those obligations. 

The new cost-benefit analysis require- 
ments also are likely to result in increasing 
opportunities to thwart CFTC regulations 
through legal challenges. The practical ef- 
fect of the new heightened requirements will 
be that any time an industry participant ob- 
jects to new rules, it will have several new 
bases for a lawsuit, and it will seek to defeat 
those rules by claiming that the agency did 
not undertake a proper economic analysis by 
considering, and then disposing of, all the 
possible theoretical alternatives. It is rea- 
sonable to believe that armed with such 
strong ammunition, industry-supported law- 
suits seeking to dismantle any new regula- 
tions will be successful, a problem again 
made worse by the agency’s lack of funding 
to effectively defend against such suits. 

This legislation also subverts the CFTC’s 
authority to regulate foreign derivatives ac- 
tivities that have a direct and significant ef- 
fect on U.S. commerce. As our nation has 
learned painfully and repeatedly from the 
collapses of Long Term Capital Management, 
AIG, and Lehman Bros., and from the 
JPMorgan London Whale trading debacle, 
even when derivatives contracts are booked 
through a foreign subsidiary of a U.S. finan- 
cial institution, the risks of those deriva- 
tives often flow back to the United States, 
threatening the U.S. economy and poten- 
tially putting U.S. taxpayers on the hook for 
any resulting losses. That is why Dodd- 
Frank gave the CFTC broad authority to 
regulate overseas derivatives when they put 
our national economic interests in peril. 

Pursuant to that cross-border framework, 
the CFTC allows a foreign host country’s 
regulations to substitute for U.S. regulations 
only after the CFTC has made a finding that 
the foreign host country’s regulations are 
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comparable to U.S. rules. However, this bill 
would create a presumption that each of the 
eight foreign jurisdictions with the largest 
swaps markets automatically have swaps 
rules that are considered to be comparable to 
and as comprehensive as U.S. swaps require- 
ments. The bill makes this determination 
despite the fact that the CFTC has found 
only six jurisdictions to be comparable for 
certain entity-level requirements, and has 
declined to make comparability determina- 
tions for transaction-level requirements for 
jurisdictions other than the European Union 
and Japan. Switching the presumption will 
subjugate the CFTC’s authority and exper- 
tise on the matter. Furthermore, combining 
the reversed presumption and overwhelming 
cost-benefit analysis requirements could 
mean that the CFTC is effectively thwarted 
from applying the appropriate regulatory 
safeguards to certain foreign derivatives 
transactions. As a result, the CFTC’s ability 
to protect the U.S. economy from the dan- 
gers resulting from foreign derivatives trans- 
actions could be impaired. 

Derivatives markets affect the U.S. econ- 
omy in profound ways, and the risks that de- 
rivatives pose to the U.S. economy are well- 
known. The Dodd-Frank Act brought mean- 
ingful reforms to increase transparency and 
accountability in the derivatives markets 
and provided the CFTC the necessary author- 
ity to properly oversee and regulate the mar- 
ket. However, this legislation would put 
those reforms at risk and hamper the CFTC’s 
ability to adequately protect consumers, 
market participants, and the U.S. economy. 
We cannot afford to suffer the grave con- 
sequences of another derivatives-laced finan- 
cial crisis, but this legislation makes it more 
likely that we will. Accordingly, we urge you 
to oppose H.R. 2289. 

Sincerely, 
MICAH HAUPTMAN, 
Financial Services 
Counsel. 
BARBARA ROPER, 
Director of Investor 
Protection. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield 5 minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
DAVID SCOTT), the ranking member of 
the Subcommittee on Commodity Ex- 
changes, Energy, and Credit of the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, first of all let me say that, as 
the gentleman just mentioned, I do 
serve as the ranking member of the ju- 
risdictional committee on commodities 
and futures and trading that the CFTC 
comes under. I say that only to say 
that I have been in the vineyards on 
this issue and have been struggling 
with it and working on it over many, 
many years. 

The whole derivatives and commod- 
ities and futures markets have changed 
dramatically. We have had a downfall 
in our economy because of a lot of ac- 
tivity that was wrong going on on Wall 
Street and in our financial community, 
out of which we are now emerging. 

Mr. Speaker, what is urgent here is 
the fact that we cannot delay any 
longer. It is very important for people 
to understand that no legislation is 
perfect. I am the first one to say that. 
This is a glass that looks to be half 
empty or maybe half full. I look at it 
as half full. 
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I look at it as an urgent, urgent 
issue. We have got to get end-user re- 
lief. That is the major component of 
this reauthorization for the CFTC be- 
cause it is the end users—our manufac- 
turers, our farmers, those who produce 
the products, those who had nothing to 
do with the downfall of Wall Street, 
why should they be consistently held 
to the same intrinsic regulations and 
rules that our financial institutions 
have? We have got to have those finan- 
cial institutions under strong regula- 
tion, but it is important that we move, 
and it is important meat of this bill 
that we give end-user relief. 

Now, I share Mr. MCGOVERN’s con- 
cerns about the financial situation, but 
let me just assure everyone, this is a 
reauthorization piece of legislation. It 
is not a funding mechanism. That is in 
the bosom, in the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and nobody, 
absolutely nobody, has been a stronger 
champion, more consistent about get- 
ting the CFTC the funding they need. I 
bring it up all the time. I will still be 
a champion, but this isn’t the bill in 
which to address that. 

The other point is this, Mr. Chair- 
man, once we get the funding out of 
the way. We talked about the cost-ben- 
efit analysis in this. We worked on it. 
This bill received bipartisan support in 
the last session. Mr. MCGOVERN brings 
up a very good point about possible 
litigation. We address that by adding 
a Democratic amendment by Ms. 
DELBENE that addresses that issue to 
make sure that there is no litigation. 

As far as the cost-benefit analysis is 
concerned, Mr. Speaker, it is important 
that we put the same sort of cost-ben- 
efit analysis into this agency that the 
Obama administration has in every one 
of their executive agencies. Further- 
more, it is not a mandate; it is an as- 
sessment. It is saying to assess the effi- 
ciencies, make sure we do it, and it 
does not put a requirement that any 
decision on the cost-benefit analysis 
outweighs one another as a require- 
ment for them to make a decision. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, we must pass 
this bill, and we need to do it quickly 
because, in section 300 of this bill—I 
think it is section 323—we address a 
crucial issue. The European Union is 
eating our lunch. All across the world, 
we are losing our stature as the leading 
financial industry and system in the 
world. That affects every ounce of our 
security. We are number one in the 
world, and it is about time we stand up 
and ensure that by making sure that 
we address the European Union’s harsh 
discrimination against our financial 
institutions abroad. This is particu- 
larly true when it comes to our clear- 
inghouses, the standards that they are 
using. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, yes, we are deal- 
ing with eight foreign countries, but 
they must have similar regimes, what 
we call equivalency. Now, why is that 
important, Mr. Speaker? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield an addi- 
tional 1 minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. It is 
important because it is the CFTC that 
must determine if another nation, one 
of the eight top foreign nations, has an 
equivalency of a strong regulatory re- 
gime as does the United States, then 
certainly we can do business under 
their regime, but as long as we don’t 
pass this legislation, the CFTC doesn’t 
have that. 

Finally, on all the cross-border situa- 
tions, we need a definition of what a 
U.S. person is, and we need to give 
some backbone to our CFTC Commis- 
sion to say: Look, why should the 
United States have to treat a foreign 
entity in a manner and with the re- 
spect that that foreign nation does not 
treat our industry? 

Mr. Speaker, this country, the 
United States, is losing a tremendous 
amount of our prestige and our leader- 
ship on the world stage, and nowhere is 
that being pronounced more than in 
our financial system because for 3 
years we have had this laid on the 
table. I urge a positive vote for this 
rule. 

I thank the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts for yielding me the time. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I 
would just like to thank the gentleman 
from Georgia for his many years of 
hard work on this very complicated 
issue. AS you can see, he understands it 
well and understands the importance of 
passing this reauthorization legisla- 
tion. I just want to thank him for his 
comments and hard work. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma (Mr. LUCAS), the es- 
teemed former chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of the underlying bill, H.R. 
2289, the Commodity End-User Relief 
Act. This bipartisan bill is the result of 
a series of hearings in which the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture heard from 
stakeholders that do business with the 
CFTC as well as every CFTC Commis- 
sioner. 

As chairman of the committee last 
year, I began the process of CFTC reau- 
thorization, which resulted in the 
House-passed bipartisan bill, and I laud 
our committee chairman, Mr. CON- 
AWAY, for his efforts in tackling the 
same subject and coming to the full 
House with another bipartisan CFTC 
reauthorization that passed the com- 
mittee by a voice vote. 

A chief selling point of this bill is its 
commitment to good governance re- 
forms at the CFTC to increase trans- 
parency and efficiency. First, the bill 
closely follows an executive order by 
President Obama to improve the cost- 
benefit analysis performed by the Com- 
mission prior to promulgating rules. In 
addition, the bill would improve this 
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oversight of Commissioners over ac- 
tivities which are outside the normal 
rulemaking process that still impact 
many futures market participants. 
Many of these activities, such as policy 
statements, guidance, and interpreta- 
tion rules released by CFTC, would also 
be subject to public comment under the 
provisions of the bill when they have 
the force of law. Furthermore, H.R. 
2289 establishes an office of the chief 
economist at the CFTC to provide ob- 
jective economic data and analysis. 

The committee also heard from end 
users during this process and included 
several provisions to provide relief to 
those end users, such as a more work- 
able definition of bona fide hedging and 
relief from burdensome recordkeeping 
rules for many businesses. 

The CFTC has gone unauthorized 
since 2013, and it is time many CFTC 
activities were reformed by Congress. 
This rule will make possible the under- 
lying bill that will improve the CFTC 
in many important ways. I urge all of 
my colleagues to support it. 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I just want to be clear on one thing. 
Yes, this is an authorization bill. It is 
not an appropriations bill. But the 
issue of funding for the CFTC is rel- 
evant in the discussion of this author- 
ization bill because we are essentially 
proposing that we give additional re- 
sponsibilities or require additional ac- 
tions from the CFTC with no guarantee 
that we are going to provide the re- 
sources for them to do their job. We 
haven’t provided them the adequate re- 
sources to do what they have been ex- 
pected to do from the very beginning. 

I also want to say that most end user 
relief in this bill is not objectionable, 
but the CFTC is already addressing 
them through rulemaking. A better 
way to address these concerns than in 
statute would be more flexibility for 
them to do rulemaking, which can be 
adjusted. 

In addition to end user provisions, 
this bill also contains all the problems 
that we have already identified with 
regard to cost benefit and cross border. 
So there are some significant issues 
here. 

The DelBene amendment was men- 
tioned earlier. I want to make it clear 
that that does not prevent litigation. 
It just restates the standard of review 
from the Administrative Procedure Act 
abuse of discretion. 

I will also point out to my colleagues 
that the cost-benefit analysis is man- 
dated by section 202. 

So, again, I would feel better about 
all of this if we addressed the funding 
shortfall in the CFTC. We are not doing 
that. And I don’t expect that this ma- 
jority is going to work with us on that. 

I also will insert in the RECORD, Mr. 
Speaker, a letter that was sent to all 
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Members of the House from Americans 
for Financial Reform strongly opposing 
H.R. 2289. Let me just read the opening 
paragraph: 

“On behalf of Americans for Finan- 
cial Reform, we are writing to express 
our opposition to H.R. 2289. ... This 
legislation would have a severe nega- 
tive impact on the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission and its ability to 
police commodity and derivatives mar- 
kets. The new restrictions it places on 
the CFTC would require additional 
years of bureaucratic red tape prior to 
agency action, would enable numerous 
industry lawsuits against the agency, 
and would create inappropriate statu- 
tory restrictions on the agency’s abil- 
ity to properly oversee markets crucial 
to the financial system.”” 


AMERICANS FOR FINANCIAL REFORM, 
Washington, DC, June 3, 2015. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of Ameri- 
cans for Financial Reform, we are writing to 
express our opposition to HR 2289, “The Com- 
modity End User Relief Act.” This legisla- 
tion would have a severe negative impact on 
the Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
(CFTC) and its ability to police commodity 
and derivatives markets. The new restric- 
tions it places on the CFTC would require 
additional years of bureaucratic red tape 
prior to agency action, would enable numer- 
ous industry lawsuits against the agency, 
and would create inappropriate statutory re- 
strictions on the agency’s ability to properly 
oversee markets crucial to the financial sys- 
tem. 

At the same time, this legislation includes 
no provisions that address the CFTC’s most 
fundamental problem—the lack of resources 
to accomplish its mission. Due to the agen- 
cy’s massive new responsibilities under the 
Dodd-Frank Act for hundreds of trillions of 
dollars in previously unregulated derivatives 
markets, as well as the growth of traditional 
commodity markets, the size of CFTC-regu- 
lated markets has increased roughly 15-fold 
over the last decade. But the agency’s fund- 
ing lags far behind. As CFTC chair Tim 
Massad recently stated: 

“The CFTC does not have the resources to 
fulfill our new responsibilities as well as all 
the responsibilities it had—and still has— 
prior to the passage of Dodd-Frank in a way 
that most Americans would expect. Our 
staff, for example, is no larger than it was 
when Dodd-Frank was enacted in 2010.... 
Simply stated, without additional resources, 
our markets cannot be as well supervised; 
participants and their customers cannot be 
as well protected; market transparency and 
efficiency cannot be as fully achieved.” 

While the CFTC’s funding is appropriated, 
the agency authorization process is an ap- 
propriate mechanism for introducing mecha- 
nisms that would supplement appropriations 
with some form of agency self-funding. Such 
self-funding mechanisms are used by all 
other financial regulatory agencies and have 
been endorsed for the CFTC by every admin- 
istration going back to the Reagan Adminis- 
tration, including the Bush and Obama Ad- 
ministrations. 

Instead of addressing the pressing problem 
of funding, HR 2289 would instead load down 
the CFTC with additional mandates that 
would drain resources and act as a roadblock 
to necessary oversight and enforcement. Sec- 
tion 202 of HR 2289 would more than double 
the number of cost benefit analyses the 
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agency must perform prior to taking any ac- 
tion. The CFTC already has a statutory re- 
quirement to consider the costs and benefits 
of its actions, and to evaluate these costs 
and benefits as applied to a number of sig- 
nificant considerations, including market ef- 
ficiency, price discovery, and protection of 
the public. 

However, Section 202 would massively ex- 
pand this requirement. The section would 
enormously expand the number of different 
factors the CFTC must evaluate in any rule- 
making, order, or guidance. It would also 
change the standard of evaluation from con- 
sideration of costs and benefits to a much 
more extensive and burdensome ‘‘reasoned 
determination” of costs and benefits. The 
section includes a particularly sweeping 
mandate that would require the agency to 
assess whether an action ‘‘maximizes net 
benefits”? compared to all possible regulatory 
alternatives. This requirement alone, which 
seems to require comparison of any actual 
regulation to a potentially vast number of 
theoretical alternatives, could be read to re- 
quire dozens of additional agency analyses. 

Some of this language does replicate cost- 
benefit instructions from the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget that already applies to 
agencies within the executive branch, al- 
though not to independent financial regu- 
latory agencies like the CFTC. However, a 
crucial difference is that HR 2289 would add 
this language in statute, meaning that each 
and every additional instruction regarding 
cost-benefit analysis could become grounds 
for a Wall Street lawsuit against a CFTC 
rule. These extensive new cost-benefit re- 
quirements amount to a playbook for indus- 
try interests to tie up regulations in endless 
litigation, delays, and red tape. With critical 
rulemakings such as position limits to con- 
trol commodity price manipulation still in- 
complete almost five years after they were 
passed, the addition of major new barriers to 
action would be dramatic movement in the 
wrong direction. 

Section 314 of the legislation would also 
greatly weaken the authority of the CFTC to 
properly regulate derivatives transactions 
booked in foreign subsidiaries of U.S. banks, 
even when such transactions have a direct 
and significant connection to the U.S. econ- 
omy. We need only look at the example of 
J.P. Morgan's “London Whale” transactions, 
or the London derivatives transactions of 
AIG Financial Products which resulted in 
the largest bailout in U.S. history, to see 
that derivatives transactions conducted 
through nominally overseas entities can 
have a profound impact on the U.S. econ- 
omy. Over half of Wall Street derivatives 
transactions are currently booked in nomi- 
nally foreign subsidiaries, and even more 
could be transacted in this way if there was 
an incentive to do so to avoid regulation. 

Section 314 would force the CFTC to per- 
form burdensome “determinations” in order 
to regulate foreign subsidiary transactions. 
Its discretion in performing these assess- 
ments would be limited in numerous ways by 
the legislation. To take just one example, 
the agency would be banned from consid- 
ering the actual physical location of per- 
sonnel doing swaps trading in determining 
whether a transaction was conducted inside 
the United States for the purposes of apply- 
ing U.S. law. It defies common sense to im- 
pose such extraordinary restrictions on the 
discretion of a regulatory agency charged 
with oversight of the multi-trillion dollar 
derivatives market. 

HR 2289 also includes many additional 
changes. Some of them, such as amendments 
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to indemnification requirements for swaps 
data repositories, are reasonable. However, 
others create significant statutory loopholes 
that could permit evasion of derivatives reg- 
ulations by large banks. For example, Sec- 
tion 301 of the legislation permits large fi- 
nancial institutions affiliated with commer- 
cial entities to take advantage of exemp- 
tions from key Dodd-Frank risk controls 
that were intended to apply only to commer- 
cial end users. The nonpartisan Congres- 
sional Research Service has stated that the 
language included in Section 301 ‘‘could po- 
tentially allow large banks to trade swaps 
with other large banks and not be subject to 
the clearing or exchange trading require- 
ments as long as one of the banks had a non- 
financial affiliate.” 

Some of the other problematic parts of the 
bill expand the definition of ‘‘commercial 
end user” to include financial entities (Sec- 
tion 306), create sweeping exemptions from 
CFTC oversight for broad classes of complex 
financial instruments (Section 309), weaken 
Commission authority to require swap deal- 
ers to raise equity capital to back up their 
trades (Section 311), permit marketing of 
complex institutional commodity pools to 
retail investors (Section 312), and weaken 
limits on commodity market speculation 
(Section 313). All of these sections appear 
significantly overbroad and could enable 
evasion of appropriate regulatory oversight. 

In general, the “end user” changes in this 
bill fail to recognize the very substantial ad- 
ministrative exemptions provided to end 
users by the CFTC. The CFTC has already 
exempted end users from numerous Dodd- 
Frank regulations in areas targeted by this 
bill. By acting through administrative proc- 
esses the agency has maintained appropriate 
safeguards as well as the ability to act if 
market participants use exemptions to evade 
important risk controls. In contrast, many 
of the provisions in HR 2289 would provide 
sweeping statutory exemptions that lack ap- 
propriate controls on risk and could easily 
become dangerous loopholes. 

But even before considering these issues, 
the major new restrictions on the agency 
created by the cost-benefit and cross-border 
provisions of this bill create overwhelming 
reasons to reject this legislation as currently 
written. So long as those provisions are a 
part of this legislation, supporting appro- 
priate derivatives regulation requires oppos- 
ing this bill. 

We urge you to vote against HR 2289 and 
preserve the CFTC's capacity to properly 
regulate crucial futures and derivatives mar- 
kets. For more information please contact 
AFR's Policy Director, Marcus Stanley at 
marcus@ourfinancialsecurity.org. 

Sincerely, 
AMERICANS FOR FINANCIAL REFORM. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Again, I would urge 
all my colleagues to look in their mail 
for the letter from the Americans for 
Financial Reform strongly opposed to 
this, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the good gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT). 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of this 
resolution and the underlying legisla- 
tion, H.R. 2289, the Commodity End- 
User Relief Act. 

As chairman of the Agriculture Sub- 
committee on Commodity Exchanges, 
Energy, and Credit, I want to thank 
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our chairman, Mr. CONAWAY, for his 
strong leadership and for making this 
reauthorization process a productive 
one through the full Ag Committee. 

I also want to thank my colleague 
from Georgia and the ranking member 
of the Commodity Exchanges, Energy, 
and Credit Subcommittee, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT. He has been a tremendous part- 
ner throughout this effort, and we cer- 
tainly continue to work well together. 
I thank him for that. 

Derivatives markets exist to meet 
the risk management needs of farmers, 
ranchers, utilities, manufacturers, and 
other end users. To be clear, these 
hedging activities directly benefit the 
American citizen by helping to keep 
consumer costs low and reducing the 
risk of manufacturing in the United 
States. 

The ability of producers and end 
users to use the derivatives markets to 
hedge risk has a direct impact on the 
cost of living in my district, Georgia’s 
Eighth Congressional District, and 
every other district around the coun- 
try. It is essential that we have strong 
markets that our farmers, ranchers, 
and end users can utilize to meet their 
needs effectively. 

Earlier this year, our subcommittee 
held three very productive hearings 
that built upon the work done in the 
past two Congresses on this reauthor- 
ization effort. In many hours of testi- 
mony we heard diverse perspectives 
from end users, market participants, 
and regulators that were instrumental 
in drafting this legislation. Their testi- 
mony included outlooks on the unin- 
tentional impacts that the market re- 
forms enacted following the 2008 finan- 
cial crisis were having on the end user 
community. 

Despite congressional attempts to ex- 
empt end users from some of the more 
costly and cumbersome mandates, end 
users continue to face unnecessary reg- 
ulatory burdens and uncertainty. With 
this legislation we have the oppor- 
tunity to erase that. 

H.R. 2289, the Commodity End-User 
Relief Act, seeks to clarify congres- 
sional intent, minimize regulatory bur- 
dens, and most importantly, preserve 
the ability for those necessary risk 
management markets to serve those 
who need them. 

I believe we have met these objec- 
tives of ensuring that our regulatory 
framework protects the integrity of 
our markets while not limiting the 
ability of end users to access these 
tools to conduct their business. 

I am proud to support both this reso- 
lution and the underlying legislation, 
Mr. Speaker, and I urge my colleagues 
to join me in so doing. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

In closing, I want to call to the at- 
tention of my colleagues the State- 
ment of Administration Policy on H.R. 
2289 and just read a little bit of it so 
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that my colleagues understand how 
strongly the administration is opposed 
to this: 

“The administration strongly op- 
poses the passage of H.R. 2289 because 
it undermines the efficient functioning 
of the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. . . by imposing a number 
of organizational and procedural 
changes that would undercut efforts 
taken by the CFTC over the last year 
to address end user concerns. 

“H.R. 2289 also offers no solution to 
address the persistent inadequacy of 
the agency’s funding. The CFTC is one 
of only two Federal financial regu- 
lators funded through annual discre- 
tionary appropriations, and the fund- 
ing that Congress has provided for it 
over the past 5 years has failed to keep 
pace with the increasing complexity of 
the Nation’s financial markets. 

“The changes proposed in H.R. 2289 
would hinder the ability of the CFTC 
to operate effectively, thereby threat- 
ening the financial security of the mid- 
dle class by encouraging the same kind 
of risky, irresponsible behavior that 
led to the great recession.” 

The statement concludes, Mr. Speak- 
er: 

“Tf the President were presented with 
H.R. 2289, his senior advisers would rec- 
ommend that he veto the bill.” 

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 

H.R. 2289 —COMMODITY END-USER RELIEF ACT 

(Rep. Conaway, R-TX, June 2, 2015) 


The Administration is firmly committed 
to strengthening the Nation’s financial sys- 
tem through the implementation of key re- 
forms to safeguard derivatives markets and 
ensure a stronger and fairer financial system 
for investors and consumers. The full benefit 
to the Nation’s citizens and the economy 
cannot be realized unless the entities 
charged with establishing and enforcing the 
rules of the road have the resources to do so. 

The Administration strongly opposes the 
passage of H.R. 2289 because it undermines 
the efficient functioning of the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) by im- 
posing a number of organizational and proce- 
dural changes and would undercut efforts 
taken by the CFTC over the last year to ad- 
dress end-user concerns. H.R. 2289 also offers 
no solution to address the persistent inad- 
equacy of the agency’s funding. The CFTC is 
one of only two Federal financial regulators 
funded through annual discretionary appro- 
priations, and the funding the Congress has 
provided for it over the past five years has 
failed to keep pace with the increasing com- 
plexity of the Nation’s financial markets. 
The changes proposed in H.R. 2289 would 
hinder the ability of the CFTC to operate ef- 
fectively, thereby threatening the financial 
security of the middle class by encouraging 
the same kind of risky, irresponsible behav- 
ior that led to the great recession. 

Prior to enactment of the Dodd-Frank 
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec- 
tion Act, the derivatives markets were large- 
ly unregulated. Losses connected to deriva- 
tives rippled through that hidden network, 
playing a central role in the financial crisis. 
Wall Street Reform resulted in significant 
expansion of the CFTC’s responsibilities, es- 
tablishing a framework for standardized 
over-the-counter derivatives to be traded on 
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regulated platforms and centrally cleared, 
and for data to be reported to repositories to 
increase transparency and price discovery. 
The changes proposed in H.R. 2289 would 
hinder the CFTC’s progress in successfully 
implementing these critical responsibilities 
and would unnecessarily disrupt the effective 
management and operation of the agency 
without providing the more robust and reli- 
able funding that the agency needs. 

In order to respond quickly to market 
events and market participants, the CFTC 
needs funding commensurate with its evolv- 
ing oversight framework. The Administra- 
tion looks forward to working with the Con- 
gress to authorize fee funding for the CFTC 
as proposed in the FY 2016 Budget request, a 
shift that would directly reduce the deficit. 
User fees were first proposed in the Presi- 
dent’s Budget by the Reagan Administration 
more than 30 years ago and have been sup- 
ported by every Democratic and Republican 
Administration since that time. Fee funding 
would shift CFTC costs from the general tax- 
payer to the primary beneficiaries of the 
CFTC’s oversight in a manner that main- 
tains the efficiency, competitiveness, and fi- 
nancial integrity of the Nation’s futures, op- 
tions, and swaps markets, and supports mar- 
ket access for smaller market participants 
hedging or mitigating commercial or agri- 
cultural risk. 

If the President were presented with H.R. 
2289, his senior advisors would recommend 
that he veto the bill. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I think that basi- 
cally says it all. 

While I respect the intentions of my 
colleagues who drafted this bill, I think 
it is a deeply flawed bill, and it creates 
hurdles for the CFTC that will not be 
fully funded and will cause all kinds of 
problems. 

I think we ought to make sure that 
the CFTC can do its job. I don’t want a 
repeat of the financial crisis that re- 
sulted in the Great Recession. And I 
think the American people don’t want 
a repeat of that. 

I get very worried when I see this 
Congress chipping away at Dodd-Frank 
and the provisions in Dodd-Frank that 
get us back to what got us into this 
mess to begin with. I think we can do 
a lot better. 

I urge my colleagues to vote “no” on 
the rule and vote “no” on the under- 
lying bill. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Let me just say I appreciate the good 
discussion here today over the past 
hour. People on both side of the aisles 
have made very good comments, very 
good points. 

As it relates to the last comment 
from Mr. MCGOVERN that talked about 
chipping away at Dodd-Frank, every- 
thing we’re doing around here is fine- 
tuning and improving what has been 
passed in Congresses—legislation, laws 
on the books that need improvement— 
and I see that as what we are doing 
here today. 

So I appreciate very much the com- 
ments. And although we may have 
some differences, I believe that this 
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rule and the underlying bill are very 
strong measures that are important to 
the future of our country. 


This rule provides for ample debate 
on the floor, the opportunity to debate 
and vote on the bill and numerous 
amendments, which I would note are 
divided evenly between Democratic and 
Republican Members of this Chamber. 
It reflects the balanced deliberation 
that this rule will provide. This rule 
will provide for a smooth and delibera- 
tive process for sending this bill over 
to the Senate for their consideration. 

H.R. 2289 is a solid and substantial 
measure that will address several crit- 
ical issues that the CFTC and end users 
are facing. 

Mr. Speaker, no one wants to see the 
complete deregulation of our financial 
services industry and our commodities 
and derivative markets. And I appre- 
ciate the comments from the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. However, 
it is critical that the regulations put in 
place are appropriate for our economy 
and as well for the users. 

These rules have to provide safe- 
guards and prevent systemic risk but 
cannot catch our entire economy in a 
one-size-fits-all regulation. 

AS we have discussed here today, the 
current rules place enormous paper- 
work and financial burdens on small 
businesses. And that cannot go 
unstated. Our small businesses, ranch- 
ers, utilities, and manufacturers all 
face these financial burdens. They take 
these small, risk-averse entities and 
place them under the same regulatory 
scheme as large financial institutions 
and hedge funds. H.R. 2289 will differen- 
tiate and exempt the end users who are 
not a cause of systemic risk and should 
not have been lumped into these rules 
in the first place. 

The underlying bill would also make 
much-needed reforms in the CFTC to 
strengthen their rulemaking process 
and add commonsense consumer pro- 
tections. 

Overall, this is a strong rule that 
provides for consideration of this im- 
portant legislation. I urge my col- 
leagues to support House Resolution 
288 and the underlying bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LOUDERMILK). The question is on the 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 248, nays 
182, not voting 7, as follows: 
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Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 

Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 

Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 


Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 

Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 

Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 


[Roll No. 274] 


YEAS—243 


Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 

Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 

Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 


NAYS—182 


Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
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Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 


Clay Israel Peters 
Cleaver Jeffries Peterson 
Clyburn Johnson (GA) Pingree 

Cohen Johnson, E. B. Pocan 
Connolly Keating Polis 

Conyers Kelly (IL) Price (NC) 
Cooper Kennedy Quigley 

Costa Kildee Rangel 
Courtney Kilmer Rice (NY) 
Crowley Kind i Richmond 
Cuellar Kirkpatrick Roybal-Allard 
Cummings Kuster Ruiz 

Davis (CA) Langevin Ruppersberger 
Davis, Danny Larsen (WA) Rush 

DeFazio Larson (CT) Ryan (OH) 
DeGette Lawrence Sánchez. Linda 
Delaney Lee T d 
DeLauro Levin Sanchez Loretta 
DelBene Lewis Sarbanes 
DeSaulnier Lieu, Ted Schakowsky 
Deutch Lipinski Schiff 

Dingell Loebsack 

Doggett Lofgren Schrader 
Doyle, Michael Lowenthal Scott (VA) 

F. Lowey Serrano 
Duckworth Lujan Grisham Sewell (AL) 
Edwards (NM) Sherman 
Ellison Luján, Ben Ray Sires 
Engel (NM) Slaughter 
Eshoo Lynch Smith (WA) 
Esty Maloney, Speier 
Farr Carolyn Swalwell (CA) 
Fattah Maloney, Sean Takai 
Foster Matsui Takano 
Frankel (FL) McCollum Thompson (CA) 
Fudge McDermott Thompson (MS) 
Gabbard McGovern Titus 
Gallego McNerney Tonko 
Garamendi Meeks Torres 
Graham Meng Tsongas 
Grayson Moore Van Hollen 
Green, Al Moulton Vargas 
Green, Gene Murphy (FL) Veasey 
Grijalva Nadler Vela 
Gutiérrez Napolitano Velazquez 
Hahn Neal Visclosky 
Hastings Nolan Walz 
Heck (WA) Norcross Wasserman 
Higgins O’Rourke Schultz 
Himes Pallone Waters, Maxine 
Hinojosa Pascrell Watson Coleman 
Honda Payne Welch 
Hoyer Pelosi Wilson (FL) 
Huffman Perlmutter Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—7 
Adams Forbes McMorris 
Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee Rodgers 
F. Kaptur Roe (TN) 
1340 
Messrs. FARENTHOLD, HANNA, 


McCLINTOCK, and WEBSTER of Flor- 
ida changed their vote from “nay” to 
“yea.” 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO- 
PRIATIONS ACT, 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN). Pursuant to House Res- 
olution 287 and rule XVITI, the Chair 
declares the House in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of 
the bill, H.R. 2578. 

Will the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. LOUDERMILK) kindly take the 
Chair. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2578) making appropriations for the De- 
partments of Commerce and Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 


and for other purposes, with Mr. 
LOUDERMILK (Acting Chair) in the 
chair. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN 
ScoTT) had been disposed of, and the 
bill had been read through page 98, line 
20. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment by Mr. PITTENGER of 
North Carolina. 

Amendment by Mr. NADLER of New 
York. 

Amendment by Mr. 
fornia. 

Amendment No. 1 by Mrs. BLACKBURN 
of Tennessee. 

Amendment by Mr. FOSTER of Illi- 
nois. 

Amendment No. 9 by Ms. BONAMICI of 
Oregon. 

Amendment by Mr. ELLISON of Min- 
nesota. 

Amendment by Mr. GRAYSON of Flor- 
ida. 

Amendment by Mr. ROHRABACHER of 
California. 

Amendment by Mr. GRAYSON of Flor- 
ida. 

Amendment by Mr. MCCLINTOCK of 
California. 

Amendment by Mr. PERRY of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Amendment by Mr. GARRETT of New 
Jersey. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote in this 
series. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PITTENGER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PITTENGER) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


FARR of Cali- 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 
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The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 163, noes 263, 
not voting 6, as follows: 


[Roll No. 275] 
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AYES—163 
Allen Grothman Pearce 
Amash Hardy Perry 
Amodei Harris Pittenger 
Babin Hartzler Pitts 
Barletta Hensarling Pompeo 
Barr Hice, Jody B. Posey 
Benishek Hill Price, Tom 
Bilirakis Holding Ratcliffe 
Bishop (UT) Hudson Reed 
Black Huelskamp ; 
Blackburn Huizenga (MI) a 
Brady (TX) Hultgren R 
oby 
Brat Hunter Rogers (AL) 
Bridenstine Hurd (TX) 
Brooks (AL) Hurt (VA) Ronfabacher 
Brooks (IN) Issa Rokita 
Bucshon Jenkins (KS) Roskam 
Burgess Johnson (OH) Rothfus 
Byrne Johnson, Sam Rouzer 
Carter (GA) Jordan Russell 
Carter (TX) Kelly (PA) Ryan (WI) 
Chabot King (IA) Salmon 
Chaffetz King (NY) Sanford 
Clawson (FL) Kinzinger (IL) Scalise 
Coffman Kirkpatrick Schweikert 
Collins (GA) Kline Scott, Austin 
Collins (NY) Knight Sensenbrenner 
Comstock Labrador Sessions 
Conaway LaMalfa Shuster 
Cook Lamborn Sinema 
Cramer Latta Smith (NE) 
Crawford LoBiondo Smith (TX) 
ea (FL) ea aaron Stewart 
en ove 
DeSantis Luetkemeyer paros 
DesJarlais Marchant Ti y 
i ipton 
Duffy Marino Walberg 
Duncan (SC) McCarthy 3 
* Walorski 
Fincher McCaul Walters Mimi 
Fleming McHenry d 
Flores Meadows Weber (TX) 
Forbes Messer Wenstrup 
Fortenberry Mica Westerman 
Foxx Miller (FL) Westmoreland 
Franks (AZ) Miller (MI) Whitfield 
Garrett Mooney (WV) Williams 
Gibbs Mullin Wilson (SC) 
Goodlatte Mulvaney Wittman 
Gosar Neugebauer Womack 
Gowdy Newhouse Woodall 
Graham Nunes Yoder 
Granger Olson Yoho 
Graves (GA) Palazzo Young (IN) 
Graves (LA) Palmer Zeldin 
Graves (MO) Paulsen Zinke 
NOES—263 
Abraham Castor (FL) DeSaulnier 
Aderholt Castro (TX) Deutch 
Aguilar Chu, Judy Diaz-Balart 
Ashford Cicilline Dingell 
Barton Clark (MA) Doggett 
Bass Clarke (NY) Dold 
Beatty Clay Donovan 
Becerra Cleaver Doyle, Michael 
Bera Clyburn F. 
Beyer Cohen Duckworth 
Bishop (GA) Cole Duncan (TN) 
Bishop (MI) Connolly Edwards 
Blum Conyers Ellison 
Blumenauer Cooper Ellmers (NC) 
Bonamici Costa Emmer (MN) 
Bos Costello (PA) Engel 
Boustany Courtney Eshoo 
Brady (PA) Crenshaw Esty 
Brown (FL) Crowley Farenthold 
Brownley (CA) Cuellar Farr 
Buchanan Culberson Fattah 
Buck Cummings Fitzpatrick 
Bustos Davis (CA) Fleischmann 
Butterfield Davis, Danny Foster 
Calvert Davis, Rodney Frankel (FL) 
Capps DeFazio Frelinghuysen 
Capuano DeGette Fudge 
Cardenas Delaney Gabbard 
Carney DeLauro Gallego 
Carson (IN) DelBene Garamendi 
Cartwright Denham Gibson 


Soomer ae i ete A recorded vote was ordered. 
rayson acArthur us. p : f 
Green, Al Maloney, Ryan (OH) The Acting CHAIR. This will þe a 2- 
Green, Gene Carolyn Sánchez, Linda minute vote. 
Griffith Maloney, Sean T A X 
Grijalva Maa Sanchez Loretta The vote was taken by electronic de 
Guinta Matsui Sarbanes vice, and there were—ayes 170, noes 256, 
Guthrie McClintock Schakowsky not voting 6, as follows: 
Gutiérrez McCollum Schiff 
Hahn McDermott Schrader [Roll No. 276] 
Hanna McGovern Scott (VA) AYES—170 
Harper McKinley Scott, David 
Hastings McMorris Serrano Amash Gabbard Norcross 
Heck (NV) Rodgers Sewell (AL) Bass Gallego O'Rourke 
Heck (WA) McNerney Sherman Beatty Garamendi Pallone 
Herrera Beutler McSally Shimkus Becerra Gibson Pascrell 
Higgins Meehan Simpson Bera Grayson Payne 
Himes Meeks Sires Beyer Green, Al Pelosi 
Hinojosa Meng Slaughter Bishop (GA) Grijalva Perlmutter 
Honda Moolenaar Smith (NJ) Blumenauer Hahn Peters 
Hoyer Moore Smith (WA) Bonamici Hastings Peterson 
Huffman Moulton Speier Brady (PA) Heck (WA) Pingree 
Israel Murphy (FL) Stefanik Brown (FL) Higgins Pocan 
Jeffries Murphy (PA) Stivers Bustos _ Himes Polis 
Jenkins (WV) Nadler Swalwell (CA) Butterfield Hinojosa Price (NC) 
Johnson (GA) Napolitano Takai Capuano Honda Quigley 
Johnson, E. B. Neal Takano Cardenas Hoyer Rangel 
Jolly Noem Thompson (CA) Carney Huffman Rice (NY) 
Jones Nolan Thompson (MS) Carson (IN) Israel Rice (SC 
Cart ht Jeff (50) 
Joyce Norcross Thompson (PA) artwrig eliries Richmond 
Katko Nugent Tiberi Castor (FL) Johnson (GA) Roybal-Allard 
Keating O "Rourke Titus Castro (TX) Johnson, E. B. Rush 
Kelly (IL) Pallone Tonko Chu, Judy Keating Ryan (OH) 
Kennedy Pascrell Torres Cicilline Kelly (IL) Sánchez, Linda 
Kildee Payne Trott Clark (MA) Kennedy T. 
Kilmer Pelosi Tsongas Clarke (NY) Kildee Sanford 
Kind Perlmutter Turner Clay Kilmer Sarbanes 
Kuster Peters Upton Cleaver Kind Schakowsky 
Lance Peterson Valadao Clyburn Kuster Schiff 
Langevin Pingree Van Hollen Cohen Langevin Schrader 
Larsen (WA) Pocan Vargas Connolly Larsen (WA) Scott (VA) 
Larson (CT) Poe (TX) Veasey Conyers Larson (CT) Scott. David 
Lawrence Poliquin Vela Cooper Lawrence Serrand 
Lee Polis Velázquez Courtney Lee Sewell (AL) 
Levin Price (NC) Visclosky Crowley Levin Sherman 
Lewis Quigley Wagner Cummings Lewis Slaucht 
Lieu, Ted Rangel Walden Davis (CA) Lieu, Ted aug T or 
Lipinski Reichert Walker Davis, Danny Loebsack ae (WA) 
Loebsack Renacci Walz DeFazio Lofgren Saat (CA) 
Lofgren Rice (NY) Wasserman DeGette Lowenthal Takai 
Long Richmond Schultz Delaney Lowey EEN 
Lowenthal Rigell Waters, Maxine DeLauro Lujan Grisham 
DelBene (NM) Thompson (CA) 
Lowey Rogers (KY) Watson Coleman y ay Th MS 
Lucas Rooney (FL) Webster (FL) DeSaulnier Lujan, Ben Ray wae (MS) 
Lujan Grisham Ros-Lehtinen Welch Deutch (NM) aii 
(NM) Ross Wilson (FL) Dingell Lynch Totes 
Luján, Ben Ray  Roybal-Allard Yarmuth Doggett Maloney, 
(NM) Royce Young (AK) Doyle, Michael Carolyn Tsongas 
Lummis Ruiz Young (IA) F. Matsui Van Hollen 
Duckworth McCollum Vargas 
NOT VOTING—6 Duncan (TN) McDermott Veasey 
Adams Jackson Lee Smith (MO) Edwards McGovern Velázquez 
Boyle, Brendan Kaptur Ellison McNerney Visclosky 
F Roe (TN) Engel Meeks Walz 
i Eshoo Meng Wasserman 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR Esty Moore Schultz 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). Farr Moulton Waters, Maxine 
There is 1 minute remainin Fattah Nadler Watson Coleman 
S. Foster Napolitano Welch 
1347 Frankel (FL) Neal Wilson (FL) 
Fudge Nolan Yarmuth 
Ms. MOORE changed her vote from 
“aye” to “no ys NOES—256 
So the amendment was rejected. Abraham Brooks (IN) Cramer 
The result of the vote was announced Aderholt Brownley (CA) Crawford 
b ded Aguilar Buchanan Crenshaw 
as above recorded. Allen Buck Cuellar 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER Amodei Bucshon Culberson 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished med e Shade 
p abin yrne avis, Rodney 
business is the demand for a recorded Barletta Calvert Denham 
vote on the amendment offered by the Barr Capps Dent 
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD- Barton Carter (GA) DeSantis 
LER) on which further proceedings were Benishek Carter (TX) Desjar las 
r Bilirakis Chabot Diaz-Balart 
postponed and on which the noes pre- Bishop (MI) Chaffetz Dold 
vailed by voice vote. Bishop (UT) Clawson (FL) Donovan 
The Clerk will redesignate the AERA neva rhea ist) 
amendment ackburn ole uncan 
y E Blum Collins (GA) Ellmers (NC) 
The Clerk redesignated the amend- Bost Collins (NY) Emmer (MN) 
ment. Boustany Comstock Farenthold 
RECORDED VOTE Brady (TX) Conaway Fincher 
N Brat Cook Fitzpatrick 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote Bridenstine Costà Fleischmann 
has been demanded. Brooks (AL) Costello (PA) Fleming 
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Flores LoBiondo Roskam 
Forbes Long Ross 
Fortenberry Loudermilk Rothfus 
Foxx Love Rouzer 
Franks (AZ) Lucas Royce 
Frelinghuysen Luetkemeyer Ruiz 
Garrett Lummis Ruppersberger 
Gibbs MacArthur Russell 
Gohmert Maloney, Sean Ryan (WI) 
armies ae nant Salmon 
osar armo. Sanchez, Loretta 
Gowdy Massie Scalise 
Graham McCarthy Schweikert 
Granger McCaul Scott, Austin 
Graves (GA) McClintock Sensenbrenner 
Graves (LA) McHenry Sessions 
Graves (MO) McKinley Shimkus 
oo Nae Shuster 
riffi odgers : 
Grothman McSally Sarin 
Guinta Meadows Sires 
lit Merona Smith (MO) 
arra esser Smith (NE) 
ardy Mica Smith (NJ) 
Harper Miller (FL) Smi 
A y mith (TX) 
Harris Miller (MI) Stefanik 
Hartzler Moolenaar Stewart 
Heck (NV) Mooney (WV) Stivers 
Hensarling Mullin 
Stutzman 
Herrera Beutler Mulvaney 
E Thompson (PA) 
Hice, Jody B. Murphy (FL) Thornberr: 
Hill Murphy (PA) OTT erty, 
Holding Neugebauer Tiberi 
Hudson Newhouse Tipton 
Huelskamp Noem Trott 
Huizenga (MI) Nugent Turner 
Hultgren Nunes Upton 
Hunter Olson Valadao 
Hurd (TX) Palazzo Vela 
Hurt (VA) Palmer Wagner 
Issa Paulsen Walberg 
Jenkins (KS) Pearce Walden 
Jenkins (WV) Perry Walker . 
Johnson (OH) Pittenger Walorski 
Johnson, Sam Pitts Walters, Mimi 
Jolly Poe (TX) Weber (TX) 
Jones Poliquin Webster (FL) 
Jordan Pompeo Wenstrup 
Joyce Posey Westerman 
Katko Price, Tom Westmoreland 
Kelly (PA) Ratcliffe Whitfield 
King (IA) Reed Williams 
King (NY) Reichert Wilson (SC) 
Kinzinger (IL) Renacci Wittman 
Kirkpatrick Ribble Womack 
Kline Rigell Woodall 
Knight Roby Yoder 
Labrador Rogers (AL) Yoho 
LaMalfa Rogers (KY) Young (AK) 
Lamborn Rohrabacher Young (IA) 
Lance Rokita Young (IN) 
Latta Rooney (FL) Zeldin 
Lipinski Ros-Lehtinen Zinke 
NOT VOTING—6 
Adams Gutierrez Roe (TN) 
Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee 
F. Kaptur 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 


The result of the vote was announced 


as above recorded. 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FARR 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. FARR) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 153, noes 273, 
not voting 6, as follows: 


Stated for: 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chair, on rollcall Vote No. 
276 | am recorded as voting “no;” however, | 
intended to vote “yes.” 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Chair, | was inadvert- 
ently absent in the House chamber for a vote 
on Wednesday, June 3, 2015. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall 
vote 276 in support of the Nadler Amendment 
to remove language in the underlying bill to 
prohibit the use of funds to transfer or release 
detainees held at Guantanamo Bay. 


[Roll No. 277] 


AYES—153 

Aguilar Fudge Nolan 
Bass Gabbard O’Rourke 
Beatty Gallego Payne 
Becerra Garamendi Pelosi 
Beyer Green, Al Perlmutter 
Bishop (GA) Grijalva Peters 
Blumenauer Gutiérrez Peterson 
Bonamici Hahn Pingree 
Brady (PA) Higgins Pocan 
Bustos . Himes Polis 
Butterfield Hinojosa Price (NC) 
Capps Honda Rangel 
Capuano Huffman Rice (NY) 
eed aN) pai Richmond 

arson effries 7 
Cartwright Johnson (GA) etd al Aland 
Castor (FL) Johnson, E. B. Rush 
Castro (TX) Kelly (IL) R 

yan (OH) 

Chu, Judy Kennedy Sanches, Dinda 
Cicilline Kildee T 2 
onn en ae Sanchez, Loretta 
Clay Kirkpatrick Sarbanes 
Cleaver Langevin Schakowsky 
Clyburn Larsen (WA) Schiff 
Cohen Larson (CT) Scott (VA) 
Conyers Lawrence Scott, David 
Cooper Lee Sensenbrenner 
Costa Levin Serrano 
Courtney Lewis Sewell (AL) 
Cramer Lieu, Ted Sinema 
Crowley Loebsack Slaughter 
Cummings Lofgren Smith (WA) 
Davis (CA) Lowenthal Speier 
Davis, Danny Lowey Swalwell (CA) 
DeFazio Lujan Grisham Takai 
DeGette (NM) Takano 
Delaney Luján, Ben Ray Thompson (CA) 
DeLauro (NM) Thompson (MS) 
DelBene Maloney, Titus 
DeSaulnier Carolyn Tonko 
Dingell Matsui Torres 
Doggett McCollum Tsongas 
Doyle, Michael McDermott Van Hollen 

F. McGovern Vargas 
Duckworth McNerney Veasey 
Edwards Meeks Vela 
Ellison Meng Velázquez 
Eshoo Moore Visclosky 
Esty Moulton Walz 
Farr Nadler Waters, Maxine 
Fattah Napolitano Welch 
Foster Neal Yarmuth 

NOES—273 

Abraham Benishek Brady (TX) 
Aderholt Bera Brat 
Allen Bilirakis Bridenstine 
Amash Bishop (MI) Brooks (AL) 
Amodei Bishop (UT) Brooks (IN) 
Ashford Black Brown (FL) 
Babin Blackburn Brownley (CA) 
Barletta Blum Buchanan 
Barr Bost Buck 
Barton Boustany Bucshon 
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Burgess Huelskamp Posey 
Byrne Huizenga (MI) Price, Tom 
Calvert Hultgren Quigley 
Cardenas Hunter Ratcliffe 
Carter (GA) Hurd (TX) Reed 
Carter (TX) Hurt (VA) Reichert 
Chabot Issa Renacci 
Chaffetz Jenkins (KS) Ribble 
Clawson (FL) Jenkins (WV) Rice (SC) 
Coffman Johnson (OH) Rigell 
Cole Johnson, Sam Roby 
Collins (GA) Jolly Rogers (AL) 
Collins (NY) Jones Rogers (KY) 
Comstock Jordan Rohrabacher 
Conaway Joyce Rokita 
Connolly Katko Rooney (FL) 
Cook Keating Ros-Lehtinen 
Costello (PA) Kelly (PA) Roskam 
Crawford King (IA) Ross 
Crenshaw King (NY) Rothfus 
Cuellar Kinzinger (IL) Rouzer 
Culberson Kline Royce 
Curbelo (FL) Knight Ruppersberger 
Davis, Rodney Kuster Russell 
Denham Labrador Ryan (WI) 
Den LaMalfa Salmon 
DeSantis Lamborn 
DesJarlais Lance ey 
Deutch Latta Schrader 
Diaz-Balart Lipinski Schweikert 
Dol LoBiondo Scott, Austin 
Donovan Long Sessions 
Duffy Loudermilk Sherman 
Duncan (SC) Love Shimkus 
Duncan (TN) Lucas Shuster 
Ellmers (NC) Luetkemeyer Simpson 
Emmer (MN) Lummis Sires 
Engel Lynch Smith (MO) 
Farenthold MacArthur Smith (NE) 
Fincher Maloney, Sean E 
Fitzpatrick Marchant Smith (NJ) 
Fleischmann Marino Smith (TX) 
Fleming Massie Stefanik 
Flores McCarthy Stewart 
Forbes McCaul Stivers 
Fortenberry McClintock Stutzman 
Foxx McHenry Thompson (PA) 
Frankel (FL) McKinley Thornberry 
Franks (AZ) McMorris Tiberi 
Frelinghuysen Rodgers Tipton 
Garrett McSally Trott 
Gibbs Meadows Turner 
Gibson Meehan Upton 
Gohmert Messer Valadao 
Goodlatte Mica Wagner 
Gosar Miller (FL) Walberg 
Gowdy Miller (MI) Walden 
Graham Moolenaar Walker 
Granger Mooney (WV) Walorski 
Graves (GA) Mullin Walters, Mimi 
Graves (LA) Mulvaney Wasserman 
Graves (MO) Murphy (FL) Schultz 
Green, Gene Murphy (PA) Watson Coleman 
Griffith Neugebauer Weber (TX) 
Grothman Newhouse Webster (FL) 
Guinta Noem Wenstrup 
Guthrie Norcross Westerman 
Hanna Nugent Westmoreland 
Hardy Nunes Whitfield 
Harper Olson Williams 
Harris Palazzo Wilson (FL) 
Hartzler Pallone Wilson (SC) 
Hastings Palmer Wittman 
Heck (NV) Pascrell Womack 
Heck (WA) Paulsen Woodall 
Hensarling Pearce Yoder 
Herrera Beutler Perry Yoho 
Hice, Jody B. Pittenger Young (AK) 
Hill Pitts Young (IA) 
Holding Poe (TX) Young (IN) 
Hoyer Poliquin Zeldin 
Hudson Pompeo Zinke 
NOT VOTING—6 

Adams Grayson Roe (TN) 
Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee 

F. Kaptur 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Mr. CICILLINE changed his vote 
from “no” to “aye.” 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MRS. 
BLACKBURN 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 168, noes 257, 
not voting 7, as follows: 


[Roll No. 278] 


AYES—168 

Allen Harper Palmer 
Amash Harris Paulsen 
Babin Hartzler Pearce 
Barton Hensarling Perry 
Bilirakis Hice, Jody B. Pittenger 
Bishop (MI) Hill Pitts 
Bishop (UT) Holding Poe (TX) 
Black Hudson Poliquin 
Blackburn Huelskamp Pompeo 
Blum Huizenga (MI) ai 
Brady (TX) Hultgren ENOS E 
Bra Hunter Ribble 
Bridenstine Hurd (TX) Rice (SC) 
Brooks (AL) Hurt (VA) A 
Buchanan Issa Rigell 
Buck Jenkins (KS) Rohrabacher 
Bucshon Johnson (OH) Rokita 
Burgess Johnson, Sam Rothfus 
Byrne Jones Rouzer 
Carter (GA) Jordan Royce 
Chabot Kelly (PA) Russell 
Chaffetz King (IA) Ryan (WI) 
Clawson (FL) Kline Salmon 
Coffman Knight Sanford 
Collins (GA) Labrador Scalise 
Collins (NY) LaMalfa Schweikert 
Conaway Lamborn Scott, Austin 
Cook Lance Sensenbrenner 
Cooper Latta Sessions 
Cramer Long Shuster 
Crawford Loudermilk Smith (MO) 
DeSantis Love Smith (NE) 
DesJarlais Lucas Smith (TX) 
Duffy Luetkemeyer Stewart 
Duncan (SC) Lummis Stutzman 
Duncan (TN) Marchant Thornberry 
Farenthold Massie Tiberi 

8 iberi 
Fincher McCaul Tipton 
Fleischmann McClintock 

S Upton 

Fleming McHenry W. 
Flores McMorris agner 
Forbes Rodgers Walberg 
Foxx McSally Walker a 
Franks (AZ) Meadows Walorski 
Garrett Messer Walters, Mimi 
Gibbs Mica Weber (TX) 
Gohmert Miller (FL) Wenstrup 
Goodlatte Miller (MD Westerman 
Gosar Moolenaar Williams 
Gowdy Mooney (WV) Wilson (SC) 
Graves (GA) Mullin Wittman 
Graves (LA) Mulvaney Woodall 
Graves (MO) Murphy (PA) Yoder 
Griffith Napolitano Yoho 
Grothman Neugebauer Young (IA) 
Guinta Olson Young (IN) 
Guthrie Palazzo Zinke 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Barr 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 


Adams 


Boyle, Brendan 


F. 


NOES—257 


Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 


NOT VOTING—7 


Carson (IN) 
Hinojosa 
Jackson Lee 
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O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 
T; 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Zeldin 


Roe (TN) 
Wilson (FL) 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 
278, had | been present, | would have voted 
“no.” 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FOSTER 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WOODALL). 
The unfinished business is the demand 
for a recorded vote on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. FOSTER) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 195, noes 232, 
not voting 5, as follows: 


[Roll No. 279] 


AYES—195 

Aguilar Duffy Lance 
Amash Duncan (TN) Larsen (WA) 
Barletta Edwards Latta 
Bass Ellison Lawrence 
Becerra Emmer (MN) Levin 
Benishek Engel Lieu, Ted 
Bera Fitzpatrick Lipinski 
Beyer Forbes LoBiondo 
Bilirakis Foster Loebsack 
Bishop (MI) Foxx Loudermilk 
Bishop (UT) Franks (AZ) Lowenthal 
Bost Gallego Maloney, 
Brat Garamendi Carolyn 
Brownley (CA) Garrett Maloney, Sean 
Bucshon Gibbs Massie 
Burgess Gohmert McCarthy 
Bustos Goodlatte McClintock 
Cardenas Graham McCollum 
Carson (IN) Graves (GA) McDermott 
Carter (GA) Griffith McHenry 
Cartwright Grothman MeMorris 
Castro (TX) Gutiérrez Rodgers 
Chabot Harris McNerney 
Chu, Judy Hensarling McSally 
Clawson (FL) Herrera Beutler Meeks 
Clay Hice, Jody B. Meng 
Coffman Higgins Miller (FL) 
Collins (GA) Himes Miller (MI) 
Connolly Holding Moore 
Cooper Hoyer Murphy (FL) 
Costa Hudson Murphy (PA) 
Costello (PA) Huffman Nadler 
Crowley Huizenga (MI) Napolitano 
Cuellar Hultgren Nolan 
Cummings Hunter Norcross 
Davis (CA) Hurt (VA) Nugent 
Davis, Rodney Issa O’Rourke 
DeGette Jeffries Pallone 
Delaney Johnson, E. B. Pascrell 
Denham Jones Paulsen 
Dent Kaptur Payne 
DeSantis Katko Pelosi 
DesJarlais Kelly (IL) Perlmutter 
Dingell Kildee Perry 
Doggett Kind Peters 
Dold Kinzinger (IL) Peterson 
Doyle, Michael Kirkpatrick Pittenger 

F. Kline Pocan 
Duckworth LaMalfa Poe (TX) 
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Polis Sanchez, Linda Torres Wittman Yoder Young (IN) Jenkins (WV) Meeks Schrader 
Price, Tom T Upton Womack Young (AK) Zeldin Johnson (GA) Meng Schweikert 
Quigley Sanchez, Loretta Vargas Yarmuth Young (IA) Zinke Johnson, E. B. Messer Scott (VA) 
Range Sarbanes Veasey Jolly Mooney (WV) Scott, David 
Ratcliffe Schakowsky Vela NOT VOTING—5 Jones Moore Serrano 
Renacci Schweikert Wagner Adams Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee Joyce Moulton Sewell (AL) 
Ribble Scott, Austin Walberg Babin F. Roe (TN) Kaptur Mulvaney Sherman 
Rice (NY) Sensenbrenner Walden Keating Murphy (FL) Sinema 
Rohrabacher Sherman Walz ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR Kelly (IL) Nadler Sires 
Roskam Shimkus Wasserman The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). Kennedy Napolitano Slaughter 
Ross Shuster 5 3 ini Kildee Neal Smith (MO) 
E Seni le There is 1 minute remaining. imer SN Smith (WA) 
i aters, Maxine . 
Rouzer Sires Webster (FL) 1403 Kind Nolan Speier | 
Roybal-Allard Smith (NJ) King (NY) Norcross Stefanik 
Ruiz Smith (WA) Wenstrup Kinzinger (IL) O’Rourke Stewart 
: Wilson (FL) Messrs. NORCROSS, SIRES, and ¿208% 
Ruppersberger Stivers y Kirkpatrick Pallone Stutzman 
Ryan (WI) Takano Woodall CUMMINGS changed their vote from Kline Pascrell Swalwell (CA) 
Salmon Tiberi Xoro “no” to “aye.” Knight Payne Takai 
onac So the amendment was rejected. A a ia i oan as 
ES— abrador erlmutter ompson 
The result of the vote was announced Langevin Perry Thompson (MS) 
Abraham Gosar Neal as above recorded. Larsen (WA) Peters Tipton 
RRA Petey ee AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MS. BONAMICI Larson (CT) Peterson Titus 
en Granger Newhouse A cra Lawrence Pingree Tonko 
Amodei Graves (LA) Noem The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished Lee Poean Torres 
Ashford Graves (MO) Nunes business is the demand for a recorded Levin Poliquin Tsongas 
Ba Grayson ER vote on the amendment offered by the Lewis Polis Upton 
> Lieu, Ted Price (NO) Van Hollen 
Beatty Green, Gene Palmer gentlewoman from Oregon (Ms. Lipinski Price. Tom Vargas 
Bishop (GA) Grijalva Pearce BONAMICI) on which further proceedings LoBiondo Quigley Veasey 
Black Guinta Pingree were postponed and on which the noes  Loebsack Rangel Vela 
Blackburn Guthrie Pitts ` f Lofgren Reed Velázquez 
Blum Hahn Poliquin prevailed by volce yote: Loudermilk Ribble Visclosky 
Blumenauer Hanna Pompeo The Clerk will redesignate the Love Rice (NY) Walden 
Bonamici Hardy Posey amendment. Lowenthal Rice (SC) Walorski 
EA Hie E NC) The Clerk redesignated the amend- Lowey Richmond Walz 
f ~ Luetkemeyer Rigell Wasserman 
Brady (TX) Hastings Reichert ment. Lujan Grisham Rogers (AL) Schultz 
oa poe ae ae san RECORDED VOTE (NM) Rohrabacher Waters, Maxine 
rooks ec ichmon á 14 i 
BEE N NE Risol The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote Luján, BenRay Rokita , Watson Coleman 
Brown (FL) Hinojosa Roby has been demanded. Lummis Ros-Lehtinen Wenstrup 
Buchanan Honda Rogers (AL) A recorded vote was ordered. Lynch Roybal-Allard Westmoreland 
ee eine pont REA R The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- Maloney, Royce Whitfield 
Butterfield Hurd (TX) Rokita A Carolyn Ruppersberger Wilson (FL) 
Byrne Israel Rooney (FL) minute vote. Maloney, Sean Rush Woodall 
Calvert Jenkins (KS) Ros-Lehtinen The vote was taken by electronic de- Massie Ryan (OH) Yarmuth 
Capps Jenkins WV)", -Royce vice, and there were—ayes 282, noes 146, Matsui Sánchez, Linda Yoho 
Capuano Johnson (GA) Rush E 3 McClintock T. Young (AK) 
Carney Johnson (OH) Russell not voting 4, as follows: S 
Carter (TX) EA Sain Ryan (OH) [Roll No. 280] McCollum Sanchez, Loretta Young (IA) 
, . McDermott Sarbanes Young (IN) 
Castor (FL) Jolly Sanford AYES—282 McGovern Schakowsky Zeldin 
Chaffetz Jordan Scalise ; McNerney Schiff Zinke 
Cicilline Joyce Schiff Aguilar Cohen Esty 
Clark (MA) Keating Schrader Amash Collins (GA) Farr NOES—146 
Clarke (NY) Kelly (PA) Scott (VA) Ashford Collins (NY) Fattah 
Cleaver Kennedy Scott, David Barr Comstock Fincher Abraham Gohmert McMorris 
Clyburn Kilmer Serrano Bass Conaway Fleischmann Aderholt Gosar Rodgers 
Cohen King (IA) Sessions Becerra Connolly Fortenberry Allen Gowdy McSally 
Cole King (NY) Sewell (AL) Benishek Conyers Foster Amodei Granger Meadows 
Collins (NY) Knight Simpson Bera Cooper Frankel (FL) Babin Graves (LA) Meehan 
Comstock Kuster Slaughter Beyer Costa Fudge Barletta Graves (MO) Mica 
Conaway Labrador Smith (MO) Bishop (GA) Costello (PA) Gabbard Barton Guinta Miller (FL) 
Conyers Lamborn Smith (NE) Bishop (UT) Courtney Gallego Beatty Guthrie Miller (MI) 
Cook Langevin Smith (TX) Blackburn Cramer Garamendi Bilirakis Harper Moolenaar 
Courtney Larson (CT) Speier Blum Crowley Garrett Bishop (MI) Harris Mullin 
Cramer Lee Stefanik Blumenauer Cummings Gibson Black Hartzler Murphy (PA) 
Crawford Lewis Stewart Bonamici Curbelo (FL) Goodlatte Bos Hensarling Neugebauer 
Crenshaw Lofgren Stutzman Brady (PA) Davis (CA) Graham Boustany Hill Noem 
Culberson Long Swalwell (CA) Brat Davis, Danny Graves (GA) Brady (TX) Hinojosa Nugent 
Curbelo (FL) Love Takai Brooks (AL) Davis, Rodney Grayson Bridenstine Holding Nunes 
Davis, Danny Lowey Thompson (CA) Brooks (IN) DeFazio Green, Al Buchanan Hudson Olson 
DeFazio Lucas Thompson (MS) Brown (FL) DeGette Green, Gene Burgess Huizenga (MI) Palazzo 
DeLauro Luetkemeyer Thompson (PA) Brownley (CA) Delaney Griffith Byrne Hultgren Palmer 
DelBene Lujan Grisham Thornberry Buck DeLauro Grijalva Calvert Hurd (TX) Paulsen 
DeSaulnier (NM) Tipton Bucshon DelBene Grothman Carter (GA) Issa Pearce 
Deutch Lujan, Ben Ray Titus Bustos Dent Gutierrez Carter (TX) Pittenger 
Diaz-Balart (NM) Tonko Butterfield DeSantis Hahn Chabot Johnson (OH) Pitts 
Donovan Lummis Trott Capps DeSaulnier Hanna Cole Johnson, Sam Poe (TX) 
Duncan (SC) Lynch Tsongas Capuano DesJarlais Hardy Cook Jordan Pompeo 
Ellmers (NC) MacArthur Turner Cardenas Deutch Hastings Crawford Katko Posey 
Eshoo Marchant Valadao Carney Dingell Heck (NV) Crenshaw Kelly (PA) Ratcliffe 
Esty Marino Van Hollen Carson (IN) Doggett Heck (WA) Cuellar King (IA) Reichert 
Farenthold Matsui Velazquez Cartwright Dold Herrera Beutler Culberson LaMalfa Renacci 
Farr McCaul Visclosky Castor (FL) Donovan Hice, Jody B. Denham Lamborn Roby 
Fattah McGovern Walker Castro (TX) Doyle, Michael Higgins Diaz-Balart Lance Rogers (KY) 
Fincher McKinley Walorski Chaffetz F. Himes Duffy Latta Roskam 
Fleischmann Meadows Walters, Mimi Chu, Judy Duckworth Honda Farenthold Long Ross 
Fleming Meehan Watson Coleman Cicilline Duncan (SC) Hoyer Fitzpatrick Lucas Rothfus 
Flores Messer Weber (TX) Clark (MA) Duncan (TN) Huelskamp Fleming MacArthur Rouzer 
Fortenberry Mica Welch Clarke (NY) Edwards Huffman Flores Marchant Ruiz 
Frankel (FL) Moolenaar Westerman Clawson (FL) Ellison Hunter Forbes Marino Russell 
Frelinghuysen Mooney (WV) Westmoreland Clay Ellmers (NC) Hurt (VA) Foxx McCarthy Ryan (WI) 
Fudge Moulton Whitfield Cleaver Emmer (MN) Israel Franks (AZ) McCaul Salmon 
Gabbard Mullin Williams Clyburn Engel Jeffries Frelinghuysen McHenry Sanford 


Gibson Mulvaney Wilson (SC) Coffman Eshoo Jenkins (KS) Gibbs McKinley Scalise 
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Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stivers 


Adams 


Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Trott 

Turner 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walker 
Walters, Mimi 


NOT VOTING—4 


Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
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Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yoder 


Jackson Lee 
Roe (TN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (Mr. LOUDERMILK) 
(during the vote). There is 1 minute re- 
maining. 


1407 


Mr. REED changed his vote from 
“no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ELLISON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. ELLI- 
SON) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 244, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 281] 


AYES—184 
Aguilar Cuellar Hahn 
Ashford Cummings Hastings 
Bass Davis (CA) Heck (WA) 
Beatty Davis, Danny Higgins 
Becerra DeFazio Himes 
Bera DeGette Hinojosa 
Beyer Delaney Honda 
Bishop (GA) DeLauro Hoyer 
Blumenauer DelBene Huffman 
Bonamici DeSaulnier Israel 
Brady (PA) Deutch Jeffries 
Brown (FL) Dingell Johnson (GA) 
Brownley (CA) Doggett Johnson, E. B. 
Bustos Doyle, Michael Kaptur 
Butterfield F. Keating 
Capps Duckworth Kelly (IL) 
Capuano Edwards Kennedy 
Cardenas Ellison Kildee 
Carney Engel Kilmer 
Carson (IN) Eshoo z 
Cartwright Esty Kind k 
Castor (FL) Farr Kirkpatrick 
Castro (TX) Fattah Kuster . 
Chu, Judy Fitzpatrick Langevin 
Cicilline Foster Larsen (WA) 
Clark (MA) Frankel (FL) Larson (CT) 
Clarke (NY) Fudge Lawrence 
Clay Gabbard Lee 
Cleaver Gallego Levin 
Clyburn Garamendi Lewis 
Cohen Graham Lieu, Ted 
Conyers Grayson Lipinski 
Cooper Green, Al Loebsack 
Costa Green, Gene Lofgren 
Courtney Grijalva Lowenthal 
Crowley Gutiérrez Lowey 


Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 


Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 


NOES—244 


Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 


Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WD 
Salmon 
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Sanford Stutzman Wenstrup 
Scalise Thompson (PA) Westerman 
Schweikert Thornberry Westmoreland 
Scott (VA) Tiberi Whitfield 
Scott, Austin Tipton Williams 
Sensenbrenner Trott Wilson (SC) 
Siena ciao Wittman 
imkus pton 
Shuster Valadao wee 
5 oodall 
Simpson Wagner Yoder 
Smith (MO) Walberg 
Smith (NE) Walden Yoho 
Smith (NJ) Walker Young (AK) 
Smith (TX) Walorski Young (IA) 
Stefanik Walters, Mimi Young (IN) 
Stewart Weber (TX) Zeldin 
Stivers Webster (FL) Zinke 
NOT VOTING—4 
Adams Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee 


F. Roe (TN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1413 


Mr. RUPPERSBERGER changed his 
vote from “no” to “aye.” 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia changed his 
vote from “aye” to “no.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 27, noes 399, 
answered “present” 1, not voting 5, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 282] 


AYES—27 
Aderholt Grayson Perry 
Brooks (AL) Issa Posey 
Burgess Jones Rohrabacher 
Carson (IN) Katko Russell 
Duncan (TN) LaMalfa Sensenbrenner 
Fincher Lofgren Takai 
Gabbard McKinley Titus 
Gibson Mooney (WV) Visclosky 
Gohmert Nolan Yoho 
NOES—399 
Abraham Beyer Bridenstine 
Aguilar Bilirakis Brooks (IN) 
Allen Bishop (GA) Brown (FL) 
Amash Bishop (MI) Brownley (CA) 
Amodei Bishop (UT) Buchanan 
Ashford Black Buck 
Babin Blackburn Bucshon 
Barletta Blum Bustos 
Barr Blumenauer Butterfield 
Barton Bonamici Byrne 
Bass Bost Calvert 
Beatty Boustany Capps 
Becerra Brady (PA) Capuano 
Benishek Brady (TX) Cárdenas 
Bera Brat Carney 
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Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 


Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
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McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 
T 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 


Wasserman 
Schultz 


Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 


Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 


Serrano Thornberry Waters, Maxine 
Sessions Tiberi Watson Coleman 
Sewell (AL) Tipton Weber (TX) 
Sherman Tonko Webster (FL) 
Shimkus Torres Welch 
Shuster Trott Wenstrup 
Simpson Tsongas Westerman 
Sinema Turner Westmoreland 
eae Upton Whitfield 
Smith (MO) Valadao Williams 
Smi Van Hollen Wilson (FL) 
mith (NE) E 
Smith (NJ) Vargas Wilson (SC) 
Smith (TX) Veasey Wittman 
Smith (WA) Vela Womack 
Speier Velazquez Woodall 
Stefanik Wagner Yarmuth 
Stewart Walberg Yoder 
Stivers Walden Young (AK) 
Stutzman Walker Young (IA) 
Swalwell (CA) Walorski Young (IN) 
Takano Walters, Mimi Zeldin 
Thompson (CA) Walz Zinke 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1 


DeFazio 
NOT VOTING—5 
Adams Conyers 
Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee 
F. Roe (TN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
changed her vote from “aye” to “no.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROHRABACHER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR- 
ABACHER) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 242, noes 186, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 283] 


AYES—242 
Aguilar Butterfield Collins (NY) 
Amash Capps Connolly 
Ashford Capuano Conyers 
Beatty Cardenas Cooper 
Becerra Carney Costa 
Benishek Carson (IN) Costello (PA) 
Bera Cartwright Courtney 
Beyer Castor (FL) Cramer 
Bishop (GA) Castro (TX) Crowley 
Bishop (UT) Chaffetz Cummings 
Blum Chu, Judy Curbelo (FL) 
Blumenauer Cicilline Davis (CA) 
Bonamici Clark (MA) Davis, Danny 
Brady (PA) Clarke (NY) Davis, Rodney 
Brooks (AL) Clay DeFazio 
Brownley (CA) Clyburn DeGette 
Buck Coffman Delaney 
Bustos Cohen DeLauro 


DelBene 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibson 
Graham 
Graves (GA) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
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Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 


Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 


NOES—186 


Clawson (FL) 
Cleaver 

Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gibbs 


Richmond 
Rigell 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (FL) 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
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Johnson (OH) Moolenaar Sewell (AL) 
Johnson, Sam Mullin Shimkus 
Jolly Murphy (PA) Shuster 
Jordan Neugebauer Simpson 
Katko Noem Smith (MO) 
Keating Nugent Smith (NE) 
Kelly (PA) Nunes Smith (NJ) 
Kennedy Olson Smith (TX) 
King (IA) Palazzo Stivers 
Kline Palmer Stutzman 
Knight Paulsen Thompson (PA) 
LaMalfa Pearce Thornberry 
Lamborn Pittenger Tiberi 
Lance Pitts Trott 
Latta Poe (TX) T 
a urner 
Levin Pompeo Valadao 
Lipinski Posey 
y Wagner 
Long Price, Tom Walber 
Lucas Ratcliffe s 
MacArthur Reichert Walker 7 
Marchant Renacci Walorski 
Marino Roby Walters, Mimi 
McCarthy Rogers (KY) Wasserman 
McCaul Rokita Schultz 
McHenry Roskam Weber (TX) 
McKinley Ross Webster (FL) 
McMorris Rothfus Wenstrup 
Rodgers Rouzer Westerman 
McSally Royce Whitfield 
Meadows Russell Williams 
Meehan Ryan (WI) Wilson (SC) 
Messer Salmon Wittman 
Mica Scalise Womack 
Miller (FL) Scott, Austin Yoder 
Miller (MI) Sessions Young (IA) 


NOT VOTING—4 


Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee 
F. Roe (TN) 


Adams 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1420 


Messrs. RANGEL and TAKAI 
changed their vote from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 245, noes 182, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 284] 


is a 2- 


AYES—245 
Aguilar Blumenauer Carney 
Amash Bonamici Carson (IN) 
Ashford Brady (PA) Cartwright 
Bass Brat Castor (FL) 
Beatty Brown (FL) Castro (TX) 
Becerra Brownley (CA) Chu, Judy 
Benishek Burgess Cicilline 
Bera Bustos Clark (MA) 
Beyer Butterfield Clarke (NY) 
Bilirakis Capps Clawson (FL) 
Bishop (GA) Capuano Clay 
Blum Cardenas Cleaver 


Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Graham 
Graves (GA) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Harris 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hurd (TX) 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 


Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 


NOES—182 


Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Collins (GA) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Costa 

Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
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Peters 

Peterson 

Pingree 

Pocan 

Poe (TX) 

Polis 

Posey 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rangel 

Reed 

Rice (NY) 

Richmond 

Rogers (AL) 

Rohrabacher 

Rooney (FL) 

Ros-Lehtinen 

Ross 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Salmon 

Sanchez, Linda 
Ts 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sanford 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schrader 

Schweikert 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sinema 

Slaughter 

Smith (NJ) 

Speier 

Stefanik 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Tipton 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Upton 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velázquez 

Visclosky 

Walden 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Weber (TX) 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 

Young (IA) 

Zeldin 

Zinke 


Donovan 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hardy 


8523 


Harper McSally Scott, Austin 
Hartzler Meehan Sensenbrenner 
Heck (NV) Mica Sessions 
Hensarling Miller (FL) Sherman 
Hice, Jody B. Miller (MI) Shimkus 
Hill Moolenaar Shuster 
Hinojosa Mullin Simpson 
Holding Murphy (PA) Sires 
Hudson Neugebauer Smith (MO) 
Huelskamp Newhouse Smith (NE) 
Huizenga (MI) Noem E 
Hultgren Nugent Smith (TX) 
Hunter Nunes Smith (WA) 
Issa Palazzo Stewart 
Jenkins (KS) Palmer Stivers 
Johnson (OH) Paulsen Stutzman 
Johnson, Sam Pearce Thompson (PA) 
Jolly Pittenger Thornberry 
Joyce Pitts Tiberi 
Kelly (PA) Poliquin Trott 
Kind Pompeo Turner 
King (IA) Price, Tom Valadao 
King (NY) Ratcliffe Wagner 
Kinzinger (IL) Reichert Walberg 
caren ae Walker 

nig ibble : 
Taste Rice (80) are 
Lipinski Rigell Webster (FL) 
LoBiondo Roby $ 

Wenstrup 

Long Rogers (KY) 
Love Rokita Westerman 
Lucas Roskam Westmoreland 
Luetkemeyer Rothfus Whitfield 
MacArthur Rouzer Williams 
Marchant Royce Wilson (SC) 
Marino Ruiz Wittman 
McCarthy Russell Womack 
McCaul Ryan (WI) Woodall 
McHenry Scalise Yoder 
McMorris Schiff Young (IN) 

Rodgers Scott (VA) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Adams Hurt (VA) 
Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee 

F. Roe (TN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Messrs. COLE and ASHFORD 
changed their vote from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MC CLINTOCK 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 206, noes 222, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 285] 


AYES—206 
Aguilar Beyer Bonamici 
Amash Bishop (GA) Brady (PA) 
Becerra Bishop (UT) Brooks (AL) 
Benishek Blum Brown (FL) 
Bera Blumenauer Brownley (CA) 


8524 


Buchanan 
Buck 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duncan (SC) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Graves (GA) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 


Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 


NOES—222 


Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Cleaver 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tipton 
Titus 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 


Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 


Harris McMorris Scott, Austin 
Hartzler Rodgers Sensenbrenner 
Hensarling McSally Sessions 
Herrera Beutler Meadows Sewell (AL) 
Hice, Jody B. Meehan Shimkus 
Hill Messer Shuster 
Hinojosa Mica Simpson 
Holding Miller (FL) Slaughter 
Hudson Miller (MI) Smith (MO) 
Huelskamp Moolenaar Smith (NE) 
Huizenga (MI) Mooney (WV) Smith (NJ) 
Hultgren Mullin Smith (TX) 
Hurd (TX) Murphy (PA) Stefanik 
Hurt (VA) Neugebauer Stewart 
Issa Noem Stivers 
Jenkins (KS) Nugent Stutzman 
Jenkins (WV) Nunes Th 
ompson (PA) 

Johnson (OH) Olson Thornberr’ 
Johnson, Sam Palazzo 3 x y 
Jolly Palmer Tiberi 

Tonko 
Jordan Paulsen 
Katko Pearce Trott 
Keating Peterson Turner 
Kelly (PA) Pittenger Valadao 
Kennedy Pitts Veasey 
King (IA) Poe (TX) Vela 
King (NY) Poliquin Wagner 
Kinzinger (IL) Pompeo Walberg 
Kline Posey Walden 
Knight Price, Tom Walker : 
LaMalfa Ratcliffe Walorski 
Lamborn Reed Walters, Mimi 
Lance Reichert Wasserman 
Latta Renacci Schultz 
Levin Roby Weber (TX) 
Lipinski Rogers (KY) Webster (FL) 
Long Rokita Wenstrup 
Love Rooney (FL) Westerman 
Lucas Roskam Whitfield 
Luetkemeyer Ross Williams 
Lynch Rothfus Wilson (SC) 
MacArthur Rouzer Wittman 
Marchant Roybal-Allard Womack 
Marino Royce Woodall 
McCarthy Russell Yoder 
McCaul Ryan (WI) Young (IA) 
McHenry Salmon Zeldin 
McKinley Scalise Zinke 

NOT VOTING—4 

Adams Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee 


F. Roe (TN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Mr. LOEBSACK changed his vote 
from “no” to “aye.” 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PERRY 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 297, noes 130, 
not voting 5, as follows: 


Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Barr 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buck 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 


June 3, 2015 


[Roll No. 286] 
AYES—297 


Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Harper 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 


Meeks 
Meng 
Miller (FL) 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Upton 


June 3, 2015 


Van Hollen Walz Yoder 
Vargas Wasserman Yoho 
Veasey Schultz Young (AK) 
Vela Waters, Maxine Young (IA) 
Velazquez Watson Coleman young (IN) 
Visclosky Welch Zeldin 
Wagner Westmoreland Zinke 
Walden Wilson (FL) 
Walker Woodall 
NOES—130 

Abraham Guthrie Palazzo 
Aderholt Hardy Pearce 
Amodei Harris Pittenger 
Babin Hartzler Pitts 
Barton Hensarling Pompeo 
Bilirakis Hice, Jody B. Posey 
Soe a Ratcliffe 

ac. olding : 
Blackburn Hudson eae 
Bos Huelskamp 

i Rogers (KY) 
Boustany Huizenga (MI) N 
Brady (TX) Hultgren Rokita 
Bridenstine Issa Roskam 
Brooks (IN) Jenkins (KS) Rothfus 
Buchanan Jenkins (WV) Rouzer 
Bucshon Johnson (OH) Rush 
Byrne Jolly Russell 
Carter (GA) Jordan Salmon 
Carter (TX) Katko Scalise 
Chabot Keating Sessions 
Cleaver Kelly (PA) Shuster 
Cole Kennedy Simpson 
Comstock King (IA) Smith (NE) 
Cook Knight Smith (NJ) 
Crawford Lamborn Smith (TX) 
Crenshaw Latta Thompson (PA) 
Culberson Lucas Thornberry 
Den Lynch Tiberi 
Diaz-Balart MacArthur Trott 
Fincher Marino Turner 
Fleischmann McCarthy Valadao 
Fleming McHenry 
Flores McKinley Walberg 
Forbes McSally Walorski 5 
Fortenberry Meadows Walters, Mimi 
Foxx Meehan Weber (TX) 
Franks (AZ) Messer Webster (FL) 
Frelinghuysen Mica Wenstrup 
Gibbs Miller (MI) Westerman 
Goodlatte Moolenaar Whitfield 
Gosar Mullin Williams 
Granger Neugebauer Wilson (SC) 
Graves (MO) Noem Wittman 
Griffith Nunes Womack 
NOT VOTING—5 

Adams Jackson Lee 
Boyle, Brendan Roe (TN) 

F. Yarmuth 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1433 


Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia 
changed his vote from “aye” to “no.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR- 
RETT) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 
minute vote. 
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The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 232, noes 196, 
not voting 4, as follows: 


[Roll No. 287] 


AYES—232 
Abraham Grothman Perry 
Aderholt Guinta Pittenger 
Allen Guthrie Pitts 
Amash Hardy Poe (TX) 
Amodei Harper Poliquin 
Babin Harris Pompeo 
Barletta Hartzler Posey 
Barr Heck (NV) Price, Tom 
Barton Hensarling Ratcliffe 
Benishek Herrera Beutler Reed 
Bilirakis Hice, Jody B. Reichert 
Bishop (MI) Hill Renacci 
Bishop (UT) Holding Ribble 
Black Hudson Rice (SC) 
Blackburn Huelskamp Rigell 
Blum Huizenga (MI) Roby 
Bost Hultgren Rogers (AL) 
Brady (TX) Hunter Rogers (KY) 
Brat Hurd (TX) Rohrabacher 
Bridenstine Hurt (VA) Rokita 
Brooks (AL) Issa Rooney (FL) 


Brooks (IN) Jenkins (KS) 


Ros-Lehtinen 


Buchanan Jenkins (WV) Roskam 
Buck Johnson (OH) Ross 
Bucshon Johnson, Sam Rothtus 
Burgess Jones Rouzer 
pgs : es Royce 
alver oyce 
Carter (GA) Kelly (PA) oí 
Carter (TX) King (IA) Salmon 
Chabot King (NY) Sanford 
Chaffetz Kinzinger (IL) Scalise 
Clawson (FL) Kline Schweikert 
Coffman Knight Ss i 
cott, Austin 
Cole Labrador Sensenbrenner 
Collins (GA) LaMalfa Sessions 
Collins (NY) Lamborn Shimkus 
Comstock Lance Shuster 
Conaway Latta Simpson 
Cook LoBiondo Smith (MO) 
Costello (PA) Long A 
Cramer Loudermilk Smith (NE) 
Crawford Love Smith (NJ) 
Crenshaw Lucas Smith (TX) 
Culberson Luetkemeyer Stewart 
Davis, Rodney Lummis Stivers 
Denham Marchant Stutzman 
Dent Marino Thompson (PA) 
DeSantis Massie Thornberry 
DesJarlais McCarthy Tiberi 
Diaz-Balart McCaul Tipton 
Donovan McClintock Trott 
Duffy McHenry Upton 
Duncan (SC) McKinley Valadao 
Duncan (TN) McMorris Wagner 
Ellmers (NC) Rodgers Walberg 
Emmer (MN) McSally Walden 
Farenthold Meadows Walker ; 
Fincher Meehan Walorski 
Fitzpatrick Messer Walters, Mimi 
Fleischmann Mica Weber (TX) 
Fleming Miller (FL) Webster (FL) 
Flores Miller (MI) Wenstrup 
Forbes Moolenaar Westerman 
Fortenberry Mooney (WV) Westmoreland 
Foxx Mullin Whitfield 
Franks (AZ) Mulvaney Williams 
Garrett Murphy (PA) Wilson (SC) 
Gibbs Neugebauer Wittman 
Gohmert Newhouse Womack 
Goodlatte Noem Woodall 
Gosar Nugent Yoder 
Gowdy Nunes Yoho 
Granger Olson Young (AK) 
Graves (GA) Palazzo Young (IA) 
Graves (LA) Palmer Young (IN) 
Graves (MO) Paulsen Zeldin 
Griffith Pearce Zinke 
NOES—196 
Aguilar Blumenauer Capps 
Ashford Bonamici Capuano 
Bass Boustany Cardenas 
Beatty Brady (PA) Carney 
Becerra Brown (FL) Carson (IN) 
Bera Brownley (CA) Cartwright 
Beyer Bustos Castor (FL) 
Bishop (GA) Butterfield Castro (TX) 
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Chu, Judy Honda Perlmutter 
Cicilline Hoyer Peters 
Clark (MA) Huffman Peterson 
Clarke (NY) Israel Pingree 
Clay Jeffries Pocan 
Cleaver Johnson (GA) Polis 
Clyburn Johnson, E. B. Price (NC) 
Cohen Jolly Quigley 
Connolly Kaptur Rangel 
Conyers Katko Rice (NY) 
Cooper Keating Richmond 
Costa Kelly (IL) Roybal-Allard 
Courtney Kennedy Ruiz 
Crowley Kildee R b 
Cuellar Kilmer U PPOrSpƏrger 
Cummings Kind Rush 
Curbelo (FL) Kirkpatrick Ryan (OH) i 
Davis (CA) Kuster Sanchez, Linda 
Davis, Danny Langevin T. 
DeFazio Larsen (WA) Sanchez, Loretta 
DeGette Larson (CT) Sarbanes 
Delaney Lawrence Schakowsky 
DeLauro Lee Schiff 
DelBene Levin Schrader 
DeSaulnier Lewis Scott (VA) 
Deutch Lieu, Ted Scott, David 
Dingell Lipinski Serrano 
Doggett Loebsack Sewell (AL) 
Dold Lofgren Sherman 
Doyle, Michael Lowenthal Sinema 

F; Lowey Sires 
Duckworth Lujan Grisham Slaughter 
Edwards (NM) Smith (WA) 
Ellison Lujan, Ben Ray Speier 
Engel (NM) Stefanik 
Eshoo Lynch Swalwell (CA) 
Esty MacArthur Takai 
Farr Maloney, Takano 
Fattah Carolyn Thompson (CA) 
Foster Maloney, Sean Thompson (MS) 
Frankel (FL) Matsui Titus 
Frelinghuysen McCollum 
Fudge McDermott Tonko 

Torres 
Gabbard McGovern 
Gallego McNerney Tsongas 
Garamendi Meeks Turner 
Gibson Meng Van Hollen 
Graham Moore Vargas 
Grayson Moulton Veasey 
Green, Al Murphy (FL) Vela 
Green, Gene Nadler Velazquez 
Grijalva Napolitano Visclosky 
Gutiérrez Neal Walz 
Hahn Nolan Wasserman 
Hanna Norcross Schultz 
Hastings O’Rourke Waters, Maxine 
Heck (WA) Pallone Watson Coleman 
Higgins Pascrell Welch 
Himes Payne Wilson (FL) 
Hinojosa Pelosi Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—4 

Adams Boyle, Brendan Jackson Lee 


F. Roe (TN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Chair, | was un- 
able to vote today because of the death of a 
close friend. Had | been present, | would have 
voted: rollcall No. 274—“aye,” rollcall No. 
275—“aye,” rollcall No. 276—“nay,” rollcall 
No. 277—“nay,” rollcall No. 278—“nay,” roll- 
call No. 279—“nay,” rollcall No. 280—“nay,” 
rollcall No. 281—“nay,” rollcall No. 282— 
“nay,” rollcall No. 283—“nay,” rollcall No. 
284—“aye,” rollcall No. 285—“nay,” rollcall 
No. 286—“nay,” rollcall No. 287—“aye.” 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MASSIE 

Mr. MASSIE. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used in contravention of 
section 7606 (‘‘Legitimacy of Industrial Hemp 
Research”) of the Agricultural Act of 2014 
(Public Law 118-79) by the Department of 
Justice or the Drug Enforcement Adminis- 
tration. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Kentucky and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 
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Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today with four of my colleagues to 
offer a bipartisan amendment that sim- 
ply requires the DEA to comply with 
Federal law. 

The passage of our amendment to the 
2014 farm bill legalized the cultivation 
of industrial hemp for research pur- 
poses and has allowed for the establish- 
ment of industrial hemp pilot programs 
in States across the country. In fact, in 
my home State of Kentucky alone, 
nearly 1,800 acres of hemp are projected 
to be grown this summer in these pilot 
programs. 

However, despite the clear language 
of our farm bill amendment that spe- 
cifically states that State agriculture 
agencies and universities will be grow- 
ing the industrial hemp for research, 
the DEA has continuously ignored the 
plain text of the Federal statute. 

The DEA continues to waste valuable 
time and taxpayer dollars by holding 
up non-psychoactive hemp seeds des- 
tined for legitimate hemp pilot pro- 
grams. 

Last year, officials from the State of 
Kentucky were forced to file a lawsuit 
in Federal court to compel the DEA to 
release industrial hemp seeds for uni- 
versity pilot programs. This year, par- 
ticipants in hemp pilot programs in 
Kentucky and other States did not re- 
ceive their seeds until just a few weeks 
before the start of the growing season. 

The language is clear: State authori- 
ties, not the DEA, shall register the 
sites where hemp will be grown. The 
DEA’s deliberate refusal to allow this 
simple fact has resulted in a broken 
process where the DEA obfuscates and 
delays. 

Mr. Chairman, States cannot launch 
industrial hemp pilot programs if the 
DEA continues to violate Federal law 
by seizing and delaying shipments of 
hemp seeds before they reach their des- 
tination. 

I urge a “yes” vote note on our 
amendment to require the DEA to fol- 
low Federal law, and I yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
BARR). 

Mr. BARR. In 2013, the Kentucky 
General Assembly passed Senate Bill 
50, which exempted industrial hemp 
from the State’s Controlled Substances 
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Act but also mandated that Kentucky 
follow all Federal rules and regulations 
with respect to industrial hemp. 

So, last year, I was proud to support 
an amendment to the 2014 farm bill, 
sponsored by my fellow Kentuckian, 
Congressman THOMAS MASSIE, which 
authorized State departments of agri- 
culture in States where industrial 
hemp is legal to administer industrial 
hemp pilot programs for the purposes 
of research and development. 

The Kentucky Department of Agri- 
culture Industrial Hemp Pilot Research 
Program, in collaboration with my 
constituent, the University of Ken- 
tucky College of Agriculture, has since 
facilitated through permitted farmers 
the cultivation of nearly 2,000 acres of 
hemp this year alone in Kentucky. 

Hemp is an important crop that holds 
tremendous commercial promise in 
Kentucky. In fact, former Speaker of 
the House Henry Clay was a large pro- 
ducer of industrial hemp. It can be used 
for food, horse bedding, animal feed, 
textiles, oils, lotions, cosmetics, rope, 
pharmaceuticals, et cetera. 

Just last week, I met with a very so- 
phisticated partnership of entre- 
preneurs, tobacco farmers, botanists, 
and even former law enforcement offi- 
cials who have put up their own capital 
to invest in permanent industrial hemp 
projects, which they believe can spark 
a very profitable business. 

This is about jobs. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
time in opposition, even though I am 
not actually in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. I rise to claim 
time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Maryland is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, the job 
of the DEA is not simple. The job of 
the DEA is to stop drug use and drug 
abuse in the United States. 

Sometimes the job isn’t easy. When 
it comes to hemp, the job is not easy 
because, Mr. Chairman, hemp and 
marijuana are both cannabis, and you 
can’t tell the seeds from one another. 
And it may be difficult for the DEA to 
determine because they are supposed to 
determine that the seeds used for hemp 
are below a certain level of THC—less 
than 0.3—and you can’t tell by looking. 
You have to test and make certain that 
these seeds are in fact going to be used 
and qualify for the purposes of these 
pilot hemp programs. 

The fact of the matter is there really 
is no evidence that the DEA does not 
comply with Federal law. They are 
fully complying with Federal law. The 
author of the amendment himself ad- 
mitted that the seeds were there in 
time for planting. The fact of the mat- 
ter is that this is not an easy job. 
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Under section 7606 of the 2014 farm 
bill, industrial hemp in pilot projects 
was authorized. Clearly, DEA licenses 
are not needed if they are granted 
through the State departments of agri- 
culture or academic institutions. And 
the programs are proceeding. 

The fact of the matter is that this 
amendment obfuscates the distinction 
between marijuana and hemp. It par- 
tially ties the hands of DEA to do what 
they need to do, which is to function as 
controllers of drugs in this country. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING). 

Mr. FLEMING. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding, and I certainly 
agree with Dr. HARRIS. I rise also in op- 
position to this amendment. 

Cultivation of cannabis for industrial 
purposes is governed by the Controlled 
Substances Act, and that includes 
hemp. It is permitted pursuant to the 
registration requirements found in 
title 21, United States Code. 

In addition, the Agricultural Act of 
2014 permits “institutions of higher 
learning and State Departments of Ag- 
riculture to grow or cultivate indus- 
trial hemp.”’ 

But let’s make one thing clear. The 
DOJ says they have no intention at all 
of interfering with what has been pro- 
vided for in this Department of Agri- 
culture permit. But they still have con- 
trol, they still have oversight responsi- 
bility, and as a result of that, they 
should do that. 

Now, if there is any delay along the 
way, certainly we should help with 
that. We should facilitate administra- 
tively. But the potential for abuse here 
is very significant. The DEA and law 
enforcement must retain control and 
oversight of hemp, which is a cannabis, 
just like marijuana. 

Mr. HARRIS. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Chairman, may I 
inquire as to how much time is remain- 
ing? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Kentucky has 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. MASSIE. I yield 45 seconds to the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. BARR). 

Mr. BARR. To my good friend from 
Maryland, Dr. HARRIS, just a quick re- 
sponse. We are talking about State-li- 
censed programs where the law en- 
forcement officials in Kentucky can 
identify permitted land where this 
hemp is grown. If it is on an 
unpermitted place, whether it is other- 
wise legal industrial hemp or mari- 
juana, it would be illegal if it is not on 
a permitted piece of property. So there 
is no conflict with law enforcement. 

But the fact of the matter is that 
last year the DEA delayed the seeds 
and delayed the planting of this legiti- 
mate, lawful, federally authorized in- 
dustrial hemp project. 

This is about jobs. This is not about 
marijuana. In fact, as my voting record 
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just demonstrated in the last series of 
votes, I voted against every single 
amendment that would have decrimi- 
nalized or facilitated marijuana. This 
is not about marijuana. This is about 
low-THC industrial hemp, and it is 
about jobs. 

Mr. MASSIE. I yield 1 minute to my 
colleague from Oregon (Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s courtesy and I appreciate 
his leadership, focused like a laser on 
something that is not like marijuana. 

For generations, Americans have 
used hemp. It has just been recently 
that it has been compromised. So we 
have to import hemp from overseas to 
make perfectly legal hemp products 
that you can buy in any American city. 

This is an important step forward to 
be able to allow Kentucky and Oregon 
farmers to do something that they 
have done for generations. It is about 
economic development. It is about 
being rational. And it is about being 
able to focus on things that are impor- 
tant. 

I deeply appreciate the gentleman’s 
focus and patience keeping us on mes- 
sage here to be able to make sure that 
we are not having Federal interference 
for something that is State supervised 
and where States around the country 
want to allow this for their farmers 
and their ranchers. 

I think it is an important step for- 
ward, and I appreciate his leadership in 
permitting me to speak on it. 

Mr. MASSIE. I certainly thank the 
gentleman from Oregon, and I would 
just say that these hemp pilot pro- 
grams have been tremendous in Ken- 
tucky. And they have answered all the 
questions, like the questions law en- 
forcement had. They came and visited 
the fields. They said: “You are right; 
there is no big deal here. This is okay.” 

And so that is the important thing 
about these hemp programs, and we 
need to keep them going, and we need 
to take it to the level. We can’t afford 
delays. You can’t afford a delay when 
the weather is not always cooperating 
with you. A week, 2 weeks could ruin 
you. 

So I urge my colleagues to vote for 
this amendment. It is just common 
sense. All we are asking is to follow the 
law. How hard is that? 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I inquire of the 
Chair how much time is remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Maryland has 212 minutes remain- 
ing. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, let’s re- 
view what we have. What we have is a 
situation where last year it wasn’t the 
DEA that held up the seeds; it was get- 
ting an import license. And then subse- 
quent to that, obviously the DEA had 
to test those seeds. 

The U.S. Congress has set out a very 
clear plan for how we are going to in- 
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crease the use of industrial hemp in 
this country, and it involves, first, 
pilot programs in States where it is 
legal, like Kentucky, like Oregon, but 
subject to the oversight under the Con- 
trolled Substances Act of the DEA. 

The DEA has to be certain, since all 
seeds are now imported. Eventually, 
under this plan, they won’t be. Obvi- 
ously, at some point we will progress 
to a point where our industrial hemp 
seeds are grown here in the United 
States, but they are not now. 

Importing seeds and testing them is 
not a quick process, but it is a process 
that has to be done. The fact of the 
matter is hemp and marijuana are both 
cannabis. They are related. You can’t 
tell the seeds apart. You have to test 
these seeds. 

Our drug problem is serious. I am 
glad I don’t have to do the job the DEA 
does dealing with controlling drugs 
that destroy lives in this country. 
Sure, is it a process that sometimes 
might take time? Yes. But that time is 
well worth taking. 

Down the road, we are going to get to 
the proper industrial hemp production. 
It has got to be done under controlled 
processes. The DEA has these in place. 
The Department of Agriculture has 
these protocols in place. State depart- 
ments of agriculture do. 

This amendment is just unnecessary. 
And worse than that, it obscures the 
fact that it could tie DEA’s hands from 
doing what it needs to do, which is con- 
trolling dangerous substances. 

I urge the body to reject the amend- 
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MASSIE 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to treat ammuni- 
tion as armor piercing for purposes of chap- 
ter 44 of title 18, United States Code, except 
for ammunition designed and intended for 
use in a handgun (in accordance with 18 
U.S.C. section 921(a)(17)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Kentucky and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 
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Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Chairman, back in 
March, the ATF backed off on a con- 
troversial proposal to restrict the use 
of so-called “green tip” ammunition, 
some of the most popular ammunition 
in the country. In fact, it is used in the 
popular rifle, the AR-15. 

The BATFE received over 80,000 com- 
ments, primarily from citizens who op- 
posed the Bureau’s attempt to restrict 
their Second Amendment rights. And 
so the ATF rescinded its proposal. 

In my opinion, the proposed restric- 
tion was based on a flawed application 
of chapter 44 of title 18 of the United 
States Code. If you go back and look at 
the debate that occurred in Congress, 
you will see that the legislation that 
was written was clearly meant to cover 
handgun ammunition. It was never 
meant to cover rifle ammunition. 

In fact, there was a debate at the 
time whether they should limit so- 
called ““armor-piercing” ammunition 
by its functionality—in other words, 
its efficacy—or whether they should 
limit it by its design. And they chose 
to limit it by its design. Because if you 
limit it by its functionality, what you 
will find out is darn near all rifle am- 
munition, unfortunately, will pene- 
trate the common vest. In fact, the 
most lethal are deer rifles. And so a 
deer rifle is more lethal in terms of 
penetrating a vest than would be, say, 
a so-called assault rifle that shoots a 
much smaller caliber. 

In any case, what happened is one 
pistol was made and came on the mar- 
ket—or a few pistols were made, hand- 
guns were made—that could be cham- 
bered with this round, but the round 
was designed and intended for use in a 
rifle, not in a handgun. 
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The clear text of the statute, in my 
opinion, excludes rifle rounds, but what 
has happened is recently, the ATF— 
now, this is only one example that I 
have recently—they proposed to ban 
the green tip ammunition, otherwise 
known as M855 or SS109. This is 223, 
also Known as 556 ammunition. Well, 
there was a lot of public backlash, and 
so they backed off of that. 

What a lot of people don’t know is 
they already did ban some ammunition 
with this flawed interpretation. They 
banned the 7N6, which is a 5.45 by 39 
round, and so it was a mistake that 
happened, and we need to correct this 
mistake. 

We need to prevent future mistakes. 
The best way to do this is to withhold 
funding for flawed interpretations. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. I was in support of the 
gentleman’s first amendment; but, in 
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this instance, we are at a different 
point of view. 

I note that the majority has a lot of 
enthusiasm for gun amendments on 
this appropriations bill, and it is mak- 
ing it almost impossible for us to deal 
with the challenges for the sub- 
committee around spending when we 
keep getting mired down in this, these 
gun policy riders. 

I would just say that it is obviously 
the majority’s view that this somehow 
is an appropriate vehicle to express 
your love for guns of all types, ammu- 
nition of all types. 

I think that my view would be we 
should make it permissible for any gun 
that you could bring into the Capitol, 
you should be able to bring into 
schools or colleges, or any ammunition 
you could bring into the Capitol, you 
could use in any weapon. That might 
be a way to proceed. 

The majority doesn’t have any en- 
thusiasm for the Second Amendment 
when it comes to people coming into 
the United States Capitol because we 
know that guns can be dangerous. We 
know that people can be harmed. 

We know, in fact, that there were 
Members, when an attack happened 
right here on this floor—that is why we 
have, on the back of these chairs, cer- 
tain protections—who were shot from 
this balcony. 

We know the dangers of guns and am- 
munition, and it is unfortunate that we 
would use an appropriations vehicle to 
move these policy matters, which are 
controversial. 

You want to attach them to a must- 
pass appropriations bill, one that is 
about our economy and about innova- 
tion, and an appropriations bill that is 
dealing with a whole set of issues. You 
make it challenging for Members who 
have a different point of view on some 
of these controversial policy issues, 
like guns and the access to them. 

Some might interpret the Second 
Amendment that says, if you want a 
bazooka or MX missile or whatever you 
want to have at your home, that some- 
how you have a right to have it. 

There are others of us who think that 
reasonable regulation might be a bet- 
ter course of action, like the kind of 
reasonable regulation we have at the 
Capitol, which is that you can’t bring a 
gun into this facility, unless you have 
some lawful reason to do so, and we 
regulate that very strictly. 

I am in opposition to this amend- 
ment. I have nothing against my col- 
league, whom I enjoy working with on 
a whole range of issues. I agree with 
him on hemp, and I disagree with him 
on guns. 

I hope that we can move this bill for- 
ward, aS we have been trying to do 
since the chairman’s mark in the sub- 
committee, and not get it mired down 
in unnecessary, controversial items 
that are not attached to how much 
money we are going to spend for these 
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various accounts to move these agen- 
cies of our government forward. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
thank my good friend from Pennsyl- 
vania. I do, as he knows, support this 
amendment because it has become nec- 
essary to put restrictions like this on 
the bill because the ATF, under Presi- 
dent Obama, did attempt to prohibit 
223 ammunition, which is used in one of 
the most popular and widely available 
sporting rifles in the United States. 

The new Director of the ATF, Tom 
Brandon, I want to thank him and pro- 
fessional law enforcement officers at 
the ATF. They came in to see me when 
I was the brand-new chairman of the 
subcommittee earlier this year. 

We had a very good visit. We looked 
at the statute, and Director Brandon 
and his chief counsel understood that 
the guidelines that they had created 
went beyond the statute. They recog- 
nized that they were going to have a 
very difficult budget year if they per- 
sisted in this effort to interfere with 
American’s lawful, constitutional Sec- 
ond Amendment rights. 

I was very grateful that Director 
Brandon chose to drop their attempted 
prohibition on 223 ammunition after 
our meeting and in response to the 
80,000 letters and all the requests from 
Members of Congress. The ATF did the 
right thing here by dropping their at- 
tempt to ban ammunition. 

Mr. MASSIE’s amendment is nec- 
essary because I think it is important 
to make it clear that we don’t want the 
Obama administration coming back 
and attempting to ban ammunition 
again. 

I remember, as a student of American 
history, that General Gage, in Boston, 
didn’t go after the weapons first. They 
went after the powder and the ammuni- 
tion, I believe, Mr. MASSIE, in Lex- 
ington and Concord. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time 
with just a question, Mr. Chairman, 
maybe you could inform me, but I be- 
lieve that the restrictions on armor- 
piercing bullets predate the adminis- 
tration that you just named. Is that ac- 
curate? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, but the ATF 
was attempting to use—the statute 
says you cannot use armor-piercing 
ammunition that includes depleted 
uranium, beryllium, and it has some 
very specific things. 

As Mr. MASSIE said, the Congress was 
focused on the content of the bullet, 
rather than what type of weapon it 
could be used in. In the ATF’s guide- 
line, actually, the ATF created a legal 
framework for analysis, which is fairly 
standard for this administration. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mrs. BLACK). The 
time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 
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Mr. MASSIE. Madam Chair, 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Kentucky has 2⁄2 minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. MASSIE. I gladly yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. CUL- 
BERSON), the chairman. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let me say that it 
is important to have Mr. MASSIE’s lan- 
guage in this bill because the ATF, in 
this instance, just as in the EPA’s at- 
tempt to regulate every square inch of 
the United States by saying navigable 
waters include any piece of ground on 
which the water drains off into a navi- 
gable stream, the EPA, the ATF, the 
Obama administration routinely uses 
what they call a legal framework for 
analysis to expand their executive au- 
thority far beyond what Congress in- 
tended. 

In this instance, I was successful 
with the help of my colleagues. As the 
new chairman of the subcommittee, I 
was successful in persuading Director 
Brandon and the ATF to drop their at- 
tempt to ban 223 ammunition, and I 
will be monitoring them closely. I will 
be exercising very aggressive oversight 
over the ATF to ensure that they don’t 
try it again. 

I welcome Mr. MASSIE’s amendment 
to help drive home the point that the 
Second Amendment of the United 
States Constitution is written in plain 
English, and it guarantees, absolutely, 
the right of Americans to keep and 
bear arms. 

I welcome your amendment, Mr. 
MASSIE, and encourage Members to 
support it. 

Mr. MASSIE. I appreciate that. I ap- 
preciate the effort that the chairman 
put in to making sure that our 556, 223 
ammunition did not get banned. I ap- 
preciate my colleague from Pennsylva- 
nia’s comments as well. 

Let me say something. I am sympa- 
thetic to the ATF’s job. We write some 
bad legislation here, okay. It is clear it 
has got gray areas. What I am trying to 
do is to clear up a gray area for them 
so that, when they go to work in the 
morning, they don’t have to wonder 
should this apply to this or should this 
apply to this or not. 

Even with the chairman’s great ef- 
forts, the reason why this is necessary 
is because the same rationale that they 
were going to use to ban 556, they actu- 
ally used a year or two ago to ban 5.45, 
which is a very similar round in com- 
position and size and capacity. That is 
why this amendment is necessary. 

My colleague from Pennsylvania is 
right. I do love guns; I have an enthu- 
siasm, but the reason I am doing this is 
my respect for the Constitution. I un- 
derstand you have respect for the Con- 
stitution as well; I do. We just inter- 
pret it a little bit differently. 

This is not a bazooka amendment. 
This is just an ammunition amend- 
ment, and I am just trying to make 
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sure this very popular caliber and 
other popular calibers are still able to 
be bought. 

I appreciate the efforts that every- 
body puts in to making sure these laws 
are enforced. I just want to clear up 
this law. I urge my colleagues to vote 
for this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. I am going to yield to 
the gentleman from New York on this 
point. I just want to say something. 

The point I made was that this re- 
striction on armor-piercing bullets did 
not emanate with this administration, 
even though some might want to sug- 
gest somehow that this is President 
Obama’s effort. 

This dates back to a different period 
of time, when we had a Republican 
President, and it was put into place to 
protect law enforcement because the 
children who have been unfortunate 
victims of gunshots in their schools or 
in movie theaters and other cir- 
cumstances where we have had these 
mass shootings, they haven’t been 
wearing bulletproof vests. 

Bulletproof vests are used by our law 
enforcement officials. There was a con- 
cern to make sure that they could be 
protected while they were out pro- 
tecting us, right? I just want to be 
clear, as we go forward, what we are 
doing here and so that everybody who 
takes an action on this and, however 
they may vote, understands that they 
are voting to provide a circumstance in 
which there won’t be any restriction on 
the piercing power of the projectile, 
right? 

When it is pointed at a human being, 
it can be deadly, so I just want us to be 
clear. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL), and I will keep 
track that he doesn’t go over 2 min- 
utes. 

Mr. ENGEL. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding to me. I must rise and op- 
pose this amendment. 

Earlier this year, ATF recognized the 
threat posed by armor-piercing hand- 
guns and tried to limit the sale of the 
green tip 556 round, which is the mili- 
tary-made armor-piercing round that 
fits into pistols. This would have made 
sense. 

When ATF tried to make that 
change, the industry decried executive 
overreach and hidden administrative 
agendas and shouted down this com- 
monsense proposal. I supported the 
ATF’s proposal then, and I still believe 
that this and other commonsense regu- 
lations on armor-piercing handguns are 
sorely needed. 

I introduced the APB Act to enact 
the ATF’s proposed change into law be- 
cause we have a responsibility to pro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


tect our police and our communities 
from these unreasonably dangerous 
weapons. 

A hunter does not need a Sig Sauer 
P556 or an Extar EXP or any of the 
other pistols that can fire these armor- 
piercing rounds. These concealed weap- 
ons serve only one purpose: to kill 
human beings wearing body armor. 

ATF needs the authority to monitor 
and regulate firearms and ammunition. 
When technology advances, like it did 
with the green tip, ATF needs to be 
able to act to protect our neighbor- 
hoods and our law enforcement. This 
amendment, I believe, would needlessly 
strip ATF’s authority to regulate dan- 
gerous armor-piercing bullets and put 
cops, kids, and our communities at 
risk. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
amendment, and I thank the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Text is most helpful 
when put in context. It is true that the 
Constitution says that it is a citizen’s 
right to keep and bear arms, but it 
says that as part of a well-regulated 
militia. 

When we want to focus in on the Sec- 
ond Amendment, it may be helpful for 
us to have a contextual framework in 
which the right is connected to respon- 
sible and regulated activity on behalf 
of our community. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
move to strike the last word for a very 
important clarification. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My colleague, Mr. 
ENGEL, I think may not have the exact 
amendment in front of him because all 
Mr. MASSIE is attempting to do is en- 
force existing law and make it clear 
that the ATF has to enforce existing 
law, as written, and that armor-pierc- 
ing ammunition cannot be used in 
handguns. 
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That is what the law says. The law 
says an armor-piercing round is one 
that uses depleted uranium or other 
materials and is used in a handgun. 
And that is all this amendment says. 

So we, by accepting this amendment, 
are enforcing existing law, which is to 
prevent the use of armor-piercing am- 
munition in a handgun. So it is impor- 
tant that, I think, everyone understand 
that that is all this amendment is in- 
tended to do. And I will, as sub- 
committee chairman, make certain 
that the ATF does not interfere with 
Americans’ Second Amendment rights 
under the Constitution and that the 
ATF is enforcing the law, as written by 
Congress, which is precisely what the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
MASSIE) is doing, and I urge Members 
to support his amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE). 
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The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. MASSIE. Madam Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MASSIE 

Mr. MASSIE. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk regarding the 
National Institute of Standards and 
Technology. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. 543. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the National In- 
stitute of Standards and Technology to con- 
sult with the National Security Agency or 
the Central Intelligence Agency to alter 
cryptographic or computer standards, except 
to improve information security (in accord- 
ance with section 20(c)(1)(A) of the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology Act 
(15 U.S.C. 278g-8(c)(1)(A))). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Kentucky and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. MASSIE. Madam Chair, In De- 
cember of 2013, news broke—and this 
was in a Reuters article—that, as a key 
part of a “campaign to embed 
encryption software that it could crack 
into widely used computer products, 
the U.S. National Security Agency ar- 
ranged a secret $10 million contract 
with” a private company—in fact, “one 
of the most influential firms in the 
computer security industry.”” 

It was further disclosed that ‘‘an al- 
gorithm called Dual Elliptic Curve... 
was on the road to approval by the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology as one of four acceptable meth- 
ods for generating random numbers.”’ 

The company adopted this algorithm, 
knowing that it would be used as a 
standard, and it was, as expected, ap- 
proved by the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology. But ‘‘with- 
in a year, major questions were raised 
about Dual Elliptic Curve. Cryptog- 
raphy authority Bruce Schneier wrote 
that the weakness in the formula ‘can 
only be described as a back door.’”’ 

This is just one example of the NSA 
exploiting its relationship with NIST 
to weaken encryption standards. 

Look, NIST, we would like for them 
to set the highest standards for our 
country, particularly when it comes to 
encryption. Weakened encryption 
standards allow the NSA to snoop on 
Americans without a warrant. 

So these back doors in encryption 
products are bad for privacy. It makes 
it just way too easy to violate our 
Fourth Amendment. 
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But back doors in encryption soft- 
ware are also bad for security. Think 
about this: Don’t you want the best se- 
curity available that the minds in this 
country can create, produce, to safe- 
guard your health records, maybe to 
safeguard your gun records, maybe to 
safeguard your bank accounts and your 
credit cards. 

We are more safe when we have bet- 
ter security and better encryption. So 
it makes no sense for the National In- 
stitute of Standards and Technology to 
work with the NSA to weaken our 
encryption software. 

Finally, putting back doors in prod- 
ucts is bad for business. It is bad for 
privacy. It is bad for security. And it is 
bad for business. 

Why is it bad for business? Why 
would somebody buy a product made in 
America if it is known that the stand- 
ards in America are weaker than the 
standards elsewhere? You know, if 
there are back doors in products, it is 
not just the government that can use 
them: hackers will find them. In fact, 
once the weakness was exposed in this 
Dual Elliptic Curve, it made it very 
easy for people to hack into that, and 
the company had to say, Quit using 
this software. We found a weakness in 
it. 

So I would urge people to vote for 
this amendment. What it does is it pre- 
vents the spending of money at the Na- 
tional Institute of Standards and Tech- 
nology to work with the NSA to weak- 
en our encryption. 

The amendment does nothing to keep 
them from making better encryption, 
but they cannot weaken it. They can- 
not compromise it. They can’t spend 
your tax dollars making American 
products and our government stand- 
ards worse. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I claim the time in opposition, al- 
though I support the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, we 
accept the amendment, agree with the 
reasoning that the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE) has laid forth. I 
believe the amendment is acceptable to 
the minority as well. So the amend- 
ment is agreed to unanimously. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MASSIE. What is the balance of 
my time remaining, Madam Chair? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Kentucky has 1% minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. MASSIE. Madam Chair, I will 
just summarize why this is an impor- 
tant amendment. 

We trust the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology to perform 
their constitutionally mandated re- 
sponsibilities. That is one of the great 
things about NIST: its authorization is 
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in the Constitution, to set the stand- 
ards of weights and measures. So I ap- 
preciate the job they do. But we put a 
lot of trust into them when they set 
these standards. And a lot of people 
make business decisions. It is kind of 
like the Good Housekeeping seal of ap- 
proval, if I may use that analogy. 

So, when we stamp something as a 
government-approved standard, we 
want to know it is the best in the 
world, that the United States has the 
best encryption in their products, the 
best encryption. We want the products 
that our government buys to be safe. 
So it would be wrong for NIST to spend 
money working to put back doors in 
our products. That is why I urge our 
colleagues to vote for this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman, 
I yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Houston, Texas 
(Mr. POE), my good friend and col- 
league. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the chair- 
man for yielding time to me. 

Madam Chair, I would like to try to 
interpret what has been said in a sim- 
pler way. 

Assume that the builders in the 
United States get together and they 
are given a new requirement: that 
when they build a new house, the Fed- 
eral Government wants the option to 
have a master key to a back door—not 
only a back door but a secret back door 
so that at some time down the road, 
maybe the Federal Government would 
like to enter that secret back door for 
some purpose. And that is what this 
amendment is preventing. 

Just like we wouldn’t let the Federal 
Government have a key to our back 
door or require builders to put a mas- 
ter key in all of the new homes that 
they build in the country and give the 
key to the government, we would never 
allow that. That would certainly be in 
violation of the Fourth Amendment of 
the Constitution. 

All this amendment does is it pre- 
vents technology—when technology is 
growing at a rapid rate—to prevent the 
Federal Government from requiring 
companies that make cell phones, for 
example, that there be an ability of the 
Federal Government to go in the cell 
phone and look around, even without 
the knowledge of the person who owns 
the cell phone. This is very similar to 
the bill that passed unanimously last 
night. So I urge the adoption to this 
amendment as well. 

I thank the chairman for allowing me 
to speak on the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky’s amendment, since he ran out of 
time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am glad to do so. 

Madam Chair, again, the amendment 
is agreed to unanimously. I strongly 
support the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE). 
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The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. MASSIE. Madam Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to carry out the Bu- 
reau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Ex- 
plosives Special Advisory entitled ‘‘Test, Ex- 
amination and Classification of 7N6 5.45x39 
Ammunition’’, dated April 7, 2014. The limi- 
tation described in this section shall not 
apply in the case of the administration of a 
tax or tariff. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I rise 
today to stand with my colleague from 
Kentucky (Mr. MASSIE) and with 
sportsmen and law-abiding gun owners 
throughout the country. 

Over the course of the last year, we 
have seen numerous misguided at- 
tempts by the Bureau of Alcohol, To- 
bacco, Firearms and Explosives to 
misclassify ammunition as ‘‘armor- 
piercing” and infringe on the Second 
Amendment rights of our citizens. 

At a forum I held at the end of March 
in Prescott, Arizona, a large number of 
my constituents expressed their out- 
rage about ATF reclassifying the im- 
ported 7N6, commonly known as the 
5.45 x 39 ammunition, as ‘‘armor-pierc- 
ing,” thus preventing this ammo from 
being imported. 

7N6 ammo is very affordable and has 
been used for target practice by sports- 
men for years. The administration—es- 
pecially the ATF, as we have seen with 
Operation Fast and Furious and recent 
attempts to ban the green tip ammo— 
has a penchant for interpreting the law 
as it sees fit or as it is most convenient 
for them. 

Fortunately, we have at least tempo- 
rarily beaten back the attempt to ban 
the .223 green tip ammo after 230 dif- 
ferent Members of this body, Chairman 
CULBERSON, and myself encouraged 
ATF to drop this misguided attempt. 
But the 7N6 ammunition ban is yet an- 
other example of Federal overreach on 
the part of the administration. 

After years of having a sportsmen ex- 
emption, 7N6 was reclassified after 
ATF found an extremely rare and ob- 
scure Polish-made pistol that could 
supposedly use and shoot the 7N6 car- 
tridge. 
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I strongly applaud the committee for 
including four other commonsense pro- 
visions in this bill that protect the 
Second Amendment. 

I ask that this body stand with 
sportsmen throughout this country. I 
ask that my colleagues support this ad- 
ditional, commonsense provision to 
protect the Second Amendment and 
allow the 7N6 ammo to be used for tar- 
get practice. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I guess 
redundancy has some utility here be- 
cause we have been around the rosie a 
number of times on this same issue, 
both late last night and now early this 
afternoon, one amendment after an- 
other amendment after another amend- 
ment, trying to make sure that our fas- 
cination with armor-piercing bullets 
doesn’t escape this debate. 


1530 


So here we have another one, and 
maybe there is something different 
about this one than the one before, but 
I am not able to discern what it is. I 
am opposed to it. 

I think that people have a right to 
weapons under our Constitution. I 
think common sense suggests people 
should have a right to weapons, long 
guns, rifles, for both sports activities 
and for their own protection. I also 
think that it is a responsible thing for 
those who are governing our country to 
put in place reasonable regulations and 
restrictions just like the regulations 
and restrictions that we have here on 
the Capitol campus. 

Not only do we spend hundreds of 
millions of dollars of taxpayers’ money 
for our own police force to protect us, 
we also say that you can’t bring a fire- 
arm into the buildings that we work in 
each and every day. 

Now, we do this even though we come 
to the floor and profess our undying 
love for the unfettered notion of the 
Second Amendment as interpreted by 
some that you can have a gun any- 
where, in a bar, in a park, in a school, 
in a daycare center, and at church. 
Take your gun and ride off into the 
wind with it. But we won’t allow it 
here. 

Iam just waiting for a Member of the 
majority, since we have multiple 
amendments, to come to the floor and 
to say that people should be able to ex- 
ercise their Second Amendment here 
when they visit the people’s House, 
when they visit their elected Rep- 
resentatives, that somehow we want to 
welcome them and their guns with 
their armor-piercing bullets, and then I 
would know that you truly love the 
Second Amendment and that you see it 
as an unfettered right anywhere, any- 
time, and under any circumstances. 
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Madam Chair, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CULBERSON), the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I 
strongly support the gentleman’s 
amendment, and it is necessary be- 
cause the ATF, once again, here at- 
tempted to ban ammunition that could 
be used in a handgun that is otherwise 
commonly available for rifles. In the 
statute, the Congress intended to pro- 
hibit the use of armor-piercing ammu- 
nition for handguns. So the gentle- 
man’s amendment is necessary, and I 
strongly support the amendment as, 
again, additional protection for Ameri- 
cans’ constitutional Second Amend- 
ment rights to keep and bear arms. 

I would point out to my good friend 
from Pennsylvania that at the Texas 
Capitol, concealed-carry permit hold- 
ers are actually given a separate line 
so they can get into the capitol even 
more rapidly because law enforcement 
officers in Texas recognize that a con- 
cealed-carry permit holder is their best 
backup because they have had a back- 
ground check and they are trained in 
the use of the weapon. 

I coauthored the legislation in Texas 
in the 1990s to allow Texans to get a 
concealed-carry permit, and we have 
prevented a lot of crimes and saved a 
lot of lives. I don’t think there has 
even been a fistfight among concealed- 
carry permit holders in Texas in all 
these years. They are given expedited 
access to the Texas Capitol because law 
enforcement recognizes an honest, law- 
abiding American with a concealed- 
carry permit is their best friend. 

I support the gentleman’s amend- 
ment, and I urge its passage. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
MASSIE), my friend. 

Mr. MASSIE. Madam Chair, I thank 
the gentleman from Arizona’s leader- 
ship on this issue, and my profound 
gratitude and immense respect to 
Chairman CULBERSON for making sure 
that this interpretation that was ap- 
plied to 5.45 ammunition was not ap- 
plied to 5.56. He has the gratitude of 
millions of gun owners in this coun- 
try—law-abiding gun owners, I should 
say. 

This travesty of justice still applies 
to this other caliber, using the same 
reasoning. I won’t impugn the motives 
of the ATF. I won’t do that. I think 
they are just trying to enforce the law. 
There is a gray area here, and I think 
this bill clears up that gray area for 
the benefit of millions of gun owners— 
law-abiding gun owners—in this coun- 
try, and I thank Representative GOSAR 
for leading on this. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, what I 
would like to do is highlight that only 
an obscure pistol could use this 7N6 
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ammunition. So I was going out of the 
way for a very popular round that is 
used for target practice all over this 
country. So I would ask for support for 
my amendment. 

I thank the gentleman for helping 
me, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ISSA 

Mr. ISSA. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 

SEC. __. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to operate or dis- 
seminate a cell-site simulator or IMSI catch- 
er in the United States except pursuant to a 
court order that identifies an individual, ac- 
count, address, or personal device 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. ISSA. Madam Chair, I rise today 
to offer this amendment, and it be- 
comes necessary because selective spy- 
ing by using these devices commonly 
called StingRays or cell site simula- 
tors or IMSI catchers has become a re- 
ality. 

These sophisticated, affordable mo- 
bile devices in fact spoof or convince 
your phone that they are a valid cell 
tower and allow for the gathering of 
communications content, including 
texts and emails. 

What is disturbing is that Federal 
dollars may be being used to capture 
tens of thousands of Americans’ infor- 
mation without a warrant. The Wall 
Street Journal, The Washington Post, 
the Associated Press, and more have, 
in fact, uncovered cases of nationwide 
use by the FBI and other agencies 
working to cover up StingRay use in 
instances in which they have, among 
other things, dropped criminal cases to 
avoid having to disclose their use of 
them. Additionally, they have entered 
into nondisclosure agreements at times 
in order to not do so. 

Just a month ago, this House—and 
the Senate, a few days ago—passed, 
overwhelmingly, a new authorization 
of the PATRIOT Act. We did so with a 
careful balance between what our gov- 
ernment can do to us and what protec- 
tions we have, and particularly the 
Fourth Amendment. 

This is a narrowly crafted amend- 
ment. It in no way stops the use of 
these devices when a Federal court has 
ordered and allowed the use, either a 
FISA court or a common warrant 
issued by a judge. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I claim 
the time in opposition, but I am not in 
opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I concur 
with the gentleman’s amendment, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. ISSA. At this time, Madam 
Chair, I yield 1 minute to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. FARENTHOLD). 
Mr. FARENTHOLD. Madam Chair, I 
rise in support of our amendment 
today that I am working on with Mr. 
ISSA. 

Madam Chair, the Associated Press 
reported yesterday that they confirmed 
reports that the FBI is flying surveil- 
lance cameras in aircraft over the U.S. 
with these devices. They are operated 
sometimes through shell companies 
that use video and StingRay tech- 
nology to capture data on Americans 
in bulk both visually and from our cell 
phones. 

This flies in the face of every concept 
of liberty and privacy that we cherish 
in this country. Our Founding Fathers 
would be sickened if they found out 
how far we have slipped. As much as I 
have been encouraged by the fact that 
both Houses of Congress have passed 
the USA FREEDOM Act to end bulk 
surveillance under section 215 of the 
PATRIOT Act, reports like this show 
me we still have a long way to go. 

This secretive FBI program to hack 
into our cellphones seems far from ap- 
propriate and constitutional, and it 
must be curtailed. This amendment 
would ensure that any usage of this 
program would only happen through a 
court order targeting a specific indi- 
vidual and never as a dragnet for bulk 
surveillance. 

I am happy to hear that there is very 
little opposition to this, and I look for- 
ward to working to continue to regain 
our liberty from mass and unconstitu- 
tional surveillance. 

Mr. ISSA. Madam Chair, I have no 
further speakers. I urge passage, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. ISSA). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLORES 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. __. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to further imple- 
mentation of the coastal and marine spatial 
planning and ecosystem-based management 
components of the National Ocean Policy de- 
veloped under Executive Order 13547. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
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from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise to 
assert a point of order on this amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I make 
a point of order against the amend- 
ment because it proposes to change ex- 
isting law and constitutes legislation 
in an appropriation bill and, therefore, 
violates clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, this 
amendment does not change existing 
law. It just removes the funding for an 
unconstitutional, unstatutory action 
by the President. 
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Madam Chair, it seems like I have 
caused some excitement with the Par- 
liamentarian this afternoon, so why 
don't I do this. 

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
the amendment and go to the second 
Flores amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLORES 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used to implement 
Executive Order 13547 (75 Fed. Reg. 43023, re- 
lating to the stewardship of oceans, coasts, 
and the Great Lakes), including the National 
Ocean Policy developed under such Execu- 
tive Order. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I rise 
today to offer a simple amendment to 
address an ongoing overreach by the 
executive branch of our government. 

My amendment bans the use of Fed- 
eral funds for the implementation of 
Executive Order 13547. That executive 
order, which was signed in 2010, re- 
quires that 60-plus bureaucracies, as 
shown on this chart, essentially zone 
the oceans and the sources thereof. 

This amendment addresses a critical 
executive branch encroachment into 
the powers of Congress as set forth in 
our Constitution. The activities being 
conducted by Executive Order 13547 
have not been authorized by Congress, 
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nor have appropriations been made by 
Congress to fund those activities. 

Madam Chair, since 2010, this body 
has voted six times in support of this 
amendment in a bipartisan manner. 
This language was also included in the 
base text of the fiscal year 2016 Energy 
and Water Development Appropriations 
bill. Today, I am offering my amend- 
ment again because concerns have been 
raised that the effects of the National 
Ocean Policy extend well beyond re- 
stricting ocean activities and encroach 
into inland activities. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I visited 
Chicago a few years back for the coast- 
al zone conference to talk about how 
important it was that this administra- 
tion has finally put forward, and we 
support, an ocean policy. There have 
been since 2012 over 15 different amend- 
ments seeking to undermine respon- 
sible ecosystem-based management of 
our oceans. 

As appropriators, we have not been 
willing to accept these efforts to under- 
mine this. We understand we have a re- 
sponsibility as stewards. In fact, as a 
Nation we have more responsibility for 
the world's oceans than any other Na- 
tion in terms of territorially in the 
world. 

We have some challenging cir- 
cumstances. It is good that we now 
have a policy going forward. I would 
ask that the House oppose this amend- 
ment. 

I yield 14% minutes to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE), the 
former mayor and a great Congress- 
man. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Chair, I rise 
in strong opposition to the Flores 
amendment, which would prohibit the 
implementation of the National Ocean 
Policy, which permits better coordina- 
tion among Federal agencies respon- 
sible for coastal planning. 

This amendment, in particular, 
would undermine NOAA’s participation 
in planning, it would hurt States and 
communities, businesses, and would 
impede States like Rhode Island from 
managing their own resources in a way 
that best fits their needs and priorities. 

This administration has made it 
clear that the National Ocean Policy 
does not create new regulations, super- 
sede current regulations, or modify any 
agency’s established mission, jurisdic- 
tion, or authority. Rather, it helps co- 
ordinate the implementation of exist- 
ing regulations by Federal agencies to 
establish a more efficient and effective 
decisionmaking process. 

In the Northeast, our regional ocean 
council has allowed our State to pool 
resources and businesses to have a 
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voice in decisionmaking and has co- 
ordinated with Federal partners to en- 
sure all stakeholders have a voice in 
the process. 

It is astounding to me that since 2012, 
15 riders undermining ocean planning 
have been introduced to House bills, in- 
cluding riders on two previous CJS ap- 
propriations bills. 

Allowing Federal agencies to coordi- 
nate implementation of over 100 ocean 
laws and giving States and local gov- 
ernments a voice in the ocean planning 
process is smart public policy. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
misguided amendment and to under- 
stand and accept our responsibility to 
be good stewards of our oceans. That is 
what the administration’s policy does. 
This is allowing agencies to coordinate 
that work in a thoughtful, strategic, 
and smart way. 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I again 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, who has 
the right to close? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has the right to 
close. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, first of 
all, I think it is important to set the 
record straight. The issue here is not 
whether or not we want to take care of 
our oceans. All of us want to take care 
of our oceans. All of us believe in man- 
aging the ocean economy, the ocean 
ecology. We also believe in trying to 
make sure that we have a government 
that adheres to this Constitution. 
Under article I of that Constitution, all 
legislative powers are reserved to this 
body, to this Congress, not to the 
President. That is the issue at stake 
here. The President has overstepped his 
constitutional statutory bounds. 

Now, in the year 2000, Congress did 
pass something during the 106th Con- 
gress to create an ocean commission to 
review and make recommendations. 
Since then, the 108th, 109th, 110th, and 
111th Congresses each looked at those 
recommendations and decided to take 
no legislative action. 

That is what caused the President to 
move forward with his executive order 
to try to go around Congress. There are 
no appropriations. We have asked the 
Department for this function specifi- 
cally. We have asked the Department 
of Interior specifically to provide their 
statutory support for the President’s 
actions. They have provided none. So 
the President has gone around Con- 
gress by signing these executive orders. 

There are 67 groups that include fish- 
ing, agricultural, farming, energy, and 
other industries that are concerned 
about the impact of this Federal over- 
reach—and again, I would say an un- 
constitutional Federal overreach. 

Again, this is a simple amendment 
that just stands up for the constitu- 
tional rights of this Congress to create 
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the statutes under which this activity 
can be conducted and to transparently 
appropriate the funds for this activity 
should it so choose. 

We are not against ocean planning, 
as I said at the outset of this. What we 
are for, though, is for the Constitution 
and to stand up for our congressional 
rights to enact the statutes related to 
this activity and for the appropriators 
to be able to transparently appropriate 
the money. 

Again, this amendment has been 
adopted with bipartisan support six 
times over the last 4% years and is al- 
ready included in the base text of the 
fiscal year 2016 Energy and Water Ap- 
propriations bill. 

I want to thank Chairman CULBER- 
son for considering this amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, can I in- 
quire how much time is remaining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has 2% minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. FARR). 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

What selective memory you have. 
You say that the President is abusing 
his authority. Do you know who first 
asked for this? President Bush. He is 
the one that created the Commission 
and asked for those recommendations. 

And guess what? Five Republicans 
authored that bill—Republicans Green- 
wood, Bilbray, Gilchrest, Horn, and 
Franks. That was in 2000 and 2004 they 
introduced it. The bill went to com- 
mittee, and the committee never heard 
the bill. So don’t say that Congress 
never had a chance to enact this thing. 
Congress refused, just like Congress re- 
fuses to respond to the President’s ask 
that we ought to decide whether we 
ought to go to war in the Middle East. 

You are very selective. You say, 
Don’t let the President make these ex- 
ecutive orders, and then when he does 
you want to sue him because it is 
about immigration or issues like that. 
You criticize this President because 


Congress fails to take action, even 
after Presidents—Republican and 
Democratic Presidents—have asked 


Congress to take action, and we re- 
fused. And now you get up and say, 
Well, because we refused, you took ex- 
ecutive action, therefore, we ought to 
not allow it to be implemented. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members will ad- 
dress their remarks to the Chair. 

Mr. FARR. Thank you, Madam Chair. 
I am referring the remarks to the 
Madam Chair. 

Look, deleting this ability for the 
National Ocean Policy—by the way, we 
haven’t appropriated money. No money 
is being spent on it. But we are smart 
about getting 70 or 80 Federal agencies 
together to have one stop to figure out 
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how we can get all these permits. That 
is why the fishermen support it. 

I live in a coastal community. The 
author of this does not. We make our 
living off the ocean. And, by God, we 
want all the regulatory agencies to be 
in sync. And one of the policies here is, 
let’s have a healthy ocean. What is 
wrong with that? 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, if the 
oceans die, it is impossible for us to 
live. 

The Pew Foundation in Philadelphia 
has put hundreds of millions of dollars 
behind efforts around ocean science. 
My friend, Gerry Lenfest, has put a lot 
of his own fortune behind this effort. 
When I first got to the Congress, I was 
chair of the Friends of the Caribbean 
Caucus. We should do better by our 
oceans. 

I ask that we oppose this, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. FLORES). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DUNCAN OF SOUTH 
CAROLINA 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
Madam Chair, I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to prosecute or hold 
liable any person or corporation for a viola- 
tion of section 2(a) of the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703(a)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from South Carolina and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
Madam Chair, the question we should 
ask ourselves is, should green energy 
companies be held liable for incidental 
deaths of birds of prey or migratory 
birds as a result of them flying into 
wind turbines or onto solar arrays. 

As you may know, the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act of 1918 and the Bald 
and Golden Eagle Protection Act, while 
well-intentioned, are significantly out- 
dated. 

Under current law, the accidental 
death of a protected bird is punishable 
as a misdemeanor; a second offense can 
be charged as a felony. This includes 
accidental deaths caused by wind tur- 
bines and solar panels. 
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The MBTA covers over 1,000 different 
species of birds. The Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act and the Bald and Golden 
Eagle Protection Act were written to 
target the intentional killing of migra- 
tory birds and birds of prey. I don’t 
think anybody believes that accidental 
deaths as a result of solar panels or 
wind energy production warrants fel- 
ony prosecution. 

Every year, cars, trucks, sky- 
scrapers, windmills, oil platforms, air- 
planes, and houses with big windows 
cause the deaths of hundreds of thou- 
sands of these protected birds, doing 
things that are otherwise well within 
the law but that make drivers, pilots, 
property owners, and green energy 
companies potential felons under a 
strict interpretation of an outdated 
law. 

As you can imagine, the enforcement 
of this law is pretty spotty, with bu- 
reaucrats selectively enforcing these 
regulations, creating uncertainty in 
the green energy marketplace. 

President Obama’s Fish and Wildlife 
Service recently announced plans to 
study the possibility of creating a per- 
mitting regime under the MBTA, which 
would allow for incidental and acci- 
dental take without criminal penalty, 
and they have suspended prosecutions 
until this is worked out. I agree with 
this approach. That is consistent with 
a bill I introduced—my CLEAN Energy 
Producers Act, H.R. 493. 

My amendment today to the Com- 
merce-Justice-Science Appropriations 
bill will suspend further prosecutions 
for incidental avian deaths under the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act until this 
incidental take permitting regime is 
implemented. 

I believe this is the right step as we 
move toward permanent reforms of the 
MBTA and the BGEPA as a part of the 
national all-of-the-above energy inde- 
pendence strategy. 

I would urge a “yes”? vote on this im- 
portant issue, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 


1600 


Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I rise in op- 
position. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, what is 
broken that needs fixing? These are 
laws that have been in place for 100 
years. In fact, they are laws that have 
been implemented because the United 
States has signed treaties with other 
countries that share our migratory 
fowl, countries like Canada, Mexico, 
Japan, and Russia. These are treaties 
that require that we be responsible for 
the wildlife that flies over our air space 
and lands in our soil. 

Migratory birds are integrated into a 
healthy, natural system. In many 
ways, they affect the predators, the 
prey, the seed dispensers, and the polli- 
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nators. They are really actively appre- 
ciated by millions of people. We have a 
society in America called the National 
Audubon Society. We make an awful 
lot of money in my district off watch- 
able wildlife. 

Why would we want to stop the laws 
that protect that wildlife? I think this 
is all about responsible management; 
but to have an amendment that says 
that none of the funds may be available 
to prosecute or hold liable any persons 
who have violated the law, you are dis- 
mantling law enforcement’s ability to 
enforce the law where people have vio- 
lated it—violated it. 

I think the public of this country 
does appreciate their watchable wild- 
life, whether they are hunting it or 
whether they are viewing it, and a lot 
of people make money off of it. I don’t 
think this amendment is at all con- 
structive. You are upsetting 100 years 
of law and international responsibility 
that we have as a country in this hemi- 
sphere. 

I oppose the amendment and ask peo- 
ple to vote against it. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 
Madam Chair, I am in full support of 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Iam an 
avid water fowler; I am an avid hunter, 
and I see how the Migratory Bird Trea- 
ty Act has benefited the species from 
the heyday of the market hunting and 
what we saw in the early 1900s. 

I believe that the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act and the Bald and Golden 
Eagle Protection Act were designed to 
talk about the intentional killing or 
overharvesting of migratory birds and 
potential killing of birds of prey. 

Even the Obama administration rec- 
ognizes that there is something wrong 
with how we prosecute these cases of 
incidental and accidental deaths. This 
simply takes what they are already 
doing and says let’s just have a pause 
until we can work this out in perma- 
nent law. That is all my amendment 
does. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. FARR. Well, with all due respect, 
that is not what your law says. It says: 

None of the funds made available by this 
act may be used to prosecute or hold liable 
any person or corporation for a violation of 
the provision of law found in section 703(a) of 
title 16 of the United States Code. 

There is no language in here about 
working anything out. There is no lan- 
guage about being responsible man- 
agers of the land or flyways. 

Yes, we have a lot of new equipment 
up in our energy business, our wind en- 
ergy and our solar energy. Those 
things, obviously way before you build 
them, you are supposed to take into ac- 
count whether they are being built 
right in a flyway. 

We have condors in our area that we 
have obviously spent a lot of money 
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trying to revive. People actually spend 
money to come to very expensive ho- 
tels so that they can come see a con- 
dor. These are things that you want to 
protect. 

To say that none of the funds can be 
made available to hold liable people 
that are violating the law seems to me 
just a reckless act to upset 100 years of 
wildlife management. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, if somebody has inten- 
tionally violated law, absolutely, they 
ought to be prosecuted. This amend- 
ment is in order because we are dealing 
with justice and how this is prosecuted. 
We are saying that the Justice Depart- 
ment can’t expend any money to pros- 
ecute these incidental accidental 
deaths. 

We need an interpretation of law. 
There is no doubt in my mind that we 
ought to revisit the MBTA and Bald 
and Golden Eagle Protection Act, and 
we will. Iam on the Natural Resources 
Committee. I promise you, this issue 
will come up; but I think it is appro- 
priate to say we are going to hold off 
on expending any money by pros- 
ecuting these accidental incidental 
deaths. 

I would urge my colleagues to vote 
for this. I think it is the right place 
and the right time. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chair, in closing, to 
say that the law says that those who 
are in violation of law—I mean, how 
many golden eagles do you have to kill 
and tell the law enforcement you can’t 
do anything about it? This isn’t about 
accidental death. This is people vio- 
lating the law with an intent. You have 
to have an intent to do wrong. 

I think this is a reckless amendment. 
I hope we defeat it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DUNCAN of 
Tennessee). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LAMBORN 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to collect informa- 
tion about individuals attending gun shows, 
by means of an automatic license plate read- 
er, or to retain any information so collected. 

Mr. FARR. I reserve a point of order 
on this issue. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Colorado and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, ear- 
lier this year, an email uncovered by 
the ACLU revealed that the Drug En- 
forcement Administration, DEA, and 
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Fire- 
arms and Explosives, or ATF, collabo- 
rated on a plan to use automatic li- 
cense plate readers to monitor and col- 
lect information about law-abiding 
citizens attending gun shows. 

Under this program, mere attendance 
at a gun show would have been enough 
to have one’s attendance recorded in a 
massive DEA database. As if that 
weren’t bad enough, the primary pur- 
pose of this database is asset forfeiture, 
a controversial practice of seizing mo- 
torists’ possessions if police suspect 
they are criminal proceeds. 

In response to inquiries about the un- 
covered document, the DEA has said 
that the proposal was rejected by supe- 
riors and never implemented. Keep in 
mind that this was taking place in 
Phoenix in 2009 at about the time of 
Fast and Furious, and there were, I be- 
lieve, rogue projects going on in that 
part of the country at the time. 

We have litigated that as a House 
against the Department of Justice, and 
they have not supplied the documents 
that they were supposed to have sup- 
plied to Congress. 

We also held former Attorney Gen- 
eral Eric Holder in contempt of Con- 
gress for not providing those docu- 
ments. This was at a time when, per- 
haps, rogue projects were actually 
going on in Phoenix. I believe that 
they were, and I believe that this is one 
of those. 

However, the DEA never supplied any 
documents saying that they rejected 
this project. They blamed it on an un- 
derling, and they said it was never im- 
plemented. While this assurance is wel- 
come, the fact that such a proposal was 
even considered raises very serious pri- 
vacy concerns. 

My amendment would prohibit any 
funds from being used to collect or re- 
tain information about individuals at- 
tending gun shows by means of an 
automatic license plate reader. This 
amendment is supported by the NRA, 
the National Rifle Association; the 
Gun Owners of America; and the ACLU. 

Automatic license plate readers 
should not be used to target law-abid- 
ing citizens who are engaged in their 
constitutionally protected rights. 
Without strong regulations and greater 
transparency, this new technology 
would only increase the threat of ille- 
gitimate government surveillance. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this amendment in order to rein in the 
illegal surveillance of Americans and 
to send a clear message to agencies 
like the DEA and the ATF that auto- 
matic license plate readers must not be 
used to collect information during con- 
stitutionally protected activities. 
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This includes Second Amendment ac- 
tivities, like attending gun shows. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I make a 
point of order against the amendment 
because it proposes to change existing 
law and constitutes legislation in an 
appropriation bill and, therefore, vio- 
lates clause 2 of rule XXI. 

That rule states in pertinent part: 
“An amendment to a general appro- 
priation bill shall not be in order if 
changing existing law”” 

One of the provisions is that it ‘‘re- 
quires a new determination.” 

Task for a ruling from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, let 
me respond to that by saying that The 
Wall Street Journal published an arti- 
cle on January 27 of this year which 
quotes what the ACLU uncovered 
through a Freedom of Information Act 
request to the Department of Justice. 

In pertinent part, this revelation 
that was obtained by the ACLU reads: 

The DEA Phoenix Division Office is work- 
ing closely with the Bureau of Alcohol, To- 
bacco, Firearms and Explosives on attacking 
the guns going to “blank”—that is re- 
dacted—and the gun shows to include pro- 
grams-operations with license plate readers 
at the gun shows. 

At least some agent or agents within 
the DEA’s Phoenix region believed that 
they had the authority to go to gun 
shows and use automatic license plate 
recognition technology to, basically, 
throw out a dragnet and take in the 
identities of everyone who was attend- 
ing a constitutionally protected activ- 
ity. 

That is what this amendment at- 
tacks. At least some elements within 
the DEA thought that they had this 
authority. They thought they had this 
power. 

I don’t think this is creating any new 
legislation, because it is going after a 
power they believed they already had 
and believed that they had the ability 
to exercise. 

So the withdrawal of funding to 
something they thought they had the 
power to do is not creating a new over- 
sight or provision. I forget the word 
the gentleman used. It is not legis- 
lating in the sense of giving them a 
power they didn’t already have. They 
thought they had this power. This 
amendment would withdraw the fund- 
ing for that. 

I would urge the Chair to reject the 
point of order raised by the opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? If not, the Chair is prepared 
to rule. 

The Chair finds that this amendment 
includes language requiring a new de- 
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termination by the relevant Federal of- 
ficials of whether an individual is at- 
tending a gun show. The gentleman 
from Colorado has not proven that this 
determination is required by existing 
law. 

The amendment, 
stitutes legislation 
clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The point of order is sustained, and 
the amendment is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SANFORD 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 

SEC. . Hach amount made available by 
this Act (other than an amount required to 
be made available by a provision of law) is 
hereby reduced by 2.48 percent. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from South Carolina and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Chairman, this is 
a very simple and straightforward 
amendment, as has been laid out, 
which is to, in essence, make an across- 
the-board cut of this particular appro- 
priation by 2.48 percent. 

I think it is important to do so sim- 
ply for this reason. I was in a Budget 
hearing this morning, and the new Di- 
rector of the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice came by. 

In his testimony, what he talked 
about was the way in which the Amer- 
ican civilization and the Federal budg- 
et was nearing a tipping point beyond 
which there would be substantial con- 
sequence to that which we can budget 
here at the Federal level; to the value 
of the dollar; to future interest rates; 
and, ultimately, to the American way 
of life. 


therefore, con- 
in violation of 


1615 


I think what is interesting is that, 
indeed, Admiral Mike Mullen, a mili- 
tary man, observed the same, because 
when he was asked what is the biggest 
threat to the American way of life and 
to American security, his answer was 
the American debt. 

You can look at a long list of dif- 
ferent authors who have talked about 
this theme in different ways. You 
know, Reinhart and Rogoff talked 
about it in their book entitled, ‘‘This 
Time is Different,” wherein, again, you 
look at economies that get to around 
90 percent debt to GDP and, frankly, 
the wheels start to come off. Bad 
things begin to happen both to the 
economy and to the government’s abil- 
ity to perpetuate funding for programs 
that are important. 

We have gone through a long list of 
well-discussed programs within this 
particular appropriation bill that are 
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important, but for our government’s 
ability to sustain those programs, we 
need to look beyond 10 or 15 years out. 
We need to look at the long run, and 
ultimately that is what this bill is 
about. 

I think it is interesting from a non- 
partisan standpoint that Erskine 
Bowles and Alan Simpson said, if you 
look at our financial picture, it is the 
most predictable financial collapse or 
calamity in the history of man. I could 
go through a lot of other reasons nu- 
merically as to why I think it is impor- 
tant, but the short answer is we are 
nearing that tipping point that was 
talked about in the Budget hearing 
this morning. 

I see my colleague standing, so I will 
reserve the balance of my time and 
come back to a few other points in a 
moment. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to across-the-board cuts. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I respect 
the gentleman’s presentation, but I 
think we ought to put it in full con- 
text. We do have an across-the-board 
cut. It is a huge cut. It is called seques- 
tration. Although Admiral Mullen did 
admonish the Congress for the fact 
that we were running a deficit and it 
was a threat to our national security, 
he also opposed sequestration, across- 
the-board cuts. 

I think the problem is—and this bill 
certainly is an across-the-board cut 
from what we used to spend, with the 
exception of the protection of one pro- 
gram, but I oppose this. We are on the 
Committee on Appropriations. We try 
to go through these things with a fine- 
tooth comb to figure out how to adjust 
the spending of the United States of 
America. The worst thing you can do is 
just do an across-the-board cut because 
that harms good programs, and you 
aren’t necessarily cutting enough to 
really make a big dent in the national 
debt. 

Frankly, the spending of America has 
come down quite dramatically, and the 
economy has improved, and our na- 
tional debt is, in the recent years, at 
an all-time low. I think, frankly, we in 
Congress talk about this debt but don’t 
put it into context. 

I like to put it in the context that I 
talk to my constituents about that 
what we have at the national level, 
just like you have at the local level 
and your own personal life, you have 
sort of two debts. You have a short- 
term debt, which is that credit card, 
you spent too much that one month, so 
you are going to pay it slowly off in 
the next couple months. That is the an- 
nual deficit. 

The long-term debt is that big mort- 
gage that we have on our houses. We 
don’t panic because of a mortgage. We 
made an agreement over a period of 
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time—15, 30 years—that we are going to 
pay off this mortgage, and we know 
what those payments will be. 

Wall Street doesn’t worry about a 
deficit when we have a plan to pay it 
off. Wall Street worries about when we 
take a meat-ax approach to not run- 
ning the government efficiently, not 
having enough people to process people 
when they need permits and they need 
access to licenses and things like that. 

So I wish Congress would get off this 
sort of let’s just use a meat-ax ap- 
proach to solving these problems be- 
cause we won’t spend the time to get 
into the weeds. And although I respect 
the gentleman and his approach, I just 
don’t think this is the proper way to do 
it, and I would oppose the across-the- 
board cut. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FARR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to join in opposition to this 
amendment. I share my colleague’s 
concern about government spending, 
but two-thirds of the problem is in So- 
cial Security and Medicare and Med- 
icaid, and in ObamaCare, the national 
debt, the interest on the debt. That is 
what is drowning us. 

We, in the appropriations process, 
handle about a third of Federal spend- 
ing, and we have cut spending here in 
this bill. We have limited resources; 
and as chairman of the subcommittee, 
we have prioritized that money to go, 
first and foremost, to law enforcement. 

The gentleman’s amendment would 
cut $683 million out of Federal law en- 
forcement, which is something I just 
simply cannot support. The gentle- 
man’s amendment would cut $212 mil- 
lion out of the FBI and just eviscerate 
their ability to deal with cyber espio- 
nage and to deal with terrorism. The 
gentleman’s amendment would cut $450 
million from NASA, essentially crip- 
pling our efforts to get Americans back 
into space on an American-made rock- 
et, something we simply have to do as 
quickly as possible. 

We have in our bill prioritized the 
limited, very precious, and scarce, 
hard-earned tax dollars that our con- 
stituents have entrusted us with and 
made sure that Federal law enforce- 
ment is taken care of, scientific re- 
search is protected, NASA is protected. 
But first and foremost, we protected 
public safety with the way we have 
prioritized our spending. 

I have to urge Members to oppose 
this amendment because we have al- 
ready followed the Dave Ramsey ap- 
proach in spending money where it is 
most needed. We have got to focus on 
the two-thirds of the problem that is 
drowning us: the mandatory, auto- 
matic spending programs—Medicare, 
Social Security, Medicaid—that are 
drowning this economy. That is where 
the deficit and the debt is coming from. 


the gen- 
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While we continue to do our part in Ap- 
propriations on the one-third that we 
have got control over, we are con- 
tinuing to cut and prioritize, let’s focus 
on the two-thirds that is actually hurt- 
ing the American economy. I would 
urge Members to oppose this amend- 
ment and defeat it. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. It is good to see my 
good friend on the floor. I, unfortu- 
nately, can’t support his amendment, 
but I appreciate his work here in the 
Congress. 

In the past, unlike those rhetorically 
who offer notions of support for Simp- 
son-Bowles, I actually supported it and 
voted for it. I am the only Member of 
the House that has offered a bill to get 
rid of the income tax and pay our 
debts. 

I wanted to set up a consumption tax, 
which 150 other countries in the world 
use. We have got a consumption-based 
economy. It might be a good notion to 
find our revenues where the action is. 

I don’t take a backseat to anyone 
when it comes to fiscal responsibility, 
but unless we have a global budget 
deal, it is going to be impossible for us 
to manage the accounts of what you 
agree are very important Federal agen- 
cies that have very important respon- 
sibilities. 

We are running the most important, 
the most powerful country in the 
world. We can’t do it on the cheap and 
be number one. China builds 100 
science-only universities in 5 years. It 
would take us 20 years to build one. We 
don’t have the same kind of decision- 
making process, obviously, and it takes 
us a while to formulate our decision 
package; but even when we get there, 
we have this debate about whether or 
not we are going to stand up and be the 
leading country in the world, whether 
in space exploration or in any of the 
areas of scientific enterprise in which 
we have always had the absolute lead. 
Now we have only a relative lead. 

There are those who are working in 
ways that are adverse to insisting on 
America being number one. Those are 
people who want to tell the American 
public that we can continue to have 
the best military in the world and not 
pay for it or the best education system 
and not pay for it. Or you look at our 
national laboratories, and I have vis- 
ited Oak Ridge, I have visited Los Ala- 
mos and Sandia and Fermi and Ar- 
gonne. You look at these laboratories. 
These were major investments. Now, 
some might call it spending, but it 
helped America win wars, but also win 
the economic fight against our com- 
petitors by making these investments. 

I just think that it is not a matter of 
what we can cut. It is where does our 
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country want to end up. Do we want to 
be something less than number one in 
the world? Is that the legacy we want 
to leave our children and grand- 
children? Or are we going to make the 
decisions that others before us have 
made, which is that we have to make 
tough decisions, and we are going to 
have to carry our own pail of water up 
the hill, and we are going to have to 
pay for all that we get. It was Abraham 
Lincoln who said you may not get all 
that you pay for, but you will pay for 
all that you get. 

So this notion that somehow Amer- 
ica can be number one on the cheap, I 
am not buying it. The world’s not 
going to buy it. We are competing with 
countries that have a billion-plus popu- 
lation. They are making investments, 
and they want to eat our lunch, eco- 
nomically. There may be challenges in 
other ways for our country down the 
road, and we have to be prepared as 
leaders to make some tough decisions 
and to tell the American public that, in 
order to retain our position, we might 
have to actually stand up to the bar 
and pay our fair share. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ad- 
mire the earnestness of my colleagues 
who, in good faith, are pressing forward 
in terms of trying to protect a whole 
host of programs that I think we all 
recognize are of great importance to 
the American people. 

Churchill once observed that the 
beauty of the American political sys- 
tem was that it always did the right 
thing—after it had exhausted every 
other possible remedy. My fear in this 
is, if we wait late in the game, and this 
is exactly what the Budget Director 
was talking about this morning, if we 
wait, the consequences to waiting, in 
numerical terms, become horrific. We 
are dealing with a math trap that com- 
pounds with time. Einstein, in fact, 
was once asked what is the most pow- 
erful force in the universe, and his 
reply was compound interest. The num- 
bers become, I think, absolutely com- 
pelling. 

So I would agree with my colleagues 
that across-the-board cuts are abso- 
lutely not the best way to go. When I 
was involved in State politics, I worked 
earnestly against across-the-board 
cuts. It is only out of desperation that 
I offer a proposal that entails across- 
the-board cuts because, again, if we 
wait, what the Budget Director this 
morning says was that there will be 
real consequences. 

I would make four additional points: 

One, if we are serious about address- 
ing the entitlement problem, then we 
shouldn’t be borrowing from entitle- 
ment spending to fund mandatory 
spending, and that is exactly what this 
particular appropriation bill does to 
the tune of about $10 billion. So I think 
that if we are really going to get ear- 
nest about entitlement spending, this 
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would be a place to start, which is part 
of the reason as to why we focused on 
this particular appropriation bill. 

Two, my colleague from California 
mentioned national debt is at an all- 
time low. That is incorrect. In fact, we 
are at an all-time high if you look at 
the numbers. Roughly, it took us 200 
years to get to $5 trillion in debt. Over 
the Bush administration, we went from 
5 to 10. It doubled. And now, during the 
Obama administration, it is going to 
double again from roughly 10 to 20. It is 
at an all-time high. 

I think the key to a mortgage is your 
ability to pay it off. It is not, again, is 
there a mortgage or isn’t there. It is 
can you pay it off. If you look at the 
numbers—and increasingly rating 
agencies around the world have sug- 
gested that when you get up around 
that 90 percent number, there is less 
and less probability that you will be 
able to perpetuate that spending, 
which goes to the heart of can we per- 
petuate our ability to fund these 
worthwhile programs, which is what 
this amendment is about. 

Lastly, I would say Admiral Mullen, 
when he spoke against the sequester, 
he did so, in large measure, because 
what he recognized was the way in 
which sequester disproportionately im- 
pacted the military. 

For a host of reasons, again, I would 
ask support for this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. SAN- 
FORD). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. KING OF 

IOWA 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used with respect to 
the case State of Texas, et al. v. United 
States of America, et al. (No. B-14-254 in the 
United States District Court for the South- 
ern District of Texas and No. 15-40238 in the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth 
Circuit). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Iowa and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 
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Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment is an amendment, in 
short form, that says that none of the 
funds made available by this act may 
be used with respect to the case State 
of Texas, et al. v. United States of 
America. 

I point out to the body, Mr. Chair- 
man, that that is the case that was 
filed by then-Attorney General of 
Texas Greg Abbott, now Governor of 
Texas, to protect the interest of Tex- 
ans. It has been signed on to now by 25 
States, I believe. And this is in ref- 
erence to the President’s November 20 
DAPA policy, his executive amnesty 
policy. 

We have watched as this Congress 
has three times voted to reject the 
President’s initiative, and the debate 
has been centered on constitutional 
grounds. The position of this Congress 
has three times been that the Presi- 
dent of the United States is the leader 
of the executive branch of this govern- 
ment, and the legislative powers are all 
vested here in the United States Con- 
gress, in a House and in a Senate. That 
is article 1 of the Constitution. 

That is what the President taught 
through his 10 years as an adjunct pro- 
fessor of constitutional law at the Uni- 
versity of Chicago, and that is what he 
also uttered at least 22 times as Presi- 
dent of the United States—that he 
didn’t have the authority to establish 
in advance an executive amnesty that 
would waive the application of the law 
for some 5 million people. 

Not only does this Congress agree 
with the President’s 22 statements that 
he has since changed his position on— 
by the way, the President has a 33-page 
Office of Legal Counsel opinion that is 
written, I think, very loosely—and I 
read every word of that—but the Presi- 
dent’s convictions, I believe, were re- 
flected prior to this political decision. 

And so my amendment prohibits any 
of the funds from being used to further 
defend this unconstitutional executive 
amnesty position. 

Mr. Chairman, I would point out that 
not only has Congress voted three 
times but also the President’s 22 state- 
ments, as I said, and then it is backed 
up by Federal Judge Hanen, who ruled 
on the side of the Constitution and the 
rule of law and the separation of pow- 
ers. And on the administration’s ap- 
peal, a three-judge panel in the Fifth 
Circuit also ruled and indicated that 
the State of Texas and the other co- 
plaintiffs were likely to prevail, and 
granted standing to the State of Texas. 

And now we have an administration 
that appears to be willing to continue 
this debate further and go with an ap- 
peal to the Circuit Court again. They 
actually have the opportunity to go di- 
rectly to the Supreme Court. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I go through this 
long list of things that have happened 
because a lot of money has been spent 
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and wasted in an attempt to, let’s say— 
the gracious way to say it would be to 
stretch the Constitution beyond any 
bounds that it had been stretched be- 
fore. 

This amendment simply directs that 
none of the funds made available shall 
be used to continue that endeavor. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. So when the gen- 
tleman references the Congress acting 
three times, when you say “the Con- 
gress,” do you mean both Houses of the 
Congress? Or, are you referring to one 
House? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I would have to go 
back and look at the record in the Sen- 
ate to give you an accurate count. I 
can tell you that it is an accurate 
count for the House. It may not be a 
full three times in the Senate. 

Mr. FATTAH. I thank the gentleman, 
and if he would continue to yield, we 
can continue for one second. Because I 
know that you appreciate the construc- 
tion of our government and the way 
the Constitution framed it. It is not 
the law of the land that one House acts 
on something. We need the House to 
act, the Senate to act, and then we 
need a Presidential signature or an 
override by a Presidential veto. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, and thanking the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for his insight, Mr. 
Chairman, I would state that the Con- 
stitution is very clear. It was very 
clear to the President of the United 
States for 10 years while he taught it, 
and it was very clear when he made his 
statements 22 times. 

So this is the Congress reasserting 
itself. Our Founding Fathers expected 
we would do that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. I rise in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me the time in that col- 
loquy. I look forward to being able to 
do the same in return, but I do appre- 
ciate the opportunity to communicate 
with my colleague, because I don’t 
want anyone to misinterpret the facts 
here. 

Every single President has acted in 
this area. And these actions by this 
President are no different than the ac- 
tions by previous Presidents in this 
trade space around providing amnesty. 

And what the gentleman strenuously 
and sincerely objects to is that this has 
benefited a large number of people 
whom the President has a different 
view of, in terms of their cir- 
cumstances, because they were brought 
here as young children. And the Presi- 
dent says, well, they are here, they 
went to school here, and this is the 
only country they know, and they have 
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abided by our laws, and he is granting 
them this ability to stay. And the gen- 
tleman objects. 

But I don’t want anyone to think 
that the Congress has taken some dif- 
ferent view, because the Congress is 
two Houses—the House and the Sen- 
ate—and even if both Houses were to 
act, the way our laws are structured, 
you need a Presidential signature. 

So, in fact, one House may have a dif- 
ference of opinion. When Ronald 
Reagan was President, the Democrats 
had a difference of opinion. It didn’t 
change the law so that we voted in 
some particular way. 

I don’t want anyone to misinterpret 
the comments of my colleague as he 
has articulated his sincere objections 
to these issues. 

And then to get to the point of his 
amendment, what he is saying is that 
it is wonderful that the judiciary is re- 
sponding, they are interpreting the law 
the way he thinks it should be inter- 
preted, but here what he wants to do is 
to deny the executive branch appro- 
priate resources to pursue its policy 
objectives by saying that none of the 
funds here can be used by DOJ in fur- 
therance of their position. 

So I think it is fair for the House to 
have a view. The House is even suing 
the President about his point of view 
on some things. But it is unfair for us 
to deny the executive branch an oppor- 
tunity to put forth its arguments in 
court on any of these matters so that 
we can get a proper ruling from the 
third branch of our government. 

And even though there have been rul- 
ings in the gentleman’s favor, he and I 
both know that we are not at the final 
rendezvous here, and that the wheels of 
justice grind slowly, but there will be a 
final decision probably by the highest 
court in the land. But we should not 
deny the DOJ an opportunity to go into 
court and argue the administration’s 
position. I think that would be unfair. 

Therefore, I oppose this amendment, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to strike 
the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to speak in support of the amend- 
ment. I strongly support Mr. KING’s 
amendment because what the Presi- 
dent has done is clearly illegal. 

The President does not have the abil- 
ity to change the law by himself. As 
my good friend from Philadelphia 
points out, one House of Congress can- 
not change the law all by itself. And 
similarly, the Chief Executive cannot 
change the law enacted by Congress 
and signed by the President all by him- 
self. 

The law is very clear that people who 
are in the country illegally, who have 
violated the immigration laws of the 
United States, need to be deported. 
And the President by this illegal execu- 
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tive action has attempted to override 
the Federal law enacted by Congress 
and signed by previous Presidents. 

The District Court agreed that Presi- 
dent Obama’s action is illegal and that 
an injunction lies against it. The Dis- 
trict Court suspended the President’s 
executive order because it was illegal. 
The Federal Court of Appeals in New 
Orleans suspended the President’s exec- 
utive order because it was illegal. We 
expect the full Fifth Circuit Court of 
Appeals to suspend the President’s ex- 
ecutive order because it is illegal. We 
expect the Supreme Court to suspend 
the President’s order because it is ille- 
gal, because the Constitution clearly 
says that as chief executive you have 
an obligation to faithfully execute the 
laws of the United States. 

You cannot make a law all by your- 
self with the stroke of a pen. And that 
is exactly what President Obama has 
done. In addition, it has placed an in- 
credibly unaffordable financial burden 
on the people of Texas, the people of 
Tennessee, and the people of all the 
States of the Union that would have to 
deal with these folks that are here ille- 
gally. 

All that we ask is that the law be en- 
forced. All that we ask is that the law 
be respected, because, as our Founding 
Fathers understood, the law is the 
foundation of all of our liberty. With- 
out law enforcement, there can be no 
liberty. Because there is just simply 
anarchy. If you look at northern Mex- 
ico today, it is in a complete state of 
anarchy. Mexico is essentially a failed 
state because they have no law enforce- 
ment. 

In the United States of America we 
cannot expect to preserve this great 
Republic handed down to us by our 
Founders without enforcing the law. 
The fundamental question that this 
lawsuit, Texas v. United States, is pur- 
suing—and winning—is respect for the 
rule of law as the foundation for all our 
liberties. 

So I strongly support Mr. KING’s 
amendment as an important tool in the 
ongoing effort to overturn the Presi- 
dent’s illegal executive amnesty. We 
expect the Supreme Court will stand 
behind the State of Texas and agree 
that the President’s order must be sus- 
pended because it is illegal, because 
without law enforcement, without re- 
spect for the law, there can be no lib- 
erty. That is the issue here. 

I strongly support the gentleman’s 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
would just reiterate that the President 
of the United States has signed a docu- 
ment. It is a November 20 document 
that says that he is going to impose ex- 
ecutive amnesty. This House disagrees. 
Many in the Senate also disagree. 

They have been chasing down an ex- 
pensive rabbit trail to advance an oper- 
ation of imposing amnesty in the 
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United States of America, 
travention of our laws. 

This Congress is reserved the right 
by the Constitution to write immigra- 
tion law, and our Founding Fathers 
imagined we would jealously guard 
that power. That is what this amend- 
ment is about. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I think 
that we are at a point where it is dif- 
ficult to reconcile what we are trying 
to do here—that is, in an appropria- 
tions bill—with these policy riders. 

Now, I have heard my chairman 
claim that the President of the United 
States has done things that are illegal 
three or four times. I think that that 
kind of language is not useful in the 
debate, nor is it factual, because I 
think that the President has been act- 
ing well in concert with the precedents 
of former Presidents who have provided 
clemency and amnesty. 

And I have heard Members like Mr. 
KING criticize those other Presidents 
who have provided amnesty, like Ron- 
ald Reagan and others, and I have 
never heard anyone claim that Presi- 
dent Reagan acted illegally in those 
matters. So I find it unusual that we 
would be in this type of circumstance. 

I heard the chairman run through a 
litany in which he also has the Su- 
preme Court finally make some deci- 
sion, which they have obviously not 
done yet. 

So I would like to try to get back on 
the tracks of moving an appropriations 
bill. And the point that we have to un- 
derstand here is that, if we are a co- 
equal branch of the government—that 
is, the President is coequal to us, but 
we are one-half of the Congress—then 
the idea that what the House says goes 
is nonsensical. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

I would just make the point that this 
Congress passed an amnesty act in 1986, 
and Ronald Reagan signed that. It was 
an act of Congress that brought am- 
nesty in 1986. I think it was a mistake, 
but I believe it was constitutional. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time, I 
appreciate the gentleman’s point. 

Like I was saying, it is nonsensical 
to assume that whatever the unfet- 
tered action of the House is, that it, 
number one, represents the action of 
the Congress, because it doesn’t. We 
have two Houses. We have a Senate and 
a House. And then we are coequal to 
the President, but the President has 
certain rights provided to him under 
the Constitution. 

If you find no exception in the ac- 
tions of other Presidents, it is unusual 
that we would have such enthusiastic 
language in condemnation of this 
President’s very similar actions. 


in con- 
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I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa will be post- 
poned. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to negotiate or fi- 
nalize a trade agreement that includes provi- 
sions relating to visas issued under section 
101(a)(15) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)). The limitation de- 
scribed in this section shall not apply in the 
case of the administration of a tax or tariff. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Iowa and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment addresses the cir- 
cumstances around the trade pro- 
motion authority and later on, per- 
haps, the Trans-Pacific Partnership, 
but it also addresses any of our trade 
negotiations that might take place 
that would be funded under this bill. 

The rationale is that there has been 
much concern about the negotiations 
with regard to trade promotion author- 
ity in particular, enabling the discus- 
sion about immigration visas as being 
part of the trade negotiations. 

It is a longstanding pattern and prac- 
tice of this Congress to assert our con- 
stitutional authority over immigration 
visas. When our U.S. Trade Representa- 
tive or other negotiators bring in nego- 
tiations that have to do with visas, it 
complicates our trade negotiations and 
puts us in a place where, when we see 
a trade agreement come before us, per- 
haps it is under a trade promotion au- 
thority that would be negotiated and 
this House votes on it, then it may well 
have within it visa agreements that 
have been negotiated with the multiple 
countries and taking out of the hands 
of Congress the ability to directly es- 
tablish, although there is an indirect 
inference, but directly establish our 
immigration policy. 

A lot of the opposition to the trade 
negotiations that have been taking 
place in the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
have been about concerns of news re- 
ports that have come from places likes 
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Australia that have pointed out that 
there are negotiations going on that 
have to do with visas. 

There was a circumstance several 
years ago, under a previous administra- 
tion, where they had negotiated immi- 
gration provisions in a trade agree- 
ment, and even though it was a non- 
amendable trade agreement, we went 
before the Judiciary Committee and 
had a full hearing. I offered two amend- 
ments that passed, and ultimately, 
there were changes made in that agree- 
ment. There is a long history on this 
with me. 

It has been an important issue to 
maintain the separation of immigra- 
tion policy and the Congress from the 
executive branch negotiations in trade. 
That is what this amendment does. It 
says no immigrant visas will be nego- 
tiated in trade agreements. That 
means all of them. 

Again, the Constitution enumerates 
this power to the Congress, not the ex- 
ecutive branch. I urge its adoption. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. I think that the hopes 
of having some bipartisan support for 
this bill is waning. I think it is very 
unfortunate that we are now at a point 
where we are trying to intrude in an 
entirely different area of the Presi- 
dent’s prerogatives. He can negotiate 
all he wants. 

Now, I may not support what he ne- 
gotiates, but to say you can’t even dis- 
cuss something in a negotiation, I 
think, is unfortunate. 

I am in opposition, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire as to how much time I 
have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Iowa has 24% minutes remaining. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
would reiterate this point, that this 
Congress and a lot of the American 
people lack confidence in the negotia- 
tions of our President. A lot of this 
angst has flowed forth from the Iranian 
negotiations and their march towards a 
nuclear capability that has undermined 
his credibility and made it signifi- 
cantly more difficult for a Congress 
that is in favor of trade, especially on 
my side of the aisle. 

I am a natural-born free trader. I 
have always believed that I can com- 
pete with anybody in the world, and I 
think America and American compa- 
nies can compete with anyone in the 
world. I think that we need to have a 
level playing field. 

What is happening is that lack of 
confidence in the President’s negotia- 
tions and the willingness to, I believe, 
give away some of the positions that 
would better enhance our national se- 
curity with regard to Iran, in par- 
ticular, has made it far more difficult 
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for those like me, who are pro-free 
trade, pro-smart trade, and because of 
that and the discussions about immi- 
gration visas being part of the negotia- 
tions and the indications from other 
countries that that is taking place, the 
secrecy around these negotiations is 
another component of it. 

When we have to go into a secure 
room and give up our iPhone and leave 
our notes there in order to be able to 
see what the administration will 
present us as far as these negotiations 
are concerned, it is hard to have con- 
fidence that we are getting all of the 
straight story. 

This is a way to put some contain- 
ment around the negotiations. If the 
administration says there are no visas 
being negotiated, there should be no 
reason to oppose this amendment. That 
is really the bottom line. 

If the administration opposes my 
amendment, that is a strong indication 
that they are not giving us the full 
story, but we are getting more of the 
full story from places like Australia. 

I urge the adoption of my amend- 
ment, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I con- 
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire as to the time remain- 
ing, please? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Iowa has 45 seconds remaining. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time 
here and reiterate that this amend- 
ment addresses a lack of trust that 
these trade negotiations are focused on 
the things that trades are supposed to 
be discussed about. 

I have a strong suspicion that they 
have included immigration visas in 
their trade agreements. This amend- 
ment is drafted consistent with the po- 
sition of this Congress that immigra- 
tion should not be part of trade nego- 
tiations. 

If the administration says that it is 
not part of trade negotiations, they 
should say, Fine, Iam happy to support 
the King amendment; and they will be 
happy to prove it in that fashion. 

Meanwhile, a lot of us are not going 
to a secure room to see if there is any- 
thing in there, and we won’t know 
what is presented to the this Congress 
until it is too late to resist. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge adoption of my 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, let me 
assure the House I have no intention of 
taking 44% minutes to make the com- 
ments that I intend to make. 

I was at SelectUSA, which is a gath- 
ering of people that the administration 
has brought together from around the 
world who were businesspeople and 
about investments in America. I was 
there with a number of Members of the 
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U.S. Senate, Senator NELSON and oth- 
ers. 

I got a chance at the lunch to sit 
next to a gentleman who has busi- 
nesses in the United States—manufac- 
turing businesses—and in South Africa 
and his home country in Asia and a 
number of other places. 

He was saying that, when he travels 
to America, even though he has got 
3,000 employees here, it is almost im- 
possible for him to get the kind of visas 
and to get back and forth post-9/11 that 
can make it an efficient business trip 
for him. It requires such advance plan- 
ning and so on. 

I could imagine, in a negotiation, 
that there could be some consideration 
when there is a person who has got a 
multinational business and is employ- 
ing Americans in Iowa or some other 
State about their entry and exit from 
our country. In fact, he indicated that, 
in these other countries, he has such 
arrangements, just not in our own. I 
think that America has got to think 
about where it is on these issues. 

This is not the appropriate bill for 
this. This is a bill to determine the ap- 
propriation levels that we are going to 
fund in certain accounts. We are well 
off the tracks, and I hope that we vote 
this amendment down. I am opposed to 
it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa will be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart- 
ment of Justice—Office of Justice Pro- 
grams—State and Local Law Enforcement 
Assistance”? may be used in contravention of 
section 642(a) of the Illegal Immigration Re- 
form and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 
1996 (8 U.S.C. 1873(a)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Iowa and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment eliminates the funding 
that might be used in contravention of 
section 642(a) that is designated in the 
amendment. 

642(a) is the section in the Illegal Im- 
migration Reform and Immigrant Re- 
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sponsibility Act of 1996, as I know it, 
that prohibits the political subdivi- 
sions in America from establishing 
sanctuary policies we often refer to as 
sanctuary cities. These are the polit- 
ical subdivisions that establish a policy 
that prohibit their law enforcement of- 
ficers and their other agents from co- 
operating with Federal immigration of- 
ficials. 

It seems illogical to me to think that 
any local government would want to 
prohibit their law enforcement officers 
from assisting in, cooperating with, 
and transferring information to the 
Federal law enforcement officers who 
are enforcing immigration law. 

That section, it reads, in part, but 
with the thought being contained here: 
“Notwithstanding,” the language says, 
“the political subdivisions may not 
prohibit, or in any way restrict any 
government entity or official from 
sending to or receiving from the 
INS’’—at the time, that is ICE today— 
“information regarding the citizenship 
or immigration status, lawful or un- 
lawful, of any individual.” 

Mr. Chairman, I grew up in a law en- 
forcement family. I looked at the men 
around me as a little boy, and I just 
thought that all adult men put on a 
uniform of some kind or another. I was 
steeped in respect for the supreme law 
of the land—the Constitution—and the 
rule of law. 

When there was an issue that came 
forward, whether it was a bank robbery 
or some tragedy that took place, all 
levels of law enforcement cooperated 
with all other levels of law enforce- 
ment. No one that was a member of the 
city police said: I am not going to be 
serving papers here because that is the 
county’s job. 

No county deputy decided that he 
wouldn’t pull somebody over for speed- 
ing because that was the city speed 
limit on a city street. No highway pa- 
trol officer decided that he wouldn’t 
enforce local law. 

No one that came in from the Divi- 
sion of Criminal Investigation or the 
FBI decided that it was their bailiwick, 
that it was exclusively their law to en- 
force and that no one should help them 
with that. 

Law enforcement, to be effective, has 
to be a cooperation from all levels; and, 
of course, the public has to respect the 
rule of law; and they have to respect 
those who are there to protect and 
serve and to also enforce that law. 

For me, I cannot understand how or 
why a city would establish these poli- 
cies, but they are doing so. In the proc- 
ess of that, they are undermining the 
rule of law and eroding the respect for 
the rule of law and leaving their citi- 
zens vulnerable, when we could be help- 
ing them with Federal officers who 
need to get this information. 

This is an amendment that has been 
offered in multiple years. It has passed 
this House multiple times. The number 
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that I saw last year with the identical 
language passed the House by a vote of 
214-94. 

We have been consistent in defending 
the rule of law. This amendment says 
that no funds shall go to these political 
subdivisions from this bill, if they es- 
tablish sanctuary city policies, to put 
it in short summation. 

I urge its adoption, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 
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Mr. COSTA. Mr. Chair, I claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Chairman, the de- 
scription of the amendment, as we un- 
derstand it, prohibits the use of these 
funds that contravene section 642 of 
the Illegal Immigration Reform and 
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996. 

The facts are that the States and lo- 
calities around the country that have 
adopted laws and policies to limit im- 
migration enforcement by law enforce- 
ment are focused on protecting public 
safety. We have this in California. We 
have it in many border States. There is 
a level of cooperation that does take 
place between local law enforcement 
agencies as well as our Federal enforce- 
ment officers. 

Surely, we don’t believe it is good 
public policy to force an unwanted role 
upon police through the threat of sanc- 
tions, which is what this amendment 
does, or withholding police funding. 
Frankly, if you believe in Federalism 
and if you believe in that relationship 
between local, State, and Federal Gov- 
ernment, this is really top-down and I 
think runs contrary to the notion that 
law enforcement agencies at all levels 
collaborate and cooperate. 

Holding this sort of a sword of Damo- 
cles, so to speak, over the head of local 
law enforcement agencies simply, I 
think, is not good public policy. 

In an op-ed piece that was published 
in Roll Call last year, the police chief 
of Dayton, Ohio, explained why his de- 
partment instructs its officers not to 
check the immigration status of wit- 
nesses and victims or to question their 
status in minor traffic stops. 

He says: 

These policies allow us to focus our limited 
resources on our primary mission, which is 
crime solving and community safety. 

We know that local law enforcement 
agencies are clearly stretched very 
thin across the country. They also said 
victims of crimes should never be 
afraid to reach out for help due to the 
fear of immigration consequences be- 
cause, notwithstanding the fact of 
their status, crimes are perpetrated 
upon these people as well. 

Since Dayton adopted these policies 
and innovative ways of addressing 
crime problems, their crime rates have 
significantly declined; and, in the past 
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3 years, serious crime has declined 
nearly 22 percent, while serious prop- 
erty crime has gone down 15 percent. It 
is simply, we believe, perverse to pun- 
ish communities that want to 
prioritize because they know best what 
their challenges are within their com- 
munities to protect the public against 
crime and to enact community-based 
policing activities. To deny them this 
funding through this threat of the 
SCAAP funds simply is, we believe, in- 
appropriate. 

Finally, I think that this amendment 
focuses on a problem that doesn’t exist. 

With those statements, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word to speak 
in support of the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
objection of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. COSTA) to this amendment 
is that he does not believe current Fed- 
eral law is good public policy. As a 
Member of Congress, he has the privi- 
lege of filing amendments and filing 
legislation to change current Federal 
legislation, but we cannot, as law- 
makers, encourage law breaking. 

All the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. KING) says is that if a 
local or State government expects to 
receive Federal money, they should 
comply with Federal law. It is really 
that simple. 

Mr. KING’s amendment simply says 
that, if you expect to receive funding 
from the Department of Justice, if you 
expect to receive funding under the 
SCAAP program—the State Criminal 
Alien Assistance Program—to com- 
pensate local jurisdictions for housing 
illegal aliens who have broken State 
law and are housed in a State or local 
jail at local taxpayer expense, if you 
want to be compensated for that and if 
you want to apply for grant funding 
from the Department of Justice, all 
Mr. KING’s amendment says is follow 
Federal law. If you want Federal 
money, follow Federal law. 

The Federal law is very clear. The 
law Mr. KING is referencing here is very 
simple. It simply says that a State or 
local government may not prohibit or 
in any way restrict a government enti- 
ty or official from sending or receiving 
any information regarding the citizen- 
ship or immigration status of any indi- 
vidual to the Immigration Services. 
That is all this law says. 

It is a very important piece of law be- 
cause, as the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
KING) quite correctly points out, we ex- 
pect all our local and State and Fed- 
eral law enforcement officials to work 
together seamlessly. 

Because we are a Nation of laws, we 
understand that all our liberty depends 
on the enforcement of the law, with 
equal protection and due process for 
everyone. All our liberties depend on 
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local, State, and Federal law enforce- 
ment officers using their good hearts, 
their good sense, and their ability, as 
law enforcement officers, to recognize 
when and where they need to cooperate 
and communicate with the State law 
enforcement officials, with Federal law 
enforcement officials to protect the life 
and liberty of the people of the United 
States. That is what is really at stake 
here. 

That is the objection that we have 
had to the President’s unlawful ac- 
tions. That is the concern and the ob- 
jection we have in the State of Texas 
to the uncontrolled flow of people and 
drugs and guns and illegal material 
across the border. Our concern is not 
with the lawful free flow of people back 
and forth over the Rio Grande River. 
Our concern is with the illegal, crimi- 
nal conduct. 

We recognize in Texas the impor- 
tance of free trade with Mexico and 
with Canada, but you cannot have free 
trade and a strong economy without 
safe streets, and you cannot have safe 
streets until the law is enforced. We in 
Texas, first and foremost, recognize 
that, in order to have that good rela- 
tionship with Mexico, the law has got 
to be enforced. 

We need workers from Mexico to 
come here lawfully. We need our laws 
to be respected so that we can ensure 
the economy stays strong, so that our 
liberty is protected. Our liberty can 
only be safe when the law is enforced. 

All Mr. KING’s amendment says is, if 
you expect to receive Federal money, 
follow Federal law. It is not com- 
plicated. That is very, very simple. 
Under the law that has been on the 
books since 1996, a State or local unit 
of government cannot restrict in any 
way the ability of a government offi- 
cial to either send information to Im- 
migration Services or receive informa- 
tion from Federal immigration regard- 
ing the citizenship or unlawful status 
of any individual. 

If my colleague from California (Mr. 
COsTA) objects to that law, it is his 
privilege, as a Member of Congress, to 
file an amendment or file legislation to 
amend it or change it. In the mean- 
time, our responsibility as lawmakers 
and my responsibility as chairman of 
the Commerce, Justice, Science Sub- 
committee is to ensure that the law is 
enforced. 

If agencies of the Federal Govern- 
ment or State or local governments ex- 
pect to receive Federal money, if they 
expect to have the privilege of spend- 
ing our constituents’ hard-earned tax 
dollars, they should expect to follow 
the law. 

If you want Federal money, follow 
Federal law. It is that simple. That is 
all Mr. KING’s amendment does, and I 
urge Members to support it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to reiterate the positions that 
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were taken by the gentleman from 
Texas. We have political subdivisions, 
primarily, as sanctuary cities that are 
violating Federal law, and all we are 
saying is follow the law. 

The point hasn’t been made here that 
the Department of Justice could en- 
force this law, but they choose not to, 
and that empowers the political sub- 
divisions, particularly the cities that 
continue to advance these sanctuary 
policies. 

Can you imagine being a police offi- 
cer and being told that, if you pick up 
people who are unlawfully present in 
America, that you can’t tell the INS— 
even if you are having coffee with 
them—that you have got a jail full of 
people who are unlawfully present in 
America that are required by law to be 
placed into removal proceedings? That 
is just illogical. 

I would point out that, if you dis- 
agree with this section of the code, you 
are here in this Congress, bring a bill 
to try to change it. 

In the meanwhile, I am for full fund- 
ing of the SCAAP funding. I think 
that, when we have people in the coun- 
try and we are not enforcing immigra- 
tion law, we should make sure that 
local jails are funded when they are 
picking up people that are unlawfully 
present in America. 

I support the Byrne JAG grants. I 
want to give that to them, but we can- 
not do that under provisions if the 
local subdivisions are violating law. 

Then with regard to the statement 
that this is a problem that doesn’t 
exist—no, it is a problem that exists all 
over this country. It is growing. It is 
replete in city after city. We need to 
restore respect for the rule of law. That 
is what this amendment does. I urge its 
adoption. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa will be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LUETKEMEYER 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to carry out the pro- 
gram known as “Operation Choke Point”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Missouri and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman, 
question: How does the Federal Gov- 
ernment get rid of an industry it 
doesn’t like? 

Answer: Simple, it cuts off that in- 
dustry from the financial services sec- 
tor. 

Sounds impossible, doesn’t it? How- 
ever, that is exactly what the Depart- 
ment of Justice is doing in conjunction 
with the FDIC right now. Their name 
for this action is called Operation 
Choke Point. It is designed to force le- 
gally operating entities out of business 
by choking them off from the financial 
services they need to operate their 
businesses. 

What started with nondepository 
lenders has spread to other industries, 
including pawn shops, tobacco retail- 
ers, and the firearms and ammunition 
industries, to name just a few, as well 
as the businesses that provide services 
and products to these industries. 

This amendment would ensure that 
Operation Choke Point is ended and 
that the DOJ returns to their proper 
job, targeting companies based on 
fraudulent actions, not entire indus- 
tries based on political motive. An 
identical amendment was offered by a 
bipartisan group of lawmakers during 
fiscal year 2015 debate, and it was 
passed by voice vote. 

This isn’t a partisan issue. This is an 
issue of DOJ abusing its authorities. I 
urge support for this amendment. 

I yield 1% minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS). 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chair, soon, we 
will vote to end funding for a govern- 
ment program that is, at best, uneth- 
ical and, at worst, illegal. The program 
known as Operation Choke Point forces 
banks to discriminate against legiti- 
mate, legal businesses. 

Today, we know that banks are clos- 
ing their customers’ accounts under a 
directive by the U.S. Department of 
Justice. There is no appeals process. 

That is right; the enforcer of the law 
of the land is backing this potentially 
unlawful program. Hard-working 
American businessowners are having 
their livelihoods ripped out from under 
them by a law established by this ad- 
ministration, not by Congress. 

Operation Choke Point is another ex- 
ample of how the Obama administra- 
tion has gone around Congress to cre- 
ate laws, rather than do their job to 
enforce the laws we already have on 
the books. 

As a businessowner myself, Operation 
Choke Point worries me greatly. Oper- 
ation Choke Point is un-American. It is 
deceiving and simply wrong. It is time 
this Congress uses its power of the 
purse to rein in government overreach 
and restore government account- 
ability. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment to defund Operation Choke 
Point. 
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In God we trust. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, now I 
think that there may be some mutu- 
ality of interest if what the gentleman 
says is true about what is at stake 
here. However, this is not a process in 
which we can discern all of that at this 
moment. This is an appropriations bill. 
I think that this is probably an area 
where the Congress should hold some 
hearings and look into it, take some 
testimony and figure out exactly what 
is going on before we would shut down 
what might be a very important pro- 
gram. 

It may be, as the gentleman de- 
scribes, that is something where DOJ is 
just moving in ways that make little 
or no sense. But I think that to come 
at the final point in the bill and seek 
to restrict DOJ in this way, I would be 
reluctant to support it, and therefore, I 
stand in opposition to it. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. MULVANEY). 

Mr. MULVANEY. I thank my friend, 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, and I thank the 
chairman. What we are up here talking 
about is a program where the govern- 
ment is trying to put legal businesses 
out of business—that is what Operation 
Choke Point is—legal businesses that 
some people don’t like especially with- 
in the administration, pawnshops, pay- 
day lenders, ammunition manufactur- 
ers, gun shops, but legal businesses. 

With all due respect to my friend 
from Pennsylvania, we have had hear- 
ings on this. In fact, the Department of 
Justice has claimed they have stopped 
this program. They have agreed with 
us that they shouldn’t be doing this. 
Now, we don’t believe they are actually 
doing that. We have indications from 
what is happening back in our districts 
that even though the Department of 
Justice says they have stopped Oper- 
ation Choke Point, that it is still going 
on. 

So here is my question, Mr. Chair- 
man: Who supports this program? The 
Department of Justice says it is wrong. 
The Department of Justice says it is 
not even doing it. So who would get up 
here on this floor and say: “I think Op- 
eration Choke Point is a great idea. I 
think we should go ahead and continue 
to use means within the Department of 
Justice to drive legal businesses out of 
business”? I’m not really sure how you 
defend that position. 

This is real for me in my district, Mr. 
Chairman. I have a woman-owned busi- 
ness in my home county who cannot 
get money to expand her pawnshop. I 
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have businesses elsewhere in South 
Carolina that have a little tiny piece of 
their large financial services business 
in payday lending. They have been cut 
off from their financial relationships of 
25 years. They can’t get banking serv- 
ices. That is why the DOJ said they 
were going to stop. We just don’t hap- 
pen to believe them. 

Mr. Chairman, we should support this 
amendment because it is the appro- 
priate thing to do, to my good friend 
from Pennsylvania, because that is 
how we work. We defund programs that 
we don’t like. And if the DOJ says they 
are not doing it anyway, what is the 
harm in voting for the amendment? 

So I would ask again, who could pos- 
sibly be against the amendment? Who 
could possibly be for Operation Choke 
Point? 

I hope we have overwhelming and 
broad support for Mr. LUETKEMEYER’S 
amendment later on this evening. 

Mr. FATTAH. I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. LUETKEMEYER) for the 
purpose of a colloquy. 

Since the Republicans are in the ma- 
jority, you have held hearings on this. 
Is there legislation that is coming for- 
ward to end these practices? 

I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Yes. There 
have been hearings in the Financial 
Services Committee. There also have 
been hearings in the Oversight and 
Government Reform Committee. In 
fact, the Oversight and Government 
Reform Committee has an extensive re- 
port on both the DOJ and FDIC activi- 
ties that include emails and internal 
memos from those agencies indicating 
these activities. They can’t be denied. 
They admit this in discussions with the 
FDIC. In a follow-up hearing to the re- 
port, they admit doing this. They have 
put in place a number of provisions of 
a bill that I am offering. 

Mr. FATTAH. Let me restate my 
question. 

Is there legislation coming forward 
that would end the practice? 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. That is what I 
was getting to. 

As a result of these reports, we have 
come up with a bill. I have a bill filed. 
It will be coming up later on this 
month for a hearing in committee. 

The FDIC has put in place many of 
the same provisions of the bill already 
as protocols for their operations on 
how they handle situations like this. I 
think we are making progress. 

The problem is that DOJ has flipped 
the model of using FIRREA, which is a 
bank law that banks use to protect 
themselves against fraud, to now use 
that law against them. As a result, we 
need to stop that. That is part of the 
bill as well. 

Mr. FATTAH. Reclaiming my time, I 
appreciate your answering my ques- 
tion. 

So what I hear is that you held some 
hearings, that you have legislation, 
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that you are making progress, and that 
the administration has already cur- 
tailed some of these practices that you 
are concerned about. However, you 
would still like to proceed with this 
prohibition of funds which might be en- 
tirely appropriate. 

I don’t have enough information, 
standing here today, to agree with you 
that that is the right thing to do, so I 
stand in opposition to the amendment 
even though I may not be, in spirit, in 
opposition to what it is that you are 
attempting to do. I just don’t have 
enough information to join you in this 
effort as robustly as you are engaged in 
it. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. How much 
time do I have remaining, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Missouri has 30 seconds remain- 
ing. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman, 
I just want to reiterate that I think my 
two other spokespeople here, with re- 
gards to this, have expressed concern. 

There are businesses across this 
country that are being choked off from 
financial services, and as a result, they 
are doing legal business but yet not 
being able to do that business because 
of the actions of the FDIC and the 
DOJ, which the OGR report indicates 
that they are doing. They admit this 
wrongdoing in different committee 
hearings as well as meetings on campus 
here. What we are trying to do is pro- 
tect legal businesses to be able to con- 
tinue to do a legal business 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE- 
MEYER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DENHAM 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration to im- 
plement in the California Central Valley Re- 
covery Domain any existing recovery plan 
for salmon and steelhead populations listed 
under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) as threatened species or 
endangered species if that recovery plan does 
not address predation by non-native species. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment will help protect native 
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salmon and steelhead species in Cali- 
fornia. My amendment would increase 
the effectiveness of recovery plans for 
species of salmon and steelhead listed 
under the Endangered Species Act of 
1973 by ensuring an appropriate focus 
on predation control efforts. 

Predation has long been recognized 
as a source of significant mortality for 
endangered and threatened species. In 
fact, according to NOAA, nonnative 
species are cited as a cause of 
endangerment for 48 percent of the spe- 
cies listed under the U.S. Endangered 
Species Act. This is especially true for 
marine species, and along the Pacific 
coast salmon and steelhead juveniles. 

Recently, the National Marine Fish- 
eries Service found protection of salm- 
on and steelhead required ‘‘signifi- 
cantly reducing the nonnative preda- 
tory fishes,” and that reducing the 
number of nonnative predatory fishes 
was necessary to ‘‘prevent extinction 
or to prevent the species from declin- 
ing irreversibly.” 

In my own State, as far back as 1995, 
the State Water Resources Control 
Board recommended in its water qual- 
ity control plan for the Bay Delta that 
the State and Federal fish agencies 
pursue programs to determine the im- 
pacts of predation by nonnative fish on 
salmon and steelhead. Unfortunately, 
despite such recognition, nothing has 
been done, and there are currently no 
programs in California to remove these 
nonnative predator fish. 

Today in California, species such as 
the nonnative striped bass, introduced 
into California from New Jersey, con- 
sume up to 95 percent of the salmon 
and steelhead juveniles along the Sac- 
ramento and San Joaquin River Sys- 
tem. These bass are not suppressed but, 
rather, managed by local State offi- 
cials for abundance and sport fishing. 

Mr. Chairman, predator control ef- 
forts can and do work. Currently, con- 
trol of predator fish is being success- 
fully used in a number of locations in 
North America. In the Great Lakes, 
control efforts of sea lamprey have re- 
duced predation on lake trout, white- 
fish, salmon, rainbow trout, and oth- 
ers. In the Wood River System of Alas- 
ka, control of the arctic char reduced 
predation on sockeye salmon. In the 
Columbia and Snake Rivers, control of 
pike minnow reduced predation on 
salmon. In Cultus Lake, British Colum- 
bia, sockeye salmon increased after an 
eradication program focusing on pike 
minnow. 

Recovering threatened and endan- 
gered salmon and steelhead popu- 
lations has been a critical priority for 
Congress for years. This amendment 
simply ensures that controlling non- 
native predators is a top priority for 
NOAA and all other stakeholders inter- 
ested in maintaining healthy and sus- 
tainable salmon and steelhead popu- 
lations. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition to the amend- 
ment even though my opposition is not 
as apparent as it might otherwise be. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. COSTA), my great colleague 
here. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to thank the gentlemen from Cali- 
fornia and from Pennsylvania for al- 
lowing me this time, and the gen- 
tleman from California for offering this 
important amendment. 

Let me give a little perspective here. 
Clearly, everyone is aware of the disas- 
trous drought that is having cata- 
strophic impacts in California, not 
only in the San Joaquin Valley but 
throughout the State. There are a 
number of factors that have caused the 
challenges that we face with a lack of 
water in California. Obviously, it 
hasn’t rained very much or snowed 
very much in the mountains for 4 
years. 

In addition to that, we have a broken 
water system in the sense that, de- 
signed in the fifties and the sixties, 
both the Federal and State water 
projects, for a State of 20 million peo- 
ple, today we have 38 million people, 
and we have a lot of demands not only 
for the use of agriculture, but for peo- 
ple in our cities and for the environ- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment re- 
lates to our requirements under the 
law to protect the environment, those 
endangered species, salmonoid and 
steelhead that are native to California. 

What happened is some 100 years ago, 
before we had a better understanding 
and before California was a much big- 
ger State, there was the introduction 
of striped bass from the East Coast, 
bound from the Gulf of Saint Lawrence 
Seaway all the way down to Alabama. 
These are native fish on the East 
Coast, but they were not native to 
California. They were introduced in a 
small number but became very success- 
ful in propagation, so much so that in 
the early 1900s, after 10 years of intro- 
duction, over 1 million pounds a year 
was being harvested of these nonnative 
striped bass fish in the San Francisco 
Bay-San Joaquin-Sacramento-Delta 
River systems. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. COSTA. As I was saying, Mr. 
Chairman, the fact is that the State 
has changed a great deal to present 
day. The current water system is un- 
able to meet the demands under the 
current restrictions that are required 
under the Endangered Species Act to 
maintain and to try to increase the 
population of salmonoid and steelhead. 
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We have determined, as my colleague 
and friend from California stated, that 
these fish, these predator fish, are re- 
sponsible for a large amount of the 
takings of both the native California 
salmon and steelhead, and yet we have 
no program to balance this. 

What this amendment would do is it 
simply requires that for a recovery 
plan to be effective, it must incor- 
porate and address all factors involved 
in species recovery, those of particu- 
larly high concern. 

Some of the studies have indicated 
on the Sacramento River over 95 per- 
cent of the juvenile salmon and 
steelhead are eaten by these predator 
striped bass, these nonnative fish and 
other invasive species. This amend- 
ment ensures that the recovery plan 
for endangered salmon and steelhead 
takes these factors into account, in- 
cluding the predation by the nonnative 
species such as striped bass. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California. 
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Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California has 2 minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would 
just like to point out one thing. 
Turlock Irrigation District, which is in 
my district, was forced to do a feder- 
ally ordered study which actually 
showed, on the lower Tuolumne, 42,000 
snook were killed by nonnative fish. 
This nearly eliminated the entire popu- 
lation. This is a federally ordered 
study. 

With that, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. VALADAO). 

Mr. VALADAO. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from California 
for offering this very important amend- 
ment. 

When you look at what is going on in 
Central Valley, my hometown, and you 
hear stories—and I see for myself be- 
cause I was there this past week—cit- 
ies, houses, running out of water, wells 
going dry. There was a news article a 
couple of days ago about a city in my 
district named Lemoore where wells 
are going dry that supply homes there 
the south side of town. That is a frus- 
trating situation. 

We fought for the last couple of years 
to bring legislation to the floor. We de- 
livered it to the Senate a few times to 
help resolve this. 

What makes this more frustrating 
than anything is we have got a situa- 
tion here where we could actually 
make a difference. There are studies 
here that prove that 95 percent of the 
fish that we are trying to protect are 
being eaten by species that we are 
doing nothing about. The tools are 
there. 
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This is a simple amendment that ac- 
tually helps deliver and force these 
agencies which should be looking out 
for the best interests of the people of 
the United States, it forces them to ac- 
tually use every single tool in their 
toolbox to actually address the situa- 
tion instead of wasting water. 

When I saw the story not too long 
ago about water being diverted or re- 
leased in these pulse flows to trick 
some of our species to try to protect 
instead of actually doing something to 
make a difference, it is a waste of 
water that could have made a real dif- 
ference for the people in my district, 
people who are unemployed. We are 
starting to see unemployment numbers 
again upwards of 50 percent in some of 
these communities, houses where they 
are actually delivering water by truck 
so they can bathe. This is a real dire 
situation. 

This amendment is a step in the 
right direction that actually allows 
these government agencies which, 
again, are supposed to take the inter- 
ests of the American people at heart 
first to use all the tools in their tool- 
box. 

This is a good idea, this is a good 
amendment, and this really truly 
makes a difference. 

Again, thank you for this amend- 
ment, and I urge support. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. DENHAM). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

VACATING DEMAND FOR RECORDED VOTE ON 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chair, an amend- 
ment was passed, King No. 077, and 
passed by a voice vote. I requested a re- 
corded vote. I ask unanimous consent 
that my request for a recorded vote on 
the amendment that it be withdrawn 
and allow the voice vote on which it 
passed to be the fact. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
designate the amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the request for a recorded vote is 
withdrawn. Accordingly, the ayes have 
it and the amendment is agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 
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Mr. FATTAH. We have arrived at our 
final moment in this bill where my col- 
league from New York, who is an ex- 
traordinary Member, has a very impor- 
tant amendment to offer. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. JEFFRIES 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for the monitoring 
or review of electronic communications be- 
tween an inmate and attorney or attorney's 
agents who are traditionally covered by at- 
torney client privilege except as provided in 
28 CFR 501.3(d). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New York and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the distinguished gentleman, the 
ranking member from Pennsylvania, 
for his leadership. 

This amendment would prohibit the 
use of funds in connection with the 
monitoring or review of electronic 
communications between an inmate 
detainee and his or her attorney or at- 
torney’s agents who are traditionally 
covered by the attorney-client privi- 
lege, except in circumstances where 
reasonable suspicion exists that a par- 
ticular inmate’s communications with 
attorneys or their agents may be de- 
signed to further or facilitate acts of 
terrorism. 

This amendment is designed to pro- 
tect the legally sacrosanct attorney- 
client privilege. It would protect the 
Sixth Amendment right to counsel of 
individuals who are using electronic 
communications to share privileged in- 
formation with their designated court 
advocate. 

The attorney-client privilege is one 
of the oldest recognized privileges in 
American jurisprudence. It is intended 
to encourage the full and frank com- 
munication between attorneys and 
their clients and thereby promote the 
broader public interests in the observ- 
ance of the law and the administration 
of justice. It, of course, is anchored in 
the Sixth Amendment. 

Currently, in-person attorney visita- 
tions in facilities that are run by the 
Bureau of Prisons can take place in at- 
torney-client rooms which provide the 
privacy to share information necessary 
for a lawyer to adequately defend his 
or her client in court. 

However, this is not the case for cor- 
respondence collected through elec- 
tronic means. Waiver notices in Fed- 
eral prisons vary from facility to facil- 
ity, with some having clearly posted 
notices which state that by using the 
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Trust Fund Limited Inmate Computer 
System, otherwise known as 
TRULINCS, inmates are waiving their 
privilege rights. Other facilities, how- 
ever, provide no indication on the level 
of privacy that a detained individual 
can expect when using electronic pris- 
on resources. 

The TRULINCS system also does not 
provide an option for a detained indi- 
vidual who hasn’t been convicted to 
contact his or her attorney without 
subjecting electronic communications 
to external review. 

The reading and collecting of privi- 
leged information in instances where 
clients are having electronic exchanges 
with their attorneys is a clear invasion 
of the traditional attorney-client privi- 
lege. 

In this great country, there is a pre- 
sumption of innocence, as one of our 
Founding Fathers, John Adams, has 
eloquently set forth. It is a 
foundational principle of our democ- 
racy. 

It seems unreasonable to require in 
the 21st century that protection of the 
attorney-client privilege at a detention 
center only occurs through in-person 
visitation. These correctional facilities 
are often located in distant locations 
that cannot be easily accessed. We live 
in an era of modern technology and 
communication. The technology is 
available in these facilities, and our 
laws should reflect and adapt to the 
modern age. 

This amendment would prohibit the 
prison system from compromising the 
attorney-client privilege, as anchored 
in the Sixth Amendment constitu- 
tional right to assistance of counsel. 

For that reason, I urge my colleagues 
to support it, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, although 
Iam not in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from New York is prepared 
to withdraw the amendment. We will 
work together to resolve this problem, 
so I do claim the time in opposition. 

I think the gentleman from New 
York has raised a very valid concern. 
Certainly we do not want to see any ex- 
ception to the attorney-client privi- 
lege. It can’t be limited to just those 
circumstances where an attorney is ac- 
tually present with the individual 
interviewing him at the facility. I 
think the gentleman has identified a 
legitimate problem that we need to ad- 
dress. 

As I discussed with Mr. JEFFRIES ear- 
lier, we got the language very late, and 
I want to be certain that we are not 
creating any unanticipated problems. 
Mr. JEFFRIES wants to be sure to ex- 
clude the very reasonable exception in 
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current law that if a court order, on a 
finding of a judge, sees that there is po- 
tential or reasonable cause for concern 
that there may be furtherance of a ter- 
rorist plot in the course of those com- 
munications between an attorney and a 
client, the Department of Justice 
would have the right under that court 
order to listen to that conversation. 

We want to make sure that we pro- 
tect that exception but make sure we 
take care of the one he has identified, 
so if I could, with my colleague from 
Philadelphia Mr. JEFFRIES’ help, we ap- 
preciate, as we just discussed earlier, if 
he would withdraw this amendment. I 
will work with my colleague Ranking 
Member FATTAH from Philadelphia to 
help address the concern you have got 
when we move to conference. I think it 
is a valid concern and one that we will 
work closely with you, sir, to resolve. 

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I would 
be happy to concur with the chair’s 
every utterance on this amendment 
that we will work together and help fa- 
cilitate what I think is a very right- 
eous effort on behalf of Congressman 
JEFFRIES to protect the rights of all 
Americans to have privileged conversa- 
tions and interactions with their attor- 
neys so that their rights can be fully 
protected. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time to hear 
from my colleague from New York for 
the purpose of completing the discus- 
sion. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas and the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania for their 
willingness to work together on this 
very important issue in terms of the 
preservation of the attorney-client 
privilege in the detainee context and 
look forward to working with the two 
of them and Members of this august 
body to resolve this issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the amendment at 
this time. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment by Mr. MASSIE of Ken- 
tucky. 

Amendment by Mr. MASSIE of Ken- 
tucky. 

Amendment by Mr. MASSIE of Ken- 
tucky. 
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Amendment by Mr. FLORES of Texas. 

Amendment by Mr. SANFORD of 
South Carolina. 

Amendment No. 3 by Mr. KING of 
Iowa. 

Amendment by Mr. KING of Iowa. 

Amendment by Mr. DENHAM of Cali- 
fornia. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MASSIE 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
MASSIE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 289, noes 132, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 288] 


AYES—289 

Aguilar Cramer Green, Al 
Amash Crowley Green, Gene 
Amodei Cuellar Griffith 
Ashford Cummings Grijalva 
Barr Curbelo (FL) Grothman 
Bass Davis (CA) Guthrie 
Beatty Davis, Danny Gutiérrez 
Becerra Davis, Rodney Hahn 
Benishek DeFazio Hanna 
Bera DeGette Hardy 
Beyer Delaney Harper 
Bishop (GA) DeLauro Hastings 
Bishop (UT) DelBene Heck (NV) 
Blum Dent Heck (WA) 
Blumenauer DeSantis Herrera Beutler 
Bonamici DeSaulnier Hice, Jody B. 
Boyle, Brendan DesJarlais Higgins 

F. Deutch Himes 
Brady (PA) Diaz-Balart Hinojosa 
Bra Dingell Honda 
Brooks (AL) Doggett Hoyer 
Brown (FL) Dold Huelskamp 
Brownley (CA) Donovan Huffman 
Buck Doyle, Michael Hultgren 
Bucshon F. Hunter 
Butterfield Duckworth Hurt (VA) 
Capps Duffy Israel 
Capuano Duncan (SC) Issa 
Cardenas Duncan (TN) Jeffries 
Carney Edwards Jenkins (KS) 
Carson (IN) Ellison Jenkins (WV) 
Castor (FL) Ellmers (NC) Johnson, E. B. 
Castro (TX) Emmer (MN) Jolly 
Chaffetz Engel Jones 
Chu, Judy Eshoo Joyce 
Cicilline Esty Kaptur 
Clark (MA) Farr Katko 
Clarke (NY) Fleischmann Keating 
Clawson (FL) Fortenberry Kelly (IL) 
Clay Foster Kennedy 
Cleaver Frankel (FL) Kildee 
Clyburn Fudge Kilmer 
Coffman Gabbard Kind 
Cohen Gallego King (NY) 
Collins (GA) Garamendi Kinzinger (IL) 
Collins (NY) Garrett Kirkpatrick 
Comstock Gibson Kline 
Connolly Goodlatte Knight 
Conyers Gowdy Kuster 
Cooper Graham Labrador 
Costa Graves (GA) Langevin 
Costello (PA) Graves (MO) Larsen (WA) 


Courtney Grayson Larson (CT) 


Lawrence 


Lee 


Levin 
Lewis 


Lieu 


, Ted 


Lipinski 
LoBiondo 


Lofg; 


ren 


Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Maloney, 


Ca: 


rolyn 


Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Massie 

Matsui 


McC. 
McD. 
McG 
McN 


intock 
ermott 
overn 
erney 


McSally 
Meeks 


Meng 


Messer 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 


Mou 


ton 


Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 


Neal 


Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 


Babi 


n 


Barletta 


Bart 
Bish 
Blac 
Blac 
Bost 


on 
op (MI) 
k 
kburn 


Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 


Calv 
Cart 
Cart 


ert 
er (GA) 
er (TX) 


Chabot 


Cole 


Conaway 
Cook 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 


Culb 


erson 


Denham 
Farenthold 


Finc. 


her 


Fitzpatrick 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Guinta 
Harris 


Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 

Poe (TX) 
Polis 

Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 

Reed 

Ribble 

Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 


NOES—132 


Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hurd (TX) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lucas 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Marino 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mullin 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Peters 
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Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Roby 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Ruiz 
Rush 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 
To 
Scalise 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Trott 
Turner 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yoder 
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NOT VOTING—11 


Adams Jackson Lee Sinema 
Bilirakis Johnson (GA) Stewart 
Cartwright Nugent Stivers 
Fattah Roe (TN) 
1812 
Messrs. FORBES, CALVERT, 


LYNCH, SESSIONS, KELLY of Penn- 
sylvania, and Mrs. ROBY changed their 
vote from “aye” to “no.” 

Ms. FUDGE, Messrs. DEUTCH, HAS- 
TINGS, ISRAEL, DANNY DAVIS of Il- 
linois, GUTIERREZ, CLYBURN, ELLI- 


SON, HUFFMAN, Mses. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, MAXINE 
WATERS of California, and 


WASSERMAN SCHULTZ changed their 
vote from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Ms. SIMMS. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 288 | 
was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yes.” 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chair, During rollcall vote 
No. 288 on H.R. 2578, | mistakenly recorded 
my vote as “nay” when | should have voted 
“aye.” 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. McCAR- 
THY was allowed to speak out of order.) 
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chair, I rise for 
the purpose of making an announce- 
ment. 

Members are advised that no more 
votes are expected in the House to- 
night. 

The House will begin debate on the 
fiscal year 2016 Transportation, Hous- 
ing and Urban Development Appropria- 
tions bill immediately following this 
vote series. Debate will continue late 
tonight, so any Member wishing to 
offer an amendment should be prepared 
to do so at the appropriate point in the 
bill. 

Our next votes are expected at ap- 
proximately 11 a.m. tomorrow. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MASSIE 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WESTMORE- 
LAND). Without objection, 2-minute 
voting will continue. 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
MASSIE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 250, noes 171, 
not voting 11, as follows: 


is a 2- 
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Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 


Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 

Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 


Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 


[Roll No. 289] 


AYES—250 


Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
Kin 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 


NOES—171 


Bishop (GA) 

Blumenauer 

Bonamici 

Boyle, Brendan 
F. 

Brady (PA) 
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Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 

Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 


Carson (IN) Hoyer Perlmutter 
Cartwright Huffman Peters 
Castor (FL) Israel Pingree 
Castro (TX) Jeffries Pocan 
Chu, Judy Johnson (GA) Price (NC) 
Cicilline Johnson, E. B. Quigley 
Clark (MA) Kaptur Rangel 
Clay Keating Rice (NY) 
ee aN a Richmond 
ohen ennedy 
Connolly Kildee Pen pana 
Costa Kilmer 
Courtney King (NY) AS 
Crowley Kuster R OH 
Cummings Langevin yan (OH) E 
Davis (CA) Larsen (WA) Sanchez, Linda 
Davis, Danny Larson (CT) T. 
DeGette Lawrence Sanchez, Loretta 
Delaney Lee Sarbanes 
DeLauro Levin Schakowsky 
DelBene Lewis Schiff 
DeSaulnier Lieu, Ted Scott (VA) 
Deutch Lipinski Scott, David 
Dingell Loebsack Serrano 
Doggett Lofgren Sewell (AL) 
Donovan Lowenthal Sherman 
Doyle, Michael Lowey Sinema 
F. Lujan Grisham Sires 
Duckworth (NM) Slaughter 
Edwards Luján, Ben Ray Smith (WA) 
Ellison (NM) Speier 
Engel Lynch Swalwell (CA) 
Eshoo Maloney, Takai 
Esty Carolyn Täkano 
rar h veces Sean Thompson (CA) 
atta! atsui 
Foster McCollum ee (Ms) 
Frankel (FL) McDermott Tonko 
Fudge McGovern Torres 
Gabbard McNerney 
Gallego Meeks Tsongas 
Garamendi Meng Van Hollen 
Graham Moore Vargas 
Grayson Moulton Veasey 
Green, Al Murphy (FL) Vela 
Grijalva Nadler Velazquez 
Gutiérrez Napolitano Visclosky 
Hahn Neal Wasserman 
Hastings Nolan Schultz 
Heck (WA) Norcross Waters, Maxine 
Higgins O’Rourke Watson Coleman 
Himes Pallone Welch 
Hinojosa Pascrell Wilson (FL) 
Honda Payne Yarmuth 
NOT VOTING—11 
Adams Cleaver Pelosi 
Bilirakis Conyers Roe (TN) 
Capps Jackson Lee Stewart 
Clarke (NY) Nugent 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1818 


Mr. PITTENGER changed his vote 
from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 289, 
had | been present, | would have voted “no.” 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MASSIE 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
MASSIE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 


8547 


A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 383, noes 48, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 290] 


is a 2- 


AYES—383 

Abraham DeFazio Hunter 
Aderholt DeGette Hurd (TX) 
Aguilar DeLauro Hurt (VA) 
Allen DelBene Israel 
Amash Denham Issa 
Amodei Dent Jeffries 
Ashford DeSantis Jenkins (KS) 
Babin DeSaulnier Jenkins (WV) 
Barletta DesJarlais Johnson (GA) 
Barr Deutch Johnson (OH) 
Barton Diaz-Balart Johnson, E. B. 
Bass Dingell Johnson, Sam 
Beatty Doggett Jolly 
Becerra Dold Jones 
Benishek Doyle, Michael Jordan 
Bera F. Joyce 
Beyer Duckworth Kaptur 
Bilirakis Duffy Katko 
Bishop (GA) Duncan (SC) Kelly (IL) 
Bishop (MI) Duncan (TN) Kelly (PA) 
Bishop (UT) Edwards Kildee 
Black Ellison Kilmer 
Blackburn Ellmers (NC) King (IA) 
Blum Emmer (MN) Kinzinger (IL) 
Blumenauer Eshoo Kirkpatrick 
Bonamici Esty Kline 
Bost Farenthold Knight 
Boustany Fincher Kuster 
Boyle, Brendan Fitzpatrick Labrador 

F. Fleischmann LaMalfa 
Brady (TX) Fleming Lamborn 
Brat Flores Lance 
Bridenstine Forbes Larsen (WA) 
Brooks (AL) Fortenberry Larson (CT) 
Brooks (IN) Foster Latta 
Brown (FL) Foxx Levin 
Brownley (CA) Frankel (FL) Lieu, Ted 
Buchanan Franks (AZ) Lipinski 
Buck Fudge LoBiondo 
Bucshon Gabbard Loebsack 
Burgess Gallego Lofgren 
Bustos Garrett Long 
Butterfield Gibbs Loudermilk 
Byrne Gibson Love 
Calvert Gohmert Lowenthal 
Capps Goodlatte Lowey 
Capuano Gosar Lucas 
Cárdenas Gowdy Luetkemeyer 
Carney Graham Lujan Grisham 
Carter (GA) Granger (NM) 
Carter (TX) Graves (GA) Luján, Ben Ray 
Cartwright Graves (LA) (NM) 
Castro (TX) Graves (MO) Lummis 
Chabot Grayson Lynch 
Chaffetz Green, Al Maloney, 
Chu, Judy Green, Gene Carolyn 
Cicilline Griffith Maloney, Sean 
Clark (MA) Grijalva Marchant 
Clawson (FL) Grothman Marino 
Cleaver Guinta Massie 
Clyburn Guthrie Matsui 
Coffman Gutiérrez McCarthy 
Cohen Hahn McCaul 
Cole Hanna McClintock 
Collins (GA) Hardy McCollum 
Collins (NY) Harris McDermott 
Comstock Hartzler McGovern 
Conaway Hastings McHenry 
Connolly Heck (NV) McKinley 
Conyers Heck (WA) MeMorris 
Cook Hensarling Rodgers 
Costa Herrera Beutler McNerney 
Costello (PA) Hice, Jody B. McSally 
Courtney Higgins Meadows 
Cramer Hill Meehan 
Crawford Himes Meng 
Crenshaw Hinojosa Messer 
Crowley Holding Mica 
Cuellar Honda Miller (FL) 
Culberson Hoyer Miller (MI) 
Cummings Hudson Moolenaar 
Curbelo (FL) Huelskamp Mooney (WV) 
Davis (CA) Huffman Moore 
Davis, Danny Huizenga (MI) Mullin 
Davis, Rodney Hultgren Mulvaney 


8548 


Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 

Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 

Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 


Brady (PA) 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cooper 
Delaney 
Donovan 
Engel 

Farr 
Fattah 
Frelinghuysen 
Garamendi 
Harper 
Keating 


Adams 
Jackson Lee 


Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 

Russell 

Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 


NOES—43 


Kennedy 
Kind 

King (NY) 
Langevin 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Lewis 
MacArthur 
Meeks 
Moulton 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rice (NY) 


NOT VOTING—6 


Nugent 
Pelosi 
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Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Richmond 
Sanchez, Linda 
T 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Wilson (FL) 


Roe (TN) 
Stewart 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute remaining. 


Ms. BROWN of Florida, Messrs. CLY- 
SWALWELL 


BURN, 


1825 


BUTTERFIELD, 


CARDENAS, RUSH, Mrs. 
GUTIERREZ, 
HINOJOSA changed their vote from 


TANO, 


Messrs. 


“no” to “aye ” 


Mr. 


from “aye” to “no.” 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced 


as above recorded. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR. The Chair an- 
nounces to all Members that 2-minute 


of 


California, 
LOEBSACK, 
NAPOLI- 
and 


LANGEVIN changed his vote 


voting will be strictly enforced. 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLORES 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. FLORES) on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 


redesignate the 


ment. 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 


has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 236, noes 190, 


not voting 6, as follows: 


[Roll No. 291] 


AYES—236 
Abraham Fortenberry Marino 
Aderholt Foxx Massie 
Allen Franks (AZ) McCarthy 
Amash Frelinghuysen McCaul 
Amodei Garrett McClintock 
Babin Gibbs McHenry 
Barletta Gibson McKinley 
Barr Gohmert McMorris 
Barton Goodlatte Rodgers 
Benishek Gosar McSally 
Bilirakis Gowdy Meadows 
Bishop (MI) Granger Meehan 
Bishop (UT) Graves (GA) Messer 
Black Graves (LA) Mica 
Blackburn Graves (MO) Miller (FL) 
Blum Griffith Miller (MI) 
Bost Grothman Moolenaar 
Boustany Guthrie Mooney (WV) 
Brady (TX) Hanna Mullin 
Brat Hardy Mulvaney 
Bridenstine Harper Murphy (PA) 
Brooks (AL) Harris Neugebauer 
Brooks (IN) Hartzler Newhouse 
Buchanan Heck (NV) Noem 
Buck Hensarling Nunes 
Bucshon Herrera Beutler Olson 
Burgess Hice, Jody B. Palazzo 
Byrne Hill Palmer 
Calvert Holding Paulsen 
Carter (GA) Hudson Pearce 
Carter (TX) Huelskamp Perry 
Chabot Huizenga (MI) Pittenger 
Chaffetz Hultgren Pitts 
Clawson (FL) Hunter Poe (TX) 
Coffman Hurd (TX) Poliquin 
Cole Hurt (VA) Pompeo 
Collins (GA) Issa Posey 
Collins (NY) Jenkins (KS) Price, Tom 
Comstock Jenkins (WV) Ratcliffe 
Conaway Johnson (OH) Reed 
Cook Johnson, Sam Reichert 
Costello (PA) Jolly Renacci 
Cramer Jones Ribble 
Crawford Jordan Rice (SC) 
Crenshaw Joyce Rigell 
Cuellar Katko Roby 
Culberson Kelly (PA) Rogers (AL) 
Curbelo (FL) King (IA) Rogers (KY) 
Davis, Rodney Kinzinger (IL) Rohrabacher 
Denham Kline Rokita 
Dent Knight Rooney (FL) 
DeSantis Labrador Ros-Lehtinen 
DesJarlais LaMalfa Roskam 
Diaz-Balart Lamborn Ross 
Duífy Lance Rothfus 
Duncan (SC) Latta Rouzer 
Duncan (TN) LoBiondo Royce 
Ellmers (NC) Long Russell 
Emmer (MN) Loudermilk Ryan (WD 
Farenthold Love Salmon 
Fincher Lucas Sanford 
Fleischmann Luetkemeyer Scalise 
Fleming Lummis Schweikert 
Flores MacArthur Scott, Austin 
Forbes Marchant Sensenbrenner 


Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 


Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 


Adams 
Jackson Lee 
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Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 


NOES—190 


Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 


NOT VOTING—6 


Nugent 
Pelosi 


Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zinke 


Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 
Zeldin 


Roe (TN) 
Stewart 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute 


1828 


remaining. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


June 3, 2015 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SANFORD 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SANFORD) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 134, noes 290, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 292] 


is a 2- 


AYES—134 
Allen Graves (MO) Palmer 
Amash Griffith Perry 
Babin Grothman Pittenger 
Barton Guthrie Pitts 
Bishop (MI) Harris Poe (TX) 
Bishop (UT) Hensarling Poliquin 
Black Hice, Jody B. Pompeo 
Blackburn Holding Price, Tom 
Blum Hudson Ratcliffe 
Brady (TX) Huelskamp Ribble 
Bra’ Huizenga (MI) Rice (SC) 
Bridenstine Hultgren Rohrabacher 
Brooks (AL) Hunter Rokita 
Buchanan Hurd (TX) Rouzer 
os a Boye: 
Byrne Jenkins (KS) a 
Carter (GA) Johnson, Sam Salmon 
Chabot Jones Sanford 
Chaffetz Jordan Scalise 
Clawson (FL) King (IA) Schweikert 
Coffman Labrador A 
Collins (GA) LaMalfa Scott, Austin 
Conaway Lamborn Sensenbrenner 
Cook Latta Sessions 
Cramer Long Smith (MO) 
DeSantis Loudermilk Smith (NE) 
DesJarlais Love Stutzman 
Duffy Lummis Tiberi 
Duncan (SC) Marchant Upton 
Duncan (TN) Massie Wagner 
Farenthold McCaul Walberg 
Fleischmann McClintock Walker 
Fleming McHenry Walorski 
Flores Meadows Weber (TX) 
Forbes Messer Webster (FL) 
Foxx Mica Wenstrup 
Franks (AZ) Miller (FL) Westerman 
Garrett Miller (MI) Whitfield 
Gohmert Moolenaar Williams 
Goodlatte Mooney (WV) Wilson (SC) 
Gosar Mulvaney Woodall 
Gowdy Murphy (PA) Yoho 
Graves (GA) Neugebauer Young (IN) 
Graves (LA) Olson Zinke 

NOES—290 
Abraham Boyle, Brendan Castro (TX) 
Aderholt F. Chu, Judy 
Aguilar Brady (PA) Cicilline 
Amodei Brooks (IN) Clark (MA) 
Ashford Brown (FL) Clarke (NY) 
Barletta Brownley (CA) Clay 
Barr Bucshon Cleaver 
Bass Bustos Clyburn 
Beatty Butterfield Cohen 
Becerra Calvert Cole 
Benishek Capps Collins (NY) 
Beyer Capuano Comstock 
Bilirakis Cárdenas Connolly 
Bishop (GA) Carney Conyers 
Blumenauer Carson (IN) Cooper 
Bonamici Carter (TX) Costa 
Bost Cartwright Costello (PA) 
Boustany Castor (FL) Courtney 


Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Graham 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Hil 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 


Adams 
Bera 
Jackson Lee 


Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 


NOT VOTING—8 


Johnson (GA) 
Nugent 
Pelosi 
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Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
E 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 


Roe (TN) 
Stewart 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute remaining. 


1831 


So the amendment was rejected. 


161, Pt. 6 8549 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. KING OF 

IOWA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 222, noes 204, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 293] 


is a 2- 


AYES—222 
Abraham Fortenberry McCarthy 
Aderholt Foxx McCaul 
Allen Franks (AZ) McClintock 
Amash Frelinghuysen McHenry 
Amodei Garrett McKinley 
Babin Gibbs McMorris 
Barletta Gohmert Rodgers 
Barr Goodlatte Meadows 
Barton Gosar Meehan 
Benishek Gowdy Messer 
Bilirakis Granger Mica 


Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 


Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 


Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 


Black Graves (MO) Moolenaar 
Blackburn Griffith Mooney (WV) 
Blum Grothman Mullin 

Bos Guinta Mulvaney 
Boustany Guthrie Murphy (PA) 
Brady (TX) Hardy Neugebauer 
Bra Harper Newhouse 
Bridenstine Harris Noem 
Brooks (AL) Hartzler Olson 
Brooks (IN) Hensarling Palazzo 
Buchanan Herrera Beutler Palmer 
Buck Hice, Jody B. Paulsen 
Bucshon Hill Pearce 
Burgess Holding Perry 

Byrne Hudson Pittenger 
Calvert Huelskamp Pitts 

Carter (GA) Huizenga (MI) Poe (TX) 
Carter (TX) Hultgren Poliquin 
Chabot Hunter Pompeo 
Chaffetz Hurd (TX) Posey 
Clawson (FL) Hurt (VA) Price, Tom 
Cole Issa Ratcliffe 
Collins (GA) Jenkins (KS) Reed 

Collins (NY) Jenkins (WV) Reichert 
Comstock Johnson, Sam Renacci 
Conaway Jones Ribble 

Cook Jordan Rice (SC) 
Costello (PA) Joyce Rigell 
Cramer Kelly (PA) Roby 
Crawford King (IA) Rogers (AL) 
Crenshaw Kinzinger (IL) Rogers (KY) 
Culberson Kline Rohrabacher 
Davis, Rodney Knight Rokita 

Dent Labrador Rooney (FL) 
DeSantis LaMalfa Roskam 
DesJarlais Lamborn Ross 

Duffy Lance Rothfus 
Duncan (SC) Latta Rouzer 
Duncan (TN) LoBiondo Royce 
Ellmers (NC) Long Russell 
Emmer (MN) Loudermilk Ryan (WI) 
Farenthold Love Salmon 
Fincher Lucas Sanford 
Fitzpatrick Luetkemeyer Scalise 
Fleischmann Lummis Schweikert 
Fleming Marchant Scott, Austin 
Flores Marino Sensenbrenner 
Forbes Massie Sessions 


8550 


Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 


Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 


Adams 
Jackson Lee 


Turner 

Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 


NOES—204 


Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 


NOT VOTING—6 


Nugent 
Pelosi 
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Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T: 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Roe (TN) 
Stewart 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 


There is 1 minute remaining. 


1835 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 227, noes 198, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 294] 


AYES—227 
Abraham Flores Loudermilk 
Aderholt Forbes Love 
Allen Fortenberry Lucas 
Amash Foxx Luetkemeyer 
Amodei Franks (AZ) Lummis 
Babin Frelinghuysen Marchant 
Barletta Garrett Marino 
Barr Gibbs Massie 
Barton Gibson McCarthy 
Benishek Gohmert McCaul 
Bilirakis Goodlatte McClintock 
Bishop (MI) Gosar McHenry 
Bishop (UT) Gowdy McKinley 
Black Granger McMorris 
Blackburn Graves (GA) Rodgers 
Blum Graves (LA) Meadows 
Bost Graves (MO) Meehan 
Boustany Griffith Messer 
Brady (TX) Grothman Mica 
Brat Guinta Miller (FL) 
Bridenstine Guthrie Miller (MI) 
Brooks (AL) Hanna Moolenaar 
Brooks (IN) Harper Mooney (WV) 
Buchanan Harris Mullin 
Buck Hartzler Mulvaney 
Bucshon Hensarling Murphy (PA) 
Burgess Herrera Beutler Neugebauer 
Byrne Hice, Jody B. Newhouse 
Calvert Hill Noem 
Carter (GA) Holding Nunes 
Carter (TX) Hudson Olson 
Chabot Huelskamp Palazzo 
Chaffetz Huizenga (MI) Palmer 
Clawson (FL) Hultgren Paulsen 
Coffman Hunter Pearce 
Cole Hurd (TX) Perry 
Collins (GA) Hurt (VA) Pittenger 
Collins (NY) Issa Pitts 
Comstock Jenkins (KS) Poe (TX) 
Conaway Jenkins (WV) Poliquin 
Cook Johnson (OH) Pompeo 
Costello (PA) Johnson, Sam Posey 
Cramer Jolly Price, Tom 
Crawford Jones Ratcliffe 
Crenshaw Jordan Reed 
Culberson Joyce Renacci 
Davis, Rodney Katko Ribble 
Dent Kelly (PA) Rice (SC) 
DeSantis King (IA) Rigell 
DesJarlais Kinzinger (IL) Roby 
Duffy Kline Rogers (AL) 
Duncan (SC) Knight Rogers (KY) 
Duncan (TN) Labrador Rohrabacher 
Ellmers (NC) LaMalfa Rokita 
Farenthold Lamborn Rooney (FL) 
Fincher Lance Roskam 
Fitzpatrick Latta Ross 
Fleischmann LoBiondo Rothfus 
Fleming Long Rouzer 


Royce 
Russell 

Ryan (WD 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 


Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 


Adams 
Jackson Lee 
Nugent 
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Stefanik 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Trott 

Turner 

Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 


NOES—198 


Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hardy 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 


NOT VOTING—7 


Pelosi 
Roe (TN) 
Stewart 


Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 


Vela 


June 3, 2015 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1838 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DENHAM 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
DENHAM) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 245, noes 181, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 295] 


is a 2- 


AYES—245 
Abraham Diaz-Balart Jolly 
Aderholt Dold Jones 
Allen Donovan Jordan 
Amash Duffy Joyce 
Amodei Duncan (SC) Katko 
Ashford Duncan (TN) Kelly (PA) 
Babin Ellmers (NC) King (IA) 
Barletta Emmer (MN) King (NY) 
Barr Farenthold Kinzinger (IL) 
Barton Fincher Kline 
Benishek Fleischmann Knight 
Bilirakis Fleming Labrador 
Bishop (MI) Flores LaMalfa 
Bishop (UT) Forbes Lamborn 
Black Fortenberry Lance 
Blackburn Foxx Latta 
Blum Franks (AZ) LoBiondo 
Bos Frelinghuysen Long 
Boustany Garrett Loudermilk 
Brady (TX) Gibbs Love 
Bra Gibson Lucas 
Bridenstine Gohmert Luetkemeyer 
Brooks (AL) Goodlatte Lummis 
Brooks (IN) Gosar MacArthur 
Buchanan Gowdy Marchant 
Buck Granger Marino 
Bucshon Graves (GA) Massie 
Burgess Graves (LA) McCarthy 
Byrne Graves (MO) McCaul 
Calvert Griffith McClintock 
Carter (GA) Grothman McHenry 
Carter (TX) Guinta McKinley 
Chabot Guthrie McMorris 
Chaffetz Hardy Rodgers 
Clawson (FL) Harper McSally 
Coffman Harris Meadows 
Cole Hartzler Meehan 
Collins (GA) Heck (NV) Messer 
Collins (NY) Hensarling Mica 
Comstock Herrera Beutler Miller (FL) 
Conaway Hice, Jody B. Miller (MI) 
Cook Hill Moolenaar 
Costa Holding Mooney (WV) 
Costello (PA) Hudson Mullin 
Cramer Huelskamp Mulvaney 
Crawford Huizenga (MI) Murphy (PA) 
Crenshaw Hultgren Neugebauer 
Cuellar Hunter Newhouse 
Culberson Hurd (TX) Noem 
Curbelo (FL) Hurt (VA) Nunes 
Davis, Rodney Issa Olson 
Denham Jenkins (KS) Palazzo 
Den Jenkins (WV) Palmer 
DeSantis Johnson (OH) Paulsen 
DesJarlais Johnson, Sam Pearce 


Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 


Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 


Royce 
Russell 

Ryan (WD 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 


NOES—181 


Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 


Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
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Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 
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NOT VOTING—6 


Nugent 
Pelosi 


Adams 
Jackson Lee 


Roe (TN) 
Stewart 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 


1841 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This Act may be cited as the “Commerce, 
Justice, Science, and Related Agencies Ap- 
propriations Act, 2016”. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise 
and report the bill back to the House 
with sundry amendments, with the rec- 
ommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill, as amend- 


ed, do pass. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 


and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
REED) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider- 
ation the bill (H.R. 2578) making appro- 
priations for the Departments of Com- 
merce and Justice, Science, and Re- 
lated Agencies for the fiscal year end- 
ing September 30, 2016, and for other 
purposes, directed him to report the 
bill back to the House with sundry 
amendments adopted in the Committee 
of the Whole, with the recommendation 
that the amendments be agreed to and 
that the bill, as amended, do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I have a motion to recommit 
at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. I am 
in its current form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ms. Brownley of California moves to re- 
commit the bill H.R. 2578 to the Committee 
on Appropriations with instructions to re- 
port the same back to the House forthwith 
with the following amendment: 

Page 23, line 14, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $6,000,000)”. 


8552 


In the ‘‘Violence Against Women Preven- 
tion and Prosecution Programs’’ account, on 
page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $3,000,000)”. 

In the ‘‘Violence Against Women Preven- 
tion and Prosecution Programs” account, on 
page 39, line 22, after the dollar amount re- 
lating to sexual assault victims assistance, 
insert “(increased by $3,000,000)”. 

In the “Juvenile Justice Programs” ac- 
count, on page 47, line 10, after the dollar 
amount relating to missing and exploited 
children programs, insert “(increased by 
$3,000,000)”. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California (during 
the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the 
reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tlewoman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, this is the final amendment 
to H.R. 2578, which will not kill the bill 
or send it back to committee. If adopt- 
ed, the bill will immediately proceed to 
final passage, as amended. 

My amendment would provide an ad- 
ditional $3 million for Violence Against 
Women prevention and prosecution 
programs, increasing resources for sex- 
ual assault victims’ assistance. My 
amendment would also provide an addi- 
tional $3 million for Juvenile Justice 
programs, directed to the Internet 
Crimes Against Children Task Force 
program. 

Mr. Speaker, there is more than 
ample room within the budget cap for 
this bill to do more to help sexual as- 
sault victims and prevent the exploi- 
tation of children. I hope we can all 
agree that these critical programs are 
worthy of added resources. 

The Sexual Assault Services Program 
was authorized through the Violence 
Against Women Act and was the first 
Federal program dedicated to the pro- 
vision of direct services to victims of 
sexual violence. 

Across the country, the Sexual As- 
sault Services Program supports crit- 
ical, lifesaving, safety net services. 
Support services are offered to both 
adult and minor survivors of sexual as- 
sault and to family members who are 
helping them cope with the mental 
health issues and physical trauma of 
sexual assault. 

The program also funds intervention 
and advocacy services, providing sur- 
vivors with the help that they need to 
navigate through the medical and 
criminal justice systems. 

For many survivors of sexual assault, 
this program is a critical and necessary 
source of support at the most vulner- 
able time in their lives. We must sup- 
port these lifesaving programs and 
stand up for survivors of sexual as- 
sault. 

Additionally, we must do more to 
protect vulnerable children from preda- 
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tors who despicably exploit children on 
the Internet. That is why my amend- 
ment will provide a much-needed in- 
crease for the Internet Crimes Against 
Children Task Force program, which 
funds State and local law enforcement 
who investigate online child exploi- 
tation. 

The program also provides forensic, 
prevention, and investigative assist- 
ance to law enforcement, educators, 
prosecutors, and families. The program 
also ensures law enforcement officers 
are trained to deal with online child 
pornography and child enticement so 
that these cases will be fully inves- 
tigated and prosecuted. 

In 2014 alone, 7,800 individuals were 
arrested, and the task forces around 
the country conducted over 60,000 fo- 
rensic investigations. Clearly there is 
an urgent and compelling moral need 
to address these heinous crimes. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote “yes” on the motion to recommit, 
to vote ‘‘yes’’ to protect women and 
girls from sexual assault and violence, 
to vote ‘‘yes’’ to protect children from 
online predators. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ), my friend who is 
a champion in protecting children. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in support of the gentle- 
woman’s motion to recommit because 
there are children out there who need 
to be saved. They are waiting to be 
saved. 

This motion provides additional 
funding for the Internet Crimes 
Against Children program, a national 
network of 61 coordinated law enforce- 
ment task forces investigating and 
prosecuting those who sexually exploit 
our most vulnerable constituents, our 
children. 

With the proliferation of the Internet 
and wireless technology, online child 
pornography has become an epidemic. 
And let’s not forget that these are not 
just heinous images. They are crime 
scene photos. The ICAC needs resources 
to go after these criminals now. 

According to estimates, half of these 
arrests lead us to the door of a hands- 
on offender, and that is a child waiting 
to be rescued. Yet in one recent year, 
the ICAC only had the resources to in- 
vestigate a mere 2 percent of all leads. 

Previous increases in Federal funding 
have directly resulted in thousands 
more arrests, contributing to many 
more thousands of children who are 
outright rescued or who will be spared 
contact with an abuser. 

Let’s take this opportunity to help 
the ICAC rescue more children. Please, 
think about these precious babies being 
victimized. Let’s rescue as many of 
them as possible. If you are a parent, 
God forbid it was your own child. 

I urge Members’ support for the mo- 
tion to recommit, and I thank the gen- 
tlewoman for her commitment to mak- 
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ing sure that we can rescue America’s 
victimized children. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in opposition to the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, be- 
fore I begin—and I will be very brief— 
I want to make sure to thank the ma- 
jority staff who have worked so hard 
on this bill. I want to thank our chief 
clerk, John Martens; Leslie Albright; 
Jeff Ashford; Taylor Kelly; Colin Sam- 
ples; and Aschley Schiller for their 
tireless work drafting this bill, along 
with Bob Bonner and Matt Smith on 
the minority’s staff and Corey Inglee 
and Megan Olmstead in my personal of- 
fice. And a personal thank you to my 
good friend, the Congressman from 
Philadelphia, who has done such a 
great job. We have worked together 
arm in arm on this bill. 

Starting at about 2 o’clock yesterday 
afternoon, we have worked through 
over 80 amendments. All the gentle- 
woman from California (Ms. BROWNLEY) 
would have had to do was to show up 
here. During the course of that debate, 
any Member could have offered an 
amendment, and that is one of the 
great things about this process. 

I want to thank our majority leader 
and our Speaker, Mr. BOEHNER, for 
opening up the legislative process. Un- 
like in the past, any Member of this 
Congress could stand up and represent 
their 700,000 constituents. You could 
take a Big Chief notepad and a pencil 
and just write out an amendment and 
walk right down there and give it to 
the Clerk. 

All the gentlewoman from California 
had to do was just write the amend- 
ment up and present it to the Clerk. 
Why, we would have even accepted it. 
But instead, she offers it up here today 
as a procedural trick to confuse and 
confound. 

We produced a great bill. The rank- 
ing member and I have worked to- 
gether arm in arm to produce a good 
bill that protects this Nation’s invest- 
ment in space exploration and sci- 
entific research but, above all, invests 
in the good people of the law enforce- 
ment community. 

Mr. HOYER. Will 
yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the mi- 
nority leader. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. I 
am the whip. I wanted to make that 
perfectly clear. 

The fact of the matter is, did the gen- 
tleman just say if this amendment had 
been offered previously that you would 
have accepted it? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Absolutely, be- 
cause it would have been done prop- 
erly. 


the gentleman 
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Mr. HOYER. But you are now urg- 
ing—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman will suspend. 

Mr. HOYER. Parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Texas has the time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER) is exactly 
right. We would have accepted this 
amendment earlier in the process be- 
cause it is an open process. Anyone has 
a chance to come down here and offer 
an amendment in an open and free 
House of Representatives. That is why 
this amendment should be defeated. 

We have got a good bill. I urge Mem- 
bers to vote “no” against this motion 
to recommit. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or- 
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on the motion to recom- 
mit will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
on the passage of the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 184, nays 


240, not voting 8, as follows: 


[Roll No. 296] 


YEAS—184 

Aguilar Cummings Honda 
Ashford Davis (CA) Hoyer 
Bass Davis, Danny Huffman 
Beatty DeFazio Israel 
Becerra DeGette Jeffries 
Bera Delaney Johnson (GA) 
Beyer DeLauro Johnson, E. B. 
Bishop (GA) DelBene Kaptur 
Blumenauer DeSaulnier Keating 
Bonamici Deutch Kelly (IL) 
Boyle, Brendan Dingell Kennedy 

F. Doggett Kildee 
Brady (PA) Doyle, Michael Kilmer 
Brown (FL) F. Kind 
Brownley (CA) Duckworth Kirkpatrick 
Bustos Edwards Kuster 
Butterfield Ellison Langevin 
Capps Engel Larsen (WA) 
Capuano Eshoo Larson (CT) 
Cárdenas Esty Lawrence 
Carney Farr Lee 
Carson (IN) Fattah Levin 
Cartwright Foster Lewis 
Castor (FL) Frankel (FL) Lieu, Ted 
Castro (TX) Fudge Lipinski 
Chu, Judy Gabbard Loebsack 
Cicilline Gallego Lofgren 
Clark (MA) Garamendi Lowenthal 
Clarke (NY) Graham Lowey 
Clay Grayson Lujan Grisham 
Cleaver Green, Al (NM) 
Clyburn Green, Gene Lujan, Ben Ray 
Cohen Grijalva (NM) 
Connolly Gutiérrez Lynch 
Conyers Hahn Maloney, 
Cooper Hastings Carolyn 
Costa Heck (WA) Maloney, Sean 
Courtney Higgins Matsui 
Crowley Himes McCollum 
Cuellar Hinojosa McDermott 


McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 


Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Linda 
T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 


NAYS—240 


Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 

Joyce 

Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 


Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WD 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
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Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 


Adams 
Comstock 
Jackson Lee 


Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 


NOT VOTING—8 


Nugent 
Pelosi 
Roe (TN) 
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Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 


Rush 
Stewart 


So the motion to recommit was re- 


jected. 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The 


question is on the passage of the bill. 
Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 
5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—yeas 242, nays 
183, not voting 7, as follows: 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 

Amodei 
Ashford 

Babin 
Barletta 

Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 

Byrne 

Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 

Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 

Den 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dol 


[Roll No. 297] 


YEAS—242 


Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jordan 


Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
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Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 


Aguilar 
Amash 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buck 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Duckworth 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fleming 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 


Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 


NAYS—183 


Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
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Vela 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


O’Rourke 

Pallone 

Pascrell 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters 

Pingree 

Pitts 

Pocan 

Polis 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rangel 

Rice (NY) 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sanford 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Sensenbrenner 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Thompson (PA) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


NOT VOTING—7 


Adams Keating Stewart 
Comstock Nugent 
Jackson Lee Roe (TN) 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DOLD) (during the vote). There are 2 
minutes remaining. 


1905 


So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably detained and missed the last two 
votes in this evening’s series. Had | been 
present | would have voted as follows: 1) 
Democrat Motion to Recommit—“no,” 2) Pas- 
sage of H.R. 2578—FY16 Commerce, Justice, 
Science Appropriations Act—“yes.” 


A 


TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RE- 
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA- 
TIONS ACT, 2016 


GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in- 
clude extraneous materials on the bill, 
H.R. 2577, and that I may include tab- 
ular material on the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu- 
ant to House Resolution 287 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the bill, H.R. 2577. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) to preside over 
the Committee of the Whole. 


1908 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2577) 
making appropriations for the Depart- 
ments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. BISHOP of Utah in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART) and the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 


June 3, 2015 


Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to 
present to the House today for consid- 
eration H.R. 2577, the Transportation, 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act 
for fiscal year 2016. 

The committee has put forth a bill 
that conforms to our 302(b) allocation 
of $55.3 billion in budget authority and 
is in line with the budget cap of 1.016, 
“ten sixteen.” 

Under such an allocation, we 
prioritized programs and spending to 
achieve, really, three very important 
basic goals: first, we continue the ob 
lim funding levels of MAP-21 contin- 
gent upon reauthorization; we keep the 
commercial airspace running smooth- 
ly; and also we preserve the housing 
option for all current HUD-assisted 
families. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this is a bal- 
anced bill with the allocation that has 
been given to us by the chairman. The 
Department of Transportation is fund- 
ed at $17.2 billion in budget authority 
and $70.6 billion in total budgetary re- 
sources to ensure, Mr. Chairman, the 
safe and effective transportation of 
goods and people in America. 

The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development is funded at $42 bil- 
lion to provide housing opportunities 
and assistance to the most vulnerable 
in both cities and rural areas across 
our great Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, as you know, we are a 
diverse body and this is a very diverse 
bill, and I know some Members will 
speak for increased funding. I would 
like to remind my colleagues that if 
you are going to be voting against this 
bill, you are voting against the com- 
mercial airspace system and our air 
traffic controllers and control system; 
against housing programs for the most 
vulnerable, including the elderly and 
families; and frankly, you would also 
be voting against community develop- 
ment block grants that are vital to the 
cities and counties that we all rep- 
resent. 

Some, however, Mr. Chairman, will 
speak for lower spending. Here it is 
also important to remember that the 
House passed a budget resolution, 
which this bill adheres to, Mr. Chair- 
man, and the Congress and the Presi- 
dent are currently bound by the Budget 
Control Act, which does include seques- 
ter. So this bill takes the responsible 
steps of setting funding priorities for 
the next fiscal year, many of which are 
shared, frankly, between both parties, 
and again, very important, without 
doing it with across-the-board cuts or 
across-the-board sequester. 

The whole House of Representatives 
now has the opportunity for full con- 
sideration of this legislation. It is im- 
perative that we move this bill to final 
passage reflecting the amendments ob- 
viously adopted by the House, and we 
move this bill to conference in time for 
the new fiscal year. 


June 3, 2015 


I really need to first thank my 
friend, the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina and the ranking member of this 
subcommittee, Mr. PRICE, for his ideas 
and his support in drafting this piece of 
legislation. The gentleman, as anyone 
who has dealt with him knows, gives a 
lot of thought and careful consider- 
ation to the many programs under our 
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jurisdiction, and I appreciate his will- 
ingness to collaborate on this bill that 
is now before us. 

I would also like to thank, in par- 
ticular, Chairman ROGERS and also 
Ranking Member LOWEY plus the mem- 
bers of the committee, and yes, I must 
say, especially the members of the sub- 
committee for the hours and hours 
spent in hearings, markups, and meet- 
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ings, working together in a cooperative 
effort to bring this bill to the floor and 
eventually signed into law. Finally, as 
we can never do enough, I want to 
thank the staff on both sides of the 
aisle for their incredible hard work. 


I urge the expeditious adoption of 
this bill, Mr. Chairman, and at this 
time, I reserve the balance of my time. 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 
(Amounts in thousands) 


TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Office of the Secretary 


Salaries and Expenses... ieee esc c ec ee eee eee an sane 
Immediate Office of the Secretary...........6+ hen 
Immediate Office of the Deputy Secretary.......... 
Office of the General Counsel......... 00... eee eee 
Office of the Under Secretary of Transportation 

For Poti aces oy CLES FS OE A AAA aed 
+ Office of the Assistant Secretary for Budget 
i ONG PrOGraMS... ne ra ce eee ee EE EEE EDEA 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Governmental 
A AVES ENTIE EEE de sd ele Re 
» Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
AdHINTSECALTON SS coc oo A a a ee ee 
Office of Public Affairs.......... 
Office of the Executive Secretariat. E 
Office of Smal] and Disadvantaged Business. 
UEPI ZE VOM cas a a ie a 
Office of Intelligence, Security, and Emergency 
Response lroa aa awe eo eRe DRADE 
Office of the Chief Information Officer 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Innovative 
FINANCIA 


Research and Technology... . 0.2... ccc cc eee eee eee 
National Infrastructure Investments. ........-....-0005 
Infrastructure Permitting Center............-.-0 20s eee 
Financial Management Capital...... 0.0... ceca eee eee 
Cyber Security InitiativeS......oooooocoromonnoroco eee 
DATA Act Compliance. rrna ai aau KEE EARNAN NARA TE 
U.S. Digital Services... ccc eee cee eae ee elo 
Office of Civil Rights.. bie Ned 
Transportation Planning, “Research, and Development. . 

Working Capital Fond.. sabie ccc eee eee 


Minority Business Resource Center Program............. 
(Limitation on guaranteed laoans)..........62.000 ee 


Small and Disadvantaged Business Utilizaton and 
Outreach (Minority Business Outreach).............-. 

Safe Transport Of Gils scuaniees shes ache eee aw eed 

Payments to Air Carriers (Airport & Airway Trust Fund) 


Total, Office of the Secretary......... ccc cee ane 
Federal Aviation Administration 


Opera ica prs ce cA Nae pie Re tha ete RA ed 
Air traffic organization andes 
Aviation Sato Re Gales ae is 
Commercial space transportati0M......cooooo momo... 
Finance and Management. ......ooooccooco oo 
NORTON rta id is ss 


Facilities and Equipment (Airport £ Airway Trust Fund) 


Research, Engineering, and Development (Airport 4 
Airway Trust CUM rs e a Na 5 


Grants-in-Aid for Airports (Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund) (Liquidation of contract authorization)........ 
(Limitation on obligations). ........0..0 00.0000 eee 
Administration: cocinas a 
Airport cooperative research program............ 
Airport technology research... ooo co 
Smal] community air service development program. 


FY 2015 
Enacted 


105,000 
(2,696) 
(1,011) 

(19,900) 


(9,800) 
(12,500) 
(2,500) 


(25,365) 
(2,000) 
(1,714) 


(1,414) 


(10,600) 
(15,500) 


13,000 
500,000 
5,000 
5,090 


9,600 
8,000 
(181,500) 


925 
(18,367) 


3,099 


155,000 


FY 2016 
Request 


113,657 


105,000 
(2,734) 
(1,025) 

(20,066) 


(9,310) 
(12,808) 
(2,500) 
(26,029) 
(2,029) 
(1,769) 


(10,793) 
(15,937) 


5,978 
(181,500) 


933 
(18,367) 


4,518 


155,000 


Bill vs. 
Enacted 


(+38) 
(+14) 
(+166) 
(-490) 
(+308) 


(+864) 
(+29) 
(+55) 


(1,414) 


(+193) 
(+437) 


-1,614 
-400,000 


June 3, 2015 


Bill vs. 
Reguest 


-8,657 
(42,734) 
(+1025) 

(+20,066) 


(+9,310) 
(+12,808) 
(+2,500) 


(+26,029) 
(+2,029) 
(+1,769) 


(+10,793) 
(+15,937) 


-3,196 
-1,150,000 
-4,000 
-4,000 
-1,000 
-3,000 
-9,000 

-78 

-4,043 

(+181,500) 


(+18,367) 


802,624 


9,740,700 
(7,396,684) 
(1,218,458) 

(15,605) 
(756,047) 
(60,089) 
(292,847) 


2,600,000 


156,750 


(3,200,000) 
(3,350,000) 
(107,100) 
(15,000) 
(29,750) 
(5,500) 


1,612,387 


9,915,000 
(7,505,293) 
(1,258,411) 
(18,114) 
(764,621) 
(60,582) 
(207,099) 
(100,880) 


2,855,000 


168,000 


(3,500,000) 
(2,900,000) 
(107,100) 
(15,000) 
(31,000) 


400,413 


9,847,700 
(7,505,293) 
(1,258,411) 

(16,605) 
(725,000) 
(60,089) 
(282,302) 


2,500,000 


156,750 


(3,600,000) 
(3,350,000) 
(107,100) 
(15,000) 
(31,000) 


-402,211 


+107,000 
(+108, 639) 
(439,953) 


(-31,047) 


(-10,545) 


-100,000 


(+400,000) 


(+1,250) 
(-5,500) 


(+75,203) 
(-100,880) 


-355,000 


-9,250 


(+100,000) 
(+450,000) 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 


APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 
(Amounts in thousands) 


Bill vs. 
Enacted 


+260,000 
-130,000 


Bill vs. 
Request 


+137,000 


(+137,000) 


(+3,248) 


-431,550 
(+450,000) 


(+18,450) 


(-12,900) 


(-500,000) 
(-500,000) 


(-12,000) 
(-12,000) 


(-10,312,248) 


(-10,312,248) 


(-70,180) 


(-70,180) 


(-26,343) 
(-26,343) 


(-12,000) 


(-12,000) 


+20,000 


(-13,500) 
(-13,500) 


(-96,523) 


(-96, 523) 


-29,000 


(-27,000) 
(-27,000) 


-56,000 


(-15,500) 
(-15,500) 
(-6,146) 
(-6,705) 


(-2,649) 


FY 2015 FY 2016 
Enacted Request Bilt 
Rescission of contract authority......co.oooomo rms - 260,000 ae tis 
Pop-up contract authority....... cc. cece eee eee es 130,000 wee ... 
Total, Federal Aviation Administration........ 12,367,450 12,936,000 12,504,450 
Limitations on obligations.................... (3,350,000) (2,900,000) (3,350,000) 
Total budgetary FPesQurces......oooommoommomsos (15,717,450) (15,836,000) (15,854,450) 
Federal Highway Administration 
Limitation on Administrative Expenses................. (426,100) (442,248) (429,348) 
Federal-Aid Highways (Highway Trust Fund): 
- (Liquidation of contract authorization)........... (40,995,000) (50,807,248) (40,995,000) 
(Limitation on obligations)................-. 0005 (40,256,000) (50,068,248) (40,256,000) 
Fixing and Accelerating Surface Transportation 
(Liquidation of contract authorization)......... -=n (500,000) ote 
{Limitation on obligations).....o..oooooooo ooo. ... (500,000) -=-= 
(Exempt contract authority)...................0005 {739,000} (739,000) (739,000) 
Total, Federal Highway Administration........... --- eye bl 
Limitations on obligations...................00- (40,256,000) (50,568,248) (40,256,000) 
Exempt contract authority......... ccc cece eee (739,000) (739,000) (739,000) 
Total budgetary resources...........5 das (40,995,000) (51,307,248) (40,995,000) 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 

Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Programs (Highway 
Trust Fund) (Liquidation of contract authorization).. (271,000) (329,180) (259,000) 
(Limitation on obligati0nsS)........o..ooooo momo...» (271,000) (329,180) (259,000) 
Motor Carrier Safety Grants (Highway Trust Fund) 
(Liquidation of contract authorization)............. (313,000) (339,343) (313,000) 
(Limitation on obligations) .......... 00.00.00. ee (313,000) (339,343) (313,000) 
Total, Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administrati0.....o.ooooooccccnccror ee eee =- wee aoe 
Limitations on obligations............0....00005 (584,000) (668,523) {572,000) 
Total budgetary resources......... cc sce eee (584, 600} (668,523) (572,000) 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
Operations and Research (general Fund)...........o.ooo. 130,000 179,000 150,000 
Operations and Research (Highway Trust Fund) 
(Liquidation of contract authorization})............. (138,500) (152,000) (125,000) 
(Limitation on obligationS)........ 0.00 o.oooooomoso (138,500) (152,000) (125,000) 
Subtotal, Operations and Research........... 268,500 331,000 275,000 
Highway Traffic Safety Grants (Highway Trust Fund) 
(Liquidation of contract authorization)............. (561,500) (577,000) (561,500) 
(Limitation on obligations). ..... 0.0.2... cee eee (561,500) (577,000) (561,500) 
Highway safety programs (23 USC 402)............ (235,000) (241,146) (235,000) 
National priority safety programs (23 USC 405).. (272,000) (278,705) {272,000} 
High visibility enforcement.................000. (29,000) (29,000) (29,000) 
Administrative expenses... ..oooocconaanc eee (25,500) (28,149) (25,500) 
Total, National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration A ATA bing ale aaa tn 130,000 179,000 150,000 
Limitations on obligations... useassa aano (700,000) (729,000) (686,500) 
Total budgetary resources................00005 (830,000) (908,000) (836,500) 


+20,000 
(-13,500) 


(+6,500) 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 


FY 2015 
Enacted 


{Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2016 
Request 


Bill vs. 
Enacted 


June 3, 2015 


Bill vs. 
Request 


Federal Railroad Administration 


Safety and Operations... 0... ccc cece eee eee ene 
Railroad Research and Development.....coocoommcm.m ees 
Rail Service Improvement Program....... 0. cece ooo pomo. 


National Railroad Passenger Corporation: 
Operating Grants to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation............. 00.0000. 0 seus 
Capital and Debt Service Grants to the National 
= Railroad Passenger Corporation..........-...0-0- 
Current Rail Passenger Service..... 0.0... cee eee 


SUDEOLAI 6c ei ee ee ok E ETE OG OR eae BS eed 
Administrative Provisions 
Rail Safety Grants ..c ice cee ein dee tee ede eed ne 
Total, Federal Railroad Administration.......... 
Federal Transit Administration 


Administrative Expenses... 2. 0.0... EEPE E eee eee 
Public Transportation Emergency Relief Program........ 


Transit Formula Grants (Hwy Trust Fund, Mass Transit 
Account (Liquidation of contract authorization)..... 
{Limitation on obligations)... 0... 0... ccs eee eee ee 


Fixing and Acceleration Surface Transportation 
(Liquidation of contract authorization)............. 
{Limitation on obligations).........,....-..0...0. 


Transit Research. ... 0.0... ccc cece eee ete eens 
Technical Assistance and Training..............--+0055 
Transit Research and Training... +. o... oooococnonernno. 


Rapid-Growth Area Bus Rapid Transit Corridor Program 
(liquidation of contract authorization)............. 
(limitation on obligations).........oooooooso PEEN 


Capital Investment Grants..........0.0. 00... .2 cee eee 
RESCTSS1 ON cack ia en ae ace Beg eb A el Ped Mla ik wee 


Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority Capital 
and Preventive Maintenance... 0... cece ee eee 


Total, Federal Transit Administration........... 
Limitations on obligations 


Total budgetary rescurces...........cce eee ecenee 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation 


Operations and Maintenance (Harbor Maintenance Trust 
FU A E A 


Maritime Administration 


Maritime Security Program 
Operations and Training 
SHIP DUSPOSAT io nt Andee S EAA 
Maritime Guaranteed Loan (Title XI) Program Account: 
Administrative expenses 


Total, Maritime Administration.........0..000, 


186,870 
39,100 


250,000 


1,140,000 


203,800 
39,250 
2,325,000 


2,450,000 


288,500 


850,000 


+38,500 


-290,000 


-16,930 
-150 
-2,325,000 


+288 ,500 


+850, 000 
-2,450,000 


1,625,970 


105,933 


(9,500,000) 
(8,595,000) 


2,120,000 
-121,546 


150,000 


5,018,050 


114,400 
25,000 


(13,800,000) 
(13,800,000) 


(500,090) 
(500,000) 


60,000 
(500,000) 
(500,000) 


3,250,000 


1,364,470 


102,933 


(9,500,000) 
(8,595,000) 


1,921,395 


100,000 


-3,000 


-198,605 
+121,546 


-3,653,580 


-11,467 
-25,000 


(-4,300,000) 
(5 


M w 


(-500,000) 
(-500,000) 


+26,000 


+3,000 
-60,000 


(-500,000) 
(-500,000) 
-1,328,605 


-50,000 


2,291,887 
(8,595,000) 


(10,886,887) 


32,042 


186,000 


3,599,400 
(14,800,000) 


(18, 399, 400) 


36,400 


2,153,328 
(8,595,000) 


(10,748,328) 


32,042 


186,000 


-138,559 


(-138,559) 


+16,108 


-1,446,072 
(-6,205,000) 


(-7,651,072) 


-4,358 


341,150 


406,772 


357,293 


+16,143 
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Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration 


Operational Expenses: 
Ganora EUNE seid a 3S Ga ER a 


Hazardous Materials Safety: 
General Fundicion ka VEE ETAIT SNRA e as 
-~ Special Permit and Approval Fees.................. 


Pipeline Safety: 
General Funds. oi oti anata shales saad ok 
Pipeline Safety Fund... 0.00... cece ccc eee 
011 Spill Liability Trust Fund... asusa 
Pipeline Safety Design Review Fund................ 
Pipeline Safety information grants (by transfer)... 


Subtotal 


Subtotal, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration... 0.0... 0... cece eee 


Pipeline safety user fees... 0.0... ccoo 
Pipeline Safety Design Review fee................-.4.. 


Emergency Preparedness Grants: 
Limitation on emergency preparedness fund......... 
(Emergency preparedness fund)... sssaaa oe 


Total, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration. cc cece eee tee 


Office of Inspector General 
Salaries and Expenses...... 22... cee ee eee 
Surface Transportation Board 


Salaries and Expenses. ... 0... cee nee eee 
Offsetting collections 


Total, Surface Transportation Board 


Total, title I, Department of Transportation.... 
Appropriations... 20.0.0 000. ce eee ene 
Rescissions... 0... cee cece eee eee 
Rescissions of contract authority 
Offsetting collections 

(By transfer)........ 

(Transfer out) 

Limitations on obligations 


Total budgetary resources...................0.-. 


TITLE 11 - DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Management and Administration 


FY 2015 
Enacted 


(-1,500) 


(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2016 
Request 


Bill vs. 
Enacted 


Bill vs. 
Request 


-4,775 


52,000 


124,500 


1,500 


+370 


220,225 
-124,500 
-2,000 


(28,318) 
(188) 


255,858 
-152,104 
~2,000 


(28,318) 
(188) 


227,095 
-124,500 


(28,318) 
(188) 


-28,763 


+27 ,604 
+2,000 


86,223 


101,754 


87,472 


32,499 
-1,250 


102,595 


86,223 


-1,249 


17,801,196 
(18,183,992) 
(-121,546) 
(-260,000) 
(-1,250) 
(1,500) 
(-1,500) 
(53,485,000) 
(71,286,196) 


14,500 
518,100 


24,008,484 
(24,015,734) 
(-7,250) 
(1,500) 
(-1,500) 
(69,665,771) 
(93,674,255) 


14,646 
577,861 


17,180,939 
(17,182,189) 
(-1,250) 
(53,459,500) 
(70,640,439) 


14,500 
547,000 


-620,257 
(-1,001,803) 
(+121,546) 
(+260,000) 
(-1,500) 
(+1,500) 
(-25,500) 
(-645,757) 


+28,900 


-8,827,545 
(-6,033,545) 


(+6,000) 
(-1,500) 
(+1,500) 
(-16,206,271) 
(-23,033,816) 


-146 
-30,861 
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DEPARTMENTS OF TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2016 (H.R. 2577) 
(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2015 
Enacted 


FY 2016 
Request 


Bill vs. 
Enacted 


June 3, 2015 


Bill vs. 
Request 


Program Office Salaries and Expenses: 
Public and Indian Housing...........0.0 0.00 e eee eee 
Community Planning and Development.............00. 
HOUSING MEENE T A eteng ace lAn A 
Policy Development and Research 
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity................ 
Office of Lead Hazard Control and Healthy Homes... 


SUD lis a ade ee eign Pa dala eee ea sles e 
- Total, Management and Administration.......... 
Public and Indian Housing 


Tenant-based Rental Assistance: 
REGONE Sa o wath ee ee ao Ree ds 
Tenant protection vouchers... 2.0.0... cee eee 
Administrative fees... 02... crono rr 


Incremental family unification vouchers... 
Veterans affairs supportive housing........-...065 
Sec. 811 mainstream voucher renewals.............. 
Special purpose vouchers.....0.... cee eee eee 
Transformation initiative (transfer out).......... 


Subtotal (available this fiscal year)......... 


Advance appropriations. 0.0... cece ceca eee sence 
Less appropriations from prior year advances...... 


Total, Tenant-based Rental Assistance 
appropriated in this bi1T.......... A 


Rental Assistance Demonstrati0M........ooocororo coo. 
Public Housing Capital Fund............cc cece ae eevee 
Transformation initiative (transfer out).......... 
Drug elimination (rescission) ........ ce. cece eee eens 
Public Housing Operating Fund... 00... . eee ee cece eee 
Transformation initiative (transfer out).......... 
Choice Neighborhoods.. ... 0.0.0.0... cece cece eee 
Transformation initiative (transfer out).......... 
Family Self-Sufficiency.... 00.0... ccc cece eee 
Transformation initiative (transfer out).......... 
Native American Housing Block Grants.................. 
Transformation initiative (transfer out).......... 
Native Hawaiian Housing Block Grant............00.0 ooo 
Indian Housing Loan Guarantee Fund Program Account.... 
(Limitation on guaranteed lo0ans).......omoo..ooomo. 
Native Hawaiian Loan Guarantee Fund Program Account... 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans).................. 


Total, Public and Indian Housing.............. 


Community Planning and Development 


Community Development Fund: 
CDBG formula 
Indian CDBG 


210,002 
112,115 
397,174 


203,000 
102,000 
372,000 


1,314,000 


17,486,000 
130,000 
1,530,000 


75,000 
83,160 


1,424,649 


18,333,816 
150,000 
2,020,037 
277,000 
20,000 


107,643 


1,340,900 


18,151,000 
130,000 
1,530,000 


107,643 


+605,000 


-75,000 
+24,483 


-182,816 
-20,000 
-490,037 
-277,000 
-20,000 


-215,000 
(+20,000) 


19,304,160 


4,000,000 
-4,000,000 


21,123,496 


4,000,000 
-4,000,000 


19,918,643 


4,009,099 
-4,000,000 


+614,483 


-1,204,853 


19,304,160 


1,875,000 
-1,101 
4,440,000 


80,000 
75,000 
850,000 
9,000 
7,000 
(744,047) 
100 
(16,130) 


21,123,496 


50,000 
1,970,000 
(-15,000) 
4,600,000 
(-18,000) 
250,000 
(-2,000) 
85.000 
(-1,000) 
660,000 
(-5,000) 
8,000 
(1,269,841) 


19,918,643 


1,681,000 


4,440,000 


20,000 


650,000 


8,000 
(1,269,841) 


+614,483 


-194,000 


+1, 101 


-60,000 


-9,000 
+t, 000 


(+525,794) 


-100 


-1,204,853 


-50,000 
-289,000 
(+15,000) 
-160,000 
(+18,000) 
-230,000 

(+2,000) 

-10,000 

(+1,000) 

-10,000 

(+5,000) 


26,439,159 


330, 000 


3,000,009 
66,000 


28,748,496 


332,000 
(-3,000) 


2,800,000 
80,000 


28,792,643 


60,000 


+353, 434 


-1,953,853 


(+3,000) 


+200,000 


3,066,000 


2,880,000 


(-20,000) 


3,060,000 


+180,000 


(+20,000) 
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Youth Build (rescission)... 0... eee edun ai eee eee 

Community Development Loan Guarantees (Section 108): 
{Limitation on guaranteed loans)... 
Rescission 


HOME Investment Partnerships Program 
Transfer from Housing Trust Fund 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) 


Subtotal esos sic posses esi dake add 
Housing Trust Fund (transfer out) 
Self-help and Assisted Homeownership Opportunity 

Program 
Homeless Assistance Grants 
Brownfields (rescission) 


Total, Community Planning and Development....... 


Housing Programs 


Project-based Rental Assistance: 


a e A EENE ERS TE A PUM GES Cae ea E 
Contract administrators........... 05.00.00 - eee eee 
Transformation initiative (transfer out).......... 

Subtotal (available this fiscal year)......... 
Advance appropriations... 0.0.00... . 0.0 ccc eee eee eee 
Less appropriations from prior year advances...... 


Total, Project-based Rental Assistance 
appropriated in this bill... .......oooooooooo.. 
Housing for the ElderlY....oo como ooooomooonmenccrano ra 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) 
Housing for Persons with Disabilities................. 
Transformation initiative (transfer out} 
Housing Counseling Assistance 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) 
Rental Housing Assistance..............0..-0-...---20.- 
Manufactured Housing Fees Trust Fund 
Offsetting collections 


Total, Housing Programs 


Federal Housing Administration 


Mutual Mortgage Insurance Progran Account: 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans).. 
(Limitation on direct loans) 
Offsetting receipts... enine ce eee o 
Proposed offsetting receipts (HECM)............... 
Additional offsetting receipts (Pres. Sec. 244)... 
Administrative contract expenses.................. 
Transformation initiative (transfer out) 


General and Special Risk Program Account: 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) 
(Limitation on direct loans) 
Offsetting receipts 
Rescission 


{Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 
-460 =- --- +460 see 
(500,000) (300,000) (300,000) (-200,000) --- 
nae wee -2,000 -2,000 -2,000 
900,000 1,060,000 767,000 -133,000 -293,000 
--- --- 133,000 +133, 000 +133,000 

..- (-8,000) oo Sa (+8, 000) 
900,000 1,060,000 900,000 --- -160,000 
ree ae -133,000 -133,000 -133,000 
50,000 --- 50,000 --- +50, 000 
2,135,000 2,480,000 2,185,000 +50, 000 ~295,000 
-2,913 ae So +2,913 ... 
6,477,627 6,752,000 6,392,000 -85,627 -360,000 
9,520,000 10,545,000 10,504,000 +984,000 -41,000 
210,000 215,000 150,000 -560,000 -65,000 
wee (+20 ,000) wes wee (+20 ,000) 
9,730,000 10,760,000 10,654,000 +924,000 -106,000 
400,000 400,000 400,000 aoe wee 

- 400,000 -400,000 -400,000 oe: -== 
9,730,000 10,760,000 10,654,000 +924, 000 -106,000 
420,000 455,000 414,000 -6,000 -41,000 
Api (-3,000) --- Eo (+3, 000) 
135,000 177,000 152,000 +17,000 -25,000 
-== (-1,000) ..- mas (+1,000) 
47,000 60,000 47,000 oa -13,000 

--- (-1,000) --- aho (+1,000) 
18,000 30,000 30,000 +12,000 --- 
10,000 11,000 11,000 +1,000 --- 
-10,000 -11,000 -41,000 -14,000 26 
10,359,000 11,482,000 11,297,000 +947,000 -185,000 
(400,000,000) (400,000,000) (400,000,000) a ae 
(20,000) (5,000) (5,000) (-15,000) --- 
-7,951,000 -7,003,000 -7,003,000 +948, 000 --- 
-36,000 -97,000 -97,000 -61,000 wee 
nee -29,000 --* ==- +29,000 
130,000 174,000 130,000 cous -44,000 
... (-1,000) mo. PRS (+1,000) 
(30,000,000) (30,009,000) (39,000,000) n de 
(20,000) (5,000) (5,000) (- 15,000) id 
-876,000 -657,000 -657,000 +219, 000 ... 
-10,000 --- oo +10,000 oo 
-8,743,000 -7,812,000 -7,627,000 +1,116,000 -15,000 
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FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 
Government National Mortgage Association 
Guarantees of Mortgage-backed Securities Loan 
Guarantee Program Account: 
{Limitation on guaranteed Joans).................. {500,000,000} (500,060,000) (500,000,000) ..- SF 
Administrative Expenses... 0... cece eee e teens 23,000 28,320 23,000 wos -5,320 
Offsetting receipts... ccc ee eee eee -94,000 -118,000 -418,000 -24,000 --- 
Offsetting receipts O -742,000 -747,000 -747,000 -5,000 soe 
Proposed offsetting receipts (HECM) ..........-... -28,000 -21,000 ~21, 000 +7 ,000 owe 
Additional contract expenses. ....ococcoomommocooso. 1,000 1,000 ..- -1,000 -1,000 
Total, Gov't National Mortgage Association.... -840,000 -856,680 -863,000 -23,000 -6,320 
Policy Development and Research 
Research and Technol08Y......o.ooo». AR TEPEE E 72,000 50,000 52,500 -19,500 +2,500 
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity 
Fair Housing Activities... 0... ec eee eee rr 85,300 74,000 65,300 ..- -5,700 
Transformation initiative (transfer out).......... o (-1,000) -== . (+1,000) 
Office of Lead Hazard Control and Healthy Homes 
Lead Hazard Reduction... aoa co RO r 110,000 120,000 75,000 -35,000 -45,000 
Transformation initiative {transfer 0ut).......... --- £-1,000) --- --- (+1,000) 
Information Technology Fund.................0. rro 250,000 334,000 100,000 -150,000 -234,000 
Office of Inspector General......... 6.0.6. c cere eee eae 126,000 129,000 126,000 noe -3,000 
Transformation Initiative......ooooooncrncoocornonomocs -=-~ --- e EP sis 
(OYES TO a A Aged Da wee (120,000) nee one (-120,000) 
General Provisions 
Unobligated balances (Sec. 233) (rescission).......... wee wee -7,000 -7,000 
Rural Housing and Developement unobligated balances 
(Sec. 234) (rescission). ... 6... cece ee eee eee -=-~ wae -3,000 -3,000 
Management and Administration unobligated balances 
(Sec. 234) (rescission). ...... 2. eee eee eee eee 


Total, title II, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. ........o.oo co ies 
Appropriations.... 
RESCISSIONS o ssc 50 pede eae wee ee ee ERA 
Advance appropriations. .........-.e eens 
Offsetting receipts........ ce cece ee eee 
Offsetting collections. ..........0 02.2 eee 


[by transfer)... ccc ee eee eens wees eects 
{transfer Out)... ce er atera rra ener eens 
(Limitation on direct Toans).......ooooococoo mo... 
{Limitation on guaranteed loans)..............-- 


TITLE 111 - OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 


ACCESS Boards. rard a oa ig 
Federal Housing Finance Agency, Office of Inspector 
General (legislative proposal)........ooooooormo omo. 
Offsetting collections {legislative proposal)..... 
Federal Maritime Commission... .... 0... cece cee e ener eens 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation Office of 
Inspector General... 0... ccc ect eee etree 
National Transportation Safety Board.......oooooomom... 
Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation...........05 Fears 


35,621,086 
(40,972,560) 
(-14,474) 
(4,400,000) 
(-9,727,000) 
(- 10,000) 


(40,000) 
(931,260,177) 


25,660 


23,999 
103,984 
185,000 


40,640,465 
(44,923,465) 
(4,400,000) 
(-8,672,000) 
(-11,000) 


120,000 

-120,000 
(10,000) 
(931,569,841) 


8,823 


50,900 
-50,000 
27,387 


24,499 
105,170 
182,300 


37,739,343 
(42,007,343) 
(-14,000) 
(4,400,000) 
(-8,643,000) 
(-11,000) 


(10,000) 
(931,569,841) 


23,999 
103,984 
477,000 


+2,118,257 
(+1,034,783) 
(+474) 
(+1,084,000) 
(-1,000) 


(-30,000) 


(+309,864) 


-2,000 


il 


-2,901,122 
(-2,916,122) 


(-14,000) 


(+29,000) 


-120,000 
+120 , 000 
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(Amounts in thousands) 


FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill vs. 

Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 

United States Interagency Council on Homelessness..... 3,530 3,530 3,530 ta sHs 
Total, title III, Other Independent Agencies.... 349,718 350,909 341,718 -8,000 -9,191 
Grand COTS ri. is is re AN a 53,772,000 64,999,858 55,262,000 +1,490,000 -9,737,858 
Appropriations; amos A ede (59,506,270) (69,340,108) (59,531,250) (+24,980) (-9,808,858) 
ROSCTSS TON Sas te la A a tes (-136,020) wee (-14,000) (+122,020) (-14,000) 
Rescissions of contract authority........... (-260, 000) “+e ..- (+260,000) --- 
Advance appropriations...................2.. (4,400,000) (4,400,000) (4,400,000) aoe ee 
Offsetting receipts............ 000. c ee eee eee (-9,727,000) (-8,672,000) (-8,643,000) (+1,084,000) (+29,000) 
Offsetting Ccollecti0nS.....oooooooocommoomo.. (-11,250) (-68,250) (-12,250) (-1,000) (+56,000) 

(DY transfor]: o o a a 1,500 121,500 --- -1,500 -121,500 
(trans POMS GUE} a isis ar loa -1,500 -121,500 --- +1,500 +121,500 
(Limitation on obligati0ns)........o..oocooooo.. (53,485,000) (69,665,771) (53,459,500) (-25,500) (-16,206,271) 


Total budgetary FesouraeS....o.occconoronacnrco ro (107,257,000) (134,665,629) (108,721,500) (41,464,500) (-25,944,129) 
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, as we begin consider- 
ation of H.R. 2577, the fiscal year 2016 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De- 
velopment, and Related Agencies Ap- 
propriations bill, I want to start by 
thanking our chairman, Chairman 
DIAZ-BALART, for the hard work he has 
put in on this bill. He has been open 
and accessible throughout this year’s 
process, and he has been receptive to 
my concerns and the concerns that 
other subcommittee members and 
other colleagues have raised. It has 
been a pleasure working with him, and 
I look forward to continuing to do that 
throughout this process. 

I also want to echo the thanks he 
just expressed to our hardworking 
staff, to Dena Baron and her colleagues 
in the majority, to Kate Hallahan and 
Joe Carlile on our side of the aisle, as 
well as Laura Thrift and Kate Roetzer 
from my personal staff. 

Now, unfortunately, I have to add 
that there is going to be a lot of fur- 
ther work to do. It is necessary, and it 
is going to be difficult. That is not the 
chairman’s fault. He was dealt an im- 
possible hand in the Republican budget 
and an allocation that is simply un- 
workable. 

At first glance, it might appear that 
this bill is a relative winner when com- 
pared to other appropriations bills, as 
Chairman ROGERS did increase the sub- 
committee’s allocation by $1.5 million. 
However, the reality is that once you 
factor in declining Federal Housing Ad- 
ministration receipts, increased Sec- 
tion 8 renewal costs, and other infla- 
tionary adjustments, this bill is actu- 
ally $1.5 billion below last year’s fund- 
ing level, resulting in fewer services 
and less capital investment than last 
year. 

Mr. Chairman, the programs under 
the jurisdiction of this subcommittee 
are critical to our Nation’s economic 
and social well-being: providing nec- 
essary funding to improve housing and 
transportation options, creating infra- 
structure jobs for hardworking Amer- 
ican families, and ensuring safe and 
adequate transportation networks for 
goods, commuters, and travelers. But 
our Nation’s transportation and hous- 
ing systems face daunting challenges, 
and on almost every count, this bill 
falls short. 


1915 


The President requested a robust in- 
crease for this bill for fiscal 2016, call- 
ing on Congress to provide the critical 
investments necessary to accelerate 
and sustain economic growth. Unfortu- 
nately, the bill before us would not 
even begin to address our infrastruc- 
ture needs. 

In transportation, the bill levies deep 
cuts to capital programs. As we learned 
from the Amtrak derailment last 
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month in Philadelphia, these cuts can 
have clear, direct consequences for the 
safety of our transportation system. 
The bill before us cuts Amtrak by 18 
percent—18 percent—below last year. 
There is no funding for the expansion 
of safety mechanisms, including Posi- 
tive Train Control, which regulates the 
excessive speeds that caused the Phila- 
delphia derailment. 

Now, no one can say whether Positive 
Train Control would have prevented 
the tragedy in Philadelphia, but cut- 
ting funding certainly isn’t making our 
transportation system any safer. How 
many train derailments, how many 
bridge collapses is it going to take be- 
fore the majority agrees that we must 
invest in our crumbling transportation 
infrastructure? 

The bill before us would also reduce 
funding for the New Starts program in 
the Federal Transit Administration by 
8 percent below this year, 40 percent 
below the President’s request. It would 
cut DOT’s enormously popular TIGER 
program by 80 percent. It cuts the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration’s capital 
program by $355 million below the 
President’s request, $100 million below 
last year. That will hamper FAA’s abil- 
ity to maintain and improve aging fa- 
cilities and will slow down progress on 
the critical NextGen program. 

The bill doesn’t just provide insuffi- 
cient funding for critical investments; 
it also contains toxic provisions com- 
pletely unrelated to the appropriations 
process. For instance, riders on truck 
length and weight have no place in this 
bill. They should be left to the author- 
izing committees. The bill also con- 
tinues to delay full implementation of 
the Department of Transportation’s 
hours-of-service rule for driver safety 
by including additional, unmanageable 
study requirements. These riders, I re- 
gret to say, value the bottom line of 
the trucking industry over driver safe- 
ty. They will actually make our roads 
more dangerous. 

The bill also attempts to undermine 
President Obama’s new policy related 
to the United States’ relationship with 
Cuba. Some of the riders aim to pre- 
vent scheduled air services and cruise 
ship travel to Cuban ports of entry. 

On the housing side, the bill fails to 
adequately address the capital needs of 
public housing. For example, the bill 
provides only the token amount of $20 
million for the Department of Housing 
and Urban  Development's Choice 
Neighborhoods Initiative. At such a 
low funding level, the program won’t 
be able to fulfill its mission—trans- 
forming clusters of poverty into func- 
tioning, sustainable mixed-income 
neighborhoods and allowing the chil- 
dren who live there to have the oppor- 
tunities that all Americans deserve. 

The bill contains $1.68 billion for the 
Public Housing Capital Fund, which is 
a $194 million cut from last year. If en- 
acted, this level would be about the 
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same as the funding level in 1989. That 
is 26 years ago! Given that new mainte- 
nance needs accrue at $3.4 billion per 
year, this level of funding would cover 
less than half the need while doing 
nothing to address a backlog that now 
amounts to $25 billion. 

The majority’s bill transforms—or, 
more accurately, devolves—the Hous- 
ing for the Elderly and Housing for the 
Disabled programs into purely rental 
renewal programs. Without capital 
funding, the supply of safe, decent, and 
affordable housing for the elderly and 
for the disabled will not keep up with 
the demand. 

Mr. Chairman, for centuries, our 
country’s economic competitiveness 
has been built upon a world-class infra- 
structure that enabled innovation and 
ingenuity to flourish. This bill and the 
budgetary levels it reflects undermine 
the continued viability of our Nation’s 
infrastructure and our economic vital- 
ity. We simply cannot write a credible 
bill until we have a new budget agree- 
ment. 

This bill clearly illustrates the folly 
of dogmatically insisting on domestic 
appropriations cuts as the sole focus of 
deficit reduction—that is the major- 
ity’s strategy—while leaving the main 
drivers of the deficit unaddressed. 
Under sequestration funding levels, 
any advancement of appropriations 
bills is simply delaying the day of 
reckoning. So let’s stop this charade 
now. Let’s not wait for Presidential ve- 
toes or for governmental shutdowns. 
Let’s confront it now! Let’s begin seri- 
ous, broad budget negotiations. 

I know we can responsibly chart a 
course to fiscal balance; we have done 
it before, as recently as the 1990s. We 
achieved budget surpluses as the result 
of a concerted, bipartisan effort to bal- 
ance the budget through a comprehen- 
sive approach. And I mean comprehen- 
sive. Revenues, entitlements, military 
and domestic appropriations, every- 
thing was on the table. We balanced 
the budget 4 years in a row. We paid off 
more than $400 billion of this Nation’s 
debt. Why is that lesson so hard to 
recollect? 

By contrast, the current Republican 
budget gives us the worst of both 
worlds. It fails as fiscal policy, and it 
decimates the investments a great 
country must make. 

In its current form, Mr. Chairman, I 
cannot support the fiscal 2016 T-HUD 
Appropriations bill. I do remain hope- 
ful, however, that this bill could be im- 
proved as it goes through the appro- 
priations process. I will continue work- 
ing with the chairman as we move for- 
ward. I am confident that a new agree- 
ment on funding levels can give this 
bill and America’s transportation and 
housing infrastructure the resources 
that our national interest requires. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
at this time, I yield as much time as he 
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may use to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. ROGERS), a friend, a leader, 
a teacher, and the chairman of the full 
Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the chairman for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
this bill, obviously, the fiscal 2016 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De- 
velopment Appropriations bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I am proud that we 
have this piece of legislation. It is our 
fifth appropriations bill of this year on 
the floor today. It is the next step in 
our ongoing effort to fully fund the 
government before the end of the fiscal 
year, as is our congressional duty. 

This bill, as the chairman has said, 
funds a wide range of Federal programs 
that affect every citizen of every dis- 
trict of every State. From the trans- 
portation infrastructure that moves 
goods, people, and businesses around 
the country to the housing options 
that help most those in need, the bene- 
fits of the programs in this bill are felt 
far and wide. 

In total, the bill provides $55.3 billion 
in discretionary spending due to re- 
duced offsets, including lower FHA re- 
ceipts. The bill represents a $25 million 
increase above the current year. 

This is a tight budget, Mr. Chairman. 
Yet the bill targets funds to provide 
adequate investments in critical infra- 
structure and much-relied-upon hous- 
ing programs. 

Of the total, $17.2 billion goes toward 
discretionary funding for DOT, 
prioritizing projects that have great 
benefits to our Nation as a whole and 
that will help make this Nation’s 
transportation systems safer and more 
efficient. 

This includes $15.9 billion for the 
Federal Aviation Administration. A 
portion of that money will go to what 
is called the NextGen program to im- 
prove efficiency in our airways and re- 
duce congestion and delays. 

The Federal highway program gets 
$40.2 billion from the highway trust 
fund, an amount equal to last year, but 
that is subject to continued authoriza- 
tion. This funding will ensure our road- 
ways, bridges, and tunnels can safely 
and smoothly facilitate the flow of 
American commerce. 

The Federal Railroad Administration 
is funded at $1.4 billion. That includes 
$289 million for Amtrak operations, the 
same as last year, and $850 million for 
capital grants, as well as $187 million 
for critical safety and research pro- 
grams. Total FRA funding is reduced 
by $262 million, but rail safety, which 
is so important, is held harmless from 
any reductions. 

In fact, safety was a priority 
throughout the bill, and that is evident 
in the funding levels. For instance, the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Ad- 
ministration received $6.5 million more 
than last year, and the Pipeline and 
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Hazardous Materials Safety Adminis- 
tration receives a $6.9 million bump up 
to help address safety concerns regard- 
ing the transport of energy products. 

Beyond these important infrastruc- 
ture investments, the bill also includes 
a total of $42 billion for the Depart- 
ment of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment. This level will guarantee that all 
individuals and families currently re- 
ceiving housing assistance will con- 
tinue to be served by this program, and 
it ensures that the 77,000 VASH vouch- 
ers which support our veterans remain 
in circulation. 

Important housing programs for 
some of our most vulnerable citizens, 
the elderly and persons with disabil- 
ities, also receive targeted increases. 
To help bolster economic growth in 
local communities, the bill provides 
$6.4 billion in grant funding for eco- 
nomic development. Investing in our 
communities through programs like 
Community Development Block Grants 
will allow funds to be targeted to local 
areas to meet their unique needs. 

Now, as with all appropriations bills, 
particularly in these tight budget 
times, we had to take a close look at 
what was mission critical and what 
was lower on the priority list. Some 
tough choices had to be made and some 
programs had to be reduced. Overall, I 
believe this bill puts everything in its 
proper place and does the very best 
within its allotted resources. 

I want to thank the chairman of the 
subcommittee, Congressman DIAZ- 
BALART. This is his maiden voyage as a 
cardinal, a chairman of a sub- 
committee, his first voyage at sea. We 
hope it is a safe and smooth one. And I 
am proud to say to him, ‘‘Job well done 
so far.” So we wish for you the very 
best. 

Thanks to DAVID PRICE and the mem- 
bers of the committee, subcommittee, 
all the staff; my counterpart Mrs. 
LOWEY. I thank all of you for working 
hard on this bill. 

I am proud to support this bill, and I 
ask my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY), our distinguished ranking 
member of the full committee. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I, too, 
would like to congratulate Chairman 
DIAZ-BALART and Ranking Member 
PRICE in their new roles on the sub- 
committee. You have worked so hard, 
you have worked together, and I really 
do want to express my appreciation. 
And to Chairman ROGERS, thank you 
for your work. I would particularly 
like to thank the chairman for his sup- 
port of my grade crossing safety re- 
quests. 

However, the Republican bill to fund 
transportation and housing priorities 
drastically shortchanges job-creating 
investments critical to hard-working 
American families, like roads, bridges, 
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rail systems, and access to safe and af- 
fordable housing. At the same time, it 
includes special interest giveaways for 
the trucking industry and other policy 
riders that make our roads less safe 
and our rail system less competitive 
and meddles foolishly in foreign policy. 

Despite the fact that our infrastruc- 
ture needs are increasing, the bill be- 
fore us takes a giant step backward. 
We cannot meet tomorrow’s challenges 
by slashing investments in TIGER, 
transit, and air traffic modernization. 

Even though the bill was considered 
in full committee the morning after 
last month’s tragic Amtrak crash in 
Philadelphia, the majority voted down 
amendments to increase funds for Am- 
trak capital investments and positive 
train control, which the NTSB has said 
would have prevented the derailment. 
Yet it does not receive any funding in 
the bill. 


1930 


While we do not yet have all of the 
answers to the horrific accident in 
Philadelphia, we do know that starving 
Amtrak of funding will inhibit safety 
upgrades, track, and capital improve- 
ments. Our continued failure to invest 
in road and rail infrastructure is not 
just unwise; it is plainly a public safety 
hazard. 

Before I turn to housing, it is impor- 
tant to mention the plentiful legisla- 
tive riders. Christmas came early for 
the trucking industry: longer, heavier 
trucks; the stalled enforcement of 
hours-of-service rules; and inadequate 
insurance requirements. 

Controversial riders have no place in 
an already difficult appropriations 
process. At a time when roads and 
bridges are crumbling and when there 
is a national crisis of affordable hous- 
ing, it makes no sense to use this crit- 
ical bill to meddle in foreign policy by 
including riders on Cuba. 

With regard to housing, adequate 
funding to renew existing vouchers is 
provided, but it isn’t sufficient to meet 
our country’s actual housing needs. 

Significantly cutting Lead Hazard 
Control will slow the progress on elimi- 
nating household toxins despite the 
fact that the successful program has 
resulted in lower lead poisoning and in 
better educational and behavioral out- 
comes. 

Slashing Choice Neighborhoods by 
$230 million, or 92 percent below the 
President’s request, guts resources to 
transform clusters of poverty into 
functioning, sustainable mixed-income 
neighborhoods; and it prevents the 
children who live there from having 
the opportunities that all Americans 
deserve. 

Employing gimmicks to fund HOME 
through the housing trust fund perpet- 
uates another gap in the spectrum of 
affordable housing. 

Democrats are more than willing to 
support bills that make investments to 
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grow our economy and create oppor- 
tunity for hard-working Americans. 
Unfortunately, this bill falls far short 
of that goal. 

Again, in conclusion, I want to thank 
the chairman, the ranking member, 
and all of the hard-working staff. Al- 
though I urge my colleagues to vote 
“no,” I do hope we can move forward 
and get to real bills so we can work to- 
gether and complete this process on es- 
pecially this very important piece of 
legislation. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. YODER), an indispensable 
member of the subcommittee. 

Mr. YODER. I appreciate the chair- 
man for yielding time in this debate. 

I want to thank Chairman DIAZ- 
BALART, Chairman ROGERS, Ranking 
Member PRICE, and Ranking Member 
LOWEY for their work in putting to- 
gether what is, I think, one of the best 
bills to come through Congress as we 
debate how to balance our challenges 
with our budget and how to make sure 
we enhance safety and improve our 
economy all at the same time. 

Mr. Chairman, this is one of the ear- 
liest opportunities we have had to de- 
bate this piece of legislation in the ap- 
propriations process since 1974, which 
is a commendable achievement. I want 
to thank Chairman DIAZ-BALART for 
his leadership, and I ask for the body 
to support this good piece of legisla- 
tion. 

There are really three great reasons 
to support this bill. 

First of all, it is great for the econ- 
omy as we invest in our Nation's crit- 
ical transportation projects and pro- 
grams and invest in housing projects to 
help America's poverty families all 
across our districts. 

It helps to promote safety enhance- 
ment on our infrastructure by ensuring 
that our roads, rails, and airways are 
safe for all Americans. It increases 
funding for the National Highway Traf- 
fic Safety Administration; it increases 
funding for the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration, and it increases 
funding for the Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration—all 
to help protect the safety of Ameri- 
cans. 

It works to enhance the responsible 
efforts to spend money in this capital. 
Most Americans know Washington is 
spending too much money, and our 
budget is not in balance. It is a tough 
job, and I commend the committee for 
doing the hard work to ensure that we 
are good stewards of taxpayer dollars, 
so as to keep to the balanced budget 
agreement that the House and Senate 
passed for the first time since 2001. 

The bill also works towards needed 
policy achievements that would help 
farmers in my State of Kansas or that 
would help keep the cost of goods down 
for hard-working Americans because 
the prices at the grocery stores are too 
high. 
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In Kansas, for example, the bill helps 
to ensure that Kansas laws are in par- 
ity with States like Nebraska and 
Oklahoma when it comes to the length 
of a trailer that custom harvesters can 
use. This is a provision that is sup- 
ported by the Kansas Highway Patrol, 
the Kansas Department of Transpor- 
tation, the Kansas Department of Agri- 
culture. 

I would ask my colleagues from 
across the aisle to listen to the leaders 
in Kansas. The leaders of public safety 
in Kansas and those within the high- 
way patrol support this provision. 
Let’s not subject the will of Wash- 
ington over the will of people in Kansas 
when it comes to helping farmers with 
truck length for custom harvesters. 

It works to eliminate the number of 
trucks that are on the road. This bill’s 
actually extending the trailer length 
will eliminate 6.6 million truck trips; 
it will save 1.3 billion miles driven; it 
will reduce carbon emissions by 4.4 bil- 
lion pounds annually, and it will elimi- 
nate the need for every ninth truck in 
our economy. Truck tonnage is pro- 
jected to grow by 23 percent over the 
next 12 years, so it makes sense to 
move freight in fewer trucks. 

The bill also works to enhance a pro- 
gram we started last year for short line 
rail safety, which would help short line 
rail companies across this country 
have the ability to have a stronger and 
sustainable safety culture as they 
move more and more of our goods. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a good bill. It 
promotes safety; it promotes our econ- 
omy, and it creates jobs. 

I urge the bipartisan support of this 
legislation to help the American econ- 
omy. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I am happy to yield 2 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO), our colleague who is the 
ranking member of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee. 


Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. Chairman, we have all heard 
about America and American 


exceptionalism, and tonight, we see 
here a great new example for the 21st 
century the Republican majority 
version of American exceptionalism. A 
country that used to be the envy of the 
world with its infrastructure has now 
become a laughingstock of the indus- 
trial world because it is falling apart. 

There are 150,000 bridges on the Na- 
tional Highway System that need re- 
pair or replacement, and with this bill, 
next year, it will be 160,000 that will 
need repair or replacement. There is 40 
percent of the road surface on the Na- 
tional Highway System that needs not 
just resurfacing; it is so bad that it has 
to be dug up. Next year, there will be 
more miles that are deficient. 

And our transit? There is an $80 bil- 
lion backlog just to bring our existing 
transit systems up to a state of good 


June 3, 2015 


repair. It is so bad that we are killing 
people unnecessarily here in the Na- 
tion’s Capital on the mass transit sys- 
tem; and what does the Republican 
budget do? It cuts the allocation to the 
Metro system here in D.C. In the great- 
est country on Earth, it will be dan- 
gerous to ride on the Metro system be- 
cause we can’t afford to fix it. 

They failed to distinguish between 
investment—investment in moving our 
people and our goods more efficiently— 
and spending. They rail about spend- 
ing, but they cut indiscriminately, and 
they add money in places we don’t need 
it. 

Let’s go down the list. 

In aviation, we want to build a 21st 
century air traffic control system, but 
they cut that budget $100 million. 

The Coast Guard is spread so thin it 
can’t meet its own criteria for search 
and rescue, but they are $17 million 
below what the President proposed, and 
there is no money in here for a new 
Coast Guard icebreaker. We are a great 
maritime nation. We are down to one 
50-year-old, decrepit icebreaker. That 
is not going to serve our country too 
well. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield the gentleman an ad- 
ditional 30 seconds. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Then Amtrak, they 
cut Amtrak by $251 million in its cap- 
ital accounts. On the day that we had 
the Amtrak crash, they cut the capital 
acquisition account for Amtrak by $251 
million, despite the fact that Amtrak 
has a $20 billion backlog. 

There are 140-year-old tunnels that 
are near collapse, which will paralyze 
the East Coast. There are bridges that 
are 100, 110, 120 years old—and, yes, we 
do not yet have the positive train con- 
trol system on all of Amtrak’s routes. 

That has been something that has 
only been recommended for 25 years by 
the National Transportation Safety 
Board. This is pretty pathetic. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. ROUZER). 

Mr. ROUZER. I thank the chairman. 

I am proud to lend my full support to 
the chairman’s bill to fund our trans- 
portation systems that are so vital to 
moving this country forward. 

Mr. Chairman, important needs of 
our industries and countless businesses 
in North Carolina are addressed by this 
legislation. 

First, a marginal increase in the 
length of twin trailers carrying freight 
over North Carolina’s roads will allow 
more freight to be carried per trip, 
thus decreasing the number of trucks 
on the road. This modest change to 33 
feet in length has a large impact on 
productivity. Slightly longer trailers 
improve stability because you have a 
longer wheelbase. 

More productivity means a slower 
growth rate of truck trips on our roads. 
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With this change, there would be 6.6 
million fewer truck trips per year; and, 
according to the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration’s data, it would 
prevent at least 912 highway accidents 
every year. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is important 
to note that the North Carolina Troop- 
ers Association is focused on sup- 
porting policies that promote safety 
and improve law enforcement in the 
State of North Carolina and across this 
country. They support modernizing 
freight transportation regulations to 
allow for 33 feet in length. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit for the 
RECORD their letter in support of this 
change. 


May 6, 2015. 
Secretary ANTHONY FOXX, 
Department of Transportation, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY FOXX: The North Caro- 
lina Troopers Association, founded in 1977, is 
focused on supporting policies that promote 
safety and improve law enforcement in the 
state of North Carolina and the United 
States of America. We are grateful for your 
leadership on policies at the intersection of 
safety, law enforcement and transportation. 
From the Charlotte City Council and May- 
or's Office to the Department of Transpor- 
tation and the President's Cabinet, the cen- 
tral questions remain the same. Which pol- 
icy choices will do the most to keep people 
safe? 

We often work alongside the North Caro- 
lina Trucking Association on matters con- 
cerning the transportation of freight on the 
national highway system as well as the ex- 
tensive network of North Carolina highways 
and roads. From Murphy to Manteo, we part- 
ner with professional drivers to keep every- 
one safe on the roads. 

We support truck safety advances such as 
lane departure technologies and adaptive 
speed controls and encourage the continued 
adoption of modern technology and training 
techniques. 

The less than truckload (LTL) market has 
a significant footprint in North Carolina not 
least in the areas around Greensboro and 
Charlotte. We understand the American 
Trucking Associations along with other lead- 
ing LTL companies, the United States Cham- 
ber of Commerce, and the National Associa- 
tion of Manufacturers, back a proposal to in- 
crease the length of twin trailers in the LTL 
freight market by five feet with no change to 
federal weight limits. We support the pro- 
posal for several reasons. 

First, a marginal increase to the length of 
twin trailers carrying freight on North Caro- 
lina's roads will result in an increase in 
cubic capacity allowing more freight to be 
carried per trip, thus decreasing the number 
of trucks on the road. A modest change in 
length has a large impact on productivity. 
More productivity makes it easier to slow 
the growth rate of truck trips on our road 
system. 

Modernizing freight transportation regula- 
tions to allow for 33-ft. doubles means 6.6 
million fewer truck trips per year and ac- 
cording to Federal Motor Carrier Safety Ad- 
ministration data it would prevent at least 
912 highway accidents every year. 

Second, studies from the experts at the 
University of Michigan and the federal De- 
partment of Transportation show that an in- 
crease to the length of the wheel base with- 
out an increase to weight limitations creates 
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a more stable truck for both straight line 
driving and cornering. Indeed, the proposal 
for five more feet on twin trailers came from 
a 2002 analysis from the Transportation Re- 
search Board (Special Report 267, 2002). 

In addition, fewer trucks on the road will 
inevitably lead to much needed relief for 
North Carolina’s infrastructure. In 2013, 
some 9.7 billion tons of freight was carried 
by truck. The proposal for twin 33s would 
shift a portion of that freight—the LTL mar- 
ket—into trailers with a slightly longer 
wheelbase providing benefit for North Caro- 
lina bridges. 

We are encouraged by your advocacy for 
better, smarter, safer transportation poli- 
cies. When the proposal for a five foot exten- 
sion—with no change in weight limits for 
twin trailers—comes before Congress we ask 
you to provide the full support of your office. 

Sincerely, 
DANIEL S. JENKINS, JR., 
President, North Carolina Troopers 
Association. 

Mr. ROUZER. I am also pleased to 
support the committee’s language that 
would continue to prohibit the use of 
funds to enforce the restart provisions 
of hours-of-service rules for our truck 
drivers. The trucking industry does not 
need more regulations imposed upon 
them in the name of safety. 

Safety is an absolute priority for 
their industry. Trucking companies 
know that, without good safety 
records, they will not be the carriers of 
choice for businesses that need to move 
freight. 

Mr. Chairman, each of these provi- 
sions will help spur economic growth 
throughout our Nation and enable us to 
better compete and thrive globally. My 
constituents in the manufacturing and 
agricultural industries are interested 
in making Federal transportation poli- 
cies more conducive to the productive 
and efficient movement of the goods, 
and these provisions will help facilitate 
that. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, may I inquire as to how 
much time both sides have remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
North Carolina has 14 minutes remain- 
ing, and the gentleman from Florida 
has 15 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

As for the ideas that are being 
thrown back and forth here tonight 
about highway safety and driver safe- 
ty, the advocates for highway and auto 
safety who are looking at this bill and 
evaluating this bill include the Team- 
sters and the Short Line Railroad As- 
sociation. 

My own highway patrol in North 
Carolina came to see me; they came on 
their own volition, and they had pic- 
tures, Mr. Chairman, of carnage on our 
highways. It left no doubt that they 
were not interested in seeing heavier 
and longer trucks and relaxed rules on 
our highways. 

I suggest that Members might want 
to check in with safety advocates and 
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with law enforcement in their own 
States and see what kind of assess- 
ments they get of this highly irregular 
effort that is going on here tonight of 
writing into appropriations bills provi- 
sions that haven’t had hearings, that 
haven’t had thorough evaluations. 

In some cases, they overturn evalua- 
tions that are already in the process— 
evaluations that this body has ordered 
up—prejudging the consequences and 
the conclusions of those studies and 
are moving ahead with ill-advised re- 
laxations in truck and auto safety. 

I suggest that Members will want to 
take a critical look at that. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tlewoman from California (Ms. LEE), 
one of those additional speakers, a 
member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank the gentleman for yielding but 
also for his very thoughtful leadership 
on the subcommittee as our ranking 
member. 

I rise to express my grave concerns 
regarding the funding levels for our 
transportation and housing programs 
provided in this bill. Once again, the 
majority has brought a bill to the floor 
that includes drastic and misguided se- 
quester cuts to programs that are crit- 
ical to the American economy and to 
the lives of the most vulnerable and to 
creating jobs. 

Under the transportation title, the 
bill funds TIGER grants $1.15 billion 
below the President’s request. Simi- 
larly, Small Starts and New Starts are 
underfunded from the President’s re- 
quest by over $1 billion. These are pro- 
grams that create jobs and create eco- 
nomic growth. It is completely nonsen- 
sical to starve our communities of the 
proven Federal investments in trans- 
portation that we so desperately need. 

The bill before us drastically 
underfunds our critical housing pro- 
grams, including $25 million less than 
the President’s request for elderly and 
disabled housing. Yes, that is elderly 
and disabled housing. It zeroes out the 
housing trust fund, which helps the 
lowest income Americans, and it is $320 
million less than the request for Choice 
Neighborhoods. These cuts keep people 
living on the margins and push more 
people into poverty and homelessness. 

Before I conclude, let me just say 
how inappropriate it is in this bill, like 
all these bills that we are seeing, they 
contain language that would turn, now, 
this bill, the Treasury-HUD bill, into 
an ideological and wrongheaded foreign 
policy document by restricting travel 
to Cuba. I introduced an amendment to 
strike this language and will be intro- 
ducing a bipartisan amendment with 
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my friend Representative MARK SAN- 
FORD to do the same on this bill. We 
need a 21st century approach to our re- 
lations with the nation that is 90 miles 
from our shores, not to cling to cold 
war era policies. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle- 
woman has expired. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
an additional 1 minute to my col- 
league. 

Ms. LEE. Americans deserve the 
right to travel to wherever they would 
so desire. They travel to China and 
Vietnam; Americans have that right. 
Why shouldn’t they have the right to 
travel to a country 90 miles off of our 
shores? Cold war era policies are just 
that, 50-year-old policies that have 
failed. They are wrong, first of all. 
They are very ridiculous at this point, 
and they don’t make any sense. So to 
keep trying to put these amendments 
into nongermane bills where it makes 
no sense is mind-boggling to me. I hope 
that we can get that amendment out. 

I just want to thank the ranking 
member for his efforts, given the tre- 
mendous constraints allotted by Re- 
publican austerity budgeting. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR), a 
distinguished member of our Sub- 
committee on Transportation, Housing 
and Urban Development, and Related 
Agencies. 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, first 
of all, I want to thank the ranking 
member, Mr. PRICE, for the leadership 
that he has provided in this committee, 
and also, thank you to his staff. 

I also want to thank my friend Chair- 
man MARIO DIAZ-BALART for his leader- 
ship in working on this bill in a bipar- 
tisan way. There are a couple things I 
just want to point out that are impor- 
tant to the State of Texas. First of all, 
one of the issues that we worked on to- 
gether was to make sure that we direct 
the Federal highway authority to con- 
tinue to develop a freight network that 
connects to our high-volume land ports 
of entry. 

Some of the maps that I have seen 
show that they don’t connect to the 
land ports; but just to give you an idea, 
in my hometown of Laredo, the largest 
inland port, if you look at the trucks 
that come in, those are 12,000 trailers 
every single day. This is why this par- 
ticular language got added: to make 
sure that the freight is connected to 
land ports of entry and will make sure 
that American communities are able to 
get products that are coming into the 
United States. 

The other thing I do want to empha- 
size that was put in in this particular 
bill has to do with encouraging the 
standardization of passenger rail stand- 
ards between the U.S. and Mexico, 
which means basically from the San 
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Antonio area to the Laredo area to the 
Monterrey area, and this is something 
that will be one of the first. I want to 
thank the chairman and the ranking 
member for putting in that language. 

Finally, the last thing I want to 
bring up is the language that helps 
HUD pay a little bit more attention to 
colonias. As you know, colonias are 
third-world communities that have no 
water and no sewage. Putting in this 
type of language will help thousands of 
people that live in third-world condi- 
tions. After speaking to Secretary Cas- 
tro and speaking to the chairman and 
the ranking member, Mr. PRICE, this 
will put a focus on that. 

I want to thank the ranking member 
for his good work. I also thank my 
friend, the chairman, so much for 
working with me on this language. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I have no further speakers, 
so I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
also yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chair, | rise in oppo- 
sition to this bill for many reasons, but one 
short-sited cut stands out. This bill cuts HUD’s 
Office of Lead Hazard Control and Healthy 
Homes by $35 million. Let me explain in the 
simplest terms | can what a $35 million cut 
would mean: thousands of children in the 
United States will be poisoned. 

Thousands of housing units identified as 
containing lead paint hazards will not be made 
safe for the children who live there. Thou- 
sands of children will be needlessly subjected 
to decreased IQ and cognitive function across 
their entire lifespan, developmental delays, be- 
havior problems, learning disabilities, seizures, 
coma, and even death. Lead poisoning im- 
pacts the decision making center of the brain. 
Children with lead poisoning are 7 times more 
likely to drop out of school, more likely to en- 
gage in risk-taking behaviors, and more likely 
to engage in criminal activity. 

Lead poisoning is entirely preventable—but 
to save a few dollars, this Majority will let them 
suffer. And it doesn’t even save a few dollars. 
The total annual costs of lead poisoning to so- 
ciety are over $50 billion. Every dollar spent 
on lead hazard control activities has a benefit 
of $17 to $220 in medical, educational, and 
criminal justice costs. A $35 million cut will 
create a minimum of $600 million, and pos- 
sibly nearly $8 billion in additional costs to so- 
ciety. 

In my district in Rochester, NY, 200 children 
were confirmed with lead poisoning in 2014. 
Two hundred children. That’s ten kindergarten 
classrooms full of kids. That is simply not ac- 
ceptable. This $35 million cut would let an- 
other 119 children be poisoned in my district 
alone. When lead poisoning is entirely pre- 
ventable, | do not know how we can stand to 
have the lifelong negative impacts on those 
children’s lives on our conscience. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chair, | rise today to 
oppose this appropriations measure—and to 
oppose the policies that it embodies. 

The THUD bill before us, like all of the non- 
defense appropriations measures being draft- 
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ed by my Republican colleagues, adheres to 
the budget caps set under sequestration, 
which require cuts in BOTH non-defense and 
defense discretionary programs. 

My Republican colleagues have decided 
that applying these caps to the defense side 
of the ledger, where the budget authority ap- 
propriated by Congress for discretionary pro- 
grams topped $560 billion in fiscal year 2015, 
is intolerable. 

However, they have decided that these cuts 
are not only acceptable on the non-defense 
side of the ledger, they are inadequate, and 
so the Republicans’ budget plan would impose 
additional cuts over and above those required 
under sequestration. 

Mr. Chair, what is intolerable is failing to in- 
vest in our own nation. 

The Republicans’ unmistakable budget pri- 
ority is to disinvest in the United States, and 
that objective is clearly reflected in the THUD 
bill before us. 

Let me tell you about the people who are 
suffering the consequences of this disinvest- 
ment. 

They are people just like Freddie Gray. 

Mr. Chair, the eyes of this nation saw 
Freddie Gray only after he was dead. 

They didn’t see him when he was reading 
from text books that were 30 years old. 

They didn’t see him when he was suffering 
from asthma because of exposure to lead 
paint in his home. 

And they didn’t see him when he couldn't 
find a job. 

There are tens of millions of Americans who 
are facing the same deep and systemic eco- 
nomic challenges today in cities and towns 
across this nation. 

These Americans have watched employers 
leave their communities and have been left 
with substandard schools, few job training op- 
tions, and no path to the better future they 
want for themselves and their families. 

They have been intentionally targeted by 
leading banks to receive subprime mortgages, 
or have been left to obtain financial services 
from liquor stores and pawn shops when 
banks closed in their neighborhoods because 
their communities were deemed “unprofit- 
able.” 

They are people who are working full-time 
jobs at the minimum wage—but are still left 
below the poverty line. 

They are the millions who are tired of being 
tired. 

Anyone who sees these people should find 
the bill before us today intolerable. 

This bill does nothing to restore the funding 
cut in past years from the Community Devel- 
opment Block Grant (CDBG) program. 

As a result of these cuts, the CDBG award 
amount to Baltimore has fallen from $27 mil- 
lion in federal program year 2005 to just $18.8 
million in federal program year 2014. Balti- 
more officials have indicated to me that they 
will be unable to fund any new non-profit so- 
cial service activities in calendar year 2016. 

City officials indicated to me that among the 
requests they cannot fund was a request for 
$187,000 to help provide legal assistance for 
300 households facing foreclosure. 

This is particularly devastating in my state, 
which continues to have one of the highest 
foreclosure rates in the nation, and where 
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many of the people now facing foreclosure are 
the very people illegally targeted by banks to 
receive subprime loans. 

The bill before us also cuts funding for the 
maintenance and repair of public housing, cuts 
the Choice Neighborhoods program, and fails 
to provide the funding requested by the Presi- 
dent to restore the more than 60,000 housing 
vouchers lost due to sequestration. 

According to the Baltimore City housing au- 
thority, there are tens of thousands of people 
waiting for housing assistance in our city. And 
that’s just one city in this nation. 

This bill even cuts funding—by 30%—for 
lead hazard abatement. Baltimore City has 
one of the highest rates of children testing 
positive for elevated lead levels among urban 
centers in the United States, and the highest 
rates are in the lowest income neighborhoods. 

As I’ve walked Baltimore’s streets in the 
weeks since Freddie Gray’s death, | have met 
countless young people who want exactly 
what every child in this nation wants. 

They want a safe place to live. They want 
a good school. They want a way to fulfill the 
promise they feel in themselves. 

And they want to know their lives matter— 
a right deserved by every American, not just 
the privileged few. 

The President has already indicated he 
would veto this bill—so rather than wasting 
time on it, why don’t we craft a new budget 
framework that will ensure every American 
has the chance to succeed? 

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 
Chair, | rise today to speak in opposition of 
the proposed cuts to the Transportation Infra- 
structure Generating Economic Recovery Pro- 
gram (TIGER) under the Fiscal Year 2016 
Transportation Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment (THUD) Appropriations bill. 

Since 2009, the Department of Transpor- 
tation has provided state and local govern- 
ments with grants to complete infrastructure 
projects. Many communities have profited from 
these investments, providing neighborhoods 
with safer pedestrian pathways, revitalizing 
economically distressed areas, and reducing 
congestion from traffic. 

TIGER grants are meant to provide eligibility 
to infrastructure projects that do not qualify for 
restrictive formula based federal funding. 
Freight, port, and bridge projects across the 
country have benefited from financial support 
from TIGER. Reducing accessibility to TIGER 
grants will prolong infrastructure projects and 
increase traffic in our communities. 

The House FY16 THUD appropriations bill 
includes $100 million for TIGER grants. This is 
a $400 million reduction from the 2015 en- 
acted level, cutting the Department of Trans- 
portation’s budget by 80%. 

Severe cuts to TIGER are troubling, and 
substantial funding for the program is crucial 
to my District. For example, the Durfee Ave- 
nue grade separation proposal in Pico Rivera 
would reduce an estimated 15.3 hours of vehi- 
cle delays on a daily basis. Rosemead Boule- 
vard/Lakewood Boulevard in my District car- 
ries tens of thousands of cars every day, pro- 
viding goods movement to the Gateway cities. 
The Del Amo Boulevard bridge is structurally 
deficient, outdated, and in need of mainte- 
nance to improve lane capacity problems. 

| ask that my colleagues join me in oppos- 
ing the 80% cuts to TIGER grants and lan- 
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guage restricting TIGER eligibility in the 
HOUSE FY16 THUD bill. Providing funding for 
these and other TIGER projects are about pro- 
viding services that communities deserve. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Chair, | rise today in opposition to the 
FY16 Transportation and Housing and Urban 
Development Appropriations bill. 

In short, this bill is shortsighted and fraught 
with handouts to special interests at the ex- 
pense of the safety of the American people. 

Once again, the Majority in this body has 
squandered an opportunity to invest in our na- 
tion’s crumbling roads and infrastructure, and 
it has squandered an opportunity to combat 
homelessness and provide access to safer, af- 
fordable housing for millions. 

Our future prosperity and economic growth 
depend on the investments we make now to 
ensure America remains the most competitive 
nation in an increasingly global economy. 

Instead of investing in safer rail to prevent 
accidents like the recent and fatal derailment 
of Amtrak in Philadelphia, this bill cuts Am- 
trak’s budget by nearly $290 million and sub- 
sequently hampers its ability to implement 
proven technologies that would have pre- 
vented this tragedy and countless others. 

Instead of supporting the Federal Aviation 
Administration’s efforts to implement NextGen 
technologies to keep our skies the safest in 
the world, this bill cuts the agency’s capital in- 
vestment program by $100 million from the 
FY15 enacted level and $355 million below 
the President’s budget request. 

This bill cuts funding to programs like 
Choice Neighborhoods and the Community 
Development Block Grants that would revi- 
talize our communities, the Lead Hazard Con- 
trol and Healthy Homes programs that would 
keep our families safe from harmful materials, 
and programs such as Housing for the Elderly 
that helps deliver the dignity and assistance 
for our most vulnerable populations. 

This is just a bad bill, Mr. Chair, and these 
are just a few of the reasons why this is a ter- 
rible bill, and one that will surely be vetoed by 
the President. 

| urge my colleagues to reject this bill and 
bring this legislation back to the drawing 
board. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Chair, | rise today 
to express my strong opposition to H.R. 2577, 
the Transportation, Housing, and Urban Devel- 
opment Appropriations Act. 

This legislation is severely underfunded. 
Considering declining Federal Housing Admin- 
istration receipts and increased Section 8 re- 
newal costs, this years THUD bill is funded at 
$1.5 billion below last year’s level. The overall 
appropriations levels for all domestic discre- 
tionary programs and priorities is lower than at 
any point in more than a decade. That is the 
root cause of the problem, and until the reck- 
less budget sequester is lifted, the priorities 
that Americans care about will not get the sup- 
port they need. We must end sequestration 
now. 

But the specific cuts in this bill are also a 
concern. H.R. 2577 imposes devastating cuts 
on housing priorities. It would impose a more 
than 10 percent cut in public housing manage- 
ment. It would also significantly underfund 
supportive housing for seniors, with that fund- 
ing below last year’s level and almost 10 per- 
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cent below the Presidents request. Those 
cuts will have devastating impacts on Ameri- 
cans struggling to make ends meet. 

As has been highlighted by many of my col- 
leagues, this bill also fails to make rail infra- 
structure, high speed rail, and positive train 
control a priority. Experts say that positive 
train control could have prevented the tragic 
Amtrak train derailment north of Philadelphia, 
but Congress continues to shirk its obligation 
to adequately support it. That failure is inex- 
cusable. 

Finally, H.R. 2577 does not make the in- 
vestment in auto safety oversight that the last 
year has proven we need. 2014 was the year 
of the recall, almost doubling the previous 
record. We’re on pace to break the record 
again this year. Yet, this bill funds the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration—the 
agency responsible for monitoring and improv- 
ing auto safety—just 1 percent above last 
year’s level. That is less than inflation. While 
| supported the amendment my colleague, 
Rep. MICHAEL BURGESS, successfully added to 
increase NHTSA funding by $4 million, that is 
just a drop in the bucket in terms of what is 
needed. It is also unfortunate that this bill cuts 
the Office of the Secretary of Transportation— 
4 percent below last year’s level and more 
than 10 percent below the President's re- 
quest—in order to slightly increase NHTSA 
funding. We need to consider legislation like 
H.R. 1811, the Vehicle Safety Improvement 
Act, which would more than double NHTSA 
funding for its important work through a new 
$3 fee on new vehicles. We need to ramp up 
resources, authority, and other support for 
NHTSA in order to significantly improve auto 
safety and save lives. | will continue to work 
with Mr. BURGESS and others to get that done. 

These are just a handful of the over- 
whelming number of reasons | oppose H.R. 
2577. | am glad that the President has issued 
a veto threat on the bill, and | will continue to 
work to ensure that it is never enacted. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de- 
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

During consideration of the bill for 
amendment each amendment shall be 
debatable for 10 minutes equally di- 
vided and controlled by the proponent 
and an opponent and shall not be sub- 
ject to amendment. No pro forma 
amendment shall be in order except 
that the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations or their respective designees 
may offer up to 10 pro forma amend- 
ments each at any point for the pur- 
pose of debate. The chair of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole may accord pri- 
ority in recognition on the basis of 
whether the Member offering an 
amendment has caused it to be printed 
in the portion of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD designated for that purpose. 
Amendments so printed shall be con- 
sidered read. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2577 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of America 
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in Congress assembled, That the following 
sums are appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes, 
namely: 


TITLE I 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary, $105,000,000, of which not to ex- 
ceed $2,734,000 shall be available for the im- 
mediate Office of the Secretary; not to ex- 
ceed $1,025,000 shall be available for the im- 
mediate Office of the Deputy Secretary; not 
to exceed $20,066,000 shall be available for the 
Office of the General Counsel; not to exceed 
$9,310,000 shall be available for the Office of 
the Under Secretary of Transportation for 
Policy; not to exceed $12,808,000 shall be 
available for the Office of the Assistant Sec- 
retary for Budget and Programs; not to ex- 
ceed $2,500,000 shall be available for the Of- 
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Govern- 
mental Affairs; not to exceed $26,029,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Administration; not to exceed 
$2,029,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Public Affairs; not to exceed $1,769,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the Executive 
Secretariat; not to exceed $10,793,000 shall be 
available for the Office of Intelligence, Secu- 
rity, and Emergency Response; and not to 
exceed $15,937,000 shall be available for the 
Office of the Chief Information Officer: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of Transportation 
is authorized to transfer funds appropriated 
for any office of the Office of the Secretary 
to any other office of the Office of the Sec- 
retary: Provided further, That no appropria- 
tion for any office shall be increased or de- 
creased by more than 5 percent by all such 
transfers: Provided further, That notice of 
any change in funding greater than 5 percent 
shall be submitted for approval to the House 
and Senate Committees on Appropriations: 
Provided further, That not to exceed $60,000 
shall be for allocation within the Depart- 
ment for official reception and representa- 
tion expenses as the Secretary may deter- 
mine: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, excluding fees au- 
thorized in Public Law 107-71, there may be 
credited to this appropriation up to $2,500,000 
in funds received in user fees: Provided fur- 
ther, That none of the funds provided in this 
Act shall be available for the position of As- 
sistant Secretary for Public Affairs. 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DENT 


Mr. DENT. I have an amendment at 
the desk I would like to offer. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 13, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

Page 2, line 16, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $1,000,000)”. 

Page 47, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $9,000,000)”. 

Page 50, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

Page 56, line 14, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 


Mr. DENT (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
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dispense with the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 287, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer this amendment to increase Am- 
trak’s capital account by $9 million, 
which is the amount that we are told it 
will cost to equip all of Amtrak trains 
with inward-facing cameras in their en- 
gine cars. 

It has been over 3 weeks since Am- 
trak Northeast Regional number 188 
derailed just north of Philadelphia, 
killing at least eight people and injur- 
ing over 200. We still do not know ex- 
actly what caused this tragic accident, 
but had the train been equipped with 
an inward-facing camera, we very well 
might. 

This is a simple and relatively inex- 
pensive reform that the National 
Transportation Safety Board has been 
advocating for years, and it is past 
time that we act. Like the infamous 
black boxes on airplanes, inward-facing 
cameras on trains would provide in- 
spectors with critical information after 
an accident. 

Northeast Regional 188 was traveling 
over twice the posted speed limit on 
the stretch of track where it derailed. 
I should also let you know, I rode on 
that same regional train that morning, 
from Wilmington, Delaware, down to 
Washington, so I know this particular 
line, the Northeast corridor. I travel it 
regularly, so I am very much person- 
ally interested, as are so many of my 
constituents and friends in the north- 
eastern part of the United States. 

Had an inward-facing camera been in- 
stalled on that train, we might now 
know whether that was due to some 
mechanical failure, negligence on the 
engineer’s part, or perhaps some med- 
ical incident beyond his control. With 
that information in hand, we would be 
that much closer to taking the appro- 
priate steps to ensure that this never 
happens again. 

Our thoughts and prayers remain 
with the victims of this tragedy and 
their loved ones, and we owe it to them 
to do everything we can to prevent fu- 
ture incidents like the one we saw in 
Philadelphia. The installation of in- 
ward-facing cameras in all Amtrak 
trains is an important step in that di- 
rection. 

I would like to thank Chairman DIAZ- 
BALART and his staff for their support 
and for working with me to identify an 
acceptable offset, especially given the 
extremely tight constraints under 
which this bill was drafted. I urge a 
““yes”” vote on this amendment. 


reading of the 
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I also would like to say, I know that 
the offsets are of some concern to some 
of the Members. We are going to do our 
best to try to work with them on that 
matter. 

At this time, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion so as to raise objections about the 
offsets proposed in this amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog- 
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, my friend Mr. DENT has pro- 
posed an increase in an appropriation 
for a worthy purpose, to install inward- 
facing cameras on Amtrak loco- 
motives, but his amendment offers an- 
other example of why the overall allo- 
cation in this T-HUD bill is completely 
inadequate. 

The offsets may represent relatively 
small reductions in DOT’s administra- 
tive accounts, each of these accounts: 
the DOT Secretary’s salaries and ex- 
penses, the Federal Transit Adminis- 
tration’s administrative expenses ac- 
count, the Saint Lawrence Seaway. All 
of these would be cut below last year’s 
level. 

At this point, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. KAPTUR), my colleague from the 
full committee. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment, respectfully, and I 
implore the majority to take a close 
look at where they have obtained the 
money for this important Amtrak in- 
vestment. Amtrak is important to 
Ohio, to the Pennsylvania-Ohio cor- 
ridor, and there would be nothing I 
would do to hurt Amtrak. I have been 
one of Amtrak’s greatest advocates. 

Of the $9 million to fix this problem 
for Amtrak, you don’t take the major- 
ity of it, $3 million, from the Saint 
Lawrence Seaway Development Admin- 
istration, the Great Lakes-Saint Law- 
rence Seaway Development Corpora- 
tion. In effect, what they have done is 
they have taken $3 million of the $9 
million they need for Amtrak out of 
the Saint Lawrence Seaway Develop- 
ment Corporation, which is, in effect, a 
10 percent cut to the smallest entity 
inside of the Department of Transpor- 
tation. 

Why is the Saint Lawrence Seaway 
Development Corporation important? 
First of all, the current funding level is 
the smallest budget within the Depart- 
ment of Transportation. Our amend- 
ment inside the full Committee on Ap- 
propriations allowed that budget not to 
be cut any further. 

The seaway is the only binational in- 
strumentality between Canada and the 
United States. It connects an entire re- 
gion of the country from Duluth to 
Massena, New York, to global markets. 
They have threatened problems within 
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the seaway, such as locks collapsing 
and inadequate areas for our ships to 
pass through. Sailing on the Great 
Lakes can be very, very dangerous, as 
many of our sailors know. 

That corridor is the shortest distance 
between Europe and the United States, 
and last year, the seaway had an 8 per- 
cent increase in its shipping growth. It 
serves a part of America that has been 
battered economically. Manufacturing 
has been fighting its way back. This 
really isn’t the time to tamper with 
the seaway’s budget. 

I understand the problems of Am- 
trak, and I know that it needs funding, 
but I am just asking the majority to 
please look at the budget you have of- 
fered. Your offsets in the case of the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation are truly unacceptable, 
and in doing so, the seaway will be 
harmed. It will harm ports like Erie, 
Pennsylvania; Massena, New York; Du- 
luth, Minnesota; Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin; Gary, Indiana; Toledo, Ohio; 
Detroit, Michigan. The list is a very, 
very long list. 

We have an aging infrastructure in 
the Great Lakes as well. We don’t have 
the power of the Intracoastal. We wish 
we did. But I have to raise my voice in 
strong objection to the offset related to 
the Saint Lawrence Seaway Develop- 
ment Corporation. 

I respect very much the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I know what you 
are trying to do for Amtrak. I want to 
help you in that effort, but not at the 
expense of the seaway. 
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Iam hoping that the respective staffs 
can work together as this bill moves 
forward to find a more reasonable off- 
set. I have many more ideas about 
that, but the Saint Lawrence Seaway 
Development Corporation should be al- 
lowed to remain functional and not be 
harmed by a 10 percent cut. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I certainly 
appreciate the comments of the gentle- 
woman from Ohio, and I understand 
the difficult choices here. I do intend 
to work with her and any other con- 
cerned Members about these offsets 
and maybe find a way to alter them at 
some point, but I just didn’t have time 
to do it tonight. 

Again, I believe this is a reasonable 
amendment and it will do what we need 
to at least help with respect to the in- 
ward-facing cameras on Amtrak trains. 

At this time I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
LANCE), my friend, who is a frequent 
Amtrak rider himself. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Chairman, 3 weeks 
ago, the tragic Amtrak accident in 
north Philadelphia led to deaths, inju- 
ries, and destruction. Those who were 
injured included two of my constitu- 
ents with whom I had been meeting 
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with earlier in the day here in Wash- 
ington. 

While the circumstances surrounding 
the incident remain under investiga- 
tion, we do know that certain measures 
can be taken to ensure safety and pre- 
paredness, and changes can be imple- 
mented moving forward for public safe- 
ty. 

Inward-facing cameras are an appro- 
priate step in modernizing train trans- 
portation safety. The National Trans- 
portation Safety Board has been advo- 
cating for this simple and relatively in- 
expensive reform for years. 

I urge support of Mr. DENT’s amend- 
ment to bring this reform to fruition. 

Mr. DENT. Again, I urge my col- 
leagues to support this amendment 
that would provide $9 million for in- 
ward-facing cameras on Amtrak trains. 
This is absolutely essential, I believe, 
to helping us hopefully prevent and— 
certainly, after the fact—determine the 
causes of these types of tragedies when 
they occur. 

I wish we weren’t at this point, but 
we need to do this. It is important. 
Amtrak wants to move in this direc- 
tion. The National Transportation 
Safety Board has urged this for some 
time. And it is now time that Congress 
act. 

So, again, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. BUSTOS 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 18, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(reduced by $500,000)”. 

Page 2, line 24, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $500,000)”. 

Page 60, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $500,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Illinois. 

Mrs. BUSTOS. Madam Chairman, I 
would like to thank Chairman DIAZ- 
BALART and Ranking Member PRICE for 
their hard work on this legislation. 

I rise today to urge my colleagues to 
join with me in improving rail and 
pipeline safety by supporting my 
amendment to increase funding by 
$500,000 to the Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration. This 
important agency’s mission is to pro- 
tect our communities from the risks of 
hazardous materials transportation, in- 
cluding moving crude oil by rail and 
pipeline. 

Until just a few years ago, our Na- 
tion’s railroads transported very little 
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crude oil. Now, in part due to the boom 
in oil production from the Bakken for- 
mation in North Dakota and in other 
areas, approximately 1.1 billion barrels 
are transported by rail in the United 
States every single day. 

The Pipeline and Hazardous Mate- 
rials Safety Administration conducted 
tests on Bakken crude and found it to 
have a higher degree of volatility than 
most other U.S. crudes. 

Last year, railroads carried almost 
650,000 carloads of oil, compared to 
only 9,500 carloads in 2008. This impact 
is especially felt in Illinois, my home 
State, where we have the second-most 
number of miles of rail track in the en- 
tire country. In fact, about 25 percent 
of all U.S. rail traffic passes through 
Chicago, Illinois. 

Improving rail safety is extremely 
important to our region, our State, and 
to our entire country. This issue is es- 
pecially personal to me and the people 
I serve in my congressional district. 
That is because in March, earlier this 
year, a train carrying crude oil de- 
railed near Galena, Illinois. It is in the 
northwest corner of my State and is 
one of the most beautiful regions of not 
only my congressional district but the 
entire State of Illinois—and I think in 
the entire country. 

While we were lucky that no one was 
harmed, several tanker cars exploded 
and the Bakken crude spilled just a few 
feet from a slough that flows straight 
into the Mississippi River, which is the 
drinking water supply for millions of 
people. 

Because of the bravery and the dedi- 
cation of first responders and local, 
State, and Federal cleanup crews, no 
water was contaminated. We were also 
lucky that the derailment took place 
in a largely rural and uninhabited area. 
Imagine what would have happened if a 
derailment like this were to occur in 
Chicago, Los Angeles, or New York, or 
any more populated area. 

In light of several other high-profile 
train derailments, including those in 
West Virginia and North Dakota, in- 
volving cars carrying crude oil, com- 
munities across the country are becom- 
ing increasingly concerned about the 
safe movement of crude oil—and with 
very good reason. 

While I am encouraged that Federal 
agencies and industry leaders are 
working together to make transpor- 
tation of hazardous material safer, 
Congress must also do its job and step 
up and provide adequate resources to 
keep our energy transport system safe 
and secure. 

That is why I ask today for your sup- 
port for my effort to ensure this appro- 
priations bill includes additional fund- 
ing for the agency that helps ensure 
the safe transportation of energy prod- 
ucts, including the shipment of crude 
oil by pipeline and rail. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. BUSTOS). 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MEEHAN 

Mr. MEEHAN. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $4,000,000)”. 

Page 2, line 20, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $4,000,000)”. 

Page 44, line 18, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $3,500,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MEEHAN. Madam Chairman, I 
want to thank my good friend and col- 
league from Florida for his indulgence 
and working with me on this amend- 
ment. 

We have benefited here across the 
United States in recent times with a 
boom in energy and moving towards 
energy self-sufficiency. Much of this 
has been due to the ability to take ad- 
vantage of our natural resources, in- 
cluding crude oil, which is increasingly 
being developed from the Western parts 
of our country. In fact, more than 33 
million barrels of crude oil are shipped 
by rail each month in the United 
States, and that is a fifty-fold increase 
from more than 5 years ago. 

Shipments from the Bakken region 
have brightened the future of oil work- 
ers and refineries in my own Seventh 
District of Pennsylvania, and indeed 
the entire Philadelphia area, and in 
fact they have created energy opportu- 
nities throughout our Nation. 

But now, despite the fact that nearly 
all of the shipments reach their des- 
tinations safely, accidents, sadly, are 
on the rise. Recent incidents in On- 
tario, West Virginia, and Pennsylvania 
call to mind the need for improved 
safety measures. 

Madam Chairman, my amendment 
seeks to transfer funding from the Of- 
fice of the Secretary salaries and ex- 
pense account and puts $3.5 million 
into the Federal Railroad Administra- 
tion to fund additional cars to inspect 
the more than 14,000 miles of crude oil 
rail routes nationwide. 

This funding would also expedite the 
use of remote automated track inspec- 
tion capability, which will increase in- 
spection mileage while reducing costs. 

For more than 30 years, the FRA’s 
automated track inspection program, 
called ATIP, has provided accurate 
track geometry and performance data 
to assess compliance with the Federal 
Track Safety Standards. 

Collected data is used by the FRA, 
railroad inspectors, and railroads to 
ensure that track safety is being main- 
tained. Immediately following ATIP 
track surveys, the railroads use the 
data to help locate and correct prob- 
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lems. Often railroads use the ATIP 
data as a quality assurance check on 
their own track inspection and mainte- 
nance programs. 

Madam Chairman, America’s energy 
boom has brightened communities 
across the country, and as crude oil by 
rail grows, I want to help protect those 
communities. My amendment would 
enable the FRA to increase its ATIP 
capability to meet this challenge. 

Madam Chairman, I thank the chair- 
man and Ranking Member PRICE for 
their willingness to work with me on 
this issue. I urge the amendment’s 
adoption, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MEE- 
HAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 18, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘($4,000,000)’’. 

Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $500,000)”. 

Page 2, line 20, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $1,000,000)”. 

Page 2, line 22, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $250,000)”. 

Page 2, line 24, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 3, line 2, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $250,000)”. 

Page 40, line 12, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $4,000,000)”. 

Mr. BURGESS (during the reading). 
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
the amendment be considered read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Chairman, 
this is an amendment to add an addi- 
tional $4 million to the National High- 
way Traffic Safety Administration’s 
operations and research. 

Madam Chair, at the beginning of 
this Congress, I took the gavel of the 
Energy and Commerce Subcommittee 
on Commerce, Manufacturing, and 
Trade. This was the gavel previously 
held by our good friend, Chairman Lee 
Terry. 

There was some unfinished business 
as this Congress started, and one of the 
biggest issues left over from the pre- 
vious Congress was the issue of airbag 
energetic deployments and ruptures, 
and the subsequent recall of those air- 
bags. 

There was a hearing done in Decem- 
ber right at the end of the last Con- 
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gress, and it seemed like there was no 
activity from the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. But just 
2 weeks ago, they announced a recall of 
34 million vehicles. The recall mas- 
sively expanded. And the manufacturer 
of the airbags, Takata, finally admit- 
ted that six of their manufacturing de- 
signs were indeed defective. Takata has 
identified 11 auto manufacturers that 
use the defective air bag inflators. 

Again, 34 million vehicles have been 
subject to this recall. And this may not 
be the end. 

The National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration and Takata have not 
identified what is the cause of these en- 
ergetic disruptions of the air bag infla- 
tors. 

Yesterday, the Commerce, Manufac- 
turing, and Trade Subcommittee held a 
hearing to receive an update on the sit- 
uation. Among the witnesses was the 
Administrator of the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, Dr. 
Mark Rosekind. Dr. Rosekind took 
over the Administration just weeks 
after the subcommittee’s Takata hear- 
ing in December. 

During yesterday’s hearing, one of 
the themes we heard repeatedly from 
Administrator Rosekind was that 
NHTSA would have been better able to 
identify and mandate recalls had they 
had more resources. It is a refrain we 
are used to hearing here in Congress. 
His argument was that with more 
money, the agency could save more 
lives. I will take him at his word on 
that. 

For fiscal year 2016, Congress is pro- 
posing funding the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration oper- 
ations and research, the account re- 
sponsible for the policing of the safety 
of auto manufacturers’ products, at 
$150 million. This indeed is an increase 
of $20 million from fiscal year 2015, and 
for that Iam extremely grateful. 

In the interest of good faith, how- 
ever, from the new chairman of the 
subcommittee to the new Adminis- 
trator of NHTSA, I want to take one 
more step and offer an additional $4 
million to this account to provide 
NHTSA with the resources it needs to 
ensure that more lives are not dis- 
rupted by these defects. 
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It is my hope that NHTSA can use 
this additional funding to find a perma- 
nent solution to the problem. 

The Commerce, Manufacturing, and 
Trade Subcommittee is closely watch- 
ing and awaiting the release of a report 
by NHTSA’s inspector general on their 
Office of Defects Investigation. We 
hope it will be released soon. 

The offset comes from the Depart- 
ment of Transportation Office of the 
Secretary for salaries and expenses. 
This seems like an extremely worth- 
while investment, and I urge the sub- 
committee’s adoption of my amend- 
ment. 
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Again, I want to thank the sub- 
committee for hearing my amendment. 
I certainly want to congratulate the 
chairman and ranking member of the 
subcommittee. I think they have done 
good work on this. I urge adoption of 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 


For necessary expenses related to the Of- 
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Research 
and Technology, $11,386,000, of which 
$8,218,000 shall remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2018: Provided, That there may be 
credited to this appropriation, to be avail- 
able until expended, funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, other public 
authorities, and private sources for expenses 
incurred for training: Provided further, That 
any reference in law, regulation, judicial 
proceedings, or elsewhere to the Research 
and Innovative Technology Administration 
shall continue to be deemed to be a reference 
to the Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Research and Technology of the Department 
of Transportation. 


NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For capital investments in surface trans- 
portation infrastructure, $100,000,000, to re- 
main available through September 30, 2018: 
Provided, That the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation shall distribute funds provided under 
this heading as discretionary grants to be 
awarded to a State, local government, tran- 
sit agency, or a collaboration among such 
entities on a competitive basis for projects 
that will have a significant impact on the 
Nation, a metropolitan area, or a region: 
Provided further, That projects eligible for 
funding provided under this heading shall in- 
clude, but not be limited to, highway or 
bridge projects eligible under title 23, United 
States Code; public transportation projects 
eligible under chapter 53 of title 49, United 
States Code; passenger and freight rail trans- 
portation projects; and port infrastructure 
investments (including inland port infra- 
structure and land ports of entry): Provided 
further, That the Secretary may use up to 20 
percent of the funds made available under 
this heading for the purpose of paying the 
subsidy and administrative costs of projects 
eligible for Federal credit assistance under 
chapter 6 of title 23, United States Code, if 
the Secretary finds that such use of the 
funds would advance the purposes of this 
paragraph: Provided further, That in distrib- 
uting funds provided under this heading, the 
Secretary shall take such measures so as to 
ensure an equitable geographic distribution 
of funds, an appropriate balance in address- 
ing the needs of urban and rural areas, and 
the investment in a variety of transpor- 
tation modes: Provided further, That a grant 
funded under this heading shall be not less 
than $2,000,000 and not greater than 
$15,000,000: Provided further, That not more 
than 20 percent of the funds made available 
under this heading may be awarded to 
projects in a single State: Provided further, 
That the Federal share of the costs for which 
an expenditure is made under this heading 
shall be, at the option of the recipient, up to 
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50 percent: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary shall give priority to projects that re- 
quire a contribution of Federal funds in 
order to complete an overall financing pack- 
age: Provided further, That not less than 10 
percent of the funds provided under this 
heading shall be for projects located in rural 
areas: Provided further, That for projects lo- 
cated in rural areas, the minimum grant size 
shall be $1,000,000 and the Secretary may in- 
crease the Federal share of costs above 80 
percent: Provided further, That projects con- 
ducted using funds provided under this head- 
ing must comply with the requirements of 
subchapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, 
United States Code: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall conduct a new competi- 
tion to select the grants and credit assist- 
ance awarded under this heading: Provided 
further, That the Secretary may retain up to 
$5,000,000 of the funds provided under this 
heading, and may transfer portions of those 
funds to the Administrators of the Federal 
Highway Administration, the Federal Tran- 
sit Administration, the Federal Railroad Ad- 
ministration and the Maritime Administra- 
tion, to fund the award and oversight of 
grants and credit assistance made under the 
National Infrastructure Investments pro- 
gram. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MAXINE WATERS 

OF CALIFORNIA 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Madam Chair, I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 18, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $1,150,000,000)’’. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from California and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes 
woman from California. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Madam Chair, I rise to offer an amend- 
ment to invest in transportation infra- 
structure for the 21st century. 

The transportation funding in this 
bill is woefully insufficient to meet our 
country’s infrastructure needs. The 
cuts to the TIGER program are par- 
ticularly egregious. 

TIGER, formally known as Transpor- 
tation Investment Generating Eco- 
nomic Recovery, is a competitive grant 
program that creates jobs by funding 
investments in transportation infra- 
structure. This bill cuts TIGER from 
the 2015 level of $500 million down to a 
mere $100 million in 2016. 

America needs new infrastructure for 
the 21st century. The American Soci- 
ety of Civil Engineers gave the public 
infrastructure of the United States a 
grade of D-plus in 2013 and estimated 
that we will need to invest $3.6 trillion 
by 2020 in order to improve the condi- 
tions of our infrastructure. 

Indeed, TIGER needs to be expanded, 
not cut. The President requested $1.25 
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billion for TIGER in the coming fiscal 
year, as part of an expanded TIGER 
program that will create jobs, encour- 
age innovation, and modernize trans- 
portation infrastructure for the 21st 
century. 

Earlier this year, I sent a letter to 
the Appropriations Committee urging 
support for the President's request, and 
144 Members of Congress signed my let- 
ter. 

Our economy is still struggling to re- 
cover from the recession. According to 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, our Na- 
tion’s unemployment rate stands at 5.4 
percent. Furthermore, unemployment 
among Hispanics is 6.9 percent. Among 
African Americans, it is 9.6 percent, 
and among teenagers, it is 17.1 percent. 

An expanded TIGER program will 
create meaningful employment build- 
ing safe roads, bridges, and public tran- 
sit systems in communities throughout 
the United States. 

My amendment increases TIGER 
funding to $1.25 billion in order to fully 
fund the President's request for this 
critical program. 

Madam Chair, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, I want to commend my col- 
league, who does such distinguished 
work in housing and financial services 
on her committee, for coming in to this 
debate today and calling attention to 
the importance of the TIGER program, 
and I would just like to ask her to re- 
spond. 

I am looking at the figures for this 
year. There is a $500 million appropria- 
tion for that program in the current 
year. Is the gentlewoman aware that 
the Department of Transportation has 
already received 950 preapplications, 
totaling $14.5 billion? That is 29 times 
the amount available. 

What does that suggest about the 
need for this program? 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Well, you have accurately and appro- 
priately identified the need for the pro- 
gram, based on those applications. Not 
only is it a very popular program, it is 
a program that creates jobs, and our 
local communities need this very 
much, and they are strong advocates 
for it. 

I would hope that my colleagues here 
in the Congress, on both sides of the 
aisle, who have benefitted from the 
TIGER program, would see the need 
and remove all obstacles, support this 
program, and let us move forward with 
getting the infrastructure repairs and 
the building that we need to do. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank my colleague for offering this 
amendment. It calls attention to the 
gross underfunding in this bill, not just 
of TIGER, but of virtually every HUD 
and transportation program so that it 
is very hard, of course, to find offsets. 
There is very little money in this bill. 
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We should be breaking out of that 
mold. We should be going after a budg- 
et agreement that will let us write a 
decent bill and meet this country’s 
needs. Her amendment, better than 
anything we have heard thus far to- 
night, underscores that need. 

I thank the gentlewoman. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
I thank the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)3 of House Resolution 5 of 
the 114th Congress, which states the 
following: 

“Tt shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria- 
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con- 
sidered en bloc with another amend- 
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg- 
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.” 

The amendment does propose a net 
increase in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? If not, the Chair is prepared 
to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia violates section 3(d)3 of House 
Resolution 5. 

Section 3(d)3 establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au- 
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MAXINE WATERS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Madam Chair, I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 18, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $400,000,000)’’. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from California and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from California. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Madam Chair, I rise to offer an amend- 
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ment to restore some of the transpor- 
tation funding that was cut drastically 
in this bill. 

This is my second of two amend- 
ments to increase funds for the innova- 
tive TIGER transportation grant pro- 
gram. This amendment increases fiscal 
year 2016 TIGER funding to $500 mil- 
lion, thereby restoring TIGER to the 
2015 level. 

States, local governments, and tran- 
sit agencies depend upon the TIGER 
program to finance projects to repair 
aging infrastructure and develop new 
highway and transit systems. A safe, 
efficient, modern, and accessible trans- 
portation system is vital for a growing 
economy. 

Madam Chair, we cannot afford to 
cut TIGER below the current funding 
level, and I am here this evening to 
urge my colleagues to vote for my 
amendment and invest in infrastruc- 
ture for the 21st century. 

I recognize that a point of order has 
been raised on this issue, but I also rec- 
ognize that what I am advocating is 
vital for this economy and for this 
country. I would hope that somehow we 
would be wise enough, creative enough, 
and caring enough to dispense with the 
rule, as it has been identified on my 
first amendment, and move forward in 
a very creative way to do what is nec- 
essary to help our failing infrastruc- 
ture in this country. 

The stories about the failing bridges, 
the stories about the unsafe highways, 
the stories about the need for transit 
system improvements are stories that 
we hear, day in and day out. 

Given the information that has been 
made available to us about the needs 
for infrastructure repairs, I would hope 
that we would not simply treat this in 
such an ordinary fashion and apply the 
rule that basically says: Well, if I did 
not find the money to fund it, then 
somehow it cannot be in order. 

Certainly, this amount of money is 
not easy to locate; certainly, I do not 
have an answer to where this money 
would necessarily come from, but I 
would hope that my colleagues would 
take into consideration again the des- 
perate need of our economy and our 
communities and not rule this out of 
order. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
this amendment proposes a net in- 
crease in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)3 of House Resolution 5 of 
the 114th Congress which states the fol- 
lowing: 

“It shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria- 
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con- 
sidered en bloc with another amend- 
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg- 
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.” 
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The amendment proposes a net in- 
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? If not, the Chair is prepared 
to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentlewoman from Cali- 
fornia violates section 3(d)3 of House 
Resolution 5. 

For the reasons stated in the pre- 
vious ruling, and as persuasively as- 
serted by the gentleman from Florida, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. There- 
fore, the point of order is sustained. 
The amendment is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOLD 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 6, line 9, strike ‘‘and the Secretary” 
and all that follows through “percent” on 
line 10. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chairman, I rise 
today in support of this amendment to 
change a provision in the bill relating 
to TIGER grants. 

Put simply, this amendment would 
put all transportation projects on an 
even playing field and allow all quali- 
fied projects to fairly compete for 
these grants, regardless of whether 
they take place in an urban area or a 
rural area. 
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Madam Chair, my district is heavily 
reliant on all forms of transportation. 
The Chicagoland area is the hub for the 
Nation’s transportation network. Over 
925 million tons of freight move in and 
out of Chicago each and every year, 
and each workday, tens of thousands of 
citizens of the 10th Congressional Dis- 
trict use commuter rail. 

The Chicago Regional Transportation 
Authority estimates that it needs to 
find $13.4 billion over the next decade 
just to maintain the system in its cur- 
rent condition. That is why it is more 
important than ever to find the funds 
to pay to maintain and rebuild our Na- 
tion’s transportation system. 

In the Transportation Appropriations 
funding bill, there is a provision which 
discriminates against urban districts, 
like Illinois’ 10th Congressional Dis- 
trict. TIGER grants, which are com- 
petitive grants to fund capital invest- 
ments in surface transportation 
projects, can be awarded to projects 
across the entire Nation. 

However, the bill also provides that 
projects in urban areas receive a Fed- 
eral match of 50 percent of the project 


June 3, 2015 


funding, while projects in rural areas 
can receive up to 80 percent of the 
project’s funding. 

Madam Chair, this is unfair and un- 
just. The TIGER grants are competi- 
tive, discretionary grants that should 
be awarded to the most deserving 
projects. The bill's language allows 
rural areas to leverage local dollars at 
a 4 to 1 ratio, allowing them to put up 
just $2 out of every $10 needed for a 
project. Urban areas may only leverage 
at al1to1 ratio. 

This language harms urban areas and 
makes it more difficult to secure the 
funding needed to complete these 
projects. My amendment is a common- 
sense and just solution to this problem 
and would place all projects, no matter 
where they occur, on an even playing 
field. 

Madam Chair, it is time to bring eq- 
uity back to transportation funding, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment and put all qualified 
projects on an even playing field. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
respectfully oppose the gentleman's 
well-intentioned amendment. 

TIGER is a national program, and we 
support cities of all sizes having a 
chance to get a grant, and we work to 
ensure there is a balance between 
urban and rural areas. I am afraid that 
the well-intentioned amendment from 
the gentleman seeks to undo that deli- 
cate balance at this time. 

Madam Chair, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I, too, want to reluctantly express 
my opposition to this amendment. 

Madam Chair, I take second place to 
no one in this body as the champion of 
the TIGER program, as I hope was evi- 
dent in my support for the gentle- 
woman from California's (Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS) amendments just now; but we 
are underscoring in this amendment, 
while it is worthy in its intent—and I 
would love to be able to add a lot more 
money than this to the TIGER pro- 
gram—its offset is very worrisome and 
one that I think should lead us to op- 
pose this amendment. 

It comes out of the Federal Aviation 
Administration’s operations account, 
$100 million out of that account. 

Now, the bill provides a slight in- 
crease for FAA operations, but it is 
still $67 million below the President’s 
request. This is the account that pro- 
vides the funds needed to ensure avia- 
tion safety and security, so cutting 
this account is ill advised. 

Mr. DOLD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois. 
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Mr. DOLD. I think the gentleman is 
talking about a different amendment. 
My amendment doesn’t take anything 
out of any account. This is talking 
about simply changing the percentages 
between urban and rural to allow com- 
petitive grants so that it competes at a 
level playing field. 

I just respectfully think you have got 
a different amendment, which I appre- 
ciate, but it is not the one that I think 
that we are talking about right now. 
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. The 
gentleman does have an amendment 
that fits my description; is that true? 
Mr. DOLD. Yes, but we have with- 
drawn that one, but I do appreciate the 
gentleman talking about that one. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for that clarifica- 
tion. My remarks will await the proper 
amendment. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, as we talk 
about transportation and infrastruc- 
ture, it is so critically important, criti- 
cally important for our economy, criti- 
cally important certainly for our urban 
areas, and if you look at a map of the 
city of Chicago in the center of our 
country, we have got six of seven major 
rail lines that go through there. 

It used to be that a third of all the 
freight in the country would go 
through Chicago. Now, it is about a 
quarter, but it is still a tremendous 
amount, and it really impacts the Na- 
tion’s economy. 

We can get a railcar from Los Ange- 
les to Chicago in 2 days. It takes nearly 
2 days to go from one side of Chicago to 
the other side of Chicago. This does 
have an impact. 

The same rail that we are talking 
about here also has commuter rails on 
it, and we are dealing with infrastruc- 
ture that goes back to the Roosevelt 
administration. I don’t mean FDR; I 
mean Teddy Roosevelt. We need to 
make sure that there is some addi- 
tional funding going here. 

This amendment that we are talking 
about is not talking about moving dol- 
lars around. It is talking about trying 
to provide equity so that urban 
projects, which I would argue we des- 
perately need, are on the same level as 
the rural projects. 

If we were to lose mass transit or 
some of these other projects in the city 
of Chicago, we are talking about a 50 
percent increase in congestion on our 
roadways. 

This is an amendment that I hope 
that my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle would embrace—at least let’s 
talk about a level playing field, where 
we are not giving preference to the 
rural areas versus the urban areas, 
urban areas which I would argue use 
the rail a pretty significant amount in 
terms of how we are moving people 
around, not to mention our goods and 
services. 
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This is an amendment that I think is 
a commonsense amendment, and I 
would hope that I would get some sup- 
port from my good friend from Florida 
and maybe we could get him to even re- 
consider, but I hope I am not tilting at 
windmills on that one, Madam Chair. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT CAPITAL 


For necessary expenses for upgrading and 
enhancing the Department of Transpor- 
tation’s financial systems and re-engineering 
business processes, $1,000,000, to remain 
available through September 30, 2017. 

CYBER SECURITY INITIATIVES 


For necessary expenses for cyber security 
initiatives, including necessary upgrades to 
wide area network and information tech- 
nology infrastructure, improvement of net- 
work perimeter controls and identity man- 
agement, testing and assessment of informa- 
tion technology against business, security, 
and other requirements, implementation of 
Federal cyber security initiatives and infor- 
mation infrastructure enhancements, imple- 
mentation of enhanced security controls on 
network devices, and enhancement of cyber 
security workforce training tools, $7,000,000 
to remain available through September 30, 
2017. 

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 


For necessary expenses of the Office of 
Civil Rights, $9,600,000. 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND 

DEVELOPMENT 

For necessary expenses for conducting 
transportation planning, research, systems 
development, development activities, and 
making grants, to remain available until ex- 
pended, $5,976,000. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 


For necessary expenses for operating costs 
and capital outlays of the Working Capital 
Fund, not to exceed $181,500,000 shall be paid 
from appropriations made available to the 
Department of Transportation: Provided, 
That such services shall be provided on a 
competitive basis to entities within the De- 
partment of Transportation: Provided further, 
That the above limitation on operating ex- 
penses shall not apply to non-DOT entities: 
Provided further, That no funds appropriated 
in this Act to an agency of the Department 
shall be transferred to the Working Capital 
Fund without majority approval of the 
Working Capital Fund Steering Committee 
and approval of the Secretary: Provided fur- 
ther, That no assessments may be levied 
against any program, budget activity, sub- 
activity or project funded by this Act unless 
notice of such assessments and the basis 
therefor are presented to the House and Sen- 
ate Committees on Appropriations and are 
approved by such Committees. 

MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER 
PROGRAM 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, $336,000, 
as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 332: Provided, That 
such costs, including the cost of modifying 
such loans, shall be as defined in section 502 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Pro- 
vided further, That these funds are available 
to subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
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which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$18,367,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed loan program, 
$597,000. 

SMALL AND DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS 
UTILIZATION AND OUTREACH 

For necessary expenses for small and dis- 
advantaged business utilization and outreach 
activities, $4,518,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2017: Provided, That not- 
withstanding 49 U.S.C. 332, these funds may 
be used for business opportunities related to 
any mode of transportation. 

PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

In addition to funds made available from 
any other source to carry out the essential 
air service program under 49 U.S.C. 41731 
through 41742, $155,000,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, to re- 
main available until expended: Provided, 
That in determining between or among car- 
riers competing to provide service to a com- 
munity, the Secretary may consider the rel- 
ative subsidy requirements of the carriers: 
Provided further, That basic essential air 
service minimum requirements shall not in- 
clude the 15-passenger capacity requirement 
under subsection 41732(b)(3) of title 49, 
United States Code: Provided further, That 
none of the funds in this Act or any other 
Act shall be used to enter into a new con- 
tract with a community located less than 40 
miles from the nearest small hub airport be- 
fore the Secretary has negotiated with the 
community over a local cost share: Provided 
further, That amounts authorized to be dis- 
tributed for the essential air service program 
under subsection 41742(b) of title 49, United 
States Code, shall be made available imme- 
diately from amounts otherwise provided to 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration: Provided further, That the 
Administrator may reimburse such amounts 
from fees credited to the account established 
under section 45303 of title 49, United States 
Code. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 9, line 19, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced to $0)”. 

Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $155,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, 
this amendment eliminates the $155 
million of discretionary spending that 
is wasted on one of the least essential 
programs in the entire United States 
Government, the so-called Essential 
Air Service. That is the program that 
subsidizes empty and  near-empty 
planes to fly from small airports to re- 
gional hubs just a few hours or less 
away by car. 

This was supposed to be a temporary 
program to allow local communities 
and airports to readjust to airline de- 
regulation in 1978. Not only is it still 
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going on today, but it has doubled in 
cost in the last 4 years, from $130 mil- 
lion in 2011 to roughly $260 million in 
2015, and $155 million of that is in our 
control. This amendment zeros it out 
and puts it toward deficit reduction. 

Now, we are often told: Well, don’t 
worry. We have enacted all of these re- 
forms. We have caps on subsidies. 

All those caps, $200 per ticket, are 
only for flights under 210 miles. It con- 
tinues unlimited subsidies over that 
distance. Actual subsidies per pas- 
senger can be as high as $980 per ticket, 
paid by hard-working taxpayers. Year 
after year, we are promised reform; and 
year after year, the cost goes up and 
up. 

By the way, Essential Air Service 
flights are flown out of Merced and 
Visalia airports, serving my district in 
the Sierra. Trust me, a tiny number of 
people actually use it. The alternative 
is hardly catastrophic; it is typically 
an extra hour’s drive to a regional air- 
port. I guarantee you that everybody 
who hears about this waste of their 
money is outraged by it. 

It is true there are a few tiny com- 
munities in Alaska, like Kake’s 700 
citizens, that have no highway connec- 
tions to hub airports, but they have 
plenty of alternatives. In the case of 
Kake, they enjoy year-round ferry 
service to Juneau. In addition, Alaska 
is well served by a thriving general 
aviation market and the ubiquitous 
bush pilot. 

Rural life has great advantages. It 
also has some disadvantages, but it is 
not the job of hard-working taxpayers 
who choose to live elsewhere to level 
out the differences. 

Now, apologists for this wasteful 
spending tell us it is an important eco- 
nomic driver for these small airports 
and airlines, and I am sure that is so. 
Whenever you give away money, the 
folks you are giving it to are always 
better off, but the folks you are taking 
it from are always worse off to exactly 
the same extent. Indeed, it’s economic 
drivers like this that have driven Eu- 
rope’s economy right off a cliff. 

Two years ago, one Member rushed to 
the microphone to suggest that this 
was essential for emergency medical 
evacuations. It has nothing to do with 
that. This program subsidizes regularly 
scheduled commercial service that 
practically nobody uses. If it actually 
had a passenger base, it wouldn’t need, 
in effect, to hand out $100 bills to the 
few passengers who use it. 

An airline so reckless with its funds 
would quickly bankrupt itself. Well, 
the same principle holds true of gov- 
ernments. 

The Washington Post is not known as 
a bastion of fiscal conservatism, but I 
cannot improve upon an editorial a few 
years ago when it said, “Ideally, EAS 
would be zeroed out, and the $200 mil- 
lion we waste on it devoted to a truly 
national purpose: perhaps deficit re- 
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duction, military readiness, or the so- 
cial safety net.” 

The Washington Post goes on to 
write, “Alas, if Congress and the White 
House were capable of making such 
choices, we probably never would have 
had sequestration in the first place.” 

Madam Chair, there are many tough 
calls in setting fiscal priorities, but 
this isn't one of them. If the House of 
Representatives—where all appropria- 
tions begin, where the Republican ma- 
jority pledged to stop wasting money— 
can't even agree to cut this useless pro- 
gram off from the trough, how does it 
expect to be taken seriously on the 
much tougher choices that lie ahead? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, this amendment that the gen- 
tleman from California has offered is 
about as indiscriminate as it gets. He 
apparently has ideas, and those ideas 
ought to be heard to reform this pro- 
gram, to make it more efficient and 
more effective and more targeted. The 
place to do that is in the authorizing 
committee. We have forums where we 
can discuss those ideas and act on 
them. 

To come in tonight and offer this in- 
discriminate amendment which, by the 
way, not only cuts this overall pro- 
gram by more than half, but also cuts 
the allocation for this bill, which is al- 
ready so inadequate, it is not an ap- 
proach that this body should endorse. 
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The program we are talking about, 
Essential Air Services, was created 
after deregulation. It has remained es- 
sential to keep service going to many, 
many small communities in this coun- 
try, including Crescent City, El Centro, 
Merced, and Visalia in California. It is 
funded through annual appropriations, 
and also funded through overflight fees 
that are collected when foreign air car- 
riers traverse through U.S. airspace. If 
this amendment were adopted, many 
small communities would lose air serv- 
ice. 

Madam Chair, this isn't the way to 
reform the program, so I urge my col- 
leagues to oppose this amendment, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, 
this is the kindest cut of all. It is a 
temporary program that was estab- 
lished 37 years ago and has become a 
poster child for wasteful Federal spend- 
ing, and I believe the authorization ran 
out years ago. Our national debt has 
doubled in 8 years. American taxpayers 
pay $230 billion a year just in interest 
costs on that debt. That means if you 
are an average family paying average 
taxes, $2,000 of those taxes did nothing 
more than rent the money that we 
have already spent. 
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Continuing to pay for this obsolete 
and wasteful program with money we 
don’t have is obscene and makes a 
mockery of any claim that we have cut 
spending to the bone, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN- 
TOCK). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 101. None of the funds made available 
in this Act to the Department of Transpor- 
tation may be obligated for the Office of the 
Secretary of Transportation to approve as- 
sessments or reimbursable agreements per- 
taining to funds appropriated to the modal 
administrations in this Act, except for ac- 
tivities underway on the date of enactment 
of this Act, unless such assessments or 
agreements have completed the normal re- 
programming process for Congressional noti- 
fication. 

SEC. 102. The Secretary or his designee 
may engage in activities with States and 
State legislators to consider proposals re- 
lated to the reduction of motorcycle fatali- 
ties. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. WALBERG 

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, strike lines 1 through 3. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Michigan and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. WALBERG. I want to begin by 
thanking Chairman DIAZ-BALART and 
his staff for their hard work on this 
legislation before us. 

Madam Chair, I rise today to offer a 
commonsense amendment with Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER and Mr. RIBBLE of Wis- 
consin which makes it clear that Fed- 
eral Government agencies should not 
be in the business—again, I say should 
not be—in the business of lobbying 
State and local legislators with Fed- 
eral taxpayers’ money. Federal law al- 
ready prohibits Federal agencies from 
lobbying Congress in support of or 
against legislation. 

Thanks in part to the leadership of 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER in 1998, Congress 
passed similar antilobbying language 
to prohibit the Department of Trans- 
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portation from lobbying State and 
local elected officials. 

At that time, the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration was 
sending staff to State capitols at tax- 
payers’ expense to lobby in favor of 
motorcycle helmet laws. At the cost of 
tens of thousands of taxpayer dollars, 
these officials traveled across the 
country to testify before State legisla- 
tive committees, participate in con- 
ferences, and produce videotapes and 
other printed materials with the goal 
of advancing mandatory motorcycle 
helmet laws. 

As the co-chairman of the Congres- 
sional Motorcycle Caucus and a rider 
myself who wears a helmet, I believe 
the most effective way to reduce mo- 
torcycle injuries and fatalities is to 
prevent these crashes from occurring 
in the first place. Madam Chair, that 
means putting between the ears as op- 
posed to simply putting on the head. 

I believe the NHTSA has an appro- 
priate role in promoting vehicle and 
highway safety, whether that is focus- 
ing on efforts on crash prevention or 
rider education. Unfortunately, lan- 
guage pushed by the administration 
has made it into the recent omnibus 
legislation to reverse the lobby ban, 
and that provision is carried over into 
this bill. 

Whether you ride or not, I would 
hope all my colleagues agree that this 
is an inappropriate use of taxpayer dol- 
lars. It violates the rights of States 
and local communities we represent to 
make their own decisions on helmet 
laws. 

Madam Chair, I ask my colleagues to 
support this amendment, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, we have an amendment before us 
that would strike a provision that has 
been carried in every transportation 
appropriations bill since 2009. The sec- 
tion simply grants the Secretary or his 
representatives the authority to en- 
gage in activities with States and 
State legislators to consider proposals 
related to the reduction of motorcycle 
fatalities. This consultation is entirely 
voluntary. 

Madam Chair, in 2013, we had 5,000 
motorcycle fatalities in this country. 
That is the last year for which we have 
data. 

The research and expertise of the Na- 
tional Highway Traffic Safety Admin- 
istration can be extremely helpful— 
helpful to State highway traffic safety 
agencies as they consider measures 
they might want to undertake to im- 
prove motorcycle safety. Why wouldn't 
we want to be in partnership with the 
States as they address this important 
safety issue? 


8577 


Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues 
to oppose the amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Chair, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Chair, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 103. Notwithstanding section 3324 of 
title 31, United States Code, in addition to 
authority provided by section 327 of title 49, 
United States Code, the Department’s Work- 
ing Capital Fund is hereby authorized to pro- 
vide payments in advance to vendors that 
are necessary to carry out the Federal tran- 
sit pass transportation fringe benefit pro- 
gram under Executive Order 13150 and sec- 
tion 3049 of Public Law 109-59: Provided, That 
the Department shall include adequate safe- 
guards in the contract with the vendors to 
ensure timely and high-quality performance 
under the contract. 

SEC. 104. The Secretary shall post on the 
Web site of the Department of Transpor- 
tation a schedule of all meetings of the Cred- 
it Council, including the agenda for each 
meeting, and require the Credit Council to 
record the decisions and actions of each 
meeting. 

SEC. 105. In addition to authority provided 
by section 327 of title 49, United States Code, 
the Department's Working Capital Fund is 
hereby authorized to provide partial or full 
payments in advance and accept subsequent 
reimbursements from all Federal agencies 
for transit benefit distribution services that 
are necessary to carry out the Federal tran- 
sit pass transportation fringe benefit pro- 
gram under Executive Order 13150 and sec- 
tion 3049 of Public Law 109-59: Provided, That 
the Department shall maintain a reasonable 
operating reserve in the Working Capital 
Fund, to be expended in advance to provide 
uninterrupted transit benefits to Govern- 
ment employees, provided that such reserve 
will not exceed one month of benefits pay- 
able: Provided further, that such reserve may 
be used only for the purpose of providing for 
the continuation of transit benefits, provided 
that the Working Capital Fund will be fully 
reimbursed by each customer agency for the 
actual cost of the transit benefit. 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses of the Federal 
Aviation Administration, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, including operations and research 
activities related to commercial space trans- 
portation, administrative expenses for re- 
search and development, establishment of 
air navigation facilities, the operation (in- 
cluding leasing) and maintenance of aircraft, 
subsidizing the cost of aeronautical charts 
and maps sold to the public, lease or pur- 
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re- 
placement only, in addition to amounts 
made available by Public Law 112-95, 
$9,847,700,000 of which $8,831,250,000 shall be 
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derived from the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund, of which not to exceed $7,505,293,000 
shall be available for air traffic organization 
activities; not to exceed $1,258,411,000 shall be 
available for aviation safety activities; not 
to exceed $16,605,000 shall be available for 
commercial space transportation activities; 
not to exceed $725,000,000 shall be available 
for finance and management activities; not 
to exceed $60,089,000 shall be available for 
NextGen and operations planning activities; 
and not to exceed $282,302,000 shall be avail- 
able for staff offices: Provided, That not to 
exceed 2 percent of any budget activity, ex- 
cept for aviation safety budget activity, may 
be transferred to any budget activity under 
this heading: Provided further, That no trans- 
fer may increase or decrease any appropria- 
tion by more than 2 percent: Provided further, 
That any transfer in excess of 2 percent shall 
be treated as a reprogramming of funds 
under section 405 of this Act and shall not be 
available for obligation or expenditure ex- 
cept in compliance with the procedures set 
forth in that section: Provided further, That 
not later than March 31 of each fiscal year 
hereafter, the Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration shall transmit to 
Congress an annual update to the report sub- 
mitted to Congress in December 2004 pursu- 
ant to section 221 of Public Law 108-176: Pro- 
vided further, That the amount herein appro- 
priated shall be reduced by $100,000 for each 
day after March 31 that such report has not 
been submitted to the Congress: Provided fur- 
ther, That not later than March 31 of each 
fiscal year hereafter, the Administrator shall 
transmit to Congress a companion report 
that describes a comprehensive strategy for 
staffing, hiring, and training flight standards 
and aircraft certification staff in a format 
similar to the one utilized for the controller 
staffing plan, including stated attrition esti- 
mates and numerical hiring goals by fiscal 
year: Provided further, That the amount here- 
in appropriated shall be reduced by $100,000 
per day for each day after March 31 that such 
report has not been submitted to Congress: 
Provided further, That funds may be used to 
enter into a grant agreement with a non- 
profit standard-setting organization to assist 
in the development of aviation safety stand- 
ards: Provided further, That none of the funds 
in this Act shall be available for new appli- 
cants for the second career training pro- 
gram: Provided further, That none of the 
funds in this Act shall be available for the 
Federal Aviation Administration to finalize 
or implement any regulation that would pro- 
mulgate new aviation user fees not specifi- 
cally authorized by law after the date of the 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation 
as offsetting collections funds received from 
States, counties, municipalities, foreign au- 
thorities, other public authorities, and pri- 
vate sources for expenses incurred in the pro- 
vision of agency services, including receipts 
for the maintenance and operation of air 
navigation facilities, and for issuance, re- 
newal or modification of certificates, includ- 
ing airman, aircraft, and repair station cer- 
tificates, or for tests related thereto, or for 
processing major repair or alteration forms: 
Provided further, That of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading, not less than 
$154,400,000 shall be for the contract tower 
program, including the contract tower cost 
share program: Provided further, That none of 
the funds in this Act for aeronautical chart- 
ing and cartography are available for activi- 
ties conducted by, or coordinated through, 
the Working Capital Fund. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LO BIONDO 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

Page 13, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

Page 16, line 9, after the first dollar 
amount, insert “(increased by $3,000,000)”. 

Page 16, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $3,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New Jersey and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Madam Chair, I 
would like to start by thanking Chair- 
man DIAZ-BALART for cooperating with 
this amendment. 

Madam Chair, the Federal Aviation 
Administration is dealing with an in- 
creasing threat of cyberattacks against 
the National Airspace System. This 
critical threat was recently detailed in 
a GAO report as well as identified in 
news reports of a reported attempt to 
hack into the flight control system of 
a U.S. airliner through the plane’s in- 
flight entertainment system. 

The FAA must protect the safety of 
our citizens and prevent negative im- 
pact to the U.S. economy by developing 
a comprehensive and multilayered ap- 
proach to mitigating new and emerging 
cybersecurity threats. 

My amendment will transfer $3 mil- 
lion within the FAA to develop an inte- 
grated cybersecurity testbed to evalu- 
ate and certify all NextGen and Na- 
tional Airspace systems. The FAA cur- 
rently possesses the capability to es- 
tablish such a testbed at its existing 
integrated testing environment at the 
FAA Tech Center in southern New Jer- 
sey. The Tech Center presents a nat- 
ural host for FAA partnership with in- 
dustry and academia to leverage the 
best ideas and technology to contin- 
ually mitigate evolving cybersecurity 
threats. 

Madam Chair, increasing FAA capa- 
bility for creating, identifying, defend- 
ing, and solving cybersecurity-related 
problems for existing National Air- 
space System and future NextGen sys- 
tems is vital to the future safety and 
proposals of our American airspace. 

Once again, Madam Chair, I thank 
Chairman MARIO DIAZ-BALART. I thank 
Ranking Member PRICE. I urge adop- 
tion of this amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. LOBI- 
ONDO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 

Ms. ESTY. I have an amendment at 

the desk, Madam Chair. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

Page 13, line 10, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

Page 44, line 13, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $3,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Connecticut. 

Ms. ESTY. Madam Chair, I come to 
the floor once again to urge this House 
to invest in rail safety. My amendment 
adds $3 million to the Federal Railroad 
Administration for safety and oper- 
ations to fund vital rail safety edu- 
cation programs, like Operation Life- 
saver. 

Railroads move the goods that fuel 
our economy, and thousands of com- 
muters in my district rely on passenger 
rail lines every day. In fact, over 11% 
million Americans took the trains 
along the Northeast corridor last year, 
a record high ridership. 

Freight rail traffic is also increasing, 
reflecting a growing economy and a 
booming energy sector. However, as we 
have seen in the news almost monthly, 
there have been a disturbing number of 
rail accidents in the last few years, 
many of them preventable train 
derailments and collisions. We in this 
House stood in silence a few weeks ago 
to mourn the loss of the eight pas- 
sengers killed in last month’s Amtrak 
derailment near Philadelphia. Those 
deaths were tragic and completely 
avoidable. We must do more to pro- 
mote safe and reliable rail travel. 

I have worked hard on the Transpor- 
tation Committee and advocated in 
this House to implement positive train 
control and other innovative tech- 
nologies that can protect passengers 
against the most dangerous rail acci- 
dents. But technologies like positive 
train control cannot prevent all train- 
related accidents. 

On February 3, 2015, six people died 
when a northbound Metro-North Rail- 
road commuter train collided with an 
SUV that was stopped at a highway 
rail crossing. Aditya Tomar, a resident 
of Danbury, Connecticut, and one of 
my constituents, was one of those pas- 
sengers killed. 
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According to the Federal Railroad 
Administration, these sorts of high- 
way-rail grade crossing accidents lead 
to 270 deaths every year. 

Just this morning, media outlets 
were featuring a viral video from an 
Amtrak Silver Star train colliding 
with a car and slicing it in half after 
the driver drove around the lowered 
gate at a rail crossing in Jacksonville, 
Florida. Miraculously, every passenger 
survived with only minor injuries. 
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This video demonstrates that even 
when crossings are equipped with gates 
and warning lights, human error and 
miscalculation can have devastating 
consequences. 

That is why we need to educate driv- 
ers, passengers, and pedestrians on how 
to avoid accidents along railroad 
tracks and at highway-rail grade cross- 
ings. 

Technological safety advances are es- 
sential, make no mistake, but they are 
not enough. We must educate people 
about the dangers of walking along 
railroads or ignoring rail crossing 
warning signals. 

The Operation Lifesaver program is 
an effective public safety campaign 
that encourages drivers and pedes- 
trians to “stop, look, and listen” at 
highway-rail grade crossings and in- 
creases awareness in all 50 States. 

Congress authorized Operation Life- 
saver in 2008, but has failed to provide 
adequate funding. 

My amendment to increase funding 
for the Operation Lifesaver rail safety 
program is also fiscally responsible and 
does not increase spending. Instead, 
this investment is offset by a very 
small reduction in Federal Government 
staff offices for the Federal Aviation 
Administration, an account that will 
still receive $75 million above the ad- 
ministration’s request. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
just moments ago we increased the 
FRA safety and operations by $3.5 mil- 
lion. 

This amendment, however, would re- 
sult in, really, an unsustainable cut to 
FAA’s operations account. Air traffic 
control facilities would have to close 
and communities would lose service. 
Frankly, critical operational support 
staff would have to be furloughed or 
even laid off. Safety could be com- 
promised for flights, and flights could 
be potentially canceled. 

Therefore, I cannot support this well- 
intentioned offset and, therefore, I can- 
not support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. ESTY. Madam Chair, I urge pas- 
sage of this commonsense amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Ms. ESTY. Madam Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
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ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOLD 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $290,000,000)”. 

Page 13, line 10, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $81,203,000)”. 

Page 13, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $208,797,000)”. 

Page 47, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $290,000,000)”. 

Mr. DOLD (during the reading). 
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment be considered as 
read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I rise today 
in support of an amendment to in- 
crease funding for Amtrak’s capital ac- 
count. The bill as is cuts $290 million 
from Amtrak’s capital account, which 
is used to upgrade or replace the infra- 
structure that Amtrak owns, along 
with the acquisition and maintenance 
of Amtrak’s fleet of locomotives, pas- 
senger cars, and other equipment. 

Madam Chair, the Chicago area, 
which I represent, is the hub of our Na- 
tion’s transportation network. Over 30 
million people ride Amtrak every year 
nationwide, and many of those pas- 
sengers ride through the city of Chi- 
cago. However, in the Chicago area, 
Amtrak trains are running on infra- 
structure that has not been updated in 
decades, including switches that date 
back to the administration of Teddy 
Roosevelt. 

As we have seen in recent months, 
safety concerns on Amtrak are at a 
premium. Now is not the time to re- 
duce the amount of money that we 
have made available for Amtrak and 
for our needed infrastructure upgrades. 
We need to make investments in our 
tracks, our trains, our stations, and 
the rest of our transportation system. 

My amendment would take a step to- 
wards addressing that problem. All it 
does is restore capital investment 
grants to the level at which they were 
appropriated last year. This is a small 
step but one that will help rebuild our 
crumbling infrastructure and will help 
improve the mass transit systems that 
so many of our citizens use each and 
every day. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
this amendment would result in a deep 
and, frankly, unsustainable reduction 
to FAA’s operations account. FAA 
would have to suspend contracts that 
run the information technology sys- 
tems that keep our air traffic control 
flowing. 

Air traffic control facilities would 
have to be closed and communities, 
frankly, would lose service. Critical 
operational support staff would be fur- 
loughed or, again, laid off. Safety could 
be compromised. Flights, again, would 
be canceled. 

Therefore, I cannot support this off- 
set and, respectfully, cannot support 
the gentleman’s amendment. 

At this time, I would like to yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I thank the gentleman for yield- 
ing. 

I, too, reluctantly oppose this amend- 
ment. The discussion we had earlier 
about this offset certainly pertains 
here. We really cannot afford to make 
this kind of cut—safety-related cut, I 
might say—to the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration’s funding. 

The amendment is worthy in pur- 
pose. Again, funding for Amtrak’s cap- 
ital accounts is woefully inadequate in 
this bill. But this is simply not the way 
to make it up. In fact, there is no way 
to make it up within the confines of 
this bill. We are robbing Peter to pay 
Paul. This is what is wrong with this 
bill—an inadequate allocation. That 
means there is no way to get adequate 
funding for things we care about with- 
out doing equivalent damage some- 
where else. It is an impossible di- 
lemma. 

What we need to do is do the respon- 
sible thing: get a budget agreement, 
get numbers we can work with, and 
write a decent bill. In the meantime, 
this amendment, while well-inten- 
tioned, really is not acceptable, and I 
urge rejection. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, as we look 
at our transportation and infrastruc- 
ture system, we know that investment 
is needed. 

I urge adoption of the amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). 

The amendment was rejected. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LYNCH 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $25,000,000)”. 
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Page 13, line 10, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $25,000,000)”. 

Page 44, line 18, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $25,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, what I am 
trying to do in this amendment is to 
really address a wider problem in my 
congressional district. My district sur- 
rounds the Logan International Air- 
port in Boston. 

What this amendment would do is re- 
move $25 million from the FAA budget 
and transfer it to rail. The reason for 
that is because the FAA has stead- 
fastly refused to do part of their job in 
my district. I have tried to get them to 
come to the town of Milton, Massachu- 
setts, to address the overflights in that 
area. The new NextGen RNAV system 
concentrates flight after flight, thou- 
sands of flights a month, over the town 
of Milton, Massachusetts. 

I requested the FAA to come out and 
meet with my neighbors—the people 
that I represent—just like everybody 
else represents people in their districts, 
and the FAA has flatly refused. So 
since they have refused to do part of 
the job that we fund them for, I figured 
I would take $25 million out of their 
budget because they are not doing 
their job. 

All I am looking for is a meeting 
with the FAA in my district, and I’ve 
got to resort to this. It is shameful. I 
would say that their attitude towards 
my constituents—the people I work 
for—has been utter contempt and dis- 
respectful. So here I am trying to cut 
their budget to get their attention. It 
is a sad statement of the way the FAA 
operates. 

But my real issue is getting the FAA 
to respond to my constituents, not 
about cutting their budgets. I know the 
chair and the ranking member have 
worked wonderfully, and I give you 
great credit for the work you have 
done. 

What I am wondering is, would the 
chair and the ranking member help me 
just get the FAA to respond by having 
a meeting in my district in the town of 
Milton? I would withdraw my amend- 
ment and leave the money that you 
have wisely appropriated where it is. I 
am just looking to get this agency, this 
bureaucracy, to respond to the people I 
represent. It is as simple as that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

I yield to the gentleman from Flor- 
ida. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I will tell the gentleman that one of 
the responsibilities that we have is to 
make sure that we hold government ac- 
countable. I don’t think it is accept- 
able to not get answers. So I look for- 
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ward to working with the gentleman to 
make sure that we move to address 
those concerns of your community. I 
don’t want to speak for the ranking 
member, but I know that I look for- 
ward to working with you to make sure 
that we get answers that you need to 
get. 

Mr. LYNCH. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LYNCH. I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I appreciate the chairman’s re- 
sponse. 

I, too, will work with you. This isn’t 
acceptable. We will do our best to help 
you get the kind of response you need. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, I want to 
thank the chairman, and I want to 
thank the ranking member for the 
courtesy, not only to me, but to my 
constituents as well. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOLD 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $200,000,000)”. 

Page 13, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $200,000,000)”. 

Page 52, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $200,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Illinois and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I rise today 
in support of an amendment to in- 
crease funding for capital investment 
grants to help our Nation’s mass tran- 
sit rail systems. The bill as is cuts $200 
million from the account, and my 
amendment would restore that fund- 
ing. 

While I recognize, and as we have 
heard from the chairman and the rank- 
ing member, there is not really a good 
spot to be able to take some of these 
additional funds from, I do think it is 
important though, Madam Chair, that 
we talk about our infrastructure sys- 
tem, especially our rail system. And as 
we look specifically in the greater Chi- 
cago area, the Chicago Transit 
Authority’s rail system, the El, serves 
around 725,000 riders each and every 
day, and the Metra, which serves the 
suburban areas like the 10th District in 
Illinois, serves over 300,000 riders each 
and every day. Over a million people 
are using these rail systems. 
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Again, as we talked about before, 
Metra estimates that it needs to find 
roughly $13.4 billion over the next dec- 
ade just to maintain the system in its 
current condition. That is why it is 
more important than ever before to 
find the funds to pay to maintain and 
rebuild our Nation's transportation in- 
frastructure system. 

Madam Chair, we hear all the time 
from our constituents that we need 
good, high-paying jobs. Frankly, a 
transportation infrastructure system 
for manufacturers—how do we get raw 
material and a finished product out? 
How do we get people around?—is abso- 
lutely critical to our economy. 

I saw an estimate from UPS that 
read that every additional 5 minutes of 
idling time costs them $100 million. We 
have switches in the Chicago area that 
delay rail up to 15 minutes one way. 
That is 30 minutes a day; and, if you 
are a regular commuter, that is 10% 
hours in a given month, 1012 hours that 
you could be more productive or could 
be spending time with your family or 
spending time doing homework with 
your children. 

If we as a country want to be more 
productive, if we want to encourage 
more good, high-paying jobs, we have 
to find a way to make sure that we in- 
vest in our transportation infrastruc- 
ture system. 

When we use this transportation in- 
frastructure system and if it goes 
away, we are talking about an increase 
in congestion—at least I can tell you in 
the Chicago area—of an additional 50 
percent. In talking to the rail, we 
would need an additional 29 lanes of 
traffic. 

What is the cost of that? We just 
don’t have it. If we don’t have this type 
of funding, the car in front of you could 
have been somebody who was sitting on 
the rail, who could have been using 
mass transit. 

Madam Chair, this bill is a step back- 
ward for our Nation's mass transit sys- 
tems, not a step forward. Instead of 
providing funds to maintain and im- 
prove world-class mass transit sys- 
tems, we are, instead, taking money 
away and making it harder and harder 
for the public to find the funds needed 
to keep their systems operational, 
much less to improve them. A reliable 
and consistent stream of capital fund- 
ing is essential for these systems, but 
this bill does not meet that need. 

My amendment would take a step to- 
ward addressing that problem. I recog- 
nize it is just a step, but I am anxious 
to work with the chairman and the 
ranking member, and I am anxious to 
work with those on the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee to make 
sure that we are coming up with out- 
side-the-box thinking in how we can 
improve our mass transit systems. 

It is vitally important for our urban 
areas, and it is certainly important for 
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the Nation’s transportation hub, 
which, I would argue, is in the heart- 
land, in the Chicago area. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, 
one has to frankly respect and admire 
Mr. DOLD’s knowledge and passion in 
these amendments that he is doing. I 
am sensitive to that, and I look for- 
ward to working with him. I know that 
he will make sure that we work with 
him on these issues that he brings up 
and that he is very passionate about, 
which I think are very important. 

Respectfully, I have to oppose this 
amendment. This amendment would re- 
sult in deep reductions to the FAA’s 
operations account and would result in 
breaches of contract for air traffic con- 
trol information technology systems. 
In addition, it would result in staff lay- 
offs, which would again compromise 
safety. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with the gentleman. He brings up, obvi- 
ously, some very important points; but 
again, respectfully, I must object to 
this amendment at this time. 

Madam Chair, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE), the ranking member of the sub- 
committee. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chair, I appreciate the chairman’s 
yielding. 

I want to echo his opposition to this 
amendment, and I want to echo his 
praise for the reality check that the 
gentleman from Illinois has provided 
us tonight. At various times in the 
course of the evening, we have talked 
about TIGER grants; we have talked 
about Amtrak; we have talked about 
transit investments—all of which are 
underfunded in this bill. 

I am also pleased that the chairman 
has expressed the willingness to co- 
operate in going forward. I want to 
echo that on my part, too, because we 
do believe a better day will come and, 
hopefully, not only at the end of the 
fiscal year but soon, where we get a 
budget agreement, where we get better 
numbers, and where we are able to ad- 
dress each of these accounts that the 
gentleman has highlighted. 

He is exactly right about the need in 
all of these areas. The offset is not ac- 
ceptable. It is even dangerous. 

For that reason, I oppose the amend- 
ment, but the larger message is we 
have got to get a better budget num- 
ber, and we have got to revisit many of 
the accounts in this bill. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, may I in- 
quire as to how much time I have re- 
maining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois has 1% minutes remain- 
ing. 
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Mr. DOLD. I certainly want to thank 
the chairman and the ranking member 
for their thoughts. 

Madam Chair, there is no question as 
we look at the debt that we have—we 
have an $18 trillion debt in our coun- 
try—that it is jeopardizing our chil- 
dren’s opportunity for the American 
Dream. One of the things that I talk 
about in terms of how we get out of it 
is by talking about: How do we grow, 
Madam Chair? 

We grow, I think, by creating this op- 
portunity and environment so people 
want to come and put their businesses 
here, becoming globally competitive. 
When entrepreneurs look at where to 
go to place their businesses, one of the 
things they are going to look at is our 
transportation infrastructure system. 
We need to know how we are going to 
get our raw materials in and our fin- 
ished product out if we want to be glob- 
ally competitive and if we want to 
manufacture. I would argue that we do. 

I recognize where the committee is. I 
also appreciate the chairman’s and the 
ranking member’s willingness to work 
with us in going forward, but we have 
to, each and every one of us, come to- 
gether and put our differences aside 
and invest in our infrastructure system 
so that we can grow our economy and 
have greater dollars coming into the 
Federal Treasury so that we can have 
these resources. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Chair, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). 

The amendment was rejected. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BRIDENSTINE 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 18, line 5, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert ‘‘(increased by $250,000)’’. 

Page 13, line 7, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert ‘‘(decreased by $250,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Madam Chair, 
the Bridenstine-Rohrabacher-Posey 
amendment, which is supported by the 
Commercial Spaceflight Federation, 
transfers $250,000 from the FAA’s fi- 
nance and management activities to 
the Office of Commercial Space Trans- 
portation. This is a small amount, but 
it is extremely important if we are to 
support the booming commercial 
spaceflight industry. 

The FAA Office of Commercial Space 
Transportation’s mission is as follows: 
“to ensure protection of the public, 
property, and the national security and 
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foreign policy interests of the United 
States during commercial launch or re- 
entry activities and to encourage, fa- 
cilitate, and promote commercial space 
transportation.” 

To carry out this mission, AST, as 
the office is known, is tasked with 
overseeing commercially licensed 
launches, test launches under experi- 
mental permits, licenses and permits 
for new vehicle designs, supporting 
NASA and the Commercial Crew con- 
tractors, taking the lead role in coordi- 
nating space traffic at the White 
House's request, and many other du- 
ties. 

Over the past few years, the number 
of activities AST oversees has grown 
significantly; yet funding and staffing 
levels have remained absolutely flat. 

Just last month, the House of Rep- 
resentatives passed the SPACE Act on 
an overwhelmingly bipartisan basis. 
That bill establishes a statutory and 
regulatory regime that provides sta- 
bility and encourages private sector in- 
vestment in order to facilitate the 
growth of commercial space activities. 
If we are passing legislation to encour- 
age growth, we need to provide this of- 
fice with increased resources to keep 
up. 

We rely on the commercial space sec- 
tor for many things: reliable, frequent, 
and inexpensive launches; communica- 
tions, navigation, and imaging sat- 
ellites; and services such as the Inter- 
net, telephone, television, and radio, 
which are staples of modern life. 

Going forward, there are companies 
whose goal is to provide space tourism 
services. There are also ventures plan- 
ning missions to harvest precious re- 
sources from celestial bodies. This is 
just the tip of the iceberg for this 
growth industry. 

This is an industry that is constantly 
innovating. It is also an industry we 
have come to increasingly rely on. If 
AST does not get the additional re- 
sources, it could lead to slips of 
planned launch dates for some compa- 
nies as the office is unable to process 
inspections, permits, and licenses in a 
timely manner. On top of being a hin- 
drance to this growth industry, it 
could also reduce the functionality and 
capabilities we take for granted in our 
everyday lives. 

This funding will give AST additional 
resources to accomplish its mission. As 
its workload continues to grow, I en- 
courage the Office of Commercial 
Space Transportation to continue to 
work alongside industry in developing 
and supporting consensus safety stand- 
ards that can streamline the inspection 
process. 

I appreciate Chairman DIAZ-BALART’S 
leadership and his recognition of the 
importance of this office. I thank him 
for working with me on this amend- 
ment, particularly given the con- 
straints he is under while crafting this 
appropriations bill. 
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I understand we are in tough fiscal 
times; however, we need to ensure we 
do not strangle the unlimited potential 
of the commercial spaceflight industry. 
An important piece of this is ensuring 
that the Office of Commercial Space 
Transportation can keep up with the 
growth of this burgeoning industry. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment and the underlying legisla- 
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 


For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for acquisition, establishment, 
technical support services, improvement by 
contract or purchase, and hire of national 
airspace systems and experimental facilities 
and equipment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including initial acquisition of necessary 
sites by lease or grant; engineering and serv- 
ice testing, including construction of test fa- 
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant; construction and furnishing 
of quarters and related accommodations for 
officers and employees of the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration stationed at remote lo- 
calities where such accommodations are not 
available; and the purchase, lease, or trans- 
fer of aircraft from funds available under 
this heading, including aircraft for aviation 
regulation and certification; to be derived 
from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, 
$2,500,000,000, of which $460,000,000 shall re- 
main available until September 30, 2016, and 
$2,040,000,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2018: Provided, That there may 
be credited to this appropriation funds re- 
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources, 
for expenses incurred in the establishment, 
improvement, and modernization of national 
airspace systems: Provided further, That upon 
initial submission to the Congress of the fis- 
cal year 2017 President’s budget, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation shall transmit to 
the Congress a comprehensive capital invest- 
ment plan for the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration which includes funding for each 
budget line item for fiscal years 2017 through 
2021, with total funding for each year of the 
plan constrained to the funding targets for 
those years as estimated and approved by 
the Office of Management and Budget: Pro- 
vided further, That the amount herein appro- 
priated shall be reduced by $100,000 per day 
for each day after the initial submission of 
the fiscal year 2017 President’s budget that 
such report has not been submitted to Con- 
gress. 


RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 


For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, for research, engineering, and de- 
velopment, as authorized under part A of 
subtitle VII of title 49, United States Code, 
including construction of experimental fa- 
cilities and acquisition of necessary sites by 
lease or grant, $156,750,000, to be derived from 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and to 
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remain available until September 30, 2018: 
Provided, That there may be credited to this 
appropriation as offsetting collections, funds 
received from States, counties, municipali- 
ties, other public authorities, and private 
sources, which shall be available for ex- 
penses incurred for research, engineering, 
and development. 

GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND) 

For liquidation of obligations incurred for 
grants-in-aid for airport planning and devel- 
opment, and noise compatibility planning 
and programs as authorized under sub- 
chapter I of chapter 471 and subchapter I of 
chapter 475 of title 49, United States Code, 
and under other law authorizing such obliga- 
tions; for procurement, installation, and 
commissioning of runway incursion preven- 
tion devices and systems at airports of such 
title; for grants authorized under section 
41743 of title 49, United States Code; and for 
inspection activities and administration of 
airport safety programs, including those re- 
lated to airport operating certificates under 
section 44706 of title 49, United States Code, 
$3,600,000,000, to be derived from the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund and to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail- 
able for the planning or execution of pro- 
grams the obligations for which are in excess 
of $3,350,000,000 in fiscal year 2016, notwith- 
standing section 47117(g) of title 49, United 
States Code: Provided further, That none of 
the funds under this heading shall be avail- 
able for the replacement of baggage con- 
veyor systems, reconfiguration of terminal 
baggage areas, or other airport improve- 
ments that are necessary to install bulk ex- 
plosive detection systems: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, of funds limited under this heading, not 
more than $107,100,000 shall be obligated for 
administration, not less than $15,000,000 shall 
be available for the Airport Cooperative Re- 
search Program, and not less than $31,000,000 
shall be available for Airport Technology Re- 
search. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 110. None of the funds in this Act may 
be used to compensate in excess of 600 tech- 
nical staff-years under the federally funded 
research and development center contract 
between the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion and the Center for Advanced Aviation 
Systems Development during fiscal year 
2016. 

SEC. 111. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to pursue or adopt guidelines or reg- 
ulations requiring airport sponsors to pro- 
vide to the Federal Aviation Administration 
without cost building construction, mainte- 
nance, utilities and expenses, or space in air- 
port sponsor-owned buildings for services re- 
lating to air traffic control, air navigation, 
or weather reporting: Provided, That the pro- 
hibition of funds in this section does not 
apply to negotiations between the agency 
and airport sponsors to achieve agreement 
on below-market rates for these items or to 
grant assurances that require airport spon- 
sors to provide land without cost to the FAA 
for air traffic control facilities. 

SEC. 112. The Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration may reimburse 
amounts made available to satisfy 49 U.S.C. 
41742(a)(1) from fees credited under 49 U.S.C. 
45303 and any amount remaining in such ac- 
count at the close of that fiscal year may be 
made available to satisfy section 41742(a)(1) 
for the subsequent fiscal year. 


June 3, 2015 


Src. 113. Amounts collected under section 
40113(e) of title 49, United States Code, shall 
be credited to the appropriation current at 
the time of collection, to be merged with and 
available for the same purposes of such ap- 
propriation. 

SEC. 114. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for paying premium pay under 
subsection 5546(a) of title 5, United States 
Code, to any Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion employee unless such employee actually 
performed work during the time cor- 
responding to such premium pay. 

SEC. 115. None of the funds in this Act may 
be obligated or expended for an employee of 
the Federal Aviation Administration to pur- 
chase a store gift card or gift certificate 
through use of a Government-issued credit 
card. 

SEC. 116. None of the funds in this Act may 
be obligated or expended for retention bo- 
nuses for an employee of the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration without the prior writ- 
ten approval of the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration of the Department of Trans- 
portation. 

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, none of the funds made available 
under this Act or any prior Act may be used 
to implement or to continue to implement 
any limitation on the ability of any owner or 
operator of a private aircraft to obtain, upon 
a request to the Administrator of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration, a blocking of 
that owner’s or operator’s aircraft registra- 
tion number from any display of the Federal 
Aviation Administration’s Aircraft Situa- 
tional Display to Industry data that is made 
available to the public, except data made 
available to a Government agency, for the 
noncommercial flights of that owner or oper- 
ator. 

SEC. 118. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of 
more than 9 political and Presidential ap- 
pointees in the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion. 

SEC. 119. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to increase fees 
pursuant to section 44721 of title 49, United 
States Code, until the FAA provides to the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria- 
tions a report that justifies all fees related 
to aeronautical navigation products and ex- 
plains how such fees are consistent with Ex- 
ecutive Order 13642. 

SEC. 119A. None of the funds in this Act 
may be used to close a regional operations 
center of the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion or reduce its services unless the Admin- 
istrator notifies the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations not less than 90 
full business days in advance. 

SEC. 119B. None of the funds appropriated 
or limited by this Act may be used to change 
weight restrictions or prior permission rules 
at Teterboro airport in Teterboro, New Jer- 
sey. 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


Contingent upon enactment of authoriza- 
tion legislation, not to exceed $426,100,000, 
together with advances and reimbursements 
received by the Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration, shall be obligated for necessary ex- 
penses for administration and operation of 
the Federal Highway Administration. In ad- 
dition, not to exceed $3,248,000 shall be trans- 
ferred to the Appalachian Regional Commis- 
sion in accordance with section 104 of title 
23, United States Code. 


June 3, 2015 


FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 


Contingent upon enactment of authoriza- 
tion legislation, funds available for the im- 
plementation or execution of Federal-aid 
highway and highway safety construction 
programs authorized under titles 23 and 49, 
United States Code, and the provisions of 
such authorization legislation shall not ex- 
ceed total obligations of $40,256,000,000 for 
fiscal year 2016: Provided, That the Secretary 
may collect and spend fees, as authorized by 
title 23, United States Code, to cover the 
costs of services of expert firms, including 
counsel, in the field of municipal and project 
finance to assist in the underwriting and 
servicing of Federal credit instruments and 
all or a portion of the costs to the Federal 
Government of servicing such credit instru- 
ments: Provided further, That such fees are 
available until expended to pay for such 
costs: Provided further, That such amounts 
are in addition to administrative expenses 
that are also available for such purpose, and 
are not subject to any obligation limitation 
or the limitation on administrative expenses 
under section 608 of title 28, United States 
Code. 


(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 


Contingent upon enactment of authoriza- 
tion legislation, for the payment of obliga- 
tions incurred in carrying out Federal-aid 
highway and highway safety construction 
programs authorized under title 23, United 
States Code, $40,995,000,000 derived from the 
Highway Trust Fund (other than the Mass 
Transit Account), to remain available until 
expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 


SEC. 120. Contingent upon enactment of au- 
thorization legislation: 

(a) For fiscal year 2016, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall— 

(1) not distribute from the obligation limi- 
tation for Federal-aid highways— 

(A) amounts authorized for administrative 
expenses and programs by section 104(a) of 
title 23, United States Code; and 

(B) amounts authorized for the Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics; 

(2) not distribute an amount from the obli- 
gation limitation for Federal-aid highways 
that is equal to the unobligated balance of 
amounts— 

(A) made available from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac- 
count) for Federal-aid highway and highway 
safety construction programs for previous 
fiscal years the funds for which are allocated 
by the Secretary (or apportioned by the Sec- 
retary under sections 202 or 204 of title 23, 
United States Code); and 

(B) for which obligation limitation was 
provided in a previous fiscal year; 

(3) determine the proportion that— 

(A) the obligation limitation for Federal- 
aid highways, less the aggregate of amounts 
not distributed under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of this subsection; bears to 

(B) the total of the sums authorized to be 
appropriated for the Federal-aid highway 
and highway safety construction programs 
(other than sums authorized to be appro- 
priated for provisions of law described in 
paragraphs (1) through (11) of subsection (b) 
and sums authorized to be appropriated for 
section 119 of title 23, United States Code, 
equal to the amount referred to in sub- 
section (b)(12) for such fiscal year), less the 
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aggregate of the amounts not distributed 
under paragraphs (1) and (2) of this sub- 
section; 

(4) distribute the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2), for each of the programs (other 
than programs to which paragraph (1) ap- 
plies) that are allocated by the Secretary 
under such authorization legislation and 
title 23, United States Code, or apportioned 
by the Secretary under sections 202 or 204 of 
that title, by multiplying— 

(A) the proportion determined under para- 
graph (3); by 

(B) the amounts authorized to be appro- 
priated for each such program for such fiscal 
year; and 

(5) distribute the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways, less the aggregate 
amounts not distributed under paragraphs 
(1) and (2) and the amounts distributed under 
paragraph (4), for Federal-aid highway and 
highway safety construction programs that 
are apportioned by the Secretary under such 
authorization legislation or title 23, United 
States Code (other than the amounts appor- 
tioned for the National Highway Perform- 
ance Program in section 119 of title 23, 
United States Code, that are exempt from 
the limitation under subsection (b)(12) and 
the amounts apportioned under sections 202 
and 204 of that title) in the proportion that— 

(A) amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for the programs that are apportioned under 
title 23, United States Code, or such author- 
ization legislation to each State for such fis- 
cal year; bears to 

(B) the total of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for the programs that are 
apportioned under title 23, United States 
Code, or such authorization legislation to all 
States for such fiscal year. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS FROM OBLIGATION LIMITA- 
TION.—The obligation limitation for Federal- 
aid highways shall not apply to obligations 
under or for— 

(1) section 125 of title 23, United States 
Code; 

(2) section 147 of the Surface Transpor- 
tation Assistance Act of 1978 (23 U.S.C. 144 
note; 92 Stat. 2714); 

(3) section 9 of the Federal-Aid Highway 
Act of 1981 (95 Stat. 1701); 

(4) subsections (b) and (j) of section 131 of 
the Surface Transportation Assistance Act 
of 1982 (96 Stat. 2119); 

(5) subsections (b) and (c) of section 149 of 
the Surface Transportation and Uniform Re- 
location Assistance Act of 1987 (101 Stat. 198); 

(6) sections 1103 through 1108 of the Inter- 
modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 
of 1991 (105 Stat. 2027); 

(7) section 157 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect on June 8, 1998); 

(8) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect for fiscal years 1998 
through 2004, but only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 for each of those fiscal years); 

(9) Federal-aid highway programs for 
which obligation authority was made avail- 
able under the Transportation Equity Act 
for the 21st Century (112 Stat. 107) or subse- 
quent Acts for multiple years or to remain 
available until expended, but only to the ex- 
tent that the obligation authority has not 
lapsed or been used; 

(10) section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code (as in effect for fiscal years 2005 
through 2012, but only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000 for each of those fiscal years); 

(11) section 1603 of SAFETEA-LU (23 U.S.C. 
118 note; 119 Stat. 1248), to the extent that 
funds obligated in accordance with that sec- 
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tion were not subject to a limitation on obli- 
gations at the time at which the funds were 
initially made available for obligation; and 

(12) section 119 of title 23, United States 
Code (but, for each of fiscal years 2013 
through 2016, only in an amount equal to 
$639,000,000). 

(c) REDISTRIBUTION OF UNUSED OBLIGATION 
AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall, after August 1 of such 
fiscal year— 

(1) revise a distribution of the obligation 
limitation made available under subsection 
(a) if an amount distributed cannot be obli- 
gated during that fiscal year; and 

(2) redistribute sufficient amounts to those 
States able to obligate amounts in addition 
to those previously distributed during that 
fiscal year, giving priority to those States 
having large unobligated balances of funds 
apportioned under sections 144 (as in effect 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
Public Law 112-141) and 104 of title 23, United 
States Code. 


(d) APPLICABILITY OF OBLIGATION LIMITA- 
TIONS TO TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRO- 
GRAMS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the obligation limitation for 
Federal-aid highways shall apply to contract 
authority for transportation research pro- 
grams carried out under— 

(A) chapter 5 of title 23, United States 
Code; and 

(B) the transportation research programs 
sections of such authorization legislation. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Obligation authority made 
available under paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) remain available for a period of 4 fiscal 
years; and 

(B) be in addition to the amount of any 
limitation imposed on obligations for Fed- 
eral-aid highway and highway safety con- 
struction programs for future fiscal years. 


(e) REDISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN AUTHORIZED 
FUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of distribution of obligation 
limitation under subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary shall distribute to the States any 
funds (excluding funds authorized for the 
program under section 202 of title 23, United 
States Code) that— 

(A) are authorized to be appropriated for 
such fiscal year for Federal-aid highway pro- 
grams; and 

(B) the Secretary determines will not be 
allocated to the States (or will not be appor- 
tioned to the States under section 204 of title 
23, United States Code), and will not be 
available for obligation, for such fiscal year 
because of the imposition of any obligation 
limitation for such fiscal year. 

(2) RATIO.—Funds shall be distributed 
under paragraph (1) in the same proportion 
as the distribution of obligation authority 
under subsection (a)(5). 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—Funds distributed to 
each State under paragraph (1) shall be 
available for any purpose described in sec- 
tion 183(b) of title 23, United States Code. 


SEC. 121. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, 
funds received by the Bureau of Transpor- 
tation Statistics from the sale of data prod- 
ucts, for necessary expenses incurred pursu- 
ant to chapter 63 of title 49, United States 
Code, may be credited to the Federal-aid 
highways account for the purpose of reim- 
bursing the Bureau for such expenses: Pro- 
vided, That such funds shall be subject to the 
obligation limitation for Federal-aid high- 
way and highway safety construction pro- 
grams. 
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SEC. 122. Not less than 15 days prior to 
waiving, under his or her statutory author- 
ity, any Buy America requirement for Fed- 
eral-aid highways projects, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall make an informal pub- 
lic notice and comment opportunity on the 
intent to issue such waiver and the reasons 
therefor: Provided, That the Secretary shall 
provide an annual report to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations on 
any waivers granted under the Buy America 
requirements. 


SEC. 123. None of the funds in this Act to 
the Department of Transportation may be 
used to provide credit assistance unless not 
less than 3 days before any application ap- 
proval to provide credit assistance under sec- 
tions 603 and 604 of title 23, United States 
Code, the Secretary of Transportation pro- 
vides notification in writing to the following 
committees: the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations; the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works and the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing and Urban Af- 
fairs of the Senate; and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives: Provided, That 
such notification shall include, but not be 
limited to, the name of the project sponsor; 
a description of the project; whether credit 
assistance will be provided as a direct loan, 
loan guarantee, or line of credit; and the 
amount of credit assistance. 


SEC. 124. Section 127 of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 


‘(m) LONGER COMBINATION VEHICLES IN 
IDAHO.—No limit or other prohibition under 
this section, except as provided in this sub- 
section, applies to a longer combination ve- 
hicle operating on a segment of the Inter- 
state System in the State of Idaho if such 
vehicle— 

“(1) has a gross vehicle weight of 129,000 
pounds or less; 

“*(2) complies with the single axle, tandem 
axle, and bridge formula limits set forth in 
subsection (a); and 

“*(3) is authorized to operate on such seg- 
ment under Idaho State Law.”. 


SEC. 125. Section 31111(b)(1)(A) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
“or of less than 28 feet on a semitrailer or 
trailer operating in a truck tractor- 
semitrailer-trailer combination,” and insert- 
ing ‘‘or, notwithstanding section 31112, of 
less than 33 feet on a semitrailer or trailer 
operating in a truck tractor-semitrailer- 
trailer combination,”. 


SEC. 126. EXEMPTION.— 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 31112(c)(5) of title 
49, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking “Nebraska may” and insert- 
ing “Nebraska and Kansas may”; and 

(2) by striking “the State of Nebraska” 
and inserting “the relevant state”. 


(b) CONFORMING AND TECHNICAL AMEND- 
MENTS.—Section 31112(c) of such title is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the subsection designation 
and heading and inserting the following: 


‘“(c) SPECIAL RULES FOR WYOMING, OHIO, 
ALASKA, IOWA, NEBRASKA, AND KANSAS.—”; 

(2) by striking ‘‘; and” at the end of para- 
graph (3) and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘; and’’. 


SEc. 127. Section 130(e)(1) of title 23, United 
States Code, is amended by striking 
‘*$220,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$350,000,000’’. 
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FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY OPERATIONS AND 
PROGRAMS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza- 
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in the implementation, execution 
and administration of motor carrier safety 
operations and programs pursuant to section 
31104(i) of title 49, United States Code, and 
sections 4127 and 4134 of Public Law 109-59, as 
amended by Public Law 112-141, and as ex- 
tended by Public Law 113-159, $259,000,000, to 
be derived from the Highway Trust Fund 
(other than the Mass Transit Account), to- 
gether with advances and reimbursements 
received by the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration, the sum of which shall re- 
main available until expended: Provided, 
That funds available for implementation, 
execution or administration of motor carrier 
safety operations and programs authorized 
under title 49, United States Code, and sec- 
tions 4127 and 4134 of Public Law 109-59, as 
amended by Public Law 112-141, and as ex- 
tended by Public Law 113-159, shall not ex- 
ceed total obligations of $259,000,000 for 
“Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Pro- 
grams” for fiscal year 2016, of which 
$9,000,000, to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2018, is for the research 
and technology program, and of which 
$34,545,000, to remain available for obligation 
until September 30, 2018, is for information 
management: Provided further, That $1,000,000 
shall be made available for commercial 
motor vehicle operator grants to carry out 
section 4134 of Public Law 109-59, as amended 
by Public Law 112-141, and as extended by 
Public Law 113-159. 

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza- 
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in carrying out sections 31102, 
31104(a), 31106, 31107, 31109, 31309, 31313 of title 
49, United States Code, and sections 4126 and 
4128 of Public Law 109-59, as amended by 
Public Law 112-141, as extended by Public 
Law 113-159, $313,000,000, to be derived from 
the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) and to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That funds 
available for the implementation or execu- 
tion of motor carrier safety programs shall 
not exceed total obligations of $313,000,000 in 
fiscal year 2016 for “Motor Carrier Safety 
Grants”; of which $218,000,000 shall be avail- 
able for the motor carrier safety assistance 
program, $30,000,000 shall be available for 
commercial driver's license program im- 
provement grants, $32,000,000 shall be avail- 
able for border enforcement grants, $5,000,000 
shall be available for performance and reg- 
istration information system management 
grants, $25,000,000 shall be available for the 
commercial vehicle information systems and 
networks deployment program, and $3,000,000 
shall be available for safety data improve- 
ment grants: Provided further, That, of the 
funds made available herein for the motor 
carrier safety assistance program, $32,000,000 
shall be available for audits of new entrant 
motor carriers. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL MOTOR 
CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

SEC. 130. Funds appropriated or limited in 

this Act shall be subject to the terms and 
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conditions stipulated in section 350 of Public 
Law 107-87 and section 6901 of Public Law 
110-28. 

SEC. 131. The Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration shall send notice of 49 CFR 
section 385.308 violations by certified mail, 
registered mail, or another manner of deliv- 
ery, which records the receipt of the notice 
by the persons responsible for the violations. 

SEC. 132. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by this Act or any 
other Act may be used to implement, admin- 
ister, or enforce sections 395.3(c) and 395.3(d) 
of title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, and 
such section shall have no force or effect on 
submission of the final report issued by the 
Secretary, as required by section 133 of Divi- 
sion K of Public Law 113-235, unless the Sec- 
retary and the Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Transportation each review and 
determine that the final report— 

(1) meets the statutory requirements set 
forth in such section; and 

(2) establishes that commercial motor ve- 
hicle drivers who operated under the restart 
provisions in effect between July 1, 2013, and 
the day before the date of enactment of such 
Public Law demonstrated statistically sig- 
nificant improvement in all outcomes re- 
lated to safety, operator fatigue, driver 
health and longevity, and work schedules, in 
comparison to commercial motor vehicle 
drivers who operated under the restart provi- 
sions in effect on June 30, 2013. 

SEC. 133. None of the funds limited or oth- 
erwise made available under the heading 
“Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Pro- 
grams” may be used to deny an application 
to renew a Hazardous Materials Safety Pro- 
gram permit for a motor carrier based on 
that carrier's Hazardous Materials Out-of- 
Service rate, unless the carrier has the op- 
portunity to submit a written description of 
corrective actions taken, and other docu- 
mentation the carrier wishes the Secretary 
to consider, including submitting a correc- 
tive action plan, and the Secretary deter- 
mines the actions or plan is insufficient to 
address the safety concerns that resulted in 
that Hazardous Materials Out-of-Service 
rate. 

SEC. 134. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to develop, issue, or 
implement any regulation that increases lev- 
els of minimum financial responsibility for 
transporting passengers or property as in ef- 
fect on January 1, 2014, under regulations 
issued pursuant to sections 31138 and 31139 of 
title 49, United States Code. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CARTWRIGHT 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, I 
rise to offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike section 134. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, 
tonight I urge the adoption of my 
amendment, which would allow the 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Adminis- 
tration to continue its congressionally 
mandated ongoing work to improve 
safety and accountability in the truck- 
ing and bus industry. I do so out of a 
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concern that we need to exhibit com- 
mon sense in what we do. We need to be 
fiscally prudent, we need to promote 
safe highways in our Nation, and we 
need to recognize the importance of 
promoting personal responsibility and 
accountability. 

My amendment would strike a sec- 
tion of this bill that would halt the 
FMCSA’s work toward issuing a rule 
that would make our highways safer 
for everyone by creating an incentive 
for motor carriers to make safety a 
greater priority. We have to allow the 
FMCSA to proceed with the develop- 
ment of a rule to increase insurance 
minimums for motor carriers, which 
have not been updated in, fully, 35 
years in this Nation and, thus, have be- 
come outdated to the point of useless- 
ness. 

The first point I make is that it is 
simply common sense that we adjust 
for inflation. Not adjusting for infla- 
tion for 35 years is not prudent, and it 
makes no sense. It allows carriers to 
travel on our Nation’s highways in a fi- 
nancially irresponsible manner, in a 
manner that would allow them not to 
be accountable for whatever harm they 
might cause. 

Adjusting for inflation is common 
sense. It is also fiscally prudent, be- 
cause what happens? Right now in this 
Nation, tractor-trailers are allowed to 
travel around with $750,000 of liability 
insurance. The FMCSA is studying 
that number to see what it should be 
updated to after 35 years. $750,000 is not 
enough money. 

Just this morning in my district in 
northeastern Pennsylvania, there was 
a horrendous truck and bus accident in 
which three people were killed and a 
dozen others were seriously injured. 
When three people are killed, asking 
their families to share $750,000 is not 
fiscally responsible. Look who pays the 
difference. 

If somebody is killed or if somebody 
is rendered, for example, a paraplegic, 
they are going to incur incredible 
amounts of medical bills; they are not 
going to be able to work. Who picks up 
the difference when that happens? It is 
the Social Security system, it is the 
Medicare system, it is John Q. Tax- 
payer that ends up paying the bill 
when the trucking company doesn’t 
have enough insurance to pay the dam- 
ages. 

That is why it is fiscally prudent 
that we allow the FMCSA to continue 
its important work, and it is important 
work that was mandated by the MAP- 
21 bill that required the FMCSA to do 
this work. 

It also promotes safe highways, be- 
cause if we raise insurance minimums 
up to modern and responsible levels, 
that means insurance companies will 
have to engage in actual real under- 
writing. They will have to go out from 
the home office and visit the head- 
quarters of trucking companies to 
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make sure they are acting properly and 
safely and responsibly. If they do that, 
if you want to buy insurance at reason- 
able levels, you have to act safely. 

Finally, Madam Chair, this is about 
personal responsibility. If you don’t 
have enough insurance, you get away 
without being personally responsible 
when these horrendous crashes happen. 

Madam Chair, I yield to Mr. PRICE for 
a colloquy. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
want to commend him for offering this 
amendment. 

Madam Chair, as he has stressed very 
effectively, this is simply irrational to 
freeze these claims where they were in 
the early 1980s, and it also defies our 
own body’s directions to the DOT to 
look at this and to think about what 
kind of future changes might be in 
order. This simply preempts that whole 
process; is that right? 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. That is correct. 
For that very reason, I urge everyone 
to support my amendment to allow the 
FMCSA to finish its important work of 
examining and developing a rule that is 
critical to preventing devastating 
trucking accidents and keeping our 
highways safe and secure for everyone. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Madam Chair, I 
claim time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Madam Chair, I oppose this amend- 
ment. As is frequently the case in 
Washington, D.C., the proposed rules 
requiring truckers to increase their li- 
ability insurance is a solution in 
search of a problem. The provision cur- 
rently included in the bill must re- 
main. It must remain because it pro- 
tects job creators so they can stay in 
business. When you consider that 99.9 
percent of crashes are already covered 
by existing insurance requirements, 
you can see that increasing insurance 
and, thus, costs at the expense of jobs 
is just not a credible solution. 

Safety is important. We all know 
that. We all want to make sure that 
our roadways are safe. But the Depart- 
ment of Transportation readily admits 
that raising the cost does not nec- 
essarily improve safety. The DOT’s 
own study expresses a crippling revela- 
tion to proponents of a cost increase on 
our job creators. There may be more ef- 
fective ways that reduce crashes at a 
lower cost. 

Bottom line, we need to strike a bal- 
ance. If the proposed regulations went 
into effect, our smaller trucking com- 
panies in Iowa and other rural areas in 
States around the country would be 
unable to absorb the increased costs, 
and it could threaten their ability to 
stay in business. Too frequently in this 
town we are working to fix the mis- 
takes that were made by so-called 
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Washington solutions. I strongly en- 
courage the rejection of this amend- 
ment tonight. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, on 
the one point about 99.9 percent of 
crashes settling within existing insur- 
ance minimums, there we have the op- 
ponents of my amendment speaking 
really out of both sides of their mouth, 
because if they say it is so rare that a 
crash will cost more than the min- 
imum insurance, then what that means 
is that the expense of insuring against 
that minimal risk has to be minimal 
itself, but these are the same people 
saying that it will be a crippling addi- 
tional insurance premium. It doesn’t 
make sense. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY). 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Chair, I, too, op- 
pose this amendment. Increasing insur- 
ance requirements will not improve 
highway safety. I mean, what incentive 
does it create? How does increasing the 
insurance requirement improve safety? 
It is not backed by any sound data. 

The agency’s own data shows that 
current requirements cover damages in 
more—more—than 99 percent of all 
crashes. Think about that, more than 
99 percent of all crashes. But to the 
gentleman’s point, my friend from 
Pennsylvania, the agency is planning 
on tying these requirements to medical 
inflation, and that results in increases 
of 500 percent or more. Think about 
that, medical inflation, this adminis- 
tration. I mean, isn’t that the height of 
irony? I thought they were driving the 
cost of medical inflation down. That is 
another whole story. 

The fact is the industry has a re- 
markable safety record compared to all 
commercial motor vehicles. As a mat- 
ter of fact, motor coaches average only 
20 fatalities per year and schoolbuses 
only 5. Now, that is not meant to mini- 
mize those losses because every life is 
precious, but in a highway environ- 
ment that produces 35,000 fatalities per 
year, the DOT study did not even con- 
sider accident data, claims data, or 
talk to insurance carriers about the 
impacts of increasing insurance or 
whether there is even a need for it. 

Indeed, this is a solution that is look- 
ing for a problem, a problem that does 
not exist. I urge the Members to vote 
“no” on this amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. I urge my col- 
leagues to oppose this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CART- 
WRIGHT). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 
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Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 135. None of the funds made available 
by this Act or previous appropriations Acts 
under the heading ‘‘Motor Carrier Safety Op- 
erations and Programs” shall be used to pay 
for costs associated with design, develop- 
ment, testing, or implementation of a wire- 
less roadside inspection program until 180 
days after the Secretary of Transportation 
certifies to the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations that such program 
does not conflict with existing non-Federal 
electronic screening systems, create capa- 
bilities already available, or require addi- 
tional statutory authority to incorporate 
generated inspection data into safety deter- 
minations or databases, and has restrictions 
to specifically address privacy concerns of 
affected motor carriers and operators: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this section shall be 
construed as affecting the Department’s on- 
going research efforts in this area. 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 

For expenses necessary to discharge the 
functions of the Secretary, with respect to 
traffic and highway safety authorized under 
chapter 301 and part C of subtitle VI of title 
49, United States Code, $150,000,000, of which 
$20,000,000 shall remain available through 
September 30, 2017. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia). The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 40, line 12, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(reduced by $1,200,000)”. 

Page 142, line 9, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(increased by $500,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 
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Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment which 
seeks to bolster funds for the inspector 
general of the National Railroad Pas- 
senger Corporation, or Amtrak. 

I am a strong proponent of govern- 
ment oversight, and I believe the revel- 
atory work of the inspector general 
should be staunchly supported within 
each agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Today, given the dismal financial 
record of Amtrak through its history, 
compounded with recent safety fail- 
ures, it is clear that the scrupulous, ob- 
jective oversight of the inspector gen- 
eral is needed for this agency now more 
than ever. 

This amendment redirects $500,000 to 
the Amtrak Office of the Inspector 
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General salaries and expenses account 
to bring it up to the budget request 
level. 

Since the Inspector General Act was 
passed into law, the IG community has 
saved taxpayers billions of dollars and 
has uncovered countless examples of 
wrongdoing in the Federal Govern- 
ment. The inspector general commu- 
nity does good work. Let’s give them 
the resources they need. 

The committee has noted the good 
work of the Amtrak OIG in the com- 
mittee report, stating: “The OIG’s ef- 
forts have resulted in valuable studies 
and recommendations for this com- 
mittee and for the Corporation that 
have yielded cost savings and manage- 
ment improvements. These studies 
have been in a number of areas, includ- 
ing food and beverage service, capital 
planning, overtime, and fraud.”’ 

I commend the committee for the 
work they have done to support effi- 
cient and effective government. 

This amendment is directly in line 
with the high value the committee 
places on the thorough work of the OIG 
and will ensure additional trans- 
parency and accountability within Am- 
trak. 

There is a wide agreement about the 
need to reform, streamline, and im- 
prove Amtrak. A valuable first step in 
that reform is supporting the objective, 
rigorous auditing information which 
the OIG is uniquely qualified to 
produce. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
support of government accountability 
by giving the Amtrak OIG the re- 
sources they need to identify the 
waste, fraud, and abuse within a gov- 
ernment agency that is in desperate 
need of reform. 

I thank the chairman and the rank- 
ing member for their leadership on this 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza- 
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in carrying out the provisions of 23 
U.S.C. 403, and chapter 303 of title 49, United 
States Code, $125,000,000, to be derived from 
the Highway Trust Fund (other than the 
Mass Transit Account) and to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That none of 
the funds in this Act shall be available for 
the planning or execution of programs the 
total obligations for which, in fiscal year 
2016, are in excess of $125,000,000, of which 
$120,000,000 shall be for programs authorized 
under 23 U.S.C. 403 and $5,000,000 shall be for 
the National Driver Register authorized 
under chapter 303 of title 49, United States 
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Code: Provided further, That within the 
$120,000,000 obligation limitation for oper- 
ations and research, $20,000,000 shall remain 
available until September 30, 2017, and shall 
be in addition to the amount of any limita- 
tion imposed on obligations for future years: 
Provided further, That $6,500,000 of the total 
obligation limitation for operations and re- 
search in fiscal year 2016 shall be applied to- 
ward unobligated balances of contract au- 
thority provided in prior Acts for carrying 
out the provisions of 23 U.S.C. 403, and chap- 
ter 303 of title 49, United States Code. 
HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent on the enactment of authoriza- 
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in carrying out provisions of 23 
U.S.C. 402 and 405, section 2009 of Public Law 
109-59, as amended by Public Law 112-141, 
and section 31101(a)(6) of Public Law 112-141, 
to remain available until expended, 
$561,500,000, to be derived from the Highway 
Trust Fund (other than the Mass Transit Ac- 
count): Provided, That none of the funds in 
this Act shall be available for the planning 
or execution of programs the total obliga- 
tions for which, in fiscal year 2016, are in ex- 
cess of $561,500,000 for programs authorized 
under 23 U.S.C. 402 and 405, section 2009 of 
Public Law 109-59, as amended by Public Law 
112-141, and section 31101(a)(6) of Public Law 
112-141, of which $235,000,000 shall be for 
“Highway Safety Programs” under 23 U.S.C. 
402; $272,000,000 shall be for ‘‘National Pri- 
ority Safety Programs” under 23 U.S.C. 405; 
$29,000,000 shall be for the “High Visibility 
Enforcement Program” under section 2009 of 
Public Law 109-59, as amended by Public Law 
112-141; $25,500,000 shall be for ‘‘Administra- 
tive Expenses” under section 31101(a)(6) of 
Public Law 112-141: Provided further, That 
none of these funds shall be used for con- 
struction, rehabilitation, or remodeling 
costs, or for office furnishings and fixtures 
for State, local or private buildings or struc- 
tures: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$500,000 of the funds made available for ‘‘Na- 
tional Priority Safety Programs” under 23 
U.S.C. 405 for “Impaired Driving Counter- 
measures” (as described in subsection (d) of 
that section) shall be available for technical 
assistance to the States: Provided further, 
That with respect to the “Transfers” provi- 
sion under 23 U.S.C. 405(a)(1)(G), any 
amounts transferred to increase the amounts 
made available under section 402 shall in- 
clude the obligation authority for such 
amounts: Provided further, That the Adminis- 
trator shall notify the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations of any exer- 
cise of the authority granted under the pre- 
vious proviso or under 23 U.S.C. 405(a)(1)(G) 
within 60 days. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—NATIONAL 
HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 140. An additional $130,000 shall be 

made available to the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, out of the 
amount limited for section 402 of title 23, 
United States Code, to pay for travel and re- 
lated expenses for State management re- 
views and to pay for core competency devel- 
opment training and related expenses for 
highway safety staff. 

SEC. 141. The limitations on obligations for 
the programs of the National Highway Traf- 
fic Safety Administration set in this Act 
shall not apply to obligations for which obli- 
gation authority was made available in pre- 
vious public laws but only to the extent that 
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the obligation authority has not lapsed or 
been used. 

SEC. 142. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used to implement section 404 of title 23, 
United States Code. 

SEC. 143. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to obligate or award 
funds for the National Highway Traffic Safe- 
ty Administration’s National Roadside Sur- 
vey. 

Suc. 144. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to mandate global 
positioning system (GPS) tracking in private 
passenger motor vehicles without providing 
full and appropriate consideration of privacy 
concerns under 5 U.S.C. chapter 5, sub- 
chapter II. 

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 
SAFETY AND OPERATIONS 

For necessary expenses of the Federal Rail- 
road Administration, not otherwise provided 
for, $186,870,000, of which $15,400,000 shall re- 
main available until expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 44, line 18, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $16,930,000)”. 

Page 52, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $83,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from New Jersey and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment that will 
bolster our Nation’s rail safety and op- 
erations. 

First, I would like to thank the gen- 
tleman from Florida for his dedication 
and important work on this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the number of train 
derailments and accidents in our local 
communities is a growing concern 
among my constituents and Americans 
all across the country. 

In the first 2 months of 2015, there 
were 18 Amtrak accidents, as well as 
recent oil train derailments in West 
Virginia and in North Dakota. Most re- 
cently, Mr. Chairman, an Amtrak train 
crash in Philadelphia killed eight peo- 
ple and injured dozens more. 

In New Jersey alone, there are 2,400 
miles of freight lines and over 1,000 pas- 
senger rail miles, and we must ensure, 
Mr. Chairman, that these existing lines 
are operating safely. 

So what do we have here? My amend- 
ment fully funds the Federal Railroad 
Administration’s safety and operations 
account without increasing spending in 
the underlying bill. The FRA’s safety 
and operations account provides fund- 
ing for the FRA’s safety program ac- 
tivities related to passenger and 
freight railroads. 

So how do we do this? By reallo- 
cating a mere 4 percent of funding from 
capital investment grants, we can fund 
the safe operation of our Nation’s 
trains at the President’s requested lev- 
els. 
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Mr. Chairman, we do not build a new 
section onto our house if our roof is 
caving in. So we should not be adding 
on to these systems if they are caving 
in or failing. 

So why are we funding new projects 
before we ensure that our current rail 
lines have enough dollars, enough fund- 
ing for their safety? 

My amendment would simply 
prioritize safety and maintenance of 
our existing infrastructure over the 
ribbon-cutting ceremonies associated 
with system expansion. 

In light of the recent upsurge in 
deadly rail accidents, now is the time 
to adequately fund the safety and oper- 
ations of our trains. Additionally, with 
our rising national debt, it is very im- 
portant that we remain fiscally respon- 
sible and prioritize how we spend our 
constituents’ hard-earned tax dollars. 

That is why, in conclusion, my 
amendment does not increase spending, 
but only prioritizes a commonsense di- 
rective. And so I urge my colleagues to 
support my amendment to fund train 
safety, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
while I know and I am absolutely cer- 
tain that the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey’s heart is in the right place, unfor- 
tunately, I cannot support the offset. 

The committee carefully calculated 
the New Start numbers to be able to 
accommodate the signed FFGAs and 
Small Starts Grant Agreements at the 
beginning of the fiscal year, andI ama 
firm believer that once you sign a 
grant, once you make that commit- 
ment, we should honor it. This reduc- 
tion would impact those signed agree- 
ments, so I reluctantly oppose this 
amendment. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. PRICE), the ranking member. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding, and I want to echo his opposi- 
tion to this amendment, although I do 
commend Mr. GARRETT for his focus on 
safety and operations. I, too, would 
like to raise that appropriation to the 
request level. That is a good objective. 

There are a couple of problems here, 
though. One, is that because of dif- 
ferences in outlay rates, to pick up $17 
million on the safety and operations 
side you have to cut $83 million from 
the transit New Starts. That has to do 
with differences in outlay rates. But 
the fact is, it is a substantial cut. And 
these New Starts in the bill, I remind 
colleagues, are already $1.3 billion 
below the President’s request. They are 
$198 million below what we have this 
year. 

These are badly underfunded items. 
So we simply, again, are robbing Peter 
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to pay Paul. But because of the dis- 
proportionate impact here, and the fact 
that New Starts are already so 
underresourced, I reluctantly oppose 
this amendment. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, two 
points. The first is, I understand the 
gentleman’s opposition on procedural 
grounds as far as the differences in out- 
lays and what have you. But when you 
go back home and talk to your district 
and say you are trying to do something 
for safety, as we are in this case, and 
you say: Well, the reason we can’t do 
this is the procedural aspect of outlays 
versus the actual amount of money 
going in and the amount of money 
being cut, and so on and so forth, and 
you go through all the rubric and the 
matrix that we use around here and all 
the buzz words on the floor to try to 
explain things, the eyes of the people 
back home glaze over, rightfully so, be- 
cause they say: Those are your rules, 
not ours. Why don’t you just get some- 
thing done. 

What they are asking to get done is 
rail safety. And that is what this 
amendment does. 

I just want to end with one quote. 
Back in 2010, the head of the FTA—at 
that time, the administrator was Peter 
Rogoff—chastised local transit agen- 
cies for promoting rail construction for 
so many new rail lines. He said on one 
hand, agencies were unable to maintain 
the rail lines they already had. The 
FTA had recently at that point esti- 
mated that rail transit systems suf- 
fered from close to a $60 billion mainte- 
nance backlog—and the backlog was 
growing even then. 

And he said this: “If you can’t afford 
to operate the systems you have,” he 
asked the agencies, ‘‘why does it make 
sense for us to partner with you in new 
expansions?”” 

That is a great question. If they can't 
fix up what is already out there and all 
the problems on the rail lines out there 
on important things like safety, then 
why on Earth are we spending all these 
tens of millions of dollars on brand new 
programs that we know that they are 
not going to be able to maintain as 
well? Let's do first things first. 

As I said in my little example before, 
if your roof is collapsing on your 
house, you don't add a new deck, you 
don't put in a new pool, you don't put 
in a paved new driveway, you don't do 
anything else. You repair the roof, first 
and foremost, and then everything else 
comes after that. 

And that is really all I am asking. 
Let's maintain the safety, first and 
foremost, so that everyone riding on 
the rails can feel confident that they 
are operating right. Then, after that, 
let's come back here to the floor and 
fix up the other funding mechanism for 
new programs and what have you, and 
go forward. 
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Right now, let’s make sure that our 
constituents back home can feel con- 
fident every time they ride on a transit 
system, be it a bus or train or some- 
thing else, that they know that it is 
adequately funded and taken care of 
and maintained. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR- 
RETT). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary expenses for railroad re- 
search and development, $39,100,000, to re- 
main available until expended. 
RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT 
FINANCING PROGRAM 


The Secretary of Transportation is au- 
thorized to issue direct loans and loan guar- 
antees pursuant to sections 501 through 504 
of the Railroad Revitalization and Regu- 
latory Reform Act of 1976 (Public Law 94- 
210), as amended, such authority to exist as 
long as any such direct loan or loan guar- 
antee is outstanding. Provided, That pursu- 
ant to section 502 of such Act, as amended, 
no new direct loans or loan guarantee com- 
mitments shall be made using Federal funds 
for the credit risk premium during fiscal 
year 2016. 

OPERATING GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL 
RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 


To enable the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation to make quarterly grants to the Na- 
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation, in 
amounts based on the Secretary's assess- 
ment of the Corporation's seasonal cash flow 
requirements, for the operation of intercity 
passenger rail, as authorized by section 101 
of the Passenger Rail Investment and Im- 
provement Act of 2008 (division B of Public 
Law 110-432), $288,500,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That the amounts 
available under this paragraph shall be 
available for the Secretary to approve fund- 
ing to cover operating losses for the Corpora- 
tion only after receiving and reviewing a 
grant request for each specific train route: 
Provided further, That each such grant re- 
quest shall be accompanied by a detailed fi- 
nancial analysis, revenue projection, and 
capital expenditure projection justifying the 
Federal support to the Secretary's satisfac- 
tion: Provided further, That not later than 60 
days after enactment of this Act, the Cor- 
poration shall transmit, in electronic for- 
mat, to the Secretary and the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations the 
annual budget, business plan, the 5-Year Fi- 
nancial Plan for fiscal year 2016 required 
under section 204 of the Passenger Rail In- 
vestment and Improvement Act of 2008 and 
the comprehensive fleet plan for all Amtrak 
rolling stock: Provided further, That the 
budget, business plan and the 5-Year Finan- 
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cial Plan shall include annual information 
on the maintenance, refurbishment, replace- 
ment, and expansion for all Amtrak rolling 
stock consistent with the comprehensive 
fleet plan: Provided further, That the Cor- 
poration shall provide monthly performance 
reports in an electronic format which shall 
describe the work completed to date, any 
changes to the business plan, and the reasons 
for such changes as well as progress against 
the milestones and target dates of the 2012 
performance improvement plan: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Corporation’s budget, business 
plan, 5-Year Financial Plan, semiannual re- 
ports, monthly reports, comprehensive fleet 
plan and all supplemental reports or plans 
comply with requirements in Public Law 112- 
55: Provided further, That none of the funds 
provided in this Act may be used to support 
any route on which Amtrak offers a dis- 
counted fare of more than 50 percent off the 
normal peak fare: Provided further, That the 
preceding proviso does not apply to routes 
where the operating loss as a result of the 
discount is covered by a State and the State 
participates in the setting of fares. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. TITUS 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 45, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by 
$1,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Nevada and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Nevada. 
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Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today with this very simple amend- 
ment. It is one that is meant to shed 
light on inadequate investments that 
are being made in our Nation’s pas- 
senger rail service. 

The bill before us appropriates nearly 
$16 billion for aviation, over $40 billion 
for our roads, over $10 billion for public 
transit, but just $1.1 billion for our Na- 
tion’s passenger rail service. 

I represent Las Vegas, where we im- 
port everything from tourists to lob- 
sters, so we certainly understand the 
importance of transportation mobility. 

It is interesting, many international 
and domestic travelers alike are 
shocked to learn, when they are com- 
ing to Las Vegas, that a major metro- 
politan city, home to more than 2 mil- 
lion residents and playground and 
boardroom to over 42 million visitors a 
year, we just don’t have access to pas- 
senger rail service. 

Visitors from Europe or Asia are ac- 
customed to taking trains from one 
city to another, and they face a sad re- 
ality when traveling to Las Vegas from 
other Southwestern tourist destina- 
tions. 

From Los Angeles, for example, you 
would have to take a 7-hour train ride 
that drops you off in Kingman, Ari- 
zona, at 1:30 in the morning. There, you 
would have to find the bus station, 
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which is 4 miles away, get on a bus at 
4 in the morning to travel another 3 
hours to downtown Las Vegas. That is 
just crazy. 

The last Amtrak train on the Desert 
Wind line departed the back of the 
Plaza Hotel in May of 1997, bound for 
Los Angeles. 

Well, a lot has changed since the late 
1990s. Over the last 17 years, southern 
Nevada’s population has grown by a 
million new residents, and 10 million 
more visitors travel to southern Ne- 
vada annually, putting enormous 
strain on our area’s highways and the 
airport, which is among the top 10 busi- 
est airports in the country. 

More than 42,000 vehicles also cross 
the I-15 border between California and 
Nevada daily. If you have traveled 
along that busy stretch of road, you 
know the kind of traffic nightmares 
that you might encounter. 

In fact, I recently spoke with an air- 
line pilot who frequently makes the 
short flight between Los Angeles and 
Las Vegas, and he remarked that you 
can’t get lost. All you have to do is fol- 
low the red brake lights on I-15 all the 
way to McCarran. 

We can and we must do better; but 
this isn’t just about Las Vegas. Cities 
like Phoenix, Arizona; Nashville, Ten- 
nessee; Columbus, Ohio; Louisville, 
Kentucky; and Boise, Idaho, don’t have 
passenger rail service either. 

In addition, there is no direct rail 
service between major metropolitan 
areas like Houston and Dallas, Atlanta 
and Orlando, and Kansas City and 
Oklahoma City. I believe that expand- 
ing rail service to unserved commu- 
nities like those in southern Nevada 
should be a priority, but, unfortu- 
nately, this legislation before us does 
not really get us there. 

At the end of April, I organized a 
roundtable back in my district to dis- 
cuss the need to restore passenger serv- 
ice to Las Vegas, and I was really sur- 
prised by the high level of interest 
from local stakeholders. 

We had participants from our State 
and local transportation authorities, 
the gaming and hotel industries, the 
chamber of commerce, labor unions 
and economic development organiza- 
tions, all in agreement that southern 
Nevada should have passenger rail 
service as part of our long-term eco- 
nomic viability plans. This type of de- 
velopment is a regional and should be a 
national priority. 

Now, a lot of attention has been paid 
to the Northeast corridor, where trav- 
elers frequent Amtrak service along 
the East Coast, but we should not for- 
get that it was the railroad that built 
the West and still, today, remains a 
critical piece of our transportation net- 
work. 

China is investing $128 million in rail 
in 2015 alone and India, $137 billion over 
the next 5 years; yet we are investing 
only $1.1 billion. 
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Mr. Chairman, since this amendment 
really has no monetary impact, I would 
respectfully ask that you accept it. It 
is my hope that we recognize this mode 
of transportation that is so tied to our 
Nation’s history and that we can con- 
tinue to work together to see that it 
gets the attention and support that it 
deserves. 

Thank you very much for your time 
and your consideration. I hope that, to- 
gether, we can work to be sure that 
passenger rail service is expanded 
throughout the country and especially 
in the Southwest. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Nevada (Ms. TITUS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS OF 
ALABAMA 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 45, strike line 6 and all that follows 
through page 47, line 3. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Alabama and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair- 
man, America recently suffered four 
straight trillion dollar deficits. In the 
past few months, America’s debt blew 
through the $18 trillion mark. 

America pays over $200 billion per 
year in debt service, which is more 
than four times what the Federal Gov- 
ernment spends on highways, bridges, 
and interstates each year. America’s 
Comptroller General warns that Amer- 
ica’s deficits and debt paths are 
unsustainable. 

The nonpartisan Congressional Budg- 
et Office warns that our debt service 
cost is on a path to increase by another 
$600 billion within a decade, to more 
than $800 billion per year. That is more 
than America spends each year on na- 
tional defense. The CBO also warns 
that, within a decade, if current trends 
continue, America will face yearly tril- 
lion dollar deficits in perpetuity. 

Per then-Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff Admiral Mike Mullen’s 
testimony before the House Armed 
Services Committee, debt is America’s 
“greatest threat to our national secu- 
rity.” 

As a result of America’s debt, in a 
few short years, America’s uniformed 
military personnel numbers will be our 
smallest since before World War II, 
America’s Navy will have the smallest 
number of operational naval vessels 
since World War I, and America’s Air 
Force will have its smallest number of 
operational aircraft in its history. 
Debt, not our enemies, is slowly but 
surely stripping America of its ability 
to defend itself. 
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In sum, Washington’s financial irre- 
sponsibility, this House of Representa- 
tives’ financial irresponsibility, is 
pushing America into a debilitating in- 
solvency and bankruptcy that will de- 
stroy the American Dream for our chil- 
dren and grandchildren. 

It is in this setting that I beseech 
this House of Representatives to be fi- 
nancially responsible by supporting my 
amendment that eliminates Federal 
Government operating subsidies of Am- 
trak, thus forcing Amtrak to operate 
in the black. 

How bad is the Amtrak subsidy prob- 
lem? The Congressional Research Serv- 
ice reports that, from 1971 to 2015, Fed- 
eral Amtrak subsidies totaled $78 bil- 
lion in constant 2015 dollars. In fiscal 
year 2014, Amtrak had a net loss of $1.1 
billion. Who paid for that loss? Amer- 
ica’s children and grandchildren, that 
is who. 

How so? It is because America does 
not have the money and had to borrow 
every penny of that $1.1 billion, thus 
burdening Americans for generations 
to come. 

Mr. Chairman, a business that relies 
on subsidies and tax dollars to cover 
losses has little incentive to operate ef- 
ficiently or effectively or, for that 
matter, as safely as it should. 

It is appalling that the Federal Gov- 
ernment undermines and threatens the 
future of America’s children and grand- 
children in order to subsidize Amtrak 
passenger service that would be self- 
sufficient if Amtrak riders stopped 
mooching off of hard-working Amer- 
ican taxpayers and, instead, simply 
paid for the actual cost of their rides. 

Amtrak supporters often claim that 
Amtrak will go out of business if it is 
not subsidized by American taxpayers. 
That is bunk unsupported by facts. 

This same ‘‘woe is me” argument was 
made about freight train subsidies; yet, 
when freight rail subsidies ended and 
freight rail was sold to private inves- 
tors in the 1980s, freight rail did not go 


out of business and still operates 
today. 
Similarly, the Federal Government 


does not operate or subsidize national 
airlines or national bus services; yet 
airlines and buses operate profitably in 
the private sector, despite Federal Gov- 
ernment subsidies for Amtrak, their 
competitor. 

Just as airlines, bus services, and 
freight rail operate without govern- 
ment subsidies, Amtrak will do the 
same if this House of Representatives 
has the courage to wean Amtrak from 
the taxpayer nipple. 

Mr. Chairman, after more than 40 
years, it is time to stop the runaway 
Amtrak train. It is time to force Am- 
trak riders to pay their own way by 
ending their subsidized rides on the 
backs of American taxpayers. 

I urge adoption of my amendment to 
do just that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I seek time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in strong opposition 
to this amendment which, purely and 
simply, would end intercity passenger 
rail for our Nation. 

I remind colleagues, there is not a 
single mode of transportation in this 
country that is not subsidized, con- 
trary to what we have just heard. 

To make the case further, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
BROWN), a distinguished member of the 
authorizing committee. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, when I was coming up, 
I used to like this television show, 
“Robin Hood.” My colleagues practice 
what I call reverse Robin Hood, robbing 
from the working people and the poor 
people and the transit people to give 
tax breaks to the rich. 

Just a few weeks ago, the House Re- 
publicans passed a bill cutting taxes by 
$269 billion—I guess that didn’t affect 
the deficit—for their wealthiest 
friends, but can’t find the $2 billion 
that we need for Amtrak—shameful. 

The funding cuts proposed in this 
amendment would simply force Am- 
trak to shut down, strand millions of 
rail passengers, disrupt commuter op- 
erations, add to our already congested 
roads and airports, eliminate over 
20,000 jobs nationwide, and jeopardize 
local economies and businesses that de- 
pend on Amtrak’s service. 

Amtrak provides the majority of all 
intercity passenger rail service in the 
United States, with more States and 
localities across America turning to 
passenger rail to meet the transpor- 
tation needs of our citizens. 

Amtrak has done an excellent job, 
based on the fact that 9/11, when we 
were attacked, Amtrak was the only 
means that you could move away. 

When we had Hurricane Katrina, Am- 
trak is the only way that we could 
move people out of harm’s way by 
evacuating and delivering food and 
water and supplies. 

Amtrak has made significant im- 
provement in its system over the last 
several years, has steady increase in 
ridership numbers, played a vital role 
in disaster recovery, and has an ambi- 
tious agenda for future growth. 

I encourage all Members to vote 
against this ill-willed and ill-thought- 
out amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair- 
man, I would respond that there is no 
factual basis for the gentlewoman’s 
comments that have just been made. 

Socialism does not work. We need to 
get Amtrak passengers off the backs of 
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all taxpayers, including those that are 
poor, that can’t afford the taxes that 
they are already having to pay to ben- 
efit those Amtrak riders. Let’s set 
them free. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield to my colleague from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FATTAH). 

Mr. FATTAH. Let me thank the 
ranking member. 

The fact of the matter is, notwith- 
standing what was offered to the House 
as the picture of America, we actually 
live in the greatest country in the 
world. We have the strongest economy. 
We are the wealthiest country. There is 
no country, based on the IMF, that 
would want to trade our position vis-a- 
vis debt-to-wealth ratio. 

I hear the gentleman saying, Woe is 
America, and we can’t afford to sub- 
sidize rail. I think the ranking member 
makes it clear that there is no form of 
transportation that is not subsidized. 

I heard this utterance that we don’t 
subsidize airplane travel. This is non- 
sensical. Just the facts of this bill 
itself outline some of our country’s 
subsidies for our airline industry. 
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But I want to talk about Amtrak. 

When it is said that there is a $1 bil- 
lion subsidy and that somehow we 
can’t afford that from last year, I want 
to remind this House that for each and 
every month we have been in Afghani- 
stan, we have been spending $2 billion a 
week for well over a decade, as a Na- 
tion. The idea that we can’t afford to 
have a first-rate passenger rail system 
defies logic. It is just a matter of polit- 
ical will. 

We need to make a decision about 
America’s place in the world, and our 
economy is dependent on our ability to 
transport not just freight but human 
beings, and Amtrak is critical to that. 

I thank the gentleman from North 
Carolina for yielding me time. 

I hope this House will reconsider this 
thrust of the majority to move away 
from passenger rail. I heard some talk 
from the gentleman that we have got 
to stop this runaway train, but we 
tried to stop a train in Philadelphia, 
and if we had made the investments, 
there would be people who would be 
alive today. 

We need to make these investments, 
and we need to move our country for- 
ward. It is not about political philos- 
ophy. It is about practicality. 

Our economic competitors are sub- 
sidizing rail. And if we want to make 
our economy work, we are going to 
have to make Amtrak work. And we 
can do that through some of the efforts 
on this bill today. 
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for his wise words 
and join him in wholeheartedly oppos- 
ing this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BROOKS). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair- 
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CAPITAL AND DEBT SERVICE GRANTS TO THE 
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 


To enable the Secretary of Transportation 
to make grants to the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation for capital invest- 
ments as authorized by sections 101(c), 102, 
and 219(b) of the Passenger Rail Investment 
and Improvement Act of 2008 (division B of 
Public Law 110-432), $850,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, of which not to ex- 
ceed $160,200,000 shall be for debt service obli- 
gations as authorized by section 102 of such 
Act: Provided, That of the amounts made 
available under this heading, not less than 
$50,000,000 shall be made available to bring 
Amtrak-served facilities and stations into 
compliance with the Americans with Disabil- 
ities Act: Provided further, That after an ini- 
tial distribution of up to $200,000,000, which 
shall be used by the Corporation as a work- 
ing capital account, all remaining funds 
shall be provided to the Corporation only on 
a reimbursable basis: Provided further, That 
of the amounts made available under this 
heading, up to $20,000,000 may be used by the 
Secretary to subsidize operating losses of the 
Corporation should the funds provided under 
the heading “Operating Grants to the Na- 
tional Railroad Passenger Corporation” be 
insufficient to meet operational costs for fis- 
cal year 2016: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary may retain up to one-half of 1 percent 
of the funds provided under this heading to 
fund the costs of project management and 
oversight of activities authorized by sub- 
sections 101(a) and 101(c) of division B of 
Public Law 110-432: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall approve funding for capital 
expenditures, including advance purchase or- 
ders of materials, for the Corporation only 
after receiving and reviewing a grant request 
for each specific capital project justifying 
the Federal support to the Secretary's satis- 
faction: Provided further, That except as oth- 
erwise provided herein, none of the funds 
under this heading may be used to subsidize 
operating losses of the Corporation: Provided 
further, That none of the funds under this 
heading may be used for capital projects not 
approved by the Secretary of Transportation 
or on the Corporation's fiscal year 2016 busi- 
ness plan: Provided further, That in addition 
to the project management oversight funds 
authorized under section 101(d) of division B 
of Public Law 110-432, the Secretary may re- 
tain up to an additional $3,000,000 of the 
funds provided under this heading to fund ex- 
penses associated with implementing section 
212 of division B of Public Law 110-432, in- 
cluding the amendments made by section 212 
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to section 24905 of title 49, United States 
Code: Provided further, That Amtrak shall 
conduct a business case analysis on capital 
investments that exceed $10,000,000 in life- 
cycle costs: Provided further, That each con- 
tract for a capital acquisition that exceeds 
$10,000,000 in life cycle costs shall state that 
funding is subject to the availability of ap- 
propriated funds provided by an appropria- 
tions Act. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. BROWN OF 
FLORIDA 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 47, line 11, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(increased by $861,500,000)’’. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from Florida and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Florida. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, my amendment increases capital 
grants to Amtrak by $861 million. This 
will bring the total funding for Amtrak 
in the bill to $2 billion, equal to Am- 
trak’s fiscal year 2016 budget request to 
Congress. 

This bill, as if it wasn’t bad enough, 
cut $290 million from Amtrak’s capital 
program, which is used to repair and 
replace aging infrastructure on the 
Northeast corridor, including 140-year- 
old bridges and tunnels, and implement 
positive train control, a system that, 
according to the National Transpor- 
tation Safety Board, would have pre- 
vented the recent Amtrak derailment 
in Philadelphia. 

According to the April 2015 report to 
Congress, ‘‘At the current rate of avail- 
able funding, it would take over 300 
years to replace all of the bridges on 
the Northeast corridor, well beyond the 
timeframe in which assets would sim- 
ply be shut down.” 

The list of critical needs extends far 
beyond just bridges and tunnels. Major 
portions of Amtrak’s electrical power 
supply system date back to 1930. 

According to the commission, in 
total, $21.1 billion is needed to achieve 
a state of good repair on the corridor, 
$8.7 billion of which is needed to ad- 
dress critical infrastructure needs over 
the next 5 years. 

We cannot point to the recent Am- 
trak derailment and say that it was di- 
rectly caused by a lack of investment. 
That is true. But we do know from the 
NTSB that it was preventable had posi- 
tive train control been installed on 
that section of track. 

Amtrak included $386.4 million in 
their $2 billion fiscal year 2016 budget 
request to Congress. Amtrak testified 
at a hearing in the Transportation and 
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Infrastructure Committee yesterday 
that had they been provided adequate 
funding from the get-go, they would 
have been able to implement positive 
train control sooner. 

The impact of this tragic accident 
could also have been lessened had the 
Republican-controlled Congress not de- 
nied Amtrak’s request for funding to 
replace passenger cars that date back 
to 1975 with newer cars. 

At this time, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. FATTAH). 

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this amendment. 

I think it is critically important that 
we understand that the President re- 
quested an increase in capital allot- 
ments for Amtrak. Not only was that 
not honored, but we actually went with 
the wisdom of the majority: we actu- 
ally cut last year’s number by over 
$250-plus million. 

This is a move in the wrong direction 
for our country, and I hope that 
through the gentlewoman’s amend- 
ment, we can reverse that. So I stand 
in support of it, and I hope that the 
majority would allow us to proceed to 
a vote. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5 of 
the 114th Congress, which states the 
following: 

“Tt shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria- 
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con- 
sidered en bloc with another amend- 
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg- 
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.” 

The amendment proposes a net in- 
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, I wish to be heard on the point of 
order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Florida is recognized. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, just a few short weeks ago, House 
Republicans passed a bill cutting taxes 
by $269 billion for their wealthiest 
friends, yet we can’t find $2 billion for 
Amtrak to make it safe? 

My friend from Florida, this is unac- 
ceptable; shame. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
needs to confine her remarks to the 
point of order. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I thought I 
was speaking to the point of order, sir. 
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That is my point. We cut $269 billion, 
and we can’t find $2 billion to make 
Amtrak safe? That is the point. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre- 
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentlewoman from Florida 
violates section 3(d)(8) of House Reso- 
lution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budgetary authority 
in the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au- 
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS OF 
ALABAMA 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 47, strike line 4 and all that follows 
through page 49, line 8. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Alabama and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair- 
man, my first amendment, Brooks No. 
19, strikes $288.5 million in operating 
subsidies for Amtrak. This second 
amendment, which is Brooks No. 21, 
strikes capital and debt service sub- 
sidies that total $850 million per year 
to get to the point where we can strike 
all taxpayer subsidies for Amtrak. 

I would rely on the arguments pre- 
viously made with respect to my first 
amendment to support this second 
amendment. 

I would add, however, that I have 
heard some comments about the safety 
associated with Amtrak. I would em- 
phasize at this point that if you want 
safety with rail service, probably the 
best thing to do is to put it in the pri- 
vate sector and eliminate Amtrak alto- 
gether. 

Look at airlines, air carriers; they 
are private sector and are much safer 
than Amtrak. Look at buses; they are 
private sector and are safer than Am- 
trak. And I would submit that if lives 
are what concern the opponents to 
these amendments that they would 
propose putting Amtrak into private 
hands in order to have the same kind of 
safety record that we have with buses, 
air carriers, and other modes of private 
transportation. 

Mr. Chairman, at this point, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I very strongly oppose this 
amendment which, like the gentle- 
man’s previous amendment, would es- 
sentially end passenger rail service in 
this country. It is just that drastic. It 
is also targeting passenger rail in a 
way that obscures the fact that every 
mode of transportation in this country 
is subsidized. It is in the public interest 
to maintain diverse modes of transpor- 
tation that serve our various transpor- 
tation needs and our various popu- 
lation centers. 

Amtrak provides an invaluable serv- 
ice to this country: 500 destinations in 
46 States, connecting small commu- 
nities that don’t have access to air 
service. 

Amtrak is popular with the Amer- 
ican people. It is increasingly being 
taken advantage of. In the last 11 
years, 10 consecutive years of record 
ridership, serving nearly 32 million pas- 
sengers last year. 

Without Amtrak’s service in the 
Northeast corridor, where would we be? 
There would be virtual gridlock in New 
York’s airports, but it is not just the 
Northeast corridor. I come from a 
State that had the insight years ago to 
invest in State Amtrak service, and 
now Amtrak is the preferred mode of 
transportation for thousands of people 
between Raleigh and Charlotte, with 
three full routes a day in each direc- 
tion. 

This is an irresponsible amendment. 
It will eliminate thousands of jobs. It 
will harm local economies. And it will 
violate labor agreements. There is so 
much wrong with this. 

I urge its rejection and yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Chair- 
man, I would submit that the argu- 
ment that this would end rail service is 
absolutely false and is not supported 
by history. Nothing in history supports 
the gentleman’s argument. However 
well-intentioned, the evidence is clear. 

Freight rail, the same kind of argu- 
ment was made. Subsidies were ended. 
It went into the private sector. It sur- 
vives and thrives today. 

There is an argument that buses and 
air carriers are somehow or another 
subsidized. I would submit that what 
we are talking about, there are user 
fees and there are gasoline taxes and 
diesel taxes that pay for those roads 
that buses use, and there are air pas- 
senger charges that pay for the cost of 
those airports that air carriers use. 

So with that as a backdrop, I would 
submit that it is time for Amtrak pas- 
sengers to pay their own way. It is 
time for Amtrak passengers to quit 
riding on the backs of other taxpayers. 
They have the ability to pay their own 
way. The rest of the country is ex- 
pected to pay their own way when they 
travel. As such, I would ask this body 
to adopt my amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BROOKS). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 


SEC. 150. The Secretary of Transportation 
may receive and expend cash, or receive and 
utilize spare parts and similar items, from 
non-United States Government sources to re- 
pair damages to or replace United States 
Government owned automated track inspec- 
tion cars and equipment as a result of third- 
party liability for such damages, and any 
amounts collected under this section shall be 
credited directly to the Safety and Oper- 
ations account of the Federal Railroad Ad- 
ministration, and shall remain available 
until expended for the repair, operation and 
maintenance of automated track inspection 
cars and equipment in connection with the 
automated track inspection program. 

SEc. 151. None of the funds provided to the 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
may be used to fund any overtime costs in 
excess of $35,000 for any individual employee: 
Provided, That the President of Amtrak may 
waive the cap set in the previous proviso for 
specific employees when the President of 
Amtrak determines such a cap poses a risk 
to the safety and operational efficiency of 
the system: Provided further, That Amtrak 
shall report to the House and Senate Com- 
mittees on Appropriations each quarter of 
the calendar year on waivers granted to em- 
ployees and amounts paid above the cap for 
each month within such quarter and delin- 
eate the reasons each waiver was granted: 
Provided further, That the President of Am- 
trak shall report to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations by March 1, 
2016, a summary of all overtime payments in- 
curred by the Corporation for 2015 and the 
three prior calendar years: Provided further, 
That such summary shall include the total 
number of employees that received waivers 
and the total overtime payments the Cor- 
poration paid to those employees receiving 
waivers for each month for 2015 and for the 
three prior calendar years. 

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 


For necessary administrative expenses of 
the Federal Transit Administration's pro- 
grams authorized by chapter 53 of title 49, 
United States Code, $102,933,000, of which not 
more than $4,000,000 shall be available to 
carry out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5329 and 
not less than $750,000 shall be available to 
carry out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5326: 
Provided, That none of the funds provided or 
limited in this Act may be used to create a 
permanent office of transit security under 
this heading: Provided further, That upon 
submission to the Congress of the fiscal year 
2017 President's budget, the Secretary of 
Transportation shall transmit to Congress 
the annual report on New Starts, including 
proposed allocations for fiscal year 2017. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LANGEVIN 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 50, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(decreased by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 52, line 13, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Rhode Island and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment I am 
offering today with my good friends 
Congressmen QUIGLEY and 
BUTTERFIELD will return funding for 
FTA Technical Assistance and Train- 
ing back to its 2014 level. Older adults 
and individuals with disabilities dis- 
proportionately rely on public transit 
to live, learn, get to work and access 
recreation in their communities. The 
Technical Assistance and Training dol- 
lars made available by this amendment 
will help increase mobility for people 
with disabilities and older adults. By 
providing this assistance to our transit 
systems and services, we can ensure 
that they become more accessible for 
those who rely on them the most. 

Mr. Chairman, FTA has a long his- 
tory of working with Easter Seals, the 
National Association of Area Agencies 
on Aging, and others to provide train- 
ing, technical assistance, and other 
problem-solving support to the transit 
industry, people with disabilities, and 
older adults; and it is imperative that 
this work continue as more people age 
and more people with disabilities seek 
to live as independently as possible. 

Now, in order to realize this goal, 
FTA needs adequate resources to sup- 
port these technical assistance activi- 
ties. To that end, my amendment will 
increase funding by $2 million for FTA 
Technical Assistance and Training and 
reduce, by an equivalent amount, fund- 
ing for FTA administrative expenses. 

Mr. Chairman, the House adopted 
this exact amendment last year to re- 
store FTA Technical Assistance and 
Training to $5 million. Unfortunately, 
it was cut to $3 million in this bill. My 
amendment will simply restore the 
funds back to the fiscal year '15 House- 
adopted level of $5 million. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I ask that 
my colleagues support this amend- 
ment, which will provide a world of 
benefit to all those that it serves. 

I thank my colleagues today for their 
consideration. 

Again, I urge passage of the amend- 
ment, and with that, Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
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tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. LAN- 
GEVIN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk will read. 

Clerk read as follows: 

TRANSIT FORMULA GRANTS 
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION) 
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS) 
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND) 

Contingent upon enactment of authoriza- 
tion legislation, for payment of obligations 
incurred in the Federal Public Transpor- 
tation Assistance Program in this account, 
and for payment of obligations incurred in 
carrying out the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 5305, 
5307, 5310, 5311, 5318, 5322(d), 532%e)(6), 5335, 
5337, 5339, and 5340, as amended by Public 
Law 112-141, and section 20005(b) of Public 
Law 112-141, $9,500,000,000, to be derived from 
the Mass Transit Account of the Highway 
Trust Fund and to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided, That funds available for 
the implementation or execution of pro- 
grams authorized under 49 U.S.C. 5305, 5307, 
5310, 5311, 5318, 5322(d), 5329(e)(6), 5335, 5337, 
5339, and 5340, as amended by Public Law 112- 
141, and section 20005(b) of Public Law 112- 
141, shall not exceed total obligations of 
$8,595,000,000 in fiscal year 2016. 

TRANSIT RESEARCH 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5312, $26,000,000. 

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5314 $3,000,000. 

CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS 

For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5309, $1,921,395,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 52, line 16, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $230,000,000)’’. 

Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $230,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, as 
you know, we are very in debt in this 
country. This budget is on path to bal- 
ance the budget eventually years down 
the road, but, really, we should be 
looking to cut spending right now. 

You look at things the Federal Gov- 
ernment is paying for that should be 
done locally, and one of those things is 
these new capital improvements on 
mass transit projects. I think normally 
these things do not get the ridership 
that justifies these projects, and we 
would not be doing these projects, local 
governments would not be applying for 
these projects or building these 
projects if they had to pay their money 
themselves. The only reason these 
things go ahead is the Federal Govern- 
ment is paying for them, and the Fed- 
eral Government has no money. 
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Mr. Chairman, this proposal will 
bring back down the funding on this 
line to what the Appropriations Com- 
mittee wanted only 2 years ago, and for 
whatever reason, apparently in nego- 
tiations, this amount went up last 
year. But I don’t think it is too much 
to ask that this House not zero out this 
line—and we could argue that we 
shouldn’t be doing this at all—but at 
least go back to the levels of 2018, espe- 
cially given the huge amount of debt 
that is being piled up at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
the committee carefully calculated the 
New Start number to be able to accom- 
modate the signed FFGAs and Small 
Starts Grant Agreements at the begin- 
ning of the fiscal year. 

Again, as I submitted before, I am a 
firm believer that once you sign a 
grant agreement, then we should, 
frankly, honor that. This reduction 
would impact those signed agreements, 
and I reluctantly oppose the gentle- 
man’s amendment. I know the passion 
that he has for this, but I again have to 
reluctantly oppose the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE), the rank- 
ing member. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I appreciate the chairman’s 
yielding. I would like to echo his oppo- 
sition to this amendment. 

I have just retrieved here a list of 
New Start projects that, under the 
present funding levels of the bill, prob- 
ably aren’t going to be able to be ad- 
dressed. We are talking about the 
Westside project in Los Angeles. We 
are talking about San Diego, Denver, 
Baltimore, the Washington, D.C. area, 
the Maryland National Capital Purple 
Line, Minneapolis, Fort Worth. These 
are ready to go. These are ready to go 
with strong support in their commu- 
nities, a strong impact on moving peo- 
ple and providing jobs. It is just un- 
thinkable that we would cut this fur- 
ther. 

Transit is an extremely important 
mode of transportation in many of our 
cities and suburban areas too, and the 
bill is inadequate. We need to find ways 
to make it more adequate going for- 
ward. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
would move exactly in the wrong direc- 
tion, so I urge its defeat. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, it is all fine and good 
to move forward, but we are going to 
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borrow about 14 percent of this budget, 
and we have got to stop saying when- 
ever we see a Spending item it is time 
to move forward. I think what we have 
to do here is—I can certainly under- 
stand if we made commitments today, 
I can understand how people of good- 
will would not want this amendment. 
But if this amendment doesn’t pass, 
then I think we have to make doubly 
certain that a year from now we have a 
dramatic reduction here. 

If there are any of these projects that 
are that important, the local unit of 
government can fund it. There is no 
surer way to overspend than have the 
Federal Government give grants to 
local units of government that they 
would never dream of spending them- 
selves. 

That is what is going on here, Mr. 
Chairman, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
GROTHMAN). 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

GRANTS TO THE WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN 

AREA TRANSIT AUTHORITY 

For grants to the Washington Metropoli- 
tan Area Transit Authority as authorized 
under section 601 of division B of Public Law 
110-432, $100,000,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That the Secretary shall 
approve grants for capital and preventive 
maintenance expenditures for the Wash- 
ington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
only after receiving and reviewing a request 
for each specific project: Provided further, 
That prior to approving such grants, the Sec- 
retary shall certify that the Washington 
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority is 
making significant progress in eliminating 
the material weaknesses, significant defi- 
ciencies, and minor control deficiencies iden- 
tified in the most recent Financial Manage- 
ment Oversight Review: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall determine that the 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Au- 
thority has placed the highest priority on 
those investments that will improve the 
safety of the system before approving such 
grants: Provided further, That the Secretary, 
in order to ensure safety throughout the rail 
system, may waive the requirements of sec- 
tion 601(e)(1) of title VI of Public Law 110-432 
(112 Stat. 4968). 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. MICA 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

Page 53, line 11, strike the colon and all 
that follows through line 15 and insert a pe- 
riod. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MIcA) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. MICA. My colleagues, at this late 
hour, this is a simple amendment. It 
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strikes a waiver that was granted to 
the Washington Metropolitan Area 
Transit Authority, and it is a waiver 
that has been in place for several 
years. It waives the requirements for 
them to complete installation of cel- 
lular service in the tunnels of the 
Metro system in Washington, D.C. 
That waiver allows them to continue 
to receive Federal funds but not have 
made the installation. 

It is funny because congressional 
staffers said: Well, Mr. MICA, why are 
you doing this? I am doing this be- 
cause, as the chairman of a sub- 
committee on transportation over- 
sight, I had to conduct a hearing after 
the January 12 deadly incident in the 
Washington area Metro. You may re- 
call at L’Enfant Plaza, on the Yellow 
Line, there was an incident in which 
smoke filled the tunnel. A passenger 
train was left outside of the station. 

I might say that, back in 2008, we set 
up a requirement that we have at the 
stations, within 1 year, Metro cellular 
service, and then by 4 years later, the 
entire system. So they were given from 
2008 to 2012 to complete the system. 
They never completed the system. One 
individual died, others were injured, 
and we disrupted service. It was a day 
from hell in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Chairman, they never completed 
the job. They said they were going to 
complete the job right after 2012. They 
did not complete the job. They said it 
would be done in 2015. The last time I 
checked, it is 2015. It won’t be done in 
2015. They will not even sit down with 
the carriers who will install this equip- 
ment, and it is really at no cost to 
Metro. 

I have talked to Mr. CONNOLLY, the 
gentleman from Virginia; I have talked 
to Mrs. COMSTOCK, the gentlewoman 
from Virginia; I have talked to Mr. 
HOYER, the gentleman from Maryland; 
and others. We have all had it with 
Metro not complying with us. 

This waiver was put in to give them 
the opportunity to comply, and they 
haven’t complied. Now it is in here 
again, and I am offering, in this amend- 
ment, to take it out. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART), the chairman, for com- 
ment. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I want to thank 
the gentleman for yielding to me. 

Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman 
from Florida is talking about this 
issue, I think all of us should be very, 
very concerned. I will tell you I think 
that the gentleman from Florida has 
been beyond reasonable, has tried to 
get folks to do what they were, again, 
supposed to do, and they have not done 
it. 

So I just want to let the gentleman 
from Florida know that I am looking 
forward, and I am committed to mak- 
ing sure that this issue is solved one 
way or another. I am hoping that it is 
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solved in a nice, positive way. But oth- 
erwise, I want to let the gentleman 
from Florida know that I will be work- 
ing with him to make sure that we 
hold folks accountable. 

Mr. MICA. Again, Mr. Chairman, I 
am willing to work with everyone. 
Again, I have had to conduct oversight 
over a tragedy that could have and 
should have been prevented. 

Here is the latest headline: ‘‘Can You 
Hear Me Now? In Metro Tunnels, An- 
swer Is ‘Not Yet.” 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY). 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. 
thank my friend. 

Mr. Chairman, I sympathize deeply 
with the concerns expressed by my 
friend and colleague from Florida (Mr. 
MIcA), and I know Metro is committed 
to working with the wireless carriers 
to ensure seamless coverage through- 
out the rail system. I appreciate his 
willingness ultimately to withdraw the 
amendment so as not to jeopardize 
other vital safety improvements under- 
way at Metro by conditioning the Fed- 
eral commitment, which has already 
been reduced and which is matched by 
our State and local partners, on com- 
pletion of this wireless upgrade. 

Without question, the January arc- 
ing incident at L’Enfant Plaza under- 
scored the urgent need for having 
working communications in Metro’s 
underground stations and tunnels. 
While faulty electrical wiring was to 
blame for the fire and hazardous 
smoke, a breakdown in communica- 
tions, as Mr. MICA has indicated, led to 
passengers being stranded in dangerous 
conditions aboard that Yellow Line 
train for an extended period of time. It 
wasn’t just public safety personnel who 
experienced problems communicating. 
Stranded riders also reported having 
spotty or no cellular service in the tun- 
nel. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), our colleague, so 
he can complete his statement. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my friend from North Carolina, 
the distinguished ranking member. 

Tragically, one rider—Carol Glover of 
Virginia, my home State—died as a re- 
sult of smoke inhalation, and dozens of 
others required medical treatment and/ 
or hospitalization. 


Chairman, I 
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This was, and remains, an unaccept- 
able situation, and I and all of the 
members of the national capital region 
delegation are committed to working 
with the NSTB, FTA, Metro, and our 
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regional partners to ensure corrective 
actions are taken to restore public con- 
fidence. 

I would note for my colleagues, the 
current Federal law already includes 
language requiring Metro riders to 
have underground access to wireless 
telecommunications services if the 
service providers work with Metro to 
install such services. Unfortunately, 
they have lagged behind again, as my 
friend from Florida has indicated. 

Congress approved that requirement 
as part of the Passenger Rail Invest- 
ment and Improvement Act of 2008. One 
year later, as required by the law, the 
wireless providers did successfully es- 
tablish service in the 20 busiest under- 
ground rail stations. However, Con- 
gress has granted an extension on the 
timeline to install wireless service to 
the tunnels and the rest of the system 
because Metro and the wireless pro- 
viders have run into delays with sched- 
uling work while Metro trains are not 
running, performing higher priority 
safety improvements as directed by the 
NTSB, and other factors. However, 
they continue to work toward meeting 
this requirement, albeit at a very slow 
and glacial pace. 

Metro is particularly motivated to 
complete this work as it also involves 
a parallel upgrade of its own under- 
ground radio communications services. 
Metro is an essential component of this 
region’s transportation network, mov- 
ing hundreds of thousands of com- 
muters every day, including a signifi- 
cant portion of Federal employees. It 
also serves as America’s subway, trans- 
porting 12 million visitors from across 
the country to the Nation’s Capital 
each year. 

It is critical that we maintain this 
bipartisan commitment to match local 
and State funding so that Metro can 
continue working with the NTSB and 
FTA on its critical safety upgrades. 

Mr. Mica is right, and all of us from 
the national capital region agree with 
him. I pledge upon withdrawal of this 
amendment we will work with Mr. 
MICA to ensure that Metro meets dead- 
lines at a much more expeditious pace 
than has been the case in the past. 

Again, I thank my friend from North 
Carolina for yielding, and I thank Mr. 
Mica for his leadership. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MICA. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina yield? 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I just want 
to conclude. I want to thank Mr. Con- 
NOLLY. I want to thank Mrs. COMSTOCK, 
and the chairman particularly, for 
working on this. 

I think we have gotten the attention 
of the Washington Metropolitan Area 
Transit Authority. We have an agree- 
ment to bring the parties together as a 
result of this pending amendment. 
That is set. If it does not go through, I 
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can assure you we will find a way to 
put this waiver in. 

At this time, though, I ask unani- 
mous consent to withdraw my amend- 
ment. I will bring the parties together 
and hopefully common sense and good 
faith will prevail. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 52, line 21, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $50,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Virginia and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. 
thank the chair. 

I rise to offer an amendment with my 
colleagues in the national capital re- 
gion that would restore full funding of 
the Federal commitment for vital rider 
safety improvements to ‘‘America’s 
Subway,” the Washington Metropoli- 
tan Area Transit Authority, or Metro. 

Let me remind my colleagues, this is 
not like the traditional transit or cap- 
ital funding under the Department of 
Transportation. The Passenger Rail In- 
vestment Improvement Act of 2008 spe- 
cifically authorized a $150 million an- 
nual Federal commitment for 10 years, 
and Congress has worked in bipartisan 
fashion the past 6 years to fulfill that. 
It was a Republican initiative initiated 
and authored by my predecessor, Re- 
publican member Tom Davis of Vir- 
ginia. 

As required by law, the Federal fund- 
ing is matched dollar for dollar, with 
$150 million coming from Virginia, 
Maryland, and the District of Colum- 
bia. 

I appreciate the efforts of my fellow 
Virginian, Mr. RIGELL, and the sub- 
committee chairman, my friend, Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART, to try to work with us to 
restore some of the funding at full 
committee markup. But reducing any 
of this funding would renege on the 
Federal commitment and jeopardize 
the successful local-State-Federal part- 
nership we have worked so hard to cre- 
ate. 

It would also open the door for our 
partners to pull back on their commit- 
ments commensurately, which would 
only exacerbate Metro’s challenge in 
upgrading its aging infrastructure. 

This partnership is funding critical 
safety improvements throughout the 


Chairman, I 


June 3, 2015 


system identified by Metro itself, the 
National Transportation Safety Board, 
and the Federal Transit Administra- 
tion following the tragic 2009 Red Line 
accident and the recent tragedy on the 
Yellow Line this past January. The 
most visible improvement is the pur- 
chase of 7000-series new rail cars with 
advanced crash-resilient technology 
and extra capacity to replace the old- 
est and original cars in the fleet. 

Congress and the Federal Govern- 
ment have a responsibility in the oper- 
ation and safety of Metro. Half of all 
Metro stations are located on Federal 
property, and approximately 40 percent 
of rush-hour riders on Metro are, in 
fact, Federal employees, including 
many Members of Congress and their 
staffs. 

It is critical we maintain this bipar- 
tisan commitment to match local and 
State funding so that Metro can con- 
tinue making these safety upgrades. 

I want to thank Mr. HOYER, Ms. NOR- 
TON, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. EDWARDS, 
Mr. SARBANES, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. 
BEYER, and my friend Mrs. COMSTOCK 
for working with us on this regional 
priority. 

I now yield the balance of my time to 
the distinguished Delegate from the 
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my good friend for yielding and as a co- 
sponsor of this amendment, which has 
profound safety implications for Amer- 
ica’s subway. I think it is so urgent 
that a member of the Appropriations 
Committee has already restored $25 
million. 

This was a partnership, a partnership 
between the Federal Government and 
Maryland, Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia. It became real after there 
was a crash that took the lives of nine 
District of Columbia residents in 2009. 

This is a unique transit agency. This 
is where staff of this body, this is 
where visitors from all over the world 
ride. If this funding is delayed, it will 
delay the  crashworthy ‘17000-series 
trains. It is in trains that were not 
crashworthy that we lost lives. We beg 
that this funding be restored. 

The District, Maryland, and Virginia 
are each fulfilling their part of the 
partnership. It is up to the Federal 
Government to do our part and fulfill 
our part. Don’t break the partnership 
open now. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition, and I con- 
tinue to reserve my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Vir- 
ginia (Mrs. COMSTOCK), who, obviously, 
is very passionate about this issue. 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
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I rise as a cosponsor of the amendment 
in support of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, as been pointed out by 
my colleagues, Congress did make a 10- 
year statutory commitment as a Fed- 
eral partner, a 50-50 partner, to provide 
capital grant money to the Washington 
Metropolitan Area Transit Authority. 
This funding has been used for vital 
capital and safety improvements on 
the Metro system that so many of our 
constituents and our staff and tourists, 
people from all over the world, travel 
on every day. 

As part of that agreement, matching 
grant money from the Commonwealth 
of Virginia, the District of Columbia, 
and the State of Maryland have all sup- 
plemented this in a full 50-50 match. 
This is truly a good partnership that 
has worked well since the bill was 
passed in 2008, and we should continue 
to fulfill that commitment. 

This amendment would restore the 
already obligated funding to the bill 
and keep the promise that we have al- 
ready made. Metro needs these impor- 
tant funds for capital improvements 
that will address important safety con- 
cerns. 

I appreciate the opportunity to join 
my colleagues in the national capital 
area in support of this amendment. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
insist on my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5, 
114th Congress, which states the fol- 
lowing: 

“Tt shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria- 
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con- 
sidered en bloc with another amend- 
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg- 
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment pro- 
poses a net increase in budget author- 
ity in the bill in violation of such sec- 
tion. 

I respectfully ask for a ruling from 
the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the invocation of the 
point of order. 

This is a provision that has been in 
law for the past 6 years, and I believe 
that it ought to be enshrined in law for 
a Tth. We represent the entire National 
Capital Region. This is a unique region. 
This is the Nation’s Capital. And we 
ought not to be reneging on a deal that 
was worked out with great effort 6 
years ago based on a point of order. 
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With that, I oppose the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre- 
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Virginia 
violates section 3(d)(3) of House Reso- 
lution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au- 
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL 
TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 


SEc. 160. The limitations on obligations for 
the programs of the Federal Transit Admin- 
istration shall not apply to any authority 
under 49 U.S.C. 5338, previously made avail- 
able for obligation, or to any other authority 
previously made available for obligation. 

SEc. 161. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, funds appropriated or limited by 
this Act under the heading Fixed Guideway 
Capital Investment of the Federal Transit 
Administration for projects specified in this 
Act or identified in reports accompanying 
this Act not obligated by September 30, 2020, 
and other recoveries, shall be directed to 
projects eligible to use the funds for the pur- 
poses for which they were originally pro- 
vided. 

SEC. 162. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, any funds appropriated before 
October 1, 2015, under any section of chapter 
53 of title 49, United States Code, that re- 
main available for expenditure, may be 
transferred to and administered under the 
most recent appropriation heading for any 
such section. 

SEc. 163. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, none of the funds made available 
in this Act shall be used to enter into a full 
funding grant agreement for a project with a 
New Starts share greater than 50 percent. 

SEC. 164. (a) LOSS OF ELIGIBILITY.—Except 
as provided in subsection (b), none of the 
funds in this or any other Act may be avail- 
able to advance in any way a new light or 
heavy rail project towards a full funding 
grant agreement as defined by 49 U.S.C. 5309 
for the Metropolitan Transit Authority of 
Harris County, Texas if the proposed capital 
project is constructed on or planned to be 
constructed on Richmond Avenue west of 
South Shepherd Drive or on Post Oak Boule- 
vard north of Richmond Avenue in Houston, 
Texas. 

(b) EXCEPTION FOR A NEW ELECTION.—The 
Metropolitan Transit Authority of Harris 
County, Texas, may attempt to construct or 
construct a new fixed guideway capital 
project, including light rail, in the locations 
referred to in subsection (a) if— 

(1) voters in the jurisdiction that includes 
such locations approve a ballot proposition 
that specifies routes on Richmond Avenue 
west of South Shepherd Drive or on Post Oak 
Boulevard north of Richmond Avenue in 
Houston, Texas; and 

(2) the proposed construction of such 
routes is part of a comprehensive, multi- 
modal, service-area wide transportation plan 
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that includes multiple additional segments 
of fixed guideway capital projects, including 
light rail for the jurisdiction set forth in the 
ballot proposition. The ballot language shall 
include reasonable cost estimates, sources of 
revenue to be used and the total amount of 
bonded indebtedness to be incurred as well as 
a description of each route and the beginning 
and end point of each proposed transit 
project. 
SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT 
CORPORATION 


The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development 
Corporation is hereby authorized to make 
such expenditures, within the limits of funds 
and borrowing authority available to the 
Corporation, and in accord with law, and to 
make such contracts and commitments with- 
out regard to fiscal year limitations as pro- 
vided by section 104 of the Government Cor- 
poration Control Act, as amended, as may be 
necessary in carrying out the programs set 
forth in the Corporation’s budget for the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND) 

For necessary expenses to conduct the op- 
erations, maintenance, and capital asset re- 
newal activities of those portions of the 
Saint Lawrence Seaway owned, operated, 
and maintained by the Saint Lawrence Sea- 
way Development Corporation, $32,042,000, to 
be derived from the Harbor Maintenance 
Trust Fund, pursuant to Public Law 99-662. 

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM 


For necessary expenses to maintain and 
preserve a U.S.-flag merchant fleet to serve 
the national security needs of the United 
States, $186,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING 


For necessary expenses of operations and 
training activities authorized by law, 
$164,158,000, of which $22,000,000 shall remain 
available until expended for maintenance 
and repair of training ships at State Mari- 
time Academies, and of which $5,000,000 shall 
remain available until expended for National 
Security Multi-Mission Vessel design for 
State Maritime Academies and National Se- 
curity, and of which $2,400,000 shall remain 
available through September 30, 2017, for the 
Student Incentive Program at State Mari- 
time Academies, and of which $1,200,000 shall 
remain available until expended for training 
ship fuel assistance payments, and of which 
$19,700,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended for facilities maintenance and repair, 
equipment, and capital improvements at the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy, 
and of which $3,000,000 shall remain available 
through September 30, 2017, for Maritime En- 
vironment and Technology Assistance 
grants, contracts, and cooperative agree- 
ment: Provided, That amounts apportioned 
for the United States Merchant Marine 
Academy shall be available only upon allot- 
ments made personally by the Secretary of 
Transportation or the Assistant Secretary 
for Budget and Programs: Provided further, 
That the Superintendent, Deputy Super- 
intendent and the Director of the Office of 
Resource Management of the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy may not be allot- 
ment holders for the United States Merchant 
Marine Academy, and the Administrator of 
the Maritime Administration shall hold all 
allotments made by the Secretary of Trans- 
portation or the Assistant Secretary for 
Budget and Programs under the previous 
proviso: Provided further, That 50 percent of 
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the funding made available for the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy under this 
heading shall be available only after the Sec- 
retary, in consultation with the Super- 
intendent and the Maritime Administrator, 
completes a plan detailing by program or ac- 
tivity how such funding will be expended at 
the Academy, and this plan is submitted to 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations. 


SHIP DISPOSAL 


For necessary expenses related to the dis- 
posal of obsolete vessels in the National De- 
fense Reserve Fleet of the Maritime Admin- 
istration, $4,000,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE XI) 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 


(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For necessary administrative expenses of 
the maritime guaranteed loan program, 
$3,135,000 shall be paid to the appropriations 
for “Maritime Administration—Operations 
and Training”. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—MARITIME 
ADMINISTRATION 


SEC. 170. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of this Act, in addition to any existing 
authority, the Maritime Administration is 
authorized to furnish utilities and services 
and make necessary repairs in connection 
with any lease, contract, or occupancy in- 
volving Government property under control 
of the Maritime Administration: Provided, 
That payments received therefor shall be 
credited to the appropriation charged with 
the cost thereof and shall remain available 
until expended: Provided further, That rental 
payments under any such lease, contract, or 
occupancy for items other than such utili- 
ties, services, or repairs shall be covered into 
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 

SEC. 171. None of the funds available or ap- 
propriated in this Act shall be used by the 
United States Department of Transportation 
or the United States Maritime Administra- 
tion to negotiate or otherwise execute, enter 
into, facilitate or perform fee-for-service 
contracts for vessel disposal, scrapping or re- 
cycling, unless there is no qualified domestic 
ship recycler that will pay any sum of money 
to purchase and scrap or recycle a vessel 
owned, operated or managed by the Maritime 
Administration or that is part of the Na- 
tional Defense Reserve Fleet: Provided, That 
such sales offers must be consistent with the 
solicitation and provide that the work will 
be performed in a timely manner at a facil- 
ity qualified within the meaning of section 
3502 of Public Law 106-398: Provided further, 
That nothing contained herein shall affect 
the Maritime Administration's authority to 
award contracts at least cost to the Federal 
Government and consistent with the require- 
ments of 54 U.S.C. 308704, section 3502, or oth- 
erwise authorized under the Federal Acquisi- 
tion Regulation. 


PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
OPERATIONAL EXPENSES 

For necessary operational expenses of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad- 
ministration, $20,725,000. 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY 

For expenses necessary to discharge the 
hazardous materials safety functions of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad- 
ministration, $60,500,000, of which $7,570,000 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2018: Provided, That up to $800,000 in fees col- 
lected under 49 U.S.C. 5108(g) shall be depos- 
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ited in the general fund of the Treasury as 
offsetting receipts: Provided further, That 
there may be credited to this appropriation, 
to be available until expended, funds re- 
ceived from States, counties, municipalities, 
other public authorities, and private sources 
for expenses incurred for training, for re- 
ports publication and dissemination, and for 
travel expenses incurred in performance of 
hazardous materials exemptions and approv- 
als functions. 
PIPELINE SAFETY 
(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND) 
(OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND) 

For expenses necessary to conduct the 
functions of the pipeline safety program, for 
grants-in-aid to carry out a pipeline safety 
program, as authorized by 49 U.S.C. 60107, 
and to discharge the pipeline program re- 
sponsibilities of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, 
$145,870,000, of which $19,500,000 shall be de- 
rived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund 
and shall remain available until September 
30, 2018; and of which $124,500,000 shall be de- 
rived from the Pipeline Safety Fund, of 
which $66,309,000 shall remain available until 
September 30, 2018: Provided, That not less 
than $1,000,000 of the funds provided under 
this heading shall be for the One-Call state 
grant program. 


2300 


AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. CAPPS 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 61, line 22, strike the period at the 
end insert the following: ‘‘: Provided further, 
That not less than $1,000,000 of the funds pro- 
vided under this heading shall be for the fi- 
nalization and implementation of rules re- 
quired under section 60102(n) of title 49, 
United States Code, and section 8(b)(3) of the 
Pipeline Safety, Regulatory Certainty, and 
Job Creation Act of 2011 (49 U.S.C. 60108 note; 
125 Stat. 1911).”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from California. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment that will take a modest 
step forward to improve pipeline safe- 
ty. This issue is of particular impor- 
tance to me and to my constituents. 

Two weeks ago, more than 100,000 
gallons of crude oil spilled from the 
ruptured Plains All American Pipeline 
along the treasured Gaviota Coast, in 
my district, just north of Santa Bar- 
bara. The oil quickly flowed under the 
highway, onto the beach, and into the 
ocean where the oil slick spread south 
for miles along the coastline, affecting 
pristine environmental habitats, rec- 
reational interests, and commercial 
fishing operations. 

While the exact causes of this spill 
are still being investigated, it is al- 
ready clear that woefully inadequate 
Federal pipeline safety standards 
played a significant role, but it didn't 
have to be this way. 

In 2011, the House worked in a bipar- 
tisan way to pass the Pipeline Safety, 
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Regulatory Certainty, and Job Cre- 
ation Act. This law, which passed the 
House unanimously, directed the Pipe- 
line and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration, or PHMSA, to update 
and strengthen key pipeline safety 
standards. 

The law called on PHMSA to issue a 
rule requiring automatic shutoff valves 
on new pipelines and to strengthen re- 
quirements for the inclusion of leak de- 
tection technologies on pipelines. 

The law required these rules to be fi- 
nalized by January of last year; yet, 
here today, we are still waiting. 
PHMSA has not even issued a proposed 
rule on these commonsense regula- 
tions, which passed the House unani- 
mously. PHMSA continues to drag its 
feet, and communities like mine con- 
tinue to pay the price. It is time for 
PHMSA to follow the law and the bi- 
partisan will of Congress. 

My amendment is simple. It would 
set aside $1 million of PHMSA’s own 
budget for the finalization and imple- 
mentation of these overdue pipeline 
safety and spill mitigation rules. 

My amendment would simply help 
ensure that section 4 and section 8 of 
the bipartisan 2011 pipeline safety law 
are finally implemented so that our 
Federal regulations are in line with to- 
day’s reality. 

My amendment does not cost a dime, 
and it does not authorize any new pro- 
grams. Section 4 requires new pipelines 
to install automatic shutoff valves, and 
section 8 requires pipeline operators to 
use the latest leak detection tech- 
nologies. Both of these provisions were 
enacted unanimously by this House in 
2011. 

The pipeline that burst in my district 
did not have an automatic shutoff 
valve despite the fact that other com- 
parable pipelines in the area do use 
this technology. An automatic shutoff 
valve would not have prevented the 
spill necessarily, but it certainly would 
have minimized it. It took over 2 hours 
for the pipeline operator to even iden- 
tify where the pipeline had ruptured, 
let alone to actually stop the flow of 
crude oil. 

That is unacceptable. If the stand- 
ards required under section 4 and sec- 
tion 8 had been required of the Plains 
pipeline in my district, the spill likely 
would have been much less severe. My 
amendment would take a small, yet 
important step forward to address 
these troubling issues by pushing 
PHMSA to get its act together and fi- 
nalize these rules. 

Mr. Chairman, oil and gas develop- 
ment, by its nature, is a dangerous and 
dirty business. The mere fact that the 
Plains and other companies have oil 
spill contingency funds shows that 
there is no such thing as a safe pipe- 
line. Spills do happen, and they will 
continue to happen as long as we de- 
pend on fossil fuels for our energy 
needs. We have a responsibility, there- 
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fore, to do all we can to make these 
pipelines as safe as possible. 

Congress has repeatedly directed 
PHMSA to strengthen its standards; 
yet this agency has done little. My 
amendment would help hold their feet 
to the fire and get commonsense safety 
standards finalized and implemented. I 
urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. CAPPS 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 61, line 14, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $27,604,000)”. 

Page 61, line 17, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $27,604,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from California. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, it is no 
secret that Federal pipeline safety 
standards are in serious need of im- 
provement. Despite repeated bipartisan 
efforts to strengthen these standards, 
the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration, PHMSA, has 
dragged its feet on implementing the 
new rules. 

Not only has this agency failed to 
keep up with new statutory require- 
ments, they struggle to even enforce 
the rules they already have on the 
books. There are several reasons for 
this, including rapid growth in the 
miles of new pipelines to inspect and 
the need to compete with the private 
sector for the best talent while using 
limited resources. 

PHMSA’s preliminary estimate of se- 
rious incidents on pipelines showed an 
increase in 2014; and, with the miles of 
pipelines only multiplying, these num- 
bers will surely grow. That is why my 
amendment would increase funding for 
PHMSA’s pipeline safety program by 
$27 million, to simply match the Presi- 
dent’s own fiscal year 2016 budget re- 
quest. While this would not solve the 
multitude of problems facing the agen- 
cy, it would certainly make a big dif- 
ference in two key areas. 

First, it would help PHMSA retain 
and recruit the best inspectors and 
staff. Last year, Congress provided 
funding for 100 additional full-time em- 
ployees to help PHMSA adjust to the 
increasing demand; and, as part of its 
fiscal year 2016 request, PHMSA re- 
quested $15 million to fully fund and 
annualize these employees. The current 
bill only provides enough funding for 1 
year of salaries for these new employ- 
ees. 
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How is the agency supposed to at- 
tract the best talent when they can’t 
count on paying their new employees 
for more than a year at a time? 

Second, my amendment would also 
provide requested funding for the na- 
tional pipeline information exchange. 
This information exchange would be a 
comprehensive database of integrated 
pipeline safety information from 
PHMSA, from State regulators, indus- 
try, and other Federal resources. 

Of the 2.6 million miles of pipeline in 
the United States, PHMSA inspects 
only 20 percent, while States monitor 
the remaining 80 percent. However, the 
information the States gather through 
inspections is neither shared among 
the States, nor with PHMSA. That is 
kind of unbelievable. It makes no 
sense. We should be doing everything 
we can to analyze and understand this 
data. 

My amendment would fund this ex- 
change to help regulators be more ef- 
fective and to better protect commu- 
nities like mine from future spills. 
There are currently pilot information 
exchange programs in 7 States, and the 
funding provided by my amendment 
would allow PHMSA to expand these 
information exchanges to 25 States. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment costs 
absolutely nothing from the American 
taxpayers, not one dime. The increased 
funding would come from a modest in- 
crease in user fees paid into the pipe- 
line safety fund. These user fees are 
paid for by the oil companies that prof- 
it enormously from the oil and gas 
flowing through the pipelines that 
PHMSA oversees. 

Oil companies are seeing record prof- 
its from a booming oil and gas develop- 
ment industry. This is leading to more 
miles of pipeline and more risks for 
local communities like mine. The least 
they can do is ensure that the Federal 
oversight of the industry is keeping 
pace with the growth because, when 
pipelines fail, it is our local commu- 
nities and our constituents, not the oil 
companies, who suffer the most. 

My amendment takes a small step 
forward to help strengthen the pipeline 
safety and oversight, and I urge my 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. CAPPS. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I com- 
mend my colleague for offering this 
amendment, and I want to offer my 
strong support. 

Mr. Chairman, we are talking here 
about annualizing the funding—in 
other words, bringing these people on 
board permanently—for pipeline safety 
inspectors who were hired in fiscal year 
2015. We are also talking about the bet- 
ter coordination of enforcement activi- 
ties between Federal, State, and local 
officials. 

I would like to remind my colleagues 
we have 2.6 million miles of pipeline 
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across this country. I think the number 
is maybe 548 personnel in the Pipeline 
and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad- 
ministration. 

This is an enormous task. The gen- 
tlewoman’s amendment would greatly 
improve our capacity to address this 
challenge, and I urge its adoption. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chair, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. The authoriza- 
tion for this program expires this year, 
Mr. Chairman. Frankly, there are 
many questions, and it is not really 
clear whether or not the next author- 
ization would accommodate this fund- 
ing fee level. I understand the gentle- 
woman’s passion, but I must respect- 
fully urge a “no” vote on this amend- 
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, again, I 
urge the adoption of this amendment. I 
have a classic example of why it is 
needed, and I ask for your consider- 
ation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I de- 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California will 
be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS 
(EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND) 


For necessary expenses to carry out 49 
U.S.C. 5128(b), $188,000, to be derived from the 
Emergency Preparedness Fund, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That notwithstanding the fiscal year limita- 
tion specified in 49 U.S.C. 5116, not more 
than $28,318,000 shall be made available for 
obligation in fiscal year 2016 from amounts 
made available by 49 U.S.C. 5116(i), and 
5128(b) and (c): Provided further, That not- 
withstanding 49 U.S.C. 5116(i)(4), not more 
than 4 percent of the amounts made avail- 
able from this account shall be available to 
pay administrative costs: Provided further, 
That none of the funds made available by 49 
U.S.C. 5116(i), 5128(b), or 5128(c) shall be made 
available for obligation by individuals other 
than the Secretary of Transportation, or his 
or her designee. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Inspector General to carry out the provisions 
of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as 
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amended, $86,223,000: Provided, That the In- 
spector General shall have all necessary au- 
thority, in carrying out the duties specified 
in the Inspector General Act, as amended (5 
U.S.C. App. 3), to investigate allegations of 
fraud, including false statements to the gov- 
ernment (18 U.S.C. 1001), by any person or en- 
tity that is subject to regulation by the De- 
partment: Provided further, That the funds 
made available under this heading may be 
used to investigate, pursuant to section 41712 
of title 49, United States Code: (1) unfair or 
deceptive practices and unfair methods of 
competition by domestic and foreign air car- 
riers and ticket agents; and (2) the compli- 
ance of domestic and foreign air carriers 
with respect to item (1) of this proviso: Pro- 
vided further, That hereafter funds trans- 
ferred to the Office of the Inspector General 
through forfeiture proceedings or from the 
Department of Justice Assets Forfeiture 
Fund or the Department of the Treasury 
Forfeiture Fund, as a participating agency, 
as an equitable share from the forfeiture of 
property in investigations in which the Of- 
fice of Inspector General participates, or 
through the granting of a Petition for Re- 
mission or Mitigation, shall be deposited to 
the credit of this account for law enforce- 
ment activities authorized under the Inspec- 
tor General Act of 1978, as amended, to re- 
main available until expended. 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Surface 
Transportation Board, including services au- 
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, $31,375,000: Provided, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, not to exceed $1,250,000 from fees estab- 
lished by the Chairman of the Surface Trans- 
portation Board shall be credited to this ap- 
propriation as offsetting collections and used 
for necessary and authorized expenses under 
this heading: Provided further, That the sum 
herein appropriated from the general fund 
shall be reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis 
as such offsetting collections are received 
during fiscal year 2016, to result in a final ap- 
propriation from the general fund estimated 
at no more than $30,125,000. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 180. During the current fiscal year, ap- 
plicable appropriations to the Department of 
Transportation shall be available for mainte- 
nance and operation of aircraft; hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles and aircraft; purchase 
of liability insurance for motor vehicles op- 
erating in foreign countries on official de- 
partment business; and uniforms or allow- 
ances therefor, as authorized by law (5 U.S.C. 
5901-5902). 

SEC. 181. Appropriations contained in this 
Act for the Department of Transportation 
shall be available for services as authorized 
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for individuals 
not to exceed the per diem rate equivalent to 
the rate for an Executive Level IV. 

SEC. 182. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be available for salaries and expenses of 
more than 110 political and Presidential ap- 
pointees in the Department of Transpor- 
tation: Provided, That none of the personnel 
covered by this provision may be assigned on 
temporary detail outside the Department of 
Transportation. 

SEC. 183. (a) No recipient of funds made 
available in this Act shall disseminate per- 
sonal information (as defined in 18 U.S.C. 
2725(3)) obtained by a State department of 
motor vehicles in connection with a motor 
vehicle record as defined in 18 U.S.C. 2725(1), 
except as provided in 18 U.S.C. 2721 for a use 
permitted under 18 U.S.C. 2721. 
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(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall not withhold funds provided 
in this Act for any grantee if a State is in 
noncompliance with this provision. 

SEC. 184. Funds received by the Federal 
Highway Administration, Federal Transit 
Administration, and Federal Railroad Ad- 
ministration from States, counties, munici- 
palities, other public authorities, and private 
sources for expenses incurred for training 
may be credited respectively to the Federal 
Highway Administration’s “Federal-Aid 
Highways” account, the Federal Transit Ad- 
ministration’s “Technical Assistance and 
Training” account, and to the Federal Rail- 
road Administration’s “Safety and Oper- 
ations” account, except for State rail safety 
inspectors participating in training pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. 20105. 

SEC. 185. None of the funds in this Act to 
the Department of Transportation may be 
used to make a loan, loan guarantee, line of 
credit, or grant unless the Secretary of 
Transportation notifies the House and Sen- 
ate Committees on Appropriations not less 
than 3 full business days before any project 
competitively selected to receive a discre- 
tionary grant award, any discretionary grant 
award, letter of intent, loan commitment, 
loan guarantee commitment, line of credit 
commitment, or full funding grant agree- 
ment totaling $750,000 or more is announced 
by the department or its modal administra- 
tions from: 

(1) any discretionary grant or federal cred- 
it program of the Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration including the emergency relief pro- 
gram; 

(2) the airport improvement program of the 
Federal Aviation Administration; 

(3) any program of the Federal Railroad 
Administration; 

(4) any program of the Federal Transit Ad- 
ministration other than the formula grants 
and fixed guideway modernization programs; 

(5) any program of the Maritime Adminis- 
tration; or 

(6) any funding provided under the head- 
ings ‘‘National Infrastructure Investments’’ 
in this Act: 

Provided, That the Secretary gives concur- 
rent notification to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations for any 
“¿quick release” of funds from the emergency 
relief program: Provided further, That no no- 
tification shall involve funds that are not 
available for obligation. 

SEC. 186. Rebates, refunds, incentive pay- 
ments, minor fees and other funds received 
by the Department of Transportation from 
travel management centers, charge card pro- 
grams, the subleasing of building space, and 
miscellaneous sources are to be credited to 
appropriations of the Department of Trans- 
portation and allocated to elements of the 
Department of Transportation using fair and 
equitable criteria and such funds shall be 
available until expended. 

SEC. 187. Amounts made available in this 
or any other Act that the Secretary deter- 
mines represent improper payments by the 
Department of Transportation to a third- 
party contractor under a financial assistance 
award, which are recovered pursuant to law, 
shall be available— 

(1) to reimburse the actual expenses in- 
curred by the Department of Transportation 
in recovering improper payments; and 

(2) to pay contractors for services provided 
in recovering improper payments or con- 
tractor support in the implementation of the 
Improper Payments Information Act of 2002: 
Provided, That amounts in excess of that re- 
quired for paragraphs (1) and (2)— 
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(A) shall be credited to and merged with 
the appropriation from which the improper 
payments were made, and shall be available 
for the purposes and period for which such 
appropriations are available: Provided fur- 
ther, That where specific project or account- 
ing information associated with the im- 
proper payment or payments is not readily 
available, the Secretary may credit an ap- 
propriate account, which shall be available 
for the purposes and period associated with 
the account so credited; or 

(B) if no such appropriation remains avail- 
able, shall be deposited in the Treasury as 
miscellaneous receipts: Provided further, 
That prior to the transfer of any such recov- 
ery to an appropriations account, the Sec- 
retary shall notify the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations of the 
amount and reasons for such transfer: Pro- 
vided further, That for purposes of this sec- 
tion, the term “improper payments” has the 
same meaning as that provided in section 
2(d)(2) of Public Law 107-300. 

SEC. 188. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, if any funds provided in or lim- 
ited by this Act are subject to a reprogram- 
ming action that requires notice to be pro- 
vided to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations, transmission of said re- 
programming notice shall be provided solely 
to the Committees on Appropriations, and 
said reprogramming action shall be approved 
or denied solely by the Committees on Ap- 
propriations: Provided, That the Secretary 
may provide notice to other congressional 
committees of the action of the Committees 
on Appropriations on such reprogramming 
but not sooner than 30 days following the 
date on which the reprogramming action has 
been approved or denied by the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations. 

SEC. 189. None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available under this Act may 
be used by the Surface Transportation Board 
of the Department of Transportation to 
charge or collect any filing fee for rate or 
practice complaints filed with the Board in 
an amount in excess of the amount author- 
ized for district court civil suit filing fees 
under section 1914 of title 28, United States 
Code. 

SEC. 190. Funds appropriated in this Act to 
the modal administrations may be obligated 
for the Office of the Secretary for the costs 
related to assessments or reimbursable 
agreements only when such amounts are for 
the costs of goods and services that are pur- 
chased to provide a direct benefit to the ap- 
plicable modal administration or adminis- 
trations. 

SEC. 191. The Secretary of Transportation 
is authorized to carry out a program that es- 
tablishes uniform standards for developing 
and supporting agency transit pass and tran- 
sit benefits authorized under section 7905 of 
title 5, United States Code, including dis- 
tribution of transit benefits by various paper 
and electronic media. 

SEC. 192. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used by the Surface 
Transportation Board to take any actions 
with respect to the construction of a high 
speed rail project in California unless the 
permit is issued by the Board with respect to 
the project in its entirety. 

SEC. 193. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to facilitate new 
scheduled air transportation originating 
from the United States if such flights would 
land on, or pass through, property con- 
fiscated by the Cuban Government, including 
property in which a minority interest was 
confiscated, as the terms confiscated, Cuban 
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Government, and property are defined in 
paragraphs (4), (5), and (12)(A), respectively, 
of section 4 of the Cuban Liberty and Demo- 
cratic Solidarity (LIBERTAD) Act of 1996 (22 
U.S.C. 6023 (4), (5), and (12)(A)): Provided, 
That for this section, new scheduled air 
transportation shall include any flights not 
already regularly scheduled prior to March 
31, 2015. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department 
of Transportation Appropriations Act, 2016”. 
TITLE II 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 
EXECUTIVE OFFICES 

For necessary salaries and expenses for Ex- 
ecutive Offices, which shall be comprised of 
the offices of the Secretary, Deputy Sec- 
retary, Adjudicatory Services, Congressional 
and Intergovernmental Relations, Public Af- 
fairs, Small and Disadvantaged Business Uti- 
lization, and the Center for Faith-Based and 
Neighborhood Partnerships, $14,500,000: Pro- 
vided, That not to exceed $25,000 of the 
amount made available under this heading 
shall be available to the Secretary for offi- 
cial reception and representation expenses as 
the Secretary may determine. 

ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT OFFICES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary salaries and expenses for Ad- 
ministrative Support Offices, $547,000,000, of 
which $45,600,000, to remain available until 
expended, in addition to amounts made 
available under this heading for the Office of 
the Chief Financial Officer and the Office of 
the Chief Human Capital Officer, shall be for 
funding shared service agreements between 
the Department of Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment and the Department of the Treasury; 
$39,000,000 shall be available for the Office of 
the Chief Financial Officer; $93,000,000 shall 
be available for the Office of the General 
Counsel; $199,000,000 shall be available for the 
Office of Administration; $40,000,000 shall be 
available for the Office of the Chief Human 
Capital Officer; $49,000,000 shall be available 
for the Office of Field Policy and Manage- 
ment; $16,000,000 shall be available for the Of- 
fice of the Chief Procurement Officer; 
$3,000,000 shall be available for the Office of 
Departmental Equal Employment Oppor- 
tunity; $4,000,000 shall be available for the 
Office of Strategic Planning and Manage- 
ment; $44,000,000 shall be available for the Of- 
fice of the Chief Information Officer; and of 
which the remaining amount shall be avail- 
able through September 30, 2017, for transfer 
to the appropriations for offices specified 
under this heading or the heading ‘‘Program 
Office Salaries and Expenses” in this title: 
Provided, That funds provided under this 
heading may be used for necessary adminis- 
trative and non-administrative expenses of 
the Department of Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment, not otherwise provided for, includ- 
ing purchase of uniforms, or allowances 
therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902; 
hire of passenger motor vehicles; and serv- 
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of law, funds appropriated under this 
heading may be used for advertising and pro- 
motional activities that directly support 
program activities funded in this title: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary shall pro- 
vide the Committees on Appropriations quar- 
terly written notification regarding the sta- 
tus of pending congressional reports: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary shall pro- 
vide in electronic form all signed reports re- 
quired by Congress. 
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PROGRAM OFFICE SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Public and Indian Housing, 
$203,000,000. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Community Planning and Develop- 
ment, $102,000,000. 

HOUSING 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Housing, $372,000,000. 
POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Policy Development and Research, 
$22,700,000. 

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Fair Housing and Equal Oppor- 
tunity, $73,000,000. 

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL AND 
HEALTHY HOMES 

For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Lead Hazard Control and Healthy 
Homes, $6,700,000. 

PUBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING PROGRAMS 
TENANT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 

For activities and assistance for the provi- 
sion of tenant-based rental assistance au- 
thorized under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1437 et 
seq.) (“the Act” herein), not otherwise pro- 
vided for, $15,918,643,000 to remain available 
until September 30, 2018, shall be available 
on October 1, 2015 (in addition to the 
$4,000,000,000 previously appropriated under 
this heading that became available on Octo- 
ber 1, 2015), and $4,000,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2019, shall be 
available on October 1, 2016: Provided, That 
the amounts made available under this head- 
ing are provided as follows: 

(1) $18,151,000,000 shall be available for re- 
newals of expiring section 8 tenant-based an- 
nual contributions contracts (including re- 
newals of enhanced vouchers under any pro- 
vision of law authorizing such assistance 
under section 8(t) of the Act) and including 
renewal of other special purpose or incre- 
mental vouchers: Provided, That notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, from 
amounts provided under this paragraph and 
any carryover, the Secretary for the cal- 
endar year 2016 funding cycle shall provide 
renewal funding for each public housing 
agency based on validated voucher manage- 
ment system (VMS) leasing and cost data for 
the prior calendar year and by applying an 
inflation factor as established by the Sec- 
retary, by notice published in the Federal 
Register, and by making any necessary ad- 
justments for the costs associated with the 
first-time renewal of vouchers under this 
paragraph including tenant protection, 
HOPE VI, and Choice Neighborhoods vouch- 
ers: Provided further, That in determining 
calendar year 2016 funding allocations under 
this heading for public housing agencies, in- 
cluding agencies participating in the Moving 
To Work (MTW) demonstration, the Sec- 
retary may take into account the antici- 
pated impact of changes in targeting and 
utility allowances, on public housing agen- 
cies’ contract renewal needs: Provided fur- 
ther, That none of the funds provided under 
this paragraph may be used to fund a total 
number of unit months under lease which ex- 
ceeds a public housing agency’s authorized 
level of units under contract, except for pub- 
lic housing agencies participating in the 
MTW demonstration, which are instead gov- 
erned by the terms and conditions of their 
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MTW agreements: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall, to the extent necessary to 
stay within the amount specified under this 
paragraph (except as otherwise modified 
under this paragraph), prorate each public 
housing agency’s allocation otherwise estab- 
lished pursuant to this paragraph: Provided 
further, That except as provided in the fol- 
lowing provisos, the entire amount specified 
under this paragraph (except as otherwise 
modified under this paragraph) shall be obli- 
gated to the public housing agencies based 
on the allocation and pro rata method de- 
scribed above, and the Secretary shall notify 
public housing agencies of their annual budg- 
et by the latter of 60 days after enactment of 
this Act or March 1, 2016: Provided further, 
That the Secretary may extend the notifica- 
tion period with the prior written approval 
of the House and Senate Committees on Ap- 
propriations: Provided further, That public 
housing agencies participating in the MTW 
demonstration shall be funded pursuant to 
their MTW agreements and shall be subject 
to the same pro rata adjustments under the 
previous provisos: Provided further, That the 
Secretary may offset public housing agen- 
cies’ calendar year 2016 allocations based on 
the excess amounts of public housing agen- 
cies’ net restricted assets accounts, includ- 
ing HUD held programmatic reserves (in ac- 
cordance with VMS data in calendar year 
2015 that is verifiable and complete), as de- 
termined by the Secretary: Provided further, 
That public housing agencies participating 
in the MTW demonstration shall also be sub- 
ject to the offset, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, excluding amounts subject to the sin- 
gle fund budget authority provisions of their 
MTW agreements, from the agencies’ cal- 
endar year 2016 MTW funding allocation: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary shall use 
any offset referred to in the previous two 
provisos throughout the calendar year to 
prevent the termination of rental assistance 
for families as the result of insufficient fund- 
ing, as determined by the Secretary, and to 
avoid or reduce the proration of renewal 
funding allocations: Provided further, That up 
to $75,000,000 shall be available only: (1) for 
adjustments in the allocations for public 
housing agencies, after application for an ad- 
justment by a public housing agency that ex- 
perienced a significant increase, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, in renewal costs of 
vouchers resulting from unforeseen cir- 
cumstances or from portability under sec- 
tion 8(r) of the Act; (2) for vouchers that 
were not in use during the 12-month period 
in order to be available to meet a commit- 
ment pursuant to section 8(0)(18) of the Act; 
(3) for adjustments for costs associated with 
HUD-Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing 
(HUD-VASH) vouchers; (4) for adjustments 
for public housing agencies with voucher 
leasing rates at the end of the calendar year 
that exceed the average leasing for the 12- 
month period used to establish the alloca- 
tion, and for additional leasing of vouchers 
that were issued but not leased prior to the 
end of such calendar year; (5) for public hous- 
ing agencies that despite taking reasonable 
cost savings measures, as determined by the 
Secretary, would otherwise be required to 
terminate rental assistance for families as a 
result of insufficient funding; and (6) for ad- 
justments in the allocations for public hous- 
ing agencies that experienced a significant 
increase, as determined by the Secretary, in 
renewal costs as a result of participation in 
the Small Area Fair Market Rent dem- 
onstration: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary shall allocate amounts under the pre- 
vious proviso based on need, as determined 
by the Secretary; 
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(2) $130,000,000 shall be for section 8 rental 
assistance for relocation and replacement of 
housing units that are demolished or dis- 
posed of pursuant to section 18 of the Act, 
conversion of section 23 projects to assist- 
ance under section 8, the family unification 
program under section 8(x) of the Act, relo- 
cation of witnesses in connection with ef- 
forts to combat crime in public and assisted 
housing pursuant to a request from a law en- 
forcement or prosecution agency, enhanced 
vouchers under any provision of law author- 
izing such assistance under section 8(t) of 
the Act, HOPE VI and Choice Neighborhood 
vouchers, mandatory and voluntary conver- 
sions, and tenant protection assistance in- 
cluding replacement and relocation assist- 
ance or for project-based assistance to pre- 
vent the displacement of unassisted elderly 
tenants currently residing in section 202 
properties financed between 1959 and 1974 
that are refinanced pursuant to Public Law 
106-569, as amended, or under the authority 
as provided under this Act: Provided, That 
when a public housing development is sub- 
mitted for demolition or disposition under 
section 18 of the Act, the Secretary may pro- 
vide section 8 rental assistance when the 
units pose an imminent health and safety 
risk to residents: Provided further, That the 
Secretary may only provide replacement 
vouchers for units that were occupied within 
the previous 24 months that cease to be 
available as assisted housing, subject only to 
the availability of funds: Provided further, 
That of the amounts made available under 
this paragraph, $5,000,000 may be available to 
provide tenant protection assistance, not 
otherwise provided under this paragraph, to 
residents residing in low vacancy areas and 
who may have to pay rents greater than 30 
percent of household income, as the result of 
(1) the maturity of a HUD-insured, HUD-held 
or section 202 loan that requires the permis- 
sion of the Secretary prior to loan prepay- 
ment; (2) the expiration of a rental assist- 
ance contract for which the tenants are not 
eligible for enhanced voucher or tenant pro- 
tection assistance under existing law; or (3) 
the expiration of affordability restrictions 
accompanying a mortgage or preservation 
program administered by the Secretary: Pro- 
vided further, That such tenant protection as- 
sistance made available under the previous 
proviso may be provided under the authority 
of section 8(t) or section 8(0)(13) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437£(6)): Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall issue guidance to implement the pre- 
vious provisos, including, but not limited to, 
requirements for defining eligible at-risk 
households within 120 days of the enactment 
of this Act: Provided further, That any tenant 
protection voucher made available from 
amounts under this paragraph shall not be 
reissued by any public housing agency, ex- 
cept the replacement vouchers as defined by 
the Secretary by notice, when the initial 
family that received any such voucher no 
longer receives such voucher, and the au- 
thority for any public housing agency to 
issue any such voucher shall cease to exist: 
Provided further, That the Secretary, for the 
purpose under this paragraph, may use unob- 
ligated balances, including recaptures and 
carryovers, remaining from amounts appro- 
priated in prior fiscal years under this head- 
ing for voucher assistance for nonelderly dis- 
abled families and for disaster assistance 
made available under Public Law 110-329; 

(3) $1,530,000,000 shall be for administrative 
and other expenses of public housing agen- 
cies in administering the section 8 tenant- 
based rental assistance program, of which up 
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to $10,000,000 shall be available to the Sec- 
retary to allocate to public housing agencies 
that need additional funds to administer 
their section 8 programs, including fees asso- 
ciated with section 8 tenant protection rent- 
al assistance, the administration of disaster 
related vouchers, Veterans Affairs Sup- 
portive Housing vouchers, and other special 
purpose incremental vouchers: Provided, 
That no less than $1,520,000,000 of the amount 
provided in this paragraph shall be allocated 
to public housing agencies for the calendar 
year 2016 funding cycle based on section 8(q) 
of the Act (and related Appropriation Act 
provisions) as in effect immediately before 
the enactment of the Quality Housing and 
Work Responsibility Act of 1998 (Public Law 
105-276): Provided further, That if the 
amounts made available under this para- 
graph are insufficient to pay the amounts de- 
termined under the previous proviso, the 
Secretary may decrease the amounts allo- 
cated to agencies by a uniform percentage 
applicable to all agencies receiving funding 
under this paragraph or may, to the extent 
necessary to provide full payment of 
amounts determined under the previous pro- 
viso, utilize unobligated balances, including 
recaptures and carryovers, remaining from 
funds appropriated to the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development under this 
heading from prior fiscal years, excluding 
special purpose vouchers, notwithstanding 
the purposes for which such amounts were 
appropriated: Provided further, That all pub- 
lic housing agencies participating in the 
MTW demonstration shall be funded pursu- 
ant to their MTW agreements, and shall be 
subject to the same uniform percentage de- 
crease as under the previous proviso: Pro- 
vided further, That amounts provided under 
this paragraph shall be only for activities re- 
lated to the provision of tenant-based rental 
assistance authorized under section 8, in- 
cluding related development activities; 

(4) $107,643,210 for the renewal of tenant- 
based assistance contracts under section 811 
of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford- 
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013), including 
necessary administrative expenses: Provided, 
That administrative and other expenses of 
public housing agencies in administering the 
special purpose vouchers in this paragraph 
shall be funded under the same terms and be 
subject to the same pro rata reduction as the 
percent decrease for administrative and 
other expenses to public housing agencies 
under paragraph (3) of this heading; 

(5) The Secretary shall separately track all 
special purpose vouchers funded under this 
heading. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. AL GREEN OF 
TEXAS 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $75,000,000)”. 

Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $75,000,000)”. 

Page 77, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $75,000,000)”. 

Page 78, line 9, before the semicolon insert 
the following: ‘‘, except that of the amount 
made available by this proviso, $75,000,000 
shall be used only for the purpose under this 
clause”. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (during the 
reading). Mr. Chair, I ask that the 
amendment be considered as read. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Texas and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise tonight in support of the 
people who make it possible for us to 
be here. Of course, I speak of those per- 
sons who go to distant places, those 
persons who serve us in our military 
who don’t always return the same way 
they left. 

I rise tonight because we have had a 
successful program. The HUD VASH 
program has been successful, and it has 
contributed to the decline in homeless- 
ness among those persons who make it 
possible for us to be here, who make 
real the great and noble American 
ideals: liberty and justice for all; gov- 
ernment of the people, by the people, 
for the people. 

Mr. Chairman, homelessness has de- 
clined 33 percent among our veteran 
population since 2010, and this is be- 
cause the President made it a priority. 
President Obama indicated that he 
would reduce homelessness among vet- 
erans, and he had 2015 as a targeted 
date. 

I am proud to say that in my city of 
Houston, Texas, our mayor, Annise 
Parker, had an event just recently with 
three HUD Secretaries, and it was an- 
nounced at that event that in Houston, 
Texas, the resources were available to 
accommodate a veteran in need of a 
place to call home. 

Tonight, Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment that would accord $75 mil- 
lion to the HUD VASH program. This 
$75 million would be used to make sure 
that what we have done we will not 
only continue to do, but we can do even 
better. 

I believe that the people who have 
served us and who find themselves now 
living on the streets of life should have 
a better quality of life. For this reason, 
I will promote this amendment to- 
night, understanding that a point of 
order has been made, but also under- 
standing that it is necessary for us to 
continue to remind ourselves that we 
have people who are willing to make 
the sacrifice and that we should make 
sacrifices for them. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I yield to 
the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I want to thank 
the gentleman, again, for his passion 
for this issue and for talking to me 
about this issue, and I look forward to 
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continuing to work with the gen- 
tleman. 

Obviously, all of us know that there 
is never anything, there is never 
enough that we could ever do for our 
veterans. So again, I thank the gen- 
tleman, and I look forward to con- 
tinuing to work with the gentleman. 

I thank you for yielding your time. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, I thank the chairman and I thank 
the Congress of the United States of 
America because Congress has appro- 
priated money for these VASH vouch- 
ers, this program. I have always tried 
to get more because I think our vet- 
erans deserve aS much as we can give 
them, but I am appreciative for what 
Congress has done, and I am appre- 
ciative for what the chairman has 
done. 

So tonight I will withdraw my 
amendment, Mr. Chairman, but I do so 
with the understanding that as we 
move forward, knowing that we have 
done a great job, the President has 
done well, that the cities and munici- 
palities have worked well with the 
President, this has been an integrated 
system, holistic approach to ending 
homelessness among our veterans, but 
I still believe that we cannot allow our- 
selves to relax. We must never assume 
that we have done enough for those 
who are willing to do all for us. 

With that, I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. NORTON 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $512,000,000)”. 

Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $512,000,000)”. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
woman's amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentlewoman from the District of 
Columbia and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer an amendment to H.R. 2577, the 
Transportation, Housing and Urban De- 
velopment, and Related Agencies Ap- 
propriation Act, that would fully fund 
the existing Housing Choice Vouchers 
and replenish the 67,000 vouchers lost 
to the fiscal year 2013 sequestration. 

It is difficult, Mr. Chair, to think of 
a more urgent issue confronting the 
American people. Affordable housing 
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has reached zero in many communities 
of our country. It is estimated that 2.1 
million low-income families utilize the 
Housing Choice “Voucher program. 
These are the most vulnerable among 
us, including children, senior citizens, 
veterans, and persons with disabilities 
who rely on this important program to 
keep their families from becoming 
homeless. 

Most families must make roughly 
$18.92 per hour to afford a two-bedroom 
apartment, which is more than 2% 
times the Federal minimum wage. In 
the District of Columbia, where afford- 
able housing has virtually disappeared, 
families must make $28.25 per hour to 
afford a two-bedroom apartment, mak- 
ing the Nation's Capital one of the 
most expensive housing markets in the 
Nation. 

The District mirrors cities and sub- 
urbs throughout the country, however. 
For over a decade, District residents 
have faced increasing rents, stagnant 
incomes, and the disappearance of af- 
fordable rental units. As a result, the 
city has had to close—actually close al- 
together—its housing waiting list, 
which includes vouchers, leaving more 
than 72,000 people waiting to be placed 
and thousands more waiting for a 
chance even to get on the list. 

My amendment would fund President 
Obama’s budget request to restore 
67,000 vouchers lost during the fiscal 
year 2013 sequestration, bringing ur- 
gently needed relief to struggling fami- 
lies across the country. I urge my col- 
leagues to support this amendment. 
What is Congress here for if not to 
bring some relief to millions of fami- 
lies across the country, those who are 
most in need? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
insist on my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida may state his point of 
order. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5 of 
the 114th Congress which states the fol- 
lowing: 

“Tt shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria- 
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con- 
sidered en bloc with another amend- 
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg- 
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.” 

The amendment proposes a net in- 
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to be heard. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia is recog- 
nized. 
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Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, but for 
sequestration probably most of these 
housing vouchers would have gone 
through. They are already cut. These 
are cuts that were never anticipated. 
These were sequestration cuts. The 
Congress cannot ignore forever the 
neediest people for housing as home- 
lessness increases and as there is no re- 
lief whatsoever. 

I understand the point of order. I 
can’t agree with it. I think at some 
point this Congress must face what it 
must do for people who but for seques- 
tration, something none of us wanted, 
none of us anticipated, would at least 
among them have some who would 
have these housing vouchers. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre- 
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia violates section 
3(d)(3) of House Resolution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au- 
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $1,204,853,210)”. 

Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $182,816,000)”. 

Page 79, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $20,000,000)’’. 

Page 81, line 18, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $490,037,000)’’. 

Page 83, after line 10, insert the following: 

(5) $277,000,000 shall be for incremental 
rental voucher assistance under section 8(0) 
of the Act to be distributed based on relative 
need, as determined by the Secretary: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary shall make such 
funding available, notwithstanding section 
204 (competition provision) of this title; 

(6) $177,500,000 shall be used for incremental 
rental voucher assistance for use by families, 
veterans, and tribal families who are experi- 
encing homelessness, as well as victims of 
domestic and dating violence: Provided, That 
eligibility for veterans is made without re- 
gard to discharge status: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall make such funding 
available through a competitive process to 
public housing agencies that partner with el- 
igible Continuums of Care, as identified by 
the Secretary and to recipients eligible to 
receive block grants under the Native Amer- 
ican Housing Assistance and Determination 
Act of 1996 (NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4101 et 
seq.): Provided further, That assistance pro- 
vided to recipients eligible under NAHASDA 
shall be subject to requirements of 
NAHASDA: Provided further, That the Sec- 
retary may waive, or specify alternative re- 
quirements for any provision or statute or 
regulation that the Secretary administers in 
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connection with the use of funds made avail- 
able under this paragraph upon a finding by 
the Secretary that any such waivers or alter- 
native requirements are necessary for the ef- 
fective delivery and administration of such 
voucher assistance: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall issue guidance to imple- 
ment the previous proviso; 

(7) $37,500,000 shall be made available to 
provide incremental rental voucher assist- 
ance for victims of domestic violence, dating 
violence, sexual assault, or stalking, as de- 
fined by the Violence Against Women Act 
Reauthorization Act of 2013 (Public Law 113- 
4), who require an emergency transfer: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary shall issue guid- 
ance to implement this paragraph; 

(8) $20,000,000 shall be made available for 
new incremental voucher assistance through 
the Family Unification Program: Provided, 
That the assistance made available under 
this paragraph shall continue to remain 
available for family unification upon turn- 
over: Provided further, That the amounts 
made available under this paragraph shall be 
used only in connection with tenant-based 
assistance on behalf of— 

(A) any family— 

(i) who is otherwise eligible for such assist- 
ance; and 

(ii) who the public child welfare agency for 
the jurisdiction has certified is a family for 
whom the lack of adequate housing is a pri- 
mary factor in the imminent placement of 
the family’s child or children in out-of-home 
care; and 

(B) for a period not to exceed 60 months, 
otherwise eligible youths who have attained 
at least 18 years of age and not more than 21 
years of age and who have left foster care at 
age 16 or older. 

Page 83, line 11, strike “(5)” and insert 
“(9)” 

Mr. NADLER (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent to 
waive the reading of the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from New York and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the funding levels pro- 
vided in this bill are unrealistic and 
unsustainable and clearly demonstrate 
that our current budget process has 
failed. This bill reveals where the ma- 
jority’s priorities lie, and they clearly 
do not lie in serving the most basic 
function of government: to provide for 
the safety and well-being of its citi- 
zens. 

This bill makes major cuts to critical 
HUD programs. The public housing 
capital fund is slashed by $200 million, 
barely reaching its 1989 level, almost 30 
years ago. This will cover less than 
half of the basic maintenance needs 
and does nothing to address the $25 bil- 
lion in deferred projects. 
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For the first time since 2007, this 
body will provide no new funding to 
provide housing and support to home- 
less veterans. The Healthy Homes and 
Lead Hazard Control program is cut by 
32 percent, even as The Washington 
Post reported 2 months ago that in 
low-income West Baltimore neighbor- 
hoods, more than 3 percent of children 
under the age of 6 had dangerously 
high levels of lead in their blood, which 
we know leads to learning disabilities 
and can lead to lifelong dependency, 
not to mention lifelong dependency on 
the taxpayers. 

But perhaps most startling is the 
bill's failure to provide low-income 
seniors and hard-working families ade- 
quate access to affordable housing 
through HUD’s Section 8 program. 
Rental assistance helps 2.1 million 
very-low-income households to rent 
modest homes in the private market at 
affordable costs. Households that use 
vouchers have an average income of 
$13,000 per year, well below the Federal 
poverty line, and nearly all include 
children, seniors, or people with dis- 
abilities. Only about one in four eligi- 
ble low-income families receives Fed- 
eral rental assistance. Long waiting 
lists remain in nearly every commu- 
nity, and these long waits are exacer- 
bated by a lack of administrative fund- 
ing for public housing agencies. 

Sequestration has only made this sit- 
uation worse. As of June of last year, 
an estimated 100,000 fewer families 
were receiving assistance from Section 
8 due to the sequestration cuts; 100,000 
families cut off. These cuts have had a 
severe impact on communities at a 
time when the number of very-low-in- 
come renters with worst case housing 
needs remains 30 percent higher than it 
was before the Great Recession. 

Through the fiscal year 2014 and fis- 
cal year 2015 appropriations bills, Con- 
gress began the work of reversing the 
deep cuts in assistance caused by se- 
questration, but nearly 67,000 vouchers 
have yet to be restored. My amend- 
ment would finally restore those lost 
vouchers by providing an additional 
$512 million to the voucher renewal ac- 
count. This amendment mirrors the 
President’s request and targets 30,000 
vouchers to those families and individ- 
uals most in need of housing assist- 
ance: homeless families; veterans, in- 
cluding those not covered by the VASH 
program; victims of domestic violence; 
and Native Americans. 
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The bill does include important and 
helpful language directing HUD to tar- 
get vouchers to the vulnerable popu- 
lations as they become available but 
provides no funds for HUD to do so. 

My amendment sets aside specific 
funding for these targeted vouchers to 
make sure the most vulnerable popu- 
lations have access to safe, affordable 
housing. 
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This additional funding will go a long 
way toward ensuring that every family 
that qualifies for rental assistance 
finds a home. However, at the funding 
levels for administrative fees in this 
legislation, it would be impossible for 
public housing agencies to hire and 
maintain enough staff to process and 
renew vouchers. 

We cannot continue to undermine 
our hard-working public housing agen- 
cies by failing to provide them enough 
money to function. My amendment 
would finally address the undercutting 
of public housing agencies by providing 
an additional $490 million to match the 
President’s request. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the minimum 
we can do to meet the vital needs of 
our lowest-income citizens and of our 
veterans. I urge adoption of this 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
insist on the point of order. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)(8) of House Resolution 5, 
114th Congress, which states: 

“Tt shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria- 
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con- 
sidered en bloc with another amend- 
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg- 
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.” 

The amendment proposes a net in- 
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, we can 
all agree that this amendment is nec- 
essary. We are talking about denying 
tens of thousands of families and sen- 
iors access to an efficient, cost-effec- 
tive program that keeps families to- 
gether and lowers the government’s 
costs over the long term. Without this 
amendment, we will see a spike in 
homelessness, a spike in medical costs, 
and a spike in hungry children. 

I understand the point of order. I un- 
derstand that the rules demand an off- 
set for any funding increase in the bill. 
I also appreciate the chairman’s efforts 
to support Section 8 and public hous- 
ing. However, when funding levels are 
as restrictive as this bill provides 
across the board, it is impossible to off- 
set such drastic underfunding without 
hurting other people in need. 

When faced with a funding bill—— 

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen- 
tleman from New York wish to speak 
to the point of order? 

The gentleman will confine his re- 
marks to the point of order. 

Mr. NADLER. When faced with a 
funding bill that fails to provide any 
new funding to support homeless vet- 
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erans and is leaving victims of domes- 
tic violence and homeless families with 
no access to secure housing, we need to 
take action to support the most vul- 
nerable among us. 

I hope that as we go forward, we can 
find a way to provide these funds so 
that kids, working families, and sen- 
iors are not out on the street. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre- 
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York 
violates section 3(d)(8) of House Reso- 
lution 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au- 
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I think it is very important 
that this moment not pass without us 
expressing appreciation to Mr. NADLER 
and to Ms. NORTON for these amend- 
ments they have offered, because they 
are addressing a critical issue, a crit- 
ical deficiency in this bill. And believe 
me, Mr. Chairman, this is just the tip 
of the iceberg. 

The President proposed in his budget 
to provide additional rental vouchers 
to compensate for those lost earlier to 
sequestration. He also proposed fund- 
ing for 30,000 new targeted vouchers, as 
Mr. NADLER was indicating: homeless 
families, veterans, Native Americans, 
victims of domestic violence and stalk- 
ing, reuniting families. 

Because of this budget policy that 
has us so hamstrung, we are simply not 
addressing in this bill any of these des- 
perate needs. I invite colleagues to 
talk to their local housing authorities, 
if they haven’t already. Ask how many 
are on the waiting list. Ask how many 
people are desperate for decent hous- 
ing. There is nothing more basic to our 
communities’ well-being than decent 
housing. 

I don’t know of a single housing pro- 
gram that isn’t underresourced, and all 
this because of a budget policy that 
really isn’t working as fiscal policy. 
That is what it is supposed to be doing, 
but it is decimating these investments 
that our country needs to be making. 

I said the tip of the iceberg. Here is 
what I mean. The Choice Neighbor- 
hoods initiative is the successor to 
HOPE VI. That has been an enormously 
successful program in my area of Ra- 
leigh-Durham in North Carolina. That 
is $20 million. That is a token amount. 
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I hope we will revisit that amount 
later. 

Public housing capital fund, $1.68 bil- 
lion. That is $194 million cut from last 
year. That goes back to where we were 
26 years ago. And then we have a $25 
billion backlog—not even beginning to 
address that. 

Mr. Chairman, my district displays 
rental housing for the elderly, housing 
for the disabled. Local congregations 
have taken on these projects. We have 
group homes for the disabled that have 
done a wonderful job. This budget sim- 
ply turns them into rental renewal pro- 
grams. No capital funding, no increase 
in the supply. And so it goes. 

So Mr. NADLER and Ms. NORTON have 
done us a great service tonight in 
pressing the case for tenant-based rent- 
al assistance—for these vouchers—and 
for addressing some of these very needy 
categories of our fellow citizens. But it 
is the tip of the iceberg. It is only one 
of an array of programs that we very 
much need to address. 

I am hopeful that the inadequacy of 
this bill tonight, and the kind of debate 
we are having tonight, the kind of 
sharp relief that these needs are being 
put into, will motivate us very strong- 
ly sooner rather than later. 

Let’s not wait for a Presidential 
veto. Let’s not wait for some kind of 
governmental shutdown. Let’s show 
that we can govern. Let’s show that we 
can take hold of our situation, invest 
the way a great country should invest, 
and do a budget agreement that se- 
cures our fiscal future but also makes 
room for the kind of investments that 
we should make. 

So I thank my colleagues for bring- 
ing up these critical housing needs. We 
simply must address them in the weeks 
ahead. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $614,000,000)”. 

Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $434,000,000)”. 

Page 81, line 13, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $180,000,000)”. 

Page 81, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $180,000,000)”. 

Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $614,000,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
am glad to be here. It shows different 
people look at this budget and see dif- 
ferent things. 

I look at this budget and see a $614 
million increase in Section 8 housing, 
and I look at the huge debt we have, 
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and I say: Why are we spending more? 
Other people apparently look at the 
$614 million increase and say: Why, 
that is just a pittance. 

Obviously, a 3 percent increase in 
any program at a time we are in the 
huge debt we are should be viewed 
skeptically. I have an amendment here 
to get rid of the $614 million increase. 

Now, as I understand, the reason 
there is an increase is because we are 
getting in less receipts on the Section 
8 housing and, therefore, we feel that 
the citizens of this country have to 
make up the difference. 

My opinion is they have done nothing 
that we have to take more out of their 
pocket, either in taxes or by way of in- 
flation, and we should not be increas- 
ing this funding by $614 million. 

In the debate over the last amend- 
ment it was said that there is a waiting 
list on a lot of these programs. That 
doesn’t mean we have to spend more 
money on the programs. If we are giv- 
ing away something for free, there is 
always going to be a waiting list. If 
you go out in society, if a store says, 
we are going to give away something 
for free, you have a waiting list, right? 

This is a flawed program for a couple 
of reasons. I don’t object to using it for 
disabled people. I don’t object to using 
it for elderly people. But like many 
welfare-related programs, two things 
help you in eligibility for this program. 

First of all, you are required not to 
work very hard. And the gentleman 
made a point that the income level of 
a lot of these people in the projects 
isn’t that high. That is because if they 
made more money, they wouldn’t be el- 
igible for the generous subsidies. So, of 
course they are not making a lot of 
money. It is wrong to set up a program 
that discourages industry. 

The second thing wrong with this 
program is it discourages marriage. A 
lot of these housing things are set up 
such that if somebody marries the 
mother or father of their children who 
is working harder, you lose the sub- 
sidy. I can’t imagine anything more 
foolish than setting up a program that 
says we will give you an apartment if 
you raise a child out of wedlock, but if 
you get married, we will take away 
your apartment. 

The last time we really looked at 
this program was 1994. It is time we 
look at it again. And the idea of pour- 
ing another $614 million into this pro- 
gram is out of line. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion with considerable enthusiasm. 

It is as though what I said 5 minutes 
ago about the deficiencies of this bill— 
this whole budget strategy that has 
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left us so unable to address our needs— 
it is as though the gentleman took 
that and went in exactly the opposite 
direction. 

His amendment reduced an allocation 
that is already far too low, and it takes 
these rental assistance programs and 
reduces them further. Not only does it 
not meet the need that we are seeing 
but actually reduces what we are al- 
ready doing. This means evictions. I 
promise you, it means large-scale evic- 
tions. It means a cutting back in com- 
munities across this country of the 
housing alternatives that people have. 

I have always thought, Mr. Chair- 
man, that rental assistance—Section 
8—should be a housing program that 
conservatives should love because it is 
market-based. It is not, contrary to 
what the gentleman says, a total free 
ride. As a matter of fact, people pay a 
third of their income in rent. What 
Section 8 provides is a modest boost so 
that these housing developments and 
these apartment buildings can work. 
People can live there. They put their 
own money in, and they get a boost. 
They are able to move toward self-suf- 
ficiency. 

So it is not public housing. It is hous- 
ing for people who are able to do more 
for themselves and who are receiving 
support as they do that. This would be 
unconscionable to cut this program 
further. 

With great conviction I believe this 
would be a mistaken amendment, a 
hard-hearted amendment, and one that 
this body should reject. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
GROTHMAN). 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND 
(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 

Unobligated balances, including recaptures 
and carryover, remaining from funds appro- 
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading, the 
heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for Assisted 
Housing” and the heading “Project-Based 
Rental Assistance’’, for fiscal year 2016 and 
prior years may be used for renewal of or 
amendments to section 8 project-based con- 
tracts and for performance-based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur- 
poses for which such funds were appro- 
priated: Provided, That any obligated bal- 
ances of contract authority from fiscal year 
1974 and prior that have been terminated 
shall be rescinded: Provided further, That 
amounts heretofore recaptured, or recap- 
tured during the current fiscal year, from 
section 8 project-based contracts from source 
years fiscal year 1975 through fiscal year 1987 
are hereby rescinded, and an amount of addi- 
tional new budget authority, equivalent to 
the amount rescinded is hereby appropriated, 
to remain available until expended, for the 
purposes set forth under this heading, in ad- 
dition to amounts otherwise available. 
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PUBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND 

For the Public Housing Capital Fund Pro- 
gram to carry out capital and management 
activities for public housing agencies, as au- 
thorized under section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487g) (“the 
Act”), $1,681,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2019: Provided, That not- 
withstanding any other provision of law or 
regulation, during fiscal year 2016 the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
may not delegate to any Department official 
other than the Deputy Secretary and the As- 
sistant Secretary for Public and Indian 
Housing any authority under paragraph (2) 
of section 9(j) regarding the extension of the 
time periods under such section: Provided 
further, That for purposes of such section 
9(j), the term “obligate” means, with respect 
to amounts, that the amounts are subject to 
a binding agreement that will result in out- 
lays, immediately or in the future: Provided 
further, That up to $3,000,000 shall be to sup- 
port ongoing Public Housing Financial and 
Physical Assessment activities: Provided fur- 
ther, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, not to exceed $20,000,000 
shall be available for the Secretary to make 
grants, notwithstanding section 204 of this 
Act, to public housing agencies for emer- 
gency capital needs including safety and se- 
curity measures necessary to address crime 
and drug-related activity as well as needs re- 
sulting from unforeseen or unpreventable 
emergencies and natural disasters excluding 
Presidentially declared emergencies and nat- 
ural disasters under the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Act (42 U.S.C. 
5121 et seq.) occurring in fiscal year 2016: Pro- 
vided further, That of the total amount pro- 
vided under this heading $30,000,000 shall be 
for supportive services, service coordinator 
and congregate services as authorized by sec- 
tion 34 of the Act (42 U.S.C. 1487z-6) and the 
Native American Housing Assistance and 
Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4101 
et seq.): Provided further, That of the total 
amount made available under this heading, 
up to $15,000,000 may be used for a Jobs-Plus 
initiative modeled after the Jobs-Plus dem- 
onstration: Provided further, That the fund- 
ing provided under the previous proviso shall 
provide competitive grants to partnerships 
between public housing authorities, local 
workforce investment boards established 
under section 117 of the Workforce Invest- 
ment Act of 1998, and other agencies and or- 
ganizations that provide support to help pub- 
lic housing residents obtain employment and 
increase earnings: Provided further, That ap- 
plicants must demonstrate the ability to 
provide services to residents, partner with 
workforce investment boards, and leverage 
service dollars: Provided further, That the 
Secretary may set aside a portion of the 
funds provided for the Resident Opportunity 
and Self-Sufficiency program to support the 
services element of the Jobs-Plus Pilot ini- 
tiative: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may allow PHAs to request exemptions from 
rent and income limitation requirements 
under sections 3 and 6 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 as necessary to imple- 
ment the Jobs-Plus program, on such terms 
and conditions as the Secretary may approve 
upon a finding by the Secretary that any 
such waivers or alternative requirements are 
necessary for the effective implementation 
of the Jobs-Plus initiative as a voluntary 
program for residents: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall publish by notice in the 
Federal Register any waivers or alternative 
requirements pursuant to the preceding pro- 
viso no later than 10 days before the effective 
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date of such notice: Provided further, That for 
funds provided under this heading, the limi- 
tation in section 9(g)(1) of the Act shall be 25 
percent: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may waive the limitation in the previous 
proviso to allow public housing agencies to 
fund activities authorized under section 
9(e)(1)(C) of the Act: Provided further, That 
from the funds made available under this 
heading, the Secretary shall provide bonus 
awards in fiscal year 2016 to public housing 
agencies that are designated high per- 
formers: Provided further, That the Depart- 
ment shall notify public housing agencies of 
their formula allocation within 60 days of en- 
actment of this Act. 
PUBLIC HOUSING OPERATING FUND 

For 2016 payments to public housing agen- 
cies for the operation and management of 
public housing, as authorized by section 9(e) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 
U.S.C. 1437g(e)), $4,440,000,000. 

CHOICE NEIGHBORHOODS INITIATIVE 

For competitive grants under the Choice 
Neighborhoods Initiative (subject to section 
24 of the United States Housing Act of 1937 
(42 U.S.C. 1437v), unless otherwise specified 
under this heading), for transformation, re- 
habilitation, and replacement housing needs 
of both public and HUD-assisted housing and 
to transform neighborhoods of poverty into 
functioning, sustainable mixed income 
neighborhoods with appropriate services, 
schools, public assets, transportation and ac- 
cess to jobs, $20,000,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2018: Provided, That 
grant funds may be used for resident and 
community services, community develop- 
ment, and affordable housing needs in the 
community, and for conversion of vacant or 
foreclosed properties to affordable housing: 
Provided further, That the use of funds made 
available under this heading shall not be 
deemed to be public housing notwithstanding 
section 3(b)(1) of such Act: Provided further, 
That grantees shall commit to an additional 
period of affordability determined by the 
Secretary of not fewer than 20 years: Pro- 
vided further, That grantees shall undertake 
comprehensive local planning with input 
from residents and the community, and that 
grantees shall provide a match in State, 
local, other Federal or private funds: Pro- 
vided further, That grantees may include 
local governments, tribal entities, public 
housing authorities, and nonprofits: Provided 
further, That for-profit developers may apply 
jointly with a public entity: Provided further, 
That for purposes of environmental review, a 
grantee shall be treated as a public housing 
agency under section 26 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437x), and 
grants under this heading shall be subject to 
the regulations issued by the Secretary to 
implement such section: Provided further, 
That such grantees shall create partnerships 
with other local organizations including as- 
sisted housing owners, service agencies, and 
resident organizations: Provided further, That 
the Secretary shall consult with the Secre- 
taries of Education, Labor, Transportation, 
Health and Human Services, Agriculture, 
and Commerce, the Attorney General, and 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency to coordinate and lever- 
age other appropriate Federal resources: Pro- 
vided further, That unobligated balances, in- 
cluding recaptures, remaining from funds ap- 
propriated under the heading ‘‘Revitalization 
of Severely Distressed Public Housing (HOPE 
VI)” in fiscal year 2011 and prior fiscal years 
may be used for purposes under this heading, 
notwithstanding the purposes for which such 
amounts were appropriated. 
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FAMILY SELF-SUFFICIENCY 

For the Family Self-Sufficiency program 
to support family self-sufficiency coordina- 
tors under section 23 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, to promote the develop- 
ment of local strategies to coordinate the 
use of assistance under sections 8 and 9 of 
such Act with public and private resources, 
and enable eligible families to achieve eco- 
nomic independence and self-sufficiency, 
$75,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2017: Provided, That the Secretary 
may, by Federal Register notice, waive or 
specify alternative requirements under sec- 
tions b(3), b(4), b(5), or c(1) of section 23 of 
such Act in order to facilitate the operation 
of a unified self-sufficiency program for indi- 
viduals receiving assistance under different 
provisions of the Act, as determined by the 
Secretary: Provided further, That owners of 
multifamily properties with project-based 
subsidy contracts under section 8 may com- 
pete for funding under this heading and/or 
voluntarily make a Family Self-Sufficiency 
program available to the assisted tenants of 
such property in accordance with procedures 
established by the Secretary: Provided fur- 
ther, That such procedures established pursu- 
ant to the previous proviso shall permit par- 
ticipating tenants to accrue escrow funds in 
accordance with section 23(d)(2) and shall 
allow owners to use funding from residual re- 
ceipt accounts to hire coordinators for their 
own Family Self-Sufficiency program. 

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS 

For the Native American Housing Block 
Grants program, as authorized under title I 
of the Native American Housing Assistance 
and Self-Determination Act of 1996 
(NAHASDA) (25 U.S.C. 4111 et seq.), 
$650,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2020: Provided, That, notwith- 
standing the Native American Housing As- 
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996, 
to determine the amount of the allocation 
under title I of such Act for each Indian 
tribe, the Secretary shall apply the formula 
under section 302 of such Act with the need 
component based on single-race census data 
and with the need component based on 
multi-race census data, and the amount of 
the allocation for each Indian tribe shall be 
the greater of the two resulting allocation 
amounts: Provided further, That of the 
amounts made available under this heading, 
$3,500,000 shall be contracted for assistance 
for national or regional organizations rep- 
resenting Native American housing interests 
for providing training and technical assist- 
ance to Indian housing authorities and trib- 
ally designated housing entities as author- 
ized under NAHASDA: Provided further, That 
of the funds made available under the pre- 
vious proviso, not less than $2,000,000 shall be 
made available for a national organization 
as authorized under section 703 of NAHASDA 
(25 U.S.C. 4212): Provided further, That of the 
amounts made available under this heading, 
$2,000,000 shall be to support the inspection 
of Indian housing units, contract expertise, 
training, and technical assistance in the 
training, oversight, and management of such 
Indian housing and tenant-based assistance, 
including up to $300,000 for related travel: 
Provided further, That of the amount pro- 
vided under this heading, $2,000,000 shall be 
made available for the cost of guaranteed 
notes and other obligations, as authorized by 
title VI of NAHASDA: Provided further, That 
such costs, including the costs of modifying 
such notes and other obligations, shall be as 
defined in section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, as amended: Provided fur- 
ther, That these funds are available to sub- 
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sidize the total principal amount of any 
notes and other obligations, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, not to exceed 
$17,452,007: Provided further, That the Depart- 
ment will notify grantees of their formula 
allocation within 60 days of the date of en- 
actment of this Act: Provided further, not- 
withstanding section 302(d) of NAHASDA, if 
on January 1, 2016, a recipient’s total 
amount of undisbursed block grants in the 
Department’s line of credit control system is 
greater than three times the formula alloca- 
tion it would otherwise receive under this 
heading, the Secretary shall adjust that re- 
cipient’s formula allocation down by the dif- 
ference between its total amount of 
undisbursed block grants in the Depart- 
ment’s line of credit control system on Janu- 
ary 1, 2016, and three times the formula allo- 
cation it would otherwise receive: Provided 
further, That grant amounts not allocated to 
a recipient pursuant to the previous proviso 
shall be allocated under the need component 
of the formula proportionately among all 
other Indian tribes not subject to an adjust- 
ment: Provided further, That the two previous 
provisos shall not apply to any Indian tribe 
that would otherwise receive a formula allo- 
cation of less than $5,000,000: Provided further, 
That to take effect, the three previous pro- 
visos do not require the issuance of any regu- 
lation. 
INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

For the cost of guaranteed loans, as au- 
thorized by section 184 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1992 (12 
U.S.C. 1715z-13a), $8,000,000, to remain avail- 
able until expended: Provided, That such 
costs, including the costs of modifying such 
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided 
further, That these funds are available to 
subsidize total loan principal, any part of 
which is to be guaranteed, up to 
$1,269,841,270, to remain available until ex- 
pended: Provided further, That up to $750,000 
of this amount may be for administrative 
contract expenses including management 
processes and systems to carry out the loan 
guarantee program. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH 
AIDS 

For carrying out the Housing Opportuni- 
ties for Persons with AIDS program, as au- 
thorized by the AIDS Housing Opportunity 
Act (42 U.S.C. 12901 et seq.), $332,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2017, 
except that amounts allocated pursuant to 
section 854(c)(3) of such Act shall remain 
available until September 30, 2018: Provided, 
That the Secretary shall renew all expiring 
contracts for permanent supportive housing 
that initially were funded under section 
854(c)(3) of such Act from funds made avail- 
able under this heading in fiscal year 2010 
and prior fiscal years that meet all program 
requirements before awarding funds for new 
contracts under such section: Provided fur- 
ther, That the Department shall notify 
grantees of their formula allocation within 
60 days of enactment of this Act. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NADLER 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 94, line 1, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $3,000,000)”. 
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Page 116, line 12, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

Mr. NADLER (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent to 
waive the reading of the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from New York and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, since 1992, the Hous- 
ing Opportunities for Persons with 
AIDS has provided a vital safety net. 
In the United States, 50,000 people be- 
come infected with HIV every year, and 
1.2 million people are living with HIV/ 
AIDS. More than 500,000 of these indi- 
viduals will need some form of housing 
assistance during the course of their 
illness, but 145,000 individuals have 
unmet housing needs. 

HOPWA combines housing support 
with additional services to help people 
living with HIV/AIDS and their fami- 
lies stay in stable, safe housing; man- 
age their illness; and remain active in 
their communities. Housing interven- 
tions are critical in our continued fight 
against HIV/AIDS, and research clearly 
shows that stable housing leads to bet- 
ter health outcomes. 

Providing stable housing to people 
living with HIV/AIDS reduces the risk 
of transmission to a partner by 96 per- 
cent; it reduces emergency room visits 
and expense to the public by 36 percent 
and hospitalizations by 57 percent. In 
other words, investing a modest 
amount in HOPWA today saves us mil- 
lions, if not billions of Federal tax- 
payer dollars in the future. 

HOPWA is the only Federal housing 
program to provide cities and States 
with dedicated resources to address the 
housing crisis facing people living with 
HIV/AIDS, and the program tradition- 
ally enjoys strong bipartisan support. 

Congressional support for HOPWA is 
clear in this legislation. While nearly 
every other program in the bill has 
been slashed by millions of dollars and 
often funded at levels below the point 
of actually functioning, HOPWA saw a 
slight increase in funding during the 
committee’s consideration of the bill. 

Some hail the bill’s slim $332 million 
for HOPWA as a victory. I also applaud 
any additional funding for HOPWA, but 
I cannot call it a victory to fund this 
program below its 2010 funding level 
when wait lists for HOPWA services 
continue to grow and thousands of 
Americans die on the streets and in 
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shelters because we refuse to provide a 
few extra million dollars to provide 
them with the care they need. 

I will not claim that my amendment 
completely solves that problem. The 
National AIDS Housing Coalition esti- 
mates that, in FY16, they will need $364 
million to provide HOPWA services to 
those who need them and to fund vital 
administrative support to improve the 
program. 

To reach that goal, we would need to 
find $32 million somewhere in this bill 
to transfer to HOPWA, but the funding 
levels we are considering today are so 
abysmally low, it is nearly impossible 
to move that much money without gut- 
ting other important programs. 

What we do, at the very least, is pass 
my amendment to restore HOPWA to 
its FY10 funding level of $335 million, a 
scant $3 million increase. That funding 
level makes only a small dent in 
HOPWA’s real need, but it will give 
hundreds more people and families ac- 
cess to lifesaving services. It is a very 
small step, but it is in the right direc- 
tion, and I believe if we have the 
chance to save even one life, let alone 
hundreds, we have a duty to act. 

To protect those living with HIV/ 
AIDS and to stay within the House 
rules, my amendment offsets this addi- 
tional funding to cuts to HUD’s infor- 
mation technology fund. 

I recognize the importance of pro- 
viding HUD with phones and computers 
and understand the chairman and 
ranking member’s concerns about addi- 
tional cuts to this account, but noth- 
ing is more important than, quite sim- 
ply, saving lives. 

We must pass this amendment and 
give those families battling HIV/AIDS 
a fighting chance. I urge my colleagues 
to support this amendment, and I re- 
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
withdraw my reservation of a point of 
order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The reservation 
of the point of order is withdrawn. 

Does any Member seek time in oppo- 
sition? 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, let me inquire of the chair- 
man, does he plan to claim the time in 
opposition? 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
will not be claiming the time in opposi- 
tion. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, although, as a formality, I 
will then claim that time, although I 
am not opposed; I am enthusiastically 
in support of Mr. NADLER’s amend- 
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I do want to take a little 
extra time to mention some things 
connected to this that I think need to 
come to our colleagues’ attention. 
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First of all, this is not an ideal offset 
that Mr. NADLER has chosen. This is 
simply an example of the problem we 
have had all evening. Any funding 
amendment will fill only one hole by 
digging another, and so that is just the 
reality we are dealing with. 

I do support this amendment. It runs 
the risk of further delaying HUD’s ac- 
quisition of improved IT systems. We 
are going to need to attend to that. In 
this bill, HUD’s IT account is already 
$150 million below the fiscal year 7°15 
level and $234 million below the Presi- 
dent’s request. This is not an account 
that has a lot to spare, so I hope we can 
revisit that. 

It may be relatively easy to target 
this funding line. We have got to pro- 
vide HUD with the tools it needs to 
properly administer HOPWA and other 
programs. 

We need, of course, eventually, a bi- 
partisan budget agreement that will 
allow for a more credible bill that will 
adequately fund HOPWA and HUD’s IT 
account both, both of those. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, I, in addi- 
tion, hope that the chairman and other 
longtime supporters of HOPWA are 
going to be able to work—we are all 
going to be able to work together mov- 
ing forward to get this HOPWA for- 
mula updated once and for all. 

The formula hasn’t been updated for 
the distribution of funds, the alloca- 
tion of funds, that formula hasn’t been 
updated since the inception of the pro- 
gram in the early nineties. Without an 
update, many Americans who are liv- 
ing with HIV in areas of the country 
with the fastest growing infection 
rates—namely, the South and rural 
America—are not getting the housing 
support they desperately need. 

As a Member from a State with an 
AIDS death rate higher than the na- 
tional average, this issue, getting this 
formula right, is a matter of life and 
death for many of my constituents. 

As we work on this bill in the months 
to come, try to get the funding levels 
where they need to be, we also very 
much need to address that formula 
issue, and I pledge my readiness to 
work with colleagues to have an equi- 
table funding formula. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York has 1⁄2 minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. I won’t 
use it. 

I simply want to express my appre- 
ciation first to the ranking member for 
supporting the amendment, despite the 
very painful offset which he will have 
to deal with, which I won’t have to deal 
with, except as a single Member of the 
House. 

I want to thank the chairman for not 
opposing this amendment. This amend- 
ment is a matter of life or death for a 
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large number of people, and I urge my 
colleagues to adopt it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND 

For assistance to units of State and local 
government, and to other entities, for eco- 
nomic and community development activi- 
ties, and for other purposes, $3,060,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2018, 
unless otherwise specified: Provided, That of 
the total amount provided, $3,000,000,000 is 
for carrying out the community development 
block grant program under title I of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1974, as amended (‘‘the Act’? herein) (42 
U.S.C. 5301 et seq.): Provided further, That un- 
less explicitly provided for under this head- 
ing, not to exceed 20 percent of any grant 
made with funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be expended for planning and 
management development and administra- 
tion: Provided further, That a metropolitan 
city, urban county, unit of general local gov- 
ernment, or Indian tribe, or insular area that 
directly or indirectly receives funds under 
this heading may not sell, trade, or other- 
wise transfer all or any portion of such funds 
to another such entity in exchange for any 
other funds, credits or non-Federal consider- 
ations, but must use such funds for activities 
eligible under title I of the Act: Provided fur- 
ther, That notwithstanding section 105(e)(1) 
of the Act, no funds provided under this 
heading may be provided to a for-profit enti- 
ty for an economic development project 
under section 105(a)(17) unless such project 
has been evaluated and selected in accord- 
ance with guidelines required under subpara- 
graph (e)(2): Provided further, That none of 
the funds made available under this heading 
may be used for grants for the Economic De- 
velopment Initiative (“EDI”) or Neighbor- 
hood Initiatives activities, Rural Innovation 
Fund, or for grants pursuant to section 107 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5307): Provided further, 
That the Department shall notify grantees of 
their formula allocation within 60 days of en- 
actment of this Act: Provided further, That of 
the total amount provided under this head- 
ing $60,000,000 shall be for grants to Indian 
tribes notwithstanding section 106(a)(1) of 
such Act, of which, notwithstanding any 
other provision of law (including section 204 
of this Act), up to $3,960,000 may be used for 
emergencies that constitute imminent 
threats to health and safety. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
(INCLUDING RESCISSION) 

Subject to section 502 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, during fiscal year 2016, 
commitments to guarantee loans under sec- 
tion 108 of the Housing and Community De- 
velopment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5308), any 
part of which is guaranteed, shall not exceed 
a total principal amount of $300,000,000, not- 
withstanding any aggregate limitation on 
outstanding obligations guaranteed in sub- 
section (k) of such section 108: Provided, That 
the Secretary shall collect fees from bor- 
rowers, notwithstanding subsection (m) of 
such section 108, to result in a credit subsidy 
cost of zero for guaranteeing such loans, and 
any such fees shall be collected in accord- 
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ance with section 502(7) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974: Provided further, That all 
unobligated balances, including recaptures 
and carryover, remaining from funds appro- 
priated to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under this heading are 
hereby permanently rescinded. 

HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For the HOME investment partnerships 
program, as authorized under title II of the 
Cranston-Gonzalez National Affordable 
Housing Act, as amended, $767,000,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2019: Pro- 
vided, That notwithstanding the amount 
made available under this heading, the 
threshold reduction requirements in sections 
216(10) and 217(b)(4) of such Act shall not 
apply to allocations of such amount: Pro- 
vided further, That the requirements under 
provisos 2 through 6 under this heading for 
fiscal year 2012 and such requirements appli- 
cable pursuant to the “Full-Year Continuing 
Appropriations Act, 2013’’, shall not apply to 
any project to which funds were committed 
on or after August 23, 2013, but such projects 
shall instead be governed by the Final Rule 
titled ‘‘Home Investment Partnerships Pro- 
gram; Improving Performance and Account- 
ability; Updating Property Standards” which 
became effective on such date: Provided fur- 
ther, That notwithstanding paragraphs 
(1)(B)@i) or (2)(B)(i) of section 1337(a) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1992 (12 U.S.C. 4567(a)), amounts allocated 
under such paragraphs shall be credited to, 
made available, and merged with this ac- 
count: Provided further, That no amounts 
made available by any provision of law may 
be transferred, reprogrammed, or credited to 
the Housing Trust Fund. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. AL GREEN OF 

TEXAS 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the “Department of Housing and Urban 
Development—Community Planning and De- 
velopment—HOME Investment Partnerships 
Program” account, after the aggregate dol- 
lar amount insert “(increased by 
$293,000,000)’’. 

In the “Department of Housing and Urban 
Development—Community Planning and De- 
velopment—HOME Investment Partnerships 
Program” account, strike the last two pro- 
visos. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (during the 
reading). Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be consid- 
ered as read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Texas and a Mem- 
ber opposed each will control 5 min- 
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, let me please start by acknowl- 
edging the Honorable MAXINE WATERS. 


8607 


What I present tonight is an amend- 
ment that she actually authored, and I 
would like to present it. In so doing, I 
want to remind us that this amend- 
ment deals with two programs that are 
near and dear to my heart, the afford- 
able housing trust fund and the HOME 
program. 

These programs are near and dear to 
my heart because the greatness of a na- 
tion will not be measured by how we 
treat people who live in the suites of 
life, how we treat the well off, the well 
heeled, and the well to do. 

The greatness of a nation is often 
measured by how we treat people who 
live in the streets of life, those who are 
too often among the least, the last, and 
the lost. 

This amendment seeks to provide aid 
and comfort for those who, but for the 
grace of God, could be you or me, but 
those who find themselves living in the 
streets of life. This amendment, in 
dealing with the affordable housing 
trust fund, will restore it. 

The current bill would actually 
eliminate the affordable housing trust 
fund. This amendment provides some 
degree of aid and comfort for those who 
are living at 30 percent of the area me- 
dian income, wherever they happen to 
live. 

In Ms. MAXINE WATERS’ district, this 
would mean an annual income of 
$20,200 for a family of four. I would dare 
say that there are few among us who 
would dare attempt to live off of $20,200 
as an individual. This helps a family of 
four with $20,200. This is what the af- 
fordable housing trust fund does. It 
helps people who are extremely low of 
income. 

My hope is that we will be able to 
prevent this elimination of the afford- 
able housing trust fund, and this 
amendment does it. 

This amendment also will help those 
who can benefit from the HOME pro- 
gram. The HOME program can serve a 
family of four that earns up to $53,900 
per year. This program is a partner- 
ship, if you will, between State, munic- 
ipal, and Federal Government. 

It has been a program that has been 
of great benefit across the length and 
breadth of this country. There is not a 
State in the country, I would dare say, 
that has not benefited from the HOME 
program. 

It is my hope that we can meet the 
President’s request for the HOME pro- 
gram. Right now, it is about $293 mil- 
lion short of the President’s request. 
This amendment would add that $293 
million that the President has re- 
quested. 

I started by indicating that these are 
two programs that are near and dear to 
me. Mr. Chairman, I believe that Ruth 
Meltzer was right when she indicated 
that some measure their lives by days 
and years, others by heartthrobs, pas- 
sions, and tears; but the surest meas- 
ure under God’s sun is what for others 
in your lifetime have you done. 
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These programs afford us an oppor- 
tunity to do for others, to be a blessing 
to those that have not been as blessed 
as we. My hope is that we will find a 
way to salvage both of these programs, 
restore the HOME program to what the 
President has requested, and prevent 
the affordable housing trust fund from 
finding its way to the ash heap of his- 
tory. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
insist on my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
the amendment proposes a net increase 
in budget authority in the bill. 

The amendment is not in order under 
section 3(d)3 of House Resolution 5, 
114th Congress, which states the fol- 
lowing: 

“Tt shall not be in order to consider 
an amendment to a general appropria- 
tions bill proposing a net increase in 
budget authority in the bill unless con- 
sidered en bloc with another amend- 
ment or amendments proposing an 
equal or greater decrease in such budg- 
et authority pursuant to clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI.” 

The amendment proposes a net in- 
crease in budget authority in the bill 
in violation of such section. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. If I may, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized on the point of order. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, on the point of order, under- 
standing the rules, I still would be- 
seech us, Mr. Chairman, to give some 
consideration to the salvation of these 
programs. 

Perhaps I will be able to work with 
the chairman and in some way help 
those who are not in a position to help 
themselves. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre- 
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Florida makes a 
point of order that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Texas vio- 
lates section 3(d)(8) of House Resolu- 
tion 5. 

Section 3(d)(3) establishes a point of 
order against an amendment proposing 
a net increase in budget authority in 
the pending bill. 

As persuasively asserted by the gen- 
tleman from Florida, the amendment 
proposes a net increase in budget au- 
thority in the bill. Therefore, the point 
of order is sustained. The amendment 
is not in order. 


0000 


The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP 
OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 


For the Self-Help and Assisted Homeown- 
ership Opportunity Program, as authorized 
under section 11 of the Housing Opportunity 
Program Extension Act of 1996, as amended, 
$50,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2018: Provided, That of the total 
amount provided under this heading, 
$10,000,000 shall be made available to the 
Self-Help and Assisted Homeownership Op- 
portunity Program as authorized under sec- 
tion 11 of the Housing Opportunity Program 
Extension Act of 1996, as amended: Provided 
further, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, $35,000,000 shall be made 
available for the second, third, and fourth 
capacity building activities authorized under 
section 4(a) of the HUD Demonstration Act 
of 1993 (42 U.S.C. 9816 note), of which not less 
than $5,000,000 shall be made available for 
rural capacity building activities: Provided 
further, That of the total amount provided 
under this heading, $5,000,000 shall be made 
available for capacity building by national 
rural housing organizations with experience 
assessing national rural conditions and pro- 
viding financing, training, technical assist- 
ance, information, and research to local non- 
profits, local governments and Indian Tribes 
serving high need rural communities. 


HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 


For the emergency solutions grants pro- 
gram as authorized under subtitle B of title 
IV of the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assist- 
ance Act, as amended; the continuum of care 
program as authorized under subtitle C of 
title IV of such Act; and the rural housing 
stability assistance program as authorized 
under subtitle D of title IV of such Act, 
$2,185,000,000, to remain available until Sep- 
tember 30, 2018: Provided, That any rental as- 
sistance amounts that are recaptured under 
such continuum of care program shall re- 
main available until expended: Provided fur- 
ther, That not less than $250,000,000 of the 
funds appropriated under this heading shall 
be available for such emergency solutions 
grants program: Provided further, That not 
less than $1,905,000,000 of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading shall be available 
for such continuum of care and rural housing 
stability assistance programs: Provided fur- 
ther, That up to $5,000,000 of the funds appro- 
priated under this heading shall be available 
for the national homeless data analysis 
project: Provided further, That all funds 
awarded for supportive services under the 
continuum of care program and the rural 
housing stability assistance program shall be 
matched by not less than 25 percent in cash 
or in kind by each grantee: Provided further, 
That for all match requirements applicable 
to funds made available under this heading 
for this fiscal year and prior years, a grantee 
may use (or could have used) as a source of 
match funds other funds administered by the 
Secretary and other Federal agencies unless 
there is (or was) a specific statutory prohibi- 
tion on any such use of any such funds: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary shall estab- 
lish minimum project performance thresh- 
olds for each grantee under the continuum of 
care program based on program performance 
data: Provided further, That none of the funds 
provided under this heading shall be avail- 
able to renew any expiring contract or 
amendment to a contract funded under the 
continuum of care program unless the Sec- 
retary determines that the expiring contract 
or amendment to a contract is needed under 
the applicable continuum of care and meets 
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appropriate program requirements, financial 
standards, and performance measures, in- 
cluding the minimum performance thresh- 
olds established in the previous proviso: Pro- 
vided further, That the Secretary shall 
prioritize funding under the continuum of 
care program to grant applications that 
demonstrate a capacity to reallocate funding 
from lower performing projects to higher 
performing projects: Provided further, That 
all awards of assistance under this heading 
shall be required to coordinate and integrate 
homeless programs with other mainstream 
health, social services, and employment pro- 
grams for which homeless populations may 
be eligible: Provided further, That with re- 
spect to funds provided under this heading 
for the continuum of care program for fiscal 
years 2013, 2014, 2015, and 2016 provision of 
permanent housing rental assistance may be 
administered by private nonprofit organiza- 
tions: Provided further, That any unobligated 
amounts remaining from funds appropriated 
under this heading in fiscal year 2012 and 
prior years for project-based rental assist- 
ance for rehabilitation projects with 10-year 
grant terms may be used for purposes under 
this heading, notwithstanding the purposes 
for which such funds were appropriated: Pro- 
vided further, That all balances for Shelter 
Plus Care renewals previously funded from 
the Shelter Plus Care Renewal account and 
transferred to this account shall be avail- 
able, if recaptured, for continuum of care re- 
newals in fiscal year 2016: Provided further, 
That the Department shall notify grantees of 
their formula allocation from amounts allo- 
cated (which may represent initial or final 
amounts allocated) for the emergency solu- 
tions grant program within 60 days of enact- 
ment of this Act. 
HOUSING PROGRAMS 
PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE 


For activities and assistance for the provi- 
sion of project-based subsidy contracts under 
the United States Housing Act of 1987 (42 
U.S.C. 1487 et seq.) (‘‘the Act’’), not other- 
wise provided for, $10,254,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be available 
on October 1, 2015 (in addition to the 
$400,000,000 previously appropriated under 
this heading that became available October 
1, 2015), and $400,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, shall be available on October 
1, 2016: Provided, That the amounts made 
available under this heading shall be avail- 
able for expiring or terminating section 8 
project-based subsidy contracts (including 
section 8 moderate rehabilitation contracts), 
for amendments to section 8 project-based 
subsidy contracts (including section 8 mod- 
erate rehabilitation contracts), for contracts 
entered into pursuant to section 441 of the 
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 11401), for renewal of section 8 con- 
tracts for units in projects that are subject 
to approved plans of action under the Emer- 
gency Low Income Housing Preservation Act 
of 1987 or the Low-Income Housing Preserva- 
tion and Resident Homeownership Act of 
1990, and for administrative and other ex- 
penses associated with project-based activi- 
ties and assistance funded under this para- 
graph: Provided further, That of the total 
amounts provided under this heading, not to 
exceed $150,000,000 shall be available for per- 
formance-based contract administrators for 
section 8 project-based assistance, for car- 
rying out 42 U.S.C. 1487(f): Provided further, 
That the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may also use such amounts in 
the previous proviso for performance-based 
contract administrators for the administra- 
tion of: interest reduction payments pursu- 
ant to section 236(a) of the National Housing 
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Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z-1(a)); rent supplement 
payments pursuant to section 101 of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 1965 
(12 U.S.C. 1701s); section 236(f)(2) rental as- 
sistance payments (12 U.S.C. 1715z-1(f)(2)); 
project rental assistance contracts for the el- 
derly under section 202(c)(2) of the Housing 
Act of 1959 (12 U.S.C. 1701q); project rental 
assistance contracts for supportive housing 
for persons with disabilities under section 
811(d)(2) of the Cranston-Gonzalez National 
Affordable Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8013(d)(2)); 
project assistance contracts pursuant to sec- 
tion 202(h) of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public 
Law 86-372; 73 Stat. 667); and loans under sec- 
tion 202 of the Housing Act of 1959 (Public 
Law 86-372; 73 Stat. 667): Provided further, 
That amounts recaptured under this head- 
ing, the heading ‘‘Annual Contributions for 
Assisted Housing”, or the heading “Housing 
Certificate Fund’’, may be used for renewals 
of or amendments to section 8 project-based 
contracts or for performance-based contract 
administrators, notwithstanding the pur- 
poses for which such amounts were appro- 
priated: Provided further, That, notwith- 
standing any other provision of law, upon 
the request of the Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development, project funds that are 
held in residual receipts accounts for any 
project subject to a section 8 project-based 
Housing Assistance Payments contract that 
authorizes HUD or a Housing Finance Agen- 
cy to require that surplus project funds be 
deposited in an interest-bearing residual re- 
ceipts account and that are in excess of an 
amount to be determined by the Secretary, 
shall be remitted to the Department and de- 
posited in this account, to be available until 
expended: Provided further, That amounts de- 
posited pursuant to the previous proviso 
shall be available in addition to the amount 
otherwise provided by this heading for uses 
authorized under this heading. 
HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY 

For amendments to capital advance con- 
tracts for housing for the elderly, as author- 
ized by section 202 of the Housing Act of 1959, 
as amended, and for project rental assistance 
for the elderly under section 202(c)(2) of such 
Act, including amendments to contracts for 
such assistance and renewal of expiring con- 
tracts for such assistance for up to a l-year 
term, and for senior preservation rental as- 
sistance contracts, including renewals, as 
authorized by section 811(e) of the American 
Housing and Economic Opportunity Act of 
2000, as amended, and for supportive services 
associated with the housing, $414,000,000 to 
remain available until September 30, 2019: 
Provided, That of the amount provided under 
this heading, up to $77,000,000 shall be for 
service coordinators and the continuation of 
existing congregate service grants for resi- 
dents of assisted housing projects: Provided 
further, That amounts under this heading 
shall be available for Real Estate Assess- 
ment Center inspections and inspection-re- 
lated activities associated with section 202 
projects: Provided further, That the Secretary 
may waive the provisions of section 202 gov- 
erning the terms and conditions of project 
rental assistance, except that the initial con- 
tract term for such assistance shall not ex- 
ceed 5 years in duration: Provided further, 
That upon request of the Secretary of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development, project funds 
that are held in residual receipts accounts 
for any project subject to a section 202 
project rental assistance contract, and that 
upon termination of such contract are in ex- 
cess of an amount to be determined by the 
Secretary, shall be remitted to the Depart- 
ment and deposited in this account, to be 
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available until September 30, 2019, for pur- 
poses under this heading, and shall be in ad- 
dition to the amounts otherwise provided 
under this heading for such purposes: Pro- 
vided further, That in addition, of the prior 
year unobligated balances of funds, including 
recaptures and carryover, made available 
under this heading, $47,000,000 shall be used 
for an additional amount for the purposes 
provided under this heading, notwith- 
standing any purpose for which originally 
appropriated. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 105, line 9, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(increased by $2,500,000)”. 

Page 113, line 6, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(reduced by $2,500,000)’’. 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment seeks to increase the hous- 
ing for the elderly account in this bill 
by $2.5 million and decrease the policy 
development and research account 
within the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development by an equal 
amount. 

I hope my good friend from Florida 
(Mr. DIAZ-BALART) across the aisle 
agrees with me on this one. I urge all 
of my colleagues to join me in support 
of this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSING FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 


For amendments to capital advance con- 
tracts for supportive housing for persons 
with disabilities, as authorized by section 811 
of the Cranston-Gonzalez National Afford- 
able Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 8018), for project 
rental assistance for supportive housing for 
persons with disabilities under section 
811(d)(2) of such Act and for project assist- 
ance contracts pursuant to section 202(h) of 
the Housing Act of 1959 (Public Law 86-872; 73 
Stat. 667), including amendments to con- 
tracts for such assistance and renewal of ex- 
piring contracts for such assistance for up to 
a 1-year term, for project rental assistance 
to State housing finance agencies and other 
appropriate entities as authorized under sec- 
tion 811(b)(3) of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na- 
tional Housing Act, and for supportive serv- 
ices associated with the housing for persons 
with disabilities as authorized by section 
811(b)(1) of such Act, $152,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2019: Provided, 
That amounts made available under this 
heading shall be available for Real Estate 
Assessment Center inspections and inspec- 
tion-related activities associated with sec- 
tion 811 projects: Provided further, That, in 
this fiscal year, upon the request of the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development, 
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project funds that are held in residual re- 
ceipts accounts for any project subject to a 
section 811 project rental assistance contract 
and that upon termination of such contract 
are in excess of an amount to be determined 
by the Secretary shall be remitted to the De- 
partment and deposited in this account, to 
be available until September 30, 2019: Pro- 
vided further, That amounts deposited in this 
account pursuant to the previous proviso 
shall be available in addition to the amounts 
otherwise provided by this heading for the 
purposes authorized under this heading: Pro- 
vided further, That unobligated balances, in- 
cluding recaptures and carryover, remaining 
from funds transferred to or appropriated 
under this heading may be used for the cur- 
rent purposes authorized under this heading 
notwithstanding the purposes for which such 
funds originally were appropriated. 
HOUSING COUNSELING ASSISTANCE 

For contracts, grants, and other assistance 
excluding loans, as authorized under section 
106 of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968, as amended, $47,000,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017, including 
up to $4,500,000 for administrative contract 
services: Provided, That grants made avail- 
able from amounts provided under this head- 
ing shall be awarded within 180 days of en- 
actment of this Act: Provided further, That 
funds shall be used for providing counseling 
and advice to tenants and homeowners, both 
current and prospective, with respect to 
property maintenance, financial manage- 
ment/literacy, and such other matters as 
may be appropriate to assist them in improv- 
ing their housing conditions, meeting their 
financial needs, and fulfilling the respon- 
sibilities of tenancy or homeownership; for 
program administration; and for housing 
counselor training: Provided further, That for 
purposes of providing such grants from 
amounts provided under this heading, the 
Secretary may enter into multiyear agree- 
ments as is appropriate, subject to the avail- 
ability of annual appropriations. 

RENTAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE 

For amendments to contracts under sec- 
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment Act of 1965 (12 U.S.C. 1701s) and section 
236(f)(2) of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z-1) in State-aided, noninsured 
rental housing projects, $30,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That such 
amount, together with unobligated balances 
from recaptured amounts appropriated prior 
to fiscal year 2006 from terminated contracts 
under such sections of law, and any unobli- 
gated balances, including recaptures and car- 
ryover, remaining from funds appropriated 
under this heading after fiscal year 2005, 
shall also be available for extensions of up to 
one year for expiring contracts under such 
sections of law. 

PAYMENT TO MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES 

TRUST FUND 

For necessary expenses as authorized by 
the National Manufactured Housing Con- 
struction and Safety Standards Act of 1974 
(42 U.S.C. 5401 et seq.), up to $11,000,000, to re- 
main available until expended, of which 
$11,000,000 is to be derived from the Manufac- 
tured Housing Fees Trust Fund: Provided, 
That not to exceed the total amount appro- 
priated under this heading shall be available 
from the general fund of the Treasury to the 
extent necessary to incur obligations and 
make expenditures pending the receipt of 
collections to the Fund pursuant to section 
620 of such Act: Provided further, That the 
amount made available under this heading 
from the general fund shall be reduced as 
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such collections are received during fiscal 
year 2016 so as to result in a final fiscal year 
2016 appropriation from the general fund es- 
timated at zero, and fees pursuant to such 
section 620 shall be modified as necessary to 
ensure such a final fiscal year 2016 appropria- 
tion: Provided further, That for the dispute 
resolution and installation programs, the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment may assess and collect fees from any 
program participant: Provided further, That 
such collections shall be deposited into the 
Fund, and the Secretary, as provided herein, 
may use such collections, as well as fees col- 
lected under section 620, for necessary ex- 
penses of such Act: Provided further, That, 
notwithstanding the requirements of section 
620 of such Act, the Secretary may carry out 
responsibilities of the Secretary under such 
Act through the use of approved service pro- 
viders that are paid directly by the recipi- 
ents of their services. 

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION 
MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM 
ACCOUNT 

New commitments to guarantee single 
family loans insured under the Mutual Mort- 
gage Insurance Fund shall not exceed 
$400,000,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2017: Provided, That during fis- 
cal year 2016, obligations to make direct 
loans to carry out the purposes of section 
204(¢) of the National Housing Act, as 
amended, shall not exceed $5,000,000: Provided 
further, That the foregoing amount in the 
previous proviso shall be for loans to non- 
profit and governmental entities in connec- 
tion with sales of single family real prop- 
erties owned by the Secretary and formerly 
insured under the Mutual Mortgage Insur- 
ance Fund: Provided Further, That for admin- 
istrative contract expenses of the Federal 
Housing Administration, $130,000,000, to re- 
main available until September 30, 2017. 
GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

New commitments to guarantee loans in- 
sured under the General and Special Risk In- 
surance Funds, as authorized by sections 238 
and 519 of the National Housing Act (12 
U.S.C. 1715z-3 and 1735c), shall not exceed 
$30,000,000,000 in total loan principal, any 
part of which is to be guaranteed, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That during fiscal year 2016, gross obliga- 
tions for the principal amount of direct 
loans, as authorized by sections 204(g), 207(1), 
238, and 519(a) of the National Housing Act, 
shall not exceed $5,000,000, which shall be for 
loans to nonprofit and governmental entities 
in connection with the sale of single family 
real properties owned by the Secretary and 
formerly insured under such Act. 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE 
ASSOCIATION 
GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES 
LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

New commitments to issue guarantees to 
carry out the purposes of section 306 of the 
National Housing Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 
1721(g)), shall not exceed $500,000,000,000, to 
remain available until September 30, 2017: 
Provided, That $23,000,000 shall be available 
for necessary salaries and expenses of the Of- 
fice of Government National Mortgage Asso- 
ciation: Provided further, That receipts from 
Commitment and Multiclass fees collected 
pursuant to title III of the National Housing 
Act, aS amended, shall be credited as offset- 
ting collections to this account. 

POLICY DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH 
RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

For contracts, grants, and necessary ex- 

penses of programs of research and studies 
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relating to housing and urban problems, not 
otherwise provided for, as authorized by title 
V of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1970 (12 U.S.C. 1701z-1 et seq.), includ- 
ing carrying out the functions of the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
under section 1(a)(1)(i) of Reorganization 
Plan No. 2 of 1968, $52,500,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That with respect to amounts made avail- 
able under this heading, notwithstanding 
section 204 of this title, the Secretary may 
enter into cooperative agreements funded 
with philanthropic entities, other Federal 
agencies, or State or local governments and 
their agencies for research projects: Provided 
further, That with respect to the previous 
proviso, such partners to the cooperative 
agreements must contribute at least a 50 
percent match toward the cost of the 
project: Provided further, That for non-com- 
petitive agreements entered into in accord- 
ance with the previous two provisos, the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development 
shall comply with section 2(b) of the Federal 
Funding Accountability and Transparency 
Act of 2006 (Public Law 109-282, 31 U.S.C. 
note) in lieu of compliance with section 
102(a)(4)(C) with respect to documentation of 
award decisions: Provided further, That prior 
to obligation of technical assistance funding, 
the Secretary shall submit a plan, for ap- 
proval, to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations on how it will allocate 
funding for this activity. 


FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES 


For contracts, grants, and other assist- 
ance, not otherwise provided for, as author- 
ized by title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1968, as amended by the Fair Housing 
Amendments Act of 1988, and section 561 of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1987, as amended, $65,300,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2017: Provided, 
That notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, the Sec- 
retary may assess and collect fees to cover 
the costs of the Fair Housing Training Acad- 
emy, and may use such funds to provide such 
training: Provided further, That no funds 
made available under this heading shall be 
used to lobby the executive or legislative 
branches of the Federal Government in con- 
nection with a specific contract, grant, or 
loan: Provided further, That of the funds 
made available under this heading, $300,000 
shall be available to the Secretary of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development for the creation 
and promotion of translated materials and 
other programs that support the assistance 
of persons with limited English proficiency 
in utilizing the services provided by the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STIVERS 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 114, line 10, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $28,375,000) (increased by 
$28,375,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Ohio and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank Chairman DIAZ-BALART as 
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well as Ranking Member PRICE for 
their hard work on this bill and for pre- 
paring a bill that is the best we can do. 

I do rise in support of an amendment 
that seeks to curb lawsuit abuse and 
help fund our local governments. This 
creates congressional intent to redirect 
funds away from the private enforce- 
ment account to the administrative en- 
forcement account. 

My amendment would decrease by 
$28.375 million the Private Enforce- 
ment Initiative and redirect those re- 
sources to the Administrative Enforce- 
ment Initiative in the Fair Housing 
Initiatives Program. 

I believe that the most efficient and 
effective way to protect Fair Housing 
is through the Administrative Enforce- 
ment Initiative of the Fair Housing 
Initiatives Program, which helps State 
and local governments who administer 
laws that include rights and remedies 
every day. They act to help Fair Hous- 
ing. They know their communities, and 
they can enforce in their communities 
best. 

My amendment would help protect 
more consumers. In fact, I believe ad- 
ministrative enforcement is less expen- 
sive to taxpayers. It is more certain. It 
has faster resolution. It has less con- 
flicts of interest than some of these 
nonprofit proxy agencies that use the 
Private Enforcement Initiative. 

In fact, there is a 1997 GAO study, 
Mr. Chairman, that revealed that more 
than half of the Private Enforcement 
Initiative dollars were concentrated in 
just 6 of the 27 awardees. I have asked 
the GAO to update that study and to 
look at private enforcement as far as 
its effectiveness because, as I said, it is 
slower and more expensive than admin- 
istrative enforcement. 

Therefore, I would ask my colleagues 
to support my congressional intent 
amendment to redirect these resources 
to our State and local governments 
who can more effectively administer 
justice. I ask my colleagues to support 
this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. We have only recently re- 
ceived it, and I haven’t fully analyzed 
it; but, on the face of it, it does appear 
to be shifting the support among pri- 
vate enforcement and public enforce- 
ment, the kind of private enforcement 
that involves community-based groups, 
that involves often more flexible ways 
of resolving conflicts and issues. 

I simply think it is ill advised here 
tonight to undertake that kind of in- 
ternal shifting of funds and would sug- 
gest that we reject this, understanding 
that we can return to it and examine 
this more fully to see exactly what is 
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implied by this kind of internal shift- 
ing of funds within Fair Housing ac- 
counts. 

I suggest that we reject this amend- 
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I would 
simply say to my colleague from North 
Carolina that administrative enforce- 
ment is more effective, it is more effi- 
cient. That is why we should redirect 
these resources internally inside Fair 
Housing. It doesn’t change Fair Hous- 
ing dollars one penny. 

It redirects the resources to more ef- 
ficient and effective means of enforce- 
ment, from folks who enforce these 
laws every day and can do it faster and 
more effectively, to make sure the peo- 
ple that might be discriminated 
against get their redress sooner. 

Iam excited about this amendment. I 
think it will lead to much more effec- 
tive enforcement. It does so without 
the conflict of interest of these private 
organizations that can have conflicts 
of interest, and that has been another 
issue that I have asked the GAO to 
look at in my letter to them today. 

I apologize that the minority is just 
seeing this for the first time. I did talk 
about it at the Rules Committee the 
other day. It is something I have been 
working on just for a couple of days 
since that Rules Committee meeting 
when it came up. I apologized for not 
giving the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina more notice. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup- 
port my amendment, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STIVERS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 114, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $150,000)”. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chair, this 
amendment seeks to raise the cap on 
funding for the Limited English Pro- 
ficiency Initiative under the Fair Hous- 
ing and Equal Opportunity section of 
the bill by 50 percent. 

I want to highlight that we are not 
taking away anything from other pro- 
grams. We are simply lifting the cap on 
this particular initiative. This amend- 
ment has passed by voice vote for the 
last 2 years, and it is my hope that it 
will do so again. 

There are more than 40 million 
Americans who do not speak English as 
their first language. This tiny, but 
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vital program demonstrates to the 
American people that we have equal 
protection under the law, regardless of 
what language we speak. 


I hope to once again have the support 
of my friend from Florida and from the 
House as a whole. 


I yield back the balance of my time. 


The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL AND 
HEALTHY HOMES 


LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION 


For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, 
as authorized by section 1011 of the Residen- 
tial Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act 
of 1992, $75,000,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2017: Provided, That up to 
$15,000,000 of that amount shall be for the 
Healthy Homes Initiative, pursuant to sec- 
tions 501 and 502 of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1970 that shall include 
research, studies, testing, and demonstration 
efforts, including education and outreach 
concerning lead-based paint poisoning and 
other housing-related diseases and hazards: 
Provided further, That for purposes of envi- 
ronmental review, pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) and other provisions of the law 
that further the purposes of such Act, a 
grant under the Healthy Homes Initiative, or 
the Lead Technical Studies program under 
this heading or under prior appropriations 
Acts for such purposes under this heading, 
shall be considered to be funds for a special 
project for purposes of section 305(c) of the 
Multifamily Housing Property Disposition 
Reform Act of 1994: Provided further, That 
amounts made available under this heading 
in this or prior appropriations Acts, and that 
still remain available, may be used for any 
purpose under this heading notwithstanding 
the purpose for which such amounts were ap- 
propriated if a program competition is 
undersubscribed and there are other program 
competitions under this heading that are 
oversubscribed. 


INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY FUND 


For the development of, modifications to, 
and infrastructure for Department-wide and 
program-specific information technology 
systems, for the continuing operation and 
maintenance of both Department-wide and 
program-specific information systems, and 
for program-related maintenance activities, 
$100,000,000: Provided, That any amounts 
transferred to this Fund under this Act shall 
remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That any amounts transferred to 
this Fund from amounts appropriated by pre- 
viously enacted appropriations Acts may be 
used for the purposes specified under this 
Fund, in addition to any other information 
technology purposes for which such amounts 
were appropriated. 


OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 


For necessary salaries and expenses of the 
Office of Inspector General in carrying out 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amend- 
ed, $126,000,000: Provided, That the Inspector 
General shall have independent authority 
over all personnel issues within this office. 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS) 

SEC. 201. Eighty five percent of the 
amounts of budget authority, or in lieu 
thereof 85 percent of the cash amounts asso- 
ciated with such budget authority, that are 
recaptured from projects described in section 
1012(a) of the Stewart B. McKinney Homeless 
Assistance Amendments Act of 1988 (42 
U.S.C. 1437 note) shall be rescinded or in the 
case of cash, shall be remitted to the Treas- 
ury. Notwithstanding the previous sentence, 
the Secretary may award up to 15 percent of 
the budget authority or cash recaptured and 
not rescinded or remitted to the Treasury to 
provide project owners with incentives to re- 
finance their project at a lower interest rate. 
Any amounts of budget authority or cash re- 
captured and not rescinded, returned to the 
Treasury, or otherwise awarded by Sep- 
tember 30, 2016 shall be rescinded or in the 
case of cash, shall be remitted to the Treas- 
ury. 

SEC. 202. None of the amounts made avail- 
able under this Act may be used during fiscal 
year 2016 to investigate or prosecute under 
the Fair Housing Act any otherwise lawful 
activity engaged in by one or more persons, 
including the filing or maintaining of a non- 
frivolous legal action, that is engaged in 
solely for the purpose of achieving or pre- 
venting action by a Government official or 
entity, or a court of competent jurisdiction. 

SEC. 203. Sections 203 and 209 of division C 
of Public Law 112-55 (125 Stat. 693-694) shall 
apply during fiscal year 2016 as if such sec- 
tions were included in this title, except that 
during such fiscal year such sections shall be 
applied by substituting “fiscal year 2016” for 
“fiscal year 2011” and for “fiscal year 2012” 
each place such terms appear, and shall be 
amended to reflect revised delineations of 
statistical areas established by the Office of 
Management and Budget pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 3504(e)(3), 31 U.S.C. 1104(d), and Execu- 
tive Order No. 10253. 

SEC. 204. Except as explicitly provided in 
law, any grant, cooperative agreement or 
other assistance made pursuant to title II of 
this Act shall be made on a competitive basis 
and in accordance with section 102 of the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
Reform Act of 1989 (42 U.S.C. 3545). 

SEC. 205. Funds of the Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development subject to the 
Government Corporation Control Act or sec- 
tion 402 of the Housing Act of 1950 shall be 
available, without regard to the limitations 
on administrative expenses, for legal serv- 
ices on a contract or fee basis, and for uti- 
lizing and making payment for the services 
and facilities of the Federal National Mort- 
gage Association, Government National 
Mortgage Association, Federal Home Loan 
Mortgage Corporation, Federal Financing 
Bank, Federal Reserve banks or any member 
thereof, Federal Home Loan banks, and any 
insured bank within the meaning of the Fed- 
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation Act, as 
amended (12 U.S.C. 1811-11). 

SEC. 206. Unless otherwise provided for in 
this Act or through a reprogramming of 
funds, no part of any appropriation for the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment shall be available for any program, 
project or activity in excess of amounts set 
forth in the budget estimates submitted to 
Congress. 

SEC. 207. Corporations and agencies of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment which are subject to the Government 
Corporation Control Act are hereby author- 
ized to make such expenditures, within the 
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limits of funds and borrowing authority 
available to each such corporation or agency 
and in accordance with law, and to make 
such contracts and commitments without re- 
gard to fiscal year limitations as provided by 
section 104 of such Act as may be necessary 
in carrying out the programs set forth in the 
budget for 2016 for such corporation or agen- 
cy except as hereinafter provided: Provided, 
That collections of these corporations and 
agencies may be used for new loan or mort- 
gage purchase commitments only to the ex- 
tent expressly provided for in this Act (un- 
less such loans are in support of other forms 
of assistance provided for in this or prior ap- 
propriations Acts), except that this proviso 
shall not apply to the mortgage insurance or 
guaranty operations of these corporations, 
or where loans or mortgage purchases are 
necessary to protect the financial interest of 
the United States Government. 

SEc. 208. The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall provide quarterly 
reports to the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations regarding all uncommit- 
ted, unobligated, recaptured and excess funds 
in each program and activity within the ju- 
risdiction of the Department and shall sub- 
mit additional, updated budget information 
to these Committees upon request. 

SEC. 209. The President’s formal budget re- 
quest for fiscal year 2017, as well as the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment's congressional budget justifications to 
be submitted to the Committees on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, shall use the identical ac- 
count and sub-account structure provided 
under this Act. 

SEC. 210. A public housing agency or such 
other entity that administers Federal hous- 
ing assistance for the Housing Authority of 
the county of Los Angeles, California, and 
the States of Alaska, Iowa, and Mississippi 
shall not be required to include a resident of 
public housing or a recipient of assistance 
provided under section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board of such agency 
or entity as required under section (2)(b) of 
such Act. Each public housing agency or 
other entity that administers Federal hous- 
ing assistance under section 8 for the Hous- 
ing Authority of the county of Los Angeles, 
California and the States of Alaska, Iowa 
and Mississippi that chooses not to include a 
resident of public housing or a recipient of 
section 8 assistance on the board of directors 
or a similar governing board shall establish 
an advisory board of not less than six resi- 
dents of public housing or recipients of sec- 
tion 8 assistance to provide advice and com- 
ment to the public housing agency or other 
administering entity on issues related to 
public housing and section 8. Such advisory 
board shall meet not less than quarterly. 

SEc. 211. No funds provided under this title 
may be used for an audit of the Government 
National Mortgage Association that makes 
applicable requirements under the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 199 (2 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.). 

SEC. 212. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, subject to the conditions 
listed under this section, for fiscal years 2016 
and 2017, the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development may authorize the transfer of 
some or all project-based assistance, debt 
held or insured by the Secretary and statu- 
torily required low-income and very low-in- 
come use restrictions if any, associated with 
one or more multifamily housing project or 
projects to another multifamily housing 
project or projects. 
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(b) Transfers of project-based assistance 
under this section may be done in phases to 
accommodate the financing and other re- 
quirements related to rehabilitating or con- 
structing the project or projects to which 
the assistance is transferred, to ensure that 
such project or projects meet the standards 
under subsection (c). 

(c) The transfer authorized in subsection 
(a) is subject to the following conditions: 

(1) Number and bedroom size of units.— 

(A) For occupied units in the transferring 
project: the number of low-income and very 
low-income units and the configuration (i.e., 
bedroom size) provided by the transferring 
project shall be no less than when trans- 
ferred to the receiving project or projects 
and the net dollar amount of Federal assist- 
ance provided to the transferring project 
shall remain the same in the receiving 
project or projects. 

(B) For unoccupied units in the transfer- 
ring project: the Secretary may authorize a 
reduction in the number of dwelling units in 
the receiving project or projects to allow for 
a reconfiguration of bedroom sizes to meet 
current market demands, as determined by 
the Secretary and provided there is no in- 
crease in the project-based assistance budget 
authority. 

(2) The transferring project shall, as deter- 
mined by the Secretary, be either physically 
obsolete or economically nonviable. 

(3) The receiving project or projects shall 
meet or exceed applicable physical standards 
established by the Secretary. 

(4) The owner or mortgagor of the transfer- 
ring project shall notify and consult with the 
tenants residing in the transferring project 
and provide a certification of approval by all 
appropriate local governmental officials. 

(5) The tenants of the transferring project 
who remain eligible for assistance to be pro- 
vided by the receiving project or projects 
shall not be required to vacate their units in 
the transferring project or projects until new 
units in the receiving project are available 
for occupancy. 

(6) The Secretary determines that this 
transfer is in the best interest of the tenants. 

(7) If either the transferring project or the 
receiving project or projects meets the con- 
dition specified in subsection (d)(2)(A), any 
lien on the receiving project resulting from 
additional financing obtained by the owner 
shall be subordinate to any FHA-insured 
mortgage lien transferred to, or placed on, 
such project by the Secretary, except that 
the Secretary may waive this requirement 
upon determination that such a waiver is 
necessary to facilitate the financing of ac- 
quisition, construction, and/or rehabilitation 
of the receiving project or projects. 

(8) If the transferring project meets the re- 
quirements of subsection (d)(2), the owner or 
mortgagor of the receiving project or 
projects shall execute and record either a 
continuation of the existing use agreement 
or a new use agreement for the project 
where, in either case, any use restrictions in 
such agreement are of no lesser duration 
than the existing use restrictions. 

(9) The transfer does not increase the cost 
(as defined in section 502 of the Congres- 
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended) of any 
FHA-insured mortgage, except to the extent 
that appropriations are provided in advance 
for the amount of any such increased cost. 

(d) For purposes of this section— 

(1) the terms “low-income” and “very low- 
income” shall have the meanings provided 
by the statute and/or regulations governing 
the program under which the project is in- 
sured or assisted; 
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(2) the term ‘‘multifamily housing project” 
means housing that meets one of the fol- 
lowing conditions— 

(A) housing that is subject to a mortgage 
insured under the National Housing Act; 

(B) housing that has project-based assist- 
ance attached to the structure including 
projects undergoing mark to market debt re- 
structuring under the Multifamily Assisted 
Housing Reform and Affordability Housing 
Act; 

(C) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as amended by 
section 801 of the Cranston-Gonzales Na- 
tional Affordable Housing Act; 

(D) housing that is assisted under section 
202 of the Housing Act of 1959, as such sec- 
tion existed before the enactment of the 
Cranston-Gonzales National Affordable 
Housing Act; 

(E) housing that is assisted under section 
811 of the Cranston-Gonzales National Af- 
fordable Housing Act; or 

(F) housing or vacant land that is subject 
to a use agreement; 

(3) the term ‘‘project-based assistance’’ 
means— 

(A) assistance provided under section 8(b) 
of the United States Housing Act of 1937; 

(B) assistance for housing constructed or 
substantially rehabilitated pursuant to as- 
sistance provided under section 8(b)(2) of 
such Act (as such section existed imme- 
diately before October 1, 1983); 

(C) rent supplement payments under sec- 
tion 101 of the Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment Act of 1965; 

(D) interest reduction payments under sec- 
tion 236 and/or additional assistance pay- 
ments under section 236(f)(2) of the National 
Housing Act; 

(E) assistance payments made under sec- 
tion 202(c)(2) of the Housing Act of 1959; and 

(F) assistance payments made under sec- 
tion 811(d)(2) of the Cranston-Gonzalez Na- 
tional Affordable Housing Act; 

(4) the term “receiving project or projects”” 
means the multifamily housing project or 
projects to which some or all of the project- 
based assistance, debt, and statutorily re- 
quired low-income and very low-income use 
restrictions are to be transferred; 

(5) the term “transferring project”? means 
the multifamily housing project which is 
transferring some or all of the project-based 
assistance, debt, and the statutorily required 
low-income and very low-income use restric- 
tions to the receiving project or projects; 
and 

(6) the term “Secretary”? means the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development. 

(e) PUBLIC NOTICE AND RESEARCH REPORT.— 

(1) The Secretary shall publish by notice in 
the Federal Register the terms and condi- 
tions, including criteria for HUD approval, of 
transfers pursuant to this section no later 
than 30 days before the effective date of such 
notice. 

(2) The Secretary shall conduct an evalua- 
tion of the transfer authority under this sec- 
tion, including the effect of such transfers on 
the operational efficiency, contract rents, 
physical and financial conditions, and long- 
term preservation of the affected properties. 

SEC. 213. (a) No assistance shall be provided 
under section 8 of the United States Housing 
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487f) to any individual 
who— 

(1) is enrolled as a student at an institu- 
tion of higher education (as defined under 
section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); 

(2) is under 24 years of age; 

(3) is not a veteran; 
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(4) is unmarried; 

(5) does not have a dependent child; 

(6) is not a person with disabilities, as such 
term is defined in section 3(b)(3)(E) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1987 (42 U.S.C. 
1487a(b)(8)(E)) and was not receiving assist- 
ance under such section 8 as of November 30, 
2005; and 

(7) is not otherwise individually eligible, or 
has parents who, individually or jointly, are 
not eligible, to receive assistance under sec- 
tion 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1987 (42 U.S.C. 1487f). 

(b) For purposes of determining the eligi- 
bility of a person to receive assistance under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1987 (42 U.S.C. 1487f), any financial assistance 
(in excess of amounts received for tuition 
and any other required fees and charges) 
that an individual receives under the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), 
from private sources, or an institution of 
higher education (as defined under the High- 
er Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)), 
shall be considered income to that indi- 
vidual, except for a person over the age of 23 
with dependent children. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the re- 
mainder of the bill through page 156, 
line 8 be considered read, printed in the 
RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The text of the remainder of the bill 
through page 156, line 8, is as follows: 

SEC. 214. The funds made available for Na- 
tive Alaskans under the heading ‘‘Native 
American Housing Block Grants” in title II 
of this Act shall be allocated to the same Na- 
tive Alaskan housing block grant recipients 
that received funds in fiscal year 2005. 

SEC. 215. Notwithstanding the limitation in 
the first sentence of section 255(g) of the Na- 
tional Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715z-20(g)), the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment may, until September 30, 2016, insure 
and enter into commitments to insure mort- 
gages under such section 255. 

SEc. 216. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, in fiscal year 2016, in managing 
and disposing of any multifamily property 
that is owned or has a mortgage held by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment, and during the process of foreclosure 
on any property with a contract for rental 
assistance payments under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 or other 
Federal programs, the Secretary shall main- 
tain any rental assistance payments under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 and other programs that are attached to 
any dwelling units in the property. To the 
extent the Secretary determines, in con- 
sultation with the tenants and the local gov- 
ernment, that such a multifamily property 
owned or held by the Secretary is not fea- 
sible for continued rental assistance pay- 
ments under such section 8 or other pro- 
grams, based on consideration of (1) the costs 
of rehabilitating and operating the property 
and all available Federal, State, and local re- 
sources, including rent adjustments under 
section 524 of the Multifamily Assisted Hous- 
ing Reform and Affordability Act of 1997 
(“MAHRAA”) and (2) environmental condi- 
tions that cannot be remedied in a cost-ef- 
fective fashion, the Secretary may, in con- 
sultation with the tenants of that property, 
contract for project-based rental assistance 
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payments with an owner or owners of other 
existing housing properties, or provide other 
rental assistance. The Secretary shall also 
take appropriate steps to ensure that 
project-based contracts remain in effect 
prior to foreclosure, subject to the exercise 
of contractual abatement remedies to assist 
relocation of tenants for imminent major 
threats to health and safety after written 
notice to and informed consent of the af- 
fected tenants and use of other available 
remedies, such as partial abatements or re- 
ceivership. After disposition of any multi- 
family property described under this section, 
the contract and allowable rent levels on 
such properties shall be subject to the re- 
quirements under section 524 of MAHRAA. 

SEC. 217. The commitment authority fund- 
ed by fees as provided under the heading 
“Community Development Loan Guarantees 
Program Account’? may be used to guar- 
antee, or make commitments to guarantee, 
notes or other obligations issued by any 
State on behalf of non-entitlement commu- 
nities in the State in accordance with the re- 
quirements of section 108 of the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974: Pro- 
vided, That any State receiving such a guar- 
antee or commitment shall distribute all 
funds subject to such guarantee to the units 
of general local government in non-entitle- 
ment areas that received the commitment. 

SEC. 218. Public housing agencies that own 
and operate 400 or fewer public housing units 
may elect to be exempt from any asset man- 
agement requirement imposed by the Sec- 
retary of Housing and Urban Development in 
connection with the operating fund rule: Pro- 
vided, That an agency seeking a discontinu- 
ance of a reduction of subsidy under the op- 
erating fund formula shall not be exempt 
from asset management requirements. 

SEC. 219. With respect to the use of 
amounts provided in this Act and in future 
Acts for the operation, capital improvement 
and management of public housing as au- 
thorized by sections 9(d) and 9(e) of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
1437g(d) and (e)), the Secretary shall not im- 
pose any requirement or guideline relating 
to asset management that restricts or limits 
in any way the use of capital funds for cen- 
tral office costs pursuant to section 9(g)(1) or 
9(g)(2) of the United States Housing Act of 
1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g(g)(1), (2)): Provided, That 
a public housing agency may not use capital 
funds authorized under section 9(d) for ac- 
tivities that are eligible under section 9(e) 
for assistance with amounts from the oper- 
ating fund in excess of the amounts per- 
mitted under section 9(g)(1) or 9(g)(2). 

SEC. 220. No official or employee of the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
shall be designated as an allotment holder 
unless the Office of the Chief Financial Offi- 
cer has determined that such allotment hold- 
er has implemented an adequate system of 
funds control and has received training in 
funds control procedures and directives. The 
Chief Financial Officer shall ensure that 
there is a trained allotment holder for each 
HUD sub-office under the accounts “Execu- 
tive Offices’? and ‘‘Administrative Support 
Offices’’, as well as each account receiving 
appropriations for ‘‘Program Office Salaries 
and Expenses’’, ‘‘Government National Mort- 
gage Association—Guarantees of Mortgage- 
Backed Securities Loan Guarantee Program 
Account”, and “Office of Inspector General” 
within the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 

SEC. 221. The Secretary of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development shall, for 
fiscal year 2016, notify the public through 
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the Federal Register and other means, as de- 
termined appropriate, of the issuance of a 
notice of the availability of assistance or no- 
tice of funding availability (NOFA) for any 
program or discretionary fund administered 
by the Secretary that is to be competitively 
awarded. Notwithstanding any other provi- 
sion of law, for fiscal year 2016, the Secretary 
may make the NOFA available only on the 
Internet at the appropriate Government web 
site or through other electronic media, as de- 
termined by the Secretary. 

SEC. 222. Payment of attorney fees in pro- 
gram-related litigation must be paid from 
the individual program office and Office of 
General Counsel personnel funding. The an- 
nual budget submissions for program offices 
and Office of General Counsel personnel 
funding must include program-related litiga- 
tion costs for attorney fees as a separate line 
item request. 

SEC. 223. The Disaster Housing Assistance 
Programs, administered by the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development, shall be 
considered a “program of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development” under sec- 
tion 904 of the McKinney Act for the purpose 
of income verifications and matching. 

SEC. 224. (a) The Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development shall take the required 
actions under subsection (b) when a multi- 
family housing project with a section 8 con- 
tract or contract for similar project-based 
assistance: 

(1) receives a Real Estate Assessment Cen- 
ter (REAC) score of 30 or less; or 

(2) receives a REAC score between 31 and 59 
and: 

(A) fails to certify in writing to HUD with- 
in 60 days that all deficiencies have been cor- 
rected; or 

(B) receives consecutive scores of less than 

60 on REAC inspections. 
Such requirements shall apply to insured 
and noninsured projects with assistance at- 
tached to the units under section 8 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
14371), but do not apply to such units assisted 
under section 8(0)(18) (42 U.S.C. 1487f(0)(18)) 
or to public housing units assisted with cap- 
ital or operating funds under section 9 of the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 
14378). 

(b) The Secretary shall take the following 
required actions as authorized under sub- 
section (a)— 

(1) The Secretary shall notify the owner 
and provide an opportunity for response 
within 30 days. If the violations remain, the 
Secretary shall develop a Compliance, Dis- 
position and Enforcement Plan within 60 
days, with a specified timetable for cor- 
recting all deficiencies. The Secretary shall 
provide notice of the Plan to the owner, ten- 
ants, the local government, any mortgagees, 
and any contract administrator. 

(2) At the end of the term of the Compli- 
ance, Disposition and Enforcement Plan, if 
the owner fails to fully comply with such 
plan, the Secretary may require immediate 
replacement of project management with a 
management agent approved by the Sec- 
retary, and shall take one or more of the fol- 
lowing actions, and provide additional notice 
of those actions to the owner and the parties 
specified above: 

(A) impose civil money penalties; 

(B) abate the section 8 contract, including 
partial abatement, as determined by the Sec- 
retary, until all deficiencies have been cor- 
rected; 

(C) pursue transfer of the project to an 
owner, approved by the Secretary under es- 
tablished procedures, which will be obligated 
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to promptly make all required repairs and to 
accept renewal of the assistance contract as 
long as such renewal is offered; or 

(D) seek judicial appointment of a receiver 
to manage the property and cure all project 
deficiencies or seek a judicial order of spe- 
cific performance requiring the owner to 
cure all project deficiencies. 

(c) The Secretary shall also take appro- 
priate steps to ensure that project-based con- 
tracts remain in effect, subject to the exer- 
cise of contractual abatement remedies to 
assist relocation of tenants for imminent 
major threats to health and safety after 
written notice to and informed consent of 
the affected tenants and use of other rem- 
edies set forth above. To the extent the Sec- 
retary determines, in consultation with the 
tenants and the local government, that the 
property is not feasible for continued rental 
assistance payments under such section 8 or 
other programs, based on consideration of (1) 
the costs of rehabilitating and operating the 
property and all available Federal, State, 
and local resources, including rent adjust- 
ments under section 524 of the Multifamily 
Assisted Housing Reform and Affordability 
Act of 1997 (“MAHRAA”) and (2) environ- 
mental conditions that cannot be remedied 
in a cost-effective fashion, the Secretary 
may, in consultation with the tenants of 
that property, contract for project-based 
rental assistance payments with an owner or 
owners of other existing housing properties, 
or provide other rental assistance. The Sec- 
retary shall report semi-annually on all 
properties covered by this section that are 
assessed through the Real Estate Assessment 
Center and have physical inspection scores of 
less than 30 or have consecutive physical in- 
spection scores of less than 60. The report 
shall include: 

(1) The enforcement actions being taken to 
address such conditions, including imposi- 
tion of civil money penalties and termi- 
nation of subsidies, and identify properties 
that have such conditions multiple times; 
and 

(2) Actions that the Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development is taking to pro- 
tect tenants of such identified properties. 

SEC. 225. None of the funds made available 
by this Act, or any other Act, for purposes 
authorized under section 8 (only with respect 
to the tenant-based rental assistance pro- 
gram) and section 9 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1487 et seq.), 
may be used by any public housing agency 
for any amount of salary, including bonuses, 
for the chief executive officer of which, or 
any other official or employee of which, that 
exceeds the annual rate of basic pay payable 
for a position at level IV of the Executive 
Schedule at any time during any public 
housing agency fiscal year 2016. 

SEC. 226. None of the funds in this Act may 
be available for the doctoral dissertation re- 
search grant program at the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

SEC. 227. None of the funds in this Act pro- 
vided to the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development may be used to make a 
grant award unless the Secretary notifies 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro- 
priations not less than 3 full business days 
before any project, State, locality, housing 
authority, tribe, nonprofit organization, or 
other entity selected to receive a grant 
award is announced by the Department or its 
offices. 

SEC. 228. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to require or enforce 
the Physical Needs Assessment (PNA). 

SEC. 229. None of the funds made available 
in this Act shall be used by the Federal 
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Housing Administration, the Government 
National Mortgage Administration, or the 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop- 
ment to insure, securitize, or establish a 
Federal guarantee of any mortgage or mort- 
gage backed security that refinances or oth- 
erwise replaces a mortgage that has been 
subject to eminent domain condemnation or 
seizure, by a state, municipality, or any 
other political subdivision of a state. 

SEC. 230. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to terminate the 
status of a unit of general local government 
as a metropolitan city (as defined in section 
102 of the Housing and Community Develop- 
ment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 5302)) with respect 
to grants under section 106 of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 5306). 

SEC. 231. Amounts made available under 
this Act which are either appropriated, allo- 
cated, advanced on a reimbursable basis, or 
transferred to the Office of Policy Develop- 
ment and Research in the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development and func- 
tions thereof, for research, evaluation, or 
statistical purposes, and which are unex- 
pended at the time of completion of a con- 
tract, grant, or cooperative agreement, may 
be deobligated and shall immediately be- 
come available and may be reobligated in 
that fiscal year or the subsequent fiscal year 
for the research, evaluation, or statistical 
purposes for which the amounts are made 
available to that Office subject to re- 
programming requirements in Section 405 of 
this Act. 

SEC. 232. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development to require a 
recipient or sub-recipient of funding for the 
purpose of land acquisition, affordable hous- 
ing construction, or affordable housing reha- 
bilitation to meet Energy Star standards or 
any other energy efficiency standards that 
exceed the requirements of applicable State 
and local building codes. 

SEC. 233. Of the unobligated balances, in- 
cluding recaptures and carryover, remaining 
from funds appropriated in section 1497(a) of 
the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and 
Consumer Protection Act (Public Law 111- 
203; 42 U.S.C. 5301 note) and section 2301(a) of 
title III of division B of the Housing and Eco- 
nomic Recovery Act of 2008 (Public Law 110- 
289; 42 U.S.C. 5301 note), $7,000,000 is hereby 
rescinded. 

SEC. 234. (a) All unobligated balances, in- 
cluding recaptures and carryover, remaining 
from funds appropriated to the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development under 
the heading “Rural Housing and Economic 
Development” are hereby rescinded. 

(b) Effective October 1, 2015, all unobli- 
gated balances, including recaptures and car- 
ryover, remaining from funds appropriated 
to the Department of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment for accounts under the headings 
“Management and Administration” and 
“Program Office Salaries and Expenses” in 
division K of Public Law 113-235 are re- 
scinded. 

This title may be cited as the “Department 
of Housing and Urban Development Appro- 
priations Act, 2016”. 

TITLE ITI—RELATED AGENCIES 
ACCESS BOARD 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For expenses necessary for the Access 
Board, as authorized by section 502 of the Re- 
habilitation Act of 1973, as amended, 
$7,548,000: Provided, That, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, there may be 
credited to this appropriation funds received 
for publications and training expenses. 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Federal Mar- 
itime Commission as authorized by section 
201(d) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended (46 U.S.C. 307), including services as 
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; hire of passenger 
motor vehicles as authorized by 31 U.S.C. 
1348(b); and uniforms or allowances there- 
fore, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902, 
$25,660,000: Provided, That not to exceed $2,000 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the Office of In- 
spector General for the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation to carry out the pro- 
visions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
as amended, $23,999,000: Provided, That the 
Inspector General shall have all necessary 
authority, in carrying out the duties speci- 
fied in the Inspector General Act, as amend- 
ed (5 U.S.C. App. 3), to investigate allega- 
tions of fraud, including false statements to 
the government (18 U.S.C. 1001), by any per- 
son or entity that is subject to regulation by 
the National Railroad Passenger Corpora- 
tion: Provided further, That the Inspector 
General may enter into contracts and other 
arrangements for audits, studies, analyses, 
and other services with public agencies and 
with private persons, subject to the applica- 
ble laws and regulations that govern the ob- 
taining of such services within the National 
Railroad Passenger Corporation: Provided 
further, That the Inspector General may se- 
lect, appoint, and employ such officers and 
employees as may be necessary for carrying 
out the functions, powers, and duties of the 
Office of Inspector General, subject to the 
applicable laws and regulations that govern 
such selections, appointments, and employ- 
ment within Amtrak: Provided further, That 
concurrent with the President’s budget re- 
quest for fiscal year 2017, the Inspector Gen- 
eral shall submit to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations a budget re- 
quest for fiscal year 2017 in similar format 
and substance to those submitted by execu- 
tive agencies of the Federal Government. 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 


For necessary expenses of the National 
Transportation Safety Board, including hire 
of passenger motor vehicles and aircraft; 
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at 
rates for individuals not to exceed the per 
diem rate equivalent to the rate for a GS-15; 
uniforms, or allowances therefor, as author- 
ized by law (5 U.S.C. 5901-5902), $103,981,000, of 
which not to exceed $2,000 may be used for 
official reception and representation ex- 
penses. The amounts made available to the 
National Transportation Safety Board in 
this Act include amounts necessary to make 
lease payments on an obligation incurred in 
fiscal year 2001 for a capital lease. 

NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 
PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
REINVESTMENT CORPORATION 

For payment to the Neighborhood Rein- 
vestment Corporation for use in neighbor- 
hood reinvestment activities, as authorized 
by the Neighborhood Reinvestment Corpora- 
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 8101-8107), $135,000,000, of 
which $5,000,000 shall be for a multi-family 
rental housing program: Provided, That in 
addition, $42,000,000 shall be made available 
until expended to the Neighborhood Rein- 
vestment Corporation for mortgage fore- 
closure mitigation activities, under the fol- 
lowing terms and conditions: 
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(1) The Neighborhood Reinvestment Cor- 
poration (NRC) shall make grants to coun- 
seling intermediaries approved by the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD) (with match to be determined by NRC 
based on affordability and the economic con- 
ditions of an area; a match also may be 
waived by NRC based on the aforementioned 
conditions) to provide mortgage foreclosure 
mitigation assistance primarily to States 
and areas with high rates of defaults and 
foreclosures to help eliminate the default 
and foreclosure of mortgages of owner-occu- 
pied single-family homes that are at risk of 
such foreclosure. Other than areas with high 
rates of defaults and foreclosures, grants 
may also be provided to approved counseling 
intermediaries based on a geographic anal- 
ysis of the Nation by NRC which determines 
where there is a prevalence of mortgages 
that are risky and likely to fail, including 
any trends for mortgages that are likely to 
default and face foreclosure. A State Housing 
Finance Agency may also be eligible where 
the State Housing Finance Agency meets all 
the requirements under this paragraph. A 
HUD-approved counseling intermediary shall 
meet certain mortgage foreclosure mitiga- 
tion assistance counseling requirements, as 
determined by NRC, and shall be approved by 
HUD or NRC as meeting these requirements. 

(2) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist- 
ance shall only be made available to home- 
owners of owner-occupied homes with mort- 
gages in default or in danger of default. 
These mortgages shall likely be subject to a 
foreclosure action and homeowners will be 
provided such assistance that shall consist of 
activities that are likely to prevent fore- 
closures and result in the long-term afford- 
ability of the mortgage retained pursuant to 
such activity or another positive outcome 
for the homeowner. No funds made available 
under this paragraph may be provided di- 
rectly to lenders or homeowners to discharge 
outstanding mortgage balances or for any 
other direct debt reduction payments. 

(3) The use of mortgage foreclosure mitiga- 
tion assistance by approved counseling inter- 
mediaries and State Housing Finance Agen- 
cies shall involve a reasonable analysis of 
the borrower’s financial situation, an evalua- 
tion of the current value of the property that 
is subject to the mortgage, counseling re- 
garding the assumption of the mortgage by 
another non-Federal party, counseling re- 
garding the possible purchase of the mort- 
gage by a non-Federal third party, coun- 
seling and advice of all likely restructuring 
and refinancing strategies or the approval of 
a work-out strategy by all interested parties. 

(4) NRC may provide up to 15 percent of the 
total funds under this paragraph to its own 
charter members with expertise in fore- 
closure prevention counseling, subject to a 
certification by NRC that the procedures for 
selection do not consist of any procedures or 
activities that could be construed as a con- 
flict of interest or have the appearance of 
impropriety. 

(5) HUD-approved counseling entities and 
State Housing Finance Agencies receiving 
funds under this paragraph shall have dem- 
onstrated experience in successfully working 
with financial institutions as well as bor- 
rowers facing default, delinquency and fore- 
closure as well as documented counseling ca- 
pacity, outreach capacity, past successful 
performance and positive outcomes with doc- 
umented counseling plans (including post 
mortgage foreclosure mitigation counseling), 
loan workout agreements and loan modifica- 
tion agreements. NRC may use other criteria 
to demonstrate capacity in underserved 
areas. 
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(6) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to $2,000,000 may be 
made available to build the mortgage fore- 
closure and default mitigation counseling 
capacity of counseling intermediaries 
through NRC training courses with HUD-ap- 
proved counseling intermediaries and their 
partners, except that private financial insti- 
tutions that participate in NRC training 
shall pay market rates for such training. 

(7) Of the total amount made available 
under this paragraph, up to 5 percent may be 
used for associated administrative expenses 
for NRC to carry out activities provided 
under this section. 

(8) Mortgage foreclosure mitigation assist- 
ance grants may include a budget for out- 
reach and advertising, and training, as deter- 
mined by NRC. 

(9) NRC shall continue to report bi-annu- 
ally to the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations as well as the Senate Bank- 
ing Committee and House Financial Services 
Committee on its efforts to mitigate mort- 
gage default. 

UNITED STATES INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON 

HOMELESSNESS 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses (including payment 
of salaries, authorized travel, hire of pas- 
senger motor vehicles, the rental of con- 
ference rooms, and the employment of ex- 
perts and consultants under section 3109 of 
title 5, United States Code) of the United 
States Interagency Council on Homelessness 
in carrying out the functions pursuant to 
title II of the McKinney-Vento Homeless As- 
sistance Act, as amended, $3,530,000. 

TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS ACT 

SEC. 401. None of the funds in this Act shall 
be used for the planning or execution of any 
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise 
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening 
in regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings 
funded in this Act. 

SEC. 402. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall remain available for obliga- 
tion beyond the current fiscal year, nor may 
any be transferred to other appropriations, 
unless expressly so provided herein. 

SEC. 403. The expenditure of any appropria- 
tion under this Act for any consulting serv- 
ice through a procurement contract pursu- 
ant to section 3109 of title 5, United States 
Code, shall be limited to those contracts 
where such expenditures are a matter of pub- 
lic record and available for public inspection, 
except where otherwise provided under exist- 
ing law, or under existing Executive order 
issued pursuant to existing law. 

SEC. 404. (a) None of the funds made avail- 
able in this Act may be obligated or ex- 
pended for any employee training that— 

(1) does not meet identified needs for 
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing di- 
rectly upon the performance of official du- 
ties; 

(2) contains elements likely to induce high 
levels of emotional response or psychological 
stress in some participants; 

(3) does not require prior employee notifi- 
cation of the content and methods to be used 
in the training and written end of course 
evaluation; 

(4) contains any methods or content associ- 
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief 
systems or “new age” belief systems as de- 
fined in Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission Notice N-915.022, dated Sep- 
tember 2, 1988; or 

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change, 
participants’ personal values or lifestyle out- 
side the workplace. 
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(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, 
restrict, or otherwise preclude an agency 
from conducting training bearing directly 
upon the performance of official duties. 

SEC. 405. Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, none of the funds provided in this 
Act, provided by previous appropriations 
Acts to the agencies or entities funded in 
this Act that remain available for obligation 
or expenditure in fiscal year 2016, or provided 
from any accounts in the Treasury derived 
by the collection of fees and available to the 
agencies funded by this Act, shall be avail- 
able for obligation or expenditure through a 
reprogramming of funds that: 

(1) creates a new program; 

(2) eliminates a program, project, or activ- 
ity; 

(3) increases funds or personnel for any 
program, project, or activity for which funds 
have been denied or restricted by the Con- 
gress; 

(4) proposes to use funds directed for a spe- 
cific activity by either the House or Senate 
Committees on Appropriations for a dif- 
ferent purpose; 

(5) augments existing programs, projects, 
or activities in excess of $5,000,000 or 10 per- 
cent, whichever is less; 

(6) reduces existing programs, projects, or 
activities by $5,000,000 or 10 percent, which- 
ever is less; or 

(7) creates, reorganizes, or restructures a 
branch, division, office, bureau, board, com- 
mission, agency, administration, or depart- 
ment different from the budget justifications 
submitted to the Committees on Appropria- 
tions or the table accompanying the explana- 
tory statement accompanying this Act, 
whichever is more detailed, unless prior ap- 
proval is received from the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations: Provided, 
That not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, each agency funded 
by this Act shall submit a report to the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and 
of the House of Representatives to establish 
the baseline for application of reprogram- 
ming and transfer authorities for the current 
fiscal year: Provided further, That the report 
shall include: 

(A) a table for each appropriation with a 
separate column to display the prior year en- 
acted level, the President’s budget request, 
adjustments made by Congress, adjustments 
due to enacted rescissions, if appropriate, 
and the fiscal year enacted level; 

(B) a delineation in the table for each ap- 
propriation and its respective prior year en- 
acted level by object class and program, 
project, and activity as detailed in the budg- 
et appendix for the respective appropriation; 
and 

(C) an identification of items of special 
congressional interest. 

SEC. 406. Except as otherwise specifically 
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of 
unobligated balances remaining available at 
the end of fiscal year 2016 from appropria- 
tions made available for salaries and ex- 
penses for fiscal year 2016 in this Act, shall 
remain available through September 30, 2017, 
for each such account for the purposes au- 
thorized: Provided, That a request shall be 
submitted to the House and Senate Commit- 
tees on Appropriations for approval prior to 
the expenditure of such funds: Provided fur- 
ther, That these requests shall be made in 
compliance with reprogramming guidelines 
under section 405 of this Act. 

SEC. 407. No funds in this Act may be used 
to support any Federal, State, or local 
projects that seek to use the power of emi- 
nent domain, unless eminent domain is em- 
ployed only for a public use: Provided, That 
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for purposes of this section, public use shall 
not be construed to include economic devel- 
opment that primarily benefits private enti- 
ties: Provided further, That any use of funds 
for mass transit, railroad, airport, seaport or 
highway projects, as well as utility projects 
which benefit or serve the general public (in- 
cluding energy-related, communication-re- 
lated, water-related and wastewater-related 
infrastructure), other structures designated 
for use by the general public or which have 
other common-carrier or public-utility func- 
tions that serve the general public and are 
subject to regulation and oversight by the 
government, and projects for the removal of 
an immediate threat to public health and 
safety or brownfields as defined in the Small 
Business Liability Relief and Brownfields 
Revitalization Act (Public Law 107-118) shall 
be considered a public use for purposes of 
eminent domain. 

SEC. 408. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be transferred to any depart- 
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the 
United States Government, except pursuant 
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority 
provided in, this Act or any other appropria- 
tions Act. 

SEC. 409. No part of any appropriation con- 
tained in this Act shall be available to pay 
the salary for any person filling a position, 
other than a temporary position, formerly 
held by an employee who has left to enter 
the Armed Forces of the United States and 
has satisfactorily completed his or her pe- 
riod of active military or naval service, and 
has within 90 days after his or her release 
from such service or from hospitalization 
continuing after discharge for a period of not 
more than 1 year, made application for res- 
toration to his or her former position and 
has been certified by the Office of Personnel 
Management as still qualified to perform the 
duties of his or her former position and has 
not been restored thereto. 

SEC. 410. No funds appropriated pursuant to 
this Act may be expended by an entity un- 
less the entity agrees that in expending the 
assistance the entity will comply with sec- 
tions 2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 
(41 U.S.C. 10a-10c, popularly known as the 
“Buy American Act””). 

SEC. 411. No funds appropriated or other- 
wise made available under this Act shall be 
made available to any person or entity that 
has been convicted of violating the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a-10c). 

SEC. 412. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used for first-class airline 
accommodations in contravention of sec- 
tions 301-10.122 and 301-10.123 of title 41, Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

SEC. 413. (a) None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used to approve a 
new foreign air carrier permit under sections 
41301 through 41305 of title 49, United States 
Code, or exemption application under section 
40109 of that title of an air carrier already 
holding an air operators certificate issued by 
a country that is party to the U.S.-E.U.-Ice- 
land-Norway Air Transport Agreement 
where such approval would contravene 
United States law or Article 17 bis of the 
U.S.-E.U.-Iceland-Norway Air Transport 
Agreement. 

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit, 
restrict or otherwise preclude the Secretary 
of Transportation from granting a foreign 
air carrier permit or an exemption to such 
an air carrier where such authorization is 
consistent with the U.S.-E.U.-Iceland-Nor- 
way Air Transport Agreement and United 
States law. 

SEC. 414. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Federal Mari- 
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time Commission or the Administrator of 
the Maritime Administration to issue a li- 
cense or certificate for a commercial vessel 
that docked or anchored within the previous 
180 days within 7 miles of a port on property 
that was confiscated, in whole or in part, by 
the Cuban Government, as the terms con- 
fiscated, Cuban Government, and property 
are defined in paragraphs (4), (5), and (12)(A), 
respectively, of section 4 of the Cuban Lib- 
erty and Democratic Solidarity (LIBERTAD) 
Act of 1996 (22 U.S.C. 6023). 

The Acting CHAIR. Are there any 
amendments to that portion of the 
bill? 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SPENDING REDUCTION ACCOUNT 

SEC. 415. The amount by which the applica- 
ble allocation of new budget authority made 
by the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives under Section 
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
exceeds the amount of proposed new budget 
authority is $0. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STIVERS 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for the Private En- 
forcement Initiative of the Fair Housing Ini- 
tiatives Program under section 561(b) of the 
Housing and Community Development Act of 
1987 (42 U.S.C. 3616a(b)) and section 125.401 of 
the regulations of the Secretary of Housing 
and Urban Development (24 C.F.R. 125.401). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Ohio and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I will 
be fairly brief. 

This is a followup amendment. We 
have already accepted the congres- 
sional intent that we will have a pref- 
erence toward administrative enforce- 
ment. This is a followup limitation 
amendment that basically says we will 
not, for this calendar year, use the Pri- 
vate Enforcement Initiative. 

As the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina said, we can always come back; 
but I think we need to have time for 
this GAO study that I have requested 
to come back because I would assert 
that administrative enforcement is less 
expensive to taxpayers than private en- 
forcement. 

It creates more certainty. It happens 
faster. It has less conflict of interest 
than the Private Enforcement Initia- 
tive. I would ask that my colleagues 
support this limitation amendment on 
the Private Enforcement Initiative for 
this year period. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Again, 
Mr. Chairman, let me say how unfortu- 
nate I believe it is that we are dealing 
with this kind of amendment in this 
setting here tonight without really 
having much notice, much ability to 
understand the full implications. 

I do think that we need to appreciate 
the role of what the gentleman calls 
private organizations. We are really 
talking here about nonprofits, about 
mediators, about the kind of working 
out of complaints, working out of prob- 
lems, informal work with landlords, 
the kind of thing that actually helps 
avoid legal action and avoid litigation. 
There is a lot that can be mediated, a 
lot of things can be worked out in the 
fair housing arena. There are many 
nonprofit groups that do a good job of 
doing that. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman appar- 
ently has lots of complaints about this, 
and there have been a couple of promi- 
nent cases. I am aware of that. But the 
notion that we would come in here to- 
night and make a change of this mag- 
nitude, of this importance, I simply 
don’t think is responsible. 

So I will speak for myself. I am per- 
fectly willing to look at this matter 
down the road. I understand there may 
be some issues here, but this is a pretty 
drastic amendment, and you are taking 
a whole area here of mediation and in- 
formal conciliation, things that actu- 
ally keep things out of the courts, keep 
things out of the legal system and out 
of litigation. I don’t know why we 
would want to do that. It seems reck- 
less to me. 

I recommend that we reject this 
amendment and, at the same time, 
pledge to look at this carefully and 
work on it later. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
North Carolina, Mr. Chair, does recog- 
nize that there are problems in the pri- 
vate enforcement initiative. He just 
admitted that. There is a lot of lawsuit 
abuse. In fact, many of these organiza- 
tions sue first and ask questions later. 
They don’t do their due diligence. They 
send interns in to actually look at 
these places and file lawsuits before 
they get the facts. 

The gentleman asserted that we 
shouldn’t make these kind of changes. 
That is why the people sent us here, to 
make things better. We are supposed to 
do it every day, and when we see prob- 
lems, we need to fix them. This is a 
temporary, l-year halt of the private 
enforcement initiative with the GAO 
study that is not directed in this bill, 
but I asked for by letter through the 
GAO, and they are always good about 
doing those when you ask them to. 
They haven’t looked at this program 
since 1997. 
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Mr. Chairman, it is time to look at 
this program in detail. I would assert 
that our local and State governments 
can also do the mediation that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina talked 
about, Mr. Chairman, and they can do 
it better, more efficiently, and without 
the conflicts of interest that some of 
these private organizations have done. 

So I think we ought to give it a try. 
That is the great thing about an an- 
nual appropriations bill. Guess what; 
we get to do it again next year. I am 
certainly willing to admit if I am 
wrong and we find out through a GAO 
study that the private enforcement has 
worked well. But there have been arti- 
cles in the paper about some of the 
lawsuit abuse that we have seen all 
across the country, and I think we 
should just take a strategic pause here 
and give the money to our State and 
local governments who can better en- 
force our laws. They do it every day, 
and they can do it through the medi- 
ation and things that the gentleman 
asserts that these private enforcement 
initiatives can do so well. 

Mr. Chairman, I would urge my col- 
leagues to support this amendment. I 
think it will help make our fair hous- 
ing laws better, and it will protect 
more consumers. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STIVERS). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. I have an amendment 
at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 


title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
able in this Act may be used to enter into a 
contract with any offeror or any of its prin- 
cipals if the offeror certifies, as required by 
the Federal Acquisition Regulation, that the 
offeror or any of its principals— 

(1) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer has been convicted of or had a civil 
judgment rendered against it for: commis- 
sion of fraud or a criminal offense in connec- 
tion with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or 
performing a public (Federal, State, or local) 
contract or subcontract; violation of Federal 
or State antitrust statutes relating to the 
submission of offers; or commission of em- 
bezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsifica- 
tion or destruction of records, making false 
statements, tax evasion, violating Federal 
criminal tax laws, or receiving stolen prop- 
erty; or 

(2) are presently indicted for, or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a govern- 
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mental entity with, commission of any of 
the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1); or 

(3) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer, has been notified of any delin- 
quent Federal taxes in an amount that ex- 
ceeds $3,000 for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied. 

Mr. GRAYSON (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading be waived. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chair, this 
amendment is identical to other 
amendments that have been inserted 
by voice vote into every appropriations 
bill considered under an open rule dur- 
ing the 118th and 114th Congresses. 

My amendment would expand the list 
of parties with whom the Federal Gov- 
ernment is prohibited from contracting 
due to serious misconduct on the part 
of that contractor. It is my hope that 
this amendment will be noncontrover- 
sial, as it always has been, and again 
passed unanimously by the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FITZPATRICK 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used in contravention of 
section 121.584 of title 14, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and a Member op- 
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, 
my amendment will ensure that the 
FAA is doing everything that it can to 
certify that our aircraft are protected 
during a moment that pilots, flight at- 
tendants, and Federal law enforcement 
officers have all said that the aircraft 
is vulnerable to terror hijackings. De- 
spite the effort to safeguard the cock- 
pit after the 9/11 terror attacks, today, 
operational experience has highlighted 
that a critical vulnerability remains 
when a pilot must open the hardened, 
reinforced cockpit doors to eat, rest, or 
use the bathroom during long flights. 
Even the FAA recognizes that, “During 
this door transition, the flight deck is 
vulnerable.” 
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Current FAA regulations require 
that the area outside the flight deck be 
secure before the reinforced cockpit 
door is opened. Currently, some air- 
lines are using human shields or, in 
some cases, drink carts to try to block 
entry to the cockpit and claim it ‘‘se- 
cure.” But only one method has been 
thoroughly studied and proven to beat 
the threat of a trained hijacker ex- 
ploiting this particular vulnerability, 
and that is an installed physical sec- 
ondary barrier door. These barriers are 
light, inexpensive wire gates that are 
able to protect the flight deck long 
enough for the pilot to shut the rein- 
forced door. 

This double door security procedure 
is something that Israeli airlines have 
been using for over a decade. They un- 
derstand the risk and how to mitigate 
it. A Cato study has shown these sec- 
ondary barrier doors to be the most 
cost-effective way to protect the cock- 
pit door when the reinforced door is 
opened. 

This is not some hypothetical threat. 
We know for a fact that terrorists 
maintain their desire to exploit vulner- 
abilities in our aircraft safety proto- 
cols to bring down an airliner just like 
they did on September 11, 2001. A re- 
cent USA Today headline read, ‘‘ISIS’ 
Next Test Could Be a 9/11-Style At- 
tack.” In 2013, outgoing FBI Director 
Robert Mueller said that the terror 
scenario he fears most remains an at- 
tack with the use of an aircraft. 

Perhaps no one knows the con- 
sequences of terrorists hijacking our 
aircraft more so than my constituent, 
Ellen Saracini. The terror hijackings 
of September 11 took the life of her 
husband, Victor Saracini, Captain of 
United Flight 175, which was hijacked 
and flown into the South Tower of the 
World Trade Center by al Qaeda terror- 
ists. 

Inspired by Ellen and the pilots and 
flight attendants that stand with her, I 
have been working with a bipartisan, 
bicameral group of lawmakers to have 
these commonsense, cost-effective se- 
curity features installed on every sin- 
gle large passenger aircraft in the 
United States through my bill, H.R. 
911, the Saracini Aviation Safety Act. 

Some have pointed to the “layered 
security” approach to aircraft security 
as proof that we don't need secondary 
barriers, but one only need to read cur- 
rent headlines to see the huge gaps in 
our layered security. As we recently 
learned, undercover agents, we saw, 
this week, were able to get weapons 
past the TSA 95 percent of the time. 

Mr. Chairman, a recent Advisory Cir- 
cular issued by the FAA highlights the 
risk to the cockpit during door transi- 
tion and calls for the use of effective 
protection measures. Support for this 
amendment today would build on this 
positive step used by the FAA by show- 
ing that Congress is serious about this 
issue and that installed physical sec- 
ondary barriers are the only way that 
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we can guarantee, as FAA regulations 
do require, that the flight deck be se- 
cure prior to that reinforced door being 
opened. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used to make incen- 
tive payments pursuant to 48 CFR 16.4 to 
contractors for contracts that are behind 
schedule under the terms of the contract as 
prescribed by 48 CFR 52.211 or over the con- 
tract amount indicated in Standard Form 33, 
box 20. 

Mr. GRAYSON (during the reading). 
Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading be waived. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, this is 
a good government amendment the 
House passed by voice vote last year. It 
simply states that bonus payments 
should not be paid to contractors 
whose projects are behind schedule or 
over budget. 

I urge support for this amendment 
that combats waste, fraud, and abuse 
of taxpayer dollars, Mr. Chairman, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Acting Chair of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H.R. 2577) making 
appropriations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen- 
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


EE 
HOUR OF MEETING ON TODAY 


Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that when the 
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House adjourns today, 
meet at 9 a.m. today. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Florida? 
There was no objection. 


EE 


BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 


Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on June 2, 2015, she pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following 
bill: 

H.R. 2048. To reform the authorities of the 
Federal Government to require the produc- 
tion of certain business records, conduct 
electronic surveillance, use pen registers and 
trap and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign intel- 
ligence, counterterrorism, and criminal pur- 
poses, and for other purposes. 


it adjourn to 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Speaker, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 27 minutes 
a.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until today, Thurs- 
day, June 4, 2015, at 9 a.m. 


EE 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and 
Mr. GRIJALVA): 

H.R. 2623. A bill to reduce prescription drug 
costs by allowing the importation and re- 
importation of certain drugs; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him- 
self and Mr. MCKINLEY): 

H.R. 2624. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to allow for fair applica- 
tion of the exceptions process for drugs in 
tiers in formularies in prescription drug 
plans under Medicare part D, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GARRETT (for himself and Mr. 
CAPUANO): 

H.R. 2625. A bill to amend the Federal Re- 
serve Act to reform the Federal Reserve Sys- 
tem; to the Committee on Financial Serv- 
ices, and in addition to the Committees on 
Rules, and Oversight and Government Re- 
form, for a period to be subsequently deter- 
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con- 
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LUCAS (for himself and Mr. 
COLE): 

H.R. 2626. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to permit Indian tribal gov- 
ernments to be shareholders of S corpora- 
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself, Ms. 
WILSON of Florida, Ms. DELAURO, and 
Mr. FARR): 
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H.R. 2627. A bill to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act to ex- 
pand the use of salad bars in schools; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. FARENTHOLD (for himself and 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD): 

H.R. 2628. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in- 
come any prizes or awards won in competi- 
tion in the Olympic Games; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHIMKUS (for himself and Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas): 

H.R. 2629. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect 
to the approval of certain antibacterial and 
antifungal drugs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. JOLLY (for himself and Ms. 
GRAHAM): 

H.R. 2630. A bill to amend the Gulf of Mex- 
ico Energy Security Act of 2006 to extend the 
moratorium on oil and gas leasing and re- 
lated activities in certain areas of the Gulf 
of Mexico; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: 

H.R. 2631. A bill to require notice and com- 
ment for certain interpretive rules; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts): 

H.R. 2632. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to reauthorize and up- 
date the National Child Traumatic Stress 
Initiative for grants to address the problems 
of individuals who experience trauma and vi- 
olence related stress; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, and Mr. WELCH): 

H.R. 2633. A bill to establish an advisory of- 
fice within the Bureau of Consumer Protec- 
tion of the Federal Trade Commission to pre- 
vent fraud targeting seniors, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself and Mr. 
KING of New York): 

H.R. 2634. A bill to provide for temporary 
emergency impact aid for local educational 
agencies; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. PIERLUISI (for himself, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. SABLAN, and Ms. 
PLASKETT): 

H.R. 2635. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to make im- 
provements to the treatment of the United 
States territories under the Medicare and 
Medicaid programs, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with- 
in the jurisdiction of the committee con- 
cerned. 

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois: 

H.R. 2636. A bill to require a study on the 
public health and environmental impacts of 
the production, transportation, storage, and 
use of petroleum coke, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself, Mr. LATTA, and Mr. GUTH- 
RIE): 

H.R. 2637. A bill to amend the Clean Air 
Act to prohibit the regulation of emissions 
of carbon dioxide from new or existing power 
plants under certain circumstances; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 
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By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mr. PAL- 
LONE, Ms. EsHOO, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico, and Mr. 
WELCH): 

H.R. 2638. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to reform and modernize the 
Universal Service Fund Lifeline Assistance 
Program; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. 
TAKANO, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. GIBSON, 
and Mrs. NAPOLITANO): 

H.R. 2639. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for additional quali- 
fication requirements for individuals ap- 
pointed to marriage and family therapist po- 
sitions in the Veterans Health Administra- 
tion of the Department of Veterans Affairs; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mr. 
HUNTER): 

H.R. 2640. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exclusion 
from gross income for discharge of consumer 
indebtedness; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PITTS (for himself, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, and Ms. ESHOO): 

H.R. 2641. A bill to improve the integrity 
and safety of interstate horseracing, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
(for herself, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
of New York, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. HECK of Wash- 
ington, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. DELANEY, Mrs. BEATTY, 
Mr. VARGAS, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. 
SINEMA, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, 
Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. SE- 
WELL of Alabama, and Mr. CLAY): 

H.R. 2642. A bill to provide sensible relief 
to community financial institutions, to pro- 
tect consumers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS (for himself, Mr. 
FINCHER, Ms. MOORE, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. LUCAS, 
and Mr. MEEKS): 

H.R. 2643. A bill to direct the Attorney 
General to provide State officials with ac- 
cess to criminal history information with re- 
spect to certain financial service providers 
required to undergo State criminal back- 
ground checks, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services, and in ad- 
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ZINKE: 

H.R. 2644. A bill to expedite certain forest 
management activities on National Forest 
System lands derived from the public do- 
main when the activities are developed 
through a collaborative process of interested 
parties, to require the posting of a bond in 
initiating a legal challenge to certain forest 
management activities, to modify the Secure 
Rural Schools and Community Self-Deter- 
mination Act of 2000, to authorize additional 
funding sources for forest management ac- 
tivities, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and in addition to the 
Committee on Natural Resources, for a pe- 
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riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: 

H. Res. 292. A resolution permitting official 
photographs of the House of Representatives 
to be taken while the House is in actual ses- 
sion on a date designated by the Speaker; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself 
and Mr. DEUTCH): 

H. Res. 293. A resolution expressing con- 
cern over anti-Israel and anti-Semitic incite- 
ment within the Palestinian Authority; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MESSER (for himself and Mr. 
POCAN): 

H. Res. 294. A resolution expressing support 
for the continuation of the Perkins Loan 
Program; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him- 
self, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. CLAY, Mr. POE of Texas, 
Mr. LUETKEMEYER, and Mr. YODER): 

H. Res. 295. A resolution supporting local 
law enforcement agencies in their continued 
work to serve our communities, and sup- 
porting their use of body worn cameras to 
promote transparency to protect both citi- 
zens and officers alike; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. BURGESS, 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. RUSH, Mr. THOMPSON of 
California, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, 
Mrs. DINGELL, and Mr. CONYERS): 

H. Res. 296. A resolution calling for Sickle 
Cell Trait research; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 

Mr. FATTAH, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. KAP- 
TUR, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 
SABLAN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Ms. LEE, Mr. DELANEY, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Ms. SPEIER, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
VARGAS, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Ms. MOORE, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, and Mrs. 
DINGELL): 

H. Res. 297. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of the first full week of May 
as “National Mental Health No Stigma 
Week”; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 2623. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Pursuant to clause 7 of Rule XII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives, the 
following statement is submitted regarding 
the specific powers granted to Congress in 
the Constitution to enact the accompanying 
bill or joint resolution. Congress has the 
power to enact this legislation pursuant to 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1, Clause 3 and 
Clause 18. 
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The Congress shall have the power to make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi- 
cer thereof” 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia: 

H.R. 2624. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of section 8 of article I of the Con- 
stitution, which sets forth the constitutional 
authority of Congress to regulate interstate 
commerce. 

By Mr. GARRETT: 

H.R. 2625. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (To regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes); Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 (To coin 
money, regulate the value thereof, and of 
foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights 
and measures); Article I, Section 8, Clause 6 
(To provide for the punishment of counter- 
feiting the securities and current coin of the 
United States); and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 (To make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into execu- 
tion foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the govern- 
ment of the United States, or in any depart- 
ment thereof). 

By Mr. LUCAS: 

H.R. 2626. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 2627. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The above mentioned legislation is based 
upon the following Section 8 statement: 

To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest- 
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. FARENTHOLD: 

H.R. 2628. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Amendment XVI 

By Mr. SHIMKUS: 

H.R. 2629. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes. 

By Mr. JOLLY: 

H.R. 2630. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. RUSSELL: 

H.R. 2631. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 provides Con- 
gress the power to ‘‘make all Laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States, or in 
any Department or Officer thereof.” This 
legislation provides for appropriate execu- 
tion of rulemaking authority by agencies 
throughout the federal government. 
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By Ms. DELAURO: 

H.R. 2632. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 3 and 18 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 2633. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 

H.R. 2634. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. PIERLUISI: 

H.R. 2635. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of the Congress to pro- 
vide for the general welfare of the United 
States, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 1 of the United States Constitution; 
to make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution such 
power, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 of the Constitution; and to make 
rules and regulations respecting the U.S. ter- 
ritories, as enumerated in Article IV, Sec- 
tion 3, Clause 2 of the Constitution. 

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois: 

H.R. 2636. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

US Const. Art. I, Sec. 8, Cl. 1 (“The Con- 
gress shall have Power To. . . [enact legisla- 
tion that] provide[s] for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States[.]’’) 
(this bill would require several federal agen- 
cies, in consultation with other issue area 
experts, to conduct a study on the public and 
ecological health consequences of the stor- 
age and transportation of petroleum coke, 
and promulgate rules based off of the study’s 
findings—improving public and ecological 
health, and in turn, improving the nation’s 
“general Welfare.’’). 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: 

H.R. 2637. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution: 

[The Congress shall have Power] To regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several states, and with the In- 
dian tribes; 

By Ms. MATSUI: 

H.R. 2638. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. PETERS: 

H.R. 2639. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Mr. PETERS: 

H.R. 2640. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. PITTS: 

H.R. 2641. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

The Congress shall have the Power To... 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States,... 
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By Ms. 
fornia: 

H.R. 2642. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I—Section 8—Clause 3 of the Con- 
stitution of the United States of America. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

H.R. 2643. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (‘‘To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes’’) 

By Mr. ZINKE: 

H.R. 2644. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. 


MAXINE WATERS of Cali- 


— 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 6: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. HIG- 
GINS, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. TAKAI, Mr. HECK of Nevada, and 
Mr. PIERLUISI. 

H.R. 186: Mr. PETERS, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. MATSUI, 
Ms. HAHN, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. 
DENHAM, Mrs. DAVIS of California, and Mr. 
COOK. 

H.R. 223: Mr. AMODEI. 

H.R. 235: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. HINOJOSA, 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. Ros- 
LEHTINEN, Miss RICE of New York, and Mr. 
KENNEDY. 

H.R. 266: 

H.R. 282: 

H.R. 314: 

H.R. 356: 


Mr. JORDAN. 

Mr. HULTGREN. 

Ms. LOFGREN. 

Ms. TITUS and Mrs. BROOKS of In- 


. 363: 
. 378: 
. 379: 
. 387: 
. 425: 
H.R. 499: 
BARLETTA. 
H.R. 510: 
H.R. 511: 
H.R. 540: 


Mr. RENACCI. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 

Mr. ENGEL. 

Mrs. TORRES. 

Mr. WELCH. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas and Mr. 


Mr. AMODEI. 
Mr. CRAMER and Mr. Issa. 
Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 542: Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 546: Mr. WELCH. 

H.R. 556: Mr. CARTER of Georgia and Mr. 
LANCE. 

H.R. 572: Mr. HURT of Virginia. 

H.R. 602: Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 605: Mr. SMITH of Missouri and Mr. 
THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 628: Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. HECK 
of Washington. 

H.R. 653: Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, and Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 662: Ms. TITUS and Mr. GUINTA. 

H.R. 702: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. RUS- 
SELL, and Mr. MEADOWS. 

H.R. 707: Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 766: Mr. FINCHER. 

H.R. 767: Mr. BEYER, Mr. TROTT, Mr. VELA, 
Mr. COLLINS of New York, and Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 784: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas and Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. 

H.R. 812: Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 815: Mr. HARRIS, Mr. CARTER of Geor- 
gia, Mr. MARCHANT, and Mr. SCALISE. 

H.R. 838: Mr. KNIGHT. 
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. 845: 
. 850: 
. 868: 
. 911: 
. 920: 


. AMODEI. 

. LOFGREN. 

. PEARCE and Mr. AMODEI. 

. GRAYSON and Ms. NORTON. 

. STEWART. 

. 980: . YOUNG of Indiana. 

. 985: . DEGETTE and Mr. GRAYSON. 
. 1089: Mr. AMODEI. 

. 1095: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 1114: Mr. HARDY and Ms. STEFANIK. 

H.R. 1117: Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. PALAZZO, and 
Mr. VARGAS. 

H.R. 1141: Mr. SALMON. 

H.R. 1179: Mr. BLUM. 

H.R. 1190: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. 

H.R. 1197: Mr. DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 1211: Mr. LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 1221: Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. WALBERG, 
and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 1233: Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. AMODEI, 
STEFANIK, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, 
GOSAR, and Mr. COLLINS of New York. 

H.R. 1301: Mr. REED and Mr. BISHOP of 
Michigan. 

H.R. 1309: Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor- 
ida, Mr. LANCE, and Mr. STUTZMAN. 

H.R. 1310: Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 1312: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. POCAN, 
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. HINOJOSA, and Mr. 
FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 1821: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 1338: Mr. WALZ, Mr. LATTA, Mr. ROD- 
NEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, and Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT. 

H.R. 1844: Mrs. BEATTY. 

H.R. 1869: Mr. WALZ. 

H.R. 1871: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1387: Mr. ZINKE, Mr. FRANKS of Ari- 
zona, and Mr. HULTGREN. 

H.R. 1888: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. 

H.R. 1401: Mr. TONKO, Ms. Esty, Ms. 
ADAMS, and Ms. DELBENE. 

H.R. 1413: Mr. Tom PRICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 1415: Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 1427: Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. COSTELLO of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. PAULSEN, 


Ms. 
Mr. 


Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. KIND, Mr. 
MCHENRY, and Mr. COHEN. 

H.R. 1439: Mr. MCNERNEY and Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ. 


H.R. 1462: Mr. LEVIN and Mrs. DINGELL. 

H.R. 1475: Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. RUSH, Ms. PIN- 
GREE, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. DEUTCH, and Mr. 
MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 1552: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. YAR- 
MUTH. 

H.R. 1574: Mr. CICILLINE. 

H.R. 1598: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H.R. 1599: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. BARR, 
Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. MARINO, Mr. 
HOLDING, and Mr. HARRIS. 

H.R. 1603: Mr. HONDA. 

H.R. 1608: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. BABIN, and 
Mr. RANGEL. 

: Mr. NOLAN. 
: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky and Ms. 


: Mr. MACARTHUR. 

: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 

: Mrs. NOEM. 

. HILL and Mr. AMODEI. 

. TAKANO. 

. HASTINGS. 

. JUDY CHU of California. 
. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

. RENACCI. 

. BILIRAKIS. 


Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 1801: Ms. KUSTER. 
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H.R. 1830: Mr. BABIN and Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 1843: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 1848: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H.R. 1854: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. GABBARD, 
and Mr. PAULSEN. 

H.R. 1856: Mr. LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 1857: Mr. JORDAN. 

H.R. 1861: Mrs. NOEM and Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan. 

H.R. 1886: Mr. OLSON, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, and Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. 

H.R. 1902: Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 1908: Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 1919: Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. 
KLINE, and Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 1964: Mr. MURPHY of Florida and Mrs. 
KIRKPATRICK. 

H.R. 1986: Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 1988: Mr. HASTINGS. 

H.R. 1994: Mr. SIMPSON and Mr. AMODEI. 

H.R. 2005: Mr. CARTWRIGHT and Ms. BROWN 
of Florida. 

H.R. 2016: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
GRAYSON, and Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 2017: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. 
GUINTA, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
POsEY, Mr. JONES, Mr. HANNA, Mr. Ross, Mr. 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. LUETKE- 
MEYER. 

H.R. 2032: Mr. HENSARLING. 

H.R. 2044: Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 

H.R. 2061: Mr. LUCAS, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Ms. 
MOORE, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, and Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER. 

H.R. 2076: Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. BEYER, and 
Ms. GABBARD. 

H.R. 2126: Mrs. ROBY. 

H.R. 2150: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 
HIGGINS, and Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania. 

H.R. 2156: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 

H.R. 2170: Mrs. BUSTOS. 

H.R. 2207: Mrs. NOEM. 

H.R. 2215: Mr. PEARCE and Mr. HARDY. 

H.R. 2216: Ms. ADAMS, Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California, Mr. NADLER, Ms. HAHN, Ms. JACK- 
SON LEE, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 2218: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 2228: Ms. SLAUGHTER and Ms. LOF- 
GREN. 

H.R. 2233: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. HENSARLING. 

H.R. 2247: Mr. BABIN and Mr. TOM PRICE of 
Georgia. 

H.R. 2248: Mrs. DINGELL. 

H.R. 2255: Mr. KLINE. 

H.R. 2300: Mr. BUCHANAN. 

H.R. 2302: Mr. TAKANO and Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 2315: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mrs. 
NOEM, and Mr. JORDAN. 

H.R. 2355: Mrs. CAPPS, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. 
SCHIFF, and Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 2400: Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. JOYCE, and Mr. WALBERG. 

H.R. 2404: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mrs. 
BEATTY. 

H.R. 2405: Mr. RENACCI and Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California. 

H.R. 2406: Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 
RIGELL, and Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 2410: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 2412: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
KIND, and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 

H.R. 2431: Mr. CARDENAS, Mrs. LAWRENCE, 
and Mrs. TORRES. 

H.R. 2459: Mr. DEUTCH. 

H.R. 2490: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 

H.R. 2497: Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 2509: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. KILMER, and Mr. LATTA. 

H.R. 2510: Mr. Bost. 

H.R. 2516: Mr. HONDA. 
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H.R. 2521: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 2522: Mr. MCNERNEY. 


H.R. 2523: Mr. WALBERG, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, and Mr. 
FARENTHOLD. 


H.R. 2526: Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 2531: Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 2540: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. MEADOWS, 
and Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 

H.R. 2545: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 2570: Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 2579: Ms. SINEMA. 

H.R. 2612: Mr. HIMES, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. 
MCGOVERN. 

H.J. Res. 30: Mr. TAKANO. 

H.J. Res. 32: Mr. NUGENT. 

. Con. Res. 19: Mr. REED. 

. Con. Res. 28: Mr. LABRADOR. 

. Res. 12: Mr. KIND and Mr. DOGGETT. 

. Res. 54: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. 

. Res. 207: Mr. GUINTA and Mr. TED LIEU 
of California. 

H. Res. 209: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana and Mr. 
MESSER. 

H. Res. 233: Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. BISHOP of 
Michigan, Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Mrs. TORRES, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, and Mr. CUMMINGS. 

H. Res. 240: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H. Res. 259: Mr. YODER, Mr. MCHENRY, and 
Mr. TONKO. 

H. Res. 281: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 

H. Res. 284: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Mr. ENGEL, and Ms. BROWN of Florida. 


qa 


— nn —Á 
AMENDMENTS 


Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro- 
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MRs. BLACKBURN 

AMENDMENT NO. 7: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. . Each amount made available by 
this Act is hereby reduced by 1 percent. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. COLLINS OF NEW YORK 

AMENDMENT NO. 8: Page 4, line 18, after the 
dollar amount, insert “(increased by 
$100,000,000)’’. 

Page 72, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 


sert “(reduced by $100,000,000)”. 
Page 72, line 15, after the dollar amount, 


insert “(reduced by $100,000,000)” 
H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. BROOKS OF ALABAMA 

AMENDMENT NO. 9: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to provide financial 
assistance in violation of section 214(d) of 
the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 1436a(d)). 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. AL GREEN OF TEXAS 

AMENDMENT NO. 10: Page 74, line 23, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(increased by 
$75,000,000)”. 

Page 75, line 6, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(increased by $75,000,000)”. 

Page 77, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $75,000,000)”. 

Page 78, line 9, before the semicolon insert 
the following: ‘‘, except that of the amount 
made available by this proviso, $75,000,000 
shall be used only for the purpose under this 
clause”. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. DENT 

AMENDMENT NO. 11: Page 2, line 13, after 
the first dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$3,000,000)”. 
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Page 2, line 16, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 

Page 2, line 18, after the dollar amount, in- 
sert “(reduced by $1,000,000)”. 

Page 47, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $9,000,000)”. 

Page 50, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

Page 56, line 14, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)”. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 


AMENDMENT NO. 12: Page 114, line 19, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(increased by 
$150,000)”. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 


AMENDMENT NO. 13: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to enter into a con- 
tract with any offeror or any of its principals 
if the offeror certifies, as required by the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation, that the of- 
feror or any of its principals— 

(1) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer has been convicted of or had a civil 
judgment rendered against it for: commis- 
sion of fraud or a criminal offense in connec- 
tion with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or 
performing a public (Federal, State, or local) 
contract or subcontract; violation of Federal 
or State antitrust statutes relating to the 
submission of offers; or commission of em- 
bezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsifica- 
tion or destruction of records, making false 
statements, tax evasion, violating Federal 
criminal tax laws, or receiving stolen prop- 
erty; or 

(2) are presently indicted for, or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a govern- 
mental entity with, commission of any of 
the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1); or 

(3) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer, has been notified of any delin- 
quent Federal taxes in an amount that ex- 
ceeds $3,000 for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied. 


H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 


AMENDMENT NO. 14: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to make incentive 
payments pursuant to 48 CFR 16.4 to contrac- 
tors for contracts that are behind schedule 
under the terms of the contract as prescribed 
by 48 CFR 52.211 or over the contract amount 

indicated in Standard Form 33, box 20. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCLINTOCK 


AMENDMENT NO. 15: Page 9, line 19, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced to $0)”. 
Page 156, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $155,000,000)”. 
H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 16: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 
SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used in contraven- 
tion of section 5309 of title 49, United States 
Code. 
H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 


AMENDMENT NO. 17: Page 72, line 6, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$1,000,000)” 

Page 72, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $1,000,000)”. 
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Page 113, line 6, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $1,000,000)”. 


H.R. 2577 
OFFERED By: MS. JACKSON LEE 


AMENDMENT No. 18: Page 72, line 15, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$1,000,000)”. 


Page 72, line 18, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $1,000,000)”. 
H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 


AMENDMENT NO. 19: Page 72, line 6, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$2,000,000)” 

Page 72, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 


Page 115, line 6, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 
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H.R. 2577 
OFFERED By: Ms. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 20: Page 72, line 6, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$2,000,000)”. 
Page 72, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 
Page 108, line 7, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,000,000)’’, 
H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 21: Page 72, line 6, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$2,000,000)”. 
Page 72, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 
Page 114, line 10, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 
H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 
AMENDMENT NO. 22: Page 72, line 6, after 
the dollar amount, insert “(reduced by 
$2,000,000)”. 
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Page 72, line 15, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(reduced by $2,000,000)”. 


Page 74, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,000,000)”, 


Page 77, line 24, after the dollar amount, 
insert “(increased by $2,000,000)”. 


H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: Ms. JACKSON LEE 


AMENDMENT NO. 23: Beginning on page 54, 
strike line 16 and all that follows through 
page 55, line 21. 


H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. GRAYSON 


AMENDMENT NO. 24: Page 105, line 9, after 
the dollar amount insert “(increased by 
$2,500,000)”. 


Page 113, line 6, after the dollar amount in- 
sert “(reduced by $2,500,000)”. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING VICTIMS OF THE 1984 
ANTI-SIKH POGROMS AND MAS- 
SACRE, AND HONORED POLIT- 
ICAL PRISONERS IN INDIA 
TODAY INCLUDING MR. SURAT 
SINGH KHALSA 


HON. ZOE LOFGREN 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, today, | want 
to honor those killed during the November 
1984 anti-Sikh pogroms and massacre. No- 
vember 2014 marked the 30 year anniversary 
of the horrific anti-Sikh pogroms, which 
claimed the lives of thousands of Sikhs 
throughout India in the first week of November 
1984. | ask that this Congress remember 
those who were killed that tragic week. 

| also ask that this Congress honor the 
struggle of many political prisoners in India 
today, including Mr. Surat Singh Khalsa, who 
is currently under house arrest, on a hunger 
strike and in very poor health. Today, we 
should reflect on his advocacy for the rights of 
political prisoners, support his right to free 
speech and ask for his release. 


a 


TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF THOMAS A. 
KELLEY 


HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Thomas A. Kelley, an extraordinary con- 
stituent of California’s 18th Congressional Dis- 
trict who has been chosen to receive the 
STAR Award by AchieveKids on June 20, 
2015, in Palo Alto, California. 

Tom Kelley is a 1962 graduate of Rice Uni- 
versity where he earned both B.A. and B.S. 
degrees, and a 1967 graduate of the Stanford 
Business School. He founded Thomas A. 
Kelley & Associates, an executive search firm 
in 1969, on Sand Hill Road in Menlo Park, 
California. The company’s mission was to 
bring together management teams for high 
technology start-ups. While performing execu- 
tive searches, Thomas A. Kelley & Associates 
invested in pre-public client companies and 
achieved financial success. While managing 
the ever-growing business, Tom continued to 
personally conduct searches through the life of 
the company. In 2002, the company became 
Thomas A. Kelley Investments, which man- 
ages the Kelley Family Trust and performs pro 
bono consulting for tech entrepreneurs. 

In addition to his extraordinary success in 
business, Tom Kelley gives generously of his 
time, resources and considerable talents to 
many non-profit organizations. He was hon- 


ored as a “Stanford Associate” for his volun- 
teer work at the Stanford Business School; 
served on the Board of the Portola Valley 
School District; served on the Board of 
AchieveKids; and co-founded the Portola Val- 
ley Theatre Conservancy. Tom is also a mem- 
ber of the Board of Trustees, Inner Circle and 
a Producer at TheatreWorks of Palo Alto. He 
has served on the Board of Valley Pres- 
byterian Church, the Board of the Chambers 
Landing Homeowners Association, and cur- 
rently serves on the Advisory Board of 
Glimmerglass Networks. He served his coun- 
try as an officer in the U.S. Army Corps of En- 
gineers. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask the entire House of Rep- 
resentatives to join me in honoring Thomas A. 
Kelley as he receives the STAR Award. Tom 
and the entire Kelley family are respected, ad- 
mired and loved in our community for their 
civic contributions and leadership. It’s a privi- 
lege to honor him and a blessing to have his 
friendship and that of his extraordinary family. 


ES 


A MEMORIAL TRIBUTE TO MARY 
LOIS NEVINS 


HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor the memory of Mary Lois Minton Nev- 
ins, of Pasadena, California, a well-known and 
respected community leader who passed 
away on Monday, May 25, 2015. 

Mary Lois Minton was born on December 6, 
1924 in Long Island, New York. Her father, 
Henry Miller Minton, was a lieutenant colonel 
in the Army Air Corps during World War ll and 
was stationed at the Santa Ana Army Airbase 
in California; consequently, the Minton family 
moved to Newport Beach, California. Ms. 
Minton was a graduate of Westover School 
and Vassar, where she studied chemistry. In 
1946, Mary Lois married Richard Nevins and 
moved to Pasadena, where they raised their 
children, Richard, William, and Henry. 

As a young mother and wife, Mary Lois, 
along with her husband, became extremely 
active in Democratic Party politics, volun- 
teering for the California Young Democrats, 
the Altadena-Pasadena Young Democrats, the 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt Club and the Cali- 
fornia Democratic Council, and working on 
countless local, state and national campaigns. 

Ms. Nevins was also incredibly passionate 
about issues surrounding early childhood edu- 
cation and disadvantaged youth. In 1964, she 
pursued a teaching credential from Los Ange- 
les State College, and after student teaching 
in 1965 at Markham Junior High School and 
Jordan High School in Los Angeles, she 
joined the Episcopal Home for Children (now 
known as Hillsides) where she taught at-risk 


children for nearly two decades. During her 
career at Hillsides, she founded the Tutor- 
Friend Volunteer program that brought to- 
gether Hillsides students with local college and 
high school students. In 1990, Mary Lois 
joined the board of Pacific Oaks College, an 
institution known for its excellent early child- 
hood education programs, where she served 
as chair, leader and mediator until 1997. A 
pioneer in promoting the two-generation learn- 
ing concept, Ms. Nevins was a key leader and 
generous supporter of the Mothers' Club Fam- 
ily Learning Center in Pasadena, a non-profit 
that provides high-quality education to the 
area's needy parents and children. She served 
as President of the Board from 1988 to 1992. 

Preceded in death by her husband, Richard 
Nevins, a former member of the California 
State Board of Equalization, Mary Lois is sur- 
vived by her sons, Richard, William and 
Henry; her grandchildren, Richard, Sarah, 
Katharine, Casey, Austin, and Wynn; her sib- 
lings, Hatheway Hasler, Helen Farley, and 
Dwight Minton; and many other family mem- 
bers. 

Remembered in her community as a gen- 
erous, compassionate and strong woman, 
Mary Lois will be greatly missed. | ask all 
members to join me in remembering one of 
Pasadena’s most beloved citizens, Mary Lois 
Nevins. 


— A 


CONGRATULATING MR. AND MRS. 
KENNETH AND BETTY KATING 


HON. BLAINE LUETKEMEYER 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to ask my colleagues to join me in con- 
gratulating Mr. and Mrs. Kenneth and Betty 
Kating on their 60th wedding anniversary 
which they will be celebrating on June 11, 
2015. 

Marriage is a sacred institution that rep- 
resents true love, commitment, and dedication 
to family. This is a special time for Mr. and 
Mrs. Kenneth Kating to celebrate and show- 
case the depth of their love and devotion to 
one another. 

| ask you to join me in recognizing Mr. and 
Mrs. Kenneth Kating on this momentous occa- 
sion. 


EE 


REMEMBERING DR. PHIL 
LINEBERGER 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, it is with a heavy 
heart that | rise today to pay my respects to 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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Dr. Phil Lineberger. He was a noble, God-fear- 
ing man who left us too soon. 

Pastor Phil served as pastor of Sugar Land 
Baptist Church since November 1995 and was 
the senior pastor until the time of his death. 
Pastor Phil mentored many people during his 
forty-five years as a pastor and was even 
coined “the real Dr. Phil” by members of his 
congregation for how readily he nurtured oth- 
ers through good and bad times. Pastor Phil 
touched many people throughout his life and 
always gave of himself unconditionally in serv- 
ice of others. 

| extend my deepest condolences to Phil’s 
wife, Brenda, his three daughters, and ten 
beautiful grandchildren. Our prayers are with 
each of you during this unimaginable grief. 
Your husband, father, and grandfather was 
loved by many. | know that your family at 
Sugar Land Baptist Church is lifting you up in 
prayers and surrounding you with love. Again, 
the folks from the Twenty Second Congres- 
sional District are very sorry for your loss. We 
lost Phil too soon, and he will be missed. 


PRESS CONFERENCE: BERTIE’S RE- 
SPECT FOR NATIONAL CEME- 
TERIES ACT 


HON. LOU BARLETTA 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, our national 
military cemeteries are hallowed ground. 

And | ask my colleagues to agree . . . and 
support my bill, H.R. 2490, “Bertie’s Respect 
for National Cemeteries Act.” 

On October 15, 1969, in Harrisburg, Penn- 
sylvania, a man named George Emery Siple 
shot and killed Bertha Smith, known to every- 
one as “Bertie.” 

Siple was convicted of the murder . . 
sentenced to life in prison without parole. 
Thirty years later, he died in prison. 

Because he was a military veteran, he was 
buried in Indiantown Gap National Cemetery 
in 1999. 

He was buried there despite a federal law 
passed in 1997. 

That law said that veterans convicted of fed- 
eral or state capital crimes . . . are not per- 
mitted to be buried in Veterans Affairs Na- 
tional Cemeteries or Arlington National Ceme- 
tery. 

For Bertie Smith’s family, this is a heart- 
wrenching situation that has gone on for three 
decades. 

Jackie Katz—Bertie’s daughter—has called 
it “hell” and a “horror” to live with the fact that 
George Siple was memorialized and buried 
with full military honors. 

When | first began to look into this issue, it 
was clear to me that it was as frustrating as 
it was heartbreaking. 

Back in 1997—led by our Pennsylvania 
Senators—Congress passed a law that said 
that veterans found guilty of capital crimes 
could not be buried in our national veterans 
cemeteries. 

At that time, you may remember, the coun- 
try was still reeling from the Oklahoma City 
bombing. 


. and 
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And veterans everywhere were justifiably 
appalled that Timothy McVeigh, a military vet- 
eran, could be buried with full military honors. 


Now, McVeigh did not receive that burial. 


But a major problem we discovered was 
that the law was not actively enforced for oth- 
ers until 2006. 


Since then, the VA has relied on an “honor 
system,” which requires family members to 
willingly report their relative’s criminal record. 


In 2013, Congress once again sought to 
protect our VA National Cemeteries by pass- 
ing a law to explicitly allow the VA to remove 
veterans from cemeteries, if they had been 
convicted of a federal or state capital crime. 
However, this law does not extend to veterans 
buried between 1997 and 2013, a time period 
that includes George Emery Siple. 


That's why I’ve introduced “Bertie’s Respect 
for National Cemeteries Act.” 


What this law will do is: 


Require Veterans Affairs to take every rea- 
sonable action to ensure that a veteran is eli- 
gible to be buried, including searching public 
criminal records. 


It will clarify Congress’s original intent by 
providing Veterans Affairs the explicit authority 

. . to remove veterans convicted of capital 
crimes that were wrongly buried after 1997. 


And it will specifically provide for the re- 
moval of George Emery Siple from Indiantown 
Gap National Cemetery. 


This bill really only reaffirms what Congress 
intended in the first place. 


And it enjoys the support of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars. 


There are precedents for the removal of 
convicted murderers from veterans ceme- 
teries—from Arlington National Cemetery, and 
VA cemeteries in Michigan, and Oregon. . . 
to name just a few. 


Additionally, nothing in the bill would with- 
draw previous military honors, such as Purple 
Hearts or medals for valor, otherwise earned 
by the deceased veterans. 


The discussion of military veterans who 
have been convicted of murder often raises 
the issue of mental health treatment and Post 
Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD). 


There is no question that PTSD is a real 
condition affecting many service men and 
women, and | have always stood for funding 
the evaluation and treatment of those who 
may be afflicted. 


That said, those who have been convicted 
of capital murder by our judicial system have 
been declared guilty of the worst offense pos- 
sible, and any mitigating factors would have 
been considered at trial and sentencing. And 
| don't think its too much to say that mur- 
derers should not be buried next to true Amer- 
ican heroes. 


And the memories of victims like Bertie 
Smith should not be disregarded. | ask my col- 
leagues for their support in saying that real, 
true honor really means something in our Na- 
tional Military Cemeteries. 
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HONORING GREATER GROVE 
STREET MISSIONARY BAPTIST 
CHURCH 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a pillar of the commu- 
nity, Greater Grove Street Missionary Baptist 
Church. Greater Grove Street M. B. Church 
has served as a catalyst for the African Amer- 
ican growth in Warren County and the State of 
Mississippi. 

Greater Grove Street Missionary Baptist 
Church was organized in 1908 in the former 
home of the late Cosby family on the lower 
West end of Grove Street. The church was 
known commonly as “Cato’s Church,” a name 
noting the leadership and zeal of its principal 
deacon at the time. Deacon F. Jackson and 
family donated the Cornerstone. 

Rev. Willie Wood was elected as the first 
pastor of the church and he served until 
death. The next pastor, Rev. George S. Lewis, 
served aptly, with deacons: William Fair, E. 
Sparkmen and W. Wilson serving faithfully 
under him. 

In 1948, Rev. W.C. Porter was elected pas- 
tor; and under his leadership, the following of- 
ficers served: Sing Robin, Lieutenant Bradley, 
Charlie Hunt, Jessie Ware, Theadore Shaw, 
Rufus Britten, James Williams, Rufus Price 
and Tom Neal. 

In 1962, the church came to a major crisis. 
The City of Vicksburg began widening Grove 
Street. Grove Street M.B. Church laid in the 
path of the city’s improvements. As a result, 
the church was torn down. The concrete bap- 
tismal pool remains on the old lot, and is the 
solitary reminder that the church ever existed 
there. In our hour of need, the Pastor, Rev. 
E. E. Tutt, and the members of Ebenezer M.B. 
Church proved to be our friends indeed, as 
they shared their church building with Grove 
Street M.B. Church over three years as they 
struggled to rebuild the church. 

West of the old site, a new property on 
Pierce Street, was selected. On April 27, 
1965, at a cost of $13,000.00, the congrega- 
tion moved into its newly built tabernacle. 
First, the old pews from the old church were 
shed. At a cost of $600.00, more comfortable 
pews were purchased from Fisher Funeral 
Home. In 1972, at a cost of $2,400.00, the 
members added 534 square feet of floor 
space to the rear of the church, which consists 
of the Fellowship Hall and the kitchen. On 
June 28, 1975, a chapter of their struggle and 
movement ended with the death of Rev. W.C. 
Porter, their pastor through their trials. 

Rev. Albert Price succeeded Rev. Porter. 
Under his leadership, the march resumed for 
the church. They installed a public address 
system and added brick veneer to the building 
at a cost of $10,000.00. This brief chapter 
ended in the death of Rev. Price after only 
serving eleven months as pastor. 

In 1977, God blessed the congregation with 
the energetic leadership of Rev. John L. 
Brown. Under his leadership, the members 
were able to free themselves from the mort- 
gage and all indebtedness. In 1979, a new 
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central air unit was installed. However, there 
was still work to be done. For example, they 
purchased a Baldwin organ in 1979 to en- 
hance the song service and installed a central 
cooling system for $4,056.81; and in 1985, 
landscaping and drainage work was done 
which cost $5,350.00. 

In this description of the establishment, 
struggle, and movement of Grove Street M.B. 
Church, the presence and power of the Holy 
Spirit motivated them to have a place set 
aside for the many souls that were added to 
the church; and He motivated them to actively 
seek to grow spiritually and to inspire future 
generations with the spiritual mission. As Dr. 
John L. Brown continued to lead and direct 
the church, it was hoped that Grove Street 
M.B. Church would continue to grow. 

Dr. John L. Brown was a native of Utica, 
MS. He is a graduate of Alcorn A&M College, 
in Lorman, MS, where he received his B.S. 
degree in Elementary Education. He did fur- 
ther study toward his M.S. degree in Elemen- 
tary Education at Jackson State College, Jack- 
son, Mississippi. He received his Ph.D. degree 
from McKinley Theological Seminary, Jackson, 
MS, in 1981. Dr. Brown was a teacher and 
principal in the Hinds County Public School 
System, Utica, MS, for twenty years. 

As a community leader, he served as an 
adult leader of the 4-H Club, Mixon Junior 
High School, Utica, MS, for five years. He 
served as president of the NAACP, Utica, MS 
branch, for twelve years. He served on the 
Board of Directors of the Mississippi Baptist 
State Convention for ten years, and the Com- 
munity Services Association and the Hinds 
County Community Action Agency, Jackson, 
MS for eight years. Dr. Brown honorably 
served his community as a community voter 
registration coordinator, advisor, civil rights ac- 
tivists, social worker, and community orga- 
nizer. 

He was a pastor of three other churches: 
Orange Hill Baptist Church, Bolton, MS; Rock 
of Ages Baptist Church, Vicksburg, MS; and 
Mt. Olive Baptist Church, Lorman, MS. He 
was in the ministry for over 30 years. His lov- 
ing and devoted wife, Mrs. Lucille Brown, sup- 
ported Dr. Brown in all of his efforts. Their 
union was blessed with six children, four girls 
and two boys. 

Under his leadership, the members altered 
the way services were conducted. Instead of 
posting the Order of Service on the wall, print- 
ed programs were disseminated to the con- 
gregation. The practice of roll call (where each 
member's name was called and one stated 
the amount of his tithes/offering) was elimi- 
nated and the practice of distributing enve- 
lopes was implemented. In 1987, land was 
purchased and donated to the church, which 
were forty-seven lots (North side of the 
church) to be used for additional parking. In 
1993, two more additional corner lots were 
purchased. Also, the wooden steeple on the 
church was replaced with a fiberglass steeple. 
In 1996, the church van was purchased due to 
the increased attendance in Bible class. Ceil- 
ing fans were also purchased and installed in 
the sanctuary and fellowship hall. 

In January 9, 1999, Pastor Casey D. Fisher 
was elected pastor of Greater Grove Street 
M.B. Church. At the time he began this min- 
istry, the church had a membership of approxi- 
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mately sixty-five souls. Soon after becoming 
pastor, Rev. Fisher adopted his motto, “Mak- 
ing this church the best church this side of 
Heaven,” and his theme, “This is the Church 
where the gospel is preached, love is prac- 
ticed and people are changed.” Under his 
leadership, the church congregation has 
grown from the initial sixty-five members to 
over six hundred. Pastor Fisher began his 
ministry in September of 1998, which he was 
ordained under the pastorate of Reverend 
Willie L. Lewis of Jackson, Mississippi. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Greater Grove Street M.B. 
Church for its rich heritage and dedication to 
serving others and giving back to the commu- 
nity. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ALMA S. ADAMS 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, on June 2, 2015 
| was absent for recorded votes #268 and 
#269 due to the passing of my mother. 

| would like to reflect how | would have 
voted if | were here: On Roll Call #268 | would 
have voted No, On Roll Call #269 | would 
have voted No. 


EE 


IN RECOGNITION OF CYNTHIA 
SIMMS 


HON. JACKIE SPEIER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
Cynthia Simms who is retiring as the Super- 
intendent of the San Mateo-Foster City School 
District after a remarkable career in education 
that spans more than four decades. She has 
been an educator for 43 years and a super- 
intendent for 27 years, 14 of them in Cali- 
fornia. Dr. Simms’ outstanding leadership, vi- 
sion and communication skills have benefited 
thousands of students, parents, teachers and 
the community as a whole. 

Dr. Simms was the Superintendent of the 
San Mateo-Foster City School District for four 
years overseeing the largest elementary-mid- 
dle school district in San Mateo County with 
20 schools, 12,000 students and 1,200 em- 
ployees. She hired 13 of 20 current school 
principals and three district administrators. Her 
priority has been to provide the best possible 
education for each child to prepare her or him 
for a successful life as a responsible, contrib- 
uting citizen. She instills a wonderful sense of 
community by making every staff member feel 
appreciated through their significant role in ac- 
complishing this mission. 

During her tenure, four schools were hon- 
ored as California Distinguished Schools and 
eight school programs received J. Russell 
Kent Awards. Dr. Simms focused the school 
district on equity for all students by supporting 
and growing magnet school program choices 
for parents including STEM, STEAM, spear- 
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heading the transition of Horrall Elementary 
School to LEAD Elementary School, and ex- 
panding the Montessori program. She also 
adopted the Common Core State Standards 
that are designed to turn students into critical 
thinkers, effective communicators, collabo- 
rators and innovators. Always looking to the 
child’s future, the district formed important 
partnerships with the San Mateo Union High 
School District, St. Mary’s College and Cali- 
fornia State University East Bay. 

Dr. Simms understands that children cannot 
thrive academically if they don’t feel safe or 
are unhealthy. This is why she implemented 
consistent safety protocols across the district 
that include security fencing, cameras, intru- 
sion alarms and Columbine lock sets. The 
schools work closely with local police depart- 
ments on gang resistance training. 

All students take music classes and healthy 
food is served at breakfast and lunch. There 
even is a growing number of vegetable gar- 
dens at the schools. Under Dr. Simms’ leader- 
ship, the San Mateo-Foster City School Dis- 
trict cares for and about the wellbeing of its 
students on every level. 

Dr. Simms is credited with developing ex- 
tensive communication inside and outside of 
the schools. There is a weekly letter to all 
staff, a monthly newsletter to parents, collabo- 
ration with city councils and local legislators, 
and quarterly reports mailed to every resident 
and business in San Mateo and Foster City. 
Collaboration, partnership and inclusiveness 
are core values in Dr. Simms’ philosophy. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that the House of Rep- 
resentatives rise with me to honor Dr. Cynthia 
Simms, an extraordinary educator who is 
deeply committed to our community and to the 
future of our children. She tirelessly strived for 
excellence, harmony and the success of her 
students. Her expertise, energy and enthu- 
siasm will be missed as she enters her well- 
deserved retirement. 


EEE 


CONGRATULATING XANDER 
McPHEETERS 


HON. TODD C. YOUNG 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today on behalf of Xander McPheeters of 
Salem, Indiana. 

| want to congratulate Xander on receiving 
the Hobie’s Hero Award. Xander received this 
award as a result of heroic actions he took to 
save his father. James McPheeters was clear- 
ing brush from his farm near Salem, Indiana 
when he was suddenly struck by a falling tree. 
James was knocked off his tractor where he 
lay unconscious with multiple serious injuries. 
His son Xander, being the only person to see 
the accident occur, rushed to help his injured 
father. Xander proceeded to turn off the key to 
the runaway tractor and run to his nearest 
neighbors home who called 911. The emer- 
gency response team arrived and saved 
James McPheeters life as a result of Xander's 
decisive actions. 

The Hobie’s Heroes Award is presented to 
young people, 18 years or younger, who per- 
form heroic actions in the spirit of self-sac- 
rifice, without consideration of personal gain, 
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for the benefit of another in significant need. 
Being that Xander was five years old when he 
performed these lifesaving actions, | know that 
he is the epitome of what the Hobie’s Heroes 
Award represents. 

Xander will be the sixth Hobie’s Hero Award 
recipient and he is the youngest recipient to 
date. Xander is an inspiration and role model 
for Hoosiers across Indiana. It is an honor to 
rise today and highlight Xander’s fearlessness, 
and congratulate him on receiving the Hobie’s 
Hero Award. 


a 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. DAVID P. ROE 


OF TENNESSEE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, | was 
unable to vote yesterday because of the death 
of a close friend. Had | been present, | would 
have voted: 

Roll Call #270—AYE 

Roll Call #271—NO 

Roll Call #272—AYE 

Roll Call #273—AYE 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. GENE GREEN 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
| rise today to note that | was unable to vote 
on Monday’s legislation due to the weather, 
which forced my flight to be diverted to Norfolk 
Virginia. 

If the weather had allowed, | would have 
voted as follows: 

On consideration of the Dingell Amendment 
to H.R. 1335, the Strengthening Fishing Com- 
munities and Increasing Flexibility in Fisheries 
Management Act, | would have voted “yea.” 

On consideration of the Lowenthal Amend- 
ment to H.R. 1335, | would have voted “no.” 

On the Motion to Recommit H.R. 1335, | 
would have voted “yea.” 

On final passage of H.R. 1335, | would have 
voted “no.” 


— 


LIEUTENANT PARKER MOSLEY— 
PARATROOPER 


HON. TED POE 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at 91 years 
of age, E. Parker Mosley is a local legend. 
Lieutenant Mosley has served his country, 
traveled the world and even rubbed elbows 
with one of history’s fiercest generals. Lt. 
Mosley is a loyal patriot and a man of integrity 
and action. The Houston community is 
blessed to have him. 

Lt. Mosley was born in 1924 in Macon, 
Georgia. From ages 12-18, he went to Gor- 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


don military school, where his father was a 
teacher. After graduation, in 1942, he was 
drafted into the Army. Being an eager and 
young man, he volunteered to be a para- 
trooper in WWII. Mosley attended Jump 
School at Fort Benning in Georgia. 

Paratroopers are military parachutists that 
are used as a surprise advantage to the mili- 
tary because they can be inserted quickly into 
the battlefield from the air. 

This allows the military to be positioned in 
areas that are not accessible by land. The first 
U.S. Airborne unit began a test in July 1940 
and the first U.S. Army Combat Jump was 
near Oran, Algeria, in North Africa on Novem- 
ber 8, 1942, which was right before Lt. Mosley 
started Jump School. This aspect of the mili- 
tary was quite new and unfamiliar, but that did 
not stop tenacious Lt. Mosley from volun- 
teering to be a paratrooper. 

Lt. Mosley was then sent to Officer Can- 
didate School (OCS) in Brisbane, Australia, to 
learn military and leadership skills. Even more 
impressive and something that many people 
do not know, Lt. Mosley was first in his class 
at OCS. This is a high honor and privilege that 
many do not receive. 

Lt. Mosley even had an opportunity to meet 
and befriend General MacArthurs wife at a 
Red Cross church service. Coincidentally, he 
ran into her two years later in Japan and she 
remembered him. 

After Brisbane, Lt. Mosley moved to the 
Philippines and then Japan where he was as- 
signed master in the parachute school airbase 
at Yamato. At one point he even held the 
record number of consecutive jumps; he was 
always willing to jump. His favorite jumping 
memory was his last jump at the age of 22. It 
was over northern Japan and he was allowed 
to solo jump. There was no one giving him or- 
ders; he was all by himself. He said he will 
never forget the pilot circling as he jumped. 

And not only was Lt. Mosley good at his job, 
he encouraged other troops. He once con- 
vinced two soldiers to stay in parachute school 
who were going to quit. 

He asked them if they had told their 
girlfriends about parachute school yet, and if 
they had, now theyd have to write their 
girlfriends back and tell them they quit. The 
approach worked and they each thanked him 
the next day. 

Lt. Mosley was discharged from the army in 
1947. He then went on to Oklahoma Univer- 
sity in Norman, Oklahoma, to study geology 
where he met his future wife, Lorraine. 

Lt. Mosley described their first date like this: 
“I had an airplane at the time, but no car. | 
called her and asked her if she wanted to go 
flying, and | don’t think she believed me that 
| had a plane but no car. We went out for six 
nights straight then got engaged, just like 
that.” 

Lorraine and Lt. Mosley were married for 63 
years before she passed away a couple of 
years ago. 

After college at Oklahoma University, 
Mosley was hired by Exxon where he worked 
for 35 years. His work with Exxon eventually 
brought him to Texas, where he lives today. 

He remained in the Reserves after Active 
Duty and even reached the rank of captain. 

Mosley is admired and respected by his 
peers for his patriotism and wit. One of his 
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friends, Mr. Warnack, said that Mosley has 
“one of the quickest minds I’ve ever ran 
across.” 

Recently, Creekwood Middle School in 
Kingwood—which has a tradition of honoring 
our military—honored Lt. Mosley by dedicating 
a brick to him in their Veterans Honor Garden. 
The Honor Garden contains more than 200 
bricks which all honor local veterans and 
serve as a place of remembrance for past and 
present loved ones. It is my hope that all the 
students learn Lt. Mosley’s story. He is one of 
Texas’ finest. 

Lt. Mosley represents the best of the Great- 
est Generation. He’s truly a remarkable pa- 
triot—always ready and willing to jump out of 
a plane for his country. 

Thank you, Lt. Parker Mosley, for your de- 
votion and service to our American nation. 

And that’s just the way it is. 


RECOGNIZING THE 250TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF CONCORD, NEW HAMP- 
SHIRE 


HON. ANN M. KUSTER 


OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Concord, New Hampshire in cele- 
bration of the city’s 250th anniversary. With 
each passing year, Concord continues to grow 
and prosper as the capital city of the Granite 
State. Having grown up and attended school 
in Concord, | know this historic city has so 
much to share with us all. 

Concord, New Hampshire has a proud and 
storied history. Prior to its incorporation, the 
land that today makes up the city’s limits was 
presided over by the Pennacook, a tribe of 
Abenaki Native Americans. Situated in the 
Merrimack River valley, the fertile soil proved 
ideal for growing a wide variety of crops along 
the rivers banks. 

Following Concord’s incorporation and nam- 
ing in 1765, the city continued as a popular 
area to visit and also to establish roots and 
start a family. The beautiful Merrimack River 
that winds its way from the rural northern bor- 
der and through to the southern limits of the 
city continues to provide an idyllic backdrop 
and playground for all generations. 

Concord's location at the geographic center 
of the state has enabled the city to serve as 
a meeting place for lawmakers, dignitaries, 
and citizens. Our beloved State House is dis- 
tinguished as the oldest capitol in the country 
in which both houses of the legislature con- 
tinue to meet in their original chambers. 

One cannot discuss Concord without also 
mentioning its proud history of craftsmanship, 
entrepreneurs, and leaders. The fourteenth 
President of the United States, Franklin 
Pierce, chose to raise his family in Concord 
during his time as an elected official, leaving 
the city with his beautiful historic homestead 
that continues to bring history to life today for 
school groups and visitors. The Capital City 
also became the namesake for the most fa- 
mous of the prestigious Abbot-Downing 
Coaches, with the Concord Coach smoothly 
transporting passengers for decades before 
the advent of the automobile. 
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Concord has been called home by numer- 
ous notable figures over the years, including 
Crista McAuliffe, who has inspired generations 
of students both in the classroom as a teacher 
and through her legacy as a member of the 
Challenger Space Shuttle crew. Basketball 
player Matt Bonner honed his athletic skills at 
Concord High School before launching his 
professional career in the NBA. And we can- 
not forget Tara Mounsey, who helped lead the 
United States Women’s Hockey Team to a 
gold medal in the 1998 Winter Olympics. The 
successes and achievements of Concord’s 
citizens are a testament to the wonderful com- 
munity that so many are lucky to call home. 

Concord is now in the midst of a 21st cen- 
tury transformation made possible in part 
through the competitive TIGER grants, as its 
Main Street is revitalized to improve safety 
and increase greenspace along this vital eco- 
nomic corridor. 

As a native of Concord and a lifelong resi- 
dent of the Granite State, | am immensely 
proud of all that Concord, New Hampshire has 
accomplished over the past 250 years, and | 
am confident that the city will continue to 
thrive in the centuries ahead. 


a 


CELEBRATING THE 100TH ANNI- 
VERSARY OF THE CULVER- 
UNION TOWNSHIP CARNEGIE 
PUBLIC LIBRARY 


HON. JACKIE WALORSKI 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the Culver-Union Township Carnegie 
Public Library, located in Culver, Indiana as it 
celebrates its 100th Anniversary on June 6, 
2015. 

In the early 1900’s, local communities 
around the country were awarded funds to 
build libraries using money from the business- 
man and philanthropist Andrew Carnegie. In 
1915, the Carnegie Corporation granted 
$10,000 to the town of Culver to build a library 
on Main Street. 

Still needing additional funds, local Culver 
businessmen helped to raise the money need- 
ed to purchase the land for the building site. 
On December 30, 1915 the library opened, 
consisting of 17 books that were donated by 
local members of the Culver community and 
Zolla Moss was hired as their first librarian. 

The lower level of the library was used as 
a meeting and performance space until the 
1950’s. Many church congregations met in the 
lower level of the Carnegie library building at 
one time or another. During the 1960’s, the li- 
brary’s book collection continued to increase 
in size, leading to the use of the lower level 
to hold books. 

Today, the Culver-Union Township Public 
Library Carnegie building is still in use as a li- 
brary, and has undergone an addition and ren- 
ovation which were completed in 2001 and re- 
mains the only Carnegie Library still in exist- 
ence in Marshall County, Indiana. 

The library continues to play a vital role in 
the education and success of all communities 
and, with its historic Carnegie building, is a 
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shining example of all that public libraries can 
accomplish for local communities. 

For the past century, the Culver-Union 
Township Public Library has been an impor- 
tant piece of communal life in Culver. Fami- 
lies, friends, and students gather to conduct 
research, enjoy literary works, and socialize. 
There is no question the library holds an im- 
portant public function in serving the commu- 
nity through literary means, and is enjoyed by 
many. 

| commend the staff, visitors and members 
of the library for their dedication to serving the 
people of Culver. They serve the diverse 
needs of its communities through the sharing 
of library resources and services in a wel- 
coming atmosphere for all and will continue to 
function as a public forum for learning. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in congratulating the Culver-Union 
Township Public Library as they celebrate 
their 100th Anniversary. 


EE 


HONORING PLEASANT GREEN 
MISSIONARY BAPTIST CHURCH 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a pillar of the commu- 
nity, Pleasant Green Missionary Baptist 
Church. Pleasant Green M.B. Church has 
served as a catalyst for the African American 
growth in Warren County. 

Pleasant Green Missionary Baptist Church 
was established in 1867 in a mess hall on 
Pearl Street. The first church was destroyed 
by a storm in 1869 and another church was 
built in 1869 under Rev. Jim Shaw. The 
church relocated to its present site in 1888 
with the construction of a wood-framed struc- 
ture for worship, which subsequently burned. 
A new brick structure was constructed under 
Rev. Dunham and Deacon Ragan, both pro- 
fessional brick masons. 

In 1893, the church called Rev. Oscar Wil- 
liams—a mighty man of God, soul-stirring 
preacher, revivalist, earnest and tireless work- 
er—as its seventh pastor, who organized the 
church into working ministries with assistance 
from Deacons: Jack Lindsey, Johnny Young, 
George Ely, Saul Moore, Dan Scott, Ed 
Brackins, and Jim Shaw. The final church 
structure was completed under Rev. Williams’ 
leadership in 1898 and the membership in- 
creased to over 800 congregants. 

In 1910, under the leadership of Rev. G. W. 
Alexander, a two-story hall was erected and 
the usher board was organized with the first 
ushers being Will Moore, Henry Tucker, and 
Fink Taylor. 

In 1922, under the pastorship of Rev. Frank 
Williams, the pipe organ was installed, con- 
crete steps replaced wooden steps, electric 
lights replaced gas lights, and a water cooler 
was added. Also, the two story fellowship hall 
was replaced with the current structure, a heat 
furnace was added, and the communion table 
presently used was obtained. 

In 1939, under the shepherding of Rev. 
L. R. Chandler, a new roof for the church and 
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fellowship hall were completed, the exterior of 
the church and fellowship hall was restored, a 
baptismal pool and new hardwood floors were 
added, and the choir stand were extended. 


In 1969, after 29 years of faithful service, 
Rev. Chandler resigned due to health issues, 
and Rev. F. L. Barnes was called as pastor 
and oversaw the installation of air conditioning 
and carpeted floors. 


In March 1982, after the passing of Rev. 
Barnes, Rev. Alvin G. Walker was called to 
serve as pastor. Under his leadership, new 
land was purchased; new doors for the front of 
the church and basement were installed; 
usher, finance and communion rooms were 
constructed, and handrails were added. 


In November 2013, after other faithful serv- 
ants of the gospel ministry had served, Rev. 
Jefforey Stafford was called as pastor. It is his 
vision that Pleasant Green “Exalt Christ Cru- 
cified and Coming Again, Embrace Community 
with Care, and Engage the Culture with Christ- 
Centered Compassion.” 


Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Pleasant Green Missionary 
Baptist Church for its rich heritage. 


— A 


COMMEMORATING THE CENTEN- 
NIAL ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
PORT OF PALM BEACH 


HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, it is my dis- 
tinct honor to rise today to recognize and com- 
memorate the centennial anniversary of the 
Port of Palm Beach located in Palm Beach 
County, Florida. 

Since its founding in 1915, the Port of Palm 
Beach has grown and flourished, maintaining 
a superior standard of work while enriching 
the surrounding county and community. The 
Port now stands as the fourth busiest con- 
tainer port in Florida and 18th in the nation. 
Some two million tons of cargo, valued at 
greater than $5 billion dollars passes through 
the Port annually, which further serves to high- 
light the substantial contribution the Port 
makes to the state at large. 


This heavy load and its many years of serv- 
ice have not dissuaded the Port from expand- 
ing its enterprise, however, and just this year 
the Port celebrated the maiden voyage of a 
new cruise liner. Now with nearly 3,000 Florid- 
ians under its employ, the Port of Palm Beach 
is an industrial powerhouse, helping to fuel 
South Florida’s development and contributing 
millions in revenue to Florida’s economy. Most 
remarkable is the Port’s record of self-suste- 
nance, as it has been nearly 40 years since 
the Port last levied any sort of tax on the citi- 
zens of Palm Beach County. 

Mr. Speaker, the Port of Palm Beach is a 
cornerstone of the greater Florida community 
and a model of excellence. | applaud the 
Ports many years of success and wish it 
many more years of prosperity and progress. 


8628 


125TH ANNIVERSARY OF KENT, 
WASHINGTON 


HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to 
recognize Kent, Washington as it celebrates 
its 125th year anniversary. Kent has special 
significance for me, being the place where | 
grew up fishing in Mill Creek and playing at 
Kent Memorial Park. It was there | held my 
first job at 11 years old, working in the valley 
farms picking strawberries, raspberries, and 
beans. | attended Kent-Meridian High School 
and have fond memories of playing football at 
French Field, and | even bought my first car 
in Kent. Starting out with only 793 people in 
May of 1890, it has grown into a city of 
124,000 and is home to an extremely diverse 
population. Kent is the fourth largest manufac- 
turing and distribution center in the country, 
making it a hub with connections across the 
entire nation. Kent has also won national 
awards for its Airways Brewery, and word of 
this local treasure has spread far and wide. It 
also boasts the Seattle Thunderbirds who play 
at Kent’s ShoWare Center and made it to the 
Western Hockey League playoffs last year. 

Not only is it a successful city, hosting over 
4,500 businesses and 78,000 jobs, but with its 
prime location nestled in the Green River Val- 
ley, it is also a beautiful location. As you look 
out you can see Mt. Rainier and both the Cas- 
cade and Olympic Mountain ranges—some of 
the most stunning landscape in the entire 
country. Kent has truly proven that they are 
here to stay and | am confident its next 125 
years will prove as successful as its first. 


—_ A 


RECOGNIZING THE 50TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF ST. JOHN THE EVAN- 
GELIST PARISH 


HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, on June 
14, 2015, Archbishop Charles Chaput will cel- 
ebrate a Mass commemorating the close of 
the year-long celebration of the 50th Anniver- 
sary of St. John the Evangelist Parish. The 
parish has faithfully attended to the spiritual 
needs of the community for 50 years, pro- 
viding a place of prayer, meditation and reflec- 
tion. Furthermore, the parishioners in the 
Lower Makefield, Bucks County church, built 
bonds of charity throughout the community 
with their devotion to those most in need. 
They dutifully collect and distribute food and 
clothing, school supplies, and visit the sick 
and homebound, year after year. St. John the 
Evangelist Parish has extended its mission, 
reaching out to the needy in nearby Trenton, 
New Jersey and Philadelphia, as well as sup- 
porting church missions worldwide. In so 
doing, the parishioners have demonstrated 
their faith through their good works. Congratu- 
lations on this anniversary year with all best 
wishes for the continuation of your community 
of the faithful far into the future. 
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TRIBUTE TO TAMELA LYNN 
LATHERY FLEMMINGS 


HON. LUKE MESSER 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of my Aunt, Tamela Lynn 
Lathery Flemmings, a woman of great faith 
and an active volunteer in the Connersville 
community. 

Tamela was a loving and devoted wife to 
her husband of 12 years, Marcus. She was 
the proud mother of her daughter, Mamie Rae 
Young, and leaves behind a large family in- 
cluding her husband, mother, brothers, sisters, 
as well as many, many nieces and nephews. 

In addition to spending time with her family, 
Tamela was known for her faith in the Lord, as 
a member of the Growing Branches for Christ 
Church. Her faith led to an active commitment 
in her community. Through her work to help 
others recover from their drug and alcohol ad- 
dictions by way of the Solid Rock Ministries 
and the House of Ruth, Tamela was able to 
serve the lives of many. She also regularly 
volunteered with Walk a Mile in My Shoes and 
Gentle Christmas. 

| know my Aunt Tamela was someone with 
a loving spirit, who could be counted on for 
her warm laugh and big smile. She was a 
straight-shooter, who was candid, loyal and 
smart. | will always be grateful for her love, 
friendship and support. 

Tamela, you will be missed by those you 
helped to smile, succeed and empower. May 
God bless you, your family, and all the people 
of Connersville who you touched and saved 
through your work. 


A 


IN RECOGNITION OF CYNTHIA 
SCHUMAN BANKS 


HON, JACKIE SPEIER 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor 
Cynthia Schuman Banks, an accomplished 
artist and designer, a philanthropist and com- 
munity leader, and one of the most youthful 
people | know. | am blessed to count Cynthia 
as one of my closest friends. 

Cynthia has extraordinary talent and what- 
ever she touches turns into a treasure. She 
has painted superb portraits including those of 
Senator DIANNE FEINSTEIN, Reverend Jessie 
Jackson, Dr. Linus Pauling and Vice President 
Walter Mondale. When former Soviet Union 
President Mikhail Gorbachev visited San Fran- 
cisco in the early 1990s, Cynthia was selected 
to present him with one of her abstract paint- 
ings. She remains an avid painter to this day 
and recently had many of her works displayed 
at the San Francisco Museum of Modern Art. 

Cynthia was born in Oakland, California. 
She attended Stanford University before she 
started her career as a fashion designer at Lilli 
Ann, a San Francisco-based clothing company 
that her father Adolph Schuman founded in 
1934. lt was named for Cynthia’s mother Lil- 
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lian and renowned for its good workmanship 
and high quality fabrics. 

Adolph Schuman started the company in 
two rented rooms with $800 he borrowed. Fifty 
years later, Lilli Ann reported retail sales of 
$40 million. Mr. Schuman bought large quan- 
tities of French and Italian fabrics from small 
companies which helped revitalize those coun- 
tries” war-ravaged textile industries. Cynthia 
significantly contributed to the legacy of Lilli 
Ann. She designed the most successful suit in 
the company's history. 

In 1965, she changed her professional focus 
from fashion design to interior design and 
founded Benatar and Cole Interiors. She has 
transformed many prestigious homes in the 
Bay Area with her unique and exquisite touch. 

In 1991, Cynthia met Dan Banks and they 
married the next year. For the last 23 years, 
Cynthia and Dan have made family their pri- 
ority. They are the proud parents of Darrell 
Benatar, Denise Benatar, Pamela Banks 
Joyce and Tom Banks and grandparents 
Trevor, Parker, always-remembered Emily, 
Isabel, Maya, Colin, Sandra, Michael and Tay- 
lor. To say that Cynthia is a people person 
would be the understatement of the century— 
she loves people and loves bringing them to- 
gether. Dinner parties at the Schuman Banks 
are must-attends for all of us. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that the House of Rep- 
resentatives rise with me to honor a remark- 
able woman who lives life with joie de vivre 
and my most favorite friend Cynthia Schuman 
Banks on the occasion of her birthday. She 
continues to enrich our lives every day. 


EEE 


OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 


HON. MIKE COFFMAN 


OF COLORADO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of- 
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $18,152,841,401,259.20. We've 
added $7,525,964,352,346.12 to our debt in 6 
years. This is over $7.5 trillion in debt our na- 
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend- 
ment. 


— 


HONORING MARY FORTUNE 
WILLIAMS 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to honor a self-motivated lead- 
er and innovator of the community. Ms. Mary 
Fortune Williams, MBA, works as an Account- 
ant for the State of Mississippi. She earned 
her Bachelor of Science degree in Marketing 
from Jackson State University and her Master 
of Business Administration degree from Mis- 
sissippi College. She also earned a Certificate 
of Accounting from Mississippi College. 
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Ms. Williams is a single parent of one 
daughter. After becoming divorced when her 
daughter was a toddler, she was determined 
that her child would not become another nega- 
tive statistic attributed to single parent house- 
holds. She strives to instill in her daughter one 
of the greatest fundamentals of life: Never let 
negative circumstances define who you are or 
what you can become. 

Ms. Williams is actively involved in her 
daughter's educational and character develop- 
ment. She works diligently in her church and 
her community. She is part of the Youth Lead- 
ership Team at Greater Fairview Missionary 
Baptist Church, serves as an Assistant Leader 
of Girl Scout Troop 5576, serves on the PTSA 
Board of Murrah High School, and serves on 
the planning committee for the American Can- 
cer Society’s Relay for Life of Jackson, Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Ms. Mary Fortune Williams for 
giving back to the community in which she 
was born and reared. 


RECOGNIZING OSCAR HOPKINS, SR. 
HON. GREGORY W. MEEKS 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize the life and accomplishments of 
Oscar Hopkins, Sr.: 

Whereas, Oscar Hopkins, Sr., a native of 
Sumter, South Carolina, was born in 1929. He 
worked as a farmhand before he left home to 
seek a better life for his family and establish 
his business as a barber in Springfield Gar- 
dens, New York; and 

Whereas, after moving to New York in 1951, 
Oscar Hopkins was drafted into the military, 
serving in the 7th Infantry Division, 31st Regi- 
ment, Company C as an ammunition bearer 
for 50-caliber machine guns during the Korean 
War. After completing his tour of duty and re- 
turning to the United States three years later, 
Oscar was united in holy matrimony to Novell 
Henry. Having made a lifetime commitment to 
each other, two boys and one girl were added 
to this union; and 

Whereas, deciding to go into business, 
Oscar took advantage of his veterans benefits 
by signing up for barbering courses working 
as an apprentice before obtaining his Master 
Barbering License and opening his own shop 
in 1966. The past several years Mr. Hopkins 
has been an exemplary member of the South- 
eastern Queens community; and 

Whereas, for four generations Hopkins Bar- 
ber Shop has served over 500,000 people 
since opening its doors, serving as a forum for 
community residents to have healthy open dia- 
logues regarding current affairs, politics, faith 
and sports. In addition to serving its commu- 
nity well, the barber shop has trained several 
dozen of men of color to become barbers. 
Having achieved the status of Mayor of 
Springfield Gardens, today we gather to salute 
this exceptional person; Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That |, GREGORY W. MEEKS, 
Member of the 114th Congress, representing 
the Fifth Congressional District of New York, 
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congratulate you, for your service to your 
country, and your dedication to the Southeast 
Queens Community. On behalf of the 723,000 
residents of the Fifth Congressional District, | 
thank you, Oscar Hopkins, Sr., for your out- 
standing and ongoing contribution to our com- 
munity’s well-being. | hereby proclaim today, 
May 15, 2015, “Oscar Hopkins, Sr. Day”. 


EE 


ANGELICA GARCIA WOMEN’S 
BUSINESS STAR AWARD 


HON. PETE OLSON 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate Angelica Garcia who was re- 
cently awarded the Women’s Business Enter- 
prise National Council’s Women’s Business 
Star at its Salute to Women’s Business Enter- 
prise Gala. 

Angelica is an entrepreneur and a mother 
from the Katy-area. She was awarded by the 
Women’s Business Enterprise Alliance for her 
entrepreneurial leadership and perseverance. 
Angelica established AIM Global Logistics, 
LLC using only $50,000 in savings and a $500 
credit card. Today her business brings in over 
20 million dollars a year by offering superior 
services in the transportation industry. She is 
an exceptional leader in the Houston business 
community. 

On behalf of the Twenty-Second Congres- 
sional District of Texas, congratulations again 
to Angelica Garcia for receiving the Women’s 
Business Enterprise National Council’s Wom- 
en's Business Star Award. 


— 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON, ERIK PAULSEN 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, on Roll Call 
Numbers 264 through 267, | was not present 
due to airplane equipment problems. Had | 
been present, | would have voted “no” on Roll 
Call Vote No. 264, “no” on Roll Call Vote No. 
265, “no” on Roll Call Vote No. 266, and 
“aye” on Roll Call Vote No. 267. 


EE 


CONGRATULATIONS TO THE 2015 
SERVICE ACADEMY APPOINTEES 
FROM THE 21ST CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


HON. LAMAR SMITH 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to congratulate the 2015 Service Acad- 
emy appointees from the 21st Congressional 
District of Texas. 

The following individuals have accepted 
academy appointments: 

McKinlee Marie Boss, Smithson Valley High 
School, United States Military Academy; Wil- 
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liam Ellis Cooper, Jack C. Hays High School, 
United States Air Force Academy; Shelby Lee 
Feldman, Comfort High School, United States 
Air Force Academy; Nicky Sophia Manitzas, 
Liberal Arts and Science Academy of Austin, 
Greystone Preparatory School at Schreiner 
University, United States Military Academy; 
Elisa Elena Nelson, Winston Churchill High 
School, United States Air Force Academy Pre- 
paratory School, United States Air Force 
Academy; Rollins Law Olmsted, Our Lady of 
the Hills Catholic High School, Greystone Pre- 
paratory School at Schreiner University, 
United States Military Academy; Scott Allen 
Pofahl, Bandera High School, Greystone Pre- 
paratory School at Schreiner University, 
United States Military Academy; Travis S. 
Pospisil, Boerne-Samuel V. Champion High 
School, United States Naval Academy; Nich- 
olas Cole Smisek, Winston Churchill High 
School, United States Air Force Academy; 
Aaron Raoul Solorzano, Alamo Heights High 
School, United States Military Academy; and 
Eric James Yandura, Claudia Taylor “Lady 
Bird” Johnson High School, United States Air 
Force Academy. 

Again, congratulations to these outstanding 
students. | know they will serve our country 
well and | trust success will follow them in all 
their endeavors. 


SE 


HONORING COACH DAVEY “THE 
WIZ” WHITNEY 


HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak- 
er, | rise today to recognize the life and legacy 
of a man who touched the lives of many 
throughout the states of Texas, Kentucky, and 
Mississippi. He recently passed away on May 
10, 2015 in his home. 

Davey Whitney was born in the small town 
of Midway, Kentucky on January 8, 1930. He 
later moved to Lexington, Kentucky where he 
discovered his passion for basketball and 
joined his high school team as the point 
guard. There he led his team into tournaments 
for two consecutive years. He went on to 
graduate from Kentucky State University in 
1952. 

A seasoned basketball player, Whitney be- 
came the head coach of Texas Southern Uni- 
versity. Subsequently he served as the head 
coach of Alcorn State University, which is lo- 
cated in Lorman, Mississippi, from 1969 to 
1989 and later from 1996 to 2003. Under his 
leadership, they made national history in 1980 
for being the first historically black college or 
university to win a game in the NCAA Men’s 
Division | Basketball Championship. Rising in 
the midst of such a groundbreaking achieve- 
ment, Whitney became nationally known as 
“The Wiz”. 

A teacher, mentor, and sometimes revered 
as a father to the Alcorn Braves, Whitney was 
inducted into the Mississippi Sports Hall of 
Fame in 1991. He was also inducted into the 
College Basketball Hall of Fame in 2010. 
Alcorn State University dedicated the Davey 
Whitney Complex basketball gym in his honor. 
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Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my col- 
leagues join me in celebrating the life and leg- 
acy of Coach Davey Whitney. His uncompro- 
mising commitment to diligence has paved the 
way for the entire Black community. Although 
he is no longer with us, Davey Whitney, “The 
Wiz” will forever be etched in the hearts of 
Mississippians. 


—_ A 


HONORING MR. MICHAEL FINLEY 
LANGE 


HON, BARBARA LEE 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to honor 
the extraordinary life of Mr. Michael Finley 
Lange, a prominent actor, teacher, filmmaker, 
and playwright. Mr. Lange earned a reputation 
throughout the years as a progressive force in 
the theater arts. With his passing on May 20, 
2015, we look to recognize his extraordinary 
life's work and all those he inspired as an 
actor and teacher of theatre arts. 

Mr. Lange was born in Oakland on January 
2, 1948. His father was a thespian who in- 
spired him to pursue the dramatic Arts. Mr. 
Lange graduated from Oakland Technical High 
School in 1967. He attended UC Berkeley 
where he obtained his undergraduate degree 
in Political Science and later completed his 
graduate studies in Public Health at California 
State University East Bay. He later taught for 
more than a decade at California State Univer- 
sity San Jose to Hospitality, Recreation, and 
Health Science majors. 

Mr. Lange had a passion for theatre. From 
1974 to 2006, Mr. Lange managed the Alice 
Arts Center (now the Molonga Casquelord 
Centre for the Arts). He also managed the 
Henry J. Kaiser building in Downtown Oak- 
land. 

Mr. Lange directed stage productions in the 
Bay Area for more than 25 years. He pro- 
duced The Meeting, a fictional meeting be- 
tween the late Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King and 
Honorable Malcolm X. He was also an excep- 
tional playwright. He wrote “Prophet Nat’, a 
musical docudrama based on the life of slave- 
prophet Nat Turner. He also directed two 
award winning plays: Ceremonies in Dark Old 
Men and The Old Settler. 

Since the early 1990’s, Mr. Lange was 
known for his portrayals of Malcolm X. Mr. 
Lange was able to captivate and capture audi- 
ences with his performances, bringing the pas- 
sion and presence of Malcolm X to life, while 
also presenting the crowd with pressing ques- 
tions regarding racial discrimination still preva- 
lent in today’s society. 

Throughout his prolific career, Mr. Lange re- 
ceived numerous accolades, which includes 
being honored by the San Francisco Black 
Film Festival. 

| have known Michael since my college 
days at Mills College—he constantly encour- 
aged me. His smile, words of wisdom, and his 
friendship will be deeply missed. 

Today, California’s 13th Congressional Dis- 
trict salutes and honors an outstanding indi- 
vidual, Mr. Michael Finley Lange. Mr. Lange’s 
contributions have truly impacted so many 
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lives throughout the Bay Area. | join all of Mr. 
Lange’s loved ones in celebrating his incred- 
ible life. He will be deeply missed. 


IN HONOR OF EMMA BASS 
HON. KEVIN BRADY 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it’s been 
more than a century since the famous Blues 
singer Sam “Lightnin’” Hopkins was born in 
Centerville, but there has been one lady 
catching lightning on paper since 1980. 

For more than three decades if news hap- 
pened in the Leon county seat, we all could 
count on Emma Bass to keep us fully in- 
formed. 

In her town of less than a thousand resi- 
dents, Emma started The Centerville News 
with a local loan and a big dream. 

Thanks to Emmas hard work, The 
Centerville News is a necessary part of 
Centerville life. Centerville natives who have 
moved away from home subscribe to keep up 
on local happenings. All thanks to Emma’s 
hard work and perseverance. 

My friendship with Emma started when | 
was lucky enough to be elected to represent 
Centerville in the Texas House of Representa- 
tives. That friendship continues today and I’m 
better for it. 

Count me as part of Emma’s fan club. 

| greatly admire and respect her integrity, in- 
telligence and humor. 

Everyone knew that if you wanted to get the 
story out and get it right, you better be talking 
to Emma Bass. 

In an era of newspaper cutbacks, it’s that 
hometown feel that makes what she created 
so special. When you read a story in The 
Centerville News and close your eyes just for 
a moment, you are there. 

While it may take time for the new team to 
fill Emma’s shoes, The Centerville News she 
founded and nurtured is staying local and 
Emma’s contributions to her community con- 
tinue on through her work on the Centerville 
Chamber of Commerce board. 

Emma Bass is a Centerville icon and her 
voice will be missed on the pages of The 
Centerville News. But my friend Emma’s re- 
tirement from news is well deserved. May it be 
as long, happy and fulfilling as this wonderful 
lady deserves. 

Thank you, Emma Bass, for sharing so 
much with all of us for all these years. 


EE 


HONORING THE 250TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE BOROUGH OF 
SHOEMAKERSVILLE 


HON. CHARLES W. DENT 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Wednesday, June 3, 2015 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to 
rise today and congratulate my constituents 
residing in the Borough of Shoemakersville on 
the occasion of the 250th Anniversary of its 
founding. 
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Shoemakersville, located in Berks County, 
Pennsylvania, was founded by Henry and Carl 
Shoemaker in 1765. Henry and Carl were 
sons of German immigrant, Jacob Shoemaker. 

When Henry and Carl arrived in the area 
that was to become Shoemakersville they 
found a dense forest land. It was Henry who 
built the first stone house at the site. This 
house stands to this day at the corner of Main 
& Miller Streets. 

The area flourished, becoming an important 
hub on the Schuylkill Canal. The Canal al- 
lowed for the transportation of vital anthracite 
coal that fueled the industrial boom in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania during the 
middle of the Nineteenth Century. 

With steady growth, the residents of the re- 
gion decided to formally incorporate as the 
Borough of Shoemakersville on September 12, 
1921. 

Mr. Speaker, | extend my heartfelt congratu- 
lations to the residents of Shoemakersville on 
this momentous anniversary celebration. 

The story of Shoemakersville is the story of 
growth and prosperity fueled by hard work and 
the determination to overcome adversity that 
is the very essence of the American story. 

On behalf of the House and my colleagues, 
| congratulate the people of the Borough of 
Shoemakersville on the occasion of the 250th 
Anniversary of its founding. God bless them 
and may they continue to know freedom and 
prosperity. 


EE 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
June 4, 2015, may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 


JUNE 9 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


To hold hearings to examine S. 15, to 
amend the Mineral Leasing Act to rec- 
ognize the authority of States to regu- 
late oil and gas operations and promote 
American energy security, develop- 
ment, and job creation, S. 454, to 
amend the Department of Energy High- 
End Computing Revitalization Act of 
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2004 to improve the high-end com- 
puting research and development pro- 
gram of the Department of Energy, S. 
784, to direct the Secretary of Energy 
to establish microlabs to improve re- 
gional engagement with national lab- 
oratories, S. 1033, to amend the Depart- 
ment of Energy Organization Act to re- 
place the current requirement for a bi- 
ennial energy policy plan with a Quad- 
rennial Energy Review, S. 1054, to im- 
prove the productivity and energy effi- 
ciency of the manufacturing sector by 
directing the Secretary of Energy, in 
coordination with the National Acad- 
emies and other appropriate Federal 
agencies, to develop a national smart 
manufacturing plan and to provide as- 
sistance to small- and medium-sized 
manufacturers in implementing smart 
manufacturing programs, S. 1068, to 
amend the Federal Power Act to pro- 
tect the bulk-power system from cyber 
security threats, S. 1181, to expand the 
Advanced Technology Vehicle Manu- 
facturing Program to include commer- 
cial trucks and United States flagged 
vessels, to return unspent funds and 
loan proceeds to the United States 
Treasury to reduce the national debt, 
S. 1187, to improve management of the 
National Laboratories, enhance tech- 
nology commercialization, facilitate 
public-private partnerships, S. 1216, to 
amend the Natural Gas Act to modify a 
provision relating to civil penalties, S. 
1218, to establish an interagency co- 
ordination committee or subcommittee 
with the leadership of the Department 
of Energy and the Department of the 
Interior, focused on the nexus between 
energy and water production, use, and 
efficiency, S. 1221, to amend the Fed- 
eral Power Act to require periodic re- 
ports on electricity reliability and reli- 
ability impact statements for rules af- 
fecting the reliable operation of the 
bulk-power system, S. 1223, to amend 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 to im- 
prove the loan guarantee program for 
innovative technologies, S. 1229, to re- 
quire the Secretary of Energy to sub- 
mit a plan to implement recommenda- 
tions to improve interactions between 
the Department of Energy and Na- 
tional Laboratories, S. 1230, to direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to estab- 
lish a program under which the Direc- 
tor of the Bureau of Land Management 
shall enter into memoranda of under- 
standing with States providing for 
State oversight of oil and gas produc- 
tions activities, S. 1241, to provide for 
the modernization, security, and resil- 
iency of the electric grid, to require 
the Secretary of Energy to carry out 
programs for research, development, 
demonstration, and information-shar- 
ing for cybersecurity for the energy 
sector, S. 1256, to require the Secretary 
of Energy to establish an energy stor- 
age research program, loan program, 
and technical assistance and grant pro- 
gram, S. 1258, to require the Secretary 
of Energy to establish a distributed en- 
ergy loan program and technical assist- 
ance and grant program, S. 1259, to es- 
tablish a grant program to allow Na- 
tional Laboratories to provide vouch- 
ers to small business concerns to im- 
prove commercialization of tech- 
nologies developed at National Labora- 
tories and the technology-driven eco- 
nomic impact of commercialization in 
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the regions in which National Labora- 
tories are located, S. 1263, to provide 
for the establishment of a Clean En- 
ergy Technology Manufacturing and 
Export Assistance Fund to assist 
United States businesses with export- 
ing clean energy technology products 
and services, S. 1274, to amend the Na- 
tional Energy Conservation Policy Act 
to reauthorize Federal agencies to 
enter into long-term contracts for the 
acquisition of energy, S. 1275, to estab- 
lish a Financing Energy Efficient Man- 
ufacturing Program in the Department 
of Energy to provide financial assist- 
ance to promote energy efficiency and 
onsite renewable technologies in manu- 
facturing and industrial facilities, S. 
1277, to improve energy savings by the 
Department of Defense, S. 1293, to es- 
tablish the Department of Energy as 
the lead agency for coordinating all re- 
quirements under Federal law with re- 
spect to eligible clean coal and ad- 
vanced coal technology generating 
projects, S. 1306, to amend the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 to use existing fund- 
ing available to further projects that 
would improve energy efficiency and 
reduce emissions, S. 1310, to prohibit 
the Secretary of the Interior from 
issuing new oil or natural gas produc- 
tion leases in the Gulf of Mexico under 
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act 
to a person that does not renegotiate 
its existing leases in order to require 
royalty payments if oil and natural gas 
prices are greater than or equal to 
specified price thresholds, S. 1811, to 
amend the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty 
Management Act of 1982 and the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act to modify 
certain penalties to deter oil spills, S. 
1312, to modernize Federal policies re- 
garding the supply and distribution of 
energy in the United States, S. 1338, to 
amend the Federal Power Act to pro- 
vide licensing procedures for certain 
types of projects, S. 1340, to amend the 
Mineral Leasing Act to improve coal 
leasing, S. 1846, to require the Sec- 
retary of Energy to establish an e-prize 
competition pilot program to provide 
up to 4 financial awards to eligible en- 
tities that develop and verifiably dem- 
onstrate technology that reduces the 
cost of electricity or space heat in a 
high-cost region, S. 1363, to require the 
Secretary of Energy to submit to Con- 
gress a report assessing the capability 
of the Department of Energy to author- 
ize, host, and oversee privately funded 
fusion and fission reactor prototypes 
and related demonstration facilities at 
sites owned by the Department of En- 
ergy, S. 1398, to extend, improve, and 
consolidate energy research and devel- 
opment programs, S. 1405, to require a 
coordinated response to coal fuel sup- 
ply emergencies that could impact 
electric power system adequacy or reli- 
ability, S. 1407, to promote the develop- 
ment of renewable energy on public 
land, S. 1408, to provide for a program 
of research, development, demonstra- 
tion, and commercial application in ve- 
hicle technologies at the Department 
of Energy, S. 1420, to amend the De- 
partment of Energy Organization Act 
to provide for the collection of infor- 
mation on critical energy supplies, to 
establish a Working Group on Energy 
Markets, S. 1422, to require the Sec- 
retary of Energy to establish a com- 
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prehensive program to improve edu- 
cation and training for energy- and 
manufacturing-related jobs to increase 
the number of skilled workers trained 
to work in energy and manufacturing- 
related fields, S. 1428, to amend the 
USEC Privatization Act to require the 
Secretary of Energy to issue a long- 
term Federal excess uranium inventory 
management plan, S. 1432, to require 
the Secretary of Energy to conduct a 
study on the technology, potential 
lifecycle energy savings, and economic 
impact of recycled carbon fiber, S. 1434, 
to amend the Public Utility Regu- 
latory Policies Act of 1978 to establish 
an energy storage portfolio standard, 
S. 1449, to amend the Energy Independ- 
ence and Security Act of 2007 to add 
certain medium-duty and heavy-duty 
vehicles to the advanced technology 
vehicles manufacturing incentive pro- 
gram, and H.R. 35, to increase the un- 
derstanding of the health effects of low 
doses of ionizing radiation. 
SD-366 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Department of Defense 
Business meeting to markup an original 
bill entitled, “Fiscal Year 2016 Depart- 
ment of Defense Appropriations.” 
SD-192 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Transportation Security Adminis- 
tration, focusing on first-hand and gov- 
ernment watchdog accounts of agency 


challenges. 
SD-342 
JUNE 10 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 


To hold hearings to examine passenger 
rail safety, focusing on accident pre- 
vention and on-going efforts to imple- 
ment train control technology. 

SR-253 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 

To hold hearings to examine health in- 
formation exchange, focusing on a path 
towards improving the quality and 
value of health care for patients. 

SD-430 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tion of Peter V. Neffenger, of Ohio, to 
be an Assistant Secretary of Homeland 
Security. 

SD-342 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine the Federal 
regulatory system to improve account- 
ability, transparency and integrity. 


SD-226 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, 


Science, and Related Agencies 
Business meeting to markup an original 
bill entitled, “Commerce, Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies Appro- 
priations Act, 2016”. 
SD-192 
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1:30 p.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tion of Luis Felipe Restrepo, of Penn- 
sylvania, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Third Circuit. 
SD-226 
2p.m. 
Commission on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe 
To hold hearings to examine the esca- 
lating threat of ISIL in Central Asia. 
RHOB-2175 
2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs 
Business meeting to consider S. 248, to 
clarify the rights of Indians and Indian 
tribes on Indian lands under the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act; to be im- 
mediately followed by an oversight 
hearing to examine addressing the need 
for victim services in Indian County. 


SD-628 
2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


Subcommittee on National Parks 
To hold hearings to examine S. 145, to re- 
quire the Director of the National Park 
Service to refund to States all State 
funds that were used to reopen and 
temporarily operate a unit of the Na- 
tional Park System during the October 
2013 shutdown, S. 146, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to enter into 
agreements with States and political 
subdivisions of States providing for the 
continued operation, in whole or in 
part, of public land, units of the Na- 
tional Park System, units of the Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge System, and 
units of the National Forest System in 
the State during any period in which 
the Secretary of the Interior or the 
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Secretary of Agriculture is unable to 
maintain normal level of operations at 
the units due to a lapse in appropria- 
tions, S. 319, to designate a mountain 
in the State of Alaska as Mount 
Denali, S. 329, to amend the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act to designate certain 
segments of the Farmington River and 
Salmon Brook in the State of Con- 
necticut as components of the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System, S. 403, 
to revise the authorized route of the 
North Country National Scenic Trail in 
northeastern Minnesota and to extend 
the trail into Vermont to connect with 
the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, 
S. 521, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a special resource 
study of President Station in Balti- 
more, Maryland, S. 610, to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to con- 
duct a special resource study of P.S. 
103 in West Baltimore, Maryland and 
for other purposes, S. 782, to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to establish a 
bison management plan for Grand Can- 
yon National Park, S. 873, to designate 
the wilderness within the Lake Clark 
National Park and Preserve in the 
State of Alaska as the Jay S. Ham- 
mond Wilderness Area, and S. 1483, to 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
study the suitability and feasibility of 
designating the James K. Polk Home in 
Columbia, Tennessee, as a unit of the 
National Park System. 
SD-366 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Federal Spending Over- 
sight and Emergency Management 
To hold hearings to examine wasteful 
spending in the Federal government, 
focusing on an outside perspective. 
SD-342 


June 3, 2015 


Special Committee on Aging 
To hold hearings to examine the pro- 
liferation of unwanted calls. 
SD-562 


JUNE 11 


10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine accounts of 
current and former federal agency 


whistleblowers. 
SD-342 
JUNE 16 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of Jonathan Elkind, of Maryland, 
to be an Assistant Secretary of Energy 
(International Affairs), and Monica C. 
Regalbuto, of Illinois, to be an Assist- 


ant Secretary of Energy (Environ- 
mental Management). 
SD-366 
JULY 9 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


To hold hearings to examine the back- 
end of the nuclear fuel cycle and re- 
lated legislation, including S. 854, to 
establish a new organization to manage 
nuclear waste, provide a consensual 
process for siting nuclear waste facili- 
ties, ensure adequate funding for man- 
aging nuclear waste. 

SD-366 


June 4, 2015 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Thursday, June 4, 2015 


The House met at 9 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker. 


a 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

God of grace and goodness, thank 
You for giving us another day. 

Your divine wisdom and power are 
abundantly sufficient for our many 
needs. Endow the Members of this as- 
sembly with a loyalty that never waiv- 
ers and a courage that never falters as 
they seek to fulfill the high and holy 
mission which has been entrusted to 
them. 

May it be their purpose, and all of 
ours, to see to the hopes of so many 
Americans, that we authenticate the 
grandeur and glory of the ideals and 
principles of our democracy with the 
work we do. 

Grant that the men and women of the 
people’s House find the courage and 
wisdom to work together to forge solu- 
tions to the many needs of our Nation, 
and ease the anxieties of so many. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


i—i 


THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam- 
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro- 
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentle- 
woman from New Mexico (Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM) come for- 
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico led the Pledge of Alle- 
giance as follows: 


I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


—_ > 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter- 
tain up to five requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 
—— 

CALLING FOR ZHU YUFU RELEASE 
ON TIANANMEN SQUARE ANNI- 
VERSARY 
(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was 

given permission to address the House 


for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, on 
June 4, 1989, pro-democracy demonstra- 
tors were killed by Chinese troops 
while peacefully advocating for govern- 
ment accountability and political and 
economic reforms. 

In the aftermath, the Chinese Gov- 
ernment arrested large numbers of pro- 
testers and their supporters, prohibited 
other demonstrations, expelled foreign 
journalists, and have prohibited discus- 
sion or remembrance of these events 
ever since. 

Today is a solemn reminder of the 
state of human rights in China 26 years 
after Tiananmen Square. 

Since 2011, Zhu Yufu, a Chinese de- 
mocracy advocate, Christian dissident, 
and poet has languished in prison sim- 
ply for expressing his democratic be- 
liefs. Today, I urge his immediate and 
unconditional release. 

As part of the Defending Freedoms 
Project, my colleagues and I will con- 
tinue to shine a light on Zhu Yufu’s 
case and that of other prisoners of con- 
science. I applaud Zhu Yufu and his fel- 
low champions of freedom for their 
courage. We thank them for their cour- 
age. They are not alone. 


— 


URGING SUPPORT FOR SANCHEZ- 
YOUNG SOCIAL SECURITY DIS- 
ABILITY INSURANCE FOR TERMI- 
NALLY ILL ACT 


(Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, imagine that 
your loved one was diagnosed with ter- 
minal leukemia on January 1. They 
will undergo chemotherapy, need daily 
medical care and attention, and be un- 
able to work. 

Without any income, they apply for 
Social Security disability insurance 
benefits and are quickly approved. 
However, due to an archaic, bureau- 
cratic law, your loved one will have to 
wait 5 months before receiving any 
benefits. If you were diagnosed with a 
terminal illness on the first week of 
the new year, you wouldn’t receive dis- 
ability benefits until this week, the 
21st week of the year. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish this was just a 
hypothetical example, but this hap- 
pened to an Albuquerque resident and 
my friend, Jeremy Sanchez, who had to 
wait months before receiving the bene- 
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fits that he earned, after being diag- 
nosed with leukemia. 

That is why I, along with my col- 
league Congressman ISRAEL, am intro- 
ducing the Sanchez-Young Social Secu- 
rity Disability Insurance for the Ter- 
minally Ill Act, which would repeal the 
5-month waiting period for the termi- 
nally ill and ensure that SSDI protects 
the most vulnerable recipients when 
they need it most. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
sensible bill. 


—— 


HONORING LAKE COUNTY FOREST 
PRESERVE 


(Mr. DOLD asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the men and women of the 
Lake County Forest Preserve District 
and their 100-year vision for protecting 
Lake County’s unique and precious en- 
vironment. 

Led by Executive Director Ty 
Kovach, they have assembled a bold, 
100-year vision for how to preserve our 
wildlife and this natural resource, not 
just for us today, but for our children 
and our children’s children. 

Mr. Speaker, the Lake County Forest 
Preserve District wants to ensure fu- 
ture generations can reap the benefits 
from a healthy and resilient environ- 
ment and understand that the only way 
to ensure a better future is to make 
changes today. Their education and 
leadership on conservation issues will 
go a long way to protecting this incred- 
ible resource. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank them for their 
efforts and humbly stand by their side 
to continue to champion the impor- 
tance of protecting our environment. 

And that is just the way it is. 


—— > 


EXTEND FLORIDA’S GULF COAST 
OIL DRILLING BAN TO YEAR 2027 


(Ms. GRAHAM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to speak in support of new legisla- 
tion I am cosponsoring with my friend 
Congressman DAVID JOLLY to extend 
Florida’s Gulf Coast oil drilling ban to 
the year 2027. 

The drilling ban currently extends 
125 miles off much of Florida’s Gulf 
Coast and as far as 235 miles in some 
areas, but it is set to expire in 2022. 
There are some in the Senate trying to 
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reduce the ban to just 50 miles as soon 
as next year. 

This legislation reaffirms our com- 
mitment to protecting Florida’s pre- 
cious Gulf Coast beaches and will pro- 
tect the environment, our economy, 
and military operations in the Gulf. 

An oil spill like Deepwater Horizon 
just 50 miles off of northwest Florida’s 
beaches would be devastating for our 
region. We can’t allow that to happen 
and should pass this legislation to ex- 
tend the drilling ban and protect Flor- 
ida’s Gulf Coast beaches. 


ee 


RECOGNIZING PENN STATE 
CREAMERY ON 150 YEARS 


(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, House Majority Leader 
KEVIN MCCARTHY Calls it “some of the 
best ice cream I have had outside of my 
hometown of Bakersfield.’’ 

The majority leader, of course, is re- 
ferring to the ice cream produced at 
Penn State University’s Berkey Cream- 
ery. I am proud to rise today in rec- 
ognition of the creamery’s 150th anni- 
versary. 

The creamery, located in the Rodney 
A. Erickson Food Science Building on 
Penn State University’s main campus, 
was first established in 1865. 

Penn State is home to the largest 
university creamery in the United 
States, using more than 4.5 million 
pounds of milk each year, supporting 
Pennsylvania’s robust dairy industry. 

To help celebrate their 150th anniver- 
sary, the creamery has launched a so- 
cial media contest, which allows fans 
to select the special sesquicentennial 
flavor. Voters have a few days left to 
choose between birthday cake, straw- 
berry cheesecake, or red velvet. 

Mr. Speaker, as a proud graduate of 
Penn State University, I congratulate 
the Berkey Creamery on 150 years of 
creating countless memories, and espe- 
cially the hard-working student em- 
ployees and the 23 full-time employees 
that make the operations such a great 
success. 


EE 


RECOGNIZING TAMPA BAY 
ESTUARY PROGRAM 


(Mr. JOLLY asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the Tampa Bay Estuary 
Program and the great work they have 
done since their founding in 1991. 

The Tampa Bay Estuary contains one 
of the most vibrant and productive eco- 
systems along the Gulf Coast because 
the unique mix of saltwater from the 
Gulf and freshwater from rivers and up- 
lands have created abundant nurseries 
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for juvenile fish and other sea life. 
More than 70 percent of all fish, shell- 
fish, and crustaceans spend some crit- 
ical stage of their development in these 
near-shore waters protected from larg- 
er predators that swim the open sea. 

Very importantly, scientists at the 
Southwest Florida Water Management 
District have found that Tampa Bay 
now supports over 40,000 acres of sea 
grass beds. Tampa Bay is Florida’s 
largest open water estuary. Due to the 
great work of the program, Tampa 
Bay’s water quality is now as good as it 
was in 1950. 

I want to thank the leadership of 
Tampa Bay’s estuary program, particu- 
larly Executive Director Holly Green- 
ing, for her vision not only for the es- 
tuary program, but for the entire 
Tampa Bay community. 

Tampa Bay is coming back to life, 
again assuming its position as the 
shimmering economic and environ- 
mental centerpiece of the vibrant 
southwest Florida region. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO CHUCK JOHNSON 


(Mr. ZINKE asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Chuck Johnson, a 
man who kept me and countless other 
public servants in Montana honest and 
accountable as the capitol bureau chief 
and longtime political reporter. 

Chuck’s 48-year journalism career 
began in 1977. In the decades since, 
Chuck has been the primary educator 
of government, politics, and ethics for 
generations of Montanans. 

I had the pleasure of getting to know 
Chuck as a State senator and had the 
distinct pleasure of traveling with him 
across Montana. He is a straight shoot- 
er and a true professional. 

In the era of online and 24-hour news 
outlets that push agendas and competi- 
tion for cliques, Chuck’s modus ope- 
randi was to tell the truth, tell the 
facts, and let the people of Montana de- 
cide. I urge future journalists to study 
his work and learn what they can from 
this true Montana professional. 

I wish Chuck fair winds and following 
seas in his retirement. Bravo Zulu. 


— > 


TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RE- 
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA- 
TIONS ACT, 2016 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HULTGREN). Pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion 287 and rule XVIII, the Chair de- 
clares the House in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of 
the bill, H.R. 2577. 

Will the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
POE) kindly take the chair. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 


itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2577) making appropriations for the 
Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end- 
ing September 30, 2016, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. POE of Texas (Act- 
ing Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
an amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) 
had been disposed of, and the bill had 
been read through page 156, line 15. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MRS. 
BLACKBURN 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol- 
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . Each amount made available by 
this Act is hereby reduced by 1 percent. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from Tennessee and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from Tennessee. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 
am certain it comes as no surprise to 
anyone in this body that, as we go 
through this appropriations season, I 
come back to the floor working to 
make another cut to get our spending 
levels down. The bill we have before us, 
the T-HUD approps, is a $55.3 billion 
bill. That is discretionary funding. 
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Now, credit should go to the sub- 
committee chairmen and to those who 
have worked on this to get the spend- 
ing levels down because this is $9.7 bil- 
lion below the President’s request. 
That is really quite remarkable. And 
my amendment, which is another 1 per- 
cent reduction—a penny out of a dol- 
lar—would save our taxpayers $598 mil- 
lion and would reduce the 2006 outlays 
by $369 million. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when you look 
at budget authority and you look at 
the outlays, those are significant num- 
bers. They are significant also, Mr. 
Chairman, when you look at the debt. 
We are $18.3 trillion in debt; and, quite 
frankly, I think that that is too much 
debt for us to ask our children and 
grandchildren to handle. 

I think it is imperative that we, as 
stewards of the taxpayers’ money, put 
these issues on the table and say, “Yes, 
there are great things we would like to 
do,” “Yes, there are projects that 
would be wonderful,’’ but we have to be 
responsible to the taxpayers. 
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This is not Federal money. It doesn’t 
just grow on trees. What we have to re- 
alize is that it all comes from tax- 
payers. They are overtaxed. They feel 
the Federal Government is overspent, 
and they want to see the spending 
brought under control. I agree with 
them. That is why I bring this amend- 
ment forward. 

Mr. Chairman, I think, also, we have 
to look at the fact that our economic 
security, our fiscal security, and our 
national security are all closely linked. 
Because of that, Admiral Mullen said 
that the greatest threat to our Na- 
tion’s security is our Nation’s debt. We 
have to get serious about reducing this 
debt. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
the bill that is in front of us is a re- 
sponsible bill that adheres to the budg- 
et caps set by law and passed by this 
body. We set priorities in this bill, and 
we made targeted cuts to overhead, sal- 
aries, expenses, and also duplicative 
programs, Mr. Chairman. Many pro- 
grams are also held at last year’s level 
or below. Again, we made some tough 
decisions. 

The problem is, when you are doing, 
frankly, an across-the-board cut with 
this amendment, it would have some, 
frankly—and I know it is well inten- 
tioned—it would have some harmful ef- 
fects on the priorities set by the Mem- 
bers of this House. Again, we have cut 
programs, but based on hearings, on 
meetings, on discussions, and on care- 
ful reviews of, again, the budget jus- 
tifications and also the audits. 

This amendment, and I know it is 
very well intentioned, would hit, for 
example, air traffic control operations 
and cause unnecessary flight delays. It 
could hurt our most vulnerable popu- 
lations by, for example, affecting as- 
sistance to over 50,000 residents, in- 
cluding elderly and disabled popu- 
lations. 

Now, I am not telling you that there 
are not areas that can be reduced. We 
have done that. As a matter of fact, we 
have been in debate, and we have heard 
a lot of debate about some people say- 
ing that we have done too much of 
that. But we have done so after hours 
and hours of deliberations, of talking, 
of conversations, of study, and of hear- 
ings. So, again, I know it is a well-in- 
tended amendment, and I am a huge 
admirer of the sponsor of this amend- 
ment, but I have to respectfully urge a 
“no” vote precisely because of the time 
we have spent to make the right reduc- 
tions as opposed to across-the-board re- 
ductions. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
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North Carolina (Mr. PRICE), the rank- 
ing member of the subcommittee. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the chairman of our 
subcommittee for yielding, and I want 
to join him in opposing this amend- 
ment. 

This is an indiscriminate amend- 
ment. It cuts programs in transpor- 
tation and housing without any 
thought as to their relative merits. It 
is the opposite of intelligent appro- 
priating. 

For example, this would result in 
fewer air traffic controllers, fewer pipe- 
line safety inspectors, and the evic- 
tion—literally, the eviction—of elderly 
and disabled tenants. More generally, 
investments in our transportation and 
housing infrastructure would be al- 
tered. The associated jobs would be 
lost. 

This bill is already underfunded, Mr. 
Chairman. It has got to be revisited 
when we have a budget agreement that 
lets us do a decent job with this bill. 

So this amendment goes in exactly 
the wrong directions. It would encour- 
age the agencies not to do more with 
less, but to do less with less, and it 
would be a body blow to our constitu- 
ents and our communities. 

Mr. Chairman, I strongly urge oppo- 
sition to the amendment. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con- 
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, let me tell you why 
this is the right approach. Our States, 
who can’t go print money in order to 
balance their budget, utilize across- 
the-board cuts. Look at Tennessee, 
Massachusetts, Washington State, New 
Jersey, and Colorado. They all employ 
this. Here is why, if you want to engage 
State employees and Federal employ- 
ees, and bring the agencies into the 
process, you say: Okay. We have set 
your budget levels, we have appro- 
priated your money, now we are com- 
ing to you. You are a part of the team, 
and we need you to engage in how we 
best save taxpayer money. 

This is why it works in the States. 
When I was in the State senate in Ten- 
nessee, if we didn’t balance the budget, 
we didn’t go home. It is time for the 
Federal Government to dig deep and 
engage these employees. You can talk 
with rank-and-file Federal employees. I 
have done it many times. They say we 
know how we can save money, but they 
are not incentivized to do so. Let’s 
challenge them. Let’s engage them. 
Let’s have them bring forward their 
best ideas. 

A penny on a dollar? Absolutely. We 
are doing this for the children. We are 
doing this for future generations. We 
are doing this for our Nation’s fiscal 
health, and we are doing it to preserve 
our sovereignty to get these debt levels 
down. 
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It is time for us to do that. It is re- 
sponsible budgeting. It is time for ev- 
erybody to be a part of the team, put- 
ting this Nation back on the road to 
fiscal health, to a balanced budget, and 
being respectful of the taxpayer and a 
good steward of the taxpayers’ money. 

Mr. Chairman, I encourage my col- 
leagues to vote “yes” on this amend- 
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK- 
BURN). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Tennessee will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. NORTON 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used in contravention of 
the 5th or 14th Amendment to the Constitu- 
tion or title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an 
amendment to prohibit the use of Fed- 
eral funds to stop, investigate, detain, 
or arrest people on highways based on 
their physical appearance in violation 
of the Fifth and 14th Amendments of 
the United States Constitution and 
title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
This is the same amendment I success- 
fully offered to the fiscal year 2015 T- 
HUD appropriations bill and was 
agreed to by a voice vote on the House 
floor and was included in the fiscal 
year 2015 omnibus bill. I ask the same 
for the current amendment, which, like 
the one passed by the House last year, 
seeks to prevent profiling by law en- 
forcement officials and to ensure that 
citizens are not stopped, investigated, 
or detained based on their color or 
other inherent physical appearance. 

The Supreme Court, in Whren v. 
United States, held that profiling based 
on physical appearance on highways 
violates equal protection of the laws. 
Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act, 
whose 50th anniversary we celebrated 
in 2014, enforces the 14th Amendment 
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and applies to funding for all Federal 
agencies and departments. My amend- 
ment carries out this title VI mandate 
as expressed in transportation funding 
in particular. 

Federal guidance regarding the use of 
race by a Federal law enforcement offi- 
cial finds that racial profiling is not 
merely wrong, but is also ineffective. 
Not only Blacks and Hispanics are af- 
fected, but many others in our country 
as well, given the increasing diversity 
of American society. 

The United States Department of 
Justice’s Bureau of Justice Statistics 
reports that Whites are stopped at a 
rate of 3.6 percent, but Blacks at 9.5 
percent and Hispanics at 8.8 percent, 
more than twice that of Whites. The 
figures are roughly the same regardless 
of region or State. 

In Minnesota, for example, a state- 
wide study of racial profiling found 
that African American, Hispanic, and 
Native American drivers were stopped 
and searched far more often than 
Whites, yet contraband was found more 
frequently in cars where White drivers 
had been stopped. 

In Texas, where disproportionate 
stops and searches of African Ameri- 
cans and Hispanics were found to have 
taken place, it was also found that 
Whites more often were carrying con- 
traband. 

Earlier this Congress, I reintroduced 
the Racial Profiling Prevention Act, 
my bill to reestablish a popular Fed- 
eral program aimed at reducing racial 
profiling. This bill permits States to 
apply for grants to develop racial 
profiling laws, to collect and maintain 
data on traffic stops, to fashion pro- 
grams to reduce racial profiling, and to 
train law enforcement officers. 

Nearly half the States participated in 
the program when it was in existence, 
which shows both the need and the in- 
terest in our country in tackling this 
civil rights issue. I got this program in- 
cluded in the surface transportation 
law in 2005, but that program expired 
in 2009. I will try to get this bill in- 
cluded in the surface transportation re- 
authorization bill we will be writing 
this year, but in the meantime, a for- 
mal prohibition on racial profiling is in 
order. Meanwhile, Congress should 
have no hesitation in carrying out the 
14th Amendment and the 1964 Civil 
Rights Act mandate regarding Federal 
funding of transportation, and neither 
the House nor the Senate hesitated last 
year. 

Considering our country’s history 
and increasing diversity, we are late in 
barring profiling at the national level. 
At the very least, Federal taxpayers 
should not be compelled to subsidize 
the unconstitutional practice of 
profiling by law enforcement officials 
in the States. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the adoption of 
this amendment, especially in light of 
recent issues in cities like Ferguson 
and Baltimore. 
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Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from the District of Colum- 
bia (Ms. NORTON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to carry out the rule 
entitled “Affirmatively Furthering Fair 
Housing”, published by the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development in the Fed- 
eral Register on July 19, 2013 (78 Fed. Reg. 
43710; Docket No. FR-5173-P-01) or to carry 
out the notice entitled ‘‘Affirmatively Fur- 
thering Fair Housing Assessment Tool’’, pub- 
lished by the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development in the Federal Register 
on September 26, 2014 (79 Fed. Reg. 57949; 
Docket No. FR-5173-N-02). 


The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 
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Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment intended 
to prevent yet another costly over- 
reach by the Federal Government into 
the jurisdiction of local towns and 
communities. 

Last Congress, during debate on this 
bill, the House passed an amendment of 
mine to prevent funds for HUD’s pro- 
posed new regulation that will allow 
bureaucrats in Washington, D.C., to get 
in the middle of local planning and 
zoning and prohibit community devel- 
opment block grant funds from going 
to communities that need them. 

The amendment seeks to once again 
defund and block this new regulation 
that was not approved by Congress. 
HUD’s misguided rule would grant the 
Department authority to dictate local 
zoning requirements in any community 
across the country that applies for a 
community development block grant. 

According to reports, in 2012, this 
rule would have negatively impacted 
more than 1,200 municipalities 
throughout the country, causing these 
communities to forfeit millions that 
are meant to help the neediest of fami- 
lies. 

Once again, this flawed proposal by 
HUD will increase local taxes, depress 
property values, and cause further 
harm to impoverished communities 
that are actually in need of these 
funds. 

These burdensome zoning rules that 
would be imposed by HUD bureaucrats 
on localities would be derived from 
tracked resident data based on citizens’ 
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race, sex, religion, and other federally 
protected demographics. 

Multiple watchdog groups have 
raised serious and valid concerns about 
HUD’s proposal. A trial run of this rule 
already took place in New York. It 
failed miserably, and a local county 
was initially forced to forego $12 mil- 
lion in funds that would have benefited 
the community due to the impractical 
and unrealistic requirements associ- 
ated with the misguided agency regula- 
tion. 

The county had intended to use a 
large portion of these block grant 
funds to establish public housing for 
individuals in need. But recently, the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit ruled in favor of the 
county and granted a stay against 
HUD’s attempts to reallocate those 
millions. 

This new regulation that is sitting at 
OMB is very dangerous and, worst of 
all, unnecessary. The Federal Govern- 
ment already has the authority to 
withhold grant money from commu- 
nities that violate the law. And to clar- 
ify, I do mean the actual law in the 
United States Code, as opposed to over- 
reaching executive dictums. 

American citizens and communities 
should be free to choose where they 
would like to live and not be subject to 
Federal neighborhood microengineer- 
ing at the behest of overreaching Fed- 
eral bureaucrats. 

Further, HUD officials shouldn’t be 
holding hostage grant moneys aimed at 
community improvement based on its 
unrealistic utopian ideas of what every 
community should resemble. Local 
zoning decisions have traditionally 
been, and should always be, made by 
local communities, not bureaucrats in 
Washington, D.C. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
commonsense amendment because it 
keeps the Federal Government out of 
your backyard and prevents the Feds 
from reorganizing communities to a 
fantastical standard. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
amendment because it aims to treat 
municipalities and individual citizens 
as capable and intelligent, rather than 
disenfranchised, divided, and coddled 
groups in need of protection from a 
problem that does not exist. 

As always, I thank the chairman and 
ranking member for their continued 
work on the committee. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. 

The rule in question, HUD’s rule, is 
intended to help communities more 
fully comply with the law and to avoid 


June 4, 2015 


costly and time-consuming legal chal- 
lenges. 

The charge that this rule injects 
HUD into local planning and zoning 
conditions is simply inaccurate. Nor 
does it set up additional hurdles to 
Federal funding. That is inaccurate 
too. 

The rule allows for communities to 
better understand local conditions and 
to create locally decided and imple- 
mented solutions. 

I don’t understand why we would 
want to revert back to a standard that 
relied on drawn-out litigation rather 
than simply presenting communities 
up front with information on local 
housing conditions and letting them 
address their needs. I know my local 
officials prefer community developed 
solutions over decrees that are judi- 
cially imposed. 

With that, I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON), a dis- 
tinguished member of the Financial 
Services Committee, to express his op- 
position to this amendment. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the gentleman for the time. 

Let’s talk about what we are really 
actually talking about. We are trying 
to fight racial segregation. That is 
what this is all about. Our Nation, the 
Nation I love, held slaves for 246 years 
and did Jim Crow segregation for an- 
other 100 years, and that created racial 
segregation patterns which this Mem- 
ber is trying to stop us from cor- 
recting. This is deeply offensive. 

I just want to say that when I think 
about the progress that our Nation has 
made so that when we say ‘‘all men are 
created equal” and when we say ‘‘lib- 
erty and justice for all,” that it will be 
true. This amendment is saying no, we 
are not going to allow it to be true; we 
are going to keep residential segrega- 
tion based on race; we are going to 
make communities balkanize. 

When I hear somebody say something 
like the Federal Government should 
stay out of local affairs, that sounds 
like some states’ rights talk from 1955. 
That sounds like something really of- 
fensive to me. 

Look, we need HUD to help imple- 
ment affirmatively furthering fair 
housing rules. We need that. We need 
HUD to expand its efforts to fight dis- 
crimination and promote equal oppor- 
tunity in every community. 

Too often in this country, too many 
people’s economic opportunities, their 
life chances, are limited by where they 
live. And yes, the Federal Government 
should promote equality and should 
promote fair housing. Affirmatively 
furthering a fair housing rule helps to 
do that. Why we would want to strip it 
out makes absolutely no sense to me. 

I urge Members to understand what 
is going on right here and to very fer- 
vently vote “no” on the Gosar amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, how dare 
the opposition create and instigate rac- 
ism. This is about decisions made at 
the local level and the local level 
knowing what is best for their commu- 
nities. There is nothing of the sort that 
the gentleman from Minnesota brought 
up in regard to that attitude that I 
brought forward. 

This is an overreach of the Federal 
Government instilling in our local 
communities where, how, and when 
people are going to live. That is the 
wrong way to be. Instead of building 
cripples like we are doing right now 
with the Federal Government, we 
ought to make sustainable commu- 
nities that are based on local ideas and 
principles. 

I ask all Members to vote for this 
amendment because it definitely re- 
jects the overreach of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. NORTON 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to permit air trans- 
portation service between midnight and 6 
a.m. at Ronald Reagan National Airport 
(DCA). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from the District of Columbia. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an 
amendment that would prohibit Fed- 
eral funds from being used to permit 
airline service between midnight and 6 
a.m. at Ronald Reagan National Air- 
port. 

Last month, I held a widely attended 
community meeting with standing 
room only on airport airplane noise 
with residents of Palisades, Foxhall, 
Georgetown, Hillandale, and other im- 
pacted neighborhoods in the District of 
Columbia. Representatives of the Met- 
ropolitan Washington Airports Author- 
ity, the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, and residents sat on a panel while 
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we discussed airplane noise that has 
completely disrupted the life of this 
community. 

Over the last 18 months, D.C. resi- 
dents have reported an increase in air 
traffic activity during nighttime and 
early morning hours, breaking the 
sleep of children and adults alike. Dur- 
ing this time period, one airline added 
two flights that arrive at Ronald 
Reagan Washington National Airport 
after midnight and three flights that 
depart before 5 a.m. 

As of now, there is no congressional 
prohibition, none whatsoever, on night- 
time flights at Ronald Reagan National 
Airport. Until recent years, however, 
flights at this airport could not land 
after 10 p.m. or take off before 7 a.m. 

My amendment gives airlines greater 
latitude without introducing con- 
tinuing sleepless nights for residents. 
Congress can settle this issue in the 
Nation’s Capital to provide relief to 
those residents who suffer from airline 
noise night after night and early morn- 
ing after early morning. 

I urge the adoption of my amend- 
ment, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
at this time, I will have to oppose this 
amendment. 

I am actually concerned about the 
potential unintended consequences of 
this amendment. We don’t know all of 
the potential impacts of this amend- 
ment, from safety to capacity to, 
frankly, the effect on local economics. 

We have made in this bill an effort 
not to legislatively direct specific 
flight restrictions or flight paths. As 
you can well imagine, Mr. Chairman, 
there are a lot of these issues out 
there, but we have made the decision 
to not do that. 

And again, we just don’t know all of 
the potential unintended consequences, 
so I would respectfully have to urge a 
“no” vote. 

I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I appreciate the chairman 
yielding. 

I would simply add an observation 
about the situation that this and other 
amendments we may be considering 
today point to with respect to the 
pending FAA authorization. It is expir- 
ing at the end of this fiscal year. 

Our colleagues on the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee are ex- 
ploring options to reform the FAA. One 
of them includes separating the FAA 
from the Department of Transpor- 
tation and allowing the FAA more 
independence over the use of its re- 
sources. 
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This is an important time to encour- 
age our colleagues to think very care- 
fully about that, about whether a more 
independent FAA, one that does not 
have to rely on annual appropriations, 
would be as attentive to concerns such 
as our colleague raises today, concerns 
about noise, concerns about flight 
paths. 

We ought to move very cautiously in 
this area. I have misgivings about the 
piecemeal approach, but I believe there 
is an important message that is being 
delivered to the leadership of the FAA. 
I strongly urge the Administrator to 
ensure the FAA is more attentive to 
the concerns that are raised by com- 
munities when developing their new 
flight procedures. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, while I 
understand the concerns of my friend 
on the other side of the aisle, and I ap- 
preciate the remarks of my friend on 
this side, I do alert the House to the 
fact that I am at least speaking from 
precedent. 

I understand that all over the United 
States there are people who may have 
similar concerns. But remember, we 
are talking about a jurisdiction which 
in recent years has had no flights be- 
tween 10 and 7, and now there are some 
airlines that have taken advantage of 
the fact that there are no limit on slots 
at Reagan National Airport. 

This is a community in the Nation’s 
Capital that is metropolitan in scope. 
The Nation’s Capital is different from 
many other communities. I ask the 
House—and I certainly appreciate the 
remarks concerning possible privatiza- 
tion of FAA—to bear in mind that it is 
Congress that is ultimately the arbiter 
of such concerns. 

I urge adoption of my amendment 
and yield back the balance of my time. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from the District of Colum- 
bia (Ms. NORTON). 

The amendment was rejected. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to implement, ad- 
minister, or enforce the rule entitled ‘‘Haz- 
ardous Materials: Enhanced Tank Car Stand- 
ards and Operational Controls for High-Haz- 
ard Flammable Trains” published by the De- 
partment of Transportation in the Federal 
Register on May 8, 2015 (80 Fed. Reg. 26643 et 
seq.). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment which 
would prohibit funds for the implemen- 
tation of the Department of Transpor- 
tation’s bungled new regulations for 
rail tank car standards. 

I am strongly in favor of robust 
standards and best practices which ac- 
tually improve the safety and effi- 
ciency of oil-by-rail transport. How- 
ever, the new tank car rule completely 
missed the mark. 

Instead of utilizing the expertise and 
practical experience of the rail, oil, and 
manufacturing industries, the Obama 
administration developed a series of 
special interest regulations at the be- 
hest of extremist environmental groups 
that seem more intent on thwarting 
the American energy renaissance than 
on actually creating a safer rail net- 
work. 

In fact, the only reason these new 
regulations were even proposed is be- 
cause of a misguided lawsuit filed 
against the DOT by the Sierra Club. 

Analytics firm ICF International es- 
timated the cost of these new regula- 
tions to top $42 billion, which will be 
laid on the backs of individual con- 
sumers and hard-working Americans. I 
repeat, $42 billion will be lost to our 
economy as a result of this new rule. 
These costly regulations will be re- 
flected not only in the price we pay at 
the pump, but also in the price of man- 
ufacturing the millions of products 
that use plastics and chemicals derived 
from American petroleum. 

The most egregious part is that these 
regulations don’t even address the root 
cause of these accidents, which are re- 
lated to track conditions and human 
error. 

This new rule is nothing more than 
regulation in search of a problem. De- 
partment of Transportation Secretary 
Anthony Foxx said as much in 2014 
when he admitted: “The truth is that 
99.9 percent of these oil shipments 
reach their destinations safely.” 

These new and overreaching man- 
dates require railroad companies to un- 
necessarily increase their steel tank 
walls and will require significant up- 
grades and retrofitting for an esti- 
mated 154,500 tank cars. In fact, The 
Wall Street Journal has reported: ‘‘The 
steel jacket alone would lower a car’s 
30,000-gallon capacity by about 800 gal- 
lons, forcing shippers to deploy more 
cars, according to rail industry ana- 
lysts.”’ 

Clearly, this is an unintended con- 
sequence of these new regulations for a 
.01 percent problem, which actually in- 
creases this .01 percent user accident 
rate percentage by requiring signifi- 
cantly more railcars to actually haul 
the amount of oil. 

In addition, the aggressive timeline 
proposed by the DOT for completing 
these retrofits is unrealistic and could 
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harm consumers by disrupting the pro- 
duction and transportation of goods 
that play major roles in our economy, 
including chemicals, gasoline, crude 
oil, and ethanol. 

If Democrats and this administration 
were really concerned about rail safety 
for transporting oil, they would ap- 
prove the Keystone pipeline. Pipelines 
are the safest way to transfer crude. 

Our country is in the midst of an en- 
ergy renaissance which is driving a 
much-needed economic revival in 
American manufacturing. We should be 
pursuing thoughtful, fact-based best 
practices, instead of adding artificial 
constraints on the growth of the Amer- 
ican energy sector focused on a 1 per- 
cent problem that is caused by user 
error. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
my amendment which would prohibit 
the implementation of this extraneous 
new rule and to insist that the Depart- 
ment of Transportation pursue a more 
feasible, data-driven approach that has 
safety standards in mind. 

I thank the chair and ranking mem- 
ber for their leadership on this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise, honestly, in some dis- 
belief that this amendment is actually 
being offered. 

Members of Congress and industry 
stakeholders have been calling for 
months for the DOT to complete its 
rulemaking to update the integrity of 
tank cars that carry energy products 
and other hazardous materials. The 
DOT got the final rule out on May 8, 
and now, today, the gentleman wants 
to stop the implementation of that rule 
in its tracks. 

There have been countless examples 
of derailments involving trains that 
carry crude oil and other energy prod- 
ucts. These incidents have resulted in 
explosive fires that burn for days. The 
incident that occurred in Quebec re- 
sulted in the preventable deaths of al- 
most 50 people. 

U.S. and Canadian transportation of- 
ficials have worked hard to try to im- 
prove the safe transportation of these 
dangerous products. The railroad in- 
dustry wants stronger cars. Safety 
groups want stronger cars. Commu- 
nities desperately want stronger cars. 

We ought not to delay the implemen- 
tation of this long-awaited rule, so I 
urge my colleagues to oppose the 
amendment. 

I am now happy to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. DIAZ- 
BALART), our distinguished sub- 
committee chairman. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 
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Mr. Chairman, I also need to first 
recognize and thank the sponsor of the 
amendment. I am grateful that he is so 
vigilant as the Federal Government 
does have a tendency to overregulate 
and to, frankly, sometimes do so, I 
would say, irresponsibly. However, in 
this case, I have to oppose his amend- 
ment. 

We have seen some horrific accidents 
recently associated with crude oil, and 
I think most Americans would agree 
that we need to do what we can in a 
reasonable fashion to try to stop that 
from happening. 

While I am grateful for the sponsor of 
the amendment for always being vigi- 
lant on making sure the government 
doesn’t overregulate, in this case, 
again, I respectfully have to oppose his 
amendment and urge a “no” vote. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
make sure everybody understands that 
user error and train track applications 
are the ones that have actually caused 
these problems. 

When you actually look at a solution 
to a fact-based application, we ought to 
be spending more time on engineering 
errors and track conditions than we 
are over something that is misguided, 
like these tank car metals. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote in 
favor of the Gosar amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POLIS 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, insert the following: 

SEC. _. Section 5309(a) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3) by inserting “or as 
merited by ridership demands” after ‘‘week- 
end days”; 

(2) in paragraph (4)(A) by inserting “or in- 
cludes performance features that otherwise 
ensure reliable travel times for public trans- 
portation operating in a separated right-of- 
way in a shared-use facility” after ‘‘peak pe- 
riods”; and 

(3) in paragraph (4)(C)(iii) by inserting ‘‘or 
as merited by ridership demands” after 
“weekend days”. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 1 
reserve a point of order on the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 
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Pursuant to House Resolution 287, 
the gentleman from Colorado and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, on behalf 
of a number of Western Representa- 
tives, I am proud to offer this bipar- 
tisan amendment, along with Mr. 
COFFMAN, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, MS. 
MCSALLY, and Ms. DEGETTE. 

As we know and as has often been 
mentioned here on the floor, transpor- 
tation is the lifeblood of this country. 
It moves people, goods, ideas, and in- 
formation. Denver, Boulder, Fort Col- 
lins, and Broomfield, in my district, 
are some of the fastest growing cities 
in the country. 

The majority of our tourists—over 46 
million in 2014—make their way 
through the Denver Metro area; but 
the very things that make our State a 
popular home as well as a popular tour- 
ist destination—including hiking, 
biking, hunting, fishing, skiing—chal- 
lenge growth and infrastructure as 
well. 

Despite that fact that these cities are 
growing at significant rates and tour- 
ism is heavily congesting space, many 
of the major thoroughfares inter- 
secting the region have not been ex- 
panded in decades. 

Highway 70 West, our major tourism 
artery to our world-class ski resorts, 
stretches from the Denver Metro area 
out to our 14,000-foot peaks. I-25 North 
takes our visitors north of Denver and 
through Longmont, Loveland, Fort 
Collins, all the way to Wyoming. 

These two highways are effectively 
the only major arteries traveling north 
and west of Denver and the only option 
for residents and visitors to my district 
to even get out of Vail, Breckenridge, 
or Fort Collins; and in some places, 
these highways narrow to as little as 
two lanes, meaning hard-working con- 
stituents who commute every day 
across my district might wait for hours 
every day just to go back and forth. 

Tourists, likewise, spend long times 
waiting to get out of their destination 
towns or to their our attractions. 

Worse yet, Mr. Chairman, is a lack of 
a clear solution. You cannot simply ex- 
pand a road that winds up some of the 
steepest peaks in the United States, 
and it is very costly to expand a tunnel 
under a large mountain. 

One of the only good options that we 
have for quick, reliable, and affordable 
mass public transportation is bus rapid 
transit systems. On Highway 36, our 
main artery from Boulder to Denver, 
we recently began operating a BRT 
system with huge success. 

This system shares a HOT lane with 
high-occupancy vehicles that allows 
for expedited and assured arrive times. 
It is used by hundreds of people every 
day for their commutes. That tool, 
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however, was recently taken out of the 
toolbox for States across the West. 

A hugely problematic change to our 
surface transportation and authoriza- 
tion MAP-21 bill 3 years ago was the 
heavy restrictions placed on project 
eligibility for capital investment 
grants that build BRT systems nation- 
wide. 

Unfortunately, for the first time in 
history, Congress required that BRT 
systems have access to an exclusive 
lane and operate as regularly during 
nonpeak weekday hours and weekends 
as they do during peak hours. That 
simply doesn’t match the reality on 
the ground in places like Colorado and 
Arizona. 

Mr. Chairman, we need access to 
these grants. The ability to create and 
innovate in transportation should be 
encouraged by Congress; yet we are re- 
moving the very critical area of invest- 
ment for BRTs under the current MAP- 
21 rule, barring them from BRT eligi- 
bility because we don’t have the capac- 
ity to add additional lanes, nor does it 
make any sense to reserve a lane solely 
for bus traffic, nor does it make any 
sense in our commuter and tourism 
corridors to have buses every couple of 
minutes on, let's say, a Tuesday at 2 
p.m. or on a Sunday at 9 p.m. Ridership 
and data should drive these decisions, 
not Washington bureaucrats and not 
Congress. 

My amendment would allow our 
States and localities the flexibility we 
need to create the best possible surface 
transportation system in our area. 
There simply isn't a one size fits all 
when it comes to growth and infra- 
structure. 

I encourage this body to take into ac- 
count the needs of States like Colorado 
and Arizona. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve a point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, 
liamentary inquiry. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Did the gentleman in- 
voke his point of order or reserve a 
point of order? 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under- 
stood that the gentleman from Florida 
reserved a point of order. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, instead of 
giving top-down directives from Wash- 
ington, we should be allowing for the 
equity of Federal resources and take 
into account local needs. What works 
for some transportation corridors 
might not work for others. We simply 
have different needs with regard to our 
computing patterns and tourism pat- 
terns in other areas of the country. 

I am proud to bring up this amend- 
ment with a strong bipartisan coalition 
of Members, which includes Represent- 
atives COFFMAN, PERLMUTTER, 
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SCHWEIKERT, DEGETTE, MCSALLY, and 
KIRKPATRICK, because we can’t effec- 
tively discuss funding levels like those 
in the underlying bill without first put- 
ting in place equitable policies that en- 
courage innovation for their disburse- 
ment. 

I ask that my colleagues work with 
me and the coalition of Members I have 
named to find and enact a fix as we 
move forward with the transportation 
reauthorization later this summer. 

I yield to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DIAZ-BALART) to see if he will be 
willing to work with us with regard to 
finding a fix on this policy issue. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman. 

I know the gentleman is very com- 
mitted and has worked awfully hard. I 
look forward to working with him on 
this. 

Again, I know how passionate he is 
about this, and I look forward to work- 
ing with him. 

Mr. POLIS. In reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for the Federal 
Transit Administration’s Rapid Growth Area 
Transit Program. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer a commonsense, fiscally 
responsible amendment that will en- 
sure scarce transportation dollars are 
going towards highways, bridges, and 
other critical infrastructure that are in 
desperate need of repair. 

The Obama administration’s budget 
request for the fiscal year 2016 included 
$500 million for a new discretionary 
grant program for bus transit. The ad- 
ministration made the same new re- 
quest in fiscal year 2015 for this same 
misguided program. This request was 
rejected in its entirety last year, and 
the proposed rapid growth area transit 
program received no funding in the CR/ 
Omnibus. With significant infrastruc- 
ture needs, including road and bridge 
maintenance, now is not the time to 
spend $500 million on a new discre- 
tionary bus transit program. 
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In fact, the Obama administration 
actually proposed two new programs 
this year that sought funding from the 
highway trust fund, both of which 
asked for $500 million for each. The 
committee made clear in the com- 
mittee report that they chose to fund 
the new $500 million Fixing and Accel- 
erating Surface Transportation, or 
FAST, program in this bill. If I had to 
fund only one of these two new pro- 
grams, that is exactly the one I would 
have funded. 

So I applaud the chairman, ranking 
member, and committee for the choice 
they made, and also for apparently 
choosing not to fund the proposed rapid 
growth area transit program once 
again in this legislation. 

Having said that, there are no de- 
tailed summaries of the particular pro- 
gram accounts because authorizing 
language has not yet been passed. In 
addition, nothing is said about the pro- 
posed $500 million new discretionary 
bus transit program in the bill or the 
committee report. My amendment is 
also necessary to prevent funds from 
being transferred to this account. 

A recent economic analysis found: 
“Over the past few decades lawmakers 
have diverted more trust fund re- 
sources ... thus starving general pur- 
pose roads of funds,” and, ““Transit—in- 
cluding light rail, trolleys, and buses— 
marks the largest diversion. In 2010 
alone, it received 17 percent, or $6 bil- 
lion, of Federal highway user fees, even 
though it accounted for only 1 percent 
of the Nation’s surface travel. Despite 
receiving a portion of Federal user fees 
for decades, transit has failed to reduce 
traffic congestion or even maintain its 
share of urban travel. For example, be- 
tween 1983 and 2010, traffic volumes in 
the Nation’s 51 major metropolitan 
areas increased by 87 percent, peak 
travel times in those areas increased 
by 125 percent, and transit’s share of 
passenger miles fell by one-fourth.” 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this amendment. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. GOSAR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I thank the gen- 
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I just want to once 
again repeat what I said a little while 
ago. I want to thank the gentleman for 
his hard work. It is evident that he 
spends the time and he does his home- 
work. I am greatly appreciative of 
that. I have no objection to the gentle- 
man’s amendment. 

Mr. GOSAR. I thank the gentleman 
for his support. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE 

Ms. LEE. I have an amendment at 

the desk. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 


title), insert the following: 
SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 


able in this Act may be used to administer, 
implement, or enforce section 193 or section 
414 of this Act. 

Ms. LEE (during the reading). Mr. 
Chair, I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading be dispensed with. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from California. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank Mr. SANFORD for his leadership 
as it relates to this amendment and 
helping us try to end these outdated 
and failed policies toward Cuba. I rise 
in support of our amendment, and I am 
very proud to cosponsor this simple, bi- 
partisan amendment. This amendment 
would strike two provisions included in 
this bill that would further limit travel 
to and from Cuba via flights and fer- 
ries. Not only are these provisions in- 
appropriate policy riders, they would 
deny Americans the right to travel to 
Cuba. 

I understand some of my colleagues, 
including our subcommittee chair, 
have a personal interest in Cuba, yet 
personal interest should not stall 
progress nor interfere with what is 
good for the American people. I am 
joined by many of my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle and a diverse co- 
alition of organizations and businesses 
in strong opposition to this and other 
attempts to undermine efforts to nor- 
malize relations with Cuba. 

Not only are the current provisions 
in this bill wrong for diplomacy, they 
are patently antibusiness. That is why 
this amendment is supported by the 
United States Chamber of Commerce, 
Orbitz, the American Society of Travel 
Agents, and the broad-based coalition 
Engage Cuba. 

These provisions that are currently 
in the bill set us back 50 years. They 
would eliminate flights that airlines 
have already invested in and would kill 
a new market for maritime carriers. 
Simply put, these provisions are an af- 
front to Americans’ basic freedom. 
Cuba is the only country in the world, 
including North Korea, Iran, China, 
and Vietnam, where Americans cannot 
freely travel. The President’s an- 
nouncement to expand travel was a 
step in the right direction. 

We should be passing the bipartisan 
and bicameral Freedom to Travel to 
Cuba Act, H.R. 664, which I am proud to 
cosponsor with my colleague Mr. SAN- 
FORD, rather than moving backwards 
with these misguided provisions. 
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Opponents to normalize the relations 
are quick to claim that renewed en- 
gagement somehow rewards the Cuban 
Government. That couldn’t be more 
wrong. In order to engage on issues 
like human rights and democracy, 
Americans should be able to do just 
that. This amendment allows that. 

Those who are serious about moving 
our relations forward to the better- 
ment of both Americans and Cubans 
know that increased exchange and for- 
malized relations are the path we need 
to be on. A majority of Americans and 
Cubans agree: we need a 21st century 
approach to our relations with this na- 
tion 90 miles away from our shores. 

This is 2015, my colleagues, not 1960. 
The rest of the world is doing business 
with Cuba, allows its citizens to travel 
to Cuba, and also has normal diplo- 
matic relations with Cuba. The United 
States is isolated. This amendment be- 
gins to thaw that freeze and to keep 
our country moving forward in this 
next decade and, further, to become 
part of the world family who under- 
stands that Americans should, like 
other citizens in other countries, have 
a right to travel wherever they so de- 
sire. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. SANFORD). 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
has 1% minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I intend to strike the last 
word so as to give the speakers more 
time. 

Ms. LEE. I yield 1⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SANFORD). 

Mr. SANFORD. I appreciate the gen- 
tlewoman yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, my comments will be 
brief. It is quite simple. The concept is 
this: if I travel on Delta Airlines to 
Moscow, it does not mean that I sup- 
port Putin; if I travel on Royal Carib- 
bean to Shanghai, it does not mean I 
support the Chinese regime. 

This bill is fundamentally, as my col- 
league from California has pointed out, 
about Americans’ right to travel. It is, 
secondarily, about something we talk 
about as Republicans, which is balance 
of power. If we don’t want the Presi- 
dent overstepping his bounds, we 
shouldn’t overstep our bounds as Mem- 
bers of Congress. That is precisely 
what this bill does in trying to pro- 
scribe the President, though he has full 
authority within the licensing, within 
the Department of Commerce, to do as 
he has done. 

Finally, I think it is about American 
opportunity. Why should we have Ca- 
nadian or Mexican jets traveling to a 
country that we are allowed to travel 
to rather than American jets? 

Ms. LEE. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 
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Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
just a couple things from the debate 
that we have heard. The sponsor of the 
amendment talked about that this may 
be a personal issue for some. Mr. Chair- 
man, let me be very frank and very 
clear: this is not a personal issue. 

Let me also talk about what the lan- 
guage in the bill does that this amend- 
ment is trying to take out. It doesn’t 
deal with the overriding issue of policy 
versus whether we like the President’s 
policy or not. It deals with one specific 
issue and one specific issue only, Mr. 
Chairman: whether we should condone, 
whether we should approve, whether we 
should permit the trafficking of con- 
fiscated—in other words, stolen—prop- 
erty. 

When the gentleman from my side of 
the aisle said that, you know, this is an 
issue about traveling to other coun- 
tries, when we travel to Russia, we 
should be able to do that, that is fine. 
But is he also saying, which is what 
this amendment says, that we should 
condone the use of stolen, confiscated 
property, property that was stolen and 
confiscated illegally from Americans? 
So if you support this amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, what you are saying is it is 
okay to do business on property that 
was stolen from Americans. 

Now, I can understand having dif- 
ferences of opinion on overall policy, 
but the language in the mark deals spe- 
cifically with confiscated—in other 
words, stolen—properties from Ameri- 
cans. For the life of me, I would never 
understand how anybody can justify 
doing business on confiscated, stolen 
property and then try to obfuscate the 
issue talking about policy, which is not 
what is in the mark. 

I yield such time as she may consume 
to the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN), a distinguished gentle- 
woman from the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. I thank the 
chairman for yielding. 

As the chairman points out, do we 
really want to trample on the property 
rights of innocent Americans whose 
properties were illegally stolen by the 
Cuban regime? 

The gentleman from South Carolina 
is correct, the concept is simple, but 
the concept he doesn’t seem to under- 
stand is this: it is not about travel to 
Cuba. This is about protecting Amer- 
ican properties that were illegally 
seized by the Castro government. We 
are selling out these legitimate prop- 
erty claims to thousands of American 
citizens. Respect for private property 
rights, Mr. Chairman, has been a con- 
sistent American policy since the 
founding of our Republic. 

The Cuban regime illegally con- 
fiscated property from American citi- 
zens. Our citizens have not been com- 
pensated, and we know there is no re- 
spect for the rule of law in Cuba. If an 
American's property has been seized, 
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what does that American do? Well, 
there is no fair court for recess. Let me 
tell you what the Inter-American Law 
Review has noted about the Cuban re- 
gime’s confiscation of U.S. assets. It 
says it is the “largest uncompensated 
taking of American property by a for- 
eign government in history.” 

So this is what this amendment is 
about. If this amendment to strike the 
use of confiscated property were to 
pass, we would be, in essence, allowing 
and condoning the trafficking of stolen 
goods. Currently, there are over 8,800 
claims certified by the Foreign Claims 
Settlement Commission, which is 
under the U.S. Department of Justice. 
American citizens whose properties 
were seized illegally—almost 9,000 have 
filed claims—the Castro regime doesn’t 
care. These certified claims, are they 
just small? No. They are worth ap- 
proximately $8 billion. 

This body must protect the interests 
of those citizens, of all of our citizens, 
so I implore our colleagues to not sup- 
port these misguided attempts to nor- 
malize relations with the Cuban regime 
on the backs of American citizens. We 
are better than that. We must not 
allow this amendment to pass. We are 
about protecting American private 
property rights. This language in the 
bill protects American citizens, con- 
stituents that we represent in our con- 
gressional districts. 

Is this Chamber really going to side 
with a Communist tyrant in Cuba over 
American citizens? The Cuban regime 
should not be allowed to use American 
properties stolen from our citizens for 
its commercial benefit. If the U.S. en- 
dorses such a practice, what message 
will we be sending to other rogue re- 
gimes who would love to be confis- 
cating American properties? 

So, if we want to help the Cuban peo- 
ple, and I am sure that all of us do, 
let’s not give their oppressors more re- 
sources to violate their rights. We are 
here to protect private property rights 
of American citizens. We must reject 
this amendment, and rather than strik- 
ing the provisions directly, which my 
colleagues could have done, they are 
offering limitation amendments that 
would prohibit funds to enforce those 
same provisions. Let’s not do this. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment. Let’s not trample on the 
rights of American citizens. 
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Mr. DIAZ-BALART. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
balance of my time to the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. SANFORD). 

Mr. SANFORD. Three quick points. If 
you follow this logic, then no American 
plane should fly into Saigon, no Amer- 
ican plane should fly into China, no 
American plane should fly into Russia, 
because indeed property was con- 
fiscated at the time of the Russian rev- 
olution, the Chinese taking, or, for 
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that matter, what happened in Viet- 
nam. There are American properties 
there. 

This is not about American property 
rights. This is about legalistically try- 
ing to undo that which has been 
changed. 

The other thing it is about is, again, 
legalism. What the bill actually says is 
if a boat docks in the previous 180 days 
within 7 miles of a port or property 
where there may be land somewhere 
connected. 

This is a legalistic attempt to undo 
what the President has proposed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman from California has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word in order to express my strong sup- 
port for this amendment and my appre- 
ciation to our colleague from Cali- 
fornia for offering it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. FARR). 

Mr. FARR. I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the bill, and 
the language that we are trying to 
strike out reads: ‘‘None of the funds 
made available in this Act may be used 
to facilitate new scheduled air trans- 
portation originating from the United 
States if such flights would land on, or 
pass through, property confiscated by 
the Cuban Government, including prop- 
erty in which a minority interest was 
confiscated, as the terms confiscated, 
the Cuban Government, and property 
are defined in” the paragraphs below. 

This is just a job killer for Ameri- 
cans. We have a hundred thousand 
Americans who are visiting Cuba ille- 
gally. You know how they get there? 
They go to Mexico. Who gets the busi- 
ness? Mexican airlines. They go to Can- 
ada. Who gets the business? Canadian 
airlines. Or, any other country in the 
world that has normal travel relation- 
ships with Cuba. 

You are just cutting off the ability 
for American enterprise to get access 
to Cuba, where everybody wants to go, 
because there are family feuds going on 
here, because it is including property 
which has a minority interest. 

How are the airlines, how are the 
people going to decide what property 
has been confiscated, who is the owner- 
ship title? Those are big legalistic 
problems in the United States when we 
confiscate property to build freeways 
or railways. 

This amendment really screws up the 
ability for America to be involved in a 
business that Americans want to do. 
They want to travel. Censorship of 
American travel—this is just ridiculous 
in these days. 
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What is the message to the world? Do 
we prohibit our citizens from going to 
countries that are communist coun- 
tries? You can go to Vietnam, China, 
and Russia, but you can’t go to Cuba 
because there is a lot of feuding going 
on in Florida. 

In fact, Florida is going to benefit 
from this because where are the air- 
ports that these scheduled airlines are 
going to leave from? They are Tampa, 
they are Miami, the businesses in your 
State. 

So if you want to give American jobs 
to Americans, and you want commerce 
to occur, and you don’t want to con- 
tinue this censorship of Cuba, then 
vote for this amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE. A couple of points I would 
just like to make. 

First of all, confiscated property 50 
years-plus ago should be part of nego- 
tiations in terms of bilateral discus- 
sions as it relates to normalizing rela- 
tions with Cuba. What is in this bill 
right now is what we have indicated, 
and which is why we offer this amend- 
ment. 

This bill prohibits Americans from 
traveling to Cuba. It eliminates jobs in 
America, and it eliminates economic 
growth through our maritime industry 
and our airline industry. 

Once again, all of the issues that oc- 
curred 50 years ago are subject to dis- 
cussion based on any bilateral negotia- 
tions taking place. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Could I 
inquire how much time is remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) has 45 
seconds remaining. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
to the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. SANFORD). 

Mr. SANFORD. 
tleman for yielding. 

I would just make three last points. 
As was correctly pointed out by my 
colleague from California, indeed this 
is about American jobs. It indeed is 
about, again, this larger notion of pri- 
vate property rights. 

I would stand my private property 
rights record up to anybody. I believe 
strongly in private property rights and 
legal code, which is why Ms. LEE is cor- 
rect: should there be bilateral relations 
between Cuba and the United States, 
this would be part of that discussion. 

But the idea of creating a legal hur- 
dle for an airline not to be able to fly 
from Miami or Tampa to Havana—and 
instead, those jobs go to other places 
around the globe—makes no sense to 
me. 

Finally, I would simply say this. We 
have tried 50 years of one policy, and it 
hasn’t worked. It was Ronald Reagan 
who encouraged travel to the Eastern 
Bloc countries. I think it would make 
sense in this instance. 


I thank the gen- 
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The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from North Carolina has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
we have heard a lot of things that, by 
the way, you will notice, at very few 
times actually deal with language in 
the mark, the language in the bill. By 
the way, for example, that this is going 
to hurt American jobs. 

To argue, Mr. Chairman, that Amer- 
ican companies will benefit from traf- 
ficking in stolen property that was sto- 
len from American companies I think 
is probably the definition of an 
oxymoron, number one. 

Number two, there is a lot of obfusca- 
tion. The language in the bill doesn’t 
say that Americans can’t travel. The 
language says that they cannot use 
trafficking in, make a profit from, 
property that was stolen from Ameri- 
cans. Stolen from Americans. 

So I understand that the gentleman 
says that his property rights record is 
as good as any, but, Mr. Chairman, the 
language in the bill deals with a spe- 
cific issue, and one specific issue alone: 
Should we condone, should we allow, 
should we permit, should we encourage 
the trafficking, the profiting from sto- 
len property—property that was con- 
fiscated from Americans, whether 
there are certified claims or not. 

If you support this amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, you are saying it is okay for 
folks to traffic in property that was 
stolen from Americans, illegally stolen 
from Americans. I think, frankly, that 
is a sad day. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. CURBELO). 
Mr. CURBELO of Florida. I thank the 
chairman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, it is fascinating to 
come here to the floor and listen to 
colleagues who struggle to support free 
trade agreements with our allies come 
to the floor and advocate for expanded 
trade with one of our enemies, taking 
advantage of properties stolen from 
American citizens. 

I heard that we have a personal inter- 
est in this matter—and I do. I am an 
American citizen. I was born here. And 
I want to do justice by American prop- 
erty owners. 

Shouldn’t we resolve these 8,818 
claims before proceeding? Shouldn’t we 
do justice by these families, these busi- 
nesses whose property was stolen with 
no due process, with no hearing by the 
Castro government? 

Whose side are we on, Mr. Chairman? 
That is the question here. As Ameri- 
cans, do we want to be on the side of 
those who were aggrieved by a tyran- 
nical regime—American citizens—or do 
we want to reward that regime by al- 
lowing others now to profit over those 
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stolen properties? That is the question 
that we need to ask ourselves today. 

This is not about travel. No one is 
here advocating for restricting travel 
to Cuba. Many people travel to Cuba 
today legally, and that would not 
change. But I cannot stand for vio- 
lating the property rights of my fellow 
American citizens. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
again, before I yield back, as Mr. 
CURBELO just mentioned, this is not an 
issue of travel. This is not an issue of 
the overriding policy. This is not an 
issue of even arguing whether Presi- 
dent Obama has been a good negotiator 
or a horrible negotiator on anything. 
This is about whether we want to con- 
done, permit, accept, in violation of ev- 
erything that the United States stands 
for, the trafficking of stolen property, 
property illegally confiscated from 
American citizens. 

If you support this amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, you are supporting, you are 
condoning, you are assisting, you are 
helping trafficking and the profiting on 
property that was stolen from Ameri- 
cans. 

This cannot stand. This should not 
stand. I would respectfully ask for a 
‘no’? vote on this amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from California (Ms. LEE). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POSEY 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Transportation to take any actions with 
respect to the financing of a new passenger 
rail project that runs from Orlando to Miami 
through Indian River County, Florida. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, All 
Aboard Florida was presented as a pri- 
vate passenger rail project that would 
run from Miami to Orlando, and vice 
versa, along Florida’s east coast. 

The project was initially sold to the 
public as the first privately funded and 
operated passenger train. However, 
that story soon changed, as All Aboard 
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Florida decided to pursue a $1.6 billion 
loan from the Department of Transpor- 
tation. Apparently, because the loan 
requires a strict Environmental Impact 
Statement to be completed, All Aboard 
Florida decided to also apply for $1.75 
billion in tax-exempt private activity 
bonds from the Department of Trans- 
portation. 
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The U.S. Department of Transpor- 
tation has moved to green light this fi- 
nancing option, even though they have 
absolutely no statutory authority to do 
that, and the environmental impact 
study has yet to be completed. We 
don’t even know if the project is safe or 
feasible yet. 

Furthermore, these trains will move 
through our small beach towns at 
speeds of up to 110 miles per hour, with 
virtually no—none, nada—buffer sepa- 
rating it from our communities. 

All Aboard Florida envisions 32 
trains running per day, on top of 20 
freight trains. That is a lot of traffic. 
Given how close this track is to our ad- 
jacent roads and surrounding neighbor- 
hoods, obviously, there are serious 
safety concerns. Why should you ask 
taxpayers to be on the hook for this 
train? 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
supporting my amendment to stop the 
Department of Transportation from 
funding this train. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield to my colleague from 
Florida (Ms. BROWN). 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair- 
man, here we go again, trying to de- 
stroy passenger rail in this country. I 
don’t understand why Republicans 
refuse to support transportation infra- 
structure. 

Let me tell the gentleman from Flor- 
ida that our competition is not Geor- 
gia, and it is certainly not Alabama. It 
is Europe. It is Japan. It is China. The 
people in Florida support All Aboard 
Florida. This is a system that will go 
from Orlando to Miami. The studies in- 
dicate it is an economic boom to our 
State. 

I just for the life of me don’t under- 
stand why, without vision, the people 
perish? Why is it that you can go to 
Europe and you can get on a train to go 
from London to Paris—2 hours, 1 hour 
and 15 minutes—and we don’t want 
that same system here? 

Our competition is spending close to 
8 percent—8 percent—of their econom- 
ics for passenger rail, and we fight 
about 1 percent; yet we can spend close 
to $300 billion for tax breaks; yet we 
don’t even want to encourage public- 
private partnerships. 
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Shame on you. The people in Florida 
need to be able to move around our 
State, and this is not just a Florida 
issue; it is a national issue. Here we 
are, $2 billion that could fix Amtrak; 
yet we can do a tax break for close to 
$300 billion and don’t pay for it. I don’t 
understand. 

What is wrong with the people’s 
House? Why is it that we don’t support 
transportation infrastructure? This is 
not just a Florida issue. When we had 9/ 
11, Amtrak was the only entity that 
was moving people. When we had 
Katrina, we had over 3,000 people die 
because they couldn’t move around the 
area. 

We need a train that leaves New Orle- 
ans to go to Orlando and on down to 
Miami. That is the future. 

Shame on you. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members are ad- 
vised to address their remarks to the 
Chair and not to other Members in the 
second person. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, shame on 
me for asking the Department of 
Transportation to follow the law, re- 
spect the Constitution of the United 
States, and make economically sound 
decisions. 

This is not a partisan issue, in re- 
sponse to that allegation. In Sep- 
tember, I wrote the GAO, along with 
my colleague from Florida, Represent- 
ative PATRICK MURPHY, asking them to 
study the project to ensure taxpayer 
funds were not at risk. 

A recent independent economic anal- 
ysis conducted by Dr. John Friedman 
concludes that, even under all opti- 
mistic assumptions, AAF will generate 
losses of more than $100 million and 
will be unable to service its debt bur- 
den. Dr. Friedman has a Ph.D in eco- 
nomics, is a distinguished Brown Uni- 
versity professor and former Economic 
Council special assistant in the current 
Obama administration. 

The Department of Transportation 
has been unable to explain where they 
get their authority to authorize bonds 
for this project. That is because they 
don’t have any authority. They say 
title 23 funding has been given to the 
project in the past, which could trigger 
the bond authority, but have been un- 
able to state where title 23 funds were 
ever spent, on what projects, and when. 

This is just common sense. Now, it 
might not make some congressional 
sense to some people, but this is com- 
mon sense and a simple ask that the 
Department of Transportation follow 
the law and not violate the law to help 
a special interest and put the tax- 
payers on the hook for $1.75 billion. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. POSEY). 
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The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GALLEGO 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of these funds made avail- 
able by this Act may be used by the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) to redesign 
the Phoenix Metroplex regional airspace. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Arizona and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to offer an amendment that would pre- 
vent the FAA from moving forward 
with plans to redesign the Phoenix 
metroplex airspace. Let me explain 
why it is important to my city. 

Imagine living in a quiet neighbor- 
hood, then waking up one morning to 
discover dozen of planes suddenly have 
been roaring over your head. Next, 
imagine the frustration of running a 
business, raising a family, or even try- 
ing to get a good night’s sleep when 
your windows are constantly rattling 
because of the noise of passing aircraft. 

Finally, imagine that all of this dis- 
comfort was both needless and avoid- 
able, that it was caused by out-of- 
touch bureaucrats who rerouted major 
flight paths over your community 
without bothering to consult the peo- 
ple that live there. 

Unfortunately, for thousands of 
Phoenix residents, this is not a hypo- 
thetical situation. In September of last 
year, the FAA instituted new flight 
paths for the aircraft departing from 
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Air- 
port, without any notice for anybody, 
without any notice to our neighbors. 
For too many members of my commu- 
nity, these changes have meant more 
noise and a lower quality of life. 

Disturbingly, the FAA altered these 
flight paths without seeking local 
input, failing to consult with the com- 
munity members or civic leaders in the 
Phoenix area. Not only that, but the 
FAA also failed to provide a report 
that was mandated by the previous 
Congress on Sky Harbor on last year’s 
FAA bill about how it planned to do 
and change with the patterns. It is now 
more than 2 months overdue, with no 
response yet from the FAA. 

Mr. Chairman, this isn’t how our gov- 
ernment is supposed to run, and this is 
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not how the FAA is supposed to oper- 
ate. 

I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT). 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank Representative GALLEGO. I ap- 
preciate that. 

Let’s put some facts around this. 
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Air- 
port is the tenth busiest airport in the 
United States, but we have something 
that is a little unique—and think about 
this because this is coming to your 
neighborhood, too. 

We actually have a downtown air- 
port. Our city grew up around an air- 
port, so it makes traffic patterns and 
the mechanics dealing with it quite 
unique. Also, our big county has about 
4.2 million people in it. It is either the 
third or fourth most populous county 
in the United States—so a huge popu- 
lation. Remember, Arizona has been at- 
tributed as the most urbanized State in 
the country. 

I have a downtown airport, and then 
the FAA goes and starts to change the 
flight patterns. When it becomes one of 
the biggest issues at all of our congres- 
sional offices, they are arrogant; they 
don’t return calls. We point out the 
fact that they are violating last year’s 
law, and they just grin at you and then 
walk out of the meetings with this sort 
of arrogant vanity. 

This is the process we, as Members— 
and remember, there are seven congres- 
sional districts that touch this Phoenix 
metroplex area that all care about this. 
This is our opportunity to at least get 
our voices heard. 

I am going to ask the chairman, 
please consider what is happening to 
4.2 million people in the Phoenix area. 
The fact of the matter is there is well- 
established corridors where you don’t 
have to have the effects on the neigh- 
borhoods, and we can still be moving to 
the NextGen if I could find someone at 
the FAA who would actually listen to 
our concerns. 

Just to finish, this amendment is 
very straightforward. It would just 
simply ensure the FAA does not pro- 
ceed with the redesign of the regional 
airspace around Phoenix Sky Harbor 
International Airport until these issues 
are resolved in the local neighbor- 
hoods. 

Experts tell us that if the flight 
paths in Phoenix are eventually al- 
tered, then the entire metroplex air- 
space will also need to be revisited. By 
asking them to slow down, consider the 
overall effect of what is happening 
now, we are actually going to do them 
a favor by not having them to revisit it 
later on. 

Instead of rushing forward, the FAA 
should do the prudent thing and wait 
until our communities’ concerns have 
been fully addressed. 

In closing, let me just offer a word of 
warning. For those of you who think 
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this is exclusively a Phoenix problem, 
just wait because your city could be 
next, and then you will be dealing ex- 
actly with the same FAA relationship 
that we are dealing with right now, 
someone who is not responsive to the 
concerns of both the local politicians, 
the Members of Congress, and the citi- 
zens. 

Mr. GALLEGO. I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Chairman, I would 
be concerned about the unintended 
consequences of the amendment. We 
don’t know all the potential impacts of 
this amendment, from safety to capac- 
ity to local economics. 

While I sympathize with both these 
gentlemen and I pledged to work with 
the gentleman and his community and 
the FAA to find a resolution, we have 
made an effort in this bill not to legis- 
latively direct specific flight restric- 
tions on flight paths. 

I urge a “no” vote. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOYCE. I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
simply want to add—or to reiterate, I 
might say—that our subcommittee’s 
fiscal year '15 report required the FAA 
to work with the Phoenix community 
on this issue and to report back to the 
committee on these efforts. We are 
still waiting for that report. 

Again, let me reiterate what I said 
earlier. The FAA must be more 
proactive in responding to concerns 
that are raised by communities. These 
are legitimate concerns, and the FAA 
needs to be accountable. 

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SESSIONS 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following new section: 

SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used to support Am- 
trak’s route with the highest loss, measured 
by contributions/(Loss) per Rider, as based 
on the National Railroad Passenger Corpora- 
tion Fiscal Years 2014-2018 Five Year Plan 
from April 2014. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment is very straightforward. It 
would eliminate funding for the abso- 
lute worst performing line at Amtrak, 
the Sunset Limited, which runs from 
New Orleans to Los Angeles. 

The Amtrak Reform and Account- 
ability Act of 1997 required that Am- 
trak operate without any Federal oper- 
ating assistance after 2002. I have since 
then offered this amendment each 
year. 

Amtrak was supposed to be free of 
Federal operating subsidy; yet despite 
this commonsense requirement that 
Amtrak cease their fiscal irrespon- 
sibility and mismanagement, instead, 
they turned to continuing this line 
that costs the taxpayers $405.67 for 
every single ticket that is bought, for 
every single trip. That is $405.67 to sub- 
sidize the travels of passengers from 
New Orleans to Los Angeles, a trip that 
takes nearly 48 hours, assuming the 
train is on time. 

I believe this is exceedingly unlikely 
also because it has a terrible record of 
being on time. According to Amtrak’s 
most recent monthly performance re- 
port, the Sunset Limited was only on 
time 42 percent of the time; yet 100 per- 
cent of the $405 was paid for the ticket. 

This places the Sunset Limited as 
one of the top 10 worst ontime routes 
for any of Amtrak’s routes in its latest 
performance report. 

Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, taxpayers 
should be happy when the train is not 
running, but not running on time, and 
the cost to the taxpayer is prohibitive. 
Why does it run this route when Am- 
trak loses an average of $41 million a 
year? 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment is 
simply to help Amtrak make the tough 
decisions that they appear to be in- 
capable of doing themselves. I think it 
is the first step to instilling a small 
measure of fiscal discipline in Amtrak. 
Failure to do so will only continue Am- 
trak along this process rather them 
being a north-south provider on both 
coasts. 

I hope my colleagues will join me. 
Certainly, I know they are taxpayer 
advocates that believe as I do. I urge 
all my colleagues to support this 
amendment and the underlying legisla- 
tion. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. Our colleague from Texas 
has offered amendments like this in 
the past, an attempt to micromanage 
Amtrak from the floor of the House. I 
don’t think it is a good idea. 

We had a vigorous debate last night 
on the importance of investing in inner 
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city passenger rail. Of course, he will 
get no quarrel from me or other col- 
leagues, I suspect, in arguing for im- 
proved service and arguing for making 
the service more attractive. 

What we are dealing with here—and 
have been through this whole debate— 
is a number of colleagues who simply 
want to defund passenger rail in this 
country, overlooking the fact that 
every mode of transportation is sub- 
sidized to some degree and that the na- 
tional interest requires diverse modes 
of transportation. 

Colleagues seem intent on singling 
out passenger rail for elimination, and 
we have had amendments offered to 
this bill that would do just that. 

This one is more about micromanage- 
ment. It is more about a specific route, 
the Sunset Limited. This would elimi- 
nate the Sunset Limited’s long-dis- 
tance route. It serves communities 
along the southern tier of the United 
States. Actually, it serves more than 
300,000 passengers annually in five 
States: Louisiana, Arizona, Texas, New 
Mexico, and California. 

It is no way to run a railroad, if I 
might say so, and I urge rejection of 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, that 
is 300,000 times $405.67 for every single 
ticket. 

I am not trying to micromanage, nor 
am I trying to kill Amtrak. I vote for 
Amtrak; I am for Amtrak, but they 
also want more and more and need 
more and more resources to help in 
their north-south line in the East 
Coast and the West Coast. 

What they are doing is bleeding off 
their hard-earned money, using the 
subsidy rather than doing what their 
original mission should be. 

Mr. Chair, I think I support all of 
Amtrak, and I am for it. This is not 
micromanaging. It is showing them the 
obvious things which they need to ac- 
complish. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MAXINE WATERS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 
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SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to carry out section 
210 of this Act with respect to the Housing 
Authority of the county of Los Angeles, Cali- 
fornia. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentlewoman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
woman from California. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amend- 
ment that removes the exemption that 
the Housing Authority of the County of 
Los Angeles currently has from the re- 
quirement to have a resident of public 
housing or Section 8 on its governing 
board. 

I am offering this amendment be- 
cause I have learned that HACoLA is 
not in compliance with requirements 
outlined in this exemption, which has 
directly resulted in a lack of meaning- 
ful engagement by residents of the 
housing authority on important policy 
issues affecting the effectiveness of the 
programs that it administers. 

In 1998, Congress passed a law requir- 
ing that the governing body of a public 
housing authority must include at 
least one member who is directly as- 
sisted by the housing authority. This 
provision was an important recognition 
of the need for the perspective and par- 
ticipation of tenants in the governance 
of public housing authorities. It is as 
simple as that. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for an “aye” 
vote, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tlewoman from California (Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SESSIONS 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 


title, insert the following new section: 
SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 


by this Act shall be used to support any Am- 
trak route whose costs exceed 2 times its 
revenues, as based on the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation Fiscal Years 2014-2018 
Five Year Plan from April 2014. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Texas and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, once 
again, I stand in trying to help Amtrak 
to effectively manage its system by 
taking away those routes that are cost 
prohibitive. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment would 
eliminate funding for Amtrak’s long- 
distance routes, which have total di- 
rect costs that are more than twice the 
revenue that they generate. Every sin- 
gle long-distance route that Amtrak 
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provides—those of over 400 miles in 
length—operates at a loss every month. 
Eleven routes cost double the amount 
of revenue they create. 

Oh, by the way, Mr. Chair—and this 
is true since 1997 when I came to Con- 
gress—these routes are ineffective and 
waste valuable taxpayer money, as well 
as money that could be used in the sys- 
tem for highly used routes for the safe- 
ty and security of their passengers on 
north-south routes. 

Some argue that many travelers can- 
not afford to fly and they need a less 
expensive travel alternative. However, 
for most of these routes, bus tickets 
and plane tickets are less expensive, 
more efficient, and more frequently on 
time. 

Combined, these 11 routes cost the 
American taxpayer about $500 million 
in fiscal year 2014 alone. Four lines 
cost over $50 million each. I think it is 
clear that government-subsidized rail 
service on Amtrak does not make eco- 
nomic sense if they have enough money 
to bleed off $500 million with routes 
that cost twice in expense what they 
generate in revenue, so I am offering 
this amendment again. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this amendment and the underlying 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi- 
tion. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment offered by our friend from 
Texas. This amendment outdoes his 
last one. 

We are now talking about elimi- 
nating nine routes, with a total rider- 
ship of over 2 million people: the Car- 
dinal and Capitol Limited routes from 
D.C. to Chicago, through West Vir- 
ginia, Pennsylvania, Kentucky, Ohio, 
Indiana; the Southern Crescent, New 
York City to New Orleans; the Coast 
Starlight, along the coast of California, 
Oregon, and Washington. 

To elaborate further on our opposi- 
tion, I yield 2 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the 
gentleman's courtesy. I appreciate him 
referencing the Coast Starlight. 

This is a self-fulfilling prophecy. 
Congress has created a difficult situa- 
tion for Amtrak, consistently short- 
changing maintenance and capital. 

As my good friend from North Caro- 
lina points out, all modes of transpor- 
tation in this country are subsidized by 
the public. Amtrak is no exception. It 
provides a variety of services for peo- 
ple. 

We are watching on the West Coast 
ridership increase. It provides an im- 
portant opportunity for businesspeople. 
If you talk to businesspeople in Se- 
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attle, in Portland, they would say they 
would like the Federal Government to 
invest more. It has made a big dif- 
ference for how they conduct business. 

Part of the strength is having a net- 
work. Make no mistake, we are, in 
fact, going to have a passenger rail net- 
work in the United States, despite con- 
sistent efforts to chop away and mini- 
mize it. 

China, 6 years ago, had no high-speed 
rail. Today, they are moving more pas- 
sengers than the entire air fleet in the 
United States. We will have higher 
speed rail, but the question is whether 
we are going to build on what we have 
got—American built, American man- 
aged—or we will wait until it deterio- 
rates, gets so bad that we end up with 
a design-build to China, paying more, 
shipping the profits and the work over- 
seas. 

I would suggest it is far better to pro- 
tect what we have now, build on the 
progress, not undo the network, and 
most certainly reject this amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman. 

I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JOYCE). 

Mr. JOYCE. I oppose the gentleman’s 
amendment. This amendment has far- 
reaching implications, and it would 
shut down 9 of 15 long-distance routes. 

I do not believe that an appropria- 
tions bill is the place to do this. This 
would need to be carefully debated and 
discussed by the committee of jurisdic- 
tion. 

For these reasons, I urge a “no” vote 
on the amendment. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, look, 
I made a mistake. I came here from 
business. I came here as somebody that 
had to operate within the bounds of 
common sense and doing things that 
made sense with money and opportuni- 
ties. 

I will just say to you, Mr. Chairman, 
I am going to stay after this issue. I 
am all for Amtrak, but not when they 
continue to have routes that cost twice 
what the revenue is. 

This is what our airlines did for a 
long time. They provided service, and 
they went broke, and then we want to 
turn around and say we are going to 
subsidize the airlines. Marketplace 
ideas work, and that is why we are a 
capitalist country. 

I urge my colleagues to think over 
this commonsense amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post- 
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SCHIFF 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. _. None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used to enforce section 
47524 of title 49, United States Code, or part 
161 of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, 
with regard to noise or access restrictions or 
to enforce section 47107 of title 49, United 
States Code, with regard to access restric- 
tion on the operation of aircraft by the oper- 
ate of Bob Hope Airport in Burbank, Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. SCHIFF (during the reading). Mr. 
Chair, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from California and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to support 
the amendment that I am offering 
along with my southern California col- 
league, Mr. SHERMAN. 

The amendment would allow the Bur- 
bank Bob Hope Airport to implement a 
nighttime curfew between 10 p.m. and 7 
a.m. and restore local control to the 
community that has been denied to 
them for decades. 

Thousands of residents of southern 
California’s San Fernando Valley who 
live under the flight paths or near the 
terminals at the Bob Hope Airport en- 
dure the house-shaking noise of air 
traffic during the day and suffer the 
jarring interruption of their sleep that 
is caused by a roaring jet taking off or 
landing. 

I want to also distinguish this meas- 
ure. I know my colleagues have heard 
some other curfew measures today, and 
without detracting from them, I want 
to point out that the facts of this one 
are quite different. This is, I think, a 
unique case in the case of Burbank air- 
port. 

When Congress passed the 1990 Air- 
port Noise and Control Act, ANCA, it 
intended to permit airports to imple- 
ment noise restrictions if they met cer- 
tain requirements. At that time, Con- 
gress exempted several airports from 
the law’s requirements for FAA ap- 
proval of new noise rules if they had 
preexisting noise rules in effect to ad- 
dress local concerns. So airports were 
grandfathered in when ANCA was 
passed; but because of a mistake, Bob 
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Hope Airport, which had a curfew in 
place, did not get grandfathered in. 

The Bob Hope Airport in Burbank 
was one of the first airports in the 
country, in fact, to impose a curfew 
and has a long history of curfews but, 
unfortunately, was not given the pro- 
tection of the grandfather provision of 
ANCA that several other similar air- 
ports received. This amendment would 
correct this inequity and put Bob Hope 
on the same footing as several other 
airports across the country that had 
curfews before ANCA’s passage. 

It doesn’t set a precedent in terms of 
other airports, and this would be 
uniquely confined to the situation in- 
volving Bob Hope. By correcting the 
omission of not allowing Bob Hope Air- 
port to implement on a permanent and 
mandatory basis curfew which it had, 
in effect, informally in the 1980s, we 
would return local control to the com- 
munity that has sought it for years. 

It is also important for my col- 
leagues to understand the impact this 
will have on aviation in southern Cali- 
fornia. There will be no impact on com- 
mercial flights—zero. Almost all com- 
mercial airlines already voluntarily 
abide by the voluntary curfew at Bob 
Hope, and the impact on general avia- 
tion will be limited to two nighttime 
landings. The impact, however, will be 
significant for people trying to get 
sleep that are disrupted by those small 
number of flights. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support this. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from southern California 
(Mr. SHERMAN), my colleague. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for putting for- 
ward this amendment. 

Bob Hope is a local neighborhood air- 
port. Only through a technicality was 
it denied a curfew. All the commercial 
carriers already adhere to that curfew. 
We have a handful of nighttime flights 
that could easily go through one of the 
larger airports in the Los Angeles area. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is a 
good balance between the needs for 
commercial aviation on the one hand 
and the need to sleep on the other. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I just 
want to make one final point. This 
amendment had bipartisan support last 
year. It came within just three or four 
votes of passage. Because of the unique 
situation facing the Burbank Airport, I 
would urge unique consideration of cor- 
recting the injustice when Bob Hope 
was not grandfathered as it should 
have been. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge support of the 
amendment, and I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the noes ap- 
peared to have it. 
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Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. 
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POSEY 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Transportation to authorize exempt facil- 
ity bonds to finance passenger rail projects 
which do not use vehicles that are reason- 
ably expected to be capable of attaining a 
maximum speed in excess of 150 miles per 
hour between scheduled stops as defined in 
section 142 of title 26, United States Code. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, exempt 
facility bonds are special tax-exempt 
financing instruments designed to help 
raise funds for important infrastruc- 
ture projects like airports, waste man- 
agement facilities, highways, and other 
transportation needs. 

In fact our current law, 26 U.S.C. Sec- 
tion 142, clearly lists 15 specific cat- 
egories of projects that can receive fi- 
nancing through the use of exempt fa- 
cility bonds. 

One area where the law restricts the 
ability of the Department of Transpor- 
tation to authorize exempt facility 
bonds is to finance passenger rail, 
which it limits to high-speed rail that 
can reasonably attain the speed of 150 
miles per hour between stops. Yet the 
Department of Transportation has de- 
cided to ignore the law and authorize 
bonds for projects that clearly do not 
qualify. 

Whatever views Members have on 
passenger rail, my amendment would 
simply ensure that the Department of 
Transportation follows the law in au- 
thorizing the use of tax-exempt bonds, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this commonsense amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. All in Florida re- 
ceived a private activity bond alloca- 
tion to issue these bonds. There is no 
provision in this particular section of 
U.S. Code that requires a passenger rail 
project to achieve 150 miles per hour. 
This amendment would prevent DOT 
from taking any potential further steps 
on this very, very important project. If 


Chairman, I de- 


8647 


for some reason, let’s say the project 
needed a small extension, DOT could 
not process it. 

Now, the passenger rail line that 
would link Miami to Orlando, frankly, 
is an important project to the State of 
Florida and one that I fully support, 
Mr. Chairman. We have to remember it 
is being done by the private sector. So 
I don’t think that we should be looking 
at creating any unnecessary restric- 
tions, any barriers or uncertainty for 
this project as it moves forward. It is a 
project—potentially, I think, the first 
of its kind in the country—where you 
have the private sector assuming most, 
if not almost all, of the risk. You have 
the private sector who is going to be 
involved in it. The numbers can’t be 
made up, cooked or anything, because 
it is the private sector who is doing 
this and who will ultimately be held 
accountable by their shareholders. 

Mr. Chairman, I respectfully ask for 
a “no” vote on this amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, with all 
due respect, there is nothing in this 
amendment that adds any restrictive 
impediments whatsoever. It only re- 
quires that the Department of Trans- 
portation follow the law when they al- 
locate these funds. 

Although this is being called a pri- 
vate project, the taxpayers will be on 
the hook for over $1.7 billion—that is 
$1.7 billion. So I think it is important 
in the interests of protecting our tax- 
payers, certainly, that we make sure 
the Department of Transportation fol- 
lows the law. 

If there weren’t a propensity already 
demonstrated not to follow the law, 
then I would not have to bother with 
this amendment. But it is clear there 
are some intentions to violate the pro- 
visions of the law and do things that 
they are not authorized to do. That is 
why I urge my colleagues to support 
this commonsense amendment to bring 
accountability and protect taxpayers 
for $1.7 billion. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Florida (Mr. POSEY). 

The question was taken; and the Act- 
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro- 
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BLUMENAUER 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill, before the short 
title, insert the following: 


8648 


SEC. _. The amount otherwise provided 
by this Act for necessary expenses for the 
“Department of Transportation, Office of the 
Secretary, Salaries and Expenses” is hereby 
reduced by $1. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Oregon and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, 
my heart goes out to the chairman and 
ranking member for the task that they 
have been given. People have appro- 
priately condemned and opposed many 
of the provisions. As people dig into 
the bill, the more they see, the worse it 
looks: slashing TIGER grant funding, 
no funding for high-speed rail, cutting 
Amtrak, and overall reductions. No 
wonder it has drawn a veto threat. But 
it is definitely not the fault of the com- 
mittee. They have been given an im- 
possible task. They have been re- 
quested to finance the Federal Govern- 
ment’s transportation responsibilities 
in 2015 with 1993 dollars. 

Our country is falling apart while we 
are falling behind the rest of the world. 
We are of a generation when some of us 
can remember the United States hav- 
ing the finest infrastructure in the 
world. We had rail passenger service, 
airlines, superb highways and transit. 
Those days have long since passed. We 
are watching the deterioration of tran- 
sit. The squabbling here over Amtrak 
is really dealing with a failing system 
because it is a symptom of our inabil- 
ity to invest in the future—just one, 
but a very glaring symbol. 

Sadly, Mr. Chairman, in the 55 
months that my Republican friends 
have taken over Congress, we have not 
had a single hearing in the Ways and 
Means Committee, on which I serve, for 
our responsibility for funding transpor- 
tation. We have not increased the gas 
tax in 22 years. 

Mr. Chairman, in the last 6 months, 
six Republican States have raised the 
gas tax, and we can’t even have a hear- 
ing on a proposal that is supported by 
the U.S. Chamber, by the AFL-CIO, by 
the AAA, the truckers, contractors, 
transit, bicyclists, and everybody in 
between. As a result, we continue to 
limp along. 

What did we do late last month? We 
extended the transportation funding 
for the 33rd time on a short-term basis. 
What country ever became great build- 
ing its infrastructure 6 months at a 
time? We will be dealing with this in 
another 2 months. 

Mr. Chairman, I would suggest that 
we deal with this bill as best we do, be- 
cause it is not adequate. I am going to 
oppose it. But the bill is a symptom of 
the failure of my Republican col- 
leagues to face what other entities 
have done, including red Republican 
States. 

Why don’t we come back next week 
and put the Ways and Means Com- 
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Then we can have the authorizing 
committee not mess around with a cou- 
ple of months’ extension but get down 
to work to fashion a 6-year, com- 
prehensive transportation bill that will 
put hundreds of thousands of people to 
work in communities all across the 
country, making them more livable, 
making our families safer, healthier, 
and more economically secure. 

We shouldn’t be caught in this trap 
of our own making. Let’s step up, in- 
vest in the future, and do our job. 

Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POSEY 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Transportation to make a loan in an 
amount that exceeds $600,000,000 under title 
V of the Railroad Revitalization and Regu- 
latory Reform Act of 1976 (45 U.S.C. 821 et 
seq.). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 287, the gentleman 
from Florida and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, the Rail- 
road Rehabilitation & Improvement Fi- 
nancing program, or RRIF program, 
provides direct loans and loan guaran- 
tees to finance the development of rail- 
road infrastructure. Under the pro- 
gram, the Federal Railroad Adminis- 
tration is authorized to provide direct 
loans and loan guarantees of up to $35 
billion to finance development of rail- 
road infrastructure. 

Since 2002, the Federal Railroad Ad- 
ministration has made 35 loans which 
demonstrate the importance of this 
program to our Nation's railroads. No 
doubt about that. However, only five of 
these loans have ever met or exceeded 
$100 million. Two of those were to Am- 
trak. In fact, prior to this year, the 
largest RRIF loan ever made was to 
Amtrak in 2011 for $562 million. 

My amendment ensures funds are 
spent responsibly on viable railroad 
projects and taxpayer risk is mini- 
mized by limiting loan amounts to $600 
million. 
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I urge my colleagues to support my 
fiscally responsible amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min- 
utes. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment prohibits the Depart- 
ment of Transportation from making a 
Railroad Rehabilitation & Improve- 
ment Financing loan that exceeds $600 
million, as the chairman said. 

Now, I know that $600 million, frank- 
ly, is a lot of money, and it sounds like 
a lot of money because it is; but when 
we are dealing with financing of rail- 
road projects, it is just really not. This 
low loan ceiling is way too restrictive, 
and it would eliminate valuable 
projects, by the way, including some 
safety projects from being even consid- 
ered for a loan. It has really far-reach- 
ing effects, and it could impact, frank- 
ly, every railroad entity in America. 
For example, there are railroads that 
are using this RRIF loan for positive 
train control—for positive train con- 
trol. 

So, again, it is unduly restrictive. I 
think it could have some far-reaching, 
negative effects. So I would respect- 
fully ask for a “no” vote. I cannot sup- 
port this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PRICE). 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the subcommittee 
chairman for yielding. 

I simply want to underscore his oppo- 
sition to this amendment. It would 
block Amtrak’s loan request for $2.5 
billion for new Acela high-speed train 
sets. This loan would make it possible 
to upgrade Amtrak’s best and most 
profitable service, but one that is se- 
verely stressed. 

We need to remind ourselves that the 
cars in which people died in Philadel- 
phia were 40 years old. We desperately 
need the kind of investment that this 
loan would make possible. As the 
chairman has stressed, this may turn 
out to be the way that we can fund 
positive train control. It may be the 
only way, given other limitations in 
the bill, other limitations in Amtrak 
funding. 

It would prevent loans that exceed 
$600 million for other purposes, includ- 
ing safety purposes. This is a very, 
very ill-advised amendment. I urge col- 
leagues to reject it. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, it has 
been said that this could be restrictive. 
Well, I just want to point out that 
never, ever before this year in the his- 
tory of this program have they ever 
loaned $600 million under this program, 
and so I don’t think it is unduly re- 
strictive. 
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I mentioned discussing some other rent Vice President of the United States and Roll No. 298] 
amendments, and I am staring down President of the United States Senate, Jo- 
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tleman from Florida (Mr. POSEY). Texas). Pursuant to clause 6 of rule pimers (NC)  MoCaul > Tiberi 
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Hastings Marino Schiff 
Heck (WA) Matsui Schrader 
Higgins McCollum Scott (VA) 
Hinojosa McDermott Scott, David 
Honda McGovern Serrano 
Hoyer McKinley Sewell (AL) 
Huelskamp McMorris Sherman 
Huffman Rodgers Shimkus 
Jeffries A 
Jenkins (WV) Moolenaar Pam 
Johnson (GA) Mooney (WV) Sires 
Johnson (OH) Moore Slaughter 
Johnson, E. B. Moulton Smith (NE) 
Jolly Mullin i 
Joyce Murphy (FL) Smith (WA) 
Kaptur Murphy (PA) Speier 
Katko Nadler Stefanik 
Keating Napolitano Stivers 
Kelly (IL) Neal Swalwell (CA) 
Kennedy Noem Takai 
Kildee Nolan Takano 
Kilmer Norcross Thompson (CA) 
Kind O’Rourke Thompson (MS) 
King (IA) Pallone Thompson (PA) 
King (NY) Pascrell Tipton 
Kirkpatrick Payne Titus 
Knight Pearce Tonko 
Kuster Pelosi Torres 
Langevin Perlmutter Tsongas 
Larsen (WA) Peters Turner 
Larson (CT) Peterson Valadao 
Lawrence Pingree Van Hollen 
Lee Pitts Vargas 
Davin Pocan, Veasey 
Lewis Poliquin Vela 
Lieu, Ted Price (NC) 2 
Lipinski Quigley Velazquez 
LoBiondo Rangel Visclosky 
Loebsack Reichert Walz 
Lofgren Richmond Wasserman 
Lowenthal Rigell Schultz s 
Lowey Rogers (KY) Waters, Maxine 
Lucas Ros-Lehtinen Watson Coleman 
Luetkemeyer Rothfus Weber (TX) 
Lujan Grisham Roybal-Allard Welch 
(NM) Ruiz Westerman 
Lujan, Ben Ray Ruppersberger Whitfield 
(NM) Rush Wilson (SC) 
Lummis Sanchez, Linda Womack 
Lynch Ts Yarmuth 
Maloney, Sanchez, Loretta Young (AK) 
Carolyn Sarbanes Zeldin 
Maloney, Sean Schakowsky Zinke 
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Adams Jackson Lee Stewart 
Brady (TX) Meeks Wilson (FL) 
Conyers Nugent 
Doyle, Michael Rice (NY) 
F. Smith (NJ) 
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Messrs. SHIMKUS, RODNEY DAVIS 
of Illinois, CALVERT, WEBER of 
Texas, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mrs. LUMMIS, Mrs. NOEM, and Mr. 
STIVERS changed their vote from 
“aye” to “no” 

Messrs. PALAZZO, GOHMERT, and 
FARENTHOLD changed their vote 
from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. WALBERG 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. POE of 
Texas). The unfinished business is the 
demand for a recorded vote on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 


RECORDED VOTE 


has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 


minute vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 235, noes 189, 


not voting 8, 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 


as follows: 
[Roll No. 299] 


AYES—235 


Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norcross 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
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Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 

Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 

Ross 

Rothfus 
Rouzer 

Royce 

Russell 

Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 

Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 

Torres 

Trott 

Turner 

Upton 

Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 

Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 

Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


June 4, 2015 


NOES—189 

Aguilar Gallego Moulton 
Ashford Garamendi Murphy (FL) 
Bass Graham Nadler 
Beatty Grayson Napolitano 
Becerra Green, Al Neal 
Bera Green, Gene Nolan 
Beyer Grijalva O’Rourke 
Bishop (GA) Gutiérrez Pallone 
Blumenauer Hahn Pascrell 
Bonamici Hanna Payne 
Boyle, Brendan Hastings Pelosi 

F. Heck (NV) Perlmutter 
Brady (PA) Heck (WA) Peters 
Brown (FL) Higgins Pingree 
Brownley (CA) Himes Pocan 
Burgess Hinojosa Price (NC) 
Bustos Honda Quigley 
Butterfield Hoyer Rangel 
Capps Huffman Rice (NY) 
Capuano Israel Richmond 
Cárdenas Jeffries Roybal-Allard 
Carney Johnson (GA) Ruiz 
Carson (IN) Johnson, E. B. Ruppersberger 
Cartwright Kaptur Rush 
Castor (FL) Keating Ryan (OH) 
Castro (TX) Kelly (IL) Sánchez, Linda 
Chaffetz Kennedy T 
Chu, Judy Kildee Sanchez, Loretta 
Cicilline Kilmer Sarbanes 
Clark (MA) Kind Schakowsky 
Clarke (NY) Kirkpatrick Schiff 
Clay Kuster Schrader 
Cleaver Langevin Scott (VA) 
Clyburn Larsen (WA) Scott, David 
Cohen Larson (CT) Serrano 
Connolly Lawrence Sessions 
Cooper Lee Sewell (AL) 
Costa Levin Sherman 
Courtney Lewis Sires 
Crowley Lieu, Ted Slaughter 
Cuellar Lipinski Smith (NJ) 
Cummings Loebsack Smith (WA) 
Davis (CA) Lofgren Speier 
Davis, Danny Lowenthal Swalwell (CA) 
DeFazio Lowey Takai 
DeGette Lujan Grisham Takano 
Delaney (NM) Thompson (CA) 
DeLauro Luján, Ben Ray Thompson (MS) 
DelBene (NM) Titus 
Dent Lynch Tonko 
DeSaulnier MacArthur Tsongas 
Deutch Maloney, Van Hollen 
Dingell Carolyn Vargas 
Doggett Maloney, Sean Veasey 
Duckworth Matsui Vela 
Edwards McCollum Velázquez 
Ellison McDermott Visclosky 
Engel McGovern Wasserman 
Eshoo McKinley Schultz 
Esty McNerney Waters, Maxine 
Farr Meeks Watson Coleman 
Fattah Meng Welch 
Foster Mica Wilson (FL) 
Frankel (FL) Mooney (WV) Yarmuth 
Fudge Moore Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—8 
Adams Doyle, Michael Massie 
Brady (TX) F; Nugent 
Conyers Jackson Lee Stewart 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Messrs. MULLIN, RICE of South 
Carolina, and BOST changed their vote 
from “no” to “aye.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 299 
| was unavoidably detained. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “yes.” 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 


June 4, 2015 


gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re- 
minded that the 2-minute voting limit 
will be strictly enforced. This is a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and a result was announced. The 
vote was subsequently vacated by order 
of the Committee, and the amendment 
was disposed of by rollcall No. 308. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 
No. 300, had | been present, | would have 
voted “no.” 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CARTWRIGHT 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CARTWRIGHT) on which further pro- 
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 176, noes 247, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 301] 


is a 2- 


AYES—176 

Aguilar Connolly Grayson 
Bass Conyers Green, Al 
Beatty Cooper Green, Gene 
Becerra Courtney Griffith 
Bera Crowley Grijalva 
Beyer Cummings Hahn 
Bishop (GA) Davis (CA) Heck (WA) 
Blumenauer Davis, Danny Higgins 
Bonamici DeFazio Himes 
Boyle, Brendan DeGette Hinojosa 

F. Delaney Honda 
Brady (PA) DeLauro Hoyer 
Brown (FL) DelBene Huffman 
Brownley (CA) DeSaulnier Israel 
Bustos Deutch Jeffries 
Butterfield Dingell Johnson (GA) 
Capps Doggett Johnson, E. B. 
Capuano Duckworth Joyce 
Cárdenas Edwards Kaptur 
Carney Ellison Keating 
Carson (IN) Engel Kelly (IL) 
Carter (GA) Eshoo Kennedy 
Cartwright Esty Kildee 
Castor (FL) Farr Kilmer 
Castro (TX) Fattah Kind 
Chu, Judy Fitzpatrick Kuster 
Cicilline Foster Langevin 
Clark (MA) Frankel (FL) Larsen (WA) 
Clay Gabbard Larson (CT) 
Cleaver Gallego Lee 
Clyburn Garamendi Levin 
Cohen Graham Lieu, Ted 


LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 
Boustany 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 

Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 


Payne 

Pelosi 

Peters 

Pingree 

Pocan 

Poe (TX) 

Polis 

Price (NC) 

Price, Tom 

Quigley 

Rangel 

Rice (NY) 

Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 


NOES—247 


Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 

Jones 

Jordan 
Katko 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
Lawrence 


Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (NE) 

Smith (NJ) 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Visclosky 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Whitfield 

Yarmuth 


Lewis 
Lipinski 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
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Ross Smith (TX) Weber (TX) 
Rothfus Stefanik Webster (FL) 
Rouzer Stivers Wenstrup 
Royce Stutzman Westerman 
Russell Thompson (PA) Westmoreland 
Ryan (WI) Thornberry Williams 
ere Toen Wilson (FL) 
anfor ipton : 
Scalise Trott el 
Schrader Turner Womack 
Schweikert Upton 
Scott, Austin Valadao Woodall 
Sensenbrenner Wagner Yoder 
Sessions Walberg Yoho 
Shimkus Walden Young (AK) 
Shuster Walker Young (IA) 
Simpson Walorski Young (IN) 
Sinema Walters, Mimi Zeldin 
Smith (MO) Walz Zinke 
NOT VOTING—9 
Adams Gutiérrez Rokita 
Brady (TX) Jackson Lee Stewart 


Doyle, Michael 
F. 


Noem 
Nugent 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 


Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 301, 
had | been present, | would have voted “no.” 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair, on June 
4, 2015 | inadvertently voted “yea” on rollcall 
No. 301. | would like to state that | intended 
to vote “no.” 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR- 
RETT) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 


is a 2- 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 160, noes 266, 
not voting 6, as follows: 


[Roll No. 302] 


AYES—160 
Abraham Chaffetz Gohmert 
Allen Clawson (FL) Goodlatte 
Amash Coffman Gosar 
Ashford Collins (GA) Gowdy 
Babin Collins (NY) Graham 
Barr Conaway Graves (GA) 
Barton Cook Graves (LA) 
Bilirakis Cramer Griffith 
Bishop (UT) Crawford Grothman 
Blackburn DeSantis Guinta 
Blum DeSaulnier Hanna 
Boustany DesJarlais Harris 
Brady (PA) Duncan (SC) Hartzler 
Bra’ Emmer (MN) Hensarling 
Bridenstine Fincher Herrera Beutler 
Brooks (AL) Fleischmann Hice, Jody B. 
Brooks (IN) Fleming Hill 
Brownley (CA) Flores Holding 
Buchanan Forbes Hudson 
Buck Fortenberry Huelskamp 
Burgess Franks (AZ) Huffman 
Byrne Frelinghuysen Huizenga (MI) 
Carter (GA) Gabbard Hurd (TX) 
Chabot Garrett Hurt (VA) 
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Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 

Jordan 

Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 

Knight 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McKinley 
Meadows 
Messer 

Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 


Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Barletta 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Black 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bos 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brown (FL) 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 


Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rokita 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 


NOES—266 


Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Engel 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 

Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 

Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hardy 
Harper 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
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Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (TX) 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Torres 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walker 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Young (IN) 
Zinke 


Kilmer 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 


Pingree Schakowsky Trott 
Pocan Schiff Tsongas 
Poe (TX) Schrader Turner 
Price (NC) Scott (VA) Upton 
Quigley Scott, David Valadao 
Rangel Serrano Van Hollen 
Reed Sewell (AL) Vargas 
Reichert Sherman Veasey 
Renacci Shuster Vela 
Rice (NY) Simpson Velazquez 
Richmond Sinema Visclosky 
Rigell Sires Walden 
Roby Slaughter Walorski 
Rogers (KY) Smith (NE) Walters, Mimi 
Rohrabacher Smith (NJ) Walz 
Rooney (FL) Smith (WA) Wasserman 
Ros-Lehtinen Speier Schultz 
Roskam Stefanik Waters, Maxine 
Rouzer Stivers Watson Coleman 
Roybal-Allard Swalwell (CA) Welch 
Ruiz Takai Whitfield 
Ruppersberger Takano Wilson (FL) 
Rush Thompson (CA) Womack 
Ryan (OH) Thompson (MS) Yarmuth 
Sanchez, Linda Thompson (PA) Yoho 

Te Tiberi Young (AK) 
Sanchez, Loretta Titus Young (IA) 
Sarbanes Tonko Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—6 

Adams Doyle, Michael Nugent 
Brady (TX) F Stewart 


Jackson Lee 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS OF 
ALABAMA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 143, noes 283, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 303] 


AYES—143 
Aderholt Collins (GA) Hartzler 
Allen Conaway Heck (NV) 
Amash Crawford Hensarling 
Babin DeSantis Hice, Jody B. 
Barton DesJarlais Hill 
Benishek Duffy Holding 
Bilirakis Duncan (SC) Hudson 
Bishop (UT) Duncan (TN) Huelskamp 
Black Emmer (MN) Huizenga (MI) 
Blackburn Fincher Hultgren 
Blum Fleischmann Hunter 
Brat Fleming Hurd (TX) 
Bridenstine Flores Hurt (VA) 
Brooks (AL) Foxx Issa 
Brooks (IN) Franks (AZ) Jenkins (KS) 
Buchanan Gohmert Johnson (OH) 
Buck Goodlatte Johnson, Sam 
Burgess Gosar Jones 
Byrne Gowdy Jordan 
Carter (GA) Graves (GA) King (IA) 
Chabot Graves (LA) Kline 
Chaffetz Grothman Knight 
Clawson (FL) Guthrie Labrador 
Coffman Harris Lamborn 


Latta 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Noem 

Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 


Abraham 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Barr 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 


June 4, 2015 


Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ross 

Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 


NOES—283 


Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Engel 

Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 

Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 


Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Woodall 
Yoder 

Yoho 

Young (IA) 


Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
LaMalfa 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pitts 
Pocan 
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Poe (TX) Scott (VA) Turner 
Poliquin Scott, David Upton 
Price (NC) Serrano Valadao 
Quigley Sewell (AL) Van Hollen 
Rangel Sherman Vargas 
Reed Shimkus Veasey 
Reichert Shuster Vela 
Renacci Simpson Velazquez 
Rice (NY) Sinema Visclosky 
Richmond Sires 
Rigell Slaughter var e 
Rogers (KY) Smith (NJ) Walden 
Rokita Smith (WA) 
Ros-Lehtinen Speier Walz 
> Wasserman 

Roskam Stefanik Schultz 
Rothfus Stivers . 
Roybal-Allard  Swalwel (Ca) Waters, Maxine 
Ruiz Takai Watson Coleman 
Ruppersberger Takano We Ich 
Rush Thompson (CA) Whitfield 
Ryan (OH) Thompson (MS) Wilson (FL) 
Sanchez, Linda Thompson (PA) Wittman 

T. Tiberi Womack 
Sanchez, Loretta Titus Yarmuth 
Sarbanes Tonko Young (AK) 
Schakowsky Torres Young (IN) 
Schiff Trott Zeldin 
Schrader Tsongas Zinke 


NOT VOTING—6 


Adams Doyle, Michael 


Brady (TX) F. 
Jackson Lee 


Nugent 
Stewart 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS OF 

ALABAMA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 139, noes 286, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 304] 


is a 2- 


AYES—139 
Abraham Carter (GA) Gohmert 
Aderholt Chabot Goodlatte 
Allen Chaffetz Gosar 
Amash Clawson (FL) Gowdy 
Babin Coffman Graves (GA) 
Barton Collins (GA) Grothman 
Benishek Conaway Guthrie 
Bilirakis Crawford Harris 
Bishop (MI) DeSantis Hartzler 
Bishop (UT) DesJarlais Heck (NV) 
Black Duffy Hensarling 
Blackburn Duncan (SC) Hice, Jody B. 
Blum Duncan (TN) Hill 
Boustany Emmer (MN) Holding 
Brat Fincher Hudson 
Bridenstine Fleischmann Huelskamp 
Brooks (AL) Fleming Huizenga (MI) 
Buck Flores Hunter 
Burgess Foxx Hurd (TX) 
Byrne Franks (AZ) Hurt (VA) 


Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 

Jordan 

King (IA) 
Kline 

Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 

Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Mooney (WV) 


Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Barr 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 


Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Roby 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney (FL) 
Ross 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 


NOES—286 


DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Engel 

Eshoo 

Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 

Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hultgren 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 

Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 


Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Woodall 

Yoho 

Young (IA) 


Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
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Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pitts 

Pocan 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 

Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 

Ryan (OH) 


Adams 
Brady (TX) 


Sanchez, Linda 
T; 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 


NOT VOTING—7 


Doyle, Michael 
F. 
Graves (LA) 
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Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 
Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 

Zinke 


Jackson Lee 
Nugent 
Stewart 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. CAPPS 


The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 202, noes 222, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 305] 


is a 2- 


AYES—202 

Aguilar Cardenas Crowley 
Ashford Carney Cummings 
Bass Carson (IN) Davis (CA) 
Beatty Cartwright Davis, Danny 
Becerra Castor (FL) DeFazio 
Benishek Castro (TX) DeGette 
Bera Chu, Judy Delaney 
Beyer Cicilline DeLauro 
Bishop (GA) Clark (MA) DelBene 
Blumenauer Clarke (NY) Dent 
Bonamici Clay DeSaulnier 
Boyle, Brendan Cleaver Deutch 

F. Clyburn Dingell 
Brady (PA) Cohen Doggett 
Brooks (AL) Connolly Dold 
Brown (FL) Conyers Donovan 
Brownley (CA) Cooper Duckworth 
Bustos Costa Edwards 
Butterfield Costello (PA) Ellison 
Capps Courtney Engel 
Capuano Crawford Eshoo 
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Esty 

Farr 

Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Goodlatte 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 

King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bos 
Boustany 
Bra 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 

Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 

Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 


Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Miller (MI) 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 


NOES—222 


DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 

Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 

Gosar 

Gowdy 

Graham 
Granger 

Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 

Guthrie 

Hanna 

Hardy 

Harper 

Harris 

Hartzler 

Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 

Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
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Richmond 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Linda 
DE 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Scott, David 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (NJ) 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Upton 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velázquez 

Visclosky 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Yarmuth 


Hurd (TX) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 
Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Moolenaar 
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The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 176, noes 247, 
answered “present” 1, not voting 8, as 
follows: 


[Roll No. 306] 


Mullin Rogers (KY) Thornberry 
Mulvaney Rohrabacher Tiberi 
Murphy (FL) Rokita Tipton 
Murphy (PA) Rooney (FL) Trott 
Neugebauer Ros-Lehtinen Turner 
Newhouse Roskam Valadao 
Noem Ross Wagner 
Nunes Rothfus Walberg 
Olson Rouzer Walden 
Palazzo Royce Walker 
Palmer Russell Walorski 
Paulsen Ryan (WI) Walters, Mimi 
Pearce Salmon Weber (TX) 
Perry Sanford Webster (FL) 
Pittenger Scalise Wenstrup 
Poe (TX) Schweikert Westerman 
Poliquin Scott, Austin Westmoreland 
Pompeo Sensenbrenner Whitfield 
Posey Sessions Williams 
Price, Tom Shimkus Wilson (SC) 
Ratcliffe Shuster Wittman 
Reed Simpson Womack 
Reichert Sinema Woodall 
Renacci Smith (MO) Yoder 
Ribble Smith (NE) Yoho 
Rice (SC) Smith (TX) Young (AK) 
Rigell Stefanik Young (IA) 
Roby Stivers Young (IN) 
Roe (TN) Stutzman Zeldin 
Rogers (AL) Thompson (PA) Zinke 
NOT VOTING—8 
Adams Doyle, Michael Keating 
Brady (TX) F. Nugent 
Cramer Jackson Lee Stewart 
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Messrs. HILL and YOUNG of Iowa 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to “no.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Chair, during 
rollcall vote No. 305 on H.R. 2577, | mistak- 
enly recorded my vote as “no” when | should 
have voted “yes.” 

VACATING PROCEEDINGS ON AMENDMENT 
OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that pro- 
ceedings on rollcall No. 300 be vacated 
to the end that the Chair resume pro- 
ceedings on the request for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY) at the end of the current series 
of postponed proceedings. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec- 
tion, 2-minute voting will continue. 

There was no objection. 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. LEE) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre- 
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 

The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 
minute vote. 


AYES—176 
Abraham Fattah Moore 
Aguilar Fincher Moulton 
Amash Foster Mulvaney 
Ashford Fudge Nadler 
Bass Gabbard Napolitano 
Beatty Gallego Neal 
Becerra Green, Al Nolan 
Bera Green, Gene O’Rourke 
Beyer Grijalva Pelosi 
Bishop (GA) Hahn Perlmutter 
Blumenauer Heck (WA) Peters 
Bonamici Higgins Peterson 
Boustany Himes Pingree 
Brady (PA) Hinojosa Pocan 
Brown (FL) Honda Polis 
Brownley (CA) Hoyer Price (NC) 
Bustos Huelskamp Rangel 
Butterfield Huffman Ribble 
Capps Israel Rice (NY) 
Capuano Jeffries Richmond 
Carney Johnson (GA) Roybal-Allard 
Carson (IN) Johnson, E. B. Ruiz 
Cartwright Jolly Ruppersberger 
Castor (FL) Jones Rush 
Castro (TX) Kaptur Ryan (OH) 
Chaffetz Keating Sanchez, Linda 
Chu, Judy Kelly (IL) T. 
Cicilline Kennedy Sanchez, Loretta 
Clark (MA) Kildee Sanford 
Clarke (NY) Kilmer Sarbanes 
Clay Kind Schakowsky 
Cleaver Kuster Schiff 
Clyburn Langevin Schweikert 
Cohen Larsen (WA) Scott (VA) 
Conyers Larson (CT) Scott, David 
Cooper Lawrence Serrano 
Costa Lee Sewell (AL) 
Courtney Levin Sinema 
Crawford Lewis Slaughter 
Crowley Lieu, Ted Smith (MO) 
Cummings Loebsack Smith (WA) 
Davis (CA) Lofgren Speier 
Davis, Danny Lowenthal Swalwell (CA) 
Davis, Rodney Lowey Takai 


DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 

Esty 

Farr 


Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 

Bost 

Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 


Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 


NOES—247 


Cardenas 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 


Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 

Tonko 

Torres 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 

Veasey 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 

Walz 

Waters, Maxine 
Welch 
Yarmuth 


Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
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RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
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Granger Marino Rothfus 
Graves (GA) McCarthy Rouzer 
Graves (LA) McCaul Royce 
Graves (MO) McClintock Russell 
Grayson McHenry Ryan (WI) 
Griffith McKinley Salmon 
Grothman McMorris Scalise 
Guinta Rodgers Schrader 
Guthrie McSally Scott, Austin 
Gutiérrez Meadows Sensenbrenner 
Hanna Meehan Sessions 
Hardy Messer Sherman 
Harper Mica Shimkus 
Harris Miller (FL) Shuster 
Hartzler Miller (MI) Simpson 
Hastings Moolenaar Sires 
Heck (NV) Mooney (WV) Smith (NE) 
Hensarling Mullin Smith (NJ) 
Herrera Beutler Murphy (FL) Smith (TX) 
Hice, Jody B. Murphy (PA) Stefanik 
Hill Neugebauer Stivers 
Holding Newhouse Stutzman 
Hudson Noem Thompson (PA) 
Huizenga (MI) Norcross Thornberry 
Hultgren Nunes Tipton 
Hunter Olson Trott 
Hurd (TX) Palazzo Turner 
Hurt (VA) Pallone Upton 
Issa Palmer Valadao 
Jenkins (KS) Pascrell Vela 
Jenkins (WV) Paulsen Wagner 
Johnson (OH) Payne Walberg 
Johnson, Sam Pearce Walden 
Jordan Perry Walker 
Joyce Pittenger Walorski 
Katko Pitts Walters, Mimi 
Kelly (PA) Poe (TX) Wasserman 
King (IA) Poliquin Schultz 
King (NY) Pompeo Watson Coleman 
Kinzinger (IL) Posey Weber (TX) 
Kirkpatrick Price, Tom Webster (FL) 
Kline Quigley Wenstrup 
Knight Ratcliffe Westerman 
Labrador Reed Westmoreland 
LaMalfa Reichert Whitfield 
Lamborn Renacci Williams 
Lance Rice (SC) Wilson (FL) 
Latta Rigell Wilson (SC) 
Lipinski Roby Wittman 
LoBiondo Roe (TN) Womack 
Long Rogers (AL) Woodall 
Loudermilk Rogers (KY) Yoder 
Love Rohrabacher Yoho 
Lucas Rokita Young (AK) 
Luetkemeyer Rooney (FL) Young (IA) 
MacArthur Ros-Lehtinen Young (IN) 
Maloney, Sean Roskam Zeldin 
Marchant Ross Zinke 

ANSWERED “PRESENT”-—1 

Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
NOT VOTING—8 

Adams Doyle, Michael Nugent 
Brady (TX) F. Stewart 
Cramer Jackson Lee Tiberi 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Mr. NORCROSS changed his vote 
from “aye” to “no.” 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STIVERS 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STIVERS) on 
which further proceedings were post- 
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend- 
ment. 


redesignate the 


has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 


minute vote. 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 224, noes 198, 


not voting 10, as follows: 


[Roll No. 307] 


AYES—224 
Abraham Griffith Palazzo 
Aderholt Grothman Palmer 
Allen Guinta Pearce 
Amash Guthrie Perry 
Amodei Hanna Pittenger 
Babin Hardy Pitts 
Barletta Harper Poe (TX) 
Barr Harris Poliquin 
Barton Hartzler Pompeo 
Benishek Heck (NV) Posey 
Bilirakis Hensarling Price, Tom 
Bishop (MI) Herrera Beutler Ratcliffe 
Bishop (UT) Hice, Jody B. Reed 
Black Hill Renacci 
Blackburn Holding Ribble 
Blum Hudson Rice (SC) 
Boustany Huelskamp Rigell 
Brat Huizenga (MI) Roby 
Bridenstine Hultgren Roe (TN) 
Brooks (AL) Hunter Rogers (AL) 
Brooks (IN) Hurd (TX) Rogers (KY) 
Buchanan Hurt (VA) Rohrabacher 
Buck Issa Rokita 
Bucshon Jenkins (KS) Rooney (FL) 
Burgess Jenkins (WV) Roskam 
Byrne Johnson (OH) Ross 
Calvert Johnson, Sam Rothfus 
Carter (GA) Jolly Rouzer 
Carter (TX) Jones Royce 
Chabot Jordan Russell 
Chaffetz Joyce Ryan (WI) 
Clawson (FL) Kelly (PA) Salmon 
Cole King (IA) Sanford 
Collins (GA) King (NY) Scalise 
Collins (NY) Kinzinger (IL) Schweikert 
Comstock Knight Scott, Austin 
Conaway Labrador Sessions 
Cook LaMalfa Shimkus 
Costello (PA) Lamborn Shuster 
Crawford Lance Simpson 
Crenshaw Latta Smith (MO) 
Culberson LoBiondo Smith (NE) 
Davis, Rodney Long Smith (NJ) 
Denham Loudermilk Smith (TX) 
Dent Love Stivers 
DeSantis Lucas Stutzman 
DesJarlais Luetkemeyer Thornberry 
Diaz-Balart Lummis Tiberi 
Donovan MacArthur Tipton 
Duffy Marchant Trott 
Duncan (SC) Marino Upton 
Duncan (TN) Massie Valadao 
Ellmers (NC) McCarthy Wagner 
Emmer (MN) McCaul Walberg 
Farenthold McClintock Walden 
Fincher McHenry Walker 
Fitzpatrick McKinley Walorski 
Fleischmann McMorris Walters, Mimi 
Fleming Rodgers Weber (TX) 
Flores Meadows Webster (FL) 
Forbes Meehan Wenstrup 
Fortenberry Messer Westerman 
Foxx Mica Westmoreland 
Franks (AZ) Miller (FL) Williams 
Frelinghuysen Miller (MI) Wilson (SC) 
Garrett Moolenaar Wittman 
Gibbs Mooney (WV) Womack 
Gohmert Mullin Woodall 
Goodlatte Mulvaney Yoder 
Gosar Murphy (PA) Yoho 
Gowdy Neugebauer Young (AK) 
Granger Newhouse Young (IA) 
Graves (GA) Noem Young (IN) 
Graves (LA) Nunes Zeldin 
Graves (MO) Olson Zinke 

NOES—198 
Aguilar Becerra Blumenauer 
Ashford Bera Bonamici 
Bass Beyer Bost 
Beatty Bishop (GA) 


Boyle, Brendan Hahn Pelosi 

F Hastings Perlmutter 
Brady (PA) Heck (WA) Peters 
Brown (FL) Higgins Peterson 
Brownley (CA) Himes Pingree 
Bustos Honda Pocan 
Butterfield Hoyer Polis 
Capps Huffman Price (NC) 
Capuano Israel Quigley 
Cardenas Jeffries Rangel 
Carney Johnson (GA) Reichert 
Carson (IN) Johnson, E. B. Rice (NY) 
Cartwright Kaptur ; 
Castor (FL) Katko Richmond 

z Ros-Lehtinen 

Castro (TX) Keating 
Chu, Judy Kelly (IL) Roybal-Allard 
Cicilline Kennedy Ruiz 
Clark (MA) Kildee Ruppersberger 
Clarke (NY) Kilmer Rush 
Clay Kind Ryan (OH) 
Cleaver Kirkpatrick Sanchez, Linda 
Clyburn Kline T. 
Coffman Kuster Sanchez, Loretta 
Cohen Langevin Sarbanes 
Connolly Larsen (WA) Schakowsky 
Conyers Larson (CT) Schiff 
Cooper Lawrence Schrader 
Costa Lee Scott (VA) 
Courtney Levin Sensenbrenner 
Crowley Lewis Serrano 
Cuellar Lieu, Ted Sewell (AL) 
Cummings Lipinski Sherman 
Curbelo (FL) Loebsack Sinema 
Davis (CA) Lofgren Sires 
Davis, Danny Lowenthal Slaughter 
DeFazio Lowey Smith (WA) 
DeGette Lujan Grisham Speier 
Delaney (NM) Stefanik 
DeLauro Lujan, Ben Ray Swalwell (CA) 
DelBene (NM) Takai 
DeSaulnier Lynch Takano 
Deutch Maloney, Thompson (CA) 
aioe Carolyn Thompson (MS) 

oggett Maloney, Sean Thompson (PA) 
Dold Matsui Titus 
Duckworth McCollum Tonko 
Edwards McDermott T 
Ellison McGovern P, 
Engel McNerney SONGAS 
Eshoo McSally Turner 
Esty Meeks Van Hollen 
Farr Meng Vargas 
Fattah Moore Veasey 
Foster Moulton Vela 
Frankel (FL) Murphy (FL) Velazquez 
Fudge Nadler Visclosky 
Gabbard Napolitano Walz 
Gallego Neal Wasserman 
Garamendi Nolan Schultz 
Gibson Norcross Waters, Maxine 
Graham O’Rourke Watson Coleman 
Grayson Pallone Welch 
Green, Al Pascrell Whitfield 
Green, Gene Paulsen Wilson (FL) 
Grijalva Payne Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—10 
Adams Doyle, Michael Jackson Lee 
Brady (TX) F. Nugent 
Cramer Gutiérrez Scott, David 
Hinojosa Stewart 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 


The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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Mr. SCHIFF changed his vote from 
“aye” to “no.” 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. ESTY 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 
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The 


Clerk will 
amendment. 


redesignate 
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the 


The Clerk redesignated the amend- 


ment. 


RECORDED VOTE 


The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 


The Acting CHAIR. This 
minute vote. 


is a 2- 


The vote was taken by electronic de- 
vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 230, 
not voting 18, as follows: 


Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 
F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Duckworth 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 


Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 


[Roll No. 308] 


AYES—184 


Fortenberry 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibson 
Gosar 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 
(NM) 
Lujan, Ben Ray 
(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 
Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 


NOES—230 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brat 
Bridenstine 


Murphy (FL) 

Nadler 

Neal 

Nolan 

Norcross 

O’Rourke 

Pallone 

Pascrell 

Payne 

Pelosi 

Perlmutter 

Peters 

Peterson 

Pingree 

Pocan 

Price (NC) 

Quigley 

Rangel 

Reed 

Rice (NY) 

Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 

Rush 

Ryan (OH) 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sanford 

Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 

Schiff 

Schrader 

Scott (VA) 

Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 

Sinema 

Sires 

Slaughter 

Smith (NJ) 

Smith (WA) 

Speier 

Stefanik 

Swalwell (CA) 

Takai 

Takano 

Thompson (CA) 

Titus 

Tonko 

Tsongas 

Van Hollen 

Vargas 

Veasey 

Vela 

Velazquez 

Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Watson Coleman 

Welch 

Wilson (FL) 

Woodall 

Yarmuth 

Zeldin 


Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 


Chabot Johnson, Sam Ribble 
Chaffetz Jolly Rice (SC) 
Clawson (FL) Jones Richmond 
Coffman Jordan Rigell 
Cole Joyce Roby 
Collins (GA) Kelly (PA) Roe (TN) 
Collins (NY) King (IA) Rogers (AL) 
Comstock King (NY) Rogers (KY) 
ao Saree Ea Rohrabacher 

00 irkpatric: i 
Crenshaw Kline e (FL) 
Culberson Knight Ros-Lehtinen 
Curbelo (FL) Labrador Roskam 
Davis, Rodney LaMalfa Ross 
Dent Lamborn 
DeSantis Lance Rothfus 
DesJarlais Larsen (WA) Rouzer 
Diaz-Balart Latta Royce 
Donovan Lipinski Russell 
Duffy LoBiondo Ryan (WI) 
Duncan (SC) Long Salmon k 
Duncan (TN) Loudermilk Sanchez, Linda 
Edwards Love T, ; 
Ellmers (NC) Lucas Scalise 
Farenthold Luetkemeyer Schweikert 
Fleischmann Lummis Scott, Austin 
Fleming Marchant Sensenbrenner 
Flores Marino Sessions 
Forbes Massie Shimkus 
Foster McCarthy Shuster 
Foxx McCaul Simpson 
Franks (AZ) McClintock Smith (MO) 
Frelinghuysen McHenry Smith (NE) 
Gabbard McKinley Smith (TX) 
Gibbs McMorris Stivers 
Gohmert Rodgers Stutzman 
Goodlatte Meadows Thompson (MS) 
Gowdy Meehan Thompson (PA) 
Granger Meeks Thornberry 
Graves (GA) Messer Tipton 
Graves (LA) Mica Torres 
Griffith Miller (FL) Trott 
Grothman Miller (MI) Turner 
Guinta Moolenaar Upton 
Guthrie Mooney (WV) Valadao 
Hardy Mulvaney Wagner 
Harper Murphy (PA) Walberg 
Harris Neugebauer Walden 
Hartzler Newhouse Walker 
Hastings Noem Walorski 
Heck (NV) Nunes Walters. Mimi 
Hensarling Olson E 
Hice, Jody B. Palazzo Weber (TX) 
Hill Palmer Webster (FL) 
Holding Paulsen Wenstrup 
Hudson Pearce Westerman 
Huelskamp Perry Westmoreland 
Huffman Pittenger Whitfield 
Huizenga (MI) Pitts Wi liams 
Hultgren Poe (TX) Wilson (SC) 
Hunter Poliquin Wittman 
Hurd (TX) Polis Womack 
Hurt (VA) Pompeo Yoder 
Issa Posey Yoho 
Jenkins (KS) Price, Tom Young (AK) 
Jenkins (WV) Ratcliffe Young (IA) 
Johnson (GA) Reichert Young (IN) 
Johnson (OH) Renacci Zinke 

NOT VOTING—18 

Adams Fincher Scott, David 
Beatty Graves (MO) Stewart 
Brady (TX) Gutiérrez Tiberi 
Cramer Hanna Visclosky 
Crawford Jackson Lee Waters, Maxine 
Doyle, Michael Napolitano 

F. Nugent 


ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
ZELDIN) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
POE of Texas, Acting Chair of the Com- 
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mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com- 
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 2577) making appropria- 
tions for the Departments of Transpor- 
tation, and Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 
and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


—— 


ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING 
CLASSIFIED SCHEDULE OF AU- 
THORIZATIONS AND CLASSIFIED 
ANNEX ACCOMPANYING INTEL- 
LIGENCE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 


Mr. NUNES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
announce to all Members of the House 
that the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence has ordered the bill 
H.R. 2596, the Intelligence Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2016, reported 
favorably to the House today with an 
amendment, and will file its report on 
the bill in the House early next week. 
The bill is currently expected to be 
considered in the House later in the 
week. 

Mr. Speaker, the classified schedules 
of authorizations and the classified an- 
nexes accompanying the bill are avail- 
able for review by all Members at the 
offices of the Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence in room HVC-304 
of the Capitol Visitor Center. The com- 
mittee office will be open during reg- 
ular business hours for the convenience 
of any Member who wishes to review 
this material prior to its consideration 
by the House. 

I recommend that Members wishing 
to review the classified annex contact 
the committee's director of security to 
arrange a time and date for that view- 
ing. This will assure the availability of 
appropriately cleared committee staff 
to assist Members who desire assist- 
ance during their review of these clas- 
sified materials. 

I urge interested Members to review 
these materials in order to better un- 
derstand the committee's recommenda- 
tions. The classified annexes to the 
committee’s report contain the com- 
mittee’s recommendations on the in- 
telligence budget for fiscal year 2016 
and related classified information that 
cannot be disclosed publicly. 

It is important that Members keep in 
mind the requirements of clause 13 of 
House rule XXITI, which only permits 
access to classified information by 
those Members of the House who have 
signed the oath provided for in the 
rules. 

In addition, the committee's rules re- 
quire that Members agree in writing to 
a nondisclosure agreement. The agree- 
ment indicates that the Member has 
been granted access to the classified 
annexes and that they are familiar 
with the rules of the House and the 
committee with respect to the classi- 
fied nature of that information and the 
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limitations on the disclosure of that 
information. 


ON THE PASSING OF JOSEPH 
ROBINETTE BIDEN, III 


Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I send 
to the desk a resolution and ask unani- 
mous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration in the House and, further, that 
it be read in full. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

H. REs. 299 

Whereas Joseph Robinette “Beau” Biden, 
III, born in Wilmington, Delaware and a 
graduate of the University of Pennsylvania 
and Syracuse University law school, served 
our country as an attorney in the Depart- 
ment of Justice for seven years, including as- 
sisting the nation of Kosovo in rebuilding 
their criminal justice system; 

Whereas Beau Biden served his beloved 
State of Delaware for eight years as Attor- 
ney General; 

Whereas Beau Biden joined the Army in 
2003 at the age of 34, rose to the rank of 
major in the Delaware Army National 
Guard’s Judge Advocate General Corps, de- 
ployed to Iraq in 2008 and received the 
Bronze Star for his service; 

Whereas Beau Biden leaves behind a be- 
loved wife, Hallie, and two children, Natalie 
and Hunter; and 

Whereas Beau Biden was the eldest son of 
the former Senator from Delaware and cur- 
rent Vice President of the United States and 
President of the United States Senate, Jo- 
seph Robinette Biden, Jr.: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa- 
tives has heard with profound sorrow and 
deep regret the announcement of the un- 
timely death of Joseph Robinette Biden, III. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives communicate this resolu- 
tion to the Senate and transmit a copy 
thereof to the family of the Vice President of 
the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I rise in support of 
this resolution that celebrates the life 
of Beau Biden, the son of our Vice 
President, my State’s former attorney 
general, and my good friend. 

This past weekend, Beau Biden left 
this world far too young, at the age of 
46. My home State of Delaware and this 
country suffered a loss that is deeply 
painful and deeply personal. 

Beau won our hearts when, as a 
young boy, he and his brother survived 
a car accident that killed his baby sis- 
ter and his mother. His father, JOE, 
was sworn in to the United States Sen- 
ate at Beau’s hospital bedside. 

After the accident, JOE held his chil- 
dren tight because he knew how fragile 
life was. And the rest of Delaware did 
the same with the entire Biden family. 

We watched Beau grow into a young 
lawyer and then elected him twice to 
be our attorney general, where he be- 
came a champion of protecting the 
most vulnerable among us. We were 
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filled with pride as we watched him 
join the National Guard and deploy to 
Iraq. 

We were inspired by his example as a 
loving husband to Hallie, a doting fa- 
ther to Natalie and Hunter, and, as al- 
ways, a devoted son and brother. Fam- 
ily for Beau, like JOE, was everything. 
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Beau was a truly giving person. He 
appreciated the good in others in a way 
that we all should. He leaves a legacy 
that calls on each of us to be more 
gentle in our judgments and more gra- 
cious with our thanks. Beau was one of 
the best of the good guys. 

Back in my home State of Delaware, 
people are hurting. It feels like every 
person you meet has been wounded by 
this loss, and just wishes there were 
something we could do to support our 
friends, the Bidens. 

It is they who are comforting us. 
They have shown us the courage to be- 
lieve that there is something more en- 
during than grief. Love endures. Beau 
and his family, through their love for 
each other, have shown us that. 

So as we say good-bye to this distin- 
guished American, this genuinely good 
man, we say to him: Until we meet 
again, Beau. May God hold you in the 
palm of his hand. 

I withdraw my reservation of objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


EE 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
JUNE 8, 2015 


Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 2 p.m. on Monday next and 
that the order of the House of January 
6, 2015, regarding morning-hour debate 
not apply on that day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 


— 


IN MEMORY OF MARINE LANCE 
CORPORAL JOSHUA BARRON 


(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in memory of Ma- 
rine Lance Corporal Joshua Barron 
from Spokane Valley, Washington. 

Joshua, tilt rotor crew chief, died on 
May 18 of injuries sustained during a 
training exercise. He was 1 of 22 Ma- 
rines aboard the Osprey that came 
down in Hawaii near Bellows Air Force 
Base. 
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Joshua was raised in Spokane Valley 
and graduated from University High 
School in 2009. Those who knew him 
called him a superhero, an all-Amer- 
ican kid, the best our Nation has to 
offer. During his service, he earned the 
National Defense Medal, a Global War 
on Terrorism Medal. 

The Spokane area was Joshua’s home 
for his entire life, and it is with a 
heavy heart that the community that 
raised him and loves him now says our 
good-byes. 

My prayers are with the Barron fam- 
ily as they lay their son to rest this 
Friday. 

When he left for the Marines, he left 
his family a message that read, ‘‘Be- 
cause you're worth it.” This is a testa- 
ment to the selfless spirit of this fine, 
young man. 

Thank you for everything, Joshua. 
You’re worth it. Rest in peace. 


— A 


IN MEMORY OF OFFICER GREGG 
BENNER 


(Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex- 
ico asked and was given permission to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor Offi- 
cer Gregg Benner of the Rio Rancho 
Police Department, who was killed in 
the line of duty on March 25. 

I offer my heartfelt condolences to 
the family and loved ones of Officer 
Benner as they mourn the loss of a hus- 
band, a father, grandfather, and friend 
who was taken from them far too soon. 

Officer Benner dedicated his life to 
protecting his community and his 
country. From his career in the Air 
Force to the Rio Rancho Police Depart- 
ment, Officer Benner put his health 
and safety on the line to make us safer, 
and he leaves behind a legacy of valor 
and service. 

The loss of any police officer is a 
painful reminder of the dangers they 
face. While we are shaken by Officer 
Benner’s loss, we can take comfort in 
the memories he has left behind for all 
those who knew him and the example 
that he set. 

While a tragedy such as this is unex- 
pected and shocking, the response has 
brought out the best of the residents of 
Rio Rancho who have displayed an out- 
pouring of support and sympathy. 

My thoughts and prayers are with Of- 
ficer Benner’s family, fellow officers, 
and the entire Rio Rancho community. 
I hope they find peace in the most dif- 
ficult time. 

Officer Benner, may God bless you, 
and may you rest in peace. 

Í 


HONORING DR. JUAN M. ORTIZ 


(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 


8658 


Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
am delighted to wish a happy and 
healthy 90th birthday to Dr. Juan 
Ortiz. 

As one of the oldest full-time prac- 
ticing M.D.’s in the U.S., Dr. Ortiz has 
provided exemplary care to his family, 
friends, and patients in our south Flor- 
ida community. Dr. Ortiz has always 
shown impeccable leadership in both 
his professional and charitable endeav- 
ors, and his reputation for excellence is 
widely known. 

When he is not treating his patients 
locally, you will find Dr. Ortiz volun- 
teering his medical services during 
catastrophes in remote locations 
throughout Central America, the Car- 
ibbean, and Africa. 

Not only is Dr. Ortiz a seasoned med- 
ical professional, but he is also a poet, 
a writer, and an avid traveler, with 
destinations extending as far as Ant- 
arctica. 

Dr. Ortiz, once again, I would like to 
express my appreciation for your con- 
tributions and your service to south 
Florida. I wish you a happy and 
healthy 90th birthday. 


—_ A 


URGING SUPPORT OF H.R. 2615 AND 
H. RES. 291 


(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to ask my colleagues to join me 
in support of H.R. 2615 and H. Res. 291, 
both of which I introduced earlier this 
week. 

Nearly a century ago, the United 
States purchased the Virgin Islands 
from Denmark for its geopolitical im- 
portance. The citizens of the Virgin Is- 
lands of the United States commemo- 
rate the events of that date, March 31, 
1917, each year. 

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 291 asks the 
United States Postal Service to create 
a commemorate stamp in honor of the 
centennial. 

The purpose of H.R. 2615 will form a 
bipartisan congressional commission 
to research, plan, develop, and carry 
out activities the commission con- 
siders appropriate to commemorate the 
100th anniversary. 

The commission will bring a national 
awareness to the events commemo- 
rating the centennial, engage law- 
makers here in Congress, as well as the 
administration, and a new national dis- 
cussion around the relationship and 
place of the Virgin Islands with the 
United States. 

The coming centennial anniversary 
of the inclusions of the Virgin Islands 
in America affords us an opportunity 
to revisit this history and our ongoing 
relationship. It is also an opportunity 
to highlight the enormous contribu- 
tions to the United States by Virgin Is- 
landers and the richness of our Virgin 
Islands heritage. 
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COMMEMORATING THE LIFE OF 
ERIK HITE 


(Ms. McSALLY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re- 
marks.) 

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
commemorate the life of Erik Hite, a 
Tucson police officer and former Air 
Force member who was killed in the 
line of duty 7 years ago this week, as 
well as the great work of his wife, 
Nohemy, following his tragic death. 

Erik was a model public servant and 
an exemplary cop. To honor his mem- 
ory and his commitment to family, 
Nohemy founded the Erik Hite Founda- 
tion in 2009 to support construction of 
a daycare facility for the children of 
police officers, firefighters, military 
personnel, and other emergency re- 
sponders. The foundation also runs en- 
richment and outreach programs that 
offer a safe and positive environment 
for these children. 

Today, the facility cares for up to 45 
children a day in a flexible setting that 
matches the around-the-clock hours 
that men and women of law enforce- 
ment are assigned. It has become a life- 
line for many families who sacrifice to 
protect and to serve our community, 
just like Erik did. 

Though nothing can make up for 
Erik’s tragic death, Nohemy has kept 
his spirit and the ideals he lived for 
alive through her amazing efforts. She 
has shown tremendous courage and 
perseverance, and I commend this in- 
credible woman for the difference she 
continues to make in southern Ari- 
zona. 


EE 
REMEMBERING THE APOLLO- 
SOYUZ TEST PROJECT AND 
LIEUTENANT GENERAL TOM 
STAFFORD 


(Mr. LUCAS asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize a momentous event in this 
Nation’s history and honor the men 
and women who worked so diligently to 
make it happen. 

The Apollo-Soyuz test project, which 
took place in July of 1975, was the first 
international human spaceflight, a 
joint operation between two rivaling 
superpowers: the United States and the 
Soviet Union. The Apollo-Soyuz test 
project was so successful, many histo- 
rians attribute the handshake in space 
between Apollo Commander Tom Staf- 
ford and Soyuz Commander Aleksey 
Leonov to be the beginning of the end 
of the cold war. 

Lieutenant General Tom Stafford 
was born in Weatherford, Oklahoma, in 
1930. After graduating from the Naval 
Academy, earning his wings from the 
Air Force in 1958, and graduating from 
the Air Force Experimental Flight 
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Test Pilot School, Stafford went on to 
serve as a pilot on Gemini 6, a com- 
mander of Gemini 9, commander of 
Apollo 10, and, finally, commander of 
the Apollo-Soyuz test project. 

Thomas Stafford is a true patriot, a 
man who served this country in inspir- 
ing ways for over 60 years. I want to 
congratulate him on his accomplished 
service and his distinguished career. 


EE 


CONGRATULATING THE UNIVER- 
SITY OF FLORIDA LADY GATORS 
SOFTBALL TEAM 


(Mr. YOHO asked and was given per- 
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate the University of Flor- 
ida, in Gainesville, Florida, the Lady 
Gators softball team. The Lady Gators 
won the Women’s College World Series 
in Oklahoma City last night, defeating 
Michigan 41. This is the Lady Gators’ 
second national championship in 2 
years. It is a back-to-back national 
championship. 

Again, congratulations to the Lady 
Gators’ awesome softball team and 
their coach, Tim Walton, for his great 
coaching and leadership. 

I would just like to end by saying it 
is great to be a Florida Gator. 


a 


CONGRATULATING VIC STORY, JR., 
ON BEING NAMED 2015 SWISHER 
SWEETS/SUNBELT EXPO FLOR- 
IDA FARMER OF THE YEAR 


(Mr. ROONEY of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. ROONEY of Florida. Mr. Speak- 
er, I rise today to congratulate Mr. Vic 
Story, Jr., on being named the 2015 
Swisher Sweets/Sunbelt Expo Florida 
Farmer of the Year. This is a tremen- 
dous honor and one he truly deserves. 

As the head of his family’s citrus 
business, Mr. Story has demonstrated a 
lifelong commitment to the citrus in- 
dustry. He is not only a successful 
grower, but he is widely regarded as a 
leader in Florida agriculture. 

He has played a key role in educating 
the media, the general public, and 
elected officials like me about the im- 
portance of citrus to the State of Flor- 
ida and this country. He has taught me 
a lot, and I am proud to count him both 
as an adviser and a friend. 

On behalf of the 17th District of Flor- 
ida, Florida’s heartland, I would like to 
commend Mr. Story for his contribu- 
tions to the industry and to his com- 
munity. I wish him the best of luck as 
he competes with other State winners 
in October for the title of Southeastern 
Farmer of the Year. 
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RECOGNIZING CAPTAIN GLENN 
SULMASY 


(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in recognition of a career of 
service both to our country and to 
those preparing to defend it. 

Since 1988, Glenn Sulmasy has served 
our Nation as an officer in the United 
States Coast Guard. Since 2001, Captain 
Sulmasy has served on the faculty of 
the United States Coast Guard Acad- 
emy as a professor of law and risen to 
the chairmanship of the department of 
humanities. 

In each role, Captain Sulmasy has 
worked tirelessly to engage and edu- 
cate cadets, faculty, government offi- 
cials, and the public on national secu- 
rity law, public policy, and inter- 
national conflict. He is a recognized ex- 
pert in these areas. 

Captain Sulmasy’s expertise has not 
been limited to the academy. He is the 
author of multiple books and countless 
publications, a noted academic on the 
topic of national security, and a fellow 
in Homeland Security and National Se- 
curity Law for the Center for National 
Policy here in Washington, D.C. There 
is no doubt his knowledge has been an 
asset to our Nation as it struggles to 
understand the security intricacies of 
our current world. 

His commitment to the protection 
and defense of our Nation is commend- 
able. And as he prepares to retire from 
the Coast Guard Academy, I join with 
countless other Americans in thanking 
him for his service and wishing him the 
best of luck in the future. 


Ee 
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CONGRATULATIONS TO MIN- 
NESOTA’S TOP SPELLER MAX- 
WELL MEYER 


(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate Minnetonka’s Maxwell 
Meyer, who is a seventh-grader at 
Minnetonka Middle School East, for 
his performance at the Scripps Na- 
tional Spelling Bee. 

Maxwell was among the 49 survivors 
of the preliminary round last Wednes- 
day when 234 other spellers were elimi- 
nated. Maxwell then spelled both of his 
words right in the nationally broadcast 
semifinal round on Thursday and, un- 
fortunately, came up just short of the 
finals after failing to score enough 
points on a written vocabulary test. 

The National Spelling Bee, Mr. 
Speaker, showcases some of the bright- 
est, most dedicated young students 
across the country, and Maxwell makes 
his community and the State of Min- 
nesota proud. 
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To reach this stage of the spelling 
bee takes countless hours of hard work, 
learning the skills and knowledge to be 
an accurate speller. For some, that 
means even reading the dictionary. 

Maxwell’s efforts had folks all over 
the State of Minnesota cheering him 
on, and we congratulate him on his 
success. 


EE 


COMMUNICATION FROM LEGISLA- 
TIVE CORRESPONDENT, THE 
HONORABLE BILL SHUSTER, 
MEMBER OF CONGRESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from Anthony DeThomas, 
Legislative Correspondent, the Honor- 
able BILL SHUSTER, Member of Con- 
gress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, June 3, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 
formally pursuant to rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives that I have 
been served with a grand jury subpoena for 
testimony, issued by the United States Dis- 
trict Court for the Central District of Illi- 
nois. 

After consultation with counsel, I have de- 
termined that compliance with the subpoena 
is consistent with the privileges and rights 
of the House. 

Sincerely, 
ANTHONY DETHOMAS, 
Legislative Correspondent. 


— A 


TIME FOR CONGRESS TO AUTHOR- 
IZE WAR IN IRAQ AND SYRIA 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speakers announced policy of Jan- 
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) is recog- 
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the minority leader. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, today, 
along with my colleagues WALTER 
JONES of North Carolina and BARBARA 
LEE of California, I introduced House 
Concurrent Resolution 55 in order to 
force this House and this Congress to 
debate on whether U.S. troops should 
withdraw from Iraq and Syria. We in- 
troduced this resolution under the pro- 
visions of section 5(c) of the War Pow- 
ers Resolution. 

As all of my House colleagues know, 
last year, the President authorized air- 
strikes against the Islamic State in 
Iraq and Syria on August 7. For over 10 
months, the United States has been en- 
gaged in hostilities in Iraq and Syria 
without debating an authorization for 
this war. 

On February 11 this year, nearly 4 
months ago, the President sent to Con- 
gress the text for an Authorization for 
Use of Military Force, or an AUMF, on 
combating the Islamic State in Iraq, 
Syria, and elsewhere, yet Congress has 
failed to act on that AUMF, or bring an 
alternative to the House floor, even 
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though we continue to authorize and 
appropriate the money required for 
sustained military operations in those 
countries. 

Frankly speaking, Mr. Speaker, this 
is unacceptable. This House appears to 
have no problem sending our uniformed 
men and women into harm’s way. It ap- 
pears to have no problem spending bil- 
lions of dollars for the arms, equip- 
ment, and air power to carry out these 
wars. But it just can't bring itself to 
step up to the plate and take responsi- 
bility for these wars. 

Our servicemen and servicewomen 
are brave and dedicated. Congress, 
however, is the poster child for cow- 
ardice. The leadership of this House 
whines and complains from the side- 
lines, and all the while it shirks its 
constitutional duties to bring an 
AUMF to the floor of this House, de- 
bate it, and vote on it. 

Our resolution, which will come be- 
fore this House for consideration in 15 
calendar days, requires the President 
to withdraw U.S. troops from Iraq and 
Syria within 30 days or no later than 
the end of this year, December 31, 2015. 
If this House approves this resolution, 
Congress would still have 6 months in 
which to do the right thing and bring 
an AUMF before the House and the 
Senate for debate and for action. Hi- 
ther Congress needs to live up to its re- 
sponsibilities and authorize this war, 
or by its continuing neglect and indif- 
ference, our troops should be with- 
drawn and come home. It is that sim- 
ple. 

I am deeply, I am deeply troubled by 
our policy in Iraq and Syria. I do not 
believe it is a clearly defined mission 
with a beginning, a middle, and an end, 
but rather just more of the same. I am 
not convinced that by enlarging our 
military footprint, that we will some- 
how end the violence in the region, de- 
feat the Islamic State, or address the 
underlying causes of the unrest. It is a 
complicated situation that requires a 
complicated and more imaginative re- 
sponse. 

I am also concerned by recent state- 
ments by the administration about 
how long we will be engaged in Iraq, 
Syria, and elsewhere fighting the Is- 
lamic State. Just yesterday, on June 3, 
General John Allen, the U.S. envoy for 
the U.S.-led coalition fighting ISIL, 
said that this fight may take ‘‘a gen- 
eration or more.” He was speaking in 
Doha, Qatar, at the U.S.-Islamic World 
Forum. 

Mr. Speaker, I will insert for the 
RECORD a Times of Israel article enti- 
tled, “Islamic State Fight May Take 
‘Generation or More’—US Envoy.” 

[From the Times of Israel, June 3, 2015] 
ISLAMIC STATE FIGHT MAY TAKE ‘GENERATION 
OR MORE’—US ENVOY 
As key Iraqi province falls to Islamic State, 

Gen. John Allen says failure to defeat 

group would ‘wreak havoc’ on humanity 

The Islamic State group is a “global 
threat” which will take a generation or more 
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to defeat, Washington’s envoy for the US-led 
coalition fighting the jihadists said Wednes- 


day. 
Despite “strategic momentum” against 
IS—” or Daesh as he called it—General John 


Allen conceded that the fight would continue 
for several years in a keynote speech to the 
US-Islamic World Forum in Doha, Qatar. 

And he added that if IS was not defeated it 
could ‘‘wreak havoc on the progress of hu- 
manity.” 

“This will be a long campaign,” he said. 

“Defeating Daesh's ideology will likely 
take a generation or more. But we can and 
we must rise to this challenge. In an age 
when we are more interconnected that at 
any other time in human history, Daesh is a 
global threat.” 

In a wide-ranging speech, Allen added that 
IS also poses a new type of threat because of 
its “depravity.” 

“As someone who has spent nearly four 
decades as a United States marine, I have 
come closer than many to the reality of in- 
humanity. 

“But I have never seen before the kinds of 
depravity and brutality in this region that 
ISIL represents and, in fact, that ISIL cele- 
brates,” he added, using an alternative acro- 
nym for IS. 

Allen was speaking the day after attending 
talks in Paris with ministers from around 20 
coalition countries. 

The meeting followed the fall of the city of 
Ramadi, the capital of Iraq’s largest prov- 
ince Anbar, to IS. That loss has been de- 
scribed as the worst defeat for the coalition 
since it formed nearly a year ago. 

US Pentagon chief Ashton Carter blamed 
Iraqi forces, saying there was ‘‘an issue with 
the will of the Iraqis to fight,” in comments 
that angered Baghdad. 

Iraq on Tuesday pleaded for more global 
support in the fight against IS. 

The loss of Ramadi in Iraq plus the ancient 
city of Palmyra in Syria has led some to 
question the effectiveness of the US-led coa- 
lition in recent weeks. 

Allen said the coalition had achieved some 
gains against the extremists. 

He noted that IS had been defeated in 
many places in Iraq and that it has ‘‘lost 
over 25 percent” of the populated territory it 
once held in the country. 

Another area of coalition success, Allen 
claimed, was its ability to disrupt the 
group’s access to finance. 

“We are sharing information to block their 
assets to the global financial system. We are 
uncovering their points of access in the re- 
gion and abroad for financial support,’’ he 
said. 

He said the coalition had gained valuable 
intelligence on the organisation’s financial 
enterprises, but admitted that ‘‘Daesh still 
maintains financial resources’’. 

These included extortion, looting, kidnap- 
ping for ransom, and human trafficking, said 
Allen. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, if we 
are going to invest a generation or 
more of our blood and our treasure in 
this war, then shouldn’t Congress at 
least debate whether or not to author- 
ize it? 

According to the National Priorities 
Project, based in Northampton, Massa- 
chusetts, which is in my congressional 
district, every single hour the tax- 
payers of the United States are paying 
$3.42 million for military actions 
against the Islamic State—$3.42 million 
every hour, Mr. Speaker. 
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This is on top of the hundreds of bil- 
lions of tax dollars spent on the first 
war in Iraq. And nearly every single 
penny of this war chest was borrowed 
money, put on the national credit card, 
provided as so-called emergency funds 
that don’t have to be accounted for or 
subject to budget caps like all other 
funds. 

Why is it, Mr. Speaker, that we al- 
ways seem to have plenty of money or 
the will to borrow all the money it 
takes to carry out wars? But somehow, 
we never have any money to invest in 
our schools, our highways and water 
systems, or our children, families, and 
communities? Every day, every single 
day, this Congress is forced to make 
tough, serious, painful decisions to de- 
prive our domestic economy and prior- 
ities of the resources they need to suc- 
ceed. But somehow, there is always 
money for more wars. 

Well, if we are going to continue to 
spend billions on war, and if we are 
going to continue to tell our Armed 
Forces that we expect them to fight 
and die in these wars, then it seems to 
me the least we can do is stand up and 
vote to authorize these wars, or we 
should end them. We owe that to the 
American people. We owe that to our 
troops and their families. And we owe 
that to the oath of office that each of 
us took to uphold the Constitution of 
the United States. 

I want to be clear, Mr. Speaker: I can 
no longer criticize the President, the 
Pentagon, or the State Department 
when it comes to taking responsibility 
for this war against the Islamic State 
in Iraq and Syria. I may not agree with 
the policy, but they have done their 
duty. At every step of the way, begin- 
ning on June 16, 2014, the President has 
informed Congress of his actions to 
send U.S. troops to Iraq and Syria and 
to carry out military operations 
against the Islamic State. And on Feb- 
ruary 11 of this year, he sent to Con- 
gress the draft text of an AUMF. 

Mr. Speaker, while I disagree with 
the policy, the administration has done 
its job. It has kept the Congress in- 
formed, and as military operations con- 
tinue to escalate, they sent an AUMF 
to the Congress for action. 

It is this Congress, this House, that 
has failed and failed miserably to carry 
out its duties. Always complaining 
from the sidelines, the leadership of 
this House failed to act last year to au- 
thorize this war, even as it escalated 
and expanded nearly every month. The 
Speaker said it wasn’t the responsi- 
bility of the 113th Congress to act, even 
though the war started during its ten- 
ure. No, no. Somehow it was the re- 
sponsibility of the next Congress, the 
114th Congress. 

Well, the 114th Congress convened on 
January 6, and it still hasn’t done a 
single, solitary thing to authorize the 
war against the Islamic State in Iraq 
and Syria. The Speaker asserted that 
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Congress couldn’t act on the war until 
the President sent an AUMF to Con- 
gress. Well, Mr. Speaker, the President 
did just that on February 11, and still 
the leadership of this House has done 
nothing to authorize the use of mili- 
tary force in Iraq and Syria. And now 
the Speaker is saying he wants the 
President to send Congress another 
version of the AUMF because he 
doesn’t like the first one. Are you kid- 
ding me? 

Well, I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, it 
doesn’t work that way. If the leader- 
ship of this House doesn’t like the 
original text of the President’s AUMF, 
then it is the job of Congress to draft 
an alternative, report that revised 
AUMF out of the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, bring it to the floor of the 
House, and let the Members of this 
House debate and vote on it. That is 
how it works. 

If you think that the President’s 
AUMF is too weak, then you make it 
stronger. If you think that it is too ex- 
pansive, then set limits on it. If you 
are opposed to these wars, then vote to 
bring our troops home. That is what we 
are here to do. That is what we are 
charged to do under the Constitution. 
And that is why Members of Congress 
get a paycheck from the American peo- 
ple every week—to make the hard deci- 
sions, not run away from them. 

All I ask, Mr. Speaker, is that the 
Congress do its job. That is the duty of 
this House and of the majority in 
charge of this House—to simply do its 
job, to govern, Mr. Speaker. But in- 
stead, all we witness is dithering and 
twiddling and complaining and whining 
and blaming others, and the complete 
and total shirking of responsibility 
over and over and over and over again. 
Enough, enough. 

So with great reluctance and frustra- 
tion, Representative JONES and Rep- 
resentative LEE and I introduced House 
Concurrent Resolution 55. Because if 
this House doesn’t have the stomach to 
carry out its constitutional duty to de- 
bate and authorize this latest war, then 
we should bring our troops home. If the 
cowardly Congress can go home each 
night to their families and loved ones, 
then our brave troops should receive 
that same privilege. 

Doing nothing is easy. And I am sad 
to say that war has become easy, too 
easy. But the costs in terms of blood 
and treasure are very, very, very high. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this resolution and demand that the 
leadership of this House bring to the 
floor of this House an AUMF for the 
war against the Islamic State in Iraq 
and Syria before Congress adjourns on 
June 26 for the Fourth of July recess. 

Congress needs to debate an AUMF, 
Mr. Speaker. It needs to do its job. 

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my colleague from North Carolina, 
Congressman WALTER JONES. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank my friend, Mr. MCGOVERN, for 
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always being out front on this issue, 
and I am delighted to join him. As he 
said in many of his comments, the 
House has a responsibility to the men 
and women in uniform and to the 
American people. 

I have the privilege to represent 
Camp Lejeune Marine Corps Base, 
Cherry Point Marine Corps Air Sta- 
tion. I have over 70,000 retired veterans 
in the Third District of North Carolina. 
They are frustrated too. They believe 
sincerely that we must meet our con- 
stitutional responsibility and have this 
debate. And as you have said, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, be for it or be against it, 
but have the debate. That is what is 
absolutely frustrating. 

I joined you and BARBARA LEE in a 
letter to Mr. BOEHNER in September. 
On August 27 we wrote a letter to the 
Speaker of the House asking him to 
please allow a debate on reauthoriza- 
tion of our involvement in the Middle 
East. Then on September 25 I wrote by 
myself to the Speaker of the House and 
asked again for the debate. 

As you have stated, he did say pub- 
licly that because of the forthcoming 
election in 2014, that he thought it 
would be proper to have the debate in 
2015, which you have already stated. 
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In 2015, the Speaker of the House said 
he was waiting for the President to 
submit the AUMF. As you have stated, 
the President did submit an AUMF, 
which many of us in both parties for 
different reasons were dissatisfied 
with, but it was the vehicle with which 
to go to the committee, to have the de- 
bate, and then to bring to the floor for 
a debate of the full House. 

I quote frequently down in my dis- 
trict what James Madison said: ‘‘The 
power to declare war, including the 
power of judging the causes of war, is 
fully and exclusively vested in the leg- 
islature.”’ 

He didn’t say the executive branch. 
He said the legislature, we in the House 
and we in the Senate. He didn’t say the 
President. He said the legislature. If we 
don’t bring it forward ourselves and if 
the Speaker wants the President to 
submit the AUMF—which he has al- 
ready done, but now, as you stated, he 
is asking for another AUMF. 

I do not understand. Our Nation has 
spent $1.7 trillion or $1.8 trillion in Iraq 
and Afghanistan combined. This is the 
first war in Iraq, not the continuation 
that we are into now. We are spending 
billions and billions of dollars every 
day. AS you say, we have cut programs 
left and right. Even our veterans are 
concerned about their benefits being 
cut, and many of them did serve in Af- 
ghanistan and Iraq. 

I take it upon myself to go to Walter 
Reed. I will go to my grave regretting 
that I voted to send our kids to Iraq, 
which was an unnecessary war ini- 
tially, very unnecessary, but we went; 
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4,000 of our kids died, and 30,000 were 
wounded, and 100,000 Iraqis were killed. 
Anyway, that is history now. I know 
we can’t change history, but, hope- 
fully, we can learn from history. 

The people are frustrated. I talk 
about this down in my district, Mr. 
MCGOVERN. That is why I support this 
H. Con. Res. 55. I don’t know how many 
billions of dollars we are expending in 
Afghanistan. I know that that is a dif- 
ferent subject, but I want to make my 
point. 

The billions of dollars that we are ex- 
pending in Afghanistan is just so ironic 
that John Sopko, who is the Special In- 
spector General of Afghan Reconstruc- 
tion, talks about how the waste, fraud, 
and abuse is ongoing. We have had ma- 
rines from my district who were sent 
to Afghanistan to train the Afghans to 
be policemen and soldiers, and the peo- 
ple they were training turned the guns 
on them and killed them. 

We are sending our young men and 
women into these Middle East coun- 
tries and other countries, and we don’t 
have an end to the plan. I am not a 
military person, but I have heard from 
military leaders. If you have a strat- 
egy, that means you have an end point 
to your strategy, but we don’t have an 
end point to our strategy. That is why 
it is so important that we bring it up. 

What you are trying to do is to force 
a debate on an AUMF to get this Con- 
gress to reengage itself. I am like you, 
sir. I get tired of funding all of these 
programs. In fact, on FOX today, they 
were talking about the weapons that 
we have given to the Iraqis, and their 
army is disbanding half the time. The 
weapons that we have given them— 
from machine guns to Humvees—are 
now in the hands of ISIS, and we are 
now bombing the equipment that we 
sent to the Iraqi Army. It does not 
make any sense. 

Just a couple more points, and then I 
am going to yield back to you your 
time. 

I want to thank you and BARBARA 
LEE—and that is why I joined you—be- 
cause I see the frustration of the ma- 
rines down in Camp Lejeune. They 
have been deployed three, four, five, 
six, seven times, and they know that 
they might be called upon again, and 
they will go. 

Just like all of those who serve in 
our services, they will go back and go 
back and go back; but, as you have said 
many times and as James Madison 
said, it is our responsibility, not the 
President’s responsibility, to initiate 
these AUMFs. 

I hope that the President will follow 
with what the Speaker has asked him 
for, which is for a second AUMF. If he 
sends a second AUMF, then there is no 
excuse that our leadership of the Re- 
publican Party has—and I am a Repub- 
lican—to not bring it to the floor. 

Mr. MCGOVERN, I thank you again. I 
am pleased to have thought to join you 
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in this effort. We need to meet our con- 
stitutional responsibility. I go to Wal- 
ter Reed. I see the broken bodies, and I 
see the amputated legs. 

I have signed over 11,000 letters to 
families in this country who have lost 
loved ones in Afghanistan and Iraq. I 
want to fulfill my duty as a Member of 
Congress and follow the Constitution 
and have the debates on spending blood 
and money in these foreign countries. 

Thank you for allowing me to be a 
small part of this. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank my 
colleague from North Carolina for his 
eloquent statement and for his passion 
on this issue and for his courage on 
this issue because I know that it is not 
easy to stand up and raise some of 
these questions. He has done so con- 
sistently, and I think the country owes 
him a debt of gratitude, so I thank the 
gentleman for that. 

I think, as Mr. JONES pointed out, 
there is a constitutional principle at 
stake here. We have a responsibility 
when it comes to matters of war, and it 
is a little bit puzzling to me that we 
have a lot of complaining in this Cham- 
ber by some in saying that the Presi- 
dent is not consulting enough with 
Congress or he is doing too many 
things with executive actions; yet, 
when it comes to the issue of war, we 
don’t want to have anything to do with 
it. It is just too easy to do nothing. 

I know that these issues are uncom- 
fortable—they are complicated; they 
are difficult—but our job is not to run 
away from an issue if it is uncomfort- 
able. We have to deliberate on a lot of 
issues that are important to the Amer- 
ican people and to the national secu- 
rity of this country. 

I don’t think it takes any courage for 
a Member of Congress to be quiet on 
this issue and cheer the White House 
on if the military operation is going 
well or criticize it if it is not, but never 
have to take a vote. That is not leader- 
ship; that is cowardice. That is shirk- 
ing our responsibility. 

I don’t care whether you are a Demo- 
crat or a Republican. We all, for the 
sake of protecting the integrity of this 
institution, should insist that we as- 
sume our proper role when it comes to 
issues of war. War is a big deal. It is a 
big deal—at least it should be a big 
deal. 

As I said earlier, what bothers me is 
that, in this Chamber and in this city, 
it has become easy. We don’t talk 
about it. We had a debate on the de- 
fense authorization bill last week. A 
number of us tried to bring amend- 
ments to the floor to kind of force this 
issue, and we were told this is not the 
place to talk about the war—the de- 
fense authorization bill, which author- 
izes a lot of the funding for this war. 

If that is not the place to talk about 
it, then where is the place to talk 
about it? With every attempt that we 
have launched to try to force a debate 
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on the floor, we have been frustrated. 
We have been told you can’t do it. Here 
we are in June, and we have been at 
war now for many, many months. The 
time has come for us to stand up and 
be heard on this issue. 

Look, I have great reservations about 
the White House’s policy in Iraq and 
Syria. I don’t support much of what the 
President is doing right now. I know 
his heart is in the right place, but I 
don’t think that the ultimate answer 
here is to expand our military foot- 
print. I have reservations. 

Even if you believe that you ought to 
give the President all of the power in 
the universe to do whatever he wants 
around the world, you still ought to 
support what Congressman JONES and 
Congresswoman LEE and I are trying to 
do, and that is to make sure that Con- 
gress has a role in this, that we author- 
ize whatever action is going to take 
place from this point forward. 

Again, you could vote to expand the 
President’s authority. You could vote 
to limit the President’s authority. You 
could vote to say we don’t believe the 
President should have any authority to 
launch even more wars in the Middle 
East. That is what the debate should be 
about. 

We should be talking about the spe- 
cifics of our policy. I mean, is there a 
clearly defined mission here? I don’t 
see it. A clearly defined mission has a 
beginning, a middle, and an end; but we 
ought to have that debate. 

How does this all end? We were told 
initially, Oh, it won’t be that long; 
then it was a few years. Now, it is 
going to be a generation or two. The 
length of time that we are going to be 
expected to be engaged here gets longer 
and longer and longer and longer with 
each passing month. Isn’t that worth a 
discussion? Isn’t that worth a debate? 

We debate a lot of things on this 
House floor that I would say are pretty 
trivial. We debate a lot of legislation 
that we know is going nowhere. Why 
can’t we take the time to debate this 
issue of war? Why can’t we take the 
time to do what is right by our service- 
men and -women, who are being put 
into harm’s way, to make sure that we 
are getting it right with regard to Iraq 
and Syria and the war against the Is- 
lamic State? Again, I know it is un- 
comfortable; but so what? We need to 
do our job. 

I will just close by reiterating some- 
thing that Congressman JONES said, 
and that is that we have a lot of needs 
here in the United States. We can’t get 
a long-term highway bill passed. We 
have tens of millions of fellow citizens 
in the United States of America, the 
richest country on the planet, who are 
hungry. We have some schools that are 
in disrepair. 

Quite frankly, our kids deserve a 
heck of a lot better. We have infra- 
structure needs. I can go right down 
the list of the things that we need to 
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do. We have people who are unem- 
ployed, and we have people who are 
homeless. We need more housing for 
people. 

There are so many things that we 
have to do, and we are told we can’t do 
any of it because we don’t have the 
money; but, when it comes to wars that 
never end or wars that are going to last 
generations or more, we are an ATM 
machine. 

If the money is not there, we will 
give you an IOU. We will put it on our 
credit card. People talk about the def- 
icit and the debt; yet we are adding all 
of these billions and trillions of dollars 
because of these wars that are not paid 
for. No one says anything about that 
around here, but that is one of the big- 
gest contributors to our debt. We ought 
to realize that. 

When we talk about national secu- 
rity, I would just say to my colleagues 
that national security also includes the 
quality of life for people here in this 
country, whether people have a job, 
whether people have access to a good 
education, whether people have health 
care, whether people have food, wheth- 
er they have shelter. 

All of those things are important 
parts of our national security and our 
national defense. We are neglecting 
them on a regular basis, but we are 
spending every cent we have on these 
wars overseas. 

This deserves a debate. Again, we 
would prefer that an AUMF come be- 
fore the full House under regular order, 
where the House Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee would report out a bill, and we 
would just debate it, but we have been 
patient long enough, and nothing has 
been forthcoming. 

Here we are in June with still no 
promise that anything may be com- 
ing—more excuses. That is why we in- 
troduced this privileged resolution. We 
are going to force a debate, and we are 
going to force a vote. We will do it 
again and again and again and again 
until this Congress lives up to its con- 
stitutional responsibilities. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 


— 
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THREATS AROUND THE WORLD 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ZINKE). Under the Speaker's announced 
policy of January 6, 2015, the Chair rec- 
ognizes the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GOHMERT) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, there is 
so much going on these days, and I 
would just like to take up a very im- 
portant issue that is going on right 
now. 

There was an interview by our Presi- 
dent that was discussed in the L.A. 
Times, an article by Christi Parsons 
and Michael Memoli, and I saw part of 
the interview on television. The head- 
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line of this story is “Obama Raises 
Possibility of Allowing U.N. Vote on 
Palestinian Statehood.” Their sub- 
headline says, “Obama makes veiled 
threat about Palestinian statehood in 
an interview.” 

The article says, “President Obama 
took a step toward a tougher line with 
Israel in an interview released Tues- 
day, raising the possibility that the 
U.S. will allow a United Nations vote 
on issues related to the Palestinians if 
the two sides make no meaningful 
movement toward peace.” 

In an interview with an Israeli tele- 
vision station, Obama noted that his 
administration has “up until this 
point” quashed such efforts at the 
U.N., while insisting that the Israelis 
and Palestinians must negotiate a res- 
olution; but he said it is a challenge for 
the U.S. to keep demanding that the 
Palestinians negotiate in good faith if 
no one believes the Israelis are doing 
the same. 

Further down, it says, “Obama's crit- 
ical tone toward Netanyahu, describing 
him as someone who is ‘predisposed’ to 
‘think perhaps that peace is naive’, ap- 
peared to return to the tough language 
that marked administration state- 
ments earlier this spring around the 
time of the Israeli election. More re- 
cently, the White House had seemed to 
be trying to mend fences.” Well, obvi- 
ously, that is not the case now. 

I thought it might be important, Mr. 
Speaker, to take a look at some of the 
comments that have been made by 
folks who say they are leaders, and we 
know them to be leaders of the Pal- 
estinians because Mr. Obama is getting 
some terrible advice. 

I don’t know who is advising him. 
Maybe he is still skipping those brief- 
ings, and who knows where it is coming 
from, but somebody needs—somebody, 
and I hope, Mr. Speaker, somebody 
close to the President—to start advis- 
ing him on the position of the Palestin- 
ians. They cannot make their position 
more clear. 

Prime Minister Netanyahu stood 
right here at the second level and made 
the statement, in essence, that, if 
Israel lays down its arms, there is no 
Israel; if the Palestinians lay down 
their arms, there will be peace. 

They will not do so, and they con- 
tinue to teach their children about how 
evil and horrible these Jews are, these 
Israelis are, that they need to be wiped 
off the map. They continue to name 
streets and holidays for those who 
would kill innocent Israeli children, in- 
nocent Israeli moms and dads as they 
sit having coffee. Oh, they think that 
is wonderful; let’s make them heroes 
because they killed innocent Israelis. 

Yet this President continues to want 
to help the Palestinians have a big spot 
in Israel, a massive spot, which Israel 
has already seen makes their nation in- 
defensible, while the President seems 
not to be getting the message of their 
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position: they want to wipe Israel off 
the map. 

Some quotes, this is from Yasser 
Arafat, the previous PLO leader. He 
said: ‘‘We plan to eliminate the State 
of Israel and establish a purely Pales- 
tinian state. We will make life unbear- 
able for Jews by psychological warfare 
and population explosion. We Palestin- 
ians will take over everything, includ- 
ing all of Jerusalem.” 

Now, the current Palestinian Presi- 
dent has made clear—and his state- 
ment is: “We cannot compromise on 
Jerusalem.” They are taking all of Je- 
rusalem. 

Also, this quote, that they would 
never recognize a Jewish state. The 
quote is: “First of all, let me make 
something clear about the story of the 
Jewish state,” he told Dream 2 TV on 
October 23, 2011. He is quoted: “They 
started talking to me about the Jewish 
state only 2 years ago, discussing it 
with me at every opportunity, every 
forum I went to—Jewish or non-Jew- 
ish—asking: “What do you think about 
the Jewish state?’ I’ve said it before, 
and Ill say it again: I will never recog- 
nize the Jewishness of the state, or a 
‘Jewish state.’”’ 

Another quote: “Hamas kidnapped— 
or rather, captured—a soldier and man- 
aged to keep him for 5 years, and that 
is a good thing.” 

Another quote from President Abbas: 
“In a final resolution, we would not see 
the presence of a single Israeli—civil- 
jan or soldier—on our lands.” Of 
course, their lands, they anticipate 
getting all of Israel. They intend to 
wipe the Israelis off the map. 

“Whoever wants resistance, whoever 
wants jihad, the direction for jihad is 
well-known and clear.” This is 
Mahmoud Al-Habbash, the Palestinian 
Minister for Religious Affairs. He said, 
“Those who send young people to Syria 
or elsewhere to die for a misdirected 
cause must stop and understand that 
Jerusalem is still waiting. Jerusalem is 
the direction, Jerusalem is the ad- 
dress.” 

Another quote—Hamas, a group des- 
ignated by the State Department and 
European Union as a foreign terrorist 
organization. They, of course, are well 
respected in the area the Palestinians 
are occupying. 

Saeb Erekat, the Palestinian dip- 
lomat’s chief negotiator, said, ‘‘Hamas 
is a Palestinian movement, is not and 
will never be a terrorist organization.”” 
Well, we Know the facts dictate other- 
wise. 

We keep coming back to this point, 
Mr. Speaker. As long as the leaders of 
the Palestinians continue to say that 
terrorist organizations are peaceful, in 
their view, even though they want to 
kill Israelis, wipe them off the map, 
and as long as they continue to say 
they will never recognize an Israeli 
state, a Jewish state, they will never 
allow them to exist, they will continue 
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to push to wipe them off the map, how 
in the world can the President of the 
United States act like he is a friend to 
Israel, yet say we want to accommo- 
date their getting a vote that will 
make Israel indefensible to people that 
want to destroy them? 

Here are some more quotes. The fol- 
lowing are excerpts from an interview 
with Hamas MP and cleric Yunis Al- 
Astal, which aired on Al-Aqsa TV on 
May 11 of 2011. He said: ‘‘The Jews are 
brought in droves to Palestine so that 
the Palestinians—and the Islamic na- 
tion behind them—will have the honor 
of annihilating the evil of this gang.” 

“All the predators, all the birds of 
prey, all the dangerous reptiles and in- 
sects, and all the lethal bacteria are far 
less dangerous than the Jews.” 

Here is another: ‘‘In just a few years, 
all the Zionists and the settlers will re- 
alize that their arrival in Palestine was 
for the purpose of the great massacre, 
by means of which Allah wants to re- 
lieve humanity of their evil.” 

Here is another from this Hamas 
member and cleric: ‘‘When Palestine is 
liberated and its people return to it, 
and the entire region, with the grace of 
Allah, will have turned into the United 
States of Islam, the land of Palestine 
will become the capital of the Islamic 
Caliphate, and all these countries will 
turn into states within the Caliphate.” 

Another great quote from these won- 
derful leaders, another leader said: ‘‘I 
swear that if we had a nuke, we’d have 
used it this very morning.” 

Those are the people that the Presi- 
dent of the United States thinks are 
being extremely reasonable, and he 
considers that Netanyahu, in wanting 
to keep a country in which they can 
live without being wiped off the map, is 
being unreasonable. 

Netanyahu has made very clear, they 
want peace; but how can they sit down 
with people who will not even acknowl- 
edge they have a right to exist? That is 
not a precondition. That is a condition 
for wiping them off the map as a threat 
to mankind if they are not willing to 
recognize that genocide is inappro- 
priate. 

They are war criminal wannabes. 
When people make clear that they are 
going to commit murder or genocide, 
how long do you have to wait before it 
is okay to stop them? Well, the Presi- 
dent has made clear it may be time to 
move out of the way so that these Pal- 
estinians that want to obliterate Israel 
can have their will. 

One thought came back to mind. 
Back in my days as a felony judge, 
when you have somebody who is driv- 
ing a car and people say, “Hey, we just 
need a ride to this location. Once we 
get there, we are going to murder some 
people, but we don't need anything 
from you. We just need a ride,” the per- 
son that drove that car, knowing that 
those people made those comments 
about wanting to kill people when they 
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get to that location, they are also 
guilty of murder. 

I am not accusing anybody. I am 
raising questions. If the United States 
says, “Here, Palestinian terrorist 
groups, we want to provide you the ve- 
hicle to have a powerful place right in 
the middle, a huge section of Israel. We 
want to give you that place, and you 
have made clear, we know you have 
made clear, once you are there, you are 
going to wipe out Israel,” does that 
make the United States’ leaders that 
facilitate that, does that make them 
accessories? I am just asking. 

Mr. Speaker, you can advise the Par- 
liamentarian, I am not accusing any- 
body. Iam just asking the question. 

The President needs to be advised by 
somebody that people are threatening 
murder, genocide, and those are not 
the people whose side we should be on 
trying to accommodate to reach that 
goal. It is a difficult time, and it is a 
scary time. 

Many of us believe what Scripture 
says, to whom much is given, of them 
much is required. 

I have mentioned a number of times 
the elderly West African gentleman 
who advised me when I was over there 
with Mercy Ships: We were so excited 
when you elected your first Black 
President, but we have continued since 
then to see America get weaker, and 
you have got to go back to Washington 
and tell your friends there that, when 
America gets weaker, we suffer. 

Then we see the stories of to whom 
much is given. This United States of 
America, that our leaders in this ad- 
ministration, according to articles, a 
Catholic Bishop in Nigeria, that this 
administration is saying: We are not 
going to help you stop Boko Haram, 
these radical Islamists; we are going to 
let them keep killing innocent Chris- 
tians, kidnapping, and sexually raping, 
abusing Christian girls. But, if you will 
change your laws and accommodate 
same sex marriage and pay for abor- 
tion, then we will be willing to come 
help. 
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I was advised by some other Members 
of Congress who got back from a trip to 
East Africa, where they were told by 
leaders in East African nations the 
same thing that they are being told by 
the people in this administration: Oh, 
yeah, we will help you with radical 
Islam, but only if you change your laws 
to violate your strongly held Christian 
beliefs that same-sex marriage is 
wrong. And also, start providing abor- 
tions, also violating your strongly held 
religious beliefs. 

Only if you will violate your Chris- 
tian beliefs will we be willing to come 
help you. If there is a God as the Bible 
talks about, there will be a price to 
this Nation for acting in such a way. 

I have a dear friend—I think the 
world of him—a man named Sean 
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Hannity. I don’t usually get to see his 
program live. Again, last night in the 
wee hours I was watching a replay of 
Sean’s program, and he was talking 
about, once again, a terrorist with ties 
to a mosque in the Boston area. 

Of course, I had done some research 
on this and found research that had 
been done by others. I found an article 
by Ryan Mauro back from December 
2013. 

I know when I was questioning the 
Director of the FBI, Director Mueller, 
before our Judiciary Committee, I was 
incredulous that the Russians, of all 
people, could advise the United States 
twice that the older Tsarnaev had been 
radicalized long before he ever killed 
people and maimed people during the 
Boston Marathon. 

We had been advised twice. When we 
took no action the first time, then 
they advised the FBI that the older 
Tsarnaev had been radicalized, and you 
need to check into it. And the best I 
can find out is the FBI interviewed 
Tsarnaev, and he said he wasn’t a ter- 
rorist—imagine that—and they talked 
to his mother and she said her son was 
not a terrorist. 

And I challenged him and said, in ef- 
fect: You didn’t even go to the Boston 
mosque where Tsarnaev attended to 
find out, to investigate if he had been 
radicalized? And he challenged me. He 
said that wasn’t true. I said: What part 
wasn’t true? And he said: We did go to 
the mosque there. 

I didn’t hear the little tag-on line he 
put after that until I heard a replay. 
My staff had to say: You apparently 
didn’t hear what he said after he said 
“We did go to the mosque.” So I had to 
listen to the replay. What he said: ‘‘We 
did go to the mosque in our outreach 
program.” 

In the outreach program. We talked 
about that before. It took years before 
the FBI finally suspended their part- 
nership with CAIR after, years before, 
the FBI had found evidence that was 
utilized in the Holy Land Foundation 
trial, the largest terrorist prosecution 
case in American history. 

CAIR was named as an unindicted co- 
conspirator. They tried to have their 
name removed from the pleadings, but 
the Federal judges at the district level 
and at the United States Court of Ap- 
peals both said there is plenty of evi- 
dence to support CAIR being a cocon- 
spirator supporting terrorism. So no, 
we are not going to strike their names 
from the pleadings. There were other 
names that were challenging as well. 

So I was surprised it took years for 
the FBI to decide to suspend their out- 
reach program, their partnership with 
CAIR. And yet, according to Director 
Mueller, they continued that outreach 
program to that mosque. 

But I did challenge him with one 
final question. I held up these docu- 
ments here, the Articles of Organiza- 
tion. This is with the Commonwealth 
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of Massachusetts that they got these 
Articles of Organization. And it is or- 
ganizing a group called the Islamic So- 
ciety of Boston, which established the 
mosque in Boston that Tsarnaev at- 
tended, that the latest terrorist at- 
tended. 

My friend, Sean Hannity, was asking 
the question about this mosque be- 
cause he was shocked, like I was pre- 
viously, as to why there had not been 
more investigation. 

This article from 2013 pretty well 
tells the tale: “Clarion Project: Islamic 
Society of Boston.” It says: 

“The Islamic Society of Boston's 
teachings are largely based on 
Islamists like Muslim Brotherhood 
spiritual leader Yousef al-Qaradawi and 
Sayyid Qutb, the Brotherhood cleric 
who influenced Osama bin Laden, as re- 
ported in 2008 that the Muslim Brother- 
hood and the Pakistani Islamist group 
Jamaat-e-Islami ‘are the prominent be- 
lief systems. The popular web sites 
used by members, and recommended by 
mosque leaders, are mostly fundamen- 
talist, and rabidly homophobic.’ ”’ 

So we already knew that. Osama bin 
Laden had said that the writings of 
Qutb, particularly the booklet ‘‘Mile- 
stones,” helped radicalized him. 

If our FBI training materials had not 
been purged, as have our intelligence 
training materials and other training 
materials, if they had not been purged 
of material that CAIR found offen- 
sive—CAIR being the entity that the 
Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals and a 
U.S. District Court said there is plenty 
of evidence to support their being co- 
conspirators in terrorism. They found 
some language offensive and so there 
were—well they classified it. I thought 
it was ridiculous, and I won’t say an 
approximate amount. They found many 
pages to be offensive to them, this co- 
conspirator in terrorism, according to 
the pleadings in the Holy Land Foun- 
dation trial, and so they were removed. 
As one intelligence officer told me: We 
blinded ourselves of the ability to see 
our enemy. 

They don’t even know. Our FBI 
should go into the mosque and talk to 
people there. They should have asked: 
Well, look, do you know Tsarnaev? Was 
he reading Qutb—well, they call him an 
Egyptian martyr, but he was a ter- 
rorist. He promoted terrorism, and he 
wrote this booklet that has helped 
radicalize people. 

But if you know what radicals be- 
lieve, then you are able to ask the 
questions and get to the bottom. And 
so you are not just going to the mosque 
to sit down and pat each other on the 
back and have some food together. You 
are actually investigating whether 
somebody is going to kill people at the 
Boston Marathon in the future so you 
can save their lives. But they didn’t 
know enough to do that because they 
are not properly trained anymore be- 
cause CAIR gets offended when we try 
to properly train them. 


June 4, 2015 


This article goes on and says: 

“Their writings and teachings were 
fanatical.” 

This is from Sheikh Ahmed Mansour 
in 2013. He is talking about the Islamic 
Society of Boston's teachings in the 
mosque. He said: 

“The writings and teachings were fa- 
natical. I left and refused to go back to 
pray. I left Egypt to escape the Muslim 
Brotherhood, but I had found it there.” 

The Muslim Brotherhood advises this 
administration. And for the incom- 
petent people that say: “Well, GOH- 
MERT never gives names; he just says 
they advise the President,” they don't 
know how many times I have given 
names. Mohamed Elibiary from Plano 
was on the top advisory group for 
Homeland Security. 

Imam Magid, the president of the All 
Dulles Area Muslim Society, or 
ADAMS—I am sure John Adams would 
appreciate that—he was president of 
that. He was part of a group that was 
named as a coconspirator in the ter- 
rorist prosecution trial of the Holy 
Land Foundation. He advised the Presi- 
dent regularly. He gave him advice, ac- 
cording to the media. He gave advice to 
the President about his speech back in 
2011, where the President inaccurately 
said everybody agrees to going back to 
the pre-1967 boundaries. No, they 
didn’t. 

If you are Imam Magid, and you are 
part of what was named as a cocon- 
spirator in terrorism, maybe you think 
that, but certainly the parties didn’t 
agree to that. 

Anyway, this article goes on: 

“In 2004, the Islamic Society of Bos- 
ton Web site had a section titled: ‘40 
Recommendations for the Muslim 
Home.’ It said to ‘hang up the whip 
where the members of the household 
can see it,’ and that children are to be 
‘hit’ if they refuse to pray once they 
are 10 years old. 

“The section also said regarding wife 
beating, ‘Hitting is not the way to dis- 
cipline; it is not to be resorted to ex- 
cept when all other means are ex- 
hausted or when it is needed to force 
someone to do obligatory acts of obedi- 
ence,’’’ which apparently include of a 
sexual nature. 

The article says: 

“One of the founders of the Islamic 
Society of Boston is Abdurrahman 
Alamoudi, who was its first president.”” 

I insert here that I asked Director 
Mueller: Were you aware that 
Alamoudi is the one that started this 
mosque that Tsarnaev attended? And 
he said: No, he was not. But he sure 
knew who Alamoudi was. Because the 
FBI gathered the evidence, whether 
they wanted to or not, that put him in 
prison. Actually, I think the British 
gathered the evidence that was so over- 
whelming that there wasn't much 
choice; he had to be prosecuted. 

Yes, he had helped the Clinton ad- 
ministration, he had been some help to 
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the Bush administration, according to 
Alamoudi. Anyway, he gets arrested 
out at Dulles Airport and is doing I be- 
lieve 23 years in prison for supporting 
terrorism. 

But the article points out: 

“He was convicted on terrorism-re- 
lated charges in 2004 and has admitted 
to being a secret Muslim Brotherhood 
operative. He wrote from his prison 
cell, Tam, I hope, still a member of the 
Muslim Brotherhood organization in 
the USA.’ He was last paid a speaking 
fee by the Islamic Society of Boston in 
2000, the same year he publicly ex- 
pressed his support for Hamas and 
Hezbollah. 

“Muslim Brotherhood spiritual lead- 
er Yousef al-Qaradawi has been on the 
ISB board of trustees. Tax filings for 
1998-2000 include his name under a list 
of ‘officers, directors, trustees, and key 
employees.’ 

“In 2002, Qaradawi helped ISB—the 
Islamic Society of Boston—fundraise 
via videotape because the U.S. would 
not grant him entry. His name also ap- 
peared on the Islamic Society of Bos- 
ton’s Web site until March 2001. The Is- 
lamic Society of Boston originally de- 
nied having any connection to 
Qaradawi and later claimed that the 
inclusion of his name on the tax forms 
was an error. 

“The ISB has hosted Islamic speak- 
ers like Salah Soltan and Yasir Qadhi. 
In March 2010, Imam Abdullah Faarooq 
said that Aafia Siddiqui, a young 
woman arrested for her al Qaeda ties, 
was innocent, and "You must grab on to 
this rope, grab on to the typewriter, 
grab on to the shovel, grab on to the 
gun and the sword, don't be afraid to 
step out into this world and do your 
job.” 

“TSB has donated ‘thousands’ of dol- 
lars to the Holy Land Foundation, a 
U.S. Muslim Brotherhood entity later 
shut down for financing Hamas. It also 
donated to the Benevolence Inter- 
national Foundation, later identified 
as al Qaeda front. 

“Imam Sheikh Basyouny Nehela, was 
has served the Islamic Society of Bos- 
ton for at least 10 years, is also a board 
member of the Boston chapter of the 
Muslim American society. 

“In 1994, Hamas fundraiser Moham- 
med El-Mezain addressed the Muslim 
Arab Youth Association. He spoke 
after an individual that was introduced 
as a leader of the ‘Hamas mosque mili- 
tary wing.’ An FBI report documented 
the speaker saying: ‘I have been told to 
restrict or restrain what I say... I 
hope no one is recording me or taking 
any pictures, as none are allowed... 
because I’m going to speak the truth to 
you. It’s simple. Finish off the Israelis. 
Kill them all. Exterminate them. No 
peace ever.’ ” 

These are the Muslim Brothers that 
the President gets advice from. 

It is time to stop this organization. 
It is time to listen to our friends in 
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Israel and do not, at all costs, facili- 
tate the destruction or the attempted 
destruction of Israel by our enemies 
and their enemies. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 


-u 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to: 

Mr. STEWART (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for today on account of 
family reasons. 

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl- 
vania (at the request of Ms. PELOSI) for 
today. 


— 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 2 p.m.), under its previous 
order, the House adjourned until Mon- 
day, June 8, 2015 at 2 p.m. 


—— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1699. A letter from the Acting Under Sec- 
retary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart- 
ment of Defense, transmitting authorization 
for Colonel Paul J. Rock, Jr., United States 
Marine Corps, to wear the insignia of the 
grade of brigadier general, in accordance 
with 10 U.S.C. 777; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1700. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Capital Gain Distributions of Regu- 
lated Investment Companies [Notice 2015-41] 
received June 3, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

1701. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Changes in accounting periods and in 
methods of accounting (Rev. Proc. 2015-33) 
received June 3, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

1702. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Penalty Relief Program — Late An- 
nual Reporting for Non-Title I Retirement 
Plans (‘‘One-Participant Plans” and Certain 
Foreign Plans) (Rev. Proc. 2015-32) received 
June 3, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1703. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Request for Comments Regarding 
New Financial Accounting Standards Board 
and International Accounting Standards 
Board Revenue Recognition Standards [No- 
tice 2015-40] received June 3, 2015, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


a 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
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for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 2131. A bill to 
designate the Federal building and United 
States courthouse located at 83 Meeting 
Street in Charleston, South Carolina, as the 
“J. Waties Waring Judicial Center” (Rept. 
114-137). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CONAWAY: Committee on Agri- 
culture. H.R. 2394. A bill to reauthorize the 
National Forest Foundation Act, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114-138). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


—_ > 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania: 

H.R. 2645. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to prevent the Thrift Savings 
Fund from investing in any company that 
boycotts Israel; to the Committee on Over- 
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
of Texas, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. DIAZ- 
BALART, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. DOLD, 
Mr. GUINTA, Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of 
California, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of 
Pennsylvania, Mrs. ELLMERS of North 
Carolina, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. VARGAS, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. HAs- 
TINGS, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, and Ms. 
SINEMA): 

H.R. 2646. A bill to make available needed 
psychiatric, psychological, and supportive 
services for individuals with mental illness 
and families in mental health crisis, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Ways and Means, and Education 
and the Workforce, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. WESTERMAN (for himself, 
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. ZINKE): 

H.R. 2647. A bill to expedite under the Na- 
tional Environmental Policy Act and im- 
prove forest management activities in units 
of the National Forest System derived from 
the public domain, on public lands under the 
jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, and on tribal lands to return resilience 
to overgrown, fire-prone forested lands, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, and in addition to the Committee 
on Natural Resources, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. POSEY, Mr. COLE, Mr. 
FATTAH, and Mrs. LUMMIS): 

H.R. 2648. A bill to require adequate infor- 
mation regarding the tax treatment of pay- 
ments under settlement agreements entered 
into by Federal agencies, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on Financial Services, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
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such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. REICHERT (for himself and Mr. 
THOMPSON of California): 

H.R. 2649. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for the appli- 
cation of Medicare secondary payer rules to 
certain workers’ compensation settlement 
agreements and qualified Medicare set-aside 
provisions; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia: 

H.R. 2650. A bill to restore equity, save cov- 
erage, and undo errors in the case of individ- 
uals who lose health insurance subsidies 
under King v. Burwell, and other individuals, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committees on Ways and Means, and 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. DEGETTE (for herself, Mr. 
WHITFIELD, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico, and Ms. LEE): 

H.R. 2651. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to prevent and treat dia- 
betes, to promote and improve the care of in- 
dividuals with diabetes, and to reduce health 
disparities, relating to diabetes, within ra- 
cial and ethnic minority groups, including 
the African-American, Hispanic American, 
Asian American, Native Hawaiian and Other 
Pacific Islander, and American Indian and 
Alaskan Native communities; to the Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PALMER (for himself, Mr. TOM 
PRICE of Georgia, Mr. BABIN, Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
Buck, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mrs. LOVE, 
Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. SANFORD, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. GRIF- 
FITH, Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. ZINKE, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. WALK- 
ER, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. CARTER of 
Georgia, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. BLUM, 


Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. RICE of South 
Carolina, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. 
LOUDERMILK, Mr. BARTON, and Mr. 
BOUSTANY): 


H.R. 2652. A bill to provide a 2-year grace 
period for physicians and other health care 
providers in transitioning from the use of 
ICD-9 to ICD-10; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee (for himself, 
Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 
FLORES, Mr. BARR, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mrs. ELLMERS 
of North Carolina, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. HILL, Mr. 
ROKITA, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. BUCSHON, 
Mr. GIBBS, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, 
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WEBER of Texas, 
Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. 
HUELSKAMP, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. ROUZER, 
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Mr. YODER, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. NEUGE- 
BAUER, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
PITTENGER, Mr. COLE, Mr. BABIN, Mr. 
ROONEY of Florida, Mr. STUTZMAN, 
Mr. ROTHFUS, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mrs. 
WAGNER, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. 
McKINLEY, Mr.  BENISHEK, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. WILSON of South Caro- 
lina, Mr. OLSON, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. 
MESSER, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, and Mr. 
McCAUL): 

H.R. 2653. A bill to repeal the Patient Pro- 
tection and Affordable Care Act and related 
reconciliation provisions, to promote pa- 
tient-centered health care, to provide for the 
creation of a safe harbor for defendants in 
medical malpractice actions who dem- 
onstrate adherence to clinical practice 
guidelines, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, Education and the Workforce, the Ju- 
diciary, Natural Resources, House Adminis- 
tration, Rules, Appropriations, Veterans’ Af- 
fairs, and the Budget, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. NADLER (for himself, Mr. 
Scott of Virginia, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Ms. SPEIER, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Ms. FUDGE, 
Mr. BERA, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. BRADY 
of Pennsylvania, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mrs. Capps, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Mr. CARNEY, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. CASTOR of Flor- 
ida, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. CLARK of Mas- 
sachusetts, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. Coo- 
PER, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS 
of Illinois, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Ms. DELAURO, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. MI- 
CHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
ELLISON, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. EsHoo, Ms. 
Esty, Mr. FARR, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GRAY- 
SON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, 
Ms. HAHN, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HIG- 
GINS, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. KEATING, Mr. KENNEDY, 

Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LAR- 
SEN of Washington, Mrs. LAWRENCE, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. LYNCH, 
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Ms. MENG, Ms. MOORE, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. PERL- 
MUTTER, Mr. PETERS, Ms. PINGREE, 
Mr. POCAN, Mr. POLIs, Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. RUSH, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, 
Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SHERMAN, 
Ms. SINEMA, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
SMITH of Washington, Mr. TAKANO, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 
TONKO, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. VAN HOL- 
LEN, Mr. VEASEY, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, and Ms. WILSON of Florida): 
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H.R. 2654. A bill to eliminate discrimina- 
tion and promote women’s health and eco- 
nomic security by ensuring reasonable work- 
place accommodations for workers whose 
ability to perform the functions of a job are 
limited by pregnancy, childbirth, or a re- 
lated medical condition; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce, and in ad- 
dition to the Committees on House Adminis- 
tration, Oversight and Government Reform, 
and the Judiciary, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. DELANEY (for himself, Mr. 
POLIS, and Mr. PETERS): 

H.R. 2655. A bill to require all candidates 
for election for the office of Senator or Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives to run in 
an open primary regardless of political party 
preference or lack thereof, to limit the ensu- 
ing general election for such office to the 
two candidates receiving the greatest num- 
ber of votes in such open primary, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration, and in addition to the Com- 
mittees on Oversight and Government Re- 
form, the Judiciary, and Rules, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak- 
er, in each case for consideration of such pro- 
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. POLIS (for himself, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. KIND, and Mr. KELLY 
of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 2656. A bill to amend the Employee 
Retirement and Income Security Act of 1974 
and the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro- 
vide for the electronic delivery of pension 
plan information; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe- 
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. BLU- 
MENAUER, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. KIND, Mr. 
HECK of Nevada, Mr. WELCH, Mr. COL- 
LINS of New York, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
Mr. AMODEI, and Ms. TITUS): 

H.R. 2657. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify the energy credit 
to provide greater incentives for industrial 
energy efficiency; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BARLETTA: 

H.R. 2658. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to ensure that emergency 
services volunteers are not taken into ac- 
count as employees under the shared respon- 
sibility requirements contained in the Pa- 
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRENSHAW (for himself and 
Mr. POLIS): 

H.R. 2659. A bill to authorize preferential 
treatment for certain imports from Nepal; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Ms. 
LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. POCAN, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
McGOVERN, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. 


SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. CLARK of Massa- 
chusetts, Mrs. TORRES, Ms. MOORE, 
Mr. SERRANO, Mr. LEWIS, Mrs. DIN- 
GELL, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. FUDGE, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. HAHN, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. FARR, Mr. PAYNE, 

and Ms. PINGREE): 
H.R. 2660. A bill to amend the Child Nutri- 
tion Act of 1966 to increase the age of eligi- 
bility for children to receive benefits under 
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the special supplemental nutrition program 
for women, infants, and children, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and the Workforce. 
By Mr. FORTENBERRY (for himself 
and Mr. HUFFMAN): 

H.R. 2661. A bill to amend the National 
Trails System Act to include national dis- 
covery trails, and to designate the American 
Discovery Trail, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona (for him- 
self, Mr. SALMON, Mr. GALLEGO, and 
Ms. SINEMA): 

H.R. 2662. A bill to amend title 37, United 
States Code, to clarify the situations in 
which the United States will cover the cost 
of transportation for next of kin to attend 
the transfer ceremony of a member of the 
Armed Forces who dies overseas; to the Com- 
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr. POLIS, 
Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. THOMPSON of 
California, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. RUIZ, Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. 
CARDENAS, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. 
CRAMER, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRIS- 
HAM of New Mexico, Mrs. KIRK- 
PATRICK, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. BEN Ray LUJAN of 


New Mexico, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. SIMPSON, Ms. 
SINEMA, Mr. ZINKE, and Mr. 
HUFFMAN): 


H.R. 2663. A bill to promote the develop- 
ment of renewable energy on public land, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, for a period to be sub- 
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: 

H.R. 2664. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to protect the right of a claim- 
ant in a civil action before a Federal court to 
retain a structured settlement broker to ne- 
gotiate the terms of payment of an award, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KILMER: 

H.R. 2665. A bill to designate and expand 
wilderness areas in Olympic National Forest 
in the State of Washington, and to designate 
certain rivers in Olympic National Forest 
and Olympic National Park as wild and sce- 
nic rivers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois (for 
himself, Mr. LATTA, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 
Mr. BARTON, Mr. LANCE, Mr. SHIMKUS, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
PoMPEO, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. CRAMER, 
Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. LONG, 
Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina, Mr. 
WALDEN, and Mr. UPTON): 

H.R. 2666. A bill to prohibit the Federal 
Communications Commission from regu- 
lating the rates charged for broadband Inter- 
net access service; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington (for 
himself, Mr. COFFMAN, and Ms. 
DELBENE): 

H.R. 2667. A bill to reauthorize the match- 
ing grant program for school security in the 
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act 
of 1968; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico (for herself, Mr. DoG- 
GETT, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. JOHNSON of 
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Georgia, Mrs. DINGELL, and Ms. Roy- 
BAL-ALLARD): 

H.R. 2668. A bill to establish a National 
Care Corps through which qualified volun- 
teers provide care, companionship, and other 
services to seniors and individuals with dis- 
abilities; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Ms. MENG (for herself, Mr. BARTON, 
and Mr. LANCE): 

H.R. 2669. A bill to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934 to expand and clarify the 
prohibition on provision of inaccurate caller 
identification information, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2670. A bill to amend the Small Busi- 
ness Act to provide for expanded participa- 
tion in the microloan program, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Small Busi- 
ness. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2671. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to clarify the amount of schol- 
arships and duration of obligated service 
under the Department of Veterans Affairs 
Health Professional Scholarship Program; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2672. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to clarify the amount and dura- 
tion of scholarships under the Department of 
Veterans Affairs Employee Incentive Schol- 
arship Program; to the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2673. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to expand the eligibility of em- 
ployees of the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs to participate in the Education Debt 
Reduction Program; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2674. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to transfer funds among 
certain scholarship and debt reduction pro- 
grams; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. MULLIN (for himself and Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas): 

H.R. 2675. A bill to direct the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration to 
establish a program allowing low volume 
motor vehicle manufacturers to produce a 
limited number of vehicles annually within a 
regulatory system that addresses the unique 
safety and financial issues associated with 
limited production, and to direct the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency to allow low 
volume motor vehicle manufacturers to in- 
stall engines from vehicles that have been 
issued certificates of conformity; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. NEAL (for himself, Mr. CROW- 
LEY, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. RAN- 
GEL, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. THOMP- 
SON of California, Mr. BECERRA, and 
Mr. KIND): 

H.R. 2676. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the 
tax treatment for certain build America 
bonds, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SALMON (for himself, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Mr. HUNTER, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. 
WALBERG): 

H.R. 2677. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Education to verify that individuals have 
made a commitment to serve in the Armed 
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Forces or in public service, or otherwise are 
a borrower on an eligible loan which has 
been submitted to a guaranty agency for de- 
fault aversion or is already in default, before 
such individuals obtain a consolidation loan; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. SALMON: 

H.R. 2678. A bill to prohibit United States 
contributions to the United Nations Popu- 
lation Fund; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER (for himself 
and Ms. LOFGREN): 

H.R. 2679. A bill to provide for the admis- 
sion to the United States of certain Tibet- 
ans; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, 
Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. COSTA, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, Mr. DELANEY, 
Mr. DESAULNIER, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. 
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. HONDA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Ms. KUSTER, Mrs. LAWRENCE, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. MEEHAN, Ms. MOORE, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
RANGEL, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. WILSON of Florida, and 
Mr. ScoTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 2680. A bill to amend the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1965 to increase transparency 
and reporting on campus sexual violence, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, and in addi- 
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic- 
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. TITUS (for herself, Mrs. LAw- 
RENCE, and Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali- 
fornia): 

H.R. 2681. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to establish the STEM 
Education and Training Account in order to 
enhance the economic competitiveness of the 
United States by providing funding for 
STEM education and training, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce, and in addition to the 
Committees on the Judiciary, and Science, 
Space, and Technology, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi- 
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. VISCLOSKY: 

H.R. 2682. A bill to prohibit business enter- 
prises that lay off a greater percentage of 
their United States workers than workers in 
other countries from receiving any Federal 
assistance, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. VISCLOSKY: 

H.R. 2683. A bill to require certain Federal 
agencies to use iron and steel produced in 
the United States in carrying out projects 
for the construction, alteration, or repair of 
a public building or public work, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans- 
portation and Infrastructure, and in addition 
to the Committees on Homeland Security, 
and Armed Services, for a period to be subse- 
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska (for himself, 
Mr. BABIN, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. BARTON, Mr. 
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LOWENTHAL, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. COOK, 
Mr. DENHAM, Mr. CARDENAS, and Mr. 
RUIZ): 

H.R. 2684. A bill to restore tribal economic 
development opportunity for the Alabama- 
Coushatta Tribe of Texas on terms that are 
equal and fair, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mr. 
JONES, and Ms. LEE): 

H. Con. Res. 55. Concurrent resolution di- 
recting the President, pursuant to section 
5(c) of the War Powers Resolution, to remove 
United States Armed Forces deployed to Iraq 
or Syria on or after August 7, 2014, other 
than Armed Forces required to protect 
United States diplomatic facilities and per- 
sonnel, from Iraq and Syria; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: 

H. Res. 298. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives regard- 
ing steps that Congress should take to re- 
store democracy and change the way we do 
politics in the United States by reducing the 
influence of money and corporations and pro- 
moting the participation of the people in 
politics and government; to the Committee 
on House Administration, and in addition to 
the Committees on Rules, and the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider- 
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju- 
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: 

H. Res. 299. A resolution on the passing of 
Joseph Robinette Biden, III; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. CARNEY: 

H. Res. 300. A resolution on the passing of 
Joseph Robinette Biden, III; to the Com- 
mittee on Oversight and Government Re- 
form. 

By Ms. KAPTUR (for herself, Mr. HUN- 
TER, Mr. GRAYSON, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
TAKAI, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
YOHO, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
MCKINLEY, Mr. JONES, Ms. PINGREE, 
Mr. POCAN, Mr. RUSSELL, and Mr. 
PERRY): 

H. Res. 301. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to pro- 
hibit the consideration of an implementing 
bill with respect to a trade agreement unless 
the final legal text of the agreement has 
been made available to the public for a pe- 
riod of not less than 60 days prior to the date 
on which the implementing bill is introduced 
in the House; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 

H. Res. 302. A resolution observing the 
100th birthday of the late Les Paul, the 
“Wizard of Waukesha’’, and honoring his 
contributions to the American music indus- 
try; to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 


EE 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn- 
sylvania: 

H.R. 2645. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu- 

tion under the General Welfare Clause. 
By Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania: 

H.R. 2646. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1. 

By Mr. WESTERMAN: 

H.R. 2647. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, section 3, clause 2 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 

H.R. 2648. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi- 
cer thereof, as enumerated in Article I, Sec- 
tion 8, Clause 18 of the United States Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. REICHERT: 

H.R. 2649. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

“The constitutional authority of Congress 
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti- 
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu- 
tion, specifically clause 1 (relating to pro- 
viding for the general welfare of the United 
States) and clause 18 (relating to the power 
to make all laws necessary and proper for 
carrying out the powers vested in Congress), 
and Article IV, section 3, clause 2 (relating 
to the power of Congress to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory or other property be- 
longing to the United States).”” 

By Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia: 

H.R. 2650. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Constitent with the original understanding 
of the Commerce Clause, the authority to 
enact this legislation is found within Clause 
3 of Section 8, Article 1 of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. Consistent with Congress’s power to 
tax, the authority to enact this legislation is 
also found in Clause 1 of Section 8, Article 1 
of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Ms. DEGETTE: 

H.R. 2651. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. PALMER: 

H.R. 2652. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con- 
gress shall have Power *** To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by the Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof 
(Also Known as the ‘‘Necessary and Proper 
clause)’’. 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee: 

H.R. 2653. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1, with respect 
to the power to “lay and collect Taxes, Du- 
ties, Imposts, and Excises,’’ and to provide 
for the “general Welfare of the United 
States.” 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution gives Congress the power to 


June 4, 2015 


“regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes.” 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 
Constitution, which gives Congress the 
power to ‘‘make all Laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into Execu- 
tion the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Officer thereof.” 

This legislation puts forth measures relat- 
ing to the treatment of existing commerce 
and the exchange of health care products, 
services, and transactions, while retaining 
the sovereignty and power of respective 
states as outlined in Amendment X of the 
U.S. Constitution. The legislation also 
makes amendments to the manner in which 
the United States defines and enacts certain 
taxes, as implemented through the power to 
collect taxes and provide for the general 
Welfare. 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 
Constitution provides for those provisions 
which serve as a means to secure the ends of 
Clauses 1 and 3 of Article 1, Section 8, as 
cited above. Such provisions, include, but are 
not limited to eligibility standards, report- 
ing measures relating to the practical imple- 
mentation of tax provisions, and instruc- 
tions specifying the relationship among ex- 
isting Departments and programs. 

Nothing in this legislation shall be con- 
strued to restrict due process of the law as 
defined in Section 1, Amendment XIV of the 
U.S. Constitution. 

This legislation includes a provision to re- 
peal Public Law 111-148 and title I and sub- 
title B of title II of Public Law 111-152, which 
exceeds the scope of power vested in Con- 
gress by the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. NADLER: 

H.R. 2654. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clauses 3 and 18 of section 8 of Article I of 
the Constitution and section 5 of Amend- 
ment XIV to the Constitution. 

By Mr. DELANEY: 

H.R. 2655. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 4, Clause 1 

“The Times, Places and Manner of holding 
Elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the Leg- 
islature thereof; but the Congress may at 
any time by Law make or alter such Regula- 
tions, except as to the Places of chusing Sen- 
ators.” 

By Mr. POLIS: 

H.R. 2656. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion (relating to the power to regulate inter- 
state commerce). 

By Mr. REED: 

H.R. 2657. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 and Amendment XVI of 
the United States Constitution 

By Mr. BARLETTA: 

H.R. 2658. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 

By Mr. CRENSHAW: 

H.R. 2659. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution, commonly referred to as the 
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Commerce Clause. The Commerce Clause 
states that the Congress shall have power to 
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian tribes. This bill changes U.S. trade 

By Ms. DELAURO: 

H.R. 2660. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 18 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. FORTENBERRY: 

H.R. 2661. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona: 

H.R. 2662. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Clause 8 

By Mr. GOSAR: 

H.R. 2663. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2. (The Prop- 
erty Clause.) 

The Property Clause gives Congress the 
power to dispose of and make all needful 
Rules and Regulations respecting the Terri- 
tory or other Property belonging to the 
United States; and states that nothing in the 
Constitution shall be so construed as to Prej- 
udice any claims of the United States, or of 
any Particular State. 

Currently, the federal government pos- 
sesses approximately 1.8 billion acres of 
land. The U.S. Constitution specifically ad- 
dresses the relationship of the federal gov- 
ernment to land. The Property Clause gives 
Congress plenary power and full-authority 
over federal property. The U.S. Supreme 
Court has described Congress’s power to leg- 
islate under this Clause as “without limita- 
tion.” This Act falls squarely within the ex- 
press Constitutional power set forth in the 
Property Clause. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: 

H.R. 2664. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. KILMER: 

H.R. 2665. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (relating to 
providing for the general welfare of the 
United States); 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 (relating to 
the power to make all laws necessary and 
proper for carrying out the powers vested in 
Congress); and 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (relating to 
the power of Congress to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting 
the territory or other property belonging to 
the United States). 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois: 

H.R. 2666. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 
Constitution 

By Mr. LARSEN of Washington: 

H.R. 2667. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

As described in Article 1, Section 1 “all 
legislative powers herein granted shall be 
vested in a Congress.” 

By Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico: 

H.R. 2668. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. MENG: 

H.R. 2669. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2670. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 
States Constitution permits the Congress to, 
“regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
and among the several states, and with in- 
dian tribes” 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2671. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2672. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2673. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 2674. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. MULLIN: 

H.R. 2675. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 
Constitution of the United States 

By Mr. NEAL: 

H.R. 2676. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to Clause 1 of Section 8 of 
Article I and the 16th Amendment to the 
U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. SALMON: 

H.R. 2677. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 
States Constitution: The Congress shall have 
Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Im- 
posts and Excises, to pay the Debts and pro- 
vide for the common Defence and general 
Welfare of the United States; but all Duties, 
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States; 

By Mr. SALMON: 

H.R. 2678. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 9, Clause 7—‘‘No money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in 
Consequence of Appropriations made by Law; 
and a regular Statement and Account of the 
Receipts and Expenditures of all public 
Money shall be published from time to 
time.” 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 

H.R. 2679. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 

By Ms. SPEIER: 

H.R. 2680. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. TITUS: 

H.R. 2681. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The bill is enacted pursuant to the power 
granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. VISCLOSKY: 

H.R. 2682. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 Section 8 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. VISCLOSKY: 

H.R. 2683. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 Section 8 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 2684. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 


EE 
ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 


H.R. 6: Mr. BENISHEK. 

H.R. 29: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 186: Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 169: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H.R. 227: Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 282: Mr. VARGAS, Mr. POLIS, and Ms. 
JENKINS of Kansas. 

H.R. 276: Mr. DESJARLAIS, Ms. Foxx, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. 
McCLINTOCK, Mr. MESSER, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. WEBER of Texas. 

H.R. 288: Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 

H.R. 292: Mr. HANNA, Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. ZELDIN, and 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 333: Mr. MACARTHUR. 

H.R. 348: Mr. BRAT. 

H.R. 359: Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia and 
Mr. UPTON. 

H.R. 381: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
and Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. 

H.R. 419: Ms. MCSALLY. 

H.R. 592: Mr. WESTERMAN. 

H.R. 600: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. 

H.R. 702: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
DESJARLAIS, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. MULVANEY, and Mr. BOU- 
STANY. 

H.R. 703: Mr. CRENSHAW and Mr. RUSSELL. 

H.R. 721: Mr. GARAMENDI. 

H.R. 731: Mr. CONYERS. 

H.R. 767: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, 
VARGAS, and Mr. REED. 

H.R. 774: Mr. CLAWSON of Florida. 

H.R. 775: Mrs. COMSTOCK. 

H.R. 829: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 835: Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 842: Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. JuDY CHU of 
California, Mr. CURBELO of Florida, and Mr. 
VEASEY. 

H.R. 893: Mrs. NOEM, Mr. HURT of Virginia, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
UPTON. 

H.R. 913: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

H.R. 921: Mr. BABIN. 


Mr. 
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H.R. 928: Mr. RIGELL. 

H.R. 938: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 969: Ms. MCSALLY. 

H.R. 973: Miss RICE of New York, Mr. CAR- 
SON of Indiana, and Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 985: Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. 
DENHAM, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. YOHO, 
and Mr. CRENSHAW. 

H.R. 997: Mr. CALVERT. 

H.R. 999: Mrs. BLACK. 

H.R. 1057: Mr. SIRES. 

H.R. 1096: Mr. HANNA. 

H.R. 1101: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. HIMES, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, and Mr. GUTIERREZ. 

H.R. 1107: Ms. MCSALLY. 

H.R. 1133: Mr. MCNERNEY. 

H.R. 1157: Mrs. TORRES. 

H.R. 1188: Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. POSEY, and 
Mr. BERA. 

H.R. 1192: Mr. REED, Mr. PAYNE, and Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1197: Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, and Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H.R. 1202: Ms. PINGREE, Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California, and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 1218: Mr. DOLD and Mr. JONES. 

H.R. 1247: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 

H.R. 1258: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida and Mr. 
SWALWELL of California. 

H.R. 1299: Mr. GOHMERT. 

H.R. 1800: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 1321: Mr. LOWENTHAL 
MCDERMOTT. 

H.R. 1899: Mrs. TORRES. 

H.R. 1401: Mr. PEARCE. 

H.R. 1413: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 

H.R. 1434: Mr. KIND, Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. 
MENG, and Mr. FOSTER. 

H.R. 1435: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

H.R. 1448: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 1462: Mr. LUCAS. 

H.R. 1475: Mr. BEN Ray LUJAN of New Mex- 
ico, Mr. COOPER, Mr. CLAWSON of Florida, and 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 

H.R. 1516: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. DEGETTE, 
and Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 1523: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 1552: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 1559: Mrs. LAWRENCE and Ms. TITUS. 

H.R. 1572: Mr. PERRY. 

H.R. 1599: Mr. KNIGHT and Mr. RENACCI. 

H.R. 1610: Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 1624: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. 
RICE of South Carolina, Mr. GOWDY, Mr. Ros- 
KAM, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, Mr. LUCAS, Mr. RUSSELL, 
and Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 1670: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 1680: Mr. SERRANO. 

H.R. 1684: Mr. CLAWSON of Florida. 

H.R. 1688: Mr. POCAN, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. WELCH, Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York, and Mr. COOK. 

H.R. 1717: Mr. LANCE, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. RUIZ, 
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Ms. LORETTA SAN- 
CHEZ of California, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Ms. JUDY 
CHU of California, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. FARR, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. 
HAHN, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, and Mr. 
DOGGETT. 

H.R. 1725: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

H.R. 1736: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 

H.R. 1739: Mr. LABRADOR, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 
WEBSTER of Florida, and Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 

H.R. 1786: Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 
Ms. KUSTER, Mr. DESAULNIER, and Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia. 

H.R. 1817: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 1818: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts and 
Mr. WALZ. 

H.R. 1834: Mr. SALMON. 

H.R. 1846: Mrs. BEATTY. 

H.R. 1853: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia and 
Mr. ZINKE. 


and Mr. 
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H.R. 1859: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 1877: Mrs. DINGELL and Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 1893: Mr. COLE, Mr. HARDY, Mr. HUD- 
SON, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, and Mr. 
WEBER of Texas. 

H.R. 1942: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H.R. 1943: Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. BROWN of Flor- 
ida, Mr. CLAY, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. RANGEL, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON Of 
Texas, Ms. EDWARDS, and Ms. KELLY of Illi- 
nois. 

H.R. 1950: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan and Mr. 
CLAWSON of Florida. 

H.R. 1961: Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 1989: Mr. HANNA and Mr. ZINKE. 

H.R. 1992: Mr. CRAMER. 

H.R. 1994: Mrs. ROBY. 

H.R. 2001: Mr. KNIGHT. 

H.R. 2005: Mr. POCAN and Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 2013: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. SCHIFF, and 
Mr. THOMPSON of California. 

H.R. 2016: Mr. QUIGLEY and Ms. TITUS. 


H.R. 2019: Mr. MASSIE and Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 2031: Mrs. TORRES. 

H.R. 2043: Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. SENSEN- 


BRENNER, and Mrs. TORRES. 

H.R. 2050: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, and Mr. COHEN. 

H.R. 2061: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. 
HOLDING, and Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 

H.R. 2063: Mr. HASTINGS. 

H.R. 2082: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK and Mrs. DIN- 
GELL. 

H.R. 2126: 

H.R. 2132: 

H.R. 2138: 

H.R. 2150: 

H.R. 2152: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 2192: Mr. TAKAI. 

H.R. 2216: Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. TITUS, Mr. 
SIRES, and Mr. SWALWELL of California. 

H.R. 2221: Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. STEWART, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, and Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 2248: Mr. KEATING. 

H.R. 2259: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 

H.R. 2260: Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. 

H.R. 2300: Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. LANCE, and Mr. 
MCCAUL. 

H.R. 2303: 

H.R. 2309: 

H.R. 2342: 


Mr. 
Ms. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


CULBERSON. 

MENG. 

RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 
WALZ. 


Ms. LOFGREN. 
Mr. TAKANO. 
Mr. WESTERMAN. 

H.R. 2360: Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 2378: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina. 

H.R. 2389: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 

H.R. 2400: Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. BARR, and 
Mr. CONAWAY. 

H.R. 2429: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 

H.R. 2430: Mr. VEASEY, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, and Mr. BEYER. 

H.R. 2457: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. WALZ, and 
Mr. ASHFORD. 

H.R. 2470: Ms. MOORE, Mr. GRIJALVA, and 
Ms. LEE. 

H.R. 2491: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 

H.R. 2510: Mrs. WALORSKI and Mr. UPTON. 

H.R. 2518: Mr. BURGESS and Mr. CARTER of 
Texas. 

H.R. 2514: Mrs. BLACK, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. COLE, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. YODER, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. 
FLEMING, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. POSEY, and 
Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 2522: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. ScoTT of 
Virginia. 

H.R. 2523: Mr. WILLIAMS. 

H.R. 2530: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. CLARK of Mas- 
sachusetts, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, and 
Mr. CONYERS. 

H.R. 2567: Mr. COFFMAN, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
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RUSSELL, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. POE of Texas, 
and Mr. HILL. 

H.R. 2576: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 

H.R. 2607: Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
HANNA, and Mr. JEFFRIES. 

H.R. 2630: Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. MURPHY 
of Florida. 

H. Con. Res. 17: Mr. VELA. 

H. Con. Res. 18: Mr. O'ROURKE. 

H. Con. Res. 53: Mr. KNIGHT. 

H. Res. 112: Mr. NUNES. 

H. Res. 209: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. MARINO, and 
Mr. STEWART. 

H. Res. 230: Ms. LOFGREN. 

H. Res. 233: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina 
and Mr. MOULTON. 

H. Res. 262: Mrs. TORRES and Mr. MCNER- 


NEY. 
H. Res. 294: Mr. BARLETTA. 
A 
AMENDMENTS 


Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro- 
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. POSEY 

AMENDMENT NO. 25: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Transportation to take any actions with 
respect to the financing of a new passenger 
rail project that runs from Orlando to Miami 
through Indian River County, Florida. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. POSEY 

AMENDMENT NO. 26: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Transportation to make a loan in an 
amount that exceeds $600,000,000 under title 
V of the Railroad Revitalization and Regu- 
latory Reform Act of 1976 (45 U.S.C. 821 et 
seq.). 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED By: MR. POSEY 

AMENDMENT NO. 27: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. 416. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Department 
of Transportation to authorize exempt facil- 
ity bonds to finance passenger rail projects 
which do not use vehicles that are reason- 
ably expected to be capable of attaining a 
maximum speed in excess of 150 miles per 
hour between scheduled stops as defined in 
section 142 of title 26, United States Code. 

H.R. 2577 

OFFERED BY: MR. EMMER OF MINNESOTA 

AMENDMENT NO. 28: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act may used to carry out any en- 
richment as defined in Appendix A to part 
611 of title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, 
for any New Start grant request. 

H.R. 2577 
OFFERED BY: MR. SCHIFF 

AMENDMENT NO. 29: At the end of the bill, 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. . None of the funds made available 
by this Act shall be used to enforce section 
47524 of title 49, United States Code, or part 
161 of title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, 
with regard to noise or access restrictions or 
to enforce section 47107 of title 49, United 
States Code, with regard to access restric- 
tion on the operation of aircraft by the oper- 
ate of Bob Hope Airport in Burbank, Cali- 
fornia. 
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H.R. 2577 Aviation Administration (FAA) to redesign SEC. . None of the funds made avail- 
OFFERED BY: MR. GALLEGO the Phoenix Metroplex regional airspace. able in this Act may be used to administer, 
AMENDMENT NO. 30: At the end of the bill, H.R. 2577 implement, or enforce section 193 or section 
before the short title, insert the following: OFFERED BY: MR. SANFORD 414 of this Act. 
SEC. . None of these funds made avail- AMENDMENT NO. 31: At the end of the bill 


able by this Act may be used by the Federal (before the short title), insert the following: 
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SENATE—Thursday, June 4, 


The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 


PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal Father, in whom we live and 
move and have our being, from whom 
we come and to whom we go at last, in 
this quiet moment of prayer, we praise 
You for Your providence that 
undergirds our Nation and its leaders. 
Let Your Kingdom come and Your will 
be done on Earth as it is in Heaven. 

Today, give our lawmakers grace to 
distinguish between that which is na- 
tion-serving and that which is self- 
serving. Make them committed to serv- 
ing You by serving others. Give them 
the wisdom to separate the important 
from the unimportant, the big concern 
from the trivial contention. Use our 
Senators for the betterment of this Na- 
tion and the building of Your Kingdom. 

And, Lord, we thank You for the 
wonderful work of our pages. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 


—_ A 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


— 


RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT- 
TON). The majority leader is recog- 
nized. 


—_ A 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, the 
Senate will continue its work on the 
National Defense Authorization Act 
today. Both the Republican and Demo- 
cratic bill managers have called for 
Senators on both sides to get their 
amendments offered so we can get the 
process moving. I urge all of my col- 
leagues to do so. 


ee —— 


OBAMACARE 


Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
another matter, we have heard a lot 
about the Supreme Court's imminent 
decision on ObamaCare and its latest 
problems. No one can say for sure how 


the Court will rule, but one thing we do 
know is this: ObamaCare is a mess. It 
is a law filled with broken promises, 
one that has been plagued by failure 
and one that has caused costs to sky- 
rocket for millions after the supporters 
of this law promised the costs would 
actually fall. 

I speak to you in the wake of a bomb- 
shell revelation from the administra- 
tion that many insurers are now re- 
questing to raise premiums by double 
digits all across the country. For in- 
stance, numbers for Kentucky just 
came out yesterday, and most of the 
insurers on the Commonwealth’s 
ObamaCare exchange are looking to 
raise premiums. Some of the proposed 
increases are as high as 25 percent, and 
some Kentuckians may now face dou- 
ble-digit premium increases for the 
second or even the third year in a row. 
This is more bad ObamaCare news for 
the people I represent. 

In some States, the proposed in- 
creases are even more alarming, if you 
can believe it. Kentuckians can look 
next door for proof of that, where some 
Hoosiers could be hit with a 46-percent 
jump in their premiums, or if they look 
south to Tennessee, they will see that 
premium hikes of 36 percent have been 
proposed. 

These are huge numbers, and they af- 
fect real people. We have seen the truth 
of that statement in the stories we 
hear from constituents about how 
ObamaCare’s massive cost burdens af- 
fect all of them. Take the Kentucky 
small business owner who wrote to say 
that his plan is now being canceled 
thanks to ObamaCare. Here is what he 
had to say: “My monthly premium will 
increase from $610 to [approximately] 
$1,200,” he said, ““and this is with very 
high deductibles.” Or take the con- 
stituent of mine from Floyd County 
who recently wrote to say she can no 
longer afford her silver ObamaCare 
plan after the monthly premium spiked 
by more than 75 percent. ‘‘I was forced 
to take the Bronze Plan,” she said, 
“which isn’t worth the paper or ink to 
print it on.” 

These are the kinds of stories that 
have become all too familiar in the age 
of ObamaCare. They are compounded 
by a continual drip, drip of bad news 
about this law, such as the recent re- 
port that showed how ObamaCare’s 
multibillion-dollar attack on hospitals 
in Kentucky is expected to result in a 
net loss of $1 billion over the next few 
years—a net loss of $1 billion to Ken- 
tucky hospitals. 

This is after ObamaCare already 
compelled taxpayers to shell out bil- 
lions for Web sites that never worked, 
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along with some pretty sad and des- 
perate but expensive taxpayer-financed 
marketing campaigns that often just 
directed users to some technological 
nightmare, not affordable health care. 
Take Oregon, for instance. Taxpayers 
spent over $300 million on that State's 
exchange, only to have it taken over by 
the Federal Government and then, 
along with the ObamaCare exchange in 
Massachusetts, placed under Federal 
criminal investigation. Look at Ha- 
waii, which received more than $205 
million to establish its exchange. We 
learned just last month that the Ha- 
waii exchange is planning to shut down 
operations by September 30 since law- 
makers couldn't decide on a path for- 
ward to pay for it. And then there is 
Vermont. This morning, the New York 
Times reported on the spectacular 
crash of Vermont's even more ambi- 
tious version of ObamaCare. Many on 
the left thought Vermont's experiment 
would light the way forward on health 
care. In the end, it turned out to be a 
remarkable failure and, as one 
Vermonter put it, “an unending money 
pit.” The State’s top health official 
now says that ObamaCare’s exchanges 
“just [weren’t] set up for success.” 
That is in Vermont. 


ObamaCare is hitting small and 
midsized businesses, too. These are the 
engines of job growth in our economy, 
but too many of them are now facing 
premium hikes of nearly 20 percent be- 
cause of ObamaCare. One 54-person 
company in Connecticut is facing up to 
$100,000 in new costs. Its owner says 
that ObamaCare “punishes companies 
for hiring new, younger workers,” and, 
indeed, the uncertainty is causing her 
company to hire temporary workers 
rather than create permanent jobs. 


So while it is possible’ that 
ObamaCare will survive its latest cri- 
sis, that is not going to change the 
grim reality of this law. It won’t 
change the broken promises, it won’t 
change the repeated failures, and it 
won’t change the fact that ObamaCare 
has led to skyrocketing costs for tax- 
payers, the small businesses that drive 
the American dream, and, most impor- 
tantly, for middle-class Americans who 
work hard every single day and play by 
the rules. 


It is about time the President and his 
party worked constructively with us to 
start over on real health reform that 
can lower costs and increase choice in- 
stead of hurting the middle class the 
way ObamaCare does. That is what the 
American people deserve. 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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BURMA 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
one final matter, several weeks ago, I 
had the pleasure of meeting with Shwe 
Mann, speaker of the Burmese Par- 
liament, on his visit to Washington. It 
was the third time we met. We had a 
cordial but frank discussion about the 
challenges and opportunities facing his 
country in 2015. There are obviously 
many issues that fall into both cat- 
egories. 

When it comes to challenges, there is 
the need for the government to do all it 
can to protect and assume responsi- 
bility for members of a long-suffering 
religious minority group, the 
Rohingya, thousands of whom have 
been forced to take to the high seas on 
dangerous makeshift vessels to escape 
persecution. There is the longstanding 
need for the government to continue 
its work with other ethnic minorities 
toward a permanent peace agreement 
that calls for political settlements in 
order to end a conflict as old as the 
modern Burmese State itself. Then 
there is the need for a constitutional 
reform to enhance civilian control of 
the military, along with more progress 
on efforts to protect liberties, such as 
freedom of the press, freedom of ex- 
pression, freedom of conscience, and 
freedom of assembly. 

Those are just a few of the challenges 
facing Burma in 2015. But it is also true 
that Burma has come a long way from 
where it was just a few years ago. Re- 
form has been offered, change has oc- 
curred, and considering the conditions 
within Burma when reform began, this 
is no small achievement. That is why 
there are opportunities as well. 

The parliamentary election that will 
be held later this year represents a 
clear opportunity to demonstrate how 
far Burma has progressed. There are 
some encouraging signs that the elec- 
tion will be more credible, more inclu- 
sive, and more transparent than what 
we have seen in the past in that coun- 
try. Unlike recent Burmese elections, 
international election monitors have 
been permitted to observe. By and 
large, the work of the Union Election 
Commission has been encouraging thus 
far, especially as it relates to serious 
efforts to modernize the voter roles and 
to make it easier to run for office. And 
our Embassy, under the capable leader- 
ship of Ambassador Derek Mitchell, 
has been engaged in the process as 
well. 

These are all positive signs, but it is 
going to take a sustained commitment 
by President Thein Sein’s government 
to ensure that as free and fair an elec- 
tion as possible takes place this fall be- 
cause for all of the positive change we 
have seen in recent years, it is obvious 
that Burma still has much further to 
go. There are signs that its political re- 
form effort has begun to falter, which 
is worrying for all of us who care about 
the Burmese people. 
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It doesn’t mean Burmese officials 
can’t turn things around. I believe they 
can, which is what I indicated to the 
speaker when I met with him. I believe 
there is still time before the next crit- 
ical test of Burma’s slow democratic 
development this autumn. 

There may still be time to amend the 
Constitution, for instance, to ensure 
that it promotes rather than inhibits 
Burma’s democratic development. It is 
hard to claim democratic legitimacy 
with a Constitution that unreasonably 
limits who can run for President or 
that effectively locks in a parliamen- 
tary veto for the military. 

At the very least, the six-party talks 
we have seen between President Thein 
Sein, Shwe Mann, opposition leader 
Daw Aung Sang Suu Kyi, the military, 
ethnic groups, and others certainly 
represent progress. They should con- 
tinue in a sustained fashion. 

I also hope to see further progress on 
the draft national ceasefire reached be- 
tween the Burmese Government and 
representatives from 16 ethnic groups 
in March. 

Those of us who follow Burma want 
the country to succeed. We want it to 
succeed in carrying out a transparent, 
inclusive, and credible election on a 
broad scale. We know this standard 
goes far beyond simply holding an elec- 
tion without mass casualties or vio- 
lence. It needs to be more than just 
holding an election without mass cas- 
ualties or violence. It means the lead- 
up to the election must be transparent, 
inclusive, and credible, too. It means 
there should not be political favoritism 
shown by the state or its media organs. 
It means freedom of expression of the 
press and a peaceful assembly must be 
ensured. It means citizens must be al- 
lowed to register and to vote without 
harassment, and it means they must be 
granted equal opportunities to orga- 
nize, to campaign, and to participate 
fully in the electoral process without 
fear and violence. 

These basic standards of fairness are 
minimum goals Burmese officials must 
strive toward. If the Burmese Govern- 
ment gets this right, if it ensures a 
transparent, inclusive, and credible 
election, with results accepted by com- 
peting parties, that would go a long 
way toward reassuring Burma’s friends 
around the globe that it remains com- 
mitted to political reform. But if we 
end up with an election not accepted 
by the Burmese people as reflecting 
their will, it will make further normal- 
ization of relations—at least as it con- 
cerns the legislative branch of our gov- 
ernment—much more difficult. 

For example, such an outcome would 
likely hinder further enhancement of 
U.S.-Burma economic ties and mili- 
tary-to-military relations. Further, an 
erosion of congressional confidence in 
Burma’s reform efforts would also 
make it more difficult for the execu- 
tive branch to include Burma in the 
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Generalized System of Preferences pro- 
gram or to enhance political military 
relations. 

So these are some of the most press- 
ing challenges and opportunities await- 
ing Burma in 2015. I noted many of 
them in my discussion with Burma’s 
parliamentary speaker. 

I would close by making it clear that 
we in the United States will be watch- 
ing intently to see what happens in 
Burma in the coming months, and we 
are prepared to continue doing what we 
can to encourage more positive change 
in that country. 


i 
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader is recognized. 
Í 
BURMA 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have 


watched over the last decade Senator 
MCCONNELL focusing attention on 
Burma. It is remarkable the good he 
has done for that country. His vigi- 
lance in watchine literally every move 
that government has made has been 
good for that country and I think good 
for the world, and I admire and appre- 
ciate the work he has done. There has 
not been a watchdog over any country 
that I am aware of who has been more 
intense than the senior Senator from 
Kentucky, keeping an eye on what goes 
on in Burma. I appreciate his remarks 
today in that regard. 


— > 


AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, my friend 
the Republican leader can't see the for- 
est for the trees when it comes to 
health care. I understand that. He has 
given many speeches’ denigrating 
ObamaCare. 

The facts are that more people are 
getting access to health care today 
under the Affordable Care Act than 
ever before. The share without insur- 
ance is now at an alltime low. 

The cost growth in health care has 
never been lower than it has been since 
ObamaCare kicked in. I was telling one 
of my Senator friends yesterday that 
when I went home during the Memorial 
Day recess, I had two people come to 
me. I know that is not a great sam- 
pling, but it shows how impactful the 
legislation has been. Both of them had 
children with significant challenges, 
physical and mental. These young men 
and women now have the ability to get 
health care. They cannot be denied in- 
surance because of their preexisting 
disability. This law that was passed 
not only applies to people with disabil- 
ities about which I have just spoken, 
but it applies to people with disabil- 
ities such as diabetes. Prior to 
ObamaCare, women could be charged 
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more for their health care. So people 
are extremely satisfied with health 
care. 

The Supreme Court should under- 
stand that about 7 million people who 
are happy with their health care and 
who are receiving subsidies for their in- 
surance to take care of themselves 
would lose that. They would lose those 
subsidies. It would be a devastating 
blow to 7 million people, as well as to 
the economy. Also, those people who 
don’t need subsidies benefit signifi- 
cantly. The people who have had in- 
creased premiums—my friend was very 
selective in whom he chose, because 
the people having increases are very 
minimal. I will have more to say about 
that at some subsequent time in the 
near future. 

ObamaCare is working. Reports out 
this week show that all the targets 
have been met as to people who have 
purchased insurance and they are pay- 
ing their premiums. So I think we 
should try to improve the law rather 
than my Republican friends contin- 
ually trying to talk about the failures 
that don’t exist. 


EE 
SEQUESTRATION 


Mr. REID. Mr. President, every Sen- 
ator wants to keep America safe, and 
that is why every Senator should be 
concerned about a particular threat to 
our national security. This threat to 
our national security is called seques- 
tration. Sequestration puts in place 
drastic cuts to all funding, defense and 
nondefense. 

The Defense authorization bill that is 
before us today doesn’t fix that—and 
that is a gross understatement. We 
should not start spending until we de- 
velop a bipartisan budget that does. 
That is the only responsible way to 
protect both our national security and 
America’s middle class. 

Sequestration results from what hap- 
pened 4 years ago with another threat 
of a government shutdown because the 
Republicans couldn’t get their finan- 
cial house in order. 

The Budget Control Act of 2011 
passed. That act included a number of 
significant spending cuts and estab- 
lished a supercommittee led by Sen- 
ator MURRAY and Congressman HEN- 
SARLING from Texas to produce a bal- 
anced, bipartisan agreement for addi- 
tional deficit reduction. Unfortunately, 
Republicans could never agree. There 
was a lot of this: Yes, we are almost 
there, we are almost there. But they 
could never pull the trigger and agree. 
There was a refusal to close a single 
tax loophole to reduce the deficit; not 
a single one could they agree on. 

So the supercommittee failed to 
reach an agreement, and the Budget 
Control Act triggered deep, automatic 
cuts. 

Sequestration was never intended to 
happen. The point was to threaten cuts 
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so deep and so stupid that Congress 
would never let them happen. But 
never put that beyond this Republican 
group over the last 10 years and who 
are still here in Congress. They allowed 
this stupid thing to happen. The cuts 
affected both defense and nondefense 
programs so everyone would feel com- 
pelled to move it, because the cuts 
were equal. 

Unfortunately, what was stupid in 
2011 is now official Republican policy. 
Congressional Republicans incor- 
porated sequestration into their recent 
budget resolution. That resolution 
leaves sequestration cuts in place in 
parts of the budget that affect the mid- 
dle class, and it also directly threatens 
national security. There are many ex- 
amples of this. 

How does it affect the middle class? 
The list is really endless. It cuts in- 
vestments in roads, bridges, rail, and 
transit. That costs jobs—lots and lots 
of jobs, hundreds of thousands of jobs. 
It puts travelers at risk, and it weak- 
ens our economy. 

Sequestration cuts education. That 
means fewer children with a shot at 
going to school. If they can't do that, 
they don't have a shot at success. It 
means fewer Americans who can afford 
college. That is the way it is. It means 
less economic opportunity for millions 
of Americans. 

Sequestration cuts research. That 
means fewer chances to beat cancer, 
heart disease, and Alzheimer’s. As a re- 
sult of sequestration, the National In- 
stitutes of Health, the premier medical 
research institution in the world, was 
whacked by sequestration to the tune 
of $1.6 billion. They have never, ever 
gotten that money back. It stopped the 
finalization work done on the universal 
flu vaccine. The list is endless as to 
what they can't do because of that 
money being lost. 

While sequestration is a dagger 
pointed at the middle class, it also rep- 
resents a threat to our society in many 
different ways. It means fewer opportu- 
nities for American businesses and con- 
sumers to benefit from cutting edge in- 
novations. 

Sequestration threatens cuts to the 
FBI, the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion. It means fewer FBI resources de- 
voted to terrorists and hunting them 
down. 

Sequestration threatens cuts for the 
Transportation Security Administra- 
tion, which helps protect us from an- 
other 9/11. 

Sequestration threatens cuts for fu- 
sion centers, which have worked so 
well—these centers help law enforce- 
ment officials work together—and for 
the Coast Guard and border security of- 
ficials who protect Americans from 
dangers from abroad. 

These are cuts that are in place right 
now. 

The bill before us is designed to pro- 
vide an end run around sequestration 
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for the Department of Defense by ex- 
ploiting a provision that exempts from 
spending caps what is called the over- 
seas contingency operations, or OCO. 
We all know that OCO was put in the 
budget many years ago, and it was set 
there so we would have the money to 
fight wars. It is always very hard to de- 
termine how much wars are going to 
cost. We know that because we had to 
borrow almost $2 trillion for wars in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, especially in 
Iraq. 

But the OCO gimmick does not solve 
the problem of sequestration, and that 
is true. I am disappointed that even 
Senators who long have had a reputa- 
tion for fiscal honesty, such as the 
chairman of the Armed Services Com- 
mittee, my friend, are turning a blind 
eye to the OCO gimmick. There has not 
been a word from people who have had 
a reputation for fiscal honesty—not a 
word—about this gimmick. 

The Department of Defense says it 
won’t work. It is just a l-year gim- 
mick, and that will make it impossible 
for military leaders to prepare for 
threats we face in the future. 

The OCO gimmick does nothing for 
agencies that protect us here at home, 
such as, as I have indicated, the FBI 
and even the Department of Homeland 
Security. That leaves all Americans 
vulnerable to attacks if they don’t get 
the resources they need. 

So until we reach a balanced, bipar- 
tisan agreement on the budget—an 
agreement that protects both national 
security and the middle class—not a 
single spending bill will become law. If 
any bill reaches the President, he will 
veto it. He has said so publicly many 
times. He should. It is critical for the 
middle class, and it is the only way to 
be fiscally responsible. We ought to 
budget before we spend. 

Days after letting critical national 
security tools expire on their watch, 
Republicans are showing yet another 
way they can’t govern. Now we are 
wasting time on a bill that has no 
chance of becoming law—no chance. No 
troops will be helped by a bill that 
can’t be signed into law by the Presi- 
dent. Our military needs all the help 
they can get. They deserve it. 

If Republicans want to join us in sup- 
porting our troops, they should start 
taking their responsibility to govern 
seriously and work with us on a De- 
fense bill that can actually become law 
to help those in our Armed Forces. 

Let’s be straight. At the moment, we 
don’t have a budget. 

Without the vote of a single Demo- 
crat, Republicans approved a non- 
binding resolution with their own wish 
list. It means nothing. The budget 
means nothing. There was a lot of 
back-slapping here: Oh, it is a great 
budget; we are going to balance the 
budget. But everyone knows that is 
just a farce. 

Until both parties join together, the 
government does not have a budget to 


June 4, 2015 


actually guide 
need one. 

This is not rocket science. After all, 
budgeting for the Federal Government 
is not all that different than budgeting 
for a family. If two spouses are trying 
to resolve differences over their own 
budget, would it be responsible for one 
spouse to go out and buy a new car on 
credit? We all know the answer to 
that—no. It is the same here in Wash- 
ington. Shouldn’t we agree on a budget 
first and spend later? That is not ask- 
ing too much, I don’t believe. 

We don’t need political theater and 
meaningless votes on bills that are 
going nowhere. We don’t need another 
manufactured crisis. We just need to 
sit down, get real, and fix sequestra- 
tion in a way that protects both na- 
tional security and the middle class. 
They go together. 


—— 


RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


decisionmaking. We 


—_ AA 


NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of H.R. 1735, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 1735) to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 

McCain amendment No. 1463, in the nature 
of a substitute. 

McCain amendment No. 1456 (to amend- 
ment No. 1463), to require additional infor- 
mation supporting long-range plans for con- 
struction of naval vessels. 

Reed amendment No. 1521 (to amendment 
No. 1463), to limit the availability of 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
overseas contingency operations pending re- 
lief from the spending limits under the Budg- 
et Control Act of 2011. 

Portman amendment No. 1522 (to amend- 
ment No. 1463), to provide additional 
amounts for procurement and for research, 
development, test, and evaluation for 
Stryker Lethality Upgrades, and to provide 
an offset. 

Reed (for Bennet) amendment No. 1540 (to 
amendment No. 1463), to require the Comp- 
troller General of the United States to brief 
and submit a report to Congress on the ad- 
ministration and oversight by the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs of contracts for the 
design and construction of major medical fa- 
cility projects. 

Cornyn amendment No. 1486 (to amend- 
ment No. 1463), to require reporting on en- 
ergy security issues involving Europe and 
the Russian Federation, and to express the 
sense of Congress regarding ways the United 
States could help vulnerable allies and part- 
ners with energy security. 
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Reed (for Shaheen) amendment No. 1494 (to 
amendment No. 1463), to revise the definition 
of spouse for purposes of veterans benefits in 
recognition of new State definitions of 
spouse. 

Tillis amendment No. 1506 (to amendment 
No. 1463), to provide for the stationing of C- 
180 H aircraft avionics previously modified 
by the Avionics Modernization Program 
(AMP) in support of daily training and con- 
tingency requirements for Airborne and Spe- 
cial Operations Forces. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 30 
minutes equally divided in the usual 
form. 

The Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, it is my 
understanding that there will be a vote 
at 10:15 a.m.; is that correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
will be 30 minutes of debate prior to 
the vote. 

Mr. McCAIN. I thank the Chair. 

Mr. President, I just listened to the 
words of the Senate minority leader 
concerning his views on an authoriza- 
tion bill—not an appropriations bill, 
not a funding bill but an authorization 
bill. I would hope the minority leader 
and, frankly, my colleague and friend, 
Senator REID, would pay attention to 
what is going on in the world today. 

I refer to the Washington Post this 
morning and an article entitled ‘‘Dead- 
ly fighting tests truce in Ukraine.” 

As many of us predicted, Vladmir 
Putin will continue his aggression and 
dismemberment of the European na- 
tion for the first time in 70 years. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the article entitled ‘‘Deadly 
fighting tests truce in Ukraine’’ be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, June 4, 2015] 
DEADLY FIGHTING TESTS TRUCE IN UKRAINE 
(By Karoun Demirjian) 

Moscow.—Continued skirmishes between 
pro-Russian rebels and government forces in 
eastern Ukraine escalated Wednesday into 
the first major battle in months, leaving at 
least 18 dead and further threatening a ten- 
uous cease-fire agreement signed in Feb- 
ruary. 

Both sides traded accusations about who 
had started the fighting in Marinka, a sub- 
urb of Donetsk on the government-held side 
of the cease-fire line. Separatists reported 15 
dead, and three Ukrainian soldiers were 
killed, according to a Facebook post by 
Yuriy Biryukov, an adviser to Ukrainian 
President Petro Poroshenko. 

“They tried to move forward. The Ukrain- 
ian military are repelling all attacks, and 
the situation is under control,” Col. Andriy 
Lysenko, a spokesman for Ukraine’s Na- 
tional Security and Defense Council, said at 
a news conference Wednesday in Kiev. 
“Marinka and Krasnohorivka are under our 
control.” 

But the head of the separatists’ militia 
said they were only defending themselves 
against an assault by the pro-Kiev forces. 

“Trying to announce that we are storming 
Marinka—this is a provocation by Kiev,” 
said Vladimir Kononov, the militias’ top de- 
fense official. “We already are in Marinka.” 
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Since February, top diplomats from the 
United States and Europe have participated 
in several rounds of shuttle diplomacy aimed 
at settling the conflict and persuading the 
rebels and the government to fully imple- 
ment the peace agreement signed in Minsk, 
Belarus. 

Last month, U.S. Secretary of State John 
F. Kerry and Assistant Secretary of State 
Victoria Nuland made back-to-back trips to 
Russia, urging that country’s leaders to use 
their influence over the separatists in east- 
ern Ukraine to push them to parley with 
Kiev. Groups from both sides were supposed 
to conclude an opening round of talks in 
Ukraine this week to address various points 
of contention. 

Ukrainian Prime Minister Arseniy 
Yatsenyuk accused Russia on Wednesday of 
intentionally undermining the peace process 
and ordering pro-Russian separatists in 
Ukraine “to start a military operation.” 

The surge in violence also comes as West- 
ern nations are gearing up for this weekend’s 
Group of Seven summit in Germany—an as- 
sembly of nations from which Russia was 
ousted when it annexed Crimea last year. 

That annexation happened after the upper 
house of the Russian parliament met in an 
emergency session to give President Vladi- 
mir Putin the authority to send troops 
abroad. 

On Wednesday, the speaker of the upper 
house told lawmakers that there may be 
cause to hold a similar emergency session 
soon but did not give a specific reason for 
the warning. 


Mr. McCAIN. Perhaps the minority 
leader and others have missed this arti- 
cle: “Syria likely used chlorine gas in 
recent bombing raids, rights group 
says.” 

A prominent human rights group accused 
the Syrian government Wednesday of using 
toxic chemicals during a recent surge in at- 
tacks involving barrel bombs on rebel-held 
areas in northern Syria. 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that this article be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, June 4, 2015] 


SYRIA LIKELY USED CHLORINE GAS IN RECENT 
BOMBING RAIDS, RIGHTS GROUP SAYS 
(By Hugh Naylor) 

BEIRUT.—A prominent human rights group 
accused the Syrian government Wednesday 
of using toxic chemicals during a recent 
surge in attacks involving barrel bombs on 
rebel-held areas in northern Syria. 

Human Rights Watch said chlorine gas was 
probably used in at least three bombing raids 
that targeted Idlib province in April and last 
month, after the area fell to a powerful new 
rebel coalition. That coalition and other in- 
surgent groups have recently inflicted heavy 
losses on the regime of President Bashar al- 
Assad in the north and east of Syria. 

Assad’s government has been accused by 
Western countries of using chemical weapons 
over the course of the four-year conflict, in- 
cluding an attack involving sarin gas in 2013 
that killed hundreds of people in a suburb of 
the capital. 

Regime opponents and activists allege that 
Assad’s forces have punished residents in 
rebel-controlled areas with barrages of the 
crude bombs, which are built from oil barrels 
or gas cylinders and can be filled with toxic 
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chemicals such as chlorine gas. Barrel bombs 
have been dropped by regime helicopters and 
airplanes on residential areas, hospitals and 
markets, killing thousands of civilians, ac- 
cording to human rights groups. 

Another group said two barrel bombings on 
Wednesday killed at least 24 people, includ- 
ing children, in Idlib and rebel-held areas of 
Aleppo province. The British-based Syrian 
Observatory for Human Rights said that it 
expected the death toll to climb from those 
attacks. 

In its Wednesday report, Human Right 
Watch said evidence indicates that three at- 
tacks in April and May on towns in Idlib in- 
volved barrel bombs containing toxic chemi- 
cals. The group was unable to confirm the 
exact toxin used in the attacks, which it said 
killed two people and affected 127. But it 
cited chlorine as the likely culprit based on 
interviews with first responders and doctors, 
as well as an examination of photographs 
and videos. 

The total number of attacks involving 
chlorine gas during that time is probably 
much higher, according to the report, which 
was released to coincide with the U.N. Secu- 
rity Council’s regular monthly meeting on 
chemical weapons in Syria. Citing evidence 
provided by doctors in Idlib, the group said 
24 suspected chlorine gas attacks were car- 
ried out between May 16 and May 19, killing 
at least nine people and affecting over 500. 

“While Security Council members delib- 
erate over next steps at a snail’s pace, toxic 
chemicals are raining down on civilians in 
Syria,” Philippe Bolopion, Human Rights 
Watch’s U.N. and crisis advocacy director, 
said in a statement. 

He said the Security Council should impose 
sanctions for the attacks. 

In 2018, the Syrian government agreed to a 
deal brokered by the United States and Rus- 
sia to eliminate its chemical weapons arse- 
nal, forestalling potential U.S. airstrikes. 
The Syrian government, which denies using 
chemical weapons, agreed to join the Organi- 
zation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weap- 
ons (OPCW) as part of the agreement. 

Last month, reports emerged that OPCW 
inspectors found traces of sarin and VX 
nerve agent at a military research site in 
Syria, raising suspicion that the government 
had not eliminated its chemical weapons 
stockpiles. 


Mr. McCAIN. On the front page of the 
New York Times this morning: “ISIS 
Making Political Gains, Group Stakes 
Claim As Protector of Sunnis.”” 

Ideologically unified, the Islamic State is 
emerging as a social and political movement 
in many Sunni areas, filling a void in the ab- 
sence of solid national identity and security. 
At the same time, it responds brutally to 
any other Sunni group, militant or civilian, 
that poses a challenge to its supremacy. 

That dual strategy, purporting to rep- 
resent Sunni interests and attacking any 
group that vies to play the same role, has al- 
lowed it to grow in the face of withering air- 
strikes. 


In the news yesterday: 

ISIS has closed off a dam to the north of 
Ramadi, cutting water supplies to pro-gov- 
ernment towns downstream and making it 
easier for its fighters to attack government 
forces. ISIS militants are opening only two 
or three of the dam’s 26 gates on the Euphra- 
tes River, denying water to numerous cities 
and using water as a critical weapon to gain 
more influence and territory. 


“Iraq: ISIS fighters close Ramadi 
dam gates, cut off water to loyalist 
towns,” that was on CNN. 
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“President Hassan Rouhani stated on 
Tuesday that,” according to Reuters, 
““The Iranian nation and government 
will remain at the side of the Syrian 
nation and government until the end of 
the road.’ He also pledged to send rein- 
forcements in backing Bashar al- 
Assad.” 

“U.S.: Shiite Fighters in Iraq Are a 
Necessary, if Unlikely, Ally” 

Retired Marine Gen. John Allen, said the 
militias have an important role to play in 
liberating Anbar, so long as they ‘‘take com- 
mand from the central authority.” 

“Embedding U.S. forces can help in- 
ject energy into leadership develop- 
ment of new and weaker Iraqi com- 
manders....” 

AFP Beirut: “Iraq, Iran fighters de- 
ployed to defend Damascus.” 

Thousands of Iranian and Iraqi forces have 
been deployed in Syria in past weeks to bol- 
ster the defences of Damascus and its sur- 
roundings, a Syrian security force told AFP 
on Wednesday. 

Iran’s official news agency IRNA quoted 
elite Revolutionary Guards General Qassem 
Soleimani as saying ‘‘in the coming days the 
world will be surprised by what we are pre- 
paring, in cooperation with Syrian military 
leaders.” 

I point out to my colleagues, Qassem 
Soleimani is the guy who sent the cop- 
per-tipped IEDs into Iraq that killed 
hundreds of marines and soldiers and 
also was seen prominently in Baghdad 
and other parts of Iraq leading the Shi- 
ite militias. 

Some of that is complicated. Some of 
it is impossible to make up. 

Finally, the New York Times article 
on June 2: “Assad's Forces May Be Aid- 
ing New ISIS Surge.” 

Building on recent gains in Iraq and Syria, 
Islamic State militants are marching across 
northern Syria toward Aleppo, Syria’s larg- 
est city, helped along, their opponents say, 
by the forces of President Bashar al-Assad. 

Finally, ‘‘Exclusive: Syrian Rebels 
Backing Out of U.S. Fight Vs. ISIS.” 

Syrian rebels are backing out be- 
cause they are not being protected by 
the United States of America and being 
barrel-bombed. 

So I will not even go into the crisis 
in the Far East, where China is now 
militarizing islands in international 
waters. 

So here we are arguing about the way 
the authorization for America’s defense 
is funded, and the minority leader just 
announced they would take a stand be- 
cause they don’t like the way it is 
funded. I don’t like the way it is fund- 
ed. But don’t those who are in opposi- 
tion to this have some sense of reality 
as to what is going on in the world; 
that if we don’t authorize the ability to 
defend this Nation and its national se- 
curity interests—which in the words of 
Henry Kissinger before the Armed 
Services Committee, ‘‘The world has 
not seen more crises since the end of 
World War IT.” 

I say, with respect to my good friend 
Senator REID, haven’t you got your pri- 
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orities skewed? Don’t you understand 
this is an authorization bill? Don’t you 
understand that if you want to fight, 
fight it on appropriations? Don’t you 
understand—I am sure you do—that 
this is about the welfare and benefit of 
the men and women who are serving? 

I am as opposed to sequestration as 
anybody. I have watched the hearings 
on the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee, where the military leaders 
have said sequestration is putting the 
lives of the men and women serving in 
uniform in greater danger. That should 
be enough alone, but we are playing 
the hand we are dealt. That fight 
should not take place on an authoriza- 
tion bill. 

This authorizes reforms of the Pen- 
tagon. This authorizes reforms of the 
retirement system, which is long over- 
due. It authorizes our ability to ac- 
quire the weapons and training which 
are necessary to defend this Nation. It 
doesn’t fund them. It doesn’t fund 
them; it authorizes them. 

After intense hearings, months and 
months of hearings, debate, work in 
the Senate Armed Services Committee, 
we have come up with a product that I 
am extremely proud of. 

I understand my friend from Rhode 
Island will be proposing an amendment 
later on to nullify the funding of OCO, 
which would then, by the way, have the 
effect of reducing the funding and au- 
thorization rather dramatically and 
cancel many vitally needed programs, 
equipment, and training for the men 
and women who are serving in the mili- 
tary. That is fine, but that will be de- 
feated. 

Once it is defeated, I hope and pray 
we will then move forward with the 
amendment process, which has been ab- 
sent for the last 2 years—totally absent 
for the last 2 years—and not—for the 
first time in 53 years—not pass a De- 
fense authorization bill through the 
Congress of the United States. For 53 
years, through Democratic and Repub- 
lican majorities, through liberal and 
conservative, we have authorized. We 
have authorized because our highest re- 
sponsibility is the security of this Na- 
tion. 

I urge all of my colleagues, if we 
want to have this fight, have it on the 
appropriations bill, the money bill. 
This is authorization. For you to dis- 
tort it in some way and to equate it 
with a funding mechanism, in my view, 
is intellectual sophistry. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
ROUNDS). The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Arizona is correct, every uni- 
formed Chief of service came before us 
and said the greatest crisis facing the 
military process was sequestration, the 
Budget Control Act, and they asked us 
to change it, and we didn’t change it. 

If we are going to change it, then we 
have to make every effort and take 
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every step to make those changes, and 
that is the point I have tried to raise in 
this committee—not by eliminating 
the funds available to the military but 
by making these funds subject to re- 
sponsible action with following the re- 
quest of the defense officials to elimi- 
nate sequestration. I think we should 
do it as soon as possible. If we don’t 
take every opportunity to make that 
case and every action possible to make 
that case, then we will be essentially 
rejecting the advice of our senior mili- 
tary leaders. 

Suggesting that this bill is somehow 
so totally disconnected to the appro- 
priations process is belied by the title 
of the bill. This is an act to authorize 
appropriations for the fiscal year 2016 
for the military activities for the De- 
partment of Defense, for military con- 
struction, the defense activities in the 
Department of Energy. We are directly 
linked to the appropriations process. In 
the ideal world, the one that we au- 
thorize and would like to see, nothing 
can be appropriated, no dime can be 
spent, unless we have authorized it. 

What we have done, effectively, in 
the bill—and I think it is not because 
it is the chairman’s first choice but be- 
cause it was the only available option 
given the budget resolution—is that we 
have taken the overseas contingency 
account, bolstered it up dramatically, 
and set a new sort of pathway, which 
next year, unless we resolve this issue 
of the Budget Control Act, we will 
come back again with more money— 
and the following year. 

Also, as has been pointed out, we will 
have situations where we will find 
some very strange things happening in 
our OCO account, because we can’t 
fund legitimate concerns of the govern- 
ment in other areas because of caps. 
That is essentially what happened in 
the eighties. That is why we have a sig- 
nificant amount of medical research 
money in the Department of Defense— 
not because the Department of Defense 
does it but because that was the only 
available option in the eighties and 
nineties to get money to where we 
thought we would need it. 

I think the other issue here, too, is 
very implicit in our activity, which is 
that this bill is aimed at the Depart- 
ment of Defense and the military ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy. 
Our national security is much more 
than that. The chairman read quite ac- 
curately reports about activity in the 
world, but up my way, in Roslindale, 
MA, there was an alleged terrorist who 
was confronted by an FBI agent and a 
Massachusetts police officer. That is 
the kind of terrorism a lot of people 
are concerned about, and if we seques- 
ter and cut off funding for the Depart- 
ment of Justice and the FBI and the 
Customs Service, et cetera, we will see 
this threat growing. So this is about a 
broader view, a wider view, and the 
overall mass security of the United 
States. 
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I know we have some votes pending, 
and I would like to go ahead and allow 
for my colleague to speak. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 5 additional 
minutes—the vote was scheduled at a 
quarter after—an additional 5 minutes 
in order to allow 3 minutes for the Sen- 
ator from Colorado and 3 minutes for 
the other Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. BENNET. I thank the Senator 
from Arizona for that additional time 
and for his commitment and the rank- 
ing member’s commitment to our na- 
tional security. I deeply appreciate it. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1540 

Mr. President, I would like to talk 
briefly about amendment 1540, which 
the Senate will consider shortly. I am 
here with my colleague Senator GARD- 
NER from Colorado. We are here on this 
bipartisan amendment to require the 
Government Accounting Office to audit 
the way the Veterans’ Administration 
constructs major medical facilities and 
help identify exactly where the money 
went on some of these projects. 

The Veterans’ Administration is 
building several major medical facili- 
ties across the country, including one 
in Aurora, CO. 

The project in Colorado has been 
grossly mismanaged leading to exces- 
sive cost overruns. Other projects 
across the country have had similar 
problems for years. For years, our dele- 
gation and practically anyone who has 
been involved with the Aurora 
project—almost anybody who has driv- 
en by the Aurora project has pushed 
the VA to acknowledge that there is 
actually a problem and to come up 
with a plan to fix it. Unfortunately, 
the VA has so far failed to do this, and 
veterans across the Rocky Mountain 
region have continued to wait for this 
new medical center. 

We should ensure and must ensure 
that the mistakes on the Aurora 
project never happen again, but we all 
concluded that with greater account- 
ability and transparency the right 
thing to do is to move forward and 
complete this critical facility. 

As many of us have experienced up 
here, imposing accountability and 
transparency on an enormous Federal 
bureaucracy is elusive and com- 
plicated. The GAO has the necessary 
expertise to identify realistic, hard re- 
forms and to make them stick. 

We have to hold the VA accountable 
to our taxpayers so we can move for- 
ward to give the Rocky Mountain re- 
gion’s veterans the care they need. The 
VA and Congress are going to have to 
work together to get this project back 
on track. Finding the money to do this 
will be painful. It will be difficult, 
which is why we need to ensure that we 
account for every dollar that has been 
spent. But failing to complete this hos- 
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pital is not an option. It would be a 
broken promise. Having a half-finished 
hospital in Colorado would be a na- 
tional disgrace, and on behalf of our 
veterans, we cannot allow it to happen. 
It would be a disservice—worse than a 
disservice—a broken promise of the 
worst kind to the hundreds of thou- 
sands of veterans across the Rocky 
Mountain region and throughout the 
United States. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. I wish to express my grat- 
itude to my colleague from Colorado, 
Senator GARDNER, for joining me on 
this important amendment. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I, too, 
echo the thanks to my colleague from 
Colorado, Senator BENNET, for his lead- 
ership on this effort. It is time that we 
take the VA hospital from the thorn of 
the VA system to the crown of the VA 
system, which we know it will be once 
it is completed. But in the meantime, 
there is a tremendous amount of work 
we have to do. I would like to thank 
the chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee for allowing this time 
today on the floor. 

I would note that there are four 
Members of this body who have actu- 
ally visited the facility in Denver in re- 
cent months. The Presiding Officer has 
witnessed this hole in the ground right 
now that has already spent hundreds of 
millions of dollars, projected to be $1.73 
billion at this point. 

We have talked about the need to 
complete it and have committed to 
that need to finish this project, along 
with the chairman of the Veterans’ 
Committee, who has joined us on the 
floor today, Senator ISAKSON, who is 
here today with us, who is in support of 
this amendment to bring more ac- 
countability to the VA system so that 
we can understand what went wrong 
when they were building not only the 
Aurora facility but what went wrong 
around the country as project after 
project has seen cost overruns and 
delays. 

Veterans gathered this past week in 
Colorado to rally to finish the darn 
thing. We have a Veterans’ Administra- 
tion that time and time again has 
failed to take into account the nec- 
essary measures and policies to fix it 
and to prevent it from ever happening 
again. With this amendment, we can 
start to find out where they went 
wrong and to hold them accountable. 
When the only person who has been 
fired is the person who said we were 
going to have a problem, there is some- 
thing wrong with that. 

I commend Senator BENNET for his 
leadership on fixing this problem, 
building the hospital, and giving our 
veterans what they were promised. 

I thank the Presiding Officer for his 
time today. I thank the chairman of 
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the committee for enduring this con- 
versation this morning. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

FLOOR PRIVILEGES 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I have a 
list of staff members of the Committee 
on Armed Services and I ask unani- 
mous consent that those staffers on the 
list be granted the privilege of the floor 
at all times during the Senate’s consid- 
eration of and votes relating to H.R. 
1735, the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for fiscal year 2016. 

The list is as follows: 

Barker, Adam; Barney, Steven; Bennett, 
Jody; Borawski, June; Brewer, Leah; Brose, 
Christian; Chuhta, Carolyn; Clark, Jon; 
Clark, Samantha; Davis, Lauren; Donovan, 
Matt; Edelman, Kathryn; Edwards, Allen; 
Epstein, Jonathan; Everett, Elizabeth; Goel, 
Anish; Goffus, Tom; Greene, Creighton; 
Greenwalt, Bill; Guzelsu, Ozge; Hayes, Jer- 
emy; Hickey, James; Howard, Gary; Kerber, 
Jackie; King, Elizabeth; Kuiken, Mike. 

Leeling, Gary; Lehman, John; Lerner, Dan- 
iel; Lilly, Greg; McConnell, Kirk; McNamara, 
Maggie; Monahan, Bill; Nicolas, Natalie; 
Noblet, Mike; Patout, Brad; Potter, Jason; 
Quirk, John; Salmon, Diem; Sawyer, 
Brendan; Sayers, Eric; Scheunemann, Leah; 
Seraphin, Arun; Soofer, Rob; Sterling, Cord; 
Waisanen, Robert; Walker, Barry; Walker, 
Dustin; Wheelbarger, Katie; White, Jennifer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Rhode Island. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1522 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the amend- 
ment pending before us now is the 
Portman amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio. We spoke about it 
yesterday. 

First, let me recognize that he is try- 
ing to assist the Army in modernizing 
the Stryker, which is a very critical 
piece of equipment. But I want to reit- 
erate some of the concerns I have 
about the amendment. I know Senator 
PORTMAN will be here shortly to make 
a final comment on the amendment. 
The amendment would add $371 million 
of funding for procurement, research, 
and development of the lethality up- 
grade to the Stryker program. 

I do not have to tell anyone around 
here that we are in a very tough budget 
situation. We have to look very closely 
at every request. The traditional way 
it is done is that there will be in the 
President’s budget the request by the 
service department, including the De- 
partment of Army, and then the Army 
will submit an unfunded requirements 
list—those priority elements that have 
not made the cut, if you will, in the 
President’s budget. That was done in 
March. I understand that this whole re- 
quirement for the Stryker lethality up- 
grade came in in April. There is an 
issue of unfortunate timing. But, nev- 
ertheless, because we did not have the 
opportunity to look at this as part of 
the overall unfunded requirements 
list—nor the Army, for that matter— 
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we really do not have a sense of the 
priority. Is this the most important 
program that we can invest $371 mil- 
lion in at this moment for the benefit 
of the Army? Therefore, I am very con- 
cerned that we are sort of moving for- 
ward without full and careful analysis 
both by the Department of the Army 
and by the committee, and we need, at 
this particular moment, this difficult 
time, to have that type of analysis. 

The other issue here, too, is that this 
is the first step in a multiyear process. 
We are not quite sure how much addi- 
tional funding will be needed over the 
next several years. It is clear from the 
Army that additional funding will be 
needed. 

So we are at this time, without the 
usual review by the Army and by the 
committee, committing ourselves, per- 
haps, to significant funding going for- 
ward. The present estimate is that it 
will cost $3.8 million per vehicle. The 
plan is to upgrade about 81 vehicles. 
But it is something that, again, could 
be more expensive and will commit us 
over several years. 

The funding—the vast majority of 
it—is going to be dedicated to one 
plant in a single State. Indeed, I think, 
generally and appropriately, it is a 
concern of the Senator from Ohio be- 
cause most of the work will be done in 
Ohio. I think, again, he should be com- 
mended for being interested in what is 
happening in his home State. 

So I appreciate the demand, but I 
just do not think this has gone through 
the process sufficiently enough for us 
to make that type of commitment 
today on the floor, and I will be oppos- 
ing it right now. 

I would also point out two other fac- 
tors. First, the Army has the capa- 
bility going forward, if this program 
becomes so critical and they raise it to 
the highest priority, to request a re- 
programming of funds, to move money 
from one less significant priority to 
this program. That is an option they 
have, and that is an option they may 
well choose to use, but it will only be 
after their careful consideration of the 
other priorities that are facing the 
Army. I think that is a better way to 
do it. 

The other factor I would point out is 
that the pay-for for this program is the 
foreign currency account. Basically, 
that is a hedge within the Department 
of Defense for their international 
transactions and the value of the U.S. 
dollar versus other currency. Well, the 
dollar is strong, and so there appears 
to be additional excess funds in that 
account, but currency over the next 
year could change dramatically. We 
have already put significant pressure 
on this supposed excess funding. We 
have reduced by about $550 million the 
request that the Department of De- 
fense has made for this hedge fund, if 
you will, against currency changes in 
the world going forward in their acqui- 
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sition process. I know the House has 
used more. But I think we have been 
careful not to try to put too much 
weight on this account. 

So for all of these reasons, I would 
urge my colleagues to oppose the 
amendment. Later, there will be an op- 
portunity for the Department of the 
Army to reprogram funds if it is nec- 
essary. 

I think this should have been done in 
the context of a careful review of all 
their priorities so we know exactly 
where it stands. Again, I think we are 
putting too much pressure on this cur- 
rency account. It might turn out to 
evaporate these supposed savings. 

I yield the floor since I see the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has arrived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, yes- 
terday I talked about an amendment 
that is absolutely crucial that we in- 
clude in this legislation. Again, I com- 
mend the chairman, Senator MCCAIN, 
and the ranking member, Senator 
REED, for their work on this underlying 
bill. But there is something missing, 
and it is very clear to everybody who is 
looking at this issue objectively, par- 
ticularly what is going on right now on 
the eastern border of Ukraine. We do 
not have the ability in Europe, because 
we have pulled our armored units out, 
to say with credibility that we have 
the capacity to address the very real 
challenge now, unfortunately, that is 
emerging in Europe. 

Last night, as some of you know, 
Russian and separatist forces launched 
an offensive again. I am told it is the 
largest attack since the February 
Minsk agreement. So this is just what 
so many people predicted, including 
President Poroshenko and others in 
Ukraine, which is that things are heat- 
ing up again on the eastern border of 
Ukraine. The NATO forces—the United 
States of American in particular—need 
to be sure they have in Europe the abil- 
ity to at least have some credibility to 
say they can respond to this. 

We have moved our armored units 
out, meaning there are not Abrams 
tanks there, except for a few units that 
were up in the Baltics on a temporary 
basis this spring. I visited them a cou- 
ple of months ago. They are doing a 
terrific job, but they are leaving. 

What the Army has said is, we want 
to allow our troops who are there to be 
able to up-armor, particularly with a 
weapon—a 30-millimeter cannon rather 
than a .50-caliber machine gun—on our 
Stryker vehicles to be able to have 
some credibility there, to be able to 
say that we have armored units in Eu- 
rope that can respond to these new 
challenges. The Army has asked for 
this. The Army wants this. They are 
pleading for it because the soldiers who 
are there know they will not be able to 
perform their mission without this en- 
hanced capability. 
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We had this debate yesterday on the 
floor. I do not think Senator REED and 
other Democrats necessarily disagree 
with the substance of this amendment. 
What they have said is they are con- 
cerned about the pay-for. Well, let’s 
talk about the pay-for. The pay-for is 
taking this out of an account that is 
already being used for other purposes. 
It is already being used by the House 
Armed Services Committee. In fact, 
the House Armed Services Committee 
has already taken more funds out of 
this account than all of the funds in 
the SASC committee, the Senate com- 
mittee, plus this amount that I believe 
ought to be taken out of this account. 
This is called the foreign currency fluc- 
tuation account at the Department of 
Defense. 

GAO, which is the body that looks at 
these issues from our perspective, from 
a legislative branch perspective—they 
are the auditors—GAO has estimated 
that the Pentagon will have $1.86 bil- 
lion in surplus from these fluctuations 
by the end of fiscal year 2016. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 3 additional 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PORTMAN. So GAO has looked 
at this. They have said there will be 
$1.86 billion in surplus in these fluctua- 
tion accounts at the end of fiscal year 
2016. They have actually updated their 
figures now with even more recent 
data, and they have just adjusted the 
2016 surplus even higher to $2.02 billion. 
No one has produced a currency projec- 
tion to counter this GAO estimate. So 
we are talking about over $2 billion in 
this account that is available. 

By the way, the money we are talk- 
ing about here is not going to be taken 
and used for other readiness priorities 
because the SASC bill has already 
swept up that money for readiness. 
This money will be sitting in a reserve 
fund. The Pentagon does not need to be 
sitting on this size of a reserve fund— 
essentially a slush fund—when we do 
have these needs that have been identi- 
fied. The Army has made a formal re- 
quest for these. They have asked for as- 
sistance here. These deployed units 
need this assistance. They said they 
need it. We ought to put this to good 
use—namely, for an urgent require- 
ment like this one. 

Again, if you look at the House bill 
versus the Senate bill, the House has 
used more of this funding in this re- 
serve fund, this slush fund, than we 
have used even when you include this 
additional requirement I am talking 
about today. 

So this notion that somehow we can- 
not do this because the offset is not 
good—it just does not make any sense. 
It does not fit with what GAO has said, 
and it does not fit with what the House 
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has done. So I do not know what the 
objection is, but I tell you what—if you 
vote against this, then you are saying 
that our troops in Europe ought not to 
have the capability that they have 
asked for, that they need. 

Admittedly, this came late. I am 
sorry about that. It should have come 
with it sooner. This was a requirement 
they had identified, but they had iden- 
tified needing it later by 2020. Now, 
they need it now, and they need it now 
because the situation has changed in 
Europe. 

We have to be flexible to be able to 
respond to that change. If we wait an- 
other 12 months, another year to do 
this, who knows what is going to hap- 
pen. But I know one thing, having been 
in Eastern Europe recently, I know 
those countries of Eastern Europe and, 
in fact, those countries on the Euro- 
pean Continent—our NATO partners, in 
particular, but also Ukraine—are look- 
ing to the United States of America to 
show that the commitment we have 
made on paper, to ensure we have that 
commitment in terms of our capability 
on the ground in Europe. 

Again, this is an issue where I think 
we should come together as Democrats 
and Republicans. It is a bipartisan 
amendment. I commend Senator 
PETERS for identifying this need with 
the Army. 

I understand Senator REED’s concern 
that this came late in the process, but 
it is here. The request has been made. 
I would sure hope we would be able to 
come together today, given what is 
happening right now on the eastern 
border of Ukraine, to ensure that we 
send a strong message that, at a min- 
imum, we are going to meet these re- 
quirements that the Army has insisted 
they need to be able to give our troops 
what they need to be able to keep the 
peace in this important part of the 
world. 

I thank the Presiding Officer for the 
time. I urge my colleagues to support 
the amendment. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, again, I 
recognize the way that the Senator 
from Ohio is articulating a need of the 
military. The question is how high the 
priority is. 

Just one point I wish to make is that 
we do understand acutely the crisis in 
the Crimea, et cetera. The availability 
of this equipment would not be instan- 
taneous. It would take many months to 
do the upgrade, to do the evaluations, 
et cetera. 

Again, I think the best approach 
would be to allow the Department of 
the Army to make a judgment, to re- 
program, if necessary, and to get this 
moving. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question occurs 
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on agreeing to amendment No. 1522, of- 
fered by the Senator from Ohio, Mr. 
PORTMAN. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the 
Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELLER), 
and the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from California (Mrs. BOXER) 
and the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
FISCHER). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 61, 
nays 34, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 202 Leg.] 


YEAS—61 
Alexander Enzi Murray 
Ayotte Ernst Paul 
Barrasso Fischer Perdue 
Bennet Flake Peters 
Blunt Gardner Portman 
Boozman Grassley Risch 
Burr Hatch Roberts 
Cantwell Heinrich Rounds 
Capito Hirono Saase 
Casey Hoeven Scott 
Cassidy Inhofe Sossions 
Coats Isakson 
Cochran Johnson Shelby 
Collins King Stabenow 
Corker Kirk Sullivan 
Cornyn Lankford Thune 
Cotton Lee Tillis 
Crapo McCain Toomey 
Cruz McConnell Vitter 
Daines Moran Wicker 
Donnelly Murkowski 

NAYS—34 
Baldwin Kaine Reid 
Blumenthal Klobuchar Sanders 
Booker Leahy Schatz 
Brown Manchin Schumer 
Cardin Markey Shaheen 
Carper McCaskill Tester 
Coons Menendez Udall 
Durbin Merkley 
Feinstein Mikulski WETE 
Franken Murphy Wyden 
Gillibrand Nelson 
Heitkamp Reed 

NOT VOTING—5 

Boxer Heller Warner 
Graham Rubio 


The amendment (No. 1522) was agreed 
to. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 1540 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question now 
occurs on amendment No. 1540, offered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, Mr. 
REED, for Mr. BENNET. 

If there is no further debate, the 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment (No. 1540) was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 1473 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment in order to call up 
amendment No. 1473. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 


The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. VITTER] 
proposes an amendment numbered 1473 to 
amendment No. 1463. 


Mr. VITTER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading of the amend- 
ment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 


(Purpose: To limit the retirement of Army 
combat units) 


On page 38, line 12, insert after “FIGHTER 
AIRCRAFT” the following: ‘‘AND ARMY COMBAT 
UNITS”. 

On page 43, between lines 3 and 4, insert 
the following: 

(e) MINIMUM NUMBER OF ARMY BRIGADE 
COMBAT TEAMS.—Section 3062 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

““(e)(1) Effective October 1, 2015, the Sec- 
retary of the Army shall maintain a total 
number of brigade combat teams for the reg- 
ular and reserve components of the Army of 
not fewer than 32 brigade combat teams. 

“*(2) In this subsection, the term ‘ brigade 
combat team' means any unit that consists 
of— 

“(A) an arms branch maneuver brigade; 

““(B) its assigned support units; and 

“(C) its assigned fire teams”. 

(f) LIMITATION ON ELIMINATION OF ARMY 
BRIGADE COMBAT TEAMS.— 

(1) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the 
Army may not proceed with any decision to 
reduce the number of brigade combat teams 
for the regular Army to fewer than 32 bri- 
gade combat teams. 

(2) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION ON RETIRE- 
MENT.—The Secretary may not eliminate 
any brigade combat team from the brigade 
combat teams of the regular Army as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act until the 
later of the following: 

(A) The date that is 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary submits the report 
required under paragraph (8). 

(B) The date that is 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary certifies to the con- 
gressional defense committees that— 

(i) the elimination of Army brigade combat 
teams will not increase the operational risk 
of meeting the National Defense Strategy; 
and 

(ii) the reduction of such combat teams 
does not reduce the total number of brigade 
combat teams of the Army to fewer than 32 
brigade combat teams. 

(3) REPORT ON ELIMINATION OF BRIGADE COM- 
BAT TEAMS.—The Secretary shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port setting forth the following: 

(A) The rationale for any proposed reduc- 
tion of the total strength of the Army, in- 
cluding the National Guard and Reserves, 
below the strength provided in subsection (e) 
of section 3062 of title 10, United States Code 
(as amended by subsection (e) of this sec- 
tion), and an operational analysis of the 
total strength of the Army that dem- 
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onstrates performance of the designated mis- 
sion at an equal or greater level of effective- 
ness as the personnel of the Army so re- 
duced. 

(B) An assessment of the implications for 
the Army, the Army National Guard of the 
United States, and the Army Reserve of the 
force mix ratio of Army troop strengths and 
combat units after such reduction. 

(C) Such other matters relating to the re- 
duction of the total strength of the Army as 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 

(g) ADDITIONAL REPORTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—At least 90 days before the 
date on which the total strength of the 
Army, including the National Guard and Re- 
serves, is reduced below the strength pro- 
vided in subsection (e) of section 3062 of title 
10, United States Code (as amended by sub- 
section (e) of this section), the Secretary of 
the Army, in consultation with (where appli- 
cable) the Director of the Army National 
Guard or Chief of the Army Reserve, shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees a report on the reduction. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) A list of each major combat unit of the 
Army that will remain after the reduction, 
organized by division and enumerated down 
to the brigade combat team-level or its 
equivalent, including for each such brigade 
combat team— 

(i) the mission it is assigned to; and 

(ii) the assigned unit and military installa- 
tion where it is based. 

(B) A list of each brigade combat team pro- 
posed for disestablishment, including for 
each such unit— 

(i) the mission it is assigned to; and 

(ii) the assigned unit and military installa- 
tion where it is based. 

(C) A list of each unit affected by a pro- 
posed disestablishment listed under subpara- 
graph (B) and a description of how such unit 
is affected. 

(D) For each military installation and unit 
listed under subparagraph (B)(ii), a descrip- 
tion of changes, if any, to the designed oper- 
ational capability (DOC) statement of the 
unit as a result of a proposed disestablish- 
ment. 

(E) A description of any anticipated 
changes in manpower authorizations as a re- 
sult of a proposed disestablishment listed 
under subparagraph (B). 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I 
will return to the floor soon to lay out 
more fully what this amendment does. 
Fundamentally, it tries to protect our 
force structure, our personnel and, in 
particular, the core component of bri- 
gade combat teams as the Pentagon— 
the Defense Department—deals with 
curtailed resources. 

I am very concerned, as are so many 
of us, that as defense budgets are cut, 
personnel and core resources in terms 
of end strength, including brigade com- 
bat teams, will suffer cuts that go well 
beyond fat and into meat and bone. We 
need to limit that. We need to avoid 
that. This amendment would do that 
with regard to brigade combat teams. 

It does not increase spending. It re- 
tains as much flexibility as possible for 
the Department of Defense. I think it 
meets an important goal in a balanced 
and reasonable way. I look forward to 
continuing this discussion toward a 
vote in favor of this amendment. 
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I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, for 
the benefit of Members, and in agree- 
ment with Senator REED, we will be 
having the Shaheen amendment, fol- 
lowed by side-by-side Markey and Cor- 
nyn amendments. And those votes, we 
are planning on, but haven’t confirmed, 
will probably be at around 1:45 p.m., 
and that would complete our activities. 
That is not totally agreed to, but that 
is the plan. 

Mr. REED. Madam President, also I 
believe we anticipate taking up by 
voice vote the Tillis amendment. 

Mr. McCAIN. We will voice vote the 
Tillis amendment, and we will be look- 
ing, hopefully, at a manager’s package, 
as well. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1494 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 
rise to discuss amendment No. 1494, 
which I believe would move our Nation 
one step closer toward finally securing 
equal protection under the law for vet- 
erans in the United States. I thank the 
other cosponsors of this amendment, 
Senators LEAHY, DURBIN, BROWN, 
HIRONO, BLUMENTHAL, BALDWIN, 
SCHATZ, PETERS, GILLIBRAND, MARKEY, 
WHITEHOUSE, COONS, WYDEN, FRANKEN, 
MURPHY, MURRAY, and BOXER. 

This amendment would end the cur- 
rent prohibition on benefits for gay and 
lesbian veterans and their families who 
live in States that do not recognize 
same-sex marriage. My amendment is 
based on the Charlie Morgan Military 
Spouses Equal Treatment Act, which I 
was proud to reintroduce earlier this 
year. 

The bill is named for Charlie Morgan, 
a former soldier and chief warrant offi- 
cer in the New Hampshire National 
Guard and the Kentucky National 
Guard. Charlie was a military veteran 
with a career spanning more than 30 
years. I first met Charlie in 2011. She 
was on her way home from deployment 
in Kuwait, and she had just been diag- 
nosed for a second time with breast 
cancer. Concerned for her wife Karen 
and their young daughter’s well-being, 
Charlie became an outspoken critic of 
the Defense of Marriage Act, which at 
the time prohibited her spouse and 
child from receiving the benefits that 
she had earned during her service. 

Sadly, Charlie did not live to see the 
Supreme Court overturn the Defense of 
Marriage Act in 2013. However, because 
of her example, her leadership, and her 
courageous advocacy, our Nation took 
another historic step toward ensuring 
equal treatment and civil rights for all. 

Despite the Supreme Court's over- 
turning the Defense of Marriage Act, 
there are still provisions remaining in 
the U.S. Code that deny equal treat- 
ment to LGBT families. One of those 
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provisions is in title 38, which deals 
with veterans benefits. 

Today, if you are a gay veteran living 
in a State such as New Hampshire that 
recognizes same-sex marriage, your 
family is entitled to all the benefits 
you have earned through your military 
service. However, a veteran with the 
exact same status, the same service 
record, the same injuries, the same 
family obligations, but living in a 
State that does not recognize same-sex 
marriage will receive less. 

The impact of this discrimination is 
very real. Monthly benefits are less, 
spouses and children are not eligible 
for medical care at the VA, and fami- 
lies are not eligible for the same death 
benefits. 

There are even reports that the VA 
has required gay veterans to pay back 
benefits because their State will not 
recognize their marriage. In one case, a 
young woman—a 50-percent disabled 
combat veteran—was initially ap- 
proved for benefits for her wife and 
child but later told by the VA that be- 
cause of where she lived and whom she 
loved, she was not only going to lose a 
portion of her benefits but the VA was 
also going to withhold her future pay- 
ments until she paid the VA back. This 
is just disgraceful—to cut the benefits 
earned by a combat veteran and then 
also require that she pay back the VA, 
all because of whom she married and 
where she lives. Perhaps the most frus- 
trating part of this story is knowing 
that if this woman moved across the 
border to another State, she would 
have no problems with the VA. 

My amendment would fix this issue 
for these men and women who have 
volunteered to serve in our Armed 
Forces. They have volunteered to put 
themselves in harm’s way, to leave 
their families and their homes, and to 
travel around the world to protect 
America and our way of life. Yet they 
are being deprived of the very rights 
they have risked their lives to protect. 

So again, let’s be clear what we are 
talking about. The Supreme Court has 
ruled it is unconstitutional to deny 
Federal benefits to legally married, 
same-sex couples and their children. 
Yet, due to unrelated provisions of the 
Federal Code, State legislatures have 
the ability to indirectly deny Federal 
benefits to certain disabled veterans 
and their families solely because they 
are in a same-sex marriage. It is unjust 
and, according to the Supreme Court, 
it is unconstitutional. 

Now, my amendment is not new to 
the Senate. Last Congress the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee approved it 
by a voice vote, and earlier this year, 
57 Senators voted in favor of a budget 
resolution amendment on this issue. 
Now, when we vote—hopefully very 
soon on this amendment—Senators will 
have the opportunity to end an unjust 
and unconstitutional provision of law 
that discriminates against veterans. 
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Many of us talk about the need to 
honor the service of our veterans and 
to make sure they have access to the 
care they deserve, and we should all do 
that. But if you believe that all vet- 
erans, regardless of their sexual ori- 
entation, deserve equal access to the 
benefits they have risked their lives 
for, regardless of where they live, then 
you will vote in favor of this amend- 
ment. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup- 
port passage of this amendment when 
it comes up for a vote. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. Madam President, I rise 
to commend the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I think one of the best indi- 
cations of the appropriate direction of 
this policy is that the Department of 
Defense extends benefits regardless of 
State law to all military personnel. 
Consistent with the Department of De- 
fense, this should be done by the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs. 

So I commend the Senator. I think it 
is the right thing to do and the con- 
sistent thing to do and the logical 
thing to do. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 
thank Senator REED, the ranking mem- 
ber of the Armed Services Committee, 
who has a distinguished military ca- 
reer of his own, for his support of this 
effort and his understanding of how im- 
portant this is to so many veterans 
who have served. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1645 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment and call up the 
following amendment: Markey No. 1645. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MARKEY] proposes an amendment numbered 
1645 to amendment No. 1463. 

Mr. MARKEY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that reading of the amendment be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To express the sense of Congress 

that exports of crude oil to United States 

allies and partners should not be deter- 
mined to be consistent with the national 
interest if those exports would increase en- 
ergy prices in the United States for Amer- 
ican consumers or businesses or increase 

the reliance of the United States on im- 

ported oil) 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING EX- 
PORTS OF CRUDE OIL. 


It is the sense of Congress that exports of 
crude oil to allies and partners of the United 
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States should not be determined to be con- 
sistent with the national interest and the 
purposes of the Energy Policy and Conserva- 
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6201 et seq.) if those ex- 
ports would increase energy prices in the 
United States for American consumers or 
businesses or increase the reliance of the 
United States on imported oil. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, 
what we are about to do is have a dis- 
cussion about whether the United 
States of America should start export- 
ing our oil—exporting our oil. 

The United States right now, along 
with China, is the largest importer of 
oil in the world. We are not exactly at 
but very near to the level of imports of 
oil in our country that we were back in 
1975 when we put a ban on the expor- 
tation of oil in our country. 

Why is that important? It is impor- 
tant for a lot of reasons. No. 1, if we 
begin to export our oil in the United 
States, a new Barclays report found 
that the U.S. consumer last year saved 
$11.4 billion at the pump because of the 
lowest U.S. crude prices in a long time, 
and we would potentially save upwards 
of $10 billion in prices for consumers at 
the pump in the United States of 
America. 

We understand the oil industry. Here 
is what happens. The world price is set. 
It is called the Brent price. The Brent 
price is the world price of oil. That 
price is traditionally higher, much 
higher than the price of crude oil in the 
United States that is produced in the 
United States. That is West Texas in- 
termediate. That is a price set in Cush- 
ing, OK. 

If you are an oil company, you want 
to get our U.S. crude out on the world 
market because they will then be able 
to sell it for a much higher price. What 
is wrong with that? What is wrong with 
that is that the American consumers 
will not get that oil at the lower price, 
and we will still have to import oil into 
our country because we are still short 
by millions of barrels of oil per day. 

The consumer in America is the one 
who will be paying this tax on their 
price at the pump. That is the essence 
of what this whole strategy is about. It 
is to get the oil companies the highest 
price for the oil which is on the world 
market. But who is going to pay? Who 
is going to have their pockets tipped 
upside down at the pump and have 
money shaken out of them so they 
have to pay a higher price? It will be 
the consumers. 

If we want to give more money to the 
defense budget, let’s just do it. Let’s 
have a big debate about increasing the 
defense budget. Let’s have that debate. 
But let’s not have the American con- 
sumer at the pump be a special tax 
that is imposed in order to help our al- 
lies overseas. Ultimately, of course, 
there is a beautiful access there where 
the oil industry is saying: Yes, sir, we 
are willing to put our crude oil on ships 
and send it overseas. 

It is just a bad, bad economic policy 
for our country. We are already paying 


8682 


a high price at home. This exportation 
of our oil would also defy what our own 
Department of Energy is saying. Our 
Department of Energy is saying that in 
2020, our oil production in America is 
going to peak, and then we are going to 
begin to go down once again in our oil 
production. 

Who is saying this? Our Government. 
Who is saying this? The Energy Infor- 
mation Administration of the United 
States of America. What we are engag- 
ing in here is a premature attempt to 
export oil with the likelihood that by 
2019 and 2020 our oil production is going 
to start to go down again. 

It also hurts our domestic oil refin- 
ing industry. The Energy Information 
Administration has found that lifting 
this ban on the exportation of our own 
domestic crude could lead to a funda- 
mental reduction in the amount of in- 
vestment made by the American refin- 
ing industry here on our own soil. 
Some $9 billion less would be invested 
because the oil would be sent overseas. 
The crude oil would get refined over- 
seas. It would not be refined here in 
our own country with American work- 
ers and American companies doing it 
here on our own soil, helping our econ- 
omy here. 

This decision, by the way, that Mem- 
bers are going to be asked to make 
today is opposed by the AFL-CIO, it is 
opposed by the steel workers, it is op- 
posed by the League of Conservation 
Voters, by the Sierra Club, by Public 
Citizen, and by an entire group of 
American refiners. 

This is no radical coalition that has 
been put together. It is a broad base of 
interest in our own country that wants 
to make America stronger. How in the 
world can we be strong if we are ex- 
porting oil while we are still importing 
oil? We will have to import the same 
amount that we are now exporting 
under this amendment that is being 
made by the Senator from Texas, and 
we will wind up with, ultimately, the 
price being paid by the American con- 
sumer at the pump. 

From my perspective, this is about as 
desperate an attempt as the oil indus- 
try can have to get out from under- 
neath the 1975 law. They have been 
looking for an opportunity. But, obvi- 
ously, the instability in the Middle 
East should make us very cautious at 
this time. The oil fields of Saudi Ara- 
bia are now very vulnerable. They are 
right on the border. The Houthis being 
supported by Iran, right at the bottom 
of the Red Sea, makes that juncture 
very vulnerable to a cutoff of oil com- 
ing into the world economy. This Shi- 
ite-Sunni war is something that we 
have to be very conscious of because 
ISIS is targeting those areas in Syria, 
in Iraq, and in Yemen that have oil re- 
sources. 

We need a big debate in our country 
about oil and war in the Middle East. 
We are at a pivotal point here where 
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the Ottoman Empire and all of the 
lines that were drawn 100 years ago are 
being erased and with that the protec- 
tion of oil resources in the Middle East. 

We should not just have a debate on 
the Senate floor about cavalierly lift- 
ing the ban on the exportation of oil. 
We should have a debate about what 
this war in country after country and 
oil area after oil area means for our 
country. 

I would say to you that we should err 
in a way that is going to protect our 
own economy. That is what makes us 
strong. That is what makes it possible 
for us to project the power around the 
world. It is that we are the strongest 
economy in the world, and the indis- 
pensable life’s blood of economic 
growth is low-energy cost for every sin- 
gle industry and every single con- 
sumer. It puts more money in their 
pockets. 

This decision that the amendment of 
the Senator from Texas asks us to 
make will send us in the wrong direc- 
tion. This is a disaster for consumers 
in our country. It is a disaster for the 
refiners in our country, and it is a dis- 
aster for the national security of our 
country. We should keep our resources 
here at home for American families, 
American businesses, to enhance our 
national security using America and 
our economy as the basis for how we 
project power around the world. For 
every barrel of oil that we export, we 
are going to have to import another 
barrel of oil from some other place. 

We should have the debate here on 
the Senate floor about where that oil 
will be coming back into our country 
because we still need 3 million, 4 mil- 
lion extra barrels of oil a day. That is 
a national security consideration that 
we have to deal with. Which country 
are we going to call up? Which country 
are we going to ask to send us their 
oil? What are the implications for our 
national security of having phone calls 
go to country after country—probably 
not just the oil companies but our gov- 
ernment beginning new negotiations to 
get even more oil to come here as we 
export the oil that we should be keep- 
ing here. 

The Saudis have been our friends, 
historically. We have no guarantee 
that the Saudis are going to even be 
running that country. Let’s be honest 
about it. Let’s talk about that. Let’s 
debate it. ISIS has taken over oil fields 
in Syria. ISIS has taken over areas of 
oil production in Iraq. Let’s have a de- 
bate about that. That is what we 
should be debating. How is that oil now 
funding ISIS? How is that oil now 
being used by Iran, potentially, in 
Yemen and in other parts of the world 
to undermine American interests? 

In one part of the world, Yemen, we 
want to back the Sunnis against the 
Shiites. In Iran, we are backing mod- 
erate Sunnis against Shiites. In Iraq 
we are backing the Shiites against rad- 
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ical Sunnis, trying to get moderate 
Sunnis to help us. All of it, by the way, 
is with oil as—if not the central issue, 
then one of—the central issues in each 
one of these countries. To have a reso- 
lution here today and to be saying that 
we should be exporting oil—no, ladies 
and gentlemen, that is not how we 
should be discussing this issue. 

How did we get into the Middle East? 
We got into the Middle East, yes, pro- 
tecting Israel, but we got in because of 
our addiction to oil—not my words, 
President Bush’s words. We have to 
break our dependence upon imported 
oil. Increasing fuel economy standards 
is a big part of it. Having this fracking 
revolution continue to produce more 
oil here domestically is a big part of it. 
Investing in renewables and energy ef- 
ficiency is a big part of it. But we are 
still at the earliest stages of this strat- 
egy. When we have completed it, when 
we know we are successful, then let’s 
talk about the generosity that we are 
going to expect from American con- 
sumers at the pump to pay higher 
prices for gasoline. 

Again, this is an issue that the Amer- 
ican people overwhelmingly want to 
see resolved in a way that keeps Amer- 
ican oil in America. If we are going to 
continue to export young men and 
women from America over to the Mid- 
dle East, then we should not be export- 
ing our oil at the same time. That 
makes no sense—no sense. It is dis- 
respectful to the sacrifice young men 
and women are making in the Middle 
East in order to protect our interests 
to start an economic policy of export- 
ing imported oil while we still need to 
import it. 

This issue, to me, is central to our 
overall long-term national security and 
economic interests, and I urge an aye 
vote on the amendment. 

I ask for a rollcall on the amend- 
ment, Madam President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

At the moment there is not a suffi- 
cient second. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

OBAMACARE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, 
this morning, Majority Leader McCCon- 
NELL spoke about the skyrocketing 
costs, the broken promises, and the re- 
peated failures of the President’s 
health care law. He pointed out specifi- 
cally how so many Americans are fac- 
ing double-digit premium increases be- 
cause of ObamaCare. In his home State 
of Kentucky, some people face pro- 
posed increases as high as 25 percent. 
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He noted that some people in Indiana 
could be hit with a 46-percent jump in 
their premiums. 

So how did Democratic Leader REID 
respond to the news of double-digit pre- 
mium increases? He said people are ex- 
tremely satisfied with health care. He 
said the people Majority Leader 
MCCONNELL spoke about are having in- 
creases that are “very, very minimal.” 
I wish to repeat that. The Democratic 
leader, on the floor of the Senate 
today, called premium increases of 25 
and 46 percent very, very minimal. 
What world is he living in? How on 
Earth can Senate Democrats believe 
Americans are satisfied with their 
health care when they are facing dou- 
ble-digit premium increases? How on 
Earth can the Senate Democratic lead- 
er believe these increases are very, 
very minimal? They are shocking. 

The Democrats have their head in 
the sand about the health care law. We 
can pick up Investor’s Business Daily, 
Monday, June 1: “ObamaCare 
Deductibles Soaring to $6,500 for Sil- 
ver-Level Plan.” 

Pick up the Wall Street Journal, Fri- 
day, May 22: “Health Insurers Seek Big 
Increases.”’ 

Investor’s Business Daily today: 
“ObamaCare Enrollment Mystery: 2 
Million Young Adults Missing.” They 
are not signing up, and there are plen- 
ty of good reasons why. It is not be- 
cause it is a good deal for them. 

No matter how bad it gets, no matter 
how unaffordable it is, President 
Obama and the Democrats in Congress 
absolutely refuse to face the reality. 
They refuse to help Americans who 
continue to be hurt by this law. 

I wish to speak a little bit about the 
reality of the law and why Republicans 
are committed to helping all Ameri- 
cans finally have access to affordable 
care. 

We all remember when President 
Obama promised that his health care 
law would cause insurance premiums 
to go down—down—by an average of 
$2,500 per year, per family. So where do 
we stand now? A couple of weeks ago 
was the deadline for insurance compa- 
nies to say what they intended to 
charge people for health care next 
year. This is the first time companies 
have been able to set their prices based 
on a full year of information about how 
much ObamaCare actually costs. From 
what we have seen so far, the cost is 
enormous. A lot of Americans are 
going to be shocked by how much more 
their health insurance will be. 

These higher premiums are just the 
latest evidence that ObamaCare is an 
expensive failure. We have seen reports 
about the largest insurance company 
in New Mexico saying it wants to raise 
rates by almost 52 percent next year. 
The biggest insurer in Tennessee wants 
to raise its rates 36 percent. In Mary- 
land, the largest insurer is planning to 
increase premiums by more than 30 
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percent. Yet, we hear Senator REID on 
the floor of the Senate this morning 
saying these things don’t matter. 

People who are in the President’s 
home State of Illinois right now are 
facing an average premium increase of 
30 percent. It seems as though there is 
another headline every day about how 
expensive health care insurance is be- 
coming. 

The Wall Street Journal Tuesday: 
“Insurers Seek Big Premium In- 
creases.” 

I know there are some supporters of 
the law who like to say lots of people 
have insurance under ObamaCare. How 
many of them are actually going to be 
paying these double-digit rate in- 
creases next year because of 
ObamaCare? That is what Americans 
want to know. 

On Monday, the Obama administra- 
tion released information on rate hikes 
for people living in about 41 States. It 
turns out that 676 different insurance 
plans—different ObamaCare insurance 
plans—offered for sale in these 41 
States plan to raise their rates by dou- 
ble digits—by at least double digits. 
The average increase is 21 percent. 
About 6 million people getting their in- 
surance from these plans will face dou- 
ble-digit rate increases next year. Do 
Democrats who voted for ObamaCare 
think a 2l-percent rate increase is af- 
fordable? Do they think a double-digit 
premium increase will help these 6 mil- 
lion hard-working Americans? 

These numbers are so large, it is hard 
to even understand what they mean for 
a typical person. What does it mean 
that health insurance policies in Mary- 
land might have an average rate in- 
crease of 30 percent? How does that im- 
pact someone’s life, their quality of 
life? 

Let’s say there is a 40-year-old non- 
smoker living in Annapolis, MD. He 
buys a silver plan from CareFirst 
BlueCross BlueShield, which is the big- 
gest insurer in Maryland and the most 
popular kind of plan. According to the 
Wall Street Journal study, those rates 
would go from about $2,900 for the year 
to nearly $3,700 next year. That is an 
$800-a-year increase. The President 
promised it would go down $2,500, and 
now it has gone up $800. That is how ex- 
pensive ObamaCare has become. It is 
far more costly than people thought it 
was going to be, than the insurers 
thought it was going to cost, and far 
more costly than the American people 
were told it was going to be. 

I have heard some Democrats who 
support this law say these are just the 
requested rates. They say we shouldn’t 
worry because State insurance agen- 
cies won’t allow these huge rate in- 
creases to take effect. Well, CareFirst, 
the company in Maryland that wants a 
30-percent rate increase next year, 
raised its rates 16 percent last year. 
Hard-working people across the coun- 
try are going to have to pay these 
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enormous premiums because the Presi- 
dent mandates they buy it. And many 
of them still won’t be able to actually 
use their insurance because the 
deductibles and the copays are so high. 
This year, the average deductible for 
an ObamaCare silver plan is almost 
$3,000 per person and more than $6,000 
per family. 

One has to ask, why are costs going 
up so much so fast? That is what a 
radio station in Kansas City, MO, 
KCUR-FM, asked. They reported last 
week, on May 27, that premiums for 
some plans in Kansas are going to go 
up 38 percent. According to the radio 
station, the increases ‘‘appear to be 
driven by requirements in the Afford- 
able Care Act, also known as 
Obamacare.” That is what they report. 

The Kansas State Insurance Depart- 
ment said it was because of things like 
all of the coverage mandates in the 
law. Families are now paying for cov- 
erage that is more than they need, 
more than they want, and more than 
they can afford. A spokesman for the 
State insurance agency in the State of 
Kansas told the radio station, ‘‘These 
things cost money.” 

What do people think about these 
enormous increases in their premiums? 
Are people happy because of all the 
extra money they have to pay because 
of Obamacare? 

Let's look at Connecticut. In Con- 
necticut, they have been writing to the 
State insurance department, and they 
are angry and frustrated about the 
Obamacare price hikes. 

One person wrote, “I find it out- 
rageous that the rates for 2016 are 
going to increase by 6.7 percent,” 
which was the request in Connecticut. 
The person goes on: 

Where do you think that I am going to get 
that money? I do not get a raise every year 
based on your “every year” rate increases. 

So this is somebody who is having a 
hard time with a rate increase of only 
6.7 percent. Imagine how tough it is 
going to be for families all around the 
country who will have to pay 20 or 30 or 
40 percent more next year for their 
Obamacare-mandated insurance. Thou- 
sands of families across the country 
are facing these shocking rate in- 
creases, and it might be just the begin- 
ning. 

Sometime this month, the Supreme 
Court is expected to decide an impor- 
tant case called King v. Burwell. This 
case is about the subsidies some people 
get to pay Obamacare's alarmingly 
high costs. The health care law said 
that Washington could subsidize the 
premiums of people who buy insurance 
through its exchanges established by 
the States. President Obama knew that 
wouldn't be enough because he knew 
his law was going to make insurance 
premiums skyrocket, so he told his ad- 
ministration to use taxpayer dollars to 
subsidize insurance in the Federal ex- 
change as well. Democrats in Congress 
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wrote the law to allow subsidies for one 
group, and then the President then de- 
cided to pay them out for another 
group. So if the Supreme Court decides 
that the President overstepped his au- 
thority, there are going to be a lot of 
people who could be facing paying the 
full cost of their Obamacare plans 
without the subsidy. They are going to 
see just how expensive this Obamacare 
insurance is and just how destructive 
the Democrats’ health care law has 
been. 

Let’s face it. In spite of what the mi- 
nority leader says on the floor of the 
Senate, Obamacare has been a disaster. 
It is bad for patients. It is bad for pro- 
viders. It has been terrible for the 
American taxpayers, hard-working 
Americans who work every day to try 
to put food on the table and pay their 
taxes. 

Republicans are offering better solu- 
tions, real solutions that will end these 
outrageous and expensive Obamacare 
side effects. That means giving Ameri- 
cans freedom, choice, and control over 
their health care decisions. Repub- 
licans understand that hard-working 
American families can’t afford 
Obamacare any longer. 

Democrats need to admit that their 
health care law has been and continues 
to be an expensive failure. If they are 
ready to do that, then Republicans will 
work with them to help give people the 
care they need from a doctor they 
choose at lower cost. 

Thank you, Madam President. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Madam Presi- 
dent, I rise today to speak on my 
amendment No. 1578, the Military Jus- 
tice Improvement Act, to ensure that 
survivors of military sexual assault 
have access to an unbiased and profes- 
sionalized military justice system. 

Last year, despite earning the sup- 
port of 55 Senators—a coalition span- 
ning the entire ideological spectrum, 
including both the majority and minor- 
ity leader—our bill to create an inde- 
pendent military justice system, free 
of the inherent bias and conflicts of in- 
terest within the chain of command, 
fell short of overcoming the 60-vote fil- 
ibuster threshold. But, as we said then, 
we will not walk away. We will con- 
tinue to fight to strengthen our mili- 
tary because that is our duty. 

It is our oversight role in Congress to 
act as if the brave survivors are our 
sons and daughters, our spouses who 
are being betrayed by the greatest 
military on Earth. We owe them at 
least that. 

Over the last few years, Congress has 
forced the military to make many in- 
cremental changes to address this cri- 
sis. After two decades of complete fail- 
ure and lipservice to ‘‘zero tolerance,”” 
the military now says essentially: 
Trust us. We have got this. 
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They spin the data, hoping nobody 
will dig below the top line because 
when you do, the clear conclusion is 
that survivors still have little faith in 
the system and that the military has 
not actually made a dent in the prob- 
lem. Even after much-lauded reforms, 
the estimate for 2014 is 20,000 cases of 
sexual assault and unwanted sexual 
contact—the same level as 2010—an av- 
erage of 52 a day. A much-touted re- 
form made retaliation a crime. That 
made a lot of sense, but a sky-high 62- 
percent retaliation rate remains un- 
changed from 2 years ago. 

The system remains plagued with 
distrust and does not provide the fair 
and just process the survivors deserve. 
Simply put, the military has not held 
up to the standards posed by General 
Dempsey 1 year ago when he said, “We 
are on the clock if you will... the 
President said to us in December, 
you’ve got about a year to review this 
thing .. . and if we haven't been able 
to demonstrate we are making a dif- 
ference, you know, then we deserve to 
be held to the scrutiny and standard.” 

So Iam urging my colleagues to hold 
the military to that standard. Enough 
is enough with the spin, the excuses, 
and the promises, because throughout 
the last year, we have continued to see 
new evidence of how much further we 
actually have to go to solve this prob- 
lem. 

We have a very simple choice. We can 
keep waiting, hoping that the reforms 
we put in place—that we actually 
forced the military to put in place— 
will somehow restore trust in the sys- 
tem, while an average of 52 new lives 
are shattered every day, three-quarters 
of whom will never come forward be- 
cause they see what happens around 
them and they don’t trust the system 
and don’t see how justice is possible be- 
cause commanders hold all the cards, 
or we can do the right thing and act. 

We can accept a system where, ac- 
cording to the DOD themselves, three 
out of four servicewomen and nearly 
half of servicemen say sexual harass- 
ment is common or very common or we 
can do the right thing and act. 

We can accept a system where women 
who were sexually harassed were 1,400 
percent more likely to be sexually as- 
saulted that same year or we can act. 

We can accept a climate where super- 
visors and unit leaders were respon- 
sible for sexual harassment and gender 
discrimination in nearly 60 percent of 
all cases or we can act. 

My friends, I believe it is time that 
we provide our servicemembers with an 
unbiased justice system, one that is 
professionalized, where the decision- 
maker is trained in military justice. It 
is time to finally listen to the sur- 
vivors who have told us over and over 
again that this reform is required to 
instill long-lost confidence in the sys- 
tem. 

It is very much time to do the right 
thing and act because every time we 
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look at this problem, it seems to get 
worse. My office just reviewed 107 sex- 
ual assault case files from the largest 
base in each of the services. We re- 
quested these files, and that was for 1 
year of sexual assaults. We requested 
the data to understand what actually 
happens once the reports are filed, how 
they are investigated, and how they 
move forward within the military jus- 
tice system to see if there is any other 
challenges we have to address. It took 
the Pentagon a year to respond to my 
document request. These 107 files are 
just a snapshot of the thousands of es- 
timated cases that occur annually. 

What we found, which was unex- 
pected, was an alarming rate of as- 
saults among two survivor groups who 
are not represented in the DOD survey. 
The DOD survey is all servicemembers. 
But what we found is that civilian 
women and military spouses are not 
counted in that survey, and of these 107 
cases, in 53 percent of them, the sur- 
vivor was either a military spouse or a 
civilian. These two categories of sur- 
vivors are hidden in the shadows. 

According to the DOD themselves, 
the real scope of this problem, unfortu- 
nately, is much larger than the 20,000 
that were estimated for last year 
alone. These obviously aren't just num- 
bers; these are real lives being broken, 
and they deserve a fair shot at justice. 

It should disturb everyone in this 
Chamber that instead of hope for jus- 
tice at these four military bases, near- 
ly half of the survivors who initially 
filed a complaint—some of them going 
through the medical exam, going 
through testimony, going through evi- 
dence—nearly half who filed withdrew 
their complaint during the process be- 
fore trial. What does that tell us? Is 
there a form of retaliation taking 
place? Is it just a lack of faith in the 
system? To have about half of these 
cases not move forward is very trou- 
bling. 

Even when a case did move forward, 
just over 20 percent of them went to 
trial, and only 10 percent of these cases 
resulted in sexual assault convictions 
with penalties of confinement and dis- 
honorable discharge. Ten percent. Only 
10 percent ended in conviction. The 
cases that did proceed to trial but 
failed to obtain a sexual assault con- 
viction typically resulted in a more le- 
nient penalty, such as reduction in 
rank or docked pay. 

There was a new report published by 
the Human Rights Watch. They issued 
a report which told us that service- 
members who reported a sexual assault 
were 12 times more likely to suffer re- 
taliation than to see their offender get 
convicted of the sexual offense. Let me 
repeat that. A survivor who reports a 
sexual assault is 12 times more likely 
to see retaliation than to see justice. 
How can anyone say this is a system 
our survivors can actually have faith 
in? 
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Despite the DOD’s reported 62 per- 
cent retaliation rate—and this is so 
troubling—there was not evidence of a 
single serious disciplinary action 
against anyone for retaliation. Not 
one. There was not one disciplinary ac- 
tion for 62 percent of survivors who 
were retaliated against. That borders 
on the impossible. But the reality is, 
without independent review, we are ac- 
tually relying on commanders. to 
charge themselves with retaliation. It 
doesn’t make any sense. 

According to the DOD’s own SAPRO 
report, retaliation remains at 62 per- 
cent for women. Over one-third experi- 
enced administrative action, and 40 
percent faced other forms of profes- 
sional retaliation. That means your job 
changes in some meaningful way. 

DOD admits they have made zero 
progress since 2012. 

The carefully crafted and widely bi- 
partisan Military Justice Improvement 
Act is designed to reduce the systemic 
failure that survivors of military sex- 
ual assault describe, in deciding wheth- 
er to report the crimes committed 
against them, due to the bias and in- 
herent conflicts of interest posed by 
the military chain of command’s cur- 
rent sole decisionmaking power over 
whether a case moves forward. This re- 
form actually protects both the victim 
and the accused. We do not want to see 
an innocent person convicted any more 
than we want to see a guilty person go 
free. 

Due process, professionalism, train- 
ing, equal opportunity to justice is how 
we restore a broken system. It is time 
to move the sole decisionmaking power 
over whether serious crimes akin to a 
felony go to trial from the chain of 
command into the hands of nonbiased, 
professionally trained military pros- 
ecutors, where it belongs. And we do 
this while leaving military crime in 
the chain of command. So we com- 
pletely carve-out anything that is mili- 
tary-related, such as missing in action 
or not honoring a command. In fact, 
the decision whether to prosecute the 
vast majority of crimes, including 37 
serious crimes uniquely military in na- 
ture, plus all punishable crimes that 
have less than a year of confinement as 
a penalty, remain in the chain of com- 
mand. 

The brave men and women we sent to 
war to keep us safe deserve nothing 
less than a justice system that is actu- 
ally equal to their sacrifice. We owe 
that at least to them. 

Thank you, Madam President. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. KAINE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 1521 

Mr. KAINE. Madam President, I rise 
in support of the NDAA that is on the 
floor now but also in strong support of 
an amendment that has been offered by 
Senator REED of Rhode Island to the 
NDAA. Actually, I have a deja vu feel- 
ing in the speech, because the speech is 
largely about what I gave as my maid- 
en speech in February of 2013; that is, 
the BCA budget caps and sequester. 

To begin, before I focus on the 
amendment from my colleague from 
Rhode Island, the ranking member of 
the Armed Services Committee, I do 
think there is a lot of good policy in 
the NDAA. We worked on it together. 
That committee process is a productive 
one. I think we always find a great de- 
gree of bipartisanship as we are trying 
to tackle the programmatic descrip- 
tion of our Nation’s military budget 
and support. There is much good pol- 
icy, acquisition reform, and other key 
reforms that are part of this budget. 
There are some items that I feel very 
strongly about dealing with ship- 
building and ship repair. 

I think it is great that we are having 
the debate on the floor. We have had 
NDAAs passed, but we have not had a 
lot of floor time on them in 2013 and 
2014. So the fact that we have are hav- 
ing this debate about the critical na- 
ture of our Nation’s defense and the au- 
thorizing bill on the floor is very posi- 
tive. 

There are some aspects of the NDAA 
that I do not like. There are some 
items that I wish were in there but 
that are not. That is part of the proc- 
ess. I think we could all say that, but 
I am glad we are having the debate on 
the floor. However, the item that is in 
the NDAA that I have the greatest con- 
cern about is the use of what I consider 
a flagrant budget gimmick to sneak by 
defense spending caps that were im- 
posed by the 2011 Budget Control Act. 

I think the gimmick is a serious one 
and a challenging one. The gimmick is 
dishonest. It is bad for the Nation’s de- 
fense. It is also bad for America’s non- 
defense priorities. 

The good news is that the budget can 
be fixed. My colleague from Rhode Is- 
land, the ranking member of the 
Armed Services Committee, has a pro- 
posal to fix it. The proposal was offered 
in committee and rejected, and it has 
been offered again on the floor. I want 
to describe it and explain why I strong- 
ly support it. 

First, there is the gimmick itself. 
Just for the public on this, in August of 
2011, before either I or the Presiding of- 
ficer were in the body, Congress passed 
the Budget Control Act that imposed a 
set of draconian budget caps on defense 
and nondefense spending as a punish- 
ment, in case Congress did not find a 
grand budget deal. So the wisdom of 
this body at the time was that we will 
sort of punish ourselves unless we can 
find a budget deal. I describe that 
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colloquially as if we don’t do some- 
thing smart, we will do something stu- 
pid. 

Well, Congress did not do something 
smart. There wasn’t the grand budget 
deal that many hoped there would be. 
So on March 1, 2013, budget caps went 
into effect that put a significant crimp 
in both the defense and nondefense 
items in the Nation’s budget. The first 
speech I gave on the floor was in Feb- 
ruary 2013. After my first State recess 
week, I traveled around and I heard my 
constituents talk about how bad these 
caps would be, especially for the Na- 
tion’s defense. I stood up and just 
shared what my constituents had de- 
scribed to me. But, nevertheless, the 
caps went into effect and we agreed, 
through the early 2020s, to limit in a 
very significant and tough way both 
defense and nondefense spending. 

So what is the gimmick that is in 
this NDAA that is on the floor today? 

A decision was made that the world 
has changed since August 2011. ISIL 
has grown up and is gobbling up acres 
and square miles of territory. We are 
battling against Ebola, as we were ear- 
lier in the year. North Korea is cyber- 
attacking major American corpora- 
tions. Vladimir Putin has moved into 
Ukraine and is threatening other na- 
tions. 

There are a lot of challenges. So it 
was the wisdom first of the President, 
in submitting the fiscal year 2016 budg- 
et, and then of the Armed Services 
Committee that living under the se- 
quester defense caps was a bad idea. It 
would be a bad idea for the Nation. But 
instead of just saying: OK, the caps are 
a bad idea; let’s adjust the cap—which 
we can do with 60 votes in this body 
and the concurrence of the House—a 
decision was made: Let’s not adjust the 
cap, let’s end-run the cap. 

So we want to exceed the cap. We 
want to exceed it by $38 billion in fiscal 
year 2016. But rather than adjust the 
cap, let’s do this: Let’s just take $38 
billion that the Nation needs to be 
safe, and we will put it in what is 
called the OCO account, Overseas Con- 
tingency Operations. It is something 
that is not subject to the cap. It is sup- 
posed to be used for core warfighting 
activity. But the $38 billion does not 
represent core warfighting. 

We spent $2 billion in the last year, 
for example, in the war on ISIL. We are 
not going to spend $38 billion in the 
next year. No, instead, we are going to 
fund all kinds of nonemergency, non- 
contingency, nonwarfighting expendi- 
tures that would require an adjustment 
of the cap, and we are just going to put 
them into the OCO account, kind of a 
slush fund. By doing that, we end-run 
the law of Congress, the Budget Con- 
trol Act. 

I asserted, and I strongly believe, 
that this is dishonest, it is bad for de- 
fense, and it is bad for the nondefense 
accounts. It is dishonest. It is dis- 
honest because, if we need this money 
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for defense, we should fix the budget 
control caps. That is what we should 
do. We should not call expenditures for 
daily operations that are not core 
warfighting part of the OCO account. 
That violates the way the OCO account 
has been treated. 

Once we go down that path, we are 
going to see everything going into the 
OCO account, and we will really end- 
run. So we are not being honest with 
ourselves, but especially, since we all 
know what the game is, we are not 
being honest with the public. 

Second, putting this money, the $38 
billion, in the OCO account is bad for 
defense. Defense needs the ability to 
plan. If we put the money in the OCO 
account, is it going to be here next 
year? Is it not going to be here? There 
is sort of a wink and a nod that it will 
probably be here. We ought to be ac- 
knowledging that these funds are need- 
ed in the base defense budget so that 
our DOD personnel can plan that it will 
be there in the future, because that is 
probably our intent. It is bad for de- 
fense to put this in this OCO account. 

Third, it is bad for the nondefense ac- 
counts. If we are going to say that the 
BCA caps are bad, we should adjust 
them. Instead of using an end run, let’s 
adjust them. Let’s adjust them not just 
for the defense accounts but also for 
the nondefense accounts, because, as 
the Presiding Officer and my col- 
leagues here know, the nondefense ac- 
counts are critical to the Nation’s de- 
fense. 

The FBI is nondefense. It is critical 
to the Nation’s defense. Homeland Se- 
curity is critical to the Nation’s de- 
fense. In the Department of Energy, 
much of the research we do is for the 
reactors on nuclear carriers and nu- 
clear subs. Those get cut by budget 
cups. They are critical to defense. We 
ought to be lifting the caps on the non- 
defense accounts, as well. 

So the gimmick that is used is a gim- 
mick. It is dishonest. It hurts defense. 
It hurts nondefense accounts that are 
important to the Nation. Good news— 
there is a solution. We are doing this 
because we do not like the budget caps. 
That is why we are doing this. That is 
why we are using the OCO gimmick. If 
we don’t like the budget caps, we 
should fix them. We should find the 
2015 version of the Murray-Ryan budget 
deal that was reached in December of 
2013, where we agreed to adjust the 
budget caps. That deal accepted part of 
sequester. It absorbed sequester cuts. 
But it also found targeted ways to pro- 
vide relief, both to defense and non- 
defense accounts. That is what we 
should be doing. We should be showing 
the same leadership that was shown in 
2013. 

I rise to say that the amendment 
that my colleague from Rhode Island, 
our ranking member, proposes does ex- 
actly that. It does exactly that. It 
takes the $38 billion that is in our 
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budget, which I believe should be spent 
on defense, and it says that this money 
should be spent on defense, but it 
should be spent the right way, as part 
of a base budget, not as part of OCO. 

It puts a fence around those dollars 
and says that the money is there, and 
it is there for defense because the Na- 
tion needs it. But the fence will keep 
the money from being utilized until we 
fix the BCA caps on both the defense 
and nondefense accounts. 

If we do fix the BCA caps, that 
money will be available. Because of 
language included by the chair of the 
committee in the markup, fixing the 
budget caps would move the money 
from the OCO account into the defense 
base budget where it should be. I think 
we all know what the right answer is 
here, which is for this $38 billion to be 
used to protect the Nation but to be 
part of the base budget, not the OCO 
account. To get there we need to fix 
the BCA caps across the board for de- 
fense and nondefense. The Reed amend- 
ment would accomplish that. That is 
the reason that I am on the floor 
today, to praise the debate on the 
NDAA but to say this is the right way 
to keep our Nation safe. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 1:45 p.m. 
today, the Senate vote in relation to 
the following amendments: Shaheen 
No. 1494, spouse definition; Tillis No. 
1506, C-130 aircraft; further, that there 
be no second-degree amendments in 
order to any of those amendments 
prior to the votes, and that the Sha- 
heen amendment be subject to a 60-af- 
firmative-vote threshold for adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, on 
behalf of Senator PAUL of Kentucky, I 
ask unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment in order to call up 
amendment No. 1548. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I rise 
with my friend from Arizona, Senator 
FLAKE, to speak about an amendment 
that he and I and Senator BLUMENTHAL 
from Connecticut have as part of this 
pending legislation. 

Along with sports fans across Amer- 
ica, I was appalled to learn last month 
that many of the ceremonies honoring 
members of our armed services at NFL 
games are not actually being con- 
ducted out of a sense of patriotism but 
for profit in the form of millions of dol- 
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lars in taxpayers’ money going from 
the Department of Defense to wealthy 
NFL franchises. 

In fact, NFL teams have received 
nearly $7 million in taxpayer dollars 
over the last 3 years from contracts 
with the Army National Guard, which 
include public tributes to American 
soldiers, sailors, airmen, and marines. 
Our amendment would put an end to 
this shameful practice and ask the 
NFL to return those profits to char- 
ities supporting our troops, veterans, 
and their families. 

All Americans can agree that sports 
unite us, especially football. For gen- 
erations, football has brought together 
people from every walk of life—from 
the first organized American football 
game between Rutgers and Princeton 
in 1869 to Super Bowl XLIX played in 
the great State of Arizona this Feb- 
ruary, which attracted more than 100 
million television viewers, the most 
watched TV program in history. 

Football has been a uniting force for 
our Nation. Every weekend, from pee- 
wee to high school, college, and the 
NFL, for good seasons and bad, in com- 
mon cause and bitter rivalry, millions 
of passionate fans have bonded to- 
gether. For many Americans, football 
is deeply patriotic and woven into the 
very fabric of our country’s unique his- 
tory and heritage. For several weeks 
every fall, this patriotic spirit grows 
when the NFL takes time to honor the 
service and sacrifice of the brave young 
Americans serving in the U.S. Armed 
Forces. 

Teams wear special camouflage uni- 
forms, hold special game-day program- 
ming under the theme ‘‘Salute to Serv- 
ice.” We have all been heartened by 
these patriotic displays, from the giant 
oversized flags and color guard 
pregame performances to half time 
tributes to our hometown heroes. 
Every fan, whether united by team or 
divided by rivalry, comes together to 
thank those who have served and sac- 
rificed on our Nation’s behalf. 

That is why I and so many other 
Americans were shocked and dis- 
appointed to learn that several NFL 
teams were not sponsoring these ac- 
tivities out of the goodness of their 
own hearts but were doing so to make 
an extra buck, taking money from 
American taxpayers in exchange for 
honoring American troops. That means 
many of the color guard performances 
and troop recognition ceremonies were 
actually funded with American tax dol- 
lars and pocketed by wealthy NFL 
teams. 

For example, the Army National 
Guard spent $675,000 under contracts 
with the New England Patriots—hardly 
a deprived franchise—that included a 
program called “True Patriot,” in 
which the team honored Guard soldiers 
at half-time shows during home games. 

Other contracts funded color guard 
performances, flag ceremonies, and ap- 
pearance fees to players for honoring 
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local high school coaches and visiting 
students. 

According to the information my of- 
fice has received from the Army Na- 
tional Guard, the NFL received nearly 
$7 million in taxpayer dollars over the 
last 3 years from Guard contracts for 


activities including: pregame color 
guard ceremonies, pregame reenlist- 
ment ceremonies, pregame  onfield 


American flag rollouts, ingame flag 
runners, half-time soldier recognition 
ceremonies, Guard-sponsored high 
school Player of the Week and Coach of 
the Week awards, and Guard-sponsored 
player appearances at local high 
schools. 

The following teams had contracts in 
the past 3 years, according to the Army 
National Guard: Atlanta Falcons, 
$579,500; Baltimore Ravens, $350,000; 
Buffalo Bills, $550,000; Chicago Bears, 
$443,000; Cincinnati Bengals, $117,000; 
Dallas Cowboys, $262,500; Denver Bron- 
cos, $460,000; Detroit Lions, $193,000; 
Green Bay Packers, $300,000; Indianap- 
olis Colts, $400,000; Miami Dolphins, 
Tampa Bay Buccaneers, and Jackson- 
ville Jaguars, $160,000; Minnesota Vi- 
kings, $410,000; New Orleans Saints, 
$307,000; New York Jets, $212,500; Oak- 
land Raiders, $275,000; Pittsburgh 
Steelers, $217,000; St. Louis Rams and 
Kansas City Chiefs, $60,000; San Diego 
Chargers, $453,500; San Francisco 49ers, 
$125,000; and Seattle Seahawks, $393,500. 

What makes these expenditures all 
the more troubling is at the same time 
the Guard was spending millions on 
pro-sports advertising, it was also run- 
ning out of money for critical training 
for our troops. In fact, at the end of fis- 
cal year 2014, the National Guard Bu- 
reau and Army National Guard an- 
nounced they were facing a $101 million 
shortfall in the account used to pay 
National Guardsmen and could face a 
delay in critical training and drills be- 
cause they couldn’t afford to pay sol- 
diers. Despite the fact that the Guard 
was facing serious threats to meeting 
its primary mission and paying its cur- 
rent soldiers, it was spending millions 
of taxpayer dollars on speakership and 
advertising deals with professional 
sports leagues, such as the NFL. 

This is obviously unacceptable. Pro- 
viding for our common defense is the 
highest duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment. At a time of crippling budget 
cuts under sequestration, the Defense 
Department cannot afford to waste its 
limited resources for the benefit of 
sports leagues that rake in billions of 
dollars a year. Each of the four service 
Chiefs have warned before the Senate 
Armed Services Committee this year 
that sequestration is damaging our 
military readiness and putting Amer- 
ican lives in danger. We must conserve 
every precious defense dollar we have 
at our disposal—which the NDAA does 
through important reforms to acquisi- 
tion, military retirement, personnel, 
headquarters and management, and 
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which our amendment would support 
by ending taxpayer-funded soldier trib- 
utes at professional sporting events. 

In addition to ending this shameful 
practice, this amendment calls upon 
professional sports leagues like the 
NFL to donate—to donate—these ill- 
gotten profits to charities supporting 
American troops, veterans, and their 
families. 

The NFL raked in revenues totaling 
some $9.5 billion. The absolute least 
they can do to begin to make up for 
this terrible misjudgment is to return 
those taxpayer dollars to charities sup- 
porting our troops, veterans, and mili- 
tary families. 

I thank my fellow Senator from the 
State of Arizona, JEFF FLAKE, who has 
done terrific oversight of this issue. He 
was the first to expose it and similar 
cases of wasteful and excessive govern- 
ment spending. 

I also commend Senator BLUMENTHAL 
for his longstanding commitment to 
our troops and veterans, as well as the 
other Members of this body who have 
supported our amendment. 

Again, I thank JEFF FLAKE, who was 
first to blow the whistle on this egre- 
gious use of American tax dollars, and 
also Senator BLUMENTHAL. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam President, I also 
thank the senior Senator from Arizona 
for helping me bring this amendment 
forward. I am proud to cosponsor it 
with him and Senator BLUMENTHAL. 

I wish to make a couple of points. We 
have asked the Pentagon for a full ac- 
counting, not just NFL teams but 
other teams that have received such 
money. We want to make sure this 
practice stops. 

Part of the reason it needs to stop is 
these teams that were mentioned be- 
fore by the senior Senator from Ari- 
zona and other teams that have re- 
ceived this kind of money do a lot for 
the military out of the goodness of 
their heart. They do a lot for the mili- 
tary and for veterans who return, and 
we shouldn’t discount that and don’t 
want to discount that. 

The problem is, when some teams are 
accepting money to do what has been 
termed ‘‘paid-for patriotism,” then it 
cheapens all the other good work that 
has been done by these sports teams 
and others. So it is important we stop 
this practice and make sure that when 
fans are there and they see this out- 
pouring of support for the military, 
they know it is genuine—because there 
is a great deal of patriotism by those 
who attend these games. We want to 
make sure people recognize it is done 
for the right reason, and that is the 
reason for bringing this amendment 
forward. 

I, again, thank the senior Senator 
from Arizona for his work on this 
amendment and other efforts to fight 
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wasteful spending, making sure that 
the funding that goes to our military 
and that we appropriate for the Depart- 
ment of Defense—authorize for the De- 
partment of Defense—is used for mili- 
tary purposes. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I 
withdraw my request with respect to 
amendment No. 1543. It is my under- 
standing we will call up this amend- 
ment after the votes this afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s request is withdrawn. 

The Senator from Rhode Island. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1506 

Mr. REED. Madam President, I wish 
to comment briefly on the amendment 
proposed by my colleague from North 
Carolina, Senator TILLIS, with respect 
to the stationing of the C-130 aircraft 
at Pope Army Airfield in North Caro- 
lina. 

The amendment states that these 
aircraft shall be positioned in Pope 
Army Airfield. They are C-130 Avionics 
Modernization Program aircraft, the 
AMP program. Basically, they are C- 
130H models that were upgraded. In ad- 
dition, the Air Force has C-130J mod- 
els, the newest model. In the give-and- 
take of the budget deliberations over 
the last few years, this AMP mod- 
ernization program is essentially cur- 
tailed dramatically because the choice 
was buying new J models or fixing the 
old H models. 

So, in effect, what we have is a group 
of C-130 modified aircraft that are at 
Little Rock Air Force Base. They are 
only being minimally maintained be- 
cause these AMP-modified aircraft are 
not standard. They are different from 
the traditional hotel model, and they 
are not aS new or as modern as the J 
model, and they are not being sup- 
ported with AMP-trained crews or 
AMP-unique logistics. Logistically, 
they are at Little Rock Air Force Base 
and sort of caught up in this funding 
and programmatic dilemma. 

They are not fully deployable be- 
cause of these conditions. They are just 
sort of additive to the force structure 
of the C-130J. There are only three that 
are modified, with five more to be 
modified. That would be at $8 million 
per aircraft for about an additional 
multimillion dollar pricetag. There- 
fore, they are not as functional as a 
unit since there are only three aircraft 
and not a full complement. To operate 
these aircraft would require additional 
resources. 

The thrust of the gentleman’s 
amendment is that these aircraft be 
transferred to Pope Air Force Base in 
North Carolina, but they would not 
really be effectively utilized by the 
forces there and would not, in my view 
at least, contribute to the training and 
the real-time operations of the 82nd 
Airborne Division, the XVIII Airborne 


8688 


Corps, and the special operations forces 
that are there. 

So rather than doing that, what we 
did in the underlying legislation at sec- 
tion 186 is to go through and quite 
clearly have a careful review of the 
adequacy of aircraft to support oper- 
ations of the paratroop forces at Fort 
Bragg so that the Air Force is fully 
supportive of this very important 
issue. The 82nd is America’s most 
ready Army force, and of course we 
know special forces operators are all 
across the globe constantly. 

So my comments are that this 
amendment would not essentially help 
what I think is the underlying goal, 
which is to ensure that our airborne 
forces have the platforms necessary. It 
would, in fact, restrict the flexibility of 
the Air Force in terms of using C-130 
aircraft. It would practically have the 
effect of simply taking aircraft that 
because of their modification and their 
nonstandardization are being parked at 
Little Rock and moving them without 
effect, I think, on the operational ca- 
pacity and capabilities of our airborne 
forces. 

So as a result, I believe our best ap- 
proach is to stay with the language in 
the underlying bill, section 186, 
which—to the credit of Senator TILLIS, 
he was very adamant about including— 
would have a careful review of the 
operational capacity of the Air Force 
to support the airborne operations. 

It would include the ability of com- 
manders from the corps level, XVIII 
Airborne Corps, 82nd, Special Oper- 
ations Command, to comment effec- 
tively on whether the Air Force was 
doing this. After such a review and 
analysis, we could make better deci- 
sions about the allocation of the Air 
Force aircraft. 

Again, ironically—and again it 
strikes me that simply moving these 
aircraft—which are sort of one-of-a- 
kind aircraft—to Pope would not help 
the airborne operations of our military 
forces. They would simply involve ad- 
ditional cost, and they would not be 
part of the ability of our Air Force and 
our mobility command to support a 
wide range of missions. They would 
complicate, rather than simplify, our 
ability to respond. 

So for that, when this vote, which is 
scheduled later today, comes up for a 
vote, I will oppose it, and I will do so 
because I believe—in the underlying 
legislation, through the work of Sen- 
ator TILLIS particularly—we have an 
appropriate response to the issue of 


flexibility, mobility, and operational 
capacity of our airborne forces at Fort 
Bragg. 

With that, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 


FLAKE). The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
GRIEVING FOR THE BIDEN FAMILY 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, when a 
child predeceases the parent, it is a 
grievous occasion, and we have been 
grieving for the President of the Sen- 
ate, the Vice President of the United 
States, for what he has been going 
through—his whole family. 

It is my belief JOE BIDEN has known 
for some period of time the progression 
of his son, Beau’s, cancer and, as a re- 
sult, he has continued to carry on his 
public duties while at the same time 
carrying this huge burden. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the RECORD the 
speech JOE BIDEN made to the Yale 
graduating class about 2 weeks ago on 
Class Day. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

REMARKS BY THE VICE PRESIDENT AT YALE 
UNIVERSITY CLASS DAY, YALE UNIVERSITY, 
NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT 
THE VICE PRESIDENT: Hello, Yale! (Ap- 

plause.) Great to see you all. (Applause.) 

Thank you very, very much. 

Jeremy and Kiki, the entire Class of 2015, 
congratulations and thank you for inviting 
me to be part of this special day. You’re tal- 
ented. You’ve worked hard, and you’ve 
earned this day. 

Mr. President, faculty, staff, it’s an honor 
to be here with all of you. 

My wife teaches full-time. I want you to 
know that—at a community college, and has 
attended 8,640 commencements and/or the 
similar versions of Class Day, and I know 
they can hardly wait for the speaker to fin- 
ish. (Laughter.) But I’1l do my best as quick- 
ly as I can. 

To the parents, grandparents, siblings, 
family members, the Class of 2015—congratu- 
lations. I know how proud you must be. But, 
the Class of 2015, before I speak to you— 
please stand and applaud the ones who loved 
you no matter what you’re wearing on your 
head and who really made this day happen. 
(Laughter and applause.) I promise you all 
this is a bigger day for them than it is for 
you. (Laughter.) 

When President Obama asked me to be his 
Vice President, I said I only had two condi- 
tions: One, I wouldn’t wear any funny hats, 
even on Class Day. (Laughter.) And two, I 
wouldn’t change my brand. (Applause.) 

Now, look, I realize no one ever doubts I 
mean what I say, the problem occasionally is 
I say all that I mean. (Laughter.) I have a 
bad reputation for being straight. Sometimes 
an inappropriate times. (Laughter.) So here 
it goes. Let’s get a couple things straight 
right off the bat: Corvettes are better than 
Porsches; they’re quicker and they corner as 
well. (Laughter and applause.) And sorry, 
guys, a cappella is not better than rock and 
roll. (Laughter and applause.) And your pun- 
dits are better than Washington pundits, al- 
though I’ve noticed neither has any shame at 
all. (Laughter and applause.) And all roads 
lead to Toads? Give me a break. (Laughter 
and applause.) You ever tried it on Monday 
night? (Laughter.) Look, it’s tough to end a 
great men’s basketball and football season. 
One touchdown away from beating Harvard 
this year for the first time since 2006—so 
close to something you’ve wanted for eight 
years. I can only imagine how you feel. 
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(Laughter.) I can only imagine. (Applause.) 
So close. So close. 

But I got to be honest with you, when the 
invitation came, I was flattered, but it 
caused a little bit of a problem in my ex- 
tended family. It forced me to face some 
hard truths. My son, Beau, the attorney gen- 
eral of Delaware, my daughter, Ashley 
Biden, runs a nonprofit for criminal justice 
in the state, they both went to Penn. My two 
nieces graduated from Harvard, one an all- 
American. All of them think my being here 
was a very bad idea. (Laughter.) 

On the other hand, my other son, Hunter, 
who heads the World Food Program USA, 
graduated from Yale Law School. (Applause.) 
Now, he thought it’s a great idea. But then 
again, law graduates always think all of 
their ideas are great ideas. (Laughter.) 

By the way, I’ve had a lot of law graduates 
from Yale work for me. That’s not too far 
from the truth. But anyway, look, the truth 
of the matter is that I have a lot of staff that 
are Yale graduates, several are with me 
today. They thought it was a great idea that 
I speak here. 

As a matter of fact, my former national se- 
curity advisor, Jake Sullivan, who is teach- 
ing here at Yale Law School, trained in 
international relations at Yale College, edit- 
ed the Yale Daily News, and graduated from 
Harvard—excuse me, Freudian slip—Yale 
Law School. (Laughter.) You’re lucky to 
have him. He’s a brilliant and decent and 
honorable man. And I miss him. And we miss 
him as my national security advisor. 

But he’s not the only one. My deputy na- 
tional security advisor, Jeff Prescott, start- 
ed and ran the China Law Center at Yale 
Law School. My Middle East policy advisor 
and foreign policy speechwriter, Dan 
Benaim, who is with me, took Daily 
Themes—got a B. (Laughter.) Now you know 
why I go off script so much. (Laughter and 
applause.) 

Look, at a Gridiron Dinner not long ago, 
the President said, I—the President—“I am 
learning to speak without a teleprompter, 
Joe is learning to speak with one.” (Laugh- 
ter.) But if you looked at my speechwriters, 
you know why. 

And the granddaughter of one of my dear- 
est friends in life—a former Holocaust sur- 
vivor, a former foreign policy advisor, a 
former Chairman of the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, Congressman Tom Lantos— 
is graduating today. Mercina, congratula- 
tions, kiddo. (Applause.) Where are you? You 
are the sixth—she’s the sixth sibling in her 
immediate family to graduate from Yale. Six 
out of 11, that’s not a bad batting average. 
(Laughter.) I believe it’s a modern day 
record for the number of kids who went to 
Yale from a single family. 

And, Mercina, I know that your mom, Lit- 
tle Annette is here. I don’t know where you 
are, Annette. But Annette was part of the 
first class of freshman women admitted to 
Yale University. (Applause.) 

And her grandmother, Annette, is also a 
Holocaust survivor, an amazing woman; and 
both I'm sure wherever they are, beaming 
today. And I know one more thing, Mercina, 
your father and grandfather are looking 
down, cheering you on. 

I’m so happy to be here on your day and all 
of your day. It’s good to know there’s one 
Yalie who is happy I’m being here—be here, 
at least one. (Laughter.) On ‘‘Overheard at 
Yale,” on the Facebook page, one student re- 
ported another student saying: I had a dream 
that I was Vice President and was with the 
President, and we did the disco funk dance to 
convince the Congress to restart the govern- 
ment. (Laughter.) 
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Another student commented, Y’all know 
Biden would be hilarious, get funky. (Laugh- 
ter.) 

Well, my granddaughter, Finnegan Biden, 
whose dad went here, is with me today. When 
she saw that on the speech, I was on the 
plane, Air Force Two coming up, she said, 
Pop, it would take a lot more than you and 
the President doing the disco funk dance. 
The Tea Party doesn’t even know what it is. 
(Laughter.) 

Look, I don’t know about that. But I’m 
just glad there’s someone—just someone— 
who dreams of being Vice President. (Laugh- 
ter and applause.) Just somebody. I never 
had that dream. (Laughter.) For the press 
out there, that’s a joke. 

Actually, being Vice President to Barack 
Obama has been truly a great honor. We both 
enjoy getting out of the White House to talk 
to folks in the real America—the kind who 
know what it means to struggle, to work 
hard, to shop at Kiko Milano. (Laughter and 
applause.) Great choice. (Laughter.) 

I just hope to hell the same people respon- 
sible for Kiko’s aren’t in charge of naming 
the two new residential colleges. (Laughter 
and applause.) 

Now, look, folks, I spent a lot of time 
thinking about what I should say to you 
today, but the more I thought about it, I 
thought that any Class Day speech is likely 
to be redundant. You already heard from 
Jessie J at Spring Fling. (Laughter.) So what 
in the hell could I possibly say. (Laughter.) 

Look, I’m deeply honored that Jeremy and 
Kiki selected me. I don’t know how the hell 
you trusted them to do that. (Laughter.) I 
hope you agree with their choice. Actually I 
hope by the end of this speech, they agree 
with their choice. (Laughter.) 

In their flattering invitation letter, they 
asked me to bring along a sense of humor, 
speak about my commitment to public serv- 
ice and family, talk about resiliency, com- 
passion, and leadership in a changing world. 
Petty tall order. (Laughter.) I probably al- 
ready flunked the first part of the test. 

But with the rest let me say upfront, and 
I mean this sincerely, there’s nothing par- 
ticularly unique about me. With regard to 
resilience and compassion, there are count- 
less thousands of people, maybe some in the 
audience, who’ve suffered through personal 
losses similar to mine or much worse with 
much less support to help them get through 
it and much less reason to want to get 
through it. 

It’s not that all that difficult, folks, to be 
compassionate when you’ve been the bene- 
ficiary of compassion in your lowest mo- 
ments not only from your family, but from 
your friends and total strangers. Because 
when you know how much it meant to you, 
you know how much it mattered. It’s not 
hard to be compassionate. 

I was raised by a tough, compassionate 
Irish lady named Catherine Eugenia 
Finnegan Biden. And she taught all of her 
children that, but for the grace of God, there 
go you—but for the grace of God, there go 
you. 

And a father who lived his motto that, 
family was the beginning, the middle, and 
the end. And like many of you and your par- 
ents, I was fortunate. I learned early on what 
I wanted to do, what fulfilled me the most, 
what made me happy—my family, my faith, 
and being engaged in the public affairs that 
gripped my generation and being inspired by 
a young President named Kennedy—civil 
rights, the environment, trying to end an in- 
credibly useless and divisive war, Vietnam. 

The truth is, though, that neither I, nor 
anyone else, can tell you what will make you 
happy, help you find success. 
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You each have different comfort levels. Ev- 
eryone has different goals and aspirations. 
But one thing I’ve observed, one thing I 
know, an expression my dad would use often, 
is real. He used to say, it’s a lucky man or 
woman gets up in the morning—and I mean 
this sincerely. It was one of his expressions. 
It’s a lucky man or woman gets up in the 
morning, puts both feet on the floor, knows 
what they’re about to do, and thinks it still 
matters. 

I’ve been lucky. And my wish for all of you 
is that not only tomorrow, but 20 and 40 and 
50 years from now, you’ve found that sweet 
spot, that thing that allows you to get up in 
the morning, put both feet on the floor, go 
out and pursue what you love, and think it 
still matters. 

Some of you will go to Silicon Valley and 
make great contributions to empower indi- 
viduals and societies and maybe even design 
a life-changing app, like how to unsubscribe 
to Obama for America email list—(laugh- 
ter)—the biggest “pan-list” of all times. 

Some of you will go to Wall Street and big 
Wall Street law firms, government and ac- 
tivism, Peace Corps, Teach for America. 
You’ll become doctors, researchers, journal- 
ists, artists, actors, musicians. Two of you— 
one of whom was one of my former interns in 
the White House, Sam Cohen, and Andrew 
Heymann—will be commissioned in the 
United States Navy. Congratulations, gentle- 
men. We’re proud of you. (Applause.) 

But all of you have one thing in common 
you will all seek to find that sweet spot that 
satisfies your ambition and success and hap- 
piness. 

I’ve met an awful lot of people in my ca- 
reer. And I’ve noticed one thing, those who 
are the most successful and the happiest— 
whether they’re working on Wall Street or 
Main Street, as a doctor or nurse, or aS a 
lawyer, or a social worker, I’ve made certain 
basic observation about the ones who from 
my observation wherever they were in the 
world were able to find that sweet spot be- 
tween success and happiness. Those who bal- 
ance life and career, who find purpose and 
fulfillment, and where ambition leads them. 

There’s no silver bullet, no single formula, 
no reductive list. But they all seem to under- 
stand that happiness and success result from 
an accumulation of thousands of little things 
built on character, all of which have certain 
common features in my observation. 

First, the most successful and happiest 
people I’ve known understand that a good 
life at its core is about being personal. It’s 
about being engaged. It’s about being there 
for a friend or a colleague when they’re in- 
jured or in an accident, remembering the 
birthdays, congratulating them on their 
marriage, celebrating the birth of their 
child. It’s about being available to them 
when they’re going through personal loss. 
It’s about loving someone more than your- 
self, as one of your speakers have already 
mentioned. It all seems to get down to being 
personal. 

That’s the stuff that fosters relationships. 
It’s the only way to breed trust in every- 
thing you do in your life. 

Let me give you an example. After only 
four months in the United States Senate, as 
a 30-year-old kid, I was walking through the 
Senate floor to go to a meeting with Major- 
ity Leader Mike Mansfield. And I witnessed 
another newly elected senator, the ex- 
tremely conservative Jesse Helms, excori- 
ating Ted Kennedy and Bob Dole for pro- 
moting the precursor of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act. But I had to see the Leader, 
so I kept walking. 
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When I walked into Mansfield’s office, I 
must have looked as angry as I was. He was 
in his late ’70s, lived to be 100. And he looked 
at me, he said, what’s bothering you, Joe? 

I said, that guy, Helms, he has no social re- 
deeming value. He doesn’t care—I really 
mean it—I was angry. He doesn’t care about 
people in need. He has a disregard for the dis- 
abled. 

Majority Leader Mansfield then proceeded 
to tell me that three years earlier, Jesse and 
Dot Helms, sitting in their living room in 
early December before Christmas, reading an 
ad in the Raleigh Observer, the picture of a 
young man, 14-years-old with braces on his 
legs up to both hips, saying, all I want is 
someone to love me and adopt me. He looked 
at me and he said, and they adopted him, 
Joe. 

I felt like a fool. He then went on to say, 
Joe, it’s always appropriate to question an- 
other man’s judgment, but never appropriate 
to question his motives because you simply 
don’t know his motives. 

It happened early in my career fortu- 
nately. From that moment on, I tried to 
look past the caricatures of my colleagues 
and try to see the whole person. Never once 
have I questioned another man’s or woman’s 
motive. And something started to change. If 
you notice, every time there’s a crisis in the 
Congress the last eight years, I get sent to 
the Hill to deal with it. It’s because every 
one of those men and women up there— 
whether they like me or not—know that I 
don’t judge them for what I think they’re 
thinking. 

Because when you question a man’s mo- 
tive, when you say they’re acting out of 
greed, they’re in the pocket of an interest 
group, et cetera, it’s awful hard to reach con- 
sensus. It’s awful hard having to reach across 
the table and shake hands. No matter how 
bitterly you disagree, though, it is always 
possible if you question judgment and not 
motive. 

Senator Helms and I continued to have 
profound political differences, but early on 
we both became the most powerful members 
of the Senate running the Foreign Relations 
Committee, as Chairmen and Ranking Mem- 
bers. But something happened, the mutual 
defensiveness began to dissipate. And as a re- 
sult, we began to be able to work together in 
the interests of the country. And as Chair- 
man and Ranking Member, we passed some 
of the most significant legislation passed in 
the last 40 years. 

All of which he opposed—from paying tens 
of millions of dollars in arrearages to an in- 
stitution, he despised, the United Nations— 
he was part of the so-called ‘‘black heli- 
copter” crowd; to passing the chemical weap- 
ons treaty, constantly referring to, ‘‘we’ve 
never lost a war, and we’ve never won a trea- 
ty,” which he vehemently opposed. But we 
were able to do these things not because he 
changed his mind, but because in this new 
relationship to maintain it is required to 
play fair, to be straight. The cheap shots 
ended. And the chicanery to keep from hav- 
ing to being able to vote ended—even though 
he knew I had the votes. 

After that, we went on as he began to look 
at the other side of things and do some great 
things together that he supported like 
PEPFAR—which by the way, George W. Bush 
deserves an overwhelming amount of credit 
for, by the way, which provided treatment 
and prevention HIV/AIDS in Africa and 
around the world, literally saving millions of 
lives. 

So one piece of advice is try to look beyond 
the caricature of the person with whom you 
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have to work. Resist the temptation to as- 
cribe motive, because you really don’t 
know—and it gets in the way of being able to 
reach a consensus on things that matter to 
you and to many other people. 

Resist the temptation of your generation 
to let “network” become a verb that saps 
the personal away, that blinds you to the 
person right in front of you, blinds you to 
their hopes, their fears, and their burdens. 

Build real relationships—even with people 
with whom you vehemently disagree. You’ll 
not only be happier. You will be more suc- 
cessful. 

The second thing I’ve noticed is that al- 
though you know no one is better than you, 
every other persons is equal to you and de- 
serves to be treated with dignity and respect. 

I’ve worked with eight Presidents, hun- 
dreds of Senators. I’ve met every major 
world leader literally in the last 40 years. 
And I’ve had scores of talented people work 
for me. And here’s what I’ve observed: Re- 
gardless of their academic or social back- 
grounds, those who had the most success and 
who were most respected and therefore able 
to get the most done were the ones who 
never confused academic credentials and so- 
cietal sophistication with gravitas and judg- 
ment. 

Don’t forget about what doesn’t come from 
this prestigious diploma—the heart to know 
what’s meaningful and what’s ephemeral; 
and the head to know the difference between 
knowledge and judgment. 

But even if you get these things right, I’ve 
observed that most people who are successful 
and happy remembered a third thing: Reality 
has a way of intruding. 

I got elected in a very improbable year. 
Richard Nixon won my state overwhelm- 
ingly. George McGovern was at the top of 
the ticket. I got elected as the second-young- 
est man in the history of the United States 
to be elected, the stuff that provides and 
fuels raw ambition. And if you’re not careful, 
it fuels a sense of inevitability that seeps in. 
But be careful. Things can change in a heart- 
beat. I know. And so do many of your par- 
ents. 

Six weeks after my election, my whole 
world was altered forever. While I was in 
Washington hiring staff, I got a phone call. 
My wife and three children were Christmas 
shopping, a tractor trailer broadsided them 
and killed my wife and killed my daughter. 
And they weren’t sure that my sons would 
live. 

Many people have gone through things like 
that. But because I had the incredible good 
fortune of an extended family, grounded in 
love and loyalty, imbued with a sense of obli- 
gation imparted to each of us, I not only got 
help. But by focusing on my sons, I found my 
redemption. 

I can remember my mother—a sweet lady— 
looking at me, after we left the hospital, and 
saying, Joey, out of everything terrible that 
happens to you, something good will come if 
you look hard enough for it. She was right. 

The incredible bond I have with my chil- 
dren is the gift I’m not sure I would have 
had, had I not been through what I went 
through. Who knows whether I would have 
been able to appreciate at that moment in 
my life, the heady moment in my life, what 
my first obligation was. 

So I began to commute—never intending to 
stay in Washington. And that’s the God’s 
truth. I was supposed to be sworn in with ev- 
eryone else that year in ’73, but I wouldn’t go 
down. So Mansfield thought Td change my 
mind and not come, and he sent up the sec- 
retary of the Senate to swear me in, in the 
hospital room with my children. 
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And I began to commute thinking I was 
only going to stay a little while—four hours 
a day, every day—from Washington to Wil- 
mington, which I’ve done for over 87 years. I 
did it because I wanted to be able to kiss 
them goodnight and kiss them in the morn- 
ing the next day. No, ‘‘Ozzie and Harriet” 
breakfast or great familial thing, just climb 
in bed with them. Because I came to realize 
that a child can hold an important thought, 
something they want to say to their mom 
and dad, maybe for 12 or 24 hours, and then 
it’s gone. And when it’s gone, it’s gone. And 
it all adds up. 

But looking back on it, the truth be told, 
the real reason I went home every night was 
that I needed my children more than they 
needed me. Some at the time wrote and sug- 
gested that Biden can’t be a serious national 
figure. If he was, he’d stay in Washington 
more, attend to more important events. It’s 
obvious he’s not serious. He goes home after 
the last vote. 

But I realized I didn’t miss a thing. Ambi- 
tion is really important. You need it. And I 
certainly have never lacked in having ambi- 
tion. But ambition without perspective can 
be a killer. I know a lot of you already un- 
derstand this. Some of you really had to 
struggle to get here. And some of you have 
had to struggle to stay here. And some of 
your families made enormous sacrifices for 
this great privilege. And many of you faced 
your own crises, some unimaginable. 

But the truth is all of you will go through 
something like this. You’ll wrestle with 
these kinds of choices every day. But I'm 
here to tell you, you can find the balance be- 
tween ambition and happiness, what will 
make you really feel fulfilled. And along the 
way, it helps a great deal if you can resist 
the temptation to rationalize. 

My chief of staff for over 25 years, one of 
the finest men I’ve ever known, even though 
he graduated from Penn, and subsequently 
became a senator from the state of Delaware, 
Senator Ted Kaufman, every new hire, that 
we'd hire, the last thing he'd tell them was, 
and remember never underestimate the abil- 
ity of the human mind to rationalize. Never 
underestimate the ability of the human mind 
to rationalize—her birthday really doesn't 
matter that much to her, and this business 
trip is just a great opportunity; this won't be 
his last game, and besides, I'd have to take 
the redeye to get back. We can always take 
this family vacation another time. There's 
plenty of time. 

For your generation, there's an incredible 
amount of pressure on all of you to succeed, 
particularly now that you have accomplished 
so much. Your whole generation faces this 
pressure. I see it in my grandchildren who 
are honors students at other Ivy universities 
right now. You race to do what others think 
is right in high school. You raced through 
the bloodsport of college admissions. You 
raced through Yale for the next big thing. 
And all along, some of you compare yourself 
to the success of your peers on Facebook, 
Instagram, Linked-In, Twitter. 

Today, some of you may have found that 
you slipped into the self-referential bubble 
that validates certain choices. And the bub- 
ble expands once you leave this campus, the 
pressures and anxiousness, as well—take this 
job, make that much money, live in this 
place, hang out with people like you, take no 
real risks and have no real impact, while get- 
ting paid for the false sense of both. 

But resist that temptation to rationalize 
what others view is the right choice for 
you—instead of what you feel in your gut is 
the right choice—that's your North Star. 
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Trust it. Follow it. You're an incredible 
group of young women and men. And that's 
not hyperbole. You're an incredible group. 

Let me conclude with this. I’m not going 
to moralize about to whom much is given, 
much is expected, because most of you have 
made of yourself much more than what 
you’ve been given. But now you are in a priv- 
ileged position. You’re part of an exceptional 
generation and doors will open to you that 
will not open to others. My Yale Law School 
grad son graduated very well from Yale Law 
School. My other son out of loyalty to his 
deceased mother decided to go to Syracuse 
Law School from Penn. They’re a year and a 
day apart in their age. The one who grad- 
uated from Yale had doors open to him, the 
lowest salary offered back in the early ‘90s 
was $50,000 more than a federal judge made. 
My other son, it was a struggle—equally as 
bright, went on to be elected one of the 
youngest attorney generals in the history of 
the state of Delaware, the most popular pub- 
lic official in my state. Big headline after 
the 2012 election, “Biden Most Popular Man 
in Delaware—Beau.” (Laughter.) 

And as your parents will understand, my 
dad's definition of success is when you look 
at your son and daughter and realize they 
turned out better than you, and they did. 
But you'll have opportunities. Make the 
most of them and follow your heart. You 
have the intellectual horsepower to make 
things better in the world around you. 

You're also part of the most tolerant gen- 
eration in history. 1 got roundly criticized 
because I could not remain quiet anymore 
about gay marriage. The one thing I was cer- 
tain of is all of your generation was way be- 
yond that point. (Applause.) 

Here's something else I observed—intellec- 
tual horsepower and tolerance alone does not 
make a generation great: unless you can 
break out of the bubble of your own mak- 
ing—technologically, geographically, ra- 
cially, and socioeconomically—to truly con- 
nect with the world around you. Because it 
matters. 

No matter what your material success or 
personal circumstance, it matters. You can’t 
breathe fresh air or protect your children 
from a changing climate no matter what you 
make. If your sister is the victim of domestic 
violence, you are violated. If your brother 
can’t marry the man he loves, you are less- 
ened. And if your best friend has to worry 
about being racially profiled, you live in a 
circumstance not worthy of us. (Applause.) 
It matters. 

So be successful. I sincerely hope some of 
you become millionaires and billionaires. I 
mean that. But engage the world around you 
because you will be more successful and 
happier. And you can absolutely succeed in 
life without sacrificing your ideals or your 
commitments to others and family. I’m con- 
fident that you can do that, and I’m con- 
fident that this generation will do it more 
than any other. 

Look to your left, as they say, and look to 
your right. And remember how foolish the 
people next to you look—(laughter)—in those 
ridiculous hats. (Laughter.) That’s what I 
want you to remember. I mean this. Because 
it means you’ve learned something from a 
great tradition. 

It means you’re willing to look foolish, 
you’re willing to run the risk of looking fool- 
ish in the service of what matters to you. 
And if you remember that, because some of 
the things your heart will tell you to do, will 
make you among your peers look foolish, or 
not smart, or not sophisticated. But we’ll all 
be better for people of your consequence to 
do it. 


June 4, 2015 


That’s what I want you to most remember. 
Not who spoke at the day you all assembled 
on this mall. You’re a remarkable class. I 
sure don’t remember who the hell was my 
commencement speaker. (Laughter.) I know 
this is not officially commencement. But ask 
your parents when you leave here, who spoke 
at your commencement? It’s a commence- 
ment speaker aversion of a commencement 
speaker’s fate to be forgotten. The question 
is only how quickly. But you’re the best in 
your generation. And that is not hyperbole. 
And you’re part of a remarkable generation. 

And, you—you're on the cusp of some of 
the most astonishing breakthroughs in the 
history of mankind—scientific, techno- 
logical, socially—that’s going to change the 
way you live and the whole world works. But 
it will be up to you in this changing world to 
translate those unprecedented capabilities 
into a greater measure of happiness and 
meaning—not just for yourself, but for the 
world around you. 

And I feel more confident for my children 
and grandchildren knowing that the men and 
women who graduate here today, here and 
across the country, will be in their midst. 
That’s the honest truth. That’s the God’s 
truth. That’s my word as a Biden. 

Congratulations, Class of 2015. And may 
God bless you and may God protect our 
troops. Thank you. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, it is 
noteworthy that the Vice President 
discussed very frankly the tragedy he 
has had in his life, all while knowing of 
this impending tragedy that was un- 
folding with his son, Beau. The speech 
was vintage Biden, with a lot of humor 
and Irish tales, but the essence of the 
speech came down to this, as he was 
talking to the graduates: 

Build real relationships—even with people 
with whom you vehemently disagree. You’ll 
not only be happier. You will be more suc- 
cessful. 

And he continued: 

The second thing I’ve noticed is that al- 
though you know no one is better than you, 
every other person is equal to you and de- 
serves to be treated with dignity and respect. 

That is the essence of how in a de- 
mocracy we have to get along. It is 
known as the Golden Rule. JOE BIDEN 
talked about the Golden Rule without 
saying it was the Golden Rule—treat 
others as you want to be treated. Put 
into old English: Do unto others as you 
would have them do unto you. 

The Vice President talks in his 
speech about his time as a young Sen- 
ator, when he heard Senator Jesse 
Helms talking about an issue that Sen- 
ator BIDEN was opposed to. He felt it 
was violative of his basic concept in 
the treatment of other people. In this 
case, I think it was a question of dis- 
ability. As he walked in to see the ma- 
jority leader—probably in that same 
office, in this case, Mike Mansfield— 
Senator Mansfield, the leader, noticed 
that JOE was visibly upset and he said: 
What is wrong? And JOE told him about 
this encounter with Senator Helms. 

Senator Mansfield then went on to 
say to Senator BIDEN: Don’t ever judge 
until you really know the person, be- 
cause Senator Helms and his wife had 
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run into a situation where they found a 
severely disabled child and, as a result, 
they adopted that child. 

As a result, Senator BIDEN and Sen- 
ator Helms became the best of friends. 
Even though their politics were dif- 
ferent, when they served as the leaders 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee—sometimes Helms as chairman 
and sometimes BIDEN as chairman— 
they could disagree on the issues, but 
they could get a lot done because they 
could work together. That is because 
they built a relationship. 

How different is that today, where 
each of us are racing out of here on 
Thursday afternoons and evenings to 
go back to our States and we hardly 
ever have time for each other, to un- 
derstand the core of us as humans and 
what makes us, drives us as we are. If 
we knew that about each other, maybe 
we would find more common ground. 

What I have found is that every one 
of these Senators is an extraordinary 
person, extremely accomplished, and 
well motivated. They try, we all try to 
do the right thing, but then we let the 
politics and the ideology get in the way 
and it drives us apart. As a result, is it 
any wonder that we have a dysfunc- 
tional Senate that has difficulty get- 
ting along, particularly when you con- 
sider the arcane rules of the Senate, 
which were designed to slow down the 
process. 

When you don’t have the relationship 
that can be built, when the two leaders 
can’t get along, when the Senate can- 
not be run by unanimous consent, is 
there any wonder that it is dysfunc- 
tional? Yet, we have the capacity, just 
as Senator BIDEN and Senator Helms 
did, to overcome significant differences 
and get things done. 

At this time of grieving for the Biden 
family, as I read his Yale speech, I was 
reminded that there is a lot about what 
was expressed there in a grieving fa- 
ther who could not show his grief be- 
cause it was still very private. There is 
a lot of wisdom there. That is why I en- 
tered it into the RECORD. 

I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KING. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
ERNST). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 

Mr. KING. Madam President, I rise 
today to discuss two important 
issues—first, the Export-Import Bank. 

There is a lot about this place that 
puzzles me, but one of the things that 
this year has puzzled me the most is 
the movement to somehow defund or 
end the Export-Import Bank. I just 
don’t get it. This is an agency of the 
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Federal Government that has been ex- 
traordinarily effective. It creates jobs 
in the United States. It supports jobs. 
It supports American businesses. It 
supports small American businesses. It 
returns money to the Treasury. It fills 
a market niche that the private sector 
has been unwilling or unable to fill. 
This isn’t competition with the private 
sector. This isn’t the government doing 
something the private sector should do. 
This is the government filling a niche 
that has been identified for over 80 
years. And it makes a difference. 

I have visited several small compa- 
nies in Maine—I think there may be 
eight or so—that benefit directly from 
this program, which supports 2 percent 
of the financing of U.S. exports. 

We are engaged in intense global 
competition for the export of goods and 
services, and to unilaterally disarm by 
taking away one of the tools our busi- 
nesses use just doesn’t make any sense. 
I don’t understand what the impetus is 
for this move to undermine this very 
valuable program that is important to 
our companies. 

I toured a little company in Maine 
that resells computer and networking 
equipment all over the world, particu- 
larly to third-world countries that 
need this equipment desperately for 
various needs but particularly for cop- 
ing with emergencies. It is a small 
business in Maine, has 35 employees, 
and is owned by a woman, Connie Jus- 
tice. I visited with her, and she told me 
this story. I don’t like to read, but I 
think this quote is so powerful from a 
real live business owner in Maine as to 
how important this program is. 

Ex-Im’s Working Capital Loan Guarantee 
program helped us expand our export sales 
during a period of rapid growth, when pri- 
vate banks were unwilling to lend to us with- 
out a guarantee. 

This is important to understand, that 
one of the most important programs 
the Export-Import Bank sponsors is a 
guarantee of receivables from foreign 
countries, which American banks— 
quite logically in many cases because 
they don’t have the history, they can’t 
collect—are very reluctant to factor or 
to finance. 

She said: 

After 2 years of solid exports, our financial 
position strengthened so that the Ex-Im 
guarantee was no longer needed. Private 
banks now meet all our credit needs. Our ex- 
pansion and increased sales would have been 
impossible without Ex-Im’s involvement. We 
continue to use Ex-Im Bank to insure our re- 
ceivables to Ex-Im approved customers in de- 
veloping countries. We pay reasonable pre- 
miums for this insurance. 

This program makes money for the 
Federal government. This isn’t a hand- 
out. This isn’t corporate welfare. They 
are paying insurance premiums, which, 
over the past 20 years or so, have re- 
turned $7 billion to the U.S. Treasury. 
This makes money. She pays her pre- 
miums, and that is a positive for U.S. 
taxpayers. 
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Being able to offer open payment terms for 
U.S.-made goods opens previously inacces- 
sible markets for us. Our major manufactur- 
ers—including HP, Dell and Lenovo—have 
committed to making more systems domes- 
tically to comply with Ex-Im’s “Made in 
USA” requirement for eligibility. This has a 
huge multiplier effect on US employment. 
. . . Since 2004, Planson’s annual export sales 
have grown from $5 million to $35 million. 
Our staff has grown from 5 to 35, and our 
payroll has increased to almost $2 million. 
We use local suppliers for a broad range of 
goods and services. 

She goes on to conclude: 

We achieve all this entirely through export 
sales. The U.S. Export-Import Bank is a key 
partner in our success. 

Why would we want to let this very 
valuable program expire for some theo- 
retical reason that, frankly, I just find 
inexplicable? It makes money for the 
American taxpayers. It is projected to 
continue to make money. But my pas- 
sion here is about its support for small 
businesses in Maine that otherwise 
could not make these sales into the 
international market. 

As I mentioned, allowing the Export- 
Import Bank charter to expire is a kind 
of unilateral disarmament in an era of 
intense global competition. It makes 
no sense. Sixty other countries have 
similar kinds of programs, and if we 
take ours away, what we are doing is 
handcuffing our businesses while the 
rest of the world is moving forward 
with their programs to support ex- 
ports. 

I used to start speeches in Maine by 
saying, simply, ‘‘Five percent.’’ People 
would look at me and say: What is he 
talking about, 5 percent? Well, 5 per- 
cent is the percentage of the world’s 
population that lives in North Amer- 
ica. That means that if our businesses 
are going to ultimately be successful, 
we have to sell into the rest of the 
world. We have to be able to export, 
and the Export-Import Bank is a very 
valuable tool in order to facilitate the 
export of goods from the United States. 

There is bipartisan support. I believe 
the votes are there in the House. Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL has committed to a 
vote here in the Senate. I commend 
Senator CANTWELL and Senator GRA- 
HAM for their work on behalf of this. 

I hope we can bring this matter to a 
vote promptly and avoid the deadline 
of June 30. I do not know why we can- 
not do things around here before the 
night before. Let’s get this done and 
move on to more important topics. We 
should not even be having this debate. 
This ought to be automatic, as, indeed, 
it has effectively been for some 80 
years. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
support of this program. We should not 
be playing games with this important 
agency at a time of such intense global 
competition. 

Madam President, I also wish to talk 
about the national defense authoriza- 
tion bill, which is also coming to the 
floor today and is on the floor today. 
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Sixty-five years ago this week a 
freshman Senator from Maine rose on 
this floor, in this place, and made one 
of the most important speeches in 
American history. It certainly was one 
of the most important speeches of the 
20th century. It was June 1, 1950. That 
freshman Senator was Margaret Chase 
Smith of Maine. I got to know Mar- 
garet Chase Smith after she left the 
Senate, in the 1980s and 1990s in Maine, 
before we lost her in 1995. 

She told me about that speech. The 
speech was about the dangers to the 
country and, particularly, to this insti- 
tution of the practices of Joseph 
McCarthy, of the smear campaigns, of 
the innuendo, of the threats. Her 
speech took enormous courage. She 
told me two stories about the speech 
that I think are interesting that I want 
to note before I go on to the implica- 
tions of that speech for what we are 
considering today. 

One was that, as she had the speech 
in her hand and got on the little trol- 
ley to come from the Russell Building 
over here—at that time the Russell 
Building was the only Senate office 
building—who should be sitting in the 
trolley in the seat next to her but Joe 
McCarthy. Senator Smith sat down and 
McCarthy turned to her and said: What 
are you up to today, Margaret? 

She told me that she responded: I am 
about to make a speech, Joe, and you 
are not going to like it. 

She went on to the Senate floor. She 
had written that speech with her close 
aide Bill Lewis at her kitchen table in 
Skowhegan, ME, over Memorial Day 
weekend of 1950. She had the speech in 
her hand, and Bill Lewis was in the 
press gallery right up here. But she 
told him not to hand out a copy of the 
speech until she was well into giving it 
on the Senate floor because she was 
afraid that she would lose her nerve 
and not deliver the speech. 

That speech took enormous courage. 
It took enormous courage because she 
was telling her colleagues an uncom- 
fortable truth—an uncomfortable 
truth. I believe that today it is also im- 
portant that we face uncomfortable 
truths. 

I am a strong supporter of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act that 
is on the floor. I am a strong supporter 
of the need and the importance and 
how crucial that bill is to the defense 
and the security of this country. The 
most solid responsibility we have in 
this place is set forth in the preamble 
to the Constitution itself: to ‘‘provide 
for the common defense” and “insure 
domestic Tranquility.” That is what 
governments are established to do. 
That is the basic fundamental responsi- 
bility—to “provide for the common de- 
fense” and “insure domestic Tran- 
quility.”” 

That is national security. That is 
what this bill that is on the floor today 
is all about. I worked in subcommittee 
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on it. I have been to numerous, re- 
peated hearings, as the Presiding Offi- 
cer has, all through the winter and 
early spring, where we learned about 
the strategic challenges facing this 
country. I commend the chair of the 
committee for putting this in a stra- 
tegic context. We talked about big 
issues with people such as Henry Kis- 
singer and Brzezinski and Madeleine 
Albright before we started talking 
about the specifics that are in this bill. 


And then we had lengthy sub- 
committee meetings and subcommittee 
markups. 


For me, one of the most satisfying 
parts of my legislative experience here 
has been the markup of this bill, where 
we met as a committee, where we ar- 
gued and debated and voted and had a 
lot of amendments and tried to deal 
with it for 2 solid days and came to a 
conclusion, where, as I recall, the vote 
out of the committee was something 
like 22 to 4. It was a very powerful 
vote. 

I am in total support of this piece of 
legislation. However, my problem with 
the legislation is that it attempts to 
avoid the impact of the sequester 
through the use of the overseas contin- 
gency account money, which is not 
paid for. 

We have had hearings. Every hearing 
we have had this year has been talking 
about the danger of the sequester to 
national security. Indeed, I have been 
working with a number of my col- 
leagues to try to find a solution for the 
sequester, but the solution for the se- 
quester is not simply to borrow the 
money from our grandchildren. What 
bothers me about this legislation is 
that it is part of a pattern. When the 
chips are down around here, we borrow 
the money from our grandchildren. If 5- 
year-olds could vote and knew what we 
were doing to them, we would all be 
dead ducks because we are passing the 
bill on to them. I think we should fully 
fund the Department of Defense and 
the request at the level that is in this 
bill. I just do not think we should bor- 
row the money to do it. 

Make no mistake, that is what we 
are doing. We are saying it is very im- 
portant, these are important expendi- 
tures, and it is critical for national de- 
fense that we make these expenditures 
but not critical enough to pay for 
them. That is the pattern. 

Earlier this year we passed the so- 
called tax extenders. They ought to be 
called tax-cut extenders because that is 
what they are. Everybody said they 
were important to economic develop- 
ment and they were important for the 
country and important for certainty 
for businesses. All that was true, but it 
was not enough to pay for them. We 
borrowed the money. 

Last year we passed a major rewrite 
of the Veterans’ Administration pro- 
gram, where everybody talked about 
how important this was, how impor- 
tant the Veterans Affairs Department 
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was to our veterans, how much we 
owed our veterans, and how we had to 
take care of this. But then we turned 
around and borrowed the money from 
our grandchildren in order to fund it. 
We did not fund it. 

Recently, just in the last month or 
so, we fixed the so-called doc fix, which 
has been plaguing this place for a dozen 
years. But we did not really fix it. We 
fixed it as far as the docs are con- 
cerned, but we fixed it by borrowing 
the money. We did not pay for it. 

Many of my colleagues talk a lot 
around here about the deficit and the 
danger to the country. I think they are 
right. I think the deficit is a serious 
danger to this country. But it seems 
that the deficit is only a problem when 
we think it is a problem, and then the 
next day, it is not a problem anymore 
because we are going to borrow $38 bil- 
lion more to put into this bill. 

I think we need to stand up and pay 
for things. Iam no angel. I voted for all 
those things that I listed. But I think 
it is time to start saying: Wait a 
minute; we cannot do this. By the way, 
by fixing the sequester in the Depart- 
ment of Defense, of course, we are not 
fixing it anywhere else in the Federal 
Government. Some people say: Well, 
that is OK because defense is impor- 
tant, and we are not so worried about 
these other programs. Well, I am sorry, 
but some of those other programs are 
little items such as the FBI. There has 
never been a time in the history of this 
country when the FBI was more impor- 
tant. 

We are facing serious, dangerous im- 
minent threats. To not fund the FBI or 
the Border Patrol or the TSA and to 
have the sequester affect those agen- 
cies and kid ourselves that we are deal- 
ing with our national security respon- 
sibilities is just not responsible. It is 
just not right. And to borrow the 
money to fix some of these things is 
not responsible or fair to our grand- 
children. 

We are saying: We are just going to 
fix defense with this funny-money deal, 
a gimmick wrapped up in a trick, but 
we are not going to fix anything else. I 
talked about the FBI, the TSA, Border 
Patrol, and national security issues, 
but what about NIH and what about 
scientific research that can save lives? 
And we are having the sequester and 
saying: It is OK; we can do that. What 
about education? What about, yes, 
Head Start, which gives young people a 
chance to make a serious contribution 
to this country? 

I think the OCO trick that is in this 
bill is wrong on two counts. It is wrong 
on three counts, actually. No. 1, it is 
not paid for. No. 2 it is not really what 
the Defense Department needs. They 
need base budget authority so they can 
plan, so they can look to the future, 
and so they can make decisions on an 
ongoing basis that are necessary to 
commit to programs, plans, and 
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projects that will defend this country. 
The short-term OCO solution does not 
do that. That is No. 2. 

No. 3, by ignoring the needs of the 
rest of the Federal Government, by ig- 
noring the needs of other parts of the 
national security apparatus, we are not 
serving the public we were sent here to 
look after. 

I support this bill, but I think we 
really ought to be thinking about al- 
ternative ways to fund the needs we 
have identified. It is too easy to say 
this is an important national priority 
but not important enough to pay for it. 
We are continually—even today, after 
all of the talk about deficits and budg- 
et control and everything else—finding 
ways to shift the burden to our kids 
and to our grandchildren. I do not 
think that is right. 

Senator REED of Rhode Island has an 
amendment to this bill that I think is 
an important one. All it simply says is 
that we are not going to spend that 
OCO money in defense until we solve 
the problem more generally through- 
out the rest of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

I realize it is not the responsibility of 
the Defense Department or of the 
Armed Services Committee to solve 
the overall budget problem within the 
Defense bill. But I think we have a re- 
sponsibility to look at the larger prob- 
lem, and we can contribute to its solu- 
tion by saying to our colleagues 
throughout this body and in the House 
that there has to be a comprehensive 
solution before we say we are going to 
fix only defense and we are only going 
to fix defense with borrowed money. 

There are three ways to solve this 
budget problem—three ways. One is by 
cuts, and there have already been sub- 
stantial cuts. From the projected budg- 
ets back in 2010, there is something 
like three-quarters of a trillion dollars 
that has already been cut from defense 
and other areas of the Federal budget. 
We have to continue to look at that, 
and we have to look at all aspects of 
the Federal budget. 

The second way is revenues. Nobody 
is supposed to talk about revenues 
around here, but the reality is that we 
are not paying our bills. To pat our- 
selves on the back for tax cuts when in 
reality we are passing the expenses on 
to our children is just not honest. 

When we pass tax cuts here in a def- 
icit situation and borrow the money to 
fill the hole, we are not cutting taxes. 
We are shifting the tax to our children. 
I do not think that is honest. I do not 
think that is responsible. I do not 
think that is what we were sent here to 
do. 

The third way, of course, to solve 
this budget problem is by economic 
growth. Some people say that the only 
way to grow the economy is to cut 
taxes. I have seen no economic study 
that says that works. Maybe it works if 
you are reducing taxes, as they did in 
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1960, from a 90-percent top marginal 
rate to now about 35 percent. Ok, I 
think that is significant. But to reduce 
that marginal rate by two or three 
points and say that it will stimulate a 
huge amount of economic activity— 
there is no economic justification for 
that. 

The two single biggest economic de- 
velopment projects in the recent his- 
tory of the United States were the GI 
bill after World War II and the inter- 
state highway system. Both of them 
were investments, both of them cost 
money, and, by the way, our prede- 
cessors paid for them. They didn’t pass 
the bill on to us. They paid for them. 

So, yes, we need to control taxes. 
Yes, we need to think about strategic 
tax reductions in ways and areas that 
will actually help stimulate the econ- 
omy. I don’t understand how having 
some guy who is managing money in 
New York pay half the tax rate that his 
secretary makes is a stimulus to the 
economy. Yet that is what we are 
doing. 

We have to look at this problem in a 
comprehensive way. We have to look at 
health care costs, we have to look at 
the effects of demographics on Federal 
expenditures over the next 20 to 30 
years, and we have to look at invest- 
ments that will help our economy 
grow. 

The Presiding Officer and I work 
hard on this bill. I think it is an impor- 
tant bill for the future of this country. 
I think it is an important bill to pro- 
tect the national security and to pro- 
vide for the common defense, but I 
think we need to do it in an honest and 
open way and not try to fill a short- 
term budget gap with money our chil- 
dren and our grandchildren are going 
to have to repay. I believe we can do 
this. I believe we can face this respon- 
sibility because that is why we are 
here. 

I thank the Presiding Officer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, some- 
one already asked unanimous consent 
that U.S. Army MAJ Justin 
Gorkowski, who is a fellow in my Sen- 
ate office, be granted floor privileges 
for this debate. 

I just wanted to explain how pleased 
and lucky we have been to have the 
major with us to help with these 
issues. He is a graduate of West Point. 
He currently serves as an information 
operations officer. He served as an ad- 
viser to the Iraq Army during the surge 
in 2006 and 2007 and returned from Af- 
ghanistan in January of last year, 
where he had been responsible for psy- 
chological operations, electronic war- 
fare and military deception for 
Kandahar Province. He has been a 
great addition to our office during this 
debate, and in my view this debate is 
the most important debate we have. 

The No. 1 priority for the Federal 
Government is to defend the country. 
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We can spend all the time we want 
talking about all the other priorities 
and all the things we should be doing 
and whether there is some sudden mys- 
tical balance between all of those pri- 
orities and defending the country, but 
in most of our States, and certainly in 
the State of Missouri, the one thing 
you can get the least argument on as 
to what the Federal Government 
should do that we can’t do for our- 
selves is defend the country. That is 
why for 54 years straight the Senate 
has passed a defense authorizing bill 
every year. There are very few things 
that get authorized every year, very 
few things that get debated every year, 
very few things that get looked at 
every year, but our national defense is 
one of those, and it is one of those for 
a reason. 

We hear all kinds of reasons not to 
move forward with this bill, and then 
you hear: But I am for the bill. Well, 
that is because people understand that 
this is one of the things the Federal 
Government is supposed to do and in 
my view the top thing we can’t in any 
way do for ourselves. Local govern- 
ment can’t do this, State governments 
can’t do this, individually we cannot do 
this, and that is why this debate is al- 
ways so important and why the Armed 
Services Committee voted this out 22 
to 4 after all kinds of discussions, such 
as, well, maybe the minority would not 
vote for this for the reasons we just 
heard. But at the end of the day, the 
vote was 22 to 4 out of the committee. 

Chairman MCCAIN and Ranking Mem- 
ber REED have done a good job of bring- 
ing this bill to the floor with bipar- 
tisan support and looking for ways to 
reform defense so we really focus our 
defense where the defenders are rather 
than where the defenders are not. 

This bill is focused on eliminating 
wasteful spending. It focuses on finding 
ways to reduce bureaucracy and 
streamline the critical military func- 
tions we have. It puts a focus on the 
fighting forces, not the bureaucratic 
forces in the defense structure. 

The bill identifies $10 billion in ex- 
cessive and unnecessary spending and 
reallocates those funds to our true 
military capabilities. It also modern- 
izes the military retirement system so 
that many more who served have a re- 
tirement benefit from serving. The cur- 
rent retirement system benefits less 
than 20 percent of those who served in 
the Armed Forces because the people 
who benefit from the retirement pro- 
gram are people who serve 20 years and 
retire at that point. This bill would 
create a system where servicemembers 
and taxpayers join together to create a 
retirement benefit which estimates 
that 75 percent of the people who 
served in the military would leave with 
a retirement benefit rather than only 
17, 18, 20 percent of the people who 
leave the military. It is a reform that 
really honors all of those who served in 
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a good way and doesn’t penalize anyone 
who served. It still allows people who 
have been serving under the old system 
to stay under the old system. Obvi- 
ously, the longer you stay in that sys- 
tem, the better you are going to do. 
But the options now are basically no 
retirement benefit or a retirement ben- 
efit that comes with substantial serv- 
ice and only with that kind of service. 

This bill creates retention bonuses to 
keep people in the military longer than 
20 years. We have men and women re- 
tiring at the height of their capacity 
with technical skills that are not eas- 
ily replaced. This bill recognizes that 
and looks for ways to encourage them 
to continue to serve. 

Our State, the State of Missouri, has 
a real commitment to the military. 
More than 17,000 Active-Duty service- 
members serve in Missouri. We have 
important bases in our State. We have 
8,000 civilian Department of Defense 
employees and more than 20,000 mem- 
bers of the Reserve and the National 
Guard. 

This bill authorizes funding to build 
a Consolidated Stealth Operations and 
Nuclear Alert Facility at Whiteman 
Air Force Base. It preserves and pre- 
vents the retirement of the A-10 plane 
that has wide support in the Congress, 
but more importantly the A-10 has 
wide support from the ground forces it 
supports from the air. When you talk 
to people who serve on the ground, 
General Odierno and others, will say 
that in their view there is no plane 
that does what this plane does. Of 
course, those who fly it and support it 
are very important. Whiteman Air 
Force Base, again, has the 442nd Fight- 
er Wing. It is an A-10 fighter wing 
which just returned from a deploy- 
ment. 

This bill also authorizes upgrades in 
our cargo aircraft, such as the C-130 
aircraft, which will help the main force 
as well as the National Guard and Re- 
serves. 

In fact, Rosecrans Air National 
Guard Base in St. Joseph is a great 
training facility not only for our 
forces, but that base also serves as a 
training facility for our allies. At least 
16 of our allies trained at this facility 
last year so they could figure out how 
to get supplies, how to get troops, and 
how to move things with those cargo 
planes in ways that they would not 
otherwise be able to do. 

This bill also takes an important 
step in moving forward with the new 
bomber. There is money here that 
would continue to fund the new plan 
for the idea out there for a long-range 
bomber. We have to have that. We have 
to have a precision bombing capability 
that is better than anybody else’s. The 
planes we are using now have been the 
best planes in the world for a long 
time, but they will not be the best 
planes in the world forever, and it is 
time to begin to move forward, as we 
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have been, toward that new plane. 
Those are all important projects. There 
are key initiatives here, such as pro- 
moting accountability and promoting 
the standards we need to have for per- 
formance in the military and how we 
reward those standards. 

This bill maintains critical quality- 
of-life programs for men and women 
who serve and their families. This bill 
addresses the needs of our wounded, ill, 
and injured servicemembers. 

This bill continues to provide critical 
assistance to our allies, particularly 
our ally Israel, where we have signifi- 
cant common research efforts. AS we 
have all seen in recent years, the Da- 
vid’s Sling and Iron Dome weapon sys- 
tems are critical not only for Israel’s 
security, but they have been a critical 
proving ground for the kind of response 
that was once looked at as some kind 
of unachievable “Star Wars” capacity. 
Both David’s Sling and the Iron Dome 
have proved that capacity is, in fact, 
truly achievable, and we continue to 
move forward with that kind of defense 
system in this bill. 

This also goes a long way toward 
combating threats of cyber space and 
cyber security by evaluating what 
those vulnerabilities are and dealing 
with those vulnerabilities. 

I want to mention a few amendments 
I filed and intend to offer before we 
move on with this bill. I believe my 
amendments will strengthen the bill. 
First, I believe the military’s mental 
health screening process can be im- 
proved. We learned a lot about mental 
health and behavioral health over the 
past 15 years. I believe we can continue 
to adapt and, frankly, last year’s De- 
fense authorization bill had important 
steps in this direction. I was able to get 
on the bill when I was a member of the 
committee last year—not just the de- 
fense appropriating committee I serve 
on now but the defense authorizing 
committee I served on then. 

The amendments I will offer will im- 
prove the predeployment health assess- 
ment and postdeployment health reas- 
sessment by requiring that all service- 
members be screened and that they 
don’t have to meet some criteria that 
every member of the service may not 
meet. While people are serving, it is 
important to establish the things that 
have happened to them, so if they need 
help years later, perhaps, and come 
back and ask for assistance in what 
truly was a post-traumatic event which 
was caused by their service but didn’t 
show up for a number of years, having 
the incidents and things that might 
have affected their mental health is 
important. 

The National Institutes of Health 
says that one in four adult Americans 
has a diagnosable and almost always 
treatable behavioral health issue. 

I asked the Surgeon Generals of the 
Armed Forces if that number applies to 
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the Armed Forces, and without hesi- 
tation they said yes. They said: We re- 
cruit from the general population and 
there is no reason that number 
wouldn't apply to people serving us in 
uniform. 

The key is diagnosable and treat- 
able—diagnosable and treatable in a 
way that people aren't held back by 
their behavior health issues any more 
than they are held back by their phys- 
ical health issues. They just need to be 
dealt with. 

We will look at mild traumatic stress 
injury potential, post-traumatic stress 
injury potential, and look at the things 
that might affect somebody as they 
move forward from their time in the 
service. What happens in the service 
and what can happen years after really 
matters. 

I think those amendments on mental 
health meet the evolving needs of serv- 
icemembers and hopefully the evolving 
needs of how we understand behavioral 
health as it relates to all other health. 

I have another amendment that 
would not allow the Army to go below 
the currently authorized end strength 
level of 475,000 soldiers. There are 
threats around the world, and we need 
to increase our national security. 

We heard General Odierno, Chief of 
Staff of the Army, testify earlier this 
year before the Defense Appropriations 
Subcommittee about the risk associ- 
ated with going below 490,000 soldiers. 
This amendment would say you can’t 
go below the 475,000 soldiers until the 
Secretary of Defense tells the Congress 
how he plans to reduce excess head- 
quarters elements and excess adminis- 
trative overhead. 

Just this morning, I read an article 
from military.com discussing Navy 
Secretary Ray Mabus’s recent com- 
ments about excessive bloat—his 
term—in the DOD headquarters func- 
tions. 

The article states: 

Secretary Mabus said Pentagon and Con- 
gressional budget cutters should look at 
eliminating extra bureaucracy before slash- 
ing funds for sailors and ships. 

Mabus said 20 percent of the Pentagon 
budget is spent on what he called ‘‘pure over- 
head’’—items not directory linked to readi- 
ness or ongoing operations. 

He [Mabus] referred to this ‘‘overhead’’ as 
the fourth estate, specifying entities such as 
the office of the Secretary of Defense, de- 
fense agencies and organizations funded by 
the Under Secretaries of Defense. 

Here is a direct quote from Secretary 
Mabus: 

There are other places to look rather than 
taking tools from the warfighter. To the ex- 
tent you can, protect the stuff that actually 
gets to the warfighter. 

I think my amendment would ensure 
that the Secretary of Defense has to 
take that quote to heart. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ate has an order for a vote at this hour. 

Mr. BLUNT. I ask unanimous consent 
for 1 additional minute. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BLUNT. I wish to make one 
other comment on one other amend- 
ment I have that I will speak more 
about later in this debate. It involves a 
concern I have for Iran’s growing influ- 
ence in Iraq and the failure we have 
had in maintaining the commitment 
we made to those Camp Liberty resi- 
dents whom we promised to protect. 
More than 100 residents have been 
killed at Camp Liberty. 

I recognize the State Department’s 
ongoing efforts, but they are not good 
enough. I believe the Secretary of De- 
fense needs to certify to the defense 
committees that the central govern- 
ment of Iraq is taking appropriate and 
sufficient steps to ensure the safety 
and security of Iranian dissidents 
housed in Camp Liberty in Iraq. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1494 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak for 2 
minutes on the pending amendment 
No. 1494. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, 
the Supreme Court has ruled it is un- 
constitutional to deny Federal benefits 
to legally married, same-sex couples 
and their children. Yet due to unre- 
lated provisions of the Federal Code, 
State legislatures have the ability to 
indirectly deny Federal benefits to cer- 
tain disabled veterans and their fami- 
lies solely because they are in a same- 
sex marriage. This is unjust and, ac- 
cording to the Supreme Court, it is un- 
constitutional. 

This amendment we are about to 
vote on would end the current prohibi- 
tion on benefits for gay and lesbian 
veterans and their families living in 
States that do not recognize same-sex 
marriage. 

I wish to quote from testimony we 
heard from the VFW at a Senate Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee hearing last 
month. The VFW said this, and I hope 
all of my colleagues will keep this in 
mind as we vote. “Simply put, if a vet- 
eran is legally married in a State that 
recognizes same-sex marriage, we’’— 
the VF W—‘‘believe the VA should pro- 
vide benefits to his or her spouse or 
surviving spouse the same way it does 
for every other legally married vet- 
eran.” 

Many of us speak all the time about 
the need to honor the service of our 
veterans and to make sure they have 
access to the care they deserve. This 
amendment will right a wrong that so 
many of our veterans who have fought 
and volunteered deserve to have. 

I hope our colleagues will support 
this amendment so we can ensure that 
those veterans are treated equally. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is on 
agreeing to amendment No. 1494, of- 
fered by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, Mrs. SHAHEEN. 

Mr. McCAIN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec- 
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the 
Senator from Nevada (Mr. HELLER), the 
Senator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), and 
the Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from California (Mrs. BOXER) 
is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 42, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 203 Leg.] 


YEAS—53 
Ayotte Gillibrand Murray 
Baldwin Heinrich Nelson 
Bennet Heitkamp Peters 
Blumenthal Hirono Portman 
Booker Johnson Reed 
Brown Kaine Reid 
Cantwell King Sanders 
Capito Kirk Schatz 
Cardin Klobuchar Schumer 
Carper Leahy 
Casey Manchin Shaheen 
Collins Markey Stabenow 
Coons McCaskill Tester 
Donnelly Menendez Udall 
Durbin Merkley Warner 
Feinstein Mikulski Warren 
Flake Murkowski Whitehouse 
Franken Murphy Wyden 
NAYS—42 
Alexander Enzi Perdue 
Barrasso Ernst Risch 
Blunt Fischer Roberts 
Boozman Gardner Rounds 
Burr Grassley Sasse 
Cassidy Hatch Scott 
Coats Hoeven Sessions 
Cochran Inhofe Shelby 
Corker Isakson Sullivan 
Cornyn Lankford Thune 
Cotton Lee Tillis 
Crapo McCain Toomey 
Cruz McConnell Vitter 
Daines Paul Wicker 
NOT VOTING—5 
Boxer Heller Rubio 
Graham Moran 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 


HOEVEN). Under the previous order re- 
quiring 60 votes for the adoption of this 
amendment, the amendment is re- 
jected. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1506 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question now 
occurs on amendment No. 1506, offered 
by the Senator from North Carolina, 
Mr. TILLIS. 

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I want to 
thank Matt Donovan and Stephen Bar- 
ney of Senator MCCAIN’s staff for their 
patience and assistance in drafting this 
amendment. 
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I also want to thank COL Anthony 
Lazarski of Senator INHOFE’s staff and, 
of course my senior colleague from 
Oklahoma. 

I say to the chairman and Senator 
REED, I have the privilege of rep- 
resenting America’s Global Response 
Force, the XVIII ABN Corps and the 
82nd ABN Division. 

As Senator REED knows from his long 
service in the division, the 82nd is the 
most decorated combat unit in the 
Armed Forces—it is America’s Guard 
of Honor. 

GEN Colin Powell famously said, 
“There is nothing that gets a bad guy’s 
attention quicker than knowing the 
82nd ABN is flying straight for his 
nose.”’ 

But to put it bluntly, the Air Force 
wants to take the “air” out of “air- 
borne”. 

In 2012 the Air Force decided to de- 
activate the Reserve Air Wing at Pope 
Army Airfield at Fort Bragg and elimi- 
nate onsite daily support for training 
for XVIII ABN Corps, 82nd ABN and 
USASOC. 

The wing consists of 8-12 C-130Hs. 

Last year this committee required 
the Air Force to produce a report on 
the C-130 fleet during which time the 
Air Force was required to maintain its 
wings at Pope and Little Rock for 1 
year—the report came out in April, the 
committee expected it last December. 
The Congress was to be given time to 
respond. 

Unfortunately, the Air Force began 
dismantling the Wing at Pope long be- 
fore the report was produced and in di- 
rect opposition to this committee’s in- 
structions. When asked about this, the 
Air Force said, ‘‘Congress said nothing 
about us taking away pilots and main- 
tainers, we are leaving the Aircraft”. 

The chairman’s mark is full of behav- 
iors like this: including Air Force re- 
fusal to heed the recommendations of 
the National Commission on the Air 
Force and the SECAF’s refusal to cut 
the size of AF headquarters. 

In my brief time in this body I have 
repeatedly asked the Air Force for doc- 
umentation as to the impact on Air- 
borne and Special Operations training 
the departure of dedicated Air Force 
Wings will have. I have been rebuffed 
by Pentagon leadership. 

The Deputy Commander of the USAF 
Reserve said that planes at Pope were 
a “luxury”. The Chief of Staff of the 
Air Force said that the Air Force need- 
ed to maintain C-130s at Minneapolis, 
Youngstown, and Pittsburgh for impor- 
tant missions. With all due respect is 
there any mission at Pittsburgh, 
Youngstown, and Minneapolis that is 
as important as supporting Airborne 
and Special Operations units. 

In the last 3 months, the com- 
manders of the XVIII ABN Corps and 
82nd ABN have taken the extraor- 
dinary step of delivering public speech- 
es noting that Airborne and Special 
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Operations leadership were not con- 
sulted about the Air Force decision and 
that the loss of onsite planes will se- 
verely hamper their ability to train 
and meet requirements of emergency 
contingencies. 

The Pope planes provide between 25 
to 40 percent of all Airborne and SOF 
daily training missions. Last year they 
dropped 50 percent of the 82nd ABN’s 
chutes; 440 AW provides 100 percent of 
18 ASOG, Air Force, training—Air 
Force Special Operations Group. 

Even as a cost savings device, the 
transfer of 8 to 12 planes out of Pope 
makes no sense, as planes will have to 
be flown in—often on a voluntarily 
basis if they are Reserve units—from 
around the country and those units 
will have to go on TDY orders, 
etcetera. This also does not provide for 
the moving to the left effects of weath- 
er grounding planes that would have to 
fly into Pope from the rest of the coun- 
try. As the XVIII ABN Corps Com- 
mander said, the downstream effects 
will be problematic. 

This amendment is simple and it sup- 
ports the C-130 Avionic Modernization 
Program that the Air Land Sub- 
committee validated yesterday by ac- 
cepting the chairman’s $75 million 
mark and the Manchin amendment. 

The Secretary of the Air Force shall, 
by September 30, 2017, station aircraft 
previously modified by the C-130 Avi- 
onics Modernization Program, AMP, in 
direct support of the daily training and 
contingency requirements of the Army 
Airborne and Special Operations units. 
The Secretary shall provide such per- 
sonnel as required to maintain and op- 
erate such aircraft. 

There are roughly 260 C-130Hs left—I 
believe the AF will try and retire up to 
100, and it will hopefully replace 50 
more with C-130J models—this leaves 
100 C-130Hs that need AMP. 

The AF spent $2.3 billion on C-130H 
AMP, the program was on schedule and 
cost when the AF cancelled it, the de- 
sign was validated by the JROC, Joint 
Requirements Oversight Council, and 
the program had begun Low Rate Ini- 
tial Production, LRIP. 

We currently have five C-130H AMP 
aircraft at Little Rock that will be 
flown to the bone yard at a loss of 
approx $300 million, as well as four 
AMP kits that can be modified to fit 
any C-130H, three simulators and all 
software that will be thrown away 

We can have nine AMP C-130Hs plus 
simulators and software for $75 mil- 
lion—this also adheres to the law Con- 
gress passed last year and was vali- 
dated by the Manchin amendment yes- 
terday. 

The bottom line is, if the AF does not 
take this course, it will send the five 
C-130H AMP aircraft to the boneyard, 
wasting $300 million, not to mention 
the simulators and software. Total 
amount spent for AMP was $2.3 billion. 
Program was approved by JROC and 
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was on schedule and cost when AF 
tried to cancel it. There are roughly 260 
C-130Hs left—I believe the AF will try 
and retire up to 100, and it will hope- 
fully replace 50 more with C-130J mod- 
els—this leaves 100 C-130Hs that need 
AMP. Total cost to get nine aircraft, 
all simulators and software running 
again is approximately $75M which was 
funded this year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, very 
quickly, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina worked very hard to get legislative 
language in the bill which has a study 
of the sufficiency of the airlift require- 
ments for the units stationed at Fort 
Bragg, NC. This legislation would take 
several aircraft that are at Little Rock 
and move them up to North Carolina. 
It would not effectively help the mobil- 
ity of our forces. It would micro- 
manage the use of military aircraft. As 
such, I would ask that there be a “no” 
vote. 

I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the 
Senator from South Carolina (Mr. GRA- 
HAM), the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER), the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN), and the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. RUBIO). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX- 
ANDER) would have voted “yea.” 

Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from California (Mrs. BOXER), the 
Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), and 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. SAND- 
ERS) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de- 
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 204 Leg.] 


YEAS—48 
Ayotte Flake Paul 
Barrasso Gardner Perdue 
Blunt Grassley Portman 
Burr Hatch Risch 
Cassidy Hoeven Roberts 
Coats Inhofe Rounds 
Cochran Isakson Sasse 
Collins Johnson Scott 
Corker Kirk Sessions 
Cornyn Lankford Shelby 
Crapo Lee Sullivan 
Cruz McCain Thune 
Daines McCaskill Tillis 
Enzi McConnell Toomey 
Ernst Menendez Vitter 
Fischer Murkowski Wicker 

NAYS—44 
Baldwin Booker Cantwell 
Bennet Boozman Capito 
Blumenthal Brown Cardin 
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Carper King Reid 
Casey Klobuchar Schatz 
Coons Leahy Schumer 
Cotton Manchin Shaheen 
Donnelly Markey Stabenow 
Feinstein Merkley Tester 
Franken Mikulski Udall 
Gillibrand Murphy E 
Heinrich Murray es 
Heitkamp Nelson i 
Hirono Peters Whitehouse 
Kaine Reed Wyden 

NOT VOTING—8 
Alexander Graham Rubio 
Boxer Heller Sanders 
Durbin Moran 


The amendment (No. 1506) was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma. 

CHANGE OF VOTE 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, on roll- 
call vote No. 204 I voted yes. It was my 
intention to vote no. I ask unanimous 
consent that I be permitted to change 
my vote since it will not affect the out- 
come. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, on 
rollcall vote No. 204, I voted yes. It was 
my intention to vote no. Therefore, I 
ask unanimous consent that I be per- 
mitted to change my vote since it will 
not affect the outcome. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

VOTE EXPLANATION 
e Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I was 
necessarily absent for vote No. 204 on 
Tillis amendment No. 1506. Had I been 
in the Chamber I would have opposed 
this amendment. Section 136 of the un- 
derlying bill requires the Secretary of 
the Air Force in consultation with the 
Secretary of the Army to examine the 
daily training and contingency require- 
ments of the C-130 fleet on this issue.e 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 1618, 1539, 1551, 1571, 1484, AND 
1511 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, the 
ranking member and I have a small 
package of amendments that have been 
cleared by both sides. 

I ask unanimous consent that the fol- 
lowing amendments be called up, re- 
ported by number, and agreed to en 
bloc: Shaheen No. 1618; McCain, 
Blumenthal, and Flake No. 1539; Sha- 
heen No. 1551; Warner No. 1571; Hoeven 
No. 1484; and Heller No. 1511. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the amend- 
ments en bloc by number. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN], 
for others, proposes en bloc amendments 
numbered 1618, 1539, 1551, 1571, 1484, and 1511 
to amendment No. 1463. 
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The amendments en bloc are as fol- 
lows: 
AMENDMENT NO. 1618 


In the appropriate place please insert the 
following: 

SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the accidental transfer of live Bacillus 
anthracis, also known as anthrax, from an 
Army laboratory to more than 28 labora- 
tories located in at least 12 states and three 
countries discovered in May 2015 represents a 
serious safety lapse; 

(2) the Department of Defense, in coopera- 
tion with the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, should continue to investigate 
the cause of this lapse and determine if pro- 
tective protocols should be strengthened; 

(3) the Department of Defense should reas- 
sess standards on a regular basis to ensure 
they are current and effective to prevent a 
reoccurrence; and 

(4) the Department of Defense should keep 
Congress apprised of the investigation, any 
potential public health or safety risk, reme- 
dial actions taken and plans to regularly re- 
assess standards. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1539 


(Purpose: To prohibit the Department of De- 
fense from entering into contracts to fa- 
cilitate payments for honoring members of 
the Armed Forces at sporting events) 


Insert after section 342 the following: 

SEC. 342A. PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTS TO FA- 

CILITATE PAYMENTS FOR HON- 
ORING MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AT SPORTING EVENTS. 

(a) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the Army National Guard has paid pro- 
fessional sports organizations to honor mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces; 

(2) any organization wishing to honor 
members of the Armed Forces should do so 
on a voluntary basis, and the Department of 
Defense should take action to ensure that no 
payments be made for such activities in the 
future; and 

(8) any organization, including the Na- 
tional Football League, that has accepted 
taxpayer funds to honor members of the 
Armed Forces should consider directing an 
equivalent amount of funding in the form of 
a donation to a charitable organization that 
supports members of the Armed Forces, vet- 
erans, and their families. 

(b) PROHIBITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 
134 of title 10, United States Code, is amend- 
ed by inserting after section 224la the fol- 
lowing new section: 

“§2241b. Prohibition on contracts providing 
payments for activities to honor members 
of the armed forces 
““(a) PROHIBITION.—The Department of De- 

fense may not enter into any contract or 
other agreement under which payments are 
to be made in exchange for activities by the 
contractor intended to honor, or giving the 
appearance of honoring, members of the 
armed forces (whether members of the reg- 
ular components or the reserve components) 
at any form of sporting event. 

““(b) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in subsection 
(a) shall be construed as prohibiting the De- 
partment from taking actions to facilitate 
activities intended to honor members of the 
armed forces at sporting events that are pro- 
vided on a pro bono basis or otherwise funded 
with non-Federal funds if such activities are 
provided and received in accordance with ap- 
plicable rules and regulations regarding the 


8697 


acceptance of gifts by the military depart- 

ments, the armed forces, and members of the 

armed forces.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of subchapter I of 
chapter 134 of such title is amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 
2241a the following new item: 

“2241b. Prohibition on contracts providing 
payments for activities to 
honor members of the armed 
forces at sporting events.”. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1551 

(Purpose: To require a study and report on 

the changes to the Joint Travel Regula- 

tions related to flat rate per diem for long 
term temporary duty travel that took ef- 

fect on November 1, 2014) 

At the end of subtitle C of title VI, add the 
following: 

SEC. 622. STUDY AND REPORT ON POLICY 
CHANGES TO THE JOINT TRAVEL 
REGULATIONS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a study on 
the impact of the policy changes to the Joint 
Travel Regulations for the Uniformed Serv- 
ice Members and Department of Defense Ci- 
vilian Employees related to flat rate per 
diem for long term temporary duty travel 
that took effect on November 1, 2014. The 
study shall assess the following: 

(1) The impact of such changes on shipyard 
workers who travel on long-term temporary 
duty assignments. 

(2) Whether such changes have discouraged 
employees of the Department of Defense, in- 
cluding civilian employees at shipyards and 
depots, from volunteering for important 
temporary duty travel assignments. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than June 1, 2016, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives a report on the 
study required by subsection (a). 

AMENDMENT NO. 1571 

(Purpose: To express the sense of Congress 

on diversity among members of the Armed 

Forces) 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 524. SENSE OF CONGRESS RECOGNIZING 
THE DIVERSITY OF THE MEMBERS 
OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds 
lowing: 

(1) The United States military includes in- 
dividuals with a variety of national, ethnic, 
and cultural backgrounds that have roots all 
over the world. 

(2) In addition to diverse backgrounds, 
members of the Armed Forces come from nu- 
merous religious traditions, including Chris- 
tian, Hindu, Jewish, Muslim, Sikh, non-de- 
nominational, nonpracticing, and many 
more. 

(3) Members of the Armed Forces from di- 
verse backgrounds and religious traditions 
have lost their lives or been injured defend- 
ing the national security of the United 
States. 

(4) Diversity contributes to the strength of 
the Armed Forces, and service members from 
different backgrounds and religious tradi- 
tions share the same goal of defending the 
United States. 

(5) The unity of the Armed Forces reflects 
the strength in diversity that makes the 
United States a great Nation. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should— 

(1) continue to recognize and promote di- 
versity in the Armed Forces; and 
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(2) honor those from all diverse back- 
grounds and religious traditions who have 
made sacrifices in serving the United States 
through the Armed Forces 

AMENDMENT NO. 1484 
(Purpose: To require a report on Air Na- 
tional Guard contributions to the RQ4 

Global Hawk mission) 

In title XVI, after subtitle A, insert the 
following: 

Subtitle B—Defense Intelligence and 
Intelligence-related Activities 
SEC. 1621. REPORT ON AIR NATIONAL GUARD 
CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE RQ-4 GLOB- 
AL HAWK MISSION. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Air Force, in co- 
ordination with the Chief of Staff of the Air 
Force and the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau, shall submit to Congress a report on 
the feasibility of using the Air National 
Guard in association with the active duty 
Air Force to operate and maintain the RQ-4 
Global Hawk. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by (a) 
shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment of the costs, training re- 
quirements, and personnel required to create 
an association for the Global Hawk mission 
consisting of members of the Air Force serv- 
ing on active duty and members of the Air 
National Guard. 

(2) The capacity of the Air National Guard 
to support an association described in para- 
graph (1). 

AMENDMENT NO. 1511 
(Purpose: To require additional elements in 
the report on the plan on the privatization 
of the defense commissary system) 

On page 265, strike line 15 and insert the 
following: 
result of the implementation of the plan; 

(C) an assessment whether the privatized 
defense commissary system under the plan 
can sustain the current savings to patrons of 
the defense commissary system; 

(D) an assessment of the impact that pri- 
vatization of the defense commissary system 
under the plan would have on all eligible 
beneficiaries; 

(E) an assessment whether the privatized 
defense commissary system under the plan 
can sustain the continued operation of exist- 
ing commissaries; and 

(F) an assessment whether privatization of 
the defense commissary system is feasible 
for overseas commissaries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the amendments 
Nos. 1618, 1539, 1551, 1571, 1484, and 1511 
are agreed to en bloc. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1543 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, on be- 
half of Senator PAUL, I ask unanimous 
consent to set aside the pending 
amendment in order to call up amend- 
ment No. 1543. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN], 
for Mr. PAUL, proposes an amendment num- 
bered 1543 to amendment No. 1463. 


Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To strengthen employee cost sav- 

ings suggestions programs within the Fed- 

eral Government) 

At the end of title XI, add the following: 
SEC. 1116. COST SAVINGS ENHANCEMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4512 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘or identification of surplus 
funds or unnecessary budget authority” 
after ‘‘mismanagement’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘or iden- 
tification” after ‘‘disclosure’’; and 

(C) in the matter following paragraph (2), 
by inserting “or identification” after ‘‘dis- 
closure”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(c) The Inspector General of an agency or 
other agency employee designated under 
subsection (b) shall refer to the Chief Finan- 
cial Officer of the agency any potential sur- 
plus funds or unnecessary budget authority 
identified by an employee, along with any 
recommendations of the Inspector General or 
other agency employee. 

“(d)/(1) If the Chief Financial Officer of an 
agency determines that rescission of poten- 
tial surplus funds or unnecessary budget au- 
thority identified by an employee would not 
hinder the effectiveness of the agency, ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (e), the head 
of the agency shall transfer the amount of 
the surplus funds or unnecessary budget au- 
thority from the applicable appropriations 
account to the general fund of the Treasury. 

“(2) Title X of the Congressional Budget 
and Impoundment Control Act of 1974 (2 
U.S.C. 681 et seq.) shall not apply to transfers 
under paragraph (1). 

(3) Any amounts transferred under para- 
graph (1) shall be deposited in the Treasury 
and used for deficit reduction, except that in 
the case of a fiscal year for which there is no 
Federal budget deficit, such amounts shall 
be used to reduce the Federal debt (in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Treasury 
considers appropriate). 

“(e/1) The head of an agency may retain 
not more than 10 percent of amounts to be 
transferred to the general fund of the Treas- 
ury under subsection (d). 

(2) Amounts retained by the head of an 
agency under paragraph (1) may be— 

“(A) used for the purpose of paying a cash 
award under subsection (a) to 1 or more em- 
ployees who identified the surplus funds or 
unnecessary budget authority; and 

““(B) to the extent amounts remain after 
paying cash awards under subsection (a), 
transferred or reprogrammed for use by the 
agency, in accordance with any limitation 
on such a transfer or reprogramming under 
any other provision of law. 

“(f)(1) The head of each agency shall sub- 
mit to the Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management an annual report regarding— 

“(A) each disclosure of possible fraud, 
waste, or mismanagement or identification 
of potentially surplus funds or unnecessary 
budget authority by an employee of the 
agency determined by the agency to have 
merit; 

“(B) the total savings achieved through 
disclosures and identifications described in 
subparagraph (A); and 

“(C) the number and amount of cash 
awards by the agency under subsection (a). 

“(2I(A) The head of each agency shall in- 
clude the information described in paragraph 
(1) in each budget request of the agency sub- 
mitted to the Office of Management and 
Budget as part of the preparation of the 
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budget of the President submitted to Con- 
gress under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code. 

“(B) The Director of the Office of Per- 
sonnel Management shall submit to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, and the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office an annual report 
on Federal cost saving and awards based on 
the reports submitted under subparagraph 
(A). 

““(g) The Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management shall— 

“(1) ensure that the cash award program of 
each agency complies with this section; and 

“(2) submit to Congress an annual certifi- 
cation indicating whether the cash award 
program of each agency complies with this 
section. 

““(h) Not later than 3 years after the date of 
enactment of this subsection, and every 3 
years thereafter, the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report on the operation of the cost savings 
and awards program under this section, in- 
cluding any recommendations for legislative 
changes.”. 

(b) OFFICERS ELIGIBLE FOR CASH AWARDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4509 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“§ 4509. Prohibition of cash award to certain 
officers 

““(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the term 
‘agency ’— 

“(1) has the meaning given that term 
under section 551(1); and 

“(2) includes an entity described in section 
4501(1). 

““(b) PROHIBITION.—An officer may not re- 
ceive a cash award under this subchapter if 
the officer— 

““(1) serves in a position at level I of the 
Executive Schedule; 

“*(2) is the head of an agency; or 

“(3) is a commissioner, board member, or 
other voting member of an independent es- 
tablishment.”. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 45 of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the item relating to section 4509 and 
inserting the following: 

‘4509. Prohibition of cash award to certain 
officers.”. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1564 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the pending amend- 
ment be set aside, and on behalf of Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, I call up amendment No. 
1564. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
REED], for Mr. BLUMENTHAL, proposes an 
amendment numbered 1564 to amendment 
No. 1463. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
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(Purpose: To increase civil penalties for vio- 
lations of the Servicemembers Civil Relief 
Act) 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1085. INCREASE IN CIVIL PENALTIES FOR 
VIOLATION OF SERVICEMEMBERS 
CIVIL RELIEF ACT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 801(b)(3) of the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act (50 U.S.C. 
App. 597(b)(3)) is amended— 


(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking 
‘‘$55,000” and inserting ‘‘$110,000’’; and 
(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking 


““$110,000” and inserting ‘‘$220,000’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date that is 180 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act and shall apply with 
respect to violations of the Servicemembers 
Civil Relief Act (50 U.S.C. App. 501 et seq.) 
that occur on or after such date. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I also ask 
unanimous consent that this amend- 
ment be considered as if it were offered 
before Senator PAUL’s amendment to 
maintain an alternation between 
Democratic amendments and Repub- 
lican amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1559 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the pending amend- 
ment be set aside, and on behalf of Sen- 
ator DURBIN I call up amendment No. 
1559. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. REED], 
for Mr. DURBIN, proposes an amendment 
numbered 1559 to amendment No. 1463. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
(Purpose: To prohibit the award of Depart- 

ment of Defense contracts to inverted do- 

mestic corporations) 


At the end of subtitle B of title VIII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 832. PROHIBITION ON AWARDING OF DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE CON- 
TRACTS TO INVERTED DOMESTIC 
CORPORATIONS. 
(a) PROHIBITION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 137 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 


“§ 2338. Prohibition on awarding contracts to 
inverted domestic corporations 


““(a) PROHIBITION.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency 
may not award a contract for the procure- 
ment of property or services to— 

“(A) any foreign incorporated entity that 
such head has determined is an inverted do- 
mestic corporation or any subsidiary of such 
entity; or 

““(B) any joint venture if more than 10 per- 
cent of the joint venture (by vote or value) is 
owned by a foreign incorporated entity that 
such head has determined is an inverted do- 
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mestic corporation or any subsidiary of such 
entity. 

“*(2) SUBCONTRACTS.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The head of an execu- 
tive agency shall include in each contract for 
the procurement of property or services 
awarded by the executive agency with a 
value in excess of $10,000,000, other than a 
contract for exclusively commercial items, a 
clause that prohibits the prime contractor 
on such contract from— 

““(i) awarding a first-tier subcontract with 
a value greater than 10 percent of the total 
value of the prime contract to an entity or 
joint venture described in paragraph (1); or 

“(ii) structuring subcontract tiers in a 
manner designed to avoid the limitation in 
paragraph (1) by enabling an entity or joint 
venture described in paragraph (1) to perform 
more than 10 percent of the total value of 
the prime contract as a lower-tier subcon- 
tractor. 

““(B) PENALTIES.—The contract clause in- 
cluded in contracts pursuant to subpara- 
graph (A) shall provide that, in the event 
that the prime contractor violates the con- 
tract clause— 

“*(i) the prime contract may be terminated 
for default; and 

““(ii) the matter may be referred to the sus- 
pension or debarment official for the appro- 
priate agency and may be a basis for suspen- 
sion or debarment of the prime contractor. 

““(b) INVERTED DOMESTIC CORPORATION.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion, a foreign incorporated entity shall be 
treated as an inverted domestic corporation 
if, pursuant to a plan (or a series of related 
transactions)— 

“(A) the entity completes before, on, or 
after May 8, 2014, the direct or indirect ac- 
quisition of— 

““(i) substantially all of the properties held 
directly or indirectly by a domestic corpora- 
tion; or 

““(ii) substantially all of the assets of, or 
substantially all of the properties consti- 
tuting a trade or business of, a domestic 
partnership; and 

““(B) after the acquisition, either— 

“(G) more than 50 percent of the stock (by 
vote or value) of the entity is held— 

“(D in the case of an acquisition with re- 
spect to a domestic corporation, by former 
shareholders of the domestic corporation by 
reason of holding stock in the domestic cor- 
poration; or 

‘“(II) in the case of an acquisition with re- 
spect to a domestic partnership, by former 
partners of the domestic partnership by rea- 
son of holding a capital or profits interest in 
the domestic partnership; or 

““(ii) the management and control of the 
expanded affiliated group which includes the 
entity occurs, directly or indirectly, pri- 
marily within the United States, as deter- 
mined pursuant to regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and such ex- 
panded affiliated group has significant do- 
mestic business activities. 

“*(2) EXCEPTION FOR CORPORATIONS WITH 
SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS ACTIVITIES IN FOREIGN 
COUNTRY OF ORGANIZATION.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—A foreign incorporated 
entity described in paragraph (1) shall not be 
treated as an inverted domestic corporation 
if after the acquisition the expanded affili- 
ated group which includes the entity has 
substantial business activities in the foreign 
country in which or under the law of which 
the entity is created or organized when com- 
pared to the total business activities of such 
expanded affiliated group. 

““(B) SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS ACTIVITIES.— 
The Secretary of the Treasury (or the Sec- 
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retary's delegate) shall establish regulations 
for determining whether an affiliated group 
has substantial business activities for pur- 
poses of subparagraph (A), except that such 
regulations may not treat any group as hav- 
ing substantial business activities if such 
group would not be considered to have sub- 
stantial business activities under the regula- 
tions prescribed under section 7874 of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, as in effect on 
May 8, 2014. 

‘(3) SIGNIFICANT DOMESTIC BUSINESS ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para- 
graph (1)(B)(ii), an expanded affiliated group 
has significant domestic business activities 
if at least 25 percent of— 

““(i) the employees of the group are based 
in the United States; 

““(ii) the employee compensation incurred 
by the group is incurred with respect to em- 
ployees based in the United States; 

““(iii) the assets of the group are located in 
the United States; or 

““(iv) the income of the group is derived in 
the United States. 

““(B) DETERMINATION.—Determinations pur- 
suant to subparagraph (A) shall be made in 
the same manner as such determinations are 
made for purposes of determining substantial 
business activities under regulations re- 
ferred to in paragraph (2) as in effect on May 
8, 2014, but applied by treating all references 
in such regulations to ‘foreign country’ and 
“relevant foreign country” as references to 
‘the United States’. The Secretary of the 
Treasury (or the Secretary’s delegate) may 
issue regulations decreasing the threshold 
percent in any of the tests under such regu- 
lations for determining if business activities 
constitute significant domestic business ac- 
tivities for purposes of this paragraph. 

““(c) WAIVER.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency 
may waive subsection (a) with respect to any 
Federal Government contract under the au- 
thority of such head if the head determines 
that the waiver is required in the interest of 
national security or is necessary for the effi- 
cient or effective administration of Federal 
or Federally-funded programs that provide 
health benefits to individuals. 

“*(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The head of an 
agency issuing a waiver under paragraph (1) 
shall, not later than 14 days after issuing 
such waiver, submit a written notification of 
the waiver to the Committees on Armed 
Services and Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives. 

““(d) APPLICABILITY.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), this section shall not apply to 
any contract entered into before the date of 
the enactment of this section. 

(2) TASK AND DELIVERY ORDERS.—This sec- 
tion shall apply to any task or delivery order 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
section pursuant to a contract entered into 
before, on, or after such date of enactment. 

“*(3) SCOPE.—This section applies only to 
contracts subject to regulation under the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation and the De- 
fense Supplement to the Federal Acquisition 
Regulation. 

““(e) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.— 

““(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the 
terms ‘expanded affiliated group’, ‘foreign 
incorporated entity’, ‘person’, ‘domestic’, 
and ‘foreign’ have the meaning given those 
terms in section 835(c) of the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(c)). 

‘(2) SPECIAL RULES.—In applying sub- 
section (b) of this section for purposes of sub- 
section (a) of this section, the rules described 
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under 835(c)(1) of the Homeland Security Act 

of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(c)(1)) shall apply.”. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 137 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
2337 the following new item: 

‘2338. Prohibition on awarding contracts to 
inverted domestic corpora- 
tions.” 

(b) REGULATIONS REGARDING MANAGEMENT 
AND CONTROL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 
Treasury (or the Secretary’s delegate) shall, 
for purposes of section 2338(b)(1)\(B)Gi) of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub- 
section (a), prescribe regulations for pur- 
poses of determining cases in which the man- 
agement and control of an expanded affili- 
ated group is to be treated as occurring, di- 
rectly or indirectly, primarily within the 
United States. The regulations prescribed 
under the preceding sentence shall apply to 
periods after May 8, 2014. 

(2) EXECUTIVE OFFICERS AND SENIOR MAN- 
AGEMENT.—The regulations prescribed under 
paragraph (1) shall provide that the manage- 
ment and control of an expanded affiliated 
group shall be treated as occurring, directly 
or indirectly, primarily within the United 
States if substantially all of the executive 
officers and senior management of the ex- 
panded affiliated group who exercise day-to- 
day responsibility for making decisions in- 
volving strategic, financial, and operational 
policies of the expanded affiliated group are 
based or primarily located within the United 
States. Individuals who in fact exercise such 
day-to-day responsibilities shall be treated 
as executive officers and senior management 
regardless of their title. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
that Senators wait to speak—which I 
will be asking to be in morning busi- 
ness in about 2 or 3 minutes—while we 
finish seeing if the modification that 
may be at the desk is approved. I ask 
for their patience for 2 or 3 minutes 
until we get this done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1543, AS MODIFIED 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
amendment, No. 1543, be modified with 
the changes at the desk. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment, as modified, is as 
follows: 

At the end of title XI, add the following: 
SEC. 1116. COST SAVINGS ENHANCEMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4512 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘or identification of surplus 
funds or unnecessary budget authority” 
after ‘‘mismanagement’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘or iden- 
tification” after ‘‘disclosure’’; and 

(C) in the matter following paragraph (2), 
by inserting “or identification” after ‘‘dis- 
closure”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

““(c) The Inspector General of an agency or 
other agency employee designated under 
subsection (b) shall refer to the Chief Finan- 
cial Officer of the agency any potential sur- 
plus funds or unnecessary budget authority 
identified by an employee, along with any 
recommendations of the Inspector General or 
other agency employee. 

**(d)(1) If the Chief Financial Officer of an 
agency determines that rescission of poten- 
tial surplus funds or unnecessary budget au- 
thority identified by an employee would not 
hinder the effectiveness of the agency, ex- 
cept as provided in subsection (e), the head 
of the agency shall transfer the amount of 
the surplus funds or unnecessary budget au- 
thority from the applicable appropriations 
account to the general fund of the Treasury. 

“(2) Any amounts transferred under para- 
graph (1) shall be deposited in the Treasury 
and used for deficit reduction, except that in 
the case of a fiscal year for which there is no 
Federal budget deficit, such amounts shall 
be used to reduce the Federal debt (in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Treasury 
considers appropriate). 

“(e)X1) The head of an agency may retain 
not more than 10 percent of amounts to be 
transferred to the general fund of the Treas- 
ury under subsection (d). 

(2) Amounts retained by the head of an 
agency under paragraph (1) may be— 

“(A) used for the purpose of paying a cash 
award under subsection (a) to 1 or more em- 
ployees who identified the surplus funds or 
unnecessary budget authority; and 

““(B) to the extent amounts remain after 
paying cash awards under subsection (a), 
transferred or reprogrammed for use by the 
agency, in accordance with any limitation 
on such a transfer or reprogramming under 
any other provision of law. 

“(f)(1) The head of each agency shall sub- 
mit to the Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management an annual report regarding— 

“(A) each disclosure of possible fraud, 
waste, or mismanagement or identification 
of potentially surplus funds or unnecessary 
budget authority by an employee of the 
agency determined by the agency to have 
merit; 

“(B) the total savings achieved through 
disclosures and identifications described in 
subparagraph (A); and 

“(C) the number and amount of cash 
awards by the agency under subsection (a). 

“(2)(A) The head of each agency shall in- 
clude the information described in paragraph 
(1) in each budget request of the agency sub- 
mitted to the Office of Management and 
Budget as part of the preparation of the 
budget of the President submitted to Con- 
gress under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code. 
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“(B) The Director of the Office of Per- 
sonnel Management shall submit to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives, and the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office an annual report 
on Federal cost saving and awards based on 
the reports submitted under subparagraph 


(A). 

““(g) The Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management shall— 

“(1) ensure that the cash award program of 
each agency complies with this section; and 

“(2) submit to Congress an annual certifi- 
cation indicating whether the cash award 
program of each agency complies with this 
section. 

““(h) Not later than 3 years after the date of 
enactment of this subsection, and every 3 
years thereafter, the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report on the operation of the cost savings 
and awards program under this section, in- 
cluding any recommendations for legislative 
changes.’’. 

(b) OFFICERS ELIGIBLE FOR CASH AWARDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4509 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

“$ 4509. Prohibition of cash award to certain 
officers 

““(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the term 
‘agency ’— 

“(1) has the meaning given that term 
under section 551(1); and 

“(2) includes an entity described in section 
4501(1). 

““(b) PROHIBITION.—An officer may not re- 
ceive a cash award under this subchapter if 
the officer— 

““(1) serves in a position at level I of the 
Executive Schedule; 

“*(2) is the head of an agency; or 

“(3) is a commissioner, board member, or 
other voting member of an independent es- 
tablishment.”. 

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 45 of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the item relating to section 4509 and 
inserting the following: 

‘4509. Prohibition of cash award to certain 
officers.”. 


— 


MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning business 
for 1 hour, with Senators permitted to 
speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 


—_ > 


CLEAN WATER ACT RULE 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to share my concerns regarding 
the administration's recently finalized 
Clean Water Act rule issued by the 
EPA and the Army Corps of Engineers 
to define waters of the United States. 

The Clean Water Act clearly states it 
is the “policy of Congress to recognize, 
preserve, and protect the primary re- 
sponsibilities and rights of States to 
prevent, reduce, and eliminate pollu- 
tion.” Despite this partnership and the 
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limits to Federal authority, the Presi- 
dent and his administration, along 
with some lawmakers, have sought in 
recent years to clarify and extend the 
scope of Federal jurisdiction under the 
Clean Water Act in a manner that 
would expand the Federal Govern- 
ment’s ability to regulate waters of the 
United States—in short, a Federal 
power grab. Changing the scope of the 
law, including the Clean Water Act, is 
solely the responsibility of Congress. 
Yet, the President’s administration has 
again elected to bypass the legislative 
process by finalizing this rule. 

When I am in Louisiana, I consist- 
ently hear from my constituents about 
the impacts this rule could have on 
private property development, 
timberland, farmland, and other bodies 
of water that would be subject to Fed- 
eral control. They tell me this rule will 
create more uncertainty and impact in- 
frastructure projects and jobs despite 
the EPA and the Corps’ assurances to 
the contrary. 

Louisiana is experiencing significant 
economic growth—growth that is 
bringing jobs to those Americans who 
have had the hardest time finding jobs 
with this recent poorly performing 
economy. This progress will be nega- 
tively affected as a result of this rule. 

In addition to the increased costs and 
regulations, the rule invites costly liti- 
gation, and it can significantly restrict 
the ability of landowners to make deci- 
sions about their property and make it 
harder for State and local governments 
to plan for their own development. 

Let me note that this is not the only 
rule the EPA has been working on that 
will negatively impact the economy 
and the job growth in my State. Their 
proposed rule to lower the standard for 
ground-level ozone will hurt job devel- 
opment in Louisiana, carrying with it 
health impacts to workers and families 
that are not fully considered by the 
EPA. It is clearly established that the 
higher the standard of living, the 
healthier the family. These rules will 
lower the standard of living for those 
who lose their jobs. 

In Calcasieu Parish, more than $60 
billion in various manufacturing 
projects are underway and are in the 
process of being approved—that is $60 
billion with a ““b.” These will require 
construction workers—again creating 
the kinds of jobs our economy needs 
more of. These projects can be severely 
impacted as a consequence of this rule. 

We see in this graphic display the 
navigable waters prior to the release of 
the rule this past week in Calcasieu 
Parish. Now we will see the bodies that 
will fall under the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Government under the final- 
ized rule. Again, this here is under cur- 
rent law. And that is what it will be. 
This will impact the ability of local 
government to plan their development. 

Instead of people in Louisiana decid- 
ing how best to use their property, the 
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Federal Government will be able to 
dictate many land use decisions, which 
have always been local. Again, this 
rule is a major takeover effort by the 
EPA and the Army Corps of Engineers. 
The administration has stated that 
this rule is narrowly defined. However, 
under the new definitions for tribu- 
taries, adjacent waters, and waters 
that are neighboring a traditional nav- 
igable water, virtually any water body 
could fall under the Agency's regu- 
latory authority. And if certain bodies 
of water don't fit these definitions, the 
Agency can make a case-by-case deter- 
minations of significant nexus. 

Assistant Secretary Jo-Ellen Darcy 
from the Army Corps said last week 
that this rule is a huge win for public 
health and the economy and reflects 
that clean water matters to the Amer- 
ican people. 

First, let me point back to this map 
that community leaders in Calcasieu 
Parish provided for me, highlighting 
that this is not a win for the economy 
and could significantly impact eco- 
nomic and private land development 
moving forward. 

Secondly, as a physician—I am a doc- 
tor—I understand the importance of 
human health, and I also understand 
the impacts on human health as a con- 
sequence of overregulation by the Fed- 
eral Government. If people are poor, 
their health suffers. There is a strong 
statistical relationship when, because 
of regulations and regulatory uncer- 
tainty, jobs are lost overseas. Again, I 
believe this revised rule is a power grab 
by the administration and not based 
upon any congressional action. 

We took a vote on this issue back in 
March, during the budget debate, to 
limit the expansion of Federal jurisdic- 
tion under the Clean Water Act, which 
I supported. Last fall, we took a simi- 
lar vote while I was in the House of 
Representatives to repeal this harmful 
regulation. My colleague from Wyo- 
ming, Senator JOHN BARRASSO, has a 
bill, the Federal Water Quality Protec- 
tion Act. It is a good bill that provides 
clarity for how EPA should and should 
not define the waters of the United 
States. I know the chairman of the En- 
vironment and Public Works Com- 
mittee, Senator INHOFE of Oklahoma, 
intends to move this bill through his 
committee soon, and I wish to offer my 
support for that legislation. 

Again, we have seen time and again 
that this administration will attempt 
to overreach the limits of what the ex- 
ecutive branch should do. When it 
comes to the EPA's overreach, the 
waters of the United States rule isn't 
the exception; it is the norm. 

I yield the floor. 


— 


EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
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proceed to a period of morning busi- 
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Michigan. 


Ee 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 


Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
wish to speak about the bill that is be- 
fore us and reauthorizing funding pri- 
orities for the Department of Defense. 

I wish first to congratulate Chairman 
McCAIN and Ranking Member JACK 
REED for working together on a very 
important bill. There are a lot of im- 
portant issues and a lot of important 
priorities in this legislation for our 
home State in Michigan. 

The fact that we are supporting the 
A-10s so our troops have the close air 
support they need is very important. It 
is important that we are continuing to 
invest in research and development and 
new kinds of technologies. We are very 
proud in Michigan to be the ones that 
are on the frontlines providing re- 
search and development for the Army. 
If the Army drives it, we design it, fix 
it, and build it in Warren, MI, and in 
the surrounding area of Macomb Coun- 
ty that we call the Defense Corridor, 
and we are very proud of that. We have 
vital military equipment manufactured 
here in the United States, and in 
Michigan, specifically, that is sup- 
ported in this legislation. 

It provides very important pay in- 
crease and support for our troops that 
are actually critical. 

My concern is not with the contents 
of what we are doing in this particular 
bill in terms of supporting the defense 
of our country and supporting our 
troops. It is the fact that we have 
budget gimmicks being used to fund 
the Department of Defense. 

Our troops deserve more than budget 
gimmicks. Those on the frontlines de- 
serve more than basically funding es- 
sential services or pay raises or essen- 
tial equipment through funds that we 
know are sort of made-up funds—an- 
other name for deficit spending. This 
has been done over the years, aS we 
went to war in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
when there was a fund set up—the over- 
seas contingency account—not includ- 
ing any money in it, but it was a way 
to mask the fact that we were not 
funding the wars and we were in fact 
abusing deficit spending to do it. 

So to continue that with the critical 
items in this bill is a mistake and, 
frankly, not worthy of the men and 
women who are on the frontlines, put- 
ting their lives—putting themselves— 
in harm’s way every single day. So it is 
critical that we do better in terms of 
this budget and the structure of this 
budget. 

Our families also deserve better, be- 
cause we need to fully fund the full de- 
fense of our country—both here at 
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home and overseas—without budget 
gimmicks, without adding to the def- 
icit. All those things that create a 
strong country and security for our 
families need to be done in a way that 
does not include budget gimmicks. And 
that, frankly, is not what is being pro- 
posed. 

That is why I am very proud to be a 
cosponsor of Senator REED’s amend- 
ment, which would cap the spending on 
what has been called this overseas con- 
tingency account. Others of us at var- 
ious points have called it the fake 
money account because there is no 
money in it. It is a fancy way of cov- 
ering up the fact that we are spending 
and adding to the deficit. Senator REED 
would basically indicate that this 
would be capped. We would try to begin 
to rein that in, to cap that amount. We 
would also say very clearly that we are 
going to address the issues that affect 
the United States in terms of our 
strength, the defense, broadly, of our 
country—whether it is in the Depart- 
ment of Defense or whether it is in 
other parts of our overall budget as a 
Nation—by basically lifting the caps— 
for those watching, we talk about the 
Budget Control Act, but there are 
caps—in a way so we can fully fund 
both the Department of Defense but 
also the other things that need to be 
done to create security and to fully 
make sure our families are safe, our 
economy is safe, and that we are ag- 
gressively moving forward as an econ- 
omy. 

That is what Senator REED’s amend- 
ment would do. It brings some balance. 
It begins to rein in what is a policy 
that does not make sense in terms of 
using budget gimmicks. As I said be- 
fore, our troops certainly deserve bet- 
ter than that, and our families deserve 
better than that. 

Using gimmicks is a convenient way 
to avoid dealing with what the real 
problem is. There is this thing called 
sequestration. People wonder: What in 
the world is that? We put in a policy a 
number of years ago to limit spending. 
The good news is that we have brought 
the annual budget deficit down by two 
thirds. This is good news for our coun- 
try. Two thirds of the annual deficit is 
gone. But now, as we go forward and 
look at what is going to grow the econ- 
omy and what is going to keep us safe, 
we look at the threats around the 
world that are coming at us—not just 
through the Department of Defense but 
through every area of the budget. When 
we look at what we need in terms of 
jobs and the economy and so on, we 
know we need to revisit that policy and 
stop the gimmicks. Don’t use gim- 
micks going forward to pretend that we 
are still meeting sequestration but to 
look honestly at the needs of our coun- 
try today and move forward. 

Frankly, on the security front alone, 
security is more than just what hap- 
pens at the Department of Defense, as 
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important as that is. It is all of the 
programs that we rely on day in and 
day out to keep our country safe. Cer- 
tainly, we care about border security 
all the time. That is not predominantly 
funded in the Department of Defense. 
We look at cyber security. It is one of 
the No. 1 issues we have, and we are 
hearing now from a consumer stand- 
point, from a security threat or ter- 
rorist standpoint, and from a business 
security standpoint. Cyber security is 
absolutely critical, and it is not given 
the same priority of importance as the 
Department of Defense is as we look at 
the overall defense of our country. 

Counterterrorism—who answers the 
call, no matter what it is? In Boston, a 
terrorist attack—who was on the 
frontlines there? It was local police, 
local fire, which are under the broad 
budget parameters that are being dis- 
cussed now by the majority. The Re- 
publican majority would provide less 
funding—less funding—for the frontline 
defense in our neighborhoods and in 
our communities. 

Stopping weapons of mass destruc- 
tion, airport security is something we 
all know about as we get on airplanes 
all the time, every week. There is 
Ebola protection, when we look at the 
Centers for Disease Control and all of 
the issues that relate to diseases— 
whether it is threats at home or wheth- 
er it is those that can be used in some 
way as a terrorist attack. Many of the 
Federal agencies fighting terrorism at 
home and protecting us from deadly 
diseases such as Ebola will not receive 
critical funding under the budget that 
has been proposed. 

Now, there is a willingness to use 
budget gimmicks in the Department of 
Defense. Again, our troops are cer- 
tainly worthy of much more than budg- 
et gimmicks. But when we look more 
broadly at the whole budget, we don’t 
even see enough to use budget gim- 
micks of these things. I don’t think we 
should be using budget gimmicks, but 
the point is there is not an acknowl- 
edgement that there is more to defense 
and safety for our country than just in 
one department. 

To be strong abroad we need to be 
strong at home, as well, and in so 
many other areas, aS we know. If we 
want to talk about competing around 
the globe, if we want to talk about 
what we need to be doing to be secure, 
to have a robust economy, to 
outcompete the competition, we have 
also to talk about educating our young 
people—which, by the way, is cut in 
the overall scheme of things in this 
budget. We have to talk about lowering 
the costs of college. If there is one 
thing we are hearing over and over 
from young people or from those going 
back to job training programs who lost 
their job in the economy, going back to 
get new skills to get a new job, it is 
about the huge debts they are incur- 
ring to do the right thing. People com- 
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ing out of college are now in a situa- 
tion where they can’t qualify even to 
buy that first home. They are telling 
me: Do something about college loan 
debt. We can’t help young people com- 
ing out of college to buy a house. They 
don’t qualify because of the amount of 
debt, and the amount of debt they have 
will equal a house. That is a security 
issue for us—education, the ability to 
have a college education, job training. 

Investing in cures for diseases—how 
exciting it is for us to hear about all 
the opportunities now through the Na- 
tional Institutes of Health. We have so 
many promising opportunities and 
treatments and cures, such as on Alz- 
heimer’s—which, by the way, takes one 
out of every five Medicare dollars—and 
in other areas, such as cancers, Parkin- 
son’s disease, mental health disorders. 
That is part of our strength and being 
secure and strong and robust for the fu- 
ture. 

Of course, if we are going to be 
strong, we have to fix our roads and 
our bridges, and we don’t have dollars 
in this budget. In fact, the whole high- 
way trust fund is going to run out in 
less than 60 days now if no action is 
taken by the majority, if there is no 
sense of urgency from our Republican 
colleagues. 

So we look overall at securing those 
things at home and abroad, whether it 
is making sure—beyond the Depart- 
ment of Defense—that we are funding 
our border security, cyber security, 
counterterrorism, police and fire de- 
partments, airport security, and Ebola 
protection or whether it is investing in 
our own people in all of this to create 
the opportunity for strong businesses, 
entrepreneurs, and an educated work- 
force or for infrastructure, making 
sure that we have those airports and 
we have those roads. 

As I conclude, let me say that all of 
this leads to the fact that we need to 
next week vote yes on Senator REED’s 
amendment because that is what it is 
all about: real safety, real security, 
growing the economy of our country. 
Our people deserve better than budget 
gimmicks that are in this bill. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Montana. 


———— 
OBAMACARE 


Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, it has 
been 5 years since Americans were 
forced into a broken and unhappy rela- 
tionship with ObamaCare. Ever since 
the implementation of this failed law, 
Americans have received one broken 
promise after another. For Montana 
families, reflecting on the con- 
sequences of this law is not a happy 
trip down memory lane. Too many 
Montanans have seen their work hours 
cut, they have been forced off the plans 
they liked, and they were told they 
could not see the doctors whom they 
trusted. 
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The reviews have been in for quite 
some time, and ObamaCare is not any- 
thing close to what Montanans were 
promised. Five years later, insurance 
companies are still unable to find sta- 
ble rates that do not force more uncer- 
tainty and hardship upon Montanans. 
It has been widely reported across the 
country that rates for millions of 
Americans are set to skyrocket again. 
Look no further than Montana, where 
it is evident that health care premiums 
are not as affordable as President 
Obama promised they would be. Poli- 
cies sold through ObamaCare ex- 
changes are becoming even more ex- 
pensive. In fact, in Montana, according 
to filings with the Montana Commis- 
sioner of Securities and Insurance, in- 
surers across the board are asking for 
double-digit increases for 2016 policies 
on top of more increases that occurred 
just last year. 

Blue Cross Blue Shield, which is 
Montana’s largest insurer that boasts 
255,000 consumers in the State, is ask- 
ing for an average increase of 23 per- 
cent for Montanans enrolled in indi- 
vidual plans. That is the start. 

PacificSource filed papers with the 
commissioner requesting an average of 
a 3l-percent increase for individual 
plans. What about Montana Health CO- 
OP? They have requested a 38-percent 
increase for individual plans. And Mon- 
tanans who were insured under Time 
Insurance are facing a staggering 47- 
percent increase in 2016. 

Increased premiums make it harder 
for Montanans to have access to afford- 
able health care. It is money that no 
longer is in the pockets of Montanans, 
and those rate increases are not just in 
Montana. Across the Nation, Ameri- 
cans are seeing massive and debili- 
tating rate increases. These hikes are a 
far cry from what Montanans—from 
what the American people were prom- 
ised. 

In 2007, President Obama said himself 
that by the end of his first term, 
ObamaCare would ‘‘cover every Amer- 
ican and cut the cost of a typical fam- 
ily’s premium by up to $2,500 a year.” 

Montanans have not seen their pre- 
miums decreased by $2,500 a year. It is 
not even close. Unfortunately, this is 
the predictable result of forcing a par- 
tisan piece of legislation through Con- 
gress without transparent consider- 
ation or bipartisan input. We need to 
ensure health care is affordable, and it 
needs to be accessible for all Mon- 
tanans. That starts with repealing 
ObamaCare, repealing its costly man- 
dates, repealing its burdensome taxes, 
and repealing the senseless regulations. 
ObamaCare is not working and it is not 
popular. This law is a bureaucratic 
nightmare that hurts small businesses. 

I just came out of a meeting with 
some homebuilders and small business 
owners from Montana. I showed them 
this chart before I came down to the 
floor. One of the builders said: This 
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likely means I no longer will be able to 
provide health care insurance for my 
employees. 

Growing up in Montana, I grew up 
hunting, camping, backpacking, fish- 
ing. In fact, I was fly fishing in Mon- 
tana before Brad Pitt made it cool in 
the movie “A River Runs Through It.” 
I know that when your fishing line gets 
tangled up, you have two options. I 
have been there many times on one of 
the banks of Montana’s rivers. Some- 
times you take a minute, sometimes 
you take several minutes, and you 
work to untangle the line. But other 
times the line gets so badly knotted up 
that the best option, instead of spend- 
ing a long time untangling the line, is 
to simply cut the line. 

After 5 failed years, the American 
people know ObamaCare is too badly 
tangled to fix. It is time to cut the line 
and tie on a new fly. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAs- 
SIDY). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 


Mr. DONNELLY. Mr. President, I 
wish to begin my comments on this 
year's National Defense Authorization 
Act, S. 1376, by thanking all of the 
members of the Strategic Forces Sub- 
committee. I would especially like to 
thank the subcommittee’s chairman, 
Senator SESSIONS, for the close work- 
ing relationship we share. 

I want my colleagues to note that 
Senator SESSIONS and his staff worked 
closely with me and my staff in devel- 
oping the elements of the bill per- 
taining to the Strategic Forces Sub- 
committee. This bipartisan effort has 
proved fruitful as all of our provisions 
were adopted unanimously by the full 
committee during the markup of this 
bill. 

The annual National Defense Author- 
ization Act is one of the most impor- 
tant pieces of legislation Congress 
passes every year, and this year will 
mark what I hope will be the passing of 
a defense authorization act for the 54th 
year in a row. 

I would like to give my colleagues a 
brief overview of the provisions in what 
we will call the NDAA, which we are 
considering today, as they relate to the 
Strategic Forces Subcommittee. 

The jurisdiction of the subcommittee 
includes missile defense, strategic 
forces, space programs, the defense- 
funded portions of the Department of 
Energy, nonproliferation, and the De- 
fense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board. 


8703 


In preparing the provisions in the bill 
that relate to the areas of our jurisdic- 
tion, the subcommittee held six hear- 
ings and three briefings on defense pro- 
grams at the Department of Energy, 
strategic nuclear forces, missile de- 
fense, and space programs at the De- 
partment of Defense. 

As I mentioned before, our com- 
mittee oversees the strategic nuclear 
forces based on a triad of air, sea, and 
land-based delivery platforms. This 
triad is, as Secretary Carter has called 
it, “the bedrock” of our national de- 
fense posture. In the wake of the De- 
partment of Defense’s 2014 nuclear en- 
terprise review, this is a significant 
year for reforms and investments to 
ensure the safety, security, and the ef- 
fectiveness of our nuclear deterrent. 

Among the key priorities going for- 
ward, I look forward to working with 
our leaders at the Department of En- 
ergy, at DOD, and my colleagues on the 
committee to take advantage of smart 
opportunities to enhance commonality 
across nuclear systems, sharing exper- 
tise and resources across the services— 
particularly the Navy and Air Force— 
to enhance the capabilities and cost-ef- 
fectiveness of our nuclear deterrent in 
the future. 

Critically, the bill creates a position 
in the Air Force responsible for nuclear 
command, control, and communica- 
tions acquisition and policy. The Air 
Force is responsible for over 70 percent 
of this mission, which essentially con- 
nects the President to the nuclear 
weapon and the delivery platform. We 
have found that since the communica- 
tions layers involve space, air, and 
ground systems, there is fragmentation 
in an overall strategy as we begin the 
modernization of the overall system, 
which must be fail-safe. 

Through hearings and briefings con- 
cerning the state of other nations’ nu- 
clear programs, it was clear that we 
face an increasingly complex global nu- 
clear environment. We are well past 
the days of the Cold War. Today, our 
deterrent strategy must now account 
for a wide range of nuclear-armed na- 
tions beyond simply Russia to now in- 
clude Pakistan, India, North Korea, 
and even China’s modernization of its 
strategic arsenal. Our bill contains a 
provision that directs the Office of Net 
Assessment to begin a study on what 
effect, if any, this multipolar nuclear 
environment will have on our deterrent 
strategy. This is an important area 
which will only grow as time goes on. 

In the area of missile defense, this 
bill fully authorizes the President’s 
budget request for the Missile Defense 
Agency and maintains our commit- 
ments to key allies. It includes several 
provisions that advance MDA’s efforts 
to deploy additional sensors and to im- 
prove the reliability and effectiveness 
of the ground-based interceptors. The 
bill also contains the GAO’s annual re- 
view of MDA’s acquisition programs. 
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Moving on to space programs, the bill 
addresses several key aspects of space 
system acquisition. It includes impor- 
tant provisions aimed at maintaining 
fair competition among space launch 
providers through fiscal year 2017. It 
does not, however, solve a potential 2- 
to 3-year gap after that, as launch pro- 
viders work to develop and certify a 
new American-made rocket engine to 
replace the Russian RD-180. I hope that 
gap does not occur, but if it does, I am 
sure this committee will revisit and 
correct the issue so we can maintain a 
competitive and healthy launch indus- 
trial base that both ensures DOD’s ac- 
cess to space and saves taxpayer dol- 
lars. The bill also makes important 
contributions to ensuring that we ad- 
dress the threats we may face in space 
by requiring an interagency policy and 
a principal DOD position to address 
these threats. 

We have authorized the President’s 
requested level of funding for the nu- 
clear modernization programs at the 
Department of Energy’s National Nu- 
clear Security Administration, or 
NNSA. We also create a program that 
enables the scientists and engineers at 
the NNSA to work on new concepts and 
methods that shorten the time and the 
cost for future life extensions of our 
warheads. 

Let me close noting that we fully 
fund the President’s request for non- 
proliferation at both the National Nu- 
clear Security Administration and the 
Department of Defense. At the NNSA, 
these programs collect loose nuclear 
material around the world, which could 
be used as terrorist devices against us. 
The NNSA also maintains a network of 
radiation detectors at borders across 
the world to detect the illegal transfer 
of nuclear material before it can cross 
our borders here in America. 

Finally, the Cooperative Threat Re- 
duction Program at the Department of 
Defense will continue to secure weap- 
ons of mass destruction all around the 
world, as it did with Syria’s chemical 
weapons and dangerous pathogens at 
Ebola clinics in West Africa. The rel- 
atively small sum of money in this pro- 
gram has made a noticeable difference 
in reducing dangerous threats to our 
country. 

I take particular pride in this pro- 
gram as the enduring legacy of my fel- 
low Hoosier, Senator Richard Lugar, 
who has done our Nation and the world 
a great service as a champion for nu- 
clear nonproliferation. He and Senator 
Sam Nunn were extraordinary leaders, 
and we are proud to try to follow in 
their tradition. 

I again thank Senator SESSIONS for 
the productive and bipartisan relation- 
ship we have had on the subcommittee 
and also all members on the sub- 
committee for taking part in our hear- 
ings and in crafting the provisions 
under this subcommittee’s jurisdiction. 
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I look forward to working with our 
colleagues to pass this important legis- 
lation. 

I yield back any remaining time that 
has been allotted. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak in morn- 
ing business for up to 15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EXPORT-IMPORT BANK 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, we have 
had a number of our colleagues come to 
the floor to talk about the importance 
of the Export-Import Bank, and I want 
to see if I can put in context the excep- 
tionally important work done by our 
colleagues Senator CANTWELL and Sen- 
ator HEITKAMP on this issue. 

We have been talking in this body for 
weeks now about the importance of 
trade and particularly tapping global 
markets, given the fact that there are 
going to be 1 billion middle-class peo- 
ple in the developing world in 2025. 
This is an exceptional opportunity for 
us to be able to sell the products we 
make here, whether they are com- 
puters or wine or helicopters or planes, 
you name it. 

We had a big debate about trade pro- 
motion authority. What I want to 
spend just a few minutes talking about 
is whether a Senator was for trade pro- 
motion authority or not, they ought to 
support the Export-Import Bank be- 
cause the Export-Import Bank provides 
key financing tools to promote prod- 
ucts that are made in my home State, 
in the States of our colleagues, and all 
across the land. It has supported tens 
of thousands of American jobs—even 
hundreds of thousands—for decades. It 
doesn’t cost American taxpayers a sin- 
gle dime. In fact, the Export-Import 
Bank covers its own costs and then 
some. It actually generates revenue for 
taxpayers—$7 billion over the last two 
decades and $675 million in fiscal year 
2014 alone. 

So what I would submit is the Ex- 
port-Import Bank is a way to ensure 
that in this country we get trade done 
right. I happen to believe it makes 
sense to support the trade promotion 
act because that is going to ensure 
that we are going to have a chance to 
drive down some of those tariffs that 
are barriers to American products. 
Whether you are for it or not, you 
ought to support the Export-Import 
Bank because it provides key tools so 
we can reduce barriers to our exports, 
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take on modern challenges that threat- 
en American workers, and fight to cre- 
ate more high-wage jobs in the United 
States because it provides the financ- 
ing you need in order to actually se- 
cure one of these deals. The Export-Im- 
port Bank is a core part of getting 
trade done right. 

Countries, including Germany, 
Japan, Mexico, and Canada, all have 
agencies that are up and running and 
do it in a fashion that make their ex- 
ports more competitive. How are they 
doing it? They are using financing 
tools, including supporting their manu- 
facturers and pushing their products 
into the global marketplace. 

As Senators CANTWELL and HEITKAMP 
have said, we need this tool to make 
sure our country doesn’t fall behind. 
We shouldn’t let the Export-Import 
Bank become some kind of ideological 
pinata that you keep bashing on, not 
recognizing it will hurt our competi- 
tiveness. I think it would be legislative 
malpractice to let the Bank expire be- 
cause it would needlessly endanger the 
thousands of businesses and tens of 
thousands of jobs supported by Ex-Im, 
including many in my home State. 

In particular, in Oregon, one can see 
that Ex-Im is a very substantial help 
to small- and medium-sized companies. 
In fact, 86 percent of the funds dis- 
bursed in fiscal year 2014 went to small 
businesses. Thanks to the Export-Im- 
port Bank, companies in Albany could 
find markets abroad and hire new 
workers. They manufacture important 
things such as titanium casting. 

Selmet is a perfect example, a com- 
pany that got its start in my home 
State years ago. Today, it employs 
hundreds of people in Oregon and 
across the United States, and 40 per- 
cent of its revenue comes from over- 
seas. They got off the ground with help 
from Ex-Im Bank, and it has customers 
in France, Germany, and Asia, and it is 
looking to expand further. 

These kinds of success stories are 
ones you see in every single State be- 
cause these startups got help when it 
was essential to have that added boost 
to be able to seize the opportunities 
around the world and create high- 
skilled, high-wage jobs. 

To me, when we debate the future of 
the Export-Import Bank, colleagues, 
this is about red, white, and blue jobs. 
Keeping the Export-Import Bank up 
and running with the important financ- 
ing tools it offers is part of getting 
trade done right. 

I commend our colleagues Senators 
CANTWELL, HEITKAMP, MURRAY, and 
GRAHAM, who have come together in a 
bipartisan way to work to extend the 
Bank as quickly as possible, and they 
have my support. 


EE 
NATIONAL HEMP HISTORY WEEK 


Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I asked 
for an extra few minutes. I want to 
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spend another few minutes just talking 
about another part of our economy 
that I think can grow in the days 
ahead, and I would ask unanimous con- 
sent, Mr. President, to bring a basket 
of Oregon products onto the floor at 
this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, this 
week is National Hemp History Week, 
and to help celebrate I thought I would 
show a few Oregon-made hemp prod- 
ucts to highlight the many uses and 
opportunities for industrial hemp in 
my State and across the country. 

In the basket I brought, I have food, 
soap, clothes, and even deck sealant, 
all made in Oregon, bought and sold in 
American stores and used by Ameri- 
cans. Oregon companies such as Bob’s 
Red Mill, Fiddlebumps, and Hemp 
Shield contribute to our economy in 
unique ways. Industrial hemp supports 
a $620 million industry in America, and 
our companies have found innovative 
ways of incorporating it into everyday 
products. 

However, the full growth potential of 
this industry is being cut down before 
it can fully bloom because a single in- 
gredient that links all of these prod- 
ucts—the hemp itself—cannot be grown 
in America. The unfortunate reality is 
that current Federal rules prohibit our 
farmers from growing industrial hemp 
on American soil. This means 100 per- 
cent of the hemp used in these products 
is imported from other nations. The 
Federal ban on hemp amounts, in my 
view, to a restriction on free enter- 
prise, and it doesn’t accomplish any- 
thing but stifles job creation and eco- 
nomic growth. 

We are the world’s largest consumers 
of hemp products, but we are the only 
major industrialized nation to ban 
hemp farming. This hasn’t always been 
the case, and it doesn’t have to con- 
tinue to be the case. It was once a 
booming crop in America and it can 
and should be again. 

American farmers were growing this 
product as early as the 1600s, before our 
Nation was even founded. The Declara- 
tion of Independence, colleagues, was 
written on paper made from hemp. In 
the 1800s and early 1900s, it was used to 
make rope, heating oil, and textiles. 
During World War II we used it as part 
of the Hemp for Victory Program to 
support our soldiers. But everything 
got changed when hemp got wrapped up 
with marijuana in Federal regulations, 
and it has been banned ever since. Are 
they related? Maybe industrial hemp 
and marijuana are related species, but 
one should not be confused with the 
other, much like a Chihuahua and a St. 
Bernard. Mixing hemp in with a ban on 
growing marijuana is based on a lot of 
misconception. No matter where Mem- 
bers of this body come down on medical 
or recreational marijuana, industrial 
hemp and marijuana might be related 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


plant species, but there are big dif- 
ferences between them, such as their 
chemical makeup. 

Because they are not the same plant, 
they should not be treated with the 
same regulation and prohibitions. In 
my view, keeping the ban on growing 
hemp makes about as much sense as in- 
stituting a ban on Portobello mush- 
rooms. There is no reason to outlaw a 
product that is perfectly safe because 
of what it is related to. 

That is why the majority leader Sen- 
ator MCCONNELL and I came together, 
with our colleague from Kentucky 
RAND PAUL and my colleague from Or- 
egon JEFF MERKLEY—we came together 
on a bipartisan basis to introduce the 
Industrial Hemp Farming Act. Our bill 
would make sure hemp does not get 
lumped into the definition of mari- 
juana in the Controlled Substances 
Act. 

Our bill is all about stopping the un- 
fair punishment of entrepreneurs and 
farmers who want to be part of a grow- 
ing ag industry here in America. Com- 
panies in our Nation that are import- 
ing hemp to use in food, cosmetics, 
soap, clothing, and auto parts, they 
ought to be buying that hemp from 
American farmers and contributing to 
our agricultural sector. 

I will close by way of saying there 
are also big environmental benefits to 
industrial hemp. It takes less water to 
grow hemp than it does to grow cotton, 
and hemp generally requires fewer pes- 
ticides than other crops. I will put it 
this way, colleagues: If you can buy it 
at your local supermarket—and I got 
involved in this because I saw it at 
Costco when my wife was pregnant 
with our third child—if you can buy it 
at the local supermarket, American 
farmers ought to be able to grow it. 

I urge my colleagues to join me, the 
distinguished majority leader Senator 
MCCONNELL, his colleague Senator 
RAND PAUL, and my colleague Senator 
MERKLEY in our legislation to address 
this gap in American law and today 
join me in celebrating National Hemp 
History Week by learning more about 
this safe and versatile crop and the po- 
tential it holds to bolster American ag- 
riculture and the domestic economy. 

These products are products that are 
sold all across America. We ought to 
have a chance for our farmers—farmers 
in Nebraska, farmers in Arkansas, 
farmers in Indiana—to be able to grow 
this product and reap the benefits of 
the private economy associated with it. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 


EE 
WASTEFUL SPENDING 


Mr. COATS. Mr. President, it is 
“Waste of the Week” time again, and 
the waste of the Federal Government’s 
spending just keeps piling up. Today, I 
am taking a look at the U.S. Depart- 
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ment of Veterans Affairs. We all have a 
stake in this. I am a veteran, but even 
those of us who are not veterans have 
a stake in making sure our veterans 
are getting the use of taxpayer dollars 
for their benefit for the sacrifices they 
made. 

Over the past year, we have been 
hearing on the floor and continue to 
see story after story of mismanage- 
ment that is plaguing the VA. Many of 
these news articles tell the story of our 
Nation’s heroes not receiving the care 
or the resources they have earned and 
that they deserve. Last month—just 
last month—I read yet another fright- 
ening headline, frustrating. ‘‘Veterans 
Affairs improperly spent $6 Billion an- 
nually, senior VA official says’’—im- 
properly spent $6 billion annually. 

According to an internal memo writ- 
ten by the VA’s senior official for pro- 
curement, the VA has been wasting 
taxpayer money by violating Federal 
contracting rules to pay for medical 
care and expenses. Under law, VA pur- 
chases require competitive bidding and 
proper contracts, but testimony from 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Acqui- 
sition and Logistics Jan Frye, before 
Congress last month revealed that just 
the opposite is occurring. 

So the medical care and supplies our 
veterans need for their medical needs 
are being compromised at a cost of $6 
billion a year. Mr. Frye wrote: 

Over the past five years, some senior VA 
acquisition and finance officials have will- 
fully violated the public trust while Federal 
procurement and financial laws were de- 
based. Their overt actions and dereliction of 
duties combined have resulted in billions of 
taxpayer dollars being spent without regard 
to Federal laws and regulations, making a 
mockery of Federal statutes. 

An example of this violation is found 
with VA purchase cards. Typically, VA 
uses these cards for smaller purchases 
of up to $3,000, according to the rules 
and regulations. But they were inap- 
propriately used to buy billions of dol- 
lars’ worth of medical supplies without 
contracts or oversight. Mr. Frye con- 
tinued: 

In addition, doors are flung wide open for 
fraud, waste and abuse when contracts are 
not executed. For example, by law, prices 
paid for goods or services subject to contract 
can only be determined to be fair and reason- 
able by duly appointed contracting officers. I 
can state without reservation that VA has 
and continues to waste millions of dollars by 
paying excessive prices for goods and serv- 
ices due to breaches of Federal procurement 
laws. 

According to reports, the VA has 
failed to engage in a competitive bid- 
ding or signing contract process ensur- 
ing a good deal for the services they 
are unable to provide in house, such as 
specialized tests and surgeries and 
other procedures. In fact, the VA has 
paid at least $5 billion in such fees in 
violation of Federal rules. 

This is yet but another example of 
what the White House has recognized— 


8706 


as—and I quote—‘‘corrosive culture” at 
the Veterans’ Administration. I think 
we all agree our 8.7 million American 
veterans and our more than 130 million 
taxpayers deserve a lot better. Given 
the large scale of purchases made by 
the VA, proper procurement procedures 
ensure the best products for veterans 
and the best value for taxpayers. 

Aside from higher prices, a lack of 
contracts can result in a lack of over- 
sight. The VA, just like Congress, is ac- 
countable and must be accountable for 
what it spends. Now, I understand the 
incredible pressure the VA has been 
under with the recent influx of new 
veterans. I appreciate the good work of 
many people who work at the VA. 
Still, no matter the growth in need, it 
is never in order to violate Federal law. 
This kind of reckless spending cannot 
and must not be tolerated. 

Each year, Congress sends billions of 
dollars to the VA to care for our vet- 
erans. With those funds, comes an obli- 
gation to use every dollar of those 
funds properly. By simply requiring the 
VA to comply with Federal law, we can 
save $6 billion. This is a simple fix with 
large results and we should take it. 

Today, I am adding an additional $6 
billion to our ever-increasing gauge of 
taxpayer money that comes to Wash- 
ington and is spent for improper and 
unnecessary purposes. We are now two- 
thirds of the way to our goal of $100 bil- 
lion. We are going to be doing this 
every week as long as the Senate is in 
session this year. I hope we have to add 
an additional attachment to this gauge 
because, folks, there is no end to dis- 
covering the kind of waste of tax- 
payers’ money for unnecessary pro- 
grams, violating the law, violating reg- 
ulations, mismanaging the spending at 
the Federal level. We are going to con- 
tinue to point out these issues week 
after week. Hopefully, we can get the 
attention of our colleagues and the 
American people, and they will demand 
that we do something about this. 

While we have not been able—no 
thanks to the administration—to come 
up with a sensible, long-term fix to our 
deficit spending and continuing plunge 
into debt, we can at least look at these 
programs that have been identified by 
the inspector generals, by the Govern- 
ment Accountability Office, and by the 
Office of Management and Budget as 
wasting taxpayer dollars. 

So there is much we can do while we 
are trying to get to the point where we 
have an administration that allows us 
to address the larger issue; that is, a 
government out of control, spending 
taxpayers’ money and wasting money, 
which we will point out every week. 
Tune in again next week for the next 
“Waste of the Week.”” 

I thank my colleague from Nebraska 
for generously yielding me the time to 
do this. I have somewhat of a schedule 
hitch. She was gracious enough to 
allow me the time. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 


Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak about the National Defense 
Authorization Act or NDAA. The brave 
men and women who serve in our 
Armed Forces have protected our Na- 
tion for generations. Because of their 
selflessness, we are able to enjoy many 
freedoms here at home, but it is impor- 
tant to remember that these liberties 
are not free. 

The sacrifices made by our service- 
members are extraordinary, and we 
must ensure that they have the re- 
sources necessary and needed to defend 
the United States. That is why the 
NDAA has been passed each of the last 
53 years. I was proud to continue this 
tradition by working with my col- 
leagues on the Senate Armed Services 
Committee to pass the fiscal year 2016 
NDAA only a few weeks ago. 

While this bill is not perfect, it is the 
result of a bipartisan compromise to 
perform the most important function 
of the Federal Government, providing 
for the national defense. This bill’s im- 
portance is widely known, but the de- 
tails are not often given enough atten- 
tion. 

For this reason, I would like to take 
a moment to discuss some of the key 
provisions that play such a critical role 
in preserving the security of our Na- 
tion and the effectiveness of our mili- 
tary. Included in this bill are several 
commonsense proposals to cut ineffi- 
ciencies and use the savings that are 
generated to better meet the needs of 
our warfighters. 

For example, the Air Force’s next- 
generation bomber and new tanker pro- 
gram have both suffered delays and 
they cannot spend the full amount re- 
quested when the budget was sub- 
mitted in February. So this bill re- 
duces funding for these programs ac- 
cordingly and moves about $660 million 
in savings to meet unfunded require- 
ments of our military. 

Across a large number of budget 
lines, unjustified increases were re- 
duced, troubled programs were cut, and 
again the difference was used to meet 
high-priority requirements of our men 
and women in uniform. 

The bill also combats the continued 
growth in headquarters staff at the 
Pentagon and major commands, an 
issue I discussed with Secretary Carter 
at his confirmation hearing. Two years 
ago, the Department announced its in- 
tention to reduce 20 percent of its 
headquarters staff by 2019. However, it 
has yet to provide the Armed Services 
Committee with a plan to accomplish 
these reductions. 

This legislation takes action. It re- 
duces funding for headquarters and 
management staff by 7.5 percent. This 
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goes beyond even the Department’s 
stated goal. It results in $1.7 billion in 
savings that are reprioritized to sup- 
port more important needs. In all, the 
bill moves about $10 billion from un- 
necessary spending to increase the ca- 
pabilities of our warfighters. One such 
area is the development of the ad- 
vanced technologies. 

This bill sets aside $400 million for 
the offset initiative announced by the 
Department in November of last year. 
The technological superiority of our 
forces has come under increasing 
threat in recent years. This is an issue 
that the Emerging Threats and Capa- 
bilities Subcommittee, which I chair, 
has followed closely. 

The new funding devoted to this ini- 
tiative is targeted toward the develop- 
ment of the next-generation tech- 
nology, such as lasers and railguns that 
will enable our military’s continued 
advantage on the battlefield of the fu- 
ture. 

I am also pleased that this bill will 
fully support the modernization of our 
nuclear forces, and it includes addi- 
tional funding requested by the Depart- 
ment to address critical needs in our 
nuclear forces identified in reviews last 
year. 

The bill reauthorizes key assistance 
and training programs, and it also pro- 
vides the Secretary of Defense new au- 
thority to partner with nations in the 
Middle East, the South Pacific, and 
Eastern Europe to support U.S. inter- 
ests in these key regions. It also codi- 
fies the Department of Defense’s role in 
defending the Nation in cyber space, 
and it requires the Department to reg- 
ularly conduct training exercises with 
other governmental agencies to meet 
this responsibility. 

The importance of the last two issues 
I mentioned, cyber security and secu- 
rity assistance programs, was rein- 
forced during a recent trip that I led to 
Eastern Europe. 

Our allies there are deeply concerned 
by Russia's military intervention in 
Ukraine and their increasingly provoc- 
ative behavior. They are all calling for 
more cooperation with the United 
States in both of these key areas. 

These are just a few of the reasons 
why the NDAA is such an important 
piece of legislation. While I strongly 
support many of its provisions, it is 
important to repeat that this is the 
product of bipartisan compromise, not 
consensus. 

One of the most hotly debated topics 
during the committee’s markup proc- 
ess was the use of overseas contingency 
operations funds to meet basic defense 
requirements. In a world where ISIL 
continues to expand its reach, Russia 
has seized Crimea and pours fighters 
into eastern Ukraine, and China is in- 
timidating its neighbors and building 
islands in the South China Sea, we 
must fund our national defense. To not 
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do so would be unacceptable. We can- 
not hold our military hostage to a po- 
litical controversy. 

Despite disagreements, the com- 
mittee has again produced a com- 
promise product—as it has year after 
year—that supports our national de- 
fense and the needs of our men and 
women in uniform. I am inspired by 
their service, and I look forward to 
continuing to work with my colleagues 
to protect our great Nation as the full 
Senate considers the NDAA. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi- 
dent, I understand that we are now in 
a period of morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
FISCHER). The Senator is correct. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Therefore, it is 
not in order for me to call up an 
amendment to the Defense bill. I will 
come back and get this amendment 
pending at the appropriate time on the 
floor. 


(Mrs. 


— 


CITIZENS UNITED DECISION 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi- 
dent, I wish to take a few minutes now 
to speak about my amendment No. 
1693, which responds to the very unfor- 
tunate Citizens United decision. Janu- 
ary 2015 was that decision’s fifth anni- 
versary, and it has had a pretty nefar- 
ious effect on our democracy. 

The premise of the decision was that 
unlimited corporate expenditures 
would not corrupt or exert improper in- 
fluence in our American democratic 
process because there would be a re- 
gime of—to quote the decision—‘‘effec- 
tive disclosure”? that would ‘‘provide 
shareholders and citizens with the in- 
formation needed to hold corporations 
and elected officials accountable for 
their positions and supporters.” 

Well, here we are. Everybody in this 
room knows that there has been no ef- 
fective disclosure whatsoever. We live 
in a world of dark money in which spe- 
cial interests spend tens and even hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars in elections 
to buy influence and to try to make 
sure that people get their way. There is 
neither public knowledge nor account- 
ability about that dark money spend- 
ing. 

The Louisville Courier-Journal, in an 
editorial in June 2012, described the 
problem very well: 

Money. Buckets of it. Tidal waves that one 
pundit has dubbed the “tsunami of slime.” 

Well, we who are in this political 
world have experienced firsthand that 
tsunami of slime that the Citizens 
United decision unleashed. In the 2014 
midterm elections, the Washington 
Post has reported that at least 31 per- 
cent of all independent spending in 
those elections was spent by groups 
that don’t disclose who their donors 
are. You don’t know who is behind 
their money. 
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You know the candidates know who 
is behind the money. For sure they are 
going to be told, but the public doesn’t 
know who is behind that money. 

And that 31 percent doesn’t even 
count what are called issue ads, where 
somebody says the Presiding Officer, 
for instance, has a terrible position on 
this issue and you need to call her and 
tell her that her position is terrible, 
anti-American, wicked, no good, and 
that she is awful—and on and on they 
go. That is an issue ad, and so it 
doesn’t even count. So that whole 
extra bit—also dark—is not even part 
of the 31 percent. 

And the big, obvious thing that the 
Citizens United decision completely 
overlooked is that if you give big cor- 
porations and hugely wealthy special 
interests the ability to spend on elec- 
tions, guess what else you give them. 
You give them the ability to threaten 
to spend or to promise to spend, and 
you know that those threats and prom- 
ises are never going to be in any re- 
gime of effective disclosure. That is the 
ultimate private exercise of political 
influence. We have no idea how big the 
effect is of those silent threats and 
promises—silent, at least, to the pub- 
lic. 

The American people are pretty fed 
up. The New York Times this week re- 
ported on a poll, and I will just quote 
a little bit from the story: 

The findings reveal deep support among 
Republicans and Democrats alike for new 
measures to restrict the influence of wealthy 
givers, including limiting the amount of 
money that can be spent by “super PACs” 
and forcing more public disclosure on organi- 
zations now permitted to intervene in elec- 
tions without disclosing the names of their 
donors. 

And the story continues: 

And by a significant margin, they reject 
the argument that underpins close to four 
decades of Supreme Court jurisprudence on 
campaign finance: that political money is a 
form of speech protected by the First 
Amendment. 

Clearly, money facilitates speech, 
but it also facilitates bribery. It also 
facilitates simply bludgeoning political 
actors and political parties with pres- 
sure. 

Now, the results here: 

More than four in five Americans [more 
than 80 percent of Americans] say money 
plays too great a role in political campaigns 

. while two-thirds say that the wealthy 
have more of a chance to influence the elec- 
tions process than other Americans. 

That is not healthy when 80 percent 
of Americans think that money plays 
too great a part and two-thirds of 
Americans think that they don’t have 
an equal shot in elections compared to 
the wealthy. 

And it is not only Democrats and 
independents who feel this way. I will 
continue to read: 

Those concerns—and the divide between 
Washington elites and the rest of the coun- 
try—extend to Republicans. Three-quarters 
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of self-identified Republicans support requir- 
ing more disclosure by outside spending or- 
ganizations. ... Republicans in the poll 
were almost as likely as Democrats to favor 
further restrictions on campaign donations. 

So if three-quarters of self-identified 
Republicans support requiring more 
disclosure by outside political spending 
organizations, I would hope that I 
could get support for this amendment 
which would require some disclosure. 

It would require any company that 
contracts with the Department of De- 
fense—and they get big contracts with 
billions, hundreds of billions of dol- 
lars—to disclose all of its campaign 
spending over $10,000. It is a require- 
ment that would apply to all the cor- 
porate officers, the board members, and 
to anyone who owns 5 percent or more 
of the company. 

When there is that much money 
sloshing around in the defense budget, 
and when political actors are making 
the decisions about where that goes, we 
ought to be able to connect the dots be- 
tween those corporations and whom 
they are giving big money to. 

So this is a very simple disclosure 
provision. Again, 75 percent of Repub- 
licans support increased disclosure, 
and, in fact, a considerable number of 
Republicans in the Senate used to sup- 
port disclosure. Over and over, you see 
Members who are still here, including 
the majority leader, who were ardent 
supporters of disclosure—ardent sup- 
porters of disclosure, that is, until it 
turned out that after Citizens United, 
the big, dark money tended to come in 
on behalf of—guess what—Republicans. 

So the disclosure principle evapo- 
rated, but I think it has to come back. 
The public is sick of it. It is time we 
cleaned up the political process from 
all this dark money. It is totally con- 
sistent with the premise of the Citizens 
United decision. 

So when the time comes for me to 
call up this amendment and get it 
pending, I will do so with the hope that 
we can find some Republican support 
for the American people being allowed 
to know who is spending big bucks to 
influence elections. We are entitled to 
know that. 


EE 


AMENDMENT NO. 1521 


Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi- 
dent, one other thing I wish to speak in 
favor of is the amendment of Senator 
REED, my senior Senator—Senator 
JACK REED of Rhode Island—to cut the 
so-called OCO budget gimmick from 
the Defense bill. 

I am on the Budget Committee, and I 
have heard very passionate protesta- 
tions from my colleagues on the Budg- 
et Committee about the importance of 
reducing the deficit, not dealing with 
the national debt, reducing borrowing, 
deficit spending, and all of that. Well, 
when it comes to this particular bill, 
suddenly all of those concerns have 
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gone completely out the window. They 
are funding a significant portion of this 
Defense authorization with imaginary 
money, with an account that is not in- 
tended to support ongoing, continuing, 
baseline defense expenditures, and that 
is reserved for overseas contingencies 
and that, therefore, doesn’t have to be 
paid for. So it would be a clear increase 
to the debt and the deficit to go down 
this road, and we would very much pre- 
fer that instead of using the so-called 
OCO gimmick to fund this authoriza- 
tion with deficit spending, we sit down 
and have a mature and consequential 
discussion between the White House 
and the Senate and the House on where 
our spending is going to go and with 
what accounts we are going to be able 
to do it. Before we start going account 
by account through the appropriations 
process, we have a plan in mind so that 
we don’t find that certain favored ac- 
counts get dealt with first and then the 
rug gets pulled out from under the oth- 
ers. 

I think that is a reasonable way, and 
I support Senator REED’s amendment 
and his notion that we should have a 
bipartisan plan to replace the arbitrary 
sequester cuts with a balanced deficit- 
reduction strategy that includes, 
among other things, closing some 
wasteful tax loopholes. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAs- 
SIDY). Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


EE 
OIL EXPORTS 


Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, 
when we talk about national security 
issues and the vulnerabilities we have 
as a nation, I can think of no other 
area where we face such challenges and 
yet such opportunities when it comes 
to our energy assets and how we can 
utilize our energy policies at their 
intersection points with our national 
security policies. 

The inability of the United States to 
export oil is a vulnerability to our na- 
tion. At a time when we have risen to 
be the world’s top producer of oil, our 
outdated 1970s-era ban on oil exports is 
causing us to miss out on a significant 
economic- and security-related bene- 
fits. 

The good news is we can change this. 
It is within our power to change this, 
and that is why I have come to the 
floor this afternoon. 

Here is a fact: The United States is 
the only advanced Nation that pro- 
hibits crude oil exports. We are the 
only one. Countries such as Australia, 
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Denmark, Norway, the United King- 
dom, Canada, and even New Zealand all 
allow for both imports and exports, 
just like the normal trade in any other 
commodity. It is distinctly weird that 
we would prohibit our own exports. 

We are also in a position where our 
friends and our trading partners are 
openly asking us for assistance. They 
are coming to us and saying: Hey, can 
you help? We are your friends. We are 
your allies. You have the resources. 

The world has changed dramatically. 
We have new alliances. We have new 
threats. We have new hopes. We have 
new fears. It is my own hope that while 
the world may have changed, our Na- 
tion’s role as a global leader has not 
eroded. This is an area where we have 
an opportunity to prove it has not 
eroded. 

Our energy renaissance is a new 
thing, and sometimes it takes time to 
understand the implications of new 
things, of changes, but here is where 
we have been. We have already held 
about half a dozen hearings on the 
topic of oil exports in the House and in 
the Senate since last January. I intro- 
duced this subject last January 2014, 
and I said at that time that 2014 was 
going to be the year of the report, 
where we would seek out the experts, 
we would ask the think tanks to weigh 
in on this issue, and so they did. The 
reports that came out were numerous, 
they were considered, they were 
thoughtful, and they were all very 
helpful. Reports came out of the 
Brookings Institution, Columbia Uni- 
versity, the Center for a New American 
Security—too many to even list here. 
The individual experts who are in favor 
of allowing oil exports are also quite 
impressive. These are people whom we 
look to for leadership in a host of dif- 
ferent areas. 

There was a piece in the Wall Street 
Journal that I ask unanimous consent 
be printed in the RECORD, penned by 
Leon Panetta and Stephen Hadley, the 
Defense Secretary in the Obama ad- 
ministration and the National Security 
Advisor in the Bush administration. 
They wrote a piece that was entitled 
“The Oil-Export Ban Harms National 
Security.” It is well-founded, well- 
written, and to the point. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Wall Street Journal (Opinion) 

May 19, 2015] 
THE OIL-EXPORT BAN HARMS NATIONAL 
SECURITY 
THE U.S. IS WILLFULLY DENYING ITSELF A TOOL 

THAT COULD PROVE VITAL IN DEALING WITH 

THREATS FROM RUSSIA, IRAN AND OTHERS 
(By Leon E. Panetta and Stephen J. Hadley) 

The United States faces a startling array 
of global security threats, demanding na- 
tional resolve and the resolve of our closest 
allies in Europe and Asia. Iran's moves to be- 
come a regional hegemon, Russia's aggres- 
sion in Ukraine, and conflicts driven by Is- 
lamic terrorism throughout the Middle East 
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and North Africa are a few of the challenges 
calling for steadfast commitment to Amer- 
ican democratic principles and military 
readiness. The pathway to achieving U.S. 
goals also can be economic—as simple as en- 
suring that allies and friends have access to 
secure supplies of energy. 

Blocking access to these supplies is the 
ban on exporting U.S. crude oil that was en- 
acted, along with domestic price controls, 
after the 1973 Arab oil embargo. The price 
controls ended in 1981 but the export ban 
lives on, though America is awash in oil. 

The U.S. has broken free of its dependence 
on energy from unstable sources. Only 27% of 
the petroleum consumed here last year was 
imported, the lowest level in 30 years. Nearly 
half of those imports came from Canada and 
Mexico. But our friends and allies, particu- 
larly in Europe, do not enjoy the same de- 
gree of independence. The moment has come 
for the U.S. to deploy its oil and gas in sup- 
port of its security interests around the 
world. 

Consider Iran. Multilateral sanctions, in- 
cluding a cap on its oil exports, brought 
Tehran to the negotiating table. Those sanc- 
tions would have proved hollow without the 
surge in domestic U.S. crude oil production 
that displaced imports. Much of that foreign 
oil in turn found a home in European coun- 
tries, which then reduced their imports of 
Iranian oil to zero. 

The prospect of a nuclear agreement with 
Iran does not permit the U.S. to stand still. 
Once world economic growth increases the 
demand for oil, Iran is poised to ramp up its 
exports rapidly to nations whose reduced Ira- 
nian imports were critical to the sanctions’ 
success, including Japan, South Korea, Tai- 
wan, Turkey, India and China. U.S. exports 
would help those countries diversify their 
sources and avoid returning to their former 
level of dependence on Iran. 

More critically, if negotiations fail, or if 
Tehran fails to comply with its commit- 
ments, the sanctions should snap back into 
place, with an even tighter embargo on Ira- 
nian oil exports. It will be much harder to 
insist that other countries limit Iranian im- 
ports if the U.S. refuses to sell them its oil. 

There are other threats arising from global 
oil suppliers that the U.S. cannot afford to 
ignore. Libya is racked by civil war and at- 
tacks by the Islamic State. Venezuela’s mis- 
managed economy is near collapse. 

Most ominous is Russia’s energy strangle- 
hold on Europe. Fourteen NATO countries 
buy 15% or more of their oil from Russia, 
with several countries in Eastern and Cen- 
tral Europe exceeding 50%. Russia is the sole 
or predominant source of natural gas for sev- 
eral European countries including Finland, 
Slovakia, Bulgaria and the Baltic states. Eu- 
rope as a whole relies on Russia for more 
than a quarter of its natural gas. 

This situation leaves Europe vulnerable to 
Kremlin coercion. In January 2009, Russia 
cut off natural gas to Ukraine, and several 
European countries completely lost their gas 
supply. A recent EU “stress test” showed 
that a prolonged Russian supply disruption 
would result in several countries losing 60% 
of their gas supplies. 

Further, revenue from sales to Europe pro- 
vides Russia with considerable financial re- 
sources to fund its aggression in Ukraine. 
That conflict could conceivably spread 
through Central Europe toward the Baltic 
states. So far, the trans-Atlantic alliance 
has held firm, but the trajectory of this con- 
flict is unpredictable. The U.S. can provide 
friends and allies with a stable alternative to 
threats of supply disruption. This is a stra- 
tegic imperative as well as a matter of eco- 
nomic self-interest. 
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The domestic shale energy boom has sup- 
ported an estimated 2.1 million U.S. jobs, ac- 
cording to a 2013 IHS study, but the recent 
downturn in oil prices has led to massive 
cuts in capital spending for exploration and 
production. Layoffs in the oil patch have 
spread outward, notably to the steel indus- 
try. Lifting the export ban would put some 
of these workers back on the job and boost 
the U.S. economy. 

Why, then, does the ban endure? Habit and 
myth have something to do with it. U.S. en- 
ergy policy remains rooted in the scarcity 
mentality that took hold in the 1970s. Even 
now, public perception has yet to catch up to 
the reality that America has surpassed both 
Russia and Saudi Arabia as the world’s larg- 
est producer of liquid petroleum (exceeding 
11 million barrels a day). The U.S. became 
the largest natural gas producer in 2010, and 
the federal government will now license ex- 
ports of liquefied natural gas. 

The fear that exporting U.S. oil would 
cause domestic gasoline prices to rise is mis- 
placed. The U.S. already exports refined pe- 
troleum, including 875,000 barrels a day of 
gasoline in December 2014. The result is that 
U.S. gasoline prices approximate the world 
price. Several recent studies, including by 
the Brookings Institution, Resources for the 
Future and Rice University’s Center for En- 
ergy Studies, demonstrate that crude oil ex- 
ports would actually put downward pressure 
on U.S. gasoline prices, as more oil supply 
hits the global market and lowers global 
prices. 

Too often foreign-policy debates in Amer- 
ica focus on issues such as how much mili- 
tary power should be deployed to the Middle 
East, whether the U.S. should provide arms 
to the Ukrainians, or what tougher economic 
sanctions should be imposed on Iran. Ignored 
is a powerful, nonlethal tool: America’s 
abundance of oil and natural gas. The U.S. 
remains the great arsenal of democracy. It 
should also be the great arsenal of energy. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. It said directly: 
We keep this ban in place, this decades- 
old ban. It hurts us as a nation. It 
harms us from a national security per- 
spective, not to mention the benefits 
that oil exports will provide when it 
comes to increased production and in- 
creased jobs benefits to our economy. 

There are other folks out there who 
have also weighed in. Larry Summers, 
formerly the Treasury Secretary for 
President Clinton and also Director of 
the National Economic Council for 
President Obama, said this about lift- 
ing the ban on oil exports: ‘‘The merits 
are as clear as the merits with respect 
to any significant public policy issue 
that I have ever encountered.” This is 
a guy many people looked to for leader- 
ship in a host of different areas. The 
merits are as clear as the merits with 
respect to any significant public policy 
issue he has encountered. 

Tom Donilon, formerly the National 
Security Advisor to President Obama, 
has said that allowing exports ‘‘will in- 
crease diversity of supply, increase 
competition, reduce volatility and 
lower prices in global markets.”” 

The questions we needed to ask about 
oil exports have been asked, and an- 
swered favorably. Independent experts 
have studied what would happen if we 
lift the ban and almost universally en- 
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couraged us to move forward to lift 
this outdated, outmoded policy. 

This is not a partisan issue. My col- 
league from North Dakota is on the 
floor today. We have introduced bipar- 
tisan legislation to remove this ban. 
This is something which is simply in 
the best interest of the United States, 
both in terms of our economic strength 
and in terms of our national security. 

I am here today to tell our col- 
leagues, to repeat and remind our col- 
leagues that the time to legislate on 
oil exports is now. I think the bill we 
have in front of us, the National De- 
fense Authorization Act being led by 
our friend and colleague from Arizona, 
is the perfect vehicle on which to ad- 
vance this. Therefore, I ask unanimous 
consent to call up and make pending 
my amendment No. 1594, related to 
crude oil exports. 

Mr. President, I withhold the request 
to make this amendment pending at 
this point in time, but if I may proceed 
to speak to three quick components to 
the amendment. 

The first requires the Department of 
Energy to assess the impact that lift- 
ing sanctions on Iran would have on 
global oil markets. We would likely see 
higher Iranian oil exports, even as 
American producers are prohibited 
from accessing global markets. So our 
friends in Japan, India, South Korea, 
and elsewhere would continue import- 
ing from Iran, in part because they 
cannot get the crude oil from us. They 
cannot import from us. That situation 
is simply unacceptable. We would be 
lifting sanctions on Iranian oil while 
maintaining them on American oil. 

I have made this point and I have re- 
peated it before: Leaving in place the 
oil export ban on U.S. producers while 
at the same time sanctions are relieved 
on Iranian producers effectively sanc- 
tions U.S. oil production. 

There was an article in Reuters this 
week that revealed that India is now 
importing record volumes of oil di- 
rectly from Iran. Another from May 
showed record oil exports out of Iraq to 
global markets. Yet another shows the 
highest volumes of oil exports from 
Saudi Arabia in 10 years. So the fact is 
that we are simply not competing. 

The second component of my amend- 
ment says that 30 days after comple- 
tion of this report, all U.S. crude oil 
may be exported on the same basis as 
the regulations and law currently 
allow for exports of petroleum prod- 
ucts. Today, we can export gasoline, we 
can export diesel, we can export jet 
fuel—really, any refined product we 
can export without a license—but we 
cannot export crude oil. It does not 
make sense, and it is high time we re- 
solve that inconsistency. 

The third component of my amend- 
ment preserves the authorities of the 
President to block exports during 
emergencies, during a national secu- 
rity crisis, and so forth. 
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So what we have done is we have bor- 
rowed language on these authorities di- 
rectly from the legislation from 20 
years ago that authorized oil exports 
from Alaska’s North Slope, which was 
a measure that passed the Senate on a 
bipartisan vote, 74 to 25, and was signed 
into law by President Clinton. What we 
had over 20 years ago was an over- 
whelmingly favorable vote well before 
this American energy renaissance 
began. 

I find the whole idea that oil exports 
would still be prohibited a little mind- 
boggling. The Commerce Department 
keeps a list of commodities that are in 
short supply. They call this the short 
supply controls. Historically, these 
controls were generally not blanket 
prohibitions; they were on items such 
as aluminum, copper, iron and steel 
scrap, diamond bort and powder, nickel 
selenium, and the polio vaccine—not 
blanket prohibitions, just bits of them. 
Only three items remain on the short 
supply controls list. One of them—you 
guessed it—is crude oil, the second is 
western red cedar, and the third is 
horse for slaughter. There is also a 
small caveat here that prohibits ex- 
ports from the Naval Petroleum Re- 
serves, but, really, the list is pretty 
short. There are three things: crude oil, 
western cedar trees, and horse for 
slaughter. Clearly our policy needs to 
be modernized. 

We see many parts of the world in a 
state of unrest. Many parts of the 
world are seemingly on fire. America 
and American energy need to be ready 
to render vital assistance to our friends 
who are counting on us to demonstrate 
that global leadership. This is our 
chance, and I look forward to further 
discussion on the floor as we move this 
NDAA measure forward. 

I encourage colleagues to look at this 
amendment, look at the merits of the 
reports that have gone down in the 
past year, and look to updating this 
very outdated policy that is holding us 
back as a nation. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Alaska for her 
remarks. Please count me in. It is very 
timely and extremely important. 


EEE 


71ST ANNIVERSARY OF D-DAY 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. President, this 
Saturday will be the 71st anniversary 
of one of the greatest days in history— 
D-day, June 6, 1944, the day that led to 
Allied victory in Europe in World War 
II, the preservation of Western democ- 
racy, no less, and freedom for genera- 
tions to come. 

Few days in history belong to indi- 
viduals, but this day, D-day, belongs to 
Dwight David Eisenhower. Ike came to 
this day, which forever established his 
place in history as a soldier, as a Kan- 
san, and most of all as an American. 
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I come to the floor today as a Sen- 
ator, aS a marine, and as Ike’s fellow 
Kansan. Most of all, I come to share 
Ike with my fellow Americans and my 
colleagues in the Senate. 

There are days in history that 
change nations and the course of his- 
tory itself. D-day, June 6, 1944, was one 
of those days. The events growing out 
of that day changed the course of mil- 
lions of lives, preserved Western civili- 
zation, and led to victory over a ruth- 
less tyranny totally dedicated to de- 
stroying democracy. 

The sacrifices and human losses were 
immense. Several weeks ago, on May 8, 
the whole of Europe—from Amsterdam 
to Moscow—was not only celebrating 
European victory in World War II but 
also remembering the special sacrifices 
of the brave young Americans who 
made victory possible when it seemed 
impossible, especially in June of 1944, 
when the whole of Europe and much of 
Russia was under the Nazi boot. These 
cataclysmic events were set in motion 
on D-day by the heroic decisionmaking 
of one man, a Kansan from modest ori- 
gins and humble roots—Dwight David 
Eisenhower—who, at the direction of 
the President of the United States, car- 
ried individually the sole responsibility 
of supreme command of all Allied 
forces in Europe in World War II. 

The decision to launch the invasion 
was his alone, and the risk of failure 
was enormous, with huge human losses 
assured for America and all of its al- 
lies. Ike’s decision, however, proved 
correct and was followed by the great- 
est demonstration of military coalition 
leadership ever seen in history—before 
or since D-day. This brilliant leader- 
ship by General Eisenhower led to vic- 
tory in Europe in 1945, followed by the 
defeat of Japan. 

Ike never let his gigantic role in his- 
tory push his ego ahead of modesty, 
common sense, and humility. As he fa- 
mously said in 1945, “Humility must al- 
ways be the portion of any man who re- 
ceives acclaim earned in blood of his 
followers and sacrifices of his friends.”” 

Ike’s transcending humanity won not 
only his fellow citizens’ respect but 
also their affection. Indeed, he won the 
respect and affection of much of the 
world, and he is celebrated internation- 
ally to this very day. 

Currently, I am privileged to serve as 
the chairman of the Eisenhower Memo- 
rial Commission. Two giants of the 
United States Senate brought me to 
this role: Congressional Medal of Honor 
winner Danny Inouye and U.S. Army 
Flying Tiger pilot Ted Stevens, both 
combat-decorated World War II vet- 
erans who decided Ike, both as general 
and as President, should be nationally 
memorialized. They decided and con- 
vinced the Congress that the general 
and President Eisenhower should be 
nationally celebrated. And the day it 
all began was D-day. 

Senator Inouye from Hawaii and Sen- 
ator Stevens from Alaska knew that 
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Ike represented more than Kansas, 
more than America, but the entire 
world as well and that he spoke to the 
world. His identity was simple, basic, 
and convincing. In paying homage in 
1945 to the British fathers and mothers 
of the soldiers, sailors, and airmen who 
had died under his command, he also 
said, “I am not a native of this land. I 
come from the very heart of America.” 

It is a paradox of unfortunate irony 
that those members of the “greatest 
generation” who come on Honor 
Flights from all across our great Na- 
tion to the World War II Memorial can- 
not visit, reflect, and pay homage to a 
memorial to the general who led them 
to victory. 

Today, in the midst of a much dif- 
ferent war and during a time when our 
Nation is searching for resolve, com- 
mitment, and leadership, I suggest and 
recommend that all of my colleagues 
reflect upon the unique leadership of 
America’s greatest general when the 
future of Western democracy was in 
grave peril. Time is of the essence, and 
now is the time to complete a lasting 
memorial and tribute to America’s 
greatest wartime general and President 
of the United States whose legacy was 
8 years of peace and prosperity. The 
veterans of World War II and their fam- 
ilies know this, and their counterparts 
all over the world know this as well. 
With the completion of the Eisenhower 
memorial, their children and grand- 
children and generations to come will 
understand the tremendous commit- 
ment undertaken in defense of free- 
dom, then and now. 

Now is the time. 

I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 


EE 
OIL EXPORTS 


Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, be- 
fore I begin what has turned into my 
weekly discussion about the sacrifices 
of 198 North Dakotans who lost their 
lives in Vietnam, I wish to briefly men- 
tion and associate myself with the re- 
marks of my great friend and tremen- 
dous colleague, LISA MURKOWSKI from 
Alaska, as she talks about oil exports. 

I will tell you this: There are very 
few issues we confront in the Senate 
where there is absolutely nothing on 
the negative equation. What do I mean 
by that? Changing this policy has hun- 
dreds of good ideas and good reasons, 
and there is absolutely no reason not 
to do it. AS we continue to pursue fair- 
ness for the oil-and-gas-producing in- 
dustry, allowing them to seek their 
market as we continue to pursue an op- 
portunity for our consumers to experi- 
ence lower oil and gas prices, as we 
kind of move forward with oil and gas 
policy, I think it is critically impor- 
tant that we understand and appreciate 
that in this arena, the effort is bipar- 
tisan, the effort is essential for energy 
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security in our country, energy inde- 
pendence in our country, and energy 
security across the world. 

I applaud Senator MURKOWSKI for 
taking on this issue. I believe that as 
she has said, this is the year it must 
get done. I look forward to our con- 
tinuing efforts, our bipartisan efforts 
to move this along. 


— A 


HONORING VIETNAM VETERANS 
AND NORTH DAKOTA’S SOLDIERS 
WHO LOST THEIR LIVES IN VIET- 
NAM 


Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, be- 
fore I begin to talk about the 198 North 
Dakotans who died while serving our 
country in Vietnam, I want to first 
mention and publicly thank a great 
Vietnam veteran, Jim Schothorst of 
Grand Forks. He is a Vietnam veteran. 
He enlisted in the Army and served in 
Vietnam from December 1966 to March 
1969 as a construction engineer with 
the 169th Engineer Battalion. 

He was raised in McVille. He now 
lives in Grand Forks. He received his 
degree from the University of North 
Dakota and was employed with the 
Grand Forks Health Department for 25 
years. 

Jim has been extraordinarily helpful 
to the North Dakota congressional del- 
egation whenever we have needed to 
gather input or hear from Grand Forks 
area veterans. 

Thank you, Jim, for your service to 
our country. 

I want to again extend my comments 
and talk about 14 men who did not 
make it home from Vietnam. 

WESLEY CRAIG BRENNO 

The first soldier whom I will talk 
about is Wesley Craig Brenno. Craig 
was from Larson. He was born Feb- 
ruary 18, 1945. He served in the Marine 
Corps Charlie Company, 1st Battalion, 
lst Marines. Craig died on March 28, 
1967. He was 22 years old. 

He attended school in Columbus and 
was a star athlete. He was voted most 
valuable player, and he lettered in 
baseball, basketball, and football from 
eighth grade through his senior year of 
high school. 

In 1963, he began his college career at 
the University of North Dakota on a 
baseball scholarship and became an ac- 
tive member and officer of the Lambda 
Chi Alpha fraternity. After finishing 
his junior year of college, Craig en- 
listed in the Marine Corps. The Acting 
Secretary of the Navy wrote the fol- 
lowing in Craig’s citation for the Silver 
Star Medal. 

He unhesitatingly assumed the hazardous 
point position and while fearlessly advancing 
at the front of his team, he was severely 
wounded by an enemy mine. Despite intense 
pain, he valiantly continued to direct his 
men, urging them forward to complete their 
mission. 

About a week after sustaining that 
injury, Craig died from his wounds. 


June 4, 2015 


Nearly 600 people attended Craig’s fu- 
neral. 

In addition to receiving many medals 
honoring his sacrifice and service, 
Craig was also inducted into the North 
Dakota American Legion Baseball Hall 
of Fame, and his fraternity named 
their library after him. 

His family cherishes an essay enti- 
tled “My Philosophy of Life” Craig 
wrote in the eighth grade, where he 
stated: 

I believe in a free country. People must 
have courage and be willing to fight for our 
freedom. 

CHRISTOPHER DAVIS 


Christopher Davis was from Belcourt 
and was born June 1, 1942. He served in 
the Army’s 17th Field Hospital as a 
medic. Chris was 24 years old when he 
died on March 18, 1967. 

He was one of seven children. Also, 
his nephew, Gerald, was raised by 
Chris's parents and the two were as 
close as brothers. Gerald remembers 
Chris's fun personality and the little 
jokes and tricks he played on people, 
like dressing up and impersonating 
others. Chris loved to sing and play the 
guitar, and once won second place in a 
contest singing Ricky Nelson's “Poor 
Little Fool.” 

While serving in Vietnam, Chris 
mailed his parents a letter describing 
seeing more blood in 1 day in the hos- 
pital in Vietnam than he had seen in 
his whole lifetime before that. 

After Chris died, Gerald served in the 
Army in Vietnam. Gerald went to visit 
the hospital where Chris worked but 
left almost as soon as he entered be- 
cause of the awful cries and screams 
that he heard. Chris's family says that 
Chris's son Marcus has similar looks 
and mannerisms to Chris. Marcus was 
just a baby when Chris died. 

DEWAYNE SELBY 

DeWayne Selby was from Bismarck. 
He was born July 6, 1948. He served in 
the Marine Corps’ India Company, 3rd 
Battalion, 3rd Marines. DeWayne died 
on May 26, 1968. He was 19 years old. 

DeWayne was one of four children. 
His brother, Richard, also served our 
country in the Navy. DeWayne's sister, 
Phyllis, and his wife, Evan, remember 
what a soft heart DeWayne had. When 
he was 15 years old, he moved in with 
his grandparents so he could help take 
care of his aging grandfather. After 
high school, DeWayne worked as a me- 
chanic, often fixing cars for free for 
people who did not have any money. 
DeWayne taught Phyllis how to play 
football and baseball with the boys, but 
if they got too rough, DeWayne pro- 
tected his little sister. 

DeWayne was shot and killed about a 
month into his tour of duty in Viet- 
nam. 

LARRY WARBIS 

Larry Warbis was from Haynes. He 
was born October 15, 1948. He served in 
the Army’s 9th Infantry Division. He 
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died on October 6, 1968. He was 19 years 
old. 

Larry was one of five children and at- 
tended Haynes High School, where he 
played basketball. He then worked at 
the Haynes elevator, where his brother 
managed the elevator. 

Larry’s sister, Vicki, says that she 
and Larry spent their free time to- 
gether hunting, catching snakes, and 
shooting pheasants year-round. Their 
mother scolded them for shooting 
pheasants out of season but then 
cooked the birds for the family to eat 
anyway. 

Vicki remembers Larry as a kind, 
soft person. Their cousin, Sharon 
Campbell, remembers having fun baby- 
sitting Larry and what a nice young 
man he grew up to be. 

Larry was killed about 2 months into 
his tour of duty in Vietnam. Larry’s 
body was returned to his family on his 
20th birthday. 

DENNIS ““BUDDY”” WOSICK 

Dennis “Buddy”? Wosick was from 
Grand Forks and was born September 
26, 1947. He served in the Army’s 11th 
Infantry Brigade. Buddy died on June 
9, 1969. He was 21 years old. 

Although Dennis was his name, he 
was known to all of his family and 
friends as Buddy. First, he was his 
dad's little buddy, and as he grew up, 
he became a buddy to all who knew 
him. 

He had dreams about becoming an as- 
tronaut, and he could fix anything, in- 
cluding HAM radios, TVs, and cars. To 
this day, Buddy’s family still hears 
from people who knew him and people 
who have beautiful stories about his 
character, like when he gave up his 
lunch at school for another boy who 
had been bullied and whose sandwich 
was thrown on the ground. 

Buddy died saving the men in his bar- 
racks from an explosion that could 
have killed them if he had not bravely 
jumped into the ammunition truck to 
drive it from the targeted barracks as 
it was being attacked. His sister, 
Kathy, whom I had the privilege to 
meet last Sunday in Fargo, believes 
that Buddy knew he was giving his life 
by driving that truck away, but that 
was the kind of guy Buddy was. 

ERNEST “ERNIE” BARTOLINA, JR. 

Ernest “Ernie” Bartolina, Jr., was a 
Bismarck native. He was born Decem- 
ber 29, 1942. He served as a captain in 
the Marine Corps flying helicopters. 
Ernie was 26 years old when he died on 
February 7, 1969. 

He played the French horn in the 
band while attending Bismarck High 
School. He later attended Bismarck 
Junior College and the University of 
North Dakota where he received a de- 
gree in accounting. 

Ernie’s sister, Jan, says that he liked 
to have fun and had a good sense of 
humor. He and his dad enjoyed hunting 
and fishing together as often as they 
could. 
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Ernie was killed when the helicopter 
he was flying on an emergency medical 
evacuation mission was shot down and 
crashed. The only survivor of the crash 
spoke with Jan and explained that 
Ernie’s calm and collected manner was 
the reason that survivor was able to 
live and that Ernie was highly re- 
spected by his fellow Marines. 

PAUL CHARNETZKI 

Paul Charnetzki was from Valley 
City and was born May 25, 1936. He 
served in the Army’s Military Assist- 
ance Command—Vietnam Advisers. 
Paul was 31 years old when he died on 
February 7, 1968. 

Paul left behind his wife and five 
sons. One son, also named Paul, said 
that his father loved this country and 
the Army. He was a professional sol- 
dier, and he respected and cared for his 
fellow soldiers. 

He spent as much time as he could 
with his sons, settling their fights and 
pretending to be tackled in their back- 
yard football games. 

Paul was killed when the Vietnamese 
unit he was advising was ambushed. He 
was shot while assisting his unit mem- 
bers into the evacuation helicopter. 

Paul was awarded the Silver Star 
Medal for his gallantry in action, and 
his son Paul believes that he would 
have been proud of that award, but 
even more proud of what his friends 
told Paul’s family; that he was the ul- 
timate warrior. 

JOSEPH ‘‘BILL’’ CRARY 

Joseph “Bill” Crary was from Fargo 
and was born April 18, 1945. He served 
in the Army’s 196th Infantry Brigade. 
He was 25 years old when he died on 
May 27, 1970. 

Bill was one of seven children. There 
were three sets of twins in his family. 
Bill and his twin sister, Kathy, were 
the oldest twins in the family. Bill’s 
brother, Mike, also served in Vietnam. 

The Crary family honors Mike as a 
hero for his service and selflessness as 
well. Mike told Bill that instead of 
being drafted, Bill should enlist and 
Mike would offer to sign up for a sec- 
ond tour of duty so Bill would not have 
to serve in Vietnam, but Bill did not 
agree. 

Bill had earned a degree from St. 
Louis University and was attending the 
University of North Dakota Law 
School when he was drafted. 

His siblings believe Bill was special 
and excelled at everything. They be- 
lieve he could have held office at the 
highest level. Bill’s cousin, Jim Crary, 
says Bill always saw the bright side of 
situations and was determined to do 
the best at whatever he was doing. Jim 
wrote a book about Bill titled “War 
Doesn't Bother Butterflies (But It 
Killed Bill).’’ Jim’s book details Bill’s 
life and death and includes letters Bill 
wrote to friends and family. 

In Vietnam, Bill became a medic and 
died 1 month after arriving in Vietnam. 
He was killed after running to provide 
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first aid and evacuate a fellow soldier 
who had been shot. Bill was awarded 
the Silver Star for his heroism and his 
devotion to his duty. 

ROGER FOREMAN 

Roger Foreman was from New Town 
and was born August 4, 1947. He served 
in the Army’s 101st Airborne Division. 
Roger died on July 18, 1969. He was 21 
years old. 

He was the oldest of three children. 
His father, Earl, was wounded while 
serving in the Army in World War II. 

Roger’s brother, Dale, says that 
Roger was a caring person who loved 
his family and his country. Roger also 
loved his mom’s home cooking. His 
mother is still alive today. She is 95 
years old. 

In his free time, Roger enjoyed hunt- 
ing, fishing, motorcycles, track, foot- 
ball, and basketball. A highlight of his 
high school experience was taking sec- 
ond place in the 1963 State Class B Bas- 
ketball Tournament. 

After his death, Roger was awarded 
the Bronze Star Medal for Valor and 
the Purple Heart. 

JAMES FOWLER 

James Fowler was from Bismarck 
and was born January 7, 1938. He was a 
lieutenant colonel in the Air Force's 
523rd Tactical Fighter Squadron. 
James was 34 years old when he went 
missing on June 6, 1972. 

In Bismarck, he attended St. Mary's 
High School. His family says he always 
loved North Dakota. 

In 1960, James earned a degree in ar- 
chitecture from the University of 
Notre Dame, where there is today a 
scholarship named after him for his 
outstanding work called Outstanding 
ROTC. 

In 1972, James and CPT John Seuell 
were flying an F4D aircraft that was 
shot down over Vietnam. Their bodies 
have never been recovered. 

In addition to his mother Mildred 
and his sister Marcene, James left be- 
hind his wife Maralyn, daughter Jody, 
and son Stephen. 

In 1989, the sons of the two MIA pi- 
lots met by chance. Stephen and Cap- 
tain John Seuell’s son, also named 
John, met at a banquet, learned that 
they grew up near each other, and both 
began attending the Air Force Acad- 
emy in Florida. Both boys had lifelong 
dreams to fly and become pilots like 
their fathers. 

ROBERT ‘‘BOB’’ HIMLER 

Robert “Bob” Himler was from 
Williston and was born October 21, 1942. 
He served as a captain in the Marine 
Corps. Robert was 25 years old when he 
died on October 24, 1968. 

He was attending the University of 
North Dakota with plans to become a 
doctor, but he paused his studies to en- 
list in the Marines. 

In Vietnam, Robert was killed when 
the helicopter he was flying was struck 
by hostile fire, crashed, and burned. 
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In addition to his parents and sib- 
lings, he left behind his wife, Doris. 

Robert's family says that everyone 
loved him and that to this day, when- 
ever his classmates see his sister, 
Patty, they still talk about him. 

Robert's mother's husband, Duane, 
has a diary that Robert kept while he 
served in Vietnam. Duane notes the in- 
teresting fact that Robert stopped 
writing in the diary about 5 months be- 
fore he died. 

BYRON KULLAND 


Byron Kulland was from New Town 
and was born on November 9, 1947. He 
served in the Army’s 196th Infantry 
Brigade. Byron was 24 years old when 
he went missing on April 2, 1972. 

His brother, Lee, says that Byron was 
always smiling and enjoyed life. He 
loved music, animals, and he loved his 
wife, Leona. 

Byron was musically gifted. His 
mother taught him to play the piano, 
and he taught himself to play the gui- 
tar and banjo. 

Byron and his brother, Lee, sheared 
sheep to help pay for Byron’s college 
tuition. Byron graduated from North 
Dakota State University with a degree 
in agricultural engineering. He also 
graduated from ROTC as a second lieu- 
tenant. 

In Vietnam in 1972, Byron and his 
helicopter crew were flying on a search 
and rescue mission when their heli- 
copter was shot down. For over a year, 
Byron was considered missing in ac- 
tion. One of his passengers was taken 
as a prisoner of war and returned to the 
United States in 1973. 

In 1993, Byron’s remains were uncov- 
ered, and today he is buried in Arling- 
ton National Cemetery. 

DAVID “DAVIE” DEPRIEST 

David “Davie” DePriest was from 
Rugby and was born September 17, 1946. 
He served in the Army”s 20th Engineer 
Brigade. David died on March 25, 1968. 
He was 21 years old. 

He was the youngest of six kids. He 
had four brothers and one sister. All 
five of the boys served our country in 
the military. The three youngest 
boys—David, Lane, and Russ—served in 
the Army in Vietnam, and Richard and 
Dennis served in the Air Force. The 
three youngest boys served in Vietnam 
at the same time. 

While in high school, David joined 
the National Guard and then later de- 
cided to join the Army. 

David's brother, Russ, says that 
David was short but muscular and 
liked to hunt rabbits to improve the 
accuracy of his shot. 

While in Vietnam, the brothers were 
less than 100 miles apart, but they 
didn't see each other until the day of 
David's funeral. 

In addition to his siblings and par- 
ents, David left behind his wife, Donna, 
and their young son, Travis. 
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JOHN BRINKMEYER 
John Brinkmeyer was from New Eng- 
land and was born June 19, 1946. He 
served in the Army’s 101st Airborne Di- 
vision Artillery. John was 22 years old 
when he died on November 27, 1968. 

John's family says that he loved 
barefoot waterskiing and flying. John 
chose to serve so that none of his three 
brothers would ever have to. 

The last letter John mailed to his 
parents from Vietnam described, with a 
positive outlook, living and working in 
less-than-ideal conditions. In his let- 
ter, he wrote that he expected to be 
promoted and receive a better aircraft 
in about 1 month. But almost 2 weeks 
after writing the letter, John’s aircraft 
was shot down and John was killed. 

His captain wrote John's parents a 
letter that said: 

John was the most outstanding young offi- 
cer in my battery. 

He was hardworking and conscientious in 
all that he did. His personal courage on com- 
bat operations won him not only the respect 
of all the officers and men in the battery, 
but also that of Lt. Col. Bartholomew, the 
battalion commander, who personally chose 
John as his pilot. 

In addition to his parents, brothers, 
and sister, John left behind his wife 
Leona, daughter Lori, and son Michael. 
John's daughter Lori feels that both 
her dad and mom were heroes—her dad 
for his service and sacrifice and her 
mom for dealing with the pain of losing 
her husband. 

I want to take a moment and thank 
all of the pages who have been so pa- 
tient as I have read these stories of 
these incredible men who gave their 
lives for our country. 

I think one of the reasons why we 
have periods of commemoration and 
why we do this is so that we remind 
not only those of us who lived during 
this time but we remind a younger gen- 
eration of that sacrifice and that op- 
portunity to serve our country and to 
honor those people who gave the ulti- 
mate sacrifice. 

Our Vietnam veterans had a lot of 
challenges when they returned home 
right after Vietnam, and their chal- 
lenges continue—whether it is un- 
treated post-traumatic stress or just 
simply being part of a war that gen- 
erated so much controversy in our 
country—but it can never diminish the 
sacrifice these men and their families 
made for our country. 

Again, I thank the pages for their at- 
tention, and I hope these are voices and 
names they will remember for a long 
time along with me. I know it means a 
lot to their families. 

I thank the Presiding Officer, and I 
yield the floor. 


— A 


REMEMBERING ELDER L. TOM 
PERRY 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise to 
honor the memory of Elder L. Tom 
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Perry, an exemplary leader whose 
kindness, compassion, and love were as 
boundless as his optimism. Elder Perry 
quietly passed away on May 30 after a 
brief battle with thyroid cancer. Serv- 
ing as an apostle in the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints for 
more than 40 years, Elder Perry trav- 
eled the world, strengthening con- 
gregations, visiting the poor, and min- 
istering to the sick and afflicted. 
Throughout his ecclesiastical service, 
his words and actions inspired count- 
less Latter-day Saints and many more 
outside the church. As millions across 
the world mourn his passing, we find 
peace in his teachings and take solace 
in the memory of a man who con- 
secrated his life to the service of oth- 
ers. 

From humble beginnings, Elder 
Perry developed a strong sense of dis- 
cipline that would later define his 
church service. Born to Leslie Thomas 
and Nora Sonne Perry in 1922, his fa- 
ther was a lawyer and his mother was 
a teacher by profession. Together, they 
taught Tom the principles of honest 
work and self-reliance. Elder Perry was 
no stranger to hard labor, and some of 
his earliest memories included long 
days working the fields, milking the 
family cow, and cutting hay by hand 
with an old scythe. From these early 
experiences, Elder Perry learned that 
nothing would be handed to him and 
that he had to work for everything he 
received. And work he did. 

After finishing his first year of col- 
lege, Elder Perry accepted a call to 
serve his church in the Northern States 
Mission. During the 2 years Elder 
Perry worked as a volunteer mis- 
sionary, he developed a powerful testi- 
mony of Jesus Christ—a testimony 
that inspired a life of love and selfless 
service. After serving his church, Elder 
Perry desired to serve his country. He 
enlisted in the United States Marine 
Corps only a month after returning 
from his church mission. 

Elder Perry’s marine battalion was 
deployed to Nagasaki shortly after the 
Japanese surrender. Observing the dev- 
astation and suffering of the Japanese 
people only softened Elder Perry’s al- 
ready tender heart. In his off-duty 
hours, he rallied a group of fellow ma- 
rines to help him rebuild a Protestant 
chapel. On the same tour, he also 
helped repair a Catholic orphanage and 
build another chapel on the island of 
Saipan. While in Japan, Elder Perry 
grew especially close to a Protestant 
congregation. When he was transferred 
to another city, a group of nearly 200 
members of this congregation gathered 
to bid him farewell. As his train 
crawled out of the station, each mem- 
ber of the congregation lined up along 
the track as Elder Perry reached out to 
touch their hands one by one. He loved 
these people, and they loved him back, 
making the goodbye all the more dif- 
ficult. Last Saturday, thousands of us 
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tasted that same bittersweet emotion 
when Elder Perry departed this mortal 
life for the next. Like this small Japa- 
nese congregation, we were all moved 
by his kindness, energized by his en- 
thusiasm, and humbled by his service. 

After his honorable release from the 
Marine Corps, Elder Perry returned to 
Utah State University, where he 
earned a degree in finance and married 
his wife, Virginia Lee. Together, they 
were the parents of three children: Bar- 
bara, Linda Gay, and Lee. Family was 
always the highest priority for Elder 
Perry. Although his successful business 
career demanded much of his atten- 
tion, he always made special sacrifices 
to spend time with his wife and chil- 
dren. 

Elder Perry was also committed to 
balancing his busy work schedule with 
his church service. As his family moved 
across the country—from Idaho and 
California, to New York and Boston— 
Elder Perry served in various leader- 
ship positions for the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-day Saints, including 
two bishoprics, a high council, and two 
stake presidencies. In April 1974, he ac- 
cepted a calling to serve in the Quorum 
of the Twelve Apostles. Sadly, after 
serving as an apostle for only 8 
months, Elder Perry’s beloved wife, 
Virginia Lee, died of cancer. Nine years 
later, cancer would also take his 
daughter, Barbara. Although Elder 
Perry’s life was marked by tragedy, it 
was not defined by it. His faith in God 
was unshakeable, as was his optimism. 
In response to heartbreak, Elder Perry 
said, “[The Lord] is very kind. Even 
though some experiences are hard, he 
floods your mind with memories and 
gives you other opportunities. Life 
doesn’t end just because you have a 
tragedy—there’s a new mountain to 
climb.” 

Elder Perry never stopped climbing 
those mountains, and he served val- 
iantly as an Apostle of Jesus Christ. In 
1976, he married Barbara Dayton—his 
loving helpmeet and able partner who 
helped him bear the heavy responsi- 
bility of his apostolic calling. I will al- 
ways remember Elder Perry for the 
zeal and energy he brought to every 
facet of his life. Nothing could temper 
his enthusiasm, and nothing could 
deter him from doing what was right. 

Elder Perry never tired of his calling. 
He so loved meeting with church mem- 
bers and leaders throughout the world 
that he once said, “My association 
with great men has been not only an 
education, but an inspiration.” I can 
easily say the same of my own associa- 
tion with Elder Perry; it has been both 
an education and an inspiration, and I 
will always be grateful for his example. 

I will never forget Elder Perry, his 
life of dedicated service, and his un- 
wavering optimism. I consider myself 
lucky to have known him and even 
luckier to call him a friend. I will miss 
Elder Perry dearly, as will all those 
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who knew him. I send my deepest con- 
dolences to his wife, Barbara, and their 
beautiful family. May God comfort 
them in this time of grief, and may his 
love be with them always. 


EE 


OPENING OF THE TAIPEI ECO- 
NOMIC AND CULTURAL OFFICE 
IN DENVER, COLORADO 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. President, I wish 
to welcome a great new diplomatic de- 
velopment in my home State of Colo- 
rado. Last week, Denver was proud to 
officially welcome the opening of the 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Office, 
TECO, the defacto consulate of Taiwan 
in the United States. The TECO office 
in Denver will serve Colorado, as well 
as the States of Missouri, Kansas, Ne- 
braska, South Dakota, and North Da- 
kota. 

I thank Taiwan’s leadership for this 
wise decision, particularly Dr. Lyushun 
Shen, the Representative of the Taipei 
Economic and Cultural Representative 
Office in the United States, TECRO in 
Washington, DC, as well as Mr. Jack 
J.C. Yang, the Director General of the 
new TECO Office in Denver. 

As Chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee’s Subcommittee 
on Asia, the Pacific, and International 
Cybersecurity Cooperation, I am com- 
mitted to ensuring that the U.S.-Tai- 
wan partnership continues to grow and 
prosper. Our nations must continue to 
work together to ensure regional sta- 
bility and to advance economic ties, in- 
cluding through landmark initiatives 
such as the Trans-Pacific Partnership, 
TPP. 

Our friendship has never been strong- 
er. Taiwan is now the tenth largest 
trading partner for the U.S., while the 
U.S. is Taiwan’s largest foreign inves- 
tor. Our people-to-people relations are 
flourishing, with over 20,000 Taiwanese 
students studying in the U.S. each 
year. Over 75 U.S. cities have estab- 
lished sister city relationships with 
their Taiwanese counterparts, includ- 
ing Colorado Springs, CO, which has 
been a sister city to Kaohsiung since 
1983. 

I know our nation’s bonds with Tai- 
wan will only grow stronger, and I am 
proud that Denver will now be front 
and center in ensuring the continued 
friendship between our nations and 
peoples. I am confident that our Tai- 
wanese friends will not find more hos- 
pitable and welcoming hosts for their 
diplomats and visitors than the people 
of the great State of Colorado. 


EE 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


REMEMBERING SONNY SMITH 


e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize the service and sacrifice of 
Johnson County Auxiliary Sheriff Dep- 
uty Sonny Smith who gave his life 
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while in the line of duty on May 15, 
2015. 

Deputy Smith led a life of service. 
The last 11 years he dedicated to safety 
and law enforcement as a detention of- 
ficer. He continued to serve for the 
past 6 years as an auxiliary deputy pro- 
tecting the people of Johnson County 
on a volunteer basis. 

Service was an important part of 
Sonny’s life. He served his country in 
the United States Navy and continued 
that commitment to his community 
when he left the military. Sonny was 
known for his compassion and leader- 
ship throughout Johnson County. His 
generosity was always on display. His 
fellow officers say they will remember 
Sonny as a humble man who was al- 
ways willing to serve his neighbors. As 
a father of high school students, Sonny 
attended all the pep rallies, football 
games and fundraisers. He was always 
helping Clarksville High School. His 
daughters Makayla and Callie describe 
their dad as a man always willing to 
help others in need. 

While he made a living working as a 
security guard at Arkansas Nuclear 
One, Sonny was a reliable handyman 
that many in the community reached 
out to for help repairing their garage 
doors. 

My thoughts and prayers go out to 
Sonny’s family, including his wife 
Amy, his daughters, and sons Dakota 
and Charlie. 

Deputy Sonny Smith was a true hero, 
not only because of the uniform he 
wore, but also because of his final ac- 
tions. By taking the lead when he re- 
sponded to a residential burglary call 
and exercising his professional train- 
ing, he saved the lives of his fellow offi- 
cers. 

I humbly offer my appreciation and 
gratitude for his selfless service to Ar- 
kansas.e 


—_ AA 


TRIBUTE TO FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES 


e Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, a few 
weeks ago, I spoke on the floor about 
two of the outstanding Federal workers 
at the National Institutes of Health 
and I indicated at the time that I 
would be speaking periodically about 
other Federal workers who are doing 
extraordinary things on behalf of the 
American taxpayer. People wonder 
where their tax dollars go; I would like 
to provide a few examples. 

As I said at the time, ‘‘Government 
workers guard our borders; protect us 
from terrorists; treat our wounded vet- 
erans; dispense Social Security checks 
to our retirees; find cures for diseases; 
guide the Nation’s air traffic; explore 
the tiniest particles and the vast ex- 
panse of outer space; ensure our air is 
safe to breathe, our water is safe to 
drink, and our food is safe to eat; sup- 
port our servicemen and women in 
harm’s way; and promote our interests 
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and ideals abroad. Who does the gov- 
ernment work for? Government Works 
for America.” 

The Partnership for Public Service 
announced the finalists for the 2015 
Samuel J. Heyman Service to America 
Medals, also known as the ‘‘Sammies,”’ 
last month during Public Service Rec- 
ognition Week. As the Partnership 
notes, “Federal employees are respon- 
sible for many noteworthy and inspir- 
ing accomplishments that are seldom 
recognized or celebrated. The Samuel 
J. Heyman Service to America Medals 
highlight excellence in our Federal 
workforce and inspire other talented 
and dedicated individuals to go into 
public service.” 

Also last month, on May 5, the Wash- 
ington Post, citing an Office of Per- 
sonnel Management—OPM-—exit sur- 
vey of senior government managers 
who have retired or moved to other, 
nonfederal jobs, reported that the sin- 
gle biggest factor for leaving is the 
“political environment”, which was 
blamed as a contributing factor “to a 
great extent” or “to a very great ex- 
tent” by 42 percent of the individuals 
surveyed. The article, by Post col- 
umnist Joe Davidson, quoted Brian M. 
Kent, a retired senior-level Federal sci- 
entist, who said, ‘‘Expect to be over- 
worked, undercompensated and mis- 
treated by both parties on the Hill, 
who do not appreciate the value of our 
expertise, our dedication and our tal- 
ents.” 

Congress and the American people 
need to realize that the Federal work- 
force is a crucial asset. There are some 
people who dislike government so 
much that they want to demonize and 
demoralize the workforce and deter 
young people from considering a career 
in public service. That is counter- 
productive. Find and remove the bad 
apples—yes, but acknowledge that they 
are few and far between. Overwhelm- 
ingly, Federal workers are hard-work- 
ing and patriotic Americans. Rather 
than denigrate them, we should treat 
them with respect in acknowledging 
their service to our Nation. 

One way to acknowledge that service 
is through the Sammies. I am proud 
that so many of the finalists this year 
work and/or live in Maryland, spread 
across several agencies and several of 
the award categories. I would like to 
mention a few today. 

DR. GRETCHEN K. CAMPBELL AND 
DR. RONALD ROSS 

The mission of the National Institute 
of Standards & Technology, NIST, 
which is headquartered in Gaithers- 
burg, MD, is to “promote U.S. innova- 
tion and industrial competitiveness by 
advancing measurement science, stand- 
ards, and technology in ways that en- 
hance economic security and improve 
our quality of life”. NIST’s weights and 
measures services, a job assigned to the 
Federal Government in the Constitu- 
tion, provide the basis for the fairness 
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and efficiency of sales. These services 
underpin the efficiency of about one- 
half of the U.S. economy, or about $7 
trillion of the U.S. gross domestic 
product—GDP. Highty percent of glob- 
al merchandise trade is influenced by 
testing and other measurement-related 
requirements of regulations and stand- 
ards. U.S. companies increasingly de- 
pend on NIST to help ensure access to 
global markets that create new busi- 
ness and jobs. 

Gretchen K. Campbell is a physicist 
at NIST and is a finalist in the 2015 
“Call To Service” Medal. This medal 
recognizes a Federal employee whose 
professional achievements reflect the 
important contributions that a new 
generation brings to public service. We 
are all familiar with electronics. Now, 
scientists like Dr. Campbell are explor- 
ing a new frontier—a circuitry system 
that uses the flow of atoms rather than 
electrons that may lead to a wide 
range of future technological advances. 
Dr. Campbell, who is just 35, is a pio- 
neer and intellectual leader in this new 
and theoretical field of physics known 
as atomtronics, and has conducted a 
series of seminal experiments that 
show its promise and possibilities. 

Using light to control matter, Dr. 
Campbell created the first controllable 
atomtronic circuit in 2011 by moving 
ultra-cold atoms through a wire made 
of light—just as electrons flow through 
a metal wire. She added a permeable 
barrier to this circuit, also made of 
light, to serve as the control element, 
much as a transistor can control the 
current in an electronic circuit. 

Just as electronic devices manipulate 
the flow of electrons, atomtronic de- 
vices manipulate the flow of atoms, 
which are made up of electrons, pro- 
tons, and neutrons. Since atoms have 
properties that are very different from 
electrons—they do not have charged 
particles, for instance—atomtronic de- 
vices have the potential to go beyond 
the capabilities of electronics. 

Atomtronics will not supplant elec- 
tronics, but may offer new kinds of 
functions and applications. An 
atomtronic circuit, for example, could 
be useful in applications such as rota- 
tion sensors, improving the functioning 
of gyroscopes used to stabilize space- 
craft and airplanes. Atomtronic cir- 
cuitry may be able to perform quantum 
computations that could offer a signifi- 
cant leap forward in computing speed, 
performance, and capability and lead 
to the next generation of technology 
that will enable smaller and cheaper 
devices. 

Dr. Ronald Ross, a Fellow at NIST, is 
a finalist for the 2015 Homeland Secu- 
rity & Law Enforcement Medal. This 
medal recognizes a Federal employee 
for a significant contribution to the 
Nation in activities related to home- 
land security and law enforcement. Mr. 
Ross, called the “rock star of cyber- 
security”? by his colleagues, developed 
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and implemented a state-of-the-art 
system to assess risks and protect Fed- 
eral computer networks from 
cyberattacks, helping secure informa- 
tion critical to the Nation’s national 
and economic security. Most recently, 
Dr. Ross helped to establish the gov- 
ernment-wide program for cloud secu- 
rity assessment and authorization. 

The Federal Government used to rely 
on a rigid checklist approach to secur- 
ing computer networks, often ignoring 
changing threats and evolving tech- 
nology, and not always distinguishing 
what information needed higher secu- 
rity and what data was of lesser impor- 
tance. Dr. Ross, belying the image of a 
hidebound bureaucrat, designed the 
Risk Management Framework as a way 
for government agencies to decide how 
critical their various data sets are and 
to pick the right level of protection. 
With the framework Dr. Ross devel- 
oped, agencies can go through an as- 
sessment process and decide where to 
concentrate resources and tighten se- 
curity. 

The impact of Dr. Ross’s work in- 
cludes reducing the cost of imple- 
menting cybersecurity controls and 
demonstrating compliance with mul- 
tiple security requirements, and en- 
hancing system interoperability among 
Federal agencies. Dr. Ross and his 
team have worked with the General 
Services Administration, the Depart- 
ment of Defense, and the Department 
of Homeland Security to test and vali- 
date the risk framework unveiled ear- 
lier this year that will be used by cloud 
computing service providers, allowing 
them to host some of the Federal Gov- 
ernment’s most sensitive information. 
And as the principal architect of a new 
national testing program and infra- 
structure, Dr. Ross also has been col- 
laborating with the National Security 
Agency to develop the first-ever net- 
work of commercial testing labora- 
tories capable of evaluating the secu- 
rity of information technology—IT— 
products. 

ROBERT BUNGE, MICHAEL GERBER, MARK PAESE, 
AND GREGORY ZWICKER 

The National Oceanic & Atmospheric 
Administration—NOAA—is headquart- 
ered in Silver Spring, MD. NOAA’s mis- 
sion is “Science, Service, and Steward- 
ship”. The agency attempts ‘‘to under- 
stand and predict changes in climate, 
weather, oceans, and coasts; to dis- 
seminate that knowledge and informa- 
tion; and to conserve and manage 
coastal and marine ecosystems and re- 
sources”. NOAA’s research, services, 
and products—ranging from daily 
weather forecasts, severe storm warn- 
ings and climate monitoring to fish- 
eries management, coastal restoration 
and supporting marine commerce—af- 
fect more than one-third of America's 
GDP. 

Robert Bunge, Michael Gerber, Mark 
Paese, and Gregory Zwicker of the Na- 
tional Weather Service’s Wireless 
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Emergency Alerts Team at NOAA are 
also finalists for the 2015 Homeland Se- 
curity & Law Enforcement Medal. 
They have developed a fast and geo- 
graphically targeted cell phone alert 
system, launched in 2012, for weather 
emergencies such as tornadoes, flash 
floods, and hurricanes that reaches 
millions of people, saving lives and pre- 
venting injuries. So far, the system has 
transmitted more than 13,000 warnings 
for the most dangerous types of severe 
weather to the cell phones of millions 
of people potentially in harm’s way 
across the United States. 

While other weather alert systems 
have been in use for years, this new 
method of using mobile devices and 
targeting very precise geographic areas 
is a significant improvement. It took 
many years of coordination with the 
Federal Communications Commission, 
DHS, the Federal Emergency Manage- 
ment Agency, and the major wireless 
telecommunications providers. 

Previously, weather emergency 
alerts from one of the 122 weather serv- 
ice offices around the country were 
emailed to the Washington, D.C. office 
and then forwarded to FEMA, which 
sent the alert to affected counties 
using television and radio broadcast 
technology. Cellular companies could 
independently text the warning infor- 
mation to their cell phone customers 
in the affected county, but the system 
was slow and too broadly targeted. The 
new weather alert system structures 
the information into concise mes- 
sages—90 or fewer characters—and uses 
geo-targeted data to broadcast the 
messages rapidly over cell phones only 
in the affected areas. 

The team worked with six of the 
largest cell phone companies to build 
the sophisticated technology needed to 
make the system work. They developed 
the infrastructure and protocol for the 
alerts, facilitated the decision-making 
for the weather alerts to be trans- 
mitted, and conducted extensive public 
awareness and educational programs. 
Mr. Bunge led the technical team, 
overseeing the software development, 
the data specialists, the coding, the 
host servers and other information 
technology needs, and helped create a 
system that targets the cell phone 
alerts to specific geographic locations. 
Mr. Gerber is a meteorologist and a 
specialist in how the weather service 
information is disseminated, and he 
played a critical role in making sure 
the right kind of weather alerts would 
be available and properly transmitted. 
He also is credited with convincing the 
wireless carriers to participate and 
make the needed investments. Mr. 
Paese handled many of the complicated 
management issues while Mr. Zwicker 
was involved in training some 2,000 
weather forecasters in more than 122 
offices around the country to use the 
system in coordination with Federal 
emergency management officials. 
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Here’s an example of how effective 
the new system is: on July 1, 2013, a 
tornado obliterated a dome in East 
Windsor, CT, where 29 children had 
been playing soccer. Seconds before the 
tornado struck, a cell phone alert 
prompted the camp manager to rush 
the children out of the dome and into 
an adjacent building, preventing inju- 
ries and quite possibly fatalities. 

DR. HYUN LILLEHOJ 

The Agricultural Research Service— 
ARS—is the U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture’s USDA chief scientific in- 
house research agency, with head- 
quarters colocated here in Washington, 
DC and in Beltsville, MD. The agency’s 
job is “to find solutions to agricultural 
problems that affect Americans every 
day from field to table”. ARS conducts 
research to develop and transfer solu- 
tions to agricultural problems of high 
national priority and provide informa- 
tion access and dissemination to: en- 
sure high-quality, safe food, and other 
agricultural products; assess the nutri- 
tional needs of Americans; sustain a 
competitive agricultural economy; en- 
hance the natural resource base and 
the environment; and provide economic 
opportunities for rural citizens, com- 
munities, and society as a whole. 

Dr. Hyun Lillehoj, a senior research 
molecular biologist at ARS in Belts- 
ville, is a finalist for the 2015 Career 
Achievement Medal. This medal recog- 
nizes a Federal employee for signifi- 
cant accomplishments throughout a 
lifetime of achievement in public serv- 
ice. Dr. Lillehoj has pioneered indus- 
try-leading research to improve the 
health of commercial poultry without 
the use of antibiotics, protecting con- 
sumers and making the U.S. poultry 
industry more competitive by saving it 
billions of dollars. 

There is growing concern over the 
widespread use of antibiotics in poultry 
and other food industries, which health 
experts say contributes to the develop- 
ment of drug-resistant bacteria. These 
so-called ‘‘superbugs’’ infect hundreds 
of thousands and kill tens of thousands 
of Americans each year, according to 
the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention. 

During three decades as a molecular 
biologist at ARS, Dr. Lillehoj has 
helped mitigate the use of antibiotics 
in poultry, finding that certain food 
supplements, probiotics, and nutrients 
can replace antibiotics as an effective 
means of enhancing the immune sys- 
tem and fighting common parasitic dis- 
eases and bacterial infections. The 
USDA estimates that the poultry dis- 
eases Dr. Lillehoj is working to combat 
cause more than $600 million in losses 
in the United States and $3.2 billion 
worldwide. 

Dr. Lillehoj has developed novel diag- 
nostic and therapeutic products and 
discovered DNA markers for the ge- 
netic selection of disease-resistant 
chickens, paving the way for breeding 
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healthier chickens that will benefit 
both consumers and the Nation’s $45 
billion poultry industry. She has done 
this by creating one of the first gene li- 
braries from commercial chickens and 
depositing more than 55,000 individual 
gene sequences from this database into 
the public domain, providing other re- 
searchers with information that could 
lead to breeding poultry with superior 
resistance to parasites. She also has 
identified natural antimicrobial mol- 
ecules that have anti-cancer properties 
and kill infectious parasites; discov- 
ered a second-generation parasite vac- 
cine with an improved protection pro- 
file over current vaccines; developed 
therapeutic antibodies that boost im- 
munity for poultry; formulated health- 
promoting probiotics for veterinary 
use; and discovered organic, plant-de- 
rived herbal extracts and essential oils 
that fight infectious diseases affecting 
animals and humans. She is recognized 
as a world leader in understanding 
host-pathogen interactions of an avian 
parasite closely related to human ma- 
laria that is a major cause of disease 
affecting poultry and livestock. She 
also has done original research on a 
bacterium that is one of the most com- 
mon causes of food-borne illness in the 
U.S. Her scientific breakthroughs are 
documented in 10 U.S. and inter- 
national patents, more than 350 peer- 
reviewed scientific papers, 14 book 
chapters, and 230 worldwide collabora- 
tions with academia, foreign govern- 
ments and private industry. She has 
mentored more than 120 young sci- 
entists. 

Dr. Lillehoj embodies the American 
Dream. She is from South Korea. She 
came to the United States in 1969 after 
her father died, when she was just out 
of high school, and with just $200 in her 
pocket. At first, she wanted to be a 
cancer researcher, but her focus soon 
turned to immunology and she received 
a government scholarship. After she re- 
ceived her Ph.D., she went to work at 
the National Institutes of Health. 
USDA successfully recruited her in 
1984, and she has been at ARS ever 
since. The government’s investment in 
her has paid enormous dividends. 

These are just a few of the Nation’s 
talented, creative, dedicated, and hard- 
working Federal employees. I ask my 
colleagues and all Americans to join 
me in congratulating them on their 
successes and thanking them for their 
public service. We are a strong and 
prosperous Nation, in part, because of 
our Federal workforce. We cannot take 
it for granted.e 


EE 
REMEMBERING BILL GALLAGHER 


e Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, William 
“Bill” Gallagher Jr., was an incredible 
father, teacher, farmer, husband, and 
public servant who was called home on 
May 22 at the age of 55. I am also hon- 
ored to have also called him a friend. 
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Bill earned his bachelor's degree 
from Western Montana College, which 
led him to Plains, MT as the high 
school's new history teacher. He later 
moved to Polson, where he worked in 
the insurance business. His career then 
led him to Helena, where he learned 
how to farm before going on to earn his 
law degree from the University of Mon- 
tana Law School. 

Bill was an accomplished attorney in 
Helena, but his heart for our State 
eventually led him to public service. 
As the former chairman of the Mon- 
tana Public Service Commission, Bill 
worked tirelessly for the people of 
Montana. Because of his efforts, he 
helped Montana reacquire hydro- 
electric dams to bring good-paying jobs 
back to our State. 

He has left an incredible mark on our 
State and will be truly missed by all 
who knew him. His wife Jennifer, and 
children David and Catrina, as well as 
his five grandchildren, are in my 
thoughts and prayers.e 


EE 


CONGRATULATING LIEUTENANT 
COLONEL KEVIN KNUF 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today, I 
wish to congratulate Lt. Col. Kevin 
Knuf on his retirement after nearly 32 
years of service to the Nevada Air Na- 
tional Guard. It gives me great pleas- 
ure to recognize his years of dedication 
to protecting the United States of 
America and Nevada. 

Lt. Col. Knuf enlisted on July 11, 
1983, and was commissioned from the 
Academy of Military Science in Knox- 
ville, TN. He most recently earned a 
degree from the School of Aerospace 
Medicine as a bioenvironmental engi- 
neer. He has been a great asset to the 
Nevada Air National Guard throughout 
his years, serving as deputy base civil 
engineer, base civil engineer, civil en- 
gineering squadron commander, and 
most recently as the officer in charge 
of the Bioenvironmental Engineering 
Flight and as the base environmental 
manager in the 152nd Medical Group of 
the Nevada Air National Guard. 
Throughout his service, Lieutenant 
Colonel Knuf deployed to Bagram Air- 
field in Afghanistan in support of Oper- 
ation Enduring Freedom and to Saudi 
Arabia in support of Operation South- 
ern Watch. His selfless contribution to 
this country is invaluable. 

Lieutenant Colonel Knuf’s service to 
the United States of America earns 
him a place among the heroes who have 
so valiantly defended our Nation. I 
offer my greatest appreciation to Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Knuf for his courageous 
contributions to defending our free- 
dom. Words could never fully express 
my deep appreciation for his sacrifice 
or for the sacrifices of all veterans and 
active military members across the 
country. 

As a member of the Senate Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, I recognize that 
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Congress has a responsibility not only 
to honor these brave individuals who 
serve our Nation, but also to ensure 
they are cared for when they return 
home. I remain committed to uphold- 
ing this promise for our veterans and 
servicemembers in Nevada and 
throughout the Nation. Lieutenant 
Colonel Knuf’s sacrifice warrants only 
the greatest respect and care in return. 

Lieutenant Colonel Knuf has dem- 
onstrated professionalism, commit- 
ment to excellence, and dedication to 
the highest standards of the Nevada 
Air National Guard. I am proud to call 
him a fellow Nevadan, and today, I ask 
my colleagues to join me in recog- 
nizing Lt. Col. Kevin Knuf for his years 
of service. I wish him well in all of his 
future endeavors.e 


e 


RECOGNIZING JUNE AND ROBERT 
SEBO 


e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize June and Robert 
Sebo for their generous contribution to 
Honor Flight Nevada, honoring their 
best friend, Ray Parks. Mr. Parks was 
a World War II veteran who served in 
the U.S. Coast Guard for well over 30 
years. Mr. and Mrs. Sebos’ contribution 
to this amazing organization is not 
only a grand gesture in memory of Mr. 
Park’s service to our country, but also 
a great gift to Nevada’s heroes. The 
$37,000 will send more than 30 veterans 
to visit our Nation's capital, giving 
them an opportunity to visit their me- 
morials. 

I would also like to recognize both 
Mayor Gino Martini and the City of 
Sparks for accommodating the Third 
Annual Honor Flight Pancake Break- 
fast, a great event that helps make 
Honor Flight Nevada possible. The an- 
nual pancake breakfast provides Ne- 
vadans with an opportunity to support 
their local veterans and help Honor 
Flight Nevada succeed. The generous 
donation of Mayor Martini and his 
wife, Ruth Martini, as well as their 
commitment to helping Honor Flight 
Nevada, are shining examples of the 
strength of our Nevada community. 
The breakfast could also not take place 
without the hard work of Teri Bath, 
who coordinates the entire event. I 
have had the privilege of attending this 
pancake breakfast, and I can say first 
hand her work with this organization is 
invaluable. 

Honor Flight Nevada is a nonprofit 
organization committed to honoring 
the brave men and women who so val- 
iantly defended our freedom. The orga- 
nization sets up trips from Nevada to 
Washington, DC, providing our Na- 
tion’s veterans with an incredible op- 
portunity to visit the memorials hon- 
oring their service. From the National 
World War II Memorial, to the Korean 
War Veterans Memorial, to the Viet- 
nam Veterans Memorial, all the way to 
Arlington Cemetery, every veteran has 
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the chance to see the memorials that 
stand as a testimony to the great sac- 
rifice they have made. 

The organization is led by Jon Yuspa, 
an individual who has truly impacted 
the lives of heroes across the State. 
Honor Flight Nevada offered its first 
trip to 30 World War II veterans in 2012 
and now does as many as four trips per 
year. I have personally been at the 
Reno-Tahoe International Airport to 
send off the veterans as they prepare to 
depart from Nevada and have also met 
them in our Nation’s capital as they 
observed the World War II Memorial. I 
can attest to the positive impact that 
accompanies their journey. This truly 
is a life-changing experience for those 
who deserve only the greatest grati- 
tude for their service. 

Honor Flight Nevada’s mission is 
noble, and I thank everyone who con- 
tributed for their commitment and 
compassion to  Nevada's veterans. 
Today, I ask my colleagues and all Ne- 
vadans to join me in recognizing the 
many Nevadans who make these trips 
possible, especially Mr. and Mrs. Sebo 
for their donation. I wish Honor Flight 
Nevada the best of luck in all of its fu- 
ture endeavors.e 


a 


TRIBUTE TO TELLIS JEROME 
CHAPMAN 


e Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize Rev. Dr. Tellis Jerome 
Chapman of Galilee Missionary Baptist 
Church in Detroit, MI as the congrega- 
tion and the broader community cele- 
brate his 30th pastoral anniversary. 

Born and raised in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, Reverend Chapman is a grad- 
uate of Jackson State University and 
has received honorary doctoral degrees 
from Natchez College and Dallas Bap- 
tist College. Reverend Chapman has 
served as pastor in churches across the 
South. On March 31, 1985, Reverend 
Chapman was called to the pastorate of 
Galilee Missionary Baptist Church 
where he has been devoted to serving 
for the past 30 years. Through his char- 
ismatic and dynamic leadership he has 
left a permanent mark on the con- 
gregation and Greater Detroit commu- 
nity. 

The congregation has steadily grown 
under Pastor Chapman’s leadership. 
His original vision of a church with 
classrooms, a daycare, and a senior cit- 
izen building came to fruition in 1997. 
The purchase of the property located 
on East Outer Drive included 7 acres of 
land and a building that provided seat- 
ing capacity for 1,000, with facilities to 
accommodate all of the church’s min- 
istries. The new edifice was inaugu- 
rated on Sunday May 31, 1998. Seven 
years later the church acquired adja- 
cent property and a new building with 
a new edifice. 

Reverend Chapman has been called 
many times to serve in a leadership ca- 
pacity among his ministerial peers and 
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with Christian associations. He was an 
advisor on the Faith-Based Advisory 
Board of Governor Jennifer Granholm, 
and currently works as a president of 
the Baptist Missionary and  Edu- 
cational State Convention of Michigan. 
He has served as vice moderator and 
vice president of the Michigan District 
Baptist Association and Congress of 
Michigan. Respected for his knowledge, 
he is well versed in parliamentary pro- 
cedure and served as parliamentarian 
for the Baptist Missionary and Edu- 
cational Convention of the State of 
Michigan. 

Reverend Chapman has been involved 
in Detroit’s recent growth and the de- 
velopment of mass transit through his 
work as a board member on the city of 
Detroit Department of Transportation 
Commission for several years. Rev- 
erend Chapman’s community service is 
not without energetic and influential 
involvement. He is the founder and 
president of the Chapel Vision Commu- 
nity Development Corporation, serving 
greater southeast Detroit. He is also 
Founder and President of the Mid-West 
Community Development Corporation, 
serving greater southeastern Michigan. 

Reverend Chapman’s efforts, both at 
the pulpit and beyond, have been 
strengthened by the love and support 
of his wife Eunice, and their four chil- 
dren, Cecil, Brandie, Candace, and 
Brannon. 

It is an honor to recognize the pro- 
found impact that Rev. Dr. Tellis Je- 
rome Chapman has made on the con- 
gregation of Galilee Missionary Baptist 
Church for the last 30 years and the 
larger impact he has made on the 
Greater Detroit community. I wish 
Reverend Chapman, his family, and the 
congregants of Galilee many more re- 
warding years of spiritual fellowship.e 


— > 


RECOGNIZING PAINTING WITH A 
TWIST 


e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President. Lou- 
isiana has a rich culture and history 
known for fostering artistic and musi- 
cal creativity. After the devastation of 
Hurricane Katrina, two Louisiana en- 
trepreneurs opened a small business to 
provide their friends and neighbors 
with a safe and fun distraction during 
the recovery and rebuilding process. 
This weeks “Throwback Thursday” 
honorary Small Business of the Week 
is Painting with a Twist of Mandeville, 
LA. 

In 2007, longtime friends Cathy Deano 
and Renee Maloney became business 
partners after seeing a need in the 
greater New Orleans area for a distrac- 
tion and relief after Hurricane Katrina. 
The pair opened a small painting stu- 
dio, Painting with a Twist, formerly 
known as Corks N Canvas, where folks 
could learn to paint and enjoy a glass 
of wine at the same time. Today, 
Painting with a Twist has expanded to 
over 210 franchise locations across the 
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country, with Deano and Maloney re- 
taining ownership of four locations 
while also maintaining the franchise 
headquarters in Mandeville. Painting 
with a Twist owns copyrights to over 
3,500 pieces of art and is also the coun- 
try’s largest employer of aspiring art- 
ists. 

When they first started their small 
business, Deano and Maloney set aside 
one day’s salary each week per month 
to donate to local charities, in order to 
support the recovery and restoration 
efforts in southeast Louisiana. Today, 
that tradition continues with their 
campaign “Painting with a Purpose.” 
Held monthly at all Painting with a 
Twist locations, this event raises funds 
for charities and nonprofits in each 
franchise’s area. 

Congratulations again to Painting 
with a Twist for being selected as this 
week’s “Throwback Thursday” hon- 
orary Small Business of the Week. 
Thank you for your commitment to ad- 
vancing the arts in Louisiana and for 
your continued dedication to giving 
back to your community.e 


— 


CELEBRATING THE 30TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF “THE GOONIES” 


e Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, this Sun- 
day marks the 30th anniversary of the 
release of the beloved film, “The 
Goonies.” With enduring and relatable 
themes of adventure, adolescence, and 
friendship, “The Goonies” has with- 
stood the test of time and firmly estab- 
lished its place in American culture as 
a cult classic. A large part of what 
makes this film unique and impactful 
is its iconic setting along the stunning 
Oregon coastline. Indeed, so significant 
is the film's location that thousands of 
fans from around the world are gath- 
ering this week for a four-day festival 
in Astoria, Oregon—or, “The Goon 
Docks’’—to celebrate the magic that is 
“The Goonies.” In fact, Astoria has 
held a Goonies-based festival every 
year since the film's release in 1985. 

“The Goonies” 30th anniversary cele- 
bration will include a variety of events 
around Astoria, as well as Cannon 
Beach, OR—another Oregon coastal 
town that served as an idyllic backdrop 
for the film. Most notably, Cannon 
Beach's impressive Haystack Rock is 
featured prominently in the film's 
opening scene. Fans will be able to re- 
live their favorite Goonies memories 
by participating in festivities such as 
tours of the filming locations, treasure 
hunts, and a group “truffle shuffle.” 
Astoria's Oregon Film Museum also in- 
vites festival attendees to visit its 
Goonies gallery, take a mug shot with 
friends, and even make their own fea- 
ture film. Needless to say, it is sure to 
be a weekend of fun, nostalgia, and, in 
typical Goonie fashion, adventure. 

Just as the original Goonies fans and 
stars have grown and matured since 
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the film’s release in 1985, so has Or- 
egon’s film industry. With its magnifi- 
cent and diverse natural beauty, Or- 
egon has become a much sought after 
location for film production. As the 
backdrop for major television shows 
and box-office hits alike, film produc- 
tion in Oregon brings with it good-pay- 
ing jobs and tourism that in turn sup- 
port local businesses and economic de- 
velopment across the State. Certainly 
all film producers in Oregon and across 
the country should aspire to achieve 
the remarkable success of ‘‘The 
Goonies”.e 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


rE 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following measure, having been 
reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, was referred to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs, pursuant to the order of May 27, 
1988, for a period not to exceed 60 days: 

S. 710. A bill to reauthorize the Native 
American Housing Assistance and Self-De- 
termination Act of 1996, and for other pur- 
poses. 


ae 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. BARRASSO, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, with amendments: 

S. 710. A bill to reauthorize the Native 
American Housing Assistance and Self-De- 
termination Act of 1996, and for other pur- 
poses. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 


The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. ROBERTS for the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

* Jeffrey Michael Prieto, of California, to 
be General Counsel of the Department of Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. THUNE for the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

Peter V. Neffenger, of Ohio, to be an As- 
sistant Secretary of Homeland Security. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY for the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Ann Donnelly, of New York, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of New York. 
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Dale A. Drozd, of California, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of California. 

LaShann Moutique DeArcy Hall, of New 
York, to be United States District Judge for 
the Eastern District of New York. 

Lawrence Joseph Vilardo, of New York, to 
be United States District Judge for the West- 
ern District of New York. 

Eileen Maura Decker, of California, to be 
United States Attorney for the Central Dis- 
trict of California for the term of four years. 

John W. Huber, of Utah, to be United 
States Attorney for the District of Utah for 
the term of four years. 

Eric Steven Miller, of Vermont, to be 
United States Attorney for the District of 
Vermont for the term of four years. 


*Nomination was reported with rec- 
ommendation that it be confirmed sub- 
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes- 
tify before any duly constituted com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda- 
tion that they be confirmed.) 


— A 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 


By Mr. JOHNSON (for himself, Mr. 
CORNYN, and Ms. BALDWIN): 

S. 1502. A bill to authorize the award of the 
Medal of Honor to James Megellas, formerly 
of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, and currently of 
Colleyville, Texas, for acts of valor on Janu- 
ary 28, 1945, during the Battle of the Bulge in 
World War II; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Ms. AYOTTE, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
REED, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. COONS, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. CASEY, and Mr. 
SCHUMER): 

S. 1503. A bill to provide for enhanced Fed- 
eral efforts concerning the prevention, edu- 
cation, treatment, and research activities re- 
lated to Lyme disease and other tick-borne 
diseases, including the establishment of a 
Tick-Borne Diseases Advisory Committee; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself and Mr. 
FRANKEN): 

S. 1504. A bill to prohibit employers from 
requiring low-wage employees to enter into 
covenants not to compete, to require em- 
ployers to notify potential employees of any 
requirement to enter into a covenant not to 
compete, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHATZ: 

S. 1505. A bill to amend part D of title V of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to provide grants for the repair, 
renovation, and construction of elementary 
and secondary schools; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW): 

S. 1506. A bill to provide for youth jobs, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. 
KIRK): 

S. 1507. A bill to amend section 217 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to modify 
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the visa waiver program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mrs. SHAHEEN: 

S. 1508. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to redesign $20 Federal reserve 
notes so as to include a likeness of Harriet 
Tubman, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CARPER (for himself, Ms. MUR- 
KOWSKI, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. HEINRICH, 
Mr. Coons, and Mr. GRASSLEY): 

S. 1509. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for the co- 
ordination of programs to prevent and treat 
obesity, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mrs. MURRAY: 

S. 1510. A bill to designate and expand wil- 
derness areas in Olympic National Forest in 
the State of Washington, and to designate 
certain rivers in Olympic National Forest 
and Olympic National Park as wild and sce- 
nic rivers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources. 

By Mr. VITTER (for himself and Mr. 
CASSIDY): 

S. 1511. A bill to promote the recycling of 
vessels in the United States and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Ms. AYOTTE, and Mr. HELLER): 

S. 1512. A bill to eliminate discrimination 
and promote women’s health and economic 
security by ensuring reasonable workplace 
accommodations for workers whose ability 
to perform the functions of a job are limited 
by pregnancy, childbirth, or a related med- 
ical condition; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, and Mr. RUBIO): 

S. 1513. A bill to reauthorize the Second 
Chance Act of 2007; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Mr. 
NELSON): 

S. 1514. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for the appli- 
cation of Medicare secondary payer rules to 
certain workers’ compensation settlement 
agreements and qualified Medicare set-aside 
provisions; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 

S. 1515. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the 
tax treatment for certain build America 
bonds, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
CASEY): 

S. 1516. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to modify the energy credit 
to provide greater incentives for industrial 
energy efficiency; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. BENNET, Mr. CARDIN, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, and Mr. UDALL): 

S. 1517. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to extend the work oppor- 
tunity credit for hiring veterans, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Mr. KING, and Ms. COLLINS): 

S. 1518. A bill to make exclusive the au- 
thority of the Federal Government to regu- 
late the labeling of products made in the 
United States and introduced in interstate 
or foreign commerce, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 
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By Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr. 
ALEXANDER): 

S. 1519. A bill to amend the Labor Manage- 
ment Relations Act, 1947 to address slow- 
downs, strikes, and lock-outs occurring at 
ports in the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Ms. HIRONO): 

S. 1520. A bill to protect victims of stalk- 
ing from violence; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCOTT: 

S. 1521. A bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to increase access for the 
uninsured to high quality physician care; to 
the Committee on Finance. 


ES 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. ENZI: 

S. Res. 192. A resolution requiring that leg- 
islation considered by the Senate be confined 
to a single issue; to the Committee on Rules 
and Administration. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
Brown, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. MENENDEZ, 
Ms. WARREN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. SCHATZ, 
Mr. Coons, Mr. KING, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
KAINE, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. MERKLEY, and Ms. 
BALDWIN): 

S. Res. 198. A resolution celebrating the 
50th anniversary of the historic Griswold v. 
Connecticut decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States and expressing the sense 
of the Senate that the case was an important 
step forward in helping ensure that all peo- 
ple of the United States are able to use con- 
traceptives to plan pregnancies and have 
healthier babies; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 


Ee 


ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 202 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 202, a bill to provide for a tech- 
nical change to the Medicare long-term 
care hospital moratorium exception. 
S. 203 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 203, a bill to restore Ameri- 
cans’ individual liberty by striking the 
Federal mandate to purchase insur- 
ance. 
S. 299 
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
299, a bill to allow travel between the 
United States and Cuba. 
S. 311 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) and the Senator from 
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New Mexico (Mr. UDALL) were added as 
cosponsors of $. 311, a bill to amend the 
Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 to address and take action 
to prevent bullying and harassment of 
students. 
S. 352 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 352, a bill to amend section 
5000A of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide an additional religious 
exemption from the individual health 
coverage mandate, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 626 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
names of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) and the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 626, a bill to amend title XIX of 
the Social Security Act to cover physi- 
cian services delivered by podiatric 
physicians to ensure access by Med- 
icaid beneficiaries to appropriate qual- 
ity foot and ankle care, to amend title 
XVIII of such Act to modify the re- 
quirements for diabetic shoes to be in- 
cluded under Medicare, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 637 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
names of the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) and the Senator 
from Washington (Ms. CANTWELL) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 637, a bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to extend and modify the railroad 
track maintenance credit. 
S. 682 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 682, a bill to amend the 
Truth in Lending Act to modify the 
definitions of a mortgage originator 
and a high-cost mortgage. 
S. 751 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 751, a bill to improve the 
establishment of any lower ground- 
level ozone standards, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 799 
At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 
the name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 799, a bill to combat the rise 
of prenatal opioid abuse and neonatal 
abstinence syndrome. 
S. 857 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY), the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) and the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. KING) were added as cospon- 
sors of S. 857, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for coverage under the Medi- 
care program of an initial comprehen- 
sive care plan for Medicare bene- 
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ficiaries newly diagnosed with Alz- 
heimer’s disease and related demen- 
tias, and for other purposes. 
S. 911 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 911, a bill to direct the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration to issue an order with 
respect to secondary cockpit barriers, 
and for other purposes. 
S. 982 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
982, a bill to prohibit the conditioning 
of any permit, lease, or other use 
agreement on the transfer of any water 
right to the United States by the Sec- 
retaries of the Interior and Agri- 
culture, and to require the Secretaries 
of the Interior and Agriculture to de- 
velop water planning instruments con- 
sistent with State law. 
S. 1110 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 
of the Senator from Montana (Mr. 
DAINES) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1110, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture to publish in the Federal 
Register a strategy to significantly in- 
crease the role of volunteers and part- 
ners in National Forest System trail 
maintenance, and for other purposes. 
S. 1117 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1117, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to expand the 
authority of the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs to remove senior executives of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs for 
performance or misconduct to include 
removal of certain other employees of 
the Department, and for other pur- 
poses. 
S. 1127 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
UDALL) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1127, a bill to amend the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1986 to expand the denial 
of deduction for certain excessive em- 
ployee remuneration, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1140 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was withdrawn as a cosponsor of 
S. 1140, a bill to require the Secretary 
of the Army and the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
to propose a regulation revising the 
definition of the term ‘‘waters of the 
United States”, and for other purposes. 
S. 1170 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1170, a bill to amend title 39, United 
States Code, to extend the authority of 
the United States Postal Service to 
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issue a semipostal to raise funds for 
breast cancer research, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1188 
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1188, a bill to provide for a tem- 
porary, emergency authorization of de- 
fense articles, defense services, and re- 
lated training directly to the 
Kurdistan Regional Government, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 1218 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1218, a bill to establish an 
interagency coordination committee or 
subcommittee with the leadership of 
the Department of Energy and the De- 
partment of the Interior, focused on 
the nexus between energy and water 
production, use, and efficiency, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 1229 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 
name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1229, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Energy to submit a plan 
to implement recommendations to im- 
prove interactions between the Depart- 
ment of Energy and National Labora- 
tories. 
S. 1333 
At the request of Mr. GARDNER, the 
name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1333, a bill to amend the 
Controlled Substances Act to exclude 
cannabidiol and cannabidiol-rich 
plants from the definition of mari- 
huana, and for other purposes. 
S. 1363 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1363, a bill to require the Secretary of 
Energy to submit to Congress a report 
assessing the capability of the Depart- 
ment of Energy to authorize, host, and 
oversee privately funded fusion and fis- 
sion reactor prototypes and related 
demonstration facilities at sites owned 
by the Department of Energy. 
S. 1382 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr. MERKLEY) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1382, a bill to prohibit dis- 
crimination in adoption or foster care 
placements based on the sexual ori- 
entation, gender identity, or marital 
status of any prospective adoptive or 
foster parent, or the sexual orientation 
or gender identity of the child in- 
volved. 
S. 1389 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1389, a bill to authorize exportation of 
consumer communications devices to 
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Cuba and the provision of tele- 
communications services to Cuba, and 
for other purposes. 
S. RES. 180 
At the request of Mr. GARDNER, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
PERDUE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 180, a resolution urging additional 
sanctions against the Democratic Peo- 
ple’s Republic of Korea, and for other 
purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1468 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
names of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI) and the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1468 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1485 
At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 
name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1485 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1494 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY), the Senator from Wash- 
ington (Mrs. MURRAY), the Senator 
from Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) and the 
Senator from California (Mrs. BOXER) 
were added as cosponsors of amend- 
ment No. 1494 proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1498 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1498 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1522 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) and the Senator from South Da- 
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kota (Mr. ROUNDS) were added as co- 
sponsors of amendment No. 1522 pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1524 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1524 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1525 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1525 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1526 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1526 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1538 
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1538 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1540 
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1540 proposed to H.R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
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strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1549 
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
names of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. TILLIS) and the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. RUBIO) were added as co- 
sponsors of amendment No. 1549 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1550 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1550 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1551 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1551 proposed to H.R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1557 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1557 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1558 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1558 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1559 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
names of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator 
from Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) were 
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added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1559 proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to au- 
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2016 for military activities of the De- 
partment of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1578 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the names of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. CASEY), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) and the Sen- 
ator from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1578 intended to be proposed to H. R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1582 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 1582 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1601 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS), the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET), the Senator from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. WARNER), the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. CARPER) and the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1601 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1602 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 1602 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1607 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 
names of the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. MCCAIN), the Senator from Lou- 
isiana (Mr. VITTER), the Senator from 
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Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. CASSIDY) and the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE) 
were added as cosponsors of amend- 
ment No. 1607 intended to be proposed 
to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 


— 


STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, 
Mr. LEAHY, and Mr. RUBIO): 

S. 1513. A bill to reauthorize the Sec- 
ond Chance Act of 2007; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today I 
join with Senator PORTMAN to reintro- 
duce the bipartisan Second Chance Re- 
authorization Act. This legislation 
builds on the success of the original 
law and takes important new steps to 
ensure that people coming out of pris- 
on are given a fair chance to turn their 
lives around. When inmates are re- 
leased from prison, they face many 
challenges, including finding housing 
and employment, combating substance 
abuse, and accessing physical and men- 
tal healthcare. This legislation aims to 
improve their ability to reenter soci- 
ety, become productive members of 
their families and communities, and 
reduce the likelihood that they will re- 
offend. Investing in reentry services 
has been proven to reduce recidivism 
and bring down prison costs. It is also 
the right thing to do. 

This legislation is urgently needed. 
While the United States is home to less 
than 5 percent of the world’s popu- 
lation, we have nearly 25 percent of the 
world’s prison population. With more 
than two million people behind bars, 
and 650,000 ex-offenders being released 
each year, we need to reauthorize these 
critical programs that reduce crime 
and increase public safety. 

Budgets at the State and Federal 
level are strained by our system of 
mass incarceration, and we all suffer as 
a result. The truth is that when so 
much money goes to locking people 
away, we have fewer resources for pro- 
grams that actually prevent crime in 
the first place. Investing in reentry 
programs that break the cycle of crime 
helps reduce prison costs and keeps us 
all safer. That is why law enforcement 
groups like the National Association of 
Police Organizations support this bill. 
They understand better than most that 
we cannot afford to stay on our current 
path. 

My home State of Vermont was re- 
cently awarded a grant to implement a 
Statewide Recidivism Reduction Pro- 
gram through the Second Chance Act. 
The Commissioner of the Vermont De- 
partment of Corrections, Andrew 
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Pallito, says that he sees the positive 
impact of Second Chance programming 
every day. In Commissioner Pallito’s 
words, “The Second Chance Act is not 
just about giving incarcerated individ- 
uals another opportunity to succeed, it 
is about significantly improving the 
outcomes we all want for children, 
families and communities.” 

We have seen that these programs 
are succeeding in States across the 
country. North Carolina, with the help 
of six Second Chance grants, has re- 
duced its recidivism rate by 18.1 per- 
cent since 2007. It has focused on indi- 
vidualized case planning, use of evi- 
dence-based practices, and coordina- 
tion of services through local reentry 
councils. 

Georgia has reduced its recidivism 
rate by 13.5 percent since 2007 by di- 
recting greater resources to rehabilita- 
tion, community supervision, and pro- 
grams addressing reentry needs. Thir- 
teen Second Chance grants have helped 
support these successful efforts and the 
statewide incarceration rate has de- 
creased by 4.8 percent. 

These programs are working, and it 
would be irresponsible not to continue 
supporting these critical efforts that 
are improving public safety and bring- 
ing down prison costs. 

I am introducing this bill so that it 
can be a part of our conversation in the 
Judiciary Committee and the full Sen- 
ate about the urgent need for criminal 
justice reform. Recidivism rates at the 
State and local levels are unacceptably 
high. Nearly % of former inmates are 
rearrested within 3 years of release and 
about half of them end up back behind 
bars. Any serious effort to address re- 
form must include efforts to support 
reentry. Nearly all prisoners will re- 
turn to our communities at some point 
and it is wise policy to help make that 
transition successful. We all benefit— 
our families, our neighborhoods, our 
economy—when people become produc- 
tive, stable members of society. That is 
the goal of the Second Chance Act. 
That is why it is supported by Amer- 
ican Probation and Parole Association, 
the National Association of Counties, 
the American Bar Association, and the 
United Methodist Church, among many 
others. 

Let me be specific. This bill will help 
former inmates overcome some of the 
obstacles they face in finding a job, a 
place to live, and accessing healthcare 
services. Meeting these basic needs has 
become increasingly difficult because 
people coming out of jail are too often 
treated as second class citizens for the 
rest of their lives. As a former pros- 
ecutor, I believe in tough sentences for 
those who break out laws. However, 
once someone has paid their debt to so- 
ciety, he should not be burdened by 
past mistakes forever. 

Chairman GRASSLEY convened a Judi- 
ciary Committee hearing last month 
that highlighted just this issue. The 
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hearing focused on the importance of 
the right to counsel for poor defend- 
ants charged with misdemeanors. Dur- 
ing that hearing, we heard testimony 
about Melinda, a single mother in Ohio 
who suffered a seizure while cleaning 
her house. When the police and para- 
medics arrived, they found unsecured 
cleaning supplies and Melinda ended up 
with a conviction for child 
endangerment. Years later, she was 
fired from her job when her employer 
learned of her criminal record. This 
left her unable to pay her rent, buy 
food for her family, or lead a produc- 
tive life. This is just not right, and it 
certainly does not make any of us 
safer. 

Any criminal conviction, no matter 
how minor, can hinder a person’s 
chances of success for their entire 
lives. The Second Chance Act equips 
people to deal with this difficult envi- 
ronment, and that assistance starts be- 
fore inmates are even released. Grants 
under this program have enabled states 
to hire case managers who meet with 
inmates while they are in jail to plan 
for their release, and continue to be a 
resource once they have returned 
home. Case managers help former of- 
fenders identify where to continue sub- 
stance abuse treatment, apply for jobs, 
and enroll in parenting classes. They 
also help them build conflict resolution 
skills and avoid certain people or 
places that threaten their recovery. 

key component to remaining 
crime-free is getting and keeping a job, 
and this reauthorization implements a 
new “Transitional Jobs Strategy” to 
help identify and address the root 
causes of chronic unemployment for 
ex-offenders. This new strategy will 
support those individuals committed to 
working hard and getting their lives 
back on track by offering programs 
like vocational education, life skills 
training, or child care services. I am 
proud of this addition to the bill and 
believe it will improve lives and stimu- 
late our economy. 

We have learned from recent reports 
by the General Accounting Office and 
the Inspector General that our Na- 
tion's aging prison population is cost- 
ing the Federal Bureau of Prisons mil- 
lions every year due to their increasing 
medical needs. Many of these older 
prisoners no longer represent a threat 
to public safety, so this bill increases 
the discretion of prison officials to de- 
termine when inmates over 60 should 
be released to home detention. It sim- 
ply doesn't make sense to spend money 
incarcerating and caring for elderly in- 
mates who are not dangerous. 

Although the Second Chance reau- 
thorization has passed with strong bi- 
partisan support through the Judiciary 
Committee each of the last two Con- 
gresses, the act expired in 2010. We 
need to pass this legislation this Con- 
gress as part of comprehensive crimi- 
nal justice reform. 
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I am hopeful that with partners like 
Senator PORTMAN and Representatives 
SENSENBRENNER and DAVIS we will fi- 
nally reauthorize it this Congress. We 
have been working hard to reach an 
agreement that is fair, fiscally respon- 
sible, and meets the needs of key 
stakeholders. We have the support of 
faith groups, law enforcement, and 
groups who provide services to the 
mentally ill and those struggling with 
addiction. This broad coalition has one 
thing in common—we all want to see 
our justice system work better. 

I thank Senator PORTMAN, Represent- 
ative SENSENBRENNER, and Representa- 
tive DAVIS for their hard work and co- 
operation. We have come together in a 
truly exceptional way in this bipar- 
tisan, bicameral effort. I look forward 
to joining with Democrats and Repub- 
licans to get this bill passed and signed 
into law. 


By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and 
Mr. CASEY): 

S. 1516. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the en- 
ergy credit to provide greater incen- 
tives for industrial energy efficiency; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to be joined by my colleague, 
the distinguished Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. CASEY, in introducing the 
Power Efficiency and Resilience, 
POWER, Act. 

The POWER Act would expand tax 
incentives for industrial energy effi- 
ciency systems, including combined 
heat and power, CHP, and waste heat 
to power, WHP, technologies, making 
the incentives more accessible an pro- 
viding parity with other forms of re- 
newable energy. The upfront costs of 
CHP and WHP can be expensive, and fa- 
cilities seeking to lower their energy 
bills often lack access to the capital 
needed for purchasing the equipment. 
The POWER Act aims to spur invest- 
ment in these efficient technologies 
that capture wasted heat from elec- 
tricity generation and industrial proc- 
esses and use it to heat or cool build- 
ings or to generate additional elec- 
tricity. Capturing this otherwise wast- 
ed resource has the potential to in- 
crease electrical generation efficiency 
by nearly 80 percent and reduce elec- 
tricity costs for industrial users. 

While technologies such as solar en- 
ergy and fuel cells currently benefit 
from a 30 percent investment tax cred- 
it, ITC, the incentives for CHP are 
more limited. CHP systems are only el- 
igible for a 10 percent ITC for the first 
15 megawatts, MW, of projects that are 
smaller than 50 MW in capacity. More- 
over, while WHP has the potential to 
produce 15 gigawatts of emissions-free 
electricity nationwide, it currently 
does not qualify for the ITC. The limits 
on the size and scope of the ITC have 
hampered companies from making im- 
portant investments to increase their 
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efficiency. The POWER Act would in- 
crease the ITC for CHP to 30 percent, 
allow WHP to qualify for the credit, re- 
move the limit on project size to en- 
sure large industrial systems are eligi- 
ble, and extend the credit through De- 
cember 2018 to allow time for equip- 
ment purchase, installation, and per- 
mitting. 

By making our industrial sector 
more efficient, we would be reducing 
costs for manufacturers and helping 
them to better compete in the global 
marketplace. CHP can also help us be a 
more resilient nation. Critical institu- 
tions that have combined heat and 
power can keep the power on even 
when the lights go out. That is why 
some hospitals, wastewater treatment 
plants, and military bases are install- 
ing CHP—they have to keep operating 
even in extreme weather or during 
blackouts. The POWER Act can save 
energy, reduce costs, build resilience, 
and reduce emissions. 

Woodard & Curran, headquartered in 
Portland, Maine, noted in its support 
for the bill that the POWER Act: “... 
will allow more companies to reduce 
energy use and costs by installing com- 
bined heat and power, CHP, systems. 
As a developer of such projects, we 
know that this technology poses a sig- 
nificant opportunity to generate new 
businesses, create jobs, and reduce our 
Nation's energy consumption. CHP is 
still largely an untapped resource, and 
we could double its installed capacity 
over the next decade with the right 
policies in place.” Another company in 
Scarborough, ME, Self-Gen, Inc., stat- 
ed: “Every year, the United States 
sends enough wasted heat from elec- 
tricity generation up our chimneys to 
power Japan. Combined heat and power 
can harness this heat as a resource to 
create more electricity, nearly dou- 
bling efficiency. Senator Collins’ 
POWER Act will help us use this tech- 
nology throughout Maine and across 
the nation, moving the United States 
towards increased energy independ- 
ence.” 

The POWER Act would allow more 
U.S. companies to install CHP and 
WHP systems, which would help im- 
prove the energy efficiency and lower 
costs for some of the largest energy 
users. The legislation has the support 
of a broad coalition of businesses from 
across the country, several environ- 
mental organizations, and a number of 
trade associations. I urge my col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support this legislation. 


u 


SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION 192—REQUIR- 
ING THAT LEGISLATION CONSID- 
ERED BY THE SENATE BE CON- 
FINED TO A SINGLE ISSUE 


Mr. ENZI submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
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Committee on Rules and Administra- 
tion: 
S. RES. 192 

Resolved, 

SECTION 1. SINGLE-ISSUE REQUIREMENT. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—It shall not be in 
order in the Senate to consider a bill or reso- 
lution that is not confined to a single sub- 
ject. 

(b) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEALS.— 

(1) WAIVER.—This section may be waived or 
suspended in the Senate only by the affirma- 
tive vote of two-thirds of the Members, duly 
chosen and sworn. 

(2) APPEALS.—Appeals in the Senate from 
the decisions of the Chair relating to any 
provision of this section shall be limited to 
30 minutes, to be equally divided between, 
and controlled by, the appellant and the 
manager of the bill or resolution. An affirm- 
ative vote of two-thirds of the Members of 
the Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall be 
required to sustain an appeal of the ruling of 
the Chair on a point of order raised under 
this section. 


— 


SENATE RESOLUTION 193—CELE- 
BRATING THE 50TH ANNIVER- 
SARY OF THE HISTORIC GRIS- 
WOLD V. CONNECTICUT DECISION 
OF THE SUPREME COURT OF 
THE UNITED STATES AND EX- 
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE THAT THE CASE WAS 
AN IMPORTANT STEP FORWARD 
IN HELPING ENSURE THAT ALL 
PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES 
ARE ABLE TO USE CONTRACEP- 
TIVES TO PLAN PREGNANCIES 
AND HAVE HEALTHIER BABIES 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. WARREN, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. BOOKER, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. Coons, Mr. 
KING, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. FRANKEN, 
Mr. WARNER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. KAINE, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MERKLEY, 
and Ms. BALDWIN) submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Health, Edu- 
cation, Labor, and Pensions: 

S. RES. 193 

Whereas, prior to the landmark decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in 
Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U.S. 479 (1965), 
married women in many States were law- 
fully forbidden from using family planning 
tools such as contraceptives and condoms; 

Whereas the historic Griswold case pro- 
vided precedent for future cases in the Su- 
preme Court that extended the right to use 
contraceptives to all women, regardless of 
marital status; 

Whereas, since Griswold, millions of 
women have used contraceptives to plan 
pregnancies, resulting in healthier women, 
healthier pregnancies, healthier families, 
and greater financial security for families; 

Whereas, despite having the legal right to 
use contraceptives, many women who need 
family planning and sexual health services 
still face financial and other barriers to get- 
ting the necessary care; 

Whereas, because of limited access to af- 
fordable family planning services, low-in- 
come women are 5 times more likely to have 
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an unintended pregnancy compared to 
women with higher incomes, and unintended 
pregnancy rates are increasing for poor and 
low-income women while decreasing for 
women with higher incomes; 

Whereas black and Latino women are dis- 
proportionately affected by the lack of ac- 
cess to contraceptives and reproductive 
health care; 

Whereas programs such as the population 
research and voluntary family planning pro- 
grams under title X of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300 et seq.) and the 
Medicaid program under title XIX of the So- 
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 et seq.) help 
low-income women access high-quality, af- 
fordable family planning care, including con- 
traceptives, that helps women plan preg- 
nancies and stay healthy; 

Whereas the Patient Protection and Af- 
fordable Care Act (Public Law 111-148) is 
helping realize the promise of Griswold by 
removing barriers to care by requiring that 
all insurance providers offer contraceptives 
and reproductive preventive health care 
services at no cost to women, and, as of 2014, 
more than 55,000,0000 women were benefitting 
from coverage without cost-sharing for pre- 
ventive services, including birth control, ac- 
cording to the Department of Health and 
Human Services; 

Whereas, each year, publicly funded con- 
traceptives and family planning services 
help prevent approximately 2,000,000 un- 
planned pregnancies, 800,000 abortions, 
400,000 miscarriages, and 200,000 pre-term and 
low birth rate births; 

Whereas, in 2015, the Institute of Medicine 
listed using birth control to reduce unin- 
tended pregnancies as 1 of 15 core measures 
for furthering health progress and improving 
health; 

Whereas, as the number of contraceptive 
methods expands, it is more important than 
ever that all women have access to the full 
range of contraceptive methods, including 
the most effective methods, so that each 
woman can choose the method that works 
best for her; and 

Whereas every dollar invested in publicly 
funded contraceptive saves taxpayers $7.09: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) celebrates the 50th anniversary of the 
1965 Griswold v. Connecticut decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States; 

(2) recognizes that birth control con- 
stitutes basic health care for women; 

(3) recognizes that, despite the monu- 
mental Griswold decision, affordable contra- 
ceptives unfortunately remain inaccessible 
to many poor and low-income women; 

(4) encourages robust investment in pub- 
licly funded family planning services as a 
means to help women plan pregnancies and 
have healthier babies; 

(5) recognizes that investments in publicly 
funded family planning services help prevent 
unplanned pregnancies and abortions and 
help save taxpayer dollars; 

(6) acknowledges that all women, regard- 
less of income or zip code, should have af- 
fordable access to the tools that help women 
plan and space their pregnancies; and 

(7) recognizes the value of the publicly 
funded family planning safety net in helping 
to realize the promise of the Griswold deci- 
sion. 


nn 
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 
SA 1614. Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. 


TOOMEY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. ROUNDS, and 
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Mr. MARKEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2016 for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the Department 
of Energy, to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1615. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Mr. 
MORAN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and for 
defense activities of the Department of En- 
ergy, to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1616. Mr. DONNELLY (for himself and 
Mr. BENNET) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2016 for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the Department 
of Energy, to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1617. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1618. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra. 

SA 1619. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1620. Mr. COATS submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1621. Mr. COATS submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1622. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1623. Mr. TESTER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1624. Mr. TESTER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1625. Mr. TESTER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1626. Mr. TESTER (for himself and Mr. 
MORAN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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SA 1627. Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
ENZI, Mr. Coons, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. BROWN, and Mrs. GILLIBRAND) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1628. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. RUBIO) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1629. Mr. COTTON (for himself and Mr. 
RUBIO) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1630. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1631. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1632. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and Mr. 
JOHNSON) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1633. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1634. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1635. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1636. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1637. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1638. Mr. BLUNT submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1639. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and 
Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1640. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1641. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1642. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1643. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
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SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1644. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1645. Mr. MARKEY proposed an amend- 
ment to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra. 

SA 1646. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1647. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1648. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1649. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1650. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr. BOOKER) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1651. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1652. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1653. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1654. Mr. COONS submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1655. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1656. Mr. WHITEHOUSE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1657. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1658. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1659. Ms. COLLINS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1660. Ms. COLLINS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1661. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. 
KAINE) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1662. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1663. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1664. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1665. Mr. KIRK submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1666. Mr. KIRK (for himself, Mr. DUR- 
BIN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MANCHIN, 
and Ms. WARREN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1667. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and Mr. 
BLUNT) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1668. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1669. Mr. BOOZMAN (for himself, Mr. 
DONNELLY, and Mr. TOOMEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1670. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1671. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1672. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1673. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1674. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1675. Mr. UDALL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1676. Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
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posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1677. Mr. UDALL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1678. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1679. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1680. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1681. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1682. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1683. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr. 
MURPHY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. BLUNT) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1684. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. PETERS) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1685. Mr. NELSON (for himself and Ms. 
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1686. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1687. Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. HATCH , Mr. HELLER, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 


LANKFORD, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
RISCH, and Mr. ROBERTS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 


amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1688. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Mr. 
DONNELLY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1689. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1690. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1691. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1692. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
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SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1693. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, 
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. UDALL, Mr. HEINRICH, and 
Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1694. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1695. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1696. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1697. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1698. Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1699. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Ms. 
HIRONO) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1700. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Ms. 
HIRONO) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1701. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1702. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1703. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1704. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. REED, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
FRANKEN, and Mr. CARPER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1705. Mr. COATS (for himself, Mr. 
RUBIO, and Mr. CORNYN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1706. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1707. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1708. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1709. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1710. Mr. KIRK (for himself and Mr. 
MENENDEZ) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1711. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1712. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1713. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr. 
TOOMEY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1714. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1715. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1716. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1717. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1718. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1719. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1720. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1721. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1722. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1723. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1724. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1725. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
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SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1726. Mr. WICKER submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1727. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1728. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Ms. MI- 
KULSKI, Mr. KAINE, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. ROUNDS, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
CASEY, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. 
MARKEY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1729. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1730. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1731. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and 
Ms. HIRONO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1732. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1733. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr. 
PETERS, and Mr. CASSIDY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1734. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1735. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1736. Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself and 
Mr. MORAN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1737. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
BROWN, and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1738. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1739. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1740. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 
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SA 1741. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1742. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1743. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1744. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1745. Mr. PETERS (for himself, Ms. 
HIRONO, and Mr. WYDEN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1746. Mr. PETERS (for himself, Ms. 
HIRONO, and Mr. WYDEN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1747. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Ms. 
AYOTTE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1748. Mr. PETERS submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1749. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1750. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1751. Mr. BOOKER (for himself and Mr. 
MENENDEZ) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1752. Mr. HEINRICH (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
TILLIS, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. GRAHAM, Ms. STABE- 
now, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. MAR- 
KEY, Mr. UDALL, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. 
MORAN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1753. Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. AYOTTE, Mrs. SHA- 
HEEN, Mr. BROWN, and Mr. MENENDEZ) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1754. Mrs. ERNST submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1755. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr. 
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1756. Ms. WARREN (for herself and Mr. 
MERKLEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
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proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1757. Ms. WARREN (for herself and Mr. 
MERKLEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1758. Mr. KIRK submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1759. Mr. KIRK submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1760. Mrs. CAPITO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1761. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1762. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1763. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1764. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1765. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1766. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1767. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1768. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1769. Mr. KING (for himself and Mr. 
CARPER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1770. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1771. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1772. Ms. WARREN (for herself and Mr. 
MARKEY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1773. Mr. NELSON submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
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SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1774. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1775. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself and 
Mr. KIRK) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1776. Mr. KIRK submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1777. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1778. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1779. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1780. Mr. CORKER (for himself and Mr. 
CARDIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1781. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1782. Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr. 
TOOMEY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by Mr. McConnell to the bill 
H.R. 2146, to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to allow Federal law enforce- 
ment officers, firefighters, and air traffic 
controllers to make  penalty-free with- 
drawals from governmental plans after age 
50, and for other purposes. 

SA 1783. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense and for military con- 
struction, to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1784. Mr. KIRK (for himself and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 
proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1785. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1786. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1787. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1788. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. RUBIO) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
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posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1789. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. RUBIO) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1790. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. RUBIO) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1791. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. RUBIO) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1792. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. RUBIO) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1793. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1794. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


EE 
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1614. Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. 
TOOMEY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. ROUNDS, 
and Mr. MARKEY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1049. REQUIREMENT THAT PASSENGER AIR- 
CRAFT IN CIVIL RESERVE AIR FLEET 
HAVE SECONDARY COCKPIT BAR- 
RIERS. 

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall require for 
any passenger aircraft participating in the 
Civil Reserve Air Fleet— 

(1) the installation of a barrier, other than 
the cockpit door, that prevents access to the 
flight deck of the aircraft; and 

(2) for any such aircraft— 

(A) that is equipped with a cockpit door, 
that the barrier required under paragraph (1) 
remain locked while— 

(i) the aircraft is in flight; and 

(ii) the cockpit door separating the flight 
deck and the passenger area is open; and 

(B) that is not equipped with a cockpit 
door, that the barrier required under para- 
graph (1) remain locked as determined appro- 
priate by the pilot in command. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CIVIL RESERVE AIR FLEET.—The term 
“Civil Reserve Air Fleet” has the meaning 
given such term in section 9511 of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(2) PASSENGER AIRCRAFT.—The term ‘‘pas- 
senger aircraft’? means a passenger aircraft, 
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as such term is defined in such section 9511, 
that— 

(A) has 75 or more seats; and 

(B) has a gross take-off weight of 75,000 
pounds or more. 


SA 1615. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Mr. MORAN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of subtitle F of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 565. CREDIT FOR STATE LICENSURE AND 
CERTIFICATION COSTS OF MILITARY 
SPOUSES ARISING BY REASON OF A 
PERMANENT CHANGE IN THE DUTY 
STATION OF THE MEMBER OF THE 
ARMED FORCES TO ANOTHER 
STATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after section 25D the following new section: 
“SEC. 25E. STATE LICENSURE AND CERTIFI- 

CATION COSTS OF MILITARY 
SPOUSE ARISING FROM TRANSFER 
OF MEMBER OF ARMED FORCES TO 
ANOTHER STATE. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an eligible 
individual, there shall be allowed as a credit 
against the tax imposed by this chapter for 
the taxable year an amount equal to the 
qualified relicensing costs of such individual 
which are paid or incurred by the taxpayer 
during the taxable year. 

““(b) MAXIMUM CREDIT.—The credit allowed 
by this section with respect to each change 
of duty station shall not exceed $500. 

““(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion— 

“(1) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘eligi- 
ble individual’ means any individual— 

“(A) who is married to a member of the 
Armed Forces of the United States at the 
time that the member moves to another 
State under a permanent change of station 
order, and 

“(B) who moves to such other State with 
such member. 

““(2) QUALIFIED RELICENSING COSTS.—The 
term ‘qualified relicensing costs’ means 
costs— 

““(A) which are for a license or certification 
required by the State referred to in para- 
graph (1) to engage in the profession that 
such individual engaged in while within the 
State from which the individual moved, and 

““(B) which are paid or incurred during the 
period beginning on the date that the orders 
referred to in paragraph (1)(A) are issued and 
ending on the date which is 1 year after the 
reporting date specified in such orders. 

“(d) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—The 
amount of any deduction or other credit al- 
lowable under this chapter for any expense 
taken into account in determining the credit 
allowed under this section shall be reduced 
by the amount of the credit under this sec- 
tion.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for such subpart A is amended by in- 
serting after the item relating to section 25D 
the following new item: 
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“Sec. 25E. State licensure and certification 
costs of military spouse arising 
from transfer of member of 
Armed Forces to another 
State.”. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 

years beginning after December 31, 2014. 


SA 1616. Mr. DONNELLY (for himself 
and Mr. BENNET) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


Strike section 716 and insert the following: 

SEC. 716. DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN NON-DE- 

PARTMENT MENTAL HEALTH CARE 

PROVIDERS WITH KNOWLEDGE RE- 

LATING TO TREATMENT OF MEM- 

BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES AND 
VETERANS. 

(a) MENTAL HEALTH PROVIDER READINESS 
DESIGNATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense, in consultation 
with the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, shall 
develop a system by which any non-Depart- 
ment mental health care provider that meets 
eligibility criteria established by the Sec- 
retary of Defense relating to the knowledge 
described in paragraph (2) receives a mental 
health provider readiness designation from 
the Department of Defense. 

(2) KNOWLEDGE DESCRIBED.—The knowledge 
described in this paragraph is the following: 

(A) Knowledge and understanding with re- 
spect to the culture of members of the 
Armed Forces, veterans, and family mem- 
bers and caregivers of members of the Armed 
Forces and veterans. 

(B) Knowledge with respect to evidence- 
based treatments that have been approved by 
the Department for the treatment of mental 
health issues among members of the Armed 
Forces and veterans. 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION ON DES- 
IGNATION.— 

(1) REGISTRY.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall establish and update as necessary a 
registry that is available to the public of all 
non-Department mental health care pro- 
viders that are currently designated under 
subsection (a)(1). 

(2) PROVIDER LIST.—The Secretary con- 
cerned shall update all lists maintained by 
such Secretary of non-Department mental 
health care providers that provide mental 
health care under the laws administered by 
such Secretary by indicating the providers 
that are currently designated under sub- 
section (a)(1). 

(3) PUBLICATION OF INFORMATION.—The Sec- 
retary concerned shall ensure that the reg- 
istry established and updated under para- 
graph (1) is available to the public on an 
Internet website maintained by each such 
Secretary. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) NON-DEPARTMENT MENTAL HEALTH CARE 
PROVIDER DEFINED.—The term ‘‘non-Depart- 
ment mental health care provider’’— 

(A) means a health care provider that— 

(i) specializes in mental health; 
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(ii) is not a health care provider of the De- 
partment of Defense or the Department of 
Veterans Affairs; and 

(iii) provides health care to members of the 
Armed Forces or veterans; and 

(B) includes psychiatrists, psychologists, 
psychiatric nurses, social workers, mental 
health counselors, marriage and family 
therapists, and other mental health care pro- 
viders designated by the Secretary of De- 
fense or the Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 

(2) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term “Sec- 
retary concerned” means the Secretary of 
Defense with respect to matters concerning 
the Department of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs with respect to matters 
concerning the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs. 


SA 1617. Mr. DONNELLY submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 713 and insert the following: 
SEC. 713. IMPROVEMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH 

CARE PROVIDED BY HEALTH CARE 
PROVIDERS OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE AND THE DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) TRAINING ON RECOGNITION AND MANAGE- 
MENT OF RISK OF SUICIDE.— 

(1) INITIAL TRAINING.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary concerned shall ensure 
that all primary care and mental health care 
providers under the jurisdiction of such Sec- 
retary receive, or have already received, evi- 
dence-based training on the recognition and 
assessment of individuals at risk for suicide 
and the management of such risk. 

(2) ADDITIONAL TRAINING.—The Secretary 
concerned shall ensure that providers who 
receive, or have already received, training 
described in paragraph (1) receive such addi- 
tional training thereafter as may be required 
based on evidence-based changes in health 
care practices. 

(b) ASSESSMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH WORK- 
FORCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs shall jointly submit to 
the appropriate committees of Congress a re- 
port assessing the mental health workforce 
of the Department of Defense and the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs and the long- 
term mental health care needs of members of 
the Armed Forces, veterans, and their de- 
pendents for purposes of determining the 
long-term requirements of the Department 
of Defense and the Department of Veterans 
Affairs for mental health care providers. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include an assessment of 
the following: 

(A) The number of mental health care pro- 
viders of the Department of Defense and the 
Department of Veterans Affairs as of the 
date of the submittal of the report, 
disaggregated by specialty, including psychi- 
atrists, psychologists, social workers, men- 
tal health counselors, and marriage and fam- 
ily therapists. 
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(B) The number of mental health care pro- 
viders that are anticipated to be needed by 
the Department of Defense and the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

(C) The types of mental health care pro- 
viders that are anticipated to be needed by 
the Department of Defense and the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs. 

(D) Locations in which mental health care 
providers are anticipated to be needed by the 
Department of Defense and the Department 
of Veterans Affairs. 

(c) PLAN FOR DEVELOPMENT OF PROCEDURES 
TO MEASURE MENTAL HEALTH DATA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary concerned 
shall develop a plan for the development of 
procedures to compile and assess data relat- 
ing to the following: 

(A) Outcomes for mental health care pro- 
vided under the laws administered by such 
Secretary. 

(B) Variations in such outcomes among dif- 
ferent medical facilities under the jurisdic- 
tion of such Secretary. 

(C) Barriers, if any, to the implementation 
by mental health care providers under the 
jurisdiction of such Secretary of the clinical 
practice guidelines and other evidence-based 
treatments and approaches recommended for 
such providers by such Secretary. 

(2) SUBMITTAL OF PLAN.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense and the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs shall jointly sub- 
mit to the appropriate committees of Con- 
gress each of the plans developed under para- 
graph (1). 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS.—The term “appropriate committees 
of Congress”? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
House of Representatives 

(2) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term “Sec- 
retary concerned’? means the Secretary of 
Defense with respect to matters concerning 
the Department of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs with respect to matters 
concerning the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs. 


SA 1618. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; as 
follows: 


AMENDMENT NO. 1618 


In the appropriate place please insert the 
following: 

SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the accidental transfer of live Bacillus 
anthracis, also Known as anthrax, from an 
Army laboratory to more than 28 labora- 
tories located in at least 12 states and three 
countries discovered in May 2015 represents a 
serious safety lapse; 

(2) the Department of Defense, in coopera- 
tion with the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention and the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, should continue to investigate 
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the cause of this lapse and determine if pro- 
tective protocols should be strengthened; 

(8) the Department of Defense should reas- 
sess standards on a regular basis to ensure 
they are current and effective to prevent a 
reoccurrence; and 

(4) the Department of Defense should keep 
Congress apprised of the investigation, any 
potential public health or safety risk, reme- 
dial actions taken and plans to regularly re- 
assess standards. 


SA 1619. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 524. ESTABLISHMENT OF BREASTFEEDING 
POLICY FOR THE ARMY. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
the Army shall develop a comprehensive pol- 
icy regarding breastfeeding by female mem- 
bers of the Army who are breastfeeding. At a 
minimum, the policy shall address the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) The provision of a designated room or 
area that will provide the member with ade- 
quate privacy and cleanliness and that in- 
cludes an electrical outlet to facilitate the 
use of a breast pump. Restrooms should not 
be considered an appropriate location. 

(2) An allowance for appropriate breaks, 
when practicable, to permit the member to 
breastfeed or utilize a breast pump. 


SA 1620. Mr. COATS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1264. MILITARY EXCHANGES BETWEEN SEN- 


IOR OFFICERS AND OFFICIALS OF 
THE UNITED STATES AND TAIWAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall carry out a program of exchanges of 
senior military officers and senior officials 
between the United States and Taiwan de- 
signed to improve military to military rela- 
tions between the United States and Taiwan. 

(b) EXCHANGES DESCRIBED.—For the pur- 
poses of this section, an exchange is an ac- 
tivity, exercise, event, or observation oppor- 
tunity between members of the Armed 
Forces and officials of the Department of De- 
fense, on the one hand, and armed forces per- 
sonnel and officials of Taiwan, on the other 
hand. 

(c) FOCUS OF EXCHANGES.—The exchanges 
under the program carried out pursuant to 
subsection (a) shall include exchanges fo- 
cused on the following: 
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(1) Threat analysis. 

(2) Military doctrine. 

(3) Force planning. 

(4) Logistical support. 

(5) Intelligence collection and analysis. 

(6) Operational tactics, techniques, 
procedures. 

(7) Humanitarian assistance and disaster 
relief. 

(d) CIVIL-MILITARY AFFAIRS.—The ex- 
changes under the program carried out pur- 
suant to subsection (a) shall include activi- 
ties and exercises focused on civil-military 
relations, including parliamentary relations. 

(e) LOCATION OF EXCHANGES.—The ex- 
changes under the program carried out pur- 
suant to subsection (a) shall be conducted in 
both the United States and Taiwan. 

(£) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term ‘‘senior military officer’’, 
with respect to the Armed Forces, means a 
general or flag officer of the Armed Forces 
on active duty. 

(2) The term “senior official”, with respect 
to the Department of Defense, means a civil- 
ian official of the Department of Defense at 
the level of Assistant Secretary of Defense or 
above. 


SA 1621. Mr. COATS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1024. PROHIBITION ON RETIREMENT OF NU- 
CLEAR POWERED AIRCRAFT CAR- 
RIERS BEFORE FIRST REFUELING. 

Section 5062 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(e) A nuclear powered aircraft carrier 
may not be retired before its first refuel- 
ing.”. 


SA 1622. Mr. MORAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XVI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1628. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON REVIEWING 
AND CONSIDERING FINDINGS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF COUNCIL 
OF GOVERNORS ON CYBER CAPA- 
BILITIES OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Sec- 
retary of Defense should review and consider 
any findings and recommendations of the 
Council of Governors pertaining to cyber 
mission force requirements and any proposed 
reductions in and synchronization of the 
cyber capabilities of active or reserve com- 
ponents of the Armed Forces. 


and 
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SA 1623. Mr. TESTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 706. PILOT PROGRAM ON EXPANSION OF 
ELIGIBILITY FOR READJUSTMENT 
COUNSELING FROM DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS TO INCLUDE 
MEMBERS OF THE SELECTED RE- 
SERVE OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Beginning not later than 
one year after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall commence a three-year pilot program 
to assess the feasibility and advisability of 
furnishing counseling under Section 1712A(a) 
of title 38, United States Code, to any mem- 
ber of the Selected Reserve of the Armed 
Forces who has a behavioral health condi- 
tion or psychological trauma. 

(b) COMPREHENSIVE INDIVIDUAL ASSESS- 
MENT.—Counseling furnished under the pilot 
program may include a comprehensive indi- 
vidual assessment under section 
1712A(a)(1)(B)(i) of such title. 

(c) CONFIDENTIALITY.—The Secretary shall 
ensure that the confidentiality of individuals 
furnished counseling under the pilot program 
is protected to the same extent as the con- 
fidentiality of individuals furnished coun- 
seling under section 1712A(a) of such title. 

(d) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the completion of the pilot 
program, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Defense, submit to Congress a report on the 
findings of the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
with respect to the pilot program. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) A description of the individuals who 
benefitted from counseling under the pilot 
program. 

(B) A description of any impediments to 
the Secretary in furnishing counseling under 
the pilot program. 

(C) A description of any impediments en- 
countered by individuals in receiving coun- 
seling under the pilot program. 

(D) An assessment of the feasibility and 
advisability of furnishing counseling under 
the pilot program to all members of the Se- 
lected Reserve of the Armed Forces who have 
behavioral health conditions or psycho- 
logical trauma. 

(E) Such recommendations for legislative 
or administrative action as the Secretary 
considers appropriate with respect to the 
furnishing of counseling to such members. 

(e) VET CENTER DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term “Vet Center” means a center for re- 
adjustment counseling and related mental 
health services for veterans under section 
1712A of title 38, United States Code. 


SA 1624. Mr. TESTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle A of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 706. PROVISION OF BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 
READINESS SERVICES TO CERTAIN 
MEMBERS OF THE SELECTED RE- 
SERVE BASED ON NEED. 

(a) PROVISION AUTHORIZED.—Section 
1074a(g) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (2): 

“*(2) The Secretary concerned may also pro- 
vide to any member of the Selected Reserve 
not described in subsection (d)(1) or (f) care 
for behavioral health conditions if the Sec- 
retary determines, based on the most recent 
medical exam or mental health assessment 
of such member, that the receipt of such care 
by such member will ensure that such mem- 
ber meets applicable standards of medical 
readiness.”. 

(b) FUNDING.—Subject to applicable provi- 
sions of appropriations Acts, amounts avail- 
able to the Department of Defense for the 
Defense Health Program shall be available 
for the provision of behavioral health serv- 
ices under section 1074a(g) of title 10, United 
States Code (as amended by subsection (a)). 

(c) BUDGETING FOR HEALTH CARE.—In deter- 
mining the amounts to be required for be- 
havioral health services for members of the 
Selected Reserve under section 1074a(g) of 
title 10, United States Code (as so amended), 
for purposes of the budget of the President 
for fiscal years after fiscal year 2016, as sub- 
mitted to Congress pursuant to section 1105 
of title 31, United States Code, the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs shall 
consult with appropriate officials having re- 
sponsibility for the administration of the re- 
serve components of the Armed Forces, in- 
cluding the Chief of the National Guard Bu- 
reau with respect to the National Guard. 


SA 1625. Mr. TESTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 


SEC. CREDIT PROTECTIONS 


SERVICEMEMBERS. 

(a) ACTIVE DUTY FREEZE ALERTS.—Section 
605A of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 1681c-1) is amended— 

(1) in the heading for such section, by 
striking ‘‘AND ACTIVE DUTY ALERTS” and in- 
serting ‘‘, ACTIVE DUTY ALERTS, AND ACTIVE 
DUTY FREEZE ALERTS”; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (d) 
through (h) as subsections (e) through (i), re- 
spectively; 


FOR 
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(3) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(d) ACTIVE DUTY FREEZE ALERTS.—Upon 
the direct request of an active duty military 
consumer, or an individual acting on behalf 
of or as a personal representative of an ac- 
tive duty military consumer, a consumer re- 
porting agency described in section 603(p) 
that maintains a file on the active duty mili- 
tary consumer and has received appropriate 
proof of the identity of the requester, at no 
cost to the active duty military consumer 
while the consumer is deployed, shall— 

“(1) include an active duty freeze alert in 
the file of that active duty military con- 
sumer, and also provide that alert along with 
any credit score generated in using that file, 
during a period of not less than 12 months, or 
such longer period as the Bureau shall deter- 
mine, by regulation, beginning on the date of 
the request, unless the active duty military 
consumer or such representative requests 
that such freeze alert be removed before the 
end of such period, and the agency has re- 
ceived appropriate proof of the identity of 
the requester for such purpose; 

““(2) during the 2-year period beginning on 
the date of such request, exclude the active 
duty military consumer from any list of con- 
sumers prepared by the consumer reporting 
agency and provided to any third party to 
offer credit or insurance to the consumer as 
part of a transaction that was not initiated 
by the consumer, unless the consumer re- 
quests that such exclusion be rescinded be- 
fore the end of such period; and 

“*(3) refer the information regarding the ac- 
tive duty freeze alert to each of the other 
consumer reporting agencies described in 
section 603(p), in accordance with procedures 
developed under section 621(f).”; 

(4) in subsection (e), as so redesignated— 

(A) by striking ‘‘extended, and active duty 
alerts” and inserting “extended, active duty, 
and active duty freeze alerts””; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘extended, or active duty 
alerts” and inserting “extended, active duty, 
or active duty freeze alerts”; 

(5) in subsection (f), as so redesignated— 

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “or active duty alert” and in- 
serting “active duty alert, or active duty 
freeze alert’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking “; and” 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

“*(4) paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (d), 
in the case of a referral under subsection 
(d)(8).”; 

(6) in subsection (g), as so redesignated, by 
striking “or active duty alert” and inserting 
“active duty alert, or active duty freeze 
alert”; and 

(7) in subsection (i), as so redesignated, by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘(3) REQUIREMENTS FOR ACTIVE DUTY 
FREEZE ALERTS.— 

“(A) NOTIFICATION.—Each active duty 
freeze alert under this section shall include 
information that notifies all prospective 
users of a consumer report on the consumer 
to which the freeze alert relates that the 
consumer does not authorize the establish- 
ment of any new credit plan or extension of 
credit, including any credit under an open- 
end credit plan (as defined in section 103(i)), 
in the name of the consumer, or issuance of 
an additional card on an existing credit ac- 
count requested by a consumer, or any in- 
crease in credit limit on an existing credit 
account requested by a consumer. 

‘(B) PROHIBITION ON USERS.—No prospec- 
tive user of a consumer report that includes 
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an active duty freeze alert in accordance 
with this section may establish a new credit 
plan or extension of credit, including any 
credit under an open-end credit plan (as de- 
fined in section 103(i)), in the name of the 
consumer, or issue an additional card on an 
existing credit account requested by a con- 
sumer, or grant any increase in credit limit 
on an existing credit account requested by a 
consumer.”. 

(b) RULEMAKING.—The Bureau of Consumer 
Financial Protection shall prescribe regula- 
tions to define what constitutes appropriate 
proof of identity for purposes of section 
605A(d) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act, as 
amended by subsection (a). 

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
603(q)(2) of the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 
U.S.C. 1681a(q)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading for such paragraph, by 
striking “ACTIVE DUTY ALERT” and inserting 
“ACTIVE DUTY ALERT; ACTIVE DUTY FREEZE 
ALERT”; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and ‘active duty freeze 
alert'”” before “mean”. 


SA 1626. Mr. TESTER (for himself 
and Mr. MORAN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle A of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1116. ADDITIONAL LEAVE FOR FEDERAL EM- 
PLOYEES WHO ARE DISABLED VET- 
ERANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 
63 of title 5, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

“$ 6329. Disabled veteran leave 

““(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 

“(1) notwithstanding section 6301, the term 
“employee” — 

“(A) has the meaning given such term in 
section 2105; and 

““(B) includes an officer or employee of the 
United States Postal Service or of the Postal 
Regulatory Commission; 

““(2) the term ‘service-connected’ has the 
meaning given such term in section 101(16) of 
title 38; and 

““(3) the term ‘veteran’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 101(2) of title 38. 

“(b) LEAVE CREDITED.—During the 12- 
month period beginning on the first day of 
the employment of an employee who is a vet- 
eran with a service-connected disability 
rated as 30 percent or more disabling, the 
employee is entitled to leave, without loss or 
reduction in pay, for purposes of undergoing 
medical treatment for such disability for 
which sick leave could regularly be used. 

““(c) LIMITATIONS.— 

““(1) AMOUNT OF LEAVE.— The leave cred- 
ited to an employee under subsection (b) 
may not exceed 104 hours. 

“*(2) NO CARRY OVER.—Any leave credited to 
an employee under subsection (b) that is not 
used during the 12-month period described in 
such subsection may not be carried over and 
shall be forfeited. 

““(d) CERTIFICATION.—In order to verify that 
leave credited to an employee under sub- 
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section (b) is used for treating a service-con- 
nected disability, the employee shall submit 
to the head of the employing agency a cer- 
tification, in such form and manner as the 
Director of the Office of Personnel Manage- 
ment may prescribe, that the employee used 
the leave for purposes of being furnished 
treatment for the disability by a health care 
provider.”. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND- 
MENT.— 

The table of sections for chapter 63 of title 
5, United States Code, is amended by adding 
after the item relating to section 6328 the 
following: 

‘6329. Disabled veteran leave.”. 

(c) APPLICATION.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a) shall apply with respect to an 
employee (as that term is defined in section 
6329(a)(1) of title 5, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a)) hired on or after the 
date that is 1 year after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 


SA 1627. Mr. TESTER (for himself, 
Mr. ENZI, Mr. Coons, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. DAINES, Mr. BROWN, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 141. C-130 FLEET MODERNIZATION. 

(a) AFFIRMATION OF AUTHORITY To MoD- 
ERNIZE.—Congress affirms that, for the pur- 
poses of modernizing the C-130 aircraft fleet, 
the Air Force has authority to undertake 
safety and compliance upgrades in lieu of the 
C-130 aircraft avionics modernization pro- 
gram of record to meet applicable regula- 
tions of the Federal Aviation Administration 
by 2020. 

(b) REPLACEMENT OF LIMITATION.—Section 
134 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” 
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 
Stat. 3317) is amended by striking subsection 
(b) and inserting the following new sub- 
section (b): 

““(b) COORDINATION WITH FAA IN IMPLEMEN- 
TATION OF ALTERNATIVE PROGRAM.—If the 
Secretary of the Air Force implements in ac- 
cordance with subsection (a)(2) the alter- 
native communication, navigation, surveil- 
lance, and air traffic management program 
described in subsection (a)(1)(8), the Sec- 
retary shall coordinate with the Adminis- 
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion in the implementation of such program 
in order to meet or otherwise satisfy applica- 
ble safety and compliance airspace regula- 
tions.” 


SA 1628. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, 
Mr. PETERS, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. 
RUBIO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
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for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 


Strike section 1272, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1272. UNITED STATES-ISRAEL ANTI-TUNNEL 
COOPERATION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Tunnels can be used for criminal pur- 
poses, such as smuggling drugs, weapons, or 
humans, or for terrorist or military pur- 
poses, such as launching surprise attacks or 
detonating explosives underneath civilian or 
military infrastructure. 

(2) Tunnels have been a growing threat on 
the southern border of the United States for 
years. 

(3) In the conflict in Gaza in 2014, terrorists 
used tunnels to conduct attacks against 
Israel. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) it is in the national security interests 
of the United States to develop technology 
to detect and counter tunnels, and the best 
way to do this is to partner with other af- 
fected countries; 

(2) the Administration should, on a joint 
basis with Israel, carry out research, devel- 
opment, test, and evaluation of anti-tunnel 
capabilities to detect, map, and neutralize 
underground tunnels into and directed at the 
territory of Israel; and 

(3) the Administration should use devel- 
oped anti-tunnel capabilities to better pro- 
tect the United States and deployed United 
States military personnel. 

(c) ASSISTANCE TO ISRAEL TO ESTABLISH 
ANTI-TUNNEL CAPABILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
upon request of the Ministry of Defense of 
Israel, is authorized to carry out research, 
development, test, and evaluation, on a joint 
basis with Israel, to establish anti-tunnel ca- 
pabilities to detect, map, and neutralize un- 
derground tunnels into and directed at the 
territory of Israel. Such authority includes 
authority to construct facilities and install 
equipment necessary to carry out research, 
development, test, and evaluation so author- 
ized. 

(2) CERTIFICATION.—The activities de- 
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (8) may be car- 
ried out after the Secretary of Defense cer- 
tifies to Congress the following: 

(A) The Secretary has finalized a memo- 
randum of understanding or other formal 
agreement between the United States and 
Israel regarding sharing of research and de- 
velopment costs for the capabilities de- 
scribed in paragraph (1). 

(B) The understanding or agreement— 

(i) requires sharing of costs of projects, in- 
cluding in-kind support, between the United 
States and Israel; 

(ii) establishes a framework to negotiate 
the rights to any intellectual property devel- 
oped under the cooperative research and de- 
velopment projects; and 

(iii) requires the United States Govern- 
ment to receive quarterly reports on expend- 
iture of funds, if any, by the Government of 
Israel, including a description of what the 
funds have been used for, when funds were 
expended, and an identification of entities 
that expended the funds. 

(3) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary of Defense, 
upon request of the Government of Israel, is 
authorized to provide procurement, mainte- 
nance, and sustainment assistance to Israel 
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in support of the anti-tunnel capabilities re- 
search, development, test, and evaluation ac- 
tivities authorized in paragraph (1). 

(d) REPORTS.— 

(1) INITIAL REPORT.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall submit to the appropriate com- 
mittees of Congress a report that contains a 
copy of the memorandum of understanding 
and other documents between the United 
States and Israel as described in subsection 
(c)(2). 

(2) QUARTERLY REPORTS.—The Secretary 
shall submit to the appropriate committees 
of Congress on a quarterly basis a report 
that contains a copy of the most recent 
quarterly report provided by the Govern- 
ment of Israel to the Department of Defense 
pursuant to subsection (c)(2)(B)(iii). 

(e) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress”? means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 


SA 1629. Mr. COTTON (for himself 
and Mr. RUBIO) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XXXI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 3124. ENSURING UNITED STATES CIVIL NU- 
CLEAR COMPONENTS ARE NOT ILLE- 
GALLY DIVERTED TO NUCLEAR 
NAVAL PROPULSION PROGRAMS. 

Section 57 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2077) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

“(f)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), 
the Secretary may not make an authoriza- 
tion under subsection b.(2) with respect to a 
foreign country with a nuclear naval propul- 
sion program unless— 

“(A) the Director of National Intelligence 
and the Chief of Naval Operations jointly 
submit to the appropriate congressional 
committees an assessment of the risks of di- 
version, and the likely consequences of such 
diversion, of the technology and material 
covered by such authorization; and 

““(B) following the date on which such as- 
sessment is submitted, the Administrator for 
Nuclear Security certifies to the appropriate 
congressional committees that— 

““(i) there is sufficient diversion control as 
part of the authorization; and 

““(ii) the authorization presents a minimal 
risk of diversion of such technology and ma- 
terial to a military program that would de- 
grade the technical advantage of the United 
States. 

““(2) The limitation under paragraph (1) 
shall not apply with respect to France or the 
United Kingdom. 

““(3) In this subsection, the term ‘appro- 
priate congressional committees’ means the 
following: 
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““(A) The congressional defense committees 
(as defined in section 101(a)(16) of title 10, 
United States Code). 

““(B) The Select Committee on Intelligence 
of the Senate and the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the House of 
Representatives. 

“(C) The Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives.”. 


SA 1630. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. REQUIREMENT TO CONTACT CERTAIN 
TRICARE PROVIDERS TO DETER- 
MINE INTEREST IN PARTICIPATING 
IN CHOICE PROGRAM OF DEPART- 
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) SUBMITTAL OF LIST.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs a list of all 
health care providers who participate in the 
TRICARE program and who are not health 
care providers of the Department of Defense. 

(2) UPDATE.—Not less frequently than 
twice each year after the submittal of the 
list under paragraph (1), the Secretary of De- 
fense shall submit to the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs an update to such list. 

(b) DETERMINATION OF INTEREST IN PARTICI- 
PATION.—The Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall contact each provider included in the 
list submitted under paragraph (1) or any up- 
date to such list submitted under paragraph 
(2) to determine whether any such provider 
would be interested in furnishing care to vet- 
erans under section 101 of the Veterans Ac- 
cess, Choice, and Accountability Act of 2014 
(Public Law 113-146; 38 U.S.C. 1701 note). 

(c) TRICARE PROGRAM DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “TRICARE program” has 
the meaning given that term in section 1072 
of title 10, United States Code. 


SA 1631. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. MAINTENANCE BY DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS OF CERTAIN 
JOINT VENTURES WITH DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsection (b) and notwithstanding the pol- 
icy statement of the Department of Veterans 
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Affairs dated May 12, 2015, and entitled ‘‘Vet- 
erans Health Administration Hierarchy for 
Purchased Care” or any other policy of the 
Department relating to purchased care for 
purposes of implementing section 101 of the 
Veterans Access, Choice, and Accountability 
Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-146; 38 U.S.C. 1701 
note), the Secretary of Veterans Affairs may 
not— 

(1) withdraw from any arrangement under 
which the Secretary of Veterans Affairs and 
the Secretary of Defense jointly operate a 
hospital; 

(2) reduce or eliminate staffing, funding, or 
the provision of other resources to a hospital 
that is so jointly operated; or 

(3) limit the access of veterans to any such 
hospital. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs may carry out an action listed in 
paragraphs (1) through (3) of subsection (a) 
with respect to a hospital if the Secretary 
submits a report to the Secretary of Defense, 
the appropriate committees of Congress, and 
each Member of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives who represents the State in 
which the hospital is located— 

(1) providing 180 days advance notice of the 
intent of the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
to carry out the action; and 

(2) specifying the reasons of the Secretary 
for carrying out the action. 

(c) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress”? means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives. 


SA 1632. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and 
Mr. JOHNSON) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Subtitle || —Border Security Effectiveness 
Metrics 
SEC. 1. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “appropriate congressional 
committees’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Homeland Security 
of the House of Representatives. 

(2) COCAINE REMOVAL EFFECTIVENESS 
RATE.—The term ‘‘cocaine removal effective- 
ness rate” means the percentage that results 
from dividing— 

(A) the amount of cocaine removed by the 
Department of Homeland Security’s mari- 
time security components inside or outside a 
transit zone, as the case may be; by 

(B) the total documented cocaine flow 
rate, as contained in Federal drug databases. 

(3) CONSEQUENCE DELIVERY SYSTEM.—The 
term “Consequence Delivery System” means 
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the series of consequences applied by the 
Border Patrol to persons unlawfully entering 
the United States to prevent unlawful border 
crossing recidivism. 

(4) FEDERAL LANDS.—The term ‘‘Federal 
lands” includes all land under the control of 
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, or the Secretary of the Interior 
along the international border between the 
United States and Mexico. 

(5) GoT AWAY.—The term “got away” 
means an unlawful border crosser who, after 
making an unlawful entry into the United 
States, is not turned back or apprehended. 

(6) MAJOR VIOLATOR.—The term “major vi- 
olator” means a person or entity that has 
engaged in serious criminal activities at any 
land, air, or sea port of entry, including— 

(A) possession of illicit drugs; 

(B) smuggling of prohibited products; 

(C) human smuggling; 

(D) weapons possession; 

(E) use of fraudulent United States docu- 
ments; or 

(F) other offenses serious enough to result 
in arrest. 

(7) SITUATIONAL AWARENESS.—The term 
“situational awareness” means knowledge 
and unified understanding of current unlaw- 
ful cross-border activity, including— 

(A) threats and trends concerning illicit 
trafficking and unlawful crossings; 

(B) the ability to forecast future shifts in 
such threats and trends; 

(C) the ability to evaluate such threats and 
trends at a level sufficient to create action- 
able plans; and 

(D) the operational capability to conduct 
continuous and integrated surveillance of 
the international borders of the United 
States. 

(8) TRANSIT ZONE.—The term “transit 
zone” means the sea corridors of the western 
Atlantic Ocean, the Gulf of Mexico, the Car- 
ibbean Sea, and the eastern Pacific Ocean 
through which undocumented migrants and 
illicit drugs transit, either directly or indi- 
rectly, to the United States. 

(9) TURN BACK.—The term “turn back” 
means an unlawful border crosser who, after 
making an unlawful entry into the United 
States, returns to the country from which 
such crosser entered. 

(10) UNLAWFUL BORDER CROSSING EFFECTIVE- 
NESS RATE.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term “unlawful bor- 
der crossing effectiveness rate” means the 
percentage that results from dividing— 

(i) the number of apprehensions and turn 
backs; by 

(ii) the number of apprehensions, 
backs, and got aways. 

(B) MANNER OF COLLECTION.—The data used 
by the Secretary of Homeland Security to 
determine the unlawful border crossing ef- 
fectiveness rate shall be collected and re- 
ported in a consistent and standardized man- 
ner across all Border Patrol sectors, in- 
formed by situational awareness. 

SEC. 2. METRICS FOR SECURING THE BORDER 
BETWEEN PORTS OF ENTRY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter, the Chief of the 
Border Patrol shall develop metrics, in- 
formed by situational awareness, to measure 
the effectiveness of security between ports of 
entry. The metrics developed under this sub- 
section shall include— 

(1) an unlawful border crossing effective- 
ness rate, which is informed by situational 
awareness; 

(2) a probability of detection, which com- 
pares the estimated total unlawful border 
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crossing attempts not detected by the Border 
Patrol to the unlawful border crossing effec- 
tiveness rate; 

(3) a weight-to-frequency rate, which com- 
pares the average weight of marijuana seized 
per seizure by the Border Patrol in any fiscal 
year to such weight-to-frequency rate for the 
immediately preceding 5 fiscal years; 

(4) a situational awareness achievement 
metric, which measures the amount of situa- 
tional awareness achieved in each Border Pa- 
trol sector; 

(5) an illicit drugs seizure rate, which com- 
pares the amount and type of illicit drugs 
seized by the Border Patrol in any fiscal year 
to an average of the amount and type of il- 
licit drugs seized by the Border Patrol in the 
immediately preceding 5 fiscal years; 

(6) in consultation with the Office of Na- 
tional Drug Control Policy and the United 
States Southern Command, a cocaine seizure 
effectiveness rate, which is the percentage 
resulting from dividing— 

(A) the amount of cocaine seized by the 
Border Patrol; by 

(B) the total documented cocaine flow rate 
between ports of entry along the Southern 
land border; 

(7) estimates, using alternative methodolo- 
gies, including recidivism data, survey data, 
known-flow data, and technologically meas- 
ured data, of— 

(A) total attempted unlawful border cross- 
ings; 

(B) the rate of apprehension of attempted 
unlawful border crossers; and 

(C) the inflow into the United States of un- 
lawful border crossers who evade apprehen- 
sion; and 

(8) estimates of the impact of the Border 
Patrol’s Consequence Delivery System on 
the rate of recidivism of unlawful border 
crossers over multiple fiscal years and an ex- 
amination of each consequence, including— 

(A) voluntary return; 

(B) warrant of arrest or notice to appear; 

(C) expedited removal; 

(D) reinstatement of removal; 

(E) alien transfer exit program; 

(F) streamline; 

(G) standard prosecution; and 

(H) Operation Against Smugglers Initia- 
tive on Safety and Security. 

(b) METRICS CONSULTATION.—In developing 
the metrics required under subsection (a), 
the Chief of the Border Patrol shall consult 
with staff members of the Office of Policy of 
the Department of Homeland Security and 
staff members of the Office of the Chief Fi- 
nancial Officer of the Department of Home- 
land Security. 

SEC. 3. METRICS FOR SECURING THE BORDER 
AT PORTS OF ENTRY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and annually thereafter, the Assistant Com- 
missioner for the Office of Field Operations 
in U.S. Customs and Border Protection shall 
develop metrics, informed by situational 
awareness, to measure the effectiveness of 
security at ports of entry. The metrics devel- 
oped under this subsection shall include— 

(1) an inadmissible border crossing rate, 
which is measured by dividing— 

(A) the number of known inadmissible bor- 
der crossers who are denied entry, excluding 
those border crossers who voluntarily with- 
draw their applications for admission; by 

(B) the total estimated number of inadmis- 
sible border crossers who attempt entry; 

(2) an illicit drugs seizure rate, which com- 
pares the amount and type of illicit drugs 
seized by the Office of Field Operations of 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection in any 
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fiscal year to an average of the amount and 
type of illicit drugs seized by U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection for the immediately 
preceding 5 fiscal years; 

(3) in consultation with the Office of Na- 
tional Drug Control Policy and the United 
States Southern Command, a cocaine seizure 
effectiveness rate, which is the percentage 
resulting from dividing— 

(A) the amount of cocaine seized by the Of- 
fice of Field Operations of U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection; by 

(B) the total documented cocaine flow rate 
at ports of entry along the Southern land 
border; 

(4) estimates, using alternative methodolo- 
gies, including survey data and randomized 
secondary screening data, of— 

(A) total attempted inadmissible border 
crossers; 

(B) the rate of apprehension of attempted 
inadmissible border crossers; and 

(C) the inflow into the United States of in- 
admissible border crossers who evade appre- 
hension; 

(5) the number of infractions related to 
personnel and cargo committed by major 
violators who are apprehended by the Office 
of Field Operations of U.S. Customs and Bor- 
der Protection at ports of entry, and the es- 
timated number of such infractions com- 
mitted by major violators who are not appre- 
hended; 

(6) a measurement of how border security 
operations affect border crossing times; 

(7) the amount and type of illicit drugs 
seized by the Office of Field Operations of 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection at 
United States seaports during the previous 
fiscal year; and 

(8) a cargo scanning rate, which compares 
the number of cargo containers scanned by 
the Office of Field Operations of U.S. Cus- 
toms and Border Protection at each United 
States seaport during the previous fiscal 
year to the total number of cargo containers 
entering the United States at each seaport 
during the previous fiscal year. 


(b) METRICS CONSULTATION.—In developing 
the metrics required under subsection (a), 
the Assistant Commissioner for the Office of 
Field Operations shall consult with staff 
members of the Office of Policy at the De- 
partment of Homeland Security and staff 
members of the Office of the Chief Financial 
Officer of the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity. 

SEC. _ 4. METRICS FOR SECURING THE MARI- 
TIME BORDER. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter, the Commandant of 
the United States Coast Guard and the As- 
sistant Commissioner for the Office of Air 
and Marine for U.S. Customs and Border Pro- 
tection shall jointly implement metrics, in- 
formed by situational awareness, to measure 
the effectiveness of security in the maritime 
environment. The metrics developed under 
this subsection shall include— 

(1) an estimate of the total number of un- 
documented migrants who were not inter- 
dicted by the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity’s maritime security components; 

(2) an undocumented migrant interdiction 
rate, which compares the flow of undocu- 
mented migrants interdicted against the 
total estimated number of undocumented 
migrants who were not interdicted by the 
Department of Homeland Security’s mari- 
time security components; 

(3) an illicit drugs removal rate, which 
compares the amount and type of illicit 
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drugs removed by the Department of Home- 
land Security’s maritime security compo- 
nents inside a transit zone in any fiscal year 
to an average of the amount and type of il- 
licit drugs removed by the Department of 
Homeland Security’s maritime security com- 
ponents inside a transit zone for the imme- 
diately preceding 5 fiscal years; 

(4) an illicit drugs removal rate, which 
compares the amount and type of illicit 
drugs removed by the Department of Home- 
land Security’s maritime security compo- 
nents outside a transit zone in any fiscal 
year to an average of the amount and type of 
illicit drugs removed by the Department of 
Homeland Security’s maritime security com- 
ponents outside a transit zone for the imme- 
diately preceding 5 fiscal years; 

(5) a cocaine removal effectiveness rate in- 
side a transit zone and outside a transit 
zone; and 

(6) a response rate, which compares the 
ability of the maritime security components 
of the Department of Homeland Security to 
respond to and resolve known maritime 
threats, whether inside and outside a transit 
zone, by placing assets on-scene, to the total 
number of events with respect to which the 
Department has known threat information. 

(b) METRICS CONSULTATION.—In developing 
the metrics required under subsection (a), 
the Commandant of the Coast Guard and the 
Assistant Commissioner for Air and Marine 
shall consult with staff members of the Of- 
fice of Policy at the Department of Home- 
land Security and staff members of the Of- 
fice of the Chief Financial Officer of the De- 
partment of Homeland Security. 

SEC. 5. AIR AND MARINE SECURITY METRICS 
IN THE LAND DOMAIN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter, the Assistant Com- 
missioner for the Office of Air and Marine for 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection shall 
implement metrics, informed by situational 
awareness, to measure the effectiveness of 
security in the aviation environment. The 
metrics developed under this subsection 
shall include— 

(1) a requirement effectiveness rate, which 
compares U.S. Customs and Border Protec- 
tion’s Office of Air and Marine flight hours 
requirements to the number of flight hours 
actually flown by such Office; 

(2) a funded flight hours effectiveness rate, 
which compares the number of funded flight 
hours appropriated to U.S. Customs and Bor- 
der Protection’s Office of Air and Marine to 
the number of actual flight hours flown by 
such Office; 

(3) a readiness rate, which compares the 
number of aviation missions flown by U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection’s Office of 
Air and Marine to the number of aviation 
missions cancelled by such Office due to 
weather, maintenance, operations, or other 
causes; 

(4) the number of subjects detected by U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection’s Office of 
Air and Marine through the use of unmanned 
aerial systems; 

(5) the number of apprehensions assisted by 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection’s Office 
of Air and Marine through the use of un- 
manned aerial systems; 

(6) the number and quantity of illicit drug 
seizures assisted by U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection’s Office of Air and Marine 
through the use of unmanned aerial systems; 
and 

(7) a detailed description of how, where, 
and for how long data and images collected 
through the use of unmanned aerial systems 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


by U.S. Customs and Border Protection is 
collected and stored. 

(b) METRICS CONSULTATION.—In developing 
the metrics required under subsection (a), 
the Assistant Commissioner for Air and Ma- 
rine shall consult with staff members of the 
Office of Policy at the Department of Home- 
land Security and staff members of the Of- 
fice of the Chief Financial Officer of the De- 
partment of Homeland Security. 

SEC. 6. METRICS FOR SECURING THE BORDER 
ON FEDERAL LANDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter, the Chief of the 
Border Patrol shall develop metrics, in- 
formed by situational awareness, to measure 
the effectiveness of security between ports of 
entry on Federal lands. The metrics devel- 
oped under this subsection shall include— 

(1) an unlawful border crossing effective- 
ness rate, which is informed by situational 
awareness; 

(2) a probability of detection, which com- 
pares the estimated total unlawful border 
crossing attempts not detected by the Border 
Patrol to the unlawful border crossing effec- 
tiveness rate; 

(3) a weight-to-frequency rate, which com- 
pares the average weight of marijuana seized 
per seizure by the Border Patrol in any fiscal 
year to such weight-to-frequency rate for the 
immediately preceding 5 fiscal years; 

(4) a situational awareness achievement 
metric, which measures the amount of situa- 
tional awareness achieved in each Border Pa- 
trol sector; 

(5) an illicit drugs seizure rate, which com- 
pares the amount and type of illicit drugs 
seized by the Border Patrol in any fiscal year 
to an average of the amount and type of il- 
licit drugs seized by the Border Patrol in the 
immediately preceding 5 fiscal years; 

(6) in consultation with the Office of Na- 
tional Drug Control Policy and the United 
States Southern Command, a cocaine seizure 
effectiveness rate, which is the percentage 
resulting from dividing— 

(A) the amount of cocaine seized by the 
Border Patrol; by 

(B) the total documented cocaine flow rate 
between ports of entry on Federal lands 
along the Southern land border; 

(7) estimates, using alternative methodolo- 
gies, including recidivism data, survey data, 
known-flow data, and technologically meas- 
ured data, of— 

(A) total attempted unlawful border cross- 
ings; 

(B) the rate of apprehension of attempted 
unlawful border crossers; and 

(C) the inflow into the United States of un- 
lawful border crossers who evade apprehen- 
sion. 

(b) METRICS CONSULTATION.—In developing 
the metrics required under subsection (a), 
the Chief of the Border Patrol shall consult 
with the Office of Policy of the Department 
of Homeland Security and the Office of the 
Chief Financial Officer of the Department of 
Homeland Security. 


SEC. 7. EVALUATION BY THE GOVERNMENT 
ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The metrics required 

under sections 2 through 6, and the 


data and methodology used to develop such 
metrics, shall be provided annually to— 

(1) the appropriate congressional commit- 
tees; 

(2) the Comptroller General of the United 
States; and 

(8) the head of a national laboratory within 
the Department of Homeland Security lab- 
oratory network with prior experience in 
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border security, who shall be selected by the 
Secretary of Homeland Security. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 270 days after 
receiving the data and methodology referred 
to in subsection (a), and annually thereafter 
for the following 10 years, the Comptroller 
General of the United States, in consultation 
with the individual selected under sub- 
section (a)(3), shall submit a report to the 
appropriate congressional committees that— 

(1) analyzes the suitability and statistical 
validity of such data and methodology; and 

(2) includes recommendations to the Sec- 
retary of Homeland Security for other suit- 
able metrics that may be used to measure 
the effectiveness of border security. 


SA 1633. Mr. McCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


BORDER SECURITY ON FEDERAL 
LANDS ALONG THE SOUTHERN BOR- 
DER. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) BORDER SECURITY.—The term ‘‘border 
security” means— 

(A) the functioning and operational capa- 
bility to conduct continuous and integrated 
manned or unmanned, monitoring, sensing, 
or surveillance of 100 percent of Southern 
border mileage within the Tucson and Yuma 
sectors or the immediate vicinity of the 
Southern border within the Tucson and 
Yuma Sectors; and 

(B) the apprehension or turn back of illegal 
entries across the Southern border in the 
Tucson and Yuma sectors. 

(2) FEDERAL LANDS.—The term ‘‘Federal 
lands” includes all land under the control of 
the Secretary concerned that is located— 

(A) within 100 miles of the international 
border between the United States and Mex- 
ico; and 

(B) within the Tucson and Yuma sectors of 
United States Border Patrol. 

(3) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term “Sec- 
retary concerned” means— 

(A) with respect to land under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture; and 

(B) with respect to land under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

(b) SUPPORT FOR 
NEEDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To achieve border secu- 
rity on Federal lands— 

(A) notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, the Secretary concerned shall provide 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection per- 
sonnel with immediate access to Federal 
lands for border security activities, includ- 
ing— 

(i) routine motorized patrols; and 

(ii) the deployment of communications, 
surveillance, and detection equipment; 

(B) the Secretary concerned may provide 
education and training to U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection personnel on the natural 
and cultural resources present on individual 
Federal land units; and 
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(C) the security activities described in sub- 
paragraph (A) shall be conducted, to the 
maximum extent practicable, in a manner 
that the Secretary of Homeland Security de- 
termines will best protect the natural and 
cultural resources on Federal lands. 

(2) INTERMINGLED STATE AND PRIVATE 
LAND.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to any 
private or State-owned land within the 
boundaries of Federal lands. 

(3) SUNSET.—The requirements under this 
subsection shall terminate on the date that 
is 4 years after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 


(c) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days before 
the date on which the requirements under 
subsection (b) are scheduled to terminate, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit a report to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees that includes— 

(1) an analysis of the effectiveness of the 
actions taken pursuant to such subsection, 
including the impact of such actions on— 

(A) border security activities; and 

(B) the natural and cultural resources on 
impacted Federal lands; 

(2) an assessment of the 2006 Memos of Un- 
derstanding between the Department of 
Homeland Security, the Department of Agri- 
culture, and the Secretary of the Interior re- 
garding access to Federal and Indian lands 
for border security activities, including— 

(A) how such memoranda, as in force on 
the date of the enactment of this Act, im- 
pacted border security activities; 

(B) the best way to improve such memo- 
randa and their application; 

(C) specific ways in which such memoranda 
could be used to ensure that the Department 
of Homeland Security receives timely access 
to Federal lands for critical border security 
activities; and 

(D) the number of agency personnel re- 
quired to effectively and efficiently execute 
such memoranda; 

(3) a sector-by-sector analysis of the ex- 
pected impact of applying the requirements 
under subsection (b) to the entire land bor- 
der of the United States, including— 

(A) an assessment of— 

(i) how border security activities and nat- 
ural, cultural, and historic resources on Fed- 
eral and Indian lands would be impacted, in- 
cluding the potential impact on wildlife, in- 
cluding endangered species; 

(ii) any actions the Department of Home- 
land Security would need to take to mitigate 
the impact of border security actions, in- 
cluding the estimated costs of such actions; 
and 

(iii) whether lack of access hinders border 
security; and 

(B) an examination of the impact of pro- 
viding the Department of Homeland Security 
with increased access to Federal and Indian 
lands located within— 

(i) 25 miles of the United States border; 

(ii) 50 miles of the United States border, or 

(iii) 100 miles of the United States border; 
and 

(4) a sector-by-sector analysis of— 

(A) the costs incurred by each Secretary 
concerned relating to managing and miti- 
gating for illegal border activity on Federal 
lands, including the cost of restoring natural 
resources that were damaged by illegal bor- 
der activity; 

(B) the impact of illegal traffic on wildlife, 
including endangered species and critical 
habitat; and 

(C) the impact of illegal traffic on natural, 
cultural, and historic resources on Federal 
lands. 
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SA 1634. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 706. INCLUSION OF MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES NOT SUBJECTED OR 
EXPOSED TO OPERATIONAL RISK 


FACTORS IN REQUIRED MENTAL 
HEALTH ASSESSMENT. 

Section 1074m(a)(2) of title 10, United 
States Code is amended by striking ‘‘deter- 
mines that—” and all that follows through 
“providing such assessment” and inserting 
“determines that providing such assess- 
ment”. 


SA 1635. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title IV, add the 
following: 

SEC. 403. LIMITATION ON REDUCTION OF END 


STRENGTH FOR ACTIVE DUTY PER- 
SONNEL OF THE ARMED FORCES. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, including any authorized strength speci- 
fied in any annual national defense author- 
ization Act enacted after the date of the en- 
actment of this Act, the authorized strength 
for active duty personnel of the Armed 
Forces for any fiscal year may not be re- 
duced below the applicable number for fiscal 
year 2016 specified in section 401 until the 
date on which the Secretary of Defense sub- 
mits to Congress the report required by sec- 
tion 904(d)(1) of the National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 127 Stat. 816; 10 U.S.C. 111 note). 


SA 1636. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1230. CERTIFICATION ON ACTIONS TO EN- 
SURE SAFETY AND SECURITY OF 
DISSIDENTS HOUSED AT CAMP LIB- 
ERTY, IRAQ. 

Not later than 30 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of De- 
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fense shall certify, in writing, to the con- 
gressional defense committees whether the 
Central Government of Iraq is taking appro- 
priate and sufficient actions to ensure the 
safety and security of dissidents housed at 
Camp Liberty, Iraq. 


SA 1637. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1230. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS TO 
ARM OR EQUIP THE IRAQ MILITARY 
PENDING CERTIFICATION ON AC- 
TIONS TO ENSURE SAFETY AND SE- 
CURITY OF DISSIDENTS HOUSED AT 
CAMP LIBERTY, IRAQ. 

No amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by this Act or otherwise available for the De- 
partment of Defense may be used to arm or 
equip any personnel or units of the military 
forces of Iraq until the Secretary of Defense 
submits to the congressional defense com- 
mittees a certification that appropriate ac- 
tions have been taken to ensure the safety 
and security of dissidents housed at Camp 
Liberty, Iraq. 


SA 1638. Mr. BLUNT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 706. ENHANCEMENT OF ANNUAL MENTAL 
HEALTH SCREENINGS FOR MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1074n(b) of title 
10, United States Code is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘; and” and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

“(3) include a thorough dialogue between 
the individual conducting the mental health 
assessment and the member to determine 
whether the member has had any experiences 
that could lead to future mental health con- 
cerns; 

“(4) include a thorough screening of the 
member for key indicators of post-traumatic 
stress and mild to severe traumatic brain in- 
jury; and 

““(5) include the creation of a recorded, 
verified history of events, including non- 
combat related events, for each member to 
determine the cause and correlation of symp- 
toms of mild traumatic brain injury and 
post-traumatic stress that may appear 
months or years after the causal incident.’’. 
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(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con- 
gress a plan for the implementation of para- 
graphs (3) through (5) of section 1074n(b) of 
such title, as added by subsection (a)(8) of 
this section. 

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the annual mental health assessment 
for members of the Armed Forces provided 
under section 1074n of such title can be im- 
proved by providing members undergoing 
such an assessment with a record of events, 
including non-combat related events, to sub- 
stantiate latent mental health issues that 
appear months or years after the causal inci- 
dent; 

(2) some members do not know how to ask 
for help with mental health concerns in con- 
nection with such assessment as conducted 
as of the date of the enactment of this Act 
and not all health care providers adequately 
discuss mental health during such assess- 
ment; 

(3) the majority of mild traumatic brain 
injury inducing incidents are not diagnosed 
during combat deployment, so when symp- 
toms do appear, there is no mechanism for 
health care providers to link the injury back 
to the causal incident; 

(4) the provision of such assessment as con- 
ducted as of the date of the enactment of 
this Act does not recognize incidents de- 
scribed in paragraph (3) unless the member 
indicates such incidents on a survey or has a 
very proactive health care provider; 

(5) when latent mental health symptoms 
appear after a member is discharged, the 
member is not eligible to receive treatment 
from the Department without a record of 
causal justification; and 

(6) the Secretary of Defense has an obliga- 
tion to localize as quickly and efficiently as 
possible without disrupting military readi- 
ness the mental health concerns that persist 
among members of the Armed Forces unbe- 
knownst to those members and the health 
care providers of those members. 


SA 1639. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself 
and Mr. BROWN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. AUTHORITY FOR UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 
TO CHARGE AND RETAIN TUITION 
FOR INSTRUCTION OF PERSONS 
OTHER THAN AIR FORCE PER- 


SONNEL DETAILED FOR INSTRUC- 
TION AT THE INSTITUTE. 

(a) INSTITUTE INSTRUCTION OF PERSONS 
OTHER THAN AIR FORCE PERSONNEL.—Section 
9314a of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (a), (c), 
(d), (e), and (f) as subsections (d), (e), (Ð, (€), 
and (h), respectively; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as para- 
graph (4) of subsection (d), as so redesig- 
nated; and 
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(3) by inserting before subsection (d), as so 
redesignated, the following new subsections: 

““(a) MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES OTHER 
THAN THE AIR FORCE WHO ARE DETAILED TO 
THE INSTITUTE.—(1) The Department of the 
Army, the Department of the Navy, and the 
Department of Homeland Security shall bear 
the cost of the instruction at the United 
States Air Force Institute of Technology 
that is received by members of the armed 
forces detailed for that instruction by the 
Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Home- 
land Security, respectively. 

**(2) Members of the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Coast Guard may only be detailed 
for instruction at the Institute on a space- 
available basis. The Secretary of the Air 
Force shall charge the Secretary concerned 
only for such costs and fees in connection 
with such instruction as the Secretary of the 
Air Force considers appropriate. Amounts 
received by the Institute for such instruction 
shall be retained by the Institute to defray 
the cost of instruction. 

“(b) FEDERAL CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES OTHER 
THAN AIR FORCE EMPLOYEES WHO ARE DE- 
TAILED TO THE INSTITUTE.—(1) The United 
States Air Force Institute of Technology 
shall charge tuition for the cost of providing 
instruction at the Institute for any civilian 
employee of a military department (other 
than a civilian employee of the Department 
of the Air Force), of another component of 
the Department of Defense, or of another 
Federal agency who is detailed to receive in- 
struction at the Institute. 

**(2) The cost of any tuition charged an in- 
dividual under this subsection shall be borne 
by the department, agency, or component 
that details the individual for instruction at 
the Institute. The Secretary of the Air Force 
shall charge the Secretary concerned only 
for such costs and fees in connection with 
such instruction as the Secretary of the Air 
Force considers appropriate. Amounts re- 
ceived by the Institute for such instruction 
shall be retained by the Institute to defray 
the cost of instruction. 

““(c) NONDETAILED PERSONS.—(1) The Sec- 
retary of the Air Force may permit persons 
described in paragraph (2) to receive instruc- 
tion at the United States Air Force Institute 
of Technology on a space-available basis. 
The Secretary of the Air Force shall charge 
the individuals concerned only for such costs 
and fees in connection with such instruction 
as the Secretary considers appropriate. 
Amounts received by the Institute for such 
instruction shall be retained by the Institute 
to defray the cost of instruction. 

“*(2) Paragraph (1) applies to any of the fol- 
lowing persons: 

““(A) A member of the armed forces not de- 
tailed for that instruction by the Secretary 
concerned. 

“(B) A civilian employee of a military de- 
partment, of another component of the De- 
partment of Defense, of another Federal 
agency, or of the National Guard of a State 
not detailed for that instruction by the Sec- 
retary concerned or head of the other De- 
partment of Defense component, other Fed- 
eral agency, or the National Guard. 

““(C) A United States citizen who is the re- 
cipient of a competitively selected Federal 
or Department of Defense sponsored scholar- 
ship or fellowship with a defense focus in 
areas of study related to the academic dis- 
ciplines offered by the Institute and which 
requires a service commitment to the Fed- 
eral government in exchange for educational 
financial assistance. 

“*(3) If a scholarship or fellowship described 
in paragraph (2)(C) includes a stipend, the In- 
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stitute may accept the stipend payment 

from the scholarship or fellowship sponsor 

and make a direct payment to the indi- 
vidual.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS RELATED TO 
REDESIGNATION AND OTHER CONFORMING 
AMENDMENTS.—Such section is further 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘“ ADMISSION AUTHORIZED” and inserting ‘‘DE- 
FENSE INDUSTRY EMPLOYEES”’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sub- 
section (b)? and inserting “paragraph (4)”; 
and 

(C) in paragraph (4), as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘ELIGIBLE DE- 
FENSE INDUSTRY EMPLOYEES.—”; 

(2) in subsection (f)(1), as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘subsection 
(a)(1)” and inserting ‘‘subsection (d)(1)”; 

(3) in subsection (g)(1), as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(1)— 

(A) by striking “under this section” and 
inserting “under subsections (c) and (d)”; 
and 

(B) by inserting before the period at the 
end the following: ‘‘who are detailed to re- 
ceive instruction at the Institute under sub- 
section (b)’’; and 

(4) in subsection (h), as redesignated by 
subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘defense indus- 
try employees enrolled under this section” 
and inserting “persons enrolled under this 
section who are not members of the armed 
forces or Government civilian employees”. 

(c) CONDITIONS ON ADMISSION OF DEFENSE 
INDUSTRY CIVILIANS.—Subsection (e)(2) of 
such section, as redesignated by subsection 
(a)(1), is amended by striking “will be done 
on a space-available basis and not require an 
increase in the size of the faculty” and in- 
serting “will not require an increase in the 
permanently authorized size of the faculty”. 

(d) STATUTORY REORGANIZATION.—Chapter 
901 of title 10, United States Code, is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by transferring subsections (d) and (f) of 
section 9314 to the end of section 9314b and 
redesignating such subsections as sub- 
sections (c) and (d), respectively; and 

(2) in subsection 9314, by striking sub- 
section (e). 

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) SECTION HEADINGS.—(A) The heading of 
section 9314 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

“59314. United States Air Force Institute of 
Technology: degree-granting authority”. 

(B) The heading of section 9314a of such 
title is amended to read as follows: 

“$9314a. United States Air Force Institute of 
Technology: reimbursement and tuition; in- 
struction of persons other than Air Force 
personnel”. 


(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec- 
tions at the beginning of chapter 901 of such 
title is amended by striking the items relat- 
ing to sections 9314 and 9314a and inserting 
the following new items: 


‘9314. United States Air Force Institute of 
Technology: degree-granting authority. 

““93l4a. United States Air Force Institute 
of Technology: reimbursement and tui- 
tion; instruction of persons other than 
Air Force personnel.”. 


SA 1640. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 

SEC. 2815. COORDINATION OF HUNTING, FISHING, 
AND OTHER RECREATIONAL ACTIVI- 
TIES ON MILITARY LAND. 

(a) POLICY REQUIRED.—The Secretaries of 
the military departments shall establish a 
joint policy under which military installa- 
tions that control military lands that are 
open to public access for hunting, fishing, 
and other recreational activities coordinate 
with State fish and wildlife managers, tribes, 
local governments, and hunting, fishing, and 
recreational user groups the periods during 
which such lands shall be open and closed to 
the public. To the maximum extent prac- 
ticable such coordination shall be under- 
taken sufficiently in advance of the com- 
mencement of traditional hunting, fishing, 
and recreational use seasons in order for 
State fish and wildlife managers can plan for 
the opening and closing dates of seasons and 
the conditions under which fish and wildlife 
can be taken during the season. 

(b) INSTALLATION LEVEL ADVISORY COMMIT- 
TEES.—The policy established under sub- 
section (a) may authorize the creation of in- 
stallation level advisory committees on the 
use of military lands for hunting, fishing, 
and recreational uses. Any such advisory 
committee shall not be subject to the provi- 
sions of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(5 U.S.C. App.). 


SA 1641. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title I, add the 
following: 

SEC. 152. FUNDING FOR COAST GUARD ICE- 
BREAKER FLEET. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal year 2016 for the Department of De- 
fense such funds as may be necessary to sup- 
port the maintenance and refurbishment of 
the Coast Guard icebreaker fleet and the de- 
sign and construction of new icebreakers. 

(b) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—Funds author- 
ized under this section may be transferred to 
the Department of Homeland Security. 


SA 1642. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
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fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle C of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 

SEC. 2822. LAND ACQUISITION, FORT GREELY 
SCHOOL, DELTA JUNCTION, ALASKA. 

(a) LAND ACQUISITION AUTHORIZED.—The 
Secretary of the Army may acquire, without 
consideration, from the Delta/Greely School 
District (in this section referred to as the 
“District’’), all right, title, and interest of 
the District in and to a parcel of property, 
including improvements thereon, consisting 
of the Fort Greely School, Delta Junction, 
Alaska. 

(b) TERMINATION OF GROUND LEASE.—Upon 
the acquisition authorized under subsection 
(a), the ground lease between Delta/Greely 
School District and the Army will be termi- 
nated and the District shall be relieved from 
all liability for the demolition of the build- 
ing or remediation of the site except for en- 
vironmental contamination that was the re- 
sult of sole willful misconduct of the District 
during the period that the District owned 
the Fort Greely School. 

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS.—The Secretary of 
the Army may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the acqui- 
sition under subsection (a) as the Secretary 
considers appropriate to protect the inter- 
ests of the United States. 


SA 1643. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VI, add the 
following: 

SEC. 622. GUARANTEED TRANSPORTATION FOR 
NEXT OF KIN TO ATTEND TRANSFER 
CEREMONY OF MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES WHO DIE OVER- 
SEAS. 

Section 481f(e) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), and 
(4) as paragraphs (3), (4), and (5), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (2): 

“*(2) The discretion to authorize transpor- 
tation under paragraph (1) shall not apply, 
and the Secretary of the military depart- 
ment concerned is instead required to pro- 
vide such transportation, whenever the 
death of the member overseas occurs in the 
line of duty in a combat or humanitarian re- 
lief operation or in combat zone designated 
by the Secretary of Defense.”. 


SA 1644. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
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fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1257. APPROVAL OF EXPORT LICENCES AND 
LETTERS OF REQUEST TO ASSIST 
THE GOVERNMENT OF UKRAINE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) EXPORT LICENSE APPLICATIONS.—The 
Secretary of State shall provide the specified 
congressional committees a detailed list of 
all export license applications, including re- 
quests for marketing licenses, for the sale of 
defense articles and defense services to 
Ukraine. The list shall include the date when 
the application or request was first sub- 
mitted, the current status of each applica- 
tion or request, and the estimated timeline 
for adjudication of such applications or re- 
quests. The Secretary should give priority to 
processing these applications and requests. 

(2) LETTERS OF REQUEST.—The Secretary of 
State shall also provide the specified con- 
gressional committees a detailed list of all 
pending Letters of Request for Foreign Mili- 
tary Sales to Ukraine, including the date 
when the letter was first submitted, the cur- 
rent status, and the estimated timeline for 
adjudication of such letters. 

(b) REPORTS.—Not later than 30 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
every 90 days thereafter, the Secretary of 
State shall submit to the specified congres- 
sional committees a report outlining the sta- 
tus of the applications, requests for mar- 
keting licenses and Letters of Request de- 
scribed under subsection (a). The report shall 
terminate upon certification by the Presi- 
dent that the sovereignty and territorial in- 
tegrity of the Government of Ukraine has 
been restored or 5 years after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, whichever occurs 
first. 

(c) SPECIFIED CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES 


DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
“specified congressional committees”’ 
means— 


(1) the congressional defense committees; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives. 


SA 1645. Mr. MARKEY proposed an 
amendment to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING EX- 
PORTS OF CRUDE OIL. 

It is the sense of Congress that exports of 
crude oil to allies and partners of the United 
States should not be determined to be con- 
sistent with the national interest and the 
purposes of the Energy Policy and Conserva- 
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6201 et seq.) if those ex- 
ports would increase energy prices in the 
United States for American consumers or 
businesses or increase the reliance of the 
United States on imported oil. 


SA 1646. Mr. LEAHY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 

MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 

ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 

for military activities of the Depart- 

ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 

Department of Energy, to prescribe 

military personnel strengths for such 

fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 515. ANNUAL REPORT ON PERSONNEL, 
TRAINING, AND EQUIPMENT RE- 
QUIREMENTS FOR THE NON-FED- 
ERALIZED NATIONAL GUARD TO 
SUPPORT CIVILIAN AUTHORITIES IN 
PREVENTION AND RESPONSE TO 
NON-CATASTROPHIC DOMESTIC DIS- 
ASTERS. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT REQUIRED.—Section 
10504 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘RE- 
PORT.—’’ and inserting “REPORT ON STATE OF 
THE NATIONAL GUARD.—(1)”; 

(2) by striking ‘‘(b) SUBMISSION OF REPORT 
TO CONGRESS.—” and inserting ‘‘(2)’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘annual report of the Chief 
of the National Guard Bureau’’ and inserting 
“annual report required by paragraph (1)”; 
and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection (b): 

““(b) ANNUAL REPORT ON NON-FEDERALIZED 
SERVICE NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, TRAIN- 
ING, AND EQUIPMENT REQUIREMENTS.—(1) Not 
later than January 31 of each of calendar 
years 2016 through 2022, the Chief of the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees and the offi- 
cials specified in paragraph (5) a report set- 
ting forth the personnel, training, and equip- 
ment required by the National Guard during 
the next fiscal year to carry out its mission, 
while not Federalized, to provide prevention, 
protection mitigation, response, and recov- 
ery activities in support of civilian authori- 
ties in connection with non-catastrophic 
natural and man-made disasters. 

‘“(2) To determine the annual personnel, 
training, and equipment requirements of the 
National Guard referred to in paragraph (1), 
the Chief of the National Guard Bureau shall 
take into account, at a minimum, the fol- 
lowing: 

““(A) Core civilian capabilities gaps for the 
prevention, protection, mitigation, response, 
and recovery activities in connection with 
natural and man-made disasters, as collected 
by the Department of Homeland Security 
from the States. 

““(B) Threat and hazard identifications and 
risk assessments of the Department of De- 
fense, the Department of Homeland Security, 
and the States. 

“*(3) Personnel, training, and equipment re- 
quirements shall be collected from the 
States, validated by the Chief of the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau, and be categorized in 
the report required by paragraph (1) by each 
of the following: 

‘(A) Emergency support functions of the 
National Response Framework. 

“(B) Federal Emergency Management 
Agency regions. 

““(4) The annual report required by para- 
graph (1) shall be prepared in consultation 
with the chief executive of each State, other 
appropriate civilian authorities, and the 
Council of Governors. 

‘(5) In addition to the congressional de- 
fense committees, the annual report required 
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by paragraph (1) shall be submitted to the 
following officials: 

““(A) The Secretary of Defense. 

““(B) The Secretary of Homeland Security. 

““(C) The Council of Governors. 

““(D) The Secretary of the Army. 

““(E) The Secretary of the Air Force. 

““(F) The Commander of the United States 
Northern Command. 

“(G) The Commander of the United States 
Cyber Command.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such 
section is amended to read as follows: 

“$ 10504. Chief of the National Guard Bureau: 
annual reports”. 

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of sec- 
tions at the beginning of chapter 1011 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by strik- 
ing the item relating to section 10504 and in- 
serting the following new section: 


‘10504. Chief of the National Guard Bureau: 
annual reports.”. 


SA 1647. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1230. REPEAL OF AUTHORIZATION FOR USE 


OF MILITARY FORCE AGAINST IRAQ 
RESOLUTION OF 2002. 


The Authorization for Use of Military 
Force Against Iraq Resolution of 2002 (Public 
Law 107-243; 116 Stat. 1498; 50 U.S.C. 1541 
note) is hereby repealed. 


SA 1648. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. ELIGIBILITY OF MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMY FOR TUITION ASSISTANCE 
THROUGH THE DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE EFFECTIVE UPON COMPLE- 
TION OF INITIAL ENTRY TRAINING 
IN THE ARMY. 

Notwithstanding Army policy ALARACT 
317/2013 or any similar policy, any individual 
who is enlisted, inducted, or appointed as a 
member of the Army, including the Army 
National Guard of the United States and the 
Army Reserve, after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act, shall be eligible for tuition 
assistance through the Department of De- 
fense for members of the Armed Forces upon 
completion of initial entry training, rather 
than upon completion of one year of service 
after completion of initial entry training, to 
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the same extent such members would have 
been eligible for such tuition assistance be- 
fore the issuance of ALARACT 317/2013. 


SA 1649. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1264. SENSE OF SENATE ON THE REBAL- 
ANCE TO THE ASIA-PACIFIC REGION. 

It is the sense of the Senate that— 

(1) the rebalance to the Asia-Pacific region 
is right for the United States, and the United 
States Army is essential to this effort given 
the importance of land armies in the region; 

(2) the Asia-Pacific region is home to 7 of 
the 10 largest armies in the world, and 21 of 
the 27 chiefs of defense in the region are 
army officers; 

(3) the dynamic security environment in 
the Asia-Pacific region demands capabilities 
the Army has to offer, from supporting hu- 
manitarian operations to conducting mili- 
tary exercises with most important regional 
partners and allies of the United States; 

(4) the spending limits in the Budget Con- 
trol Act of 2011 impose hard choices on the 
Department of Defense that could force the 
Army to make strategically unwise cuts to 
its end strength; 

(5) it is the responsibility of Congress to 
remove defense and non-defense spending 
limits to give Federal agencies the certainty 
they need to make sound budgetary deci- 
sions; and 

(6) despite fiscal pressure, the Army should 
strengthen its posture in the Asia-Pacific re- 
gion and make future force structure deci- 
sions in line with the commitment of the 
United States to rebalance to the region. 


SA 1650. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. MERKLEY, and 
Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 


SEC. 524. REVIEW OF DISCHARGE CHARACTER- 
IZATION OF MEMBERS OF THE 


ARMED FORCES DISCHARGED 
UNDER THE DON’T ASK, DON’T TELL 
POLICY. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 
section, the appropriate discharge boards— 

(1) shall review the discharge characteriza- 
tion of covered members at the request of 
the covered member; and 

(2) if such characterization is any charac- 
terization except honorable, may change 
such characterization to honorable. 
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(b) CRITERIA.—In changing the discharge 
characterization of a covered member to 
honorable under subsection (a)(2), the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall ensure that such 
changes are carried out consistently and uni- 
formly across the military departments 
using the following criteria: 

(1) The original discharge must be based on 
Don’t Ask Don’t Tell (in this section referred 
to as “DADT””) or a similar policy in place 
prior to the enactment of DADT. 

(2) Such discharge characterization shall 
be so changed if, with respect to the original 
discharge, there were no aggravating cir- 
cumstances, such as misconduct, that would 
have independently led to a discharge char- 
acterization that was any characterization 
except honorable. For purposes of this para- 
graph, such aggravating circumstances may 
not include— 

(A) an offense under section 925 of title 10, 
United States Code (article 125 of the Uni- 
form Code of Military Justice), committed 
by a covered member against a person of the 
same sex with the consent of such person; or 

(B) statements, consensual sexual conduct, 
or consensual acts relating to sexual orienta- 
tion or identity, or the disclosure of such 
statements, conduct, or acts, that were pro- 
hibited at the time of discharge but after the 
date of such discharge became permitted. 

(3) When requesting a review, a covered 
member, or the member’s representative, 
shall be required to provide either— 

(A) documents consisting of— 

(i) a copy of the DD-214 form of the mem- 
ber; 

(ii) a personal affidavit of the cir- 
cumstances surrounding the discharge; and 

(iii) any relevant records pertaining to the 
discharge; or 

(B) an affidavit certifying that the mem- 
ber, or the member’s representative, does not 
have the documents specified in subpara- 
graph (A). 

(4) If a covered member provides an affi- 
davit described in subparagraph (B) of para- 
graph (3)— 

(A) the appropriate discharge board shall 
make every effort to locate the documents 
specified in subparagraph (A) of such para- 
graph within the records of the Department 
of Defense; and 

(B) the absence of such documents may not 
be considered a reason to deny a change of 
the discharge characterization under sub- 
section (a)(2). 

(c) REQUEST FOR REVIEW.—The appropriate 
discharge board shall ensure the mechanism 
by which covered members, or their rep- 
resentative, may request to have the dis- 
charge characterization of the covered mem- 
ber reviewed under this section is simple and 
straightforward. 

(d) REVIEW.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—After a request has been 
made under subsection (c), the appropriate 
discharge board shall review all relevant 
laws, records of oral testimony previously 
taken, service records, or any other relevant 
information regarding the discharge charac- 
terization of the covered member. 

(2) ADDITIONAL MATERIALS.—If additional 
materials are necessary for the review, the 
appropriate discharge board— 

(A) may request additional information 
from the covered member or the member’s 
representative, in writing, and specifically 
detailing what is being requested; and 

(B) shall be responsible for obtaining a 
copy of the necessary files of the covered 
member from the member, or when applica- 
ble, from the Department of Defense. 

(e) CHANGE OF CHARACTERIZATION.—The ap- 
propriate discharge board shall change the 
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discharge characterization of a covered 
member to honorable if such change is deter- 
mined to be appropriate after a review is 
conducted under subsection (d) pursuant to 
the criteria under subsection (b). A covered 
member, or the member’s representative, 
may appeal a decision by the appropriate dis- 
charge board to not change the discharge 
characterization by using the regular ap- 
peals process of the board. 

(f) CHANGE OF RECORDS.—For each covered 
member whose discharge characterization is 
changed under subsection (e), or for each 
covered member who was honorably dis- 
charged but whose DD-214 form reflects the 
sexual orientation of the member, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall reissue to the mem- 
ber or the member’s representative a revised 
DD-214 form that reflects the following: 

(1) For each covered member discharged, 
the Separation Code, Reentry Code, Nar- 
rative Code, and Separation Authority shall 
not reflect the sexual orientation of the 
member and shall be placed under secretarial 
authority. Any other similar indication of 
the sexual orientation or reason for dis- 
charge shall be removed or changed accord- 
ingly to be consistent with this paragraph. 

(2) For each covered member whose dis- 
charge occurred prior to the creation of gen- 
eral secretarial authority, the sections of the 
DD-214 form referred to paragraph (1) shall 
be changed to similarly reflect a universal 
authority with codes, authorities, and lan- 
guage applicable at the time of discharge. 

(g) STATUS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each covered member 
whose discharge characterization is changed 
under subsection (e) shall be treated without 
regard to the original discharge character- 
ization of the member, including for pur- 
poses of— 

(A) benefits provided by the Federal Gov- 
ernment to an individual by reason of service 
in the Armed Forces; and 

(B) all recognitions and honors that the 
Secretary of Defense provides to members of 
the Armed Forces. 

(2) REINSTATEMENT.—In carrying out para- 
graph (1)(B), the Secretary shall reinstate all 
recognitions and honors of a covered member 
whose discharge characterization is changed 
under subsection (e) that the Secretary with- 
held because of the original discharge char- 
acterization of the member. 

(h) REPORTS.— 

(1) REVIEW.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall conduct a review of the consistency and 
uniformity of the reviews conducted under 
subsection (a). 

(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 270 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
each year thereafter for a four-year period, 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a re- 
port on the reviews under paragraph (1). 
Such reports shall include any comments or 
recommendations for continued actions. 

(i) HISTORICAL REVIEW.—The Secretary of 
each military department shall ensure that 
oral historians of the department— 

(1) review the facts and circumstances sur- 
rounding the estimated 100,000 members of 
the Armed Forces discharged from the 
Armed Forces between World War II and Sep- 
tember 2011 because of the sexual orientation 
of the member; and 

(2) receive oral testimony of individuals 
who personally experienced discrimination 
and discharge because of the actual or per- 
ceived sexual orientation of the individual so 
that such testimony may serve as an official 
record of these discriminatory policies and 
their impact on American lives. 

(j) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
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(1) The term “appropriate discharge board” 
means the boards for correction of military 
records under section 1552 of title 10, United 
States Code, or the discharge review boards 
under section 1553 of such title, as the case 
may be. 

(2) The term “covered member” means any 
former member of the Armed Forces who was 
discharged from the Armed Forces because 
of the sexual orientation of the member. 

(3) The term “discharge characterization” 
means the characterization under which a 
member of the Armed Forces is discharged or 


released, including ‘‘dishonorable’’, ‘‘gen- 
eral”, “other than honorable”, and ‘‘honor- 
able”. 


(4) The term “Don't Ask Don’t Tell” means 
section 654 of title 10, United States Code, as 
in effect before such section was repealed 
pursuant to the Don't Ask, Don't Tell Repeal 
Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-321). 

(5) The term “representative”? means the 
surviving spouse, next of kin, or legal rep- 
resentative of a covered member. 


SA 1651. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1283. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON ACCOUNT- 
ABILITY MEASURES RELATED TO 
THE SALE AND TRANSFER OF MINE 
RESISTANT AMBUSH PROTECTED 
VEHICLES MRAPS TO STRATEGIC 
PARTNERS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) it is in the national security interest of 
the United States to build relationships with 
strategic partners through security assist- 
ance programs, including the Foreign Mili- 
tary Sales, Excess Defense Articles, and For- 
eign Military Financing of Direct Commer- 
cial Contracts programs; 

(2) these security assistance programs 
incentivize partners to meet the require- 
ments of United States law in order to pur- 
chase United States military equipment, se- 
cure special access privileges for the United 
States military, and reassure allies of United 
States security commitments; 

(3) as the United States deepens security 
ties in key regions, it remains vital that it 
strike a balance between remaining an at- 
tractive security partner and establishing 
robust oversight over all security assistance 
programs; 

(4) absent robust oversight, sales and 
transfers of sensitive weapon systems to for- 
eign countries and military units with 
human rights violations carry the risk of 
harming United States interests; 

(5) Mine Resistant Ambush Protected 
(MRAP) vehicles are a highly sensitive weap- 
on system that have the potential to be used 
for repressive purposes, including to suppress 
legitimate domestic civil unrest and peaceful 
protests; and 

(6) the Defense Security Cooperation Agen- 
cy and the Department of State should sub- 
mit the sale and transfer of MRAP vehicles 
to foreign countries to the Enhanced End- 
Use Monitoring process in order to ensure an 
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added layer of compliance and account- 
ability with United States assistance and to 
deter the misuse of this weapon system. 


SA 1652. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title VII, add the following: 
Subtitle D—Improvement of Health Care for 
Women Members of the Armed Forces 
SEC. 741. CONTRACEPTION COVERAGE PARITY 

UNDER THE TRICARE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1074d of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting 
MEMBERS AND FORMER MEMBERS” 
“SERVICES AVAILABLE”; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol- 
lowing new subsections: 

“(b) CARE RELATED TO PREVENTION OF 
PREGNANCY.—Female covered beneficiaries 
shall be entitled to care related to the pre- 
vention of pregnancy described by subsection 
(d)(3). 

‘*(¢) PROHIBITION ON COST-SHARING FOR CER- 
TAIN SERVICES.—Notwithstanding section 
1074¢(a)(6) of this title or any other provision 
of law, cost-sharing may not be imposed or 
collected for care related to the prevention 
of pregnancy provided pursuant to sub- 
section (a) or (b), including for any method 
of contraception provided, whether provided 
through a facility of the uniformed services, 
the TRICARE retail pharmacy program, or 
the national mail-order pharmacy pro- 
gram.”. 

(b) CARE RELATED TO PREVENTION OF PREG- 
NANCY .—Subsection (d)(3) of such section, as 
redesignated by subsection (a)(2) of this sec- 
tion, is further amended by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ‘‘(includ- 
ing all methods of contraception approved by 
the Food and Drug Administration, steriliza- 
tion procedures, and patient education and 
counseling in connection therewith)”. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1077(a)(18) of such title is amended by strik- 
ing “section 1074d(b)” and inserting “section 
1074d(d)”. 

SEC. 742. ACCESS TO BROAD RANGE OF METHODS 
OF CONTRACEPTION APPROVED BY 
THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRA- 
TION FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND MILITARY DEPEND- 
ENTS AT MILITARY TREATMENT FA- 
CILITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Commencing not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall 
ensure that every military treatment facil- 
ity has a sufficient stock of a broad range of 
methods of contraception approved by the 
Food and Drug Administration, as rec- 
ommended by the Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention and the Office of Popu- 
lation Affairs of the Department of Health 
and Human Services, to be able to dispense 
at any time any such method of contracep- 
tion to any women members of the Armed 
Forces and female covered beneficiaries who 
receive care through such facility. 


“FOR 
after 
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(b) COVERED BENEFICIARY DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “covered beneficiary” has 
the meaning given that term in section 
1072(5) of title 10, United States Code. 

SEC. 743. PREGNANCY PREVENTION ASSISTANCE 
AT MILITARY TREATMENT FACILI- 
TIES FOR WOMEN WHO ARE SEXUAL 
ASSAULT SURVIVORS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to provide in statute, and to enhance, ex- 
isting regulations that require health care 
providers at military treatment facilities to 
consult with survivors of sexual assault once 
clinically stable regarding options for emer- 
gency contraception and any necessary fol- 
low-up care, including the provision of the 
emergency contraception. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—The assistance specified 
in subsection (c) shall be provided at every 
military treatment facility to the following: 

(1) Any woman who presents at a military 
treatment facility and states to personnel of 
the facility that she is a victim of sexual as- 
sault or is accompanied by another indi- 
vidual who states that the woman is a victim 
of sexual assault. 

(2) Any woman who presents at a military 
treatment facility and is reasonably believed 
by personnel of such facility to be a survivor 
of sexual assault. 

(c) ASSISTANCE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The assistance specified 
in this subsection shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) The prompt provision by appropriate 
staff of the military treatment facility of 
comprehensive, medically and factually ac- 
curate, and unbiased written and oral infor- 
mation about all methods of emergency con- 
traception approved by the Food and Drug 
Administration. 

(B) The prompt provision by such staff of 
emergency contraception to a woman upon 
her request. 

(C) Notification to the woman of her right 
to confidentiality in the receipt of care and 
services pursuant to this section. 

(2) NATURE OF INFORMATION.—The informa- 
tion provided pursuant to paragraph (1)(A) 
shall be provided in language that is clear 
and concise, is readily comprehensible, and 
meets such conditions (including conditions 
regarding the provision of information in 
languages other than English) as the Sec- 
retary may provide in the regulations under 
this section. 


SA 1653. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . EXPANSION OF DUTIES OF UNDER 


SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR PER- 
SONNEL AND READINESS. 

Section 136(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking “and health af- 
fairs” and inserting the following: “health 
affairs, and the coordination, use, acquisi- 
tion, or exchange of joint requirements and 
resources with the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs and implementation of recommenda- 
tions made under section 320(c)(1) of title 
38”. 
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SA 1654. Mr. COONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 355. BRIEFING ON CHANGING CLIMATE CON- 
DITIONS AND MILITARY INSTALLA- 
TION READINESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1, 
2016, the Secretary of Defense shall provide a 
briefing to interested Senators on the De- 
partment of Defense’s strategy and initia- 
tives to address the impact of changing cli- 
mate conditions on military installations, 
including expected increased water shortages 
and instances of wildfire due to increased 
drought and flooding due to sea level rise 
and coastal erosion from storm surges, and 
efforts to mitigate the associated national 
security risk and ensure optimal military 
readiness. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The briefing required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(1) An assessment of how changing condi- 
tions are affecting operations and military 
readiness at military installations. 

(2) A description of efforts to disseminate 
and implement best practices across mili- 
tary installations. 

(3) An assessment whether the Department 
of Defense faces challenges in carrying out 
preparedness and resilience initiatives, and 
recommendations for legislation needed to 
increase security on military installations. 

(4) A description of opportunities for effec- 
tive public private partnerships or contracts 
with industry to address and mitigate the ef- 
fects of these changing conditions. 


SA 1655. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. MERKLEY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 355. UPGRADES TO LONG-RANGE RADAR AD- 
VERSELY IMPACTED IN A SIGNIFI- 
CANT MANNER BY THE DEVELOP- 
MENT OR CONSTRUCTION OF WIND 
ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURE. 

The Secretary of Defense shall upgrade any 
Long Range Air Route Surveillance Radar 
that is, or risks being, adversely impacted in 
a significant manner by the development or 
construction of wind energy infrastructure. 


SA 1656. Mr. WHITEHOUSE sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
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1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 1227, before the end 
quote and final period, insert the following: 

“*(17) REPORT INFORMING THE PROCESSING 
TIME FOR APPLICANTS.—Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2016, the Secretary of State, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, to shall submit a report to the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate, 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs of the Senate, the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, 
the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Homeland Security of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of the House of Representatives that 
includes— 

““(A) the number of applicants in the ‘ad- 
ministrative processing’ phase of the Afghan 
Special Immigrant Visa application process, 
broken down by month, during the most re- 
cent 12-month period; 

““(B) the shortest and longest period that 
an application described in subparagraph (A) 
has been in such phase; and 

“(C) a description of the steps that the De- 
partment of State and the Department of 
Homeland Security have taken to reduce the 
length of the administrative processing 
phase, while maintaining adequate security 
review and screening of such applications. 


SA 1657. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 1251 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1251. UKRAINE SECURITY ASSISTANCE INI- 
TIATIVE. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.—Of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 2016 by title XV and available 
for overseas contingency operations as speci- 
fied in the funding tables in division D, 
$300,000,000 may be available to the Secretary 
of Defense, in coordination with the Sec- 
retary of State, to provide appropriate secu- 
rity assistance and intelligence support, in- 
cluding training, equipment, and logistics 
support, supplies and services, to military 
and other security forces of the Government 
of Ukraine for the purposes as follows: 

(1) To enhance the capabilities of the mili- 
tary and other security forces of the Govern- 
ment of Ukraine to defend against further 
aggression. 

(2) To assist Ukraine in developing the 
combat capability to defend its sovereignty 
and territorial integrity. 

(3) To support the Government of Ukraine 
in defending itself against actions by Russia 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


and Russian-backed separatists that violate 
the ceasefire agreements of September 4, 
2014, and February 11, 2015. 

(b) APPROPRIATE SECURITY ASSISTANCE AND 
INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT.—For purposes of sub- 
section (a), appropriate security assistance 
and intelligence support includes the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Real time or near real time actionable 
intelligence, including by lease of such capa- 
bilities from United States commercial com- 
panies. 

(2) Lethal assistance such as anti-armor 
weapon systems, mortars, crew-served weap- 
ons and ammunition, grenade launchers and 
ammunition, and small arms and ammuni- 
tion. 

(3) Counter-artillery radars, including me- 
dium-range and long-range counter-artillery 
radars that can detect and locate long-range 
Russian artillery. 

(4) Unmanned aerial tactical surveillance 
systems. 

(5) Cyber capabilities. 

(6) Counter-electronic warfare capabilities 
such as secure communications equipment 
and other electronic protection systems. 

(7) Other electronic warfare capabilities. 

(8) Training required to maintain and em- 
ploy systems and capabilities described in 
paragraphs (1) through (7). 

(9) Training for critical combat operations 
such as planning, command and control, 
small unit tactics, anti-armor tactics, 
counter-artillery tactics, logistics, coun- 
tering improvised explosive devices, battle- 
field first aid, and medical evacuation. 

(10) Training for strategic and operational 
planning at and above the brigade level. 

(c) FUNDING AVAILABILITY AND LIMITA- 
TION.— 

(1) TRAINING.—Up to 20 percent of the 
amount described in subsection (a) may be 
used to support training pursuant to section 
1207 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (22 U.S.C. 2151 note), 
relating to the Global Security Contingency 
Fund. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Not more than 50 percent 
of the amount described in subsection (a) 
may be obligated or expended until an 
amount equal to 20 percent of such amount 
has been obligated or expended for appro- 
priate security assistance described in para- 
graphs (1), (2), and (8) of subsection (b) for 
the Government of Ukraine. 

(3) ALTERNATIVE USE OF FUNDS.—In the 
event funds otherwise available pursuant to 
subsection (a) are not used by reason of the 
limitation in paragraph (2), such funds may 
be used at the discretion of the Secretary of 
Defense, with concurrence of the Secretary 
of State, to provide security assistance and 
intelligence support, including training, 
equipment, logistics support, supplies and 
services to military and other national-level 
security forces of Partnership for Peace na- 
tions other than Ukraine that the Secretary 
of Defense determines face an elevated risk 
of Russian military aggression and that the 
Secretary determines is appropriate to de- 
fending their sovereignty and territorial in- 
tegrity. 

(d) UNITED STATES INVENTORY AND OTHER 
SOURCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to any assist- 
ance provided pursuant to subsection (a), the 
Secretary of Defense is authorized, with the 
concurrence of the Secretary of State, to 
make available to the Government of 
Ukraine weapons and other defense articles, 
from the United States inventory and other 
sources, and defense services, in such quan- 
tity as the Secretary of Defense determines 
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to be appropriate to achieve the purposes 
specified in subsection (a). 

(2) REPLACEMENT.—Amounts for the re- 
placement of any items provided to the Gov- 
ernment of Ukraine pursuant to paragraph 
(1) may be derived from funds available for 
this section or from amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for the Department of De- 
fense for overseas contingency operations for 
weapons procurement. 

(e) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORIZATION.— 
Nothing in this section shall be construed to 
constitute a specific statutory authorization 
for the introduction of United States Armed 
Forces into hostilities or into situations 
wherein hostilities are clearly indicated by 
the circumstances. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall, in coordination 
with the Secretary of State and other appro- 
priate agencies, submit to Congress a report 
setting forth in detail the following: 

(1) The current criteria governing the pro- 
vision of security assistance and intelligence 
support to the Government of Ukraine. 

(2) The plan, including timelines for deliv- 
ery, types and quantities of security assist- 
ance, and costs, to ensure that such assist- 
ance and support are being provided in com- 
pliance with the authorized purposes speci- 
fied in subsection (a). 

(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Assist- 
ance may not be provided under the author- 
ity in this section after December 31, 2017. 


SA 1658. Mr. McCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. ESTABLISHMENT OF STRATEGIC UNI- 
FORM DRUG FORMULARY FOR THE 
PROVISION OF HEALTH CARE SERV- 
ICES TO MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES UNDERGOING SEPARATION 
FROM THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
jointly establish a process to make available 
to individuals undergoing the transition 
from the receipt of health care services 
through the Department of Defense to the 
receipt of such services through the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs systemic pain and 
psychotropic drugs that are critical to the 
Department of Defense and the Department 
of Veterans Affairs for the appropriate and 
effective provision of health care services to 
such individuals. 

(b) STRATEGIC UNIFORM FORMULARY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out subsection 
(a), the Secretary of Defense and the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs shall jointly es- 
tablish, and from time to time update, a 
strategic, evidence-based, uniform formulary 
for the Department of Defense and the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs that includes 
all appropriate systemic pain and psycho- 
tropic drugs that the Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs jointly 
determine are critical to the Department of 
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Defense and the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs for the appropriate and effective provi- 
sion of health care services to individuals de- 
scribed in such subsection. 

(2) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN PROVISIONS 
OF LAW.—Section 1074g of title 10, United 
States Code, shall not apply to the estab- 
lishing and updating of the formulary re- 
quired by paragraph (1). 

(c) PRESERVATION OF AUTHORITY.—Nothing 
in this section shall be construed to prohibit 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs from each maintaining 
their own formularies. 

(d) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs shall jointly submit to 
the appropriate committees of Congress a re- 
port on the establishment of the formulary 
under subsection (b). 

(2) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘ap- 
propriate committees of Congress’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 


SA 1659. Ms. COLLINS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 604. 


SA 1660. Ms. COLLINS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1209. SUPPORT OF FOREIGN FORCES PAR- 
TICIPATING IN OPERATIONS TO DIS- 
ARM AND END ATROCITIES COM- 
MITTED BY BOKO HARAM. 

(a) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—It shall be the 
policy of the United States Government to— 

(1) provide timely civilian and military as- 
sistance to the Government of Nigeria and 
regional partners for efforts to assist civil- 
ians harmed by Boko Haram; 

(2) permit appropriate members and units 
of the Armed Forces to train, advise, and as- 
sist the security forces of regional partners, 
including Nigeria, as they conduct oper- 
ations against Boko Haram and operations 
to reduce and eliminate the safe havens from 
which terrorist activity can be perpetrated; 

(3) support the long-term capacity of the 
Government of Nigeria to provide security 
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for schools to protect girls seeking an edu- 
cation, and to combat gender-based violence 
and gender inequality; 

(4) coordinate United States Government 
efforts with those of other nations and inter- 
governmental organizations to increase con- 
tributions for rescue and recovery efforts 
and better leverage those contributions to 
enhance the capacity of the law enforcement 
and military services of the Government of 
Nigeria; and 

(5) strengthen the operational capacity of 
the civilian police and judicial system in Ni- 
geria to enhance public safety and prevent 
crime and gender-based violence, while 
strengthening accountability measures to 
prevent corruption and abuses. 

(b) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense, 
the Secretary of State, and the Attorney 
General may provide logistic support, sup- 
plies, and services, communications, and in- 
telligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance 
assets to foreign countries participating in 
operations to mitigate and eliminate the 
threat posed by Boko Haram. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to be a dec- 
laration of war, an authorization for the use 
of military force, or any similar authority, 
nor shall it be construed to limit the author- 
ity of the President under the Constitution 
as Commander in Chief of the Armed Forces. 

(d) FUNDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amount authorized 
to be appropriated for the Department of De- 
fense for each of fiscal years 2016 and 2017 for 
operation and maintenance, not more than 
$35,000,000 may be utilized in each such fiscal 
year to provide support under subsection (b). 

(2) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS ACROSS FISCAL 
YEARS.—Amounts available under this sub- 
section for a fiscal year for support under 
the authority in subsection (b) may be used 
for support under that authority that begins 
in such fiscal year but ends in the next fiscal 
year. 

(e) LIMITATIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
the Secretary of State, or the Attorney Gen- 
eral may not use the authority in subsection 
(b) to provide any type of support that is 
otherwise prohibited by any provision of law. 

(2) MILITARY SUPPORT.—Military support 
may be provided under the authority in sub- 
section (b) only by the Secretary of Defense. 

(3) ELIGIBLE COUNTRIES.—The Secretary of 
Defense, the Secretary of State, or the At- 
torney General may not use the authority in 
subsection (b) to provide support to any for- 
eign country that is otherwise prohibited 
from receiving such type of support under 
any other provision of law. 

(4) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary of De- 
fense, the Secretary of State, or the Attor- 
ney General may not use the authority in 
subsection (b) to provide any type of support 
to Nigerian forces unless the Secretary of 
Defense, with the concurrence of the Sec- 
retary of State, determines that the Govern- 
ment of Nigeria is— 

(A) undertaking significant efforts to pro- 
mote the rule of law and hold its security 
forces accountable for any abuses or crimi- 
nal activity; 

(B) coordinating efforts to combat Boko 
Haram with neighboring countries; 

(C) taking steps to counter extremist 
ideologies; and 

(D) prioritizing the protection of women 
and girls from gender-based violence. 

(f) NOTICE TO CONGRESS ON ELIGIBLE COUN- 
TRIES FOR MILITARY SUPPORT.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense may not provide support 
under subsection (b) for the national mili- 
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tary forces of a country determined to be eli- 
gible for such support under that subsection 
until the Secretary notifies the appropriate 
committees of Congress of the eligibility of 
the country for such support. 

(g) NOTICE TO CONGRESS ON SUPPORT TO BE 
PROVIDED.—Not less than 15 days before the 
date on which funds are obligated to provide 
support under subsection (b), the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to the appropriate 
committees of Congress a notice setting 
forth the following: 

(1) The type of support to be provided. 

(2) The national government to be sup- 
ported. 

(3) The objectives of such support. 

(4) The estimated cost of such support. 

(5) The intended duration of such support. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term ‘‘appropriate committees of 
Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

(2) The term ‘‘logistic support, supplies, 
and services” has the meaning given that 
term in section 2350(1) of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(i) EXPIRATION.—The authority provided 
under this section may not be exercised after 
September 30, 2017. 


SA 1661. Mr. WARNER (for himself 
and Mr. KAINE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title II, add the 
following: 

SEC. 236. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DEVELOPING 
WEAPONS TECHNOLOGIES. 

It is the sense of Congress that railgun and 
other developing weapons technologies are 
vital to the future of national security and 
should be provided the necessary infrastruc- 
ture to support the continued development 
of such weapons systems, including all se- 
cure space (SCIFs) necessary to incorporate 
cyber security into weapons systems during 
development. 


SA 1662. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title XVI, add 
the following: 
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SEC. 1614. COMPREHENSIVE APPROACH TO THE 
UNITED STATES OVERHEAD SAT- 
ELLITE ARCHITECTURE. 


(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) The current approach to the overhead 
satellite architecture of the United States is 
increasingly unsustainable in the long run 
due to high and growing costs, long design 
time, over reliance on large, expensive vehi- 
cles that need heavy launch and represent 
potential single points of failure, an inabil- 
ity to take full advantage of rapid techno- 
logical innovation in the commercial sector, 
a lack of commercial-like acquisition prac- 
tices, a lack of competition, inadequate com- 
munications paths and ground processing 
systems, and the vulnerability to anti-sat- 
ellite attack without an adequate capability 
to replace and replenish lost or damaged 
space vehicles. 

(2) The overhead satellite capabilities of 
the United States are in grave peril due to 
an over reliance on a big government, cen- 
tralized planning, and an acquisition model 
based on a series of 10-year plans. 

(3) In past years, the National Reconnais- 
sance Office was the United States model for 
excellence in acquisition and program man- 
agement. This was in no small part due to 
competition within the National Reconnais- 
sance Office between Program A (the Air 
Force satellite reconnaissance element), 
Program B (the Central Intelligence Agency 
satellite reconnaissance element), and Pro- 
gram C (the Navy reconnaissance element), 
for the best, most innovative, and most cost- 
effective satellite and aircraft reconnais- 
sance systems, which were delivered on time 
and under budget. Programs A, B, and C ex- 
isted from 1962 to 1992. 

(4) On September 28, 1971, National Secu- 
rity Adviser Henry Kissinger issued a short 
memo regarding the President’s decision to 
pursue the first electro-optical imaging 
(EOI) satellite, to be undertaken ‘‘under a re- 
alistic funding program, with a view toward 
achieving an operational capability in 1976.” 
It took almost exactly 5 years to design and 
launch the first KH-11 satellite into orbit on 
December 19, 1976. The United States needs 
to get back to this kind of timeline in de- 
signing and launching United States over- 
head reconnaissance satellites. 

(5) The United States cannot afford to wait 
a decade or more from design to launch of a 
satellite if the United States is to maintain 
its technological edge. 

(6) The culture of innovation and competi- 
tion must be fostered and reinforced in the 
requirements, planning, design, and research 
and development processes for the United 
States entire overhead satellite architec- 
ture, to take into account and prioritize— 

(A) the intelligence requirements of United 
States warfighters and national policy- 
makers; 

(B) the need for resiliency and rapid recon- 
stitution of the architecture in an increas- 
ingly contested space environment; and 

(C) the ability to leverage rapid develop- 
ments and innovation in commercial sector 
satellite, processing and sensor technology. 

(7) Space is no longer an uncontested envi- 
ronment, as it had been in the past. The 
United States must be open to innovative so- 
lutions such as distributed, disaggregated ar- 
chitectures that could allow for better resil- 
iency against the space threat, and also 
allow for ready reconstitution, constant re- 
plenishment, and frequent technological re- 
fresh. 

(8) The current cost-constrained budget en- 
vironment dictates that the United States 
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can no longer ignore the costs of systems 
and potentially less expensive alternatives. 

(9) In April 2009, Secretary of Defense Rob- 
ert Gates said that the United States needed 
to reform acquisition across the Department 
of Defense, that the costs of the “exquisite 
solution” were making defense unaffordable, 
and that “we needed to shift away from the 
99-percent exquisite service-centric plat- 
forms that are so costly and so complex that 
they take forever to build and only then in 
very limited quantities. With the pace of 
technological and geopolitical change and 
the range of possible contingencies, we must 
look more to the 80 percent multi-service so- 
lution that can be produced on time, on 
budget and in significant numbers.”. 

(10) The National Space Policy of the 
United States of America issued on June 28, 
2010, states ‘‘To promote a robust domestic 
commercial space industry, departments and 
agencies shall: 

“Purchase and use commercial space capa- 
bilities and services to the maximum prac- 
tical extent when such capabilities and serv- 
ices are available in the marketplace and 
meet United States Government require- 
ments; 

“Modify commercial space capabilities and 
services to meet government requirements 
when existing commercial capabilities and 
services do not fully meet these require- 
ments and the potential modification rep- 
resents a more cost-effective and timely ac- 
quisition approach for the government; 

“Develop governmental space systems only 
when it is in the national interest and there 
is no suitable, cost-effective United States 
commercial or, as appropriate, foreign com- 
mercial service or system that is or will be 
available;”. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
the Congress that— 

(1) overhead satellite collection and proc- 
essing known as commodity overhead sat- 
ellite collection and processing should be un- 
dertaken as much as possible by the com- 
mercial sector in order to offload cost and 
risk from the taxpayer, while national pro- 
grams should continue their tradition of ex- 
cellence in innovation to address the truly 
complex exquisite problem sets and require- 
ments that cannot be addressed by the com- 
mercial sector; 

(2) overhead satellite architecture should 
be designed in such a way that a number of 
elements common to nearly all spacecraft 
should be standardized, which would bring 
costs down, simplify execution and preserve 
the industrial base; and 

(3) the entire overhead satellite architec- 
ture of the United States, including pro- 
grams funded by the Department of Defense 
or by an element of the intelligence commu- 
nity, commercial imagery providers, and for- 
eign partner capabilities, should be viewed 
and treated as an integrated whole, not sim- 
ply as a series of satellite systems of the De- 
partment of Defense, the intelligence com- 
munity, or private entities; 

(4) the state of the current overhead archi- 
tecture and planning for the future architec- 
ture should receive priority personal atten- 
tion from the President, the senior national 
security and scientific advisors to the Presi- 
dent, the Director of National Intelligence, 
the Secretary of Defense, and the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to ensure that 
the architecture— 

(A) meets the needs of the United States in 
peacetime and in wartime; responsibly stew- 
ards the taxpayers’ dollars; 

(B) accurately takes into account cost and 
performance tradeoffs of the architecture; 
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(C) meets realistic requirements; 

(D) produces and fosters excellence, inno- 
vation, and competition; 

(E) produces innovative satellite systems 
in under 5 years that are able to leverage 
common, standardized design elements and 
commercially available technologies; 

(F) takes advantage of rapid advances in 
commercial technology, innovation, and 
commercial-like acquisition practices; and 

(G) fosters competition and a robust indus- 
trial base. 

(c) STRATEGY ON THE UNITED STATES OVER- 
HEAD SATELLITE ARCHITECTURE.— 

(1) REQUIREMENT FOR STRATEGY.—The Di- 
rector of National Intelligence, the Sec- 
retary of Defense, and the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff shall develop a strategy, 
with milestones and benchmarks, to ensure 
that there is a wholesale review of the entire 
approach of the United States to overhead 
satellite architecture, including programs of 
the Department of Defense that are funded 
under the Military Intelligence Program, 
programs of elements of the intelligence 
community that are funded under the Na- 
tional Intelligence Program, programs car- 
ried out by the commercial satellite and im- 
agery sectors, and foreign partner capabili- 
ties, to ensure that such architecture com- 
ports with the principles of the Sense of Con- 
gress in subsection (b). 

(2) REPORT ON STRATEGY.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Director of National Intel- 
ligence, the Secretary of Defense, and the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff shall 
report to the Committee on Armed Services 
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate and the Committee on Armed 
Services and the Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the strategy required by 
paragraph (1). 


SA 1663. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. MODIFICATION OF FEDERAL ACQUISI- 
TION REGULATION TO ENCOURAGE 
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS TO 
HIRE VETERANS WITH MILITARY 
TRAINING IN CYBER AND CYBER-RE- 
LATED FIELDS. 

The Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget shall direct the Federal Acquisi- 
tion Regulatory Council to issue proposed 
rules by not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act and, final rules 
by not later than 270 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act that amend the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation— 

(1) to require contractors who are subject 
to the cost accounting standards under the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation and who re- 
ceived at least $25,000,000 in aggregated con- 
tracts in each of the prior two fiscal years to 
develop and maintain a single company-wide 
veterans employment plan that, at a min- 
imum, includes— 

(A) performance metrics for the hiring and 
training of veterans; 
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(B) a plan to hire veterans, with a par- 
ticular focus on veterans who served on ac- 
tive duty in the Armed Forces after Sep- 
tember 11, 2001; and 

(C) actions that can be used for training 
veterans for civilian certifications not later 
than one year after hiring them in skills ap- 
plicable to Government contracts relating to 
cyber and cyber related work; 

(2) to encourage Federal agencies to mod- 
ify or waive a skill required for the perform- 
ance of an awarded contract when the con- 
tract supports cyber or cyber-related work 
and is to be performed by a veteran assigned 
to work on such contract and the contractor 
provides training to the veteran in order to 
meet the modified or waived requirement by 
not later than one year after the date of such 
assignment; 

(3) to require contractors to validate 
that— 

(A) the veterans hired by the contractors 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
meet the minimum skill qualification re- 
quirements under the contract based on mili- 
tary training; and 

(B) the contractors provide training to 
such veterans in order to meet the original 
qualification requirement of such contract 
within one year of such assignment; and 

(4) to modify such audit, oversight, and al- 
lowable cost requirements as may be appli- 
cable to Federal contracts to recognize and 
take into account the actions taken by a 
contractor under paragraph (3) as being in 
compliance with the terms and conditions of 
a contract. 


SA 1664. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 811. IMPLEMENTATION 
ACQUISITIONS. 

(a) VALUE-BASED ACQUISITION PROCESS RE- 
QUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretaries 
of each of the military departments shall 
independently submit to the congressional 
defense committees a study that proposes 
methodologies for measuring and optimizing 
the targeted and returned value of each de- 
partment’s acquisition portfolio, as quantifi- 
able and verifiable as a function of utility, 
monetary cost, and time-to-capability and 
for purposes of comprising the disparate ca- 
pability options that might populate an opti- 
mal portfolio. 

(2) SCOPE OF METHODOLOGY.—The value 
based acquisition portfolio management 
methodology proposed under this subsection 
shall— 

(A) consider demonstrated commercial and 
government best practice for value-centric 
management, engineering, and procurement; 

(B) consider watchdog report recommenda- 
tions regarding Department of Defense 
aquisition shortcomings; 

(C) be consistent with the intent of exist- 
ing and emerging acquisition and related 
policies; 
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(D) address linkages and collaboration 
across Defense [PPBS, JCIDS, A&A], Engi- 


neering, Procurement, and Sustainment 
processes; and 
(E) provide mathematically robust, 


tailorable, optimization algorithms suitable 
for supporting value-based acquisition port- 
folio investment decisions, and management 
across the spectrum of Department of De- 
fense programs. 


SA 1665. Mr. KIRK submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 884. USE OF ORGANIC INDUSTRIAL BASE 


FOR PROCUREMENT OF CERTAIN 
ITEMS. 

(a) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary of Defense, 
in consultation with the Director of the De- 
fense Logistics Agency, shall issue feasible 
policy recommendations that could increase 
the efficiency and effectiveness within the 
existing capabilities of the organic indus- 
trial base. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense, in consultation with 
the Director of the Defense Logistics Agen- 
cy, shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report describing implementa- 
tion of the guidance issued under subsection 
(a) and including recommendations to in- 
crease efficiency and effectiveness within the 
existing capabilities of the organic base. 


SA 1666. Mr. KIRK (for himself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
MANCHIN, and Ms. WARREN) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. OBSERVANCE OF VETERANS DAY. 

(a) Two MINUTES OF SILENCE.—Chapter 1 of 
title 36, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 
“$ 145. Veterans Day 

“The President shall issue each year a 
proclamation calling on the people of the 
United States to observe two minutes of si- 
lence on Veterans Day in honor of the serv- 
ice and sacrifice of veterans throughout the 
history of the Nation, beginning at— 

“(1) 3:11 p.m. Atlantic standard time; 

“*(2) 2:11 p.m. eastern standard time; 

“(3) 1:11 p.m. central standard time; 

“*(4) 12:11 p.m. mountain standard time; 

‘“(5) 11:11 a.m. Pacific standard time; 
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““(6) 10:11 a.m. Alaska standard time; and 

“(7) 9:11 a.m. Hawaii-Aleutian standard 
time.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 1 of title 36, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 


“145. Veterans Day.”. 


SA 1667. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and 
Mr. BLUNT) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1230. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE SECU- 
RITY AND PROTECTION OF IRANIAN 
DISSIDENTS LIVING IN CAMP LIB- 
ERTY, IRAQ. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) The residents of Camp Liberty, Iraq, re- 
nounced violence and unilaterally disarmed 
more than a decade ago. 

(2) The United States recognized the resi- 
dents of the former Camp Ashraf who now re- 
side in Camp Liberty as “protected persons” 
under the Fourth Geneva Convention and 
committed itself to protect the residents. 

(3) The deterioration in the overall secu- 
rity situation in Iraq has increased the vul- 
nerability of Camp Liberty residents to at- 
tacks from proxies of the Iranian Revolu- 
tionary Guards Corps and Sunni extremists 
associated with the Islamic State of Iraq and 
the Levant (ISIL). 

(4) The increased vulnerability underscores 
the need for an expedited relocation process 
and that these Iranian dissidents will neither 
be safe nor secure in Camp Liberty. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States should— 

(1) take prompt and appropriate steps in 
accordance with international agreements to 
promote the physical security and protection 
of Camp Liberty residents; 

(2) urge the Government of Iraq to uphold 
its commitments to the United States to en- 
sure the safety and well-being of those living 
in Camp Liberty; 

(3) urge the Government of Iraq to ensure 
continued and reliable access to food, clean 
water, electricity and other energy needs, 
and any other equipment and supplies nec- 
essary to sustain the residents during peri- 
ods of attack or siege by external forces; 

(4) oppose the extradition of Camp Liberty 
residents to Iran; 

(5) implement a strategy to provide for the 
safe, secure, and permanent relocation of 
Camp Liberty residents that includes the 
steps that would need to be taken by the 
United States, the United Nations High Com- 
missioner for Refugees (UNHCR), and the 
Camp Liberty residents to potentially relo- 
cate some residents to the United States; 

(6) encourage the residents of Camp Lib- 
erty to fully cooperate with United States, 
Iraq, and international authorities in the re- 
location process; and 

(7) assist the United Nations High Commis- 
sioner for Refugees in expediting the ongoing 
resettlement of all residents of Camp Lib- 
erty to safe locations outside Iraq. 
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SA 1668. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 332. REPORT ON AIR NATIONAL GUARD MIS- 
SION CHANGES AND IMPACTS TO 
PUBLIC AIRPORTS. 

(a) REPORT.— 

(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Air Force shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees a report detailing the number of Air Na- 
tional Guard units that have undergone a 
mission change in the previous 5 years and 
who are tenants at a public airport. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(A) A comprehensive list of Air National 
Guard units, by State, that have undergone a 
mission change from a flying mission to a re- 
motely piloted aircraft mission, an intel- 
ligence mission, or any other type of mission 
that does not involve operating and main- 
taining manned aircraft at a public airport 
in the previous 5 years. 

(B) An assessment of which units listed in 
subparagraph (A), prior to undergoing a mis- 
sion change, had an Airport Joint Use Agree- 
ment in place with the public airport where 
the unit is a tenant in order to financially 
compensate that airport for the use of run- 
ways, taxiways, air traffic control towers, 
crash, rescue and firefighting services, or 
any other relevant services. 

(C) The annual amount for the previous 5 
years that each Air National Guard unit list- 
ed under subparagraph (B) paid to the public 
airport at which they are a tenant under 
that unit’s Airport Joint Use Agreement. 

(D) An assessment of which units listed 
under subparagraph (B) have subsequently 
canceled their Airport Joint Use Agreement 
since undergoing a mission change. 

(E) A cost assessment, by unit listed in 
subparagraph (D), of what the rental value is 
for the property that the unit occupies at the 
public airport where the unit is a tenant. 

(F) An evaluation from the Office of Eco- 
nomic Adjustment on whether and under 
what circumstances the Office can offer fi- 
nancial assistance to public airports that 
have an Air National Guard unit as a tenant 
that has undergone a mission change that re- 
sulted in the termination of an Airport Joint 
Use Agreement. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.— 

(1) In this section, the term ‘‘public air- 
port,” means an airport that is open to civil- 
ian air traffic, both private and commercial. 

(2) In this section, the term “rental value,” 
means the amount which, in a competitive 
market, a well-informed and willing lessee 
would pay and which a well-informed and 
willing lessor would accept for the tem- 
porary use and enjoyment of the property. 


SA 1669. Mr. BOOZMAN (for himself, 
Mr. DONNELLY, and Mr. TOOMEY) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 
At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1085. PROVISION OF STATUS UNDER LAW BY 
HONORING CERTAIN MEMBERS OF 


THE RESERVE COMPONENTS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES AS VETERANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 107 the following new section: 
“$107A. Honoring as veterans certain persons 

who performed service in the reserve com- 

ponents 

“Any person who is entitled under chapter 
1223 of title 10 to retired pay for nonregular 
service or, but for age, would be entitled 
under such chapter to retired pay for nonreg- 
ular service shall be honored as a veteran 
but shall not be entitled to any benefit by 
reason of this section.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 107 the following new item: 

“107A. Honoring as veterans certain persons 
who performed service in the 
reserve components.”. 


SA 1670. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 653, between lines 17 and 18, insert 
the following: 

(D) Australia. 

(E) Japan. 


SA 1671. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 


SEC. 1264. SPECIAL FOREIGN MILITARY SALES 
STATUS FOR THE PHILIPPINES. 

The Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 
2751 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in sections 3(d)(2)(B), 3(d)(8)(A)(i), 
3(d)(5),  21(e)(2)(A), 36(b), 36(c), 36(d)(2)(A), 
62(c)(1), and 63(a)(2), by inserting “the Phil- 
ippines,” before “or New Zealand” each 
place it appears; 
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(2) in section 3(b)(2), by inserting ‘‘the Gov- 
ernment of the Philippines,’’ before ‘‘or the 
Government of New Zealand’’; and 

(3) in section 21(h), by inserting “the Phil- 
ippines,”? before ‘‘or Israel” each place it ap- 
pears. 


SA 1672. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 884. ASSESSMENT OF THE INDUSTRIAL BASE 
TO MANUFACTURE CERTAIN AUXIL- 
IARY SHIP COMPONENTS. 

(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary of the 
Navy shall conduct an assessment of the 
ability of the industrial base to manufacture 
and support the following components for 
auxiliary ships: 

(1) Auxiliary equipment, including pumps, 
for all shipboard services. 

(2) Propulsion system components, includ- 
ing engines, reduction gears, and propellers. 

(3) Shipboard cranes and spreaders for ship- 
board cranes. 

(b) SCOPE.—In conducting the assessment 
required under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall examine the potential cost, schedule, 
and performance impacts by ship class if pro- 
curement of the components described in 
such subsection were limited to manufactur- 
ers in the National Technology and Indus- 
trial Base. 

(c) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.—Upon com- 
pletion of the assessment required under sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall make a de- 
termination whether manufacturers of the 
components described in such subsection 
should be included in the National Tech- 
nology and Industrial Base. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than February 15, 
2016, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
a report to the congressional defense com- 
mittees based on the results of the assess- 
ment required under subsection (a) and the 
determination required under subsection (c). 


SA 1673. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 738. STUDY ON PROVIDING CONCURRENT 
CERTIFICATION BY DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE AND DEPARTMENT OF 


VETERANS AFFAIRS TO PHYSICIANS 
SERVING ON ACTIVE DUTY. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
jointly conduct a study on the feasibility 
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and advisability of providing any member of 
the Armed Forces on active duty serving as 
a physician with certification to practice as 
a physician for the Department of Veterans 
Affairs in order to facilitate the transition of 
such member to employment in the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs upon the retire- 
ment, separation, or release of such member 
from the Armed Forces. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall jointly submit to Con- 
gress a report on the feasibility and advis- 
ability of providing members of the Armed 
Forces on active duty serving as physicians 
with the certification described in sub- 
section (a). 


SA 1674. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. PILOT PROGRAM ON SHARING OF PHY- 
SICIAN WORKFORCE AMONG DE- 


PARTMENT OF DEFENSE AND DE- 
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
jointly conduct a pilot program to assess the 
feasibility and advisability of allowing med- 
ical facilities of the Department of Defense 
and medical facilities of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs that are located within 40 
miles of each other to share primary care 
physicians for the purpose of performing rou- 
tine medical care. 

(b) ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS NECESSARY.— 
In carrying out the pilot program, the Sec- 
retary of Defense and the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs shall jointly determine the ad- 
ministrative action required to be taken by 
each Secretary— 

(1) to ensure the sharing of scheduling 
records and medical records between the De- 
partment of Defense and the Department of 
Veterans Affairs; 

(2) to minimize the impact of the pilot pro- 
gram on wait times and patient load at each 
medical facility participating in the pilot 
program; and 

(3) to maintain a high quality of care at 
each such medical facility. 

(c) LOCATION OF CARE.—To the maximum 
extent possible, health care provided to a pa- 
tient under the pilot program shall be pro- 
vided at the location in which the patient 
would have been provided health care if the 
pilot program was not being carried out. 


SA 1675. Mr. UDALL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
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which was ordered to lie on the table; 

as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title II, add the 
following: 

SEC. 236. AUTHORIZATION FOR CONDUCT OF 
TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER PILOT 
PROGRAMS. 

The Secretary of Defense may carry out 
one or more pilot programs through the re- 
search laboratories of the Department of De- 
fense to expand technology transfer activi- 
ties by partnering with regional research 
universities and nonprofit research corpora- 
tions to spur innovation, economic growth, 
and a high-tech, diverse workforce. 


SA 1676. Mr. UDALL (for himself and 
Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR POST- 
9/11 EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE TO 
INCLUDE SERVICE ON ACTIVE DUTY 
IN ENTRY LEVEL AND SKILL TRAIN- 
ING UNDER CERTAIN CIR- 
CUMSTANCES. 

(a) FOR INDIVIDUALS WHO SERVE BETWEEN 
18 AND 24 MoNTHS.—Section 3311(b)(5)(A) of 
title 38, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘excluding’’ and inserting ‘‘includ- 
ing”. 

(b) FOR INDIVIDUALS WHO SERVED IN OPER- 
ATION ENDURING FREEDOM, OPERATION IRAQI 
FREEDOM, OR CERTAIN OTHER CONTINGENCY 
OPERATIONS.—Section 3311(b) of such title is 
amended in paragraphs (6)(A) and (TXA) by 
striking ‘‘excluding service on active duty in 
entry level and skill training” and inserting 
“including service on active duty in entry 
level and skill training for individuals who 
served on active duty in the Armed Forces in 
Operation Enduring Freedom, Operation 
Iraqi Freedom, Operation New Dawn, or any 
other contingency operation (as that term is 
defined in section 101 of title 10) and exclud- 
ing service on active duty in entry level and 
skill training for all other individuals’’. 


SA 1677. Mr. UDALL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 738. SUBMITTAL OF INFORMATION TO SEC- 
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS RE- 
LATING TO EXPOSURE TO AIRBORNE 
HAZARDS AND OPEN BURN PITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
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and periodically thereafter, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs such information in the posses- 
sion of the Secretary of Defense as the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs considers nec- 
essary to supplement and support— 

(1) the development of information to be 
included in the Airborne Hazards and Open 
Burn Pit Registry established by the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs under section 201 of 
the Dignified Burial and Other Veterans’ 
Benefits Improvement Act of 2012 (Public 
Law 112-260; 38 U.S.C. 527 note); and 

(2) research and development activities 
conducted by the Department of Veterans 
Affairs to explore the potential health risks 
of exposure by members of the Armed Forces 
to environmental factors in Iraq and Afghan- 
istan, in particular the connection of such 
exposure to respiratory illnesses such as 
chronic cough, chronic obstructive pul- 
monary disease, constrictive bronchiolitis, 
and pulmonary fibrosis. 

(b) INCLUSION OF CERTAIN INFORMATION.— 
The Secretary of Defense shall include in the 
information submitted to the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs under subsection (a) infor- 
mation on any research and surveillance ef- 
forts conducted by the Department of De- 
fense to evaluate the incidence and preva- 
lence of respiratory illnesses among mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces who were exposed 
to open burn pits while deployed overseas. 


SA 1678. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . IMPROVED ENUMERATION OF MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES IN 
ANY TABULATION OF TOTAL POPU- 


LATION BY SECRETARY OF COM- 
MERCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 141 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub- 
section (h); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol- 
lowing: 

““(g) Effective beginning with the 2020 de- 
cennial census of population, in taking any 
tabulation of total population by States, the 
Secretary shall take appropriate measures to 
ensure, to the maximum extent practicable, 
that all members of the Armed Forces de- 
ployed abroad on the date of taking such 
tabulation are— 

“(1) fully and accurately counted; and 

“*(2) properly attributed to the State in 
which their permanent duty station or 
homeport is located on such date.”. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall not be construed to 
affect the residency status of any member of 
the Armed Forces under any provision of law 
other than title 13, United States Code. 


SA 1679. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 

ment of Defense, for military construc- 

tion, and for defense activities of the 

Department of Energy, to prescribe 

military personnel strengths for such 

fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . NATURAL GAS PRODUCTION, TREAT- 

MENT, MANAGEMENT, AND USE, 
FORT KNOX, KENTUCKY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 449 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end of the following: 

“$4781. Natural gas production, treatment, 
management, and use, Fort Knox, Kentucky 
““(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of the 

Army (referred to in this section as the ‘Sec- 

retary’) may provide, by contract or other- 

wise, for the production, treatment, manage- 
ment, and use of natural gas located under 

Fort Knox, Kentucky, without regard to sec- 

tion 3 of the Mineral Leasing Act for Ac- 

quired Lands (30 U.S.C. 352). 

““«(b) LIMITATION ON USES.—Any natural gas 
produced pursuant to subsection (a)— 

“(1) may only be used to support activities 
and operations at Fort Knox; and 

“(2) may not be sold for use elsewhere. 

““(cC) OWNERSHIP OF FACILITIES.—The Sec- 
retary may take ownership of any gas pro- 
duction and treatment equipment and facili- 
ties and associated infrastructure from a 
contractor in accordance with the terms of a 
contract or other agreement entered into 
pursuant to subsection (a). 

““(d) NO APPLICATION HLSEWHERE.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority provided 
by this section applies only with respect to 
Fort Knox, Kentucky. 

(2) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section authorizes the production, treat- 
ment, management, or use of natural gas re- 
sources underlying any Department of De- 
fense installation other than Fort Knox. 

““(e) APPLICABILITY.—The authority of the 
Secretary under this section is effective be- 
ginning on August 2, 2007.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections of chapter 449 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘4781. Natural gas production, treatment, 

management, and use, Fort 
Knox, Kentucky.”. 


SA 1680. Mr. PAUL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1065. DECLASSIFICATION AND PUBLIC RE- 
LEASE OF CERTAIN REDACTED POR- 
TIONS OF THE JOINT INQUIRY INTO 
INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY ACTIVI- 
TIES BEFORE AND AFTER THE TER- 


RORIST ATTACKS OF SEPTEMBER 
2001. 


(a) DECLASSIFICATION AND PUBLIC RELEASE 
OF THE JOINT INQUIRY INTO INTELLIGENCE 
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COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES BEFORE AND AFTER 
THE TERRORIST ATTACKS OF SEPTEMBER 
2001.—Not later than 60 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act and subject to sub- 
section (b), the President shall declassify and 
release to the public the previously redacted 
portions of the report on the Joint Inquiry 
into Intelligence Community Activities Be- 
fore and After the Terrorist Attacks of Sep- 
tember 2001, filed in the Senate and the 
House of Representatives on December 20, 
2002, including all the material under the 
heading ‘‘Part Four—Findings, Discussion 
and Narrative Regarding Certain Sensitive 
National Security Matters”. 

(b) EXCEPTION FOR NAMES AND INFORMATION 
OF INDIVIDUALS AND CERTAIN METHODOLO- 
GIES.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), the 
President is not required to declassify and 
release to the public the names and identi- 
fying information of individuals or specific 
methodologies described in the report re- 
ferred to in subsection (a) if such declas- 
sification and release would result in immi- 
nent lawless action or compromise presently 
on-going national security operations. 


SA 1681. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 


SEC. 884. PROCUREMENT OF ANCHOR AND MOOR- 
ING CHAIN. 

Section 2534(a)(3) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading, by inserting 
“AND MOORINGS” after “NAVAL VESSELS”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(C) Department of Defense moorings and 
components.”. 


SA 1682. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 302. ADDITIONAL FUNDS FOR THE OFFICE 
OF ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT. 

(a) ADDITIONAL FUNDS FOR OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE.—The amount 
authorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2016 by section 301 for operation and mainte- 
nance is hereby increased by $33,100,000, with 
the amount of the increase to be available 
for operation and maintenance, Defense- 
wide, for the Office of Economic Adjustment 
for the Defense Industry Adjustment. 

(b) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by section 
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1503 for procurement for overseas contin- 
gency operations is hereby reduced by 
$33,100,000, with the amount of the reduction 
to be applied to amounts available for the 
Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat 
Fund for Staff and Infrastructure. 


SA 1683. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, 
Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. 
BLUNT) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title VII, add 
the following: 

SECTION 706. BEHAVIORAL HEALTH TREATMENT 
OF DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES 
UNDER THE TRICARE PROGRAM. 

(a) BEHAVIORAL HEALTH TREATMENT OF DE- 
VELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES UNDER 
TRICARE.—Section 1077 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

“(gX1) Subject to paragraph (4), in pro- 
viding health care under subsection (a), the 
treatment of developmental disabilities (as 
defined in section 102(8) of the Develop- 
mental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of 
Rights Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 15002(8))), in- 
cluding autism spectrum disorder, shall in- 
clude behavioral health treatment, including 
applied behavior analysis, when prescribed 
by a physician or psychologist. 

“*(2) In carrying out this subsection, the 
Secretary shall ensure that— 

‘(A) except as provided by subparagraph 
(B)— 

““(i) in the case of a State that requires li- 
censing or certification of applied behavioral 
analysts under State law, applied behavior 
analysis or other behavioral health treat- 
ment is provided by an individual who is li- 
censed or certified to provide such analysis 
or treatment in accordance with the laws of 
the State; and 

““(ii) in the case of a State other than a 
State described in clause (i), applied behav- 
ior analysis or other behavioral health treat- 
ment is provided by an individual who is li- 
censed or certified by an accredited national 
certification board to provide such analysis 
or treatment; and 

““(B) applied behavior analysis or other be- 
havioral health treatment may be provided 
by an employee, contractor, or trainee of a 
person described in subparagraph (A) if the 
employee, contractor, or trainee meets min- 
imum qualifications, training, and super- 
vision requirements as set forth by the Sec- 
retary. 

“*(3) Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed as limiting or otherwise affecting 
the benefits provided to a covered bene- 
ficiary under— 

““(A) this chapter; 

““(B) title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.); or 

““(C) any other law. 

‘(4)(A) Treatment may be provided under 
this subsection in a fiscal year only to the 
extent that amounts are provided in advance 
in appropriations Acts for the provision of 
such treatment for such fiscal year in the 
Defense Dependents Developmental Disabil- 
ities Account. 
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“(B) Funds for treatment under this sub- 
section may be derived only from the De- 
fense Dependents Developmental Disabilities 
Account.”. 

(b) DEFENSE DEPENDENTS DEVELOPMENTAL 
DISABILITIES ACCOUNT.— 

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—There is hereby estab- 
lished on the books of the Treasury an ac- 
count to be known as the “Defense Depend- 
ents Developmental Disabilities Account” 
(in this subsection referred to as the “Ac- 
count’’). 

(B) SEPARATE ACCOUNT.—The Account shall 
be a separate account for the Department of 
Defense, and shall not be a subaccount with- 
in the Defense Health Program account of 
the Department. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The Account shall consist 
of amounts authorized to be appropriated or 
transferred to the Account. 

(3) EXCLUDED SOURCES OF ELEMENTS.— 
Amounts in the Account may not be derived 
from transfers from the following: 

(A) The Department of Defense Medicare- 
Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund under 
chapter 56 of title 10, United States Code. 

(B) The Coast Guard Retired Pay Account. 

(C) The National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration Operations, Research, and 
Facilities Account. 

(D) The Public Health Service Retirement 
Pay and Medical Benefits for Commissioned 
Officers Account. 

(4) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts in the Account 
shall be available for the treatment of devel- 
opmental disabilities in covered bene- 
ficiaries pursuant to subsection (g) of section 
1077 of title 10, United States Code (as added 
by subsection (a)). Amounts in the Account 
shall be so available until expended. 

(5) FUNDING.— 

(A) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the Depart- 
ment of Defense for the Defense Dependents 
Developmental Disabilities Account, 
$50,000,000. 

(B) TRANSFER FOR CONTINUATION OF EXIST- 
ING SERVICES.—From amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for the Department of De- 
fense for the Defense Health Program for fis- 
cal year 2016, the Secretary of Defense shall 
transfer to the Defense Dependents Develop- 
mental Disabilities Account $270,000,000. 


SA 1684. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. 
PETERS) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title VII, add the following: 
Subtitle D—Reproductive and Fertility Pres- 

ervation Assistance for Members of the 

Armed Forces 


SEC. 741. PROVISION OF FERTILITY TREATMENT 
AND COUNSELING TO SPOUSES, 
PARTNERS, AND GESTATIONAL SUR- 
ROGATES OF CERTAIN MEMBERS OF 
THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) FERTILITY TREATMENT AND COUN- 

SELING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall furnish fertility treatment and coun- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


seling, including through the use of assisted 
reproductive technology, to a spouse, part- 
ner, or gestational surrogate of a severely 
wounded, ill, or injured member of the 
Armed Forces who has an infertility condi- 
tion incurred or aggravated while serving on 
active duty in the Armed Forces. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY FOR TREATMENT AND COUN- 
SELING.—Fertility treatment and counseling 
shall be furnished under paragraph (1) to a 
spouse, partner, or gestational surrogate of a 
member of the Armed Forces described in 
such paragraph without regard to the sex or 
marital status of such member. 

(3) IN VITRO FERTILIZATION.—In the case of 
in vitro fertilization treatment furnished 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary may fur- 
nish not more than three completed cycles 
or six attempted cycles of in vitro fertiliza- 
tion, whichever occurs first, to a spouse, 
partner, or gestational surrogate described 
in such paragraph. 

(b) PROCUREMENT OF GAMETES.—If a mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces described in sub- 
section (a) is unable to provide their gametes 
for purposes of fertility treatment under sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall, at the elec- 
tion of such member, allow such member to 
receive such treatment with donated 
gametes and pay or reimburse such member 
the reasonable costs of procuring gametes 
from a donor. 

(c) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section 
shall be construed to require the Secretary— 

(1) to find or certify a gestational surro- 
gate for a member of the Armed Forces or to 
connect a gestational surrogate with a mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces; or 

(2) to find or certify gametes from a donor 
for a member of the Armed Forces or to con- 
nect a member of the Armed Forces with 
gametes from a donor. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) FERTILITY TREATMENT.—The term “fer- 
tility treatment” includes the following: 

(A) Procedures that use assisted reproduc- 
tive technology. 

(B) Sperm retrieval. 

(C) Egg retrieval. 

(D) Artificial insemination. 

(E) Embryo transfer. 

(F) Such other treatments as the Secretary 
of Defense considers appropriate. 

(2) ASSISTED REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY.— 
The term “assisted reproductive technology” 
includes in vitro fertilization and other fer- 
tility treatments in which both eggs and 
sperm are handled when clinically appro- 
priate. 

(3) PARTNER.—The term “partner”, with 
respect to a member of the Armed Forces, 
means an individual selected by the member 
who agrees to share with the member the pa- 
rental responsibilities with respect to any 
child born as a result of the use of any fer- 
tility treatment under this section. 

SEC. 742. ESTABLISHMENT OF FERTILITY PRES- 
ERVATION PROCEDURES AFTER AN 
INJURY OR ILLNESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
acting through the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for Health Affairs, shall establish 
procedures for the retrieval of gametes, as 
soon as medically appropriate, from a mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces in cases in which 
the fertility of such member is potentially 
jeopardized as a result of an injury or illness 
incurred or ageravated while serving on ac- 
tive duty in the Armed Forces in order to 
preserve the medical options of such mem- 
ber. 

(b) CONSENT FOR RETRIEVAL OF GAMETES.— 
Gametes may be retrieved from a member of 
the Armed Forces under subsection (a) 
only— 
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(1) with the specific consent of the mem- 
ber; or 

(2) if the member is unable to consent, if a 
medical professional determines that— 

(A) the future fertility of the member is 
potentially jeopardized as a result of an in- 
jury or illness described in subsection (a) or 
will be potentially jeopardized as a result of 
treating such injury or illness; 

(B) the member lacks the capacity to con- 
sent to the retrieval of gametes and is likely 
to regain such capacity; and 

(C) the retrieval of gametes under this sec- 
tion is in the medical interest of the mem- 
ber. 

(c) CONSENT FOR USE OF RETRIEVED 
GAMETES.—Gametes retrieved from a mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces under subsection (a) 
may be used only— 

(1) with the specific consent of the mem- 
ber; or 

(2) if the member has lost the ability to 
consent permanently, as determined by a 
medical professional, as specified in an ad- 
vance directive or testamentary instrument 
executed by the member. 

(d) DISPOSAL OF GAMETES.—In accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
for purpose of this subsection, the Secretary 
shall dispose of gametes retrieved from a 
member of the Armed Forces under sub- 
section (a)— 

(1) with the specific consent of the mem- 
ber; or 

(2) if the member— 

(A) has lost the ability to consent perma- 
nently, as determined by a medical profes- 
sional; and 

(B) has not specified the use of their 
gametes in an advance directive or testa- 
mentary instrument executed by the mem- 
ber. 

SEC. 743. CRYOPRESERVATION AND STORAGE OF 
GAMETES OF MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES ON ACTIVE DUTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall provide members of the Armed Forces 
on active duty in the Armed Forces with the 
opportunity to cryopreserve and store their 
gametes prior to deployment to a combat 
zone. 

(b) PERIOD OF TIME.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro- 
vide for the cryopreservation and storage of 
gametes of any member of the Armed Forces 
under subsection (a), at no cost to the mem- 
ber, in a facility of the Department of De- 
fense or of a private entity pursuant to a 
contract under subsection (d) until the date 
that is one year after the retirement, separa- 
tion, or release of the member from the 
Armed Forces. 

(2) CONTINUED CRYOPRESERVATION AND 
STORAGE.—At the end of the one-year period 
specified in paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall permit an individual whose gametes 
were cryopreserved and stored in a facility of 
the Department as described in that para- 
graph to select, including pursuant to an ad- 
vance medical directive or military testa- 
mentary instrument completed under sub- 
section (c), one of the following options: 

(A) To continue such cryopreservation and 
storage in such facility with the cost of such 
cryopreservation and storage borne by the 
individual. 

(B) To transfer the gametes to a private 
cryopreservation and storage facility se- 
lected by the individual. 

(C) To transfer the gametes to a facility of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs if 
cryopreservation and storage is available to 
the individual at such facility. 

(3) DISPOSAL OF GAMETES.—If an individual 
described in paragraph (2) does not make a 
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selection under subparagraph (A), (B), or (C) 
of such paragraph, the Secretary may dis- 
pose of the gametes of the individual not ear- 
lier than the date that is 90 days after the 
end of the one-year period specified in para- 
graph (1) with respect to the individual. 

(c) ADVANCE MEDICAL DIRECTIVE AND MILI- 
TARY TESTAMENTARY INSTRUMENT.—A mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces who elects to 
cryopreserve and store their gametes under 
this section must complete an advance med- 
ical directive, as defined in section 1044c(b) 
of title 10, United States Code, and a mili- 
tary testamentary instrument, as defined in 
section 1044d(b) of such title, that explicitly 
specifies the use of their cryopreserved and 
stored gametes if such member dies or other- 
wise loses the capacity to consent to the use 
of their cryopreserved and stored gametes. 

(d) AGREEMENTS.—To carry out this sec- 
tion, the Secretary may enter into agree- 
ments with private entities that provide 
cryopreservation and storage services for 
gametes. 

SEC. 744. COORDINATION BETWEEN DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE AND DEPART- 
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS ON 
FURNISHING OF FERTILITY TREAT- 
MENT AND COUNSELING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
share best practices and facilitate referrals, 
as they consider appropriate, on the fur- 
nishing of fertility treatment and counseling 
to individuals eligible for the receipt of such 
counseling and treatment from the Secre- 
taries. 

(b) MEMORADUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall enter into a memo- 
randum of understanding— 

(1) providing that the Secretary of Defense 
will ensure access by the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs to any gametes of veterans 
stored by the Department of Defense for pur- 
poses of furnishing fertility treatment; and 

(2) authorizing the Department of Veterans 
Affairs to compensate the Department of De- 
fense for the cryopreservation and storage of 
gametes of veterans under section 748. 


SA 1685. Mr. NELSON (for himself 
and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. THREE-YEAR EXTENSION OF PAYMENT 
OF SPECIAL SURVIVOR INDEMNITY 


ALLOWANCES UNDER THE SUR- 
VIVOR BENEFIT PLAN. 

Section 1450(m) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(1), by striking “fiscal 
year 2017” and inserting “each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2020”; and 

(2) in paragraph (6)— 

(A) by striking “September 30, 2017” and 
inserting “September 30, 2020”; and 

(B) by striking “October 1, 2017” each place 
it appears and inserting “October 1, 2020”. 


SA 1686. Mr. MORAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle H of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 593. REPORT ON EXEMPTION FROM FUR- 
LOUGH DURING A LAPSE IN APPRO- 
PRIATIONS FOR POSITIONS FILLED 
BY INDIVIDUALS ENGAGED IN MILI- 
TARY EQUIPMENT AND WEAPON SYS- 
TEMS MAINTENANCE WITHIN THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 
March 1, 2016, the Secretary of Defense shall, 
in coordination with the Chief of the Na- 
tional Guard Bureau, submit to the Commit- 
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives a report on the ex- 
emption from furlough during a lapse in ap- 
propriations for positions filled by individ- 
uals engaged in military equipment and 
weapon system maintenance within the De- 
partment of Defense, including the position 
of military technician (dual status) and posi- 
tions of field and depot level maintenance 
and engineers. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub- 
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An analysis of the Department of De- 
fense positions described in subsection (a), 
and the personnel, that were exempted from 
furlough during the most recent lapse in ap- 
propriations for the Department. 

(2) An analysis of positions filled by indi- 
viduals engaged in military equipment and 
weapon system maintenance within the De- 
partment, and the personnel, that were not 
exempted from the furlough described in 
paragraph (1). 

(3) A cost analysis of the exemption of po- 
sitions from furlough as described in para- 
graph (1). 


SA 1687. Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HELLER, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. RISCH, and Mr. ROBERTS) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. | . PROTECTION AND RECOVERY OF 
GREATER SAGE GROUSE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term “Federal resource manage- 
ment plan” means— 

(A) a land use plan prepared by the Bureau 
of Land Management for public lands pursu- 
ant to section 202 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1712); 
or 

(B) a land and resource management plan 
prepared by the Forest Service for National 
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Forest System lands pursuant to section 6 of 
the Forest and Rangeland Renewable Re- 
sources Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1604). 

(2) The term “Greater Sage Grouse” means 
a sage grouse of the species Centrocercus 
urophasianus. 

(3) The term “State management plan” 
means a State-approved plan for the protec- 
tion and recovery of the Greater Sage 
Grouse. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is— 

(1) to facilitate implementation of State 
management plans over a period of multiple, 
consecutive sage grouse life cycles; and 

(2) to demonstrate the efficacy of the State 
management plans for the protection and re- 
covery of the Greater Sage Grouse. 

(c) ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT OF 1973 FIND- 
INGS.— 

(1) DELAY REQUIRED.—Any finding by the 
Secretary of the Interior under clause (i), 
(ii), or (iii) of section 4(b)(8)(B) of the Endan- 
gered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1533(b)(3)(B)) with respect to the Greater 
Sage Grouse made during the period begin- 
ning on September 30, 2015, and ending on the 
date of the enactment of this Act shall have 
no force or effect in law or in equity, and the 
Secretary of the Interior may not make any 
such finding during the period beginning on 
the date of the enactment of this Act and 
ending on September 30, 2025. 

(2) EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS.—The delay im- 
posed by paragraph (1) is, and shall remain, 
effective without regard to any other stat- 
ute, regulation, court order, legal settle- 
ment, or any other provision of law or in eq- 
uity. 

(3) EFFECT ON CONSERVATION STATUS.—Until 
the date specified in paragraph (1), the con- 
servation status of the Greater Sage Grouse 
shall remain warranted for listing under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1531 et seq.), but precluded by higher-priority 
listing actions pursuant to clause (iii) of sec- 
tion 4(b)(8)(B) of the Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1533(b)(3)(B)). 

(d) COORDINATION OF FEDERAL LAND MAN- 
AGEMENT AND STATE CONSERVATION AND MAN- 
AGEMENT PLANS.— 

(1) PROHIBITION ON MODIFICATION OF FED- 
ERAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLANS.—In 
order to foster coordination between a State 
management plan and Federal resource man- 
agement plans that affect the Greater Sage 
Grouse, upon notification by the Governor of 
a State with a State management plan, the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of Agriculture may not amend or otherwise 
modify any Federal resource management 
plan applicable to Federal lands in the State 
in a manner inconsistent with the State 
management plan for a period, to be speci- 
fied by the Governor in the notification, of 
at least five years beginning on the date of 
the notification. 

(2) RETROACTIVE EFFECT.—In the case of 
any State that provides notification under 
paragraph (1), if any amendment or modi- 
fication of a Federal resource management 
plan applicable to Federal lands in the State 
was issued during the one-year period pre- 
ceding the date of the notification and the 
amendment or modification altered manage- 
ment of the Greater Sage Grouse or its habi- 
tat, implementation and operation of the 
amendment or modification shall be stayed 
to the extent that the amendment or modi- 
fication is inconsistent with the State man- 
agement plan. The Federal resource manage- 
ment plan, as in effect immediately before 
the amendment or modification, shall apply 
instead with respect to management of the 
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Greater Sage Grouse and its habitat, to the 
extent consistent with the State manage- 
ment plan. 

(3) DETERMINATION OF INCONSISTENCY.—Any 
disagreement regarding whether an amend- 
ment or other modification of a Federal re- 
source management plan is inconsistent with 
a State management plan shall be resolved 
by the Governor of the affected State. 

(e) RELATION TO NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
POLICY ACT oF 1969.—With regard to any Fed- 
eral action consistent with a State manage- 
ment plan, any findings, analyses, or conclu- 
sions regarding the Greater Sage Grouse or 
its habitat under the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4331 et 
seq.) shall not have a preclusive effect on the 
approval or implementation of the Federal 
action in that State. 

(f) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later 
than one year after the date of the enact- 
ment of this Act and annually thereafter 
through 2021, the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Secretary of Agriculture shall joint- 
ly submit to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committee on Natural Resources of the 
House of Representatives a report on the 
Secretaries’ implementation and effective- 
ness of systems to monitor the status of 
Greater Sage Grouse on Federal lands under 
their jurisdiction. 

(g) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of statute or regulation, 
this section, including determinations made 
under subsection (d)(3), shall not be subject 
to judicial review. 

SEC. . IMPLEMENTATION OF LESSER PRAI- 
RIE-CHICKEN RANGE-WIDE CON- 
SERVATION PLAN AND OTHER CON- 
SERVATION MEASURES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CANDIDATE CONSERVATION AGREE- 
MENTS.—The terms ‘‘Candidate Conservation 
Agreement” and “Candidate and Conserva- 
tion Agreement With Assurances” have the 
meaning given those terms in— 

(A) the announcement of the Department 
of the Interior and the Department of Com- 
merce entitled “Announcement of Final Pol- 
icy for Candidate Conservation Agreements 
with Assurances” (64 Fed. Reg. 32726 (June 
17, 1999)); and 

(B) sections 17.22(d) and 17.32(d) of title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this Act). 

(2) RANGE-WIDE PLAN.—The term “Range- 
Wide Plan” means the Lesser Prairie-Chick- 
en Range-Wide Conservation Plan of the 
Western Association of Fish and Wildlife 
Agencies, as endorsed by the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service on October 23, 2013, 
and published for comment on January 29, 
2014 (79 Fed. Reg. 4652). 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON TREATMENT AS THREAT- 
ENED OR ENDANGERED SPECIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
prior action by the Secretary, the lesser 
prairie-chicken shall not be treated as a 
threatened species or endangered species 
under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) before January 31, 2021. 

(2) PROHIBITION ON PROPOSAL.—Effective be- 
ginning on January 31, 2021, the lesser prai- 
rie-chicken may not be treated as a threat- 
ened species or endangered species under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1531 et seq.) unless the Secretary publishes a 
determination, based on the totality of the 
scientific evidence, that conservation (as 
that term is used in that Act) under the 
Range-Wide Plan and the agreements, pro- 
grams, and efforts referred to in subsection 
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(c) have not achieved the conservation goals 
established by the Range-Wide Plan. 

(c) MONITORING OF PROGRESS OF CONSERVA- 
TION PROGRAMS.—The Secretary shall mon- 
itor and annually submit to Congress a re- 
port on progress in conservation of the lesser 
prairie-chicken under the Range-Wide Plan 
and all related— 

(1) Candidate Conservation Agreements 
and Candidate and Conservation Agreements 
With Assurances; 

(2) other Federal conservation programs 
administered by the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, and the Department of Agri- 
culture; 

(3) State conservation programs; and 

(4) private conservation efforts. 

SEC. . REMOVAL OF ENDANGERED SPECIES 
STATUS FOR AMERICAN BURYING 
BEETLE. 

Notwithstanding the final rule of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service enti- 
tled “Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Determination of Endangered 
Status for the American Burying Beetle” (54 
Fed. Reg. 29652 (July 18, 1989)), the American 
burying beetle shall not be listed as a threat- 
ened or endangered species under the Endan- 
gered Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 


SA 1688. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself 
and Mr. DONNELLY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that the 
United States should establish a more uni- 
form, transparent, and modern process for 
the construction, connection, operation, and 
maintenance of oil and natural gas pipelines 
and electric transmission facilities for the 
import and export of oil and natural gas and 
the transmission of electricity to and from 
Canada and Mexico, in pursuit of a more se- 
cure and efficient North American energy 
market. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) CROSS-BORDER SEGMENT.—The term 
“cross-border segment’’ means the portion of 
an oil or natural gas pipeline or electric 
transmission facility that is located at the 
national boundary of the United States with 
Canada or Mexico. 

(2) ELECTRIC RELIABILITY ORGANIZATION.— 
The term “Electric Reliability Organiza- 
tion” has the meaning given the term in sec- 
tion 215(a) of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 8240(a)). 

(3) INDEPENDENT SYSTEM OPERATOR.—The 
term “Independent System Operator” has 
the meaning given the term in section 3 of 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 796). 

(4) MODIFICATION.—The term ‘‘modifica- 
tion” includes— 

(A) a change in ownership; 

(B) a volume expansion; 

(C) a downstream or upstream interconnec- 
tion; or 

(D) an adjustment to maintain flow (such 
as a reduction or increase in the number of 
pump or compressor stations). 
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(5) NATURAL GAS.—The term ‘‘natural gas’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 2 
of the Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 717a). 

(6) OIL.—The term “oil”? means petroleum 
or a petroleum product. 

(7) REGIONAL ENTITY.—The term ‘‘regional 
entity” has the meaning given the term in 
section 215(a) of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 8240(a)). 

(8) REGIONAL TRANSMISSION ORGANIZA- 
TION.—The term ‘‘Regional Transmission Or- 
ganization” has the meaning given the term 
in section 3 of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 796). 


(c) AUTHORIZATION OF CERTAIN ENERGY IN- 
FRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS AT THE NATIONAL 
BOUNDARY OF THE UNITED STATES.— 

(1) AUTHORIZATION.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (8) and subsection (g), no person 
may construct, connect, operate, or main- 
tain a cross-border segment of an oil pipeline 
or electric transmission facility for the im- 
port or export of oil or the transmission of 
electricity to or from Canada or Mexico 
without obtaining a certificate of crossing 
for the construction, connection, operation, 
or maintenance of the cross-border segment 
under this section. 

(2) CERTIFICATE OF CROSSING.— 

(A) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 120 days 
after final action is taken under the Na- 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) with respect to a cross- 
border segment for which a request is re- 
ceived under this section, the relevant offi- 
cial identified under subparagraph (B), in 
consultation with appropriate Federal agen- 
cies, shall issue a certificate of crossing for 
the cross-border segment unless the relevant 
official finds that the construction, connec- 
tion, operation, or maintenance of the cross- 
border segment is not in the public interest 
of the United States. 

(B) RELEVANT OFFICIAL.—The relevant offi- 
cial referred to in subparagraph (A) is— 

(i) the Secretary of State with respect to 
oil pipelines; and 

(ii) the Secretary of Energy with respect to 
electric transmission facilities. 

(C) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT FOR ELECTRIC 
TRANSMISSION FACILITIES.—In the case of a 
request for a certificate of crossing for the 
construction, connection, operation, or 
maintenance of a cross-border segment of an 
electric transmission facility, the Secretary 
of Energy shall require, as a condition of 
issuing the certificate of crossing for the re- 
quest under subparagraph (A), that the cross- 
border segment of the electric transmission 
facility be constructed, connected, operated, 
or maintained consistent with all applicable 
policies and standards of— 

(i) the Electric Reliability Organization 
and the applicable regional entity; and 

(ii) any Regional Transmission Organiza- 
tion or Independent System Operator with 
operational or functional control over the 
cross-border segment of the electric trans- 
mission facility. 

(3) EXCLUSIONS.—This section shall not 
apply to any construction, connection, oper- 
ation, or maintenance of a cross-border seg- 
ment of an oil pipeline or electric trans- 
mission facility for the import or export of 
oil or the transmission of electricity to or 
from Canada or Mexico— 

(A) if the cross-border segment is operating 
for the import, export, or transmission as of 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(B) if a permit described in subsection (f) 
for the construction, connection, operation, 
or maintenance has been issued; 
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(C) if a certificate of crossing for the con- 
struction, connection, operation, or mainte- 
nance has previously been issued under this 
subsection; or 

(D) if an application for a permit described 
in subsection (f) for the construction, con- 
nection, operation, or maintenance is pend- 
ing on the date of enactment of this Act, 
until the earlier of— 

(i) the date on which the application is de- 
nied; or 

(ii) July 1, 2016. 

(4) EFFECT OF OTHER LAWS.— 

(A) APPLICATION TO PROJECTS.—Nothing in 
this subsection or subsection (g) affects the 
application of any other Federal law to a 
project for which a certificate of crossing for 
the construction, connection, operation, or 
maintenance of a cross-border segment is 
sought under this subsection. 

(B) ENERGY POLICY AND CONSERVATION 
ACT.—Nothing in this subsection or sub- 
section (g) shall affect the authority of the 
President under section 103(a) of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6212(a)). 

(d) IMPORTATION OR EXPORTATION OF NAT- 
URAL GAS TO CANADA AND MEXICO.—Section 
3(c) of the Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 717b(c)) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(c) For purposes” and in- 
serting the following: 

““(c) EXPEDITED APPLICATION AND APPROVAL 
PROCESS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 

‘((2) DEADLINE FOR APPROVAL OF APPLICA- 
TIONS RELATING TO CANADA AND MEXICO.—In 
the case of an application for the importa- 
tion or exportation of natural gas to or from 
Canada or Mexico, the Commission shall ap- 
prove the application not later than 30 days 
after the date of receipt of the application.”. 

(e) TRANSMISSION OF ELECTRIC ENERGY TO 
CANADA AND MEXICO.— 

(1) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT TO SECURE 
ORDER.—Section 202 of the Federal Power 
Act (16 U.S.C. 824a) is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (e); and 

(B) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(A) STATE REGULATIONS.—Subsection (e) of 
section 202 of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 824a) (as redesignated by paragraph 
(1)(B)) is amended in the second sentence by 
striking ‘‘insofar as such State regulation 
does not conflict with the exercise of the 
Commission’s powers under or relating to 
subsection 202(e)’’. 

(B) SEASONAL DIVERSITY ELECTRICITY EX- 
CHANGE.—Section 602(b) of the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
824a-4(b)) is amended by striking “the Com- 
mission has conducted hearings and made 
the findings required under section 202(e) of 
the Federal Power Act” and all that follows 
through the period at the end of the second 
sentence and inserting ‘‘the Secretary has 
conducted hearings and finds that the pro- 
posed transmission facilities would not im- 
pair the sufficiency of electric supply within 
the United States or would not impede or 
tend to impede the coordination in the pub- 
lic interest of facilities subject to the juris- 
diction of the Secretary.’’. 

(f) NO PRESIDENTIAL PERMIT REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—No Presidential permit (or 
similar permit) required under an applicable 
provision described in paragraph (2) shall be 
necessary for the construction, connection, 
operation, or maintenance of an oil or nat- 
ural gas pipeline or electric transmission fa- 
cility, or any cross-border segment of the 
pipeline or facility. 
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(2) APPLICABLE PROVISIONS.—Paragraph (1) 
applies to— 

(A) section 301 of title 8, United States 
Code; 

(B) Executive Order 11423 (8 U.S.C. 301 
note); 

(C) Executive Order 13337 (8 U.S.C. 301 


note); 

(D) Executive Order 10485 (15 U.S.C. 717b 
note); 

(E) Executive Order 12038 (42 U.S.C. 7151 
note); and 


(F) any other Executive order. 

(g) MODIFICATIONS TO EXISTING PROJECTS.— 
No certificate of crossing under subsection 
(c), or permit described in subsection (f), 
shall be required for a modification to the 
construction, connection, operation, or 
maintenance of an oil or natural gas pipeline 
or electric transmission facility— 

(1) that is operating for the import or ex- 
port of oil or natural gas or the transmission 
of electricity to or from Canada or Mexico as 
of the date of enactment of the Act; 

(2) for which a permit described in sub- 
section (f) for the construction, connection, 
operation, or maintenance has been issued; 
or 

(8) for which a certificate of crossing for 
the cross-border segment of the pipeline or 
facility has previously been issued under 
subsection (c). 

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE; RULEMAKING DEAD- 
LINES.— 

(1) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsections (c) 
through (g), and the amendments made by 
those subsections, take effect on July 1, 2016. 

(2) RULEMAKING DEADLINES.—Each relevant 
official described in subsection (c)(2)(B) 
shall— 

(A) not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, publish in the Federal 
Register notice of a proposed rulemaking to 
carry out the applicable requirements of sub- 
section (c); and 

(B) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, publish in the Federal 
Register a final rule to carry out the applica- 
ble requirements of subsection (c). 


SA 1689. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1274. REPORT ON ACCOUNTABILITY FOR 
WAR CRIMES AND CRIMES AGAINST 
HUMANITY IN SYRIA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and again not later than 180 days after the 
cessation of violence in Syria, the Secretary 
of State shall submit to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees a report on war 
crimes and crimes against humanity in 
Syria. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(1) A description of violations of inter- 
nationally recognized human rights, war 
crimes, and crimes against humanity per- 
petrated during the civil war in Syria, in- 
cluding— 
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(A) an account of incidents that may con- 
stitute war crimes and crimes against hu- 
manity committed by the regime of Presi- 
dent Bashar al-Assad and all forces fighting 
on its behalf; 

(B) an account of incidents that may con- 
stitute war crimes and crimes against hu- 
manity committed by violent extremist 
groups, anti-government forces, and any 
other combatants in the conflict; 

(C) a description of any incidents that may 
violate the principle of medical neutrality 
and, when possible, an identification of the 
individual or individuals who engaged in or 
organized such violations; and 

(D) where possible, a description of the 
conventional and unconventional weapons 
used for such crimes and, the origins of the 
weapons. 

(2) A description of efforts by the Depart- 
ment of State and the United States Agency 
for International Development to ensure ac- 
countability for violations of internationally 
recognized human rights, international hu- 
manitarian law, and crimes against human- 
ity perpetrated against the people of Syria 
by the regime of President Bashar al-Assad, 
violent extremist groups, and other combat- 
ants involved in the conflict, including— 

(A) a description of initiatives that the 
United States Government has undertaken 
to train investigators in Syria on how to 
document, investigate, and develop findings 
of war crimes, including the number of 
United States Government or contract per- 
sonnel currently designated to work full- 
time on these issues and an identification of 
the authorities and appropriations being 
used to support training efforts; 

(B) a description and assessment of Syrian 
and international efforts to ensure account- 
ability for crimes committed during the Syr- 
ian conflict, including efforts to promote a 
transitional justice process that would in- 
clude criminal accountability and the estab- 
lishment of an ad hoc tribunal to prosecute 
the perpetrators of war crimes committed 
during the civil war in Syria; and 

(C) an assessment of the influence of ac- 
countability measures on efforts to reach a 
negotiated settlement to the conflict during 
the reporting period. 

(c) FORM.—The report required under sub- 
section (a) may be in unclassified or classi- 
fied form, but shall include a publicly avail- 
able annex. 

(d) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COM- 
MITTEE DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 


SA 1690. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle B of title VIII, add 
the following: 
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SEC. 832. EXTENSION OF LIMITATION ON AGGRE- 
GATE ANNUAL AMOUNT AVAILABLE 
FOR CONTRACT SERVICES. 

Section 808 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public 
Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1489), as most recently 
amended by section 813 of the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pub- 
lic Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3429) is further 
amended— 

(1) in subsections (a) and (b), by striking 
“or 2015” and inserting ‘‘2015, or 2016”; 

(2) in subsection (c)(3), by striking 
2015” and inserting ‘‘2015, and 2016”; 

(3) in subsection (d)(4), by striking 
2015” and inserting ‘‘2015, or 2016”; and 

(4) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘2015’’ and 
inserting “2016”. 


SA 1691. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. INTERAGENCY HOSTAGE RECOVERY 
COORDINATOR. 

(a) INTERAGENCY HOSTAGE RECOVERY COOR- 
DINATOR.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the President shall designate an existing 
Federal officer to coordinate efforts to se- 
cure the release of United States persons 
who are hostages of hostile groups or state 
sponsors of terrorism. For purposes of car- 
rying out the duties described in paragraph 
(2), such officer shall have the title of ‘‘Inter- 
agency Hostage Recovery Coordinator”. 

(2) DUTIES.—The Coordinator shall have 
the following duties: 

(A) Coordinate and direct all activities of 
the Federal Government relating to each 
hostage situation described in paragraph (1) 
to ensure efforts to secure the release of all 
hostages in the hostage situation are prop- 
erly resourced and correct lines of authority 
are established and maintained. 

(B) Establish and direct a fusion cell con- 
sisting of appropriate personnel of the Fed- 
eral Government with purview over each 
hostage situation described in paragraph (1). 

(C) Develop a strategy to keep family 
members of hostages described in paragraph 
(1) informed of the status of such hostages 
and inform such family members of updates, 
procedures, and policies that do not com- 
promise the national security of the United 
States. 

(b) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.—The author- 
ity of the Coordinator shall be limited to 
hostage cases outside the United States. 

(Cc) QUARTERLY REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On a quarterly basis, the 
Coordinator shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees and the members 
of Congress described in paragraph (2) a re- 
port that includes a summary of each hos- 
tage situation described in subsection (a)(1) 
and efforts to secure the release of all hos- 
tages in such hostage situation. 

(2) MEMBERS OF CONGRESS DESCRIBED.—The 
members of Congress described in this para- 


es 


and 


es 


or 
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graph are, with respect to a United States 
person hostage covered by a report under 
paragraph (1), the Senators representing the 
State, and the Member, Delegate, or Resi- 
dent Commissioner of the House of Rep- 
resentatives representing the district, where 
a hostage described in subsection (a)(1) re- 
sides. 

(3) FORM OF REPORT.—Each report under 
this subsection may be submitted in classi- 
fied or unclassified form. 

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed as author- 
izing the Federal Government to make con- 
cessions to a state sponsor of terrorism or an 
organization that the Secretary of State has 
designated as a foreign terrorist organiza- 
tion pursuant to section 219 of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1189) or 
any other hostage-takers. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) COORDINATOR.—The term ‘‘Coordinator’’ 
means the Interagency Hostage Recovery Co- 
ordinator designated under subsection (a). 

(2) HOSTILE GROUP.—The term “hostile 
group” means— 

(A) a group that is designated as a foreign 
terrorist organization under section 219(a) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1189(a)); 

(B) a group that is engaged in armed con- 
flict with the United States; or 

(C) any other group that the President de- 
termines to be a hostile group for purposes of 
this paragraph. 

(3) STATE SPONSOR OF TERRORISM.—The 
term “state sponsor of terrorism’’— 

(A) means a country the government of 
which the Secretary of State has deter- 
mined, for purposes of section 6(j) of the Ex- 
port Administration Act of 1979, section 620A 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, section 
40 of the Arms Export Control Act, or any 
other provision of law, to be a government 
that has repeatedly provided support for acts 
of international terrorism; and 

(B) includes North Korea. 


SA 1692. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1049. SUNSET OF 2001 AUTHORIZATION FOR 
USE OF MILITARY FORCE. 

The Authorization for Use of Military 
Force (Public Law 107-40; 50 U.S.C. 1541 note) 
shall terminate on the date that is three 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, unless reauthorized. 


SA 1693. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him- 
self, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. UDALL, Mr. HEIN- 
RICH, and Mr. BROWN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
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Department of Energy, to prescribe 

military personnel strengths for such 

fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. CAMPAIGN FINANCE DISCLOSURES BY 
THOSE PROFITING FROM DEFENSE 
CONTRACTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 304 of the Federal 
Election Campaign Act of 1974 (52 U.S.C. 
30104) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

““(3) DISCLOSURE BY DEFENSE CONTRACTORS 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Every covered entity 
which makes covered disbursements and re- 
ceived covered transfers in an aggregate 
amount in excess of $10,000 during any cal- 
endar year shall, within 48 hours of each dis- 
closure date, file with the Commission a 
statement containing the information de- 
scribed in paragraph (2). 

‘(2) CONTENTS OF STATEMENT.—Each state- 
ment required to be filed under this sub- 
section shall be made under penalty of per- 
jury and shall contain the following informa- 
tion: 

““(A) The identification of the person mak- 
ing the disbursement or receiving the trans- 
fer, of any person sharing or exercising direc- 
tion or control over the activities of such 
person, and of the custodian of the books and 
accounts of the person making the disburse- 
ment or receiving the transfer. 

““(B) The principal place of business of the 
person making the disbursement or receiving 
the transfer, if not an individual. 

““(C) The amount of each disbursement or 
transfer of more than $200 during the period 
covered by the statement and the identifica- 
tion of the person to whom the disbursement 
was made or from whom the transfer was re- 
ceived. 

““(D) The elections to which the disburse- 
ments or transfers pertain and the names (if 
known) of the candidates involved. 

““(E) If the disbursements were paid out of 
a segregated bank account which consists of 
funds contributed solely by individuals who 
are United States citizens or nationals or 
lawfully admitted for permanent residence 
(as defined in section 101(a)(20) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(20))) directly to this account for elec- 
tioneering communications, the names and 
addresses of all contributors who contributed 
an aggregate amount of $1,000 or more to 
that account during— 

““(i) in the case of a statement under para- 
graph (1)(A), during the period described in 
such paragraph, and 

““(ii) in the case of a statement under para- 
graph (1)(B), the period beginning on the 
first day of the preceding calendar year and 
ending on the disclosure date. 

Nothing in this subparagraph is to be con- 

strued as a prohibition on the use of funds in 

such a segregated account for a purpose 
other than covered disbursements. 

‘(F) If the disbursements were paid out of 
funds not described in subparagraph (E), the 
names and addresses of all contributors who 
contributed an aggregate amount of $1,000 or 
more to the person making the disbursement 
during— 

““(i) in the case of a statement under para- 
graph (1)(A), during the period described in 
such paragraph, and 

““(ii) in the case of a statement under para- 
graph (1)(B), the period beginning on the 
first day of the preceding calendar year and 
ending on the disclosure date. 
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‘“(3) COVERED ENTITY.—For purposes of this 
subsection— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘covered enti- 
ty’ means— 

““(i) any person who is described in sub- 
paragraph (B), and 

““(ii) any person who owns 5 percent or 
more of any person described in subpara- 
graph (B). 

‘(B) PERSON DESCRIBED.—A person is de- 
scribed in this subparagraph if such person 
has been awarded a contract from the De- 
partment of Defense for the procurement of 
goods or services during the previous two fis- 
cal years. 

‘“(4) COVERED DISBURSEMENT.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the term ‘covered dis- 
bursement’ means a disbursement for any of 
the following: 

““(A) An independent expenditure. 

“(B) A broadcast, cable, or satellite com- 
munication (other than a communication de- 
scribed in subsection (f)(3)(B)) which— 

“(i) refers to a clearly identified candidate 
for Federal office; 

“(ii) is made— 

“(I) in the case of a communication which 
refers to a candidate for an office other than 
President or Vice President, during the pe- 
riod beginning on January 1 of the calendar 
year in which a general or runoff election is 
held and ending on the date of the general or 
runoff election (or in the case of a special 
election, during the period beginning on the 
date on which the announcement with re- 
spect to such election is made and ending on 
the date of the special election); or 

““(IT) in the case of a communication which 
refers to a candidate for the office of Presi- 
dent or Vice President, is made in any State 
during the period beginning 120 days before 
the first primary election, caucus, or pref- 
erence election held for the selection of dele- 
gates to a national nominating convention of 
a political party is held in any State (or, if 
no such election or caucus is held in any 
State, the first convention or caucus of a po- 
litical party which has the authority to 
nominate a candidate for the office of Presi- 
dent or Vice President) and ending on the 
date of the general election; and 

“(iii) in the case of a communication 
which refers to a candidate for an office 
other than President or Vice President, is 
targeted to the relevant electorate (within 
the meaning of subsection (f)(8)(C)). 

““(C) A transfer to another person for the 
purposes of making a disbursement described 
in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

““(5) COVERED TRANSFER.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘covered transfer’ 
means any amount received by a covered en- 
tity for the purposes of making a covered 
disbursement. 

““(6) DISCLOSURE DATE.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘disclosure date’ 
means— 

“(A) the first date during any calendar 
year by which a person has made covered dis- 
bursements and received covered transfers 
aggregating in excess of $10,000; and 

““(B) any other date during such calendar 
year by which a person has made covered dis- 
bursements and received covered transfers 
aggregating in excess of $10,000 since the 
most recent disclosure date for such calendar 
year. 

‘(7) CONTRACTS TO DISBURSE; COORDINATION 
WITH OTHER REQUIREMENTS; ETC,.—Rules simi- 
lar to the rules of paragraphs (5), (6), and (7) 
of subsection (f) shall apply for purposes of 
this subsection.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to disburse- 
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ments made, and transfers received, after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1694. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. SECURE ENERGY INNOVATION PRO- 
GRAM. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall conduct a program to develop and sup- 
port projects designed to foster secure and 
reliable sources of energy for military instal- 
lations, including incorporation of advanced 
energy metering, renewable energy, energy 
storage, and redundant power systems. 

(b) METRICS.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall develop metrics for assessing the costs 
and benefits associated with secure energy 
projects proposed or implemented as part of 
the program conducted under subsection (a). 
The metrics shall take into account finan- 
cial and operational costs associated with 
sustained losses of power resulting from nat- 
ural disasters or attacks that damage elec- 
trical grids serving military installations. 


SA 1695. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. AUTHORITY TO USE ENERGY SAVINGS 


INVESTMENT FUND FOR ENERGY 
MANAGEMENT INITIATIVES. 
Section 2919(b)(2) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘, to the extent 
provided for in an appropriations Act,”. 


SA 1696. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. PLAN TO ENHANCE MISSION READI- 
NESS THROUGH GREATER ENERGY 


SECURITY AT CRITICAL MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS. 


(a) IDENTIFICATION OF CRITICAL MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense 
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shall identify ten military installations that 
are— 

(1) critical to mission readiness, and 

(2) susceptible to interruptions of power 
due to geographic location, dependence on 
connections to the electric grid, or other fac- 
tors determined by the Secretary. 

(b) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 
30, 2016, the Secretary of Defense shall sub- 
mit to the congressional defense committees 
a report with a plan for integrating energy 
storage, micro-grid technologies, and on-site 
power generation systems at the military in- 
stallations identified under subsection (a) to 
enhance mission readiness. 

(2) FORM.—The report required under para- 
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may contain a classified annex as 
necessary. 


SA 1697. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. STUDY ON IMPLEMENTATION OF RE- 
QUIREMENTS FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF FUEL LOGISTICS SUPPORT RE- 
QUIREMENTS, REQUIREMENTS DE- 
VELOPMENT, AND ACQUISITION 
PROCESSES. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a re- 
port regarding the implementation of sec- 
tion 332 of the Duncan Hunter National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 
(Public Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4420; 10 U.S.C. 
2911 note (in this section referred to as ‘‘sec- 
tion 332’’)), including a description of the im- 
plementation to date of the requirements for 
consideration of fuel logistics support re- 
quirements in the planning, requirements de- 
velopment, and acquisition processes. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following ele- 
ments: 

(1) A list of acquisition solicitations that 
incorporate analysis established and devel- 
oped under section 332. 

(2) An analysis of the extent to which De- 
partment of Defense planning, requirements 
development, and acquisition processes in- 
corporate or rely on the fully burdened cost 
of energy and energy key performance pa- 
rameters in relation to other metrics. 

(3) An estimate of the total fuel costs 
avoided as a result of inclusion of the fully 
burdened cost of energy and energy key per- 
formance parameter in acquisitions, includ- 
ing an estimate of monetary savings and fuel 
volume savings. 

(4) An analysis of the extent to which en- 
ergy security requirements of the Depart- 
ment of Defense are enhanced by incorpora- 
tion of section 332 requirements in the acqui- 
sition process, and recommendations for fur- 
ther improving section 332 requirements to 
further enhance energy security and mission 
capability requirements. 

(c) ENERGY SECURITY DEFINED.—In this sec- 
tion, the term “energy security’? has the 
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meaning given the term in section 2924(3) of 
title 10, United States Code. 


SA 1698. Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of section 1533, add the fol- 
lowing: 

(f) PROVISION TO CERTAIN FOREIGN FORCES 
THROUGH OTHER UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
AGENCIES.— 

(1) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Department of Defense 
should increase efforts to combat the use by 
the terrorist group the Islamic State of Iraq 
and the Levant (ISIL) of improvised explo- 
sive devices and the illicit smuggling of im- 
provised explosive device precursor mate- 
rials. 

(2) PROVISION THROUGH OTHER AGENCIES.—If 
jointly agreed upon by the Secretary of De- 
fense and the head of another department or 
agency of the United States Government, the 
Secretary of Defense may transfer funds 
available under subsection (a) to such de- 
partment or agency for the provision by such 
department or agency of training, equip- 
ment, supplies, and services to ministries 
and other entities of the Government of Iraq 
and nations that border Iraq (other than Iran 
and Syria), as described in that subsection. 


SA 1699. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Ms. HIRONO) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH REPOSI- 
TORY FOR OPERATIONAL ENERGY- 
RELATED RESEARCH AND DEVELOP- 
MENT EFFORTS OF DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE. 

(a) REPOSITORY REQUIRED.—Not later than 
December 31, 2016, the Secretary of Defense, 
acting through the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineering and in 
collaboration with the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for Operational Energy Plans and 
Programs and the Secretaries of the military 
departments, shall establish a centralized re- 
pository for all operational energy-related 
research and development efforts of the De- 
partment of Defense, including with respect 
to the inception, operational, and complete 
phases of such efforts. 

(b) INTERNET ACCESS.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall ensure that the repository re- 
quired by subsection (a) is accessible through 
an Internet website of the Department of De- 
fense and by all employees of the Depart- 
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ment and members of the Armed Forces 
whom the Secretary determines appropriate, 
including all program managers involved in 
such research and development efforts, to en- 
able improved collaboration between mili- 
tary departments on research and develop- 
ment efforts described in subsection (a), en- 
able sharing of best practices and lessons 
learned relating to such efforts, and reduce 
redundancy in such efforts. 


SA 1700. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Ms. HIRONO) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. STUDY ON POWER STORAGE CAPACITY 
REQUIREMENT. 

Not later than September 30, 2016, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees a report on 
the costs and benefits associated with requir- 
ing 25 percent of National Guard and Reserve 
facilities to have at least a 21-day on-site 
power storage capacity to assist with pro- 
viding support to civil authorities in case of 
manmade or natural disasters. 


SA 1701. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 117, insert between lines 12 and 13, 
the following 

(b) LOCATION OF RETIREMENT.—Subsection 
(f) of such section is further amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 

(2) by inserting “(1)” before “If the Sec- 
retary”’; 

(3) in paragraph (1), as designated by para- 
graph (2) of this subsection— 

(A) by striking ‘‘, and no suitable adoption 
is available at the military facility where 
the dog is location,””; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), as designated by 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting 
“within the United States” after ‘‘to another 
location”; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph (2): 

“(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply if a 
United States citizen living abroad adopts 
the dog at the time of retirement.”. 


SA 1702. Mr. BLUMENTHAL sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 


June 4, 2015 


of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. . EXPANSION OF DUTIES OF UNDER 


| SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR PER- 
SONNEL AND READINESS. 

Section 136(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking “and health af- 
fairs” and inserting the following: “health 
affairs, and the coordination, use, acquisi- 
tion, or exchange of joint requirements and 
resources with the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs and implementation of recommenda- 
tions made under subsection (c)(1) of section 
320 of title 38 and the functions enumerated 
under subsection (d) of such section”. 


SA 1703. Mr. DURBIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 636, between lines 12 and 13, insert 
the following: 

(10) Training and best practices to identify 
and treat post-traumatic stress disorder 
among Ukrainian Armed Forces and Na- 
tional Guard personnel. 


SA 1704. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. REED, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. FRANKEN, and Mr. CARPER) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. AVAILABILITY OF PUBLIC INFORMA- 
TION REGARDING CIVIL AND CRIMI- 
NAL ACTIONS AND INVESTIGATIONS 


INVOLVING POSTSECONDARY EDU- 
CATIONAL INSTITUTIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall ensure that any online consumer tool 
offered or supported by the Department of 
Defense that provides information to 
servicemembers regarding specific postsec- 
ondary educational institutions, such as Tui- 
tion Assistance DECIDE or any successor or 
similar program, includes for each such in- 
stitution an accounting of pending investiga- 
tions and civil or criminal actions against 
the institution by Federal agencies and 
State attorneys general, to the extent such 
information is publicly available. 

(b) SOURCES OF INFORMATION.—In gathering 
publicly available information on investiga- 
tions and civil or criminal actions described 
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in subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense 
shall— 

(1) consult the heads of other Federal agen- 
cies and, as practicable, State attorneys gen- 
eral; and 

(2) review any reports required to be filed 
with the Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion under section 13 or section 15(d) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 
78m and 780(d)), including Form 10-Q and 
Form 10-K. 

(c) CONSULTATION REGARDING PRESEN- 
TATION.—To ensure that the information re- 
quired under subsection (a) is presented in 
the most useful and effective way possible 
for servicemembers, the Secretary of Defense 
shall consult with the Secretary of Edu- 
cation, the Bureau of Consumer Financial 
Protection, and servicemember and con- 
sumer advocates. 


SA 1705. Mr. COATS (for himself, Mr. 
RUBIO, and Mr. CORNYN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1264. MILITARY EXCHANGES BETWEEN SEN- 
IOR OFFICERS AND OFFICIALS OF 
THE UNITED STATES AND TAIWAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
should carry out a program of exchanges of 
senior military officers and senior officials 
between the United States and Taiwan de- 
signed to improve military to military rela- 
tions between the United States and Taiwan. 

(b) EXCHANGES DESCRIBED.—For the pur- 
poses of this section, an exchange is an ac- 
tivity, exercise, event, or observation oppor- 
tunity between members of the Armed 
Forces and officials of the Department of De- 
fense, on the one hand, and armed forces per- 
sonnel and officials of Taiwan, on the other 
hand. 

(c) FOCUS OF EXCHANGES.—The exchanges 
under the program carried out pursuant to 
subsection (a) shall include exchanges fo- 
cused on the following: 

(1) Threat analysis. 

(2) Military doctrine. 

(3) Force planning. 

(4) Logistical support. 

(5) Intelligence collection and analysis. 

(6) Operational tactics, techniques, 
procedures. 

(7) Humanitarian assistance and disaster 
relief. 

(d) CIVIL-MILITARY  AFFAIRS.—The ex- 
changes under the program carried out pur- 
suant to subsection (a) shall include activi- 
ties and exercises focused on civil-military 
relations, including parliamentary relations. 

(e) LOCATION OF EXCHANGES.—The ex- 
changes under the program carried out pur- 
suant to subsection (a) shall be conducted in 
both the United States and Taiwan. 

(£) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) The term ‘‘senior military officer’’, 
with respect to the Armed Forces, means a 
general or flag officer of the Armed Forces 
on active duty. 

(2) The term “senior official”, with respect 
to the Department of Defense, means a civil- 
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ian official of the Department of Defense at 
the level of Assistant Secretary of Defense or 
above. 


SA 1706. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 645, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 

(4) At the 2006 North Atlantic Treaty Orga- 
nization Summit in Riga, North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization member countries com- 
mitted to endeavor to spend a minimum of 
two percent of their national income or 
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) to spending 
on defense. 

(5) At the 2014 North Atlantic Treaty Orga- 
nization Summit in Wales, North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization member countries 
agreed that ‘‘allies currently meeting the 
NATO guideline to spend a minimum of 2% 
of their Gross Domestic Product (GDP) on 
defense will aim to continue to do so” and 
that ‘‘allies whose current proportion of 
GDP spent on defense is below this level will: 
halt any decline in defense expenditure; aim 
to increase defense expenditure in real terms 
as GDP grows; aim to move towards the two 
percent guideline within a decade with a 
view to meeting their NATO Capability Tar- 
gets and filling NATO’s capability short- 
falls’’. 

(6) In 2015, four out of the 28 North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization member countries, in- 
cluding the United States, meet the two per- 
cent target. 

On page 646, strike line 16 and insert the 
following: 
spending; and 

(5) the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
member countries are strongly urged to 
meet their commitment under the Wales 
Summit Declaration to spend two percent of 
their Gross Domestic Product on defense. 


SA 1707. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. CIVILIAN AVIATION ASSET MILITARY 
PARTNERSHIP PILOT PROGRAM. 

(a) PARTICIPATION.—The Secretary of De- 
fense, in coordination with the Adminis- 
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion, may participate in a Civilian Aviation 
Asset Military Partnership Pilot Program 
(in this section referred to as the ‘‘Pro- 
gram’’) in accordance with this section. 

(b) GRANT AUTHORITY.—Subject to the 
availability of appropriations to carry out 
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this section, the Secretary, in coordination 
with the Administrator, may make a grant 
under the Program, on a competitive basis, 
to an eligible airport to assist a project— 

(1) to improve aviation infrastructure; or 

(2) to repair, replace, or otherwise improve 
an eligible tower facility at that airport. 

(c) NUMBER.—Not more than three eligible 
airports may receive a grant under the Pro- 
gram for a fiscal year. 

(d) AMOUNT.—The amount provided to each 
eligible airport that receives a grant under 
the Program may not exceed $2,500,000. 

(e) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a grant 
under the Program, an eligible airport shall 
submit to the Secretary of Defense an appli- 
cation at such time, in such form, and con- 
taining such information as the Secretary, 
in coordination with the Administrator, de- 
termines is appropriate. An application shall 
include, at a minimum, a description of— 

(1) the proposed project with respect to 
which a grant is requested, including esti- 
mated costs; 

(2) the need for the project at the eligible 
airport, including how the project will assist 
both civil aircraft and military aircraft; and 

(3) the non-Federal funding available for 
the project. 

(f) SELECTION AND TERMS.—The Secretary 
and the Administrator shall jointly— 

(1) select eligible airports to receive grants 
under the Program; and 

(2) establish the terms of each grant made 
under the Program. 

(g) FUNDING.— 

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of a project assisted with a grant 
under the Program may not exceed 70 per- 
cent. Prioritization shall be given to projects 
with the lowest Federal share. 

(2) COORDINATION.—With respect to the 
Federal share of the cost of a project assisted 
with a grant under the Program, 50 percent 
of that Federal share shall be paid by the Ad- 
ministrator and 50 percent shall be paid by 
the Secretary. 

(h) TERMINATION.—The Program shall ter- 
minate at the end of the third fiscal year in 
which a grant is made under the Program. 

(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AVIATION INFRASTRUCTURE.—The term 
“aviation infrastructure” means any activ- 
ity defined under the term “airport develop- 
ment” in section 47102 of title 49, United 
States Code. 

(2) ELIGIBLE AIRPORT.—The term “eligible 
airport” means an airport at which— 

(A) military aircraft conduct operations; 
and 

(B) civil aircraft operations are conducted. 

(3) ELIGIBLE TOWER FACILITY.—The term 
“eligible tower facility”? means a tower facil- 
ity that— 

(A) is located at an eligible airport; 

(B) is greater than 30 years of age; and 

(C) has demonstrated failings. 


SA 1708. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 
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1264. STRATEGY TO PROMOTE UNITED 
STATES INTERESTS IN THE INDO- 
ASIA-PACIFIC REGION. 

(a) STRATEGY.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the President shall develop an overall strat- 
egy to promote United States interests in 
the Indo-Asia-Pacific region. Such strategy 
shall be informed by the following: 

(1) The national security strategy of the 
United States for 2015 set forth in the na- 
tional security strategy report required 
under section 108(a)(3) of the National Secu- 
rity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 5048(a)(8)), as such 
strategy relates to United States interests in 
the Indo-Asia-Pacific region. 

(2) The 2014 Quadrennial Defense Review 
(QDR), as it relates to United States inter- 
ests in the Indo-Asia-Pacific region. 

(3) The 2015 Quadrennial Diplomacy and 
Development Review (QDDR), as it relates to 
United States interests in the Indo-Asia-Pa- 
cific region. 

(4) The strategy to prioritize United States 
defense interests in the Asia-Pacific region 
as contained in the report required by sec- 
tion 1251(a) of the Carl Levin and Howard P. 
“Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291; 128 Stat. 3570). 

(5) The integrated, multi-year planning 
and budget strategy for a rebalancing of 
United States policy in Asia submitted to 
Congress pursuant to section 7043(a) of the 
Department of State, Foreign Operations, 
and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 
2014 (division K of the Consolidated Appro- 
priations Act, 2014 (Public Law 113-76)). 

(b) PRESIDENTIAL POLICY DIRECTIVE.—The 
President shall issue a Presidential Policy 
Directive to appropriate departments and 
agencies of the United States Government 
that contains the strategy developed under 
subsection (a) and includes implementing 
guidance to such departments and agencies. 

(c) RELATION TO AGENCY PRIORITY GOALS 
AND ANNUAL BUDGET.— 

(1) AGENCY PRIORITY GOALS.—In identifying 
agency priority goals under section 1120(b) of 
title 31, United States Code, for each appro- 
priate department and agency of the United 
States Government, the head of such depart- 
ment or agency, or as otherwise determined 
by the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, shall take into consideration 
the strategy developed under subsection (a) 
and the Presidential Policy Directive issued 
under subsection (b). 

(2) ANNUAL BUDGET.—The President shall, 
acting through the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget, ensure that the an- 
nual budget submitted to Congress under 
section 1105 of title 31, United States Code, 
includes a separate section that clearly high- 
lights programs and projects that are being 
funded in the annual budget that relate to 
the strategy developed under subsection (a) 
and the Presidential Policy Directive issued 
under subsection (b). 


SEC. 


SA 1709. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 
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At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. PROTECTION AND RECOVERY OF 
GREATER SAGE-GROUSE. 

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to allow States— 

(A) to determine the appropriate manage- 
ment of sage-grouse species according to 
State-created conservation and management 
plans that address the key threats to sage- 
grouse species and the habitat of sage-grouse 
species within the States; and 

(B) to demonstrate that those Statewide 
plans can protect and recover sage-grouse 
species within the States; and 

(2) to require the Secretary to implement 
recommendations contained in Statewide 
plans for the management of sage-grouse 
species and the habitat of sage-grouse spe- 
cies on Federal land. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) COVERED WESTERN STATE.—The term 
“covered Western State” means each of the 
States of California, Colorado, Idaho, Mon- 
tana, Nevada, North Dakota, Oregon, South 
Dakota, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. 

(2) NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM LAND.—The 
term “National Forest System land” means 
the Federal land within the National Forest 
System, as described in section 11(a) of the 
Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources 
Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1609(a)). 

(3) PUBLIC LAND.—The term “public land” 
has the meaning given the term ‘‘public 
lands” in section 103 of the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1702). 

(4) SAGE-GROUSE SPECIES.—The term ‘‘sage- 
grouse species” means— 

(A) the greater sage-grouse (Centrocercus 
urophasianus) (including all distinct popu- 
lation segments); and 

(B) the Gunnison sage-grouse (Centrocercus 
minimus). 

(5) SECRETARY.—The 
means— 

(A) the Secretary of Agriculture, with re- 
spect to National Forest System land; and 

(B) the Secretary of the Interior, with re- 
spect to public land. 

(6) STATEWIDE PLAN.—The term ‘‘Statewide 
plan’? means a conservation and manage- 
ment plan or plans developed and submitted 
to the Secretary by a covered Western State 
for the protection and recovery of any sage- 
grouse species and the habitat of the sage- 
grouse species within the covered Western 
State in response to invitations from the 
Secretary of the Interior in December 2011 to 
submit to the Secretary those plans. 

(c) PARTICIPATION IN STATE PLANNING 
PROCESS.— 

(1) LIST OF DESIGNEES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after that date of receipt from a covered 
Western State of a notice described in sub- 
paragraph (B), the Secretary shall provide to 
the Governor of the covered Western State a 
list of designees of the Department of the In- 
terior or the Department of Agriculture, as 
applicable, who will represent the Secretary 
in assisting in the development and imple- 
mentation of the Statewide plan. 

(B) DESCRIPTION OF NOTICE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—A notice referred to in 
subparagraph (A) is a notice that a covered 
Western State— 

(I) is initiating, or has previously initiated, 
development of a Statewide plan in accord- 
ance with clause (ii); or 

(II) has previously submitted to the Sec- 
retary a Statewide plan in accordance with 
clause (ii). 


term “Secretary” 
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(ii) CONTENTS.—A notice under this sub- 
paragraph shall include— 

(I) an invitation to the Secretary to par- 
ticipate in the development or implementa- 
tion of the Statewide plan of the applicable 
covered Western State; and 

(II) a statement that the covered Western 
State— 

(aa) has prepared or will prepare, by not 
later than 1 year after the date of submission 
of the notice, a Statewide plan that will pro- 
tect and manage sage-grouse species and the 
habitat of sage-grouse species to the point 
that designation of sage-grouse species as a 
threatened or endangered species under the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1531 et seq.) is no longer necessary in the 
covered Western State; and 

(bb) will— 

(AA) collect monitoring data such as sage- 
grouse species population trends, fuel reduc- 
tion, predator control, invasive species con- 
trol, the condition of sage-grouse species 
habitat, or other parameters that address 
the primary threats to sage-grouse species in 
the covered Western State to address how 
the threats identified in the Statewide plan 
are being reduced and how the objectives 
identified in the Statewide plan are being 
met; and 

(BB) provide to the Secretary relevant 
data regarding the health of sage-grouse spe- 
cies populations, the condition of sage- 
grouse species habitat, and activities relat- 
ing to the implementation of the Statewide 
plan on an annual basis under this section. 

(iii) TIMING.—To be eligible to participate 
in a planning process under this section, not 
later than 120 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act, a covered Western State 
shall submit to the Secretary a notice de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B). 

(2) ACCESS TO INFORMATION.—Not later than 
60 days after the date of receipt from a cov- 
ered Western State of a notice described in 
paragraph (1)(B), the Secretary shall provide 
to the covered Western State all relevant 
scientific data, research, and information re- 
garding sage-grouse species and habitat 
within the covered Western State for use by 
appropriate State personnel to assist the 
covered Western State in the development 
and implementation of the Statewide plan. 

(d) RECOGNITION OF STATEWIDE PLAN.—If 
the Secretary receives from a covered West- 
ern State a Statewide plan by the date that 
is 1 year after the date of receipt of a notice 
under subsection (c)(1) from the covered 
Western State, the Secretary shall— 

(1) when taking any action that could im- 
pact the sage grouse species or the habitat of 
the species, manage all public land and Na- 
tional Forest System land within the cov- 
ered Western State in accordance with the 
Statewide plan for a period of not less than 
6 years, beginning on the date of submission 
to the Secretary of the Statewide plan in ac- 
cordance with this section; 

(2) annually— 

(A) review the Statewide plan using the 
best available science and data, using the ob- 
jectives and goals contained in the State- 
wide plan as a measure of success; and 

(B) provide to the Governor of the covered 
Western State recommendations regarding 
improvement of the Statewide plan; 

(3) use the Statewide plan as the basis for 
all relevant determinations under the Na- 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4821 et seq.); 

(4) permit and assist the covered Western 
State to implement adaptive management, if 
required by the Statewide plan, to respond to 
sage-grouse species conditions as indicated 
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by monitoring data, meteorological condi- 
tions, or fire or other events necessitating 
adaptation of the Statewide plan; 

(5) require the covered Western State to 
submit to the Secretary annual reports re- 
garding the implementation of the Statewide 
plan, including relevant data regarding— 

(A) actions carried out pursuant to the 
Statewide plan; and 

(B) population trends, fuel reductions, 
predator control, invasive species control, 
the condition of sage-grouse habitat, and 
other parameters that address the primary 
threats to sage-grouse species in the covered 
Western State; 

(6) require the covered Western State— 

(A) to monitor appropriate sage-grouse 
species and habitat data for a period of not 
less than 5 years, beginning on the date of 
submission of the Statewide plan; and 

(B) to submit to the Secretary, not later 
than 6 years after the date of submission of 
the Statewide plan and in accordance with 
applicable scientific protocols, a report that 
includes— 

(i) a description of the status of implemen- 
tation of the Statewide plan and progress 
made in achieving the objectives and goals of 
the Statewide plan, including relevant data 
regarding sage-grouse species population 
trends, fuel reductions, predator control, 
invasive species control, the condition of 
sage-grouse species habitat, and other pa- 
rameters that address the primary threats to 
sage-grouse in the covered Western State; 

(ii) an estimate of additional time needed, 
if any, for implementation of the Statewide 
plan; and 

(iii) necessary modifications to the State- 
wide plan to enhance the achievement of the 
objectives and goals of the Statewide plan; 
and 

(7) assist the covered Western State in 
monitoring and collecting relevant data on 
Federal land to assess sage-grouse species 
population trends, fuel reductions, predator 
control, invasive species control, the condi- 
tion of sage-grouse species habitat, and other 
parameters that address the primary threats 
to sage-grouse in the covered Western State. 

(e) SECRETARIAL ACTIONS.—Not later than 
30 days after the date of receipt of a State- 
wide plan under this section, and annually 
thereafter during the period in which the 
Secretary determines that the applicable 
covered Western State is implementing the 
Statewide plan, the Secretary shall— 

(1) take necessary steps to maintain or re- 
store the candidate species status for any 
sage-grouse species in the covered Western 
State under the Endangered Species Act of 
1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), for a period of not 
less than 6 years— 

(A) to allow for appropriate monitoring 
and collection of data; and 

(B) to assess the achievement of the objec- 
tives of the Statewide plan; 

(2) stay any land use planning activities re- 
lating to Federal management of sage-grouse 
species on public land or National Forest 
System land within the covered Western 
State; 

(3) take immediate action to amend all 
Federal land use plans under the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) and the Forest and 
Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning 
Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600 et seq.) to comply 
with the Statewide plan with respect to that 
covered Western State; 

(4) manage all public land and National 
Forest System land with habitat for any 
sage-grouse species in the covered Western 
State in a manner consistent with sections 
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102(a)(12) and 103(c) of the Federal Land Pol- 
icy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 
1701(a)(12), 1702(c)) and section 4 of the Forest 
and Rangeland Renewable Resources Plan- 
ning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1602); 

(5) immediately reverse any withdrawals or 
land use restrictions carried out for purposes 
of protecting or conserving sage-grouse on 
public land or National Forest System land 
that are not consistent with a Statewide 
plan; and 

(6) use State annual reports regarding the 
implementation of the Statewide plans sub- 
mitted to the Secretary under subsection 
(d)(5) to prepare the annual Candidate Notice 
of Review of the Secretary pursuant to sec- 
tion 4 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 
(16 U.S.C. 1533). 

(f) EXISTING STATE PLANS.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(1) give effect to a Statewide conservation 
and management plan for the protection and 
recovery of sage-grouse species within a cov- 
ered Western State that is submitted by the 
covered Western State and approved or en- 
dorsed by the United States Fish and Wild- 
life Service before the date of enactment of 
this Act; and 

(2) for purposes of subsections (d) and (e), 
treat such a plan as a Statewide plan in ac- 
cordance with that subsection. 

(g) ACTIONS PURSUANT TO NEPA.—An ac- 
tion proposed to be carried out pursuant to 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4821 et seq.) in a covered West- 
ern State may not be denied or restricted 
solely on the basis of the presence or protec- 
tion of sage-grouse species in the covered 
Western State, if the action is consistent 
with the Statewide plan of the covered West- 
ern State. 

(h) AUTHORITY TO EXTEND PLAN IMPLEMEN- 
TATION.—On review of the report of a covered 
Western State under subsection (d)(6)(B), the 
Secretary may extend the provisions of this 
Act for a period not to exceed an additional 
6 years with the consent of the covered West- 
ern State. 


SA 1710. Mr. KIRK (for himself and 
Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1242. EXTENSION OF IRAN SANCTIONS ACT 
OF 1996. 

Section 13(b) of the Iran Sanctions Act of 
1996 (Public Law 104-172; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note) 
is amended by striking “December 31, 2016” 
and inserting “December 31, 2026”. 


SA 1711. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
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military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 12 __. SOUTHEAST ASIA STRATEGIC PART- 

NERSHIP. 

The Act of March 4, 1907 (34 Stat. 1260, 
chapter 2907; 81 Stat. 584), is amended— 

(1) in section 1(w), by striking paragraph 
(2); 

(2) in section 6, by striking subsection (b); 
and 

(3) by repealing section 25. 


SA 1712. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 213. 


SA 1713. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and 
Mr. TOOMEY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. LIMITATION ON FUNDING FOR RE- 
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ALTER- 
NATIVE FUEL AWARDS AND DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE ALTERNATIVE 
FUEL CONTRACTS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ALTERNATIVE FUEL.—In 
this section, the term “alternative fuel” has 
the meaning given the term in 301 of the En- 
ergy Policy Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 13211). 

(b) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author- 
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other- 
wise made available for fiscal year 2016 for 
the Department of Defense may be obligated 
or expended for research and development al- 
ternative fuel awards or Department of De- 
fense alternative fuel contracts. 


SA 1714. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part I of subtitle H of title V, 
add the following: 
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SEC. 584. CONSOLIDATION OF FINANCIAL LIT- 
ERACY PROGRAMS AND TRAINING 
FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—Not later than one 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report setting forth a plan for the consolida- 
tion of the current financial training pro- 
grams of the Department of Defense and the 
military departments for members of the 
Armed Forces into a single program of finan- 
cial training for members that— 

(1) eliminates duplication and costs in the 
provision of financial training to members; 
and 

(2) ensures that members receive effective 
training in financial literacy in as few train- 
ing sessions as is necessary for the receipt of 
effective training. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of De- 
fense and the Secretaries of the military de- 
partments shall commence implementation 
of the plan required by subsection (a) 90 days 
after the date of the submittal of the plan as 
required by that subsection. 


SA 1715. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. RESTRICTIONS ON THE ESTABLISH- 
MENT OF NATIONAL MONUMENTS. 

Section 320301 of title 54, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

““(e) RESTRICTIONS ON THE ESTABLISHMENT 
OF NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN MILITARY OPER- 
ATIONS AREAS.—The President shall not es- 
tablish a national monument under this sec- 
tion on land that is located under the lateral 
boundaries of a military operations area (as 
the term is defined in section 1.1 of title 14, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or successor 
regulations)), unless— 

‘“(1) the proclamation includes language 
that ensures that the establishment of the 
national monument would not place any new 
limits on— 

“(A) low-level overflights of military air- 
craft; 

““(B) the designation of a new unit of spe- 
cial use airspace; 

““(C) the use or establishment of a military 
flight training route; 

““(D) any flight operations of military air- 
craft; or 

““(E) any ground-based operations in sup- 
port of military flight operations; and 

“*(2) the Secretary of Defense certifies that 
the establishment of the national monu- 
ment— 

““(A) would not negatively impact any mili- 
tary flight operations in airspace above the 
national monument; and 

““(B) would not reduce the ability of any 
ground-based operations in support of mili- 
tary flight operations.”. 


SA 1716. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XV, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1523. REPROGRAMMING OF CERTAIN FUNDS 
FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
FOR OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OP- 
ERATIONS. 

(a) REPROGRAMMING REQUIREMENT.—The 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con- 
gressional defense committees a reprogram- 
ming or transfer request in the amount of 
$464,017,143 from unobligated funds in the Op- 
eration and Maintenance, Defense-wide, ac- 
count and available for the Office of Eco- 
nomic Adjustment, or for transfer to the 
Secretary of Education, to construct, ren- 
ovate, repair, or expand elementary and sec- 
ondary public schools on military installa- 
tions in order to address capacity or facility 
condition deficiencies at such schools, to the 
Operation and Maintenance, Overseas Con- 
tingency Operations, account. 

(b) TREATMENT OF REPROGRAMMING.—The 
transfer of an amount pursuant to subsection 
(a) shall not be deemed to increase the 
amount authorized to be appropriated for fis- 
cal year 2016 for operation and maintenance 
for overseas contingency operations by sec- 
tion 1505. 


SA 1717. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title TIT, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. INSTALLATION RENEWABLE ENERGY 
PROJECT DATABASE. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall establish a 
searchable database to uniformly report in- 
formation regarding installation renewable 
energy projects undertaken since 2010. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The database established 
under subsection (a) shall include, for each 
installation energy project— 

(1) the estimated project costs; 

(2) estimated power generation; 

(3) estimated total cost savings; 

(4) estimated payback period; 

(5) total project costs; 

(6) actual power generation; 

(7) actual cost savings to date; 

(8) current operational status; and 

(9) access to relevant business case docu- 
ments, including the economic viability as- 
sessment. 

(c) NON-DISCLOSURE OF CERTAIN INFORMA- 
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may, on a case-by-case basis, withhold from 
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inclusion in the database established under 
subsection (a) information pertaining to in- 
dividual projects if the Secretary determines 
that the disclosure of such information 
would jeopardize operational security. 

(2) REQUIRED DISCLOSURE.—In the event the 
Secretary withholds information related to 
one or more renewable energy projects under 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall include in 
the database— 

(A) a statement that information has been 
withheld; and 

(B) an aggregate amount for each of para- 
graphs (1), (2), (3), (5), (6), and (7) of sub- 
section (b) that includes amounts for all re- 
newable energy projects described under sub- 
section (a), including those with respect to 
which information has been withheld under 
paragraph (1) of this subsection. 

(d) UPDATES.—The database established 
under subsection (a) shall be updated not less 
than quarterly. 


SA 1718. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 

SEC. 2807. CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT FOR 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS IN AREAS OF CONTIN- 
GENCY OPERATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 
169 of title 10, United States Code, is amend- 
ed by inserting after section 2804 the fol- 
lowing new section: 

“§2804a. Certification requirement for mili- 
tary construction projects in areas of con- 
tingency operations 
““(a) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—(1) The 

Secretary of Defense may not obligate or ex- 
pend funds to carry out a military construc- 
tion project overseas in connection with a 
contingency operation (as defined in section 
101(a)(18) of this title) unless the combatant 
commander of the area of operations in 
which such project is to be constructed has 
certified to the Secretary of Defense that the 
project is needed for direct support of a con- 
tingency operation within that combatant 
command. 

““(2) The restriction under paragraph (1) 
does not apply to planning and design activi- 
ties or activities carried out under the au- 
thority of section 2805 of this title. 

““(b) CERTIFICATION GUIDANCE.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall provide guidance re- 
garding the certification required under sub- 
section (a).”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such subchapter 
is amended by adding after the item relating 
to section 2804 the following new item: 
““2804a. Certification requirement for mili- 

tary construction projects in 
areas of contingency oper- 
ations.”. 


SA 1719. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle A of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 

SEC. 2807. USE OF PROJECT LABOR AGREEMENTS 
IN MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS AND MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING PROJECTS. 

(a) REQUIREMENTS.—Section 2852 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

“(d)(1) The Secretary of Defense and the 
Secretaries of the military departments 
awarding a construction contract on behalf 
of the Government, in any solicitations, bid 
specifications, project agreements, or other 
controlling documents, shall not— 

“(A) require or prohibit bidders, offerors, 
contractors, or subcontractors to enter into 
or adhere to agreements with one or more 
labor organizations; and 

‘(B) discriminate against or give pref- 
erence to bidders, offerors, contractors, or 
subcontractors based on their entering or re- 
fusing to enter into such an agreement. 

‘(2) Nothing in this subsection shall pro- 
hibit a contractor or subcontractor from vol- 
untarily entering into such an agreement, as 
is protected by the National Labor Relations 
Act (29 U.S.C. 151 et seq.).”. 

(b) APPLICATION OF  AMENDMENT.—The 
amendment made by subsection (a) shall not 
apply to construction contracts awarded be- 
fore the date of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1720. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VI, add the 
following: 

SEC. 622. TRANSPORTATION TO TRANSFER CERE- 
MONIES FOR FAMILY AND NEXT OF 
KIN OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES WHO DIE OVERSEAS DUR- 
ING HUMANITARIAN OPERATIONS. 

Section 481f(e)(1) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘(including 
during a humanitarian relief operation)” 
after “located or serving overseas”. 


SA 1721. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title XI, add the following: 
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SEC. 1116. MATTERS RELATING TO BIENNIAL 


STRATEGIC WORKFORCE PLANS. 

(a) ASSESSMENT OF INTENDED USE OF SPE- 
CIAL HIRING AUTHORITIES AND OTHER AU- 
THORITIES TO SUPPORT THE WORFORCE.—Sub- 
section (b)(1) of section 115b of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking “and” 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(E) the use of special hiring authorities to 
be made by such Secretary or head of agency 
in addressing the matters described in this 
section and of any other authorities that 
would support the enhancement of the qual- 
ity of the workforce.”. 

(b) TRANSMITTAL OF REPORTS TO CON- 
GRESS.—Subsection (f) of such section is 
amended by inserting “and to Congress” 
after ‘‘to the Secretary.” 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1722. Mr. CRUZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. ENERGY FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE. 

(a) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PURCHASE OF 
ENERGY.—In purchasing energy commodities, 
including electricity and fuel, the Depart- 
ment of Defense shall take into account— 

(1) the reliability of the energy source, 
with a preference afforded to sources that 
offer a constant, non-intermittent supply of 
power; and 

(2) the cost of the energy source in com- 
parison with other available and reliable en- 
ergy sources, with a preference afforded to 
energy sources that are demonstrated to be 
more cost-effective in the near term. 

(b) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN RENEWABLE 
ENERGY AND ALTERNATIVE FUEL REQUIRE- 
MENTS.— 

(1) GOALS ON USE OF RENEWABLE ENERGY TO 
MEET ELECTRICITY NEEDS.—Section 2911 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking subsection (e). 

(2) FEDERAL PURCHASE REQUIREMENT.—The 
Department of Defense shall be exempt from 
the Federal purchase requirement estab- 
lished under section 203 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 15852). 

(3) STRENGTHENING FEDERAL ENVIRON- 
MENTAL, ENERGY, AND TRANSPORTATION MAN- 
AGEMENT.—The Department of Defense shall 
be exempt from Executive Order 13423 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 note; relating to strengthening 
Federal environmental, energy, and trans- 
portation management). 

(4) FEDERAL FLEET CONSERVATION REQUIRE- 
MENTS.—The Department of Defense shall be 
exempt from Federal fleet conservation re- 
quirements established under section 400FF 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 
(42 U.S.C. 6374e). 

(5) FEDERAL LEADERSHIP ON ENERGY MAN- 
AGEMENT.—The Department of Defense shall 
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be exempt from the renewable energy con- 
sumption target established by the docu- 
ment entitled “Federal Leadership on En- 
ergy Management: Memorandum for the 
Heads of Executive Departments and Agen- 
cies’? and published December 10, 2013 (78 
Fed. Reg. 75209). 

(6) PLANNING FOR FEDERAL SUSTAINABILITY 
IN THE NEXT DECADE.—The Department of De- 
fense shall be exempt from Executive Order 
No. 13693 dated March 19, 2015. 


SA 1723. Mr. CRUZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. EQUAL BENEFITS UNDER SURVIVOR 
BENEFIT PLAN FOR SURVIVORS OF 
RESERVE COMPONENT MEMBERS 
WHO DIE IN THE LINE OF DUTY DUR- 
ING INACTIVE-DUTY TRAINING. 

(a) TREATMENT OF INACTIVE-DUTY TRAINING 
IN SAME MANNER AS ACTIVE DUTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1451(c)(1)(A) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in clause (i)— 

(i) by inserting “or 1448(f)” after “section 
1448(d)”; and 

(ii) by inserting “or (iii)? after “clause 
Gi)’; and 

(B) in clause (iii)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘section 1448(f) of this title”” 
and inserting “section 1448(f)(1)(A) of this 
title by reason of the death of a member or 
former member not in line of duty”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘active’’. 

(2) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.—No annu- 
ity benefit under the Survivor Benefit Plan 
shall accrue to any person by reason of the 
amendments made by paragraph (1) for any 
period before the date of the enactment of 
this Act. With respect to an annuity under 
the Survivor Benefit Plan for a death occur- 
ring on or after September 10, 2001, and be- 
fore the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary concerned shall recompute the 
benefit amount to reflect such amendments, 
effective for months beginning after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) CONSISTENT TREATMENT OF DEPENDENT 
CHILDREN.—Section 1448(f) of such title is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘*(5) DEPENDENT CHILDREN ANNUITY.— 

‘(A) ANNUITY WHEN NO ELIGIBLE SURVIVING 
SPOUSE.—In the case of a person described in 
paragraph (1), the Secretary concerned shall 
pay an annuity under this subchapter to the 
dependent children of that person under sec- 
tion 1450(a)(2) of this title as applicable. 

““(B) OPTIONAL ANNUITY WHEN THERE IS AN 
ELIGIBLE SURVIVING SPOUSE.—The Secretary 
may pay an annuity under this subchapter to 
the dependent children of a person described 
in paragraph (1) under section 1450(a)(3) of 
this title, if applicable, instead of paying an 
annuity to the surviving spouse under para- 
graph (1), if the Secretary concerned, in con- 
sultation with the surviving spouse, deter- 
mines it appropriate to provide an annuity 
for the dependent children under this para- 
graph instead of an annuity for the surviving 
spouse under paragraph (1).”. 
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(c) DEEMED ELECTIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1448(f) of title 10, 
United States Code, as amended by sub- 
section (b), is further amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

““(6) DEEMED ELECTION TO PROVIDE AN ANNU- 
ITY FOR DEPENDENT.—In the case of a person 
described in paragraph (1) who dies after No- 
vember 23, 2003, the Secretary concerned 
may, if no other annuity is payable on behalf 
of that person under this subchapter, pay an 
annuity to a natural person who has an in- 
surable interest in such person as if the an- 
nuity were elected by the person under sub- 
section (b)(1). The Secretary concerned may 
pay such an annuity under this paragraph 
only in the case of a person who is a depend- 
ent of that deceased person (as defined in 
section 1072(2) of this title). An annuity 
under this paragraph shall be computed in 
the same manner as provided under subpara- 
graph (B) of subsection (d)(6) for an annuity 
under that subsection.”. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—No annuity payment 
under paragraph (6) of section 1448(f) of title 
10, United States Code, as added by para- 
graph (1) of this subsection, may be made for 
any period before the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(d) AVAILABILITY OF SPECIAL SURVIVOR IN- 
DEMNITY ALLOWANCE.— 

(1) AVAILABILITY.—Section 1450(m)(1)(B) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting “or (f)” after ‘‘subsection (d)”. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—No payment under 
section 1450(m) of title 10, United States 
Code, by reason of the amendment made by 
paragraph (1) may be made for any period be- 
fore the date of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1724. Mr. CRUZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1040. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
TRANSFER OR RELEASE OF INDIVID- 
UALS DETAINED AT UNITED STATES 
NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, 
CUBA, TO COUNTRIES COVERED BY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE TRAVEL 
WARNINGS. 

(a) FINDING.—The Senate makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) The Department of State issues travel 
warnings regarding travel to foreign coun- 
tries for reasons that include ‘‘unstable gov- 
ernment, civil war, ongoing intense crime or 
violence, or frequent terrorist attacks’’. 

(2) These travel warnings are issued to 
highlight the “risks of traveling” to par- 
ticular countries and are left in place until 
the situation in the country concerned im- 
proves. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) countries that pose such a significant 
travel threat to United States citizens that 
the Department of State feels obliged to 
issue a travel warning should not be consid- 
ered an appropriate recipient of any detainee 
transferred from United States Naval Sta- 
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba; and 
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(2) if a country is subject to a Department 
of State travel warning, it is highly unlikely 
that the government of the country can pro- 
vide the United States Government appro- 
priate security and assurances regarding the 
prevention of the recidivism of any detainee 
so transferred. 

(c) PROHIBITION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), no amounts authorized to be 
appropriated by this Act or otherwise avail- 
able for the Department of Defense may be 
used, during the period beginning on the date 
of the enactment of this Act and ending on 
December 31, 2016, to transfer, release, or as- 
sist in the transfer or release of any indi- 
vidual detained in the custody or under the 
control of the Department of Defense at 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay to the custody or control of any country 
subject to a Department of State travel 
warning at the time the transfer or release 
would otherwise occur. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply with respect to any country subject to 
a travel warning described in that paragraph 
that is issued solely on the basis of one or 
more of the following: 

(A) Medical deficiencies, infectious disease 
outbreaks, or other health-related concerns. 

(B) A natural disaster. 

(C) Criminal activity. 


SA 1725. Mr. WICKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 315, between lines 18 and 19, insert 
the following: 

(9) A plan to incorporate into pediatric 
care from the Department telehealth serv- 
ices that provide real-time audio and video 
communication between a pediatric patient 
and a health care provider to ensure con- 
tinuity of care and affordable access by pa- 
tients to health care providers who are lead- 
ing providers in their field, including those 
patients with rare diseases or complex cases. 


SA 1726. Mr. WICKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 315, between lines 18 and 19, insert 
the following: 

(9) A plan to incorporate into pediatric 
care from the Department telehealth serv- 
ices that provide real-time audio and video 
communication between a pediatric patient 
and a health care provider to ensure con- 
tinuity of care and affordable access by pa- 
tients to health care providers who are lead- 
ing providers in their field, including those 
patients with rare diseases or complex cases. 
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SA 1727. Mr. INHOFE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1257. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON OPERATION 
ATLANTIC RESOLVE AND THE EURO- 
PEAN REASSURANCE INITIATIVE. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) continued United States commitment 
to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO) and our allies in Europe is critical to 
peace and stability in the region and critical 
to United States national security; 

(2) actions by Russia, including the inva- 
sion and occupation of territories of Georgia, 
the invasion of Ukraine and annexation of 
Crimea, continued violations of allied air- 
space by Russian military aircraft, and con- 
tinued unprofessional and potentially dan- 
gerous close passes with civilian and mili- 
tary aircraft and vessels by Russia threaten 
that peace and stability; 

(3) Operation Atlantic Resolve, launched in 
April 2014, demonstrates the steadfast com- 
mitment of the United States to our allies in 
the region against any threat to territorial 
integrity or sovereignty; 

(4) the European Reassurance Initiative, 
signed into law in December 2014, has im- 
proved United States and North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization capability and readiness 
in Central and Eastern Europe; 

(5) pre-positioning ammunition, fuel, and 
equipment for use in regional training and 
exercises, aS well as improving infrastruc- 
ture, will enhance North Atlantic Treaty Or- 
ganization operations and enable Eastern 
European allies to rapidly receive reinforce- 
ments; 

(6) increasing the presence of United States 
forces in the region, including naval forces in 
the Black Sea, Baltic Sea, and Barents Seas, 
through stepped-up rotations, training, and 
exercises will enhance and improve United 
States and North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion interoperability and cooperation; and 

(7) it is in the United States national inter- 
est to continue to these efforts while the 
threat to the territorial integrity and sov- 
ereignty of our allies persists. 


SA 1728. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, 
Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. KAINE, Mr. TILLIS, 
Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. SCHATZ, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. HATCH, Mr. Booz- 
MAN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. CASEY, Ms. MUR- 
KOWSKI, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. MARKEY) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 
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Strike section 652 and insert the following: 
SEC. 652. REPORT AND ASSESSMENT OF POTEN- 
TIAL COSTS AND BENEFITS OF 
PRIVATIZING DEPARTMENT OF DE- 

FENSE COMMISSARIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than February 
1, 2016, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report assessing the viability of privatizing, 
in whole or in part, the Department of De- 
fense commissary system. The report shall 
be so submitted to Congress before the devel- 
opment of any plans or pilot program to pri- 
vatize defense commissaries or the defense 
commissary system. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment required 
by subsection (a) shall include, at a min- 
imum, the following: 

(1) A methodology for defining the total 
number and locations of commissaries. 

(2) An evaluation of commissary use by lo- 
cation in the following beneficiary cat- 
egories: 

(A) Pay grades E-1 through E-4. 

(B) Pay grades E-5 through E-7. 

(C) Pay grades E-8 and E-9. 

(D) Pay grades O-1 through O-8. 

(E) Pay grades O-4 through O-6. 

(F) Pay grades O-7 through O-10. 

(G) Military retirees. 

(3) An evaluation of commissary use in lo- 
cations outside the continental United 
States and in remote and isolated locations 
in the continental United States when com- 
pared with other locations. 

(4) An evaluation of the cost of com- 
missary operations during fiscal years 2009 
through 2014. 

(5) An assessment of potential savings and 
efficiencies to be achieved through imple- 
mentation of some or all of recommenda- 
tions of the Military Compensation and Re- 
tirement Modernization Commission. 

(6) A description and evaluation of the 
strategy of the Defense Commissary Agency 
for pricing products sold at commissaries. 

(7) A description and evaluation of the 
transportation strategy of the Defense Com- 
missary Agency for products sold at com- 
missaries. 

(8) A description and evaluation of the for- 
mula of the Defense Commissary Agency for 
calculating savings for its customers as a re- 
sult of its pricing strategy. 

(9) An evaluation of the average savings 
per household garnered by commissary use. 

(10) A description and evaluation of the use 
of private contractors and vendors as part of 
the defense commissary system. 

(11) An assessment of costs or savings, and 
potential impacts to patrons and the Govern- 
ment, of privatizing the defense commissary 
system, including potential increased use of 
Government assistance programs. 

(12) A description and assessment of poten- 
tial barriers to privatization of the defense 
commissary system. 

(13) An assessment of the extent to which 
patron savings would remain after the pri- 
vatization of the defense commissary sys- 
tem. 

(14) An assessment of the impact of any 
recommended changes to the operation of 
the defense commissary system on com- 
missary patrons, including morale and reten- 
tion. 

(15) An assessment of the actual interest of 
major grocery retailers in the management 
and operations of all, or part, of the existing 
defense commissary system. 

(16) An assessment of the impact of privat- 
ization of the defense commissary system on 
off-installation prices of similar products 
available in the system. 
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(17) An assessment of the impact of privat- 
ization of the defense commissary system, 
and conversion of the Defense Commissary 
Agency workforce to non-appropriated fund 
status, on employment of military family 
members, particularly with respect to pay, 
benefits, and job security. 

(18) An assessment of the impact of privat- 
ization of the defense commissary system on 
Exchanges and Morale, Welfare and Recre- 
ation (MWR) quality-of-life programs. 

(c) USE OF PREVIOUS STUDIES.—The Sec- 
retary shall consult previous studies and sur- 
veys on matters appropriate to the report re- 
quired by subsection (a), including, but not 
limited to, the following: 

(1) The January 2015 Final Report of the 
Military Compensation and Retirement Mod- 
ernization Commission. 

(2) The 2014 Military Family Lifestyle Sur- 
vey Comprehensive Report. 

(3) The 2013 Living Patterns Survey. 

(4) The report required by section 634 of the 
Carl Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291) on the 
management, food, and pricing options for 
the defense commissary system. 

(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL ASSESSMENT OF 
REPORT.—Not later than May 1, 2016, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives a report setting forth an assess- 
ment by the Comptroller General of the re- 
port required by subsection (a). 


SA 1729. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title I, add the 
following: 

SEC. 152. ADDITIONAL SENSOR SUITES FOR F-22 
AND F-35 AIRCRAFT RADAR CROSS- 
SECTION FACILITIES. 

(a) ASSESSMENT OF FEASIBILITY OF INCLU- 
SION OF SENSORS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall conduct an assessment of the feasi- 
bility of the inclusion of additional sensor 
suites to the current radar cross-section fa- 
cilities for the F-22 aircraft and the F-35 air- 
craft in order to obtain a prognostic facility 
capability, benefitting life cycle logistics 
and sustainment, for low observable aircraft. 

(2) DISCHARGE OF ASSESSMENT.—The Sec- 
retary shall conduct the assessment through 
the F-22 Program Office and the Joint Strike 
Fighter Program Office. 

(b) NATURE OF SENSORS ASSESSED.—The ad- 
ditional sensors assessed for purposes of sub- 
section (a) shall be sensors that use the elec- 
tromagnetic spectrum to automatically cap- 
ture sustainment and maintenance data re- 
lated to system and subsystem health, struc- 
tural integrity, and signature performance of 
an aircraft, including structural (surface and 
subsurface) changes effecting the radar sig- 
nature to enable precise repairs to its coat- 
ings and shape. 

(c) ADDITIONAL ELEMENTS OF ASSESS- 
MENT.—The assessment conducted pursuant 
to subsection (a) shall also include an assess- 


8761 


ment of the incorporation of prognostic 
health management, autonomic logistics, 
and sustainment functions for the additional 
sensor suite facility capability described in 
subsection (a). 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
setting forth a plan for the inclusion of addi- 
tional sensor suites to the current radar 
cross-section facilities as described in sub- 
section (a). The plan shall take into account 
the results of the assessment conducted pur- 
suant to this section. 


SA 1730. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES REVIEW OF DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE DEFINI- 
TION OF AND POLICY REGARDING 
SOFTWARE SUSTAINMENT. 

(a) REVIEW.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall review the definition 
used by the Department of Defense for and 
the policy of the Department regarding soft- 
ware maintenance, particularly with respect 
to the totality of the term “software 
sustainment” in the definition of ‘‘depot- 
level maintenance and repair” under section 
2460 of title 10, United States Code. 

(b) ELEMENTS .— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The review required by 
subsection (a) shall address, with respect to 
software and weapon systems of the Depart- 
ment of Defense (including space systems), 
each of the following: 

(A) Fiscal ramifications of current pro- 
grams with regard to the size, scope, and 
cost of software to the program’s overall 
budget, including embedded and support soft- 
ware, percentage of weapon systems’ 
functionality controlled by software, and re- 
liance on proprietary data, processes, and 
components. 

(B) Legal status of the Department in re- 
gards to adhering to section 2464(a)(1) of such 
title with respect to ensuring a ready and 
controlled source of maintenance 
(sustainment) on software for its weapon 
systems. 

(C) Operational risks and reduction to ma- 
teriel readiness of current Department weap- 
on systems related to software costs, delays, 
re-work, integration and functional testing, 
defects, and documentation errors. 

(2) ADDITIONAL MATTERS.—For each of sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (C) of paragraph (1), 
the review required by subsection (a) shall 
include review and analysis regarding sole- 
source contracts, range of competition, 
rights in technical data, public and private 
capabilities, integration lab initial costs and 
sustaining operations, and total obligation 
authority costs of software, disaggregated by 
armed service, for the Department. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than March 15, 2016, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees and the 
President pro tempore of the Senate a report 
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on the policy reviewed under subsection (a) 
and the findings of the Comptroller General 
with respect to such review. 


SA 1731. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself 
and Ms. HIRONO) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title VIII, add the following: 


Subtitle F—Construction Consensus 
Procurement Improvement 
SEC. 891. SHORT TITLE. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This subtitle may be 
cited as the ‘‘Construction Consensus Pro- 
curement Improvement Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 892. DESIGN-BUILD CONSTRUCTION PROC- 
ESS IMPROVEMENT. 

(a) CIVILIAN CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3309 of title 41, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by amending subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 

‘*(b) CRITERIA FOR USE.— 

“*(1) CONTRACTS WITH A VALUE OF AT LEAST 
$750,000.—T wo-phase selection procedures 
shall be used for entering into a contract for 
the design and construction of a public build- 
ing, facility, or work when a contracting of- 
ficer determines that the contract has a 
value of $750,000 or greater, as adjusted for 
inflation in accordance with section 1908 of 
this title. 

“*(2) CONTRACTS WITH A VALUE LESS THAN 
$750,000.—For projects that a contracting offi- 
cer determines have a value of less than 
$750,000, the contracting officer shall make a 
determination whether two-phase selection 
procedures are appropriate for use for enter- 
ing into a contract for the design and con- 
struction of a public building, facility, or 
work when— 

“(A) the contracting officer anticipates 
that 3 or more offers will be received for the 
contract; 

““(B) design work must be performed before 
an offeror can develop a price or cost pro- 
posal for the contract; 

““(C) the offeror will incur a substantial 
amount of expense in preparing the offer; 
and 

““(D) the contracting officer has considered 
information such as— 

““(i) the extent to which the project re- 
quirements have been adequately defined; 

““(ii) the time constraints for delivery of 
the project; 

““(iii) the capability and experience of po- 
tential contractors; 

““(iv) the suitability of the project for use 
of the two-phase selection procedures; 

““(v) the capability of the agency to man- 
age the two-phase selection process; and 

““(vi) other criteria established by the 
agency.”; and 

(B) in subsection (d), by striking “The 
maximum number specified in the solicita- 
tion shall not exceed 5 unless the agency de- 
termines with respect to” and all that fol- 
lows through the period at the end and in- 
serting the following: ‘‘The maximum num- 
ber specified in the solicitation shall not ex- 
ceed 5 unless the head of the contracting ac- 
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tivity, delegable to a level no lower than the 
senior contracting official within the con- 
tracting activity, approves the contracting 
officer’s justification that an individual so- 
licitation must have greater than 5 finalists 
to be in the Federal Government’s interest. 
The contracting officer shall provide written 
documentation of how a maximum number 
of offerors exceeding 5 is consistent with the 
purposes and objectives of the two-phase se- 
lection process.”. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than November 
30 of 2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020, the head 
of each agency shall compile an annual re- 
port of each instance in which the agency 
awarded a design-build contract pursuant to 
section 3309 of title 41, United States Code, 
during the fiscal year ending in such cal- 
endar year, in which— 

(i) more than 5 finalists were selected for 
phase-two requests for proposals; or 

(ii) the contract was awarded without 
using two-phase selection procedures. 

(B) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget shall 
facilitate public access to the reports, in- 
cluding by posting them on a publicly avail- 
able Internet website. A notice of the avail- 
ability of each report shall be published in 
the Federal Register. 

(b) DEFENSE CONTRACTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2305a of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by amending subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 

““(b) CRITERIA FOR USE.— 

““(1) CONTRACTS WITH A VALUE OF AT LEAST 
$750,000.—T wo-phase selection procedures 
shall be used for entering into a contract for 
the design and construction of a public build- 
ing, facility, or work when a contracting of- 
ficer determines that the contract has a 
value of $750,000 or greater, as adjusted for 
inflation in accordance with section 1908 of 
title 41, United States Code. 

“*(2) CONTRACTS WITH A VALUE LESS THAN 
$750,000.—For projects that a contracting offi- 
cer determines have a value of less than 
$750,000, the contracting officer shall make a 
determination whether two-phase selection 
procedures are appropriate for use for enter- 
ing into a contract for the design and con- 
struction of a public building, facility, or 
work when— 

“(A) the contracting officer anticipates 
that 3 or more offers will be received for the 
contract; 

““(B) design work must be performed before 
an offeror can develop a price or cost pro- 
posal for the contract; 

““(C) the offeror will incur a substantial 
amount of expense in preparing the offer; 
and 

““(D) the contracting officer has considered 
information such as— 

““(i) the extent to which the project re- 
quirements have been adequately defined; 

““(ii) the time constraints for delivery of 
the project; 

“Gii) the capability and experience of po- 
tential contractors; 

“(iv) the suitability of the project for use 
of the two-phase selection procedures; 

“(v) the capability of the agency to man- 
age the two-phase selection process; and 

““(vi) other criteria established by the De- 
partment of Defense.””; and 

(B) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘The 
maximum number specified in the solicita- 
tion shall not exceed 5 unless the agency de- 
termines with respect to” and all that fol- 
lows through the period at the end and in- 
serting the following: “The maximum num- 
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ber specified in the solicitation shall not ex- 
ceed 5 unless the head of the contracting ac- 
tivity approves the contracting officer’s jus- 
tification that an individual solicitation 
must have greater than 5 finalists to be in 
the Federal Government’s interest. The con- 
tracting officer shall provide written docu- 
mentation of how a maximum number of 
offerors exceeding 5 is consistent with the 
purposes and objectives of the two-phase se- 
lection process.”. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than November 
30 of 2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall compile an annual re- 
port of each instance in which the Depart- 
ment awarded a design-build contract pursu- 
ant to section 2305a of title 10, United States 
Code, during the fiscal year ending in such 
calendar year, in which— 

(i) more than 5 finalists were selected for 
phase-two requests for proposals; or 

(ii) the contract was awarded without 
using two-phase selection procedures. 

(B) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget shall 
facilitate public access to the reports, in- 
cluding by posting them on a publicly avail- 
able Internet website. A notice of the avail- 
ability of each report shall be published in 
the Federal Register. 

(c) GAO REPORTS.— 

(1) CIVILIAN CONTRACTS.—Not later than 270 
days after the deadline for the final reports 
required under subsection (f) of section 3309 
of title 41, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (a)(1), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall issue a report ana- 
lyzing the compliance of the various Federal 
agencies with the requirements of such sec- 
tion. 

(2) DEFENSE CONTRACTS.—Not later than 270 
days after the deadline for the final reports 
required under subsection (f) of section 2305a 
of title 10, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (b)(1), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall issue a report ana- 
lyzing the compliance of the Department of 
Defense with the requirements of such sec- 
tion. 

SEC. 893. PROHIBITION ON THE USE OF A RE- 
VERSE AUCTION FOR THE AWARD 
OF A CONTRACT FOR DESIGN AND 
CONSTRUCTION SERVICES. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Federal Acquisition Regulatory Council, 
in consultation with the Administrator for 
Federal Procurement Policy, shall amend 
the Federal Acquisition Regulation to pro- 
hibit the use of reverse auctions for award- 
ing contracts for construction and design 
services. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion— 

(1) the term ‘‘design and construction serv- 
ices’? means— 

(A) site planning and landscape design; 

(B) architectural and engineering services 
(including surveying and mapping defined in 
section 1101 of title 40, United States Code); 

(C) interior design; 

(D) performance of construction work for 
facility, infrastructure, and environmental 
restoration projects; 

(E) delivery and supply of construction ma- 
terials to construction sites; and 

(F) construction or substantial alteration 
or repair of public buildings or public works; 
and 

(2) the term “reverse auction” means, with 
respect to procurement by an agency— 

(A) a real-time auction conducted through 
an electronic medium between a group of 
offerors who compete against each other by 
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submitting bids for a contract or task order 
with the ability to submit revised bids 
throughout the course of the auction; and 
(B) the award of the contract or task order 
to the offeror who submits the lowest bid. 
SEC. 894. ASSURING PAYMENT PROTECTIONS 
FOR CONSTRUCTION SUBCONTRAC- 
TORS AND SUPPLIERS UNDER AN 
ALTERNATIVE TO A MILLER ACT 
PAYMENT BOND. 
Chapter 93 of subtitle VI of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended— 
(1) by adding at the end the following new 
section: 
“§ 9310. Individual sureties 
“If another applicable law or regulation 
permits the acceptance of a bond from a sur- 
ety that is not subject to sections 9305 and 
9306 and is based on a pledge of assets by the 
surety, the assets pledged by such surety 
shall— 
“(1) consist of eligible obligations de- 
scribed under section 9303(a); and 
“*(2) be submitted to the official of the Gov- 
ernment required to approve or accept the 
bond, who shall deposit the assets with a de- 
pository described under section 9303(b).”; 
and 
(2) in the table of sections for such chapter, 
by adding at the end the following new item: 
‘9310. Individual sureties.”. 
SEC. 895. SBA SURETY BOND GUARANTEE PRO- 
GRAM. 
Section 411(c)(1) of the Small Business In- 
vestment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 694b(c)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘70’’ and inserting ‘‘90’’. 


SA 1732. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1065. REPORT ON THE LOCATION OF C-130 
MODULAR AIRBORNE FIREFIGHTING 
SYSTEM UNITS. 

Not later than September 30, 2016, the Sec- 
retary of the Air Force shall submit to Con- 
gress a report setting forth an assessment of 
the locations of C-130 Modular Airborne 
Firefighting System (MAFFS) units. The re- 
port shall include the following: 

(1) A list of the C-130 Modular Airborne 
Firefighting System units of the Air Force. 

(2) The utilization rates of the units listed 
under paragraph (1). 

(3) A future force allocation determination 
with respect to such units in order to 
achieve the most efficient use of such units 

(4) An assessment of opportunities to ex- 
pand coverage of C-130 Modular Airborne 
Firefighting System units in States most 
prone to wildfires. 


SA 1733. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, 
Mr. PETERS, and Mr. CASSIDY) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
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tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of subtitle F of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1065. REPORT ON PLANS FOR THE USE OF 
DOMESTIC AIRFIELDS FOR HOME- 
LAND DEFENSE AND DISASTER RE- 
SPONSE. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of Homeland 
Security and the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation, submit to the appropriate commit- 
tees of Congress a report setting forth an as- 
sessment of the plans for airfields in the 
United States that are required to support 
homeland defense and local disaster response 
missions. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—The report shall in- 
clude the following items: 

(1) The criteria used to determine the capa- 
bilities and locations of airfields in the 
United States needed to support safe oper- 
ations of military aircraft in the execution 
of homeland defense and local disaster re- 
sponse missions. 

(2) A description of the processes and pro- 
cedures in place to ensure that contingency 
plans for the use of airfields in the United 
States that support both military and civil- 
ian air operations are coordinated among the 
Department of Defense and other Federal 
agencies with jurisdiction over those air- 
fields. 

(3) An assessment of the impact, if any, to 
logistics and resource planning as a result of 
the reduction of certain capabilities of air- 
fields in the United States that support both 
military and civilian air operations. 

(4) A review of the existing agreements and 
authorities between the Commander of the 
United States Northern Command and the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration that allow for consultation on 
decisions that impact the capabilities of air- 
fields in the United States that support both 
military and civilian air operations. 

(c) FORM.—The report under subsection (a) 
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but 
may include a classified annex. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS.—The term “appropriate committees 
of Congress’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernment Affairs, and the Committee on Com- 
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Homeland Security, and the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure of the House of Representatives. 

(2) CAPABILITIES OF AIRFIELDS.—The term 
“capabilities of airfields” means the length 
and width of runways, taxiways, and aprons, 
the operation of navigation aids and light- 
ing, the operation of fuel storage, distribu- 
tion, and refueling systems, and the avail- 
ability of air traffic control services. 

(3) AIRFIELDS IN THE UNITED STATES THAT 
SUPPORT BOTH MILITARY AND CIVILIAN AIR OP- 
ERATIONS.—The term “airfields in the United 
States that support both military and civil- 
ian air operations” means the following: 

(A) Airports that are designated as joint 
use facilities pursuant to section 47175 of 
title 49, United States Code, in which both 
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the military and civil aviation have shared 
use of the airfield. 

(B) Airports used by the military that have 
a permanent military aviation presence at 
the airport pursuant to a memorandum of 
agreement or tenant lease with the airport 
owner that is in effect on the date of the en- 
actment of this Act. 


SA 1734. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself 
and Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _. REPORT ON COUNTER-DRUG EFFORTS 
IN AFGHANISTAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall provide a re- 
port to Congress that outlines— 

(1) the counter-narcotics goals of the De- 
partment of Defense in Afghanistan; and 

(2) how the Secretary of Defense will co- 
ordinate the counter-drug efforts of the De- 
partment of Defense with other Federal 
agencies to ensure an integrated, effective 
counter-narcotics strategy is implemented 
in Afghanistan. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
subsection (a) shall— 

(1) include information as to how the Sec- 
retary of Defense will evaluate the counter- 
drug efforts of the Department of Defense for 
success in Afghanistan; and 

(2) outline the process by which the Sec- 
retary of Defense will determine whether to 
continue each of the counter-drug initiatives 
of the Department of Defense in Afghani- 
stan. 


SA 1735. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 


SEC. 738. STUDY ON REDUCING STIGMA AND IM- 
PROVING TREATMENT OF POST- 


TRAUMATIC STRESS DISORDER 
AMONG MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND VETERANS. 

(a) STUDY.— 


(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
jointly conduct a study on reducing the stig- 
ma and improving the treatment of post- 
traumatic stress disorder among members of 
the Armed Forces and veterans. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the 
study required by paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary of Defense and the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs shall consult with individuals 
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with relevant experience relating to post- 
traumatic stress disorder, the treatment of 
post-traumatic stress disorder, and the im- 
pact of post-traumatic stress disorder on 
members of the Armed Forces, veterans, and 
their families, including the following: 

(A) Representatives of military service or- 
ganizations. 

(B) Representatives of veterans service or- 
ganizations. 

(C) Health professionals with experience in 
treating members of the Armed Forces and 
veterans with mental illness, including those 
health professionals who work for the Fed- 
eral Government and those who do not. 

(3) ELEMENTS.—In conducting the study re- 
quired by paragraph (1), the Secretary of De- 
fense and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall assess the following: 

(A) The feasibility and advisability of 
strategies to improve the treatment of the 
full spectrum of post-traumatic stress dis- 
order among members of the Armed Forces 
and veterans. 

(B) The feasibility and advisability of 
strategies to diminish the stigma attached 
to post-traumatic stress disorder among 
members of the Armed Forces, veterans, and 
the public in general. 

(C) The impact of the term “disorder” on 
the stigma attached to post-traumatic stress 
disorder among members of the Armed 
Forces and veterans, including the impact of 
dropping the term ‘‘disorder’’, when medi- 
cally appropriate, when referring to post- 
traumatic stress. 

(D) Whether using the term “disorder” is 
the most accurate way to describe post-trau- 
matic stress disorder in instances in which 
members of the Armed Forces and veterans 
have experienced traumatic events but have 
not been formally diagnosed with post-trau- 
matic stress disorder. 

(E) Whether there is a need to update the 
next version of the VA/DOD Clinical Practice 
Guideline for Management of Post-Trau- 
matic Stress published by the Department of 
Defense and the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(F) Whether there is a need to update in- 
formation provided to members of the Armed 
Forces and veterans, including information 
on Internet websites of the Department of 
Defense or the Department of Veterans Af- 
fairs, on post-traumatic stress disorder to re- 
duce the stigma and more accurately de- 
scribe the medical conditions for which 
members of the Armed Forces and veterans 
are receiving treatment. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall jointly submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress a report 
on the results of the study required by sub- 
section (a), including recommendations for 
any actions that the Department of Defense 
and the Department of Veterans Affairs can 
take to reduce the stigma and improve the 
treatment of post-traumatic stress disorder 
among members of the Armed Forces and 
veterans. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON- 
GRESS.—The term “appropriate committees 
of Congress”? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the 
Subcommittee on Defense of the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the 
Subcommittee on Defense of the Committee 
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on Appropriations of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

(2) VETERANS SERVICE ORGANIZATION.—The 
term ‘‘veterans service organization” means 
an organization recognized by the Secretary 
for the representation of veterans under sec- 
tion 5902 of title 38, United States Code. 


SA 1736. Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself 
and Mr. MORAN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. VOLUNTARY NATIONAL DIRECTORY OF 
VETERANS. 

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs, in coordination with the Secretary 
of Defense, shall establish a program to fa- 
cilitate outreach to veterans by covered en- 
tities. 

(2) COVERED ENTITIES.—For purposes of this 
section, a covered entity is any of the fol- 
lowing: 

(A) The Department of Veterans Affairs. 

(B) The agency or department of a State 
that is the primary agency or department of 
the State for the administration of benefits 
and services for veterans in the State. 

(C) A political subdivision of a State. 

(D) An Indian tribe (as defined in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b)). 

(3) NATIONAL DIRECTORY.—To carry out the 
program required by paragraph (1), the Sec- 
retary shall— 

(A) establish a national directory of vet- 
erans as described in subsection (b); and 

(B) share information in the directory in 
accordance with subsection (c). 

(b) NATIONAL DIRECTORY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall establish the national directory 
required by subsection (a)(3) using informa- 
tion received from the Secretary of Defense 
under subsection (d)(4). 

(2) UPDATES.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall ensure that the national direc- 
tory includes a mechanism by which a par- 
ticipating individual can update the infor- 
mation in the national directory that per- 
tains to the participating individual. 

(8) DISENROLLMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a mechanism by which a partici- 
pating individual can indicate to the Sec- 
retary that the individual would no longer 
like to receive information from partici- 
pating entities under the program. 

(4) REENROLLMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a mechanism for the inclusion of 
information in the national directory of indi- 
viduals who were previously participating in- 
dividuals but who had made an indication 
under paragraph (3) and subsequently indi- 
cate that they would like to receive informa- 
tion from participating entities under the 
program. 

(5) PRIVACY AND SECURITY.—The Secretary 
shall take such actions as the Secretary con- 
siders appropriate to protect— 

(A) the privacy of individuals participating 
in the program; and 
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(B) the security of the information stored 
in the national directory. 

(6) EBENEFITS.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs may use the system and architecture 
of the eBenefits Internet website of the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs to support and 
operate the national directory as the Sec- 
retary considers appropriate. 

(c) OUTREACH.— 

(1) SHARING OF DIRECTORY INFORMATION.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), in order to connect partici- 
pating individuals with information about 
the programs they could be eligible for or 
services, support, and information they may 
be interested in receiving, the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs may share, under the pro- 
gram established under subsection (a)(1), in- 
formation in the national directory con- 
cerning such individuals with entities appli- 
cable to participating individuals. 

(B) ENTITIES APPLICABLE TO PARTICIPATING 
INDIVIDUALS.—For purposes of this sub- 
section, an entity that is applicable to a par- 
ticipating individual is a covered entity from 
whom a participating individual has ex- 
pressed interest in receiving information 
under the program. 

(C) UPDATED INFORMATION.—In a case in 
which a participating individual updates the 
information pertaining to the participating 
individual under subsection (b)(2), the Sec- 
retary shall transmit such information to 
each entity applicable to the participating 
individual. 

(D) NOTIFICATION OF DISENROLLMENT.—In a 
case in which a participating individual indi- 
cates to the Secretary under subsection 
(b)(8) that the individual would no longer 
like to receive information from partici- 
pating entities under the program, the Sec- 
retary shall inform each entity applicable to 
the participating individual that the indi- 
vidual would no longer like to receive infor- 
mation from the entity under the program. 

(2) LIMITATIONS.— 

(A) LIMITATIONS ON THE SECRETARY.— 

(i) INFORMATION SHARED.—Under the pro- 
gram, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs may 
only share from the national directory the 
following: 

(I) The name of a participating individual. 

(II) The e-mail address of a participating 
individual. 

(III) The postal address of a participating 
individual. 

(IV) The phone number of a participating 
individual. 

(ii) PROHIBITION ON SALE OF INFORMATION.— 
The Secretary may not sell any information 
collected under this section. 

(iii) ENTITIES.—The Secretary may not 
share any information collected under the 
program with any entity that is not a par- 
ticipating entity. 

(B) LIMITATIONS ON PARTICIPATING ENTI- 
TIES.— 

(i) SHARING WITH THIRD-PARTY AND FOR- 
PROFIT ENTITIES.—As a condition of partici- 
pation in the program, a participating entity 
shall agree not to share any information the 
participating entity receives under the pro- 
gram with any third-party or for-profit enti- 
ties. 

(ii) PURCHASES OF PRODUCTS OR SERVICES.— 
As a condition of participation in the pro- 
gram, a participating entity shall agree not 
to include in any information sent by the 
participating entity to a participating indi- 
vidual a requirement that the participating 
individual or the family of the participating 
individual purchase a product or service. 

(iii) POLITICAL COMMUNICATION.—As a con- 
dition of participation in the program, a par- 
ticipating entity shall agree not to use any 
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information received under the program for 
any political communication. 

(3) DISENROLLMENT BY PARTICIPATING ENTI- 
TIES.—The Secretary shall establish a mech- 
anism by which a participating entity may 
indicate to the Secretary that the partici- 
pating entity would no longer like to receive 
information about participating individuals 
from the national directory. 

(4) SENSE OF CONGRESS.— 

(A) CONSOLIDATION OF REQUESTS.—It is the 
sense of Congress that covered entities de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2)(C) who are lo- 
cated in the same region should work to- 
gether in a manner such that only one of 
them requests receipt of information under 
the program. 

(B) COLLABORATION.—It is the sense of Con- 
gress that covered entities described in sub- 
section (a)(2)(C) should work with third par- 
ties, such as veterans service organizations, 
military community groups, and other enti- 
ties with an interest in assisting veterans, to 
develop the information the covered entities 
send to participating individuals under the 
program. 

(5) PUBLICITY.—The Secretary shall develop 
a plan to publicize the program and inform 
covered entities of the benefits of partici- 
pating in the program. 

(d) COLLECTION OF CONTACT INFORMATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—To each member of the 
Armed Forces separating from service in the 
Armed Forces, the Secretary of Defense shall 
provide a form for the collection of informa- 
tion to be included in the national directory 
established under subsection (a). 

(2) FORM.— 

(A) DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs, develop the form 
provided under paragraph (1). 

(B) ELEMENTS.—The form developed under 
subparagraph (A) shall allow a member of 
the Armed Forces who is in the process of 
separating from service in the Armed Forces 
to indicate the following: 

(i) Where the member intends to reside 
after separation. 

(ii) How the individual can best be con- 
tacted, such as a telephone number, an e- 
mail address, or a postal address. 

(iii) For which types of benefits and serv- 
ices the member would like to receive com- 
munication and outreach, such as health 
care, education, employment, and housing. 

(iv) From which of the following the mem- 
ber would like to receive the communication 
and outreach specified under clause (iii): 

(I) The Department of Veterans Affairs. 

(II) The agency or department of the State 
in which the member intends to reside after 
separation that is the primary agency or de- 
partment of the State for the administration 
of benefits and services for veterans in the 
State. 

(III) A political subdivision of a State. 

(C) NOTICE.—The form developed under 
subparagraph (A) shall include notice of the 
following: 

(i) Information provided to agencies and 
departments described in subparagraph 
(B)(iv)(II) will only be provided as author- 
ized and upon request by such agencies and 
departments. 

(ii) Political subdivisions of States that re- 
ceive information under the program estab- 
lished under subsection (a) may— 

(I) share such information with such non- 
profit organizations as the political subdivi- 
sions consider appropriate; and 

(II) work with such organizations to pro- 
vide the veterans with relevant information 
about benefits and services offered by such 
organizations. 
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(iii) Information provided on the form de- 
veloped under subparagraph (A) will never be 
sold, provided to a for-profit entity, or used 
to send any sort of political communication. 

(D) MANNER.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall ensure that the form provided under 
paragraph (1) is not primarily electronic in 
nature. 

(3) VOLUNTARY PARTICIPATION.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall ensure that comple- 
tion of the form provided under paragraph (1) 
is voluntary and submittal of such form to 
the Secretary by a member of the Armed 
Forces shall be considered an indication to 
the Secretary that the member would like to 
receive information from participating enti- 
ties under the program. 

(4) TRANSMITTAL OF INFORMATION TO SEC- 
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.—Not later 
than 30 days after the date on which a mem- 
ber of the Armed Forces who submitted in- 
formation to the Secretary of Defense under 
this subsection separates from service in the 
Armed Forces, the Secretary of Defense shall 
transmit such information to the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs. 

(5) PRIVACY AND SECURITY.—The Secretary 
of Defense shall take such actions as the 
Secretary considers appropriate to protect— 

(A) the privacy of individuals who submit 
information under this subsection; and 

(B) the security of such information— 

(i) while it is in the possession of the Sec- 
retary; and 

(ii) while it is in transit to the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs. 

(6) INTEGRATION WITH TRANSITION ASSIST- 
ANCE PROGRAM.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Labor shall jointly take 
such actions as the secretaries consider ap- 
propriate to integrate the collection of infor- 
mation under this subsection into the Tran- 
sition Assistance Program. 

(e) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs and the 
Secretary of Defense shall jointly submit to 
the appropriate committees of Congress a re- 
port on the program established under sub- 
section (a)(1). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include an examination 
and assessment of the following: 

(A) The signup process and the effective- 
ness of the forms developed and provided 
under subsection (d). 

(B) The ways in which contact information 
is transferred from the Secretary of Defense 
to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs under 
the program and the plans of the secretaries 
to overcome challenges encountered by the 
secretaries in transferring such information. 

(C) The number of covered entities de- 
scribed in subsection (a)(2)(C) participating 
in the program and any challenges they re- 
port in receiving the contact information 
from the Secretary of Veterans Affairs under 
the program. 

(D) The effectiveness of efforts of the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs and the Secretary 
of Defense to protect the personal informa- 
tion of participating individuals. 

(E) The effectiveness of efforts of covered 
entities described in subsection (a)(2)(C) to 
protect the personal information of partici- 
pating individuals. 

(F) Whether additional limitations on the 
use of information collected under the pro- 
gram are necessary to protect participating 
individuals from unwanted contact, or con- 
tact that is inconsistent with the program. 

(G) Whether participating individuals are 
benefitting by participating in the program 
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and whether changing the program would 
improve such benefits. 

(H) The overall participation in the pro- 
gram, utilization of the program, and how 
such participation and utilization could be 
improved. 

(I) Such other matters as the secretaries 
consider appropriate. 

(3) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘ap- 
propriate committees of Congress” means 
the following: 

(A) The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
the Committee on Armed Services, and the 
Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies of 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate. 

(B) The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
the Committee on Armed Services, and the 
Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies of the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives. 

(£) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) PARTICIPATING ENTITY.—The term “par- 
ticipating entity” means a covered entity 
that has indicated to the Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs that the covered entity would 
like to receive information about partici- 
pating individuals from the national direc- 
tory and has made no subsequent indication 
that the covered entity would like to stop re- 
ceiving such information. 

(2) PARTICIPATING INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
“participating individual’? means an indi- 
vidual with respect to whom information is 
stored in the national directory and who has 
indicated to the Secretary of Veterans Af- 
fairs or the Secretary of Defense that the in- 
dividual would like to receive information 
from participating entities under the pro- 
gram and has made no subsequent indication 
that the individual would like to stop receiv- 
ing such information. 


SA 1737. Mr. MENENDEZ (for him- 
self, Mr. BROWN, and Mr. BOOKER) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


. NOTICE OF STATUS AS AN ACTIVE 
DUTY MILITARY CONSUMER. 

The Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 
1681 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 605, by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘(i) NOTICE OF STATUS AS AN ACTIVE DUTY 
MILITARY CONSUMER.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to an item 
of adverse information about a consumer, if 
the action or inaction that gave rise to the 
item occurred while the consumer was an ac- 
tive duty military consumer, the consumer 
may provide appropriate proof, including of- 
ficial orders, to a consumer reporting agency 
that the consumer was an active duty mili- 
tary consumer at the time such action or in- 
action occurred, and any consumer report 
provided by the consumer reporting agency 
that includes the item shall clearly and con- 
spicuously disclose that the consumer was 
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an active duty military consumer when the 
action or inaction that gave rise to the item 
occurred. 

“*(2) MODEL FORM.—The Bureau shall pre- 
pare a model form, which shall be made pub- 
licly available, including in an electronic 
format, by which a consumer may— 

““(A) notify, and provide appropriate proof 
to, a consumer reporting agency in a simple 
and easy manner, including electronically, 
that the consumer is or was an active duty 
military consumer; and 

““(B) provide contact information of the 
consumer for the purpose of communicating 
with the consumer while the consumer is an 
active duty military consumer. 

“*(3) NO ADVERSE CONSEQUENCES.—A notice, 
pursuant to a model form or otherwise, that 
a consumer is or was an active duty military 
consumer shall not itself (without regard to 
other considerations) provide the basis for 
any of the following: 

““(A) With respect to a credit transaction 
between a creditor and the consumer— 

““(i) a denial or revocation of credit by the 
creditor; 

““(ii) a change by the creditor in the terms 
of an existing credit arrangement; or 

““(iii) a refusal by the creditor to grant 
credit to the consumer in substantially the 
amount or on substantially the terms re- 
quested. 

‘(B) An adverse report relating to the 
creditworthiness of the consumer by or to a 
person engaged in the practice of assembling 
or evaluating consumer credit information. 

““(C) Except as otherwise provided in this 
Act, an annotation in a consumer’s record by 
a creditor or a person engaged in the prac- 
tice of assembling or evaluating consumer 
credit information, identifying the consumer 
as an active duty military consumer.’’; 

(2) in section 605A— 

(A) in subsection (c)— 

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and 
(3) as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), respec- 
tively, and adjusting the margins accord- 
ingly; 

(ii) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), as so redesignated, by striking “Upon” 
and inserting the following: 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon”; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

“*(2) NEGATIVE INFORMATION NOTIFICATION.— 
If a consumer reporting agency receives an 
item of adverse information about a con- 
sumer who has provided appropriate proof 
that the consumer is an active duty military 
consumer, the consumer reporting agency 
shall notify the consumer, according to a fre- 
quency, manner, and timeliness determined 
by the Bureau or specified by the consumer— 

“(A) that the consumer reporting agency 
has received the item of adverse informa- 
tion, along with a description of the item; 
and 

““(B) the method by which the consumer 
may dispute the validity of the item. 

“*(3) CONTACT INFORMATION FOR ACTIVE DUTY 
MILITARY CONSUMERS.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If a consumer who has 
provided appropriate proof to a consumer re- 
porting agency that the consumer is an ac- 
tive duty military consumer provides the 
consumer reporting agency with contact in- 
formation for the purpose of communicating 
with the consumer while the consumer is an 
active duty military consumer, the con- 
sumer reporting agency shall use such con- 
tact information for all communications 
while the consumer is an active duty mili- 
tary consumer. 

“(B) DIRECT REQUEST.—Unless the con- 
sumer opts out, the provision of appropriate 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


proof that a consumer is an active duty mili- 
tary consumer shall be treated as a direct re- 
quest for an active duty alert under para- 
graph (1). 

“*(4) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that any person making use of a 
consumer report that contains an item of ad- 
verse information should, if the action or in- 
action that gave rise to the item occurred 
while the consumer was an active duty mili- 
tary consumer, take such fact into account 
when evaluating the creditworthiness of the 
consumer.’’; and 

(B) in subsection (e), by striking paragraph 
(3) and inserting the following: 

“(3) subparagraphs (A) and (B) of sub- 
section (c)(1), in the case of a referral under 
subsection (c)(1)(C).’’; and 

(3) in section 611(a)(1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

“(D) NOTICE OF DISPUTE RELATED TO ACTIVE 
DUTY MILITARY CONSUMERS.—With respect to 
an item of information described under sub- 
paragraph (A) that is under dispute, if the 
consumer to whom the item relates has noti- 
fied the consumer reporting agency, and has 
provided appropriate proof, that the con- 
sumer was an active duty military consumer 
at the time the action or inaction that gave 
rise to the disputed item occurred, the con- 
sumer reporting agency shall— 

““(i) include such fact in the file of the con- 
sumer; and 

““(ii) indicate such fact in each consumer 
report that includes the disputed item.”. 


SA 1738. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 419, line 22, insert “*, or that the 
item no longer meets the definition of a 
commercial item’’ after ‘‘based on inad- 
equate information”. 


SA 1739. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST CERTIFI- 
CATION FOR INVESTIGATIONS RE- 
LATING TO WHISTLEBLOWER RE- 
TALIATION. 

(a) DEFINITION.—In this section— 

(1) the term “covered employee” means a 
whistleblower who is an employee of the De- 
partment of Defense or a military depart- 
ment, or an employee of a contractor, sub- 
contractor, grantee, or subgrantee thereof; 

(2) the term “covered investigation” means 
an investigation carried out by an Inspector 
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General of a military department or the In- 
spector General of the Department of De- 
fense relating to— 

(A) a retaliatory personnel action taken 
against a member of the Armed Forces under 
section 1034 of title 10, United States Code; 
or 

(B) any retaliatory action taken against a 
covered employee; and 

(3) the term “military department” means 
each of the departments described in section 
104 of title 5, United States Code. 

(b) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each investigator in- 
volved in a covered investigation shall sub- 
mit to the Inspector General of the Depart- 
ment of Defense or the Inspector General of 
the military department, as applicable, a 
certification that there was no conflict of in- 
terest between the investigator, any witness 
involved in the covered investigation, and 
the covered employee or member of the 
Armed Forces, as applicable, during the con- 
duct of the covered investigation. 

(2) STANDARDIZED FORM.—The Inspector 
General of the Department of Defense shall 
develop a standardized form to be used by 
each investigator to submit the certification 
required under paragraph (1). 

(3) INVESTIGATIVE FILE.—Each certification 
submitted under paragraph (1) shall be in- 
cluded in the file of the applicable covered 
investigation. 


SA 1740. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


On page 564, after line 25, add the fol- 
lowing: 

(d) REPORT.— 

(1) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term “covered employee” has the meaning 
given that term in section 1599e of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection 
(yd). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report regarding 
covered employees hired into a probationary 
status during the 10-year period ending on 
the date of enactment of this Act, which 
shall include the number of covered employ- 
ees— 

(A) hired during the period; 

(B) whose appointment became final after 
the probationary period; 

(C) who were subject to disciplinary action 
or termination during the 5-year period be- 
ginning on the date on which the appoint- 
ment of the covered employee became final; 

(D) who were subject to disciplinary action 
during the probationary period; 

(E) who were terminated before the ap- 
pointment of the covered employee became 
final; and 

(F) who, after being subject to disciplinary 
action or terminated, raised a claim that the 
disciplinary action or termination was taken 
because of a disclosure of information by the 
covered employee that the covered employee 
reasonably believed evidenced— 

(i) any violation of any law, rule, or regu- 
lation; or 


June 4, 2015 


(ii) gross mismanagement, a gross waste of 
funds, an abuse of authority, or a substantial 
and specific danger to public health or safe- 
ty. 


SA 1741. Mrs. McCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 354, beginning on line 11, strike 
“policy.” and all that follows through line 20 
and insert the following: “policy, with at 
least one member representing the interests 
of the taxpayer. In making appointments to 
the advisory panel, the Under Secretary 
shall ensure that the members of the panel 
reflect diverse experiences in the public and 
private sectors. 

(c) DUTIES.—The panel shall— 

(1) review the acquisition regulations ap- 
plicable to the Department of Defense with a 
view toward streamlining and improving the 
efficiency and effectiveness of the defense ac- 
quisition process, maintaining defense tech- 
nology advantage, and protecting the best 
interests of the taxpayer; and 


SA 1742. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 884. PROTECTION FOR CONTRACTORS AND 
GRANTEES FROM REPRISAL FOR 


DISCLOSURE OF CERTAIN INFORMA- 
TION. 

(a) ELIMINATION OF SUNSET PROVISION.— 
Section 4712 of title 41, United States Code, 
is amended by striking subsection (i). 

(b) EXTENSION OF PROTECTIONS TO GRANT- 
EES.—Such section is further amended— 

(1) by striking ““subcontractor, or grantee” 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘subcon- 
tractor, grantee, or subgrantee”; and 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘, and 
grantees” and inserting ‘‘, grantees, and sub- 
grantees’’. 


SA 1743. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 
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At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 884. EXTENSION OF WHISTLEBLOWER PRO- 
TECTIONS FOR DEFENSE CON- 
TRACTOR EMPLOYEES TO EMPLOY- 
EES OF CONTRACTORS OF THE ELE- 
MENTS OF THE INTELLIGENCE COM- 
MUNITY. 

(a) CONTRACTORS OF DOD AND RELATED 
AGENCIES.—Subsection (e) of section 2409 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 

“(e) DISCLOSURES WITH RESPECT TO ELE- 
MENTS OF INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY AND IN- 
TELLIGENCE-RELATED  ACTIVITIES.—(1) Any 
disclosure under this section by an employee 
of a contractor, subcontractor, or grantee of 
an element of the intelligence community 
(as defined in section 3(4) of the National Se- 
curity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003(4)) with re- 
spect to an element of the intelligence com- 
munity or an activity of an element of the 
intelligence community shall comply with 
applicable provisions of section 17(d)(5) of 
the Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 
(50 U.S.C. 3517(d)(5)) and section 8H of the In- 
spector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) 

‘“(2) Any disclosure described in paragraph 
(1) of information required by Executive 
order to be Kept classified in the interests of 
national defense or the conduct of foreign af- 
fairs that is made to a court shall be treated 
by the court in a manner consistent with the 
interests of the national security of the 
United States, including through the use of 
summaries or ex parte submissions if the ele- 
ment of the intelligence community award- 
ing the contract or grant concerned advises 
the court that the national security inter- 
ests of the United States warrant the use of 
such summaries or submissions.”. 

(b) PILOT PROGRAM ON OTHER CONTRACTOR 
EMPLOYEES.—Subsection (f) of section 4712 of 
title 41, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 

“(f) DISCLOSURES WITH RESPECT TO ELE- 
MENTS OF INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY AND IN- 
TELLIGENCE-RELATED ACTIVITIES.— 

“(1) MANNER OF DISCLOSURES.—Any disclo- 
sure under this section by an employee of a 
contractor, subcontractor, or grantee of an 
element of the intelligence community (as 
defined in section 3(4) of the National Secu- 
rity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003(4)) with re- 
spect to an element of the intelligence com- 
munity or an activity of an element of the 
intelligence community shall comply with 
applicable provisions of section 17(d)(5) of 
the Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 
(50 U.S.C. 3517(d)(5)) and section 8H of the In- 
spector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) 

“(2) TREATMENT BY COURTS.—Any disclo- 
sure described in paragraph (1) of informa- 
tion required by Executive order to be kept 
classified in the interests of national defense 
or the conduct of foreign affairs that is made 
to a court shall be treated by the court in a 
manner consistent with the interests of the 
national security of the United States, in- 
cluding through the use of summaries or ex 
parte submissions if the element of the intel- 
ligence community awarding the contract or 
grant concerned advises the court that the 
national security interests of the United 
States warrant the use of such summaries or 
submissions.”. 


SA 1744. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
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tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. AUTHORIZATION OF CERTAIN MAJOR 
MEDICAL FACILITY PROJECTS OF 
THE DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS FOR WHICH AMOUNTS 
HAVE BEEN APPROPRIATED. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the 
lowing: 

(1) The Consolidated and Further Con- 
tinuing Appropriations Act, 2015 (Public Law 
113-235) appropriated to the Department of 
Veterans Affairs— 

(A) $35,000,000 to make seismic corrections 
to Building 205 in the West Los Angeles Med- 
ical Center of the Department in Los Ange- 
les, California, which, according to the De- 
partment, is a building that is designated as 
having an exceptionally high risk of sus- 
taining substantial damage or collapsing 
during an earthquake; 

(B) $101,900,000 to replace the community 
living center and mental health facilities of 
the Department in Long Beach, California, 
which, according to the Department, are des- 
ignated as having an exceptionally high risk 
of sustaining substantial damage or col- 
lapsing during an earthquake; 

(C) $187,500,000 to replace the existing spi- 
nal cord injury clinic of the Department in 
San Diego, California, which, according to 
the Department, is designated as having an 
extremely high risk of sustaining major 
damage during an earthquake; and 

(D) $122,400,000 to make renovations to ad- 
dress substantial safety and compliance 
issues at the medical center of the Depart- 
ment in Canandaigua, New York, and for the 
construction of a new clinic and community 
living center at such medical center. 

(2) The Department is unable to obligate or 
expend the amounts described in paragraph 
(1) because it lacks an explicit authorization 
by an Act of Congress pursuant to section 
8104(a)(2) of title 38, United States Code, to 
carry out the major medical facility projects 
described in such paragraph. 

(3) Among the major medical facility 
projects described in paragraph (1), three are 
critical seismic safety projects in California. 

(4) Every day that the critical seismic safe- 
ty projects described in paragraph (3) are de- 
layed puts the lives of veterans and employ- 
ees of the Department at risk. 

(5) According to the United States Geologi- 
cal Survey— 

(A) California has a 99 percent chance or 
greater of experiencing an earthquake of 
magnitude 6.7 or greater in the next 30 years; 

(B) even earthquakes of less severity than 
magnitude 6.7 can cause life threatening 
damage to seismically unsafe buildings; and 

(C) in California, earthquakes of mag- 
nitude 6.0 or greater occur on average once 
every 1.2 years. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs may carry out the major med- 
ical facility projects of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs specified in the explanatory 
statement accompanying the Consolidated 
and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2015 (Public Law 113-235) at the locations and 
in the amounts specified in such explanatory 
statement, including by obligating and ex- 
pending such amounts. 


SA 1745. Mr. PETERS (for himself, 
Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. WYDEN) submitted 


fol- 
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an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 
SEC. 314. ESTABLISHMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF 


DEFENSE ALTERNATIVE FUELED VE- 
HICLE INFRASTRUCTURE FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF FUND.—There is es- 
tablished in the Treasury a fund to be known 
as the ‘‘Department of Defense Alternative 
Fuel Vehicle Infrastructure Fund’’. 

(b) DEPOSITS.—The Fund shall consist of 
the following: 

(1) Amounts appropriated to the Fund. 

(2) Amounts earned through investment 
under subsection (c). 

(3) Any other amounts made available to 
the Fund by law. 

(c) INVESTMENTS.—The Secretary shall in- 
vest any part of the Fund that the Secretary 
decides is not required to meet current ex- 
penses. Each investment shall be made in an 
interest-bearing obligation of the United 
States Government, or an obligation that 
has its principal and interest guaranteed by 
the Government, that the Secretary decides 
has a maturity suitable for the Fund. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts in the Fund 
shall be available to the Secretary, acting 
through the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics, to 
install, operate, and maintain alternative 
fuel dispensing stations for use by alter- 
native fueled vehicles of the Department of 
Defense and other infrastructure necessary 
to fuel alternative fueled vehicles of the De- 
partment. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ALTERNATIVE FUEL.—The term ‘‘alter- 
native fuel” has the meaning given such 
term in section 32901 of title 49, United 
States Code. 

(2) ALTERNATIVE FUELED VEHICLE.—The 
term “alternative fueled vehicle” means a 
vehicle that operates on alternative fuel. 

(3) FUND.—The term “Fund” means the 
fund established under subsection (a). 


SA 1746. Mr. PETERS (for himself, 
Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. WYDEN) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. AUTHORIZATION FOR RESEARCH TO IM- 
PROVE MILITARY VEHICLE TECH- 
NOLOGY TO INCREASE FUEL ECON- 
OMY OR REDUCE FUEL CONSUMP- 


TION OF MILITARY VEHICLES USED 
IN COMBAT. 


(a) RESEARCH AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 
of Defense, acting through the Assistant Sec- 
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retary of Defense for Research and Engineer- 
ing and in collaboration with the Secretary 
of the Army and the Secretary of the Navy, 
may carry out research to improve military 
vehicle technology to increase fuel economy 
or reduce fuel consumption of military vehi- 
cles used in combat. 

(b) PREVIOUS SUCCESSES.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall ensure that research carried 
out under subsection (a) takes into account 
the successes of, and lessons learned during, 
the development of the Fuel Efficient 
Ground Vehicle Alpha and Bravo programs 
to identify, assess, develop, demonstrate, and 
prototype technologies that support increas- 
ing fuel economy and decreasing fuel con- 
sumption of light tactical vehicles, while 
balancing survivability. 


SA 1747. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1209. SUPPORT FOR SECURITY OF AFGHAN 
WOMEN AND GIRLS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Through the sacrifice and dedication of 
members of the Armed Forces, civilian per- 
sonnel, and our Afghan partners as well as 
the American people’s generous investment, 
oppressive Taliban rule has given way to a 
nascent democracy in Afghanistan. It is in 
our national security interest to help pre- 
vent Afghanistan from ever again becoming 
a safe haven and training ground for inter- 
national terrorism and to solidify and pre- 
serve the gains our men and women in uni- 
form fought so hard to establish. 

(2) The United States through its National 
Action Plan on Women, Peace, and Security 
has made firm commitments to support the 
human rights of the women and girls of Af- 
ghanistan. The National Action Plan states 
that “the engagement and protection of 
women as agents of peace and stability will 
be central to United States efforts to pro- 
mote security, prevent, respond to, and re- 
solve conflict, and rebuild societies’’. 

(3) As stated in the Department of De- 
fense’s October 2014 Report on Progress To- 
ward Security and Stability in Afghanistan, 
the Department of Defense and the Inter- 
national Security Assistance Force (ISAF) 
“maintain a robust program dedicated to im- 
proving the recruitment, retention, and 
treatment of women in the Afghan National 
Security Forces (ANSF), and to improving 
the status of Afghan women in general’’. 

(4) According to the Department of De- 
fense’s October 2014 Report on Progress To- 
ward Security and Stability in Afghanistan, 
the “Afghan Mol showed significant support 
for women in the Mol and is taking steps to 
protect and empower female police and fe- 
male Mol staff”. Although some positive 
steps have been made, progress remains slow 
to reach the Mol’s goal of recruiting 10,000 
women in the Afghan National Police (ANP) 
in the next 10 years. 

(5) According to Inclusive Security, women 
only make up approximately 1 percent of the 
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Afghan National Police. There are about 
2,200 women serving in the police force, fewer 
than the goal of 5,000 women set by the Gov- 
ernment of Afghanistan. 

(6) According to the International Crisis 
Group, there are not enough female police of- 
ficers to staff all provincial Family Response 
Units (FRUs). United Nations Assistance 
Mission Afghanistan and the Office of the 
High Commissioner for Refugees found that 
“in the absence of Family Response Units or 
visible women police officers, women victims 
almost never approach police stations will- 
ingly, fearing they will be arrested, their 
reputations stained or worse’’. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON PROMOTION OF 
SECURITY OF AFGHAN WOMEN.—It is the sense 
of Congress that— 

(1) it is in the national security interests 
of the United States to prevent Afghanistan 
from again becoming a safe haven and train- 
ing ground for international terrorism; 

(2) as an important part of a strategy to 
achieve this objective and to help Afghani- 
stan achieve its full potential, the United 
States Government should continue to regu- 
larly press the Government of the Islamic 
Republic of Afghanistan to commit to the 
meaningful inclusion of women in the polit- 
ical, economic, and security transition proc- 
ess and to ensure that women’s concerns are 
fully reflected in relevant negotiations; 

(3) the United States Government and the 
Government of Afghanistan should reaffirm 
their commitment to supporting Afghan 
civil society, including women's organiza- 
tions, as agreed to during the meeting be- 
tween the International Community and the 
Government of Afghanistan on the Tokyo 
Mutual Accountability Framework (TMAF) 
in July 2013; 

(4) the United States Government should 
continue to support and encourage efforts to 
recruit and retain women in the Afghan Na- 
tional Security Forces, who are critical to 
the success of NATO’s Resolute Support Mis- 
sion and future Enduring Partnership mis- 
sion; and 

(5) the United States should bid on no less 
than one gender advisor billet within the 
Resolute Support Mission Gender Advisory 
Unit and continue to work with other coun- 
tries to ensure that the Resolute Support 
Mission Gender Advisory Unit billets are 
fully staffed. 

(c) PLAN TO PROMOTE SECURITY OF AFGHAN 
WOMEN.— 

(1) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense, in conjunction with the 
Secretary of State, shall include in the re- 
port required under section 1225 of the Carl 
Levin and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 
3550)— 

(A) an assessment of the security of Af- 
ghan women and girls, including information 
regarding efforts to increase the recruitment 
and retention of women in the ANSF; and 

(B) an assessment of the implementation of 
the plans for the recruitment, integration, 
retention, training, treatment, and provision 
of appropriate facilities and transportation 
for women in the ANSF, including the chal- 
lenges associated with such implementation 
and the steps being taken to address those 
challenges. 

(2) PLAN REQUIRED.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall, in coordination with the Secretary of 
State, to the extent practicable, support the 
efforts of the Government of Afghanistan to 
promote the security of Afghan women and 
girls during and after the security transition 
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process through the development and imple- 
mentation by the Government of Afghani- 
stan of an Afghan-led plan that should in- 
clude the elements described in this para- 
graph. 

(B) TRAINING.—The Secretary of Defense, 
working with the NATO-led Resolute Sup- 
port mission should encourage the Govern- 
ment of Afghanistan to develop— 

(i) measures for the evaluation of the effec- 
tiveness of existing training for Afghan Na- 
tional Security Forces on this issue; 

(ii) a plan to increase the number of female 
security officers specifically trained to ad- 
dress cases of gender-based violence, includ- 
ing ensuring the Afghan National Police’s 
Family Response Units (FRUs) have the nec- 
essary resources and are available to women 
across Afghanistan; 

(iii) mechanisms to enhance the capacity 
for units of National Police’s Family Re- 
sponse Units to fulfill their mandate as well 
as indicators measuring the operational ef- 
fectiveness of these units; 

(iv) a plan to address the development of 
accountability mechanisms for ANA and 
ANP personnel who violate codes of conduct 
related to the human rights of women and 
girls, including female members of the 
ANSF; and 

(v) a plan to develop training for the ANA 
and the ANP to increase awareness and re- 
sponsiveness among ANA and ANP personnel 
regarding the unique security challenges 


women confront when serving in those 
forces. 
(C) ENROLLMENT AND TREATMENT.—The 


Secretary of Defense, in cooperation with 
the Afghan Ministries of Defense and Inte- 
rior, shall seek to assist the Government of 
Afghanistan in including as part of the plan 
developed under subparagraph (A) the devel- 
opment and implementation of a plan to in- 
crease the number of female members of the 
ANA and ANP and to promote their equal 
treatment, including through such steps as 
providing appropriate equipment, modifying 
facilities, and ensuring literacy and gender 
awareness training for recruits. 

(D) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds available to 
the Department of Defense for the Afghan 
Security Forces Fund for Fiscal Year 2016, 
no less than $10,000,000 should be used for the 
recruitment, integration, retention, train- 
ing, and treatment of women in the ANSF as 
well as the recruitment, training, and con- 
tracting of female security personnel for fu- 
ture elections. 

(ii) TYPES OF PROGRAMS AND ACTIVITIES.— 
Such programs and activities may include— 

(I) efforts to recruit women into the ANSF, 
including the special operations forces; 

(II) programs and activities of the Afghan 
Ministry of Defense Directorate of Human 
Rights and Gender Integration and the Af- 
ghan Ministry of Interior Office of Human 
Rights, Gender and Child Rights; 

(III) development and dissemination of 
gender and human rights educational and 
training materials and programs within the 
Afghan Ministry of Defense and the Afghan 
Ministry of Interior; 

(IV) efforts to address harassment and vio- 
lence against women within the ANSF; 

(V) improvements to infrastructure that 
address the requirements of women serving 
in the ANSF, including appropriate equip- 
ment for female security and police forces, 
and transportation for policewomen to their 
station 

(VI) support for ANP Family Response 
Units; and 

(VII) security provisions for high-profile 
female police and army officers. 
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SA 1748. Mr. PETERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 524. REVIEW OF CHARACTERIZATION OR 
TERMS OF DISCHARGE FROM THE 
ARMED FORCES OF INDIVIDUALS 
WITH MENTAL HEALTH DISORDERS 
ALLEGED TO AFFECT TERMS OF DIS- 
CHARGE. 

Section 1553(d) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

“*(3)(A) In addition to the requirements of 
paragraphs (1) and (2), in the case of a former 
member described in subparagraph (B), the 
board shall— 

““(i) review medical evidence of the Sec- 
retary of Veterans Affairs or a civilian 
health care provider that is presented by the 
former member; and 

““(ii) review the case with a presumption of 
administrative irregularity and place the 
burden on the Secretary concerned to prove, 
by a preponderance of the evidence, that no 
error or injustice occurred. 

“(B) A former member described in this 
subparagraph is a former member described 
in paragraph (1) or a former member whose 
application for relief is based in whole or in 
part on matters relating to post-traumatic 
stress disorder or traumatic brain injury as 
supporting rationale or as justification for 
priority consideration whose post-traumatic 
stress disorder or traumatic brain injury is 
related to combat or military sexual trauma, 
as determined by the Secretary concerned.”. 


SA 1749. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. SENSE OF SENATE ON MISUSE OF GOV- 
ERNMENT TRAVEL CHARGE CARDS. 

It is the sense of the Senate that— 

(1) a finding in a May 2015 report of the In- 
spector General of the Department of De- 
fense that personnel charged nearly $1,000,000 
to government travel charge cards for per- 
sonal use at casinos and adult entertainment 
establishments over a one year period dem- 
onstrates serious misuse of government trav- 
el charge cards, does not comport with the 
values of the Department, and requires addi- 
tional oversight to prevent future misuse; 

(2) the Director of the Defense Travel Man- 
agement Office should work with the Armed 
Forces, the Defense Agencies, and represent- 
atives of financial institutions to determine 
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how to prevent and identify the inappro- 
priate personal use of the government travel 
charge cards under those and similar cir- 
cumstances; and 

(3) the Department of Defense should work 
to expeditiously address any outstanding 
recommendations in the report of the Inspec- 
tor General described in paragraph (1). 


SA 1750. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 


UNMANNED AERIAL SYSTEMS RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM. 

(a) REQUIREMENT TO DEVELOP AND DEPLOY 
UAS TECHNOLOGIES.—The Secretary of De- 
fense and the Director of National Intel- 
ligence shall work in conjunction with the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation, the Administrator 
of the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, the heads of other Federal 
agencies, existing UAS test sites designated 
by the Federal Aviation Administration, the 
private sector, and academia on the research 
and development of technologies to safely 
detect, identify, classify, and deconflict UAS 
in the national air space, integrate UAS, and 
deploy proven UAS mitigation tech- 
nologies— 

(1) to ensure that UAS operate safely in 
the national air space; 

(2) to ensure that, as the commercial use of 
UAS technologies increase and are safely in- 
tegrated into the national air space, the 
United States is taking full advantage of ex- 
isting and developmental technologies to de- 
tect, identify, classify, track, and counteract 
UAS in and around restricted and controlled 
air space, such as airports, military training 
areas, National Special Security Events, and 
sensitive national security locations; 

(3) to yield important insights for the De- 
partment of Defense, intelligence commu- 
nity, Department of Homeland Security, and 
civilian and private sector applications; 

(4) to provide intelligence, reconnaissance, 
and surveillance capabilities over widely dis- 
persed and expansive territories; and 

(5) to improve methods for protecting pri- 
vacy and civil liberties related to the use of 
UAS. 

(b) UAS DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term “UAS” means unmanned aerial sys- 
tems. 


SA 1751. Mr. BOOKER (for himself 
and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 
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At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. PROHIBITION ON TERMINATION 
VETS4WARRIORS PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
may not terminate the peer support program 
of the Department of Defense known as the 
Vets4Warriors program unless the Secretary 
determines, through a public process estab- 
lished by the Secretary, that members of the 
Armed Forces will receive adequate mental 
health care and resources in the absence of 
such program. 

(b) EVALUATION OF EFFECTIVENESS.—The 
Secretary shall conduct an evaluation of the 
effectiveness of peer-to-peer counseling in 
assisting members of the Armed Forces and 
their families. 


OF 


SA 1752. Mr. HEINRICH (for himself, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. TILLIS, Ms. HIRONO, 
Mr. GRAHAM, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. BALD- 
WIN, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
UDALL, Mr. NELSON, and Mr. MORAN) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 


At the end of subtitle F of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 355. STARBASE PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) The budget of the President for fiscal 
year 2016 requested no funding for the De- 
partment of Defense STARBASE program. 

(2) The purpose of the STARBASE program 
is to improve the knowledge and skills of 
students in kindergarten through 12th grade 
in science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics (STEM) subjects, to connect 
them to the military, and to motivate them 
to explore science, technology, engineering, 
and mathematics and possible military ca- 
reers as they continue their education. 

(3) The STARBASE program currently op- 
erates at 76 locations in 40 States and the 
District of Columbia and Puerto Rico, pri- 
marily on military installations. 

(4) To date, nearly 750,000 students have 
participated in the STARBASE program. 

(5) The STARBASE program is a highly ef- 
fective program run by dedicated members of 
the Armed Forces and strengthens the rela- 
tionships between the military, commu- 
nities, and local school districts. 

(6) The budget of the President for fiscal 
year 2016 seeks to eliminate funding for the 
STARBASE program for that fiscal year due 
to a reorganization of science, technology, 
engineering, and mathematics programs 
throughout the Federal Government. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the STARBASE program 
should continue to be funded by the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

(c) FUNDING.—Of the amount authorized to 
be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by sec- 
tion 301 and available for the Department of 
Defense for operation and maintenance, De- 
fense-wide, as specified in the funding table 
in section 4301— 
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(1) the amount available for the 
STARBASE program is hereby increased by 
$25,000,000; and 

(2) the amount available by reason of in- 
creased bulk fuel cost savings is hereby de- 
creased by $25,000,000. 


SA 1753. Ms. WARREN (for herself, 
Mr. RuBIO, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. AYOTTE, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. BROWN, and Mr. 
MENENDEZ) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC.  . HONORING AMERICAN PRISONERS OF 
WAR AND MISSING IN ACTION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the 
lowing: 

(1) In recent years, commemorative chairs 
honoring American Prisoners of War/Missing 
in Action have been placed in prominent lo- 
cations across the United States. 

(2) The United States Capitol is an appro- 
priate location to place a commemorative 
chair honoring American Prisoners of War/ 
Missing in Action. 

(b) PLACEMENT OF A CHAIR IN THE UNITED 
STATES CAPITOL HONORING AMERICAN PRIS- 
ONERS OF WAR/MISSING IN ACTION.— 

(1) OBTAINING CHAIR.—The Architect of the 
Capitol shall enter into an agreement to ob- 
tain a chair featuring the logo of the Na- 
tional League of POW/MIA Families under 
such terms and conditions as the Architect 
considers appropriate and consistent with 
applicable law. 

(2) PLACEMENT.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Architect shall place the chair obtained 
under paragraph (1) in a suitable permanent 
location in the United States Capitol. 

(c) FUNDING.— 

(1) DONATIONS.—The Architect of the Cap- 
itol may— 

(A) enter into an agreement with any orga- 
nization described in section 501(c)(3) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 that is exempt 
from taxation under section 50l(a) of that 
Code to solicit private donations to carry 
out the purposes of this section; and 

(B) accept donations of funds, property, 
and services to carry out the purposes of this 
section. 

(2) CosTs.—All costs incurred in carrying 
out the purposes of this section shall be paid 
for with private donations received under 
paragraph (1). 


SA 1754. Mrs. ERNST submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


fol- 
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At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC.  . PROGRAM MANAGEMENT IMPROVE- 

MENT AND ACCOUNTABILITY. 

(a) DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR MANAGEMENT.— 

(1) ADDITIONAL FUNCTIONS.—Section 503 of 
title 31, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

““(c) PROGRAM AND PROJECT MANAGEMENT.— 

“(1) REQUIREMENT.—Subject to the direc- 
tion and approval of the Director, the Dep- 
uty Director for Management or designee 
shall— 

“(A) adopt governmentwide standards, 
policies, and guidelines for program and 
project management for executive agencies; 

““(B) oversee program and project manage- 
ment for the standards, policies, and guide- 
lines established under subparagraph (A); 

“(C) chair the Program Management Pol- 
icy Council established under section 1126(b); 

““(D) issue regulations and establish stand- 
ards and policies for executive agencies, in 
accordance with nationally accredited stand- 
ards for program and project management 
planning and delivery issues; 

““(E) engage with the private sector; 

““(F) conduct portfolio reviews to address 
programs identified as high risk by the Gov- 
ernment Accountability Office; 

““(G) not less than annually, conduct port- 
folio reviews of agency programs in coordi- 
nation with Project Management Improve- 
ment Officers designated under section 
1126(a)(1); and 

“(H) establish a 5-year strategic plan for 
program and project management. 

‘(2) APPLICATION TO DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to the 
Department of Defense to the extent that 
the provisions of that paragraph are substan- 
tially similar to or duplicative of the provi- 
sions under section 810 of the National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2016.’’. 

(2) DEADLINE FOR STANDARDS, POLICIES, AND 
GUIDELINES.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Deputy Director for Management of the Of- 
fice of Management and Budget shall issue 
the standards, policies, and guidelines re- 
quired under section 503(c) of title 31, United 
States Code, as added by paragraph (1). 

(3) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 150 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Deputy Director for Management of the 
Office of Management and Budget, in con- 
sultation with the Program Management 
Policy Council established under section 
1126(b) of title 31, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (b)(1), and the Director 
of the Office of Management and Budget, 
shall issue any regulations as are necessary 
to implement the requirements of section 
503(c) of title 31, United States Code, as 
added by paragraph (1). 

(b) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT 
OFFICERS AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT POLICY 
COUNCIL.— 

(1) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 11 of title 31, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

“$1126. Program Management Improvement 
Officers and Program Management Policy 
Council 
““(a) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT 

OFFICERS.— 

“(1) DESIGNATION.—The head of each agen- 
cy described in section 901(b) shall designate 
a senior executive of the agency as the Pro- 
gram Management Improvement Officer of 
the agency. The Program Management Im- 
provement Officer shall report directly to 
the head of the agency. 
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“(2) FUNCTIONS.—The Program Manage- 
ment Improvement Officer of an agency des- 
ignated under paragraph (1) shall— 

“(A) implement program management 
policies established by the agency under sec- 
tion 503(c); and 

““(B) develop a written strategy for enhanc- 
ing the role of program managers within the 
agency that includes the following: 

““(i) Enhanced training and educational op- 
portunities for program managers. 

““(ii) Mentoring of current and future pro- 
gram managers by experienced senior execu- 
tives and program managers within the 
agency. 

““(iii) Improved career paths and career op- 
portunities for program managers. 

““(iv) Incentives for the recruitment and re- 
tention of highly qualified individuals to 
serve as program managers. 

““(v) Improved resources and support, in- 
cluding relevant competencies encompassed 
with program and project management with- 
in the private sector for program managers. 

““(vi) Improved means of collecting and dis- 
seminating best practices and lessons 
learned to enhance program management 
across the agency. 

““(vii) Common templates and tools to sup- 
port improved data gathering and analysis 
for program management and oversight pur- 
poses. 

“*(3) APPLICATION TO DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE.—This subsection shall not apply to 
the Department of Defense to the extent 
that the provisions of this subsection are 
substantially similar to or duplicative of the 
provisions under section 810 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2016. 

““(b) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT POLICY COUN- 
CIL.— 

““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
in the Office of Management and Budget a 
council to be known as the ‘Program Man- 
agement Policy Council’ (in this section re- 
ferred to as the ‘Council’). 

“*(2) PURPOSE AND FUNCTIONS.—The Council 
shall act as the principal interagency forum 
for improving agency practices related to 
program and project management. The Coun- 
cil shall— 

““(A) advise and assist the Deputy Director 
for Management of the Office of Management 
and Budget; 

‘(B) review programs identified as high 
risk by the General Accountability Office 
and make recommendations for actions to be 
taken by the Deputy Director for Manage- 
ment of the Office of Management and Budg- 
et or designee; 

““(C) discuss topics of importance to the 
workforce, including— 

““(i) career development and workforce de- 
velopment needs; 

““(ii) policy to support continuous improve- 
ment in program and project management; 
and 

““(iii) major challenges across agencies in 
managing programs; 

““(D) advise on the development and appli- 
cability of standards governmentwide for 
program management transparency; and 

““(E) review the information published on 
the website of the Office of Management and 
Budget pursuant to section 1122. 

‘*(3) MEMBERSHIP.— 

“(A) COMPOSITION.—The Council shall be 
composed of the following members: 

““(i) Five members from the Office of Man- 
agement and Budget as follows: 

“(D) The Deputy Director for Management. 

“(ID The Administrator of the Office of 
Electronic Government. 
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“(IIT) The Administrator of the Office of 
Federal Procurement Policy. 

““(IV) The Controller of the Office of Fed- 
eral Financial Management. 

““(V) The Director of the Office of Perform- 
ance and Personnel Management. 

“(ii) The Program Management Improve- 
ment Officer from each agency described in 
section 901(b). 

““(iii) Other individuals as determined ap- 
propriate by the Chairperson. 

““(B) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.— 

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Deputy Director for 
Management of the Office of Management 
and Budget shall be the Chairperson of the 
Council. A Vice Chairperson shall be elected 
by the members and shall serve a term of not 
more than 1 year. 

“Gi) DUTIES.—The Chairperson shall pre- 
side at the meetings of the Council, deter- 
mine the agenda of the Council, direct the 
work of the Council, and establish and direct 
subgroups of the Council as appropriate. 

“(4) MEETINGS.—The Council shall meet 
not less than twice per fiscal year and may 
meet at the call of the Chairperson or a ma- 
jority of the members of the Council. 

““(5) SUPPORT.—The head of each agency 
with a Project Management Improvement 
Officer serving on the Council shall provide 
administrative support to the Council, as ap- 
propriate, at the request of the Chairperson. 

“*(6) COMMITTEE DURATION.—Section 14(a)(2) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the Council.”. 

(2) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the head of each agency described in 
section 901(b) of title 31, United States Code, 
shall submit to Congress and the Office of 
Management and Budget a report containing 


the strategy developed under section 
1126(a)(2)(B) of such title, as added by para- 
graph (1). 


(c) PROGRAM AND PROJECT MANAGEMENT 
PERSONNEL STANDARDS.— 

(1) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
“agency”? means each agency described in 
section 901(b) of title 31, United States Code. 

(2) REGULATIONS REQUIRED.—Not later than 
270 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management, in consultation with the Direc- 
tor of the Office of Management and Budget, 
shall issue regulations that— 

(A) identify key skills and competencies 
needed for a program and project manager in 
an agency; 

(B) establish a new job series for program 
and project management within an agency; 
and 

(C) establish a new career path for program 
and project managers within an agency. 


SA 1755. Mr. BURR (for himself and 
Mr. TILLIS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. DESIGNATION OF AMERICAN WORLD 
WAR II CITIES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Vet- 
erans Affairs shall designate at least one 
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city in the United States each year as an 
“American World War II City”. 

(b) CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION.—After the 
designation made under subsection (c), the 
Secretary, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary of Defense, shall make each designa- 
tion under subsection (a) based on the fol- 
lowing criteria: 

(1) Contributions by a city to the war ef- 
fort during World War II, including those re- 
lated to defense manufacturing, bond drives, 
service in the Armed Forces, and the pres- 
ence of military facilities within the city. 

(2) Efforts by a city to preserve the history 
of the city’s contributions during World War 
II, including through the establishment of 
preservation organizations or museums, res- 
toration of World War II facilities, and rec- 
ognition of World War II veterans. 

(c) FIRST AMERICAN WORLD WAR II CITY.— 
The city of Wilmington, North Carolina, is 
designated as an “American World War II 
City”. 

(d) SUNSET.—The requirements of this sec- 
tion shall terminate on the date that is five 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 


SA 1756. Ms. WARREN (for herself 
and Mr. MERKLEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. PREVENTION AND TREATMENT OF 
PROBLEM GAMBLING BEHAVIOR 
AMONG MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND VETERANS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Gambling addiction, or problem gam- 
bling, is a public health disorder character- 
ized by increasing preoccupation with gam- 
bling, loss of control, restlessness, or irrita- 
bility when attempting to stop gambling, 
and continuation of the gambling behavior 
in spite of mounting serious, negative con- 
sequences. 

(2) Over 6,000,000 adults met criteria for a 
gambling problem in 2013. 

(8) According to the National Council on 
Problem Gambling, it is estimated that be- 
tween 36,000 and 48,000 members of the Armed 
Forces on active duty meet criteria for a 
gambling problem. 

(4) The Department of Defense operates an 
estimated 3,000 slot machines at military in- 
stallations overseas that are available to 
members of the Armed Forces and their fam- 
ilies. 

(5) It is estimated that these slot machines 
generate more than $100,000,000 in revenue 
for the Department of Defense, which is used 
for further recreational activities for mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces. 

(6) The United States Army operates bingo 
games on military installations in the 
United States, which generate millions of 
dollars per year. 

(7) The Department of Defense does not 
currently have treatment programs for mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces with problem gam- 
bling behaviors, although it does operate 
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treatment programs for alcohol abuse, ille- 
gal substance abuse, and tobacco addiction. 

(8) The Department of Veterans Affairs 
provides behavioral addiction treatment to 
veterans but has limited programs directed 
at problem gambling. 

(9) Individuals with problem gambling be- 
havior have higher incidences of bankruptcy, 
domestic abuse, and suicide. 

(10) People who engage in problem gam- 
bling have high rates of co-occurring sub- 
stance abuse and mental health disorders. 

(11) Because many veterans are often at 
high risk for co-occuring substance abuse 
and mental health disorders, it is critical 
that they receive adequate treatment for 
such disorders. 

(12) The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual 
of Mental Disorders (Fifth Edition, published 
in May 2013) includes problem gambling as a 
behavioral addiction. This reflects research 
findings that gambling disorders are similar 
to substance-related disorders in clinical ex- 
pression, brain origin, comorbidity, physi- 
ology, and treatment. 

(b) POLICIES AND PROGRAMS TO PREVENT 
AND TREAT GAMBLING PROBLEMS.— 

(1) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall develop policies on 
prevention, education, and treatment of 
problem gambling, including the following 
elements: 

(A) Prevention programs for members of 
the Armed Forces and their dependents. 

(B) Responsible gaming education for 
members of the Armed Forces and their de- 
pendents. 

(C) Establishment of a center of excellence 
for the residential treatment of the most se- 
vere cases of problem gambling among mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces. 

(D) Policy and programs to integrate prob- 
lem gambling into existing mental health 
and substance abuse programs of the Depart- 
ment of Defense in order to— 

(i) prevent problem gambling among mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces and their families; 

(ii) provide responsible gaming educational 
materials to members of the Armed Forces 
and their family members who gamble; and 

(iii) train existing substance abuse and 
mental health counselors to provide treat- 
ment for problem gambling within current 
mental health and substance abuse treat- 
ment programs for members of the Armed 
Forces. 

(E) Assessment of gambling problems 
among members of the Armed Forces, fac- 
tors related to the development of such prob- 
lems (including co-occurring disorders such 
as substance use, post-traumatic stress dis- 
order, traumatic brain injury, stress, and 
sensation seeking), and the social, health, 
and financial impacts of gambling on mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces by incorporating 
questions on problem gambling behavior into 
ongoing research efforts as appropriate, in- 
cluding restoring such questions into the 
Survey of Health Related Behaviors Among 
Active Duty Military Personnel conducted 
by the Department of Defense. 

(2) DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.— 
The Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall de- 
velop policies on prevention, education, and 
treatment of problem gambling, including 
the following elements: 

(A) Prevention programs for veterans and 
their dependents. 

(B) Responsible gaming education for vet- 
erans and their dependents. 

(C) Establishment of a center of excellence 
for the residential treatment of the most se- 
vere cases of problem gambling among vet- 
erans. 
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(D) Policy and programs to integrate prob- 
lem gambling into existing mental health 
and substance abuse programs of the Depart- 
ment of Veterans Affairs in order to— 

(i) prevent problem gambling among vet- 
erans and their families; 

(ii) provide responsible gaming educational 
materials to veterans and their family mem- 
bers who gamble; and 

(iii) train existing substance abuse and 
mental health counselors to provide treat- 
ment for problem gambling within current 
mental health and substance abuse treat- 
ment programs for veterans. 

(E) Financial counseling and related serv- 
ices for veterans impacted by problem gam- 
bling. 

(3) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall develop the policies described in 
paragraph (1) and the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall develop the policies described in 
paragraph (2) in coordination with the Inter- 
agency Task Force on Military and Veterans 
Mental Health. 

(4) REPORTS.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act— 

(A) the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the appropriate committees of Congress a 
report on efforts undertaken pursuant to 
paragraph (1); and 

(B) the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
submit to the appropriate committees of 
Congress a report on efforts undertaken pur- 
suant to paragraph (2). 

(c) USE OF CERTAIN AMOUNTS BY DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE.—Of the aggregate amount 
collected each fiscal year by morale, welfare, 
and recreation (MWR) facilities of the De- 
partment of Defense from the operation of 
slot machines and bingo games, an amount 
equal to one percent of such amount shall be 
available to the Secretary of Defense carry 
out the policy and programs described in 
subsection (b)(1)(D). 

(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY ON GAM- 
BLING AND PROBLEM GAMBLING AMONG MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES AND VETERANS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a study on 
problem gambling among members of the 
Armed Forces and veterans. 

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The study con- 
ducted under paragraph (1) shall include the 
following: 

(A) With respect to gambling installations 
(including bingo) operated by each branch of 
the Armed Forces— 

(i) the number, type, and location of such 
gambling installations; 

(ii) the total amount of cash flow through 
such gambling installations; 

(iii) the amount of revenue generated by 
such gambling installations; and 

(iv) how such revenue is spent. 

(B) An assessment of the prevalence of 
problem gambling among members of the 
Armed Forces and veterans, including rec- 
ommendations for policies and programs to 
be carried out by the Department of Defense 
and the Department of Veterans Affairs to 
address problem gambling. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress a report on 
the results of the study conducted under 
paragraph (1). 

(e) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress” means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 
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(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives. 


SA 1757. Ms. WARREN (for herself 
and Mr. MERKLEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 721. PREVENTION AND TREATMENT OF 
PROBLEM GAMBLING BEHAVIOR 
AMONG MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Gambling addiction, or problem gam- 
bling, is a public health disorder character- 
ized by increasing preoccupation with gam- 
bling, loss of control, restlessness, or irrita- 
bility when attempting to stop gambling, 
and continuation of the gambling behavior 
in spite of mounting serious, negative con- 
sequences. 

(2) Over 6,000,000 adults met criteria for a 
gambling problem in 2013. 

(8) According to the National Council on 
Problem Gambling, it is estimated that be- 
tween 36,000 and 48,000 members of the Armed 
Forces on active duty meet criteria for a 
gambling problem. 

(4) The Department of Defense operates an 
estimated 3,000 slot machines at military in- 
stallations overseas that are available to 
members of the Armed Forces and their fam- 
ilies. 

(5) It is estimated that these slot machines 
generate more than $100,000,000 in revenue 
for the Department of Defense, which is used 
for further recreational activities for mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces. 

(6) The United States Army operates bingo 
games on military installations in the 
United States, which generate millions of 
dollars per year. 

(7) The Department of Defense does not 
currently have treatment programs for mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces with problem gam- 
bling behaviors, although it does operate 
treatment programs for alcohol abuse, ille- 
gal substance abuse, and tobacco addiction. 

(8) Individuals with problem gambling be- 
havior have higher incidences of bankruptcy, 
domestic abuse, and suicide. 

(9) People who engage in problem gambling 
have high rates of co-occurring substance 
abuse and mental health disorders. 

(10) Because many members of the Armed 
Forces and veterans are often at high risk 
for co-occuring substance abuse and mental 
health disorders, it is critical that they re- 
ceive adequate treatment for such disorders. 

(11) The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual 
of Mental Disorders (Fifth Edition, published 
in May 2013) includes problem gambling as a 
behavioral addiction. This reflects research 
findings that gambling disorders are similar 
to substance-related disorders in clinical ex- 
pression, brain origin, comorbidity, physi- 
ology, and treatment. 

(b) POLICIES AND PROGRAMS TO PREVENT 
AND TREAT GAMBLING PROBLEMS.— 
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(1) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall develop policies on 
prevention, education, and treatment of 
problem gambling, including the following 
elements: 

(A) Prevention programs for members of 
the Armed Forces and their dependents. 

(B) Responsible gaming education for 
members of the Armed Forces and their de- 
pendents. 

(C) Establishment of a center of excellence 
for the residential treatment of the most se- 
vere cases of problem gambling among mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces. 

(D) Policy and programs to integrate prob- 
lem gambling into existing mental health 
and substance abuse programs of the Depart- 
ment of Defense in order to— 

(i) prevent problem gambling among mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces and their families; 

(ii) provide responsible gaming educational 
materials to members of the Armed Forces 
and their family members who gamble; and 

(iii) train existing substance abuse and 
mental health counselors to provide treat- 
ment for problem gambling within current 
mental health and substance abuse treat- 
ment programs for members of the Armed 
Forces. 

(E) Assessment of gambling problems 
among members of the Armed Forces, fac- 
tors related to the development of such prob- 
lems (including co-occurring disorders such 
as substance use, post-traumatic stress dis- 
order, traumatic brain injury, stress, and 
sensation seeking), and the social, health, 
and financial impacts of gambling on mem- 
bers of the Armed Forces by incorporating 
questions on problem gambling behavior into 
ongoing research efforts as appropriate, in- 
cluding restoring such questions into the 
Survey of Health Related Behaviors Among 
Active Duty Military Personnel conducted 
by the Department of Defense. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary of De- 
fense shall develop the policies described in 
paragraph (1) in coordination with the Inter- 
agency Task Force on Military and Veterans 
Mental Health. 

(3) REPORTS.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress a report on 
efforts undertaken pursuant to paragraph 
(1). 

(c) USE OF CERTAIN AMOUNTS BY DEPART- 
MENT OF DEFENSE.—Of the aggregate amount 
collected each fiscal year by morale, welfare, 
and recreation (MWR) facilities of the De- 
partment of Defense from the operation of 
slot machines and bingo games, an amount 
equal to one percent of such amount shall be 
available to the Secretary of Defense carry 
out the policy and programs described in 
subsection (b)(1)(D). 

(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY ON GAM- 
BLING AND PROBLEM GAMBLING AMONG MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a study on 
problem gambling among members of the 
Armed Forces. 

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The study con- 
ducted under paragraph (1) shall include the 
following: 

(A) With respect to gambling installations 
(including bingo) operated by each branch of 
the Armed Forces— 

(i) the number, type, and location of such 
gambling installations; 

(ii) the total amount of cash flow through 
such gambling installations; 

(iii) the amount of revenue generated by 
such gambling installations; and 
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(iv) how such revenue is spent. 

(B) An assessment of the prevalence of 
problem gambling among members of the 
Armed Forces, including recommendations 
for policies and programs to be carried out 
by the Department of Defense to address 
problem gambling. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the ap- 
propriate committees of Congress a report on 
the results of the study conducted under 
paragraph (1). 

(e) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress’? means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 


SA 1758. Mr. KIRK submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


Strike section 1649 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1649. LIMITATION ON PROVIDING CERTAIN 
MISSILE DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY TO 
THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

(a) EXTENSION AND EXPANSION OF LIMITA- 
TION ON PROVIDING CERTAIN SENSITIVE MIS- 
SILE DEFENSE INFORMATION.—Section 
1246(c)(2) of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 
113-66; 127 Stat. 923), as amended by section 
1243(2)(A) of the Carl Levin and Howard P. 
“Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291; 128 Stat. 3564), is further amended— 

(1) by striking “INFORMATION.—No funds” 
and inserting the following: “INFORMATION.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—No funds””; 

(2) by striking ‘‘for fiscal year 2014 or 2015” 
and all that follows through the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘for any fiscal year for 
the Department of Defense may be used to 
provide the Russian Federation with sen- 
sitive missile defense information or infor- 
mation relating to velocity at burnout of, or 
telemetry information on, United States 
missile interceptors or targets.”; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

““(B) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Defense 
may waive the limitation under subpara- 
graph (A) if the Secretary certifies to the 
congressional defense committees that the 
Russia Federation— 

“*(1) is complying with the Treaty between 
the United States of America and the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Elimi- 
nation of Their Intermediate-Range and 
Shorter-Range Missiles, signed at Wash- 
ington December 8, 1987, and entered into 
force June 1, 1988 (commonly referred to as 
the ‘Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces 
Treaty’ or ‘INF Treaty’); 

“(ii) has verifiably pulled its regular and 
irregular military forces out of Ukrainian 
territory, including Crimea; and 
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““(iii) has terminated its contract to sell 
the S-300 air defense system to the Islamic 
Republic of Iran.”. 

(b) LIMITATION ON INTEGRATION OF MISSILE 
DEFENSE SYSTEMS.—None of the funds au- 
thorized to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by this Act or any other Act 
may be used to integrate in any way United 
States missile defense systems, including 
those of NATO, with missile defense systems 
of the Russian Federation. 


SA 1759. Mr. KIRK submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle C of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1242. REPORT ON USE BY IRAN OF FUNDS 
MADE AVAILABLE THROUGH SANC- 
TIONS RELIEF. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and every 180 days thereafter, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in consultation with the Di- 
rector of National Intelligence, shall submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
a report assessing the following: 

(1) The monetary value of any direct or in- 
direct forms of sanctions relief that Iran has 
received since the Joint Plan of Action first 
entered into effect. 

(2) How Iran has used funds made available 
through sanctions relief, including the ex- 
tent to which any such funds have facilitated 
the ability of Iran— 

(A) to provide support for— 

(i) any individual or entity designated for 
the imposition of sanctions for activities re- 
lating to international terrorism pursuant to 
an Executive order or by the Office of For- 
eign Assets Control of the Department of the 
Treasury on or before the enactment of this 
Act; 

(ii) any organization designated by the 
Secretary of State as a foreign terrorist or- 
ganization under section 219(a) of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1189(a)) 
on or before the enactment of this Act; or 

(iii) any other terrorist organization, in- 
cluding Hamas, Hezbollah, Palestinian Is- 
lamic Jihad, or the regime of Bashar al- 
Assad in Syria; 

(B) to advance the efforts of Iran or any 
other country to develop nuclear weapons or 
ballistic missiles overtly or covertly; or 

(C) to commit any violation of the human 
rights of the people of Iran. 

(3) The extent to which any senior officials 
of the Government of Iran have diverted any 
funds from sanctions relief into their per- 
sonal accounts. 

(b) FORM OF REPORTs.—Each report re- 
quired by subsection (a) shall be submitted 
in unclassified form, but may include a clas- 
sified annex. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “appropriate congressional 
committees”? has the meaning given that 
term in section 14 of the Iran Sanctions Act 
of 1996 (Public Law 104-172; 50 U.S.C. 1701 
note). 
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(2) JOINT PLAN OF ACTION.—The term ‘‘Joint 
Plan of Action” means the Joint Plan of Ac- 
tion, signed at Geneva November 24, 2013, by 
Iran and by France, Germany, the Russian 
Federation, the People’s Republic of China, 
the United Kingdom, and the United States, 
and all implementing materials and agree- 
ments related to the Joint Plan of Action, 
including the technical understandings 
reached on January 12, 2014, the extension 
thereto agreed to on July 18, 2014, and the ex- 
tension thereto agreed to on November 24, 
2014. 


SA 1760. Mrs. CAPITO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS TO 
DISESTABLISH SENIOR RESERVE OF- 


FICERS’ TRAINING CORPS PRO- 
GRAMS. 

No amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by this Act may be used to— 

(1) disestablish, or prepare to disestablish, 
a Senior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps 
program in accordance with Department of 
Defense Instruction Number 1215.08, dated 
June 26, 2006; or 

(2) close, downgrade from host to extension 
center, or place on probation a Senior Re- 
serve Officers’ Training Corps program in ac- 
cordance with the information paper of the 
Department of the Army titled ‘‘Army Sen- 
ior Reserve Officers Training Corps (SROTC) 
Program Review and Criteria” and dated 
January 27, 2014, or any successor informa- 
tion paper or policy of the Department of the 
Army. 


SA 1761. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. INTERAGENCY HOSTAGE RECOVERY 
COORDINATOR. 

(a) INTERAGENCY HOSTAGE RECOVERY COOR- 
DINATOR.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the President shall designate an existing 
Federal officer to coordinate efforts to se- 
cure the release of United States persons 
who are hostages of hostile groups or state 
sponsors of terrorism. For purposes of car- 
rying out the duties described in paragraph 
(2), such officer shall have the title of ‘‘Inter- 
agency Hostage Recovery Coordinator”. 

(2) DUTIES.—The Coordinator shall have 
the following duties: 
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(A) Coordinate and direct all activities of 
the Federal Government relating to each 
hostage situation described in paragraph (1) 
to ensure efforts to secure the release of all 
hostages in the hostage situation are prop- 
erly resourced and correct lines of authority 
are established and maintained. 

(B) Establish and direct a fusion cell con- 
sisting of appropriate personnel of the Fed- 
eral Government with purview over each 
hostage situation described in paragraph (1). 

(C) Develop a strategy to keep family 
members of hostages described in paragraph 
(1) informed of the status of such hostages 
and inform such family members of updates, 
procedures, and policies that do not com- 
promise the national security of the United 
States. 

(b) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.—The author- 
ity of the Coordinator shall be limited to 
countries that are state sponsors of ter- 
rorism and areas designated as hazardous for 
which hostile fire and imminent danger pay 
are payable to members of the Armed Forces 
for duty performed in such area. 

(c) QUARTERLY REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—On a quarterly basis, the 
Coordinator shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees and the members 
of Congress described in paragraph (2) a re- 
port that includes a summary of each hos- 
tage situation described in subsection (a)(1) 
and efforts to secure the release of all hos- 
tages in such hostage situation. 

(2) MEMBERS OF CONGRESS DESCRIBED.—The 
members of Congress described in this para- 
graph are, with respect to a United States 
person hostage covered by a report under 
paragraph (1), the Senators representing the 
State, and the Member, Delegate, or Resi- 
dent Commissioner of the House of Rep- 
resentatives representing the district, where 
a hostage described in subjection (a)(1) re- 
sides. 

(3) FORM OF REPORT.—Each report under 
this subsection may be submitted in classi- 
fied or unclassified form. 

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed as author- 
izing the Federal Government to negotiate 
with a state sponsor of terrorism or an orga- 
nization that the Secretary of State has des- 
ignated as a foreign terrorist organization 
pursuant to section 219 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1189). 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) COORDINATOR.—The term ‘‘Coordinator’’ 
means the Interagency Hostage Recovery Co- 
ordinator designated under subsection (a). 

(2) HOSTILE GROUP.—The term ‘“‘hostile 
group” means— 

(A) a group that is designated as a foreign 
terrorist organization under section 219(a) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1189(a)); 

(B) a group that is engaged in armed con- 
flict with the United States; or 

(C) any other group that the President de- 
termines to be a hostile group for purposes of 
this paragraph. 

(3) STATE SPONSOR OF TERRORISM.—The 
term “state sponsor of terrorism’’— 

(A) means a country the government of 
which the Secretary of State has deter- 
mined, for purposes of section 6(j) of the Ex- 
port Administration Act of 1979, section 620A 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, section 
40 of the Arms Export Control Act, or any 
other provision of law, to be a government 
that has repeatedly provided support for acts 
of international terrorism; and 

(B) includes North Korea. 


SA 1762. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XVI, add 
the following: 


SEC. 1664. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON ELECTRO- 
MAGNETIC PULSE ATTACKS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) An attack on the United States using 
an electromagnetic pulse weapon could have 
devastating effects on critical infrastructure 
and, over time, could lead to the death of 
millions of people of the United States. 

(2) The threat of an electromagnetic pulse 
attack on United States non-military infra- 
structure remains a serious vulnerability for 
the United States. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the President should ensure that all rel- 
evant Federal agencies have a full under- 
standing of the electromagnetic pulse threat 
and are prepared for such a contingency; 

(2) the United States Government should 
formulate and maintain a strategy to pre- 
pare and protect United States infrastruc- 
ture against electromagnetic pulse events, 
especially attacks by hostile foreign govern- 
ments, foreign terrorist organizations, or 
transnational criminal organizations; and 

(3) relevant Federal agencies should con- 
duct outreach to educate owners and opera- 
tors of critical infrastructure, emergency 
planners, and emergency responders at all 
levels of government about the threat of 
electromagnetic pulse attack. 


SA 1763. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title VIII, add 
the following: 


SEC. 884. AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO CON- 
TRACTS FOR THE PROVISION OF RE- 
LOCATION SERVICES. 

The Secretary of Defense may authorize 
the commander of a military base to enter 
into a contract with an appropriate entity 
for the provision of relocation services to 
members of the Armed Forces. 


SA 1764. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
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fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. _. FUNDING FOR THE COMPACT OF FREE 


ASSOCIATION WITH THE REPUBLIC 
OF PALAU. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, there are hereby authorized such sums 
as necessary, for fiscal years 2016 through 
2023, to fully fund the compact of free asso- 
ciation between the United States and the 
Republic of Palau. 


SA 1765. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _. MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM FUND- 
ING. 

There is authorized to be appropriated for 
expenses to maintain and preserve a United 
States-flag merchant marine to serve the na- 
tional security needs of the United States 
under chapter 531 of title 46, United States 
Code, $300,000,000. 


SA 1766. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. _ . REMOVAL OF UNEXPLODED ORDNANCE 
FROM THE ISLAND OF KAHOOLAWE. 

The Secretary of Defense shall work with 
the appropriate officials of the State of Ha- 
waii and the Kahoolawe Island Reserve Com- 
mission to explore options to restore funding 
for the removal and remediation of 
unexploded ordnance on the island of 
Kahoolawe to ensure safety on Kahoolawe. 
Such options may include training through 
the Innovative Readiness Training Program 
for the removal of unexploded ordnance. 


SA 1767. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 
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At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. — . PAYMENT FOR MARITIME SECURITY 
FLEET VESSELS. 

(a) PER-VESSEL AUTHORIZATION.—Notwith- 
standing section 53106(a)(1)(C) of title 46, 
United States Code, and subject to the avail- 
ability of appropriations, there is authorized 
to be paid to each contractor for an oper- 
ating agreement (as those terms are used in 
that section) for fiscal year 2016, $5,000,000 for 
each vessel that is covered by the operating 
agreement. 

(b) REPEAL OF OTHER AUTHORIZATION.—Sec- 
tion 53111(3) of title 46, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘2016,”’. 

(c) FUNDING.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated for expenses to maintain and 
preserve a United States-flag merchant ma- 
rine to serve the national security needs of 
the United States under chapter 531 of title 
46, United States Code, is hereby increased 
by $114,000,000. 


SA 1768. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. __. DOMESTIC VIOLENCE COORDINATED 
COMMUNITY RESPONSE. 

For each State or local community in 
which military families comprise at least 10 
percent of the total population, the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall work to provide a 
military-civilian coordinated community re- 
sponse, that includes coordination with 
State and local law enforcement, the Family 
Advocacy Program of the Department of De- 
fense, and non-profit civilian service pro- 
viders, to ensure that military families expe- 
riencing domestic violence receive appro- 
priate services from either military or civil- 
ian service providers. 


SA 1769. Mr. KING (for himself and 
Mr. CARPER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 

SEC. 2815. EXEMPTION OF ARMY OFF-SITE USE 
ONLY NON-MOBILE PROPERTIES 
FROM CERTAIN EXCESS PROPERTY 
DISPOSAL REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Excess or unutilized or 
underutilized non-mobile property of the 
Army that is situated on non-excess land 
shall be exempt from the requirements of 
title V of the McKinney-Vento Homeless As- 
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11411 et seq.) upon a 
determination by the Secretary of the Army 
that— 
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(1) the property is not feasible to relocate; 

(2) the property is not suitable for public 
access; and 

(3) the exemption would facilitate the effi- 
cient disposal of excess property or result in 
more efficient real property management. 

(b) SUNSET.—The authority under sub- 
section (a) shall expire on September 30, 2017. 


SA 1770. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 


SEC. 884. ANNUAL REPORT ON DEFENSE CON- 
TRACTING FRAUD. 

(a) ANNUAL STUDY AND REPORT.—The Sec- 
retary of Defense shall conduct an annual 
study on defense contracting fraud and sub- 
mit a report containing the findings of such 
study to the congressional defense commit- 
tees. 

(b) REPORT CONTENTS.—The report required 
under subsection (a) shall include with re- 
spect to the most recent reporting period the 
following elements: 

(1) An assessment of the total value of De- 
partment of Defense contracts entered into 
to with contractors that have been indicted 
for, settled charges of, been fined by any 
Federal department or agency for, or been 
convicted of fraud in connection with any 
contract or other transaction entered into 
with the Federal Government. 

(2) Recommendations by the Inspector 
General of the Department of Defense or 
other appropriate Department of Defense of- 
ficial regarding how to penalize contractors 
repeatedly involved in fraud in connection 
with contracts or other transactions entered 
into with the Federal Government, including 
an update on implementation by the Depart- 
ment of any previous such recommendations. 


SA 1771. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. REINSTATEMENT OF OVERNIGHT 
SERVICE STANDARDS. 

During the 2-year period beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act, the United 
States Postal Service shall apply the service 
standards for first-class mail and periodicals 
under part 121 of title 39, Code of Federal 
Regulations, that were in effect on July 1, 
2012. 


SA 1772. Ms. WARREN (for herself 
and Mr. MARKEY) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 844. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON BERRY-COM- 
PLIANT FOOTWEAR. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Depart- 
ment of Defense should, not later than 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, expedite the purchase of and avail- 
ability to enlisted initial entrants of the 
United States Armed Forces, either as an in- 
kind issue or by cash allowance, such Berry 
Amendment-compliant athletic footwear as 
has been qualified for use during initial en- 
trant training to the exclusion of similar 
non-Berry-compliant footwear. 


SA 1773. Mr. NELSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT OF REDUC- 
TION OF SURVIVOR BENEFITS PLAN 
SURVIVOR ANNUITIES BY DEPEND- 
ENCY AND INDEMNITY COMPENSA- 
TION. 

(a) REPEAL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 
73 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
as follows: 

(A) In section 1450, by striking subsection 
(c). 

(B) In section 1451(c)— 

(i) by striking paragraph (2); and 

(ii) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such sub- 
chapter is further amended as follows: 

(A) In section 1450— 

(i) by striking subsection (e); 

(ii) by striking subsection (k); and 

(iii) by striking subsection (m). 

(B) In section 1451(g)(1), by striking sub- 
paragraph (C). 

(C) In section 1452— 

(i) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘does 
not apply—” and all that follows and insert- 
ing ‘‘does not apply in the case of a deduc- 
tion made through administrative error.”; 
and 

(ii) by striking subsection (g). 

(D) In section 1455(c), by striking “, 
1450(k)(2),”’. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON RETROACTIVE BENE- 
FITS.—No benefits may be paid to any person 
for any period before the effective date pro- 
vided under subsection (f) by reason of the 
amendments made by subsection (a). 

(c) PROHIBITION ON RECOUPMENT OF CERTAIN 
AMOUNTS PREVIOUSLY REFUNDED TO SBP RE- 
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CIPIENTS.—A surviving spouse who is or has 
been in receipt of an annuity under the Sur- 
vivor Benefit Plan under subchapter II of 
chapter 73 of title 10, United States Code, 
that is in effect before the effective date pro- 
vided under subsection (f) and that is ad- 
justed by reason of the amendments made by 
subsection (a) and who has received a refund 
of retired pay under section 1450(e) of title 
10, United States Code, shall not be required 
to repay such refund to the United States. 

(d) REPEAL OF AUTHORITY FOR OPTIONAL 
ANNUITY FOR DEPENDENT CHILDREN.—Section 
1448(d) of such title is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Except as 
provided in paragraph (2)(B), the Secretary 
concerned” and inserting “The Secretary 
concerned’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) by striking “DEPENDENT CHILDREN.—” 
and all that follows through ‘‘In the case of 
a member described in paragraph (1),” and 
inserting “DEPENDENT CHILDREN ANNUITY 
WHEN NO ELIGIBLE SURVIVING SPOUSE.—In the 
case of a member described in paragraph 
(1),”; and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (B). 

(e) RESTORATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR PRE- 
VIOUSLY ELIGIBLE SPOUSES.—The Secretary 
of the military department concerned shall 
restore annuity eligibility to any eligible 
surviving spouse who, in consultation with 
the Secretary, previously elected to transfer 
payment of such annuity to a surviving child 
or children under the provisions of section 
1448(d)(2)(B) of title 10, United States Code, 
as in effect on the day before the effective 
date provided under subsection (f). Such eli- 
gibility shall be restored whether or not pay- 
ment to such child or children subsequently 
was terminated due to loss of dependent sta- 
tus or death. For the purposes of this sub- 
section, an eligible spouse includes a spouse 
who was previously eligible for payment of 
such annuity and is not remarried, or remar- 
ried after having attained age 55, or whose 
second or subsequent marriage has been ter- 
minated by death, divorce or annulment. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The sections and the 
amendments made by this section shall take 
effect on the later of— 

(1) the first day of the first month that be- 
gins after the date of the enactment of this 
Act; or 

(2) the first day of the fiscal year that be- 
gins in the calendar year in which this Act is 
enacted. 


SA 1774. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. BENEFITS FOR DEPENDENTS OF MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES WHO 
LOSE THEIR RIGHT TO RETIRED PAY 
FOR REASONS OTHER THAN DE- 
PENDENT ABUSE. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the “Families Serve, Too, Military 
Justice Reform Act of 2015”. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—Section 1408 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 
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(1) by redesignating subsections (i), (j), and 
(k) as subsections (j), (K), and (1), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (h) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (i): 

““(i) BENEFITS FOR DEPENDENTS OF MEM- 
BERS LOSING RIGHT TO RETIRED PAY FOR MIS- 
CONDUCT OTHER THAN DEPENDENT ABUSE.— 
(1)(A) If, in the case of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A), a court order provides (in 
the manner applicable to a division of prop- 
erty) for the payment of an amount from the 
disposable retired pay of that member or 
former member (as certified under paragraph 
(4)) to an eligible spouse or former spouse of 
that member or former member, the Sec- 
retary concerned, beginning upon effective 
service of such court order, shall pay that 
amount in accordance with this subsection 
to such spouse or former spouse. 

““(B) If, in the case of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A), a court order provides for 
the payment as child support of an amount 
from the disposable retired pay of that mem- 
ber or former member (as certified under 
paragraph (4)) to an eligible dependent child 
of the member or former member, the Sec- 
retary concerned, beginning upon effective 
service of such court order, shall pay that 
amount in accordance with this subsection 
to such dependent child. 

““(2) A spouse or former spouse, or a de- 
pendent child, of a member or former mem- 
ber of the armed forces is eligible to receive 
payment under this subsection if— 

““(A) the member or former member, while 
a member of the armed forces and after be- 
coming eligible to be retired from the armed 
forces on the basis of years of service, has 
eligibility to receive retired pay terminated 
as a result of misconduct while a member 
(other than misconduct described in sub- 
section (h)(2)(A)); 

““(B) in the case of eligibility of a spouse or 
former spouse under paragraph (1)(A), the 
spouse or former spouse— 

““(i) either— 

““(I) was married to the member or former 
member at the time of the misconduct that 
resulted in the termination of retired pay; or 

“(IT) was is receipt of marital support, ali- 
mony, or child support from the member or 
former member as of the time of the mis- 
conduct pursuant to a court order; and 

““(ii) was not, based on the evidence ad- 
duced at trial, an aider, abettor, accomplice, 
or co-conspirator in the misconduct that re- 
sulted in the termination of retired pay, as 
certified in writing to the convening author- 
ity by— 

““(T) the military judge of the court-martial 
that resulted in the termination of retired 
pay; or 

“(IT) the staff judge advocate of the con- 
vening authority; and 

““(C) in the case of eligibility of a depend- 
ent child under paragraph (1)(B), the depend- 
ent child— 

“(i) had not reached the age of 16 years at 
the time of the misconduct that resulted in 
the termination of retired pay; or 

“(ii) had reached the age of 16 years at the 
time of the misconduct and was not, based 
on the evidence adduced at trial, an aider, 
abettor, accomplice, or co-conspirator in the 
misconduct that resulted in the termination 
of retired pay, as certified in writing to the 
convening authority by— 

“(I) the military judge of the court-martial 
that resulted in the termination of retired 
pay; or 

“(IT) the staff judge advocate of the con- 
vening authority. 
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“*(3) The amount certified by the Secretary 
concerned under paragraph (4) with respect 
to a member or former member of the armed 
forces referred to in paragraph (2)(A) shall be 
deemed to be the disposable retired pay of 
that member or former member for the pur- 
poses of this subsection. 

(4) Upon the request of a court or an eligi- 
ble spouse or former spouse, or an eligible 
dependent child, of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A) in connection with a civil 
action for the issuance of a court order in 
the case of that member or former member, 
the Secretary concerned shall determine and 
certify the amount of the monthly retired 
pay that the member or former member 
would have been entitled to receive as of the 
date of the certification— 

““(A) if the member or former member’s eli- 
gibility for retired pay had not been termi- 
nated as described in paragraph (2)(A); and 

““(B) if, in the case of a member or former 
member not in receipt of retired pay imme- 
diately before that termination of eligibility 
for retired pay, the member or former mem- 
ber had retired on the effective date of that 
termination of eligibility. 

‘(5)(A) Paragraphs (5) through (8) and (10) 
of subsection (h) shall apply to eligibility of 
former spouses to payments under this sub- 
section, court orders for the payment of dis- 
posable retired pay under this subsection, 
amounts payable under this subsection, and 
payments under this subsection in the same 
manner as such paragraphs apply to such 
matters under subsection (h). 

““(B) If a spouse or former spouse or a de- 
pendent child eligible or entitled to receive 
payments under this subsection is eligible or 
entitled to receive benefits under subsection 
(h), the eligibility or entitlement of that 
spouse or former spouse or dependent child 
to such benefits shall be determined under 
subsection (h) instead of this subsection. 

“(6)(A) A spouse or former spouse of a 
member or former member of the armed 
forces referred to in paragraph (2)(A), while 
receiving payments in accordance with this 
subsection, shall be entitled to receive med- 
ical and dental care, to use commissary and 
exchange stores, and to receive any other 
benefit that a spouse or a former spouse of a 
retired member of the armed forces is enti- 
tled to receive on the basis of being a spouse 
or former spouse, as the case may be, of a re- 
tired member of the armed forces in the 
same manner as if the member or former 
member referred to in paragraph (2)(A) was 
entitled to retired pay. 

‘(B) A dependent child of a member or 
former member referred to in paragraph 
(2)(A) who was a member of the household of 
the member or former member at the time of 
the misconduct described in paragraph (2)(A) 
shall be entitled to receive medical and den- 
tal care, to use commissary and exchange 
stores, and to have other benefits provided to 
dependents of retired members of the armed 
forces in the same manner as if the member 
or former member referred to in paragraph 
(2)(A) was entitled to retired pay. 

““(C) If a spouse or former spouse or a de- 
pendent child eligible or entitled to receive a 
particular benefit under this paragraph is el- 
igible or entitled to receive that benefit 
under another provision of law, the eligi- 
bility or entitlement of that spouse or 
former spouse or dependent child to such 
benefit shall be determined under such other 
provision of law instead of this paragraph. 

‘(7) In this subsection, the term ‘depend- 
ent child’, with respect to a member or 
former member of the armed forces referred 
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to in paragraph (2)(A), has the meaning given 
that term in subsection (h)(11).’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection 
(f) of such section is amended by striking 
“subsection (i) each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘subsection (j)”. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and shall 
apply to a spouse or former spouse, or a de- 
pendent child of a member or former member 
of the Armed Forces whose eligibility to re- 
ceive retired pay is terminated on or after 
that date as a result of misconduct while a 
member. 


SA 1775. Mr. JOHNSON (for himself 
and Mr. KIRK) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. REQUIREMENT THAT THE INSPECTOR 
GENERAL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS POST REPORTS 
ON THE INTERNET WEBSITE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL. 

Section 312 of title 38, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(c)(1) Whenever the Inspector General 
submits to the Secretary a report or audit 
(or any portion of any report or audit) in 
final form, the Inspector General shall, not 
later than 3 days after such submittal, post 
such report or audit (or portion of report or 
audit), as the case may be, on the Internet 
website of the Inspector General. 

“*(2) Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed to authorize the public disclosure 
of information that is prohibited from dis- 
closure by any other provision of law.”. 


SA 1776. Mr. KIRK submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 524. QUALIFICATIONS FOR ENLISTMENT IN 
THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) ADDITIONAL QUALIFIED PERSONS.—Para- 
graph (1) of subsection (b) of section 504 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 
subparagraph (E); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following new subparagraphs: 

““(C) A person who, at the time of enlist- 
ment in an armed force, has resided continu- 
ously in a lawful status in the United States 
for at least two years. 
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““(D) A person who, at the time of enlist- 
ment in an armed force, possesses an em- 
ployment authorization document issued by 
United States Citizenship and Immigration 
Services under the requirements of the De- 
partment of Homeland Security policy enti- 
tled ‘Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals’ 
(DACA).”. 

(b) ADMISSION TO PERMANENT RESIDENCE OF 
CERTAIN ENLISTEES.—Such section is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

““(C) ADMISSION TO PERMANENT RESIDENCE 
OF CERTAIN ENLISTEES.—(1) A person de- 
scribed in subsection (b) who, at the time of 
enlistment in an armed force, is not a citizen 
or other national of the United States or 
lawfully admitted for permanent residence 
shall be adjusted to the status of an alien 
lawfully admitted for permanent residence 
under the provisions of section 249 of the Im- 
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1259), except that the alien need not— 

““(A) establish that he or she entered the 
United States prior to January 1, 1972; and 

““(B) comply with section 212(e) of such Act 
(8 U.S.C. 1182(e)). 

“(2) The Secretary of Homeland Security 
shall rescind the lawful permanent resident 
status of a person whose status was adjusted 
under paragraph (1) if the person is separated 
from the armed forces under other than hon- 
orable conditions before the person served 
for a period or periods aggregating five 
years. Such grounds for rescission are in ad- 
dition to any other provided by law. The fact 
that the person was separated from the 
armed forces under other than honorable 
conditions shall be proved by a duly authen- 
ticated certification from the armed force in 
which the person last served. The service of 
the person in the armed forces shall be 
proved by duly authenticated copies of the 
service records of the person. 

““(3) Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed to alter the process prescribed by 
sections 328, 329, and 329A of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1489, 1440, 1440- 
1) by which a person may naturalize through 
service in the armed forces.”. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such 
section is amended to read as follows: 


“$504. Persons not qualified; citizenship or 
residency requirements; exceptions”. 


(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec- 
tions at the beginning of chapter 31 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relat- 
ing to section 504 and inserting the following 
new item: 


“504. Persons not qualified; citizenship or 
residency requirements; excep- 
tions.”. 

SEC. 525. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN PERSONS AS 

HAVING SATISFIED ENGLISH AND 
CIVICS, GOOD MORAL CHARACTER, 
AND HONORABLE SERVICE AND DIS- 
CHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR NATU- 
RALIZATION. 

(a) IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT.— 
The Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) is amended by inserting 
after section 329A (8 U.S.C. 1440-1) the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 329B. PERSONS WHO HAVE RECEIVED AN 

AWARD FOR ENGAGEMENT IN AC- 
TIVE COMBAT OR ACTIVE PARTICI- 
PATION IN COMBAT. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of natu- 
ralization and continuing citizenship under 
the following provisions of law, a person who 
has received an award described in sub- 
section (b) shall be treated— 
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“(A) as having satisfied the requirements 
under sections 312(a) and 316(a)(3), and sub- 
sections (b)(3), (c), and (e) of section 328; and 

““(B) except as provided in paragraph (2), 
under sections 328 and 329— 

“(i) as having served honorably in the 
Armed Forces for (in the case of section 328) 
a period or periods aggregating 1 year; and 

““(ii) if separated from such service, as hav- 
ing been separated under honorable condi- 
tions. 

“*(2) REVOCATION.—Notwithstanding para- 
graph (1)(B), any person who separated from 
the Armed Forces under other than honor- 
able conditions may be subject to revocation 
of citizenship under section 328(f) or 329(c) if 
the other requirements under such section 
are met. 

““(b) APPLICATION.—This section shall apply 
with respect to the following awards from 
the Armed Forces of the United States: 

“(1) The Combat Infantryman Badge from 
the Army. 

“(2) The Combat Medical Badge from the 
Army. 

(3) The Combat Action Badge from the 
Army. 

“(4) The Combat Action Ribbon from the 
Navy, the Marine Corps, or the Coast Guard. 
“(5) The Air Force Combat Action Medal. 

““(6) Any other award that the Secretary of 
Defense determines to be an equivalent 
award for engagement in active combat or 
active participation in combat.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents of such Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 329A the following: 

“Sec. 329B. Persons who have received an 
award for engagement in active 
combat or active participation 
in combat.’’. 


SA 1777. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 213, between lines 9 and 10, insert 
the following: 

(3) PRESERVATION OF CURRENT BAH FOR CER- 
TAIN OTHER MARRIED MEMBERS.—Notwith- 
standing paragraph (1), the amount of basic 
allowance for housing payable to a member 
of the uniformed services under section 403 of 
title 37, United States Code, as of September 
30, 2015, shall not be reduced by reason of the 
amendment made by subsection (a) unless— 

(A) the member and the member’s spouse 
undergo a permanent change of station; 

(B) the member and the member’s spouse 
move into or commence living in on-base 
housing; or 

(C) the member and the member’s spouse 
change residence from the residence as of 
that date. 


SA 1778. Mr. BURR (for himself and 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
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ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 607, strike ‘‘submit to the congres- 
sional defense committees” and insert ‘‘, in 
consultation with the Director of National 
Intelligence, submit to the congressional de- 
fense committees, the Select Committee on 
Intelligence of the Senate, and the Perma- 
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives”. 


SA 1779. Mr. BURR (for himself and 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 682, beginning on line 8, strike 
“Committees” and all that follows through 
line 11 and insert the following: “Committee 
on Armed Services and the Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence of the Senate and the 
Committee on Armed Services and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives a report set- 
ting forth the policy developed pursuant to 
subsection (a).”. 


SA 1780. Mr. CORKER (for himself 
and Mr. CARDIN) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of bill, add the following: 
DIVISION E—DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEC. 5001. SHORT TITLE. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Depart- 
ment of State Operations Authorization and 
Embassy Security Act, Fiscal Year 2016”. 
SEC. 5002. DEFINITIONS. 

In this division: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “appropriate congressional 
committees’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(D) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term “Department” 
means the Department of State. 

(3) PEACEKEEPING CREDITS.—The term 
“peacekeeping credits” means the amounts 
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by which United States assessed peace- 
keeping contributions exceed actual expendi- 
tures, apportioned to the United States, of 
peacekeeping operations by the United Na- 
tions during a United Nations peacekeeping 
fiscal year. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term 
means the Secretary of State. 


TITLE I—AUTHORIZATION OF 
APPROPRIATIONS 

SEC. 5101. ADMINISTRATION OF FOREIGN 
FAIRS. 

SEC. 5102. CONTRIBUTIONS TO INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS. 

SEC. 5103. CONTRIBUTIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL 
PEACEKEEPING ACTIVITIES. 

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
AUTHORITIES AND ACTIVITIES 
Subtitle A—Basic Authorities and Activities 

SEC. 5201. AMERICAN SPACES REVIEW. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit a report to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees that includes— 

(1) the full costs incurred by the Depart- 
ment to provide American Spaces, includ- 
ing— 

(A) American Centers, American Corners, 
Binational Centers, Information Resource 
Centers, and Science Centers; and 

(B) the total costs of all associated— 

(i) employee salaries, including foreign 
service, American civilian, and locally em- 
ployed staff; 

(ii) programming expenses; 

(iii) operating expenses; 

(iv) contracting expenses; and 

(v) security expenses; 

(2) a breakdown of the total costs described 
in paragraph (1) by each space and type of 
space; 

(3) the total fees collected for entry to, or 
the use of, American Spaces and related re- 
sources, including a breakdown by the type 
of fee for each space and type of space; and 

(4) the total usage rates, including by type 
of service, for each space and type of space. 
SEC. 5202. IDENTIFYING BILATERAL INVESTMENT 

TREATY OPPORTUNITIES. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
State, in consultation with the United 
States Trade Representative, shall submit a 
report to the appropriate congressional com- 
mittees that includes a detailed description 
of— 

(1) the status of all ongoing investment 
treaty negotiations, including a strategy and 
timetable for concluding each such negotia- 
tion; 

(2) a strategy to expand the investment 
treaty agenda, including through— 

(A) launching new investment treaty nego- 
tiations with foreign partners that are cur- 
rently capable of entering in such negotia- 
tions; and 

(B) building the capacity of foreign part- 
ners to enter into such negotiations, includ- 
ing by encouraging the adoption of best prac- 
tices with respect to investment; and 

(3) any resources that will be needed, in- 
cluding anticipated staffing levels— 

(A) to conclude all ongoing negotiations 
described in paragraph (1); 

(B) to launch new investment treaty nego- 
tiations, as described in paragraph (2)(A); 
and 

(C) to build the capacity of foreign part- 
ners, as described in paragraph (2)(B). 

SEC. 5203. REINSTATEMENT OF HONG KONG RE- 
PORT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 


“Secretary” 


AF- 
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and annually thereafter through 2020, the 
Secretary shall submit the report required 
under section 301 of the United States-Hong 
Kong Policy Act of 1992 (22 U.S.C. 5781) to the 
appropriate congressional committees. 

(b) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE.—The report sub- 
mitted under subsection (a) should be unclas- 
sified and made publicly available, including 
through the Department’s public website. 
SEC. 5204. UNITED STATES-CHINA STRATEGIC 

AND ECONOMIC DIALOGUE REVIEW. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, in coordination with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and in consultation 
with other appropriate departments and 
agencies, shall— 

(1) conduct a review of the United States- 
China Strategic and Economic Dialogue (re- 
ferred to in this section as the ‘‘Dialogue’’); 
and 

(2) and submit a report to the appropriate 
congressional committees that contains the 
findings of such review. 

(b) CONTENT OF REPORT.—The report de- 
scribed in subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) a list of all commitments agreed to by 
the United States and China at each of the 
first 6 rounds of meetings; 

(2) an assessment of the status of each 
commitment agreed to by the United States 
and China at each of the first 6 rounds of 
meetings, including a detailed description 
of— 

(A) any actions that have been taken with 
respect to such commitments; 

(B) any aspects of such commitments that 
remain unfulfilled; and 

(C) any actions that remain necessary to 
fulfill any unfulfilled commitments de- 
scribed in subparagraph (B); 

(3) an assessment of the effectiveness of 
the Dialogue in achieving and fulfilling sig- 
nificant commitments on United States pri- 
orities in the bilateral relationship includ- 
ing— 

(A) the security situation in the East and 
South China Seas, including a peaceful reso- 
lution of maritime disputes in the region; 

(B) denuclearization of the Korean Penin- 
sula; 

(C) cyber theft of United States intellec- 
tual property; 

(D) the treatment of political dissidents, 
media representatives, and ethnic and reli- 
gious minorities; 

(E) reciprocal treatment of United States 
journalists and academics in China, includ- 
ing issuance of visas; 

(F) expanding investment and trade oppor- 
tunities for United States businesses; 

(G) repatriation of North Korean refugees 
from China to North Korea; and 

(H) promoting and protecting rule of law 
and democratic institutions in Hong Kong; 
and 

(4) recommendations for enhancing the ef- 
fectiveness of the Dialogue in achieving and 
fulfilling significant commitments on United 
States priorities described in paragraph (3), 
including consideration of the use of pre-de- 
termined benchmarks for assessing whether 
the commitments achieved are significantly 
furthering such priorities. 

SEC. 5205. REPORT ON HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLA- 
TIONS IN BURMA. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit a report to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives that— 

(1) describes in detail all known widespread 
or systematic civil or political rights viola- 
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tions, including violations that may con- 
stitute crimes against humanity against eth- 
nic, racial, or religious minorities in Burma, 
including the Rohingya people; and 

(2) provides recommendations for holding 
perpetrators of the violations described in 
paragraph (1) accountable for their actions. 
SEC. 5206. COMBATING ANTI-SEMITISM. 

Of the amount authorized to be appro- 
priated for Diplomatic and Consular Pro- 
grams, $500,000 shall be made available to the 
Bureau for Democracy, Human Rights, and 
Labor to support efforts by American and 
European Jewish and other civil society or- 
ganizations, focusing on youth, to combat 
anti-Semitism and other forms of religious, 
ethnic, or racial intolerance in Europe. 

SEC. 5207. BIOTECHNOLOGY GRANTS. 

Title I of the State Department Basic Au- 
thorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 265la et seq.), 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“SEC. 63. BIOTECHNOLOGY GRANTS AUTHOR- 
IZED. 

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 
is authorized to support, through grants, co- 
operative agreements, contracts, outreach, 
and public diplomacy activities, activities 
promoting the benefits of agricultural bio- 
technology, biofuels, science-based regu- 
latory systems, and the application of such 
technologies for trade and development. 

““(b) LIMITATION.—The total amount of 
grants and other assistance provided pursu- 
ant to subsection (a) shall not exceed $500,000 
in any fiscal year.”. 

SEC. 5208. DEFINITION OF “USE” IN PASSPORT 
AND VISA OFFENSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 75 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
before section 1541 the following: 

“SEC. 1540. DEFINITION OF ‘USE’ AND ‘USES’. 

“In this chapter, the terms ‘use’ and ‘uses’ 
shall be given their plain meaning, which 
shall include use for identification pur- 
poses.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 75 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting before 
the item relating to section 1541 the fol- 
lowing: 

‘1540. Definition of ‘use’ and ‘uses’.’’. 
SEC. 5209. SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY FELLOW- 
SHIPS. 

Section 504 of the Foreign Relations Au- 
thorization Act, Fiscal Year 1979 (22 U.S.C. 
2656d) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

““(e) GRANTS AND COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS 
RELATED TO SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY FEL- 
LOWSHIP PROGRAMS.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author- 
ized to provide grants or enter into coopera- 
tive agreements for science and technology 
fellowship programs of the Department of 
State. 

“(2) RECRUITMENT; STIPENDS.—Assistance 
authorized under paragraph (1) may be 
used— 

““(A) to recruit fellows; and 

““(B) to pay stipends, travel, and other ap- 
propriate expenses to fellows. 

“*(3) CLASSIFICATION OF STIPENDS.—Stipends 
paid under paragraph (2)(B) shall not be con- 
sidered compensation for purposes of section 
209 of title 18, United States Code. 

““(4) LIMITATION.—The total amount of as- 
sistance provided under this subsection may 
not exceed $500,000 in any fiscal year.”. 

SEC. 5210. NAME CHANGES. 

(a) PUBLIC LAW 87-195.—Section 607(d) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2357(d)) is amended by striking “Assistant 
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Secretary of State for Oceans and Inter- 
national Environmental and Scientific Af- 
fairs” and inserting ‘‘Assistant Secretary of 
State for Oceans, Environment, and 
Science”. 

(b) PUBLIC LAW 88-206.—Section 617(a) of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7671p(a)) is 
amended by striking “Assistant Secretary of 
State for Oceans and International Environ- 
mental and Scientific Affairs” and inserting 
“Assistant Secretary of State for Oceans, 
Environment, and Science”. 

(c) PUBLIC LAW 93-126.—Section 9(a) of the 
Department of State Appropriations Author- 
ization Act of 1973 (22 U.S.C. 2655a) is amend- 
ed— 

(1) by striking “Bureau of Oceans and 
International Environmental and Scientific 
Affairs” and inserting “Bureau of Oceans, 
Environment, and Science’’; and 

(2) by striking “Assistant Secretary of 
State for Oceans and International Environ- 
mental and Scientific Affairs” and inserting 
“Assistant Secretary of State for Oceans, 
Environment, and Science’’. 

(d) PUBLIC LAW 106-113.—Section 1112(a) of 
the Admiral James W. Nance and Meg Dono- 
van Foreign Relations Authorization Act, 
Fiscal Years 2000 and 2001 (22 U.S.C. 2652c(a)) 
is amended by striking “Verification and 
Compliance.” and inserting “Arms Control, 
Verification, and Compliance (referred to in 
this section as the ‘Assistant Secretary’).’’. 
SEC. 5211. ANTI-PIRACY INFORMATION SHARING. 

The Secretary is authorized to provide for 
the participation of the United States in the 
Information Sharing Centre located in 
Singapore, as established by the Regional 
Cooperation Agreement on Combating Pi- 
racy and Armed Robbery Against Ships in 
Asia, done at Singapore November 11, 2004. 
SEC. 5212. REPORT REFORM. 

(a) HUMAN RIGHTS REPORT.—Section 549 of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2347h) is repealed. 

(b) ROUGH DIAMONDS ANNUAL REPORT.— 
Section 12 of the Clean Diamond Trade Act 
(19 U.S.C. 3911) is amended to read as follows: 
“SEC. 12. REPORTS. 

“For each country that, during the pre- 
ceding 12-month period, exported rough dia- 
monds to the United States and was export- 
ing rough diamonds not controlled through 
the Kimberley Process Certification Scheme, 
if the failure to do so has significantly in- 
creased the likelihood that those diamonds 
not so controlled are being imported into the 
United States, the President shall submit a 
semi-annual report to Congress that explains 
what actions have been taken by the United 
States or such country since the previous re- 
port to ensure that diamonds, the expor- 
tation of which was not controlled through 
the Kimberley Process Certification Scheme, 
are not being imported from that country 
into the United States. A country shall be 
included in the report required under this 
section until the country is controlling the 
importation and exportation of rough dia- 
monds through the Kimberley Process Cer- 
tification Scheme.”. 

Subtitle B—Additional Matters 
SEC. 5221. ATROCITIES PREVENTION BOARD. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The President is au- 
thorized to establish, within the Executive 
Office of the President, an Interagency 
Atrocities Prevention Board (referred to in 
this section as the “Board””). 

(b) DUTIES.—The Board is authorized— 

(1) to coordinate an interagency approach 
to preventing mass atrocities; 

(2)(A) to propose policies to integrate the 
early warning systems of national security 
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agencies, including intelligence agencies, 
with respect to incidents of mass atrocities; 
and 

(B) to coordinate the policy response to 
such incidents; 

(3) to identify relevant Federal agencies, 
which shall track and report on Federal 
funding spent on atrocity prevention efforts; 

(4) to oversee the development and imple- 
mentation of comprehensive atrocities pre- 
vention and response strategies; 

(5) to identify available resources and pol- 
icy options necessary to prevent the emer- 
gence or escalation of mass atrocities; 

(6) to identify and propose policies to close 
gaps in expertise, readiness, and planning for 
atrocities prevention and early action across 
Federal agencies, including training for em- 
ployees at relevant Federal agencies; 

(7) to engage relevant civil society and 
nongovernmental organization stakeholders 
in regular consultations to solicit current in- 
formation on countries of concern; and 

(8) to conduct an atrocity-specific expert 
review of policy and programming of all 
countries at risk for mass atrocities. 


(c) LEADERSHIP.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall be headed 
by a Senior Director, who— 

(A) shall be appointed by the President; 
and 

(B) shall report to the Assistant to the 
President for National Security Affairs. 

(2) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Senior Director 
shall have primary responsibility for— 

(A) recommending and promoting United 
States Government policies on preventing 
mass atrocities; and 

(B) carrying out the duties described in 
subsection (b). 


(d) COMPOSITION.—The Board shall be com- 
posed of— 

(1) representatives from— 

(A) the Department of State; 

(B) the United States Agency for Inter- 
national Development; 

(C) the Department of Defense; 

(D) the Department of Justice; 

(E) the Department of the Treasury; 

(F) the Department of Homeland Security; 

(G) the Central Intelligence Agency; 

(H) the Office of the Director of National 
Intelligence; 

(I) the United States Mission to the United 
Nations; and 

(J) the Federal Bureau of Investigation; 
and 

(2) such other individuals as the President 
may appoint. 

(e) COORDINATION.—The Board is authorized 
to coordinate with relevant officials and gov- 
ernment agencies responsible for foreign pol- 
icy with respect to particular regions and 
countries to help provide a cohesive, whole 
of government response and policy direction 
to emerging and ongoing atrocities. 


(f) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
President shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a classified report, 
with an unclassified annex, which shall in- 
clude— 

(1) an update on the interagency review 
mandated by Presidential Study Directive 10 
that includes— 

(A) an evaluation of current mechanisms 
and capacities for government-wide detec- 
tion, early warning, information-sharing, 
contingency planning, and coordination of 
efforts to prevent and respond to situations 
of genocide, mass atrocities, and other mass 
violence, including such mass gender- and 
ethnicity-based violence; 
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(B) an assessment of the funding spent by 
relevant Federal agencies on atrocity pre- 
vention activities; 

(C) current annual global assessments of 
sources of conflict and instability; 

(D) recommendations to further strengthen 
United States capabilities to improve the 
mechanisms described in subparagraph (A); 
and 

(E) evaluations of the various approaches 
to enhancing capabilities and improving the 
mechanisms described in subparagraph (A); 

(2) recommendations to ensure burden 
sharing by— 

(A) improving international cooperation 
and coordination to enhance multilateral 
mechanisms for preventing genocide and 
atrocities, including improving the role of 
regional and international organizations in 
conflict prevention, mitigation, and re- 
sponse; and 

(B) strengthening regional organizations; 
and 

(3) the implementation status of the rec- 
ommendations contained in the interagency 
review described in paragraph (1). 

(g) MATERIALS AND BRIEFINGS.—The Senior 
Director and the members of the Board shall 
brief the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives at 
least annually. 

(h) SUNSET.—This section shall cease to be 
effective on June 30, 2017. 

SEC. 5222. UNITED STATES ENGAGEMENT IN THE 
INDO-PACIFIC. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State shall submit a com- 
prehensive assessment to the Chairmen and 
Ranking Members of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations of the Senate and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives of the United States engage- 
ment in the Indo-Pacific, including with 
partners across the Indo-Pacific region. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment submitted 
under subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) a review of current and emerging 
United States diplomatic, national security, 
and economic interests and trends in the 
Indo-Pacific region; 

(2) a review of resources devoted to United 
States diplomatic, economic, trade, develop- 
ment, and cultural engagement and plans in 
the Indo-Pacific region during the 10-year pe- 
riod ending on the date of the enactment of 
this Act; 

(3) options for the realignment of United 
States engagement in the Indo-Pacific re- 
gion to respond to new opportunities and 
challenges, including linking United States 
strategy more broadly across the Indo-Pa- 
cific region; and 

(4) the views of noted policy leaders and re- 
gional experts, including leaders and experts 
in the Indo-Pacific region, on the opportuni- 
ties and challenges to United States engage- 
ment across the Indo-Pacific region. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary, as ap- 
propriate, shall consult with— 

(1) other United States Government agen- 
cies; and 

(2) independent, nongovernmental organi- 
zations with recognized credentials and ex- 
pertise in foreign policy, national security, 
and international economic affairs that have 
access to policy experts throughout the 
United States and from the Indo-Pacific re- 
gion. 

SEC. 5223. JOINT ACTION PLAN TO COMBAT PREJ- 
UDICE AND DISCRIMINATION AND 
TO FOSTER INCLUSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author- 

ized to enter into a bilateral joint action 
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plan with the European Union to combat 
prejudice and discrimination and to foster 
inclusion (referred to in this section as the 
“Joint Action Plan’’). 

(b) CONTENTS OF JOINT ACTION PLAN.—The 
Joint Action Plan shall— 

(1) address anti-Semitism; 

(2) address prejudice against, and the dis- 
criminatory treatment of, racial, ethnic, and 
religious minorities; 

(3) promote equality of opportunity for ac- 
cess to quality education and economic op- 
portunities; and 

(4) promote equal treatment by the justice 
system. 

(c) COOPERATION.—In developing the Joint 
Action Plan, the Secretary shall— 

(1) leverage interagency policy expertise in 
the United States and Europe; 

(2) develop partnerships among civil soci- 
ety and private sector stakeholders; and 

(3) draw upon the extensive work done by 
the Organization for Security and Co-oper- 
ation in Europe to address anti-Semitism. 

(d) INITIATIVES.—The Joint Action Plan 
may include initiatives for promoting equal- 
ity of opportunity and methods of elimi- 
nating prejudice and discrimination based on 
religion, race, or ethnicity, including— 

(1) training programs; 

(2) regional initiatives to promote equality 
of opportunity through the strengthening of 
democratic institutions; 

(3) public-private partnerships with enter- 
prises and nongovernmental organizations; 

(4) exchanges of technical experts; 

(5) scholarships and fellowships; and 

(6) political empowerment and leadership 
initiatives. 

(e) DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The 
Secretary shall delegate, to a Deputy Assist- 
ant Secretary, the responsibility for coordi- 
nating the implementation of the Joint Ac- 
tion Plan with his or her European Union 
counterpart. 

(f) LEGAL EFFECTS.—Any Joint Action 
Plan adopted under this section— 

(1) shall not be legally binding; and 

(2) shall create no rights or obligations 
under international or United States law. 

(g) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to authorize— 

(1) the Secretary to enter into a legally 
binding agreement or Joint Action Plan with 
the European Union; or 

(2) any additional appropriations for the 
purposes and initiatives described in this 
section. 

(h) PROGRESS REPORT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit a progress 
report on the development of the Joint Ac- 
tion Plan to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate and the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

SEC. 5224. REPORT ON DEVELOPING COUNTRY 
DEBT SUSTAINABILITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, in coordination with the Sec- 
retary of Treasury, shall submit a report 
containing an assessment of the current ex- 
ternal debt environment for developing 
countries and identifying particular short- 
term risks to debt sustainability to— 

(1) the appropriate congressional commit- 
tees; 

(2) the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs of the Senate; and 

(3) the Committee on Financial Services of 
the House of Representatives. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report submitted under 
subsection (a) shall assess— 
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(1) the impact of new lending relationships, 
including the role of new creditors; 

(2) the adequacy of current multilateral 
surveillance mechanisms in guarding against 
debt distress in developing countries; 

(3) the ability of developing countries to 
borrow on global capital markets; and 

(4) the interaction between debt sustain- 
ability objectives of the developing world 
and the development-oriented investment 
agenda of the G—20, including the impact of— 

(A) current debt sustainability objectives 
on investment in developing countries; and 

(B) investment objectives proposed by the 
G-20 on the ability to meet the goals of— 

(i) the Heavily Indebted Poor Country Ini- 
tiative; and 

(ii) the Multilateral Debt Relief Initiative. 
TITLE IM—ORGANIZATION AND PER- 

SONNEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 

STATE 

Subtitle A—Organizational Matters 
SEC. 5301. RIGHTSIZING ACCOUNTABILITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 60 days of receipt 
of rightsizing recommendations pursuant to 
a review conducted by the Office of Manage- 
ment, Policy, Rightsizing, and Innovation 
relating to overseas staffing levels at United 
States overseas posts, the relevant chief of 
mission, in coordination with the relevant 
regional bureau, shall provide to the Office 
of Management, Policy, Rightsizing, and In- 
novation, a response describing— 

(1) any rightsizing recommendations that 
are accepted by such chief of mission and re- 
gional bureau; 

(2) a detailed schedule for implementation 
of any such recommendations; 

(3) any recommendations that are rejected; 
and 

(4) a detailed justification providing the 
basis for the rejection of any such rec- 
ommendations. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall 
report annually to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees, at the time of submission 
of the President’s annual budget request to 
Congress, on the status of all rightsizing rec- 
ommendations and responses described in 
subsection (a) from the preceding five years, 
to include the following: 

(1) A list of all such rightsizing rec- 
ommendations made, including whether each 
such recommendation was accepted or re- 
jected by the relevant chief of mission and 
regional bureau. 

(2) For any accepted recommendations, a 
detailed description of the current status of 
its implementation according to the sched- 
ule provided pursuant to subsection (a)(2), 
including an explanation for any departure 
from, or changes to, such schedule. 

(3) For any rejected recommendations, the 
justification provided pursuant to subsection 
(a)(4). 

(c) REPORT ON REGIONAL BUREAU STAFF- 
ING.—The Secretary shall provide an annual 
report accompanying the report required by 
subsection (b) that provides— 

(1) an enumeration of the domestic staff 
positions in each regional bureau of the De- 
partment; 

(2) a detailed explanation of the extent to 
which the staffing of each regional bureau 
reflects the overseas requirements of the 
United States within each such region; 

(3) if the Secretary determines there are 
any significant imbalances in staffing among 
regional bureaus or between any regional bu- 
reau and the overseas requirements of the 
United States within such region such that 
staffing does not reflect the foreign policy 
priorities of the United States or the effec- 
tive conduct of the foreign affairs of the 
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United States, a detailed plan for how the 
Department will seek to rectify any such im- 
balances, including a schedule for implemen- 
tation; and 

(4) a detailed description of the current 
status of implementation of any plan pro- 
vided pursuant to paragraph (3) according to 
the schedule provided pursuant to such para- 
graph, including an explanation for any de- 
parture from, or changes to, such schedule. 
SEC. 5302. INTEGRATION OF FOREIGN ECONOMIC 

POLICY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State, 
with the assistance of the Undersecretary of 
Economic Growth, Energy and the Environ- 
ment, shall establish foreign economic pol- 
icy priorities for each regional bureau, in- 
cluding for individual countries as appro- 
priate, and shall establish policies and guid- 
ance for the purpose of integrating such for- 
eign economic policy priorities throughout 
the Department. 

(b) TASKING OF DEPUTY ASSISTANT SEC- 
RETARY.—Within each regional bureau of the 
Department, the Secretary shall task a Dep- 
uty Assistant Secretary, having appropriate 
training and background in economic and 
commercial affairs, with responsibility for 
consideration of economic matters and inter- 
ests within the responsibilities of such re- 
gional bureau, including the integration of 
the foreign economic policy priorities estab- 
lished pursuant to subsection (a). 

(c) COORDINATION.—The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary tasked with responsibility for eco- 
nomic matters and interests pursuant to 
subsection (b) within each bureau shall— 

(1) at the direction of the relevant Assist- 
ant Secretary, review and report to the As- 
sistant Secretary of such bureau on all eco- 
nomic matters and interests; and 

(2) serve as liaison with the office of the 
Undersecretary for Economic Growth. 

SEC. 5303. REVIEW OF BUREAU OF AFRICAN AF- 
FAIRS AND BUREAU OF NEAR EAST- 
ERN AFFAIRS JURISDICTIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
within 180 days of enactment of this Act, 
conduct a review of jurisdictional responsi- 
bility of the Bureau of African Affairs and 
that of the Bureau for Near Eastern Affairs 
as it specifically relates to the North African 
countries of Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia, and 
Libya, and report the findings of the review 
to the appropriate congressional commit- 
tees, including recommendations on whether 
jurisdictional responsibility among such bu- 
reaus should be adjusted. 

(b) REVIEW.—The review required under 
subsection (a) shall— 

(1) identify regional strategic priorities; 

(2) assess regional dynamics between the 
North Africa and Sub-Saharan Africa re- 
gions, including the degree to which the pri- 
orities identified pursuant to paragraph (1) 
are distinct between each such region, or 
have similar application across such regions; 

(8) identify current priorities and effective- 
ness of United States Government regional 
engagement in North Africa and Sub-Saha- 
ran Africa, including through security as- 
sistance, economic assistance, humanitarian 
assistance, and trade, 

(4) assess the degree to which such engage- 
ment is inefficient, duplicative, or uncoordi- 
nated between the North Africa and Sub-Sa- 
haran Africa regions, or is otherwise harmed 
or limited as a result of the current division 
of jurisdictional responsibilities; 

(5) assess the overall coherence and effec- 
tiveness of the current division of jurisdic- 
tional responsibilities in Africa between the 
Bureau of African Affairs and the Bureau of 
Near Eastern Affairs, including with regard 
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to coordination with other United States de- 
partments or agencies; and 

(6) assess any opportunities and costs in 
transferring jurisdictional responsibility of 
Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia, and Libya from 
the Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs to the 
Bureau of African Affairs. 

SEC. 5304. SPECIAL ENVOYS, REPRESENTATIVES, 
ADVISORS, AND COORDINATORS. 

Not later than 90 days after the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re- 
port on special envoys, representatives, advi- 
sors, and coordinators of the Department, 
which shall include at minimum the fol- 
lowing elements: 

(1) A tabulation of the current names, 
ranks, positions, and responsibilities of all 
special envoy, representative, advisor, and 
coordinator positions at the Department, in- 
cluding with a category for all such positions 
at the level of assistant secretary equivalent 
or above. 

(2) For each position identified pursuant to 
the requirements of this section— 

(A) the date the position was created; 

(B) the mechanism by which the position 
was created, including the authority pursu- 
ant to which the position was created; 

(C) the positions identified as authorized 
pursuant to section 1(d) of the Basic Au- 
thorities Act (22 U.S.C. 2651a(d)); 

(D) a description of whether and the extent 
to which the responsibilities assigned the po- 
sition duplicate the responsibilities of other 
current officials within the Department, in- 
cluding of other special envoys, representa- 
tives and advisors; 

(E) which current official within the De- 
partment would be assigned the responsibil- 
ities of the position in the absence of the po- 
sition; 

(F) to which current official within the De- 
partment the position directly reports; 

(G) the total number of staff assigned to 
support the position; and 

(H) with the exception of those created by 
statute, a detailed explanation of the neces- 
sity of the position to the effective conduct 
of the foreign affairs of the United States. 
SEC. 5305. CONFLICT PREVENTION, MITIGATION 

AND RESOLUTION, AND THE INCLU- 
SION AND PARTICIPATION OF 
WOMEN. 

Section 704 of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (22 U.S.C. 4024) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

““(e) The Secretary, in conjunction with 
the Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development, shall 
ensure that all appropriate personnel respon- 
sible for, or deploying to, countries or re- 
gions considered to be at risk of, undergoing, 
or emerging from violent conflict, including 
special envoys, members of mediation or ne- 
gotiation teams, relevant members of the 
Civil Service or Foreign Service and contrac- 
tors, obtain training, as appropriate, in the 
following areas, each of which shall include a 
focus on women and ensuring women’s mean- 
ingful inclusion and participation— 

“(1) conflict prevention, mitigation, and 
resolution; 

“*(2) protecting civilians from violence, ex- 
ploitation, and trafficking in persons; and 

(3) international human rights law and 
international humanitarian law.”. 

SEC. 5306. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SYSTEM 
SECURITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall regu- 
larly consult the Director of the National 
Security Agency and any other departments 
or agencies the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate regarding the security of United 
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States government and non-government in- 
formation technology systems and networks 
owned, operated, managed, or utilized by the 
Department, including any such systems or 
networks facilitating the use of sensitive or 
classified information. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In performing the con- 
sultations required under subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall make all such systems and 
networks available to the Director of the Na- 
tional Security Agency and any other such 
departments or agencies to carry out such 
tests and procedures as are necessary to en- 
sure adequate policies and protections are in 
place to prevent penetrations or com- 
promises of such systems and networks, in- 
cluding by malicious intrusions by any unau- 
thorized individual or state actor or other 
entity. 

(c) SECURITY BREACH REPORTING.—Begin- 
ning not later than 180 days after enactment 
of this Act, and every 180 days thereafter, 
the Secretary shall provide a report, in con- 
sultation with the Director of the National 
Security Agency and any other departments 
or agencies the Secretary determines to be 
appropriate, to the appropriate committees 
of Congress describing in detail all known or 
suspected penetrations or compromises of 
the systems and networks described in sub- 
section (a) facilitating the use of classified 
information and all known or suspected sig- 
nificant penetrations or compromises of any 
other such systems and networks that oc- 
curred since the time of such prior report. 

(d) CONTENT.—The report required under 
subsection (c) shall include— 

(1) a description of the relevant informa- 
tion technology system or network pene- 
trated or compromised; 

(2) an assessment of the date and time such 
penetration or compromise occurred; 

(3) an assessment of the duration for which 
such system or network was penetrated or 
compromised, including whether such pene- 
tration or compromise is ongoing; 

(4) an assessment of the amount and sensi- 
tivity of information accessed and available 
to have been accessed by such penetration or 
compromise, including any such information 
contained on systems and networks owned, 
operated, managed, or utilized by any other 
United States Government department or 
agency; 

(5) an assessment of whether such system 
or network was penetrated by a malicious in- 
trusion, including an assessment of— 

(A) the known or suspected perpetrators, 
including state actors; 

(B) the methods used to conduct such pene- 
tration or compromise; and 

(6) a description of the actions the Depart- 
ment has taken or plans to take to prevent 
future, similar penetrations, or compromises 
of such systems and networks. 

SEC. 5307. ANALYSIS OF EMBASSY COST SHARING. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Comptroller 
General shall submit a report to the appro- 
priate congressional committees that as- 
sesses the cost-effectiveness and perform- 
ance of the International Cooperative Ad- 
ministrative Support Services system (re- 
ferred to in this section as the “ICASS sys- 
tem”), including by assessing— 

(1) the general performance of the ICASS 
system in providing cost-effective, timely, 
efficient, appropriate, and reliable services 
that meet the needs of all departments and 
agencies served; 

(2) the extent to which additional cost sav- 
ings and greater performance can be 
achieved under the current ICASS system 
and rules; 
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(3) the standards applied in the selection of 
the ICASS provider and the extent to which 
such standards are consistently applied; 

(4) potential reforms to the ICASS system, 
including— 

(A) the selection of more than one service 
provider under certain circumstances; 

(B) options for all departments or agencies 
to opt out of ICASS entirely or to opt out of 
individual services, including by de bundling 
service packages; 

(C) increasing the reliance on locally em- 
ployed staff or outsourcing to local firms 
where appropriate; and 

(D) other modifications to the current 


ICASS system and rules that would 

incentivize greater effectiveness and cost ef- 

ficiency. 

SEC. 5308. PARENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE TO 
THE INTERAGENCY WORKING 
GROUP TO PREVENT INTER- 
NATIONAL PARENTAL CHILD ABDUC- 
TION. 


Section 433(b)(1) of the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 241(b)(1)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

““(b) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION. .— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 
shall convene and chair an interagency 
working group to prevent international pa- 
rental child abduction. 

“(A) COMPOSITION.—The group shall be 
composed of presidentially appointed, Senate 
confirmed officials from— 

“*(1) the Department of State; 

““(ii) the Department of Homeland Secu- 
rity, including U.S. Customs and Border Pro- 
tection and U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement; and 

““(iii) the Department of Justice, including 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

“(B) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The Secretary 
shall convene an advisory committee to the 
interagency working group established pur- 
suant to subparagraph (A) for the duration of 
the working group’s existence, which shall 
be composed of not less than three left-be- 
hind parents selected by the Secretary, serv- 
ing for two-year terms, and which shall peri- 
odically consult with such advisory com- 
mittee on all activities of the interagency 
working group, as appropriate.”. 

SEC. 5309. IMPROVING RESEARCH AND EVALUA- 
TION OF PUBLIC DIPLOMACY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con- 
duct regular research and evaluation of pub- 
lic diplomacy programs and activities of the 
Department including through the routine 
use of audience research, digital analytics, 
and impact evaluations to plan and execute 
such programs and activities, and shall make 
available to Congress the research and eval- 
uations conducted pursuant to this section. 

(b) DIRECTOR OF RESEARCH AND EVALUA- 
TION.— 

(1) APPOINTMENT OF THE DIRECTOR.—Not 
later than 90 days after enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall appoint a Director 
of Research and Evaluation in the Office of 
Policy, Planning and Resources for the 
Under Secretary for Public Diplomacy and 
Public Affairs. 

(2) LIMITATION ON APPOINTMENT.—The ap- 
pointment of a Director of Research and 
Evaluation pursuant to paragraph (1) shall 
not result in an increase in the overall full- 
time equivalent positions within the Depart- 
ment. 

(3) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Director of Re- 
search and Evaluation, as appointed in ac- 
cordance with this subsection, shall— 

(A) coordinate and oversee the research 
and evaluation of public diplomacy programs 
of the Department in order to improve public 
diplomacy strategies and tactics and ensure 
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programs are increasing the knowledge, un- 
derstanding, and trust of the United States 
by relevant target audiences; 

(B) report to the Director of Policy and 
Planning; 

(C) routinely organize and oversee audi- 
ence research, digital analytics and impact 
evaluations across all public diplomacy bu- 
reaus and offices of the Department; 

(D) support embassy public affairs sec- 
tions; 

(E) share appropriate public diplomacy re- 
search and evaluation information within 
the State Department and with other depart- 
ments and agencies; 

(F) regularly design and coordinate stand- 
ardized research questions, methodologies, 
and procedures to ensure that public diplo- 
macy activities across all public diplomacy 
bureaus and offices are designed to meet ap- 
propriate foreign policy objectives; and 

(G) report quarterly to the United States 
Advisory Commission on Public Diplomacy, 
through the Commission’s Subcommittee on 
Research and Evaluation established pursu- 
ant to subsection (c), regarding the research 
and evaluation of all public diplomacy bu- 
reaus and offices of the Department. 

(4) [NEED HEADER].—Not later than 180 
days after appointment pursuant to para- 
graph (1), the Director of Research and Eval- 
uation shall create guidance and training for 
all public diplomacy officers regarding the 
reading and interpretation of public diplo- 
macy program evaluation findings to ensure 
that such findings and lessons learned are 
implemented in the planning and evaluation 
of all public diplomacy programs and activi- 
ties throughout the Department. 

(c) PRIORITIZING RESEARCH AND EVALUA- 
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of Policy, 
Planning, and Resources shall ensure that 
research and evaluation, as coordinated and 
overseen by the Director of Research and 
Evaluation, supports strategic planning and 
resource allocation across all public diplo- 
macy bureaus and offices of the Department. 

(2) ALLOCATION OF RESOURCES.—Funds allo- 
cated for the purposes of research and eval- 
uation of public diplomacy programs and ac- 
tivities pursuant to the requirements of sub- 
section (a) shall be made available to be dis- 
bursed at the direction of the Director of Re- 
search and Evaluation among the research 
and evaluation staff across all public diplo- 
macy bureaus and offices of the Department. 

(3) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Department should allo- 
cate, for the purposes of research and evalua- 
tion of public diplomacy activities and pro- 
grams pursuant to the requirements of sub- 
section (a), three to five percent of program 
funds made available for Educational and 
Cultural Exchange programs and three to 
five percent of program funds allocated for 
public diplomacy programs within Diplo- 
matic and Consular Programs. (e) Advisory 
Commission on Public Diplomacy. 

(4) SUBCOMMITTEE FOR RESEARCH AND EVAL- 
UATION.—The Advisory Commission on Pub- 
lic Diplomacy shall establish a Sub- 
committee for Research and Evaluation to 
monitor and advise on the research and eval- 
uation activities of the Department and the 
Broadcasting Board of Governors. 

(5) REPORT.—The Subcommittee estab- 
lished under paragraph (1) shall report annu- 
ally to Congress in the Commission’s Com- 
prehensive Annual Report on the perform- 
ance of the Department and the Broad- 
casting Board of Governors in carrying out 
research and evaluations of their respective 
public diplomacy programming. 
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(6) REAUTHORIZATION.—Section 1334 of the 
Foreign Affairs Reform and Restructuring 
Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 6553) is amended by 
striking “October 1, 2015” and inserting ‘‘Oc- 
tober 1, 2020”. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) AUDIENCE RESEARCH.—The term ‘‘audi- 
ence research” means research conducted at 
the outset of public diplomacy program or 
campaign planning and design on specific au- 
dience segments to understand the attitudes, 
interests, knowledge and behaviors of such 
audience segments. 

(2) DIGITAL ANALYTICS.—The term ‘‘digital 
analytics”? means the analysis of qualitative 
and quantitative data, accumulated in dig- 
ital format, to indicate the outputs and out- 
comes of a public diplomacy program or 
campaign. 

(3) IMPACT EVALUATION.—The term “impact 
evaluation” means an assessment of the 
changes in the audience targeted by a public 
diplomacy program or campaign that can be 
attributed to such program or campaign. 

Subtitle B—Personnel Matters 
SEC. 5321. REVIEW OF FOREIGN SERVICE OFFI- 
CER COMPENSATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall commission an inde- 
pendent assessment of Foreign Service Offi- 
cer compensation to ensure that such com- 
pensation is achieving its purposes and the 
goals of the Department, including to re- 
cruit, retain, and maintain the world's pre- 
mier diplomatic corps. 

(b) REPORT.—The assessment required by 
subsection (a) shall be completed and sub- 
mitted as a report to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees, accompanied by the 
views of the Secretary, not later than 180 
days after the enactment of this Act. 

(c) CONTENT.—The report required by sub- 
section (b) shall include at minimum the fol- 
lowing elements: 

(1) A list of all compensation received by 
Foreign Service Officers assigned domesti- 
cally or overseas, including base salary and 
benefits, allowances, differentials, or incen- 
tives. 

(2) For each such form of compensation de- 
scribed in paragraph (1)— 

(A) an explanation of its stated purpose; 

(B) a description of all relevant authori- 
ties, including statutory authority; and 

(C) an assessment of the degree to which 
its use matches its stated purpose. 

(3) An assessment of the effectiveness of 
each such form of compensation in— 

(A) achieving its stated purpose; 

(B) achieving the recruiting and retention 
goals of the Department; and 

(C) achieving the assignment placement 
needs of the Department. 

SEC. 5322. REPEAL OF RECERTIFICATION RE- 
QUIREMENT FOR SENIOR FOREIGN 
SERVICE. 

Section 305(d) of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (22 U.S.C. 3945(d)) is hereby repealed. 
SEC. _ 5323. COMPENSATORY TIME OFF FOR 

TRAVEL. 

Section 5550b of title 5, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(c) The maximum amount of compen- 
satory time off earned under this section 
may not exceed 104 hours during any leave 
year (as defined by regulations of the Office 
of Personnel Management).”. 

SEC. 5324. CERTIFICATES OF DEMONSTRATED 
COMPETENCE. 

The President shall make the report re- 
quired in Sec. 304(a)(4) of the Foreign Service 
Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 3944) available to the 
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public, including by posting it on the Inter- 

net website of the Department in a con- 

spicuous manner and location within 7 days 

after having been submitted to the Com- 

mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate. 

SEC. 5325. FOREIGN SERVICE ASSIGNMENT RE- 
STRICTIONS. 

(a) APPEAL OF ASSIGNMENT RESTRICTION.— 
The Secretary shall establish a right and 
process for employees to appeal any assign- 
ment restriction or preclusion. 

(b) CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
provide a certification to the appropriate 
congressional committees upon full imple- 
mentation of a right and process to appeal 
an assignment restriction or preclusion ac- 
companied by a written report that provides 
a detailed description of such process. 

(c) NOTICE.—The Secretary shall publish 
the right and process established pursuant to 
subsection (a) in the Foreign Affairs Manual, 
and shall include a reference to such publica- 
tion in the report required under subsection 
(b). 

(d) PROHIBITING DISCRIMINATION.—Section 
502(a)(2) of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (22 
U.S.C. 3982(a)(2)) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

“(2) In making assignments under para- 
graph (1), the Secretary shall assure that a 
member of the Service is not assigned to, or 
restricted from, a position at a post in a par- 
ticular geographic area, or domestically in a 
position working on issues relating to a par- 
ticular geographic area, exclusively on the 
basis of the race, ethnicity, or religion of 
that member.”. 

SEC. 5326. SECURITY CLEARANCE SUSPENSIONS. 

(a) SUSPENSION.—Section 610 of the Foreign 
Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 4010) is amend- 
ed by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

““(c)1) In order to promote the efficiency of 
the Service, the Secretary may suspend a 
member of the Foreign Service without pay 
when the member”s security clearance is sus- 
pended or when there is reasonable cause to 
believe that the member has committed a 
crime for which a sentence of imprisonment 
may be imposed. 

“*(2) Any member of the Foreign Service for 
whom a suspension is proposed shall be enti- 
tled to— 

“(A) written notice stating the specific 
reasons for the proposed suspension; 

““(B) a reasonable time to respond orally 
and in writing to the proposed suspension; 

“(C) representation by an attorney or 
other representative; and 

““(D) a final written decision, including the 
specific reasons for such decision, as soon as 
practicable. 

“*(3) Any member suspended under this sec- 
tion may file a grievance in accordance with 
the procedures applicable to grievances 
under chapter 11 of this title. 

““(4) In the case of a grievance filed under 
paragraph (3)— 

“(A) the review by the Foreign Service 
Grievance Board shall be limited to a deter- 
mination of whether the provisions of para- 
graphs (1) and (2) have been fulfilled; and 

““(B) the Foreign Service Grievance Board 
may not exercise the authority provided 
under section 1106(8) of the Act (22 U.S.C. 
4136(8)). 

““(5) In this subsection: 

““(A) The term 'reasonable time” means— 

“G) with respect to a member of the For- 
eign Service assigned to duty in the United 
States, 15 days after receiving notice of the 
proposed suspension; and 

““(ii) with respect to a member of the For- 
eign Service assigned to duty outside the 
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United States, 30 days after receiving notice 

of the proposed suspension. 

“(B) The term ‘suspend’ or “suspension” 
means the placing of a member of the For- 
eign Service in a temporary status without 
duties and pay.”. 

(b) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND- 
MENTS.— 

(1) AMENDMENT OF SECTION HEADING.—Such 
section, as amended by subsection (a), is fur- 
ther amended in the section heading by in- 
serting ‘‘; SUSPENSION” before the period at 
the end. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relat- 
ing to such section in the table of contents 
in section 2 of such Act is amended to read 
as follows: 

“Section 610. Separation for cause; suspen- 

sion.”. 

SEC. 5327. ECONOMIC STATECRAFT EDUCATION 
AND TRAINING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es- 
tablish curriculum at the Foreign Services 
Institute to develop the practical foreign 
economic policy expertise and skill sets of 
Foreign Service officers, including by mak- 
ing available distance-learning courses in 
commercial, economic, and business affairs, 
specifically including in— 

(1) the global business environment; 

(2) the economics of development; 

(3) development and infrastructure finance; 

(4) current trade and investment agree- 
ments negotiations; 

(5) implementing existing multilateral and 
World Trade Organization agreements, and 
United States trade and investment agree- 
ments; 

(6) best practices for customs and export 
procedures; and 

(7) market analysis and global supply 
chain management. 

SEC. 5328. REPORT ON DIVERSITY RECRUITMENT, 
EMPLOYMENT, RETENTION, AND 
PROMOTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and quadrennially thereafter, the Secretary 
of State shall submit a comprehensive report 
to Congress that— 

(1) describes the efforts, consistent with 
existing law, including procedures, effects, 
and results of the Department of State since 
the time of the prior such report, to promote 
equal opportunity and inclusion for all 
American employees in direct hire and per- 
sonal service contractors status, particularly 
employees of the Foreign Service, to include 
equal opportunity for all races, ethnicities, 
ages, genders, and service-disabled veterans, 
with a focus on traditionally underrep- 
resented minority groups; 

(2) includes a section on— 

(A) the diversity of selection boards; 

(B) the employment of minority and serv- 
ice-disabled veterans during the most recent 
10-year period, including— 

(i) the number hired through direct hires, 
internships, and fellowship programs; 

(ii) the number promoted to senior posi- 
tions, including FS-01, GS-15, Senior Execu- 
tive Service, and Senior Foreign Service; and 

(iii) attrition rates by grade, civil and for- 
eign services, and the senior level ranks list- 
ed in clause (ii); and 

(C) mentorship and retention programs; 
and 

(3) is organized in terms of real numbers 
and percentages at all levels. 

(b) CONTENTS.—Each report submitted 
under subsection (a) shall describe the ef- 
forts of the Department of State— 

(1) to propagate fairness, impartiality, and 
inclusion in the work environment domesti- 
cally and abroad; 
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(2) to eradicate harassment, intolerance, 
and discrimination; 

(3) to refrain from engaging in unlawful 
discrimination in any phase of the employ- 
ment process, including recruitment, hiring, 
evaluation, assignments, promotion, reten- 
tion, and training; 

(4) to eliminate illegal retaliation against 
employees for participating in a protected 
equal employment opportunity activity; 

(5) to provide reasonable accommodation 
for qualified employees and applicants with 
disabilities; 

(6) to resolve workplace conflicts, con- 
frontations, and complaints in a prompt, im- 
partial, constructive, and timely manner; 

(7) to improve demographic data avail- 
ability and analysis regarding recruitment, 
hiring, promotion, training, length in serv- 


ice, assignment restrictions, and pass- 
through programs; 

(8) to recruit a diverse staff by— 

(A) recruiting women, minorities, vet- 


erans, and undergraduate and graduate stu- 
dents; 

(B) recruiting at historically Black col- 
leges and universities, Hispanic serving in- 
stitutions, women’s colleges, and colleges 
that typically serve majority minority popu- 
lations; 

(C) sponsoring and recruiting at job fairs in 
urban communities; 

(D) placing job advertisements in news- 
papers, magazines, and job sites oriented to- 
ward women and people of color; 

(E) providing opportunities through the 
Foreign Service Internship Program and 
other hiring initiatives; and 

(F) recruiting mid- and senior-level profes- 
sionals through programs such as— 

(i) the International Career Advancement 
Program; 

(ii) the Public Policy and International Af- 
fairs Fellowship Program; 

(iii) the Institute for International Public 
Policy Fellowship Program; 

(iv) Seminar XXI at the Massachusetts In- 
stitute of Technology’s Center for Inter- 
national Studies; and 

(v) other similar highly respected inter- 
national leadership programs; and 

(9) to provide opportunities through— 

(A) the Charles B. Rangel International Af- 
fairs Fellowship Program; 

(B) the Thomas R. Pickering Foreign Af- 
fairs Fellowship Program; and 

(C) the Donald M. Payne International De- 
velopment Fellowship Program. 

(c) SCOPE OF INITIAL REPORT.—The first re- 
port submitted to Congress under this sec- 
tion shall include the information described 
in subsection (b) for the 3 fiscal years imme- 
diately preceding the fiscal year in which the 
report is submitted. 

SEC. 5329. EXPANSION OF THE CHARLES B. RAN- 
GEL INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS PRO- 
GRAM, THE THOMAS R. PICKERING 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS FELLOWSHIP 
PROGRAM, AND THE DONALD M. 
PAYNE INTERNATIONAL DEVELOP- 
MENT FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) ADDITIONAL FELLOWSHIPS AUTHOR- 
IZED.—Beginning in fiscal year 2016, the Sec- 
retary of State shall— 

(1) increase by 10 the number of fellows se- 
lected for the Charles B. Rangel Inter- 
national Affairs Program; 

(2) increase by 10 the number of fellows se- 
lected for the Thomas R. Pickering Foreign 
Affairs Fellowship Program; and 

(3) increase by 5 the number of fellows se- 
lected for the Donald M. Payne International 
Development Fellowship Program. 

(b) PAYNE FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM.—Under- 
graduate and graduate components of the 
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Donald M. Payne International Development 
Fellowship Program are authorized to con- 
duct outreach to attract outstanding stu- 
dents who represent diverse ethnic and socio- 
economic backgrounds with an interest in 
pursuing a Foreign Service career. 
SEC. 5330. RETENTION OF MID- AND SENIOR- 
LEVEL PROFESSIONALS THAT COME 
FROM UNDERREPRESENTED 
GROUPS. 

(a) RETENTION.—Attention and oversight 
should also be applied to the retention and 
promotion of underrepresented groups to 
promote a diverse ethnic representation 
among mid- and senior-level career profes- 
sionals through programs such as— 

(1) the International Career Advancement 
Program; 

(2) Seminar XXI at the Massachusetts In- 
stitute of Technology’s Center for Inter- 
national Studies; and 

(3) other highly respected international 
leadership programs. 

(b) REVIEW OF PAST PROGRAMS.—Past pro- 
grams designed to increase minority rep- 
resentation in international affairs positions 
should be reviewed, including— 

(1) the USAID Undergraduate Cooperative 
and Graduate Economics Program; 

(2) the Public Policy and International Af- 
fairs Fellowship Program; and 

(3) the Institute for International Public 
Policy Fellowship Program. 

TITLE IV—INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS 
Subtitle A—United States Contributions to 
International Organizations 
SEC. 5401. REPORT ON ALL UNITED STATES GOV- 
ERNMENT CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE 
UNITED NATIONS. 

Section 4(c) of the United Nations Partici- 
pation Act (22 U.S.C. 287b(c)) is amended by 
inserting before paragraph (1) the following 
new paragraph: 

“(1) CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE UNITED NA- 
TIONS.—A detailed description of all assessed 
and voluntary contributions, including in- 
kind contributions, of the United States 
Government to the United Nations and to 
each of its affiliated agencies and related 
bodies during the preceding fiscal year, esti- 
mated for such current fiscal year, and re- 
quested in the President's budget request for 
such following fiscal year. 

““(A) CONTENT.—Each report required under 
paragraph (1) shall, for each such fiscal year, 
include— 

““(i) the total amount or value of all such 
contributions to the United Nations and to 
each such agency or body; 

“(ii) the approximate percentage of all 
such contributions to the United Nations and 
to each such agency or body when compared 
with all contributions to the United Nations 
and to each such agency or body from any 
source; and 

““(iii) for each such United States Govern- 
ment contribution to the United Nations and 
to each such agency or body— 

“(T) the amount or value of the contribu- 
tion; 

“(ID a description of the contribution, in- 
cluding whether it is assessed or voluntary; 

“*(TIT) the purpose of the contribution; 

“(IV) the department or agency of the 
United States Government responsible for 
the contribution; and 

““(V) the United Nations or United Nations 
affiliated agency or related body receiving 
the contribution. 

“(B) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF INFORMA- 
TION.—Not later than 14 days after submit- 
ting a report required under subsection (a), 
the Director of the Office of Management 
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and Budget shall post a text-based, search- 

able version of the report on a publicly avail- 

able Internet website.”. 

SEC. 5402. AMENDING THE REPORT ON FINAN- 
CIAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO INTER- 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS. 

Section 405(b) of the Foreign Relations Au- 
thorization Act, Fiscal Year 2003 (U.S.C. 
287b(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘in which the 
United States participates as a member.”, 
and by inserting at the end the following: ‘‘, 
including a tabulation of assessed contribu- 
tions, voluntary contributions, and the ratio 
of United States contributions to total con- 
tributions received among the following cat- 
egories: the United Nations, Specialized 
Agencies of the United Nations and Other 
United Nations Funds, Programs, and Orga- 
nizations; Peacekeeping; Inter-American Or- 
ganizations; Regional Organizations; and 
Other International Organizations.”. 

SEC. 5403. REPORTING ON PEACEKEEPING AR- 
REARS AND CREDITS. 

Section 4(c) of the United Nations Partici- 
pation Act (22 U.S.C. 287b(c)) is amended by 
inserting between paragraphs (2) and (3) the 
following new paragraph: 

‘(3) PEACEKEEPING CREDITS.—A complete 
and full accounting of United States peace- 
keeping assessments and contributions for 
United Nations peacekeeping operations, to 
include the following elements: 

“(A) A tabulation of annual United Na- 
tions peacekeeping assessment rates, the re- 
lated authorized United States peacekeeping 
contribution rate, and the relevant United 
States public law that determines each such 
contribution rate for the United Nations 
peacekeeping budget for each fiscal year be- 
ginning in 1995 through the current and next 
fiscal year. 

““(B) A tabulation of current United States 
accrued shortfalls and arrears in each respec- 
tive ongoing or closed United Nations peace- 
keeping mission. 

““(C) A tabulation of all peacekeeping cred- 
its, including in the categories of— 

““(i) total peacekeeping credits determined 
by the United Nations to be available to the 
United States; 

““(ii) total peacekeeping credits determined 
by the United Nations to be unavailable to 
the United States; 

““(iii) total peacekeeping credits deter- 
mined by the United Nations to be available 
to the United States from each open and 
closed mission; 

“(iv) total peacekeeping credits deter- 
mined by the United Nations to be unavail- 
able to the United States from each open and 
closed mission; 

““(v) total peacekeeping credits applied by 
the United Nations toward prior year short- 
falls apportioned to the United States; 

““(vi) total peacekeeping credits applied by 
the United Nations toward offsetting future 
contributions of the United States; and 

““(vii) total peacekeeping credits deter- 
mined by the United Nations to be available 
to the United States, which could be applied 
toward offsetting United States contribu- 
tions in the following fiscal year. 

““(D) An explanation of any claim of un- 
availability by the United Nations of any 
peacekeeping credits described in subpara- 
graph (C)(iv). 

“(E) A description of any efforts by the 
United States to obtain reimbursement in 
accordance with the requirements of the 
United Nations Participation Act (22 U.S.C. 
287 et seq.), including but not limited to De- 
partment of Defense materiel and services, 
including an explanation of any failure to 
obtain any such reimbursement.”. 
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SEC. 5404. ASSESSMENT RATE TRANSPARENCY. 

The Secretary of State, through the United 
States Ambassador to the United Nations, 
shall urge the United Nations— 

(1) to share the raw data used to calculate 
member state peacekeeping assessment 
rates; and 

(2) to make available the formula for de- 
termining peacekeeping assessments. 

Subtitle B—Accountability at International 

Organizations 
PREVENTING ABUSE 
KEEPING. 

At least 15 days prior to the anticipated 
date of the vote on a resolution for a new, or 
to reauthorize an existing, peacekeeping 
mission under the auspices of the United Na- 
tions, the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza- 
tion, or any other multilateral organization 
in which the United States participates, or, 
in exigent circumstances, as far in advance 
of any such vote as is practicable, the Sec- 
retary shall submit to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees a report that shall in- 
clude the following: 

(1) A description of the specific measures 
taken and planned to be taken by such orga- 
nization related to such peacekeeping mis- 
sion to— 

(A) prevent the organization’s employees, 
contractor personnel, and forces serving in 
such peacekeeping mission from engaging in 
acts of trafficking in persons, exploitation of 
victims of trafficking, or sexual exploitation 
or abuse; and 

(B) hold accountable any such individuals 
who engages in any such acts while partici- 
pating in such peacekeeping mission. 

(2) An assessment of the effectiveness of 
each of the measures described in paragraph 
(1). 

(3) An accounting and assessment of all 
cases whereby such organization has taken 
action to investigate allegations of its em- 
ployees, contractor personnel, or peace- 
keeping forces serving in such peacekeeping 
mission engaging in acts of trafficking in 
persons, exploitation of victims of traf- 
ficking, or sexual exploitation or abuse, in- 
cluding a description of the current status of 
all such cases. 

SEC. 5412. ADDING PEACEKEEPING ABUSES TO 
COUNTRY REPORT ON HUMAN 
RIGHTS PRACTICES. 

Subsection (d) of section 116 of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151n(d)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘(13) for each country that contributes per- 
sonnel to United Nations peacekeeping mis- 
sions, a description of— 

““(A) any allegations of such personnel en- 
gaging in acts of trafficking in persons, ex- 
ploitation of victims of trafficking, or sexual 
exploitation and abuse while participating in 
such a peacekeeping mission; 

““(B) any repatriations of such personnel 
resulting from an allegation described in 
paragraph (A); 

“(C) any actions taken by such country to- 
ward personnel repatriated as a result of al- 
legations described in paragraph (A), includ- 
ing whether such personnel faced prosecu- 
tion related to such allegations; and 

““(D) the extent to which any actions taken 
as described in paragraph (C) have been com- 
municated by such country to the United 
Nations.”. 

Subtitle C—Personnel Matters 
5421. ENCOURAGING EMPLOYMENT OF 

UNITED STATES CITIZENS AT THE 
UNITED NATIONS. 

Section 181 of the Foreign Relations Au- 

thorization Act for fiscal years 1992 and 1993 


SEC. 5411. IN PEACE- 


SEC. 
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(22 U.S.C. 276c-4) is amended to read as fol- 
lows: “Not less than 180 days after enact- 
ment of this Act, and each year thereafter, 
the Secretary of State shall submit a report 
to the Congress that provides— 

““(1) for each international organization 
which had a geographic distribution formula 
in effect on January 1, 1991, an assessment of 
whether each such organization— 

“(A) is taking good faith steps to increase 
the staffing of United States citizens, includ- 
ing, as appropriate, as assessment of any ad- 
ditional steps such organization could be 
taking; 

“(B) has met the requirements of its geo- 
graphic distribution formula; and 

“*(2) a specific assessment of American rep- 
resentation among professional and senior- 
level positions at the United Nations, includ- 
ing— 

“(A) a description of the proportion of all 
such United States citizen employment at 
the United Nations Secretariat and all 
United Nations specialized agencies, funds 
and programs; 

“(B) as assessment of compliance by the 
United Nations Secretariat and United Na- 
tions specialized agencies, funds and pro- 
grams with any required geographic distribu- 
tion formula; and 

“(C) a description of any steps taken and 
planned to be taken by the United States to 
increase such staffing of United States citi- 
zens at the United Nations Secretariat and 
United Nations specialized agencies, funds 
and programs.”. 

SEC. 5422. ENSURING APPROPRIATE UNITED NA- 
TIONS PERSONNEL SALARIES. 

(a) COMPENSATION OF UNITED NATIONS PER- 
SONNEL.—The President shall direct the 
United States Permanent Representative to 
the United Nations to use the voice, vote, 
and influence of the United States at the 
United Nations to— 

(1) establish appropriate policies, 
dures, and assumptions for— 

(A) determining comparable positions be- 
tween officials in the Professional and high- 
er categories of the United Nations in New 
York and that of the United States Federal 
civil service; 

(B) calculating the margin between the 
compensation of such comparable officials 
and positions; and 

(C) determining the appropriate margin for 
adoption by the United Nations to govern 
compensation for such United Nations offi- 
cials; 

(2) make all policies, procedures, and as- 
sumptions described in paragraph (1) avail- 
able to the public; and 

(8) limit the growth of United Nations offi- 
cials compensation to ensure they remain 
within the margin range established in 
United Nations General Assembly Resolution 
A/RES/40/244, or any subsequent margin 
range adopted by the United Nations to gov- 
ern compensation for such United Nations 
officials. 

(b) REPORT ON SALARY MARGINS.—The Sec- 
retary shall submit a report annually to the 
appropriate congressional committees at the 
time of submission of the first President’s 
budget to Congress— 

(1) describing the policies, procedures, and 
assumptions established or used by the 
United Nations to— 

(A) determine comparable positions be- 
tween officials in the Professional and high- 
er categories of the United Nations in New 
York and that of the United States Federal 
civil service; 

(B) calculate the percentage difference, or 
margin, between the compensation of such 
comparable officials and positions; and 
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(C) determine the margin range established 
in United Nations General Assembly Resolu- 
tion A/RES/40/244, or any subsequent margin 
range adopted by the United Nations to gov- 
ern compensation for such United Nations 
officials; 

(2) assessing, in conformance with the poli- 
cies, procedures, and assumptions described 
in paragraph (1), the percentage difference, 
or margin, between net salaries of officials 
in the Professional and higher categories of 
the United Nations in New York and that of 
comparable positions in the United States 
Federal civil service; 

(3) assessing any changes in the margins 
described in paragraph (2) from the previous 
year; 

(4) assessing the extent to which any such 
changes described in paragraph (3) resulted 
from modifications to the policies, proce- 
dures, and assumptions described in para- 
graph (1); and 

(5) providing the views of the Secretary on 
any such changes described in paragraph (8) 
and any such modifications described in 
paragraph (4). 


TITLE V—CONSULAR AUTHORITIES 


SEC. 5501. VISA INELIGIBILITY FOR INTER- 


NATIONAL CHILD ABDUCTORS. 
Section 212(a)(10)(C)(Gii) of the Immigra- 
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)(10)(C)Gii)) is amended— 
(1) in subclause (I), by adding ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 
(2) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘; or” and 
inserting a period; and 
(3) by striking subparagraph (III). 
SEC. 5502. PRESUMPTION OF IMMIGRANT INTENT 
FOR H AND L VISA CLASSIFICA- 
TIONS. 


Section 214(b) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1184(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking “(other than a non- 
immigrant described in subparagraph (L) or 
(V) of section 101(a)(15), and other than a 
nonimmigrant described in any provision of 
section 101(a)(15)(H)(i) except subclause (b1) 
of such section)””; 

(2) by striking “under section 101(a)(15)”’ 
and inserting in its place ‘‘under the immi- 
gration laws.’’; and 

(3) by striking “he” each place such term 
appears and inserting ‘‘the alien’’. 


SEC. 5503. VISA INFORMATION SHARING. 


Section 222(f) of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1202(f)(2)) is amended: 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘issuance or refusal” and insert- 
ing “issuance, refusal, or revocation’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking “and on the basis of reci- 
procity”’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking “illicit 
weapons; or” and inserting ‘‘illicit weapons, 
or in determining the removability or eligi- 
bility for a visa, admission, or another immi- 
gration benefit of persons who would be inad- 
missible to, or removable from, the United 
States;”; 

(C) in subparagraph (B)— 

(i) by striking “for the purposes” and in- 
serting “for 1 of the purposes”; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘or to deny visas to persons 
who would be inadmissible to the United 
States.” and inserting ‘‘; or”; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 

““(C) with regard to any or all aliens in the 
database, specified data elements from each 
record, if the Secretary of State determines 
that it is in the national interest to provide 
such information to a foreign government.”. 
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TITLE VI—OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY 
OPERATIONS 


TITLE VII—EMBASSY SECURITY 


SA 1781. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense,for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 528, line 14, insert after ‘‘Arctic re- 
gion” the following: ‘‘, as well as among the 
Armed Forces’’. 

On page 528, line 23, insert after “ture,” the 
following: “communications and domain 
awareness,”. 

On page 529, line 5, insert before the period 
at the end the following: ‘‘, including by ex- 
ploring opportunities for sharing installa- 
tions and maintenance facilities”. 


SA 1782. MR. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
TOOMEY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by Mr. McCon- 
NELL to the bill H.R. 2146, to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow 
Federal law enforcement officers, fire- 
fighters, and air traffic controllers to 
make penalty-free withdrawals from 
governmental plans after age 50, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

On page 3, strike lines 9 through 11 and in- 
sert the following: 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to distribu- 
tions after December 31, 2015. 


SA 1783. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Strike section 1273 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1273. SENSE OF CONGRESS AND REPORT ON 
QATAR FIGHTER AIRCRAFT CAPA- 
BILITY CONTRIBUTION TO RE- 
GIONAL SAFETY. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
the Congress that— 

(1) the United States should consider, in a 
timely manner, the July 2013 Letter of Re- 
quest from the Government of Qatar for 
fighter aircraft; 

(2) the approval of such a sale would con- 
tribute to the self-defense of Qatar, deter the 
regional ambitions of Iran, reassure partners 
and allies of the United States commitment 
to regional security, and enhance the strike 
capability of fighter aircraft of the Qatar air 
force; 

(3) the ability of our regional partners to 
respond to threatening Iranian military ac- 
tions in the Gulf, such as closing the Strait 
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of Hormuz or launching a ballistic missile 
attack, is a critical element of deterring Ira- 
nian aggression and to maintaining security 
and stability in the region; 

(4) the maintenance by Israel of a Quali- 
tative Military Edge (QME) is vital, and due 
diligence is essential in thoroughly evalu- 
ating the impact of such a sale as it relates 
to the military capabilities of Israel; and 

(5) the Department of State should 
prioritize its consideration of whether to 
issue a Letter of Offer and Acceptance, to ad- 
vance the sale of fighter aircraft to the Gov- 
ernment of Qatar so that key decisions can 
be taken regarding the way forward for capa- 
bilities that are critical for security and sta- 
bility in the Middle East. 

(b) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State shall, in consultation 
with the Secretary of Defense, shall submit 
to the appropriate committees of Congress a 
report on the risks and benefits of the sale of 
fighter aircraft to Qatar as described in sub- 
section (a). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by 
paragraph (1) shall include the followings: 

(A) A description of the assumptions re- 
garding the increase to Qatar air force capa- 
bilities as a result of the sale. 

(B) A description of the assumptions re- 
garding items described in subparagraph (A) 
as they may impact the preservation by 
Israel of a Qualitative Military Edge. 

(C) An estimated timeline for final adju- 
dication of the decision to approve the sale. 

(3) FORM.—The report required by para- 
graph (1) may be submitted in classified or 
unclassified form. 

(4) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘ap- 
propriate committees of Congress’? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 


SA 1784. Mr. KIRK (for himself and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In title V, insert after section 552 the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 552A. AUTHORITY FOR SPECIAL VICTIMS’ 
COUNSEL TO PROVIDE LEGAL AS- 
SISTANCE TO CIVILIAN INDIVIDUALS 


WHO ARE VICTIMS OF ALLEGED SEX- 
RELATED OFFENSES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 53 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1044e the following new section: 
“$ 1044f. Legal assistance for civilian individ- 

uals who are victims of alleged sex-related 

offenses: Special Victims’ Counsel; civilian 
counsel 

“(a) ASSISTANCE THROUGH SPECIAL VICTIMS’ 
COUNSEL.—Special Victims’ Counsel des- 
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ignated under section 1044e of this title may 

provide such legal assistance to a civilian in- 

dividual who is the victim of an alleged sex- 
related offense in connection with such of- 
fense as may be provided under subsection 

(a) of section 1044 of this title to individuals 

eligible for legal assistance under that sub- 

section. 

““(b) ASSISTANCE THROUGH CIVILIAN COUN- 
SEL.—The Secretary concerned may provide 
legal assistance, including representation in 
legal proceedings, to a civilian individual 
who is the victim of an alleged sex-related 
offense in connection with such offense, in- 
cluding as follows: 

““(1) Through the provision of such assist- 
ance through civilian counsel of the military 
department concerned. 

‘“(2) Through payment or reimbursement of 
civilian counsel obtained by the civilian in- 
dividual in connection with such offense. 

““(c) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of De- 
fense and the Secretary of the Department in 
which the Coast Guard is operating shall pre- 
scribe regulations to carry out this section. 

‘(d) ALLEGED SEX-RELATED OFFENSE DE- 
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘alleged 
sex-related offense’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 1044e(g) of this title.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 53 of 
such title is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 1044e the following 
new item: 

“1044f. Legal assistance for civilian individ- 
uals who are victims of alleged 
sex-related offenses: Special 
Victims’ Counsel; civilian coun- 
sel.”. 


SA 1785. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. AVOIDANCE OF COMMERCIAL AND 
SUBSISTENCE FISHERIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the Secretary of Defense shall— 

(1) endeavor to conduct training exercises 
in a manner that minimizes impact on sub- 
sistence and commercial fisheries and the 
long term health of fish species and stocks; 
and 

(2) endeavor to schedule and locate train- 
ing exercises outside of fishing grounds dur- 
ing fishing seasons. 

(b) CONSULTATION.— 

(1) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 6 months 
prior to the commencement of a training ex- 
ercise subject to subsection (a), the Sec- 
retary of Defense shall consult with the Di- 
rector of the National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice, State and tribal fish and wildlife man- 
agers, fishery user groups, and Regional 
Fishery Management Councils established 
under section 302 of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
(16 U.S.C. 1852) with respect to the sched- 
uling and location of the training exercise. 

(2) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FACA.—A con- 
sultation pursuant to paragraph (1) shall not 
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be subject to the requirements of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

(c) EXCEPTION FOR NATIONAL SECURITY.— 
Subsection (a) shall not apply if the Sec- 
retary of Defense determines that applica- 
tion of such subsection is not in the national 
security interest of the Untied States. 

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section 
may be construed to create any legal right 
or provide a private right of action for any 
person. 


SA 1786. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself 
and Mr. WHITEHOUSE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 


At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . ENHANCED PENALTIES AND OTHER 
TOOLS RELATED TO MARITIME OF- 
FENSES AND ACTS OF NUCLEAR 
TERRORISM. 

(a) PENALTIES FOR MARITIME OFFENSES.— 

(1) PENALTIES FOR VIOLENCE AGAINST MARI- 
TIME NAVIGATION.—Section 2280a(a)(1) of title 
18, United States Code, is amended, in the 
undesignated matter following subparagraph 
(E), by inserting “punished by death or” be- 
fore ““imprisoned for any term”. 

(2) PENALTIES FOR OFFENSES AGAINST MARI- 
TIME FIXED PLATFORMS.—Section 2281la(a)(1) 
of such title is amended, in the undesignated 
matter following subparagraph (C), by in- 
serting ‘‘punished by death or” before ‘‘im- 
prisoned for any term”. 

(b) PENALTIES FOR ACTS OF NUCLEAR TER- 
RORISM.—Section 2332i(c) of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

““(c) PENALTIES.—Any person who violates 
this section shall be punished as provided 
under section 2332a(a).”. 

(c) PROVIDING MATERIAL SUPPORT TO TER- 
RORISTS PREDICATES.— 

(1) MARITIME OFFENSES.—Section 2339A(a) 
of title 18, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘2280a,’’ after “2280,”; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘228la,’’ after ‘‘2281,’’. 

(2) ACTS OF NUCLEAR TERRORISM.—Section 
2339A(a) of such title, as amended by sub- 
section (a), is further amended by inserting 
“23321,” after “2332f,”. 

(d) WIRETAP AUTHORIZATION PREDICATES.— 

(1) MARITIME OFFENSES.—Section 2516(1) of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (p), by striking “or” at 
the end; and 

(B) in paragraph (q), by inserting ‘‘, section 
2280, 2280a, 2281, or 228la (relating to mari- 
time safety),’’ after ‘‘weapons)’’. 

(2) ACTS OF NUCLEAR TERRORISM.—Section 
2516(1)(q) of such title, as amended by sub- 
section (a)(2), is further amended by insert- 
ing ‘‘, 23321,” after ‘‘2332h’’. 


SA 1787. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
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Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1242. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON IRAN NEGO- 
TIATIONS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) President Obama has routinely spoken 
about a hard line when dealing with Iran on 
the subject of their nuclear program and re- 
lated sanctions. 

(2) March 5, 2012, in remarks after meeting 
with Benjamin Netanyahu, President Obama 
stated: ““. . . I reserve all options, and my 
policy here is not going to be one of contain- 
ment. My policy is prevention of Iran obtain- 
ing nuclear weapons. And as I indicated yes- 
terday in my speech, when I say all options 
are at the table, I mean it.” 

(3) On September 25, 2012, in a speech to 
the United Nations General Assembly, Presi- 
dent Obama stated: “Make no mistake: A nu- 
clear-armed Iran is not a challenge that can 
be contained. . .the United States will do 
what we must to prevent Iran from obtaining 
a nuclear weapon.”” 

(4) On April 2, 2015, in an address in the 
Rose Garden, President Obama stated that 
“Tran has also agreed to the most robust and 
intrusive inspections and transparency re- 


gime” and, “This deal was not based on 
trust. It's based on unprecedented 
verification.” 


(5) Iran’s supreme leader, Ayatollah Ali 
Khamenei, has routinely spoken out openly 
against the United States and any sanctions 
against Iran’s nuclear program and related 
sanctions. 

(6) April 9, 2015, in response to the nuclear 
agreement, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei said: 
“Iran’s government and security forces 
wouldn’t permit outside inspections of the 
country’s military sites, which are officially 
nonnuclear but where United Nations inves- 
tigators suspect Tehran conducted tests re- 
lated to atomic weapons development.”” 

(7) On May 20, 2015, in a graduation speech 
at the Imam Hussein Military University in 
Tehran, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei ruled out 
“allowing international inspectors to inter- 
view Iranian nuclear scientists as part of any 
potential deal on its nuclear program”, and 
reiterated that the country ‘‘would not allow 
the inspection of military sites’’. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that no negotiations should be al- 
lowed to continue with respect to a nuclear 
agreement with Iran that does not include 
robust inspections and proper verification of 
all Iran’s nuclear programs, military instal- 
lations, and access to scientists and their re- 
spective progress. 


SA 1788. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
RUBIO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 474, between lines 19 and 20, insert 
the following: 
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(I) Future design and requirements of the 
replacement for the Ticonderoga class cruis- 
er. 


SA 1789. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
RUBIO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 10. LIMITATION OF THE TRANSFER OF 
UNITED STATES NAVAL STATION, 
GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA, TO THE 
GOVERNMENT OF CUBA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No portion of the land or 
water listed by Article I of the United 
States-Cuba Agreements and Treaty of 1934 
shall be transferred to the Government of 
Cuba, unless— 

(1) a democratically-elected Government of 
Cuba and the United States Government mu- 
tually agree to new lease terms for such land 
or water; 

(2) the elections of the Government of Cuba 
were— 

(A) free and fair; 

(B) conducted under internationally recog- 
nized observers; and 

(C) carried out so that opposition parties 
had ample time to organize and campaign 
using full access media available to every 
candidate; 

(3) the Government of Cuba has committed 
itself to constitutional change that would 
ensure regular free and fair elections; 

(4) the Government of Cuba has made a 
public commitment to respect, and is re- 
specting, internationally recognized human 
rights and basic democratic freedoms; 

(5) the President certifies to Congress that 
Cuba is no longer a state sponsor of ter- 
rorism and no longer harbors members of 
recognized foreign terrorist organizations; 
and 

(6) the Secretary of Defense certifies that 
the United States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba, is inconsequential to 
United States national security or to the op- 
eration of the Navy and the Coast Guard in 
the Caribbean Sea. 

(b) CONTINUATION OF CURRENT LEASE.—It 
shall be the policy of the United States to 
continue to lease the land or waterways that 
encompass the United States Naval Station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, unless the criteria 
set out in paragraphs (1) through (6) of sub- 
section (a) are met. 

SEC. 10__ . PROHIBITION ON RELOCATION OF 
MILITARY EQUIPMENT AND CAPA- 
BILITIES FROM UNITED STATES 
NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, 
CUBA, TO THE UNITED STATES OR 
OTHER COUNTRY IN THE CARIB- 
BEAN REGION. 

(a) LIMITATION.—No military equipment 
may be moved to any other United States 
military facility to complete the same tasks 
conducted on, or from, the United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, on 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) PRESERVATION OF OPERATIONAL CAPA- 
BILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States may 
not reduce the operational capabilities pro- 
vided by assets operating aboard, or from, 
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the United States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba, in support of meaningful 
defense activity. 

(2) INCLUDED CAPABILITIES.—Subsection (a) 
applies to— 

(A) the United States Coast Guard per- 
sonnel and equipment supporting maritime 
operations in the vicinity of the United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba, as for the date of the enactment of 
this Act; and 

(B) civilian personnel who support military 
activities directly or otherwise, unless Con- 
gress enacts a law agreeing to move re- 
sources to a more suitable location which al- 
lows for comparable defense activity in the 
region. 
SEC. 10. =. REQUIREMENT TO TEMPORARILY 
HOUSE MIGRANTS INTERCEPTED IN 
INTERNATIONAL WATERS BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES AND THE CAR- 
IBBEAN AT UNITED STATES NAVAL 
STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA. 

The United States may not use appro- 
priated funds to move migrants intercepted 
in the waters between the United States and 
any foreign country in the Caribbean region 
to a location other than the United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, un- 
less— 

(1) the migrant may reasonably be re- 
turned to their country of origin; or 

(2) uncontrollable circumstances do not 
allow for a safe transfer of migrants to the 
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. 
SEC. 10___. LIMITATION IN THE REDUCTION OF 
MILITARY ACTIVITY ON OR IN THE 
WATERS NEAR UNITED STATES 
NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, 
CUBA. 

The United States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba shall continue to perform as 
the logistical port for the Navy and Coast 
Guard operating in the Caribbean Sea at 
operational levels equal to or greater than 
such level on the date of the enactment of 
this Act, unless— 

(1) the Government of Cuba displays a le- 
gitimate capacity to interdict narcotics traf- 
ficking throughout the international water- 
ways surrounding Cuba; 

(2) the Government of Cuba has an estab- 
lished maritime authority capable of in- 
specting cargo and safeguarding ships tra- 
versing the international waterways near 
the United States Naval Station, Guanta- 
namo Bay, Cuba; and 

(3) the Government of Cuba displays the 
capacity to interdict human traffickers oper- 
ating throughout the waterways surrounding 
Cuba. 

SEC. 10... LIMITATION ON MODIFICATION OR 
ABANDONMENT OF LEASED LAND 
AND WATER CONTAINING UNITED 
STATES NAVAL STATION, GUANTA- 
NAMO BAY, CUBA. 

(a) LIMITATION.—The United States may 
not modify the 45 square mile lease of land 
or waterways that encompass the United 
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba, in effect on the date of the enactment 
of this Act, unless— 

(1) the President notifies Congress not 
later than 90 days prior to the proposed 
modification of such lease; and 

(2) after such notification, Congress enacts 
a law authorizing a modification of such 
lease. 

(b) RETENTION.—The United States may 
not abandon any portion of the land or water 
that contains the United States Naval Sta- 
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, unless— 

(1) the President notifies Congress not less 
than 90 days prior to the proposed abandon- 
ment of such land or water; and 
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(2) after such notification, Congress enacts 
a law authorizing such abandonment. 

(c) No NEW GRANT OF AUTHORITY.—This 
section may not be construed to grant the 
President any authority not already pro- 
vided by the Cuban Liberty and Democratic 
Solidarity (LIBERTAD) Act of 1996 (22 U.S.C. 
6021 et seq.). 


SA 1790. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
RUBIO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1040. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
PROGRAMS WHOSE PRIMARY FOCUS 
IS CLOSURE OF THE TERRORIST DE- 
TENTION FACILITY ABOARD NAVAL 
STATION GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA. 

None of the amounts authorized to be ap- 
propriated by this Act or otherwise made 
available for fiscal year 2016 for the Depart- 
ment of Defense may be obligated or ex- 
pended for the purpose of funding personnel 
or programs whose primary focus is facili- 
tating the closure of the terrorist detention 
facility aboard Naval Station Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. 


SA 1791. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
RUBIO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 

SEC. 2822. LAND EXCHANGE, NAVY OUTLYING 
LANDING FIELD, NAVAL AIR STA- 
TION, WHITING FIELD, FLORIDA. 

(a) LAND EXCHANGE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec- 
retary of the Navy may convey to Escambia 
County, Florida (in this section referred to 
as the ‘‘County’’), all right, title, and inter- 
est of the United States in and to a parcel of 
real property, including any improvements 
thereon, containing Navy Outlying Landing 
Field Site 8 in Escambia County associated 
with Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Mil- 
ton, Florida. 

(b) LAND TO BE ACQUIRED.—In exchange for 
the property described in subsection (a), the 
County shall convey to the Secretary of the 
Navy land and improvements thereon in 
Santa Rosa County, Florida, that is accept- 
able to the Secretary and suitable for use as 
a Navy outlying landing field to replace 
Navy Outlying Landing Field Site 8. 

(c) PAYMENT OF COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.— 

(1) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
the Navy shall require the County to cover 
costs to be incurred by the Secretary, or to 
reimburse the Secretary for such costs in- 
curred by the Secretary, to carry out the 
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land exchange under this section, including 
survey costs, costs for environmental docu- 
mentation, other administrative costs re- 
lated to the land exchange, and all costs as- 
sociated with relocation of activities and fa- 
cilities from Navy Outlying Landing Field 
Site 8 to the replacement location. If 
amounts are collected from the County in 
advance of the Secretary incurring the ac- 
tual costs, and the amount collected exceeds 
the costs actually incurred by the Secretary 
to carry out the land exchange, the Sec- 
retary shall refund the excess amount to the 
County. 

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED.— 
Amounts received as reimbursement under 
paragraph (1) shall be credited to the fund or 
account that was used to cover those costs 
incurred by the Secretary in carrying out 
the land exchange. Amounts so credited shall 
be merged with amounts in such fund or ac- 
count, and shall be available for the same 
purposes, and subject to the same conditions 
and limitations, as amounts in such fund or 
account. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property 
to be exchanged under this section shall be 
determined by surveys satisfactory to the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

(e) CONVEYANCE AGREEMENT.—The ex- 
change of real property under this section 
shall be accomplished using a quit claim 
deed or other legal instrument and upon 
terms and conditions mutually satisfactory 
to the Secretary of the Navy and the County, 
including such additional terms and condi- 
tions as the Secretary considers appropriate 
to protect the interests of the United States. 


SA 1792. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
RUBIO) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XXXI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 3124. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR PROVISION OF DEFENSE 
NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION AS- 
SISTANCE TO RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds author- 
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other- 
wise made available for fiscal year 2016 for 
defense nuclear nonproliferation activities, 
and none of the funds authorized to be appro- 
priated for defense nuclear nonproliferation 
activities for any fiscal year before fiscal 
year 2016 that are available for obligation as 
of the date of the enactment of this Act, may 
be obligated or expended to enter into a con- 
tract with, or otherwise provide assistance 
to, the Russian Federation until the Presi- 
dent certifies to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees that the Russian Federa- 
tion is in compliance with— 

(1) the Treaty between the United States of 
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics on the Elimination of Their Inter- 
mediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, 
signed at Washington December 8, 1987, and 
entered into force June 1, 1988 (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘‘Intermediate-Range Nu- 
clear Forces Treaty” or “INF Treaty”); 

(2) the Treaty between the United States of 
America and the Russian Federation on 
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Measures for the Further Reduction and 
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, 
signed on April 8, 2010, and entered into force 
on February 5, 2011 (commonly referred to as 
the “New START Treaty””); 

(3) its obligations under the Presidential 
Nuclear Initiatives agreed to by President 
George H.W. Bush and President Boris 
Yeltsin; and 

(4) its obligations (as the United States de- 
fines those obligations) under the Com- 
prehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, adopted 
by the United Nations General Assembly on 
September 10, 1996. 

(b) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means the following: 

(1) The congressional defense committees. 

(2) The Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives. 


SA 1793. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1283. CONGRESSIONAL OVERSIGHT OF CI- 
VILIAN NUCLEAR COOPERATION 
AGREEMENTS. 

(a) THIRTY-YEAR LIMIT ON NUCLEAR EX- 
PORTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, no funds may be used 
to implement any aspect of an agreement for 
civil nuclear cooperation pursuant to section 
123 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 
U.S.C. 2153) after the date that is 30 years 
after the date of entry into force of such 
agreement unless— 

(A) the President, within the final five 
years of the agreement, has certified to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives that the party 
to such agreement has continued to fulfill 
the terms and conditions of the agreement 
and that the agreement continues to be in 
the interest of the United States; and 

(B) Congress enacts a joint resolution per- 
mitting the continuation of the agreement 
for an additional period of not more than 30 
years. 

(2) EXCEPTIONS.—The restriction in para- 
graph (1) shall not apply to— 

(A) any agreement that had entered into 
force as of August 1, 2015; 

(B) any agreement with the Taipei Eco- 
nomic and Cultural Representative Office in 
the United States (TECRO), or the Inter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency; or 

(C) any amendment to an agreement de- 
scribed in subparagraph (A) or (B). 

(b) APPLICABLE LAW.—Each proposed ex- 
port pursuant to an agreement described 
under this section shall be subject to United 
States laws and regulations in effect at the 
time of each such export. 


SA 1794. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of title X, add the following: 
Subtitle H—Commission on Privacy Rights in 
the Digital Age 

SEC. 1091. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Com- 
mission on Privacy Rights in the Digital Age 
Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 1092. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 

(1) Today, technology that did not exist 30 
years ago pervades every aspect of life in the 
United States. 

(2) Nearly % of adults in the United States 
own a smartphone, and 48 percent of adults 
in the United States rely solely on their cell 
phone for telephone use. 

(3) 84 percent of households in the United 
States own a computer and 73 percent of 
households in the United States have a com- 
puter with an Internet broadband connec- 
tion. 

(4) Federal policies on privacy protection 
have not kept pace with the rapid expansion 
of technology. 

(5) Innovations in technology have led to 
the exponential expansion of data collection 
by both the public and private sectors. 

(6) Consumers are often unaware of the col- 
lection of their data and how their informa- 
tion can be collected, bought, and sold by 
private companies. 

SEC. 1093. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this subtitle is to establish, 
for a 2-year period, a Commission on Privacy 
Rights in the Digital Age to— 

(1) examine— 

(A) the ways in which public agencies and 
private companies gather data on the people 
of the United States; and 

(B) the ways in which that data is utilized, 
either internally or externally; and 

(2) make recommendations concerning po- 
tential policy changes needed to safeguard 
the privacy of the people of the United 
States. 

SEC. 1094. COMPOSITION OF THE COMMISSION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—To carry out the pur- 
pose of this subtitle, there is established in 
the legislative branch a Commission on Pri- 
vacy Rights in the Digital Age (in this sub- 
title referred to as the “Commission”). 

(b) COMPOSITION.—The Commission shall be 
composed of 12 members, as follows: 

(1) Four members appointed by the Presi- 
dent, of whom— 

(A) 2 shall be appointed from the executive 
branch of the Government; and 

(B) 2 shall be appointed from private life. 

(2) Two members appointed by the major- 
ity leader of the Senate, of whom— 

(A) 1 shall be a Member of the Senate; and 

(B) 1 shall be appointed from private life. 

(3) Two members appointed by the minor- 
ity leader of the Senate, of whom— 

(A) 1 shall be a Member of the Senate; and 

(B) 1 shall be appointed from private life. 

(4) Two members appointed by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, of whom— 

(A) 1 shall be a Member of the House; and 

(B) 1 shall be appointed from private life. 

(5) Two members appointed by the minor- 
ity leader of the House of Representatives, of 
whom— 


8789 


(A) 1 shall be a Member of the House; and 

(B) 1 shall be appointed from private life. 

(c) CHAIRPERSON.—The Commission shall 
elect a Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson 
from among its members. 

(d) MEETINGS; QUORUM; VACANCIES.— 

(1) MEETINGS.—After its initial meeting, 
the Commission shall meet upon the call of 
the Chairperson or a majority of its mem- 
bers. 

(2) QUORUM.—Seven members of the Com- 
mission shall constitute a quorum. 

(8) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the Com- 
mission shall not affect its powers but shall 
be filled in the same manner in which the 
original appointment was made. 

(e) APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS; 
MEETING.— 

(1) APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS.—Each mem- 
ber of the Commission shall be appointed not 
later than 60 days after the date of enact- 
ment of this Act. 

(2) INITIAL MEETING.—On or after the date 
on which all members of the Commission 
have been appointed, and not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Commission shall hold its initial meet- 
ing. 

SEC. 1095. DUTIES OF THE COMMISSION. 

The Commission shall— 

(1) conduct an investigation of relevant 
facts and circumstances relating to the ex- 
pansion of data collection practices in the 
public, private, and national security sec- 
tors, including implications for— 

(A) surveillance; 

(B) political, civil, and commercial rights 
of individuals and corporate entities; 

(C) employment practices, including hiring 
and firing; and 

(D) credit availability and reporting; and 

(2) submit to the President and Congress 
reports containing findings, conclusions, and 
recommendations for corrective measures re- 
lating to the facts and circumstances inves- 
tigated under paragraph (1), in accordance 
with section 1099B. 

SEC. 1096. POWERS OF THE COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) HEARINGS AND EVIDENCE.—The Commis- 
sion or, at its direction, any subcommittee 
or member of the Commission, may, for the 
purpose of carrying out this subtitle— 

(A) hold such hearings, sit and act at such 
times and places, take such testimony, re- 
ceive such evidence, and administer such 
oaths as the Commission or such sub- 
committee or member determines advisable; 
and 

(B) subject to paragraph (2)(A), require, by 
subpoena or otherwise, the attendance and 
testimony of such witnesses and the produc- 
tion of such books, records, correspondence, 
memoranda, papers, documents, tapes, and 
materials as the Commission or such sub- 
committee or member determines advisable. 

(2) SUBPOENAS.— 

(A) ISSUANCE.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—A subpoena may be issued 
under paragraph (1) only— 

(I) by the agreement of the Chairperson 
and the Vice Chairperson; or 

(II) by the affirmative vote of 8 members of 
the Commission. 

(ii) SIGNATURE.—Subject to clause (i), a 
subpoena issued under paragraph (1) may— 

(I) be issued under the signature of— 

(aa) the Chairperson; or 

(bb) a member designated by a majority of 
the Commission; and 

(II) be served by— 

(aa) any person designated by the Chair- 
person; or 

(bb) a member designated by a majority of 
the Commission. 


INITIAL 
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(B) ENFORCEMENT.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of contumacy 
or failure to obey a subpoena issued under 
paragraph (1), the United States district 
court for the judicial district in which the 
subpoenaed person resides, is served, or may 
be found, or where the subpoena is return- 
able, may issue an order requiring such per- 
son to appear at any designated place to tes- 
tify or to produce documentary or other evi- 
dence. 

(ii) CONTEMPT OF COURT.—Any failure to 
obey the order of the court under clause (i) 
may be punished by the court as a contempt 
of that court. 

(3) WITNESS ALLOWANCES AND FEES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 1821 of title 28, 
United States Code, shall apply to witnesses 
requested or subpoenaed to appear at any 
hearing of the Commission. 

(B) SOURCE OF FUNDS.—The per diem and 
mileage allowances for witnesses shall be 
paid from funds available to pay the ex- 
penses of the Commission. 

(b) CONTRACTING.—The Commission may, 
to such extent and in such amounts as are 
provided in appropriations Acts, enter into 
contracts to enable the Commission to dis- 
charge its duties under this subtitle. 

(c) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGEN- 
CIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may se- 
cure directly from any Federal department 
or agency such information as the Commis- 
sion considers necessary to carry out this 
subtitle. 

(2) FURNISHING OF INFORMATION.—If the 
Chairperson, the chairperson of any sub- 
committee created by a majority of the 
Commission, or any member designated by a 
majority of the Commission submits to a 
Federal department or agency a request for 
information under paragraph (1), the head of 
the department or agency shall, to the ex- 
tent authorized by law, furnish the informa- 
tion directly to the Commission. 

(3) RECEIPT, HANDLING, STORAGE, AND DIS- 
SEMINATION.—Information furnished under 
paragraph (2) shall only be received, handled, 
stored, and disseminated by members of the 
Commission and its staff consistent with all 
applicable statutes, regulations, and execu- 
tive orders. 

(d) ASSISTANCE FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 

(1) GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION.— 
The Administrator of General Services shall 
provide to the Commission on a reimburs- 
able basis administrative support and other 
services for the performance of the Commis- 
sion’s functions. 

(2) OTHER DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES.—In 
addition to the assistance provided under 
paragraph (1), departments and agencies of 
the United States may provide to the Com- 
mission such services, funds, facilities, staff, 
and other support services as the depart- 
ments and agencies may determine advisable 
and as authorized by law. 

(e) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission 
may use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as a 
department or agency of the United States. 
SEC. 1097. NONAPPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL AD- 

VISORY COMMITTEE ACT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not 
apply to the Commission. 

(b) PUBLIC MEETINGS AND RELEASE OF PUB- 
LIC VERSIONS OF REPORTS.—The Commission 
shall— 

(1) hold public hearings and meetings to 
the extent appropriate; and 

(2) release public versions of the reports re- 
quired under subsections (a) and (b) of sec- 
tion 1099B. 
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(c) PUBLIC HEARINGS.—Any public hearing 
of the Commission shall be conducted in a 
manner consistent with the protection of in- 
formation provided to or developed for or by 
the Commission as required by any applica- 
ble statute, regulation, or executive order. 
SEC. 1098. STAFF OF COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) APPOINTMENT AND COMPENSATION.—The 
Chairperson, in consultation with the Vice 
Chairperson and in accordance with rules 
agreed upon by the Commission, may ap- 
point and fix the compensation of an execu- 
tive director and such other personnel as 
may be necessary to enable the Commission 
to carry out the functions of the Commis- 
sion, without regard to the provisions of 
title 5, United States Code, governing ap- 
pointments in the competitive service, and 
without regard to the provisions of chapter 
51 and subchapter III of chapter 53 of that 
title relating to classification and General 
Schedule pay rates, except that no rate of 
pay fixed under this paragraph may exceed 
the equivalent of that payable for a position 
at level V of the Executive Schedule under 
section 5316 of title 5, United States Code. 

(2) PERSONNEL AS FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The executive director 
and any personnel of the Commission who 
are employees shall be employees under sec- 
tion 2105 of title 5, United States Code, for 
purposes of chapters 63, 81, 83, 84, 85, 87, 89, 
89A, 89B, and 90 of that title. 

(B) MEMBERS OF COMMISSION.—Subpara- 
graph (A) shall not be construed to apply to 
members of the Commission. 

(b) DETAILEES.—Any Federal Government 
employee may be detailed to the Commission 
without reimbursement from the Commis- 
sion, and such detailee shall retain the 
rights, status, and privileges of his or her 
regular employment without interruption. 

(c) CONSULTANT SERVICES.—The Commis- 
sion may procure the services of experts and 
consultants in accordance with section 3109 
of title 5, United States Code, but at rates 
not to exceed the daily rate paid a person oc- 
cupying a position at level IV of the Execu- 
tive Schedule under section 5315 of that title. 
SEC. 1099. COMPENSATION AND TRAVEL EX- 

PENSES. 

(a) COMPENSATION.—Each member of the 
Commission who is not an officer or em- 
ployee of the Federal Government may be 
compensated at not to exceed the daily 
equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay in 
effect for a position at level IV of the Execu- 
tive Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, 
United States Code, for each day during 
which that member is engaged in the actual 
performance of the duties of the Commis- 
sion. 

(b) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—While away from 
their homes or regular places of business in 
the performance of services for the Commis- 
sion, members of the Commission shall be al- 
lowed travel expenses, including per diem in 
lieu of subsistence, in the same manner as 
persons employed intermittently in the Gov- 
ernment service are allowed expenses under 
section 5703 of title 5, United States Code. 
SEC. 1099A. SECURITY CLEARANCES FOR COM- 

MISSION MEMBERS AND STAFF. 

The appropriate departments or agencies 
of the Federal Government shall cooperate 
with the Commission in expeditiously pro- 
viding to the members and staff of the Com- 
mission appropriate security clearances to 
the extent possible under applicable proce- 
dures and requirements, and no person shall 
be provided with access to classified infor- 
mation under this subtitle without the ap- 
propriate security clearances. 
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SEC. 1099B. REPORTS OF COMMISSION; TERMI- 
NATION. 

(a) INTERIM REPORTS.—The Commission 
shall submit to the President and Congress 
interim reports containing such findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations for cor- 
rective measures as have been agreed to by a 
majority of Commission members. 

(b) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Commission shall submit to the President 
and Congress a final report containing such 
findings, conclusions, and recommendations 
for corrective measures as have been agreed 
to by a majority of Commission members. 

(c) CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—Each report 
submitted under subsection (a) or (b) shall be 
in unclassified form, but may include a clas- 
sified annex. 

(d) TERMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission, and all 
the authorities under this subtitle, shall ter- 
minate 60 days after the date on which Com- 
mission submits the final report under sub- 
section (b). 

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITIES BEFORE TER- 
MINATION.—The Commission may use the 60- 
day period referred to in paragraph (1) for 
the purpose of concluding its activities, in- 
cluding providing testimony to committees 
of Congress concerning its reports and dis- 
seminating the final report. 

SEC. 1099C. FUNDING. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as are necessary to carry out this sub- 
title. 

(b) DURATION OF AVAILABILITY.—Amounts 
made available to the Commission under 
subsection (a) shall remain available until 
the termination of the Commission. 


EE 


AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 
FORESTRY 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 4, 
2015, at 10:15 a.m., in room S-240 of the 
Capitol Building. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 
AFFAIRS 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 4, 2015, at 10 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Oversight of the Ex- 
port-Import Bank of the United 
States.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 4, 2015, at 10:15 a.m., in room S-216 
of the Capitol Building. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


June 4, 2015 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen- 
ate on June 4, 2015, at 9:30 a.m., in 
room SD-226 of the Dirksen Senate Of- 
fice Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author- 
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 4, 2015, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON AFRICA AND GLOBAL HEALTH 


POLICY 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations Sub- 


committee on Africa and Global Health 
Policy be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 4, 
2015, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Security Assistance in Afri- 
ca.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT, AGENCY ACTION, 

FEDERAL RIGHTS, AND FEDERAL COURTS 


Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, Sub- 


committee on Oversight, Agency Ac- 
tion, Federal Rights, and Federal 
Courts be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 4, 
2015, at 2 p.m., in room SD-226 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, to con- 
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘Rewriting the 
Law: Examining the Process That Led 
to the ObamaCare Subsidy Rule.”” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON REGULATORY AFFAIRS AND 

FEDERAL MANAGEMENT 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Sub- 
committee on Regulatory Affairs and 
Federal Management of the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 4, 2015, at 1:15 p.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled, “Examining Practical 
Solutions to Improve the Federal Reg- 
ulatory Process.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


EES 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that MAJ Justin 
Gorkowski, a U.S. Army fellow for the 
office of Senator Roy BLUNT, be grant- 
ed floor privileges throughout the du- 
ration of consideration of H.R. 1735, the 
National Defense Authorization Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that my na- 
tional security fellow, Robert 
Palladino, be given floor privileges 
through the end of this Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that my in- 
terns, Jasper MacNaughton and Holly 
O’Brien, be granted the privilege of the 
floor for the remainder of the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— A 


DEFENDING PUBLIC SAFETY 
EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT ACT 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Finance be discharged from 
further consideration of H.R. 2146 and 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 2146) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow Federal law 
enforcement officers, firefighters, and air 
traffic controllers to make _ penalty-free 
withdrawals from governmental plans after 
age 50, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the 
Toomey amendment at the desk be 
agreed to, the bill, as amended, be read 
a third time and passed, and the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 1782) was agreed 
to, as follows: 


(Purpose: To change the effective date) 

On page 3, strike lines 9 through 11 and in- 
sert the following: 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to distribu- 
tions after December 31, 2015. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The bill (H.R. 2146), as amended, was 
passed. 


— 


ORDERS FOR MONDAY, JUNE 8, 
2015 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 3 p.m. on Monday, June 8; 
that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, and the time for the two lead- 
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day; that following leader remarks, 
the Senate be in a period of morning 
business for up to 1 hour, with Senators 
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permitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each; and that following morn- 
ing business, the Senate resume consid- 
eration of H.R. 1735. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— > 


PROGRAM 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, 
there will be no rollcall votes during 
Mondays session of the Senate. Sen- 
ators should expect votes around 
lunchtime on Tuesday. 


—_ >> 


ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be- 
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order, following the remarks 
of Senator COLLINS and Senator SUL- 
LIVAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Maine. 


EE 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 


Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 
this evening in support of the fiscal 
year 2016 National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act, which provides our soldiers, 
sailors, airmen, and marines with the 
critical resources they require to meet 
our critical national security missions. 

Let me begin by expressing my sin- 
cere gratitude to both the chairman, 
Senator MCCAIN, and the ranking mem- 
ber, Senator REED, for tackling many 
of the complex and challenging issues 
facing our Nation and our military. 

During my time in the Senate, I have 
never been more concerned about glob- 
al instability and the threats posed to 
our country by radical Islamic extrem- 
ists. We must work together to ensure 
our collective defense and this bill puts 
us on the path to doing so. 

The legislation affirms the strategic 
importance of our Navy and ship- 
building programs by fully funding the 
DDG 1000 Program and authorizing $400 
million in incremental funding author- 
ity toward an additional DDG 51 be- 
yond those included in the current 
multiyear procurement contract. This 
additional ship is very much needed by 
our Navy and it would fulfill the terms 
of a 2002 swap agreement between the 
two major shipbuilders regarding the 
construction of large surface combat- 
ants. Both my colleague Senator 
ANGUS KING and I advocated for these 
critical provisions. 

I am so proud of the highly skilled 
and hard-working men and women of 
Bath Iron Works in my State who con- 
struct these ships for the Navy. The 
DDG 1000 is the lead ship of its class. It 
will bolster our ability to project 
power. It promises to deliver a wide 
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array of cutting-edge innovations such 
as stealth technology, electric propul- 
sion, and a smaller crew size. 

Our destroyers are the workhorses of 
the Navy. Recently, the Bath-built 
USS Farragut, which I was honored to 
christen almost 10 years ago, was dis- 
patched to the Strait of Hormuz after 
Iranian naval forces harassed commer- 
cial vessels transiting the area. The 
USS Farragut escorted U.S.-flagged 
ships through the Strait, projecting 
American power and sending a strong 
signal to enemies and allies alike that 
the U.S. Navy is prepared and ready to 
respond to acts of aggression. 

Our Navy fleet provides the robust 
forward presence our Nation requires 
to respond not only to acts of aggres- 
sion but to humanitarian disasters as 
well as to protect critical trade groups 
that facilitate global commerce and se- 
curity. The power of presence cannot 
be taken for granted or ignored, which 
is why the investments in our Navy 
that are authorized by this bill are so 
critical. We simply need more ships to 
be where we want to be in the world 
when we want to be and need to be 
there. The Navy’s plan shows that un- 
less we make the investments that are 
needed, our fleet will continue to 
shrink and, thus, jeopardize our na- 
tional security. 

This bill also maintains investments 
in our public shipyards, which are an- 
other set of strategic facilities in our 
national security arsenal. 

Recently, I had the honor of hosting 
our Secretary of Labor, Thomas Perez, 
in Maine. We visited and were so im- 
pressed by the very successful appren- 
ticeship program at the Portsmouth 
Naval Shipyard in Kittery, ME. The 
shipyard in Kittery is one of only four 
remaining public naval shipyards, and 
it is renowned for its skilled and dedi- 
cated workforce that is helping our Na- 
tion transition from the Los Angeles 
Class to the Virginia Class submarines. 

This bill also provides the resources 
necessary to help our allies and part- 
ners around the world. When Hamas 
fired more than 3,000 rockets into 
Israel last summer, the value of U.S.- 
Israeli cooperative missile defense pro- 
grams became crystal clear. 

During those countless attacks, it 
was the Iron Dome missile defense sys- 
tem developed in Israel, with coopera- 
tion and assistance from the United 
States, that saved countless civilian 
lives. 

In addition, this bill continues to im- 
prove and strengthen the military’s re- 
sponse to sexual assault. How well I re- 
member at an Armed Services sub- 
committee hearing a decade ago when I 
first raised the issue of sexual assault 
in the military, and how dismissive the 
reply was of GEN George Casey. Fortu- 
nately, that attitude has changed, and 
in the last 2 years, significant reforms 
have been implemented to help combat 
these crimes and improve services and 
care for the survivors of sexual assault. 
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Still, the work of translating the 
military's stated policy of zero toler- 
ance into reality remains unfinished 
business. Key provisions in this year’s 
bill build upon the past reforms we 
have made by improving the protec- 
tions for victims of sexual assault, en- 
hancing confidential reporting options, 
and expanding the authority of special 
victims” counsel to assist the survivors 
of sexual assault. The Department of 
Defense must, however, do more to 
eliminate, once and for all, retaliation 
against the victims of sexual assault 
who come forward to report these 
crimes. 


To further support our men and 
women in uniform, this bill rejects a 
provision proposed by the administra- 
tion that would consolidate TRICARE 
and limit care options for servicemem- 
bers and their families. This bill pre- 
serves the U.S. Family Health Plan, 
which serves as a model of high-quality 
and cost-effective care. This program 
has been extremely successful and pop- 
ular among enrollees in Maine. I have 
been impressed with the work I have 
seen them do in case management of 
chronic diseases such as diabetes. 


This bill also directs the Pentagon to 
rein in or eliminate unnecessary, 
wasteful spending. It cuts headquarters 
and administrative costs by 7.5 percent 
in the year 2016. In this time of budget 
constraints, we owe it to taxpayers to 
assess every efficiency and use every 
cost-saving measure, while also con- 
tinuing to ensure the security of our 
Nation. 


Finally, I wish to thank the com- 
mittee for making the right decision in 
rejecting the President's proposal to 
authorize a new base realignment and 
closure round in 2016. I have been 
through BRAC rounds, and they have 
required significant costs and have 
failed to deliver on the promised sav- 
ings, as has been documented by the 
Government Accountability Office— 
GAO. 


This bill would also better tailor the 
HUBZone Program to meet the needs 
of communities affected by the closure 
of U.S. military installations through 
the previous BRAC process. The provi- 
sions included in the bill are drawn 
from the HUBZone Expansion Act that 
I authored with my colleague Senator 
KING. 


I urge support of this highly signifi- 
cant legislation. I am pleased to have 
worked with the members of the com- 
mittee on which I have served for so 
many years. Again, I congratulate the 
leaders of the committee and the mem- 
bers of the committee for their excel- 
lent work. 


Thank you, Mr. President. 
I yield the floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Alaska. 
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NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT AND THE ECONOMY 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act. This is a bipartisan 
bill that will provide our servicemem- 
bers with the funding they need to con- 
tinue to keep our country safe. 

Over the last 5 months, we have had 
numerous senior military officials, sen- 
ior military officers, and foreign policy 
experts talk to the Senate Armed Serv- 
ices Committee on which I serve about 
the significant challenges that our 
country faces. The senior Senator from 
Arizona talked about this very elo- 
quently today on the floor about ISIL, 
a resurgent Russia, North Korea with 
nuclear weapons, and this NDAA bill 
that we are now debating on the floor 
focuses on addressing these challenges. 
It also makes important moderniza- 
tions to our investments with regard to 
military weapons, cuts bureaucratic 
redtape at the Pentagon, and ensures 
that our Armed Forces remain the 
most agile and lethal in the world. It 
upholds our commitments to our serv- 
icemembers, to their families, to mili- 
tary retirees, and to their families. 

It is remarkable that right now, as 
we debate this bill—this critically im- 
portant bill on the Senate floor—the 
President of the United States has al- 
ready come out and said he is going to 
likely veto it if it is in its current 
form. He is going to veto the NDAA. 
Think about that. One of the most im- 
portant things we are doing to take 
care of our troops, and the President is 
threatening a veto. Now, during the 
markup of this bill, many Members on 
the other side of the aisle—our col- 
leagues—also threatened to work on 
the amendments but to not vote for the 
bill. They were all going to vote 
against the bill. But we stood firm—the 
chairman and other members of the 
committee—and said: This is not the 
kind of bill we play politics with. This 
is not the kind of bill we try to make 
political points on. This is a bill that 
funds our troops, that funds the de- 
fense of our Nation. Guess what hap- 
pened. They got the message. Only four 
members of the Senate Armed Services 
Committee voted against this bill. It 
was a very bipartisan bill coming out 
of the committee, and I certainly hope, 
when this bill passes the U.S. Senate 
and moves to conference with the 
House and then moves to the Presi- 
dent’s desk, that he does not play poli- 
tics with our troops; that he removes 
his threat to veto one of the most im- 
portant pieces of legislation that we 
will work on this year. 

I wish to thank the senior Senator 
from Arizona, the chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee, for his 
critical leadership in ushering this bill 
out of the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee. I had the distinct honor of 
traveling with Senator MCCAIN re- 
cently to Asia, including to Vietnam, 
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where his service has inspired count- 
less millions of Americans as well as 
the people of Vietnam. I saw that first- 
hand. It was humbling. It was an honor 
to be there with him, Senator REED, 
and Senator ERNST on a trip I will cer- 
tainly remember for a lifetime. 

Now, we all took an oath a few 
months ago to pledge solemnly to ‘‘de- 
fend the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic.” We took that oath right 
here on this floor. That is what the 
NDAA does. It gives our servicemem- 
bers what they need to fight and defend 
our great Nation. That is why 53 
NDAAs have consecutively passed the 
Congress. 

It hasn't been about partisanship. 
This bill has moved through the Con- 
gress every year for over half a century 
because it is so important. So again, I 
would say it would be remarkable if 
the President of the United States 
would veto this, particularly given the 
threats that we see to our Nation. 

I want to talk about those rising 
threats and one of the biggest ones 
that doesn't get enough attention. We 
have heard from the chairman of the 
Senate Armed Services Committee and 
from both sides of the aisle about what 
those threats are facing our Nation: 
ISIS, Iran, Russia, China. These are 
rising threats, no doubt. But there is a 
rising threat to our national security 
that almost never gets talked about, 
and in some ways it is the biggest 
threat that our Nation faces. 

I am talking about our economy. I 
am talking about the need for a strong 
economy. Our economy is one of the 
most critical elements of our national 
security. A strong robust economy is 
our best defense. We have the greatest 
military in the world, no doubt—the 
most professional military force in the 
world, no doubt. We have built this up 
over decades. But we built this up and 
we have it because for decades we have 
had a strong economy. For decades we 
have had the most innovative, robust 
economy in the world. 

A strong economy is our best weapon 
against those who would do us harm. A 
strong economy means more peace, 
more security, and more prosperity. 
When America is strong, when it is 
working, when it is producing, when 
our economy is robust, the world is 
safer. Our strength sends a signal to 
the world. It allows us to set the nar- 
rative, to set the rules. It allows us to 
become the beacon that this country 
has been for generations. 

Right now, we don't have this crit- 
ical component of our national secu- 
rity, a strong economy. We do not have 
this. As a matter of fact, our economy 
is getting weaker, not stronger. The 
verdict is in. Economists from all 
across the country, of all political per- 
suasions, agree that the recovery from 
the last recession has been one of the 
slowest economic recoveries this coun- 
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try has ever had. We have not had a 
slower recovery in well over 50 years. 
The American Enterprise Institute has 
called this recovery ‘‘glacially and 
painfully slow by historic standards.” 
Even the Center for American 
Progress, a very liberal think tank, has 
said that ‘‘this has been a poor recov- 
ery in every regard.” 

That was last year. This year it is 
worse. The gross domestic product, 
which is the value of everything this 
country produces, last quarter shrank. 
Let me repeat that. We didn’t grow. We 
didn’t grow by 1 percent, 2 percent. The 
economy of the United States shrank 
by almost 1 percent. We contracted. It 
is the third time the economy has 
shrunk since 2009. 

We don’t even have a recovery. We 
don’t have a recovery. Right now we 
have no growth. That means Ameri- 
cans have less money in their pockets. 
It means wages haven’t kept up with 
inflation. It means the gap between the 
richest and the poorest is growing. We 
must get back to higher growth rates. 
We must get back to traditional levels 
of American growth. We must get back 
to an economy that makes us stronger 
globally and produces hope and oppor- 
tunity at home. 

It wasn’t too long ago that we ex- 
pected in this country at least 4 per- 
cent annual GDP growth. That is a 
very normal, traditional level of Amer- 
ican growth. When President Reagan 
was in office, the average growth rate 
was about 4.8 percent. During Presi- 
dent Clinton and the first term of 
President Bush it was 3.5 to 4 percent 
GDP growth. 

(Mr. PERDUE assumed the Chair.) 

My colleague from Louisiana, who 
was just presiding, wrote a recent ex- 
cellent article in the Wall Street Jour- 
nal. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that article be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate- 
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Wall Street Journal, Apr. 30, 2015] 
DISMAL GROWTH NEEDS THE 3.5% SOLUTION 
THE STEPS TO SPURRING THE ECONOMY INCLUDE 

ALLOWING OIL EXPORTS AND NOT TAXING RE- 

PATRIATED OVERSEAS PROFITS 

(By Bill Cassidy and Louis Woodhill) 

On Wednesday the Commerce Department 
announced that first-quarter growth of gross 
domestic product was a dismal 0.2%. Fol- 
lowing fourth-quarter GDP growth in 2014 of 
an anemic 2.2%, the already sluggish econ- 
omy has slowed almost to a halt. 

America is facing a harsh reality. The re- 
covery that began in 2009 is the weakest in 
postwar history. Millions have dropped out 
of the labor force, frustrated by lack of op- 
portunity. Lower-income workers are under- 
employed, middle-incomes have not ad- 
vanced as in the past, and government de- 
pendency has increased. As budget battles 
rage in Congress, ignored is what really mat- 
ters: rapid, sustained economic growth. 

The Congressional Budget Office has esti- 
mated that the U.S. economy will grow by a 
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meager 2.3% over the next decade, and its es- 
timate has declined in the past six months. 

t this growth rate, Americans face a future 
of stagnation, inequality and despair. 

Here’s why: From 1790 to 2014, U.S. GDP in 
real dollars grew at an average annual rate 
of 3.73%. Had America grown at the CBO’s 
“economic speed limit” of 2.3% for its entire 
history, GDP would be $780 billion today in- 
stead of more than $17 trillion. And GDP per 
capita would be $2,433, lower than Papua New 
Guinea’s. 

Looked at differently, had GDP grown 
from 2001 to 2014 at the 3.87% annual rate of 
1993-2000, the federal government would have 
had a $500 billion surplus in 2014 instead of a 
$500 billion deficit. And that’s with the same 
excessive government spending. 

The last time the federal budget balanced 
was 2001 when there was a $128 billion sur- 
plus. This was not achieved with spending 
cuts and tax increases; instead it came after 
four years of rapid growth—4.45% on average 
from 1997 to 2000. Helping fuel the economy 
was a capital-gains tax cut that took effect 
on Jan. 1, 1997. 

The low growth rate during the Obama ad- 
ministration, averaging 1.36%, is not an acci- 
dent. If the cost of regulations are recog- 
nized as taxation by other means, President 
Obama's first six years of taxes and regula- 
tions (and threats of more of both) have un- 
dermined confidence among entrepreneurs, 
small business owners, and the investors 
that would back them with capital. For the 
first time in memory, the number of business 
entities in America is actually falling, ac- 
cording to the Census Bureau. 

An example of what not to do is the EPA’s 
proposed ozone rule, which the National As- 
sociation of Manufacturers predicts will re- 
duce GDP by $140 billion a year, destroy 1.4 
million jobs per year and cost each house- 
hold $830 per year. All for health-benefits 
claims that public-health experts find ques- 
tionable. 

It’s important to be realistic about the fu- 
ture, but 2.3% growth is fatalistic, not real- 
istic. 

President Obama and the Congress should 
be agreeing on what it takes to achieve 3.5% 
growth. Looking at Social Security Trust- 
ees’ reports, 3.5% is the rate of growth re- 
quired to ensure the solvency of Social Secu- 
rity and Medicare, with no tax increases and 
no benefit cuts. 

There are tangible steps we can take to- 
ward a pro-growth economy. One step is to 
reform the uncompetitive corporate tax 
code, as recommended by President Obama’s 
Bipartisan Debt Commission, among others, 
including the repatriation of overseas profits 
without any additional taxation. Increase oil 
and natural gas exports, which the National 
Association of Manufacturers estimates 
would raise 2020 GDP by as much as 1%, 
while reducing unemployment by 0.5% due to 
an increase in manufacturing jobs. Rein in 
the EPA’s animus for fossil fuels. Replace 
ObamaCare with a plan that lowers, rather 
than raises, the cost of employment, and 
which does not incentivize businesses to lay 
off low-wage workers or cut their hours. 

Congress should devise a plan for 3.5% eco- 
nomic growth. This isn’t wishful thinking. 
High growth is historically normal for the 
United States. It is the present imperative, 
it is the only way forward. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. The title is ‘‘Dismal 
Growth Needs the 3.5% Solution.” He 
noted that from 1790 to 2014, almost the 
entire history of our great Nation, this 
country grew annually at 3.7 percent 
GDP growth—3.7 percent. The Obama 
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administration’s annual growth rate 
has been 1.3 percent. Think about 
that—1.3 percent. 

According to the former CBO Direc- 
tor, the difference between 2.5 percent 
and 3.5 percent growth—just 1 percent 
GDP growth difference—will have a 
huge impact on American families. We 
would be able to produce nationally 2.5 
million more jobs and the average in- 
come in terms of wages would be $9,000 
higher—$9,000 higher. Think about 
what you could do with that amount of 
money. Think about what American 
families could do with that amount of 
money, just by going 1 percent higher 
in our growth rate. 

Our distinguished colleague from 
Pennsylvania recently mentioned that 
in order to double the standard of liv- 
ing for a family—to double their in- 
come—at 3 percent growth, you can do 
that in 24 years, or a generation. That 
is why every generation of Americans 
has benefitted and done better than the 
previous one, because we have grown at 
3, 3.5, 4 percent growth rate. We are 
doubling our standard of living. At 1 
percent growth, which is the Obama 
growth rate, it takes 72 years to double 
your standard of living—72 years. That 
is the trajectory we are on. 

What is most disturbing about this is 
that this is a huge issue for the coun- 
try. You don’t read about it in the 
press. Heck, last quarter we shrunk. 
The economy of the United States, the 
greatest economy in the world, shrunk, 
and there was barely a press report 
about it. It has become what people are 
now referring to as the new normal. 
Traditional levels of American growth 
at 3.5, 4 or 4.5 percent GDP growth— 
nope, in the Obama era that is a thing 
of the past. We are in the new normal 
era, with 1.5 percent GDP growth— 
maybe 2, if we are lucky. 

We need to change that. We need to 
get the traditional levels of American 
growth. What is most amazing is that 
the administration seems to be just 
shrugging its shoulders. Oh, we con- 
tracted last quarter? That is no big 
deal. A 1.5 percent to 2 percent GDP 
growth for the entire Obama adminis- 
tration record—that is fine. 

But it is a big deal, and it is not fine. 
We need to change this. 

Since 2009, the White House has 
blamed everything from former Presi- 
dent George W. Bush to the weather to 
climate change to Europe’s health to 
growth problems in Africa for these 
slow growth rates. But have you ever 
heard the President say: It might be 
the policies of my own administration. 
It might be the fact that we are over- 
regulating every element of this great 
economy of ours. They need to stop 
blaming and start fixing this economy. 

We need to get our country moving 
again. We have so many comparative 
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advantages to other countries—so 
many. We have the greatest univer- 
sities in the world right here in Amer- 
ica—the greatest universities in the 
world compared to any other country. 
We have agriculture, farmers who feed 
the world. We have a high-tech sector 
that is the envy of the world. We have 
a capital markets sector that commer- 
cializes great ideas quicker than any 
place in the world. We have natural re- 
sources—oil, gas, minerals—that are 
the envy of the world. We are pro- 
ducing more natural gas than any 
place in the world right now. We are 
producing more oil than Saudi Arabia 
right now because our private sector 
has innovation, ingenuity, hard work. 
We have tremendous advantages that 
almost any other country would envy. 

What we need to do now is unleash 
this country’s might, unleash the great 
potential that is the American econ- 
omy. We need to refuel America. When 
we grow our economy, we will protect 
our country. 

We need regulatory reform. Right 
now the cost of regulations to our 
economy according to the President’s 
own Small Business Administration is 
close to $2 trillion a year. That is al- 
most $15,000 per American family. 
Think about that—$15,000 per family is 
keeping us down. We need a competi- 
tive tax system. We need to unleash 
the might of our private sector through 
cutting redtape and making sure that 
we are open for business, not stran- 
gling businesses with redtape from 
Washington. 

I want to emphasize these issues be- 
cause we have been talking about the 
NDAA, the national defense of our 
country, for the past few days on the 
Senate floor, and we are going to be 
talking about these important issues 
next week as well. And they are crit- 
ical issues, but this is a critical issue. 
If we can’t grow our economy, if we 
can’t get back to traditional levels of 
American growth, we are going to con- 
tinue to have challenges. But if we can 
do this, if we can grow consistently by 
4.5 or 5 percent in GDP growth, that is 
the best way to address our challenges, 
our deficit, our $18 trillion debt, our 
national security and the funding of 
our military. We need to focus more on 
the economy. 

This administration has failed the 
American people on these issues. We 
need to unleash the might of this great 
economy of ours, and we will keep our 
country safe by doing so. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 


EEE 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
JUNE 8, 2015, AT 3 P.M. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 3 p.m. on Monday. 


June 4, 2015 


Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:08 p.m., 
adjourned until Monday, June 8, 2015, 
at 3 p.m. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


IN THE AIR FORCE 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI- 
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 


To be general 
GEN. DARREN W. MCDEW 


IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be lieutenant general 


MAJ. GEN. RONALD F. LEWIS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 


To be general 


LT. GEN. ROBERT B. ABRAMS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE CHIEF OF STAFF OF THE ARMY AND APPOINT- 
MENT IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE IN- 
DICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR- 
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTIONS 601 AND 3033: 


To be general 
GEN. MARK A. MILLEY 


IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS AND APPOINTMENT IN 
THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 601 
AND 5033: 


To be admiral 
ADM. JOHN M. RICHARDSON 


IN THE MARINE CORPS 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED WHILE SERVING AS THE CHIEF DEFENSE 
COUNSEL FOR MILITARY COMMISSIONS UNDER THE 
UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION, ARTICLE II, SECTION 2, 
CLAUSE 2, AND THE NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014, SECTION 1037: 
To be brigadier general 


COL. JOHN G. BAKER 


IN THE ARMY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be major 
FRANCIS J. RACIOPPI, JR. 
IN THE NAVY 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant commander 


NATALIE R. BAKAN 


THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 


To be commander 
PATRICK R. O'MARA 


June 4, 2015 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF 
CHIEF WARRANT OFFICER-4 MI- 
CHAEL A. HUDSON 


HON. TIM RYAN 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, today, | am 
very grateful for the opportunity to recognize 
Chief Warrant Officer-4 Michael A. Hudson, 
his wife Karin, and their two sons Zachary and 
Joshua, for their hard work and commitment to 
our great country, the United States of Amer- 
ica. After honorably serving as an active duty 
U.S. Marine for the past 20 years, CW4 Hud- 
son retired on Friday, May 15, 2015. 

CW4 Hudson is an Ohio native from San- 
dusky who joined the Marine Corps in 1994. 
He has received numerous personnel awards 
such as: the Defense Meritorious Service 
Medal, the Meritorious Service Medal, the 
Combat Action Ribbon, two Navy and Marine 
Corps Commendation Medals, and two Navy 
and Marine Corps Achievement Medals. CW4 
Hudson also excelled in his studies having 
earned a Master’s Degree from Webster Uni- 
versity in Management and Leadership. CW4 
Hudson not only served his country while re- 
siding in the United States but also while living 
abroad in Japan for six years with his family. 
While on duty in Okinawa, Japan CW4 Hud- 
son worked with General Support Mainte- 
nance Company during 1999. In 2006, CW4 
Hudson and his family later transferred to 
Iwakuni, Japan where he served as the Sta- 
tion Motor Transport Officer and Garrison Mo- 
bile Equipment Fleet Manager. 

It is with sincere gratitude | honor Mr. Hud- 
son’s family for their dedication to our country 
throughout his years of active service. Mrs. 
Karin Hudson has been happily married to Mr. 
Hudson for nineteen years. Not only has she 
held an important position with Valley Coun- 
seling in Warren, Ohio as a Program Man- 
ager, but she has also fulfilled the role of both 
parents her husband was deployed. Mrs. Hud- 
son selflessly moved with her family whenever 
her husband's duty called for them to do so, 
and | laud her for her commitment to her hus- 
band, her family, and her country. 

| would also like to acknowledge Mr. and 
Mrs. Hudson’s two sons, Zachary and Joshua, 
for their patience and spirit as they traveled 
with their parents around Japan and the 
United States. It may at times be difficult to 
have a parent in active service, but they have 
shown true patriotism in their support of their 
father. Zachary at thirteen attends Lakeview 
Middle School, all the while enjoying the re- 
sponsibilities of being a Boy Scout. His young- 
er brother Joshua is nine years old and cur- 
rently attends Lakeview Elementary where he 
enjoys playing baseball. 

Mr. Speaker | ask all of my colleagues to 
join me in extending a heartfelt thank you to 


Chief Warrant Officer-4 Hudson and his family 
for their commitment to our country. We will 
never forget the years you have honorably 
served and will forever be thankful for it. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. AMI BERA 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoidably 
detained on Rollcall vote No. 292, the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. SANFORD of South Caro- 
lina. Had | been present, | would have voted 
“No.” 


TRIBUTE TO CARL ST. CLAIR 
HON. MIMI WALTERS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, today | wish to honor and celebrate 
Carl St. Clairs 25th Anniversary as the Music 
Director at Orange County’s Pacific Sym- 
phony. 

Under Carl St. Clair’s brilliant leadership, 
Pacific Symphony has become the largest pro- 
fessional symphony orchestra formed in the 
past fifty years. Through St. Clairs out- 
standing vision, sensitivity, and dynamic lead- 
ership, Pacific Symphony has developed pro- 
gramming that has bridged different cultures, 
engaged creative voices, and opened the door 
of great music for all. 

St. Clair's artistic vision and standards have 
generated enthusiastic audiences locally and 
internationally. In 2006, he led the Symphony 
on its first European tour—nine cities in three 
countries playing before capacity houses and 
receiving extraordinary reviews. His commit- 
ment to new music has been demonstrated lo- 
cally and admired nationally. The Pacific Sym- 
phony’s American Composers’ Festival has 
celebrated leading composers annually for fif- 
teen years; the Symphony has won two 
ASCAP Awards for Adventurous Program- 
ming, and has released eleven recordings— 
primarily the music of American composers. 
St. Clair has produced numerous thematic fes- 
tivals and fostered the return of professional 
opera to Orange County. He has also devel- 
oped continuing programmatic relationships 
with a number of local universities, including 
USC, Chapman University, and UC-Irvine. 

St. Clair is actively involved in both the con- 
ception and implementation of Pacific Sym- 
phony’s education and outreach programs. 
The orchestra produces more than twenty dis- 
tinct education and outreach programs—sev- 
eral garnered national attention and are widely 
replicated. 


Maestro St. Clair has proclaimed that 
“Music is a birthright,” and has supported that 
vision with complementary activities that are 
accessible to the entire community. 

Through HEARTSTRINGS, the Symphony 
provides music to more than twenty different 
agencies that range from homeless shelters 
and after school youth-mentoring clubs to the 
Center for Autism and Neurodevelopmental 
Disorders and Age Well Senior Services. This 
is accomplished through individual and small 
group visits to agency sites as well as pro- 
viding available tickets for major perform- 
ances. In total, forty-four percent of the Pacific 
Symphony’s annual audiences heard the or- 
chestra at no cost last season. Finally, in per- 
haps the greatest salute to Maestro St. Clair’s 
musical leadership, fully one-third of Pacific 
Symphony musicians (37 in number) have ten- 
ures with the orchestra that equal or exceed 
his twenty-five years. 

From the highest artistic standards to the 
breadth of community outreach and service, 
Carl St. Clair is a vital part of the distinctive 
quality of life we enjoy in Orange County and 
Southern California. | thank him for his leader- 
ship and for enriching the lives of children and 
adults throughout the Southern California re- 
gion, the nation, and the world. 


EE 


HONORING MARVIN GIBSON ON 
THE OCCASION OF EARNING HIS 
SEVENTY YEAR PIN 


HON. DAN BENISHEK 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mr. Marvin Gibson of Marquette, Michi- 
gan on the occasion of earning his Seventy 
Year Pin in service of the Boy Scouts of 
America. Mr. Gibson was awarded this honor 
at a ceremony in Northern Michigan on May 
31, 2015. 

As Scoutmaster of Boy Scout Troop 305 in 
Marquette, Mr. Gibson has shown his devotion 
to the scouting way of life. In his long career 
with the BSA, he has earned several other 
distinctions such as the rank of Eagle Scout, 
Vigil Honor in the Order of the Arrow, National 
Jamboree Leadership, and the Order of the 
Arrow National Conferences. Mr. Gibson is ad- 
ditionally the father of an Eagle Scout and a 
long time summer camp staffer at Camp Hia- 
watha. 

As a former Boy Scout myself, | have first- 
hand experience in the positive work that 
Scouting provides, especially in helping young 
men become self-reliant and learn important 
skills. On behalf of all residents of the First 
Congressional District, | wish to convey my 
congratulations to Mr. Gibson, his family, his 
fellow scouts, and the many that he has 
helped to positively influence in his seventy 
years in service of scouting. 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 


Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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IN HONOR OF SHERIFF LEON 
WILMOT 


HON. PAUL A. GOSAR 


OF ARIZONA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize a patriot, a public servant and a 
great Sheriff, Sheriff Leon Wilmot from Yuma, 
Arizona. 

Sheriff Wilmot has been an effective law en- 
forcement officer and a staunch advocate in 
opposing illegal immigration and for supporting 
the rule of law. His leadership has recently 
been recognized by the National Sheriff's As- 
sociation which has named him Chairman of 
its Immigration and Border Security Com- 
mittee. 

Much deserved Sheriff Wilmot, congratula- 
tions. Know that we support your efforts here 
in Washington, D.C. 


HONORING SERGEANT ERIC LUND 
HON. DAN BENISHEK 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in 
recognition of Sergeant Eric Lund, a true 
American hero, as well as the community that 
banded together to help serve one of their 
neighbors who sacrificed so much in defense 
of our freedom. 

Sergeant Eric Lund joined the U.S. Army 
National Guard in 2003 after graduating from 
Ludington High School. He served with the 
126th C Company as a gunner atop a Military 
All-Terrain Vehicle, and was in Afghanistan 
when he was injured in May 2012 as a result 
of a roadside IED. The explosion resulted in 
serious injuries including the loss of both 
arms. 

Eric spent over two years enduring numer- 
ous surgeries during his rehabilitation in San 
Antonio, Texas. However, he knew his goal 
was to be back home in Ludington—near 
friends, family, and the water. Returning home 
for Eric also meant living an active lifestyle 
that include biking, being outdoors, and most 
importantly, being able to live independently 
and tackle everyday tasks on his own. 

That dream became a reality as a result of 
an outpouring of support from the Ludington 
community and the “Helping a Hero” organi- 
zation. 

As part of the their first Michigan project, 
“Helping a Hero,” working with Malliet Con- 
struction, built Eric a new home featuring 
adaptive technology to allow for independent 
living tools like voice activation and a shower 
with scrubbers. Donations from the Ludington 
community came in various forms—from 
money to materials and labor. There are so 
many people to thank for making this project 
a reality for Eric, and | will be proud to join 
them all on June 8, 2015 for the neighborhood 
“Welcome Home” ceremony. 

As our nation’s heroes return home, we 
must welcome them back and recognize the 
sacrifices they made protecting our freedoms 
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and way of life. As the Ludington community 
has proven, we can and must help serve 
these brave men and women. So long as 
there are soldiers like Sergeant Eric Lund 
fighting for us, we can never forget that the 
cost of freedom is high. 


AA 


THE OCCASION OF THE RETIRE- 
MENT OF MS. CORA CIOTTI 
FROM THE WELDON CITY 
SCHOOL SYSTEM 


HON. G. K. BUTTERFIELD 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, | rise to 
recognize and congratulate my constituent, 
Ms. Cora Ciotti, as she retires after working 
nearly 40 years in the education field. Ms. 
Ciotti began her career in education in New 
York where she worked as a Youth School Of- 
ficer for the New Hyde Park School system. 
Later, she moved to Weldon, North Carolina, 
in my congressional district, where she worked 
for the Weldon City Public School system in a 
number of capacities. 


Before embarking on a career in education, 
Ms. Ciotti attended John Jay College of Crimi- 
nal Justice in New York where she was 
trained and certified as a Youth School Offi- 
cer. Ms. Ciotti’s training helped her to navigate 
some of the unique challenges that were pre- 
sented by students and empowered her to 
have a dynamic and positive influence on their 
lives. Many of the youth who were influenced 
by Ms. Ciotti decades ago have grown into 
productive citizens who are making positive 
contributions to their communities. 


After relocating to Weldon, North Carolina, 
Ms. Ciotti began working with the Weldon City 
Public Schools, where she served as a Teach- 
ers Assistant and Attendance Counselor, 
among other important roles. She dem- 
onstrated care, compassion, and dedication to 
the students with whom she worked. If any 
student was hungry, Ms. Ciotti fed them. If any 
student lacked clothing, Ms. Ciotti clothed 
them. At times, Ms. Ciotti even provided shel- 
ter for some of our troubled youth by opening 
up her own home. 


Ms. Ciotti was indeed special in her own 
way to the youth; she possessed a talent for 
reaching the youth right where they were; she 
reserved judgement; she changed the lives of 
many and pushed them in a positive direction, 
and for that we should all be grateful. 


Mr. Speaker, Ms. Cora Ciotti has positively 
influenced the lives of countless young people 
over her nearly 40-year career in education. | 
ask my colleagues to join me in thanking Ms. 
Ciotti for her dedication to generations of 
young people and in offering her best wishes 
as she embarks on the next chapter of her 
life. 


June 4, 2015 


TRIBUTE TO WILLIAM LOUIS 
“BILL” HORTSMAN 


HON. LUKE MESSER 


OF INDIANA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of William Louis “Bill” 
Hortsman, a devoted family man, respected 
Hoosier leader, and a selfless contributor to 
the Jennings County community. Bill leaves 
behind his wife of 52 years, Ruth Ann 
Hortsman, and his two children, Duane and 
Denise. 

Mr. Hortsman graduated from North Vernon 
High School in 1951 and, in addition to attend- 
ing First United Methodist Church in North 
Vernon, was also a member of Pleasant 
Grove United Methodist Church in Charles- 
town. 

Bill is a true patriot who served in the U.S. 
Army from 1953 to 1955 after graduating from 
high school. In his early career, Bill worked for 
Hortsman Standard Service Station and 
Hortsman’s Standard Oil Delivery. 

Bill was also well-known for his commitment 
to his community. He was a life-long volunteer 
at the Center Township Fire Department, and 
he served as Chief for eight years. Bill was 
also a bus driver for Jennings County Schools 
for 4 decades, Justice of the Peace for Center 
Township for eight years, Jennings County 
Treasurer for four terms, and a worker in the 
Jennings County Treasurers Office for 28 
years before retiring in 2008. In his free time, 
which was limited, Mr. Hortsman enjoyed word 
puzzles and the outdoors, including fishing 
trips and yard work. 

Bill was not only a valuable asset to his 
community, but also my friend. He frequently 
attended my Coffee with the Congressman 
meetings in the 6th District of Indiana and was 
a long-time supporter of my efforts to serve 
the State of Indiana. | will always be grateful 
for the encouragement he gave me and the 
impact he made on me throughout my political 
career. He will be missed. 

Today, it is my privilege to honor the life of 
William Louis “Bill” Hortsman. My thoughts 
and prayers go out to Bill's family, and may 
God comfort those he left behind with His 
peace and strength. 


— A 


CONGRATULATING MADISON 
BRUNETTI AND LOGAN NEELEY 


HON. ALEXANDER X. MOONEY 


OF WEST VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er, | would like to express my warmest con- 
gratulations to a staffer at my district office in 
Charleston, West Virginia. On June 6, 2015, 
Madison Brunetti will marry Logan Neeley. | 
am overjoyed that these two people have de- 
cided to commit to one another for the rest of 
their lives, and uphold the sacred institution of 
marriage. 

| join with their families, friends, and loved 
ones in congratulating Madison and Logan on 


June 4, 2015 


this momentous occasion. | wish the soon to 
be married couple the best of luck, and long, 
happy lives together. 


TRIBUTE TO GERTIE WEBB OF 
SALEM, OREGON 


HON. GREG WALDEN 


OF OREGON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I'd like to take 
this opportunity to pay tribute to a dear friend 
of mine who passed away on March 17th of 
this year. | first met Gertie Webb when her 
oldest daughter and | worked for former Con- 
gressman Denny Smith of Oregon. Subse- 
quently, | developed my long lasting friendship 
with Gertie when she worked for me while | 
served as the Oregon House Majority Leader. 

Gertie was the youngest of nine children— 
five brothers and four sisters. Their father was 
a laborer while their mother tended to the 
needs of the family and the house. Gertie 
came along shortly before the onset of the De- 
pression and was old enough to watch her 
brothers leave the home to serve in World 
War Il. While those were challenging years for 
an entire generation, those were also the de- 
fining years of Gertie Webb’s life. 

During her childhood years, Gertie was ex- 
pected to perform her fair share of the chores 
around the house. By age 13, she was driving 
the family car to the store to purchase the gro- 
ceries. When she returned from her baby- 
sitting jobs, she would place much of her 
money in the family jar. It wasn’t until she was 
ready to enroll in high school that her mother 
returned most of the money so Gertie could 
attend St. Mary’s Academy in Portland, Or- 
egon. Those were tough times, but whenever 
Gertie spoke of her youth, there always 
seemed to be a positive message in what she 
said. 

In 1953, Gertie married Charles Webb in 
Portland, Oregon where they resided until 
1964. With their three young children—Sue, 
Jan and Bill—they then moved to Salem 
where Gertie lived for almost 50 years. 
Charles passed away in 1982 and shortly after 
their college years, the kids scattered in dif- 
ferent directions. That is when Gertie returned 
to the working world, including jobs with Con- 
gressman Denny Smith and at the Oregon 
legislature. 

My last visit with Gertie took place at a 
nursing home where she lived her final three 
years. These were not sad years but years 
filled with many friendships and positive 
memories. She was an active resident, always 
offering assistance in organizing field trips, so- 
cial events and other activities for her fellow 
residents. She would start out every morning 
in the chapel attending daily religious services. 

Gertie’s faith was the bedrock of who she 
was. Not one to wear it on her sleeve, Gertie 
instead manifested her faith through her ac- 
tions towards others. A good listener, she had 
a particular interest in the concerns and needs 
of the less fortunate. When she would say that 
she would offer her prayers for someone suf- 
fering from a hardship, she truly meant it. 

And then there is Gertie Webb, the sports 
guru. Mr. Speaker, this woman knew sports 
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better than anyone I’ve ever known. Football. 
Baseball. Basketball. Golf. It didn’t matter what 
sport, Gertie could tell you what teams were 
ahead in the standings or what golfer had the 
best shot at winning the U.S. Open. | was told 
that some of the nursing home staff would fre- 
quently visit Gertie’s room for a rundown on 
the scores. Her favorite team was Notre 
Dame. Few things caused her as much stress 
as the Irish facing defeat. Rather than watch- 
ing the final outcome, she would turn off the 
TV and rely on one of her children or a close 
friend to give her the final score. 

Gertie leaves behind many family members 
and friends. | offer my condolences to Sue, 
Jan and Bill following the death of their moth- 
er. Someday, we will all face the same fate as 
Gertie. When my day comes, | can only hope 
to be as willing to accept the journey as my 
friend Gertie. Her faith carried her through a 
remarkable 85-year journey and | am so 
thankful that | was able to encounter her dur- 
ing her journey. She was a dear friend to 
many, and a loving and caring mother of three 
and grandmother of five. 


ES 


HONORING JOE DOWLING ON THE 
OCCASION OF HIS RETIREMENT 
FROM THE GUTHRIE THEATER 


HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, | rise to pay 
tribute to Mr. Joe Dowling, who is retiring in 
June from the Guthrie Theater in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota after serving 20 distinguished years 
as Artistic Director. During Mr. Dowling's im- 
pressive tenure, he has directed more than 50 
shows and reinforced the foundation for this 
world-class Minnesota cultural cornerstone. 

Mr. Dowling joined the Guthrie as Artistic Di- 
rector in 1995, bringing his ceaseless cre- 
ativity and tireless dedication to the arts after 
leading other theater companies in his native 
Ireland. Among Mr. Dowling’s many achieve- 
ments is the development of training programs 
like the University of Minnesota/Guthrie The- 
ater B.F.A. Actor Training Program and A 
Guthrie Experience for Actors in Training. He 
also solidified a partnership with The Acting 
Company of New York and created the 
WorldStage Series, two programs that allow 
local talent to tour the U.S. and in turn wel- 
come internationally renowned theater pro- 
grams to Minnesota. He has also shared his 
vision and talents on Broadway and at other 
prominent venues throughout the United 
States and Europe. 

Perhaps Mr. Dowling’s deepest legacy is the 
success of a $125 million capital campaign 
and construction of a new theater home which 
was completed in 2006. Designed by French 
architect Jean Nouvel, the theater is an archi- 
tectural gem. At 285,000 square feet, the new 
Guthrie includes public gathering spaces and 
restaurants, and a 178-foot “endless bridge” 
that highlights a spectacular, soaring view of 
the mighty Mississippi River. At the heart of 
the new Guthrie are three unique theaters of- 
fering special performance spaces and view- 
ing perspectives. The Dowling Studio in par- 
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ticular is an intimate 200-person black box 
theater that has welcomed 33 local acting 
companies and stands as a testament to its 
namesake’s commitment to developing and 
showcasing the Twin Cities arts community. 

In a metropolitan area that boasts more the- 
ater seats per capita than anywhere else in 
the U.S. outside of New York, Minnesotans 
take great pride in our thriving, high quality 
performing arts community. Experiencing a 
performance at the Guthrie is a particular joy, 
and | attend shows there whenever | can. | am 
clearly not alone, because under Dowling’s 
leadership, the Guthrie entertains, enriches 
and enlightens 400,000 patrons each year. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege to rise to honor 
Mr. Dowling and his many contributions to the 
rich cultural landscape in Minnesota as the 
Guthrie Theaters Artistic Director as well as 
his lifetime of commitment to the arts. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ADAM SMITH 


OF WASHINGTON 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, on 
Thursday, May 21, 2015, | was on medical 
leave due to an appointment related to my re- 
covery from surgery and unable to be present 
for recorded votes. Had | been present, | 
would have voted: 

“Yes” on roll call vote No. 261 (on agreeing 
to the Edwards of Maryland Part A Substitute 
Amendment No. 7 to H.R. 2262), 

“Yes” on roll call vote No. 262 (on passage 
of H.R. 2262), and 

“No” on roll call vote No. 263 (on agreeing 
to the resolution H. Res. 274). 


—_ > 


BRADFORD-O’KEEFE FUNERAL 
HOMES 


HON, STEVEN M. PALAZZO 


OF MISSISSIPPI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Bradford-O'Keefe Funeral Homes on 
the occasion of their 150th anniversary. This 
milestone marks the continued commitment to 
service that the O'Keefe family has provided 
the citizens of the Mississippi Gulf Coast for 
the past century and a half. 

In 1865, Irish immigrant Edward “Ned” 
O'Keefe established his livery service in 
Ocean Springs. Ned O'Keefe's funeral busi- 
ness soon expanded to Biloxi and other Coast 
cities as its ownership and management was 
passed down to succeeding generations of 
O'Keefe family members. He would certainly 
be proud of the success and growth of his 
family business. 

Today, with locations all along the Mis- 
sissippi Gulf, the O'Keefe family compas- 
sionately serves their neighbors, friends, and 
family during life’s most difficult times. 

The O’Keefe family distinguishes itself out- 
side the family business in a broad array of 
community involvement, public service, and 


8798 


philanthropy. This is evident by family patri- 
arch, World War Il fighter pilot “Ace,” State 
Legislator, and Biloxi Mayor Jeremiah “Jerry” 
O'Keefe's service to his state and country. 

The O'Keefe family is also blessed with a 
dedicated and professional staff that combined 
has hundreds of years of experience. Like the 
family, they are committed to faithfully serving 
their community. 

Once again, | would like to thank the 
O’Keefe Family for their 150 years of dedi- 
cated service to the citizens of the Mississippi 
Gulf Coast. 


Ee 


HONORING MR. & MRS. MICHAEL J. 
BRADLEY 


HON. ROBERT A. BRADY 


OF PENNSYLVANIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor Mr. & Mrs. Michael J. 
Bradley, two constituents born and raised in 
my district, who will be celebrating their 60th 
wedding anniversary on June 18, 2015. 

Michael Bradley was born and raised in 
Philadelphia and is a graduate of St. Thomas 
More High School. His loving wife, Bernadette 
Ann Sherry, was also born and raised in Phila- 
delphia and graduated from West Catholic 
High School. The Bradleys are an extremely 
close knit Irish Catholic family, blessed with 
eight children and twenty-three grandchildren. 
Mr. & Mrs. Bradley taught their children that 
the best way out of poverty was through hard 
work and education. Fortunately, Michael and 
Bernadette were able to support all eight of 
their children as they attended college. Above 
all, the Bradleys always gave their children 
three major items to live by: “Faith, Family & 
Friends”. 

Mr. & Mrs. Bradley are not only prosperous 
with love from their large family, but have also 
succeeded in the business realm. The M.J. 
Bradley Company was founded in 1973, and 
continues to be a well known contender in the 
construction industry, installing quality floor 
and wall products. The M.J. Bradley Co. con- 
tinues to grow and thrive under the guidance 
of five of the Bradley’s children. 

| would like my colleagues to join me in 
honoring the significance of this occasion, as 
Mr. & Mrs. Bradley celebrate their 60th wed- 
ding anniversary. They are both model citizens 
of Philadelphia and will remain an inspiration 
to their family and community for generations 
to come. 


EE 


TRIBUTE TO THE 2015 ELLIS IS- 
LAND MEDAL OF HONOR RECIPI- 
ENTS 


HON, CHARLES B. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, June 4, 2015 

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
congratulate the 2015 recipients of the cov- 
eted Ellis Island Medal of Honor. 

This prestigious honor is presented annually 
by the National Ethnic Coalition of Organiza- 
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tions—NECO, and pays tribute to our Nation's 
immigrant heritage, as well as to those whose 
achievements and contributions to our Nation 
embody the American Dream. The Ellis Island 
Medals of Honor are awarded to U.S. citizens 
from diverse ethnic backgrounds who exem- 
plify outstanding qualities in both their per- 
sonal and professional lives, while continuing 
to preserve the richness of their particular her- 
itage and culture. Since the Medals' founding 
in 1986, more than 2,000 American citizens 
have received the Ellis Island Medal of Honor, 
including six American Presidents, United 
States Senators, Congressmen, Nobel Laure- 
ates, athletes, artists, clergy, and military lead- 
ers. The Medal is not about achieving material 
success, nor is it about the politics of immigra- 
tion; it is about the people who have com- 
mitted themselves to this nation, embraced the 
opportunities America has to offer, and most 
importantly, who have used those opportuni- 
ties to not only better their own lives but make 
a difference in our country and in the lives of 
its people. 

Citizens of the United States hail from every 
nation known to man. It is the key to why 
America is the most innovative, progressive 
and forward thinking country in the world. The 
Ellis Island Medals of Honor not only celebrate 
individuals but also the pluralism and democ- 
racy that enabled our fore bearers, ourselves 
and the next generation of Americans to cele- 
brate their unique cultural identities while still 
championing the American way of life. In addi- 
tion, by honoring these remarkable Americans, 
we honor all who share their origins and ac- 
knowledge the contributions they have made 
to America. 

| commend NECO and its Board of Direc- 
tors headed by my dear friend, Nasser J. 
Kazeminy, for honoring these truly outstanding 
individuals for their tireless efforts to foster 
dialogue and build bridges between different 
ethnic groups, as well as to promote unity and 
a sense of common purpose in our nation. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask all of my colleagues to 
join me in recognizing the good works of 
NECO and in congratulating all of the 2015 re- 
cipients of the Ellis Island Medal of Honor. 

2015 ELLIS ISLAND MEDAL OF HONOR RECIPIENTS 

Shohreh Aghdashloo, Dr. Kamiar Alaei, 
Masoud “Mike” Altirs, Domingo T. Alvear, 
MD, FACS, FICS, Shireen Atabaki, MD, 
MPH, Christopher Atamian, Trisha A. Bai- 
ley, Jay H. Baker, PhD, Patty Baker, Rear 
Admiral Paul Becker, U.S. Navy, Miri Ben- 
Ari, Mirghavamaddin Bozorgmir, Nicholas R. 
Caiazzo, Esq., Ted A. Chaglassian, MD, 
FACS, Dr. Allen Chan, D.C, Jo Ellen Chat- 
ham, PhD, Diane Cirincione-Jampolsky, 
PhD, Maj. Gen. Vincent A. Coglianese, Rocco 
B. Commisso, Edward T. Creagan, MD, Juan 
Carlos Cruz, Rajdeep K. Dhami, MD, Rev- 


erend Peter M. Donohue, O.S.A., LCDR 
Joyce M. Elter, USN (Ret.), Ahmass 
Fakahany, Sheriff Louis Falco III, Adm. 


Mark E. Ferguson III, USN, Meera Gandhi, 
Chad P. Gehani, DDS, Richard L. Gelfond, 
Palmer C. Hamilton, Esq., Leslie Hanson, 
Master Chief Eric J. Heimburger, Myron Z. 
Holubiak, Gerald G. Jampolsky, MD, Dr. Kyo 
“Paul” Jhin, Rahul M. Jindal, MD, PhD, 
MBA, Mike O. Joulakian, PE, Pamela J. 
Joyner, Vahe Karapetian, Colonel James J. 
Keefe, Mariam Khosravani, Kevin D. Kim, 
Rev. Seung Hee Kim, Mr. Young Kil Kim, KV 
Kumar, Chief Cathy L. Lanier, William 
“Don” Larson, Dr. David Lizarraga, Luis G. 
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Lobo, Howard Lutnick, Martha ‘‘Muffy”’ 
MacMillan, Hildegarde Ercklentz Mahoney, 
John (Manoukarakis) Manos, RADM Larry 
Roy Marsh (Ret.), Major General Thomas J. 
Masiello, USAF, Lt. General Wendy M. 
Masiello, DAD Brian F. McCauley, FBI, 
Deric A. Milligan, Major Creighton A. 
Mullins, USAF, Harry Nadjarian, Chief Abdo 
Nahmod, Alyssa Navallo-Herman, Justice 
Sandra Day O’Connor, James P. O’Neill, 
Catherine O’Reilly, Dr. Zulfiya Orynbayeva, 
Anoosheh M. Oskouian, Lieutenant General 
Raymond P. Palumbo, Congressman Ted 
Poe, Bernard J. Poussot, Robert L. Priddy, 
Mariano Rivera, Dr. Mostafa Ronaghi, An- 
drew Sabin, Mike M. Sarian, John Sculley, 
Gerard Senehi, Frank Shankwitz, Dr. Simon 
K. Simonian, Major General Linda L. Singh, 
S. Mona Sinha, Robert F. Spetzler, MD, Hao 
Jiang Tian, Jeremy Travis, Peter Unanue, 
Bob Unanue, George Uribe, Nikiforos 
Valaskantjis, Meredith Vieira, Wafeek Sam- 
uel Wahby, PhD, BTh, Kenneth E. Warner, 
Esq., James N. Weinstein, DO, MS, Richard 
Roderick Willis, Rabbi Amiel Wohl, Ehsan 
Yarshater, PhD, Shirley Young, Theodore K. 
Zampetis, Francois Zayek. International 
Medal Recipients: Baroness Dr. Sandip 
Verma, Bert Sakmann, MD, PhD. 
International Ellis Island Medal of Honor 


Recipients: Baroness Dr. Sandip Verna and 
Bert Sakmann, MD, PhD. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. BILL JOHNSON 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it has 
come to my attention that during a two minute 
vote series last night | inadvertently voted ‘no’ 
on Mr. KING’s amendment (roll call vote 293) 
when | intended to vote ‘yes.’ | strongly be- 
lieve that President Obama’s executive order 
granting amnesty to those illegally in America 
is unconstitutional, and in no way should be 
implemented or funded. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ROBERT HURT 


OF VIRGINIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | was 
not present for Roll Call vote #284 on House 
Amendment 333 to H.R. 2578. Had | been 
present, | would have voted “no.” 


HONORING PEPSICO 


HON. NITA M. LOWEY 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, June 4, 2015 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor PepsiCo, which is celebrating its fiftieth 
anniversary. 

Founded in 1965, PepsiCo has had its 
headquarters in Purchase, New York, since 
1970. 
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As a Fortune 500 company, PepsiCo has 
not only transformed the food and beverage 
industry, it is a global leader in finding solu- 
tions for many of the serious challenges facing 
the international community. The company’s 
philanthropic arm, the PepsiCo Foundation, 
supports programs that encourage healthy life- 
styles, improve the availability of nutrition and 
clean water, and empower women. Most re- 
cently, the foundation announced that, through 
its collaborative efforts, more than four million 
people in Latin America now have access to 
safe, clean water. 

PepsiCo has displayed a commitment to in- 
creasing opportunities for female leaders in its 
workforce. In 2011, the company launched the 
Pinnacle Group in the United States as a way 
of retaining the most talented female employ- 
ees through career development, leadership 
training, and mentoring opportunities. In Asia, 
the Middle East and Africa (AMEA), PepsiCo 
has successfully increased female participa- 
tion through gender equity awareness and in- 
clusion of women in leadership roles. Today, 
more than a quarter of PepsiCo executives in 
the AMEA region are female and the company 
is led by Chairman and Chief Executive Offi- 
cer Indra Nooyi. 

Since 2005, PepsiCo has donated more 
than $600 million to agencies working in the 
environmental, educational, civic, arts and 
health and human services fields. It also pro- 
vided more than $1.4 million for Hurricane 
Sandy relief efforts. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to join 
me in honoring PepsiCo on its fiftieth anniver- 
sary. 


—_ > 


RECOGNIZING SNAP ON ITS 27TH 
ANNIVERSARY 


HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise 
today to recognize SNAP (Survivors of Those 
Abused by Priests) on the occasion of their 
27th Anniversary, which they will celebrate at 
their annual conference here in Washington 
D.C., July 31-—Aug 2. 

Founded in 1988 by my fellow Chicagoan, 
Barbara Blaine, SNAP is a self-help support 
group for those who were sexually violated— 
whether by clergy, family members, trusted 
adults, or strangers. Barbara is a survivor of 
childhood sexual abuse by a member of the 
clergy. SNAP has become a voice for child- 
hood sexual abuse prevention, awareness and 
healing in our community. Today, SNAP is an 
international organization with members in all 
50 states and in 71 countries, with over 70 
chapters organized throughout the United 
States and across the world. 

Research conducted by the Centers for Dis- 
ease Control estimates that one in four girls 
and one in six boys are sexually abused be- 
fore the age of 18. Only one in 10 children 
ever tells anyone. 

The median age when a victim discloses 
childhood sexual abuse is 40. One of the most 
important public policy developments in this 
country has been the effort to reform the stat- 
utes of limitations laws in states. 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


SNAP is working to bring a voice and justice 
to victims and survivors by working to reform 
a legal system that has imposed inadequately 
short civil statutes of limitations. Those arbi- 
trary deadlines prevent most victims from ever 
getting through the courthouse doors to 
present their evidence and make their case. 

Typically, victims of child sexual abuse have 
only five years after they’ve turned 18 to pur- 
sue civil legal remedies for the justice they 
seek. That means that after age 23, survivors 
of childhood sexual abuse are prohibited from 
seeking legal recourse against their abusers, 
and it can mean that child sexual predators 
are allowed to live freely among us. 

In 2013, | am proud to report, the state of 
Illinois enacted legislation to remove criminal 
and civil statute of limitations for sex offenses 
that occurred when the victim was under 18 
years of age. The new law removes the stat- 
ute of limitations for child sex abuse that oc- 
curs on or after January 1, 2014. 

| want to take this opportunity to acknowl- 
edge SNAP and all their volunteer leaders, 
who give so much of themselves to help oth- 
ers. Protecting children and preventing sexual 
abuse of children is a worthy effort we all can 
support. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. MARK TAKANO 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, during Roll Call 
Vote number 295 on H.R. 2578, | mistakenly 
recorded my vote as yes when | should have 
voted no. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. ALMA S. ADAMS 


OF NORTH CAROLINA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, on June 3, 2015 
| was absent for recorded votes #274 through 
#295 due to the passing of my mother. 

| would like to reflect how | would have 
voted if | were here: 

On Roll Call #274 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #275 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #276 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #277 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #278 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #279 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #280 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #281 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #282 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #283 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #284 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #285 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #286 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #287 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #288 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #289 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #290 | would have voted Yes. 

On Roll Call #291 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #292 | would have voted No. 

On Roll Call #293 | would have voted No. 
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On Roll Call #294 | would have voted No. 
On Roll Call #295 | would have voted No. 


EE 
IN RECOGNITION OF BRIAN 
WHISTON’S SELECTION AS 
MICHIGAN’S STATE SUPER- 
INTENDENT 


HON. DEBBIE DINGELL 


OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize Mr. Brian Whiston on his nomination 
for Michigan’s State Superintendent. As a 
Member of Congress it is both my privilege 
and honor to recognize Mr. Whiston for his 
prioritization of the success of our students 
and guiding them on the right path to higher 
education and into the workforce. 

For the past 8 years, Mr. Whiston has 
served as the Superintendent for Dearborn 
Public Schools in Dearborn, Michigan, where 
he selflessly advocated for the betterment of 
his students and staff through innovative pro- 
grams and policies. Mr. Whiston implemented 
a co-teaching model which blends general and 
special educators to cater to the specific 
needs of ESL students who comprise a vast 
majority of the student population. Breaking 
down the barriers of the typical high school 
classroom scenario, Mr. Whiston created ini- 
tiatives for students to explore career interests 
and acclimate themselves to the college expe- 
rience. Advanced placement programs, Dual 
Enrollment at local universities, a S.T.E.M. 
based magnet program, and a vocational pro- 
gram for culinary arts and hospitality have cre- 
ated a wide array of avenues for students to 
venture into higher education. This innovative 
approach led to increased test scores and 
graduation rates in the district and was cer- 
tainly of note as Mr. Whiston was named 
Michigan’s Superintendent of the Year in 
2014. 

As a proponent and champion of unions, 
Mr. Whiston fostered a strong working rela- 
tionship with all unions in the district, which 
was instrumental in settling contracts that kept 
jobs in the district, balanced the budget, and 
saved valuable taxpayer dollars. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me 
today to honor Mr. Whiston for achieving this 
accolade. | am confident his fantastic work 
with Dearborn Public Schools will transcend 
into his tenure as Michigan’s next State Su- 
perintendent. 


EE 


HONORING LOS CERRITOS 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 


HON. ALAN S. LOWENTHAL 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, congratula- 
tions. Los Cerritos Elementary School in Long 
Beach, CA was recently selected as a 2015 
U.S. Department of Education Green Ribbon 
School, an honor shared by several other 
schools in the Long Beach Unified School Dis- 
trict. 
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The dedicated faculty and staff, students, 
and families who share the same ideals of 
conservation and sustainability in their com- 
munity are commended for integrating these 
ideals while meeting state education stand- 
ards. Through hands-on application of activi- 
ties such as farming and recycling, students 
become good stewards of their communities 
and environment and expand the margins of 
their K-5 education. Additionally, the campus 
has adopted new technologies to bring their 
existing infrastructure up to efficient standards. 
In sum, Long Beach Unified School District 
has saved approximately $4.9 million in en- 
ergy costs across multiple school campuses. 

Los Cerritos Elementary School is the fifth 
school in the school district to receive this dis- 
tinction. | am proud that Long Beach continues 
to be a leader in green education and | en- 
courage other schools, at all levels, to follow 
suit in adopting and implementing the leader- 
ship necessary to reduce environmental im- 
pacts. The environmental instruction being de- 
veloped by Los Cerritos Elementary as well as 
previously recognized Green Ribbon Schools 
should be a model for adoption by all schools 
nationwide. The value of a quality education to 
our community cannot be overstated, and in- 
vesting in green education will offer great re- 
turns to our future. 


HONORING MRS. CAROLYN SIMS 
HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor Mrs. Carolyn Sims, who is retiring after 
over 26 years of public service in Tarrant 
County. The communities where she has 
served in various positions over her career are 
better places because of her efforts. 

For over a decade | had the privilege of 
working with Mrs. Sims during her tenure. 
However, her service and commitment began 
long before we met, and will have a lasting im- 
pact beyond her official duties’ end. After 
graduating from the University of North Texas, 
Carolyn began working at a bank until she 
shifted to public service in education, as a 
middle school teacher and then as a school 
counselor. Mrs. Sims then served as the 
President of the Colleyville Chamber of Com- 
merce as well as for the Arts Council of North- 
east Tarrant County. 

During the 2003 legislative session, State 
Representative Vicki Truitt recruited Mrs. Sims 
to serve as her chief of staff in Austin. After 
returning to North Texas, Carolyn returned to 
her education roots and began to work for the 
Town of Westlake, Westlake Academy Foun- 
dation, and then the Northwest ISD Education 
Foundation. Finally, Carolyn utilized her con- 
nections and skills to serve the residents of 
Northeast Tarrant County as the 3rd Precinct 
County Administrator for Commissioner Gary 
Fickes. 

Over the course of her career, Carolyn has 
been recognized multiple times for her signifi- 
cant contributions to the North Texas commu- 
nity. In 1994, she received the Women’s 
Award for Business by the Women’s Shelter 
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Legacy. In 1995, she received recognition 
from the Northeast Leadership Forum as the 
“Outstanding Community Volunteer’. Adding 
to her accolades, the Star Telegram named 
Mrs. Sims the 1999 “Woman of the Year”, 
while the Business Press named her the 
“Most Influential Woman” the same year. 

As Carolyn retires, her community service 
and dedicated work will be greatly missed. 
During her service of over 26 years, spanning 
from school board to chief of staff, Carolyn ha- 
bitually placed others ahead of herself. It is my 
privilege to honor such an outstanding citizen 
in the U.S. House of Representatives. 

 -—— A 


A TRIBUTE TO SARAH ELIZABETH 
WILLIAMS, SEPTEMBER 3, 1918- 
MAY 9, 2015 


HON, WM. LACY CLAY 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to pay 
tribute to an extraordinary woman and a life- 
long friend to my family, the late Sarah Eliza- 
beth Williams. 

Sarah Elizabeth Williams was born on Sep- 
tember 3, 1918 in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
She was the oldest of four children and the 
only daughter born to Rev. Charles E. Wil- 
liams and Ethel Davis Williams. Her three 
brothers, Charles, Matthew, and James pre- 
ceded her in death. 

When Sarah was very young, the family 
moved to historic La Mott, a suburb of Phila- 
delphia, located in Cheltenham Township in 
Montgomery County, Pennsylvania. In 1885 
the village was officially named for the famous 
abolitionist and suffragette, Lucretia Mott, who 
had moved to the area in 1850. Many long- 
time residents like Sarah as well as new ones 
were proud of their community’s heritage 
which stood as an important landmark in black 
history. One of the first communities to en- 
courage integrated living, the village rep- 
resented a turning point in the social and ra- 
cial development of residential communities in 
the post-Civil War era. “Roadside”, the home 
of Lucretia Mott, was a stop for slaves trav- 
eling the Underground Railroad north to safe- 
ty. 
After graduating from Cheltenham High 
School, Sarah moved to Norfolk, Virginia, at- 
tending Virginia Union Jr. College for two 
years. She took classes in English, Biology, 
and Zoology, before returning home to help 
look after her three brothers following her 
mother’s illness and death. 

For many years, Sarah worked as a techni- 
cian at the Fels Research Institute at Temple 
University in Philadelphia. Her marriages 
ended in divorce, but out of the union she had 
one child, Sandra. 

Always looking to explore new horizons, 
Sarah took the Federal Civil Service exam and 
moved to Washington, D.C., in 1950 to secure 
employment in the federal government. 

Sarah, affectionately known as “Gramm” by 
family and friends, worked for H.E.W. in 
Washington, D.C., and the Army Corps of En- 
gineers in Gravely Point, Virginia. She trans- 
ferred to the U.S. Department of Justice in 
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1963, and worked there in the Civil Rights Di- 
vision. At the Department of Justice Sarah 
provided support to several attorneys, among 
them her heroes, Thurgood Marshall, and As- 
sistant Attorney General, John Doar. 

In 1968 and 1969, Sarah traveled with legal 
teams to Montgomery and Birmingham, Ala- 
bama, and to Chicago, Illinois, to help prepare 
briefs for various trials. The duration of these 
trips ranged from three days to as many as 
three weeks for the trial in Birmingham. One 
important case in 1980 involved an appeal in 
a suit alleging brutality and other unlawful 
practices on the part of the Philadelphia Police 
Department. Sarah always said her work with 
the attorneys in the division to combat racial 
and various other forms of discrimination in 
housing, education, and employment, while 
enforcing civil and voting rights, gave her a 
sense of pride and purpose and she received 
many special achievement awards for her 
“Superior Performance”. 

Sarah retired in 1983 but always stayed 
connected to her former colleagues, and in 
2007, was the oldest former employee to at- 
tend the Commemoration of the Department of 
Justice Civil Rights Division’s 50th anniversary 
at the Georgetown University Law Center in 
Washington, D.C. 

Prior to retirement, Sarah began living with 
her daughter and her husband, E. Lucien Cox, 
in Montgomery County, Maryland. She was a 
wonderful influence in the lives of her three 
grandchildren and family friends, providing 
them with much of her wisdom and experi- 
ence. Sarah’s example helped them to appre- 
ciate the value of hard work, commitment, and 
best of all, joie de vivre. 

After retiring Sarah was able to travel to in- 
teresting places throughout the world, become 
more active in her church, and dote on her 
seven great grandchildren, as well as volun- 
teering with reading programs at local schools. 
She continued to be active until age 87, when 
her health began to fail. 

Sarah, to quote Maya Anjelou, was truly a 
“phenomenal woman”, who always seemed to 
be ahead of the curve. Her interest in ecology 
and nature, and even encouraging the grand- 
children to recycle, goes back 45 years. She 
also stayed relevant by listening to and engag- 
ing young people. They learned from her and 
she learned from them and respected their 
views. 

Sarah’s sense of humor was legendary. Ev- 
eryone who met her knew she never missed 
a beat. You never could predict what was 
coming next, but you just knew it would be 
memorable. There will never be another like 
“Gramm”. 

When Sarah’s family moved near her be- 
loved Chesapeake Bay, to the Eastern Shore 
of Maryland in 2009, she accompanied them. 
She was a resident at the Berlin Maryland 
Nursing Center for five years and was cog- 
nitive and witty up until her passing on May 9, 
2015. One of her greatest joys was living to 
see President Barack Obama elected twice, 
and to see Loretta Lynch confirmed as U.S. 
Attorney General. As she said, “Il never 
thought | would live to see all of this”. 

Mr. Speaker, | urge Members of Congress 
to join me in honoring the memory of Sarah 
Elizabeth Williams. Our wonderful memories of 
her will sustain us all. 
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CONGRATULATING KASSIE 
McKNIGHT FOR COMPETING IN 
THE SCRIPPS NATIONAL SPELL- 
ING BEE 


HON. BILLY LONG 


OF MISSOURI 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to con- 
gratulate Kassie McKnight for her achievement 
in representing southwest Missouri at the 
Scripps National Spelling Bee. 

Kassie is a Bolivar native and was an eighth 
grader at Bolivar Middle School during the 
time of the competition. She worked hard to 
get to the top, going through her local spelling 
bee in Bolivar to the Southwest Missouri Re- 
gional Spelling Bee at Missouri State Univer- 
sity in Springfield. Kassie competed against 34 
other spellers through 64 tough rounds at the 
regional competition, ultimately spelling “exac- 
erbate” correctly to secure her spot at the 
2015 Scripps National Spelling Bee in Wash- 
ington. Kassie was one of 285 contestants to 
compete in the esteemed national bee. 

These accomplishments took a great deal of 
hard work, including hours of practice and 
completion of numerous spelling drills, not to 
mention the ability to spell many difficult words 
that are rarely used in everyday conversation. 
| urge my colleagues to join me in congratu- 
lating Kassie on a job well done. It is great to 
represent in Congress such amazing talent 
found in the Missouri’s Seventh Congressional 
District. 


IN HONOR OF STEVE BOLLINGER 
HON. J. FRENCH HILL 


OF ARKANSAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, losing a father, 
mother, husband, or wife is an emotionally 
traumatic experience for any family. In addition 
to the burden faced by families that have ex- 
perienced this type of loss, losing a head of 
household has severe economic implications 
for their journey forward. The Bollinger family 
learned this three decades ago, after unex- 
pectedly losing their beloved Steve, leaving 
his wife, Lin, with four children and no income 
other than social security and several small in- 
surance policies. Luckily, the Bollingers had a 
strong team behind them to help them through 
the immediate difficulties this presented. 

During the Reagan Administration, Steve 
was Assistant Secretary for Community Plan- 
ning and Development at the U.S. Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. Pre- 
viously, he had run for Cincinnati City Council 
and served as the head of the Public Housing 
Authority of Columbus, Ohio, where he served 
honorably. His dedication rendered a sincere 
appreciation and respect from his colleagues, 
and these individuals would be the ones that 
summoned the means of supporting the 
Bollinger family until they won a worker's com- 
pensation claim that enabled them to return 
funds to the newly established Bollinger Foun- 
dation. And so, the group had a newly em- 
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powered mission: to support families that 
faced the same struggle. 

| had the opportunity to work with Steve 
when | was a young staffer on Capitol Hill, 
working for the U.S. Senate Committee on 
Banking, Housing, & Urban Affairs. Steve 
came before the Committee to bring the 
Reagan Administration's deregulation of the 
Community Development Block Grant. 

Steve, a young man at the age of 36, died 
while traveling to Savannah, Georgia, to speak 
to the Georgia Municipal League. Lin was 
pregnant with their fourth child, and Steve, 
who had been a public servant most of his 
adult life, had not had enough time to build a 
sufficient nest egg to properly take care of the 
future needs of his family. 

Since its founding, the Bollinger Foundation 
has provided nearly three quarters of a million 
dollars to families who have lost a loved one, 
with assistance given to families of individuals 
having worked in community or economic de- 
velopment, or assisted housing, as Steve did. 

The Foundation has helped countless fami- 
lies including families affected by the bombing 
of the Murrah Federal Office Building in Okla- 
homa City, in which the greatest loss of life 
and injury was to people who worked for the 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment. Numerous families have benefitted 
from the efforts of the Foundation and their 
committed members, and their efforts rep- 
resent Steve’s memory well. | am grateful for 
Steve, our friendship of long ago and or the 
continued work of the foundation bearing his 
name. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LOIS CAPPS 


OF CALIFORNIA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, June 4, 2015 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, | was not able to 
be present for the following Roll Call votes on 
June 3, 2015 and would like to reflect that | 


would have voted as follows: Roll Call 289: 
No. 


IN HONOR OF RICHARD MILLER 


HON. ELIZABETH H. ESTY 


OF CONNECTICUT 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
honor and remember Richard Miller, a resident 
of Cheshire, Connecticut, who passed away 
recently at the age of 100. 

Mr. Miller dedicated his life to serving others 
and was a leader in the community. He served 
on various municipal boards including the 
town’s Board of Education, Cheshire Hospice, 
and Senior Center. He also volunteered with 
countless civic organizations and societies and 
served three elected terms as the town of 
Cheshire’s Police Commissioner. 

Mr. Miller was a long time member of the 
First Congregational Church in my hometown 
of Cheshire, and was a very active member of 
the Rotary. He also established the Cheshire 
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Food Drive, and raised funds for countless 
charitable organizations. 

Mr. Miller was a civil engineer who worked 
with The American Brass Company and Ana- 
conda Copper before completing his career 
with Platt Brothers & Company in Waterbury, 
CT in 1981. 

He served our country in the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers for four and a half years, 
mainly concerned with the training of Special 
Engineer service and combat units at Fort 
Belvoir, Virginia. He was honorably discharged 
in April 1946 with the rank of Major CE. 

Mr. Miller was an inspiration, and | know he 
is greatly missed by many, especially those in 
Connecticut’s 5th Congressional District. 


— 


INTRODUCTION OF THE TRADE 
TRANSPAREN-C RESOLUTION 


HON, MARCY KAPTUR 


OF OHIO 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
introduce the Trade Review Accountability 
Needs Sunlight and Preview of Any Regula- 
tions and Exact Negotiated Components Res- 
olution, or the “Trade TRANSPAREN-C Reso- 
lution.” 

Congress has granted the last eighteen 
presidents the authority to negotiate trade 
agreements withdrawing significant Congres- 
sional participation in the process. The recent 
past has seen a transformation in this author- 
ity, originally established to serve as negoti- 
ating guidelines. Today, it is little more than 
Congressional consent to be a rubber stamp 
as this implementing legislation sometimes re- 
ferred to as “Fast-Track” or “Trade Promotion 
Authority,” grants sweeping authority to the 
Executive branch to negotiate trade deals. 
And it undercuts the Constitutional responsi- 
bility of Congress to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations as outlined in Article 1, Section 
8 of the U.S. Constitution. Instead we are al- 
lowed merely an up or down vote. 

Today, | introduce this resolution to take 
back our Congressional authority, and to shine 
light on the negotiation process and final text 
of these increasingly massive trade deals. 

The Trade Promotion Authority currently 
under debate would usher through the top se- 
cret Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) trade 
agreement. It would also grant that fast track 
authority for up to six years. During that time 
we would be prohibited from any Congres- 
sional amendments or hearings, and given at 
most 60 days to review any proposed trade 
deal. This is a very short window if you con- 
sider that the draft TPP is between 800-1000 
pages. 

My Trade TRANSPAREN-C Resolution will 
put a hold on consideration of any imple- 
menting “Fast-Track” bill for any trade agree- 
ment until the full, final text of that agreement 
has been available to the public for no less 
than 60 days. This includes the secretive TPP. 

In its current form, the TPP would outsource 
good jobs, degrade global environmental and 
working standards and allow investor rights to 
overrun the rights of workers. The TPP is also 
packed with special-interest perks thanks to 
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the more than 600 transnational corporations 
that weighed in on, and in some case wrote, 
the agreement in secret. Meanwhile the Amer- 
ican people have still not been allowed to read 
it. 

For six years the U.S. trade representative 
has kept the TPP buried under a top secret 
classification. Even Members of Congress can 
only read it in a secure room under the watch- 
ful eye of a security monitor. | visited that 
room to review several sections of the deal 
and was not allowed to make copies, keep 
notes, take pictures, or share anything | 
learned with anyone unless they have Top Se- 
cret security clearance, all under threat of 
prosecution. 

Despite the secrecy, this deal has provi- 
sions the American people need to know 
about. 

The Trade TRANSPAREN-C Resolution will 
reaffirm Congress’s Constitutional authority to 
set the terms for international trade. It will 
allow the American public time and sunlight to 
see the Trans-Pacific Partnership and future 
trade deals for themselves. As Members of 
Congress, we have a duty to our constituents 
to play the role mandated by the Constitution. 
Not allowing the people access to the full dis- 
cussion would be a disservice to them. | urge 
my colleagues to support the Trade 
TRANSPAREN-C Resolution to ensure U.S. 
trade policy reflects American principles of 
representative governance. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. GUS M. BILIRAKIS 


OF FLORIDA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid- 
ably detained and was unable to make two 
votes. On roll call vote 288, had | been 
present | would have voted “No.” On roll call 
vote 289, had | been present | would have 
voted “Aye.” 


EE 


CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF MS. 
MARGARET JACKSON 


HON. CHARLES B. RANGEL 


OF NEW YORK 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to 
recognize and honor the life of Ms. Margaret 
Jackson, a well respected Harlem activist, 
business woman and all around exemplary 
human being. 

Margaret Jackson serves her community not 
merely through rhetoric but in her noble ac- 
tions. The Martin Luther King Jr. Democratic 
Club exemplifies excellent civic service and 
brings hope and joy to countless citizens by 
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keeping the legacy of the Reverend Doctor 
Martin Luther King Jr. at the forefront of our 
collective cultural consciousness. Margaret 
Jackson was the president of that institution. 
Under her leadership, the club continued its 
core principle of continuing a sense of altru- 
istic civic mindedness, the likes of which 
brought great pride to her community. She 
wasn’t, however, merely a member of but one 
institution focused on community service; she 
was instrumental to several. Ms. Jackson was 
the treasurer of the Harlem YMCA where she 
worked with competence, professionalism, and 
dignity, and a member of St. Phillip's Epis- 
copal Church where she served and wor- 
shipped with great dignity. She was the epit- 
ome of a civic minded spiritualist. 

Margaret Jackson was an exceptional per- 
son, a polymath who mastered many trades 
and served the public in many ways. She not 
only made a great impact in the non-profit 
sector, but she owned several successful busi- 
nesses. Margaret Jackson was president of 
two funeral homes, which she led with com- 
petence, humanitarian compassion, and a 
heartfelt and deeply meaningful sense of care 
towards the neediest among us: traits vital in 
the managing of a funeral home, where those 
who came to her needed compassion more 
than anything else. She also proved her eco- 
nomic expertise in her ownership of a suc- 
cessful realty corporation, which she ran skill- 
fully and prosperously, but always with a civic 
minded wholly humanitarian desire to serve 
the needy. 

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my distin- 
guished colleagues join me in recognizing this 
wonderful person and all of the good that she 
stood for. The United States is built upon the 
backs of its most civic and conscientious citi- 
zens. 


— 


HONORING CIVIL RIGHTS ACTIVIST 
REV. FREDERICK D. REESE 


HON, TERRI A. SEWELL 


OF ALABAMA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Thursday, June 4, 2015 


Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, | 
rise today to honor renowned civil rights lead- 
er Rev. Frederick D. Reese, a pillar in the 
Selma to Montgomery marches of 1965. This 
courageous Alabamian is being honored on 
Saturday June 7, 2015, in my hometown of 
Selma, Alabama, for his service and contribu- 
tions to education and politics, as well as the 
fight for equality and justice. | am proud to be 
a part of efforts to pay homage to one of the 
most influential Americans in history. 

Dr. Reese was born November 28, 1929. A 
believer in education, he graduated from Ala- 
bama State University and Livingston Univer- 
sity, and studied and attended Southern Uni- 
versity, the University of Alabama and Auburn 
University before receiving his doctorate of di- 
vinity from Selma University. 
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Dr. Reese is an historic figure of modern 
history known for his support of civil rights. Dr. 
Reese rose to national prominence as a civil 
rights leader following “Bloody Sunday.” 


This beloved civil rights activist marched 
across the Edmund Pettus Bridge in Selma, 
Alabama in 1965, along with hundreds of 
other supporters. By the mid-1960's, Reese 
was President of the Dallas County Voters 
League and was also a local teacher who pre- 
sided over the Selma Teachers Association. 
Discouraged by Selma’s efforts to hinder voter 
registration for African Americans, Dr. Reese 
advocated that teachers press the issue. Dr. 
Reese invited Reverend Martin Luther King, 
Jr. and the Southern Christian Leadership 
Conference to lead Selma’s voting rights pro- 
test. 


Dr. Reese has served the Selma and Dallas 
County community faithfully and his exemplary 
work and commitment to social justice is well 
known. Notably, Dr. Reese hasn’t left the com- 
munity that he helped become the center of 
the civil rights movement in the 1960s. Dr. 
Reese has been quoted as saying his new 
fight is to inspire young people to lead pur- 
poseful lives. 


“I tell young people today that they cannot 
rest on our victories,” Dr. Reese said. “We 
have to remain committed. That means reg- 
istering to vote and participating in what this 
country has to offer. That means making a dif- 
ference for others.” 


Dr. Reese said that he marched so that ev- 
eryone, regardless of color, could become a 
first-class citizen. Dr. Reese knows that you 
have to stand for what you believe in. He be- 
came nationally known for his beliefs and in- 
spired others to stand as well. Dr. Reese has 
remained committed to education and service. 
He became a principal and a city councilman, 
serving 12 years on the Selma City Council. 
He also ran for mayor in 1984, and led a cam- 
paign to motivate Wal-Mart executives to hire 
African-Americans as store managers. 


In 2000, in honor of his civil rights work, a 
stretch of more than three miles of U.S. Route 
80, where he marched to Montgomery, was 
named the Frederick D. Reese Parkway. The 
F.D. Reese Christian Academy in Kokomo, In- 
diana, was also dedicated to him. 


Dr. Reese has been the pastor of Selma's 
Ebenezer Baptist Church since 1965. Although 
he is retired from teaching, he still works as a 
Baptist minister and delivers a sermon to his 
congregation each week. 


On behalf of the 7th Congressional District, 
the State of Alabama and this nation, | ask my 
colleagues to join me in celebrating the ac- 
complishments of Reverend Dr. F.D. Reese. 
We pay tribute to his distinguished career and 
honor his contributions and leadership in the 
civil rights movement. My deep appreciation is 
expressed for his courageous, distinguished 
and on-going service. 


June 8, 2015 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, June 8, 2015 


The House met at 2 p.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem- 
pore (Mr. ROONEY of Florida). 


Ee 


DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 8, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable THOMAS J. 
ROONEY to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Gracious God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

In this Chamber, where the people’s 
House gathers, we pause to offer You 
gratitude for the gift of this good land 
on which we live and for this great Na- 
tion which you have inspired in devel- 
oping over so many years. Continue to 
inspire the American people, that 
through the ebb and flow of our shared 
history we might keep liberty and jus- 
tice alive in our Nation and in the 
world. 

Give to us and all people a vivid 
sense of Your presence, that we may 
learn to understand each other, respect 
each other, work with each other, live 
with each other, and do good to each 
other. So shall we make our Nation 
great in goodness and good in its great- 
ness. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 


EE 
THE JOURNAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 


EE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be- 
fore the House the following commu- 
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, June 8, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa- 
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per- 
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, the Clerk received the following mes- 
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
June 8, 2015 at 10:17 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed with an amend- 
ment H.R. 2146. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 


— 


ADJOURNMENT 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the House stands adjourned 
until noon tomorrow for morning-hour 
debate. 

There was no objection. 

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 4 min- 
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues- 
day, June 9, 2015, at noon for morning- 
hour debate. 


EE 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1704. A letter from the Chair, Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, trans- 
mitting the 101st Annual Report covering op- 
erations for calendar year 2014; to the Com- 
mittee on Financial Services. 

1705. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s report to Congress “MOX Fuel Fab- 
rication Facility Construction and Oper- 
ations” for 2015, pursuant to the Carl Levin 
and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon National De- 
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 
and the Explanatory Statement for the Con- 
solidated and Further Continuing Appropria- 
tions Act, 2015; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

1706. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s report “The Opportunity for the De- 
velopment of Alternative Fuels and Dual 
Fuel Technologies for Class 8 Heavy-Duty 
Long-Haul Trucks” pursuant to an explana- 
tory note to the Consolidated Appropriations 
Act of 2014 (Pub. L. 113-76); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

1707. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Office of Fossil Energy, Department of En- 
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ergy, transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Stra- 
tegic Petroleum Reserve Annual Report for 
Calendar Year 2013”, in accordance with Sec. 
165 of the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act (42 U.S.C. 6245); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

1708. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis- 
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Section 73.622(i), Post- 
Transition Table of DTV Allotments, Tele- 
vision Broadcast Stations (Providence, 
Rhode Island) [MB Docket No.: 15-98] (RM- 
11748) received June 4, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Commerce. 

1709. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s report on the 
activities for the Multinational Force and 
Observers and U.S. participation in that or- 
ganization for the period January 16, 2014, to 
January 15, 2015, pursuant to Sec. 6(b) of 
Pub. L. 97-182; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

1710. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Education, transmitting the 52nd 
Semiannual Report to Congress on Audit 
Follow-up, pursuant to Sec. 5(b) of the In- 
spector General Act, as amended, covering 
the six-month period ending March 31, 2015; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

1711. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Labor, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s Semiannual Report to the Congress 
of the Office of Inspector General for the pe- 
riod October 1, 2014, through March 31, 2015, 
in accordance with Sec. 5 of the Inspector 
General Act; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

1712. A letter from the Executive Vice 
President and Chief Financial Officer, Fed- 
eral Home Loan Bank of Atlanta, transmit- 
ting the Federal Home Loan Bank of Atlanta 
2014 management report, pursuant to the 
Chief Financial Officers Act of 1990; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

1718. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
and the Management Response for the period 
of October 1, 2014, to March 31, 2015, pursuant 
to Pub. L. 95-452, Sec. 5, as amended; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

1714. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the 
Federal Activities Inventory Reform Inven- 
tory for FY 2012 and 2013, pursuant to Sec. 
2(c)(1)(A) of the Federal Activities Inventory 
Reform Act of 1998, Pub. L. 105-270, as amend- 
ed by Sec. 840 of Division A of Pub. L. 109-115; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform. 

1715. A letter from the Acting Director, Of- 
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem- 
porary rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory 
Species; Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries 
[Docket No.: 120328229-4949-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XD902] received June 2, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. 


1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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1716. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Bering Sea and Aleutian Is- 
lands Crab Rationalization Program; Amend- 
ment 45; Pacific Cod Sideboard Allocations 
in the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No.: 130820737- 
5408-02] (RIN: 0648-BD61) received June 2, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

1717. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries Off West Coast States; West 
Coast Salmon Fisheries; 2015 Management 
Measures [Docket No.:  150316270-5270-01] 
(RIN: 0648-XD843) received June 2, 2015, pur- 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com- 
mittee on Natural Resources. 

1718. A letter from the Director, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting the 
‘2014 Report to Congress on the Disclosure of 
Financial Interest and Recusal Require- 
ments for Regional Fishery Management 
Councils and Scientific and Statistical Com- 
mittees and on Apportionment of Member- 
ship on the Regional Fishery Management 
Councils’’, pursuant to Secs. 302(b)(2)(B) and 
302(j)(9) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

1719. A letter from the Secretary, Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services, trans- 
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition filed on behalf of workers who 
were employed at Dow Chemical Company in 
Pittsburg, California, to be added to the Spe- 
cial Exposure Cohort, pursuant to the En- 
ergy Employees Occupational Illness Com- 
pensation Program Act of 2000 and 42 C.F.R. 
pt. 83; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1720. A letter from the Deputy Chief Coun- 
sel for Regulations and Security Standards, 
Office of the Chief Counsel, TSA, Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s interim final rule — Ad- 
justment of Passenger Civil Aviation Secu- 
rity Service Fee [Docket No.: TSA-2001-11120; 
Amendment No.: 1510-5] (RIN: 1652-AA68) re- 
ceived June 2, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1721. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment's final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2014-0491; Directorate Identifier 
2014-NM-023-AD; Amendment 39-18130; AD 
2015-07-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 5, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1722. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment's final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Pratt & Whitney Canada Corp. Turbo- 
prop Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0766; Di- 
rectorate Identifier 2013-NE-26-AD; Amend- 
ment 39-18149; AD 2014-17-08R1] (RIN: 2120- 
AA64) received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1723. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
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tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2015-1278; Directorate Identifier 
2014-NM-223-AD; Amendment 3839-18155; AD 
2015-09-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 5, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1724. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0589; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM-069- 
AD; Amendment 39-18148; AD 2015-09-03] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1725. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2015-0074; Directorate Identifier 
2014-NM-138-AD; Amendment 3839-18147; AD 
2015-09-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 5, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1726. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock- 
et No.: FAA-2014-0429; Directorate Identifier 
2014-NM-039-AD; Amendment 3839-18151; AD 
2015-09-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 5, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 

1727. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31014; 
Amdt. No.: 3640] received June 5, 2015, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1728. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2012-0636; Directorate Identifier 2012-NM-037- 
AD; Amendment 39-18154; AD 2015-09-08] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1729. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; Zodiac Aerotechnics (formerly Inter- 
technique Aircraft Systems) Oxygen Mask 
Regulators [Docket No.: FAA-2012-1107; Di- 
rectorate Identifier 2011-NM-216-AD; Amend- 
ment 39-18143; AD 2015-08-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1730. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Modification of Class D 
and Class E Airspace; Pasco, WA [Docket 
No.: FAA-2014-0279; Airspace Docket No.: 14- 
ANM-3] received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1731. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
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Airspace; Cypress, TX [Docket No.: FAA- 
2014-0743; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ASW-2] re- 
ceived June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1732. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment's final rule — Proposed Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Jupiter, FL [Docket No.: 
FAA-2015-0794; Airspace Docket No.: 15-ASO- 
5] received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- 
tation and Infrastructure. 

1733. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap- 
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis- 
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31013; 
Amdt. No.: 3639] received June 5, 2015, pursu- 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1734. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart- 
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc- 
tives; The Enstrom Helicopter Corporation 
[Docket No.: FAA-2015-1537; Directorate 
Identifier 2015-SW-014-AD; Amendment 39- 
18160; AD 2015-08-51] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In- 
frastructure. 

1735. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social 
Security Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s final rule — Extension of 
Sunset Date for Attorney Advisor Program 
[Docket No.: SSA-2015-0017] (RIN: 0960-AH83) 
received June 2, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

1736. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the “Biennial 
Report to Congress on the Food Safety and 
Food Defense Research Plan”, pursuant to 
Sec. 110(g) of the FDA Food Safety and Mod- 
ernization Act, Pub. L. 111-353; jointly to the 
Committees on Energy and Commerce and 
Agriculture. 

1737. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the Depart- 
ment's “The Centers for Medicare and Med- 
icaid Services’ Evaluation of For-Profit 
PACE Programs” report, pursuant to Sec. 
4804(b) of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997; 
jointly to the Committees on Ways and 
Means and Energy and Commerce. 

1738. A letter from the Designated Federal 
Official, United States World War One Cen- 
tennial Commission, transmitting the Com- 
mission’s periodic report for the period end- 
ing March 31, 2015, pursuant to Pub. L. 112- 
272; jointly to the Committees on Financial 
Services, Natural Resources, and Oversight 
and Government Reform. 


—_ A 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

[Pursuant to Sec. 2 of H. Res. 288, the following 
report was filed on June 5, 2015] 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: Committee on Ap- 
propriations. H.R. 2685. A bill making appro- 
priations for the Department of Defense for 
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the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and 
for other purposes (Rept. 114-139). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


[Submitted June 8, 2015] 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat- 
ural Resources. H.R. 1214. A bill to amend 
the Small Tracts Act to expand the author- 
ity of the Secretary of Agriculture to sell or 
exchange small parcels of National Forest 
System land to enhance the management of 
the National Forest System, to resolve 
minor encroachments, and for other pur- 
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 114-140, Pt. 
1). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. H.R. 889. A bill to amend chapter 97 of 
title 28, United States Code, to clarify the 
exception to foreign sovereign immunity set 
forth in section 1605(a)(3) of such title (Rept. 
114-141). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on Agriculture discharged 
from further consideration. H.R. 1214 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


ES 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: 


By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself, Mr. 
HECK of Nevada, Mr. KINZINGER of Il- 
linois, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. NORTON, and 
Mr. TONKO): 

H.R. 2686. A bill to amend section 217 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act to modify 
the visa waiver program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWALWELL of California: 

H.R. 2687. A bill to authorize an energy 
critical elements program, to amend the Na- 
tional Materials and Minerals Policy, Re- 
search and Development Act of 1980, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology. 


EE 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 


41. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Arizona, rel- 
ative to Senate Concurrent Memorial 1014, 
urging the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency to refrain from reducing 
the ozone concentration standard; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

42. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Nevada, relative to Senate Joint 
Resolution No. 1, urging the Congress of the 
United States to enact legislation transfer- 
ring title to certain public lands to the State 
of Nevada in accordance with the report pre- 
pared by the Nevada Land Management Task 
Force; to the Committee on Natural Re- 
sources. 

43. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Arizona, relative to Senate Con- 
current Memorial 1003, urging the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service to focus fu- 
ture Mexican Wolf introduction efforts on re- 
mote areas within the Northern Sierra 
Madre Occidental Mountain Range, to halt 
additional introductions of Mexican Wolves 
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in Arizona and to shift the responsibility for 
the Mexican Wolf introduction to the Ari- 
zona Game and Fish Department; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

44. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Arizona, relative to House Con- 
current Memorial 2004, urging the United 
States Congress to enact legislation similar 
to the Mohave County Radiation Compensa- 
tion Act of 2013; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

45. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Arizona, relative to Senate Con- 
current Memorial 1004, urging the Congress 
of the United States to pass H.R. 594; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra- 
structure. 


 —— 


CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 


Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, the following statements are sub- 
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu- 
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 

H.R. 2685. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

The principal constitutional authority for 
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar- 
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: “No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria- 
tions made by Law... .” In addition, clause 
I of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: “The Con- 
gress shall have the Power... . to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States 
.. . ° Together, these specific constitu- 
tional provisions establish the congressional 
power of the purse, granting Congress the 
authority to appropriate funds, to determine 
their purpose, amount, and period of avail- 
ability, and to set forth terms and conditions 
governing their use. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY: 

H.R. 2686. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. SWALWELL of California: 

H.R. 2687. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis- 
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the 
United States Constitution. 


— 


ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 


Under clause 7 of rule XIT, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu- 
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 167: Mr. HIMES. 

H.R. 205: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 379: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
and Ms. DEGETTE. 

H.R. 540: Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 563: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 699: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

H.R. 702: Mr. BRAT. 

H.R. 766: Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 

H.R. 932: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, and 
Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 1019: Mr. COHEN, Mr. TED LIEU of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. ROONEY of Florida, and Mr. CAs- 
TRO of Texas. 
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H.R. 1174: Mr. TONKO, Mr. SMITH of Wash- 
ington, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. JOYCE, and Mr. 
COLE. 

H.R. 1197: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. POSEY, Ms. SCHA- 
KOWSKY, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. CHABOT, Ms. 
EDWARDs, Mr. FARR, Mr. EMMER of Min- 
nesota, and Mr. DUFFY. 

H.R. 1211: Ms. MOORE. 

H.R. 1233: Mr. CARTER of Texas and Mr. 
HUELSKAMP. 

H.R. 1234: Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 1258: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Mr. ABRA- 
HAM. 

H.R. 1282: Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, Mr. SMITH of Washington, and 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 1309: Mr. FLORES, Mr. STEWART, and 
Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 1338: Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mrs. KIRK- 
PATRICK, and Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 1842: Mr. CHABOT, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and 
Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 1384: Ms. PINGREE and Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1462: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and Mr. 
WHITFIELD. 

H.R. 1475: Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. TIBERI, Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts, and Mr. CUMMINGS. 

H.R. 1482: Mrs. LOWEY. 

H.R. 1516: Mr. RIGELL and Mr. HULTGREN. 

H.R. 1550: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia and 
Mr. LUCAS. 

H.R. 1555: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi and 
Mr. TIPTON. 

H.R. 1567: Mr. RUSH 

H.R. 1603: Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 1655: Mr. MARINO and Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts. 

H.R. 1660: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. 

H.R. 1661: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. 

H.R. 1739: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia and 
Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 1752: Mr. SALMON. 

H.R. 1814: Mr. SARBANES, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. 
PINGREE, and Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 

H.R. 1817: Mr. REICHERT. 


H.R. 1854: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CLAY, Mrs. 
WAGNER, Ms. ESHOO, and Ms. HERRERA 
BEUTLER. 


H.R. 1911: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
JONES, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 1946: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 

H.R. 1947: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 

H.R. 2005: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, and Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 2035: Mr. SWALWELL of California and 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 2063: Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 2102: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. REED, and 
Ms. DEGETTE. 

H.R. 2123: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mrs. LOWEY, 
and Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H.R. 2290: Mr. GIBSON and Mrs. RADEWAGEN. 

H.R. 2303: Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 2315: Ms. KUSTER and Mr. FORBES. 

H.R. 2405: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 

H.R. 2410: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 2434: Mr. CONNOLLY. 

H.R. 2461: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, and Mr. DEFAZIO. 

H.R. 2514: Mr. POMPEO. 

H.R. 2515: Mr. TONKO. 

H.R. 2523: Mr. STIVERS and Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah. 

H.R. 2623: Mr. HASTINGS. 

H.R. 2628: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. POE of Texas, 
Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. CARTER of Texas, and 
Mr. MESSER. 

H.R. 2646: Mr. HUDSON and Mr. CONNOLLY. 

H.R. 2652: Mr. MESSER, Mr. HILL, and Mrs. 
BLACKBURN. 

H.R. 2653: Mr. BARTON, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. CARTER of Texas, 


8806 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 June 8, 2015 


Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. HENSARLING, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. THORN- 
BERRY, Mr. WALKER, and Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 

H.R. 2654: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 

H.R. 2663: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 2676: Mr. LEWIS. 

H.R. 2677: Mr. MURPHY of Florida. 


H.R. 2680: Ms. ADAMS. 

H.J. Res. 22: Mr. YARMUTH. 

H. Con. Res. 20: Mr. MOOLENAAR. 

H. Con. Res. 41: Ms. BASS. 

H. Con. Res. 49: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
SERRANO, and Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 

H. Res. 12: Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

H. Res. 28: Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. KIND, and 
Mr. MCNERNEY. 


H. Res. 139: Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 

H. Res. 210: Mr. KILMER. 

H. Res. 233: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. YAR- 
MUTH, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 


Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. EDWARDS, and Mr. JOR- 
DAN. 


H. Res. 246: Ms. PINGREE. 
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SENATE—Monday, June 8, 2015 


The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was 
called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 


EE 
PRAYER 


The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 

Eternal Father, to whom all hearts 
are open, and from whom no secrets are 
hidden, with reverence we pause to 
pray that You would make us good 
enough for the challenging times in 
which we serve. 

Lord, You made humanity to dream, 
so enable us to see that horizon that 
promises a better nation and world. 
Keep our eyes open to the everlasting 
hills, the illuminated skies, the bright 
sunrises of hope and beauty and truth. 

Keep ever before our lawmakers a vi- 
sion of Your perfect Kingdom when all 
people will fulfill the law of love. Help 
our Senators to shut out all distracting 
sounds and obstructing movements 
that prevent them from receiving Your 
guidance. 

We pray in Your sacred Name. Amen. 


EEE 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 


The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub- 
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 


Ea 


RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
ERNST). The minority leader is recog- 
nized. 


— A 


JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS 


Mr. REID. Madam President, a few 
days ago, the majority leader was re- 
ported to have declared to a conserv- 
ative talk-radio show that under his 
leadership, the Republican Senate will 
shirk its constitutional duties by not 
continuing to confirm judges—period. 
He went on to say: We may confirm a 
few that come from States where only 
Republicans give the President the 
names, but other than that, we are 
going to do none. 

I assume this is accurate. I hope it is 
not, but I assume that it is. It would be 
a very stunning and disappointing dec- 
laration that the senior Senator from 
Kentucky, especially since he argued 
for the fair consideration of President 
Bush’s court nominees, would now 
switch his position. 


In July of 2008, here is what he said: 
“Even with lameduck Presidents, there 
is a historical standard of fairness as to 
confirming judicial nominees, espe- 
cially circuit court nominees.” 

That is a direct quote from the ma- 
jority leader. These are his words. Not 
a single word has been made up. That 
is what he said: “Even with lameduck 
presidents, there is a historical stand- 
ard of fairness as to confirming judicial 
nominees, especially circuit court 
nominees.” 

And the record is spread with many 
quotes he has given just the same. He 
also said in that same year: ‘‘No party 
is without blame in the confirmation 
process, but what is going on now—or, 
more accurately, what is not going 
on—is yet another step backward in po- 
liticizing the confirmation process— 
something we had all hoped that we 
would get beyond.” 

Earlier my friend from Kentucky 
said: “Judicial nominations need to be 
treated fairly and commitments need 
to be kept.” And even earlier than 
that, here is what he said: “On the 
issue of judicial confirmations, the ma- 
jority leader and I discussed this mat- 
ter publicly at the beginning of the 
Congress’’—he is saying that he and I 
are talking—‘‘and we agreed that 
President Bush, in the last 2 years of 
his term, should be treated as well as 
President Reagan, Bush 41, and Presi- 
dent Clinton were treated in the last 2 
years of their tenures in office because 
there was one common thread, and 
that was that the Senate was con- 
trolled by the opposition party.” 

So what he is saying there is that 
what he wanted was for Bush to be 
treated the same way that Bush 1, 
President Reagan, and President Clin- 
ton had been treated. He got that with 
large numbers of judges being ap- 
pointed. 

So we are here now with the state- 
ments ringing loudly that the majority 
leader is intent on writing off the Sen- 
ate’s constitutional duty of offering 
our advice and consent now that Presi- 
dent Obama is nominating individuals 
to the Federal bench. 

The Republican leader is a student of 
the Senate. He says he is, and I believe 
that. I am confident that he under- 
stands that the Senate cannot and 
should not neglect the constitutional 
obligations we have. The Senate can- 
not simply ignore critical vacancies in 
the last 2 years of any President’s 
term—what a bad standard to set, espe- 
cially with the growth in certain com- 
munities. We have a number of judicial 
emergencies that have been deter- 
mined. 


It is all the more troubling that the 
majority leader wants to pick an un- 
necessary fight over judges just as Re- 
publican Senators are working with 
the President to fill vacancies in their 
States. The majority leader is essen- 
tially telling other Senators that their 
judicial recommendations simply don’t 
matter—Democrats, Independents, Re- 
publicans. The majority leader is tell- 
ing the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee that regardless of the judicial 
nominations his committee continues 
to report out, they could be blocked on 
the Senate floor. 

But I do say this just as a caveat: 
The present Judiciary Committee is 
doing the same thing that was done by 
the present chairman of the Finance 
Committee when he was chair of the 
Judiciary Committee. He didn’t have 
to worry about a lot of names on the 
calendar because he simply held no 
hearings in the Judiciary Committee. 
The same situation is prevailing now. 
So we don’t have a lot of people on the 
calendar because they are not having 
any hearings to speak of in the Judici- 
ary Committee. 

I have spoken here on the floor before 
about the nomination of Felipe 
Restrepo for the Third Circuit Court of 
Appeals in Philadelphia. After re- 
peated, repeated, and repeated delays, 
the committee is finally considering 
his nomination on Wednesday. He has 
been waiting for months. This is an in- 
credibly qualified nominee who enjoys 
vast bipartisan support, including both 
Pennsylvania Senators, one a Demo- 
crat and one a Republican. The Repub- 
lican Senator from Pennsylvania has 
said that Judge Restrepo would be a 
“superb addition to the Third Circuit.” 

In that case we have waited months 
to even have a hearing. 

So it must have been shocking for 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania 
to learn that his judicial pick would 
face another delay—a delay indefi- 
nitely, perhaps. This is a blatant rejec- 
tion of the Senate’s constitutional du- 
ties. 

Just as Senator MCCONNELL argued 
for fairness for President Bush’s nomi- 
nations, it is not unreasonable for 
Democrats to expect that same meas- 
ure of fairness that President Bush got 
in the 110th Congress. 

Regardless of whether a State had 
two Democrats, two Republicans or a 
split delegation, Senate Democrats 
brought President Bush’s nominees up 
for a vote. By this point in the seventh 
year of George W. Bush’s Presidency, 
Senate Democrats confirmed 18 judges, 
including 3 circuit court judges. 

In almost 6 months, the Republican 
Senate has only confirmed four district 


O This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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court judges. To put this in perspec- 
tive, during the Presidency of Bush, we 
confirmed four in 1 month. 

So perhaps the majority leader’s 
comments about a judicial slowdown 
were just confirming what he has al- 
ready done to block the President’s 
nominees. I repeat. The committee is 
being run the same way that the 
present chair of the Finance Com- 
mittee did when he was chair of the Ju- 
diciary Committee—just holding no 
hearings. That way, there is nobody on 
the calendar—or very few. 

The Republican Senate hasn’t con- 
firmed even a single circuit court 
judge—not even a consensus nominee 
such as Kara Stoll to the Federal Cir- 
cuit. She was reported out of com- 
mittee by a voice vote in April. Noth- 
ing so far—they are not even having 
hearings, I repeat, on most nominees. 
Therefore, there is no one to report to 
the floor. 

Actions speak louder than words, and 
the majority leader can demonstrate 
that his remarks were misinterpreted— 
and I would certainly hope so—by 
scheduling a prompt vote on the Stoll 
nomination. We should schedule a vote 
on her nomination no later than this 
week. Kara Stoll is the only appeals 
court judge awaiting a vote before the 
Senate. 

For the reasons I have just said, peo- 
ple have been in the pipeline, but they 
won’t hold hearings. Both of these 
nominations—Restrepo and Stoll—need 
a vote now. Let’s hope the majority 
leader will reflect upon his past state- 
ments about fair consideration of judi- 
cial nominees, in comparison to what 
he said on a talk show—I guess appeal- 
ing to the rightwing even more than 
what has happened recently, and that 
is quite a bit. Let’s hope he does not 
treat judicial nominees as they have 
never been treated before. Let’s hope 
that the Senate will quickly confirm at 
least these two qualified judges. We 
need a lot more, but these two would 
be a step in the right direction. 

I note there is no one on the floor, 
and I ask that the Chair announce the 
business of the day. 


EE 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 


EE 
MORNING BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business for 1 
hour, with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 
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Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


— 


CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 


— A 


NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA- 
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re- 
sume consideration of H.R. 1735, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 1735) to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 

McCain amendment No. 1463, in the nature 
of a substitute. 

McCain amendment No. 1456 (to amend- 
ment No. 1463), to require additional infor- 
mation supporting long-range plans for con- 
struction of naval vessels. 

Reed amendment No. 1521 (to amendment 
No. 1463), to limit the availability of 
amounts authorized to be appropriated for 
overseas contingency operations pending re- 
lief from the spending limits under the Budg- 
et Control Act of 2011. 

Cornyn amendment No. 1486 (to amend- 
ment No. 1463), to require reporting on en- 
ergy security issues involving Europe and 
the Russian Federation, and to express the 
sense of Congress regarding ways the United 
States could help vulnerable allies and part- 
ners with energy security. 

Vitter amendment No. 1473 (to amendment 
No. 1463), to limit the retirement of Army 
combat units. 

Markey amendment No. 1645 (to amend- 
ment No. 1463), to express the sense of Con- 
gress that exports of crude oil to United 
States allies and partners should not be de- 
termined to be consistent with the national 
interest if those exports would increase en- 
ergy prices in the United States for Amer- 
ican consumers or businesses or increase the 
reliance of the United States on imported 
oil. 

Reed (for Blumenthal) amendment No. 1564 
(to amendment No. 1463), to increase civil 
penalties for violations of the Servicemem- 
bers Civil Relief Act. 

McCain (for Paul) modified amendment No. 
1543 (to amendment No. 1463), to strengthen 
employee cost savings suggestions programs 
within the Federal Government. 

Reed (for Durbin) amendment No. 1559 (to 
amendment No. 1463), to prohibit the award 
of Department of Defense contracts to in- 
verted domestic corporations. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I 
note with some interest over the week- 
end in the New York Times that ‘‘Rus- 
sia Wields Aid and Ideology Against 
West to Fight Sanctions.” 

On the front page of the New York 
Times: 
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The war in Ukraine that has pitted Russia 
against the West is being waged not just 
with tanks, artillery and troops. Increas- 
ingly, Moscow has brought to bear different 
kinds of weapons, according to American and 
European officials: Money, ideology, and 
disinformation. 

Yesterday and today in the Wall 
Street Journal: “Iraqis Call for a Deep- 
er Overhaul of Army.” Also: ““Mistrust 
of military leadership among troops is 
widespread in crisis of confidence.” 

Right below that: ‘‘Airstrikes Kill 
Dozens as Fighting in Yemen Intensi- 
fies.” 

The reporting of a world in turmoil, 
as described by my friend LINDSEY 
GRAHAM as on fire, continues. 

To top it all off, today, speaking to 
reporters at the G7 summit in Ger- 
many, President Obama said: “We 
don't yet have a complete strategy 
about how to combat ISIS.” 

I would remind my colleagues that 
on August 28, 2014, nearly a year ago, 
President Obama stated: “We don’t 
have a strategy yet to fight ISIS in 
Traq and in Syria.” 

My friends, nearly a year after the 
President said we don't have a strategy 
yet to fight ISIS in Iraq and in Syria, 
he said again: We don't yet have a com- 
plete strategy about how to combat 
ISIS. 

I would like to see the incomplete 
strategy. I would like to see some- 
thing. I would not like to see continue 
that 75 percent of the combat missions 
that are flown in Iraq and Syria return 
to base without firing a weapon be- 
cause we don’t have forward air con- 
trollers on the ground. 

When is this administration going to 
figure out that if we want to destroy 
the enemy, we have to be able to iden- 
tify the enemy, and that requires for- 
ward air controllers on the ground and 
that means U.S. troops. 

I know that whenever I and some 
others say we need additional U.S. 
troops, people recoil and say, Oh, no, 
here we go again. Well, what is going 
on now is ISIS is succeeding. Bashar 
Assad is hanging on. Iran is on the 
move. They now dominate four coun- 
tries: Syria, Iraq, Yemen, and Lebanon. 
And the President of the United States 
says we don't yet have a complete 
strategy. 

Well, the Pentagon is a pretty big 
place. There are hundreds of people 
who work for the National Security 
Advisor, and somehow, nearly a year 
later, we don't yet have a strategy? 
Wow. ISIS goes from house to house in 
Ramadi with lists of names and they 
execute people and they kill 3-year-old 
children and they burn their bodies in 
the streets. And the atrocities in Syria 
continue as Bashar Assad barrel-bombs 
innocent men, women, and children— 
barrel bombs, by the way, supplied by 
Tran and Russia—and we don't yet have 
a “complete strategy.” 

Well, I have never seen the world in 
more crises, nor has Henry Kissinger, 
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nor have most other longtime observ- 
ers of our Nation and the world. 

I urge my colleagues to take a look 
at a map of the Middle East from Janu- 
ary of 2009, when President Obama was 
sworn in as President of the United 
States, and look at that same map 
today and color in where there is ISIS, 
where there is Iranian domination, 
where there is conflict, and where 
there is a complete lack, except in the 
State of Israel, of democratization or 
the kinds of freedoms the United 
States of America stands for. 

All I can say is one has to wonder 
whether this President just wants to 
wait out the next year and a half and 
basically do nothing to stop this geno- 
cide, blood-letting, and the horrible 
things that are happening throughout 
the Middle East, where, in the view of 
the Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation and the Director of the 
CIA, they say, as far as ISIS is con- 
cerned, they pose a threat to the secu- 
rity of the United States. Why do they 
say that? Obviously, because these 
thousands of young men who have gone 
to Syria and Iraq and are being 
radicalized and trained are going to go 
back to where they came from. Every- 
body knows that. 

On the day Baghdadi, the leader of 
ISIS, left our Camp Bucca—where he 
spent 4 years along with about 25,000 
others—he said to the Americans: We 
will see you in New York. Mr. Baghdadi 
is not known for his sense of humor. 

What we are trying to do in this leg- 
islation that is before the Senate is to 
provide the means, the training, the 
equipment, the care for the men and 
women, and the much needed reforms 
that I have been over and will continue 
to go over, whether it be in retirement, 
whether it be in acquisition, whether it 
be in a number of other areas of the 
Department of Defense and the way we 
defend this Nation. That is, in my 
view, long, long overdue. Now we see 
the President of the United States 
threatening to veto this legislation, if 
it gets through the House and the Sen- 
ate, over the issue of OCO. That, as my 
colleagues know, is overseas contin- 
gency operations, which began with the 
conflicts in Afghanistan and in Iraq as 
a means of providing additional funds 
to pay for and fund the operations in 
those countries as the name implies— 
overseas contingency operations. 

I have opposed sequestration. I think 
it is a terrible thing to inflict on the 
men and women who are serving in the 
military, much less on our national se- 
curity. I agree with our uniformed 
leaders, every one of whom has testi- 
fied before the Senate Armed Services 
Committee that if we continue seques- 
tration, it puts the lives of the men 
and women who are serving in the mili- 
tary at greater risk. I don’t know of a 
greater obligation that we have than to 
prevent putting the lives of the young 
men and women who have volunteered 
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to serve this country at greater risk. 
But that has been lost on my col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle. 

So now we have the OCO, and it funds 
the defense of this country at the lev- 
els the President requested. I don’t like 
it. I don’t like it because it can only 
give them 1 year of planning. What the 
military really needs is to be able to 
plan for at least 5 years ahead of time. 
We can’t build new weapons and new 
ships and new airplanes on a year-to- 
year basis. But it is better than the se- 
questration, which, as I said, increases 
the threat to this Nation’s security. 

Last week, the White House issued a 
Statement of Administration Policy 
threatening to veto this national secu- 
rity legislation. The threat hardly 
comes as a surprise. After all, the 
President has threatened to veto, for 
some reason or another, every Defense 
authorization bill since 2011. The White 
House’s compilation of complaints is 
long, but it is woefully short on sub- 
stance. 

The Statement of Administration 
Policy makes clear that the true basis 
for the administration’s veto threat 
has nothing to do with defense. Object- 
ing to the use of $38 billion in overseas 
contingency operation funds—or OCO— 
to meet the President’s request of $612 
billion, the statement said the Presi- 
dent ‘‘will not fix defense without fix- 
ing nondefense spending.”’ 

It is incomprehensible that as Amer- 
ica confronts the most diverse and 
complex array of crises around the 
world since the end of World War II, 
that a President of the United States, 
who has not yet been able to come up 
with a “complete strategy”? for the 
challenges we face, would veto funding 
for our military to prove a political 
point. 

The threats we confront today are far 
more serious than they were a year ago 
and significantly more so since the 
Congress passed the Budget Control 
Act in 2011. That legislation arbitrarily 
capped defense spending and estab- 
lished the mindless mechanism of se- 
questration which was triggered in 
2013. As a result, with worldwide 
threats rising, we as a nation are on a 
course to cut nearly $1 trillion of de- 
fense spending over 10 years. Every sin- 
gle military and national security 
leader who has testified before the 
Armed Services Committee this year 
has denounced sequestration and urged 
its repeal as soon as possible. This leg- 
islation doesn't end sequestration, un- 
fortunately. Believe me, our com- 
mittee would have done so if the NDAA 
were capable of it, but it is not. The 
NDAA is a policy bill. This legislation 
is a policy bill. It is the appropriators 
who deal with the money. It only deals 
with defense issues, and it doesn't 
spend a dollar. It provides the Depart- 
ment of Defense and the men and 
women in uniform with the authorities 
and support they need to defend the 
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Nation. It fully supports President 
Obama's budget request of $612 billion 
for national defense, which is $38 bil- 
lion above the spending caps estab- 
lished by the Budget Control Act. 

Let me repeat that. The legislation 
gives the President every dollar of 
budget authority he requested. The dif- 
ference is that this legislation follows 
the Senate budget resolution, which 
was voted on time after time all night 
long and was agreed to by both Houses 
of Congress. It is the Senate budget 
resolution. 

Now, this is not my preferred option, 
as I said. That is why the committee 
included a special transfer authority in 
this legislation that allows the Depart- 
ment of Defense to transfer the addi- 
tional $38 billion from OCO to the base 
budget in the event legislation is en- 
acted that increases the statutory lim- 
its on discretionary defense and non- 
defense spending in proportionately 
equal amounts. This was the product of 
a bipartisan compromise, and it was 
the most we could do in the Defense 
authorization bill to recognize the need 
for a broader physical agreement with- 
out denying funding for our military 
right now. 

Here on the floor we have heard a 
number of misconceptions about OCO 
funding, many of which have been fed 
by this administration’s rhetoric. 
While OCO is not the ideal way to 
budget our defense, technical and budg- 
etary consequences to using OCO fund- 
ing have been greatly exaggerated. 
OCO is authorized and appropriated on 
an annual basis, just like base funding. 
OCO funding is allocated to the same 
DOD accounts as base funding. In fact, 
the Defense bill purposely placed the 
additional $38 billion of OCO funding in 
the same accounts and activities for 
which the President himself requested 
the money. These activities have his- 
torically had a large share of OCO 
funding, and the account has been des- 
ignated by the President as OCO eligi- 
ble in the past, and there are no laws 
that make OCO funding expire any dif- 
ferently than base funding. 

The White House threat to veto this 
legislation and the desire for increases 
in nondefense spending are misguided 
and irresponsible. With global threats 
rising, it simply makes no sense to op- 
pose a defense policy bill—legislation 
that spends no money but is full of 
vital authorities that our troops need— 
for a reason that has nothing to do 
with national defense spending. The 
NDAA should not be treated as a hos- 
tage in budget negotiation. The polit- 
ical reality is that the Budget Control 
Act, which the President signed, re- 
mains the law of the land. So faced 
with a choice between OCO money and 
no money, I choose OCO, and multiple 
senior military leaders testified before 
the Armed Services Committee this 
year that they would make the same 
choice for one simple reason: This is 
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$38 billion of real money that our mili- 
tary desperately needs and without 
which our top military leaders have 
said they cannot succeed. 

The bottom line is this. The NDAA 
authorized $612 billion for national de- 
fense. This is the amount requested by 
the President and justified by his own 
national security strategy. If the Presi- 
dent and some of my colleagues oppose 
the Defense bill due to concerns over 
nondefense spending, I suspect they 
will have a very difficult time explain- 
ing and justifying that choice to Amer- 
icans who increasingly cite national se- 
curity as a top concern. 

The Statement of Administration 
Policy raises specious concerns with 
the sweeping defense acquisition re- 
forms in the NDAA. For example, the 
White House asserted that transferring 
some acquisition authority back to the 
services is somehow inconsistent with 
the Secretary of Defense’s exercise of 
authority, direction, and control over 
all of the Department of Defense’s pro- 
grams and activities. I could not dis- 
agree more with that assertion. What 
this legislation does is merely switch 
who does what in certain cir- 
cumstances from different people who 
all directly report and serve under the 
authority, direction, and control of the 
Secretary of Defense. In this legisla- 
tion, for a limited number of programs 
to start with, the Secretary of Defense 
will look to the service Secretaries di- 
rectly for management of these acqui- 
sition programs rather than looking to 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac- 
quisition, Technology, and Logistics, 
or AT&L. This is not usurpation of the 
Secretary of Defense’s power. It is 
called streamlining of authorities and 
reducing layers of unnecessary bu- 
reaucracy. There is a section in the 
legislation that would allow the Sec- 
retary of Defense to continue to rely 
on more layers of management, if he 
chooses, but only if he certifies to Con- 
gress that this makes sense. There sim- 
ply is not any undermining of the Sec- 
retary of Defense’s authority in here. 

Another concern raised has been that 
the transfer of milestone decision au- 
thority to the services would reduce 
the Secretary of Defense’s ability— 
through AT&L—to guard against un- 
warranted optimism in program plan- 
ning and budget formulation. Unwar- 
ranted optimism is indeed a plague on 
acquisition, and there is not a monop- 
oly of that in the services. Nothing in 
this bill overrides a requirement to use 
better cost estimates from the Office of 
Cost Assessment and Program Evalua- 
tion. In fact, new incentives and real 
penalties imposed on the services in 
this legislation are designed to put 
some of this optimism in check. 

Some in the White House and the De- 
partment of Defense want to perpet- 
uate the absurd fiction that the cur- 
rent system is working. Even after a 
wave of 25 program cancellations by 
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former Secretary Gates, all of the pro- 
grams that are left under AT&L man- 
agement have over $200 billion in cost 
overruns. 

I want to repeat that. Under the su- 
pervision of the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and 
Logistics, there are programs that 
have over $200 billion in cost overruns. 
AT&L is trying to have it both ways, 
claiming credit for the improvements 
in the acquisition system while blam- 
ing the services for its long list of fail- 
ures. 

This is exactly the program this leg- 
islation is trying to address, blurred 
lines of accountability inside the De- 
fense Acquisition System that allow its 
leaders to evade responsibility for re- 
sults. The reality is that in the modern 
world the AT&L management process 
takes too long and costs too much. For 
example, an Army study looked at the 
time it would take to go through all of 
the AT&L reviews and buy nothing. I 
repeat: To go through all those reviews 
and buy nothing. What was the answer? 
Ten years—10 years to buy nothing. 
The Government Accountability Office 
looked at the much vaunted milestone 
reviews that the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense is touting as a success. Just 
one review takes on average 2 years. A 
similar review at the Missile Defense 
Agency takes about 3 months. Our ad- 
versaries are not shuffling paper. They 
are building weapons systems. It is 
time for us to do the same. 

I find it disappointing or maybe just 
outright laughable that the Statement 
of Administration Policy expressed 
concern about the Armed Services 
Committee’s decision to downsize and 
streamline the bureaucratic overhead 
of the Pentagon, while at the same 
time complaining that we are not let- 
ting them downsize the fighting forces. 
Let me repeat. The administration 
wants to keep more Pentagon bureau- 
crats while drawing down our forces 
and cutting military equipment such 
as fighter aircraft. 

Is there any Member of this Chamber 
who believes we should increase the 
Army staff by 60 percent over a decade, 
and then turn around and slash our 
Army brigade combat teams from 45 to 
32? Of course not. 

The administration cites reductions 
already taking place in headquarters 
activities, but ignores the fact that the 
Air Force is trying to achieve those re- 
ductions by playing a shell game—cre- 
ating two new organizations and shift- 
ing people around. Moving the deck 
chairs on the Titanic didn’t keep the 
ship from sinking, and shifting people 
around in a game of ‘‘hide the head- 
quarters staff’? will not keep our na- 
tional security from sinking under the 
weight of bureaucratic empires. 

As the White House asks the Senate 
to preserve bloated staffs, the State- 
ment of Administration Policy laments 
the Committee’s effort to address dan- 
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gerous strike fighter capacity short- 
falls across the services. As deliveries 
of the F-35 have continued to fall short 
of projections, the Air Force has con- 
tinued to drain combat power. Senior 
Air Force officials have repeatedly tes- 
tified to the alarming reality that 
their service is the smallest in its his- 
tory, with readiness at very low levels, 
all while our airmen perform ongoing 
combat operations in the Middle East, 
theater support packages in Eastern 
Europe, presence and reassurance to 
our allies in the Asia-Pacific, and 
maintain a strong strategic nuclear de- 
terrence posture. The misallocation of 
airpower resources over the past 6 
years, coupled with the mismanage- 
ment of very expensive aircraft weap- 
ons systems procurement programs, 
places America's national security in- 
terests in jeopardy and endangers the 
lives of our men and women in uni- 
form. 

Our military commanders know this 
is true. That is why, for example, the 
Chief of Naval Operations and the Com- 
mandant of the Marine Corps included 
in their unfunded priorities lists re- 
quests for 12 F-18 Super Hornets for the 
Navy and 6 F-35B Joint Strike Fighters 
for the Marine Corps. The NDAA funds 
these requests because senior Navy and 
Marine Corps leaders have repeatedly 
testified to significant strike fighter 
shortfalls in the maritime services due 
to unanticipated increased combat op- 
erations in the Middle East, aging and 
obsolete fighter aircraft, and signifi- 
cant delays in the F-35 Joint Strike 
Fighter delivery schedule. Bizarrely, 
the White House has apparently dis- 
regarded that testimony and instead 
labels these requests for more combat 
power from our military commanders 
as “unnecessary.” 

The Statement of Administration 
Policy opposes the strong oversight 
measures put in place by the NDAA on 
the Ford-class aircraft carrier pro- 
gram. The administration objects to a 
provision in this legislation that re- 
duces the cost cap for the USS John F. 
Kennedy by $100 million from $11.498 
billion to $11.398 billion. But in the 
budget request, the Navy estimated the 
cost of this ship at $11.348 billion. In 
other words, the NDAA still provides a 
buffer of $50 million. The provision 
simply locks in the savings the Depart- 
ment has advertised, which comes after 
more than $2 billion in cost growth—$2 
billion in cost growth of one aircraft 
carrier. Unless the budget request is 
misleading or inaccurate, this provi- 
sion should not result in reduced capa- 
bility or a breach of the cost cap as the 
administration claims. 

It is also unfortunate that the ad- 
ministration doesn't recognize the im- 
portance of conducting full-ship shock 
trials on the USS Gerald R. Ford, 
known as CVN-78. With the abundance 
of new technology, including the cata- 
pult, arresting gear, and radar, as well 
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as the reliance on electricity rather 
than steam to power key systems, 
there continues to be a great deal of 
risk in this program. Testing CVN-—78 
will not only improve the design of fu- 
ture carriers but also reduce the costs 
associated with retrofitting engineer- 
ing changes. Absent this provision, the 
Navy will delay by up to 7 years full- 
ship shock trials and shift the test 
from the lead ship in the class to the 
second ship. That poses the risk that 
CVN-78 will deploy and potentially 
fight without this testing, putting the 
lives of our sailors at risk. 

The Statement of Administration 
Policy also raised objections to a num- 
ber of provisions related to military 
personnel. For instance, the adminis- 
tration bemoans the fact that the Com- 
mittee did not adopt its plan to raise 
existing TRICARE fees and implement 
new fees for Medicare-eligible retirees 
and their family members. The so- 
called Consolidated Health Plans would 
not have created a modern, value-based 
health care system. The administra- 
tion made no attempt at all to improve 
access to care, quality of care or bene- 
ficiary satisfaction. The NDAA, on the 
other hand, addresses those issues and 
more without raising enrollment fees 
or creating new fees. 

The White House expressed concern 
about the provisions in the NDAA that 
call for a plan to privatize com- 
missaries and a 2-year pilot program at 
no fewer than five commissaries in the 
largest markets of the commissary sys- 
tem to assess the feasibility and advis- 
ability of the plan. But the rationale is 
confusing. The administration claims 
that “there is an independent study un- 
derway to determine whether privat- 
ization is a feasible option and we 
should wait for those results prior to 
making any policy changes.” The bill 
did require a comprehensive review in 
fiscal year 2015 by an independent orga- 
nization of the management, food, and 
pricing options of the commissary sys- 
tem. But in that section, there was no 
requirement to study the feasibility of 
privatization of the commissary sys- 
tem. It is also curious that the admin- 
istration warns against implementing 
a pilot program on privatization before 
the results of an independent study, 
while at the same time encouraging 
the Congress to adopt their own pro- 
posed pilot program. 

The White House’s policy statement 
reflects the President’s feckless policy 
towards Russia. Despite the advice of 
nearly every statesman and policy ex- 
pert who has appeared before the 
Armed Services Committee in recent 
months—Henry Kissinger, George 
Shultz, Madeleine Albright, Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, and others—and against the 
advice of both the Secretary of State 
and Secretary of Defense, the President 
has refused to provide defensive lethal 
assistance to Ukraine. The President’s 
continued inaction, for fear of pro- 
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voking Russia, is seen by Putin as 
weakness and invites the very aggres- 
sion we seek to avoid. 

The Ukrainian people aren’t asking 
for U.S. troops. They are simply asking 
for the right tools to defend themselves 
and their country, and those are the 
tools that this legislation would pro- 
vide. 

We have seen Vladimir Putin commit 
aggression, draw back, commit more 
aggression, draw back. We are now in 
the phase where any day now we will 
see continued aggression and territory- 
grabbing by Vladimir Putin as he es- 
tablishes his land bridge to Crimea and 
puts additional pressures on Baltic 
countries and Moldova. Meanwhile, we 
refuse to give the Ukrainians weapons 
with which to defend themselves. 

This bill does not force the President 
to provide lethal assistance to Ukraine. 
Trust me, if there were a way to do 
that, it would be in this bill. The Presi- 
dent has a decision to make on pro- 
viding lethal assistance to Ukraine. 
That decision has consequences far be- 
yond whether the President obligates 
the full amount of funds authorized in 
a decision that is long overdue. 

Making matters worse, the State- 
ment of Administration Policy seeks 
flexibility to continue our Nation’s de- 
pendence on Russian rocket engines. 
The NDAA would put an end to this de- 
pendence by 2019 and stop hundreds of 
millions of dollars from going to Vladi- 
mir Putin and his cronies. It elimi- 
nates a launch subsidy that the com- 
mander of Air Force Space Command 
has stated impedes fair competition, 
and it directs the administration to 
stop playing games, develop a domestic 
rocket engine—not a new rocket sys- 
tem—to replace the Russian RD-180. 

The Russians are being paid billions 
of dollars for their rocket engines, and 
there is a “middle man’’ who has made 
tens of millions of dollars just by mov- 
ing those rockets from Russia to the 
United States. There is an individual 
who runs this outfit who has been sanc- 
tioned by the U.S. Government, and we 
have elements in the Pentagon who 
still want to deal with him for as long 
as possible. 

In testimony before the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee in March, Gen. John 
Kelly, the commander of U.S. Southern 
Command, testified: ‘‘With the amount 
of drugs and people that move across 
our southwest border, it doesn’t seem 
all that secure to me.’’ General Kelly 
went on to state that the threat of ter- 
rorists crossing our southern border is 
“extremely serious” and that “if a ter- 
rorist or almost anyone wants to get 
into our country, they just pay the 
fare.” They just pay the fare. 

That is why this bill would provide 
$45 million for Operation Phalanx, in- 
creasing border security operations by 
the National Guard along the southern 
border, and boosting aerial surveil- 
lance of the region by up to 60 percent. 
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To date, Operation Phalanx has di- 
rectly contributed to more than 96,000 
apprehensions along the border and the 
interdiction of more than 282,000 
pounds of drugs destined for our com- 
munities. 

The legislation directs the Secretary 
of Defense to provide up to $75 million 
in additional assistance to Customs 
and Border Protection operations to se- 
cure the southern border, potentially 
including the deployment of personnel, 
surveillance assets, and intelligence 
support from the U.S. military. The 
NDAA would authorize an additional 
$50 million to address U.S. Southern 
Command's unfunded priorities to in- 
crease surveillance and interdiction op- 
erations in Central America—a pri- 
mary transit point for illicit traf- 
ficking into the United States. 

Finally, Iam disappointed by the ad- 
ministration's puzzling response to 
provisions in the NDAA related to the 
detention facility at Guantanamo Bay. 
The administration argues that this 
legislation’s limitations placed on 
Guantanamo Bay transfers are unnec- 
essary and beyond the scope of congres- 
sional authority. That is false. Con- 
gress has long had constitutional au- 
thority over wartime detention mat- 
ters, and there are good reasons for 
Congress to assert its authority in this 
instance. 

For over 6 years, the administration 
has stated that one of its highest pol- 
icy priorities is to close the detention 
facility at Guantanamo Bay. But for 
that same period of time, Members of 
the Senate have repeatedly requested a 
plan that explains how the administra- 
tion will handle each of the detainees 
currently held there, and unfortu- 
nately, over the last 6% years, the ad- 
ministration has consistently failed to 
provide that plan. 

As the terrorist threat continues 
around the world and grows and metas- 
tasizes, the administration continues 
to demand that the facility be closed 
while failing to explain how it will do 
so. There are serious legal and security 
challenges inherent in moving this pop- 
ulation to other locations, whether in- 
side or outside of the United States. 
Congress is simply asking the execu- 
tive branch to explain where it will 
hold those set for trial, how it will con- 
tinue to detain dangerous terrorists 
pursuant to the laws of war, and how it 
will mitigate the risks of moving this 
population. If the administration can 
provide those answers to these basic 
questions to the satisfaction of the 
American people, then congressional 
restrictions on the movement of these 
detainees will be lifted and the plan 
can be implemented. 

Now, Congress’s need for answers is 
even more acute after the administra- 
tion transferred five senior Taliban de- 
tainees under secret agreement to 
Qatar without prior notification to 
Congress as required by law. The Presi- 
dent of the United States blatantly 


8812 


violated the law—which required, be- 
fore these five detainees were trans- 
ferred to Qatar, that Congress be noti- 
fied 6 months ahead of time—using the 
rationale that they were afraid the in- 
formation might leak. Is that justifica- 
tion for breaking the law? And isn’t it 
understandable, the skepticism here on 
both sides of the aisle about any plan 
they may have or may not have? Isn’t 
it reasonable that the Congress of the 
United States should be presented with 
a plan, and shouldn’t the Congress of 
the United States express its approval 
or disapproval? 

The notification standard was en- 
acted into law to allow the President 
the authority to implement his stated 
policy but with a good-faith under- 
standing that the people's representa- 
tive could weigh in on these important 
decisions before the transfers hap- 
pened. The President's failure to abide 
by the notification provisions under- 
mined any trust Congress had in the 
process. 

Now, as the Taliban continues to plot 
attacks against U.S. servicemembers in 
Afghanistan, the administration is 
scurrying to figure out how to keep 
those five terrorists from the battle- 
field. 

This is not congressional overreach; 
it is congressional oversight. The 
President has decided that the security 
risks of keeping Guantanamo open out- 
weigh the security and legal risks of 
closing it. Congress is seeking informa- 
tion that will allow the American peo- 
ple and Congress to understand that 
decision. 

The American people deserve an ex- 
planation for how the President plans 
to execute one of his most repeated 
policy goals. There is some dispute 
about what percentage of those who 
have been released from detention in 
Guantanamo have reentered the fight. 
Some say it is as high as 30 percent, 
and some say it is as low as 7 or 8 per- 
cent. There is no debate that detainees 
who were released from Guantanamo 
have reentered the fight, placing the 
lives of American service men and 
women in jeopardy and in danger. Of 
course, the five who were released were 
amongst the toughest, the worst, the 
hardest cases. Now there is some ques- 
tion as to whether they will remain 
under strict supervision in Qatar. 

Let me conclude by simply saying 
that the NDAA is far too important to 
be held hostage in a budget negotia- 
tion. For 53 consecutive years, the Con- 
gress has passed a national defense au- 
thorization act. With threats to our na- 
tional security multiplying around the 
world, I would hope this year would be 
no different. 

I thank my colleague from Rhode Is- 
land for all of the hard work he and his 
staff and Members on that side of the 
aisle have done in order to have legis- 
lation that passed overwhelmingly 
through the Senate Armed Services 
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Committee. I hope we can move for- 
ward on getting that legislation 
through the Senate, in consultation 
and in compromise with the House, and 
to the White House for the President’s 
signature. 

I would say again that I read care- 
fully the administration’s objection to 
the legislation as it now stands. These 
are not valid in some cases. In other 
cases, we would be glad to negotiate 
with the White House as we go to con- 
ference with the House after com- 
pleting this. I sincerely hope and pray 
that—there are so many provisions 
there that are important to the lives of 
the men and women serving in the 
military that I would hope the Presi- 
dent would take into consideration 
how important this is to the men and 
women who are serving, their lives and 
their welfare, their equipment, their 
training, and their ability to defend 
this Nation. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). 

The clerk will call the roll 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1559, AS MODIFIED 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I have a 
modification to amendment No. 1559, 
which I offered on behalf of Senator 
DURBIN, and I ask that the amendment 
be so modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has that right. The amendment is 
so modified. 

The amendment, as modified, is as 
follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 832. PROHIBITION ON AWARDING OF DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE CON- 
TRACTS TO INVERTED DOMESTIC 
CORPORATIONS. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—Chapter 137 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 

“§ 2338. Prohibition on awarding contracts to 
inverted domestic corporations 


““(a) PROHIBITION.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency 
may not award a contract for the procure- 
ment of property or services to— 

“(A) any foreign incorporated entity that 
such head has determined is an inverted do- 
mestic corporation or any subsidiary of such 
entity; or 

““(B) any joint venture if more than 10 per- 
cent of the joint venture (by vote or value) is 
owned by a foreign incorporated entity that 
such head has determined is an inverted do- 
mestic corporation or any subsidiary of such 
entity. 

“*(2) SUBCONTRACTS.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The head of an execu- 
tive agency shall include in each contract for 
the procurement of property or services 
awarded by the executive agency with a 
value in excess of $10,000,000, other than a 
contract for exclusively commercial items, a 
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clause that prohibits the prime contractor 
on such contract from— 

““(i) awarding a first-tier subcontract with 
a value greater than 10 percent of the total 
value of the prime contract to an entity or 
joint venture described in paragraph (1); or 

“(ii) structuring subcontract tiers in a 
manner designed to avoid the limitation in 
paragraph (1) by enabling an entity or joint 
venture described in paragraph (1) to perform 
more than 10 percent of the total value of 
the prime contract as a lower-tier subcon- 
tractor. 

“(B) PENALTIES.—The contract clause in- 
cluded in contracts pursuant to subpara- 
graph (A) shall provide that, in the event 
that the prime contractor violates the con- 
tract clause— 

““(i) the prime contract may be terminated 
for default; and 

““(1i) the matter may be referred to the sus- 
pension or debarment official for the appro- 
priate agency and may be a basis for suspen- 
sion or debarment of the prime contractor. 

‘*(b) INVERTED DOMESTIC CORPORATION.— 

‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec- 
tion, a foreign incorporated entity shall be 
treated as an inverted domestic corporation 
if, pursuant to a plan (or a series of related 
transactions)— 

“(A) the entity completes before, on, or 
after May 8, 2014, the direct or indirect ac- 
quisition of— 

““(i) substantially all of the properties held 
directly or indirectly by a domestic corpora- 
tion; or 

““(ii) substantially all of the assets of, or 
substantially all of the properties consti- 
tuting a trade or business of, a domestic 
partnership; and 

‘(B) after the acquisition, more than 50 
percent of the stock (by vote or value) of the 
entity is held— 

““(i) in the case of an acquisition with re- 
spect to a domestic corporation, by former 
shareholders of the domestic corporation by 
reason of holding stock in the domestic cor- 
poration; or 

““(ii) in the case of an acquisition with re- 
spect to a domestic partnership, by former 
partners of the domestic partnership by rea- 
son of holding a capital or profits interest in 
the domestic partnership. 

“*(2) EXCEPTION FOR CORPORATIONS WITH 
SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS ACTIVITIES IN FOREIGN 
COUNTRY OF ORGANIZATION.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—A foreign incorporated 
entity described in paragraph (1) shall not be 
treated as an inverted domestic corporation 
if after the acquisition the expanded affili- 
ated group which includes the entity has 
substantial business activities in the foreign 
country in which or under the law of which 
the entity is created or organized when com- 
pared to the total business activities of such 
expanded affiliated group. 

““(B) SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS ACTIVITIES.— 
The Secretary of the Treasury (or the Sec- 
retary's delegate) shall establish regulations 
for determining whether an affiliated group 
has substantial business activities for pur- 
poses of subparagraph (A), except that such 
regulations may not treat any group as hav- 
ing substantial business activities if such 
group would not be considered to have sub- 
stantial business activities under the regula- 
tions prescribed under section 7874 of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, as in effect on 
May 8, 2014. 

““(c) WAIVER.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency 
may waive subsection (a) with respect to any 
Federal Government contract under the au- 
thority of such head if the head determines 


June 8, 2015 


that the waiver is required in the interest of 
national security or is necessary for the effi- 
cient or effective administration of Federal 
or Federally-funded programs that provide 
health benefits to individuals. 

“*(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The head of an 
agency issuing a waiver under paragraph (1) 
shall, not later than 14 days after issuing 
such waiver, submit a written notification of 
the waiver to the Committees on Armed 
Services and Appropriations of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives. 

““(d) APPLICABILITY.— 

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), this section shall not apply to 
any contract entered into before the date of 
the enactment of this section. 

‘(2) TASK AND DELIVERY ORDERS.—This sec- 
tion shall apply to any task or delivery order 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
section pursuant to a contract entered into 
before, on, or after such date of enactment. 

““(3) SCOPE.—This section applies only to 
contracts subject to regulation under the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation and the De- 
fense Supplement to the Federal Acquisition 
Regulation. 

‘*(e) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.— 

““(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the 
terms ‘expanded affiliated group’, ‘foreign 
incorporated entity’, ‘person’, ‘domestic’, 
and ‘foreign’ have the meaning given those 
terms in section 835(c) of the Homeland Se- 
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(c)). 

‘(2) SPECIAL RULES.—In applying sub- 
section (b) of this section for purposes of sub- 
section (a) of this section, the rules described 
under 835(c)(1) of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(c)(1)) shall apply.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 137 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
2337 the following new item: 


‘2338. Prohibition on awarding contracts to 
inverted domestic corpora- 
tions.” 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1569 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to set aside the 
pending amendment and call up 
amendment No. 1569 for Senator BURR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. MCCAIN], 
for Mr. BURR, proposes an amendment num- 
bered 1569 to amendment No. 1463. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
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(Purpose: To ensure criminal background 
checks of employees of the military child 
care system and providers of child care 
services and youth program services for 
military dependents) 

At the end of subtitle F of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 565. CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECKS OF 

EMPLOYEES OF THE MILITARY 
CHILD CARE SYSTEM AND PRO- 
VIDERS OF CHILD CARE SERVICES 
AND YOUTH PROGRAM SERVICES 
FOR MILITARY DEPENDENTS. 

(a) EMPLOYEES OF MILITARY CHILD CARE 
SYSTEM.—Section 1792 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (d): 

“(d) CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECK.—The 
criminal background check of child care em- 
ployees under this section that is required 
pursuant to section 231 of the Crime Control 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 13041) shall be con- 
ducted pursuant to regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense in accordance with 
the provisions of section 658H of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant Act of 
1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858f).””. 

(b) PROVIDERS OF CHILD CARE SERVICES AND 
YOUTH PROGRAM SERVICES.—Section 1798 of 
such title is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (c): 

““(c) CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECK.—A pro- 
vider of child care services or youth program 
services may not provide such services under 
this section unless such provider complies 
with the requirements for criminal back- 
ground checks under section 658H of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858f) for the State in 
which such services are provided.”. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate resumes consideration of H.R. 1735 
on Tuesday, June 9, the time until 3 
p.m. be equally divided between the 
managers or their designees; that fol- 
lowing the use or yielding back of that 
time, the Senate vote in relation to the 
Reed amendment No. 1521. I further ask 
that there be no second-degree amend- 
ment in order to the amendment prior 
to the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. We are ready to sched- 
ule further votes on amendments after 
the 3 p.m. vote on the Reed amend- 
ment, and it is my expectation that we 
will be able to lock in those votes to- 
morrow morning. The ranking member 
and I have asked all of our colleagues 
to adhere to a filing deadline for first- 
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degree amendments to the bill at 6 p.m. 
tomorrow, Tuesday. There are several 
hundred filed amendments already, and 
those with further amendments should 
bring them down tomorrow by close of 
business. 

I also wish to add, my colleagues, I 
hope we can agree to the filing dead- 
line. That will be approximately a 
week that we have been on the bill. I 
think that, hopefully, will be sufficient 
time for most of our colleagues or all 
of our colleagues to have time to file 
amendments. 

Senator REED and I will continue the 
practice of allowing pending amend- 
ments, one on either side. We will be 
able then to schedule votes on pending 
amendments as they are, one on either 
side. 

I thank Senator REED, and I hope we 
can get a lot of debate and discussion. 
The Reed amendment is a very impor- 
tant amendment. I respect Senator 
REED’s view on this issue, and we obvi- 
ously will let the body decide. 

I do hope our colleagues understand 
that we have many filed amendments, 
and we would like to get to as many of 
them as possible. We would like to 
have as many Members be able to have 
their amendments on this bill as they 
feel necessary. We don’t have to em- 
phasize the importance of this legisla- 
tion. 

I also look forward to Members com- 
ing to the floor tomorrow and debating 
the Reed amendment. It is a very im- 
portant amendment, and I think it de- 
serves the views of as many Members 
as possible, including those who are on 
the committee. 

Senator REED. 

Mr. REED. The Senator and I concur 
that we should urge our colleagues to 
file their amendments. We have several 
hundred pending, as the chairman 
pointed out, and we hope that can be 
accomplished by 6 p.m. tomorrow. We 
will be debating amendments and then 
scheduling amendments tomorrow 
afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Arizona. 


a 
MORNING BUSINESS 


Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi- 
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


———— A 


MIAMI CONSERVANCY DISTRICT 
100TH ANNIVERSARY 


Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to recognize the Miami Conservancy 
District as it celebrates the 100th anni- 
versary of its founding on June 28, 2015. 

After the Great Flood of 1918, the 
people of the Miami Valley vowed 
“never again” and proceeded to raise $2 
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million in 2 months to fund the design 
of a flood protection system for river- 
front cities on the Great Miami River 
that now extends from Piqua to Ham- 
ilton. 

Since the dams and levees were com- 
pleted in 1922, the Miami Conservancy 
District’s protection system has pre- 
vented countless floods, preserving 
35,000 acres of land for public use as 
walking trails, picnic areas and parks. 

In addition, the Miami Conservancy 
District assists in the management of 
Ohio’s largest state-designated water 
trail network with 265 miles of water- 
ways, providing paddling and fishing 
opportunities on the Great Miami, 
Stillwater and Mad Rivers. 

The Miami Conservancy District is 
also a leader on natural resource devel- 
opment and has been a Key partner in 
projects like downtown Dayton’s 
RiverScape, which has improved the 
quality of life for Miami Valley resi- 
dents by bringing natural features into 
an urban environment. 

The Miami Conservancy District pro- 
tects some of Ohio’s greatest natural 
wonders and I congratulate those in- 
volved in making its first 100 years a 
success. 


— 


ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 


CONGRATULATING THE FRANCES 
PERKINS CENTER 


e Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to 
congratulate the Frances Perkins Cen- 
ter on the designation of the Frances 
Perkins Homestead, located in New- 
castle, ME, as a National Historic 
Landmark. The Brick House was the 
home of the remarkable Frances Per- 
kins, the first woman appointed to a 
Presidential cabinet. This is an honor 
that has been given to only 2,500 other 
historic places in the United States 
and I applaud the Frances Perkins Cen- 
ter for receiving this distinction. 

Frances Perkins found that no mat- 
ter where she lived during her life, her 
true home would always be in Maine. 
While she was born in Boston in 1880, 
both of her parents were native 
Mainers. She grew up living in Worces- 
ter and spending summers with her 
grandmother on the family’s saltwater 
farm in Newcastle. Frances credited 
her own character to be a direct result 
of her grandmother’s influence and 
their time together in Maine. 

Frances was a motivated and inquisi- 
tive person from a young age. She at- 
tended Classical High School in 
Worcester and, though it was uncom- 
mon at the time, she went on to Mount 
Holyoke College where she was a stand- 
out student. Professors immediately 
noticed Frances’ ambition and natural 
intellect. Frances graduated from Mont 
Holyoke in 1902 with a major in physics 
and minors in chemistry and biology. 

Throughout her life, Frances was de- 
voted to improving the lives of Amer- 
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ican workers. After college, Frances 
moved to Illinois, working as a teacher 
and volunteering in settlement houses. 
She then received her master’s degree 
from Colombia and subsequently began 
her extraordinary career in public serv- 
ice, working for the New York City 
Consumers League and then the New 
York State Industrial Commission. 

The impressive work by Frances for 
the Industrial Commission led to newly 
elected New York Governor Franklin 
D. Roosevelt to name her New York 
State Commissioner of Labor. She re- 
ceived attention and admiration in this 
role for her ceaseless commitment to 
improving work conditions in New 
York. In February 1933, Roosevelt ap- 
pointed Frances Secretary of Labor in 
his Presidential cabinet. Frances was 
the first female Federal cabinet offi- 
cial, which remains one of her most no- 
table and outstanding achievements. 

Frances’ accomplishments as Sec- 
retary of Labor had, and continue to 
have, a profound impact on American 
lives. Frances was the lead architect in 
designing New Deal policies during the 
Great Depression; however, her work 
did not stop there. She was incredibly 
influential in creating legislation for 
Social Security and establishing a 40- 
hour work week. Frances is also known 
for her major role in prohibiting child 
labor, enforcing worker’s rights, and 
designing unemployment insurance as 
well as workers’ aid. 

Frances’ beliefs, values, and spirit 
grew from her strong connection to 
Maine. Frances regularly returned to 
her Maine home, especially when she 
desired a haven to rest and remember 
her roots. She owned and maintained 
the family farm in Newcastle from 1927 
until she died on May 14, 1965 at the 
age of 85. She is buried nearby the 
homestead. 

I am thrilled at the nomination of 
the Frances Perkins Homestead as a 
National Historic Landmark. Frances 
was a fearless leader who exemplified 
American values of hard work and de- 
termination. Frances’ work lives on as 
an essential benefit to countless Amer- 
ican citizens. I am proud that her leg- 
acy is a part of Maine’s history and I 
warmly congratulate the Frances Per- 
kins Homestead, and all those involved 
with achieving this accomplishment, 
on its dedication as a National Historic 
Landmark.e 


— A 


GIRL SCOUTS OF AMERICA 103RD 
ANNIVERSARY 


e Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to 
recognize the Girl Scouts of America 
on the occasion of their 103rd Anniver- 
sary. The Girl Scouts were created in 
1912 in the midst of the progressive 
movement by Juliette Gordon Low for 
the purpose of empowering young 
women and instilling them with char- 
acter, honesty, patriotism, and leader- 
ship skills. The independence and in- 
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tegrity that young women develop with 
the Girl Scouts is a priceless resource 
for these girls later in life. 

For 103 years, the Girl Scouts have 
influenced female leaders, and have led 
the fight for equality and inclusiveness 
in leadership positions. The fact that 
former girl scouts make up 60 percent 
of the women in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and over 50 percent of cur- 
rent female business owners dem- 
onstrates the organization’s ability to 
cultivate leaders. Through the Girl 
Scouts, girls have gained skills that 
are essential tools to help women 
achieve equality in leadership posi- 
tions. 

The Girl Scouts have also developed 
and implemented programs to help 
middle and high school girls become fi- 
nancially literate and independent. In- 
deed, the Girl Scout Cookie Program is 
the largest girl-led business in the 
world and is a hallmark program that 
helps girls across the country develop 
the skills, such as money management, 
customer interaction, and business eth- 
ics, which are essential to life-long suc- 
cess. They have also invested in science 
and mathematics programs to empower 
young women who have an interest in 
those fields. Through their continued 
efforts to develop girls’ leadership 
abilities, confidence, and worldly 
knowledge, the Girl Scouts have played 
an important role in helping young 
women reach their full potential. 

Today, I mark the legacy and future 
of this invaluable organization. I ap- 
plaud the Girl Scouts of Maine, and 
America, for the immeasurable impact 
they have had on women’s rights, and 
women themselves, over the past 103 
years.@ 


————— A 


TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT 
COLONEL PETER W. OGDEN 


e Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to 
honor the career of LTC Peter W. 
Ogden, who will retire this June as di- 
rector of the Bureau of Veterans’ Serv- 
ices. Peter has served in this role for 
the past 11 years and I am profoundly 
grateful for all that he has done for 
Maine and our esteemed veterans. 

Peter began serving the Nation and 
the State of Maine long before his posi- 
tion as director. He enlisted in the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers in 1967 and in 
the following years he completed two 
combat tours in Vietnam. After grad- 
uating from Maine Military Academy 
as a Distinguished Graduate, Peter 
served in the Maine Army National 
Guard. In total, Peter spent an impres- 
sive 28 years of his life dedicated to 
military service. 

Peter is an excellent example of a 
person who brings personal and selfless 
commitment to his career. As a vet- 
eran himself, Peter has a complete and 
thorough understanding of the chal- 
lenges and issues veterans face on a 
regular basis. He has worked tirelessly 
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to provide Maine veterans and their 
families with informational services, 
assistance programs, and strong rep- 
resentation. Through his work as direc- 
tor, Peter has improved the lives of 
countless Maine veterans and families. 

The programs and services Peter de- 
veloped while director are essential to 
veterans as well as military men, 
women and families. I was particularly 
impressed by Peter’s work supporting 
Gold Star families through projects 
such as House in the Woods. This 
project continues to help both families 
and veterans cope with loss by pro- 
viding a close support network and 
outdoor-related experiences, from fish- 
ing to hiking. 

I greatly value public servants like 
Peter and I have a high appreciation 
for the essential and high-quality serv- 
ice he has ensured for Maine veterans 
during his time as director of the Bu- 
reau of Veterans’ Services. I extend my 
sincerest congratulations and grati- 
tude to Peter for all of his accomplish- 
ments and I wish him all the best in his 
well-deserved retirement.e 


— A 


CONGRATULATING SOUTHERN 
MAINE PLANNING AND DEVEL- 
OPMENT COMMISSION 


e Mr. KING. Mr. President, today I 
bring to the fore an organization that 
serves as a model for coordinated eco- 
nomic development and environmental 
responsibility. Later this month, the 
Southern Maine Planning and Develop- 
ment Commission, or SMPDC, will cel- 
ebrate its 50th anniversary. This mile- 
stone is a testament not only to its 
longevity and breadth, but also to its 
ability to continually develop perti- 
nent projects for southern Maine's 
economy. They are truly an inspiration 
for similar initiatives across the coun- 
try and around the globe. 

SMPDC is a Council of Governments 
enabled by State statute that serves 
the southern part of our great State in 
39 communities. As this region forms 
the southern tip of Maine, it injects 
economic vitality to all corners of the 
State as the “Gateway to Maine.” It 
boasts 300 miles of breathtaking coast- 
line—with rocky points, quiet inlets, 
and sandy beaches. This coastline 
alone brings in thousands of tourists 
each year who wish to share the mar- 
vels of our distinct and special home. 
This region also extends westward to- 
ward the White Mountains, an area 
dotted with numerous lakes, fertile 
lands, dense forests, and crossed by the 
mighty Saco River. To help maintain 
this land for us and for future genera- 
tions, the folks at SMPDC offer com- 
prehensive planning and ordinance re- 
vision to communities to ensure they 
achieve the appropriate growth while 
preserving the land and shoreline that 
so characterizes the Maine way of life. 

Being the Gateway to Maine, and 
given the recent Federal gridlock over 
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properly funding the Highway Trust 
Fund, I would be remiss not to mention 
the commission’s work to assist mu- 
nicipalities throughout the region in 
transportation project planning and 
management. They have rallied local 
leaders and first responders to address 
the emergencies on the roads and made 
the veins of our economy safer through 
their Traffic Incident Management 
Group—which in 2007 was given the Ex- 
cellence in Regional Transportation 
Award by the National Association of 
Development. Furthermore, with I-95 
and Amtrak pouring resources and rev- 
enue into the State, SMPDC has been 
essential to coordinating community 
action to ensure we make the most of 
these assets. 

And even while focusing on the larg- 
est arteries of transportation in the 
area, the commission has not turned a 
blind eye to the scenic roads and 
healthy travel alternatives that en- 
courage people to get outdoors and re- 
affirms access and economic prospects 
for Maine’s vibrant eco-tourism indus- 
try. Teaming up with the Bicycle Coa- 
lition of Maine, SMPDC has success- 
fully implemented the York County 
Active Communities Network. This ini- 
tiative explores the potential for im- 
provements and funding opportunities 
for those looking to bike or walk safely 
and freely throughout their commu- 
nity. The group has also added further 
economic vitality to Maine through its 
work with the Pequawket Trail Scenic 
Byway, which winds its way through 
the White Mountains in western Maine 
and along the Saco River. This Cor- 
ridor Management Plan floods the sce- 
nic towns along it with visitors and 
economic opportunity from downtown 
Standish to historic Fryeburg. 

Perhaps what the commission is 
most widely recognized for is their suc- 
cess with the Brownfields Redevelop- 
ment Project, which is funded in part 
by the EPA’s Brownfield and Land Re- 
vitalization Program. Brownfields are 
abandoned or underused industrial and 
commercial properties that have some 
threat of environmental contamina- 
tion, whether it is real or perceived. 
Beginning in 2004, the Brownfield Rede- 
velopment Project started funding ven- 
tures throughout southern Maine to re- 
build old dams, mills, and other pre- 
viously condemned facilities to help re- 
introduce many of Maine’s beautiful, 
historic buildings to their commu- 
nities. South Berwick now boasts a 
fantastic renovated library and 
Kennebunk even retooled a gas station 
to create a community ice rink, while 
the mills in Sanford and Biddeford are 
teeming with hundreds of new busi- 
nesses. At an event earlier in the year, 
the EPA cited SMPDC as one of the top 
10 in the Nation for their wide ranging 
success with these projects. This work 
is truly exciting and a perfect dem- 
onstration of SMPDC’s powerful im- 
pact on southern Maine. 
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As the Southern Maine Planning and 
Development Council ushers in their 
50th anniversary on June 24, we should 
take time to reflect on the countless 
dedicated public servants who have 
worked with unwavering commitment 
to better their communities. I am 
deeply grateful for their countless ac- 
complishments, and look forward to 
the many more inspiring and produc- 
tive projects they undertake in the fu- 
ture.e 


EE 
2015 WOMEN’S WORLD CUP 


e Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
wish to recognize the United States 
women’s national soccer team as it 
prepares for the first game in its pur- 
suit of World Cup glory in Canada. As 
with the men’s team last year, my 
home State is well represented on the 
women’s team, with four players: 
Tobin Heath, Carli Lloyd, Heather 
O'Reilly, and Christie Rampone, who 
call New Jersey home. 

These athletes and the 19 others se- 
lected by head coach Jill Ellis have 
worked tirelessly to hone their skills 
in order to become some of the best 
players in the world. Despite being 
drawn into the so-called “group of 
death,” this U.S. team enters the tour- 
nament as one of the favorites, and I 
am confident that they will represent 
us well and make us all proud to be 
Americans. 

While much of the world considers 
the U.S. to be a relative newcomer to 
the global soccer community on the 
men’s side of the game, our women’s 
team is unmatched in its esteem, hav- 
ing won two World Cup titles since the 
tournament began in 1991 and never 
finishing below third place. I hope that 
this U.S. team will build upon its rich 
history of success at the seventh Wom- 
en’s World Cup. 

I believe that we will win.e 


EE 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec- 
retaries. 


ES 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro- 
ceedings.) 


— A 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


At 3:23 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an- 
nounced that the House has passed the 
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following bill, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 


H.R. 2578. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of Commerce and Jus- 
tice, Science, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and for 
other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following reso- 
lution: 

H. Res. 299. A resolution relative to the 
death of Joseph Robinette ‘‘Beau’’ Biden, III. 


ee 


MEASURES REFERRED 


The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 


H.R. 2578. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of Commerce and Jus- 
tice, Science, and Related Agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


Ee 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 


The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc- 
uments, and were referred as indicated: 


EC-1835. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘n-Butyl benzoate; Exemptions from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance” (FRL No. 
9927-65) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-1836. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Aluminum sulfate; Exemption from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance” (FRL No. 
9927-66) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC-1837. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Alkyl (c8-20) Polyglucoside Esters; 
Exemptions from the Requirement of a Tol- 
erance” (FRL No. 9927-19) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on June 2, 
2015; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu- 
trition, and Forestry. 

EC-1838. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of Lieutenant Gen- 
eral Michael T. Linnington, United States 
Army, and his advancement to the grade of 
lieutenant general on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC-1839. A communication from the Chair- 
man of the Board of Governors, Federal Re- 
serve System, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the 101st Annual Report of the Federal Re- 
serve Board covering operations for calendar 
year 2014; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC-1840. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the status of con- 
struction and operations of the mixed oxide 
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fuel fabrication facility (MOX facility) at the 
Department of Energy's Savannah River Site 
in South Carolina; to the Committee on En- 
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC-1841. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Significant New Use Rules on Certain 
Chemical Substances” ((RIN2070-AB27) (FRL 
No. 9927-67)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-1842. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Revisions to the California State Im- 
plementation Plan, Eastern Kern Air Pollu- 
tion Control District, Mojave Desert Air 
Quality Management District’? (FRL No. 
9928-07-Region 9) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC-1843. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Clean Water Rule: Definition of 
‘Waters of the United States’’’ ((RIN2040— 
AF30) (FRL No. 9927-20-OW)) and economic 
analysis of the EPA-Army Clean Water Rule, 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1844. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled “Approval and Promulgation of Imple- 
mentation Plans; State of Kansas; Infra- 
structure SIP Requirements for the 2010 Sul- 
fur Dioxide National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard” (FRL No. 9928-59-Region 7) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1845. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; State of Mis- 
souri, Construction Permits Required” (FRL 
No. 9928-60-Region 7) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on June 2, 2015; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub- 
lic Works. 

EC-1846. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Pennsyl- 
vania; 2011 Lead Base Year Emissions Inven- 
tory” (FRL No. 9928-68-Region 3) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 2, 2015; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-1847. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Michigan; 
Part 3 Rules” (FRL No. 9928-35-Region 5) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC-1848. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit- 
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ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en- 
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; 
Biomass Fuel-Burning Equipment Stand- 
ards” (FRL No. 9928-65-Region 3) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 2, 2015; to the Committee on Environ- 
ment and Public Works. 

EC-1849. A joint communication from the 
Chairman and the General Counsel, National 
Labor Relations Board, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the Office of Inspector General 
Semiannual Report for the period of October 
1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-1850. A communication from the Acting 
Inspector General of the General Services 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Semiannual Report of the Inspector 
General for the period from October 1, 2014 
through March 31, 2015; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af- 
fairs. 

EC-1851. A communication from the Sec- 
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Semiannual Report of the Office 
of the Inspector General for the period from 
October 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov- 
ernmental Affairs. 

EC-1852. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Policy and Planning Analysis, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Federal Employees Health Benefits Pro- 
gram: Subrogation and Reimbursement Re- 
covery” (RIN3206-AN14) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on June 2, 
2015; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1853. A communication from the Direc- 
tor of the Office of Personnel Management, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi- 
annual Report of the Inspector General and 
the Management Response for the period 
from October 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC-1854. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Inspector General, Office of Inspector 
General, Department of the Interior, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the Department of 
the Interior's Semiannual Report of the In- 
spector General for the period from October 
1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern- 
mental Affairs. 

EC-1855. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Penalty Relief Pro- 
gram—Late Annual Reporting for Non-Title 
I Retirement Plans ('One-Participant Plans’ 
and Certain Foreign Plans)” (Rev. Proc. 
2015-82) received in the Office of the Presi- 
dent of the Senate on June 3, 2015; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC-1856. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Capital Gain Dis- 
tributions of Regulated Investment Compa- 
nies” (Notice 2015-41) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on June 3, 
2015; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-1857. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Request for Com- 
ments Regarding New Financial Accounting 
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Standards Board and International Account- 
ing Standards” (Notice 2015-40) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 3, 2015; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC-1858. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled “Update to Method 
Change Guidance” (Rev. Proc. 2015-33) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 3, 2015; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC-1859. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear- 
ance, Social Security Administration, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled “Extension of Sunset Date for At- 
torney Advisor Program” (RIN0960-AH83) re- 
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

EC-1860. A communication from the Direc- 
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear- 
ance, Social Security Administration, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled “Extension of Effective Date for 
Temporary Pilot Program Setting the Time 
and Place for a Hearing Before an Adminis- 
trative Law Judge” (RIN0960-AH67) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

EC-1861. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Vessels 
Less Than 60 Feet (18.3 meters) Length Over- 
all Using Jig or Hook-and-Line Gear in the 
Bogoslof Pacific Cod Exemption Area in the 
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Manage- 
ment Area” (RIN0648-XD886) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
3, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1862. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Inseason Adjustment to the 2015 
Gulf of Alaska Pollock Seasonal Adjust- 
ments” (RIN0648-XD845) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on June 3, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1863. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher/Proc- 
essors Using Hook-and-Line Gear in the 
Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alas- 
ka” (RIN0648-XD876) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on June 3, 2015; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC-1864. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; Pacific 
Coast Groundfish Fishery Management Plan; 
Trawl Rationalization Program; Catch Mon- 
itor Program; Observer Program” (RIN0648— 
BD30) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on June 3, 2015; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

EC-1865. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
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Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; Pacific 
Coast Groundfish Fishery Management Plan; 
Trawl Rationalization Program; Midwater 
Trawl Fishery Season Date Change” 
(RIN0648-BE72) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 8, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC-1866. A communication from the Dep- 
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv- 
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; West Coast 
Salmon Fisheries; Management Reference 
Point Updates for Three Stocks of Pacific 
Salmon” (RIN0648-BE79) received in the Of- 
fice of the President of the Senate on June 8, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC-1867. A communication from the Acting 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
“Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, 
and South Atlantic; 2015 Commercial Ac- 
countability Measure and Closure for 
Blueline Tilefish in the South Atlantic Re- 
gion” (RIN0648-XD869) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on June 3, 
2015; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The following petitions and memo- 
rials were laid before the Senate and 
were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 

POM-33. A joint memorial adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Washington urg- 
ing the United States Congress to support 
the conversion of the 81st Armored Brigade 
Combat Team of the Washington National 
Guard into a Stryker Brigade Combat Team 
with brigade units stationed in Washington, 
Oregon, and California; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

SENATE JOINT MEMORIAL 8008 


Whereas, The opportunity exists to add a 
second Stryker Brigade Combat Team to the 
Army National Guard’s force structure, and 
to locate this Brigade on the west coast; and 

Whereas, There are a variety of practical 
and strategic reasons which make the 81st 
Armored Brigade Combat Team a logical 
candidate for conversion; and 

Whereas, A Stryker Brigade Combat Team 
stationed on the west coast will strengthen 
our nation’s defense by maintaining Stryker 
capacity focused on the Asia-Pacific Region, 
enhance Regular Army/Army National Guard 
partnership, and provide a key domestic re- 
sponse capability; and 

Whereas, Transitioning the 81st Armored 
Brigade Combat Team to a Stryker Brigade 
Combat Team strategically places Strykers 
in Washington, Oregon, and California, and 
will save taxpayers thirty million dollars 
over the course of an army force generation 
cycle; and 

Whereas, The 81st Armored Brigade Com- 
bat Team is headquartered at Camp Murray, 
Washington, located just across the street 
from Joint Base Lewis-McChord, which is 
the United States Army’s Stryker Center of 
Excellence and is within convoy range of the 
Yakima Training Center; and 

Whereas, The extensive Stryker infrastruc- 
ture available at Joint Base Lewis-McChord 
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and the Yakima Training Center represents 
a great advantage in leveraging shared re- 
sources; and 

Whereas, Furthermore, this places the 
Stryker Brigade Combat Team equipment 
sets brought back from overseas contin- 
gencies into mission-ready use, and available 
for overseas and domestic contingency re- 
sponse; and 

Whereas, Strykers will also give the gov- 
ernors of Washington, Oregon, and California 
a fast, durable, and effective asset to save 
lives, protect property, maintain peace, and 
ensure the continuity of government in 
times of emergency; 

Now, therefore, Your Memorialists respect- 
fully pray that as you consider force struc- 
ture balance in this era of constrained re- 
sources, coupled with the tactical, strategic, 
and domestic needs of our nation, you will 
support the conversion of the 81st Armored 
Brigade Combat Team of the Washington Na- 
tional Guard into a Stryker Brigade Combat 
Team with brigade units stationed in Wash- 
ington, Oregon, and California. 

Be it resolved, That copies of this Memo- 
rial be immediately transmitted to the Hon- 
orable Barack Obama, President of the 
United States, General Frank J. Grass, Chief 
of the National Guard Bureau, the President 
of the United States Senate, the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and each mem- 
ber of Congress from the State of Wash- 
ington. 

POM-34. A joint memorial adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Washington urg- 
ing the United States Congress to expedite 
appropriation of funds, for Columbia River 
Basin dreissenid efforts, to significantly en- 
hance monitoring and prevention efforts and 
to implement the intent of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

SENATE JOINT MEMORIAL 8013 

Whereas, Maintaining a healthy suite of 
economic, environmental, and social eco- 
system services in aquatic systems is inte- 
gral to the quality of life in the State of 
Washington; and 

Whereas, Healthy aquatic habitats provide 
clean drinking water, flood control, trans- 
portation, recreation, purification of human 
and industrial wastes, power generation, 
habitat for native plants and animals, pro- 
duction of fish and other foods, marketable 
goods, and cultural benefits; and 

Whereas, Aquatic invasive species, includ- 
ing Dreissenids (quagga mussels (Dreissena 
rostriformis bugensis) and zebra mussels 
(Dreissena polymorpha)), are invasive spe- 
cies that cause irreparable ecological dam- 
age to many waters in the United States; and 

Whereas, Dreissenids have not yet been de- 
tected in the Pacific Northwest. The esti- 
mated annual cost to address established 
populations of dreissenids in the Pacific 
Northwest economic region is almost five 
hundred million dollars annually; and 

Whereas, The Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act was signed in June 2014. It 
authorizes twenty million dollars for Colum- 
bia River Basin dreissenid efforts through 
the Secretary of the Army; 

Now, therefore, Your Memorialists respect- 
fully request that Congress expedite appro- 
priation of these funds to significantly en- 
hance monitoring and prevention efforts and 
to implement the intent of the Water Re- 
sources Reform and Development Act. 

Be it resolved; That copies of this Memo- 
rial be immediately transmitted to the 
Honorable Barack Obama, President of the 
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United States, Sally Jewell, Secretary of the 
Department of the Interior, the President of 
the United States Senate, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and each member 
of Congress from the State of Washington. 

POM-35. A joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Nevada urging 
the United States Congress to amend the Mi- 
gratory Bird Treaty Act or take any other 
appropriate action to ensure that the com- 
mon raven is not a protected species under 
the Act; to the Committee on Environmental 
and Public Works. 


ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 2 


Whereas, The greater sage grouse 
(Centrocercus urophasianus) is a species of 
bird that inhabits much of the sagebrush 
habitat in Nevada as well as other western 
states; and 

Whereas, The United States Fish and Wild- 
life Service has determined that the greater 
sage grouse is warranted for listing as endan- 
gered or threatened under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, 16 U.S.C. §§1531 et seq.; 
and 

Whereas, Through the enactment of Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 15, File Number 
48, Statutes of Nevada 2005, at page 3022, the 
members of the 73rd Session of the Nevada 
Legislature found that the listing of the 
greater sage grouse aS an endangered or 
threatened species would have a devastat- 
ingly negative impact on Nevada’s land de- 
velopment, land use, water use, mining, rec- 
reational activities and local economies; and 

Whereas, The desert tortoise (Gopherus 
agassizii) is a species of tortoise that inhab- 
its the desert habitat of the southwestern 
United States, including the Mojave desert 
region of southern Nevada; and 

Whereas, The desert tortoise is listed as a 
threatened species under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, 16 U.S.C. §§1531 et seq.; 
and 

Whereas, The common raven (Corvus 
corax) is a species of bird that inhabits Ne- 
vada and much of the western United States, 
Mexico, Canada, Europe and Asia; and 

Whereas, The International Union for Con- 
servation of Nature estimates the global pop- 
ulation of the common raven as greater than 
16 million and trending upwards, thus 
classifying it as a species of least concern; 
and 

Whereas, A known cause of decline in the 
sage grouse population is egg depredation by 
the common raven, and research conducted 
at Idaho State University has suggested that 
reductions in the raven population signifi- 
cantly increase sage grouse nest success; and 

Whereas, The United States Fish and Wild- 
life Service has identified the common raven 
as the most highly visible predator of hatch- 
ling and juvenile desert tortoises, and re- 
search published by the Western Ecological 
Research Center of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey recommends controlling cer- 
tain raven populations to assist in the recov- 
ery of desert tortoise populations; and 

Whereas, The common raven is a protected 
species under regulations adopted pursuant 
to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, 16 
U.S.C. §§1703 et seq., which drastically cur- 
tails the ability of this State to manage the 
population of the common raven in order to 
protect sage grouse nests and desert tor- 
toises: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Assembly and Senate of the 
State of Nevada, Jointly, That the members of 
the 78th Session of the Nevada Legislature 
urge the United States Congress to amend 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act or take any 
other appropriate action to ensure that the 
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common raven is not a protected species 
under that Act; and be it further 

Resolved, That the members of the 78th 
Session of the Nevada Legislature urge the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service to: 

1. Work with the Nevada Department of 
Wildlife to decrease common raven popu- 
lations in this State; and 

2. Adopt regulations allowing the State of 
Nevada to manage the common raven popu- 
lation and reduce the number of common 
ravens in this State; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the As- 
sembly prepare and transmit a copy of this 
resolution to the Vice President of the 
United States as the presiding officer of the 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, each member of the Nevada 
Congressional Delegation, the Director of 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, 
the President of the Nevada Cattlemen’s As- 
sociation, the President of the Nevada Farm 
Bureau Federation, the Chair of the Sage- 
brush Ecosystem Council and the Executive 
Director of the Western Governors’ Associa- 
tion; and be it further 

Resolved, That this resolution becomes ef- 
fective upon passage. 


POM-36. A resolution adopted by the House 
of Representatives of the State of Michigan 
urging the President of the United States to 
allow an additional 25,000 refugee visas for 
certain displaced individuals, with pref- 
erence for placement in Michigan; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 9 


Whereas, The United States has long been 
a safe harbor for persecuted foreign nation- 
als. Through the U.S. refugee visa program, 
individuals and their families who are har- 
assed, oppressed, or have faced harassment 
or oppression at home because of their race, 
religion, nationality, public opinion, or so- 
cial association can find relief in the U.S. 
When a humanitarian crisis occurs, the U.S. 
may also grant eligible individuals refugee 
visas. Once in the country, federal resettle- 
ment agencies help match refugees with 
local communities that can help support 
their needs; and 

Whereas, The number of refugee visas 
available is determined and set by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. In consultation 
with the cabinet and the House and Senate 
committees on the judiciary, the President 
assesses all concerns of humanitarian and 
national interest to determine the number of 
visas that will be available for the upcoming 
fiscal year; and 

Whereas, The recent crisis in Syria and 
Iraq has forced hundreds of thousands of 
Iraqis, largely from religious minorities in 
the region—many of which are Assyrians, 
Chaldeans, Syriacs, and Yazidis—from their 
hometowns that have been ransacked by the 
Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL). 
Those displaced persons are unable to return 
to their homes, and most do not have access 
to resources needed to fulfill basic needs, in- 
cluding food, water, and shelter. Moreover, 
these refugees face constant fear of persecu- 
tion due to nothing more than the faith they 
claim, and their pronouncement of faith has 
led to violence as explicit as crucifixions, be- 
headings, and slavery. Minimal support has 
been offered to many of the more than three 
million Iraqis refugees, two million of which 
were displaced last year alone, and those for- 
tunate to remain in temporary shelters are 
overburdening and overcrowding neighboring 
nations and communities who stand on con- 
stant guard for fear that they will be the 
next target of ISIL. As this regional conflict 
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endures, the displacement and imminent mi- 
gration and persecution of refugees will con- 
tinue; and 

Whereas, Displaced Iraqi refugees must be 
offered relief from this regional instability 
and granted entry into the United States. 
Iraqi refugees have complemented our Amer- 
ican society with a proven history of con- 
tributing to the economic and social well- 
being of this nation. In the Chaldean or 
Catholic Iraqi community of Metro Detroit, 
which is the largest concentration of 
Chaldeans outside of Iraq, 61 percent of 
households founded their own business, and 
this network of businesses is indispensable 
to the local economy. Moreover, organiza- 
tions like the Chaldean Community Founda- 
tion offer resources to bind and strengthen 
the community as well as welcome and sup- 
port refugees, in part by using community 
businesses to invest in new members and en- 
courage the advancement of the community; 
and 

Whereas, The current allotment of refugee 
visas may not be adequate to accommodate 
these individuals. When an unforeseen emer- 
gency arises, the President has the flexi- 
bility to issue emergency refugee visas for an 
affected group if the remaining annual allot- 
ment is insufficient to assist these displaced 
individuals, and 

Whereas, The Chaldean Church and its 
bishop have garnered support for this request 
and driven a body of people able and willing 
to sustain and support the incoming refu- 
gees. The community stands ready to assist 
persecuted Iraqis and victims of war rebuild 
their lives in the U.S.: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, 
That we urge the President of the United 
States to allow an additional 25,000 refugee 
visas for displaced Iraqis, being the Assyr- 
ians, Chaldeans, Syriacs, and Yazidis dis- 
placed because of their faith; and be it fur- 
ther 

Resolved, That we urge that these refugees 
be given preference for placement in the 
state of Michigan; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the United 
States, the President of the United States 
Senate, the Speaker of the United States 
House of Representatives, and the members 
of the Michigan congressional delegation. 
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EXECUTIVE REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE 


The following executive report of a 
nomination was submitted: 

By Mr. VITTER for the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

*Douglas J. Kramer, of Kansas, to be Dep- 
uty Administrator of the Small Business Ad- 
ministration. 

*Nomination was reported with rec- 
ommendation that it be confirmed sub- 
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes- 
tify before any duly constituted com- 
mittee of the Senate. 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The following bills and joint resolu- 
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 

S. 1522. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide a pathway for tem- 
porary seasonal employees in Federal land 
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management agencies to compete for vacant 
permanent positions under internal merit 
promotion procedures, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu- 
rity and Governmental Affairs. 
By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself and 
Mr. VITTER): 

S. 1523. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to reauthorize the Na- 
tional Estuary Program, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. BLUNT (for himself, Mr. NEL- 
SON, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. MORAN, 
Mr. WARNER, Mr. ROBERTS, Ms. KLO- 
BUCHAR, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms. BALDWIN, 
and Mr. BURR): 

S. 1524. A bill to enable concrete masonry 
products manufacturers to establish, fi- 
nance, and carry out a coordinated program 
of research, education, and promotion to im- 
prove, maintain, and develop markets for 
concrete masonry products; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor- 
tation. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
CORNYN): 

S. 1525. A bill to block any action from 
being taken to finalize or give effect to a cer- 
tain proposed rule governing the Federal 
child support enforcement program; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Ms. 
HIRONO): 

S. 1526. A bill to amend title 10 and title 41, 
United States Code, to improve the manner 
in which Federal contracts for construction 
and design services are awarded, to prohibit 
the use of reverse auctions for design and 
construction services procurements, to 
amend title 31 and 41, United States Code, to 
improve the payment protections available 
to construction contractors, subcontractors, 
and suppliers for work performed, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home- 
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr. 
KAINE): 

S. 1527. A bill to enable more responsible 
and efficient spending on Department of 
State activities and foreign operations; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


ee 


SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 


The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr. 
CARDIN): 

S. Res. 194. A resolution welcoming the 
President of the Republic of Korea on her of- 
ficial visit to the United States and cele- 
brating the United States-Republic of Korea 
relationship, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 


S. 134 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) and the Senator from 
Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 134, a bill to amend the 
Controlled Substances Act to exclude 
industrial hemp from the definition of 
marihuana, and for other purposes. 

S. 270 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
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(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 270, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to revise the defi- 
nition of spouse for purposes of vet- 
erans benefits in recognition of new 
State definitions of spouse, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 275 
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 275, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for the coverage of home as a 
site of care for infusion therapy under 
the Medicare program. 
S. 313 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
names of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) and the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 313, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to add physical 
therapists to the list of providers al- 
lowed to utilize locum tenens arrange- 
ments under Medicare. 
S. 315 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 315, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a credit 
against income tax for the purchase of 
hearing aids. 
S. 330 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) and the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. NELSON) were added as co- 
sponsors of S. 330, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to make 
permanent the special rule for con- 
tributions of qualified conservation 
contributions, and for other purposes. 
S. 403 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 403, a bill to revise the au- 
thorized route of the North Country 
National Scenic Trail in northeastern 
Minnesota and to extend the trail into 
Vermont to connect with the Appa- 
lachian National Scenic Trail, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 429 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 429, a bill to amend title XIX of 
the Social Security Act to provide a 
standard definition of therapeutic fos- 
ter care services in Medicaid. 
S. 471 
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
471, a bill to improve the provision of 
health care for women veterans by the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 491 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
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(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of $. 491, a bill to lift the trade 
embargo on Cuba. 
S. 599 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 599, a bill to extend and 
expand the Medicaid emergency psy- 
chiatric demonstration project. 
S. 626 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 626, a bill to amend title XIX 
of the Social Security Act to cover 
physician services delivered by 
podiatric physicians to ensure access 
by Medicaid beneficiaries to appro- 
priate quality foot and ankle care, to 
amend title XVIII of such Act to mod- 
ify the requirements for diabetic shoes 
to be included under Medicare, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 638 
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 638, a bill to amend the Clean 
Air Act with respect to exceptional 
event demonstrations, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 640 
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 640, a bill to amend the Clean 
Air Act to delay the review and revi- 
sion of the national ambient air qual- 
ity standards for ozone. 
S. 677 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 677, a bill to prohibit the application 
of certain restrictive eligibility re- 
quirements to foreign mnongovern- 
mental organizations with respect to 
the provision of assistance under part I 
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 
S. 697 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 697, a bill to amend the 
Toxic Substances Control Act to reau- 
thorize and modernize that Act, and for 
other purposes. 
S. 711 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 711, a bill to amend section 520J of 
the Public Service Health Act to au- 
thorize grants for mental health first 
aid training programs. 
S. 713 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 713, a bill to prevent 
international violence against women, 
and for other purposes. 


8820 


S. 857 

At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) and the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 857, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage under the Medicare program 
of an initial comprehensive care plan 
for Medicare beneficiaries newly diag- 
nosed with Alzheimer’s disease and re- 
lated dementias, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 861 

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
861, a bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to curb 
waste, fraud, and abuse in the Medicare 
and Medicaid programs. 

S. 911 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of $. 911, a bill to direct the Admin- 
istrator of the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration to issue an order with re- 
spect to secondary cockpit barriers, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 925 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 925, a bill to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to convene a panel of 
citizens to make a recommendation to 
the Secretary regarding the likeness of 
a woman on the twenty dollar bill, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 993 

At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 993, a bill to increase public 
safety by facilitating collaboration 
among the criminal justice, juvenile 
justice, veterans treatment services, 
mental health treatment, and sub- 
stance abuse systems. 

S. 1000 

At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1000, a bill to strengthen resources 
for entrepreneurs by improving the 
SCORE program, and for other pur- 
poses. 

S. 1013 

At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1013, a bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for cov- 
erage and payment for complex reha- 
bilitation technology items under the 
Medicare program, and for other pur- 
poses. 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1013, supra. 

S. 1049 

At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
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WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1049, a bill to allow the financing by 
United States persons of sales of agri- 
cultural commodities to Cuba. 
S. 1110 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 
of the Senator from Montana (Mr. 
TESTER) was added as a cosponsor of $. 
1110, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture to publish in the Federal 
Register a strategy to significantly in- 
crease the role of volunteers and part- 
ners in National Forest System trail 
maintenance, and for other purposes. 
S. 1140 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1140, a bill to require the Sec- 
retary of the Army and the Adminis- 
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to propose a regulation revis- 
ing the definition of the term “waters 
of the United States”, and for other 
purposes. 
S. 1170 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon- 
sor of S. 1170, a bill to amend title 39, 
United States Code, to extend the au- 
thority of the United States Postal 
Service to issue a semipostal to raise 
funds for breast cancer research, and 
for other purposes. 
S. 1378 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1378, a bill to strengthen employee 


cost savings suggestions programs 
within the Federal Government. 
S. 1382 


At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a co- 
sponsor of S. 1382, a bill to prohibit dis- 
crimination in adoption or foster care 
placements based on the sexual ori- 
entation, gender identity, or marital 
status of any prospective adoptive or 
foster parent, or the sexual orientation 
or gender identity of the child in- 
volved. 

S. 1504 

At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Ms. WARREN) and the Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1504, a 
bill to prohibit employers from requir- 
ing low-wage employees to enter into 
covenants not to compete, to require 
employers to notify potential employ- 
ees of any requirement to enter into a 
covenant not to compete, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1512 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN), the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and the Senator 
from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were 
added as cosponsors of $. 1512, a bill to 
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eliminate discrimination and promote 
women's health and economic security 
by ensuring reasonable workplace ac- 
commodations for workers whose abil- 
ity to perform the functions of a job 
are limited by pregnancy, childbirth, 
or related medical condition. 
S. 1513 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of $. 1513, a bill to reauthorize 
the Second Chance Act of 2007. 
S. RES. 193 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the names of the Senator from Con- 
necticut (Mr. MURPHY), the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) and 
the Senator from Michigan (Ms. STABE- 
NOW) were added as cosponsors of $. 
Res. 193, a resolution celebrating the 
50th anniversary of the historic Gris- 
wold v. Connecticut decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States and 
expressing the sense of the Senate that 
the case was an important step forward 
in helping ensure that all people of the 
United States are able to use contra- 
ceptives to plan pregnancies and have 
healthier babies. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1528 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
names of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SCOTT), the Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) and the 
Senator from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) 
were added as cosponsors of amend- 
ment No. 1528 intended to be proposed 
to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1535 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 1535 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1539 
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 1539 proposed to 
H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1549 
At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
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(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon- 
sor of amendment No. 1549 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to au- 
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2016 for military activities of the De- 
partment of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1550 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1550 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1556 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1556 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1557 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1557 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1558 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1558 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1559 
At the request of Mr. REED, his name 
was added as a cosponsor of amend- 
ment No. 1559 proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 1572 


At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1572 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1574 


At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1574 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1607 


At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 
names of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) and Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) were added as cosponsors 
of amendment No. 1607 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 


AMENDMENT NO. 1628 


At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER), Senator from 
Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER), the Senator 
from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) and the 
Senator from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS) 
were added as a cosponsor of amend- 
ment No. 1628 intended to be proposed 
to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1643 


At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
FLAKE) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1643 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 1650 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon- 
sor of amendment No. 1650 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to au- 
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2016 for military activities of the De- 
partment of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1658 
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 
names of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) were added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1658 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1665 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) and the Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. GRASSLEY) were added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1665 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1687 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 
of the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 
BARRASSO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1687 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1691 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
names of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the Senator 
from Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI) were 
added as a cosponsor of amendment No. 
1691 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1692 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
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MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1692 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1703 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co- 
sponsor of amendment No. 1703 in- 
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a 
bill to authorize appropriations for fis- 
cal year 2016 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1710 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name 
of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1710 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1720 
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 1720 intended to be pro- 
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De- 
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili- 
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1744 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 1744 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1747 
At the request of Mr. CASEy, the 
names of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the Senator 
from California (Mrs. BOXER) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
1747 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
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activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1772 

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon- 
sor of amendment No. 1772 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to au- 
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2016 for military activities of the De- 
partment of Defense, for military con- 
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 


SENATE RESOLUTION  194—WEL- 
COMING THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
REPUBLIC OF KOREA ON HER 
OFFICIAL VISIT TO THE UNITED 
STATES AND CELEBRATING THE 
UNITED STATES-REPUBLIC OF 
KOREA RELATIONSHIP, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 


Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr. 
CARDIN) submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. REs. 194 


Whereas the Government and people of the 
United States and the Republic of Korea 
share a comprehensive alliance, a dynamic 
partnership, and a personal friendship rooted 
in the common values of freedom, democ- 
racy, and a free market economy; 

Whereas the alliance between the United 
States and the Republic of Korea is a 
linchpin of regional stability in Asia, includ- 
ing against the threats posed by the regime 
in Pyongyang; 

Whereas cooperation between our nations 
spans across the security, diplomatic, eco- 
nomic, energy, and cultural spheres; 

Whereas the relationship between the peo- 
ple of the United States and the Republic of 
Korea stretches back to Korea’s Chosun Dy- 
nasty, when the United States and Korea es- 
tablished diplomatic relations under the 1882 
Treaty of Peace, Amity, Commerce, and 
Navigation; 

Whereas the United States-Republic of 
Korea alliance was forged in blood, with cas- 
ualties of the United States during the Ko- 
rean War of 54,246 dead (of whom 33,739 were 
battle deaths) and more than 103,284 wound- 
ed, and casualties of the Republic of Korea of 
over 50,000 soldiers dead and over 10,000 
wounded; 

Whereas the Korean War Veterans Rec- 
ognition Act (Public Law 111-41) was enacted 
on July 27, 2009, and President Barack 
Obama issued a proclamation to designate 
the date as the National Korean War Vet- 
erans Armistice Day and called upon Ameri- 
cans to display flags at half-staff in memory 
of the Korean War veterans; 

Whereas the Republic of Korea has stood 
shoulder-to-shoulder alongside the United 
States in all 4 major engagements the United 
States has faced since World War II—the 
Vietnam War, the Persian Gulf War, in Af- 
ghanistan, and in Iraq; 

Whereas, since the 1953 Mutual Defense 
Treaty, to which the Senate gave its advice 
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and consent to ratification on January 26, 
1954, United States military personnel have 
maintained a continuous presence on the Ko- 
rean Peninsula, and currently there are ap- 
proximately 28,500 United States troops sta- 
tioned in the Republic of Korea; 

Whereas, in January 2014, the United 
States and the Republic of Korea success- 
fully concluded negotiations for a new five- 
year Special Measures Agreement (SMA), es- 
tablishing the framework for Republic of 
Korea contributions to offset the costs asso- 
ciated with the stationing of United States 
Forces Korea (USFK) on the Korean Penin- 
sula; 

Whereas the United States Government 
supports mutual efforts by the Republic of 
Korea and Japan to overcome the past and 
work together to contribute to peace, secu- 
rity, and economic prosperity in the Asia- 
Pacific region; 

Whereas the Governments and people of 
the United States and the Republic of Korea 
share a deep commitment to addressing the 
continued suffering of the people of the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea due 
to the human rights abuses and repression of 
the regime in Pyongyang; 

Whereas, on March 15, 2012, The United 
States-Republic of Korea Free Trade Agree- 
ment entered into force, which both sides 
have committed to fully implement, and the 
Republic of Korea is the United States’ 
sixth-largest trade partner, with United 
States goods and exports to Korea reaching a 
record level of $44,500,000,000 in 2014, up over 
7 percent compared to 2018; 

Whereas, on May 7, 2013, the United States 
and the Republic of Korea signed a Joint 
Declaration in Commemoration of the 60th 
Anniversary of the Alliance Between the Re- 
public of Korea and the United States; 

Whereas, on May 8, 2013, Her Excellency 
Park Geun-hye, the President of the Repub- 
lic of Korea, addressed a Joint Session of 
Congress; 

Whereas the United States Government 
notes the address delivered by President 
Park Geun-hye in Dresden, Germany, on 
March 28, 2014, and recognizes her efforts to 
promote peace, stability, and cooperation in 
Northeast Asia; 

Whereas there are deep cultural and per- 
sonal ties between the peoples of the United 
States and the Republic of Korea, as exem- 
plified by the large flow of visitors and ex- 
changes each year between the two coun- 
tries, including Korean students studying in 
United States colleges and universities; 

Whereas Korean-Americans have made in- 
valuable contributions to our nation’s secu- 
rity, prosperity, and diversity; 

Whereas, from June 14-17, 2015, President 
Park Geun-hye will visit Washington for a 
second official visit to the United States 
since her election as President; and 

Whereas the United States Government 
looks forward to continuing to deepen our 
enduring partnership with the Republic of 
Korea on security, economic, cultural issues, 
as well as embracing new opportunities for 
cooperation on emerging regional and global 
challenges: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) welcomes Her Excellency Park Geun- 
hye, the President of the Republic of Korea, 
on her official visit to the United States; 

(2) reaffirms the importance of the alliance 
between the United States and the Republic 
of Korea, as enshrined in the Mutual Defense 
Treaty of 1953, that is vital to peace and se- 
curity in Northeast Asia, and welcomes op- 
portunities to strengthen security ties, in- 
cluding on space, cyber, and missile defense; 
and 
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(8) encourages the United States Govern- 
ment and the Government of the Republic of 
Korea to continue to broaden and deepen the 
alliance by enhancing cooperation in the se- 
curity, economic, scientific, health, and cul- 
tural spheres. 
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AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 


SA 1795. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi- 
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1796. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
HR. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1797. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1798. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. MUR- 
KOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. 
BALDWIN, and Mrs. MURRAY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1799. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. MARKEY, and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1800. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1801. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1802. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1803. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1804. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1805. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1806. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1807. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 
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SA 1808. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1809. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1810. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1811. Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
INHOFE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1812. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1813. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1814. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1815. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1816. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1817. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1818. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1819. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr. 
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1820. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself 
and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 1821. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1822. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1823. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1824. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
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to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1825. Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Mr. 
BOOKER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1826. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1827. Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. 
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1828. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1829. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1830. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1831. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1832. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1833. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1834. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mrs. 
BOXER) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1835. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1836. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1837. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1838. Mr. REID submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1839. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1840. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1841. Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr. 
COTTON) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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SA 1842. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1843. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1844. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr. 
PORTMAN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1845. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1846. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1847. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1848. Mr. WICKER (for himself and Ms. 
HIRONO) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1849. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr. 
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed 
by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1850. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1851. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1852. Mr. UDALL submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1853. Mr. LEE (for himself, Mrs. FEIN- 
STEIN, Mr. PAUL, Mr. CRUZ, and Ms. COLLINS) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1854. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1855. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, and Mr. KIRK) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1856. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1857. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1858. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
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to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1859. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1860. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1861. Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr. 
COTTON) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1862. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1863. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1864. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1865. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1866. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill 
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 1867. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1868. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 1869. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN 
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


— 


TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 


SA 1795. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. __. PROHIBITION ON POWDERED ALCO- 
HOL. 

Title I of the Federal Alcohol Administra- 
tion Act (27 U.S.C. 201 et seq.) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

“SEC. 118. POWDERED ALCOHOL. 

“(a) DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN CHEMICALS.— 

The Secretary of Health and Human Serv- 
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ices, acting through the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs, in consultation with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall by rule des- 
ignate any chemical that may be used to 
convert alcohol in liquid form to alcohol in 
powder form. 

““(b) PROHIBITED ACTIVITY.— 

“(1) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
“powdered alcohol means any alcohol com- 
bined with a chemical designated under sub- 
section (a). 

“(2) OFFENSE.—It shall be unlawful to 
make, sell, distribute, or possess powdered 
alcohol. 

‘(3) PENALTY.—Any person who violates 
paragraph (2) shall be fined not more than 
$5,000, imprisoned for not more than 1 year, 
or both.”. 


SA 1796. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1005. SENSE OF SENATE ON FINDING EFFI- 
CIENCIES WITHIN THE WORKING 
CAPITAL FUND ACTIVITIES OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

It is the sense of the Senate that the Sec- 
retary of Defense should, through the mili- 
tary departments, continue to find effi- 
ciencies within the working capital fund ac- 
tivities of the Department of Defense with 
specific emphasis on optimizing the existing 
workload plans of such activities to ensure a 
strong organic industrial base workforce. 


SA 1797. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and 
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 314. PLAN TO ENHANCE MISSION READI- 
NESS THROUGH GREATER ENERGY 


SECURITY AT CRITICAL MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than September 30, 
2016, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees a 
report with a plan for integrating energy 
storage, micro-grid technologies, and on-site 
power generation systems at military instal- 
lations at risk of interruptions of power due 
to geographic location, dependence on con- 
nections to the electric grid, or other factors 
determined by the Secretary. 

(b) FoRM.—The report required under sub- 
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may contain a classified annex as 
necessary. 


SA 1798. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. 
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BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mrs. 
MURRAY) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
At the end of subtitle A of title VI, add the 
following: 
SEC. 608. TREATMENT OF RECEIPT OF BASIC AL- 


LOWANCE FOR HOUSING UNDER NU- 
TRITION PROGRAMS. 

Section 403(k) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

“*(4) In determining the eligibility to par- 
ticipate in the supplemental nutrition assist- 
ance program, the Family Subsistence Sup- 
plemental Allowance (FSSA) program, and 
other Federal nutrition programs, the value 
of a housing allowance under this section 
shall be excluded from any calculation of in- 
come, assets, or resources.”. 


SA 1799. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. MARKEY, 
and Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of division A, add the following: 
TITLE XVII—WHISTLEBLOWER PROTEC- 

TIONS FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 

FORCES 
SEC. 1701. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Legal Jus- 
tice for Servicemembers Act of 2015”. 

SEC. 1702. IMPROVEMENTS TO WHISTLEBLOWER 
PROTECTION PROCEDURES. 

(a) ACTIONS TREATABLE AS PROHIBITED PER- 
SONNEL ACTIONS.—Paragraph (2) of sub- 
section (b) of section 1034 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘(2)(A) The actions considered for purposes 
of this section to be a personnel action pro- 
hibited by this subsection shall include any 
action prohibited by paragraph (1), including 
the threat to take any unfavorable action, 
the withholding or threat to withhold any 
favorable action, making or threatening to 
make a significant change in the duties or 
responsibilities of a member of the armed 
forces not commensurate with the member’s 
grade, a retaliatory investigation, and the 
failure of a superior to respond to retaliatory 
action or harassment by one or more subor- 
dinates taken against a member of which the 
superior knew or should have known. 

“(B) In this paragraph, the term ‘retalia- 
tory investigation’ means an investigation 
requested, directed, initiated, or conducted 
for the primary purpose of punishing, 
harassing, or ostracizing a member for mak- 
ing a protected communication. 

““(C) Nothing in this paragraph shall be 
construed to limit the ability of a com- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


mander to consult with a superior in the 
chain of command, an inspector general, or a 
judge advocate general on the disposition of 
a complaint against a member of the armed 
forces for an allegation of collateral mis- 
conduct or for a matter unrelated to a pro- 
tected communication. Such consultation 
shall provide an affirmative defense against 
an allegation that a member requested, di- 
rected, initiated, or conducted a retaliatory 
investigation under this section.’’. 

(b) TEMPORARY STAY OF PERSONNEL AC- 
TIONS.—Subsection (c)(4) of such section is 
further amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (E) as 
subparagraph (F); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following new subparagraph (E): 

“(E)JG) If the Inspector General makes a 
preliminary determination in an investiga- 
tion under subparagraph (D) that there are 
reasonable grounds to believe that a per- 
sonnel action prohibited by subsection (b) 
has occurred and the personnel action will 
result in an immediate hardship to the mem- 
ber alleging the personnel action, the Inspec- 
tor General may impose a stay of the per- 
sonnel action of not more than 90 days in 
order to prevent undue hardship to the mem- 
ber. 

““(ii) If the Inspector General has not com- 
pleted the investigation described in clause 
(i) upon the expiration of the stay of the per- 
sonnel action with respect to a member im- 
posed by the Inspector General under that 
clause, the Secretary of the military depart- 
ment concerned or the Secretary of Home- 
land Security, as applicable, may continue 
the stay of the personnel action with respect 
to the member for such additional time as is 
required for the completion of the investiga- 
tion by the Inspector General.”. 

(c) PERIODIC NOTICE TO MEMBERS ON 
PROGRESS OF INSPECTOR GENERAL INVESTIGA- 
TIONS.—Paragraph (3) of subsection (e) of 
such section is amended to read as follows: 

““(3)(A) Not later than 180 days after the 
commencement of an investigation of an al- 
legation under subsection (c)(4), and every 
180 days thereafter until the transmission of 
the report on the investigation under para- 
graph (1) to the member concerned, the In- 
spector General conducting the investigation 
shall submit a notice on the investigation 
described in subparagraph (B) to the fol- 
lowing: 

“(i) The member. 

““(ii) The Secretary of Defense. 

““(iii) The Secretary of the military depart- 
ment concerned, or the Secretary of Home- 
land Security in the case of a member of the 
Coast Guard when the Coast Guard is not op- 
erating as a service in the Navy. 

““(B) Each notice on an investigation under 
subparagraph (A) shall include the following: 

“G) A description of the current progress 
of the investigation. 

““(ii) An estimate of the time remaining 
until the completion of the investigation and 
the transmittal of the report required by 
paragraph (1) to the member concerned.”. 

(d) ACTIONS IN CASE OF VIOLATIONS.—Sub- 
section (f)(2) of such section is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (A) and in- 
serting the following new subparagraph (A): 

““(A) order such action as is necessary to 
correct the record of a personnel action pro- 
hibited by subsection (b), including referring 
the report to the appropriate board for the 
correction of military records;””; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe- 
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding after subparagraph (B) the 
following new subparagraph: 
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““(C) submit to the Inspector General a re- 
port on the actions taken by the Secretary 
pursuant to this paragraph, and include a 
summary of the report under this subpara- 
graph (with any personally identifiable in- 
formation redacted) in the semiannual re- 
port to Congress of the Inspector General of 
the Department of Defense or the Inspector 
General of the Department of Homeland Se- 
curity, as applicable, under section 5 of the 
Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. 
App.).”. 

(e) CORRECTION OF RECORDS.—Subsection 
(g) of such section is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(6) as paragraphs (4) through (7), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

“*(2) In resolving an application described 
in paragraph (1) for which there is a report of 
the Inspector General under subsection 
(e)(1), a correction board— 

““(A) shall review the report of the Inspec- 
tor General; 

““(B) may request the Inspector General to 
gather further evidence; 

“(C) may receive oral argument, examine 
and cross-examine witnesses, and take depo- 
sitions; and 

““(D) shall consider a request by a member 
or former member in determining whether to 
hold an evidentiary hearing.”. 

(f) UNIFORM STANDARDS FOR INSPECTOR 
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS OF PROHIBITED PER- 
SONNEL ACTIONS AND OTHER MATTERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
Defense shall prescribe uniform standards for 
the following: 

(A) The investigation of allegations of pro- 
hibited personnel actions under section 1034 
of title 10, United States Code (as amended 
by this section), by the Inspector General 
and the Inspectors General of the military 
departments. 

(B) The training of the staffs of the Inspec- 
tors General referred to in subparagraph (A) 
on the conduct of investigations described in 
that subparagraph. 

(2) USE.—Commencing 180 days after pre- 
scription of the standards required by para- 
graph (1), the Inspectors General referred to 
in that paragraph shall comply with such 
standards in the conduct of investigations 
described in that paragraph and in the train- 
ing of the staffs of such Inspectors General 
in the conduct of such investigations. 

SEC. 1703. IMPROVEMENTS TO AUTHORITIES AND 
PROCEDURES FOR THE CORREC- 
TION OF MILITARY RECORDS. 

(a) PROCEDURES OF BOARDS.—Paragraph (3) 
of section 1552(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting “(A)” after “(3)”; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

““(B) If a board makes a preliminary deter- 
mination that a claim under this section 
lacks sufficient information or documents to 
support the claim, the board shall notify the 
claimant, in writing, indicating the specific 
information or documents necessary to make 
the claim complete and reviewable by the 
board. 

“(C) If a claimant is unable to provide 
military personnel or medical records appli- 
cable to a claim under this section, the board 
shall make reasonable efforts to obtain the 
records. A claimant shall provide the board 
with documentary evidence of the efforts of 
the claimant to obtain such records. The 
board shall inform the claimant of the re- 
sults of the board’s efforts, and shall provide 
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the claimant copies of any records so ob- 
tained upon request of the claimant. 

““(D) Any request for reconsideration of a 
determination of a board under this section, 
no matter when filed, shall be reconsidered 
by a board under this section if supported by 
materials not previously presented to or con- 
sidered by the board in making such deter- 
mination.”. 

(b) JUDICIAL REVIEW OF DETERMINATIONS OF 
BOARDS.—Paragraph (4) of such section is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting “(A)” after “(4)”; 

(2) in subparagraph (A), as so designated, 
by inserting ‘‘or subject to review or appeal 
as described in subparagraph (B)” after ‘‘Ex- 
cept when procured by fraud’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

“(B) A claimant may seek judicial review 
of a determination of a board under this sec- 
tion in an appropriate court of the United 
States. The scope of judicial review under 
this subparagraph shall be as specified in 
section 706 of title 5.”. 

(c) PUBLICATION OF FINAL DECISIONS OF 
BOARDS.—Such section is further amended 
by adding at the end the following new para- 
graph: 

““(5) Each final decision of a board under 
this subsection shall be made available to 
the public in electronic form on a centralized 
Internet website. In any decision so made 
available to the public there shall be re- 
dacted all personally identifiable informa- 
tion.”. 

(d) TRAINING OF MEMBERS OF BOARDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
each Secretary concerned shall develop and 
implement a comprehensive training cur- 
riculum for members of boards for the cor- 
rection of military records under the juris- 
diction of such Secretary in the duties of 
such boards under section 1552 of title 10, 
United States Code. The curriculum shall ad- 
dress all areas of administrative law applica- 
ble to the duties of such boards. 

(2) UNIFORM CURRICULA.—The Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of Homeland Se- 
curity shall jointly ensure that the curricula 
developed and implemented pursuant to this 
subsection are, to the extent practicable, 
uniform. 

(3) TRAINING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each member of a board 
for the correction of military records shall 
undergo retraining (consistent with the cur- 
riculum developed and implemented pursu- 
ant to this subsection) regarding the duties 
of boards for the correction of military 
records under section 1552 of title 10, United 
States Code, at least once every five years 
during the member’s tenure on the board. 

(B) CURRENT MEMBERS.—Each member of a 
board for the correction of military records 
as of the date of the implementation of the 
curriculum required by paragraph (1) (in this 
paragraph referred to as the “curriculum im- 
plementation date””) shall undergo training 
described in subparagraph (A) not later than 
90 days after the curriculum implementation 
date. 

(C) NEW MEMBERS.—Each individual who 
becomes a member of a board for the correc- 
tion of military records after the curriculum 
implementation date shall undergo training 
described in subparagraph (A) by not later 
than 90 days after the date on which such in- 
dividual becomes a member of the board. 

(4) REPORTS.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
each Secretary concerned shall submit to 
Congress a report setting forth the following: 
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(A) A description and assessment of the 
progress made by such Secretary in imple- 
menting training requirements for members 
of boards for the correction of military 
records under the jurisdiction of such Sec- 
retary. 

(B) A detailed description of the training 
curriculum required of such Secretary by 
paragraph (1). 

(C) A description and assessment of any 
impediments to the implementation of train- 
ing requirements for members of boards for 
the correction of military records under the 
jurisdiction of such Secretary. 

(5) SECRETARY CONCERNED DEFINED.—In this 
subsection, the term “Secretary concerned” 
means a “Secretary concerned” as that term 
is used in section 1552 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

SEC. 1704. COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES REVIEW OF INTEG- 
RITY OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
WHISTLEBLOWER PROGRAM. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than one 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report setting forth a 
review of the integrity of the Department of 
Defense whistleblower program. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The review for purposes of 
the report required by subsection (a) shall 
include the following elements: 

(1) An assessment of the extent to which 
the Department of Defense whistleblower 
program meets Executive branch policies 
and goals for whistleblower protections. 

(2) A determination and assessment of the 
causes and impacts of the situation in which 
some employees in the Office of the Inspec- 
tor General of the Department Defense be- 
lieved they could not disclose a suspected 
violation of law, rule, or regulation without 
fear of reprisal, as determined in a recent re- 
view of the Comptroller General. 

(3) An assessment of the extent to which 
there have been violations of standards used 
in regard to the protection of confidentiality 
provided to whistleblowers by the Inspector 
General of the Department of Defense. 

(4) An assessment of the extent to which 
there have been incidents of retaliatory in- 
vestigations against whistleblowers within 
the Office of the Inspector General. 

(5) An assessment of the extent to which 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
Defense has thoroughly investigated and 
substantiated allegations within the past 10 
years against civilian officials of the Depart- 
ment of Defense appointed to their positions 
by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, and whether Congress has been noti- 
fied of the results of such investigations. 


SA 1800. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 132, strike lines 21 through 26. 


SA 1801. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
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MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING 
COMPLIANCE WITH THE FEDERAL 
VACANCIES REFORM ACT OF 1998 


WITH RESPECT TO INSPECTORS 
GENERAL. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol- 
lowing: 


(1) There are 4 Presidentially-appointed In- 
spector General vacancies for which a nomi- 
nation is not pending before the Senate. 

(2) Sections 3345 through 3349d of title 5, 
United States Code, (in this section referred 
to as the “Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 
1998”) prohibit an acting officer from serving 
in that position for longer than 210 days. 

(8) Under the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998, the actions of an acting officer 
serving beyond the 210-day period “shall 
have no force or effect”, but this does not 
apply to an acting Inspector General. 

(4) The Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 
1998 provides an exception to the enforce- 
ment clause for acting Inspectors General to 
ensure a President cannot leave a watchdog 
in place who has no power or authority and 
therefore provides no mechanism to enforce 
the 210-day limit for acting Inspectors Gen- 
eral. 

(5) For 6 of the 7 Presidentially-appointed 
Inspector General vacancies, the individual 
serving in the office in an acting capacity 
has been serving for more than 210 days, in 
violation of the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that— 

(1) the President should comply with the 
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998 and fill 
vacancies of Presidentially-appointed posi- 
tions, including Inspectors General, within 
210 days of the position becoming vacant; 
and 

(2) the President cannot avoid this require- 
ment merely by changing the title of an act- 
ing officer if that officer still retains the 
same or substantially similar duties as an 
acting officer in that office. 


SA 1802. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING 
NOMINATING A PERMANENT IN- 
SPECTOR GENERAL OF THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol- 

lowing: 
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(1) There are 4 Presidentially-appointed In- 
spector General vacancies for which a nomi- 
nation is not pending before the Senate. 

(2) It is vital that Offices of Inspectors 
General remain independent. 

(3) In the absence of a permanent Inspector 
General, an Office of Inspector General is run 
by an acting Inspector General who, no mat- 
ter how qualified or well-intentioned, is not 
granted the same protections afforded to an 
Inspector General who is confirmed by the 
Senate, as the acting Inspector General— 

(A) is not truly independent; 

(B) may be removed by the head of the 
agency at any time; 

(C) only serves temporarily and does not 
drive the policy of the Office; and 

(D) is at a greater risk of compromising 
the work of the Office to appease the agency 
or the President. 

(4) One of the current Presidentially-ap- 
pointed Inspector General vacancies is the 
Inspector General of the Department of Vet- 
erans Affairs, which has been vacant since 
December 31, 2013. 

(5) The acting Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs, who has served 
in the position since December 31, 2013, is not 
properly independent from the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, is unresponsive to Con- 
gress, lacks transparency to the public, and 
has lost the trust of whistleblowers at the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the President should nominate 
a permanent Inspector General of the De- 
partment of Veterans Affairs not later than 
30 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 


SA 1803. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. SPECIAL INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR 
AFGHANISTAN RECONSTRUCTION. 

The application of the provisions of section 
8L of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 
U.S.C. App.) pursuant to the commencement 
of Operation Freedom’s Sentinel shall not be 
construed to remove or impede the authority 
of the Office of the Special Inspector General 
for Afghanistan Reconstruction (commonly 
known as “SIGAR”) under the Inspector 
General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) or as es- 
tablished under section 1229 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2008 (Public Law 110-81; 122 Stat. 378). 


SA 1804. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
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which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 622, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

(3) An unclassified assessment, with a clas- 
sified annex as necessary, of the facilitation 
of terrorist activities and operations of for- 
eign fighters through use of social media 
platforms by the organizations referred to in 
paragraph (1). 


SA 1805. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

After subsection (a) of section 1227, insert 
the following: 

(b) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE CONCUR- 
RENCE.— Section 602(b)(2)(D) of the Afghan 
Allies Protection Act of 2009 (8 U.S.C. 1001 
note) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“Gii) WRITTEN CONCURRENCE BY THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—After obtaining the 
approval from the Chief of Mission under 
clause (i), but prior to the alien’s admission 
to the United States, the alien shall obtain 
the written concurrence of the Deputy As- 
sistant Secretary of Defense for Afghanistan, 
Pakistan, and Central Asia, or the written 
concurrence of the Commander of United 
States Forces-Afghanistan. Such written 
concurrence shall include an attestation 
that the Deputy Assistant Secretary of De- 
fense for Afghanistan, Pakistan, and Central 
Asia, or the Commander of United States 
Forces-Afghanistan, has personally and inde- 
pendently reviewed the alien’s application, 
and has no concerns regarding the admission 
of the alien or the dependents of the alien to 
the United States, or regarding the future 
danger the alien or the dependents of the 
alien may pose to the United States after ad- 
mission.”. 


SA 1806. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 441, between lines 15 and 16, insert 
the following: 

(3) REQUIRED TIMELINES.—The business case 
analysis required under paragraph (1) shall 
include suggested timelines for acquiring 
and implementing information technology 
services pursuant to clauses (i) and (ii) of 
paragraph (2)(A). 


SA 1807. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
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ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 622, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

(3) An unclassified assessment of the facili- 
tation of terrorist activities and operations 
of foreign fighters through use of social 
media platforms by the organizations re- 
ferred to in paragraph (1). 


SA 1808. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. BENEFITS FOR DEPENDENTS OF MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES WHO 
LOSE THEIR RIGHT TO RETIRED PAY 
FOR REASONS OTHER THAN DE- 
PENDENT ABUSE. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Families Serve, Too, Military 
Justice Reform Act of 2015”. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—Section 1408 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (i), (j), and 
(k) as subsections (j), (k), and (1), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (h) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (i): 

‘(i) BENEFITS FOR DEPENDENTS OF MEM- 
BERS LOSING RIGHT TO RETIRED PAY FOR MIS- 
CONDUCT OTHER THAN DEPENDENT ABUSE.— 
(1)(A) If, in the case of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A), a court order provides (in 
the manner applicable to a division of prop- 
erty) for the payment of an amount from the 
disposable retired pay of that member or 
former member (as certified under paragraph 
(4)) to an eligible spouse or former spouse of 
that member or former member, the Sec- 
retary concerned, beginning upon effective 
service of such court order, shall pay that 
amount in accordance with this subsection 
to such spouse or former spouse. 

““(B) If, in the case of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A), a court order provides for 
the payment as child support of an amount 
from the disposable retired pay of that mem- 
ber or former member (as certified under 
paragraph (4)) to an eligible dependent child 
of the member or former member, the Sec- 
retary concerned, beginning upon effective 
service of such court order, shall pay that 
amount in accordance with this subsection 
to such dependent child. 

““(2) A spouse or former spouse, or a de- 
pendent child, of a member or former mem- 
ber of the armed forces is eligible to receive 
payment under this subsection if— 

““(A) the member or former member, while 
a member of the armed forces and after be- 
coming eligible to be retired from the armed 
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forces on the basis of years of service, has 
eligibility to receive retired pay terminated 
as a result of misconduct while a member 
(other than misconduct described in sub- 
section (h)(2)(A)); 

““(B) in the case of eligibility of a spouse or 
former spouse under paragraph (1)(A), the 
spouse or former spouse— 

““(i) either— 

““(I) was married to the member or former 
member at the time of the misconduct that 
resulted in the termination of retired pay; or 

““(II) was is receipt of marital support, ali- 
mony, or child support from the member or 
former member as of the time of the mis- 
conduct pursuant to a court order; and 

““(ii) was not, based on the evidence ad- 
duced at trial, an aider, abettor, accomplice, 
or co-conspirator in the misconduct that re- 
sulted in the termination of retired pay, as 
certified in writing to the convening author- 
ity by— 

“(D the military judge of the court-martial 
that resulted in the termination of retired 
pay; or 

““(II) the staff judge advocate of the con- 
vening authority; and 

““(C) in the case of eligibility of a depend- 
ent child under paragraph (1)(B), the depend- 
ent child— 

“(i) had not reached the age of 16 years at 
the time of the misconduct that resulted in 
the termination of retired pay; or 

“(ii) had reached the age of 16 years at the 
time of the misconduct and was not, based 
on the evidence adduced at trial, an aider, 
abettor, accomplice, or co-conspirator in the 
misconduct that resulted in the termination 
of retired pay, as certified in writing to the 
convening authority by— 

“(D the military judge of the court-martial 
that resulted in the termination of retired 
pay; or 

““(II) the staff judge advocate of the con- 
vening authority. 

“*(3) The amount certified by the Secretary 
concerned under paragraph (4) with respect 
to a member or former member of the armed 
forces referred to in paragraph (2)(A) shall be 
deemed to be the disposable retired pay of 
that member or former member for the pur- 
poses of this subsection. 

“*(4) Upon the request of a court or an eligi- 
ble spouse or former spouse, or an eligible 
dependent child, of a member or former 
member of the armed forces referred to in 
paragraph (2)(A) in connection with a civil 
action for the issuance of a court order in 
the case of that member or former member, 
the Secretary concerned shall determine and 
certify the amount of the monthly retired 
pay that the member or former member 
would have been entitled to receive as of the 
date of the certification— 

““(A) if the member or former member’s eli- 
gibility for retired pay had not been termi- 
nated as described in paragraph (2)(A); and 

““(B) if, in the case of a member or former 
member not in receipt of retired pay imme- 
diately before that termination of eligibility 
for retired pay, the member or former mem- 
ber had retired on the effective date of that 
termination of eligibility. 

‘(5)(A) Paragraphs (5) through (8) and (10) 
of subsection (h) shall apply to eligibility of 
former spouses to payments under this sub- 
section, court orders for the payment of dis- 
posable retired pay under this subsection, 
amounts payable under this subsection, and 
payments under this subsection in the same 
manner as such paragraphs apply to such 
matters under subsection (h). 

““(B) If a spouse or former spouse or a de- 
pendent child eligible or entitled to receive 
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payments under this subsection is eligible or 
entitled to receive benefits under subsection 
(h), the eligibility or entitlement of that 
spouse or former spouse or dependent child 
to such benefits shall be determined under 
subsection (h) instead of this subsection. 

“(6)(A) A spouse or former spouse of a 
member or former member of the armed 
forces referred to in paragraph (2)(A), while 
receiving payments in accordance with this 
subsection, shall be entitled to receive med- 
ical and dental care, to use commissary and 
exchange stores, and to receive any other 
benefit that a spouse or a former spouse of a 
retired member of the armed forces is enti- 
tled to receive on the basis of being a spouse 
or former spouse, as the case may be, of a re- 
tired member of the armed forces in the 
same manner as if the member or former 
member referred to in paragraph (2)(A) was 
entitled to retired pay. 

“(B) A dependent child of a member or 
former member referred to in paragraph 
(2)(A) who was a member of the household of 
the member or former member at the time of 
the misconduct described in paragraph (2)(A) 
shall be entitled to receive medical and den- 
tal care, to use commissary and exchange 
stores, and to have other benefits provided to 
dependents of retired members of the armed 
forces in the same manner as if the member 
or former member referred to in paragraph 
(2)(A) was entitled to retired pay. 

““(C) If a spouse or former spouse or a de- 
pendent child eligible or entitled to receive a 
particular benefit under this paragraph is el- 
igible or entitled to receive that benefit 
under another provision of law, the eligi- 
bility or entitlement of that spouse or 
former spouse or dependent child to such 
benefit shall be determined under such other 
provision of law instead of this paragraph. 

“(7) In this subsection, the term ‘depend- 
ent child’, with respect to a member or 
former member of the armed forces referred 
to in paragraph (2)(A), has the meaning given 
that term in subsection (h)(11).’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection 
(f) of such section is amended by striking 
“subsection (i) each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘subsection (j)”. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, and shall 
apply to a spouse or former spouse, or a de- 
pendent child of a member or former member 
of the Armed Forces whose eligibility to re- 
ceive retired pay is terminated on or after 
that date as a result of misconduct while a 
member. 

(e) OFFSET.—$57,000,000 of the National De- 
fense Function (050) of unobligated balances 
from fees collected to defray expenses for the 
automation of fingerprint identification and 
criminal justice information services and as- 
sociated costs of the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation is hereby permanently cancelled 
and shall be transferred to the General Fund 
of the Treasury. 


SA 1809. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 
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At the end of subtitle E of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 10___. CORPS OF ENGINEERS PROJECT RE- 
VIEW PROCESS. 

The Corps of Engineers shall not make any 
determination regarding usual and accus- 
tomed fishing places in connection with the 
Gateway Pacific Terminal project until after 
the Corps issues a final environmental im- 
pact statement required under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) that analyzes the potential im- 
pacts from the construction and operation of 
the proposed project required by the “Memo- 
randum For the Record, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers Scope of Analysis and Extent of 
Impact Evaluation for National Environ- 
mental Policy Act Environmental Impact 
Statement” (dated July 3, 2013). 


SA 1810. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 


lowing: 

SEC. . REPORT ON DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE DEFINITION OF AND POLICY 
REGARDING SOFTWARE 
SUSTAINMENT. 


(a) REPORT ON ASSESSMENT OF DEFINITION 
AND POLICY.—Not later than March 15, 2016, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees and the 
President pro tempore of the Senate a report 
setting forth an assessment, obtained by the 
Secretary for purposes of the report, on the 
definition used by the Department of Defense 
for and the policy of the Department regard- 
ing software maintenance, particularly with 
respect to the totality of the term “software 
sustainment” in the definition of ‘‘depot- 
level maintenance and repair” under section 
2460 of title 10, United States Code. 

(b) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT.—The assess- 
ment obtained for purposes of subsection (a) 
shall be conducted by a federally funded re- 
search and development center (FFRDC), or 
another appropriate independent entity with 
expertise in matters described in subsection 
(a), selected by the Secretary for purposes of 
the assessment. 

(c) ELEMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The assessment obtained 
for purposes of subsection (a) shall address, 
with respect to software and weapon systems 
of the Department of Defense (including 
space systems), each of the following: 

(A) Fiscal ramifications of current pro- 
grams with regard to the size, scope, and 
cost of software to the program's overall 
budget, including embedded and support soft- 
ware, percentage of weapon systems’ 
functionality controlled by software, and re- 
liance on proprietary data, processes, and 
components. 

(B) Legal status of the Department in re- 
gards to adhering to section 2464(a)(1) of such 
title with respect to ensuring a ready and 
controlled source of maintenance 
(sustainment) on software for its weapon 
systems. 

(C) Operational risks and reduction to ma- 
teriel readiness of current Department weap- 
on systems related to software costs, delays, 
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re-work, integration and functional testing, 
defects, and documentation errors. 

(2) ADDITIONAL MATTERS.—For each of sub- 
paragraphs (A) through (C) of paragraph (1), 
the assessment obtained for purposes of sub- 
section (a) shall include review and analysis 
regarding sole-source contracts, range of 
competition, rights in technical data, public 
and private capabilities, integration lab ini- 
tial costs and sustaining operations, and 
total obligation authority costs of software, 
disaggregated by armed service, for the De- 
partment. 


SA 1811. Mr. HATCH (for himself and 
Mr. INHOFE) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


On page 375, line 4, insert ‘‘, which includes 
a sustainment strategy,” after “strategy”. 

On page 377, line 13, strike ‘‘(d) In this sec- 
tion” and insert the following: 

““(9) A sustainment strategy which includes 
all aspects of the total life cycle manage- 
ment of the weapon system, including prod- 
uct support, logistics, product support engi- 
neering, supply chain integration, mainte- 
nance, acquisition logistics, and all aspects 
of software sustainment. 

““(d) INDEPENDENT COST ESTIMATE.—The Di- 
rector of Cost Analysis and Program Evalua- 
tion shall perform an evaluation of the 
sustainment portion of the acquisition strat- 
egy required by subsection (c)(9) prior to the 
Milestone B decision. 

““(e) In this section 

On page 410, after line 21, add the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 852. SUSTAINMENT ENHANCEMENT. 

(a) ASSESSMENT EXPANSION OF FUNCTIONS 
OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR 
LOGISTICS AND MATERIEL READINESS TO IN- 
CLUDE SUSTAINMENT FUNCTIONS.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit- 
tees a report setting forth an assessment of 
the feasibility and advisability of— 

(1) assigning to the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for Logistics and Materiel Readi- 
ness— 

(A) functions relating to the sustainment 
strategy required under section 2431la(c)(9) of 
Title 10, United States Code, as added by sec- 
tion 841 of this Act; and 

(B) functions relating to manufacturing 
and industrial base policy currently being 
carried out within the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense; and 

(2) redesignating such Assistant Secretary 
(with such functions so assigned and to- 
gether with the current logistics and mate- 
rial readiness functions of such Assistant 
Secretary) as the Assistant Secretary of De- 
fense for Sustainment. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that — 

(1) the Department of Defense does not 
place sufficient emphasis on sustainment of 
a weapon system during the entire acquisi- 
tion process; and 

(2) the Department of Defense should ad- 
dress this deficiency and ensure that all as- 
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pect of weapon system sustainment are care- 
fully considered throughout the entire Inte- 
grated Defense Acquisition, Technology, and 
Logistics Life Cycle Management System. 


SA 1812. Mr. BROWN (for himself and 
Mr. TILLIS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. PRIORITY ENROLLMENT FOR VET- 
ERANS IN CERTAIN COURSES OF 
EDUCATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 36 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 3680A the following new sec- 
tion: 

“S3680B. Priority 

courses 


““(a) IN GENERAL.—With respect to an edu- 
cational assistance program provided for in 
chapter 30, 31, 32, 33, or 35 of this title or 
chapter 1606 or 1607 of title 10, if an edu- 
cational institution administers a priority 
enrollment system that allows certain stu- 
dents to enroll in courses earlier than other 
students, the Secretary or a State approving 
agency may not approve a program of edu- 
cation offered by such institution unless 
such institution allows a covered individual 
to enroll in courses at the earliest possible 
time pursuant to such priority enrollment 
system. 

““(b) COVERED INDIVIDUAL DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘covered individual’ means 
an individual using educational assistance 
under chapter 30, 31, 32, 33, or 35 of this title 
or chapter 1606 or 1607 of title 10, including— 

““(1) a veteran; 

(2) a member of the Armed Forces serving 
on active duty or a member of a reserve com- 
ponent (including the National Guard); 

“*(3) a dependent to whom such assistance 
has been transferred pursuant to section 3319 
of this title; and 

““(4) any other individual using such assist- 
ance.”. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 3680A the following new item: 


““3680B. Priority enrollment in 
courses.”. 


enrollment in certain 


certain 


SA 1813. Mr. BROWN (for himself and 
Mr. TILLIS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
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SEC. 1085. EXPANSION OF YELLOW RIBBON G.I. 
EDUCATION ENHANCEMENT PRO- 
GRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3317(a) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘in paragraphs (1) and (2)” and inserting “in 
paragraphs (1), (2), and (9)”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re- 
spect to academic years beginning after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1814. Mr. BROWN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title II, add the 
following: 

SEC. 236. EXPANSION OF EDUCATION PARTNER- 
SHIPS TO SUPPORT TECHNOLOGY 
TRANSFER AND TRANSITION. 

Section 2194(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after ‘‘mathe- 
matics,” the following: “technology transfer 
or transition,”. 


SA 1815. Mr. BROWN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in- 
sert the following: 

SEC. __. GUIDANCE ON PROCESSING OF RE- 
QUESTS FOR EARLY SEPARATION 
FROM THE ARMED FORCES FOR 
MEMBERS PARTICIPATING IN PRO- 
GRAMS OF PUBLIC AND COMMUNITY 
SERVICE AFTER SEPARATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall issue guidance, consistent with the 
goals specified under section 1148a of title 10, 
United States Code, to the Secretaries of the 
military departments regarding discharge or 
release from active duty in the Armed 
Forces by eligible members who have been 
accepted into a public and community serv- 
ice program. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR EARLY SEPARATION.— 
For purposes of this section, a member of the 
Armed Forces is eligible for an early separa- 
tion from the Armed Forces to participate in 
a program of public and community service 
if the member— 

(1) is not essential to the performance of 
the mission of the command to which as- 
signed (as determined by the commander of 
that command); 

(2) demonstrates that the date on which 
the member is expected to be discharged or 
released from active duty in the Armed 
Forces is within 90 days after the date of 
commencement of participation in such a 
program (including participation in training 
for such program); 
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(3) clearly establishes that the specific 
public and community service program for 
which the member seeks early separation 
meets the requirements of the definition 
specified in subsection (c); 

(4) clearly establishes that a delay of pro- 
gram enrollment would cause undue hard- 
ship; and 

(5) provides a statement from an appro- 
priate program official indicating acceptance 
into the program and reflecting that the lat- 
est acceptable date for commencement of 
participation in the program (including par- 
ticipation in training for such program) falls 
within the 90-day period preceding the date 
described in paragraph (2). 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

(1) ACTIVE DUTY.—The term “active duty”” 
has the meaning given the term in section 
101 of title 38, United States Code. 

(2) PUBLIC AND COMMUNITY SERVICE.—The 
term “public and community service” means 
such service, within the meaning of section 
1143a of title 10, United States Code. 


SA 1816. Mr. BROWN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR AP- 
PROVAL OF EDUCATIONAL PRO- 
GRAMS FOR PURPOSES OF EDU- 
CATIONAL ASSISTANCE UNDER 
LAWS ADMINISTERED BY SEC- 
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) AUTOMATIC APPROVAL BY SECRETARY OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS OF DEGREE PROGRAMS AP- 
PROVED BY SECRETARY OF EDUCATION.— 
Clause (i) of section 3672(b)(2)(A) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

““(i) A course that is described by section 
3675(a) of this title.”. 

(b) APPROVAL BY SECRETARY OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS OF NON-DEGREE PROGRAMS AP- 
PROVED BY SECRETARY OF EDUCATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3675 of such title 
is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (a); and 

(B) by inserting before subsection (b), the 
following new subsection (a): 

““(a) The Secretary or a State approving 
agency may only approve a course when such 
course is an eligible program (as defined in 
section 481 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1088)) offered by an institution 
of higher education (as defined in section 102 
of such Act (20 U.S.C. 1002)) that has entered 
into, and is complying with, a program par- 
ticipation agreement under section 487 of 
such Act (20 U.S.C. 1094).”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such title is 
amended— 

(A) in section 3452(9), by striking “under 
the provisions of section 3675 of this title”; 

(B) in section 3501(11), by striking “under 
the provisions of section 3675 of this title””; 
and 

(C) in the heading for section 3675, by 
striking “accredited courses” and inserting 
“courses approved by Secretary of Edu- 
cation”. 
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(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 36 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 3675 and inserting the fol- 
lowing new item: 


‘3675. Approval of courses approved by Sec- 
retary of Education.’’. 


(c) APPROVAL BY SECRETARY OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS OF NON-DEGREE PROGRAMS NOT AP- 
PROVED BY SECRETARY OF EDUCATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 
3676 of such title is amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

““(a) No course of education which has not 
been approved by the Secretary or a State 
approving agency under section 3675 of this 
title shall be approved for the purposes of 
this chapter unless— 

“(1) the course— 

““(A) does not lead to an associate or higher 
degree; 

“(B) was not an eligible program (as de- 
fined in section 481 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1088)) at any time dur- 
ing the most recent two-year period; and 

““(C) is a course that the Secretary or State 
approving agency determines, in accordance 
with this section and such regulations as the 
Secretary shall prescribe and on a case-by- 
case basis, that approval of which would fur- 
ther the purposes of this chapter or any of 
chapters 30 through 35 of this title; and 

““(2) the educational institution offering 
such course submits to the appropriate State 
approving agency a written application for 
approval of such course in accordance with 
the provisions of this chapter.”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 3676 
of such title is amended— 

(A) in the heading for such section, by 
striking “nonaccredited courses” and insert- 
ing “courses not approved by Secretary of 
Education”; and 

(B) in subsection (c), in the matter before 
paragraph (1), by striking “non-accredited”. 

(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 36 of 
such title is amended by striking the item 
relating to section 3676 and inserting the fol- 
lowing new item: 

‘3676. Approval of courses not approved by 
Secretary of Education.”. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Au- 
gust 1, 2015. 


SA 1817. Mr. BROWN (for himself and 
Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 


SEC. 1085. PROHIBITION ON USE BY EDU- 
CATIONAL INSTITUTIONS OF REVE- 
NUES DERIVED FROM EDUCATIONAL 
ASSISTANCE FURNISHED UNDER 
LAWS ADMINISTERED BY SEC- 
RETARY OF DEFENSE FOR ADVER- 
TISING, MARKETING, OR RECRUIT- 
ING. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—AS a condition on the re- 
ceipt of Department of Defense educational 
assistance funds, an institution of higher 
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education, or other postsecondary edu- 
cational institution, may not use revenues 
derived from Department of Defense edu- 
cational assistance funds for recruiting or 
marketing activities described in subsection 
(b). 

(b) COVERED ACTIVITIES.—Except as pro- 
vided in subsection (c), the recruiting and 
marketing activities subject to subsection 
(a) shall include the following: 

(1) Advertising and promotion activities, 
including paid announcements in news- 
papers, magazines, radio, television, bill- 
boards, electronic media, naming rights, or 
any other public medium of communication, 
including paying for displays or promotions 
at job fairs, military installations, or college 
recruiting events. 

(2) Efforts to identify and attract prospec- 
tive students, either directly or through a 
contractor or other third party, including 
contact concerning a prospective student's 
potential enrollment or application for 
grant, loan, or work assistance under title 
IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1070 et seq.) or participation in 
preadmission or advising activities, includ- 
ing— 

(A) paying employees responsible for over- 
seeing enrollment and for contacting poten- 
tial students in-person, by phone, by email, 
or by other internet communications regard- 
ing enrollment; and 

(B) soliciting an individual to provide con- 
tact information to an institution of higher 
education, including Internet websites estab- 
lished for such purpose and funds paid to 
third parties for such purpose. 

(3) Such other activities as the Secretary 
of Defense may prescribe, including paying 
for promotion or sponsorship of education or 
military-related associations. 

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—Any activity that is re- 
quired as a condition of receipt of funds by 
an institution under title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.), 
is specifically authorized under such title, or 
is otherwise specified by the Secretary of 
Education, shall not be considered to be a 
covered activity under paragraph (2). 

(d) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE EDUCATIONAL 
ASSISTANCE FUNDS.—In this section, the 
term “Department of Defense educational 
assistance funds”? means funds provided di- 
rectly to an institution or to a student at- 
tending such institution under any of the 
following provisions of law: 

(1) Chapter 101, 105, 106A, 1606, 1607, or 1608 
of title 10, United States Code. 

(2) Section 1784a, 2005, or 2007 of such title 
10. 

(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed as a limita- 
tion on the use by an institution of revenues 
derived from sources other than Department 
of Defense educational assistance funds. 

(f) REPORTS.—As a condition on the receipt 
of Department of Defense educational assist- 
ance funds, each institution of higher edu- 
cation, or other postsecondary educational 
institution, that derives revenues from De- 
partment of Defense educational assistance 
funds shall submit to the Secretary of De- 
fense and to Congress each year a report that 
includes the following: 

(1) The institution's expenditures on adver- 
tising, marketing, and recruiting. 

(2) A verification from an independent 
auditor that the institution is in compliance 
with the requirements of this subsection. 

(3) A certification from the institution 
that the institution is in compliance with 
the requirements of this subsection. 
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SA 1818. Mr. BROWN (for himself and 
Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1085. PROHIBITION ON USE BY EDU- 
CATIONAL INSTITUTIONS OF REVE- 
NUES DERIVED FROM EDUCATIONAL 
ASSISTANCE FURNISHED UNDER 
LAWS ADMINISTERED BY SEC- 
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS OR 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR AD- 
VERTISING, MARKETING, OR RE- 
CRUITING. 

Section 3696 of title 38, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

“(eX1) The Secretary shall not approve 
under this chapter any course offered by an 
educational institution if the educational in- 
stitution uses for recruiting or marketing 
activities described in paragraph (2) any rev- 
enue derived from educational assistance 
furnished under any of the following provi- 
sions of law: 

““(A) Chapter 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, or 35 of this 
title. 

‘(B) Chapter 101, 105, 106A, 1606, 1607, or 
1608 of title 10. 

““(C) Section 1784a, 2005, or 2007 of title 10. 

““(2) Except as provided in paragraph (3), 
the recruiting and marketing activities sub- 
ject to paragraph (1) shall include the fol- 
lowing: 

“(A) Advertising and promotion activities, 
including paid announcements in news- 
papers, magazines, radio, television, bill- 
boards, electronic media, naming rights, or 
any other public medium of communication, 
including paying for displays or promotions 
at job fairs, military installations, or college 
recruiting events. 

‘(B) Efforts to identify and attract pro- 
spective students, either directly or through 
a contractor or other third party, including 
contact concerning a prospective student’s 
potential enrollment or application for 
grant, loan, or work assistance under title 
IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1070 et seq.) or participation in 
preadmission or advising activities, includ- 
ing— 

““(i) paying employees responsible for over- 
seeing enrollment and for contacting poten- 
tial students in-person, by phone, by email, 
or by other internet communications regard- 
ing enrollment; and 

“(ii) soliciting an individual to provide 
contact information to an institution of 
higher education, including Internet 
websites established for such purpose and 
funds paid to third parties for such purpose. 

““(C) Such other activities as the Secretary 
may prescribe, including paying for pro- 
motion or sponsorship of education or mili- 
tary-related associations. 

““(3) Any activity that is required as a con- 
dition of receipt of funds by an institution 
under title IV of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.), is specifically au- 
thorized under such title, or is otherwise 
specified by the Secretary of Education, 
shall not be considered to be a covered activ- 
ity under paragraph (2). 
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““(4) Nothing in this section shall be con- 
strued as a limitation on the use by an insti- 
tution of revenues derived from sources 
other than educational assistance furnished 
under the provisions of law listed in para- 
graph (1). 

“(5) The Secretary shall not approve under 
this chapter any course offered by an edu- 
cational institution that derives revenue 
from educational assistance furnished under 
the provisions of law listed in paragraph (1) 
unless the educational institution submits to 
the Secretary and to Congress each year a 
report that includes the following: 

“(A) The institution's expenditures on ad- 
vertising, marketing, and recruiting. 

“(B) A verification from an independent 
auditor that the institution is in compliance 
with the requirements of this subsection. 

“(C) A certification from the institution 
that the institution is in compliance with 
the requirements of this subsection.”. 


SA 1819. Mr. BROWN (for himself and 
Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1085. RESTRICTIONS ON SOURCES OF FUNDS 
FOR RECRUITING AND MARKETING 
ACTIVITIES. 

Section 119 of the Higher Education Oppor- 
tunity Act (20 U.S.C. 1011m) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
““AND RESTRICTIONS ON SOURCES OF FUNDS FOR 
RECRUITING AND MARKETING ACTIVITIES” after 
“FUNDS”; 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘sub- 
sections (a) through (c)”” and inserting ‘‘sub- 
sections (a), (b), (c), and (e)”; 

(8) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub- 
section (f); and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(e) RESTRICTIONS ON SOURCES OF FUNDS 
FOR RECRUITING AND MARKETING ACTIVI- 
TIES.— 

““(1) IN GENERAL.—An institution of higher 
education, or other postsecondary edu- 
cational institution, may not use revenues 
derived from Federal educational assistance 
funds for recruiting or marketing activities 
described in paragraph (2). 

‘“(2) COVERED ACTIVITIES.—Except as pro- 
vided in paragraph (3), the recruiting and 
marketing activities subject to paragraph (1) 
shall include the following: 

“(A) Advertising and promotion activities, 
including paid announcements in news- 
papers, magazines, radio, television, bill- 
boards, electronic media, naming rights, or 
any other public medium of communication, 
including paying for displays or promotions 
at job fairs, military installations, or college 
recruiting events. 

““(B) Efforts to identify and attract pro- 
spective students, either directly or through 
a contractor or other third party, including 
contact concerning a prospective student's 
potential enrollment or application for 
grant, loan, or work assistance under title 
IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1070 et seq.) or participation in 


8831 


preadmission or advising activities, includ- 
ing— 

““(i) paying employees responsible for over- 
seeing enrollment and for contacting poten- 
tial students in-person, by phone, by email, 
or by other internet communications regard- 
ing enrollment; and 

“(ii) soliciting an individual to provide 
contact information to an institution of 
higher education, including websites estab- 
lished for such purpose and funds paid to 
third parties for such purpose. 

““(C) Such other activities as the Secretary 
of Education may prescribe, including pay- 
ing for promotion or sponsorship of edu- 
cation or military-related associations. 

“(3) EXCEPTIONS.—Any activity that is re- 
quired as a condition of receipt of funds by 
an institution under title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.), 
is specifically authorized under such title, or 
is otherwise specified by the Secretary of 
Education, shall not be considered to be a 
covered activity under paragraph (2). 

‘(4) FEDERAL EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE 
FUNDS.—In this subsection, the term ‘Federal 
educational assistance funds’ means funds 
provided directly to an institution or to a 
student attending such institution under any 
of the following provisions of law: 

“(A) Title IV of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.). 

““(B) Chapter 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, or 35 of title 
38, United States Code. 

““(C) Chapter 101, 105, 106A, 1606, 1607, or 
1608 of title 10, United States Code. 

““(D) Section 1784a, 2005, or 2007 of title 10, 
United States Code. 

““(E) Title I of the Workforce Innovation 
and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3111 et seq.). 

“(F) The Adult Education and Family Lit- 
eracy Act (29 U.S.C. 3271 et seq.). 

““(5) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed as a limita- 
tion on the use by an institution of revenues 
derived from sources other than Federal edu- 
cational assistance funds. 

““(6) REPORTS.—Each institution of higher 
education, or other postsecondary edu- 
cational institution, that derives 65 percent 
or more of revenues from Federal edu- 
cational assistance funds shall report annu- 
ally to the Secretary and to Congress and 
shall include in such report— 

““(A) the institution’s expenditures on ad- 
vertising, marketing, and recruiting; 

‘(B) a verification from an independent 
auditor that the institution is in compliance 
with the requirements of this subsection; 
and 

“(C) a certification from the institution 
that the institution is in compliance with 
the requirements of this subsection.”. 


SA 1820. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for 
himself and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle A of title I, add the 
following: 
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SEC. 102. OFFSET FOR FUNDING TO PURCHASE 
ADDITIONAL BLACK HAWK UH-60M 
HELICOPTERS FOR PURPOSES OF 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD MOD- 
ERNIZATION. 

The aggregate amount authorized to be ap- 
propriated for fiscal year 2016 by division A 
is hereby reduced by $247,500,000, with the 
amount of the reduction to be achieved 
through anticipated foreign currency gains 
in addition to any other anticipated foreign 
currency gains specified in the funding ta- 
bles in division D. 

In the funding table in section 4101, in the 
item relating to “UH-6 BLACKHAWK M 
MODEL (MYP)”, strike the amount in the 
Senate authorized column and insert 
1,683,445”. 

In the funding table in section 4101, insert 
below the item relating to ‘‘UH-60 
BLACKHAWK M MODEL (MYP)”, as part of 
line item no. 11, an item relating to “ARNG 
Modernization—15 additional UH-60M air- 
craft”, with an amount of ““[247,500]” in the 
Senate authorized column. 

In the funding table in section 4101, in the 
item relating to Total Aircraft Procurement, 
Army, strike the amount in the Senate au- 
thorized column and insert ‘‘5,962,857’’. 

In the funding table in section 4101, in the 
item relating to Total Procurement, strike 
the amount in the Senate authorized column 
and insert “112,095,077”. 


SA 1821. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. RECEIPT BY MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES WITH PRIMARY MARINER 
DUTIES OF TRAINING THAT COM- 
PLIES WITH NATIONAL STANDARDS 
AND REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2015 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 
as subsections (c) and (d), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (b): 

““(b) MEMBERS WITH PRIMARY MARINER DU- 
TIES.—(1) For purposes of the program under 
this section, the Secretary of Defense and 
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall 
each ensure that members of the armed 
forces with primary mariner duties receive 
training that complies with national stand- 
ards and requirements under the Inter- 
national Convention on Standards of Train- 
ing, Certification, and Watchkeeping 
(STCW). 

‘(2) The following shall comply with basic 
training standards under national require- 
ments and the International Convention on 
Standards of Training, Certification, and 
Watchkeeping: 

““(A) The recruit training provided to each 
member of the armed forces. 

““(B) The training provided to each member 
of the armed forces who is assigned to a ves- 
sel. 

““(3) Under the program, each member of 
the armed forces who is assigned to a vessel 
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of at least 100 gross tons (GRT) in a deck or 
engineering career field shall be provided the 
following: 

“(A) A designated path to applicable cre- 
dentials under the national requirements 
and the International Convention on Stand- 
ards of Training, Certification, and 
Watchkeeping consistent with the respon- 
sibilities of the position to which assigned. 

“(B) The opportunity, at Government ex- 
pense, to attend credentialing programs that 
provide merchant mariner training not of- 
fered by the armed forces. 

“(4(A) For purposes of the program, the 
material specified in subparagraph (B) shall 
be submitted to the National Maritime Cen- 
ter of the Coast Guard for assessment of the 
compliance of such material with national 
requirements and the International Conven- 
tion on Standards of Training, Certification, 
and Watchkeeping. 

“(B) The material specified in this sub- 
paragraph is as follows: 

““(i) The course material of each unclassi- 
fied course for members of the armed forces 
in marine navigation, leadership, and oper- 
ation and maintenance. 

““(ii) The unclassified qualifications for as- 
signment for deck or engineering positions 
on waterborne vessels. 

““(C) The National Maritime Center shall 
conduct assessments of material for purposes 
of this paragraph. Such assessments shall 
evaluate the suitability of material for the 
service at sea addressed by such material 
and without regard to the military pay grade 
of the intended beneficiaries of such mate- 
rial. 

““(D) If material submitted to the National 
Maritime Center pursuant to this paragraphs 
is determined not to comply as described in 
subparagraph (A), the Secretary offering 
such material to members of the armed 
forces shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a report setting forth the 
actions to be taken by such Secretary to 
bring such material into compliance.”. 

(b) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Secretary concerned 
shall establish, for members of the Armed 
Forces under the jurisdiction of such Sec- 
retary, procedures as follows: 

(A) Procedures by which members identify 
qualification gaps in training and pro- 
ficiency assessments and complete training 
or assessments approved by the Coast Guard 
in addressing such gaps. 

(B) Procedures by which members obtain 
service records of any service at sea. 

(C) Procedures by which members may sub- 
mit service records of service at sea and 
other military qualifications to the National 
Maritime Center for evaluation and issuance 
of a Merchant Marine Credential. 

(D) Procedures by which members may ob- 
tain a medical certificate for use in applica- 
tions for Merchant Marine Credentials. 

(2) USE OF MILITARY DRUG TEST RESULTS IN 
MERCHANT MARINE CREDENTIAL APPLICA- 
TIONS.—The Secretaries of the military de- 
partments and the Secretary of Homeland 
Security shall jointly establish procedures 
by which the results of appropriate drug 
tests administered to members of the Armed 
Forces by the military departments may be 
used for purposes of applications for Mer- 
chant Marine Credentials. 

(3) SECRETARY CONCERNED DEFINED.—In this 
subsection, the term “Secretary concerned” 
has the meaning given that term in section 
101(a) of title 10, United States Code. 


SA 1822. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VI, add the 
following: 

SEC. 622. POLICIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DE- 
FENSE ON TRAVEL OF NEXT OF KIN 
TO PARTICIPATE IN THE DIGNIFIED 
TRANSFER OF REMAINS OF MEM- 
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES AND 
CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES OF THE DE- 
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE WHO DIE 
OVERSEAS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) When deployed in combat and non-com- 
bat areas, members of the Armed Forces and 
civilian employees of the Department of De- 
fense are at risk of illness, injury, and death. 

(2) Invitational Travel Authorizations, 
more commonly known as Invitational Trav- 
el Orders, for family members are important 
to ensure that next of kin may travel to be 
at the bedside of an ill or injured member of 
the Armed Forces returning to the United 
States. 

(3) When a casualty occurs overseas, Invi- 
tational Travel Authorizations ensure that 
next of kin are able to witness the dignified 
transfer of remains at Dover Port Mortuary, 
Delaware. 

(4) Department of Defense Instruction 
1300.18 and the Joint Federal Travel Regula- 
tions provide for Government funded travel 
for next of kin to witness the dignified trans- 
fer of remains at Dover Port Mortuary only 
when the casualty occurs in a combat area, 
excluding deaths associated with other oper- 
ations or training, including humanitarian 
assistance and disaster relief operations. 

(5) The Department of Defense Instruction 
and the Joint Federal Travel Regulations do 
not reflect the realities and risks of modern 
day deployment and contingency operations, 
and do not provide relief for the families of 
members of the Armed Forces and civilian 
employees of the Department involved in so- 
called ‘‘phase zero operations’’. 

(b) REVIEW OF POLICIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall carry out a review of the current poli- 
cies of the Department of Defense on the 
travel for next of kin to participate in the 
dignified transfer of remains of members of 
the Armed Forces and civilian employees of 
the Department who die overseas. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The review required by this 
subsection shall include the following: 

(A) An assessment of the changes to De- 
partment instructions and Federal regula- 
tions necessary to provide Government fund- 
ed travel to the next of kin to participate in 
the dignified transfer of remains of members 
of the Armed Forces and civilian employees 
of the Department who die overseas, regard- 
less whether the death occurred in a combat 
area or a non-combat area. 

(B) An action plan and timeline for making 
the changes described in subparagraph (A). 

(c) MODIFICATION OF POLICIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), not later than February 1, 
2016, the Secretary of Defense shall take ap- 
propriate actions to modify the policies of 
the Department in order to provide Govern- 
ment funded travel for the next of kin to 
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participate in the dignified transfer of re- 
mains of members of the Armed Forces and 
civilian employees of the Department of De- 
fense who die overseas, regardless whether 
the death occurs in a combat area or a non- 
combat area. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary is not re- 
quired to modify the policies of the Depart- 
ment as described in paragraph (1) if, by not 
later than March, 1, 2016, the Secretary cer- 
tifies, in writing, to the congressional de- 
fense committees that such action is not in 
the best interest of the United States. The 
certification shall include the following: 

(A) An assessment and reevaluation by the 
Secretary of the rational for excluding the 
next of kin from Government funded travel if 
the death of a member of the Armed Forces 
or civilian employee of the Department over- 
seas occurs in a non-combat area. 

(B) Recommendations for alternative plans 
to ensure that the next of kin of members of 
the Armed Forces and civilian employees of 
the Department who die overseas in a non- 
combat area may participate in the dignified 
transfer of the remains of the deceased at 
Dover Port Mortuary, including through the 
actions of appropriate non-governmental or- 
ganizations. 


SA 1823. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


On page 222, strike line 17 and all that fol- 
lows through page 223, line 18, and insert the 
following: 

‘(8) AUTOMATIC AND MATCHING CONTRIBU- 
TIONS.— 

““(A) AUTOMATIC CONTRIBUTIONS.—The Sec- 
retary concerned shall make a contribution 
described in section 8482(c)(1) under this sub- 
section for the benefit of a member described 
in paragraph (1) for the first pay period be- 
ginning on or after the date on which the 
member becomes a member described in 
paragraph (1) (without regard to whether the 
member has elected to make contributions 
to the Thrift Savings Fund during such pay 
period) and each pay period thereafter during 
which the member serves as a member of the 
uniformed services. 

‘(B) MATCHING CONTRIBUTIONS.—The Sec- 
retary concerned shall make a contribution 
described in section 8482(c)(2) under this sub- 
section for the benefit of a member described 
in paragraph (1) for any pay period— 

““(i) that begins on or after the date on 
which the member becomes a member de- 
scribed in paragraph (1); and 

“(ii) during which the member described in 
paragraph (1) makes a contribution to the 
Thrift Savings Fund. 

On page 228, line 21, strike “for” and all 
that follows through ‘‘service’’ on line 24. 

On page 231, line 25, strike “for” and all 
that follows through “service”? on page 232, 
line 3. 


SA 1824. Mr. SANDERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
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ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. OFFSET OF OCO FUNDING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 251(b)(2)(A)(ii) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(A)(ii)) 
is amended by inserting ‘‘, as part of the Act 
containing such a designation, includes 1 or 
more provisions that increase revenue rel- 
ative to the baseline for each fiscal year to 
which the designation relates in a total 
amount that is not less than the amount so 
designated under the Act for that fiscal 
year,” after “account basis”. 

(b) PREVENTING USE FOR OTHER OFFSETS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4(d) of the Statu- 
tory Pay-As-You-Go-Act of 2010 (2 U.S.C. 
933(d)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(7) AMOUNTS USED TO OFFSET OCO FUND- 
ING.—Neither scorecard maintained by OMB 
pursuant to this subsection shall include new 
revenue under a provision in an Act desig- 
nating amounts as for Overseas Contingency 
Operations/Global War on Terrorism for pur- 
poses of section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(A)), except to the 
extent the amount of the new revenue for a 
fiscal year is more than the amount so des- 
ignated for that fiscal year.”. 

(2) SENATE PAYGO SCORECARD.—The budg- 
etary effects of new revenue under a provi- 
sion in an Act designating amounts as for 
Overseas Contingency Operations/Global War 
on Terrorism for purposes of section 
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 
U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(A)), shall not be entered on 
any PAYGO scorecard maintained for pur- 
poses of section 201 of S. Con. Res. 21 (110th 
Congress), except to the extent the amount 
of the new revenue for a fiscal year is more 
than the amount so designated for that fiscal 
year. 


SA 1825. Mrs. FISCHER (for herself 
and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appro- 
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili- 
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
SEC. 3501. CADET COMMITMENT AGREEMENTS. 

Section 51306(a) of title 46, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking “must” and inserting ‘‘shall’’; 

(2) by amending paragraph (2) to read as 
follows: 

“*(2) obtain a merchant mariner license, un- 
limited as to horsepower or tonnage, issued 
by the United States Coast Guard as an offi- 
cer in the merchant marine of the United 
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States, accompanied by the appropriate na- 
tional and international endorsements and 
certifications required by the Coast Guard 
for service aboard vessels on domestic and 
international voyages, without limitation, 
before graduation from the Academy;””; 

(3) by amending paragraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

““(3) for at least 6 years after graduation 
from the Academy, maintain— 

“(A) a valid merchant mariner license, un- 
limited as to horsepower or tonnage, issued 
by the United States Coast Guard as an offi- 
cer in the merchant marine of the United 
States, accompanied by the appropriate na- 
tional and international endorsements and 
certifications required by the Coast Guard 
for service aboard vessels on domestic and 
international voyages, without limitation; 

““(B) a valid transportation worker identi- 
fication credential; and 

“(C) a United States Coast Guard medical 
certificate;’’; and 

(4) by amending paragraph (4) to read as 
follows: 

“*(4) apply for, and accept if tendered, an 
appointment as a commissioned officer in 
the Navy Reserve (including the Strategic 
Sealift Officer Program, Navy Reserve), the 
Coast Guard Reserve, or any other reserve 
component of an armed force of the United 
States, and, if tendered the appointment, to 
serve, meet the participation requirements, 
and maintain active status in good standing, 
as determined by the program manager of 
the appropriate military service, for at least 
8 years after the date of commissioning;”. 
SEC. 3502 STUDENT INCENTIVE PAYMENT 

AGREEMENTS. 

Section 51509 of title 46, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘(8) AUTHORIZED USES.—” 
before the last sentence and indenting ac- 
cordingly; 

(B) in the matter preceding paragraph (3), 
by striking “Payments” and inserting ‘‘(1) IN 
GENERAL.—Except as provided in paragraph 
(2), payments” and indenting accordingly; 
and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1), the fol- 
lowing: 

“*(2) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may mod- 
ify the payments made to an individual 
under paragraph (1), but the total amount of 
payments to that individual may not exceed 
$32,000.””; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking “Merchant 
Marine Reserve” and inserting “Strategic 
Sealift Officer Program””; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 

(A) by amending paragraph (2) to read as 
follows: 

“(2) obtain a merchant mariner license, 
without limitation as to tonnage or horse- 
power, from the United States Coast Guard 
as an officer in the merchant marine of the 
United States, accompanied by the appro- 
priate national and international endorse- 
ments and certification required by the 
Coast Guard for service aboard vessels on do- 
mestic and international voyages, without 
limitation, within three months of comple- 
tion of the course of instruction at the acad- 
emy the individual is attending;”’’; 

(B) by amending paragraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

“(3) for at least 6 years after graduation 
from the academy, maintain— 

“(A) a valid merchant mariner license, un- 
limited as to horsepower or tonnage, issued 
by the United States Coast Guard as an offi- 
cer in the merchant marine of the United 
States, accompanied by the appropriate na- 
tional and international endorsements and 
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certifications required by the Coast Guard 
for service aboard vessels on domestic and 
international voyages, without limitation; 

““(B) a valid transportation worker identi- 
fication credential; and 

“(C) a United States Coast Guard medical 
certificate;” and 

(C) by amending paragraph (4) to read as 
follows: 

“*(4) apply for, and accept, if tendered, an 
appointment as a commissioned officer in 
the Navy Reserve (including the Strategic 
Sealift Officer Program, Navy Reserve), the 
Coast Guard Reserve, or any other reserve 
component of an armed force of the United 
States, and, if tendered the appointment, to 
serve and meet the participation require- 
ments and to maintain active status in good 
standing, as determined by the program 
manager of the appropriate military service, 
for at least 8 years after the date of commis- 
sioning;”; 

(4) by amending subsection (e)(1) to read as 
follows: 

““(1) ACTIVE DUTY.— 

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of De- 
fense may order an individual to serve on ac- 
tive duty in the armed forces of the United 
States for a period of not more than 2 years 
if— 

““(i) the individual has attended an acad- 
emy under this section for more than 2 aca- 
demic years, but less than 3 academic years; 

“(ii) the individual has accepted the pay- 
ments described in subsection (b) in an 
amount totaling at least $8,000; and 

““(iii) the Secretary of Transportation has 
determined that the individual has failed to 
fulfill the part of the agreement described in 
subsection (d)(1). 

““(B) 3 OR MORE YEARS.—The Secretary of 
Defense may order an individual to serve on 
active duty in the armed forces of the United 
States for a period of not more than 3 years 
if— 

““(i) the individual has attended an acad- 
emy under this section for 3 or more aca- 
demic years; 

““(ii) the individual has accepted the pay- 
ments described in subsection (b) in an 
amount totaling at least $16,000; and 

““(iii) the Secretary of Transportation has 
determined that the individual has failed to 
fulfill the part of the agreement described in 
subsection (d)(1). 

““(C) HARDSHIP WAIVER.—In cases of hard- 
ship as determined by the Secretary of 
Transportation, the Secretary of Transpor- 
tation may waive this paragraph in whole or 
in part.”; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 

““(h) ALTERNATIVE SERVICE.— 

*“(1) SERVICE AS COMMISSIONED OFFICER.—An 
individual who, for the 5-year period fol- 
lowing graduation from an academy, serves 
as a commissioned officer on active duty in 
an armed force of the United States or as a 
commissioned officer of the National Oce- 
anic and Atmospheric Administration or the 
Public Health Service shall be excused from 
the requirements of paragraphs (3) through 
(5) of subsection (d). 

**(2) MODIFICATION OR WAIVER.—The Sec- 
retary may modify or waive any of the terms 
and conditions set forth in subsection (d) 
through the imposition of alternative service 
requirements.”. 


SEC. 3503. FEDERAL UNEMPLOYMENT TAX ACT. 


Section 3305 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 3305) is amended by striking 
“Secretary of Commerce” each place it ap- 
pears and inserting “Secretary of Transpor- 
tation”. 
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SEC. 3504. SHORT SEA TRANSPORTATION 
FINED. 


Paragraph (1) of section 55605 of title 46, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking “or”; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking “and”; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

““(C) shipped in discrete units or packages 
that are handled individually, palletized, or 
unitized for purposes of transportation; or 

““(D) freight vehicles carried aboard com- 
muter ferry boats; and”. 


SEC. 3505. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR NATIONAL SECURITY ASPECTS 
OF THE MERCHANT MARINE FOR 
FISCAL YEARS 2016 AND 2017. 


(a) FISCAL YEAR 2016.—Funds are hereby 
authorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2016, to be available without fiscal year limi- 
tation if so provided in appropriations Acts, 
for the use of the Department of Transpor- 
tation for Maritime Administration pro- 
grams associated with maintaining national 
security aspects of the merchant marine, as 
follows: 

(1) For expenses necessary for operations of 
the United States Merchant Marine Acad- 
emy, $96,028,000, of which— 

(A) $71,306,000 shall remain available until 
expended for Academy operations; 

(B) $24,722,000 shall remain available until 
expended for capital asset management at 
the Academy. 

(2) For expenses necessary to support the 
State maritime academies, $34,550,000, of 
which— 

(A) $2,400,000 shall remain available until 
expended for student incentive payments; 

(B) $3,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended for direct payments to such acad- 
emies; 

(C) $1,800,000 shall remain available until 
expended for training ship fuel assistance 
payments; 

(D) $22,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended for maintenance and repair of 
State maritime academy training vessels; 

(E) $5,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended for a National Security Multi-Mis- 
sion Vessel Design Program; and 

(F) $350,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended for improving the monitoring of 
graduates’ service obligation. 

(8) For expenses necessary to support Mari- 
time Administration operations and pro- 
grams, $54,059,000. 

(4) For expenses necessary to dispose of 
vessels in the National Defense Reserve 
Fleet, $8,000,000 to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

(5) For expenses to maintain and preserve 
a United States-flag merchant marine to 
serve the national security needs of the 
United States under chapter 531 of title 46, 
United States Code, $186,000,000. 

(6) For the cost (as defined in section 502(5) 
of the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 
U.S.C. 661a(5)) of loan guarantees under the 
program authorized by chapter 537 of title 46, 
United States Code, $3,135,000, of which 
$3,185,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended for administrative expenses of the 
program. 


(b) FISCAL YEAR 2017.—Funds are hereby 
authorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2017, to be available without fiscal year limi- 
tation if so provided in appropriations Acts, 
for the use of the Department of Transpor- 
tation for Maritime Administration pro- 
grams associated with maintaining national 
security aspects of the merchant marine, as 
follows: 
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(1) For expenses necessary for operations of 
the United States Merchant Marine Acad- 
emy, $96,028,000, of which— 

(A) $71,306,000 shall remain available until 
expended for Academy operations; 

(B) $24,722,000 shall remain available until 
expended for capital asset management at 
the Academy. 

(2) For expenses necessary to support the 
State maritime academies, $34,550,000, of 
which— 

(A) $2,400,000 shall remain available until 
expended for student incentive payments; 

(B) $3,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended for direct payments to such acad- 
emies; 

(C) $1,800,000 shall remain available until 
expended for training ship fuel assistance 
payments; 

(D) $22,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended for maintenance and repair of 
State maritime academy training vessels; 

(E) $5,000,000 shall remain available until 
expended for a National Security Multi-Mis- 
sion Vessel Design Program; and 

(F) $350,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended for improving the monitoring of 
graduates’ service obligation. 

(3) For expenses necessary to support Mari- 
time Administration operations and pro- 
grams, $54,059,000. 

(4) For expenses necessary to dispose of 
vessels in the National Defense Reserve 
Fleet, $8,000,000 to remain available until ex- 
pended. 

(5) For expenses to maintain and preserve 
a United States-flag merchant marine to 
serve the national security needs of the 
United States under chapter 531 of title 46, 
United States Code, $186,000,000. 

(6) For the cost (as defined in section 502(5) 
of the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 
U.S.C. 661a(5)) of loan guarantees under the 
program authorized by chapter 537 of title 46, 
United States Code, $8,135,000, of which 
$3,135,000 shall remain available until ex- 
pended for administrative expenses of the 
program. 


SA 1826. Mr. COTTON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. BUSINESS CASE ANALYSIS ON DECI- 
SION TO MAINTAIN C-130J AIRCRAFT 
AT KEESLER AIR FORCE BASE, MIS- 
SISSIPPI. 

Not later than 60 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the 
Air Force shall conduct a business case anal- 
ysis of the decision to maintain 10 C-130J 
aircraft at Keesler Air Force Base, Mis- 
sissippi. Such analysis shall include consid- 
eration of— 

(1) any efficiencies or cost savings that 
would be achieved by transferring such air- 
craft to Little Rock Air Force Base, Arkan- 
sas; 

(2) any effects of such decision on the oper- 
ation of the Air Mobility Command; and 

(3) the short-term and long-term costs of 
maintaining such aircraft at Keesler Air 
Force Base. 
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SA 1827. Mr. REED (for himself and 
Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


At the end of subtitle G of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1283. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON THE DETE- 
RIORATING SITUATION IN THE 
MALDIVES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) The Maldives, despite its small size, is 
strategically important given its location in 
the Indian Ocean. 

(2) Increasing human rights violations in 
the Maldives fuel instability and therefore 
pose a threat to regional security issues. 

(3) Since January 2015, President Abdulla 
Yameen has cracked down on dissent both 
within his own party and in the political op- 
position. 

(4) The arrest of former President 
Mohamed Nasheed this year was widely con- 
demned as politically-motivated and his con- 
viction and sentence of 13 years in prison has 
been condemned by Amnesty International 
as a “travesty of justice”. 

(5) United Nations High Commissioner for 
Human Rights Zeid Ra'ad described ‘‘fla- 
grant irregularities” in the trial of President 
Nasheed, including conflicts of interests by 
the judges and the court's refusal to allow 
him to present any defense witnesses. 

(6) On May 1, 2015, tens of thousands of pro- 
testers took to the streets in Male, Maldives, 
and were met with violence, tear gas, and 
stun guns by security forces. More than 200 
people were arrested. 

(7) In his speech in Sri Lanka on May 2, 
2015, Secretary of State John Kerry said 
“[W]e've seen even now how regrettably 
there are troubling signs that democracy is 
under threat in the Maldives where the 
former president Nasheed has been impris- 
oned without due process. And that is an in- 
justice that must be addressed soon”. 

(8) On June 2, 2015, the Government of the 
Maldives charged three more leaders of oppo- 
sition parties with terrorism. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Government of the 
Maldives should immediately release former 
President Nasheed and all political prisoners 
in the country, and guarantee human rights 
for all of the citizens of the Maldives. 


SA 1828. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title III, add the 
following: 
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SEC. 344. FUNDING FOR THE COMMEMORATION 
OF THE 75TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
ATTACK ON PEARL HARBOR, HA- 
WAII. 


Of the amount authorized to be appro- 
priated for fiscal year 2016 by section 301 and 
available for operation and maintenance, De- 
fense-wide, as specified in the funding table 
in section 4301, up to $2,000,000 may be avail- 
able for the Department of Defense for the 
commemoration of the 75th anniversary of 
the attack on Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. 


SA 1829. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XVI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1664. FUNDING FOR INTELLIGENCE ACTIVI- 
TIES OF EACH ELEMENT OF THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

Section 1105(a) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

““(40)(A) the total dollar amount proposed 
in the budget for intelligence or intelligence 
related activities of each element of the Gov- 
ernment engaged in such activities in the fis- 
cal year for which the budget is submitted 
and the estimated appropriation required for 
each of the ensuing four fiscal years; and 

““(B) as used in subparagraph (A), the term 
“element of the Government' refers to each 
element of the intelligence community as 
defined in section 3(4) of the National Secu- 
rity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003(4)).”. 


SA 1830. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 820, between lines 19 and 20, insert 
the following: 

(b) PROTECTION OF WHISTLEBLOWERS.—Sec- 
tion 4602(d) of the Atomic Energy Defense 
Act (50 U.S.C. 2702(d)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para- 
graph (6); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (5): 

“*(5) In the case of a protected disclosure 
relating to the contract described in sub- 
section (b) of section 4446 (relating the Han- 
ford Waste Treatment and Immobilization 
Plant), the owner's agent specified in sub- 
section (a) of that section.’’. 


SA 1831. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 818, line 25, strike “and the con- 
gressional defense committees” and insert “, 
the congressional defense committees, the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources 
of the Senate, the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce of the House of Representatives, 
and the Governors of the States of Oregon 
and Washington”. 


SA 1832. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. AVAILABILITY OF CERTAIN INSPEC- 
TOR GENERAL WORK PRODUCTS. 

Section 312 of title 38, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing: 

“(c)IA) Whenever the Inspector General, in 
carrying out the duties and responsibilities 
established under the Inspector General Act 
of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.), issues a work product 
that makes a recommendation or otherwise 
suggests corrective action, the Inspector 
General shall— 

““(A) submit the work product to— 

““(i) the Secretary; 

““(ii) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs, and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate; 

““(iii) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern- 
ment Reform, and the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the House of Representatives; 

“(iv) if the work product was initiated 
upon request by an individual or entity other 
than the Inspector General, that individual 
or entity; and 

““(v) any member of Congress upon request; 

““(B) submit all final work products to— 

““(i) if the work product was initiated upon 
request by an individual or entity other than 
the Inspector General, that individual or en- 
tity; and 

““(ii) any Member of Congress upon request; 
and 

““(C) not later than 3 days after the work 
product is submitted in final form to the 
Secretary, post the work product on the 
Internet website of the Inspector General. 

“*(2) Nothing in this subsection shall be 
construed to authorize the public disclosure 
of information that is specifically prohibited 
from disclosure by any other provision of 
law.”. 


SA 1833. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1283. REPORT ON ACTIONS OF CERTAIN 
NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANI- 
ZATION AND PARTNERSHIP FOR 
PEACE COUNTRIES ON HOLOCAUST 
ERA ASSETS AND RELATED ISSUES. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of State shall, in con- 
sultation with the Secretary of Defense, sub- 
mit to Congress an assessment of the compli- 
ance of each covered country with, and the 
progress of such country toward, the goals 
and objectives of the 2009 Terezin Declara- 
tion on Holocaust Era Assets and Related 
Issues. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment of a coun- 
try under the report required by subsection 
(a) shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment of national laws or en- 
forceable policies supporting the goals and 
objectives of the Terezin Declaration, includ- 
ing— 

(A) the return to the rightful owner of any 
property that was wrongfully confiscated or 
transferred to another individual by Nazi, 
Nazi collaborator, or Communist regimes; 

(B) if return of such property is no longer 
possible, the provision of comparable sub- 
stitute property or the payment of equitable 
compensation to the rightful owner in ac- 
cordance with principles of justice and 
through an expeditious claims-driven admin- 
istrative process that is just, transparent, 
and fair; 

(C) the return to Jewish communities of 
any religious or communal property that 
was stolen as a result of the Holocaust or 
subsequently nationalized by Communist re- 
gimes; 

(D) the use of the Washington Conference 
Principles on Nazi-Confiscated Art, agreed to 
December 3, 1998, in settling all claims in- 
volving publically and privately held mov- 
able property. 

(2) An assessment of national administra- 
tive and legal processes successfully imple- 
menting such laws. 

(3) An assessment of mechanism for and de- 
monstrable progress on the resolution of 
claims of United States citizen Holocaust 
survivors and United States citizen family 
members of Holocaust victims. 

(4) Recommendations for actions to be 
taken by the country, and the United States 
Government, to improve country compliance 
with, and progress toward, the goals and ob- 
jectives of the Terezin Declaration. 

(c) COVERED COUNTRY DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term “covered country” means 
any country that is a signatory or observer 
to the 2009 Terezin Declaration on Holocaust 
Era Assets and Related Issues among the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) A country that is a signatory to the 
Partnership for Peace Framework Docu- 
ments, but is not a member of the North At- 
lantic Treaty Organization (NATO). 

(2) A country that became a member of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization after 
January 1, 1999. 


SA 1834. Mr. BURR (for himself and 
Mrs. BOXER) submitted an amendment 
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intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


At the end of subtitle F of title V, add the 
following: 

SEC. 565. CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECKS OF 
EMPLOYEES OF THE MILITARY 
CHILD CARE SYSTEM AND PRO- 
VIDERS OF CHILD CARE SERVICES 
AND YOUTH PROGRAM SERVICES 
FOR MILITARY DEPENDENTS. 

(a) EMPLOYEES OF MILITARY CHILD CARE 
SYSTEM.—Section 1792 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub- 
section (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (d): 

“(d) CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECK.—The 
criminal background check of child care em- 
ployees under this section that is required 
pursuant to section 231 of the Crime Control 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 13041) shall be con- 
ducted pursuant to regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense in accordance with 
the provisions of section 658H of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant Act of 
1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858f).””. 

(b) PROVIDERS OF CHILD CARE SERVICES AND 
YOUTH PROGRAM SERVICES.—Section 1798 of 
such title is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub- 
section (d); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol- 
lowing new subsection (c): 

“(¢) CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECK.—A pro- 
vider of child care services or youth program 
services may not provide such services under 
this section unless such provider complies 
with the requirements for criminal back- 
ground checks under section 658H of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858f) for the State in 
which such services are provided.”. 

(c) FUNDING.—Amounts for activities re- 
quired by reason of the amendments made by 
this section during fiscal year 2016 shall be 
derived from amounts otherwise authorized 
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by sec- 
tion 301 and available for operation and 
maintenance for the Yellow Ribbon Re- 
integration Program as specified in the fund- 
ing tables in section 4301. 


SA 1835. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title I, add the 
following: 

SEC. 141. HEI PGU-13/B ROUND 30MILIMETER AM- 
MUNITION. 

(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR PROCUREMENT 

OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to 
be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by sec- 
tion 101 is hereby increased by $1,096,000, 
with the amount of the increase to be avail- 
able for procurement of ammunition, Air 
Force, for the purpose of the procurement of 
HEI PGU-13/B Round 30milimeter ammuni- 
tion. 

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The 
amount available under paragraph (1) for the 
procurement of ammunition specified in that 
paragraph is in addition to any other 
amounts available in this Act for procure- 
ment of such ammunition. 

(b) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by section 
301 is hereby decreased by $1,096,000, with the 
amount of the decrease to be applied against 
amounts available for operation and mainte- 
nance, Air Force, for Morale, Welfare, and 
Recreation for C.4.4. Golf. 


SA 1836. Mr. McCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1264. SENSE OF SENATE ON THE CONTINUED 
EASING OF RESTRICTIONS ON THE 
SALE OF LETHAL MILITARY EQUIP- 
MENT TO THE GOVERNMENT OF 
VIETNAM. 

It is the sense of the Senate that— 

(1) Vietnam is an important emerging part- 
ner with which the United States increas- 
ingly shares strategic and economic inter- 
ests, including improving bilateral and mul- 
tilateral capacity for humanitarian assist- 
ance and disaster relief, upholding the prin- 
ciples of freedom of the seas and peaceful 
resolution of international disputes, 
strengthening an open regional trading 
order, and maintaining a favorable balance 
of power in the Asia-Pacific region; 

(2) the Government of Vietnam has re- 
cently taken modest but encouraging steps 
to improve its human rights record, includ- 
ing signing the United Nations Convention 
Against Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman or 
Degrading Treatment or Punishment, adopt- 
ed by the United Nations General Assembly 
December 10, 1984, increasing registrations 
for places of worship, taking greater action 
to combat human trafficking, reviewing the 
Criminal Code, and continuing to conduct 
high-level engagement with the United 
States and international human rights non- 
governmental organizations; 

(3) in light of growing challenges in the 
Asia-Pacific region and some steps by the 
Government of Vietnam to improve its 
human rights record, in 2014 the Department 
of State, in close consultation with the 
United States Senate, took steps to ease the 
United States prohibition on the sale of le- 
thal military equipment to Vietnam for mar- 
itime and costal defense; 

(4) further easing the prohibition on the 
sale of lethal military equipment to Vietnam 
at this time, including all platforms that fa- 
cilitate the ability of the armed forces of 
Vietnam to operate more effectively on, 
above, and within its territorial waters, 
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would further United States national secu- 
rity interests, but steps beyond this to ease 
further the prohibition would require the 
Government of Vietnam to take significant 
and sustained steps to protect human rights, 
including releases of prisoners of conscience 
and legal reforms; 

(5) the United States Government should 
continue to support civil society in Vietnam, 
including advocates for religious freedom, 
press freedom, and labor rights who seek to 
use peaceful means to build a strong and 
prosperous Vietnam that respects human 
rights and the rule of law; and 

(6) the United States Government should 
continue to engage the Government of Viet- 
nam in a high-level dialogue and specify 
what steps on human rights would be nec- 
essary for the Government of Vietnam to 
take in order to continue strengthening the 
bilateral relationship. 


SA 1837. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XVI, add 
the following: 


SEC. 1664. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON ELECTRO- 
MAGNETIC PULSE ATTACKS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) the President should ensure that all rel- 
evant Federal agencies have a full under- 
standing of the electromagnetic pulse threat 
and are prepared for such a contingency; and 

(2) the United States Government should 
formulate and maintain a strategy to pre- 
pare and protect United States infrastruc- 
ture against electromagnetic pulse events. 


SA 1838. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
VI, add the following: 

SEC. 643. STANDARDIZATION OF AMOUNTS RE- 
CEIVABLE BY DISABILITY RETIREES 
WITH LESS THAN 20 YEARS OF SERV- 
ICE UNDER COMBAT-RELATED SPE- 
CIAL COMPENSATION AND CONCUR- 
RENT RECEIPT OF RETIRED PAY 


AND VETERANS’ DISABILITY COM- 
PENSATION. 

(a) STANDARDIZATION OF SIMILAR PROVI- 
SIONS.—Paragraph (2) of section 1414(b) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR RETIREES WITH 
FEWER THAN 20 YEARS OF SERVICE.—The re- 
tired pay of a qualified retiree who is retired 
under chapter 61 of this title with fewer than 
20 years of creditable service is subject to re- 
duction by the lesser of— 
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“(A) the amount of the reduction under 
sections 5304 and 5305 of title 38; or 

“(B) the amount (if any) by which the 
amount of the member’s retired pay under 
such chapter exceeds the amount equal to 2% 
percent of the member’s years of creditable 
service multiplied by the member’s retired 
pay base under section 1406(b)(1) or 1407 of 
this title, whichever is applicable to the 
member.”. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
July 1, 2015, and shall apply to payments for 
months beginning on or after that date. 


SA 1839. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

Strike section 604. 


SA 1840. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. PERDUE) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of part II of subtitle D of title 
V, add the following: 

SEC. 540. MODIFICATION OF RESIDENCY RE- 
QUIREMENTS AND CONTENT DELIV- 
ERY METHODS FOR PHASE II JOINT 


PROFESSIONAL MILITARY EDU- 
CATION. 

(a) RESIDENCY REQUIREMENTS.—Title 10, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) In section 2154(a)(2), by striking ‘‘in res- 
idence at” and inserting “by”. 

(2) In section 2156(a), by striking ‘‘at the 
Joint Forces Staff College may not be less 
than 10 weeks of resident instruction” and 
inserting ‘‘through the Joint Forces Staff 
College shall be set by the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff”. 

(b) DELIVERY METHODS.—Section 2154 of 
such is further amended by adding the fol- 
lowing new subsection: 

““(c) DELIVERY METHODS.—The Secretary is 
authorized to certify nonresident courses for 
Phase II instruction, provided the joint ac- 
culturation objectives of subsections (b), (c), 
and (d) of section 2155 of this title are met.”. 


SA 1841. Mr. PERDUE (for himself 
and Mr. COTTON) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
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Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 
At the end of subtitle A of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1209. USE OF ASSISTANCE PROVIDED TO 
THE VETTED SYRIAN OPPOSITION 
TO DEFEND THE SYRIAN PEOPLE 
AGAINST THE ASSAD REGIME. 
Section 1209(a) of the Carl Levin and How- 
ard P. “Buck”? McKeon National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public 
Law 113-291; 128 Stat. 3541) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) 
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 
(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol- 
lowing new paragraph (2): 
‘(2) Defending the Syrian people from at- 
tacks by the regime of President Bashir 
Assad.”. 


SA 1842. Mr. PERDUE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1242. STRATEGY FOR THE MIDDLE EAST IN 


THE EVENT OF A COMPREHENSIVE 
NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN. 

(a) STRATEGY REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall, in coordination with the Sec- 
retary of State, other members of the Na- 
tional Security Council, and the heads of 
other appropriate departments and agencies 
of the United States Government, develop a 
strategy for the United States for the Middle 
East in the event of a comprehensive nuclear 
agreement with Iran. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The strategy shall include 
the following: 

(1) Efforts to counter Iranian-sponsored 
terrorism in Middle East region. 

(2) Efforts to reassure United States allies 
and partners in Middle East. 

(3) Efforts to address the potential for a 
conventional or nuclear arms race in the 
Middle East. 

(c) SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than 60 days after the date of the entry of 
Iran into the agreement described in sub- 
section (a), the Secretary shall submit the 
strategy developed under that subsection 
to— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the Se- 
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen- 
ate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Per- 
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives. 


SA 1843. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
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Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC.  . REPORT ON COUNTER-DRUG EFFORTS 
IN AFGHANISTAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Congressional Defense Committees a report 
that describes— 

(1) the counter-narcotics goals of the De- 
partment of Defense in Afghanistan; and 

(2) how the Secretary of Defense will co- 
ordinate the counter-drug efforts of the De- 
partment of Defense with other Federal 
agencies to ensure an integrated, effective 
counter-narcotics strategy is implemented 
in Afghanistan. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) a description of the metrics used to 
evaluate the effectiveness of counter-drug ef- 
forts of the Department of Defense in Af- 
ghanistan; and 

(2) a description of the process by which 
the Secretary of Defense will determine 
whether to continue each of the counter- 
drug initiatives of the Department of De- 
fense in Afghanistan. 


SA 1844. Mr. BENNET (for himself 
and Mr. PORTMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of title X, add the following: 
Subtitle H—Federal Cybersecurity Workforce 
Assessment 

SECTION 1091. SHORT TITLE. 

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Federal 
Cybersecurity Workforce Assessment Act’’. 
SEC. 1092. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle: 

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES.—The term “appropriate congressional 
committees”? means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services of 
the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Armed Services in 
the House of Representatives; 

(D) the Committee on Homeland Security 
of the House of Representatives; and 

(E) the Committee on Oversight and Gov- 
ernment Reform of House of Representa- 
tives. 

(2) CYBERSECURITY WORK CATEGORY; DATA 
ELEMENT CODE; SPECIALTY AREA.—The terms 
“Cybersecurity Work Category’’, ‘‘Data Ele- 
ment Code”, and “Specialty Area” have the 
meanings given such terms in the Office of 
Personnel Management’s Guide to Data 
Standards. 

(3) DIRECTOR.—The term “Director” means 
the Director of the Office of Personnel Man- 
agement. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term “Secretary” 
means the Secretary of Homeland Security. 
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SEC. 1093. NATIONAL CYBERSECURITY WORK- 
FORCE MEASUREMENT INITIATIVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The head of each Federal 
agency shall— 

(1) identify all positions within the agency 
that require the performance of information 
technology, cybersecurity, or other cyber-re- 
lated functions; 

(2) determine the primary Cybersecurity 
Work Category and Specialty Area of such 
positions; and 

(3) assign the corresponding Data Element 
Code, which shall be added to the National 
Initiative for Cybersecurity Education's Na- 
tional Cybersecurity Workforce Framework 
report, in accordance with subsection (b). 

(b) EMPLOYMENT CODES.— 

(1) PROCEDURES.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the head of each Federal agency shall estab- 
lish procedures— 

(A) to identify open positions that include 
information technology, cybersecurity, or 
other cyber-related functions (as defined in 
the Office of Personnel Management’s Guide 
to Data Standards); and 

(B) to assign the appropriate employment 
code to each such position, using agreed 
standards and definitions. 

(2) CODE ASSIGNMENTS.—Not later than 9 
months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the head of each Federal agency 
shall assign the appropriate employment 
code to each employee within the agency 
who carries out information technology, cy- 
bersecurity, or other cyber-related functions. 

(c) PROGRESS REPORT.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Director shall submit a progress re- 
port on the implementation of this section 
to the appropriate congressional commit- 
tees. 

SEC. 1094. IDENTIFICATION OF CYBERSECURITY 
SPECIALTY AREAS OF CRITICAL 
NEED. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Beginning not later than 
1 year after the date on which the employ- 
ment codes are assigned to employees pursu- 
ant to section 1093(b)(2), and annually 
through 2021, the head of each Federal agen- 
cy, in consultation with the Director and the 
Secretary, shall— 

(1) identify information technology, cyber- 
security, or other cyber-related Specialty 
Areas of critical need in the agency’s work- 
force; and 

(2) submit a report to the Director that— 

(A) describes the information technology, 
cybersecurity, or other cyber-related Spe- 
cialty Areas identified under paragraph (1); 
and 

(B) substantiates the critical need designa- 
tions. 

(b) GUIDANCE.—The Director shall provide 
Federal agencies with timely guidance for 
identifying information technology, cyberse- 
curity, or other cyber-related Specialty 
Areas of critical need, including— 

(1) current Cybersecurity Work Categories 
and Specialty Areas with acute skill short- 
ages; and 

(2) information technology, cybersecurity, 
or other cyber-related Specialty Areas with 
emerging skill shortages. 

(c) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY, CYBERSECU- 
RITY, OR OTHER CYBER-RELATED CRITICAL 
NEEDS REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Director, in consultation with the Sec- 
retary, shall— 

(1) identify Specialty Areas of critical need 
for information technology, cybersecurity, 
or other cyber-related workforce across all 
Federal agencies; and 
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(2) submit a progress report on the imple- 
mentation of this section to the appropriate 
congressional committees. 

SEC. 1095. GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OF- 
FICE STATUS REPORTS. 

The Comptroller General of the United 
States shall— 

(1) analyze and monitor the implementa- 
tion of sections 1093 and 1094; and 

(2) not later than 3 years after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, submit a report 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
that describes the status of such implemen- 
tation. 


SA 1845. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC.  .SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 

(1) Congress must address the ongoing, es- 
calating threat posed by cyber attacks from 
foreign countries and independent or spon- 
sored nefarious actors; 

(2) cyber attacks present one of the most 
critical national security threats facing the 
United States; 

(3) vulnerabilities in the cybersecurity of 
the United States have been exploited to ac- 
cess sensitive and personal information, in- 
cluding data relating to security clearance 
investigations; and 

(4) in order to protect the most important 
information systems of the United States, 
including those in our weapon systems, from 
cyber threats, Congress must invest in devel- 
oping the most sophisticated and agile cyber 
capability in the world. 


SA 1846. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title XVI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1614. COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW OF POLI- 
CIES AND PRACTICES FOR PLAN- 


NING AND ACQUIRING SATELLITE 
SYSTEMS AND ARCHITECTURES. 


(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
the Congress that— 

(1) consistent with National Space Policy 
issued on June 28, 2010, the United States 
Government should make maximum use of 
mature commercial space capabilities and 
acquisition practices for national security 
systems for which the required performance 
can be met with commodity technology to 
reduce acquisition timelines and costs, pro- 
mote competition, capitalize on the pace of 
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commercial technology advances, and avoid 
unnecessary government-unique invest- 
ments; 

(2) investments by elements of the intel- 
ligence community and the Department of 
Defense in technology development utilizing 
a unique, dedicated industrial base should be 
reserved for cases in which commercial com- 
modity technology does not exist or in which 
revolutionary technology is judged to be 
achievable and worth the risk, cost, and time 
to acquire; 

(3) satellite systems and architectures 
should be designed in such a way that a num- 
ber of elements common to multiple space- 
craft could be standardized, to reduce costs, 
simplify execution, and preserve a competi- 
tive industrial base; 

(4) the entire overhead satellite architec- 
ture of the United States, including pro- 
grams funded by the Department of Defense 
or by an element of the intelligence commu- 
nity, commercial providers, and foreign part- 
ners, should be viewed and treated as an in- 
tegrated whole, not simply as a series of 
independent and unrelated satellite systems; 

(5) deficiencies in, and improvements to, 
the current state of the space systems archi- 
tecture, and planning for the future architec- 
ture, should receive priority personal atten- 
tion from the President, the senior national 
security and scientific advisors to the Presi- 
dent, the Director of National Intelligence, 
the Secretary of Defense, and the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to ensure that ar- 
chitecture planning— 

(A) meets the needs of the United States in 
peace time and in war time; 

(B) responsibly stewards the taxpayers’ 
dollars; 

(C) accurately takes into account cost and 
performance tradeoffs; 

(D) meets realistic requirements; 

(E) produces and fosters excellence, inno- 
vation, and competition; 

(F) aims to produce innovative satellite 
systems in less than 5 years that are able to 
leverage common, standardized design ele- 
ments and commercially available tech- 
nologies; 

(G) takes advantage of rapid advances in 
commercial technology, innovation, and 
commercial-like acquisition practices; and 

(H) fosters competition and a robust indus- 
trial base. 

(b) STRATEGY ON THE UNITED STATES OVER- 
HEAD SATELLITE ARCHITECTURE.— 

(1) REQUIREMENT FOR STRATEGY.—The Di- 
rector of National Intelligence, the Sec- 
retary of Defense, and the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff shall develop a strategy, 
with milestones and benchmarks, to ensure 
that there is a comprehensive review of poli- 
cies and practices for planning and acquiring 
satellite systems and architectures, includ- 
ing under programs of the Department of De- 
fense, programs of elements of the intel- 
ligence community, and programs carried 
out by the commercial satellite industry, 
and taking into account capabilities of for- 
eign partners, to ensure that such systems 
and architectures comport with the prin- 
ciples expressed under subsection (a) and in 
the National Space Policy. 

(2) REPORT ON STRATEGY.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Director of National Intel- 
ligence, the Secretary of Defense, and the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff shall 
report to the congressional defense commit- 
tees, the Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the Senate, and the Permanent Select Com- 
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the strategy required by 
paragraph (1). 
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SA 1847. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. . DISCLOSURE OF CERTAIN RETURN 
INFORMATION WITH RESPECT TO 
IDENTITY THEFT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (1) of section 
6103 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

“*(23) DISCLOSURE OF RETURN INFORMATION 
IN CERTAIN CASES OF IDENTITY THEFT.— 

““(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary has rea- 
son to believe that there has been a fraudu- 
lent use of a social security account number 
on a statement described in section 6051— 

““(i) the Secretary shall disclose to the in- 
dividual who was validly assigned such social 
security account number— 

““(I) that the Secretary has reason to be- 
lieve that the social security account num- 
ber assigned to such individual has been 
fraudulently used in the employment con- 
text, 

“(II) that the Secretary has made the dis- 
closure described in clause (ii) to the Direc- 
tor of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and the Attorney General with respect to 
such fraudulent use, and 

“(III) such other information (other than 
return information) as the Secretary deter- 
mines, in consultation with Federal Trade 
Commission, would be helpful and appro- 
priate to provide to a victim of identity 
theft, and 

““(ii) the Secretary shall disclose to the Di- 
rector of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and the Attorney General— 

““(D) such social security account number, 

““(II) that the Secretary has reason to be- 
lieve that such social security account num- 
ber has been fraudulently used in the em- 
ployment context, and 

““(IIT) the taxpayer identity information of 
the individual who was assigned such social 
security account number, the individual be- 
lieved to have fraudulently used such social 
security account number, and the employer 
who made the statement described in section 
6051 which included such social security ac- 
count number. 

‘“(B) RESTRICTION ON DISCLOSURE TO LAW 
ENFORCEMENT.— 

“(1) DISCLOSURE TO OTHER LAW ENFORCE- 
MENT OFFICIALS.—The Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation and the Attorney 
General may disclose information received 
under subparagraph (A)(ii) to appropriate 
Federal, State, and local law enforcement of- 
ficials. 

“(1i) RESTRICTION ON USE OF DISCLOSED IN- 
FORMATION.—Return information disclosed 
under subparagraph (A)(ii) may be used by 
Federal, State, and local law enforcement of- 
ficials only for purposes of carrying out 
criminal investigations or prosecutions. 

““(1ii) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.— 
For purposes of this paragraph, any return 
information disclosed under subparagraph 
(A)J(ii) may not be provided to any State or 
local law enforcement official until such offi- 
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cial has entered into a memorandum of un- 
derstanding with the Secretary that includes 
the following terms and conditions: 

“(J) Confidentiality of returns and return 
information and prohibitions on disclosure 
described in subsection (a)(3). 

“(ID Safeguards, restrictions on access, 
and recordkeeping requirements described in 
subsection (p)(4). 

“(III) Application of penalties for unau- 
thorized disclosure of returns and return in- 
formation under section 72138(a)(2). 

“(IV) Any additional terms and conditions 
deemed appropriate by the Secretary.”. 

(b) PREVENTION OF IDENTITY THEFT.—In the 
case of an employee for whom the Commis- 
sioner of the Social Security Administration 
has reason to believe that the social security 
number included on any statement described 
in section 6051(a) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 with respect to such employee is 
not the correct social security number for 
such employee, the Commissioner shall pro- 
vide notification to the employer for such 
employee which includes— 

(1) the name of the employee and the social 
security number included on such state- 
ments; and 

(2) relevant information regarding the 
availability of the Social Security Number 
Verification Service for verification of social 
security numbers. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS RELATED TO 
DISCLOSURE.— 

(1) CONFIDENTIALITY.—Paragraph (3) of sec- 
tion 6103(a) of such Code is amended by strik- 
ing “or (21)” and inserting ‘‘(21), or (23)”. 

(2) PROCEDURES AND RECORDKEEPING RE- 
LATED TO DISCLOSURES.—Paragraph (4) of sec- 
tion 6103(p) of such Code is amended by strik- 
ing “or (20) each place it appears and in- 
serting ‘‘(20), or (23)”. 

(3) UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE OR INSPEC- 
TION.—Paragraph (2) of section 7213(a) of 
such Code is amended by striking “or (21)” 
and inserting ‘‘(21), or (23)”. 

SEC. . PENALTIES FOR TAX-RELATED IDEN- 
TITY THEFT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1028A(c) of title 
18, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (8) through 
(11) as paragraphs (10) through (13), respec- 
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol- 
lowing new paragraphs: 

“*(8) section 286 (relating to conspiracy to 
defraud the government with respect to 
claims), section 287 (relating to false, ficti- 
tious, or fraudulent claims), section 371 (re- 
lating to conspiracy to commit an offense or 
to defraud the United States), section 1001 
(relating to statements or entries), section 
1341 (relating to frauds and swindles), section 
1342 (relating to a fictitious name or ad- 
dress), section 1343 (relating to fraud by wire, 
radio, or television), or section 1344 (relating 
to bank fraud), if the felony violation is a 
tax-related offense punishable under such 
section; 

““(9) section 7206 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (relating to fraud and false 
statements);’’. 

(b) PENALTY FOR MISAPPROPRIATION OF TAX 
IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Part I of subchapter B of 
chapter 68 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by adding at the end the fol- 
lowing new section: 

“SEC. 6720D. MISAPPROPRIATION OF TAX IDENTI- 
FICATION NUMBER. 

“In addition to any penalty provided by 
law, any person who knowingly or willfully 
misappropriates another person’s tax identi- 
fication number in connection with any list, 
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return, account, statement, or other docu- 
ment submitted to the Secretary shall pay a 
penalty of $5,000.”. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part I of subchapter B of chapter 
68 of such Code is amended by adding at the 
end the following new item: 

“Sec. 6720D. Misappropriation of tax identi- 
fication number.”. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to returns 
and information submitted after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 


SA 1848. Mr. WICKER (for himself 
and Ms. HIRONO) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

In the funding table in section 4201, in the 
item relating to the High Performance Com- 
puting Modernization Program, strike the 
amount in the Senate authorized column and 
insert “177,159”. 

In the funding table in section 4301, in the 
item relating to Defense Media Activity, 
strike the amount in the Senate authorized 
column and insert ‘‘182,625’’. 


SA 1849. Mr. BURR (for himself and 
Mr. TILLIS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 344. REPORT ON USE OF COMMERCIALLY 
AVAILABLE EQUIPMENT FOR MAIN- 
TENANCE FOR WHEELED VEHICLE 
AND TRACKED VEHICLE FLEETS OF 
THE NATIONAL GUARD. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Chief of the 
National Guard Bureau shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
setting forth an assessment of the use of 
commercially available equipment to con- 
duct organizational maintenance and com- 
bined support maintenance for the wheeled 
vehicle and tracked vehicle fleets of the Na- 
tional Guard. The report shall include the 
following: 

(1) An assessment of the use of such equip- 
ment for such maintenance on the oper- 
ational readiness rates of such fleets. 

(2) A comparison of the cost of the use of 
such equipment for such maintenance with 
the current cost of such maintenance. 

(3) An assessment of the extent to which 
the use of such equipment is viable at the 
State level to reduce maintenance costs and 
duration to improve readiness of the fleets. 

(4) Such other matters, and such rec- 
ommendations, as the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau considers appropriate. 
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SA 1850. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


Strike section 1251 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 
SEC. 1251. UKRAINE SECURITY ASSISTANCE INI- 


(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.—Of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 2016 by title XV and available 
for overseas contingency operations as speci- 
fied in the funding tables in division D, 
$300,000,000 may be available to the Secretary 
of Defense, in coordination with the Sec- 
retary of State, to provide appropriate secu- 
rity assistance and intelligence support, in- 
cluding training, equipment, and logistics 
support, supplies and services, to military 
and other security forces of the Government 
of Ukraine for the purposes as follows: 

(1) To enhance the capabilities of the mili- 
tary and other security forces of the Govern- 
ment of Ukraine to defend against further 
aggression. 

(2) To assist Ukraine in developing the 
combat capability to defend its sovereignty 
and territorial integrity. 

(3) To support the Government of Ukraine 
in defending itself against actions by Russia 
and Russian-backed separatists that violate 
the ceasefire agreements of September 4, 
2014, and February 11, 2015. 

(b) APPROPRIATE SECURITY ASSISTANCE AND 
INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT.—For purposes of sub- 
section (a), appropriate security assistance 
and intelligence support includes the fol- 
lowing: 

(1) Real time or near real time actionable 
intelligence, including by lease of such capa- 
bilities from United States commercial com- 
panies. 

(2) Lethal assistance such as anti-armor 
weapon systems, mortars, crew-served weap- 
ons and ammunition, grenade launchers and 
ammunition, and small arms and ammuni- 
tion. 

(8) Counter-artillery radars, including me- 
dium-range and long-range counter-artillery 
radars that can detect and locate long-range 
artillery. 

(4) Unmanned aerial tactical surveillance 
systems. 

(5) Cyber capabilities. 

(6) Counter-electronic warfare capabilities 
such as secure communications equipment 
and other electronic protection systems. 

(7) Other electronic warfare capabilities. 

(8) Training required to maintain and em- 
ploy systems and capabilities described in 
paragraphs (1) through (7). 

(9) Training for critical combat operations 
such as planning, command and control, 
small unit tactics, anti-armor tactics, 
counter-artillery tactics, logistics, coun- 
tering improvised explosive devices, battle- 
field first aid, and medical evacuation. 

(10) Training for strategic and operational 
planning at and above the brigade level. 

(c) FUNDING AVAILABILITY AND LIMITA- 
TION.— 

(1) TRAINING.—Up to 20 percent of the 
amount described in subsection (a) may be 
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used to support training pursuant to section 
1207 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (22 U.S.C. 2151 note), 
relating to the Global Security Contingency 
Fund. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Not more than 50 percent 
of the amount described in subsection (a) 
may be obligated or expended until an 
amount equal to 20 percent of such amount 
has been obligated or expended for appro- 
priate security assistance described in para- 
graphs (1), (2), and (8) of subsection (b) for 
the Government of Ukraine. 

(3) ALTERNATIVE USE OF FUNDS.—In the 
event funds otherwise available pursuant to 
subsection (a) are not used by reason of the 
limitation in paragraph (2), such funds may 
be used at the discretion of the Secretary of 
Defense, with concurrence of the Secretary 
of State, to provide security assistance and 
intelligence support, including training, 
equipment, logistics support, supplies and 
services to military and other national-level 
security forces of Partnership for Peace na- 
tions other than Ukraine that the Secretary 
of Defense determines may face an elevated 
risk of Russian aggression and that the Sec- 
retary determines is appropriate to defend- 
ing their sovereignty and territorial integ- 
rity. 

(d) UNITED STATES INVENTORY AND OTHER 
SOURCES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to any assist- 
ance provided pursuant to subsection (a), the 
Secretary of Defense is authorized, with the 
concurrence of the Secretary of State, to 
make available to the Government of 
Ukraine weapons and other defense articles, 
from the United States inventory and other 
sources, and defense services, in such quan- 
tity as the Secretary of Defense determines 
to be appropriate to achieve the purposes 
specified in subsection (a). 

(2) REPLACEMENT.—Amounts for the re- 
placement of any items provided to the Gov- 
ernment of Ukraine pursuant to paragraph 
(1) may be derived from funds available for 
this section or from amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for the Department of De- 
fense for overseas contingency operations for 
weapons procurement. 


(e) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORIZATION.— 
Nothing in this section shall be construed to 
constitute a specific statutory authorization 
for the introduction of United States Armed 
Forces into hostilities or into situations 
wherein hostilities are clearly indicated by 
the circumstances. 


(f) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall, in coordination 
with the Secretary of State and other appro- 
priate agencies, submit to Congress a report 
setting forth in detail the following: 

(1) The current criteria governing the pro- 
vision of security assistance and intelligence 
support to the Government of Ukraine. 

(2) The plan, including timelines for deliv- 
ery, types and quantities of security assist- 
ance, and costs, to ensure that such assist- 
ance and support are being provided in com- 
pliance with the authorized purposes speci- 
fied in subsection (a). 

(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Assist- 
ance may not be provided under the author- 
ity in this section after December 31, 2017. 


SA 1851. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
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for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 354, line 19, insert ‘‘, protecting 
the best interests of taxpayers,” after ‘‘proc- 


” 


ess”. 


SA 1852. Mr. UDALL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 58, strike lines 14 through 17 and 
insert the following: 
services of the Centers; 

““(C) enhance capabilities by reducing the 
cost and improving the performance and effi- 
ciency of executing laboratory missions; and 

““(D) expand commercial business ventures 
based on the core competencies of a Center, 
as determined by the director of the Center, 
to promote technology transitions. 


SA 1853. Mr. LEE (for himself, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. PAUL, Mr. CRUZ, and 
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the 
bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria- 
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military 
activities of the Department of De- 
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart- 
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1040. PROHIBITION ON THE INDEFINITE DE- 
TENTION OF CITIZENS AND LAWFUL 
PERMANENT RESIDENTS. 

Section 4001 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

““(a) No citizen or lawful permanent resi- 
dent shall be imprisoned or otherwise de- 
tained by the United States except con- 
sistent with the Constitution and pursuant 
to an Act of Congress that expressly author- 
izes such imprisonment or detention.”; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub- 
section (c); and 

(8) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol- 
lowing: 

“(b)(1) A general authorization to use mili- 
tary force, a declaration of war, or any simi- 
lar authority, on its own, shall not be con- 
strued to authorize the imprisonment or de- 
tention without charge or trial of a citizen 
or lawful permanent resident of the United 
States apprehended in the United States. 

““(2) Paragraph (1) applies to an authoriza- 
tion to use military force, a declaration of 
war, or any similar authority enacted before, 
on, or after the date of the enactment of the 
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National Defense Authorization Act for Fis- 
cal Year 2016. 

(3) This section shall not be construed to 
authorize the imprisonment or detention of a 
citizen of the United States, a lawful perma- 
nent resident of the United States, or any 
other person who is apprehended in the 
United States.”. 


SA 1854. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title VII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 738. COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY ON 
GAMBLING AND PROBLEM GAM- 
BLING BEHAVIOR AMONG MEMBERS 
OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a study on 
gambling installations operated by the De- 
partment of Defense and problem gambling 
among members of the Armed Forces. 

(b) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The study con- 
ducted under subsection (a) shall include the 
following: 

(1) With respect to gambling installations 
(including bingo) operated by each branch of 
the Armed Forces— 

(A) the number, type, and location of such 
gambling installations; 

(B) the total amount of cash flow through 
such gambling installations; 

(C) the amount of revenue generated by 
such gambling installations; and 

(D) how such revenue is spent. 

(2) An assessment of the prevalence of and 
particular risks for problem gambling among 
members of the Armed Forces, including rec- 
ommendations for policies and programs to 
be carried out by the Department of Defense 
to address problem gambling. 

(3) An assessment of the ability and capac- 
ity of military health care personnel to ade- 
quately diagnose and provide dedicated 
treatment for problem gambling, including— 

(A) a comparison of treatment programs of 
the Department for alcohol abuse, illegal 
substance abuse, and tobacco addiction with 
treatment programs of the Department for 
problem gambling; and 

(B) an assessment of whether additional 
training for military health care personnel 
on providing treatment for problem gam- 
bling would be beneficial. 

(4) An assessment of the financial coun- 
seling and related services that are available 
to members of the Armed Forces and their 
dependents who are impacted by problem 
gambling. 

(c) REPORT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
appropriate committees of Congress a report 
on the results of the study conducted under 
subsection (a). 

(2) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro- 
priate committees of Congress” means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen- 
ate; and 


8841 


(B) the Committee on Armed Services and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives. 


SA 1855. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, and Mr. KIRK) sub- 
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro- 
posed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 
1735, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2016 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili- 
tary construction, and for defense ac- 
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title III, add the 
following: 

SEC. 355. ELIGIBILITY OF GOVERNMENT-OWNED, 
GOVERNMENT-OPERATED ARSE- 
NALS FOR ARMAMENT RETOOLING 
AND MANUFACTURING SUPPORT 
(ARMS) INITIATIVE. 

Section 4551(2) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking “manufacturing facility, 
or” and inserting “manufacturing facility,””; 
and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, or a Government-owned, 
Government-operated arsenal’’ before the pe- 
riod at the end. 


SA 1856. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1257. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON SANC- 
TIONING INDIVIDUALS CONNECTED 
TO THE DETAINMENT OF UKRAINIAN 
FIGHTER PILOT NADIYA 
SAVCHENKO. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Ukrainian fighter pilot Nadiya 
Savchenko was captured on June 17, 2014, in 
a town in Ukraine north of Luhansk, by 
armed men loyal to the self-proclaimed 
Luhansk People’s Republic. 

(2) Nadiya Savchenko was subsequently 
beaten, transported to Voronezh, a town due 
north of Luhansk in the Russian Federation, 
and held on falsified charges, including the 
charge of illegal crossing of the border into 
the Russian Federation even though she was 
brought to the Russian Federation force- 
fully, blindfolded and handcuffed. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the detainment and continued detention 
of Nadiya Savchenko and the falsified 
charges that have been brought against her 
are serious violations of internationally rec- 
ognized human rights and are offenses for 
which sanctions may be imposed under the 
law of the United States; and 

(2) the United States should impose sanc- 
tions with respect to the individuals con- 
nected to the detainment and continued de- 
tention of Nadiya Savchenko. 
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SA 1857. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle D of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1257. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON HARMONI- 
ZATION OF LISTS OF THE UNITED 
STATES AND THE EUROPEAN UNION 
OF PERSONS SANCTIONED IN RELA- 
TION TO THE AGGRESSION OF THE 


RUSSIAN FEDERATION AGAINST 
UKRAINE. 

It is the sense of Congress that the United 
States should work with the European Union 
to harmonize the lists of the United States 
and the European Union of persons with re- 
spect to which sanctions are imposed in rela- 
tion to the aggression of the Russian Federa- 
tion against Ukraine. 


SA 1858. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 616, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 

(g) EXPANSION OF LIMITATION ON REIM- 
BURSEMENT OF PAKISTAN PENDING CERTIFI- 
CATION ON PAKISTAN.—Subsection (d) of sec- 
tion 1227 of the National Defense Authoriza- 
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 is further 
amended in paragraph (1)(B)(i) by inserting 
“*, Lashkar-e-Tayyiba, Jaish-e-Mohammed,” 
after “the Haqqani Network”. 


SA 1859. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1274. ASSESSMENT OF THE MILITARY CAPA- 


BILITY OF THE REPUBLIC OF CY- 
PRUS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of State shall jointly submit to the appro- 
priate congressional committees an assess- 
ment of the military capability of the Re- 
public of Cyprus to defend against threats to 
its national security, including threats posed 
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by hostile foreign governments and inter- 
national terrorist groups. 


(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment required 
under subsection (a) shall include the fol- 
lowing elements: 

(1) An analysis of the effect on the national 
security of Cyprus of the United States pol- 
icy to deny applications for licenses and 
other approvals for the export of defense ar- 
ticles and defense services to the armed 
forces of Cyprus. 

(2) An analysis of the extent to which such 
United States policy is consistent with over- 
all United States security and policy objec- 
tives in the region. 

(3) An assessment of the potential impact 
of lifting such United States policy. 


(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means— 

(1) the congressional defense committees; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives. 


SA 1860. Mr. DAINES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle F of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1065. REPORT ON THE LOCATION OF C-130 


MODULAR AIRBORNE FIREFIGHTING 
SYSTEM UNITS. 


Not later than September 30, 2016, the Sec- 
retary of the Air Force shall submit to Con- 
gress a report setting forth an assessment of 
the locations of C-130 Modular Airborne 
Firefighting System (MAFFS) units. The re- 
port shall include the following: 

(1) A list of the C-130 Modular Airborne 
Firefighting System units of the Air Force. 

(2) The utilization rates of the units listed 
under paragraph (1). 

(3) A future force allocation determination 
with respect to such units in order to 
achieve the most efficient use of such units 

(4) An assessment of the advisability and 
feasability of any changes to C-130 Modular 
Airborne Firefighting System program to en- 
hance firefighting capabilities. 


SA 1861. Mr. PERDUE (for himself 
and Mr. COTTON) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 


At the end of subtitle A of title XII, add 
the following: 
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SEC. 1209. AUTHORITY FOR SUPPORT FOR THE 
VETTED SYRIAN OPPOSITION UPON 
THEIR RETURN TO SYRIA TO PRO- 
TECT THEM FROM HOSTILE ADVER- 
SARIES. 

Section 1209 of the Carl Levin and Howard 
P. “Buck” McKeon National Defense Author- 
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 
113-291; 128 Stat, 3541) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

“*(1) SUPPORT FOR THE VETTED OPPOSITION 
UPON RETURN TO SYRIA.—In order to meet 
the purposes specified in subsection (a), the 
Secretary of Defense may provide assistance 
to appropriately vetted elements, groups, 
and individuals described in that subsection, 
upon their return to Syria to provide protec- 
tion to such recipients from hostile adver- 
saries, including the following types of sup- 
port: 

“(1) Intelligence. 

“*(2) Logistics. 

“*(3) Defensive supporting fire. 

“(4) Medical assistance. 

““(5) Any other support the Secretary of 
Defense considers appropriate.”. 


SA 1862. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XXXI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 3124. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF 
FUNDS FOR PROVISION OF DEFENSE 
NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION AS- 
SISTANCE TO RUSSIAN FEDERATION. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds author- 
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other- 
wise made available for fiscal year 2016 for 
defense nuclear nonproliferation activities, 
and none of the funds authorized to be appro- 
priated for defense nuclear nonproliferation 
activities for any fiscal year before fiscal 
year 2016 that are available for obligation as 
of the date of the enactment of this Act, may 
be obligated or expended to enter into a con- 
tract with, or otherwise provide assistance 
to, the Russian Federation until the Presi- 
dent certifies to the appropriate congres- 
sional committees that the Russian Federa- 
tion is in compliance with— 

(1) the Treaty between the United States of 
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics on the Elimination of Their Inter- 
mediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, 
signed at Washington December 8, 1987, and 
entered into force June 1, 1988 (commonly re- 
ferred to as the ‘‘Intermediate-Range Nu- 
clear Forces Treaty” or “INF Treaty”); 

(2) the Treaty between the United States of 
America and the Russian Federation on 
Measures for the Further Reduction and 
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, 
signed on April 8, 2010, and entered into force 
on February 5, 2011 (commonly referred to as 
the “New START Treaty”); 

(3) its obligations under the Presidential 
Nuclear Initiatives agreed to by President 
George H.W. Bush and President Boris 
Yeltsin; and 

(4) its obligations under the Comprehensive 
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, adopted by the 
United Nations General Assembly on Sep- 
tember 10, 1996. 
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(b) WAIVER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
may waive the prohibition under subsection 
(a) if the Secretary— 

(A) determines that such a waiver is in the 
national security interests of the United 
States; and 

(B) not less than 15 days before the waiver 
takes effect, submits to the appropriate con- 
gressional committees a report, in classified 
form if necessary, providing the justification 
for the waiver. 

(2) NONDELEGATION.—The Secretary may 
not delegate the waiver authority under 
paragraph (1). 

(c) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT- 
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
“appropriate congressional committees” 
means the following: 

(1) The congressional defense committees. 

(2) The Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives. 


SA 1863. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 209, line 19, strike “1.3 percent” 
and insert “2.3 percent”. 


SA 1864. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XVI, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1637. PROHIBITION ON REDUCTION IN 
INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC MIS- 
SILE ALERT STATUS. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds author- 
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other- 
wise made available for the Department of 
Defense for fiscal year 2016 may be obligated 
or expended for reducing, or preparing to re- 
duce, the responsiveness or alert level of the 
intercontinental ballistic missiles of the 
United States. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to the following activities: 

(1) Maintenance or sustainment of inter- 
continental ballistic missiles. 

(2) Ensuring the safety, security, or reli- 
ability of intercontinental ballistic missiles. 


SA 1865. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 475, beginning on line 17, strike 
‘2035; and” and all that follows through ‘‘(E) 
Implications” on line 18 and insert the fol- 
lowing: “2035; 

(D) 

Viz: 

(D) options to address ship classes that 
begin decommissioning prior to 2035, includ- 
ing Ticonderoga-class guided missile cruis- 
ers; and 

(E) implications 


SA 1866. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title XII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 1264. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
THE PARTICIPATION OF THE PEO- 
PLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA IN THE 


NEXT RIM OF THE PACIFIC NAVAL 
EXERCISES. 

No amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by this Act or otherwise available for the De- 
partment of Defense funds may be obligated 
or expended for the participation of the Peo- 
ple’s Republic of China in the next Rim of 
the Pacific (RIMPAC) naval exercises until 
the Secretary of Defense certifies to the con- 
gressional defense committees that— 

(1) the People’s Republic of China has 
ceased its land reclamation activities on dis- 
puted islands located in the South China Sea 
as well its militarization of those islands, in- 
cluding the building or deployment of sur- 
face-to-air missile, coastal defenses, cruise 
missiles, naval guns, fortified aviation hang- 
ars, and artillery; and 

(2) the Republic of China Navy has been in- 
vited to participate in the Rim of the Pacific 
naval exercises. 


SA 1867. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

On page 622, between lines 20 and 21, insert 
the following: 

(3) An assessment of the facilitation of ter- 
rorist activities and operations of foreign 
fighters through use of social media plat- 
forms by the organizations referred to in 
paragraph (1). 


SA 1868. Mr. WARNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle G of title X, add the 
following: 

SEC. 1085. UNMANNED AERIAL SYSTEMS RE- 
SEARCH PROGRAM. 

(a) REQUIREMENT TO DEVELOP AND DEPLOY 
UAS TECHNOLOGIES.—The Secretary of De- 
fense and the Director of National Intel- 
ligence shall work in conjunction with the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the Sec- 
retary of Transportation, the Administrator 
of the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration, the heads of other Federal 
agencies, existing UAS test sites designated 
by the Federal Aviation Administration, the 
private sector, and academia on the research 
and development of technologies to safely 
detect, identify, and classify potentially 
threatening UAS in the national air space 
and to develop mitigation technologies— 

(1) to ensure that, as the commercial use of 
UAS technologies increases and such tech- 
nologies are safely integrated into the na- 
tional air space, the United States is taking 
full advantage of existing and developmental 
technologies to detect, identify, classify, 
track, and counteract potentially threat- 
ening UAS, including in and around re- 
stricted and controlled air space, such as air- 
ports, military training areas, National Spe- 
cial Security Events, and sensitive national 
security locations; and 

(2) to contribute to the development of in- 
telligence, reconnaissance, and surveillance 
capabilities for national security over widely 
dispersed and expansive territories. 

(b) UAS DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term “UAS” means unmanned aerial sys- 
tems. 


SA 1869. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, to author- 
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
for military activities of the Depart- 
ment of Defense, for military construc- 
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, 
as follows: 

Strike section 1103 and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

SEC. 1103. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON IMPLEMEN- 
TATION OF THE “NEW BEGINNINGS” 
PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT AND 


WORKFORCE INCENTIVE SYSTEM OF 
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol- 
lowing findings: 

(1) Section 1113 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public 
Law 111-84) required the Department of De- 
fense to institute a fair, credible, and trans- 
parent performance appraisal system, given 
the name “New Beginnings’’, for employees 
which— 

(A) links employee bonuses and other per- 
formance-based action to employee perform- 
ance appraisals; 
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(B) ensured ongoing performance feedback 
and dialogue among supervisors, managers, 
and employees throughout the appraisal pe- 
riod, with timetables for review; and 

(C) developed performance assistance plans 
to give employees formal training, on-the- 
job training, counseling, mentoring, and 
other assistance. 

(2) The military components and Defense 
Agencies of the Department are currently re- 
viewing the proposed “New Beginnings” per- 
formance management and workforce incen- 
tive system developed in response to section 
1118 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2010. 

(3) The Department anticipates it will 
begin implementation of the ‘‘New Begin- 
nings” performance management and work- 
force incentive system in April 2016. 

(4) The authority in section 1113 of the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2010 provided the Secretary, in coordi- 
nation with the Director of the Office of Per- 
sonnel Management, flexibilities in promul- 
gating regulations to redesign the proce- 
dures which are applied by the Department 
in making appointments to positions within 
the competitive service in order to— 

(A) better meet mission needs; 

(B) respond to manager needs and the 
needs of applicants; 

(C) produce high-quality applicants; 

(D) support timely decisions; 

(E) uphold appointments based on merit 
system principles; and 

(F) promote competitive job offers. 

(5) In implementing the “New Beginnings”” 
performance management and workforce in- 
centive system, section 1113 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2010 requires the Secretary to comply with 
veterans’ preference requirements. 

(6) Among the criteria for the ‘‘New Begin- 
nings” performance management and work- 
force incentive system authorized by section 
1113 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2010, the Secretary is re- 
quired to— 

(A) adhere to merit principles; 

(B) include a means for ensuring employee 
involvement (for bargaining unit employees, 
through their exclusive representatives) in 
the design and implementation of the per- 
formance management and workforce incen- 
tive system; 

(C) provide for adequate training and re- 
training for supervisors, managers, and em- 
ployees in the implementation and operation 
of the performance management and work- 
force incentive system; 

(D) develop a comprehensive management 
succession program to provide training to 
employees to develop managers for the De- 
partment and a program to provide training 
to supervisors on actions, options, and strat- 
egies a supervisor may use in administering 
the performance management and workforce 
incentive system; 

(E) include effective transparency and ac- 
countability measures and safeguards to en- 
sure that the management of the perform- 
ance management and workforce incentive 
system is fair, credible, and equitable, in- 
cluding appropriate independent reasonable- 
ness reviews, internal assessments, and em- 
ployee surveys; 

(F) utilize the annual strategic workforce 
plan required by section 115b of title 10, 
United States Code; and 

(G) ensure that adequate resources are al- 
located for the design, implementation, and 
administration of the performance manage- 
ment and workforce incentive system. 

(7) Section 1113 of the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 also re- 
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quires the Secretary to develop a program of 
training—to be completed by a supervisor 
every three years—on the actions, options, 
and strategies a supervisor may use in— 

(A) developing and discussing relevant 
goals and objectives with employees, com- 
municating and discussing progress relative 
to performance goals and objectives, and 
conducting performance appraisals; 

(B) mentoring and motivating employees, 
and improving employee performance and 
productivity; 

(C) fostering a work environment charac- 
terized by fairness, respect, equal oppor- 
tunity, and attention to the quality of the 
work of employees; 

(D) effectively managing employees with 
unacceptable performance; 

(E) addressing reports of a hostile work en- 
vironment, reprisal, or harassment of or by 
another supervisor or employee; and 

(F) allowing experienced supervisors to 
mentor new supervisors by sharing knowl- 
edge and advice in areas such as communica- 
tion, critical thinking, responsibility, flexi- 
bility, motivating employees, teamwork, 
leadership, and professional development, 
and pointing out strengths and areas of de- 
velopment. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Defense 
should proceed with the collaborative work 
with employee representatives on the “New 
Beginnings” performance management and 
workforce incentive system and begin imple- 
mentation of the new system at the earliest 
possible date. 


— 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that privileges 
of the floor be granted to Larry Babin, 
my military fellow, who is also a major 
in the Army, during the pendency of 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


A 


ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JUNE 9, 
2015 


Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate completes its business today, it ad- 
journ until 10 a.m., Tuesday, June 9; 
that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, and the time for the two lead- 
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day; that following leader remarks, 
the Senate be in a period of morning 
business for 1 hour, with Senators per- 
mitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each, and that the time be 
equally divided, with the majority con- 
trolling the first half and the Demo- 
crats controlling the final half; further, 
that following morning business, the 
Senate resume consideration of H.R. 
1735; finally, that the Senate recess 
from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. to allow 
for the weekly conference meetings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it stand adjourned, following the 
remarks of Senator BLUMENTHAL, who I 
am told will appear shortly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCAIN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


—_ A 


NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 


Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
appreciate the courtesy of the Pre- 
siding Officer in the Chamber in allow- 
ing me to speak this late in the day 
about issues that are vital to our na- 
tional defense, which will be addressed 
tomorrow and during the course of the 
week in votes on the National Defense 
Authorization Act. 

The task before the Senate in the Na- 
tional Defense Authorization Act is 
nothing less than to craft a sustain- 
able, long-term strategy to defend 
America. In fact, it is to sustain our 
global leadership in a time of shifting 
alliances, significant challenges, and 
emerging threats, while bringing a 
long-term balance and sustainability 
to our military. 

This defense measure is a solid start, 
but it must be made stronger to better 
meet the needs of our military men and 
women and our Nation as we enter this 
supremely perilous time. The danger to 
America has never been greater. Our 
foes have never been more insidious 
and pernicious, and many of the States 
opposing us have never been more will- 
ing to take measures that fundamen- 
tally contravene not only our security 
but our sense of moral right and wrong. 

I approach the National Defense Au- 
thorization Act with this principle in 
mind. Neither the United States nor 
our troops, nor anyone involved in our 
national defense should ever face a fair 
fight. Our men and women in uniform 
should never be challenged in the air, 
on the sea or on land with a fair fight. 
It should be one-sided and in our favor. 
That is the basic principle. We must be 
superior in our military Armed Forces. 

I am grateful to the chairman of our 
committee, Senator MCCAIN of Ari- 
zona, an extraordinarily distinguished 
veteran and a partner in a number of 
amendments to this measure, and to 
the ranking member Senator JACK 
REED, also a public servant of extraor- 
dinary distinction and a veteran. I am 
grateful for their leadership in bringing 
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us to this point on a bill that attracted 
bipartisan support—overwhelming sup- 
port—on the Armed Services Com- 
mittee, where I am privileged to serve. 

The provisions in this bill will enable 
us to remain the strongest country 
militarily in the world. At the end of 
the day, our values, our way of life, and 
our democracy give us our real 
strength, but the military is necessary 
to defend those values and our quality 
and way of life. The military defends 
our values and traditions and our fun- 
damental rights and liberties, which we 
worked hard last week to uphold in the 
USA FREEDOM Act. 

I have filed a number of amendments 
that underscore the need for con- 
tinuing improvement in this bill. They 
are forward-looking amendments. One 
of them would modernize the National 
Guard’s helicopter fleet by providing 
vital capabilities for the military as 
well as the sustainability and growth 
for Connecticut’s dedicated defense in- 
dustry. 

To protect our heroes in uniform, I 
have also proposed an amendment that 
would provide stronger legal tools 
against predatory lending and other 
abuses targeting our military men and 
women nearby the very bases they are 
stationed. 

Mr. President, I refer my colleagues 
to these two amendments, Nos. 1820 
and 1564. 

I also joined Ranking Member REED 
in cosponsoring his amendment, which 
will set forth a responsible and sustain- 
able budget strategy by ending seques- 
tration in our military budget and al- 
lowing us to ensure that all of our Na- 
tion’s key security priorities are ad- 
dressed. 

Tomorrow, this body will vote on 
that amendment. It is a critical vote. 
It allows us to choose sides as to 
whether we will put close to $40 billion, 
in effect, on our national debt rather 
than in our budget or on our credit 
card rather than find a sustainable 
means to pay for it. Each of us will 
have to decide whether we want to end 
sequestration, which I am committed 
to ending, or instead whether we will 
continue sequestration-and the very 
real harm it imposes on our nation-by 
putting an extra $40 billion in the over- 
seas contingent operations account 
known as OCO. Sequestration cannot 
be allowed to become a permanent fix- 
ture. We must work together in a bi- 
partisan manner to end it. 

In my time in the U.S. Senate, I have 
fought for our national defense funding 
because I believe our troops in harm’s 
way deserve our full, uncompromising, 
unyielding, and unstinting support. We 
owe them the best equipment, the best 
training and supplies, as well as the 
best institutional support and health 
care that the world has to offer because 
they are the best fighting force that 
our world has ever seen. They fight for 
a nation that is the best, strongest, and 
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greatest in the history of the world— 
not only in its military strength but in 
its fundamental values and freedom 
that allow us to speak as we wish in 
this very Chamber, to criticize author- 
ity, to speak truth to those in power, 
to debate, to come together, as we did 
this past weekend to worship and gath- 
er together and say whatever we please 
and think as we wish. 

I hope we will address this vital in- 
terest in making sure we provide a sus- 
tainable source of funding by ending 
sequestration rather than relying on 
the overseas contingency operation ac- 
count, which is a form of borrowing. It 
increases the deficit; it doesn’t reduce 
it. It diminishes stable and sustainable 
funding; it doesn’t enhance it. It sim- 
ply provides more uncertainty rather 
than a long-term strategy. 

This measure, which I support, en- 
hances our security by providing for 
the construction of Virginia-class sub- 
marines—that are necessary. In fact, 
the NDAA provides $800 million in ad- 
ditional funding over what the Presi- 
dent requested, and it endorses equip- 
ping all future attack submarines with- 
in an enhanced payload capability. 

Naval warfare, and particularly un- 
dersea warfare, is as relevant and im- 
portant now as it ever was, and these 
submarines will do much to enhance 
our readiness, our nuclear deterrence, 
our special operations, and our surveil- 
lance. They are the stealthiest, strong- 
est weapons platform under the sea 
ever known to man. Likewise, the re- 
search and development in the Ohio re- 
placement program will continue to go 
forward. 

The bill provides for $1 billion for six 
additional Joint Strike Fighter air- 
craft for the Marine Corps—this is pro- 
foundly significant—as well as $17 mil- 
lion in new military construction for 
the Connecticut National Guard. 

There are other measures, but apart 
from the hard work is an important 
step for fairness and keeping faith and 
dealing fairly with our men and women 
in uniform. This legislation provides 
for a 1.3 percent pay raise and $85 mil- 
lion to be directed toward improving fi- 
nancial literacy among our service- 
members. That is really the very least 
we Can do. 

Our military men and women do not 
do this for the pay or the financial 
compensation, but for their families” 
sake, we need to deal with them fairly 
and keep faith with them. In my role 
as ranking member of the Veterans” Af- 
fairs Committee, I have paid special at- 
tention to ensuring that this bill helps 
to ease the transition of military per- 
sonnel into civilian life by establishing 
a new “RECORD of Service” card upon 
their separation that will help prevent 
identity theft and financial fraud. I 
urge the DOD, as does the Armed Serv- 
ices Committee, to discontinue its use 
of Social Security numbers on military 
records. It will help prevent identity 
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theft and the kinds of breaches that 
put our servicemen and their families 
at risk financially, just as they are 
often at risk physically in combat. 

The bill also directs DOD to stem the 
tide of opioid prescription drug abuse, 
and it helps military retirees get smok- 
ing cessation assistance. 1 would go 
further and provide for stronger meas- 
ures to deal with over-prescription 
through education programs and drug 
formularies that provide alternatives, 
and that is one of the amendments I 
will offer. 

Finally, two principal amendments I 
propose are an amendment to provide 
additional helicopters for the Army 
National Guard, which I will speak on 
now and seek to make pending at a 
later point, and an amendment improv- 
ing consumer protections for military 
personnel and their families, which is 
currently pending. 

First, we can greatly strengthen this 
bill by making a commitment to our 
National Guard to provide additional 
helicopters. The UH-60 Black Hawk 
helicopter is one of the most versatile 
and heavily used aviation capabilities 
in the Army National Guard, as well as 
by all the states in which they serve. 
The UH-60A is the oldest model Black 
Hawk in service and is currently flown 
almost exclusively by the Army Na- 
tional Guard. 

We can strengthen this bill by ful- 
filling our commitment to the Na- 
tional Guard in providing 15 additional 
UH-60M Black Hawk helicopters that 
are the workhorse of our warriors who 
serve in our National Guard, warriors 
who have distinguished themselves not 
only in combat but also in emergencies 
and disasters at home. These heli- 
copters will help them serve at home 
and abroad, which is one of the reasons 
that acquiring more of these heli- 
copters, M model Black Hawks, are one 
of the priorities of the National Guard 
Association. 

I have listened to the National Guard 
leaders in Connecticut, and I have lis- 
tened to distinguished warriors and 
veterans of the National Guard from 
around the country, and I know these 
UH-60 Black Hawks are the work- 
horses. They are important in medium- 
lift capability to the National Guard in 
support of homeland defense and re- 
sponse to emergencies. The UH-60A 
models now lack onboard capabilities— 
modern capabilities that would enable 
them to be deployed overseas in hostile 
environments without significant up- 
grades to others parts of their configu- 
ration. They need that upgrade to be 
configured properly. The new aircraft 
would flow to states all across the 
country and ensure the National Guard 
is ready to deploy both at home and 
abroad. 

Under the Army’s current budget 
projections, the Army National Guard 
will not replace their aging UH-60A 
Black Hawk helicopters until 2025. We 
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need to do better, we need to do it 
more promptly, and that is why I am 
proposing amendment No. 1820. 

The amendment is fully paid for by 
an offset from the Foreign Currency 
Fund. The upside of a strengthening 
American dollar is that the Army can 
put more funds towards buying Amer- 
ican helicopters and spend less in for- 
eign currency expenses. 

The other principal amendment, 
which I have made pending to the bill, 
improves the consumer protections af- 
forded to our servicemembers and their 
families by the Servicemembers Civil 
Relief Act. On the Servicemembers 
Civil Relief Act, penalties, quite blunt- 
ly, are too low, and that is why I wish 
to thank my colleagues Ranking Mem- 
ber REED as well as Senators DURBIN, 
MURRAY, and WHITEHOUSE, all of whom 
have been working tirelessly and have 
joined me in proposing stronger protec- 
tions in the Servicemembers Civil Re- 
lief Act by doubling the penalties and 
making them as high as $110,000 for a 
first violation and $220,000 for a second 
or subsequent violation. This legisla- 
tion provides deterrents, punishment, 
and a stop to this kind of financial 
abuse that may take place, literally, 
within sight of military bases. 

Recently, the Department of Justice 
used this authority to obtain a civil 
penalty against Capital One and Sallie 
Mae. We have seen financial abuse by 
Capital One, when it foreclosed improp- 
erly on servicemembers’ homes. These 
practices can include these kinds of 
abuses involving foreclosure and other 
kinds of exploitation which Sallie Mae, 
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unfortunately, engaged in. ‘‘Federal 
law protects our servicemembers from 
having to repay loans under terms that 
are unaffordable or unfair.” Student 
lender Sallie Mae sidestepped require- 
ments by charging excessive rates to 
borrowers who filed documents proving 
they were members of the U.S. mili- 
tary. For over a decade Sallie Mae vio- 
lated SCRA by failing to provide over 
60,000 military servicemembers with 
the 6 percent interest rate cap they 
were entitled to on their student loans. 
This type of conduct is more than just 
inappropriate, it is inexcusable, and it 
will not be tolerated. 

In addition, my colleagues have been 
working to make other important im- 
provements to the SCRA. For example, 
Senator REED has worked tirelessly to 
ensure servicemembers can terminate 
leases on rental properties without 
early termination fees if they are as- 
signed to, or relocate to, government 
quarters. Senator WHITEHOUSE has 
sought to make permanent a one-year 
post service protection from fore- 
closure for returning servicemembers 
and Senator DURBIN has been fighting 
to make sure our servicemembers with 
student loan debt can take advantage 
of the protections of the SCRA. I ap- 
preciate my colleagues tireless advo- 
cacy and look forward to working to- 
gether to advance these important pro- 
visions. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
voting for Senator REED’s amendment 
tomorrow. We face critical decisions 
ahead. This measure has extraordinary 
merit. We must keep faith with those 
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who serve, and I hope we will when we 
vote this week on the National Defense 
Authorization Act. 

I thank the Presiding Officer. 

I yield the floor. 


— A 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:44 p.m., 
adjourned until Tuesday, June 9, 2015, 
at 10 a.m. 


— A 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


MARY L. KENDALL, OF MINNESOTA, TO BE INSPECTOR 
GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, VICE EARL 
E. DEVANEY, RESIGNED. 


EUROPEAN BANK FOR RECONSTRUCTION AND 
DEVELOPMENT 


SCOTT ALLEN, OF MARYLAND, TO BE UNITED STATES 
DIRECTOR OF THE EUROPEAN BANK FOR RECONSTRUC- 
TION AND DEVELOPMENT, VICE JAMES LAGARDE HUD- 
SON, RESIGNED. 


— 


WITHDRAWAL 


Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on June 8, 
2015 withdrawing from further Senate 
consideration the following nomina- 
tion: 

ERICKA M. MILLER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY FOR POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION, DEPART- 


MENT OF EDUCATION, VICE EDUARDO M. OCHOA, WHICH 
WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON MARCH 4, 2015. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 


HONORING MR. JACK HEARN 


HON. JEB HENSARLING 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 8, 2015 


Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
honor to recognize Jack Hearn, a veteran of 
World War Il, for his exceptional service to our 
country. 

Beginning his service just after graduating 
high school, Mr. Hearn enlisted in the Texas 
National Guard in 1940. Soon after, the Army 
incorporated all guardsmen for active duty. 
From November 1940 to November 1945, Mr. 
Hearn served in the U.S. Army, initially as an 
enlisted man in the field artillery division of the 
36th battalion. He was promoted to Staff Ser- 
geant shortly after and ultimately received a 
direct commission to Second Lieutenant. Dur- 
ing the twenty-five months he spent in the Eu- 
ropean theater, Mr. Hearn fought in many bat- 
tles and helped fight the Germans through 
France to the Rhine River. He was wounded 
in action in December of 1944 after running 
over a land mine. For his exceptional and 
brave service, Mr. Hearn was awarded the 
Purple Heart, FAME ribbon with four battle 
stars, the Invasion Arrowhead, American De- 
fense Ribbon, Good Conduct Medal and Dis- 
tinguished Unit Citation. 

Humbly, | echo the words of President Ron- 
ald Reagan, “We will always remember. We 
will always be proud. We will always be pre- 
pared, so we will always be free.” And hum- 
bly, | offer my sincere gratitude to Mr. Jack 
Hearn for his service and acts of bravery that 
allow us the freedoms we enjoy today. 


a 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. LUIS V. GUTIERREZ 


OF ILLINOIS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, June 8, 2015 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un- 
avoidably absent for the following votes on 
Thursday, June 4, 2015. | would like the 
record to show that, had | been present, | 
would have voted “yea” on roll call votes 301 
and 308, and “nay” on roll call vote 307. 


Ee 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
HON. RANDY NEUGEBAUER 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 8, 2015 


Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, | was not 
able to be present for a series of votes on 
June 2, 2015. Had | been present, | would 
have voted: 


On Roll Call #268, | would have voted AYE. 
On Roll Call #269, | would have voted AYE. 


EE 


HONORING THE DISTINGUISHED 
PUBLIC SERVICE OF THE HONOR- 
ABLE MARY H. MELFI 


HON. LEONARD LANCE 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 8, 2015 


Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to cel- 
ebrate the public service of the Honorable 
Mary H. Melfi, County Clerk of Hunterdon 
County, New Jersey who is celebrating her 
sixtieth birthday. Mary is currently serving in 
her second five year term as County Clerk, 
where she has built a reputation as a trusted 
resource for information, manager of public af- 
fairs and public servant. 

Mary oversees a tremendous operation, 
managing numerous departments and pro- 
grams that deliver community services at the 
speed of the 21st century. Her style brings de- 
pendability to this important constitutional of- 
fice and her management has instituted great- 
er accessibility and transparency of critical 
governmental functions for constituents. To 
the benefit of residents, businesses and tax- 
payers, public information is readily available 
and put to good use for County projects. 

The County Clerk is the chief election officer 
and master pollworker in charge of overseeing 
the essential process of administering free and 
fair elections. This major undertaking includes 
the oversight of dozens of election districts, 
numerous polling machines and poll workers 
and thousands of ballots cast in each elec- 
tion—both in-person and through the mail. 

Mary has lived her life in Hunterdon County, 
growing up in Lebanon Borough and grad- 
uating from North Hunterdon Regional High 
School. Her public service started with mem- 
bership on the Flemington Borough Planning 
Board and Board of Adjustment. She was 
elected to serve on the Borough Council for 
12 years. 

| thank and congratulate the Honorable 
Mary H. Melfi for her work for the residents of 
Hunterdon County and wish her continued 
professional success, good health and happi- 
ness. 


— 


RECOGNIZING THE UNIVERSITY OF 
TEXAS SYSTEM FOR THEIR OU'T- 
STANDING ACHIEVEMENTS 


HON. LAMAR SMITH 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 8, 2015 


Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, gradua- 
tion season is once again upon us, and con- 


gratulations go to all who have accomplished 
the outstanding goal of attaining a high school 
diploma or college degree. | also want to rec- 
ognize the hundreds of thousands of teachers 
in my home state, the great state of Texas— 
from pre-K to post-grad. 

One of the great higher education systems 
in the nation is the University of Texas Sys- 
tem, which just happens to be headquartered 
in my district. Each year, UT System institu- 
tions confer more than one-third of Texas' un- 
dergraduate degrees and educate two-thirds 
of the state's health care professionals. Over- 
all, the UT System includes more than 
210,000 students across the state, a group of 
young Texans that includes first generation 
Americans striving to improve their place in 
society, engineers, computer scientists, histo- 
rians, educators, inventors, and future doctors. 

The UT System is also one of the largest 
employers in Texas. Across its fourteen cam- 
puses, the System employs more than 90,000 
faculty, staff, and administrators, all focused 
on three aligned objectives: educate the future 
leaders of our nation, innovate and create the 
discoveries and tools of tomorrow, and ad- 
vance scholarly knowledge beyond current 
boundaries. 

The UT System family includes three of the 
nation's 68 National Cancer Institute cancer 
centers—one of which, the UT Health Science 
Center in San Antonio, is located in my dis- 
trict. In addition, the UT Health Science Center 
in San Antonio is one of the four UT System 
medical centers to have received continuous 
Clinical and Translational Science Awards 
from the National Institutes of Health for their 
proven success in quickly delivering to pa- 
tients the drugs and therapies they discover. 

UT San Antonio was the first university in 
Texas, and twenty-third nationwide, to be rec- 
ognized by the NSA as a national leader in 
the emerging field of cybersecurity research 
and training and designated a Center for Aca- 
demic Excellence. 

UT’s MD Anderson Cancer Center, located 
at the Texas Medical Center in Houston, is 
often recognized as the top cancer center in 
the world. It conducts more cancer clinical 
trials than any institution across the globe, re- 
ceives more National Cancer Institute funding 
than any other institution, and is responsible 
for more than one-third of all new FDA-ap- 
proved cancer drugs. 

UT Austin is home to more than 200 mem- 
bers of the National Academies and 12 recipi- 
ents of the National Medal of Science. And it 
has 43 academic programs considered to be 
in the Top 10 nationally; 50 in the Top 25. 

The UT Medical Branch is home to the Gal- 
veston National Laboratory, the only oper- 
ational BioSafety Level 4 National Lab on a 
university campus in the United States. Sci- 
entists there are playing a leading role in re- 
searching and developing treatments and vac- 
cines for global infectious diseases, and were 
recently included in the group of Ebola fighters 
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Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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Time Magazine chose to represent their Per- 
son of the Year. 

Last year, UT El Paso was selected by 
Washington Monthly as one of the top 10 uni- 
versities in the nation, grouped with Stanford, 
Harvard, UC Berkeley, UCLA and UC San 
Diego and ranked #1 for the third consecutive 
year among all U.S. universities in the social 
mobility category for its success in helping stu- 
dents achieve the American Dream. 

The UT Southwestern Medical Center in 
Dallas is home to six Nobel Laureates—a dis- 
tinction no other medical school in America 
can claim. 

UT Arlington is the largest producer of bac- 
calaureate educated nurses in Texas and the 
largest not-for-profit college of nursing in the 
nation, training nearly 8,000 on-line and in- 
person students. 

The extraordinary emergency care doctors 
of UT Health Science Center Houston who 
manage the world's busiest Level 1 Trauma 
Center at Memorial Hermann Hospital were 
featured this year in the Lifetime Network se- 
ries “Life flight: Trauma Center Houston.” 

UT Dallas was ranked 15th in the 2014 
Times Higher Education magazine list of the 
world's most outstanding young universities. 
One of the criteria contributing to this ranking 
is the high standing of the university's stu- 
dents. The average SAT score for incoming 
freshman consistently is the highest among 
public universities in Texas. 

UT Health Science Center Tyler, northeast 
Texas’ only university medical center, is 
ranked by Axial and Becker’s Hospital Review 
as one of the top 100 hospitals in the country 
for patient healthcare, including quality, patient 
satisfaction, and communication. 

UT Tyler is a leading innovator for providing 
students with multiple options to complete a 
degree from remote locations. It is the only 
university in Texas to offer three distance- 
learning campuses where students can take 
classes close to home. In addition, the UT 
Tyler Houston Engineering Center provides a 
seamless pathway to a four-year degree in 
civil, electrical, or mechanical engineering in 
partnership with Houston Community College. 
Students can take lower-division courses at 
HCC and upper-division courses from UT 
Tyler at the Alief-Hayes Road Campus in 
Houston. 

The University of Texas of the Permian 
Basin (UTPB) has created Early College High 
Schools with several West Texas school dis- 
tricts at which at-risk high school students 
have the opportunity to earn a high school di- 
ploma and up to sixty college credit hours. 
The first UTPB Early College High School 
within the Presidio Independent School District 
was the first in Texas where college courses 
are delivered online. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the UT System is not 
resting on its laurels. In fact, it is preparing for 
the future on several fronts. 

It is in the process of opening what will be- 
come the second-largest Hispanic-serving in- 
stitution in the nation. UT Rio Grande Valley 
will incorporate multiple locations throughout 
South Texas and will have a transformative ef- 
fect on the health, economy and overall well- 
being of the region. When UTRGV opens its 
doors, the UT System will also become the 
only university system in America to open a 
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new university with a medical school in the 
21st century. 


In fact, the UT System is the only university 
system in the country currently building two 
new medical schools—in addition to UTRGV, 
the System is creating the new Dell Medical 
School as a part of UT Austin’s growing pres- 
ence. 


Mr. Speaker, as you can see | am proud to 
represent the University of Texas System, 
which rightfully has been recognized as one of 
the great university systems in the U.S. 


— 


HONORING MR. JOSHUA RAY 
JOHNSON 


HON. JEB HENSARLING 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 8, 2015 


Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
honor to recognize Joshua Ray Johnson for 
his sacrifice and service to our country. Upon 
graduation from Eustace High School, Petty 
Officer 3rd Class Johnson enlisted in the Navy 
in October 2006. 


Petty Officer Johnson served stateside in 
the Military Police before being deployed over- 
seas. He was assigned to the MOB Account- 
ing OPS unit. Petty Officer Johnson's assign- 
ment was part of NATO's International Secu- 
rity Assistance Force (ISAF) that was estab- 
lished after the regime change in Afghanistan 
in 2001. Initially, the ISAF was established to 
train the Afghan National Security Forces and 
assist Afghanistan in rebuilding key govern- 
ment institutions. When Josh arrived in the 
Middle East, the ISAF had expanded its oper- 
ations to more intensive combat operations 
and part of this involved reconnaissance mis- 
sions to evaluate, account and report on the 
status of residential occupants. Petty Officer 
Johnson was wounded in Iraq when an impro- 
vised explosive device detonated and he suf- 
fered a bullet wound in his arm. He was hon- 
orably discharged in April of 2010 and was the 
recipient of the Purple Heart. 


While serving his country bravely and coura- 
geously, Petty Officer Johnson battled en- 
emies and faced danger and possible death 
every day. Today, Petty Officer Johnson faces 
the toughest fight ever. He was diagnosed 
with Stage IV cancer that is inoperable and in- 
curable in November 2014, on the day before 
Veterans Day. We will continue to keep him, 
his family and medical personnel in our pray- 
ers daily, that he will overcome this battle. 


Humbly, | echo the words of President Ron- 
ald Reagan, “We will always remember. We 
will always be proud. We will always be pre- 
pared, so we will always be free.” And hum- 
bly, | offer my sincere gratitude to Petty Officer 
Joshua Ray Johnson for his service and acts 
of bravery that allow us the freedoms we 
enjoy today. 


June 8, 2015 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


HON. RICHARD M. NOLAN 


OF MINNESOTA 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 8, 2015 


Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, on June 1, 2015, 
| was unavoidably detained due to inclement 
weather. Had | been present and voting, | 
would have voted Aye on Roll Call #264 (Din- 
gell of Michigan Amendment), Aye on #265 
(Lowenthal of California Amendment), Aye on 
#266 (Motion to Recommit) and NO on Roll 
Call #267 (Final Passage of H.R. 1335). 


IN HONOR OF SANDRA VOGELSON 
HON. DONALD NORCROSS 


OF NEW JERSEY 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monday, June 8, 2015 


Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today 
to honor the memory of Sandra Vogelson, for 
her achievements, contributions, and her serv- 
ice to the people of New Jersey as a commu- 
nity leader and a health advocate. Mrs. 
Vogelson passed away at the age of seventy- 
three. Sandra was revered throughout her 
community and she will truly be missed. 

Sandra graduated from my alma mater, 
Camden County Community College, with a 
degree in Art, and dedicated her life to the 
community of South Jersey. She served as a 
member of Cooper’s Ferry Development Asso- 
ciation, where she was always seeking new 
ways to improve the City of Camden. 

Sandra founded a philanthropic event, “Pink 
Roses and Teal Magnolias.” This event raises 
funds to continue the fight against breast and 
gynecologic cancers. Over the years, “Pink 
Roses and Teal Magnolias” became a staple 
within our community, by raising tens of thou- 
sands of dollars for research and other clinical 
programs at the MD Anderson Cancer Center 
at Cooper. 

Furthermore, she took a keen interest in the 
education of New Jersey’s young people. In 
1992, Sandra established the Camden County 
College Foundation, and served on the board 
for the next two decades. Her leadership pro- 
vided critical fundraising efforts for the college, 
allowing it to expand and serve as an exem- 
plary educational institution for the students of 
Camden. 

Mr. Speaker, Sandra Vogelson was a pillar 
of society who lived a life full of virtue service. 
She left a great mark on South Jersey, and is 
survived three daughters, five grandchildren, 
and eight great-grandchildren. | join the Cam- 
den County community and the state of New 
Jersey in honoring the achievements and the 
life of this extraordinary woman. 


HONORING MR. JOHN J. DAWDY 
HON. JEB HENSARLING 


OF TEXAS 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, June 8, 2015 


Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
honor to recognize Mr. John J. Dawdy for his 
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courageous service to our country. A graduate 
of Mabank High School, Private First Class 
Dawdy served in the 1 Marine Expeditionary 
Force (1 MEF) during Operation Iraqi Free- 
dom. 

On March 19, 2004, Pfc. Dawdy was driving 
a seven-ton truck in his unit’s convoy. Shortly 
after leaving Camp Fallujah, Iraq, the convoy 
hit an improvised explosive device. With his 
leg torn with shrapnel, Pfc. Dawdy still man- 
aged to maintain control of his truck and ma- 
neuvered nearly one hundred yards before 
pulling off to the side of the road and losing 
consciousness. As a testament to his bravery 
and leadership, a fellow Marine called Pfc. 
Dawdy a “father figure’ who made “all the 
wise decisions.” Pfc. Dawdy was awarded the 
Purple Heart for the injuries he sustained in 
combat while bravely serving his country. 

Humbly, | echo the words of President Ron- 
ald Reagan, “We will always remember. We 
will always be proud. We will always be pre- 
pared, so we will always be free.” And hum- 
bly, | offer my sincere gratitude to Pfc. John J. 
Dawdy for his service and acts of bravery that 
allow us the freedoms we enjoy today. 


— A 


SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 


Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys- 
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com- 
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit- 
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com- 
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor- 
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, 
June 9, 2015 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 


MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
JUNE 10 


Time to be announced 
Committee on Finance 
Business meeting to consider the nomi- 
nations of Anne Elizabeth Wall, of Illi- 
nois, to be a Deputy Under Secretary, 
and Brodi L. Fontenot, of Louisiana, to 
be Chief Financial Officer, both of the 
Department of the Treasury, and 
Rafael J. Lopez, of California, to be 
Commissioner on Children, Youth, and 
Families, Department of Health and 
Human Services. 
TBA 
9 a.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of Peter V. Neffenger, of Ohio, to 
be an Assistant Secretary of Homeland 


EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS, Vol. 161, Pt. 6 


Security, and David S. Shapira, of 
Pennsylvania, to be a Governor of the 
United States Postal Service for a term 
expiring December 8, 2019. 


SD-342 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 


Business meeting to consider S. 1140, to 
require the Secretary of the Army and 
the Administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency to propose a 
regulation revising the definition of 


the term “waters of the United 
States”. 
SD-406 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 


To hold hearings to examine passenger 
rail safety, focusing on accident pre- 
vention and on-going efforts to imple- 
ment train control technology. 

SR-253 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 

To hold hearings to examine health in- 
formation exchange, focusing on a path 
towards improving the quality and 
value of health care for patients. 

SD-430 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine the Federal 
regulatory system to improve account- 
ability, transparency and integrity. 


SD-226 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, 


Science, and Related Agencies 
Business meeting to markup an original 
bill entitled, “Commerce, Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies Appro- 
priations Act, 2016”. 
SD-192 
1:30 p.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of Luis Felipe Restrepo, of Penn- 
sylvania, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Third Circuit, Travis 
Randall McDonough, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern 
District of Tennessee, and Waverly D. 
Crenshaw, Jr., to be United States Dis- 
trict Judge for the Middle District of 


Tennessee. 
SD-226 
2 p.m. 
Commission on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe 


To hold hearings to examine the esca- 

lating threat of ISIL in Central Asia. 
RHOB-2175 

2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs 

Business meeting to consider S. 248, to 
clarify the rights of Indians and Indian 
tribes on Indian lands under the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act; to be im- 
mediately followed by an oversight 
hearing to examine addressing the need 

for victim services in Indian County. 


SD-628 
2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


Subcommittee on National Parks 
To hold hearings to examine S. 145, to re- 
quire the Director of the National Park 
Service to refund to States all State 
funds that were used to reopen and 
temporarily operate a unit of the Na- 
tional Park System during the October 
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2013 shutdown, S. 146, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to enter into 
agreements with States and political 
subdivisions of States providing for the 
continued operation, in whole or in 
part, of public land, units of the Na- 
tional Park System, units of the Na- 
tional Wildlife Refuge System, and 
units of the National Forest System in 
the State during any period in which 
the Secretary of the Interior or the 
Secretary of Agriculture is unable to 
maintain normal level of operations at 
the units due to a lapse in appropria- 
tions, S. 319, to designate a mountain 
in the State of Alaska as Mount 
Denali, S. 329, to amend the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act to designate certain 
segments of the Farmington River and 
Salmon Brook in the State of Con- 
necticut as components of the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System, S. 403, 
to revise the authorized route of the 
North Country National Scenic Trail in 
northeastern Minnesota and to extend 
the trail into Vermont to connect with 
the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, 
S. 521, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a special resource 
study of President Station in Balti- 
more, Maryland, S. 610, to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to con- 
duct a special resource study of P.S. 
103 in West Baltimore, Maryland and 
for other purposes, S. 782, to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to establish a 
bison management plan for Grand Can- 
yon National Park, S. 873, to designate 
the wilderness within the Lake Clark 
National Park and Preserve in the 
State of Alaska as the Jay S. Ham- 
mond Wilderness Area, and S. 1488, to 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
study the suitability and feasibility of 
designating the James K. Polk Home in 
Columbia, Tennessee, as a unit of the 
National Park System. 
SD-366 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Federal Spending Over- 
sight and Emergency Management 
To hold hearings to examine wasteful 
spending in the Federal government, 
focusing on an outside perspective. 
SD-342 
Special Committee on Aging 
To hold hearings to examine the pro- 
liferation of unwanted calls. 
SD-562 
5 p.m. 
Committee on Foreign Relations 
To receive a closed briefing on 
verification and assessment, focusing 
on how to create a successful inspec- 
tion regime. 


S-116 
JUNE 11 
9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 


To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of Ann Elizabeth Dunkin, of Cali- 
fornia, and Thomas A. Burke, and Jane 
Toshiko Nishida, both of Maryland, all 
to be to be an Assistant Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy. 

SD-406 
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10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Business meeting to markup an original 
bill entitled, ‘‘Department of Defense 
Appropriations Act, 2016”, an original 
bill entitled, “Commerce, Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies Appro- 
priations Act, 2016”, and an original 
bill entitled, “Legislative Branch Ap- 
propriations Act, 2016”. 
SD-106 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine accounts of 
current and former federal agency 
whistleblowers. 
SD-342 
2:30 p.m. 
Select Committee on Intelligence 
To receive a closed briefing on certain 
intelligence matters. 


SH-219 
JUNE 16 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


To hold hearings to examine the nomina- 
tions of Jonathan Elkind, of Maryland, 
to be an Assistant Secretary of Energy 
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(International Affairs), and Monica C. 
Regalbuto, of Illinois, to be an Assist- 
ant Secretary of Energy (Environ- 
mental Management). 
SD-366 
10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Department of Home- 
land Security 
Business meeting to markup an original 
bill entitled, “Fiscal Year 2016 Home- 
land Security Appropriations Bill.” 
SD-138 


JUNE 18 


9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and 
Federal Management 
To hold hearings to examine the EPA’s 
management of the renewable fuel 
standard program. 
SD-342 
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JUNE 24 
2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
demanding results to end Native youth 


suicides. 
SD-628 
JULY 9 
10 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re- 
sources 


To hold hearings to examine the back- 
end of the nuclear fuel cycle and re- 
lated legislation, including S. 854, to 
establish a new organization to manage 
nuclear waste, provide a consensual 
process for siting nuclear waste facili- 
ties, ensure adequate funding for man- 
aging nuclear waste. 

SD-366 


CANCELLATIONS 


JUNE 11 


10 a.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Business meeting to consider pending 
calendar business. 
SD-226 


